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wymber may very soon be increased: to three 
= adred and twe nty, or even to five hundred. 
‘ow, it is impossible that the House should 
willing to give to those five hundred ex- 
members the right to prosecute any sort of 
sjgims upon the floor of this House. 
FARNSWORTH. Does not that num- 
ber include those ex-members who have come 
rom a distance to again visit Washington ? 

Mr. BANKS. It does. But there is no 
arm in requi iring every man who seeks the 
privilege of the floor of the House to declare 
that he is not the agent or attorney for any 
lsim, and does not come here to influence 
egisiation. The House understands that that 

but it is not done; at least the 
ofticers of the House do not so interpret the 
ruie 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
voes further than that. Suppose an ex-mem- 
ber of Congress has some matter before a 
committee of the House, and he has, perhaps, 
been before that committee, this proposed ruie 
would require him, if he wishes to come in 
upon the floor, to make certificate that he is 
not interested in any matter before any com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BANKS. Notatall; it does not imply 
that. It simply implies that he does not seek 
to come upon the floor for the purpose of pros- 
ecuting any private interest. There is no 
question about his right to go before a com- 
But when he comes upon the floor of 
the House he is not to come here for that 
purpose; that is the intent of the proposed 
rule. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 1 now 
desire to ask my colleague [Mr. Banks] if he 
will move to recommit this report to the Com- 
mittee on Rules? If so, 1 will not move to lay 
it on the table. 

Mr. BANKS. I have suggested to the hon- 
orable gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] 
that inasmuch as this seems to be a surprise 
upon the House, and it has not been so care- 
fully considered as it might be, it would be well 

» have it recommitted. 

Mr. COX. I would be glad to defer to the 
geutleman, but this proposes so slight a change 
in the existing rule that [ would like to have 
some expression of the House upon it. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I suppose that all mem- 
bers of the House would concur in excluding 
from the floor any person that came from the 
people here who was interested in legislation 
of any kind, because they have adopted just 
such arule. If any gentleman from the dis 
trict of my friend from Massachusetts, [ Mr. 
Bur.er, ] however highin character or in learn- 
ing, should come here to influence legislation 
in any way, he would be excluded from the 
floor. No matter whether that legislation be 
of a public or a private character, he would 
be unable to come upon the floor and consult 
with the members of this House. Now, if the 
people cannot seud here any gentleman from 
the district of my friend from Massachusetts, 
i0 matter how distinguished or eminent he 
might 2 and come upon the floor of this 
House for the purpose of influencing legisla- 
tion, why should we allow the same people to 
send the gentleman himself here for that pur- 
pose after his term shall have expired. Should 
there be any distinction made between an ex- 
member of Congress and a man of equal char- 
acter and reputation who has never been a 
member of Congress? 

lf, for instance, the Chamber of Commerce 
of the city of New York should be interested, 
as is frequently the case, in important legisla- 
tion before this body, they may select some 
gentleman of eminence to come here and rep- 
resent their views. Some other organization 
in the city of New York, holding opposite 
views, may select another gentleman of equal 
eminence to come here and represent their 
views in opposition. The representative of 
one body happens to have been a member of 


( 
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s doue now, 


This proposed rule 


mittee. 


Congress; the other happens never to have , 
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had that distinction. When the matter comes 


| up, one of those men can come upon the floor 


and consult with members, can suggest amend- 
ments, and arrange the whole machinery; 
while his rival, who is just as distinguished, 
and represents, perhaps, just as good a cause, 
or possibly better, is obliged to sit in the gal- 


| lery and watch the proceedings which he can- 


not in any way affect. Now, why should we 
wish to make sucha distinction? Let the peo- 


| ple send here anybody they choose to influence 


| alike. 





| another 
| affect me. 


| take that dose once in thirt 


| 


legislation; but let all who come be treated 

[ will tell you why, as 1 conjecture, so many 
members of Congress come here upon business 
connected with legislation. They do not come 
necessarily on any bad errand; | do not make 
any such reflection; but they are selecfed in 
preference to some cuaaan lawyer in their 
own locality, who is perhaps better acquainted 
with the business than they, simply because 
those who send them know that if they select 
an ex-member of Congress he can come upon 
this floor and by reason of his kindly relations 
with members, formed before he left Congress, 
may perhaps induce them to act more favor- 
ably upon a bill than they otherwise would. 

1 say let all be put upon an equal footing. As 
one who expects to retire from this body at 
the end of this Congress, | am perfectly willing, 
if 1 should ever come back here again, either 
to take the pledge that I am not coming upon 
the floor to affect legislation or else to stay out. 


If I wish to influence legislation, I will go 
before the committees. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, we have had four speeches in sue 


cession in favor of this rule. I hope I may be 
allowed to say a word on the other side with- 
out being interrupted by somebody who wants 
to make another speech in its favor. I agree 
that it needs all these speeches, and some more 
besides, to recommend it to the judgment of 
the House. 

[ am sorry the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Scorite.p] could not find some other 
gentleman than myself upon to whom to base 
his illustration. If I should desire to come on 
this floor after | leave the House I shall not be 
obliged to come in virtue of this rule. Having 
had the high honor to receive the thanks of 
the House tor services performed during the 
war, I have aright to come on this floor under 
rule. So that proposition does not 
I stand clear of this rule now and 
in the future. [Laughter.] I am an impartial 
judge upon this subject. Besides, I do not 
mean to go out of Congress just yet, unless | 
desire so to do. { Laughter. | 

Now, then, let us see what this rule means 
[t has been in force many years—you know 
how many, Mr. Speaker; I do not—and there 
are only two hundred and twenty-five mem- 
bers of Congress who have registered under it 
during its existence or when it 
force. Now, the trouble we meet with the 
lobbyists is not on this floor. We are gen 
erally so noisy, if not so busy, that lobbyists do 


has been in 


not stand any chance here. The lobbying is 
done outside. 
I will teil the House my first objection 


to this proposition. | do not desire to be 
called on every day to cast some vote to belit- 
tle members of Congress. I am willing to 
y days; but 1 do 
not desire to take it every day. [Laughter. ] 
One day we are told that if we nominate or 
recommenda man to oilice, we are to be put in 
the penitentiary. [ Laughter. J The next day 
gentlemen come in and say, ** If, after you go 
out of Congress, you shorld come bere, you 
are to be suspected of coming for the purpose 
of carrying out some corrupt scheme; and 
you are to make a certificate to the contrary 
before being allowed to come upon the floor.”’ 
It is very well to say that a man interested in 
a claim shall not come upon the floor to lobby 
for that claim; but | take it that no good citi- 


zeu comes upon this floor unless he is inter- 


LONAL GLOBE. 


| and forty-odd men, likely 
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ested to some degree in some legislation which 
is going on here. And then it is proposed to 
provide that if an ex-member comes upon the 
floor he shall not speak to d@ member of Con- 
gress. Why, sir, it was only a few days ago 
that we were called upon to vote that a mem- 
ber of Congress should not speak to an exec 
tive officer on certain subjects. Now we are 
not to speak to each other on any subject. 
{Laughter.] And so it goes. 

Why is it, Mr. Speaker, that two hundred 
be two hundred 
and eighty, selected for the purpose of repre- 
senting forty-million people, every other day 
undertake to convince the people of the coun 


| try, and not only the people of this country, 


but the people of all nations, that a man has 


| only to come in here with his pockets full of 


| any such pledge 


money, or his hands full, and we are ready 
to be bought? Does any gentleman complain ? 
Does any one mistrust evil? If anybody feels 
there is any evil in this direction, let him get 
up and name the man. If anybody knows of 
evil, let him say who does it, and we will ex- 
clude that man. The condition this rule will 
put us into is this: all the honorable and hon 
est members of Congress— 
are all so—will not come in here under any 
such pledge as that, ‘‘ I am interested in noth 
ing that is to be the subject of legislation by 
Congress.’’ They will not come in here under 
Bad men, if there are any, 
will sign the pledge. 

A man who comes here to use his position 
as an ex-member of Congress for the purpose 


and | assume they 


| of influencing improperly the legislation of 


ui 


Congress ‘and to do it properly is one of hi 
rights—a man, | say, who comes hereto in 
fluence the legislation of Congress improperly, 
will sign any pledge you put to him. You only 
keep out honest men while you keep in the 
rogues. ‘l‘hat is the sieve you estab 
lish—you keep out the honest men while you 
keep in the rogues. Therefore [ say this rule 
shouid not be put in thisstringent form. It 
clear a man should not advoc 


sort of 


rate his own claim 


on the tloor of Congress, or with Congressmen 
elsewhere, improperly. But this rule covers 
every kind of legislation public and private. | 
may see that a law regulating courts of justi¢ 

requires change, and | am interested as a good 


citizen ip having the change made. 
on the tloor, atter 1 leave Congress, and say to 
the chairman of the Judiciary Committee, ** Do 
you know there exists this detect in the law ?”’ 
He answers, ‘‘ No.”’ Unless lagree I will not 
say that to him [ cannot come in here as an 
ex-member of Congress, even if | say no mor 
than this. 

Now, do not let us beslaver ourselves. 
us remember the old Scotch proverb, 
a dirty bird that befouls its own nest.’’ Let 
us Say UO man whatever, not confined to ex 
members, shall come upon the floor who will 
not sign a declaration that he is not interested 
in any legislation, and then perhaps we 
puss i. 


I come ih 


Let 


‘It is 


may 
| respectfully submit that this rule 
had better be recommitted. [ hope my friend 
trom New York [Mr. Cox] and my colleague 
from Massachusetts {| Mr. SANKS| will agrey 
to have it recommitted. I know my colleague 
recommends its recommitment. If this is 
not done, | must ask at least to have a vote 


on the bill which shall mark the sense of the 
House; and therefore I move to lay it upon 
the table. 

Mr. BANKS. L[ask my colleague to yield 


to me tor a single moment. 

Mr. COX. 1 did not yield the floor to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts to make that 
motion. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I 
draw the motion to lay upon the table for a 
moment for the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BINGHA M. I desire to say something 
about this. 

Mr. COX. 
tleman from 
your side. 


with 


[ will yield the floor to the gen 
Ohio; he is going speak ou 


¢ 


LO 
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Mi BiN¢ HAM yal Speake! | hope the 

hi e Ww conside the pri if recom 

y imendment to the ruies, as sug 

ed honorable gentieman trom Mas 

each Mr. Burier othe Committee on 

| e e will consider for a 

il, i y Will no ‘ re is & provision 

t tt ox ‘ K Out by the pending 

wine line yhich a vs ex members of the 

ed States to be admitted tothe 

prividege t the floor of the House. Theresult 

that the proposed amendment excludes every 

n the lo the House ot hepresent- 

ve except ex-members of the House. The 

riuage i i t tands now, hitherto 

eX memi sof Congress.”’ Kvery 

i” »W hat n rb of the Senate are 

m of Congress as well members of the 

House of Representatives, but that is struck 

‘ by i” amends nt, and it proposed to 

‘ nembe tl Hiouse shall be 

entitled to the pri udmission to the 

1h 6Tne iy declaration on honor in a 

y » be Kept r that purpose that they 

Lave no personal or private interest in any 

f aliv meu t be I the House or any 
1 if min 

ir. Speaker, i a k the Hlouse to take notice 

1 e | sed amendment as it stands 


re ricted xciusively to ex-members ofl 


Liou Phe o1 yilial rule extends to ex 

mem I he Senate 

Ir. COX Will the g leman allow me to 
lute that the Senate rules torbid ex-mem 
iY e House from having permission to 

pon thre floor of the Senate 

NI BINGHAM. That is not the point on 
hand now 

Mr. COX lt is the point | would like to 
Mane, 

Mi BINGHAM hat is not the point 

Mr. COX 1 think there is nothing like 


! 


ir, BINGHAM The point | am desirous 


Oo make now 18 Lhis that it needtul to 
this body at all against the intluence 
t ‘ rT nembers of the body. the rule 
‘ il ) t ypeneral ana exclud: everybody 
| pon suc h a declaration on honor as is 
here required 
lsubmit, Mr. Speaker, tothe members of this 
House that it does not become them to cast 
this sort of indignity upon the great office of the 
Representative a free people, which 1s man 
Hiestiy being Cast upon that othce by incorpor 
i im your rule this provision, as to ex 
members otf this body, that they are not to be 
trusted on tl hoor except upon adeclaration 
of honor | know the gentleman may say that 
we do tol provide tor the admission of any 
body else. But | know that, in practice, every 
‘ ohn we #dmil Inany Meu who never were 


comunissioned by the people to have the priv- 
ileges of this floo: 


daily rhe 


of them upon honor 


Chey have these privileges 
re is no written declaration required 
here to 


corrupt the Repre sentatives ot a tree people. 


that they are not 


But because it happens that a man has been 


mtrusted with the great ouice ot 


a Represent- 
sarge his duties 
l effectively, a: 


vlive, although he may disci 


t faithfully as d has subse 


quently retired into private life, he has thereby 
be Ine SO SUSpIclous a character that if he 
comes upon this fi or al all he can only be 
vimitted upon a written declaration made 
pou hi honor, and in the presence of wit 
nesses, that he is not here to corruptanybody. 
And it is not merely a reflection upon the 
out-going members, but it is a reflection as 
well upon every member, present and to come. 


lf we are really so weak, sir; if we are really 


discharging the high duties 


m> Ate apabie ol 


intrusted to us, in the presence of these 
tempters, then | ask you to set up the only 
barrier which will be a s ificient protection 


for men so weak and so incapable of dis- 


charging their duties, and say that nobody 


shail come near us, that vobody shall come 


into our presence at all; that the people shall 
have no kind of representation on this floor 
except that which is known as the represent 
ation in the House of Representatives under 
the Constitution and laws of the nation. 

| believe, sir, that the American people, 
when they come to understand this thing, will 
inquire, ** Why do youdiscriminate? Why make 
a written rule imposing a specific obligation 
upon your Sergeant-at-Arms as to ex mem- 
bers of Congress, and make no rule whatever 
as to other people ?”’ You say you do not 
provide for the admission of other people. 
But they are admitted. That is my answer; 
they are admitted; they are here day after 
day; there is no rule against it—l mean no 
rule imposing an obligation upon the Sergeant- 
at-Arms, like the language incorporated here. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman knows that that 
is a defect in the execution of the rule. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Not quite. 

Mr. COX. Yes, it is. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The rule provides that 
** the Doorkeeper shail be held responsible to 
the House for the execution of this rule.”’ It 
is limited exclusively to admitting to this floor 
those who have been hitherto members of the 
House. I insist upon it that the rule shall be 
equal; that an ex-member of Congress is as 
much entitled to consideration, if he behaves 
himself well, as any other citizen of the Uni- 
ted States or any other person who may have 
held any place of profit or trust under the 


Government of the United States. lhere- 
fore, we are to have this sort of action at 
all, i insist that it ought to be equal; that all 


gentlemen who are not members of the House, 
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appearing on the floor hereafter, shall appear | 


same declaration, to wit, a written 
pledge of honor that he has no personal or 
private interest in any measure pending before 
Congress or any of its committees. The gen- 
tleman is democrat enough to accept that rule 
of equality. I make this appeal to the House 
that they may see the propriety of recommit- 
ting this rule, and if we are to have such a 
rule at all, that it be quite equal, and affect 
every one, excepting members of the House, 
who seeks admission to this floor. 

Mr. COX. One word in reply to the gen- 
tleman. He was a member of the Thirty- 
Ninth Congress, and there was a rule passed in 
that Congress, perhaps with his sanection—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
of it. 

Mr. COX. That rule excluded all ex-mem- 
bers of Congress from coming into this Hall. 
| believe it was in the Thirty-Seventh Con- 
gress, not in the Thirty-Ninth. It was passed 
by but one vote, but it allowed no ex-member 
to come in under any conditions or pledges. 
I think the gentleman from Obio most likely 
at that time supported it. 2 

Mr. BINGHAM. I can only say that I 
never had my attention called to it in the 
world, 

Mr. COX. Nobody complained of it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, of course not. 

Mr. COX. Nobody thought of complaining 
ofit. If any honorable ex-member of Con- 
gress comes here for the purpose of renewing 
old associations, of seeing old friends, or even 
if he comes here for the purpose of influ- 
encing our ordinary political matters, he can 
have the right to come upon the floor provided 
he makes this pledge. The more this dis- 
goes on, the more am I inclined to 
adhere to the rule. It is but a simple amend- 
ment to the present rule. Why have not 
gentlemen here who are so indignant now 


on the 


cussion 


moved to modify the rule as it exists at 
present? 
Mr. ELDREDGE. I did ask you to do it. 


| think it ought to be repealed. 

Mr. COX, The gentleman from Wisconsin 
has been a member here for four or five ses- 
sions, and has never complained of that rule, 
perhaps because it has not been executed, but 
that is no fault of our rule 


| did not take any notice | 


April 2: 


Mr. ELDREDGE. little 
attention, and scarcely any member noticed 
that such a rule was in existence; but now by 
a sort ot spasm, the gent.eman has brought 
the rule before the House. 

Mr. COX. Well, the spasm is not mine: 
am only the organ of the committee. The 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Lewis} intro 
duced it into the House and made no condj 
tions in it. The Speaker knows, and every 
member of Congress knows, and the door 
keepers know, that we do need some rule to 
give purity to legislation. That is the whole 
truth, and itis as well that it should be spoken 
plainly. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. As I gathey 
from this debate, the object of the proposed 
amendment is to prevent ex-members coming 
on the floor to influence legislation. The la: 
guage of the amendment, as I construe it, only 
excludes ex-members that have a personal and 
private interest in legislative measures. Ir 
does not exclude the professed lobbyist, the 
attorneys, who are the men who create the 
greatest difficulty and are the most objection 
able. 


It attracted very |] 


It seems to me that the rule should be 
so amended, its language should be broad 
enough to cover not only those who have a 
personal or private interest, but those who are 
professionally interested. 

Mr. COX. The language of the rule, as 
proposed to be amended, is: 

Ex-members of the House shaJl be entitled to the 
privilege of admission to the floor on making declar 
ution on honor, in a register to be kept for that pur- 
pose, that they have no personal or private interest 
in any legislative measure before the House or any 
of its committees. 


Mr. SMITH, of New York. Do the com 
mittee consider that as including professional 
interests ? 

Mr. COX. 

Mr. KiNG. Mr. Speaker, I rise to ask a 
simple question. Does the House think that 
we need protection against corruption by ex 
members of Congress or anybody else? If 
that is admitted I shall be in favor of the 
rule proposed. I deny for myself that any 
such protection is necessary, but | am a new 
member here, and perhaps | donot understand 
the machinery here as well as the older mem 
bers. 

Mr.COX. Iwant to protect the gentleman 
and keep him pure and good. [ Laughter. } 

Mr. POYTER. Will my colleague yield to 
me for a moment ? 

Mr. COX. Certainly. 

Mr. POTTER. lL ask a moment only to sa} 
that 1 cannot see anything improper in the 
proposed rule, or any reflection in it on mem 
bers of Congress or ex-members of Congress 
asa body. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
ScoFIELD] touched the key of this whole 
matter when he said that ex-members of Cou 
gress who are selected to represent private 
interests and to prosecute measures betore 
this House ure selected because of their facil 
ity to come upon the floor of this House at 
all times and talk with members here. | 
concede that that is so, and it seems to me 
that it is entirely proper that ex-members of 
Congress when they leave this Hall and go 
into the private business of claim agents 
should stand upon the same footing of every 
other claim agent and professional man ; that 
is, that they should be excluded from the floor 
by a rule of this House. 

Now the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BinGuam] that this proposed rule 
would exclude only ex-members of the House, 
it seems to me to be entirely unjust. We have 
a general rule to exclude from the floor every 
body but ex-members of Congress and a few 
others, yet that rule is construed with a cer 
tain license which allows us to bring our cou 
stituents upon this floor for a few minutes to 
show them what is going on here. But every 
body knows that the moment the courtesy of 


Certainly. 


i. the House is abused the lobbies and cloak 


oe 


na 
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-ooms of this Hall can be cleared by the 
simple direction of the Speaker. 
And so in regard to the usage which the 
rentleman from aca Mr. Bur.er } 
ave will arise in respect of thisrule. He says 
that an honest man who is interested in legis- 
on will make the statement required gnd 

kee ap out of the House, while a dishonest man 
would come in. Sir, the moment that is found 
out the Speaker can direct that such a man 
shall be excluded from the floor. I must con- 
fess that I do not see anything in this proposed 
rule that reflects upon members or ex-mem- 
bers of Congress, and therefore I shall give it 
my support. 

{Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
to lay this report upon the table. 

Mr. BANKS. [trust the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox] will submit a motion to 
recommit. 


Mr. COX. I want to test the sense of the 
nose upon the subject. 
HOAR. If the motion to lay on the | 


ee: is voted down, will it bein order to move 
to reconsider the main question so that a 
motion to recommit may be made? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair knows nothing 
in the rules to prohibit that. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Is it in order now 
to move to recommit ? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I will 
withdraw the motion to lay on the table, if a 
motion to recommit can be made. 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order, 
vending the previous question. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then I move to 
reconsider the vote ordering the main ques- 
tion, in order to submit a motion to recom- 
mit. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to, on 
a division—ayes 87, noes 35. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I now move that || 


the report of the Committee on Rules be 
recommitted to that committee. 

The question was taken on the motion to 
recommit; and upon a division there were— 
ayes 93, noes 31. 


Before the result of the vote was announced, 


Mr. HOLMAN called for the yeas and || 


nays. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
it go. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This isa test vote, 
call for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken upon ordering the 
yeas and nays; and upon a division there 
were—ayes 23, noes 97; not one fifth voting 
in the affirmative. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. HOLMAN ealled for tellers on ordering 
the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Burier, 
of Massachusetts, and Mr. Houtman were 
appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were— ayes 32, noes 130. 

So (one fifth not voting in the affirmative) 
the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion to recommit was accordingly 
agreed to. 


and | 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WHEELER. I desire to call up a priv- 
ileged question, being the motion to reconsider 
the vote by which a bill in relation to the 
Central Pacific railroad was recommitted to 
the Pacific Railroad Committee. 

Mr. WOOD. Does that take precedence of 
the special order? 

The SPEAKER. It does, because it is one 
of the highest privileged questions. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Is it in order to submit 
areport from a committee of conference ? 

The SPEAKER. That is a question of 
tigher privilege than the one presented by the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. WHEELER,] | 
and j is in order. 


Oh, no; let | 


MRS. FRANCRS A. M’ KINNEY. 

Mr. ELDREDGE 
report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill(H. R. No. 1866) for the relief of 
Mrs. Frances A. McKinney, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend, and 
do recommend, to their respective Houses, that the 
Senate recede from their amendment to the bill. 

SHARLES A. Pree 
BENJAMIN F. BUTLER, 
JOHN A. PETERS, 

Wanageres on the nart of the House. 
LYMAN TRUMBULL, 
JOHN SCOTT, 

W. OSBORN. 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The report was adi pte ad, 

Mr. ELDREDGE moved to ri consider the 
vote by which the report was adopted; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


submitted the following 


CENTRAL PACIFIC RAILROAD 

Mr. WHEELER. [now cali up the motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the House 
recommitted to the Committee on the Pacific 
Railroad House bill No. 1553, relating to the 
Central Pacific Railroad Company. If that 
vote shall be reconsidered, I propose to sub- 
mit a substitute for the bill and amendments, 
which substitute I ask the Clerk to now read 
for the information of the House. 

Mr. BANKS. I will inquire whether the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. WHEELER} 
sends up this substitute to be read as a part 
of his speech. If not, I object. 

The SPEAKER. It will be read as a part 
of the remarks of the gentleman from New 
York. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas the Central Pactfic railroad, the western 
link in the chain of railroads connecting the Atlantic 
and Pacific oceans, is now completed to Oakland, 
| opposite San Francisco, and it is important that the 

western terminus of said railroad should beas near as 

vossible to San Francisco, and should have sufficient 
| accommodations for Be travel and commerce pass- 
ing over said road: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate ‘and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the use of one half of the island of 
Yerba Buena, or Goat Island, in the Bay of San 
Francisco, California, is hereby granted to the Cen 
tral Pacific Railroad Company, its successors and 
| assigns, for a terminus for its rnilroud, to be used 
exclusively for railroad purposes; and this grant 
shall continue so long as the said premises shall be 
used by said company, its successors and assigns, 
for the purposes above named, and no longer; and 
said premises shall be subject to taxation as is 
| other like property under the laws of the State of 

California: Provided, That within one month from 
| the passage of this act, the President of the United 
States shall appoint three commissioners, who shall 
be authorized at the expense of the Central Pacific 
Railroad Company to examine said island, to hear 
allegations and proofs, and to take into aceount 
as well any benefits or any injury which may accrue 
| to the Government of the United States from 
the execution of this act; and within three months 
from their appointment, said commissioners, or a 
majority of them, shall award such sum for the use 
of said half of said island, as granted by this act, as 
in their judgment, or in the judgment of a majority 
of them, shall be deemed just and equitable, which 
amount shall be paid by said Central Pacitie Rai- 
road Company, before it shall avail itself of this 
grant: Provided further, That said one half of said 
island shall be selected and designated within six 
months from the passage of this act, by or under the 
authority of the President of the United States: 
And he it further provided, That this grant is upon 
the express condition that the Government of the 
United States hereby reserves the free use of the 
whole of said island for military purposes in time of 

war, or in anticipation of war, when deemed neces- 
sary by. the President of the United States. 
| Skc. 2. That nothing herein contained shall destroy 
| or impair any lawful or equitable rights and claims 

of private parties, if such exist, to the said island, or 
any part thereof; and the said Central Pacific Rail- 
road Company is hereby authorized to locate and 
construct its railroad and telegraph line from its 
present terminus at Oakland to said island, and there 
establish the western terminus of said railroad and 
telegraph line: Provided, That this extension shall 
be subject to the charter, laws, and conditions which 
now govern the construction and existence of the 
Central Pacific railroad; but no subsidy of any 
nature whatsoever is hereby intended to be or is 
given tothe said Central Pacific railroad: Pro- 
vided further, That said railroad shali reach said 
island with its track, and occupy its designated por- 
tion thereof, within three years from the time said 


company shall bein undisputed possession, free from 
adverse claimants: And be it further prov led, That 
the superstructure upon which the track shall be 
placed shall be built upon piers, with spans of not 
less than three hundred feet, which piers shall bere 
duced to a minimum, and also to the least possible 
width consisient with safety, and so placed and 
shaped with reference to the channel and \Jirection 
of the tides as to offer to themas little obstruction as 
possible. 

Sec. 3. That if at any time the wants of commerce 


| or nav al communication shall require it, upon the 


direction of the President of the United States, the 
said Central Pacific Railroad Company shall erect a 
drawbridge over such portion of the channe! as 
the engineer department of the United States shall 
direct. 

Sec. 4. That any and all railroad companies shall 
have the right to run their cars from the mainland 
over the track of the Central Pacific Railroad Com 
pany to said island, and thereupon have reasonable 
tacilities and accommodations for doing business, 
under such rules and regulations as shall be pre 
scribed by the said Central Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany; but each company availing itself of this privi- 
lege shall first pay to the Central Pacific Railroad 
Company 4 just proportion of the cost of the im 
provements on said island, and the expenses incurred 
in reaching the same from the mainland; such pro- 
portion to be measured and determined by the bene- 
fits which said railroad company may derive from 
the use of said main track and island; and in case 
of any disagreement between any such railroad com 
pany and the said Central Pacific Railroad Company, 
as to the amounts to be paid, and as to the use and 
occupancy of said track and island, the same shall be 
determined by the Secretary of War, subject to the 
approval ofthe President of the UnitedStates: Pro 
vided, Thatthe said Central Pacific Railroad Com 
pi ny, and any other railroad company availing itself 
of the privileges of thisact, shall receive and deliver 
freight and passengers which shall pass over their 
lines of road, or any part thereof, without extra 
charge, at one or more points convenient for busi 
ness and travel on the western shore of said bay, and 
within the corporate limits of the city of San Fran 
cisco: Provided further, That the said Central Pacitic 
Railroad Company shall make no charge for whart 
age for freight or passengers which have passed or 
areto pass over their lineof road or any part thereof : 
And he it further provided, That Congress reserves 
full power, wheney er in its judgment it may be prop 

er so to do, to authorize by law any other railroad 
company or companies to construet and maintain its 
or their own independent connections with and use 
of that part of the island of Yerba Buena, the use 
of which is by this act granted,that shali not be 
actually oceupied for legitimate railroad purposes 
under law of Congress at the time said subsequent 
legislation may be had. 


Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I offer this 
substitute on my own responsibility; but | 
wish to say that it has the approbation of the 
Committee on the Pacific Railroad. It will be 
seen by the House that it differs in several 
particulars from the bill originally reported 
by the committee. 

The first point of difference is the proposi- 
tion in the tenth line, which provides that the 
‘* premises shall be subject to taxation as is 
other like property under the laws of the State 
of California.’’ When the bill was under con 
sideration in committee, the question arose 
whether the company, if so disposed, might 
not evade taxation upon the allegation that the 
property belonged to the United States. To 
remove that doubt, it has been expressly pro- 
vided that the property shall be subject to 
taxation as is other like property under the 
laws of the State of California. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
mean by ‘like property. . 

Mr. WHEELER. Railroad property, build 
ings. tracks, &c. 

The second provision, which is a material 
one, is that the President of the United States 
shall appoint three commissioners, who shall 
examine this island in person; who shall take 
into account as well any benefits as any 
injury which the Government of the United 
States may receive from this act if carried 
into execution, and shall award a gross sum 
as damages for the taking of the island : ; and 
the company is not to enter into possession 
until this award has been paid. It was deemed 
better forthe Government that this course 
should be taken rather than that provision 
should be made foran annual rent. However, 
the House will have its election between this 
proposition for an award and that of an annual 
rent, as one of the amendments to the original 
bill provides for the payment of arent of 
350,000 per annum. 
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The sixth amendment is that which provides 


Congress reserves full power to grant such 
portions of this island as may not be used by 
the Central Pacific Railroad Company to 


other railroads. 

I have sought in these amendments to meet 
every substantial objection urged 
bill. Lnow ask the previous ques 
tion on the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Will the gen- 
tleman from New York permit me to ask him 


au question? 


heretofore 
against this 


Mr. WHEELER. Certainly. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I think there 
are Lwi 


) amendments which the gentleman from 
New York ponil not object to add to the ones 
which he has already stated 

Mr. WHEELER. I will be willing to hear 
uny amendments which gentlemen may sug- 


THE 


CONGRES 


gest when this bill comes before the House for 
consideration. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I 
order, that this bill 
yet for amendment 


Mr. GARFIELD, 


to of 
snot before the House 


rise a question 


of Ohio. The amend- 
ment which I suggest is that if in case of war 
the of the United States should 
order the remaval of this depot it shall be at 
the of the company, and not at the 
expense of the United States. 

Mr. WHEELER. I will withdraw my de- 
mand for the previous question, and yield 
gentleman from California, [Mr. Sar- 


eee 


expense 


to tne 
GENT. 

Mr. GARFIELD The bill ought 
to contain a provision of the sort I suggest. 

Mr. WHEELER. When the bill is before 
the House, I will consider any amendment 
which may be proposed. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. All 
chance to move such an amendment. 

Mr. WHEELER. I yield now to the 
tleman from California. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. Speaker, the interests 
of the State of California are deeply involved 
in this bill. Ll have endeavored to examine it 
without too much regard for the extravagant 


of Ohio. 


Il ask is a 


gen- 


denunciations of those who would peril every | 


material interest of the State out of personal 
hatred for the railroad company, and without 
being too much influenced by the scurrilous 
abuse of those whose private interests are put 
the scale against the great wants of com- 
merce and preferred to the real good of our 
queen city. On one hand in this contest in 
are those who can see no good in 
anything that is not inimical to the railroad 
company, re énforced by those who would create 
rival towns at Saucelito or elsewhere; on the 
other those who think the question is broader 
than a strife of localities, and who care for the 
general business of the State and nation. 

So far as the interests of the company are 
concerned, while | believe in justice to them, 
[ more strongly believe in the necessity “for 
facilities to move our vast wheat crop, to en- 
tice the 
our manufactures to the opulent and extend- 
ing markets of the East. That I and my col- 
are alone in our views on this 
matter | am prepared to prove. I admit that 
San Francisco has spoken by the ordinarily 
recognized modes against the bill that was last 
considered by the House. In deference to the 
objections that seemed to be urged by respect- 
able organs of public opinion, I have coun- 
seled such modifications as would obviate all 
those objections; and the suggestions have 
been heeded. 

It was objected that a solid causeway from 
Oakland to Goat Island would turn 
water between the island and the city of San 
Francisco so as to increase the strength of the 
tides, scour away the holding-ground at the 
bottom of the harbor, and perhaps affect the 
entrance. But it was said by Professor Peirce, 
by engineers recently, and by all other authori- 
ties, thata bridge with piers three hundred feet 
apart, &c., would not canes that effect. Very 
well; the very language of the engineers has 
been adopted to regulate the construction of 
the bridge. 

Again, it was urged that the company could 
use the island for wharfage and warehouse 
purposes, and thus impose taxes on commerce 
or build up a new city. That is expressly 
prohibited in the bill, and guards inserted 
making it impossible. 

lt was said property would be built up not 
liable to taxation under State laws. ‘That is 
guarded against by a provision rendering the 
property liable to such taxation. Every point 
of objection has been sought to be avoided, 
the one that no terminus except an 
ure wharf end shall be afforaed to the 
greatest railroad of the world. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise toa point of order. 


in 


California 
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April 23, 


Is this whole subject open to debate on a mo 
tion to reconsider ? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to recon. 
sider opens debate in the widest sense. 

Mr. SARGENT. Bat I am fully prepared 
to show that the bill as it existed before these 
modifications had the approval, at any rate was 
not objected to by the people and press of San 
Francisco. I think it is fair to infer the sey 
timent of San Francisco from the course of its 
Senators, if that course was never challenged, 
The bill was fully considered in the Senate jn 
1868 in the form in which it was recently re- 
ported from the Committee on Pacific Rail 


roads. [| bave the debate in my hand, and 
will call attention to a few passages. Both 


California Senators engaged in the debate, and 
I cite the language of one of them onthe sub- 


ject. The Globe has the following: 
“Mr. Cots. There is certainly nothing in the 


way of building the road to the shore of the mainland 
and out into dee ep water oppos ite San Francisco in 

case they choose to stop there rather than to go to 
this island. However, [am quite willing tbat this 
company shall have their depot and place of trans 


| shipment upon the island of Yerba Buena.” 


| 


trade of Asia, and to give an outlet to | 


all the | 


So far at least as the two Senators of that 
day, Mr. Conness, who supported the bill, and 
Mr. Coe, were concerned, there was an entire 
willingness ‘* that this company should have 
their depot and place of transhipme nt upon 
the island of Yerba Buena. Nothing more 
was proposed in the bill recently before the 
House. 

But in thatdebate there cropped out the vil- 
lainous scheme, in support of which there is 
now a ravenous lobby prowling about the Cap 
itol, to deliver over this island to speculators 
This is a big job, worthy of notice, that it 
would seem only corrupt fingers could handle. 
There is a scheme on foot, and then had its 
inception, to give Yerba Buena island to pri 
vate claimants who had and have no more 
right to it than | have, and this in disregard 
of any wants of the Government for fortitica 
tion purposes, and in view of the further fact 
that the only use of the island could be for 
fortifications or for a railroad terminus. 

I need not say that if these schemes could 
succeed the island would be at once sold to 
the railroad company, and that that is the 
object of this pressure for the title by these 
hungry individuals who bore us with impor 
tunities to have this island made over to 
them. How San Francisco would be bene 
fited by transferring this land through Thomas 
Dowling, or rather through those who hold his 
**title,’”’ to the railroad company, instead of 
the company getting it by a direct grant, has 
never been explained, and probably will not 
be. Gross and exaggerated stories, known, | 
think, to be false, were told in that debate to 
bolster up the pretensions of these lobbyists 
to the island. I quote from the Globe: 


**Mr. Cote. [ move to amend the bill by inserting 


| as an additional proviso the following: 


‘And provided further, That this act shall not im- 
pair the rights or claims of persons in possession of 
the island of Yerba Buena at the time of the mili 
tary occupation thereof, or who have been ousted 
therefrom by military force, nor the assignees or 
grantees of such persons ; butsuch rights and claims 
shall be ascertained and liquidated according to th¢ 
laws of California. 

**Mr. Howarp. 
be adopted. 
** Mr. Cour. 


I hope that amendment will not 


The facts, se far as this amendmen! 


| is concerned, are, that there were persons in posses 


| houses and improvements, 


sion of this is land, living there with their farm 
who had been there for 
many years, think their oce upation began before 
the acquisition of the country by the United State: 
They were in quiet and peaceful possession of the 
homes upon the island until about a year ago, or 
perhaps until the year 1866, at which time, after the 
war had ended, the military authorities took posses- 
sion of the island and ousted these parties. This 
was done by the strong arm of military force, and 
without any adjudication of their rights. These 
persons were in possession of this property by as 
much right as other citizens in San Francisco held 
the property that they occupied; for it will be r 
membered that this island is within the Seadasios 
of the city of San Francisco. Other persons upon 
the main land in the city of San Hraucisce regard 
themselves as justly entitled to the property the 
were in possession of, and which has been grante 
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+o them by the local authorities and by Congress. || ment: Provided, That the President of the United 
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“4 never to this Gay Deen challenged, | give the | tion of the matter, [ think there was a general || crowds of *‘ hoodlums’’ collected to burn my 
: vote on the bill, taken a few minutes afterthe || opinion expressed that there would be no difficulty pape PO cena raaercae We clip i 
re i foregoing remarks. as follows || in so constructing the road as not to make such an || Name and that of my co — Sand of © those 
“J 5 7 eee ae : ie oe | interference. I know my own wind settled down || who voted for’’ us? This zeal is new-born 
. Che I auarpes ars aoapers . — —— a || very positively upon that opinion. | and suspicious. San Francisco is being de- 
a” . tne passage « 3 —* Cc > yeas : ays . 
ot iS See aaa smilie. ; ’ y | This te stimony of the opinion existing with ceived by the base schemers who would betray 
yr : “The question being taken by yeas and nays, re- || ‘fa large number of intelligent gentlemen, || its interests to private advantage. Any objec 
f sulted—yeuas 28, nays 8; as follows: 


\ ‘) . ‘ : || citizens of San Francisco,’’ coming from an || tion now existing to the use of Goat Island as 
Yeas—Messrs. Chandler, Conkling, Conness, = 


id 3 Corbett, Davis, Drake, Fowler, Harlan, Howard, || !mpartial source, 1s worthy of especial note, || a railway terminus existed then. Why was it 
Howe, Jobnson, MecCreery, McDonald, Morgan, || in view of the violence in that city against 


a 


not urged? Why was not an admonition given 
0 Morrill of Maine, Nye, Osborn, Patterson of New ae f — ' . on 
, - aa ° oe Nyé . Deane . ent ° R ew || those who recently voted in ignorance of the || to the Representatives of the State? Why 
|e liampshire, Patterson 0 ennessee, amsey, Koss, || _. 4 ee Ec aE “ape aa ae a | ° i - 
@ FS Stewart, Sumner, Thayer, Tipton, Wade, Williams, || ™@™pant hostility that has be en stir red up SO || wait until they had again acted in just the 
ind Yates—28, : 3 1} suddenly. ut more than this, this speech || same manner and then abuse them with scur- 
0 E Mortitl sf cais tear Seeata eee || of the gentleman from Michigan was trans- || rilous tongue? Up to a few weeks ago no 
2 : and Willey—8. at , oe | mitted to San Francisco, and was there pub- |} lisp of opposition was made in San Francisco, 
- _ Assent—Messrs. Bayard, Buckalew, Cameron, || lished in the Alta California—the paper that || either by press or people. The state of opinion 
. Cattell, Cole, Cragin, Dixon, Doolittle, Ferry, Fes- |) would now burn and hang all who think more || that the Ways and Means Committee found 
8 senden, Frelinghuysen, Grimes, Henderson, Norton, || of Sen Francisco thi t Saucelito. As this ° seo . . 6) 
yt Pomeroy, Rice, Saulsbury, Saerman, Sprague, Van || BS SreaCiweee laen © nee a fi there in 1870 existed until 1872, months after 
S Winkle, Welch, and Wilson—22. || extract shows that that paper and the people 4 the Representatives of the State had left the 
vt oe ae — .. : | of San Francisco knew exactly what was said || State and assumed their duties here. This 
| Chat Mr. CoLe was in his seat is shown by || pro and con on the biil, I will read it entire acquiescing attitude of San Francisco on this 
the Globe, which reports him as making < | verbatim, or rather will ask the Clerk to question was to be expected, and, despite its 
s remark a few minutes alter on the “‘ export- } relieve me by so doing. It is found in the || recent ebullition, is in consonance with its 
ation of rum. So, of its two Senators one || Alta of June 27, 1870: interests. It is idle to talk of California’s 
voted for and defended the bill, the other said | The Clerk read as follows: Kepresentatives as enemies to San Francisco, 
g ae willing it s as Ne} ¢ “om y owe 2 ; mn . ; oe i , 
r he — willing it should pass, evincing only an {| The Goat Island Bill in the Senate.—The follow- || and no inference is justifiable to that end aris 
: anxiety that no advantage should be lost by || ing Sone 3. held in the House of Representa- ing out of their support of this bill. 
iv cule : aVE ng | tives, June lo: 
private speculators, and he evaded the final | “The bill granting Yerba Buena island tothe West- |} The } vassage of this bill, if its terms should 
d k vote. , : ° : || ern Pacific Railroad Company for a terminus, came || be ac a pted by the railroad company, would 
r hat this scheme for the benefit of private | oa as a + apace’ pce fied | Deen | be a boon of incalculable value to San Fran- 
s 2 . a6 i} opponents 0 e Ieasure age reso a4 O ¢ atory : oie 
8 speculators is not dead, let the following bill, \| motions to prevent its passage. After an hour of || cisco. The leaders of the opposition to the 
introduced into the Senate, show, as also the || filibustering, Mr. Dawes, of Massachusetts, who || measure at San Francisco are equally opposed 
memorials that have been laid on our tables |) said he aon are for the te ore, stage oS It, || to any other project for making that city the 
his ni “Anies of . > . ->o. || Suggested that the opponents of the bill should have || 
t ane Ores copies of those he retofore dis |} fifteen minutes to state their objections to the bill, terminus of the Central Pacific The y have 
posed of by the Judiciary Committee : | and that the same time be allowed to the friends of private schemes in view. It will hardly he 
In THE SENATE OF THE UnirED States, || the bill. | helieve it is nevertheless true. that some 
r February 2, 1871 : | “Mr. GarFIELD suggested that the amendment be || * lieved, but > On " rthele trae, h en 
Q Mr. Ginunene asked: ana’ be ailindenaie consent || #!80 admitted, requiring the company to pay for the || adventurers, in the hope of plundering the 
SSER s ( y 8 a . . > 
were Side ae arhc, Bache . : . . | island such sum as might be fixed by the Secretary , *18c f a- 
obtained, leave to bring in the following bill; which || eo pata Poneray tas wane Y || people of San Francisco by means of a dona 
r was read twice, referred to the Committee on Private || «phe Speaker remarked that the main question || ton to a rival road, are understood to have 
: Land Claims, and ordered to be printed : || having been ordered, the bill was not now amend- || already devised a scheme for falsely conetru 
- A bill to settle the title of Yerba Buena or Goat |) able. ing an act of Congress six years old to contain 
a Island, in the bay of San Francisco, California. “The proposition made by Mr. Dawes was acceded a t of lands for hundre ds of miles in the 
. . ° } r \ > war a grat ands tor se ze 2 
| Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- || to, and Mr. W ashburn, of Wisconsin, proceeded to A Frant oO ’ aNGS | . . : : 
3 «ives of the United States of America in Congress || state his objections to the bill. He said that if the || State of California, terminating al San Fran- 
; uo mbled, That the island of Yerba Boone or Goat || Representative from procure. shoste oaane ban ith || giseo. ‘They clamor against allowing the pres 
sland, lying and being in the bay of San Francisco, || # proposition-to give Governor's Island to the Long || ; ad Pe : » made what 
in the State of California, one mile and a half dis- || Island Railroad Company, and to allow that com- || ‘ nt road vO , mie r the city by any mod . hat 
tant in an easterly direction from the United States |! pany _to bridge across between Governor's Island ever. The Bulletin, a journal of great influ- 
cu istom-house, in the city of San Francisco, in the || and Long Is land : ¥ woul one. pe actic hd the same || ence, has st teadily insisted upon city aid for 
suld State of California, be, and the same is hereby proposition as that beforethe House his proposi . 
; ; || » struct ac dge C 
confirmed to Thomas H. Dowling, who claimsthe said || tion was an old friend of his. While General Grant the ¢ OnahEnes ion of a railroad bri Ig from 
island under « grant from the Mexican Govern- || was Secretary of War he stated that on no condi- || Oakland Point to the peninsula. The same 
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GENTLEMEN hou are doubdtiess 
present unse i and feverish state of 
touching the connection oft 
our city with the railroad system ot the State. Situ 
ited 3 ipon the extremity of a peninsula, and 
fi by the waters the bay trom 
immmunication with the country on 
depends, the problem of making it 
‘enter, as well asthe commercial me 
tropol tithe State, seems to present great difficul 
tir Lhe eng aggravated ty 
© I” hat the city bas no v ‘ein the nmanage- 
ent of the railroads, while the railroad company 
stin the city as to lead it to make 
i we merely tor the accommodation of its peo 
ple In connection with these iderations, the 
between the severai points 
ured large tracts of 
erminal purpose to suy 
' g their designs upon Goat Island—bave 
t distrust which exerts a most baneful 
iu euy he luture prospects of our city. 
Iu pinion, distracted by the opposing views 
er writers, by the hanging rumors 
the intentions of the railroad company, and by 
ladvice of railroad men and real-estate 
been unable to settie down upon any 
1 plan as better than all the suggested, 
\ urate Knowledge, Whereon to base correct opin- 
weking {here is abundant capital ready tor 
estmentin that property which shall most surely 
i permanently anchor the railroads to the city 
} nis, what isthat project? What 
j notoperation is most feasible and most certain 
vexed question of the terminus in favor 
f the city of San brancisco? 
j us occurred to us, therefore, to address you, as 
Luthority on engineering matters; 
nally familbar with allthe elements 
ind wholly disinterested in its solu 
bp, in the hope that you will be inclined to favor 
of this city with your concurrent opinion 
iowing questions 
l. What would be the effect, if any 
i harbor and bar of San 
mm the erection of a bri 
onnecting (roat ls 
2. What woul 


lirect raliroad ee 
trade it 
the railroad 
neeri! 


obstacles are 


n uch interes 
cons 
’>warea 


which the upany bas se 


ever 


others 


the highest local 
; beipg protessio 


Oo. tbeprobiem, 


shoaling 
Francisco, consequent 
i ige resting upon pliers, 
land with Oakland Point? 
i be the effect upon the harbor and 
har ot a solid LUsSeWAY between those p ints? 
What the effect of a continuation of the present 
pile bridge? 

Ls it to build a permanent 
causeway across the Bay of San Franci 
point south of thecity ? 


» In 


possibie bridge or 


scu, AL An) 


4. If yea, between what points on the two sides 
of the bay—everything carefully considered—would 
you recommend such bridge or causeway to be 
jiocated ? 

W hat description of bridge or causeway would 


you recommend? If a bridge, what would be its 
‘ength, breadth, heightabove high-water mark, dis 
tance between the piers? Where would you locate 
thedraw’? What would be the approximate cost 
of such a structure And what would be its effects 
in shoaling the harbor and bar? 

6. Do you consider that a bridge, wherever located, 

r however constructed, would be as economical, or 
any more direct, or any more effective in fixing the 
terminus at San Franci than the use of steam 
ferry-boats of sufficient capacity to accommodate an 
entire train of freight or passenger cars? Such 


sco, 
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boats are used between Plattsburg and Burlington, 
1 Lake Champlain, a distance of twenty-five miles, 
on the line ot the railroad between Ogdensburg, 
New York, and Boston; also across the Susque- 
hanna, Havre-de Grace, Marvland. 
7. [sit afact, as intimated by Governor Stanford, 
in his letter of the llth instant to the board ot 


supervisors of San Francisco, 
the Southern Pacific rai 


opy inclosed,) ** that 
lroad will, in order to avoid 
the heavy grades necessary consequent upon passing 
from the Tulare valley into the Santa Clara valley, 
be compelled to send its business by the way of the 
San Joaquin valley, and thus reach San Francisco 
n company with the railroad system of the north by 
the Livermore pass, or by the straits of Carquinez 
und Oakland?” Is the topography of the Diablo 
range uth of this city, of such a character that the 
thirty-tifth parailel road will be unable to reach 
San Franciseo on a direct line from the southward 
upto the ? 

If, gentlemen, you 
lunble timeto give to 


peninsula 
can spare enough of your vai- 
the publie the benefit of your 
united opinions on these questions, and also to rec- 
ommend such plan for permanently connecting the 
railroads with San Francisco, as shall appear :o you 
to be the most economical, and effective, 
we are confident you w ll contribute greatly to unite 
the minds and means of the peoplein the work of 
its execution, and thus confer an inestimable benefit 


teasible, 


upon ali our citizens, ao 
We remain, gentiemen, your wost obedient ser- 
—— WILLIAM ALVORD. 
R. B. SWAIN, 
President of Chamber of Commerce. 
WILLIAM I. COLEMAN, 
Kiret Vice President of Chamber of Commerce. 
JAMES OTIS, 
H. B. WILLIAMS, 
JOSEPH BRITTON, 
J.T. DEAN. 
L. H. ALLEN, 
VW 


MONTAGUE, 
. tf. HOPKINS, 
(’ \DOLPHE LOW, 


rALBOT 
JOHN O Kk ee 
CHARLES WEBB HOWARD, 
K.B MASTIC. 
P SATHER, 
ee HICKOX, 


rICHENOR, 
uC SUB URY, 
Al i ERT DIBBLEE. 


RXANDER, United States Engineer ; 


General B.S. A 
r Davipson, United States Coast 


Protess« GEORGE 


Survey ; Coionel KR. 8S. WiLttiamson, United Niates 
Engineer ; Colonel GrorGr MeENvDELL, United 
States Knagineer ; Colonel C. S. Stewart, United 
States Engineer; Captain A. F. Ronpeers, United 


Slates Coast Survey. 


San Frane March, 1872. 
considered the 


your letter ot 


isco, 


GENTLEMEN: We have carefully 
everal questions presented to us in 
the 14th instant 

Phese questions and the issues to which they lead 
are broad and comprehensive in their character, 
lepending for their solution, not alone on problems 
in engineering, but, to some extent, on considera 
tions of political economy. 

[In reference to these latter considerations we beg 
leave to remark, that after several conferences we 
find that the limited time at our disposal, the want 
ot that particular kind of information necessary Lo 
enable us to present this branch of the subject in 
such shape as would secure to it refere nee hereafter 
as a useful compilation of facts and onpini ns, as well 
as the nature of the subject itself, involving as it 
does the application of some of the most important 
principles by which the economy of trade and com- 
merce is secured, all combine to render it impossible 
tor us to give you a full.report on this branch of the 
subject. We think it best, therefore, to confine our 
observations, at least for the present, to answering 
the several specific questions which vou have pro- 
pounded to us, namely: 
What would be 


VUuestion the effect, if any, in 
hoaling the harbor and bar of San Franeiseo, con- 
equent upon the erection of a bridge resting upon 
jiers, connecting Goat Island with Oakland Poiat ? 

Answer. A bridge on piers between Yerba Buena 

Island and Oakland Point would have no appre- 
ciable effect in shoaling the San Francisco harbor or 
bar, if the bridge were built on small piers with 
spans of three hundred or four hundred feet; in 
other words, the nam er of piers reduced to a min- 
imum and also of the least possible width consistent 
with safety, and so placed and shaped with reference 
to the channel and the direction of the tides as to 
offer to them as little obstruction as possible. The 
superstructure of such a bridge with long spans 
would have to be of iron. The cost would depend 
to some extent on its character—whether a simple 
railroad bridge or one combining the two purposes 
of railroad and highway traffic and travel. The cost 
would be trom four to six million dollars, 


Vuestion. What would be the effect upon the har- 
bor and bar of a solid causeway between those 
points? What the effect of a continuation of the 


present pile bridge? 

Answer. A solid causeway between Yerba Buena 
Island and Oakland Point would work immediate, 
direct, and irreparable injury to the harbor of San 
Francisco, and though the injury to the bar would 


April 23. 


be indirect and not so immediate, it would be not 
less certain or irreparable. The immediate effe t 
of such a structure would beto cause “dead wa 

a stoppage of the tidal current now flowing between 
Yerba Buena and the Oakland shore, commencing 
at a point at low water opposite to Hunter's Poin? 
and extending in a line slightly concave toward th 
east, and the western extremity of Yerba Bueng 4 
Island. The main ebb current would follow thj< 
line, forming whirls and eddies on the perimeter of 
tne curve, with ‘dead water” toward the Oakland 
shore and ihe causeway, ‘The mouths of San Lean. 
dro and San Antonio estuaries would gradually fill 
up. The current reaching the western side of Yer} a 
Buena, would here move with a cutting velocj 
and take off all assailable angles and points of the 
shore. Reference to the accompanying chart wil] 
show what the island has done unaided by artifiee 
in forming a shoal upon its north shore. This jx 
the simple effect of the ‘‘dead water’’ caused by 
the interposition of so large a body as the island 
to the flow of the tide. A causeway to the Oakland 
shore, with its additional obstructions to the cur- 
rent, would effect a connection of the shoal north 
of the Yerba Buena with Point Richmond, seven 
tniles to the northward, on the eastern shore of the 
bay. It is sate to say that atidal area of not jess 
than forty square miles (twenty-five thousand six 
hundred acres) in the Bay of San Francisco, would 
be directly obstructed by the causeway suggested, 
while the indirect effect upon the regimen of the 
tides in other parts of the bay can hardly be pre 
dicted or estimated with safety, 

lo continue the present pile ‘wharf from Oakland 
Point to Yerba Buena isiand would produce ns 
same effect, though in less degree, as to build ; 
solid causeway; a single decade would, in al! prob- 
ability, go far toward shoaling the water on either 
side of such a bridge, leaving the bottom bare at 
least at e very low tide, and with rapid subsequent 
ppegrets toward aclosure of the channel between 
the island and the Oakiand shore. 

QVuesiion, isit possibie to build a permanent bri dge 
or causeway across the Buy of San Francisco at auy 
point south of the city ? 

Answer. The interests of the United States, o! 
California, of commerce, and the mandates of sci- 
ence, all protest against the building of a caugeway 
or any otber solid structure anywhere between any 
points across the Bay ot San Francisco. 

Jt is entirely within the range of possibility to 
build a permanent bridge across the Bay of San 
Franciseosouth of thecity. he difficulties of obtain- 
ing secure foundations for piers are as yet unknown, 
but they can scarcely be greater than those which 
have already been overcome by science in otber 
jiocalities, and as regards the whole structure we 
may appropriately quote trom the report of the 
chief uf engineers for 1871, (page 432:) 

“itis proper to state here in regard to long spans 
of four hundred feet and upward, that they are not 
impracticable at reasonable expense, and, that when 
properly proportioned, they aremorestable and safe 
than smaller spans, because their own weight is so 
great in proportion to the moving load that the 
latter changes the permanentstrain butlittle. High 
pliers, pro aabiicenlis widened and Jengthened, are 

just as firm as Jow ones, and the greatest pressure 
the stone bas to sustain is not one tenth of its crush- 
ing load.” 

Question. If yea, between what points on the two 
sidesof the bay, everything considered, would you 
recommend such bridge or causeway to be lucated ? 

Answer. The answer to this question must be con- 

litional upon the location of the railroads and their 
convenience of transit toa pointon the city frontad 
jucent to the center of business. If the main trunk 
roads of the continent are likely to converge ata 
given point on the opposite side of the bay, the east- 
ern end of the bridge should, of course, be as near 
that point as the three collateral elements of the 
shortest line, the shoalest water, and the least im- 
pediment to navigation will permit. To illustrate 
th s, select a given point on the opposite side of the 
bay as the supposed point where ali the main roads 
can most conveniently unite; locate the terminus 
on this side of the bay, and, using a ebart for the 
purpose, draw aline between the two points; the 
true bridge line should be as near to this imaginary 
oue as the collateral elements of the question men- 
tioned above will admit. 

Question. What description of bridge or causeway 
would you recommend? Ifa bridge, what would be 
its length, breadth, height above high-water mark, 
distance between piers? Would you recommend 
stone, iron, or crib-work, for piers? Where would 
you locate the draw? Whatwould be the approx 
imate cost of such a structure? And what would be 
its effect in shoaling the harbor aud bar? 

Answer. As to the description of the bridge, it 
may be stated that if it is necessary to build a bridge 
across the Bay of San Francisco, the materials should 
be as nearly imperishable as pussible ; the piers ot 
as li ttle width as may be consistent with safety and 

‘sharpened at the ends’’ so as to offer the least re- 
sistance to the current; the width of the piers between 
high and low water should not exceed ten or twelve 
teet ; their length, depending upon the width of the 
bridge, should be parallel with the current; the dis- 
tance between the piers should not be less than four 
hundred feet over the main channel; the height of 
the bridge not to exceed ten feet above high water; 
the piers should be of masonry, the superstructure 
of iron. 

The total length of a bridge between Alameda and 
Hunter’s Point would bea fraction under five miles 
this would require sixty-five piers, if four hundred 
feet spans were used. 
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Sup ppose the average thickness of the piers be fif- 
od _they would aggregate the sum of nine hun- 
: ‘a ise venty-five fee ~ taken from the water-way, 
shich aan i be one twenty-seventh part of the width 
“ethe bay between the points named. The first two 
‘jes of the eastern end would be through shoal 

‘rer, commencing on the shore at zero and running 

“eighteen feet, the average depth about nine feet 

‘w water; the western three miles would be 

-ova the main channel of the bay; the least four 
‘thoms, twenty-four feet, the greatest twelve fath- 
_or seventy-two feet at low water; the average 
of this part of the line would be not far from forty- 
four feet at low water. 

Lhe di tance between Alameda Point and Roll- 

»-Mil | Point is alittle less than five miles. A bridge 
es en these points would pass tor the eastern two 
miles through water averaging nine feet in depth at 
low water, the extremities being zero and eighteen 
feet; the three miles across the main channel would 
he ja depths varying from four fathoms, twenty-four 
feet, tonine and one fourth fathoms, fifty-six feet— 
the average depth would be about forty feet at low 
«ater: the comparative evenness of the bottom on 
this line and its direction being at right angles to 

tof the current in this part of the bay, would, 
het things being equal, make it more desir: ible. 

The draw, if but one, should be about one mile 
from the San Francisco shore, and of a width of not 
ess than four hundre d feet. 

if suc h a bridge is ever undertaken, it ought to 
be first ciass in every respect. 

The in on rest connected with it a fter completion 
would be too great to permit the risk of its destruc- 
tion by fire or any other causes within the compass 
of man’s ability to prevent, 

It ought to accommodate a double-track railroad 
overhead, and roads for ordinary transit below. 

Che cost would depend to a considerable extent on 
the nature of the foundation. 

fno very great difficulties should be encountered, 

xcept from the depth of water, the approximate 
cost of sueb a bridge would be $15,000,000, 

Question. Do you consider that a bridge, wherever 
lo ated or however constructed, would be as eco- 
nomical, or any more direct, or any more effective 
in fixing the terminus inSan Francisco than the use 
of steam ferry-boats of suflic ne capac ity to accom- 
modate an entire train of freight and passenger cars ? 
Such boats are used between gt ene. and Bur- 
lington, on Lake Champlain, a distance of twenty- 
five miles; on the line of the railroad between Og- 
densburg, New York, and Boston; also, across the 
Susquehanna, at Havre-de-Grace, Maryland. 

Answer. We believe it will be preferable to use 
properly constructed ferry-boats for the present. 
Looking at the question of economy of transit only, 
we think that the railroad interests and the com- 
meree of San Francisco will have to be greatly 


eu 


us 





increase d before the construction of a bridge across | 


the bay will be justified. 

For instance: if thecostof the bridge is $15,000,000, 
the interest on the cost at seven per cent. per an- 
num, will be $1,050,000, to which must be added the 
cost of keeping ‘the bridgein order, painting, attend- 
ing the draw or draws, &c., say $25,000, making the 
total annual cost of bridge and its maintenance, 


$1,075,000. 

Now, the cost of keeping up and running a first- 
class ferry-boat between this city and Oakland, 
capable of transporting twenty freight cars at a 
time, would not exceed $100,000, or at most $150,000 
per year, so that the city or the railroad, as the case 
may be, looking ut the question of expenditure only, 
liad better keep a free forry between this city and 
Oakland, consisting, if necessary, of seven ferry- 
boats, at an annual cost of $150,00 leach, rather than 
to build and maintain a bridge at an annual cost 
of $1,075,000. 

While, therefore, we admit the practicability of 
building abridge across the hay, and the possible 
necessity of it being built at some future day, the 
large expenditure necessary for its construction 

ould make it a question to be left to the judgment 
of those most interested, whose ideas of the urgency 
of the measure may be well qualified by their ability 
to meet the expenditure. 

We are fully aware that there are other considera- 
tions bearing on this subject, but, as we have already 
said, we have neither the time nor the special 
iniormation to enable us to discuss them at present. 
Question. Isit a fact, as intimated by Governor Stan- 
ford in his letter of the llth instant, to the board 
of supervisors of San Francisco, (copy inclosed,) 
‘that the Southern Pacific railroad will, in order to 
avoid the heavy grades necessary consequent upon 
passing from the Tulare v valley into the Santa Clara 
valley, be compelled to send its business by way of 
the San Joaquin valley, and thus reach San Fran- 
cisco in company with the railroad system of the 
north by amare pass, or by the straits of Car- 
uinez and Oakland?” Is the topography of the 





day may come when the business passing through 
the San Joaquin valley will become so great as to 


justify San Francisco or the railroad companies in 
piercing the Mount Diablo range of mountains by 


a tunnel at some point south of Livermore pass, in 
order to shorten the line of transit connecting the 
city with the eastern and southern railroads lead- 


ing into that valley 
In that case it will probably be to the interests of 
San Francisco to have such railroads brought into 
the city on the western shore of San Francisco bay. 
We inclose he re with acopy of the Coast Survey 
chart, entitled ‘* Entrance to San Franciseo bay,” 
upon which we have marked the two bridge lines 
alluded to in this paper, namely, from Almeda 
Point to Hunter’s Point, and from Almeda Point to 
Rolling-Mill Point; also, a causeway from the Oak- 
land shore to Yerba Buena island, and that portion 
of the bay both north and south of the causeway, 
which would in time be filled up by its construction. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servants, 
B.S. ALEXANDER, 
Lieut. Col. on rs, Bot. Brig. Gen., U.S. 4 
. F. RODGERS, 
Bask tant U.S. Coast Survey. 
G. I. MENDELL 
M nor of Enaine ers 
-SEAFORTH STEWART, 
Colonel U. S. I ngrneers, 
R. 8S. WILLIAMSON, 
Major U.S. Engineers. 
N.B. The absence of Professor Davidson from the 


—_ 


| city has prevented us from consulting him in the 


preparation of our reply to your communication. 

Hon. WintiaM Atvorp, Mayor of San Francisco, 
R. B. Swain, President of the Chamber of Comimes ce 
WILLIAM T. CoLEMAN, JAMES OTIS, and others. 


Here we are told that a pier bridge to Goat 
Island would do no injury to the harbor, 
while a bridge to the peuvinsula would cost 
$15,000,000. The Bulletin, which originated 
the latter project and clings to it tenaciously, 
declares that it can be carried out for a fourth 
of that sum. But the united opinions of the 


| engineers who were selected by the mayor 
| and Chamber of Commerce of the city as being 


best able to inform them must be taken as 
more authoritative than the belief of an editor, 
however able in his vocation. 

The reply to the seventh question puts an end 


| to any hopes that may have been entertained 


that the California connection with either the 
thirty-second or the thirty-fitth parallel road 
can for years to come enter San Francisco by 
its land side on the west. All transconti- 
nental roads, then, whether existing or rival 
roads, must communicate with San Francisco 
by bridge or terry across the Bay of San Fran- 
cisco until in the years of greatness which will 
come to that city her trade will justify the 
tunneling of a range of mountains lying at 
the southeast. The only remaining question, 
then, is how to cross the bay. ‘The present 
mode is by a ferry from Oakland, a distance 
of six miles shortened by a wharf extending 
into the bay, reducing the distance to about 
four miles. 

Goat Island is less than two miles from the 
San Francisco shore. The bay between Oak- 
land and the island is shallow, and a bridge 
which would meet all the demands of trade 
and do no injury to the harbor is, as the engin- 
eers tell us, entirely practicable. With such 
a work completed, and depots for freight and 
passengers in at least three localities on the 


| San Francisco water front, and the largest 


ferry-boats plying from shore to island, each 


| one capable of carrying a train of twenty cars 


Diablo range of this city of such 2 character that | 


the thirty-fifth parallel road will be unable to reach 

San Francisco on a direct line from the southward 
up the peninsula? 

Answer. From the best information we can obtain, 
we are of the opinion that Governor Stanford is cor- 
rect in his statement that the Southern Pacific rail- 
— will be forced by economical considerations to 

pass through the San Joaquin valley. And we believe 
that a train of cars placed at any point in that val- 
ley, from one end of it to the other, could be brought, 
at the present time at least, toSan ¥ rancisco cheaper 
and in less time by the way of Antioch and the 
straits of Carquinez and Oakland, than by any other 
route, 


loaded with freight, it would be difficult to 
show that San Francisco was being excluded 
from railroad connection. If this privilege 
is not granted and accepted by the company, 
the present ferry must be continued or the 
$15,000,000 bridge must be built; and who 
shall build it? Shall a city of one hundred 
and fifty thousand people pay $100 a head on 
every man, woman, and child for that pur- 


pose? Or shall a city loan be negotiated at 


| seven per cent., and every man, woman, and 


This is not the shortest line, however, and the |! 


child in the city be mulcted in the sum of 
seven dollars every year to pay the interest? 
The bridge seems entirely out of the question. 
Shall the ferry continue its present length, 
and the railroad track terminate as now, at a 
wharf of wood? Or shall it be reduced to 
less than two miles, and the solid rock of Goat 
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Island be substituted for the piles which decay 
and are eaten by the ter ae a iking the wharf 
after a time not easy to be fixed, unsafe for 

the traveling public ? These are the only ques- 
tions toanswer. Schemers who want to plunder 
San Francisco under a pretense of building a 
road to compete with the Central, upon the 
strength of a land grant which never existed, 
may vociferate unmeaning trash about injuring 
San Francisco by connecting her more closely 
with the balance of the world. It will always 
be in the power of San Francisco to bridge the 
| bay when her growth and wealth shall be equal 
to the uudertaking; but I see no reason why, 

in the mean while, two thirds of the water which 
now isolates her from the railway should not 
be bridged, and her people enabled in five min- 


| utes to reach the point for making up all locat 


and eastern trains. 
I venture the prediction that if this bill be 


comes a law and there should be any hesitation 
| 


on the part of the company to accept the priv- 
ilege with the conditions it imposes, the people 
of San Francisco will, with united voice, in 
less than a year be as earnestly urging the 
company to go to Goat Island as a portion of 
them are now urging us not to allow them to 


go there. I support the bill as a better friend 


‘ 


of San Francisco than those who are scheming 


| to finger $15,000,000 of its money asa subsidy 


toarival line, or who wish to take the terminus 
of the Contiuental road to Saucelito. 

In my remarks on this bill before I attempted 
to show further that the interest of San Fran- 


| cisco would be subserved hy attracting Asiatic 


commerce; that that comuierce would afford 
it a market which would build up its manufae- 
tories, give it unceasing employment in fitting, 
repairing, furnishing, and building ships, &c., 
far more valuable to its growth than enriching 
a fewtoll-gatberers. I[ will not again dwell on 
these considerations, important as they are. 
My argument has not been answered except by 
the abuse of a or. newspaper, the 
Alta California, published by a speculator in 
the town lots of a prete anol rival city. 

But there is another side to this question which 
such papers overlook or designedly ignore. I 
and my colleague from the third district have 





a constituency that have much to say on this 


question, and thei  intere sts are in our hands 
1 do not believe there is any real antagonism 
between the interior and San Francisco unless 


| the latter persists in enormous wharf charges, 


port dues, and expensive transhipment for 
every pound of freight that leaves the interior, 


1 


| as wheat, wool, ores, &c., and every pound of 


supplies consumed in the interior. 

Che course of one or two of the Bay papers 
would imply that there can be no representa 
tion of the State outside of San Francisco. For 
myself, | should plead if necessary coram non 
judice, that San Francisco has no right to try 
me in my representative capacity for my action 
in dealing with a measure affes ting my imme 
| diate constituents, even if their interests were 
rival to those of that city. Until March next, 
at least, my allegiance and best services are due 
to the people who honor me with a seat here ; 
| and if | see that the farmers of the Alameda or 
| San Joaquin valley are taxed needle-sly a dol 
| lar a ton in getting their wheat to the Liver 
pool market, or the miners that much in ship 
| ping cru: le ores, or both for all they consume 
| entering the Golden Gate, | shall ask no leave 
| of any one outside of my district to remedy 
| that state of things. Were this otherwise 
| properly, why are States divided into congres- 
| sional districts? Why does the line of my dis 
trict separate me from San Francisco? 

That there is not entire accord with the ex 
treme views of ignorant and selfish San Fran- 
cisco speculators in the rest of the State could 
| be proved by a multitude of extracts from the 
| Yalifornia press, bat I have not time to read 
| them. I hold in my hand telegrams from 
| prominent citizens of the interior that have 
| been sent to me and my colleagues, which are 
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not to be ignored by me if this 1s a local ques- 
tion He 5 eto m lie 
San Francisco, Apri 14 
Hon. Jor | 4 
ir the people of Napa 
inty is in { r of granting Goat Island to the 
railr | ‘ is prop i by the bill now 
| ne W. W. STILLWAGGON. 
Her ym theeminent engineer 
who removed Blossom rock from San Fran 
1 Var aa R72 
H A.A 4 
In my est tion, a& an engineer, I] do not think 
ba ' { Goat Island by the railroad 
\ i the ba I ean Francisco, 
» the u of the island a matter 
mo that every convenience 
ibe extended to t ruilroad in discharge 
sna I I nn 
1. H. VON SCHMIDT. 
Here the result of the vote taken on the 
mibly 
M Mar A 2, 187 
il A.A M. ¢ 
Piuis iatthe A embly on this day 
etused t j LT it nrequ ting our Senators 
and Keprese it in Congress to urge Congress 
not t ‘ ut nof Yerba Buena or Goat Island 
the Cs [ x fic Railroad Company. 
M. D. BORUCK.,. Chief Clerk 
ii f ninetecauth s mn Leg slature. 
ré i if iming and approving the 
Opp it i ol e California Senators to the 
Goat imnd ¢g t wa voted down by an 
overwhe ) n rity in the A embly. 
Mr. COX il it man allow me 


io a if 


yentleman will please 

Here isatelegram froma maj rity of four 
of the Sta nate of ifornia, a body 
hay 1 Democratic, as the ‘ieee has a Re- 
pul mn om rity hese senators re present 
e people of thirty five counties, in which 
Oo thirds ol our population, and in which 

five sixths of our territory. Among the 

f rs wb wn this te legram are the chair- 
i he committee on federal relations, 


the chairman of the committee on military 


affairs, the chairman of the committee on 
re, the chairman of the committee 
on iblic inds, the chairman of the com 
mittee ou vainp and overflowed lands, the 
chairman of t committee on roads and 
highways, the chairman of the committee on 
counties and county boundaries, and the 
chairman of h committee on nance, | 
will ask the Clerk to read the telegram: 
lhe Cle read as tollows 
San Francisco, April 12, 1872. 
lions. A \ 5S. O. HoveH1 iN, and a5 x 
{ GHLAS 
Whereas ® senate of the State of California is 
iformed that now pending in the Congress 
it the United States, the objeet of which is to eon- 
ter uy 16 Cents Pacific Railroad Company the 
right to cupy by lease a portion of Goat Island for 
a terminus; and whereas neither this State nor the 
nation acvder the provistons of this act can be taxed 
lollar to aid the railroad in improving this now 
useless island; and whereas by the report of Briga- 
dier General Alexander and four other distinguished 
‘ sin the service of the United States made 
» the itizens rm mittes ol the city of San Fran- 
el i i Ma 1 14, 1S id eflcers state that a 
brid on piers betwee Farbe Buena Island and 
Oakland Point would have no appreciable effect in 
shoaling the San Francis harbor or bay if the 
rid We | small piers with spans of three 
or four hundred teet. And again they concurrently 
state that a permane bridwe structure entirely 
iwross the bay would cost $15,000,000, while a bridge 
that would nnect Goat Lsland with our system of 
railroad without injury to the harbor of San Fran- 
is would t but from four tosix milliondollars; 


and whereas a tax of from one to two dollars a ton 


1s HOW imposed upon all freight crossing the Bay of 
san Franciseo, which would be avoided if said island 
was Joined by a bridge with the transcontinental 
railroad and i nun lines and branches; 
therefore, in theinterest of commerce and ship trans- 
portation, and tor the benefit of the interior of Cali 
fornia, as Well as for the benefit of every State east 
ol us: 

Be it resolved, That our Senators and Represent- 
atives in Co ner ss be requested to use all honorable 


means to procure 
portion ol G 
terminus. 


ssage of the bill leasing a 
pat Island { r the 
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| State and nation. 


purposes ofa railroad || 


We. the undersigned, members of the State sen- 
ate of California, not having had an opportunity to 
vote on the above preamble and resolution owing to 
the press of business during the last days of the ses- 
ion, hereby certify that we cordially indorse the 
same, believing, as we do, that Goat Island is the 
natural western terminus of the Pacific railroad. 

CHARLES KENT, 
Senator from Nevada County. 
STEPHEN WING, 
from T pares nne, Mono, and Inyo Counties. 
T. J. KEYS, 


é ae 


Senator 


M reed, and 
Mariposa Counties. 
M. C. ANDROSS, 
Senator from Toulumne 
GEORGE 8. EVANS, 
Nenator from San Joaquin County. 
BARLOW DYER, 
Nenator from Calaveras ( vunty. 
C. HUTCHINS, 
Nenator from Yuba and Sutter Counties. 
MACLAY, 
Nenator from Santa Clara County. 
r.M. BANVARD, 
Senator from Placer 
WILLIAM MINNIS. 
Senator from Yolo and Solano Counties. 
JAMES VAN NESS, 
Senator from San Louis Obispo and 
Nanta Barbara Counties, 
A. COMTE, 

Senator from Sacramento County. 
WILLIAM WIRT PENDEGAST, 
Senator from Lake and Napa Counties. 

JAMES A. DUFFY, 


Senator from Sacramento. 


from Stanislaus, 


County. 


County. 


JAMES H. NEFF, 
Senator from Placer County. 
H. K. TURNER, 


Senator from Nierra County. 
B. D. WILSON, 
Senator from Los Angelos County. 
THOMAS FOWLER, 
Senator from Tulare and Kern Counties. 
JOHN BOGGS, 
Senator Jrom Colusa and Te hama Counties. 
J. BETGE, 
Senator from San Francisco County. 
DAVID GOODALE, 
Senator from Contra Costa and Marin Counties. 
THOMAS BECK, 


Senator from Santa Cruz and Monterey Counties. 


Mr. SARGENT. Still another senator, Mr. 
lompkins, representing Alameda county, in 
which Oakland is situated, telegraphs as fol 
lows: 

San Francisco, Aprii 11, 1872. 

GENTLEMEN: I am requested to express my opin- 
ion to youin reference to Goat Island. I think the 
use of it ought to be granted to the Central Pacific 
Railroad Company. It is worthless now. It would 
hus be made very valuable. Whatever increases 
the aggregate national wealth adds to the general 
prosperity and increases the means for the support 
of the Government. To retain it as itis, under the 
pretext that it is wanted for defense, is absurd. If 
made as strong as Gibraltar it woul: i be of no avail 
against an enemy outside of the Golden Gate, and 
oue powerful enough to force the way in would put 
San Francisco under contribution. At once the 
paradox would be true that for Goat [sland to 
defend San Francisco would be to destroy it. 
foolish panic got up in San Francisco appears to me 


to be confined almost entirely to the owners of | 
property’ in the south part of the city. I believe | 
that it will soon subside, and that those most 


active in it will be most ashamed of it afterward. 

The rest of the State is indirectly interested in the 

improvement of the island, and so faras I havethe 

means of judging will cordially support you in doing 

all you can tosecure that result. I should not have 

extended my opinion upon you as a volunteer. 
Respectfully and truly, yours, 


EDWARD TOMKINS 


Hon. Sargent, HoveuTon, and CoGHLaAN. 
The president of the State 
Society telegraphs to me: 


Agricultural 


SACRAMENTO, 
Hon. A. A. SARGENT: 

The San Francisco Poland to the continental 
railroad’s use of Goat Island is entirely based on 
individual and local interests, 
the commercial 


March 31, 1872 


in total disregard of 
and agricultural interests of the 


CHARLES F. REED, 


President of State Agricultural Soc iety. 


General Reddington, a leading citizen of 
Sacramento, telegraphs as follows: 


SACRAMENTO, April 7, 1872. 
Hon. A. A. SARGENT: 

You are correct on Goat Island; 
with you; the island 1s a desert rock; railroads 
should be allowed to utilize it in the interest of com- 
merce; nothing else can or will be done with it. 
Public interest demands, and the private interests 
of a few middle-men should not prevent it. 


ALFRED REDDINGTON. 


Out of a large number of telegrams from 
my district giving me the views of business 
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|| without it, 
| swer to any objection from a military point of 


| of importance in that connection. 


the people are | 


7 23. 


men well known to me, and purporting to 
speak for large classes of citizens, I read one 
more from the cultivator of thirty-six thousand 
acres of wheat, as follows: 


Sawn Francisco, CaLirornia, April 13, 1872 

Sik: I have thirty-six thousand acres of 

wheat growing in San Joaquin valley, and am jp 

‘ommunication with farmers representing at least 
five hundred thousand acres of cultivated land, ; and 
I can say that it isthe unanimous wish of all farm 
ers and business men outside of San Francisco that 
Goat Island should be given to the railroad com- 
pany for the reason that it will relieve them of 
an unnecessary tax of at least one dollar per toy 
upon all goods and product going from or to Say 
Francisco, and will aid the commerce of the coun- 
try and its connections with, foreign commerce, Jes- 
sening its expenses and increasing its profits even 


in San Francisco. 
JOHN W. MITCHELL. 
Hon. A. A. SARGENT. 


The motives of Mr. Mitchell in sending his 
telegram are perhaps explained by the follow- 
ing from one of the interior California papers: 

“The efforts of the Pacific mail line of steamers 
to establish a lucrative trade with China and Japan 
and the Pacific islands have encountered the most 
serious obstacles in the vexatious and onerous port 
charges and transfer charges of San Francisco, 
Heretofore the custom has been to make as much as 
possible out of every ship that arrived, without 
the slightest reference tothe effect of such a course 
upon the trade of the country. For arample, 
the commissioners of immigration levied a tax on 
each person landing there; every vessel of one hun- 
dred tons burden was charged six dollars per day: 
vessels of one thousand tons burden, renter ave dol- 
lars perday; and vessels of twenty-five hundred tons 
burden, fifty dollars per day, for the mere privileg: 
of making fast toa wharf. For unloading goods : 
the wharves there are additional charges of twenty- 
five cents per ton, or in cases of goods discharged 
from ship to lighters, twelve and a half cents per ton. 
Then there are extra charges for drayage to ware- 
houses, cost of warehousing, drayage back to ship or 
car, and other incidental expenses, until what with 
the loss of time and damage to goods by these 
repeated handlings, we have atotal toll of about tw: 
dollars perton upon all mere handise passing through 
San Francisco. 

“Now, thissystem can only be maintained : 
cost of the absolute loss of the v 
which is now within our grasp. To lose this co 
merce is to inflict an almost irreparable injury on 
San Francisco herself, and to lessen the profits of 
the merchants of the ni ation at large, perhaps from 
thirty to fifty per cent. 


vt the 
vast Asiatic commerce: 


It is a question of lire and death to our trade 
and to the interior of the State. Our miners 
and farmers in flush times may stand the tolls 
and hinderances of the present order of things, 


but it is a grievous burden at any time. 


| make no further extracts from the press 
in the interior to this effect, although I could 
do so from papers published from one end 
of the State to the other. I know there is 
not a unanimous opinion either in or out of 
San Francisco. But will any candid man say 
that after the long acquiescence of San Fran- 
cisco in this project, and its sudden and unex- 
pected change of basé, with such powerful 
dorsements of the project from the interior, 
my representative limitations, and my firm 
conviction, long since expressed by word and 
vote, and still entertained, that thisis a meas 
ure helpful to national and State commerce 
and beneficial toSan Francisco itself, any one 
has a right to arraign me in vile terms for 


| supporting it? 


rhe fact that sixty aeres of the island are 


| reserved absolutely for military purposes, and 
| the whole to be taken in case of war existing 


or threatened, and that it is more available for 
such purposes with a road runuing to it than 
would seem to be an effective an- 
view. But Goat Island has never been deemed 
By the time 
a hostile force could get by Fort Point, Lime 


| Point, Black Point, and Alcatraz, it would be 
| too late for Goat Island to save San Francisco. 


In the late rebellion several new points were 


|| fortified and the old ones strengthened, while 
| Goat Island remained 


unfortified. The res- 
ervations for military purposes in and around 
the Bay of San Francisco are enormous and 


| disproportionate, and the clamor of the Alta 


California, that all of Goat Island must be 
reserved, is answered by itself in an article 


- OMe Sa 
Fa ne at Se et ae 


— 


One 
and 
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which it published some time ago, which I will 
read. : 
‘The Military Reservation Business.—Among the 
other misfortunes against which this city has to 
<ruggie in her efforts to build herself up is the 
wilitary reservation business, San Francisco has 
heen reserved for military purposes to an extent 
that is positively stunning. Preparations for defen- 
ave warfare have been made on ascale which would 
ha sufficient for the demands of that great and final 
-ruggle which Gog and Magog are to bring on 
the world. If the solicitude of the General Govern- 
went forthe protection of the maiden city by the 
Golden Gate should be measured by the amount of 
ind which it has laid aside for war purposes, the 
-onelusion could not be resisted that its defense 
oceupies the entire and exclusive attention of the 
military authorities. Sixteen hundred acres proba- 
bly of the best land in our suburbs, known as the 
Presidio reservation, a large semicircular sweep at 
Point San José, upon the very edge of the town, 
and all the islands inthe bay are considered by a 
prudential military department to be essential for 
the repulse of the invader, when he comes upen us 
with his iron-clads, around either the Cape ot Good 
Hope or Cape Horn. ; 
“More land has been taken possession of in and 
around the city of San Francisco for military pur- 
poses than4n all the cities of the Atlantic sea-board 
put together, froating as they do those nations from 
which alone positive danger may be apprehended. 
We are fortifying here on a gigantic scale, to all 
appearances for no other purpose but to guard against 
a hostile movement of Chinese or Japanese junks, 


for which, without any reservation whatever, the | 


monitor Camanche or even an ordinary steam-tug 
with a Parrot at the bow would be morethan a 
match. In the whole vast expanse of the Pacific we 
can discern no other possible enemies, and it is need- 
less to say that no very serious trouble may be ever 
apprehended from them. We hold it to be clear that 
po matter what shapethe future may take, no Euro- 
pean nation with which we might happen to come 
in collision would ever attempt to deal us a blow in 
aregion so distant from natural bases as the Pacific 
and so entirely destitute of all appliances for the 
repair of damages in case of defeat or disaster.”’ 


This ridicule of the Government for doing | 


what is now contended must be continued, I 
do not cite to prove the shameless inconsist- 
ency of the sheet in question, but that the cry 
of the need of the whole island for military 
purposes is raised now to deceive the people 
of the city and Congress. 

| ask pardon of the Honse for occupying so 
much time on this question. But the ruffianly 
proceedings of **hoodlums’’ at San Francisco, 
prompted and defended by unprincipled specu- 
lators who are seeking to sacrifice the real 
interests of San Francisco to their own selfish 
schemes, have made it necessary that I explain 
with some care my position. I have not been 
betrayed into anger by the inconsiderate de- 
nunciation of well-disposed men, and still less 


by the vile abuse of knavish sharpers who are || 
|| gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] that 


seeking to fleece the city by means of subsi- 
dies to impossible railroad schemes, or trans- 
fer its business toa distance. I deemed it my 
duty to study carefully and perfect the details 
of the bill, secure the harbor from damage, 
and get more intimate connection between 
San Francisco and the Kast. I think the bill, 
as now presented, secures these ends, is for 
the benetit of the State and the great city, and 
shall record my vote in its favor. 

Mr. WHEELER. I now call the previous 
question. 

Mr. COX. Ihope the gentleman will not 
insist on that now. 

Mr. BANKS. Will not the gentleman allow 
some time for debate? 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes, sir; after the vote 
is reconsidered. 

Mr. BANKS. Let us have the debate now. 

Mr. COX. I wish a telegram from San 
Francisco to be read, which shows a state of 
things different from what has been repre- 
sented. 

Mr. WHEELER. I shall admit that with 
pleasure, if the vote is reconsidered. 

Mr. COX. 
in that way. I say the people of California 
are not represented here on this question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to make a parlia- 
mentary inguiry. Js it in order to move to 
lay on the table the motion to reconsider? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed 
by the Journal Clerk that that motion has 
already been made and voted down. The 


The matter should not be forced | 


| recommitting. 





House has refused to lay the motion to re- 
consider on the table. 

Mr. SARGENT. I desire to say to the 
gentleman trom New York [Mr. Cox] that 
the State of California is as well represented 
on this floor as is the gentleman’s own district. 

Mr. COX. I made no personal allusion 
when I stated that the State of California and 
the city of San Francisco are not represented 
on this subject by the gentleman and his col- 
leagues. 

Mr. SARGENT. I would like to know who 
made the gentleman from New York a school 
master over me and my colleagues? 

Mr. COX. I represent a district asa mem- 
ber of the Congress of the United States. I do 
not representany bank. I represent the prop- 
erty and the people of the United States now 
sought to be despoiled by this species of legis- 
lation. And I ask merely to be heard on this 
question. 

Mr. SARGENT. The gentleman repre- 
sents Tammany, and nothing else. 

Mr. COX. ‘That is a blackguard remark. 

Mr. WOOD. If | understand the proposi- 
tion of my colleague from New York, { Mr. 
WHEELER, | it is to reconsider the vote by which 
we disposed of the previous bill, and | desire 
to know of the Chair what the effect of the 
vote would be? 

The SPEAKER. The previous bill was 
disposed of by recommitting it to the commit- 
tee. 

Mr. WOOD. 
have the effect of bringing the bill which he 
has read as a part of his speech before the 
House ? 

The SPEAKER. Should the House recon- 
sider the vote recommitting the bill, the Chair 
will then bave to submit the question upon 
Should the House reconsider 
the vote recommitting, the original bill will be 





| before the House, and the gentleman from New 


York [Mr. WHeeter] has indicated his pur- 
pose to move what was read at the Clerk’s desk 
as a substitute therefor. 

Mr. SPEER, cf Pennsyivania. Would the 
substitute be open to amendment? 

Mr. RANDALL. Do not lay that flattering 
unction to your soul. 


The SPEAKER. That would depend upon 


| whether the gentleman from New York should 


demand the previous question. 


Mr. WHEELER. I desire to say to the 


he shall have every opportunity to produce 
and have read the telegram to which he has 
referred. I have no desire to stifle discussion 
or to shut out facts,as the gentleman must 


|| know from my course on former bills. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman pro- 
pose to allow amendments? 

Mr. WHEELER. You may submit them 
for consideration ? 


Mr. BANKS. 


| will not be sustained. 





The question was put on seconding the 
demand for the previous question, and there 
were—ayes 73, noes 69. 

Mr. HOLMAN called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. WHEELER 
and Mr. Cox were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 72, noes 63. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The question recurred upon ordering the 
main question to be put. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I eall for the yeas and 
nays on that motion. 

Ihe yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
parliamentary inquiry. 


I rise to a 
If the main question 


| be ordered, will it then be in the power of 


the gentleman from New York to prevent all 
amendments ? 


The SPEAKER. It will be in the power 


of the House, not of the gentleman from New | 


York. 


Will his motion, if carried, 
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Mr. RANDALL. Does the ordering of 
the main question now cut off all amend- 
ments ? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. The main 
question is merely upon the question of recon- 
sideration ; it does not reach the bill itself. 

lhe question was taken; and it was decided 
in the aflirmative—yeas 100, nays 72, not 
voting 68; as follows: 

YEAS Messrs. Ames. Averill, Barber, Barnum, 
Austin Blair, George M. Brooks, Burdett, Roderick 
R. Butler, Freeman Clarke, Coghlan, Conger, Crock 
er, Darrall, Dawes, De Large, Dickey, Duell, Duan 
nell, Eames, Elliott, Ely, Farnsworth, Farwell, 
Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garrett, Getz, Goodrich, 
Griffith, Harmer, Harper, George E. Harris, Haw 
ley, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, John W. Uazelton, 
Hioar, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Keteham, Lam 
port, Lansing, Leach, MeGrew, McHenry, Me 
Junkin, MeKee, Mercur, Merriam. Moore, Morey, 
Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley. Niblack, Orr, 
Packard, Packer, Palmer, Peck, Peree, Aaron F. 
Perry, Eli Perry, Peters, Platt, Poland, Prindle, 
Rainey, Ellis H: Roberts, Rogers, Rusk, Sargent, 
Seeley, Sessions, Sheldon, Shoemaker, Sloss, H. 
Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, Snapp, Thomas 
J. Speer, Starkweather, Stowell, Sutherland, Sypher, 
Thomas, Turner, Twichell, Upson, Voorhees, Wake 
man, Waldron, Wallace, Warren, Wheeler, White- 
ley, Willard, Williams of Indiana, and Williams ot 
New York—100. 

NAYS— Messrs. Acker,Adams, Ambler, Arthur, 
Banks, Beatty, Bell, Bird, James G. Blair, Brax 
ton, Bright, Buffinton, Benjamin F. Butler, Coburn, 
Comingo, Cotton, Cox, Crossland, Davis, Eldredge, 
Finkelnburg, Garfield, Golladay, Haldeman, Han- 
cock, Handley, Hanks, Hay, Hereford, Herndon, 
Hibbard, Holman, Kerr, Killinger, King, Lewis, 
Manson, Marshall, McClelland, MeIntyre, MeNeely, 
Merrick, Monroe, Hosea W.Parker, Potter, Randall, 
Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, Wil- 
liam R. Roberts, Shanks, Sherwood, Slater, Snyder, 
R. Milton Speer, Sprague, Stevens, Stevenson, 
Stoughton, Strong, ‘erry, Dwight Townsend, Tut- 
hill, Tyner, Van Trump, Waddell, Walden, Wells, 
Whitthorne, Wood, and Young—72. 

NOT VOTING Messrs. Archer, Barry, Beck, 
Beveridge. Bigby, Biggs, Bingham, Boles, James 
Brooks, Buckley, Burchard, Caldwell, Campbell, 
Carroll, William T. Clark, Cobb, Gonner, Crebs, 


| Creely, Criteber, Donnan, Dox, Du Bose, Duke, 


Forker, Charles Foster, Henry D. Foster, Hale, 
Halsey, Hambleton, John T. Harris, Havens, Hill, 
Kellogg, Kendall, Kinsella, Lamson, Lowe, Lynch, 
Maynard, McCormick, McCrary, McKinney, Benja- 
min F. Meyers, Mitchell, Morgan, Isaac C. Parker, 
Pendleton, Porter, Price, Robinson, Roosevelt, 
Sawyer, Scofield, Shellabarger, Shober, Slocum, 
W orthington C. Smith, Storm, St. John, Swann, 
Taffe,- Washington Townsend, Vaughan, Walls, 
Jeremiah M. Wilson, John [. Wilson, and Winches 
ter—6s. 

During the roli call the following announce 
ments were made: 

Mr. PRICK. [am paired with Mr. Town 
SEND, of Pennsylvania, who is absent on 
account of sickness; if here he would vote 
‘Say,’ and I should vote ‘‘no.”’ 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. I am paired 
with Mr. HamBuieron;: if here he would vote 
‘*no,’’ and | would vote ‘‘ay.”’ 


Mr. DONNAN. I am paired with Mr. 


Ha.sey; he would vote ‘tay,’ and I should 


| vote **no.’’ 


| hope the previous question || 





Mr. VAN TRUMP. My colleague, Mr. 
MorGAN, is paired with some gentleman on 
the other side of the House; if here he would 
vote **no.’’ 

Mr. McCLELLAND. Mycolleague, Mr. B. 
I’, Meyers, has been called away by sickness 
in his family. He is paired with some gentle- 
man who is in favor of this bill. If here he 
would vote ‘‘no.”’ 

Mr. HALDEMAN. Mr.Stocem, who would 
vote ‘‘ay,’’ is paired upon this question with 
Mr. WINCHESTER, who would vote ‘* no.”’ 

The question was upon the motion to recon 
sider the vote by which the bill was recom- 
mitted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is it in order now to move 
to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion 
that such a motion would be in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I make that motion. 

Mr. WHEELER. Has not the House 


‘already voted down one motion to lay this 


motion to reconsider upon the table? 

The SPEAKER. It has; but the Chair is 
of opinion that business of such a character 
has intervened as to make the motion again in 
order. 











Mr. WHEELER. The rule provides that 
wit “a | ! to reconsider has peen once 
made I ist in Order to renew It, 

The SPEAKER rhe Chair agrees with 
the we rom hat Lement But the 

t now vhether | in order to move 
that the pending n n to reconsider be laid 
on the table It is merely changing the nega 
tive to the affirmative tl gives ither side 
a! rivantag 

The que on wa then taker upon the mo- 
tion to lay the tabie the motion to recon- 
ider id upon a d there were—ayes 
1h, es 78 

Be et} re f the vote was announced, 

vi HOLMAN nd \ thi fair test 
( | “a bor he yeas and ny 

i i i l na were ordered 

The qe 1 WAS ogain taker and there 
were en j i), not voting OS); as fol 

Y FAS—Meesar Acker, Ada Ambler, Arthur, 
Banke, Beatty, Beck, Bell, Bird. James G. Blair, 
bras B it, Luflinton, B poms | putter, 
{ irn, Comi Cox, ¢ ! , Davis, Eldre 
I i (eart :. .& ii (rriflith, Heldee 

io, Han , Llandley, i "‘Wavena, Hew. there 
tord, llerndon, Uibbard, os . Kerr, Killinger, 
king, Lamison, Lewis, Manson, MeClelland, Mein 

! feN: Merricl Monroe, H i W. Parker, 
haunda Ke 1, Kdward Y Rice, John M. Ri e, 
kK . William R. Robe ianks, Sherwood, 
later, R. M n Speer, Sprague, Stevens, Steven- 

n, Stoughton, Strong, ‘Terry, Dwight Townsend, 
[nut . Tyner, Van Trump, Wadde'l, Waid n, Wells, 
Whitthorne, Jeremiah M. Wilson, Wood, and 
beur 

NAY S~-Messr Aime Averill, Barber, Barnum, 
r> ; im, Austin Blair, George M. Brooks, Buckley, 
Burehard, Burdett Roderi k R. Butler, Freeman 

‘ : in, Conger, Cotton, Crocker, Dawes, 
lhe Large, D Duell Duke, Dunnell, Kames, 
Kiliott, Ely, Farnsworth, peye, Garrets, Gets, liar 
per, Georg li. Harris, Hay rerry W. Hazelton, 
Jolin W. tag lton, He nena Hour thton, Kel 

Ketebam, Lamport, Lansing, Leach, Lowe, Me 
Crary, Mellenr Mi Juokin. Mc sKee, "Merens, Mer 
rime, Mitchell, Moore, Morey, Mor his, Leonard 
] i ley, Niblack, Packard, Packer, Palmer, 
] c, Pe Anron F. Perry, Eli Perry, Peters, 
Pia Pol i, Prindle, Rainey, Ellis H. Roberts, 
Rowers, Rusk, Sargent, Seeley, Sessions, Sheldon, 

’ Hi. Boardman Smith, Snapp, 
“I i h nas J “peer, Starkweather, Stowell, 
sutherland, Sypher, Tate, Thomas, Turner, Twich 
‘ Upeon, Voorhees, Wakeman, Waldron, Wallace, 
Warren, Wheeler, Whiteley, Willard, and Williams 
f | ina Wh 

NOP VOTING—Messrs. Archer, Barry, Beveridge, 
} Bh Boles, Jam Brooks, Caldwell, Camp 

( roll, Wi m i. Clark, Cobb, Conner, Crebs, 
( ly ( i) ill, Donnan, Dox, Du Bose, 
I , Fork Charles Foster, Henry D. Foster, 
\ hier D. I ter wodrich lale, Halsey, Llamble- 

llarmer, John T. Harris, Lawley, Hill, Kellogg, 
he« tall. Kins i, Lyoech, Marshall, Maynard, Me 
Cormick, McGrew, McKinney, Benjamin F. Meyers, 
M ran, Orr, Isaac C. Parker, Pendleton, Porter, 
Potter, Price, Robinson, Ro evelt, Sawyer, Scofield, 

bre at r, hober, Siocum, John A. Smith, 
Worthington C, Smith, Storm, St. John, Swann, 
Washington Townsend, Vaughan, Walls, Williams 
of Now York, John T. Wilson, and Winchester—68, 

So the motion to lay on the table was not 
agreed to 

The question was then taken upon the 
yotion to reconsider; and it was agreed to, 
mon a division Lyes 87, noes 58, 


] he jyuestion then recut red upon the motion 
commit the bill to the C on the 
Pacific Railroad 

Mr. WHEELER I 


to recommit, 


omrittee 


the motion 


and now move as a 


vithdraw 
substitute 
ir the original bill that which | 
the Clerk a few minutes ago. 

The amendment read at length as 
printed in a previous part of to-day’s proceed- 
Ings. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Will the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Wuerever] allow 
fer the amendment I suggested a short 


had read by 


' 
was 


me woo 


t Line 
Lime sines f 

ir. NIBLACK. 
permit me to move 
at the end of the substitute. 

Mr. WHEELER. I will hear the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana, [ Mr. 
NIBLACK. ] 

Che amendment 


l ask the gentleman to 


an amendment to come in 


wus read, as follows: 


And Congress may at 


any time after, amend or 


repeal this act, having due regard to the rights and 
interests of the railroad companies which may have 
availed themselves of the privileges hereby granted, 


Mr. WHEELER. I see no objection to 
that amendment, and am willing to accept it. 

Thea to the 
agreed to. 

Mr. WHEELER. I now yield to 
league [Mr. Cox] for ten minutes. 

Mr. COX. I do not intend to go 
the details of this bill. 
Heuse last it bas unde 
It has now various pretenses 
ol recompense to Government for the 


mendment substitute was then 


my col- 


into a 
debate as to Since 


it was before the rgone 


some changes. 


the 


rrant which is sought without consideration ; 
bul ill as a land grant it is just as demoral- 
izing in its tendency as it ever was. I can 


only reiterate the protest of the people whom 


| represent, the who are 
who seek to 
that which | hold 

the protest of the city in which | 
ssed again aud again to this House 
against any systein like this, which really gives 
away not only the public domain, but a most 


working people, 
not always re 
be heard by | 
in iny hand 
expire 


presented here, and 


pelilions such as 


live, 


important piece of public land which the Gov- 
ernment may need ; ir the defense of the Pacifie 
coast 

I have might the floor, Mr. Speaker, in 


order to bave read a telegram which I think 
may throw some light on this discussion. I 
said that California was not represet ited on 
this question inthis House. I said it because 


the members of that State had uniformly voted 
in favor of this peculiar bill. [repeat that in 
iny judgment the members from the State of 
California have not correctly represented the 


public sentiment of that State on this ques- 
Lion, 

The gentleman from California [Mr. Sar- 
GENT] who spoke a while ago seems to quarrel 
with one of his newspapers, the Alta Cali 
fornia, for speaking out very plainly upon this 
— ct. [have nothing to do with local quar- 


s between that gentleman and the newspa- 


pers of his State. 1 ouly know from my know!l- 

edge of the Pacifie coast that no newspaper 

in California, except perhaps two, the Sacra 
7 


nion and the San Francisco Bulletin, 
speaks with more emphasis, cogency, and hon- 
esty for the people ot that State ths in does the 


mente ‘ 


Alta California. I have not here the extracts 
from that paper de enunciatory of this bill; but 
[ believe they have already been read to the 
House. Indeed, they have been quoted to 
show the unrepresentative character of the 


California representatives on this question. 

Sir, the Bulletin, the the 
Pacifie coast, which almost 
everywhere, 


great paper of 
there 
from the top of the Sierras down 


range and throughout all that 


circulates 


to the const 


State of seven hundred miles length and 
three hundred in width, has been quoted 


favoring this peculiar business; but | happen 


have in my hand (it has been sent to me 
by the editors of that paper) their emphatic 
protest against this bill. The reason given 


by these the Sacramento Union, 
Ww nic *h, Lbelieve, hasde anes cod the project. and 
also the Bulletin, ali Re pul jliean papers, is that 
good faith has not been kept by this company 
with the peop! le 


newspapers, 


of the various sections where 
the company has sought to make its termini. 
The Bulletin, in its edition of March 22, says: 

‘The time has therefore arrived when there should 
os a frank understanding with the railroad com- 
pany. Do they mean to come into San F rancisco, as 
they have promised and as the terms of their fran- 
chise from Congress contemplated, or to attempt 
building up a rival city and diverting the com- 
merce of the port?” 

In. another article headed, ‘‘A Stupendous 
Scheme,’’ the whole project of this company 
is analyzed and denounced in the strongest 
terms compatible with decency and morality. 
I call attention to that article, which is as 
follows: 

‘A Stupendous Sche me.—The Central Pacific Rail- 
road Company, from the inception of the enterprise, 
has had a policy of which the public knows little or 
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ee is again and again asked, 


| to come to Washington. 


April 23, 


nothing. In voting subsidies, the people have haq 
to goin the dark. They were not informed as} 
what would be done; it was ademand for money or 
land continually. The public realize that the raij- 
road company at one time has made quast promizes 
that the road would terminate at Mission bay; at 
another it has promised that Oakland should be the 
terminus; and still another, that Vallejo should be 
the favored location. At all of these places the 
railroad company has acquired valuable real est ate 

under the supposition that these towns were resp rect. 
ively to receive benefits from the 
property to the company. 

At this time the people realize that those prom- 
ises amount to nothing; that the company intend to 
do whi ut will bring its Inapagers the most money, 
This is why the people are left so completely in thy 
dark even while an effort is being made to acquirs 
Goat Island and its approaches, and at the same 
time the company is asking for an enlargement of 
the grant of landin Mission bay, together with the 
China Basin, &e. 

** Now, what does all of this mean? Simply, that 
we are asked to give land to the cor npany without 


knowing what itis to be used for. At this time we 


concession of 





are even in doubt whether this Mission bay 
property may not be made av as so much 
means to injure San Francisco. a vast estate 


in the heart of a great city, and worth millions of 
dollars. Itis now believed that St vn ford & Co. do 
not intend to come to Mission bay witha ny railroad 

except that which will follow down the coast coun- 
ties to Los Angeles, San Diego, &c., but construct a 
town extending from the Oakland shore to Goat 
Island, or as near to that point as may be permitted 
by the Government, and we do not see why Goat 
Island may not form a portion of that town. Th. 
map which we publish to-day will show hy a dotted 
line, taking in a vast tract of the bay onthe Oakland 
side, where the company claims to own. ‘This line, 
as will be seen, is within a short distance of Goat 
Island, and it is urged that the company intend t 
fillin, both from the island and from the hills north 
of Oakland, and make a town which the company 
will own exclusively. 

‘Tt is a grand scheme, andif San Francisco will 
but permit the bay to be used in the way suggested 
we do not see why the company may not be entirely 
successful. Indeed, the shallowness of the water on 
the Oakland side, taken in connection with the 
rocky and firm foundation of the bottom, renders it 
pertectly practicable to carry out such a project. Lt 
was supposed for a time that the Central Pacific 
Railroad Company would be satisfied with a bridge 
across the bay, and enter this city in that way; but 
such is not their intention, forthey have discouraged 
the bridge project. There is every reason to belie ve 
that the plan here sketched is that which has been 
subs tantially adopted by the railroad company. 

Ve have been free to comment adversely to any 
project which looks. however remotely, to bring 
injury to San Francisco and her inhabitants by the 
railroad company, because we have always endeay 
ored to deal jus a by it. Wewoulddo so still: give 
tevery means to do our business with facility ny 
with advantage to its stockholders; but we are 
opposed to the city tying herself up any furthe: 
We are utterly opposed to granting Goat Island to 
the railroad company, for we are pertectly satisfied 
this cannot be doue with safety tothe people. We 
have gone just as far as we can afford to go. Th 
city owns property worth four or five hundred mil 
lion dollars. We may use a portion of this property 
so as to benefit ourselves—build a bridge across the 
bay, and if need be, aid a railroad exte ending to the 
Atl: intic States. San Francisco is strong enough not 
to be trifled with any longer.’”’ 


It will be observed that in this article the 
what is the 
making Goat Island the terminus? 
The California state that the effect 
at ant will ‘i to make San Francisco an 
inland town, reducing not merely the value of 
the wharfage, but the value of all the property 
in the This is the reason why the Cham 
ber of Commerce, as well as the people of San 


obje ct ot 


papers in 


cliy. 


Francisco, are opposed to this pe culiar scheme 
lhe article to which I have just called atten- 
tion explains what is meant by the telegram 


which on the 16th of April was sent from San 
Francisco by a committee of citizens to Sena 
tor Casserty. He it was who requested me 
to have it read in this House. The substance 
of that telegram is as follows: 

Caleb T. Fay left here on the ‘Math, instructed to 
wait in New York till Cote or yourself invited him 
Let it be known that the 


railroad yesterday conditionally agreed with a com- 
mittee of our citizens to make the terminus in Mis- 


sion bay. 
A. B. FORBES, 
JAMES OTIS 
JOHN C. MERRILL, 
F. M. LEWIS, 
E. B. PERRIN. 
Whether they have made any such arrange- 
ment [ am not authorized to say, except so 
far as this telegram goes; but from the article 


in the Bulletin there is every reason to believe 


at 
th 
al 


la 


1872. 


that this company did agree that it would not | 


by this project injure the city of San Francisco. 
li did not wish to spoil the harbor for railroad 
urposes Oh, no! ; 

What the citizens of San Francisco appre 
bend is, that this scheme may be the means 
of building up a rival city, thereby ruining 
San Francisco to a very large extent, besides 
demoralizing the country by this peculiar sys- 
tem of land grants and land grabbing, as to 
which both parties, in the last election in Cali- 
fornia, gave an unequivocal vote. 

When this subject was under discussion 
three weeks ago, I made this point with refer- 
ence to the Pacific Mail Steamship Company 
and the Panama Railroad Company, both seek- 
ing subsidies: that there was a contract made 
between the overland Pacific railroad and the 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company, whereby all 
products coming from Asia should be carried 
over this pet railroad. and no other; that they 
could not go by the Panama road, or any other 
possible competitive route. By that contract, 
— affected every transaction in China or 
Japan, before the goods got to the Pacific 
coast on this side they were ordered to but 
one route, the overland railroad. Since that 
time these speculators, these schemers, have 
bought up the Panama railroad. They have 
plugged up the Isthmus! There is no more 
competition. Therefore your teas and your 
silks will be higher in price by reason of the 
higher cost of transportation, because these 
men get their subsidies and their land grants 
from Congress. They can afford to buy up in 
one gambling speculation a railroad like th: at 
at Panama. I should like to gee all competi- 
tion possible. Before I will give my vote for 
any bill of this character, or for any grant of 
lands or money from this Government whereby 
these favored corporations can raise the price 
of teas or other commodities at their pleasure 
and at our double expense, | will 

{Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. WHEELER. Iwill now yield for ten 
minutes to the gentleman from New York, 
[ Mr. Woop. ] 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, 
the chairman of the Committee on the Pacific 
Railroad, in the remarks he submitted when 
this substitute was first read, stated he had so 
modified or changed the bill as to meet every 
possible objection urge d against the measure 
as originally introduced. 

Mr. WHEELER. I said every reasonable, 
oe not every possible objection. 

. WOOD. Weare leit, then, to determine 
wh > is reasonable. I will show he has not in 
any way obviated the fundamental objection 
to this bill, and that is involved in the Con- 
gress of the United States deliberately parting 
with the property of the people of the United 
States for no compensation whatever. This 
substitute is objectionable in every aspect in 
which we may view it. Indeed, in my judg- 
ment, it goes further than the original bill. It 
provides that the President may appoint three 
commissioners who shall determine the amount 
to be paid for the continuous and never-ending 
use of this island. It is, in that regard, more 
objectionable than the original proposition. 

But, sir, | desire to have read the proceedings 
of the citizens of San Francisco, which, in my 
judgment, should have some influence in this 
House on a question of this character. They 
have never been presented to the House, but 
by some secret malign influence have been so 
far kept from the public. 
ceedings of the meeting he'd in Sau Francisco 
in reference to this measure, aud I ask that 
they be read as a part of my remarks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“San Francisco, April 18, 

‘The excitement over the Yerba Buena or Goat 

sland question is increasing. A committee of one 
hundred was formed to-day, ‘embracing leading citi- 


zons of San Fraucisco in every department of busi- 


ness, to “defend the interests of commerce and the 
city, 


*The committee elected the following officers: 


be glad—— 


THE CONGRES 


| city: 


| of the 


first vice president, R. G. Sneath; second, John 
S. Hager; secretary, Alfred Wheeler; treasurer, D. 
J. Tallant. 

* The meeting unanimously adopted the following 
resolutions : 

Whereas the Central Western and_ Southern 
Pacific Railroad Companies have received enormous 
grants of jand and subsidies in bonds and money 
trom the Federal Government, from the State of 
California, various counties of the State, and from 
the city of San Francisco, which grants and subsi- 
dies were more than sufficient for the entire con- 
struction and equipment of said roads ; and where: As 
this State and city have given said railroads iarge 
subsidies and valuable grants of land within this 
city, with the intention and understanding that said 
roads would make their western termini within the 
city of San Francisco, and upon the tract of land 
granted for that purpose in Mission bay; and 
whereas said companies have obtained large grants 
of land on the opposite side of the bay in front of 
Oakland, and have directed the entire railroad sys- 
tem of the above lines and all the railroads of this 
coast toward said last-mentioned point, in disregard 
conditions of said compact; and whereas said 
companies have been, and are now, making stren- 


| uous efforts to obtain from the Federal Government 


| & grant or le: ase of Goat Island, 


; inus of 


believe that said companies should withdraw 


| cline, 


| for maintaining their 


lying in the Bay of 
midway between this city and the 
0 ikland shore, for the purpose of the terminus of all 
the lines aforesaid. in spite of and against the ex 
pressed wishes of this city, and in defiance of dam- 
age and danger to the commercial interests of this 
port, as conclusively demonstrated by the scientific 
investigations and judgment of eminent engineers: 
Therefore, 

** Resolved, That the city of San Francisco has a 
right to expect, and does expect, from said railroad 
companies a strict compliance with the terms, con- 
ditions, and compacts made by said companies, to 
wit, the actual and immediate location of the term- 
suid roads, now merged into one owner- 
ship, upon the sixty acres of land in Mission bay, in 
this city, and the actual and immediate abandon- 
ment on the part of the railroad companies of any 
construction or proceeding having in view the fixing 
of such terminus at any other point whatever. 

** Resolved, ‘That citizens of San Francisco 
trom 
Congress immediately all demand or request for the 
grant, lease, cr privilege of using and connecting 
said roads with Goat Island, and cease the further 
construction of wharves, piers, and slipsin thechan 
nel of the bay at the terminus of their present Oak- 
land whart or elsewhere. 

* Resolved, That, incase the companies shall de- 
refuse, or omit to comply with this reasonable 
request, it is the right, duty, and purpose of the cit- 
izens of San Francisco to take all lawfnl measures 
rights in the premises and 
prevent said wrongful acts of said companies. 

** Resolved, That if thecity of San Francisco should 


San Francisco, 


the 


| be compelled to resort to legal tribunals to assert and 


They are the pro- || 


| San Francisco. 


maintain her rights as against said companies, it 
would be proper and just that the grants and subsi- 
dies conditionally made to said railroads should be 
annulled and set aside. 

** Resolved, That it is to the interest of San Fran- 
cisco and said companies that there should be com- 
plete accord and harmony of action between them, 
and that, to facilitate and aid the requirements of 
commerce, this city should not be, and will not be, 
governed by any hostile, unfriendly feeling toward 
said companies, but should continue to be liberal and 
iccommodating, only demanding in return on the 
part of said companies thesame prompt, exact com- 
pliance with agre ements as would be demanded of 
and wCCOT ied by this city. 

* Resolved, That it eminently concerns the whole 
Pacific coast, and especially the city of San Fran- 
cisco, that another railroad connecting the Atlantic 
with the Pacific, traversing a route free from danger 
of obstruction and delay by the severities of winter 
and having its terminus at San Francisco, should be 
constructed as soon as possible; that this city and 
the adjoining counties should contribute liberally in 
aid of such enterprise. 

** Resolved, That the executive committee of this 
association be instructed to act upon and carry out 
the spirit of these resolutions, and take such meas- 
ures in so doing as in their judgment may be most 
efficient. 

** Resolved, Thata copy of these resolutions be sent 
to Leland Stanford, and to every member of Con- 
gress, to the mayor of St. Louis, and to the presi- 
dent of the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany.” 


Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, this meeting at 
which these resolutions were passed was sub- 
sequent to the action of the Chamber of Com- 


merce and of the board of supervisors and | 
the repeated expression of opposition by the 
press of the entire Pacific coast, who are alike || 


interested, whether in California or in Oregon, 
in preserving the integrity of the harbor ot 
lhere is one significant res- 
olution passed at a subsequent meeting of cit- 
izens which | will read. it is as follows: 

‘ Resolved, That we look with confidence and 
pride to our Sen: store, CoLe and CassERLY, in this 
emergency, to ward off the calamity that has start- 
led us with its audacious and reckless disregard of 
our rights and interests, and we bow our beads in 


“President, Hon. William Alvord, mayor of the | shame at the action of our members of the House, 
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| recently loaded with honors by a confiding constit- 


uency. Truly there ‘is nothing so unkind as base 


| ingratitude.’ ”’ 


Mr. SARGENT. The same resolution was 
offered in the Legislature and voted down by 
a two thirds vote. 

Mr. WHEELER. I yield fifteen minutes 
to the gentleman from California, [Mr. Cogu- 
LAN. | 

Mr. COGHLAN. It has been urged by 
the gentleman from New York in front of the 
Chair, [Mr. Cox,] and also by the gentleman 
from New York who spoke last, [Mr. Woop, ] 
that the State of California is not properly 
represented on this question by the members 
from that State on this floor. I defy either of 
those gentlemen, or any member of this House, 
or any opponent of this bill, to show a single 
tangible objection to the passage of this bill. 
It is very easy for gentlemen to cry out that 
this is a land grant or that it is a subsidy. 
They evidently find it very hard, in the face 


of the facts of the case, to show that it is 
either. It is very easy to say that this will 
injure the city of San Francisco; but if any 


gentleman on this floor, or anywhere else, can 
show any reason why the city of San Fran 
cisco will not be benefited by this very bill, 
then I myself will vote against it and do what 
I can to defeat it. 

Every objection which has been raised either 
in San Francisco or on this floor against this 


bill, except the false and meaningless ery that 


| under preémption laws. 


| benefit from it without impairing its 


| that much the gainer. 


| sidy 


| they take the benefits of this bill. 


we are aiding a railroad, is answered and 
refuted by the bill itself. No man can truly 
claim that this is in any sense either a land 
grant or a subsidy; for in the first place Goat 
Island is not in any sense public lands in the 
common acceptation of that term. It cannot 
be setiled upon as a homestead nor entered 
it is reserved by the 
Government for military purposes, and its 
whole value to the peop le of the United States 
depends upon retaining it for that purpose ; 
and if from this bill we derive an additional 
usefulness 
as a defensive position, then ihe people are 
Nor does the Govern 
ment part with its control over the whole island. 
This bill grants the use of one half— 


1 
not ihe 


land—but the use of one half so long as the 
company uses it for railroad purposes exch 
sively, and with the further proviso that the 


Government may take possessiun of the whole 
island in time of war, or 
of war. 

But even this privilege is in no sense a sub- 
or gift to the railroad. The President 
must appoint three commissioners, who shall 
act as a court to go upon the ground and hear 
the evidence, and then decide upon the value 
of the use of the island; and the company 
must pay this value to the last cent before 
Therefore, | 


even in anticipation 


| say it is in no sense a subsidy nor a free gift. 


Now, I ask in all conscience if this island can 
be made to serve two great public purposes- 


| a defense to the harbor and also become the 


| tlemen, ‘‘it 


western terminus of the whole 
of continental railways—why 
used for both purposes. 
will injure 
Francisco if a bridge 
to the island.”’ 

I want the attention of the gentleman from 
New York who spoke last to the fact that the 
president of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, the mayor of San Francisco, and 
several other prominent citizens addressed a 
note tothe chief engineer of the United States 
on that coast, to General b. 8. 
United States engineer; Professor 
Davidson, United States engiveer; Colonel 
George H. Mendell, United States engineer ; 
Colonel C. 8. Stewart, United States engineer ; 
and Captain A. F. Rodgers, United States Coas: 
Survey, all of them gentiemen whose names 
have heretofore been mentioned in the debates 
of this House. They asked these engineers 


great = m 
hould it not be 
‘* Because,’ say gen 

the harbor of San 
is made trom Oakland 


Alexander, 
George 
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the question whether the building of a bridge 


ng upon pliers from Oakland to Goat 
j d will at all injure the harbor of San 
rancisco. ‘These engineers, in answer to the 
juiries of the opponents oft th 1) ll, stated 
ex itly that a bridge built as proposed in 
bill would have no appreciable effect on 
t harbor at all 

| hold in my hand a paper taken from the 
lraneciseo Bulletin, and published by the 
pponent of thia bill, which states directly 
nad dist y that t will have no appreciable 
titie it a on he harbor to build this 
bridge on piers, as is proposed in this bill. 

j iL is my answer to one of the objections. 
Now | ciaim, and the | eop e ot San Iran 
‘ will ye. uphold me in the claim, that by 
a bridge to Goat Island alone can that city 


ever become the terminus of the system of 


oads centering upon the Bay of San Francisco. 
it wa with view that t has been urged 
lor some year thata bridge should be built 
» Goat Island And I may say without fear 


of contradiction that many men in San Kran 
sco who to-day are fighting this bill, for 
ssone which I will presently state, are the 
very men who up to a tew weeks past were in 
favor of that proyje 
| say that by no other means, or on no other 
plan, and in no other way can San l’rancisco 


he rnade the terminus of the various railroads 


crossing the continent lhe engineers Say that 
there is no possible way whereby a bridge can 
be Dulll across he bay to Hunter's Point ex 


at an expense of $15,000,000. Now, 
gentlemen must remember that although San 
a large city, it has not business 


enough to pay interest on so large a sum of 
money tor » short a span of road. The situ 
ition of San Francisco being upon a peninsula, 
ne only hope that we can ever reach it by a 


oute, or the only one practicable, is by 
vay of Goat Island, which seems almost to have 
been created forthe express purpose of making 
San kranciseo the terminus of the continental 


In this bill it is provided that the company 

nitreceive and convey the passengers, goods, 

and fre,ght bauled or to be hauled over their 
; 


mad into the bu ness portion of the city of San 


rrancisco tree of expense. 


The bill also provide s that the company | 

t use the land for any other than rail- 

oad purposes exclusively, and yet a cry is 
ed that warehouses, and in fact another 

‘ is te built upon the island. That is 
mere bosh (ny man who knows anything 
practically of the building up of towns must 


build a 


city twenty miles from San Francisco than to 


be aware that it would be eas) 


build one inder the shadow of that place, 
nay, in the very city itself, for Goat Island is, 
l am informed, within the corporate limits of 
that city; and this bill gives the power to the 
city of San Francisco to tax the property of 
the company as it does other property in its 
city limits 

hen the bill provides further that there 
shall be no wharf charges; the company can- 
not receive one dollar or one cent for wharf- 
age, and this brings meto one of the causes 
ot the opposition to this bill. It comes from 
the men who own the wharves in San Fran 
cisco, and who have been inthe habit of levy- 
ing a heavy tax upon every pound ol produce 
raised in my district and in other parts of the 
State. These men, who want to lay a burden 
on every sack of wheat raised by my constitu 
ents, are the men who have raised this outery, 
r a railroad subsidy, and they have 
succeeded by this cry in getting toe people of 
San lrancisco so excited upon this que stion 
that they have lost sight of the vast benefits 
whieh this bill will conter upon the city as well 
as upon the State, and are listening to the sel 
fish cries of those who wish still in their greedy 
exactions upon commerce to sit like an incu- 
bus upon the growing prosperity of that young 
and flourishing city. 
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justified. 


It would, Mr. Speaker, be very easy and 
very pleasant to me to join this now popular, 
but, as I earnestly believe, baneful movement. 
But I have faith in the people of my State. A 
little reflection will show them the utter selfish- 
ness of the oppo sition to this bill. I could 
not go back there and hold mv face to the sun 
if | could be led by a hope of popular favor to 
be so base as to cast my vote against what | 
know will so greatly benefit San Francisco 
and the State of California. 

Another portion of the opposition to this 
bill comes not trom the masses I have named, 
and not from the respectable portion of the 
San Francisco press; for though the Bulle- 
tin, Chronicle, and some other respectable 
papers are fighting the bill, they are using the 
weapons of reason and not of blac keui ardism 
to deleat it. 

But the opposition I speak of now comes 
from a paper which has been alluded to in 
this debate as a great commercial paper; and 
as near as I can find out from inquiry ‘from 
ee best acquainted with its course, the Alta 
is, in truth, @ great commercial paper, one 
that can be bought cheaper to do dirtier ac 
tions than any other paper in the United 
States. It was through the influence and at 
the suggestion of this paper that a gang of 
roughs were procured, not from among the 
decent people of my State, but from among 
the Alta’s friends, who probably had a month’s 
leave of absence from the penitentiary, to put 
forward the unanswerable argument against 
this bill of burning in effigy its friends. The 
Alta will no doubtsay I now speak of the citi- 
zens of San F rancisco, Idonot. I spe ak of 
the citizens of San Quinton, who assisted the 
Alta in that demonstration; and I will now 
dismiss them by saying that the same crowd 
that did that burning can probably be hired 
for thirteen dollars to burn the image of the 
Saviour of the world tor having preached the 
Sermon onthe Mount, and that for fourteen 
dollars the Alta can be hired to uphold them 
in the act and to sanctify the deed. 

That is one class of the opposition to this 
bill which I do not intend to try to answer at 
all, but any Opposition endeavoring to defeat 
the bill by argument | am willing to listen to 
and to do alll can to make the bill concur 
with their sentiments, where those ideas are 
just and practicable. I believe it does now 
answer every request and every objection asked 
for or urged when the measure was last before 
the House. I do not believe the people of 
California know what this bill is; they have an 


GLOBE. 


idea that this bill will allow this company to 


build a city on the island; Ido not believe 
that they have any idea that the company have 
to pay for the use of the island; I do not believe 
they have any idea that the railroad company 
will be compelled to take their passengers and 
freight into the business portion of San Fran- 
cisco, or that no wharf charges can be made by 
the company. 

But again. 
not of the railroad, bat those depended upon 
by the opponents of this bill—that it will be 
a much cheaper and more practicable way of 
making San Francisco the terminus of the 
railroad system to establish ferries from the 
east side of the bay than to attempt to build 
bridges. They say to the citizens of San 
Francisco, in answer to a question propounded 
by the mayor and others, that— 

‘We believe it will be preferable to use properly 
constructed fterry-boats forthe present. 
the question of economy of transit only, we think 
that the railroad interests and the commerce of San 
Francisco will have to be greatly increased before 
the construction of a bridge across the bay will be 
For instance, if the cost of the bridge is 
$15,000,000, the interest on the cost at seven per 
cent. per annum will be $1,050,000, to which must be 
added the cost of keeping the bridge in order, paint- 
ing, attending the draw or draws, &c., say $25,000, 
making the total annual cost of bridge and its 
maintenance $1,075,000. 

** Now the cost of keeping up and running a first- 
class ferry-boat between this city and Oakland, 
capable of transporting twenty freight cars at a 


[t is the opinion of engineers— | 


Looking at | 


A - 23, 


year, so that the city or the railroad, as the case 
may be, looking at the question of expenditure 
only, had better keep a free ferry between this e ity 
and Oakland, consisting, if necessary, of seven 
ferry-boats, at an annual cost of $150,000 each 
rather than to build and maintain a bridge at an 
annual cost of $1,075,000.”’ 


This being the case, the whole question js 
this: shall San Francisco have a ferry which 
will consume ten minutes of time from shore 
to shore, or one whose trip shall be made in 
four minutes? Shall it be a ferry from Oak 
land or a ferry half way to Oakland, that is, 
from Goat Island? That, if we do as the en- 
gineers do—lay aside the bridge question as 
not feasible—is the whole question at issue, 
Most certainly the ferry from Goat Island js 
the best for San Francisco. 

[ have before stated that this bill is not a 
grant. Gentlemen may get up here and cry, 
“Oh, _ are helping a gigantic corporation! 
Well, sir, if in helping a corporation you help 
the commerce of California and of the United 
States, if you help thereby to make San Fran 
cisco a great commercial city, it seems to me 
that you should lose sight of the fact that 
you may be helping a corporation. That ery 
should not have with any gentleman the weight 
of a feather in regard to the passage of this 
bill. I believe that by passing this bill we 
will be making a great commercial city of 
San Francisco and be inviting the commerce 
of China and the Indies to that port; and if 
something be not done to save the double 
transhipment of through freight and to get 
rid of these wharf charges and to protect San 
Francisco from the class of men who have for 
years been taking advantage of her necessi 
ties, then I believe that some other port upon 
the Pacific or some other nation will gain the 
control of the commerce of the East, and Cali 
fornia will lose all the benefits of the vast com- 
merce which, with proper and liberal action, 
must certainly in the future, as in the past, 
reach the American continent through her 
portals. 

This is a great and important question, one 
which I ask gentlemen to look at in some 
other light than that of a mere railroad sub- 
sidy, which it certainly is not. I have never 
voted in this House or raised my voice in 
favor of any land grant of any kind, and I do 
not intend to do so. If this were a grant of 
that character, and this company was not com- 
pelled to pay the whole value of this property, 
or to pay for this right of way, for that is what 
it amounts to and nothing more, I should be 
compelled to vote against this bill. 

it is simply a proposition to enable this rail 
road to have a proper terminus in the West; 
and not only this road, but all roads that may 
go to that city. No man who knows anything 
about the business of this road but knows tbat 
it must have a terminus near the business por- 
tion of the city of San Francisco, and yet not 
in that part of the city. The vast number of 
trains which must be made up, the backing 
and constant motion of dozens of donkey 
engines at all hours of the day and night, in- 
cident to the placing properly of the cars in 
their respective trains, should teach any man 


that the heart of a great city is no place for 


the working depot of a great railroad; and 
this island, being only four minutes out of the 
heart of San Francisco, is certainly the best 
place for that purpose. 

I know that my time is exhausted, Mr. 
Speaker, but I ask one moment more in which 
hastily to refer to another class of opponents 
to this bill. We have been charged with be- 
ing in favor of it because it isa railroad grant. 
Let me tell you that I believe the great oppo- 
sition to this bill, among those who have raised 
this cry against it, is because of the fact chat 
to-day the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Com 


| pany is begging asubsidy to build another rail- 


road. If they can excite the apprehensions 
of the people of San Francisco that this road 


| is working against their interests, then they 


| time, would not exceed $100,000, or at most $150,000 a || hope to get a subsidy from the people of Cali- 
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fornia. And I know that the Atlantic and 
Pacific Railroad Company, through its agents 
at San Francisco, is working with “all its inter- 
est and all its power to raise this cry against 


the Central Pacific Railroad Company i in order 


that they may succeed in gettinga subsidy from 
my State to the amount of several million dol- 
lars. Ihe paid agents of that road are the loud- 
est- mouthed of all the opponents te this bill. 
But they are spending their time, labor, and 
money tor nothing g; for the people of that city 
will not be long in finding out that the keen 
ageuts of that company are trying to turn 
the anti-subsidy cry against our company 
into « subsidy ery for a paper railroad to fill 
the coffers of the Alta and disinterested parties 
of that ilk. 

Mr. Speaker, all my interests in life are 
centered in the State of California. I have 
lived there from early boyhood, and as a 

Californian I.am proud of the prosperity and 
ae ur of San Francisco. No power on 
earth could make me do one thing to injure 
her, and, on the other hand, I am willing to 
stem what seems to bethe popular current ou 
this question, because I know it to be to her 
interest. I know that before many years she 
will be to the western slope of this continent 
what New York isto the eastern. She is no 
longer isolated from the rest of the country, 
and her energetic and enterprising people will 
soon see that by a liberal policy toward com- 
merce she can alone hope for the greatness to 
which her geographical position entitles her. 
As New York is the queen of the Atlantic, so 
San Francisco in the near future, guided by this 
policy, will sit upon her many hills the unques- 
tioned guardian of the Golden Gate, through 


which must come, and pay her tribute as it | 


vasses, the wealth of Asia and the Indies. 

Mr. WHEELER. I now yield to the geu- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Banks} for 
ten minutes. 

Mr. BANKS. The same objections lie 
against the substitute now proposed that were 
urged with so much effect and sustained by 
the majority of the House against the original 
bill, when it was before under consideration. It 
is not a senseless cry, as the gentleman from 
California [Mr. CoGuian] has said to us. It 
is ® patriotic protest against the surrender of 
the property of the United States which is 
indispensable to the defense of the Govern- 
ment, and the authority to place obstructions to 
the flow of tidal waters in the harbor of San 
Francisco, which must be detrimental if not 
destructive to the harbor of San Francisco. 
Those are the objections against this bill. 

rhe evasive propositions now presented by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. WHEELER ] 
contess their weight and substance, and evade 
instead of remedying the evils we denounce. 
It is not confession and avoidance, but acon- 
fession and evasion. We challenge the atten- 
tion of gentlemen to the insufficiency of the 
amendments. They aggravate rather than 
relieve the original defects of this measure. 
We are called upon here, without any consid- 
erable debate, to postpone all the legitimate 
and necessary business of the Government for 
the purpose of granting to a corporation that 
does not need it land that is essential and 
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The 


decide within three months. y are respons- 


| ible to nobody, to be contined by nobody, their 


proceedings to be revised by nobody, and 
their judgment upon this weighty national mat- 
ter to be tinal and conclusive against the Gov- 
ernment forever hereafter. What is the neces- 
sity for this unseemly haste and this latitudin- 
arian surrender of power? 


lt is to cover our | 


act and evade the responsibility which ought 


to attach to the action of Congress. We shield 
ourselves from the natural consequences of 
this cession by the appointment of these com- 
missioners. They are not instructed to con- 


use, offsetting the injuries by the benefits 
which may accrue to the Government by 
grant. And they are to be paid by the parties 
who are to be benefited by the grant! 
Sir, the House of Representatives 
never to agree tothat. if there is anything 
to be paid for this island, we should fix the 
amount ourselves; or if we are to allow other 


| mento pass judgment on this property, they 


ourselves by fixing upon the 


important to the public defense, and to authorize | 


the construction of works in the harbor of San 
Francisco which will be injurious to the com- 
merce of this country. What is the substi- 
tute which the gentleman has proposed, and 
which does not meet the objections sustained 
by the House against the original bill? It is 
an unmanly evasion of those weighty and sub- 
stantial objections. 

The first proposition is asto the surrender 
of this property to this corporation. It is 
provided in the substitute that three commis- 
sioners shall be appointed, who shail have 
power, or any two of them, at their own option, 
to cede this land to this corporation at just 
What they may choose to say it is worth. They 
are to be appointed within one month; 


to | 


| certain distances there will not be any ‘ 
| ciable 


should be men known to the Government and 
responsible to it; men whose reputation aud 
character would be in some measure a security 
ior the justness of their judgment. ‘hey should 
be contirmed by the Senate. Who are these 
three 
Most likely the very men who 
named in this connection as hav- 


account whether the Government retains this 


island or not. I assume nothing in saying that 


| such an abnegation of duty and responsibility 


on the part of this House is unbecoming it 
not indecent. We have no just right to shield 
President 
responsibilities grow ing out of this measure. 
We are told again, sir, that in case of war or 
the anticipation of war the Government may 
take possession of the whole of this island. 
Why, sir, the gentleman from New York does 
not do suflicent justice to the intelligence of 
the House when hesubmits such a proposition. 
With the memory of the late war fresh in our 
minds, we know that the Government can take 
any property in time of war, or in anticipation 
of war. It may occupy every church or private 
dwelling, or any other of property. 
And why should we be called upon to vote 
deliberately by yeas and nays that in time of 
war the United States may take possession of 


species 


its own property? ‘The recognition of this 
power in this bill isa mere evasion of our 


duty, and an unworthy pretext for an act that 
cannot upon any just grounds be defended. 

But we have urged upon us the authorized 
statement of the engineers that if this road be 
laid upon piers placed in a certain manuer at 
“appre- 
? injury to the harbor. Sir, every 
knows that the ocean currents are subtile and 
incomprehensible powers; that the etfects of 
their movements cannot be easily foretold; 
that we cannot anticipate with certainty what 
will endanger or what will benefit a harbor. 
It is said that these piers will not cause an 
‘‘appreciable’’ injury. Why should we do 
any injury to the harbor of San Francisco— 
that harbor upon which we are dependent for 
the majestic commerce that is to flow to us 
during the next fifty or one hundred years 
from the empires of the East, which are just 
opening to us their treasures? Why should 
we strike at that harbor in any manner ? 

But let me say to the gentleman from New 
York—ay, Mr. Speaker, let me call the atten- 
tion of the House to the fact—that these piers 
will materially and permanently injure that 
magnificent harbor; that they will not only 
obstruct its use, but that they may destroy it. 
If any weight is to be § given to our experience 
with other harbors, we may well pause before 
we sanction such a measure as this, the con- 
sequences of which none of us can an! ee e 
and none can estimate or limit. This bill, 
it shall receive the approval of Congress, wi il 


the | 


|| sider the value of the land but to estimate its | 


this | 


man | 


ought | 


commissione rs, two of whom will decide | 
| this question? 
| have been 
ing already given a judgment that it is of no || 


| or of the harbor. 
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for this railroad to rest upon. Piers will not 
be used. The moment you pierce the bottom 
of a harbor by the sharpened pile, that instant 
you begin solid structures. The sediment 
which accompanies every ebb and flow of the 
tides will settle about them until it usurps the 
place of the waters, and then these parties will 
come to Congress for authority to complete 
the inevitable and natural effect of the ebb 
and flow of tides by filling the spaces where 
water may still rest, without affording either 
channel or current for the benefit of commerce 
This effect has been wit 
in the harbor of Boston. Wherever 
piles have been driven or piers corstructed, 
under just such evasive legislative acts as this, 
the result has been the formation of solid 
structures which no Legislature would have 
authorized or justified. 

You aee the same thing in every part of the 
world. Wherever piers are laid tor structures 
are followed by solid em- 
This has been 
the case in New York, London, Liverpool, 
Paris, and St. Petersburg. The same results 
can be seen in the embankments just com- 
pleted at the Isthmus of Suez. Structures 
begun in this way have been uniformly followed 
by solid embankments. Will the gentleman 
from New York, or any one of the advocates 
of the surrender of the property and rights 
of the Government to this corporation, say 


nessed 


| that these embankments, when they shall be- 


|; come 


this hereafier. 


solid, will not impair, obstruct, 
destroy the commercial advantages of 
harbor of San Francisco ? 

Why should we adopt this measure now? 
Sir, this corporation can wait six months ora 
year. But when the United States has sur- 
rendered its property in this way, there is no 
remedy; it is bartered away for all time; we 
are abandoning the interests of the Govern- 
ment; we are abandoning the defenses of the 
country, not for a few months, but for centu- 
ries, and committing an irremediable wrong. 
We are abandoning the commercial privileges 
of the people when we surrender by this act at 
this moment this island so necessary to the 
public defense. Let us attend to the rights 
of American citizens who are in chains, man- 
acled with felons, serving out, perhaps, lite 
sentences in penal colonies of foreign coun- 
tries. Letus attend to our destroyed commerce. 
Let us reduce our taxes. Let us do any of 
those things which the President and the people 
call upon us to do, instead of seizing this 
moment, so urgent for other duties, to waste 
public property and surrender a strategic posi 
tion necessary to the preservation of iis liberty 
and the maintenance of its commercial power 
If there were any reason ior it | would not 
speak so earnestly against it; but there is no 
reason for it. We can do this act—I cannot 
describe it as | ought to with due consideration 
to my obligations to the House 


or 
the 


—-but let us do 
[here may be a time even for 


| an act of impolicy and dishonor; there may 


be a time even for an act like the one now 
under consideration; but it should be—here 
alter! 

| Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I shall 
expend no time in commenting on the ta-te 
which imputes to the largest committee in this 
House unmanly evasion in the reporting of 
this substitute. Neither shall | stop to com 
ment on the good taste which charges in fact 
that the President of the United States in the 
designation of these commissioners will select 
bad men, men who perhaps are interested in 
the grant. Sir, the President of the United 
States needs no such defense at my hands. 
The power lodged with Him as in other 
cases of this nature, and he will exercise it 
honestly. If not, he is responsible. 

Sut | spurn the insinuation that the President 
Willi neu for commissioners to ap praise 
the of this island who are venal men, 


18 


select 


value 


end in the construction of solid embankments |) who are mercenary men, or who are interested 
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In this cory ion. | have looked to the 
eloquent gentieman trom Massachusetts { Mr. 
DANKS | for argument, not for invective. But, 
i8 the argument which the gentle 

an from Massachusetts has adduced against 

I / He nes here with the ott repeated 

| tie cry th h bill if carried into exe 

‘ i) »> work lestruction of this island 
rn ra yme 1 Oppose to that dec- 
ural he declaration of the General of the 
ul ‘ Oo he United il General Sher 
nan, who said to me this bill, if carried into 
X@CULIE suld be greatly to the advantage 
ol he Government of the | " eu States, and 
Lu ixtand for lary purpose would be 
eatly e1 need Lhis improvement, Kivery 
geutieman who has been in the harbor of San 
Mh ranci suows that th land is a barren 
rock, which at points ri three hundred 
feet above the elevation of the sea. The 
purts of the island pointing to the city and 
toward the Golden Gate can only be used 
for military purposes, at d the bill provides 
that the President of the United States shall 
elect the portion to be used for military pur- 
pose Who better fitted for this purpose than 
he? General George H. Thomas said two years 
ago when I was in the city of San Francisco 


that if Nature had settled anything it was 


that Goat Island should be the terminus of 
the Pacific railroad. [very man who has in 
pect d the island and examined the sheltered 
nook in the southeastern part knows that is 
the only place where vessels can lie in security. 
Chey cannot lie 0) posite that part of the island 
fronting the city, because the tides come in so 


in this sheltered 
may lie in perfect security. It was 
» by General Sherman that the portion 
of the island blasted down, as it must be if 
mad, will furnish a most secure 


heavily through the Gate; but 
nook they 


ated al 


ed by be rare 


for an arsenal for the storage of munitions 
; 


ot war, as it wor 


bombardment of a hostile fleet in the bay. It 
was his arguaent that the approach from the 
main land will afford a means of getting to 
the island in case the bay were blockaded by a 
hostile fleet. 

Sir, the Government of the United States 
should never sell this island, but it admits of 
the use here proposed without any injury to 
the Government, and it is the only divided use 
it does admit of. Yet we are told by the gen 
tleman from Massachusetts, in face of the fact 
that this bill provides for the appointment of 
& board of commissioners to appraise the 
damage 8, that thisisagifttoa corporation, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, | desire, during the few 
remaining minutes allowed me, to bring the 
House back from the turmoil of debate here, 
and from the agitation inthe city of San Fran- 
which the committee be- 
lieve are involved inthis measure. | am aware 


‘existing against railroads. 


cisco, Lo the merits 
of the great prejudic 
1 remember, sir, in the lhirty-Seventh Con- 
gress, when the gentleman trom California 
| Mr. SARGENT, | who now sits in front of me, 
and to whom this country is indebted more than 
to all other agencies tor the Pacific railroad— 
{ remember well when he up here, 
and, amid opposition and ridicule, advocated 
this line of We were willing then to 
he might ask. We were 
th of men who had boldness and courage 


stood 


ranroad, 
grant him anything 
in sear 


i 


and hardhood enough to undertake this gigan- 


1K enterprise 
At last, atter Congress had voluntarily ten- 
dered its subsidies, a set of men were found 


bold enough to undertake this great work and 
carry it to completion ; and when at Promon- 
tory the last spike was driven into the last rail 
ot the track, the’ country rang with plaudits 
and the praises of those men; but after we 
little accustomed to the vast- 
the work, and after it began to be sus: 
pected that the men who had carried it to 
successiul completion had reaped, in @ pecun- 
iary point of view, some reward for their | 
labor, then many were ready to cry those men | 


had become a 


ness ot! 


ild be out of the way of the 


——————— 


down; and now, in this Hall, they are daily 
denounced as mercenaries and thieves. No 
man can stand on this floor to-day to advocate 
any measure which has the name ofa railroad 
in it without being liable to be maligned by 
gentlemen here who arrogate to themselves 
all the virtue of the House. 

Sir, I grant that corporations in this country 
as in all countries are grasping. I grant, if 
you please, that this Central Pacific Railroad 
Company is grasping. Those who constitute 
this corporation are men who are looking for 
their individual gain like all men who engage 
in enterprises of this character. Sir, let us 
array ourselves in all legitimate ways against 
this overshadowing influence of corporations, 
which they are exercising in this country, if 
the assertions of gentlemen are to be believed. 
But, sir, let us be careful that in giving vent 
to that feeling we do not prejudice other inter- 
ests of this country. 

Now, sir, there are certain facts in connec: 
tion with this measure which have been as- 
serted by me before in this debate, and which 
have never been contradicted. I point to the 
fact that this line of Pacific railroad nowterm- 
inates on the east shore of the Bay of San 
lrancisco, to which shore no vessel with a 
draught of over three feet of water can approach. 
I point to the further fact which has been 
brought out in this pamphlet, a copy of which 
I hold in my hand, embracing the correspond- 
ence between the mayor, the president of the 
Chamber of Commerce, and other prominent 
citizens of San Francisco, with these five engin- 
eers of the United States who have been re- 
ferred to in this debate; the fact that in the 
opinion of these five engineers not only can 
this line of road come nowhere else, but other 


railroads in contemplation, including the great 


Southern Pacific, now pointing to the city of 
San Francisco, cannot approach the Bay of 
San Francisco in any other way than upon the 
eastern shore. I ask the Clerk to read the 
passage from this pamphlet which I have 
marked. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

“Question. Is it a fact, as intimated by Governor 
Stanford, in his letter of the 11th instant, to the 
board of supervisors of San Francisco, (copy in- 
closed,) ‘that the Southern Pacific railroad, will, 
in order to avoid the heavy grades necessary conse- 
quent upon passing from the Tulare valley into the 
Santa Clara valley, be compelled to send its busi- 
ness by way of the San Joaquin valley, and thus 
reach San Francisco in company with the railroad 
system of the north by Livermore pass, or by 
the straits of Carquinez and Oakland?” Is the to- 
pography of the Diablo range of this city of sucha 
character that the thirty-fifth parallel road will be 
unable to reach San Francisco on a direct line from 
the southward up the peninsula? ; 

‘* Answer. From the best information we can ob- 
tuin, we are of the opinion that Governor Stanford is 
correct in his statement that the Southern Pacific 
railroad will be foreed by economical considera- 
tions to pass through the San Joaquin valley. And 
we believe that a train of cars placed at any point 
in that valley, from one end of it to the other, could 
be brought, at the present time at least, to San 
Francisco cheaper, and in less time by the way of 
Antioch and the straits of Carquinez and Oakland, 
than by any other route.”’ 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I have 
caused this portion of that pamphlet to be read 
to demonstrate the proposition that not only 
all the commerce that the line of the Pacifie 
railroad takes to San Francisco is landed on 
the eastern shore now, but also that all the 
commerce which will hereafter pass over the 
lines now in process of construction, includ- 
ing the great southern line, must be left on the 
east side of the bay. It is demonstrated by 
an examination of the Coast Survey charts that 
no ship can approach the shore, hence the 
necessity for lighterage, cartage, and other 
charges upon every pound of commerce des- 
tined west; and so with all coming in an 
easterly direction ; every pound of commerce 
must be transshipped, lightered over to the 
wharf, and carted to the Central Pacific rail- 
road, I stated in the former debate upon this 


bill that I had carefully estimated in connec- 
tion with the gentleman from Massachusetts 
{Mr. Crocker] and the gentleman from New 
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York, [Mr. WiLttams,] experienced railroad 
men, the expense per ton of this literage, 
cartage, &c., and that we could make it legs 
than two dollars per ton. Now, I put the prop. 
osition plainly to the House whether the entire 
commerce of this country passing through that 
port both ways shall pay to the private wharf- 
owners of San Francisco two dollars per ton, 
or shall the Government through this bill not 
only prevent the delay of transshipment, but 
exempt commerce from this private taxation ’ 

Mr. Speaker, | would inquire why should 
this burden be put upon the commerce of 
the world in the harbor of San Francisco? 
Why should the House refuse the same facil- 
ities that are enjoyed by commerce elsewhere 
in this country ? 

Mr. WOOD. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. WHEELER. Certainly. . 

Mr. WOOD. I would ask him whether he 
would support a proposition in this House 
to give to the Harlem Railroad Company run- 
ning to the city of New York the use of Gov- 
ernor’s Island, Government property, lying off 
the city? 

Mr. WHEELER. I would not support the 
I would support a prop- 
osition to sell it to the Harlem Railroad Com- 
pany, if it became necessary for commerce, or 
that the President should appoint a commis 
sioner to appraise the value and sell it to the 
company, but 1 would not support the proposi- 
tion, as I do not in this case, to give them the 
use of the island. 

Mr. WOOD. I understand the gentleman 
to say, then, that he would vote for a proposi- 
tion to give the use of Governor’s Island, within 
three hundred yards of the Battery in New 


| York, to the Harlem Railroad Company. 


Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman does not 
understand me. If, in my judgment, it was 
indispensable to the commerce of the country, 
I would vote to sell it, not to give it. 

Mr. WOOD. Buttoa railroad corporation ? 

Mr. WHEELER. To arailroad or any cther 
corporation, if thereby commerce was to be 
facilitated. 


Mr. WOOD. Very well; it is all right; 


| that is on record. 


Mr. WHEELER. 


I now ask the previous 


question on the bill, substitute, and amend- 


| ments. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a question of 
order. When the gentleman from New York 


called the previous question on the motion to 


| reconsider, it was certainly stated by him that 


amendments would be open for consideration. 
Mr. WHEELER. I will hear them. 
Mr.HOLMAN. I offerthe following amend- 
ment, to come in atthe end of the first section 
of the substitute : 


But no provision of this act shall take effect until 
the said Central Pacific Railroad Company shall 


| have paid into the Treasury the sums paid by the 


United States as interest on the bonds issued by the 
United States for the benefit of said company and 
now remaining unpaid. 


Mr. WHEELER. 
amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a question of 
order. The gentleman stated that amend- 
ments would be considered to this bill. 

Mr. WHEELER. I said that I would hear 


I decline to admit that 


/ amendments read for my consideration. 


Mr. HOLMAN. That was not the state- 
ment, and if the gentleman thinks a moment 
he will remember that it was not. 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman, I hope, 
does not think me green enough to admit all 


| the amendments which he and other oppo- 


| 


i 
‘ 


| 
| 
| 


| 
i 


nents of the bill might desire to offer. 
Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman said they 


should be considered. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I recollect distinctly 
what the gentleman from New York said. 
He said, ‘‘I will consider them.”’ 

Mr. BANKS. I beg the gentleman’s par- 
don. The language he used was, ‘‘shall be 
considered.”’ 
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The SPEAKER. That point of order is 
t one upon which the Chair can rule, be- 


no ] 5 das ; 
oause it is entirely within the control of the 
House. The gentleman from New York [ Mr. 


WHEELER] calis the previous question. If the 
House desires to entertain amendments they 
ean refuse to second the demand for the pre- 
yious question. 

Mr. WHEELER. I said that I would hear 
the amendments that gentlemen may desire to 
offer. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have another amend- 
ment which perhaps the gentleman will allow 
to come in. I desire to move to insert after 
the words ‘shall be deemed just and equit- 
able,’’ in the first section of the proposed sub- 
stitute, the words ‘‘ not less than $50,000.”’ 

Mr. WHEELER. That proposition is now 
before the House in an amendment proposed 
‘0 the original bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. WHEELER. It is not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. LI hope the gentleman will 
allow that ameudment to be moved to the sub- 
stitute. 

Mr. WHEELER. I cannot permit such an 
amendment to be offered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then [I hope the House 
will vote down the demand for the previous 
question. 

Mr. BANKS. I desire to move an amend 
ment to show our confidence in the President 
of the United States. I desire to move to 
amend the first section of the proposed substi 
tute by inserting after the words ‘‘ which 
amount,”’ 
have been approved by the President of the 
United States.’’ 1 think there can be no 
objection to that amendment. 

Mr. WHEELER. I have no objection to it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman allow 
the addition of the words ‘‘and by Con- 
sress?”’ 

Mr. WHEELER. 

The amendment 
agreed to. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
move an amendment. 

Mr. WHEELER. I yield tothe gentleman 
from Rhode Island, [ Mr. Eames,] who has an 
amendment which he wishes to offer. 
hear his amendment read. 


Mr. EAMES. I 


Is it in the substitute ? 


No, sir. 


to the substitute was 


I desire to 


the words ‘* when the award shall | 


I will | 


move to amend the first | 


standing as to what the action of the House 


shall be it must be followed strictly. When the 
previous question was called upon the motion 
to reconsider the following occurred —— 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will see 
at once that there was no unanimous consent 
given in this case; there was a division, which 
division was emphasized by the yeas and nays. 
This is not a case where the Chair can enforce 
the unanimous consent of the House. Where 
a gentleman obtains the unanimous consent of 
the House to do a certain thing upon certain 
conditions, then it is the duty of the Chair to 
enforce those conditions. But where there has 
been a division upon a question, which division 
has been emphasized by the yeas and nays, the 
gentleman will see at once that the Chair could 
not rule that the gentleman from New York 
must conduct this bill in a certain way. And 
the gentleman will further observe that should 
a majority of the House not second the demand 
for the previous question the bill will then be 
open for amendment in the widest latitude. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman said that 
the bill would be open to amendments. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I desire to 
propose an amendment. 

Mr. WHEELER. I will hear it. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I desire to 
move to insert after the words ‘‘shall appoint 
three commissioners,’ in the first section of 
the proposed substitute, the words ‘‘none of 


whom shall be interested directly or indirectly 


, Company,”’ 


in said company.’’ Also in the same section, 
after the words ‘‘who shall be authorized at 
the expense of the Central Pacific Railroad 
insert the words ‘‘after being duly 
sworn or affirmed faithfully to perform their 
duties.”’ 

Mr. WHEELER. I will not be a party to 
casting any such imputation upon the Presi- 
dent of the United States. 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. That is a 


|| very dignified way of evading an honest amend- 
ment. 


Mr. WHEELER. 


I have no objection to 
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States the cost of the same before occupying said 
lands,the said sum to be determined and collected 
by the Secretary of War. 


Mr. WHEELER. As to the first proposi 


tion it is unnecessary, because the substitute 


the last partof the amendment, which requires | 


these commissioners to be sworn. 


Mr. BINGHAM. ‘The other can do no 


| harm. 


section of the proposed substitute by striking || 
out the words ‘‘and to take into account as | 
well any benefits or any injury which may | 


accrue to the Government of the United States 
from the execution of this act,’’ and insert- 
ing in place thereof the words ‘‘ of the true and 
just value for the uses for the purposes afore- 
said of the one half of said island.’’ Also to 
strike out the words ‘‘as in their judgment, or 
in the judgment of a majority of them, shall 
be deemed just and equitable,’’ and insert 
the words ‘‘ascertain as aforesaid.’”’ If so 
amended, that portion of the section will read 
as follows: 

Provided, That within one month from the pas- 
sage of this act the President of the United States 
shall appoint three commissioners, who shall be 
authorized, at the expense of the Central Pacific 
Railroad Company, to examine said island, to hear 
allegations and proofs of the true and just value for 
the uses and for the purposes aforesaid of the one half 
of said island; and within three months from their 
appointment said commissioners, or a majority of 
them, shall award such sum for the use of said half 
of said island, as granted by this act, ascertained as 
aforesaid, &c. 

Mr. WHEELER. 

amendment. 
_Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
WHEELER] to this fact: I hold in my hand the 
manuscript report of the stenographer of what 
occurred, and which I desire to read. 

Mr. WHEELER. That question has been 
decided already. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise toa question of order. 
l insist that where there isa unanimous under- 


I decline to admit that 





Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. There is no 
reflection upon the President. It is only to 
put him upon inquiry as to the men who may 
be recommended to him. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest that the word ‘ dis- 
interested’’ be inserted before the word ‘‘ com- 
missioners.”’ 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 


[ 


accept 


that. 


Mr. WHEELER. I have no objection to 
that, nor have [ any objection to requiring the 
commissioners. when taking their official oath, 
to swear that they have no interest in this rail- 
road. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to un- 
derstand what is agreed upon between gentle- 
men. 

Mr. WHEELER. I assent to the amend- 
ment providing that these commissioners shall 
be sworn, and that in the oath which they are 
to take for the faithful performance of their 
duties they shall swear that they have no 
interest in this corporation. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection 
that amendment will be incorporated in the 
bill. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to offer 


|| an amendment, to insert at the end of the first 
| section the following: 


And when notified by the President of the Uni- 
ted States to remove any or all of their buildings 
and improvements, the said company, its successors, 
and assigns, shal! do so without any expense or 
charge to the United States; and in case of refusal 
or neglect to do so the said buildings and improve- 
ments may be removed by the United States at the 
expense of said company, its successors and assigns: 
And be it further provided, That if the half of the 
island selected as aforesaid shall contain any build- 
iugs or other improvements erected by the United 
States, the said company shall pay to the United 


provides that Congress may at any time alter, 
repeal, or modify this act. As to the second 
proposition, I cannot assent to it. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The amend 
ment simply provides that the company shall 
not have a claim against the United States for 
the cost of removing their buildings, &c., when 
required by the Government. 

ir. WHEELER. 1 decline 
amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I hope the 
House, by voting down the previous question, 
will allow that amendment to be offered and 
adopted. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Has the gentleman from 
New York considered the propriety of amend- 
ing the substitute by striking out the words 
‘at the expense of the Central Pacific Rail 
road Company”’ in the following proviso of 
the first section? 


te admit the 


Provided, That within one month from the passage 
of this act, the President of the United States shall 
appoint three commissioners, who shall be au- 
thorized, at the expense of the Central Pacific Rail- 
road Company, to examine said island, to hear alle- 
gations and proofs, and to take into account as well 
any benefits or any injury which may accrue to the 
Government of the United States from the execu- 
tion of this act. 

Mr. WHEELER. 
I will say—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object to debate unless 
we are allowed to offer amendments. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is objected to. 
The question is on seconding the demand for 
the previous question. ‘The Chair will order 
tellers in order to save time, as they will un- 
doubtedly be demanded. The gentleman from 
New York, Mr. WHEELER, and the gentleman 
from Indiana, Mr. Ho_Man, will act as tellers. 

The House divided ; and the tellers report 
ed-—ayes 86, noes 66. 


As to that proposition 


So the previous question was seconded. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In order to give time for 
reflection, [ move thatthe House now adjourn. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest that the amend- 
ments be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest 
to the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Houtman} 
that by an order of the House adopted last 
week, sessions have been fixed for this even- 
ing and to-morrow evening, to consider reports 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I modify my motion and 
move that the House now take a recess until 
half past seven o'clock. 

The question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. Hotman, there were—ayes 51, noes 81. 

Mr. COX called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Cox and Mr. 
WHEELER were appointed. 

The House divided ; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 46, noes 77. 

Mr. RANDALL. I 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. As a recess is to be 
taken till half past seven o’clock this even 
ing, and as it is now four o’clock, we might as 
well take the recess now as after spending 
time in calling the roll. I suggest that by 
unanimous consent the recess be taken now. 

Mr. WHEELER. [I have no objection. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The only ob 
jection is that it cuts into the business of 
another day. I hope gentlemen will let us 
get on with the public business. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is plunging deeper 
into the coffers of the Government whenever 


vall for the yeas and 


| we pass this bill. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
the gentleman as to that. 
There being uo objection, the House (at 


I agree with 


| four o’clock and five minutes p. m.) took a 


recess till half past seven o’clock p. m. 
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EVENING SESSION, 


The House reassembled at seven and a half 
 ¢ I i 

| ne SPA K ER sy direction of the House 
this evening 1s given to reportstrom the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and no other 

iness will be in order. 


JOUN PARRISH, 
Mr. MOORE, from the C 
valid 1; nsions, reported 


‘ 


ommittee on In- 
a bill (H. R. 
granting a pension to John Parrish ; 


was referred to the on Rev 


back 
Ni [Us 


which Committee 


vlutionary Pensions and War of 1812. 
( ~ MOOERS 
Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit 
tee, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 1904) 
granting a pension to C. 8B. Mooers., of Des 
Moines, Polk county, lowa; which was re 


ferred to the Committee on 

and War of 1812. 
ELIZABETH 

Mi re 10, 


bac - the 


Kevolutionary 
Pen 410118 


SAYLOR. 


commit- 
Elizabeth 
deceased, who 
war of 1812, praying for 
referred 


from the same 


tee, rel orted petition of 
»w ot 
oldier ot the 


wis 


Savior, wid Jacob Saylor, 


wih | 
to the Com 


nu pension which 


mittee on Revolutionary Pensions and War 
ot ISsl2 
WARK OF 1812, 
Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit 
tee, reported back the following petitions; 


which were referred to the Committee on Rev 
and War of 1812: 

Josephine Mills and Martha T. 
. heirs of Daniel W. Mills, for 


nd bounty due him for 


Pp 
onary Pensions 
Petition of 


Mills 


DeHSALION A 


the com- 
services in 
' 


the war of Revolution ; 


Vsape rs relating to the petition of Ellis Lewis 


Brown, tor pension ; 

Petition of certain soldiers of the war of 
1812 and 

Petition of N. R. Colvin and others, for pen- 
ons to soldiers who served fourteen days 
ining the war of 1812. 


CAROLINE 8 M’ GHEE. 


Mr. MOORI from the same commit 
tee, reported back the petition of Caroline S. 
MeGhee, widow of Samuel McGhee, 


} 
“iso, 


company 


I’, second regiment Tennessee volunteers ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mili 
tary Affairs 

SARAH M’ ENANY. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same committee, 
reported back a bill (S. No. 347) granting a 
pension to Sarah McKEnany, with amendments. 

The bill, which read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Lnterior to place 


was 


upon the pension roll subject to the provisions 
aud limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Sarah MeKnany, widow of James MecEnany, 
late private of company C, eleventh regiment 
Maine volunteers, and the names of their minor 
children under sixteen age, and pay 
them a pension from the passage of this act. 
The amendments were read as follows: 
Strike Enany ”’ and insert ‘‘ Nana:” strike 
out” eleven’ and insert" first; strikeout ** Maine” 
and insert “* Vermont artillery; ”’ so it will read: 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place upon the 
pens subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions ofthe pension laws, the name of Sarah McNana, 
widow of James McNana, late a private in company 
C, first regiment Vermont artillery volunteers, and 
the names of their children under sixteen years of 


years of 


out “ 


ion-roll, 


age, and pay them a pension from the passage of 
this act, 
The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill, as was ordered to be read 
a third time; and it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed, 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


amended, 


The title was then amended so as to read, 
‘‘An act granting a pension to Sarah McNana.”’ 


WILLIAM E PICKENS. 
Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 1064) 


An act 
Pickens,’’ 


granting @ 
with the 


to amend an act entitled 
to William E. 
recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill, which was read, provides that an 
act approve 2d March 3, 1871, entitled ** An act 
granting a William KE. Pfekens,’ 
be ameoded by striking out from the said act 
the by agunshot wound received,’ 
and by adding the tollowing: ‘*provided, that 
a pension shall be granted him as of the rank 
of second lieutenant ;’’ so it will read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be authorized 
and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws, the name of William E. Pickens, of Blount 
county, Tennessee, who was disabled in the secret 
service of the United States, on the night of the 7th 
November, 1861: Provided, Said pension shall be 
granted him as of the rank of s¢ cond lieutenant, and 
shall be paid to bim after the passage of said act. 


The bill 


pension 


vension to 


words ** 


was ordered to be engrossed and 


read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and 
yassed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 


and also moved 
be laid on the 


by which the bill was passed ; 
that the motion to reconsider 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JANE W. M’ KEE. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2895) increas- 
ing the of Mrs. Jane W. McKee; 
which was read a first and second time. 

he bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the limitations and provisions 
of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Jane 

’. McKee, widow of William R. MeKee, late 
colonel of the second regiment Kentucky vol- 
unteers, at the rate of fiftydollars per month, 
the certificate of now held by said 


MRS. 


pension 


pension 


Mrs. Jane W. McKee to be surrendered and 
canceled from and after the passage of this 
act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 


read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was a2 to. 


MARY A. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back, with the recommendation 
that it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 1872) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of Mary A. Morris, widow of Major 
General Williaia W. Morris, upon the pension- 
roll at the rate of fift y dollars per month, 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place the name of Mary 
A. Morris, widow of Major General 

Morris, upon the pension-roll, subject to 
the laws and regulations of the pension ser- 
vice, at the rate of fifty dollars per month, to 
commence from the passage of this ac 
be in lieu of the pension heretofore granted to 
the said Mary A. Morris under the general 
pension laws. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inasmuch as this is out 
of the ordinary course of pensions, I wish to 
call the attention of 
which I| did not suppose had been varied from 
of granting a pension of fifty dollars toa given 
class of widows whose husbands were killed 
in battle. Now, is it not to be apprehended, 
if the practice is adopted of giving widows of 
major generals or brigadier generals gen- 


MORRI 


| erally a pension of fifty dollars a month, or if 


itis adopted to any considerable extent, that 
it will become imperative that the practice 
will be adopted asarule? If it is desirable 


i that it should be adopted as a rule, would it 


William | 


t, and to | 


the House to the rule | 
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not be better to change the law at once? | 
understand that, according to the pension 
laws, the pensions for widows of officers of 
all these grades are at the rate of thirty dollars 
per month, 


Mr. MOORE. I will say in reply to the 


| gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. HoLMAN,]} that 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions have jo 


idea of considering all cases of that kind 
which are brought before them. There are, 
however, three or four cases which have been 
presented to us during this session upon which 
we have passed favorably. 

The case of Mrs. Morris is a very peculiar 
one. Her husband served about sixty years 
in the Army of the United States, and died 
poor. One of his sons, an officer, was killed 


| in the service ; and this old lady, one of the 


most estimable women in this country, is en 
tirely dependent upon her pension. She isa 
most elegant woman, and asks this favor at the 
hands of Congress ; and regarding her case as 


| exceedingly meritorious, the committee are 


unanimous in recommending the passage of 
this bill. 


Another case which I have here on the list 


is that of the widow of General Sumner, which 


| night for the House to act upon. 


will be reported this evening or to-morrow 
These are 
exceptional cases, and the committee thought 
were very meritorious. I hope there will be 
no objection to the passage of this bill for the 
relief of Mrs. Morris. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I am exceedingly reluc- 
tant to raise any objection to the passage of this 
bill. {think the rule which the House adopted 
a few years ago wasa very reasonable one, and 
that was that where the husband was killed on 
the field of battle the widow should be entitled 
to a pension of fifty dollars a month. 

Mr. MOORE. Let me correct the gentle 


| man; there is no such law. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


| speak of the rule on the 


part of Congress, upon which it acted steadily. 


| sion. 


| peculiar about the merits of this case. 





he last of those cases was that of Mrs. Gen- 
eral Hackelman, who received increased pen 
But that is the only class to which in- 
creased pensions have been granted. ‘I'here 
seem to be a great many meritorious cases 
where. Congress is very glad to increase the 
pension beyond thirty dollars a month, but 
there does not, from the statement of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, seem to be anything very 
A gal 
lant general dies, and his widow receives a 
pension of thirty dollars a month. It is now 
proposed to increase that pension to fifty dol- 
larsa month. It seems to me that it will be 
found that there are very few instances where 
a pension of thirty dollars is allowed where it 
may be necessary to increase the pension to 
fifty dollars a month ; but inasmuch as thirty 
doilars a month is now the rule, it seems to me 


| that that rule should be of general application, 


and that the widows of our gallant officers, from 
the grade of lieutenant colonel up, who are 
now receiving thirty dollars a month ought to 
receive fifty dollars a month if others receive 
the same amount. I have great reluctance to 
make objection to the bill. 

Mr. MOORE. The gentleman is mistaken 
about the existence of any such rule, If the 
widow of an officer who has been killed in 
battle should make application, and she were 
well cireumstanced, we should by no means 
give her an increase of pension; but in this 
case the widow is wholly dependent on the 
pension; she relies upon no child, and her 
family has suffered exceedingly. She is now 
quite old, and a more worthy person is not to 
be found in this country, and whatever the 
increase may be, it will not last for long. 
She distinguished herself during the period of 
her husband’s long service in the Army, as 
being one of the most benevolent and kind 
persons to the soldiers, and she deserves this 
consideration. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


I only wish to say to the 


‘oes 


coe ee 
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gentleman from Illinois that he apprehends | 
the rule | spoke of—a class of pensioners whose 
pensions were increased from thirty dollars to | 
fifty dollarsa month. That class was uniformly 
confined to the widows of generals who fell in 
battle. The gentleman may perhaps remem- 
ber the discussion which occurred upon this 
subject a few years ago. 

Mr. MOORE. The gentleman is so far 
mistaken that I will give him a single case, 
the case of Mrs. Myra Clarke Gaines, who was 
granted a pension, the half pay of a major 
general, larger pay than this, and not on 
account of her husband being killed in battle. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not say that there are 
not such instances, but I say that the increased 
pensions should be limited to that one class; 
there have been exceptions at all times. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. And this 
is a good exception. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I do not understand 
what the statement of facts in this case is, 
for | was not in, but I do not want to oppose |} 
the bill, because I do not know anything about || 
it. The fact that this party is poor is in her 
favor, but we ought to have a rule so that pen- | 
sioners from all parts of the country shall be 
treated alike. Now, the Committee on Pen- 
sions of the last Congress did have a rule on 
that subject; widows of generals who fell upon 
the field were allowed a pension of fifty dol- 
lars a month. 

Mr. MOORE. Ah, well, now my friend is 
mistaken. I beg to inform him that I think I 
speak advisedly, as chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Pensions, that there was no such rule. 
It is a mistake on the part of my friend. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. No, sir, it is no mistake. 
The gentleman was not chairman at that time. 
| wish to say that there was a case from my 
district, from the county of Erie; the case ot 
Mrs. Vincent, whose husband fell in battle in 
Virginia. It was avery hard case; she was 
a young lady, but without means, and a great 
deal of sympathy was felt for her. I had her 
papers here, and the committee told me at 
once that it came within the rule; but they 
learned afterward that he was not made a 
general. He was a colonel when he fell, and 
his commission as general did not arrive until 
after he was dead, and therefore he was never 
mustered in as general. The widow was not 
allowed such a pension; and upon consulta- 
tion with a great many members of the com- 
mittee, particularly with the chairman, they 
said they never went beyond tuat ruie. 

Mr. MOORE. That is not so. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. What is not so? That 
they did not so inform me? 

Mr. MOORE. Qh, no; not that. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I stated what they in- | 
formed me, that is all; and the gentleman 
said, ‘* That is not so.’’ Now, I want the 
committee to be governed by some kind of a 
rule, so that when the people of my district || 
say to me, ‘*‘ Why don’t you get special bills | 
passed for those cases?’’ 1 can say that the 
rule is against it. And when they inform me 
that Mrs. So-and-so has a pension, I want to 
be able to say that the facts in her case are 
such as to bring her within the rule. 

Mr. MOORE. I will state to the honor- 
able gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Sco- | 
eFIELD] that if this House could adopt a rule 
that would apply to all these cases, we could 
enact it into a law, and they would not have 
to come here for special acts. When we re- 
lieve persons by special acts we always act 
upon the particular merits of each individual 
case. We have just passed a bill for the relief 
of the widow of a colonel who fell in the 
Mexican war, giving her a pension of fifty 
dollars a month. ‘There were peculiar con- 
siderations in her case. Her son, a brave 
young man, who furnished his mother with 
$1,000 a year for her support, was killed in 
the recent Corean expedition. These excep- 
tional cases appeal to the House with a great || 
deal of force. The fact that we yield in such || 
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exceptional cases does not bind us to give a 
pension of fifty dollars a month to every widow 
of a colonel or of a general. It must be 


known to members of this House that there | 
were hundreds of generals who fell in battle | 


whose widows are drawing but thirty dollars 
a month. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman is mis- 
taken ; there is not a single exception. Every 
widow of a general who fell in the last war 
now draws a pension of fifty dollars a month. 


| The practice began in the Fortieth Congress, 


and continued down to the close of the last 
Congress. Iam confident | am correct in this 
matter, for I was deeply interested in some 
of the cases that went through the House on 
that ground alone. 

Mr. MOORE. [ ask a vote on this bill. 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed 


and read a third time; and being engrossed. 


it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARTHA R. WHITE. 
Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 


| tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2396) granting 


a pension to Martha R. White; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Martha R. 


| White, widow of William M. Reed, a soldier 


of the war of 1812, and to pay her a pension 
from and after the passage of this act. 

Mr. WILLARD. I call for the reading of 
the report. 

The report was read; and it states that Mrs. 


| White is cut off from the benefit of the act of 


1871, granting pensions to soldiers of the war 
of 1812 and their widows, for the reason that 


| after living a long while in widowhood she 


was again married. Her second husband soon 
died and left her again destitute. She is now 
very poor, and maintained principally by the 
charity of her neighbors. She is seventy 
seven years old, and cannot long remain a 
pensioner. Her last husband was a very active 
and valuable soldier, and died soon after the 
close of the war. Mrs. White has received 


| only an eighty-acre land warrant. [n view of her 


great age, that she is very poor, and debarred 
from pension only by reason of her second 
marriage, at which time she was not in receipt 
of a pension, the committee recommend the 
passage of a bill for her relief. 

Mr. WILLARD. I will ask the chairman 
of the committee whether his committee grant 
pensions in cases like this, where there has 
peen aremarriage. The Committee on Revo- 


| lutionary Pensions and War of 1812 have not 


done so. I do not claim for our committee 


| jurisdiction of this case; I only want to know 


the rule which the gentleman’s committee has 
adopted. 
Mr. MAYNARD. 
Mr. MOORE. 


How old is this widow ? 
Seventy-seven years of age. 


| Mr. Speaker, | will remark that this case comes 
| under the jurisdiction of our committee by an 
| agreement with the chairman of the Committee 
| on Revolutionary Pensions and War of 1812. 


Mr. WILLARD. I do not raise any objec- 
tion on the ground of jurisdiction. 

Mr. MOORE. ‘This old lady did remarry, 
but as my friend from Maine | Mr. Perens] 


| suggests, not much, her second husband living 


only about three weeks. [Laughter.] The 
case is one that appeals very strongly to the 
sympathies of the House. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
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Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARGARET C. GIBSON. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2397) granting a 
pension to Margaret C. Gibson; which was 


| read a first and second time. 


read a third time; and being engrossed, it was || 


accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


‘i 


The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Margaret C. Gibson, widow of 
Jacob Gibson, who was kiiled while on duty 
as a scout in the service of the United States, 
and to pay her a pension of eight dollars a 
month from and after the passage of this act. 

The biil was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MARTILA G. RUDOLPH, 


Mr. MOOK E also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2398) granting a 
pension to Martha G. Rudolph; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Martha G. 
Rudolph, widow of John C, tudolph, to re- 
ceive the pension now provided by law for 
widows of enlisted men who died in the service 
and in the line of duty. 

Mr. ARCHER. If there is a report in this 
case f would like to hear it, unless the chair- 
man of the committee will make some explan 
ation. 

Mr. MOORE. There is no report in the 
case further than a statement contained in the 
petition, which can be read if the gentleman 
desires it. Unless, however, some one insists 
upon the reading of the petition, I will, in 
order to save time, state that this is the case 
of the widow of a wagon-master, who was 
employed as such in the State of Kentucky in 
1862. He was never mustered into the ser 
vice. This bill has been recommended by the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and reported 
by me at the request of a member of the 
House; and I should not have insisted upon 
its passing the committee but for the fact that 
at the time this man was employed, in 1862, 
the War Department did recognize such an 
office as wagou-master. In September, 1862, 
[ believe, an order was issued abolishing that 
office as a regimental office. This man was, 
however, employed as master of a wagon-train 
which ke conducted to Cumberland Gap. Re- 
turning, he started with another train into 
East Tennessee; but he sickened and died 
with typhoid fever. He was not mustered in, 
but was employed as a wagon-master. At the 
request of an officer of the Army he took twelve 
teamsters with him to Lexington, Kentucky, 
he himself receiving an appointment as wagon- 
master; and he died in the service. 

This, | believe, is a correct statement of 
the case. It is not a case altogether regular 
in its character; but it appears to the com 
mittee meritorious. 

Mr. ARCHER. Is it not a variation from 
the usual rule to pension civil employés of 
the Army or their legal representatives ? 

Mr. MOORE. When « teamster or wagon 
master has been mustered into the service, he 
has been considered as entitled to a pension; 
but if not thus connected with the military 
service he has not been regarded as entitled 
toapension. As I have already stated, this 
man was employed as a wagon-master prior to 
the order of September, 1862, and died in the 
service. I conceive that this case presents a 
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Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
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ADA IL, M’DONALD, 

Mr. LOOK] »,, trou ‘ ime commit 
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re a fi snd second ne 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and di- 
re es retary Oo he Interior to place on 
the pen yore ct to the limitations and 
pro ions of tbe pe on iaws, the name of 
Ada H. McDonald. widow of Charles McDon- 
ald, late colonel of the first regiment of militia 
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ized unde wders of the War Department, and 
to pay her a pension from and after the pas 

we ottl fa led, if the widow shall 
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to draw the penusi by this special act, the 
only son otf tt rallant olheer shall con- 
tinue to draw it until he is sixteen years of 
ay | j L meritorin ( ( No better or 
braver oflicer was in the service I hope this 
bill will pass without any opposition. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
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The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the pen 310n- roll, 8 ibject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Margaret Coldwell, dependent mother of 
Kdward C, Coldwell, late sergeant of company 
[, fifteenth regiment Kentucky infantry volun- 
teers, and pay her a pension from the date of 
the passage of this act 


Ihe bill was ordered to be 


read a third time 

accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 

by which the bill was passed; and also moved 

that the to reconsider be laid on the 

tabie 


he Jatter moti 


Ol 


engrossed and 
; and being engrossed, it was 


mowuou 


yn was agreed to. 
MARTHA A, 


MOORE also, from 
tee, report la bill (H.R. 


BROOKS. 
the same commit- 


2402) granting 


a pension to Martha A. Brooks; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Ihe bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the luterior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Martha A. Brooks, widow of John 

Brooks, late sergeant of company I, sixty- 


ninth regiment Ohio volunteers. 


Mr. MOORE. There are reports in all of 
these cases which may be read if any member 
sg desires. This soldier was on a veteran fur- 
lough and not on a sick furlough. It is a 


meritorious case, and ought to be passed. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 

a third time; and being engrossed, it was 

accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


read 


Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
li ible. 


lhe latter motion was agreed to. 

GEORGE G, 
MOORE also, from the same commit- 
rteda bill (H. R. No. 2403) granting 
a pension Gardner; which was 
read a first and second time, 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension iaws, 
the name of George G. Gardner, late a private 


GARKDNER. 

Mr. 
tee, re po 
to George G. 


in the one hundred and ninety-seventh regi- 
ment Pennsylvania volunteers, in lieu of the 


naval pension of six dollars per month now 
held by bim. 

Mr. MOORE. This is a very feeble old 
man als has been drawing a pension of six 
dollars a month, and asks that it be increased 
to eight dollars. It is a very worthy claim, 
and it is a very sm: * favor that we are asked 
to grant. He is rtainly entitled to it. He 
a marine, or = been in the Navy; he 
has served both in the Navy and Army all his 


was 


life-time, and now gets only six dollars a 
month. Heis not able to earn a cent. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 


read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
lhe latter motion was agreed to. 


BLIZABETH 0’ NEILL. 


IONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit: | 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2404) granting 


a pension to Elizabeth O'Neill; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to place upon the pen- 
sion-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
a of the persion laws, the name of 
Elizabeth O’ Neill, a endent mother of John 
O'Neill, late a private in company 1, United 
States mounted rifles, and pay her a pension, 
to take effect from the passage of this act. 


The 


99 


mv, 


April 


read a third time ; and being engrossed, it wag 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, _ 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the yo: 
by which the bill was passed ; and also mo ved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


‘The latter motion was agreed to. 
JULIA WHISTLER, 

Mr. MOORE also, from the same commi:. 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2405) granting 
a pension to Julia Whistler; which was read 
a first and second time. 

‘The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 
prov isions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Julia Whistler, widow of W illiam 
Whistler, late a colonel in the United States 
Army, to take effect from the passage of this 
act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MARGARET RILEY. 

Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit: 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2406) granting 
a pension to Margaret Riley ; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the limitations and provisions 
of the pension laws, the name of Margaret 
Riley, widow of Charles Riley, late private 
of company B, twelfth regiment Kentucky vol- 
unteer cavalry, and pay her a pensien from 
and after the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 

KLIZABETH CUPP, 

Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit: 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2407) granting 
a pension to Klizabeth Cupp; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the’ Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pe usion-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Elizabeth Cupp, widow of Valentine Cupp, 
late a captain in the Missouri home guards, 
and pay her a peusion from and after the 
passage of this act. 

Mr. MeCORMICK, of Missouri. I should 
like t6 hear the report in that case read. 

The report was read. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I would 
only say that this case is a very fair and mer- 
itorious one. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ILANNAH E. CURRIE. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2408) granting a 
pension to Hannah E. Currie; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

‘Lhe bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Hannah E. 


bill was ordered to be engrossed and |, Currie, mother of Samuel A. Currie, late 











oh iS 








Ss 








1872. 


major of the thirty-third regiment Ohio volun 
roprs. to take effect from the passage of this 


“Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Iwould 
like to have the report read, or some state- 
ment made in re ference to this case. 

[he report was read, 

Mir. MeCORMICK, of Missouri. I would 
quire the amount of pension per month that 
his bill grants to the mother of this deceased 
soldier? 

Mr. MOORE. 
he was a captain. 

lhe bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time: and being engrossed, 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOOK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


i 


Twenty dollars a month; 


table. 
Phe latter motion was agreed to. 
MARY A. SHOEMAKER. 

Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2409) granting 
a pension to Mary A. Shoemaker ; which was 
read a firstand se scond time. 

‘The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time, 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place ou the peusion- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Mary A. 
Shoemaker, widow ot Horace Shoemaker, late 
captain in the Missouri State militia, in lieu 
of the pension now held by her. 

Ihe bill was ordered to be engrossed and 


read a third time; and being engrossed, it was | 


accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
tabie, 
I'he latter motion was agreed to. 
MINOR CHILDREN OF B. F. BROWNE. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2410) granting 
a pension to the minor children of Benjamin 
Franklin Browne; which was read a first and 
second time. 

‘he question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I would inquire 
of the gentleman from Illinois, the chairman 
of the Committee on Pensions, if all these 
pensions are limited to the date of the pas- 
sage of the act? 

Mr. MOORE. In all the cases I have pre- 
sented, L think, the pension has been limited 
to the date of the passage of the act. If any 
bills have been passed extending the pension 
beyond the time of the passage of the act, the 
House need not have any apprehension that 
they will pass at the other end of the Capitol ; 
but | think they are all drawn so that the pen- 
lous shall date from the passage of the act. 
Members of the committee have altered their 
bills so as to conform with tbat rule of the 
Senate with the exception of one or two cases 
in the hands of the gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. Peck,] which he prefers not to change, 
but to leave to the action of the House. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I think it will 
facilitate the passage of these bills if it is 
understood that that was the case unless 
something was stated to the contrary. 

Mr. MOORE. If any bill of the kind should 
come in the attention of the House shall be 
called to it. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Of course I 
do not mean to say that there cannot ever be 
cases where we ought to go back, but when a 


bill provides for arrears of pensions we ought 
to know it. 


Mr. KILLINGER. I have watched these 


bills very closely, and I believe not one has 
passed in which the provision was not that the 


pension should date from the passage of the 
act, 
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| Columbus, Ohio, and was authori 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


A. SCHUYLER SUTTON, 


Mr. PECK, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2411) 
granting a pension to A. Schuyler Sutton; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
—s and read a third time. 

‘The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension- roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations ot 
name of A. Schuyler Sutton, late a private in 
company A, ninety fifth regiment Ohio vol- 
unteers, at the rate of thirty doliars per month 
from the passage of this act, and in addition 
thereto to pay him at the rate of fifteen dollars 
per month from December 15, 1863, to the 
time this act shall take etfect. 

Mr. HOLMAN. — Lhis is a peculiar bill. 
I trust there will be some explanation ot it 

Mr. PECK. This is a very meritorious 
ease, Mr. Sutton was in the Mexican war in 
1846 and 1847. At the breaking out of the 
rebellion he enlisted as a private, went to 
zed by Gov- 


the pension laws, the 


| ernor Tod to organize and drill the ninety- 


both sides of the jaw. 


filth Ohio regiment, with the promise that he 
should be made its lieutenant colonel. Before 
he obtained his commission he was, sent to 
Kentucky, and immediately on his arrival 
there he went into battle under General Nel- 
son. He was wounded in the face, fracturing 
He is now deaf in one 
ear, paralyzed in his limbs, and unable to 
properly masticate his food. He only asks 
that he be put on the pension-roil as lieu- 
tenant colonel, instead of his present rate of 
pension of fifteen dollars per month. He was 


| a lawyer, but is now unable to attend to any 


| ment in reference to this case. 


business. 
rious case. 


Mr. MOORE. I 


[ really think this is a very merito- 


desire to make a state- 
This man was 


a brilliant young lawyer. Wheu he was or- 


| dered into battie he was acting as lieutenant 


colonel, and his commission was expected ; 

everything had been doue in good faith, His 
wound was so terrible that for one whole year 
the man was without consciousness. He was 


|| a proud-spirited man, and during all these 
| years he has lived upon the means he had, 


feeling that he never would ask for reliet trom 


| the Government until driven to it by extrem- 


ity. Ihave never heard of another such case. 
It is one of the most peculiar cases. He was 


| never mustered into service, for be did not 


know his own name for twelve months alter 
he was wounded. He has spent about eleven 
thousand dollars of property that he had, and 
is now utterly unable to do anything fur his 
own support. He asks no more than he ought 
to get. Whether he will get it at the other end 
of the Capitol or not, | cannot say; but Ll think 


| this House ought to grant it to him. 


| granted a pension of eight dollars per month, 
| which was atierward increased to fifieen dollars 
| per month. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 1 desire to ask 
the gentleman who has charge of this bill if 
it. provides for vacating his present pension? |} 
If we are now to give him thirty dollars a 
month, that should be in lieu of his present 
pension of fifteen dollars per month. I sup- || 
pose it is not meant to give him this in addi- 
tion to his present pension. 


Mr. PECK. In the first place, he was 


Now he asks that his pension shall 


| be thirty dollars per month as lieutenant colo- 


nel. The committee think he should have it 
in lieu of his present pension ot fifteen dollars 
a mouth, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move to amend |! 
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this bill so as » provide that the pension 
hereby granted shall be in lieu of the pension 
he now receives. 

Mr. PECK. I have no objection, for that 
is the intention of the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. It seems 
to me that there has been made a very con- 
siderable provision for this suffering soldier, 
And now it is proposed to go back and give 
him $1,500 more, making $3,000 in all. 

Mr. PECK. It is proposed to give him a 
pension of thirty dollars a month. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, = New York. If 1 
understand this bill, it proposes to g6 back 
and pay this man fifteen dollars a mouth in 
addition to what he is already receiving. 

Mr. PECK. It proposes that his total pen- 
sion shall be thirty dollars a month from the 
time he received the wound. 

TOWNSEND, of New York. 
time was be wounded ? 

Mr. PECK. I think in 1863. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. 


At what 


Then 


the bill proposes to extend this pension back” 


nine years. 

Mr. PECK. This man after being wounded 
was insensible for awhole year. Ie had some 
little private fortune which is now exhausted, 
It is a most meritorious case. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I move 
to amend the bill so as to provide that this 
increased pension shall begin from the present 
time. 

Mr. PECK. 
ment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask the gentleman from 
Ohio whether it is the intention to deduct the 
pension which has heretofore been paid to this 
man ? 

Mr. PECK. No; the intention is to give 
him thirty dollars a month from the date of 
his injury. 

Mr. SMITH, of New York. I wish to ask 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Peck] one 
question. | am in favor of this bill upon its 
merits; but I wish to inquire whether this 
case is not on all fours with the case in which 
received from the Pres- 
ident of the United ‘states to-day ? 

Mr. MOORE. I have no doubt we shall 
pass that bill over the veto of the President. 

Mr. PECK. I eall for a vote on the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

Mr. MOORE. I ask that the language of 
the bill be so amended as to read ‘acting 
lieutenant colonel.”’ 

The SPEEA K KR pro tempore, (Mr. NIb- 
LACK.) That change can be made by unani- 
mous consent. The Chair hears no objeciion, 
and the bill will be so _ nded. 

Mr. GARFIELD, Ohio. As the bill is 
now amended it amounts to this: it gives this 
man who acted as lieutenant colonel thirty 
dollars a month from the date of his injury 
In other 
received enough to make his pension thirty 
dollars a month from that time. I think the 
bill is all right and ought to be passed. 

the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time: and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
whichthe bill was passed ; andalso moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

HELEN M. SMITH. 

Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2412) granting a 
pension to Helen M. Smith; which was read 


I do not yield for any amend- 


aveto message Wa> 


words, it adds to what he has already 


| a first and second time. 


The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the 
provisions and limitations of the peusion laws, 
the name of Helen M. Smith, widow of Pres- 
ton I’. Smith, who died at Beverly, West Vir- 
|| ginia, in February, 1862, while in the employ 
of the Government, the pension to be at the 


pension-roll, subject to the 


é 
: 


2708 
rate of ht dollars a month fromthe passage 
ot this a 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed anc 
read athirdtime; and be ing engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ed to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed: and also moved 
bat the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


lhe latter motion was agreed to. 


GEORGE W. PARIS. 
Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
hk. No. 2413) granting a 


pension to George W. Paris; which was read 
a first and ee d time 

The bill diree the Seeretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension roll. subject to the 
pro j nitations of the pension laws, 
the namic f George W. Paris, of Dayton, 
Ohio, at the rate of exght dollars a month, to 


take effect from and atter January 12, 1870. 


‘ 
1} bibl is lered to be engrossed and 

read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 

“aC rad read th rd time, and passed, 


Mr. PECIX moved to reconsider the vote 
yy which the bill was passed ; and also moved 


I 
that the motion to reconsider be 
? 


on was agreed to. 
ABIGAIL CITAPLIN. 


Mr PECK also, from the same committee, 


reported a bill (H. R. No. 2414) granting a 
per to Mr Abigail Chaplin; which was 
read a first and second time. 

lhe bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the nension laws, 
the name of Abigail Chaplin, who was the 
vidow of Joshua Sne lling, jr., late a colonel 
im the ted States Army, the pension to 
t effect from January 1, 1870 


lhe bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
and being engrossed, it was 


and passed. 


read a third time 


read the third time, 


Mr. PIECK. moved to reconsider the vote 
hy which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
tat 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM F 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee. 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2415) granting in- 
crease of pension to William FE. Simms; which 
was read_a first and second time. 

The bi read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to increase 
William EF. Simms, late first 
lieutenant eighty-second regiment New York 
volunteers, to thirty 


SIMMS 


wh ch Was 
he pension oft 


dollars per month from 
‘passage of this act. 
M: “HOL MAN, 
read 

Mr. PECK. It 


erencetlo wl 


lI ask that the report be 


is a meritorious case in ref 
ch the committee was unanimous. 
states that Mr. 
battle of the Wil- 
ss by a gunshot entering the left side of 


‘ 


his head, back of his ear, 


Lhe report, which was read, 
simms was wounded at the 
cgertie 
cutting the facial 
to one side, causing 
deainess of the left ear, and injuring the s.ght 
of the lett eye, and partial paralysis of the 
i arm and leg, 


nerve, drawing the lace 


- 


shortening the leg and 
drawing it to one side, constantly requiring 
great care to keep him decent as well as a 
large expenditure of money for medicine and 
attendance. He entered the Army as first 
lieutenant and was promoted to major. He 
has been compelled to abandon his profession 
ot law, 

‘he bil! was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
according!y read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the | 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


laid on the 


|| of Mrs. Nancy E. 


ANDREW RIENFORT. 


Mr. ee also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2416) granting a 
pension to Andrew Rienfort; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the sub ject to the 
and lim Serpe of the pension laws, the name 
of Andrew Rienfort, late private of company 
B, fitty-eighth regiment Indiana volunteers. 

Ihe bili was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


pen S810n roll, 


ABRAHAM COOPER 


Mr. PECK, also from the same committee 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2417) granting a 
pension to Abraham Cooper; which was read 
a first and second time. 

Ihe bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Abraham Cooper, late private company K, 


provisions | 
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The bill directs the Secretary of the Interio, 
to place upon the pension roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Margaret A. Renshaw, mother of 


|} Alexander D. Renshaw, late assistant eng; 


|| neer of the United States revenue 


| first United States cavalry, to take effect from | 


the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
| read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
| accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MRS. NANCY E. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. No. 2418) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Nancy KE. Pugh; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pe nsion ‘roll, subject t 
and limits oe of the pension laws, the name 
Pugh, widow of David E. 
Pugh, late captain company B, twenty-seventh 
regiment United States colored troops. 

he bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
| Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 

which the bill was passed; and also moved 
| that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUGI. 


1] WILLIAM FRESHOWER. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No, 2419) granting a 
pension to William Freshower; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of William Freshower, late captain company 
B, eighth Ohio cavalry, from the 12th of Octo- 
her, 1864, deducting the amount received on 


pension certificate now held by him, and this | 


act to be in lieu of said certificate of pension. 
rhe bill was ordered to be engrossed and 

read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 

accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 

which the bill was passed; and also moved 

that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

table. 

| The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARGARET A. RENSHAW. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 


reported a bill (H. % No. 2420) granting a | 


| pension to Margaret A. Renshaw ; which was 
| read a first and oe time. 


o the provisions | 





| read a third time; 


Steamer 
Wilderness, at the rate of ten dollars per 
month, to take effect from the passage of this 
act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
and being engrossed, it wag 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ELEANOR K. FILLIS,. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2421) granting 4 
pension to Eleanor K. Fillis; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension- roll, sul, ject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Eleanor K. Fillis, widow of George 
F. Fillis, late a private in company B, fifth 
regiment of New York heavy artillery, to take 
effect from the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PHEBE ANN ELDERKIN. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same. committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2422) granting a 
pension to Phebe Ann Alderkiu; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 


| provisions and limitations of the peusion laws, 





| a and 


the name of Phebe Ann Alderkin, mother of 
Alfred Alderkin, late a private in company E, 
ninety-sixth regiment I\linois volunteers. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAMES SUPPLE. 


Mr. WALLACE, from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, reported a bill (H. R. N 
2423) granting a pension to James Supple; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of James Supple, late a private in 
company K, eighth regiment United States 
infantry, to take effect from the passage of 
this act. 

Ihe bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WALLACE moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM B. LILLY. 


Mr. WAt.LACE also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2424) grant- 
ing a pension to William B. Lilly; which was 
read a first and second time. 

‘The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
limitations of the pension 


aws, the name of William B. Lilly, late a cap- 
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tain of company B, first South Carolina volun- 


teers, in the Mexican war, to take effect from 
and after the passage of this act. 
" Mr. McCORMICK, ot Missouri. 
the report in that case be read. 

[he report was read. It stated that the 
ease bad been pending in the Pension Bureau 
fo» several years, and a certificate has been 
-efused the petitioner for the sole reason that 
je could not furnish medical testimony that 
the disease that he contracted in Mexico had 
its origin while he was in the line of duty. It 
‘; shown that the surgeon and assistant sur- 
geon of the regiment are both dead, but the 
evidence of fellow-officers is abundant to the 
effect that shortly after the army entered the 
city of Mexico, Lilly was taken sick, complain- 
‘oy of giddiness in the head and rheumatism 
in the extremities, aud that he never after- 
ward was capable of military duty. After his 
discharge be continued to grow worse, and 
in 1849 he became unable to walk without 
crutches. Since 1854 he bas been bedridden 
und entirely helpless. 

[he bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WALLACE moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


ILUGH WALLACE, 


I ask that 


Mr. WALLACE, from the same committee, 
reported a bill ( H. RK. No. 2425) granting a 
pension to Hugh Wallace; which was read a 
first and second time. 

[he question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Hugh Wallace, at the rate of 
eight dollars a month from the passage of this 
act. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 


read a third time; and being engrossed, it was || 


accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. WALLACE moved to reconsider the 


vote by which the bill was passed; and also | 
moved that the motionto reconsider be laid on | 


the table. 
he latter motion was agreed to. 


MARY A. DIAMOND. 


Mr. WALLACE also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a biil (H. R. No. 2426) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary A. Diamond; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The biil, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 


roll, subject to the provisions and limitations | 


of the pension laws, the name of Mary A. Dia- 
mond, mother of Thomas Diamond, late a pri- 
vate in the fourteenth United States infantry. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WALLACE moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; avd also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARTHA M. B. MCCULLOCH. 


Mr. McJUNKIN, from the Committee on | 


Invalid Pensions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
“427) granting & pension to Martha M. B. 
McCulloch; which was read a first and second 
time. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 


late assistant surgeon in the seventy-eighth | 
regiment Pennsylvania infantry volunteers, 
and that she be paid a pension at the rate of 
seventeen dollars a month from the passage 
of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
| read athird time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McJUNKIN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


| 
SAMUEL SHAFFER. 


! Mr. McJUNKIN also, from the same com- 
| mittee, reported a bill (EH. R. No. 2428) grant- 
| ing a pension to Samuel Shaffer, late a private 
| in company I, seventy eighth regiment Penn- 

sylvania infantry volunteers; which was read 
| a first and second time. 
The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed-and read a third time. 

|| ‘The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 

| tary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 

| roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 

| of the pension laws, the name of Samuel Shaf- 

fer, late a private in company I, seventy-eighth 

regiment Pennsylvania infantry volunteers, 

| and pay him a pension of eight dollars per 
|} month from the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 

| read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 

accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McJUNKIN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
|| moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
| on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


1] SARAH P. WING. 


Mr. McJUNKIN also, from the same com- 
| mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2429) grant- 
| ing a pension to Sarah P. Wing; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
| be engrossed and read athird time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the limitations and provisions 
of the pension laws, the name of Sarah P. Wing, 
| widow of John P. Wing, late wagon-master ot 
the eleventh army corps, at the rate of eight 
| dollars a month trom the passage of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
| read athird time; and being engrossed, it was 
| accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
| Mr. McJUNKIN moved to reconsider the 
|| vote by which the bill was passed; and aiso 
;, moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
| on the table. 
| The latter motion was agreed to. 





HENRY T. SCHUTT. 
| Mr. MeJ UNKIN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2450) grant- 
ing a pension to Henry T. Schutt; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
| to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
| Visions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
| nameof Henry T. Schutt, late a mounted recruit 
|| in the military service of the United States, 
at the rate of fifteen dollars per month from the 
passage of this act. 
| Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. 
|| a report in this case? 
|| Mr. MeJUNKIN. There is not. This is 
| a case where the petitioner lost an arm. 
| The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
| read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
| accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. McJ UNKIN moved to reconsider the 


Is there 


tary of the Imterior to place upon the pension- || 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations ¢ 
of the pension laws, the name of Martha M. |, 


B. McCulloch, widow of W. P. McCulloch, || 


vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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JOHN DAVIS. 


Mr. MeJUNKIN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back, witha recommendation 
that the same do pass, House bill No. 2431, 
granting a pension to John Davis, corporal 
of the night watch on board the United States 
ship Octorara. 

I'he question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

lhe bill direets the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of John Davis, corporal of the night 
watch on board the United States ship Octo- 
rara, at the rate of fifteen dollars per month 
from October 12, 1865. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. McJ UNKIN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

DANIEL BEATTY. 

Mr. McJ UNKIN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back, with the recommend- 
ation that the same do pass, House biil No. 
2432, granting a pension to Daniel Beatty. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

‘he bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Daniel Beatty, the blind and depend- 
ent brother of William and Jon N. Beatty, 
who were soldiers in the United States Army, 
and died in the service in the late war of the 
rebellion, and to pay him a pension of eight 
dollars per month trom the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MceJ UNKIN moved to reconsicer the 
vote by which the bill was passed ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRISCILLA UAKRKISON, 


Mr. MeJ UNKIN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill(H. R. No. 2433) grant 
ing a pension to Priscilla Harrison; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bil, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place upon the peusion- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Priscilla Har 
rison, widow of Samuel Harrison, deceased, late 
a private in company C, sixty-third regiment 
Pennsylvania volunteers, and afterward a pri- 
vate in the one hundred and fifteenth regi 
ment Pennsylvania infantry volunteers, and 
to pay her a pension from and after the pas 
sage of this act. 

the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MceJ UNKIN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


bill to 


ELIZA WEBB 

Mr. MceJ UNKIN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2484) grant 
ing a pension to Kliza Webb; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

Ihe bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the luterior to place upon the pension- 
roll, subject to the limitations and provisions 
of the pension lawa, the name of Eliza Webb, 
widow of Daniel S. Webb, late a private iu 

| company G, eighth regiment Tennessee cav- 





i , and he b pa i b pension from July 
12, | | 

The ll was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
i ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MceJUNKIN moved to reconsider the 

by which the bill was passed; and also 
mo d that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on th able 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ANN C. BUTLER. 

Mr. McJ UNKIN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back, with a recommendation 
that the same do pa House bill No. 1235, 
granting a pension to Ann C, Butler. 

The quesuion was on ordering the bill to be 


engrossed and 


The bill, 
retary ol 


gion roll, 


read a third time. 
directs 
Interior to place 


the Sec- 


upon the 


which was read, 
the 
subject to the provision 
ntions of the pens 
Gc. Butler, ot Uni 


Pennsylvania, 


pen- 
and limit- 
Ann 
onville, Chester county, 
of Charles F. Butler, 
company F, forty-ninth regi 
ment Pennsylvania v , and pay hera 
pension at the ht dollars per month 
from the this act. 

Lhe 
ré ad 
accordin 


Mr. 


vote 


ion laws, the name of 
mother 
late a private in 
jlunteer 
rate ol eig 
passage of 
bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
a third time; ar i 
rly read the third time 
MeJUNKIN moved 
by which the 
moved that the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


, and passed. 

sider the 
bill was passed; and 
motion to reconsider be laid 


to rec 
also 


on the 


MOLLIE L. 


MeJUNKIN from the same com- 
reported back, with a favorable recom- 
mendation, bill (H. R. No. 2436) granting a 
pension to Mi Mollie L. 

The 3 the Secretary of the Interior 
to plac subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Mollie L. widow of John 
S. Roberts, late first lieutenant twenty-second 
regiment Indiana volunteers, the pension to 
be at the 
the dati 
the th 


as heutenant, 


ROBERTS. 
Mr. 


mittee, 


also, 


Roberts. 
bill direet 
upon the pension-roll, ; 


Robe rts, 


rate of fifteen dollars per month from 
of the death of her husband, who at 
ne of his death was receiving a pension 
the pension to continue during 
he widowhood. 

(he bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingty read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MeJ UNKIN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

Ihe latter motion was agreed to. 


MARTIN ZEEB, 


Mr. MeJUNKIN also, from the same com- 
reported abill (UH. R. No 
ion to Martin Zeeb; 


mittee, 2437) grant- 


ing a pens which was read 


a first and second time. 

Che bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitatious of the pension laws, 


the name of Martin Zeeb, who was a private in 
company E, second regiment Colonel Small’s 
Washington guards, afterward twenty-seventh 


Pennsylvania volunteers, the peasion to take 
effect from the passage of the act. 
Che bill was ordered to be ngrossed and 


read ut iird time 5 and being engrossed, it was 


accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. MeJUNKIN moved to reconsider the 

vote by which the bill was passed; and also 

moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 


ou the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
MRS. MARY 


Mr. MeJ UNKIWN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back, witha favorable recom- 
mendation, a bill (H. No. 2438) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Mary Davis, of Philadelphia. 

Lhe biil directs the Secretary of the Interior 


DAVIS. 


ii 


THE CONGRESSION 


to place on the pension- roll, subject tothe pro- 


NAL GLOBE. 


visions and limitations of the pension laws, the | 


of Mary Davis, 
dece ased. late 


name mother of Charles B. 
Davis, captain of company I, 
sixth regiment Pennsylvania cavalry volun- 
teers, the pension to be at the rate of twenty 
dollars a month from the passage of the act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McJUNKIN moved to reconsider the 
by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


vote 


JANE D. 

Mr. WAKEMAN, from the Committee on 

Invalid Pensions, repurted a bill (H. R. No 

2439) granting a pension to Jane D. Mumford ; 
which was read a first and second time. 


MUMFORD. 


The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior | 


to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 


the name of Jane D. Mumford, dependent 
mother of W. C. Mumford, late captain of com- 
pany G, nineteenth regiment Massachusetts 


volunteers, the pension to take effect from 


the passage of the act. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and | 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was | 


accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. WAKEMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 


moved that the motion to reconsider be laidon | 


the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


CAROLINE IH. MILLER. 


Mr. WAKEMAN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2440) increas- 
ing the pension of Caroline H. Miller; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to place on the 
the limitations and provisions of the pension 
laws, the name of Caroline H. Miller, widow 
of James F. Miller, late a commodore in the 


United States Navy, at the rate of fifty dollars | 
a month, to be paid from the naval pension | 
fund, and to be in lieu of the pension now | 


enjoyed by her. 

Mr. WAKEMAN, 
cases referred to by the chairman of the com- 
mittee. Mr. Miller served over forty years, 
and the payment of this pension is made pay- 
able out of the naval pension fund, which I 
am told amounts to over thirteen million 
dollars, set apart for the payment of aval 
pensions. 
cumstances. She is now, it is true, receiving 
thirty dollars a month. This naval fund is 
made up out of prize-money, and this is one 
of the cases where the committee think the 
pension ought to be increased, her husband 
having served so long a time. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 


read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was acccordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


Mr. WAKEMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


AMY BAGLY, 


pension-roll, subject to || 


This is a widow in destitute cir- | 


' on the t 


April 23, 


read athird time; and being engrossed, it Was 

accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
Mr. WAKEMAN moved to reconsider the 

vote by which the bill was passed; and also 

moved thi at the motion to reconsider be laiq 

tal ple. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHARLES B. 


Mr. WAKEMAN, also from the same com. 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2442) grant. 
ing a pension to Charles B. Fairchild; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 


FAIRCHILD. 


| and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
| of Charles B. Fairchild, late a first lieutenant 


in company A, first regiment, 
veteran volunteer cavalry. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time and passed. 

Mr. WAKEMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


New York 


WESLEY HENSLEY. 
Mr. WAKEMAN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2443) grant- 


| ing a pension to Wesley Hensley; which was 


read a first and second time. 
The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Tate ‘rior to place 


upon the pension- roll, subject to the provis- 


This is one of the four | 


ions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Wesley Hensley, late a private first 
regiment Tennessee cavalry, to take effect 
from the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WAKEMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MARGARET 8. FAIN. 

Mr. WAKEMAN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2444) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Margaret S. Fain ; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bili, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension roll, subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Margaret S. Fain, widow of William 
C. Fain, killed in April, 1864, while recruiting 


| aregiment in Polk county, Tennessee, under 


| authority of 


Major General Thomas, com: 
mander of the department of the Cumberland, 
and to pay him a pension of thirty dollars a 
mouth trom the passage of the act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WAKEMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 


| moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 


Mr. WAKEMAN also, from the same com- | 


mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2441) grant- 
ing a pension to Amy Bagly ; which was read 
a first and second time. 


The bill, which was read, authorizes and 


directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 


upon the pension- roll, subject to the provis- 


ions and limitations of the pension laws, the | 


name of Amy Bagly, widow of Francis Bagly, 
late of company F, 
York volunteers. 


The bill was 


fifty-first regiment New") 


ordered to be engrossed and }| 


| name of Susan Schofield, 


on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


SUSAN SCHOFIELD. 


Mr. WAKEMAN, also from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2445) 
granting a pension to Susan Schofield; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and di- 
rects the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provis: 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
widow of Alfred I. 


Schofield, late first lieutenant first regiment 


Kentucky cavalry volunteers, in lieu of pension 
now received by-her and to take effect from 
the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
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read a third time; ane being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. \W AKE M, \N moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. 


[he latter motion was agreed to. 


CHILDREN .OF DAYTON. 


Mr. BIRD, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported back, with the reeommend- 
ation that it do pass, the bill (S. No. 894) 
granting a pension to the minor children of 
i'rederick F’. Dayton, deceased. 

[he question was on ordering the bill to be 
read a third time. 

Ihe bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the names of the minor children under sixteen 
ears of age, of Frederick F. Dayton, late 
private in company I*, eleventh regiment In- 
diana volunteers, as in the case of a widow 
unmarried. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

nn BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
tuble. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FREDERICK F. 


MARY 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported back, with the recommendation that 
it do pass, the bill (S. No. 879) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Armstrong. 


ARMSTRONG, 


‘The question was on ordering the bill to a | 


third reading. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Mary Armstrong, widow of T homas 
Armstrong, of the first battery of Vermont 
light artillery. 

lhe bill was ordered to be reada third time ; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
tat le. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CHILDREN OF 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported back, with the recommendation that 
it do pass, the bill (S. No. 878) granting a 
pension to the minor children of Amanda M. 
Ritchey. 

The question was on ordering the bill toa 
third reading. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the names of the minorchildren under sixteen 
years of age of Amanda M. litchey, deceased, 
widow of Powers Litchey, late a contract sur- 
geon in the United States Army. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
tab le. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BENJAMIN CLARK, 


Mr. BIRD also, from the 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 
pension to Benjamin Clark ; 
a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin 


AMANDA M. RITCHEY. 


same committee, 
2446) granting a 
which was read 


Clark, of Beech Creek, in the county of Clin- || His wounds were so severe that he w 


that the motion to rec 


| to place on the peusion-roll, 


ton, State of Pennsylvania, at the rate of eight 
dollars per mi ynuth, to take etfect from the pas- 
sage of the act. 

fhe bill was ordered to be 
read a third time: and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
laid on the 


engrossed and 


ynisade r be 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SARATL REYNOLDS. 

Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2447) granting a 
pension to Sarah Reynolds; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Sarah Reynolds, widow of Wil- 
liam Reynolds, unassigned drafted man, who 
died while in the service of the United States, 


at St. Louis, Missouri, the pension to take 


| effect from the passage of this act. 


| reported 
sion to Ira Buckman: 


| sion roll the name of 


The bill was ordered be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, ‘and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

Ihe latter motion was agreed to. 

IRA BUCKMAN. 

Mr. BIRD also, on the same committee, 
a bill( H. Rh. No. 2448) granting a pen- 
which was read a first 
and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the See- 
retary of the Interior to place upon the pen- 
lra Buckman, at the 
rate of sixty dollars a month from the Ist of 
January, 1872. 

Mr. BIRD. I desire to mention the 
in this case, and in order that they 
more fully understood, I will ask 
Clerk read the report. 

The Clerk read the 


bill to 


facts 
may be 
that the 


report, from which it 


| appears that the petitioner was appointed a 
| measurer of vessels for the portof New York, 


and sworn into oftice as such measurer on the 
Ist of February, 1862, whose duty it was to 
report upon the sanitary condition of steamers 
and sailing vessels carrying passengers to and 
from the city of New York, and also to meas 
ure and ascertain the tonnage of all vessels; 
that he continued to discharge the duties re- 
quired of him as a measurer until the 16th of 
May, 1863, when and while in discharge of 
his duties on board the ship Adriatic, through 
the misrepresentation of the chief mate of the 
vessel as to the condition thereof, the peti- 


| tioner was precipitated down the fore hatch, 
receiving such injuries in his right arm as to 


| of the vessel so heavil 


| amputation, besides bruising his body 


render immediate amputation necessary, and 
such injuries to his body as rendered him help- 
less, probably for life. He is now not only 
incapable of labor, but without the means of 
support. 

Mr. BIRD. Itis due to the House that they 
should be fully apprised as to the merits of 
this case. Mr. Buckman was employed by 
the Government during the war in the service 
spoken of in the report. The ship Adriatic 
was in port in the harbor of New York. He 
was directed to make a measurement of the 
vessel. Depending, as he was obliged to do, 
upon the crew as to the proper condition of the 
vessel, he was misled, and approaching the 
fore hatch was precipitated twenty-five feet, 
falling upon iron screws and other portions 
yas to bruise his arm, 
breaking the bone, and requiring immediate 
very 
severely on the right side, so that he is now 
almost completely paralyzed on the right side. 
was obliged 
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to remain, not only in the house, but in bed 
fora long period of time, having a family to 
provide for. He had some money, but all that 
was used, and he is now wholly dependent on 
1e charity of the worldand the benefaction of 
is Government for his support in his present 
affliction. It is indeed very severe. If I 
could present him to the House as he was 
presented to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions I am convinced that there would be no 
objecti yn to the passage of this bill. 

Mr. STOU GH LON. You propose to grant 
him a pension of sixty dollars a month, being 
twice what a general officer receives. Can the 
gentleman inform us why civilians who hap- 
pen by accident to be disabled are to receive 
twice as much pension as an ollicer wounded in 
battle ? 

Mr. BIRD. I presumed that that question 
would arise here ; it struck my mind as it did 
the minds of other members of the committee. 
The only answer is that the 
rious, as much so 


} 
t 
! 
‘ 


case is sO merito- 
as a ease can well be: the 
individual is suffering as much as any one can 
weil suffer and live, and this being an insolated 
case, one not likely to reappear in this Con- 
gress or in any other, the committee were 
desirous to be somewhat generous, knowin 
the House to be desirous to be generous, a 
believing that the House would pass this bill, 
giving this man sixty dollars a month. Itisa 
very inadequate amount as we consider it. I 
know, sir, that the sum seems large when it is 
compared with relief afforded here to others. 
[ know that when they make such compari- 
sons, this case could not probably stand. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Do I understand the 
geutleman to say that the claimant is at present 
suffering? 

Mr. BIRD. He is actually suffering bodily, 
so that he is obliged to make applications of 
medicine both externally and internally. He 
cannot get a moment's rest without medicine. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Do I understand 
that this man was not in the naval or military 
service of the Government? 

Mr. BIRD. Strictly speaking he was not; 
he was sworn into oflice. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. In 
The custom-house service ? 

Mr. BIKD. I will state the 
rendered. 

Mr. FARN 
sworn in? 

Mr. BIRD. 


of vessels in 


what service? 
services he 


SWORTH. In 


what was he 


He took 
order to 
tonnage and amount of 


an oath as a measurer 
ascertain the proper 
treight that a vessel 
was fitted to transport from one place to an- 
other, $ 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. That is in connec- 
tion with the colleetor’s office at New York. 

Mr. BIRD. Iso understand it, and it was 
while on this duty that he met with the acci- 
dent I have stated. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Now, 
tleman allow we a few minutes? 

Mr. BIRD. Certainly 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It does 
that this is a dangerous prece dent, 
an vthing | have 
C onere SS. 

Mr. MOORE 
and let me make 
going to talk in 
will be 
this bill. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
purpose. 

Mr. MOORE. 
without 


will the gen- 


seem to me 
far beyond 
seen In my experience in 
If the gentleman will wait 
a statement, for I know he is 
the dark, I do not believe he 
inclined to make any opposition to 


I will yield for that 


This man was a poor boy 
help and without edueation. He 
tinally devoted himself to the study of mathe- 
matics until he became a genius in tbat direc 
tion; he was engaged in that sort of bus 
finest draughtsmen 
country 5 is no man that | bave seen or 
heard of expert in his business. He 
was aman of superior standing and charac- 
ter; had once been a member of the New 
York Legislature; a man who had as many 


iness. 
He is one of the in the 
| ’ 
there 


more 








friends as perhaps any other man among those 
by whom he He was solicited 
by the Government to undertake this work of 


was known. 


remeasuring all the vessels in the harbor of 
New York and ascertain their tonnage. by 
his act he saved millions of dollars to the 
Government. lor one whole year after this 
accident be laid in hi bed unable to move, 
destitute of mind and NSClOUBNeESS, Atter 
he got so that he could get from his bed, for 
more Hanh & Yyeut Cc ii i not ake One 
Bingie step forward 

the Committee on Invalid Pensions are 
aware it this case not within the law, but 
they could not retuse to g nt tl man this 
relief, as he suffered these severe afflictions in 
the faithful service of the Government of the 
United States, and saved million { money to 
this Government. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Dur n the war? 

Mr. MOORKI During the war. He has 
saved to the Treasury of the United States 
millions of dollars, and there 1 iothing that 
he has received forit lie has not been able to 
follow his profession, or do anything else in 
the world for a livelihood 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. That is as far as J 
ean yield t my ¢ vf ague, UNIeCSSs has a bet 
ter reason, I understood him to say that if I 
would yield to him be would make a statement 
of the case that he knew would disarm me from 
making any objection. His statement is that 


this is a poor boy who educated himself and 
became a competent draughtsman, and was 
then appointe i to an office in the custom-house 
or in some other capacily as a measurer. 
Mr.MOORE Emp! »yed by the Government. 
Mr. FARNSWOKTH. At any rate be was 
in the eivil the Government; and 
to cap the climax, my colleague states that he 
had been a member of the Legislature of the 
State of New York, aud 
him, 


service ol 


therefore we should 


pension Now, | will go as far as any- 


body in pensioning men in the military and 


naval service of the Government where they 


, ' ’ 
are under such orders 


tuat they caunot evade 


accidents, cannot evade incurring sickness aud 


aise But j 


ial Cases, to 


ase, nor evade incurring 


wounds. 


cannot con nt to go, even in spec 


the 


pen the civil 


list of the Government. = It 


ioning Ot Neh Who are On 


you set a prece 
dent of that kind you never can stop. [very 
man who has become disabled in the civil ser- 
vice ol 
plea. 

man’s 


will make the same 
this 


the Government 
His life 
life. 


is as valuable to him as 


Kivery man will at once become 


an accomplished scholar; his services will at | 
once be magnified into services of very great | 


importance to the Government; his loss to 
himself and family will be irreparable; and 
we shall be obliged to pension every man’s 
family if he dies in the civil service of the 
Government, or pension him if he incurs per- 
manent wounds or sickness or death while in 
that service. We never have done this thing 


before; there is no precedent for it. We ought | 


not to do it 
being committed under our pension laws, 

Mr. MOORE, 
Jersey [Mr. Birp]} hold the floor? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 1 hold it now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Nib- 
nack.) The gentleman from New 
yielded to the gentleman from Illinois, [ Mr. 
Faxnswortu. } 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. Birp] will withdraw 
this bill. It is very clear that we cannot begin 
a civil penson list without a great deal of dis- 
cussion. This is the first case proposed to 
the House for establishing a civil pension list 
under this Government. As my friend will 
remember, the proposition was made in the 
Convention which framed the Federal Constitu- 
tion to prohibit the establishment of a civil 
pension list. It was objected to upon the 
ground that nosuch prohibition was necessary ; 


now. 


Jersey 


that in a republican government the establish- || 


went of such a pension list was impossible. 


Frauds enough are now | 


Does my friend from New | 





, erninent 


trust the gentleman from New Jersey will not 
press this bill at this time. : 

Mr. BIRD. I move the previous question. 
I do not desire to stifle discussion; but I 
think gentlemen are anxious to come to a 
vole. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the previous question 
be not sustained, I shall move to recommit the 
bill. I believe that motion will be in order if 
the previous question should not be seconded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will. 

lhe question being taken on seconding the 
demand for the previous question, it was not 
avreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
bill 

Mr. MOORE. I am satisfied that if mem- 
bers of this House had seen this man as he 
appeared before the committee—if they under- 
stood the case as we understand it, as the 
case of a man in the employ of the Govern- 
ment during the war, for the purpose of meas- 
uring vessels and to prevent frauds, and who 
in this capacity rendered invaluable service in 
time of war—if members generally could have 
een this man and realized his terrible condi- 
tion, | am satsfied that the House would not 
favor the motion to recommit the bill, but 
would be glad to render him the assistance 
which this bill proposes. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 


speaks 


] now move to recommit 


the 


The gentleman 
of this service being rendered ‘in 
time of war.’’ What has that to do with the 
case ? 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Perhaps the case 
is considered meritorious because the man did 
not go into the military service. [ Laughter. } 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. He was not engaged 
in the war; he had nothing to do with it. 

Mr. MOORE. Iam satistied that this House 


is ready to do an act of justice in a case like | 


this if it understands the facts. Time and 
again the Government has compensated men 
for extraordinary services and granted them 
relief when they have suffered at its hands. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not by a pension. 

Mr. MOORE. Grant this as a pension or 
rrant itas relief. Whatever you may see fit 
to call it, the Government is indebted to this 
nan, and it could not reject his claim without 
inflicting upon him the severest injustice. 


| regret exceedingly that this House should . 


| sion system will be destroyed. 


manifest a disposition adverse to the passage | 


of this bill. A more meritorious claim never 
came before Congress; and | am satisfied that 
every member in this House would take pre- 
cisely the same view of the case that I do if 
he was familiar with all the facts. This man 
comes here supported by the recommendation 
and solicitation of the best men in the country. 
A better man never rendered service to the 
Government in any capacity. I regret exceed- 
ingly to see opposition to this bill. The Gov- 


relief toa man of such singular fidelity and 


ability—a man ruined in every respect by the | 


service he rendered to the Government; a 
faithful, patriotic man, giving up every private 


| 


| 
i 
| 
1 


can never do wrong by granting | 


interest to serve the Government in a time | 
when it was almost impossible to get such | 
talent and such fidelity for the examination | 


and measurement of these vessels. AsI have 
already said, millions of money were saved to 
the ‘Treasury of the United States through the 
services of this man. How are you going to 
compensate him? 
country derive such benefits from services 
rendered by a man at so much peril and loss 
to himself, and yet allow him no compensa- 
tion? 

Mr. HOLMAN. LIeall the previous ques- 
tion on the motion to recommit. 


Mr. STOUGHTON. I would like to make 


| a single suggestion. 


Shall the people of this | 


Mr. HOLMAN. In order that the gentleman | 


may do so, | withdraw for the present the 
demand for the previous question. 
Mr. STOUGHTON. Ido not like to an- 


1 |) tagonize avy bill giving a pension to any deserv- 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


April 23, 


oe, 








ing soldier or any other person who is entitled 
to it. But this isa remarkable case. Let us 
see how it stands. Here is a man to whom it 
is proposed to give sixty dollars a month as 4 
pension. Now, if he had been a private gol- 
dier who enlisted for thirteen dollars a month 
and served for three years or during the war, if 
he had been wounded the day before his term 
of service ended, all the pension he could pos. 
sibly have obtained, if he had received the 
same injury as this man, would be fifteen dol- 
lars a month, and probably he could not have 
obtained more than eight dollars a month. 

What propriety is there in giving sixty dol- 
lars per month to a man in the civil service, 
who, instead of enlisting and serving during a 
perilous war, engaged in a business which was 
profitable and desired by all? 

I should like to know, Mr. Speaker, if this 
Government is to be the insurer of the life 
of every man who holds civil service under it. 
Such never was the intention of the law, and 
is not authorized by any provision or any 
statute. It is a wrong and dangerous prin- 
ciple for us to now establish. If you pass this 
bill, all civil officers who happen to be disabled 
will come in and ask sixty dollars a month, 
while the highest military oflicers who were 
wounded in the military service of the country 
do not receive more than thirty dollars per 
month. The result wiil be the military pen- 
I see no good 
reason why we should give a pension to a man 
in the civil service who happened to receive 
some injury by accident to which all men are 
liable. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I can yield no further, but 
must demand the previous question on the 
motion to recommit the bill. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. I hope the gentleman 
from Indiana will allow the matter to be post- 
poned until to-morrow evening, when we shall 
have a fuller House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
such motion. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. It is always a correct 
principle to do what is right whenever we have 
an Opportunity to do so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [ insist on the deraand for 
the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the bill was recommitted. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was recommitted; and also 
moved that the motion to recommit be laid 
upon the table 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MARY H. BARTLETT. 

Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2449) granting a 
pension to Mary H. Bartlett ; whieh was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 


I cannot yield for any 


directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 


on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Mary H. Bartlett, widow of E. W. Bartlett, 
late acting steersman on the United States 
steam ram Monarch of the Mississippi marine 
brigade. 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIKD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LUCRETIA B. GALLOWAY. 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2450) granting a 
pension to Lucretia B. Galloway ; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 


| directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 


on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
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of Lucretia B. Galloway, widow of John A. 
Galloway, late corporal seventh Missouri mili- 
tia, to take effect from the passage of this act. 

lhe bill was ordered to be engrossed and || 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BLRD moved to reconsider the vote by || 
which the bill was passed; and also moved | 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. {| 


MINOR CHILDREN OF THOMAS OLIVER. | 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, | 
reported a bill (H. R. No, 2451) granting a 
pension to John Oliver, Louisa Oliver, Robert || 
Oliver, and Martha A. Oliver, only minor chil- | 
dren of Thomas Oliver; whieh was read a first | 
and second time. | 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and || 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place | 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provis- 
jons and limitations of the pension laws, the 
names of John Oliver, Louisa Oliver, Robert 
Oliver, and Martha A. Oliver, only minor chil- | 
dren of Thomas Oliver, late private in fifty- 
sixth regiment Illinois infantry volunteers, 
from the 6th of June, 1866, and the pensien || 
hereby granted is to be paid to John Murphy, 
guardian of said minor children. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I suggest that the bill be 
amended so that the pension shall be paid to 
the guardian without stating the name, as the 
present guardian may die and another be 
appointed, 

Mr. BIRD. I have no objection to that 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 





The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en- 
grossed, and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed ; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I now | 
move we adjourn, as there is no quorum. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have been working 
all evening without a quorum, and I hope we 
will not adjourn. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I hope 
we will. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman from 
New York wants to go home, he can do so. || 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. This even- 
ing and to-morrow evening. have been set 
apart for the consideration of reports from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. That com- 
mittee have had under consideration more bills 
than any other committee. When the House 
is willing to go on considering these reports, 
which have been carefully considered by the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, I do not see | 
why the gentleman from New York should | 
insist on his motion to adjourn. Let us go on 
and finish the bills we have ready to report 
this evening. 

Mr. DOX. Is this motion debatable ? 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. The gen- 
tleman from New York can go home if he 
wants to. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I am 
much obliged to the gentleman, but I prefer 
to remain here as long as the House is in 
session. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. It is of 
great importance to many poor crippled sol- 
diers throughout the country that we should 
go on and complete this business. |] 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New Yerk. [I insist | 
on the motion to adjourn. 

_ Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. My friend | 
18 a very patriotic gentleman, and | hope he |; 
wil! not insist on that motion. | 
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ABIGAIL STUKEY. | 


Mr. BIRD also. from the same committee, 


| reported a bill (H. R. No. 2452) granting a 
| pension to Abigail Stukey; which was read a 
first and second time. 


The bill, which was read, directs the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to place upon the pension 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 


|| of the pension laws, the name of Abigail 


Stukey, of Bingham, Monroe county, Ohio, at 


| the rate of eight dollars per month, to take 


effect from the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


1} 
| 
ROSA WALLANER,. i 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2453) granting a 
pension to Rosa Wallaner; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name | 


| of Rosa Wallaner, minor child of Frederick | 


Wallaner, late a private in company N, one | 


| hundred and ninety-eighth regiment Pennsyl- 
| vania volunteers. 


Mr. STOUGHTON. I would inquire of the 
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Birp] why 


| the petitioner does not receive a pension un- 


der the existing laws? 

Mr. BIRD. My recollection of the case is 
that this application was made by the guardian 
to the Commissioner, but from informalities in 


| the affidavits the pension was rejected by the 
Department. ‘hose informalities and irrega- 
| larities,in the judgment of the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions, have been removed by sub 
sequent affidavits establishing the case to our | 
satisfaction. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would also state to the 


gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Sroveuron | 


| that I have examined this matter very fully, | 
as the case is one which comes from my own || 
section, and | am satisfied that this child is | 
entitled to the pension. There was, as the || 


gentleman from New Jersey has stated, some 
informality about the testimony. 
Mr. BIRD. There were irregularities in the 


| testimony as supplied to the Department. 


Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. I sup- 
pose the time had elapsed within which appli- 
cation could be made to the Commissioner. 

Mr. BIRD. That was one of the points. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 


| read athird time; and being engrossed, it was 
| accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by | 


which the bill was passed; and also moved 


| that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
HETTIE M. KEPNER. 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 


| reported a bill (H. Rh. No. 2454) granting a 


pension to Hettie M. Kepner; which was read 
a first and second time. ° 

The bill, which was read; directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Hettie M. 
Kepner, widow of Tobias B. Kepner, late a 
private in the third regiment Potomac home 
brigade, Maryland volunteers, and also the 


minor children of the said Tobias B. Kepner, || 


to take effect from the 4ih day of March, 1870. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 





The question being taken on the motion to || accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


adjourn, it was disagreed to. 


Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote 
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by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
rhe latter motion was agreed to. 

JEROME ®. PAMPELL. 
Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 


| reported a bill (H. R. No. 2455) granting a 


pension to Jerome EK, Pampell; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Jerome KE. 
Pampell, late a private in the third regiment 
of Maryland volunteers, to take effect from the 
passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BILD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MARY C. GRIFFIN. 

Mr. MANSON, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, reported back, with the ree- 
ommendation that it do pass, the bill (H. R. 
No. 2456) for the relief of Mary C. Gritin. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Mary C. Griffin, widow of Daniel F. 
Griffin, late lieutenant colonel thirty-eighth 
regiment Indiana volunteers, at the rate of 
thirty dollars a month from and after the 
passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANSON moved to reconsider the vote 


|| by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
rhe latter motion was agreed to. 


SARAH 8. COOPER, 


Mr. MANSON also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2457) grant 
ing a pension to Sarah 8. Cooper; which was 
|| read a first and second time. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
| to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 
| provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
| the name of Sarah S. Cooper, widow of Wick- 
liffe Cooper, late major of the seventh regiment 
United States cevalry. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. LAMPORT. 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. MOORE. I desire to call the attention 
of members of the House to the fact that from 
the beginning of the session we have taken up 
just such cases as members of Congress have 
urged upon us, and have endeavored to accom- 
modate every member of the House. 

Mr. WALLACE. Let me say that in addi 
tion to the claims now being put through, the 
| Committee on Revolutionary Pensions have 
| some which they desire to bring before the 
House. 


|| Mr. LAMPORT. 
MARGARET BOYD AND OTHERS, 


| Mr. MANSON also, from the same com- 
|, mittee, reported a bili (H. R. No. 2458) grant- 


I move that the House 


I withdraw the motion. 





ices terial 
s 


oe cee ato 








ing a pension to Margaret Boyd, Rachel D. 
Mellvaine, and William L. Mellvaine; which 
wis ! ial L 8 md 

Phe q 10 a pou lering the bill to 
be engrosst 1 aud read 1 third im 

| bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary ol Interior t piace on the pension 
roll bye » the limita is and provisions 
of the pen n laws, the names of Margaret 
Boyd, who the widow of Samuel Mellvaine, 
bat corporal of company D, tenth Indiana 
volun ra, Rac D. Mel sine d Wi liam 
lL. Melilvaine, to take effect from the time of 
Lhe passag ! 4 

Mr. SEOUGHTON,. I would inquire how 
long th ire to run 

Mr. HOLMAN They are subject to the 
pension laws, wh h conf the pension of 


the widow to the period of widowhood. 
Mr. STOUGHTON. How astothe 


Mr. HOLMAN ihe age of sixteen is pre 
8CI 1 by the genera I law the time 
when tt pe n are LO Cease 

M SPOT HPON And th are subjec 
te me ¢ he genera pe i ia@w 

Mr. HOLMAN } 

lhe | wa lered t engrossed and 
r ‘ 1 tin ind being gr ed, it was 
{ ling read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANSON moved to reconsider the vote 

\ ‘ he pas 1 ind also moved 
t ui isider be id on the 
table. 

lhe latter motion was agreed to. 


MARGARET L. BYBEE, 


Mr. MANSON also, from the same com 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. 2459) re- 

ring toll pension-ro the name of Mar- 
garet L. Bybee; which was read a first and 

‘ i re 

lhe question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

hb] b which was read, directs the Secre- 


1 
tary of the interior to restore tot 


he pension- 


I the name of Margaret Bybee, and pay 
he he same pension as Was paid her previous 
to ber nan being stricken Irom the pension- 
ro 


Mr. STOUGHTON, I would inquire of 


the gentleman how her nam«¢ happen¢ dto be 
necken off 
Mr. MANSON. Because she was living in 
the citv of Memphis during the war. She is 
the widow of Colonel William Anderson, and 


was in the The Com 
sinstate her 
refused to 
pathize with 
sons in the 


South during the war. 
missioner of Pensions refused to re 
on the roll from the fact 


take the oath She did not 


that she 
8yYmn 
the rebellion, but she had some 
to be engrossed and 
and beir ye! 
. ! j 
accordingly read the thi 
Mr. MANSON n 
} y whit h the 
that the 
table 
lhe latter m: 


grossed, it was 


rd time, 
oved to recor 


and passed. 
der the vote 
also moved 
laid on the 


| was passed ; and 


motion to reconsider be 


tion was ed to. 
ZIER,. 


from the 


ugre 
JOUN A. CR 
Mr. MANSON also, 


same commit 


tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2460) granting 
a pension to John A. Crozier, of ludiana; 
w!) vas read a first and second time. 

Che question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

he bill was read. It directs the Secretary 


‘ the Inten 


r to place on the 
t to the | I 


pension-roll, 
visions and limitations of the 
pension laws, he name of A. Crozier, 
of Madison, Indiana, late second lieutenant 
ninth regiment Indiana volunteer minute men, 


service during 


John 


who lost an arm in the 


+} 
Cu 


the late 


civil war, to take effect from the passage of this 


The bill was ordered to be 
read a third time; and bei 


accordingly read the thi 


engrossed and 
ng engrossed, it Was 
rd time, and passed. 
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minors: 
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Mr. MANSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 


that the motion to reconsider be 


tabdie, 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
LORENZO D. HOGLE. 

Mr. MANSON also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. 8. No. 2461) grant- 
ing a pension to Lorenzo D. Hogle; which was 
read a first and second time. 

[he question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 


which read, 
Secretary of the 


The biil, was authorizes and 
directs the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Lorenzo D. Hogle, late acting assistant sur- 
geon in the Army, from the passage of this act. 
‘| he bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and be it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. MANS( )N moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the | 


+} 


ing engrossed, 


and also moved 
ynsider be laid on the 


bill was pass sed: 
at the motion to rec 
table. 

Ihe latter motion was agreed to. 


DEAN A. WILLS. 


Mr. MANSON also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2462) granting 
a pension to Dean A. Wills, of Indiana; which 
was read a first and second time. 
orde ring the bill to 
and read a oe time. 

Phe bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the I ce upon the pension- 
roll, provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Dean A. 
Wills, of Dearborn county, Indiana, infant son 
of James B. Wills, late a private in company 
A, seventh Indiana volunteers, and pay him a 
pension from the passage of this act. 

Ihe bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

M ANS( IN moved to ree ynsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
motion to reconsider be laid on the 


the que stion was upon 


be engrossed 


nterior to pia 


} j 
subject to toe 


that the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ELLEN W. P. CARTER. 

Mr. MANSON also, from eg same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2463) grant- 
ing a pension te Ellen W. P. Carter; which 
was read a first and second time. 

lhe question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

Lhe bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
Ellen W. P. Carier, of Bradley 
county, lennesse e, and widow of F. A. Carter, 
at the rate of eight dollars per month, from 
the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

EVAN 


the name of 


JOHNSON. 

Mr. MANSON also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported abill{ H. R. No. 2464) grantinga 
pension to Evan Johnson; which was read a 
tirst and second time. 

rhe question was on ordering the bill to be 
gens and read a third time. 

I'he bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roil, subject to the 
provisions and limit ations of the pension laws, 
the name of Evan Johnson, late a corporal of 
company I, forty-seventh regiment Illinois 
volunteers, to take effect from the passage of 
this act 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and |: 


laid on the 


April 23 


read a third time; and being engrossed, it wag 
ee read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

HILA A. COOKSY. 


Mr. MANSON also. oe a same commit- 
tee, reporte d a bill(H. R. N 
a pension to Hila A. soaker : 
a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary 
of the Interior to place upon the penson- -roll, 
subject to the provisions and omgeygrs te the 
pension laws, the name of Hila A. Cooksy, 
widow of James C. Cooksy, late a private of 
the thirty-second regiment of Missouri vol- 
unteers, at the rate of eight dollars per month 
from the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which tbe bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ANGELICA HAMMOND, 


2465) granting 
which was reud 


Mr. MANSON also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2466) granting 
a pension to Angelica Hammond ; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary 
of the Interior to place on the pension-roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the 


|| pension laws, the name of Angelica Ham- 


mond, widow of William Z. Hammond, late a 
private of company K, first Maryland cavalry 
volunteers, to take effect from the passage of 
this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ARDY A. AUTRY. 

Mr. MANSON also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H.R. No. 2467) grant- 
ing a pension to A Ardy A. Autry; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Ardy A. Autry, widow of the 
late Abraham E. Autry, late a corporal in 
company K, thirty-seventh regiment Ken- 
tucky infantry, the pension to be at the rate 
of eight dollars a month from the passage of 
the act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MANSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SAMUEL B. DAVIS. 

Mr. MANSON also, from the same com- 
mittee reported a bill (H. R. No. 2468) grant- 
ing a pension to Samuel B. Davis; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension- roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Samuel B. Davis, late a corporal 
of company E, eighteenth regiment Indiana 
volunteers. 
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Mr, BARBER. Iam sorry to disturb men 
when they are doing what they suppose to be 
a good work; but it strikes me that in all 
cases there ought to be some explanation 
showing why these parties cannot obtain pen- 
sions through the Pension Office, and showing 
also that they are meritorious cases. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. The gen- 
tleman can have ane xplanation by asking for 
it in any particular case. 

Mr. BARBER. Well, I would like to hear 
the re port in this ease. 
Mr. MAYNARD. 

will all be printed, will they not? 

Mr. BARBER. I ask for the reading of 
the report in this case. 

Mr MAYNARD. I suggest that we had 
better make a general order that in all these 
cases the written report shall be printed and 
go on record among our official documents. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is a 
question for the Llouse to determine. 

Mr. BARBER. I ask for the reading of 
at” iy port in this case. 

MANSON. This is the only bill I have 
ea to night which is not accompanied 
with a written report. It is a good case—the 
case of a soldier who contracted disease in 
the Army, and is now very much afflicted— 
badly crippled. If the gentleman will look 
over the papers he will see that the case is a 
very excellent one. I thought it so clear that 


I suppose the reports 





| did not deem it necessary to write a report 


upon it. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 


read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. MANSON moved to reconsider the vote | 


by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
PETER BREWER. 
Mr. MANSON also, from the same com- 


mittee, reported a bill (H. R.No. 2469) grant- | 


ing apension to Peter Brewer; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Peter Brewer, late a private in 
company F, twenty-ninth regiment Indiana 
infantry volunteers, the pension to take effect 
from the passage of the act. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. Why cannot this man 


be relieved under existing laws? 


Mr. MOORE. If he could have been we | 


would not have reported favorably upon his 
case, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. MANSON moved to reconsider the vote | 


by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. ACKER. I move that the House now 
adjourn. 
Lhe motion was not agreed to. 


ROBERT H. BROWN, 


Mr. TURNER, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2470) granting a pension to Robert H. Brown, 
of Adair county, Missouri; which was read a 
first and second time. 
The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 


the name of Robert H. Brown, late a sergeant | 


in twenty-fifth regiment Illinois volunteers, 
the pension to commence from the passage of 
the act. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and | 


read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
ee read the third time, and passed. 


by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOUN HEDDINGER., 


Mr. TURNER also, from the same Com- 
mittee, reporte da bill( H. R. No. 2471) graut- 
ing a pension to John Heddinger ; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension- roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension |i AWS, 
the name of John Heddinger, late boatswain’s 
mate on the United States steamship Eutaw,the 
pension to beat the rate of ten dollars a month 
from the passage of the act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TURNER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
Mr. STOUGHTON. If I understand the 


last case next but one, the soldier was ona 
furlough, and on the 4th of July had his 
hand injured by firing a cannon. I desire to 
ask the chairman of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions if he intends to grant pensions in 
vases of that kind? If that be the rule, I will 
know what kind of cases to present. He was 
not wounded in the line of his duty. 

Mr. MOORE. I want to tell the gentleman 
from Michigan that the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions would not report favorably on any 
of these cases if there were not intrinsic mer- 
its to recommend them. I do not 
now to go into the details of cases which have 
been passed. If necessary I will make the 
motion to reconsider and lay upon the table 
in all these cases. 

The SPEAKER. The motion has been 
made in every case to reconsider and lay upon 
the table. 

And then, on motion of Mr. 
ten o’clock and twenty 
House adjourned. 


ACKER, (at 


minutes p. 


PETITIONS. 

The following petitions were presented under 
the rule, and referred to the appropriate com- 
mittees: 

By Mr. BIGBY: The petitions of Robert 
Hester, Richard F. Lyon, Thomas M. Daniel, 
William Grant, William D. Orr, Cicero H. 
Sutton, B. D. Thomasson, Benjamin Jones, 
and Eralbert W. Miller, citizens of Georgia, 
asking the removal of their political disabil- 
ities. 

By Mr. COX: The petition of George 
Wilkes and 97 others, citizens of New York 
city, against the furtherabsorption of the pub- 
lic lands by railroad or other corporations, 
and to have the residue set apart for the 
exclusive use of actual settlers. 

By Mr. DUNNELL: The petition of D. L. 
How and 71 others, of Minnesota, asking for 
the passage of House bill No. 1378. 

* By Mr. ELDREDGE: ‘The petition of 
Thomas Weeks, for pay for services in the 
Mexican war. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: The petition of Gideon 
M. Hazen, of Knoxville, Tennessee, for reim- 
bursement for cotton taken from him by the 
Union soldiers under General Burnside in the 
winter of 1863. 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: The petition of 
Thomas McKean, A. E. McClees, Theodore 
Slater, McDaniel & Co., James C. Acheson, 
and 19 others, citizens of Washington county, 
Pennsylvania, praying the repeal of the spe- 
cial tax on the manufacture and sale of tobacco 
and cigars, and favoring a uniform tax of six- 
teen cents per pound on tobacco. 


By Mr. MOREY: The petition of C. E. 


Mr. TURNER moved to reconsider the vote |, Duke, of Catahoula parish, Louisiana, 


propose | 


m.,) the 
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By Mr. NEGLEY: The petition of Charles 
B. Madden, asking the payment of oflicer's 
traveling expenses due him. 

By Mr. ORR: Petitions for mail routes in 
Iowa, from Eldora to State Centet, Chero- 
kee to Sibley, and West Side to Sae City. 

By Mr. P E RRY, of New York: The peti- 
tion of J. H. Ransom & Co., E. Wilson & Co., 
William Stott, William L. Warren, and others, 
of Albany, State of New York, remonstrating 
against any increase of the tariff on tin plates. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: The petition of 
Samuel R. Anderson for removal of his dis- 
abilities. 

By Mr. WILSON, 


of 56 eitizens of 


of Ohio: The petition 
‘Ironton, Ohio, praying the 
adoption by Congress of such measures as will 
bring the sufferings of the people of Persia 
before the public mind, and provide ways and 
means for collecting and distributing to the 
sufferers such charities as the benevolent may 
wish to bestow. 


POST ROUTE BILL INTRODUCED. 


The following was introduced under tte 
rules, and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads: 

sy Mr. BIGBY: A bill to establish a post 
route from Elberton to on in Georgia. 





IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, April 24, 1872. 


Prayer by Rev. J. G. Burner, D. D., 
lain of the House of Representatives. 

The Seere tary proce -eded to read the Journal 
of yesterday's proceedings. 

Mr. MORTON. As there is much morning 
business to-day, I suggest, unless some Senator 
desires the reading of the Journal, that the 
reading be dispensed with. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It requires unan- 
imous consent. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the reading of the Journal will be dispensed 
with. 


Chap- 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. COLE. I desire to take up, subject 
to the morning business, the report of the 
conference committee on the legislative appro- 
priation bill. I hope we shall be able to get 
through with it in the morning hour. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California asks unanimous consent that 
the report of the committee of conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the legislative appropriation bill be taken up, 
subject t to the morning business. The Chair 
hears no objection. Petitions are now in order. 

Mr. RAMSEY. 1 was going to ask the 
Senate to give me about fifteen minutes this 
morning to make some remarks on the postal 
talegraph bill, reported by me some weeks 
since, 

The VICEPRESIDENT. Pending the call 
for petiuions, the Senator from Minnesota de- 
sires to take up a bill on which he wishes to 
speak for about fifteen minutes. 

Mr. MORTON. I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


nature of an objection. 


That is in the 


SENATOR FROM NORTH CAROLINA. 
Mr. MORTON. The Committee on Priv- 


ileges and Elections, to whom were referred 
the credentials of Hon. Matthew W. Ransom, 
for a seat as Senator from the State of North 
Carolina, beg leave to report that they find 
the credentials in proper form, and that Mr. 
Ransom is entitled to take his seat. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the Senate will now act upon that 
resolution. If there is objection, it requires 
unanimous consent for its consideration, the 
call still resting at petitions. 

The resolution was agreed to nem. con. 


If Mr. Ransom 


+ ae emer oer et 
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to the chair of the 
the oaths of office. 


is present he will advance 
Vice President and take 
Mr. THURMAN. He is not here yet. [Sub- 
tly Mr. Toran said Mr. President, 
1O announce the presence ot Mr. RAN 
North Carolina. 
advanced to the Vice 
escorted by Mr. THURMAN ; 


prescribed by law having been 


BOM, Senat 


ator-elect trom 


Mr. Kansom then 
Pre ident 


and the 


desk 
oath 
his seat in the 


administered to him, he took 


wpenate 


Mr. THURMAN I take the liberty of 
expressing the sat sfaction that | am sure all 
will feel, that now, for the first time since 1861, 
every seat in this body is full; every State 
represented | think it is a matter that the 
country and the Senate may congratulate 
themselv. ipon 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


Mr. HAMLI 


committee of = 


prese nted a memorial of a 


American Association for 


the Advancement of Science, in favor of estab 
hing an observatory and maintaing a scien 
‘corps for one year or more at one of the 


Pacific railroad, and 
rim of the Utah 
to the Committee 


points of the 


marticularly at the 


| 

ti 

hie piest 
} eastern 
be 


in: which was referred 
on i propriations 
Mr. SHERMAN presented a 


the Legislature of Ob 


resolution of 


reduction 


iO Opposing a 
of the tariff on imported wool; which was 
referred to the Committee on I‘inance, and 
rdered to be printed. 
He also presented a resolution of the Legis 


. . 
lature of Oh 


construction of 
aship canal around the fallsof Niagara within 
the territory « { the 
referred to the C 
orde red { 


») relating to the 


United States; which was 
ommittee on Finance, and 
be printed, 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Ohio, late soldiers in the Unitea States Army, 
the equalization of 
bounty land; 


praying for bounties and 
which was referred 
on Military Affairs. 


present a pe 


the grant of 
lo the Committee 
Mr. COLE. I 


te numero 


signed 


business 


tition 
by very influential 

particularly in San I ran- 
king for the 
I move 


usly 
ven in California, 


CISCO, a abolition of the duty on 


tallow. its reference to the Commit- 
tee on F 
lhe motion was agreed to. 

Mr. POMEROY presented a memorial of 
citizens of the United States, remonstrating 
against the extension of the A. B. Wilson pat 
ent on 
to the Committee on 

Mr. FENTON presented the petition of 
Owen McCauley, of Washington, District of 
Coli \ that the sum of $450 be 
paid to him, which he claims was withheld 
from him as part of his which 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VICKERS presented a petition of 
Catharine Middleton, widow of John D. Mid- 
dieton, a soldier in the war of 1812 and 1814, 
praying to be allowed which 


nance, 


which was referred 
Patents. 


sewing machines; 
imbia, praying 


pension 5 was 


a pension ; was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
PAPEKS WITHDRAWN, 
On motion of Mr. TIPTON, it was 
Irdered, That Mrs. Frances A. Moore have leave 
to withdraw her petition and papers from the files 


of the Senate, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I= submit a report 
from the Committee on Privileges and Klec- 
which I ask to have printed. It is a 
report upon the resolution sent to the Senate 
by the Llouse of Representatives in regard to 
the respective powers of the two Houses as to 
revenue and I move that three thousand 
extra copies of the report be printed for the 
use of the Senate 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


from Wisconsin, 


tions, 


bills; 


The Senator 
from the Committee on Priv- | 
ileges and Elections, reports upon the question | 
in regard to revenue bills between the two 


Houses, which was referred to that committee. |/ 


The report will be printed and laid on the 
table, and the motion to print three thousand 
extra copies will be referred to the Committee 
on Printing 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM, from the Committee 
on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill 

H. R. No. 2044) to authorize the appoint 
ment of shipping commissioners by the several 
circuit ts of the United States to super- 
intend the shipping and discharge of seamen 
engaged in merchant ships belonging to the 
United States, and for the further protection 
of seamen, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. PRATT. The Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the petition of William 
J. Way, praying payment for property alleged 
to have been SE ized by the A rmy ot the United 
States, have directed me to report adversely 
upon it. The committee are not satisfied that 
Mr. Way was during the war a loyal citizen of 
the United States. It seems that he held the 
position of postmaster in Georgia during the 
exi of the rebellion ; and furthermore, 
the claim is of a character which is cognizable 
by the southern claims commission, according 
to the testimony. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
willbe discharged from 
ation of the petition. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee’ on 
Claims, to whom was referred the memorial 
of A. W. Moss, praying compensation for 
services as a member of the military custom- 
board at Nashville, Tennessee, in 1863. 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S 
No. 1021) for the relief of A. W. Moss. 

The bill was read and passed to a second 
reading, and the report was ordered to be 
printed. 


cou! 


fence 


The committee 
the further consider 


house 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. POMEROY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1022) relating to the claim of John B. 
Chapman ; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and ordered to be rinted. 

Mr. RAMSEY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1023 right of way through 
the public lands for the construction of a rail- 
road and telegraph to the Utah, Idaho, and 
Montana Railroad Company; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Commitiee 
on the Pacific Railroad, and ordered to be 
printed. 


granting the 


He also asked, and by unanimous consent 


obtained, leave to introduce a bill(S. No. 1024) 
for the relief of Amherst H. Wilder; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the | 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 


printed, | 
LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 
wv r . 1. vr re ‘ | 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate | 
resumes the consideration of the conference 
report of the two Houses on the legislative, 
executive, and judicial appropriation bill, 
which was 
business, which is now concluded. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
bill (LL. R. No. 1060) making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 1873, and 
for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend, and do rec- 
ommend, to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from their were 
numbered 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 35, 37, 45, 61, 62, 64, 

69, 70, 71, 73, 74, 75, and 78. ; 

That the House of Representatives recede from 
their rn tothe amendments of = Senate 
numbered 13, 15, 18, 19, 33, 36, 38, 89, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 
60, 63, 65, 72, 7S . “SO, 85, 86, 87, and 88, and agree tothe 
same. ares 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendment of the House to the eighth amend- 
meut of the Senate, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: on page 6, line fifteen of the 
bill, strike out all after the word “‘fifty,’’ down to 
the end of line sixteen, on the same page, and in- 
sertin lieu the following: ** $3,422; 
agree to the same. | 


That the Senate recede frem their twelfth amend- || 


called up subject to the morning || 


and the House || 
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the ninetieth amendment of the Senate, 


| 
i 
| 
‘ 
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ment, and agree to the two clauses therein eon- 
tained, with the following amendment: on page 3. 
after line eighteen of the bill, add the following 
words: “ for messenger to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, $1.314;”’ and the House agree to the same, 

That the House recede from their ame ndment to 
the twenty-fifth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with the following amendment: strike 
out all after the word “after,” in line two of said 
amendment, down to and including the word ** Con 
gress,’”’ in line three, and insert in lieuthe following 
words: “the 4th day of March, 1875;’’ and the Sen- 
ate agree tothe same. 

Phat the House recede from their amendment to 
the thirty-fourth amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to said Senate amendment. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreemeyt 
to the amendments of the House to the fifty-fifth, 
sixty-sixth, sixty-seventh, seventy-sixth, and ei; ghty 
four th ame ndments of the Senate, and agree to the 
same 

That the Ilouse recede from their disagreement to 
the seventy-seventh amendment of the Senate, and 
agree tothe same with the following amendment: 
in lieu of the words proposed to be stricken out 
insert the following: “‘for one clerk of class four, 
two clerks of class two, one clerk of class one, and 
two laborers, additional force in the money-order 
othice, $7,240:”’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their dis: igreement to 
the eighty-third amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendment: 
strike out from the words proposed to be inserted 
in said amendment, where it first occurs, the word 

‘two,” and insert in lieu thereof the word * *four;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
and agree 
to the same with the following amendment; in line 
four of said amendment strike out the word * fifty’’ 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “‘twenty-five;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendment of the House to the ninety-second 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same 
with an amendment as follows: substitute in lieu 
of the first clause of said House amendment the fol- 
lowing: “that a commission, consisting of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, the chief engineer of the 
Army, and the officer in charge of puolic buildings 
and grounds, is hereby authorized and directed to 
examine and report to Congress prior to the second 
Monday of December next a plan by which the loco- 
motive railroad track in front of the western en- 
trance of the Capitol shall be removed, with due 
regard to the rights of all parties concerned, and by 
which proper connections with other railroads may 
be made;”’ and the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement 
tothe ninety-third amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as fo!l- 
lows: substitute in lieu thereof the following: 

‘that from and afterthe Ist day of July, 1872, the 
annual salaries of the Second Comptroller, of the 
Register, and of the supervising architect of the 
Treasury Department shall be $4,000 each; and the 
annual salary of the chief justice of the Court of 
Claims shall be $5,000, and the annual salary of the 
associate judges of the said court shall be $4,500 
each; and the annual salary of the chief justice ot 
the supreme court of the Districtof Columbia shall 
be $5,000, and the annual salary of the associate 
judges of said court shall be $4,500 each; and a sum 
sufficient to carry into effect the provisions of this 
section to the end of the fise wl year ending June 30, 
1873, is hereby appropriated ;’’ and the Senate agree 
to the same. 
C. COLE, 


JUSTIN S. MORRILL, 
FREDERICK A. SAWYER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


JAMES A. GARFLELD 


F. CLARKE, 
WILLIAM E. NIBLACK, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. COLE. Inquiry was made the other 
day as to the disposition of the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses. Iam prepared to 
give an epitome of the action of the committee 
of conference on the votes of the two Houses. 

Committees of conference are appointed to 
adjust the disagreements that arise between 
the two Houses, and they are very often re- 
sorted to on bills of this nature, J mean appro- 
priation bills. The differences in this instance 
have not been verynumerous. The House of 
Representatives concurred in a very large num- 
ber of the amendments proposed by the Sen- 
ate. Those, however, upon which they dis- 
agreed came before the committee, and | may 
refer to them seriatim. 

The eighth amendment, as they are num- 
bered, relates to a clerk for the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives, and changes 
the whole amount appropriated in that para- 
graph by the amount of his salary. The 
Speaker desiring a private clerk, it was ac- 
corded to him by the conference committee. 

The twelfth amendment relates to the mes- 
sengers of the House Committees on Appro- 


Se 
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. 
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. yate clerk, but in the form of a messenger, 
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priations and Ways and Means, from the dis- There are some other amendments of minor || 
agreement to which the Senate recede, and it importance relating to watchmen at the mint 
ig amended by asking a messenger for the || in New Orleans, and one relating to the de- 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate, || pository at Tucson, which | need not go into. 
which is rendered necessary by the continued Next comes the compensation for designated 
‘nerease of the business of that committee || depositaries, of $5,000, which not having been 
and the want of some regular messenger, || allowed for several years was stricken out by 
which we have felt very seriously. the conference committee. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Lest a wrong An appropriation of $20,000 for the mileage 
impression should be taken from the words of || and expenses of the Legislature of Arizona 
the Senator from California, I willsay that the || Territory was allowed with a proviso that the 
Speaker of the House has always had this pri- || contingent expenses should not exceed $400. 
| The sixtieth amendment relates to the ap- 
and he has been paid out of the contingent || propriation for the Interior Department, but 
fund. Instead of that this merely allows it || does not change the total amount. 
in the proper form and under the designation 
of a clerk. 

Mr. COLE. The explanation made by my | 
colleague on the conference committee, the 
Senator from Vermont, is a very proper one 
to make. I am very glad he thought of it 


The next amendment relates to a captain of 
the watch of the Interior Department being 
allowed, but the total amount is not increased | 
for that Department. 

[ skip over the amendment in relation to 
packing-boxes in the Interior Department, 
and made the explanation to the Senate. |and the item for fitting up rooms and rent 

lhe thirteenth amendment reduces the ap- || for the Pension Office, which is increased by 
propriation for furniture for the House from || about two thousand dollars in order to meet 
$17,000 to $10,000, which it is believed, on || the extraordinary emergency of changing their 
further inquiry, will be found sufficient for the || business in part from the Patent Office build- 
next fiscal year. ing to the Seaton House. 

The compensation of the foremen of print- For casual repairs of the Interior Depart- 
ing and binding in the office of the Congres- || ment building the sum is reduced from 
sional Printer was increased. That is a case || $15,000 to $10,000. 
of an increase of salary from $1,800 to $2,100. 


The item for contingencies of the Land 
‘Then there were some watchmen provided || Office is reduced to $20,000 from $30,000, 
for public squares and circles under the charge || as it was in the bill. ‘Then forty additional 
of Congress in the apper portion of the city, || clerks for the Land Office were allowed by 
the necessity for the care of which was appa- || the conference committee, that clause having 
rent to many members of Congress; so the || been put in by the House after the bill went 
Senate yielded, and they are provided for. back to that body, and after the Senate had 
ihe twenty-seventh and the twenty-eighth || acted upon it. It has been represented as | 
amendments were relative to putting in, in the || very essential, and the committee recommend 
same language as it occurred in the appropri- || that the Senate recede upon that point. 
ation bill last year, provision for extra com- Some little changes were made in reference 
pensation to clerks in the Treasury. The bill || to the assistant examiners in the Patent Office, 
provided such compensation, amounting to || but no change in the amount of the appropri- 
$22,500; and without changing the phrase- || ation for that department follows. There are 
ology we allow the same amount as allowed || some changes in the phraseology of the act. 
this year. The amendment of the Senate Under the head of the Bureau of Educa- 
changed the phraseology to meet, if possible, || tion, the Senate amendment was agreed to, the 
the case of the Register, which will be recol- || House receding from its disagreement increas 
lected by referring to the debate in the Senate || ing the appropriation by a small amount. 
on that point. The salary of the chemist in the Agricul- 
The twenty-ninth, thirtieth, and thirty-first || tural Department was fixed at the sum of 
amendments, from which the Senate recede, || $2,500 as it was in the original bill as it came 
relate to the additional clerical force in the || to the Senate. 
office of the Commissioner of Customs. Another disagreement between the two 
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The Paymaster General's clerical force is 


| reduced so that the amount for the same is 


$4,000 less than was voted by the House, the 
House receding from their disagreement to the 


| Senate amendment. 


The proposition to purchase the two squares 
adjoining the grounds in front of the Capitol 
was left in the billas the House put it after the 
bill left this body and remains as it was, every- 
body, I beliéve, being familiar with the form of 
it, the amount being restricted to $400,000 for 
the purchase of the property. ‘hat sum is, [ 
believe, in addition to what may be obtained 
from the sale of the buildings. 

The last subject is that relating to salaries. 
The amount ot increased salaries that the Sen- 


| ate provided for judges and the assistants in 


various Executive Departments of the Govern- 
ment was very large. I'he House disagreed 
to that amendment, and the compromise that 


| was agreed upon between the two Houses—it 


is in the nature of that—is to increase the sal- 
aries of three of the executive officers, the 
Register, the Second Comptroller, and the 
architect of the Treasury Department, from 


| $3,000 each to $4,000. ‘The salaries of the 


judges of the Court of Claims, of the judges of 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia, 
were increased in this way; the salary of the 


~ 


chief justice in each case to $5,000, and the 


| salaries of the associate justices to $4,500. 


These are about all the changes that have 
been undertaken by the committee of confer- 
ence. 

Mr. CONKLING. What was there in the 
original bill about the judges of this Dis- 
trict ? 

Mr. COLE. Nothing. 

Mr. CONKLING. [| understand, the Sen- 
ate having amended the bill by incorporating 
@ provision in reference to judges in other 
| places, and having said nothing about the 
judges in this District, the conference com- 
mittee have put in the judges in this District 
in lieu of judges elsewhere, neither the House 
nor the Senate having made any provision 
| about the judges in this District, and have 


\| left out of the bill provisions that were in- 


serted in the Senate touching the salaries of 
judges elsewhere. Am | right in that? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The confer- 
ence committee found the bill making appro- 
priations for all the district judges through- 
out the whole country, and the judges of the 





rhe thirty-third amendment, in regard to || Houses related to the amount to be used for 
which the House recede, relates to the addi- || the purchase of seeds for the Agricultural 


. . . | . ~~ | 
tional compensation alleged to be in the form || Department. It was left at $50,000—the 
of earnings to the Register of the Treasury. |! mean between the numbers of $40,000 and 
Ihe House receded from their clause and that || $60,000. 


‘The clerical force that was required in the 
money-order office of the Post Othce Depart- 
| ment was reduced somewhat, so that the total 
| 


Mr. POMEROY. How is it fixed now? 
Mr. COLE. I will come to that presently. 
The next amendment, the thirty-fourth, | 
authorized the Secretary of the I'reasury to || place of $9,880 as was claimed to be neces- 
employ not exceeding three persons to assist sary by persons who had looked into the mat- 
the regular officers in collecting taxes and } ter. I believe the Committee on Post Offices 
| 
| 


yrovision is stricken out of the bill. 
} 
! 


sum for the additional service was $7,840 in 





dues which are withheld from the Treasury. || and Post Roads indorsed the larger amount; 

The thirty-fiftth amendment authorized the | 
amount of $50,000 for the purchase of sta- 
tionery for the Treasury Department. 

‘The thirty-sixth amendment allows $25,000 
instead of $50,000 for furniture in the ‘Treasury 
Department, the presumption being that that 
Department in these last years has been pretty 
well furnished, so that they can get along next 
year with half the sum that was found in the In reference to the force in the War Depart- 
original bill. || ment for the examination of the rebel archives, 

lhe next relates to the subject of fuel for || which has heretofore been paid out of the con- 
the same Department, which, of course, is || tingentfund forthat Department, it wasthought 
allowed in accordance with the estimates. || best io adopt the recommendation made by the 

The next four or five amendments merely || House, which was based upon a document fur- 
detail the force in the independent Treasury || nished by the Secretary of War, Executive Doc- 
at Boston, New York, Philadelphia, and St, || ument No. 161, which sets forth in detail more 
Louis, prescribing the amount of compensation || fully than I could at this time the reasons why 
that is to be afforded to each of the persons || that force cannot be made specific and be de- 
employed in these several establishments, and || tailed under the several heads that are found 
is merely giving in detail the items of appro- || inthe bill. [I have not the form of the amend- 
priation, without increasing the amount in || ment before me; but if any one desires it, it 
either case. || can be read from the biil at the desk. 


| but on consideration it was thought the amount 
first named would be sufficient to meet the 
emergency, and provide for the requisite force 
in that othice. 

The next relates to some improvements and 
supplies for the Post Office Department, which 
are small items and not worth noticing in 
| detail. 





supreme court of this District occupy precisely 
the same position as the United States district 
judges in the several States. We struck out 
all those in the several States and included 
those in this District, for the sufficient reason 
that they had more business probably than 
any other judges in the whoie country. 

Mr. CONKLING. I suppose the Senator 
from Vermont will have no objection to an- 
swering my question ; perhaps he has answered 
it; but 1 should like to know whether I am 
right in supposing that neither House having 
put anything in the bill touching the supreme 
court judges of the District of Columbia, the 
| conference committee have reported in the bill 

provisions touching those judges. AmI right 
| so far? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Well, it isa 
question whether they were included or not. 
It is a little doubtful. It seemed to be the 
opinion of some of the conferees that they 
were included, and of others that they were 
not, and of all that they ought to be included. 

Mr. CONKLING. May [| inquire of the 
Senator, for information, under what phrase- 
| ology was it the opinion of some of the con- 
| ference committee that they were included ? 
By the description of ‘* district judges ?’’ 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Yes, sir. 

Mr.CONKLING. Then I amend my state 
ment and understanding in this way: the Sen- 
' ate having raised the salary of district judges 

the country over, the conference committee, 
either because that language did not mean 
district judges, but did mean the supreme 





court jadges of the District of Columbia, or 
fo prune her reason, have putin the bill an 
e} ou f slury fo he judges of the 
preme court of the D rict of Columbia; 
md, a i offeet to that they have left out 
everything touching the pay ot district judge 
Lhemeseive Ihe Senator does not respond 
to that I appropriate response for me is 
an expression of my gratitude to the commit- 
tee for leaving out the salaries of the district 
judge That, | think, was a wise and humane 
act on the part of the conlerence committee. 
Whether the confers committee, under 
anny ja de which has been given to the pow- 
ers of such committees, have a right to invent 
themselve A provision not contained in any 


whole cloth 
the Houses did not 
did not 
Ook no action what 


) make out of the 


which 


way io the bill, t 
& provis.on as to 
differ, a 


as to which the Hlou es I 


o which the House agree, 


ever, 18 a ques tion. regard ‘ ot thi bill, Oo 
nportance, I think: and I must say 
that | do not believe the conference committee 
whatever to do that. | do 


had any authority 


not believe they had any more right, however 
meritorious the pro nm may be, to import 
into the bill a new and original provision 
touching a subject not referred to by any pro 
vision of the bill or any amendment of the 
bill, than they would have had to put in the 


touching the Ku Klux law or 
any other thing fore and | think it is 
of some tmportance that either here or pretty 
to detine 


Olil a provi On 
ign Lo it; 
the limits of 


soon we should begin 


the powers of conference committees. It is a 
blind and objectionable way of legislating at 
best, for the reason, among others, that it 
brin ithe House to vote tor or against the 
whole bill. And uow, if, in addition to the 
very broad discretion necessarily committed 


to a conference committee, it isto be assumed 
that they may go at large in their own discre- 
field of legislative topics 
any new topic that they please, 


tion over the whole 


and introduce 


I submit to the honorable Senator from Ver- 
mont that we are entering upou a dangerous 
departure in a held already pretty precarious. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN,. I should like to 


introduced, Lo which 
] have been out of the 


know what the measur 
the Senator relers, is. 
Chamber. 

Mr. CONKLING. I am referring to this: 
a committee of conterence has reported the 


bill; 


the Senate 


legis ative and executive appropriation 
that bill left the House and lett 
aud went to a conference committee contain- 


1: , 
ing no provision touching the 


supreme court of the District of Columbia; it 
did contain provisions touching the salaries 
of other judges. lhe conference committee 


bill all 
district judges and 
either of the two Houses 
bad included or referred to in the bill, and in 


has eliminated from the 


touching the salaries of 


provisions 


of such judges as 
lieu of the provisions thas disre garded and 
introduced, 
of its own accord, provisions raising the pay 


ricken out, the committee has 
of the judges of the supreme court of ihe Dis 
trict of Columbia; and at the when 
tlie Senator put his question | was comment- 
Ing upon the ’ of econter 
enuee committees und rtaking not only to deal 
with everything in the bill, not only to change, 
as conference ec have sometimes 
lone heretofure, matters upon which the two 
Hlouses had agreed, as well as to compose 
disagreements, but going beyond that and 
inventing themselves fresh and original pro 
visions touching topics not referred to. in 
any way by either House. 

Mr. EDMUNDs. 1 ean call the attention 
of my friend to a much broader operation of 
that kind than the one to which he refers. 
] he one to which he refers arose on an amend- 
ment of the Senate, and it might 
possibly that in readjusting 


moment 


safety or the danger 


pmmittees 


be argued 
, that amendment 
other things might be included ; I do not say 
it could truly. But when we turn to the 
forty-second printed page of the bill in the 


salaries of the | 
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‘last print of the House of Representatives we 


find that the amendment of the Senate pro- 
posed there was to make the expenses of the 
cash system, maps, diagrams, &c., of the Gen- 
eral Land Office $20,000 instead of $30,000. 
The House had allowed $380,000 for a variety 
of expenses of that kind, and advertising, 
telegraphing, &c. Now the conference com- 
mittee provided that instead of being 
$20,000 it shall be $92,000, or something like 
that, and that forty clerks of class one, | 
believe—no matter what the class is—shall be 
appointed in that Department, additional 
clerks, having no reference to any partof the 
which we made the amendment for 
reducing the expense of advertising, &c. We 
proposed to change the word ‘‘thirty’’ to 
‘‘twenty’’ in the sum to be allowed for these 
little expenses, and upon that the committee 
put on a clause providing for forty new clerks 
in the Land Office. 

Mr. SAWYER. If my friend will allow me, 
the House in their consideration of this bill 
subsequent to its passage by the Senate, I un- 
derstand, adopted that amendment of forty 
clerks, and it was done by the action of the 
House as 


has 


item to 


an amendment to one of our amend- 
ments, so that it was not new matter in any 
sense. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us see 

Mr. CONKLING. While the Senator is 
looking that matter up, I beg to make this ob- 
servation: I do not think the Senator from 
Vermont cites so strong a case as the other, 
even as he puts it, and for the reason that the 
matter interposed in the bill was considered in 
the Senate. It was adversely considered, to 
the Senate voted it down; but the 
consideration of the subject had taken place, 
and thus it entered into the process and pro- 
ceeding which resulted in the bill. Now, if 
a committee of conference taking up a topic 
like that deal with it, | humbly conceive they 
have not strayed so far from the ordinary track 
of conference committees as they do when they 
take up something which has never been con- 
sidered at all. It seems to me that that pre- 
sents even a broader case than the one cited by 
the Senator from Vermont, even if he be right 
in his recollection of the facts; but if the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina is right, that the 
Llouse adopted that amendment, then certainly 
it must be conceded that it was within the ad- 
mitted jurisdiction of the conference com- 
mittee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It makes it worse. as I 
will show you in a minute, if my friend is right 
about the facts. 

Mr. CONKLING. That may be for some 
reason that does not occur to me. It seems to 
me at first sight, the House having insisted 
upon this, the Senate having voted it down, it 
might be deemed one of the things considered 
not only by one House, but by both Houses, 
and one of the things upon which the two 
Houses disagreed ; whereas the other matter 
to which | have called attention is one to which 
not the slightest reference was made in either 
House, and | repeat that if a conference com- 
mittee is to be indulged in that, then I know 
not any limit to the provisions which may be 
introduced by a conference committee in a bill, 
however proper or simple the bill may be when 
committed to them. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. This con- 
ference report may be all put in a nutshell. 
The conferees on the part of the Senate were 
desirous to carry out the wishes of the Senate. 
We had made very large appropriations for 
additional salaries to which the House seemed 
to be inexorably opposed. The Senate had 
provided an increase of the salaries of all the 
district judges throughout the whole coun- 
try. It was by a mere inadvertence that the 
supreme court of this district was not in- 
cluded. Everybody will concede that if these 
other judges’ salaries snould be raised, these 
were of paramount importance on account of 


be sure; 


ij the work that they do, for there are not half |; 
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of the judges of the district courts of the 
United States that begin to do the amount of 
work that the supreme court judges of this 
District perform. 

Now, the subject being that of the increase 
of the salaries of judges, and these judges per. 
form the same kind of labor, only more of jr, 
the committee on the part of the Senate thought 
it was just and proper, if almost the entire 
amendment of the Senate was to be stricken 
out, that some little part of it should be saved, 
and it was with that view that these were 
included. 

In relation to the other amendment about 
which fault is found by my colleague, I think 
it will be ascertained that it is not any increase 
of the present force, that it is merely provid- 
ing for what now exists undera different form, 
It is entirely immaterial to me what the Sen- 
ate does with it, for the principle upon which 
the conferees on the part of the Senate went 
was that of general economy, and they have 
made the bill, so far as they were able, to con- 
form with the judgment of the Senate. 

I will only add in a single word that my 
impression is that it is not the points here that 
are brought before the Senate which are really 
aimed at in the attempt to overturn the report 
of the committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think my colleague 
saying that, ought to state whathe means. If 
he means that Senators are not in earnest who 
have spoken on this subject, he ought to say 
what he thinks they do mean. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. There are a 
great many other things embraced in the re- 
port, and I did not mean anything more than 
to say that I thought there were some other 
portions of the report to which gentlemen 
were hostile rather than the points selecied. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. All I wish to say as to 
this forty clerks business is this: I find it to 
be as the Senator from South Carolina stated 
it in substance, that we had proposed to reduce 
the $30,000 appropriated for cash system, 
maps, diagrams &ec., to $20,000, making the 
total appropriated for the General Land Ufiice 
$244,560, and sent the biil back with that 
amendment, changing the word ‘ thirty’’ to 
‘*twenty.’’ The House of Representatives say, 
that being our sixty-sixth amendment, that 
they wish to amend that by inserting, after the 
word ‘‘ dollars,’’ in the clause to which | have 
just referred, in line ten hundred and thirty, 
not after the words *‘twenty thousand,’’ but 
in the text— 

To bring up arrearages of work in the Land 
Office by the employment of forty clerks of class 
one, for one year only, $48,000. 

There was a provision which was not con- 
tained in the House bill when it was sent to 
us Originally. Jt was proposed here as an 
amendment; but the House of Representa- 
tives had nothing to do with that. It could 
not affect their action either way that a motion 
had been made here to put in a provision 
similar tothat, and that the Senate had decided 
not to do it. Instead of that we decided to 
reduce the $30,000 to $20,000. It was not 
proposed to put it in in that place either; but 
we decided to reduce this miscellaneous ex- 
pense by $10,000 with a view to economy—io 
have them a little more strict in their expend- 
itures. The bill goes back to the House of 
Representatives. They turn around and say 
we disagree to that ‘‘twenty,’’ and propose to 


/amend by adding in another place, after tie 


word ‘‘dollars,’’ an entirely new and fresh 
proposition in the text of the bill that they 
had not submitted to us before, and which had 
nothing whatever to do with the amendment 
we had proposed, which was the reduction of 
a sum of money appropriated to altogether 
different purposes entirely. They proposed 
to change the text of the bill which they had 
sent to us, and which in that respect we had 
sent back to them, exactly as they bad passed 
it, by sending us a fresh proposition. 

I undertake to maintain, without the fear of 
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contradiction, that that was a thing which the 
House of Representatives had no right what- 
ever to do. And as that body is standing 
jatterly, I understand, somewhat largely upon 
its privileges—L believe 1 do not violate any 
parliamentary law in going thus far—it would 
perhaps not be amiss for the Senate, if it has 
any privileges left, to stand up for them a 
little. Therefore the House of Representatives 
having sent an amendment of that kind to us 
went entirely beyond their“jurisdiction. I do 
not say—because | intend always in these dis- 
cussions to be perfectly candid—but that our 
having agreed to the conference which they | 
asked upon the whole bill, and without indi- 
eating What they had done at all (and we ought 
never to agree to another conference in that 
way) may be a waiver of our right to refuse to 
entertain that subject at all. Possibly so; but 
I wish to call the attention of the Senate to 
this to show that legislation ought not to be 
allowed to go on in this way. 

The House of Representatives send us a bill 
which, in a certain respect, we pass just as 
they have sent it. We wish to amend it in 
some other respect. They take up that other 
respect which. has nothing to do with the sub- 
ject they wish to add, and send us back a bill 
which, on a point like this or any other point 
they might choose on the same principle to 
put in, isa total departure from the provisions 
that the original bill contains. It is contrary 
to the parliamentary principle; it is contrary 
to all wholesome legislation. So much for that. 

Mr. COLE. On that point, if my friend will 
allow me, I wish to say, not in vindication of 
the House, but in explanation of this matter, 
that the amendment they made is really con- 
nected with ours, and the reduction of the 
amount from $30,000 to $20,000 related to 
the same subject. So that 1 think the objec- 
tion on that point is a little fine and rather 
technical. I think the amendment here relates 
directly to the subject. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator will do 
himself the trouble to read the paragraph, he 
will find that he is altogether mistaken. It 
has not from beginning to end the slightest 
reference to the force in that department, or 
to the appointment or employment of any- 
body. ‘The provision for the Land Office 
clerks is in an entirely different part of the 
bill and is not in that paragraph at all. We 
agreed to that just as the House of Represent- 
atives had passed it. Now, when we under- 
take to reduce the little miscellaneous ex- 
penses for maps, if you please, or furniture in 
the office from thirty to twenty thousand dol- 
lars, they make that the occasion of import- 
ing a fresh provision increasing the force. 
They might create, upon the same principle, 
an entirely new department if we undertook 
to diminish the contingent expenses in some 
office. It is totally indefensible, [ take leave 
to say again, upon every principle of parlia- 
mentary propriety and upon every principle 
which governs the privileges of the two 
Houses, as I understand it. 

There are one or two other things in this 
report which are somewhat extraordinary, it 
must be said. Here is one to which [ wish to 
call the attention of the Senate. It is a small 


matter, to be sure; it does not take a great || 


deal of money out of the Treasury; but for the 
first time I believe in the history of this Gov- 
ernment the House of Representatives have 
put into this bill and sent overto us a provision 
for the appointment of a messenger to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and the pay- 
ment of $1,314 to him, and a messenger to 
the Committee of Ways and Meaus, and to pay | 
him $1,314, taking out of the organization of 
the House the regular appointment of messen- 
gers, and setting up for these two particular 
committees over there, just like the clerk of a 
committee, a special man who shall be ap- 
pointed by that committee, who shall not be 
responsible to the Sergeant-at-Arms of the | 
House, but shall be the executive officer, so to | 


| business. 


|| without the slightest necessity. 


speak, the sheriff, or whatever you may call 
him, of the particular committee; a thing never 
heard of or proposed before that I know of. 

The Committee on Appropriations of the 
Senate rejected the two items, and I think I 
am not saying too much when I say without 
any difference of opinion about it, as a thing 
totally unwarranted, although it did relate to 
the method of the House carrying on its own 
But as it changed the law entirely, 

and upset the organization of their methods 
of carrying on affairs, we felt entirely justified 
in striking itout; and afterward it was struck 
out in the Senate without any opposition or 
question from anybody, and sent back to the 
House, and they insist. Now the conference 
comes. What does the conference committee 
do? It does the simple little thing of having 
the Senate recede from its disagreement to 
| these two provisions of the House bill, and 
agree to the same with another provision, over 
in the Senate part of the bill, that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of the Senate shall 
have exactly such a fellow for them. So that 
the gain for the publie interest that the Senate 
has made in rejecting this innovation, injurious 
to the public interest and disturbing in every 
way, has been that another man is saddled 
upon us of that kind! 

Mr. HOWE. Allow me to ask the Senator 
a question? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. HOWK. Is he not willing that the 
House may ride, if the Senate may ride, too? 
{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am not willing that 
| the House of Representatives shall ride the 

public, even if we can have the same privilege. 
{ am opposed to either House having this priv- 
ilege, and I beg leave to say for one, as one 
member of the Committee on Appropriations, 
that the necessity of a messenger specially 
appropriated to us is entirely a delusion. We, 
like every other committee of this body, when 
we meet, or when we need anything to be 
done that a messenger is to do, have a whole 
corps of messengers here, under the direction 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms, at our command. 

We may have half a dozen, if we need them, 
| on a given occasion; we always have one 
on the proper occasion when we need him. 
Therefore, there is no more ground for setting 
up a special messenger to be appointed by 
the Committee on Appropriations in this body, 
| than there is for the Committee on the Judi- 

ciary, the Committee on Rules, or any other 
of the twenty or thirty or forty committees we 
have. And you create feeling among the em- 
| ployés of a body like this, if they find that one 
| man has an aristocratic position of that kind, 
| that he can stand around all the day except 
just when we are sitting, that the Sergeant-at- 
| Arms cannot ask him to wait on anything or 
anybody else; he is not subject to his orders 
in any way. It produces a just feeling of 
inequality and unfairness among those that 
we employ, and it is a tax upon the Treasury 
If the whole 
body of messengers of the Senate are not suf- 
ficient to transact the public business, then let 
is according to the ordinary way provide for 
another one who may be subject to the orders 
of the Sergeant: at-Arms, and let him be made 
to earn the money that we pay. 

But, as I said, of course in dollars and cents 
for this particular moment it is but a small 
matter to spend a great deal of time about ; 
but it is a thing which involves a principle to 
which I confess | am entirely unwilling to 
assent. 

Then, Mr. President, here is another pro- 
vision which is a little odd which relates to 
the House of Representatives. Ido not re- 
member precisely where it is in the bill, but I 
can explain it. The House passed a clause 
| providing for a clerk to the Speaker at $5 76 
| a day, as I have the print of it. AsI havethe 
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ments, it appears that we made no question 
upon that and let it go tothe House, but at the 
end of the clause after the words ‘‘ Sergeant- 
at-Arms, $4,320,"’ our eighth amendment was: 

Provided, That hereafter he [the Sergeant-at- 
Arms] shall receive directly or indirectly no fees or 
other compensation or emolument whatever for 
performing the duties of the office, or in connection 
therewith, otherwise than as aforesaid. 


The committee of conference hanging on to 
that amendment as the jurisdiction for it, tak- 
ing its limitation of the power of the Sergeant: 
at-Arms as jurisdiction, provide for changing 
the language in the text of the House bill— 
‘*clerk to Speaker at $5 76 per day’’—so that 
it will read, ‘* Clerk at the Speaker's table, at 
35 76 per day ; private secretary to the Speaker, 
$2,102 per annum,”’ 

So that the gain we have made in that part 
of the bill by putting a limitation on the fees 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms has been that the text 
of the bill in another place is amended by add- 
ing to the force of the House of Representa- 
tives a private secretary for the Speaker, which 
the bill does not appear to have contained 
before. ‘That was entirely outside of the juris- 


| diction of the conference committee, clearly. 


| a private secretary or not. 


Of course it is a small matter. If the House 
of Representatives wished to give the Speaker 
a private secretary they probably had only to 
say so in a regular bill; but that would not 
authorize the committee of conference to be 
sticking in a private secretary for everybody 
that wanted one, whether it was necessary or 


| not, unless it was a subject committed to their 


consideration ; and the excuse for it, as I see 
from the print, unless there be a mistake, 
which I have not discovered, is that we under- 
took to provide the usual limitation upon the 
fees of the Sergeant-at Arms. That was the 
jurisdiction for the conference committee pro- 
viding a private secretary for the Speaker. 

Mr. SAWYER. Will the Senator allow me 
a moment? In the deficiency bill the private 
secretary of the Speaker is provided for by 
law. ‘That was the reason he was put in this 
bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is no reason at all 
on the subject | am talking about. I am not 
discussing the question whether the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives ought to have 
[ am discussing 
the right of a conference committee to import 
into the text of a bill (where no provision or 
alteration is made and which we passed just 
as the House passed it for a clerk to the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives) a 
fresh and additional provision that he shall 
have a private secretary too. 

Mr. SAWYER. My impresston is that the 
House put that in when they acted on our 
amendments. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Suppose they did. I am 
taking the print as they printed it. If they 
did they stand on the same category as to the 
fortyclerks. They have undertaken to amend 
the bill in respect in which we did not touch it 
at all; we had agreed to it; and that being 
agreed to, neither House had the slightest 
right to alter it any more than they had after 
it was sent to the President of the United 
States—much less, indeed. I hope the Sen- 
ator does not understand me as making war 
upon my good friend, Speaker BLaine, having 
a private secretary if he wants one. That is 
a question which | leave to the judgment of 
the House of Representatives. | am on the 
propriety and regularity of doing business in 
this way. And the fact that there is a pro- 
vision in the deficiency bill, which has not yet 
passed, that may give the Speaker a privite 
secretary, it seems to me is rather a remote 
argument for upholding a proposition of this 
kind, 

Now, I will go over to the subject of salaries. 
We had provided upon principles of equality 
and justice, and in every case | believe by a 
very large vote of the Senate, for increasing 


| print of the bill made by the House of Rep- || the salaries of perhaps two dozen of the lead- 
| resentatives after we passed it with amend- |} ing bureau ofhcers, including the Assistant 
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Secretaries of the several Executive Depart- 
ghest next tothe Secretaries, and 
required to be 


much as the 


ments, the B 

whose salaries increased prob- 

alary of any person in 

that the Sec ond Comptroller, 
Auditors, the 

of Customs, the Supervising arc hitect, the As 


ably as 
the Government 
the Keyister, the Commissioner 
sistant Postm isters General, the superintend- 
ent of the money order business, the Commis 


sioner ot th ; (reneral Land Othee, the Com- 
Commissioner of 
Educa- 
Agriculture, 


should have 


missioner of Pensions, the 
Affairs, the 


tion, and the Commissioner ot 


Indian Commissioner of 


and the Solicitor of the Treasury, 


$4,000 salary We put them all on the same 
footung Phe Senate being of that opinion, the 
couterence committee, in order bo Compose the 


h the House of 
selected only three 


difference wi iKiepresentatives, 


has, it seems, gentiemen 


Ssistant Secre 


among allthese, none of them 
taries; but they have taken the Second Comp- 


troller, the Register, and the « 


tect of the 


ipervising archi 
raised their 
salaries from $5,500 to 34,000, a mere noth- 


lreasury, and have 


nothing which 
but they have 


ing so far as the increase goes, 
is of any great benefit 
picked vut these 


the proper 


to them; 
three persons and said that 
principle ot compromise on the 
question of increasing salaries, which no man 
would dispute is proper if 


Increase 


this is the time to 


salaries at all, is to produce harmony 
between the two Houses by 


al favorites, giv 


selecting three 
speci ing them the money, and 
denying it to all the others. I Say that 18 
wrong, and [ think it is wrong I shall vote 
to disagree with this report. 

Mr. TRUMBULL I am very glad that 
attention has been called to the report of this 
and | do hope that 
suflicient attention to it to 


to see the abuses that are 


committee of conterence, 
the Senate will pay 
see what it 1S, al nd 


like ly to 


mittees of conte 


grow out of adopting reports of com- 
without examination. 
The theory of a committee of conference, if 
I understand it, is this: they are to consider 
questions upon w hich the two Houses have 
no jurisdiction of 
except upon the question of 
disagreement between the two Houses. The 


rence 


disagreed, and they have 


anything else 


committee is appointed to consider and con- 
fer in regard to those questions about which 
in order, if possible, to 
bring s about an agreement. 

Now, sit 
The questi yn is not whether the amendments 
proposed by this committee of conference are 
right or wrong; but the whether 
the committee of conference had any jurisdic 
tion it has done; whether either 
the House of Representatives or the Senate 
has ever passed upon questions that are now 
submitted to us for the first time and not 
capable of amendment. When a committee 
of conference present their report, the only 
question submitted to the Senate is, will the 
Senate agree to the report, No one can move 
to amend that report or change it in any 
respect, and the Senate is brought to a direct 
vote upon to the report and every- 


Now l 


the Houses disagree, 


what have we presente ed to us? 


question IS, 


to do what 


agreeing 
thing contained in it, or rejecting it. 
suppose this report fifty 
I have not them, but 

y-three amendments, I think, 
made by the Senate. 

Phe VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Illinois will please suspend. The morning 
hour has expired, and ‘the deficiency appro 
priation bill is before the Senate, the pending 
question being on the motion of the 
from Delaware, | Mr. Bayarp, } to lay upon the 
table the amendment in regard to the Court 
of Claims offered by the Senator from Ver- 
mont, [Mr. Morriut.] The Chair also de- 
sires to state that this day at one o'clock was 
set apart for the consideration of the bill 
reported by the joint Committee on 
Alleged Southern States. 


contains, perhaps, 


propositions. counted 


there were ninet 


Senator 


Seiect 


Outrages in the 


The antagonism the Senate will take notice 


of. lhe deticiency bill is before the Senate. 


| is called up 


| gO Over. 


| on the conference report. 


Mr. COLE. I hope the Senate may con- 
sent to go on, by unanimous consent, with this 
conference report 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
tion to passing the unfinished business 
informally until some Senator demands the reg- 
ular order, so as to conclude action, if possible, 


> 


Is there objec- 


over 


Mr. SCOTT. My only desire is that the 
bill alluded to by the Chair should not lose its 
pl sce. I have no objection to its being passed 
over informally, subject to be called up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not yet 
before the Senate. The antagonism will come 
up when the conference report is disposed of. 

Mr. SCOTT. The bill now before the Senate 
is one that may consume the rest of the day, 
and I only wish that that bill shall not lose its 
piace. 

The VICE 


p uce now, 


PRESIDENT. It has lost its 
because the deficiency bill is up i 

antagonism to it, 
Sut if it is laid over to allow the conference 
report to be acted on, when the deficiency bill 
the Chair will again state the 


antagonism to the Senate, so that they may 


lay the deficiency bill on the table and go on | 


with the Senator’s bill, 

Mr. SCOTT. 
during the day of having that bill taken up. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to make a simple 
suggestion. I think the conference committee 
must 
tion, to concede that in one particular at least 
they have gone beyond the powers of a confer- 
ence committee. I was about to suggest to 
my honorable friend from California whether 
he had not better let the conference report 
The conferees not having been dis- 
charged, and neither House having acted on 
the conference report, they probably may on 
further conference avoid the difficulty that has 
arisen in regard to some of the items in this 
conference report. 

lhe VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen 
ator suggest a recommitment of the report? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest that it be done 
by consent in order to expedite business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
Illinois is entitled to the floor on the 
ence report. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
up time. 

‘be VICE PRESIDENT. 
business is informally passed over, and the 
Senator from IIlinois will continue. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [I shall oceupy but a 
moment. Perhaps the course suggested by 
the Senator from Ohio may be the best one; 
but it is a very important matter, I think, that 
it should be 
committees that they 


if they desire. 


I do not desire to take 


y are not to introduce new 
matter into a conterence report ; matter that 
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Mr. TRUMBULL. I did not say any such 
thing. I said it was a matter they had juris 
diction of. 

Mr. COLE. 
ator. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I was saying that | 
hoped when this report came up to be consid- 


I did not understand the Sen. 


ered again the committee of conference would 


being the unfinished business. | 


{ shall claim the privilege | 


be satisfied, on reflection and considera- | 


confer- | 


The unfinished | 


understood by all conference | 


| the two Houses have not had a chance to | 


| them; 


disagree about at all. 


| shall not go over the cases that have been 


pointed out by the Senator from New York | 


and the Senator from Vermont, because the 
attention of the Senate is already called to 
but there is one thing to which I think 


| the attention of the Senate has not been called, 
of which the conference committee ought to | 


| have 


| the distriet courts at $5,000. 


jurisdiction, which I hope they will 
change when they come to reconsider this 
report; and it is in regard to the salaries of 
judges. It will be remembered that the Senate 
fixed the 
of Claims at $5,000, and also the judges of 
of conference have changed the salaries of 
the judges of the Court of Claims in this way : 
they have put the salary of the chief justice 
of the Court of Claims at $5,000, and struck 
down the salaries of the other judges of the 
Court of Claims to $4,500. Now, as the law 
stands at present—— 


Mr. COLE, 


salaries of the judges of the Court | 


The committee | 


| managers on each of those committees that 








| supreme courts of the several States; 


| the case in 
| aware of any such. distinction in 


| court. 
|| is necessary to make a distinction, I hope it 


change this feature of the report. ‘The sal 
aries of the judges of the Court of Claims are 
$4,000, and have been from the beginning, as 
now, fixed by law. I wishthe Senator trom 
California would bear in mind that there is no 
distinction, and never has been, between the 
chief justice of the Court of Claims and the 
other judges of that court in point of salary, 
They are all alike at $4,000. Now, why, for 
the purpose of adding dignity to the chief 
justice, the conference committee should 
retain the amendment put on by the Senate at 
35,000 for him, and strike the others down to 
$4,500, [do not know. If it was necessary 
to throw a little additional dignity upon the 
chief justice by giving him a little more than 
the others, [ think we had better have put his 
salary at $4,500; but I know no reason why 
that additional $500 was necessary. There 
has never been such a distinction hitherto in 
reference to that court. 

Mr. COLE. Not in reference to that court ; 
but the chairman of the Committee on the 
Judiciary knows that there is such a provis- 
ion in reference to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, and in reterence also to the 
and it 
18 a very Common thing to make a distinction, 


|| not on the ground of dignity, but on the ground 


of responsibility. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary can give the reasons 
better than | can. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator from 
California knows of any additional responsi- 
bility he knows more than Ido. If he knows 
also of a distinction in the salaries of the 
judges in the courts between the Chief Justice 
and his associate justices in the respective 
States, he knows more than I do. It may be 
some of the States; | am not 
my State ; 
but there has never been such a distinction 
in the Court of Claims, and | hope the Sen- 
ator from California will insist on putting 
them all at $5,000, and that it shall not be 
made a reason for putting the others at 
$4,500 in order to give the Chief Justice a 
little additional dignity by way of having him 
receive more than the other judges of that 
They all ought to have $5,000. If it 


will be made by adding $500 to the Chief 
Justice above $5,000. “L was very sorry to 
see these salaries stricken down in that way; 
and as I infer from the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from Ohio that this report will be recom- 
mitted, [ hope that that matter will be taken 
into consideration, and | will not take further 
time if that is the understanding of the Sen- 
ate. But if there is to be a contest about it L 
have some other things to say. 

Mr. SAWYER. [think it is evident this 
report will not receive the indorsal of the 
Senate without a great deal of discussion. [| 
move, therefore, that the report be recommitted 


|| to the committee of conference. 


Mr. THURMAN. LIonly want to make one 
remark. [concur entirely in the view which 
has been expressed that a conference comuitt- 
tee transcends its power when it introduces a 
new subject into a bill. I am not going to dis- 
cuss that subject. I only want to state this 
fact: 1 happened to be on two conference 
committees, each of which did that very thing, 
against what | thought was right and against 
my protest; but it was said by the House 


| it was the settled practice in the House to 


ence committee to compromise that difference? || 


Does my honorable friend say || do that thing, and that the House would not 
that it was not within the province of a confer- | give it up. 


Now, whether they will or not I do 


not know. If we can get them to give it up 
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and come back to the right practice, of a con- 
f committee only deciding upon the dis- 
eing votes of the two House s, it will be 
4 consummation devoutly to be wished.” 

Vir. CONKLING. May I ask the Senator 

wyestion? Did he say it was insisted on the 

urt of the House that the conferees had a 
rot not only to consider matters on which 

vo Houses might haye disagreed, but to 
inti id ice new and original matter ? 

Mr. THURMAN. I did not speak of what 
the House had done, but the House managers 
on those two committees of which I spoke 
asserted thi it it had been again and again ruled 


ference 


by the House that it was proper to put in new 
matter, an d ‘the -y cited a great: many instances. 
| think, however, they nearly all occurred 
here during the war, and when there was an 


exigency for putting thingsthrough in a hurry. 

| know in those cases they put in entirely || 
new matter. Take the case of the govern- 
meut of this District, the conference com- 
mittee reported almost entirely a new bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. Did it not all relate to 
matter which had been considered by the two 
Houses? 

Mr. THURMAN. No, I think it went far 
beyond that. It was, in fact, a new measure. 
Jt passed both Houses in that way by agreeing 
to the conference committee re port. 

SUMBULL. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask a question? Was ee not a total 
disagreement as to the whole bill between the 
two Houses ? 

Mr. THURMAN. I think not. Iknowthat 
| objected to it, and-I did not agree to the 
report in either case, for I thought it was all 
| thought we had nothing to do but to 
report ‘on the disagreeing votes; but I was 
overruled, and both those bills passed both 
branches. I shall be very glad to do anything 
to bring the House to the right position. 

Mr. POMEROY. I think there is some 
importance attached to this matter as a pre- 
cedent, and it is only as a precedent perhaps. 


wrong. 


i do not think committees of conference have || 


any right to put in matters that were not dis- 
agreed to either by one House or the other ; 
hut the Senator from Vermont has spoken of 
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one item in this report to which | wish to eall | 


the attention of the Senate. 
additional clerks forthe Land Office authorized 
by this report of the committee of conference, 
but that is an item which 
House bill, and a committee of conference, if 
the Senate does not waive its right, has juris- 
diction over everything that was disagreed to 
between the two Houses. When a bill origin- 
ates in the House of Representatives and 
comes here, and we amend it and send it back 
to the House, and they put in new 
we have the right to decline aconference until 
we have examined their new matter, but if we 
accede to the conference we waive that right, 
and then it is a disagreeing vote between the 
two Houses, and a subject of conference. 

Mr. CONKLING. What is? 

Mr. POMEROY. I will state the case. A | 
bill originates in the House of Representatives, 


He spoke of the | 


was put into the || 


matter, || 


} 


comes here, and is amended, it goes to the | 


House, and they put new matter into it, 


as in this case; we have a right to dissent | 


from their request for a conference until we 
examine the new items; but if we waive that 
right and agree to the conference, all the dis- 


agreeing yotes are a subject- matter of confer- || 


ence. The House did in this instance put some | 


new matter into the text of the bill after it had | 
been sent to them and after we had amended 
it. Our proper course would have been to 


have declined the conference and refused to | 


consider their new matter, but as we did 


not decline the conference but acceded to m1 
then the disagreeing votes between the two | 


Houses, all of them, were the proper subject 
of conference. That, however, does not au- 
thorize a committee to put in new matter. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator allow 


42p Cone. 2p Sess.—No. 171. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
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me to inquire of him if the attention of the 
Senate was called at all to new provisions put 
into the bill? Did we agree toa conference 
in reference to a matter that we had never 
heard of ? 

Mr. POMEROY. We did. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not know who had 
charge of this bill, but | am very sure that the 
person having it in charge if it had been my- 
self would have considered it a duty to bring 
to the notice of the Senate the fact that new 
matter was put into the bill of which the Sen- 
We should have been 
informed of it. 

Mr. CONKLING. I want to understand 
the Senator from Kansas there. I made yo 
point such as he is now discussing of the House 
having put in new matter and a conference 
| having been ordered. I ask the Senator does 
he mean by his remark to assert or imply that 
one House having proposed a bill, and the 
other House haying agreed to the text precisely 
as it stood, so that the text is complete be- 
tween that two Houses, then the conference 
committee may change that ? 

Mr. POMEROY. No, | did not say any 
such thing. 

Mr. CONKLING. Dore he mean to say 
that that having occurred, and the bill going 
back to the House in ee h it originated, that 
House may change items upon which the two 
Houses have avreed, and that when they do so, 
and we not knowing yr it grant a conterence 
committee, that, too, is within the 
the committee? 

Mr. POMEROY. It is our business to 
know when the bill comes back to us that they 
have put in newmatterand sentit here. Itisa 
bill then before the Senate. We may proceed 
with the new matter that they have put before 
us and we may ask a conference. 

Mr. CONKLING. Undaubtedly. 

Mr. POMEROY. If we ask-a conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, 
then we have aright to proceed with the new 
matter that they have put in and put it all in 
the hands of a committee of conference 

Mr. CONKLING. lLlagree with my ‘friend 
entirely as he now states it, where the House 
adds new matter and we grant a conference, 
that new matter’ upon which only one House 
| has acted - as been held repeate dly to be em- 


scope ot 


| The bill came back with that message; the 


new amendments made by the House of Rep- 
resentatiyes were nat read, and the conference 
asked for by the House was agreed to by the 
Senate, and the conference committee was 
raised. 

Mr. HAMLIN, I desire to detain the Senate 
buta single moment. Ido not prapose to go into 
a discussion of this matter, but | wish to state 
what igs my recollection of the practice of the 
Senate. First, let me say | can have no earthly 
doubt that it igs not competent for a committee 
of conference to introduce one sin 
of matter inte their report. Th: 
been concurrently agreed to 
ceriainly cannot be 


vle new word 
it which has 
hy both branches 
changed by a committe: 
of conference. The decisions of this body on 
that point are as plenty as autumnal leaves. 
Qne would Suppose, then, that ought to he sat 

isfactory. But when | come to the other side 
of the question, your conference 
have time 


commitiees 
and time again incorporated new 


| matter into their reports; we have had full 


| eo, *e : 
| and it is nothing r else. 


| 





| 
| 
| 


| 


knowledge of it; we have passed them and the 
new matter has become a law. The precedent, 
therefore, af the Senate is Just whatthe will of 
the Senate is upon the given subject before it, 
It is this to-day, and 
it will be that to. morrow. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. IL hope not. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Well, sir, it ig so, and I 
now call to mind—I will not name it, but | can 
show it to Senators if they want to find 
where there was an opposition gotten up to 
the report of a committee of conference be 
cause they had incorporated new matter in if, 
and it was recommiited, and the leading Sen 
ators who made objection to the bill because 
new matter was 1c rporated in it were put 
upan the committee of conference, and they 
reparted it back with the precise amendment 
init, and it was as gree sd to by the Senate. That 


| case has exiated since | have been here. 


So this matter of precedent can be quoted 
both ways In numerous cases, but the law is as 
| have stated it, in my judgment; andthe law 
has a reason for it: when we have agreed toa 
long bill concurrently with the House and there 
are sundry amendments on which we have dis- 
agreed and it goes toacommittee af conference, 


|| the question upon the report of that committee 


braced within the powers of the conference | 


committee; but when the House adds new 


matter by way of changing what both Houses | 


have agreed to and completed, then I submit 
to the Senator it gives rise to a very different 
question. 

Mr. POMEROY. When the House of Rep- 
resentatives have changed what both Houses 
have agreed to, it is simply new matter. It 
may be of more or less importance. In this 
instance it amounts to the importance of 
in some instances it might be very 
| litthe; but in regard to the principle of the thing 


| it is no matter whe ther much or little. The 


House did add to the text of the bill as thi sy 
| originally passed it and as the Senate agreed to 
it. When it came here from the House, I say 
we had a right to consider that new matter, 
or we had a right to waive it and put it into 
the hands of the conference commitiee. We 
chose to put it into the hands of a conference 
committee, and therefore it was all a subject 
of conference; but the canference committee 
have no power over new matter not embraced 
in the disagreeing votes of either House. 
That is a clear law established by all parlia- 
mentary usage. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESI DEN l. Before the Sen- 
ator from Maine proceeds, the Chair will state 


how this cikienagiiine to be agreed to. Lhe || into by the Sen 


House of Repr« neptnstvea 23s acted on the amend- 
ments of the Senate, agreeing to some and dis- 
agreeing to others and concurring in others 
with amendments, and hia they concluded, | 


asked a conference onthe disagreeing votes. ! 


5 


|| try, and they put me in that condition. 


is taken in the whole. Now, if they incorpo 

rate new matter in the bill, they may compel 
ine to vote foran amendment of new matter to 
which lam opposed,or to vote agyinst ahundred 
other propositions in the main bill that I know 
ought to be passed for the welfare of the coun 

here- 
fore no new matter ought, in my judgment, ever 


| ta be incorporated ina conference committee’ s 
| report; 


and yet it is done, 
over again. 

Mr. COLE. My friend, the Senater from 
Illinois, complains that the Senate was not 
satisiied of the amendments that were jucor 
porated in this bill by the House after it was 
returned there, and just prior to their asking 
lor a committee ) 


I repeat, over and 


of conference. [| have t 
state, in reply to that, that the bill was as 
much open to inspection of the Senator from 
Illinois and any other Senator as it was to any 
member of the Committee on Apprapriat ons. 

| It remained on the Secretary's desk all the 

while and was not referred; and | will add 
| that jtisa very unysual thing to re ferahilltoa 

committee after a confere nee has been asked. 
| know af no such case in my experience here, 
although such cases may have happened. The 
modification of the amendments of the Senate 
made by the House were not examined into 
particularly, perhaps, by any member of the 

Senate. 1 infer that they were not looked 

ator from Lilinois. I did not 

notice them particularly. Of course we all 


look at the Globe, and some of us see what 
has taken piace in the House in reference to 
any bill that may be under consideration there. 


So far, 





see cates 


I was acquainted with what was in the 
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rm of new matter by 


it aconference committee be 
’ blame 
m from the Senator on that ground. 
NOW | President, all the complaint that 
een made of the report 
mittee on this bill, 


indation to rest upon. 


ia fi accept any charge oft 


of the conference 
it seems to me, 18 very 
There 
have been the incorporation of some little 
irpose of getting tke bill 
which was necessary, and 
stated by 
im Maine who just 
| state for the benefit 
is forward 
that it was at 
this bill was 
remember it is 


new matter lor the p 


sLomary 48 Wa 

heey je Senator tr 
of my iri i irom New Y ork, who 
rep rt, 
ortion ol 


Vill 


the ca tha me propo ion not fully con 
dered by either House are recognized in the 
conteren report 
I am precluded, of course, from stating what 
Look place e conference committee or in 
iny other ¢ i tes that 1 8 ipposed to be 
priva itter; but | will state this, that the 
nost exertion that it was possible to com- 
mand was had to follow out the wishes of the 
‘ y those with whom the bill was in 
l t¢ that ¢ Terence We have not been 
bie to pI se everybody It impossible to 
harm the conflic ting views of Senators 
ipon any bill almost, and most of all upona 
bill of this importance. Here is the subject 
of civil service reform. The House modified 


the proposition of the Senate by reducing the 
trom $50,000 to $10,000, and 


Inpronmise 


appropriation 
the co hit upon by the conference 
was the sum of $25,000 to carry 
reform. It was the best 
he same effort has been 
every proposition; and 
though there is some complaint about the mat 
yet it was impossible for the 
branch of the conference committee to 


cotmnmittee 
out the civil ervice 
that could be done. 


made in reference to 


ter Ol sularies, 
senate 


iain more or a closer compliance with the 


wishes of the Senate in regard to that subject. 

Mr. HOWK. Will my friend allow me | 
to inquire whether he means to oppose this 
motion to recommit or not? 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
Senator w*'l not oppose it. 

Mr. COLE. I will say this, that economy 
of time in the Senate is becoming of the utmost 
and if it 


I hope the 


importance ; will facilitate business, 
as | infer it will by the expression of Senators 
about me to oppose that disposition of 
the bill, | will not do it. I will acquiesce in 
it for the purpose of saving time. We have 
another bill of greater importance before us 
which is the regular order, and which may be 
culled up any time by any Senator who chooses 
to do so. 

Mr. MORTON. If there is to be any further 
debate, I shall call for the regular order. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I wish to make one 
suggestion before this matter is recommitted 
to the conference committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Indiana demand the regular order? 

Mr. MORTON. 1 will hear the Senator 
from Wisconsin. 


Mr. CARPENTER. In the first place, the 
question of raising salaries of district judges 


has been twice passed upon by a very large 


vote in the Senate. 
Mr. COLE. Not in that form, raising them 
uniformly to $5,000 all over the United States. 


Mr. CARPENTER. 


I think it has passed 
twice to my cert 


ain knowledge. That is my 


recollection. But it has so happened in each 
case that the committee of conference on the 
part of the Senate have been personally op- 


pose | to th it increase of 


salary. I have no 
> made as good a struggle 
as they possibly could, with their conscientious 
to maintain adecision of 
the Senate which they regarded as erroneous ; 


doubt this committe 


convictions about it, 


returned tothe Senate 


but it seems to me if we could have one or 
two men on that conference at some time who 
of that amendment, we might 
stand perhaps a better chance of having it 
finally passed. 


are in favor 


I desire to make one other suggestion to 
my friend. 
trade is necessary in order to harmonize the 
action of the two Houses in regard to this 
bill, I suggest to him that he should use that 
$25,000 that is to go for civil service reform 
and trade on that. [Laughter.] I will con- 
sent to let that be disposed of in almost any 


If in these various changes any 


way, or applied to almost any subject, even to 
the judges of the District of Columbia. I sug- 
gest to the Senator that with that $25,000 he 
inight be able to make a very good bargain in 
regard to some other good provisions of the 
bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the report will be recommitted to 
the committee of conference and a message 
transmitted to the House of Representatives 
asking their concurrence in that action. 

Mr. POMEROY. I understand that it is 
limited to the new matter. If it is not, | 
Shall Oppose it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
tion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not a free 
conference if itis limited. Of course, if the 
report is recommitted, the question comes up 
before both Houses on agreeing to it when it 
is again reported back. A message will be 
sent to the House of Representatives request- 
ing concurrence in this action. 


I object to any limita- 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. MORTON. | ask for the regular order. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular 
order is demanded, which is the deficiency 
bill, the pending question being on the motion 


| of the Senator from Delaware, { Mr. Bayarp, | 


to lay the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. Morriti] on the table; but 
to-day was assigned for the consideration of 


| the bill reported by the joint select Committee 


| on the table. 


on Alleged Outrages in the Southern States, 
which, however, is overridden under the rule 
by the unfinished business, unless that be laid 
The Senator from Pennsylvania 
having charge of that bill has risen. 


Mr. CONKLING. I ask the Senator to 


| allow me to make a report. 


Mr. SCOTT. I was about to suggest, as 
several Senators were not present in time for 
the morning business, that they be allowed to 
submit it now. Iam myself in that situation. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the Chair will receive morning busi- 
ness. 


ADDITIONAL PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SUMNER. I desire to present, as the 
Senate will see, numerous petitions. They 
are from various parts of the United States, 
being collected through the office of the Boston 
Banner of Light. They protest against any 
so-called religious amendment to the Constitu- 
tion. The signatures in the aggregate number 
thirteen thousand one hundred and ninety-one. 
Considering the number of the petitioners and 
the brevity of the petition, I will read it. It 


| is as follows: 


To the honorable the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives in Congress assembled : 

We, the undersigned, citizens of the United States, 
resnectfully and earnestly ask your honorable bodies 
to ,.ceserve inviolate the great guarantees of reli- 
gious liberty now contained in the Constitution of 
the United States, and to dismiss all petitions ask- 


| ing you to adopt measures for amending said Con- 


| 


stitution by incorporating in it a recognition of 
“God as the source of all authority and power in 
civil government,’’ and of *‘the Lord Jesus Christ 
as the ruler among the nations, and His revealed 
will as of supreme authority.’’ We protest against 
such proposed amendments as an attempt to revyo- 
lutionize the Government of the United States, and 
to overthrow the great principles of complete reli- 
gious liberty and the complete separation of Church 
and State, on which it was established by its original 
founders, 
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As these petitions concern an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States, | 
move their reference to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOTT presented the petition of Laza. 
rus L. Reamey, praying for the passage of q 
law authorizing his restoration to the Navy as 
a midshipman in that class of which he was 
member at the time of his resignation; which 
was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Pennsylvania, late soldiers of the Army of the 
United States, praying for the equalization of 
bounties and the granting of bounty land; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mil 
itary Affairs. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a report of the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture, communicating, in compliance with a 
resolution of the Senate of April 8, 1872, a 
statement of the statistics of wools and wool- 
ens, showing the importation and domestic 
production thereof; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be 
printed. 

ADDITIONAL REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CONKLING, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 1390) for the relief of the sureties 
of the late Jesse J. Simpkins, deceased, re- 
ported it with amendments, 

Mr. CRAGIN, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 2048) for the relief of Robert A. 
Mayo, of Richmond, Virginia, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. WRIGHT. The Committee on Claims 
have had before them what was styled the 
petition of Joseph G. Petrie, for compensation 
for services rendered to emigrants in Sacra- 
mento valley, California, in 1849 and 1850. We 
find upon an examination of the papers that 
there is no such memorial here, or anything 
beyond a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Illinois upon the subject. We report it back 
and ask to be discharged from its further con- 
sidertion. 

Che report was agreed to. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 1944) for the relief of Edward F. Gates, 
postmaster at Thomaston, Connecticut, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon ; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
dissent, the bill will be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I ask that it be 
placed on the Calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
placed on the Calender with the adverse report 
of the committee. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
355) referring the claim of Isaac W. Ingersoll, 
and Joseph Granger for damages under a con- 
tract for building a marine hospital at Detroit, 
Michigan, to the Court of Claims, reported ad- 
versely and moved its indefinite postponement. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
dissent, the bill wil! be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I know nothing 

f the bill, but my colleague is not in his seat, 
and I suggest that it be placed on the Calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The indefinite 
postponement can be reconsidered to-morrow 
or the next day if the Senator is not satisfied 
with the adverse report on an examination 
of it. 


Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, Can it not be 


| placed on the Calendar now? 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Of course; 


| that has been the usage when any Senator 


i} desired it, 
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Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. 
in the Calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
placed on the vale nd: ar. } 
Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the petition of 
William Alcorn, praying compensation for 
iamages to property in Jefferson City, Mis- 
souri, during the late war, asked to be dis- 
o rge from its further consideration; which 

is agre ed to. 

"Be ‘also, from the same committee, to — 
was referred the memorial of L. C. P. Cow- 
per, of Virginia, praying compensation forthe 
destruction of his library by the troops of the 
United States, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration ; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Barnard Hess, 
praying to be reimbursed for certain moneys 
expe »nded in the line of his duties as an officer 
of the internal revenue department, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration ; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 166) for the re- 
lief of David Braden, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon ; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Mrs. Annie Dorsey 
keeves, of New Castle, Delaware, praying com- 


Then let it go 
up 


The bill will be 


pensation for the use and occupation of her | 


house and property in Charleston, South Caro- 
lina, by the United States forces under the 
direction of the Freedmen’s Bureau, asked to 
ye discharged from its further consideration ; 
which was agreed to. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom | 


was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2027) for the 
relief of William Howard, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. AMES, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 1778) for the relief of Andrew J. Jemison, 
reported it adversely, and asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration ; which 
was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
vas referred the pe ‘tition of S. S. Barnes, ask- 
ing the payment of $550, the value of the sub- 
sistence supplies used by the Army in the Ter- 


its further consideration ; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same ee to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 996) to repeal so 
much of section six of an act making appro- 


priations for the support of the Army for the | 


year ending June 30, 1870, and for other pur- 
poses, approved March 3, 1869, as prohibits 
promotions in the staff departments of the 
Army, reported it with aun amendment. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 627) to place colored persons who enlisted 
in the Army on the same footing as other sol- 
diers as to bounty and pensions, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the petition of Caleb H. 
Blood, praying to be reimbursed for certain 
expenses incurred while United States consul 
at Monterey, Mexico, and expenses incurred 
in forwarding troops to the Army of the Uni- 
ted States and assistance to escaped prisoners 
of war and paroled prisouersof war, submitted 
an adverse report thereon, and asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration. 

The report was ordered to be printed, and 
the committee was discharged. 

Mr. SCOTT. I am instructed by the select 
Committee on Alleged Outrages in Southeri 
States to report back the memorial of Edward 
A. Pollard on the condition of affairs in the 
southern States, and to state that congressional 
action is inexpedient and unnecessary, and ask 
to be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the subject. 

The report was agreed to. 
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Mr. SCOTT. I am also instructed by the 
same committee to report back the resolution 
of the Legislature of South Carolina against 
the removal of military forces now in that 
State, with the statement that further action 


| by Congress is now unnecessary, and asking 


to be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the subject. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. WEST, from the Committee on Mili 
tary Affairs, to yey was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 475) for the relief of Selah V. 
Reeve, late. quartermaster sergeant of the 
fourth Michigan infantry volunteers, reported 
it without amendment. | 

MRS. FRANCES A. M KINNEY. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [ask permission to sub- 
mit a report from a committee of conference 
which I believe contains no new matter, and 
will take but a minute. 

The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 


| votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the 


Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 1866) for the relief of 
Mrs. Frances A. McKinney, having met, after full 
and free conference haye agreed to recommend, and 
do recommend, to their respective Houses, that the 
Senate recede from their amendment to the bill. 
MAN TRUMBULL, 
JOUN SCOTT, 
T. W. OSBORN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
CHARLES A. para 
BENJAMIN F. BUTLER, 
JOHN A. P ETERS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. COLE. I do not understand the tenor 
of that amendmentatall. We are left entirely 
in the dark about it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I willinform the Senator 
that a bill passed the House for the relief of 
Mrs. McKinney, allowing her one year’s salary 
of her deceased husband, who was United 
States district judge in Florida, and died of 
yellow fever. The Senate amended the bill 
by providing that the whole amount of the 


S 
I 


| allowance should be for only one year includ- 


| ing what had already been paid. 


| conference on the subject. 
| committee concluded, if we were 


lhe House 
disagreed to that amendment, and we hada 
On the whole, the 
to pay any- 
thing, we might as well let the whole year’s 
salary go. It is aquestion between $1,200 and 


| $3,500. 
ritory of Colorado, asked to be discharged from |, 


The report was concurred in. 
ST. JOSEPH BRIDGE COMPANY. 
Mr. RAMSEY. The Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, to whom was referred 


| the bill (S. No. 1014) to authorize the St. 


Joseph Bridge- Building Company to mortgage 
its bridge, with the appurtenances and the 
franchises relating thereto, have instructed me 
to report it back with an amendment, and to 
ask forits immediate consideration. The Sen- 
ator from Missouri [ Mr. Buatr] will state how 
important immediate action is to the company. 
The bill is merely a verbal amendment to a 
bill passed a short time since. 

Mr. BLAIR. This bill simply provides that 
this company may have the right to mortgage 
their bridge according to the laws of the State 
of Missouri. ‘They have already expended 
$500,000 upon the bridge, but tind themselves 
unable to obtain the money to tinish it without 
having this power. 


Mr. RAMSEY. 


We passed a bill on this 


| subject about a month ago, and this is simply 


a verbal amendment to the former bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. 

The Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads report the bill with an amendment, to 
strike out ail after the enacting clause, and to 
insert in lieu thereof the following : 

That the first section of the act entitled “* An act 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri river, at or near St. Joseph, Missouri,” 
approved March 5, 1872, be, and the same is hereby, 
ainended so as to read as follows: ae 

Be it enacted, d&c., That itshall be lawful for the 


| St. Joseph Bridge-Building Company, a corpora- 


NAL GLOBE. 


| 


| 
} 
| 
| 


tion organized for that purpose under the general cor- 
poration laws of the State of Missouri, or its assigns, 
to construct a bridge across the Missouri river at or 
near St. Joseph, Missouri, and to lay on and over 
said bridge railway tracks for the more perfect con- 
nection of any and all railways that are now, or which 
may hereafter be construc ted to the Missouri river 
at or near St. Jose ‘ph, or to the river on the opposite 
side of the same, near St. Joseph; and build, ereet, 

and lay on and over said brit ize ways for wagons, 
vehicles of all kinds, and for the transit of animals, 
and to provide ways for foot passengers, and to keep 
up, Maintain, and operate said bridge for the pur- 
poses aforesaid; and that when said bridge is con- 
structed, all trains of all railroads terminating at 
said river, and on the opposite side thereof, at or 
near St. Joseph, Missouri, shall be allowed to cross 
said bridge for reasonable compensation, to be made 
to the owners of the same, under the limitations and 
conditions hereafter named. The owners of said 
bridge may also charge and receive reasonable com 

pensation or tolls for the transit over the said bridge 
of all wagons, carriages, vehicles, animals, and foot 
passengers. 

Sec. 2. That the fifth section of the act of which 
this is amendatory be, and the same is hereby, 
amennes, so as to read as follows : 

Sec. 5. That the St. Joseph Bridge-Building Com- 
pany, afte r the passage of this act, shall not have 
the right to assign the charter which said ¢ ompany 
now holds by assignment from the St. Joseph and 
Denver City Railroad Company, and which was 
granted to said last-named company by virtue of 
an act of Congress approved July 14, 1870, to any 
other company, person, or persons; nor shall said 
bridge-building company be permitted, under the 
said ch: ae so Obtained as aforesaid from the St. 
Joueph and Denver City Railroad Company, to con 


|| struct any other bridge than the one now being con- 


| 
i} 

| 
1] 
1} 


| 


| 
1} 
| 
' 


| a word. 
| merely a verbal amendment of a bill passed 


| raising money upon mortgage. 


| is simply a 


structed at St. Joseph, Missouri: Provided, however, 
That nothing in this section contained shall prevent 
the said bridge-building company from mortgaging 
said charter and franchises held by it by assignment 
from the said railroad company, with the bridge con- 
structed or to be constructed thereunder, in the 
manner and for the purposes in and for which the 
said bridge-building company is or may be author 

ized by or under the laws of the State of Missouri 


| to mortgage its property. 


Mr, MORTON. That seems to be a some 
what curious amendment. I think the bill 


| had better go over. 


Mr. CONKLING. And be printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be printed 
aud placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I desire permission to say 
As I have already stated, this bill is 


last month. It is somewhat long, but there is 
nothing particular in it. The two sections of 


| the bill we passed last month are reproduced 


in full in thisamendment. In the first section 
of the bill the simple words ‘‘ or its assigns’’ 
are iuserted, and the fifth section of the act 
to be amended is reproduced again with a pro- 
viso providing that nothing in this act shall 
prohibit the bridge-building company from 
It does not 
say they shall make a mortgage, but being in 
some difficulty at the present time in raising 


| money and completing the bridge, this pro 


viso says they shall not be prohibited from 
raising money in that way. I repeat, the bill 
reénactment of the former bill 


| with some slight verbal amendments. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Indiana desired, however, to look into it 
further. 

Mr. MORTON. 

The VICE 


I withdraw the objection. 
PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 


| ator from New York object? 


Mr. CONKLING. I do not like to object ; 
but I suggest to the Senate that we ought to 


| know in voting for this how much of the 


| 


statute as it stands we are merely repeating 

and to what extent we are interposing mod- 
ifications. The amendment very likely is in 
the most convenient form, but it reproduces 
and renews and changes aitogether the former 


|law. It is a matter which I know nothing 


| 
| 


about. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will state to the Senator 
from New York that the only change is that 
indicated by the Senator from Minnesota. 
The proviso enables the bridge company to 
mortgage the bridge for the purpose of its 
completion. ‘There is no other change. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then, if I understand 


| my friend from Missouri, it merely recites 
| the old act, making the addition of which he 
speaks? 


oe 


ene wins 
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nsidered by unanimous 


AMENDMENT TO TEA AND COFFEE BILL 


Mr. SPRAGUE amendment 
d to be pr pose 1 by him to the bill . 
174) repealing the duty upon t 


was ordered to be printe a. 


submitted an 
intenG 
h \ ea and 


coffee ; which 
LAK ST, CROIX 
Mr. HOWE 


» De 


BRIDGE, 


I'he business of the 


morning 


ransierre hour be 


hour seems t 
tween one and two o'clock instead of between 
to the Senator 
Dill 
a bridge already 
Croix river, and it is 
that it 
before navigation Opeys on that river. 
Mr. SCOYT. 


I asked general consent that the morn 


twelve and one, and | appeal 
from Pe nnsylvan a on behalf of Senate 


No i71 It is LO 


constructed overthe St 


le Zalize 


very important, if it is to pass. pass 


So far as the Senator appeals 


Ing DUSINESS I 


be finished, and as far as [ am 

Se neerned, ( f course, | have no oby Cc 10 c 

Mr. COLE. 
}. 


ot the kine 


hen let this be the last appeal 
] desire to give notice that J must 
object hereafter. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee otf the Whole, proceeded to con 
bill (S. No. 671) to anthorize the 
West Wisconsin Railway Company to keep up 


sider the 


and maintain a bridge for railway purposes 
across Lake St. Croix at the city of Hudson, 
1 the State of Wisconsin. 

Phe bill 


Post 


was reported by the Committee on 
Offices and Post Roads, with amend 
lhe first amendment was to insert, after the 
word ‘‘ rafts,’’ in the twelfth line of 
» words ‘‘that the draw to said bridge 
shall be opened promptly, upon reasonable 
lor the passage Of boats. 
lhe amendment was agreed to. 


rhe 


one, twenty 


section 


next amendment was in lines twenty- 
two, and 
strike 


States 


twenty-three of section 
one, to 
Un ted 


d strict of 


out the words ‘+ judge of the 


district court for the western 


Wisconsin’’ and insert the words 
** Secretary ot War;’’ so that the clause will 
read: 


And all railroad companies desiring to use said 
bridge shall have and be entitled to use and run their 
t over the same, as now built and track laid over 


it and its approaches, under and upon such terms, 


rental, or remuneration, first to be fixed by the 
Secretary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out at 
the end of the first section the following 
CiaUuse - 

But Congress reserves the right to direct the ne- 


cessary modifications and alterations of said bridge, 
ild it at any time substantially and materially 
or unnecessarily obstruct the navigation of said 
sireauin. 
And insert as additional sections the fol- 
low 7 


That the structure herein authorized shall 
be built under and subject to such regulations for 
security of the navigation of said river and lakeas 
the Secretary of War shall prescribe, and the said 


structure shall be at all times so kept and managed 
as to offer re mable and proper means for the pas- 
sage ol vessels through and under said structure; 
and the said structure shall be changed at the cost 


and expense of the 


time, as ( 


owners thereof, from time to 


ongress nay direct, 80 as to preserve the 


free and convenient navigation of said river and 
lake; and the authority to erect and continue said 
bridge shall be subject to revocation by law when- 
ever the public good shall, in the judgment of 
Congress, 80 require. 

Sec. 3. That the right to alter or amend this act, 


so as to prevent or remove all material obstructions 


to the navigation of said river by the construction 
of bridges, is hereby expressly reseryed. 

(he amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CORBETPT. 


j : . 


by the War Department! 

Mr. HOWE. By the provision of the bill 
the bridge is to be maintained under the diree- 
tion of the War Department. 

Mr. CORBETT. The reason why I inquire 
is that we had a similar bill before the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and my impression ig 
that we reported adversely to the bill. I think 
it ought to be submitted to the Secretary of 


Is this bill recommended 


> 


| War before it js passed. 


A pril 24, 


Mr. RAMSEY. This bill was referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Past Ro ids 
matter of 


It has been a some controversy 


ies on the lake, Hudson jn- 


tween the cit 


consin and Stillwater in Minnesota, which js 
six or seven miles above, as to whethe; ie 
Spaces between the pie rs were large enough 


to accommodate the business on 
The Board of rade 


above, and of course most large ly concern: 


Lhe 


at Stillwater, the tow; 


i 
in seeing that all the proprietic S were observed 
in the building of this bridge, advised with me 
and gave me their opinion 
} 1 1 1 . . 
spaces should be and how the bridge should 
be constructed so as 
This bill is 
advice of the pt Op e at Stillwater. 


1 ; 
as ta what these 


to secure their trad 


accordance with the 
No other 
parties have taken any Interest in the quest ry! 


Mr. CASSERLY. I wish 


ator from Minnesota a 


framed in 


to ask the Sen 
question. I perceive 
that the usua! clause as to jurisdiction in the 
case of nuisances and obstructions is not in 
this bill. J ask the Senator from Minnesota 
what is the explanation of that omission? 
Mr. RAMSEY. I do know. I have 
the bill before me Possibly he 
Senator will find it, as he did the other day 
when he was 


not 
not now. 
another 
some other clause of the bill. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator is not qnite 
right in saying that I mistaken. I was 
mistaken only in part. and that the least ma- 
teria] part, the other day. But the bill is a 
short and if the Senator can point out 
where there is any clause of jurisdiction over 
nuisances and obstructions | should be g 
Lo see it. 

Mr. RAMSEY. It is barely possible that 
it may have been omitted by the clerk of the 
committee or by the Printer 

Mr. COLE. I call for the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The 
from California demands the regular order. 

Mr. CASSERLY. So far asl am concerned, 
if that provision can be inserted now I have 
no objection to the bill being passed. 

Mr. RAMSEY. The usual provision might 
be put in, that any question shall be subject to 
the jurisdiction of the district courts of the 
two States. 

Mr. HOWE. I will have the amendment 
prepared by to-morrow morning. 

Mr. COLE. 1 insist on the regular order. 

fhe VICK PRESIDENT. Then the bill 


will be returned to its place on the Calendar. 


mistaken in case, In 


Was 


one, 


lad 


Senator 


MESSAGE FROM 


A message from the House of Representa 
tives, by Mr. McePuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the followings bills; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the 
senate: 

A bill (WH. R. No. 1064) to amend an act 
granting a pension to William C. Pickens ; 

A bill (H. R. 1872) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to place the name of 
Mary A. Morris, widow of Major General 
William W. Morris, upon the pension-roll, at 
the rate of fifty dollars per month ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2394) increasing the pen- 
sion of Mrs. Jane W. McKee; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2396) granting a pension 
to Martha R. White; 

A bill (H. RK. No. 2397) granting 
to Margaret C. Gibson ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2398) granting 
to Martha G. Rudolph; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2399) granting 
to Ada H. McDonald ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2400) granting 
William B. Taylor ; 
A bill (MH. R. No. 2401) granting 
to Margaret Coldwell; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2402) granting 
to Martha A. Brooks; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2403) granting 
to George G. Gardner ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2404) granting 
to Elizabeth O' Neill ; 


PHE HOUSE. 


xy 
NO. 


a pension 
@ pension 
@ pension 


a pension 
i 


a pension 
a pension 
@ pension 


a pension 
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A bill (H. R. No. 2405) granting a pension 
JJ i a Whistler; 
A bill (A. R. No. 2406) granting a pension 
at garet Riley 
| (H. R. No. 2407) granting a pension 
to B aah ne : 
bill (H. R. No. 2408) granting a pension 


to Hannah EB. Guaries 


A bill (H. R. No. 2409) granting a pension 
» Mary A. Shoemaker ; 
bill (H. R. No. 2410) granting a pension 
tothe miner children of Benjamin Franklin 
Browne § 

A bill (H. R. No. 2411) granting a pension 
to A. Schuyler os : 

A bill (HL. R. No. 2412) granting a pension 
to Helen M. Smith ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2413) granting a pension 
{ (reorge W. Paris ; 

A bili (H. R. No. 2414) granting 
to Mrs. a. we ni: 

A bill (H. No. 2415) granting increase 

f pension to W iNiam LT. Simms ; 

A bill (H. &. No. 2416) granting a pension 

» Andrew Re oo) : 

A bill (H. R. No. 241i ) granting a pension 
to Senaeg C oope r; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2418) 
o Mrs. Nancy K. Pugh ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2419) 
to William Fresohne; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2420) granting a pension 

» Margaret A. Renshaw: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2421) granting a pension 
to Eleanor K. Fillis; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2422) granting a pension 
to Phebe Ann os 

A bill (H. BR. No. 2423) granting a pension 
to James Supp le: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2424) granting a pension 
to oe B. Lilly ; 

bill (H. R. No, 2425) granting a pension 
to Hugh Wallace; 

A bill (H. R. No, 2 
to Mary A. Diamond; 

A bill (Hl. R. No. 2427) granting a pension 
to Martha M. B. McCulloch ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2428) granting a pension 
to Samuel Shaffer, late a private in company 
I, seventy-eighth regiment of Pennsylvania 
infantry volunteers 

A bill (. R. No. 2429) granting a pension 
to Sarah P. Wing; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2530) granting a pension 
to Henry T. Schult; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2431) granting a pension 
to John Davis, corporal of the night watch on 
board the United States ship Octorara ; 

A bill (H. R. No 
to Daniel Beatty - 

A bill (Hl. R. No. 2483) granting a pension 
to ae oe ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2434) granting a pension 
to El liza We ibe: 

A bill (H. R. N 
o Ann C. “Ti 

A bill (H. R. No. 2436) 
to Mrs. Mollie L. Roberts; 

A bill (H. R. No 
to Martin Zeeb ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2488) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Mary Davis, of P hilade Iphia; 

A bill (H. No. 2489) granting a pension 
to Jane D. Mumford; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2440) mereasing the pen- 
sion of +. aT H. Miller; 

= bill (H. R. No. 2441) granting a pension 

» Annie ‘Begley v3 

“a bill (H. R. No. 2442) granting a pension 
to Charles B. Fairchild ; ‘ 

A bill (H. R. No. 2448) granting a pension 
to Wesley Hensley ; 

A bill (H. R. No, 2444) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Mz we S. Pair; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2445) granting a pension 
to Susan Schofiel + 

A bill (H. R. No. 2446) granting a pension 
to Benjamin Clark ; 


a pension 


granting a pension 


granting a pension 


126 


granting a pension 


. 2432) granting a pension 


. 2435) granting a pension 
granting a ‘pension 


. 2487) granting a pension 
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A bill (H. R. No. 2447) granting a pension 
to Sarah Keynolds ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2449) granting a pension 
to Mary H. Bartlett; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2450) granting a pension 
to lueretia B. Galloway; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2451) granting a pension 


| to John Oliver, Louisa Oliver, Robert Oliver, 
|} and Martha A. Oliver: 


A bill (H. R. No. 2452 
to Abigail Stukey; 


A bill (H. R. No. 2453 


granting a pension 


granting a pension 


to Rosa Wol “ ns 


A bill (HH. No. 2454) granting a pension 
5 


| to Hetty M. Kepne rs 


A bill (H. No. 2455) granting a pension 


| to Jerome 7" P ampell ; 


A bill (H. R. No. 2456) for the relief of 
Mary C. Griffin ; 
A bill (HL. R. No. 
to Sarah S. Cooper; 
A bill (fi. R. No. 2458) granting a pension 
to Margaret J. Boyd. Rachel D. Meclivaine, 
and William L. Mellvaine ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2459) restoring to the 
pension rolls the a of Margaret L. Bybe: 
A bill (H. R. No. 2460) granting a pension 
to John A. C a r, of indiana ; 
A bill (H. 4 No. 2461 
to Lorenzo D. Hogle: 
A bill (H. R. No. 2462) granting a pension 
to Dean A. Wills, of indiana ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2463) granting a peusion 
to Klien W. P. Carter ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2464) granting a pension 


to Evan Johnson; 


2457) granting a pension 


granting a pension 


A bill (H. R. No. 2465) granting a pension 

Hila A. Cooksy 

A bill (H. R. No. 2466) grantung a pension 
to Angelica Hammond ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2467) granting a pension 

) Aidy A. — 

A bill (H. 2468) granting a pension 
to Samuel 3 Davies 

A bill (H. R. No. 2469) granting a pension 
to Peter Brewer; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2470) granting a pension 
to Robert H. Brown, of Adair county, Mis 
souri; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2471) granting a pension 
to John Heddinger. 

The message also annownced that the House 
had passed the following bills 

A bill (S. No. 878) granting a pension t 
the minor children of Amanda M. Ritchey ; 

A bill (S. No. 879) granting 
Mary Armstrong ; and 

A hill (S. No. 894) granting a pension to 
the minor children of Frederick IF. Dayton, 
deceased. 


pension to 


The message further announced that the 
House had passed the bill (S. No. 347) 5 grant 
ing a pension to Sarah Mckinany, with amend- 
ments; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

‘The message likewise announced that the 
House had concurred in the resolution of the 
Senate to print extra copies of the ‘* oase’’ of 
the United States presented to the tribunal of 
arbitration at Geneva. 


HOUSE BILES REFERRED, 


The various pension bills received to-day 
| from the House of Representatives were read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Vi ‘hole 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. | 
"No. 1654) making appropriat ious to supply 

deficiencies in the appropriations for the ser- 

vice of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1872, and for former years, 
aud for other purposes, the pending question 
being on the motion of Mr. Bayarp to lay the 
amendment of Mr. Morris, of Vermont, on 
|| the table. 
|} Mr. SCOTT. As this day was specially 


GLOBE. 


assigned for the consideration of the bill re 
poried by the select Committee on the Condi- 
tion of the Insurrectionary States, I could not 
yield were it not that the statements already 
made by the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations have been such as to impress 
me with the importance of having this bill dis- 
posed of. I will not therefore for that reason 
antagonize that Dill against this, forthe reason 
that & m gut lead to debate; but | yive notice 
that as soon as the deficiency bill is disposed 
of | will call up that bill 

Mr. COLE. ILlam glad that the honorable 
Senator does not urge it now. 

The VICK PRESIDEN! 


nays have been ordered on the 


The yeas and 

motion to lay 
on the table the amendment of the Senator 
trom Vermont to the deficiency bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. The honorable Senator 
from Ohio {| Mr. THURMAN] was compelled to 
leave the Chamber, and lam paired with him. 
if he were presenthe would vote in the athrm 
ative, and | in the negative. 

Mr. EDMUNDS 1 am paired with my 
honorable friend. the Senator trom South Car 
olina, [Mr. Sawyer.] If he were present he 
would vote in the aflirmative, and 1 in the 
negative, 

Lhe yea and nay were tlaxen, 

Mr. PATTERSON, (when his name was 
called.) 4d am paired with the Senator from 
Delaware. [Mr. Sautspury.] If he were here 
he would vote **vea,”’ and | should vote 

‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. | 5 A W y EK it ( wl 
i desire to say that on this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Vermont, { Mr. 
Kpmunbs,| who would vote ‘*nay,’’ and J 
should vote ‘* yea.” 

Ihe cail of the roll havin 


en his name was ca!led. ) 


g been concluded, 
the result was announced—yeas 25, nays 2d ; 
as follows 


Y EAS—Messrs. Aleorn, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 


Cole, Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, llarlan, 
Hill, Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Ransom, Robert 
son, Spe SS Oink a evenso Stockton, ‘Lipton, 
Trumbull, Vi and West . 

NAYS Mes s. Ames, |] man, Chandler, Clay 
ton, Corbe Cragin, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Ferry of Michigan, Frelinghuysen, Hamlin, Howe, 
Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Mor 
ton, Osborn, Pratt, Ramsey, Scott, Sherman, Sum- 
ner, Wilson, Windom, and Wright—25 

A BSE NI Messrs. Anthony, Brownlow, Bucking 
ha in, Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, Conkling 
Davis of Pentaakre, Kdmunds, Flanagan, Gills 
Hitcheock, Lewis, Norwood, Nye, Patterson, P 
eroy, Pool, Rice, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Schurz, Stew- 
art, and Thurman—24 


The VICK PRESIDIENT. On the motion of 
the Senator from Delawure to lay On the table 
the pending amendment ot the Senator from 


Ve rmont in reg ird to the Court of Claims 


yeas are 25 and the nays are 2d. The Chan 
votes in the negative, and the menament is 
not laid on thetable. The question recurs on 
agreeing to it. 


Lhe ame ndment was read as foll IWS 





Sec.—. That the jurisdiction of the Court of 
Claims, under the act approved March 12, 1853, en- 
titled ** An act to provide for the collection of aban- 
doned property, d for the prevention of frauds mm 
inpsurrectionary districts within the United States 
and under any act amendatory thereof orin relation 
thereto, shall extend only to cases duly commenced 
in suid court within two years after the suppression 
of the rebellion, in which it shall be established as 
a fact, by pr of Batista tory to said court, that the 
owner olf Such property has never, lu tact, given any 
aid « yr comfort to said rebellion: and no judgment 
ot rid court, in any case, under said acts shall be 
paid, unless such finding shall be stated as a proven 
fact in the judgment o Lid court, nor without a 


special PI ropriation therefin thereafter to be mado 


by Congrs 

Mr. HILL I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. HILL. Before the vote is taken, I ask 
to submit a thought or two in connection with 
this subject. 

{ had never known that it was the purpose 


of the Government of the United States to 
seize the property of citizens of the s Lhern 
States, during the war, for the purpose of 
enriching the Treasury. The arimics in theis 














eprys) > 
2426 
march through Georgia left large sections, fer 
tile regio where a great quantity of cotton 1s 
nrod iced nto ched, leaving lo these plant 
ers in the mchest section large crops of cotton: 


ire quent ly hap 


nened that there were seizures of cotton after 
th ciose ¢ ictya I l ‘ Now. sir, it 
dor trike me as being very discriminating 
for the Government on account of these acci 
aenta and | ma 4V una thorized, seizures 
of cotton, and other property in many cases, to 
hold yw that il wi retain tne proceeds and 

f ie rand no chance for redress to 
the owner It lepended on the caprice of an 
officer; he ive been a lieutenant or some 
other iba who took it into his head, on 
aA mere rum , that poss bly certain property 
} red t mnnfederate States, to seize 
the prop | carry it to the nearest port, 
par larly was cotton, have it sh pped 
to Ne ! and there sold, if it ever chanced 
to reach ifs destination buULIN a great many 


instance almost all, a large percentage of 
tton was lost between the p 


arrived and jis destination, Ne 


port where it 
, ' 
v y ork. 
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I have referred. I should dislike exceedingly 
to see so harsh, so discriminating, s0 unjust a 


rule enacted here. Indeed, | have always been 
of opinion that great error was committed in 
any order of any military man, whether it ema- 
nated from the War Department or elsewhere, 
in the march of armies to destroy the cotton 
that lay intheir course, because cotton was not 
one of the articles that enabled their adver- 
saries to contend with them more effectually in 
war. I saw no good reason for it. The 
that I have instanced is one of hundreds where 
cotton was seized under a misapprehension of 
the facts, or under wrong information, and 
taken away from the owners. Why should this 
man be debarred from going into the Court of 
Claims? The reason these parties did not go 
into court was because they were compelled to 
it, and in the case 
I referred to, which is one of a great many 
imilar cases, the party knew he could not 
prove loyalty to the Government, as he had 
assisted the revolution. 

| once heard a very distinguished citizen of 
the United States, who had filled the office 
of Secretary of the Treasury very acceptably 


case 


loy: alty and Lo p) rove 


| to this Government, and at a very important 


| deserved better treatment at its hands. 


I h Py i K n i own State some 
of the hardsh ps of the ¢ nforcement of this 
if I can insta L Cast fan old man of 
enty, who bD ht during the years 1863 
i 164 co rom the planters of his own 
‘ y and paid then Y and put it in his 
warcho iving some three or tour hundred 
bale About the Ist of June, 1865, an offi 
cer with a maii body of men Came and eized 
this cotton and carrie Litto the city of Augusta 
n the SAaAVaAnHAN river Ihe re were three or 
four hundred bales taken in this arbitrary 
manner, and the pretext Was that the cotton 
belonged to the confederate States, whereas I 
know of my own knowledge of abundant and 
conciusive ¢ dence to show that the confed- 
erate States never owned one dollar’s worth 
of it It was the private property of this old 
pe nile man, bought with his own money ; 
bought from the producers of the cotton, and 
he an obscure man. If had been the pur 
pose of the Government to seize the cotton 
of rebel citizens, would they have allowed, 4s 
they did, the cotton of the more conspicuous 
authors of the rebellion in Georgia to have 
gone untouc hed They did do that. The 
leadir spirits of the rebellion in Georgia did 
not i e any cotton; but wherever a military 
force happened to be stationed within a few || 
miles, say fifty or one hundred, or somewhere | 
near a railway, and found a lot of cotton, in 


a majority Of cases they took posse ‘ssion of it 
and transported to the nearest shipping point, 
and from there it nutto New York. 

Chis invidious distinetion ; and to- 
day, if the object think 
it ought to be, to the asperities 
that war, they surely 
go badly to work to accomplish such a purpose 
by passing a law that wil ll close the doors of 
the Court of C 
old instanced, who 
pong property of citizens that was as much 


WAS st 
made ati 
of Congress be, as | 
break dow n 


were occasioned b y the 


tails 


as this man whom I have 


theirsas gold in their pockets, and which there 
Was no — justification, | insist, on the part 
of the oflicer taking, than there was of taking 


Wouid it not have been 
gone into this man’s 
silver and his gold and 
his precious things that were there? If it had 
been so, and those things had been transported 
and had been sold and the proceeds had gone 
l'reasury, would we pass anu act saying 


his househo d goods, 


they had 
and taken his 


monstrous if 


house 


to the 


to this man that he should not go into the 
Court of Claims and be heard there because 
two years had el ipsed since the war closed ? 


an act of confiscation that 
nure of the cotton of every man 


if there had been 


directed the sei 
in the southern States, I could see some regu- 


iarity and some equality in such a procedure, 
however harsh I might regard it. But that was 


not the case (hese are individual cases that 


depended very much on the casualties to which | 


| upon the hundred bales of cotton. 


crisis in its history, say it was a great mis 
take on the part of the Government to seize 


the cotton of the southern people at all after | 


the surrender of their armies. It ought to 
have been left to that people and to their tri- 
bunals to determine to whom the lots of cotton 
belonged, unless it was clearly shown they 
belonged to the confederate States. 

While speaking on this subject I will ad- 
vert to a little incident I am familiar with, 
to show harshly the Treasury of the 
United States has dealt with men that I think 
After 
the close of the war, a warehouseman in the 
city of Augusta having one hundred bales of 
confederate cotton in his possession came to 
me as his personal friend and revealed the 


how 


fact. The marks on the cotton did not show 
that it belonged to the confederate States, 


and he asked me as a friend of the Govern- 
ment to tell him what was his duty in regard 
to this cotton. I told him to go with me to 
the commanding officer of the Government 
at that place, and give him notice that he had 
this cotton, and had had it for two or three 
years in a close store, and to let it be sur- 
rendered. He did as | advised him, I telling 
him that he would have salvage and storage 
The cot- 
ton was given up, surrendered to the officer, 


| and sent to New York; but I regret tosay that, 
| according to the records of the Treasury, about 


| the proceeds covered into the Treasury, 


in the face of such citizens |} 


thirty three per cent. of it (which was a very 
moderate one at that time) was lost in its 
transmission, and some sixty bales sold and 


when an appeal was made, with my own testi- 
mony at the Treasury Department as to how 
this cotton came into the possession of the 
Government, and as to how faithfully, honestly, 
and justly this citizen had acted, they turned 
a deaf ear even to paying him the storage that 


| was due him, and he never received a solitary 


| cotton that ean be found, 
York, sellit all, but do not discriminate between | 


| casualties of war? 


cent, and the money lies there to-day. Is that 
the way to affect citizens kindly toward the 
Government, I would inguire? No, sir. Let 
us have no discrimination. If it was intended 
as a measure of confiscation, let the confisca 
tion be widespread and universal, seize all the 
take it all to New 


citizens merely because you happen to have 
military at one point and none at another. 

Sir, has anybody ever heard that Mr. 
Toombs, of my own State, who was a large cot- 
ton planter, lost one pound of cotton by the 
Never did I hear that Mr. 
Howell Cobb, another very large planter, lost 
a pound of cotton by the war. Would you go 
into the gin-houses of the poor, small planter, 


|a man that yielded to the storm that swept 
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over the country at that time, and seize his 
little pittance of cotton, drag it away from 
him, take it to your ports, ship it to the city 
of New York, sell it, and then shut the doors 
of your courts in this a le citizen’s face? 
Such is not the way, I undertake to say, 
to win back the disaffected citizens to fealty t 
this Government. Ido not wonder that they 
remain estranged and imbittered if procee 7 
ings of this sort are to be enacted toward 
them. This Government should not seek to 
make money by such a procedure. It is no 
more entitled, in my judgment, to the pro- 
ceeds of the cotton now lying in the Foenseny 
of the United States than to the proceeds, if 
we could follow it, of that which was never 
seized, but was sold by the owner himself, 
The fact of the seizure did not confer title. 
Active hostilities in most cases had ceased; 
and though an arbitrary decision has been 


) 


| arrived at as to when the war actually did 
| close, I have always been of opinion that it 


closed when General Lee surrendered his army 
in Virginia. It was generally taken all over 
the country as a signal for it; and if there 
were little armed bands of men after that they 
were merely dispersing to their homes, and 
not seeking to continue hostilities. 

Much of this cotton was taken immediately 
afterward, between April and the Ist of July, 
1865, the greater portion of it, and because 
citizens were not ri ish enough to rush into the 
Court of Claims alleging that they had been 
loyal to the Government of the United States, 
and try to suborn witnesses to prove the fact, 
but in candor admitted that they had not 
been, and that they could not make proof of 
what did not exist, shall we say to them to- 
day, ‘‘ Go away, because you did not indulge 
in this turpitude and degradation, we will no 
longer give you an opportunity to be heard in 


| the court.” 


and | 


[ hope sir, this amendment will not be 
enacted. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, the ob- 
ject of this amendment is, as | understand it, 

prevent the Court of Claims from taking 
jurisdiction of cases of disloyal persons who 
sue to recover the proceeds of their cotton 
that was seized under the authority of the 
Government of the United States. I believe 
that is its whole object. So far 1 am in favor 
of it. We have never thus far permitted per 
sons engaged in the rebellion against the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to bring suits in 
ourcourts to recover for their property that was 
taken during the war; and that is the law now, 
the positive statute, and it will not make it 
any more so to reénact it over. Let me read 
for the benefit of the Senate the statute as it 


now exists, and let us see what the purpose, 


then, of this amendment is: 


The twelfth section of the act passed in 1863 
provides as follows in reference.to the Court 
of Claims: 

‘That in order to authorize the said court to ren- 
rss rajud gment in favor of any claimant, if a citizen 
of the United States, it shall be set forth in the peti- 
tion that the claimant, and the original and every 
prior owner thereof where the claim has been 
assigned, has at all times borne true allegiance to 
the Government of the United States, and whether 
a citizen or not, that he has not in any way volun- 
tarily aided, abetted, or given encouragement to 
rebellion against the said Government, which alle- 
gations may be traversed by the Government, and 
if on the trialsuen issue shall be decided against 
the claimant, his petition shall be dismissed.”’ 

That is the law. It has been the law all 
along. If it appears that the petitioner has at 
any time voluntarily aided, abetted, or given 
encouragement to rebellion against the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, he has no stand 
ing in the Court of Claims. What more? I[n 
order to regulate the proof upon that subject, 
we enacted another section in 1868—1 recol- 
lect these statutes very well—and we provided 
this law; and I wish Senators to give their 
attention to these provisions of law already on 
the statute-book and see whether we can do 
much more by legislation than we have done. 


his 
‘Om 
city 
Ors 


ay, 
y to 
hey 
ed- 
ard 
to 
no 
ro- 
ury 
ik 
ver 
elf. 
tle, 
d; 
en 
did 
tat 
my 
ver 
ere 
ley 


nd 


| y, 


ise 


Section three of the act of 1868 reads as fol- ] There is one objection to this amendment of 


lows: 

“That whenever it shall be material in any suit 
orclaim before any court to ascertain whether any 
person did or did not give any aid or comfort to the 
jate rebellion, the claimant or party asserting the 
loyalty of any such person to the United States 


during such rebellion shall be required to prove | 
affirmatively that such person did, during said re- | 


bellion, consistently adhere to the United States, 
and did give no aid or comfort to persons engaged in 


said rebellion; and the voluntary residence of any 


such person in any place where, at any time during 
such residence, the rebel force or organization held 
sway, shall be prima facie evidence that such person 
did give aid and comfort to said rebellion and to 
the persons engaged therein.” 

Now, we have a statute enacted in 1863, 
amended in 1868, which declares that no dis- 
loyal person shall have any standing in the 
Court of Claims; that that court shall not 
take jurisdiction of a case unless the petition 
alleges—it must be set forth in the petition— 
that he is loyal. I will read that part of the 
act: E E 

“That any petition filed under this act shall be veri- 
fied by the affidavit of the claimant, his agent or at- 
torney, stating that no assignment or tran: fer of said 
claim, or any part thereof, or any interest therein, 
has been made, except as in said petition stated ; 
that said claimant is justly entitled to the amount 
therein claimed from the United States, after allow- 
ing all just credits and offsets; and that he believes 
the facts as stated in said petition are true.” 

Then comes this proviso: 

‘* Provided, however, That in order to authorize the 
said court to render a judgment in favor of any claim- 
ant if a citizen of the United States, it shall be set 
forth in the petition that the claimant, and the ori- 
ginal and every prior owner thereof, where the claim 
has been assigned, has at all times borne true alle- 
giance,”’ &e. 

That is if he is a citizen; and if he is nota 
citizen, he is to prove that he has not volun- 
tarily aided, abetted, or given encouragement 
to the rebellion. This must be set forth in 
the petition; issue may be taken upon it ; and 
when that issue is taken, if it appears that the 
claimant was in a district of country which 
was at any time under the control of the rebels, 
then that is prima facie evidence that he was 
disloyal. Thatis the law; and when it appears 
that he is disloyal, the law says his petition 
shall be dismissed. What more can we do? 

Mr. POMEROY. The point is as to a 
pardon. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the pardon takes it 
out, it is upon the principle that the Constitu- 
tion of the United States gives that effect to 
the pardon. 

Mr. POMEROY. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
that ? 

Mr. POMEROY. 
stitution. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Legislature cannot 
alter the Constitution. So far as the Legisla- 
ture can go we have said that this class of per 
sons shall have no standing in the Court of 
Claims; their petitions shall be dismissed. 
We have provided a rule of evidence, making 
it easy to determine the question, and putting 
the burden of proof on the claimant to show 
his loyalty. 

Now, if it be true that such an effect is given 
to the pardon as it is contended, and that we 
have no right to define the jurisdiction of the 
Court of Claims, we cannot alter it by legisla- 
tion ; but I am very free to say that I do not 
believe a pardon has any such effect. I think 
we havea right to organize the Court of Claims, 
and give it such jurisdiction as we think proper, 
aud having organized the Court of Claims, 
and having said that a certain class of persons 


That is the basis. 
Can legislation alter 


We eannot alter the Con- 


shall have no standing in that court, I think | 


we have done all we can do by legislation. We 
might provide that a man whose hair was white 
should not sue in the Court of Claims, and 


hair, that his petition should be dismissed. [1 
would be a very unreasonable and unwise thing 
to do; but I think the constitutional power of 


Congress to provide a Court of Claims that | 
should only have jurisdiction of cases brought 


by persons whose hair was of a particular color, 
cannot be questioned. 





the Senator from Vermont that I will now 
state. I think it only reénacts the law as it is, 
and I see no objection to reénacting it ; but—— 

Mr. CONKLING. Before the Senator leaves 
the point he has been commenting on, I should 
like to make a suggestion. I agree with him 
in the dissent he expresses as to the effect of 
apardon. I cannot, however, agree with the 
doubt he expresses as to the power to correct 
this in consequence by legislation, and I sug- 
gest to the Senator that if we provide, as this 


| amendment in the latter clause does, that 


although the Supreme Court may differ with 
us as to the effect of a pardon, although the 


| court may ignore altogether such provisions 


as the Senator has been reading, no judgment 
shall be paid and nothing shall be received bya 
claimant except upon the special permission 
and interposition of Congress, as was formerly 
required in the case of all judgments in the 
Court of Claims. When we enact that, for 
example, [ think we answer the Senator's 
question, What can we do to prevent it? We 
do that which practically keeps the money in 
the Treasury and prevents it going out, and 
after all, that is the thing for which we are 
laboring. I suggest to the Senator that that 
one provision inthis amendment does do some- 


| thing in spite of what any court may decide. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I was about to com 
ment, when I was interrupted upon this last 
clause, that no money shall be paid out of 
the Treasury except in pursuance of an appro- 
priation specifically made by Congress in each 
case. I believe that is the purport of it. If 


that provision is adopted, it takes away the | 


right of appeal. The Court of Claims, as 
originally organized, was a mere committee of 
Congress ; its reports were made to Congress, 
and then each case was investigated here and 
our Committee on Claims passed upon it, and 
if Congress appropriated the money, very well, 
the claim was paid ; and if it did not, the claim- 
ant got nothing. It was found that we had a 
a cumbersome and useless machinery ; that 
claimants were put to the trouble first of going 
to the court, having a judicial investigation, 
obtaining a judgment in their favor, and then 
the whole case was reinvestigated here bya com 
mittee of our own, and the claimant had all 
this trouble twice over. If he was going to 
prove his claim before a committee of Con- 
gress, it was unnecessary to go to the Court 
of Claims. 

Congress on consideration, about ten years 
ago, provided that the judgments of the Court 
of Claims should be paid out of the Treasury 


| from a general fund appropriated by Congress 


for that purpose, just as we appropriate a gen- 


| eral fund to pay the expenses of the War or the 


Navy Department, or the civil service, and not 
a specific appropriation for each specific thing. 
We provided in that law for an appeal. We 
had provided before this for appeals from the 
Court of Claims to the Supreme Court of the 
United States; but the Supreme Court of the 
United States decided that they had no juris- 
diction of appeals from the Court of Claims 
while Congress had power over a judgment of 
that court, that it was not a final decision, that 


| it amounted to a mere report of a committee, 


and that from such a decision of such a court 


|| no appeal lay to the Supreme Court of the 


United States, and they refused to entertain 
jurisdiction. We then provided, as I have 
stated, for the payment of those judgments 
directly out of the Treasury from a general 
fund which is appropriated every session of 
Congress. I do not remember the amount we 


| appropriate, [ think sometimes $300,000; the 
if it appeared in evidence that he had white || 


chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 


| will perhaps ‘remember how much we are 
| appropriating this year for the judgments of 


| 
| 


{| 


the Court of Claims. I presume not over 
half a million, if that much. 

Mr. COLE. Ido not remember. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Not exceeding half a 


million is it? I think it amounts to about 
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i 
| halfa million a year, or something less ; the 


amount is not large. 

Mr. COLE. That item of appropriation 
has not yet come from the House at this ses: 
sion. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. In former years it was 
that; and | suppose it would be about the 
same this year. I am quite sure it does not 
exceed half a million a year on the average, 
and out of this all the ordinary judgments of 
the Court of Claims are paid. I do not know 
but that there is some special provision in 
regard to the payment of the judgments for 
captured and abandoned cotton. Perhaps 
there may be some provision distinct in respect 
to that; Lam not quitesure. But if we incor- 
porate this provision here that is now proposed 
to be inserted by the Senator from Vermont, 
we take away the right of appeal to the 
Supreme Court in these cases; we change the 


| character of the Court of Claims in reference 


to this class of cases. I do not think we 
should do that. Ido not think that we should 
alter the authority to appeal in these cases 
amd make them exceptional. So far as we 
have the power to legislate | think we have 
legislated that persons who are disloyal should 
have no standing in this court, and if we 
cannot trust our own court to enforee our 
laws perhaps we had better abolish it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Illi- 
nois has stated the very difficulty | had in the 
examination | made of this matter a week 
ago, but Icame to a different conclusion from 
that at which he seems to have arrived, and | 
say that if the Supreme Court are able by 
their decision to defeat the plain and positive 
declaration of Congress in organizing a court 
to aid us in the examination of claims against 
the Government of the United States, | would 
abolish the Court of Claims entirely. 

The Court of Claims is a tribunal that has 
sprung up within a short time. At first it was 
ouly intended to examine claims that grew out 
of contracts, in cases where a contract, ex- 
press or implied, existed between the Govern 
ment of the United States and an individual. 


, [he remedy of appealing to Congress had 


proved in many cases to be open to objection, 
lo an honest claimant it was very difficult for 
him to enforce his claim ; to a small claim it 
was practically no remedy at all, because the 
expenses of applying to Congress were gen- 


| eraily so great that it was utterly impossible to 


present small claims, and where any doubtful 
principle was involved the appeal to Congress 
was simply the denial of a remedy. It was 


| only in great claims, where the amounts were 


$50,000, $100,000, or $500,000 that the par- 
ties could afford to come here, and then fraud 
supervened, and many cases arose where the 
Government of the United States was de 
frauded. | could mention half a dozen claims 
where, during my experience, it was subse- 
quently shown that the Government had been 
largely defrauded by false testimony and a 
false claim. 

At last this Court of Claims was organized 
to assist Congress, simply with power to send 
for persons and papers, with power to exam 
ine witnesses, with the aid of atiorneys, and 
with other means which Congress would not 
exercise and could not exercise through its 
own committees, to examine into claims. 
Finally it proved to be so useful that the 
power of the court was enlarged, the num 
ber of its judges increased, the salaries given 
to them were increased, and their jurisdiction 
was finally extended until their judgment 
amounted to an appropriation by Congress, 
and the court proved to be a very salutary aid 
to the administration of justice between the 
Government and individuals. 

During the war when we passed the bill for 
seizing.abandoned property, property aban- 
doned by its owners on the advance of our 
armies—when that process was going on during 
the war, then for the first time we commenced 
to give to this court power over matters grow- 
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>a statement of 


tions ‘or the fiscal year ending 

i S1L00,000 wa ap] ropriated to 
ne of the Court of Claims; for 

t lune 30, L872, $500,000, 

i S year, as the clerk ot 

‘ { hittee informs me, is 
LERMAN t { irt of Claims has, 
valuable and 
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s far as | hav een able to ascertain 
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But if the decision of the Supreme ( 


purt Op ‘ns 


he aot DE te » Cou f Claims to all cases of 
captured ail 4 ibarnidoned eee: re what 
Will be the j ] vd tits of the Court of Claims? 
[werty, thirty, forty, fifty, or sixty millions will 
I ible to go out of the Treasury It is true 
th 3 the in ion | will reter to ina 
I ent, that probably would keep out all 
honest rebel beca they would not weal 
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L |} bon pend g in the Court of Claims for 
iptured arid abandoned proper rty unless he 


swore in the first place that » had never 
directly or indirect y aided the sublic 

Mr. BAY ARD. l ask the honorable 
Ohio whether the ot itd f limitd- 
d DY the act of 1863 did not 


expire in 1868, so that no claims can 


enemy. 
Sen- 


tions as impose 

now be 
; 

that 


brought, and none can be entertained 


were not commenced prior to the spring of 
1868? 

Mr. SHERM AN. rhe Senator ot ly com- 
pe ls me to state now a fact that I did intend 
LO state Lidia , and that is that no tian has 


suit pending in the Court of Claims for cap- 


tured und abandoned property unless he swore 


that he had not particl ated in the rebell on, 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Nor for any othe a 

pose. Tor captured and abando: ed property 

or for any other cause no man has a standing 


unless he swore in his 
that he had been loyal. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I 


In that court petition 


state it, then, broadly 


that nobody has a claim pt nding in that court 

unless he swears that he has never, either 
} } 11; 

directly or indire ided the public eneiny. 


It does ka yu oh that 
prove that, some of them have ait 
lic enemy; and it is in favor of those who 
have perjured themselves and are Tore to 
prove the allegation they * peti- 
tion that the Supreine “C int 
operates. men who applied by petitioti 
1at_ they had never aided the public 
enemy, and who cannot prove that alle- 
will be benefited 
Supreme Court. But 
remedy of vm! kind in the 
ims to a man who has thus vio- 


seem when they come to 


1k d the pub- 


make in 
decision of the 
hose 
and swore tl 
LOW 
gation, are the persons whe 
by the decision of the 
if you will give a 
Court of Cl: 


lated his oath, how can you deny it to woe 
honest rebels who fought out the fight in good 
faith, and who would not swear to Sicha a peti- 
tion, and who cannot, therefore, commence 


their suits within the two years after the close 
of the war? You cannot do it. The sense of 
justice of the American people would say that 
those who wert ought 
day in court. By your statutes 
they never have had a Gay in 
therefore, the decision of 
of the United States only 

of those who have sworn to 
maintain and ¢ 
ount the 

, if that dec 
now to 


to have a 

of lit ™m it al ions 
court. l say, 
the Supreme Court 
operates in favor 
that which they 
innot and it 
more objectionable to 
me, because ision prevails, no Man 
has a right commence a suit in the 
Court of Claims for captured and abandoned 
property, for no one could have commenced 
August, 1868. 

I think the Supreme Court decided the date 
of the « the war August, 1866; no 
suit could have been commenced since August, 
1868; and no suit was commenced before that 
unless the party that he had not par- 
ticipated in the rebellion. If he can prove 
that all as he would prove any 
other allegation in his petition as a fact, no 
one proposes to interfere with his remedy. 
Any man who was loyal and true to the coun- 
try, and whose property was seized or 
whether captured or al 
remedy up to the 


open rebe ls 


cannot prove, 


is on that acc 


such a suit since 


: > 
ose ol was 


swore 


gation just 


taken, 
andoned, had a plain 
period when the statute of 


limitations expired. Now, would you open 
the door wide and give an advantage to the 
men who tl took a false oath, sWearing tha 
hey h id no i i i h public enely when 
they had, and deny the same remedy to 1 


AL GLOBE. 








ho were open rebels, and yet wh SE 


erty was captut ed and whose property w 
abandoned? Certainly not. The effect of 
the decision of the Supreme Court is what wi 
have to deal with. { have tiothing to do 


Ww 


their logic. 

Tne last clause of the amendment, as 
ainended, it doeS seem to me goes too fur 
We recognize the fact that there are proper 


cluims pending i in the Court of Claims brough 
by loyal p ‘Ople for property I j 
abandoned durit ng the war. We have give, 
jurisdiction to the Court of Claims to try, 
hear, and pay those claims. ‘4 
Court of Claims has by its history a 
it is a safe tribunal; that the intere of the 
Government are protected there, W! Ly shou ad 
we; therefore, limit or restrain or curb either 
the power of the Court of Claims or the rig 
of loyal claimants to sue and prosecute their 
final judgment? Why should we, 
after they have got the decision of the Ci 
of Claims, add that last 
again to appeal 


} 
captured 


adjudge, 


cases to 
t clause regiiring them 
to Cougress for relief, for an 
appropri ition? Why should we detiy to them 
the right to appeal to the Supreme Court of 
the United States, as we do in elfeet by thi: 
particular clause? The Supreme Court has 
decided that they will not take jurisdictio: 
any case where the result of their judgment is 
not equivalent to an appropriation. I believe 
that is the substance of that decision. They 
will not take jurisdiction on an appeal in any 
case wWherethe judgment of the Court of Claims 
would not be, if not appealed from, 





toilow l 


by 4 payment from the Treasury of the United 
States. That I believe is the effece of th 


decision, although lam not very familiar wit 

| think, with a sligh 
latter cl 
put up 
by the decision of the 
United States; that it is one of te 
iinportant objects which can be 
you commence allown 
lost property during the war, either as 
tured or abandoned, to rec proceeds, 
what is the extent of those claims? The e¢ 
ton claims amounted to $70,000,000. 
The A4mount at one time carried to the Treas 
ury, if 1 remember some forty 
million dollars. Every these claims 
will be thrown open. All other property 
was included in this law. The very sweet 
potatoes that my friend from Missouri [Mi 
BLAIR] ate on his | nor through Georgia were 

captured’ and '‘abandoned,”’ abandoned by 
the tle ing re sbels ; the very turkeys and chick- 
ens and ** plunder’’ that the army lived 
in their march to the was captured 
abandoned property. If the Court of Claims 
is to be opened for suits for this kind of prop 
erty, where is to be the end of it, and why 
should not these men have a remedy just as 
much for property captured and abandoned in 
this as any other way? 

Mr. HILL. Will my friend feom Ohio allow 
me to say that [ think there is a very wide 
distinction where no money went irito the 
Treasury frota the captures and Where it did 
go as in the case of cotton? The capture of 
turkeys, chickens, &c., did not bring anything 
into the ‘l'reasgury. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The law of 1863 did not 
make any distinction in regard to going into 
the Treasury. The distinction Was this: that 
where a loyal man iit the South was compelled 
to flee by rebels from his property and abandon 
it to the rebels, the loyal man should have a 
remedy; but the law was not intended to say 
that if rebels fled from Union soldiers and 
abandoned their property they should havea 
remedy. The Supreme Court gives them that. 
Chere is the gist of the whole case. The deci 


t modification of th 
a. " ‘ 
ljuty of the Senate to 


ause, it is the ¢ 
down 


. , 
ne Court of th 


the bars which have been thrown 
Supre 
mos 

f ] rT 
attained. ii 
ig all persons who hat 
cap 


yver the 
aione 


aright, 


Was 


one ol 


upon 


sea 


ana 


ion of the Supreme Court is an éntire reversal 
of the policy of Congress during the 
war. 

W hen the Senators and Representatives from 


the South were here they said ** We have U nion 


whole 
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r ituentsin the South.’’ Andrew Johnson, || Mr. SHERMAN. Who is the public enemy | of repedling and abolishing the Coutt of Claims 
Tm eho then represented the State of Tennessee, |} but individuals? entirely 
od to speak of it often. He tried to get us || Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator permit me Mr. BAYARD. I am sorty, on this ques 
1 make a distinction between loyal and dis to say that avery large proporuon, 1 not the tion, to teel obliged to agai tt iblethe Senate 
iL per p! le, when he was a true and loyal L large st of all this property that Was captured, with a few remarks. Yesterday the honorable 
s  costernly during the war. He said: | was taken after the war had actually closed? || Senator from New York, (Mr. Conxkutiye,] in 
he : Yow ut excuse was there for taking aba speaking suits permitted by a Government 
far ‘If my constituents are compelled ti » fly Sem eoee Now, wl a 0 We j re | { BIDE ty oe. Ot | , peru a vy , “ : cane 
1 mes, iftheir property shouldsubsequently betake | doned property afier the war had actually to be brought against itsell by us <¢ iS, 
per possession rf by the United States, why should the closed upon the gr und { Cou d it then be Silt 1: 
gn ited States rhake motiey otit of theit misfortunes |) ae. or ‘ . : 
iinited States thake motie ‘ . ‘ B endhdlb dlink ei i i Ne a hus Pace Adnia 
\ud when they are compelled to fly from rebel bullets ae n by the Governm eae mL YMOUY Sise s , ven : ven the right fy ets od al 7a te h a I 
ij rebel bayonets, and the y are compelled to aban- SHE RMAN. If there are any Cases | 2 ‘ ashe fi rig Nie his fol ‘ >. + for | : , 
= their property to the hands of 1 ebe ls . you suap- that ad. ldo not kn WwW them. Phi property bi li} S99 ' ‘ , l is indenent of 
ry, equently come in, take that property fato your 14 ' peat 4 ee Ser far ee , as 
: could not be taken under 1S LAW Kcept where those wh 5 strneted the Government under which 
he posse ession, and give them a remedy. ; : Be Te ee t adcuted tho prantiet ral 
; 7" it was captured or abandoned ; captured by Wo live accepted auc adopred the propriety Of Unis 
tal hat was done by the act of 1863. It was ee wala’ | ority or Bbahdoned by the tential, In this regard, out 
t e jy iti favor of loyal people against || .. Apt hie & 5 at) ba aus, cits aD elaers governmental idea is the idea of modern Gover 
it a remedy h an I >t _—e owner, and then seized and taken possession inents in generitl. Ifthere be exceptions, by statute 
. d the depte ar an ors ls. Lo now, py of. It there are other cases. thev do not fall OF Oo herwise, those exceptions do not deny the ger 
ier ha ¢ re] ' - reme r > i ; ‘ ‘ ds ti ruie, 
i e * nes , rt tne o ae oy t of : © || under this law. But I do not want to wander “The Contress determined recently to erect a tri- 
5h Unites States, it is converter into an act into tedious tracks ; | come back tothe simple pene One own before, to be called the Court of 
ir making the Government of the United States proposition that it wis the intention of thi Claims, ind, to declare that in that court certain 
7m pay for the property of rebels who are fleeing act of Congress to give to the Court of Clait bitte ns might suo the Unit i States. The creation 
, ¢ . : Me as 7” os —as oft this tribunal was in det ttion of common right. 
from loyal peop ile, thitis britirely turning the the power to hear and examine certain classes It was in derogation of public liw, natural law, as 
em stone upside down. If that is the effect of af cakes They wére cases brought by loval || the publicist llit. It Was in derogation not only 
aul the decision, and there is no other way of owners. who swore in thei peti ion that thes OF pri r law, ut of the comity which had long pré 
= meeting it, I ati in favor of abolishing the || were loyal owners. aud they were t quired to ’ 
f > res a.  beateis gy at FROSE GY SAL a , l'urther, the honorable Senator spoke of the 
ol Court of Claims. I am in favor of limiting prove that they were the loyal owners of tl : at eee 
‘ ee ae : : : : ei va e aes aes a constitution of this tribunal as Delng lu det 
its jurisdittion just so far as is necessary to properiy. [n such cases as that the Court | ee ; ot 7 the 7 
, : ‘i ; 7° ore : eee e aoe tion of Common right. e did not give us 
vi P deny any rethedy whatever to disloyal people Claima was authorized to hear their claiiis aiid eo : 
{ . fi 4 "a as ee ee ae a any uthority tor the assertion that the esStabd 
0 during the war, and we tannot with safety pay them the amount — orit) wi ps 
. . ° ° = ay ALD be | bine ( l ror th l 1 alio ) i 
1S stop short of that befure this session closes, Now, by an unexpected decision of the ( i site 
ny sy : : $ . x0 . - . Soe “p a ee 1 petween a Uovernment ant B « tizeus or 
" because if this court once gets jurisdiction of || Supreme Court of the United States the j ik in a f ‘ 
LY } . 4 se Sat) . in ts : . Tal ee BO bs subjects Was in derogation of right at all. 
wd all the class of cases that are included in the diction of the Court of Claims is extended so et that ! r from | in det t f 
Ay . . . . ie assert that so far n being in derogation ol 
ny decision of the Supreme Court, it is only || as to reach the claims of di sloyal owners, thus 


ns necessary then to extend a little the limita- 


: defeating the very purpose of Congress Phay Tee . | = 
} : . Ce 1OR6 . 5 J 5 in furtherance of right, 1m furtherance of na 
| tone 3e , > ae R63; so; 7 . ae ‘ : , } - 
ns impose d by the act of 1863; so asto g1VveE Sir, whether it was rig htly ot wrotigly done, re o) ree Kant! erbiite cat of the 
a thes¢ people two years thore to sue in, and you “ = yeu & ‘ , Ata A ‘ ‘ 


representing one coordinate branch of the 
Government, the legislative power of this coun os 
try, [ would not allow the ju dici al power to 
step in and defeat the will o f Congress in a 


uld have the Treasury overburdened with a 
debt that you can scare “ely count by millions. 
Thatis the effect of it. 


1870, in the Court of Claims, this same 


character of objection was raised by the repre 


lam perfectly willitig in good faith to carry | matter in which we have plain, palpable, and ea ni a Same ws ft ae int ai d 
1 out the poliey y of the actof 1863; giving to all | exclusive jurisdiction. No man ean sue the a Se See a: Juri os i x a ' +] o 7 
loyal mén who suffered by this class of depre- || Government of the United States for any pur : pri. wes — rage ea oo e ae ae 

ditions the plain and clear remedy it provides, || posé except in pursuance of an act of Congress. a ” Thia le Seems ae ed a 
atid let the money be paid from the Treasury || 4 Govetnment cannot be sued according to the gpa anna . Bi ae. a ea 
of the United States; but f will not extend it |! soneral principle tS acts ure supposed to be || sha oa e | eet. y = d State Peper 

one inch beyond that. [know that sometimes || governed by Hig Bue Bed. SEP ce iOS Tne a Stowe vs. United see, 50 DS 


y au argument is made of this kind: that there 


, : . F< found in the sixth volume of No and Hunt 
times Governnieiits are sued; different nations iil { . f +] 


weré thousands and tens of thousands atid || have allowed themselves to be sued by their || 1.5 - na Se om fitth section of the syl 
hundteds of thousands of people in the south- || own citizetis a8 watter of justice between the || vo, a8 ae eee 
ern States who were not ~~ of aby moral ‘ation aud the citizen. So of late years the - at \ i" 7 asi i n ’ 1 : ( 
turpitude in being engaged i the rebellion. United States, by the establishment of the || St ites against United Sta less than h 
{ will not stop to argue a duentibe of mor anit Coutt of Claims. has for the frst tine in our coe ila eiate ied my SOF in Ont 
a question of ethics, how far a man is justifiec toie allnal iteelf ig he ane stiitids as || holds 5 ar eaasie nil Games b 
int poitig with the State or community : which vaal dane webore : cone of “ ; 7 val + lane” Ee ee ree 
he lives; but I know one thing, that by the | tiidér & dw defining thé jutisdiction of that In delivering the opinion of the court. Judge 
laws of war recognized among the most Chris- || eourt. That court is sithply subject to th Nott. in ad y to the h v of the Court 
tidn ahd civilized tations of the world; where Sowet of Conrréas. Its iurisdictibh ig con ot ms and the n r its crea be 
a tian rightly or wrongly, with good or bad i bed iy Coporeas: thé sdlaties of the id Tape ne ot fram ‘on the Tre 
motives, takes sides with an erte my, his prop- |! gre paid by ina United Stites. its bower ia lith ury. and for the estal tT of a trib 
erty is to a ceftain extent e xposed tO seizure || ited to claimsagainst the United States by loyal || co pe iid ft to entertain and adjudi 
and confiscation, and the laws of war alone are |! citizens, and if we catinot limit the jurisdiction || such qu ns are embraced by clain 
to be adinitted to decide in such a case. No || of the Court of Claims. theti what ip the name || citizens agaiust the Government, and ad 
nation engaged in war undertakes ever to do || of Heaven is the operation of our laws? ing also to the history of the creation of that 
equal and exact justice to a public enemy. Mr. Presidetit, [ do not care to discuss this || court, used the following language: 

Mr. BAYARD. Is not private property || matter further. I think the last clause of the “Tn the reat arrogance of arent ignorenes, 
exempt from capture? athendment ought to be modified. lam not || Popular orators and writers have impressed upon 


Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly, generally. 
Mr. BAYARD: Do I understand the Sen- 


; oe : ie public mind the belief that in this Repub! t 
now prepare “d precise ly to modify it; but my i t 
f 





receive unequaled protection 
general Yea } s this: that in all cases where || from the Go nent; and some have actually 
ator to say that it is the law of Christian war- || judgments dre rendered in favor of loyal peo || Pointed to the establishment of this court as a su 
fare that private property shall be seized and || plé, whete loyalty is found as a proven tact, || Tho action of a ticeh GUnetias. howsyer. ta veonir. 
taken ? || they should be paid by the Secretary of the || ing (act July 27, 1868, 15 Statutes-at Lat 
Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. Treasury preci ely like other jud ements of the 243) th ut ul ns sh su a not maint uo cers 0 
Mr. BAYARD. Is not allowance made to |} Court of Claims in other cases Shich ¢ do tot || 2°? line tight tp eitigené of the United oe : 
the owner always for its use? grow out of captured and abandoned property. reve led the fact that the | ral recre piven ' 
Mr. SHERMAN. Not in all casés. If we || [hat restriction which requires these suitors || citizen of the United States against the Un ted 
took thé cotton of a disloyal man in 4 southern || after the long agony of a protracted suit to || G i Che fond — i iw 
State, a man then waging war against us, and || await then the slow action of Congress for an || nations have been produced 1 proved i 
used it for breastworks for our soldiers against appfopridtion, aud the effeet of which pf) Saree Cee eenesee tae) eee | 
the bullets of the owner, we were not bound deprive thé Supreme Court of the United holda itaslf. of ne "ie ine of ba the 
to pay for it. Certainly there are thousands || States of an opportunity td teview and rehear sinenable tc 
of cases where no such obligation exists. The |! the case. it seems to me is a substantial denial Then he passes i i review of the law 
general rule of thé law of war is one very dif- || of e. and necessary iti this case ther hations. ; r with the 
ficult to be defined. I take it that when men || Jf without that last clause the section cou ' ht emi of Pr q ' cout 
are engaged in wat they will do that which || added and the Supreme Court of the United | ¢ lished termed thé FE 
strikes the hardest, pierces the farthest; ruins |! States by tne teclinical ng he 1 1 Government 
the most. The only way to carry on war is | some good or bad reasoning, should again || purpose of litte th if d 
to carfy it on relentlessly. ovetrule the plain and manifest purpose of against the Governme: e Fiseus is substi 
Mr. BAYARD. Against the public enemy, |; Congress, we then might seek to find strong tuted Sta elf 
not against private individuals. || language; perhaps we might go to the extent ‘I know of no restriction of the rights of the sub- 








jects of Pra i to maintain any suit against the 
j i ] g ss wel ibjects, any man, can 
i e] i he powerto maintain a suit against 
the | i ti tnatter of al ite right 
| wit ¢ language of a lawyer who was 
i listinguished as a writer. who was exam 
lin the Court of Claims for the purpose 
yt y Ving the existence { 1 foreign law 
nd the pera e under 
In Han i Bava he redre is substan 
tially the sam . ’ 
“In Holland. the Netherlands, the Hanseatic 
provines he free city of Hamburg, and probably 
ima ountrie whi e inherited the perfeeted 
justice of th lu e Government is in legal 
liabil sus subje tothe citizen. Even in France, 
u ic t iat iy ‘ there wa 1 less circum 
bed mean f redre b mor ertain judicial 
remedy, a more effective method of enforcing the 
judgment re red, than ha been given to the 
A ‘ nyt wi inding the pledge of the 
‘ u no. Of all the Governments of Kurope it 


‘ that Russia alone does not hold the State 
mena ul I f property to the law. Of all 
the countries whose laws have been examined in 
this court, Spain only resembles the United States 
in lettering the judicial proceedings of her courts 
by tri ! nd leaving the execution of their 
lecrees dependent upon the legislative will.” 


W iat a ithority, then, can the re be for as 
uming thea rhe proceedings in our Court of 
( ims ¢ he creation of the Court of Claims 
und the permission given to citizens to sue in 
he Court of Claims are derogation of com 
I right? 

Adimonished by the co on law of England and 
by the jurisprudence of nearly the whole civilized 
world, we hold that this action of the claimants to 
re ve {the Government theirown money, unlaw 
fully withheld by its officers, is a suit tounded in jus 
tice and in right. We believe that it comports not 
with the nor aud dignity of a republic to refuse to 

citizens legal redress where their money or goods 
rein } ls, morethan withthe honor anddignity 
ola king 

| read this as a reply to the remarks of the 
honorable Senator yesterday, in which he con 
sidered it a mark of extraordinary favor that 


any citizen should be permitted to obtain from 


his Government the money that was due to 
him as a debt of jastice. The tribunal was 
created in furtherance of justice, and in admin- 


istering the laws which are made by Congress 


rr the regulation of the proceedings in that 
tribunal, the great principles of justice and 
equity must be administered ; otherwise the 
court would be unworthy of the name of a 
court of justi 

It seems to me if there is to be any logical 
reault and inference to be drawn from the 
remarks of the Senator from Ohio who last 
addressed the Senate, it is that Congress not 
ouly shall be authorized to create this court 
and classify its jurisdiction, but absolutely and 
in terms to control. in addition, the character 
of its judgment That they cannot do. That 
court, if it be worthy of the name of a court 
of justice in this country, is to decide upon the 
principles of justice; and lam glad to hear 

ich an enunciation from the tribunal itself, 
vhich is to be found on a subsequent page of 
the report in this same case: 

‘The Court of Claims was established to give legal 
redress to the tizen as against the Government 
where he would have had legal redress as against 
another citizen, Wecannot give le gal redre ssexcept 
upon legal principles. We cannot sustain a defense 
on the part of the Government where, if set up by 
in ordinary defendant, it would be held illegal, 


inequitable uncol onable.”’ 


Therefore it would be, in my opinion, a far 


better act, more bold, less re prebensible in 
‘ ry particular, Congress should wi ipe out 
of existence this Court of Claims and say that 
il] the reasons for its establishment have been 


found to be Phey cannot blot out 
{ memory of the American people the 
has been performed by that court, 
that has been rendered 
administration. They may, 
ourt itself; and it would 
respectable, and, to use my former 
guage, far less re} them to 
, than to make it a tri 
tettered by 


rom the 
justice tha 
he eminent ervice 
to justice by its 
however, abol sh the « 
be tar more 
le rrehensible, for 
abolish the court itselt 
bunal which shall be 
tions which they may choose to 
they import into their law. 


If decisions are to be had in that court, 


give, which 


the instruc- ;} 


I |i 





hope and pray while it exists they will be 
decisions based — the principles of justice, 
and not adapted to the passing temper and 
Among them 
all | can consider no defense so just, so impe ra- 
tive to be entertained by the court, which they 
never are at liberty to disregard, as the plea 
raised by any claimant that the Constitution 
forbids an interpretation which is sought to be 
given either by the direct or inferential mean- 
ing of the words by Congress. If they 
shall put unconstitutional prohibitions upon it, 
I trust the in determining Justice to the 


citizens of this country on the prine inles of 


caprice of the legislative body. 


an 


used 


court 


justice will hold that the Constitution of the 
United States shall at all times override the 
acts of Congress, and that wherever the acts 
of Congress shall be found in any degree to 


infringe upon the whether it be 
of the judiciary or of the Executive, or upon 
the rights of the citizen secured to him, they 
will look to the and declare the 
act of Congress to be invalid. If this be not 
longer term it a court of justice. 
It is unworthy of the name. 

[The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ayn- 
THONY in the chair.) The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont, on 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. ALCORN. IL move toamend the 
ment by adding the following proviso: 

Provided, That the provisions ofthis section shall 
not extend to claims for property seized or taken by 
the military forces of the United States or any officer 
of the same,orseized,taken,orim pressed by any agent 
or agents of the United States Government at any 
time afierthe proclamation by the President of the 
United States declaring the warto have ceased; but 
claims for property so seized or taken may be pros- 
ecuted before the Court of Claims by any citizen of 
the United States at any time within twelve months 
from the approval of this act, and in all such cases 
an appeal from the judgment of the Court of Claims 
shall be maintained. 


Mr. President, it does not lie in my mouth 
to suggest to the Government of the United 
States the policy that it shall be proper to 
pursue toward that class of people yet de- 
clared to be rebels. The anomaly of my posi- 
would forbid that [| should assume the 
place of one who is here to dictate that policy. 
But Iam here in the interest of my constitu- 
ency and of my people, and to speak for them 
upon this subject. 

hat the Government of the United States 
had the right to seize the property of rebels 
while the war was progressing, no one denies; 
that it had the right to fix the terms upon 
which that property should be seized, there is 
no question. It had the power to spare and 
to deny the right of the Army to take private 
property. It had the right and the power to 
treat the people of the southern States differ- 
ently from the course which it saw proper to 
pursue toward the Mexicans during the Mex 
ican war. The Government of the United 
States then protected private property, recog- 
nized private property, and paid for all prop- 
erty taken, even to the extent of paying for 
that which was necessary to the support of the 
Army. The Government had the right to pur- 
sue a course toward the southern people dif- 
ferent from that which William of Prussia 
pursued toward the French in the late war 
between France and Prussia, wherein he paid 
for all the property that was taken for the 
support of his army, and wherein he respected 
to the letter all private property. 

lhe Government have the power and the 
right to assume their own course, their own 
position with regard to the southern people. 
Chey declared as one of the results of the war 
that slavery should be abolished, and it was 
done. The southern people were no more 
responsible for slavery than were the people 
of the North, where first it bad its resting 
place, and trom which it had been transported 
to the southern States at the cost of the slave 
to the southern people, which inured to the 
profit of the northern people; but the Gov- 
ernment had the power and the right to de- 


prerogative, 


Constitution 


SO, then no 


amend- 


tion 
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mand as one of the results of the war that || 


slavery should be abolished, and it was abo}. 
ished. The widows and the orphans whose 
whole property consisted in slaves, guaranteed 
and protecte -d by the Constitution of the Uni. 
ted States, opposed to the revolution, if you 
please, incapable of giving aid and comfort to 
the enemy, yielded to the power of the Goy- 
ernment and gave up their property. They 
had also, under the mandate of this Govern. 
ment, to yield up all their private property 
which was taken by the Army. Stripped of 
their wealth, poor and penniless, in the weeds 
of mourning, those who can may exult over 
their misfortune. Lam not here to speak of 
that. 

I say, that the Government could do this 
and assume their own position with regard to 
the southern people, no one questions. They 
had the right to hang every man in the South 
if they had seen proper to do it when the war 
ended. It was a question of statesmanship, 
and for them to consider as one of statesman. 
ship and one of safety to the Government of 
the United States as to the course to be pur- 
sued; and after having taken one poor, mis- 
erable vagabond from a southern prison, and 
brought him here and tried and executed him, 
they declared that they would not hang any 
one else; they extended a pardon to all the 
rest of the southern people. Whether the ex- 
tension of that pardon to the southern people 
was a blessing or a curse to some of them, I 
will not pretend to say. In their poverty they 
were left. In their distress and in their mis 
ery they yielded, I will say, with a cheerful- 
ness and obedience unexampled by any pe ople 
who were ever subjected to a similar ordeal. 
Iu was one of the results of the war, and as the 
southern people had staked their all upon the 
war, they complained not. 

But [ come to speak of this question in an- 
other aspect. After the war had ended, when 
the President of the United States had declared 
that the war was at an end, then it was that 
ofticers of the Government of the United States, 
disregarding that proclamation, agents sent out 
by the Government of the United States in the 
interest of certain parties who were here about 
the capital, and to further their own schemes, 
seized the property of the poor people in the 
South who were impotent to assert their rights, 
and who, under the terror that existed on 
account of the exercise of the bayonet, yielded 
to the demand of these officers. Their prop- 
erty was taken. When the Government of the 
United States assumed the right to take the 
private property of individuals after the war 
had been declared to have ceased, that became 
robbery, and it was nothing but robbery. 

Mr. HILL. I wish to ask my friend from 
Mississippi if he sees any good distinction be- 
tween cotton taken after the lst of May or the 


Ist of June, 1865, by Treasury agents or by 
officers of other Departments going about 
that country without authority, and cotton 


and property taken after this proclamation 
was signed? I think myself the Government 

1 justice ought to pay back in the first case 
nies as readily as in the second. I can see 
no distinction. Actual hostilities had ceased. 
There is the point. If the termination of the 
war was not proclaimed by the President as 
early as the summer of 1865, it was an actual 
existing fact, nevertheless; and I do not think 
the Government had the right to take and 
appropriate the property of citizens then, when 
there was uo flagrant war, atiy more that it had 
after the proclamation of the President. 

Mr. ALCORN. I have spoken of the power 
to do and the right to do, and it may be that 
there is some confusion in my statement on 
those points. The principle that I attempted 
to assert was that the Government of the Uni- 
ted States being the victor, had the right to 
declare when the war had ceased. It was not 
when the armies had surrendered, perhaps, 
that they would have seen proper to declare 
that the war had ceased. The Government 
might have declared that the war did not cease 
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antil 1867. If that had been the case, the 
property taken up to that time, although there 
were no hostile armies in the field, would come 
ander the rule which I understand the Gov- 
ernment has laid down for its guidance ; but 
after the war had been declared to have ceased 
by the President of the United States, then, I 
say, I have not understood it to be the policy 
of this Government to declare that there should 
he no remedy to the citizen. But such is the 
effect of the legislation upon the subject. 
Without the color of authority, except sim- 
ply the power that resided with the military 
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| important to the Senator from New York, it 
is equally unimportant to me, except that I 
desire to be within the limits of the truth, If 
[am mistaken, the Globe will, perhaps, cor- 

| rect me; but I certainly cannot be mistaken 
in the language used by the Senator. I paid 
especial attention to what he said, and yet [ 
may have misunderstood him. 

| I was going forward, Mr. President, to say 
| that there was some evidences of passion in 
the legislation of the Government. If I have 
| a voice here that is worth anything at all, l 
trust that it will always be heard in the direc- 


officers, or with the agent of the Government || tion of a course calculated to pacify and har- 


of the United States, to whose assistance 
the bayonets at any time could be called to 
enforce his demand, property of the southern 
people was taken, was sold, converted into 
money, and the proceeds placed in the Treas- 
ury of the Government of the United States. I 
wish to know whether the Government is dis- 
posed to declare that they are entitled, under 
their own rulings, to property of this kind, or 
the proceeds of property of this character. 
Remember that | am not complaining at 
all of the rule that the Government has laid 
down for its guidance up to the time that 
the war was dec!ared by the President to have 
ceased. 
the war had been declared to have ceased, 


when the proclamation of the President had | 


been made, when the citizen was declared to 
be under the protection of the civil power of 
this nation. Then it was that officers of the 
Army and agents of this Government came, 
and, 
the property of an unarmed, 
conquered, a subjugated, a poverty-stricken 
people, and of the least intelligent class of 
that people all over the land. If the Govern- 
ment of the United States sanctions this, I 
simply wish to know it; and as in everything 
else we have yielded, I shall bow to it, because 
there is no remedy but the will of the nation. 

ihe Government, it was said by the Senator 
from New York some time ago, has exercised 
a humanity that is unparalleled in the history 
of civilized Governments, and the evidences, 
that Senator saw proper to say, were now pres- 
ent of the humanity of that Government. I 
stand in the presence of the Senator confess- 


ing the fact that I feel that in many things the | 


Government has been up to the demands of 
civilization. I have so argued, so spoken, and 
I so feel to-day; but the Government has not 
been in all its legislation without some evi- 
dences of passion in that legislation. 

Mr. CONKLING. Did the Senator refer 
to me in the remark he made a moment ago? 

Mr. ALCORN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONKLING. Willthe Senator tell me 
on what occasion | ever made the remark he 
quotes? 

Mr. ALCORN. It was in the month of 
December; I am not able now to state the 
day ; 
political disability bill at the time that the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Sumner} 
offered his amendment. 

Mr. CONKLING. And the remark that 
the Senator attributes to me is, that the evi- 
dences were present of the mercy of the Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. ALCORN. Yes, sir; sol understood. 
I have not seen the remarks of the Senator in 
the Globe, but I certainly so understood him 
and feel that I cannot be mistaken. If, how- 
ever, the Senator asserts that | am mistaken, | 
[very cheerfully withdraw what I have said 
on that point. 

Mr. CONKLING. It is quite an unimport- 
ant matter. I was struck with the novelty of 
the Senator’s remark if applied to me; and 
when I asked whether I[ was right in suppos- 
ing the Senator attributed the remark to me, 
and learning that I was, my surprise did not 
diminish at all. I make no point with the 
Senator about it, however. 

Mr. ALCORN. As the matter, then, is not 


I am speaking after the fact, when | 


disregarding this proclamation, seized | 
a prostrate, a | 


but it was upon the discussion of the | 


| monize 


the sections of this country. It is 
| important to the southern people that it should 
| be so, and I maintain that it is no less import- 
| ant to the northern people that it should be so. 
it isa necessity to this nation that the war 
should cease, that the memories of the war 
should cease, and that we of the South should 
cease to feel that we are under the heel of the 
Government. We wish to cease to feel that. 
lt is offensive to us that we should be called 
| rebels to-day ; but we have to submit to that. 
| We fuiled in the rebellion. We recognized 
| all that that failure implied, and we have sub- 
mitted ourselves as well as we could to all 
that was implied in that failure. Can we do 
more? We have come forward and proposed 
to support this Government. We have given, 
some of us, the evidences of our sincerity. 
We have done everything that the Government 
|} asked us to do; and yet it seems that in 
| some portions of the country there is a feeling 
against us, that we are yet the rebel portion 
of this country. We wish to feel that we are 
loyal people; we wish to be recognized as 
loyal people; and not as hypocrites who come 
here to make professions to the Government 
that we do not feel. eo 
We are not particularly afraid of anything 
now. ‘The war is ended, and there is no pen- 


| 


whatever sentiments he chooses. 

To assert as a fact that we are disloyal to 
this Government is an imputation upon our 
|| truth. ‘To assert that we are enemies to this 
Government charges us with falsehood. We 
'| declare ourselves to be the supporters of this 
Government; we have noneother. When the 
war ended we returned to the flag of our 
fathers and embraced it, feeling that we yet 
|| had a Government capable and willing to pro- 
|| tect us; and each and every advance of that 
Government toward us in the spirit of human- 
| ity, commiserating with us in our misfortunes, 
has touched our hearts, and we have sought 
to respond to that demonstration of the Gov- 
ernment in a way that became us. 

But, as I said, the Government has shown 
some temper in its legislation. When the 
fourteenth amendment was submitted to the 
southern people I know it was complained 
that they refused to accept it. But, sir. they 
were told by the President of the United 
States at that time that it was not proper for 
them to accept it. They were not willing 
| themselves, as a question submitted to them, 
|| to accept the fourteenth amendment, because 
its provisions were to disqualify those who 
| had been their favorites, those who had been 
_ their political idols, if you please, from hold- 
|| ing office. They did not wish to do that. 
| No reasonable man would suppose that there 
|| was any one in the South who was willing, if the 
} matter was submitted to him, to vote for a 
| provision like that of the fourteenth amend- 
ment, and certainly the southern people could 
not have been expected to accept that four- 
| teenth amendment when the President of 

the United States himself declared to them 

that it would not be proper for them to do so, 
that they would not be required by the northern 
| people to accept the fourteenth amendment. 
lo then go forward and accept the fourteenth 
ameudmenut would have humiliate 
themselves ; it would have been a self imposed 
i humiliation, and they did not see proper to do 
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But when the northern people declared 
in the election of 1866 in favor of the fourteenth 
the southern people then came 
forward and accepted itas the law of the nation 
What were they 
Then there came the reeconstructian 
The reconstruction acts were the result, 
as | think, of the passions of the southern peo- 
ple. I have ever blamed the southern people, 
and given to them their share of the 


to do? 


re sponsi- 
They showed 
passion in their legislation in the humiliation 
which they felt, and they manifested in that 
legislation that they were called upon to share 
in the southern States a spirit of irritability, 
a spirit of resentment which developed itself 
toward the colored people of the South, in 
which the southern people in the hour of their 
passion wrote a false chapter in their own his- 
tory. Sir, their legislation toward the colored 
people was cruel. I say it was a legislation 
that was false to themselves. It was not the 
feeling of the southern people to have so legis- 
lated, but they did it, and they were respons- 
ible for it. 
Congress then 
was necessary: 


saw that one of two things 
they had either (and they had 
a right to so feel) to send an army there to 
protect the colored people, or they had to give 
the colored man the ballot to protect himself. 
The first was not to be thought of in a repub- 
lican Government, and the only remedy that 
Congress had was to give the colored man the 
ballot. 

It had not been the this Gov- 
to the col- 
ored people. As late as 1865, when Congress 
met, there were but seven men in this body 
and some fifteen in the House of Represent- 
atives who were in favor of extending the 
franchise to the colored people. As a south- 


purpose of 


| ern man I was at that time in favor of it. [ 


believed that it would prove to be a necessity, 
and { urged the southern people to extend the 
franchise to the colored men. But the North 
was not in favor of it. The necessity for so 
ex'ending the franchise was made. ‘lhe North 
in truth could not avoid it. ‘The colored man 
was allowed to vote. 

Then came the reconstruction acts. The 
reconstruction acts provided that any person 
who was inhibited from holding office under 
the fourteenth amendment should be inhibited 
from voting upon the question of the restora 
tion or reconstruction of the southern States. 
Pardoned though I was by the grace of this 
nation, an advocate of reconstruction, an ad 
vocate of colored suffrage, nevertheless | had 
no right to vote at the election; and such was 
the legislation of the Government that while I 
could be subsequently a candidate for Governor 
and accept and qualify in the office of Gov- 
ernor, | was not in truth a voter, and could not 
vote, the reconstruction acts having made no 
exception in favor of any one under the dis 
abilities imposed by the fourteenth amend 
ment. 

But now I| say, in the face of this legislation 
upon the part of the southern States, which 
was cruel toward the colored man, Congress 
disfranchised the southern people, gave the 


ballot into the hands of the colored people, 


| placed the political sovereignty of this nation 


in their hands, provided that the constitution 
adopted by them should be submitted here, 
and that it should be republican in its form, 
and then left the southerner with his property, 
that little which had been left to take care of 
himself, in the hands of the colored people. 

hen there were those who came among us 
wo sought to stir up ill feeling between the 
colored race and the southern people, between 
the propertied class and the unprope rtied class 
of voters, the property class being disqualified 
from voting, and the propertyless class being 
enfranchise ed. 
MORTON, 
a question? 


i Mr. ALCORN. 


Will the Senator allow me 


Yes, sir. 
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i { 1 t! I have taken the trouble to sean it. and I find 
very || that the Senator mistaken in imput 
e any remark in reference to those who 
t it reference to members of this 
\ | nearestappr ito anythi yr sucn 
f vi en abl to find, 
fa ind eye of a friend 
i rn ¢ thed isto | found 
l | I j » the Senator 
I Mr. P oappealt 
| i ! 5 ut e sight of other 
9 j LV be 1 l i ! in thi I eC) ie! 
but tl oe be oacnnetaee. toe Soest te 
} | val r 1 numents of the mer 
ina i t I \imerican peopl 
elec i can find excent that to which the 
} 5 t iy refer as having been 
by him or to the Senate that these words are 
th ot the vor which he me ntione da, nor d ) 
| } i i ide i would have been 
Now, i irt is to allude, to anv member of this 
} f the evidences,°as the Senator 
1 ( ' ind magnanimity of the 
i,m ny} ) 1} rred, of course, to th 
in | ut tl end, and some time 
| ’ the « . great rebellion no man had 
of | | | ! 1 for participation in it, and that 
l | tl ‘ POD { the South, in so far as 
| they participated in the rebellion, were living 
‘ lman, a monuments of the abstinenee and maegnanim- 
wed him ity of the American people, living mwohuments 
| would show of the fact that the same punishment, the same 
people, venzveance, if the Senator would so deem it, 
h Niel |: which history records in other cases as having 
\ been visited upon those engaged in like or 
Pon li racts had never been inflicted upon them. 
Without it innot be that the Senator from Missis- 
ie |e ‘ sippi from this did understand, if he heard 
l from me aright, or would now understand, that I 
Iresh upon intended any ick reference as he suppo ed, 
l iH ; our | which I think would have been discourtéous 
1 The col in its character 
hold of the Mr. ALCORN { certainly did not intend 
i not by th to misrepresent the Senator from New York. 
he power of 1 did understand him as I expressed myself, 
nd them and | would have gone forward before and 
1 commol said to him, 1f he had permitted me t » Say so, 
| te | t} ld vccept his explanation and was wiil- 
ih iff yr tha ing to state that | wasmistaken: but he stated 
1} ’ t] tL Matter thout importance, and 
j ed n ere ei did not th ni proper LO tollow the 
lored man wa question any further | now see how | may 
have mistaken, and undoubtedly did mistake 
his la rwa the meaning for | did not state that he 
k, and |! alluded directly to members of this body) of 
arn for him the phrase, ‘* walking monuments’’—** monu- 
he Governmen ments,’’ as | understood him, ‘* present,’’ but 
duct 1 of but that word is left ont. I therefore take 
1 not colored, great pleasure in correcting myself before the 
i m and 1] Senate and withdrawing anything that may be 
lust 1 cot calculated to reflect upon the Senator. I| trust, 
» be, and at the if I shall gain no other reputation while | am 
is here, [shall gain one tor courtesy. [ shall at 
of th | 1es, however, be found ready to resent a 
f the South, the liscou sy to myselt. Bat enough on that 
ed p in the point 
n, and a tax i was going on to show that at the time | 
white people | mentioned the southern people were left at the 
rin the ad st. merey of the colored people. ihe Senator 
1commode the | from New York says in the remarks that he 
1 to me for a quoted awhile ago, and in the statement he 
made upon those remarks, that these people 
tat all. had gone without pynishment. | would at 
moments ago tempt to show that the southern people have 
1 ascribed to me suffered a punishment, and a terrible punish- 


racter. Hesaid || ment on account of their rebellion against 
{ had reterred this Government, a punishment that ought to 


have been || satisty this nation, however much it may have 

and had referred desired that each and every man In the South 
l appre should feel that punishment. in money they 

iV a pew r v1 lost S2.000,900,000 in their slaves. Vhey lost 
rove nent | $1,000,000,000 in their personal property. 
the occasion to hey lost their sons Chey lost their most 
he i duction || valued citizens Chey lost the cause for which 
he honorable || they had struggled. They lost all that they had 


to stake upon the result, save the lives of those 
Have they not been punished? 


) Tne PO]TICAL 


| have before who remain. 


lings of that day. || Do they feel their punishment? The woman 
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who was raised in affluence and wealth, and 
whose daughters had grown up in the idea tha: 
they should have wealth to support and mui, 
tain them in the position they had beet taug 
they should occupy in society, is to-day wi 
Out the means of giving them an edueati: 


In their poverty to-day they drag their lonely 
way. They are living evidences of the punis . 
ment that has been brought upon the southery 
people by reason of the revolution. On, Mr. 


President, we feel it. There is no heart 
the South that has not felt that punishm: 
which we have all endured on account of tia 
mistake, not made by the people of the South, 
put made by the politicians ot the coun v. 
into which the people were dragged and made 
to go forward. 

And now that there is a way open for so: 
of them to recover, if you please, their prop 
erty, what [ protest against is that you gs 
not open the door and ask them to come strij 
ping themselves of their manliness and their 
honor. When these people who lived in t/ 
South and remained in the South during 
war come here and declare that they were not 
sympathizers with the rebellion, and that they 


y 






gave no aid or comfort to the enemy, there is, 
prima facie, traud and corruption stamped 
upon their brows, in my judgment. They 
were all rebels. dt was a war of sections: 
and the southern people believed, their poli- 
ticians taught them to believe, that their slave 
property was in danger, and they felt that they 
had the right to protect their property, and 
they made the war in defense of that property. 
Right or wrong, whether it was necessary or 
unnecessary, they made their war nevertheless 
in defense of their property, and they were all 
rebels, because they felt that they had a right 
to protect that property, and all engaged in the 
assertion of their right to protect that prop 
erty. df they had succeeded they would h: 
been patriots; but as they did not succeed 
they were rebels. ‘There is but one step from 
the sublune to the ridiculous; one step from 
the patriot to the traitor. It ali depends upon 
success. 

Now, sir, the object of my amendment is 
his: when Congress gave the right to bring 


a suit in the Court of Claims they provided 
that the suit should be browght within tw 
years. The condition-precedent cited by the 
honorable Senator from Hilinois was stated in 
the petition. The condition-precedent set o 
that the petitioner should declare himself to 
have been loyal and should prove the fact. 
lhat condition ts applied to the man whos 
property was taken after the war had ceased, 
after the proclamation of the President that 
the war had ceased, when he was under 
protection of the civil power of this nation, 
under the protection of its laws and its Con- 
stitution, the warhavingceased. ‘The law 
vided that he should not bring suit for 
property or for any property taken unless he 
could make oath to the fact and prove the 
fact of his loyalty. It was a demand that 
should not have been made of the man who 
lived in the South after the revolution had 
ended. it wasademand that should not have 
been made of the citizen there whose property 
was taken after the war had ceased. It was in 
obedience to the force used that the citizen 
gave up his property, and when he appealed 
to the Government, when he was about to assert 
his claim, he found that the first thing he had 
to do was to deciare that he was loyal. 

{ contend that it 1s not the purpose of this 
Government (for if it had been the fixed and 
settled policy of the Government to go forward 
{ would not have said a word) to demand from 
the citizen from whom the property was taken 
atter the war had ceased an oath that he was 
loyal. He was under the protection of the law 
at the time, and there were no conditions to 
be exacted of him at that time. I wish you to 
make an exception for him. He could not 


)- 


pl 
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take the oath and the two years expired. The 
two years expired before he had a knowledge 








of the fact that the Supreme Court would rule 


gs it has ruled with regard to his rights. He 
became pardoned within that period. He had 


gli the rightsof a ciuzen. He had beep stripped 
3 Ly roperty, iet m repeat again, alter the 
ided, and he w: ade nieda remedy age ist 
rnment because he could not take an 
oath that he had been loyal. 
[he re ot. ilion had nat hing to 


the revolution had ended. 


he foe 


+} 


do with that; 
y he Government 


can justify itself; for as there jg no tribunal 
before which it can be tried except that tri 


bunal of the people which su 
tains it, it can without 
with any policy it may with regard 
who were ip rebellion and under the 
ax of the Government while tie rebellion was 
going forward; and if the President had not 
pre cla imed the war at an eud for twelye mont 
the time he did so 
aa have had no i Phey had last 
everything. But when the Government bad 
rprempe dthe war at an end, and the citizens 
of this nation, inclu ple, 
were under the protechion of the civil law, 
then I say for the Government to go forward 
by its officers and agents and seize hy 
1e property of the southern and con- 
vert that property into money, and place that 
money into the Treasury and withhold jt from 
the citizens, there can be no justification. 

Mr. HOWE. Will the 
to ask him one question ? 

Mr. ALCORN. With pleasure. 

Mr. HOWE. If such seizures have been 
and such dispositions of 
long as the sufferers from that 
permitted to come to Congress 
pensation have they not every right secured 
to like sufferers in every ier part af the 
country ? In other words, a not the Sen- 
ator’s amendment open to this ¢ lass of sufferers 
a jurisdiction which the same kind of sufferers 
rom other portions of the country are denied? 
| understand that for torts like those spol 
of in his amendment a citizen af Massachu- 
setts or New York cannot sue in the Court of 
Claims. 
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Mr. ALCORN. The Court of Claims was 
one established, as I understand it, to meet 
the exigencies of the war. Its pre actical appli 
cation was to that portion of the country t 


which the war extended. While it is open ¥ 
all persons, nevertheless its practical workings 
are in the southern States. 

HOWE. If the Senator will allow me, 
I do not propose to take any part in the argu- 
ment of this question, but I understand the 
Court of Claims to be created for a very differ- 
ent purpose. It was created as a tribunal in 
which any citizen could commence suit aguinst 
the Government, if 1 remember aright, upon 
three clas laims: a claim resting upon 
an act of Congress, a claim resting 
ict of an executive department; 
ing out of an express contract of 
ment, and upon no 
subsequently —— 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Court of Claims was 
established long before the war. 

Mr. HOWE. Yes, the Court of Claims 
was created before the war; but an additional 
number of judges was provided for after the 
war commenced and the jurisdiction of the 
court was changed. Subsequently, an act was 
passed touching the disposition of captured 
and aban doned 1 property, and there was a new 
and special jurisdiction given to the Court of 
Claims to hear the petitions of persons who 
claimed to be the owners of any such prop- 
erty who should establish the fact of their 
loyalty. 

Mr. ALCORN. It is to that subject of 
legislation and to that branch of the jurisdic- 
tion of the court that I am now addressing 
myself. 

Mr. HOWE. I was under the impression 
that the Senator’s amendment had a broader 
BCOpe than he intended to give it himself. 
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plied, with the Government of the United States.”’ 
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trong hand of power to the property of the 
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Mr. SHERMAN. The 


language of the law 


prescribing the jurisai tl yn of the Court of 
( ims 38 very careful to prescribe only cases 
that grew out of contracts, where there was a 


contract between the United States and the 
individual. Now, a seizure or atort, such as is 
cle amendment, is not a claim 
It is a tort, 


ind, as a matter of course, my friend is lawyer 


eribe | in tie 


rowing out of a contract at all. 


enough to know the broad distinction between 
action f contract and actions of tort. The 
distinction is broad and well defined. 

Mr. ALCORN But I understood the Sena 
tor, when first up, to say that the jurisdictic n 


of the court extended to contracts express or 
implied. He now, however, confines himself 
to express contracts. I understand that the 


Court of Claims decides upon cases and enter- 
tains jurisdiction of cases every day in which 
the contract is imphed, The Court of Claims 
has again and again passed upon claims and 
allowed claims, and parties have had their 
money. 

Mr. MORTON I will read the law to the 
Senator, with his pe rmission : 

That a court shall be established to be called a 
Court of Claims, to consist of three Judges to be ap- 
pointed by the President, by and with the advice 

nd consentof the Senate, and to hold their offices 

during good behavior; and the said court shall 
hear and determine all claims founded upon any law 
of Congress, or upon any regulation of an executive 
Departinent, or upon any contract, express or im- 
plied, with the Government of the United States, 
which may be suggested to it by a petition filed 
therein; and also all claims which may be referred 
to rid court by either House of Congress,.”’ 

Mr. ALCORN. Lask whether my amend- 
ment is not bringing itself within the provis 
ions of the law, as it now stands, when it ex- 
tends to the elauss of persons | have de scribed ? 
When an executive Department of the Gov- 
ernment sent forward and seized the property 
of an individual and converted it to its own 
implied that the 
Government should pay for that property ? 

Mr. MORTON, I suggest to the Senator in 
the case he puts of the seizure of property 
aiter the War was 


use, was there not a contract 


pronounced at an end by 
the Government, and the property has been 
sold, and the Government has received the 
proceeds, there is an implied contract upon 
which an action in the nature of assumpsit 
could be maintained. If that creates an im- 
plied contract such as the Senator suggests 
that it does, then the claimant has his remedy 
in the Court of Claims without reference to 
the act of L863 The act of 1863 would not 
be applicable to the case at all, because I take 
it that statute from its very terms is appli- 
cable only to the cases of properiy captured 
or abandoned in time of war. If the capture 
of property alter the war and the conversion 
of it by the Government makes it an implied 
contract in the meaning of that statute, then 


‘the claimant has his remedy now without any 


further legislation, and no question of loyalty 
cah arise. 


Mr. ALCORN. If that be the case, then 


no harm can result from the amendment that |j for the regular order of business. 
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I have offered ; but I apprehend the honorable 
Senator as a lawyer would find a difficulty in 
enforcing tne claim of one of the rebellious 
litigants of the South who would come in 
stating his case to have been as I described, 


when the law of Congress stares him in the | 


face declaring that no suit shall be brought 
to recover any captured or abandoned prop- 
erty, or any property that was seized by the 
forces of the Gove rnment of the United States, 
or its agents, against the disloyal portion of 
the citizens, passed in 1868, after the war had 
ceased, and giving them a period of two years 
Operating as a statute of limitations, after 
which time it declared that all such claims 
should be barred 

Mr. CAMERON. lLask the Senator from 
Mississippi to allow me to make a motion 
to go into executive session. I am directed by 
the Committee on Foreign Relations to present 
a measure which I suppose to be of some 
importance. 

rhe PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pome- 
nOY.) Does the Senator from Mississippi yield 
to the Senator from Pennsylvania for that pur- 


pose ? 


Mr. ALCORN. I have no disposition to | 


press this matter, but | would ask that the 
amendment which I have written, if the Sen- 
ate will allow, be printed. I wrote it hurriedly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like also to have 
the pending amendment printed as it has been 
modified 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ments will be printed, no objection being inter- 
osed, 

Mr. ALCORN. Then I yield. 

Mr. HILL. [ desire to suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi that in the hurry in 
which he prepared this amendment it did not 
occur to him that there were two proclama 
tions issued by the President, and they had 
reference to different territories. The first, I 
think, bs -clared the war at an end in the ter- 
ritory east of the Mississippi, and the second 
in <i territory west of the Mississippi. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Mississippi yielded to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania to move an executive session. 
No debate is in order on that motion. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive busi- 
ness, 

Mr. COLE. I think we might go on with 
this bill for half an hour longer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the motion of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. 

The motion was agreed to; and after twenty- 
eight minutes spent in executive session the 
doors were reopened, and (at five o’ clock and 
two minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
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The eee met at twelve o’clock m. 


Prayer 
by the Rev. J. P. Newman, D. D. 


The Clerk procee ded to read the Journal of 


ye sterds ay. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move that the 
further re ading ofthe Journal be dispensed with. 

There being no objection, the further reading 
of the Journal was dispensed with. 

MILITARY COMMITTEE. 

Mr. COBURN. The Committee on Military 
Affairs have been considering a large number 
of bills, both public and private, and are now 
ready to report ; but considering the way busi- 
ness is now drifting F fear we shall not have 
an opportunity to report them. Two hours 
will not be sufficient in which to consider the 
business we have, and | therefore ask unani- 
mous consent that some time be set down for 
the consideration of business from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. RANDALL. I am compelled to call 
There 


NAL GLOBE. 


|| of the United States ? 


April 24, 


pending a resolution from the Committee oy 
Foreign Affairs dem: anding: the release of Dr. 
Houard, an American citizen, now unjus stly 
held in chains by the Spanish authorities, J; 
is our first duty to relieve this suffering Ameri. 
can citizen from the outrages to which he 
daily subjected. 

Mr. COBURN. The Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs only desire that two evening ses. 
sions shall be set apart for the consideratio, 
of its business. 

Mr. RANDALL. I withdraw my objection 
to giving the Committee on Military Affairs 
evening sessions. 

The SPEAKER. What evening sessions 
does the gentleman from Indiana ask for? 

Mr. COBURN. Of Wednesday and Thurs 
day of next week. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from Indi 
ana will excuse me if | object. I cannot tei 
from the present situation of business when | 
can get the House to go into committee to 
consider the tariff bill. 

TARIFF. 

Mr. PRICE, from the Committee on Print 
ing, reported the following resolution; which 
was read, considered, and agreed to: 


is 


Resolved, That five thousand extra copies of the 
tariff bill reported by the minority of the Ways aa 
Means Committee be printed for the use of the Sen- 
ate and House. 


ALABAMA CLAIMS. 


Mr. PRICE also, from the same committee. 
reported back a concurrent resolution of the 
Senate, with a substitute. 

The Clerk read the Senate resolution, as 
follows: 

_ Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representa- 
tives concurring,) That there be printed twenty-two 
thousand extra copies of the case of the United States 
presented to the tribunal of arbitration at Geneva: 
seven thousand copies of which shall be for the use 


of tbe Senate and fifteen thousand for the use of the 
ouse, 


The Clerk then read the substitute of the 
Committee on Printing, as follows: 


Strike out all after the word “ printed,”’ in line two, 
and insert ‘ten thousand five hundred extra copies 
of the case of the United States presented to the tri- 
bunal of arbitration at Geneva; thirty-five hundred 


for the use of theSenate, and seven thousand for the 
use of the House.”’ 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Mr. Speake ry 
I hope the Committee on Printing will explain 


| to us what this matter of the case is, what is 


| tried hard to get the facts of the 


included and what is not included. I have 
case and to 
understand what they are. Although they 
seem to be very well known on the other side 
in Great Britain, we are but very slightly in- 
formed on the subject on this side. 

Mr. DAWES. The object seems to be to 
inform the gentleman of what they are. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Is it the 
whole case or one part of the case? 

The Senate concurrent resolution and the 
proposed substitute were again read. 

Mr. STORM. Does that include the case 
of the United States, and the counter case 
Is it the whole case or 
only part of the case? 

Mr..COX. ‘The case itself is a very larg: 
volume. 

Mr. BEATTY. It is the case as present 
now to which reference is made in the resolu 
tion. 


Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. No; only the case 


| as presented at first, not the counter case. 


Mr. COX. That will cost $ 

Mr. W. . ROBERTS. 

Mr. COX. Iam perfectly willing to see it 
printed. Suppose our country backs down 
trom her position—— 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Suppose it do 
not back down, and does not intend to back 
down, at least | hope not for the honor of the 
country. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
this sort. 


Mr. BEATTY. 


$100,000. 
Suppose it does? 


I object to any debate of 


The cost of the book will 


be $330 per thousand. 
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Mr. COX. I should like to offer an amend- 
ment, so that the resolution shall include the 
pt rinting of the ‘* counter case.’’ 

fhe SPEAKER. The ‘ counter case’’ 
been submitted to the House of Representa: 
tives, and has been referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. The gentleman from New 

York [Mr. Cox] desires to offer an amend- 
met to include the printing of extra copics 

the ** counter case. 

” ie. C OX. And any correspondence which 
may be sent to the State Department. 

The SPEAKER. That would not be a 
definite amendment to a resolution of this 
kind. An order for printing must be specific. 

Mr. BANKS. I willask the House to limit 
this vote to the proposition which comes to us 
from the Senate, which relates to the ‘‘ case”’ 
pre sented by the Government of the United 


States against Great Britain. We have had 
the ‘‘counter case’’ presented, and it has 
been referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs; and the day before yesterday we 
called for the British case. We have not 


acted upon those matters in any way, and | 
think that in the mean time we should not 
include them in an order for printing extra 
copies. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 
them altogether. | 

Mr. BANKS. I desire also to say that I 
hope there will be no reduction in the num- 
ber of copies ordered by the Senate. This is 
one of the most important questions ever con- 
sidered by the Government or by the people. 
The people are greatly interested in the sub- 
ject, and they want copies of this ‘‘ case,’’ 
and I hope the House will be willing to print 
~ largest number of copies that is proposed 
by the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
colleague yield to me for a question? 

Mr. BANKS. Ce artainly. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 


Will my 


I would 


ask my colleague, what is the use of printing | 


agone case? 

Mr. BANKS. Thatis not a question for me 
to answer. My colleague has no right to make 
any such assumption. 

Mr. BEATTY. I desire to make the point 
of order against the amendment of the gentle 
man from New York, [Mr. Cox,] that the 
“counter case’’ which he desires to have 
included in this resolution, has not been sub- 
mitted to the Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. It is not in order to insert in 
a resolution, reported from the Committee on 
Printing, any documents, the consideration of 
which has not been previously submitted to 
that committee. 

Mr. COX. Then I move to recommit this 
resolution to the Committee on Printing, in 
order that we may have a perfect record of the 
whole business. We want the whole case, 
both that of the British Government and our 
Own, 

Mr. BEATTY. 
eee te 

Mr. BANKS. I desire to say one word. It 
is impossible for the House to get a complete 
record in this matter, because it is not vet 
finished. We have had submitted to us the 
case presented by the Government of the 


United States, and it was referred under the | 


laws to the Committee on Printing. They 
have reported that a certain number of copies 
should be printed. That is a question for us 
toact upon. But we should not include the 
‘counter case,’’ which has not been exam- 


ined, and has not yet been referred to the 
Committee on Printing. It has been ordered 


to be printed in the usual way, a copy being | 
allowed to each member, and we should not | 
order extra copies until we know more about || 


it. Atany rate, we cannot do that now, be- 
cause that ‘‘counter case’’ has not been re 
ferred te the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. DAWES. What objection would there 


THE CO 


be to 


has | 


Let us have | 


| we want as 
| culated throughout the country, and ie sn the 


| the 


| would 


[ have no objection to that | 


NGRES 


allowing this resolution to be recom- 
mitted, and waiting the action of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs ? 

Mr. BANKS. ‘The objection to that propo- 
sition is, that the country demands information 
on this subject as soon as we can give it. And 
with this view, let us for the present confine 
ourselves to printing the ** case,’’ and furnish 
ing the largest number of copies. 

Mr. BEATTY. 1 wish to say that this book 
was published in the first place by the State 
Department; and further, the Senate have 
already ordered three thousand volumes. 
number authorized by the substitute reported 
by the Committee on Printing will, in my judg- 
ment, 7 all the country needs. i 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I entirely concur 
with a gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Banks] in relation to the Senate proposition. 
The country wishes to be put in possession of 
this document, and | think it would be. very 


unwise policy to restrict the information to be | 


supplied to the country, and to limit the num 
ber of copies of this document, simply because 
it will cost a few thousand dollars. 

Now, sir, we will print here any quantity 
ef agricultural histories of pumpkins and 
squashes; we do not object to that. But is 
it not of as much interest to the country to 
have the full facts of the case in a matter that 
coneerns the national honor, the national in- 
terests, and the Government of the country? 
Why should we attempt to deprive the people 
of this information merely to save a few paltry 
dollars? We want all of 
many as we 


these aeeeene 


can get to be 


people have these documents in their hands | 
am satisfied that the partial, unjust, and un- 


| American comments made throughout the | 
country by various cowardly or subsidized 


newspapers will be taken at their true value. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. 
colleague to order. Ido not think a discus- 
sion of that question is proper in this debate. 

TheSPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks the gen- 
tleman from New York has not transce :nded 
fair limits of debate. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. 
yield the floor. 


Then I refuse to 


Mr. BEATTY. I insist that I have the | 
floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the | 
gentleman to yield to the gentleman from New | 
York. 

Mr. BEATTY. I did not yield. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I wish to say only 


| a word further. 


Mr. BEATTY. I simply desire to say, in 
answer to what has been said, that the ten 
thousand copies authorized by the resolution 
as amended by the Committee on 
put two or three copies into every 
library in the country, and that is all we should 
publish. I now ask that the resolution be 
recommitted to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BANKS. I hope the resolution will 
not be recommitted. I hope we shall have 


| this document printed as quickly as we possibly 


can. It is in type already, and we need not 


hold it back for other cases not yet before the 


committee. Let us deeide to print twenty-two 
thousand copies and send them out to the 
people, because they demand this information, 
and we have it in type ready for them. 

The question was put upon Mr. Bearry’s 
motion, to recommit the resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Printing; and there were—ayes 54, 
noes 73. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. COX. Was my amendment accepted 
to include the counter case ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair could not en- 
tertain that amendment, because it is not in 
order. In addition to being a violation of the 


|| rules it is a violation of the law. 


Mr. COX. 


sent---— 


The SPEAKER, 


Well, L.ask 


unanimous con- 


SIONAL GLOBE. 


The’ | 


| gentlemen here wish to save 
| way. 





cir- | 


[ call my | 


| had the 


coe | 
Printing 


| yeas and 


The Chair could not even | 
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|| entertain that request, because the law requires 


that any printing which exceedsa certain sum 
shall go to the Committee on Printing. It is 
a point of order which the Chair is bound to 
enforce. 


Mr. BEATTY. I desire to suggest to the 
House the fact that five, six, or seven thou- 


sand copies of 

circulated. 
Che question was taken upon the amend 

ment of the Committee on Printing to reduce 


this report have already been 


| the number of copies to ten thousand five hun- 


dred, and there were 


Mr. BEATTY. 


ayes 61, noes 71. 
| demand the yeas and nays 


| on that age stion. 


Mr. BAN 
hays. 


Mr. BEATTY. I 


.KS. Let us have the yeas and 


want to see how many 


money in this 


Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. | 
saving of money. 
(he yeas and nays were not ordered, only 


think it is ho 


| eleven gentlemen voting therefor. 


So the amendment of the Committee on 
Printing was rejected. 

The question recurred upon concurring in 
the resolution of the Senate. 


Mr. BANKS. I move the 


previous ques- 
tion. 


Mr. BEATTY. Is it in order for me to 
| make a few remarks on this subject ? 
| The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from 


Massachusetts has demanded the 


question. 


Mr. BEATTY. 


previous 


Has he a right to demand 


| the previous question? 
| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Brearry] did not report the reso- 


lution, and, therefore, is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. BEATTY. But the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Price] did. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from 
Georgia is not claiming the floor. 

Mr. BANKS. The gentleman from Ohio 


floor and moved to recommit; which 


not 


was negatived by the House. That opened 
the floor to other members. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is under the 
impression that there is no parliamentary right 
by which the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
Beatty] would be entitled to the floor. ‘The 
House did not sustain him on his motion to 
recommit, and he did not make the report 
from the committee. 

The question was then taken upon concur 
ring in the resolution of the Senate; and upon 
a division there were—ayes 85, 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. BEATTY called for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken upon ordering the 
nays; and there were ten in the 
affirmative. 

So (the affirmative not being one fifth of the 
last full vote) the yeas and nays were 
ordered. 

The resolution was accordingly concurred in. 


2° 
noes 38. 


not 


Mr. BANKS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was concurred in; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agread to. 

ORDER OF 

Mr. BANKS. I 


resolution 


BUSINESS. 

desire now to call up the 
in relation to the case of Dr. Hou 
ard, which was made a special order, privileged 
to be presented at any time. 

The SPEAKER. The House is now acting 
under the operation of the previous question, 
which was seconded on yesterday on the bill 
relating to the Central Pacific railroad. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. WuHee.er] to yield to me to 
submit a4 motion to go into Committee of the 
W hole on the tariff bill. 

Mr. WHEELER. I cannot do that. 


Mr. BANKS. desire to notice that 


vive 
giv 





‘ 
: 
: 
£ 


RE 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


The SPEAKER. 


iti y i@slion Was taken ipon the motion ta 


Chat motion is in order. 


and pon a division, 


i 0 Lhe i 
noes 74. 


ere aves 65, 


Belore the result of the vote was annaunced, 
| HOLMAN ealled far 
KILLINGER. 


tellers. 

I call for the yeas and 
Ir. HOLMAN. 
liers lirst 

Mr. KILLINGER. 


ine yeas and nay 


Let us 


tuke the vote by 


We 


mmcee. 


as well have 


nay 


ih yeus aud hays were ordered. 





\ RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, would it 
rdaer a Lhat the proposed amend- 
id for information ¢ 
| PHEAKER. J in order to ask it; but 
1 | ; ion require inanimous consent 
‘i RANDALL Then | ask unanimous 
i lial 1@ two amecudments sugue sted 
enti roin lu ilana | Mr. LLOLMAN | 
‘ 
Mr. WHEELER. | opject. We all know 
vl hey ar 
| | mn wi taken on the motion of 
Mr. IWILLINGER that tl bill be laid on the 
md i lecided 1 Lhe neyvative-- 
vi j 16, not voting 65; us follows: 
YHA i \ r, Adams, Ambler, Arthur, 
B £B Beck, Bell, Bigby rs, Bingham, 
j i la i + P. Braxton, bBullin on, 
( ( », Cot Uox, nd, Da : 
Du | | iidred Finkel irg, Forker, 
' i, ds (a Hlaldeia flambieton 
Hi i] y, i i hi liercford, Herndon, 
| i, il n, Ke . r, King, Lamison 
| Ma , M li, McClelland, McUormick, 
| lcNeely, Monroe, Hosea W. Parker 
| l, K ul, ft yard ie Kj e, Job wt. 
\ Kn. KR erts, > nks, Sherwood, Siater, 
J n A. Su Kk. Milton Speer, Stevenson, Storm, 
Strong, Swann, Terry, Dwight Town- 
| r, Van Trump, Vaughan, Walden, Wells, 
\\ ! \ i, and Young—7. 
NA YS— Me s, Ames, Averill, Barber, Barnum, 
Biair, George J. br Ks, Buckley, Burdett, 
R. Bu r, William IT. Clark, Freeman 
( t ( r, Ul ce Varrall, Dawes, 
bbe Lar . Diekey, Duell, Duke, Duuneli, bLiliott, 
| yorth, Llenry D. | er, Wilder D. Foster, 
} ' iy Hlary r. (yveorge i llarri , dlays, 
J V. Hazel H il | Hou n, kK 
‘ in hy u | t, Lansi Lynch 
I lleunry. McJunkin, Mcehkee, Mercur, 
i i Mi ) rT y Mor} s, L uara 
i \ ‘ Nib ) P rd, | cer, Pa 
{ ( Perce, Auron F. Perry, 
: l Pol Prindle, Rainey, 
| lt in R » da it, Seeley, 
: \ Ss s, i. Boardinan Smith, 
sHapy I i I nu peel Siurkweathe! 
bad . ier, Turner, ‘Twicheil, Upson, 
n, Wald 1, Wal ice, W trren, 
White \\ i it Indiana, and Wil- 
. \ c—U 
OT VOLTING—Messrs. Archer, Barry, Beveridge, 
| j ‘ bre s, Burebard, Benjamin F. Butler, 
Caldwell, Ca j , Carroll, ( t Conner, Crebs, 
{ ely, Criteher, Donnan, Dox, Farwell, Charles 
Foster, G lrich, Hale, Halsey, Harmer, John T. 
Hari Havens, Hawley, Gerry W. Hazelton, Hill, 
kk li, wt sella, Leach, Lowe, Maynard, M 
( ! Viels y, Merrick, Benjamin F. Meyer 
> 


Morgan, Pendletan, Porter, Price, Ritchie, Robin 
, t, Sawyer, Scofield, Sessions, Shella- 


D I ‘ I = um, Worthington © Smit . 
rue, Stevens, Stowell, St. John, laffe, Thomas, 
\\ Lownsend, Tuthill, Waddell, Walls. 
\\ iM. Wi n. John T. Wilson, and 
Wi I Oo 
YQ ? 


the motion to lay the bill on the table 


agreed to. 

Daring the roll-eall, 

Mr. DONNAN said: On this question [am 
paired with the gentl man from New Jersey, 
Mr. Hausey, who, if present, would yote 
” while | should vote **ay.”’ 

phe question then recurre d on ordering the 
main qui Lion, 

Mr. RANDALL. Would it not bein order 


1 


now to have the amendments of the gentleman 


from Indiana [ Mr. Ho_Man] read? 
Phe SPEAKER, It would not, except by 
unani us consent. 


Mr. HOLMAN, 
they may be read. 

Mr. \W HE ELER. No object is Lo be attained 
by reading them. I have already stated dis- 
tinetly of the committee is 
opposed to them, and [ cannot permit them to 
ij be offered. 


I hope by general consent 


that the sense 
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Mr. HOLMAN. 
know what they are. 

Mr. WHEELER. 
being read. 

The question being taken on ordering th, 
main question, there were—ayes 82, noes 68, 

Mr. BANKS. | eall for the yeas and nays 

Che yeas and nays were ordered. ; 

Che question was taken; and it was decided 


At any rate let the House 


|] must object to th 


4 
in the athrmative—yeas 100, nays 80, not y 
ing 60; as follows: 
YE 4S— Messrs. Ames, Averill, Barber, Ban un 


George M. Brooks, Buckley, Burdett, Roderj 
Butler, William T. Clark, Freeman Clarke, Cog} 
Conger, Crocker, Darrall, Dawes, De Large, D 
Duell, Duke, Dunnell, Eiliott, Ely, Farnswo; 
Henry D. Foster, Frye, Garrett. Getz, Hale, Hals, 
Ilarmer, Harper, George KE. Harris, Hays, G 
W. Hazelton, Hoar, H 
lloughton, Keiley, Kell 4'4 Ketcham, Lam 
Lamport, Lansing, Lynch, MeGrew, Mell 
McJunkin, MeKee, Mercur, Merriam, Mit 
Moore, Morey. Morphis, Leonard Myers, N« 
Niblack, Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer. Isa 
irker, Peck, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Eli Per 
Piatt, Poland, Rainey, LHilis H. Robe; 
Kusk, Sargent, Seeley, Ses 
Shoemaker, Sloss, H. Boardman Smith, Snapp 
der, Thomas J. Speer, Starkweather, Stowell, Su 
erland, Sypher, Taffe, Turner, Twichell, Voorbe. 
Wakeman, Waldron, Wallace, Warren, Whe 
Whiteley, Williams of Indiana, and Williams 
New York—100 
NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, 
Banks, Beatty, Beck, Bicgs, 
G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, Butfinton, Buy 
Benjamin F. Butler, Coburn, Comingo, Catton, ( 
Crossiand, Davis, Donnan, Du Bose, Eamy, 
Finkelnburg, Forker, Gartield, Go lay 
! . tlaldeman, Hambleton, Hancock, Hand 
ley, lay, Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, Kerr, K 
linger, King, Lewis. Manson, Marshall, MeCielland, 
McCormick, McCrary, McIntyre, MeNeely, M 
rick, Monroe, Hosea W. Parker, Potter, Randa 
Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, Rit 
William R. Roberts, Shanks, Sherwood, S 
John A. Smith, R. Milton Speer, Stevens, 
yenson, Storm, Stoughton, Strong, Swann, Ti 
Dwight Townsend, Tyner. Van Trump, Vaugha 
Walden, Whitthorne, and Young—8sv. 
NOT VOTLNG—Messrs. Archer, Barry. Bell, Be 
ridge, B Austin Blair, Boles, James bi 
Campbell, Carroll, Cobb, Conner, Cre 
Creely, Criteher, Dox, Farwell, Charles Fo 
Wilder D. Foster, Goodrich, Hanks, John T. H 
Havens, llawley, Wereford, Hill, Kendall, Kinss 
Leach, Lowe, Maynard, McKinney. Benjamin F 
idleton, Porter, Price, Prindle, 


Meyers, Morgan, Pe 
Kobinson, Roosevelt. Sawyer, Scofield, he 


W. Hazelton, John 






Kogers, sions, She 


Ambler, Art 


Bingham, Bird, J 








« 


i »ifuUY, 


Caldwell, 


barg« Shober, Slocum, Worthington C. Smith, 
Spra , St. John, Thomas, Washington Town 
s i, Tuthill, Upson, Waddell, Walls. Wells, Wil 
lard, Jeremiah M. Wilson, Jobn T. Wilson, W 


chester, and Wood—u. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

During the vote, 

Mr. SLOCUM stated that he was paired 
with Mr. Winchester, of Kentucky, who if 
present would vote in the negative, while he 
would vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved that the 
reading of the names be dispensed with. 

Chere was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

The 
recorded. 

Mr. WHEELER moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the previous question was sec- 
onded; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded the yeas and nays 
on the latter motion. 


vote was then announced as above 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. GoruaM, iis Secretary, notifying the Hause 


| that that body had passed bills of the follow 


ing tithes; in which the cancurrence of the 
House was requested : 
A bill (S. No. 851) to empower C. O. Shep- 


| ard, chargé d’affaires at Japan, ta draw his 


salary as such officer; and 

A bill (S. No. 889) for the relief of Joseph 
Segar, of Virginia. 

lhe message further announced that the 
Senate had passed a concurrent resolution 
that there be printed twenty-one thousand ad- 
ditional copies ef the report and proceedings 
of the convention of delegates from agri 
tural colleges, State agricultural societies, &c., 
held in the city of Washington on the 1th, 
16th, and 17th of February, 1872, and com- 
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municated to the Senate by the Commissioner 
f Agriculture, of which five hundred copies 
shall be for the use of the Senate, six thou- 
-and for the use of the House, and fourteen 


‘housand five hundred for the use of the 
Commissioner of Agriculture, of which one 


indred shall be supplied to each delegate of 
he convention; in which the concurrence of 
House was requested. 
CENTRAL PACIFIC RAILROAD. 


The yeas and nays were ordered on the 
motion to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
tadbie. 

Mr. BEATTY 


now adjourn. 


moved that the House do 


Mr. HOLMAN demanded the yeas and 
nays. or. 
(he House divided; and there were—ayes 


29, noes 97; not a sufficient number. 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded tellers on the 
yeas and nays. 
" Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Beatty and 
Mr. WHEELER were appointed. 


The House again divided; and the tellers 


reported—yeas forty-one, more than one fifth | 


of those present. 
So the yeas and nays were ordered. 
lhe question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 35, nays 140, not voting 
65; as follows: 
YKAS— Messrs. 


Arthur, Beatty, 
Bose, Golladay, 


Acker, Adams, Ambler, Archer, 
Biggs, Bird, Cox, Crossland, Du 
Hambleton, Handiey, Hanks, Hay, 
Hereford, Herndon, Hvoiman, Kerr, Lewis, Manson, 
McNeely, Merrick, Monroe, Randall, Read, Edward 
Y. Rice, John M. Rice, William R. Roberts, R. 
Milton Speer, Terry, Dwight Townsend, Wells, and 
Y oung—so. 


NAYS — Messrs. Ames, Averill, Banks, Barber, 
Barnum, Bell, Bingham, Austin Blair, Braxton, 
Bright, George M. Brooks, Buckley, Butiinton, 
Burchard, Burdett, Rode: ee Butler, Wiiliam ‘T. 
Clark, Free man Clarke, Coghlan, Comingo, Con- 
ver, Cotton, Creely, Crocker, Darrall, Dawes, De 
Large, Dickey, Donnan, Dox, Duell, Duke, Dun- 


vell, Hames, Biliott, Ely, Farnsworth, Finkelnburg, 
Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garrett, Getz, Griffith, 
leman, Hale, Halsey, Harmer, Harper, George E. 
Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, 
John W. Hi azelton, Hibbard, Ho: ir, Hooper, Hough- 
ton, Kelley, Ke llogg, Ketcham, Kiliinger, Lamison, 
Lamport, Ly neh, Marshall, Maynard, McCieliand, 
McCormick, McCrary, McGrew, McHenry, Meln- 


tyre, MeJ unkin, Mercur, Merriam, Mitchell, Morey, 
Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, Nibl: ack, Orr, 
Packard, Packer, Hosea W. Parker, ‘Tsaac C. Parker, 
Peck, Perce, Aaron F, Perry, Kli Perry, Peters, 
Platt, Poland, Potter, Prindle, Rainey, EHilis H. 
Roberts, Rogers, Rusk, Sargent, Seeley, Sessions, 
Shanks, Sheldon, Sherwood, Shoemaker, Skater, 


Slocum, Sloss, H. Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, 
Snapp, Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Starkweather, 
Stevens, Stevenson, Stoughton, Stowell, Strong, 
Sutherland, Sypher, Taife, Turner, Tuthiill, Twich- 
ell, Tyner, Vaughan, Voorhees, W akeman, Wal- 
den, Waldron, Wallace, W heeler, Whiteley, Whit- 
thorne, Williams of Indiana, Williams of New York, 
and Wood—140. 

NOL’ VOLTLNG—Messrs. Barry, Beck, Beveridge, 
sighby, James G. Blair, Boles, James Brooks, Ben- 
jamin F. Butler, Caldwell, Campbell, Carroll, Cobb, 
Coburn, Conner, Crebs, Criteher, Davis, Eldredge, 


Farwell, Forker, Charlies Foster, Henry D. Foster, 
Gariield, Goodrich, Hancock, John T. Harris, Hill, 
Kendall, King, Kinsella, Lansing, Leach Lowe, 
McKee, McKinney, Benjamin F. ‘Meyers, "Moore, 


Morgan, Palmer, Fendleton, Porter, Price, Ritchie, 
Robinson, Roosevelt, Sawyer, Scofield, Shell: abarger, 
Shober, Worthington C. Smith, Sprague, Storm, St. 
John, Swann, Thomas, W ashington ‘Townsend, 
Upson, Van rump, Waddell, Walis, Warren, Wil- 
lard, Jeremiah M. Wilson, John YT. Wilson, 
W inehester—65, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, for the pur- 
pose of getting on with the public business I 
will again ask the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. WHEELER] whether he will consent to 
allow the House to have an opportunity to 
vote on the two amendments which | have 
already indicated? ‘This measure can then be 
disposed of without further delaying the public 
business. If those amendments be voted down 
by the House, of course we cannot complain. 

The SPEAKER. The question next recurs 
on the motion to lay upon the table the motion 


to reconsider the vote by which the previous | 


question was seconded, on which the yeas and 
uays have been ordered. 
Mr. WHEELER. | withdraw the motion to 


reconsider and lay upon the table. 


—No. 172. 
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Hal- | 


and | 


| to delay 


Mr. HOLMAN. The two propositions on 
which I desire to have a vote ot the House 


have been submitted to the gentleman from 
New York, and if the House has an oppor 
tunity to express its opinion on those proposi- 
tions I presume there will be no turther effort 
final action on the, bill. All we 
desire is a vote on those propositions. 

I submit two propositions. The first is to 
provide a sum, not less than $50,000, as the 
annual rental; that shall be the minimum of 


| the amount to be fixed by the commissioners. 


not take effect 


| the bonds is sued by the United States for the 
| fit of 


The second proposition is that the act shall 
until the railroad company 
shall have repaid to the Treasury the interest 
on the bonds issued for the benefit of the com- 
pany, and now remaining unpaid. 

Mr. SARGENT. 
the national debt. 

Mr. WHEELER. Let the amendments, 
which the gentleman desires to have admitted, 
be reported. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


In the twenty-third line of 
after the words “shall be deemed a and eqnit- 
able,’’ insert the words ‘‘not less than 
annual rental.” 

Add to the first section of the bill these words: 
‘*but no provision of this act shall take effect until 
the said Central Pacific Railroad Company shall 
have paid into the Treasury of the United States 
the sums paid by the United States as interest on 


the first section, 


bene- 
said company, and now remaining unpaid, 
namely, the sum of $5,089,215. 


Mr. WHEELER. I understand the propo- 
sition to be that if these amendments are ad- 
mitted to be voted upon by the House, the 
House will then without further delay proceed 
to dispose of the bill. I understand also that 
these amendments are offered to the substitute 
which | have introduced. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WHEELER. Withthat understanding, 
1 accept the proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires that 
any understanding which may be come to shall 
be clear and precise. The Chair understands 
that if those amendments are admitted to be 
voted on, no further dilatory motions shall be 
entertained. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the understanding. 

Mr. RANDALL. I presume that by a dila 
tory motion would not be understood a vote 
on the final passage of the biil. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course we 
to have a vote on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Any motion on quesiions 
touching tbe bill is not a dilatory motion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lask that the first section 
of the bill be now reported, that the House 


shall want 


| may see the connection in which it is proposed 


| derstood 


that the first amendment I offer shall come in. 

Mr. WHEELER. I wish it distinetly un- 
that these amendments are to the 
substitute offered by me, and also that | merely 


| admit them for the purpose of being voted upon 


by the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WHEELER. With the hope and ex- 
pectation on my part, and on the part of the 
friends of the bill in the committee, that both 
amendments will be voted down. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And on the other hand, 
it is understood that the substitute is offered 
in good faith, with the intention of its being 
substituted for the original bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Of course we would want 
our amendments voted on if the substitute 
should be voted down, and action should be 
taken on the original bill. 

Mr. WHEELER. My desire is to have the 
substitute adopted by the House. 

Mr. BANKS. I desire to have it distinctly 
understood whether this agreement is to be 
limited to the action of the House on the sub- 
stitute. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is 
operating, and will not be exhausted until the 
whole business is finished. 


You might include also | 


$50,000 as the | 


\ 
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Mr. BANKS. These amendments are to be 


applied to the substitute. If the friends or 
the opponents of the bill defeat the substitute, 
then the question comes upon the original 
bill; and according to this agreement the 
opponents to the original bill are bound to 
offer no resistance whatever, except a nega- 
tive vote. 

Mr. W. R. 
understanding. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The statement was, that 
the substitute was offered in good faith; and 
the understanding was that if the substitute 
should be voted down, then these amend- 
ments may be offered to the original bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. The substitute is offered 


ROBERTS. That is not the 


| to suit the gentlemen acting with the gentle 


man from Indiana, [Mr. Houmay,] and I 
understand that it is more acceptable to them 
than the original bill. They have it in their 
own hands to have the question decided on 
the substitute. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the substitute should 
not be adopted, we reserve the right to offer 
these amendments to the original bill. 

Mr. BANKS. I call the attention of the 
House again to the fact that if the substitute 
should be defeated by any chance, the House 


| by this agreement, according to the interpret 


be cause the 


ation of the Chair, which seems to be just, is 
bound to make no further opposition to the 
passage of the bill. 
Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. That is not 
understanding on this side of the House. 
Mr. BANKS. ‘Then the matter ought to be 


the 


more fully understood. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
parliamentary condition of the question. The 
bill which was reconsidered was House biil 


No. 1553. 


House some 


It is the bill which was betore the 
time since and was recommitted 
to the committee on the 12th of March. There 
was pending to that bill as an amendment the 
following proviso : 

Provided, That said railroad company 
into the Treasury of the United States 
sum of $500,000 for the use of the 
island, as provided in this act. 


he ques 


operate on that ame 


shall pay 
annually the 
said half of said 


previous if sustained, 
ndment to the original bill, 
original bill must be perfected 
before the substitute can be reached. The 
original bill having been perfected, the ques 
tion will then come up on the substitute, and 
the first question upon the substitute will be 
upon the first of the two amendments offered 
by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Houtman. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say that the first 
amendment requires two or three slight changes 
in its phraseology, which [hope will be allowed 
to be made. They do not alter at all the sense 
of the amendment 

The SPEAKER. 
of course. 


Mr. WHEELER. | 


tion, Will tirst 


That will be understood, 


suppose it is under 


stood all around that the amendments are 
offered to the substitute. 
The SPEAKER. They are; but dilatory 


motions having been withdrawn and the pre 
vious question opere ating, it operates first upon 
the original bill and the amendment thereto 
The Clerk read the amendment to 
original bill, as follows: 
Provided, That said railroad company shall pay 
into the Treasury of the Unite: aerate annually the 


sum of $500,000 for the use of the said half of said 
island, as provided in this act. 


the 


The question was put on the amendment; 
and there were—ayes 64, noes 76. 

Mr. BEATTY. I call for the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yveas 84, nays 94, not 
62; as follows: 

Y EAS—Messrs. Acker, 
Arthur, Banks, Beatty, 
James G. Blair, Braxton, 
ard, Benjamin F. 
ton, Cox. 
Eames, 
Griffith, 
Hanks, 


voting 


Adams, Ainbler, Archer, 
Bell, Bizby. Biggs, Bird, 
Bright, Buffinton, Bureb- 
Butler, Coburn, Comingo, Cot- 
Crossiand, Davis, Donnan, Du _ Bose, 
Finkeinburg, Forker, Henry D. Foster, 
Haldeman, Hambleton, Hancock, Handley, 
Havens, Hay, Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, 
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hiolman, k » Ail er, King, Lamison, Leach, 
Lewis, Ma , Marshall, McClelland, McCrary, 
Melntyre Mic Ne 5 Mierrick, Monr e,M re, Nib- 
k, bbe 1 W. Parker, Potter, Randall, Read, 
Kiw 1. Rice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, William 
H. Rober Siater, Rh. Milton Speer, Sprague, Ste- 
‘ Bs ver 1, nm. & ighton, Strong, Swann, 
i ». dynue l I n, Van lrump, Vaughan, W al- 
We Mi iorne, Wood, aod Young—4. 
A) Messr A me \ ill, Barber, Barnum, 
jam, G i M br rn Buckley, Burdett, 
Koderick R. Buth William T. Clark, Coghlan, 
‘ ger, | ely, 4 r, Dawes, De Large, Duell, 
Pununell, hil I larneworth, Wilder D. Fo 
ter, Br Garrett, Goods , Ilalsey, Harmer, Har- 
per, George bk. Harris, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, 
Jobn W Hlazelton, lloar, Llooper, lloughton, Kel- 
le Kell a i Lamport, Lansing, Lynch, 
MeGrew, Mecllenry, MeJu n, Mercur, Merriam, 
Mit |, Morey, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, 
Pa ird, Packer, Palmer, Isaac ¢ Parker, Peck, 
Per Kili Perry, Peters, Piatt, Poland, Porter, 
Prind Ka Kilis Hl. Roberts, Rogers, Rusk, 
regent, Seeley, > ions, Shanks, Sheldon, Shoe 
ker , Hl. Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, 
napp, Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Starkweather, 
f | ypher, Tafl lurner, T'wichell, Voorhees, 
\\ n, W lror \\ Warren, Wheeler, 
Whiteley, Willias ludiana, and Williams of 
lew } iM. 
Mt VOTING—Messre. Barry, Beck, Beveridge, 
Austin Blair, Bol James Brooks, Caldwell, Camp 
|, Carroll, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Conner, Crebs, 
Criteher, Darrall, Dick« Dox, Duke, Eldredge, 
larw }, Cnarls hoster, Garfield, ae Serene: 
Hale, John IT. Uarris, Hawley, Hill, Kendall, Kin- 
il Lo Maynard, MeCormi 4 Mckee, Me- 
Ki ab Hei jjamin F, Meyer . Morgan, Orr, Pen- 
lletor Aaron F. Perr . Price, Robin on, R rosevelt, 
Sawyer scofield, Shellabarger, Sherwood, Shober, 
im, Worthington C. Smith, St. John, Suth- 
erland, Thoma Dwight Townsend, Washing- 


Cownsend, Tuthill, Waddell. Walls, Willard, 


lereminah \i Wilson John T. Wilson, and 
Wit este ? 
So the amendment was not agreed to. 
MESSAGE I MM THE PRESIDENT 


A message in writing from the President of 
the United States was communicated to the 
Hionace Por rER, his Private 
‘creLary, whe also informed the House that 

dent had approve d and signe -d bills 
and a joint resolution of the Hous of the fol- 
| ng titles: 

An act (H. Rt. No. 578) to extend the time 
for the completion of the military road from 
hort Wilkins, at Copper Harbor, in the State 
of Mic higan, to Fort Howard, at Green Bay, 


the State of Wisconsin: 

An act (H. R. No. 1180) to extend the time 
for filing claims for additional bounty, under 
the act of July 28, 1869; 


\ act H. R. No. 1238) to remove the 
charge of desertion against Daniel Orner, late 
private in company H, ninety-first regiment 
Pennsylvania volunteers ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1638) to create the Link 
n land district. in the State of moana 
An act (H. R. No. 1781) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to dk liver condemned ord- 
ance to certain soldiers’ monumental asso 
cations 

An act (H 
bounties ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1862) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to make certain 
negotiations with the Ute Indians 
rado 

An aet (H. R. No. 2253) for the relief of 


Cathron & Maguire, bankers and brokers of 


Kk. No. 1782) in relation to 


ie city of Rome, Georgia; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 108) grant- 

if condemned cannon for the erection of a 

oldiers’ monument at Mound City, Illinois. 
CENTRAL PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

The House resumed the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 1558) relating to the Cen- 
tral Pacitic Railroad Company. 

Che question was upon the first amendment 
offered by Mr. HOLMAN to the substitute. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [have changed the phrase 
ology of the amendment somewhat, but not so 
as to alter its sen 2. 

The SPEAKER. 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Clerk will read the 


In lines twenty to twenty-five of the first section 
insert, so that it will read: 


And within three months from theirappointment 1 


in Colo- | 


said commissioners, or a majority of them, shall 
award such annual sum as rental for the use of said 
half of said island as granted by this act as in their 
judgment, or in the judgment of a majority of them, 
shall be deemed just and equitable, not less than 
$50,000, which amount shall be paid by the said Cen- 
tral Pacific Railroad Company annually thereafter 
during the said occupany. 

Mr. WHEEL®R. I prefer the original prop- 
osition submitted to the House, and I object 
to any modification. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It was submiited with the 
understanding that the phraseology of the 
amendment might be made to correspond with 
the phraseology of the section. 

Phe SPEAKER. If an amendment is ad- 
mitted and agreed to, and there is any neces- 
sity to modify the phraseology of it so as to 
make the meaning conspicuous, of course that 
is always done, and the enrolling clerk is 
allowed to take a liberty of that kind. If the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Wwaeever] 
thinks this amendment as modified is mate- 
rially different from the other, he has the right 
to object. But in the judgment of the Chair 
it presents the same question to the House. 

Mr. WHEELER. I prefer the amendment 
as it was originally presented, and as it was 
understood by gentlemen. 

Mr. SARGENT. And it was reported from 
the Clerk’s desk as framed by the gentleman 
from Indiana himself. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Thereis manifest injustice 
in the objection of the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. WuHEELER.] I stated at the time 


] offered the amendment that of course I | 


wished to arrange its phraseology in such a 
manver as to make it correspond with the 
section; and that is all 1 now propose to do. 
The striking out ofthe words ‘before it shall 
avail itself of the provisions of this act,’’ 
should be included in the amendment. 

Mr. WHEELER. The amendment was care- 
fully prepared by the gentleman from Indiana, 
{ Mr. Houman,] and reported from the Clerk’s 
desk for the information of the House. To 
change it now will give rise to inquiries all 
around me which I cannot answer. I there- 
fore prefer that the question shall be taken on 


the amendment as originally presented. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The amendment will be 
reported as originally presented. 

Che Clerk read as tollows: 

After the words “shall be deemed just and equit- 


able,’’ in line twenty-threc », section one of the substi- | 


tute, insert the words ‘not less than $50,000 as an 
annual rental.’ 


‘The question was taken upon agreeing to the 
amendment; and upon a division, there were— 
ayes 51, noes 69. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. BEATTY and Mr. HOLMAN ealled for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was again taken; and there 
were—yeas 86, nays 93, not voting 61; as 
follows: 

Y EAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler, Archer, 
Arthur, Banks, Beatty, Beck, Bigby, Biggs, Bird, 
James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, Buffinton, Bureh- 


ard, Coburn, Comingo, Cotton, Cox, Crossland, Davis, 


Donnan, Du Bose, Eames, Finkelnburg, Forker, 
lienry D. Foster, Garfield, Getz, Golladay, Griflith, 
ilaldeman, Hambleton, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, 
llavens, Hay, Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, Holman, 
Kerr, Killinger, King, Lamison, Le sach, Lewis, Man- 
son, Marshail, McClelland, McCormick, McCrary, 
McIntyre, MeNeely, Merrick, Monroe, Niblack 

Potter, Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. 
Rice, William R. Roberts, Shanks, Sherwood, Sla- 
ter, R. Milton Speer, Sprague, Stevens, Stevenson, 
Storm, Stoughton, Strong, Swann, Terry, Tyner, 


Upson, Van Trump, Vaughan, Walden, Wells, W hit- | 


thorne, Wood, and Young—86. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Averill, Barber, Barnum, 
George M. Brooks, Buckley, Burdett, Roderick R. 
Butler, William T. Clark, Coghlan, Conger Creely, 
Crocker, Darrall, Dawes, De Large, Duke, ‘Dunnell: 
Elliott, Farnsworth, Wilder D. Foster Frye, Garrett, 
Goodrich, Haisey, Harmer, Harper, George E. Har- 
ris, Hays, Gerry W. Hazel Iton, John W. Hazelton, 
Hoar, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, Ketcham, 
Lamport, to sing, McGrew, McHenry, McJunkin, 
Mereur, Merriam, Mitchell, Morey. Morphis, Leon- 


| ard Myers, Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer, Isaac C. 


Parker, Peck, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Eli Perry, 
Peters, Platt, Poland, Porter, Prindle, Rainey, Ellis 
H. Roberts, Rogers, Rusk, Sargent, Seeley, Sessions, 


| A. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, Thomas J.S 


April 24 


pee - Ste 
weather, Stowell, Sypher, Taffe, ee Twi hi 
Voorhees, Wakeman, Waldron, W allace, Warr: 
Wheeler, W hiteley, Willard, Williams of Indians 
and Williams of New York—93. ; 
NOT VOTING—Messrs. Barry, Bell, Beveridge 
Bingham, Austin Blair, Boles, James Brooks, Be bj - 
min F. Butler, Caldwell, Campbell, Carroll, Fre eman 


ark 


| Clarke, Cobb, Conner, Crebs, Critcher, Dickey, Dox, 


Duell, Eldredge, Ely, Farwell, Charles Foster, Hal; 
John T. Harris, Hawley, Hiil, Kendall, Kinsella’ 
Lowe, Lynch, Maynard, McKee, McKinney, Benja- 


| min F. Meyers, Moore, Morgan, Negley, Hose a W. 


Parker, Pendleton, Price, Ritchie, Robinson, 


LO0e 
velt, Sawyer, Scofield, Sheliabarger, Shober, Sine. 


maker, Worthington C. Smith, St. John, Sutherland 

Thomas, Dwight Townsend, Washington Townse nd 

nepal. Waddell, Walls, Jeremiah M. Wilson, J. ybn 
. Wilson, and Winchester—6l. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
on agreeing to the second amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Hoi 
MAN,] which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the first section of the substitute these 
words 


But no provision of this act shall take effect unti| 


| the said Central Pacific Railroad Company sha|| 


have paid into the Treasury of the United States 
the sums paid by the United States as interest on 
the bonds issued by the United States for the bene- 


fitof said company, and now remaining unpaid, 


namely, the sum of $5,089,215. 


The question being taken on agreeing to the 


| amendment, there were—ayes 53, noes 69, 


Mr. BEATTY and Mr. HOLMAN ealled 
for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 79, nays 92, not voting 
69; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Ambler, Arthur, 


Banks, Beatty, Beck, Biggs, Bird, James G. Blair, 
Braxton, Bright, Buffinton, Benjamin F. Butler, 


|| Coburn, Comingo, Cotton, Cox, Davis, Donnan, Du 


Bose, Eldredge, Finkelnburg, Forker, Getz, Gol- 
laday, Griffith, Haldeman, Hambleton, Haneock, 
Handley, Ti anks, Harmer, I: Ly, Llereford, Herndon, 


| Hibbard, Holman, Kerr, Killinger, King, Lamison, 


Leach, Lewis, Manson, MeUlelland, MeCorwick, 
McCrary, MeIntyre, McNeely, Mere ur, Merrick. 
Monroe, Packer, Pott er, Randall, Read, Edward 
Y. Rice, John M: Boe William R. Roberts, Sher- 


wood, Shoemaker, Milton Speer, Sprague, Ste 


| vens, Stevenson, bor eee Strong, Swann, Terry, 


| Caldwell, Campbell, C 


Tyner, Van Trump, Vaughan, Walden, Wells, Whit- 
thorne, Jeremiah M. Wilson, Wood, and Young —79, 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Averill, Barber, Barnum, 
singham, George M. Brooks, Buckley, Burchard, 
Burdett, Roderick R. Butler, William TT. Clark, 
Coghlan, Conger, Creely, Crocker, Darrall, Dawes, 
De Large, Dickey, Duke, Dunnell, Eames, Elliott, 
Farnsworth, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Gartic ld. (rar- 
rett, Goodrich, Hale, Halsey, Harper, George E. 
Harris, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, John W. Hazel- 
ton, Hoar, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg. 
Ketcham, Lampoyt, Lansing, McGrew, McHenry, 
McJunkin, Merriam, Mitchell, Moore, Morphis, 
Packard, Palmer, Peck, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Eli 
Perry, Peters, Platt, Poland, Porter, Prindle, Rainey, 
Ellis H. Roberts, Rogers, Rusk, Sargent, Seeley, 
Sessions, Sheldon, Sloss, H. Boardman Smith, Jolin 
A. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, Thomas J. Speer, Stark- 
weather, Stowell, Sypher, Tafie, Turner, Twichell, 
Upson, Voorhees; Wakeman, Wallace, Warren, 
Wheeler, Whiteley, Willard, Williams of Indiana, 
and Williams of New York—92. 

NOT VOTING-—Messrs. Archer, Barry, Bell, Bev- 
eridge, Bigby, Austin Blair, Boles, James Brooks, 
Carroll, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, 


| Conner, Crebs, Critcher, Crossl: und, Dox, Duell, Ely, 


Farwell, Charles Foster, Henry D. Foster. John » 
Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hill, Kendall, Kinsella, 
Lowe, Lynch, Marshall, Maynard, McKee, McKin- 
ney, Benj: umin F. Meyers, Morey, Morgan, Leonard 
Myers, Negley, Niblack, Orr, Hosea W. Parker, 
Isaae C. Parker, Pendleton, Price, Ritchie, Robin 
son, bccanalit Sawyer, Scofield, Shanks, Shella 
barger, Shober, Slater, Slocum, Worthington C. 
Smith, Storm,St. John,Sutherland, Thomas, Dwight 
Townsend, Washington Townsend, Tuthill, Wad- 
dell, Waldron, Walls, Jobn T. Wilson, and Winches- 
ter—o?. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 


The question then recurred on agreeing 
to the following substitute, offered by Mr. 
WHEELER: 

Whereas the Central Pacific railroad, the western 
linkin the chain of railroads connecting the Atlantic 
and Pacific oceans, is now completed to Oakland, 
opposite San Francisco, and it is important that the 
western terminus of said railroad should be as near as 
possible to San Francisco, and should have sufficient 
accommodations for the travel and commerce pass- 


| ing over said road: Therefore, 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the use of one half of the island of 


Sheldon, Slocum, Sloss, H. Boardman Smith, John |i Yerba Buena, or Goat Island, in the Bay of San 


Frat 


usi 
po 
wi 





California, is hereby granted to the Cen- 
il Pac ific Ra ilroad Company, its successors and 
vccigns, for a terminus for its railroad, to be used 
exclusively for railroad purposes; and this grant 
hall continue 80 long as the s aid premises shall be 
ised by said company, its successors and assigns, 
for the purposes above named, and no longer; and 

4 premises shall be subject to taxation as is 

ther like property under the laws of the State of 
California: Provided, That within one month from 
the passage of this act. the President of the United 

tates sh: all appoint three commissioners, who shall 
be authorized at the expense of the Central Pacific 
Roilroad Company, after being duly sworn or af- 
jrmed faithfully to perform their duties and that 
they have no interest in said company, to examine 
said island, to hear allegations and proofs, and to 
rake into account as well any benefits as any injury 
which may acerue to the Government of the United 
States from the execution of this act; and within 
three months from their up pointme nt said commis- 
signers, or a majority of them, shall award such sum 
yr the use of si aid half of said isl: ind, as granted by 
as in their judgment, or in the judgment of 
4 majority of them, shi ill be deemed just and equita- 
ple, which amount, when the award shall have been 

»ppre wved by the President, shall be paid by said 
Central Pacific Railroad Company, before it shall 
avail its elf of this grant: Provik led Surthe r, That said 

ne half of said island shall be selected and desig- 

ated within six months from the passage of this act, 
bv or under the authority of the President of the 
United States: And be it further provided, That this 
grant is upon the express condition that the Govern- 
ment the United States hereby reserves the free 
use the whole of said island for military pur- 
na in time of war, or in anticipation of war, 
wien deemed necessary by the President of the Uni- 
ted States, 

Src. 2. That nothing herein contained shall destroy 
or impair any lawful or equitable rights and claims 
of private parties, if such exist, to the said isl: and, or 
any part thereof; and the said ‘Central Pacifie Rail- 
road Company is hereby authorized to locate ‘and 
construct its railroad and telegraph line from its 
present terminus at Oakland to said island, and there 

sstablish the western terminus of said railroad and | 
telegraph line: Provided, That this extension shall 
be subject to the charter, laws, and conditions which 
now govern the construction and existence of the 
Central Pacific railroad; but no subsidy of any 
nature whatsoever is hereby intended to be or is 
given to the said Central Pacifie railroad: Pro- 

ided further, That said railroad shall reach said 
island with its track, and occupy its designated por- 
tion thereof, within three years from the time said 
company shall be in undisputed possession, free from 
adverse Claimants: And be tt further prov ided, That | 
the superstructure upon which the track shall be 
placed shall be built upon piers, with spans of not 
. ; than three hundred feet, which piers shall be | 
educed to a minimum, and alsoto theleast possible 
width consistent with safety, and so placed and 
lap ved with reference to the channel and direction 
of the tides as to offer to them as little obstruction as 
ossible. 
: sec. 3. That if at any time the wantsof commerce 
or naval a shall require it, upon the 
direction of the Pres i lent of the United States, the 
said Central Pacific Railroad Company shall erecta 
draw-bridge over such portion of the channel as 
the engineer department of the United States shall 
direct. 

Sec. 4. That any and all railroad companies shall 
have the right to run their cars from the mainland 
over the track of the Central Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany to said island, and thereupon have reasonable | 
facilities and accommodations for doing business, 
under such rules and regulations as shall be pre- 
scribed by the said Centrai Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany; buteach company availing itself of this privi- 
lege shall first pay to the Central Pacific Railroad 
Company a just proportion of the cost of the im- 
provements on said island,and the expenses incurred 
in reaching the same from the mainland; such pro- 
portion to be measured and determined by the bene- 
fits which said railroad somuney may derive from 
the use of said main track and island; and in case 
of any disagreement between anysuch railroad com- 
pany and the said Central Pacific Railroad Company, 
as to the amounts to be poe, and as to the use and 
occupancy of said track and island, thesame shall be 
determined by the Secretary of War, subject to the 
approval of the President of the United States: Pro- 

v ‘ded. That the said Central Pacific Railroad Gom- 
pany, and any other railroad company availing itself 
of the privileges of this act, shall receive and deliver 
freight and passengers which shall pass over their 
lines of road, or any part thereof, without extra 
charge, at one or more points convenient for busi- 
ness and travel on the western shore of said bay, and 
within the corporate limits of the city of Sau Fran- 
cisco: Provided further, That thesaid Central Pacific 
Railroad Company shail make no charge for wharf- 
age for freight or passengers which have passed or 
are to pass over their lineof road or any partthereof : 
And be it further provided, That Congress reserves 
tall power, whenever in its judgment it may be 
proper so to do, to authorize by law any other rail- 
road company or companies to construct and main- 
tain its or their own independent connections with 
and use of that part of the island of Yersa Buena, 
the use of which is by this act granted, that shall 
not be actually occupied for legitimate railroad pur- 
poses under law of Congress at the time said subse- 
quent legislation may be had; and Congress may at | 
any time alter, amend, or repeal this act, having due 
regard to the rights and interests of all railroad || 


Fri int ist ‘0, 


this act, 


| Niblack, Hosea W. Parker, 
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companies which may have availed themselves of 
the privilege Conaiee granted, 


The substitute was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was then ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time. 
The question being on the passage of the 
bill, 


Mr. HOLMAN called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
inthe atlirmative—yeas 101, nays 86, not voting 
53: as tollows: 

YE AS—Messrs. Ames, Averill, 
Austin Blair, George M. Brooks, 
Roderick R. Butier, William T. ¢ 
ger, Creely, Crocker, Darrall, 
Duell, Duke, Dunnell, Elliott, 
D. Foster, Frye, serseth, Getz, Goodrich, Halsey, 
Harmer, Harper, George E. Harris, Hays, Gerry W. 
Hazelton, John W. Haze bon Hoar, Llooper, Hough 
ton, Kelley, Kellogg, Ketcham, Lamport, Lansing, 
Leach, Lowe, Lyneh, McGrew, McHenry, MeJun- 
kin, Mercur, Merriam, Mitchell, Moore, Morey, 
Morphis, Leonard Myers, Orr, Packard, Packer, 
Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Peree, Aaron F. 
Perry, Eli Perry, Peters, Platt, Poland, Porter, 
Prindle, Rainey, Ellis H. Roberts, Rogers, Rusk, 
Sargent, eT: Sessions, Sheldon, Shoemaker, 
Sloss, H. Boardman Smith, Snapp, Snyder, Thomus 
J. Speer, Starkweather, Stowell, Sutherland, Sypher, 
Tafte, Turner, Twichell, Upson, Voorhees, Wake- 
man, Waldron, W allace, Warren, Wheeler, White- 


Barber, Barnum, 
Buckley, Burdett, 
lark, Coghlan, Con- 
Dawes, De Large, 
Farnsworth, Henry 


ley, Willard, Williams of Indiana, and Williams of 


New Yorks—l0l. 
NAYS—Messrs. Acker, 
Banks, Beatty, Beck, Biggs, 
Blair, Braxton, Bright, 
min F, Butler, Coburn, 
land, Davis, Donnan, 
Finkelnburg, Forker, 
Golladay, Griffith, 
Handley, Hanks, 


Adams, Ambler, Arthur, 
Bingham, Bird, James G. 
Butiinton, Burchard, Benja- 
Comingo, Cotton, Cox, Cross 
Du Bose, Eames, Eldredge, 
Wilder D. Foster, Garfield, 
Haldeman, Hambleton, Hancock, 
tiavens, Hay, Herndon, Hibbard, 
Holman, ‘Kerr, Killinger, King, Lamison,. Lewis, 
Manson, Maynard, McClelland, MeU arma. Mc- 
Crary, Mcintyre, MeNeely, Merrick, Monroe, Potter, 
Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, Jobn Rice, 
Ritehie, William R. Roberts, Shanks, Sherwood, 
Slater, John A. Smith, R. Milton Speer, Sprague, 
Stevens, Stevenson, Storm, Stoughton, Strong, 
Swann, Terry, Tyner, Van Trump, Vaughan, Walden, 
Wells, Wh itthorne, Jeremiah M. Wilson, John T. 
Wilson, Wood, and Young—8s. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Archer, Barry, Beli, Bev- 
eridge, Bigby, Boles, James Brooks, Caldwell, 
Campbell, Carroll, Fre eman Clarke, Cobb, Conner, 
Crebs, Critcher, diel key, Dox, Ely, Farwell, Charles 
Foster, Hale, John T. Harris, Hawley, Hereford, 
Hill, Kendal 1, Kinse Hise Marshall, MeKee, Me- 
Kinney, Benjamin Fk. Meyers, Morgan, Negley, 
Pendleton, Price, Rob- 
inson, oosevelt, Sawyer, Scotield, Shellabarger, 
Shober, Slocum, Worthington C. Smith, St. Joiin, 
Thomas, Dwight Townsend, Washington Townsend, 
Tuthill, Waddell, Walls, and Winchester—353. 


So the bill was passed. 
During the vote, 


Mr. McNEELY stated that his colleague 
Mr. Cress, who was absent by leave of the 


House on account of sickness in his family, 
would if present have voted in the negative, 
and in the affirmative on all the amendments. 

Mr. ELY stated that he was paired with 
Mr. Parker, of New Hampshire, who woald 
have voted against the bill, while he would 
have voted for it. 

Mr. NIBLACK stated that he was paired 
with Mr. MarsHa.t, of Illinois, and that while 
he would have voted in favor of some of the 
amendments he was himself generally in favor 
of the bill, while Mr. Marswa.t was opposed 
to it. 

Mr. BELL stated that he was paired with 
Mr. NeGuey, of Pennsylvania, who would have 
voted in the affirmative, while he would have 
voted in the negative. 

Mr. SHOBER stated that he was paired 
with his colleague, Mr. Coss, who would have 
voted in the aflirmative, while he would have 
voted in the negative. 

Mr. PRICE stated that he was paired with 
Mr. Townsenp, of Pennsylvania, who would 
have voted in the affirmative, while he would 
have voted in the negative. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin, stated that 
his colleague, Mr. Sawyer, who was friendly 
to the bill, was paired with Mr. Moraan, from 
Ohio, who was opposed to it. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York, state 2d that 
he was paired with Mr. McKus, of Missis ssippi, 
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who would have voted in the affirmative, while 
he would have voted in the negative. 

The vote was then announced 
recorded. 

Mr. COX. I move to amend the title of 
the bill, if it be in order, so as to express the 
intent and meaning of the bill. 

Mr. WHEELER. I move to recons 
the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
also move that 
laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New 
York asks consent to move an amendment to 
the title 

Mr. COX. Have I not 
floor to make that motion? 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the title of the bill by striking out the 
words relating to the Central Pacific Railroad Com 
pany, and inserting in lieu thereof ‘A bill to givea 


railroad company over five million dollars of public 
property without consideration. 


Mr. COX. That is the idea. 

Mr. WHEELER. I object, and 
the vote on my motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

The motion 
tuble. 


as above 


ider 
and 
the motion to reconsider be 


the right to the 


demand 
and lay 


to reconsider was laid on the 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. GoruaM, its Secretary, notifying the House 
that that body had passed a bill (S. No. 765) 
for the relief of the heirs of the late Captain 
R. R. Perkins, of the United States Army ; in 
which the concurrence of the House was ve 
quested. 

‘The message further announced that the 
Senate had adopted the report of the commit 
tee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on a bill (H. R. No. 1866) for 
the relief of Mrs. Frances A. McKinney. 

[he message further announced that the 
Senate had recommitted to the committee of 
conference a bill (H. R. No. 1060) making 
appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the year ending June 30, 1873, and for other 
purposes, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
order of business. 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, I now desire to 
callupthe report from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs in reference to the case of Dr. Houard. 

The SPEAKER. Calling for the regular 
order of business, the Chair will inform mem- 
bers, will not bring up anything in particular. 

Setween the various questions presented for 
consideration the House must decide. 


I demand the regular 


PAY OF CONTESTANT. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. I desire, 
Mr. Speaker, to make a report from the 
Committee of Elections for the payment of 
David 8S. Gooding, contestant in the contested- 
election case from the fourth congressional 
district of Indiana. I hope there will be no 
objection to taking up the resolution and act 
ing upon it at once, as he desires to leave the 
city this evening. 

Mr. BEATTY. Is that a privileged question ? 

The SPEAKER, It has always been ruled 
to be so. 

lhe Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That David 8. Gooding, contestant from 
the fourth congressional district of Indiana, be al 
lowed the sum of $3,080 out of the contingent fund 
of the House, in ful! for necessary ezpemnes and dis 
bursements paid out and incurred by him in th 


—_— ution of his claim to have been elected to the 
orty-Second Congress. 


The resolution was adopted 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted: and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

lhe latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. BANKS. 


I desire to make a report 








a 
Sein ee 


Ee 


Padma 


from tl ( mmittee on Fore gyri Affairs on the 
case of Dr. Houard 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 

rder of busines The Committee on Foreign 


* authorized to report at any time in 
ition to the case of Dr. 


eman from Massachusetts, | Mr. 


Houard. The gen- 


z 
Dawes, |] who 
Committee of Ways i 


and 
he floor for 


hairman 


Means, is on t a privileged motion, 


vhich would take away the priority of that 
order, a motion to suspend the rules for the 
Ho yo into Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union on the tariff bill. And 
he tleman from In Mana M r. NIBI ACK | 18 
on the floor desiring to submit a motion to 
uspend the 1 iles tor the Hou e to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the tate of the 
Union for the consideration of an appropria- 
tion bill 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. And | 
de re to move that the House now proceed to 
the consideration of business on the Speaker's 
mpi 

The SPEAKER. That motion would not 
be privileged, as there has been no morning 


} 


nour t 


day. 
Mr. BANKS. | will Say to the 
Ways and 
we hope to di pose of the 
Dr. Houard in two hour 
Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. 
Mr. BANKS We 


chairman 
Means that 
resolution in regard 


f the Committee of 


Say three hours. 
it will not 


hope 


more than two hours, but the di 


occupy 
’ scussion will 
not go beyond three hours at any rate. 

Mr. RANDA ial. The consideration of the 
case of Dr Houard ha postponed 
for eight days, and I[ hope it will be at once 
proceeded with. 

Mr. BANKS. 


(Committee of 


now been 


I trust the chairman of the 
Ways and Means will allow us 

that question. 

. ROBERTS. It is a very import 

and | trust we will have time to 


to go on with 
Mr. W.R 


ant question, 


i 
adiscuss it, 

Mr. NIBLACK. I hope the gentleman 
om Massachusetts will allow us to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union on the fortification bill 

The SPEAKER. The 


the priority ol 


in which 
tled is for 


best way 


business can be set 


he Chair to recognize the gentleman trom 
Massachusett on the left of the Chair, [ Mr. 
KANKS . 5 and the two other gentlemen who 


have privilege d report 3 can raise the question 
of con ide anon, 

Mr. COBURN. Let me remind the 
iat the consideration of the 
has been fixed for this day, 
of every other order except 


Chair 
homestead bill 
exclusion 
reports of the 


1 


to the 


Committees of Ways and Means and Appro- 
priations, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair apprehends 
that that is true. He had overlooked the 


assignment of that order for to-day. 
Mr. RANDALL. 


on this question, 


| desire to make a remark 
When the Chair decided 
that the Goat Island bill should have prefer- 
ence over the American citizen, 
who is in jail, with his feet in chains, he stated 
that that bill had higher privilege; and | 
understood the Chair to state that the case of 
Dr. Houard would come up next. 

The SPEAKER. 
tinetly apprehend what the gentleman first 
Che statement, as it fell upon the ear 
of the Chair, was offensive. 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not 
offensive. 

Che SPEAKER. The Chair decided that | 
the motion to reconsider was one having the | 
highest privilege known to the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. And the Chair decided, 
further, that it cut off the consideration of Dr. 
Houard’s case, being a motion of higher 
privilege. 

lhe SPEAKER. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
say. 


case of an 


stated, 


mean to be 


Precisely. 
[hat is what I meant to 


Che Chair did not dis- | 
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The SPE, AK ER. Does the gentleman differ 
from that ruling of the Chair? 

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir; 
inference that the Chair stated substantially 
that Dr. Houard’s case would come next. 
And now the gentleman from Massachusetts 
| Mr. Daw 8 | proposes to intervene the tariff 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. When the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RanpaL) rose the Chair 
was about to submit to the decision of the 
majority of the House what business should 
be proceeded with. 

Mr. BANKS. That is the proper way of 
settling it. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
with that. 

Mr. BANKS. I propose to submit the re- 
port of the committee, and, if possible, I shall 
be willing thatthe House should limit the debate 
to two hours. 

Mr. RANDALL. I cannot consent to that. 
The gentleman knows that the members of the 
committee themselves will occupy two hours; 
and there are others of us, not members of 
the committee, who are very much interested 
in the subject. 1 brought the case tothe atten- 
tion of the House, and I do not wish to be cut 
short in the remarks I desire to submit. 

Mr. DAWES. It is perfectly evident that 
if the House is to take up at all for considera- 
tion the financial measures of the Govern- 
ment, they must do it at once. 

| understand that behind this there is a prop- 
osition to call up the resolution for final ad- 
journment. Between the resolution for final 
adjournment and all these other questions | 
submit to the House the proposition reported 
from the Committee of Ways and Means. And 
if the House shall decide to lay aside the 
questions of finance reported by its commit- 


but | drew the 


I shall be quite satisfied 


tee, the responsibility will not rest upon the | 


committee, and they will not feel themselves 
under obligations to call the attention of the 
House to them. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. We ask only three 
hours to discuss the claim of an American 
citizen now in jail rotting there, and we are 
leaving him there. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. There 
are forty million American people ingerested 
in the finance measure, and some of them are 
in jail too. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. L. MYERS. I want to say to my friend, 


the chairman of the Committee of Ways and | 


Means, that this question involves the liberty 
of an American citizen, and is of higher privi- 


lege than anything that can come from his || 


committee. 


The SPEAKER. The question is not de 
batable. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Banks] as upon the 
floor. The other gentlemen raise the question 
of consideration. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
mentary inquiry of the Chair. |] 
bill, in my hands, 
to day. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will not lose its 
place at all, and the Chair hopes the gentle- 
wan will not ee it with this measure. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I would like to suggest 


to my colleague on the Committee of Ways 


if it does not come up 


I desire to make a parlia- | 
desire to | 
know what will be the effect on the homestead | 





| and Means that as we are to meet at half past | 


| 


i 


| 
| 
| 


seven o'clock for the consideration of pension 


| bills, we can get along but a very little way in 


the discussion of the tariff bill if we take it 
up now. 

Mr. DAWES. Ifthe House will permit me 
to make my motion after the reading of the 
Journal to-morrow I will withdraw it. 

Mr. BANKS. If this question is settled we 
will not object. 

Mr. DICKEY. 
tracts. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- 
| sachusetts, the chairman of the Committee on 


I object to any such con- 


AL GLOBE. 


April 24. 


Foreign Affairs, is recognized by the Chair. 
The chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means and the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr, 
NIBLACK] raise the question of consideration, 

Mr. DAWES. I withdraw my motion, and 
give notice that I shall renew it to-morrow 
immediately after the reading of the Journal, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would inform 
the gentleman that the question of considera 
tion cannot be raised after a question is under 
discussion. 

Mr. DAWES. It will be in order to move 
to suspend the rules to-morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER. The Cifficulty about that 
would be that the members of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs have arranged somewhat 
as to the discussion, and it will bethe duty of 
the Chair to recognize that arrangement. 

Mr. DAWES. Does not the rule say that 
it is in order at any time to move to go into 
Committee of the Whole on a revenue bill? 

The SPEAKER. It does not say that it is 
in order to submit that motion unless the gen 
tleman has the floor; and further, the tariff 
bill is made a special order after the morning 


hour. 


Mr. DAWES. I do not so understand it. 
The SPEAKER. That is the impression 


| of the Chair. 


Mr. DAWES. | find that the Chair is right. 

Mr. BANKS. After we have entered upon 
the discussion of this question the gentleman 
will have the privilege, if he can get the floor, 
of moving to go into Committee of the W hole, 
and if the House will not consider the ques 
tion, we have nothing to say. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will then 
announce, because it is a fair adjustment as 
between the claims to the floor, that the gen 
tleman from Massachusetts, the chairman o! 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, desires to 
proceed now, with the condition that ihe gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts may to-morrow, if 
the Houard case is not finished, test the sense 
of the House on going into Committee of the 
Whole on the tariff bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object, for the reason 


tuat he has not a right to make his motion 


| before the morning hour. 





The SPEAKER. 


[t does not necessarily 


| follow that he would not have a right to make 


the motion. The only difficulty is that if the 
House goes into Committee of the Whole 
before the morning hour, there is no special 
order, and the committee can take up any bill 
it chooses. 

Mr. RANDALL. We want only 
hours to discuss the Houard case. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. That is all we ask. 

Mr. DAWES. It is evident that unless | 


three 


|| settle the question now I shall be unable to 


get into Committee of the Whole on the tariff 
bill to morrow. 

Mr. BANKS. It is not evident. 

The SPEAKER. There is but an hour re- 
maining of the session of to-day, according to 
the usual practice, and gentlemen of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs propose to occupy 
two hours. ‘That will bring the vote in the 
House to-morrow a little after two o’clock. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I think the House had 
better let me go on with the fortification bill. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. What 
becomes of the special order. the homestead 
bill? 

The SPEAKER. Jt cannot be displaced. 
If the gentlemen interested in it will waive it 
for the present, there is no danger of its not 
being reached. The Chair hopes the gentle- 
man will not obtrude it now, as there is a 
great desire to settle the case from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. COBURN. Let me suggest to the 


Chair that it will lose its place if the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Banks] goes on with 
his resolution. 

The SPEAKER. 
that extent. 


It will lose its place to 
it is made the special order from 
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lay to day until disposed of, and will run to the 

end of the session unless sooner disposed of. 

BANKS. I hope the House will allow 
ate go on with this subject for some little 
hime. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New Nork. I hope 
not to the postponement of the financial busi- 
ness of this country. 

Phe SPEAKER. The Chair will for him- 
elf submit to the House the question of con- 
jderation, 

{he question was taken; and upon a division 
there were—ayes 94, noes 46. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. DAWES and Mr. HALE called for the 
yeas and nays. 

[he question was taken upon ordering the 
nays; and upon a division there 
were—ayes 20, noes 106; not one fifth voting 
in the affirmative. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. DAWES called for tellers on ordering 
the yeas and nays. 

he question was taken upon ordering tell- 
and there were twenty-six in the aftirm- 


yeas and 


ers ; 
ative. 

So (the affirmative being more than one 
a quorum) tellers were ordered, and 
Dawes and Mr. Banks were appointed. 
COX. Will the Chair allow me to make 
a suggestion to save time? 

(he SPEAKER. The Chair is under the 
impression that it will not save time. [ Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. COX. I think it will. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 27, noes 181. 

So (the affirmative not being one fifth of 
the vote) the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

(he House accordingly resolved to proceed 
with the consideration of the resolution ia 
relation to Dr. John Emilio Houard. 

ALABAMA CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
aid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 

To the House of Representatives of the United States : 

In answer to a resolution of the 22d instant, I 
ransmit to the House of Representatives a report 
from the Secretary of State, with the British case 
and papers which accompanied it. 

5. GRANT. 


U. 
WASHINGTON, Apri/ 24, 1872. 


Mr. BANKS. I move that this message, 
with the accompanying papers, be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, without 
being printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BANKS moved to reconsider the vote 
last taken ; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


DR. JOHN EMILIO HOUARD. 


(he House then proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the following preamble and resolution 


titth of 
Mr 


af 
“Yr. 





reported from the Committee on Foreign 
Afiairs : 

Whereas Dr. John Emilio Houard has, after one 
year’s imprisonment and trial by a military court- 


martial, been convicted of complicity in an insur- 
rection against the Spanish Government in theisland 
of Cuba, and, upon said conviction, has been trans- 
ported toa penal c Jony of Spain for a term of eight 
years, from which conviction, sentence, and punish- 
ment be appeals for protection to the Government of 
the United States ; and whereas it appears, first, that 
said Houard was a native-born citizen of the Uni- 
ted States; second, that he never renounced his 
allegiance as such citizen, but, on the contrary, bas 
claimed to be, and has been enrolled by the officers 
of the Government of the United States as a citizen 
of the United States; third, that it is not shown by 
any form of proof that he ever became by any acta 
<ubjec t or citizen of the Government of Spain; and 
whereas it further appears that his trial, sentence, 
ind punishment have been in disregard and viola- 
tion of his undoubted rights as a citizen of the Uni- 
ted States, under the Constitution and laws thereof, 
and the treaty of October 27, 1795, between the Uni- 
ted States and Spain: Therefore, 

Beit resolved. That, in the judgment of this House, 
the said John Emilio Houard was, and is, a citizen 
of the United States by birth and continued and 
uninterrupted choice, and, as such, is entitled to all 
and every protection from this Government, and, 


|| State informs us, 


| of the 


| the 


| States. 


' the Spanish Government. 


Spanish citizen. 


promptly demand his unconditional release and 
the restoration of his property, which has been 
confiscated to the use of the Spanish Government. 

Mr. BANKS. In consideration of the gen- 
erous kindness of the House, I will trespass 
upon its patience bat a few minutes. Such 


| facts as 1 have to present I will state in ten 


ininutes, if it is possible to do so. 

The gentlemen of the House understand the 
nature of the case presented by the memorial 
friends otf Dr. Houard. Extensive 
communications have been made by the Sec- 
retary of State, as well as limitless discussions 
upon this question in the newspapers. We 
understand the to be this: Dr. Houard 
is a native-born citizen of the United States. 
He was born in Philadelphia in 1815, and at 
the age of five or six years he removed to 
Cuba with his father, a naturalized citizen of 
the United States, in 1821 or 1822 In 1826 
father died. Young Houard, who is the 
subject of this resolution, returned to Phila- 
delphia, his native city, where he was edu- 
cated, and where he attained his majority. 
He received his medical diploma in that city 
from the Jefferson University in 1848, and the 
year after, 1844, removed to Cienfuegos, in 
Cuba, and was there admitted to the practice 


case 


of medicine in that country. His diploma, 
given to him by the Spanish Government, 
recognizes him as a native of the United 


There is no evidence that in any form 
whatever Dr. Houard every abjured allegiance 
to this country, or made oath of allegiance to 
He is therefore, 
so far as we understand the facts, a native- 
born citizen of the United States. 

In 1869 he received from the Spanish Gov 
ernment what is called a cedula, recognizing 
him as a resident there, and describing him as 
a native of the United States, and another in 
1870 of the same character. inthe latter part 
of 1868, or early in 1869, as the Secretary of 
be registered himself betore 
the consular officers of the United States in the 
island of Cuba as an American citizen, and 
he repeated this registration in 1870. He was 
among those recognized as Americans by the 
consular agent who begged of the Government 
of the United States that an American ship of 
war might be sent to Cuba tor the protection 
of American citizens. 

There is nothing whatever shown in this 
case to indicate an intention or desire on the 
part of Dr. Houard to alienate himself from 
the United States, to ra ta his allegiance, 
or to take upon himself the obligations of a 
in eth eg 1870, he was 
charged with injfidencia, as they call it, that 
is, unfaithfulness to the Spanish Government. 
It appears that some boxes of medicine that 
he once had in his possession were found in 
the camp of the insurgent Cubans, and he 
was charged with having furnished those 
medicines to the insurgents, which he denied. 
There is no proof that he did so. Upon trial 
by a military court—what the Secretary of 
State calls ‘‘an extraordinary tribunal’’—he 
was, after one year’s imprisonment, couvicted 
and condemned to eight years’ imprisonment 
in a Spanish pe nal colony in Moroceo, where 
he is now at hard labor in the quarries, his 
head shaved, his limbs loaded with chains, 
working out his sentence as a Spanish sub- 
ject and prisoner, being all the while a native- 
born American citizen. 


He claims that as an American citizen he 


|| has the right to the protection of this Govern- 


nent ; and we believe that under the treaty of 
1795 he is entitled, whatever offense he may 
have committed against the Spanish Govern- 
ment, to atrial before a court of Jaw in the 
same manner as other men—Spaniards, Amer- 
icans, or Englishmen—are tried in time of 
peace. 

Now, sir, we may concede that Dr. Houard 
was a domiciled resident of Cuba, although 
there is no proof that he went there with the 


in the opinion of this House, the President should || intention always to remain there, which, ac- 
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| cording to Vattel and other writers upon inter 


a doctor of medicine; 


national law, is essential to establish the char- 
acter of a domiciled resident. On the contrary, 
it appears that it was his intention to return to 
this country. All his relations with this coun 
try were kept up. His children were educated 
here. He in nowise separated himself from 
his own country except by a residence in Cuba 
for the purpose of practicing his profession as 
that residence which is 
permitted by all nations, and which in nowise 
changes the national character of those who 
adopt it, unless accompanied by declarations 
and public acts which public law specifies as 
necessary to a change of nationality. 

He was convicted, as | have stated, of the 
charge of infidencia, and is now serving out 
his sentence at a penal colony in Morocco. 
Mr. Capoti, the witness upon whose testimony 
he was convicted, and who testified of his own 
knowledge that he was guilty of the charges 
made against him, now makes oath in this 
country that his testimony was false and with 


out any foundation whatever. He asserts that 


| his evidence was given in what he describes as 


| that Dr. 


6 


a ‘* panic terror,’’ the fear of being dragged 
through the streets by the volunteers, who, 
independently of the Spanish and Cuban Gov 
ernments, rule on that island at the present 
moment. So that there is nothing to show 
Houard is guilty of this charge. On 
the contrary, nothing that appears in this case 
can be beld to prove him guilty of the charge 
brought against him. 

Now, we claim that in the present condition 
of Cuba he had aright under the treaty of 1795 
between the United States and Spain to trial 
before a court of law in the same manner as 
Spanish citizens tried in Spanish courts, or 
Americans in the courts of the United States. 
bi provision of the treaty is as follows : 

“ArticLe VII. And it is «greed that the subjects 
or citizens of each of the contracting parties, their 
vessels or effects, shall not be liable to any embargo 
or detention on the part of the other for any mili 
tary expedition or other public or private purpose 


whatever; and in all cases of seizure, detention, 
or arrest for debts contracted or offenses committ ed 


by any citizen or subject of the one party within 
the jurisdiction of the other, the same shali be 
made and prosecuted by order and authority of 
law only, and according to the regular course 
of proceedings usual in such cases. The citizens 
and subjects of both parties shall be allowed to 
emaploy such advocates, solicitors, notaries, agents, 


and factors, as they may judge proper, in all their 
affairs, and in all their trials at law in which they 
may be concerned before the tribunals of the other 
party; and such agents shall have tree access to be 
present at the proceedings in such causes, and at the 
taking of all examinations and evidence which may 
be exhibited in the said trials.”’— Treaty with Spain, 
Statutes-at-Large, vol. 8, page 142. 

This provision was regarde od by the auth ors 
of the treaty as the most important of all its 
I rovisions. 

Dr. Houard has had no such trial 
treaty provides. He has not 
by authority of law. His conviction was by 
what the Secretary of State calls ‘‘ an extraotr 
dinary tribunal,’’ a military court. He was 
convicted upon testimony which, by confession 

‘the witness, was false, forced from him by 
fear of personal violence on the part of the 
ruthless men who control the government of 
the island. 

The only defense on the part of the Cuban 
Government is contained in the document Ne. 
223, which doubtless gentlemen have seen. It 
is a letter of Mr. Lopez Roberts, the Spanish 
minister, to Mr. Fish, Secretary of State, re 
| . , - . mr) 

ceived February 15 of the present year. The 
Spanish minister says Dr. Houard has no 
ripe to claim American citizenship. Other 

‘ommunications from the Spanish or the Cuban 

Given nt say that he is a Spanish subject. 
Now, sir, we affirm that an American can- 
not become a Spanish subject except by ab 
juration of his obligations to his own Govern- 
ment and taking an oath of allegiance to the 
Spanish Government. If he has ever done 
this, they have the power to show it. He can- 


as this 


: : 
been convicted 


not prove 4 negative except by his denial, 
\| whiich is positively made, confirmed by all his 





* 
% 
3 
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* 


i 


ee) 
rect Sat a 


es. 


, aud believed by the offi 
inCuba. There is no 
character. He cannot be- 
er the opan sh law a Spani h subject 
by taking the oath of allegiance. If 
he were a Spanish subject, if he had taken the 
oath of allegiance to Spain, our case would 
have abandoned. But, sir, there is 
nothing to show that he ever did take any such 
oath of allegiance. L[verything, on the con- 
trary, is in the opposite direction—that he never 
did take any sucb oath of allegiance to Spain 
and never renounced his allegiance tothe Uni 
ted States 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
he resided there ? 


Mr. BANKS 


Celviby his 


relations al friend 


cers of our Government 
fact shown of thi 
come una 


exce] t 


been 


How long has 


Since 1843-44. 
diploma in medicine 
Cuba. He was 


Upon re- 
he went to 
graduated at the Jefferson 
Medical College, in the city of Philadelphia, 
in 1843, and went to Cuba in the succeeding 
year, 1844. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in the West India islands 
belonging to European Powers the authority to 
naturalize is generally vested in the sovereign 
ol regulated by local law: 


‘In the island of Cuba, by the Spanish ordinance 

{f October 21, 1817, the captain general may grant 
letters of license for domiciliation to all resident for- 
upon their taking an oath of fidelity and 


‘ rnere 
submission to the law.’’ 


It does not appear this has been done in this 


case, 


* These letters entitle them to hold real and per- 
onal property, and to the same protection in their 
person and property as Spanish subjects. 

‘ But for the first five years of domiciliation they 
cannot engage in trade, open a shop, or become 
owners of ships or vessels, unless in partnership 
with Spanish subjects. After five years of domicil 
iation they ean naturatized. They must 
prese nt their original letter of license tothe ec aptain 
general, and avow their intention to make the 
island the ir perpetual residence; and if it appear, 
ifter due inquiry by the Government, that they have 
esided constantly on the island for five years, and 
are of good moral character, letters of naturaliza- 
ion are granted to them after they have sworn 
fidelity to the Roman Catholic religion, to the 
Crown, and to the laws, and renounced all foreign 
sllegianece to and every privilege received from any 
ther Government. When thus naturalizedthey and 
their legitimate heirs and descendants acquire all 
he rights and privileges and are placed upon the 

ime footing as natural-born subjects. The pro- 
owever, in respect to naturalization, though 
till in full force, has become. practically a dead 
letter, as natives enjoy but few privileges which res- 

tent or domiciled toreigners do not possess. 

“In Hayti the code of 1860 requires a declaration 
inder oath before a justice of the peace renouncing 
tllegiance to every other Government. In Mexico, 
two years’ residence and one year’s previous declar- 

tion of intention are required. Colonists in Mex- 
ico who settle new lands can be naturalized a year 
ifter they settle, upon taking the oath of allegiance. 
[In Brazil, naturalization is effected by joint reso- 
u 


become 


vision, i 


‘ 


14 
iperor. In Peru and Chili, five years’ residence 
nda , declaration on oath are necessary. Inthe 
Central American States aliens are naturalized by 

islutive act; in Costa Rica, by the president of 
the republic, upon a renunciation of previous na- 
tior al allegiance. In Honduras naturalization is 
obtained fromtbe Legislature; in San Salvador, by 
acquiring real estate and residence of five years, or 
marrying a Salvadorian woman and residence of 
three years, or naturalization by the Legislature. In 
most of the States of Central America naturalization 
is granted by the Legislature.” 


' 
lu 


(here is nothing to show that Dr. Hou- 
ard ever took even the oath of fidelity to the 
Government of Spain, although we cheerfully 
admit that he was bound to observe the laws 
of the Government where he lived. 

Mr. PERRY, of Ohio. Is there anything 
to show he has not? 

Mr. BANKS. That is for the Spanish Gov- 
ernment to show. ‘They have the record and 
show nothing on that point. There is noth- 
ing in the whole record to show that he ever 
did take an oath of allegiance to the Spanish 
Government. If there is any such record the 
Spanish Government has that record and can 
show it, but it never yet has done so. His 
own statement is against the fact. 

Mr, PERRY, of Ohio. Having resided there 
so long as it appears that man has, is it not 
incumbent upon him to prove he 
citizen, instead of incumbent on Spain to show 
that fact? ‘ 
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Mr. BANKS. Wesohold. If the Spanish 
Government administers justice according to 
law, he is subject to the judgments of their tri- 
bunals ; but they have no right totry him for any 
offense in amanner different from that to which 
other men are subject. I have only this to say 
in this connection: we claim that Dr. Houard, 
if a domiciled resident, would be obliged to 
obey the laws of the Spanish Government in 
Cuba, and if he did not he would be subject 
to punishment by the established judicial tri- 
bunals of the country. But he has not been 
so tried and so punished as other subjects of 
Spain are. He has been tried by a court-mar- 
tial under military laws, when there was no | 
war and no necessity for resorting to this ‘‘ex- 
traordinary tribunal.’’ And we say that under 
the treaty of 1795 he is entitled to the protec- 
tion of the Government in that regard, and 
that it should demand of the Spanish Govern- 
ment the release of Dr. Houard or a justifica- 
tion of his detention under the provisions of 
the treaty of 1795, and upon the principles of 
international law recognized by all civilized 
States. 

We say, then, in the words of the resolution 
reported from the committee, that the facts of 
the case show— 


First, thatsaid Houard wasa native-born citizen of 
the United States; second, that he never renounced | 
his allegiance assuch citizen, but,onthe contrary, has 
claimed to be, and has been enrolled by the officers 
of the Government of the United States as a citizen 
of the United States; third, that it is not shown by 
any form of proof that he ever became, by any act, a 
subject or citizen of the Government of Spain; and 
that his trial, sentence, and punishment have been 
in disregard and violation of his undoubted rights 
as a citizen of the United States, [residing in Cuba,] | 
under the Constitution and laws thereof, and the 
treaty of October 27, 1795, between the United States 
and Spain. 


And under this state of facts we recommend | 
that the President be authorized to demand 


on the part of this Government his release. 


We submit the question on this statement for 
the decision of the House, with full confidence 
in the justice of its judgment. 

I have now the honor to yield to my col- 
league on the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. AMBLER. } 


How much time does my colleague desire to 


limits as possible. 


m of both chambers and the approval of the || 


occupy ? 

Mr. AMBLER. 1 shall occupy as little 
time as I possibly can. 1 shall not require, | 
think, more than half an hour in any event. 

Mr. BANKS. I would-not desire to restrict 
the time of my colleague except with the view 
of bringing the discussion within as close 
I hold possession of the 
floor until my colleague has finished his re- 
marks. 

Mr. AMBLER. I would have been very 
glad, indeed, to have avoided a discussion of 
this question this afternoon, as 1 do not feel 
entirely confident that I shall be able to make 


'myself understood by the House, on account 
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ofa feeling of indisposition and lack of strength. 
The question which is presented here for 
the consideration of the House is, as I sup- 
pose, not one as to the manner in which the 
Spanish Government conducts affairs in the 
aaa of Cuba generally. I have no contro- | 


| versy with the distinguished gentleman, the 
| chairman of the committee, who has just ad- 


dressed the House upon that subject. 1 shall 
not undertake any discussion with him as to 


'| the propriety or impropriety in themselves of 


was not a | 


only question which is presented to us for 


the proceedings which have been had in con- 
nection with this case of Dr. Houard, but shall 
confine myself to what I conceive to be the 


consideration and determination. 

And that, in my judgment, is the question, 
was Dr. Houard, at the time of his seizure by 
the Government of Spain in the island of Cuba, 
a citizen of the United States of America? If 
he was, then, sir, | concede that there has 
been a violation of bis rights as a citizen of 
the United States in the manner of his trial for 
his supposed offense. And it is certain that 
under the treaty of 1795 the Spanish Govern- || 


| or might have some duties. 
single step to discharge any such duty is not 
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ment was bound to furnish to this Govern. 
ment a copy of the record of those proceed. 


ings, which they have failed to do, and in that 


regard have violated their obligations under 
that treaty. I have no controversy with the 
chairman of the committee as to that. 

There has been a very considerable appear. 
ance of excitement, especially on the other 
side of the House, in the preliminary contro. 
versy which occurred immediately before the 
commencement of this discussion, as to the 
rights of this citizen of the United States, 
Now, sir, my own convictions upon the sub- 
ject are that citizenship has not only its rights 
but its duties ; thata man who claims the pro- 
tection of this Government owes some duties 
to the Government ; and that this is not a case 
which appeals to us with so much force as gen- 


| tlemen would have us suppose, when we take 


into consideration the fact that, according to 
the proof in the case, from 1843 until now Dr 
Houard has never placed his foot on the soil 
of this country, and has never in any manner 
assumed to have any duty, or discharged any 


| duty as tothe Government of the United States. 


During our recent war, if he was a citizen of 
the United States domiciled in Cuba, he had 
That he took a 


pretended. 
Now, what are the facts in the 


This 


‘ase? 


| gentleman is the son of Louis Houard, who 


was a native of Verdonet, in France, immi- 
grated to this country about the end of the 
eighteenth century, and in 1803 was natural- 
ized-a citizen of the United States in one of 
the courts of Philadelphia. He married here, 
and in 1815 John KE. Houard was born a 
citizen of the United States in the city of 
Philadelphia ; so that as to the first propo 
sition stated in the resolution reported by the 
committee | have no controversy whatever. He 


| was a native-born citizen of the United States 
| of America. 


In 1820 or 1821 or 1822, when 
he was a mere boy, his father emigrated to 
Cuba, and settled in the neighborhood of what 
is now Cienfuegos, where, as appears by thie 
records here, and as to that there is no dis- 
pute, he settled as a colonist, and as a col- 
onist received from the Government of Spain 
lands in that neighborhood for himself, his 
wife, and each of his children. I do not think 
that there will be any discussion as to this 
proposition, that in his minority he was inca- 
pable of acquiring a domicile for himself, that 
his domicile followed that of his father, and 
that if his father then lost by that emigration 
his rights as a citizen of the United States, 
the child who was taken with him also lost 
his rights. I say I do not think that any gen- 
tleman upon the floor of this House, certainly 
no lawyer, will be inclined to dispute this prop 
osition. Now, then, Louis Houard, the father, 
remained there till the time of his death in 
1826. There is no pretense that he ever came 
back to the United States, or ever intended to. 
He died there in 1826, and the mother and 
family remained there. I wish to say to gen- 
tlemen upon the committee who entertain 
different views that I am endeavoring to state 
this case as they claim it, that I am endeavor 
ing to avoid every disputed proposition in it. 
For some reason it seems to be regarded of 
importance that this man should have attained 
his majority in this country, and accordingly 
there are some loose statements that he was 
here in 1836, when he attained his majority. 
I concede the correctness of that statement, as 


_ there is no contradiction on the subject. He 


came to this country, then, as is admitted, and 
if 1 do not state the case correctly I will be 
glad to be corrected now. He came to this 
country in 1836 or some time before that, for 


| the purpose of obtaining an education, and be- 


came a student at a university or college i in 


| Philadelphia, remaining there until 1843, when, 


upon the 10th of October, he graduated as a 
| Doctor of Medicine. 
The next thing we know of him is that he 








we 


icing his profession. ‘The precise time 
Pt 3 leaving this country is not certain. It 
‘dl to have been in the spring of 1844, and 
’ haps it was—I think it certain that it was 
a _or late in the fall of 1848. I do not un- 

5 st that thus far there is any dispute as 

the facts of the case, and as to this additional 

act there will be no dispute, that from the 
‘ime he thus returned to Cienfuegos, in the 
island of Cuba, in 1843 or 1844, until to-day, 
his foot has never been on the soil of this Re- 
public. He went there to practice his pro- 
fession as @ physician. He has been there, 
as far as we can understand, regularly in the 
practice of that profession during this entire 
time. 

[It is said that he was spoken of there as 

American. I dare say he was. I know 
plenty of naturalized citizens ef this country 
who expect always to remain here, and yet 
spoken of as Germans or Irishmen or 
Englishmen ; and I undertake to say that the 
ventlemen who will follow me will not be able 
to point their fingers to anything in this case 
as it stands on the papers tending to show 
claim of American citizenship by him, any 
other than such statement, until 1868 or 1869. 
Now, if | were making any kind of a fight on 
the facts, | would question if he made any 
declaration of citizenship until the 25th of 
November, 1870, but | am not, and I take the 

itement as the majority of the committee 
claims it. 

Mr. HOAR. I would inquire of the gen- 
tleman if there is any evidence of an intent on 
his part to return to this country, or did he 
become a naturalized citizen of Spain? 

AMBLER. Ishould have come to that 
directly, but I may as well answer it now. I 
undertake to say that from the time he left 


Is salt 


are 


Philadelphia, in 1843, so far as anything in the | 


before the committee is concerned, he 
has never once mentioned coming back 
United States. His relatives have spoken of 
it, not under oath, but by mere letters, and | 
indertake to say that there is no such thing 
in the case, but as a legal proposition, I should 
claim that it 
about returning, but’ to act toward returning, 
hefore he could acquire any right to the protec- 
tion of this Government, in view of the admitted 
facet that he was domiciled in Cuba, in the 
practice of his profession, and apparently 
intending to remain there. 

| may stop here a moment for the purpose 
ot stating the difference between the chairman 
if the committee and myself as to the rule of 
evidence in the case. 1 understand that the 
doctrine in this country is that & man may ex- 
patriate himself. I understand that the fact 
of his going to a foreign country and remain- 
ing there any considerable length of time in 
the prosecution of a permanent business is of 
itself evidence of expatriation ; that the animus 
manendi is to be inferred from the fact that he 
does remain there and go into business; and 
lest it should be supposed that there is any 
room for doubt, allow me to read from the 
opinion of Mr. Justice Washington, of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, in de- 
ciding the case of the Venus, Rae master, 
(Cranch’s Reports, volume eight. ) 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Was George Pea- 
body an English citizen because he lived and 
did business for years in England? 

Mr. AMBLER. 
at a time, if the gentleman pleases. I am 
limited as to the time I can occupy on this 
question, and decency requires that I shall 
get through as soon as I can, because of the 
pressing business before the House. I must 
therefore ask to be excused from discussing 
the question whether Mr. Peabody was or was 
not a citizen of the United States. ‘‘Suffi- 


case 


cient unto the day is the evil thereof.’’ The 
question for us now to decide is, was Dr. 
Houard a citizen of the United States? The 


I will attend to one case | 


to the | 
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'if he had, 





nt back to Cuba for the purpose of there | | Supreme Court of the United States, in the 
| case of the Venus, 


says: 

‘On this ground it is that the courts of England 
ene that a person who removes to a for- 
eign country, settles himself there, engages inthe 
trade of the country, furnishes, by these acts, such 
evidence of his intention to reside there as to stamp 
him with the national character of the State where 
he resides. In questions on this subject, the chief 
point to be considered is the animus manendi; and 
courts are to devise such reasonable rules of evi- 
dence as may establish the fact of intention. If it 
sufliciently appear that the intention of removing 
was to make a permanent settlement, or for an 
indefinite time, the right of domicile is acquired 
by a residence even of a few days. Thisis one of 
the rules of the British courts, and it appears to be 
perfectly reasonable. Another is, that a neutral or 
subject found residing in a foreign territory is pre- 
sumed to be there animo manendi; and if a state 
of war should bring his national character into 
question it lies upon him to explain the cireum- 
stances of his residence.”’ 


Now, under this maecelie and it is in strict 
accord with all other authorities on the sub- 
ject that have come under my observation, 
the burden is upon those who claim that Dr. 
Houard retained his citizenship to show his 
intention to return to this country. And I do 
say that there is not a pretense that he ever 
even declared such an intention, although even 
the same authority tells us that a 
declaration of intention to return weighs noth- 
ing as against an apparently permanent resi 
det ice, because it may not be put into effect. 
It is the returning in fact, or a step in the 


| direction of returning, which brings back the 
| domicile of birth. 


| citizen of the United 


yas for him not merely to talk | 


| anywhere else. 


Now, Il understand the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs [Mr. Banks] to 
make the claim that this gentleman is still a 
States, because he has 
never renounced that citizenship, has never be- 
come a citizen of the kingdom of Spain. [do 
not know whether he has or not. But | must 
differ with the chairman of the committee as 
to the rule which he seems disposed to adopt. 
I do not understand that 
there should be a formal renunciation of citi- 
zenship ; I do not understand that it is neces- 
sary that he should become a citizen of some 
other country. I understand, indeed, thatthe 
question is not one of citizenship, but one of 
domicile, and | am clear that he may have lost 
his right of citizenship here and gained none 
The question is as to whether, 
by his act in settling and remaining there 
‘‘engaged in the business of the country, 


it is necessary that 


| without any apparent intention of returning, 
| he has surrendered his claim as a citizen of 


| Government of the 


this country. 

Now, it seems to me that this proposition 
was established in the Martin Koszta case: 
that the right to claim the protection of the 
United States does not 
depend upon the fact of citizenship, but upon 
the fact of domicile—a permanent residence 
within the territory of the United States. 
Martin Koszta was surely not a citizen of the 
United States. 
should renounce his citizenship of the king- 
dom of Hungary and become a citizen of the 
United States before he was entitled to the 
protection of this Government, then it is cer- 
tain that he was not so entitled, as he never 
had been naturalized here, and had not been 


| in the country a sufficient length of time to 


entitle him to naturalization. The question 
in that case, as stated by Mr. Marcy in his 
dispatch to Mr. Hulsemann, places it upon 
the other ground, to which I have referred. 
‘“Tf,’? said Mr. Marcy, ‘* Koszta ever had 

domicile in the United States, he was in vir- 
tue thereof invested with the nationality of this 


| country.’ 


Now says my friend, the chairman of the 


committee: 


**T concede that Dr. Houard was domiciled in the 
Island of Cuba.”’ 


Then says Mr. Marey—and I adopt his words 


| as my answer to the gentleman— 


“The fact of his be ing di ymic iled there mi ke es him 
« 


| of that national character.’ 


If it was necessary that he | 


**And this charac 


| domie 
| without 
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ter continued as long as the dom- 
icile was retained. There are cases in which ‘ is 
dificult to settle the question of the domicile; but 
that of Koszta is not one. The most approved defi- 
nitions of domicile are the following ”’ 


And I commend the authoritic s here quoted 
to the attention of gentlemen of the House— 


““a residence at a particular place accompanied 
with a positive or presumptive proof of continuing 
there for an unlimited time. (1 Binney’s Reports, 
349.) If it sufficiently appears that the intention of 
removing Was to ini ike a permanent settlement or for 
an indefinite time, the right of domicile is acquired 
by a residence of a fewdays. (The Venus, 8 Cranch, 
279.) attel has defined domicile to be a fixed resi 
dence in any place, with an intention of always 
staying there.’ 


his is the definition given a few moments 
since by the honorable gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, the chairman of the committee. 

3ut this is not an accurate statement. 


be more correct to say that that pla 
ile of 


It would 
© is properly the 
a person in which his habitation is fixed. 
any present intention of removing the re 
from.’ (Story’s Conflict of Laws, section 43.) ° A 
person who removes to a foreign country, settle 

himself there, and engages in the trado of the coun 
try, furnishes by these acts such evidence of an in 
tention permanently to reside thereas to stamp him 


with the national character of the State where he 
| resides.”” (The Venus, 8 Cranch, 279.) 
| inquire in all candor whether this man 


| of 


| enemies’ 


Houard does not come clearly within the defi 
nition thus laid down by the highest judicial 


|| tribunal of the country, and approved by the 


executive branch of the Government 
case to which I have called attention. 

Mr. Marey says further in the dispatch 
reterred to: 


in the 


‘The establishment of his domicile here invested 
him with the national character of this country, 
and with that character he acquired the right to 
claim protection trom the United States, and they 
had the right to extend it to him as long as that 
character continued.’’ 

In the case in Cranch, to which I have 
already referred, it is held that citizens of the 
United States who have removed to and entered 
into business in the kingdom of Great Britain 
without any formal renunciation of citzenship 
or anything else, except the fact of removal, 
act become citizens of Great Britain 
to such an extent as to sub yyect their property 
upon the high seas to capture by our cruisers 
as lawful prize. 


Will it be claimed 


gentleman, who is 


1 
do | vy thal 


for a moment that this 
now through his friends 


here appealing to us, can be in such sense a 
citizen of the United States as be entitled 
to our protection, and at the same time in 


such sense a citizen of Spain as to subject 
his property to capture upon the high sea 
in the event of war between this Governmen 
and the kingdom of Spain? Are not the two 
propositions utterly inconsistent? Can he at 
same time be a citizen of both coun 
tries? Can he be entitled to the protection 
this Government as to his person, while 
cruisers may capture his property 
goods? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this doctrine of the right 
of expatriation is one which in 


he 
its 


as 


its present 


| form at least originated in the United State 


We have always claimed it aud 
it. 


insisted upon 
We are proclaiming our country, and have 


| from the beginning proclaime <d our country 


as the asylum of the oppressed from every land. 
We are all the time insisting, as against th 


| old doctrine upon the subject, that citizenship 


may be given up; that because a man was bor 
a citizen or subject of any eas it dos 

not follow that he must retain that relation, 
but he may at his own option cease to be 
citizen, and absolve himself from his duties as 
such. We have been claiming this as a right 
to be exercised by the fact of removal beyond 
our jurisdiction, and enforcing, as in the 
Koszta case, by extreme means, this right ot 
the citizen to abandon at his option the ¢ 
ernment of his birth, and by mere settlement 
acquire a new national character. Of course 
I do not mean a mere temporary absence; | 
do not mean transient residence abroad 


a 


O\ 


a 


in the prosecution of temporary business or 





: 


peter 








pleasure, the intention of the citizen being 
Lo return But when a man i@¢aves our soul 
without an intention to return, he ceases to 
its citizen, and 


Lh (yoverbipent Ceases to Owe him any duty 


he Ww ot protection 
| desire to call attention fur a few moment 

“ treat pon the do ne of expatria 
Oh published in yusviuecation ol the War 
{ 1812 1} pul 4 w hin appeared 
BnOuVinoOUsl uli 1 recognized «as the pro- 
duction of Mr. George Hay, of Virginia, one 
( t} i y I il bit coutains 

clear vindication of th right, and a very 
len li et } the basis upon which it is 
lou j 1 1 desire ) ud from it, as I 
apprehend his words will and ought to weigh 
n iu nh this Mouse hut auything 1 will 
rye i i) 
Now { we pt e a case in which, from an 
thie rights and duties have ceased to 
ox j i I that noection he tween 
t lividu id bis country is in like manner 
d iived and th vcler of citizen extinet. In 
th te of thing bat is, wh re the person claimed 
n has no right and i id by no duty, it 
impo letod rn what gr and is left on which 
the conuection h re spoken of « in stand. If there 
be neither right nor duty, the character of citizen 
eceims to be of necessity dc royed,”’ 
: a 
Now, suys Mr. Hay: 

Chis case actually cecurs whenever residence is 
permanently changed When an inhabitant of one 
‘ ry rut © another with a view to a per 
manent abode there, it ig manifest, not only that he 
is willing irrender, but that be does in fact eur 

nder the rights which he enjoyed in the former; 
wud it is equally clear that be is out of the reach of 
any eflectual requisition to perform the duties of a 

iwen. Laws, from the exclusive sovereignty which 
every nation enjoys within its own limits, baving no 
extra territorial force, cannot reach him; and both 
rights and duties being thus at an end, he necessarily 
ceases to bea citizen. It follows, then, that without 
residence the materials of which it is composed are 
adestroyve l os 


| intended to have made many other perti- 
nent extracts, but [ will content myself, Mr. 
Speaker, with reading the concluding passage. 
it seems to hi we been framed exactly to meet 
this case | does exactly meet the present 
case if you strike out Great Britain and put in 
Cuba: 


‘In fact, if expatriation be not complete” 


My friend, the chairman of the committee, 
tells us it is not complete until a new citizen- 
shit has beet acquired, 

ir. BANKS. I did not speak of expatri 
ation, but that tobecome a citizen of a State 
requires the repunciat ion of the old alles gli suce, 
and the assumption of a new allegiance. 

Mr. AMBLER. Undoubtedly, that 1s cor 
rect in one sense; that is, to acquire all the 
rights of citizenship; but in another I think it 


isnot. ILread from Mr. Hay: 

‘In fact, if expatriation be not complete until 
the character of citizen of some other State shall be 
assumed, what is to become of the emigrant in the 


interval between his removal and this assumption? 
ln some instances this interval may be of long dura- 
tion; in others, the naturalization may never be 
effected. At one time no foreigner could be admit- 
ted to bea en of the United States until after a 
residence of fourteen years. In great Britian the 
character of subject (except in the cases before 
noticed) can be required only by a special act of 
Parliament. Now, would it be contended by any 
udvocate forthe rightot expatriation that an Amer 
ican citizen carried in his infancy to Great Britain, 
and established there with all his interests fortwenty, 
thirty, Or forty years, is still a citizen of the United 


States ?”’ 

lor twenty-eight years at least Dr. Houard 
was there. In point of fact he was there from 
1822, which would be fifty years, and from 
then unt 
cuizen ott 


il now has never been in any sense a 
ie United Statesof America. Mr. 
Hiay puts this case, one of the most extreme, 
and SAYS: 

*The proper answer to this question is conclusive 
On this subject. 

Now, sir, | maintain no gentleman on this 
floor can find the authority either judicial or 
diplomatic, from the beginning of the history 
of the Government, or before, until now, 


where a man thus settled from infancy in a | 


foreign country, with all his interests there, 


his entire family there, and, so far as we are 
able to see, with all his connections there, and 
for nearly thirty years never within, or, so far 
as can be seen from the proof, intending to 
come within the jurisdiction of our laws. I 
say no case can be found anywhere which 
would justify the pretense of citizenship in the 
case | put; and tbat is this case as I under- 
stand it 

Mr. Speaker, as I have said in the beginning, 
I have no controversy at all with gentlemen as 
to the conduct of the Spanish Government in 
Cuba. I[ would be glad to see its authority 
there ended, and I would be glad if I could 
hope that when its authority does end it would 
be succeeded by something better in its stead 
than has followed the destruction of Spanish 
authority in the other colonies. But this is 
entirely outside of the question we are dis- 
cussing hereto-day. I appeal to gentlemen to 
look at this case in the light of the facts 
as they exist and of the law as, in my judg- 
ment, it clearly stands. And looking at them 
| maintain it is impossible we should claim 
this gentleman is entitled to the protection 
which is claimed for him in the pending res- 
olution. I think, indeed, the Government of 
the United States bas gone much further 
in this case than the facts would justify. The 
State Department has been expostulating and 
insisting, stretching its authority in face of the 
facts admitted and recognized in this corre- 
spondence, because they “could not be denied, 
which show, as [ think, that this man’s citizen- 
ship has been lost; but it has been endeavor- 
ing to interpose itself between Dr. Houard 
and the bloody tyrannical Government which 
has been persecuting him. 

But let us before we start to interfere as a 
nation understand that as a nation we have a 
rightto interfere. Before we resolve to inter- 
pose in this case on the ground that he is one 
of our citizens, let us have at least a good, 
heaithy ground of suspicion that the gentleman 
is a citizen of the United States. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. moog my col- 
league [Mr. AMBLER] takes his s | wish to 
ask him a question, in order to on out his 
opinion. A large number of cases now com- 
ing before the court sitting in this city to 
adjudicate claims between the United States 
and Great Britain are cases of Engiishmen 
who resided in the South during the war; 
men who had settled there before the war, 
bought themselves homes, and done every- 
thing to make themselves citizens except by 
taking the oath of citizenship. When the war 
broke out these parties sometimes hoisted the 
British flag as a matter of protection against 
the Union armies. And now, when the war 
is over, they are appearing before the court, 
as | am told, in large numbers, presenting 
claims against the Government of the United 
States for property of theirs destroyed by our 
Army, setting up that they are British sub- 
jects, ‘and that they were never American citi- 
zens, not having taken the oath of allegiance, 
and under that cover claiming their right as 
British subjects, and presenting their claims 
for payment out of our lreasury. 

1 desire to ask my colleague whether the 
cases of those parties are or are not like Dr. 
Houard’s, and whether the decision of Dr. 
Houard’s case would furnish anything like a 
precedent for dealing with those to which | 
have referred? 

Mr. AMBLER. In reply to my colleague I 
will simply say that the cases to which he has 
referred have not been called to my attention. 
If this gentleman was in fact a citizen of the 
United States when he was arrested in Cuba, 
the cases put by my colleague are cases in 
which the parties would be citizens of the king- 
dom of Great Britain. 

I desire to add to what I stated that the doc- 
trine that I have attempted in a feeble way 
to lay down as to this right of domicile and 


citizenship was recognized by the commis- |! 
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sion which sat under the treaty of Guada| upe 
Hidalgo, and that it has been repeatedly recog 
nized at other times. 

Mr. BANKS. I hope the gentleman yjj] 
allow me 7 answer the question which has 
been put by his colleague, |Mr. GarFie.p. } 

There =’ ‘eathinn in this case which resem 
bles the case of British residents in this coun 
try who are now making reclamations for the 
loss of property. It stands upon an entirely 
different principle of law; and whether we 
decide one way or other in this case, ou 
decision will have no effect whatever on those 
cases. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. What 
difference? 

Mr. BANKS. In the first place, the cases 
in this country were in time of war, and the case 
in Cuba was in atime of peace. In this case, 
the right of persons is affected, and in the cases 
presented by the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
GARFIELD] the right of property is affected. 
They are two distinct questions to be determ- 
ined upon different principles; aud in no 
case can it be held that the principles appli- 
cable to these cases apply to what we urge 
in defense of the rights of Dr. Houard. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Will the gen- 
tleman allow me to say that a number of the 
persons to whom | refer claim damages fo: 
having been confined in Fortress La Fayette, 
we having taken them as rebels. 

Mr. BANKS. And we had aright to do so?” 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. They now say 
they were British subjects, and that we had no 
right to seize them, and they call on — 
Britain to stand at their back and see the: 

safely through, so that they may get damages 
from the commissioners. 

Mr. BANKS. The American Government 
had the right to imprison those men; and 
nothing that we say in this case will infringe 
in the slightest possible degree on the rights 
of this Government in that regard. We 
should not have made this report if we had 
not considered those questions. 

Mr. PERRY, of Ohio. Does the chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs look upon 
this man as entitled to the rights of an Ameri 
can citizen, as to person, but not as to prop- 
erty? 

Mr. BANKS. No, sir. The questions o! 
Jaw are different. ‘There is one question of 
law as to property, and another question otf 
law as to person. 

‘The cases referred to by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GarFrieLp] and by my honorable 
colleague on the Committee on Foreign Affairs 

ane to questions of property—in one case to 
a question of domicile and the other a question 
of citizenship—and they do not apply in any 
degree to this case. We are ready to discuss 
this question. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WOOD obtained the floor. 

Mr. DICKEY. If the gentleman will give 
way for that purpose, I will move that the 
House now take a recess until half past seven 
o'clock 

Mr. WOOD. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Before the recess is taken 
I desire to give notice that at the proper time 
I propose to move to amend the preamble 
of the pending resolution by striking from 
the last clause thereof the words ‘‘furthe: 
appears” and inserting in lieu the words 
‘*is alleged.’’ I also propose to move to ak 
to the resolution the following: 

Unless it shall be made to appear, upon investig 
tion, to the satisfaction of the executive depart- 
ment, that said Houard had been held for and duly 
convicted of an offense committed by him with! 
the jurisdiction of Spain, and has been prosecuted 
therefor under the authority of law and accordin 
to the regular course of proceedings usual in like 
cases, and that the privileges secured to citizens 
of the United States by the seventh article of the 
treaty of the United States with Spain, dated 27th 


October, 1795, were neither denied nor disregarded 
on his trial. 


is the 
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1872. THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. | and papers of William Neer, John Sherman, 
Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on ie rae TOS R. W. Logan, and S. K. 
Stancil. 


Enrolled Bills, reported that the committee 
} examined and found duly enrolled a bill 
the following title; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1980) relating to proposals 
,nd contracts for transportation of the mails, 
aud for other purposes. 


ha 


MOBILE HARBOR. 

fhe SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, in answer to a resolution of the 
House of April 5, 1872, in relation to the 
improvement of Mobile harbor; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


CLOTHING TO DISABLED SOLDIERS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the | 
secretary of War, in relation to clothing issued 
to disabled soldiers in national asylums; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


TERRITORIAL PENITENTIARIBS. || 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
laid before the House a letter from the 
Attorney General, in answer to a resolution | 
of the House of April 19, 1872, transmitting 
a statement showing the cost of equipping and 
maintaining the penitentiaries in the Territo- 
ries of Colorado, Montana, and Idaho, to this 
date ; 
the Territories, and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE. 


sent, 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- || 


sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, in answer to a resolution of 
he House of February 21, 1872, in relation | 
to a light-house at Solomon’s Lump. between 
langier sound and Chesapeake bay; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


A. SNYDER. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- | 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, in compliance with a request 
of the Committee of Claims, relating to the 
claim of A. Snyder, late deputy provost mar- 
shal of the twenty-fifth district of the State of 
New York; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 


SOUTH CAROLINA ELECTION CONTEST. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
seut, laid before the House additional papers 
in the election contest from the fourth district 
of South Carolina; which were referred to 
the Committee of Elections. 


PAY OF FEMALE NURSES. { 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, in compliance with a request 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, in rela- | 
tion to the payment of female nurses for ser- 
vices during the late war; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


PRINTING OF A REPORT. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- | 


sent, laid before the House, a concurrent 
resolution of the Senate for printing extra 
copies of the report of the Senate Retrench- 
ment Committee upon alleged abuses in the | 
New York custom-house ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. BANKS, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files of the House the 
prtinice of Mrs. Mary G. Morse, widow of Dr. 

. H. Morse, for a pension. 

On motion of Mr. HARPER, by unanimous | 
consent, leave was granted for the withdrawal 
from the files of the House of the petition 








On motion of Mr. BRAXTON, by 
mous consent, leave was granted for the with- 
drawal from the files of the House of papers 
in the case of Philip Slaughter. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was | 


granted to Mr. Carrow for two weeks. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was 
granted to Mr. McCLeanp for two days. 


METROPOLITAN POLICE 
| Mr. CHIPMAN, by unanimous consent, 
| introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2472) to amend 


| and consolidate the several acts establishing 


which was referred to the Committee on |} 


| and second time, 





and relating to the Metropolitan police of the 
District of Columbia; which was read a first 
referred to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, 
be printed. 


UTAH, IDAHO, AND MONTANA RAILROAD. 


Mr. CLAGETT, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2478) granting 
the right of way through the public lands for 
the construction of a railroad and telegraph 
line to the Utah, Idaho, and Montana Rail- 
road Company; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Commiteee on the 
Territories, and ordered to be printed. 

ORANGE AND ALEXANDRIA RAILROAD 

Mr. BRAXTON, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No 
Orange and Alexandria Railroad Company to 


establish a depot and form connection with | 
of Columbia; | 


other railroads in the District 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia, aud ordered to be printed. 


ADDITIONAL PORTS OF ENTRY. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I 


unanimous consent of the Beus to report for 


and ordered to | 


unani- | 





2474) to allow the | 
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to report from the Committee on Commerce, 
for consideration at this time, a bill making a 


| slight amendment in the present law for— 


Mr. RANDALL. I object, and call for the 
regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of 
business is the motion of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Dickey,] that the House 
now take a recess until half past seven o'clock 
this evening. By order of the House, the 
session of this evening is to be devoted ex 
clusively to the consideration of reports from 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





consideration at this time, from the Commit- | 


tee on Commerce, a bill to create three new 
ports of entry. 


Mr. DICKEY. I object. 
AKIZONA CLAIMS, 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York, by unani- | 


mous consent, reported back from the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs the letter of the Secre- 
tary of War on the subject of the claims of 


|| individuals for damages done at Camp Mohave, 


| Mr. 


in the Territory of Arizona; and moved that | 


the committee be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Military A ffairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY 
Mr. 


report back from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, with amendments, House bill No. 1929, 


to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to establish | 


a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the 
United States,’’ approved March 2, 1867, and 
the several acts amendatory thereof; and that 
the same be printed and recommitted to the 
committee, not to be brought back into the 
House upon a motion to reconsider. 

No objection was made; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

MUNICIPAL COURT IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. I ask unanimous consent 
to have taken from the Speaker's table and 
referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia, not to be brotight back into the 
House by a motion to reconsider, Senate bill 
No. 637, to establish a municipal court in the 
District of Columbia, and tor other purposes. 

No objection was made; and accordingly the 
bill was taken from the Speaker’s table, read | 
a first and second time, and referred to the 
Committee for the District of Columbia. 


ORDER OF 
Mr. CONGER. 


BUSINESS. 
I ask unanimous consent 


The motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at four o’clock and fifty minutes p. m.) the 
House took a recess till seven and a half 


| o'clock p. m 


EVENING SESSION. 
Agreeably to order, the House reassembled 
at half past seveu o'clock p. m., Mr. NiBLack 


| occupying the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. By order of 
the House, the session of this evening is de- 
voted to the consideration of reports from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensious. 


ANNE PENNY. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back, 
with a favorable recommendation, a bill (H. 
Rt. No. 2476) for the relief of Anne Penny. 

The bill authorizes and requires the Secre 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension 
roll, at the rate of eight dollars per month, the 
name of Anne Penny, mother of Alexander 


| Bruce, who was a private in company I, elev- 


enth regiment Pennsylvania reserves, and who 
died at Andersonville. But if hereafter the 


| widow of Bruce shall establish her right to a 


ask ] 


1} 

\| ' 

reconsider the vote by which the 
| 

} 

| 


| 


MERCUR. Iask unanimous consent to || 


| pension as his widow, then the right of Anne 
| Penny to receive this pension is to cease. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
| read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN 8. HALL. 


SPEER, of Pennsylvania, also, from 
| the same committee, reported back, with a 
favorable recommendation, a bill (H. R. No. 
2477) for the relief of John S. Hall, of Ritchie 
county, West Virginia. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, at the rate of 
eight dollars a month from the date of this act, 
the name of John 8. Hall, late a teamster in 
Captain Stewart’s company, fourth brigade 
United States Army. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pernsylvania, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SARAH BAIRD. 


| Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, also, from 
| the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
| No. 2478) granting a pension to Sarah Baird ; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
| to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws, the name of Sarah Baird, widow of 
Thomas Baird, late a sergeant in company C, 
| fourth Pennsylvania cavalry, the pension to 
| take effect from the passage of the act. 
| The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
| read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
| reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
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that the motion to 
ve laid on the table 
The latter motion was agreed Lo. 


ir. CONGER. So far as I have heard, these 
eports are all for persons residing in the re 
of the gentlemen be- 


longing to the committee. 


passed and also moved 


reconsider ! 


pective heig hborhood 
[ do not hear any 
reports in favor of pensions for persons out- 
ide of the districts of States represented by 
these gentiemen. 

Mr. SPEER, of Penn ylvania. The gentle- 
inan is entire! mistaken, 

Mr. KILLINGER. Last n 
pension bills from all parts of 


ight a great many 
the country were 
reports d and pas ed. 

Mr. MOORE. 


the attention of the committee to the case ol 


Does the gentleman desire 
any olf his constituents? 

Mr. CONGER 
night. 

Mr. SPEEI Pennsylvania. We will 
consider fairly any application which the gen- 
tleman may hie with us 

The SPEAKER pro te mpores 


question before the House. 


I have none to present to- 


There is no 


ANNIE MARIE BAILEY 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, also, trom 
he same committee reporteda bill (H. R. No. 
2479) granting a pension to Annie Marie 
Bailey ; which was read a first and second time. 

Che bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
Lo place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Annie Marie Bailey, mother of 
(reorge H. i. Bailey, late a privatein company 
I’, fitth regiment Maryland volunteers, the pen- 
sion to date from the passage of the act. 

I'he bill was ordered to be engrossed and 

ad a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 


accordingly read the third time, and passed. || 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, moved to 


| of Philadelphia, 


passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 
Che latter motion was agreed to. 


UNITY WELSH. 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, also, from 
the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 2482) granting a pension to Unity Welsh, 
of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; which was read 
a first and second time. 

Che bill, which was read, 
directs the Secretary of th 
on the 


authorizes and 
ie Interior to place 
pension-roll the name of Unity Welsh, 
Pennsylvania, mother of 
Henry Welsh, an officer of the Marine corps, 


| who died of disease contracted in the service 


| a pension at the rate of twenty-five dollars per | 


during the Mexican war, and that he pay her 


| month from and after the passage of this act, 


and to continue during her widowhood. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 


| reconsider be laid upon the table. 


econsider the vote by which the bill was || 


passed ; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 
Che latter motion was agreed to. 


FOUN TUELL 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, also, from the 


same committee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2480) granting a pension to John Tuell; which 


was read afirst and second time. 


he bill directs the Secretary of the Interior | 


to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 
limitations and provisions of the pension laws, 
the name of John Tuell, father of Daniel Tuell, 
late a private in company D. fourth regiment 
Pennsylvania cavalry volunteers, the pension 
io take effect from the passage of the act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
reconsider the vote by whic h the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

fhe latter motion was agreed to. 


MARY A. SCHULTZ 
Mr. SPEER, 


same committee, 


of Pennsylvania, also, from the 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2481) granting a pension to Mary A. Schultz; 
which was read a first and second time. 

lhe question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Mary A. 
Schultz, widow of George W. Schultz, late 
first engineer on the steamer Raney, in the 
service of the United States, at the rate of 
fifteen dollars per month from the passage of 
this act 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was | 


| of William 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
COLONEL WILLIAM C. KISE. 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, also, from 
the same committee, reported back a bill (H. 
R. No. 2488) granting a pension to Colonel 
William C. Kise, with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
C. Kise, late colonel of the one 
hundred and sixteenth regiment Indiana vol- 
unteers, to take effect from and after the 
passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPEER. of Pennsylvania, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ELIZABETH ZLUIAN, 
Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, ‘also from 


the same committee, reported back a bill (H. 
RK. No. 2484) for the relief of Elizabeth Zlu- 


| . . . 
han, with the recommendation that it do pass. 


| 
| 


|| Zluhan, late private ninety-third 


The preamble of the bill states that Jonathan 
Pennsyl- 
vania volunteers, in his life-time established 
his right, under act of June 17, 1870, to an 
artificial arm by reason of the loss of his left 
arm in the service of the United States, and 
under the provisions of section two of said 
act elected instead commutation in money 
provided in said section, and that the acting 
Commissioner of Pensions, on the 8th of May, 
1871, directed the pension agent at Philadel- 
phia to pay said commutation to said Zluhan, 
but that said Ziuhan was accidentally drowned 
on the 16th of May, 1871, before said com- 
mutation order was received, and said money 
has never been paid, and the officers of the 
Government refuse to pay the same. The biil 
then goes on and authorizes and directs the 
Commissioner of Pensions to pay, or cause to 
be paid, to Elizabeth Zluhan the sum of fifty 
dollars commutation money as aforesaid, which 
said Zluhan was entitled to in his life-time. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WASHINGTON FRISBIE. 
Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, also, from 


and being engrossed, it was | 
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the same committee, reported a bill (H. p 
No. 2485) granting a pension to Washing: 
Frisbie ; which was read a first and seco, 
time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interio, 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to ¢j 


uf 


provisions and limitations of the pension law 


| the name of Washington Frisbie, late land 











man in the United States Navy. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed a 


read a third time ; and being engrossed, it wa 


accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, moved 

reconsider the vote by which the bill wa 

passed ; and also moved that the motion | 


| reconsider be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
MARIA CLARK. 


Mr. SPEER, 


Pennsylvania, also, tron 


| the same committee, reported a bill (H. | 


No. 2486) granting a pension to Maria Clark; 
which was read a first and second time. 
The bill, which was read, directs the Seer 


| tary of the Interior to place on the pensio. 


roll, subject to the sodas and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Maria Clark, 
mother of franklin H. Clark, late privat 


| company G, ninety-sixth New York volu 


teers. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed ani 
read athird time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ELIZABETH BLACK. 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, also, from th 
same committee, reported a bill (H. RK. No 
2487) granting a pension to Elizabeth Black ; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to place upon the pen 
sion-roll, subject to the provisions and limit 


| ations of the pension nae. the name of Eliz: 


beth Biack, widow of William L. Black, late 


| @ private in company K, seventy-sixth regi 
| ment Pennsylvania volunteers, to take effec! 
| from the passage of this act. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, moved 
reconsider the vote by which the bill wa 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. PECK, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported adversely in the following 
cases; and they were severally laid on the 
table : 

The petition of Edward Wood, for a pen 
sion ; 

The petition of Marion C. Read, for a pen 
sion ; 

The petition of Eliza P. Reeves, for a pen 
sion; 

The petition of Susan Haynes, 
sion ; 

The petition of Elizabeth J. King, fora pen- 
sion 3 . 

The petition of Jobb S. Goff, for a pension ; 

The petition of John B. Tucker, for a peu: 
sion ; 

The petition of Julian Hibberts, for a pen- 
sion ; 

The petition of Washington L. Sandford, { 
@ pension ; 

The petition of Ann Cummings, for a peu 
sion ; 

The petition of George W. Lapointe, for a 
pension ; 

The petition of Joseph Lowry, for a pen- 
sion ; 

The petition of James Carey, for a pension ; 


for a pen 





pe! 











QD 


l 


rhe petition of Mary A. Boland, for a pen- 


rhe petition of John P. D. Commerdinger, 
, pension ; 
fhe petition of Augustus D. Varnum, fora 
pes ns ~ 7 ° > 
fhe petition of Frederick A. Kraus, for a 
psion 3 
he petition of John H. Moore, for a pen- 


fhe petition of Marcus Fulton, for a pen- 


ie petition of James H. Heath, for a pen- 
ions 


lhe petition of Susan Libby, for a pension; | 


[he petition of Samuel Taylor, for a pen- 
lhe petition of Thomas Gargins, for a pen- 
1On 

(he petition of Michael Shields, for a pen- 

jon. 

he petition of John Warren, for a pension ; 

The petition of Sarah Armstrong, for a pen- 
sion; and 

I'he petition of Thomas Wilson, for a pen- 
sion. 

Mr. WALLACE, from the same committee, 
reported adversely in the following cases ; and 
the same were laid on the table: 

The petition of David L. McDermott, for a 

ensiOn ; 

he petition of Susan Holtz, for a pension ; 

The petition of William H. Colby, for a 
pension; and 

The petition of Catherine W. Mayhew, fora 
pension. 

Mr. TURNER, from the same committee, 
reported adversely in the following 
and the same were laid on the table: 

Petition of Mary Thornhill, for a pension; 

Petition of Rebecca Zokely, for a pension; 

Petition of Sarah Lyons, for a pension ; 

Petition of Mrs. E. Horton, for a pension ; 

Petition of Eli Woodell, for a pension; and 

Petition of James Beatty, for a pension. 

Mr. MOORE, from the same committee 
reported adversely in the following cases ; 
and the same were laid on the table: 

The petition of R. A. Colby, for arrears of 
pet sion. 

The petition of Mary H. Converse, for a 
pension. 

The petition of 
pe aia: ; and 

The petition of William J. 
ision, 

Mr. MOORE, also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back the following cases, and 


cases ; 


Samuel R. Hodsdon, fora 


Morris, for a 


4 


[he petition of John Haley, for a pension ; 

[he petition of Samuel Gates, for a pension ; 
iy j 
il 


| pension; and 


Mr. WAKEMAN, from the same commit- 
tee, reported adversely in the following cases; 
and the same were laid on the table: 

The petition of Martha A. Drummond, for 
a pension ; 

The petition of James Dond, for a pension ; 

The petition of Amos C. Rhoads, for a pen- 
810N ; 
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The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, sub ject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of John Carbaugh, a private of com- 
pany A, forty-sixth regiment Pennsylvania 


| volunteers. 


The bill was ordered to be read a third time ; 


| and it was accordingly read the third time, and 


The petition of Wynant Vandenburgh, for 


a pension; and 
The petition of Ann Kelly, for a pension. 
Mr. BIRD, from the same committee, re- 


ported adversely in the following cases; and | 
| the same were laid on the table: 


The petition of 
pension ; 

The petition of Alexander C. Moore, for a 
pension ; 

The petition of 


Matilda Howard, for a 


Jacob Wakeman, for a 


The petition of Catharine Gerhardt, for a 
pension. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MOORE. I yield to the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. Perce] to offer a bill 
for reference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
cannot entertain the motion, the business 
to-night being restricted to receiving reports 
trom the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. PERCE. It is a bill for reierence to 
that committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
must decline to receive it. 


The Chair 


The Chair 


WILLIAM LUTCHISON. 


Mr. MOORE, from the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions, reported back, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, the bill (S. No. 954) 
granting a pension to William Hutchison, 
minor son of Joseph Hutchison, deceased. 

The question was on ordering the bill to a 
third reading. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 


| provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 


| Cicero Sims, of Clinton county, 


| by which the bill was passed ; 


moved that the committee be discharged from || 
their further consideration, the same having | 


been allowed at the Pension Office: 


The petition of Elizabeth Jenkins, for a | 


pension ; 

Phe petition of William Holt 

The petition of James K. 
pension ; 

The petition of Mrs. Isabel Fogg, for a 
pension ; 

The petition of John E. 
pension ; 

The petition of Samuel C, 
pension ; and 

lhe petition of Elizabeth Ravenscroft, for a 
pension, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsyivania, from the 
same committee, reported adversely in the 
following cases; and the same were laid on 
the table : 


, fora pension ; 
Williams, for a 


Schmidt, for a 


The petition of John Barrett, fora pension ; | 


The petition of John Johnson, for a pension ; 

Che petition of William W. Witherspoon, 
for a pension ; 

The petition of Emily W. Ogden, for’a 
pension ; and 

The petition of George A. Lamb, for a 
pension, 


es 


the name of William Hutchison, minor son of 
Joseph Hutchison, deceased, of which minor 
Indiana, is 
guardian. . 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. * 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ELIZA WHITING. 
Mr. MOORE also, from the same committee, 


| reported back, with the recommendation that 


itdo pass, the bill (S. No. 8 
sion to Eliza W hiting. 
The question was on ordering the bill to a 
third reading. 
The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 


856) granting a pen- 


| provisions and Gakations of the pension laws, 
| the name of Eliza Whiting, widow of the late 


Reed, for a || 


Brevet Brigadier General Henry Whiting, and 
pay her a pension, to commence from the 
passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time ; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed, 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN CARBAUGH. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same committee, 
reported back, with the recommendation that 
it do pass. the bill (S. No. 989) granting a pen- 


sion to John Carbaugh, a private of company | 


A, forty-sixth regiment Pennsylvania volun- | 
teers. 


| 


| a pension to Mrs. Eliza Hicks ; 


passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MRS. ELIZA HICKS, 

Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit: 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2488) granting 
which was read 
a first and second time. 


The bill, which was read, authorizes and 


| directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 


upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Mrs. Eliza Hicks, widow of Stephen J. Hicks, 
late colonel fortieth regiment Illinois volunteer 
infantry, and pay her a pension from the date 


| of the passage of this act. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
| that the motion io reconsider be laid on the 

table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

NANCY A. LAWRENCE. 

Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2489) granting 
a pension to Nancy A. Lawrence; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Inte 
rior to place on the pension-roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension 
laws, the name of Nancy A. Lawrence, widow 
of George W. Lawrence, late a corporal com 
pany D, twenty-seventh regiment Missouri vol- 
unteers, the act to take 

| its passage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed ani 
read « third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter 


effect from and after 


motion was agreed to. 
MARGARET MILLER, 

Mr. MOORE also, from the same comnii! 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2490) granting 
a pension to Margaret Miller ; 
a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Margaret Miller, widow of Cornelius Mil 
ler, late a private in company C, thirty-sev 
enth regiment Massachusetts infantry volun 
teers, and to pay her a pension from the date 
of the passage of this act, 

The bill was ordered 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it w 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
| by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was 

KITTIE A. SMITH. 

Mr. MOORE also, trom the same commit 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2491) granting 
a pension to Kittie A. Smith; which was read 
a first and-second time. 

The bill was read. It directs the Secretary 


which was read 


to be engrossed and 


agreed to. 


of the Interior to place on the pension-roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
| pension laws, the name of Kittie A. Smith, 


a 


= 
: 


widow of Thomas Smith, late a private in the 
Kentucky home guards, and pay her a pension 
the rate of eight dollars a month from the 


- of this act. 


Mr MOOKE. I will make a brief explan- 


on his is the case of the widow of a 
uember of the home guard (he man was 
captured armed, and was a long time in rebel 
pr 8, and Was regularly exchanged at the 
parcle camp in Annapolis. He was under the 
command of | ited States troops, and alto 
gether the case is a very strong one, although 
a ; reyuiat 

Mr. BUCKLEY 1 would ask the gentleman 
from Illy { this man was ever mustered 

» tt { ted States service ? 

Mr. MOORE. | believe he was not mustered 

the service of the United States, but | 


{ hardly expect that when it is proposed 


pension a man who was captured by the 


re ith arms in his hands in detense of the 
Union, and suffered intolerably in rebel pris 
ous, and was regularly exchanged by the United 


ites authorities, any gentleman would want 
to whether it is proper 
to grant him relief or relief to his widow. 

Mr. CONGER. 1 would like to inquire 
whether Kentucky home 
organized to preserve the neutrality of Ken 
tucky 1 
Mr. MOORE. I have no 


“any question of that kind. 


ask any questions as 


these guards were 


) 


answer to give to 
| have stated here 
of the. United States 
of the Union. 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman 
he was captured by the rebels? 

Mr. MOORE. Well, 1 am not making any 
buncombe statements here, and I do not want 


he served the Government 


li) the delense 


tated that 


to answer such questions 
Mr. CONGER. The gentleman, of course, 
al liberty to answer or not, as he chooses. 


As the matter stands at present, 


swer that | have to compel him to answer. 
Mr. NOORK. I thought [ had stated the 
ca itheiently for my honorable friend, for 


un | have high regard, but it seems to me 
he asked a question that he did not expect me 
io answer lf he is in earnest I will take any 
amount of pains to answer him 

Mr. CONGER Then | will ask whether 

s the rale of the committee to report favor- 
in the case of any of these volunteer 


yaniZalions al home, and not in the United 
States service? 
Mr. MOORE. No, it is not a rule. We 
iid not doit in all eases, but these home 
iards were organized with an understan ding 


by order of 
hese home guards 
effective 
battle 


in the department of Kentuck y 
the War Department. 
relieved our troops, aud did very 
vice, and codperated frequently in 

h those tr Ops 

Now, here is the point in re ference to this 


case: had the man been killed in battle, the 


yw 
Wi 


pension laws make provision for a pension to 
his widow But he was rot killed in battle ; 
he was captured in battle and held as a pris- 


oner of wat He was brought to the parole 


camp at Annapolis, and there regularly paroled, 
settled by the Second Auditor of 
the Treasury, thereby recognizing the obliga 
this soldier. We 
not say that his widow should not have 
a pension. 

Mr. CONGER. 
in the service? 

Mr. MOORE. No; 
afterward died. 

Mr. ¢ ONG R. 
li servi 

Mr. MOORE. Yes, of chronic diarrhea. I 
um informed by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs [Mr. Copurn] that 
last week granted this woman 
in view of the service rendered by her 
husband. 


and his pay 


tion of the Government to 
could 


Did he subsequently die 
he was paroled and 


Of disease contracted while 


his committee 
bounty, 


Che bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


I know of no 


Ge ee 


THE 


Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JUSTICE F. JONES. 


Mr. MOORE also. from the same committee, 
reported a bili (H. R. No. 2492) granting a 
a EF. which was read 
second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Justice F. 
Jones, late a private in company C, seventh 
regiment of lowa cavalry volunteers, to take 
effect from the 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time 


pens on to Jones: 


wu first and 


passage of this act. 


; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and hes moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


VIRGINIA M F CUSACK, 

Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, repo:.ed back, with a recommendation 
that the House bill No. 2493, 
granting a pension to Virginia M. F. Cusack. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 

ta 5 time. 

‘he bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pen- 
sion-roll, subject to the limitations and pro 
visions of the pension laws, the name of Vir- 
ginia M. F. Cusack, widow of John Cusack, 
late captain of company D, first United States 
cavalry. 

Mr. MOORE. As this case is a little 
peculiar, | prefer to make an explanation to 
the House in reference to it. The applicant 
for this pension, the widow of this soldier, 
appeared before the Pension Bureau, and her 
case was re jee ‘ted for the reason that Opposite 
the name of the soldier was placed the entry, 
died of delirium tremens. Now, the testi- 
mony of a number of the best Army oflicers 
and others is strongly to the contrary. He 
was well known at the War Department and 
elsewhere as one of the most efficient quarter- 
masters who served during the late war, and 
never failed to faithfully discharge his duty. 
He was only a day or two in hospital. The 
evidence is so overwhelming that that record 
could not have been a correct representation 
of the facts in this case, that we felt compelled 
to report a bill for the relief of this widow. 

Mr. HIBBAKD. I would inquire why the 
words **to commence from the passage of this 
act’’ are putin some of these bills and omitted 
from others? 

Mr. MOORE. It is a mere matter of form. 
These bills are all found subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the pension laws; and 
the Pension Bureau will only pay from and 
after the passage of the acts. 

Mr. HIBBARD. Those words are in most 
of the bills. 

The bill was ordered to be 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


same do pass. 


be engrossed and read 


‘4 


engrossed and 


NANCY OSBORN. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2494) granting 
a pension to Nancy Osborn; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
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April 24, 


to place upon the pension roll, subject to th, 
provisions and limitations of the pension Jaws 
the name of Nancy Osborn, mother of _ rac, 
M. Osborn, late a private in compan 
twenty-third regiment Massachusetts yoly 
teers, to take effect from the passage of this ac 

The bill was ordered to be and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it wa, 
accordingly read the third time, and passs 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on th, 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN NOLAN. 


G 


engrossed 


ang 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commi; 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2495) granti ng 
a pension to John Nolan; which was read 4 
first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of John Nolan, of Quincy, Illinois, 
the pension to take effect from the passage of 
the act. 

The bill was ordered be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ALMON P. GRAVES. 

Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2496) granting 
a pension to Almon P. Graves; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to plac e upon the pe nsion-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Almon P. Graves, late a private 
in the third United States artillery, the pen 
sion to take effect from February 29, 1867. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, this bill pro 
vides that the pension shall take effect from 
a date anterior to the passage of the act. 
When this application first came before us, 
the five years’ limitation had not expired. I 
it is asked why this man did not obtain his 
pension at the Pension Bureau, I will state 
that he was on detached duty at a post on 
the frontier, separated from his commissioned 
regimental officers, being I believe at that 
time under the command of a sergeant. He 
is now here in the Soldiers’ Home. His case 
is a perfectly clear one. We report in its 
favor on the ground that when the applica- 
tion was made the five years from the date 
when his right to the pension accrued had not 
expired. I leave the case with the House to 
make such disposition of it as may be deemed 
proper. If any gentlemancan show any reason 
why this pension should not be granted, | am 
ready to hear it. 

The bill was ordered be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ARMSTIVE GOODLOW. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2497) granting a 
pension to Promo Goodlow; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interio: 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Armstive Goodlow, late a private 
in company E, twenty-third regiment United 
States colored troops. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote | 


by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 

that the 
apie. 

[he latter motion was agreed to. 
AMELIA 8. PARSONS. 


e MOORE also, from the same committee, 
ied a bill (H. R. No. 2498) granting a 
epsion to AmeliaS. Parsons, widow of Nathan 
Parsons; which was read a first and sec- 
ynd time. 
[he bill directs the Secretary of the Inte- 
ior to place upon the pension- roll, subject to 


motion to reconsider be laid on the 


the provisions and limitations of the pension | 


aws, the name of Amelia 8. Parsons, widow | 


of Nathan A. Parsons, and pay her a pen- 
sion as the widow of a private from the date 
of the passage of the act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; andalso moved 
that the motion to reconsider be 
table. 

[he latter motion was agreed to. 

MARY A. MILLER. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2499) granting 


JULIET E. HALL. 

Mr. MOORE, also from the same committee, 
reported back a bill (H. R. No. 2502) granting 
a pension to Juliet KE. Hall, daughter of Wil- 
liam Hall, late colonel eleventh Lowa infantry, 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill authorizes and directs the Secretary 
of the Interior to place on the pension-roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Juliet E. Hall, 
daughter of William Hall, late colonel eleventh 
regiment Lowa infantry, commencing the 11th 
of November, 1869, the date of the remarriage 
of the widow. 

Mr. MOORE. The widow was granted a 
| pension by special act. The pension laws 

allow to the children of the deceased soldier 


|| the pension the soldier himself would have 


laid on the | 


a pension to Mary A. Miller; which was read | 


i first and second time. 

fhe bill directs the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to place upon the pension-roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the peusion 
laws, the name of Mary A. Miller, mother of 
Moses G. Miller, late a private in company F, 
eighty-seventh New York volunteers. 

lhe bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote | 


by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

lhe latter motion was agreed to. 


MARY A. L. 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same commitiee, 
reported back a bill (H. R. No. 2500) granting 
a pension to Mary A. L. Loomis, widow ot 
Colonel Gustavus A. Loomis, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

fhe bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Mary A. L. Loomis, widow of Colonel 
(rustavus A. Loomis, late of the United States 
Army, deceased, and pay her a pension from 
the date of the passage of this act. 

lhe bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SARAH ANN WHARTON, 


Mr. MOORE also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2501) granting a 
pension to Sarah Ann Wharton; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 

0 place on the pension- roll, subject to the 
nies and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Sarah Ann Wharton, mother of 
Ransom Wharton, late a corporal in company 
I, second regiment Maine volunteers. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LOOMIS, 


| 
| The 


been entitled to according to his rank. As 
this was granted to the widow by special act, 
on her remarriage it would not be continued 
to any of the children without special act in 


|| their behalf. It is now proposed, as the widow 


| has since remarried, that the pension by spe- 
| cial act shall be continued to the daughter 
until she reaches sixteen years of age. That 
is the nature of the case, and | wish the House 
to understand it. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

Che latter motion was agreed to. 


RICHARD B. 


Mr. MOORE also, from A same commit- 
| tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2503) granting 
| a pension to Richard B. Cr: awford; which was 

read a first and second time. 
bill, which was read, authorizes and 
| directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension roll, subject to the limitations 
and provisions of the pension laws, the name 
of Richard B. Crawford, late second lieuten- 


CRAWFORD, 


infantry, and pay him a pension from and after 
| the passage of this act; this pension to be in 
lieu of the pension he is now receiving of eight 
dollars per month. 

Mr. MOORE. This is the bill vetoed by 
the President of the United States. The veto 
message was referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. On examining the original 
bill the committee are of the belief that the 
President was misied by reason of the manner 
in which the original bill was drawn. It was 
supposed to grant an additional pension, but 
it was really intended to be in lieu of the pen- 
sion the soldier was then receiving. 

Another point made in the message of the 
President was that this soldier was a private 
when he was wounded. ‘here is the most 
| complete testimony that could be gotten up 
that when he was wounded he had the com- 
mission of lieutenant and was filling a vacancy, 
and was in the uniform of a lieutenant. 

The pension laws recognize that a pension 
shall be granted of the rank, provided there 
is a vacancy answering to the commission. 
And there was that vacancy; there is not 
the shadow of a doubt in reference to this 
man being a lieutenant when he was wounded. 
The same evidence which was before us was 
—- the Senate committee when the biil 
| 
} 


went over to the Senate, and they recognized 
the force of the testimony, and changed our 
bill only in this respect, that they proposed 
the relief should take effect from the passage 
of the act. 

The Pension Bureau had pensioned this man 
aS a private, in some way misapprehending 
the force of the testimony. Ihe committees 
of the House and Senate concurred in regard 
| ing the testimony as clear and beyond coutro- 
versy that he was a lieutenaut whea wounded. 
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| this pension shall be in lieu of the pension he 


dollars a 
month. It is reported as a new bill, and | 
ask that it be put upon its passage as a new 
bill. We are not proposing to pass it over 
the President's veto. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I would ask the gen- 
tleman from lilinois [Mr. Moore] whether 
there was anything in the bill vetoed by the 
President to show that this was in lieu of the 
other pension? 

Mr. MOORE. There was not. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. I desire also to ask the 
gentleman a question. Was this soldier actu- 
ally mustered in as lieutenant when he was 
wounded ? 

Mr. MOORE. Notatall. The pension laws 
do not require & man to be actually mustered 
in. The possession bya man of a commission 
gives rank, provided the muster was not delayed 
by some fault of his own. In this case the 
muster was delayed for the reason that a 
superior officer of the regiment stood in this 
man’s way, preventing him from being mus- 
tered. He went into battle, and while com- 
manding a company in this way was wounded, 
and behaved so gallantly that the jealousy of 
that officer was withdrawn, and three days 


| afterward he was mustered. 


Mr. HOLMAN. | 


ask that the veto mes- 


| sage of the President be read. 


Mr. MOOKE. This is not an attempt to 
pass the bill overthe President's veto, because 
it is a different bill. 

Mr. ARCHER. I think the gentleman had 
better allow the reading of the message, so 
that we may understand the matter cleariy. | 
suppose the gentleman from I[\tinois would not 
like to pass it over the veto, because that 
would look as if he were going to Cincinnati. 
{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. VOORHEES. The only objection to 
the reading of the message is a question of 
time, and [ hope no gentleman will call for it, 
inasmuch as the chairman of the Pension Com- 
mittee states that this is not a case of passing 
a bill over the President’s veto. There is a 
great deal of business still to be done to-night, 


| and I hope we shall be allowed to proceed 


| served | 


| The bili is now so altered as to read that || 


with it. 

Mr. ARCHER. The message is very short, 
and I think it had better be read. 

Mr. VOORHEES. If it renee nennget 
consent to have the message read, | object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would suggest to my col- 
league [Mr. Voora#ees] that ‘he should not 
raise ah objection to interfere with the gen- 
eral sense of the House. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I think no member of 
this House raises so many objections as my 
et If any useful purpose were to be 
1y reading the message [ would with 
draw my objec tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Moore] desire 
the message to be read as a part of his 
remarks? 

Mr. MOORE. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
Suge be read. 

Mr. MOORE. It has already been read to 
the House, and appears in the Globe of to-day. 
Every gentleman can see it there if he chooses 

Che bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. MOORE. I ask that the report L have 
sent up with the bill be printed. 

lhere was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The question was on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I must insist upon the 
reading of the message of the Presideni. Iam 
not at all captious in the matter, but | think it 
is Only right that the message be read. 

Mr. AMBLER. If the gentleman trom Illi 


I do not. 
I again ask that the mes 


nois [Mr. Moore] will allow me, I will make 
a short statement. 

Ibis man Crawford resides in my district, 
'he proof, | 


and [ presented his petition. 


’ 
' 
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: 
think, sh very clearly what the facts are ; 
and it Was a mere misprint arising from a mis- 


dratiing of the bill which was the 
oceasion of the veto. Mr. Crawford was au 

zed bY appointment trom the Governor 
{ Ohio to raise a number of soldiers and re- 


ed “an apy ntment asa lieutenant, condi 
yned on his raising a certain pumber. He 
was mustered, as the custom was then, with 
perha inderstanding that that muster 
be valid unless he raised the men. 
lie 1 ed the men, and joined the regiment 
with his company. 
Mr. MOORE. Iwould inform the gentle- 
man trom Oh that the House is anxious to 
iss this bill, ar ¢ las had all the explanation 
n regard to it before he came in. 
Mr. AMBLI Bi. I did not understand that 


any explanation, and I do not 


desire to occupy time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The message of the Pres- 
ident, | 
and | ask for its reading. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the gen- 
leman is entitled to the floor on the passage 
of the bill, if he desires to have the message 
read, he can have it read. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I understand that that 
message has been read three times already. 

lhe SPEA KER pro tempore. But the gen- 
tleman from Indiana { Mr. HoLMAN | is entitled 
to the floor on the passage of the bill, and can 
have it read again. 


there hus heen 


understand, can be readin a moment, 


Mr. MOOKE, I do not see any propriety 
in it, 

Mr. VOORHEES. I see the propriety of 
everything my colleague does generally, as he 
knows, but I do not see the propriety of this. 

lhe bill was passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the mot 
table. 

Ihe latter motion was agreed to. 

WILLIAM P. CALVERT. 

Mr. MOORE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (LH. R. No. 2504) granting 
to William P. Calvert; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill, 


directs the 


il pension 


authorizes and 
Secretary of the Interior to place 


which was read, 


ion to reconsider be laid on the 


on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions | 


wid limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of William P. Calvert, late a private in the 


twenty-first regiment I[ilinois volunteers, now | 


au insane person, at the 
an imonth from the 
paid to his 
conservator, 
retary ol 


committee trustee, guerdian, or 
lhe bill further directs the Sec- 


from the military service to the said William 
P, Calvert, 

he bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed : and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

[he latter motion was agreed to. 

MRS. HANNAH W. SUMNER 


Mr. MOORE also, from the 
tee, reported back, with the recommendation 
that it do pass, the bill (H. RK. No. 2505) to 
nerease the pension of Mrs. Hannah W. Sam- 
ner, widow of Major General Edwin V. Sum- 
ner, who died March 21, 1863, while in com- 
mand of the department of the West. 

lhe bill was read. It directs the Secretary 
of the Interior to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Mrs. Hannah W. Sumner, widow 
of Major General Edwin V. Sumner, who 
died March 21, 1863, while in command of 
the department of the West, at the rate of 
hifty dollars per month, to commence from the 
passage of this act, and to continue during 
her widowhood, and to be in lieu of the ca 
sion heretofore granted to the said Hannah W. 


same commit- 


rate of eight dollars | 
passage of this act, to be | 


War to grant an honorable discharge | 


Sumner under the 
pension laws. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It will be observed that 
this bill is out of the usual course. 

Mr. PETERS. It is like one we passed 
last night. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We passed two bills last 
evening of a like character, one granting a 
pension to Mrs. Morris, widow of a brigadier 
general, I believe, at the rate of fifty dollars 
a month, and another granting a similar pen- 
sion to Mrs. Miller, widow of Commodore Mil- 
ler. I stated last evening that the practice— 
no rule of law, but the practice of Congress 
had been to grant a pension of fifty dollars a 
month to the widow of any general who fell in 
battle. I think there may be cases where dis- 
crimination should be made. Whether there 
are such cases or not cannot well be considered 
at this time, for the practice of the House has 
already been entered on. I do not believe, 
sir, that as between the widows of soldiers who 
have fallen in the service of the country there 
should be any discrimination. We can all see 
why there is a discrimination between the pay 
of an officer and the pay of a soldier in the 
ranks. It grows out of the supposed expenses 
to be incurred by the one class, expenses which 
are not required of those in the ranks. I sup- 
pose that that is the only ground; it is a fancy 
which we have taken up from the country from 
which we sprung—a little monarchical in its 
character. But when we come to the subject 
of pensions I do not believe a single argument 
could be offered why a discrimination should be 
made between the widow and orphan children 
of the soldier who fell in the ranks and the 
widow and orphan children of the officer who 


provisions of the general 


| suffers in the same way. 


|a simple proposition. 


Mr. MOORE. I 
tleman any longer. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 


to yield to me. 


cannot yield to the gen- 


1 am not asking my friend 
Ihave the floor. Iam stating 
The gentleman from 
Illinois, who is so fond of talking himself, 
ought not to deprive anybody else of that 
privilege. While I cannot oppose this bill, I 


| desire to call the attention of the gentleman 


from Illinois to a fact which I wish to present 
to the consideration of the House, and I shall 
have no better opportunity of doing it than 
this. The recent death of Major General Rob- 
ert Anderson, whose name is so honorably 
connected with a great event of the late war, 
renders it manifestly proper that the claims 
of his widow and orphan children upon the 
magnanimity of the country should be con- 
sidered. I think a bill should also pass 
granting her the same pension we are grant- 
ing other widows of major generals of our 
Army. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Nin- 
Lack.) The gentleman will state his point 
of order. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. My point 
of order is that the gentleman from Indiana 
{[Mr. Hotman] is not confining himself to the 
subject before the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Indiana will proceed in order. 

Mr. MOORE. I have a great regard for 
the gentleman from Indiana; but I would be 
glad if he would have some compassion on 
these poor pensioners. 

Tke SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The gentle- 
man from Indiana is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A moment only. It is a 


I rise to a 


' matter of history that from the time General 


i 
| 
1) 


Anderson left Fort Sumter he declined in 
health, both physically and mentally, in con- 
sequence of the fearful struggle through which 
he passed in the first hours of the war and the 
fearful responsibilities thrown upon him while 
in command of Fort Sumter. 

Mr. PETERS. What do you want? Do 
| you want to pass a bill for Mrs. Anderson? 


Mr. HOLMAN. Ido. 


| it is not necessary to do so. 


April 24 


Mr. MOORE. Then bring it in and wey 
attend to it for you. 
Mr. HOLMAN. 
man from Illinois. 
Mr. MOORE. I want to assume the {j 
in my own right. If the gentleman had }, 
bill ready and desired it, | would withdra, 

mine until his was passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have it ready, but | y 
wait until this one is acted on. 

Mr. MOORE. As everybody here knows. 
General Sumner was one of the most brillian; 
and useful officers who ever served his « 
try. Were he now living he would be o 
the retired list, at the pay of $5,000 a yea 
So far as money is concerned it is a saving 
the Government that he has passed away. W, 
can very well afford to give to his widow, w} 
is poor and dependent upon this pension, fifi 
dollarsamonth. I now call fora vote on the bil 

The biil was ordered to be engrossed ani 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it w:; 
accordingly read the third time, and passed 


Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to offer the follow 
ing bill for the relief of Mrs. Anderson. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I rise to 
point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Ni 
LACK.) The Chair cannot entertain the prop 
osition of the gentleman from Indiana; as thi 
evening is set apart exclusively for reports 
trom the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust there will be n 
objection to this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It may be 
offered as an amendment to some other bill, 
but not presented as an original bill for the 
action of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [I ask that the bill may be 
read, and then I will move to reconsider the 
vote passing the last bill in order to move this 
as an amendment. 

Mr. MOORE. I hope that will not be done. 
We will take care of the gentleman's bill in 
due time. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
JOANNA L. SHAW. 


Mr. MOORE also, from Bate same commit 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No, 2506) repealin 
an act entitled ‘* An act granting a pension to 
Joanna L. Shaw ;’’ which was read a first and 
second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, repeals the act, 
approved July 27, 1868, granting a pension to 
Joanna L. Shaw. 

Mr. PETERS. For what reason? 

Mr. MOORE. Information has come to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and also 
to the Pension Bureau, that satisfies the com 
mittee and the Commissioner of Pensions that 
this person is unworthy of this special favo: 
at the hands of this Government. In addi 
tion to this, we have evidence that the bill, 
in the first place, ought never to have been 
passed. Those who favored it at the time 
have since discovered their mistake. Thi 
woman was drawing a pension as the widow 
of a private, and her busband never was any- 
thing more than a private at any time; but 


l will yield to the gent 


ati 


Very well. 


by some adroit maneuver, the passage of the 


bill was secured. 

J do not wish to make any further statement 
in reference to the character of this person ; 
But l could easily 
satisfy the whole House that it is very equit 
able to repeal this special act; and the repeal 
is recommended in order to stop to this ex- 
tent at least frauds upon the Government. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Moore} makes a very remark 
able statement. It is possible that the hus 
band of this woman may never have been 
technically or legally anything but a private: 
but was it not a case where the man was pro 
moted to an office and died before being mus 


| tered in? 


exam 


form! 
Mr 
Mr 


VO 


M 


ob 











Mr. MOORE. No, sir. This man was a 
private, who was detailed to do duty for a few 

ays iu the absence e of a surgeon; and in con- 

rence of that fact his widow succeeded by 
» means or other in getting a pension as 

e widow of an assistant surgeon. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I will ask the chair- 
man of the committee whether he has ex- 
amined the original papers upon which the bill 
cought to be repealed was passed ? 

Mr. MOORE. ‘This bill reduces her pen- 
sion to eight dollars. She is entitled to no 
more. 


Mr. MAYNARD. 


I do not make myself 
underst ood. 


[ask whether the gentleman has 
snannes the original papers on which the 
mer bill was passed ? 

Mr, “MOORE. Oh, yes, sir. 

Mr. MeCORMICK, of Missouri. Doesthis 
bill leave the woman in possession of her pen- 
sion as the widow of a private ? 

Mr. MOORE. Yes, sir. 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed. 


‘ 


WIDOW OF MAJOR GENERAL ANDERSON. 


Mr. MOORE. 
on the committee, the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Peck. ] | 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before any further reports 
are presented, I trust the gentleman from Illi- 
nois will allow an amendment to come in for 
the relief of Mrs. Anderson. 

Mr. MOORE, It can not come in under 
the order of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It can as an amendment. 

Mr. COGHLAN. The House has acted 
very generously toward the committee in refer- 
ence to these bills, and I think the committee 
ought not to object to a measure of justice 
like this. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask the House to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill for the relief 
of Mrs. Sumner was passed. 

Mr. MOORE. [rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the 
order of the House it is competent for the 
House to consider to-night nothing but reports 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. MOORE. The members of the com 
mittee will not, I presume, make any objection 
to their chairman introducing as a report from 
the committee a bill providing for the case of 
the widow of General Anderson. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I object. 

Mr. COGHLAN. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill granting a pension to 
Mrs. Sumner was passed. 

The SPEAKEK pro tempore. If there be 
objection to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Moore] reporting the bill, the question as to 
iis reception depends upon the vote of the 
House. The Chair will submit to the House 
whether the bill shall be received as the report 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. COGHLAN. 1 think that such a bill 
for the relief of the widow of General Ander- 
son Ought not to be objected to. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. May | | 
ask 

Mr. MOORE. If any member of the com- 
mittee objects, I shall not press the report. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. | object, be- 
cause the bill has never been before the com- 
mittee, and we know nothing of the evidence 
on which it may rest. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There has been extraordin- 
ary liberality shown by the House in refer- 
ence to these bills; and I insistthat the widow 
of so gallant an officer as General Anderson | 
should not go without a pension. This case is | 
an historical one. 

Mr. COGHLAN. By simply enendideninnt 
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| now yield to my colleague || 


| reported a bill (H. R. No. 


the vote passing the bill for the relief of Mrs. 
Summer and attaching this proposition as an 
amendment, the object can be acecomplished. 

Mr. MOORE. There are other men who 
will want to amend bills in the same way. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the gentleman, 
by consenting to this proposition, will facili- 
tate the business of his committee. 

Mr. MOORE. I do not make the objection. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ran- 
DALL] should get his colleague [ Mr. Speer] to 
withdraw his objection. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is 
on the motion to lay upon the t: ible the motion 
to reconsider. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. My object tion 
is from no opposition to the measure itself. I 
am going to withdraw the objection. It was 
made originally because of the course pursued 


| by the gentlemat n from Indiana, who introduced 


it. I now withdraw the objection. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. Let me ask the gentle- 
man from Jndiana whether the last Congress 
did not make ample provision for the widow 
of General Anderson ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. General Clinch had a claim 
of $30,000. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. Was not that claim paid? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Forthe purpose of making 
some provision for General Anderson’s family 
to Mrs. Anderson, who was the daughter of 
General Clinch, Congress appropriated a sum 
which, instead of inuring to her benefit, gave 
to her children a mere bagatelle of $1! 5,000, 
which was only half of the claim. 

Mr. MOORE. My motion is to reconsider 
and lay upon the table ail the votes by whicn 
the various bills were passed. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
my objection to the other bill. 


Mr. PETERS. The gentleman from Illinois 
cannot report the bill, because he cannot see 


I withdraw 


that any such case has been considered by the | 


Committee on Invalid Pensions, and there- 
fore cannot report any such case. 
MARY C. PETRIE. 

Mr. PECK, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2507) 
granting a pension to Mary C. Petrie; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Mary C. Petrie, widow of George C. Petrie, 
late private company D, seventeenth regiment 
Michigan volunteers, commencing the Ist of 
January, 1871. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 


‘accordingly read the third time, and passed. | 
Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote 


by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
ELIZA J. FRACKER. 
Mr. PECK, from the same committee, also 


2508) granting a 
pension to Eliza J. Fracker ; which was read 


| first and second time. 


The bill, which. was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 


| upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Eliza J. Fracker, who adopted James A. 
Markland when sixteen months old, and who 


|| died from disease contracted in the service as 
| second lieutenant 


second regiment Ohio 
infantry, at sixteen dollars per month from 
the passage of this act. 

Mr. CONGER. Read the report. 

The report. which was read, states that Mrs. 
Eliza J. Fracker adopted James A. Markland | 


when sixteen months old as ber own child, and | 
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Before going into the Army he contributed to 
her support, and continued to send her money 
while in the service. As second lieutenant 
Ohio volunteer infantry in November, 1846, 
at Camargo, Mexico, he contracted a chronic 
diarrhea, from which he died in 1861. The 
proof of dependence and the proof of adop- 
tion have been sworn to. 

Mr. CONGER. Ido not see anything in 
this case which gives good ground for relief. 

Mr. MAYNARD. If she were the natural 
mother instead of the adopted mother, she 
would have gotten the pension before under 
the statute. 


MARY E. SNIVLEY AND MAVILLA SNIVLEY, 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2509) granting a 
pension to Mary K. Snivleyand Mavilla Snivley ; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the names 
of Mary KE. Snivley and Mavilla Snivley, only 
minor children of Abraham Snivley, late private 
company I’, fourteenth regiment Michigan in- 
fantry volunteers. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 


| which the bill was passed; and also moved 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
AMOS FARLING. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2510) granting a 
pension to Amos Farling; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill, which was read. authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Amos Farling, laste private company H, twenty- 
second regiment United States infantry. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 


| read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 


accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


GARRETT FLEMING, 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2511) granting a 
pension to Garrett Fleming; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Garrett Fleming, late a private in the forty 
third regiment Ohio volunteers, to take effect 
from the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SUSAN W. MECHEM. 

Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported back, with the recommendation that 
it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 2512) granting 
a pension to Susan W. Mechem, 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 


| to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 


provisions and Reuitetions of the pension laws, 
the name of Susan W. Mechem, widow of Abe 
F. Mechem, late a surgeon in the United 


| States Army, to take effect from the passage 


from that time took care of him as ber own. i of this act. 


% 
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The bill was ordered to 


third time; 


be engrossed and 
and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 


read a 


(he latter motion was agreed to. 
MARY 0’ DONALD 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
ted a bill (H. R. No. 2513) granting a 
pension to Mary O’Donald; which was read 


a first and second time 


repor 


Phe bill direets the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Mary O' Donald, widow of Walter 
QO’ Donald, late a private in company A, eighty- 
volunteers, to 
this act 
engrossed and 
; and being engrossed, it was 
iccordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the also moved 
that the laid on the 
table 


fifth regiment Per 


insylvania 

take effect from the passage of 
The bill was ordered to be 

read athird time 


bill wis passed ; and 
motion to reconsider be 


Che latter motion was agreed to. 

ROSA HOON. 

Mr. PECK also, from the 

reported th bill H. R. No. 

pension to Rosa Hoon 
ind second time, 


same committee, 


which was read a first 


Che bill directs the Secretary of the Interior | 


’ 


0 place on the pension-roll, to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Rosa Hoon, widow of William A. 
lioon, late assistant engineer on the steamer 
Champion No. 3, which was in the service 
and under the control of the Government, to 
this act. 
Should not the bill define 
W hat 
would be the amount of pension in the case of 
in assistant engineer? 

Mr. PECK. ‘Ten dollars, [believe. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the bill be again re- 
porte d 

The bill was again read. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PiSCK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter 


subject 


take effect from the passage of 
Mr. HOLMAN. 


the amount of pension in such a case? 


motion was agreed to. 
CATHARINE ROsSs. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2515) granting a 


2514) granting a | 


| by which the bill was passed ; 


name of Ivory F. Snow, late a private in com- 
pany B, seventeenth regiment Maine volun- 
teers. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time; and being engrossed, is was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

[he latter motion was agreed to. 

CLARINDA BUTCILER. 

Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2517) granting a 
pension to Clarinda Butcher; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension lagvs, 
the name of Clarinda Butcher, widow of Ebe- 
neezer Butcher, late a private in company F, 
twenty-seventh Pennsylvania volunteers. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 


|| accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote 
and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SWARTZ. 

Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported back, with the recommendation that 
it do pass, a bill (H. R. No. 2518) granting a 
pension to George W. Swartz; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 


GEORGE W. 


|| tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 


roll, subject to the limitations and provisions 
of the pension laws, the name of George W. 
peor late a private in company I, one hun- 


| dred and fifty-sixth Ohio national guards, at 


| the rate of eight dollars per 


month, from and 


| after the passage of this act. 


The bill was ordered be engrossed and 
read athirdtime; and being engrossed, it was 


| accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


pension to Catharine Ross; which was read a | 


first and second time, 

Phe bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll. 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Catharine Ross, mother of John 
Ross, late a private in the twenty-third regi- 
ment Illinois infantry volunteers, to take 
effect from the passage of this act. 


subject to the | 


Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote 


| by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and || 


ead a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

IVORY F. SNOW. 

Mr. PECK also, from me same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2516) granting 
pension to Ivory F. Snow; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the 


motion to reconsider be laid on the | 


| 
| 


i} 


that the motion to reeonsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
FRANCES W. 

Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. K. No. 2519) granting a 
pension to Frances W. Evans; 
a firstand second time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the peusioa laws, the name of Frances W. 


EVANS. 


which was read 


vate in company [E, fifth regiment 
States colored troops 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


U nited 


Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by | 


which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
THOMAS LUNNEY. 
Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 


reported a bill (H. R. No. 2520) granting a | 


pension to Thomas Lunney ; 
a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Thomys Lunney, late a private in com- 
pany G, ove hundred and twenty-eighth Indi- 
ana volunteers. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 


which was read 


pension laws, the || accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


| the name of John Greenault 
company F, 


April 24 


Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the yo;. 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOHN GREENAULT 

Mr. PECK also, from the same committee. 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2521) granting 
pension to John Greenault ; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interio; 
to place upon the pension roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
, late a private in 
twelfth regiment Illinois voluy 
teers. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it wa 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JUDITH DUNHAM. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2522) granting a 
pension to Judith Dunham ; which was read a 
tirst and second time. 

The bill directs the Seeretary of the Int 
rior to place on the pension-roll, subject to 
the limitations and provisions of the pension 
laws, the name of Judith Dunham, widow of 
George L. Dunham, late a private in the sey 
enth regiment Massachusetts volunteers, and 
afterward transferred to the United States gun 
boat Cincinnati, at the rate of eight dollars 
per month from the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it w: 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved tha 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the tabk 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TIENRY REIMAN. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2523) granting a 
pension to Henry Reiman; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 


, engrossed and, read a third time. 


The bill, which was read, directs the Seer 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Henry Rei 


| man, late a private in the twelith regiment 


Maine volunteers, to take effect from March 
4, 1869. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FLORA D. M’KAY. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2524) granting a 
pension to Flora D. McKay ; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, whieh was read, directs the Sec 
retary of the Interior to place upon the pen 
sion-roll, subject to the provisions and limita 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Flora 
D. McKay, widow of John McKay, late a ser- 
geant in company G, seventy-fourth New York 
volunteers, from the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
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that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. ° 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
LUCINDA THOMPSON. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No, 2525) granting a 
»ension to Lucinda Thompson; which was 
read a first and second time. 

[he question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

ihe bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Lucinda Thompson, widow of Lewis 
S. Thompson, late private in company A, 
thirty-first regiment Illinois volunteers. 


MARTHA P. GREENLEE, 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2329) granting a 
pension to Martha P. Greenlee; which was 
read a first and second time. 


The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 


to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 


| the name of Martha P. Greenlee, widow of 
| James H. ,Greenlee, late second lieutenant 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 


read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
Ibe latter motion was agreed to. 
CURISTIANA W. MURRAY. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 


reported a bill (H. R. No. 2526) granting a | 


pension to Christiana W. Murray. 

‘The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Sec- 


retary of the Interior to place upon the pen- || ,, ™F 

im- || Pensions have instructed me to move that they 
| be discharged from the further consideration 
| of the bill (H. R. No. 2446) granting a pen- 


sion-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of 
Christiana W. Murray, widow of Gilbert E. 
Murray, late of the first Northwest Missouri 
volunteers, at the rate of ——— dollars per 
month from the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
uccordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DEBORAH WITHAN, 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2527) granting a 
pension to Deborah Witham ; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the limitations and provisions 
of the pension laws, the name of Deborah 


Witham, mother of Alvah C. Witham, late a 


private in company K, thirty-second regiment 
Maine volunteers. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 


which the bill was passed; and also moved | 


that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
JOSEPH CRESSEY. 
Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 


reported a bill (H. R. No. 2528) granting a | 


pension to Joseph Cressey; which was read 
a first and second time. 


wen secemmeananee: 





company D, seventy-fourth regiment enrolled 


| Missouri militia volunteers, the pension to 


take effect from the passage of the act. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and | 


read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
EPHRAIM HUNT. 


Mr. PECK. I move that the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions be discharged from the 
further consideration of the papersin the case 
of Ephraim Hunt, and that the same be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions and War of 1812. 

The motion was agreed to. 


IRA BUCKMAN. 
Mr. MOORE. 


The Committee on Invalid 


sion to Ira Buckman, (which was recommitted 
to our committee last night,) and that the bill 


|| be referred to the Committee of Claims. 


The motion was agreed to. 
MARY ANN MONTGOMERY. 
Mr. BIRD, from the Committee on Invalid 
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Pensions, reported back, with a recommend- | 
| ation that it pass, the bill (S. No. 955) grant- 


| ing a pension to Mary Ann Montgomery, widow 
ot William W. Montgomery, late a private in 


Texas volunteers. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-rojl the name of Mary 
Ann Montgomery, widow or William W. Mont- 
gomery, late a private in Texas volunteers, 
and to pay her a pension from the passage of 
this act as a private’s widow, and in respect to 
her minor children under sixteen years of 
age. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 


I desire 


| to move an amendment to this bill, which I 


| think meets the concurrence of the committee ; 


and before doing so I ask leave to make a short 


| statement. 


Captain Montgomery was a Texas refugee. 
He came to New Orleans and enlisted in a 
regiment of Texas cavalry, of which Governor 
Davis was colonel—a regiment which I was per- 


mitted by the President of the United States to | 


raise, appointing the officers provisionally. 
Montgomery was appointed a captain, raised 
his company, and went to Texas under such 
commission. Commissions of that kind have 
always been recognized by the War Depart- 
ment. While in Texas as such captain and 
exercising the command of captain, as I am 


| informed, he was killed,in the line of his duty. 


The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior || 


to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the | 


provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Joseph Cressey, late a private in 
company A, Michigan provost guard, the 
pension to take effect from January 1, 1870. 

rhe bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
42p Cona. 2p Sess.—-No. 173. 


| This bill from the Senate proposes to grant his 


widow the pension of a private’s widow, when 
in point of tact he was a captain duly mustered 
into the service of the United States. As the 
pay-roll will show, he was paid as a captain, 
and he exercised authority as such. His com- 
mission was not signed by President Lincoln, 


| and he could not have a commission from the 


! 


Governor of Texas because there was none. 
This was an exceptional regiment. I move 
to amend the bill by striking out the word 
‘*private’’ wherever it occurs and inserting 
** captain.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill, as amended, was ordered to a third | 
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reading ; and it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
to amend the title of the bill just passed by 
striking out ‘‘private’’ and inserting ‘ cap- 
tain, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


MRS. ALME D. BROOKS. 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2580) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Alme D. Brooks; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Alme 
D. Brooks, widow of General W. T. H. Brooks, 
late United States Army, to take effect from 
and after the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BLRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed ; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ARMSTRONG O'HARA. 


Mr. WALLACE, from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2531) granting a pension to Armstrong O’ Hara; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Armstrong O’Hara, late private 
company F’, forty-seventh regiment Missouri 
volunteers, from and after the passage of this 
act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and 
yassed. : 

Mr. WALLACE moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EDWARD G. HUNT. 


Mr. McJ UNKIN, from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2532) granting a pension to Edward G. Hunt; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roli, subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Edward G. Hunt, late boatswain’s 
mate in the United States Navy, at the rate 
of ten dollars per month, from and after the 
passage of this act, to be paid out of the Navy 
pension fund. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McJUNKIN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


THOMAS W. WHARTON. 

Mr. MeJ UNKIN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 2533) 
granting a pension to Thomas W. Wharton, 
late a private in company G, first Pennsylvania 
rifles, with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The preamble of the bill states that on the 
15th day of May, 1861, James W. Wharton 
enlisted in company G, first Pennsylvania 
rifles, to serve for three years; that while in 
the line of his duty at the battle of Fredericks- 
burg, Virginia, December 13, 1862, he received 


ee ey 
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a severe gunshot wound in his lower jaw, and 
from thence passing into his right shoulder, 
fracturing and otherwise injuring his shoulder ; 
and that he has been, since receiving his 
wounds, unable to properly masticate his food 
tion of manual labor. 
Lhe bill then authorizes and directs the Sec 
retary of the Interior to pl ice on the pension- 


» perform any descrip 


roll the name of Jame W. Wharton, late a 
yiy inia rifles, 
iu the war of 186], and that he be allowed and 


rivale Lc mouny ds, tir t Peon 


paid # pension, at the rate of lilteen dollars per 
month, subject to the provisions and limit- 
ations of the pension laws, to be computed 
from the date of his discharge from the mili- 
tary service of the United States. 

he bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
according!y read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MceJUNKIN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 


he latter motion was agreed to. 
JAMES B, THOMPSON, 


Mr. MeJJUNKIN also, from the s: _ com- 
mittee, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 934) 
for the relief of James B. Thompson, captain 
company I*,one hundred and nineteenth regi- 
ment Pennsylvania volunteers, and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Military 
A tfairs. 

CORDELIA C. DOUGIIERTY. 


Mr. MeJ UNKIN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill( H. R. No. 2534) grant- 
ing a pension to Cordelia C. Dougherty ; which 
was read a first and second time. 

Ihe bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Cordelia C. 
Dougherty, widow of Charles Dougherty, late 
& private in company I, second regiment 
Maine volunteers, and mee late a private in 
company D, thirtieth regiment Maine volun- 
teers, to take effect in the passage of this 
act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MceJUNKIN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


> 


MINOR CHILDREN OF CAPTAIN W. E. SCHERR. 


Mr. McJ UNKIN also, from the same com 
mittee, reported a bill (MH. R. No. 2535) for 
the relief of the minor children of C aptain W. 
Ii. Scherr; which was read a first and second 
time. 

lhe billwas read. The preamble sets forth 
that by special act i Congress, dated March 
1, 1869, Sarah A. Scherr, widow of William E. 
Scherr, late captain of company KE, twenty- 
sixth regiment Pennsylvania volunteers, was 
granted a pension; and that she afterward, to 
wit, on the 3lst day of July, 1869, remarried. 
The bill therefore authorizes and requires the 
Secretary of the Interior to pay to the duly 
authorized guardian of the minor children of 
Captain William E. Scherr the pension which 
was by said act granted to Sarah A. Scherr, 
to commence on the 31st of July, 1869, and 
to continue until the youngest of the minor 
children of Captain W illiam E. Scherr shall 
attain the age of sixteen years 

Mr. RANDALL. My friend from Michigan 
| Mr. Sroucuron] wishes some explanation. 
: aim acquainted with this case, and perhaps 

an state what will satisfythe gentleman. The 
firs! husband of this lady fought bravely in the 
war, and died leaving two minor children. 
The lady remarried, which, under the law, 
would stop the pension. This bill continues 
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Another bi!l of the same sort has been passed 
to-night. ‘This is a very meritorious case. 
lhe bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a thirdtime; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MceJ UNKIN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MARIA L, LEE, 

Mr. MeJ UNKIN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reporteda bill (H. R. No. 2536) grant- 
inga pension to Maria L. Lee; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 


tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 


roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Maria L. 
Lee, of the city of W ashington, widow of Abel 
H. Lee, who died of disease contracted in the 
service of the Government as a scout, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of eight dollars per 
month from the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MeJ UNKIN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CHARLES LYNCH. 

Mr. MeJ UNKIN also, from ee same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2537) grant- 
ing a pension to Charles aka which was 
read a first and second time. 

‘The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension: laws, the name 
of Charles Lynch, late a private of company 
I’, fifty-fourth regiment Pennsylvania volun- 
teers, from the date of the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McJUNKIN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MARY A. CHUTE, 

Mr. MceJ UNKILN also, from the same com- 
mittee, re ported a bill (H. R. No. 2538) grant- 
ing apension to Mary A. Chute ; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to piace 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and 1 oc of the pension laws, the name 
of Mary A. Chute, mother of Edward P. Chute, 
late a private in company I, tenth regiment 
Maine volunteers, to take effect from the 
passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MeJ UNKIN moved to reconsider the 


' vote by which the bill was passed; and also 


moved that the motion to reconsider be laid | 


on thetable. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
FREDERICK WALTER. 

Mr. MeJ UNKIN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H.R. No. 2539) grant- 
ing a pension to Frederick Walter; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Fred- 
erick Walter, late private company A, fourth 
United States artillery, on the list of invalid 


| pensioners, and to cause him to be paid at the 


the pension in favor of the minor children. || 


rate of eight dollars a month, commencing on | 


the 8th day of May, 1863. 


April 24, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed ang 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it w 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McJUNKIN moved to reconsider th, 
vote by which the bill was passed; and als, 
moved that the motion to reconsider be jaiq 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NANCY GODDARD. 


Mr. MceJUNKIN also, from the same com. 
mittee, reported abill (H. R. No. 2540) gran; 
ing a pension to Nancy Goddard; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes aad 
directs the Secretary of the ‘Interior to plac 
on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Nancy Goddard, widow of Thomas W. God. 
dard, late a private in company B, second regi. 
ment East Tennessee volunteers, to take effect 
from the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McJUNKIN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and als 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 
| The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARY E. BARTON, 


| Mr. McJUNKIN also, from the same com- 
_mittee, reported a bill (HL. R. No. 2541) grant 
ing a pension to Mary E. Barton; which was 
read a first and second time. 
The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Mary E. Barton, the only minor 
child of William Barton, late a private in com 
pany [, seventh regiment Kentucky volunteers; 
‘this act to take effect from and after its pas 
sage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed ; 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, “and passed. 

Mr. McJUNKIN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid o: 
the table. 
| The latter motion was agreed to. 
| JOANNA LUSKEY. 
| Mr. WAKEMAN, from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, reported a bill (H. RK. No. 
2542) granting a pension to Joanna Luskey; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the lim 
itations and provisions of the pension laws, 
the name of Joanna Luskey, of Minnesota, 
widow of William Luskey, late a private in an 
organized company, and who was killed in 
Minnesota in August, 1862, in a battle with 
the Sioux Indians, and pay ‘ber a pension at 
the rate of eight dollars a-month from the 
passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed ant 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WAKEMAN moved to reconsider th 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
| moved that the motion to recons sider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JERUSHA A. GOODRICH, 


Mr. WAKEMAN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2543) grant: 
ing a pension to Jerusha A. Goodrich ; which 
was read a first and second time. ; 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the ‘Interior to place 
upon the pension- -roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Jerusha A. Goodrich, widow 0! 
Luther Goodrich, late colonel of the eighth 
United States colored troops,to take effect from 
'|the passage of this act, and to be in lieu of 
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the pension now held by the said Jerusha A. 
(oodrich. 

lhe bill was ordered to be engrossed and | 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was | 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
~ Mr. WAKEMAN moved to reconsider the | 
yote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
yn the table. 
{he jatter motion was agreed to. 

ROBERT G. WILSON. 


Mr. WAKEMAN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2544) grant- 
ing a pension to Robert G. Wilson; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 
»rovisions and limitations of the pension laws, 


ihe name of Robert G. Wilson, late a private | 


in company.A, seventy-ninth regiment New 


York volunteers, at the rate of twenty-five | 


dollars a month, in lieu of the pension now 
held and enjoyed by him. 

{he bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WAKEMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


HANNAH CROSS. 


Mr. WAKEMAN. I am instructed by the || 
Committee on Invalid Pensions to report ad- 


versely upon the petition of Hannah Cross, of 
Dunkirk, New York, and desire on behalf of 


the minority of the committee toask the House || 


to reverse that decision. It isthe petition of 


Hannah Cross, of Dunkirk, New York, for an | 


increase of pension. I would like the atten- 
tion of the House to this case, because it is a 
case which I am directed by the committee to 
report upon adversely. Hannah Cross is a 
widow who had five sons, one of whom was and 
still is a cripple; the other four enlisted and 
went into the Army. Two of the four were 
killed in battle, and the third one was taken 
sick and died in hospital. She lost three of 
her sons, and the fourth has a family of his 
own to support. Sheis now sixty-three years 
old. She hasalready been granted a penion by 
the Pension Bureau to the amount of eight 
dollars a month. 

| wish to submit to this House that when a 
widow who has five sons gives four of them to 
her country, and three of them are either 
killed in battle or die in hospital, I want to 
know whether this Congress and this Govern- 
ment is prepared to say that that widow in 
her old age shall have but eight dollars per 
month? ‘lhat is the question. I submit that 
a woman who has given all her sons but a 
cripple to the service of her country ought to 
receive a larger pension than that. I ask the 
House to disagree with the report of the com- 
mittee in this case, and if thatis done, I pro- 
pose to submit a bill to give her a pension of 
sixteen dollars per month. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man can, by unanimous consent, submit such 
a bill from the minority of the committee. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. WAKEMAN accordingly submitted a 
bill (H. R,. No. 2545) granting an increase of 
pension to Hannah Cross, a dependent mother ; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Han- 
nah Cross, of the village of Dunkirk, New 
York, at the rate of sixteen dollars per month, 
in lieu of her present pension, this act to take 
effect from its passage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engroses1, it was 
accordingly read the third time, ani passed. 











| 
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Mr. WAKEMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 


| moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 


on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
DANIEL WOODEN. 


Mr. TURNER, from the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 


| 2546) granting a pension to Daniel Wooden; 


which was read a first and second time. 
The question was upon ordering the bill to 


| be engrossed and read a third time. 


The bill was read. It directs the Secretary 
of the interior to place upon the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 


of the pension laws, the name of Daniel | 
| Wooden, late a corporal in company C, sixty 


fourth regiment United States colored troops, 
at the rate of eight dollars per month from 
the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 


| read athird time; and being engrossed, it was 


accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. TURNER moved to reconsider the véte 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the | 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


NANCY MASON. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. MANSON, from the Committee on In- | 


valid Pensions, reported a bill (H.R. No. 
2547) granting a pension to Nancy Mason; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 


roll, subject to the limitations and provisions | 


of the pension laws, the name of Nancy Ma- 


fifty-second regiment Kentucky volunteers, at 
the rate of eight dollars per month from the 
passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 


| son, widow of James S. Mason, late of the | 


read a thirdtime; and being engrossed, it was | 


accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. MANSON moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
SUSAN T. E. WILLIAMSON. 


Mr. BIRD, from the Committee on Invalid || 
Pensions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2548) to || 


increase the pension of Susan T. I. William- 
son; which was read a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Susan 
T. E. Williamson, widow of Charles L. Wil- 
liamson, late a captain in the naval service of 
the United States, at the rate of fifty dollars 
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liam Gates, at the rate of fifty dollars per 
month, the pension certificate now held by 
her to be surrendered and canceled after the 
passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BLRD moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 


| that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


SARAH MAYNARD. 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 


| reported a bill (H. R. No. 2550) granting a 
| pension to Sarah Maynard; which was read a 


firstand second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roli, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of Sarah Maynard, of Pike county, 
Kentucky, widow of Thomas Maynard, lately in 
the secret service of the United States, at the 
rate of eight dollars per month, together with 
the amount allowed by existing laws for the 
child or children of private soldiers who have 
been killed in battle or died of wounds received 
or disease contracted in the military service 
of the United States. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If there is a report in this 
case I ask that if be read. 

The report was read. It states that Sarah 
Maynard was lawfully married to Thomas May- 
nard in 1847; that they lived as man and wife 
until his death, during which period eight chil- 
dren were born to them; that in 1864 Thomas 
Maynaré was employed in the secret service 
of the United States by George W. Gallop, 
colonel of the fourteenth regiment Kentucky 
volunteers, and was by him authorized to raise 
a company of men for the secret service, in 
which service he was active and successful, as 
appears by the sworn statement of Colonel 
Gallop; that while in such service and in the 
line of his duty he was shot by the enemy. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 


accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WALTER BRADLEY. 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 


|| reported a bill (H. R. No. 2551) granting a 


per month, in lieu of her present pension, pro- | 
vided the pension hereby granted shall be | 


paid from the naval pension fund. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 


| read a third time; and being engrossed, it | 
was accordingly read the third time, and || 


passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


H. LOUISA GATES. 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2549) increasing 
the pension of H. Louisa Gates; which was 
read a first and second time. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
o place on the pension-roll the name of H. 


| t 
Louisa Gates, widow of the late General Wil- 


| pension to Walter Bradley; which was read a 


first and second time. 
The bill directs the Secretary of the Inte- 


| rior to pay to Walter Bradley, late acting 


assistant engineer in the United States Navy, 


| and whose name is now inscribed on the pen- 
sion-roll, at the rate of twenty dollars a month, 


arrears of pension at that rate from March 
23, 1862, to February 28, 1871. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 


| that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


| table. 





The latter motion was agreed to. 
JAMES M’ALFEE. 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2552) granting a 
pension to James McAlfee; which was read a 


| first and second time. 


The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the 


| provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
| the name of James McAlfee, late a private in 
company E, fifth regiment Michigan volun- 


teers. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
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reada third time; and heing en rrossed, it Was 


accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


abl 


) 
I'he latter motion was agreed to. 


‘ e, 


JOUN COUDLIN, 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (Hl. R. No, 2553) granting a 
pension to John Coudlin; which was read 
first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension roll, subject to the 
and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of John Coudlin, late a private in 
company K, second regiment District of Co- 
lumbia volunteers, the pension to commence 
from the passage of the act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


provision 


JENNIE E. SAVAGE, 

Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reporte fa bill (LH. R. No. 2554) for the relief 
of Jennie EK. Savage; which was read a first 
and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the lnterior to place 
the name of Jennie IX. Savage, a minor child 
of William EK. Savage, who was a contract 
surgeon in the United States Army, on the 
pension-list, and to pay to her legally author- 
ized guardian the pension due her said father’s 
rank as surgeon, from the 16th of February, 
IST1, until she arrives at the age of six- 
teen years, unless she should die before that 


ie bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
BLKD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ROBERT 8. DUMONT. 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2555) granting a 
pension to Robert S. Dumont; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the ecretary of the Interior to place 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
ions of the pension laws, the name 
of Robert S. Dumont, late admiral’s secretary, 
at the rate of thirty dollars per month, from 
the passage of this act; the pension certificate 
now held by said Dumont to be given up and 
canceled from and after the passage of this 
act, and all money expended by virtue of this 
act it is provided shall be paid from the naval 
pension fund. 

Mr. STOUGHTON 
this case? 

Mr. BIRD. There is a report. 

Mr. STOUGHTON, Leask that the report 
be read, 

The report, which was read, states that 
Robert S. Dumont, in the month of Decem- 
ber, 1861, was appointed secretary to Admiral 
Charles H. Bell, commanding the naval force 
in the Pacific ocean; that in the month of 
January, 1862, in consequence of the great 
want ot regularly-educated naval officers for 
blockading purposes, there were none in the 
Pacilic squadron, except a commander and 
generally one other, the executive officer of 
each vessel, for the instruction and drilling of 
volunteer officers; that having experience in 
the Army and Navy, he was detailed by the 


and limita! 


Is there a report in 
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flag-officer to drill the officers and crew with 
broadside guns, howitzers, and small-arms; 
that in the performance of his duty he con- 
tracted chronic diarrhea; that on account of 
the difficulty of getting a competent officer to 
take his place, he remained on duty from 
lebruary, 1863, to Ilebruary, 1564, when he 
became entirely disabled, and when he was 
declared unfit for duty by a board of survey ; 
that he has since been an invalid, and is 
now totally unable to do anything in his own 
behalf. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 


accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was 
that the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JANE THOMPSON AND MARGARET THOMPSON, 


Mr. BIRD also, 
reported a bill (H. R. No, 2556) granting a 
pension to Jane Thompson and Margaret 
lhompson; which was read a first and second 
time, 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the names of Jane Thomp- 
son and Margaret ‘Thompson, the only minor 
children of John Thompson, late a private in 
company G, forty-fifth United States infantry. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. BLRD moved to reconsider the vote || 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved | 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the | 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM D. BOYD. 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. Rt. No. 2557) granting a 
pension to William J). Boyd; which was read 
a first and second tifffe. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and di- 
rects the Secretary of the Interior to place on 
the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
William D. Boyd, late a private in company EK, 
first regiment Kentucky capitol guard, and pay 
him a pensior at the rate of eight dollars from 
and after the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engressed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BLRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ELIZABETHIL JONES. 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, | 


reported a bill (H. RK. No. 2558) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Jones; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 


on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
of Elizabeth Jones, of Henderson, North 
Carolina, widow of John Jones, sr., late 
private company H, second regiment North 
Carolina mounted infantry volunteers, at the 
rate of eight dollars per month, and the minor 
children of John and Elizabeth Jones, at the 
rate of two dollars a month each, until they 
reach the age of sixteen years respectively, 
to be paid from and after the passage of this 
act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 


passed; and also moved | 
motion to reconsider be laid on the 


from the same committee, | 





| that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. ; 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


HENRY A WHITE, 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committe. 
| reported a bill (H. R. No. 2559) granting , 
| pension to Henry A. White; which was reg 
| a first and second time. 
| The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to plac a 
upon the pension- roll, subject to the provis 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Henry A. White, late captain of com. 
pany C, third regiment North Carolina mount. 
ed volunteers, at the rate of twenty dollars ; 


a 


month, in lieu of pension certificate now held 
by him as private in company B, second North 


Carolina volunteers. 


} 


| 
1] 
|| ‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
} 


read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 

accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote by 

which the bill was passed; and also moved 

| that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

ELIZA CIVILLE. 
Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
| reported a bill (H. R. No. 2560) granting a 
| pension to Eliza Civille; which was real a 
first and second time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
—¥ name of Eliza Civille, widow of Reason 

Civille, late a corporal in the seventh regiment 
United States infantry. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vot 
| by which the bill was passed; and also move 
|| that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

| EDWARD TUCKER. 
Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
|| reported a bill (H. R. No. 2561) granting a 
pension to Edward Tucker; which was read a 
tirst and second time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre 
tary of the Interior to place on the pension- 
roll, subject to the limitations and provision 
of the pension laws, the name of cet 
Tucker, late a private in company IF, second 
regiment Maryland infantry, to he: effect 
from and after the passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; andalso moved 
|| that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
|| table. 

The latter motion was agréed to. 


JOHN FINK, 


Mr. BIRD also, from the same committee, 
' reported a bill (H. R. No. 2562) granting a 
| pension to John Fink; which was read a first 
and second time. 
The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension- roll, subject to the provis 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of John Fink, late a private in company 
G, first regiment Potomac home guard, Mary- 
land volunteers, to take effect from the pas 
sage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BIRD moved to reconsider the vote | 


which the bill was passed; and also aon 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
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Ww. E. AND J. M. 


RIRD also, from the s 
Fravehe a bill (H. R. No. 2563) granting a 
sion to William EK. Farley and John M. 
which was read a first and second 


FARLEY. 


mt 
Fariey ; 
time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
jirects the Secretary of the Interior to p! ace 
on the pension- roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the names 
of William KE, Farley and John M. Farley, 
minor children of A. a Farley, late a private 
in company F, fifth regiment West Virginia 
infantry, to take effect from the date of the 
passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 


same committee, | 


read a third time; and being engrossed, i it was || 


accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. BLRD moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the | 


table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MOORE. I move that the House do 
10W at djourn. 

[he motion was agreed to; and the House 
(at nine o’clock and fifty-five minutes p. m.) 
adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees 

By Me. BIGGS: The petition of L. Lyons, 
H. Hickman, H. K. Barton, and some 30 
others, citizens of Sussex county, Delaware, 

praying an appropriation for the improvement 
of Lewes river, in Delaware. 

By Mr. COBURN: The petition of certain 
soldiers and sailors of Pottsville, Pennsylvania, 
and of Providence, Rhode Island, asking a pro- 
vision for an industrial home for the orphans 

of soldiers and sailors. 

By Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania: 
petition of Robert H. Chipman, asking the 


passage of House bill No. 1788, to increase the || 


pensions of all who have lost limbs or eyes. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The memorial of 20 citi- 
zens of the United States, protesting against 
the change in the Constitution allowing a per- 
son of foreign birth to become President of 
the United States. 

By Mr. LYNCH: The petition of merchants 
of Portland, Maine, asking that the tobacco 
bonded warehouse system be continued. 

By Mr. PERRY, of New York: The peti- 
tion of 150 citizens of Albany, New York, for 


IN SENATE. 
Tuvrspay, April 25, 1872 

Prayer by Rev. S. M. Harrsock, of Wash- 
ington, District of Columbia. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal 
of yesterday’s proceedings, 

Mr. HOWE. If there is not any special 
desire to hear it, I should like to have the 
further reading of the Journal wee od with. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Journal is 
very long this morning, as it incorporates the 
titles of a large number of pension bills which 
were received yesterday and referred; but if 
any Senator objects, it must be read. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I wish the Senator would 
wait until we have something more like a 
quorum here. 
is not willing to wait, but I suggest it to him. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 


ator from Wisconsin desire to call up anything 


| subject to the morning business? 
1 want to dispose 


Mr. HOWK. Of course; 
of the matter I had up yesterday morning. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator 


from California does not object, and there 


| being no objection the further reading of the 


Journal will be dispensed with. The S 

from Wisconsin now asks to call up 

matter subject to the morning oleae 
Mr. HOWE. It is the bill that was left 


Senator 
some 


| unfinished yesterday on the suggestion of the 
| Senator from California, Senate bill No. 


671, 
to authorize the West Wisconsin Railway Com- 


|| pany to keep up and maintain a bridge for 


railway purposes across Lake St. Croix at 


| the city of fludson, in the State of Wisconsin. 


(| from Wisconsin 
| take up the 


The | 


an increase of pension for disabled soldiers and 


sailors. 

By Mr. PLATT: The petition of H. H. 
Wells, T. H. Dabney, D. W. Bohannon, and 
others, for the passage of House bill No. 1738. 

Also, the petition of soldiers and sailors lately 
in the volunteer forces of the United States, 
asking that the twenty-fifth section of an act 
of Congress, approved July 15, 1870, be 
amended. 


By Mr. PRICE: The petition of Mrs. Mary | 


H. Seward, of Georgia, widow, daughter, and 
heir, and for the coheirs of John H. Seward, 
late of Portsmouth, New Hampshire, asking 
the payment of the French spoliation claims. 

Also, the petition of D. J. Burl, of Dawson 
county, Georgia, for the removal of his polit- 
ical disabilities. 


By Mr. STEVENSON: The petition of 


Mrs. E. Horsley, widow of Charles Horsley, | 


deceased, a late pensioner of the United 
States, praying relief on account of his death 
and in lieu of bis pension. 

By Mr. TWICHELL: The petition of M. 
Augenstein. 

By Mr. WALDRON: The petition of John 
J. Bagley & Co. and others, manufacturers of 
and wholesale dealers in manufactured tobacco, 


of Detroit, asking the retention of the present | 


tax on ma anufactured tobacco, and the enforce- 
ment of the provisions of existing law. 


li 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The 
unanimous consent to 
bridge bill which was considered 
and debated yesterday and passed over on the 


suggestion of the Senator from California. It 


asks 
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i} 
| 


I do not object if the Senator 


Does the Sen- | 


Senator 


will be considered as taken up subject to the | 


moraing business. 
SARAI M’ENANY. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendments of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 347) granting 


a pension to Sarah McKEnany; which were | 


referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WILSON presented a petition of the | 


Little Sisters of the Poor, praying an appro- 
priation to build a house for aged and infirm 
people in the District of Co lumbia ; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

He also presented two petitions of late 
soldiers and sailors of the volunteer Army 
and Navy, praying the passage of a bill to 
provide industrial homes and training schools 
for the orphans of soldiers and sailors; which 
were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CRAGIN presented a memorial of one 
hundred and five business firms on Broadway 
and adjacent streets in the city of New York, 
using over one thousand sewing-machines, 
remonstrating against the extension by Con- 
gress of the patent of A. B. Wilson; which 
was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. SCOTT presented the petition of A. 
Gordon Mullin, of Philadelphia, praying for 
an issue of new bonds of the United Srates in 
lieu of bonds destroyed by fire; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. THURMAN presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Ohio, late soldiers, praying for an 
equalization of bounties, and to be allowed to 
enter public lands unconditionally; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM presented a memorial 
of Henry W. Biggs and thirty-two others, citi- 
zensof Chillicothe, Ohio, asking Congress to 
adopt measures by which the benevolent may 
relieve those who are perishing by the famine 
in Persia; which was referred to the Commit 
tee on Foreign Lelations. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Mr. 


President, I ji 


present a resolution and a report which are in 
the nature of amemorial. They were adopted 
at a session of the National Council of Con- 
gregational Churches of the United States held 
at Oberlin, Ohio, in November last, in whieh 
three thousand churches located between the 
eastern border of Maine and the western slope 
of Oregon were largely repres@nted by both 
ministers and laymen. 

The council is an organization designed to 
secure cordial and eflicient codperation in 
measures which under the favor of Heaven 
will augment and extend the influence of the 
Christian religion. It fully understands that 
civilization and humanity go hand in hand with 
Christianity, and that these interests are pro- 
moted or checked by the action of human gov- 
ernments. ‘Therefore the council could but 
notice the providence of God in the affairs of 
our nation; and when its members reflected 
upon the way in which He had led us through 
years of strife, and how He had inelined the 
President and those who are associated with 
him in the administration of the Government 
to unite with the representatives of Great 
Britain in concluding the treaty of Washing- 
ton, by which the delicate and perplexing ques- 
tions which threatened our peace have been 
left to the determination of intelligent and dis- 
interested arbitrators, their gratitude was made 
manifest in prayer and thanksgiving to God. 

‘The report expresses a cordial approval of 
the course which our Government has pur- 
sued in reference to this subject, and a desire 
that Congress at its present session would 
take measures to secure among all nominally 
Christian and civilized nations a system of 
international arbitration in conformity with 
the principles set forth in that treaty. 

The eo ors of the council had not forgot- 
ten the timely and ever memorable words, 
‘* Let us have peace.’’ They hailed with joy 
the treaty as leading the nations in the direc- 
tion of universal peace. They felt that it was 
in harmony with the song heard on the plains 
of Bethlehem nearly two thousand years ago, 
when the Prince of Peace made His advent, 
and when angels sang ‘*Glory to God in the 
highest, and on earth peace.’’ 

Inspired by these sentiments the resolution 
was adopted which led to the appointment of 
a committee to make a report, and their report 
was adopted without a dissenting voice. 

‘They are addressed to the Senate, and pre- 
sented in accordance with a vote of the coun- 
cil. Iwill read the report, that it may go 
before the country : 

“This Council of Congregational Churches of the 
United States, at its first triennial se ssion, desires to 
express and record its profound satisfaction that the 
difficulties between this nation and Great Britain, 
arising from the conduct of citizens and the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain during the rebellion in this 
country, have been at length referred to an inter- 
national arbitration in place of the fearful arbitra- 
ments of war, areference which warrants the hope 
that this happy mode of adjustment and reparation 
may be always adopted hereafter in all cases of va- 
riance between us, on which side soever the wrong 
maybe. We record, also, our desires that steps may 
be taken by the Congress of the United States, at its 
session now at hand, to secure among all nominally 
Christian and civilized nations the establishment of 
au system of international arbitration.’ . 

It is signed by Rev. William Ives Budding- 
ton, of Brooklyn, New York, moderator, and 
by Rev. Alonzo H. Quint, of New Bedford, 
Massachusetts, secretary. I move its refer- 
ence to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. MORTON presented the petition of 
Hiram Prather, of Indiana, praying payment 
for services rendered as an officer in the war 
of the rebellion; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a memorial of 
citizens of P eur nsylv: ania enge aged in mManuiac- 
turing earthern and and clay, re- 
monstrating against the proposed reduction in 
the tariff bill on wares of a like kind; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


stoneware 


Mr. CONKLING presented a petition of 


( I naweyt Sallor { marines, pray- 
ing m r home ‘ inay be 
ble which was i ) e Co 
) 
fi ‘ nit l i 
ir. CONKLING. I ) a peti 
rned y avery iarge num Yr Ot Citl- 


; of the county of Rensselaer, in the State 


of New York, the mayor of the city of Troy, 
many others, asking aid for the 
national homestead at Gettysburg for the or- 
ailors of the United 
With this petition is a letter signed 
hy the whole body of the clergy of ‘Troy, and 


und a great 


phans of soldiers and 


States. 


which, although addressed to myself, I ask to | 


put with the petition, and refer with it the 
papers setting forth an case and a 
meritorious one, calculated to appeal to the 
judgment and the sympathies of the Senate. 


| move its 


urgent 


reference to the Committee on 
| reign Relations. 

| h ‘> mouon Was agre ed to, 

Mr. NYE presented the petition and papers 
of Madame Don Rochfer- 
moy, one of the survivors and legal repre- 
sentatives of her grandfather, Brigadier Gen- 


Bernard, née de 


eral Mathieu Alexis Chevalierde Rochambean, | 


praying compensation tor services rendered 


by him inthe revolutionary war; which was | 


referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PATTERSON presented the petition 
of Mary H. Seward, praying indemnity for 
spoliations committed by the french between 
the years 1793 and 1801; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. FENTON presented papers relating to 
the application of Calista EK. Cox, for the 
extension of a patent for horse hay-rakers ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pat- 
ents, 

lle also presented the petition of the auditor 
and canal commissioners of the State of New 


printed, and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

Mr. PRATT. The Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 862) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act granting pen- 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the war 
of 1812, and the widows of deceased soldiers,’’ 
introduced by the honorable Senator from 
Iowa, [Mr. Wricur,] have had the same un- 
der consideration, and have directed me to 
report adversely, and to recommend its indefi- 
nite postponement. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 


| objection the bill will be postponed indefinitely. 
Mr. WRIGHT. I wish to have it placed on | 


the Calendar. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 


The bill will 


_be placed on the Calendar with the adverse 


report of the committee. 
MARTIN WATKINS, 


Mr. PRATT. The Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
1544) for the relief of Martin Watkins, of East 
Windsor, Connecticut, have had the same 


under consideration, and have directed me to 


report it back to the Senate without amend- 
ment, and to recommend its passage. I also 
submit a report in writing, which I ask to have 
printed. 

The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PRATT. I ask for the present con- 
sideration of this bill; and before doing it I 


| will make to the Senate a statement of the 


facts. Mr. Watkins, in 1869, was living upon 
the borders of a stream called Broad creek, in 


East Windsor, Connecticut. An extraordin- 


| ary flood occurred which bore away his house 


with all of its contents and his child, he 


| himself and his wife barely escaping with 


| their lives. 


York, praying that the provisions of the law || 
of 1870, revising the tariff and permitting cer- | 


tain articles to be imported duty free, may be 


continued in force for two years from July, 


1x74) 
s tms 


which was referred to the Committee 
on linanee. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SCOTT. Iam instructed by the joint 
select Committee to Investigate Alleged Out- 
rages in the Southern States to report the testi- 
mony taken by sub-committees in the States 
of Georgia, Florida, Alabama, and Missis- 
sippl his testimouy was embraced in the 
resolution already passed for the printing of 
extra Copies, but [ will state that the commit- 
tee may have hereafter a brief supplementary 
report to add to this testimony. I move that 
it lie on the table and be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PRATT. The Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the petition of Emanuel 
Roberts, praying that he be allowed a pension, 
have had the sume under con-<ideration, and 
have directed me to report adverse y to the 
petition, and ask that the petitioner be allowed 
to withdraw his papers. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Why should he be 
allowed to withdraw his papers? 

Mr. PRATT. Possibly because he can make 
out a better case in the tuture, and we think 
he has a remedy atthe Pension Office. 

Che report was agreed to. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 


702) grantinga pension to Peter Campbell, sub- | 


mitted an adverse report; which was ordered 


to be printed, and the bill was postponed 


indefinitely. 

He aiso, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 761) for the re- 
lief of Albert A. Morey, submitted an adverse 
report; which was ordered to be printed, and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from tue same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1198) grant- 
ing a pension to Ann Hunter, submitted an 
adverse report; which was ordered to be 


Among the property were four 
coupon bonds, one calling for $200, another 


| for $100, and two calling for fifty dollars each. 


The $200 bond has been irrecoverably lost ; 


| the $100 bond has been found, and fragments 


of the two fifty-dollar bonds were found some 
time afterward hanging to the bushes. ‘These 
fragments, identifying the bonds and showing 
their numbers, were in evidence before the 
committee. This bill merely authorizes the 


| Secretary of the Treasury to issue new coupon 
| bonds in place of the two fifty-dollar bonds 


destroyed. The case seemed to be a very 
clear one to the committee, and on this state- 
ment of the facts | ask for the present con- 
sideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as 


/in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 


consider the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What kind of security 
does that provide for? Let that part of the 
bill be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That before issuing the new bonds the 
Secretary of the Treasury sball require a sufficient 
bond of indemnity securing the Government against 


the presentation of the aforesaid bonds alleged to 
have been destroyed. 


The bill was reported to the Senate with- 


out amendment, ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM AND COLEMAN SELLERS, 


Mr. CAMERON. I ask unanimous consent 
of the Senate to take up House bill No. 896, 
to enable William Sellers and Coleman Sel- 
lers to make application to the Commissioner 
of Patents for the extension of letters-patent 
for an improvement in coupling for shafting, 


_ which was indefinitely postponed for the pur- 


pose of putting it on the Calendar. I do so 
because some additional information has come 
to hand. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unani- 
mous consent to reconsider the vote indefinitely 
postponing the bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. 
postponed ? 

Mr. CAMERON. 

Mr. SUMNER, 


When was it indefinitely 


Some time ago. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


unless the motion to reconsider was made 
within two days. i 

Mr. CAMERON. It can be done by unapi. 
mous consent, which | take it for granted will 
not be objected to. 

Mr. SUMNER. [do not mean to objec: 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will require 
unanimous consent, as the time under the rye 
for a reconsideration has passed. If there be 
no objection, the bill will be reconsidered by 
unanimous consent and placed on the Calendar 
with the adverse report of the committee. |; 


| is so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. SUMNER. I now ask the Senate to 
be good enough—it has already acted on one 
bill—to take up Senate bill No. 365. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Several Sena. 
tors have risen with morning business. 

Mr. SUMNER. If this bill be taken up, | 
will cheerfully yield to morning business, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Wiseonsin, before the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts came in, obtained unanimous con- 
sent to take up a bill subject to morning busi- 
ness. 

Mr. SUMNER. If I am anticipated, I of 
course must sit down, but I intended to ask 
the Senate to fivuish the bill to secure equal 
rights in the publie schools in the District of 
Columbia. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
imous consent for that bill 

Mr. BLALR and others objected. 

Mr. MORTON. Lask unanimous consent 


If there is unan- 





| of the Senate to take up Senate bill No. 58. [ 


very seldom 
Mr. TRUMBULL. 
Mr. MORTON. 
ing business. 
Mr. ANTHONY. I have a report to make. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Reports of com- 
mittees are still in order. 





Mr. President—— 
I will give way for morn- 


ADDITIONAL REPORTS OF COMMITTEKS. 


Mr. FENTON. In the matter of the peti- 
tion of Samuel Gardiner, praying for relief 
from Congress for an infringement ou his elec- 
tric gas-light apparatus, the Committee to Audit 


_and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 


Senate, to whom it was referred, are of opin- 
ion, the cause of complaint being the alleged 
infringement of a patent, the case is One more 


| proper for determination by legal proceedings 


in the courts. The committee therefore ask 
to be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the petition. 

The report was agreed to. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I am directed by the 
Committee on Pensions to report adversely on 
the petition of Ann McTauge, widow of Neal 
McTauge, lately a soldier in the Army, on the 
ground that the committee are unable to con- 
clude from all the evidence that the Pension 
Office has committed an error in rejecting the 
application for a pension. It seems to bea 
doubtful matter, and in doubtful matters cer- 
tainly we cannot revise the findings of the 


_ proper department. 


The committee was discharged from the 
further consideration of the petition. 


Mr. EDMUNDS, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom were referred the petitions 
of Catherine La Vouture, Margaret Chard, 
and Henry M. Renell, praying to be allowed 
arrears of pension, asked to be discharged 


| from their further consideration; which was 


agreed to. 


Mr. MORTON, from the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, to whom was referred 


| the bill (S. No. 791) to amend an act entitled 


It cannot be reconsidered |, 


‘‘An act to amend an act approved May 31, 
1870, entitled ‘An act to enforce the right ot 
citizens of the United States to vote in the 
several States of the Union, and for other pur- 
poses,’’’ reported it with amendments. 


Mr. GILBERT, from the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads, to whom was 
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referred the bill (S. No. 213) authorizing the 
Pos master Gener al to continue in use in the 
‘ostal service of the United States a machine 
for post-marking and for the cancellation of 
postage stamps, and to make settlement with 
the inventor, patentee, and assignee thereof, 
for the past and future use of the same by the 
Post Office Department, reported it with an 
amendment. 
REVENUE BILLS 


Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Print- 
ing, to W hom was referred a resolution to print 
the report of the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections upon the resolution of the House of 
Representatives with reference to the differ- 
ence between the two Houses in regard to 
revenue bills, have instructed me to report it 
back and ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was read as follows: 
Ordered, That three thousand 


ileges and Elections on the resolution of the House 
of Representatives, declaring the amendment of the 
Se 0 ite tothe bill (il. R. No. 1537) to repeal the exist- 
g duties on tea and coffee to be in conflict with the 
vonstitution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We have not considered 
the report of that committee. [| think the 
usual number ought to be sufficient for the 
present. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The usual num- 
ber has been ordered to be printed, and now 
the Senator from Rhode Island reports back 


from the Committee on Printing a resolution | 


to p yrint extra copies. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We have not considered 
that report, and if the Senate should happen 
to differ in opinion from the gentleman who 
made the report, as I should not be at all sur- 
prised if they did when it came to be discussed, 
perhaps it would not be necessary to print so 
many. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
objects the resolution will lie over. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, I only make a sug- 
gestion. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I do not wish to press it 
against the wish of any Senator. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I understand the Sen- 
ator from Vermont not to object. 

Mr. ELDMUNDS. I only suggest that the 


question of printing additional copies of the | 


report ought to be postponed until we see the 
report and know what it is. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If no objection 


be made, the resolution reported by the Com- | 


mittee on Printing is before the Senate, and 
the question is on agreeing to it. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


REFLECTIONS IN HOUSE DEBATES 


Mr. COLE. 
the Senate for a few moments on a personal 
matter. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Pending the call 
of reports of committees, the Senator from 
California states that there is a matter of a 
personal character which he desires to bring 
to the attention of the Senate. It requires 
unanimous consent pending the morning busi- 
ness. 

Mr. TIPTON. I wish to make a report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is in the 
nature of an objection if the Senator insists 
upon it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh,-no; do not object 
to his making a personal explanation. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I have no special claim 
on the Senator from Nebraska, but | trust he 
will not interpose any objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He has withdrawn it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. After my colleague has 
spoken, I wish to say a very few words of a 
personal nature myself. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California farthest from the Chair (Mr. 
Casser.y] desires to follow his colleague in 
this matter. The Senator from Wisconsin 
{ Mr. Howe] had the remainder of the morn- 
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ing hour assigned to him by unanimous con- || other House; but this is a matter by unani- , 


| 
| 


additional copies 
be printed of the report of the Committee on Priv- | 


| the Senate only a few moments, 


THE CONGRES 


sent for the consideration of a bridge bill, but 
that is superseded now by unanimous consent 
given for a personal explanation, and the Sen- 
ator from California [Mr. CoLe] will proceed. 

Mr. COLE. I shall arrest 


the business of 
and for the 


| briefest time I can possibly contine myself to 
| in order to notice the matter which I am about 


I rise to ask the indulgence of || 


| place.”’ 





; cially communicated. 


to bring to the attention of the Senate. 

In the Globe of yesterday, to which my atten- 
tion was called late last night, and to which my 
attention was not directed prior tothe adjourn- 
ment yesterday, I find some remarks which | 
ask the Clerk to read. It is proper I should 
state that the matter upon which these remarks 
were made was the so-called Goat Island bill, 
& proposition to lease or grant a portion of 
that island to the Central Pacifie railroad. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

“Mr. SarGent. But I am fully prepared to show 
that the bill, as it existed before these modifications, 
had the approval’’—— 

Mr. HAMLIN. 
remarks of a 
this body. 

The PRESIDING 
THONY in the chair. ) 
objects. 
objection. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I 
remarks of 7 member of the House in this 
body, as out of order. 

Mr. THURMAN. It has not been stated, 
as I understand, that those are the remarks 
of any member of the House or were made in 
the House. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
ator’s 
sends up the Globe and says the remarks were 
made on a bill which he named. 

Mr. THURMAN. l|did notsounderstand it. 

Mr. COLE. I am not sufficiently conversant 
with the rules of the Senate to know whether 
this is objectionable. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Senator 
can take the remarks and read them himself 
and make any remarks he pleases. 

Mr. HAMLIN. If the Senator will allow 
me, I interpose this objection surely in no 
unfriendly spirit, but I do think that there 
should be no controversy between members 
of the House and members of the Senate. [| 
think we have had enough of that. I think 
the whole thing should be suppressed by the 
Senate. That is my idea of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is certainly contrary 
to parliamentary law. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I deprecate 
as much as the Senator from Maine can these 
controversies between the two Houses; but 
the Senator from California clearly has the 
right, which is constantly practiced, of reading 
remarks that have been made ‘‘in some other 
I believe that is the parliamentary 
language that is used on such occasions. 


member of the House here in 


OFFICER, (Mr. Ayn 


The Senator from Maine 


Oh, yes, I beg the Sen- 


| Mr. COLE. I will wait forthe ruling of 
the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Undoubt- 
edly the parliamentary rule does not allow 


the proceedings of one House to be referred 
to in the other, unless they have been offi- 
The law laid down is: 
‘“* They are therefore ’’— 

That is, the members of either House— 


not to take notice of any bills or other matters 
depending, or of votes that have been given, or of 


| speeches which have been held by the members of 
either of the other branches of the Legislature, until 


the same have been communicated to them in the | 


usual parliamentary manner.” 
In regard to this particular matter the Chair 


| will submit the question to the Senate. 


Mr. SHERMAN. A personal explanation 
is always a matter that is made by unanimous 
consent. It is not a proceeding in the course 


| of debate such as is referred to by the parlia- 


| not in order, according 


mentary rule. When a bill is pending, it is 


to parliamentary law, 
to refer to the debates or proceedings of the 
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I object to reading any | 


The Chair does not understand the | 


object to reading the | 


pardon; the Senator from California | 
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mous consent, and I have never heard a Senator 
denied the right to correct any misstatement 
that may have been made in the other House. 
It is really a great hardship if a statement 
should be made in the other House involving 
a man’s character in any way and he has not 
the right to reply to it in another place where 
he is at liberty to speak. I do not know what 
the charge is here; but the Senator seems to 
think it involves his personal character. If so, 


| certainly he ought to have the right in his 
place to reply to a personal charge made 

against him in the other House. 

| Mr. THURMAN. I think if the reason 


which is given in the Manual for that rule is 
looked into, it will be found that it is not ap- 
plicable to this case at all. The reason given 
for it is that neither body oughtto be influenced 
by what is said in the other body; that is, our 
votes ought not to be influenced. That has 
no application to the case of a personal assault 
upon a member of one body made in the other 
body. If there was a personal assault made 
there, it was undoubtedly out of order to allow 
it, and the House ought to have stopped it; 
but if the House did not stopit,then the charg 

goes forth. 

I know nothing of what is going to be read; 
I donot know what the charge is; I have no 
idea what it is; but I deny that a member of 
the House can get up and be permitted by the 
House to make an accusation against a Sen- 
ator and the Senator’s mouth be closed. Sup- 
pose he were to make a direct charge which 
if true would devolve upon the Senate the 
duty of expelling a Senator, could not that 
Senator get up here and have that charge read, 
and ask tor a committee of investigation ? 

The matter of a personal explanation stands 
| upon wholly different grounds from the reasons 
which induced the rule that has been read by 
the Chair. The reason of that rule is, as | 
stated before, that our judgment is not to be 
influenced by what is said in the House upon 
measures that are pending here. But whew an 
accusation is made against a member of this 
body in the other House, and the member who 
makes it is not stopped, is not prevented from 
making that accusation—and I grant he ought 
to be stopped—it would be very strange in- 
deed if the Senator could not be allowed 
call the attention of the Senate to it. Who 
knows but that he may want a committee of 
investigation ? 

Mr. HAMLIN. If the Senator will allow 
me, when I| interposed the objection I did it 
for a general reason; but there is a particular 
personal reason which did not occur to me at 
| the time when I made it which leads me to 
withdraw my objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I renew it, as there is no 
personal reason with me, as my friend from 
California knows. 

I felt, I confess, a very considerable humi! 
jation as one Senator when not long since we 
allowed a Senator who is not now in his place, 
and on account of his physical condition prob- 
ably, to reply to a similar attack made in the 
House of Kepresentatives. I believe the most 
| of us thought we had, out of our peculiar sym- 
| pathy in that particular case, gone beyond the 

proprieties of this body ; and | remember that, 
for one, I promised myself | would never do it 
again. 
The principle of parliamentary law is not 
precisely as my friend from Ohio has stated 
' it. He has stated it correctly as far as he 
has gone; but there is another and quite as 
important a part of that proposition, as 
understand parliamentary law, which he did 
not mention, and that is, that reflections by 
members of either House upon the conduct of 
members of the other lead to a state of hos- 
tility of feeling in both branches, each toward 
the other, for the reason that all the members 
of each body are supposed to, and they generally 
do, sympathize with any position that one of 
their own body may tuke toward the other. 
| Theretore, 





| take it to be plainly laid down 
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in the parliamentary books, not only that we 
are not to be influenced in our public action 
by what takes place in the other House, but 
that no member of either House has any right 


} 


on business in that way, and then that being 
proposed I| shall vote for it with the greatest 


| pleasure if it appears, as I assume it will, that 


whatever to comment upon, reply to, or allude | 


to, in apything ne may Say, what a member of 
the other branch ba tated, for the reason 
that us tendency is, as the parliamentary 
writers say—and anybody can see that is its 
tendency—to produce a general state of feel- 
ing and hostility between the two bodies. 

Mr. THURMAN. If the Senator will allow 
ine to interrupt him one moment, | recognize 
the force of what he says, but I pat this ques- 
tion to him: suppose a member of the Senate 


were grossly assailed in the House and the 


member of the Llouse wus not stopped in that | 
ussault, but was allowed to go on; or take || 


r 
the converse, that a member of the House was 
grossly assailed in the Senate; would it not be 
competent for the Liou se WHOSE member was 


} 


thus assailed to take notice of that, and to send 
a message to the other House complaining of 
it? Has not that been done in the British 
Parliament again and again ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Unquestionably, and I 


should have stated that very thing ina moment | 


or two if my friend had waited. ‘The writers 
on this subject, acting upon this principle that 


[ have stated, which my friend says he acknowl- | 
edges the force of, and it is @ necessary prin- | 


ciple to keep up the proper harmony for the 
public interests between two branches like the 
two Houses of Congress, say that if any mem- 


ber of either body 1s wronglully assailed in the | 


other, it becomes a matter of just complaint 


the paragraph will bearthat construction ; and 
in the course of considering that when we are 
called upon to do something (and we ought 
cheerfully aud bravely to do it and endeavor 
to correct this bad practice that is growing up 
and is extending every day by being permit- 
ted, of having this private warfare going on, ) 
my honorable friend then will have the oppor- 
tunity, on the question of adopting such a res- 
olution, to declare why he needs it adopted, and 
to vindicate himself in a parliamentary way, 
and I think the Senator ought to do it. 

Mr. COLE. I did not suppose that any- 
thing would tempt me to make a personal 
explanation, or to ask the privilege of doing 
itin the Senate of the United States 

Mr. EDMUNDs. My friend will pardon 
me a moment. I meant to have read from 
Jeiferson’s Manual, which the Senator from 
New York has handed me, this paragraph : 





‘Neither House can exercise any authority over 
a member or oflicer of the other, but should com- 
plain to the House of which he is, and leave the 
punishment tothem. Where the complaint is of 
words disrespectfally spoken by a member of another 
Louse, it is difficult to obtain punishment, because 
of the rules supposed necessary to be observed (as 
to the immediate noting down of words) for the 
security of members. Therefore it is the duty of 
the House, and more particularly of the Speaker, to 


interfere immediately, and not to permit expres- | 


sions to go unnoticed which may give a ground of 
complaint to the other House, and introduce pro- 
ceedings and mutual accusations between the two 
llouses, whieh can hardly be terminated without 


difficulty and disorder.” 


by the body of which the member thus assailed | 


is one to bring it to the attention of the other | 


House and to let it redress the wrong that has 
been committed. 
Mr. HOWE, 
put a question ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOWK., = It is a practical question, and 
that is, how the one body can take such a pro- 
ceeding as to what has been said in the other 


if itis absolutely a violation of parliamentary 


Will the Senator allow me to 


law to refer to what has been said in that | 


I ody ? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. That is a question very 
easily answered; but my friend cannot be 


ignorant of the fact that it is one thing for a | 


member to carry on a warfare with the mem- 
bers of the other House upon his own account, 
so to speak, and for every member to do so 
noon his own account, producing a constant 
turmoil, and it is another thing for the body 
that thinks that one of its members has beeu 
assailed contrary tothe proprieties of the occa- 
sion to introduce the proper resolution for the 
action of the body upon the subject and then 
submit itto the other. When such aresolution 
is introduced, of course it becomes a part of 
the very parliamentary matter which we have 
a right to try and to proceed upon, 
the same question that occurs in public poll- 
tics, between every citizen making private war 
upon some neighboring nation, instead of 
every citizen being prohibited from making 
private war and having private feuds that he 
18 Carrying On upon his own account, butif he 
has any wrongs to be redressed, they must be 
redressed by the body or community of which 
he is a member. 

Now, then, as I have not read this at all, if 
this is a matter of suflicient consequence to my 
friend from California to lead him to suppose 
that it needs any attention at all from him, | 
shall be glad for one to assist in taking the 
first step to put an end to this sort of thing by 


having a resolution prepared and presented to | 


this body referring to this paragraph, whatever 
it may be—I have not seen it—that such a 
statement having been made in the House of 
Representatives by one of its members, im- 
pugning the motives or the conduct (as | as 
sume itamust, or my friend would not pay any 
attention to it,) of one of our own members, 


and remonstrating against the House carrying | 


Lt is just | 


Mr. COLE. I was about to remark that I 
did not suppose anything would induce me to 
ask of the Senate the privilege of making a 
personal explanation; and I should not on 
this oceasion if this were the first instance of 


an attack of the kind to which I was about to | 


refer, but which 1 am not now at liberty it 
seems to refer to by quoting it. It has, how- 
ever, occurred before on one or two occasions 
that I recollect distinctly ;.and I do not know 


| that I should refer to it now if it were not 


intended to have its effect upon a measure 
which was under consideration at that time in 
the House, and which will probably come to 
this body. I thought it my duty to the public, 
particularly to my constituency, that [ should 
take some notice of the printed matter which 


‘|| 1 had asked the Clerk to read at the desk. 


‘| Do I understand the ruling to be that it can- 


not be allowed ? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ay- | 


TUONY in the chair.) The Chair submits that 
question to the Senate. 


Mr. THURMAN. Before that I wish to say 
I think it is right that it should be read, that 


we may know whether to move a resolution | 


ornot. Itis true, you might embody it in a 
resolution and offer the resolution, and then 
it would be read ; but I think itis proper that it 


should be read now, and then it will be forthe | 
Senate to determine whether or not to adopt | 


a resolution upon the subject. I think, there- 
fore, it is proper that it should be read. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 


| will submit the question to the Senate whether 


—— 


the Senator from California shall be allowed | 


to proceed. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Lhope he will be allowed 
to proceed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER put the ques- 
tion, and declared that the ayes appeared to 
have it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on that question, as I think it a ques- 
tion of great importance. [‘* No!’ **Nol!’’] 


Yes, I want the Senate to decide fairly. My | 


friend from California knows | do not make 
the motion in any hostility to him, of course. 
Mr. COLE. 1 do not accept it in that 
sense. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. CASSERLY. As | am personally 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


— —_ — — 


affected by a portion of the remarks to which 


| my colleague objects, I desire to say that 


after having heard the suggestions of the Sep. 


ator from Vermont, I quite agree that the 
course pointed by him and asseated to by the 
Senator from Ohio is the proper and dignified 


| course for the Senate to adopt. I do not wish, 











H 


a 


of course, to interfere with my colleague's 
choice in the matter if he prefers to make what 
is calleda personal explanation. [never should 
inflict upon the Senate anything of the kind as 
a matter of personal choice. I know of noth- 
ing more distasteful. I should never ask leave 
to do it except in some case where I thought 
a much larger interest than any personal inter- 
est of mine was involved. But I repeat, that 
I think the true course for the Senate to take 


| is to adopt some order in the shape of a resolu- 


tion, presenting the case with proper remarks, 
and transmitting it to the House. That, of 
course, does not interfere with, but on the 
contrary would seem to require the reading 
of the words complained of by my colleague in 
part, and part by myself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is, shall the Senator from California [Mr, Cour] 
be allowed to proceed ? 

Mr. CONKLING. I regret that this ques- 


| tion has arisen, but it is here, and, as the yeas 


and nays are to be taken, | beg to say a single 
word as to the vote I shall give. Of course I 
would vote for anything within the limits of 
courtesy to enable the Senator to achieve a 
wish of his own personal to himself; but the 


| question now put to the Senate is not one of 


courtesy or indulgence to the Senator from 
California. If it were, or when it is, I will vote 
for him promptly as I should like to have him 
vote for me were I in his place. The question 
is one of parliamentary practice and law; and 
it is whether the utterances in one House may 
be read and answered in the other House. 
That, I submit, is all there is of it. 

One Senator from Ohio [Mr. SuerMay ] says 
this is a personal explanation, and that a per- 
sonal explanation proceeds by leave. The 
other Senator from Ohio [Mr. TuurMAN] says 
suppose a member of one House asperses the 
moral character of a member of the other, 
shall he not be allowed to reply to that and 
demand an investigation? After all, the ques- 
tion before us is whether a speech in one House 
may be answered in the other, and formally 
read with a view to that answer. I cannot 
believe that that is the law or the practice, or 
a safe experiment for any parliamentary body. 

And now I answer the honorable Senator 


from Ohio farthest from me, (Mr. Turan. | 


He says if a member of the House cast an 
aspersion upon a member of the Senate, shall 
he not be allowed to repel that aspersion and 


' to demand an investigation? I answer him 


certainly, he may do it without even resorting 
to what the Senator from California farthest 
from me [Mr. CasserLy] pronounces the more 
dignified course of proceeding; he may do it 
by personal explanation. Some Senator finds 
himself in a newspaper represented as having 
committed an unworthy act, and the form 
which the statement takes is a speech uttered 


| by a member of the other House. I concede 


it is entirely proper for him to rise here and 
inform the Senate that he has been so aspersed, 
that he sees in the public print an allegation 
that he has been guilty of dishonorable con- 
duct, and that he demands an investigation ot 
it, and on that proceed to vindicate himself 
with his own words. 

I remember in the House of Representa- 
tives instances in which this liberty was car- 
ried to a great extent. I remember an occa- 
sion when a member then from Qhio, now 
in his grave, rose in the House and obtained 
leave to make a personal explanation. He 
proceeded to say, nobody doubting his right 
to do so, that he found himself in the public 
jourvals charged with such and such things. 
Having completed his statement, at the very 
end of it he said ‘“‘ the man who made those 
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charges is a Senator, and his name is’’ so | 
and so, uttering it. A great storm of calls | 
to order was instantaneous ; but he had com: | 
pleted his statement, and he sat down. That 

member was a very good parliamentarian, 

but I think that neither he nor any other 

member of the body supposed that had he 

prefaced his statement with the words with | 
which he coneluded it he would have been 
permitted to proceed, ; 

Now, Mr. President, if the Senator from 
California chooses to say that he has been 
charged, that he has been referred to in a cer- 
tain particular which he mentions, and then to 


proceed to explain that matter and to vindicate | 
himself, 1 do not think we are bound to know | 


that the allegation originated in the other 
House or put him upon a disclosure of the fact 
that it did originate in the other House; but 
when he sends to the Secretary the Globe and 
says “I propose to have read a speech made 
in the other House upon the adoption of a bill 
which | now mention, and then | propose to 
answer and comment upon that speech,’’ it 
presents to us broadly the simple question 
whethera speech made in one House is answer- 
able, at the option of a member, in the other 
House. 

‘he rule which the Senator from Vermont 
read from Jefferson’s Manual, and which has 
been referred to by other Senators, puts it 
entirely within the power of the Senate, by a 
direct formal recognition of the fact that the 
words were uttered in the House of Repre- 


sentatives, to take such measures as those 


words may demand. 

Mr. CARPENTER, 
Senator a question ? 

Mr. CONKLING. Certainly. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I take it to be per- 
fectly clear that if any member of the Senate 
receives any indignity which amounts to a 
violation of the privileges of this body he is 
not bound to introduce a resolution in which 
he may have so deep a concern, and I take 
the regular practice to be that the Senator in- 
forms the body of the outrage which has been 
committed on him, and then any other Senator 
can move the proper proceeding. Is it not 
perfectly proper as laying the foundation for 
such a proceeding on the part of the Senate 
for a Senator to inform the Senate that a mem- 
ber of the House said so and so against him 
in debate yesterday? Having done that, that 
so far is parliamentary, and is excusable as 
laying the foundation for the Senate to proceed 
aud vindicate its dignity, which the Senator 
may not choose to institute by a resolution 
offered by himself, he having personal interest 
in it. If that much is parliamentary, we can 
certainly by common consent give him a chance 
to make the personal explanation to lay the 
foundation. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to express my 
doubt whether even so much as the Senator 
proposes would be parliamentary. Doubtless 
it would be parliamentary for him to inform 
the Senate that in the other House remarks 
and statements had been made of which he 
complained, and which he wanted to make the 
foundation of the: proceeding pointed out in 
Jefferson’s Manual. So much would be par- 
liamentary. But suppose it would be parlia- 
mentary to go to the length the Senator sug- 
gests to us now ; a memberrises and says: ‘I 
propose that these remarks be read in extenso, 
inorder that the Senate may see their aggrava- 
uion.’’? ‘The Senate will observe that even so 
much makes no advance at all in the argument— 
that having done this, the Senator is to pro- 
ceed to comment upon those remarks, to char- 
acterize them, to take issue with them him- 
self. SothatI submit, Mr. President, that the 
Senator should either accomplish his purpose, 
not by having read proceedings as having oc 
curred in the House, but by referring otherwise 
in general terms toany statement that has been 
made against him, or if he will adopt them as 
@ part of the proceedings of the House, and so 





Allow me to ask the | 




















present them here, then he should make them 
the foundation of that proceeding alone recog- 
nized in parliamentary bodies as the one which 
may ensue. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour 
of one o’clock having arrived, it becomes the 


| duty of the Chair to call up the unfinished 


business of yesterday. Against 1t was antag- 
onized the bill for the payment of claims for 
French spoliations, presented by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CASSERLY. TI trust this matter will 
be allowed to be disposed of. I think it can 
be in a few minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The defi- 
ciency bill is now before the Senate, and the 
motion must be to lay that on the table, unless 
it be passed over informally. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have looked over the 
remarks referred to, and I will state that I 
think the Senator from California will have 
ample opportunity, when the bill which was 
under debate in the House yesterday comes 
before the Senate, as it must necessarily do, 
to say what he has to say without a violation 
of parliamentary law. I hope, therefore, he 
will forego the opportunity of saying anything 
now, and as he hascalled attention to the fact, 


| and has accomplished the purpose of showing 
that he has not overlooked it, he will have | 


ample time when the bill referred to comes up 
for action in the Senate. I! hope, therefore, 


he will follow that suggestion, rather than | 
| Interrupt 


the important business we 


before us. 
Mr. CASSERLY. 


Will not the Senator 


from Ohio allow me to say five words; they | 
are not in the direction of any personal explan- | 


ation? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was the Senator on 
my right [Mr. Coe] that I referred to. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The question of a per- 
sonal explanation is so completely one of per- 
sonal delicacy and courtesy that i trust the 
Senator from Vermont will, in the first place, 
withdraw his call for the yeas and nays. Then 
I suggest to my colleague whether he does not 
take the same view that I do of this matter, 
that it is one which concerns the Senate, and 
concerns him and myself merely as members 
of the Senate. 
to be pursued is, | think, the one I have already 
spoken of with approval as that suggested by 


by the Senate, calling the attention of the 
House of Representatives to what has taken 
place, if the Senate shall see fit to take any 
course in regard to it. 1 suggest to my col- 
league whether that is not the best disposition 
of it. I understand that the Senator from 
Vermont is now engaged in preparing such a 
resolution. 

Mr. COLE. The matter that was proposed 
to be read will take some time. My remarks, 
of course, would be somewhat extended, 
though, perhaps, not beyond twenty minutes. 
I was not aware of the existence of the rule 
that has been read in reference to the notice 
taken in one House of matters that occur in 
the other. I will state now that I will avail 
myself of some occasion, and the earliest 
occasion I can, perhaps, on the discussion of 
the measure upon which the remarks were 
made, to make some such statements as I 
intended to make to the Senate; and though 
I have not had time up to this hour to prepare 


a single word that | intended to say, or even a | 


note or memorandum of what | intended to 
say, I will endeavor to bring myself within the 
rules in what I shall say hereafter when I shall 
ask the attention of the Senate to the subject, 
acquainting myself, in the mean time, with 
what my privileges are in the case. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


PRESIDING OFFICER. The defi- 


ciency bill is before the Senate; but as the 


The 


If that be correct, the course | 
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Chair understands that several Senators have 
bills to be introduced, the Chair will, if there 
be no objection, receive them, 

Mr. HAMLIN. I ask unanimous consent 
to introduce a bill which | have been requested 
to present, and | desire to say that | neither 
approve nor oppose it. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1029) to facilitate 


| improvement in the postal service; which was 


read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TRUMBULL asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1030) for the relief of George W. Black ; 


| which was read twice by its title, referred to 


the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 1031) granting to the American 
Fork Railway Company the right of way 
through the publie lands for the construction 


| of arailroad and telegraph in the Territory 
| of Utah; which was read twice by its title, 


have | 





1} Mr. 


| referred to the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 
|| road, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. STEWART asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 


| (S. No. 1028) to incorporate the Helena and 


Northern Utah Railroad Company, and grant 
| the same the right of way through the public 
lands; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. STEWART. IL wish to say that I have 
not read the bill, and do not know whether 
I am in favor of it or not. I move that it be 
referred to the Committee on the Pacitic 
| Railroad. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SAWYER submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to the bill (H. R. No. 
1191) making appropriations for the naval ser- 
vice for the year ending June 30, 1873, and 
for other purposes ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 


PROFESSOR 8S. F. B. MORSE. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. The Commit- 
tee on the Library, to whom was referred a 
| resolution of the House of Representatives 
expressing the regret. with which Congress has 
heard of the demise of Professor 8. I. b. 





: ~ |; Morse, have directed me to report it back 
the Senator from Vermont, that whatever is || : I 


done here should be in the shape of resolution | 


with an amendment, and I ask unanimous 
| consent of the Senate to consider it at the 
present time. It is very short. 

There being no objection, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the following resolution of 
the House of Representatives: 


Be it resolved, &c., That the Federal Congress has 
heard with profound regret of the demise of Pro 
fessor 8S. F. B. Morse. His fame is not merely na- 
tional or American, but world-wide. His distin- 
guished and varied abilities have contributed more 
than those of any other intellect of our generation 
to the development and progress of the practical 
arts. His invention of the electro-magnetic tele- 
graph, which was at first received with ineredulity 
by the people, and with the meager favor, if not 
distrust of Congress, has during his life attained an 
eminence which, so long as human thought is dis 
seminated by the lightning, will form an ever-grow- 
ing tribute and enduring monument to his fauime. 
While his name will be forever associated with those 
of Guttenberg, Watt, Fulton, and others, who made 
science usetul, benign, and civilizing, his purity of 
private life, bis loftiness of scientific aim, and his 
resolute faith in truth, render it eminently proper 
that the Representatives of the people and the Sen- 
ators of the States should solemnly testify to lis 
worth and greatness. 

The amendment reported by the Committee 
on the Library was to strike out all afier the 
resolving clause, and in lieu thereof to insert 
the following: 

That the Congress of the United States have heard 
with profound regret of the death of Professor 5. I’. 
LB. Morse. The American people cherish a grateful 
sense of his pre’minent services to his country and 
mankind in happily applying the discoveries of 


science by the invention of the electric telegraph 
| to relations most important in human affairs, Yo 
the memory of a citizen thus allied with the tri- 


|; umphs of science and the arts, whose genius and 
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character are honored in every land, the Congress 
pauses to pay this tribute of respect. 

The amendment was agreed to 
‘The resolution as amend: 


-d was concurred in. 


LAKE 8ST. CROIX BRIDGE. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President 

Mr. HOWE. I appeal to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania to let us complete a chore which 
was commenced yesterday. It will take buta 
moment. 

Mr. CAMERON. If it does 
than two moments, 

Mr. HOWE. 
ceed to the 
No. 671. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the 
consideration of the bill (S. No. 671) to author- 
ize the West Wisconsin Railroad Company to 
keep up and maintain a for railway 
purposes across Lake St. Croix, at the city 
of Hudson, in the State of Wisconsin. 

Mr. HOWE. I offer the following amend- 
ment as anew section, to come in after sec- 
tion two: 


not take 
I will consent. 

I move that the Senate pro- 
consideration of Senate bill 


more 


bridge 


That in case of any litigation 
obstruction or alleged obstruct 
gation of the St. 


arising from any 
ion to the free navi- 
Croix river at or near the crossing 
of said bridge, and caused or alleged to be caused 
thereby, the case shall be commenced and tried in 
the district court of the United States for either the 
district of Minnesota or the western district of Wis- 
conein, 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read the third time, and passed. 

ORDER OF 

Mr. COLE. 

Mr. NYE. 
way a moment. 

Mr. CAMERON. 
further If I 


BUSINESS. 


I eall for the regular order. 
I wish the S 


I shall not give way any 
yield any more to the impor- 


tunities of my triends I shall forget all about | 


my speech, which would be a great loss to the 
country. { Laughter ] 

Mr. NY. I have a little bill here. 

Mr. MORTON. I hope the Senate will 
allow the Senator from Pennsylvania to pro- 
ceed with his speech. 

Mr. NYE. I want to hear that speech, but 
we can pass this bill in a minute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Nevada is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. NYE. I want to ask the Senator from 
Pennsylvania to yield a moment to me. I 
know how much that is asking and how reluc- 
tantly he will consent, but [think he will yieid. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, I will 
not. { Laughter. ] 

Mr. NYE. I think the Chair 
floor to me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion before the Senate is the deficiency bill, 
and these proceedings have been going on by 
general consent, the Senator from Pennsyi- 
vania having yielded the floor, and the Sen- 
ator from Nevada having taken it. 

Mr. NYE. I gave notice yesterday morn- 
ing that I should call up this morning a little 
bill that it is very important should be acted 
on, either passed or rejected ; and if my friend 
from Pennsylvania will listen a moment I can 
convince him of the importance of acting on 
this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
of the Senator from Nevada can only be enter- 


awarded the 


tained by unanimous consent, or by laying the | 


pending bill on the table, to which the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania objects. Does the 


Senator from Pennsylvania move to lay it on || 


the table himself, or ask that it be laid aside 
informally? 

Mr. CAMERON. Lask that it be laid aside 
informally, in accordance with the special 
order the Senate made a week ago. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is 


objection? 


there 


| be ready to vote. I do not know why 
| should not; 


| disposed of. 
| mission of the 


enator would give | 


Mr. FENTON. Let me inquire if it is for 
the purpose of allowing the Senator from 
Pennsylvania to make his remarks? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
so understands, 

Mr. FENTON. 
the Dill of the 
not to be 


The Chair 


And the consideration of 
Senator from Pennsylvania is 
proceeded with, but the deficiency 
bill is to be resumed afterward ? 

lhe PRESIDING OFFICER, 
understanding 7 

Mr. CAMERON. Oh, no. 

Mr. SUMNER. I beg pardon of the Chair. 
There has been an understanding | think for 
weeks that the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
Vickers} should follow the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. Am I not right? 

Mr. CAMERON. That is so. 

Mr. SUMNER. I understand that the Sen- 
ator from Maryland is prepared to go on. 
Indeed this measure was allowed to drop out 
of its place ten days ago, partly because the 
Senator from Maryland had gone home. He 
is now in his. place, and I presume is ready to 
go on. I hope, therefore, that the Senator 
from Pennsylvania will be allowed to open 
the case, and that the Senator from Maryland 
will follow, and then I hope the Senate will 
they 
they will have heard a Senator on 
each side then. 

Mr. CAMERON. I gave notice on at least 
two occasions that when I called up this bill 
again I would expect it to be acted on and 
Three months ago I asked per- 
Senate to allow me to make 
my speech and let that be printed, and 
then let the bill lie on the table for the pres- 
ent. Now, I desire that the bill when taken 
up shall be disposed of, either favorably or 
adversely. 

Mr. NYE. Will the honorable Senator just 
let me pass this little bill? 

Mr. CAMERON. No, he will not, nor 
permit anybody else to interrupt this French 
spoliation bill to-day. [Laughter.] My mo- 
tion is that the bill in the hands of the Senator 
from California be laid aside informally for 
the purpose of taking up the French spoliation 
bill 

The PRESIDIN 


from Pe 


Is such the 


YG OFFICER. 


ennsylvania 


The Senator 
asks unapimous consent 


| that the pending bill, which is the deficiency 


bill, be laid aside informally, subject to be 
called up by any Senator. Is there objection ? 
Mr. NYK. I think we had better not. 
Mr. COLE. Iam reluctantly compelled to 
object, because I hear Senators all around me 
say they will call up other bills which will 
interfere with the deficiency appropriation 


| bill, which is almost upon its passage. 


Mr. KELLOGG. I 
order. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


call for the regular 


The regu- 


| lar order is before the Senate. 


Mr. CAMERON. Now, Mr. President, be- 
cause the Senator from California has forgot- 
ten that degree of courtesy which he usually 
allows to everybody here, [ move that his bill 
be laid on the table for the purpose of taking 
up the French spoliation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 


ator from Pennsylvania moves that the pend- 


| ing order, the deficiency bill, be laid on the 


table. 

Mr. FENTON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is not debatable. 

Mr. FENTON. I hopel may be allowed 
to eall the attention of the Senate to the no- 
tice given by the honorable Senator from 
Pennsylvania and the qualifications which 
accompanied it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
reminds the Senator from New York that this 
motion is not debatable. The question must 
be taken without debate. 


lay the deficiency bill on the table, 
Ihe motion was not agreed io, 


The motion is to | 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The deg. 
cency bill is before the Senate, and the imme. 
diate question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. ALcoRN] to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Ver. 
mont, [Mr. Morriti,] on which the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. ALcoRN] is entitled to 
the floor. 

Mr. ALCORN. Mr. President 

Mr. SUMNER. Will the Senator yield to 
me one moment that | may make a remark ? 

Mr. ALCORN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SUMNER. The question now is on pro- 
ceeding with the deficiency bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
before the Senate. 

Mr. SUMNER. It is now before the Sen- 
ate, and I wish to assign a reason why it 
should not be proceeded with. The other day 
when the bill for equal rights in the schools of 
the District of Columbia was under considera- 
tion the Senate adjourned, leaving it as the 
unfinished business. It came up as such the 
next day, and when I urged its consideration 
[ was met by a special order precisely like 
that which the Senator from Pennsylvania has 
tried to get before the Senate to-day. I was 
told that, though the bill for equal rights was 
unfinished business, itcould not prevail against 
the special order; that by courtesy of the Sen- 
ate, if not by rule, the special order should 
have its day, and the bill for equal rights was 





The bill is 


| voted down in this Chamber. 


Now, sir, is the same rule applied to the 
bill moved by the Senator from Pennsylvania? 
Not at all. His bill was the special order for 
this day and according to the rule adopted 
the other day it ‘should have been proceeded 
with; but no, the unfinished business is pro- 
ceeded with. Now I have to remind the Sen- 
ate that you have been more austere and harsh 
toward the bill for’equal rights than you have 
been toward the deliciency bill. You have 
applied one rule to one bill and another to the 
other. 


Mr. FENTON. 


I desire to correct the state- 


| ment of my honorable friend from Massachu- 
| setts, so that there may be no misapprehension 


in regard to the assignment of this day in the 
order of business. 1 read from the debate ou 
assigning this day to the Senator from Penn- 


| sy lvania : 


‘*Mr.Cameron. I desire to say that I expected 
to-day to call up the bill providing for the payment 
of the French spoliation claims, but the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. Vickers] being absent I can- 
not do so. He intends to make a speech on that 
subject which I think will havea great effect on the 
Senate. I therefore ask that the Senate will allow 
me to fix to-morrow week for that bill. 

‘Mr. Pomeroy. That day has already been as- 
signed, 

**Mr. CAMERON. 
week. 

“The Vice Prestpent. The Senator from Penn- 
sylvania asks that Thursday of next week be assigned 
fur the consideration of the French spoliation bill, 
which has several times been postponed. 

‘Mr. Coie. I hope my friend will not ask for that 


Then I ask for Thursday of next 


| until we get along alittle better with the appropria- 


tion bill. : 
“The Vice PresipentT. It requires unanimous 
consent, as the bill is not before the Senate, and 


| resolutions are not yet reached. 


*Mr. Cameron. I think the Senator from Cali- 
fornia will not object when I tell him that if any 
of his bills are before the Senate then which he 
desires to push through immediately, I will wait for 


| another day. 


|| tion to that,” 


**Mr. Coe. 
notice 
day. 

“The Vick Prestpent. No; he desires the assign- 
ment of Thursday next for the French spoliation 
bill, but states that he will give way if an appro- 
priation bill should then be pressing. 

Mr. Cameron. That is it. 

“The Vice Presipent. Isthere objection to that 
request? 

‘Mr. Fenton. What is the request ? 

“The Vick Presipent. The Senator from Penn- 
sylvania asks that Thursday of next week be as- 
signed for the consideration of the French spolia- 
tion bill, stating that he will yield the day, as he 
has several times already, if an appropriation bill 
should then be pending, 

“Mr, Fenron. If the Senator will also except 
Senate bill No. 2 I will make no objection at all. 
It may not be before the Senate at that time. 

“Mr. Cameron. Of course, I will make no objec- 


I suppose that the Senator gives 
that he intends to call up his bill on that 
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So it seems that the Senator from Pennsyl- 
yania was not expecting to push the consider- 
ation of the French spoliation bill if an appro- 
priation bill was before the Senate to-day, and 

till beyond that Senate bill No. 2 was ex- 
ce cepte od. 
ator would yield to the Senator from Pennsy]- 
vania to make his address on this question, 
and then resume the consideration of the 
ap OP Oe bill. 

. CAMERON. The Senator from New 
York is technically correct, buthe will remem- 
ber probably that I said (though it does not 
seem to have been reported) that I supposed 
the appropriation bills would be out of the 
road, for 1 thought they would be by this time. 
I said also that 1 should give way if an appro- 
pri ation bill was up at any time, as I always 
shall. I have desired from the beginning to 
pass the appropriation bills at the earliest day, 
so as to get them outof the road. They area 
clog on everything, they are a hinderance to 
all other business, because they justly ought 
to be passed early, and they would all have 
been passed long ago if we had not had so 
much discussion on minor parts of them. 

The bill which I desire to bring up to-day, 
and which I thought by unanimous consent 
this day was allotted for, is one of vast import- 
ance. It isto pay a debt due so long that 
everybody seems to have forgotten his duty in 
regard to it. 

| felt very anxious at the beginning of the 
session to make my own remarks on the sub- 
ject. They will not be long, and I said so to 
the Senate at that time, and then I was will- 
ing to let the bill remain for some opportune 
moment when [ could bring it up; but the ses- 
sion is drawing so near to what ought to be its 
close, that 1 find I cannot do justice to the bill 
by merely making my own remarks and then 
letting it lie. I have no desire to make a 


I had hoped, however, that the Sen- | 





any period of the consideration of this bill. I 

trust now the Senator from Mississippi, if he has 

anything further to say, will not yield. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuersoy, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills ; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 
Anne Penny; 

A bill (H. R. No 
to John 3S. ot 
A bill (H.R. 

to Sarah aa! 

A bill (H. RK. No. 2479) 
to cae Marie Railes: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2480) 
to John ‘Tuell; 

A bill (H. R. No 
to Mary A. Schultz ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2482) granting a pension 
to Unity Wels “ ss idelphia, Pennsylvania; 

A bill (H. No. 2483) granting a pension 
to Colonel Willian C. Kise; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2484) for the relief of 
Elizabeth Ziuhan ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2485) granting 
to Washington I’risbee; 

A bill (H. R. No, 2486) granting a pension 


2476) for the relief of 
. 2477) granting a pension 
No. 2478) granting a pension 
granting a pension 
granting a pension 


2481) granting a pension 


a pension 


| to Maria Clark ; 


speech, and never have bad on any occa: || 


sion for several reasons. ‘The first is that I 
never make a good speech ; at least I have no 
taste that way. ButIlam exceedingly anxious 
that the speech prepared by the Senator from 
Maryland with great care, and as I believe with 
great ability, giving the whole history of the 
claims, should go before the Senate and before 
the world. I am equally anxious that the Sen 
ator from Massachusetts should make his 
speech upon the subject, because he has been 
more conversant with it than any other Sen- 
ator now here. I feel satisfied, too, that if I can 
bring the remarks of those two gentlemen 
before the Senate we shall pass the bill; and 
I shall be very proud indeed if among the last 
acts of my public life here I can do justice to 
such a meritorious class of people. 

This is different from all other claims before 
this country. 
we have it in our Treasury, and the claims 
remain in the hands of the descendants of the 
original claimants. As far as I understand 
there have been no sales. These people to the 
third generation, having faith in the Govern- 
ment, have held these claims. Many of them 
are poor; nearly all of them are very poor 
indeed, and yet they have relied upon their 
country, which did them a great wrong seventy 
years ago. 

{ thought that while gentlemen had perhaps 
not given as much attention to this subject as 
I have myself, everybody had such an idea of 
the history of these claims that when the time 
came to act, at least they would give us a day 
to consider the subject. [ having nothing more 
to say, but 1 shall at some opportune moment 
press it. 

Mr. COLE. NowlI trust we shall get atthe 
deficiency bill, and that we shall finish it before 
we adjourn to-day. 

Mr. NYE. Will not the Senator from Cali- 
fornia let me secure the passage of a bill? 

Mr.COLE. It is the intention of Senators, 
some of them at all events, to stay by until 
this bill is disposed of to-day. I hope there 


will be no difficulty about a quorum during || 


We have received the money; | 


A bill (H. R. No. 2487 
to Klizabeth nee 

A bill (H. R. No. 
to Mrs. Eliza Hic ‘ks ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2489) granting 
to Nancy A. Law rence ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 249 
to Margaret Miller; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2491) granting 
to Kitty A. Smith ; 

A biil (H. R. No, 2492) granting 
to Justice F, conan 

A bill (H. R. No, 2493) granting 
to Virginia M. F. Cusack ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2494) granting 
to Nancy Osborn ; 

A bill (H. R. No 
to John Nolan; 

A bill (H. R. No, 2496) granting 
to Almon P. Graves; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2497) granting a pension 
to Armstive Goodlow ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2498) granting a pension 
to Amelia S. Parsons, widow of Nathan A. 


) granting a pension 


2488) granting a pension 
a pension 
0) granting a pension 
@ pension 
a pension 
a pension 
a pension 
2495) granting 


& pensiou 


a pension 


| Parsons; 


A bill (H. R. No. 
to Mary A Miller ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2500) granting a pension 
to the widow of Colonel Gustavus A. Loomis ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2501) granting a pension 
to Sarah Ann Wharton ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2502) granting a pension 
to Juliet KE. Hall, daughter of William Hall, 
late colonel of the eleventh regiment lowa 
infant ry ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2503) granting a pension 
to Richard B. Crawford ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2504) granting a pension 
to William P. Calvert; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2505) to increase the pen- 
sion of Mrs. Hannah W. Sumner, widow of 
Major General Edwin V. Sumner, who died 
March 21, 1863, while in command of the 
department of the West : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2506) repealing an act 
entitled ‘‘ An act granting a pension to Jo- 
anna L. Shaw ;”’ 

A bill (H. R. N 
to Mary Petrie ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2508) granting a pension 
to Eliza J. Frac re 

A bill (A. R. No. 2509) granting a pension 
to Mary | i. Snivly and Mavilla Snivly ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2510) granting a pension 
to Amos Farling ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2511) granting a pension 
to Garrett Fleming; 


2499) granting a pension 


o. 2507) granting a pension 
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A bill (HL. R. No. 2512) granting a pension 
to Susan W. Mechem ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2513) granting a pension 


to Mary O' Donald ; 


A bill (H. R. 
to Rosa Hoon; 

A bill (H. R. No 
to Catharine Ross; 

A bill (H. R. No. 
to lvory F. Snow; 

A bill (H. R. No, 2517) granting a pension 
to Clarinda Butcher; 

A bill (H. R. No, 2518) granting a pension 


No. 2514) granting a pension 
2515) granting a pension 


2516) granting a pension 


to George W. Swartz; 


A bill (H. R. No. 2519) granting a pension 
to Francis W. Evans; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2520) granting a pension 
to Thomas Lunney ; 


A bill (H. R. No, 2521) granting a pension 
to John Gre ripen 
A bill (H. No, 2522) granting a pension 


to Judith aoe ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2523) granting a pension 
to Henry ae! 

A bill (H. No. 2524) granting a pension 


to Flora D. Me Kay : 


A bill (H. 


No. 2525) granting a pension 


to Lucinda Thompson : 


| to Martha P. 


A bill (H. R. No. 2526) granting a pension 
to Christina W. Murray ; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2527) 
to Deborah Witbam ; 
A bill (H. R. No 


granting a pension 


528) granting a pension 


| to Joseph C a ssy 


A bill (H. No. 2529) 
Greene : 
No. 2530) granting a pension 
es : 


No. 2531) 


granting a pension 


A bill (H. R. 
Mrs. ca. D. 


‘A bill (H. granting a pension 


to ae ee 0 are: 


|| Jennie E. 


| to Edward G. 


| to James W. 


| minor children 


A bill (H. R. 2532) granting a pension 
Hunt ; 

No, 2533) granting a pension 
Wharton, late a private in com- 
pany G, first ee ania rifles ; 

A bill (H. No. 2534) granting a pension 
to Cordelia C. Dougherty; : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2535) or the relief of the 
of Captain W. E. Scherr ; 

A bill (IL. R. No. 2536) granting a pension 
to Maria L. Lee; 

A bill (HL. R. No. 2587) granting a pension 


A bill (H. R. 


| to Charles Lynch. 


| 
sion of H. 


A bill (H. R. No. 
to Mary A. Chute; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2539) granting a pension 
to Frederick Walter, company A, fourth 
United States artillery ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2540) granting a pension 
to Naney Goddard ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2541) granting a pension 
to Mary E. Barton; 

A bill (H. I 
to Johanna Lusky; 

A bill (H. Rt. No. 2543) granting a pension 
to Jerusha A. Goodrich ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2544) granting a pension 
to Robert G. Wilson; 

A bill (I. R. No. 2545) granting an increase 
of pension to Hannah Cross, a dependent 
mother ; 

\ bill (H. R. No 
to Daniel Wooden ; 

A bill (H. R 
to Nancy Mason; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2548) to increase the pen- 
sion of Susan T. Williamson ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2549) increasing the pen- 
L _ Gates ; 

A bill (4. No. 2550) granting a pension 
to Sarah aoe 

A bill (H. R. No. 2551) granting 
to Walter Bradle 3 

A bill (H. R. No. 2552) granting 
to James McAlfee; 

A bill (H. BR. No. 
to John Condlin; 

A bill (H. R. 


2538) granting a pension 


2542) granting a pension 


. 2546) granting a pension 


2547) granting a pension 


& pension 
& pension 


2553) granting a pension 


No. 2554) for the relief of 
Savage ; 
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A bill (H. R. No. 2555) granting a pension 
to Robert S. Dumont; 


a ; ; 
A bill (H. Kt. No. 2556) granting a pension 
to Jane Thompson and Margaret thompson ; 
A bill (HL. R. No. 2557 granting a peusion 


\ 


Lo \\ Hillam D. Boyd ; 
A hill (H, R. No. 2558 granting 
to Klizabeth Jones: 
A bill (1. Rh. No. 2559) 
to Henry A. White; 
A bill (H. R. No. 


a pension 


granting @ pension 


2560) granting @ pension 


to Eliza Civille; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2561) 
to Kdward Tucker ; 

A bill (H. KR. No. 2562 
to John Fink; and 

A bill (H. KR. No. 2563) granting a pension 
to William KE. Farley and John M. Farley; 

fhe message further announced that 
Jloust had passed the following bills: 


granting a pension 


granting a pension 


the 


A bill (S. No. 856) granting a pension to 
Kliza Whiting; 

A bill (S. No. 954) granting a pension to 
William Hutchinson, minor son of Joseph 
Hutchinson, deceased; and 

A bill (S. No. 989) granting a pension to 
John Carbaugh, a private of company A, forty- 
sixth regiment Pennsylvania volunteers. 

The message also announced that the House 
has passed the bill (S. No. 955) granting a 
pension to Mary Aun Montgomery, widow of 
William W. Montgomery, late a private in 
Texas volunteers, with amendments; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message likewise announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the enrolled 
bill (H. R. No. 1930) relating to proposals 
and contracts for transportation of the mails, 
and for other purposes; and it was thereupon 
signed by the Vice President. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that there are ninety pension bills re- 
ceived from the House of NLepresentatives, 
which should be laid before the Senate to-mor- 
row morning. If that be done, instead of 
their being referred now by unanimous consent, 
it will involve the necessity of three or four 
pages of journalizing. If there be no objec- 
tion they will be considered as read twice 
respectively, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. The Chair hears no objection, 
and they are so referred. 

Mr. OSBORN submitted an 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill 
(H. R. No. 2208) making appropriations for 
the repair, preservation, and completion of 
certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter of the Secretary of War, com- 
municating, in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate, of April 19, 1872, the report of a 
board of engineers on the present condition of 
the Mississippi river between St. Louis and 
Alton; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


BOUNTY LAND FOR SOLDIERS. 

Mr. BLAIR submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing: 

Resolved, That five thousand additional copies of 
the act in relation to bounties, approved April —, 
1872, be printed for distribution at the document- 
room for the use of the Senate. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 1654) making appropriations to supply 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the ser- 
vice of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1872, and for former years, 


} 


being on the amendment offered by Mr. AL- 
CORN to the amendment offered by Mr. Mor- 
RILL, of Vermont, to add to the latter the 
following proviso: 

Provided, That the provisions of this section shall 
not extend to claims tor property seized or taken by 
the military forces of the United States or any officer 
ofthe same,orseized,taken,orimpressed by any agent 
oragents of the United States Government at any 
time after the preoraeetiee by the President of the 
I nited States declaring the war to have ceased; but 
claims for property so seized ortaken may be pros- 
ecuted before the Court of Claims by any citizen of 
the United States at any time within twelve months 
from the approval of this act, and in all such cases 
an appeal from the judgment of the Court of Claims 
shall be maintained. 


Mr. ALCORN. 


I was awaiting the pleasure 


of the-Senator from California as to the ques- 


i acted. 


tion of objecting to other business being trans- 
lam indifferent, so far as l am con- 
cerned, whether the Senate proceed now with 
the deficiency bill or postpone it to some other 
time; and hence it is that I have yielded thus 


| quietly to the suggestions of gentlemen invit- 


ing me to do so. Do I understand the Sen- 
ator from Nevada to desire the floor? Isee he 
has risen. 

Mr. NYE. I should like to pass a bill that 
will take only ten minutes. 

Mr. ALCORN. If there be no objection 


| from others I will yield. 


Mr. COLE. 1 cannot consent. 
Mr. CORBETT. I should like to have a 
bill passed also. 


Mr. NYE. 


I give notice that to-morrow 


|} morning I will eall attention to this bill to 


which I have alluded. 
Mr. ALCORN. Senators around me object 


| to my yielding, or I would be very willing as 


amendment | 





| claimant. 


far as 1 am concerned. 

Mr. NYE. Iam very thankful to the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi, but his good intentions 
are thwarted by others. 

Mr. ALCORN. The amendment of the 
Senator from Vermont is one that had escaped 
my observation. I was not aware that an 
amendment like that was pending until it was 
read at the Clerk’s desk yesterday; and the 
amendment which I prepared was without a 
distinct recollection in regard to the proc- 
lamations of the President and the facts upon 
which that amendment was based. It was 
thrown in upon my general idea of the facts. 
I find upon examination that it does not achieve 
the end that I sought to attain, and therefore 
I will with the consent of the Senate withdraw 
that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pome- 
roy in the chair.) The Senator from Missis- 
sippi withdraws his amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ALCORN. I will now move another 
amendment to be added to the amendment of 


| the Senator from Vermont: 


Provided, That the provisions of this section shall 
not apply to or embrace judgments heretofore ren- 
dered by the Court of Claims, 

One word upon this amendment. The Court 
of Claims have gone forward, under the laws 
of Congress, and have adjudicated in favor of 
claimants. ‘The Court of Claims held, under 
the decision of the Supreme Court, that the 
question of loyalty was ove that need not be 
proven. Under the law of Congress it was 
necessary, first, that the parties should prove 
loyalty; next, that they should prove owner- 
ship; and next, that the money had gone into 
the ‘Treasury of the United States. Those 
three points it was necessary to establish in 
order to warrant a decision in favor of the 
After the decision of the Supreme 


| Court, the Court of Claims refused to hear 


any argument or proof upon the question of 
loyalty, holding that that question was not 
necessary to be proved before the court; and 
so it was that the Court of Claims went for- 
ward and adjudicated upon the two points, 
the question of ownership and the question of 
the course that the money had taken, whether 
in the Treasury or net. Now, unless a pro- 
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have already been adjudicated and the judg- 
ments that have already been rendered cannot 
be paid, and the legislation of Congress will] 


| assume the form of ex post facto legi: lation jn 


order to defeat the recovery of judgments that 
have been had under the law of Congress. [| 
hope the Senate will not resort to legislation 
of that character, but will adopt the proviso, 
I ask for the yeas and nays upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll, 

Mr. CONKLING. I am opposed to this 
amendmennt, but 1 am of the impression that 
a pair which I have with the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. TuHurman] if he is not here might 
cover it. Therefore 1 do not vote upon it. 
He was here, but I do not see him now. 

Mr. SAWYER. I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, Mr. EpmMuNDs, who would 
vote against this amendment, and I should 
vote for it. 

Mr. BOREMAN. On the matters relating 
to the amendment of the Senator from Ver- 
mont, [Mr. Morrist,] 1 am paired with my 
colleague, [Mr. Davis,] and I suppose the 


| pair would include the particular amendment 
to the amendment on which we are voting. 


He would vote ‘‘yea,”’ 
“* pasg,'* 


Mr. PATTERSON. 


and I should vote 


I withdraw my vote, 


| as I think I am paired with the Senator from 


Delaware, Mr. SauLLBuRY, which | did not 
think of at the moment. 

The result was then announced—yeas 26, 
nays 20; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alcotn, Ames, Bayard, Blair, Cas- 


| serly, Cooper, Ferry of Connecticut, Goldthwaite, 


Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, 
Hill, Kelly, Logan, Morton, Pool, Pratt, Ransom, 
liobertson, Schurz, Stevenson, Stockton, Tipton, 
Trumbull, Vickers, and West—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Buckingham, Caldwell, Cameron, 
Carpenter, Chandler, Cole, Corbett, Cragin, Freling- 
huysen, Gilbert, Hamlin, Howe, Morriil of Maine, 
Morrill of Vermont, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Scott, Sher- 
man, Windom, and Wright—20. 

ABSEN T—Messrs. Anthony, Boreman, Brownlow, 
Clayton, Conkling, Davis of Kentucky, Davis ot 
West Virginia, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Mich- 
igan, Flanagan, Hitchcock, Johnston, Kellogg, 
Lewis, Norwood, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Rice, 
Saulsbury, Sawyer, Spencer, Sprague, Stewart, Sum- 
ner, Thurman, and Wilson—28. 


So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on.the amendment as amended. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I desire to offer an 
amendment of which I gave notice yesterday, 


| but if the Senator from Mississippi has another 


ameudment to offer, I will wait. 

Mr. ALCORN. I have another amendment 
to offer by way of an additional section, but 
not to this amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This amend- 
ment is not yet disposed of. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont as amended by the Senator from 
Mississippi. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In_ pursuance of the 
notice 1 gave yesterday, I move to strike out 
the last clause of the amendment, ‘‘ nor with- 
out a special appropriation therefor thereafter 
to be made by Congress.’’ 1 will state to the 
Senate that, in my judgment, this clause is 
unnecessary, will not give us any safeguard 
against any improper payments of judgments, 
and is an onerous, burdensome condition to 
be put upon loyal claimants who have fairly 
and honestly proven their claims in the Court 
of Claims. After a party alleging his loyalty, 
proving his loyalty, has gone to the Court of 
Claims,and afier a long litigation, which must 


have been depending now for at least four 


years, has obtained a judgment, to require 
him to wait again the long delay of an act of 
Congress or the possible objections that may 
be made to an appropriation by Congress, is 
an unreasonable requirement. That used to 
be the law in regard to the Court of Ciaims, 


' and continued the law for several years. I[t 


was found necessary afterward sto repeal i', 


and for other purposes, the pending question || vision of this sort is adoptea the claims that || so that now the jadgment of the Court of 





Claims operates as a final judgment, and the 
party is paid the money upon the judgment 
of the Court of Claims. 

It seems to me that this is an unreasonable 
requirement. Suppose the claims are pre- 
sented to Congress, a great list of them. It 
is not likely that Congress will examine the 
grounds upon which those various claims rest. 
if the Court of Claims, a tribunalin which the 

Senate certainly must have confidence, should 
find as a proven fact, in their judgment, that 
aman is a loyal citizen and entitled to this 
money, it seems to me that isenough. W hile 
I wish to guard the Treasury from the claims 
of disloyal people, I certainly do not wish to 
throw additional burdens on those who have 
voved their loyalty. I therefore move to 
strike out the last clause. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ohio moves to amend further the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont by striking 
out that part relating to special appropriations 
thereafter to be made by Congress. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 


Sinee the 


adoption of the amendment of the Senator | 


from Mississippi, I cease to feel much inter- 
est in the amendment. I think that virtually 
takes a very large sum of money out of the 
Treasury, leaving all these cases that are al- 
ready on their way to the Supreme Court to 


be passed upon, and of course the decision of 


the Court of Claims will be reversed, and the 
money will go out of the Treasury. 

Mr. CONKLING. TheSenate has done so 
much, on the motion of the Senator from 
Mississippi, to destroy this amendment, that 
perhaps it may as well receive its death-blow 


yet | would not quench the spark of vitality 
which still remains to it. 

The Senator from Mississippi has carried an 
amendment the effect of which will be to recog- 
nize and pay all judgments already rendered 
in the Court of Claims, regardless of the loy- 
alty of the claimants. The amendment ex- 
empts from the operationof the provision we 
are considering all judgments heretofore ren- 
dered in the Court of Claims. 
Court, in the Armstrong case and in the Klein 
case, has informed all claimants that they 
need only appeal to the highest court, and 
there they will find that, although a history of 
treason clings to them, although they fought 
against the Union throughout the war, in law, 
and therefore legally in fact, they did not so 
fight at all. 
Mecca of convenient oblivion. They will all 
be pilgrims to the shrine at which they may be 
cleansed of the sins they have committed; 
and under the amendment we have just adopted 
their judgments, even if now adverse, when 
they have received the allocatur of the Su- 
preme Court will probably be reversed and 
paid. 

What may be the bulk and total of these 
judgments [do not know. Iam told there 
are seven millions of the captured and aban- 
doned fund remaining in the Treasury. 

Mr. SHERMAN. More than that. 

Mr. SAWYER. If the Senator will allow 
me to correct him, there are over twenty-two 
millions of that fund in the Treasury at this 
moment. 

Mr. CONKLING. So much the better, Mr. 
President, and not much better either. I am 
glad to know the amount, not that | consider 
it of any consequence to the Treasury as we 
are going on whether there are seven million, 
or twenty-two million, or fifty-two million, be- 
cause, unless we can erect new barriers, it will 
all be swept into the lap of late rebels. The 
doctrine announced by the court, and the 
views urged in the Senate, will beggar any 
Government if extended to the claims to come 
out of the late rebellion. Therefore I dismiss 
the difference between seven and twenty- 
two millions, in considering the question now 
before us. 


Of course they will all go to this | 
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the Court of Claims, and which may receive 
the vitalizing touch of the Supreme Court, are 
sufficient to exhaust this fund, I do not know; 
but we have provided that those judgments, 


| whatever may be their total, are to be paid, 


provided the Senate shall concur in the Senate 
in the amendment made in Committee of the 


| Whole on the motion of the Senator from 
Mississippi. 
Now, Mr. President, let us see what more 


| was wont to mean, the statutes 


jurisdictional fact, a traversable fact ; 


| in this decision. 


1} 


| never was 
| but by that presentation overleaps repeated 
| statutes which say that the door of the Court 


| appears as a historical fact, 
| question of guilt or innocence, 


| York will allow me, 


the Senator from Ohio proposes to do. He 
proposes to strike from the amendment that 
provision which we heard it argued yesterday 


1 


' cause it shows he is attending to m 


by the chairman of the Judiciary Committee | 


is the only one having any force. 

The Senator from Illinois considered all the 
residue of the amendment, comparing it with 
the provisions already found in the statute- 
book, and he said—there is no danger of 
overstating his language—speaking not only 
of the proposed amendment, but of everything 
that could be proposed, with the exception of 


the words the Senator from Ohio seeks to blot | 


out, that he did not see what could be added 
to provisions already incorporated in various 
statutes which he read. I am not sure that 
the Senator from Illinois was not warranted 
in his comment upon this comparison. I lis- 
tened to his reading of the statutes as they 
stand; I had heard them read, and read them 
myself, the day before; and each repetition of 
those statutes obscures my vision 


still mere | 


when I attempt to look into the process by | 
which the Supreme Court has been able to | 


arrive at its conclusion. 


I am puzzled in the effort to see that a man | 


that he was a trajtor, thereby proves that he 
a traitor at all; and nut only so, 


of Claims shall be closed against him, if it 
regardless of the 
regardless of 
the effect of executive condonation or clem- 
ency, that he did participate in a rebellion 


|| which drenched the land with blood and cov- 
The Supreme | 


ered it with mourning. I say every repetition 
of these statutes renders it yet more difficult 
to comprehend the process by which a judicial 
tribunal has been able to reach such a con- 
clusion. 

It is difficult also to see how the | 
employed by the S 


anguage 
Senator from Vermont doe 3 


| nourish or strengthen beyond peradventure 


existing statutes. If language means what it 
as they stand 
declare that the claimant must have been ac- 
tually free from participation in the rebellion; 

that the fact, whether he is so free or not, is a 
that the 
onus probandi lies upon him; that he must 


| who presents a pardon, reciting upon its face | 
by the motion of the Senator from Ohio; and || 


| ‘ 
| restate in varied language what 


affirmatively purge himself of complicity with | 


rebellion, and that freedom from such com- 
plicity shall constitute a jurisdictional condi- 
tion-precedent to his having any standing in 
court. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If my friend from New 
I will state to him the 
point that I suppose the Supreme Court make 
They treat the fact of dis- 
loyalty not as a jurisdictional fact, as a ques- 
tion affecting the jurisdiction, but rather as in 
the nature of a pleain abatement. There is 
just the difference. The language of the 
pending amendment expressly defines this as 
a jurisdictional fact, or a fact which affects the 
jurisdiction, and declares that the Court of 
Claims shall not assume jurisdiction of the 
vase unless this fact is alleged and proven. 
The Supreme Court, inthe decision now before 


| 


| 


i 
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y observa- 
| tions, and I would rather convince the Senator 
from Ohio than any other Senator now, because 


| it isthe Senator from Ohio who has offered an 


amendment, the suecess of 
judgment, perhaps fatal to the 
pending proposition. 

have read the decisions in question: the 
opinion in Klein’s case, from which two judges 
dissented, and the briefer opinion in the Arm- 
strong case, to which the whole court assented, 


which is, in my 
ethacacy of the 


| the minority feeling bound perhaps by the prior 


| ° ° 
| diction, 


; not of the 


decision, and | repeat that the Supreme Court 
has overleaped three provisions of the statute, 
clearly declaring, as matter going to the juris- 
that no claimant shall stand in the 
Court of Claims unless he clears himself by 
affirmative proof from having given voluntary 
aid to the rebellion. 

These statutes make it as clear as could the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont 
that Congress was speaking of a verity, not 
a fiction; that Congress was speaking of what 
these claimants had done in truth and in fact, 
effect of forgiveness afterward ; 
that Congress meant to make the actual posi- 
tion and action of the claimant on the one 


| side or the other of the bloody grapple for 


| tion. 


| at all. 


the mastery in which we were engaged the 
criterion—the jurisdictional criterion—upon 
which he should stand or fall, upon which he 
should enter in or have the door of the Court 
of Claims closed against him. Unmistakably, 
palpably, standing out as clear as a sunbeam 
upon the face of these statutes is that inten- 
So far as regards the object and attempt 
of Congress, if existing statutes do not aim at 
the question of jurisdiction, they have no aim 
If existing provisions can be disposed 
of on the ground suggested by the Senator, 


| the attempt to enforce our meaning by enact- 


| words 


ments of the same class, in whatever form of 
words, is idle. 

What does the Senator from Vermont pro- 
pose by the amendment as it will stand it the 
be striken out, to which the Senator 
from Ohio objects? ‘To repeat ourselves, to 
we have said 
before. The operative portion of the amend- 
ment will be that the loyalty of the claimant 
shall appear as a fact found in the judgment 
of the Court of Claims. If the Senator from 
Vermont and those who have coéperated with 
him in drafting the amendment have succeeded 
in contributing one additional element to the 
statutes as they are, that contribution resides 
in the phraseology requiring loyalty to be a 
fact found. But I need not remind lawyers 
that that same intention clearly expressed 
in other language is already an element of 
the statute. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With the permission of 
my friend I will read that part of the statute, 
the act of July 12,1870. It seems to be as 
strong as it is possible for words to make it on 
this very point: 

“Such pardon and acceptance shall be taken and 
Medea in such suit in the said Court of Claims, and 
on appeal therefrom, conclusive evidence that such 
person did take part in and give aid and comfort to 
the late rebellion, and did not maintain true alle 
giance or consistently adhere to the United States; 


and on proof of such pardon and acceptance, which 
proof may be heard summarily on motion or other 


| wise, the jurisdiction of the court in the case shall 
| cease, and the court shall forthwith dismiss the suit 


me, rather treat that requirement of the act || 


of 1863 as in the nature of aplea inabatement. 
I suppose that is commonly the foundation for 
the distinction. I must confess I cannot see 
the force of that kind of reasoning, but I pre- 
sume that is the reasoning. 
Mr. CONKLING. 1 


am obliged to the 


Whether the judgments already rendered by || Senator from Ohio for his interruption, be 


of such claims ant. 


Mr. CONKLING. There, Mr. President, 
is the jurisdictional fact for my honorable 
friend trom Ohio; no plea in abatement, but 
the hinge upon which the whole thing is to 
turn. ‘rhe moment it appears that the claim 
ant has reddened his hands with rebellion 
that instant he ceases to be in the character 
of a claimant; that instant his claim is con- 
cluded; that instant the jurisdiction and power 
of the court are at an end. Moreover, the 
pardon is declared to be evidence that the 
claimant was disloyal. How much more does 
How much 
How much 


the Senator from Vermont say? 
said on the point? 


more can be 
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t 


more could any man skilled in the use of lan- 


guage, either to express or to conceal ideas, 
Nothing. Let us admit 
There is no circuity ; 
cpres there is no craft 


which may not be outwit- 


make language say / 


it nothing. there is 


no directness of e) ion; 


or choice of word 


ted by the reasoning which prevailed in the 
cuses referred Lo. 

What anchor then can be thrown to wind 
ward? How may we keep the staff in our 


hands? 
of abolishing the Court of Claims? 
that but 
Senator from Ohio proposes to cast the bridle 


What certain remedy remains short 
>? Only one 
has been s iggested, the honorable 
upon the horse’s neck and let him go, and he 
ays if he does Zo he will vote to abolish the 
Court of Claims. I will join him as a last 
resort in that Whenever it turns out 
that there is no legislative power to establish 
a tribunal—a tribunal I say to the honorable 
Senator from Delaware again in derogation 
of common right, and I could find warrant for 
so Saying in the authority he read against it— 
if there be no power In Congress to establish 


vole, 


a special tribunal, in derogation of common 
right, in derogation of that immunity which 
all Governments maintain, not to be dragged 
against their will by citizen suitors and liti- 
gants to the foot-stool of judicial power; if 
there be no power in Congress to establish a 
which the Government 
to be arraigned at the suit of a citi- 


special tribunal in 
consent 
zen, and at the same time to fix metes and 
bounds to its jurisdiction, and to close the 
door against men who have forfeited rights 
dearer than rights of property—whenever our 
impotence to do this is demonstrated, I will 
jom the Senator from Ohio in running a legis- 
lative plowshare over the foundations of a 
tribunal whose jurisdiction we are no longer 


Not, Mr. Presi- 


allowed to guide or control. 


dent, let me say, that the blame is to be 
laid 

Mr. MORTON. The Court of Claims is 
not in fault. 


Mr. CONKLING. The word which rose to 
my lips rises to the lips of the Senator from 


Indiana. I was in the act of guarding my 


remark against the possible understanding 
that I impute to the Court of Claims any 


matter. Not atall. The Court 
of Claims has conscientiously and_ sternly 
observed the 


by Congress ; 


wrong in this 
limits of its jurisdiction fixed 
but, sir, as the she ep that 1s to 
his sbearers, so is 
and pows rless in 
presence of a higher tribunal, which in- 
structs it to overstep the bounds which Con 
set and to open to all claimants 
Whatsoever th : doors of its jurisdiction. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Provided they have been 


be shorn is dumb before 


the Court of Claims dumb 
the 


ere SS has 


rebe ls. 
Mr. CONKLING. Provided, as my friend 
suggests, the crowning grace and qualification 


of having been rebels can be shown to exist 
in their case. 

Now, Mr. President, before resorting to 
‘* heroic treatment,’’ as surgeons say, and cut- 
ting up the Court of Claims root and branch, 
1 prefer, and I hope the honorable Senator 
from Ohio will aid my preference, a milder 
measure, a safeguard which I think complete, 
and which will dispense with the need of in- 
terfering with the Court of Claims. 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont, in 
its concluding words, those which the Senator 
from Ohio now moves to strike out, furnishes 
How? By returning in this 
class of cases to the provision under which we 
acted for years in all cases, namely, a require- 
mentthat the judgments of the Court of Claims, 
instead of being paid by appropriations in 
block or in lump, shall in these cases be the 
subject of special appropriations. That is the 
whole of it. 

he honorable Senator from Ohio asks is 
it just to parties who are loyal, and have 
gone through the Court of Claims, to compel 
them to come here and wait as petitioners for 


this safeguard. 


| him, 
faculty of repariee than of the less shining | 


and those he suggests. 
| we ourselves, having defined precisely what || 
| shall occur in the Court of Claims, having 


The | 


appropriations? No, I answer the Senator, 


and no such thing will follow from the provis- 
ion he wishes to strike out. The amendment 
ig aimed at the disloyal; itis a staff kept in 
our hands as to them; and does anybody sup- 
pose that when the Court of Claims certifies 
to us a list of cases, in which the fact is found 
as part of the judgment that the claimant is 
and always was loyal in fact, we would under 
guise of this amendment refuse to appropri- 
ate? Notatall. Does the Senator suppose 
that the claimant in such a case is to be in 
the attitude and subjected to the delay of a 
man who comes in the first instance with his 
petition to Congress, gets it referred to the 
committee of my honorable friend from Mas- 
sachusetis, [Mr. Witson,] for the loss of a 
horse or the destruction of property, and then 


| abides the tardy process of congressional in- 


vestigation and adjudication? Not atall. On 
the contrary, these judgments would become 
part of the stereotyped, routine appropria- 
tions; they would be acted upon as a matter 
of course where they conformed in their facts 
to the requirement of the law. 

Mr. SAWYER. Will the Senator allow me 


| to interrupt him? 


Mr. CONKLING. In one moment. Claim- 


right, would appear in a class, and theirclaims 
would be acted on as a matter of course, meet- 


| ing with no more delay than now, when gen- 
| eral appropriations are made for the sum total 


of judgments in the Court of Claims. Now | 
will yield to the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. SAWYER. I should like to ask the 
Senator if he thinks it is less probable that a 
judgment of the Court of Claims on such 
matters as these would be canvassed by the 
Senate than that the decisions of the highest 
court in the land should be criticised in the 


| tone which is assumed here in regard to them? 


Mr. CONKLING. My friend puts a ques- 
tion displaying more of vivacity, | submit to 
than of discrimination—more of the 


faculty of reason and reflection. 

My honorable friend might have occasion to 
put some such question if he was not abun- 
dantly blessed with the power to distinguish 
between the probabilities which Iam arguing 
My argument is that 


incorporated in a statute the elements which 


| shall complete the claimant's right to be paid 


in a given class of cases, it would be wanton, 
it would be disrespectful, it would be!rrational 
to assume that we should have the had faith 
to attempt to trip up the claimant who came 
precisely within the category we p4describe. 
Thereupon the honorable Senator is moved to 


because Senators venture to ex press their sur- 
prise at finding three or four statutes turned 
to ashes so far as the Supreme Court has power 
to perform that miracle. 

Replying to the Senator’s intimation of its 
being improper to canvass the decisions of 
the Supreme Court here, I have this to say: 
the Court does not violate propriety in can- 
yassing our decisions and pronouncing upon 
them, and pronouncing in effect, when it so 
believes, that Congress has exceeded its power 
and authority. Surely there can be no wrong, 


| but only a clear right, in our considering 
| and discussing the decisions of the court, 


especially when its decisions concern our 
doings and our duty.. I say nothing disre- 
spectful of the court, but I assert my right 
to speak and vote my convictions upon every 
question brought here for action. It is to be 
hoped no Senator will do less than this. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN., I wish to sug- 


the Senator who interrupted him, an amend- 
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|| ants, in place of being compelled to come | 
| individually and assert each his particular 


| 


|| ant by reason of the pardon. 
inguire whether I do not think it is likely that | 


we would be guilty of this piece of bad faith | 
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think will meet this difficulty, and I eall the 
attention of the Senator from Ohio to it at 
this time. As the amendment of the Senator 
from Vermont now stands, it provides that 
these claimants are not to be paid without g 
special appropriation. ‘The Senator from Mis. 
sissippi offered an amendment which has been 
adopted, that the amendment of the Senator 
from Vermont shall not apply to existing judg. 
ments of the Court of Claims. Now, I propose 
toadd tothat amendment these words: thatthe 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont shal] 
not apply to existing judgments, adding the 
words ‘in which it has been found as a fact 
that the claimant has not given aid or comfort 
to the rebellion.’’ 

So the matter will stand in this wise: we 
provide that the claimant may prove that he 
had notgiven aid or comfortto the rebellion ; as 
the law will stand, he will get his pay without 
any special appropriation; but if itis not a 
found fact that he did not give aid or comfort 
to the rebellion he will have to rely on a 
special appropriation by Congress to get his 
money. I| do not think that anybody can 
object properly to that amendment. 

Mr. CONKLING. ‘The Senator's amend- 
ment I understand is to restrict the provision 
requiring the appropriation, to future judg- 
ments? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
ments. 

Mr. CONKLING. Is not the Senator’s pur- 
pose to restrict these latter words, requiring 
a special appropriation, to future judgments ? 
Being diverted at the moment, I may not have 
understood him. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. No; I will sim- 
ply read it, and the Senator wiil get the idea. 
lhe amendment of the Senator from Missis- 
sippi was that the amendment of the Senator 
from Vermont should not apply to existing 
judgments of the Court of Claims. I propose 
to add ‘*in which it has been found as a fact 
that the claimant has not given aid or comfort 
to the enemy.”’ 

Mr. CONKLING. I understand now it is 
to add those words to the amendment of the 


Existing judg- 


| Senator from Mississippi. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CONKLING. 1 am for it. That should 
be done unless we are to fritter away the whole 
thing. 

Mr. MORTON. I desire to suggest to both 
Senators that in my opinion the provision 
should be that there be no payment of a 
a judgment found for captured or abandoned 
property without a special appropriation, for 
this reason: the Supreme Court have de- 
cided that the special condition upon which a 
man was entitled to enter the Court of Claims 
and sue, that is, of loyalty, became unimport- 
Following out 
that reasoning, they would hold that this con- 
dition in regard to payment without a special 


| appropriation would for the same reason be 


unimportant, and, so they would compel by 
mandamus the payment of the judgment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why, let me suggest to 
my friend from Indiana that I do not believe 
even the Supreme Court, with its notions 
of pardons, would go the length of holding that 
a pardon would authorize them to command 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay money 
out of the Treasury that we say he shall not, 
when the Constitution says that no money shall 
be taken under any pretense unless we say it 
shall. I will be willing to enter into bond 
that they will not go that far. 

Mr. MORTON. My suggestion is that the 
same reason which authorizes the Supreme 
Court to disregard that part of the act of 1860 
making proof of loyalty a ground of the juris- 
diction of the court, would authorize them to 
strike out of this bill the condition that it is 
not to be paid without a special appropriation 


| gest to my friend from New York, and also to || if it shall be shown that the party was loyal. 


Mr. CONKLING. If I understand the 


ment which I intend to propose and which I || Senator from Indiana, I do not think his 
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remark is altogether answered by the Senator 
from Vermont. He says that if there be no 
provis sion requiring a special appropriation, 
but a general provision under which payment 
follows a judgment, as matter of course, the 
Sapreme Court h: aving affirmed a judgment, or 
pronounced judgment in a case coming from 
‘he Court of Claims, might hold that they had 
he same right by mandamus to execute and 
enforce the judgment they would have in any 
That is the Senator’s point, is it 


~~ 


other case. 
ot? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. In other words, 
if the question of loyalty is unimport ant in 
giving i urisdiction to the Court of Claims, they 

can pass it by; itis unimportant asa cakail> 
tion in the act of ae 

Mr. CONKLING. Or, in still other words, 
the Supre me Court, ac cording to its re asoning, 
would have the same power to enforce its judg- 
ment in the case of a dis!oyal pardoned man 
that they would in any other case. 

Mr. MORTON. Precisely. 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not see any answer 
to that. In logic there can be no answer to it. 
Any power that the Supreme Court would have 
toenforce a judgmentin your favor, Mr. Presi- 
dent, it would have to enforce a judgment in 
favor of the most unrepentant rebel who came 
within the pardon upon which the court has 
based its decision in these two cases. Does 
anybody doubt that? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The answer to that would 
be that the Supreme Court will probably still 
recognize the authority of Congress over the 
‘Treasury ; and therefore if Congress only directs 
that money may be paid to a certain class of 
persons guided by certain facts, if you say it 
is the fact of red hair or black hair, or blue eyes, 
any fact, they recognizing our power under the 
Constitution to determine how money shall be 
paid out, although their logic might be per- 
fectly good, wouid be obliged to say to them- 
selves, ‘‘ We cannot carry out our logic on the 
ground that Congress has made no appropri- 
ation of money, and has given no authority of 
law by which this class of persons 
to receive any.’’ 

Mr. CONKLING 


Certainly; and such is 
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are entitled || 


the inference which the Senator from Indiana || 


draws from his statement. He says, in order 
that we may have the full benefit of the doc- 
trine now announced by the Senator from 
Vermont, this amendment should stand as it 
is, requiring a special appropriation, and then 
of course the court would be constrained by 
the reasons the Senator from Vermont sug- 
rests. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That I agree to entirely. 
That is the only vital thing there is in the 
amendment now. 

Mr. CONKLING. I conclude with this 
observation: according to the arguments made 
on both sides, if we trust to the provision pro- 
posed without the concluding words, and it 
fails, there is no remedy except to abolish the 
Court of Claims. 
any argument has gone. On the contrary, if 
we adopt the amendment of the Senator from 


That is very clear so far as | 


Vermont, including its final words, we put up | 


an effectual barrier in behalf of our statute, 
and ifit turns out to be inconvenient hereafter ; 
because that is the only danger in it; ifitturns 
out to be inconvenient, it will be time in the 
light of experience to repeal or change it. 

If it should appear important that the right 
of appeal to the Supreme Court (which these 
words might take away) is essential, it is very 
easy to relax that part of the statute in par- 
ticular cases, or in all cases. If it turns out 
that appropriations lag and fail, that claim- 
ants are subjected to delay and lassitude in 
obtaining their money, experience is the best 
lamp by the light of which to modify the 
amendment. But if we adopt the suggestion 
of the Senator from Ohio, and strike it out, 
we have stricken out the only certainly eflica- 
cious words, and we leave to ourselves no 
remedy which the Senator himself has been 


| 
| 
| 





YN 
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able to suggest except to abolish the Court of 
Claims, and that, | submit to him, is a last 
resort. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not wish to detain 
the Senate more than a few moments in reply 
to the honorable Senator from New York. 
He cannot deny that this requirement is a 
harsh, delaying, and for the time at least, 
unjust provision of law to a claimant who has 
under your law secured a judgment in the 
Court of Claims. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let me interrupt my 
friend just there to say a thing that I entirely 
forgot. I do not admit that this is harsh; but 
I wish to attract my friend’s attention to this 
distinction: when the statute first provided 
for this court, it brought up here for review 
all manner of cases from the Court of Claims 
and all sorts of questions in the various cases. 
If we say this now in this regard as to this 
class of cases, it would re¢ sly call upon Con 
gress to examine and ascertain no fact what- 
ever except the fact that in regard to this par- 
ticular statute the claimant in his character 
was void of offense. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I repeat, however, that 
this requirement to ask a suitor, a loyal suitor, 
such as is described in this act, who has pros- 
ecuted his claim for years in the Court of 
Claims, and has finally obtained a judgment 
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tion of jurisdiction; but the effect of the 


| Supreme Court decisions is that they treat it 


as a plea in abatement. Suppose the act 
declared that no woman should sue in the 
court unless she could aver that she was a 
single woman. In such a case as that, if the 
objection was made at any time before the 


| trial, a plea in abatement might be made that 


she had a husband living, and in such a case 
the plea in abatement would be beld good and 
the suit dismissed ; butif the pleainabatement 
was not putin at the proper time the suit might 
go on and be prosecuted to its final stages, and 
the judgment be paid and collected and the 
plea in abatement would be barred. Theyre 


| gard this requirement as to proof of loyalty 
| as in the nature of a plea in abatement, and 
| they say that that proof of loyalty is dispensed 
| with by the subsequent act of pardon. 


of that court that he was a loyal man, that his || 
property, captured or abandoned, was sold by 


the United States, and the proceeds converted 
and paid into the Treasury, then to come here, 
is a harsh requirement. Suppose a man has 
obtained the judgment of a court which the 
Senator himself eulogizes, a court that has 
protected the ‘Treasury so far as | know, and 
has decided questions of doubt in favor of the 
Government, which has not passed its juris- 
diction or violated in any respect the law; 
when such a loyal claimant has the judgment 
of such a court, is it not hard, is it not un- 
reasonable to delay the payment of that judg- 
ment until he appeals to another tribunal to 
examine into the facts of the case? 

The Senator says there will be no delay in 
Congress. But va van he say that in view 
of the thousands of claimants who have come 
io us with honest claims and have been delayed 
year in and year out until finally delay has worn 


| them out and driven them perhaps to the grave. 
| Congress is the last place in the world which 


| do not approve of that opinion, and yet 


I would advise any man to appeal to with a 
claim for private redress. There must be some 
great public moving cause to induce the action 
of Congress. We know how difficult it is to 
get even a good private claim through Con- 
gress. Therefore it is that we have organized 
this court to examine claims, and have author- 
ized their judgment to be final and conclusive. 

Now, sir, | am decidedly in favor of the 
object sought to be accomplished by the Sen- 
ator from New York. As he knows himself, 
this particular amendment meets my hearty 
approval, except with the last clause, and why ? 
The whole difficulty grows out of the opinion 
of the Supreme Court in a particular case. | 
[I can 
see that there is reason for it. For the Senate 
of the United States to say that the unanimous 
opinion of the Supreme Court, concurred in 
by all the nine judges, does not meet with 
sufficient respect to at least create a doubt in 
our minds, it seems to me is treating the decis- 
ion of the Supreme Court with unnecessary 
severity. Cannot lawyers perceive how the 
Supreme Court might decide so; and yet they 


| would not decide that a disloyal man could sue 


| in the Court of 


Claims where the fact of dis- 
loyalty was made a question of jurisdiction? 
I have not given these decisions the careful 
reading that some of the other Senators have ; 
but I have read them as | could here at my 
desk; and it is very plain to me that the 
Supreme Court decided that the question of 
loyalty does not affect the jurisdiction, but is 
simply a matter in abatement. It is true, that 


; | think the act seems to point it out as a ques- 


| of a plea in abatement to the suit. 


But, sir, this law was intended to meet that 
very difficulty, and to meet it at the very 
threshold, and that was that the proof of loy- 
alty should extend to the saleihelion of the 
court, and that no person who did not allege 
and prove his loyalty, not only should not sue 
in the court, but that the court itself should 
not take jurisdiction of the cause. The one 
extends to the person of the suitoras to whether 
at the particular time he had a right to sue in 
the court, whether he was loyal, whether he was 
non compos mentis, or whether he was a man of 
sound mind, whether he sues by his guardian, 
whether the wife joined with the husband, &c. 
The Supreme Court treat it rather in the nature 
They say 
that the allegation and proof of loyalty is a 
question that affects, not the jurisdiction of the 
court, but affects the suitor as to his status in 
the court. jut when we here by an act of 
Congress declare, in 80 many words, that the 
fact of loyalty shal] be established and shall 
affect the jurisdiction of the court, that the 
Court of Claims shall not have jurisdiction of 


a case until the proof is first made that the 
| claimant was a loyal man during the war, it 
seems to me that that is guard enough. I have 


| doubt 


no doubt that the first clause of this section 
as it now stands would protect the Treasury of 
the United States from the claims of disloyal 
men; butif there is any doubt about that, here 
is the additional requirement, which it seems to 
me is amply sullicient: 

That no judgment of said court in any case under 
said acts”’ 

That is, under the captured and abandoned 
property acts— 

‘*shall be paid unless such finding shall be stated 
as a proven fact in the judgment of said court.’ 

What additional guard have you here? Let 
the judgment of the Court of Claims be taken 
to the Secretary of the Treasury ; let him look 
on the face of the papers and see no allega- 
tion that the plaintiff was proved to be a loyal 
man as an affirmative fact, and do you suppose 
the officers of the Treasury would pay the 
money, notwithstanding all the decisions of 
the Supreme Court that could be heaped mount 
ain high? Certainly not, because the act of 
Congress declares that they shall not pay the 
money from the Treasury unless this proven 
fact is found by the judgment of the Court of 
Claims. 

You can have no safer protection than that, 
Do you suppose Mr. Brodhead, or Mr. Tay- 
ler, or the Secretary of the Treasury, or any 
other officer who is sworn to obey the law 
officers who in their functions act as supreme, 
and whose judgments. are final—is it to be 
supposed that they will not obey that provis 
ion of the law? Certainly not. I have no 
from the face of these decisions that 
the Supreme Court will at once admit that 
Congress have a right to limit the jurisdiction 
of the Court of Claims, and have a right to 
prescribe what kind of cases shall be brought 
before that court. The point which they have 


made their decision rest upon will be in very 
negatived, and they will obey 
bound to do and as they 


word 
as we 


the law, 
are bound 


are 
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to do; and if they should disobey the law, we 
have still this additional guard that the officers 
of the Treasury, whose duty it is to pay the 
money, without whose acts all these judgments 
are ineffective, will not pay it until the fact 
of loyalty 3 atisfaction of the 
Court of Claims. We have also the addi- 
tional security that until that special verdict 
is found by the Court of Claims this money 
cannot be paid. 


proven to the ¢ 


if we have all these guards, what more is 
wanted? In addition to these, i 
for us to require these loyal claimants to come 
back to Congress after four or five years’ long 
and weary delay? These suits must all have 
been commenced prior to August, 1868, ‘The 
last of them must have been commenced then. 
Is it necessary for us in the case of loyal 
cluimants, whose loyalty is proven, the fact of 
whose loyalty is stated in the finding of 
the court, to require them to come back here 


it neees sary 


and await the action of Congress? Is there | 


no delay in Congress? Weare told so; but, 
sir, you have a bill here pending now which 
has been waiting month after month for our 
auction when the delay of its passage suspends 
the courts in many of the States. The delays 
of Congress are most strikingly illustrated in 
the very bill we are now debating. 

I want to protect the ‘I reasury of the Uni- 
ted States. 
participated in the rebellion from suing in the 
Courtof Claims forany captured or abandoned 
property. If any man who aided in this rebel- 
lion lost his property, it was the result of his 
own choice, the result of his own act. I have 
no tears to shed for him; I would not open the 
doors of the Treasury for his relief. 1 am 
willing to carry out in good faith the act of 


[| want to prevent any man who | 


Claims have already decided in favor of a 
claimant there seems to be a plausibility 
that he ought to be paid, because they would 
not have decided in his favor but upon proof 
of loyalty, according to the position occupied 
by the Court of Claims until the second decis- 
ion of the Supreme Court. But the Senator 
will find that his amendment is so loosely 
worded, without any such intention on his 
part, as to cover a multitude of claims that 
he does not wish to reach. Suppose the 
Court of Claims have decided against a claim 
and the case is appealed, and the judgment 
of the Supreme Court is rendered in favor 
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from Ohio has said; and first as to what the 
Treasury oflicers may do under the existing 
law. As I understand him, he says that 
they, obeying the existing law, will not pay 


| out money in a Case where it appears in the 


of the claimant; does he desire such judg- | 


ments made in pursuance of the decision 
treating the fact of disloyalty as a mere ques- 
tion in abatement to be paid? 

I think his amendment goes too far. I am 
perfectly willing now, if he will word his amend 
ment as is suggested by the Senator from New 
Jersey, 80 as to authorize the prompt payment 
of all those judgments that have been made by 
the Court of Claims in favor of the claimants 
where there must have been proof of loyalty, 
to say they shall be paid without any embar- 
rassment from this law. 
all cases, as the Court of Claims is not now 
required to find loyalty as a proven fact, and 


might enter up their judgments, that the alle- | 
gations of the petition had been proven in the 


| ordinary form, would be unreasonable, be- 


cause it might be necessary to have a rehear- 
ing of the case in order to have the special 
finding required by this act. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The rules of the Supreme 
Court require them to make special findings 


| in all cases that go up; and the statute of 


Congress which gave to loyal people a chance | 


to recover for captured and abandoned prop- 
erty the proceeds of which went into the 
‘Treasury ; 


and there is no reason because we | 


wish to guard the Treasury against the dis- | 


loyal, why we should make our laws so op- 
pressive as to hinder and delay and distress 
those who come within the provisions of the 
law. 


My honorable friend from New York stated 


that I had said | would resort to the extreme 
remedy of abolishing the Court of Claims if 
there’ wasno other way. I say so again; 
and, sir, | say now that if by any possibility — 
| cannot conceive such a thing would oceur— 
the Supreme Court of the United States 
should undertake to say that the Court of 
Claims, against its own opinion, should as- 
sume and assert jurisdiction in favor of dis- 
loyal men for captured and abandoned prop- 


1863. if they still obey it, as since the decision 
they do not, I believe, requires them to have 


|| loyalty alleged as a traversable allegation of a 


fact upon which the right of the court to act 
proceeds. Therefore 1 think you will find, 
though I do not speak by the record, that in all 
these cotton cases, under the rules that the 
Supreme Court laid down respecting the find- 
ings in cases that are appealable, it is neces- 
sary that there should be in the record a dis- 
tinct statement of all these allegations of fact. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would ask my friend 


from Vermont a question as to the practice | 


But to apply it to || 


record that the man was in fact disloyal. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I said they would not 
with this law before them. I did not say they 
would not under the law as it now stands, ~ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With the law before 
them ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. With this 
amendment, if it becomes a law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With this proposed 
amendment, with the last provision out, which 
my friend proposes to strikeout. Then I sub- 


proposed 


| mit that this is no clearer on the subject of the 
|right of a pariy to money in the Treasury 


than it was before, and for this reason: here 
was certain money realized from captured and 
abandoned property. So far as that captured 
and abandoned property belonged to those who 
were enemies to the Government, it is the 


| sole fruit that the United States has been able 





to obtain to provide as a fund for the pay 
ment of the expenses of the war of the rebel- 
lion. It is true we have put down the rebel 


| lion at the expense of millions of dollars, and 


all that we have got for it from the defeated 
enemy—lI will not say ‘‘ conquered enemy’’— 
all that the winning party has got from it in 
the way of substantial indemnity is this fund 
of ten or twenty millions or whatever it may 
be that is now in the Treasury. Congress 
plainly intended, because they said so in terms, 
that everything which we captured or seized, 
where it had been abandoned, from those who 
were enemies of the Government should be 
the small drop in the ocean of expenditure to 


| which we could resort to relieve the people 


_from taxation and pay the pensions of sol- 


| meant to say. 


of the Supreme Court that Iam not familiar | 


with. Itis whether the judgment of the Su- 


| preme Court is simply a judgment of affirm- 


ance or a judgment of reversal, remanding the 
case to the Court of Claims for a proper judg- 


|| ment, or whether they enter the judgment that 


erty, the first act 1 would do would be to | 


take away from the Court of Claims all juris- 
diction in captured and abandoned property 
cases. Indeed, | am not sure but I would now 
vote for the repeal of the jurisdiction conferred 
by the act of 1863. Perhaps it would be the 
safestand best. If 1 had the fears entertained 
by my friend from New York, if I had the 
doubts that he has expressed, | should cer- 
tainly favor the repeal of the jurisdiction con- 
ferred by the act of 1863 upon the Court of 
Claims. But there is no occasion for that. 


No cases are now pending except those which | 


were*commenced prior to August, 1868; no 


cases are now pending except where the alle- 


gation is made on the face of the petitions 
that the petitioners were loyal people, and no 
cases could be tried except where that proof 


of loyalty was made to the satisfaction of the | 


Court of Claims. No money can be paid under 
this provision until that proven fact is found 


by the Court of Claims, and stated by them in | 
their final judgment, and then the money is to | 
It seems to me |! 


be paid in pursuance of it, 
that is sufficient. 


i voted against the amendment of the Sen- | 


ator from Mississippi a moment ago, and I 
think that upon fuller consideration a ma- 
jority of the Senate will vote against it. It 
covers this class of cases: if the Court of 


| 
1} 


| 
| 


should be entered by the Court of Claims. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 
reversed in the Supreme Court, in ail cases 


diersand soon. I think everybody agrees that 
that was what Congress in the act of 183 
They did say it in as clear lan- 
guage as it was possible, as it seems to me, 
for men skilled in language to express them 
selves to carry out that idea. We said what- 


| ever has been captured from the enemy shall 
| beours; but if among those apparent enemies 


in this hostile territory there were friends of 
ours, we would provide a means by which our 
friends, those who stood by the flag and by 
the Government, (and those who really did in 


_that country did it under immeasurable dis- 


Whenever a judgment is | 


they always send the record back, with direc- | 


tions toenter a decree according to their judg- 
ment; but if they aflirm it, of course it is a 


| final judgment, and that is the end of it. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Where a jadgment is 
reversed they do not render final judgment 
themselves? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; they remand the 
cause, with directions to the court below to 
proceed accordiug to their opinion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If that is the case, there 
is no difficulty. If a cause is remanded, as a 
matter of course the Court of Claims take up 
the case and then render the judgment they 
should have rendered, in conformity to the 
decision of the Supreme Court. 
therefore, the amendment submitted by the 


{ think, | 


advantages and sufferings,) should be entitled 
to have their property restored to them. 
Now, I understand that a majority of this 
body still stand on that ground, and hold 
that we are under no obligation to give back 
to this defeated rebellion any of the little 
drops of valuable property that we were able 
to capture from the rebels in the course of 
it; but we are all willing to give back, under 
the spirit of the act of 1863, all that we took 
from those who, being there territorially, were 


| still the real friencs of the Government. 


Even the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Trum- 
BULL] says that he does not wish to give back 
any of this property to the men who were 


| really disloyal, who as a fact were disloyal, 
| whether the amnesty and pardon cover them 
| or not, as amnesty and pardon, acc6rding to 


the decision of the Supreme Court, cover 
everybody. 

Now, it would be a very strange thing if 
this money being in the Treasury, under the 


| Constitution proiected, it cannot by some act of 


Senator from Mississippi ought to be reframed | 


so as to allow those judgments which have 
been rendered by the Court of Claims in pur- 


_suance of the old rule to be paid in the ordi- 


nary way, but to require in any case remanded 


from the Supreme Court the special finding | 


under the provisions of this act. I have no 
doubt an amendment of that kind could be 
made which would be satisfactory to both 
sides. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to make a brief 


1} 


Congress be saved to the people for whom it 
was intended, when, according to the opinion 
of everybody, except our friends on the other 
side of the Chamber, it is a wrong on the peo- 
ple of this country to give it back to those 


.who made war upon us. Fhen the question is, 


how are you todo it? My friend trom Ohio 
wishes to do it; the honorable Senator from 
Illinois says that he wishes to do it; and yet 
we find ourselves at ‘‘ heads and points,’’ to 
use a school-boy phrase, as to the means. Is 


|| reply to some of the things that my friend || not the best way to make it as complete and 
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exhaustive as possible? 
in our disposition to save to the people of this 
country that part of the proceeds of this prop- 
erty which we captured from the enemies of 
the country, then we ought to take the most 
vigorous and perfect measures possible to ac- 
complish that intent. My honorable friend 
from New York suggests very properly that a 
writer whom everybody reveres, Dr. Johnson, 
says that anything that is worth doing atall is 
worth doing well; it is worth doing so that it 
will stand. Now what will stand? 

We have already on the statute-book, and 


had when the Supreme Court pronounced these | 
two opinions, an express declaration of Con- | 


gress that the Court of Claims, and the Supreme 
Court too, should have no jurisdiction—not a 
matter of abatement, let me tell my friend from 
Ohio, but in terms that they should have 
no jurisdiction in a claim preferred in the 
Court of Claims in which it appeared that the 
party was basing his claim upon an act of par- 
don and not upon an act of loyalty, because 
the very language of the act touches upon that 
precise point, and that only. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Drake amendment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
with the Drake amendment, 
statute. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 


but with the 


I mean that is what was 


commonly called the Drake amendment. I | 


voted for that. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I know it, and I refer to 
it because my friend is just as sincere as I am 


in trying to save this money from those to | 


whom we thought it should not go. We said 
in express terms in this act (to which the 
Supreme Court has shut its eyes, according to 
my friends, and which, according to me, it has 
overruled) that on this proof of disloyalty, 
where a man stands with his pardon, ‘‘ the 
jurisdiction of the court shall cease and the 
court shall forthwith dismiss the suit of the 
claimant.’’ That is not a matter of abatement 
if language means anything, and you cannot 
use any language that is stronger. It declares 
that neither of these courts shall have any 
jurisdiction of a certain class of claims, and 
these are the claims in which it appears that 
the man has been an enemy of his country, 
whether pardoned or not pardoned. We have 
tried that experiment, and in the face of that 
experiment the Supreme Court say that the 
man who has his pardon has a plenary title to 
the money and that it must be paid, and in 
pursuance of that judgment money has been 
paid. 

The Court of Claims, of course, must act un- 
der the mandate of the Supreme Court, because 
every superior court has the power of compelling 
the obedience of inferior courts to its decrees, 
even to the extent of the Supreme Court, as 
in a case that is now opening before them 
against the Court of Claims for not carrying 
into effect some one of their judgments—I do 
not know whether it relates to this matter or 
not—locking up in the jail of the District of 
Columbia every one of the judges of the Court 
of Claims if they did not proceed to render 
judgment as the Supreme Court directs. We 
have, therefore, I say, reached the point where, 
in spite of a declaration by Congress that 
neither of these courts should entertain juris- 
diction of the subject-matter standing upon 


the facts thus presented, you have a judgment || 


I have nothing to do | 


If we are in earnest | 








of the court which declares that it will enter- | 


tain jurisdiction and that the Court of Claims | 
shall carry out its judgment and therefore that | 


the payment of this money shall be made. 
Now, what are you todo? Are you merely 
to repeat the statement which they already say 
they disregard? ‘They do not say in terms, 
‘We disregard that.’ They only say in sub- 
stance that, notwithstanding this provision, we 
say that the man who brings his pardon shall 
have his money, and we send it back to the 
Court of Claims with a direction that they 
shall carry into effect that provision. If the 


Court of Claims do not pronounce judgment 
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| in this respect. 


accordingly, the judges will go to jail, becanse 
that is the course of jurisprudence. There 
must be obedience by inferior courts to the 
mandates of superior courts. I would stand 
by the Supreme Court in any question between 
itself and the Court of Claims or any other 
inferior court in compelling the inferior court 
to obey its orders, because you cannot have a 
Government and an orderly society without it. 

Then the question is, how are you to save 
the money? ‘The Constitution of the United 


States has committed the money in the Treas- || shall not pay judgments in which it appears 


ury to the care of the representatives of the 
people in the two Houses. It has declared 


in substance and effect, and almost in terms, | 
that no court, no man, no principality or | 


power whatever, to use a biblical expression, 
shall take away the money from the Treasury 
until the representatives of the people in the 
two Houses have said that it shall be taken 
away. I have no fear at all that any member 
| of the Supreme Court will doubt our power 
I give to them the credit of 
sincerity; but they are human, and, like other 
human beings, they sometimes go astray; they 
| have frequently reversed their own decisions 
and overruled them. They do not put them- 
selves upon the pedestal of absolute infallibil- 
ity; but they have said, so far as they have 
gone, that as it respects the right of the claim- 
ant, it is a perfect right if he only has a par 
don, and that, as far as their jurisdiction goes, 
they and their interior court, the Court of 
| Claims, must proceed to declare that he is 
entitled to it. 


there when it comes to the question of where 
he is to get his money, that no person, whether 
he is a suitor in an ordinary court, or whether 
he is aclaimant in any other form, shall take 
any money from the ‘l'reasury under any pre- 
tense until the consent of the people repre- 
sented in the Senate and House of Kepresent- 
atives in the form of a law shall say that that 
money may be paid out. We may do wrong in 
refusing to pay out money; we may violate 
every principle of justice; but the people 
have not conferred upon the Supreme Court, 
or any other court or tribunal, the right to 
determine that question. They are to determ- 
| ineit, andif we abuse the trust that they have 
committed to us they will find better servants 
| who will execute it. 

Mr. President, that being the present state 
of this case, in the face of this statute which 
declares that the suit shall be dismissed for 
want of jurisdiction when this fact of disloy- 
alty appears, we nevertheless have the con- 
stant course of the judgments of the Supreme 
Court declaring that the party is entitled to 
that money, and it shall be paid. Therefore 
if, by existing law, there is any construction 
| of the statute which can bedrawn which shall 
commit us to the position that judgments of 
this kind in the Court of Claims are now pay- 
| able out of the Treasury by authority of law, 
as is contended by all of those who favor the 
payment of these claims at all, then we are 
‘*in for it,’’ and no talk about jurisdiction 
| will save the money. I think myself, and I 
believe that the Supreme Court of the United 
States will decide when the question arises, 
that as the law now stands the judgments of 
the Court of Claims in these cotton cases can- 
not lawfully be paid without an appropriation 
made either in general or particular to carry 
them into effect, for the reason that since we 
passed the act of 1863, which did not require 
this money to be paid into the Treasury, but 
| only to be held by the agents of the Govern- 
| ment to be paid out on these findings by the 
Court of Claims, we have passed a solemn act 
of Congress, which met the approval of the 
| President, declaring that every dollar of this 
| money should be put into the general Treas- 
| ury of the people, protected by the Constitu- 
| tion, and we passed that avt for the very pur- 
| pose, and it has been putin. ‘Therefore | say 
| that, in my opinion, it will be the judgment 





Now, the Constitution says, stepping in | 
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of every court called upon to pronounce on it 
when the question arises—whatever may have 
been the practice since, I do not know about 
that—that as a matter of law this money can- 
not be paid out now; but it is not best if we 
are in earnest in trying to save this money 
captured in this way, to leave things that are 
disputed as this is by many gentlemen to the 
ultimate judgment of anybody. 

If we wish to save this money, the only way 
we can save it is by saying that the Treasury 


that the man has been disloyal, that the mat- 
ter shall be referred to Congress for its con- 
sideration. Then, when it is referred, not 
stopping loyal claimants, as my friend from 
Ohio supposes, but only stopping those that 
have been proven to be disloyal, (and if the 
language on that point is doubtful, perfect it,) 
let us say, where the man has been disloyal that 
he shall come here to have his judgment, if he 
ean get one, paid from the Treasury. It might 
happen in a case of that kind that where there 
was technically a legal disloyalty in the sense 
of the law, there would still be a high equity 
which would appeal to us in the exercise of 
judgment to incline to pay the money in many 
cases, perhaps, where it should not strictly be 
paid. But whether so or not, by these decis 

ions upon the face of this statute, which, as 
completely as language can, defeated the juris- 


| diction of these courts, the Supreme Court 


have held that nevertheless the cases must go 
on and judgment must be pronounced ; and, 
after that, I tell you there is no safety to the 
Treasury except to provide by law, if it is not 


| now provided by law, that this money shall not 


be paid from the Treasury until we appropri 
ate it. If we say that, I feel entire faith that 
that high tribunal which we all respect will 
find itseif glad to carry out the will of Con- 
gress and declare that nobody shall touch the 
money of the people until the people say so 
through their proper representatives in that 
behalf. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President, I do not 
desire to follow gentlemen in a discussion for 
which I am very ill fitted as tothe legal aspect 


| of this case; but I desire to make a few re- 
| marks with reference to some points which 
| have been touched here. 


One would suppose, from the remarks which 


| have been indulged in by some Senators, that 


the entire Treasury of the United States was 


| to be opened to the grasping hands of men 


who had been engaged in the rebellion, if we 
passed this amendment. ‘There seems to be 


| an indefinite idea that the Treasury doors will 


be opened to all claimants if the decision of 
the highest court in the land on this point is 
allowed to take its effect without additional 
leyislation. I think there is an entire misap 
prehension as to the condition of the cases in 
the Court of Claims, the amount claimed and 
the amount likely to be taken from the Treas- 


| ury by any judgments that are possible in the 


Court of Claims under existing legislation. 

In the first place, there was collected from 
this captured and abandoned property fund 
$26,092,460 96, and in spite of this decision 
of the Supreme Court, of which we have heard 
so much, there had not been paid out of the 
Treasury on account of that fund up to the 
ith day of the present month any larger sum 
than $2.858,612 02. There still remain of it 
in the Treasury $23,233,848 94 subject to the 
decision of the suits now pending in the Court 
of Claims. 

Further, if every dollar which has been peti- 
tioned for by suitors in that court were granted, 
if the entire amount and the whole number ot 
the claims upon this fund were allowed by the 
decision of the court, there would still be 
left of this fund in the Treasury the sum of 
$10,364,672 61. 

This is the exact condition of the fund it 
self and of the claims upon it. I say if every 
dollar that has been claimed in every suit in 


| the Court of Claims were decided in favor of the 


- 


agers he 


— 


eee te 


; 
£ 
i 
if 


+ nat Oat 


claimant to the full amount and the loyalty of 
every one WHS ¢ stablished, 
fact, or as a fact in law in conse 
would still be 
fund of over ten mi 

But, Mr. 
a motion to dismiss more than two thousand 


either as an actual 
quence of a 
pardon, there left this large 


ion GoLlars. 


Presid “nt, there has already been 


of these cases in the Court of Claims, on the 


ground 


months, 


of nothing having been done for tnany 


and in many cases age 3, in reference 


to their prosecution. It i ltogether likely 
that neariy il not all those cases will be dis- 
missed from the docket. Iti is also true in the 


history of the cases which have been tried, in 


which judgment has been given, that a pro- 
portion only of that which was claimed has ever 
heen allowed. You must a 
that not more than ixty or 
at the outside, of the claims would be granted 
even of those which would be allowed at all. 
1 ihink it then perfectly safe to say that of the 
omething 


ime, therefore, 
seventy per cent., 


like twelve millions still petitioned 
for, and in which decisions have not been 
than six millions will be dis- 
allowed from various causes. But granting 


reudered, more 


that the decision of the Supreme Court remains 
to have its full effect without additional legis- 
lation, 1 am assured by what L believe to be 
authority that that de- 
cannot affect at the outside $3,000,000 
in amount, that the great mass of the claims 


thoroughly competent 


Cision 


which were in the Court of Claims were cases 
of men who have proved their loyalty and who 
have not attempted to plead the pardon of the 
the elements of their ease. 
Now, a few words, aud only a few, in refer- 


Py esident as one of 
ence to what ha been said about the inten 
tion of the Government with regard to this 
President of 
the United States issued his proclamation on 


: : : 
fund. I assume that when the 


the Sth of December, 1863, in which he granted, 
on the condition of taking a certain oath and 


keeping it the reafter, ** 


restoration of all rights 
of property, except as to slaves and where the 
htof third parties should have intervened,”’ 
hal proclamation meant omething. I as- 
sume, therefore, that when a citizen of the late 
forward and took 
the oath pres¢ ribed in letter 


insurrectionary States went 
and form under 
that proclamation, and thereafter kept that 
toration of his rights of 
property, except as to slaves and where the 
rights of third parties should have intervened, 
had a substantial meaning, and that after that 
lime at any rate, whatever might have been 


oath inviolate, the res 


|| emy suddenly 


property and to take that which in the course 
of the war bad been abandoned as in the course 
of warlike operations, which would fall ex- 
actly like captured property, as where an en- 

i abandoned a town and you seized 
the stores and things found lying loose. 

That being the plain distinction which the 
Supreme Court itself, that the Senator from 
South Carolina so much reveres, has laid 
down in the very first cause decided on this 
question, [ submit that this proclamation of 
the President was not a pardon to any person 
in the attitude of an enemy; you cannot par- 
don a public enemy; you only pardon the 
citizen who has been guilty of a breach of 
municipal law, a criminal; and therefore the 
effect of the pardon under this amnesty, when 
it speaks of the restoration of rights, was a 
promise to him that all his rights as a citizen 
under the criminal laws should be restored to 


| him; that we would not condemn him to fines, 


penalties, or if we had that we would remit 


| them; that we would not seize and confiscate 


his property as a man guilty of treason, or if 
we had we would give it back to him, that 
the forfeiture should cease; but it had no 
relevance of application at all to this attitude 
which he occupied with the whole body of his 
as public enemies when we cap- 
tured property, exercising belligerent rights, 


associates 


| as we did this — 


Mr. SAWYER. As the Senator from Ver- 
mont and [ were born in a section of country 
where it is the custom to answer one question 
by asking another, I ask him whether the posi- 


| tion is changed where the property was taken 


done prior to that, it was no more a legitimate | 


act to take his property than it would be to 
take ni prope rty to di Ly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask my friend 
question ? 

Mr. SAWYER. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask him whether he 
agrees with the Supreme Court in recognizing 
the fact that acitizen of the United States who 
engaged in the rebellion occupied a double 
attitude toward the Government, first, as a 
criminal and next as a public enemy ? 

Mr. SAWYER. Ido not see the relevancy 
of the question; but if the Senator will explain 
it, perhaps I may. 

Mr. ELEUVMUNDS. I did not know but that 
my friend could agree to the decision of the 
Supreme Court whether he saw the relevancy 
of itor not. Then I will explain to my friend 
so that he need not commit himself on that 
question of law until he sees what is going to 
be the effect of it. Supposing the decision of 
the Supreme Court to be right, as it plainly 
was, that a citizen of the United States who 
went into the rebellion occupied a double atti 
tude toward the Government, one that of a 
criminal, the other that of public enemy, 
then we had two sets of statutes touching that 
same man, each applying to his separate atti- 
tudes. Asa criminal, as a citizen, we had the 
confiscation laws and the punishme nt of trea- 
son, the deprivation of property, fines, penal- 
ties, everything. As a public enemy, we had 


the exercise o! the war power to capture his || back to rebels. 


after the amnesty oath had been subscribed 
and pardon had been granted? 

Mr EDMUNDS. Not in the least. It 
would rather strengthen the position, I say. 

Mr. SAWYER. I leave the legal correct- 
ness of the Senator’s remarks to be tested by 
the common sense of mankind. In the case 
ot Savannah, for instance, | have had it made 
known to me that there was a promise given 
by the commanding officer of the Federal 
troops who took possession of that city that 
all private property should be respected. As 
a matter of fact, the citizens from whom cot- 
ton was taken in the city of Savannah to the 
amount of five or six million dollars had 
themselves taken the amnesty oath prior to 
this cotton being seized. The same thing was 
true in the city of Charleston ; the same thing 
was true in other sections of country. 


I said that I did not rise to discuss this || 


que stion in its legal aspect ; but I assert that 
every one of those men who took that amnesty 
oath understood that thereafter he stood in 
regard to his rights of property in the same 
position as any other citizen ; that the pardon | 
implied a restoration of his rights of property 
and a forgiveness of all offenses against the 
United States; that the pardon was under- 
stood to be a forgiveness of all his offenses 
against the United States. 
parties to go into the Court of Claims; they 
went into that court; and in that court, either 
originally or upon appeal to the Supreme 
Court, the »y obtained judgments in their favor. 
The highest court known to the law authorized 
those judgments. Now, the Congress of the 
United States, or a portion of the Congress 
of the United States, finding that those judg- 
ments did not meet the purpose which some 
of us have to deprive those men of their prop 
erty and prevent its going back in due accord- 
ance with the law as expounded by the highest 
tribunal known to the Government, try to legis- 
late around that decision and to defeat the pur- 
pose of the court in rendering it. 

1 do not know but that this is good policy. I 
do not know that it is not good policy to break 
the national faith to these men; but that it is 
a breach of national faith, I think no man can 
hesitate to say who will look at it with un- 
prejudiced eyes. It is a very easy matter to 


| get up here and talk about giving property 


If Senators will look a little 
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We allowed these | 


April 25, 


more at the promises which have been made on 
this matter by the legislation of the country 
/ and remember that we admitted certain peop 
into the Court of Claims—admitted them th, 
to the court on certain statutes; that having 
been admitted they went through the regu|g; 
processes in that court, and their cases be ing 
appealed to the Supreme Court were decided 
in their favor—it seems to me they must a 
| that that was a pledge on the part of the Goy. 
| ernment to abide by the decision of the court: 
and that after they have gone through all that 
process according to law in every step, as that 
| law is explained by the highest tribunal, to ask 
| them to run the ordeal of an appeal to Con- 
gress for an appropriation to pay the judgment 
| obtained in the courts, is an outrage upon the 
rights which these people have. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to ask my friend 
if he understood the act of 1863, providing for 
| captured and abandoned property, to apply to 

people who have been engaged in the rebellion 
as a fact ? 

Mr. SAWYER. I am not a lawyer, and 
shall not attempt to follow in the footsteps of 
lawyers on this floor in criticising the judg- 
ment of the highest court in the land and say- 
ing that it is all wrong. I assume as prima 

| facie the fact that the judgment of the Supreme 
Court on a question of law which comes before 
| them in the ordinary routine of their business 





| is right until it is reversed by some competent 


/ authority. 

That was not the question 
I asked my friend. I did not ask him to criti- 
cise anybody. I only asked him to say whether 

| he understood the meaning of the act of 1863 
to be to provide a place in the Court of Claims 
for people who had in fact been disloyal? 

| Mr. SAWYER, I have not the text of th 
act before me. 

| Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend knows what 

| it is perfectly well. I will furnish him the 

| text if that is the trouble. 

Mr. SAWYER. I assume that the inter- 
pretation put upon the act of 1863, and all 
| other acts pertaining to these causes, made 

| by the Supreme Court, was the correct inter- 
|| pretation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That was not the ques- 
‘tion Lasked my friend exactly; but I with- 

draw it. 

|. Mr. SAWYER. That is my statement of 
the case, and I think it is the statement of 


|| the case that the Senator would make himself 


| if he were not trying to catch me in a legal 
| trap. 

But, Mr. President, I did not rise to make 

a speech on this question. I only rose to say 

a word or two about this matter of the alleged 

|| onslaught upon the Treasury. I think the 

| fear that all this fund may be dissipated and 


wasted upon rebels is entirely a foolish and 
| 


'| vain fear, because the figures which I have 
|| given come from the records in the cases; 


they are accurate, and in any possible event 

'|-there must be $10,000,000 of this fund left. 
Now, it is impossible for any other suitor to 

| get into the Court of Claims under the cap 
tured and abandoned property act, and has 
been for nearly four years. It is not a ques 
tion of opening cases anew ; it is simply a 
question of whether Congress will let the pro- 
cesses of law in the courts go on in regular 
order, or whether they will step in while those 

causes are pending in the courts and interfere 
| with the judgments of the courts in relation 
| to them. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, so far as 
| the onslaught upon the Treasury is concerne | 
| that is involved under this particular stat 
ute, it is comparatively an unimportant thing. 
When we consider what is involved in the 
_ principle upon which this proceeding is based, 
we can truly say that this ten or twenty mil- 


lion is amere bagatelle, a mere trifle. 

It has been received as a well-settled prin- 
| ciple that no citizen of the United States has 
| aright under the C 


| 
j 


Constitution, or under the 
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common law, or under any general statute to 
pring a suit against the Government for a tort. 
[be sovereign cannot be sued by the citizen 
in that way. The citizen can have no cause 
action against the Government except as it 
yviven by statute, to that extent and no more. 
he has a remedy for a wrong it is purely 
statutory, and that remedy extends no further 
than the provision of the statute. The limit- 
ation may be a very narrow one, it may be 
very unre: asonable i in its characte r, but still as 
the remedy is purely statutory, it cannot go 
one inch beyond the provision of the statute. 
The statute may give a remedy to a man of 
a particular stature or of a particular com- 
plexion. We may say that the condition or 
the limitation is very absurd, very unreasona- 
ble, and so it would be, yet it must be regarded, 
because the sole foundation of the remedy is 
the statute, and therefore in searching the ex- 
tent and character of that remedy you must 
look simply to the language of the statute. 
Congress decided to give a remedy for cap- 
tured or abandoned property in a certain case 
where the party whose property was taken was 
loyal. That is the extent of the remedy that 


Ol 
is 


It 
as 


Congress chose to give, where he was loy. . in | 


fact. Now, it may have been very absurd for 
Congress to make this limitation or to attach 
this condition to the remedy. Nevertheless, 


the remedy cannot go one inch beyond that | 


given by the statute, and the statute gives the 
remedy in a case where the man whose prop- 
erty was taken was loyal in fact. Now, the 
Supreme Court come in and say that a pardon 
granted six years afterward to an acknowledged 
rebel, has the effect in contemplation of law 
to make him loyal from the beginning, and to 
give him a remedy in the Court of Claims, 
not only outside of the provision of the stat- 
ute, butin express defiance of it. 

Now, I submit to this Senate that the Su- 
preme Court has given cause of action against 
this Government entirely outside of the statute 
and in defiance of the statute. In other words, 
the Supreme Court has legislated to give to 
men who were disloyal in fact a right to sue 
this Government in express defiance of a pro- 
vision of the law which says 
loyal men shall have that right. 

Now, Mr. President, suppose, for the sake 
of argument, that this right to sue the Govern- 
ment for a tort in the seizure of property 
existed at common law, and that this statute 
had been passed in derogation of the common- 
law right, confining it to a case where the man 
was actually loyal and taking away that com- 
mon-law right which belonged to everybody 
to bring an action of tort against the Govern- 
ment in said case. It might be possible for 
the Supreme Court to come in and say that 


the provision limiting this common-law right || 


was in derogation of the constitutional power 
of the President in regard to granting a par- 
don which should be retroactive in its effect. 
There is the preéxisting common-law right 
belonging to everybody, and the act of 1863 is 
a mere limitation upon it. But when you 
consider the other fact that the right to sue is 
purely statutory, and belongs only to those to 
Ni itis given by an act of Congress, and 
it is given by Congress only to those who are 
actually loyal, then when the Supreme Court 
extends that to men who were disloyal by 
virtue of the constitutional effect of a pardon 
granted by the President, I say it is in effect 


making a class of men competent to sue who | 


were not competent before, and it is, in effect, 
legislation. 

As I said before, this question is chiefly im- 
portant in view of its general effect outside of 
this small fund of ten or twenty millions. It 
is a large fund in one sense, but small in con- 
templation of the consequences. What is this 
principle? That the effect of a pardon is to 
make every man who was engaged in the rebel- 
lion loyal from the beginning and, so far as his 
rights are concerned under the law, either the 


1 
| 
| 


| law of nations, statutory law, or the 


that nobody but | 


ernment, 


common 
law, his rights were not affected by his going 
ai the rebellion. The effect of the decision 

, that so far as the que stion of rights is con- 
ee there has been no rebe llion, and eve ry 
man whose property was taken by the Gov- 
by the armies, or by an act of official 
authority, is to be regarded as a loyal man and 
the Government is to be regarded as the tres- 
passer. Can it be denied that this is the effect 


|| of this principle ? 





| southern 


equally applicable in the one case 


Now, suppose an army had marched through 
loyal Massachusetts, had seized property for 
supplies, occupied ground and houses and 
cities for camps, and destroyed and burned as 
might suit their caprice or their convenience ; 
does anybody doubt that Congress in the course 
of time, sooner or later, would reimburse all 
the men who were thus wronged? The prin- 
ciple of justice is eternal, and sooner or later 
it rises, though it may be crushed to earth for 
atime. When the men engaged in the rebel- | 
lion by the effect of a pardon are put upon the 
same ground as loyal men, are to be regarded 
as innocent and loyal from the beginning, may 
we not expect that in course of time they, too, 
will be reimbursed, and that they will be treated 


| precisely as the people of Massachusetts would 


have been if an army had marched through 
that State ? | 
It is in view of these consequences that I 
have been so profoundly affected by this decis- 
ion of the Supreme Court. Let me illustrate 
it. We have appointed a commission, which 
is now in session in this city, to adjudicate | 
upon the claims of southern loyalists fur sup- 
plies taken for our Army, quartermaster and 
commissary stores. We have authorized this | 


~ 


| commission to find how much property of that 


kind was taken from loyal men in the South 
with a view of paying them for it. We have 
made no appropriation yet, but we shall make 
it. Now, according to the effect of this decis- 


| ion, the condition prescribed in the creation 
| of that commission, that they 
| in cases where the loyalty of the claimant is | 


shall find only 


proved, must be stricken out. If the effect 


| of a pardon is to strike out that condition in 


regard to captured and abandoned property 
in the statute of 1863 re qui iring the petitioner 
to be loyal, I ask if it wiil not equally strike 
out the provision in the law creating the 
claims commission, now sitting in 
this city, and requiring them only to present a 
finding in the case of loyal claimants? It is 
as in the 


other ; and wherever a wrong has been done 


| to a loyal man for which he is in point of law 


or in point of sound morals and justice entitled 
to a remedy, either in the courts before 
Congress, the effect of a pardon, according 
to this decision, is to give a disloyal man 
the same rights precisely. It is laying the 
foundation (and that is the aspect in which | 
I chiefly deplore the decision) tor future pay- 


| ment for all the property taken by our armies 


or destroyed by our armies in the course of 
the war in the South. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 


Will the Sen- 


| ator from Indiana permit me to interrupt him 


| dent Lincoln, or any other 


| and our armies took it with all the 


for a moment? 
Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I gall bis atten- 


tion to another proof, also, right in that eon- 


nection. This property was contraband of 
war. The army were bound to seize it. The 
army were upon it. It was not worth one 


farthing to the disloyal owner; he had no 
right to it; and if the proclamation of Presi- 
proclamation, re- 
stored him to his rights, it did not create rights 
of property. It was not worth a farthing to him, 
expe hse 
to the nation that it was necessary to incur 
to send an army there, to send that property 
into market and put the proceeds into the | 
Treasury; and now the disloyal owner, who | 


had not a farthing of interest in it, comes here || 
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‘tured and abandoned property, the 


bo 
~! 
~I 
pad 


and claims it as his right to have that large price 
for his cotton and to tax the nation to pay it. 


Mr. CONKLING. 


ment 


To make the Govern- 
his bailee for the custody of his 
property and turn it over to him. . 

Mr. MOR L\ N. Yes, Sir, he make S the Gov 
ernment the rather the insurer of 
his prope rly, and, as said by the Sen: tlor frou n 
New Jersey, where his property was under the 
circumstances worth nothing. The Govern- 
ment acts as the guardian of the property, 
seizes it, sells it, and holds the proceeds ia 
reserve aaa such time as the disloyal claim- 
ant shall forward and ask to be reim 
bursed. That makes the Government the in 
surer against its own acts, makes the Govern 
ment to pay for the losses incurred by its own 
act of war inflicted upom the public enemy. 

Mr. President, | would be perfectly willing 
now, as a Senator of the United States, to 
sign a quit-claim for ail the money in the 
Treasury as the proceeds of capture ‘d and 
abandoned property, and let it be taken outat 
once if we could have a guarantee that the 
operation of this principle is to stop there. 
But when you consider that this principle is 
just as a; pplicable to the m: un’ 8 property that 
was taken for quartermaster’s supp lies as it is 
to the cotton that was taken and sold, just as 
applicable to the house that was destroyed in 
the course of a march, the fences destroyed, 
the forest de astroye 1d, as it is to the 


al, 
Suaie 


bailee, or 


come 


Case Ol Cap- 
question 
important. ‘The tact 
Government sold the property 
any difference. The point is the 
fact that the Government seized the property 
and took it from the owner. It makes no 
difference what the Government did with it, 


becomes immeasurably 
that the 
not 


doe Ss 
make 


whether it sold the property and put the pro- 
ceeds in the Treast y or whether it burned 
the property or otherwise destroyed it. That 


is not the point. ‘The man in contemplation 
of law was a loyal mau at the time, and the 
Government took his property, and whatever 
may have been done with it, whether sold or 
destroyed or consumed by the Ariny, the Goy 
ernment is liable for it. 

Now, sir, so far as the amendment offered 
by the from Vermont is concerned, 
aside from that part referring to the appropri 
ation, it amounts in cont enrplation ot law to 
nothing. I shall vote for it, as I said the day 
before yesterday, because | regard it as in the 
nature of a protest, but it is simply a reénact 
ment of that which is now contained substan- 
tially, absolutely in the statute 1863. If 
the Supreme Court can set aside that statute 
upon the ground of the pardon, it can equally 
setaside this. That statute said the man should 
have no right to recover unless he proved his 
loyalty. ‘lhis statute says the Court of Claims 
shall have no jurisdiction unless the man proves 
his loyalty. Is it not the same thing in sub 
stance? The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Suer- 
MAN] says ‘‘ quite a difference.’’ It is in my 


Senator 


opinion adistinction without a difference. But 
What is the distinction? Let us come right 


down to substance, and not look to words and 
shadows. ‘The act of 1863 says that he shall 
not recover unless he proves his loyalty. It 


is, in substance, saying that the Court of 
Claims shall have no juwisdiction of any case 
where the claimant was not loyal. Does it 
not amount to that? It goes to the jurisdic 


tion as well ag to the substance of the cause 
of action. Itisa mere difference in name, I 
submit to my friend from Ohio, and no differ 
ence whatever in substance. To say that a 
man shali not recover in the Court of Claim 
proves that he was loyal is the same 
in substance as saying that the Court of Claims 
shall have no jurisdiction unless he proves that 
he was loyal. I ask where isthe difference in 
substance? None, whatever. 
Therefore this amendment is in 
mere reénactment of the act of 1863. 


unless he 


effect a 
| vole 


for it as a declaration on the part of Con- 


ee 


+ ceca sear yom 


ea 


| 
gre I vote for it as in the nature of a 
character and effect of 
that decision, I speak no word of disrespect 
[ respect it as highly 
as anybody. I honor it; but honor my own 
nvictions, and if that court or any tribunal 
or any man shall run across the clear convic- 
{ must honor my own 


protest against the 


to the Supreme Court. 


tions of my own mind, 


convictions 


Mr. EDMUNDS. And it is your duty here 
to do it. 

Mr. MORTON. The Senater says it is my 
duty here. Yes, sir, it is my duty here. 1 
Bpeak earnestly upon this question in view of 


unfold 
resting upon the principle involved 
in thatdecision. Leta pardon have its natural 
tt in its oper ration ; : 
nuke a man white in loyalty from that 
rward: but to make it 
of law, to make him loyal from 
the beginning, to give him a cause of action 
because in contem- 


the vast future consequences that will 


Lt >p rospe 


time 1 


come 


retroactive in 
emplati mn 


arvainst the Government 
piation of law he was 
point ¢ f fact he was a rebel laboring for the 
destraction of the Government, for one I am 
willing to admit that a pardon shall have 
any such effect. 
Now, Mr. President, in my opinion there is 


a loyal man, whereas in 


! afety, so far as this particular fund is con- 
cerned, except to strike out of this amendment 
this provision and provide that there shall be 


no payment for any claim or judgment of the 
Court of Claims for captured and abandoned 
prrty except by an act of Congress; and | 


' 


they have to come to Congress for ap- 


| riations in every case for a judgment of 
that kind, then we shall have an opportunity 
In every case of passing upon the quesuion of 


the loyalty of the claimant. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, this debate has 
proceeded throughout upon the ground that 
ho were engaged in the rebellion were 
criminals, and that their 
( urt of © 


aims was a punishment for their 
crime. That the idea that has 
prevailed among all those who have advocated 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont. 
myself that all those who 
aged in rebellion against the Govern- 
ment were criminals; but [ have very great 
elongs to Congress to im- 
shment without trial and without 
conviction by due process of law. For Con- 
gress to declare that any class of the citizens 
of this country, by reason of any act done by 


seems to be 


I have no doubt 
were eng 


lye 
adoubt 


whether it be 


pose a punt 


them, are deprived of the right or privilege | 
to go into any of the courts, which is accorded 
to all the other citizens of the United States, 
is a punishment inflicted by act of Congress; 


and | do not believe it is competent for Con- 
gress to inflict that punishment. It is an ex 
post facto jaw; it is in the nature of a bill of 
atiainder, which is prohibited by the Consti- 
tution Moreover, these parties are required 
to testify against themselves, which is likewise 
prob bited 

There were pains and penalties pronounced 
by the law that existed prior to the rebellion 
ayainst all who should raise their arms against 
the Government. ‘There was a mode pointed 
out by which they could be reached and pun- 
shed. Congress and the Government did not 

e proper to follow up those modes of punish- 
ment, but they saw to inflict certain 


proper 


other punishments which had no existence 
prior to that time, and by the act of Congress 
itself, without the interposition of the courts. 


1 deny the power of Congress to do that. 

fhe Senator from Indiana has spoken of 
what he considers a usurpation on the part of 
the Supreme Court in legislating, as he says, 
in assuming to give jurisdiction where it was 
denied by Congress usurped 
the powers of the courts in undertaking to 
of the Con- 
United States itself. 


Congress Sir, 


jnfliot punishment im violation 
stitution of the 


It will not do to say that Congress had the !! 


arms against the Government and saw proper 


| right to take the lives of those who were in | 


rather to inflict a milder punishment upon | 


them. These men could only be punished by 
the existing law, after trial and conviction, 
after being confronted with the witnesses 
against them, and by the verdict of a jury. 
Any other mode of punishment is prohibited 
by the Constitution of the United States. That 
mode was not followed. ‘The authorities did 
not see proper to pursue those who had been 
in rebellion against the Government and take 
the only steps by which they could be con- 
victed and punished. They saw proper to take 
certain other courses, to violate the Con- 
stitution itself, and sought to inflict indiscrim- 
inate punishment by legislative enactment in 
violation of the provisions of the Constitution. 

here has not been one word said in this 
debate by those who favor the amendment, 
which was not directed to show the justice of 


| 


|| tions. 


this punishment against these men because | 


they were red-handed with the rebellion. That 
is the whole argument. No man who has 
spoken will deny that to exclude a citizen 
from any right or franchise enjoyed by other 
citizens is a punishment; and if it is a pun- 


ishment, the slightest punishment, it is beyond | 
the power of Congress to inflict it. 


They vio- 
late the Constitution when they seek to inflict 
it. They are forsworm because they 
sworn to support the Constitution which they 
violate. It is incompetent for this body and 


| the other House to unite in any process by 


| nesses against him, 
| of a jury of his peers upon the crime with 


exclusion from the || 


| stitution. 


which a punishment shall be inflicted upon 
any citizen of this country without due pro- 
cess of law, without a trial, the right to have 
his witnesses, to be confronted with the wit- 
and to have the verdict 


which he has been charged. 

But it was considered as a more summary 
way, a shorter cut, to punish this great rebel- 
lion and those who had been engaged in it, 
by passing a law to take their property, by 
passing a law to take from them the right of 
suffrage, and these things were done with 
political objects; not with a desire to vindi- 
cate the majesty of the Government, but for 
political purposes ; and that shows the reason 
for the prohibition which stands in our Con- 
It was to curb the vindictiveness 
of parties; it was to prevent those who were 
filled with passion from inflicting punishment 
without evidence and against evidence by legis- 
lative enactment. The Supreme Court in curb- 
ing the career of Congress in this direction, in 
saying to them that they should not dictate 
the judgments of the courts, have done exactly 
whut they ought to have done, what they had 
a right to do, and what they will continue to 
do as long as they are an honest and upright 
court, and no evasion such as has been sought 
by Senators here to reach this object will be 
allowed to accomplish it. 

It is admitted upon all hands that this was 
private property, that it was seized and sold 
and the proceeds placed in the Treasury of 
the United States, and a law enacted to enable 
those who could prove their rights to take it. 
The Government did not take it for the pur- 
pose of retaining it. They did not take it for 
purposes of plunder, to plunder their adver- 
saries; and | am astounded to hear Senators 


take the floor and declare that it is essential | 


in order to guard the public Treasury that we 
should retain that which was taken and held 
by the Government in violation of ail ideas of 
civilized warfare. The war was not made 
upon the private property of individuals, and 
although much private property of the citizens 
was necessarily destroyed, and all that was 
contraband of war was taken during the war, 
yet when private property fell into the hands 
of the Government it does not comport with 
any idea of civilized warfare that it should be 
retuined by the Government. 

I was somewhat amused by the idea that 


have | 
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was thrown out, of the great favor done; 
these citizens by taking their property, whe, 
it was said to be so worthless, and Conveying 
it to a place of safely and holding it there 
subject to the order of the individual! 

Mr. BAYARD. Rescuing it! 

Mr. BLAIR. If they rescued it, I can assure 
Senators that those who engaged in the reso 
got their salvage. [Laughter.] We all baow 
something about the history of those transac. 
We know something of the agents who 
were appointed to go through the South and 


) 


| gather up this property and convey it to New 


York. We know that every agent through 
whose hands it passed took tithe. We kuoy 
also, that the great agent in New York en 
riched himself; that this property was sold 
for a trifle of its value; that it was sold by 
sample; that it was sold to favorites; and 
that the agent in the city of New York, who 
Was & bankrupt when he was appointed, died 
a millionaire. ‘This property was not sold for 


| one tithe of its value. 











The remnant of it, in my opinion, ought to 
be paid by the Government to the private 
owners of that property, and I believe it wi 
be. As has been said on the floor to day, ail 
the claims that are filed against this fund do 
not amount to more than one half of it; in al| 
probability the residue of it was in fact what 
is known as confederate cotton. But those 
who have made their claims and have made 
their proof are entitled to the amounts due 
them. The idea of the property of rebels being 
confiscated or any other punishment inflicts 
upon those who were in the rebellion by an 
act of Congress is a violation of the Coustiu 
tion itself. If their property was confiscated 


| it could only be confiscaied by the judgment 


of a court on proof that they were rebels. lf 
their lives were to be taken they could only 
be taken by the judgment of a court according 
to due process of law. If any other punishment 
is to be inflicted upon them, it can only be done 
in that way. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Har- 


| LAN in the chair.) The question is on the 





|| amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio 


{[ Mr. SHERMAN] to the amendment of the Sen 
ator from Vermont, [Mr. Morritt. } 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the yeas and 
nays upon that. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CONKLING. May I inquire what be- 
came of the amendment moved by the Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. FReLINGHUYSEN} to 
perfect the amendment before anything was 
stricken out? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As the Chair 
understands, the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Jersey was a proposition to 
amend a different part of the amendment. 

Mr. CONKLING. I understand it was a 
proposition to perfect the amendment before 
any part of it was stricken out, and if it be an 
amendment looking to the perfection of the 
text, as I understand, then I submit to the 
Chair whether the first question would not be 
on that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen 
ator from New Jersey can state his amendment 
again. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That amendment is not 
in order now, because it is an amendment t 
an amendment that has already been adopted 
but it would be in order at another stage. 

Mr. CONKLING. If it is a motion to per 
fect the text, I submit it has precedence over 
a motion to strike out part of that text. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senat 
from New York is correct if it is to perfec 
that part of the text proposed to be stricken 
out, but not if it is proposed to the remaining 
portion of the amendment. If the amendment 


of the Senator from New Jersey is to perfec! 
the part proposed to be stricken out by the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio, 1 will 
have pirority of that amendment. 
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Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. It isto add to 
that part of the amendment which has been 
incorporated upon the motion of the Senator 
om Mississippi. 
fhe VICK PRESIDENT. Then it will 
have to be reserved, and the question will first 
he taken on the amendment of the Senator 
from Ohio, which is to strike out the last clause 
of the original amendment, ‘'nor without 
special appropriation theretor thereafter to be 
made by Congress,’’ upon which the yeas 
oad nays have been ordered 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam paired on all questions 
in regard to this amendment with the Senator 
from Wisconsin, Mr. CARPENTER. 

Mr. CONKLING. lam against the motion 
to strike out. I presume the Senator from 
Ohio, Mr. THURMAN, would be in favor of it, 
and I think it may be covered by the pair I 
have with him. ‘herefore I do not vote. 

Mr. BOREMAN. My colleague, Mr. Davis, 
aud myself are paired, as | stated awhile ago, 
ou everything in relation to this amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On all these questions J 

m paired with the Senator from South Caro- 

ua. Mr. Sawyer. The Senate is undoubtedly 
aware which way each of us would vote. 

Mr. OSBORN. On all questions relating 
to this matter ] am paired with the Senator 
from New Jersey, Mr. SrockTon. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I am paired with the 
Senator from Delaware, Mr. 
all this class of questions. 

rhe result was anuounced—yeas 27, nays 
17; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Casserly, Cole. 
Cooper, Ferry of Connecticut, Goldthwaite, Hamil- 
ton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, Hill, 
Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Pratt, Ransom, Rice, Schurz, 
Scott. Sherman, Stevenson, Stewart, Tipton, Trum- 
bull, Vickers, West, and Wilson—2. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Buckingham, 
Caldwell, Chandler, Corbett, Fre linghuysen, Gilbert, 
Hamlin, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, 


Morton, Pomeroy, Ramsey,Sumner, Windom, and 
W right—17. 

ABSENT — Messrs. 
Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Conkling, Cragin, 
Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Ed- 
munds, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Hitch- 
cock, Howe, Johnston, Keliogg, Norwood, Nye, Os- 
born, Patterson, Pool, Robertson, Saulsbury, Saw- 
yer, Spencer, Sprague, Stockton, and Thurman—30. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I now move to 
amend the amendment by inserting at the end 
of the section the words ‘‘in which it has 
been found as a fact that the claimant has not 
given aid or comfort to the rebellion;’’ so that 
famended the proviso will read: 

Provided, That the provisions of thissection shall 
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have not construed the law as some gentlemen 
sup pose the y Ought to have consirt ued il —gen 

tlemen who make speeches here for the pur- 

pose of correcting the judg yrment of the Su 
preme Court of the United States, which per 

haps had better have been made before the 
court when the case was pending in that tri- 
bunal; but thatis a question for themselves— 
comes in and attempts to legislate in the nature 
of an ex post facto law upon a judgment ren 
dered by the Supreme Court or by the Court of 
Claims. 

Sir, in what condition does the amendment 
now proposed to the amendment place one of 
these parties? Remember, when these cases 
came before the Court of Claims, after the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court ofthe United States 
upon the question of loyalty, the Court of Claims 
governed as they were by the decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, refused to 
hear proof upon that subject; and it is pre- 
sumable, I will here remark, that in each and 
every one of these cases the proof of 
could have been made by the party applying, 
for each and every case filed before that court 
was filed with a ei of the law of Con 


loyalty 


gress, with the popular idea with regard to the 


construction of that law of 


Congress, with a 
knowledge of the 


fact that the claimant would 
have to make pro if with regard to his loyalty. 
But after the decision of the Supreme Court 


| on that subject the Court of Claims failed to 


SAULSBURY, On ||} 


Blair, Boreman, Brownlow, | 


claimant was not required to come 


notapply to or embrace judgments heretofore ren- || 


dered by the Court of Ciaims in which it has been 
found as a fact tbat the claimant has not given aid 
or comfort to the rebellion. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest the insertion 
of the words ‘* proven’’—‘‘ proven fact,’’ or 
‘fact prove a7" 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Very well. 

Mr. ALCORN. If this amendment to the 
amendment which I had the honor to offer 
should be adopted, it destroys the purpose 
which I had in proposing the amendment. | 
offered that amendment for the purpose of 
relieving the Senate from the necessity of un- 
dertaking to legislate upon a judgment already 
obtained by a litigant underalaw of Congress. 
Congress passed a law referring cases of a cer- 
tain character to the Court ot Claims. Sen- 
ators have their views with regard to what the 
intention of Congress was; but the Supreme 
Court of the United States, that power having 
jurisdiction of the case, an independent de- 
partment of this Government, and to whom 
the framers of the Constitution saw proper to 
refer questions of this sort, the law depart- 
ment of this nation, have construed the act of 
Congress in connectic: with the proclamations 
of the President of the United-Siates, and so 
construing it, effect has been given to that con- 
struction by a judgment in the Court of Claims. 


Congress observivg that the Supreme Court || try, he yielded himself to the decision of the | 


| it is entirely competent for 


hear or refused to hear proof on that subject, 
because they said, ‘‘ Why enter upon proof with 
regard to your loyalty, when the higher court 
have said itis not necessary ?’’ ‘Then the claim- 
ant failed to make proof of loyalty. Why? 
Because the highest tribunal in this land, the 
court of last resort, the court which has the 
power under the Constitution to render a de- 
cision upon the acts of Congress, and whose 
decisions upon those acts are final, decided that 
it was not necessary that he should make that 
proof, and the ji udgment was so re ndered. 

Now you say by the amendment to the 
amendment, that unless the proof shows that 
the party was loyal, aithough the claimant was 
not heard upon that question, although the 
forward 
and make proof of that fact, although the 
Court of Claims itself said to him, ** You need 
not make proof upon the question of your 
loyalty,’’ the judgment shall not be carried out 
The effect of the proviso that I have offered 
is to leave those judgments that have been 
rendered under the law as interpreted and 
construed by the Supreme Court of the United 
States to stand. 

When Congress find that the courts have 
rendered a construction not in conformity with 
their view of the justice or « quity of the case, 
AG ongress to come 
forward and change the law; but itis not com- 
petent for Congress to go forward and under- 
take to break the judgment or to change the 
judgment, or the manner of giving it under a 
law that they have passed. ‘That law has been 
passed by Congress. The case has been adju- 
dicated. Whether properly or improperly, 
nevertheless, in the court of last resort, it bas 
been adjudicated. I propose that that adjudi- 
cation shall stand; that Congress shall not 
undertake to legislate in the nature of an ex 
post facto law in order to defeat a claimant 
who went forward under the law of Congress 
and conformed himself to the ruling of the 
court and obtained a judgment of the Court 
of Claims. I propose to leave it just there. 

Now, if it is the pleasure of Congress to 
legislate with regard to those who are to come 
hereafter, whose cases are to come forward for 
adjudication subsequent to this time, the claim- 
ant, being apprised of the will of the nation 
expressed in the law of Congress, 
make the proof now required. He 
of the fact. But 


can simply 
is advised 
would be a traud 
upon the claimant in one of these cases if, 
after having gone into the courts of the 


in truth it 


> coun 


judgment, 
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courts upon the questions of evidence, and 
prosecuted his claimtoa judgment, youshou d 
now demand of him that he should do—what? 
hat he should do just what it is impossible 
for him to do. 

Suppose he goes back to the court. 
right has he 
his case 


What 
to go back to the court to have 
reopened? In what 
drawn? 
forth the fact, 


form will his 
His petit on must set 
‘Since the rendition of my 
since the law of Congress under 
which | obtained my judgment, the Congress 
of the United States has passed a law declar 
ing that I shall not have the benefit of the 
judgment that | obtained under the law ;”’ 
and then he must ask the court to reopen the 
case in order that he may make other and dif 
ferent proof now required, absolutely requir 

ing proof to be made which he was 
at the time his case was 


peuulion be 


informed 
pending was nol 
necessary to be made. 

Will Congress do this thing? 
ate demand of a claimant that 
thwarted in his purpose‘ 
construed 


Will the Sen 
he shall thus be 
¢ The courts have 
the law of Congress. The litigant 
has conformed himself to that construction, 
and he has made just such proof 
said was necessary to 


as the court 
and the 
to hear proot on an immaterial 
issue because the court said, 
sary; the 


stablish a case, 
court refused 
** itis not neces 
Supreme Court has said that you 
need not establish loyalty.’’ The party was 
there ready to ctablish his loyalty—I suppose 
a case—but the court say, ‘* We will not hear 
you in your volumiuous proof going to show 
our loy: alty; that point is taken, under the 
ers of the Supreme Court, to be imma 
terial; prove now the fact that the propert 
taken was yours and prove the fact that th 
property has been sold and the money 18 now 
in the Treasury; those are the points that it 
is necessar y tor you to est iblish.’’ The elaim 
ant bas established those points. He has 
obtained sedate 
regognized by the highest tribunal of the land. 
Although you may think it erroneous, aithough 
in your Opinion it may have been contrary to 
the will of Congress, 


Phat judgment has been 


nevertheless it is the 
judgment rendered upon the law of the ca 
at the time the case was being litigated, and 
the claimant is entitled to the benefit of that 
judgment. Leave him just where he is, and 
legislate for those who are to obtain their 
judgments hereafter Chat we have a right 
to do, and no one can complain of that; but 
the litigant has the right to complain if this 
Congress, in order to defeat him in the collee 
tion of his judgme nt. passes a law here in the 
nature of an ex post facto law, declaring nt 
when he has contormed to all that was re quire 
of him, and the court has adjudicated his case 
and judyment has been rendered, he shall not 
have the benefit of that judgment. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest to the Senator 
from New Jersey to insert the word ‘ 


proven’ 
before the word ‘‘ fact, 


in that amendment. 
[ understood him to accept that suggestion 
before. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I accept that 
modification, and will insert the word ‘ pro 
ven’’ before the word ‘* fact.’’ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment 
to the amendment will be modified by the 
insertion of the word suggested 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, the judg 
ments of the Supreme Court of the United 
States have been discussed here, and, it | may 
use the phrase, rather roughly discussed by the 
honorabie Senator from Indiana and others 
who seem to give them little weight. Ags I 
understand, tle proposition is 


whenever a judgment of the 


made that 
Supreme Court 


»upon an act of Congress which 
way in dé feating the will or the 
vs of the majority, they feel that 
their duty, and, to use the 


has been ma 
results ip any 
peculiar vie 

is their right, 
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language of the Senator from New York, their 
} ver, to relegisiate in such a way as to neu- 
tralize or nullify the finality which it was 
| ed those dec ms we i contain 

lhe Senator from New York still insists 
that the establishment of a tribunal for the 
entertainment and adjudication of claims by 
citizens against their Government is in dero- 
gation of common right, I listened very 
patiently for the reason to come or for the 
authority to come, but I failed to hear any 
thing else than the personal assertion of 
the Senator made very positively. So far 
from being in derogation of common right, ] 
read terda | authority of the Court of 
Claims, as the result of judicial ascertainment 
mn this country, that in 10st civilized nations 

eh claim vere treated as of absolute right, 
and that in mal y these concessions to abso 
lute a tL the Government of our country 1s 
behind almost every other civilized nation in 


the machinery 


t has provided for the ascer- 

tainment of those rights, 
But in the remarks of the Senator from 
Vermont [ Mr. Kk pMUND | I thought I discov 


work of the reason of the 
somany eminent Senators of the 
dominant party in this Chamber to the decis- 
ion of the Supreme Court in the totally dif 


iews between them as to the objects of 


ered the ground 
, ‘ t bys 
Oppo wmion OY 


ferent’ 


this war and the theory of the Supreme Court 
of the United States on the same subject. If 
i understood the Senatorfrom Vermontaright, 
he stated that this fund of ten or twenty mil 
lion dollars derived from the 
property ol 


southern 


sale of captured 
private individ 

country was the sole 
ace left to him as the result of this war, 
which left, or, L think, to use 
language, the sole indemnity left in 
the hands of the people of the United States 


abandoned 
the 


and 
uals in 
the gain WAS 


his own 


for all the sorrow and all the loss which the 
war had caused to them. If his view be cor 
rect, this war was not for the high and great 
and justifiable object of re éstablishing the 


authority of entire 


war olf 


Government over the 
put it 


4pohation, 


our 


national territory, was a mere 
rapine and 
In regard to that the Supreme Court have 


spoken in words of dignity, in words of wis- 


dom, in words of great credit to themselves. 
‘They have declared that in regard to this 
property, the proceeds of which are now 


under consideration, in regard to which claims 


be established, it 
it was not taken possession of 
hy the United States Government for the sake 


are now sought Lo was not 


prize of war; 
ot profit to pay the expenses of the war, but, 
on the contrary, the Supreme Court of the 
United States not in one case only, but in 
many cases in which they were passing upon 
the question of title to this property, have de 
clared that the United States 
held it as a trustee for the true owners. 
was the 


Government 
lhis 
language ot the Supreme Court in 
Padelford’s case in 9 Waliace’s Reports: 

“The Government is 


a trustee, holding the pro- 
ceeds of the petitu 


ner’s property tor his benefit: 
and having been fully reimbursed for all expenses 
incurred in that character, loses nothing by the 
judgment, which simply awards to the petitioner 
what is hisown.”’ 

[hat is the true view to take of these cases. 
You are not paying men gi atuities ; you are 
not paying men damages for their property ; 
you are simply executing a trust, and you are 
paying to the petitioner, less the necessary 
the the money 
is his, which never has been 
divested from him by any process of law. To 
say anything else would be to make the Gov- 
ernment of the United States little less than the 
despoiler of its citizens, instead of being the 
guardian of their property and of their inter- 
It is a fundamental difference indeed to 
treat this fund, the proceeds of the property 
of individuals, as prize of war, or to treat it 

it was the result of forfeiture, or as if it 
f war, and not treat 


hecessary resuil ol 


expenses ot 
that was 


execuling trust, 


his and 


ests, 


as il 


was a 


by the Government as to the property of its 
citizens which was rescued, for abandoned 
property is no property known to the laws of 
war. 

Mr. MORTON. I submit that the author- 
ity referred to by the Senator does not bear 
out his idea, but conflicts with it directly. 
Wherever A takes the property of B wrong 
fully and converts it to his own use, while he 
is liable for a tort, yet in another sense he 
may be said to be the trustee of B for his prop- 
erty. As the Senator from Mississippi argued 
yesterday, in that case an assumpsit might be 
raised by implication, because the property 
was wrongfully taken. But where, under the 
act of 1863, property was taken by the Gov- 
ernment from a man who was loyal, it was 
wrongfully taken and the Government gives 
him a remedy, to come in and prove his loy- 
alty and recover it back. If it turns out that 
he was loyal, then it turns out that the prop- 
erty was wrongfully taken, and the Govern- 
ment stands in the character of a trustee to 
the man whose property has been improperly 
taken. ‘That is the extent of this decision 
and no more, and by the terms of it it is ex- 
pressly confined to the case of the property of 
a man who was faithful to the Government all 


the time. I will read from the decision to 
show that this is so: 
‘*That such is the nature of a suit under the 


abandoned or captured property act was in effect 
held by this court in Woodruff’s case, (4 C. Cls. R., 
page 486,) and Bernheimer’s, (5 /d., page 549,) but 
the Supreme Court has given tothe statute that ex- 
press construction. ‘* Congress,’ says Mr. Justice 
Davis, in Nelson Anderson’s case, (supra,) ‘ consti- 
tuted the Government a trustee for so much of 
this property as belonged to the faithful southern 
people.’” 


So, I would say, too, for so much 


of this 
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What further have the Supreme Court saiq? 
They have said that the pardoned man is the 
equal of the man who always was innocent. 
They have said that a pardon means a par 
don. They have said that it wipes out the 
offense from first to last; that there js no 
other result and meaning of it; and they have 
said that which I rejoice that they have said, tha: 
it is not in the power of Congress to impose 
the least restriction upon the presidential! 
power to grantpardons. Ifthey could impose 
that restriction we may have a very good idea 
of what a pardon would amount to in any eas 
toa man who had followed the sentiment of 
his State in his honest sense of duty in the late 


dreadful conflict between our fellow-citizens, 


I cite the precise language of the decision 
in ninth Wallace, that the Government is 4 
trustee ; that these are proceeds of property 
for the benefit of the petitioner who is the 
cestui qui trust. IL couple that with the de. 
cision made at the December term, 137], 
within the last six weeks, in the United States 
vs. Klein, in which I find this language of the 
court: 

* That it was not the intention of Congress that th: 


| title to these proceeds should be divested actually 
| out of the original owners of the property, seems 


clear upon a comparison of different parts of tue 
act.”’ 

What case were they discussing then? They 
were discussing the case of a pardoned man, 
and they said when he came before them and 
produced his pardon it was conclusive evidence 


| that no penalty which had not then been ex- 


property as belonged to the faithful southern | 


people; but it was not a trustee for the pro- 
ceeds of the property of the man who was dis- 
loyal and whose property was rightly taken. 
In that case the property became absolutely 
that of the Government of the United States, 
and the proceeds of that property were just 
as much the property of the United States 
as money collected from taxes. That is the 
extent of this decision. They go on: 

***And while directing that all of it should be sold 
and its proceeds paid into the Treasury, gave to this 
class of persons’ ”’ 


What class of persons? Those who have 


been faithtul— 


***an opportunity, atany time within two years after 
the suppression of the rebellion, to bring their suit 
in the Court of Claims, and establish their right to 
the proceeds of that portion of it which they own.’ 
Again, the Supreme Court has said yet more clearly, 
‘The Government is a trustee, holding the proceeds 
of the petitioner's property 
having been fully reimbursed for all expenses 
incurred in that character, loses nothing by judg- 
ment, which simply awards to the petitioner what 
is his own.’”’ 


Now, taking it altogether, it states that the || 
for that class who || 


Government is a trustee 
remained faithful to 
that class only. 
own quotation. 
Mr. BAYARD. 
me that the honorable Senator from Indiana 
has simply begged the question. I read that 
decision for the purpose of showing the view 
that the Government took of the title to this 
property which it held in its Treasury. At 


and 


Senator's 


the Government. 
I read from the 


for bis benefit; and | 


Mr. President, it seems to | 





that time the court were discussing the case | 


of men who, as they say, had remained faith- 
ful; that is to say, men who had not borne 
arms against the Government, who had not 
incurred the penalties of such arms bearing 
against it. That was in 1869. At that time 
the question of the removal of all the conse- 
quences of forfeiture, the consequences of the 
disabilities, and the evil results in any way for 
having borne arms, from a pardoned man, had 
not been brought before the court; but the 


court had decided in what capacity the Gov- | 


ernment Was acting in respect to this property, 
and they had declared that the Government 


it as what it is, the mere execution of a trust || was nothing but a trustee for the true owner. 


acted as the result of his guilt should any 
longer attach to his person or his acts ; that it 
was in truth and in effect a pardon ; and that 
it was not in the power of the United States 
to limit the effect of an executive pardon. 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. If it be true that the Gov- 
ernment now stands as a trustee holding in 
that character the proceeds of the property of 
a man who was disloyal at the time his prop- 
erty was taken, and that character exists in 
consequence of the pardon, then the Govern- 
ment became a trustee in 1868. It was nota 
trustee in 1863, or 1864, or 1865, when the 
property was taken, but the Government be- 
came a trustee by the effect of this pardon in 
1868 when the pardon was issued. Is that the 
effect of the Senator’s argument? 

Mr. BAYARD. No; because I do not 
understand at all that this property was prop- 
erty captured under the laws of war, or that it 
ever was intended by the Government taking 
possession of it that it should become the 
property of the Government. It never was 
so intended. The rules of civilized warfare 
would have forbidden it, and the Supreme 
Court of the United States in the opinion 
from which I last cited have declared that to 
be the fact. In considering this act of 1863 
they have declared that— 

“The Government recognized to the fullest ex- 


tent the humane maxims of the modern law o! 
nations, which exempt private property of non- 


| combatant enemies from capture as booty of war.’ 


That was the spirit of their decision. I 
was in the light of the doctrines of civilized 
warfare that that court acted, and that they gave 
Congress the credit to believe they acted. It 
was never intended that the private property 
of non-combatants should be taken, covered, 
or paid into (for the phrases are entirely 


| equivalent) the Treasury of the United States 
_and become thereby the property of the Gov: 


ernment. That would be nothing but to 
make the Gove.nment a mere despoiler of its 
people, a mere robber, a receiver of stolen 
goods; and on the part of the Government 
I repudiate such a construction, and [| am 
glad that the Supreme Court of the | nited 
States have lifted the cause of the Union high 
enough to say that it was no.war for rapine, 
it was no war for spoliation, it was no war 
for the punishment of non-combatants, but 








put 








it was a war simply and solely for one object, 
and for one only justifiable ‘object, to reas- 
sert the national power and to extend the 
authority of the Constitution of the United 
Siates over the territory originally embraced 
within its limits. That was its only justifica 
tion before God and man. 

Mr. President, something was said here 
about this country or this Government being 
dragged to the footstool of judicial power ; 
and that was held to beanignominious position 
for this Government to occupy. For my own 
part, | can conceive nothing prouder, | can 
conceive no more dignified position than for 
the rulers of a people to submit themselves to 
the laws of the people. This isa Government 
of laws consisting of three great departments. 
When Congress has declared what is its will, 
it is notto execute thatwill. There is another 
dc partme nt for that purpose, the executive ; 
and for the purpose of interpreting its will, 


' 
! 


there is the third great department, the judi- 


ciary, and the independence and the power of 


the judiciary are as distinct and should be just | 


as much conserved as the power of Congress. 
| would go as far as I can go understandingly 
to assert the full powers of Congress, and I 
would go equally far to restrain those powers 


when | think they attempt in any degree to || 


invade the just powers of codrdinate branches 
of the Government. I say the Congress of 
the United States can occupy no prouder 
pos ition than in obeying the decisions of the 
Supreme Court where they point out to them 
that the laws of Congress have been in conflict 
with that which is the great law for all the 
departments, the Constitution of the United 
States. 

The Supreme Court of the United States 
undertook to pass upon this act of Congress. 
They were qualified to pass upon it. Their 
decisions were of a deliberate and judicial 
character, free from the passion we have seen 
here, free from the party spirit that has 
been invoked and thrown into this debate. 
They were the proper tribunals to consider 
whether or not these laws did violate the pro- 
visions of the Constitution of the United 
Siates. They decided distinctly and unani- 
mously that point, that theattempt of Congress 
to limit the prerogative of pardon had passed 
to such an extent as to bring it in conflict with 
the provisions of the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States. The court say: 


‘It is clear that the Legislature cannot change | 


the effect of such a pardon any more than the Exec- 
utive can change a law.”’ 

This was the opinion of the court delivered 
in the clearest exercise of its jurisdiction and 


its proper powers, delivered in a proper and |} 


self-respecting tone. I say that Congress will 
stand in a far more dignified position by yield- 
ing to this opinion its ‘ready « assent and obedi- 


euce than it will by these words of defiance | 


to the authority of a coUrdinate branch of this 
Government, 


Senators may talk of driving their plow- || 


shares through the Court of Claims and over it. 
They may uproot that tribunal, ladmit. They 
may destroy its jurisdiction, I admit. They 
may wipe it out of existence, I admit, for it was 
a creature of law. The 
may unmake it. But they cannot drive their 
plowshare through the Supreme Court of the 
United States. The Supreme Court of the 
United States is the equal, within its depart- 
ment, of the Congress of the United States; 


law made it, and it || 


and to pursue the agricultural simile of the | 


Senator from New York, when he drives or 


tries to drive his plowshare through the | 
Supreme Court of the United States, he will 


be exceedingly apt to strike a stump that will || 


wreck him and his plowshare. 

Mr. President, if there was any object in 
creating the Court of Claims, if there was any 
object originally in the founders of this Gov- 
ernment crez Ming the Supreme Court of the 
United States, it was to have a finality; it was 





| 


|| STOCKTON. | He 


to reach some time of decision upon a vexed 
| case. The necessity for this is too plain for 
argument. I admit the power and the duty of 
Congress to amend the laws of the country 
whenever in their wisdom they think there is 
need for it. I think there was much in the 
remarks of the honorable Senator from Indi- 
ana in regard to the constitution of this court, 
in the fact that the remedies given are entirely 
statutory, that was manifestly just and true. 
The only further question which he did not 
| consider was whether he could under the guise 
| of classifying suitors in the Court of Claims 
| create a class of unpardonable offenses. If 
that can be done, if you may do that indirectly 
which cannot be done directly, then by such 
means you will fritter away every power granted 
to a courdinate branch of the Government by 


some ingenious trick of legislation. I1 trust 
this amendment will not be adopted. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pome- 


RoY in the chair.) The question is on the 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS cealled for the 
nays; and they were ordered. 

Mr. MORTON. I should like to have the 
amendment read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ment will be again reported. 

The Curr CLerk. It is proposed to amend 
the amendment by adding to the proviso the 
words: 


yeas and 


The amend- 


In which it has been found as a proven fact that 
the claimant has not given aid or comfort to the 
rebellion. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam paired on all questions 
connected with this matter with the Senator 
from Wisconsin, [Mr. Carrenter.] I should 
vote ‘‘nay’’ on this amendment if I were at 
liberty to do so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am paired at this time 
with the Senator from Connecticut. [Mr. 
Frerry,] who is ill and unable to remain. | 
should vote ‘‘yea’’ on all these questions in 

| favor of protecting this money, and he would 
| vote ‘* nay.’’ 

Mr. CONKLING. I take this occasion to 

| announce also that I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, [Mr. Tuurman.] He doubt- 
| less would vote ‘‘nay.’’ I should vote ‘* yea. 
| Mr. OSBORN. On this 
paired withthe Senator from New Jersey, [ Mr. 
would vote ‘‘nay,’’ and I 


|‘should vote ‘‘ yea.’ 
| 1m ‘ . ‘ 
| Mr. RICE. On this question I am paired 
| with the Senator from Massachusetts, [ Mr. 
SUMNER. ] 
‘yea,’’ and I should vote ‘ nay. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 22, nays 18; as follows: 
| YEAS—Messrs. Ames, 
Caldwell, Chandler, Cole, Corbett, Cragin, Freling 
| huysen, Gilbert, Hamlin, Morrill of Maine, Morrill 
| of Vermont, Morton, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Scott, 
Sherman, Wilson, Windom, and Wright—22. 
NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Casserly, Cooper, 
Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton ot 
Texas, Harlan, Hill, Hitcheock, Johnston, Kelly, 
Ransom, Sawyer, Stevenson, Trumbull, Vickers, 
and West—1s. 
ABSENT — Messrs. 


Anthony. Buckingham, 


Blair, Boreman, Brownlow, 
Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Conkling, Davis of 
Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, Fen- 
ton, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Flan- 
agan, Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, Norwood, Nye, 
Osborn, Patterson, Pool, Rice, Robertson, Sauls- 
bury, Schurz, Spencer, Sprague, Stewart, Stockton, 
Sumner, Thurman, and Tipton—34. 


So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 
Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I submit an amend- 


ment to this bill, to be proposed hereafter, 
which I wish to have printed and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will be made. The question recurs on the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
MorrILL] as amended. 

Mr. BAYARD. I offer an amendment to 
the amendment, to insert at the end of the 


|| proviso: 





That proof of loyalty to the United States, or of 


question T am | 


If he were present he would vote | 


That order | 


ji 


lan action in the case of 
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not giving aid and comfort to the rebellion, shall 
not be required of any party to a suitin the Court 
of Claims when such suit isfounded on contract with 
the United States entered into since the close of the 
rebellion, or arises out of transactions which have 
taken place since the close of the rebellion. 

I scarcely think there will be an objection 
to this amendment. It provides for nothing 
as to any contract arising during the condition 
of war, but simply applies to claims that have 
occurred since the war due to men, such for 
instance as mail-carriers. At this time the 
carrying of the United States mails is let by 
contract to competing bidders, the lowest man 
carrying the mail, and therefore it may well 
be, and probably it is the case now, thata 
great many are employed in the southern 
country carrying the mails of the United 
States Government who at one time had 
borne arms against the Government. Now, 
if a cause of action arisesto one of these men, 
say within the year 1868 and 1869, he would 
still, under the language of the act consti- 
tuting the Court of Claims, be compelled 
swear that he had never been disloyal to the 
Government of the United States. 

Mr. CONKLING. I should like to inter- 
rupt the Senator a moment if it will not in- 
commode him. The language of the amend- 
ment, if I heard it aright, is that this require- 
ment shall not apply to contracts made with 
the United States since the rebellion, nor to 
transactions giving rise to the claims which 
have occurred since the rebellion. Now, I 

yant to inquire, for example, what becomes 
of that part of the existing statute which 
applies this test to parties, to assignments, 
transfers, contracts, by which these claims have 
passed from one hand to another hand, and 
perhaps to a third hand. The statute requires 


| that all those parties shall be those who are 


tolerated by the statute in this jurisdiction in 
the Court of Claims. But now, says the 
amendment of the Senator from Delaware, if 
the claim comes out 
rebellion, it 


of a transaction since the 
does not apply to that. Very 
well. Here, then, is some man confessedly 
disloyal, confessedly shut out of the Court of 
Claims himself by statute, but since the rebel- 
lion he has made an assignment to somebody 
else, and ipso facto the statute ceases as to 
him. Is not that so, l ask the Senator from 
Delaware ? 

Mr. BAYARD. No, I think not. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then, I ask for the 
reading of just that part of the amendment. 

Mr. BAYARD. I think that will explain 
itself. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

“*When such suit is founded on contract with the 
United States entered into since the close of the 
rebellion, or arises out of transactions which have 
taken place since the close of the rebellion.” 

Mr. CONKLING. ‘* Or arises out of trans- 
actions which have taken place since the close 
of the rebellion.’’ Suppose | have become the 
assignee of a claim owned, when the rebellion 
ceased, by a disloyal assignor, does not the 
claim, if I present it in the Court of Claims, 
arise out of a transaction since the rebellion ; 
andif it does, what becomes of three quarters 
of this statute? 

Mr. BAYARD. Why, Mr. President, these 
transactious are all based upon contracts which 
have been made since—— 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator allow me 
to ask him a question about his amendment ? 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. * Or arises out of trans 
actions since the war.’’ What is meant by 
that? Is it thereby intended to enlarge the 
original jurisdiction of the Court of Vines ? 
Ihe act of 1855 creating that court specifi 
that the court shall have jurisdiction in cer- 
tain cases, and enumerates them, confining it 
to causes of action growing out of statutes or 
or implied, but not gir ne 
torts. 
the act of 1863 


coutracts, expres 
That action 


That language 


was given by 








<_ 


ee 


‘| 
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is somewhat cloudy, and I fear it will be con- 
tended that it was intended to enlarge the 


jurisdiction of the court to extend it to mat- 
ters never contemplated by the original act. 
Mr. BAYARD. I can only say to the hon 
orabie Senator from Indiana that I should be 
exceedingly glad to have the amendment so 
amended as to exclude any other conclusion 
than that which my plain design was to pro 
duce. I cite this us an ill your law 


istrauion: 
now would require a man who had been car- 
rying the mails of the United States faithfully 
from 1868 been damni- 


fied by the default of the United States or its 


to 1870, and who had 


agents, and who ought to have, and would 
have if he lived in the northern States, and 
had lived there during the entire war, a right 
of action in the Court of Claims to establish 
his right to recover compensation for the 
damage done him yout law now would com- 
ve! that man to swear that he had always been 
loyal. What would be the result? That if 
he may not be pardoned, as Senators now 


say, and if the construction of the Supreme 


Court nail 


not prevail, he cannot take the 
necessary oath in regard to his having been 
loyal during the war, although the transac- 


tion in question was one that has been totally 
disconnected with the war and all the events 
connected with it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then may I ask the Sen 
ator a question right there? 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If that is what the Sen- 
ator means and only what he means, | shall 
be very happy. for one, to join him. 

Mr. MORTON. So will I. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If that be the object, why 
does he change the language of the statute con 
stituting the Court of Claims and giving it 
jurisdiction over contracts, and having 
that in, why does he gu on toa (further phrase, 
‘*transactions,’’ which includes torts? If he 
will strike out all after the word ‘*contracts,’’ 
so that we shall understand clearly and dis 
tinctly that we are not undertaking to do any- 


got 


thing but to give a contractor, a man who has 
made a contract with the Government, a status 
in the Court of Claims for contracts made 
since the war, I will go with him with pleasure. 

Mr. BAYARD. I will answer the Senator; 
my amendment was drawn in the absence of 
the statute. There 
if | may use the word 


seems to be some suspi- 
on the part of 
the honorable Senator that something else was 
intended by this amendment; that it was in- 
tended in some way to evade the provisions of 
the present to enlarge them. It had 
none but the plain, honest intent of bringing 
contracts with the United the 
close of hostilities outside of the provision 
compelling men to swear that they had always 
been loyal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The first part of it covers 
that entirely, and follows the language of the 
statute 

Mr. BAYARD. I had no idea there would 
be any objection to the amendment. I will 
examine and see how it can be modified so as 
to obviate all objection. 

Mr. CONKLING. I the Sen- 
ator that he insert the word ** express,’’ when 
it will apply precisely to the case he points 
out, making the amendment read, ‘* cases of 
express Contract made with the United States.” 
Unless he does that, there isroom for all sorts 


c1on 


law of 


States since 


suggest to 


of latitude as to what implied assumpsits may | 


have grown up. 

Mr. BAYARD. 
that ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘* Express or implied ”’ 
is the language of the original act. 

Mr. CONKLING. If that be so, I should 
object to making this amendment at this time 
covering what might be held to be an implied 
assumpsit, because if somebody should estab 
lish here a right of action which involves a 
tort and the claimant has a right to waive the 


Does the original act say 


tort and go on the implied assumpsit, and you } Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir. 


I do 


say generally ‘‘ contracts,’’ not know 
where that might lead to. 
the Senator puts are those of express con- 
tracts. I ask him to confine it to them, and 
then [ also will vote for it cheerfully. 


Mr. EDMUNDs. The construction of the 


statute is settled by the Court of Claims and | 


the Supreme Court. 
tract arising out of a tort, as by conversion of 
money, does not fall within the principle of 
the old statute. I am willing to leave it on the 
word ‘‘contracts,’’ without saying ‘‘ express.’’ 

Mr. MORTON. I suggest to the Senator 
from Delaware that if his amendment was put 
in a form leaving the jurisdiction of the Court 
of Claims to be just what it was in the begin- 
ning, and what it is now, but providing that 
this proof of loyalty should not be required in 
any case not growing out of the war, it would 
be right. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. That is all that is 
needed. 

Mr. MORTON. That I think would be 
right. I think proof of loyalty ought not to 


be required in any other cases except those | 


growing out of the war. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not like that so well 
as what the Senator from Delaware proposes. 

Mr. MORTON, Any kind of phraseology 
that carries out the idea will do. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It seems to be a mere 


matter of phraseology. Nobody, I presume, in | 


the country wishes to deprive a person who 


had been engaged in the rebellion of making | 


a contract now for the Government either to 


carry the mail or perform any other service, | 


and all would give him the same right in the 
courts as anybody else on anything that oc- 
curred since. It seems to me that the sugges- 
tion ofthe Senator from Indiana, that the proof 
of loyalty to the Government should not be 
reqnired in reference to any matter not grow- 
ing out of or in any way connected with the 
war, would perhaps cover it all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should think it would, 
and a good deal more. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understood the Sen- 
ator from Vermont before not to wish to de- 
prive a person of the right to sue in the Court 
of Claims who has it now in reference to any 


transactions except those in some way or| 


no man could misunderstand me if he paid | 


other connected with the rebellion. ‘ 
Mr. EDMUNDS. What I said was—and 


attention—that | was willing to relieve from 


proof of loyalty every person who is otherwise | 


entitled to sue in the Court of Claims in re 


spect to any contract that has been made since | 


the Ist of June, 1865, which was the time, I 
believe, the Supreme Court held the war 
ended. That is what I am willing to say; but 
1 am not willing, as my friend is, (though I 
will not take time to repeat his language,) to 
make a statute which shall authorize a mail 
contractor, or a fortification builder, or a post 
office builder in the city of Charleston, or in 
the city of Richmond, or the city of Mont- 


gomery, who engaged to carry the mail or to | 


build a public building, and who dropped his 
contract, there being something due to him 


then upon the contract, and went into the | 


rebellion, and put us to the expense of mil- 
lions to get back the property that he had 
abandoned, to claim that we now owe him a 
balance on account for services performed in 
that way. If you do you will open the Treas- 
ury to millions of claims which depend for 
their justice upon the fact thata rebel who has 
been devoting five of the best years of his life 
to making war upon you instead of completing 
his contract, the thing being thrown up by the 
war, has some balance that he can make out 
before some court as due to him. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Does not the Senator 
think that if it was thrown up by the war it 
would be in some way ‘‘connected with the 


war ?’’ 
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Mr. TRUMBULL. 


It seems to me it would. 


The cases which || If the war cut his contract off, it is connected 


| in @ manner with the war, and that would pre- 
_ vent its payment under the proposed phrase. 


They hold that a con- | 


a 








| 


| 
| 
| 
| 
i 


| 


| admit its premises. 


ology. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Notat all. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. There is no use ip 


stickling about words. I presume we do not 
disagree about the object to be accomplished, 
I have no more idea than the Senator from 
Vermont of changing the law as it is in ref. 


| erence to anything that was connected with 


the war in any way; but of course it would 
be very unreasonable to say that because a 
man who had been engaged in the rebellion 
now made a contract with the Government 
and had a controversy in reference to the con- 
tract which otherwise would allow him to go 
into the Court of Claims therefor, he should 
not be allowed to go into it now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So say we all. 

Mr. CONKLING. I have drawn an amend- 
ment which I think will accomplish the whole 
purpose of the Senator from Delaware. Before 
reading it, | remark one point very properly 
made | think by the Senator from Indiana and 
the Senator from Vermont is, that we do not 
wish to enlarge the general jurisdiction of the 
Court of Claims. Therefore I propose to use 
the word ‘‘ cognizable,’’ which if Senators will 
notice it will preserve exactly I think the pres- 
ent jurisdiction as it is and its limits, and the 
amendment as I propose to amend it will 
read : 

That proof of loyalty to the United States or of not 
giving aid or comfort to the rebellion, shall not be 
required of any party to a suit cognizable by the 
Court of Claims founded on an express contract with 
the United States entered into since the suppression 
of the rebellion. 

I adopt the words ‘‘ since the suppression 
of the rebellion,’’ rather than ‘ since the end 
of the war,’’ or whatever other language the 
amendment originally contained, because that 
is the language we have already employed in 
the statute, and the date is fixed by a decision 
of the Supreme Court. So that, under this 
amendment, every party who has entered into 
a contract with the United States since the 
suppression of the rebellion, which contract 
is, by its general jurisdiction, cognizable by 
the Court of Claims, will be exempted and 
exonerated from the necessity of proving his 
loyalty. That is what the Senator from Dela- 
ware wants to accomplish. 

Mr. MORTON. Allow me to suggest to the 
Senator from New York that he narrows the 
jurisdiction of the court, because the original 
act uses the words ‘‘ contracts, express or im- 
plied.’”” He leaves out the words ‘‘or im- 
plied.”’ 

Mr. CONKLING. I mean to leave them 
out, and I will tell the Senator why. Origin- 
ally, when the words ‘‘express or implied’”’ 
were used, these questions had not arisen; 
they could not have arisen. Now we are act- 
ing in the light of different facts. Take this 
case. We have heard an argument this morn- 
ing that some of the most grievous cases were 
those where property had been taken since 
the rebellion was suppressed. That has been 
pressed upon us. Now, I will take one of 
those cases where since the rebellion was sup- 
pressed some man’s property has been taken. 
What does he do? He says ‘‘If I were suing 
an individual, I might sue in tort or I might sue 
in assumpsit; | come here and waive the tort, 
and I say there is an implied contract between 
me and the United States as bailee or custo- 
dian or insurer,’’ or in some of those charac- 
ters implied by the argument of the honorable 
Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Buarr,] which I 
think wasa very logical one, I must say, if you 
Suppose he says, I oc: 
cupied this character and the Government 
the one I have described, and | insist that an 
implied assumpsit has arisen here. If you put 
in the words ‘* express or implied,’’ I see not 





why you do not include such a case, whereas 
all the cases which the Senator from Delaware 
points out to us are cases of clear, distinct, 
express contracts, mail-carriers and the like. 

Mr. BAYARD. I merely illustrated the 
ol _ of the amendment by a case which would 

rise under an express contract. 

ae CONKLING. Is there 
who thinks of any other case? 

Mr. BAYARD. It would be impossible for 
any one to describe all cases that may arise, 
but cases of contract, whether express or im- 
plied, I think*should be provided for. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
claims on implied contracts grow out of ex- 
press contracts. Suppose by order of the Post 
Office Department the service under a mail 
contract is increased. In such a case there is 
an implied contract that the rate for the addi- 
tional service shall be according to the rate 
fixed by the express contract for the stip: ulated 
service; but the additional service by 
implied contract. 

Mr. CONKLING. Not to be over 
about this, I will strike out the word 
regs,’ so that it shall read as the Senator 
had it first, ‘* founded on contract.’’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state that there 
was no property seized by the United States 
as captured or abandoned after June, 1865, 
the date fixed for the suppression of the rebel 
lion. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
there was; but the Senate has heard it argued 
that there was to-day and on other days. | 
understand the Senator from Delaware io be 
satisfied with this modification, and now his 
amendment reads as it did read in his own 
language down to the word ‘‘suit,’’ and from 
there it continues thus: ‘‘ cognizable by the 
Court of Claims founded on contract with the 
United States entered into since the suppres- 
sion of the rebellion.’’ The Senator accepts 
that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Delaware modify his amend 
ment in that particular? 

Mr. BAYARD. IL accept the modification. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion ison the amendment to the amendment, 
as modified, which will be read for inform- 
ation. 

The Cuter CLerK. The amendment to the 
amendment, as modified, is as follows: 

That proof of loyalty to the United States, or of 
not giving aid and comfort to the rebellion, shall 
not be required by any party to a suitcognizable by 
the Court of Claims founded on contract with the 


United States entered into since the suppression of 
the rebellion. 


The amendment to 
agreed to. 

Mr. ALCORN. I move now further to amend 
the amendment by adding: 


And provided further, That on any judgment 
heretofore rendered in favor of claimants in which 
the question of loy: ae was not passed on, the court 
on application of the claimant may ¢ ertily as to the 
question of loyalty as shown by the evidence on the 
record. 

I am aware of the fact that the amendment 
which I offered this morning, and which was 
adopted by the Senate, has since been emas- 
culated by the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New Jersey. Now, I call the 


any Senator 


1s an 


se 


eX- 


the amendment was 


I] suggest that almost all 


nice | 


L have not affirmed that | 


| the petition. 


Mr. CONKLIN The Senator was on 
that point before, a I did not feel at liberty 
to interrupt him; but 1 do beg now to call his 
attention to one fact. Suppose a claimant 
comes into the Court of Claims presenting a 
solemn paper, letters-patent as they would be 

called in another jurisdiction, which on their 
face recite that he has paruicips ated in the rebel- 

lion, and that for that act he is forgiven; and 
will the Senator contend that this party, des 

pite that record, despite his acceptance of it 
and agreement to it, could prove, if he wanted 
to do so, by truthful evidence, that indeed he 
never did participate in the rebellion; that 
indeed he was not the man described in the 
pardon; that indeed he had never committed 
the offense the commission of which it recites 


and forgives? 


Unless the honorable Senator means that 
within the range of human probability it could 
occur in verity that a man who bad never com 
mitted a crime had been pardoned; that a man 

had 
pardon and 


the pardon; that a man who never 
mitted a crime had accepted a 
come into court and produced it and thereby 
confessed, so that he ought to be estopped ; 
that he had in truth committed the and 
had been pardoned—unless he means to argue 
that such a man would have within his power 
by truthful evidence the means of establishing 
that he had been without 
then I submit to him 


com 


crime 


sin all the while, 
no case upon 
which his criticism or his apprehension could 
act. 

Mr. ALCORN. That may be, and doubt- 
less is, the opinion of the Senator from New 
York; but I beg to differ with 
to the effect of this He 
stated a supposable case, and he sneppaes the 
case that the petition sets forth the fact that 
the claimant was in the rebellion and was dis- 
loyal. Now let me suppose a Case where the 
petition sets forth the fact that he was not in 
the rebellion and was a loyal citizen. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
misunderstood me. 


there is 


him 
amendment. 


in regard 
has 


Senator 
say a word of 


I'he honor: able 
I did not 


ALCORN. 1] 
to say ‘* petition.’’ 

Mr. CONKLING. Not at all. 

Mr. ALCORN. Lam unfortunate in under- 
standing the Senator from New York. 

Mr. CONKLING. Doubtless it my 
fault that I did not make myself clear; but 
[ intended to speak not of the petition but of 
the pardon. I intended to speak of the case 
of a claimant who enters the Court of Claims, 
not with a petition in his hand—that I did not 
refer to—but witha pardon in his hand, which 
pardon describes himasa person who has com- 
mitted the offense of rebellion, which pardon 
recites the fact that he was engaged in rebel 


understood the Senator 


was 


| lion, and which pardon proceeds to forgive and 


attention of the Senate to the fact that as this || 


proposition stands there is no remedy for the 
claimant who prosecuted his case before the 
Court of Claims, and who was denied under 
the ruling of the court the opportunity of 
proving his loyalty, who was advised by the 
court that it was unnecessary for him to direct 
his proof to that point, and that he need only 
direct his attention to the ownership of the 
property and its conversion and covering into 
the l'reasury. Hehad not the opportunity of 
making the proof of loyalty before the court; 
the court denied or refused to him permission 
to make that proof. He was advised by the 
ruling that it was unnecessary. 


\ proof upon that subject’’ 


|! forth the fact 


| the question of his 


condone that guilt. I speak of a man who 
comes with this pardon in his hands, which by 
accepting he has become a party to, and who 
produces it in the court to prove what it im- 
ports. Now, I ask the whether he 
thinks such a man would be able by truthful 
witnesses to go back and show that in point of 
fact he never had done anything for which he 
ought to be pardoned ? 
Mr. ALCORN. ‘The 


York is describing one 


Senator 


New 
the 


Senator from 
individual and 


| Senator from Mississippi is describing another 


individual. We are not describing the same 
person. I instanced the case of a claimant 
who has brought his suit in the Court of 


Claims, and whose petition, 
his loyalty, 
forward and made proof 
the sup position that the court would pass upon 
loyalty, but when he comes 
to try the case the court advise him, ‘* This 


if you please, set 
and who hag 


of gone 


| voluminous testimony with regard to your loy- 


alty you need not make; y you need make no 


who had never committed a crime had accepted 


of his loyalty under | 
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Mr. MORTON. Now, will my friend allow 
me to ask hima question? 

Mr. ALCORN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORTON. I want to submit to the 


Senator from Mississippi that in the case he 
puts his amendment would be ineffectual, or, 
if not ineffectual, would be The 
amendment reads: 

And provided further, That on any judgment here- 
totore rendered in favor of claimants, in which _ 
question of loyalty was not passed on, the court, 
application of the plaintiff, may certify as to the 
question of loyalty as shown by the evidence on the 
record, 

In the case that he puts there is no evidence 
on the record, because the court decided that 
that question is immaterial, would not hear 
the evidence, and it did not go into the record. 
Yherefore the amendment would be ineffectual 
in the case he puts, and if by any means the 
evidence should get into the record on the 
part of the plaintiff, it would be improper that 
the judge should certify upon that evidence, 
because in the case the Senator puts the United 
States in, defense would not have controverted 


linproper. 


the man’s loyalty, though they might have 
done it successfully, because it would be imma- 
terial. Therefore, there being no controversy 


upon that point, the evidence that might creep 
into the record would be simply ex parte and 
would be wholly immaterial, and therefore, 
the judge would not certify upon evidence 
getting into the record in that way. If the 
question of loyalty was tried pro and con before 
the Court of Claims, and the evidence put into 
the record, then the record going to the 
Supreme Court not showing whether the claim 
ant was loyal or not, it would be competent 
for Congress to authorize the judge to certify 
bet the evidence was heard on both sides, 
bat it would not be proper to authorize the 
court to certify in any case where the evidence 
was not heard on both sides, and the question 
was not an issuable question. 

Mr. ALCORN. In reply to that I have 
assumed the position here that it was not 
proper to legislate upon a question that had 
bee ‘n adjudicated and already determined and 
prosecuted to a final judgment; but the 
now arises on a different point. | amreterring 
to a claimant who was prevented from making 
proof with regard to his loyalty, though, con- 
struing the law as it was popularly construed, 
his petition set forth the fact that he was 
loyal, and he made up his proof upon that 
popular construction of the law. | presume 
that he prepsred his proof and ae d the 
first prerequisite in his case, that is, loyalty ; 
but when he came with his proof i oe ared the 
court said, ‘* We will not hear you on that 
point; under the general proclamation of 
pardon issued by the President, that point is 
no longer necessary to be proved.’’ 


ore 


issue 


Mr. MORTON. Therefore I suggest to 
my friend the evidence could not get into the 
record in that case, and that would not be 


proper evidence for the reason that the attor 
ney on the part of the United States would 
not be allowed to controvert it. It would be 
sana ex parte testimony anyhow. 

Mr. ALCORN. ‘The testimony prepared by 
the claimant, if the point was litigated or con 
troverted by the attorney for the Government, 
of the papers 
and within the jurisdiction and reach of the 
court. It is there for the court to take up and 
examine, or the court can under this amend- 
ment go back and examine tlie question upon 
proof of loyalty. If this is not done, then you 
have cut off the loyal claimant, who was tor 
bidden by the court to make proof of his loy- 
alty, and he is without remedy. How can he 
show that he was loyal when he was not per- 
mitted to make proof with regard to his loyalty 


when under the ruling of the court he was 
denied the opportunity of making the proof, 


and he went forward and prosecuted his judg 
ment under the rules of the court and under 


the direction of the court and recovered a judg- 
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ment? The object of this amendment is to 
permit him now to go back and establish the 
roof of his loyalty under the certificate of the 
court 


fhe PRE 


ion the 


SIDING OFFICER. The question 
Senator from Mis- 
of the Senator from 


amendment of the 
Sippl to the 
Vermont. 
Mr. ALCOR 
and they were 
Mr. EDMU 


amendment 


N called for the yeas and nays; 
ordered. 


NDs. I willsuggest to my friend 


to make the amendment as pe rhaps it ought 
to be, that they shall ‘‘ decide’ upon the 
proof, instead of certifying. 

Mr. ALCORN. If they certify to it that 


proof is made wl ich is conclusive on the ques 


tion of loyalty, then we think we have enough. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is rather a curious 
thing to ask a court to do. If he means that 
they are to try the question of loys alty and to 
determine it on the proof, very well; but he 


e does not 
o hear and to determine 


merely says they shall certify it. H 
provide that they aret 
it, but oniy to make 


Mr. ALCORN. 


determinve it 


rtificate. 

They cannot well hear and 
when they already heard 
mined the case, and are not required 


act of Cougress to reopeu the case 


ac 


have 
and deter 
under the 
and acyl idicate upon It, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I am speaking to my 
friend of his use of the word ‘* certify.’’ They 
cannot certify properly until they hear and 
determine; and he does not make any pro- 


and determine the 
question of loyalty and then certify, but with- 
out any h determination he calls upon 


vision that they shall hear 
earring or 
them to certify. 
Mr. ALCORN. The proof is matter of 
record ; it is before them in the form of dep- 
ositions taken, and the court, the testi- 
mony already before them, which they refused 


upon 


to hear read and would not allow to be read 
under the decision of the Supreme Court at 
the time the case was tried, is competent to | 


take up that testimony and certify with regard 
to it whether it was clear and made out and 
established the loyalty of the party. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What objection has the 
honorable Senator, if he means only what he 
says he as [ am sure he does, to having 
his amendment say that on the matter thus 
being reopened the court shall hear and de- 
termine and certify the question. 


does, 


Mr. ALCORN. I am willing the honor- 
able Senator 7; submit that amendment. 


Mr. KLDMUNDS. I cannot submit it, be- 


cause it is not in order. 
The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Mississippi may modify his own amend- 


cannot be amended further as it 
is now an amendment in the second degree. 
Mr. EDMUNDs. ‘That is why | addressed 
myself to my friend from Mississippi, as I 
thought it would meet his views to have it say 
‘*hear and determine and certify.’ 
Mr. ALCORN. Will * hear, 


and certify,’’ satisfy the Senator? 


ment, but 


determine, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘That will satisfy me. 

Mr. ALCORN. Then they had better reopen 
the cause. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The direction ‘‘to hear 


determine’ determ- 


» and certify 


and 


‘implies that ‘* hear, 
ine : 


is all that is needed. 


The VICK PRESIDENT. Is a division 
demanded on agreeing to the amendment 
to the amendment as modified? The Chair 
hears no demand tor a division, and the 


amendment to the amendment, as modified, 
is agreed to. ‘The question recurs on the 
amendment of the Senator from Vermont, 
{Mr. Mornin, }] as amended. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. The yeas and nays have 
already been ordered on that question. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. They have been. 


Mr. HILL. 1 now move to amend the 
amendment by adding: 
Provided further, That proof of the loyalty of the 


piaintiff ip any suitin the C 


and behave yourselves, 


ourt of Claims shall not || 


be required where it is proven that said plaintiff had, 
before the seizure of the property the subject-matter 
of litigation, taken and subscribed the oath of am- 
nesty prescribed by proclamation of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, bearing date the 8th day 
of December, 1863; but it shall be competent for the 
United States to prove that said oath was not kept 
and maintained inviolate. 

but I eall its 


I will not detain the Senate, 
attention to the proclamation itself, omitting 
the preamble, which is in these words: 

“TI, Abraham Lincoln, President of the United 
States, do proclaim, declare, and make known to all 
persons who have directly or by implication partici- 
pated in the existing rebellion, except as hereinaiter 
excepted” 


the 


The exceptions are very large classes— 
“that a full pardon is hereby granted to them and 
each of them, with full restoration of all rights of 
property (except as to slaves, and in property cases 
where the rights of third parties shall have inter- 
vened,) and upon the condition that every such per- 
son shall take and subscribe an oath and shall hence- 
forward keep and inaintain said oath inviolate.’’ 

Then the form of the oath is prescribed. 
Then follows in the next clause the list of per- 
sons excepted from the benefits of this proc- 
lamation. I think that where a man did take 
that oath, and after having taken it faithfully 
observed it up to the time his property was 
seized, the proceeds arising from which have 
gone into the Treasury, and has done no act 
since forfeiting the confidence of the Govern- 
ment, but has abided by that oath, he ought to 
be permitted to go into the court and bring his 
suit as though he had beena loyal man all the 
time. If the proclamation meant anything it 
meant to confer that right. 

lt is not a very large class of persons to 
which this applies. ‘They could not have been 
officials, because the excepted classes, which 
perhaps | had better advert to, as we forget 
these things unless we look frequently at them, 
embrace— 

‘All who are or shall have been civil or diplo- 
matic officers or agents of the so-called confederate 
government; all who have lett judicial stations 
under the United States to aid the rebellion; all 
who are or shall have been military or naval officers 
of the so-called confederate government above the 
rank of colonel in the army or lieutenant in the 


navy; all who left seats in the United States Con- 
gress toaid the rebellion: all who resigned commis- 
sions inthe Army or Navy of the United States, and 


afterward aided the rebellion; and all who have 
engaged in any way in treating colored persons, or 
white persons in charge of such, otherwise than law- 
fully as prisoners of war, and which persons may 
have been found in the United States service as 
soldiers or seamen, or in any other capacity.”’ 
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In that view, very few private individuals | 


can be found in the country who can take any 
benefits under the amendment I have offered. 
I hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The effect of this amend- 
ment is in substance to repeal the act of 1863, 
which was passed pari passu with the authority 
to issue that proclamation, and which covered 
an entirely different class of cases. As I have 
once stated, that proclamation was to the citi- 
zen, in his attitude of criminal, subject to 
criminal prosecution, and it was not a procla- 
mation of pardon to him as a public enemy ; 
it did not restore property we seized by virtue 
of belligerent rights. The law-making power 
said that captured and abandoned property 
should be subject to one rule as to the tribunal 
where you were to pursue it, and in the same 
breath we said to all citizens of the United 
States liable to forfeitures and liable to pen- 
alties, ‘* If you will come in and take an oath 
we will not enforce 
the forfeitures and penalties upon you.’’ 

The effect of this amendment is to make the 
law worse than it would be not to adopt the 
amendment of my colleague at all; it makes 
it worse than it is now. 

Mr. HILL. 1 beg to state to the Senator 
that the amendment does not refer to property 
which was captured or taken by the Govern- 
ment before the taking of the oath by the party, 
but subsequently. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand it perfectly. 

Mr. HILL. 1 think if the proclamation 
meant anything, it threw around that indi- 


| 


Sherman, 
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vidual protection of himself and his property 
so long as he kept his oath. I think that is a 
fair interpret tine, There ought to be some 
reward for his fidelity and constancy, for jt 
was a pretty trying thing for a man to he if he 
remained in association with the rebel South. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question js 
on the amendment of the Senator from Ge -orgia 
to the amendment. 

Mr. HILL called for the yeas and nays; and 
they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am paired with the 
Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. Ferry,} who 
would vote ‘* yea,’’ and I should vote ** nay.”’ 

Mr. RANSOM. I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. Morton] on this 
question. If he were here he would 

‘nay,’’ and I should vote ‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. On ques- 
tions connected with the amendment of the 
Senator from Vermont | am paired with the 
Senator from Iowa, [Mr. Wrigur.-] 

Mr. SAWYER. 1 am paired with the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, [ Mr. Cragin.] He 
would vote ‘‘nay’’ on this amendment, and | 
should vote ‘* yea.”’ 

Mr. COOPER. The Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. Stockron] is paired with the 
Senator from Florida, [Mr. Osporn. } 

Mr. SCOTT. I was requested by the Sena- 
tor from Vermont [Mr. Morritu] to state that 
he was paired with the Senator from Texas, 
{Mr. Hamitron.] The Senator from Vermont 
would vote *‘ nay ’’ on this amendment, and the 
Seuator from Texas would vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

rhe call of the roll having been concluded, 

The VICK PRESIDENT. There is nota 
quorum yet voting. Several Senators are pres- 
ent who have been announced as having paired 
with other Senators who are absent. Several 
Senators are present on opposite sides of the 
question, who are thus paired. 

Mr. BOREMAN, [am paired. I have not 
mentioned the fact now, as | have mentioned 
it two or three times before. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am paired with the 
Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. Ferry], who 
would vote in favor of this amendment, and 
my friend from South Carolina [Mr. Sawyer] 
is paired with the Senator from New Hamp 
shire, [Mr. CraGciy,] who would vote against 
it. Therefore I think we may both be at lib- 
erty to vote on opposite sides, which will make 
a quorum and effectuate the same purpose. | 
therefore vote ‘‘nay’’ with this explanation, 
and my friend from South Carolina will vote 
‘¢ vea,”? 

Mr. SAWYER. I voie ‘‘ yea.’ 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 
23; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, 
Cooper, Goldthwaite, Hill, 
Sawyer, Spencer, 
West—16. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Buckingham, 
Caldwell, Carpenter, Chandler, Cole, Corbett, Ed- 
munds, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Frelinghuysen, 
Gilbert, Hamlin, Harlan, Howe, Morrill of Maine, 
Pomeroy, Ameny. Scott, Trumbull, Wilson, and 
Windom— 

ABSENT. ~ Messrs. Boreman, Brownlow, Cameron, 
Clayton, Conkling, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, 
Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of Connecticut, Flan- 
agan, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, 
Hitecheock, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, 
Morton, Norwood, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Pool, 
Pratt, Ransom, Rice, Robertson, Saulsbury, Schurz, 
Sprague, Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, 
Thurman, and Wright—3o. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 

Mr. ALCORN. I wish to call the attention 
of the Senate to the fact that the amendment 
which I had the honor to offer, and which was 
accepted, or rather amended as suggested by 
the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Epmunps, ] 
would perhaps be safer if it was shorn of the 
words ‘‘as shown by the evidence on the 
| record.’’ I have not the knowledge of a single 
case before the Court of Claims ; but it is pos- 
sible that cases may exist in which the claim- 
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ant made proof with regard to his loy alty, and 
where the attorney for the Government failed 
to introduce rebutting testimony under the 
decision of the Supreme Court, and therefore 
the record would show the loyalty, because 
there would be only one side to the case. Now, 
I propose to let the amendment read as I judge 
there will be no objection to it: 

Provided, That on any judgment heretoSre ren- 
dered in favor of claimants, in which the question of 
yalty was not passed on, the court, on application 

the claimant, may hear, determine, and certify as 
+ question of loyalty. 

That will allow them to take 
regard to the que stion of loyalty; and if the 
proof is not sufficient, then they will bern 
aeeeerey. It will allow the Government 

rebut with other proof, having waived the 
a yportunity of rebutting before. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam willing to trust the 
attorney of the Government with the record. 
If he has not defended the interests of the 
United States in obedience to the statute, I 
am willing to pay the money. 

Mr. ALC ORN. Very well. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. i think it much better as 
it 1s. 

Mr. ALCORN. Very well. Now I move 
further to amend the amendment by adding 
what I send to the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That the Secretary of the aetety be, and he is 
hereby, directed, without delay, to pay to the lawful 
claimants or owners, or their leg gal representatives, 
the proceeds arising from the ‘sales of all cotton 
seized in the possession of said claimants or owners 
or their agents, east of the Mississippi river, after 
the 13th day of June, 1865, and also of all cotton so 
seized west of the Mississippi river after the 24th 
day of June, 1865, which have since been covered 
into the Treasury, such seizures being made after 
the surrender of the armies of the rebellion and after 
the issuing of the President's proclamation declaring 
that insurrection no longer existed and removing all 
restrictions upon commercial intercourse; but in 
case any claimant or owner shall be dissatisfied with 
the decision of the Secretary, sueh claimant or owner 
may at any time within one year from such decision 


present his claim to the Court of Claims for adjudi- 
cation. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
ment on the table. 
Mr. CARPENTER. 


withdraw that 


} 
lo 
‘ 
to 


proof with 


I move to lay that amend- 


I ask my friend to 
motion for a moment. 

Mr. ALCORN. I offered the amendment, 
and as soon as the amendment was read | 
wished to say something on it. > 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Mississippi is entitled to speak on the amend- 
ment if it is in order under the thirtieth rule, 
and no point of order is made. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HILL. I ask the Senator from Missis- 
sippi if he would prefer to say what he has to 
say to morrow. 

Mr. ALCORN. The Senate would be in 
better condition then, I judge, tohear. There 
is scarcely a quorum in the Senate now. | 
should be very glad to have this amendment 
passed upon by a full Senate. 

Mr. COLE. ‘There are a good many more 
than a quorum of the Senate here now. There 
were several out at lunch, but they have come 
in since. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
Mississippi is entitled to the floor. 
give way to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. ALCORN. = Yes, sir. 

Mr. HILL. I give way fora momentto the 
Senator from Oregon. 


Mr. CORBETT. I should like to have a 
bill passed. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to that. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
from Georgia takes the floor to move an ad- 
journment, he cannot give way to any other 
Senator to present a bill. 


Mr. HILL. I move an adjournment. 
Mr. ALCORN. I merely gave way for an 
adjournment. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Mississippi yields to the Senator from 
Georgia, who moves an adjournment. 


Mr. POMEROY. 


Does he | 


Mississippi yield 
moving to lay the 


he floor to prevent a person 
amendment on the table? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. By parliament- 
ary law the Senator offering an amendment is 
entitled to the floor as soon as it is reported. 
He regarded ng and waiting to 
address the Chair uponitif he claims the floor. 
If he does not claim the floor, then a motion 
to lay on the table is in order. He stated, 
however, that he intended to explain the 
amendment as soon as it should be reported 
by the Seeretary. The Chair stated that if no 
point of order was made 


is as standi 


upon it the Senator 
from Mississippi certainly would be entitled to 

veak to the amendment. He then yieldedto 
the Senator from Georgia, who moved that the 
Senate adjourn. 

Mr. POMEROY. My point is that he can- 
not yield any specific purpose; he must 
yield the floor, and then the Chair can award 
the floor to whoever claims it. 

Vhe VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair recog- 
nized the Senator from Georgia, according to 


for 


the usage of the Senate. When a Senator is 
entitled to the floor to speak, he may yield 
by usage to another Senator who moves an 


adjournment without losing his right to the 
floor. 

Mr. CORBETT. I should like to ask a 
question. Can the Senator from Mississippi 
yield to me for the passage of a bill aad still 
retain the floor? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. He 


cannot yield 
except for a motion to adjourn. 


That is as far 


as the courtesy of the Senate allows him to 
keep the floor. If he yields for business, he 
yields absolutely. 

Mr. CORBETT. Then I will not ask the 


Senator to yield 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 


from Mississippi has yielded to the Senator 


| from Georgia, who moves that the Senate do 


now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to; 
on a division—yeas 18, noes 26. 

Mr. ALCORN. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [rise to a point of order. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Mississippi will suspend his remarks till 
the point of order is stated. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My point of order is that 
this amendment is providing for the payment 
of a private claim. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
tains the point of order. 
amendment to provide 
rather a collection of 
cannot be received unless it be to carry 
the provisions of an existing law; and if there 
is any existing law that authorizes these claim- 
ants to receive money out of the Treasury, the 
amendment would not be needful. No amend 


there being 


The Chair sus- 
This is certainly an 
for a private claim, or 
private claims, and it 
out 





ment can be received, even‘if it is moved 
| by the direction of a standing committee, or 
in pursuance of an estimate of the head of 
a Department, if it provides for a private 
chalet The last part of the thirtieth rule 
provides 

‘No amendment shall be received whose object 


is to provide for a private claim unless it be to carry 
out the provisions of an existing law or a treaty 
stipulation, 


Mr. ALCORN. I 
the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
also state that this is an additional item of 
appropriation which, by the thirtieth rule, 
should one day before it is offered be referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, as it ap- 
propriates a large amount of money out of the 
Treasury. The question now is on the amend 
ment of the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. Mor- 
RILL] as. amended by the Senate, upon which 


yield to the decision of 


The Chair will 


| the yeas and nays have been ordered. 


Can the Senator from || 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I am paired with my col- 
league, | Mr. Davis. ] I should vote for the 
amendment and he would vote against it if he 
were here. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. With the assent of my 
friend from South Carolina, [Mr. Sawyer,] J 
will arrange to transfer 
and vote ** vea.”’ 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 
question | am paired with the 
lowa, [ Mr. W RIGHT.] If 


our respective pairs 
On this 
Senator from 


present he would 


vote **yea,’’ and | should vote *‘ nay.”’ 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senator from Vermont, 
[Mr. Morritt,] the mover of this amend 
ment, who if present would vote “vea,"’ is 
paired with the Senator from Texas, Mr. 
Hamintron, who would vote * nay.”’ 


Mr. 


N ¥ i. I am pa re | W h Loe senator 
rom 
i 


Missouri, [Mr. Scuurz.] If he were 
present he would vote ‘* nay’ and I should vote 
“yea. 

Mr. OSBORN. 
with the Senator 
STOcKTon. | If 


On this question I am paired 

from New Jersey, [ Mr. 
he were here he would vote 
**vea,’’? and I should vote ‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. PATTERSON. I am paired with the 
Senator from Delaware, [ Mr. Sat LSBURY. ] 
If he were present he would vote ‘‘nay’’ and 
I should vote ‘* yea.’’ 

Mr. RANSOM. [am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Indiana, [Mr. Morron.] If he 
were here he would vote ** yea’’ and | ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. SAWYER. Under 
with the Senator from Vermont I vote ‘ nay. 

Mr. WILSON. I wish to state that the Sen- 
ator from Ohio [Mr. TuurMan | and the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Conkuine} are paired. 

The call of the roll having been concluded, 

Mr. BLAIR, (who had at first voted in the 
negative.) I ask leave to withdraw my vote. 
| had paired with the Senator from Michigan, 
[ Mr. CHANDLER, |] and I voted in the negative 
under misapprehension. If he were present 
he would vote in favor of the amendment and 
I should vote against it. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
be allowed to withdraw his vote if there be no 
objection. There are four Senators present, 
similarly situated, who are paired with Sena 
tors who are absent. The vote of some of 
them seems to be necessary to make a quorum. 

Mr. OSBORN By the consent of th 
tor from North Carolina, | Mr. Ransom,] who 
would vote ‘‘nay’’ and myself ‘‘yea,’’ | am 
willing to vote provided that will make a 
quorum, he and | exchanging our pairs. 

Mr. STEVENSON. The Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. Srockron] desired me to 
say that he was paired with the Senator from 
Mlorida, [Mr. Ospory. } 

The VICE PRESIDENT. And the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom] is paired 
with the Senator from Indiana who is absent, 


the arrangeme nt 


The Senator will 


» Sena- 


[ Mr. Morro Fe | It is proposed to transfer the 
pairs, not affecting the result. 
Mr. CASSERILY. The Senator from Florida 


is right. it simply resolves itself into a pair 
hetween the Senator from New Jersey and the 
Senator from Indiana. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Leaving the two 
absent Senators paired against each other, and 
the two present Senators at liberty to vote. 

Mr. Osporn thereupon voted in the affirm- 
ative, and Mr. Ransom in the negative. 


The result was then announced—yeas 22, 
nays 17; as follows: 

Y EAS— Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Buckingham, 
Caldwell, Carpenter, Cole, Corbett, MLduunds, 
Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Frelinghuysen, Gil 
bert, Hamlin, Harlan, Howe, Morrill of Maine, 

| Osborn, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Scott, W ilson, and 


W indom—2. 


NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Casserly, ¢ 





Goldthwaite, Hill, Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Lewi 
Ransom, Sawyer. Spencer, Stevenson, Tipton 
Trumbull, and Viel kers—l7. 

ABSEN Messrs. Blair, Boreman, Brownlow, 
Cameron, Chandler, Clayton. Conkling, Cragin, 
Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Ferry 
{ Connecticut, Fianagan, Hamilton of Maryland 
Hamilton of Texas, Hitehcock, Logan, Morril! of 
Vermont, Morton, Norwood, Nye, Patterson, Pool, 
Pratt, Rice, Robertson, Saulsbury, Schurz, Sherman, 
Sprague, Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, 
West, and Wright 5. 


So the amendment, as amended, 
}, to. 


was agreed 
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Mr. BAYARD. I submit an amendment 
which was printed, and I desire now to offer it. 
Mr. COLE. Let the bill be reported to the 


Penate 

Mr. BAYARD. If it can be offered in the 
Senate, | have no desire to offer it now. 

‘I he V ICK PK KSI | JIENT. It can be offered 
in the Senate. 

Mr. BAYARD It is a proposition to ex- 
tend the time for the appropriation for the 
pier al Lewes, in Delaware a mere extension 
of time If there can be an opportunity to 


present it in the Senate, | do not care about 


offering it now 


Phe VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair ean 
not rule upon it now; but it will be no worse 
in the Senate thanin Committee of the W hole. 
It will have exact tly the same rights. 

Mr. BAYARD. Then I do not care to 
offer it now. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Ihave an amendment 
pending 

The VICK PRESIDENT. There was ‘an 


amen‘ dme nt pe nding oft the Senator from Ken 
served on his 
desires to call it up 


which was re 
illness If the 
now, he can do SO. 

Mr. STEVENSON. If I can offer it in the 
enate | would prefer that, as I do not wish 
Lo go on now. 

lhe bill 
amended, 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question is 
on concurring in the amendments made as in 
Committee of the Whole, and unless a 
is demanded on some 


tucky, necount of 


senator 


5 


was reported to the Senate as 


sepa- 
of the amend- 
ments they willall be regarded as concurred in, 

Mr. HAMLIN. I want toreserve the amend- 
ment which was adopted in relation to the 
compensation of the Second Comptroller, on 


Tate vole 


mge 14 

Mr. HARLAN. An amendment relating 
to the Navajo Indians was adopted—I do not 
remember the page it was on, which I wish 
reserved, 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to reserve the vote 
on the amendment to the second section, about 
the workmen at the Springfield armory. 

Mr. ALCORN. I wish to reserve the mo- 
tion I desired to make to strike out the words 

‘as shown by the record.’’ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
proposes, then, to reserve the amendment 
adopted on the motion of the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. Morritv] for a separate vote. 


Then it will be in order to concur with the 
amendment or without the amendment, or to 
reject it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will it be in order to call for 


a vote on the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont, [Mr. Morriii ?] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It has just been 
reserved atthe suggestion of the Senator from 
Missouri 

Mr. FENTON. I wish to reserve tor a 
separate vote the amendment to be found on 
the twenty-seventh page, relating to the adjust- 
ment of the accounts of I, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendments 
made as in Committee of the Whole which 
have not been reserved will be regarded as 
concurred in 

Mr. STEVENSON. I have an amendment 
upon which I| desire to submit some remarks. 
lam not prepare d to go on now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
in regard to the Kentucky claim ? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Yeg, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That wilt come 
up afier voting on the reserved amendments. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I desire to address the 
Senate, but | am not prepared 
night, for | am not physicaliy able to do so. 
] now move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. COLE. 1 suggest to the Senator that 
we might act on the amendments reserved. 
The bill will be open for his amendment, and 
for others after that. 


Mr. STEVENSON, 


W. Clemons. 


to goon to- 


lin the 


except that I am not able to go on to-night. 
I desire to submit my remarks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
moves that the Senate adjourn, it is in order. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I withdraw the motion 
at the suggestion of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the first reserved amendment. 

The CuierCierk. The first reserved amend- 
ment is that reserved by the Senator from 
Maine, [Mr. Hamuin.] The Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, struck out the fol- 
lowing paragraph, from line three hundred 
and twenty-four to line three hundred and 
twenty-nine, inclusive: 

That the Secretary.of the Treasury be, and he 
hereby is, authorized to pay to the Second Comp- 
troller additional compensation to equalize his salary 
with that of the First Comptroller: Provided, That 
with such additional compensation the appropria- 
tion for the Second Comptroller's office for the 
present fiscal year shall not be exceeded. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not wish to occupy 
any time upon this. We have had it over and 
over again. All I wish to say is that if we 


cannot pay back pensions I do not think we 
ought to pay back civil salaries. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I will not detain the Sen- 
ate at any length; yet [ want to make a very 
brief statement in relation to this matter. If 
you will measure the compensation paid to the 
Second Comptroller of the Treasury by the 
value of the services he renders to the coun- 
try, by the integrity of the man, by everything 
that shail entitle him to the favor of the Gov- 
ernment, you must come to the conclusion 
that you should pay him a sum equal, at least, 
to that which you pay the First Comptroller 
Both are good men, both excellent men; but 
I think the duties of the Second Comptroller, 
perliaps, are more onerous, his labors more 
severe, than those of the First Comptroller 
The compensation of the First Comptroller 


was fixed in an appropriation bill precisely as | 


this is fixed. The House of Representatives 
have agreed to this provision, and we have 
put into another bill and sent to the House 
an amendment which met this case in connec- 
tion with others, and it has come back to us; 
and now I think, from every consideration, 
we had better concur in this provision of the 
House bill. I sincerely hope the Senate will 
do SO. 

Mr. COLE. I hope the Senate will eoncur 
amendment of the Committee of the 
Whole in this case. It is provided that the 
salary of the Second Comptroller shall be 
made for the present fiscal year equal to that 
of the First Comptroller. There is no jaw 
fixing his salary at that, and I think no prop- 
osition to put the salary at that sum; but it 


| will make it very unsatisfactory, | think, to 


The amendment 


adopt this amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The =e is 
on concurring in the amendment of the Com- 
mittee ot the Whole. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I should like to have 
some explanation whether this is a permanent 
increase of this salary or merely a temporary 
allowance. 

Mr. COLE. I think the salary will be in- 
creased in all probability this year to $4,000, 
to commence on the Ist of July, and there is 
no disposition to go back and pay back sala- 
ries or pay for salaries when they have not 
been understood to be at that rate while the 
service was being performed. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I ask the Senator what he 
means by going back? 

Mr. COLE. This is for a salary not pro- 
vided by law. 

Mr. HAMLIN. This provides for it; and 
to talk about going back has no application. 
It is to fix the salary of the Second Comp- 


| troller at precisely what is now paid the First 


| 
} 
} 


Comptroller. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Do you want to go back 


|| clear to the time when the salary of the First 
1 have no objection }, Comptroller was raised? 


| and 
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Mr. HAMLIN. 


No, it begins with this 


year. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
for. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 


EDMUNDS. 
HAMLIN. 


What year? 
The year this bill provides 


This is a deficiene y bill, 
Mr. HAMLIN. This is a deficiency bij], 

You fixed the compensation of your Firs} 

Comptroller precisely in the same way. 

Mr. COLE. I eall attention to 
ticular language of this clause in the bill. |; 
is rather peculiar. I do not know who drew 
it, probably not the First Comptroller, because 
he is called upon very frequently to construe 
laws, and I| rather think he would not have 
drawn this in this language: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
hereby is, authorized to pay to the 


the par- 


and ne 
se ‘cond Cc omy 


troller additional compensation to equalize his sal 


| year, you are 


ary with that of the First Comptroller: Provided, 
Tuat with such additional compensation the appro 
priation for the Second Comptroller’s office for the 
present fiscal year shall not be exceeded. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I never noticed that 
before, because I was not in committee when 
it was considered; but the effect of that will 
be to entitle this gentleman to the difference 
between what he now gets and what the First 
Comptroller gets back to the time when you 
passed the law in favor of the First Comptroller, 
Instead of giving him back pay only for this 
giving him back pay for halfa 
dozen years. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Ido not think that is the 
fair construction of the language as it stands 
Still | hope the Senate will negative the amend 


| ment of the committee, and then let us put it into 


| that 


language that shall have no ambiguit: about 
it, and give the Second Comptroller this sala: 
commencing, if you please, at the 1st of daly 
next, and not applicab le to this year, thoug h 
it ought to be applicable to this year, in my 
judgment. 

Mr. BOREMAN. It seems to me that this 

lause is in very singular language. I do not 
understand it exactly. 1 donot know whether 
it is intended to fix the salary of the Second 
Comptroller from this time forth, or merely 
to make him an allowance for this year. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I mean to fix his salary 
permanently equal to that of the First Comp 
troller. ‘That is what I mean precisely. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Ido not think the lan 
guage here effects that purpose. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Then negative this amend- 
ment and perfect the clause. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. This is just the way 
salaries are sometimes got up. Who 
knows whatthe salary of the First Comptroller 
is? Probably the Senator from Maine; I do 
not. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Five thousand dollars. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. He tells me now it is 
$5,000. An appeal is made to the Senate in 
favor of some officer who possesses peculiar 
merits, has been a long time in service, and 
the Senate is called upon out of sympathy to 
the individual, to the incumbent, to increase 
his salary. He has perhaps worked for thirty 
yeers. Another officer, it will be said, has 
passed millions of money through his hands, 
has been honest and faithful; and on 


/account of his peculiar services and great 





| other way. 


abilities he should have an increase of salary. 
Well, we vote it tohim. What comes next? 
The next proposition is that the salary of 
somebody else shall be the same as was given 
to that person of peculiar excellence; and 
that is the way you get the salaries up, and I 
never knew the leveling process to act the 
Since I have been a member of 
the Senate I have never known a case where 
anybody has proposed that the salary of some- 
body should be reduced. 

Mr. SAWYER. I call the Senator’s atten- 
tion to the fact that the other day he made a 
motion himself to reduce the salary of the 
solicitor of internal revenue $1,000, and suc- 
ceeded. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 


I was not aware that I 
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had ever succeeded in producing uniformity 
in that way. It isa peculiar case; and if it 
eueceeded in the Senate, I think that was the 
first instance of the kind. 

Now, 
Comptroller a salary of $5,000 a year, say in 
language that ean be understood by everybody 
that from and after the 30th of June next, or | 
if it is intended to go back five years, as the 
Senator from V ermont says, that he shall be 
paid the salary of $5,000 since 1865. If that 
is the intention le tus know what we are doing. 
[ hope such a proposition as this will be voted 
down, and then if the Senator from Maine 
wants to pay the Second Comptroller $5,000 
from and after the 30th day of June next, it 
is very easy to say sO in so many words, and 
we shall know how to vote. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I have no especial 
sympathy for this officer or any other officer, 
and yet | have had to deal with him in the | 
setilement of the accounts of the State of 
Connecticut, and [ do not hesitate to say that 
| have rarely found a man in any business in 
which I have been interested that | thought 
was so able, to say nothing about his fidelity, | 
and who performed such an amount of busi- 
ness as this officer; and I do say that you may | 
go into any of the large establishments in Con- | 
necticut, or Massachusetts, or any pert of 
New England, and you cannot find aman who 
can fill a place requiring as much talent and as 
much industry and as much ability, for a less 
sum than $5,000. I hope he will receive it. 

Mr. CARPENTER. In my judgment the 
best way to fix the salary of any office what- 
ever is to consider what would be the proper 
compensation for an excellent man in that 
place. IL never saw the Second Comptroller 
to my knowledge; but 1 know the amount of 
duties devolving upon his place by law, and | 
there is unanimous testimony from all sources | 
and all quarters that he is a most excellent 
oticer. Now, the Senator from Illinois says 
it willnot do to take that into account in fixing 
the salary for that office. That is just what 
we should take into account. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The individual? 

Mr. CARPENTER. We should take into 
account what would be the compensation for 
an excellent man in that office. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. For the office. The 
Senator from Wisconsin does not understand 
me. I say that the particular individual should | 
not be taken into consideration, whether he 
has served many years or not; we should pay 
a salary adequate to the discharge of the 
duties of the office. That I am for. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I understood the Sen 
ator to say that these salaries were always 
raised by an appeal for some very excellent 
man in office and to fix a compensation for 





him. Now, that is the only way the salary 
for an office ever should be fixed; what is | 
the compensation for an excellent man in || 


one of these offices? The sum of $5,000 for | 
the Second Comptroller? I do not believe 
there is a cashier of a bank in any respect- 
able city in the United States who does not 
get more than $5,000 a year; and here, in 
the case of the Second Comptroller of the 
Treasury, who passes millions under his con- | 
sideration annually—$1,300,000,000 in one | 
year, says the Senator trom Massachusetts, | 
[Mr. Witson ;] nobody knows how much he | 
does pass upon—the Senate in fixing his sal- 
ary are higgling about $5,000! . 

My honorable friend from Vermont, when- 
ever it is proposed to pay any Man what he 
ought to have, alludes to the pensions that 
we do not pay. Why does he not bring in 
a bill and allow us to square the account with 
these pensioners so that we can do justice to 
others ? 


Mr. EDMUN 


‘DS. Sol have; but you would 


nol square. || to the paragraph proposed to be stricken out, 


Mr. CARPENTER. I always vote to square. 
The Senator from Vermont never recom- 
mended a pension bill that 1 did not vote for, 


if the intention is to give the Second || 


and I have voted for a great many that he did 


not recommend. 
count with these pensioners, if we owe them, 
and pay them; we ought to pay them, so that 
we can do justice to others. Do not let us 
hold back what we ought to doto other men 


| because we have uot done justice to them. 











day of June, 


| as it was 


Let us do justice to both. 
Mr. HAMLIN. I want 
this matter, and I will, 


in 
to 


no ambiguity 
therefore, move 


| amend the clause proposed to be stricken out | 


by striking out all ater the first two words, and 
inserting, ‘the salary of the Second Comp- 
troller of the Treas ury shall be, after the 30th 
1871, $5,000 per annum.”’ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 


from Maine moves to amend the paragraph 


i proposed to be stricken out by the amendment 
| of the ¢ 


Committee of the Whole, 
out all after the words “that the’’ 
ing what he has stated. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. This extraordinary anx- 
iety to have the same thing in two or three 
bills, it seems to me, is not quite a good way 
to legislate. This is a deficiency bill. 
not providing for the future, but providing for 
the past. In the legislative appropriation bill, 
which provides for the future, provision was 


by striking 
and insert- 


| made for the salary of the Second Comptroller, 


and it was fixed at some sum which was thought 
to be suitable, with a provision for various other 
othcers of the Treasury Department who were 
supposed to be also meritorious in the sense 
of faithfully performing their functions for the 
benefit of the Government. 


| 


j 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the 


Now let us square the ac- || yeas and nays 


he yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. All I wish to say is that 


| after long discussion here we took a dozen or 
| two people, this gertleman among the rest, 


and provided for them, and the bill passed this 
body providing for him; and now to select this 
one gentleman and put him over the heads of 
all the others, and in a separate bill providing 
only for him, is, it seems to me, an act of more 


| gross injustice to the others than it is of justice 


It is | 


| $1,300,000,000 


Now, to make | 


fish of one and flesh of the other, and to do | 


that on this deficiency bill, I think is wrong; 
and in order to show my opposition to it on 
the record, [ move to lay the amendment on 
the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont moves to lay the amendment 
of the Senator from Maine to perfect this 
paragraph, on the table. 
still remain for consideration. The question 
is upon laying the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Maine on the table. 


The question being pat, there were on a 
division—ayes 9, noes 28; no quorum voting. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I vote ‘‘ay.’’? Will 


that help it? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That will make 
a quorum unless objection is made to the 
Chair receiving the vote. Then the vote 
stands ten in the affirmative and twenty-eight 
in the negative. The motion to lay on the 
table is rejected. The question recurs on 
agreeing to the amendment of the Senator 
from Maine to the paragraph. 

Mr. COLE. I think I ought to call the 
attention of the Senate to the form in which 
the bill was. I find that the Second Comp- 
troller’s salary was fixed at $3,000 in 1817, 
something over fifty years ago; and the bill 
would have given him $2,000 a 
year for over fifty years, over one hundred 
thousand dollars, provided there had been 
that amount unexpended in the appropria- 
tions for the office, without bringing any year’s 
appropriations beyond these of the present 
fiscal year. We usually appropriate about 
one hundred and thirty thousand dollars for 
the Second Comptroller’s office, and he would 
have had under this all the balance that 
remained unexpended if we passed it. There- 
fore I think the amendment of the Senator 
from Maine is a very great improvement on the 
original cl: pee, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the Senator from 
California contend that he does not think 
the House of Representatives was right in 
giving this gentleman $100,000? Has he not 
earned it? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Maine 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question re- 


The paragraph will | 





| be invidious to him. 


to him. That is my reason; 
take up time. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I would like to inquire 
how much we have raised this officer’s salary 
this session. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We have raised it by the 
amendment to the other bill to $4,000 

Mr. TRUMBULL. And now itis proposed 
to raise it to $5,000. 


Mr. WILSON. That has not passed yet. 
lt is in conference. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It was agreed to by the 
last committee of conference. ‘here will be 
no trouble about it. 

Mr. WILSON. I wish, without taking up 
time, simply to say that this officer has received 
$3,000 a year for several years. Since he 
entered the office the last time he has passed 
upon more than $2,000,000,000 of accounts ; 
one year; $800,000,000 an- 
other; and $500,000,000 in another. The 
amount of labor that he has performed is not 
surpassed by any man employed in any de- 
partment of this Government, and | think it 
is a burning shame that a man of his ability 


I do not wish to 


| and character should have been required to 


discharge this immense duty that he has per- 
formed for the salary of $3,000 a year. I 
hope the salary will be fixed $5,000, as 
proposed by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. The Senator 
from Vermont calls attention to the fact that 
to put this man alone in this bill would be 
an invidious discrimination against the other 
persons provided for in the other bill. I wish 
to say simply that the House of Representa- 
tives inaugurate this and send it here. This.. 


| puts bis salary on equality with that of the First 


Comptroller, an equality which he certainly 
merits; and to retuse to consider it would 
I shall vote for it with 
pleasure. 

Mr. CRAGIN, I simply wantto say that there 
are three Comptrollers in the Treasury De *part- 
ment, two of whom are now receiving $5,000 
a year, and have been for some years past, 
while this one, who performs more duty than 
either of the others, is receiving only $3,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Who are the other two? 

Mr. CRAGIN. The First Comptroller and 
the Comptroller of the Currency. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 want to say a word 
about this passing upon $1,300,000,000 in one 
year and $800,000,000 in another year, and 
$2,000,000,000 in two or three years. I want 
to know what the Senator from Massachusetts 


| means by making such a statement to go out 


to the country. How many millions does the 
l'reasurer pass upon? Dos he pass upon 


$2,000,000,000, the First Comptroller upon 
$2,000,000,000, and all the officers upon 
$2,000,000,000? Why, Mr. President, the 


amount of it is, that the accounts of the War 
Department are all examined in the War 
Department to begin with, and they are sent 
through the various departments of the Treas- 
ury, first to one Auditor and then to another, 
to one Comptroller and then to another, to be 
passed upon, and this officer signs his name. 
Does the Senator from Massachusetts pre- 
tend to say that the Second Comptroller, or 
the First Comptroller, or any of these Comp- 
trollers, have to examine these accounts and 
compute them? You bave got more than two 
thousand clerks there for these very objects. 
Every Auditor examines them. It is not this 


curs on striking out the paragraph as amended. |, Comptroller who examines these accounts. 








Ria a fa 


th Ps — 


i 


One would suppose from what the Senator 
from M jusett iid that this was the 
ul ws nard of the Treasury. It is only one 

‘ ‘Aus through which these accounts 


You mignt us well say that the Secre 


lat ithe ire ury } es upon them. 
Mr. CK AGID Will the Senator allow me 
to make a suggestion to him? 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Oh, yes. 
Mr. CRAGIN, I to suggest that by 
one deci ller overruling a 


wish 


ion of this Comptroller 


decision of the Secretary of War over twenty 
million dollars were saved to the Government. 
My Ik DMI NDS. Was he not doing his 


» 


duty in that 

Mr. CRAGIN. Certainly he wa 

Mr. TRUMBULL Does the Senator know 
how many deci this Comptroller have 
been overruled by some other Comptroller ? 

Mr. CRAGIN. I do not. | think there 
is no other Comptroller to overrule him, 

Mi rRUMBULL. I think the accounts 
finally pass through the hands of the First 
Comptroller. 

Mr. CRAGIN. Not the 
upon, being the Navy, War, 


IOs ot 


division he acts 


pensions, and In- 


dian affairs accounts. They do not go to the 
other Comptroller at all. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Perhaps they do not; 


know do 
they reach 
through numer- 


accounts | 
before 


the Second Comptroller pass 


of the 
accounts 


but a great many 

yo there and the 

ous other hands 
Mr. CRAGIN. Auditors. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Does not 


know that? 


Mr. CRAGIN. Auditors. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Not only Auditors, but 
this Comptroller passes upon the accounts of 
the War and Navy Departments, and are not 
those made up in the War and Navy 
Ls partments to begin wth? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Yes 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then they go the Audit- 
ors of the Treasury, and from there to the 
you come in here and talk 
the Comptroller passing upon all these 
accounts ! 

Mr. CRAGIN, 
all thoroughly. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Doesthe Senator from 
New Hampshire mean to tell the Senate and 
the country that the Comptroller examines 
himself personally these accounts? Does he 
not know better? 
Mr. WILSON, 


from Illinois, 


the Senator 


uccount 


Comptroller, and 
about 


He has to examine them 


I want to say to the Sen- 
who is a fair-minded man, 
certainly ought to deal fairly with 
hat in what be has said to-day he 


ator 
) 
and alway 


questions, { 


has misconeeived this matter altogether. I 
say what I know, when | declare that this 
Comptroller has to pass upon, at least in 


amounts and in responsibility, many times 
more than is passed by the First Comptroller 
by the laws of the country. He has given 
many long decisions. There are 
hundreds of thousands of pages of his writing 
on these questions. He is one of the ablest 
and most faithful men that this Gov- 
ernment. He has remained there doing these 
great duties on a petty salary of $3,000 a year, 
and I say it is a shame to the country that 
such a thing should continue a day longer. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Mr. President, the 
Comptroller does something besides sign bills 
or accounts which are brought before him by 
clerks. ‘That is not the important business ot 
the Comptroller. These account pass before 
an Auditor, and when they come from the Aud- 
itor to the Comptroller 's office they are placed 
in the hands of clerks and examined by them. 
‘They are then reported to the ( ‘omptroller r. 
But tae Comptroller stands to check the ac- 
counts which have been allowed by the Auditor, 
which have been allowed contrarytolaw. He 
hears arguments also in regard to the claims 
to see whether they are legal or not. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Does not the Auditor 
do that? 


elaborate 


serve 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. It 
does; I do not know. 
to show that the 
do than 


may be that he 
I merely speak of this 
Comptroller has some thing 
simply to his name. 
He is a legal officer, equal, in my judgment, to 
a very strong and able judge. He determines 
questions which are submitted to him so far as 
they relate to the law, and his time is required 
more to adjust those questions than it is to 
sign the bills that are brought before him. I 
think he earns more money than almost any 
man in the service of the Government, and 
perform duties which entitle him to a salary 
of $5,000 at least. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will call the rollontheamendment as amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How does the question 
stand? Voting ‘* yea’ strikes it out, does it 
not? The question is on concurring in the 
amendment as amended ? 

the VICK PRESIDENT. The question is 
on striking out the paragraph as amended. It 
has been amended in the Senate. The Com- 
mittee of the Whole recommend that it should 
be stricken out. Voting ‘‘yea’’ is voting to 
strike out the paragraph as amended. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. What is the effect 
of striking out? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Voting * yea 
is voting to strike out the paragraph in rela- 
tion to the Second Comptroller entirely from 
the bill. 

The question being taken by yes 
resulted—yeas 14, nays 27; 


more to Sit gn 


s and nays, 
as tollows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Cole, Cooper, Edmunds, 
Frelinghuysen, Hamilton of Maryland, Johnston, 
Kelly, Ransom, Spencer, Tipton, Trumbull, Vick- 

| ers, and Windom—l4. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Blair, Bore- 
man, Buckingham, Caldwell, Carpenter, Corbett, 
Cragin, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Goldthwaite, 
Hamlin, Harlan, Hitehcoek, Lewis, Logan, Morrill 


ot Maine, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Pomeroy, 
yer, Scott, Stevenson, West, and Wilson—27 

ABSENT—Messrs. Ames, srownlow, C ameron, 
Casserly, Chandler, Clayton, Conkling, Davis of 
Kentucky. Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of Con- 
necticut, Flanagan, Gilbert, Hlamilton of Texas, Hill, 
Howe, Kellogg, Merrill of Vermont, Morton, Nor- 
wood, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Robertson, Sauls- 
bury, Schurz, Sherman, Sprague, Stewart, Stockton, 
Sumner, Thurman, and Wright—33. 


Saw- 


So the amendment was non-concurred in. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 
is not stricken out. 


‘The next reserved amendment we 
9Q 


The paragraph 


S On page 
after line six hundred and ninety-nine, to 
strike out the following clause: 


For this amount, or so much thereof as may _be 
necessary, for subsisting the Navajo Indians in New 
Mexico, tor the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, 


$60,000, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
of the Whole struck out this paragraph. 

Mr. HARLAN. This was stricken out 
under a misapprehension. The honorable 
Senator from Vermont was under the impres- 
sion that the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
had recommended that it should be omitted. 
[ find that this is not the case. His recom- 
mendation applied to the appropriation for 
the next fiscal year. I have a letter kere from 
the Commissioner, and if it is desirable it can 
be read. 

Mr. POMEROY. 
we can vote it in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I guess not. The hon- 
orable Senator from Kansas says we can vote 
itin. It seems we can vote almost anything 
in; but, for one, I do not propose to vote any- 


Oh, no; let us vote; 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


The Committee | 


thing in until the Senate and the public know | 


upon what grounds it is done. I should like 
to hear the communication read to begin with. 
The Chief Clerk read the following letter: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Orrice or [NpIaAN AFFAIRS, 

WasuHineton, D. C., April 18, 1872. 
Str: Lhave the honor to inclose herewith a copy 
of a letter to-day received from the agent of the 
Navajo Indians for your information in connection 
with the estimate of this office for an appropriation 

required to furnish said Indians with subsistence 
during the remainder of the present fiscal year, an 
item for which is embraced in House bill No. 1654, 
but proposed to be stricken out by the Senate Com- 


1 mittee on Appropriations. 


support themselves. 








April 25, 


The Navajos number over eight thousand, 
are industrious, and have, generally, since 
location on their present reserve, been fully 
The almost total failure of 
their crops last year, from the drought general 
throughout the Southwest, is the cause of the pres 
ent exigency, and as will be seen from Agent Mil 
ler’s letter, great suffering exis ts. among the Navajo 
and unless their actual necessities are speedily sup- 
plied, there is reason to fear that serious difficulties 
will arise. 


Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
F. A. WAL KE R, 


a ommis sioner, 

Hon. James Haruan, United States Senate. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN., It is very appar. 
ent that this bill cannot be concluded to-night, 
especially as the Senator from Kentucky has 
asked and obtained leave to address the Sen- 
ate to-morrow morning upon an amendment 
to it. I therefore move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at six 
o'clock and thirty minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned, 


They 
their 
able to 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, April 25, 1872. 

The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burier, D. D. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of 
yesterday. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Clerk has now 

ached the reading of that portion of the 
Sacwent which relates to the evening session 
when nothing was done but the consideration 
of pension bills. I move that the further 
reading of the Journal be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

TREATY OF WASHINGTON. 

Mr. BANKS, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, and referred, under the law, to the Com- 
mittee on Printing: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the 
Senate concurring,) That there be printed twenty- 
two thousand copies of the case presented on the 
part. of the Government of her Britannic Majesty 
to the tribunal of arbitration, constituted under 
article one of the treaty concluded at Washington 
on the 8th of May, 1871, between her Britannic 
Majesty and the United States of America; seven 
thousand copies of which shall be for the use of the 
Senate, and fifteen thousand for the use of the 
llouse. 

Mr. BANKS, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution ; which was 
read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to trans- 


| mit tothe House of Representatives, as early as may 


be consistent with the public interests, a copy of the 
counter case presented by the British Government 
in relation to the Alabama claims under the treaty 
of Washington. 


Mr. BANKS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Symp- 
son, one of its clerks, announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed a bill (S. No. 1014) to amend 


| an act entitled ‘‘An act authorizing the con- 


struction of a bridge across the Missouri river 
at or near St. Joseph, Missouri,’’ approved 
March 5, 1872; in which he was directed to 
ask the concurrence of the House. 

The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had peat without amendment, the bill 
(H. R. No. 1544) for the relief of Martin Wat- 
sol of * Bast Windsor, Connecticut. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 

Mr. KENDALL. On yesterday, when the 
vote on the Goat Island bill was taken, I was 
unavoidably absent from my seat on business 
interests of my constituency. I had made ar 
rangements to have my vote ‘* paired,’’ but 
by a misapprehension it was not done, and 
does not so appear. Had I been present I 
should have voted against the bill in all its 
stages; und hence have asked the House to 
receive this statement. 








1872. 


Mr. DAWES. 
of business. 


DR. JOHN 


I demand the regular order 


EMILIO HOUARD. 


The House resumed, as the regular order 
of business, the consideration of the following 
preamble and resolution reported yesterday 
from the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 


Whereas Dr. John Emilio Houard has, after one 
year’s imprisonment, and trial by a military court- 
martial, been convicted of complicity in an insur- 
rection against the Spanish Governmentin the island 
of Cuba, and, upon said conviction, has been trans- 
ported to a penal colony of Spain for a term of eight 
years, from which conviction, sentence, and punish- 
ment he appeals for protection to the Governmentof 
the United States; and whereas it appears, first, that 
said Houard was a native-born citizen of the Uni- 
ted States; second, that he never renounced his 
allegiance as such citizen, but, on the contrary, has 
claimed to be, and has Been enrolled by the oflicers 
of the Government of the United States as a citizen 
of the United States; third, that it is not shown by 
any formof proof that he ever became by any act a 
subject or citizen of the Government of Spain; and 
whereas it further appears that his trial, sentence, 
and punishment have been in disregard and viola- 
tion of his undoubted rights as a citizen of the Uni- 
ted States, under the Constitution and laws thereof, 
and the treaty of October 27, 1795, between the Uni- 
ted States and Spain: Therefore, 

Be it resolved, That, inthe judgment of this House, 
the said John Emilio Houard was, and is, « citizen 
of the United States by birth and continued and 
uninterrupted choice, and, as such, is entitled to all 
and every protection from this Government, and, 
in the opinion of this House, the President should 
promptly demand his unconditional release and 
the restoration of his property, which has been 
confiscated to the use of the Spanish Government. 


Mr. WOOD submitted remarks which will | 


be published in the Appendix. 

Mr. RANDALL, 
half of the hour to which I 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. W. R. 
ROBERTS. | 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, it is 
with considerable satisfaction and no small 
amount of pride that I indorse the action of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs in reporting 
a resolution to this House, asserting in tem- 
perate but emphatic language the claims of 
Dr. Houard to the protection of the American 
Government, and instructing the President to 
demand his prompt and unconditional release. 

I indorse this action of the committee with 
all my heart, and hail it as the harbinger of 
a braver and a wiser policy on the part of 
Congress; and inspired by this action, which 
{ trust will be so emphatic on the part of both 
Houses, I have hopes that the time is coming 
wlien the administration of the great Repub- 
lic, no matter what party may be in power, 
will afford as ample protection to its citizens 
in Other lands as the meanest despotism in 
Kurope or South America. This, in my opin- 
ion, has not been done for many years. When- 
ever a citizen has been in trouble abroad, the 
Government has invariably endeavored to shirk 
its duties, and, either by direct or indirect 
means, endeavored to justify itself by casting 
doubts upon his citizenship, or, accepting the 
assertions and charges of his enemies as true, 
have left him to his fate, or begged for mercy 
when public opinion became aroused to the 
injustice, and forced the Government to take 
action. 


I do not lay any of the blame for this state | 


of affairs at the doors of the American people. 
[ am satisfied they have at all times been will- 
ing to do justice to and to afford the amplest 
protection to their fellow-citizens in foreign 
lands; but in my opinion the Executive and 
Congress are alone to blame for the fact 
that since the Martin Koszta case, when the 
administration of Franklin Pierce sustained 
the brave and truly American action of Captain 
Ingraham, when he brought the guns of his 
ship to bear upon the Austrian frigate, in the 
harbor of Smyrna, and threatened to fire upon 
her unless a man who was only in part a citizen 
of the United States was surrendered, Ameri- 
can citizens in foreign countries have not 
received that protection which the obligations 
no less than the honor of the American 
people demanded. 


Mr. Speaker, I yield one | 
am entitled to 


the lives, the rights, and the liberties of its 
citizens in any part of the world in which they 
may sojourn, and to avenge, at any and every 
cost, with the strong and resolute arm of its 
power, the slightest injury or wrong inflicted 
upon them; and the Government that fails in 
this duty is unworthy the esteem of its own 
citizens. It cannot command respect abroad, 
it cannot command contidence at home. It 
becomes a subject for ridicule, contempt, and 
insults, until finally there are none so poor 
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lost and her power would soon follow it; and 
for this, if for no other reason, her armies went 


| to Abyssinia and her vengeance followed the 


} among the nations of the earth as to do it | 


reverence. 

It is well known that during the late war 
many who had taken up their residence in 
America, with the intention of remaining here, 
sought the protection of foreign consuls, and 
thus through indifference or cowardice evaded 
their obligations to the country in which they 
lived ; while others, both naturalized and native 
born citizens, sought the shelter of the British 
flag in a neighboring territory, and in that 
way escaped the responsibilities which citi- 
zeuship entailed; but who is there North or 


|| South that does not despise those ingrates, 


and which of those who were guilty of these 
| crimes, that would not shrink from the pub 


licity of their own shame and dishonor? 

And yet, when a nation fails: in its duty to 
its citizens, is it any the less culpable than 
the citizen who fails in his duty to his coun- 


try? If aman through 


| deserves condemnation for deserting his coun- 
try in the hour of her peril, what sball be said 


of the country that permits her citizen to 


| be murdered with impunity, or leaves him to 


- 


his fate to rot in chains in foreign dungeons? 

I know there are men, and that we have our 
share of them, who would place patriotism 
and national honor in one side of the scales 
of justice and dollars and cents in the other. 
I know very well what their judgment would 
be. Their love for dollars would make them 
national cowards ; and the honor of their coun- 
try and the lives of the best and bravest of her 
sons would be as dross when weighed in the 
scales with their own cupidity. 

But, thank Heaven, the Republic has not 
yet arrived at (hat stage of her dishonor and 
decay when this element will be permitted for 
any length of time to steer the ship of State, 
or mark out the course over which she must 
sail. No,sir; with all our love for wealth and 


fear of losing his life | 


eager pursuit of material interests there is 


buried away deep down in the hearts of the 
American people a chivalric sense of justice, 
of honor, and of good faith, and however much 
they may be lulled into a seeming spirit of in- 
difference to either by the senile sophistries 
of our Reverdy Johnsons and his class of 
plum-pudding statesmen, who are permitted 
by some mysterious power to exhibit them- 


selves in the midst of a free people for some 


wise, doubtless, but still inscrutable purpose, 
yet, whenever the American people awake to 
a realizing sense of the truth, they will de- 
mand of their servants in power, in tones which 
must be listened to, that they sball not sacri- 
fice that sense of justice, without which no 
people can be truly great, and the absence of 
which leaves the best form of government 
ever devised by mana sham and a fraud. 

One of the best evidences of Rome’s great- 
ness in the days of the Caesars was the fact 


| that wherever a Roman traveled the talisman 


that all feared and respected, before which 
the savage trembled and the monarch bowed, 
was his simple utterance, ‘‘I am a citizen of 
Rome ;’’ and the proof of Rome’s declension 


| and the forerunner of her fall was foreshad- 
owed when the once magic name had lost its | 


power, and the citizenship of Rome was of no 
more value than that of the meanest and weak- 


| est of nations. Even England, vile and indiffer- 


ent as she is toward the masses of her people, 
whom she brutalizes and starves in order to 


sustain her aristocratic form of government, 


|| never fails to protect her citizens abroad, well 


Sir, the first duty of a nation is to protect || knowing that if she did her prestige would be 


bandits into the mountains of Greece: and 
though her flag is hated in every part of the 
world, yet it protects her citizens, and it is 
with shame and humiliation | have to acknowl- 
edge that it is often invoked, and at our very 
doors, too, to protect American citizens when 


theirown flag and their own Government fail 


to protect them. It has happened in Mexico ; 
it hasthappened in Cuba; and I am told it is 
a common occurrence for American citizens 


| doing business in Cuba to provide themselves 


with British passports, and pass themselves off 
as British subjects in consequence of the ani- 
mosity entertained for Americans, and the cer- 
tainty that their own Government will not pro 
tect their rights nor their lives, nor avenge the 
loss of either. Sincethe breaking out of the war 
in Cuba an American consul, Mr. Philips, had 
to fly for protection on board an English ship, 
after being treated with great indignities and 
his life threatened, and yet our Government bore 
it. Itis but a few months ago two young men 
left New York to engage in mercantile business 
in Cuba, and while walking the streets of 
Havana they were set upon by soldiers and 
foully murdered, for no cause save that they 
wore neck-ties the color of which were offen- 
sive to Valmaseda’s butchers, a fact which the 
young men, being strangers, were ignorant of. 
| believe the chief of the murderers suffered 
death; but the families of these men have 
received no recompense for the pecuniary loss 
sustained by their death, and our Government 
has demanded no redress, or at least if they 
have we have no knowledge of the fact. 

And still later, eight young students, sons 
of the best families in Cuba, were butchered 


| by order of a court-martial so called, but really 


at the instigation of a mob of human wolves, 
who howled for their young and innocent blood 
to appease the ferocious spirit which now reigns 
throughout so large a portion of the Queen of 
the Antilles, and spares neither age nor sex 
when the fury of its blind hate is once attracted 


| toward those who are suspected of harboring 


a kind feeling for the patriot heroes of their 
native land. 

The murder of the students for a fancied 
offense never committed, in its cold-blooded, 
merciless, and uncalled-for infamy, shocked 
the civilized world; human nature felt out- 
raged in a deed committed by human hands, 
the Christian sympathies of the world were 


| aroused, and but one- sentiment, and that of 


abhorrence, pervaded mankind wherever the 
act was known and understood; and yet a 
resolution offered by me in this House at the 
first of the session, expressive of the horror 
entertained for the deed and its abettors by 
this free and liberty-loving people, has not yet 
been reported back from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, to which it was referred. 

Sir, in a case of this kind I believe no ques- 
tions of State policy or State etiquette should 
have stifled the expression of the just and 
proper and humane indignation of the Ameri- 
can people in this their representative body ; 
but no doubt the same policy which has closed 
the eyes of the nation and prevented the death- 
cries of thousands of Spanish victims in Cuba 
from reaching their ears, by specious and tor- 
tuous State documents and State inspirations 
through ‘he press, has counseled prudence to 
the chairman of the committee, for | believe 
his heart and manly American instincts revolt 
at the seeming acquiescence of his committee 
in the crimes committed in one of the fairest 
portions of the earth, and I believe the com- 
mittee of which he is the head would have 
spoken out long since in the bold and brave 
voice of the American*Republic, denouncing 
these crimes against God and liberty, and 
demanding that the Administration, 


at all 


hazards, should protect the life and liberty otf 
the humblest citizen who owes allegiance to 
|| the American flag, and who has a right to 
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ion of 


receive in return the protect that flag 20 
long as he violates no law and is guiltless of 
crime 

ihe Committee Affairs in their 
reported to the 
Houard wis 
nited States 


nationality, bul on 


on Foreign 
ion of the llth instant, 
H ise, declare that Dr. 
born citizen of the U 


resoiut 
a native 
, that he 
the 
enrolled 


enounced hi 
coutrary 


hever I 
1 to be and has been 
by American officials in Cuba 


Ciaime 


as a citizen of 


the United States; that it appears that his 
trial, sentence, and punishment has been in 
direct violation of bis rights as a citizen of the 


d State ition and laws 
aud the treaty of October 217, 1796, 


between the United States and Spain, 


UT rete inder the Constit 
thereot, 
These 
reported by the 


ind yet this 


are the fact AS 
this House; 


lain im 


committee to 
American citizen has 
& Spanish prison for 
awaiting trial by a court- 


mured in more 


than twelve months, 


martial of Valmaseda’s soldiers, the result of 


which could not be in doubt for a moment to 
those who know the blood thirsty and relent- 
l@8s spirit which animates his judg 3, while 


indifferent 
American nation 


looked on either 
offered to the 


on of a citizen, or atr 


our Government 


o tne outrage 


in the per aid to demand 


his release from a vile imprisonment, and 
from what it was duty bound to know was 
an unjust and illegal trial contrary to our 
treaties with Spain. Instead of this, what 
litte has been done by the Administration 
has been chiefly in trying ** how not to do 
it, and how to evade its responsib lity Lo 


the unfortunate citizen who has to depe ond 
without exciting the 
American people. 

Hadthe Executive discharged its plain and 


manitest duty, there 


upon if tor protection 


indignation of the 


been no ne- 
cessity for Congress to take the step proposed 
in delense of the 
the rights 
dent who 


would have 


the country, and 
of one of its citizens. With a Presi 
knew the of his country and 
who was qualified to discharge the duties of 


honor of 


laws 


that high office with fidelity and zeal, we 
would not be called upon to instruct the Ad- 
ministration in its duties and the rights of 
American citizens, and Dr. Houard would 


| find that as late 
second session of the Fortieth Congress 
the President 
such cases as 


be to-day a free man; for 


us the 

law was passed commanding 
action in 
It is as follows: 


to take decisive just 
the present. 


es 


Sec. 3. And be 
it shall be made known 


it further enacted, That whenever 
to the President that any 
citizen of the United States has been unjustly de- 
prived of his liberty by or under the authority of 
any foreign Government, it shall be the duty of the 
President forthwith to demand of that Government 
the reason tor such imprisonment, and if it appears 
to be wrongful and in violation of the rights of 
American citizenship, the President shall forthwith 
demand the release of such citizen, and ifthe release 
80 demanded is unreasonably delayed or refused, it 
shall be the duty of the President to use such means 
not amounting to acts of war as he may think neces- 
sary and proper to obtain and effect such release, 
and all the facts and proceedings relative thereto 
shall, as soon as practicable, be communicated to 
Congress, 


‘Approved, July 27, 1868.”’ 


We find by the correspondence furnished to 
this House, and then only when called for, that 
Secretary Fish asserts positively in an official 
communication to representative at the 
Spanish court that it appear that 
Dr. Houard ever renounced his nationality 
of birth, or that he epted Spanish 
nationality, assertions which all the evidence 
justified him in making, 
and which alone should have impelled him to 
demand Dr. Houard’s unconditional and im 
mediate release, and that failing, to report the 
facts to Congress for its action and instrue- 
tion; but no, this plain, straightforward, and 
‘minently proper course would not be in 
with the magnificently tortuous 
and timid policy of State Department. 
If it performs a good action it 
doubtful of its wisdom, and if it utters a bold 
word it is frightened at the sound of its own 
voice, and accordingly Mr. Fish hastened to 


our 
does not 


ever ace 


and facts in the case 





accordance 

> 
our 

becomes 


beat a retreat, and to justify it by throwing 


doubt upon Dr. Houard’s citizenship in accept- 
ing as true the flimsy falsehoods of Spanish 
othcials in Cuba, who were Houard’s bitter 
foes, and who of course would not stop at a 
lie any more than a murder to accomplish 
their purpose, 

In a letter to the Vice President the 
tary take with his former statements, 
with the facts in the case, and | am sorry to 
say with the laws of the United States, by as- 
serting that if Dr. Houard desired to renounce 
his nationality of birth it was not necessary 
tor him to do more than he actually did in 
quitting the United States, establishing him 
self permanently in Cuba, and in making that 
island his residence without any declared or 
fixed intention to return to the United States. 
If there be circumstances to contradict this 
apparent throwing off of American citizeuship 
they have not been fully presented. 

Now, | appeal to every gentleman in this 
House if in the whole history of American 
diplomacy a more humiliating spectacle can 
be presented than the contradictory positions 
assumed in these two extracts. In one Dr. 
Houard is declared to be a citizen who never 
renounced his nationality of birth, and witbin 
three days of the above declaration, a weak, 
silly, and illogical attempt is made to prove 
that he had renounced his nationality of birth 
bya residence in Cuba, and an apparent throw- 
ing off of American citizenship, and that if 
there be circumstances to contradict this ap- 
parent throwing off of citizenship they have 
not been fully presented. So it is necessary 
for a native-born citizen, whose father 
a citizen, to prove, 


Secre- 


issue 


was also 
while confined in foreign 
dungeons, with chains upon his limbs and sur- 
rounded with oating for his blood, 
that he had not become a Spanish subject, 
and that he was an American citizen, simply 
because he had resided o many years in 
the neighboring island of Cuba, practicing 
his protession of physician. Not a particle 
of evidence has been presented to this Gov- 
ernment that he had ever renounced the na- 
tionality of birth; but on the contrary many 
of his relatives who live in Philadelphia, his 
two brothers and and sister among the 
number, all of whom are American citizens, 
assert positively and are willing to certify on 
oath that Dr. Houard never renounced his 
allegiance to our flag, and that he did intend 
returning to this country to spend the closing 
days of his life here, and to lay his bones in 
the soil upon which he was born. These facts 


foes gl 


son 


| of themselves should have been ample proofs 


of his undoubted right to receive the protec- 
tion of our Government; but there are others 
still more convincing, because they come from 
our own Officials, and they show conclusively 
that he remained unchanged in his allegiance 
to his native land. 

After the publication of the law in Cuba in 
1868, requiring foreigners to register, in order 
that they might be treated as such, Dr. Houard 
registered his name as an American citizen. 
But even if he had not done so, and failed to 
comply with the regulations of the Spanish 
Government in regard to resident foreigners, 
such an act of could in no way or 
manner affect his American citizenship, or be 
construed by our Government as a renuncia 
tion of his nationality of birth; but it has 
remained: for the present Administration to 
make a new discovery in the theory of citizen 
ship. Andrew Johnson was bad enough and 
fertile enough in finding pretexts for allowing 
Americans to remain in British jails without 
trial and without cause, but it remained for 
General Grant to discover a new process for 
transforming native-born Americans into Span- 
ish convicts by an apparent throwing off of 
American citizenship. 

It is claimed by the gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. AmBier,] who addressed the House on 


omission 


yesterday in opposition to the resolution of the 


majority of the committee, that Dr. Houard’s 
residence in Cuba for many years 


| any such existed. 
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from allegiance to the country of his birth, and 
by the mere act of residence made him a Span- 
ish citizen. Now, sir, I have yet to learn of 
the existence of any-law either of the United 
States or of Spain, or of any other civilized 
country, to justify his theory. If there is 
American statute, why did he not produce j 
We will have to bow to that, for it is by the 
laws of our own country we will have to be 
guided. If there is any law of Spain to justily 
hisassertion, why did he not produce it? He has 
certainly had time enough as a member of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs to hunt it up if 
But it does not exist, but 
on the contrary the Spanish law is explicit and 
ext icting in regé ird to conte rring citizenship on 
foreign ‘residents in Cuba and in Spain. 

I will read the provision of the law in that 
—* 


** ART. At the expiration of the five years for 
eign ie. desiring to become naturalized shall 
apply to the Government, with their certificate of 
residence, and shail declare that they pledge them- 
selves to remain permanently in the island. The 
Government shall make due inquiry, and if they 
shall appear to possess the necessary good qualities, 
to have resided continuously for five years in the 
island, to be possessed of real estate, and to be en- 

gaged in any industrial pursuit, they shall be allowed 
to take the oath of natur: aliz: stion, in which they 
shall promise fidelity to the Catholic religion, to the 
king, and to the laws, renouncing every right, priv- 
ilege, and protection of foreign citizenship, and p a ol 
ing themselves to maintain no dependency upon, 
relation with, or civil subjection to the country of 
their birth. This shall not, however, comprise do- 
mestic relations or family correspondence, or the 
management of property orinterests, which may be 
maintained by any resident foreigner, in accordance 
with the provisions of the royal decree and instruc- 


‘ 


n 


a 
+8 
La 


| tion of Se ptember 2 2. 1791, and subsequent circulars. 


| of acomplaint made by the embassy l 


absolved him |} 


‘Art. 26. Naturalized foreigners shall enjoy all 
the rights and privileges of Spaniards, as shall also 
their children and legitimate descendauts, according 
to article fifteen. 

“The foregoing are substantially the provisions 
which are applicable to foreign settlers established 
in the island of Cuba. As regards the general con- 
dition of foreigners in Spain, law No. 7, page 14, 
book first, of the latest collection of the statutes, says 
that natives are those born in Spain of Spanish 
parents, and the children of foreigners who have 
been domiciled in Spain for the space of ten years; 
likewise those born in foreign countries of Spanish 
parents residing abroad accidentally orin the service 
of the king, but without any intention of changing 
the ‘ir nationalty. 

‘Foreigners are classified in Spain as naturalized, 
resident, and transient. 

* The first are those who, according to the political 
constitution, have obtained certificates of natural 
ization, 

‘Residents are in the same category as Spaniards. 

‘Those who have established their domicile any- 
where i in the monarchy are considered as residents. 

“Likewise those who apply for and obtain the qual 
ity of residents in any town of the same. 

‘Likewise those who marry Spaniards and live dom- 
iciled in Spain; and if the woman isa foreigner, she 
becomes, by the act of marrying, subject to the same 
laws and acquires the same domicile as her husband. 

‘Any foreigner desiring to become a resident of 
Spain must take the oath of fidelity to the religion, 
to the king, and the laws, renouncing every right 
and privilege of foreign citizenship, and all protec- 
tion conferred by the same, declaring that he will 
maintain no dependence upon, or civil subjection 
to, the country of his birth. 

‘It is proper to consider that the law regards 
becoming a resident as a voluntary act on the part 
of the foreigner ; likewise his residing transiently, 
on condition that in the latter case he is not to enjoy 
the advantages and rights of the residents and in- 
habitants of the kingdom. ‘This liberty, which was 
left by an ancient law, has been confirmed by an ex- 
planation of the Government, since, in consequence 
of Franee, the 
minister of state, in a note addressed to the said em- 
bassy under date of May 28, 1837, declared that the 
statement in paragraphs one and four of the consti- 
tution, that allpersons born in Spain are Spaniards, 
and likewise foreigners who have gained a residence 
in any town of the monarehy is in the sense of con- 
ceding to both a privilege anda right, notin that of 
imposing an ob‘igation upon them or to force them 
to be Spaniards against their will if, having the 
right of citizenship in another country, they prefer 
it to the one acquired in Spain. Although a for- 
eigner is free to acquire residence or to remain tran- 
siently, he must make his choice known, together 
with the conditions to which he subjects his resi- 
dence. The resident (avecindado) takes the oath 
which has already been described, but the transient 
sojourner (transeunte) only tukes an oath of submis- 
sion and obedience to the king and to the laws. 
According to the sense of the law, and the practice 
which is observed, foreign wholesale merchants are 
now considered as transient residentg, notwithstand- 
ing their long residence in the peninsula, and tran- 
sient residents are no longer prohibited from prac- 
ticing those trades and professions which the laws 
formerly reserved for native and domiciled residents. 
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On this principle the royal order of August 11,1837, 


permitted foreigners temporarily residing in the 


untry to practice the liberal arts, mechanical 
trades, and to do business as retail merchants, even 
without obtaining the quality of residents, (avecin- 

jos) provided they obtained a license from the 
political chief and paid the industrial subsidy. 
\oreover, article nineteen of the commercial code 
»rovides that foreigners who have not become 
ler ily naturalized or domiciled may carry on trade 
in Spanish territory according to the rules agreed 
upon in the treaties in force with their respective 
Governments. ; es : 

According to the provisions which have been 
copied, a negative reply may be made to the ques- 

nrelative to the sou of a foreigner who came as a 
settler to the island of Cuba, since the conditions 
ind requisites are clearly laid down, without which 
he who has not complied with them on account of 
being unwilling to lose his primitive nationality is 
not considered us a bDative or a Spaniard. 

Here are the laws of Spain, clear, precise, 
and emphatic, in regard to the forms and 
oaths to be observed and performed by a for- 
eigner who would become & citizen of Spain. 
yid Dr. Houard ever take an oath of alle- 
giance to Spain, or perform any act, volun- 
tary or Otherwise, by which, under these 
laws of Spain, he became a Spanish citizen? 
If he did, where is the proof, where is the 
evidence? There is none, and therefore it 
cannot be produced. And even the Spanish 
minister, in his communication to the Sec 
retary Of State, did not dare to claim that 
by any voluntary act of his Houard became 
a Spanish citizen according to the laws of 
Spain; but he does say that Houard did not 
register his name with the American consul 
ate, according to a Spanish law passed on 
the 4th of July, 1870, requiring foreigners, 
in order to be kuown as such, to enroll their 
names in the list of foreigners, which list 
shall be kept by the superior civil governor, 
and in that of the consulate of his nation. 

Now, this law. passed in the very light of 
the Cuban revolution, was clearly and evi- 
denily intended to aid the Spanish authorities 
n watching foreigners who might land in 
Cuba lor purposes hosuile to the Spanish Gov- 
ernment. It does not declare that a failure to 
do so would be considered, or was according 
to the laws of Spain, an act of naturalization. 


And even if it did, it would not be worth the | 


paper it was printed on, because no foreign 
uation who regarded its own right and honor 
would permit Spain or another Government, 
by the passage of a mere law, to transform 


their citizeus who were residing in Spain or | 


any of its colonies into Spanish citizens with- 
out their consent and approval. Suppose the 


Congress of the United States were to pass | 


such a law, what would become of the thou- 
sands of Englishmen who reside in New York 


and other cities for years; yes, perhaps, for | 


nearly a life-time, who never become Amer- 
icans, but simply reside here for purposes of 
trade and money-making? Does any gentle- 
man here suppose England would recognize 
the law as valid or finai? And if I mistake 
not there are claims now pending before the 
claims commission of the two countries now 
sitting in this city of British subjects who 
have resided in the United States for twenty 
and thirty years. 


as British subjects? I think the commission 
would require proof that they had, of their 


own voluntary act, renounced allegiance to | 


Great Britain, and had sworn allegiance to 
the United States. Did George Peabody 
divest himself, by a long and profitable resi- 
dence in England, of his citizenship of birth ? 
And no doubt there are a great many others 
of whom little is known, because they are less 
wealthy than he was, but who like him will 
desire that their last and final sleep shall be 
in the country of their birth and in the soil 
consecrated to freedom. 

But even the flimsy pretext of the Spanish 
minister is swept away when we come to ex- 
amine the facts before this law upon which he 
relies to prove Houard a citizen of Spain was 
was passed. Dr. Houard did register himself 
as au American citizen with the American con- 
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sul in Cienfuegos, as the following. affidavit 
will show: 


I, Charles Fox, now resident at Portland, in the 
county of Cumberland and State of Maine, on oath 
say that, in the latter part of 1868 and the first part 
ot 1869, [ was United States consular agent at Cien- 
fuegos, in the island of Cuba, and in the latter part 
of 1868 or the first part of 1869 that Dr. Emilio J. 
Houard, then at Cienfuegos, was enrolled as an 
American citizen at the United States consulate in 
that eity; that he was one of a number of American 
citizens who signed an application to me to have an 
American man-of-war sent tothe port of Cienfuegos 
for the protection of the lives and property of Amer 
ican citizens; that 1 was acquainted with him, and 
he was generally known as an American citizen; 
that I never knew him to act or talk otherwise than 
as a bona fide American citizen,and I never had any 
knowledge, information, or intimation of his taking 
any part whatever in political matters in the late 


| disturbances in Cuba. 


CHARLES FOX. 


| State oF Maing, 


Will a long residence here | 
be offered as evidence against their claims || 


». the hands of the Secretary of State. 


| Dr. Houard. 


Cumberland, ss, February 26, 1872: 


Then personally came before me, Josiah H. Drum 
mond, a notary public in and for said county and 
State, Charles Fox, well known to me, and sub- 
scribed the foregoing declaration in my presence, 
and made oath to the truth of the same, according 
to his best knowledge, recollection, and belief, be 
fore me. 

In witness whereof [ have hereunto set my band 
and notarial sealthe day and year above mentioned. 

JOSIAH H. DRUMMOND, 
Notary Public. 

And again: 

“M. H. Morris, esq., present United States con- 
sul at Cienfuegos, makes affidavit as follows: 

** [do hereby certify that on the 25th day of Novem- 
ber, A. D. 1870, personally appeared before me Jobn 
Emilio Houard, physician, and declared himself a 
citizen of the UnitedStates of America, having been 
born in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania. 

** Dated Cienfuegos, March 4, 1872.’’ 


This evidence, I presume, will be considered 
conclusive as to the citizenship of Dr. Houard ; 
and as to his intention, upon which so much 
stress has been laid, all the evidence goes on 
to show that Dr. Houard always considered 
himself an American citizen, and his sister, 
who resides in Philadelphia, writes to Mr. 
Fish, that— 

** No act of my brother during his residence in Cuba 
can be construed into intentional renunciation of 
his nationality. He was known asan American, and 
prided himself on it; and during our rebellion was 
well known at Cienfuegos as one of the stanchest 
upholders of the Union.”’ 

Had Dr. Houard by fair and legal means 
been convicted of any crime against morals or 
society, or of any violation of Spanish laws 
which forfeited his claim as a citizen upon the 
Government of the Uniied States, | would be 
the last to advocate «a demand for his release, 
though I might, and probabiy would, advo- 
cate friendly imtercession in his behalf. 

But Dr. Houard has committed no crime, 
he has violated no law, and he has not been 
tried and sentenced by a tribunal competent 
to try an American citizen according 
treaty with Spain. The offense of which he 
was charged was that of selling two small 
medicine cases to a Cuban who joined the 
rebels, but he produced a numberof respect 
able witnesses to prove that he sold them long 
before the Cuban insurrection began. He was 
then accused of harboring wounded rebels, 
but this he disproved by numerous witnesses, 
some of whom were Spaniards. Finally the 
court-martial which tried him, having no pre 
text for further punishment, produced a depo- 
sition, made two months before the trial by 
one Manuel Capote. Of this man 


iO our 


and his 


| evidence the Philadelphia Evening Telegram 


has the following authentic information : 


“If there were wanting any more convincing 
proofs that this trial was a mockery of justice, pro- 
jected to cover as base an act of iniquity as ever 
was perpetrated, we have it in the fact that Capote 
was coerced into making this false charge against 


for a time a fellow-prisoner with Houard (who had 
been his family physician for many years) in the 
gloomy lock-up at Cienfuegos. He was liberated 
about six months ago, much to the astonishment of 
both Spaniards and Cubans, and came direct to New 
York, where the deep villainy into which he had 
been impressed as an accomplice came to the sur- 
face. 

** Capote’s recantation was made in that city on the 
8th of February last,under oath, and beforethe Span- 
ish consul, and that important document is now in 
In this formal 
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Capote was an insurrectionist, and |! 





abjuration he says, ‘The deposition made by me in 
the town of Cientuegos against Dr. Houard, in the 
case brought against bim for treason, was made by 
me Owing to the pressure exercised over me by vari 
ous persons, and by the panic and fear with which 
they artfully impressed me, alleging that if I did 
not testify in the required sense I would be killed 
by the volunteers of the town.’ | Ile then says, for 
the sake of truth, that his deposition thus made was 
“entirely false’ and contrary to the facts. 

“He adds that he had no knowledge of the mat 
ters of which he then accused the doctor. This ath 
davit is made in Spanish, but our reporter was yes 
terday shown a certified translation of it. It seems, 
turther, that after Capote bad left Cuba the military 
authorities who were plotting the ruin of Houard 
discovered that he had not given the proper attest 
ation or jurat to make the deposition legal, and they 
sentto New York to have him add the important 
words, which he refused to do, point-blank, The 
fact that he would not ratify this iniquitous state 
ment was known in Havana, and was the subject of 
popular discussion.” 

inthis connection I will state that the evidence 
upon which Dr. Houard was convicted has not 
been furnished to our Government, although 
it was demanded of the Spanish minister. 

In the face of this accumulation of evidence, 
was it not criminal in the highest degree for 
our Government to voluntarily ignore the im 
prisonment of an American citizen for thir 
teen months before his conviction, and to show 
uO more interest in his case than if be were a 
citizen of the moon? Our consul at Havana 
informed the Department of State in relation 
to Dr. Houard on the 3d of January, 1871, 
but, save an acknowledgment of two lines, 
the Government no encouragement 
instructions to our representative at Havana. 
But this was the time they were feasting the 
joint high commission, and of course they 
could not be expected in the intervals between 
their mighty labors and their walnuts; when 
the wine ran high and the blood of two mighty 
peoples, blended in common stream, you 
know, they could not of course be expected 
at the State Department to devote a little 
corner of their great minds to the rights of a 


pave or 


a 


mere citizen in a foreign prison; and the 
Government only realized that an American 


citizen bad tights which they were in duty 
bound to take some interest in when public 
Opinion became aroused and protests and 
demands began to pour in upon the State 
Department. 

And now, in view of all the facts presented, 
was it not taking a license with truth for the 
Executive of the United States to 
through its State official that if there be any 
contradicting Dr. Houard’s apparent 
throwing off of citizenship they have not been 
fully presented? Why, sir, when a great and 
powertul Government will sneak out of its re 
sponsibility to its native-born citizen by such 
miserable sophistries as the State Department 
has been guilty of in this case, what hope, what 
reliance can an adopted citizen have that a 
Government which he has loved, honored, and 
sustained, from the dawn of his manhood 
until the evening of his life, will not leave him 
frieudless and unpitied in a convict’s cell or 
foreign hulk, to rot and die, as we are now 
leaving an old and honored man of sixty, with 
his gray hairs floating over shoulders clad in 
the vile garb of a Spanish convict, aud whose 
hands, with the chains of tyranny hanging to 
them, are raised in the silent watches of the 
night to implore the aid of Heaven and ot 
that flag whose stars beamed upon his cradle, 
and which he hoped would follow him to his 
grave? 

You who are fathers think of this vener 
able old man, with his three daughters and 
one son, an American citizen, mourning for 
a father, to whom death would be a relief. 
Think, if he were your father; think, if you 
were his sons, or brothers, what would be your 
feelings, if your Government and his de 
serted him in so sad an hour, with the shad 
ows of life closing around the declining years 
of a life spent in acts of healing mercy and 
humanity in an African penal colony. What 
would you say of it?) Why, if you were men 
you would denounce the act on every platiorm 


assert 


facts 
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and in 
every newspaper throughout the country. You 


yn the A antic Lo the Pacific shores, 


would make this Hall ring with your eloquence 


iat 
bhi i 


s echoes reached the House atthe other 
iof the avenue, and it occupant made to 
realize that the words which nearly twenty 
ears ago | heard Franklin Pierce utter on 
the trout steps of this Capitol have taken deep 


root in the American heart. ‘* That flag,’’ said 


he, ‘shall protect an American citizen where 
ever his toot shall be.’’ 
Surely, what you would do for your own 


futher, brother, or friend, you are in duty 
bound to do fora fellow-ciuzen. As men who 


love your country, her flag, and her honor, 


you must cast aside the unworthy appeals and 

pecial pleas whi h are made to your fears, 
your selfishness, and your credulity, in justi- 
fication of the great wrongs inflicted upon an 
American citizen. His vast estates have been 
contiscated, his person covered with outrage 
and indignity, and his life decreed to end asa 
convict Let the Repre entatives in Congress 
of the American Republic demand their res- 
toration aud ins liberty, and then, knowing we 
are right, and doing what is right, let us have 
no fears but the result will be such as will do 
honor to our country and form one of the 
brightest episodes in her history. 

And now, Mr. Speaker, while | am upon 
this Cuban subject, | desire to say a few words 
in relation to that island. In the few moments 
left to me | ean only glance at the subject, 
which | should like to discuss more fully than 
time will now permit. 

| hope, however, to have an opportunity 
ere iong, for | beheve the march of events 
in that unhappy island, as weil as the tem- 
per of the American people, will ere long 
demand a different policy in regard to Cuba 
trom that which the Government has been 
pursuing in the past. For four years we have 
beheld a sanguinary struggle at our very doors 
between the forces of freedom and despotism ; 
for four years we have looked on with cold 
and unsympathetic gaze at a mere handful of 
patriots ou one side, fighting for right, for 
justice, and for freedom, against a constantly 
of perhaps ten times their 
numbers on the other We have seen the laws 


replenishing army 


of civilized warfare set aside by the Spanish 
authorities, and the patriots taken in battle 
shot down in cold blood. We have read of 
es I had supposed were confined to 
British savages 1 lreland, which makes the 
blood creep at the recital. We have beheld for 
four years on the island of Cuba a struggle 
going on similar to that which took place on 
this continent between L776 and 1781; and 
though our hearts respond to every brave deed 
of the struggling colonists, and, | trust, with 
gratitude for the generous and timely aid 
received from foreign nations, yet we refuse to 
recognize the Cuban patriots as belligerents 


atrocit 


after four years of warfare carried on against 
greatly superior numbers and resources, and 
“ayainst so implacable and merciless a foe; 
and though they are practising the principles 
upon which the very foundation of this Re- 
publie rests, the sacred right of revolution 
when oppression becomes too bitterto be borne 
and no other appeal save one to arms remains, 
till we coldly turn our backs upon the men 
who are fighting for freedom, at our very 
doors; and not that alone, but we tell them 
that they shall not be permitted to purchase 
or receive aid from us, but that we will sell 
the tyrant ships and provisions and guns and 
powder and ball, to enable their foes to 
slaughter them, and that Spanish soldiers may 
hold high carnival over hectacombs of mur- 
dered Cubans. 

From the Ist of November, 1868, to the Ist 
of December, 1871, we sold ninety thousand 
stand of the best arms, chiefly Remington 
rifles, to the Spanish authorities in Cuba; we 
built and equipped for them thirty gun- boats, 
to enable them to guard the waters around 
the island and protect the coasts; we have 


strained our laws to prevent a man or a mus- 
ket from going to the patriots, on the ground 
that they were not belligerents, simply be- 
cause we, their near and powerful neighbors 
and natural ally, refused to recognize them as 


nearly ten thousand soldiers for nearly four 
years, and nearly ten thousand Cuban patriots 
have been shot or executed as prisoners of 
war, while Spain has lost since the revolution 
began in Cuba fully thirty thousand soldiers 
of her regular army. 

But, ther, | suppose this is diplomacy and 
good faith to a friendly nation, and if we are 
told that by our assistance to Spain and our 
denial of equal privileges, of equal rights, and 
an honest neutrality to the Cubans that we 
have prolonged the struggle and are responsi- 
ble for much of the blood shed in it, why, we 
can answer in the words of Cain: ‘‘Am 1 my 
brother's keeper?’’ 

| am certain, Mr. Speaker, that the more 
this subject of Cuban belligerency is discussed 


| 


ii 
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financial difficulties, but every muscle ana 


| every nerve of the Government must be, 


|| citizen. 
|| we find persons occupying thus two variay; 
such, although they have been in the field with 


| of affairs than a zeal in favor of protectin 


by the Representatives of the American people | 


the more they will see the justice, the wisdom, 


and the humanity of granting it; and that, in | 


order to be just to themselves and the tradi- 
tions of their country, they are bound to rec- 
ognize the belligerent rights of the Cuban 
patriots. 

Mr. WILLARD. Mr. Speaker, the question 
submitted to the judgment of the House is, if 
the House has any jurisdiction of it at all, one 
of the gravest consequence. The question 
what constitutes a person a citizen of the Uni- 
ted States is of itself a question of great im- 
portance, a question which has been consid- 
ered by the various judicial tribunals of the 
country in our early history, and its limitations 
fixed and established by judicial decision. It 
is a question of importance as well to the citi- 
zen himself as to the Government of which he 
isa part. When a proposition is presented 
which adds to this question of citizenship the 
other question as to the obligation which rests 
upon the Government to protect its citizen, 
whether at home or abroad, the matter is 
vastly increased in its consequences and im- 
portance. 

I have noticed in the short time during 


which I have had the honor to be a member | 


ot this body, that this question of citizenship 
has been discussed by gentlemen on the other 
side of the House at least in very different 
tempers upon differentoccasions. When itisa 
question of protecting American citizens who 
may have gone abroad, who may have become 
domiciled abroad, and who may have com- 
mitted offenses against the country in which 


they have taken up their residence, either | 


temporarily or permanently, I have found that 
side of the House always ready, always eager, 
to stretch the powers of the Government for 
the protection of any’such person. But when 
it comes to the citizenship of some one who 
has remained always within the territorial 
limits of the country, who has always remained 
true to the flag of the country, who has given 
in its hours of peril his blood and risked his 
life in its defense, | have sometimes noticed, 
and I confess | have noticed it with regret, 
that gentlemen upon that side of the House 
lose much of the eloquence and enthusiasm 
which they ordinarily expend in demanding 
protection for American citizens. 

If it is a question of protecting loyal citizens 
of the United States from masked midnight 
marauders, throwing about them the shield of 
this Government, and holding over them the 
flag of the United States, we are told ii is un- 


constitutional, and that we cannot interfere | 


to protect American citizens in any such case 
as that. But when it comes to the question 
of protecting an American who has gone 
abroad, and who has there interfered with the 
domestic concerns of a foreign country, who 
has there made himself amenable to foreign 
laws, then we find there ure no constitutional 
, difficulties, no difficulties of expediency, no 


into requisition to defend and protect such 4 
Now, sir, it seems to me that whe, 


positions we may have at least this suspicion, 
that their zealin behalf of American citizens 
in foreign countries is rather a zeal to make 
a point against the Republican administration 
; . : : . 
honestly the rights of American citizens 
everywhere. 

I repeat, Mr. Speaker, that this is one of the 
gravest questions that can be presented to us 
as a deliberative body. I do not agree en 
tirely that it is°a question upon which we 


| can speak with the utmost propriety. It js 


in the memory of many gentlemen in the 
House that when, a few years since, the House 
of Representatives passed a very ferocious 
resolution denouncing the French occupation 
of Mexico, and the attention of our Govern 


| ment was called to it by the French Govery 


ment, and we were inquired of in respect to 
the meaning of that apparently offensive dee 


| laration, our then eminent Secretary of State 


| tion to the treaty-making power. 


in courteous and diplomatic language, and 
strictly in accordance with the constitutional! 
view also, informed the French Government 
that the House of Representatives was not 
under the Constitution of the United States 
charged with the management of our foreign 
relations, a duty committed by the Constitu 
This was 
a correct view of the distribution of powers 
under our form of government; and until we 
find the executive power of the Government 
so totally remiss in its duty toward American 
residents abroad as to become utterly regard 
less of this duty that is plainly imposed upon 
them, it is, in my judgment, nothing short 
of impertinence for the House of Represent 
atives to declare what the foreign policy of 


| the Government in respect to any particular 
| case shall be. 


It is perhaps not impossible that our Go\ 


|ernment should become so derelict in the 
| performance of its duties as to give occasioi 


for a general expression of indignation agains 
it for abandoning its citizens to whatever fate 
may overtake them abroad, and in such a con 
tingency it may be proper for the House ot 
Representatives to express its disapprobation 
of that course. But until we find such a con 
dition of affairs it seems to me at least becoming 
for us to decline to set ourselves up as the 


| proper persons to dictate the foreign policy of 








the Government. 

But to come directly to the matter upou 
which we shall be asked to vote. This resolu 
tion, after declaring that, in the judgment of 
this House, Dr. Houard isan American citizen, 
proceeds also to make this declaration: 

** And, in the opinion of this House, the President 
should promptly demand his unconditional release, 
and the restoration of his property, which has been 
confiscated to the use of the Spanish Government.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that declaration, if i 
means anything, if it is to have any force, if 
any attention whatever is to be paid to it by 
the President of the United States, is a decla 
ration which may amount to war. It is a dec- 
laration that the President shall demand the 
immediate and unconditional surrender of Dr. 
Houard, and the restoration of his confiscated 
property. If our Government does that and 
is met with a peremptory refusal, it is war. 
We must follow up the demand with the strong 
arm of the Government. I mention this merely 
in passing to show the gravity of this question 
which is presented to us if the resolution 
means anything or is expected to accomplish 
anything if it is adopted by this House. __ 

I know that the serious consequences which 
may follow the passage of this resolution 1s 
not a necessary element in settling the ques 
tion of Dr. Houard’s citizenship; but it is 4 
consideration which should lead the members 
of this House to consider with the utmost de- 
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liberation and gravity this important proposi- 


n. If we are to go to war in behalf of some | 


person who claims to be a citizen of the Uni- 


| 


ted States, it is of the highest consequence to | 


yo to War upon a good case, and not upon a 
mere pretext; that we go to war upon a Case 
shat will stand not only by our own decision, 
but by the decision of international law the 
world over. 

Now, Mr. Spe aker, the first question pre- 
sented is the question of the American citizen- 
ship of Dr. Houard. I shall not go very elabo- 
rately over the ground so ably gone over by 
my colleague on the committee, [Mr. Am- 
tha who presented yesterday very fully, 


us and to those whom we represent that we | 


although not as fully as he desired, the leading | 


points touching this case. | shall however, 


if] am permitted to do so, cali the attention 


of the House more in detail to some of the 
cases and some of the law to which he re- 
ferred in support of his position. 


Mr. Speaker, the question of American citi- | 
zenship is not, as was stated by the gentleman | 


from New York [Mr. Woop] this morning, a 
question of fact alone; it is a mixed question 
of fact and of law. It is not a question either 
which we can safely allow any individual to 
determine for himself, whether that individual 
be Dr. Houard or somebody else. This Gov- 
ernment cannot when its powers are to be 
invoked in the maintenance of the rights of 
an American citizen, allow the person claim- 
ing to be au American citizen to establish the 


fact of his citizenship by his own declaration. 


| say it is a mixed question of law and fact. 
[t is not a sound proposition either which was 
urged by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Banks, ] the chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, that a man once a citizen 
of the United States must remain a citizen 
until he shall become a citizen of some other 
country. 
that a man once a citizen of the United States 
should not lose that citizenship until he takes 
on @ new citizenship in some other country 
than there is that he shall not lose his resi- 


There is no more legal necessity | 


dence in the United States until he acquires a | 


residence or domicile elsewhere. 

We all know how a man can lose his domi- 
cile in one place, and how he can gain a domi- 
cile in some other place, but it does not follow 
that he must gain a domicile in some other 


place before he loses his original domicile. | 


The questions are entirely separate ; they have | 
The question | 


no relation to each other. 
whether a person is a citizen of the United 
States or whether he is a subject of Spain is a 
question to be decided by itself, and not by 
the proposition stated by the gentleman, that 
he must be one until he becomes the other. 
Why, sir, in the case of Martin Koszta, he was 
not a citizen of the United States, as is agreed 


on all hands. ¢ He had only declared his inten- | 
tion of ultimately becoming such a citizen. | 


He had only resided a year and eleven months | 


in the country. 
gentleman from Massachusetts, and Martin 
Koszta was a subject of Austria because he 
had not become a citizen of any other country. 
But he had come to this country for “the pur- 


Apply the reasoning of the | 


pose of permanently remaining, and had ex- | 


pressed that purpose by his declaration of 
intention to become a citizen of the United 
States. 


Austria was concerned. It was an abandon- 


That denationalized him so far as | 


ment of citizenshipin Austria ; andalthough it | 


did not make him acitizen of the United States, 


it entirely destroyed his citizenshipin Austria, | 


and authorized our Government to do what it 
did through the hands of Captain Ingraham, 
who rescued him from the deck of an Austrian 
vessel. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to ask the gentleman 
a question for information, for I want inform- 
ation about this matter. I desire to ask the 
gentleman if Houard had died, leaving real 


|| the contrary, all the evidence in the case is 


estate in the city of Philadelphia which it | 


required that he should have been a citizen || change of residence, his change of country, || which [ take of this case. 


in order for his children to inherit that prop 
erty, has he done any act which would have 
prevented those children from inheriting that 
property under our laws, and if so, what? 

Mr. WiLLARD. Ido not regard that ques- 
tion as necessarily connected with this discus- 
sion at all. As lam not familiar with the 
laws of Pennsylvania, of course | cannot an- 
swer. ‘That is a question, as is this other 
question of citizenship, which is a mixed ques- 
tion of law and fact, and not a question to be 
decided upona case stated hypothetically, which 
the gentleman from Kentucky { Mr. Beck} has 
just put to me, to be answered off-hand. 

I say this, that it has been decided in the 
Kosciusko case, (14 Howard,) and in the 
similar case cited by the gentleman from Ohio, 
{[Mr. AmMBLER,] that the domicile being in a 
foreign country, all questions in respect to the 
settlement of an estate are to be controlled 
by that domicile. But, as I said a moment 
ago, this is a question of mixed law and fact, 
and is not to be decided upon any hypothetical 
case that may be presented. 

And this question of the abandonment of 
citizenship is a question which every nation 
must decide for itself. No nation can, with 
any respect for its own financial condition, its 
condition as a war-making power, its duty to 
ils own citizens, allow anybody, no matter who 
that person is, to decide the question of citi- 
zenship tor himself. 
asks the protection of the Government of the 
United States on the ground that he is an 
American citizen, it is for the United States 
in the line of its policy, according to its long 
course of decisions, according to what is the 


| best and soundest policy, to decide that ques- 


tion of citizenship, and when it comes to the 
conclusion that the individual seeking its pro- 
tection is, as a citizen, entitled to it, J will go 
as far as any gentleman of this House in ask 
ing that the United States shall stand by its 
citizens, whether those citizens are in South 
Carolina or happen for the time being to be 
in Cuba. 

Now, sir, itis very clear that this matter of 
citizenship, as has already been stated in this 


debate, is a matter of reciprocal rights and 


duties. If the Government protects the citi 
zen, the country is entitled to the support of 
that citizen. If the citizen puts it out of his 
power to support and uphold the Government, 
or to contribute to its strength and resources, 
the Government is, ipso facto, clearly released 
from any duty to extend its protection to that 
citizen. The citizen has abandoned his duty 
on the one hand, and on the otber hand the 
Government is released from its obligations. 
Now, sir, this is a proposition which is a 
very simpie one in our ordinary affairs; we 
agree to it every day. Itis a simple proposi 
tion in national affairs, and one which should 
be just as readily agreed to. That is just the 
question in this case. And for the purpose of 
calling attention to some authorities which 
were not read yesterday in the debate, I wili 


| mention briefly again the facts in respect to 


Dr. Houard. 

Dr. Houard’s father, a Frenchman, came 
to this country some time previous to 1800, 
was naturalized in 1803, resided in Pennsyl- 
vania until 1815, when Dr. Houard was born, 
and five or. six years afterward, or about 
1821, he emigrated to Cuba. Let us bear in 
mind the force of this expression, because it 
is an accurate description of the act per- 
formed. He emigrated to Cuba, a Spanish 
colony, with his family, as a colonist. What 
ever domicile he may have had in the United 
States prior to that time was fully abandoned. 
There is no evidence in this case, and no pre- 


' tense or claim, that he left any property in 
this country, that he had any interest drawing 


him back to this country, or that he had any 
intention of returning to this country. On 


conclusive that his change of domicile, his 


Whenever any person | 


* United States ; 
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were permanent, that 
as long as he lived ; 
he lived. 

Now, sir, he went to Cuba in 1821, took his 
family there, and received from the Govern 
ment there land for himself as a colonist, for 
his wife, and for each one of his children over 
sixteen years of age, about thirty-three acre 
for each, | believe. He went there under a 
roya! decree of the Spanish Government, 
which provides that at the expiration of the 
first five years—l ask the attention of the mem 
bers of this House to this point, for my col- 
league [Mr. AMBLER] was unable for want of 
time to bring it out yesterday in his remarks 
at the expiration of the first five years from 


it was intended to las 
and it did last as long as 


the settlement of foreign emigrants in the 
island, provided they pledge themselves to 


remain there, they shall enjoy all the rights 
and privileges of naturalization: 

‘The samerights and privileges shall also be en 
joyed by such children as they may have abroad, or 
as may have been born to them in the island, in 
order that they may hold civil or military offices of 
honor according to the talent and capacity of each 
one, 

It was under that royal decree that Dr. Hou 
ard’s father emigrated as a colonist to Cuba, 
received land, and settled there. Before the 
expiration of the five years specified in this 
article of the royal decree he died; but his 
widow remained, his children remained. So 
far as he was concerned, so far as any of them 
were coucerned, they complied in every par 
ticular with the requirements of this royal 
decree ; and under that decree there can be no 
question, in my judgment, that Dr. Houard is 
to-day a subject of Spain just as much as he 
would have been if his father had lived for the 
whole tive years and had then taken the oath 
which these articles required to be 
the end of that time. 

But, Mr. Speaker, let me call attention to 
the analogy between this case and that of Mar 
tin Koszta. Koszta had not taken the final 
oath of allegiance to the Government of the 
he had only declared his inten 
tion to become a citizen of this country, and it 
was necessary that he should remain here five 
years before he could complete his citizenship 
by taking the final oath. In that case we held 
that he was to such an extent a citizen of the 
United States that the Governmant would 
interpose its arm to rescue him from the soil 
of his native country, or from the deck of an 
Austrian vessel, which is constructively a part 
of the soil of that country. 

Now, here is an emigrant who goes abroad 
with the intention of remaining, just as Mar- 
tin Koszta came to this country with the in 
tention of remaining. He declared his in 
tention to remain abroad by the very fact of 
emigrating and taking this land as a colonist. 
He died before his final and complete natural 
ization could take effect under that royal 
decree. But the decree declared that his chil- 
dren should be naturalized citizens without 
taking any oath. His widow remained there 
more than the five years; his children remained 
there; this one, Dr. Houard, has remained 
there until this day. - 

Sir, whether he is technically, as has been 
stated here, acitizen of Spain or not, it is clear 
that he isin every aspect much more acitizen of 
Spain than Martin Einieen was a citizen of the 
United States, and that Spain has infinitely 
more right to interpose its arm in defense of 
him if he should be claimed by this Govern 
ment or any other than we had to interpose 
in the case of Koszta. Yet gentlemen on the 
other side to-day—and not to-day for the first 
time—have held up Captain Ingraham before 
us as the model officer in this matter of pro 
tection of American citizens. I say, then, 
looking at that if we had nothing else 
in this case to act upon, we should be obliged 
to say that Dr. Houard is a Spanish 
But I do not rely wholly upon that 
already said it is not necessary 1 


taken at 


aione, 


subject 

as I have 
to the view 
But it is, neverthe 


we 


we 


be 
> 7 


1 ane oe 


<o 


foc 


coe 


f 


2788 


less, clearly established by the facts presented 
here. 

Besides, sir, we have in this case a state- 
ment ot the law of Spain in respect to this 
subject. There are said to be three classes 
of foreigners in Spain, the naturalized foreign- 
ers, the resident foreigners, and the transient 
foreigners. The resident foreigners are those 
who have established theirdomicile anywhere 
in the monarchy; they are considered as resi 
dents, that word having evidently a particu 
lar signification in this connection—a signifi 
cation as giving a character of citizenship not 
the full citizenship of a naturalized citizen or 
a native citizen, but a qualified citizenship 
much higher than that ot the transient resi- 
dent Those who have resided there for ten 
years have this character Those who marry 
Spaniards and live domiciled in Spain have 
this character. Now, sir, Dr. Houard married 
a Cuban lady, and lived domiciled in Spain 
with his wife until 1868 or 1869. They had 
children born to them there. His wife died 
there and was buried there; and, so far as 
this case is concerned, | do not understand 
there is any question that his children reside 
there to-day 

Mr. LL. MYERS One of his sons is a 
Philadelphian. 

Mr. WILLARD. Does the gentleman claim 
that his children are not there to-day ? 

Mr. L. MYERS. Idonot knowas to that; 
but one of his sons is a Philadelphian. 

Mr. WILLARD. I have stated what the 
case contains. If the gentleman from Penn- 

yilvania [ Mr. L. mxens] has within his pri 
vate knowledge other information, I think it 
would have been very proper for him to have 
submitted it to us in the committee, so that we 
might have been possessed of it, though | do 
not see that the fact he suggests makes any 
difference. 

Mr. L. MYERS. This is the first time the 
statement has been made, 

Mr. WILLARD. My time limited, and 
I must decline to yield for further interruption. 

Now, sir, we have, as | stated a little while 
ago, this state of facts. Here isthistather of 
Dr. Houard going to Cuba as an emigrant, 
taking his family with him, settling there, his 
widow remaining there after his decease, Dr. 
Houard himself marrying there, his family 
living there, he only coming to this country 
for the purpose of education, as soon as he 
graduated returning there and receiving a 
diploma from a medical institution there, 
practicing his profession there from that day 
to this, taking out from time to time a cedula 
or certificate of residence there, never claim- 
ing, so far as any testimony in this case is con- 
cerned, until 1869 or 1870, American citizen- 
ship, and never saying to anybody, so far as 
we can learn, that he ever had the intention 
of returning to the United States. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Let me ask the gentle 
man a question right here at this point. 

Mr. WILLARD. My time is limited and | 
would rather not be interrupted. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I will be brief. 1 un- 
derstood it was conceded yesterday by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. AMBLER, ] who spoke 
very ably upon this question, that this man 
Houard was once a citizen of the United 
States. Now, allow me to put this inquiry to 
the gentleman from Vermont, whether it is not 
a well-settled rule of law if the fact be once 
conceded it existed at a particular point, must 
it not be considered to have existed forever 
unless the contrary appears? Is not that the 
general rule of law in reference to all such 
questions ? 

Mr. WILLARD. The gentleman from Wis- 
consin calls my attention to a subject which I 
expected to speak of later on in this discussion ; 
but inasmuch as he has brought it to the atten- 
tion of the House now, | may as well, pe 
speak of it here. My colleague on the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, the gentleman from 


case of the Venus, decided by the Supreme 


Court, but he was not permitted to refer to it 
as fully as he would have done had he had 
more time. It is a case exactly in point, asa 
reply to the question of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin. This ship Venus was an English 
vessel, captured by an American privateer 
early in the war with Great Britain. The ves- 
sel had sailed from England before the dec- 
laration of war was made by Great Britain, 
and before, of course, the owners of the cargo 
could have known there was to be a declara- 
tion of war. Itis conceded in the case that 
when the cargo was shipped from England, it 
was shipped innocently by the parties, and 
without knowledge that there was to be a war. 
In the statement of the case, the following 
facts wefe conceded as to the national charac 
ter of one of the claimants, McGregor: 


“As to the national character of McGregor. He 
came to the United States a minor; was an estab- 
lished merchant in New York before 1795; he was 
then naturalized; he marriedin New York and pur- 
chased a house there before his departure for Eng- 
land, which he still retains; he has also pure mased 
large tracts of land in the States of Ne :w Vack and 
New Jersey, which he yet owns; he resided about 
twelve years in New York. His return to England 
was produced by temporary eauses. In 1798 he re- 
turned here on account of the sickness of his wife, 
who died in Scotland. His second return was for 
his own health. In 1805 he commenced business in 
Liverpool as an American merchant. His employ- 
ment was that of an American merchant, shipping 
goods from England and receiving American pro- 
duce to sell there on commission. His residence in 
England was in time of peace.”’ 

Now, let us see what the court say. The 
court say, in deciding this case: 

‘The question whether the person to be affected 
by the right of domicile had sufficiently made known 
his intention of fixing himself permanently in the 
foreign country must depend upon all the circum- 
stances of the case. If he had made no express 
declaration on the subject, and his secret intention 
is to be discovered, his acts must be attended to as 
affording the most satisfactary evidence of his 
intention. 

“*On this ground itis that the courts of England 
have decided that a person who removes to a for- 
eign country, settles himself there, engages in the 
trade of the country, furnishes, by these acts, such 
evidence of his intention to reside there as to stamp 
him with the national character of the State where 
he resides. In questions on this subject, the chief 
point to peconmap red is the animus manendi,; and 
courts are to devise such reasonable rules of evi- 
dence as may establish the fact of intention. If it 
sufficiently appear that the intention of removing 
was to make a permanent settlement, or for an 
indefinite time, the right of domicile is acquired 
by a residence even of a fewdays. This is one of 
the rules of the British courts, and it appears to be 
perfectly reasonable. Another is, that a neutral or 
subject found residing in a foreign territory is pre- 
sumed to be there animo manendi; and if a state 
of war should bring his national character into 
question, it lies upon him to explain the circum- 
stances of his residence.”’ 

In that case the court held these goods were 
the goods of an enemy of the country, of a 
person who had established his domicile as a 
permanent resident of England, and the goods 
were condemned. The court held they were 
properly condemned. Justice Washington sub- 
mitted the opinion of the court, and Justice 


| Story gave full and cordial assent to it, saying 


| allow me, I will suggest to him that I think he | 


that it was entirely in accord with the long | 


line of decisions in prize cases. 
Mr. ELDREDGE. If the gentleman will 


has not quite apprehended the force of my 
question. 
of evidence. If it be once conceded that this 
man Houard was a citizen of the United States 


| ata given time, does it not devolve upon those 
| who take the opposition to show that he was 


VUhio, [Mr. AmBuer, | referred yesterday to the || 


nota citizen at another time later than the 
time he was conceded to be a citizen? 

Mr. WILLARD. If the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. ELprepe@e] will pardon me for 
saying so, | think he is the one who is undera 
misapprehension and not I. 

The courts say in this case: 


‘A neutral or subject found residing in a foreign 
country is presumed to be there animo manendi. 
It was said further 
‘And if astate of war should bring his national 


eueat ter into question, it lies upon him to explain 
the circumstances of his residence.” 


My question had reference to arule | 
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is exactly i in point as an answer to the gentle. 
man’s question. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 
allow me—— 

Mr. WILLARD. I[eannot yield to the gen. 
tleman to argue the question. It is just as 
plain as language can make it, that a persoy 
residing abroad is presumed tobea permanent 
resident, and that it lies upon the person him 
self, when his citizenship is called in question, 
to explain, and explain satisfactorily, the cir 
cumstances of his residence 

Now, we have not only this decision of the 
court, but we have the decision of Mr. Marcy, 
in the paper addressed by him to Mr. Hulse. 
mann in the Koszta case. I should like t to 
read more at length from the decision of Mr. 
Marcy than my time will permit. My col 
league on the committee, the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. AMBLER, ] did read from it, and | 
quote again from it that the law applicable to 
this case may be fairly spread upon the record 

As respects especially the point made, that 
upon the declaration of Koszta himself, he 


Will the gentleman 





_intended to become a citizen of the United 


| States, that declaration amounted, as [ | 


have 
already said, to nothing whatever, except ag 
evidence of his intention; not being in any 
sense evidence of citizenship, but only ev idence 
of his intention to remain in the country long 
enough to be perinaneutly domiciled here and 
to become a citizen of the country. On that 
point Mr. Marcy said : 

“It is not contended that this initiatory step in the 
process of naturalization invested him with all the 
civil rights of an American citizen; but it is suffi 
cient for all the purposes of this case to show that 
he was clothed with an American natiouality; and, 
in virtue thereof, the Government of the United 


| States was authorized to extend to him its protection 


| at home and abroad, 


| respect for municipal codes. 


Mr. Hulsemann, as the unde: 

signed believes, falls into a great error, an error 
fatal to some of his most important conclusions, by 
assuming that a nation can properly extend its pro 
tection only to native-born or naturalized citizens 
This is not the doctrine of international law, nor is 
the practice of nations circumscribed within sue} 

narrow limits. This law does not, as has been before 
remarked, complicate questions of this nature b; 
In relation to this sub 
ject, it has clear and distinct rules of its own. It 
gives the national character of the country’— 


And I desire especially the attention of those 
Democrats who once believed in Mr. Marcy 


| to this proposition— 


**not only to native-born and naturalized citizens 
but to all residents in it who arethere with or even 
without an intention to become citizens, provided 
they have a domicile therein. Foreigners may, and 


| often do, acquire adomicile in acountry even though 


they have entered it with the avowed intention not 
to become naturalized citizens, but to return to their 
native land at some remote and uncertain period; 


| and whenever they acquire a domicile internationa! 


law at once impresses upon them the national char- 


| acter of the country of that domicile. It is a maxim 


of international law that domicile confers a national 


| character; it does not allow any one who has a 





domicile to decline the national character thus con 
ferred; it forces it upon him often very much against 


| his will, and to his great detriment.’’ 


Now, can the proposition be more strongly 
stated; the very proposition of law upon 
which that case was rested, and the only 
proposition of law upon which it can be justi 
tied? Why, sir, it does not require that a man 
should be a naturalized citizen of the United 
States or of any other country to have the 
national character of the country impressed 
upon him, to become liable to all the duties 
which accompany that character, to be com 
pelled to contribute to the support and main 
tenance of the Government, and to give his arm 


| and his life, if called upon, in its defense. 


In our last war we passed a law authorizing 
a draft, and every person within certain ages 
in the United States who was a citizen, or 
who had declared his intention to become a 
citizen, was made liable to that draft. We 
held that that first declaration of intention, 
which is of itself only the best evidence o! 
domicile and residence, was sufficient to give 
the national character to that individual, and 
to put him under the obligation of giving the 
highest evidence in the power of any person 
to give of his duty to the country, exposing 


That is what | have been contending for, and || himself to death in its defeuse. 











fh 


ct 


ns 
en 
ed 
nid 
go 
ot 


ir 


Ny 
ot 


nd 
he 
on 


Dg 


1872. 


Now, sir, this has always beer. the American 
doctrine. It is the only doct; ine upon which 
gentlemen on the other side of — House can 
defend their course here ou this figor, for years 
nast. in respect to the Fenians. It is a doc- 
kins which they have everywhere claimed to 

the American doctrine; that a person com- 
ng to this country with the intention of resid 

g in this country is not only impressed thereby 

wi hth the national charac ‘ter ofthe United States, 

ut is then given, and to be given everywhere, 

the protection and the full protection of the 
Government. 

But, sir, letus see what the doctrine is which 
is here contended for. We have already in 
this country millions, I believe, certainly many 
thousands of Chinese—persons who come here 
not always with the intention of remaining per 
persons upon whom our laws will 
not confer the rights and privileges of citizens ; 
persons who are not allowed to testify in our 
persons who have little more protec- 
tion from our laws than was given to the poor 
slave press to the rebellion. Under the doc 
trine claimed by gentlemen on the other side 
of the House, every one of these persons is 
today so far a full citizen of China that, if 
one of them should be tried by a police court 
in California or in Oregon, the Chinese Gov- 
ernment ean call upon Mr. Secretary Fish for 
a transcript of the record, ask him whether 
Chinese were allowed to testify in the court, 
whether the decision of the court was abso- 
jutely in accordance with the rules of interna 
tional law, and whether we have given them 
all the opportunity that could possibly be given 
them of political rights and the largest liberty 
in our Country: and unless we answer them 
directly and send them all the papers, we might 
have by the next steamer or by the cable a 

peremptory demand from the house of repre- 
entatives of China, if there should happe n to 
be in the progress of events such a body in that 
realm, es the surrender of Ah Sin and his 
brothers in this country to the Chinese Gov- 
ernment, and the restoration to them of all 
property that may have been taken by process 
or otherwise in actions against them. 

Sir, this doctrine is one of the most perni- 
cious and mischievous doctrines that we can 
well establish in this country for ourselves. 
We call ourselves ‘‘ the home of the oppressed 
of every land.’’ We invite emigrants from 
every country to come here and fuse them- 
selves into our common nationality and be- 
come a part of our great country; and for the 
purpose of making this invitation all the more 
emphatic and earnest, we point to the case of 
Martin Koszta, to show them what we will do 
in defending and protecting them and throw- 
ing about them the shield of our nationality 
afier they have once planted their feet on our 
shores and made a declaration of intention of 
becoming American citizens. But now, sir, 
we are asked in the face of that invitation, by 
a solemn vote of the House of Representa- 
tives, to declare that a residence abroad for 
hity years without any intention of returning 
to one’s country, any expressed intention, or 
any that appears from any act, is not sufficient 
to throw off this nationality which we declare 
can be puton by a residence of six months. 
Sir, it is one of the most mischievous doc- 
trines in my judgment that could possibly be 
devised, and if adopted as the serious judg- 
ment of our country would only be productive 
of continual trouble in the conduct of our for- 
eign affairs. 

But, sir, as I desire to yield a little of my 
time to my colleague, [Mr. PoLanp,] I hasten 
to state one more proposition in relation to 
this case, and it is this: We hear much about 
‘he rights of American citizens ; we have had 
quoted to us the not entirely original state- 
ment that it was a high honor once to be a 
oman citizen, and I have no doubt that it is 
somewhat of an honor to be an American 
citizen. Still, Mr. Speaker, we have always 


er . 
nanenliy , 


coul tS; 


held that citizenship is a matter of duties as | 


well asof rights. The Government has rights 
which the citizen must acknowledge. The Gov- 
ernment has corresponding duties which it 
must perform toward the citizen. The citizen 
has rights which he can insist upon from the 
Government, and the eitizen is under obliga 
tion to perform duties toward the Government, 
The relation is one which absolutely requires 
that the citizen shall not permanently remove 
from the country. Now, in this case we have 
a person claiming to be a citizen of the United 
States who never has had one dollar of prop- 
erty interest in the United States. He has 
not owned real estate here; he has never 
owned any personal property here. He never 
has contributed of his strength, of his intel 
lect, of his means in any way to build up or 
defend or magnify the strength or the honor 
of the American Government. He has never 
done anything which a citizen of the United 
States is calied upon to do of the duties which 
he owes to the Government whose protection 
he seeks. But he has chosen to cast his lot 
with another people; he has chosen to marry 
his wife of another people; his children have 
been born and reared with another people; 
his profession has been practiced in another 
country ; his tamily, his property interest, 
whatever interests he has, are with another 
people, a foreign Power. And the only link 
which he seems to regard as connecting him 
with the United States is this duty of the 
American Government to follow him with its 
protection, even at the peril of war. 

When a man asks protection of this Gov- 
ernment, or when his friends ask that for 
him, I think that they ought to show some- 
thing of the obligations resting upon the coun- 
try to perform that duty toward him ; that they 
ought to show that on his side of that contract, 
which should be a reciprocal contract in its 
rights and duties, he has given something, or 
shown somewhere his devotion to the country 
whose protection he claims. When forty mil 
lion people on the one hand sre asked to 
go to the risk of war to rescue from a Spanish 
prison, or even a chain gang, any man who 
inay set up his claim to American citizenship 
and the protection of the American Govern 
ment; it 1s due to us, before we offer ourselves 
as ready to go to war in his behalf, that we 
should understand what on his side has been 
done from the first, what on his side ever has 
been done to show that he has any right to 
claim that protection. 

I hold that the line of decisions is uniform, 
that the current of authority is all one way, 
and that no contrary Opinions can be cited ; 
that by this current of decisions and this 
uniform authority Dr. Houard has no more 


right to-day to ask the intervention of this | 


Government in his behalf than any other citi- 
zen of Cuba or of Spain. 

I yield the rest of my time to my colleague, 
[Mr. Pouanp. } 

Mr. POLAND. In the little time that my 
colleague [Mr. WiLLarp] has lett and has so 
kindly yielded to me, of course I shall be able 
to say but very little upon this question. [| 
have desired to obtain the floor for a short 
time to say that in my judgment the doctrine 
of this resolution is so utterly un-American, 
so utterly hostile and contrary to the whole 
doctrine that has been peculiar to this country 
as against the doctrines of other and monarch- 
ical countries, that | wish an opportunity to 
say in a few words why I think so. 

Now, it may he true that the Spanish Gov- 
ernment may have dealt very cruelly and 
harshly with this Dr. Houard—Howard, to 
give his name a Yankee pronunciation, which 
seems to be about all there is of his citizen- 
ship and nationality—it may be true that they 
have dealt unjustly with him; he may have 
been wrongfully convicted, and may now be 
suffering wrongfully for aught | know. But 
the important question 18, what is it to us? 
What have we as an American nation and 
people to do about it? I do not undervalue 


i 


| form the duties of citizenship. 


American citizenship. I would go as far as 
anybody ought to go in the protection of every 
American citizen either here in this country, 
or, if he choses to travel abroad, or become a 
mere. sojourner abroad, I would go as far as 
anybody in requiring ail foreign nations and 
the officers ot foreign Governments to treat 
him properly and give him all his rights. 

But how is ithere? [I am not going into a 
history of this man at all. Suppose he was 
born of American parents; suppose that he 
had every attribute of citizenship up to the 
time that he removed to the island of Cuba. 
In 1843 or 1844, almost thirty years ago, he 
removed to the island of Cuba and established 
himself there in the practice of his profession, 
and has been steadily following it since with 
every sign of being a permanent citizen and 
resident of that country. Now, what is the 
legal presumption growing out of that fact? 
As | understand, there is not a particle of 
evidence in the case that this man ever had 
any intention, ever expressed any intention, or 
showe d any Intention 1n any manner or form, 
to ever come back and reside in this country. 

Let me ask my friend from Ohio who sits 
before me, [ Mr. Perry, ] and every other good 
lawyer in this House, what is the legal pre 
sumption of a continued residence and pros 
ecution of business in a country for thirty 
years? As the lawyers say, he had the animus 
manendi, not the animus revertendi. Now, 
in the absence of any fact showing otherwise, 
that is the legal presumption. 

Upon that state of facts, what is the Amer 
ican doctrine? I know that England, and | 
suppose the European States generally, have 
held the old doctrine of the common law, that 
a mau owes allegiance to the country of bis 
birth, and that be never can shake it off, no 
matter where he goes. This doctrine was 
founded and had its origin in a system of 
feudalism and serfdom, that the man belonged 
to the land, a species of slavery utterly at war 
with the free principles and ideas on which this 
Government was founded, and never was sanc 
tioned by our people. 

Mr. BANKS. They have abandoned that 
doctrine. 

Mr. POLAND. Whether they have aban 
doned it or not we abandoned it first. I for 
one wish to see our country stand by the doc 
trine which it has heretofore maintained; and 
[| would be glad to see the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs stand by it. 
‘The difficulty with the resolution before the 
House is that it proposes we shall abandon 
toe very dociriue upon which we went to war 
with England in 1812, the very doctrine under 
which we have claimed the right to protect 
every Irishman and every German who leaves 
his native land and comes here to reside. 
We are asked to repudiate that doctrine, and 
to say that a man shall not go from among us 
and make his home in some other country ; 
for, it weare under obligations to Dr. Houard, 
he is equaliy under obligations to us. The 
relation, if it exists, must be a mutual one. 
If our Government owes Dr. Houard any 
thing in the way of protection as a citizen 
against any acts of the Spanish Government, 
he owes allegiance to this Government, and 
we would have aright to call upon him to per 
Have we any 
such right? When he has gone abroad to 
Cuba or any other country to reside for thirty 
years, have we any right to say to him, ‘* You 
inust return and fulfill here the duties of citi- 
zenship ?”’ 

The true doctrine on this subject was laid 
down in that celebrated letter of Mr. Marcy to 
Chevalier Hulseman, which has created an 
enduring fame for its author, and upon which 
the whole American nation has ever since 
stood as the correct exposition of the law. In 
that celebrated letter Mr. Marcy says: 


‘The sounder and more prevalent doctrine, how 
ever, is that the citizen or subject having faithfully 
performed the past and present duties resulting 
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from his relation to the sovereign power, may at 
any time release himself from the obligation of 
allegiance, freely quit the land of his birth or adopt- 
jon, seek through all countries a home, and select 
inywhere that which offers him the fairest prospect 
of happiness for himself and his posterity.’’ 

Now we are asked to say that that is not 
the true doctrine; that Dr. Houard, although 
he has chosen to spend the life-timealmost of 
a generation as a permanent resident in the 
island of Cuba, had no right to do that; that 
| 


he still owes obligations to this Government 


Now, | say he does not; and if 
he does not, our Government owes no obliga 
tion to him. 


“#5 & CILIZeD 


The consequence of abandoning, as we are 
called upon to do, the American doctrine upon 
this subject would be to say to the English 
Government, the German Government, to 
every Government of Europe, ‘* Although your 
citizens have chosen to expatriate themselves, 
although they have come and resided perma- 
nently in our country for agreat number of 
years with adesign to make this their home for 
the remainder of their lives, and the home of 
their children after them, they still owe obliga 
tions to you.’’ Now, I deny that doctrine. 
Chis country has denied it for more than half 
a century. [am for abiding by the American 
doctrine and saying that whenever an_ Irish- 
man or a German or a native of any other 
foreign country chooses to come here, cast 
his lot with us, and make this his home, we 
will protect him against the Government of 
his birth or any other. 1am in favor of say- 
ing to every American citizen, ‘if you choose 
to go to some other country and make your 
home there, you have a perfect right to do so; 
you will no longer owe obligations to us, and 
we shall no longer owe obligations to you.”’ 


Mr. ELDREDGE. [wish to put an inguiry |} 


tothe gentleman from Vermont, [Mr. Po.anp. ] 
He has expressed some of the views and con- 
clusions to which I have come upon this ques- 
tion; but it seems to me that in the view which 
le takes he ignores a very important consid- 
eration. Now he claims—— 

Mr. POLAND. Do not make an argument; 
ask your question, 

Mr. ELDREDGE, I shall be very brief. 


The gentleman claims—— 


Mr. POLAND. Put your question; do not | 


make an argument. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Iam not going to make 
an argument. The gentleman claims that in 
order for a man to be entitled to the protection 


coe 7 , 
of this Government, he must himself owe and 


acknowledge obligations to the Government. 


Now | wish to put this inquiry: if a citizen of 


this country goes to Spain and Spain does not 
uccept him as a citizen, does not recognize 
her obligation te protect him as a citizen of 
Spain, can he, by the mere act of going to 
Spain, be considered as having abandoned his 
American nationality and rendered himself 
no longer entitled to the protection of this 
Government? 

Mr. POLAND. I can answer that question 
of the gentleman. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. He is to be presumed 
to have received the right of protection from 
the Government of Spain if he has lost his 
right of protection by his own country. But 
such is not the understanding of Spain, for 


all of her acts in regard to Dr. Houard have | 


proved that she regarded him as an enemy, 
and not as a subject of Spain. 

Mr. POLAND. I will answer that question 
in half the time in which the gentleman has 
been putting it. This man went abroad to 
reside permauently. It is of no sort of conse- 
quence whether he became naturalized or noi ; 
whether he undertook to take upon himself 
obligations to that Government, or whether 
they undertook any obligations to him, is not 
of the slightest account. The fact is that he 
expatriated himself permanently, and that is 
enough to end all obligations between him and 
this Government. I agree, if a mere sojourner 


and mere traveler in a country, he would || construction of its road, and for other pur- || 
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have the same right to call upon his country 
and that would be under the same obligation 
to him as if he had remained here; but the 
moment he went there permanently to reside, 
all obligation on our part ceases to protect him 
as an American citizen. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Then, according to the 
gentlemen’s argument, this man is a citizen of 
no country, and entitled to the protection of 
no Government. 

Mr. POLAND. The gentleman may so con- 
sider if he pleases; but if that be so it is this 
man’s own fault, and not that of the Govern- 
ment. In my opinion, a man may expatriate 
himself and abandon his citizenship in this 
country so as to lose all claim to its protection 
without becoming, in a technical sense, a citi- 
zen of another, in consequence of failing to 
comply with their laws of naturalization. His 
abandonment of his home here ends his claim 
to protection by ug. If he has failed to secure 
a new right in the home of his adoption it is 
his concern alone. 

{ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. L. MYERS next addressed the House. 
| His remarks will be found in the Appendix. ] 
He concluded by saying, Now, if I have any 
time left, 1 will yield to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [ Mr. Buruer. } 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. BLair, 
of Michigan.) The gentleman has three min- 
utes remaining of his time. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I will 
ask the House to hear me when I can have 
more time. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Well, I will yield what is 
left of my time to the gentleman from Indiana, 


[Mr. Packarp, ] my colleague on the Commit- | 


tee on Foreign Affairs. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, 
one of its clerks, informed the House that the 
Senate had passed a bill (S. No. 671) to au- 
thorize the West Wisconsin Railway Company 
to keep up and maintain a bridge for railway 


| purposes across Lake St. Croix to the city of 


Hudson, inthe State of Wisconsin; in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message also informed the House that 
the Senate had agreed to the resolution of 
the House of Representatives expressive of 
the regret with which Congress heard of the 
demise of Professor S. F. B. Morse, with an 
amendment; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested. 


THE LATE PROFESSOR MORSE. 


Mr. COX. The amendment of the Senate 
to the resolution in reference to the demise of 


| Professor Morse, which has just been received, 


is merely verbal, and I trust the House will at 
once agree to it. I ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. L. Myers] to yield a mo- 
ment for that purpose. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I yield for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 
amendment of the Senate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the word “ concurring,” in the 
first line, and insert the following: 

That the Congress of the United States have heard 
with profound regret of the death of Professor 8. F. 
B. Morse. ‘The American people cherish a grateful 
sense of his preéminent service to his country and 


mankind in happily applying the discoveries of 


science by theinvention of the American telegraph 
to relations most important in human affairs. To 


the memory of a citizen thus allied with the tri- | 


umphs of science and the arts, whose genius and 
character are honored in every land, the Congress 
pauses to pay its tribute of respect. 


Mr. COX. I move that the amendment of 
the Senate be concurred in. 

The question was put; and the amendment 
was concurred in. 


TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask that tne Senate 
bill (S. No. 724) supplementary to an act 
eutitled ‘An act to incorporate the Texas 
Pacific Railroad Company, and to aid in the 


April 25, 


poses,’’ approved March 3, 1871, now on the 
Speaker’s table, be printed, with sundry 
amendments which I desire to offer from the 
Committee op the Pacific Railroad. , 

There was no objection; and it was ordered. 


DR. JOHN EMILIO HOUARD. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
preamble and resolution reported from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. PACKARD. Mr. Speaker, in the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs I gave my x; 
proval to this resolution; but I did not they 
know or suspect that it was to be made the 
vehicle of an attack on the Administration, | 
assented to the resolution with some hesita 
tion, and chiefly because of my distrust of the 
Spanish character and want of confidence jn 
the integrity of the Cuban authorities. But 
if by a vote for this resolution Iam to be inter 
preted as censuring the Administration, [ musi 
interpose my negative. 

I did not expect to say one word, but I ain 
surprised into it by the remarks of the two geu- 
tlemen from New York, [Mr. Woop and Mr. 
Roserts.] The first named gentleman quoted 
largely from the executive document which 
I hold in my hand, and [ will show from that 
document, if I have time in the two minutes 
allowed me, that the Administration has inter- 
posed in behalf of this man, Dr. Houard, 


promptly, vigilantly, and persistently, having 


gone further to shield him and protect him than 
under like circumstances the Government has 
ever done before. 

Lhe first notice of the arrest of Dr. Houard 
was received January 38, 1871, and its receipt 
was promptly acknowledged by the State De- 
partment. On the 28th of January another 
dispatch was received from the consul general 
at Havana in regard to the arrest, covering a 
letter from the captain general, in which he 
Says: 

“In view of the statements made in your com- 
munication of the 20th December ultimo, in refer- 
ence to Mr. Juan Emilio Houard, detained at Cien- 
fuegos, on suspicion of connivance with the insur- 
gents, | have given orders to the commander of oper- 
ations of the Cinco Villas to grant to Mr. Houard 
every consideration due to foreigners, a speedy 
investigation of the case, und immediate liberation 
if found innocent of the charge preferred against 
him.” 

Could anything more be asked for? Hehad 
not yet been tried, and he was promised lib- 
eral treatment. National comity could not 
permit any further demands at this point. 

On the 6th day of January, 1872, Mr. Ho- 
ratio Fox, the consul at Trinidad de Cuba, 
notified the State Department that Dr. Houard 
had been tried and sentenced to *‘ eight years 
imprisonment for political causes. This 
dispatch inclosed another, in which it was 
stated that the captain general of Cuba had 
affirmed that the consul had no right to ask 
for information, but that it should come 
through the Spanish minister at Washington. 
This was received ou the 6th of January, and 
on the 8th of the same month Secretary Fish 
addressed a note on the subject to the Spanish 
minister, Mr. Lopez Roberts, closing as fol- 
lows: 

I have the honor to request through you a report 
upon the charges, and the evidence in support 0! 
them, brought against Dr. J. E. Houard, represented 
to be a citizen of the United States, who was recently 
condemned by court-martial at Cienfuegos to eight 
years’ imprisonment and the confiscation of all his 


property. 
Accept, sir, &e., HAMILTON FISH. 


Could anything more have been done, and 


' could it have been done more promptly? 


‘here were various other dispatches; but [ 
come to that of March 9, 1872,to Mr. Adee, 
which closes as follows: 

You will point out the fact that Dr. Houard is 
native citizen of the United States; you will re- 
monstrate against the proceedings of the Spanish 
authorities in Cuba in this case as a violation of tho 


provisions of the treaty already cited; and you will 
also ask his immediate release. 


T am, sir, &e., 
eek HAMILTON FISH. 
A. A. ADEE, esq., &e. 


I might stop here, but I want to read the 
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closing portion of the letter to Mr. Courax, 
which sull farther shows that this subject has 
been with the Administration one of earnest | 
onsideration : 


The remark that other Governments are more 

jJicitous than that of the United States to protect 
their citizens abroad is not supported by any facts 
relating to the present troubles in Cuba, and might 
he disproved by abundant evidence to be found in 
the published archives and correspondence, and in 
the debates of the public assemblies of different 
nations. i 

The United States Government is generally men- 
tioned as the most exacting in this respect of any 
in the world, and nothing whatever has been done 
by the present Administration to change its charac- 
terin thisregard. No other Power has been more 
successful than ourselves in dealing with the 
authorities of the island of Cuba. It is, however, 
avery common thing for people of any nationality, 
in moments of disappointment and excitement, to 
imagine that if their nationality were different 
their cases wouldreceive more careful attention. 

You may be sure, Mr. Vice President, that the 
painful ease of Dr. Houard, and all similar cases, 
will continue to receive the most careful consider- 
ation by this Government, and should it be in the 
power of any of your correspondents to furnish in- 
formation that will strengthen the hands of the 
(Government in the premises, such information will 
be most gratefully received. 

I have the honor, &e., 

HAMILTON FISH. 

Hon, SCHUYLER CoLFAXx, 


ice President of the United States. 


I bad intended to vote for the resolution 
with a view to giving the Administration the 
moral support of the House in its efforts for 
the release of this man, but its proper meaning 
and effect having been tortured into a censure 
of the Administration, J shall vote against it, 
and I shall do so in the confident beliet, based 
on what has already been done, that the Ad- 
ministration will not cease its efforts in behalf 
of this victim of Spanish cruelty. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move now to amend 
the resolution by adding to it that of which I 
gave notice on yesterday, and which I ask the | 
Clerk to read. | 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Unless it shall be made to appear, upon investi- 
gation, to the satisfaction of the executive depart- 
ment, that said Houard had been held for and duly 
convicted of an offense committed by him within | 
the jurisdiction of Spain, and has been prosecuted 
therefor under the authority of law and according 
to the regular course of proceedings usual in like | 
cases, and that the privileges secured to citizens of 
the United States by the seventh article of the 
treaty of the United States with Spain, dated 27th 
October, 1795, were neither denied nor disregarded 
on his trial. 

Mr. BANKS. I desire to move to amend || 
the amendment, by striking out all after the 
word ‘‘ unless,’ and inserting in lieu thereof 
the following : 

It shall be established to the satisfaction of the | 
President that from any cause the said Houard has 
forfeited his rights to protection by the Government 
of the United States, or taken the oath of allegiance 
to the Government of Spain. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The amendment which 1 | 
have offered does not change the language of 
the resolution as it was reported from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs; it leaves the 
text of that resolution untouched. The House 
will notice that the amendment moved by me 
is simply additional to the resolution as re- | 
ported, and is intended to bring the true intent 
and meaning of the resolution before the two 
nations, and to put upon record expressly what 
[am constrained to suppose wasimplied in the 
text of the resolution; that it was the purpose 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs to ask 
this House to simply declare that in its judg- 
ment the treaty of 1795 between the United 
States and Spain should be sacredly observed | 
by both the contracting parties, in the interest 
alike of each nation and of the citizens of 
each. 

The amendment now offered by the honor- 
able chairman of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs departs, as I understand by its read- 
ing, from the original text of his resolution. 
It is outside of and a departure from the terms | 
of the treaty. The words quoted in the amend- 
ment which I offer are found in the seveuth | 
article of the treaty, which provides for a trial | 
according to law, and according to the usages || 


| access to be present at 
| evidence which 


|| 8, page 142. 


| of the treaty of 1795 with Spain. 


| in that stipulation. 
| seek to amend or alter it? 
|| that this House shall, by direction or indirec- 


| 
in such cases in Spain. But now the gentle- | 
way of amendment these words, thatare foreign 
entirely to the terms of the treaty: ‘‘ unless it | 
shall be established to the satisfaction of the 
President that from any cause the said Houard 
has forfeited his right to protection by the 
Government of the United States, or taken the 
oath of allegiance to the Government of Spain.”’ 

Mr. BANKS. Let me say one word. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman must ex- 
cuse me, my time is limited, and the gentle- 
man will have his hour. I respect equally 
with any other man on this floor the rights of 
American citizens, natural born and natural 
ized, but | respect as well the honor of the 
nation, as pledged by solemn treaty obligation. 
The agreement between Spain and the United 
States, according to the terms of the treaty, 
operates to change what would otherwise be 


| the right (acknowledged and declared by our- 
| selves) of Spain on the one side and of the 


United States on the other. It has been the 


|; common law of England, accepted by our- 


selves, and upon which there is no room for 
dispute at this day among intelligent Ameri- 
cans or intelligent Englishmen, that whoever 
(whether a citizen or alien) shall within the 


'| territorial jurisdiction of either country com- 


mit an offense against its laws shall be answer- 
able to the local tribunals of the country 
against which he offends, subject to no limita- 
tion except the rule prescribed by the general 
law of the country, unless the same shall be 
modified or restricted by convention or treaty 
stipulation. 


But, sir, by a treaty provision we say to || 
Spain that in the words thereof she shall take 
care if any citizen of the United States within | 
her jurisdiction shall be held to answer for 
any offense against her laws that he shall only 
be tried and prosecuted for such offense ‘‘ by 
order and authority of law, and according to 
the regular course of proceedings usual in 
such cases ;’’ that there shall be no extraor- 
dinary departure from that which is observed 
in like cases against subjects of Spain. 

The treaty further provides— 

“ The citizens and subjects of both parties shall be 
allowed to employ such advocates, solicitors, nota- 


| ries, agents, and factors, as they may judge proper, 


in all their affairs, and in all their trials at law in 
which they may be concerned before the tribunals 
of the other party; and such agents shall have free 
the proceedings in such 
causes, and atthe takiug of all examinations and 
may be exhibited in the said 
trials.”’— Treaty with Spain, Statutes-at-Large, vol. 


That is the language of the seventh article 


The amendment which I have offered cov- 


| ers by express words copied from the seventh 


article of the treaty every provision embraced 
Why, then, do gentlemen 
Do they propose 


tion, vote down the amendment which I offer, 
which declares in substance that the executive 
department shall see to it that the provision 
of the seventh article of the treaty of October 
7, 1795, shall be faithfully observed and car- 
ried out. Has this House any right, express 


| or implied, to disregard a treaty obligation—a 


treaty the validity of which has not been ques- 
tioned from the day of its date in October, 1795, 
to this hour by any department of the Govern- 
ment—a treaty standing upon the express pro- | 
visions of which alone we have the right to | 
inquire into the mode of judicial procedure 
in any case by the Spanish authorities? But 


right to inquire whether that proceeding was 
in any respect a departure from what was the 
usual and ordinary mode of procedure here- 
tofore observed in like cases against offenders 
of the Spanish law within Spanish jurisdic- 
tion. I stand upon the treaty, and standing 
upon it, I ask simply that the rights of the citi 
zen on the one haud and the rights of the 


nation on the other shall be respected by Spain. |, 
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| This is what was contemplated by the original 
| man from Massachusetts comes and offers by 


resolution, as I propose to prove. 

Mr. RANDALL. Willthe gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does not the gentleman, 
upon the information furnished by the State De- 
partment to this House, recognize Dr. Houard 
as an American citizen ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly I do, and the 
amendment I offer does not deny that aver 
ment in the original resolution. If he is 
not a citizen of the United States, we have 
nothing to do with this inquiry, nothing in the 
world to do with it. 

Mr. RANDALL. The reason I ask the 
question is that an attempt has been made 
here by technicalities of law and by innuendo 
to declare the contrary of that fact. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I speak very 
hurriedly, and shall take these points up in 
order. Now, having made these general dec 
larations, I frankly state io the House that I 
desire that the resolution as proposed may be 
amended in order that it nvay receive the united 
vote of this House. One of my purposes in 
offering the amendment is so to frame it in 
the words and spirit of the treaty of 1795 as 
to enable every member on this floor consci- 
entiously to give it his vote. 

The resolution as originally reported from 


| the Committee on Foreign Affairs resolves 


that ‘Sia the judgment of this House the said 
John Emilio Houard was and is a citizen of 
the United States by birth and continued and 
uninterrupted choice, and as such is entitled to 
all and every protection of this Government.”’ 
If that had been all I would not have offered 
any amendment, but these words follow: ‘ and 
in the opinion of this House the President 


| should promptly demand his unconditional 


release and the restoration of his property, 
which has been confiscated to the use of the 


| Spanish Government.’’ 


The last clause, sir, depends entirely on the 


| question whether in the first place he has been 


guilty, being a citizen of the United States, of 
an offense against Spain, committed within 


| her jurisdiction; and whether, in the next 


place, being so guilty, he has been condemned 
in accordance with the requirements of the 
seventh article of the treaty of 1795. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman from 
Ohio let me ask him another question ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the gentleman will 
only let me go on I will answer all his ques- 
tions. As to the question of citizenship am 


| willing to resolve all doubts in favor of a citi 
| zen of the United States. 


That Dr. Houard is 
a natural-born citizen of the United States 
there is not room for the shadow of a doubt. 
He was born of naturalized parents within the 
jurisdiction of the United States, and by the 
express words of the Constitution, as amended 


| to-day, he is declared to all the world to be a 


citizen of the United States by birth. 

Mr. Speaker, the next point in issue is as to 
expatriation. Expatriation is one of the im 
prescriptible rights of men. To assert it the 
American Government waged war against 


| Great Britain, in what is known in our history 


| for that provision I deny that you have the |) 


as the ‘‘second war for independence,’’ for 
three years. The right of expatriation is one 


| of the fundamental principles of American 


government. 

What does it mean, sir? Does it mean the 
mere leaving the territorial limits of the Uni 
ted States? Every one who has reflected on 
the subject knows better. It means the vol 
untary severance or renunciation of that alle 
giance which the native-born or adopted cit- 
izen owes to this country. Mr. Speaker, I have 
heard loose, heedless expressions on this sub- 
ject which I would rather not have heard 
uttered. I deny that an American citizen, I 
deny that a citizen of the United States in 
fact or by necessary implication, severs or re- 
nounces his allegiance to thiscountry or expa- 
triates himselfif he goes to the remotest ends 





—— 


i EO, OT 
oan 


ye 


i 


2792 


of the earth in pursuit of gain and 


purpose ¢ niy of 


He must 
do something more than that. He must indi 


indefinite domicile. 


cate his own vOluntary purpose to sever his 


allegiance and to end it in accordance with the 


aw of the nationality to which he goes. Itis 


too late, sir, to consider this an open question 

America By all your legisiation from the 
orgavization of your Government to this hour 
the legislative construction of the American 
people is that a citizen or subject of any for- 
eigu Power, however long he may be dumiciled 
in this country, does not become a citizen of 
the United States on nder his allegiance 


ry Government of his birth unless 


he does in a rdance with our local law de 
clare his intention to sever that foreign alle- 
giance, orn accordance therewith take an oath 


of allegiance to our Constitution and to our 

Government, and renounce allegiance toevery 
foreign Government 

‘That is the traditional policy of your coun 

try. I deny the right of any foreign Govern 

of the 

American pe le, because one of my fellow 


citizens may have been domiciled, voluntarily, 


ment to say to me as a Re presentative 


if you plea e, in accordance with their local 
laws, for fifteen or twen y years within their 
jurisdiction, that without any intention on his 
part to renounce his allegiance he forfeits his 
high privilege of an American citizen and sub 
jects himself to the violation of his rights as 
guarantied by «a most solemn treaty between 
that country and thi 


Mr. Speaker, allow me to say further in this 


for the 


connection that evidence has been transmitted 


to this House by the State 
by the laws of Spain thi 


Department that 
allegiance of your 
natural born citizen could not be transferred 
from America to Spain without the formal 
wecording to the Spanish law vol- 
untarily made by the American citizen. There 
Houard ever 


declaration 
is nota tittle of evidence that Dr. 
made any such declaration. 

have another word to add to this. 
laws of Spain it is provided that any foreign 
ithin the jurisdiction of 
to assert his continued citi- 
country of his nativity from 
which he has come, or the country of his 
adoption from which he may have come, is 
authorized by the law of Spain to declare that 
intention, and make it matter of record before 
a consular agent of his own native or his own 
adopted country. It is notified to this House 
by your State Department hat Houard, in the 
year 186%, and again in 1870, in pursuance of 
this provision of the Spanish law, did, before 
the American consul in the island of Cuba, 
declare his continued American citizenship. 
That is enough for me on that subject—to de- 


citizen domiciled w 
Spain who desires 


zenship in the 


ciare il 
record that Dr. Houard is a citizen of the 
United Stat Prima facie he is still an 
American cilizen, As we understand our own 
legislation, known of all the world, an Amer- 
ican citizen is forever an American citizen 
until, by his own solemn act in accordance 
with the law of some foreign sovereignty, he 
renounces that allegiance. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman now 
allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. By article seven of the 


By the | 


as a mere matter of judgment upon the | 


treaty to which the gentleman alluded, there | 


is a stipulation that an American citizen shall 
be tried in accordance with law. 
know whether, in view of that section of that 
treaty, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Brine 
HAM] thinks that trial by a military court- 


I want to | 


martial was in accordance with the spirit or 


letter of that provision? 

Mr. BINGHAM. In reply to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania I will say that I have 
not undertaken to decide that question. I am 
not in a condition to decide it, and it is not 
our business to decide it in the absence of 
some further evidence on the subject. My | 


in accordance with the treaty. But I answer 
the gentleman further that he must remember 
that this treaty does not interfere with the 
local sovereignty of a nation and its right to 
prescribe generally in what manner offenses 
against its laws shall be tried. By your own 
law, by the provisions of the act of 1806, not- 
withstanding the treaty with Spain, a subject 
of Spein guilty of a crime within the jurisdic- 
tion of the United States liable under the act 
of 1806 by court-martial wou!d be as liable to 
such trial by a court martial in the case pro- 
vided for as any citizen of the United States. 
It is not worth while to raise that question 
here and now. 
the resolution to the executive department, 
where it belongs under the provisions of the 
Constitution of the United States, charging 
that Department to take care that the laws be 
faithfully executed at home and abroad, on 
the land and on the sea, in vindication of the 
rights of the citizen and the honor of the 
nation. Let the Department inquire, and if 
it should turn out as the result of that inquiry 
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We remand this question by | 


that Dr. Houard has not been tried according | 


to law usual in like cases as ny amendment 
proposes, then it follows that trial was in vio- 
lation of the treaty. If it shall turn out on 
inquiry on the other band that he has been 
tried in the moderequired by law in like cases 
by the usual tribunal for the trial of Spanish 


subjects in such cases, then that act of trial 


was not a violation of the treaty. 

But, sir, there are other provisions of the 
treaty. If De. Houard has been denied coun- 
sel, if he has been denied the right to exam- 
ine witnesses, it is just as clearly a violation 
of the treaty as it would be to try him before 





proceeding, I desire that the executive -de. 
partment shall be notified by the united Voice 
of the people’s representatives that in their 
judgment it is the duty of the executive de. 
partment, in that event, upon ascertainin ig the 
facts to be true upon due investigation, to 
demand in the name of the American pe ople 
the unconditional release from imprisoument 
of an American citizen deprived of his liberty 
in violation of the sehaws treaty obligations 
of Spain, and in violation of his right as ay 
American citizen. That is all 1 propose to 
accomplish by my amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now yield eight min- 
utes of my time to the gentieman from Indi- 
ana, [Mr. Voorueess. | 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have examined the 
question of our relations with Spain, and 
especially with reference to Cuba. I always 
listen with pleasure to the rich-sounding words 
that fail from the lips of the eloquent gentle 
man from Ohio, [Mr. Bincuam.] But words 
are one thing and acts are another. ‘There are 
certain plain questions that present themselves 
in connection with this subject that cannot be 
ignored. Members here cannot disguise from 
themselves the tact that a man whom the gen- 


| tleman from Ohio [Mr. BinecHaM] acknowl. 


edges to be an American citizen was arrested 
in Cuba sixteen months ago and thrown into 
a Spanish prison; that be lay there thirteen 
months before he was accorded even the mis- 
erable trial which he at last obtained. Dur 


| ing those thirteen months he cried out ali th 


a tribunal unknown to the laws of Spain in | 


like cases, and in violation of other provisions 
of the treaty. 

Chat is where I stand. This is a very 
delicate matter. The House is simply ex- 
pressing its opinion. I should be glad to see a 
united vote in the House declaring “that we ex- 
pect the executive department of the Gov- 


time that he was an American citizen. Now, 
whether he was or not, his appeal entitled him 
to a response from this Government; it would 
entitle him to a response from any Govern 
ment in the world of which he claimed to be 


| a citizen 


ernment to see to it in behalf of the humblest | 


citizen of America that every treaty stipulation 
fur his security and protection shall be ob- 
served, religiously and faithfully observed, by 
Spain, or any other foreign Power, to the end 
that in the future, as in the past, an American 
citizen may with some assurance be advised 
that in whatever land he wanders it will be a 
security and protection to him to say to every 
one who lays a violent hand upon him, or un 
lawfully restrains him in the full exercise of 
his liberty, ‘* | aman American citizen.’’ That 
is the spirit of the amendment which I have 
proposed: that the citizen’s rights may be pro- 
tected, subject 
the nation. 
passes the House as I propose to amend it 
no hurt or detriment to the Republic can 
ensue, whileits passage may allay all the appre- 
hensions and satisfy all citizens of the Repub- 
lic on the question whether their Govern- 
ment will, under any pretense whatever, for 
sake them or disregard their rights so long as 
they bear themselves as become American 
citizens, being obedient to the laws of the 
United States and of that sovereignty as well 
under which for the time being they may 
be found. 

I am not here to intimate that any Ameri- 
can citizen abroad, either by virtue of the 
treaty of 1795 or of other treaties, may bring 
disgrace and dishonor on his country, or en- 


danger the peace of this people by claiming | 


immunity from crime on account of his citi- 
zenship. I insist that if a citizen of the Uni- 
ted States commits an offense against the laws 
and within the jurisdiction of Spain, and has 
been tried and condemned in accordance with 


_ the provisions of the treaty, that the treaty on 


our part with Spain should be respec.ed. 


if, on the contrary, any provision of this | 


treaty, to the least considerable substantive 


impression is that the trial may not have been || extent, has been disregarded by Spain in this 


to the treaty obligations of 
I know that if the resolution || 


And | desire to say in this connection that 
in my deliberate judgment the most contempti 
ble, pusillanimous, and cowardly foreign policy 
of any first-class Power on this earth is that 
which characterizes this nation. I mean pre 
cisely what I say, and there is no gentleman 
here who can successfully el amen my stale 
ment. One of the oldest and ablest and most 
eloquent members of this House has announced 
that there is no doubt in regard to the Ameri- 


| can citizenship of Dr. Houard. Yet he lay 


thirteen months in a foreign prison, claiming 
his rights as an American citizen, and claim- 
ing them in vain. At last he was tried; and 
three months ago he was started on his dismal 
voyage under the equator to a penal colony 


| of Spain on the coast of Africa. 


H 


I am told—indeed [ have read it in the Phila- 
delphia papers—that Dr. Houard comes of an 
old, an influential family; that he is himself 
advanced in years ; a man of refinement, cul- 
ture, and intelligence. Yet such a man as 
this, within hailing distance of American soil, 
was allowed to appeal piteously for thirteen 


| months to the American authorities in vain, 


} 


even for a trial. At last he obtained a trial. 
I regret extremely that the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Brycuam, ] of whom | always speak 
in kindness, has seen fit to slur over and evade 
the question whether a trial by a Spanish court- 
martial is such a trial as an American citizen 
is entitled to when he falls into difficulty and 
trouble abroad. A court-martial on this soil 
is bad enough ; but a court-martial! by Spanish 
authority, conducted in the spirit of the six- 
teenth century, is simply horrible and atrocious 
in this age of the world and upon an Amer- 
ican. The gentleman says that he passes that 
question by as one he is not able to determine ; 


|| the question whether such a trial as that is fit 


for an American citizen on foreign soil. I 
have no such difficulty, none at all. Itis a 
disgrace and an outrage, and it is a poor and 
miserable spectacle for us to sit here debating 
such a question. 

The only part of the report of the Commit 


| tee on Foreign Affairs that I adhere to is that 


which instructs the Executive to demand the 
restoration of this man to his liberty, and the 
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return of his property to him as it was before | 


violent hands were laid upon him and his. 


That is the part which the gentleman from | 


Ohio [ Mr. BinGuaM] desires to have stricken 
out of this resolution. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I 
out any part of it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The gentleman desires 
to amend so as to qualify and weaken it. 

Mr. BiNGHAM. The gentleman will ex- 
cuse me if | say—— 

Mr. VOORHEES 
eight minutes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Well, I will only say that 
[ do not propose to strike out any part of it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Well, the gentleman 


desires to weaken it. So far as 1 am con- 


do not desire to strike 


Pardon me; I have but 


cerned, on the contrary, and I speak it with | 


the utmost respect for everybody that hears 
me here, we must take higher ground on this 
question. Dr. Houard is only one ot forty 
persons, a8 | demonstrated on this floor not 
long ago, who have a imprisoned by the 
Spanish authorities in Cuba; some of them 
women, who are now languishing in Spanish 


prisons, and claiming the protection of the | 


American Government and of American laws. 

Eight American citizens have been shot 
to death on Cuban soil without trial—one 
of them a boy born in the town of Aurora 
in my own State, who was arrested at sun- 
down on one day and shot to death the next 
morning, although he appealed for protection 
to the American flag andthe American author- 
ities, Saying that he had come upon a peaceful 
mission, with no hostile design, and had not 
lifted his hand against the Spanish authority. 

All this is official; all this is contained in 
the records of this Government. Every word 
of it has been laid upon the desk of every 
member here. Yet we spend a whole day dis- 
cussing whether we shall instruct the Execu- 
tive of this Government to interpose for the 
protection of a man whose voice has died away 


upon the sea winds, appealing to us to protect | 


him as an American citizen. 

What was his offense? 
he was a Spaniard; what was his offense? I 
made a point some time ago in this House that 
Spain is making war of such a character upon 
her own citizens that the civilized nations of 
the earth ought to interpose against her. I 
make that point again to-day. Even if this 
man was not an American citizen, but a Span- 
iard, what was his offense? He furnished 
medicine and implements by which to assuage 


and alleviate the sufferings of the wounded and | 
It was | 


dying on the battle-field; that is all. 
said that his medicine-box and case of surgical 
instruments fell into the hands of the insur- 
gents, and thereby alleviated the sufferings of 
some man shot or bayoneted on the battle- 
field. 
under the equator for eight years! ‘This is 
the result ot the poor, contemptible foreign 
policy of our Government. More than three 


hundred citizens of Irish birth have languished | 


in British prisons, and our Government has 
made no eflicient interposition in their behalf. 


I speak in geueral terms of the whole foreign | 


policy of this Government. It is not up to 
the standard. It does not correspond with 
the position which Great Britain or any other 
first-class civilized Power has maintained. 

I repeat, Mr. Speaker, that while it is con- 
ceded here by the friends of the Administra- 
tion that this man is an American citizen, 
and that he is sailing to the equator to undergo 
eight years of penal servitude, we sit here de- 
bating and discussing. There are forty more 
such citizens languishing in Spanish prisons ; 
yet we falter and dare not act. Had I the 
power | would bring that man back or wage 
open war upon Spain. 

I have no language in which to express my 
feeling with regard to a policy which permits 
such things to pass unchallenged. Is it the 
fact (let me ask gentlemen who speak for this 
Administration) that some of the members of 


Suppose even that | 


And for this offense Dr. Houard goes | 














! 





the family of the Secretary of State have had 
lucrative professional relations with Spain in 
this country? I have been told so, not by 
Democrats, but by your own people; not by 
those in humble situations, but by those in 
powerful and elevated stations. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I rise to a question of 
order. I submit ~" the personal or profes 
sional relations of the Secretary of State or 
his family are not matters to be discussed 
here. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The gentleman had 
better let me go on, as he himself, without 
interruption. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I rise to a question of 
order. [submit that the gentleman's reference 
to the Secretary of State and his private rela- 
tions to the Spanish Government is not in 
order. 

The SPEAKER. What is the point of 
order made by the gentleman ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. My point of order is that 


| the gentleman’s reference to the Secretary of 


State, to the effect that he has certain per 
sonal or private relations with Spain, is not in 
order. 
Mr. VOORHEES. 
fact? [Laughter. } 
Mr. BINGHAM. 


Do you say it is not the 


I say it is not a question 


| to be discussed here. 


Mr. VOORHEES. If the gentleman will 
say it is not the fact, his word is good enough 
for me. [ Laughter. } 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
to be discussed here. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I 
upon the point; but I am not out of order. 

Mr. BANKS. Wiil the gentleman allow 
me to make a single remark? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BANKS. The statement 


just been made by the gentleman was made 


may be 


in this House before in a debate upon a sub- | 


ject of this character, and it was authori- 
tatively denied by my colleague, [ Mr. Bur.er. ] 
Mr. VOORHEES. I did not speak upon 
my own knowledge ; 
been told upon high authority. 
Mr. BANKS. The member of the House 
who made the statement withdrew his asser- 


tion upon the denial which was made by my | 


colleague. 

Mr. WOOD. 
is a fact. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have myself to take 
care of here; and | am always able to do so. 
There were thirty Spanish gun-boats built in 
the harbor of New York. I have been in- 
formed that the Spanish authorities in Cuba 
contemplated taking them from there by force, 
when they found an easier way to obtain them 
in the courts of New York by the use of Span- 
ish gold in employing counsel. ‘This seems, 
however, to be a sensitive question all around 
me. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. [believe I havea minute 
left. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Mr. Speaker, my colleague 
has been so liberal in giving his time to others 
that [ hope he will be allowed to proceed 


I do not think myself that it 


| beyond the minute which is left of his time. 


Mr. RANDALL. I shall be perfectly sat- 
isfied if by consent of the House I shall be 
allowed ten minutes in the morning to notice 
a few remarks which have been made in con- 
nection with this case by the friends of Dr. 
Houard who desire an amendment of the res- 
olution, as well as the remarks made by those 
who are opposed to any interference on the 
part of this Government for the protection of 
one of its own citizens. 

The SPEAKER. Unless this resolution 
now pending before the House is disposed of 
this evening it will not come up to-morrow; 
but will go over until Tuesday next. 

Mr. RANDALL. I understand the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [ Mr. Banks,] the 


[ say it is not a question | 


mistaken | 


which has | 


I repeated what I had | 
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| proposes to call the previous question on the 


| before I eall the 


resolution, so that it will come up to morrow 
morning as the unfinished business. All i 
ask is that in the morning | shall be allowed 
afew minutes to make some reply to state- 
ments which have been submitted to-day in 
this matter by those who are opposed to the 
adoption of the resolution. 

Mr. DAWES. Oh, no; 
night and finish it. 


Mr. BANKS. I 


let us sit here to- 


desire to say one word 
previous question, only one 


| word, in regard to the amendment of the gen 


| fusion in the House. 


tleman from Ohio, [Mr. BryGuam,] and I will 
say it now if the gentleman will have the 
kindness to give me his attention. My objec 
tion to it is that it opens the whole question 
for inquiry, whereas the action of the House 


| proceeds upon the fact that it has been in- 


vestigated. The letter of the Secretary of 
State to the chargé d’affaires at Madrid in the 
place of the minister of the United Staves—— 

The SPEAKER. There is too much con- 
Gentlemen will resume 
their seats and suspend conversation. 

Mr. BANKS. I will yield the floor at pres- 
ent, asl understand the gentleman from Penn 
sylvania has not-concluded his remarks. 


Mr. RANDALL. My object in asking for 


| a few minutes in the morning is to clear up a 
| few facets which have been lett in 


doubt. I 
suggest to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
to demand the previous question, and we can 
then adjourn, and in the morning I can renew 
my ee for ten minutes’ time. 

Mr. BANKS. I will, then, now call for the 
previous question. 

Mr. DAWES. I trust we will not adjourn 
until we finish this case. 

Mr. BANKS. I hope the House will. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I trust 
some word may be allowed to be said in an- 
swer to the broad charges made by those in 
favor of the resolution. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not think the House is 


| impatient, but will wait here until this question 


| amendment. 


is decided this evening. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I should 
like to have fifteen or twenty minutes on this 
grave question. 

Mr. BANKS. I demand the previous ques 
tion. Before the vote is put on that, however, 
I desire to make a suggestion in regard to the 
The gentleman from Ohio pro 


| poses to reopen these whole proceedings. It 


‘| d'affaires at Madrid. 


has already been investigated. Let me read 
the letter trom Mr. Fish to Mr. Adee, chargé 

It is as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 

WASHINGTON, March 26, 1872. 

Sir: In continuation of the subject of the instrac 
tion No. 58, addressed to you under date of the 9th 
instant, with reference to the case of John Emilie 
Houard, I now inclose copies of an affidavit by 
Mr. Fox, late consular agent of the United States 
at Cienfuegos, and of an official certificate from 
Mr. Morris, the present consular agent at that place, 
from which it would appear that Dr. Houard de- 
clared himself a citizen of the United States, and 
was registered as such in the books of the consular 
agency of the United States at Cienfuegos as early 
as the latter part of 1868 or the beginning of 1869, 
and again 25th November, 1870. 

You will make use of these papers in pressing the 
case of Dr. Houard upon the attention of the Span- 
ish Government. 

In recurring to the subject you will not fail to 


| point out the apparent violation of our treaty with 


A. A. ADEE, esq., &c. 


Spain, by the Spanish authorities in Cuba, in trying 
Dr. Houard by an extraordinary tribunal, and in 
refusing to give this Government an account of the 
proceedings of that tribunal. 

lam, &c., 
HAMILTON FISH. 


Now, sir, is it worth while, as the amend- 


| ment proposed by the gentleman from Ohio 


{Mr. BinGHam] does, to instruct them to go 
further in this matter? We have asked for 
this record. They have refused it, and they 
base their refusal upon the denial of the Amer 
ican citizenship of Dr. Houard. I do not ob- 
ject at all to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio if he will agree to strike out from 


chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, || it a few words, so that it shall stand as | will 
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now read, omitting the words to which I make 


objection. I ask him to let it read thus: 


Uniess it should be made to appear upon investi- 
gation to the satisfaction of the executive depart- 
meut that said Houard has been prosecuted for an 
itlense under the authority of law, and according to 
the regular course of proceedings usual in like cases, 
and that the privileges secured to citizens of the 
(inited States by the seventh article of the treaty 
of the United States with Spain, dated 27th October, 
1795, were neither denied nor disregarded on his 
trial 


I do not think we should instract the Gov 
ernment to go into this matter again. 

Mr. BINGHAM That is what I want. 

Mr. BANKS. _ I omitted these words: 

Had been held for, and duly convicted of, an 


offense committed by him within the jurisdiction 
ol Spain, 


Mr. BINGHAM. 
law.’ The gentleman 
out. 


‘Under authority of 

wishes to strike that 
I do not desire to do any such thing, for 
the reason that the words the gentleman pro- 
are found in the text of the 
of 1795; and if 
he has been held and 
tried according to law for an offense com- 


poses to strike out 
seventh article of the treaty 
that be the fact, that 


mitted within the jurisdiction of Spain, and in 
the mode usual in such cases, this House by 
our own treaty obligations has no busines with 
it. Lask the attention of the House to this. 

Mr. BANKS. My objecti mn to the gentle- 
Man's proposition is that it instructs the Govy- 
ernment to go int »thisinguiry anew after they 
have closed iL. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 


Lieman make S 


No, sir. 


a mistake. 


There the gen- 
He reads from the 
dispatch of the Secretary of State of date 9th 
March, 1872. On the 12th March, 1872, three 
days afterward, the same Secretary of State 
SAYS, 10 an olheial paper, page 2 


“The strong point which prevents the interven- 
tion” 


Mr. RANDALL. 


Read what he says on 
mage Li 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman from Mas- 
achusetts | Mr. BANKS | read that. In his dis- 
patch of 12th March he says: 

‘The strong point which prevents the interven- 
tion of this Government in behalf of Dr. Houard 
from becoming eflicacious for bis release is the fact 
that he has been regularly tried and found guilty 
by a duly constituted tribunal in the island of 
Cuba,” 

He was not regularly tried at all, unless he 
was tried according to the treaty. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
diction there 


Mr. BINGHAM. 


There is a direct coutra- 


the gentleman says that 


|} in our family. ) 
| Cuba, and did not speak the Spanish language; his 


Mr. BANKS. 
objection. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
to say a few words only. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. Hoar} 
Lo object. 

Mr. HOAR. I object, because [ do not want 
to have the previous question seconded. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If it is under- 
stood that the previous question shall be con- 
sidered as pending at the end of the ten min- 
utes, without further action, I think no objection 
will be made. 

Mr. HOAR. I object to that. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BuTrLer] 
being allowed to occupy ten minutes. The 
Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, addressed 
the House for ten minutes. [His remarks will 
be published in the Appendix. } 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, the gentle- 


I hope there will be no 


J desire 


| man from Massachusetts, in his effort to defend 


the Administration against an assault in which 
I had no part whatever, (for | introduced the 


| resolution in this case simply with the view 


of vindicating the rights of an American citi- 
zen, as I believed him to be from statements 
made to me,) goes a little further and attempts 
to prejudice this House against Dr. Houard, 
on the ground that his father held the office 
of police commissioner in Cuba. I desire 
now to read what Dr. Houard’s daughter says 
on this subject. I think that generally a man’s 


daughter is better authority as to his acts than 
a stranger, whose interest never prompted the | 


denial on the part of Spain that this man was 
an American citizen until the Spanish author- 
ities found themselves driven to the wall by 
the action of this Government. What does 
Mrs. Dutton say? 


; I deny that my father ever renounced his Amer- 
ican nationality, and that he ever heid the office of 


| police commissioner or any other office under the 
| Spanish Government; such a thing was never known 


My father lived but seven years in 


| age and social position were above his holding any 
| such office.”’ 


Upon this statement of the daughter of Dr. | 


Houard I pronounce the declaration of the 
Spanish authorities untrue; and | call upon 
the State Department to produce evidence, if 


| there is any, of such a fact. 


is a direct contradiction of the statement in |! 


the previous dispatch. But it is the state 
ment of the Depariment of State. 

Mr. BANKS. That is a repetition of what 
the Spanish Government said, and not the 
declaration of the Secretary of State. 

Mr. BINGHAM. But he goes further. 


Secretary of State proceeds to say: 


The 


“If it were in the power of Dr. Houard or his 
friends to put this Department in the possession of 
facts that would impugn the integrity of the pro 
ceedings of that tribunal, or deny its competency 
to act in the premises, such facts would be urged to 
the best advantage; but none such are offered, with 
the exception of the ex parte declaration of a single 
untrustworthy witness, who now declares that he 
gave testimony against Dr. Houard which was 
false.”’ 


Mr. BANKS. No doubt; but the Spanish 
Government can give these facts. 
I must now call the previous question. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Will the 


gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ranpat] | 


yield to me a few moments? 


Mr. RANDALL, I will yield the gentleman | 


five minutes. 

Mr. BANKS. I ask that by unanimous 
consent my colleague [M r. Borer } be allowed 
ten minutes 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Banks] asks that by unani 
mous consent before foe previous question 1s 
called his colleague [Mr. Bur_er] be allowed 
ten minutes. Is there objection? 


Mr. HOAR. | object. 


Mr. BANKS. 
question. 
The previous question was seconded ; there 


[ now demand the previous 


| being—ayes one hundred and seventeen, noes | 


not counted. 

The main question was ordered. 

Mr. BANKS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the mdin question was ordered ; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- 


_sachusetts [Mr. Banks] is entitled to an hour 
| to close debate. 


Mr. BANKS. Mr. 
Mr. RANDALL. 
yield to me, | will 


Speaker—— 
If the gentleman will 
move that the House 


| adjourn. 


Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, [ have such 


| engagements as will compel me to hold the 
| floor for the whole of the hour; and after the 
| debate is closed, it will take half an hour or 


more to vote upon the several amendments 
which are pending. Hence, if we undertake 
to aispose of this question to night, it will 
carry the session to a very late hour, even if it 


| be possible to vote upon the question to-night. 
| L should therefore be very glad if the House 


would consent to an adjournment now. 

Mr. RANDALL. It the gentleman yields, 
I will move an adjournment. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, a week ago 
the House voted that it would take up the 
tariff bill on last Tuesday to the exclusion of 
all other orders. Since then there has come 


| more than two hours. 


April 25, 


in the discussion for two days on the Goa; 
Island question, and alsothe debate upon th), 
question, thus putting off for three or four days 
this matter of the tariff, in which the whole 
country feels an interest. I do think it is yo; 
too much for me to ask this House to close 
this matter to-night, so that to-morrow we may 
enter upon the discussion of the tariff bill, ] 
would not, under ordinary circumstances, ask 
my colleague to proceed with his remarks ay 
so late an hour. But he yesterday stated to 
the House that this question would not occupy 
It has, however, occu. 
pied an hour or more last night as well as the 
whole of to-day. Ifit now goes over until to 
morrow it may consume the whole of another 
day. Then the next day will be Saturday, 
upon which members do not expect to transact 
business in the House. Monday will be reso 
lution day, and thus the tariff cannot be taken 


| up until Tuesday. 


Mr. RANDALL. I rise to apoint of order, 
The gentleman from Massachusetts yielded to 
me to make a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Some members have 
left the House under the impression that no 
vote was to be taken on this question to- 
night, 

Mr. DAWES. They had no right to leave 
with any such supposition. Why should the 
whole business of the country be suspended by 
this resolution standing in the way? 

Mr. BANKS. 1 wish to say a word in an- 
swer to my colleague, [Mr. Dawes.] This is 
aS important a question as can be presented to 
the House. Itis aquestion of principle, while 
the tariffis a question of percentage. Why, 
gentlemen of the House have laughed at me 


| because I think the tariff question will be acted 
| on at this session. 


Mr. DAWES. What is that? 

Mr. BANKS. I say that gentlemen of the 
House have laughed at me, because I have said 
I believed this tariff question would be acted 


| on at this session. [Laughter.] 1| think we are 


| question. 


entitled to one day at least on this important 
We have occupied but one day. li 
we remain here the decision of the question 
will carry it to half past six or seven o'clock 


| to-night. 


Mr. DAWES. 


Why does not my colleague 


| propose, then, to take a recess? 


Mr. BANKS. We cannot get the members 
of the House here to vote on it at an evening 
session. 


Mr. DAWES. 


On so important a question 


| affecting the rights of an American citizen, 1s 


it true that members will not come up here at 


| an evening session and vote in favor of pro 


tecting an American citizen held in 


| zen are involved. 


chains 
by a forein Power? 

Mr. BANKS. Let the gentleman himself 
take an evening session on the tariff bill if he 
wants it. 

Mr. DAWES. 
sion. 

Mr. BANKS. 
it to you. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have made the motion 
to adjourn. I call the gentleman from Mas 
sachusetts to order. 

Mr. DAWES. This is an important ques 
tion, in which the rights of an American citi 
An American citizen is in 
chains, held by a foreign Power, and it is our 
duty to come here to-night and dispose of this 


I will take an evening ses 


Ask for it and we will give 


_ resolution, so that he may have the reliet 
_ intended. 


Mr. RANDALL. Jf I thought the gentle 
man from Massachusetts was sincere in what 
he is saying I would agree to sit here and listen 
to him for an hour. ; 

Mr. DAWES. I say in reference to this 
case, as it seems to be admitted all around, 


| this man is an American citizen; it is not 
| necessary to consume further time in the dis- 


cussion, but let us come to a vote on the res 
olution. While we are wasting time in this 


| discussion it is forgotten this American citizen 
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isin chains. It is our duty to stay here and | 
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yote on the resolution and decide the question | 


at once. This isa matter of great principle 
about which there should be notrifling. Gen- 
tlemen should not say they cannot spend time 


+o come here to-night and consider it. | 


Mr. RANDALL. 


I insist ou my motion to 


adjourn. 


Mr. BANKS. 
league 

‘In the midst of great confusion Mr. Banks, 
Mr. RANDALL, and. Mr. Dawes engaged in a 


very earnest colloquy which was not heard by 


| wish to say to my col- 





the reporter. | | 


The SPEAKER. It was very apparent to 
the Chair from the manner of gentlemen that 
they were indulging in a colloquy which ought 
not to appear in the Globe, aud by constantly 
rapping his gavel he has prevented the reporter 
from hearing it. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. It the gentleman from 
Massachusetts indulges in irony he must take 
what he gets. I now insist on my motion to 


adjourn. 
ENROLLED BILLS. 
Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 


voted, as I did on a previous occasion, against 
what is known as the ‘‘ Goat Island”’ bill, and 
I should also have voted for the amendments 
of the gentleman from Indiana, [ Mr. Houtman. ] 
MUNICIPAL COURT FOR THE DISTRICT. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, asked to 


| have entered upon the Journal a motion to 


reconsider the vote by which the House on 
yesterday referred to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia Senate bill No. 637, to 
provide a municipal court for the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes. 

NAVY DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, from the select 


| Committee of Investigation into the Affairs of 


Enrolled Bills, reported that they had exam- || 


ined and found truly enrolled bills of the follow- 
ing titles; when the _ iker signed the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 1544) for the relief of 
Martin Watkins, of East Windsor,Connecticut ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1866) for the relief of 
Mrs. Francis A. McKinney ; 

An act (S. No. 878) granting a pension to 
the minor children of Amanda M. Ritchey ; 

An act (S. No. 879) granting a pension to 
Mary Armstrong; and 

An act (S. No. 894) granting a pension to 
the minor children of Frederick F. 
deceased. 

QUAPAW INDIANS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, in relation to an appro- 


priation for land ceded to the United States by || 
the Quapaw Indians; which was referred to the | 


Commiitee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 


SUBORDINATE OFFICERS OF CUSTOMS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the 
draft of a bill to facilitate the taking of an 
oath of office by subordinate officers of the 
customs ; which was referred to the Committee 
of Waysand Means, and ordered to be printed. 

NEW ORLEANS WHARE PROPERTY. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, in compliance with a re- 
quest of the Commitiee on Military Affairs, in 
relation to the New Orleans wharf property ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, 

Mr. STRONG was granted leave of absence 
for four days; 

Mr. HARRIS, of Mississippi, was granted 
leave of absence for fifteen days; 

Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York, was granted 
leave of absence for seven days; and 

Mr. CREBS was granted an extension of 
his leave of absence for ten days, on account 
of the sickness of himself and family. 

MARY A. STONEFIELD 

On motion of Mr. LAMISON, by unan- 
imous consent, leave was given to withdraw 
from the files of the House the papers in the 
case of Mary A. Stonetield, with House reso- 
lution No. 1964, Forty-First Congress. 

CENTRAL PACIFIC RAILKOAD. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. 


Dayton, | 


the Navy Department, reported the testimony 
taken by the committee; which was ordered 
to be printed, and recommitted. 

ALLEGED QUTRAGES IN THE SOUTH, 

Mr. POLAND, from the joint select Com- 
mittee upon Alleged Outrages in the late In- 
surrectionary States, reported the testimony 
taken before the committee; which was 
ordered to be printed, and to lie on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DAWES. I now move that the House 


take a recess until half past seven o’clock this 


evening. 
Mr. RANDALL. I insist on 
that the House do now adjourn. 
The SPEAKER. The question is first on 


my motion 


| the motion to adjourn. 


| ard, 


| Beatty, 


| 
i 
| 
We 
i} 
| 


Mr. Speaker, || Wheeler, 


| attack 


Ihe House divided; and there were—ayes 
63, noes 79. 

Mr. BANKS. I demand the yeas and nays. 
I hope the House will rebuke this indecent 
on the action of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

{A remark here by Mr. Dawes, and a further 


| remark by Mr. Banks, were inaudible to the 
| reporters, in consequence of the loud knocking 
| of the Speaker’s gavel, 


calling members to 
order. | 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the atlirmative—yeas 85, nays 64, not 
voting 91; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Acker, Archer, Arthur, 
Biggs, Bingham, Austin Blair, James G, 
Boles, George M. Brooks, Buckley, Buffinton, 
min F, Butler, Roderick R. Butler, Cobb, Cotton, 
Davis, Dickey, Dox, Duell, Eames, Forker, Henry 
D. Foster, Garrett, Golladay, Griffith, Hambleton, 
Hancock, Handley, Hanks, nares, Hay, John W. 
Hazelton, Hereford, Hibbard, Holman, Houghton, 
Killinger, Lamison, ‘Lewis, M: inson, Marshall, May- 
nard, McCormick, Meluntyre, McJunkin, Me :Neely, 
Mercur, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, Niblack, 
Packer, Eli Perry, Peters, Prindle, | Randall, Read, 
Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, William R. Roberts, 
Rogers, Sargent, Sherwood, Shober, Shoemaker, 
Slater, John A. Smith, RK. Milton Speer, Sprague, 
Stevens, Storm, Sutuverland, Swann, Tatfe, W ash- 
ington Townsend, Turner, Tuthill, Twicheil, Tyner, 
Voorhees, Whitthorne, Jeremiah M. Wilson, Wood, 
and Young—85. 


Banks, 
Blair, 
Benja- 


AYS— Messrs. Ambler, Aimes, Averill, Barber, 
Beck, Bell, Bigby, Bird, Braxton, Bright, Burchard, 
Coghian, Conger, Critcher, Dawes, Donnan, Duke, 


Dunnell, Elliott, 


Finkelnburg, Wilder D. Foster, 
Frye, Garfield, 


Goodrich, Hale, Halsey, Harmer, 
John T. Harris, Havens, Hawley, Gerry W. Hazel- 
ton, Hoar, Kelley, Kellogg, Kerr, Ketcham, Laps ing, 
Lowe, McC rary, McGrew, Me srriain, Monroe, Pack- 
Palmer, isaac C. Parker Peck, Perce, Rainey, 
Ritchie, Ellis H. Roberts, Rusk, Scofield, Sessions, 
Shanks, H. Boardmau Sinith, Snyder, Starkweather, 
Terry, Upson, Vaughan, Wakeman, Waldron, Wil- 
lard, and Williams of Indiana—64. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Barnum, Barry, 
Beveridge, James Brooks, Burdett, Cald- 
well, Campbell, Carroll, William T. Clark, Free- 
man Clarke, Coburn, Comingo, Conner, Cox, Orebs, 
Creely, Crocker, Crossland, Darrall, De Large, Du 
Bose, Eldredge, Ely, Farnsworth, Farwell, Charies 
Foster, Getz, Haideman, George E. Harris, Hays, 
Herndon, Hill, Hooper, Kendall, King, Kinsella, 
Lamport, Leach, Lynch, McClelland, McHenry, 

cKee, McKinney, Merrick, Benjamin F. Meyers, 
Mitchell, Moore, Morey, Morgan, Orr, Hosea W. 
Parker, Pendleton, Aaron F. Perry, Platt, Poland, 
| Porter, Potter, Price, Kobinson, Roosevelt, Saw- 


yer, Seeley, Sheidon, Shellubarger, aang Sloss, 
W orthington C. Smith, Snapp, Thomas J. npae, 
Stevenson, Stoughton, Stowell, Strong, St. John, 


Sypher, Thomas, 


Dwight ‘'ownsend, Van ‘Trump, 
Waddell, 


Walden, Waliace, Walls, Warren, Wells, 
Whiteley, Williams of New York, John 


on yesterday I was unavoidably detained at || 1. Wilson, and Winchester—91. 


my home. If I had been present [ should have | 


So the motion was agreed to. 
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During the call of the roll, 

Mr. SLEVENSON 
I am paired with Mr. 
If he were here, he would vote ‘*nvo.’’ and I 
would vote ‘‘ay.”’ [Laughter. ] 

The result of the voie was then announced 
as above recorded. 

And accordingly (at five o'clock and tifteen 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


said: On this question 
PoLanpb, of Vermont. 


| PETITIONS, ETC, 

| The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees 

By Mr. BUCKLEY : The petition of Daniel 
J. Melvine, a citizen of Alabama, asking the 
removal of political disabilities imposed by the 
fourteenth article of amendments to the ¢ 
stitution. 

By Mr. BUFFINTON: The petition of 
Thomas Almy and 54 ie ars, citizens of Fall 
| River, Massachusetts, praying legislation for 

the protection of walrus in the Arctic seas. 

By Mr. COGHLAN: The petition of Ed- 
ward Naughton, M. J. Wright, and 500 others, 
| citizens of Vallejo, California, praying the 
enactment into a law of the bill allowing to- 
tally and partially disabled soldiers increased 
pensions. 

By Mr. KENDALL: The remonstrance of 
superintendents of different mines, represent 
ing all the ore-producing mines upon the Com- 
| stock lode, against any iurther assistance from 
the Government to the Sutro Tunnel C ee 

By Mr. KERR: The memorial of D. W. 
Thomas, H. D. Henderson, James Stab 
and 110 others, citizens of Washington county, 
Indiana, asking the enactment of the bill (H. 
R. No. 1788) allowing totally and partially 
disabled soldiers and seamen increased pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: The memorial of Mrs. 
Altimirat Bronson, praying Congress to grant 
herarrears of pay and bounty due her deceased 
husband, Enoch Bronson, of company D, first 
Tennessee light artillery. 

By Mr. MeCRARY: The petition of A. 
Bunker and 300 others, citizens of Washington 
county, lowa, praying the passage of House 
bill No. 1738, allowing totally and partially 
disabled soldiers and seamen increased pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. RICE, of Kentucky: The petition 
ot L. C. Diis, of Pike county, Kentucky, ask 
ing payas private soldier, &c., tor the time he 
was held as prisoner by confederate military 
authority. 

By Mr. WALDRON: The petition of R. A. 
Watts and 250 others, citizens of Adrian, 
Michigan, asking the passage of House bill 
No. 1738, which provides for increase of pen 
sions to permanently disabled soldiers. 


Con 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, April 26, 1872. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. | 
maN, D. D. 
lhe Journal of yesterday's proceedings was 
| read and approved. 


», New- 


ISLAND OF YERBA 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid 
Senate the bill (H. R. No. 1553) relating to 
the Central Pacitie Railroad Company; which 
was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. COLE and Mr. STEWART rose. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘This bill came 
from the Committee onthe Pacific Railroad 
in the House of Representatives, and the Chair 
will recognize the Senator from Nevada, the 


BUENA, 


before the 


chairman of the Committee on the Pacitic 
Railroad. 

Mr. COLE. Let it go over. 

Mr. STEWART. 1 move that it be read 


the second time and referred to the Commit 
tea on the Pacific Railroad. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 


The Senator 


| from California objects to its being reed a 








a 


ee eee ee em te og gt haan. 


St Bae 


cake <a as thle had ts 


en hh 
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second time to-day, and desires it to go over. 
lt has been read the first time. 
Mr. STEWART. Then let it be printed. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be printed, 
and go on the Calendar to be called up again. 
CITIZENS IN OREGON, 


Mr. CORBETT. | ask the Senate to take 
up Senate bill No. 695, subject to the morning 
business. It is important that that bill should 
be disposed of. 

Mr. SUMNER. I wish to know of 
Senator if that bill will take much time? 

Mr. CORBETT. No, sir, it will 
any time 

Mr. SUMNER. 
take ? 

Mr. CORBETT. 

Mr. SUMNER. 


wish to getup this morning ; 


the 
not take 


How much time will it 
Not over five minutes. 
bill which I 
the bill to secure 
equal rights in the schools of this District. 

Mr. CORBETT. This bill will take no 
time. If it does, | will withdraw it. 

Khe VICK PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the bill will be taken up subject to 
the morning business. The Senator from Ore- 
gon states that be will give way to the morning 
Husimess. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We might as well let 
him bave the bill passed at this moment as at 
any other time 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont suggests that the bill probably 
might be considered at this time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am sure there is no 
objection to it from anybody. It can be passed 
right away. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the bill will be reported subject to 
opjection 


There is a 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 695) to 
extend the rights of citizenship to certain per- 
sons horn in the territory of Oregon previous 
to the year 1846. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
read the substitute. 

‘The Committee on the Judiciary reported 
the bill with an amendment, to strike out the 
preamble aud all after the enacting clause of 


the bill and insert the following: 


It is only necessary to 


That all persons born in the district of country 
formerly known as the Territory of Oregon, and sub- 
ject to the jurisdiction of the United States at this 
time, are citizens of the 
manner as if born elsewhere in the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to 


Mr. CASSERLY. I donot wish, unilessit is 
unavoidable, to object to a bill which is desired 
by the Senator from Oregon, and which respects 
that State; but the question involved here is 
whether or not the United States for a series 
of years set up a false and unfounded title to 
territory, and whether it shall now be declared 
by acts of Congress to have been false and 
unfounded. Ll would rather have it laid over 
until some time when the question can be fully 
discussed. The Senator from Ohio[ Mr. Tuvr- 
MAN] spoke about it the other day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. Keuty] was on the floor 
when this bill passed from the consideration 
of the Senate, it being objected to the other 
day, and the Senator from Oregon will now 
complete his remarks, if the Senator from 
California bas no objection. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Of course I will yield. 

Mr. KELLY. I rose to explain the neces- 
sity of this bill the other day, and I should 
like to say a word upon it. By the joint con- 
vention between Great Britain and the United 
States in 1818 the territory of Oregon was 
held in common; that is, it was open to citi- 
zens of the United States and the subjects of 
Great Britain upon equal terms. 
of course in that territory a great many per- 
sons connected with the Hudson Bay Com- 
pany, chiefly British subjects. They had 


United States in the same | 


There were | 


flag. 
in the State of Oregon, and was decided by 


| the district court, to which reference was made 


| the United States, 
| giance of the United States. 


the other day. A man was born at Astoria, 


Take, for instance, the case that arose | 


then known as Fort George, beneath the Brit- | 
ish flag, and, as a matter of course, being the | 


child of a British subject, and born without 


the allegiance of the United States, because | 


he was not born within the allegiance of the 
United States, in order to make him a citizen, 
he was born within the allegiance of the king 
of Great Britain at the time, and it 
held by the court, and properly held. Webhad 
no ri htto make the children of British sub- 
jects American citizens; no more had they 


was 80 | 


a right to make the children of American | 


parents subjects of Great Britain. Both held 
the territory incommon ; it was a joint occupa- 


tion, and in order to be a citizen of the United | 
States he must have been not only born within | 


but born within the aile- 
The child ofa 


| British minister born in this city is a British 


subject. It is true he is born in the United 


States, but he is born without the allegiance | 


of the United States; and so it was there in 
Oregon. J 
children still remain so. There is no question 
that those who were born of American parents 
were American citizens; but the class to 
which this bill refers are the children of Brit 


They were British subjects, and their | 


ish subjects, born after the treaty of 1818 and | 


betore the treaty of 1846, That is all there is 
of it. 


Mr. CASSERLY. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


far as two or three interruptions allowed me, | 


to what was said by my friend from Oregon. 
If | understood his argument, it turned upon 


two points: first, that there was a certain por- | 


tion of the territory that is now Oregon which 


| was in the joint ocenpation of the two Govern- 


ments; 


second, that the citizenship of the 


| children born within the territory so held in 








joint occupation was regulated by the citizen- 
ship of their parents. | understand those to 
be the points upon which the Senator rests his 
argument. 
bat either of those propositions. 
see, admitting both 
proper bill. 


Yet I do not 


Ihe bill reads as follows: 


That all persons born in the district of country 
formerly known as the Territory of Oregon, and 
subject to the jurisdiction of the U 
this time, are citizens of the United States in the 
same manner as if born elsewhere in the United 
States. 


That bill would embrace the very class of 


It is not necessary for me to com- | 


of them, that this is a | 


persons who, by the argument of the Senator | 


from Oregon himself, were not entitled to 


| American citizenship at the time of their 
_ birth; that is to say, it would embrace such 
| children 
| within the territory in joint occupation. Is 


as were born of British parents 


it intended to naturalize those persons by a 


1 ask for information. 

Mr. CORBETT. It is intended to make all 
those people who were born previous to the 
treaty of 1846 upon the territory that is now 
Oregon, which was claimed by our Govern- 
ment at that time, and by the treaty of 1846 
was conceded to us, citizens the same as other 
persons born in that territory if they remain 


| there now. 


Mr. COLE. I understood that this bill was 
not to lead to any discussion so as to interfere 
with the morning business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California [Mr. Casser.y] objected, but 


yielded to allow an explanation to be made, | 
i] 


and now has risen to reply to the explanation, 
as the Chair understands. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I think all this simply 
proves the difficulty of passing a bill of this 
importance in the morning hour. I ask the 


| Senator from Oregon what were the treaty 
provisions in regard to those persons who being 
born of British subjects within the territory 


| 
children born there ; born beneath the British i] 


held in joint occapawion continued to reside in 


| special act which is not within the Constitution, | 
| which requires ‘‘an uniform rule of naturaliza- | 


| tion ?”’ 1) 





| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
| 
j 
} 
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it after it had become a part of the te 
of the United States? 

Mr. CORBETT. There was no provision, 
as is usual in such treaties, that those persons 
should be American citizens. It is usual to 
provide in such treaties that all such persons 
are naturalized citizens, but there was no such 
provision in this treaty. Therefore it is neces. 
sary to pass this bill, and I hope we may be 
allowed to pass it without further debate.” 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator from Ore. 
gon [Mr. Corpett] is mistaken. The prac- 
tice is not as he supposes. The usual practice 
is either to permit foreign subjects found jn 
territory acquired by us, to become citizens 
according to our laws; or else the rule is— 
certainly it was the rule adopted in the case 
of the treaty between the United States and 
Mexico, which resulted in the American acqui- 
sition of Californin—that the subjects of the 
foreign Government, party to the treaty, are 
allowed a certain time within which to remove, 
if they see fit, from the territory. If, after the 
lapse of that period, they choose to remain, 
they are regarded in the absence of a declara- 
tion of intention to the contrary as citizens of 
the United States. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
from California objects to this bill, the right 
to object was reserved if it gave rise to debate. 

Mr. CORBETT. Lhope the Senator will 
not object. 


Mr. COLE. 


rritory 


I object if the debate is to be 


” || continued. 
J attended diligently, as || 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California [ Mr. Casserty] still occupies 
the floor. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I must say that I think 
the original bill is much better than the amend- 
ment. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made 


| to further debate on the bill, and it passes from 


the consideration of the Senate. 
in order. 


Petitions are 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Represent- 
atives by Mr. Cuinton Loy, its Chief Clerk, 
| announced that the House had concurred in 
| the amendment of the Senate to the resolution 
| expressing regret at the death of Professor S. 


F. B. Morse. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


United States at || 


‘The message also announced that the Speaker 
_of the House had signed the following enrolled 
bills : 

A bill (S. No. 878) granting a pension to 
the minor children of Amanda M. Ritchey ; 

A bill (S. No. 879) granting a pension to 
Mary Armstrong ; 

A bill (S. No. 894) granting a pension to 
the minor children of Krederick F. Dayton, 
| deceased ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1866) for the relief of 
Mrs. Frances A. McKinney; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1544) for the relief of 
| Martin Watkins, of East Windsor, Connec- 
| ticut. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. HAMLIN presented a petition of citi- 
'zens of Maine, soldiers of the late war for the 
| suppression of the rebellion, praying for an 


ment of the pension laws ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. ; 
Mr. WILSON presented four petitions of 


| 
| equalization of bounties and for an amend- 
| 


and Navy, praying the passage of a bill to pro- 
vide industrial homes and training schools for 
the orphans of soldiers and sailors ; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland, presented 
| the memorial of Cardiff Tagart, son and heir 
and for the coheirs of John Tagart, late of Bal- 
timore, Maryland, deceased, praying indemnity 
for spoliations committed by the French be- 
tween the years 1793 and 1801; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 








1872. 


Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of citizens 
of the United States, praying for appropriate 
legislation, so far as the juisdiction of the 
General Government may extend, prohibit- 
ing the manufacture, importation, and sale 
of intoxicating liquors for use as a beverage 
among the Indians and inhabitants of the 
western Territories and the soldiers there 
stationed ; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, praying for the 
passage ot House bill No. 1738, allowing 
totally and partially disabled soldiers and sea- 
men increased pension ; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of M. B. 
Grier, trustee and guardian of Mary Stone 
Grier and Sarah Stone Grier, minor heirs of 
Samuel L. Grier, deceased, praying compensa- 
tion for sixty-five bales of cotton; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TRUMBULL presented a petition of 
citizens of the United States, praying the pas- 
sage of an act to prevent the obstruction of 
rivers, harbors, and landings by corporate 
bodies ; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. CALDWELL presented a petition of 
citizens of Wyandott, Kansas, praying the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 1738 allowing totally 
and partially disabled soldiers and seamen 
increased pensions; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. COLE. I desire to submit a report 
from the conference committee on the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, 
to be considered as soon as the morning busi- 
ness is concluded. I do not wish to interfere 
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ation, the surgeon reporting that he died of 
delirium ; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a joint resolution of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Texas, asking for a pen- 
sion for Captain William W. Montgomery, 
asked to be discharged from its further consid- 
eration, the committee having reported such 
a bill, and the Senate having passed it ; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I am also 
directed by the same committee to submit a 
report on the petition of William J. Morris, 
of Illinois, praying to be granted a pension. 
The petition does not state in what service he 
was, and there are no papers on file to be found 
in the Pension Office. They infer from a let 
ter of the Commissioner of Pensions that he 
was not in the military service at all. The 


| committee instruct me to ask to be discharged 


with the morning business, but I should like | 


to bave unanimous consent to do that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California makes a report from a con- 
ference committee, but suggests that it lie 
over until the morning business be concluded. 
The reports of other committees will now be 
received. 


Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Post | 


Offices and Post Roads, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 1013) to authorize the grantees 
of franchises for the construction and main- 
tenance of bridges to mortgage the same, with 


such bridges and their appurtenances, reported | 


adversely thereon, and moved its indefinite 
postponement; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the supplementary memorial of 
the United States and Brazil Mail Steamship 


Company, submitted a report, accompanied | 


bya bill (S. No. 1032) to improve existing 
mail steamship service with Brazil. 
‘The bill was read and passed to a second 


reading, and the report was ordered to be 
printed. 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas, from the Com- 


mittee on Pensions, to whom were referred the 
petition of Samuel Davis, surgeon eighty-third 
regiment Indiana volunteers, of New Trenton, 
Indiana, and the bill (S. No. 872) granting a 
yension of fifty dollars per month to Samuel 

avis, of New Trenton, Indiana, reported them 
adversely. 

The committee was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the petition, and the bill 
was indefinitely postponed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Rebecca C. Meeker, 


passed the Senate twice. 
| and 





from its further consideration. 
he motion was agreed to. 
Mr. HARLAN. Lhe Committee on Indian 


| 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I ask that that bill 


| be put on its passage. 


Mr. COLE. I understand there is a report 
submitted which has not yet been printed. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Objection is 
made. 

Mr. NYE, from the Committee on Terri- 
tories, to whom was recommitted the bill (H. 
R. No. 1030) to regulate elections in Wash 
ington and Idaho Territories, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Pen 
sions, to whom were referred the following 


| petitions, asked to be discharged from their 


further consideration, and moved that Levi 
Childs have leave to withdraw his papers; 
which was agreed to: 

Lhe petition of Annie Holliday, praying to 


| be allowed a pension ; 


Two petitions of citizens of Wisconsin, pray 


| ing that T. J. Hurlbut be allowed a pension ; 


Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. | 


No. 1496) to carry out certain provisions of 
the Cherokee treaty of 1866, and for the relief 


of settlers on the Cherokee lands in the State | 


of Texas, have directed me to report it back 
without amendment. ‘The committee think 
the bill ought to be passed at once, and I ask 
for its present consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
dissent it will be reported subject to objection. 

Mr. POMEROY. A similar bill has already 
passed the Senate twice. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. BOREMAN. 


on 
It seems to me that is a 


matter of too much importance to be consid- | 


ered now. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made to the consideration of the bill, it will be 
printed and placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. POMEROY. It isa bill, which has 
This is a House bill, 
if we concur in this it becomes a law. 
The same bill, passed the Senate at the last 
Congress, and it has passed at this Congress, 
but not this identical bill. 

Mr. BOREMAN. We had better have 


a 
| little time to consider it, I thinis. 
Mr. CLAYTON. I wish to say to the 


Senator from West Virginia that it is very im- 
portant that the bill should pass promptly. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection 


will be placed on the Calendar. 
Mr. COLE. [ now present the report of 


| the commiitee of conference on the legislative, 
| executive, and judicial appropriation bill. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. | want that report to lie 
until we can look at it before it is acted upon. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator trom 
Vermont objects to the present consideration 
of the report of the conference committee. 


| Reports of committees are stil! in order. 
f 


Mr.«FENTON. I am instructed by the 


| Committee on Finance, to whom was referred 


the bill (H. R. No. 1789) to permit the im- 
portation, free of duty, of certain Highland 
kilts and uniforms for the seventy ninth regi- 
ment of Highlanders, of the national guard, 
State of New York, to report it back with the 
recommendation that it be indefinitely post 
poned. I ought to state that I regret to be 
obliged to make an adverse report upon this 


| bill, but the circumstances are such that the 


asking a pension in consequence of the ser- || 


vices of her late husband during the war of 
1812, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration ; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 


Committee on Finance cannot make any other 


report. I wish the bill placed on the Calendar, | 


however. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 


That course will 


} be pursued. 


was referred the petition of Ellen Berrigan, |, 


widow of the late Kevan Berrigan, private in 
company B, second regiment Massachusetts 
volunteers, who died in hospital in 1864, asked 
to be discharged from its further consider- 


Mr. STOCKTON. The Committee on Naval | 


Affairs, to whom was referred a bill (S. No. 
104) for the relief of Joseph Lanman, have 
had the same under consideration, and have 
directed me to report it favorably, and accom- 


| panying it with a written report on the subject. 


1 move that the report be printed. 
rhe wotion was agreed to. 


is | 
made to the consideration of the bill, and, it | 


lhe petition of T. J. Hurlbut, praying that 
he be allowed a pension ; 

The petition of Lewis Shields, praying aid 
in consequence of a wound received at the 
battle of Gettysburg; and 

The petition of the guardian of Mary Ann 


| McKeever, praying that she be granted a pen 


sion. 
MARGARET 


Mr. TIPTON. Iam also instructed by the 
Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 857) granting a pension to 
Margaret H. Judd, of Wilmington, Delaware, 
to report it back with amendments, and ask 
that the bill be now put on its passage. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con 
sider the bill. 

The Committee on Pensions preposed to 
amend the bill so as to make it read: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby is, authorized and directed to place upon 
the pension-roll the name of Margaret H. Judd, 
of Wilmington, Delaware. the aunt and adopted 
mother of the late Captain William Judd Fetterman, 
twenty-seventh infantry, United States Army, and 
pay her, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws. a pension as a dependent mother. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendment was concurred in. The 
bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was read the third time, and passed. 


BLLL RECOMMITTED. 


On motion of Mr. AMES, it was 


Ordered, That the bill (S. No. 996) to repeal so 
much of section six of an act making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Army for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1870, and for other purposes, aj proved 
March 38, 1869, as prohibits promotions in the stuff 
departments of the Army, be recommitted to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


INTERNAL REVENUE LAWS. 
On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, it was 


Ordered, That fifty copies of the act approved 
June 25, 1868, entitled “An act imposing taxes on 
distilled spirits and tobacco, and for other purposes,”’ 
and the acts amendatory thereof, be printed in bill 
form for the use of the Committee on Finance. 


fHOMAS B. WALLACE, 
Mr. BLAIR. 


H. JUDD. 


I ask unanimous consent to 


| call up the bill (S. No. 569) for the relief of 


Thomas B. Wallace, of Lexington, in the State 


| of Missouri, reported from the Committee on 


} 


} 


| 
} 





1] 


| Claims. 


Mr. COLE. 


I will say to my friend that a 


| conference committee report is a subject that 


always should be promptly disposed of. 

Mr. BLAIR. This is a small matter. | 
expect to be absent from the Senate for a week 
or ten days, and I desire to get this bill up 
before I leave. 


Mr. COLE. 


If it causes no discussion I 


| shall not object. 


The bill was read. Its preamble recites that 
on the 18th of September, 1861, the dwelling- 


| house and ont-buildings, and the furniture and 


other property therein, belonging to Thomas 
B. Wallace, of the city of Lexington, Mis- 


| souri, situated in that city, were destroyed by 
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fire, by order of Colonel James A. Mulligan, 
in command of the United States military 
forces then stationed at that city; and that 
the destruction of the houses and other prop- 
erty was ordered and was necessary for the 
and preservation of the prop- 
erty of the United States at that city, and the 
protection and preservation of the lives of the 
officers and soldiers under the command of 
Mulligan, and at the time actually engaged in 
defending the city and in maintaining the au- 
thority of the Government of the United States 
against an attack of the confederate army, 
under command of General Sterling Price. 
The bill therefore proposes to appropriate 
$18,500 for the purpose of paying Wallace 
the value of his property, destroyed as afore- 
said, and the damages sustained by him by 
reason of its destruction. 

The Committee Claims reported 
amendment to the bill to strike out 
three ‘* $18,500" and insert ‘$11,255 


ae. 


protection 


on an 


in line 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
comes this bill? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
ov Claims, the Chair thinks. 

Mr. CONKLING. A bill for the destruce- 
tion of property in war, at Lexington, Mis 
sour ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Destroyed on the lines of 
investment of the city of Lexington, belong- 
ing to a Union man, and destroyed for the 
safety of the army invested, for the purpose 
of defense. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will state to the Senator 
from New York that I have examined the 
claim; and I think if there has been a merit- 
orious claim before Congress, both in its 
whole character and the limited amount 
reported, this is that claim. 

Mr. CONKLING. Whether I will object 
or not is dependent upon the answer to this 
question: is it the case of the destruction of 
property in the theater of war for military 
purposes ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes, sir. It was destroyed 
because the rebels used the house as a point 
from which to attack the lines of the Union 
army. It was destroyed in order to prevent 
them from having the use of it as a protec- 
tion for their troops. It was private property 
taken for public use in that way. 

Mr. CONKLING. How taken for public 
use ? 

Mr. BLAIR. It was destroyed by our own 
army, under the order of Colonel Mulligan, 
after a council of war. 

Mr. CONKLING, Then I understand that 
having become a cover for the rebel troops, it 
was destroyed in war in the course of military 
proceedings by the order of a Union general ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes, sir; that is the exact 
fact. 

Mr. CONKLING. I think this bill ought 
to be considered as it cannot be considered in 
the morning hour. 
lie over in order that | may look into it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will lie over. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 
Mr. WRIGHT asked, and by unanimous 


I'rom which committee 


The Committee 








consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. || 


No. 1088) to legalize entries of public lands | 
under the homestead laws in certain cases; | 
which was read twice by its title, referred to | 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, asked, and by | 
unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1084) making an appropri- 
ation for a Government building to a used | 
for a custom-house, post office, and bonded 


warehouse at Port Huron, in the State of | 


Michigan; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan asked, and by 
unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 





] should like to have it |! 


duce a bill (S. No. 1035) for the restoration || 


to market of certain lands in Michigan; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. OSBORN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1036) granting the right of way through 


i} 
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Mr. NYE submitted the following coney 


| rent resolution; which was referred to the 


the public lands to the Jacksonville and St. || 


Augustine Railroad Company; which was 


| read twice by its title, referred to the Commit: | 


_ pital at the navy-yard at Pensacola; which | 
|| was read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 


tee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous con- | 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (8. 
No. 1037) to provide for building a naval hos- 


| mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


| alry; which was read twice by itstitle, referred 


Mr. SCOTT asked, and by unanimous con- | 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 


1038) for the relief of Sarah Jane Grier and || 
| Mary Stone Grier, minor heirs of Samuel L. 


Grier, deceased ; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. | 

Mr. MORTON asked, and by unanimous | 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1039) granting a pension to Thomas Reilly, 
late of company H, second United States cav- 


| to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to 


be printed. 
Mr. CONKLING asked, and by unanimous 


consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. | 


No. 1040) for the relief of William Fischer ; 
which*“was read twice by its title, referred to 


the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1041) to equalize promotion among offi- 
cers in the line of the Army; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. HILL asked, and by unanimous con- | 


sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill(S. No. 
1042) for the relief of Thomas Hollis, of Mor- 
gan county, Georgia; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. BOREMAN. The Committee on Ter- 
ritories some time sin@e reported a bill with 


regard toa railroad in Dakota Territory, which | 


is a matter of considerable importance, and | 
think it ought to be passed. 
ing action in order to construct the railroad. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Califognia gave notice of his desire to 
occupy the morning hour with a conference 
report. 

Mr. COLE. I cannot consent to any other 
business being interposed. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I think the bill can be 
passed ina moment. There is no land grant. 

Mr. COLE. The Senator had a bill passed 


| a few days ago in the morning hour. 





Mr. BOREMAN. The Governor of the 
Territory states that they have commenced 
the construction of this railroad under author- 
ity of the territorial Legislature, and that is 
subject to doubt. 

Mr. COLE. I wish to go on with the report 
of the conference committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California objects to the consideration of 
the bill referred to by the Senator from West 
Virginia. 

ARIZONA AND NEVADA RECONNOISSANCKE. 

Mr. NYE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing : 

Resolved, That nine hundred and fifty additional 
copies of the reconnoissance of Arizona and Nevada 
Bo printes in quarto form and bound, four hundred 
and fifty copies of which shall be for the use of the 


Senate, and five hundred for distribution by the chief | 
of engineers of the United States Army. 


They are await- 











Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Represen; 
atives concurring,) That four thousand additiona| 
copies of the reconnoissanceof Arizona and Nevad, 
be printed in quarto form and bound, one thousand 
copies of which shall be for the use of the Senate 
twenty-seven hundred and fifty copies for the use 
of the House of Representatives, and two hundred 
and fifty copies for distribution by the chief of engiy,- 
eers of the United States Army, 


AMENDMENTS TO THE RULES, 


Mr. ANTHONY submitted the following 
resolutions; which were referred to the select 
Committee on Revision of the Rules, and 
ordered to be printed : 


Resolved, That the thirtieth rule be amended hy 
inserting after the word “Senate,” in thesecond line 
of the second paragraph, the words “or proposed in 
pursuance of an estimate from the head of some of 
the Departments.”’ 

Resolved, Thatthe twenty-eighth rule be amended 
by adding the following words: 

‘When a bill or joint resolution is under consid 
eration, any pending amendment thereto may be 
laid on thetable without prejudice to the bill, and 
a motion to lay an amendment on the table shall 
carry with it an amendment in the second degree.”’ 

Resolved, That the twelfth rule be amended by 
adding thereto the words: F 

‘But a motion to postpone a subject under consid- 


| eration and proceed tothe consideration of another, 
| shall be treated as one question and not divisible, 


and shall be decided without debate.’’ 


Mr. ANTHONY. I admit that my asking 
to have these resolutions printed is a pretty 
bad preface to the remarks | am going to make: 
but as every Senator will wish to look at these 
proposed amendments before he acts upon 
them I asked to have them printed. We have 
got into the habit here of having every bill 
printed when it is presented. It is a very fre- 
quent thing for a Senator to say, ‘‘I offer a 
bill by request; I do not commit myself to it; 
I know nothing about it,’’ and then ask to 
have it printed. That printing is for the ben- 
efit of the person who offers the bill, and the 
continual printing of bills when they are pre- 
sented cumbers up our files; it is exceedingly 


| expensive ; they are printed on the most costly 


paper, and it is the most expensive kind of 
printing the Government does. If, therefore, 
Senators would only ask to have bills printed 
when they really desire to have them printed, 
it would add very much to the convenience of 
the Senate and the convenience of our files, 
and be an important economy. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state, in consequence of the remarks of the 
chairman of the Committee on Printing, that 
hereafter the Secretary will not enter an order 
to print any bill on its introduction except the 
motion to print be made by the Senator intro- 
ducing the bill and adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Senators will understand 
that bills reported from committees are printed 
as a matter of course. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is true; 
but a bill introduced will not be printed except 
by order of the Senate, unless the Senator 
introducing it desires it to be printed and the 
Senate orders it. 

Mr. SCOTT. I offer a resolution to amend 
the rules, and ask for its present consideration 
if there be no objection: 

Resolved, That during the present session it shall 
be in order, pending an appropriation bill, to move 
to confine debate on the pending bill and amend- 
ments thereto to five minutes by any Senator on the 


pending motion; and the motion to limit debate 
shall be decided without debate. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to the present consideration of this resolu- 
tion? 

Mr. BLAIR. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution 
will be printed and referred to the Committee 
on Rules, or laid on the table, as the Senator 
from Pennsylvania desires. 

Mr. SCOTT. Let it be printed and lie on 
the table. I will call it up for adoption here- 
after. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be printed, 
and lie on the table. 





LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL 

Mr. COLE. Now I hope we 
with the conference report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
further Senate resolutions, the Senator from 
California moves that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the report of the conier- 
ence committee made to-day 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
will read the report. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
bill (H. R. No. 1060) making appropriations for the 
legislativ e, executive, and Judie ial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 1873, and 
for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
conterence, have agreed to recommend, and do rec- 
onmend, to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede froin their amendments 
numbered 12, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 35, 37, 45, 61, 62, 64, 
63, 69, 70, 71, 73, 74, 7 5, and 78. 

That the House of Representatives recede from 
their disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 13, 15, 18, 19, 33, 36, 38, 3, 40, 41, 42, 43, 
44, 60, 63, 65, 72, 79, 80, 85, 86, 87, and 88, and agree to 
the same. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendment of the House to the eighth amend- 
ment of the Senate, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: on page 6, liue fifteen of 
the bill, strike out all after the word “‘fifty.’’ down 
to the end of line sixteen, on the same page, and 
insert in lieu ‘*$3,422;’’ and the House agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from their amendment to 
the twenty-fifth amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendment: 
strike out all after the word “‘after,”’ in line two of 
said amendment, down to and including the word 

*Congress,”’ in line three, and insert in lieu the fol- 
lowing words, ‘the 4th day of March, 1875;” and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their amendment to 
the thirty-tourth amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to said Senate amendment. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendments of the House to the fifty-fifth 
and seventy-sixth amendments of the Senate, and 
agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendment of the House to the sixty-sixth 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same 
with the following amendments: in line three of 
said House amendment, strike out the word “‘forty,”’ 
and insert in lieu the word “thirty ;’’ andthe House 
agree to the same, 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendment of the House to the sixty-seventh 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same 
with the following amendment: strike out of said 
House amendment the words “ ninety-two,’’ and 
insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘eighty;’’ and the 
House agree to the same. 

That the House reccede from their disagreement 
to the seventy-seventh amendment of the Senate, 
and agree to the same with the following amend- 
ment: in lieu of the words proposed to be stricken 
out, insert the following: “for one clerk of class 
four, two clerks of class two, one clerk of class one, 
and two laborers, additional force in the money- 
order office, $7,240; and the Senate agree to the 


may proceed 


The Secretary 


me, 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the eighty-third amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with the following amendment: strike 
out from the words proposed to be inserted in said 
amendment where it first occurs the word ‘two,’ 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “‘four;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement to 


the amendment of the House to the eighty-fourth | 


amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same 
with the following amendment: strike out all after 
theword “‘three,’’ where it occurs thesecond time in 
line eight of said House amendment, down to and 
including the words * per annum,”’ in line nine; and 
in line nine, strike out the word “three” andinsertin 
lieu the word “‘seven;’’ and in line seventeen of said 
House amendment, strike out the words “six thou- 
sand’’ and insert in lieu thereof “five thousand 
six hundred;”’ and the House agree to the same. 
That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the ninetieth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with the following amendment: in line 


| which proper connections with other railroads may 


four of said amendment strike out the word * ‘fifty,’ ¥g | 


and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘ 


‘twenty-five; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 


That the Senate recede from their disagreement | 
tothe amendment of the House to the ninety-second 


amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same 
With an amendment as follows: substitute in lieu 
of the first, clause of said House amendment the 
following: ‘ 
Secretary of the Interior, the chief engineer of the 
Army, and the officer in charge of public buildings 


‘That a commission, consisting of the | 


and grounds, is hereby authorized and directed to | 


examine and report to Congress prior to the second 

onday of December next, a plan by which the 
locomotive railroad track in front of the western 
entrance of the Capitol shall be removed, with due 
regard to the rights of all parties concerned, and by 


be made ;” andthe House agree to the same, 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the ninety-third amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same, with an amendment as follows: 
substitute in lieu thereof the following: “that 
from and after the lst day of July, 1872, the annual 
salaries of the Second Comptroller, of the Register, 
and of the supervising architect of the Treasury 
Department shall be $4,000 each; and the annual 
salary of the judges of the Court of Claims shall be 
$4,500 each, and a sum sufficient to carry into effect 
the provisions of this section to the end of the fiseal 


year ending June 30, 1873, is hereby appropriated ;” 


aud the Senate aeres to the same. 


COLE, 
JUSTIN 8 MORRILL, 
FREDE RICK A. SAWYER, 


Vanaye rs on the part of the Nenate. 


JAMES A. GARFIELD, 


F. CLARKE, 
WILLIAM k. NIBLACK, 


Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. COLE. It is not my purpose to detain 
| the Senate more than a moment in explana- 
tion of the report made by the conference 
committee. Since the debate a few days ago 
the points in dispute are well understood, and 


the Senate may well conclude from the time | 


consumed in 


reaching a report in this case, | 


that there has been some disagreement between | 


the branches of the committee representing the 

| different Houses. 
The changes which have been recommended 
are for the purpose of making the report more 
| agrees able to what was regarded as the wish of 
the Senate, and their apparent desire, or the 


| desire of some members of the Senate, and | 


| these related to only three or four points. 


An objection was made to the incorporation 


in the bill of a provision appointing a mes- 
senger for the Committee on Appropriations. 
I ought to state that in another portion of this 
bill two officers of the Senate were stricken out, 
the superintendent of furnaces and his assist 

ant, which two officers had been doing duty as 
messengers. The force now is very small; 
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moment further unless there is some Senator 
who yet dissents from some provision of the 
bill as it is now reported ; but let me say here 
that this is the first one of the general appro 
priation bills, and this is not through, and we 
are stopped and balked upon this even at this 
stage of the proceeding. I hope there will be 
a disposition on the part of the Senate to let 
us dispose of these leading appropriation bills 
withont any unnecessary embarrassment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on agreeing to the conference report, 

Mr. CARPENTER. | ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to inquire 
what the objection to the report is? 

Mr. CARPENTER. One great objection | 
have is to the appropriation in regard to the 
civil service. Another objection is that I un 


| derstand they have stricken off the salaries of 


| Cameron, Casserly, 


and the Committee on Appropriations—I am || 
|| not speaking now of any others, because I do 
| not know of their wants—were really in need 


of 


a messenger. It may be an economy for 


Senators to perform the duties of messengers | 


and pages while they ought to be in their com- 
| mittee-rooms engaged in the consideration of 
| bills. If such is the judgment of the Senate, 


judges of the supreme court of this District. 
Another is that I understand they throw away 
the provision relative to the salaries of the dis 


trict judges of the United States. That is 
sufficient for me to vote against it; but there 


are several other things that I might mention. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays 
resulted—yeas 39, nays 11; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Bayard, Bore- 
man, Buckingham, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Fen- 
ton, Ferry of Connecticut, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, 


Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Harlan, 
Johnston, Kelly, Morrill of Maine, Morriil of Ver- 


|| mont, Morton, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ransom, Saw 


yer, Scott, Sherman, Stevenson, Stewart, Stockton, 
Sumner, Tipton, Trumbull, Vickers, West, Wilson, 
Windom, and Wright—39. 

NA YS—Messrs. Alcorn, Carpenter, Cooper, Ferry 
of Michigan, Hitchcock, Kellogg, Logan, Nye, Us- 
born, Rice, and Robertson—ll. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Blair, Brownlow, Caldwell, 
Clayton, Corbett, Cragin, Davis 
ot Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, 
Flanagan, Hamilton of Maryland, Hill, Howe, Lewis, 
Norwood, Patterson, Ramsey, Saulsbury, Schurz, 
Spencer, Sprague, and Thurman—24. 


So the report was concurred in. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerrson, its Clerk, announced 


‘that the House had passed the bill (S. No. 


| we will try to conform to it as far as possible. | 


Objection was made to the clause for addi- 
tional clerks in the Land Office. There will 


| be by a bill that is now pending large appro- || 
priations for the survey of public lands, and | 


the increase of duty in that Department will be 
very considerably larger during the next fiscal 
| year than during the present fiscal year, or, 
perhaps, during the past fiscal year, and the 
necessity therefore for more force is regarded 
as absolute. The committee of conference 
have agreed to report an amendment allowing 
thirty additional clerks for one year only in 
the Land Office to bring up the back work 
and keep up with the increase of current ser- 
vice in that Department. 

Next, in regard to the salaries of judges, 
that amendment was modified by leaving out 
| any reference to the salaries of the supreme 


| gouri,”’ 


1014) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri river at or near St. Joseph, Mis- 
approved March 5, 1872. 

PAY OF SENATOR RANSOM. 
Mr. BAYARD submitted the following res 


| olution; which was referred to the Committee 


on Privileges and Elections: 


Resolved, That the pay of Hon. Matrurw W. 
Ransom, as a Senator from the State of North Car- 
olina, shall commence from the 4th day of March, 


| A. D. 1871. 


SMITHSONIAN REPORT. 
The VICE PRESIDENT 


laid before the 


| Senate a letter of the Secretary of the Smith- 


| court judges of this District, and by making || 


| the salaries of the judges of the Court of 
Claims uniformly $4,500. 

‘These, | believe, are all the changes that 
have been made by the committee to which I 
need refer. I might refer to one other in 
regard to the clerk of the Speaker of 
House of Representatives. Though he is pro- 
vided for in this bill, yet it is only a transfer 
from another designation to that designa- 
tion. The amount has not been increased. 
The contingent fund of the House has been 
decreased proportionately, and this is made a 


of the contingent fund, and I believe Senators 
generally are anxious ‘that we shall be more 
distinct and specific in designating the items 


|| Of appropriation. 





I do not think I need detain the Senate a 


the | 


specific ofice, whereas before he was paid out | 


sonian Institution, transmitting the annnal 
report of the operations of that institution for 
the year 1871; which was ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed. 

Mr. HAMLIN submitted the following reso 
lution ; which was referred to the Commitee 
on Printing. 


Resolved, (the House of Representatives concur 


| ring,) That twelve thousand five hundred additional 


copies of the report of the Smithsonian Institution 
for the year 1871 be printed; twenty-five hundred 
of which shall be for the use of the Senate, five 
thousand for the use of the House, and five thousand 
for the use of the institution: Provided, That the 
aggregate number of pages of said report shall not 
exceed four hundred and fifty; and that there shall 
be no illustrations except those furnished by the 
Smithsonian Institution. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 1654) making appropriations to supply 


deficiencies in the appropriations for the ser- 
vice of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1872, and for former years, 
and for other purposes, the pending question 
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being on concurring in the amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole, to strike out the 
following clause, on page 29, after line six 
hundred and ninety nine: 

For this amount or so much thereof as may be 
necessary for subsisting the Navajo Indians in New 
Mexico for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, 
$60,000. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair would 
state that this day after one o’clock was as- 
signed for the consideration of bills reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands. 
deficiency bill, however, being the unfinished 
business, has priority. 

Mr. POMEROY. I supposed the assign- 
ment by unanimous consent would be @onceded 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and the 
unfinished business would be laid aside for that 
purpose 

lhe VICK PRESIDENT. The deficiency 
bill can be by unanimous consent, and then 
the assigument would operate, or the defi- 
ciency bill may be laid on the table. 

Mr. POMEROY. Lask unanimous consent 
that the deficiency bill be laid aside informally. 

the VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. COLE, I must object to it in the present 
stave of the deficiency bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. Then I move 
deficiency bill be laid on the table. 

Phe VICK PRESIDENT. The effect of the 
motion to lay on the table, if successful, would 
be to have the day assigned for the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Phe Chair put the question, and stated that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. POMEROY. I want the sense of the 
Senate. The day has been assigned toa special 
committee, and if these assignments do not 
wimount to anything | want to know it, so that 
we may govern ourselves in regard to other 
wsignments. I have refrained from moving 
from the Public 


that the 


any biils 
l, wds 

the VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
stute to the Senator from Kansas that as the 
noes appeared to have it, it is his duty, no 
division being demanded, to declare that the 
noes have it 

Mr. POMEROY. If the Senate will sit 
to-morrow and give me to-morrow, | will waive 
the question to-day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The noes ap- 
pearing to prevail on the motion, the bill was 
not laid on the table. The Senator from Kan- 
ras asks consent that to-morrow 
be assigned for the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. POMEROY. I want to go on with and 
finish the appropriation bill as much as any- 
body. 

Mr. COLE. If we ean get through with 
the appropriation bill to day, [ will not object. 

Mr. CONKLING. Has not the Chair uni- 
formly stated that these assiguments were 
always subject to the unfinished business ? 


Committee on 


unanimous 


The VICE PRESIDENT. He has so 
stated it, 
Mr. CONKLING, Then why not go on || 


with the appropriation bill? 
Mr. POMEROY. 


now, we have a session to-morrow for the 
business of the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. COLE. Subject to the unfinished busi- 
ness. 

the VICE PRESIDENT. The noes have 
it. The deficiency bill is not laid on the table. 
Pending its consideration the Senator from 
Kansas asks unanimous consent that to-mor- 
row be assigned to the Committee on Public 
Lands, subject to the unfinished business as 
all these assigumeuts have been. Is there 
objection ? 

Mr. MORTON. 

Mr. POMEROY. 
way except to move my bills as amendments 
to the appropriation bill. (Laughter. ] 


I suggest that if the Sen- | 
ate desire to go on with the appropriation bill | 


[ must enter my objection. | 
[hen I have no other | 


| late. 


The | 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Theamendments 
may be laid on the table, however, under the 
recent amendment to the thirtieth rule. The 
pending question is on concurring with the 
amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole striking out the paragraph in regard 
to the Navajo Indians. 

Mr. COLE. I 
the Senate to remain 
this bill is disposed of, 


rise to make an appeal to 
in session to-day until 
whether it be early or 
We should have done that yesterday in 
all probability but for the illness of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, [Mr. Srevenson,] who 
has been absent some time, and who had an 
important amendment which he wished to 
propose to the bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. I desire to give notice 
that | have a good many amendments to move 
to the appropriation bill. If we conclude to 
sit it out, | do not want it understood that the 
bill is to be sat out until these amendments 
are considered. 


The VICK PRESIDENT. There is no order 


| that the Senate sball sit it out; a mere notice 


hus been given. ‘I'he question is on concur- 
ring in the amendment made as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, striking this paragraph from 


| the bill. 


| are, authorized and required, in the 


‘The amendment was non-concurred in. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the next amendment, which was 


| reserved at the request of the Senator from 
| Massachusetts, [Mr. Wuison. ] 


The Cuter CLerk. The Senate, as in Com 
mittee of the Whole, struck out the second 
section of the House bill, in the following 
words: 


That the proper accounting officers be, and hereby | 


all accounts for the services of laborers, workmen, 


settlement of || 


and mechanics emploved by or on behalf of the | 


Government of the United States, between the 
25th day of June, 1868, the date of the act constitut- 
ing eight hours a day’s work for all such laborers, 
workmen, and mechanics, and the 19th day of May, 
1869, the date of the proclamation of the President 
concerning such pay, to settle and pay for thesame, 
without reduction on account of reduction of hours 
of labor by said act, and a suflicient sum for said 
purpose is hereby appropriated out of any money 


in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated: Pro- || 


vided, That no part of the money hereby appropria- 
ted shall be paidtoany mechanics or laborers who 
have already been paid for eight hours’ labor four 
fifths as much as the amount which was paid to like 
laborers and mechanics for ten hours’ labor. 


And inserted in lieu thereof: 


That there shall be paid to the policemen, oilers, 
and shop-tenders who were employed at the Spring- 
field armory, in Massachuseits, on und after the 


| 830th day of July, 1868, the sums respectively, by 


which 
War Department under the eight-hour law, socalled. 
Mr. WILSON. | Mr. 


desire. President, 


| simply to say to the Senate that this amend- 


ment of the Committee on Appropriations was 
assented to in Committee of the Whole with- 
out Opposition. A motion was intended to 
be made to recousider it; but we were told it 
would be just as well to wait until the bill 


| should be reported to the Senate, where it 





| now is. 


I hope this amendment will not be agreed 
to,sand that we shall take this section as it 
came from the House, after striking off the 
proviso, which substantially defeats the object 
ofthe section. Ido not wish to take up the 
time of the Senate, but I do hope that this 
amendment will not be agreed to. 

The object of the section is to pay mechanics 
and laborers in the public works the full day’s 
wages for their time. ‘he matter has been 
discussed heretofore, aud at this period of the 
session I do not wish to take up more time in 
regard to it. The section as it stands, with 
the exception of the proviso, was introduced 
into the bill on the motion of the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means of the 
House. The proviso was put on by a vote in 
the House, which destroys the effect of the 
section. Our committee have proposed an 


their wages were reduced by order of the | 
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mittee will be rejected, and that then we sha)! 
strike out the proviso and pass the section a 
it should be passed to do the fair and square 
and honest thing with the men with whom we 
deal. 

Mr. COLE. The proposition, as I under 
stand, is to amend the amendment first by 
striking out the portion that was added jy 


That T un 


| derstand to be the motion. 


Mr. WILSON. I want to strike out the pro 
viso, and let the section stand as it was origin- 
ally offered in the House. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair up- 
derstands that the Senator from Massachusetis 
proposes, pending the motion to strike out and 


| Insert reported trom the Committee of the 


Whole, to strike out the proviso from the 
House section. Is that his motion? 

Mr. WILSON. The object I have in view 
is to disagree to this amendment of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, and then to strike out 
the proviso in the section as it came from the 
House, so that the first fourteen lines will 
stand down to the word ‘*‘ provided.’’ [ want 


to strike out the proviso, and also to disagree 


to what the committee propose, and that will 


| pay these men for their day’s work according 
| to law. 


| amendment 
| Whole. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the first thing will 
be to take the question on concurring in the 
made as in Committee of the 
If that is disagreed to, that being 
the pending question, then the Senator can 
move to amend the House bill in any manner 
that he likes. That would be the simplest 
way of doing it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There are two 
ways in which it may be arrived at. That sug- 
gested by the Senator from Vermont is prob 
ably the best way for journalizing, and also 


| for the Senate to have a distinct idea of the 


question before them. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Now] wish to say a word 


| on the question if Senators are willing to hear 


amendment to it which does not reach the | 


object, and I hope the amendment of the com- 





me. 
Mr. CASSERLY. I am desirous to hear 
the Senator from Vermont, but the noise in 
the Chamber is so great that it is impossible. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seuators will be 
kind enough to resume their seats aud suspend 
conversation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, we all 
understand, undoubtedly, the general aspect 
of this question, because we have had it up 
time and again. A claim is made on the 
part of certain people who were employed 
by the Government, and who, under the 
eight-hour law, worked only eight hours in 
the publie armories and arsenals and other 
workshops of the United States, and whose 
pay, under the opinion of the Attorney Gen- 
eral, was reduced according to the amount 
of work they did, because m private estab- 
lishments at the same places people were 
obliged to work ten hours in order to receive 
a particular sum of money. ‘The statutes 
provided that the pay at the navy-yards and 
arsenals should be the same as at private 
establishments for the same sort of work. 
Then Congress having said that these peo- 
ple need only work eight hours, it was held 
by the Attorney General, and [ think cor 
rectly, as a matter of law, that if they worked 
but eight hours they could only be paid in 
proportion in order to obey the statute, which 
Said that the pay in the public establish- 
ments should be the same as in the private 
establishments for the same sort of work. 
Accordingly these people who only worked 
eight hours had their pay reduced to one filth, 
ten hours being a day’s work in the private 
establishments. Afterward the President ot 
the United States set aside the orders of the 
Department which had conformed to the 
opinion of the Attorney Geuera!, and directed 
that thereafter the pay of the people who 
worked eight hours should be the same as the 





1872. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


2801 





say of the people who worked in private estab- 
jishments ten hours. Now, this proposition 
is to go back and allow these people who worked 
eight hours and received pay for eight hours 
in proportion to the price for similar work at 





the same places at private establishments, to | 


get the one fifth which was deducted for the 
two hours they did not work, on the ground 
that the intention of Congress was to give 
them full pay for eight hours’ work, although 
the people in private establishments at the 
same places only got full pay for ten hours’ 
work. That is the proposition. 

Those who bring forward this claim and 
have put it before us, make it amount to three 
or four hundred thousand dollars; but they do 
not know how far it extends. The total is 
probably somewhere withina million, but where 
within a million no man at this moment can 
tell, for we have no definite information. The 
question is whether we should do that. The 
committee, instead of proposing, as the House 
did, to do it with a proviso which should not 
do it, (for that is the substance of the way the 
House left it; the proviso as the House left it 
cuts off the first part of the provision,) found 
that there were at the Springfield armory, and 
erhaps at other armories—but we only had 
information as to the Springfield armory—three 
classes of persons who did not properly fall 
within that reduction, oilers, policemen, and 
shop-tenders, for the reason that their duties 
were specific, did not depend upon quantity, 
but depended upon general and constant care 
and supervision over the work. 
seemed plain from the explanations which 
were made that under the eight-hour law, and 
under the operation of the law which required 
equality between the pay in private establish- 
ments and in the public works, they ought not 
to be reduced. 

Therefore we proposed to substitute for the 
House provision, which is in fact no provision 
at all, the provision which is found in italics, 
that these particular classes of persons who 
did not fall within the spirit of the eight-hour 
law or within the spirit of the general law reg- 
ulating equality of wages upon time, should 
have made up to them the twenty per cent. 
reduction that was made upon their wages, 
which we thought clearly ought not to have 
been done. That is the way the case stands. 

I will add that at the Springfield armory, 
where these questions principally arose, the 
commandant, Colonel Benton, informed the 
men when he made this order that if any of 
them chose to continue to work longer, for ten 
hours, he would pay extra, and therefore they 
need not be compelled to work only eight hours 
and take only eight hours’ pay; and some of 
them did work longer and did receive more; 
but it was a matter of option with the workmen 
whether they would do it or not. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, this is a very 
simple proposition. There is a large body of 


men in the country desirous of reducing the | 


hours of labor. I think the hours of labor 
during the last forty years have been reduced 
two or three hours per day on an average. 
Especially is this true among skilled laborers. 
They asked Congress to pass an eight-hour law, 


applying to the public works, for the purpose | 


of testing the question. Congress passed the 
act,and in some of the public works men worked 
eight hours and were paid their full wages ac- 
cording to the intent and spirit of the law. 
In other places a reduction of one fifth was 
made in the pay. It was so at Springfield, 
and so fora long time at Kock Island and some 
other places, while at a number of places no 
distinction whatever was made. The matter 
was referred to the Attorney General. The 
Attorney General made a construction which 
was overruled afterward by an order of the 
President making eight hours a full day’s 
work, carrying with it a full day’s pay. lam 
satisfied that was the intention of both Houses 
of Congress. ‘The object was in the public 
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works to test the question whether it was best 
to adopt in the country eight hours instead of 
ten hours as a day’s labor. That was the law. 
That was the object of it avowedly; it was so 
understood out of Congress, and so under- 
stood in Congress. 

It may be that this law was not a wise law. 
It may be, as some say, that it has failed. I 
do not see the evidence that it has failed. I 
want a fair experiment made, and carefully 
made. I want the facts to come to us to base 
action upon in the future. 


| 


But these men | 


ought to be put upon a perfect equality in all | 


the works of the country. 


They now all work | 


eight hours and get the pay of a day’s work | 


for it. We want to equalize this in the past, 
and this section is intended for that purpose. 

It is said it will cost two, three, or four hun- 
dred thousand dollars. It may cost that, and 
may cost something more; but the question is 
one of justice, one of fairness, and not one of 
amount. 


I think money was made to do good | 
with and do justice with always. But the ques- | 


tion is not whether it will cost more money or | 


less when you owe an obligation. 
make your contract that is a fair question for 
consideration; but when you 
gation on you, and when an honest and just 
demand is made upon you, the question is not 
what it costs, but the question is, is it right to 
pay the money? 

| think this amendment moved by the com- 


Before you | 


have an obli- | 


mittee ought to be rejected. Then the proviso | 
put on in the House, on the motion of a mem- | 
ber, ought to be rejected, and then pass the 


section thus amended as it was originally 


intended by the mover in the House, and by | 


the House itself. 


Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, I was pres- | 


ent when this eight-hour law was passed, and | 


I remember 
understanding at the time, and | think what 
was the understanding of the Senate. It was 


two hours a day without reducing the price. 
It was said in the argument on that occasion 


the Government workshops, so as to see 
whether there would be any loss in the actual 
amount of labor, or what the loss would be. 


That this was the understanding in the Senate | 


is shown by the fact that the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHerman] offered an amendment 


to the bill declaring that the pay should be | 


reduced in the same proportion as the time, 
and that amendment was voted down by quite 
a large majority. That amendment tested the 
understanding of the Senate upon the subject. 

The Attorney General, Mr. Evarts, however, 


very distinctly what was my | 


gave an opinion that the law simply provided | 
for reducing the time of labor, and authorized 


a reduction of the price in the same propor- 
tion. That opinion, { think, was in direct 


conflict with the understanding of the Senate; | 


but a subsequent Attorney General under the 


present Administration, | am informed, gave | 


a different opinion to the President, and the 
President issued an order directing that the 
workmen in the Government shops should re- 
ceive the full price without a deduction on 
account of the reduction of time. But in 
the mean time there had been in several of the 
Government arsenals or workshops, for in- 
stance at Springfield and at Rock Island, a 
reduction in the price in proportion to the 
diminution of time, while at the other arsenals 
and workshops the full price was paid. [| un- 
derstand the object of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts is to obtain an equalization, and put 
all these men on the same level exacily. As 
most of the Goverument workmen obtained 
the full price, the others should. 
that this is just on every principle, and that 
there should be equality in the price paid. 

It has been said that the experiment that 
was to be tried in the Government work- 


shops has failed. Iam not satisfied that it has 
failed. 


| believe j 








| thing, or more than one half their due. 





A statement was made to me by an: officer 
of the armory at Springfield showing some 
extraordinary results, that when the diminu- 
tion of expenses was considered and the 
amount of labor performed, there was a large 
increase in the amount of actual result. 

Sometime ago I offered a resolution, which 
was adopted by the Senate, calling upon the 
Secretary of War to state what was the prac- 
tical working of the eight-hour law in the 
armory at Springfield and in the arsenal at 
Rock Island. That report has not been made, 
but from what I understand that report will 
show some results that may surprise the Sen- 
ate in regard to the increased amount of work 
during eight hours a day as compared with 
eight hours under the old system when they 
worked ten hours a day. : 

But, whatever may be the result of the 
experiment, whatever may be the report of 
the Secretary of War upon the subject, it is 
a simple matter of justice to put sll these 
men upon an equality, and that they shall be 
paid according to the provision and intent 
of the law. The most of them have been so 
paid. Why not put them all upon the same 
level? Why make a distinction? That 
the purpose of the law. We cannot blame 
the workmen for taking advantage of it or 
claiming their rights under it. I am in favor 
of economy, but | am not in favor of economy 
at the expense of law and the violation of 
what I regard as good faith. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Lam in favor of striking 
out the ameudment of the Senate committee. 
1 am in favor of retaining the section as it 
came from the House, striking out from it 
the proviso. Those are my views, because | 
am for placing all the mechanics and workmen 
of the Government upon the same footing in 
respect to their wages since the eight-hour rule 
was established in the Government 


was 


works. 


|| Not to do that is to be guilty of great injustice 
that the period of labor should be reduced | 


toward a considerable portion of those men. 
Many of them, | understand the majority of 


| them, have received their wages for eight hours 


that it was advisable to try the experiment in || a day at the old rate they had received them for 


ten hoursaday. Has any one suggested a sin- 
gle reason why those men who, by the acci- 
dental circumstance of a different view held 


by the superintendent, had their wages reduced 


| by one fifth as compared with all the rest, 


should not receive the portion thus withheld 
fromthem? Has any one presented any reason 
that should govern the action of Congress ? 
The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Epmunps] 
says that to do this it would cost three or tour 
hundred thousand dollars. What sort of a 
reason is that? Why, sir, it probably costs 
us a great deal more than that every year to 
pay the wages of our workmen atall; we might 
save a good deal by refusing to pay them any- 
Surely 
that is not an argument which can be seriously 
urged against equities such as are now pressed 
upon us. 

I do not consider the merits of the eight- 
hour system involved in this discussion. ‘The 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Morton] has, how- 
ever, stated from the proceedings of Congress 
at ihe time the bill passed, many circum- 
stances which show very distinctly what was the 
understanding of Congress then ; and that the 
understanding was that the wages of labor 
should remain the same, though the hours of 
labor were reduced one fifth. 

But, sir, | submit to the Senator whether 
there is not a higher argument even than the 
expressions of Senators or members of the 
House, or even than votes of the Senate or of 
the House upon the measure in its different 
stages? Itis the argument derived from the 
nature of the measure itself. The reduction 
of the hours of labor has from time to time 
for the last hundred years marked at each re- 
duction a beneficial era in the improved con- 
dition of the workingman, and in civilization 
generally. It has marked also an era, not 
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workmen superior or-equal to the workmen in 
the Government shops at Springfield. The 
arms investigation which has attracted so much 
attention discloses the extraordinary fact, i 
might say the unparalleled fact, in the history 
of Government, that in your armory at Spring- 
field you produce the finest arms of precision 
that have ever been manufactured on any large 
scale by a Government at a less price than they 
can be made inthe very best private workshops. 

| will not delay this measure of justice and 


| equality to our own workmen by any further 


" 
of .dimn hed production, but of increased 
production, 

More than that, it has been asked for as a 
bo y the mechanics of the world, by those of 
this Country especially, and has been granted 

in as a boo) Now, what sort of a boon 
do you call it to reduce the hours of labor one 
filth per day if you reduce the wages of labo 
the same proportion ? Chey ask for bread, 
nd you g them a stone, Phey ask for a |) 
enelt, und you tet len aun injury. You shorten 
hours of tou, but you cut down their 
Wn { livelihood. You keep the word of 
| nise to the ear, but break it to the hope. 
\ ) the time comes to discuss the whole sub 
: cight hour rule on its merits, | am 

Wy t« 1skcuss it, to meet its opponents in a 
{ tield, [know there is a cry—we have heard 
i. to-day—that ‘**the experiment has failed.”’ 

i do not agree to this; on the contrary, I have 
‘ fiyures which show the exact contrary from 
the Goversment workshops. The information 
also derived by me, upon inquiry made from 
large employers of labor in my own State, | 
loo to anything but a failure of the experi- || 
men But, sir, even if thus far it had not || 
produced all the good results expected of it by 
iis friends, we are therefore to say it has || 
failed? It has hardly had a trial; and the 
trial has been almost always at the hands of | 
its enemu We all know that the reduction || 
of the hours of labor from twelve to ten hours, 


made, if lremember correctly, by the adminis- 
tration of Mr. Van Buren, did at first pro- 
oOine troub! sand some consequences that 


We remember well 


auce 


were lio dk ‘ rable. al 0 
that after awhile the 
American mechanic, the natural energies of 
the country, asserted and pro- 
duction went on, not at a diminished rate, but 
atl an 


themselves, 


increased rate, 

the question is fairly before the 

the Senate is disposed to hear it 
d, it can be shown by the deductions 

of science as well as by our short experience, 

even under very adverse circumstances, that 


“ 
Whenever 


nate, and 


eight hours a day form precisely that period | 
of daily labor which enables the human laborer | 


duration of life his producing capacity. 
not a question of to-day’s earnings, nor of six 


months, nor of a year, nor of five years. The | 


tion is whether it is or is not in the interest 
of the State to have the productive energies of 


que 


the laborer maintained tor the greatest period 


of the average life of man. 

| repeat, if it be true, 
deductions of scientific men, who approach 
this great problem as a pure question of science 
with reference to the motive forces of the 
husnan system, that eight hours are the proper 
mean of the day’s work, then I say it is in the 
highest interestof an enlightened State to adopt 
that eight-hour rule, and no such State, being 
alive to ils own interests or to the importance 


of the question, will be ready to abandon as | 


a failed experiment, without half a trial, the 
efforts to ascertain whether, indeed, the deduc- 
tions of science on this great question and 
the promptings of humanity are alike delusive 
and false. 

But, sir, these questions are not before the 
Senate now. Perhaps I should apologize for 
introducing them even incidentally. The sim- 


pro lucing power of the 


to prolong for the greatest period of the average | 
It is | 


according to the | 





ple question now is, whether we are prepared || 


to do equal and exact justice to the Govern- 
ment workmen throughout the country by pay- 
ing to such of them as have not had it the same | 
rate of wages for their labor already paid to 
all the other workmen in the Government em- 
ployment. If any difference can be shown 
between the workmen at Springfield and at 
Rock Island, who have not received their full 
wages by one fifth, and those who did receive | 
them, I am ready to consider it. None such | 
has been suggested. I believe none such can | 
be shown. On the contrary, I imagine that | 
the world has not to show a body of skilled | 


i 


| 


| other 


remarks. lLlowever Senators may differ as to 


the merits of the eight-hour system, they should | 


not differ as to our placing all the Government 
workmen on the same footing as to their 
Chat, and no more than that, is what 
we contend for. Who will refuse it? I repeat, 
let us strike out the Senate amendment en- 
tirely. Let us insert the House amendment 
in the bill, striking out from it the House pro- 
viso, which is a simple contradiction of all the 


wages. 


rest of the section and indeed nullifies it 
utterly. We have too long delayed this act 


of justice. Let us perform it now cheerfully 
and generously. 

Mr. COLE. Iam one of those who believe 
that the laborer is worthy of his hire, and 


would be among the very last to do anything | 


that would be at all Oppressive upon the class | 


of people who earn their living by their labor. 
But, sir, there is a question involved in this 


amendment that has not been brought to the | 


attention of the Senate, aud it is my duty to 
call the attention of the Senate to every dith- 
culty that may attend the adoption of the 
amendment. 

There is no law fixing the rate of wages at 
these establishments. ‘They could be reduced 
at any time or raised, without any cause of 


complaint in the one case or any dissatisfac- | 


tion on the part of the Government in the 
case. That was the province of the 
oflicers having charge of those establishments 
at the time; and I do not know how you are 
to ascertain that the wages were reduced be- 
cause of this change of the law. The reduc- 
tion may have taken place for other reasons, 
and the question is open as to whether the 


Government will not suffer serious injury by a | 


demand made by the workmen in all the dif- 
ferent departments of the Government for 
additional wages during this period of nine 
months provided for in the bill. 

It seems to me the whole question is settled 


by the fact that it is the province of the agents | 


of the Government having charge of these 


| establishments to fix the wages at any time, at 


any rate, for the persons who are employed in 
those establishments. They have only done 
that in some instances. ‘There is a difference 
in the rate of wages in the different establish- 
ments. ‘There is a difference in the rate of 


wages for different kinds of employment, and | 


they differ also in the different localities. In 


| the establishment at Springfield, Massachu- 


setts, | presume they have ditlerent wages from 
workmen in the establishment at Rock Island, 
Illinois, or at some point in California. These 
wages are not fixed by law; and I do not know 
how any legal or equitable demand can be 
maintained for this additional pay. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President, I was not 
present in committee when the amendment 
was adopted which appears as a substitute for 
the House provision in this regard, but it does 
seem to me that a spirit of justice requires us 
to pay these men the same rate of wages that 
other men were paid who were employed by 
the Government under the same circumstances. 
It is well known that at some of the public 
works the laborers were paid at the old rates 
for the lessened time during which they were 
employed; in other words, that the rates of 
wages which had been previously paid for ten 
hours’ labor were paid for eight hours’ labor 
subsequent to the passage of what is known as 
the eight-hour law. Itis also known that at 
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some of the Government works the wages wera 
reduced to eighty per cent. of the old rates 
the superintendents of those works inferring 
that the Government meant when they reduced 
the hours of labor to reduce the compensation 

I assume that so much agitation as has taken 
place on this subject would not have takey 
place in the Halls of Congress if the purpose 
was simply to cut off twenty per cent. of the 
wages of the laborer. I assume, and I think 
it cannot be controverted, that the design of 
Congress in passing that law was that the 
hours of labor should be diminished while the 
wages remained the same. I do not say 
word as to the policy or impolicy of such a law, 
Ido not believe this is a subject upon which 
legislation was necessary at the time. I know 
in many cases it was a subject upon which these 
laborers certainly did not demand legislation ; 
but as passed by Congress, the intention eyj- 


| dently was to reduce the hours of labor and 








| not to reduce the wages per diem. 


While a portion of the employés of the 
Goverument were paid at the old rates for 
eight hours’ labor, another portion were paid 
at the reduced rates for eight hours’ labor, and 
it left a feeling of soreness, a feeling of in- 
justice inthe minds of those who were paid the 
lesser rates. It was a perfectly naturnal feel- 
ing. Unless it is rectified now, there will re- 
main a feeling that the Government has been 
unjust to these men. When the President 


| issued his order directing that the rates of*pay 


should be fixed forthe eight hours the same as 
they had formerly been fixed for the ten hours, 
the practice became uniform. 

The object of the provision as it was adopted 
by the House prior to the addition of the pro- 
viso, unquestionably was to correct this injus- 
tice, this inequality, if that term is any more 
acceptable, and it seems to me that we cannot 
with any degree of propriety refuse to put 
these men who received but eighty per cent. 
on the same plane precisely with those more 
favored employés of the Government who re- 
ceived one hundred per cent. I question very 
much whether they have a legal claim against 
the Government for this additional twenty per 
cent. I question very much whether under 
the decision of the Attorney General made at 
the time they would have a legal claim which 
they could maintain in the Court of Claims for 
it, though that may be an open question. But 
every one of these laborers feels that he is 
aggrieved by the failure of the Government to 
provide that twenty per cent. Not only that, 
nine tenths of the population of the United 
States feel that those men are aggrieved. With 
out looking back to the policy of the original 
law, without looking to the question whether 
the enactment. of the law was wise or not, | 
regard it simply as a measure of justice that 
they should be paid the additional twenty per 
cent. I hope the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts will prevail. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Mr. Presi- 
dent, this question of the regulating of the 
hours of labor is a question that belongs to the 
States rather than to the nation, and the idea 
that we shall pay men in Government employ 
a greater sum than is paid by private perscus 
or paid in the several States to those in the 
same business, it seems to me is wrong in 
principle and wrong in practice. I do not de- 
sire, for one, that we should have any employ- 
ment for men who will seek to leave their homes 
in order to get a softer place under the Gov- 
ernment, and therefore | desire to ask whether 
it will not be in order now to amend this pro- 
vision before it shall be stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pome- 
ROY in the chair.) The Chair understands the 
pending amendment to be to both strike out 
and insert. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
out what was inserted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is to 
strike out the second section of the bill. 


It is to strike 





ovr ev W& 
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Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. And also to 
strike out the proviso. Therefore it will be in 
order toamend the proviso before it is stricken 
out, and to that end I send an amendment to 
the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
thinks that is in order. 

Mr. COLE. I should like to inquire if the 
section would not be amendable afterward, 
even if this amendment of the committee were 
adopted ? : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
went cannot be amended after it has been con- 
curred in. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I prefer to 
offer my amendment now, for if the section 
should be stricken out, I should not bave an 
opportunity to offer it. 
fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. It is in order 
to perfect the portion proposed to be stricken 
out before the question is taken on striking out, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I send my 


The Chair 


amendment to the Chair, and ask to have it || 


} 
read. 


amendment, which was to insert at the end of 
the proviso in the matter which was stricken 
out in Committee of the Whole the following: 

And all laws regulating the hours of labor are 
hereby repealed. ‘ 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It is stated 
by the Senator from South Carolina that there 
is some measure of justice in passing this 


amendment, as it was originally drafted with- | 


out the embarrassment of the proviso inserted 
by the House. We all know that there was 
on the statute-book at that time a law that 


provided that the amount of pay in the Gov- | 
ernment shops should not exceed that which | 


was paid for the same class of labor in private 
establishments in the same neighborhood, aud 
this law in relation to the hours of labor did 
not repeal the preceding law at all. So much 
for that. 

But the Senator from California speaks of 
this as being an advancing age, and that this 
reduction of the hours of labor is the result of 
science as applied to labor. 
ident, it is really going back to the fifteenth 
century. In the fifteenth century the legis- 
latures of some countries, the Parliament of 
England for one, undertook to regulate the 
hours of labor, and did it in the most oppress- 
ive manner, making long hours and very short 
pay. If we can regulate the hours of labor by 
reducing them, we set an example to legis- 
lators in other places which may result in their 
increasing the hours of labor. 
dangerous precedent, therefore, to set at all. 

Besides that, it is entirely unjust to the 
mechanics and laboring men of this country. 
It is a degradation of them, as I think, for us 
to set up as their masters and say how many 
hours they shall labor. Why not leave that 
question to themselves? I stand up here for 
the laboring man, and | say he isso independ- 
ent in this country that he asks no assistance 
from the Senator from Massachusetts or any 
other Senator. He is at liberty to work as 
many hours as he pleases and for what price 
he pleases. He can dictate his terms, and 
ougkt to dictate them. 
the mechanics who are engaged in the several 
States not in the employment of the Govern- 


ment, all the farmers who labor from twelve | 


to fifteen hours a day, to support these favored 
and petted men employed in our navy-yards, 
arsenals, and printing offices, in working a 
much less number of hours than those who pay 
taxes do at home, it seems to me is entirely 
wrong and unjust. I say the laboring men of 
our country will not welcome any such law or 
any such practice here. They know how totake 
care of themselves. I know whereof I speak 
in relation to this matter. 
that we shall have a privileged and aristocratic 
class of laborers here or anywhere else under 
the employment of the Government. Pay our 


Theamend- || kind of work done. 


| nays. 





Why, Mr. Pres- | 


I think it is a | 


For us here to tax all | 


They do not desire || 
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ran obtain anywhere, but donot proclaim that 
whoever can getinto Government employment 
shall have twenty per cent. higher wages than 
can be got anywhere else. A man who 
works for the Government is no better than 
the man who works in his own shop or on his 


own farm. 


Mr. President, this eight-hour law has cre- 


| ated immense difficulty in its administration 


all over the country wherever there has been 
a necessity for the Government to have any 
It largely increases the 
expenses of the Government. It will bring 


| about the day when we shall have to abandon 


our arsenals and navy-yards and public print- 
ing offices. We cannot conduct them unless 
we conduct them on an equality with the people 


| at large. 


But, sir, I do not desire to retard the pro- 
gress of this bill, and do not desire to discuss 
this question at length, for 1 have heretofore 
done so. 


Mr. SPENCER. Ido believe that the Sen- 


|| ate is prepared to repeal the eight-hour law. 
lhe Chief Clerk read the amendment to the || 


I therefore move to lay the amendment of the 


| Senator from Vermont on the table. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER put the ques- 


| tion on the motion to lay on the table, and 
| declared that the noes appeared to have it. 


Mr. SPENCER. I ask for the yeas and 

Mr. COLE. I suggest that we havea divis- 
ion, as it takes so long to call the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. SPENCER. Very well. 

The question being put, there were, on a 


| division—ayes seventeen—— 


Mr. MORTON called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered; and being taken, re- 
sulted—yeas 24, nays 20; as follows: 


YEAS— Messrs. Bayard, Boreman, Carpenter, 


Casserly, Cole, Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, 
Goldthwaite, Kellogg, Kelly, Morton, Pomeroy, 
Pratt, Ramsey, Ransom, Rice, Schurz, Spencer, 


Stevenson, Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, West, and 
Wilson—24. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Chandler, Corbett, Edmunds, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Hamilton 


| of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Morrill 


of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Nye, Robertson, 


| Trumbull, Vickers, and Wright—20. 


ABSENT — Messrs. 


Blair, Brownlow, Cameron, 


| Clayton, Conkling, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Fen- 
Harlan, | 


ton, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, 
Hill, Hitchcock, Howe, Jobnston, Lewis, Logan, 
Norwood, Osborn, Patterson, Pool, Saulsbury, 
Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, Sprague, Thurman, Tip- 
ton, and Windom—3v. 


So the amendment to the amendment was | 


laid on the table. 


Mr. WILSON. 
the vote. 

Mr. COLE. I offer an amendment to whieh 
there will be no objection. In the twelfth 
line, after the word ‘‘act,’? I move to insert 
the words ‘‘ when it shall be made to appear 
that such was the sole cause of the reduction 
of wages.”’ 

Mr. WILSON. 
that. 

The amendment to 


agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment as amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the Chair mean on 
concurringin the amendment, made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, as amended ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques: 
tion now is on concurring in the Senate with 
the amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole, with the amendment that has been 
added by the Senator from California. 

Mr. EDMUNDs. On that I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. WILSON. Before that question is 
taken I propose to strike out the proviso. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The 
ator from Massachusetts moves to 
amend the amendment by striking out the 

proviso. 


Now I hope we shall have 


the amendment was 


Sen- 


| worked. 


There is no objection to 


further | 
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Mr. WILSON. The proviso at the end of 
lhe section as it came from the House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That has nothing to do 
with the pending question of concurrence. 

Mr. WiLSON. But we want to pertect the 
section before that question is taken. 

Mr. MORTON. The proviso nullifies the 
whole thing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I thought it was under- 
stood that we would take the vote as was sug- 
gested by my friend trom Massachusetts who 
sits farthest from me, { Mr. SuMNER,] and by 
myself, that the simplest way to test the sense 
of the Senate was to take a direct vote on the 
recommendation of the committee which was 
to limit this payment to those three classes of 
persons, who as we thought—a majority of us 
certainly, perhaps all—were justly entitled to 
have this money paid to them, although it is 
going back, forthe reason that they did not fall 
within the scope of any of these provisions, as 
we thought. If the Senate will take a vote 
upon that, then we can know what to do next. 
That is the simplest way, so as not to get the 
thing in confusion. 

Mr. WILSON. We have the right to per- 
fect the section before the question is taken on 
striking out. If this proviso should bestricken 
out, then the question will simply be on con- 
curring in the amendment with the amend- 
ments that have been made to it. ‘That pro- 
viso nullifies the whole thing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I rise to a question of 
order; whether when the committee have rec- 
ommended to strike out the whole section 
including the proviso, and insert something 
else, a motion to strike out the proviso is in 
order. Il respectfully submit it is not. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 


' thinks it is, upon the ground that you can 


amend the part proposed to be stricken out 
before the question is taken on concurring in 
the amendment to strike out. 
Mr. WILSON. Does the Chair rule it in 
order ? 
The 
order. 
Mr. WILSON. I hope then it will be done. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not see myself 
why a part of the employés of the Govern- 
ment should be paid for eight hours’ work the 
same as if they worked ten, and other employés 
should be paid only for the hours that they 
‘That is a discrimination which ought 
not to exist under the same law and same 
regulations of the Government, and I do not 


PRESIDING OFFICER. It is in 


| understand the principle upon which the Sen- 


ator from Vermont has acted in saying that 


| certain persons should be paid back pay and 


certain others not. I understand that in some 
of the arsenals or armories the workmen 
have been paid for eight hours’ labor the 
same as they have been paid fpr ten hours’ 
labor in others, and that the Senator from 
Vermont has an amendment which he says 
embraces certain classes of persons. I do 
not see upon what principle under the same 
law that distinction is to be made, and, with- 
out going into any discussion about it, | am 
for putting them upon an equality. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The reason why the 
Senator does not see it is because he does not 
know the facts, and even a man as great and 
good as he is cannot always see a thing unless 
he knows exaetly what he is talking about. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to know 
what the facts are. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the honorable Sen- 
ator had not been talking to some one else 
when | was explaining this subject before, | 
should not have to do it again. That, how- 
ever, was his right, and therefore I have no 
right to criticise it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 


1 beg pardon. 
Ihe point was this: 


take the Springfield armory, which is as far 
Here were a 
certain class of persons called oilers, and a 


“us J know any tuing about it. 





workmen well, equal to what skilled workmen || Mr. EDMUNDS. 


What proviso? 


|| certain other class called shop-tenders, and 
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another class called policemen. The duties 
other’ 
orkmen. ‘Lhe other workmen are fabricat 

they are 


making gun-stot 


of these men are not like those of 


r things; gun-barre| 


making 


tney are 
barrel 


thej are filing 


they are burnishing; they are groovy 


Ings they are doing all sorts of things which 
count a accomypil ied things to be done and 
lsid aside and are counted up. Here are cer 
tain peo; le who, in 
, are employed in duties which are gen 


order to carry on the 
work 
eral, which do not produce anything at all, 
eight 


but which may run under or over the 


hours, but which require just so much to be 
One day, 


ior instance as it re spect 


done every day. as we all know, as 
the shop-tender, he 
pe’ He 


affairs to work twelve hours. 


obliged from the particular state of 
lime does not 
It is the question of 
having the oversight of the shops and seeing 


count with him at all. 


that everything is in order, everything attended 
to and all things in their proper places. Now, 
then, as I say, time is not the element at all 
which enters into the subject of what he has 
to do lime, if he works ever so hard, doe 
not measure his performance as it does that 
of the man filing a gun-barrel, or making a 
number of locks, who makes them and lays 
them aside. 

Mr. TRUMBULL 
ine to interrupt him ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. With pleasure. 

Mr. TRI MBULL | do not know the par 


ticular facts to which he 


Will the Senator allow 


refers in regard to 
workmen in the Springfield armory, but |Lhave 
been informed by one of my colleagues in the 
resides at Rock Island, 
that the workmen at Rock Island en- 
gaged upon precisely the same sort of work 


engaged on in 


llouse, who 
arsenal 
other 


that men have been 


arsenals of the country, have been paid only 
tor eight hours’ work,whilein other places they 
have been paid forten hours, while they worked 
but eight That is a discrimination which 
ought not to exist. lam surethe Senator will 
agree to that. 

Mr. EDMUNDS There is no question of 


that. lt 


@eXIst, plainly 


‘ 


is aA discrimination 
but that 


he committee in reporting this amendment 


that ought not to 
s not the point which 


touch at iit [It has not nnything to do with 


the workmen in the sense in which you are 


using the term ‘*‘ workmen’ at all, because, 
ns il sav, these three classes of persons per- 
form yf service which cannot be meas- 
ured as vorkman’s service is, by what he 
turns @ut >that you can see how much he is 
agomye, and \¢ may Work so many hours or 


more if he likes, and accomplish so much, 
isan entirely different class of duties in 


I ‘ to which time is notan element at all. 
lt the hours of daily labor were reduced to | 

fou hese people, who are obliged to keep 

things in order and have the general care and 


preservation of the property, would have just 
to do almost. | do not say they 
have much to do, but 


substantially; and | am sure my friend from 


as much 
wou d absolutely as 
Lilin can see the distinetion. 

ir. TRUMBULL. I understand 
tinchion 

Mr. EDMUNDS 


mM friend has in 


the dis- 


mind do not apply to what 
the committee have presented to the Senate. 
Now, then, to come to his observation, which 
is perfectly correct, one man at Rock Island 
ought 


thing than another man at Springfield is paid. 


Phat is plain enough, unless the general wages | 


were lower. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Unless they are paid 
less at Springtield than at Rock Island. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I say unless the general 
wages are lower. I only put it for illustra- 
tion. The reason for that is that in some 
Government works the executive officers and 
superintendents did not feel, or were not ad- 
vised, or were not directed to obey the Opin- 
ion of the Attorney General, which was that 


And so I say the cases | 


near the | 


not to be paid more for doing the same || 


the compensation was an entirely different 
thing from what the statute had fixed as a 
day's work, and that in order to comply with 
the other statute, which prescribed that the 
pay in side and o itside should be the same, it 
was necessary, if the work inside was less, that 
the pay should be less, in order to keep up the 
between private employers and the 


Crovernment, 


t qu Lil 
So that, under the opinion of 
the Attorney General, and under what I be- 
lieve to be the true construction of this law, 
in some pluces workmen have been paid more 
than they were entitled to. Those workmen 
having been paid more than they were entitled 
'O, the ques lon is whether you will pay those 


who have been paid exactly what they are 


entitled 


to more than they are entitled to, in 
order to produce equality, or whether you 
will let it go as it is, or whether you will ask 
those who have been paid too much to pay it 
back 

But that has nothing to do with the precise 
question now before the Senate, that of doing 
justice to these three classes of persons, in 
respect to whom time and work turned out 
have no application at all. Pay them the 
sum they, as we think, were unjustly deprived 
of, and then you leave open the question as 
to what you will do with the others. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It certainly has some- 
thing to do with the amendment which the 
Senator from Massachusetts is trying to have 
adopted, because if his amendment is adopted, 
I understand that persons engaged in the same 
branches of business will have the same pay 
for the same number of hours’ work, and it 
seems to me that that is right and proper. 
The Senator refers to the opinion of the 
Attorney General as governing this matter. 
I have understood, though I have not looked 
into it, and am not as familiar with it as the 
Senator from Vermont, that that opinion of 
the Attorney General was overruled by an 
order of the President. Am I correct? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was not overruled; it 
was disregarded. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. A direction was given. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Afterward the Presi- 
dent of the United States, acting no doubt 
under that just influence which both Houses 
of Congress seem to think ought to be exer- 
cised upon him, that is to say, of pressure, 
determined that the Illinois people who worked 
in the Rock Island arsenal should be paid the 
full price for eight hours’ work that in any pri- 
vate establishments of the same sort in Chi- 
eago or Rock Island, or elsewhere, was paid 
for ten, and that applied to the whole country ; 
so that after this order of the President was 
made, everybody in the country has been and 
now is being paid the full price of a day’s 
work in private establishments where ten hours’ 
work is performed for doing eight hours’ work 
in the Government shops, which produces an 
actual inequality between those who have the 
honor of Government employment and those 
who have the burden of private employment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understand that the 
laborers in Illinois, instead of getting the tull 
pay, only got four fifths of what laborers in 
other parts of the country got under the same 
order. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir; they got exactly 


|| what they got at Springfield and everywhere 


else until this order of the President. After 
that Springfield and Rock Island were treated 
upon an exact equality; that is, they got ten 
hours’ pay for eight hours’ work. Before that, 
both at Springfield and Rock Island. they got 
only eight hours’ pay for eight hours’ work. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Is there no difference 
between the amount which has been paid to the 
laborers at Rock Island and those at Spring- 


| field? 


| 
i 


| 
| 
| 
‘ 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understand there is. 

Mr. WILSON. There is between what was 
paid at Springfield and Rock Island and what 
was paid in several other places. 


No, sir. 
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Mr. TRUMBULL. Then it seems that a 
those two places the pay is alike; but I am now 
informed that neither at Springfield nor a: 
tock Island have the laborers been paid the 
same that they have been paid at other places 
where men were employed by the Governmen; 
I think they ought to be on an equality, and I 
shall vote to put them so. 

Mr. SUMNER. I do not like to take uy 
time on this question, which it seems to me 
has already occupied too much attention, but | 
agree with the last remark of the Senator from 
Illinois that we must put persons in our service 
on an equality. 

I purposely put aside the question as to the 
original rule whether it was right or not. Suf- 
fice it to say it was made a law by Congress 
and then putin foree by the President; and 
now the simple question is, whether that rule 
shall in good faith be carried out in the public 
service. In some places it has been carried 
out, in others it has not been, and the simple 
object of the proposition now before the Sen- 
ate, is to provide tor carrying it out in all 
places. That is all, sir, nothing more. Now, 
the amendment of the Senator from Vermont 
proposes to limit it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have offered noamend- 
ment. 

Mr. SUMNER. Well, the amendment of 
the commitiee sustained by the Senator pro- 
poses to limit it to a few classes making a 
very small number of individuals. I do not 
think that just. Clearly it is unequal; and | 


| hope the Senate, without any further delay, will 


vote that down, and then follow my colleague 
in his motion by voting out the proviso in the 
section as it comes from the House, leaving 
the proposition as it was originally reported 
in the House of Representatives, where | 
understand it was drawn by Mr. Dawes, chair- 
man of the Ways and Means Committee. 

Mr. MORTON. That is the motion now 


| peuding—to strike out the proviso. That pro- 
| viso neutralizes the whole section. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 


| tion is on striking out the proviso to the sec- 


| ers who have already 


ond section. 

Mr. CORBETT. Let us hear it read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That no part of the money_ hereby ap- 
propriated shall be paid to any mechanics or labor- 
been paid for eight hours’ 
labor four fifths as much as the amount which was 


| paid to like laborers and mechanies for ten hours’ 


labor. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 
for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 22, nays 24; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Boreman, Carpen- 


On that question 1 ask 


| ter, Casserly, Hamlin, Hitchcock, Johnston, Kelly, 


Morton, Osborn, Pratt, Kamsey, Rice, Sawyer, 
Schurz, Spencer, Stockton, Sumner, Trumbull, West, 
and Wilson—22. 

NAYS — Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Chandler, Cole, Cooper, Corbett, 
Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, 
Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of ‘Texas, Morril! 
of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Pomeroy, Robertson, 
Scott, Stevenson, Vickers, Windom, and Wrighi—2}. 

ABSENT —Messrs. Brownlow, Cameron, Clayion, 
Conkling, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West 
Virginia, Fenton, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Hainil- 
ton of Maryland, Harlan, Hill, Howe, Kelloggs, 
Lewis, Logan, Norwood, Nye, Patterson, Pool, Ran- 


| som, Saulsbury, Sherman, Sprague, Stewart, Thur- 
|} man, and Tipton—28. 


So the amendment to the amendment wa: 
rejected. 
The PRESLDING OFFICER. The ques 


tion recurs on concurring in the amendment 


| as amended. 


| account. 


Mr. EDMUNDS ealled for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. SAWYER. The section as it stands Is 
absolutely null and void. It is of no earth!) 
The section without the proviso 
makes an arrangement to pay these men what 
we believe is justly due them. The proviso 
makes provision that they shall not be paid. 
That is the whole of it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The section with that 
proviso isabsolute nonsense. It takes fourteen 
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lines to provide that a certain thing shall be 
done, and then in five lines of a proviso it 
enacts that it shall not be done. I trust that 
no such stultifying process will be gone through 
as the adoption of a section the proviso of 
which will nullify the rest. 

Mr. WILSON. I will notsay with the Sen- 
ator from California that this provision is non- 
sense, for it has been sustained by the Senate, 
and I do not wish to make any reflections on 
the body. I only say that Lregret very much 
the view the Senate has taken. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Will the Senator allow 


me? 

Mr. WILSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CASSERLY. What I said was that it 
makes nonsense of the section. 

Mr. WILSON. I wish simply to say that I 


very much regret that the Senate should keep | 


in this proviso, and I hope some member of 


the majority will move a reconsideration and | 


give us the privilege of striking it out, so that 
we may have a fair vote upon the question 
whether we will equalize these payments. 
The question of the repeal or of the wisdom 
of the eight-hour law is not involved. I un- 
derstand that in the naval appropriation bill 
there is a provision for repealing that act. 


| from the House, is not nonsense. 


| justice is. 


words, that they intended to comply with the 
provision of the standing law that the pay 
should be equal among similar artisans in pri- 
vate employment and in public employment, 
as it ought to be, so that there should not be 
any jealousies or any inequalities, so that the 
body of the people who are working at their 


| pursuits should not see a select and favored 


class of persons working inside Government 
shops receiving aristocratic pay for short-time 
work. That was the proposition. 

Therefore, this proviso, even as it has come 
Ihe see- 
tion undertakes to declare in the first place, 
in the first clause, that any supposed inequal- 
ity which may have arisen in the administra- 
tion of this law shall be rectified, and then the 
proviso goes on to declare it shall not be rec- 
tified in such a way as to give to the Govern- 
ment empleyé who worked only eight hours 
the same price that had been given to the 


|| Government employé who worked ten hours. 


If that is not just, then I do not know what 
Very likely | do not. That is the 
standing of the question. 

rhen, to speak precisely to the topic, as I 
always like to do, | hope that the motion of 


| my friend from Tennessee to reconsider this 


That will bring the question up directly before | 


us when we reach that bill, and it will not be 
necessary to discuss it here and now. I hope 
some one will move to reeonsider this vote. 

Mr. COOPER. If the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts will allow me, | move a reconsid- 
eration. 


Mr. WILSON. 


I am very much obliged to 


the Senator for making the motion, and | hope | 
the Senate will reconsider its vote and strike | 


out this proviso. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I trust that the Senate 
will maintain its usual degree of consistency 
and dignity and self-respect, and not be blown 
about by every idle wind of doctrine. 


and sent it to us to provide for doing justice 
to a certain class of persons employed in the 
Government service, wiih a qualification, and 
that qualification is that as between Govern- 
ment employés the man who has worked 


eight hours shall receive only four fifths as | 


much as the man who has worked ten. ‘That 
is the proviso. Some of the Government em- 
ployés did work ten hours, many of them with 
their eyes open, because they were informed, 
us they were at the Springfield armory, that 
here was the order and here was the law that 
said the price of labor inside of the armory 
should be the same as the price outside, and 


The | 
House of Representatives has passed a bill | 


|| proviso will not be agreed to. 


therefore the price of labor outside being two | 


dollars, if you please, or three dollars, for ten 
hours’ work making a day, the price in the 
armory should contorm to that; and if the 
laborers chose to work only eight hours under 
this law they should be paid only four fifths as 
much. There was no concealment about it. 
There was no fraud practiced upon any one. 
Now, a part of the laborers say, ‘*‘ We willtake 
our eight hours’ work and our eight hours’ 
pay.’’ 
hours and take our ten hours’ pay so that what- 
ever we may earn and receive we shall be 
standing upon an equal footing with the labor- 
ers in similar establishments outside of the 
Government works.”’ 

Mr. CORBETT. I should like to ask the 


Senator from Vermont whether there was a 


portion of these employés in the Government | 


arsenals who did work ten hours and receive 
the ten hours’ pay, while there were others 
working eight hours and receiving eight hours’ 
pay? i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is exactly what I 
have just been stating, and I will repeat that 
in the order published and promulgated in the 
establishments where thislaw was put in force, 
and which order was read to the men and 
posted up, it was stated that anybody who 
chose to work more than eight hours should 
receive more than eight hours’ pay; in other 


Others say, ‘*We will work our ten || tion to those who worked ten hours. 


vote by which we refused to strike out the 
If you are de- 
termined to go back and to give everybody pay 
for ten hours’ work whether he worked ten 
hours and earned it or not, and to give the 
man who only worked eight hours what we 
have already given to the man who worked 
ten, then strike it all out. But if you do not 
intend to strike it all out, and only mean to 


| provide for that case which | have before 


explained, then leave the proviso in as it 
stands. Sol hope this vote will not be recon- 
sidered. 

Mr. CORBETT. | wish to ask the Senator 
from Vermont one more question: whether 


| there is any provision in this bili to pay the 


persons that worked ten hours for extra work 
for the two hours they worked over and above 
those that worked eight hours? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is nat. The eight- 
hour people do not propose to pay the ten- 
hour men for more than eight hours’ work. 
They want to take ten hours’ pay for eight 
hours’ work, but they do not want to give 
twelve hours’ pay to the men who worked ten 
hours. 

Mr. CORBETT. 
to be included. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That would be plain 
enough, but the trouble is that you involve 
yourself in inextricable difficulty in the way 
the orders were executed when you say that 
those who worked only eight hours shall get 


It seems to me they ought 


| the same pay as those who worked ten, when 


half worked eight and half ten. 

Mr. MORTON. ‘The Senator argues this 
question as if it was a conflict between those 
who worked eight hours and those who worked 
ten hours, and he says the eight-hour people 
do not propose to allow any extra compensa- 
L con- 


| fess I cannot see the force of that kind of 





| 


! 


logic. Ifthose who worked only eight hours 
are entitled to full pay under the law that 


| was passed by Congress providing for that 


very thing, and according to the rule that was 
adopted in all the navy-yards and arsenals, 
except one or two where the superintendents 
took a different view of it, and they get it, 
will those who chose to work ten hours be any 
worse off? It is no conflict between them. 
It is another proposition as to whether there 
might not be some extra compensation paid 
to those who worked ten hours under the 
operation of the rules adopted by the super- 
intendents in those two or three places. But 
because some worked ten hours and others 
worked only eight, that is made an argument 
why those who worked eight hours shouid not 
receive full compensation under the law as it 
was understood and intended by Congress. 


| Springfield and Rock 


| cussed and deliberately put aside. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
argument. 

Mr. MORTON. That is the effect of the 
Senator’s argument as I understand it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Not at all. 

Mr. MORTON. The simple question is 
whether we shall carry out the law equally in 
regard to all parties. 


No, sir; that is not the 


Contessedly, in nearly 
all the Government workshops they received 
full pay for eight hours’ work. If thereis any- 
thing wrong about itthe fault is with Congress, 
because we passed the law for that express 
purpose, to try the experiment, to see whether 
as much work would not be done in eight hours 
under that system as formerly was done in ten 
hours under the other. Now the simple pur- 
pose is to equalize them all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. MayI ask the Senator a 
question ? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask what the Senator 
means by saying that confessedly in almost all 
the Government workshops the men received 
full ten hours’ pay for eight hours’ work? Does 
he not know that in all the Army workshops 
the order emanated from headquarters and 
was applied equally and fairly in them all? 

Mr. MORTON. LI understand that the only 
exceptions, certainly the only ones I have 
heard of, to the full payment were at Rock 
Island and at Springtield; but in the navy- 
yards and other workshops the spirit of the 
law was carried out, and the simple proposi- 
tion now is that all shall be placed upon an 
equality. As was said by the Senator from 
Lilinois a little while ago, | do not understand 
how that can be resisted. 

But the argument now why the men at 
Island should not be 
paid tull price is that some chose to work the 
full ten hours, just as if that was an argument 
why the others should not be fully paid accord- 
ing to the intent and purpose of the law. I 
say itis no argument at all. If by having 
worked two hours more they are entitled to 
extra Compensation, that is avother propos 
tion entirely; and if we should pay those who 
worked eight hours full wages, as the law in- 
tended, those who worked ten hours are not 
thereby injured. It is true they have only 
gotten as much as the others would get in that 
case; but that does not hurt them any. The 
question is, whether we shall carry out this law 
as it was intended. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, as I under- 
stand it, the country is engaged in making an 
experiment to see the operation of the eight- 
hour law. I so understand it. I voted against 
that law; but | am anxious that the experi- 
ment should be made. I think the working- 
men of this country bave aright to see that 
that experiment is made; and it is on that 
account that | now insist for them, in their 
name, in their behalf. [insist upon fair play, 
and that fair play requires that all shail be 
put upon an equality. If you have given full 
pay in one arsenal you must give the same in 
all; otherwise you have not fair play. 

Now, sir, it seems to me the question is 
very simple. ‘The Senate has taken too much 
time upon it. It ought at once to have voted 
to all these workmen equal compensation to 
the end that this experiment shall be fully 
carried out, and that the country may know at 
last whether it is a proper rule to follow in the 
future, 


I am not at all disturbed by the statement 
that side by side with our experiment of eight 
hours’ labor private establishments are work- 
ing at ten hours. ‘That has nothing to do with 
it. We are making an experiment and we 
are not to be interiered with by any private 
establishment. 

Mr. MORTON. That very thing was con- 
sidered and discussed when we passed the 
law. 

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly. The Senator 
is entirely right; it was considered and dis- 
We have 
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experiment, and now I insist 
i n good taith we hall go th gh with it: 


and that brings me at once to this House pro- 


iso which has been tacked on at the end. 
let any one read it. and he will see at once 
that it neutralizes all the rest. If you vote 
that proviso, you give with one hand and take 
back with the other. Now, if you are in ear 
nest, if you are sincere, if you al in good 
faith, I insist that the proviso shall be strack 
off, and then that the original proposition as 
was re} wrted by the chairman of the Commit 
tee of Ways and Means shall be adopted, 

Mr. COLE. I hope now we can get a vote 
on thi proposition, 


Mr. KDMUNDS. Let us have the yeasand 
nay n the motion to reconsider. 

ihe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 

ill state the question. The Senate by a vote 
refused to strike out the proviso. The Sen- 


ator from Tennessee has moved to reconsider 


that vote, on which question the Senator from 


Vermont asks for the yeas and nays. 
The Vea and nays were orde} d. 
Mr. KELLOGG. On this question I am 


paired with the 


Senator from Vermont, [Mr. 
; 9 


Mornite.| If present he would vote *‘ nay, 
and | should vote * yea.”’ 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 27, nays 23; as follows: 

Y EAS— Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Boreman, Casserly, 


Conkling, Cooper, Davis of 


! West Virginia, Ilamlin, 
Hill, Jobnston, Kelly 


Logan, Morton, Nye, Pratt, 


liumsey, Ransom, Rice, Sawyer, Schurz, Spencer, 
tockton, Sumper, Tipton, Trumbull, West, and 
Wilson j 

NAYS—Messrs. Aleorn, Ames, Anthony, Bucking- 
ham, Caldwell, Chandler, Cole, Corbett, Edmunds, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, 
Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton ot 
lexas, Harlan, Morrill of Maine, Pomeroy, RKob- 
ertson, Stevenson, Vickers, Windom, and Wright—23. 

ABSEN'I Meesrs. Brownlow, Cameron, Carpen- 
ter, Clayton, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, 
Flanagan, } relinghuyesen, Hitcheock, Lowe, Kel- 
log Lewis, Morrill of Vermont, Norwood, Osborn, 
Patterson, Pool, Saulsbury, Scott, Sherman, Sprague, 
Stewart, and Thurman—v24, 


So the motion to reconsider was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


is reconsidered, 


The vote 
Phe question now recurs on 
the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
| Mr. WiLson, | to strike out the proviso. 

Che motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion now is on concurring in the Senate with 
the amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole as ithas been amended. 

Mr. WEST. I should like to have the ques- 
tion reported now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
reported. 

Mr. SUMNER, The question is on the sub- 
titution of the amendment of the committee. 
i think the Senator will remember it. 

(he Cuier CLerk. ‘The second section has 
now been amended to read: 

Sec. 2. That the proper accounting officers be, 
and hereby are, authorized and required, in the set- 
tlement of all accounts for the services of laborers, 
workmen, and mechanics employed by oron behalt 
ot the Government of the United States, between 
the 25th of June, 1868, the date of the act con- 
stituting cight hours aday’s work forall such labor- 


ers, workmen, and mechanics, and the 19th of May, 
186, the date of the proclamation of the President 


concerning such pay, tosettle and pay for the same,, 


without reduction on account of reduction of hours 
{ labor by said act, when it shall be madeto appear 
hat such was the sole cause of reduction; and a suf- 
ficent sum for said purpose is hereby appropriated 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, 


he Committee of the Whole struck out 
these words, and inserted the following: 


‘ 
’ 
1 


That there shall be paid to the policemen, oilers, 
and shop-tenders who were employed atthe Spring- 
ficld armory in Massachusetts, on and after the 
Sth of July, 1868, the sums respectively by which 
their wages were reduced by order of the War 
Department under the eight-hour law, so called. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the 
amendment of the committee by inserting 
after the words ‘Springfield armory,’’ the 
words ‘‘or at any other armory under similar 
circumstances ;"’ 


It will be | 


| who would limit it, who would confine the pay | 


| any enumeration ; 
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case where this particular injustice was done, 
it shall be applied to them. 

The proposed amendment to the amend- 
ment was read. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to modify that, 


before it is agreed to, by saying ‘‘or in any | 


establishment;’’ so that the word ‘‘arm- 
shall not be held to be a limitation, as 
the thing may have occurred in a navy-yard 
or arsenal rather than in an armory. 

Mr. WILSON. I have no objection to that 
amendment; but I hope the Senate will un- 
derstand that if we concur with this amend- 
ment of the committee the first part of the 
section is stricken out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON. And then the section as it 
came from the House is lost, and we do not 
secure what several votes of the Senate intend. 
lhe way for the Senate to do is to vote down 
this amendment of the committee entirely and 
stand on the section as it came from the House 


other 


ory “2 


with the amendment which has been made to | 


that. Those who wish to sustain the section 
of the House, that is, to pay these men, must 
vote against this amendment of the committee 
entirely, and then we shall have it right. 

Mr. SUMNER. I am at a loss why we 
should attempt to patch up this amendment 
of the committee. It seemsto me itis incom: 
plete, and it cannot be made complete. 
proposition as it comes from the House is 
complete. It provides for all these workmen 
who have not been paid, without going into 
and why go into an enum- 
eration ? 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator allow me 
to read the phrase of the law? 

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. The law provides that 
‘eight hours shall constitute a day’s work for 
all laborers, workmen, and mechanics now 
employed,’’ &c., by the Government. 

Mr. SUMNER. ‘All laborers, workmen, 
and mechanics ;’’ and why go into a specifica- 
tion of two or three classes? Pay them all. 
The only question is whether they were work- 
men, laborers, or mechanics; and if they were, 
then I say they were entitled to their equal 
pay, and | cannot enter into the idea of those 


to one or two or three classes. Pay them all, 
I say. I think, therefore, it is entirely useless 
for us to amendthe amendment. The amend- 


| ment should be voted down, and the proposi- 


tion left as it was originally reported in the 
House. 

Mr. WEST. I understood the Senator from 
Vermont proposes an amendment tothe amend- 
ment that was offered by the committee, and 
he will correct me if [ am wrong. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is what I propose. 

Mr. WEST. Has that proposition of his 
been acted upon by the Senate tavorably ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It has not been acted 
on. It is pending. 

Mr. WEST. ‘Lhe question before the Sen- 
ate is whether they will accept the amend- 
ment which has been offered by the Senator 
from Vermont. I give notice that if that 
amendment is accepted I shall then move to 
strike out the amendment as amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I supposed so. The 
question is what you are going to do, and it 
is perfectly useless to have any disguises about 
this matter. Of course if you strike out what 
you have already stricken out in the House 
provision, and disagree to the amendment 
of the committee, whether amended or not 
amended, then you provide that everybody 


under the eight-hour law shall be paid for | 


four fifths the amount of work that was done 
in private establishments the same amount 
of pay that is paid in private establishments, 
when your law says that the pay all the time 
shall be equal in the Government workshops 
and out of them. ‘That is ail there is of it. 
Of course it will be very agreeable to the Sen- 
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from Illinois, where two of these great works 
are, to have their constituents receive 
additional bonus. 

It is, for aught I see, just like the case of the 
provisions of the pension law in 1865, which 
declared that if a pensioner came into Goy. 
ernment employment as clerk or anything of 
that kind and received the full pay of an able. 
bodied man, during that period of time his 
pension should be suspended, and it was; by 
afterward Congress repealed that law; and 
now these pensioners come to us and say—and [ 
shall probably be guided in my action by what 
the Senate may do in this case—‘‘ Here, some 
pensioners who were not in Government em. 
ploy have received more than we have, and 
some pensioners even who were in Goverp- 
| ment employ have received more than we have 
| because their pensions were allowed afterwar 
/and they got their back pensions, having ap- 
plied within the proper time.’’ The two cases 
in these respects are a good deal alike; and 
it is interesting, looking to the Treasury, to 
see how far this sort of principle of going 
back and endeavoring to correct what you sup- 
pose a misconstruction of the law, or what 
| you suppose to be an injustice, because people 
clamor for it, and because they come from 
| your State, or because they are your friends, 
or because they are your soldiers, how far it is 
going to carry you. Of course everybody must 
confess that justice must carry us to its ultimate 
conclusions. If we beggar the Treasury and 
increase the taxes we must still be just, though 
the heavens fali. So say gentlemen ; so say 
I. Then you recur to the question what justice 
| is, as right-minded men understand it. If a 

man comes to me to be employed and we come 
to a distinct understanding that if he works 
for me eight hours he shall have four fifths as 
much as the man who works for me ten hours, 
and he chooses to work upon these terms, does 
justice require me afterward to give him as 
much as I gave the ten-hour man? Why, Mr. 
President, to maintain the House proposition 
as it is now left would require Senators to 
answer that question in the affirmative. 

Mr. MORTON. The question comes up in 
another way, whether it was justice to require 
the ten-hour men to work the ten hours when 
the law provided they should only work eight? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We did not require the 
ten hour men to work ten hours, let me tell 

|'the Senator from Indiana. We made no 
requirement about it. 

Mr. MORTON. To get full price. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Government work 
| by an existing law was to be carried on as 

private work was; there was to be no aristoc- 

racy in the Government workshops; no man 
| was to put on his feathers and his epaulettes 
| because he worked in a Government work- 
shop instead of in a private establishment. 
Let me tell the Senator that a private estab- 
lishment is just as respectable, just as advan- 
tageous to the country, as a public establish- 
ment is. Now, then, with a private armory, 
if you please, at Springfield, on one side of 
the street, and the public armory on the other 
side of the street, the regulation of the law of 
demand and supply in Massachusetts fixes the 
wages by the free consent of both sides in that 
city at three dollars a day fora particular class 
of work. The Government turn around and 
say: ‘*We will only require our workmen to 
work eight hours; they may work ten if they 
like; we cannot by hiring a man for a day com- 
pel him to work more than eight hours ; but we 
have aright to make any other contract with him 
that we choose ; he hasa right to make any con- 
tract with us; if he chooses he may hire himself 
out anywhere else.’’ In other words, there 
is liberty and equal rights in contracts as well 
as in personal things; and any man who main- 
tains the principles of liberty and equal rights 

ought to be very slow by any coercive legislation 
'to undertake to declare how long and how 
| much a man shall be paid for his labor ; be- 


thig 


so that if there is any otber |, ators from Massachusetts and to the Senators || cause it ought to be leftto his free will to make 
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such contracts as in his judgment seem best | 
to him. You have just as good a right to de- 
clare that no man shall receive more than fifty 
cents a day, and that he shall work for it, as 
you hae to declare that he shall not work 
more than eight hours. You have no more 
right to declare that he shall not work more | 
than eight hours than you have to declare that 
he shall not live in a house with glass windows 
but shall use oiled paper. The moment the 
Government steps into the liberty of the labor- 
ing classes of this country, in any respect, and 
undertakes to make an arbitrary rule as to what 
they shall or shall not do, that moment the 


| 


Governmentinterferes with the most sacred, in | 


my opinion, of human rights. 

But, Mr. President, the Government has not 
undertaken to do that. It has only under- 
taken to say that, inthe absence of any special 
arrangement or contract, eight hours shall be 
considered a Government day; and in the 
same breath it has said that the compensation 
which it will pay to its employés shall be meas- 
ured by the compensation that is paid by pri- 
vate persons in private establishments. — It 
says both. Now, then, if the Senate choose 
to go back and cover the time when this law 
was administered according to its legal effect 
and say, 
for the Government eight hours the same sum 
of money that we gave to those who worked 


for it ten hours, when there was entire free- | 


dom in both of them, and they took their 
choice,’’ very well; only do not do it under 
the pretense of undertaking to promote justice 
and to produce equality; do it under the pre- 
tense that the people’s money is your money, 
and that you have a right to give it to whom 
you please. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermofit to the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I thought the Senators 
said there was no objection to that; that is, to 
extend the provision as to the oil-tenders, &c., 
to all places. 

Mr. WILSON. 
that. 

Mr. SUMNER. Let that be adopted, and 
then vote down the whole amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont to the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole 

The amendment to the 
agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion now is upon concurring in the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole, 
striking out the second section of the bill and 
inserting the amendment, upon which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. CASSERLY. That it may be perfectly 
plain what we are to vote upon, I ask the 
Secretary to read the amendment. 

The Cuter CLerk. ‘The amendment, 


There is no objection to 


amendment was 


as 


amended, is to strike out the following words || 


in the House bill: 


Src. 2. That the proper accounting officers be, and 
hereby are, authorized and required, in the settle- 
ment of all accounts for the services of laborers, 
workmen, and mechanics employed by or on behalf 
of the Government of the United States, between 
the 25th of June, 1868, the date of the act consti- 
tuting eight hours a day’s work for all such la- 
borers, workmen, and mechanies, and the 19th of 
May, 1869, the date of the proclamation of the Presi- 
dent concerning such pay, to settle and pay for the 
same, without reduction on account of reduction of 
hours of labor by said act, when it shall be made to 
appear that such was the sole cause of the reduction 
of wages; and a sufficient sum for said purpose is 
hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated. 


And in lieu of those words to insert: 


That there shall be paid to the policemen, oilers, 
and shop-tenders who were employed at the Spring- 
field armory in Massachusetts, or at any other arm- 
ory or Government establishment under similar 
circumstances, on and after the 30th of July, 1868, 
the sums respectively by which their wages were 
reduced by order of the War Department under the 
eight-hour law, so called. 
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‘* We will give to those who worked | 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 24, nays 25, as tollows: 


| WYEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, 
| ham, Caldwell, Chandler, Cole, Edmunds, Ferry of 
| Michigan, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Hamilton ot Texas, Harlan, Morrill of Maine, 
Osborn, Pomeroy, Robertson, Sherman, Stevenson, 
Stewart, Vickers, Windom, and Wright—24. 
NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Boreman, Casserly, 
Conkling, Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Hamlin, 
Hill, Hitcheock, Johnston, Kelly, Logan, Morton, 
Pratt, Ransom, Rice, Sawyer, Schurz, Spencer, Stock- 
1} ton, Sumner, Trumbull, West and Wilson—25, 
i} ABSEN'T—Messrs. Brownlow, Cameron, Carpen- 
| ter, Clayton, Corbett, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, 
Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Flanagan. Freling- 
| huysen, Howe, Kellegg, Lewis, Morrill of Vermont, 
| 
| 





Anthony, Bucking- 


Norwood, Nye, Patterson, Ramsey, Saulsbury, 


Pool, 
Scott, Sprague, Thurman, and Tipton—25. 


So the amendment was not concurred 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
reserved amendment will be read. 

Mr. WEST. How does the second section 
| stand? Does the second section stand 
passed by the House? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The section 


_—_ now as it was passed by the House 
| 
| 


next 


as 


except that the proviso is stricken out. 

Mr. ALCORN. 
ment to the section. 
|| Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. 
| 
|| still two reserved amendments reported by the 
|| Committee of the Whole. After they are dis- 
|| posed of, additional amendments will be i 
i} order. 

The Cuter CLerk. The next amendment 
reserved is on page 27. The Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, struck out, on page 
27, commencing in line six hundred and filty- 
one, the following proviso: 
|| Provided, That in the adjustment of the accounts 

of F. W. Clemons, late disbursing agent of the Cap- 

itol extension, the accounting oltlicers of the Treas- 
| ury are hereby authorizedand directed to ailow him 
|| the sum of $800, to be paid from the appropriations 
|| heretofore made for expenses of the ninth census, 

as compensation for increased responsibility and 
|! labor in disbursing said appropriations from October 
1, 1870, to September 30, 1871. 


| Mr. FENTON. 


| wish to move an amend- 


Che reason why this amend 


| consideration of ¢ 


There are | 
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tled to an annual compensation of 


000, and Lhave 
the honor, thers 


, to recommend to the faverablo 


ougress the propriety of so modily- 


lore 


ing the law governing the case as to require the 
disbursing clerk of this Department to disburse the 
appropriations made for the’Capitol extension at an 
annual salary of 31,000, payable trom lap p ropria- 
tions, to date from October 1, ‘8 al, md also that 
the sum of $800 be allowed out of the appre priations 
tor the ninth census as extra compensation to Mr. 
F. W. Clemons during the year ending October 1, 
S71. 


It will be seen that [do not ask for an additional 


appropriation in the case of Mr. Joseph, but simply 
such iegislation as will fairly compensate a public 
officer whose duties and responsibilities have been 


increased twofold, thereby effecting a 
the expenses of this Department of $1,800 per annum. 
Ll am, sir, very respectiully, your obedient servar 


C. DELANO, Secreta: 
Hon. James G. BLAINE, 

Npeake r of the llouseoft Repre 

Mr. FENTON. LI trust t 
objection to retaining this cl 
curring in the amendment. 

Mr. COLE. L hope the Senate will eoneur, 

The amendment was non 


reduction ih 


sentatives, 
y j } 
here will be no 


suse by non-con 


Cc curred in. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, The next 
reserved amendment will be read. 

The CnHier Cierk. The next reserved 
amendment is the one proposed by Mr. Mon 


RILL, of Vermont, as to the 


as amended in the Senate. 


Court of Claims, 


Mr. BLAIR. I ask for the yeas and nays 
on that amendment. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. BOREMAN. | 
to have it read. 

lr. COLL. Kverybody understands it. 
SHERMAN. It was debated three 


well 


think it would be 


Ag 
ir. 


} days. 


| ment should not be concurred in, and why the | 


|| language which has been read by the Secre- 
| tary retained in the bill, is stated completely 
|| in a letter of the Secretary of the Interior, 
|| under date of January 11, 1872, which I have 
\||in my hand, If Senators are in doubt as to 
|| the propriety of non-concurring in this amend- 
|! ment of the Committee of the Whole, 
ask to have the letter read. 


I will 
Either this clause 
| should remain in the bill, or the 
| should be stricken out also. 
| The Chief Clerk read Executive Document 
No. House of Representatives, Forty- 
| Second Congress, second session, as follows: 
| 


82, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE 
WASHINGTON, D.C., January 4, 1872. 
Ist day of October, 1870, Mr. F. W. 
|; Clemons, thee disbursing agent of the appropria- 
|| tions for the Capitol extension, at an annual salary 
i of $2,000, was appointed by my immediate predeces- 
| sor to be disbursing agent of the appropriations 

made for the ninth census, at an additional salary 
| of $800 per annum, to be paid out of said appropria- 
tion, making his entire annual compensation $2,800, 
He continued to discharge these duties until October 
1, 1871, when he resigned. For the purpose of facili- 
tating the disbursements of this Department, I 
deemed it expedic nt at that time to consolidate them 


INTERIOR, 


i} Sir: On the 


| allunder one head, and following the precedent 
\| made by Mr. Secretary Cox in the case of Mr. Clem- 
| 


ons, appointed Dr, 
| agent of this D tment, at an annual salary of 
$2,000) to be disbursing agent of the census appro- 
| priations and of those made for the Capitol exten- 
sion. In consideration of the great increase of 
responsibility (an additional bond for $40,000 was 
required and furnished) be was allowed an additional 
salary of $1,000 per annum, payable out of the ap 
propriations for the Capitol extension. making his 
total annual compensation $3,000. This 
ment effected an annual saving to the Government 
of $1,800 per annum, as prior thereto the combined 


to $4,800 per annum. 

In the final settlement of the accounts of Mr. 
Clemons, the Second Comptroller hassuspended the 
additional salary of $800 per annum allowed to Mr. 
Clemons, pursuant to the third section of an act of 
Congress approved March 3, 1839, (United States 
Statutes, volume five, page 
Joseph that the extra compensation of $1,000 per 
annum will not be allowed in his case. 
| I deem the services of the present disbursing clerk 


Richard Joseph (then disbursing | 


arrange- | 


previous clause | 


349, ) and has notified Mr. | 


| proot satisfactory tos 


The PRESIDIN 


ator does 


YG OFFICER. 
not insist upon its being rea 
yeas and nays will be called. 

Mr. BOREMAN. LIL ask that 
ment be reported, 

fhe Cuier Cierk. The amendment is to 
add as an additional section the following: 

Sec. — That the 
under the actapproved March 12, 1863, entitled “*An 
ict to provide for the colleetion of abandoned prop- 
erty and forthe prevention of frauds in the insur 
rectionary districts within the United States,” and 
any act amendatory thereof or in relation thereto, 
shall extend only to cases duly commenced in said 
court within two years after the suppression of the 
rebellion in which it shall be established asa fact, by 
aid court that the owner of such 


If the Sen- 
d, the 


the amend- 


jurisdiction of the Court of Claims 


property has never in fact given any aid or com 
fort to said rebellion. And no judgment of said 
| court in any case under said acts shall be paid, un- 


| the 


| that the claimant has not given aid or comfort t 


less such finding shall be stated as a proven fact in 
judgment of said court: Provided, That the 
provisions of this section shall not apply to or em- 
brace judgme nts he re tofore rendered by the — 
of Claims, in which it has been found a proven fa 

rebellion: of loyalty to 


And provided, That proot 


the United States or of not giving aid and comfort to 
the rebellion shall not be required of any party to 


a suit cognizable by the Court of Claims founded on 
contract with the United States entered into since 
the suppression of the rebellion: And provided fur- 
ther, That on any judgment heretofore rendered in 


favor of claimants in which the question of loyalty 


; Oh; om 
salaries of Mr. Clemons and of Mr. Joseph amounted || tor from Ohio [ Mr. 


land I 


was not passed on, the court, on application of the 
claimant, may hear, determine, and certify as to the 
question of loyalty as shown by the evidence on the 


record. 

Mr. ALCORN. I had intended to move to 
strike out the proviso which was offered by the 
Senator from New Jersey, but | suppose we 


may just as well vote on the whole amend- 
ment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PRATT. On the question of coneur 
ring in this amendment, T am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Poo..] If 
he were here he would vote ‘‘nay,’’ and I 
should vote ‘* yea. 

Mr. CONKLING, (when his name was 
called.) [am forthis amendment. The Sena- 


PucuRMAN] was against it ; 

infer that the pair I made with him 

covers this vote. ‘Therefore I do not vote. 
The result was s announced —yeas 


20, nays 26, 
as follows: 


Y EAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Chandler, Clayton, Edmunds, 
worry of Michigan, Gilbert, Hamlin, HUiteheock, 

Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, 


Pomeroy, Ramsey, Se ott, Sherman,Sumner, Wilson, 


of this Department to be fully equivalent and enti- |! Windom, and W right—2: 
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NAY M re. Aleorn, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 
( per, Davis of West Virginia, Frelinghuysen, 
Gold yvaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of 
Texas, Harlan, Hill, Johnston, Kelly, Logan, Ran- 

n, hie Kobertsor Saw I Schurz, Spencer, 
S ! ! Stockton, Tiy n, Vickers, and West—2h6. 

ABSENT—Mesers. Lr w, Cameron, Carpen- 
ter, Cole, Conk Corbett, Cragin, Davis of Ken- 
tucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Flanagan, 
Howe, Kellogg. Lewis, Norwood, Nye, Osborn, Pat- 
terson, Pool, Pratt, Saulsour Sprague, Stewart, 
Plug in,and iru i 


so the am 


; endment was non concurred in. 
Mr Wiest, | directed 


mittee on Appropriations 


am by the Com- 
to otler the following 


amendment: 


Insert on page 19, after line four hundred and 
fifty-five, atthe bottom of the page: 

lforesta ind maintaioing national military 
cemocteries, Bo0,000, 

I will not trouble the Senate at this time 
with making any explanation of this amend 
ment, unless it is asked for. 

Mr. COLE, It is merely transferring that 


im from the for the next fiscal 
bill to provide for a deficiency for 


It is a mere transfer from one bill 


military bill 
year to thi 
this year. 
to another. 

Mr. WEST. Perhaps it may be necessary 
briefly to explain it. The Committee on Appro- 


} mations discovered 


was a provision ‘for establishing and main- 
taining national military cemeteries, $300,000, 
$50,000 of which sum shall be available for 
use immediately after the passage of this act.’’ 
It was considered more desirabl that 
sum of $50,000 available through the instru- 
mentality of the deficiency bill than to put it 
into the general bill. 


to make 


lhe amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. COLE. I offer an 
inserted after line one hundred and eighty- 


' 
t 


amendment to be 


eig! 


it, On page 9; 


For compensation to the president and members 
of the council of the District of Columbia, for the 
gi m commencing on the 8th of November, 187], 
$2, 280. 

That is in pursuance of law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEVENSON obtained the floor. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I hope the Senator will 
allow me to offer an amendment. If it should 
cause debate | would not intrude on the Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. STEVENSON. 

Mr. ANTHONY. 
Naval 


amendment, 


Very well. 
I am instructed by the 
Affairs to offer the fol- 
which is based on the 
recommendation of the quartermaster of the 


Committee on 


low ng 


Marine corps, coming through and recom- 
mended by the Secretary of the Navy. After 


line four hundred and 


insert: 


fifty-five, page 19, 


To meet a deficiency in the quartermaster’s de- 


this morning that in the | 
bill appropriating money for the support of the || 
Army for the year ending June 30, 1873, there || 
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accordance with the terms of the fourth article of 
the treaty with Senecas, mixed Senecas, and Shaw- 
nees, Quapaws, confederated Peorias, Kaskaskias, 
Weas, and Piankeshaws, Ottawas of Blanchard’s 
Fork and Roche de Boeuf, and certain Wyandotts, 
concluded February 23, 1567, (Satutes, volume 
fifteen, page 513,) $4,500 40. 

For this amount, to be taken from any funds in 
the Treasury of the United States belonging to the 
confederated bands of Peorias, Kaskaskias, Weas, 
and Piankeshaws, to make good to the Quapaw 
tribe ot Indians the estimated value ot eighteen 
thousand five hundred and twenty-two and fifty 
hundredths acres of land lying south of Kansas, 
ceded by them to the United States under the terms 
of the fourth article of the treaty with the Seneeas, 
Mixed Senceas, | 
erated Peorias, Kaskaskias, Weas, and Piankeshaws, 
Ottawas of Blanchard’s Fork, and Roche de Boeuff, 
and certain Wyandotts, concluded February 23, 1867, 
(Statutes, volume fifteen, page 513.) which lands 
were, by the twenty-second article of said treaty, 
granted and sold to the confederated bands 
Peorias, Kuskaskias, Weas, and Piankeshaws, at the 
same rate as paid by the Government, $21,300 87. 


The VICK PRESIDENT. This 


appears 


to be reported from the Committee on Indian || 


Affairs. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I will state also that 
it is recommended by the Secretary of the 
Interior. Iwill simply say that the first appro- 
propriation results from this transaction: in 


1867 the Quapaw Indians made a treaty with || 
| the United States by which they sold or ceded 


to the Government certain lands in Kansas ; 
the Government agreed to pay these Indians 
$1 25 an acre for them whenever they should 
be surveyed; they were surveyed, and report 
has been made of that survey showing the 
quantity of land, being seven thousand six 
hundred acres, and the Government paid in 
advance to these Indians the sum of: $5,000. 
here remains an indebtedness to that tribe 
of $4,500 40. 

In relation to the other part of the amend- 
ment | would say that the same tribe in the 
same treaty conveyed other lands lying south 
of Kansas, and the confederated bands of Peo- 
rias, Kaskaskias, and others, at the same time 
sold landsin Kansas and agreed with the avails 
of these lands to pay for the lands which were 
bought of the Quapaws south of that line. The 
money received for the lands sold to the con- 


\| federated bands was invested in United States 


partment, Marine corps, for the current year, $18,394, | 


Mr. EDMUNDS. What 

Mr. ANTHONY. IL have here the recom- 
mendation of Secretary of the Navy 
founded upon the report and estimate of the 
quartermaster of the Marine corps. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let all these papers be 
read, 
Mr. ANTHONY. Iknowthe Senator from 
Kentucky is not very well, and I promised him 
not to press this if it would interfere with him 
and cause debate. 

Mr. COLE. I think part of that sum is in 
the bill now. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I understood from the 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
that the Committee on Appropriations were 
satisfied. I withdraw the amendment for the 


does that mean? 


the 


present 
Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I offer the following 
amendment, to come in after line seven hun- 


dred and thirty four, 


For this amount, being the balance on account 
due the Quapaw tribe of Indians for a certain tract 
of land in tf Kansas, containing seven 


on page Sl: 


the State 


thousand six hundred and and thirty-two hundreths || 


bonds for the benefit of these confederated 


tribes; but a portion of those tribes became | 


citizens, and under the same treaty they were 
entitled to a distributive part of the funds which 
belonged tothe tribe. In consequence of that 
the fuads belonging tothe tribe, United States 
bonds, have been sold and the avails distrib- 


| uted, and now there is no opportunity to pay 
the Quapaw Indians except we shall take from | 


the funds now in the hands of the Government 
that belonging to the confederated tribes and 
apply them in that manner. Thereare more than 
$85,000 in the hands of the Government now 
that belong to the confederated bands, and this 
is simply a trausfer from one to the other to 
carry out the agreement entered into between 


|| these tribes and the Government. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. STEVENSON. 
to the Chair to be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which 
was to insert after jive four hundred and sixty- 
four, on page 20, the following clause: 


l send an amendment 


To the Commonwealth of Kentucky the sum of 
$525,258 72, for thatamount due said Commonwealth 
on the 30th of June, 1871, for advances, supplies, 
troops organized, moneys advanced, &e., by the 


|| Commonwealth of Kentucky, and employed in the 


| rection against the 


service of the United States during the late insur- 
United States, and which were 
yroperly audited by the accounting officers of the 
United States on the 30th day of June, 1871, and for 
which sum the Third Auditor of the Treasury, on 
the day and year aforesaid, certified and transmitted 
a requisition in favor of said Commonwealth for the 


| payment of said sum aforesaid, with the certificate 


of said balance of accounts, which said requisition 
was so approved and countersigned by the Second 
Comptroller, and so registered and recorded by the 
Third Auditor of the Treasury, as atoresaid, to the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr. STEVENSON. Idesire, Mr. President, 
before proceeding to consider the amendment 


acres, ceded by said tribe to the United States in || offered by me to this bill to thank the Sen- 


and Shawnees, Quapaws, Confed- | 


of | 





|| Appropriations, who has the deficiency bill jp 
| charge, for his kindness in postponing action 


ate, and especially to tender my acknowlede. 
~ 


ments to the chairman of the Committee on 


upon it during my absence from the Senate 
for the past week. I have been, as it is known, 
quite ill and wholly unfit for public duty. [ 
feel this courtesy the more gratefully because 
I am aware how great the public necessities 
in many sections of the country are for appro- 


| priations covered by this bill, and what golj- 


citude the honorable Senator from California 
{Mr. Cour] felt on this account that it should 
be promptly disposed of. 

I crave now the indulgence of the Senate 
while I briefly explain the nature of the claim 
covered by my proposed amendment, and to 
suggest some of the considerations which im- 
pel me to offer it as a specific amendment to 


| this bill rather than to seek its liquidation 


under the general appropriation contained in 
it, and providing for the payment of any bal- 
ance due or to be found due to any State for 


| costs, charges, and expenses incurred in the 


defense of the United States during the late re- 
bellion, known as the war debt of the States. 
Congress passed an act entitled ‘‘An act to 


| indemnify the States for expenses incurred 


by them in defense of the United States,” 
approved 27th July, 1861. It provides— 


‘*That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, directed, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to pay to the Governor 
of any State, or to his duly authorized agents, the 
costs, charges, and expenses properly incurred by 
such State for enrolling, subsisting, clothing, sup- 


| plying, arming, equipping, paying, and transport- 





ing its troops employed in aiding to suppress the 
present insurrection against the United States, to be 
settled upon proper vouchers to be filed and passed 
upon by the proper accounting officers of the Treas- 
ary.” 

Under this act most of the States have ex- 
hibited claims against the United States for 
charges and expenses incurred by them for 
enrolling, subsisting, clothing, arming, equip- 
ping, paying, and transporting their troops 


| employed in aiding to suppress the late exist- 


ing civil war. Many of these claims have 
been audited and paid in full to several of the 
States; others have still large balances due 
them for expenses incurred and moneys paid 
out in arming, equipping, and transporting 
troops which were employed in the service of 
the United States during the late war. 

The claim covered by my proposed amend- 
ment is a part of one of the installments of the 
war debt due by the United States to Ken- 
tucky, amounting to $525,258 72. The install- 
ment of which this claim is a part amounted to 


| $582,692 438, and was filed, I believe, as early 


as perhaps 1866 or 1867 as a valid and sub- 


| sisting claim under the act of 27th July, 1861. 


The terms of that act required that the 
claims under it were ‘‘to be settled upon 
proper vouchers to be filed and passed upon 


| by the proper accounting officers of the T'reas- 


ury.’’ The pending claim of Kentucky against 
the United States, consisted entirely, as I am 
informed and believe, of moneys expended by 
that Commonwealth for the pay of troops 


| raised, equipped, and maintained by Kentucky 


for home service, but employed by the United 
States in aiding to suppress the rebellion. 
This installment, with the requisite vouch- 
ers, was filed, examined, and passed upon by 
the proper accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury during May and June of the past year. 
Months of laborious preparation were spent 


'in obtaining evidence establishing incontro- 
_vertibly the character of service, and clearly 


———— 


showing that such service was directly within 
the terms, intent, and meaning of the act of 
27th July, 1861, already reterred to, and 
under which all the State war claims had been 
adjusted. 

Chis claim was thoroughly examined and 
scrutinized by the accounting officers of the 
Treasury Department, and $57,433 71 were 
suspended and deducted for want of muster 
and pay rolls which could not be found. 
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There was found to be due to the State of 
Kentucky on 24th June, 1871, by the account- 
ing officers of the ‘Treasury on the tenth in- 
stallment, $525,258 72, as shown by the cer- 
tificate of the Third Auditor of the Treasury 
of that date, and for which amount a requisi- 
tior@was issued upon that day to John M. 
Brodhead, Second Comptroller of the Treas- 
ury. Comptroller Brodhead, with that vigil- 
ance and integrity which has always marked 


the discharge of his duty, was unwilling to | 


act until he should again refer the character 
of service, with its proofs, to the Secretary of 
War for his recognition and approval under 
the act of 27th July, 1861. 
following communication was addressed on 
29th June, 1871, by him to the Secretary of 
War: 


Treasury Dr PARTMENT, 
SECOND COMPTROLLER’S OFFICE 
June 29, 1871. 


In the matter of the claim of the State of Ken- 
tucky, for reimbursement of the sum of $525,258 72 
paid to State militia, for services rendered during 
the years (part of 1863,) 1864, 1865, and a part of 
1866. 

Sir: It is claimed by the State that the troops 
above referred to, and generally known as State 
capital guards, home guards, and State infantry, 
were actually employed in the military service of 
the United States by order of the authority of the 
Pres ident or Secretary of War, as prescribed by the 
rules of the Secretary of the Treasury. (See copy 
herewith.) 

By reference to the decision of the Secretary of 
War, dated July 9, 1867, (see copy herewith,) it will 
be seen that the home guards called temporarily 
into the military service of the United States in the 
autumn of 1861 for a specific service, and in Octo- 
ber, 1861, disbanded, were by the Secretary of War 
regarded as actually employed in the service of the 
United States. 

The abstracts Nos. 1 to 7, inclusive, 
amount of payments, periods of service, 
acter and designation of troops. 

Inclosures marked A, B, C, D, contain the evi- 
dence of military officers of the above-described 
org: vain itions as to character of services performed 
and by whose order rendered. 

The affidavit of Governor Palmer, late major gen- 
eral United States volunteers, relates to services 
subsequent to the close of the war; of Brigadier 
General Burbridge and other United States officers, 
as to services and by whose order. 

The question now presented to the Secretary of 
War for opinion is this: were the troops above 
mentioned and as described by their respective 
organizations, and for the period of service stated, 
“actually employed in the service of the United 
States under proper or legal authority?” 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

J. M. BRODH EAD, 
Comptroller. 
Hon. W. W. Betxnap, Secretary of War. 


Inclosures. 


show the 
and char- 


Letters A, B,C, D. z 
Abstract with rolls. Nos. 1, 2,3, 4, 5, 6, 7. 
Rules of the Secretary of the Treasury. 


Upon the day following the War Depart- 
ment made the following indorsement: 


ADJUTANT GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
June 30, 1871. 

Respectfully returned to the Secretary of War. 

In the absence of muster-rolls of the forces for 
which the reimbursement is claimed, the said forces 
cannot be connected with any authorization from 
the President or Secretary of War, for their call 
into the service of the United States in the years 
1863, (part,) 1864, 1865, and 1866, (part.) 

Ac cepting, however, the affidavit of Hon. Thomas 
E. Bramlette, late Governor, and the indorsement 
on it of General Sherman, the statement of Gen- 
eral Lindsey, late assistant quartermaster general 
Kentucky, wherein the forces are designated and 
enumerated ; the statement of Governor Palmer, 
of Lilinois, late major general volunteers; and the 
other evidence referred to inclusive of inclosures 
marked A, B, C, D, it is respectfully reeommended 
that the troops be recognized as having been em- 
ployed in the service of the United States, that 
recognition being deemed necessary by the Treasury 
Department, in order that the claims may be allowed 
under the act of July 27, 1861, 
States for expenses incurred by them in defense of 
the United States. 

THOMAS M. VINCENT, 


Assistant Adjutant General. 


WM. W. BELKNAP, 
Secretary of War. 


Approved: 


On receiving this recognition Comptroller || 


Brodhead admitted and certified the above 
balance of $525,258 72 on the 80th day of 
June, 1871, as due the State of Kentucky, 
upon which a settlement requisition No, 7156 
was issued by the War Department, directed | 


Accordingly the | 


warrant for $525,258 72 to be issued to the 
State of Kentuc ri as due on settlement, as per 


| certificate of Second Comptroller No. 6827; 

















| Secretary to deliver 
| tacky, because Congress on the 


upon which the Treasury Department drew its 
check on the Treasurer of the United States, 
payable to the Governor of ceeirennes for the 
amount of $525,258 72, bearing date June 30, 
1871. In the absence of Hon. George S. Bout- 
well in Massachusetts at this period, and the 
absence of Assistant Secretary Richardson in 
Kurope, this check was signed by J. I. Hartley, 
acting Secretary of the’ l'reasury. ‘After sign- 
ing it, he, however, declined to deliver it to the 
agent of Kentucky until Mr. Boutwell’s return. 

Upon that day the appropriation to pay 
debts under the act of July 27, 1861, expired. 
Mr. Boutwell returned in a few days, and de- 
clined in a written paper to deliver the check 
or pay the claim. His refusal rests on two 
grounds: 

That as the troops for whom reimburse- 
ment is asked were not called out at the request 
or under the authority of the President or Sec- 
retary of War, and as they were not actually 
mustered into the service of the United States, 
a rule prescribed by Secretary Chase for the 
execution of the act of 27th July, 1861, is a 
bar to the claim: 

“Rules for the preparation and settlement at the 
Treasury eee. under acts of Congress ap- 
proved July 17, 1861, and July: 27, 1861, of claims for 
reimbursement of expenses properly incurred by the 
States respectively, on account of their troops em- 
ployed in aiding to suppress the present insurrection 
against the United States.’”’ 

* * . * * * € 


Itis only for expenditures on account of troops, 
officers, or men that have been or may be mustered 
and received into or actually employed in the ser- 
vice of the United States that reimbursements will 
be made. Nor willany reimbursement be made by 
the United States of expenses incurred in organiz- 
ing, equipping, and m: aetelins troops for State 
purposes, or home guard, whether e¢ alled out by 
State or other local authority, unless such troops 
were called out, and suche xpenditures incurred at 
the request or under the authority of the President 
or the Secretary of War.’’ 


a 


That this act of 27th of July, 1861, has 
aon a es construction by an act 
approved 17th July, 1862, (Statutes, volume 12, 
page 600,) entitled ‘‘ An act to allow and pay 
to the State of Missouri the amount of money 
expended by said State in the arming and pay- 
ing of troops employed in the suppression of 
the insurrection against the laws of the United 
States ;’’ and also an act approved 17th April, 
1866, (14 Statutes-at-Large, page 38,) entitled 
‘‘An act to reimburse the State of Missouri for 
moneys expended for the United States in en- 
rolling, equipping, and transporting militia 
State forces to aid in suppressing the rebel 
lion,’’ which authorizes the appointment of 
commissioners to ascertain the amount of 
money expended by the State of Missouri on 
that behalf. 

The State of Kentucky sought, through its 
constituted authority, in the exercise of ori- 
ginal jurisdiction by the Supreme Court of the 
United States, a peremptory writ of man- 
damus to compel the Secretary of the Treasury 
to deliver to that Commonwealth the warrant 
for $225,258 72, to which it was entitled, as 
already alluded to. This application was fully 
argued and heard by the Supreme Court, and 
finally denied. 

Ihe court rested its judgment of 
upon two grounds: 

First. That inasmuch as the warrant sigued 


refusal 


1 | | by acting Secretary Hartley was not delivered 
to indemnity the |} ,- : 7 s 


to the agent of Kentucky, butafter being signed 
on the 30th of June, 1871, by him, was, by an 
alleged agreement between said acting Secre 

tary and said agent, retained for the approvs J 
of Secretary Boutwell on his return in July, 
1871, and upon such return said Boutwell de- 
clined to deliver said warrant, but canceled the 
same, the original warrant was therefore not 


susceptible of a delivery. 


court declined to order the 
a new warrant to Ken 
L! 2th of 


Secondly. The 


July, 


to the Secretary of the Treasury, directing a 1 1870, declared that on and after the lst of 
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July, 1871, all appropriations for claims aris- 
ing under the act of 27th oft July, 1861, should 
cease. As, therefore, this application for a 
mandamus was not made until the appropri- 
ation for refunding to States expenses incurred 
in raising volunteers during the late rebellion 
had been withdrawn, and there was no money 
in the Treasury to pay the claim, it would be 
unjust to issue it. 

The court in its opinion do not, therefore, 
sustain the Secretary of the Treasury in his 
of the act of 27th July, 1861, 


| that the State troops for which compensation 


| Secretary of 
| sustain the Secretary in his alleged right to 








was agreed to be paid by the United States 
in that act, were to be called out at the request 
or under the authority of the President or the 
War. Still less do the court 
review the findings of the accounting otlicers 
of the Treasury as to the amount due. Nor do 
the court intimate that said claim is not just 
and accurate in every particular. So far from 
it, the court say that it there had been money 
in the Treasury ap propriated to pay this c¢ laim, 
it would be an important question whether the 
court would not have ordered the Secretary ot 
the ‘Treasury to deliver to Kentucky another 
warrant in place of the one canceled. 

| have no disposition to criticise the course 
which the Secretary of the Treasury thought 


| proper to pursue in upholding this warrant. 


| choose rather to persuade myself that he 


| deemed himself actuated by a sense of fru- 


gality and high official duty in refusing to pay 
over to a State a debt found to be justly due 
by the accounting oflicers of the Treasury, to 
whom by law the exclusive auditing of that 
claim had been confided. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, however, 
places his decision, made on 2d August, 1871, 
refusing to deliver the warrant drawn by the 
War Department in favor of Kentucky, upon 
grounds which cannot, in my judgment, be 
maintained. I therefore propose briefly to 
review this most extr: sordinary ruling. 

I utterly deny the construction placed upon 
the act of 27th July, 1861, by Secretary Bout- 
well or anyof his predecessors. ‘That act con- 


| ferred no power upon any Secretary of the 


lreasury to prescribe rules, restrictions, or 
limitations inconsistent with or antagonistic 
to the plain intent and effective operation of 
that act. 

By its terms the Secretary of the Treasury 
was directed, out of any money in the Treas 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to pay to the 
Governor of any State the costs, charges, and 
expenses properly incurred by such State for 
enrolling, subsisting, clothing, supplying, arm- 
ing, equipping, paying, and transporting its 
troops employed in aiding to suppress the pres 
ent insurrection against the United Ste oi to 


| be settled upon proper vouchers to be filed and 


ue 


passed upon by the proper accounting ollicers 
of the Treasury. This law was passe din the 
dark hour of the nation’s need. It was ap 
proved but seven days after the disaster at Buil 
Run. it was passed at a moment when the 
Governmenf, for its preservation, clamorously 
demanded of the loyal States every man they 
could furnish. The act was an agreement to 
indemnify for the past, and a proposition for 
services and assistance on the part of the States 
in the future, which became a contract when 
acted on by a State for indemnity for expenses 
incurred by them in defense of the United 
States. 

I here Wag no precedent condition that the 
State troops for which Congress contracted 
by this act to pay should be first ‘* mustered 
into the service of the United States’’ or be 
called for by the President or Secretary of 
War. By no means. The public 
of the hour justified no such delay. All State 
troops, whenever or however raised, if 
ployed in suppressing the rebellion, were, by 
the express terms of this act, entitled to the 
indemnity of this act. No doubt could exist 


necessilles 


eul- 


as to the object and intendment of this law, 
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By what warrant of authority and with what 


; pretense of right could any Secretary of the 
j ; reasury narrow its terms or limit its opera- 
n? What Secretary or other official pos- 

; sed the power to abridge, limit, change, or 
i modilty a statute passed by the Congress of 
; the United States? Its terms were too simple 
q and plain to need the aid of constructions. 


lhe duty impo ed upon the Secretary of the 
l'rea ury Was Lo pay, 


not to mite ry oOlate words 


a | or in any other mode to limit o« abridge the 
; direct object of so plain and simple an enact 
‘ ment; and yet secretary Loutwell insists that 
| the regulation of his predecessor was that it 1s 
’ only for expenditures on account of troops, 
officers, and men, that have been or may be 
mustered and reeeived into or actually em- 


ployed in the service if the United States, that 
reimbursements will be made, nor will any 
reimbursement be made by the United States 


of expenses incurred in organizing, equipping, 


and maintat ing troops for State purposes, or 
home guard whether called out by State or 
other local authority, unless such troops were 
enlled out and ich expenditures incurred at 


the request or un ler the authority ot the Pres 


lent or Secretary of War. 

fhis regulation was not a construction of 
the statut« it was an addendum to the stat- 
ule: clearly a new enactment. 

But, Mr. President, it is not necessary that 
I should insist upon Iny construction in Oppo- 
ition to that of the S« cretary of the Treasury. 
lhe character ot the troops, the kind of ser- 
vice rendered by them in each State, was a 
matter of proot to be determined by the War 
Departm If a State had raised home 

irds, and that State preferred to exhibit 


nder th ict of 1861 charges tor outlays in 
arming, equipping, and transporting those 
: troops, 1t Was a question to be decided by the | 
War Department whether they came within 
tiie tatute of 1861, and not by the Secretary 
of the Treasury. Accordingly, in L866, this 
question was made, When the claims of Ken 
; tucky for this character of troops were pre- 


ferred, the Secretary of the Treasury referred 
the question to the War Dey artment, and Sec 
retary Stanton, then Secre tary ot War, decided 
that although not ordered by either the Pres 
ident or the Secretary of War, if they ha i been 
called suddenly by any United 
St mmander within the vicinity where 
that service was demanded the State was entt- 
tled ympensation, 


' 


into service 


es 


oe a emai ik al eal cane el: oe 


to ¢ 


ot 


That solemn adjudi- 
Secretary Stanton was reaflirmed ; 
and again before this claim was audited, Mr. 
Brodhead, as | have already read, submitted 
it to the War Ofhice 
that 
this pay was demanded were within the spirit 


and letter of the act of 1861, and were entitled 


cavuion 


and received their written 


direction the troops tor whose services 


to be paid. 1 have already read that adjudi- 
cation. 

Now, I say the Secretary of War having 
settled the question, it was not competent for 
the Secretary of the Treasury to refuse pay- 


still less was it com- 
petent tor the Secretary of the T'feasury to go 
behind the balance which had been found due 
by every accounting ollicer of the Treasury, 
including not only the subordinates, but the 
Comptroller, and for which a requisition had 
been issued by the War Department in solemn 


ment upon that ground ; 


ee “ 
ot ape te ememagee reece = 


if form, and a check drawn upon the Treasurer 
of the United States. 
if Congress, in making this appropriation and 
fT directing the Secretary ot the lreasury to pay, 
f conferred upon him no authority to supervise 
the findings of an independent department of 
5; this Government. When the accounting ofh- 
7H eers of the Treasury had found a certain bal- 
t ance due a State for troops furnished upon 
ie vouchers presented and filed, his simple duty 
- 


come within the law of 1861, but I choose to 
say that they do not.”’ 

Sir, in view of this assumption of authority, 
this question assumes far greater moment than 
the mere pittance which Kentucky asks. She 
asks nothing but what is her due. She asks 
nothing but what the Treasury Department 
and the War Department have solemnly adju- 
dicated to be her due. She asks nothing but 
what has been settled and for which a warrant 
was draw iB ready to be delivered Lo her. But 
if the Senate are prepared to say that under 
this simple act directing the Secretary of the 


| ‘Treasury to pay this amount he is clothed 


with authority to undertake to review the find- 


| ings of the War Department, that he is clothed 


with authority to set aside the findings of the 
accounting officers of the Treasury, then he is 
clothed with far greater power than the Pres- 
ident or any other officer of this Government. 

Why, sir, as far back as 1841 this question 
came before the Supreme Court of the United 
States in the case of the United States vs. 
Bank of the Metropolis, reported in 15 Whea- 
ton, page 400. ‘That was a case where the 
Post Office Department had given out a con- 
ditional acceptance to Mr. Keeside for services 
performed and to be performed by him. A 
contest grew up whether against that accept- 


ance certain alleged indebtedness of his for | 


| fines imposed by the Post Office Department 


| should not be set up, and that gave rise to the 


question how far it was competent for one 
Postmaster General to look into or undo the 
acts of another. ‘lhe Supreme Court say: 

“The third instruction asked the court to say, 
among other things, if the credits given by Mr. 
Barry were for extra allowances, which the suid 
Postmaster General was not legally authorized to 
allow, then it was the duty of the present Postmas- 
ter General to disallow sach items of credit. The 
successor of Mr. Barry had the same power, and no 
more, than his predecessor, and the power of the 
former did not extend to the recall of credits or 
allowances made by Mr. Barry, if he acted within 
the scope of official authority given by law tothe 
head of the Department. This right in an incumbent 
of reviewing a predecess: decisions extend to 
mistakes in matters of fact arising from errors in 
calculations, and to of rejected claims, in 
which material testimony is afterward discovered 
and produced. But if a credit has been given, or 
an allowance made, as these were, by the head of a 
Department, and it is alleged to be an illegal allow- 
ance, the judicial tribunals of the country must 
be resorted to to construe the law under which the 
allowance was made, and to settle the rights be- 
tween the United States and the party to whom the 
credit was given.”’ 


r’s 


cases 


In the case of ex parte R. P. Randall, he 
was a purser of the Navy, and settled his 
accounts with the Navy Department under the 
Secretary of the Treasury. A change of Ad- 
ministration occurred ; that of John Quincy 
Adams went out and that of General Jackson 
came in. Mr. Kandall’s accounts were 
audited by Mr. Kendall and a balance 
found due against him. 
warrant was issued. 


ne 
was 

Upon that a distress 
He was arrested and 


| brought before Judge Marshall, and Philip B. 


Barbour, then district judge of the United 
States, in Richmond, upon a writ of habeas cor- 
pus. The question was there presented upon 
the question of his imprisonment on that war- 
rant; whether the first settlement of his ac- 
counts were not final, and whether it was 
competent for Amos Kendall afterward to 
reéxamine them and to reaudit them, though 


| he might have been satisfied they were mis- 


| accounting officers of the Treasury final. 


taken. Judge Marshall and Judge Barbour 
both agreed in holding that the first settlement 
was final, and discharged Lieutenant Randall 


from that arrest. 
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| incurred by the respective States for enrolling 
eer’ : ! . 
| subsisting, paying, and transporting troops 


They may be State troops, they may be State 


| guards; but if they are employed in the service 
| of the United States, if they are commanded 


by United States officers with the consent of 


| the State and render active service, then, ugder 


that act, no doubt can remain that the State js 
entitled to compensation. Whether such ser- 
vice was rendered cannot be known by the 
Treasury Department; itcan only be known 
ana determined by the War Department; and 
[ have already shown that it had been three 


| times decisively and authoritatively settled 


that the troops for which pay is asked and for 
which pay was allowed by the War Depart- 
ment did render actual service to the State of 
Kentucky, and were commanded by United 
States officers. 

Now, my proposition is that the Secretary 
of the Treasury possesses no lawful authority 


to revise any finding of any Department where 
|aclaim has been audited, where it has been 
certified, where the proof has been examined 


and concluded. He possesses no lawful author- 
ity, either in his own Department or in a co- 
ordinate department, to go beyond those find- 


| ings, to say that he will set up his judgment 


against the judgment of those whom the act 
itself prescribes shall be the only officers to 


| find what amount is due, the accounting officers 


of the Treasury. 

The act of September 2, 1789, section five, 
makes it the duty of the Auditor ‘‘to receive 
all public accounts, and after examination to 
certify the balance and transmit the accounts, 
with the vouchers and certificates, to the Comp- 
troiler for his decision thereon;’’ and it is 
provided ‘‘that if any person whose accounts 
shall be so andited be dissatisfied therewith, 
he may, within six months, appeal to the Comp- 
troller against such settlement.’’ By section 
three of the same act it is made the duty 
of the Comptroller ‘* to examine all accounts 
settled by the Auditor, and certify the balances 
arising thereon to the Register ;’’ and by sec- 
tion six the duty of the Register is defined 
to be ** to receive from the Comptroller the 
accounts which shall have been finally adjusted, 
and to preserve such accounts with their vouch- 
ers and certificates.’’ By a turther provision 
the Register was to furnish the Secretary with 
copies of the Comptroller's certificates of bal- 
ances, and the moneys so found due were to 
be drawn from the Treasury by warrants from 
the Secretary, countersigned by the Comp- 
troller and recorded by the Register. 

lhe act of 1871 preserves the system of the 
auditing and revising of accounts established 
by the act of 1789. Some of the duties were 
transferred and distributed among other ofli- 
cers. The fifth section makes it the duty of 
the Auditors named to receive from the Sec- 
ond Compiroller the accounts which shall have 
been finaily adjusted, and to preserve such 


| accounts, with their vouchers, certificates, &c. 


The act of February 24, 1819, transferred the 


| settlement of accounts arising out of Indian 


Affairs from the Fifth to the Second Auditor, 
who is directed to receive from the Comp- 
troller the accounts that shall have been finally 
adjusted, and preserve such accounts with 


| their vouchers and certificates. 


But I am not left to any conjecture on this | 


subject Congress, perceiving the importance 
of this question, has adjudicated upon it, and 
passed an act making the settlement of the 
In 


order that | may be understood I refer to the 


was to pay the claim, not to go behind the |) act of July 27, 1861, which prescribes that the 

d accounts as finally settled and rendered in the || expenses incurred are ‘‘to be settled upon 

FS Treasury Department, and still less to under- || proper vouchers, to be filed and passed upon 

ey take to review the finding of the War Depart- || by the proper accounting officers of the Treas- 

- ment, saying, ‘‘You have said these troops |j ury.’’ Such vouchers must be for expenses 
J 
( 





There are very many acts of Congress con- 
ferring special powers upon the accounting or 
other officers of the Government in special 
cases, and giving a power of revision to the 
President or some other officer, indicating in 
this way that but for such special power no 


such right would exist. 


| 


Chus by the act of 21st February, 1823, au- 
thority was given to ‘‘the proper accounting 
officers of the Treasury to adjust and settle the 
accounts and claims of Daniel D. Tompkins, 
late Governor of the State of New York, on 
principles of equity and justice, subject to the 
revision and final decision of the President of 
the United States.’’ The actof March 1, 1823, 


(3 Statutes,) made provision for special adjust 
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ments, and provided that where the accounting 
officers differed, the case should be referred 
to the Secretary of War, whose decision should 
be conclusive. In 1823, Congress passed an 
act direc tin g the accounting officers *‘to settle 

and adjust “the account of Joseph Wheaton, 
while acting in the quartermaster’s departme nt, 

unon the principle s of justice and equity.’’ 
Mr. Wheaton was dissatisfied with the settle- 
ment made by the accounting officers, and ap- 


plied to the President to revise and change | 


their findings. ‘The President 


application to Mr. Wirt, then Attorney Gen- 


referred this | 


eral, who gave an dahon ite opinion, holding | 


that the President had no right to interfere. 


His opinion js summed up in the following | 


paragraph : 


* My op ‘inion is that the settlement of acc 
* individuals by the accounting officers appointed 
by law is final and conclusive, so far as the execu- 
tive department of the Government is concerned. 
Ifan individual feels himself injured by such settle- 
ment. his recourse must be to one of the other two 
branches of the Government, the legislative or 
judicial. If a balance be found against him by the 
disallowance of eredits which he deems just, he 
may refuse payment and abide a suit, in whic h case 
he will have the benefit of a court and jury. Ifa 
balance be found in his favor, but smaller than he 
thinks himself entitled to, his appeal is to Congress, 
where the representatives of the peeple will pass 
upon bis claim.” 


I might multiply these cases. I might cite 
not less than a dozen opinions of Attorneys 
General recorded in the volumes containing 


those opinions, showing that the universal | 
ruling has been that where officers of the 


'reasury charged by law with the auditing of 
accounts make a finding, such finding is con- 
clusive ; and still stronger is the position that 


when a Department other than that which is | 


called upon to pay the claim has audited it, it 
is beyond the power of the Secretary thus 
called upon and directed to pay it—a simple 
ministerial duty—to interfere. 


aside, or to interfere with the finding of the 
auditing officers of his own Department, and 
still less of a separate Department. 

By the act of March 30, 1868, 
my judgment, has fully declared and intended 
that the settlement of public accounts such as 
those referred to in my amendment should be 
vested solely, exclusively, and finally in the 
accounting officers, without interference, con- 
trol, or revision by any other executive officer. 
Under that law, all that the head of the Exec- 
utive Department can do on the balances of 
accounts certified by the Auditor and Comp- 
troller, is either to issue a requisition for the 
balance, without abatement or charge, or to 
return it to the Comptroller with such facts as, 
in his judgment, affect the correctness of such 
balance, or certify the case to the Court of 
Claims, under the seventh section of the act 
of July 25, 1868. 

Nothing of that sort was done in this case. 


Congress, in 


‘counts 





| tary 


} ent 


reason why the Supreme Court of the United 
States did not issue its mandamus compelling 
him to do it. 
| would not limit the power of the Secretary 
of the Treasury whenever the him 
the authority to examine into the validity or 
justice of any claim. If Secretary Boutwell 
upon an examination of this claim had dis- 
covered anything wrong in it, it was his duty 
to refer it back to the Comptroller with a mem- 
orandum saying, ‘* You have made a mistake ; 
you have done so and so. Were these troops 
for which this charge is made within the act 
of 1861? Have you ascertained this from the 
War Department?’’ If he had done that, 
what would have been the answer? ‘ They 
have been audited; this acconnt is strictly 
true; this amount is due to the Common- 
wealth of Kentucky. I have applied to the 
War Department, and here is the answer of 
the Adjutant General, approved by the Secre- 
f War, that these troops were within the 
act of 1861, and the requisition was directed 
by the War Department to issue when they 
had been satisfied of the character of them.’’ 
Mr. MORTON. LI have not heard all the 
Senator’s remarks. Will he allow me to in- 


law 


gives 


UO 


quire, for my own information, what is the 
provision of the act of 1861 to which he 
refers ? 

Mr. STEVENSON. The act of 1861 to 


which | refer is as follows: 

‘That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
hereby, directed, out of any money in the 
not otherwise appropriated, to pay to the Governor 
of any State, or to his duly authorized agents, the 
costs, charges, and’ expenses properly incurred by 
such State for enrolling, subsisting, clothing, sup- 
plying, arming, equipping, paying, and transporting 
its troops employed in aiding to suppress the pres- 
insurrection against the United States, to be 


and he is 
lreasury 


| settled upon proper vouchers to be filed and passed 


upon 


He is clothed || 
with no authority either to look into, to set | 


| the battle and the disaster 


by the 

Treasury.’’ 
The attempted construction here would 

feat the object of that act. 


proper accounting oflicers of the 


The darkness of 
at Bull Run was 
encircling the capital when this act was passed. 
Will any man tell me that Congress would stop 
in an act providing for the calling out of troops 


| in a sudden emergency, and provide that the 





Every officer discharged his duty for mouths || 


and months. The large mass of vouchers and 
of evidence was carefully scrutinized and sifted. 


During the months of May and June I believe | 


no other claim was looked into by these officers. 


After rejecting a certain amount for the want 


of proper _proof, they found this balance of 
$525,258 72 as justly duethem. It was certi- 
fied, as Is say, to John M. Brodhead, the Sec- 
ond Comptroller. Although the War Depart- 
ment had twice certified that troops of this 
character were entitled to pay, and had been 
paid, yet, deeming it to be a large amount, 
Mr. Brodhead for the third time asked Secre- 
tary Belknap in reference to it, ‘* Here is the 
proof of the character of the service. Am | 
justified in paying it under the act of July 27, 
1861?’ 
answer, ‘* They are entitled to be paid.’’ A 
requisition was drawn by the War Depart- 
ment, and that requisition was withheld because 
Secretary Boutwell was not here. When he 
come back, the appropriation had lapsed, and 
there was no money in the Treasury to pay it. 
That I think I am authorized in saying is the 


I have read you the Secretary’s | 


| 


| and 


| 


| 


| Sherman’s certificate 


President and Secretary of War alone should 
call for troops? General Sherman called for 
these troops. He sent for Governor Bram- 
lette to come to Nashville. He met him at 
Nashville, and General Sherman disclosed 
what his plans were. He said to him, ‘* Now 


| you must take all the State troops you can 


command in the event of my being pursued or 
surprised or attempted to be cut off, to aid 
me; I have no time to ask for this authority ; 
I will exercise it as an officer the United 
States Government ;’’ and here General 
ihat he called for these 
identical troops and that they were employed ; 
and yet we are told, because the President and 
Secretary of War did not do it, they are not to 
he paid, and that, forsooth, in accordance with 
a special regulation made by Secretary Chase. 

Mr. MOKTON. What was the construction 
given to it by the Secretary of the Treasury to 
which the Senator refers? 

Mr. STEVENSON. I willread that to you. 
Secretary Boutwell says: 
_* Secretary Chase, 
tion of this act’”— 

Which I have already read— 
‘prescribed a series 
is in these words: 


It is only for expenditures on account of troops, 
officers, or men that have beenor may be mustered 


of 


is 


when providing for the execu- 


of rules, the second of which 


1c 


received into or actually employed inthe ser- 
vice of the United States, that reimbursements will 
be made, 


‘Organizations raised, or attempted to be raised, 
but not mustered and received into, nor ac tually 
employed in the service, will not be recognized. 
Nor will any reimbursement be made by the United 
States of expenses incurred in organizing, equip- 
ping, and maintaining troops for State purposes, or 
home guards, whether called out by State or other 
local authority, unless such troops were called out 
and such expenditures incurred at the request or 


|| under the authority of the President or the Secre- 


tary of War.’ 
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Stanton on the 9th July, 1867, and I read his 


otlicial decision: 
War DePAaRTMEN?, 

It appears from official reports of 
George H. Thomas that on the Lith of September, 
1861, the home guards had been called out by Gen- 
eral Nelson, and were then in the actual employment 
of the United States and on duty as troops of the 
United States, and were continued on duty and were 
employed by General Thon There appears to be 
in the War Department no written or official evi- 
dence of authority gr anted by the President or See 
retary of War, General Camer to General Nelson 
forcalling out these troops. But the legal presump- 
tion is (under the special circumstances then exist- 
ing) that proper authority was given. 

This Department is therefore of opinion that the 
home guards mentioned were actually employed in 
the service of the United States under proper and 
legal authority, and should be regarded as such by 
the accounting otlicers of the Government. 

EDWIN M. STANTON, 
Necretary of War. 
That in 1867. In 1871 this decision 
was repeated by Secretary Belknap in regard 
to the very troops for whom this claim was 


July 9, 1867. 


Major General 


us, 


ron, 


was 


made. This is a requisition of the War Depart- 
ment itself atter having fully examined into 


the character of these troops. My point is 
that the Secretary of the Treasury, however 


honorable and frugal were his motives, had no 


right to go behind the finding of the War De- 
partment, and still less to go behind the 


accountsas stated by the auditing olflicers of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. MORTON. The point of objection is 
that the troops were not called out by the 
President? 


Mr. SLEVENSON. Or the Secretary of 
War. That was the point. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. There was another point, 
if the Senator from Kentucky will pardon me, 
and that was that these troops, being under the 
control of the State autborities, were by the 
State authorities kept in service long after the 
termination of the war. 


Mr. STEVENSON. That is not true; not 
that my friend is not right in his statement—as 
l propose to show. The Secretary of the 


Treasury did not put his decision altogether 
on that ground. He says a portion of this 
claim 1s for the services of State troops after 
the surrender of General 
That true. 
vices was rendered after that time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Some of them were mus- 
tered out in October, 1865, I think the papers 
say. 

Mr. STEVENSON. A few of them were 
mustered out as late as October, 1865 ; but 
when did the war end? 

Mr. BDMUNDS. It ended in May, accord- 
ingto the Supreme Court. Ido not think itis 
ended yet. |Laughter. | 

Mr. STEVENSON. In 1866, not in 1865; 
and all this service was rendered during the 
years 1864 and 1865. Now, | propose toshow 
to my honorable friend that the Secretary of 
the Treasury was mistaken. How could the 
Secretary of the Treasury in half a day here, 
determine whether these accounts for this ser- 
were all right, which had taken the audit- 
ing offeers of the Treasury three or four 
months to examine? How could the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. go behind the written 
statement of the Secretary of War, ‘* You must 


Lee and General 


Johnston. is Part of these ser- 


vice 


and directing a requi- 
for the amount for which my amend- 
ment calls to be issued and drawn upon the 
Treasury Department? 

Mr. MORTON. Do I understand the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky as stating that the troops 
that were called out called out by the 


sition 


were 


| order of General Sherman or some other offi- 


cer commanding United States troops? 

Mr. STEVENSON. I state upon my honor 
and upon my authority as a Senator that there 
is not one single man charged and certified for 
who was not called out by General Burbridge 
or General Sherman or General Thomas or an 


|| Indiana general, whose name now escapes me, 


I think General Lew. Wallace. I not only 


That decision was overruled by Secretary || propose to show that to the Senator from Indi- 
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ana, but I pr ‘ » show him the written 
0 ‘ he l Ll yen | W en snow 
‘ nth W ar Depa nen nd ¢ ( if 
which I he iin my hand 

Mr MORTON V\ tne Senator allow me 
4 moment to m ea slatement 

Mr. STEVENSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON [think it but just to the 
Senator from Kentu ‘yand this claim to state 


the ground upon which the Indiana claims for 


rendered by the m tia of 


| 
BeTrvice Indiana 


during the war were placed. As the Governor 


of the State during the war, | kuow all about 


the circumstance under which those troops 
were called ou nd among the first things 
that | item pted to do when | came to the 
Senate, as we had failed to get a settlement 
for our claim for money expende 1, wae to get 
abil through Congres authorizing tne settie 
ment of that claim. I was told at the War 
Vepartment that the Government had refused 
to sett in the ca of M 3ourl and West 
Vir niin, except ij ! a finding of commissions 
ap pou d by th Pre lent under an act of 
Congress to determine the character of the 
Cimitmn and the exten of it \ rdingly, | 
introduced a bill authorizing the appointinent 
of three comm) mer to adjudicate the In- 
diana claims, and | will read the second sec- 
tion of that bill to show what the requirements 
vere in regard to Indiana: 

Phat the commi mer » appointed shall pro- 


ceed, subject to regulations to be preseribed by the 
Secretary of War, at or to examine all the items 
ol expenditure made by said Stat forthe purpose 
herein named, allow moly all disbursements made 


and amount wsumed by the State for enrolling, 
equipping, subsisting, transporting, and paying such 
troops as were calle by the (rovernor, 


iinto service 
at the request of the United 
commander ce 


States department 
mrianding the districtin which Indi- 
ana may at the time have been included, or by the 
express order, consent, or concurrence of such com- 
mander, or which may have been employed or used 
in suppreasing rebellion in said State. And no al- 
lowance shall be made for any troops which did not 
pertorm actual military service in tull concert and 
codperation with the authorities of the United 
States and subject to their orders.”’ 

made a condition in the case of 
Indiana that the 
called out by the President or the Secretary 
of War, but it was sullicient that they were 
with the knowledge 
the department 
command in the State of Indiana, and in fact 
In many Cases they were called out by the 
Governor of the State without any authority 
derived from avy United States officer, because 
in his it was important to call them 
oul, but the call 


It was not 


troops should have been 


called out or consent of 


commander or the officer in 


Opinion 
having been assented to and 
conceded by the departmental commander to 
be right, and the troops having been employed 
after and having been 
properly called out, it was provided in the act 
of Congress that upon such finding the State 
should be reimbursed for those expenses. 
‘There was no pretense made at that time 
that the State should not be reimbursed for 
expenses unless the troops were called out by 
the President of the United States. They 


such call treated us 


were not even called out by the authority of a | 


corps commander, or at the request of any 
oflicer higher than the officer in command of 
the department or district of which the State 
of Indiana was a part, and part of the time the 
whole, and in fact the most of the calls were 
made by the Governor and afterward con- 
seuted to, expressly or impliedly, by the officer 


in command. So that so far as any objection 


is made that these troops were not called out | 


by the President or by the order of the Sec- 
retary of War, but only by General Sherman, 
or by General Thomas, or by General Bur- 
bridge, who | know was in command in Ken- 
tucky for a considerable time, it seems to me 
that objection is not well taken, because that 
was not required in the case of Indiana, and 
1 think was not required in the Missouri 
act, the West Virginia act, or the act in rela- 
tion to any other State that I know of. I 
deemed it but just to make this statement. 


Mr. STEVENSON. 


ator from Indiana exactly. He speaks my 
sentiments much better than I could speak 
them myself on this subject. But let us sup- 
pose for a moment that this statement of the 
Secretary of the Treasury is true, *‘ that they 
were in the service of the State of Kentucky 
by State authority, under officers appointed 
by the State, but were not called for under the 
authority of the President or Secretary of 
War.’’ He seems to think that that was final 
under this act. 1 do not understand the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to say that the Senate 
ought not to pay this claim. On the contrary, 
as I understand. 
He has never told me so, but I find that state- 
ment in the report of the adjutant general of 
the State ol Kentucky. 


he says we ought to pay it, 


But | come back now to the question as to 
these identical troops. Here is what General 
William ‘T’. Sherman says: 


Wasninoton, D. C., June 30, 1871. 


Leertify that, prior to beginning the Atlanta 
campaign, I sent for Governor Bramlette, of Ken- 
tucky, to come to me in Nashville, and in May or 


April, 1864, revealed to him the plans and purposes 
of the campaign, and that I expected him, as the 
xe ‘utive of Kentucky, to guard and protect our 
linesofsupply, all of which came through Kentucky, 
and to guard against raids or invasions from the 
east or west. lle expressed his perfect willingness 
todo so, and on the whole our lines were protected, 


and our success was thereby encouraged and in- 
sured. Myroute, as is well known, was to Savan- 
nah, Georgia, and thence to Washington, District 


of Columbia; so that Ldid not again see Governor 
Bramlette till the war was over, and was never able 


to ascertain how, or in wliat manner he disposed of 


his State militia to the end proposed; but I do re- | 


gard his efforts as meritorious to the cause of the 
United States to a high degree. 


W. T. SHERMAN, General. 
Here is the affidavit of General Burbridge : 
City oF WasuHinoron, D.C., April 29, 1869. 
This is to certify that Lam a citizen of the State 
of Kentucky, and in 1864 and 1865 I was a brigadier 
general of volunteers, and in command of the dis- 
trict of Kentucky; and while in command of said 
district (from April, 1864, to the summer of 1869) I 
employed in the United States service the capital 
guards and other State guards to take the place of, 
and do the services required by, the United States 
troops under my command, at various times, and 


the organizations aforesaid did perform guard and | 


picket duty while I was absent with my command 
on expeditions against rebel organizations in eastern 
Kentucky, Tennessee, and Saltville, Virginia. 

They were necessarily employed by me; and if 
they had not been furnished L should have been 
compelled to have kept a much larger foree of 
United States troops stationed in Kentucky to per- 
form that service, which would have defeated many 
of the expeditions which were successfully made. 
The Governor of Kentucky furnished the capital 
and other State guards on my order, aud the expense 


incurred on account of subsistence, transportation, | 
and ordnance, was necessary and for the benefit of 


the United States, and could not, at that time, have 
been dispensed with. The expenditures, therefore, 
charged to the United States in the eighth and ninth 
installments of the war claim of Kentucky, were 
properly chargable to the United States as a neces- 
sity, and the Stateof Kentucky should be reimbursed 
for the expenditures thus made. 


have no interest whatever in this matter, and 


make this statement to vindicate the military his- 


tory of my command. ; 
8. G. BURBRIDGE, 
Late Major General United States Army. 

Now I beg the attention of my friend from 
Vermont—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
time. 

Mr. 


My friend has it all the 


STEVENSON. I am_ exceedingly 


obliged to him, | know be is one of the most | 


attentive Senators in the Chamber, and one 
of the best posted men. 
that these troops were under State command, 


and that the service performed after the sur- || 


render of Lee and Johnston was unnecessary 
except for State purposes. 
read to him 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend will pardon 
me, before he reads I wish to call his atten- 
tion and that of the Senate to the difference 
between the two instances that he has read. 
He has read the letter of General Sherman, 
which, I have no doubt, states truly and with 
vandor ; the precise condition of things. It 
appears to have been addressed to the Execu- 
tive of the State of Kentucky, as Executive, 





I agree with the Sen- | calling upon him to perform the duty that be- 


My friend thinks | 


Now I want to | 
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longs to every State in this Union, to preserye 
the peace within its borders. Then he has 
read another certificate from a brigadier gen- 


eral, the name of whom I did not eateh——_ 


Mr. STEVENSON. Burbridge. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He states adifferent case, 
that he actually called into the service of the 
United States, apparently, taking the full mean- 
ing of his words, certain troops at certain 
times when he was absent upon certain raids. 
I do not mean to deny that on the case as 
stated by burbridge as to those particular 
troops that he refers to, and on the particular 
times to which he refers, it would be right and 
just, within the spirit of the act of 1861, to 
make provisions to pay the State of Kentucky, 


| As to the others, where the Executive was 


called upon, as Executive, to maintain peace 
in that State while the soldiers of the United 
States were absent, which every State is bound 
to maintain, the case may merit a different 
consideration. Therefore, all of my point is 
simply this, (if my friend will pardon so long 
an interruplion,) that, with a disposition to do 
to the State of Kentucky as we have done to 
Missouri and to West Virginia, | am willing 
to have an inquiry made on the same princi- 
ples, and give that Staite the same generous 
and liberal and fair justice that we have given 
to the others, and not undertake to determine 
on the snap of the whip, as the saying is, that 
Kentucky is entitled to over five hundred thou- 
sand dollars merely because on the 80th of 
June, with greater rapidity than even Sheridan 


rode to the battle of Cedar Creek, they hustled 
| this thing through half a dozen departments 


| on one day; notthat there was any intention to 


wrong the Government, but a laudable desire 
on the part of the Kentucky people to make 
great haste to get hold of the appropriation. 
Vhat is the distinction | make, and | am obliged 


| to my friend for permitting me to state it. 


Mr. STEVENSON, 


| always listen with 


| pleasure to the Senator from Vermont. He 








| 


|| of June, 1871. 


| Stanton the troops were paid. 


is generally well posted in subject-matters 
under his charge, and ou them he is always 
ready to speak. But I must say to the Sen- 


| ator that he does not understand this claim. 
| his claim was not hurried through. 


It was 
the 80th 
Now, like the Senator from 
Indiana, 1 was Governor of my State. | went 
in person to the Department and I received 


filed in 1866 and not audited until 


| from the Secretary of the Treasury the same 
| objection, that some of these troops had not 


been called for legitimately according to his 
construction of the act of 1861. I think it was 
in the year 1867 or 1868 that I came here in 
person. That objection was then removed, 
and in accordance with the ruling of Secretary 
That was the 
second installment. 

Now we come to the third. 
burried through? There has been no hurry 
in it. The State of Kentucky made her 
application under this act of 1861. She has 
waited years and years ; and when the amounts 
have been patiently examined and scrutinized 


How was it 


| and audited, when this identical claim has 


been submitted to the War Department, when 
the War Department says these accounts are 
entitled to be paid, and the War Office issues 
a requisition for the amount, when the Second 
Comptroller then registers it, having asked the 
opinion of the War Department, we are to be 
told that we are seeking to get this thing hastily 
through! 

But let me answer my friend on the point 
that these troops rendered service after May, 
1865, by the orders of the United States com- 
mander : 


“Thomas E. Bramlette states that during his term 
as Governor of Kentucky, from September, 1863, to 


| September, 1867, the militia called into the service 
| of the State for purposes of defense against the 


then existing rebellion against the Government 0! 
the United States, were at all times subject to the 
orders of the United States military commanders 
in Kentucky, and were employed on duty at such 
places as directed by such commanders. He states 
that the militia, or State troops, so called into ser- 


1872. 


_ 





vice were kept on duty only solong as it was deemed 
necessary by the United States military authorities. 
Jie states that the ‘State troops,’ as they were 
cailed, were called into service to supply the forces 
necessarily withdrawn from Kentucky and sent to 
the front in aid of the armies in the field, and that 
tuey were only retained in service until the danger 
of the occasion had passed. How long each com- 
mand was retained, when put on duty, and when 
discharged, will appear fully and accurately in the 
cecond volume of the adjutant general’s report of 
Kentucky, of September 1, 1867, in schedule B. He 
states that they were disbanded at the earliest day 
hat safety permitted.” 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. The fact that the militia 
of Kentucky was in the service of the United 
States and called out at the instance of an ofh- 
cer of the United States at any time after the 
ist of May, 1865, after the final surrender of 
Kirby Smith, might seem somewhat curious. 
Perhaps the Senate might require some explan- 
ation of why these militia were in service so 
jong after all hostilities had terminated else- 
where. I want to say to the Senator that the 
claims of Indiana for the services of her 
militia were filed in the War Department from 
time to time as they accrued, and in 1866 some 
two hundred and fifty thousand dollars, I 
think, of the amount had been examined and 
audited as correct, but I was then told as Gov- 
ernor of the State that the Government would 
pay none of those claims unless they were 
particularly examined by a commission; that 
there were certain questions in regard to call- 
ing out the troops that could not be settled 
properly in the Department, and I was required 
to take steps then to have commissioners ap- 
pointed to adjudicate those claims as had been 
done in these other States. 

Now, | ask the Senator from Kentucky if it 
would not be the shortest and best method, 
and one in harmony with what is required of 
other States, to introduce a bill, which will 
no doubt pass without opposition, to appoint 
commissioners to consider these claims, just 
as was done in the cases of West Virginia and 
Kansas and Missouri and Indiana? There can 
be no objection to the passage of such a bill. 
it puts the States on an equality. It treats 
them all alike, and I am sure the claims found 
by that commission will be promptly paid by 
the United States. According to the state- 
ment of the Senator, this claim ought to be 
paid; and as to the question of amount, why 


should it not be determined in the same way | 


that the other States were required to have 
their claims determined? 

Mr.STEVENSON. 
three States, I believe, that have had commis- 
sions; and I think they have been paid in full. 
‘The State of Missouri was paid six millions, | 
think. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. She was not paid any- 
thing for services after the termination of the 
war. 

Mr. STEVENSON. She was paid $6,000,000 
and she was not required even to do what we 
have been required to do at great expense. 
‘The finding of the commission was all that 
was required to get her pay. We have been 
required day by day and month by month and 
year by year to go to the Treasury Department 
after the War Department has passed upon our 
claim. After the accounting officers of the 
Treasury have passed upon it, we have still a 
large claim. I say that it seems to me unjust 
to the State of Kentucky that when we have 
complied with the law and obtained the judg- 
ment of the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury as well as of the War Department, the 
head of which sanctioned it by his finding and 
directed a requisition to be drawn in our favor, 
we are now told that we must have a new law 
passed and have ali these accounts examined 
de novo. 

But, Mr. President, the point has been made 
that these services were not rendered, or if 
rendered were not necessary to the United 


There have been only | 


| 
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| tion of the Supreme Court of the United 


| if it had not expired, it would be a serious 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





2813 








] 
States after the surrender of Lee and Johnston. || States have received the same that she now 


Governor Bramlette states that they were dis- 
banded at the earliest day public safety per- 
mitted : 


‘*He further states that the necessity for such 
forces arose in this way: under an act of Congress 
to provide for the defense of Kentucky, twenty thou- 
sand volunteers for two years’ service, ‘within the 
State ofKetucky,’ were authorized to be raised. They 
were raised, but it became necessary to move most 
of them to the front, though they had enlisted to 
serve in Kentucky and for Kentucky defense. To 
supply the place of these forces the ‘State troops’ 
were raised, and the militia at various times and 
places were called into active service. When the 
occasion for their services had passed and it was 
deemed safe to disband them, they were disbanded, 
and were never kept on duty beyond the time their 
services were necessary for defense.” 


This statement is sworn to by Thomas E. 


1] 


Bramlette. 1] 


Still further : | 


“D. W. Lindsey on oath states that he was the 
adjutant general of Kentucky during the time from 
about August, 1864, until September, 1867; that the 
troops above enumerated by battalions and com- 
panies were held in service by the State from the 
date of their muster in as per muster-in rolls until 
their muster out as of dates above stated; that they 
were kept in service until those dates owing to the 
unsettled condition of the country and the presence 
of armed bands of guerrillas, bushwhackers, and 
outlaws; that the service of said troops until mus- 
tered out was regarded as essential to the peace and 
safety of the State, and they were mustered out of 
service as early as it was considered prudent to dis- 
band them. He further states that said troops did 
good service, always acting with the United States 
troops and subject to the orders of the United States 
officers.”’ 


I do not desire to detain the Senate longer | 
in the presentation of this claim. It is a very 
simple matter, one which addresses itself to 
the conscience of every Senator upon this 


floor. Many of the States have been paid in | 
full five times as much as Kentucky ever | 
claimed. Kentucky has not been paid more 


than one half, or a little over half, of what 


| she has filed claims for in the Treasury De- 


partment. She has pursued diligently the 
exactions of your law. She has waited pa- 
tiently until her claims could be audited by 
the Treasury Department. She has the sane- 
tion of the War Department that these troops | 
rendered service, and she has the sanction of 
the Secretary of the Treasury in saying that 
this claim ought to be paid by Congress, though 
he thinks not perhaps to its full extent. When- 
ever the accounting officers and the Secretary 
of War have passed upon a claim of this kind, | 
the Secretary of the Treasury has no authority | 
to attempt to diminish it one iota. In addi- 
tion to all that, we have an express adjudica- 


States that if this appropriation had not lapsed, 


question with them whether they would not 


promptly direct the Secretary of the Treasury |) 


to reissue this warrant. 

Mr. President, Kentucky comes as no pen- 
sioner; she is no mendicant seeking the chari- 
ties of the Federal Government. She was a 
border State, and suffered largely. She was 
the first to respond to that ery, that Mace- 
donian cry for help, in the dark days of July, 
1861. Other States have been paid, and paid 
three or four times as much as she has asked. 
She asks nothing now that every accounting 
officer named in the act of Congress has not 
said was her due. She asks pay for the ser- 
vices of no troops which the War Department 
has not said she is entitled to. It is with the 
Senate, not with me, to decide whether the 
claim shall be allowed or rejected. 

I have at least attempted, weak, physically 
disabled as I am, and I know most imperfectly 
and satisfactorily attempted, to discharge my 
duty to this Commonwealth. Sir, the Senate | 
never can, and never will pass upon a claim | 
that is more just, more honest, and more up- 
right than this. No claim has ever been pre- 
sented to the Senate which 


has been more 


| 





thoroughly examined, more thoroughly passed | 
upon; and it is one which two Departments | 


have said is due. 


asks, and more. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the Senator mean 
to say that other States have received any 
compensation for the services of their militia 
in any form after the Ist of June, 1865? 

Mr. STEVENSON. I do say that, as I am 
informed—I only speak from information— 
other States have received such pay. If the 
United States officer in command called in 
1865 for State troops and employed them, I 
cannot, to save my life, see why the public 
necessity might not have been as great then as 
at any period during the war. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not intend to go 
into an argument with my friend. I merely 
wish to get at the historic fact. If he knows 
of any instance in which after the Ist of June, 
1865, State militia in any of the States have 
been paid, I should like to have him state it. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Lunderstand that States 


| have been paid for services rendered after May, 


thereof; 


1865. Thatis my information. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Can my friend name the 
instance ? 

Mr. STEVENSON. I cannot now without 
information. I have derived that information. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It would be quite import- 
ant to have that information. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I should state to the 
Senate before | conclude that this was only 
half or litthe more than half of the installment 
which was presented. Kentucky has now a 
large amount unadjusted in the Department. 

Mr. SAWYER. I have no doubt that the 
Senator from Kentucky is entirely right in 
supposing that a large amount of money is 
still due to that Commonwealth for troops em- 
ployed in the service of the United States 
during the war, but I think that the accounts 
made up in the War and Treasury Depart- 
ments were made up on a different basis from 
that which was employed in making up the 
accounts of Missouri, of West Virginia, and 
Indiana, and I propose to offer for the amend 
ment of the Senator from Kentucky a substi- 
tute, which I send to the desk and ask to have 
read. 

The Cuter CLerk. It is proposed to amend 
the amendment by striking out all after the 
word ‘' that’’ and inserting: 

There be allowed and paid to the State of Ken- 
tucky all sums of money expended by said State in 


the arming, equipping, and paying ot troops organ- 
ized under the authority of said State during the 


|| recent rebellion and employed in concert with the 


Federal authorities in suppressing insurrection 
against the United States and enforcing the laws 
but no such payment shall be made tor 
troops employed or expenses incurred after the Ist 
day of May, 1865. And for the purpose of ascertain- 


| ing the amount due to said State tur moneys #0 ex- 


| thereof 


pended the Secretary of War shall immediately 
after the passage of this act, by commission or 
otherwise, cause the accounts to be examined and 
report made to him of the amount due, which being 
approved by the Secretary of War, and by lim cer- 
tified to the Secretary of the Treasury, the amount 
shall be allowed and paid to said State: 
Provided, That in the adjustment of accounts under 
this act no greater rate of compensation shall be 
allowed than was provided for by the laws of the 
United States applicable to the arming, equipping, 
subsisting, and payment of volunteers in force at 
the time of the enrollment of such troops by the 
State of Kentucky. 

Mr. SAWYER. Ido not propose to com- 
ment upon the character of this amendment ; 
it speaks for itself; but I send to the desk to 
be read the opinion of the Secretary of the 
Treasury on this case. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I should like to inquire 
of the honorable Senator from South Carolina 
why he wants to cut Kentucky off from all 
inquiry as to the pay of troops after the Ist of 
May, 1865, if she furnished troops that were 
under the command of ‘and required by any 
officer of the United States Army ? 

Mr. SAWYER. If the Senator will listen 


to the opinion of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury upon this point, I think his question will 
be answered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Besides all that, other || munication will be read. 


The com- 
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He The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

iF Treasury DerarTMeENT, 

i WASHINGTON, August 2, 1871. 
Opin tof the Seerctary of the Treasury in the matter 

2 ‘ m of the State of Kentucky for reimburse- 
it) ment of the aum of $525,258 72 paid to State militia 
} for #ervr_ces rendered during the years 1863, 1864, 1865, 


an i 1866, 


This claim was filed in 1866, 
the provisions of an act to indemnify the States for 
expenses incurred by them in defense of the United 
States, approved July 27, 1861. 

Secretary Chase, 
of this aet prescribe da series ol rules, the second of 
which is in these words: 


eEPed 20 ! dee. ew. 
i 


’ “It is only for expenditures on account of troops, 
; officers, or men that have been, or may be, mustered 
i and received into, or actually employed in, the ser- | 
vice of the United States, that reimbursements will 
be made, 
Organizations raised, or attempted to be raised, 
but not mustered and received into or actually 
employed in theservice, will not be recognized. Nor 
will any reimbursement be made by the United 
States of expenses incurred in organizing, equip- | 
i ping, and maintaining troops for State purposes, or 
bi home guards, whether called out by State or other 
; local authority, unless such troops were called out 
and such expenditures incurred at the request or 

under the authority of the President or the Secretary || 

ol W r.”” | 

It is not contended that the troops for whom reim- 

bursement is asked were ever mustered into the 
ervice of the United States, nor is it contended that | 
they were called out at the request or under the 
authority of the President or the Secretary of War. 

Upon these facts the rule quoted is a bar to the 
claim. 

It is, however, sought to bring the claim within 
the rule, and in support of this effort special refer- 
ence is made to the certificate of General Sherman, 
the communication of General Vincent, and the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of War. The certificate of 
General Sherman is as follows: 

Wasuinoton, D.C., June 30, 1671. 

1 certify that prior to beginning the Atlanta cam- 

; paign | sent for Governor Bramlette, of Kentucky, 


to come to me in Nashville, and in May or April, 
1864, revealed to him the plans and purposes of the 
cumpaign, and that I expected him, as the Execu- 
tive of Kentucky,to guard and protect our lines of 
supply, all of which came through Kentucky, and 
tog 

lle expressed his perfect willingness to doso, and on 
the whole our lines were protected and our success 
was thereby encouraged and insured. My route, as 
is well known, was to Savannah, Georgia, and thence 
to Washington, District of Columbia, so that I did 
not again see Governor Bramlette till the war was 
over, and Ll was never able to aseertain how or in 
what manner he disposed of his State militia to the 
end proposed, but 1 do regard his efforts as merito- 
rious to the cause of the United States in a high 


degree. W. T. SHERMAN, General. 


General Thomas M. Vincent, assistant adjutant 
general United States Army, in his communication 
dated June 50, 1871, after enumerating various docu- 
ments filedin the case, recommends “ that the troops 
be recognized as having been actually employed in 
the service of the United States, that recognition 


en nad See 6 Me 


a 


eee ar a ES oc oe CaN et 


act of July 27,1871, to indemnify the States for ex- 
i? penses incurred by them in defense of the United 
7 States,”’ 


On the same day the recommendation of General | 


Vincent is approved without comment by the Sec- 

; retary of War. 

: The claimants offer as a precedent the order of 
Secretary Stanton of July 9, 1867, whereby he recog- 
nized certain troops who had been called into ser- 
vice in the State of Kentucky in 1861. 

There is, however, a manifest difference between 
the two cases, ‘The troops whose services were recog- 
nized by Secretary Stanton were called into the ser- 
vice of the United States by General Nelson, who 

; was then an ollicer of the United States, command- 

ing under the President, and subject to the direc- 

tions of the Secretary of War. 

Upon a well understood principle, it was com- 
petent for the Secretary of War, or the President, to 
recognize these troops as having been called into 
service by proper authority, although neither the 


eit) President nor the Secretary of War knew of the call 
: untilatter it Was made, 

; i The order of Secretary Stanton was specific; it 
ae met the points at issue, and placed the troops called 


out by General Nelson within the second rule of 
Secretary Chase, before quoted. It is as follows: 
War DeprartTMent, July 9, 1867. 
[It appears from official reports of Major General 
George H. Thomas that on the 15th of September, 
1861, the home guards had been called out by Gen- 
eral Nelson, and were then inthe actual employment 
of the United States, and on duty as troops of the 


employed by General Thomas, | 
in the War Department no written or official evi- 


retary of War, General Cameron, to General Nelson, 
for calling out these troops, But the legal presump- 
tion is (under the special circumstances then ex- 
isting) that proper authority was given. 





when providing for theexecution | 


being deemed necessary by the Treasury Depart- | 
ment in order that the claim may be allowed under | 


dence of authority granted by the President or Sec- | 


and it is made under 





uard against raids or invasions from east or west, | 








United States, and were continued on duty, and were | 
a. 
There appears to be | 











This Department is therefore of opinion thatthe 
home guards mentioned were actually employed in 
the service of the United States under proper and 
legal authority, and should be regarded as such by 
the accounting officers of the Government. 

EDWIN M. STANTON, 
Necretary of War. 

In the case under consideration the troops were 

not called into service by the authority of the Pres- 


ident, or of the Secretary of War, or by any officer | 


| of the regular or volunteer Army of the United 


States; but they were inthe service of the State 
of Kentucky by State authority, ginder officers ap- 
pointed by the State, and, as far as is shown by the 
evidence, they were never attached to the com- 
mand of any oilicer ofthe Army of the United States. 

It appears to be true, as stated by Governor 
Bramlette, and by General Lindsey, the adjutant 
general of Kentucky, that during the period men- 
tioned the troops acted in concert with the United 
States forces, and regarded the orders of the United 


|| States officers. 


General Lindsey, in his affidavit of July 12, 1870, 
says that “the troops referred to were directed in 
every way to codperate with the United States 
troops, and to obey and carry out all orders and 
instructions givento them by United States oflicers.’’ 

A considerable portion of the service for which 
reimbursement is asked was performed after the 
surrender of Lee and Johnston, and the mustering 


out of the troops was by State authority, and at | 


various times, from the 10th of January, 1865, until 
the 23d of October of the same year. 

Adjutant General Lindsey says *‘that they were 
kept in service until those dates, owing to the unset- 
tled condition of the country, and the presence of 
armed bands of guerrillas, ‘bushwhackers,’ and other 
outlaws; that the service of said troops until mus- 
tered out, was regarded as essential to the peace 
and safety of the State, and they were mustered out 
of service as early as it was considered prudent to 
disband them.” 

The act of July 27,1861, has received a legislative 
construction by the act approved July 17, 1862, (12 
Statutes, page 600,) entitled “*Anacttoallowand pay 
to the State of Missouri the amount of money ex- 
pended by said State inthe arming and paying of 
troops employed in the suppression of insurrection 
against the laws of the United States.” 

In that act provision is made for an allowance 
to the State of Missouri ‘“‘for all sums of money 


| expended by said State in the arming, equipping, 


subsisting, and paying of troops organized underthe 
ordinances of the convention of said State, passed 
during the year 1861 and employed in concert with 
the Federal authorities in suppressing insurrection 
against the United States and enforcing the laws 


thereof.’’ An act approved Aprill7, 1566,(14 Statutes, | 


Mies 38,) entitled ** An act to reimburse the State of || 
Missouri for moneys expended for the United States 
in enrolling, equipping, and provisioning militia | 


forces to aid in suppressing the rebellion,” author- 

izes the commissioners appointed ** to ascertain the 

amount of money expended by the State of Mis- 
* # 


souri,”’ . * “allowing only for dis- 


ursements made ¢ ‘ its assumed by the State | 
b ments made and amounts med by the Stat 


for enrolling, equipping, subsisting, and paying such 
troops as were called into service by the Governor 
at the request of the United States department com- 


mander commanding the district in which Missouri 


, 


may, at the time, have been included 


The first statute referred to proceeds upon the | 


theory that State troops employed to act in con- 
cert with the United States troops could not be 
paid under the act of July 27, 1861; and the statute 


| of April 17, 1866, is equivalent to a declaration that 
| troops ce 
| though at the request of the United States depart- 


called into the service by the Governor, 
ment commander, could not be recognized under 
the act of July 27, 1861. 

The propriety and legality of the rules made by 
Secretary Chase have thus been recognized and 
affirmed by subsequent legislation. 

General Hewitt, agent forthe State of Kentucky, 
in his written argument filed in the case, admits 
that the Secretary of the Treasury, in recognizing 
the claim, must declare in effect that the second 
rule of Secretary Chase, already quoted, is invalid, 
as being contrary to law. 

General Hewitt, reterring to the second rule, uses 
this language: 


” 


of other conditions. 

The second rule adopted under it must be con- 
strued by it; and, if repugnant to it, the law pre- 
vails. 

The first clause of the rule conformed to the law. 
It authorizes the payment of expenditures on ac- 
count of troops “actually ’’ employed in the service 
of the United States, but the last clause does not; 
for nothing in the law requires that the troops 


should have been called out and the expenditures | 


incurred at the request or under authority of the 
President or Seeretary of War. ae 
I agree that the claims cannot be paid if the sec- 


| ond rule referred to is observed by the Secretary of 


the Treasury; but I do not admit that the rule in 
question was contrary to law, or that it limited un- 
reasonably the scope of the statute. 

There are, however, two other sufficient answers 
to the suggestion, one is that the present Secretary 
of the Treasury would not be justified in setting 
aside a rule of his predecessor unless the reasons 
requiring it are imperative; and secondly, the rules 
were prepared and made known to the country be- 
fore any considerable expenses were incurred by the 


“the Treasury Department could | 
make no rule to limit or restrict the operation of | 
this act, by requiring evidence of the performance 
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several States, and long before the expenses were 
incurred which are the basis of the claim under 
consideration. 

‘The State of Kentucky, therefore, in common with 
other States, had knowledge of the rules by which 
the Department would be governed in passing upon 
such claims as might be presented for the services 
of troops employed in suppressing the insurrection. 

These considerations, taken in connection with 
the fact that Congress on two occasions has given q 
legislative construction to the act of 1861 consistent 
with the ruies then established by Secretary Chase 
leave no ground on which this claim can be paid 
without the specific authority of Congress. 

It is also suggested in the argument of General 
Hewitt that, inasmuch as the claim has been passed 
by the accounting officers, the Secretary of the 
Treasury has no discretion in the matter, and that 
it is his duty to sign the warrant and allow pay- 
ment to be made, whether or not such payment js 
approved by his own judgment. ; 

This theory of the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury cannot be admitted. Every Seeretary of 
the Treasury, as faras Iam informed, has practically 
recognized it to be his duty to pass upon all claims 
as far as they are brought to bis notice; and in no 
instance in the history of the Government has this 
power on the part of the Secretary of the Treasury 
been waived. 

such is my conviction of the necessity for its ocea- 
sional exercise that I shall do nothing calculated 
to impair the authority of the Department in this 
particular. ” wi i . . - * * 

Alter careful consideration, I am of opinion that 
the act of July 27, 1861, does not authorize the Secre- 
tury of the Treasury to pay the claim of the State 


of Kentucky. 
GEO. S. BOUTWELL, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Mr. SAWYER. I have very little to add 
to what has been read as the opinion of 
the Secretary of the Treasury on this point. 
It is seen that it is held by the Secretary of tle 
‘Treasury that while these troops when they 


| were first employed were employed to protect 


the rear of General Sherman’s army, during 
a considerable portion of the time for which 
the accounts were made up to the accounting 


| officers of the Treasury Department, they were 


actually employed in doing police duty for the 
State of Kentucky; they were not guarding 
the rear of General Sherman’s army, aud 
indeed there was no need of these State troops 
for the purposes of the United States in the 
prosecution of the war, but they were needed 


| simply to keep quiet in the State of Kentuck y— 
| a legitimate subject of expense to the State of 


Kentucky, and not chargeable to the United: 


States, 

Now, in view of the fact that the account as 
made up by the War Department hitherto and 
by the accounting officers of the Treasury De- 
partment included the entire period of their 
service until they were mustered out by State 
authority, some of them as late as October, 
1865, it is alleged that the payment of $625, 


| 258 72 1s more than is actually due and more 


than the United States is bound to pay under 
the laws governing the subject. With this view 
the amendment is proposed which will open 
the subject, cause it to be reéxamined by com- 
petent persons, and ascertained for how large 
a part of this sum the United States is in equity 
and by the law indebted to the Commonwealth 
of Kentucky. The object of the amendment 
is simply this, and nothing more: it is to du 
justice to Kentucky under the law of July 27, 
1861, and in accordance with the law which 
was passed on this subject onthe 17th of April, 
1866, in regard to the State of Missouri; 
whereas it is claimed that if this full amount 
was paid, more would be granted for services 


| rendered to the State of Kentucky than to other 


States in like circumstances. I trust that if 
we do anything with the amendment of the 
Senator from Kentucky it will be to substitute 


/for it the amendment which I have offered, 


which is carefully drawn with a view to the 
circumstances of the case, and to ascertain 
what is justly and equitably due, and then 


|adopt that if we do not decide to table the 


original proposition. 

Mr. MORTON. If there is to be no appro- 
priation made, but simply provision made for 
the appointment of a commission to examine 
the Kentucky claims, I think that provision has 
no place on this bill, and should not be put 


. 
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upon it unless it is in such a form that we are 
prepared to adopt it. 
by the Senator from South Carolina is not a | 
full one. 
for the State of Kentucky as the West Vir- 
ginia bill, to which | have had reference. For | 
example, it provides that there shall be a lim- | 
jtation against payment for any service since | 
the 1st of May, 1865. 
no opinion on that point, for 1 know that the 
condition of. Kentucky was much disturbed 
throughout the summer of 1865. I believe the 
United States commander had his headquarters 
at Louisville, and he may have had these troops 
called out to preserve the peace of Kentucky | 
after that time, and | am not prepared to say 
that the expenses allowed to Kentucky should 
be limited to the 1st of May, 1865. 

Now, I say to the Senator from Kentucky 
for one that if he will prepare a bill substan- 
tially like that for Indiana or West Virginia 
or the Kansas bill, | will vote for it, and I 
think there will be no opposition to getting it 
through in the morning hour. Such a bill | 
ought to be passed, because Kentucky has 
more or less a just claim, but I do not think 
either the original amendment or the substi- 
tute should go upon this bill. Therefore | 
move to lay the amendment and the substitute 
upon the table. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I ask the Senator to 
withdraw the motion. 

Mr. MORTON. Certainly. 

Mr. STEVENSON. 
posed by the Senator from South Carolina, I | 
presume, was dictated by the Secretary of the | 
‘Treasury. 

Mr. SAWYER. Certainly. 

Mr. SLEVENSON. A more unjust amend- | 
ment was never offered in the Senate of the 
United States. It is a usurpation of power 
that must be attended with evil consequences 
when any Secretary of the Treasury shall 
undertake to*ride rough-shod over not only 
his own accounting oflicers against law, but 
over the War Department. Why does the 
Secretary of the I'reasury, and upon what 
ground does the Senator from South Carolina 
uphold the Secretary of the Treasury in his 
daring attempt to say, ‘‘1 will not listen to | 
the War Department; its statements are un- 
true?’’ By what warrant of authority does | 
the Secretary of the Treasury undertake to | 
contradict officers of the Army whose state- 
ments have beer read to the Senate? Let me | 
tell my honorable friend from South Carolina, | 
for I propose to show him the injustice of 
which he is attempted to be made the instru- | 
ment by the Secretary of the Treasury 

Mr. SAWYER. Will the Senator allow me 
a moment? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Certainly. 

Mr. SAWYER. I was not aware there was 
any statement in anything which was read here | 
from the Secretary of the Treasury which dis- | 
credits the statements made by oflicers of the 
War Department. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I say it does, and I | 
propose to ‘show my honorable friend that it | 
does. I propose to stamp upon Mr. Boutwell | 
this act of injustice, and I intend to show his 
prejudice towards the State that I represent. 

He undertakes to say that no service was 
rendered under United State officers by State 
troops in 1865, and the Senator from South | 
Carolina proposes in his amendment to stop 
all inquiry, to take away from us the power to 
show that we rendered that service. It is pro- 
posed to cut us off so that we cannot have the 
power to show that we rendered service after 
the Ist of May, 1865. Is that justice? 

Mr. SAWYER. No; if my friend will allow 
me, it is not stated that there was no service | 
rendered; it is stated by the Secretary dis- | 
tinctly to the contrary. He says: 

‘A considerable portion of the service for which 


reimbursement is asked was performed after the 
surrender of Lee and Johnston; and the mustering 











1 would rather express || 


| 


: “% re om 1] 
It is not so faira bill, in my opinion, || 


out of the troops was by State authority, and at 


various times from the 10th of January, 1865, until 
the 23d of October of the same year.” 


I do not wish to interject a speech into the 


| speech of the Senator from Kentucky, but 


the point made is that they were doing State 
service and not United States service. 

Mr. STEVENSON. But the point I make 
upon the honorable Senator’s amendment is 
that he does not allow the State of Kentucky 
to show that the Secretary of the Treasury is 
mistaken. He assumes as a fact that no ser- 
vice was rendered after the lst of May, 1865, 
to the United States by the State troops of 
Kentucky. But I propose now to stamp the 
statement of the Secretary of the Treasury as 
absolutely untrue, by the statement of General 
Palmer. I will read it: 

** [was major general in the United States Army, 
and as such, commanded during a portion of the 
years 1865 and 1866 in the department of Kentucky. 
That State was in avery disturbed condition, being 
overrun by guerrillas, bushwhackers, and all other 
kinds of outlaws. The State maintained quite a 
force for some time which acted in conjunction with 
the United States troops in suppressing the disor- 
der attending upon the close of the war against the 
rebellion in these two years.”’ 

The Senator’s amendment cuts all that off. 
He does not permit us to show that; he does 


| not allow us to show that General Palmer’s 


statement is true. His amendment says no 
account shall be taken of service rendered 
after the 1st of May, 1865. As my honorable 


| friend from Indiana says, that would be the 


on || very acme of injustice. 
lhe amendment pro- || on _ 


If you do not choose 
to pay us, at least let us show that the service 
was performed. I do not know that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury has any more power 
than any other Secretary. I do not know that 
his ipse dixit is to contradict statements of 
men his peers in every particular. 

A strong hand and great prudence and judgment 
were required to keep peace and insure the safety 
of life and property in that State during this period. 
For the particulars of the service in which the State 
troops were engaged, I refer you to my orders, as I 
now suppose in the Adjutant General’s office. 

JOHN M. PALMER, 
Late Major General of the United States. 


Against that statement of General Palmer 
that in the years 1865 and 1866 the public safety 
required that these troopsshould be continued, 
that he gave his orders for that continuance, 
that they did render this service, is the mere 
ipse dixit of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
that the State of Kentucky’s hands shall be 
tied and she shall not be heard as to any ser- 
vices after the lst of May, 1865. Now, I 
know the sense of justice of my honorable 
friend would revolt at that, but it only shows 
the temper and the spirit of the Secretary of 
the Treasury with which he was prejudiced 


claim. 
Mr. MORTON. 
Mr. SAWYER. Will the Senator allow me 
one moment. I beg to call the attention of 
the Senator from Kentucky to the ‘circum- 
stance that these troops were mustered out 





Mr. President 


evidence that there was any consent of the 
United States to their being mustered out or 
that it was necessary. 


year 1865. We find it stated: ‘‘ some, however, 
were mustered out by State authority ’’—this 
comes from the adjutant general’s authority— 
‘‘as late as the 23d of October of the same 
year.’’ These troops were undoubtedly at the 





time they were mustered in that year exclu- 
sively under State control. 

Mr. STEVENSON. 
could be under State control when General 


Palmer says that both in 1865 and 1866 he | 


took command of these troops, and he refers 
to his orders now in the Adjutant General’s 
office to show that he not only commanded 
them, but that their services were essential. 
Do not let us misunderstand each other. 
Suppose they were mustered out under State 
orders; but suppose we show by the Iederal 


by State authority, and I have yet to see any | 


I cannot see how they || 
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generals that from May to October, 1865, 
these troops were kept under arms by their di- 
rection; that just what Governor Palmer says 
is true; that they were essential to protect the 
public peace, not only of the State, but that he 
himself in command and being the judge gave 
orders that they should be kept under arms; 
and suppose from May, 1865, to October, 1865, 
under United States officers they rendered this 
service, are they not entitled to be paid? 

The amendment of the Senator from South 
Carolina cuts offallthat inquiry. Ifhe had pro- 
posed a fullinguiry I should not have made so 
much objection; but | protest, not against my 
honorable friend, not against any Senator, not 
against anything that is said here, but against 
any official like the Secretary of the Treasury, 
against the examination, against the fidelity, 
against the labor of his own subordinates, 


| against the examination of the War Depart- 


ment, entering his edict and sending forth his 
order that such and such things must be done. 

Mr. MORTON. I think the State of Ken- 
tucky ought to be allowed to show that after 


| the Ist of May, in the year 1865, her militia 
|| was called out by the authority of an officer of 


| of General Sheridan at Chicago. 


the United States, General Palmer. How 
much she can show Ido not know. It may 
appear that General Palmer, although peace 
had been declared, took a different view of 
his authority as an officer of the United States 
from what he has lately taken of the authority 
[ Laughter. ] 
I have some knowledge of the disturbed state 
of Kentucky during the summer and part of 
the fall of 1865. Ithink the passage of the 
amendment offered by the Senator from South 


Carolina might be unjust to Kentucky. I am 


| unwilling that the claim of Kentucky shall be 


| from Kentucky. 


adopted in the manner proposed by my friend 
I think it ought to take the 
same course that the claims of other States 
were required to take, and he will have no 
difficulty in getting a bill through to that effect, 
I am very sure. ‘Therefore, I move to lay the 


| substitute and the original amendment upon 


the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Senator will 
withdraw that motion for a moment to let me 
say a word. 

Mr. MORTON. I will give one moment, 
but we ought to get through with this bill to- 


| night. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I know you ought to do 
it, but you do not want to do all the talking 
on your side. [ Laughter. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pome- 


ROY in the chair.) Does the Senator from 


| Indiana withdraw the motion? 


against the State of Kentucky and against her | 


| accused of usurping authority. 
They were absolutely || 
| under State control at that time during the 


Mr. MORTON. For a moment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam not accustomed to 
make long speeches to the Senate, and for the 
very good reason that it is difficult to get the 
Senate to listen even to short ones; but in the 
first place I wish to say a word for the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury of the United States. 
He is a man whom I have known a good 
while, and whom I never before kuew to. be 
The people 
by law and by the Constitution have placed 


| him at the gate of the people’s money, and 





they have confided to him the duty of resist 
ing attempts to get that money in ways that he 
may think are not warranted by law. If in 
any case he may be guilty of an error in re- 


| sisting unduly when he ought to have con- 


sented, the laws of the United States provide 
a means of redress; but he ought not to be 
assailed here or anywhere else even if he has 
committed an error, (which I deny,) for hav- 
ing committed that error under the circum- 


| stances of this case. 


When a Secretary of the Treasury, to whom 
is confided this high and responsible duty of 


| protecting the people’s money, he being the 
| chief responsible person for it, finds that out 


of all the routine of all the Departments a claim 
that has not been able to get through for years 
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on account of the legal difficulties in the way, 
uddenly gets hold of some plastic material 
all things smooth in the War De- 
partment, all things smooth in the Auditor’s 


the 
Ouice 


that makes 


, all things smooth in the Comptroller's 
otlice, all things smooth in his own ollice, be- 
cause he happens accidentally to be away on 
Lihat day, and comes home in season to arrest 
that performance, | say that the people of 
Kentucky who believe in the justice of their 
claim ought, as 
thank him rather than to condemn him for 
stopping that payment, in order that the peo- 
ple of Kentucky may not be subjected to the 
unjust suspicion and reproach of having had 
their agents manipulate @ claim which they 
just through all these Depart- 
ments in one day on account of the absence of 
the chief oflicer. So much for the Secretary. 

Now, Mr. President, as to this war after 
May, 1865. ‘The Senator from Indiana has 
said that he is not sure but that the amend- 
ment of the Senator from South Carolina may 
do an injustice to the State of Kentucky. 1 
undertake to say that there is no law of the 


believed lo be 


a part of this nationality, to | 


United States which authorized any general, | 


be he the General-in-Chief or the Lieutenant 
General, or any subordinate, to call into the 
service of the United States and to make the 
United States responsible for any troops in 
the State of Kentucky after the Ist day of 
June, 1865. I, therefore, any officer of the 


Army of the United States after that time | 


the United States 
for use in the State of Kentucky, for the pres- 
ervation of peace there, and the preservation 


called into the service of 


of the peace of the United States there, if you | 


please, the troops of Kentucky, it was known 
to the authorities of Kentucky, who responded 
to that call, that he had no authority to make 


it under the law; it was known to them that | 


he was calling upon them to do a duty which 





1} 
| 


belongs to every State to do, and that is, to | 
preserve the peace within its borders without || 
Kederal jurisdiction, and in a case in which | 


the Federal jurisdiction had no right to inter- | 


vene, until the Governor, in the absence of 
the Legislature, or the Legislature, if in ses- 
sion, should have called upon the executive 


authority of the United States for that assist- | 


ance, 

Therefore I think it is not so clear as my 
friend from Indiana supposes it may be that 
the amendment offered by the Senator from 
South Carolina is wrong; but at the same 
time if it might be, it is much better, as my 
friend from Indiana suggests, that we should 
dispose of this whole subject on this particu- 
lar deficiency bill in the way he has indicated. 

Mr. MORTON. Ll renew my motion. 

Mr. STISVENSON. IL should like to ask 
the Senator trom Vermont why he says there 
was no authority after the lst day of June, 
1865, to employ any State troops. 

Mr. MORTON. I insist upon my motion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am very ready to 
answer the question. I say it because it is 
the law, as | understand. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mo- 
tion is not debatable. It is to lay the amend- 
ment and the amendment to the amendment 
on the table. 

Mr. STEVENSON called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BAYARD. On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Khode Island, 
| Mr. Anrnony. ] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On this question the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. BLair] proposed 
to pair with myself, and I proposed to him 
to pair him with the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, [Mr. Cractn,] who has gone to New 
York. Unless the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire has made some other pair, | therefore 
announce for him that the Senator from Mis- 
souri is paired with the Senator from New 
Hampshire. 
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Mr. CORBETT. I am paired with the Sena- | 


tor from West Virginia, [Mr. Davis.] He 
would vote ** nay’’ on this motion, I presume, 
and I should vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

The call of the roll having been 
cluded, 

Mr. COLE. Having paired with my colleague, 


con- | 


[Mr. Casser.y,]who is out temporarily, who | 


would vote in the negative and I in the affirma- 
tive, I vote ‘‘nay,’’ on the same side as my 
colleague would vote if he were here, in order 
to make a quorum, 


The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 13; | 


as follows: 


Y EAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Carpenter, Chandler, Conkling, 
Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Frelinghuysen, Gil- 
bert, Hamlin, Harlan, Howe, Morrill of Maine, 
Morton, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Sawyer, 
Scott, Wilson, Windom, and Wright—26. 

NAY S—Messrs. Cole, Cooper, Goldthwaite, Ham- 
ilton of Maryland, Hill, Hiteheock, Kelly, Lewis, 
Ransom, Rice, Stevenson, Vickers, and West—13. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Blair, 
Brownlow, Cameron, Casserly, Clayton, Corbett, 
Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, 
Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Flanagan, Hamilton 
of Texas, Johnston, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of 
Vermont, Norwood, Patterson, Pool, Pratt, Robert- 
son, Saulsbury, Schurz, Sherman, Spencer, Sprague, 
Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, and 
Trumbull—35. 


So the amendments were laid on the table. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. The bill is still 
open to amendment, I believe. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. | It is. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I move an 
amendment on page 25, to come in at the bot- 


| tom of that page after the word ‘‘ delegate ;”’ 


in line six hundred and four, to insert the 
words ‘‘and two copies to the Library of Con- 
gress.’’ That relates to the Official Gazette 


| printed for the Patent Office, copies of which 


ought to go into the Library of Congress. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. On page 31 
move to insert after line fifty-five: 


To enable the disbursing agent of the joint Com- 
mittee on the Library to balance sundry fractional 
overdrafts in the following years: for the fiscal 
years 1871 and 1872, $257 08, the same to be placed to 
the credit of the funds named in the amount spe- 
cified to each, namely, fund for purchase of books, 
$12 98; fund for purchase of law books, $25 79; fund 
for purchase of periodicals, $2 65; fund for ex- 
change of public documents, $6 70; fund for repairs, 
&e., of buildings in Botanic Garden, $75 17; fund 
for improving Botanic Garden, $125; fund for con- 
tingent expenses of the library, $8 79. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CORBETT. I move the following 
amendment, to come in on page 33, after line 
seven hundred and eighty-eight : 

That all persons born in the district of country 
formerly known as the Territory of Oregon, and 
subject to the jurisdiction of the United States at 
this time, are citizens of the United States in the 
same manner as if born elsewhere in the United 
States. 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Is that in 
order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is in 
order. 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Is not 
this an appropriation bill? The Senator from 
California [Mr. Casser.y] is absent who took 
some exceptions this morning to the bill of 
the Senator from Oregon, and he would no 
doubt discuss it if he were here. I suppose 
it would take him by surprise, as it would the 
Senate generally, to see an amendment of that 
kind put on an appropriation bill. I move to 
lay it on the table. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment. 

Mr. STEVENSON called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I understand this to be 
the bill of the Senator from Oregon in relation 
to citizenship. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
so understands. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that is a per- 
fectly correct proposition in itself. I was sure 


| 
| 


| to offer an amendment. 
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prised and sorry this morning that any gentle- 
man should have objected to it. I should 
be willing to take the earliest opportunity to 
assist the Senator from Oregon to pass it into 
a law; but I do not think it right to put it 
on a deficiency bill. Therefore I shall vote 
against it. 

Mr. CORBETT. Mr. President 

Mr. CARPENTER and others. Let us vote. 

The question being taken on the amendment 
by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 26, nays 12; 
as follows: 
_ YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Carpenter, Chandler, Conkling, 
Corbett, Ferry of Michigan, Frelinghuysen, Hamlin, 
Harlan, Hitchcock, Howe, Morrill of Maine, Morton’ 
Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, Ramsey,Rice, Scott, Spencer, 
Wilson, and Windom—26, 

NAYS—Messrs. Cole, Cooper, Edmunds, Goldth- 
waite, Hamilton of Maryland,Kelly, Lewis, Ransom, 
Stevenson, Vickers, West, and Wright—12. 

ABSEN T— Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Blair, Brown- 
low, Cameron, Casserly, Clayton, Cragin, Davis of 
Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry 
of Connecticut, Flanagan, Gilbert, Hamilton of 
Texas, Hill, Johnston, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of 
Vermont, Norwood, Patterson, Pool, Pratt, Robert- 
son, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Schurz, Sherman, Sprague, 
Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, and 
Trumbull—36, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I have 
been requested by the Senator from Delaware, 
[Mr. Bayarp, ] who was obliged to retire from 
the Chamber in consequence of indisposition, 
It is intended to 





| avoid the covering into the Treasury of a cer- 






| able. 








| tain amount of money appropriated for the 
| construction of the pier at Lewes, Delaware. 


He said there would be no objection to it. 
They are now progressing with the work and 
expect to finish itinashort time. The amend- 
ment makes no appropriation of money at all. 
It is simply to insert the following section : 
That the appropriation for building a pier at 
Lewes, Delaware, contained in sections twelve and 


thirteen of the act approved July 15, 1870, entitled 
“An act making appropriations for gundry civil ex- 


| penses of the Government for the year ending June 
| 30, 1871, and tor other purposes,’’ be, and the same 


is hereby, continued until June 30, 1873. 

Mr. COLE. 1 think that ought not to be 
adopted. 

Several SENATORS. 
right. 

Mr. COLE. The same application will be 
made in reference to all the appropriations for 
works of like character, and they are innumer- 
If the appropriation should lapse, it 
can be reappropriated, and the same course 
pursued in regard to this work as others. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. They are 
working on this pier now, and it is not desir- 
abie that the appropriation should lapse. The 
appropriation is suflicient, I understand, to 
complete the work. There will be no difficulty 
about that, as I understand from the Senator 
from Delaware. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I had my attention called 
to this matter, and from the peculiar circum- 
stances of this case I do believe there is no 
other one like it. I think the amendment 
ought to be adopted. 

{r. COLE. I have here the tenth section 
of the deficiency bill of last year which is very 
brief. It is a provision of: the same kind as 
this, extending the appropriation to 1872. I 
will not read it, but merely state it. I think 
there is no use in extending this appropriation 
from year to year in this way, making it an 
exception over all others. 

Mr. SAWYER. I wish tostate with regard 
to this appropriation, that the bill making it 
originally was the only bill that was ever intro- 
duced and passed here by the late Senator 
from Delaware Mr. Willard Saulsbury, and 
I hope it will be allowed to pass now. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK. I offer the following 
amendment, to be inserted as an additional 
paragraph in the bill: 


To enable the Secre 
the annual salary of the 


That amendment is 


of the Treasury to pay 
nited States marshal in 


va 


1 





1872. 


Nebraska from the date of the admission of the 
State, at the rate of $200 per annum, $1,100, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary. 

[ desire to state that this is to correct an | 
omission in the act creating our judicial dis- 
trict. That act refers to the act of 1853, and 
omits the salary by mistake. The Committee 
on Appropriations have consented to the 
amendment, and | trust there will be no objec- 
tion to it. 

‘he amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. NYE. I move to amend the bill by 
inserting after line one hundred and ninety- 
three, page 9, the following: 


To supply a deficiency in the appropriations for 
printing, binding, and office rent in the Territory 
of Dakota, $6,000. 

This is for printing and the rent of two 
buildings. I send to the desk a communica- 
tion from the Comptroller to show what it is, 
which I ask to have read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 

_ Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
First COMPTROLLER’S OFFICE, 
January 20, 1872, 

Sir: I have the honor herewith to transmit the 
estimate of Colonel George A. Batchelder, secretary 
of the Territory of Dakota, of deficiency of appro- | 
priation for legislative expenses, &c., for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1871, and for deficiency for the 
expenses of his office for the present fiscal year. 
The appropriation for the fiscal year 1871 being ex- 
hausted, and none having been made for the fiscal 
year 1572, I respectfully recommend appropriations 
for the amounts as asked for in his letter. 

Very respectfully, yours, &ec.. be 

WILLIAM HEMPHILL JONES. 
Hon. JAMES A. GARFIELD, Fee. 
Chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I desire to enter 
a motion to reconsider what is known as the 
Morrill amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from New Jersey moves to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment known as the Morrill | 
amendment was not concurred in. 

Mr. CONKLING. I understand the Sen- 
ator to wish only to enter his motion, not to 
call it up at this moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
did not understand from the Senator whether 
he wanted action now or not. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator says he does 
not want action now. I move that the Senate 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. SPENCER. I hope the Senator will 





ehange that to a motion for an executive || 
session. \| 
| 
| 


Mr. CONKLING. I will if my friend will 
agree that when we get into executive session | 
he will not move to adjourn over until Monday. 
He is a little artistic in that. 

Mr. SPENCER. I shall not make that | 
motion. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
tive business. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Is it in 
order to move an adjournment until Monday 
next? If so, I make that motion. 

Mr. CONKLING. That motion is not in 
order whilethere is another motion pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It can only 
be considered by unanimous consent or by 
laying the pending question on the table. 

Mr. CONKLING., I object to it if it is not 
in order. 

Mr. HARLAN. | desire to give notice of 
an amendinent to the pending bill, and move 
its reference to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


so referred. 


It will be 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. | 


On motion of Mr. CONKLING, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive 
business; and after five minutes spent in | 
executive session the doors were reopened, | 


| 











| 


——— 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Fripay, April 26, 1872. 
The House met at twelve o’clock m. Prayer 


|| by Rev. J. M. Trimsie, of Columbus, Ohio. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. STORM. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have 
an error in the Journal of Wednesday cor- 
rected. I see [ am reported in yesterday's 
Globe as not voting for the second amendment 
of the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Houtman ] 
to the first secuon of the substitute for the 
Goat Isiand bill. when in fact | was present 
and voted for the amendment. The amend- 


| ment reads as follows: 


Add to the first section of the substitute these 
words: 

But no provision of this act shall take effect until 
the said Central Pacific Railroad Company shall 
have paid into the Treasury of the United States 
the sums paid by the Cnited States as interest on 
the bonds issued by the United States for the bene- 
fitof said company, and now remaining unpaid, 
namely, the sum of $5,089,215. 


I desire the correction to be made so as to 
make the Journal conform to the facts. I was 
anxious to have the amendment made part of 


the bill. 
ST. JOSEPH BRIDGE COMPANY. 


On motion of Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, 
by unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 1014) 
to authorize the St. Joseph Bridge-Building 
Company to mortgage its bridge, with the 
appurtenances and the franchises relating 
thereto, was taker from the Speaker's table, 
and read a first and second time. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


That the first section of the act entitled ‘* An act 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri river, at or near St. Joseph, Missouri,”’ 
approved March 5, 1872, be, and the same is bereby, 
amended so as to read as follows: 

Be tt enacted, &c., That itshall be lawful for the 
St. Joseph Bridge-Building Company, a corpora- 
tion organized for that purpose under the general cor 
poration laws of the State of Missouri, or its assigns, 
to construct a bridge across the Missouri river at o1 
near St. Joseph, Missouri, and to lay on and over 
said bridge railway tracks for the more perfect con- 
nection of any and all railwaysthat are now, or which 
may hereatter be, constructed to the Missouri river 
ator near St. Joseph, or to the river on the opposite 
side of the same near St. Joseph; and build, erect, 
and lay on and over said bridge ways for wagons, 
vehicles of all kinds, and for the transit of animals, 
and to provide ways for foot passengers, and to keep 
up, maintain, and operate said bridge for the pur- 
poses aforesaid; and that when said bridge is con- 
structed, all trains of all railroads terminating at 
said river, and on the opposite side thereof, at or 
near St. Joseph, Missouri, shall be allowed to cross 
said bridge for reasonable compensation, to be made 
to the owners of the same, under the limitations and 
conditions hereafter named. The owners of suid 
bridge may also charge and receive reasonable com- 
pensation or tolls for the transit over the said bridge 
of all wagons, carriages, vehicles, animals, and foot 
passengers. 

Sec. 2. That the fifth section of the act of which 
this is amendatory be, and the same is hereby, 
amended, so as to read as follows: 

Sec. 5. That the St. Joseph Bridge-Building Com- 
pany, after the passage of this act, shall not have 
the right to assign the charter which said company 
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DANIEL F. MILLER 
Mr. MecCRARY. I am instructed by the 


Committee of Elections to report the follow 
ing resolution: 

Whereas there is due to Hon. Daniel F. Miller, for 
expenses incurred by him in prosecuting his claim 
to a seat in the House from the first district of Lowa, 
in 1850, the sum of $1,000 allowed by a vote of the 
House of Representatives of July 29, 1850-— 

Mr. DAWES. I object to that resolution, 
and call for the regular order. 

Mr. McCRARY. | understand it is a priv 
ileged report. 

lhe SPEAKER. It is not a_ privileged 
report. The question of compensation of 
contestants in the existing Congress being 


| a privileged question has been decided both 


ways, but compensation for a contest in a 
former Congress the Chair considers a claim. 
If there were no objection, the Chairewould be 
happy to entertain the resolution. 

Mr. DAWES. I withdraw the objection. 

The Clerk again read the resolution, as fol- 
lows: 

_ Whereas there is due to Hon. Daniel F. Miller, 
for expenses incurred by him in prosecuting his 
claim to aseat in the House from the first district 
ot Lowa, in 1850, the sum of $1,000 allowed by a vote 
of the House of Representatives of July 29, 1850; and 
whereas, the sai Miller has assigned his claim for 
said sum to the Madison Library Association, situ 

ated at Port Madison, Lee county, Lowa, and has 
requested that thesame be paidin public documents: 
Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives be, and be is hereby, directed to furnish 
to the said Madison Library Association public doe 
umentsto the value of $1,000, including a complete 
set of the Congressional Globe, to be paid for out of 
the contingent fund of the House. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I thought the regular order 
had been called for. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman 
Massachusetts waived it. 


Mr. DAWES. 


from 


The law prescribes what 


shall be done with the contingent fund of the 


now holds by assignment from the St. Joseph and !! 


Denver City Railroad Coimpany, and which was 
granted to said last-named company by virtue of 
an act of Congress approved July 14, 1870, to any 
other company, person, or persons: nor shall said 
bridge-building company be permitted, under the 
said charter so obtained as aforesaid from the St. 
Joseph and Denver City Railroad Company, to con- 
struct any other bridge than the one now being con- 
structed at St. Joseph, Missouri: Provided, however, 
That nothing in this section contained shall prevent 
the said bridge-building company from mortgaging 
said charter and franchises held by it by assignment 
from the said railroad company, with the bridge con- 
structed or to be constructed thereunder, in the 
manner and for the purposes in and for which the 
said bridge-building company is or may be author 
ized by or under the laws of the State of Missouri 
to mortgage its property. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; 


and it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, moved to recon- || 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed; | 


apd also moved that the motion to reconsider | 


and (at six o’clock and twenty five minutes || be laid on the table. 


| 


p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


42p Conga. 2p Suss.—No. 177. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


j 


| the Globe, in 


House, and it never contemplated this con 
tingency. ‘The contingent fund of the House 
is guarded by a special act, and it caunot be 
diverted by a resolution of the House,although 
it ean, of course, by an act of Congress 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I object to the 
resolution, and demand the regular order of 
business. 


DR. JOUN EMILIO HOUARD. 


The SPEAKER, The regular order being 
called for. the House now resumes the consid- 
eration of the preamble and resolution re- 
ported from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
coming over from yesterday as unfinished 
business. ‘The previous question has been sec 
onded and the main question ordered ; and the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Banks} 
is entitled to the floor for one hour to close the 
debate. 

Mr. WILLARD. Will the gentleman yield 
to me for a moment, that | may have printed 
a portion of a document in my hand? 

Mr. BANKS. I will do so. 

Mr. DAWES. Is the hour now running? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. WILLARD. I ask to have printed in 
connection with this debate, 
some extracts from the argument of Judge 
Hoar, of Massachusetts, on demurrer, before 
the mixed commission on American and British 
claims, ip the case of Anthony Barclay vs. The 
United States. 

No objection was made; and the order was 
accordingly ordered. 

The extracts are as follows: 

I. National character of Anthony Barelay. 


For about twenty-five years the claimant has had 
a permanent domicile outside his native country, 
Great Britain. In 1858 he acquired a permanent 
domicile in Georgia, and continued that domicile 


| during the time covered by the treaty, namely, from 


April 13, 1861, to April 9, 1865. He became the owner 
of real estate in Georgia, in his own nanie, by abso- 
lute title. On the principal plantation he had his 
permanent residence with his family. He was em- 
ployed as a planter and cultivator of the soil, invest- 
ing capital in it and drawing his subsistence from 
it. He had no domicile anywoere elsv, and there is 
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no pretense of a purpose of abandoning his domicile. 


It was not «a commercial, but a personal domicile. 
All the labor, todustry, «kill, and capital he had 
were invested by him inthe soil of this territory. 
The tact tatecdlin this claim make the strongest 
case imaginable of permanent, absolute domicile. 
Under such circumstances, an inhabitant is a sub- 


ject of the sovereiguly within which he lives. He 
ind bis property are alike subject to all taxes and 
ilu post which that sovereign may or might choose 

impose for purposes of peaceor of war. (2 Kent’s 
Com.,, 4% p. 63; 3Greenl. Ev., see 259; Halleck’s 
Int. Law, 717, sec. 2g; 702. sec. 7; 705, sees. 12, 13, 14; 
I'wiss’s Int. Law, ii, 233, 205-09; i, 82, 83: Woolsey’s 
Int. Law, 67, 168; Act 1St i sec, 1; Act 
18i4 | 6: Proclamation by President, 6th 
August, 1806] i 24 April, 18 Wheaton’s Int. 
Law, (Dana ed ec 321-24: Story’s Confl. of 
Laws, * 68: Kent's Com ibridged ed.,) i, 217, 
22; The Franeis, 1 Gall., 314; The Ann Green, 1 
Gall., 267: The J ph, 1 Gall..568: Indian Chief, 3 
Rob... 12; Citto R 8: Cuarming Betsy, 2 Cr., 
64; Venus, & ¢ Mre. Alexander's Cotton, 2 


Wall... 417; Peterhoth,5 Wall., 60; Venice, 2 
274; Aun Catherine, 5 Rob., 167 

An inhabitant, so domiciliated civil and 
political to the local sovereignty, unless 
the sovereignty of his birth. This alle- 
gianece and obligation have no limits or qualifica- 
tions; and the mere fact that he may not have gone 
through the formsof naturalization would be, under 
the circumstances of bis case, immaterial, It would 
furnish no answer tothat sovereignty if it should see 
fitto make the same demand upon him as upon its 
native or naturalized citizens, for civil or military 
erviee in person, or contributions from his prop- 
erty, movable or immovable, for the exigencies of 
peace or war. l 


Wall,, 


owes 
illegiance 


a “uyuil 


Citati ms, | supra.) 
No power could call in question 
rights of the local sovereign, unless 
ereigoty of this inbabitant’s birth. Such a question 
suld not be settled bythe municipal law of the sov- 
ereigoty of his birth, but bythe law of nations. In 
the present state of the law ot nations it is extreme- 
ly doubtful it are any circumstances which 
would justify the sovereignty of his birth in inter- 
fering tor bis protection. If there be any it would 
is furnished proof that the local sovereign 

in Rome way attacked, through this person, the sov 
ereignty of his birth. Such would be, for instance, 
ts discriminating aguinst the claimant on 


absolute 
ine BOV- 


these 


it be 


1 
there 


be such 


laws or w 
necount of his nativity, orconnection with the coun- 
try of his birth, or in derogation of rights of that 


untry as recognized by international law. (Whea- 
ton’s Int. Law, (Dana’s ed.,) n. 49, p. 145, cases aris- 
ing out of bombardment of Greytown; Wheaton’s 
jut. Law, (Dana’s ed.,) n. 49, p. 145, cases arising out 


t bombardmentof Antwerp; ‘I'wiss’s Int. Law, i, p. 
: Hlaileck’s Int. Law, p. 691; Whitingon War Pow- 
ers, (ed. of 1871.) pp. 535, 337, doe. cited; Lord Pal- 
merston’s speech on the Greytown case, 19th June, 
Iso7, (Hansard, 3d series, vol. 146, p.41:) Sir Richard 


Bethell’s speech, same subject, (:4., p. 49;) Lord Jobn 
Kusseil’ speech, same subject, (h., p.ov; Lord Pai- 
merston’s speech on compensation for property of 
British merchants destroyed at Uleaborg, (4., pp. 
1045, 1046;) Vattel, (Guililaumin’s ed., 1863,) 11, p. 49, 
the Leghorn case; Lord Palmerston’s speech on the 
case xt Leghorn, (Ilansard, 3d series, vol. 113, p.635;) 
the dispatch from Prinee Schwartzenberg to Baron 
Ilutter, April 14, 1850, respecting the affair at Leg- 
horn, and the dispatch trom Count Nesselrode to 
Jaron Brunow, May 2, 1850, on the same subject. 
(These dispatches are found in a Spanish-American 


publication, Torres Caicedo Union Latino- Americana, 
pp. 344, 348;) Opinion of Atlorney General Stanbery 
on the bombardment of Valparaiso, (Opinions of 
Act. Gen., vol. 12, p. 21 between 
Mr. Marey and Count Sartiges, (ix. Doc. No. 9, Sen 
ate, Thirty-Fifth Congress, first session.) 


-) Correspondence 


Earl Granville fo Lord Lyona. 
Foreien Orricer, January 11, 1871. 

My Lorv: I have received your excellency’s dis- 
patch of Lhe 6th instant, inclosing a letter from Mr. 
Kirby, au English gentleman established with his 
tamily at La Ferte Imbault, complaining of the con- 
duct of the German troops in making requisitions on 
his property; and L have to instruct youto acquaint 
that gentleman that much as her Majesty’s Govern 
ment regret the inconvenience and loss to which he 
and histamily were exposed, it 1s out of their power 
to intericre to obtain any redress tor tim, inasmuch 
as foreigners residing in a country which is the seat 
of war are equally liable with the natives of that 
country to have requisitions levied on their prop- 
erty by the belligerents. 

I am, &e., GRANVILLE. 

Karl Granville to Mr. West, March 1, 1871, re- 
specting claims generally of British subjects domi- 
eiled in France during the Franco-German war; let 
ter of Mr. Hammond, March 28, 1871, directed by 
Lord Granville on same subject. (This correspond 
ence will be found in Blue Book tor 1871 on Franco- 
German war.) 

lt is not necessary to citizenship that the domi- 
ciled inhabitant should have the right to vote or 
hold political office. Whether he or any other in- 
habitant, native or of foreign birth, has those rights 
or not under the sovereignty under which they 
lived, and to what extent and for what purposes, 
political or economical, is a matter depending upon 
the discretion of that sovereignty, and changeable 
atany time. (Citations, supra.) 

Whether this claimant had or exercised right of 
voting or holding office for any and what purposes 
under the confederate authorities does not appear. 


A local sovereign has the right to the personal 
services of such domiciled inhabitant for police pur- 
poses and for defense in war, unless in case of war 
against the nation of his birth. No power can 
object, unless it be the sovereignty of his birth, and 
that sovereignty could not object except upon 
grounds previously stated, of discrimination against 
the inhabitant on account of and in derogation of 
that sovereignty. (Documents and citations, supra.) 


Mr. BANKS addressed the House. [His 
remarks will be published in the Appendix. | 

Mr. AMBLER. 1 move to lay the reso- 
lution and the pending amendments on the 
table. 

Mr. BANKS. I wish to withdraw my 
amendment which I offered last night to the 


amendment of the gentleman from Ohio. 


There was no objection, and Mr. Banks 
withdrew his amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. AMBLER. After consulting with my 
colleague on the committee and others who 
desire a direct vote on the amendment and the 
resolution, I will withdraw the motion to lay 
the resolution and the amendment upon the 
table. 

The first question was upon the amendment 
of Mr. Bincuam, to add to the resolution the 
following : 


Unless it shall be made to appear, upon investi- 
gation, to the satisfaction of the executive depart- 
ment, that said Houard had been held for and duly 
convicted of an offense committed by him within 
the jurisdiction of Spain, and has been prosecuted 
therefor under the authority of law and according 
to the regular course of proceeding usual in like 
cases, and that the privileges secured to citizens of 
the United States by the seventh article of the 
treaty of the United States with Spain, dated 27th 
October, 1795, were neither denied nor disregarded 
on his trial. 





lhe question was put; and there were 
118, noes 19. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


ayes 


The question recurred on agreeing to the 
resolution reported from the committee as 
amended, 

Mr. AMBLER. 
the yeas and nays. 

Ihe yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Can the resolution be 
divided in such a way as to allow us to vote 


Upon that question | ask 


| on that part which affirms that the citizen’s 


rights should be protected and that proposi- 


| tion which affirms that this man is a citizen? 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. We can demand 
a separate vote on the preamble. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I ask for a separate vote 
on the preamble. 

The SPEAKER. Then the yeas and nays 
will be considered as applying simply to the 
resolution as amended. 

The resolution reported by the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, as amended, was read as 
follows: 


Whereas Dr. John Emilio Houard has, after one 
year’s imprisonment, and trial by a military court- 
martial, been convicted of complicity in an insur- 
rection against the Spanish Government in the 
island of Cuba, and, upon said conviction, has been 
trausported to a penal colony of Spain for the term 
of eight years, from which conviction, sentence, and 
punishment he appeals for protection to the Govern- 
ment of the United States; and whereas it appears, 
first, that said Houard was a native-born citizen of 
the United States; second, that he never renounced 
his allegiance as such citizen, but, on the coutrary, 
has claimed to be,and has been enrolled by the 
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under the authority of law and according to the 
regular course of proceedings usual in like eases 
and that the privileges secured to citizens of the 
United States by the seventh article of the treat, 
of the United States with Spain. dated 27th Ootc. 
ber, 1795, were neither denied nor disregarded 
his trial. 

I he question was taken; and it was decided 
in the afirmative—yeas 143, nays 43, not vor- 
ing 54; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Archer, Arthur, Averil] 
Banks, Beck, Bell, Bingham, Bird, James G. Bigir 
Braxton, Bright, James Brooks, Buckley, Buffinton’ 
Burdett, Campbell, Cobb, Coghlan, Comingo, Con. 
ger, Conner, Cotton, Cox, Creely, Criteher, Crocker 
Crossland, Darrail, Davis, Dickey, Dox, Du Bose’ 
Duell, Duke, Dunnell, Eames, Eldredge, Ellioit, Ely’ 
Farwell, Forker, Henry D. Foster, Wilder D. Foster’ 
Garrett, Getz, Golladay, Griffith, Haldeman, Ha}: 
sey, Hambleton, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Harper 
John T. Ilarris, Havens, Hawley, Hay, John W' 
Hazelton, Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, Hill, Hol. 
man, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, Kenda} 
Ketcham, King, Lamison, Lamport, Leach, Lewis. 
Lowe, Marshall, McCormick. McCrary, McGrew’ 
McHenry, McIntyre, McNeely, Mereur, Merrick 
Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, Niblack. Packer’ 
Hosea W. Parker, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Perce, E)j 
Perry, Porter, Price, Rainey, Randall, Read, Ed- 


on 


| ward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, William R. Roberts, 


Rogers, Seeley, Sheldon, Sherwood, Shoemaker, 
Slater, Sloss, Snapp, R. Milton Speer, Thomas J, 
Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Stevens, Stevenson, 





Storm, Stoughton, Sutherland, Swann, Sypher, 
Terry, Washington Townsend, Turner, Tuthill. 
Twichell, Tyner, Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddeil, 
Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, Wallace, Wells, 


Whiteley, Whitthorne, Williams of Indiana, Jere- 
miah M; Wilson, Winchester, and Wood—143. 
NAYS—Messrs. Ambler, Barber, Beatty, Bigby, 
Austin Blair,George M. Brooks, Burchard, Freeman 
Clarke, Coburn, Dawes, Donnan, Finkelnburg, Frye, 


| Garfield, Hale, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, Hoar, 


Lansing, Maynard, MeJunkin, Merriam, Mouroe, 


| Orr, Packard, Palmer, Peters, Platt, Poland, Prindle, 





officers of the Government of the United States as a || 


citizen of the United States; 


shown by any form of proof that he ever became, | 
by any act, asubject or citizen of the Government || 
of Spain; and whereas it further appears that his | 
trial, sentence, and punishment have been in dis- | 


regard and violation of his undoubted rights as a 
cilizen of the United States, under the Constitution 
and laws thereof, and the treaty of October 27, 1795, 
between the United States and Spain: Therefore, 
Be it resolved, That, in the judgment of this House, 
the said John Emilio Houard was, and is, a citizen 
of the United States by birth and continued and 
uninterrupted choice, and, as such, is entitled to all 
and every protection from this Government, and, 
in the opinion of this House, the President should 
promptly demand his unconditional release and the 
restoration of his property, which has been confis- 
cated to the use of the Spanish Government, unless 
it shall be made to appear, upon investigation, to 


the satisfaction of the executive department, that | 


said Houard had been held for and duly convicted 


ot an offense committed by him within the jurisdic- | 


tion of Spain, and has been prosecuted therefor 


third, that it is not || 


Ellis H. Koberts, Rusk, Sargent, Scofield, Sessions, 
Shanks, H. Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, Taffe 
Upson, Wheeler, Willard, and John T. Wilsou—43 

NOT VOTitNG—Messrs. Adams, Ames, Barnum 
Barry, Beveridge, Biggs, Boles, Benjamin F. Butler, 
Roderick R. Builer, Caldwell, Carroll, William ‘I. 
Clark, Crebs, D> Large, Farnsworth, Charles Foster, 
Goodrich, Harm r, George E. Harris, Kerr, Kil- 
linger, Kinseila, Lynch, Manson, McClelland, Mc- 
Kee, McKinney, Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, 
Moore, Morey, Morgan, Pendleton, Aaron F. Perry, 
Potter,, Ritchie, Robinson, Roosevelt, Sawyer, Shel- 
labarger, Shober, Slocum, Worthington C. Smith, 
Snyder, Stowell, Strong, St. John, Thomas, Dwight 
Townsend, Van Trump, Walls, Warren, Wiliiams of 
New York, and Young—54. 


So the resolution, as amended, was adopted. 


During the call of the roll, 

Mr. BOLES said: I am paired on this ques- 
tion with Mr. Wituiams, of New York. If 
present, he would vote ‘‘ay’’ and I would vote 
See."" 

Mr. L. MYERS. My colleague, Mr. Har- 
MER, is paired with Mr. Ames, ot Massachu- 
setts. -Ilf present, my colleague would vote 
‘*ay’’ and Mr. Ames would vote ‘‘ no.”’ 

Mr. BANKS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


The question recurred upon agreeing to the 
preamble, to which Mr. Bixcuam had moved 
an amendment to strike out the words ‘ further 
appears,’’ in the last clause, and to insert in 
lieu thereof the words ‘‘is alleged ;’’ so that 1! 
would read as follows: 


And whereas itis alleged that his trial, sentence, 
and punishment have been in disregard and viola- 
tion of his undoubted rights as a citizen of the 
United States, under the Constitution and laws 
thereof, and the treaty of October 27, 1795, between 
the United States and Spain. 


The amendment was agreed to; and the pre 
amble, as amended, was then adopted. 

Mr. BANKS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the preamble was agreed to; andalso 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid ou 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMPsoN, 
one of their clerks, announced that the Senate 
had agreed to the reportof the committee oi 
conference upon the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses upon the amendment of the Senate 


| to House bill No. 1060, making appropriations 








A 


18) 
th 


1872 


for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
enses of “the Government for the year ending 
It une 30, 1878, and for other purposes, 

The message further announced thai the 
Senate hs id passed and re quested the concur- 
rence of the House in a bill of the followi ug 
itle: 

A bill (S. No. 857) granting a pension to 
Margaret H. Judd, ot Wilmington, Delaware. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DAWES. [ propose, before moving 
to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
tariff bill—— 

Mr. BANKS. I eall for the regular order 
if business | want a morning hour for tbe 
Committee on Foreign Affairs on priv: ate bills. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to report from the Committee of Ways 
and Means a bill to provide for the issue of 


bonds in lieu of destroyed or defaced bonds | 


of the United States. . 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular 
order. 

Mr. BANKS. | want a morning hour for 
private bills. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not desire to cut off 
the morning hour during the discussion of the 
tariff. But it is evident that in order to have 
a morning hour we must either sit evenings, 
or meet an hour earlier in the day-time. I 
think that during the discussion upon the 
tariff every member of the House would pre: 
fer to meet an hour earlier rather than to meet 
in evening sessions. For the purpose of test- 
ing the sense of the House upon that ques- 
tion I offer the following : 


Resolved, That on and after Monday next the | 


House will meet at eleven o’clock a. m. until other- 
wise ordered. 


Mr. SARGENT. How long is general | 


debate to run on the tariff bill? 

The SPEAKER. No order has been made. 
Is there objection to the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes?] 


Mr. COX. I object. 


Mr. DAWES. Is not the resolution in | 


order? 

The SPEAKER. Only by unanimous con- 
sent, as the rule fixes the hour of daily meet- 
ing, and the gentleman’s proposition is equiv- 
alent to a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. DAWES. Then I move that the rules 
be suspended and the House now resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union upon the tariff bill. 

Mr. BANKS. Is that motion in order until 
after the morning hour? 


The SPEAKER. It is in order to move, || order, whether, as a matter of procedure, the 


\| motion to go into Committee of the Whole on 


before the morning hour, to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole upon the special order. If 


the House shall agree to the motion it will be | 
for the Committee of the Whole to determine |} 


what business it will proceed to consider. 


Mr. DICKEY. Pending that motion, 1| 


desire to offer a privileged resolution. 
Mr. BANKS. We have lost the morning 
hour of Friday for two weeks past. 


Mr. DAWES. If I could get the resolution | 
adopted for the earlier meeting of the House | 


1 would withdraw my motion to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole. Pending the motion to 
go into Committee of the Whole, I desire to 
move that all general debate on the tariff bill 
shall terminate at three o'clock on Tuesday 
next. 

Mr. WOOD. Each member of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means desires one hour 
in general debate. I think other gentlemen 


should have an opportunity to discuss this | 


qrestion. 
Mr. BANKS. I ask that the rule be read. 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman indi- 
cate what rule? 
Mr. BANKS. I only speak from recollec- 


tion, that the motion of the chairman of the | 
Committee of Ways and Means (Mr. Dawes] || 


is not in order until after the morning hour. 
The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman is mis- 
taken ; the tariff bill is made a special order 


afterthe morning hour. But that does not de- 
prive the gentleman from the right to move to 
suspend the rules and to go into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union at any 
time. After the House shall have resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole, the committee 
cap determine what business it shall take up 
and consider. 

Mr. MAYNAR b. If the House shall re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole to- 
day, would not the Private Calendar be first 
im order? 

The SPEAKER. It would not, unless the 
House shall so determine before going into 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DAWES. I submit to the House that 
under the circumstances there should be no 
objection to going into Committee of the 
Whole upon the subject of the tariff. I do 
not know that any Committee of Ways and 
Means since | have been in Congress has 
labored under such embarrassments as have 
beset the present committee in everything 
it has undertaken to bring before the House. 
Ll am willing to surrender the difticult posi 
tion which has been assigned to me, and I 
think every member of the committe is ready 
to do the same. But something at least is 
due by the House to our committee; and 
when the House has voted that from last 
Tuesday, to the exclusion of every other 
order, the tariff bill should be considered in 
Committee of the Whole until disposed of, 


| it seems to me not an unreasonable request 


that the House now go into committee. The 
House, of course, will fix the time for term- 
inating debate. The only limit I want to 


|} put upon it is that which is most consistent 


with the dispatch of business. 
Here is my friend from Pennsylvania [| Mr. 


| Dickey] with a resolution in his hand for final 


adjournment on the 29th of May. 
Several MemBers. Wewill vote that down. 
Mr. DAWES. A resolution fixing that date 


| for final adjournment has already passed the 


Senate and been referred in this House to the 
Committee of Waysand Means. Our commit- 


| tee has considered the resolution; but until 


there has been some indication of the dis- 
position of the House upon the question of 
the tariff and other financial questions we do 
not feel at liberty to report it back. We are 
anxious to bring it back at the earliest possi- 


|| ble moment; but the country expects action 


of some kind upon thetariff question. Now | 
ask the House 
Mr. NIBLACK. I rise to a question of 





the Private Calendar does not to-day take pre- 


| cedence of the motion of the gentleman co 


Massachusetis, [Mr. Dawes. } 
Mr. DAWES. I am aware that a majority 
of the House can determine that question— 


| can say whether we shall go into Committee 


of the Whole upon the Private Calendar or 
upon the tariff bill. I know that the rules 
give priority on this day to private business. 


Mr. NIBLACK. I believe I have the right 


/ to submit that motion in preference to that 
| of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 


The SPEAKER. The question is for the 
House to decide. 

Mr. DICKEY. I desire to say a word. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts {Mr. Dawes | 
has indicated that I intend to offer a resolu- 
tion (of which I gave him notice) for final 
adjournment on the 29th of May. The Com- 


| mittee of Ways and Means have had a resolu- 


tion of that kind before them for a month or 


|| six weeks. 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I rise to a 
question of order. 

Mr. DICKEY. Of course you do. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I submit 
| that there is no debatable question before the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the 
| point of order. 


ST - a 
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Mr. BANKS. 1 ask the Chair whether the 
proposition of the gentleman from Massachu 
setts, the chairman of the Committee of W ays 
and Means, will not cut off the morning hour 
indefinitely ? 

The SPEAKER. That will be for the 
House to determine. 

Mr. BANKS. I mean if the House should 
sustain his motion. 

The SPEAKER. The question is within 
the power of the majority ot the House. 

Mr. BANKS. But lam sure that the House 
does not want to cut off the morning hour for 
the next two or three weeks. 

Mr. CONGER. I would inquire of the 
Chair whether a suspension of the rules does 
not require a two-thirds vote? 

The SPEAKER. The rules themselves spe- 
cifically prov ide that a suspension of the rules 
to go into Committee of the Whole may be 
agreed to by a majority vote. : 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. DICKEY. I rise to a question of 


|| privilege. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania | Mr. Dickey | rises to a ques 
tion more highly privileged than the motion 


| of the gentleman from Massachusetts, [ Mr. 


Dawes. | 

Mr. DICKEY. I desire to state 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman trom New 
York | Mr. Brooks] objects to debate. The 
Clerk will read the privileged resolution of the 
gentleman trom P ennsylvania, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, (the Senate concurring.) That the Presi 
dent of the Senate and the Spe aha r of = House of 
Re presentatives adjourn their respective Houses for 
the present session on Wednesday, the 29th of May 
next, at twelve o’clock m. 

Mr. DAWES. 
say a word. 

Mr. DICKEY. I object unless I can also 
have unanimous consent to say a word. This 
privilege ought to be reciprocal. 

The SPEAKER. This resolution is debat- 
able within narrow limits, upon considerations 
atfecting the order of business. 

Mr. DAWES. Then I desire to say, Mr. 
Speaker, that the passage of this resolution 
would send it over to the Senate for con 
sideration there. Jt would not be a coneur- 
rence technically with the original resolution 
which has been passed by the Senate, and is 
now in the hands of the Committee of Ways 
and Means. it is no violation of the secrets 
of that committee for me to say what I have 
already stated in substance, that the committee 
have considered the public business in con- 
nection with that resolution. They have had 
a conference with members of the other branch 
in reference to the public business, to ascer- 
tain whether it is possible to close the session 
on the 29th of May 

If the House work from eleven to five o’ clock 
having a morning hour each day, the committee 
will not ask any evening session at present. 
They are of the belief that the public business 
can be carried through in time to adjourn on the 
29h of May. If we pass the resolution inthe 
Committee of Ways and Means, that takes it 
beyond any contingency or emergency, and the 
two Houses would be obliged to abandon here 
on the 29th of May whatever important measures 
should be pending and unfinished. Therefore 
as a matter of wisdom and precaution | think 
the House at this time should not determine 
when we are to adjourn. We ought not to 
determine now that we shall adjourn on the 
20th of May. ‘Thatisthe reason, Mr. Speaker, 
that the Commiitee of Ways and Means have 
kept that resolution from the Senate until this 
time. It was not for the purpose of prolong 
ing the session. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I desire to make an in 
quiry of the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways aud Means. How much time are we to 
understand is to be awarded for debate, and 


I ask unanimous consent to 
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for the consideration of the yreat question of 


the tariff? 
‘+ 


Mr. DAWES. It opinion of the 


committee there should be abo 


was the 
it one week's 
il debate on “tg tariff. 


Mr. CAMPBEL 
ther quesuion, a 


peners 
Allow me to ask an 
Massa 
chusetts but a moment ago proposed to eut 


gentieman from 
off debate on th great question in which 
40 de ‘ ply interested, he 
on Puesday next. 
gentleman did not hear 


the whole country 
great question ot lhe session, 
Mr. DAWES. Lhe 
my remarks. 
Mr. CAMPBELI 


que ion under Con 


They have had this 
sideration for five months, 
and yet they propose to cut olf the debate on 
Puesday next 

Mr. DAWLS. Ihe motion | made Was ac- 
cording to the opinion of the committee. The 


general allan of the committee was at that 


lime we were going into this debate last Tues- 
day | propose the same time now, knowing 
if the Hou feel differently they can extend 
it; it was that | might indicate to the House 
the anxiety of the Committee of Ways and 
Means to take the shortest possible time. 1 


propose to sit here to-morrow for that purpose, 
and to devote to it every day except the morn- 
ing hour, which is to be between eleven and 
the remainder of the day until 
up to five o'clock beimg devoted to the consid- 
eration of the taritf question 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I desire to say that so 
far as | am concerned, or whom | 
adjournment 
Is considered 


! \ 
Lwelve Oo Ciock, 


those tor 
speak, we are opposed to any 
until the question of the tariff 
and acted on. 
Mr. DAWES 
Mr. DICKEY. 


iution, 


So am I, too. 

Having moved this 
| certainly am entitled to say a word in 
favor ot it 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. 


reso- 


Mr Speaker, ] find 


this statement in the morning papers. I wish 
Lo know lf it is Correct: 
* Adjournment. Several members have called 


upov the Ways and Means Committee to ascertain 
when they propose reporting the adjournment reso- 
lution, but failing to get a satisfactory auswer, a 
movement will probably be made to instruct the 
ommittee to report back the resolution. The Ad- 
ministration is anxious tor the adjournment of 
Congress before the meeting of the Philadelphia 
onvention,. 

Is that correct or not? 

Mr. DAWES. Lknow nothing about that. 

Mr. DICKEY. 1 believe Tam entitled to 
a moment, having moved the resolution. 

Phe SPEAKER. The gentleman trom Penn- 
ylvania who moved the resolution is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. DICKEY. I merely wish to hold the 
floor fora moment. This 
and Means had a resolution precisely in char 
acter with the one | now offer. It was sub- 
mitted tothem three months ago. They have 
been during those three months, indeed through 
the entire session, incubating the tariff pro- 
We have the result of that incubation 

his proposition reported from the 
Committee of Ways aud Means, and which they 
have hatched out, is to be taken as the views 
of the House on this question. 

Mr. COX. I[risetoa point ol order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state 
his point of order. 

Mr. DICKEY. In view of the fact I have 
stated I hold the House is just as able to vote 
on my resolution now as at any other time. 


posed. 
before us. 


Mr. COX. Is debate in order on a resolu- 
tion to adjourn? 
The SPEAKEI A resolution for final ad- 


journment is debatable within certain limits. 
it is in order to debate in reference to the con- 
dition of the publie business. 

Mr. COX. If the resolution is debatable, 
we on this side of the House will have an 
opportunity to say something. 

Mr. DICKEY. The result of that long 
incubation on the part of the Committee of 
Ways and Means is now before the House. 
The public business is before the House. The 
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Committee of Ways and Means do not pro- 
pose to report anything further. We are as 
competent to tell whether we can dispose of 
the tariff in a month as they are. I do not 
believe that when the House of Representa- 
tives referred that resolution to them for con- 
sideration they charged the Committee of 
Ways and Means with the full control of that 
question. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. [rise to a point of 
order. Members are so crowding around the 
gentleman who is addressing the House that 
we in this part of the Hall cannot hear him 

The SPEAKER. Members will please re- 
sume their seats. 

Mr. DICKEY. I believe this is the first 
time in my life when any one supposed that | 
could not talk Joud enough to be heard. 
| Laughter. | 

I wish to say, in answer to the suggestion of 
the chairman of the Committee of 
Means, that a great emergency might perhaps 
arise, and that, having cousented to the Senate 
resolution, we would then be incompetent to 
consider thatemergency. Joint resolutions for 
the adjournment of the Senate and House of 
Representatives have been frequently reconsid- 
ered by the joint action of both Houses. The 
time has been extended in former instances, and 
the same thing can be done again. Butif we fix 
a day certain, and work up to that day, not- 
withstanding all the labor which would have 
to be bestowed upon this immense production 
of the Committee of Ways and Means which 
they have submitted to the House, I think that 
by adopting this suggestion of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes,] and meet 
ing each day an hour earlier and adjourning an 
hour later, we might possibly get through in a 
month. I would remind the House that the 
appropriation bills are further in advance 
than they have ever been in any previous Con- 
gress at this stage of the session. 

Now, as regards the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from Iilinois, [Mr. Farnsworru, | that 
somebody has found out that it is the wish of 
the Administration that Congress shall adjourn 


| before the 5th of June, that is quite new to me. 


| be all right. 
Committee of Ways 


It is quite novel 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It is not my sug 
gestion, but the suggestion of a newspaper, and 
a newspaper friendly to the Administration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would remind 
gentlemen that he must confine the debate on 
this resolution within narrow limits. 

Mr. DICKEY. The gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. FarnswortuH] has read a statement 
in a newspaper article which may or may not 
But I say the public business of 
the country can be done in a month if we 
choose to do it. The country expects Con- 
gress to do its business and go home ; and the 


| souner they go home the more will the coun- 
| try bless them, as will the Almighty, who rules 


| 





the destiny of all nations. 
Mr. NIBLACK. Amen. [Laughter. ] 
Mr. DICKEY. I move the previous ques- 
tion on the resolution | have submitted. 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
who has the floor? 
The SPEAKER. 
the gentleman from New York, [ Mr. Brooks. } 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 
tion for the adjournment of Congress before 


we can practically act upon the reduction of 
/ revenue at all naturally enough comes from | 
| the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania, | 
who represents what is sometimes called the | 


‘* nickel district.’ 

Mr. DICKEY. But I am willing to give 
up the duty on nickel if you will only adjourn. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. The thirty 
cents bounty on nickel—— 

Mr. DICKEY. Lam willing to make nickel 
free if you will only adjourn. [Laughter. | 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 
tion. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. The thirty 
cents duty on nickel, which enters into our 


The Chair has recognized- 


rhis proposi- || 


Put that in your resolu- | 
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plated ware of all kinds, spoons, forks, &e., 
the geutleman desires naturally enough “ 
keep at that figure. He wishes everybody 
who uses plated ware in the country} y to contrib- 
ute thirty cents a pound to the district which he 
represents in this House. But other honorable 
gentlemen from other States fully comprehend 
this, and therefore can account for the natural 
anxiety of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to 
fix an early adjournment. 

Mr. DICKEY. Will the gentleman yield 
to me for a single word ? 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DICKEY. Does any report from the 
Committee of Ways and Means propose a 
reduction on nickel ? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair must call the 


| attention of the House to the position of this 


Ways and || 





| out,”’ 


question. The resolution of final adjourn- 
ment, being privileged, may at any time be 
moved, as now, takimg the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means off the floor on 
a motion to suspend the rules for the House 
to go into Committee of the Whole. If the 
debate should be allowed to extend so as to 


| bring in the tariff discussion, it is an abuse of 


the privilege, and the Chair must restrain such 
a debate. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I hope I may 
be allowed to answer the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania in the matter of nickel. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was endeavor- 
ing to restrain the gentleman from Pennsy|- 
vania as he is now endeavoring to restrain the 
gentleman from New York. ‘he only appro- 
priate debate on a resolution for final adjourn- 
ment is that which relates to the state of the 
publie business, and can only be indulged 
within very narrow limits. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. | propose, 
then, more seriously to address the House. 

Mr. SARGENT. I hope the gentleman 
will be allowed to answer the question about 
nickel. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. In April 
last, in an address which [ made tothe House, 
I pronounced—I need not say predicted—that 
| was satisfied from the returns then before 
the country that at the end of the fiscal year 
$100,000,000 of taxation would have been 
levied upon the people more than was neces 
sary for the expenditures of the Government. 
The report of the Secretary of the Treasury 
shows my prediction to have been not only 
correct, but in point of fact 

Mr. HOAR. [rise to a question of order. 
I submit that it is not in order to debate the 
merits of a particular measure pending before 
the House. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I am about 
to show, if the honorable gentleman who rep- 
resents wire will have patience, how my argu- 
ment applies. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair rule upon the 
question of order? 

The SPEAKER. 
times ruled on it. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I know the 
rules of order, and I will ‘* wire in and wire 
and strictly confine myself to the rules 
of order. 

Mr. DICKEY. The question is whether 
the gentleman can keep on the track. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. There will have 
been at the end of the fiscal year $100,000,000 
of taxation imposed on the people more than 
was necessary to carry on this Government, 
and on the Ist of January approaching, if 
nothing is done in relation to the tariff, there 
will be $150,000,000 more than are necessary 





The Chair has several 


| for the expenditures of the Government. 


Mr. HOAR. I rise to a point of order. 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York. [ am in order, 


‘and if the gentleman will allow me, | will 


! 


show it. — 
Mr. HOAR. I suppose the Speaker must 
decide that question. 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York. The Speaker 


must understand the current of my thought 





1872. 


before he can rule on the point of order. 
Laughter. ] 

Mr. STEV 
do that. 

Mr. DICKEY. That is imposing a difficult 
task on the Speaker. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York is an old parliamentarian, and the Chair 
hopes he will not require the Chair to interrupt 
him. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 
| wish to establish, and I will approach it 
directly, is that nothing is so unwise, so unjust, 
so oppress sive to the peop! e as nowto fix a day 
of adjournment irrevocably, depending alto- 
gether upon another branch of this Govern- 
aud irrepealable, when $100,000,000 of 
surplus revenue were taxed upon the people 
this year and $150,000,000 will be on the 
approaching Ist of January, when the tariff can 
be revised. Now, | trust the gentleman from 
Massachusetts fully compre} hends that the gen- 
tleman from New York was, as usual, wholly 
in order. 

Mr. Speaker, I suppose that it is strictly 
within the rules of order to show that 
should not tie ourselves down, the manacled, 
chained slaves to any resolution of adjourn- 


VENSON. It may be very hard to 


ment. 


The point | 


we | 
|| bill has come back 
| amendments, 


ment, the subjects of the honorable gentle- | 


man from Pennsylvania who represents nickel, 
and the honorable gentleman from Massachu- 
setts who represents wire. 

Mr. DICKEY. I must 
question. Does 
mittee of Ways and Means propose to affect 
the duty on nickel? 

Mr. KERR. I do most emphatically. 

Mr. DICKEY. Have you made any such 
report? 

Mr. KERR. [intend to make such a propo- 
sition, and | want a chance to do it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must object to 
this character of discussion. He must hold 
the House to the direct resolution before it. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. That intend 
to do if honorable gentlemen will not inter- 
rupt me, because [I apprehend the full force of 
the decision of the Speaker that I should show 
why the day and hour of adjournment should 
not now be fixed by an irrevocable resolution ; 


again repeat my 


| in the Senate. 


any gentleman of the Com- || come back and receive twice again the consid- 


and the reason why it should not be thus fixed is | 


that in Committee of the Whole, under the five 
minutes’ discussion upon a long bill like this 
report from the Committee of Ways and Means, 


it is wholly within the power of ten, fifteen, | 
or twenty gentlemen so to prolong debate as | 
to render it impossible for us to act upon the | 


tariff before the day and hour of adjournment 
which they have fixed upon, and which is 
irrepealable. 

If it were in order—and Il would like the 
decision of the Chair upon that point—I would 
like to show the perils of thus fixing the day 


of final adjournment because of the outrageous | 


exactions of the existing tariff. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman must see 
that that would contravene the rule of the 


House which says that all bills for revenue 


shall receive their first consideration in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I bow to the 
decision of the Chair. I will now yield a por- 
tion of my time to the honorable gentleman 
trom Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD, ] the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to con- 
fine what | say entirely to the condition of the 
public business in reference to the appropri- 
ation bills, and to try and show the House about 
how much time, it seems to me, the Committee 
on Appropriations will need for the transaction 
of the remainder of their business. The House 
has been very kind tothe Committee on Appro- 
priations, and has acceded to its recommend- 
ations in a way that makes every member of 
that committee grateful. 

This is the condition of their business: while 
it is true that of the twelve appropriation bills 
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| ten have passed the House, it is also true that 


but one, and that the pension appropriation 
bill, about which there is the least debate of 
any and the least difference of opinion, has 
become a law. The other eleven bills are still 
not only not laws, but two of them—the forti- 
fication appropriation bill, which has not yet 
been acted upon by the House, and the most 
difficult of all, the miscellaneous appropria 
tion bill—have not yet been reported to the 
House. ‘lhe miscellaneaus appropriation bill 


| requires more time for consideration than any 


| on the matter of differences. 


| with seventy amendments, and they 


| acted on in the Senate. 


other of the twelve. 

Again, the Senate has passed the legislative 
appropriation bill, and it has been in confer- 
ence between the two Houses for the last four 
days. To that bill the Senate made ninety- 
three amendments, sixty of which are now 
pending in conference between the two 
Houses; that is, the House has not yet agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference 
The Indian ap- 
propriation bill has come back from the Senate 
are now 
Appropriations for con- 
diplomatic appropriation 

with a large number of 
which have not yet been con- 
sidered by the Committee on Appropriations. 
Those four appropriation bills alone have be »n 


Kight 


in the Committee on 
sideration. ‘The 


of the great 


| ap propri: ation bills have not yet been touched 


Of course, all these bills must 


| eration of the House, for each bill must obvi- 
| ously have three considerations by the House. 





It passes once on its first consideration ; again 
when it is sent back from the Senate 
amendments, and the third time upon 
report of the committee of conference. 

Now gentlemen can see the nature of 
work upon appropriation bills which we will 
yet be compelled to ask the House to do. If 
we shall adjourn on the 29th of May we will 
have twenty-eight secular working days if we 
work every Saturday. If the House will con- 
sider how much of those twenty-eight days 
must be taken up in the work yet remaining 
to be done on the regular appropriation bills, 
they will see how small a portion will be left 
for other business. ‘Therefore, to look at the 
matter only in the light of the appropriation 
bills, without particular reference to other 
matters before the House, [ should deem it 
exceedingly unwise to now agree to finally 
adjourn this Congress in May; buat if business 
is promptly performed, I think we may be able 
to get through early in June. 

Mr. SARGENT. About the 12th of June. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I now yield 
to the gentleman from L[llinois, [Mr. Farns 
WORTH. | 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. [concur in the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gar 
FIELD] and the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Brooks, ] about now fixing the time for 
final adjournment of this Congress. I wish to 
address the sober second thought of the House 
on this question. It has become too much 
the custom of the House of Representatives 
toward the close of a session to Saar through 
its work. Every member of experience in this 
House knows too well that when Congress 
adjourns very few members know what is in 
the bills that are last passed through Congress. 
We have been too much in the habit, and if 
we fix this early day of adjournment we must 
continue in the habit of rushing bills to a com- 
mittee on conference when they come from 
the Senate with a long string of amendments, 
and then receiving and acting "pon the reports 
of those committees of conference without 
knowing anything more of what those com- 
mittees put in the billsthan we know of what 
is transpiring in Egypt. lam very glad that 
the present Committee on Appropriations have 
taken pains to some extent to pre _ this, 
that is, by procuring the numbering and print- 


with 
the 


the | 


adjournment, 
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ing of the amendments, so that the House may 
know something of what those amendmen! 
are by referring to the numbers, 

If we shall now fix the 29th of May for fina! 
we shall go through the same 
process as heretofore ; we will probably have 
evening sessions, with an attendance of scarcely 
a quorum; from night to nightafew members 
coming here and sweltering under the heat 
and light of this Dome, and doing the business 
the House badly. We shall be ing 
propositions by unanimous consent, without 
knowing what we are consenting to; and when 
the 29th of May arrives, and the Speaker’: 
gavel announces the final adjournment, we 
shall adjourn without knowing what we have 


ot PyeLSs 
t 


| done, and with a large part of the business we 





have been incubating not acted upon at all. 
Then, as has frequently occurred on account 
of the failure to pass some of the appropria- 
tion bills, we sball be met before leaving 
Washington with a proclam: ution from the 


| President convening Congress in extra ses- 


|| a resolution is always privileged. 
| offered three 





sion. 

Why, sir, there is not time enough between 
to-day and the 29th of May to enable us to 
attend properly to the appropriation bills 
which are yet unpassed, giving due attention 
to the important subjects embraced in them. 
i do hope that the House will attend to its 
business in a decent and dignified manner, 
giving sufficient time to the consideration of 
the public business, and adjourning when we 
get ready. There need be no haste to adopt 
the resolution for final adjournment, for such 
It may be 
days before the time proposed 
for adjournment. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I yield ten 


| minutes to the gentleman from Indiana, [ Mr. 


Copury. } 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. Speaker, [ can regard 
nothing as more unfortunate than for this 
House now to determine to adjourn on the 
29th of May. We cannot tell, if we continue 
to go along as we have for a month past, how 


| little will have been accomplished by that 
| . 
time. 


We have done hardly anything within 
the last month. The mere passage of a reso 
lution to adjourn is not calculated, it strikes 
me, to bring the House to a much more 
efficient state of action than we have been in. 

Why, sir, what is the condition of the busi- 
ness before the committees of this House aside 
from the Committee of Ways and Means and 
the Committee of Appropriations? There is 
enough of business, and important business, 
before the committees to occupy, and more 
than occupy, every morning hour from now 
until the 29th of May. Let me call the atten- 
tion of the House to the committees that have 
not been called this session; that have been 
working now for five months to perfect the 
public business. And when gentlemen talk 
about ‘* public business,’’ [ wish to say that 
I regard public business as embracing some 
thing more than the work of the Committee 
of Ways and Means and the Committee on 
Appropriations. There is the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, the Committee on Military 
Affairs, the Committee on the Judiciary, the 
Committee on Private Land Claims, the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, the Committee on the Territories, 
the Committee on the Insurrectionary States. 
Every one of these committees will require more 
than two successive days of the time of the 
House to discharge faithfully its duties; and 
thus all and more than all the time from now 
until the proposed day of adjournment will be 
fully occupied, to say nothing of the work of 
other committees. 


Why, sir, we might as well not meet at all 


if we are to meet in the style in which we have 
met, and at a given time without regard to 
the condition of our work lay it aside fool- 
ishly and madly, and never take it up again. 








ote 


ee eI a 


cle = Sw 4 


If this policy is to be adopted, I would be 
n la r of biennial sessions, or of at least 
illowing a committee of four or five men to 


t and arrange for us the measures that we 


ele 
ire to attend to, and to dictate to us the time 
when we shall quit our work and go home. 

bhi pubiie demands of us ymething more 
than appropriations ol public money, some- 
thing more than a mere cons deration of the 
taxes and tariff of the country. Let me sug- 
gest to gen | that while they seem to think 
the tarill the o matter to keep us here, there 
are mnt ther ipbjects to which, if we obey 
the public demand, we must give attention; 
and yet I think I appreciate as much as any 
j al the importance of «matters con- 
nected with tariff and taxa 

{ Here the nbammer fell } 

Mr. BROOKS of New York. I now yield 
five minutes to the gentleman from Ohio, [ Mr. 


Ca {| t | 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, the prac 
tical bear ms of the propo ition now belore 
the House are certainly more important than 
those of any other that we have recently con 


dered, 1 do ne 
I shall not 
indirectly 


t desire to prolong the dis- 
debate 
the merits of the tariff 


undertake to 


goiechliy o1 


bills which bave been submitted, for | appre 

ciate fully the correctne and propriety of the 

decision of the Chair upon that subject. But 
must be apparent to every member who has 


had any experience in legislation that it will 
be utterly impossible within the time prescribed 
by this resolut carry i 
ness of the Committee on Appropriations and 
the Committee of Ways and say 
of other 
statement of the chairman 
on Appropriations [{ Mr. 
Ohio] sati that it the 


ion to through the busi- 
Means, to 


nothing of the important business 
conmu The 
of the Committee 


GARFIELD, of 


tLees, 


hes me 


entire time from now until the 29th of May 
were given up tothe business of that com- 
mittee it would be almost impossible for the 


louse to act fully aud understandingly upon 
the variou propos 10n8 presented irom that 


committee; andthe probabilitiesare if we press 


thismotion to aqdjurn we w ill have the condition 
of things suggested by the gentleman trom 
Illinois, [ Mr. Farknswortu,] that all business 


will be crowded into the last nights of the ses- 


on, and presse i through the House when 
perhaps not one inten will understand what 
business is being transacted. 

7 


Mir. Spe aker, there are two great questions, 
of appropriating money, and the other of 
raising the means by which the appropria- 
1o be paid, yet to be considered, 
ays and Means having taken five months 
bills. If it 
its vast amount of labor, three 
perhaps three or four hours a day, to 
come to its not 
say the House cannot properly dis- 
and consider the tariff in a month. In 
the pre 


one 


ions are 
\\ 
tne \ 


i preparing its took that com- 


mitt with 
months, 
conclusions, it is unreason- 
able to 
cuss 
sent condition of business, looking at 
the House 
sted by the chairman of the Com- 
Military Affairs, [Mr. Cosury, } 
it seem tome, Mr. Speaker, it would be absurd 
in the House to attempt to fix at this time 
any day for the adjournment. We should 
fortunate if, with the vast 
amount of the public business of the country 
yet to be acted upon, we should be able to 
adjourn here as early as next August. Ihave 
no idea that the public business can be prop- 
erly transacted and the adjournment of the 
two Houses reached before that time 
to me, therefore, to be unwise to press the res- 
olution at this time. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
{ now yieid to my honorable friend from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Ke_uey,] who represents one 
of the Philadelphia districts, and who is always 
willing to reduce taxation on everything but 
what he himself represents. [Laughter. | 


Mr. KELLEY. 


the condition of business before 
aS Fuge 


mittee on 


consider oursel ve s 


It seems | 


Ido not agree when. the | 


gentleman yields to me that he shall make my 
| Laughter. | 

I dissent, Mr. Speaker, with my distinguished 
colleague with great difiidence. I am con- 
strained to say | would regard the adoption 
of a concurrent resolution of the two Houses 
for the final adjournment on the 29th of May 
us the death knell of the Republican party, 
proclaiming it utterly incompetent for the gov- 
ernment of this country. 

We are collecting to-day at the rate of 
$135,000,000 per annum from internal taxa- 
tion. We are collecting to-day at the rate of 
$255,000,000 on customs duties per annum. 
We will have a surplus in the Treasury of 
$155,000,000, while our industry is hampered 
at every point by a system of internal taxation, 
which keeps every large business establishment 
and a large part of the retail establishments 
of the country under the surveillance of the 
assessors and collectors of internal revenue. 

Here is a bill for the reduction of taxes and 
duties covering sixty-three pages, in which 
there are items sometimes of only a line on 
which a whole day of debate will be spent 
the five-minute rule. If we adjourn 
on the 29th of May we shall have repealed no 
tax or duty, and the people will ask us in 
every paper and at every corner why we have 
continued a system of taxation on their means 
so largely in excess of the legitimate demands 
of the Government and the reduction of the 
public debt at the rate of $50,000,000 per 
annum outside of what is already provided for 
by law. On neither side of the House can jus- 
tification be found, nor do L believe apologies 
for having hastily adopted a resolution of 
adjournment will prove entirely satisfactory to 
the tax-payers, who are loaded at every point, 
and whose profits are absorbed in the excessive 
Preasury ot the Government. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I now yield 
for five minutes to the gentleman trom Indiana, 
{ Mr. Kerr. | 

Mr. KERR. Iam more than glad to find 
that my distinguished friend from Peansyl- 
vauia | Mr. Keuury| is opposed to this pre- 
mature adjournment. I thought it would be 
a WoOst unwise and unpatriotic thing for this 
House at this time to pass this resolution. 
After seven years’ experience in this House, 
[ believe it is but just to say that [ have never 
known it to work more faithfully or more con- 
stantly up to this period of the session than 
it has during this session. I believe it is due 
to this House to say that up to this time, 
without any reference to results, it has worked 
faithfully and hard. I think, therefore, it is 
due to us, to ourselves as well as to the coun- 
try, that for the discharge of those duties 
which yet rest upon us we should reserve to 
ourselves reasonable time within which to con- 
sider and discharge those duties. 

It is impossible for us; in my judgment it is 
simply a physical impossibility for the mem- 
bers of this House, within the next thirty days, 
properly to consider and pass upon even the 
leading measures that yet remain unconsidered. 
I do not refer alone to the tariff, which in my 
judgment is a matter of supreme importance 
to the country ; but | want to be understood as 


speech. 


} 
unaer 


| referring alike toall the important business of 


the House. And I may as well say here what 
the chairman of the committee has not yet 
said, that this bill is not the only business 
which remains unperformed by the Committee 
of Ways and Means. Numerous other bills, 
each extremely important in itself, and which 
ought to be considered fully, carefully, and 
deliberately by the House, are yet to be re- 
ported. 

| hope, therefore, that this attempt to fix a 
day now will be abandoned by the gentleman 
who moves the resolution. I hope that every 
gentleman of this House, whatever may be his 
particular or local notions on the subject of 
the tariff, will come to the consideration of 


all the proper business of the House in the | 
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spirit of a national sense of duty, which w; 
forbid him to desire to adjourn this House iD 
order to prevent the consideration of some 
thing that he does not want to consider, for 
political effect or anything else. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I yield one 
minute to the gentleman representing the Ter- 
ritory of Washington, [Mr. Garrie.pr, ] 

Mr. GARFIELDE, of Washington. T have 
asked one minute on behalf of a million and 
a half square miles in this country, and of 
five hundred thousand of its inhabitants. to 
say that during a five months’ session we 
have not had one day upon this floor. While 
I stand squarely by the Republican party, | 
at the same time desire to stand squarely by 
my constituents, and I[ desire to protest that 
no action shall be taken looking to an early 
adjournment until that vast country, with 
resources which have saved this nation from 
bankruptcy in the time of iis greatest peril, 
shail have at least one day upon this floor. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I yield to 


I 


the gentleman from Massachusetts, [ Mr. 
Dawes. } 
Mr. DAWES. I cannot believe that the 


House is disposed for a moment to consider 
this resolution and adopt it. And, therefore, 
to test the sense of the House, I move to lay 
the resolution on the table. i 

Mr. BANKS. I wish to say a word or two, 

Mr. DICKEY. I hope gentlemen will not 
have the debate all confined to one side. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to be heard on 
this question. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Brooks,] from whom I had the 
floor, understood that | rose for the purpose 
of debate. Therefore I withdraw the motion, 
and yield the floor back to the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I yield three 
minutes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. RANDALL. | 

Mr. RANDALL. I should like to havea 
little longer time than that. 

Mr. BANKS. I desire only two minutes. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I yield two 
ininutes to the gentleman from Massachuseits 
[Mr. Banks. } 

Mr. BANKS. The Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, which bad three fifths of the President's 
annual message referred to it, has not had a 
single day to make reports, except once at the 
beginning of the session, when it had no busi- 
ness ready. I hope, for the sake of the busi- 
ness of that committee, that no day will be 
fixed for a final adjournment. 

There is another reason why we should not 
fix itnow. If we do it wiil put the power in 
the hands of a small number of men to con 
trol or defeat business. My opinion is that a 
bill reducing the tariff ought to be passed, and 
that, if the Senate will pass the tea and coffee 
bill, which they ought to do, we can agree upon 
tariff bill covering the rest of the duties which 
will satisfy the country. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I yield now 
for a few moments to my colleague from New 
York, [Mr. Cox. ] 

Mr. COX. 1 beg to say only one word 
against this resolution for adjournment. There 
are a good many other matters beside the tariff 
to be attended to. There has been nothing 
done in this House about the revival of our 
shipping, nothing in reference to our com- 
merce. These matters are already before us 
in the shape of bills. There has been no 
report made yet from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs ; and when that report is made, | prom- 
ise this House that there will be a state of 
facts disclosed to the country which will show 
that we cannot protect Dr. Houard. We bave 
delicate relations with Great Britain and very 


| delicate relations with Spain, and this House 


ought not to adjourn without some considera- 
tion of these various matters. We have not 


also taken up matters in relation to the Terri- 








There are a dozen matters of para- 
oa importance, including the overriding 

yatter of the tariff, yet to be “attended Lo, and 
yet the Senate unde rtook to se nd us a re solu- 
tion to adjourn on the 29:h day of May. Why 
do not Senate do s ymething ? We have 

assed some ten appropriation bills. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Eleven. 

Mr. COX. Eleven appropriation bills, and 
the Senate has only passed one bill in five 


t ries. 
the 


months. 
[Here the Speaker rapped with his gavel. ] 
Mr. SHANKS. I call attention to the fact 
thal the Indian Committe -e has not been able 
o report, and that t here is a large amount of 
mportant business before that committee. 
Mr. DICKEY. I would ask the gentleman 
if that commiitee has not twice had : an oppor- 


tunity to re yort ? 
Mr. SHANKS. They have not. 
Mr. COX. This measure for an early ad- 


journment is in the interest in the first place 
of the ae sctionists of Pennsylvania, and in 
next pl the interest of some body 
who favors Adininistration. There is 
more meant here than meets the ear, the 
longest ¢ in the House. The House must 
understand what it means, and it simply means 
that we shall not have an opp yrtunity in 
Congres disc the Cincinnati nom- 
inees nor the Philadelphia nominees. 

The SPEAKER. he Okair thinks 
that is not pertinent to this debate. 

Mr. COX. I meant no impertinence to the 


uce In 


this 


the 


ur 


this, 
7 = 
1 é 


tO 


his ‘uss 


that 


Chair, for he might be the nominee of one of 
these conventions. [Laughter. ] 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I will now 


yield a few minutes to the gentleman from 
Indiana, [ Mr. Suanks. ] 


Mr. SHANKS. I want to answer the gen 
tleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Dickey, } 
who asied me if the Committee on Indian 


A ffai has not 


had an Opportunity to report. 
I answer 


him in this way, that on the first call 
of committees, no committee of this House 
was prepared to report, excep! the Committee 
on Education and Labor, and they reported the 
education bil! and the bill in the labor interest, 
and got William and Mary before the House. 
{Laughter.] Bat aside from that, the commit- 
tees were not prepared toreport. Tbe Indian 
question is one of the most vexed questions to 
be considered by the House, and | can assure 
the House thatthe committee has been laboring 
very industriously upon it. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I now yield 
five minutes to the gentleman from Lowa, 
[Mr. McCrary. ] 

Mr. McCRARY. [ do not want five min- 
utes. I only desire to say to the House that 
there is business in the hands of the Commit- 
tee of Elections which ought by all means to 
be disposed of during the present session. 
There are yet some six or seven seats in the 
House contested, and the contests have not 
yet been disposed of. The committee have 
worked faithfully, but they have had a number 
of complicated and difficult cases to dispose 
of. It is impossible, of course, to say how 
much time those cases will take in the way of 
discussion in the House. The Committee of 
Elections may dispose of them very promptly, 
but in case there should be a difference of 
opinion among the members of that commit- 
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is always transacted in the last ten or twenty 
days of the session. You may put off the final 
adjournment any length of time you 
and the result will always be the sarne. 

Now, as to the argument of the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Brooks, ] that it is im- 
possible to adjourn because of the protec 


please, 


tionists from Pennsylvania, I think that has 
been sufficiently answered by the gentleman 
on my right, [ Mr. Ke_iey,] who represents 
protection in Pennsylvania and everywhere 
else at the same time. Now, as to the ques 
tions of tariff and internal revenue, let me say 
that if the House shall fix a day upon which 





the final adjournment shall take place, we can 


work up to it and dispose of both of those 
questions. I venture to say that the House 
can dispose of those questions after a debate 


sur hours better than it would if 
they should be debated for even twenty-four 
weeks. There is nota great deal that needs 
now to be done. We have sent to the Senate 
a bill putting tea and coffee on the free-list, 
and I trust that body will yet pass it. And then 
I think we here can agree very quickly upon 
the interval revenue system by taking out of 
it exerything except taxes upon liquors and 
tobacco, and perhaps upon banks. And that 
will be as good a disposition of the subject as 
can be made. There need not be two days 
occupied by the House in making such a di; 

position of the question as will be satisfa 
to the country. 

As regards the tariff, I believe that nothing 
so good for the country could happen as 
this Congress to let it alone entirely, except so 
far as it relates to teaand coffee. Thatis the 


of twenty fi 


‘tory 


for 


reason why I believe we may just as well fix 
| now the time for final adjournment as at any 
' other time. We have no doubt a great deal 
of business to do, “ord we can do it very well 
and very rapidly if we but give our a‘teution 
|| to it, and when he ime for final adjourn- 
| ment shall have been fixed, we will work 
ap a that time 1 believe that the idea of 
| the Senate was a very proper one when they 


| of 


| upon that da 


adopted a resolution to adj yurn on the 
May. If we fix the day of adjournment 
some time ahead, will be able to meet a ° 
the requirements that the country will make 


29th 


upon us. Ido not believe any great dae 
will suffer if we now fix upon the 29th of May 
as the day for the final adjournment of this 


session. 


ginning of 


On the con trary, as I said at the be 
ny remarks, | believe if we fix 
y we can just as well complete the 
business of the country by that time as we 
would if we fixed uponthe 29th of June, or the 
29th of July, or even the 29th of August, and 
then dawdle along here until a fortnight be- 


| fore the close of the session and then go to 


work and enact what legislation is needed. | 
am therefore in favor of fixing the earliest day 
for adjournment, and | shall vote for this reso- 
lution, 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 


I now yield 


|to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
| RanDALL] for three minutes. 


tee of course there must be discussion in the | 


House. It is exceedingly important that these 
questions touching the right of members to 
their seats should be disposed of in the pres- 
ent session. I very much fear that if the 29th 
of May is fixed for the day of final adjourn. 
ment we may not get through them at all. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I now yield 
to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Biarr] 
for five minutes. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I desire to say 
that in what experience I have had in this 
House I never knew any harm to be done by 
an early fixing of the day of final adjournment. 
The great bulk of the business of the House 


Mr. R AND ALL. I am anxious for an 
early adjournment, and not from any such 
motive as my friend from New York [Mr. 
Brooks] continuously ascribes to the mem- 
bers in this House from Pennsylvania. I 


| do not feel myself a subject of that chronic 





| Pennsyl 


rebuke which the gentleman seems always 
inclined to administer whenever he speaks 
of the State of Pennsylvania. 
trary, | am ready to remain here a due ane 


| proper time to complete the public busine 


of the country. When 
comes up for review, 
the Representatives 


the 


tariff question 
I can 


say, as one of 
from that State, that 
yania will be able to take care of 
her interests, and will be willing to abide 
by the decision = the majority, just as the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Brooxs] is 
always ready to take care of his foreign - 
icy in eonnection with other measures 


on 
sidered. 


On the con- | 


after 





Now, I desire to say once for all to this 
House that | hope there will be an end to 
this ungenerous and unnecessary reflection 


upon the motives of members from the State 
of Pennsylvania. We feel that we are act ting 
in accordance with the wishes, the interests, 
and the intelligence of our people. It is 
sometimes said that we differ trom others of 
our party. But we ure always obedient to 
the will of the majority. Now, in regard to 
this question of the tariff, I think we should 
remain here «a reasonable time, and that so 
far as possib consistent with the interests 
of the public and of the industries of the 
country, we should modify that tariff. 

On the other hand, I believe that this Con 
gress owes it to the people of the country to 
largely, very largely, reduce the internal rev 
enue taxation, and to adopt a simplified sys- 


1) 
ic, 


tem of taxation upon this subject, such as 
that seusinusiedel by the President of the 
United States in a recent message, wherein 


he suggested that the revenues of the Govern- 


ment should be collected mainly upon four 
or five articles. 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I must arrest 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Rawn- 
DALL| in his speech, in order that | may com 
ply with other promises in regard to the occu- 
pancy of the floor. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, sir, I have 
perhaps, as much as I desired to say. 
| have been misunderstood. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I now yield 

gentleman from Pennsylvania [{ Mr. 

Dickry| all the remainder of my time except 
one minute, 


Mr. DICKEBY. | 


said, 
I hope 


not 


tO the 


do not desire to travel 

over the whole ground of debate which has 
been occupied in the discussion of this mat 

ter. L propose, after making a few brief 
remarks, to put a termination to the debate. 

But | wantto call the attention of the House 


chairman of the Com 
priatious, [| Mr. GARFIELD, of 


to the remarks of the 


mittee on Appr 


Qhio.] Hestated (and it is a fact) that all 
the appropriation bills save two have been 
acted upon by this House, all but one having 
a acted on in committee. Now, | wish 
to call the attention of the gentleman and 
i House to the fact that in the considei 
ation of all the a} propri ition bills thus far 
acted upon by the House during this session, 


s than six days oo been consumed. Yet 
these bills hi ive undergone their prepara 
discussion in this House, after they 
1 passed by the Senate and have come 
back here for the consideration of Sen- 
ate amendments, the gentleman talks about 
want of time. , if the House, in conside: 

ing the appropriation bills in the first instance, 
could dispose of them in six days, may we 


ies 
. } 
tion and 
have beet 


merely 


Now 


| not hope that the amendments put upon them 


| doom,”’ 
| do. 


by the Senate may be disposed of in five or six 
days more? 

The gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Cospury | 
speaks of the public business before the com 
miitees of this House, and which he thinks must 
be attended to. That would be so if 
gress were session eu permanence. Sir, 
if we should sit here until the ‘ crack of 
there would still be business for us to 
I withdraw the resolution. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 
and on it call for the pre 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered, which upou 
agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. BINGHAM. [ call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 


Con 


i 
aii 


J 


vious question, 


renew 


Il, 


was 


ith 


the negative—yeas 80, nays 110, not voiing 
50; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ambler, Bell, Bigby, Bingham, 
Austin Blair, James G. Blair, Boles, Bright, Ben- 
jamin F. Butler. Cobb, Conger, Creely, Crocker, 
Darrall. Davis, Dickey, Duell, Eliictt. Ely, Forker, 
Henry D. cohen Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garrett, 


Getz, Griffith, Halsey, Hancock, Handley, Havens, 








ne Oe er 


ene 


Pace 


Joht W ila it Her ion i i Iloa  eammnen. 
Lamport, L Leach, McCormick McGre 
MeJuntl vi t Morph Leonard Myers 
Packer, Palmer, Peck, Perce, Peters, Platt, Porte 
Prindle, Khainmey, Kogers, Rush field, Seeley, Ses- 
erw .&s emaker, nat Snyder, R 
Miitor pee bhom J - er, Sprague, Stark 
weather, St i : ell, herland, Washington 
i i lu lu V i” Waldron, 
W ar We \ \\ ‘ Williams of 
India i i i. i y i 
NAY Mi rs. Acker, Adain Arthur, Averill, 
B | bout 1} Li Bird, Braxton 
(j 1 J | . Buckley, Buflin 
j ind, Burd ( ipbell, Coburn, Cogh 
( Cott { ee her, Cross 
i, Da | Dox, Dab Duke, Dunnell, 
Kea i i t i well I ein 
i (y ( it em lial lion 
il i J llarr lawl 
! ila 7. an I tl bard, Llolimar 
Hou hk Kendall, K r, Keteham 
Lew l, Liat ! vl Maynard 
vet Mel! Melrtyre, McNeely, Merriam, 
Mlerr ' Mi ,_M N Niblack, Orr, 
Vackard, U » W. Parker, Isaac C. Parker, Eli 
H - and, | Rand head, Kdward Y 
I } cs il Kober William R. 
; t ! = lon, Shober, Siater 
i i 1 j } i , mith Sie 
‘ ' on, Swann, Tafle, Terry, 
| el | | n, Va inn, Walden, Whit 
t \ ’ ii uM. V i, Winchester, 
iW 
Vio Vebal ’ M An \ l Barnum, 
Bari B ' , Roderick RK. Butler, Caldwell, 
( ‘ ‘ k, Freem Clarke, Crebs. 
Del ( | i llarmer, George 
i. Uarris, Hereford, Ke . Killinger, Kinsella, 
Lyneh, M 1 Meck MehKinney, Benjamin 
| leyer \] i f vi ra Pendieton, Aaron 
| Perry, P . KR nie, Kobin . Roosevelt, 
bwyer | ‘ I Ss im, Worthington C, 
Sipith, St . bohy Sypher Lhomas, Dwight 
fownsend, Van Tr . Voorhees, Waddell, Wal 
lace, Wall Will tNew ¥ k, and Young—9v. 
3 f ) wa ‘ iyreed to 
| VAL OF DISABILITIES 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I report 
tro ! ( ! ( ” Judiciary the bill 
for the rem \ { the disabilities of various 
person whose Case have been before the 
comn ‘ | that t bill be reeom 
mitted and ordered to be printed: and L will 
inform the House thatthe bill contains between 
hiteen and sixteen thousand names, arranged 
“alp abetic \ inder the different States. so 
that gentlemen can readily see whom in their 
I ped ( t the | ill pr pose to re lieve, 
Locke re tha the bill hal be c refu iy CXam 
ined by every member interested, to see that 
he names are « rectly given. 
| here bye ny no ot jection, the bill I L. R 


O relieve certain persons therein 


named from the cal disabilities 


fourteenth amendment of the 


legal and polit 


Inpos d by the 


Constitution of the United States was read a 
first and ond time, ordered to be printed, 
and recommitted 
MITHSONIAN REPORT 

Mr. POLAND Mr. Spe: aker, as one of the 
Regents of the Smithsonian Institution, I now 
present the report of that institution for the 
year 1871. 

he report was laid on the table, and ordered 
to be ae 

Mr. POLAND submitted the following res- 
olution; which was read, considered, and 
under the rule referred to the Committee on 
Print by 

Resolved, That twenty thousand additional copies 
of the report of Smithsonian Institution for 


the year 1871 be printed, 
shall be for the Senate 
of the House, and 
lnstitution. 


rEXAS 


of which three thousand 
, cleven thousand for the use 
ix thousand for the use of the 
PACIFIC 
Mr. WHEELER Mr. Speaker, | desire to 
give notice Monday next, after the 


RAILROAD, 


that on 
morning hour, J 


shall move to suspend the 

rules for the purpose ot considering the Senate 

bill in relation to the Vexas Pacific railroad. 
COURTS IN ALABAMA, 


Mr. DAWES. I now yield to the gentle- 
man from New York, who has a matter ribieh 
he desires to bri ig before the House for con- 
sideration and which he says will give rise to 
I shall have to ask bim 


no debate. If it does, 


to withdraw it 


THE 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. POTTER. 1 
Speaker’s table a bill 


1o the 


move to take from the 
S. No. 328) in relation 
Alabama. 

The first section provides that the terms of 
the district court of the United States for the 
district of Alabama shall commence 
on the second Monday in May and the third 


district courts ot 


northern 


Monday in October in each year. The second 
section provides that the dist rict judge may 
app nt a special session of the district court, 


held in the 


ver in his 
therefor. ‘The 


to be 
whene 


middle district of Alabama, 
opinion there is a necessity 
tbat all 


third section 
i istent herewith 


provides 
acts and parts of acts incon 
ure hereby repealed. 


Mr. POTTE 


it. lam instructed by the Com- 
mn the J 


mittee idiciary to amend the bill by 
adding the following section: 
Sec. 4. That a new judicial district, to be known 


as the western district of Alabama, 
to be composed of the counties of 
( roctaw, Mare 
ferson, P 


t 


created, 
Greene, Sumter, 
igo, Hale, Tuscaloosa, Fayette, Jef- 
i¢ckens, Perry, Sanford, and De Kalb; that 
ie district judge of Alabama shall hold two courts 
per annum in sai l we stern district, at Eutaw, Greene 
county, Ccowmencing the first Mondays in June and 
in January, and sit f ry two weeks, or until the busi- 
ness is fully disposed of; and that the western dis- 
trict hereby created shall be regulated and con- 
trolled by the laws regulating the northern district 
of Alabama, and the district judge to have the same 
jurisdiction and powers as in the porthern district: 
Provided, That adistrict attorney and marshal shall 
be appointed for the district in the same manner 
that marshals and district attorneys are appointed 
tor other district courts. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I must object to the con- 
sideration of this bill at this time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Let it be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. AMBLER. I insist on 


order of business. 


1s hereby 


the regular 


ORDER OF 


Mr. DAWES. I now move that after Mon- 
day next the House shall meet at eleven 
o'clock a. m., which will give every committee 
an Opportunity to report, and will at the same 
time save us from the necessity of havi 
sions. Ido not think there wiil be 
any objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. 
it will be so ordered. 

Mr. AMBLER. | object. 

Mr. DAWES. I renew the motion that all 
general debate on the tariff bill in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
shall close on 1 uesday next at three o’clock. 

Mr. AMBLER. lake it Friday. 

Mr. DAWES. Wait a moment. 
that all general debate on the tariff bill be 
closed next Tuesday at three o’clock. Of 
course it is within the control of the House. 
Ifthe House think a longer time can be allowed 
for general debate, of course the House can 
fix that longer time. It is within the power 
of the House to determine what range this 
general debate shall take. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest that the gen- 
eral debate be closed on Friday next. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope we will not put it 
off to so late a day. 

Mr. L. MYERS. j 

Mr. RANDALL. I have consulted various 
menbers, and the desire on this side of the 
House is that the debate shall run on until 
Friday next. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 hope more time will 
be allowed than is suggested by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts. There are 
members of the Committee of Ways and Means 
who desire to speak on this question, and cer- 
tainly there are others in the House outside 
of the Committee of Ways and Means who 
ought to have some rights. 

Mr. AMBLER. Is this debatable? 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. 

Mr. DAWES. | am willing to make it 
Thursday next 

Mr. RANDALL. 
make it Friday. 


Mr. DAWES 


BUSINESS. 


evening ses 


If there be no objection 


I suggest 


Thursday. 


[ insist on my motion, to 


I will submit my motion, and | 


i} let the House settle the time. 


nine | 


GLOBE. 
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Mr. CAMPBELL. I hope the motion of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts will be voted 
di wh. 

Mr. TAFFE. 

estion—— 

Mr. DAWES. If the gentleman will agree 

» Thursday, I will say nothing further. 

“7. RANDALL. No; | insist on Friday 
Mr. DAWES. Let it be Thursday. l di 
sire to make it satisfactor' y lo the House. 
Mr. RANDALL. So far as lam per 
concerned, I would agree to 
there is a general desire on this side of tiy 

House to have it run on to Friday. 
nna 


Committee o 


Permit me to make a sug 


sonally 
Phursday, but 


jhe nine members of 
Ways and Means who desire to 
oe on this ae will take all the line up 
to Thursday, and there are some othe rs oul 
side of that committee 


Mr. KERR, 


the 


who desire to be h eard, 
l suggest to tbe gentleman that 
he allow the matter to run on, 
time for closing the debate hereafter. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 would suggest to the 
geutieman trom Massachusetts | Mr. Dawes | 
that it would be time h 


ullows for even the membersot the com 


und to fix the 


impossivie in the 
nine 
miitee to be heard. 

DAWES. I will modity my motion so 
as to make debate close on Thursday at three 
o' clock. 


Mr. TAFFE. ‘Tuesday next has been 
assigned for business of the Committee o1 


the lerritories. I desire to know how that 


will be affected bythe motion of the gentle 
manfrom Massachusetts, | Mr. Dawes]. 

Mr. DAWES. At what hour? 

Mr. TAFFE. Half past one o’clock, to the 
exclusion of allotherorders. We have several 
times postponed reporting trom our committer 
for the purpose of facilitating what gentlemen 

call the publie business. 

The SPEAKER. The order which may be 
made on the motion of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [ Mr. Dawes] will not at all 
interfere with the order made in 
the business of the Committe 2e On tie Ler 
tories. ‘Ihe Chair desires the gentleman from 


reference to 


Massachusetts again to state his motion 
form in which he wishes to have it put. 
Mr. DAWES. If the House had decided 


to meet at eleven would not 


in the 


o'clock | have 


| asked the House to go into Committee of the 


} ing 


Whole on the tariff bill until after the morn- 
hour of day. On Monday I shall 
endeavor to obtain an order that the House 
shall meet at o'clock. That — 
secure a morning hour. On Monday I shall 
move that we meet at eleven o’clock for the 
purpose of allowing every committee an oppor 


each 


eleven 


| tunity of presenting its reports in the morning 


| 


| | 


hour. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Does the gentleman pro- 
pose to cut off the morning hour to-day? 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to go into Com 


| mittee of the Whole this afternoon. 


Mr. SHANKS. I think no ee will 
be made to the gentleman's proposition if he 
agrees to let his business commence oth the 
morning hour. 

The SPEAKER. To what does the gentle 
man from Indiana refer—to the meeting at 
eleven o’clock? 

Mr. SHANKS. Let that question be de- 
termined by the House. Meet when you will, 
but let us have the morning hour. For my- 
self, I am anxious that we should meet at 
eleven o'clock. Iam willing that we should 
meet at eight, if that order should be agreeable 
to the House. 

Mr. DAWES. On Monday I will move that 
we meet at eleven o'clock, and if the majority 
of the House will sustain me in that, [ will 
not move to go into Committee of the Whole 
until after the morning hour. 

Mr. L. MYERS. If we are to have a morn- 
| ing hour, let us have it to- day. 

The SPEAKER. That is not a matter for 


unanimous consent, but for a majority of the 
The gentleman from 


House to determine. 





Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes,] the chairman 

of the Committee of Ways and Means, will 
ease state his motion. 

' Mr. DAWES. I move that all general de- 

hate on this bill shall be closed on rhursday, 

three o’clock. 

Mr. RANDALL. 


| move to amend by sub- 

stitating Friday for Thursday. 
Mr. BECK. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Ma sachusetts a question. Il would ask 
whether it will not be quite as safe not to 


fix a limit now, rese rving the right to move 
to fix the limit in the beginning of the week, 


he will have some idea of the progress 

ide by the de 
Mr. DAWES. 
have shown the 
is are aware of, 


Kxperience, I think, should 
gentleman what almost all of 
that unless you Ox a time be- 
forehand when you will close debate, it is very 
hard to fix it 


pember how it was when 


will 
the last tariff bill 


is _ 3 ‘ +] Yar 
aiterwa d. Gentiemen 


vas under de bate 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I 


gentleman to post) 


would suggest to the 
one fixing the time for the 
closing of the debate until Monday, when he 
may probably have the hour of meeting fixed 
eleven 

Mr. DAWES. When the last tariff bill was 
before the House there was omission to 
fix the time for closing the debate, and the 
that it 1 
ssible to close the debate for 
ur we ks. | desire the 
fix the time beforehand. 


” The SPEAKER. 


a 
nT 
«ail 


‘ oe } 
Was round 


more than 


an on, and it Was 


thereiore, 


Hi puse, 


The motion pending is 


it of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
(Mr. Dawes, | that general debate on the tariff 
bill be closed on Thursday at three o'clock, 


ich the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
}ANDALL] moves to amend by inserting Friday 
instead of Chursday. 


Mr. BANKS. 


I move to amend the motion 


of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawes] by making the hour five o’ciock 
instead of three. 


fhe SPEAKER. Oneamendment is already 
en ling. 

Mr. BANKS. If we are to give Thursday 
for debate on this bill, we might as well give 
the whole day. 

Mr. DAWES. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s motion 
will be modified accordingly. 

Mr. DAWES. On further consideration I 
prefer to leave it three o’clock on Thursday. 
fhat will give us an hour or two to start the 
consideration of the bill by paragraphs before 
the adjournment on that day. 

Mr. KERR. I would like permission to 
say a few words before this vote is taken. 
lhe chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means has represented bis desire in this mat- 
ter, but he has had the kindness to say that 
the committee generally do not concur in his 
wishes in that respect. 

Now, i want to say for myself, and I believe 
several of my colleagues concur in the same 
opinion, that I do not think we ought now to 
attempt to limit the general debate on the 
tariff bill in this way. I think it ought to be 
allowed to run longer than the time proposed, 
aud that justice cannot be done to the House 
and the committee unless it be allowed to run 
longer. I think it is wiser, therefore, that we 
should fix no limit, but let the debate run on 
at least for a few days before we attempt to 
limit it. 

Mr. AMBLER. 
debate is in order? 

The SPEAKER, It is not. 

Mr. AMBLER. Then I object. 

The question was taken on Mr. RANDALL'S 
amendment to fix Friday next at three o’ clock 
as the time forclosing debate, and it was agreed 
to—ayes 69, noes 62. 

The motion, as amended, wasthen agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the motion was adopted; and also 


I desire to know if this 


(colleague on the 


| 
| 
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moved that the 
on the table. 
lhe latter motion was agreed to. 


motion to reconsider be laid 


rARIFF. 
Mr. DAWES. I move that the rules be 
suspended and the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


Union. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Why not 


have a morning hour now ? 

Mr. DAWES Oh, let us go on with our 
bill. 

fhe question was taken on Mr. Dawes’s 
motion, and it was agreed to—ayes 79, noes 44 

Ir. L. MYERS. Before the House goes 
into Committee of the Whole I desire to know 
whether any action has been taken as to the 
meeting to-morrow, and whether we are to 


have a morning hour’ 
The SPEAKER. TheCl 
some questi ns 


‘must insist that 


shall be decided, andthe House 


has decided to go into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union 

The House resolved if into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. Sco 
FIELD in the chair) and proceeded to the con 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2322) to reduce 


duties on imports and to reduce internal taxes, 
id for other purposes 

Mr. DAWES. 1 
the bill be dis} 
Mr. AMBLER. 
us consent? 
The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. AMBLER. 
The Clerk proc he bill. 
Mr. DAWES, (interrupting.) If it 
order I move that the first reading of the bill 
be postponed until the the 
debate. 


a 


move that the first reading 


ense¢ d with. 
Does that 


Oo 
require unant- 
mi 
It does. 

hen | object. 
-eeded to read 


ciose ot rel 


> he 

No objection being made, the motion was 
entertained and agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman, | 
only to say that I am so anxious to proceed 
with this bill that I do not intend to avail my 
self the usual 
portion of the tu 
ing the debate. [ shall 
indulgence of the remarks 
as I may think it proper to make to the closing 
of the debate. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG obtained the fl 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 1 desire to give 


notice that atthe ¢ Xpiration of the hour of the 


ot privilege of occupylog 


any 
ommitlee in open- 


reserve, with the 


committee, such 


gentleman from Missouri | shail move that the 


committee rise so as to give us time 
upon the report of the committee of confer 
ence on the legislative, &c i 

Mr. KELLEY. I give notice 
resist that motion if the 
souri should desire t« 
hour. 


portant one, and if gentlemen 


to acl 


propriat On vill. 
that I shall 
gentleman from Mis 


ed 


consume more than an 
The bill before the House is a very im 
who debate it 
he 
time, I hope it will be granted to them. 

Mr. DAWES. I 


require a few minutes more than t usual 

should be Onig d to my 
committee if he would ) 
insist upon that 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I 
whatever, to occupy more than an hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. the 
Whole have no power to suspt nd the rule of 
the House by which each person is entitled to 
the flo r for one hour, unless the 


have no de ire 


Lhe Committee of 


House shall 


| otherwise order. 


| 
| 


Mr. FINKELNBURG. 


Mr. Chairman, the 


tariff bill, which, after long continued and 
weary sessions of the Committee of Ways and 


Means, has been reported by a majority of that 
committee to the House, is the result of 
cession and compromise. It will, 

meet with much criticism from extremists on 
both sides. It will rmvite the 
faring politicians, of visionary schemers, of 
those who nothing done, and of those 
who want everything done at once. And yet 
it is a bill which has such positive merits as to 


con 
no doubt, 


altacks Of war- 


want 


| House 
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the frie 


give it 


command 
who 


ndly 
an 
examination, aiways keepit 


preal 


of ¢ very one 
disinterested 
g 10 view the pecu 
liar and difhicult circumstances 
was framed. Its chief merit lies in this, that 
years of is the first bill re 
porte d tothe Honse by a regular Standing com 
mittee which 


and general, though moderate red 


support 


will unbiased. 


under which it 


aiter six mace if 


prope ses to make a substant al 


iction in the 
war duties imposed upon the leading necessa 


ries of t 


lie, ft 
\ 


he staple articles of consumption 
used by the people of the 


United State lt 
is the first step in the scaling downward, the 
inauguration of a policy of reduction, and as 
such I bespeak for it the support of all friends 


form 


i 


of revenue retor 

it is true the reductions proposed in the bill 
very that the bill 
*» be eri icised 
not what I 


ideas of 


are moderate, so much so 


nay, wit 


I h much apparent justice 
for not going far enough. lt 
would like >, and far from my 
true rm; but I gave it my support, 
firstly, because | want to accomplish -s 
thing practics l, and I felt 
House to do more 
being done: 


Is 


to see 
revenue ref 


ome 





that if we asked the 
it would result in nothing 
ana secondly, bhe¢ iuse | 
ze a fact which sh 


of tl 


recog 
lati yn 
changes in a tariff 
busi 


Lness 


uld govern all legis 
lis kind, namely, that 
which more or less aff et 
and country, 
ought to be made slowly and gradually, step by 


schedule, 


elations values throughout a 


step, leaving to the next year what remains 
undone in this, until we arrive at that normal 
point where the duties may once more assume 


a permanent character as they did before the 
war. 

Such has been the practice of our country 
thus he country came 
from the high duties of 1830 to the low duties 
1840, and such must b 


legislator who has a conscientious regard for 


heretofore ; it was that t 


o! the course ol every 


the welfare of his country, aud of every true 


revenue reformer who does not wish to see a 
reaction prod iced by the evil results of ba ty 
legislation. 

Upon the other hand, ] belie ve it to be the 
judgment of this House and of the eo 
that the | 


exceptional duties imposed during 1} 


intry 


time has come when the heavy and 


war of the rebellion should be modified and 
substantially reduced ; that neither the reve 
nue, the credit of the Government, nor the 
industrial condition of the country demand a 


contiunanee of those excessive and abnurmal 
duties, and that their pro myationu s need 
lessly burde ning the multitude of cor mers 


for the benefit of a few producers. 


l'o many it may seem unnecessary to enter 


into any argument to show that these war dt 


ties never were intended to anything but 


temporary in their character, and yet there 


are those who since the expiration ol th 


war 
have attempted to clothethem with a new gar 
ment and to incorporate them into the pe 
manent fiscallegislation of ourcountry. That 
they were never so intended abundantly ap 
pears by a glance at the laws imposing them 
and the grounds upon which their adoption 
was urged during the war. In the beginning 


of the war these duties were raised simply as 
a revenue measure, to increase the rece 1p 
the Governmentand to meet the extraordinary 


expenditures ot the war. Then came e 
ternal 
dinary taxes on our domestic manu 


{ 
aud then in turn the duties 


lti- 


revenue system, which levied extraor 


ictures, 
elgn im 
ports were raised again to compensate our 
home manufacturers for the internal taxes 
which they were compelled to pay. I call 
Spe cial attention to the latter fact because it 
has an important bearing, an incontrovertible 
bearing uponthe propriety of reductions at the 
present time. 

rhe title of the act of July 14, 1862, by 
which most tariff duties were increased, 
‘‘An act increasing temporarily the duties on 
imports.’’ When it was brought before 
for 


upon lol 


Wwhs 


he 


consideration, Mr. Stevens, then 





t 


duti ' e fixed as near A8 pOs- 
| ‘ i ® rates ‘ ( ! it the inter 
! enue uy lome ls of like char 
| HE BARG as now A 
member of the H e,asked d ctly wheihe 
tnere Was any inere f 1 cut ive and except 
The compensat rauty, le neces ary by the 
iwernal ta ! i M | ) Lil be ill of 
tt committee, re ed ere was no increase 
except f{ that pury f and & i@ revenue 
duties upon al not produced in this coun 
try fhe | vit u rted throughout and 
final! passed u ,u lea of a compen 
sutory duty for the tax weed upon the home 
In 1864 the internal tax upon manufacture 
Wii nere land a Ne ime time another 
I th I lto tk Hou by Mr 
Monn r the d m oll in 
j | J ‘ eo! h g n belng again 
tha th ! i i ire! ie i be « ym 
yee led ) ed roai tax In 
eu cu Mr. Morriui 
d 
I ju il ! ron the principle na 
} 0 Lm ine 1 the tariff of 1861 equal 
il ual 
int ( r ofr hil t 1 hie peal lly 
j in i) i ii “leinporary measure, 
a 1°" War ine ire,’ and as ‘'a measure im 
| d | the searcity of laborers and the 
enorme hire taxation lle said 
When we imy ona tax of five percent. upon our 
manu irs ma ines ti tariti to the Le 
upou tore iu il we leave them 
poi tiie tu el I ting they were at the 
‘ md ¢ ier has cause of complaint.’ 
Ay When the biil Came to the Senate, 
M i i Lidl 
Phe poli I the ecouutry, [ take it, 18 to get 
money to support the Government principally from 
internaltax« 1, aud to wt <ceedingly large degree 
irom wu [i 1! if you propose to get noney 
; if ' you must enable them to pay it, because 
{ u leg ot »as to break dowa manufactures, 
oy to eck t r pre ity, that source of revenue, 
i © great urce,is dried up, and you fail 
j hat am important particular. The tariff 
rdjusted, aud was adjusted before, upon that simple 
principle with reference to the internal revenue tax 
Phas it will | een that this theory of com 
ternal taxes ran ail through 
it icbates, and was the constant pretext for 
aising the duties ¢ foreign Importations 
next year the rnal revenue was again 
raised, and wa placed at so high a figure that 
ul tux pon domestic manutactures (notin 
luding sj ind tobacco) yielded upward 
of one uundred and wenty-five million dol 
i nm a ngie year. The eoiton mills paid 
11,000,000 factory tax that year; the woolen 
m | ad ¢g 000,000, aud tie rou industry 
over tweive million Besides these direct 
fact ry taxes tie _wi the income tax, which 
Was theo ery high, a d Vari is other internal 
iaxes indireetly iffecting cost f production. 
Now, we all know that these internal factory 
faxes Nave 1 bo swept away, not a vestige 
of them remains, and these millions now re 
main in the coffers of ihe facet ry owners while 
thie dutic ipon imports which were increased 
as an iden t 1d compensation for these 
very tax ill remain as tlie y were. For a 
period of about five years these gentlemen 
have been enjoying the compensation without 
eudering the quid pro qu it an old say- 


mg that when the re asou of a law has ceased, 
the law should cease. Now here the pro- 
fe sed and pledge d reason h is entire ly ceased, 
aud our laws should be modified accordingly. 
nd our | hould } lified ling! 
I appeal to the candid protectionist himself, 
wud ask him whether there is not a proper 
margin over an 1 above protection, a margin 
within which we may reduce without trench- 
mg it the ] ‘ . be +} ha +) al 
bg in the least upon the theoretical question 


ot protect) ta 2 USE f? W hethe r there iS any- 
thing unfair in reducing duties laid not for 
.: é ; ; . 
protection’s sake, but as an eq 1ivalent for 
burden which have been done away with? It 
seems to vie that the honest protectionist him- 


6 THE CON 


lf cannot deny the justice of this proposition 
t] 


taking another step and bec ming the 
avowed champion of bounty and monopoly. 
t 


When these duties were raised to their present 
figure you promised the people that they 
shou d be ten 1po rary, you said they should 
stand and fall with the internal revenue. Now 
that the latter a fallen, will you keep the 


pledge You wentup with every rise of inter- 


nal taxes as faithfully as the mercury: responds 
>, but now 


he internal revenue has nearly 
‘T eit] ‘ ee 
zero your ¢ irilf 18 Still al the DOM point. 


to the condition of the atmospher 


ant ¢ 
Zou. vO 


I know it is difficult to persuade any class 


of men to ie pecuniary advantages 
vhich circumstances have once thrown into 
their hands; they hold on to them with des- 
perate tenacity after the re: 





il excuse or reason 


has passed away. New reasons and plausible 


theories are made up as substitutes for the 
oldones. Whatwasonceclaimed and obtained 
asa compensation for internal war taxes simply 
is now insisted upon with a bold face as a 
necessary permanent protection to home man- 


ufacturers. 

Aud yet who does not know that the cost of 
production in the United States is much less 
to-day than it was during the war, when aside 
from the internal taxes, labor was scarce, the 
national currency was depressed, and a hun- 
dred causes combined to make production ab- 
normally dear? And who does ae know upon 
the other hand that the cost of production in 
hile ours has been 
falling, that itis ec mahanle rising at the pres- 
ent time, especially in England, owing to the 


Kurope has heen ris ing 


general and rapid rise in wages and the sear- 
city of raw material? Why, sir, there never 
was a more fit and -? yportune moment for 
lieving the people from 
the burdens of the tariff without harming our 
own industries than the present. 

‘early all the products of European facto- 
ries have gone up inprice, the American man- 
ufacturer following close upon the heel of the 
Kuropean in the schedule of prices, getting all 
the benefits of this rise in values without the 
correspouding cost, so that the margin of his 
protection is constantly widening, the Ameri- 
the increased cost. Any 
atteniive reader of commercial newspapers 


reducing duties and 1 


can people paying 
must huve observed with some astonishment 
of late how completely prices are under the 
control of manufacturers in this cour ry under 
tue present tariff, and. ‘how completely they 
make use of it when the opportunity occurs. 

[ have seen a number ot edicts published 
by manufacturers’ associations of late arbitra- 
rily advancing prices here to corr spond with 
the rise in Europe. Now, when we ought to 
derive some of the long- aaa d benefits 
of protection; now, when the theory of cheap- 
ness as the ultimate result of protection 
should develop itself, if it ever will; now, 
when the American people should receive 
some return for the bounties which for many 
long years they have lavished upon American 
manufacturers, we find them coolly going up 
with European prices and taxing us with 
increased profits which the present tariff 
enables them todo. In other words, when 
Ksuropean prices are low, we are indignant, 
and must have an American system and Amer- 
ican prices, and so we add a duty to make them 
higher. When Ei uropean prices are high, we 
say nothing and quietly add the duty anyhow. 
Sieg where does the consumer come in? I 

ar his position is very much like that of the 
Ind iat n in the story we sometimes hear from 


the stump of the Indian and the white man who 


shot a turkey and a buzzard in partnership, 
and when they came to divide, the buzzard 
always fell to the lot of the Indian. 

Pig iron in Great Britain has gone up about 
fifty per cent. withina year, owing to scarcity 
of ore and coal, and on account of “nigh W2geS ; 
the American furnace-men have advanced in 
proportion, while the cost of production here 


GRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


April 26. 


has, if anything, decreased. nerican “- 
iron which was sold at a handsome profit for 
thir rty-three dollars some time ago is now sell. 
ing for fifty-one. Wool and woolens have go), 
up; glass has gone up, indeed, nearly ever: 
thing that 1s a yrted from E urope has been 


on the rise, an 


the mar; gio of profits | th 
American enanisaiaeat likewise. Now. 
seems to me, if ever, this is the time for 
duction. The manufacturer can stand it, the 
revenue can afford it, we have ayearly si urplus 
to reduce on. W hen are we ever to reducs 
this tariff if we do not do it now? 

There is another line of thought which | 
wish to suggest to the House as a reason wi! r 
our present rates of tariff duties should bem 


ut 


nog 


ified. These war duties never bei Ing intends ] 
for times of peac e, are beg'nning to embar: 
and cripple various impc yrtant industries of 
this country to Such an extent as to materially 
retard its progress. The condition of Ame 


ican shipping is a familiar and lamentable 
instance of this kind; but there are hundred 
of others suffering from the same cause, and 
I was astonished to find duri: g our protrac 
hearings on the Committee of Ways and Means 
how many industries have actually been drive: 
across our northern border into the Domin 
of Canada, and how our present tariff ofien 
serves to encourage Canadian enterprise and 
Canadian labor at the expense of our own. 

Thus it appeared in testim« ony betore tl 
committee that the duty on hides and othe 
material used in tanning had caused Am: 
can tanners to move into Canada with the 
capital, tools, and machinery, theuce carr 
ing on an exteusilve export rade to Sout! 
America and Kurope, which our tariff had 
made impossible in this country. American 
lumber dealers told us that for the purpos 
of export they had been compelled to estab 
lish their houses in Canada. It further a 
peared that the salt duty had destroyed much 
of our export trade of home produce to the 
West Indies, and transferred it to Cana 
During the fiscal year of 1870 nine million 
pounds of raw tobacco were sent from the 
United States into Canada, to be worked uj 
into plugs there for export, on account of 
our high duty on licorice. 

When an American ship must be recoppe: 
she straightway sails to St. John and employ 


Canadian labor and Canadian material to d 
it there. No wonder that the provinces are 
entering on a new era of prosperity. These 
things show how a tariff, when it goes beyond 


a certain point, cuts both ways. Indeed, this 
is much more = parent when we consider th 
fact that all the protected industries of the 
country put sau produce only about ten 
per cent. of the total produc ion of the coun 
try, and that while we benefit ten per cent. of 
our industry, we do it at the expense of ninety 
per cent. ; and, furthermore, that all articles 
ee for export from this country can in 
the very nature of things receive no benefit 
fain protection, while upon the other hand 
those exports are made dearer by reason o! 
the tariff, and are thus wholly or partially de- 
prived of their salable quality in foreign 
countries. Thus we have lost our export trade 
in boots and shoes, in ready-made clothing, 
wagons, saddlery, &c., and for the last ten 
years we have the strange spectacle of a great 
nation, constantly increasing in numbe re. and 
productive capacity, decreasing in its export 
of manufactured articles. 

Now, as to the bill. The aggregate nom- 
inal reduction is small, and I hope the House 
will increase it to the amount of at least 
$10,000,000, which may be done without 1n- 
terfering with the needful revenue of the 
country. It will be observed, however, that 
the reductions which are made in the bill 
are upon the great staples of consumption, 
aud this I claim as one of its chief merits, 
and that the relief to the people will be felt 


‘on the whole consumption of those articles, 








on the home production in the shape of 
reduced prices, and on the unporte xd articles 
n the shape of reduced datic 

Hence the bill, if semand, idl with an appar- 
ently small reduction of revenue afford great 
relief tothe people. Tor instance, our reduc- 
upon cotton amount to only 
$778,075 upon the revenue derived from for- 
eign importations, but while we import about 
twenty-six million dollars in cottons, the home 
pro dt iction is about seven times as great, and 
etion will affect the 


tions goods 


the redu whole consump- 
on, sa and domestic. We reduce on 
woolen goods 34,300,525 of revenue on an 
importation of $42,000,000, while the esti- 


home production is $156,000,000, or 

four times much. We reduce on 
steel, and its manufactures, apparently 

$2,923,141 on an importation of $43,- 
000,000, but the home production of these 
articles amounts to about one hundred 
ninety-five inillion dollars, or about four 
a half times as much. 

So it is with the great article of leather, of 
which the home production is $195,000,000, o 
twenty-eight times as great as the foreign in- 
portation, and so [ might go on with lumbe , 
copper, salt, and numerous other ariicles pro- 


mated 
nearly as 


( uly $ 


and 
and 


vided for in the biil, and I think [am not 
exaggerating when I say that the twenty mil 


lions nominally reduced in our bill will indi- 
rectly work a saving of from seventy to eighty 
millions to the people. And this resuit 
accomplished by such moderate reductions as 
not to interfere with the legitimate prosperity 
of existing American industries in the least. 

Che p yroposed reductions taken se parate ly 
are so small as to operate entirely within the 
margin of profits at most, and do not involve 
the abstract questions of protection or free 
trade at all, and hence I do not think that evena 
discussion of those fundamental principles and 
theories can legitimately arise out of this bill. 
The reductious are of such a character as to 
leave ample protection to any industry in the 
land, even on the protectionist’s own ground. 
They simply tend to divest some of them of 
that superabundant protection which smells of 
monopoly, and which it was never intended 
they should enjoy after the close of the war, 
and to bring them within the healthful rules 
of competition which even the theoretical pro- 
tectionist admits to be desirable. 

With the exception of a few articles like 
coal and sali, the reductions average, in most 


is 


cases, but twenty per cent. on existing rates. 
Yo do less than that would, in my opinion, 
afford no appreciable relief to any one. The 


reduction on woolen goods is less than twenty 
per cent., and it is no reduction at all on the 
protection which the woolen manufacturers 
claimed and obtained in the wool and woolen 
tariff of 1867, as I will presently show. Yet 
{ believe it is this portion of the bill in par- 
ticular to which the distinguished gentleman 
from Massachusetts, chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and other mem- 
bers from that State, object. Woolen goods 
are one of the great necessities of life; next 
to food perhaps the greatest. I refer to ordin- 
ary cloths, women and children’s dress goods, 
blankets, &c. Certainly there is no article 
affected by the tariff excepting salt, which is 
so much of an article of prime necessity as 
woolen goods. It comes home to every man’s 
family, aud their use is absolutely unavoidable 
in a civilized country by rich and poor alike. 

Now, the duties upon this article of prime 


, 


rates and adjustment in the whole 
schedule. The duty being mainly a specific 
one, that is, 80 mucii a pound, without refer- 
ence to quality, it is comparatively low on fine 


cloths and extremely high on the lower class | 


of coarse goods, such as are used by the poor, 
running up to between one and two athens 
eo cent. on ordinary cloths, and I am told as 

high as three hundred per cent. on some quali- 
ties of blankets, thus affording a complete and | 
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| iniquitious monopoly to the manufacturers of 


that class of goods. 

(hen, again, on all cotton mixed cloths the 
duty is enormously high and virtually pro 
hibitory, for the reason that under this specific 
duty of so much a pound the cotton substance 


| is of course weighed with the woolen portion 


suc h fabrics is of 


the 
course much less 
I'his has 


and pays a like duty, although value of 


than the 


\l-woolen goods resulted in 


| great increase of this not very desirable class 


of goods in this country. | have some samples 
here trom which any can see how 
tariff operates on cotton mixed goods. 


one this 


These 


| samples, it will be observed, show exactly how 


| is that the duties 


much cotton there is in the body of the cloth, 
the wool having been extracted out of one end 
of the samples by chemical process. All this 
cotton pays duty as woolen goods, and thus it 
inarked on the samples are 
running over one hundred 
per cent. ad valorem, and yet these very goods 
are necessarily worn by the poorer classes. 

1 will not blame Representatives from those 
districts in which the great woolen manufac- 
tures are located for stickling about the small 
reduction proposed in the bill. ‘They are, no 
doubt, very faithful to the interests of their 
particular locality ; but upon the other hand, 
1 submit to them that to have made a revision 
reduction of the tariff with woolens left out 
would have been like the play of Hamlet with 
Hamlet left out. Now, what do we propose 
to do about woolens in this bill? The duty on 
woolens is a double 


sO high, every one 


or 


a duty; that is, it consists 
of a specific and an ad valorem, the former 


being the largest. 


This specitic duty, which is calculated by 
the pound weight, was intended as an equiva- 
lent for the duty on the raw wool used in the 
cloth, which the manufacturer is supposed to 
pay. This was so agreed upon in the cele- 
brated wool-growers’ and wool-manufacturers’ 
convention at Syracuse in 1866, where the 
of our present wool tariff was laid. 
Thus when cloth pays a specific duty of fifty 


basis 


| cents a pound, it is supposed to represent the 


duty on the four pounds of raw wool which go 
into one pound of cloth. Now, it is appare nt 
that if a reduction of twenty per cent. 1s made 
ou the raw wool, and alike reduction of twe nty 
per cent. on the specific duties on woolens, it 
leaves the m relatively in exactly the same 
position as before, and the cloth manufacturer 
still gets just his equivalent for the duty he 
pays on the wool, which is all that the specific 


| duties were ever intended to cover. 


his is just what we propose to do by this 
bill. We propose to take a fifth from the 
duties on the raw material and a correspond- 
ing fifth from the specific pound weight duty 


on the manufactured article, and hence I say 


| the reduction on the specific duties on cloths, 


dress goo ds, &e., 


| on the contrary, it will 


does not trench on the man- 
ufacturer’s protection or profits in the least ; 
| probably benefit him, 
for his chiet complaint has always been the 
high duty on the foreign wools which he must 
have to mix with the American many 
kinds of cloths, and, besides, we propose to 
relieve him trom the ten per cent. additional 


tor 


| duty on Cape wools which he is now compelled 


stuffs on the free 


| woolen goods is thirty-five per cent. 
| ure i 
necessity are among the most odious in their || 
tarifi || 


to pay, while we have put many of his dye- 
list. 

But now | come to the other branch of the 
duty, the ad valorem, which nearly all 
Phis fig- 
was arrived at in the following manner by 
the same conventionto which | have referred : 


the manufacturers said they must have twenty- 


on 


five per cent. protection over and above the 
compensatory specific duty to which I have 
| alluded; and they still further claimed that 


the internal revenue taxes which in one shape 
and another they were obliged to pay at that 
time amounted to ten per cent. on theic pro- | 
duct, for which they claimed a further compen- | 
satory duty of ten per cent. ad valorem, making | 
the total ad valorem thirty-five per cent. 


a || 


“un 


; ers all 


| tion of twenty-five 


| about 


| candid 
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In order that there shall be no doubt on this 
point in the mind of any one I will read from 
the statement of the executive committee of the 


National Association of Wool Manufacturers 
relative to the duties on wool and woolens, 


addressed to the United States Revenue Com: 
missioner in 1866, and which was adopted and 


enacted into a law by Congress in 1867. They 
Say: 

‘The provisions proposed by the committee and 
rendered necessary by the proposed change in the 
duties on wool aim to accomplish two ohjects: first, 
to fix the specific duties at rates which shall be sim 
ply compensatory for eo iy on the wool and 
other material; and, secondly, to establish an ad 
valorem duty — be aes sp rovil ding for the reve 
nue tax on manufactures, shall leave the manufac 
turer simply a = protection of twenty-five per 


cent. With some exceptions 
will be speci 
duty on manufactures of wool 
at thirty-five per cent., ten per 
equivalent for the internal revenue tax of six 
per eent, on manufactures und on articles « nsumed 
in manufacturing, and twenty-five per cent. as pri 
tection to the manudacturer That ten per cent. 
not more than an equivale mt for the six pe - ad. 
revenue tax, will appear from considering that the 
eustoms duty being levied on the foreign value and 
the internal tax on the home value, a larger per 
centageof the former than the latter will be re quired 
to make agivensum. ‘lo state a for lustra 
tion quite closely conformable to present can and 
fore ign values, a y ard of cloth sells in our whi a ket 
for $2 50, which would cost abroad only $l ! In 
that case exactly ten per cer customs duty aa 
be required on the latter sum to equal the six per 
cent. internal tax on the former. In the tated, 
the ten per cent. would not be a full equivalent for 
the whole internal revenue tax, a8 such taxes must 
also be paid upon articles consumed in manufactur 
ing.’ 

When the secretary of the Wool Manuf 
turer's Association appeared before our com 
mittee this winter, | asked him whether ten 
per cent of the present ad valore) m duty did not 
represent internal revenue, avd he 
it. Now, all the bill proposes to do is to strike 
off five per cent. from the ad valorem, making 
it thirty instead of thirty-five, although 
tittle of internal revenue on manufactures has 
been repealed, and my opinion that the 
whole ten per cent. should have been struck 
off, which would have left manutactur 
which they themselves claimed wh 
they fixed up this tarill, namely, a net protec 
per in the bill 
we leave them thirty. anything to be 
alarmed in that proposition? If 
cannot stand a reduction of five per cent. 
of thirty-five, and 


, the reasons for 
aliy explained hereafter, the ad valorem 
and worsted is fixed 

cent, being fixed us 


whic h 


case 


it. 


qaise 
x 


admitted 


every 
is 


Lo the 


cent., while 
Is the re 
about they 
out 
that, too, given as an equiva 
lent for a thing which uo longer exists, what can 
they stand, and when are we ever to get back 
to anything like a normal condition of things? 
gentlemen tro an New England, 
and particularly ntle 
man trom Mag 
Statesmanship « 


| suggest to the 


to the « guished ge 
his well-known 
rise above mere 


local considerations in this matter of duties ¢ 


amChUSeLES, 


‘an atiord to 
t 


woolens, and that the good of the whole coun 


try demands a substantial eduction in thi 
very important article ol i 


On cotton fabrics we propose areduction of 


twenty per cent. on the 
which do 


stand as t 


higher duties, 
not exceed thirty five 
hey 


leaving those 


per cent. to are. l believe no 


person familiar with the condition of 
the cotton-muiils of New Eu igial id will Say th 
such a reduction as that will either hurt this 


flourishing industry or check its prosperity in 
the least. 

On iron, steel, and their products, we like 
wise propose an average reduction of about 
twenty to twenty-four per cent., making it less 
on the pig for the reason that it was reduced 
two dollars a ton in the last Congress, whil: 
bars, and manufactures generaliy wer 
not reduced at ail. 

What shall I say aboutiron? The subject 
has outgrown all calculation. This is truly a: 
iron age. The world’s demand for ir 
its various uses has distanced the supply so 
that | fear the latter will not catch up in this 
generation. Inaddition to this the su; 
England and Sweden has been checked by 
ous causes already referred to. 


blooms, 


ud ith Ai 


1 


ply 
vari 
The co! 


|| quence ofall this is that iron has gone up to an 








almost unprecedented height all over the 
' v i mur American fturnace-men are 
ra ol iron into pigs ol Z id, [ron 
I ma ( Sat w < t of about 
ive d 1 7 iid at fifty: and 
+ ( ‘ hi hivu fir f enyayged to 
! Lhe ili¢ ( y | rit mw i thead 
Dive ituatior » well deseribed iu an article 
taken & Financial Chronicle that I will 
. , . , 
i { 
wreuy ¢ lron.—The e lition of the iron 
at “ j er tin i nb many respects 
, lent in the fthe trade. With 
{ ‘ bur 1 tin sitil riat iT “ iMareCce AS 
ted surplu ft toreign production will 
! t t i with an iron famine. 
Jat Ave opie No.l has advaneed 
| i per rn) r + irom 
i ir n 5 } id j -to S108 
| i \ ! i been pro 
i ira i ng aa ul tsince tne 
n t ra =i >, gold, 
in 9.30 > ind do5, and scrap iron trom 
mma Lhe reason for this is easily 
i ihroughout the w d, but more especially 
has been during the past few 
nou mcreuss j m mption, and 
i f production has not Kept pace with 
i ef] ciuse the necessity for new iron was not 
in ' urpilus st Ks Of this and other mar- 
| were exhausted. Least year the consumption 
it United States w about 2,600,000 
i wh i we produced yout 2.000.000 tons, and 
| i i iar beginuing the current year 
n irplus, which has forced consumers to de 
! i Ww | upon the immediate product of the 
fur Qt e tot mseumption last year it 1s 
ltha ialf was used in railroad con 
n 1 equiy nt. This ye a largely 
ner ed neumplive demand is anticipated, 
We have now me 60.000 miles of railroad in 
ration, to keep which in repair will require, in 
vddition to i rail erolled, about three tons to 
trie i or Lv ISU tons, Last year we built 
i i ni of new road. If we build as much 
1 hall require of new rails about 8S tons 
he mil r 616,000 tons. To this may be added 
rol “ \ h and the like, Bas 10 
rile r7 ton The capacity of the 
Ww rat a 2 OK W tons, te which 
vd i ) ton he prob e product 
wi now Dutlding In the present con- 
lition« Huropean market it is doubtful if we 
vi i bth \ i is last: but 
il the same quantity, or 000,00 
upply would amount to about 2,750,000 
i) Aue ! I mini the OD net His ect ifor 
! ve ematoing 1.784.000 
tilroad equipment, building purposes, gas 
md wa i machine themanutacture of hard- 
t li ~nnd the thousand other 
hich iron is employed, or less than one 
} { e estimated requirement. It would appear, 
tl iust be urtaltiment ot con- 
i ! mn lirection, or an ‘tive competition 
umers for the limited supply. Stull we 
k it probable that there will be any 
I \ e on the very high prices now obtained, 
pay the producer well now that they 
must ) timutat production to a point which 
ineet the requirementsof the trade.’’—/inancial 
' n 
Mi FINKELNBURG. Consumers are 
erambliog for supples which they cannot 


ain quick enouga af any price, and yet gen 


i 
emen insist on keeping up an artificial bar- 
ier to cheek and embarrass the march of 
improvement and progress Sir, | believe 
at our tariff on tron ts a superfluous bounty 
this day, and if there was any security 
that this vs would remain in the Pp esent con- 
dition it might be taken off altogether. Palk 
about foreign competition ! Chere is no com- 


petition to-day in iron exceptamong those who 
want to buy. Yet for reasons be fore stated 
we propose to goslow. The committee put pig 
: at six dollars, though I think the House 
should make it five dollars. 

What [ have said of pig iron is relatively 
true of bar iron and the advanced products of 


iron, as the following extract from a commer- 


Clal newspaper wi l show: 
: *Enolish Advance on lron.—Merchant bar iron 
: has advanced in England from £7 10s. in August last 
z to £1 s, and manufacturers will not receive 
AB orders even at the advance, or to contract for any 
Bs: specified time, as their orders on hand are sufficient 
et i to absorb ailthey can make up to July next. It is 
at estimated th Sweden and Norway will not pro- 
1 duce n ian a half supply of iron for the pres- 
t ent year. ‘This condition of atfairs abroad has 
aa, caused a steady advance in American iron for some 
ae time past. which has been followed by an advance 


in copper, brass, and other metals. The effect of 
all this has been to advance American hardware 


aed le start a 
aby ARN Decl 


Gat <ee wn 
peas 


ra 
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cent. Articles manufactured of steel haveadvanced 
from five to twelve and a half per cent. here and in 
Europe.” 

The important article of bend and _ sole 
leather we have been able to reduce from 
ad valorem, and 


Instance, at least, the reduction was 


‘ 


thirty-five to fifteen per cent 


made, | am gratified to iy, with the consent 
ol i ading manutacturers in cons deration of 
hides being made free. Che duty on hides 
never was a protectl n to anybody, partly for 
the reason that South American hides which 
we import are used for a distinctive purpose, 
d with our own, and 
never affected the price of American hides one 
Upon the other hand, the 


foreign increased the price of 


oO not materially compete 
way or another. 
duty on the 
leather, an article not only of universal con 
sumption in the shape of buots and shoes, but 
so exiensively used by farmers, mechanics, and 
auufacturers in their various occupations. 
Indeed, the use of leather in this country 1s 
h irdly re alized by any one who has not had his 
attention specially directed to the fact. [ may 
he re state inci Jental y that the leather in- 
dustry in the United States is estimated to be 
greater in its extent than either wool or iron. 
Before the war we exported it, and tanners 
told us that with free hides they could compete 
with the world in leather 

Lumber we propose to reduce from twenty 


‘ ‘ 


to ten per cent. ad valorem; a reduction 
which I believe will be haiied with satisfaction 
by nine tenths of the people, for, as was weil 
said by the late Commissioner of the Revenue, 
it is greatly to the interest of the majority of 
the people that their houses, factories, fences, 
vehicles, furniture, cars, and ships should be 
be lumber duty, while it is not felt 
in some regions, is felt very severely in others. 
We have had a number of delegations before 


cheap. 


the committee asking for a reduction of this 
duty, and the evidence showed that not only 
is the duty added to the price of the imported 
lumber, and thus paid by the American con- 
sumer, but likewise that it affects the price of 
the home prodact, that it is crippling more 
American industries than it protects, and that 
itis retarding improvement and progress in 
Various Ways, he aring wilh peculiar severity 
on certain sections of the country, and bene- 
fiting no one but a few owners of timber lands 
in the Northwest. It is not a question of labor, 
but a question of stumpage, as it is technically 


| called. 


Ou coal and salt we make a heavier reduc- 


tion than on most other things, for reasons | 


which are so well known and which have been 


| so often discussed that I will not weary the 


House with a repetiiion. Indeed, the House 
has several times voted to make them free, 
but following the line of policy heretofore 
indicated, we thought best not to recommend 
so great a change at once. 

lhe House has also voted to make tea and 
coffee free, and I have a few words to say upon 
that point. I know that the words free tea 
and coffee have a certain glittering popular 
ity connected with them. But all that glit- 
ters is not gold, and this proposition to repeal 


ail duties upon tea and coffee as a measure | 


of revenue reform will upon closer inspec- 
tion be found to have a good deal of pinch- 
beck about it. 

Let us take a plain, common-sense view 
of the matter. There are two kinds of du- 
ties upon our tariff schedule, the one class 
consists of duties strictly revenue in char- 
acter, the other class is protective in char- 
in the one case, where the tax-payer 
pays a dollar the I'reasury receives a dollar ; 
in the other case, where the tax-payer pays 
one dollar into the Treasury he pays trom 
oue to five into the pockets of private par- 
ties who are engaged in occupations favored 
by law. Tea and coffee belong to the for- 


mer class; the duties upon these two articles | 


are strictly revenue duties, They are not 


composed chiefly of iron from ten to twenty per || exceptionally high, and yet we collected about 
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nineteen million dollars from this source last 
year. 

It will be remembered they were reduced j, 
the last Congress, and in this bill we agai 
propose to reduce them, so as to make th; 
duty on tea equal to about thirty-three pe 
cent. and coffee twenty per cent. ad valorem. 
Now, it is said that tea and coffee are artic] 
of universal consumption, and as such they 
ought to be duty tree. [ admit that they are 

articles of almost universal consumption, but 
I cannot admit that they ere necessities of Jif 
in as high a degree as clothing, salt, mechanjes’ 
tools, bed blankets, and many other articles jp 
the tariff which I could name, and yet we have 
duties upon these exceeding one hundred per 
cent., upon some exceeding two hundred and 
approaching three hundred per cent. Now. 
in view of these facts, the majority of the com 
mittee thought that a small revenue duty on 
tea and coffee should be retained, and although 
the aggregate reduction in our bill is so smal 
as to permit free tea and coffee without injury 

| to the revenue, we prefer that the House should 
add in other directions where relief will be 
in a much greater degree. 

I will not attempt at this time to enter any 
further on the details of the bill, leaving the 
discussion of details until the bill is taken up 
by paragraphs for consideration ; but befor 
closing | wish to say a few words concerning 
the idea sometimes advanced that the present 
high duties are really necessary in order t 
make up for the difference in price of labor 
between here and Europe. In the first place, 
the American factory laborer does not get ani 
higher wages by reason of the tariff. In a 
speech on the relations of tariffs to wages which 
| made about a month ago, | expressed my 
views st some length on that subject, and | 
think [showed from s'atistical information fu 
nished by the State of Massachusetts that the 
tariff while it swells profits and dividends dos 
not increase the rate of wages. 

But, in the second place, there is nothing 
more delusive than this theory of compensa- 

| tion for difference in cost of labor, for the 
simple reason that the price of labor is by no 
means a true test of the cost of production. 
Raw material forms the bulk of the cost of 
production, and this is often cheapest where 
labor is dearest, and such is the case with 
many factories and industries in this country. 
Many persons take it for granted that the 
labor account is the great item in the manu 
facture of our protected goods; and we often 
hear manufacturers argue in this way: I pay 
my laborers twice as much as is paid to 
laborers in the same line of business in Europe ; 
therefore | should have twice the price for my 
goods. This argument, plausible as it may 
seem at first glance, is utterly fallacious and a 
flimsy pretext for monopoly duties. 

I have paid some attention of late to the 
| proportion of the cost of labor to the whole 
| cost of manufactured products, and I have 
found somewhat to my own surprise that it 
rarely exceeds twenty-five per cent. For 
instance, labor represents only fifteen to twenty 
per cent. in pig iron, only fifteen per cent. in 
woolen goods, twenty-five per cent. in cotton 
| goods, eighteen per cent. in paper, and in 

some articles, as for instance 1n soap, lf 

sinks down to only six per cent., while a 
| tobacco manufacturer told us in committee that 
the labor in sweetened plug tobacco costs less 
than the licorice which goes into it. I have 
all these figures from the statements of manu 
facturers themselves. 

The bulk of the cost is always in the material, 
besides such items as fuel, rent, interest, &c. 
Now, even taking twenty-five per cent. as the 
average cost of labor, it will be perceived that 
a protection of only twenty-five per cent. on 
the whole value of the article is equal to a 
protection of one hundred per cent. on the 
labor that goes into the article; a duty of fifty 
per cent. on the value is equal to two hundred 
|| per cent. on the labor; seventy-five per cent. 


e 


£1 
i@it 





on the value is equal to three hundred per 
cent. on the labor, and a duty of one hundred 
per ce nt. on the value, such as we have several 
of on our tariff schedule, amounts to a protec- 
tion of four hundred per cent. on the labor 

It will be perceived from these figures how 
curious the effect of the enentnsere? s mode 
of protecting cost of labor, and how little 
protection is really needed to compensate for 
difference in price of labor. As it the 
manufacturer, under pretense of equalizing 
labor, gets his protection on the whole cost, 
and thus doubles up on labor, material, and 
all. In addition to this there is the cost of 
bringing the foreign goods by the side of the 
domestic in our market, which in itself affords 
a protection of from five to ten per cent. on 
the value, according to the nature of the article. 

Again, there is no doubt also that while we 
higher wages to American laborers, we 
? uire more ot them in return, and they do 

ctually produce more than the average Kuro 
pean laborers do in the same space of time. 
But it is improved machinery above all which 
is daily reducing the significance of the price 
of mere manual! labor in the cost of manutac- 
tured wares. ‘This is strikingly illustrated by 
the following statistics, which | clip from the 
Washington Chronicle of recent date: 


is, 


pay 


‘The manufacture of plain cottons in Massachu- 
setts in 1865 produced fabrics valued at 354,436,881, 
being unincrease in ten years of $28,296,343, or one 
hundred and eight per cent.; yet the capital in- 
creased in that time only four per cent., w a. the 
number of hands employed was actually reduced 
eleven thousand one hundred and nine. Each ‘oi- 
lar of capital produced three times as much as it did 
ten years before, while the actual value produced 
by each operative rose from $751 to $2,299 per an- 
num. Yet this did not reduce the amount of capital 
employed in manufactures nor the number of oper- 
atives. The surplus capital and labor found new 
avenues of employment. 

‘The wool manufacture, 
review, 


in the ten years under 
only doubled its capital, and added but 


eighty-four per cent. to its number of operatives, 
while increasing fourfold its annual production. 
The carpet manufacture tripled its production, 


while it decreased its capital twenty per cent. and 


its amount of labor twenty-five per cent.” 

{n conclusion, let me express the hope that 
with some additions, increasing the aggregate 
reduction ten millions more, and such amend- 
ments as every bill of this nature must neces- 
sarily undergo, the bill reported by the major- 
ity of the committee will pass this House. 

To the gentlemen on the other side of the 
House I say, if you have been sincere in your 
loud professions concerning the tariff, you will 
support this bill; for though it may not suit 
your idea of what ought to be done, it is the 
only practical result that can be obtained at 
this session. You cannot oppose it on the 
ground on which you opposed the so-called 
Schenck tariff, for that tariff, while it reduced 
some things, increased the duty on others. 
This bill is at least a consistent scaling down 
throughout. 

To the Republican party, which is respons- 
ible for the legislation of the country, | say, 
if you want to avoid the charge of keeping 
needless burdens on the people, a charge 
often made, now is the time to do away with 
it; and, finally, I say to the ultra protection- 
ists, if you want to avoid a crisis, if you want 
to avoid a sudden revulsion, such as is gen- 
erally caused by a stubborn holding on to 
extremes, if you want to prevent such a sweep- 
ing change as I and every true revenue re- 
former would regret to see, your true policy 
is to accept the olive branch which is offered 
in the shape of this bill. 

Mr. DICKEY. I noticed that the gentle- 
man has addressed remarks to all of the polit- 
ical parties of this country except the Cincin- 
Natl party. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I do not know that 
I have any words to address to that party. 

Mr. DAWES. As no other gentleman seems 
disposed to address the committee at this time, 
[ will move that the committee now rise. In 
doing so I desire to say that I have no desire 
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| to address the committee when the considera- 


| 9999 


done. 


tion of this subject shall be next resumed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Sco- 
FIELD reported that pursuant to the order of 
the House the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had under consider- 
ation the state of the Union generally, and 
more particularly the bill of the House (No. 
) to reduce duties on imports and to re- 
duce internal taxes, and for other purposes, 
aud had come to no resolution thereon. 


ht) ht ent 


ORDER OF 
Mr. SHANKS. I desire to inquire of the 
Chair if there will be a morning hour to-inor- 
row? 
The SPEAKER. If there shall be one, it 
will be for the consideration of reports from 
committees, of a private nature. 


BUSINESS. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Idesiretoask unani- 
mous consent that on to-morrow there shall 
be no other business done except general 


debate on the tariff bill. 

Mr. L. MYERS | hope that will not be 
We were denied a morning hour this 
morning. 


The SPEAKER. It requires unanimous 
consent, 
Mr. MeNEELY. I object. 
LEGISLATIVE APPKOPRIATION BLLL. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, from a com- 


mittee of 
report: 


conference, submitted the following 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
bill GH. R. No. 1060) making appropriations for the 
legislative, e xecutive, and judicial e ave nses of the 


Government for the year ending June 30, 1873, and 
tor other purposes, having met, after fall and free 
conference, have agreed to recommend, and do ree- 

| ommend, to their respective Houses as follows: 
Thatthe Senate recede from their amendments 
numbered 12, 26, 27, 28; 29. 30, 31, 35, 37, 45, 61, 62, 64, 

| 68, 69, 70, 71, 73, 74, 75, and 78. 

That the House of Kepresentatiues recede from 


their dis: gree me nt to the amendments of the Senate 


numbe red | 13. 15, 18. 19, 33, 36, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 
| 60, 63, 65, 72, 79, 80, 85, 86, 87, und 88, and agree to the 
suine, 


That the Senate recede from their disagreement 


tothe amendment of the House to the eighth amend- 
ment of the Senate, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: on page 6, line fifteen of 
the bill, strike out all after the word ‘“‘fifty,’’ down 
to the end of line sixteen, on the same page, and 
| insert in lieu: ‘*$3,422;”’ and the House agree to the 
same. 
That the House recede from their amendment to 
the twenty-fifth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with the following amendment: strike 


| out all 


after the word “after,” in line two of said 
| amendment, down to and including the word ** Con- 
gress,’’ in line three, and a rt in lieu the following 


words, “‘the 4th of Mar 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their 
the thirty-fourth amendment of 
agree to suid Senate amendment. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement to 
the amendments of the House to the fitty-fifth and 
seventy-sixth amendments of the Senate, and agree 
to the same. 

That the Senate 
to the amendment 


1875;’’ and the Senate 
amendment to 


the Senate, and 


recede from their disagreement 
of the House to the sixty-sixth 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same, 
with the following amendment: in line three of 
said House amendment strike out the word “ forty ” 
and insert in lieu the word ° ‘thirty; ’’ and the House 
agree to the same, 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement to 
the amendment of the House to the sixty-seventh 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same 
with the following amendment: strike out of said 
House amendment the words “ninety-two,” and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “eighty ;” and the 
Hiouse agree to the same, 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the seventy-seventh amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the tollowing amendment: 
in lieu of the words proposed to be stricken out, 


| insert the following: for one clerk of class four, 
| two clerks of class two, one clerk of class one, and 
two laborers, additional force in the money-order 


| strike out from the 


office, $7,240; and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede trom their disagreement to 
the eighty-third amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the sume with the following amendment: 
words proposed to be inserted 
in said amendment where it first occurs the word 
“two,’’ and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘four;’’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendment of the House to the eighty -fourth 
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amendment of the Senate, and 
with the following amendment: strike out all after 
the word “‘three,’’ where it occurs the second time 
in line eight of said House amendment down to and 
including the words “* 


agree to the same 


per anuw,” in line nine: and 
in line nine strike aid the word “three” and insert 
in lieu the word “sever;’ and in line seventeen of 


said Ilouse amendment strike out the words “six 
thousand,” and insert in lieu thereof ‘‘tive thousand 
“six hundred;”’ and the llouse 


agree to the same, 
That the House recede trom their disagreement to 
the ninetieth amendment of the Senate, and gree 
to the same with the tollowing amendment: in line 
four of said amendment, strike out the word “ fifty’ 
and insert in lieu thereof the words* twenty-five; 
and the Seuate agree to the same. 


That the Senate recede trom their disagreement 
to the amendment of the House to the ninety-second 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same 
with an amendment as follows: substitute in lieu of 
the first clause ot said Llouse amendment the follow 
ing: “‘that a commission, consisting of the Secretary 
of the Interior, the chief engineer of the Army, 
and the officer in charge of public buildings and 
groundsis hereby authorized and directed to examine 
and report to Congress prior to the second Monday 
of December next, a plan by which the locomotive 
ratiroad track in tront of the western entrance ot 
the Capital shall be removed,” with due regard to 
the rights of all parties concerned, and by which 
proper connections with other railroads may be 
made; and the House agree to the same, 

Phat the Llouse recede from their disagreement 
to the ninety-third amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
substitute in lieu thereot the tollowing: “that from 
and after the Ist day of July, IS72, the annual sala 
ries of the Second Comptroller, ot the Register, and 
of the supervisiny architect of the Treasury Depart 
ment shall be $4,000 euch; and the annual sali: wy ol 
the judges of the Court of Claims shall be $4,500 
each, and a sum sufficient to carry into effect the 


provisions of this section to the end of the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1873, is hereby appropriated ;’’ 
the Senate agree to the same. 

- GARFIELD, 


JAMES A 
CLARKE, 
NIBLACK, 
House. 


“uhba 


WILLIAM E. 
Managers onthe 
C. COLE, 

JUSLIN S&S. MORRILL, 
FREDERICK A. SAWYER, 


Manage reson the partof the 


part of the 


Senate, 
The question was upon agreeing to 
report of the committee of conterence. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
attention of the House 

Mr. RANDALL. Allow me to make a sug- 
esuon. it is now twenty-five minutes to five 
We cannot understand this report 
from its reading by the Clerk, and shall have 
to listen to a long explanation from the chair 
man the Commitiee on App ropriations. 
There are some teatures of this re port to which 
there undoubtedly will be objection. I there 
fore suggest that it be allowed to go over until 
Monday. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
fully do that but tor one thing. 
long the enrolling clerks ought 
have to-morrow to prepare it for signature. 

think the gentleman will find that the points 
to which objection will be few, 
ated in a very few minutes. 
SPEER, of Pennsylvania. This bill will 
into effect until the Ist of July next. 
the at necessity for this hurry 


the 


It 1 can have the 
for a few minutes 


o'clock. 


I would cheer 
Phis is a very 


bill, and Lo 


made are very 
and they can be st 

Mr. 
not go 
W hat 
about it? 

Mr. GARFLELD, of Ohio. 
state In six minutes all that 
way Of explanation. 

Mr. DICKEY. The Houseis not full; and 
if in a full House this report should be rejected, 
then all the labor of the enrolling clerks will 
be lost. 

Mr. GARFIELD, 
do whatever the House may desire. 

Mr. RANDALL. It would be 
factory to have more time for cons 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Si 
amendments will give rise to discussion. 

Mr. HALE. There will be some opposition 
to portions of this conference report. Undoubt 
edly the explanation of the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations will be satisfac 
tory as far it But this report is an 
impor ant one, and there has been no Oppor- 
tuniiy toexamine it in detail. In view of that 
fact, and also that there may not be a quorum 
here now, I suggest whether it would not be 


1s gre 
Il believe | can 
is needed in the 


of Ohio. Iam willing to 
very satis 
ideration, 


sme of these 


as goes 


better to let thisreport go over until next week. 
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i i] i D ol Ohio If my ¢ nicague 
ee on Appropriations [Mr 
| it of this report 
: » | t rence of my 
i i j | i n f NPOSLDOTIE 
i 
bal iL, I UOnbio If it Mail ZO 
l ed. 
bila i ‘ lled uy il 
th 
i Dit iL 2 () t] inderstand 
( ] j to morrow 
l ‘ Vib iis LD i WY ) I oe iseut to 


| yrine yn with it 

j SPEAKER it it | ed and recom 

nt of conference it will 

i Ss | 

Ir. GARFIELD { OO) JI make that 
mi 

i I y 

En i! r DUCK, NEW YORK 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, from the Com- 


mittee on Appropriations, rey rted back a 
let P< the S ‘ ry ot the Trea ury, recom 
mend the erection of a building on the 
Government dock at New York, and moved 
that the committee be discharged from the 
further ¢ derati of the same, and that 
it, be referred to the Committee on Public 
3 Wa ad (it md 
The motion was agreed t 
JOULN ICHMA 

Mr. SPEIER. of Pennsylvania. There is a 
per 1 bl vhich | giected to rep rt to the 
bi Ise on Wi ime day evening ist. | ask 
inanuin ( sent tO repo! now for consid- 
eTaLlon 3 Li I 

YO } iw m ( 

Mr. SPER, of Pennsylvania, accordingly 
eported back from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, with a recommendation that the 

ume do pass, House bill No. 1802, granting a 
pension to John Nichman, 

bhe question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill direets the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of John Nichman, late a private in 
company I, til sixth regiment Pennsylvania 

ti ind 1 residing at Gettysburg, 

Pennsylvania, and pay him a pension of eight 

doliurs per nonth from and alter the passage 
1 tis 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time: and being engrossed, it was 
i ording!y read the |! ird time, and passed, 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania, moved to 
rec isider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and aiso moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter m nn Was agreed to. 


GORDER OF BUSINESS FOR TO-MORROW 

! Speaker, I wish to 
make a prop tion that the House meet to 
morrow as in Committee of the Whole for 


debate only on the tariff | 
Phe SPEAKER here is objection to that, 
as the C} rounder ind 
Mr. BECK. IL object to it. 1 intend that 
we shall have a quorum here to-morrow, if 
Di 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, repo rted- that the committee 
had examined and found truly enrolled bills 


of the following titles; when the Speaker | 


signed the same; 

An act (S. No. 856) granting a pension to 
l l : 
An act (S. No, 954) granting a pension to 
William H minor son of Joseph 
Hutchison, deceased; and 

An act (S. No. 989) granting a pension to 


} 
nit 
uLCHISON, 


THE CONGRESSION 


|| to hear the Journal sa through. 


John Carbaugh, a priv 
sixth regiment 


ite of company A, forty 
Pennsylvania volunteers. 


REMOVAL OF OSAGE INDIANS 


Mr. SHANKS. I ask unanimous consent 
that the Committee on Indian Affairs be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of a 
communication from the Secretary of the In- 
terior, transmitting an estimate of an appro- 
required to defray certain expenses 
with the removal of the Osage In- 
be referred to the 
tee on Appropriations 
There being no objection, it was ordered 


priation 
connected 
dians, and that the same 
Commit 


according|y. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. Braxrox, by unanimous consent 

‘ . ] - ce t } \ 
obtained leave ot absence for one gay ; Ir. 
Swapp for ten days; Mr. Leacu for one week ; 
Mr. Hae and Mr. Duke for one day. 


WITILDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. MAYNARD, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to withdraw from the files of 
the House papers in the case of Dr. P. A. 
Cardwell. 

Mr. A MBLER. I call forthe regul: ir order. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move that 
the House now adjourn. 

Ihe motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
at four o’clock and forty minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned, 


PETITIONS. | 


The following petitions were presented under 
the rule, and referred to the appropriate com- 
mittees: 

By Mr. MOREY: The petition of John Me- 
Kinery, of Ouachita parish, ks ouisiana, asking 
to be relieved of the pol litical disabilities 
under which he now labors; also the recom- 
mendation of prominent citizens of Monroe, 
Louisiana. to the same end. 

By Mr. PERRY, of New York: The peti 
tion of James Moore and others, of the city 
of Albany, to allow disabled soldiers and sea- 
men increased pensions. 

By Mr. RANDALL: The petition of citi- 
zens of Philadetphia, asking the passage of 
House bill No. 17388, allowing totally and par- 
tially disabled soldiers and seamen increased 
pensions, 

Also, the petition and papers in the case of 
Rear Admiral Walke, asking remuneration 
for the successful blockade and consequent 
surrender of the rebel steamer Rappahannock, 
alias Beatrice, in behalf of himself and his 
otficers and crews. 

By Mr. SPEER, of Georgia: The petition 
of A. A. Lemons, of Henry county, Georgia, 
asking the removal of his political disabilities. 

By Mr. SWANN: The petition of Ross 
Winans and Thomas Winans, Baltimore, 
praying the passage of an act authorizing 
the extension of their patent for the improve- 
ment of the huils of iron steamers. 


IN SENATE. 
ATURDAY, April 


Prayer by Rev. W. R. Davis, D. D., of 
Leavenworth, Kansas. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Jour 
nal of yesterday's proceedings. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I presume there is no desire 

Mr. CASSERLY. I donot think there are 
ten members of the Senate present at this 
moment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California objects, and the reading of 
Journal will be resumed. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Unless the Senator from 
California has some particular reason for | 
desiring the Journal of yesterday’s proceed- 
|| ings to be read I should like to have the oppor- 
| tanity to explain a bill this morning. 


.AL GLOBE. 


’ 

Mr. CASSERLY. My objection is to ¢ 
members of the Senate engaging in leg 
tion. , 

Mr. RAMSEY. Ido not propose any legis 
lation at this time. ne 

The VICE PRESIDEN] The Senat 
from Minnesota desires fifteen minutes to 
speak upon a ill reported irom the Com 
mittee on Post Offices aud Post Roads. 

Mr. ¢ , ASSE! tL Bs j Sc pe niy Cannot press 
the objec ion if that is the ol ject. 

The VICE PRESIDE NI. If the Senator 
withdraws the objection, the reading of the 
Journal will be dispensed with, and the Cha 
will submit the question to the Senut e whethe r 


the Senator from Minnesota shall have fifteen 
minutes in which to explain a bill. Nothin 
will come up during that time. The ( 


> 


Senator from 


hears no objection, and the 
Minnesota will proceed. 


POSTAL TELEGRAPH, 


Mr. RAMSEY. I move, then, to take up 
the bill -(S. No. 341) to reduce the rates « t 
corresponde ane e by telegraph, ar nd t to connect 
the telegr: aph with the p ostal service. I sin ply 
call it up at this time for the purpose of enter 
ing into some explanation of the features o| 
the bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (s 
No. 341) to reduce the rates of correspondence 
by telegraph, and to connect the telegraph with 
the postal service, was considered as in Com 
mittee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads reported an amendment to strik 
all after the enacting clause and insert the 
following: 


eC ou 


That for the purpose of facilitating and expediting 
the exchange of correspondence, telegrams shall | 
received at every post office, and transmitted by tel 
graph between all postal telegraph offices, in th 
manner herein prescribed. The Postmaster Genera! 
shall, as soon as practicable, establish telegraph offi- 
ces at all post oflices on telegraphic circuits and at 
every other post office within ten miles of any 
cuit, the gross receipts of which for postage are n 
less than £500 perannum. And he shall, from tim: 
to time, establish telegraph offices at such post offi 
as shall hereaitercome within the provisions of th 
section, and at such other places as the wants of 
bus iness may re quire. The postal telegraph oflic 
shall be divided into classes according to the amo unt 
of business, and he may, from time to time, make 
regulations fixing the hours when each class of fi 
ces shall be kept open for the transmission of tele 
grams; he may also establish places of deposit for 
telegrams, to be collected with the ordinary colle 
tion of letters, or as much oftener as he may direc 
and such telegrams, if prepaid according to the re- 
quirements ot this act, shall be forthwith dispatched 
by telegraph to their destination. 

Sec. 2. That the charge for the transmission of 
telegrams by the Postmas ter General in the United 
States shall be uniform for equal distances at a rate 
not exceeding one cent a word for each circuit 
through which it shall be transmitted, to be com 
puted as follows, namely: for distances under live 
hundred miles, two hi undred and fifty miles shall be 
deemed a circuit; for greater distances, five hun 
dred miles shall be deemed a cire uit; for te slegran 
directed to be transmitted by night, one thousan d 
miles shall be deemed a circuit; all words shall be 





| counted, and no communication shall be transmit 


| shall be charged to the delinquent party. 


ted at arate less thantwenty-fivecents. These rates 
shall cover the cost of immediate and special deliv- 
ery within one mile of the telegraph office, or within 
the town postal delivery, and of transmission by 
mail when received at or destined for any place 
where there is no postal telegraph office. But when 
the addressee lives beyond said delivery, such tel- 
egram shal] be delivered through the usual letter 
delivery, or by special messenger, upon payment ot 
a just and proper sum, to be fixed by the Postmaster 
General. The Postmaster General shall prescribe 
rules for the trans mission of telegrams insufficiently 
prepaid, and for the charges to be collected thereon, 
and for the repayment ot the amount received for 
telegrams in which there is a mistake or delay in 
the transmission or delivery thereof; which amount 
Official 
telegrams between the several Departments of the 
Government and their officers and agents shali have 
priority in transmissions, at rates to be fixed by the 
Postmaster General. Ail other messages shall be 
transmitted in the order in which they are received, 
excepting registered telegrams, on which double 
rates shall be prepaid, which shall have priority of 
transmission, and excepting telegrams directed to 
be transmitted by night. : 

Sec. 3. That the charges for the transmission of 
telegrams shall be prepaid by stamps. The Post- 
master General shall cause a proper supply of stamps 
and stamped paper of suitable denominations to be 
prepared and sold where postage and revenue 
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imps are now sold, and at suc h othe places as he 
y des te. lie shall publish at the ofiices 
ere telegrams are received such a statement of 
telegraph rates as May be necessary for the con- 
\ ‘eof the public. The originals of telegrams 
shall be Kept in the otfice of deposit for one month, 
and then destroyed, unless they are inch : din an 
envelope, properly stamped and dire oa. in which 
se they shall be ferwarded by mail to the ad- 

| see. 
-ec. 4. That the money-order system now in oper- 
tion in the Post Office Department shall, assvon as 
Dr ible, be adapted to the telegraph, and the 
charge for transmitting money orders by telegraph 
within the United States, wherever money-order 





offi are now, or may hereafter be est rblishe 
shail be the rates cherged upon money ord 
mitted by mail, in addition to the regular charge 
fur registered telegrams, but no telegraphic order 
shall exeeed fifty 
sec. +. That special contracts may made with 
railroad companies relating to the telegraphic busi- 
ness on the line of such railroads; also with asso- 
iations and with the press, for the transmission of 
yumercial and press news. The rates tor special 
dispatches to newspapers shall not exceed seventy- 
live cents Lor each one hundred words or less sent in 
nv one night, and one dollar vy day. tor each and 
every circuit of two hundred and fifty miles they are 
transmitted, and at the same rate for each word in 
excess. Where the same dispatch is delivered at 
the same office to two or more newspapers, it shall 
be harged as ““a special,” with the addition of ten 
cents for each one hundred words or less, for cost of 
mii inifolding and prompt delivery to each newspaper 
receiving it, when made and delivered by the com- 
pany. The rates for press associations shall not ex- 
ceed those now paid by the Associated or American 
Press tor similar service. A postage of five cents 
shall be paid on each press dispatch; but where 
copies of the same dispatch are dropped off at one 
or more Offices, but one postage shall be paid. The 
proprietor of any regularly published newspaper 
shall, on reasonable notice being given, have the 
right to the exclusive use of the wire tor the purposes 
of such newspaper alone, at a prepaid rate not ex- 
ceeding $1,000 a year for night service, and $1,500 a 
ir for day service for each and every two hundred 
and fifty miles of wire. Contracts may be made 
with any telegraph company operating lines of tele- 
graph beyond the boundaries of the United States 
jor the interchange of telegrams, and with any c¢ om- 
pany organized tor laying and maintaining cables 
between the United States and foreign countries. 

Sec. 6. That the better to carry out the purposes 
of this act, the office of Fourth Assistant Postmaster 
General is bereby created, and such officer shail be 
appointed in the same manner in which the other 
Assistant Postmasters Genera! are appointed, aud 
with the same salary. The duties of such officer 
shall, under the direction and subject to the super- 
vision ot the Postmaster General, be to exercise a 
general supervision over the administration of the 
telegraph, to make an annual report thereupon to 
the Postinaster Gener: al, which report shall show the 
amount ot the receipts and expenditures of his office, 
the number of Government and other dispatches 
transmitted during the year preceding the date of 
such report, the number of miles of new line con- 
structed, the number of new offices opened, together 
with such information as may be required. Heshall 
prescribe such rules and regulations as shall be neces- 
sary to insure the prompt and correct transmission 
and delivery of all telegrams, and to enforce the 
same by suitable fines and penalties, subject to the 
approval of the Postmaster General. 

Src. 7. That the Postmaster General is hereby 
authorized to contract with the Postal Telegraph 
Company for thetransmission of correspondence by 
telegraph as his agent for that purpose for a term 
of ten years, according to the provisions of this 
act; and said company shall provide lines of tele- 
graph to every postal telegraph office. It shall keep 
its lines at all times, unavoidable casualties ex- 
cepted, in good working order, furnish competent 
operators, good instruments, and all equipments 
necessary for their efficient and constant working. 
It shall promptiy and correctly transmit by tele- 
graph all telegrams received by it at any postal 
telegraph office to the postal telegraph office of de- 
livery. It shail confine its business within the 
limits prescribed in this act, except as it may be 
bound by contracts of companies whose lines it may 
purchase in accurdance with the provisions of this 
act. The Postmaster General shail furnish suitable 
and convenient accommodations at each postal tel- 
egraph oflice for the office, employés, instruments, 
and batteries of the company required for its busi- 
ness. He shall examine, or cause to be examined, 
from time to time, any line or lines of telegraph, 
and decide whether they are properly constructed 
and equipped and kept in good working order. He 
shall in writing notify the company of any aitera- 
tions, improvements, repairs, or of any additional 
Wires required on old lines, or of any new lines re- 
quired to be constructed. If the company shall fail 
to make such alterations, improvements, repairs, or 
to add such new wires within three mouths, or to 
provide such new lines within six months from the 
service of such notice or from a decision of arbi- 
trators, as is herein provided, he may make the 
required alterations, improv ements, re pairs, or add 
such new wires or construct such new lines at the 
expense of the company, and deduct the cost 
thereof from any payment dueit. The entire prop- 
erty of said company shall be bound for the per- 
formance of the requirements of this act. In case 
it shall fail to keep aud perform the service accord- 
ing to the provisions of said contract, the Postmas- 








dollars. 
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ter General shall enter upon said lines of telegraph 
and contract with some suitable party for the per- 


formance of such service, and charge any loss that 
may ucerue to said company. 

Sec. 8 That all persons shall have the right to 
orrespond by telegraph in the manner herein = 
scribed. Telegrams shall be privileged communi 
tions in law tothe exter private letters now 








. They may be written in secret letters or cipher, 
and shall be transmitted in the order in which they 
ure received at the several offices. ex rept registered 
and night telegrams, on penalty of $100 damages, to 
be paid to the sender by the party offending. All pro 
visions of law relating ta the secretion or destrue 
tion, or to the receipt, trans sion, and delivery ot 


mailed letters, and to the sale of stamps, stamped 





paper, and their improper use, shall, tar as per 
tinent, apply totelegrams and to telegrapaic stamps. 
Every postmaster shall be accountable for alistamps 
ind st wuped paper furnished to him. Any person 
connected with the post fice or the telegr iph yin 
pany, or acting on behalf of either, who shall will- 
tuliv remove from any telegram any stamp allixed 
thereon, or who sh = ntrary to bis duty, disclose 


Orin any Way Make Kt Wit r intercept, the con 
tents of any telegram, or any part thereof,or who 
hall delay or hinder the transmission or deliv- 
ery thereof, and any person who sball wilifully or 
matlicieusly obstruct or postpone the transmission or 
delivery, or divulge the contents of any telegram, 
or any part thereol, or who shall injure or destroy 
any of the property of the company,or interle: 
with the working, repairs, or u f any line of 
telegraph, shall, upon conviction in the district 
court of the United States for the district where 
such offense shall have been committed, or where 
such person shall resi le, be subject to a fine not ex 
ceeding $200, or to imprisonment for a term not 
exceding two years, with damages to the party 
inj ure Ps ereby. It shall be the duty of the Post- 
‘ * re eat to prosecute all persons offending 
once any of the provisions of this seetion,. 

.%. That the Postmaster General may, and at 
the request of said company shall, from time to time, 
reduce the compensation to be p vid to the company, 
and the rates to be paid by the public, tor the trans- 
mission of telegrams, and shall raise them again, by 
an amount not exceeding the reduction aiter the 
rion of six months, if the net income of the 
company shall thereby be reduced below ten per 
cent. per yeur on its capital stock, fixed as here- 
inaft provided. If any tax shall be levied, or 
assessment made, onthe property, receipts, or fran- 
chise of the company, or any license be required, in 
uny State ol Territ ry, the Postmaster General way 
add one or more cents to the rate on each telegram 
between officesin such State or Territory, until the 
increased amount equals such tax or license; but 
































this clause shall not be construed to give any right 
oO assess such tax or collect such license. Any o 





who shall receive telegrams for transmission shall 
cancel all stamps on such telegrams. Every post 
muster shall, on th ynd Monday of eacl th, 





forward to the Postmaster General a state: f 
the number of telegrams transmitted to his office 
during the previous month, and also their stamped 
value, and the number and amount of stamps sold 
it his office, and all money received for telegrams 
insufficiently paid, and for their special delivery. 
The Postmaster General shall make montbly returns 


to the company of the amount of tele 





fFraphic Stamps 
sold, and of all other sums received tor the trans- 
mission of telegrams, and of the number of tele- 
grams received by the Department, and afterdeduet 
ing five cents on each telegram transmitted, excep 
ing press dispatches, shall pay the remainder of 
such receipts to said company as full compensation 
tor its service?in transmitting the sam A telegraph 
stamp of five cents shail be afhixed to every tel: 
gram which is not received and delivered through 
the post office, or through any company in operation 
for the transmission of messages tor the publie at 
the time of the approval of this act, excepting for 
telegrams on which nu charge is made, transmitted 
by aline maintained or used solely for private use 
by any corporation or person, and relating to the 
business or private atfairs of the owner thereof. 
sec. 10. Phat Gardiner G. Hubbard, Franklin 
Haven, and Estes Howe, of Massachusetts: Samuel 
F. Hersey, « i Ma ine; Henry C. Murphy and Richard 
A. MeGards, of New York; Jobn F. Tracey and 
EKdward D. L. Sweet, of Lilinois; Russell Blakeley, 
of Minnesota; Benjamin F. Allen and John N. 
Dewey, of Lowa; Wi iain KF. Downs, of Kansas; 
Robert Hawke, of Nebraska; Ciinton B. Fisk, of 
Missouri; Lucien I. Barnes, of Arkansas; Sidney 
A. Stockdale, of Louisiana; Charles O. Whitney, 
of Alabama; John P. King, of regia: Henry 
Weatherby, of California; Parker and 
Anthony Pollok, of ‘Washin of Colum- 
bia, and all Sakae persons wh ‘ ilter become 
stockhoiders in the company, are created a bi dy 
politic by the name of the Postal Telegraph Com- 
pany, inthe city of Washington, for the perlormance 
of the postal telegraph service ondue ontract with 
the Postmaster General, and on bis behalf, according 
tothe requirements of tis uct. Thesaid corporation 
shall have perpetual succession; it may contract 
and be contracted with, sue and be sued, pleid and 
be impleaded in the district and circuit courts of the 
United States, upon which jurisdiction is hereby 
conferred either in law or equity; it shall have a 
common seal and may change it at its pleasure; it 
may make such by-laws not contrary to this act or 
the laws of the United States as it deems necessary, 
and may alter or repeal the same or any of them; 
it may purchase, lease, hold, and convey real estate 
and personal property required for the convenient 
transaction of its business. The first three corpora- 

















tors, or amajority of them, are authorized to receis 
subscriptions to the stock of the company, at such 
time and place as they may deem expedient, whereot 
due notice shall be given for fourteen days in two 
newspapers published in the city of Washington, 
and each one of the corporator rein named shall 
be entitied to subseribe tor two hundred and fifty 
shares of the capital stock of the said company. 
When the whole amount of stock shall have been 
subscribed, they shall give notice of the time and 
place tor holding a meeting of the corporation f 














» purpose of organizing the same, by put lication 
muudlished in twe newspapers prin i in each ot the 
cities of Washington and New York, and muiled to 
each corporator and subscriber to the stock of the 
company at least thirty days before the meeting 


The stockholders shall then elect not less than 
twelve nor more than twenty directors, to serv 
until the annual meeting. The Postmaster Gen 
. ) > wy ‘ Pp _ ‘ «2 2 ! ra 
eral and Fourth Assistant Postmaste teneral shall 
be ex off directors of the company The a 

nual meeting shall be holden in Wa hingte nh on 
the third Tuesday of January. Thirty days’ notice 


‘ 


f all meetings shail be given 1 wo DeWspapers 
published in Washington. The company shall 
annually render to the Postmaster General accu 
rate accounts of its earnings and operating ex 
penses, aud an account of all new stock issued, 
with a statement of the object tor which it was 
issued, and its receipts and expenditures, on con 
struction uccount, With the number olf miles ol wire 
pwned and operated by it. Said accounts shi: o 
made up in such manner and with such details as 
may, from time to time, be required by the Post 
master General, sworn to by the president and the 
treasurer. 

Sse. ll. That the capital stock of said company 
shall, at its organization, consist of ten thousand 
shares, of the par value of 3100 each, lor expense 
of organization and connection of its lines with 
the postal telegraph otlices. The said company may 
purchase any lines of telegraph that are in opera- 
tion in the United States at the date of the aj 
proval of this act, on such terms as may be agreed 
upon; but no such contract shall be valid or lave 
any binding effect until approved in writing by the 
Postmaster General. It any telegraph company 
which at the time of the approval ot this act may be 
in operation fortbe transmission of telegrams torthe 
public, shail, at a meeting of the corporation called 
tor that purpose, and holden within one year trom 
the date of the approval of this act, with the 
iuthority of a majority of the stock represented at 
such meeting, offer to sell all or any portion of its 
corporate property to the Postal Telegraph Com 
pany, it shall purchase such property at a valuation 
to be fixed by five competent disinterested persons 
two of whom shall be selected by the Postal Tele 
graph Company, two by theseller, and one by the four 
previously selected, and the amountot such valuation 
hall be paid in uwhor stock or securities, as may 
agreed upon between the parties on delivery ot 
the deeds thereof, as is hereinaiter provided. Itmay 
issue its stock equal in amount at its par value to 
the cost of lines purchased by it. lie company 
way also construct all necessary lines for the tr 
mmission of telegrams under the provisions ot thi 
act, and from time to time increase its capital stock 
to an amount equal to the actual costof lines and 
equipment so coustructed. 

Sec. 12. That the execution by any company under 
its common seal of a conveyance of its property o1 
any part thereof, duly stamped, shall be sufficient to 
vest the same in the Postal Telegraph Company, 
With all the estate, right, title, and interest of the 
company therein,to be held, exercised, and enjoyed 
by said Postal ‘elegraph Company to the same ex 
tent as the same would have been held and enjoyed 
Ds Lid company had such conveyance not been 
imade. The receipt of the president and the treas 
urer of any company for the purchase-money shail 
be a suflicient receipt for the same to the Postai Tele 
graph Company, who shall not be bound to see to 
t ln case any company shall 


pe 


the distribution thereof, 
negieet or tailto procure all necessary and proper 
parties to join In any conVeyance necessary to 
release any mortgage or other debts, or any con 
tract, said Postal Telegraph Company may petition 
the circuit court of the United States for the proper 
circuit forthe confirmation of its title, and said court 
shall make such order and decree after due notice 
and a hearing of all parties interested, as may be 
just and equitable; it may direct said company to 
deposit the purchase-money, or any necessary por 
tion thereof, in the clerk’s office of suid circuit court 
and upon the deposit thereof such property shall 
vest in the Postal Telegraph Company, free trom all 
mortgage or otherdebt or contract of such company, 
and the moneys so deposited shall be paid out on the 
order ot the circuit court of the United States tothe 
parties entitled theret 
Sec. 13. Thatthe company may, at its own expen 

establish and maintain offices independent of those 
established by the Postmaster General, tor the recep 


tion, transmission, and delivery of telegrams pre 
paid by stumps, as herein provided, but the Post 
master General may at any time assume the same 


any postmaster may act as operator under an ar 
rangement by the telegraph company with the Post 
master General. In case questson should arise 
between the company and the Postmaster General, 
it shall be referred to the decision of three arbitra 
tors, to be appointed by the Attorney General of the 


United States, on application of either of said par 
ties, and their decision shall be final and binding 
Said company shall be aubject to all the obligations 
and entitled to all the privileges of an act of Con 
gress, approved July 24, 1866, entitled “An act to aid 
in the construction of telegraph lines, and to secure 
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supervision of the administration of the tele- 
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graph. In order to insure that harmony and 
eficiency, which might othery be 
where the Operators are appointed by 
party, the Assistant 
pre scribe all rules nece 
prompt and correct t 
of rams, and ento 
fines and penalties. 

The seventh section relates to t 
ot Iwo methods 


vise Want 


ahothe 
> t : 

I ostinaster Gens ral W 
SSary to i! 
and de ilvey 


them DY S“ULaDle 


ranstMission 


all teleg rece 


) 
he transm 
sion leiegrains. are now in 


operation for contracting for the transmission 
ot the mails. Vhere there is a fixed per 
manent way, as in railroads requiring a large 
investment in realty, Congress fixes the com 


pensation, and the Postmaster 
tracts at these 


Genera! con 
rates. W nere there IS no hxed 


investment in a permanent way, but the mere 
use of the roadway by coaches and horses, 

let by contract to the lowest bidder. Moret ‘ti 
one half of the mileage and three fourths in bulk 


of the mailsare transported by Contract at rat 
fixed DY C 
tixed and y. 
In carry ng outthe poucy ado 'p ed in such ¢; ases 


the sevent hi se 


Ougress. I 


Ihe lines of telegraph are 


p e@rmanent, veionginyg to 


ging the realty 


ion authorize 5s tue 
General to contract with the Post 
Company for the transmission of 
teu 
cents 


Postmaste) 


Pele graph 


al 
telegrauis { 
a terin of Ve 
less five 


years al the rates ab haine 


on each telegram tor the e3 


Posi Othe: , the ¢@ 


‘ 


penses assumed by the 


yin 
pany to furnish aud keep in repair all ne 

sury lines, to employ Competent Operators, 
good instruments, all the equipment re 


quired, and to transmit promptly all tel 

grams The company is to confine tis busi 
ness within the limits prescribed by the ac 

and to contorm to all rules and regulations 
made by the Postmaster General. The Ag 
sistant P ostmaster General is re qu ured to ex- 
amine all lines, direct whatever alterations, 
improvements, repairs, or extensions nity 
be required. if the compauy after the pre 
scribed notice fail, he is authorized to make 


them lo give all 
security the entire property of the company i 
bound tor the pertormance of its Contract. 
The eighth section provides tor the security 
of correspoudence by | 


at 18 eXpense, necessary 


elegraph. ligivesevery 
one the right to send telegrams, makes them, 
like letters, privileged communications, and 
punishes by tine and imprisonment any 
who willfully postpones the transmission or 
delivery or divulyes the contents of any me 
sage. 

The ninth section authorizes the Postmaste1 
General to reduce the rates whenever it can be 
done without reducing the dividends below ten 
per cent. a year. lo guard ayainst discrim 
inating taxation, it authorizes the Pos 
General to increase the rates on all telegram 
between offices in any State where taxes are 
imposed on the property of the company. I 
provides for returns to the Postmaster General 
and to the company of the receipts for stamps 
sold, and the number of telegrams transmitied. 
In conformity with the existing laws by which 
letter postage must be paid on letters trans 
mitted outside the mails, a postage of five 

|| ceuts must be paid to the Department on all 
| telegrams transmitted by any other lines than 
| those of companies now in operation. 
By the provisions of this act the Department 
|| will furnish the stamps and stamped paper for 
| the telegram, will keep an account of the num 
| ber transmitted, their stamped value, and the 
| number and value of stamps sold. It willre 
|| ceive the telegram, deliver it to and receive it 
from the operator, will furnish envelopes, 
direct and deliver them; will furnish room for 
the employés, instruments and batteries of 
the company ; for these services it will receive 
a postage of five cents on each telegram. 

Che ‘Department now furnish stamps for 
| letters and papers, keeps full accounts of the 
|| number and value of all sold, receive tetters, 
|| deliver them to and receive them from the con- 
| tractor, and deliver them one third by carrier, 
| 


one 


Loluster 


| 
| 
i} 


| 


the rest through the post office. The cost of 
these office expenses is one and eight tenths 
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cents on each letter.* The postage on each 
telegram will be five cents, or three and two 
tenths cents for the extra cost of the telegram 
over the letter, which it is believed is sufficient 
to cover this cost, and to yield a small net 
revenue to the Department. 

The introduction of stamps will effect an 
entire change in the telegraph system of ac- 
counts, and greatly simplify and reduce the 
expenses. 

Thetelegr raph business can be more econom- 
ically, correctly, and promptly performed by a 
single corpora! ion, whose lines cover with its 
net-work the entire country, and which by cable 
connections girdle the world, than by a num- 
ber of corporations either operating in different 
sections or in competition in the same district. 

The necessity of regulating a business whose 
operations are so extensive, and by which all 
the money exchanges between remote-places 
will soon be made, isevident to all. This can 
only be effectually accomplished by laws 
which shall operate directly on the party per- 
forming the service, and only systematically 
regulated and controlled when performed by a 
corporation deriving its power from C ongress, 
and responsible to it for the manner in which 
the service is performed. 

In pursuance of this object, the tenth sec- 
tion incorporates the postal telegraph com- 
pany in the city of Washington for the per- 
formance of the postal telegraph service with 
the powers usually given to corporations. It 
confers no right of eminent domain, for none 
is required, since every State gives the right of 
constructing lines to any telegraph company. 
It requires ‘the company to render annual ac- 
counts of all its receipts and expenditures made 
up as the Postmaster General shall direct. 


The eleventh section fixes the capital of the | 


company On its organization at $1,000,000 ‘‘ for 
the expenses of organization and connection 
of its lines with the postal telegraph offices.”’ 

It authorizes the purchase of existing lines 
subject to the approval of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral. By act of July 24, 


1866, the United | 


States acquired the right to purchase any line | 


of telegraph accepting the provisions of that 
act at an appraised value to be fixed by arbi- 
trators, in whose appointment the telegraph 
company should have an equal voice. All the 
companies have assented to this provision. 
The telegraph companies contend that the 
establishment of a telegraphic system by Con- 
gress would depreciate the value of their lines. 
Io meet this objection, this section provides 
that if any of these companies desire to sell 


their lines, the postal telegraph company shall | 


purchase them at a price fixed by appraisers 
chosen inthe manner above provided. Italso 
authorizes the company to issue stock at par 
to an amount equal to the actual cost of all 
lines so purchased or acquired, and for the 
cost of all lines caliatidted by it. 

The twelfth section provides for the transfer 
of the property of companies selling their lines, 
and for the acquisition of a good title therein, 

The thirteenth section authorizes the com- 
pany to establish offices at its own expense, 
independent of the postal telegraph offices, to 
be assumed at any time by the Postmaster 
General, and authorizes any postmaster to act 
as an operator. It also provides for the refer- 
ence of questions arising between the com- 
pany an 
arbitrators appointed by the Attorney General. 

The charter by the fourteenth section is made 
conditional on the company’s making the con- 
tract with the Postmaster General on the 
terms named in the bill. It authorizes Con- 
gress to purchase the lines at any time at an 


appraised value in accordance with the act of 
July 24, 1866. 





*The expenditures of the Department for 1871 


were fur transmission of mails, $13,869,000; other ex- 
penses, $10,720,000; total, $24.390,000,, There were 
transmitted 602,800,000 letters; cost for transmission 
two and two tenths cents; other or office expenses, 
one and eight tenths cents; total, four cents. 
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The fifteenth section authorizes Congress at 
any time to alter or amend the act, and gives 
the Postmaster General the power to prescribe 
all rules and regulations necessary for the exe- 
cution of the provisions of the act. 

The question has been raised whether the 
rates fixed by the bill will pay. The reduc 
tion proposed is about the same with that 
made by Great Britain. The rate there is uni 
form; one shilling or twenty five cents. The 
telegraphic receipts for 1871 were £750,000 ; 
expenses, £420,000; net receipts, $1,650,000 
or £330,000; about five per cent. on the cost 
of the lines. 

The Western Union Telegraph Company, in 
a memorial to Congress remonstrating against 
the passage of this ‘bill, say it is 
pecuniary value.’’ 


The statistics of the telegraph business in 
Europe and the United States show that the 
expenses do not increase with the business; 
that an increase of one hundred per cent. in 
the business increases the expense about sixty 
per cent., and, therefore, if the rates 
duced thirty-seven and a half per cent. 
profits will not be diminished. 

The business now pays the largest profits at 
the East, where the rates are about one half as 
much as at the West. The proposed rates be- 
ing uniform. will effect a very much larger 
reduction at the West than at the Kast 
very great increase of business and of profits. 
It is the case of a small business and large 
profits against a large business and small prof 
its. The officials prefer the former, the peo- 
ple the latter. 

The expenses do not increase with the dis 
tance of transmission. The actual cost of 
transmitting a*message one thousand miles is 
not much greater than for five hundred miles, 


‘* of immense 


are re 
, the net 


| but the present rates are twice as high for the 
| former as the latter, consequently only a lim 


| than that obtained in Great 


| and a great increase of patronage, 


| corporation has ever controlled, 


| ited business is transacted. 


By this bill the 
reduction is the greatest on the long circuits, 
twenty-five cents for a night message one 
thousand miles, the old postage for a letter. 
These rates will utilize the telegraph wires by 
night as well as by day, and must lead toa 
great increase of business, with a fair profit, 
and inestimable benefit to the people. 

This bill has been very fully considered by 
this committee at three sessions of Congress, 
and all parties, including the president of the 
Western Union Telegraph Company, heard at 
great length. The committee have reported 
three times in its favor. It has been again 
considered very carefully and amended, and itis 
believed now protects the rights of all parties, 
and is now reported by the unanimous vote of 
the committee. 

The adoption of the postal telegraph sys 


tem will effect a reduction of rates of fifty per 


cent; on long distances a very much greater 
reduction, as each Senator can ascertain by 
comparing the prices he now pays for telegrams 
from his own home with those he would pay 
under this bill. This is a larger reduction 
sritain ; that at 
a cost of many million dollars, this without 
expense to the Government; that accompa- 
nied by a transfer of power to the Executive 
this with- 
out any such increase of power or patronag 


| that concentrated the power in the Executive, 
the Postmaster General to three) 


this takes away the greatest power a privats 


and divide s 


| that power so that it cannot be used against 


the people. It gives a cheaper telegraph in 


proportion to the distance of transmission than 


1s possessed by any other country, and will 
bring the telegraphic letter within the means 
of all. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
memorials are now in order. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. [ask unanimous 
consent to take up House bill No. 694, to pre- 
vent cruelty to animals while in transit by rail- 
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Petitions and 


, with a | 
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road or other means of transportation within 
the United States. I will give way for morn- 
ing business if it is taken up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
trom New Jersey asks unanimous consent te 
take up a bill subject to the morning business. 

Mr. CASSEREY., I think that bill will give 
rise to debate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
from California objects. 

Mr. SUMNER. I offer resolutions, in the 
nature of a petition, adopted at a large public 
meeting mainly of colored citizens of Wash 
ington, presided over by George P. Fisher, 
and with J. KE. Carter as secretary. One of 
the resolutions adopted is in this form : 


The Senator 


‘That we earnestly and respectfully petition the 
Congress of the United States for the immediate 
passage of the bill introduced by Mr. SumNeER, and 
tavorably reported upon by the Senate committee, 
to secure equal rights in the public schools of Wash- 
ington and Georgetown.”’ 

And they further resolve ‘‘ that a copy of 
the preamble and resolutions be immediately 
forwarded to Congress.’’ One of the resolu- 
tions declares— 

‘That it is of the highest importance to both 
races that the children of each be so educated that 
they will grow into manhood free from every vestige 
of prejudice and caste—a result to be accomplished 
only iby the means proposed by the bill now pend- 
ing. 

They also say 

‘That the arguments advanced by those who are 
opposed to the passage of the bill are inconsistent 
as those heretofore advanced in opposition to the 
rights already conceded.” 

As this bill is now before the Senate, I move 
that this preamble and these resolutions lie 
upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SUMNER. Now I ask the Senate to 
be good enough to take up the bill to secure 
equal rights in the schools of the District of | 
Columbia, and I will say that if it is taken up 
I will cheerfully give way to the morning busi- 
ness. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The 


Senator 


| from Massachusetts asks unanimous consent 
that the bill reported from the District Com- 


mittee in regard to schools in the District of 
Columbia be taken up. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I object. 

Mr. SUMNER. Do I understand the Sen- 
ator as objecting to taking it up? 

Mr. JOHNSION. § Yes, sir. 

Mr. SUMNER. I am very sorry. 

Mr. FENTON. I present a petition of the 
Workingmen’s Assembly of the State of New 
York, who feel aggrieved by the present inter- 
nal revenue law relating to the manufacture 
of cigars, and more especially by section 
eighty- two of the law of 1868, imposing taxes 
on distilled spirits, tobacco, &c., and pray- 
ing Congress for the repeal of that portion 
ot the law relating to the bond system, and the 
amendment of that clause relating to the special 
tax upon manufacturers of cigars, so that it may 
be proportionate according to the number of 
persons employed, or the number of cigars 
manufactured. This petition is signed by 
William J. Jessup, president of the assembly, 


' on behalf of the fifteen thousand workingmen 


represented at the annual session held in 
Albany, January 23, 24, 25, and 26, 1872. I 
move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. WILSON. 


I present two petitions signed 


| by soldiers and sailors, asking for the passage 


of the bill in favor of industrial homgs and 
training scools for orphans. I move that 
these petitions, and petitions of a like char 
acter, aud also the bill (S. No. 874) to incorpo 
rate the National Union Soldiers’and Sailors’ 
Orphan Industrial Training School Associa- 
tion, reported by the Committee on Military 
Affairs on that be committed to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SCOTT presented a resolution of the 


subject, 
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Legislature of Pennsylvania, requesting the 


Senators and Representatives of that State in 
the Congress of the United States to favor the 

witing of aid by an appropriation of money 
to the American Printing House for the Blind ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, 

He also presente la resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Pennsylvania, in favor of the passage 
of a bill to extend the jurisdiction of the Light- 
llouse Board o as to include the Mississippi 
river from St. Paul to its mouth, the Missouri 
river from Sioux Cit 
Ohio river 
which wa 


ity to its mouth, and the 
from Pittsburg to its mouth; 
referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COOPER presented the petition of 
Willis N. Arnold, praying compensation for 
cotton destre yed by rebels at Henderson Sta- 
tion, Tennessee; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CGOPER 


senate 


lusk the indulgence of the 
to take up Senate bill No. 526 for the 
relief of Ambrose Morrison. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 


from 


The 


unanimous 


Senator 
enn ee ask consent to 
take upa Senate bill forthe relief of Awbrose 
Morri on. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think we had better go 
through the morning business. 

Mr. COOPER. 1 ask leave to take it up 
subject to the morning business. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, my friend from 
Massachuse tts has been defeated in undertak- 
ing to take important bill, [ think 
we had better go through with the morning 
business inthe regular way. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Objection is 
made to the request of the Senator trom Ten- 


nessee, 


Since 


up a nore 


Mr. PRATT presented thirty-seven petitions 
if citizens of the United States, remonstrating 
against the proposed reduction of the duty on 
earthenware and which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on I*inance. 


stoneware ; 


REPORTS OF 

Mr. WILSON. [am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred 
the ball (HL. Rh. No. 206) for the relief of George 
©. Haynie, to report it back without amend- 


COMMITTEES, 


ment, and | ask that it be put upon its passage, 
if no one objects, 

Mr. COOPER. — I object. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
Tennessee objects to its consideration, and the 
bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. HOWE, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1063) 
to reimburse the State of Kansas for moneys 
expended for the United States in enrolling, 
equipping, and provisioning militia forces to 
aid in suppressing the rebellion, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs ; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred a resolution of the Legislature 
of Kansas on the same subject, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration ; 
which was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. TRUMBULL asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S 
No. 1043) to facilitate the trial of suits, causes 
and proceedings; the taking of depositions, 
testimony-bonds; the issuing of 
and expediting the proceedings in suits at law 
or in equity in the district court of the United 
States tor the southern district of New York; 
which was read twice by its title. 


processes, 


Mr. TRUMBULL. [ introduce this bill 
by request without indorsing it at all. I move 


that it be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be so 
referred. By the order of the Senate the 
printing must be when bills are introduced on 


|| tion, shall be surveyed under the direction of 


| inafter provided; but where there is a fraction 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


a motion specially made. 
to the printing ol 


Is there objection 
this bill? The Chair hears 
none, and the printing will be ordered. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1044) granting the right of way through 
the public lands to the Grand Island and 
Northwestern railroad; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Pacific Railroad. 

Mr. MORTON. L ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate to take up Senate bill No. 
58, to prescribe the time for holding the elec- 
tion for electors of President and Vice Pres- 
ident in the State of Louisiana, and for other 
purposes, with a view of putting it on its 
passage. I think it will lead to no debate. 

Ihe VICE PRESIDENT. The introduc- 
tion of bills is now in order; but the Senator 
from Indiana asks unanimous consent to take 
up Senate bill No. 58, ubject to what remains 
of the morning hour. Is there objection? 

Mr. COOPER. Yes, sir; I object. 

Mr. RAMSKY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 1045) to quiet the title to certain 
lands in Dakota Territory; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

CILEROKEE 


Mr. POMEROY. The morning business 
having concluded, I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill reported 
yesterday by the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. 
Hartan,] from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. It was read, and the question was 
upon its passage, but it was objected to by 
the Senator from West Virginia, [Mr. Bore- 
MAN, ] who now desires to withdraw his objec- 
tion and let the bill pass. It relates to the 
Cherokee strip in Kansas, proposing to sell it 
to the settlers. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1496) to carry 
out certain provisions of the Cherokee treaty 
of 1866, and for the relief of settlers on the 
Cherokee lands in the State of Kansas. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, 
reported in full. 

Mr. HARLAN. It was read yesterday. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It was read 
yesterday, and one objection was made to it, 
which is now withdrawn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it be read again. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

In order that certain provisions of the treaty 


LANDS IN KANSAS. 


of July 19, 1866, between the United States | 
and the Cherokee nation may be rendered | 
clearer and made more satisfactory to settlers | 


lands known as the ‘* Cherokee 
in the State of Kansas, the settlers | 


upon the 
strip,’’ 


having moved thereon since the date of the | 
& 


treaty, and forthe purpose of facilitating the 
sale of the lands, the bill provides that the 


strip of land lying west of the Neosho river, | 


and included in the State of Kansas, conveyed | 
to the Cherokee nation of Indians by the 
United States, and now belonging to that na- 


the Commissioner of the General Land Office 

in the same manner as the public lands of the 
United States are surveyed, and shall be by 
him offered for sale under the provisions and 
restrictions of this act; and all the lands in 
the tract lying east of the Arkansas river are 


| to be sold at two dollars per acre, and all | 


lands in the tract lying west of the river are 
to be sold at $1 50 per acre, except as here- 


of lund less than forty acres, it is to be sold 
with the contiguous tract, the expense of sur- | 
vey to be paid out of the proceeds of the land, 


in accordance with the treaty of July 9, 1866. || 


lhe second section provides that each per- | 
son being the head of a family or over twenty- 


one years of age, who has made a bona fide | 


The bill will be | 
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of the lands, and is now occupying the same 
or, in case of his or her death, the heirs 
such, or, if such heirs are minors, their guard 
ians for them, are to be entitled to enter and 
purchase the lands so settled upon and ocey.- 
pied, not exceeding one hundred and SiXty 
acres, at the price fixed in the first section, 
payment for which is to be made at 


’ 
Ol 


any time 


| within one year from the date of the approval 


by the Secretary of the Interior of the accept: 
ance of the provisions of this act, as provided 
for in the iifth section; and all persons, heads 
of families, or over twenty-one years of age, 
who may settle upon the lands at any time 
Within one year from tle date of the passage 
of this act, may purchase the land so settled 
upon, not exceeding one hundred and sixty 
acres, at the price fixed in the first section, 
and make payment therefor within one year 
from the date of settlement; but all lands not 
sold under the foregoing provisions of this 
section, and all lands settled upon but unpaid 
for at the expiration of the limitation named 
in the foregoing provisions of this act, are, 
unless such payment be suspended by reason 
of contest or appeal, to be sold by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior on sealed bids, atter due 
advertisement, in tracts not exceeding one 


| hundred and sixty acres, and at not less than 
| the price fixed in the first section; and proof 
| of settlement, entry, and payment is to be 


made at the land oflice of the p: oper district, 
under such regulations as the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office shall prescribe. 
The town-site laws are extended to and made 
applicable to these lands, subject to the pro- 
visions of this act, and the Secretary of the 
Interior may cause public advertisement to be 
made of the provisions of this act. 

The third section provides thatany Cherokee 
citizen, or the heirs-at-law of such, who had 
rights under the Cherokee laws to any portion 


| of the lands, and whose titles were valid at the 


date of the treaty of 1866, and who may be 


| able to establish such validity within one year 


from the date of the passage of this act, under 
such rules asthe Secretary of the Interior may 
prescribe, shall receive the proceeds of the 
sale of such identical lands, not exceeding one 
hundred and sixty acres, instead of their being 
invested as provided in the fourth section. 
The fourth section provides that all moneys 
accruing from the sales of land under this act 


| shall, without unnecessary delay, be invested 


in the registered five per cent. bonds of the 
United States, as provided in the twenty-third 
article of the treaty of 1866. 

The fifth section provides that the sale of 
the lands shall not take place until the pro- 
visions of this act are accepted by the Chero- 
kee national council, or by a delegation duly 
authorized thereby, which acceptance is to be 
filed with the Secretary of the Interior, and, 
when approved by him, is to be final and 


|| conclusive. 


Mr. BOREMAN. When this bill was up 
yesterday morning, I thought from the read- 
ing of it at the desk there might be some objec- 
tion to some of its provisions. I have since 
examined it, and am satisfied, so far as | am 
concerned, that there is nothing in it that is 
objectionable. I therefore make no further 
Opposition to it. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I hope there will be no 
opposition to this bill. It is very important 
that it should pass. The whole strip is now 
settled upon by settlers, and the bill has been 
agreed upon by the settlers and the Indians 
and the entire delegation from Kansas. It is 
satisfactory to all parties concerned, and it is 
of very great importance that the bill shou! 1 
be speedily passed. A similar bill was passed 
by the Senate last spring, but was not reached 
in the House of Representatives. It has now 
been acted upon in the House and reported 
favorably by the Indian Committee of the Sen- 
ate, and [ hope it will pass. 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I should like 


| settlement and improvement upon any portion || to ask the Senator from Kansas whether the 








ed 
sn 


ike 
the 





Indians are pressing this matter, or whether it 
it is being pressed by the settlers there? 

Mr. CALDWELL. I will say tothe Senator 
that the Indians are pressing the matter. They 
have been pressing it for two sessions of Con- 
gress. They are more anxious, or quite as 
anxious, as the settlers to have this bill passed. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. Let me ask 
the Senator further, whether these settlers 
went on the lands in pursuance of law, were 
invited by the United States on that territory, 
or whether they are not squatters? 

Mr. CALDWELL. I do not know how that 
is. 1 know they are there now, settled on the 
land. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. Mr. Presi- 
dent, half the Indian wars that we have had in 
this country have been produced by exactly 
just such conduct, and in every instance the 
parties come in and ask us to give them a 
premium for violating the law of the United 
States. My information is that these settlers 


are trespassers; that they went there not in | 


pursuance of law, but in violation of the laws 
of the country, and that they are occupying 
the best lands of the strip, all the choice parts, 
worth now ten and fifteen dollars an acre. 

Mr. POMEROY. If the Senator had noticed 
the reading of the bill he would have observed 
that the bill itself states that no settlers went 
on the land until after the treaty, until they 
had been treated for and ceded to the United 
States. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
on then? 

Mr. POMEROY. They had. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of ‘lexas. 
surprised to see the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands managing a matter of 


Had they a right to go 


I am a little | 


this sort, when these are not public lands at | 


all, but private lands, and belong to the Indi- 
ans. 
lands, | do not see anything to prevent them 
disposing of them. How it happens that the 
United States must take charge of the lands, 


If the Indians want to dispose of the | 


survey them, and make regulations for their | 
sale, and fix a price upon them without the 


Indians, as far as | can see, being consulted 
at all, is very remarkable. 

Mr. HARLAN. The honorable Senator 
was formerly a member of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and | think this subject was 
before the committee while he was a member. 
This bill relates to a small strip of land on the 
south border of Kansas, two and a half miles 
wide, by about two hundred miles long. By 


the treaty of 1866 the Indians provided that | 


the land might be sold at not less than $1 25 
an acre in gross, and $1 50 an acre if the 
lands were sold in detail. 
for the sale of a part at two dollars and the 
rest at $1 50. The Indians are perfectly satis- 


This bill provides | 


fied with it, and are anxious the bill should | 


pass. 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I do not 
dispute that the chief men of the Indians 


may have been consulted about it, and ma 
y : ¥ 


be satisfied with it, but it does not always 
jollow that the interests of the nation are pro- 
moted by carrying out suggestions of their 
chiefs. 4 remember very well that we had 
wars both with the Creek and the Cherokee 


nations of ludians because of their having been | 


deprived of their rights by their agents and 
chiefs. 1 will not undertake to say that is the 
case here, but I do undertake to say that two 
dollars an acre for the choice of these lands 
will not compensate the Indians for the value 
of the whole lot. For instance, if you take 
one third or one fourth of it, that may be worth 
ten or fifteen dollars an acre, and sell that for 
two dollars an acre, a large proportion of the 
rest will not sell for twenty-five cents an acre, 
perhaps, and may not sell at all. 

I hold, Mr. President, that in dealing with 
Indian matters of this sort the Government 
of the United States ought not only to be ex- 
ceedingly careful for the settlers, but should 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| be recommitted to any committee. 


dertake to say that these settlers are squatters. 
1 am sure that isthe case. I have never known 
it to be otherwise, in fact, in any part of the 
United States. Wherever you find a matter 
of this sort coming up, you will find ten, fit- 
teen, or twenty thousand white settlers on the 
Indian lands. That always has been the case, 
and I am afraid it always will be the case. 
Now, it is impossible ever to have peace with 
the Indians or ever to have any good feeling 
on the part of the Indians toward the United 
States while that course is pursued. 1 objeet 
to the present consideration of this bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill has 
been taken up by formal vote of the Senate, 
the morning business having been concluded. 
It has lain over one day since it was reported, 
according to the rules, and is open for debate 
or amendment. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I move the 
reference of the bill to the Committee on Pri- 
rate Land Claims. 

Mr. POMEROY. This bill was reported 
yesterday from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. I thought the Senator was on that com- 
mittee. I do not know that he is. 

Mr. HARLAN. He is not now. 

Mr. POMEKOY. It was reported twice last 
year, and passed in the last Congress, and 
passed at the first session of this Congress. 
(here never has been any objection to this 
bill in this body or the other. It has now 
passed the other House, and I hope the Senate 
will not insist upon sending it to a committee 
again after having had three reports, all unani- 
mous, and the Indians are here urging it. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I ask the Sen- 
ator now if he thinks that under this bill the 
Indians will within the next twenty years get 
an average of one dollar an acre for these 
lands? 

Mr. POMEROY. I do think they will get 
more than that. Iam sorry to say that while 
they agreed last year to take $1 25 an acre, 
this year they ask more, and get it by this bill. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I ask the Sen- 
ator whether many of these lands are not worth 
six times the price put on them? 

Mr. POMEROY. If they are worth six 
times that, | am very safe iu saying they will 
get one dollar an acre. 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. Are not some 


| worth twelve or fifteen-dollars an acre? 


Mr. POMEROY. It is astrip one hundred 
and eighty miles long and two miles wide. 
The State line of Kansas lapped over on this 
country about two miles when they came to 
run the line. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. The Senator 
does not answer my question, whether many 
of the lands proposed to be sold here at two 
dollars are not worth five or six times as much ? 

Mr. POMEROY. I do not know the fact, 
but I will admit it if the Senator desires. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. If that is so, 
the Indians ought to have the benetit of it. 

Mr. POMEROY. I know the Indians are 
anxious to sell, and they have fixed the price 
at two dollars an acre east of the Arkansas, 
and $1 50 west of it. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. If the Gov- 
ernment of the United States were to takethe 
whole tract at $1 50 an acre I should have no 
objection ; perhaps that would be a fair price 
for the whole; but if you cull it and take the 
choice portions at two dollars an acre, the 
residue remains in the hands of the Indians 
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an acre. I know thatten yearsago they could 
be bought for thirty or forty cents an acre, and 
any value that is attached to them now has 
resulted from their settlement by settlers—set- 
tlers who have there and made their 
This bill provides for the sale of this 
entire tract of five hundred and fifty thousand 
or six hundred thousand acres at two dollars 
and $1 50 an acre, according to locality, which 
is more than the Indians agreed to a year ago 
for these same lands. Not only are the chiefs 
and head men of the tribe satisfied with this, 
bat all the Indians are satisfied with it, and I 
am sure they will get a fair price for the whole 
land. 

the VICK PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion to refer the bill to the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims. 

The motion to refer was not agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


rone 


homes. 





AMBROSE MORRISON. 

Mr. COOPER. 
Senate bill No. 526, 
(he motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 526) for the relief of 
Ambrose Morrison. It proposes to appropri- 
ate $16,384 96 to Ambrose Morrison for his 
property in the city of Nashville, Tennessee, 


I now move to take up 


, which was taken by the military authorities 


unsalable, when these choice spots might sell | 


for twelve or fifteen dollars an acre. I say 


| there is no justice in that. 


Mr. POMEROY. I hope the bill will not 


I would 
rather take the vote of the Senate upon that 


|| without any debate. 


Mr. CALDWELL, I will say that if a por- 


tion of the lands are worth ten or fifteen dol 


lars an acre, they are worth that much because | 


the settlers have given value to the lands. 


look to the interests of the Indians, for I un- |; Five years ago they were not worth fifty cents 


of the United States for the erection of perma- 
nent fortifications, with a proviso that any 
moneys heretofore paid to Morrison by the 
United States, on account of the property, 
shall be deducted from the amount hereby 
appropriated, 
fhe Committee on Claims proposed to 
amend the bill so as to make it read: 
_ That the sum of $7,262 17 be, and the same hereby 
is, appropriated, out of any money in the ‘Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to Ambrose Morrison, 
for his property in the city of Nashville, Tennessee, 
which was taken by the military authorities of the 
| United States for the erection of permanent fortifi- 
cations. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
report read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report 
submitted by Mr. Scorr, from the Committee 
on Claims, on the 10th instant: 


I should lke to hear the 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S No. 526) for the reliefof Ambrose Morrison, 
adopt the report upon the memorial of said Mor- 
rison, made by Mr. WinpomM, inthe House of Repre- 
sentatives, first session Thirty-Kighth Congress, in 
the following words: 

“That the memorialist presents a claim for the 
value of a house and lot taken possession of by the 
military authorities of Nashville, Tennessee, for the 
purpose oferecting permanent fortifications thereon. 

‘It appears that, in order to defend Nashville 
against the rebel army, it was deemedenecessary to 
erect fortifications, and on the 4th day of May, 1863, 
the memorialist was notified by ‘George Burroughs, 
licutenant of engineers,’ to vacate his house, when 
it was taken downand his grounds occupied by the 
fortifications, 

‘““A board of appraisers was duly appointed by 
the commanding officer, Brigadier General J. D. 
Morgan, consisting of Colonel A. C. Gillem, first 
‘Tennessee infantry; Edward Hl. Eust, secretary of 
State; and A. V. 8. Lindsley, forthe purpose of esti- 
mating the damages, and whose award is madea part 
of this report. 

“Among the many claims before your committee 
this is one of the few so well established by indis- 
putable testimony that they have no doubt of its 
merit. 

*Theagents of the Government, deeming it a mil- 
itary necessity, deliberately take possession of his 
property and appoint commissioners of their own 
choosing to place a value upon it. ‘There would seem 
but little left for Congress to do in the premises but 
to appropriate the requisite amount of money to pay 
the award of the appraisers. Aside from thejustice 
of this claim, it is one of those cases that appeal 
directly tothe sympathies of those having the power 
to relieve the distressed. 

* The most prominent loyal men of Nashville, in 
cluding Governor Andrew Johnson, represent that 
Mr. Morrison is an invalid of several years’ stand- 
ing, being paralyzed and unable to walk or stand 
erect: that he has a wife and five children, the oldest 
only sixteen years of age, entirely dependent upon 
him for their support and education, and that the 
property taken by the Government was his sole 
dependence, and they earnestly urge immediate 
measures for his relief. 

“The whole sum found dueto Mr. Morrison by said 

| board of appraisers is $16,584 90. Your committee 
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are of the opinion that the general depreciation of 


erty in thateection of the country requires some 


jeduction from the amount thus allowed by said 
board, and believing that $15,000 would be no more 
than a Just compensation for the property so taken, 
report a bill tor that sum, and respectfully recom- 
mend its , 


passage. 

Ambrose Morrison has since died. The sum of 
7,137 53 bas been paid him by the War Department 
since the report above quoted was made, and we now 
ige of a bill for paymentto his 


recommend the pas 
legal representatives of the sum of $7,262 17, being 


the $15,000 recommended by foregoing quoted report 
less $7,737 53 already paid. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 


United States in Congress assembled : 


Phe memorial of the undersigned, citizens of Nash- 


ville, Tennessee, showeth: that the homestead of 
Ambrose Morrison, aloyal citizen of Nashville, Ten- 
nessee, being favorably situated, was taken by the 
military authorities for permanent fortifications; 
that commissioners were appointed by the command- 
ing general, J. D. Morgan, to appraise the value of 
“nid property, who estimated it at $16,384 90; that 
the said Ambrose Morrison has been confined to his 
bouse for the last five years, being paralyzed, and 
not able to walk or stand erect; that he has a wife 


aud five children wholly dependent on him for sup- 
port, and the commissioners, in view of the peculiar 
and melancholy circumstances of his case, recom 


mended-tbat immediate payment should be made 
him, but he has not, upto this time, received asingle 
dollar olf the amount. 


Your memorialists, therefore, recommend to the 
favorable consideration of Congress the case of the 
said Ambrose Morrison, whose entire means of sup- 
port has been used in those years of sickness, and he 
is now dependent on his aged father-in-law, himself 
in embarrassed circumstances, and that he has no 
other hope for the future support of himself and 
family but in the payment of bis claim for the prop- 
erty taken by the Government tor military uses, 

A. V.8. LINDSLEY. 
ALVAN ©. GILLEM. 
EDWARD H. EAST, 
Secretar 
JOSEPH 8S. FOWLE t, 


Comptroller of the Treasury. 


of State. 


“Executive Orrice, NaSHVILLE, April 9, 1864. 
To who nat may concern: 

All the above-named gentlemen are personally 
well known to me as truly loyal men, and perfectly 
retiable in every respect. From what I bave learned 
in regard to the ease of Mr. Morrison, I most cheer- 
fully commend it for favorable action. ; 

ANDREW JOHNSON, 
Lieutenant Governor. 
The amendments of the 


agreed to. 
Mr. COOPER. 


original petitioner has since died. I 


committee were 


move, 
therefore, to amend the bill so as to read **the 
representatives of Ambrose Morrison.”’ 

!he amendment was agreed to. 

The bill 
amended, 
curred in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
state that this claimant 
man loyal tothe Government. He probably 
was covered by the amnesty if he was not 
loyal. IL wish the Senator from Pennsylvania 
who made the report would state how it ap- 
peared betore the committee, 
silent on the subject, except that it appends 
the memorial of those who petition in behalf 
of the claimant, which does say, in the usual 
forw, that he was a loyal citizen, but the 


was reported to the Senate as 


and the amendments were con- 


This report 


report says nothing about it, except that it | 


appends the memorial. 
Mr. SCOrT. IL can only say that the bill 
and petition were accompanied by numerous 


papers connected with this case, and that they | 


left no doubt as to the loyalty of Mr. Morrison 
during his life. Indeed, the papers were of 


such a character as to show that his loyalty || 
was of an intensity that was highly creditable | 


to him, and not often found in that atmos- 
phere at that time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
the great seal or by proclamation that we have 
been talking of. 

Mr. SCOrT. 
in the fire. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is right. 

Mr. WINDOM. If the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania will allow me, I will state one item 
of evidence of loyalty. The proof showed that 
Mr. Morrison was paralytic, confined to his 
bed, when the vote upon secession was taken 


No, sir; it was loyalty tried 


I see by the report that the | 


does not | 
in his life-time was a | 


The report is | 


It was not loyalty under | 





| 
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in Tennessee, and that so earnest and intense || 


was his loyalty that he was carried to the polls 
to vote aguinst. secession. 

Mr. COOPER. If there was a loyal man 
in the world he was one. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not wish to debate 
the bill, it appearing now from the statement 
of the committee that this gentleman was a 
man who was loyal in fact. The report of the 
committee certainly discloses a just ground of 
claim, as it seems to me, and ous very glad 
to have the bill passed. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, was read the third time, and 
passed, 

The title of the bill was amended so as to 
read: ‘* A bill for the relief of the legal repre 
sentatives of Ambrose Morrison, deceased.’’ 


ALD TO RAILROADS IN DAKOTA. 


Mr. BOREMAN. I ask the Senate to take 
up and consider a billin regard to a matter 
in Dakota Territory. It will not take more 
than a moment or two. It is Senate bill No. 
617. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
consider the bill indicated by him. It will be 
reported in full if there be no objection, as 
the morning hour is just expiring. 

Mr. BOREMAN. There is a substitute 
reported by the committee. 


Ihe Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


| proceeded to consider the bill (8S. No. 617) 
| approving the act passed by the Legislative 


Assembly of Dakota Territory authorizing the 
people to vote aid to railroads. 
The Committee on Territories reported the 


| bill with an amendment to strike out all after 
| the enacting clause, and to 
| thereof the following : 


insert in lieu 


That the act passed by the Legislative Assembly of 


| the Territory of Dakota, and approved by the Gov- 


ernor on the 21st day of April, 1871, entitled “An act 
to enable organized counties and townships to vote 
aid to any railroad and to provide forthe payment 


| of thesame,”’ be, and the same is hereby, disapproved | 
| and annulled, except in so far as is herein otherwise 


pr vided. But the passage of this act shall not in- 
validate or impair the organization of the company 
heretofore organized forthe construction of the Da- 
kota Southern railroad, leading from Sioux City, 
lowa, to Yankton, the capital of said Territory, or 
any vote by any county or township granting aid to 
said railroad, or any subscription thereto, or any- 
thing authorized by, and that may have been done 


in pursuance of the provisions of the aforesaid act || 


of the legislative assembly of said Territory toward 


| the construction and completion of said railroad; 


and the organization of said company and the pro- 


| visions of said act of said Legislative Assembly, so 


far as the same authorize, and for the purpose of 
validating any vote of aid and subscriptions to 
said company for the construction, completion, and 
equipment of the main stem of said railroad be- 
tween the termini aforesaid, are hereby declared to 
be and remain in full force, but no further, and for 
no other purpose whatsoever. 


Mr. POMEROY. 
annuls a law of the Territory granting aid to 
a railroad. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the bill gives 
rise to debate, the morning hour has just 
expired, and it must go over, 

Mr. HAMLIN. I hope that bill will be 
allowed to pass. 

Mr. MORTON. It is important that the 
bill should pass. [| think it 18 right. 

Mr. BOKEMAN. I will state in a word 
what it is. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
objection the Chair will not call up the unfin- 
ished business until the Senator from West 
Virginia has an opportunity of explaining the 


_ object of the bill. 


Mr. BOREMAN. The Legislature of the 
Territory of Dakota passed a general law on 
the subject of corporations authorizing sub- 
scriptions by counties and townships to rail- 
road companies. Under that law a company 
has been crganized to construct a road trom 
Sioux City, lowa, through four counties, just 
passing the capital of the Territory, and the 


If I understand that, it | 


If there be no | 


it has been suggested that the territoria] Legis. 
lature went beyond its power in passing this 
general law, and allowing these votes for sub. 
scriptions, and authorizing bonds to be issued 
so that it is difficult to realize upon them 
The contractors are in this condition and the 
citizens cannot progress with the work. The 
Committee on Territories, on a reference of 
this bill, which merely approved what had 
been done, came to the conclusion that these 
were dangerous laws to allow the Legislatures 
of Territories to pass. Therefore we reported 
a substitute, annulling this law as a general 
law, but approving what they had done under 
it and allowing them to complete this single 


line of road and confirming the subscriptions 
| which had been made. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask my 


friend from West Virginia what he thinks 


about this question: assuming, as this bill 


| does, that this act of the territorial Legisla- 
| ture was void as an excess of power, and 














| were taken. 


assuming, therefore, which would necessarily 
follow, that the votes of these townships were 


The S$ || void, how can we know that a majority of the 
1e Senator 3 


| from West Virgina asks unanimous consent to | 


people of those townships did not stay away 
trom the polls knowing that the whole thing 
was a total nullity, and therefore, contrary to 
the sentiment of the majority of the property- 
holders or voters of the town, those who were 
interested in the scheme went to the polls and 
gave this vote? Now, we say that a void vote 
given in a town meeting, when we have no 
knowledge as to how fully attended the town 
meeting was, shali bind the property of that 
town without again submitting it to the vote 


| of that town, making the law vulid, to see 


whether they are willing to agree to it. 

I know in some northern States where things 
of this kind have happened trom time to ume 
it has not been unfrequent that where a town 
undertook to pass a vote in aid of a work of 
some public kind there would be a discus- 
sion as to whether the town had the right to 
do it, and a great many people believing the 
town had no right to do it, would not go to 
the polls at all, but would stay away from the 
polls under the advice of counsel that if they 
went to the polls and voted they would be 
taken properly to have compromised their 
right to resist. They therefore stay away 


| and then apply to the judicial tribunals for 


redress. It would not do in such a case for the 
sovereign power to turn around and say they 
would validate that void act. That would be 
legislating backward with a vengeance. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. COLK rose. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This is subject 
to a demand for the regular order. 

Mr. COLE. I am very sorry to object to the 
bill of the Senator from West Virginia. | 
objected to this bill yesterday, but | supposed 
it would pass without discussion this morning. 

Mr. BOREMAN. [I think it will. 

Mr. COLE. Then let us vote upon it. 

- Mr. BOREMAN. I merely wanted to make 
an explanation. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
hear the Senator with pleasure if the regular 
order is not demanded. Ihe Chair understands 
the Senator from California to yield for a 
moment or two longer. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I did not say that it was 
my opinion or the opinion of the committee 
that these votes were void at all, and there 
was no such suggestion at the time the votes 
I said that subsequently some 


| persons had suggested legal difficulties in re- 


gard to the power of the Legislature to pass 
the law, and therefore they came here to get 
the sanction of Congress as to the particular 
company and its transactions, which they had 
organized simply to give them character an 

standing. ‘There has been no decision and 
no written opinion even of a lawyer so far 8&8 
I know that the proceedings have been void, 


| route has been located ; all the bridges I be- that the territorial Legislature exceeded its 
At this stage of the proceeding 


| lieve built. 


| power. 


_ 


a" 
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| 


The Senator must know | 


Mr. POMEROY. 


that there is a general law of Congress pro- | 


hibiting any Territory from incorporating a 
railroad company. 

Mr. BOREMAN. 
ciently guarded even if that be so ; but | ex- 
amined the statute and could find no such law 
as —~ referred to by the Senator from Kan- 

By this bill as a matter of policy we have 
saaalled these laws exce pt as to this particu- 
lar company, and we confirm what they have 
done and validate it and make it legal. [It will 
be a great wrong to these people after having 
partially constructed their road and spent a | 
great deal of money if the thing should go to 
pieces at this time. There will be no harm 
done to anybody by validating what has been 
done, and I think it will be better to pass the | 
bill in that form. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I ask the indulgence of the 
Senate for a few moments. I believe] am the 
ouly member of this body who has been in the 
Territory of Dakota. 1 was there last fall, and 
| made the acquaintance of the principal men 
of the Territory. They invited my attention 
to the consideration of this subject, ‘and | con- 
fess that perhaps there is one reason which 
would be avery good one with the Senator 
from Vermont why this bill ought not to pass 
That Territory has again and again asked of 
the Government some little aid to give them | 
a railroad to their capital. It has given them 
not one mill. Now, the people of that Terri- 
tory have gone to work, have organized acom- 
pany, have built their bridges, have bought their | 
iron, have graded part of their road, and they | 
find that a legal guestion arises whether the 
bonds were legally issued. I understand that 
in every locality where the bonds have been 
voted no question is raised; but to make them 
sure and certain upon the market, they have 
come here and asked for this legislation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. When was this company 
incorporated ? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Ido not remember, but I | 
think two years ago. They are struggling to 
build a little road to their capital. 1 believe 
we have aided all other Territories to do what 
they are doing by themselves. 

Mr. MOR TON. Allow me to make one | 
suggestion? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Certainly. | 

Mr. MORTON. I understand the question 
of the legality of this charter depends upon 
this fact: this charter was passed at a special 
session of the Legislature, and a dispatch was | 
received from the Attorney General 

Mr. SCOTT. If the Senator will permit | 
me to correct him, with the consent of the 
Senator from Maine, it all arises out of an act 
of Congress of 1867, which the Senator from 
West Virginia says he has not been enabled to 
find, and which | will read. This is the act | 
of Congress; the question does not arise out | 
of a special session of the territorial Legisla- 
ture, but under this act of Congress: 

“That the Legislative Assemblies of the several 
Territories of the United States shall not, after the 
passage of this act, grant private charters or especial 
privileges, but they may, by general incorporation | 
acts, permit persons to associate themselves together 


as bodies-corporate for mining, manufacturing, and 
other industrial pursuits. 





Now, as I understand the question, this ter- 4 
z | 
| 


ritorial Legislature has passed general incor- 
poration laws, not special charters, but under 
these general incorporation laws railroad com- 
panies have associated themselves together 
and claim to have valid charters; but ‘under 
this law it is alleged that they are prohibited, | 
and unless they are embraced in the words | 
‘ other industrial pursuits ’’ they are expressly | 
prohibited. 
Mr. MORTON. I beg leave to complete | 
my statement. ‘This special session was called 
by the acting Governor of the Territory on the | 
faith of a dispatch received from the Attorney 
General, stating as it was received there that | 
he had authority to call a special session. | 
Subsequently, after the Legislature hed met | 


I think this bill is suffi- } 


Senator 
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and this law had been passed, a correct copy 
of the dispatch was received, stating that he 
was not authorized to call the special session. 
So far as they are concerned out there, their 
notion of the legality of the act does not 
depend upon the statute read by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, but depends upon the 
question of the authority of the acting Gov 
ernor to call a special session of the Legis- 
lature. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the 
from Indiana, who is certainly a 
man in whose legal judgment I usually place 
very great confidence, what he thinks of the 
effect of the act read by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania? 

Mr. MORTON. I have not had time to 
consider it. it might be doubtful under the 
language of that act whether the Legislature 
would have aright to pass a general act in- 
corporating railroad companies. 


But the question | think is this: they weat 


| on in good faith, not perbaps knowing of that 


act, their attention not being called to it, and 


| passed this law; afterward, being advised that 








it was illegal because the special session was 
not authorized, they have asked Congress to 
legalize what they have done. In the mean- 
time this company went forward in good faith 
and commenced the construction of the road; 
counties voted their subscriptions and issued 


bonds in good faith ; work has been done and | 
| debts have been incurred ; and now the question 


is whether, under the circumstances, Congress 
will not come forward and legalize what has 
been done so as to enable this Territory to 
complete that road. if Congress had done by 
that Territory as it has done by many States 
and ‘Territories to which it has given thou- 
sands and millions of acres to build railroads 
with there might be some other question, but 
they have tried to build this railroad by private 
subscriptions and contributions of counties. 
They have gone forward, and the question is 
now whether they shall be stopped, the con- 
tractors perhaps ruined, and all lost that has 
beendone. 1 submit that there is great equity 
in this bill, and I hope it will pass. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not ask my honor- 
able friend from Indiana to repeat the very 
good speech that he made about ten minutes 
ago. I asked his opinion upon a question of 
law, which he declines to give, for a reason 
satisfactory to himself, no doubt. 

Now, ‘as to the equity of this thing, ‘‘that 
depends,’’ as the saying is. If you are to 
assume that everybody has an equitable right 
to compel people to become subscribers to a 


| railroad against their consent, for the reason 


that they were ignorant of the statute which 


| said nothing of that kind should be done, and 


no such company should be incorporated, then 
this may be considered as equitable; but if 
this very thing had happened in a State, it would 
have been out of the power of the State to 
make a subscription by a town legal and bind- 
ing upon the minority of the inhabitants which 
was not legal, and which was a nullity when it 

was submitted to a vote of the inhabitants. 
The State cannot take private property by its 
sheer will in the way it is proposed that the 
private property of the people who are tax- 
payers shall be taken to pay taxes for this 
object against mabe will. Therefore, Mr. Presi- 
dent, if we stand in the same attitude toward 
this Territory and toward these townships that 
a State stands toward its own citizens, there 
would be a very grave question indeed as to 
our constitutional right to pass a bill of this 
kind at all. 

Bat we have given a charter to the Territory 
of Dakota which evidently never contemplated 
authorizing that Territory to go into opera- 
tions of this character, or to allow one part of 
its citizens to compel another part who might 
not wish, to engage in the carrying out of rail 
road schemes, however valuable they might be. 
The organic act declares that— 

“The legislative power of the Territory shall ex- 


tend to all rightful subjects of legislation consistent 
with the Constitution of the United States aud the 
provisions of this act, and no law shall be passed 
Interfering with the primary disposal of the soil: ne 
tax shall be imposed upon the property of the Uni- 
ted States, nor shall the lands or other property of 
non-residents be taxed higher than the lands or other 
property of residents; nor shall any law be passed 
impairing the rights of private property; nor shall 
any discrimination be made in taxing different kinds 
of property, but all property subject to taxatie wn 
shall be in proportion to the value of the property 
taxed.”’ 


All that is a plain prohibition against any 


invasion of private rights and against permit- 


| other part against 





| do anything of the kind, to 


at all. 


| 


ting One part of the community to tax the 
public tor these private purposes, al'hough in 


|| one sense public, just as a transportation com- 


pany is public in one sense but private in fact, 
for the benefit and 
holders. This, 1 say, is a prohibition, as it 
ought to be a prohibition upon the power of 
the Legislature to authorize one part of the 
people in a particular locality to compel the 
their will to engage in 
schemes of this kind. Therefore, | have no 
hesitation in saying myself that not only by 
force of the act of 1867, which positively pro 
hibits the existence of such a corporatiou as 
this, 


emolument of its stock 


but also by force of the orgauie uct, this 


| thing as it stood when these people were c: alled 


upon to subseribe by vote was an entire nualiity 
and hence it was an act which had no binding 
force upon any citizen who did not individually 
consent to it, even if it did as to bim, and 
which no citizen who did not individually con- 
sent to it was bound to pay auy attention to 
He had aright to siay away from the 
polls; he had a right to withhold going there 
‘. express his opinion either way on tle ground 
that 1t was no better than a caucus or a mob 
to have a meeting of the town for such a pur- 
pose, becatise there stood the statute, which 
everybody must be supposed to know, which 
says that this Territorial Assewbly shall not 
begin with, in 
incorporating such companies, and then there 
was the organic act which stood up between 
every man and his private property and any 
method of unequal operation such as this of 
going into railroad schemes is confessed to be. 
Mr. MORTON. I wiil ask the Senator this 
igen “APP, ger oe tabs ndasceenemieertat exes 
tee on Public Lands can answer it 
ritorial Legisla! ures 


whether te 
have not generally assume ‘d 


| that they had the right to pass railroad char- 


ters, and if there have not been a great many 
instances of that kind ? 

Mr. EDMUNDs. I shall be through ina 
moment, and then my friend from Kansas can 
answer. I do not know whether they have or 
have not. Take it for granted that the terri- 


| torial Legislature in Washington Territory has 


thought so, that does not change the law and 
it does not bind any citizen in Dakota to 
believe it is the law, because the Territory of 
Washington or any other Territory is going 
beyond its powers. Why, Mr. President, the 
Democratic party would be obliged to give it 
up that we had become a perfe ctly constitu- 
tional party at this time on their own theory, 
if the passing of a great number of unconsti 


| tutional laws that are in excess of our powers 


finally makes up a complete body of constitu 
tional legislation. No, Mr. President, that 
will not do; supposingit to be the case, it does 
not help it a particle. 

The real point here is just this: here are a 
set of contractors who have goue on to build 
a railroad upon the faith of certain county and 
town bonds; it now turns out that those county 
and town bonds are a perfect nullity, and that 
they do not bind the property of the citizens ot 
those counties andtowns. They areanullity b 
cause the corporation itself is a nullity, having 
deen created in violation of an express act of 
Congress. Tlivy are also a nullity because by 
the organic act, even if the Territory had a righ t 
to charter incorporations, they had no right 
over a majority of the people in any town of 
that lerritory to compel a minority of the peo- 
ple in that town to assist in the construction 
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of ich a work. Now, these parties come here 

and 1 h he paramount power of the nation 
go back, and, (without giving the people 
paid no attention to this, because it was 

‘ ily, an OF portunity to resist now as they 
Lt in the first place, if Congress had au 


t rized it in the time of it.) say to them that 


bonds because 


LO pay 


contractors had 


Willy nilly you shall pay these 


sinequ able to the 


Why inequitable ’ ‘The 


contractors not 


el, probably quile as much as the 
people of this Territory had wise counsel. The 


coutractors are not the people in the country 
who are not yund to know the law. 

i say, then, there is no more eguity, much 
less indeed, in favor of the contractors with 
tne rairond ¢ poration than there is in favor 

I ie ¢ nh whose private rights you invade 
DY cou { him, without submitting 1t to 


» become a subscriber to the ec ipl 


tal stock of this railroad, whatever the name 
of it is, Vherefore, Mr. President, | cannot 
‘ my ay at all Clear to vote in favor of this 
bill 

Mr. MORTON. — I wish to ask the Senator 
if Congress has not given the right of way on 
various occasions to railroad companies incor- 


islatures ? 


il Leg 
I do not know that they 


vorated by territori 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
have. 

Mr. MORTON, 
an act? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. When they give the right 
of way to one territorial corporation, they do 
not recognize the existence of any other 
torial corporation, 


Thereby recognizing such 


terri 
because if it amounted 

iny recognition atall it would be ouly like an 
will validate the 
this particular corporation,’’ as 
Now, if an act of 


act of Congress saying ‘* we 
creation ot 
we might. 


been passed two years ago, giving consent 
to the creation of this corporation in terms 


Senator from Indiana 
that thereby they had 
sced and yiven their consent to all other 
iIncorporauion in all other 
would he? If he would, he would go a good 
way further than most lawyers would go. 
Therefore, it does not help the case at all to 


of that character, the 
would not maintain 
acqul 


acts ol lerritories, 


say that Congress may have granted rights of 


Phat 
does not make any implied afirmance of terri 
torial grants of 


way to territorial railroad corporations. 


corporations to other incor- 
porations which Congress has not confirmed, 
if it would be a confirmation to grant such a 
rightof way. 

Mr. NYK. 


bill as it came 


| want to say a word about this 
from the committee to which 
lt may be that the honorable Sen 
ator trom Vermont 1s technically right legally, 
though i think there is a good deal of question 
about that. The way the committee looked 
at it was this: here was an arrangement that 
was entered into between the legislative body 
ot that Territory ain individuals that 
they were to construct forty or fifty miles of 
road; they were to be paid for it in the fol- 
lowing manner: the people along the line in 
the several counties proposed to mortgage 
their property for the purpose of paying for 
its construction. This action may not have 
been strictly legal. When they come to nego- 


I belong. 


and cert 


tiate their bonds it is found that they require 
the sanction of Congress to validate them, to 
the want of it cripples them 
in their negotiation ; they have to be sold ata 
and both the people and the con- 
and Ido not know who they are— 
general arrangement and by general ac- 
quiescence come here and ask Congress to 
validate this thing so that they can go on. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Where is the evidence 
that the people ask it?) Are there any memo- 
rials from them ? 

Mr. NYK. We have petitions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to see them. 
Are they from the whole body of the people? 


Mr. NYE. I[ cannot tell about that. My 
honorable friend can sit there and make mount: 


some extent, or 


less price ; 
tractors 
by a 


Congress had || 
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ains out of mole-hills quicker than any man 
l ever saw. Here lies the point: this is an act 
of accommodation to this people. Do they 
merit it? They are far away up the river, 
and | beleve have to go two or three hun- 
dred miles—my friend from lowa will know—by 
the usual way of travel. With forty miles of 
this road constructed they can come down to 
Sioux City, the boundary line between lowa 
and Dakota. They say that their necessi- 
ties demand it, and they appeal to Congress to 
validate what is now considered invalid to 
some extent so as to weaken its value. I do 
not believe it involves any very great constitu- 
tional question or a question that should make 
Congress lose its senses ona principle. There 
they are with five out of the forty miles of the 
road constructed ; have run against a 
nag, and they ask Congress to letthem up, and 
they can do it without incurring the expense 
ofa dollar. The Committee on Territories, to 
which the bill was referred, took that view of 
itand have submitted it to the Senate. The 
Senate will say whether we took a wrong view 
or aright one. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I ask the Senator from 
Nevada if this bill is not confined to legaliz- 
ing the bonds issued to this Dakota and 
| Southern Railroad Company alone? 

Mr. NYE. It is; and no further. 
Mr. CALDWELL. It only relates to that 
| one road—the road from Sioux City to Yank- 


ton? 


| Mr. 
that. 
Mr. CALDWELL. I know something of 
| the necessity for building that road. 
Mr. HAMLIN and others. 
Mr. COLE. 
can be had. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as 
| amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, and was read the third 
time. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Iask for the yeas and 
nays on the passage of the bill. 
he yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 


they 


NYE. That 


is all; it is confined to 


Let us vote. 
I will not interpose if a vote 


l only wish to say one 
| word. According to the statement of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, who has examined this 
matter, here is an effort by Congress to legal- 
ize a thing that this Territory ought not to have 
done. If we are going to set the example of 
allowing territorial Legislatures to go on and 
incorporate railroads and banks and every- 
| thing else, and then Congress is to come in 
| and ratify them, it is of no use to pass organic 
acts limiting them at all. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
| to ask a question. 

Mr. POMEROY. I think the bill should 
| go over for the present, because the committee 
have not done in the bill what they designed 
to do. The bill is imperfect, and ought to be 
laid aside to be made perfect. 

Mr. COLE. Then I insist on the regular 
order. 

The VICE 
over, 

DEFICIENCY 


I wish simply 


PRESIDENT. The bill goes 


APPROPRIATION BILL, 


| The Senate resumed the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No, 1654) making appropria- 
tions to supply deficiencies in the appropria- 
tions for the service of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, and for 
former years, and for other purposes, the 
pending question being on the motion of Mr. 
I’ RELINGHUYSEN, to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment known as the Morrill 
amendment in regard to the Court of Claims 
| was non-concurred in. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. 
dent—— 

Mr. MORTON. I was going to move to lay 
the pending order on the table for the purpose 


Presi- 


{| bill. 


of proceeding to the consideration of another || 


| The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill just 
passed from or another one? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Another bill, 

Mr. MORTON. I unde rstood some sug- 
gestion was made about correcting the territo- 
rial bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. Yes, the committee haye 
| not made the corporation legal. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The territorial] 
bill bas passed from the consideration of the 
Senate, and the deficiency bill is before the 
Senate. 

Mr. MORTON. I move to lay that upon the 
table with a view to proceeding to the consid- 
eration of another bill. 

Mr. COLE. I hope not. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Sena- 
tor from Indiana state what the bill is? 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. What is the 
other bill? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
not know. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
ana election bill, I believe. 

Mr. MORTON. No, sir; not the Louisiana 
election bill. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. What is it? 

Mr. MORTON. Senate bill No. 791, to 
| amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to amend an 
| act approved May 31, 1870, entitled ‘An act 
| to enforce the rights of citizens of the United 
States to vote in the several States of the 
| Union, and for other purposes.’ If the de- 
ficiency bill is laid on the table I shall move 
| to proceed to the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. COLE. [ hope it will not be done. The 
| motion is not debatable, however. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is 
not debatable. The Senator from Indianahas 
given notice of the bill he desires to call up if 
this motion should prevail. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to make an in- 
quiry of the Chair. The motion is to lay on 
the table the deficiency bill. That is the 
| entire motion. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 

| Mr. CONKLING. 
ing that the Senator’s 
the motion ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not. 

Mr. CONKLING. And any Senator will 
| have the right to antagonize some other bill ? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 

| from Indiana only gave notice that that was 
| what he desired to proceed with. The motion 
is to lay the deficiency bill on the table. 

Mr. COLE. I want to make an incidental 
remark. We are in the last stage of the deti- 
ciency bill 

The VICK PRESIDENT. That is debate. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I think the bill ought 
to be read which it is proposed to bring up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This is only 4 
motion to lay the deficiency bill on the table. 

Mr. CONKLING. We do not know what 
bill will be taken up. Every Senator will be 
at liberty to suggest a bill. 

The motion to lay on the table was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
now recurs on the motion of the Senator from 
New Jersey, to reconsider the vote by which 
the Morrill amendment, so called, was rejected, 
upon which he is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, I wish briefly to 
occupy the attention of the Senate on this 
question. This amendment brings up directly 
and sharply the question whether we inte ond 
that the Treasury of the United States shall be 
drawn upon to indemnify disloyal persons for 
losses they sustained intherebellion ; and, Mr. 
President, if there is any propriety in the Gov- 
ernment of the United States indemnifying 


The Chair does 


The Louisi- 


It is. 
Am I right in suppos- 
suggestion is no part of 





this class of persons fer cotton taken, we are 
bound to pay them for every article taken from 
them by our Army, because we took and used 
no other article at the South that we had so 
good a right totake as we had to take cotton. 
In fact there was an imperative necessity upon 
|| our Geyernment to seize it 


If we are to 





indemnify disloyal persons for cotton that we 
seized, we logically should not stop short of 
indemnifying them for all the seizures of and 
damage that was done to their property. 

As to the pretense that we have not the con- 
stitutional right to limit the jurisdiction of the 
Court of Claims on this subject, because of 
the decision of the Supreme Court, itisa sheer 
pretense. The Supreme Court, as well as 
Congress, must bow to the Constitution of the 
nation, and that declares that Congress shall 
have power ‘to declare war, grant letters of 
marque and reprisal, and make rules concern- 
ing captures on land and water.’? And by 
this authority we did make rules in reference 
to the ‘captures on land’’—to the capture of 
cotton—and neither the Supreme Court nor 
other power has the right to question those 
regulations, and as I observed the other day 
] do not understand the Supreme Court as 
proposing to do so. ‘They do not understand 
our intentions as we do. They and we must 
bow to the fundamental law of the land which 
reposes that trust in us, 

it is equally clear that in the enemy’s coun- 
try neither the loyal nor the disloyal had 
any right to indemnity or compensation for 
private property of this character taken by our 
Army. I will read trom the decision of the 
Supreme Court showing that loyal as well as 
disloyal persons stood on the same platform ; 
that in law and as to loyal rights they were to 
be treated as inhabitants of an euemy’s coun- 
try. In Mrs. Alexander’s cotton case that court 
Say: 

“Ttis said that though remaining in rebel terri- 
tory, Mrs. Alexander has no personal sympathy with 
the rebel cause, and that her property therefore 

be regarded as enemy property; but this 


cannot 
court cannot inquire into the personal character 


and dispositions of individual inhabitants of enemy 
territory. We must be governed by the principle 
of public law, so often announced from this bench 
as applicable alike to civil and international wars, 
that all the people of each State or district in insur- 
rection against the United States must be regarded 
as enemies, until by the action of the Legislature 
and the Executive, or otherwise, that relation is 
thoroughly and permanently changed.’’ 

The relations of the inhabitants of the enemy 
country have been changed by legislation so 
far as the property of loyal persons is con- 
cerned. We have said that if the owner shall 
show that he did not give aid or comfort to 
the rebellion he shall receive his proportion 
of the net proceeds of the cotton captured ; 
but neither Congress nor the Executive have 

> 
in any way changed the relations of the dis- 
loyal to the proceeds of this cotton. The sub- 
ject is not affected by the interposition of the 
Kxecutive. ‘The pardoning power only reaches 


to and relieves the punishment of crime; it | 


has no effect to repeal express legislation. 
For instance, if a statute provides that the 
penalty for perjury shall be a fine of $1,000 
aud imprisonment for five years, and that the 
person convicted shall forever, or until the 
judgment is reversed, be disqualified from 
testifying as a witness, the effect of the pardon 
is to relieve the convict from the penalty 
and the imprisonment, but in no manner to 
change the rule which the Legislature has 
passed in reference to the qualifications of a 
witness. 

There are abundant authorities to maintain 
this position. The pardoning power relieves 
from the punishment, but so far as the legis- 
lation refers to keeping pure the fountains or 
the halls of justice the pardon is inoperative. 


Therefore the exercise of the pardoning power 


by the Executive relieves from the penalties 
of treason or rebellion, but does not, cannot, 
change the rule Congress has adopted as to 
captures on land, to wit, that one who has 
given aid or comfort to the rebellion shall not 
receive any part of the proceeds of the cotton 
captured. 

I said the other day that it was lawful to 
seize this cotton, and I referred to Grotius 
and Justinian, and I think some of my friends 
rather smiled at the idea of referring to 


known 
not 


to have that those were ‘* names 
that were to die,”’ and are better 
authority to day than the day they promul 
gated their doctrines But if any 
not like such authority, I will give him the 
authority of the Supreme Court of the United 
States on this very question to show that cotton 
was contraband, and that we were discharging 
a solemn duty to the nation in seizing it In 
this same Alexander cotton case the Supreme 
Court say: 


born 


one does 


“Tn the case before us, the capture seems to have 
heen justified by the peculiar character of the prop- 
erty and by legislation. It is well known that cot- 


ton has constituted the chief reliance of the rebels 
for means to purchase the munitions of war in 
Europe. It is matter of history that rather than 


permit it to come into the possession of the national 
troops the rebel government has everywhere de- 
voted it, however owned, todestruction. The value 
of that destroyed at New Orleans, just before its cap- 
ture, has been estimated at $80,000,000. It is in the 
record before us that on this very plantation of Mrs. 
Alexander one year’s crop was destroyed in appre- 
hension of an advance of the Union forees. The 
rebels regard it as one of their main sinews of war; 
and no principle of equity or just policy required, 
when the national occupation was itself precarious, 
that it should be spared from capture and allowed 
to remain, in case of the withdrawal of the Union 
troops, an element of strength to the rebellion.” 
The Supreme Court now do not deny that 
this cotton was contraband; there could have 
been no recovery but for the statute. The 
trouble is that the court do not understand 
what we intended by the statute, and make the 
relieving statute apply to the disloyal as well 
astothe loyal. Now, I think whatever Grotius 
or Justinian may say on the subject, after the 
Supreme Court have put cotton in the same 
category with arms and ammunition, declaring 
it to be the very sinews of war, no one should 
dispute our right to seize that cotton. And so 
I properly remarked that if we are bound to 
pay disloyal men for the cotton, then we are 
under stronger obligations to pay for all the 
corn and cattle and horses that our Army 
captured in the then enemy’s country, for 
these articles were not so essentially the sinews 
cof war as cotton, and we had less right, or 
rather there was less necessity, to seize them 
Those who advocate this claim are brought 
to this position, that this Government would 
have been derelict in duty to have omitted to 
do what they did, that it was under an imper- 
ative necessity of seizing that cotton, and yet 
disloyal men have the right to sue the Gov- 


ernment for their loss; and further, that 


| the Government shall indemnify the disloyal 
| owner 


for the value of the cotton in market 
at that time to the amount of its net proceeds, 
where it was not worth to the owner when 
seized a single farthing. It is a fact, as stated 
by the Supreme Court, that it was the estab- 
lished custom of the then enemy to devote all 
their cotton which was exposed to destruction 
as our Army advanced. Here our Army did 
advance upon the cotton in our reach. Our 
Army took it in possession. It was worth 
nothing to the disloyal owners, and yet we 
are told that we must pay them. 

Mr. President, the people of the States which 
have always been loyal are patriotic. They 
cheerfully submit to taxation. With the sweat- 
drops of labor on their brows, they call upon 
the Government to maintain the faith, the 
credit, and integrity of the country to meet all 
our national obligations; but when they are 
told that it is held they sent their sons to the 
war, made sacrifices and incurred debts that 
the property of the disloyal, then valueless, 
might be rescued, sent to market, and the 


| proceeds now be paid to those who were con- 


tending with them, to be paid the advanced 
price their courage and labor put to it, they 
will feel outraged, and wili, I trust, in every 
lawful way resist so unjust and ungenerous a 
doctrine. 

If we are thus to pay disloyal men for cot- 
ton, the sinews of war which we were obliged 
to seize in order to save the nation, who is to 
pay the widows and orphans of the North for 


those antiquated authorities, when they ought || the pecuniary value which the lives of their 
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husbands and fathers were to them as affording 
them support? Who is to pay thy North for the 
untold millions we have expended in clothing, 
rations, and ammunition tor long years? No, 
Mr. Presider t, the consequences ot war sh muld 
rest where the God of battles directs the bolt 
to fall. This measure is but opening the flood- 
gates for a taxation most unjust aud oppress- 
ive. After we have indemnified disloyal men 
for the loss of cotton, there is 
which we ean take our stand. 

I hope, sit, that this motion to reconsider 
will be agreed to and the amendment adopted. 

Mr. CARPENTER. 1 entirely concur with 
my honorable friend from New Jersey in his 
wish to have this amendment or some similar 
provision ingrafted upon this bill. 

Mr. President, there is nothing quite so re- 
markable in the debates of Congress as the 
manner in which the Supreme Court of the 
United States is treated. 


no point at 


Whenever we finda 
decision of that court in favor of our particular 
views, we make the most of it, and always 
introduce it with honeyed phrase of commen- 
dation; but when that decision militates 
against our Opinion we condemn it and attack 
it without any stintor measure. Judging from 
the debate here it would almost be supposed 
that the Supreme Court had decided that Con- 
gress could not determine what jurisdiction 
the Court of Claims should have. So far 
from that they have decided exactly the re- 
verse, and even in these opinions that have 
been criticised so severely in the debates of 
the Senate tor the last two or three days, the 
court atirm the power of Congress to say 
what shall and what shall not be the jurisdic- 
tion of the Court of Claims. There 
was any question about it anywhere. 
The only question involved in those decis- 
ions was whether Congress had or had not 
conferred the jurisdiction in a particular case, 
and when you come down to that, although I 
am freeto say | should have delivered a dif- 
ferent opinion on that question if | had been 
called upon to deliver one before the decision 
of the court was made, yet candor compels 
me to say there is great force in the reasoning 
of the ChiefJustice. He had been a member 
of the Senate. He had come to have what 
we should all have, a very great contempt for 
general legislation upon appropriation bills. 
He knew how such bills passed. He 
knew how they are smuggled through be- 
tween the two Houses by the instrumentality 
of committees of and how im 
portant provisions find their way upon such 
bills and perhaps not five members of either 
House are cognizant of their existence, and in 
that opinion he alludes to the fact that this 
amendment on the appropriation bill in his 
judgment must have been inadvertently passed. 
Now let us see the ground upon which he 
placed it. in the first place, it seems to be 
conceded all around that the Court of Claim 
had jurisdiction in that case to proceed for a 
pace, to on for a while. As the Chief 
Justice said, there is no such thingas conferring 
jurisdiction upon a court to decide a question 
one way and not the other. If you give a 
court jurisdiction to hear and determine a 
cause, you must give it the power to decide 
it wrong as well as right. In other worda, 
you commit the cause to the discretion and 
judgment of the court, and you cannot coerce 


never 


are 


conference, 


y 
go 


that court to decide in a particular way, nor 
can you dictate a rule of decision to them. 
he Supreme Court put the case upon that 
theory, that the act did confer jurisdiction 
upon the Court of Claims to proceed with 
the cause until they encountered a certain 
fact, and then if they found that fact in the 
case, they should stop and decide the case 
against the complainant. 

I am free to say that with that etatute before 
me, without this decision, I should have come 
to a different conclusion. One 


pros sion 


there provides that the party shall not go into 
court except upon the traversable allegation 
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that he has not given aid or comfort to the 
rebellion, and then another provision declares 
that when the court sliall ascertain that he has 
gully ol 


heen aiding the rebellion it shall 


dismiss the cause for want of jurisdiction, it 


seems to mé in substance to declare that the 
loyalty of the claimant shall bea jurisd clional 
fact in the cuse However, upon that mere 
question of construction of that statute the 


Supreme Court have held otherwise. 

Now, there is 
garment 
tion have not 


rendiug our 
The foundations of the Constitu 
turbe l. lhe 


no occasion tor 


been dj 


preroga 
tive of Congress to determine what shall be 
the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims has not 


been questioned There is no cause for alarm. 
Even if w el up our ) idgment ugalust theirs 
and say they decided that 


statutory 


mere question ol 


construction erroneously, there is 
nothing in that which need shake our 


dence in because 


confi 
human nature, 
opinions have been 
men ever 


erroneous 
by the best of 
ince Opinions were delivered at all. 
So much for the course of debate 


delivered 


in regard to 
the decision of the Supreme Court 

It is conceded by the Supreme Court, just 
as we may determine what 
causes the Court of Claims shall try and what 
causes they shall not try. We mean to con 
fine the jurisdiction of that Court so that it 
shall not include this class of cases. Now, all 
we have to do is simply to frame an amend 
ment or a provision in some form which shall 
make it entirely clear past any office of con- 
struction that Conyres 


claim, that we 


intended so to limit the 
jurisdiction of the Court of Claims, and there 
18 no cause to fear that the Supreme Court 
will not obey it. [hae y have decided over and 
over again that they must obey, and they have 
never disobeyed. On the question of whether 
we had or had not conierred the jurisdiction, 
they have delivered their opinion; they may 
be right, or they may be wrong; but their opin- 
ion was delivered upon nothing in the world 
but this simple question whether the act bad 
or had not conferred upon the Court of Claims 
the jurisdic tion to determine thi point. 

Now, then, we have nothing to do but to 
frame @ provision here that shall make this 
perfectly clear; and | suggest to my friends 
who have this amendment in charge that it 
might be made a little clearer than it is in its 
phraseology. I would say in express words, 
out of respect to the decision which the Su- 
preme Court has made, although we may think 
1) erroneously made, ‘that all jurisdiction 
heretofore conferred by act or acts of Congress 
upon the Court of Claimsto determine a cause 
or claim in which the claimant had participated 
in the rebellion, or given aid to it in fact, (and 
irrespective of the fact whether pardon or 
amnesty had been granted to him,) be and 
hereby is abolished.”’ 

That is the amendment which, if I had my 
way, | would put on this bill, because it goes 
directly tothe point. It strikes exactly at the 
difficulty which the court had; and whether 
they were right or wrong in putting the con- 
struction which they did upon the statutes, 
there would be no chance to put any construc- 
tion upon such a provision that would give 
that court jurisdiction. When the thing is 
so simple and plain, so easily to be accom- 
plished, and when there is nothing between us 
and the Supreme Court except a mere ditfer- 
ence of opinion as to what we have accom- 
plished by a particular provision of the statute, 
it seems to me it would a great deal better 
become the dignity of this body to revise the 
statute than torevile the court. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Har- 
LAN in the chair. Phe question is upon the 
motion to reconsider. 

Mr. POMEROY. I do not wish to take up 
any time in discussing this proposition to re- 
consider, except as it relates to the public 
business. We have spent on this appropria- 
tion bill day after day and day after day. We 


spent one day in getting this amendment onand | 


one day in getting it off. The progress we 
are making out of this difficulty is about the 
same that the frog made in getting out of the 


well that is spoken of in the old books; he | 


jumped up two steps and then fell back three. 
| Laughter. ] 

| have two objections to continuing this dis- 
cussion on this amendment and our action. 
Iu the first place, we ought to have taken the 


ground which the Committee on Appropria- || 


tions did try to enforce, that we would not 


put legislation of this character on an appro- | 


priation bill. I remember that two years ago 
we put something of this character on an ap- 
propriation bill relating to an Indian tribe in 
the State of Kansas, and the Department 
never found it out for two years. The Depart- 
ment did not know it was the law until two 
years afterward. 
viso in an appropriation bill. Now, if this 
proposition becomes a law, where shall we 
look for it? In a deficiency bill. It is the 
worst place in the world, and the worst sys- 
tem in the world to legislate upon questions 


of this character by tacking them on as amend- | 


ments to an appropriation bill. 


I have supported the view of the Senator | 


from New Jersey and the Senator from Ver- 
mont with regard to the pending question, 
but I am tired of this putting amendments 
on and taking them off, and then reconsider- 


ing our action, because we make no progress | 
Hereafter I am | 


with the public business. 
going to vote to keep all such amendments 
off the appropriation bills, if I can, aud I 
shall not get up to explain or apologize every 


| time I so vote. 


i have some idea that we can adjourn this 


| Congress at some time before the 4th of July, 


aud | am going to vote with the Committee 


on Appropriations to make these bills appro- | 


priation bills; and then when other questions 
are presented on their merits, I shall vote 
upon them. 1 have been voting for this prop- 


 osition all the while, but if we intend to ad- 
journ at any early day, we should adhere | 


strictly to the course of making these bills 
appropriation bills simply. 


I think we should get along better if the | 


Committee on Appropriations themselves were 
entirely unanimous on this point. Sometimes 


| we are misled by following members of the 


committee. They have not seemed to be unan- 
imous on this matter. If the Committee on 


Appropriations had pressed the passage of the | 


appropriation bills without incumbering them 


with other questions that should be consid- | 
ered on their own merits, | think we might | 
have passed this bill and all the other appro- | 


priation bills before this. 1 repeat, I intend 


to vote against all this legislation, and without | 


feeling under the necessity of apologizing for 
or explaining my vote every time, because I 
want to adjourn this Congress at some reason- 
able time, and I want the appropriation bills 
passed, and I am willing to vote on any of 


these other measures on their merits. 


Mr. CONKLING obtained the floor. 
Mr. COLE. If the Senator from New York 


will indulge me one moment, the eight-hour | 
law, to which the Senator from Kansas refers, | 


was put on by the other House, and came to 
us in that form, and our proposition was to 
eliminate from the bill any such provision. 


Mr. POMEROY. Oh, no; the Senator 
from Vermont moved yesterday to repeal the 
| law. 

Mr. CONKLING. In the spirit of the | 


remarks made by my friend from Kansas, I 
shall, for the present, at least, abstain from 
going into the very inviting discussion held 
out by the motion of the Senator from New 


| Jersey to reconsider, and | beg to explain to 
| the Senate the reason why at this moment I 


wish to abstain from some remarks which, if 
the consideration of the present bill is to pro- 


'| ceed, I shall beg to submit. 


Some time has been expended in perfecting 
and finally acting upon the amendment the 





it was inserted as a pro- | 
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loss of which led to the motion of the Senator 
from New Jersey. That amendment was per- 
fected and was carried in a full Senate, the 
Senate being in Committee of the Whole. [; 
came to be finally voted upon on the question 
to concur in the Senate, when the body was 
not full. Senators on both sides of the ques- 
tion had gone. Those adverse to the amend. 
ment were provident enough, as far as | know, 
to pair. I may speak properly of one Sen. 
ator, the honorable Senator from Ohio, [ Mr. 
THuRMAN,] who, going, took care to provide 


| himself with a pair, which I agreed to myself 


before he went. It was discovered that of 
Senators in favor of the amendment a number 
were absent also, and several of them, less 
thoughtful, had gone away without securing 
a pair. In this way, an amendment which 
had occupied considerable time, which had 
received the best consideration of the Senate 
in perfecting it, which had been carried by a 
clear majority of a full Senate, was lost ; and 
now, On Saturday, with a thin Senate, we are 


| proceeding to its consideration again on the 


motion which the Senator from New Jersey 
has made. : 

Now, Mr. President, I wish to say one word 
to the Senator from California, [Mr. Coxe. ] 
I have stood by him, as he knows, throughout 
in pressing his appropriation bills. I mean to 
doso. I hope he will persevere in pressing 
them to a conclusion as rapidly as possible ; 
but he, like all the rest of us, must ‘‘ accept 
the situation,’’ as is sometimes said, and he 
must see that if this amendment is to be voted 
upon now on the motion to reconsider and the 
amendment is lost, with the Senate thin as it 
is now—and I will say in one moment how 
thin it is—it will be repeated upon the next 
appropriation bill, and then the briefest expe- 
rience here teaches us that all this debate is 
likely to ensue again, thus wasting time and 
retarding the appropriation bills. 

How can we avoidthat? On this Saturday 
several Senators earnestly in favor of this 
amendment, anumber of whom were here and 
voted for it yesterday, are absent. They have 
gone without pairs ; and, to be entirely frank 
about it, the probability is that the Senate, as 
represented to-day, will reject this amendment. 
Then it is to be tried again, and it is to tri- 
umph, too. I venture to say that, because a 
clear majority of the Senate is forit. It isto 
be tried again on the next appropriation bill, 
and one, two, three, four, five days, nobody 
can predict how many, will be occupied in that 
very fruitful discussion to which it is likely to 
give rise. 

I suggest, then, to the Senator from Kansas, 
anxious as he is to hasten the day when we 
may adjourn, eager to promote and facilitate 
the business of the Senate, that it would be 
better for the Senator from California to con- 
sent now to allow this bill to be laid aside in- 
formally. It is complete except as to this 
proposition ; it will be the unfinished business 
on Monday morning, and let us occupy this 
day in considering some of the bills which do 
not give rise to sucha division. A numberof 
them are waiting. The Senator from Indiana 
{[Mr. Morton] has called attention to one. 
The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Ramsey] 
is very anxious to take up the postal code. 
There are other bills to which I might refer, 
one which I would prefer to all others, which 
I have not named, all of which are awaiting 
action. The Senator from California has lying 
on the table other appropriation bills. He can 
take up one of them and proceed with that. 
The worst economy of time, the most certain 
loss of time is to go on with the present bill, 
whatever may be the fate of this amendment, 
knowing as we do that on Monday or Tuesday, 
when the Senate is full, it will be revived and 
offered on the next appropriation bill, and the 
time of the Senate wasted upon that debate 
which for the present is concleded. 

Mr. SAWYER. Will the Senator allow me 


li before he takes his seat to remind him of an 








error into which he has fallen? He states ] is merely one of the convenience of the Sen- 


that in a full Senate when the bill was in Com- | 


mittee of the Whole this amendment was 
adopted, and that ina thin Senate when the 
pill was in the Senate it was rejected. Now 
the facts are that in Committee of the Whole 
this amendment was adopted by a vote of 22 
to 17, or just one more than a quorum, and 
in the Senate, on the question of concurrence 
in the amendment of the Senator from Ver- 
mont, there were twenty-six votes in the nega- 
tive and twenty-three in the affirmative, show- 
ing a vote of forty-nine. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
Senator is technically right. Il will concede 
that he is, and if he is, there ought to be liter- 
ally a change of the phraseology which I em- 
ployed. Let me restate myself. This amend- 
ment in its essence, in that essence which it 


would have if the phraseology proposed by my | 


triend from Wisconsin should be adopted, has 
received the approval of the Senate over and 
over again by many pronounced, unmistaka- 
ble votes. 
has happened during the pendency of the 


present bill alone, nor what has occurred dur- | 


ing this session. I speak of votes which are 
scattered through years when I affirm that the 
true intent and meaning of this amendment 
has received the approval of both Houses by 
pronounced majorities. The Senator knows 
that just as well as I do, but he reminds me 
that the other day on one of the half a dozen 
test-votes we have had there were just a 
quorum. 

Mr. SAWYER. 


there was not a single vote upon the considera- 


tion of this proposition which was not in favor | 


of its adoption by any sort of interpretation 


22 to 17; and, if the Senator will allow me 
one moment more, the Drake amendment, 
so called, which was in its essence the same 
thing, never has received the vote of both 
Houses except subsequent to a committee of 


conference, it having been appended to an | 


It is possible that the | 


Of course, I do not refer to what | 


If my friend will allow me, | 


| ate and the economy of time, that is all. 


If it 
is good economy to go on to-day and have the 
amendment fail, as it probably will with the 


| Senate as it is, and then devote perhaps two 


| days, perhaps a week, to its discussion on one 


or more other bills, so be it. If, on the con- 


| trary, the time of the Senate will be saved by 


appropriation bill in the Senate at night and || 


afterward adopted by a committee of con- | 


ference. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
the Drake amendment is the only statute which 
has gone down before this decision of the 
Supreme Court? 

Mr. SAWYER. 
form of it. 

Mr. CONKLING. Lask the Senator again, 
does he think the Drake amendment the only 


I refer to this particular 


statute which disappears in the presence of | 


the late decision ? 
Mr. SAWYER. I take the Drake amend- 


ment and this amendment which we are now 


considering both to have been submitted with | 


the purpose of overriding or getting around 
the decision of the Supreme Court. 
Mr. CONKLING. 


at least two others to have been intended to 
close the door of the Court of Claims against 
men who waged the rebellion against the 
Government. 
ing that purpose, and I declare again that in 
both Houses those provisions have received 
ronounced approval over and over again. 
Now, let me agree with my friend quickly ; let 
me suppose that only a bare majority have 
ever been found for this, it would 


suggestion to the Senator from California, 


I do not take either of 
them in that way, but I take the two provis- | 
ions to which the Senator has referred, and | 


Does the Senator think | 


I speak of all provisions hav- | 


rather 
strengthen than weaken the urgency of wy 


because if it be true that the amendment has | 


a slender support only and is to be voted 
down, we had better let it be voted down with 


as little loss of time as possible ; we had bet- | 


ter not go through this day with a thin Senate 
and have it fail, and then take it up and 
debate it hereafter with an adverse result. 
Certainly it is as broad as it is long whether 
the amendment shall carry or fail. It is to 
be discussed and voted upon. The question 








| 
| 


| 


| answers it in that way, so be it. 


laying this bill aside, letting it lie over until 
Monday, and on Monday when the Senate is 
certain to be full letting the motion of the 
Senator from New Jersey be voted upon and 
thus end the whole matter one way or the 
other, let us do that. 

Mr. SAWYER. 
in five minutes 

Mr. CONKLING. If the Senator from 
South Carolina ever was guilty of showing a 
yant of discrimination which he never is, he 
would show it inthat remark. He knows that 
five Senators, whom I could name if it were 
proper, who were here yesterday and voted 
for this amendment are absent, and | am told 
every one of them without a pair. 

Mr. SAWYER. L[supposed they had paired. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator knows that 
the Senate is thin, because he has eyes and 
can see, nobody better than he; and yet he 
turns upon me with the suggestion, ‘* We can 
end it now in five minutes.’’ I will not say 
the Senator knows better than that, because I 
do not know whether he does or not; but ldo 
say it is very singular when a Senator makes a 
suggestion in good faith as tothe mere conven- 
ience of dispatching business that any Senator 


I think we can end it now 


| should suppose that he answers the suggestion 


in that way. 
I assure the Senator that I shall renew this 


| amendment, if nobody else does, upon the 
except the final vote in committee, when it was || 


next appropriation bill. If the people I rep- 
resent here, if I acted in reference to nobody 
else, are to be subjected in sentiment and in 
result to the consequences of the law as it will 
stand practically without this amendment, 
they shall never be so subjected until I, at 
least, have availed myself of the presence 
of a full Senate to tesi the sense of the Senate 
upon the question. ‘Therefore | promise the 
Senator that, if nobody else does it, I shall 
renew this amendment upon the next appro 
priation bill or billof any other sortto which it 
is applicable, which may be presented when the 
Senate is full. If the Senator thinks it an 
answer to say ‘‘ We canendit in five minutes” 
in the absence of one third of the Senate, 
those on one side having taken great pains, as 
near aS we Can learn, to obtain pairs before 
they went, and those on the other side having 
gone off without knowing or thinking this 
amendment was to come up; if he thinks he 
Then the 
effort which | have been making to help along 
a little with the business will be added to a 
great many unsuccessful efforts which I have 
heard other Senators make in the same way. 
The true way, I submit to the Senator from 
California, is to lay this appropriation bill 
aside informally, and let us take up business 


| with which we can proceed, and on Monday 
| let this bill be acted upon, if it can be, once 


for all. 

Mr. SAWYER. I wish to say a single word 
about this matter of pairs. I looked around 
the Senate this morning, and was very much 
annoyed to think that the opponents of this 


| amendment kad gone away as I believed with- 


out pairs. I think the Senate is in as fair a 
condition to vote upon this matter to-day as it 
will be on any other day. I know nothing 
about whether A, B, or C is paired. 1 know 
of but one individual who votes as I do on 
this measure who is paired, and I doubt if he 
would have been if | had not spoken to him 
when he was going away a few moments ago. 


~ 


| As I said before, it this measure is voted upon 


now, we can decide it one way or the other. 
If the Senator, however, in despite of succes 
sive votes and numerous votes in condemna 
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upon every appropriation bill that comes up 
here, the responsibility of doing so will rest 
upon him. 1| have no fear, even if the amend- 
ment should pass here, that it will become a 
law—not the slightest. 


Mr. CONKLING. Then, why not let it 
pass? 
Mr. COLE. If I ean obtain unanimous 


consent to have the vote taken on this bill 
at some hour on Monday, say two or three 
o'clock—two o'clock, unless somebody else 
suggests a different hour—giving both sides an 
opportunity to rally their forces, | should be 
willing to agree to that, provided we could go 
on with some other appropriation bill now 
and up to that time or so much time preced 
ing the hour fixed upon as may not be required 
by honorable Senators to discuss it. In that 
event I should be willing to entertain the prop- 
osition of the Senator trom New York. 

Mr. CONKLING. That is to fix an hour. 

Mr. COLE. To fix an hour on Monday 
two o'clock on Monday. 

Mr. MORTON.  lLagree to that. 

Mr. SAWYER. Without debate? 

Mr. CONKLING. It is of no consequence 
whether you add that or not as the Senator 
from California states it. He fixes the hour 
for a vote, and of course the debate cannot 
extend beyond that. Let us fix the hour. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I shall 
object to any such arrangement as that unless 
| can understand what is to be proceeded with 
this afternoon. 

Mr. COLE. 
I hope. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. 
know, not merely a ‘* hope.”’ 

Mr. CASSERLY. What is 
question before the Senate? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The naval appropriation bill, 
I want to 


the present 
The ques 
the 
Senator from New Jersey, to reconsider the 
vote by which the so-called Morrill amend- 
ment was rejected. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I see my colleague on 
the floor. If he does not wish to speak I 
should like to say a word. 

Mr. COLE. 1 should like to have some 
response to the suggestion I made, unless the 
Senator wishes to oppose it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. iam not in the habit of 
opposing a suggestion, especially from my col- 
league, until lL know what it is. 

Mr. COLE. My proposition is that we agree 
unanimously, as the Senate can, to take the 
vote upon the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont on Monday at two o'clock, 
or some other hour on Monday, and that we pro- 
ceed this afternoon with the naval appropriation 
bill. I make that suggestion in order that all 
Senators may be satisfied. In that event, of 
course, both sides can have their forces here, 
and nobody will after that complain of the 
result. 


Mr. CONKLING. 


That is right. Let us 


| agree to that. 


1 tion of the amendment, chooses to renew it |, those remarks. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Har 
LAN in the chair). That agreement can be 
made by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 1 am always reluctant 
to fix a period for terminating the debate on 
any bill that is of much consequence, yet I do 
not know that I shall raise any objection at 
this time to the suggestion of my colieague. 

I rose to say a few words to the Senate on 
another branch of the subject in reference to 
the remarks of the Senator from New York. 
The Senator from New York complained that 
an amendment of considerable importance, 
certainly one which had given rise to much 
debate, was likely to be presented to the Sen- 
ate for a vote to-day in a thin Senate, when, 
as he urged, apparently upon full information, 
the probabilities were that the vote to be 
given would not be in accordance with the 
real sentiment of the Senate. 

I am glad the Senator from New York made 
1 am glad he urged them 














Pats 


Soci when a oe 


with | ial force, for more than one rea- 

j (One reason in pa rticular I w ish to state. 
Jt is perfectly well known to that Senator 
it is to every Senator in thi body what is 
{ isual « ! ter ot a Saturday session: at 
le itis well | nto him and to all of u 


wl it | en tl fa The attendance is 
not full, not even iull a isualt upon ot her 
days of the eek Ihe result is that so far as 
ascertain r the deliberately ettied purpose 
of the Senat pon any important measure 
is concerned, a Saturday session is the most 
unlit : iin all the week, 

| say that is a matter of common knowledge 
and o in this bo ly ; yet the Senator 
from New Yor will remember that to him 
i neat pany other Senator 1s it due that 
we ein 1 to-day. He interposed his 
ene ‘ ind formidabie opposition to any 

| nent overte- da by the course which 
he took th ite is in session to-day; and 
re the Senator objects to the natural and 

deed pertectiy obvious re sult of his own | 
course, lle has bro igut the Senate here to- 
day lle is responsible more than any other 
Senator, | think, for this day’s session. 

Lavy ing brought the Senate here to day, the 
Senate being in session, the Senator says, 
doubtless with truth—I do not wish to contest 
with him on that point—that many Senators 


who.are inta what is known as the Mor- 


vor ot 


rill amendment are absent to-day, and are 
al) ent withouta pair. | ibmit to the Senator 
whether, after all, it lies with him of all the 
Senators in this body to take that course with 
regard to a session of which he must have 


known beforehand that that would be precisely 


the result. Certainly he had every reason to 
believe that the session of to-day would not 
represent, if not on the one s ide, then on the 
other, the deliberate judgment and purpose | 
of the Senate in regard to this much fought 


amendment, 
| say this now, not for the purpose of mak- 
ir, but for the 


purpose of calling the attention of the Senate, 


Ing any point again the Senat 
New York, to the 


sions of the Senate when itis un- 


mciuding the Senator trom 
eviis Of the st 
derstood, almost as a matter of course before- 
hand, that there will not bea suflicient number 


of the Senate present to obtain by a vote the 


judgment and settled purpose of the Senate 
upon an tinportant ques ion. Phere is no doubt 
about the importance of this question, ]l am 


willing to admit its linportance 1 quite marked. 
least by 
support riif amendment sv 
called, but it is of suflicient importance to 
give point and consequence to the view which 
J) have ris the Senate, and to 
thre such a measure is 
insist upon a 
session on Saturday when every Senator knows 
as wella as well as | think 
hat is to happen in 


1 think it has 


those who 


peen 


overrated, alt 
the M or 


en to put betore 


obvious danger, when 


impending over the Senate, to 
| d ), and | KUOW 
auylihing can be known 
, the 
the Senator from New 
York has risen to complain. 

Mr. CONKELING. Will the Senator let me 
make an | wish to 
thank him for giving me the credit for having 


tuatioh as 


acknowledgment to him? 


prevented an adjournment over to-day, as that 
isefulness here which has not 
been ascribed to me lately. And in connec- 
tion with it, | wish to say tothe Senator that as 


accords me a 


ofien as | have the power to prevent an adjourn- 
ment over Saturday | shall certainly exert 
it during the residue of the session; and fur- 
ther, whenever my vote or my voice can induce 
the Senate to meet at eleven o'clock each day 
in place of meeting at twelve, my vote will be 
ready always for such a purpose; and as often 
as the Senator will commend me, even if he 
annexes to it a lecture, I shall thank him, as 
] do at this time. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Iknowthe Senator from 
New York does not mean to misrepresent me. 
I did not mean to lecture him, and I do not 


| attempting that. 


robabilities were of precisely | 


| front of 


I certainly should abstain 
from any such task. 
Mr. CONKLING. 


offense. 


I do not take the slight- 
I thought the Senator did lec: 
ture me a little, but on the whole, as I have 
already remarked, | feel obliged to him for 
what he has said. 


Mr. CASSERLY. 


set 
Psi 


Perhaps, as a friend in 
me suggests, on the whole the Sena 
tor rather liked it. If he did, then I am glad 
to be the means, however unconsciously, of 
giving the Senator so much pleasure. 

Mr. CONKLING. Certainly; I have said 
that | liked it. (he Senator need not be in 
doubt about that. I do like it. 

Mr. COLE. Now, while the Senate is in 
rood temper, ] hope they will agree to lay 
this bill aside informally and decide to take 
the vote upon it on Monday at two o'clock, 
or some other hour, and proceed now wiih 
the naval appropriation bill.  (‘*Agreed!”’ 
“Agreed ae 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate 
have heard the suggestion of the Senator from 
California. This can be done by nuanimous 
consent. 

Mr. HILL. It occurs to methat legislation 
like the Drake amendment is rather too im- 
portant, as that was, to be placed away in a 
remote place inan appropriation bill. Ll think 
the subject is large enough for special and 
distinct legislation in a separate bill and for 
that bill to be referred to the able Judiciary 
Committee of this body, to be gravely con- 
sidered by that committee and reported upon to 
the Senate. In order that that may be done, 
and that the friends of this amendment may 
have every opportunity to perfect itandto give 
it potency and strength, if that shall be the 
result, by a recommendation of a majority of 
the Committee upon the Judiciary, | move that 
this motion to reconsider be laid on the table; 
or rather | shall conclude what I have to say 
with that motion. We already have an as- 
surance from the Senator from New York that 
he will hereafter upon other appropriation 
bills move thisor some similiar amendment. 
hat of course he has a rightto do. It oeea- 
sions me not the least feeling; but neverthe- 
less | venture to suggest that the subject is of 
sufficient importance for it to take the form of 
a separate and distinct measure, and [ prefer 
itin that shape. If it be the pleasure of the 
Senate to pass it as a distinet bill or to put it 
on some future appropriation bill that we are 
to pass, let it be so; but for the present I move 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will have to understand that motion as in the 
nature of an objection to the agreement which 
has been suggested. The motion is in order. 

Mr. COLE. Does that motion affect the 
bill at all? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will not 


| affect the bill. 


| bate 


Mr. MORTON. 
on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SUMNER. I doubt whether the Sen- 
ale-— 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. 
debate. 

Mr. SUMNER. 


l ask for the yeas and nays 


I object to 


I am not going to de- 








Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Isubmit 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator says he sub- 
mits; of course he does, because he must sub- 
mit to the rules. I rose to make a motion 
which I presume is in order, as I understand ; 
the Chair will correct me if itisnot. It is that 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
is in order. 


Mr. CONKLING. I 


The motion 


ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts to let me make a suggestion to 
him. Would it not be agreeable to the Sen- 
ator to change his motion into a motion to lay 
the whole pending bill on the table to the end 


think any other Senator understood me as || that we may proceed with any bill that he wants 
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to consider, or any other bill which any Sen- 
ator may wish to occupy the day with? 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well, | am satisfieq 
if that is more agreeable to the Senate. | 
thought a motion to adjourn might be more 
agreeable. 

Mr. MORTON. 
change it. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
me to make a motion 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well. I will makea 
motion that the whole bill be laid onthe table. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. On that J 


I hope the Senator will 


If the Senator will allow 





ask for the yeas and nays. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 


| from Massachusetts moves that the bill lie on 


the table, and on that question the Senator 
from Connecticut calls for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HILL. I! rise to make an inquiry of 
the Chair. Did the Chair decide that the 
motion to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table was not in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not at all. 
It was superseded by the next motion, which 
was to lay the whole bill on the table. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the yeas 
and nays on the motion of Mr. SuMNER to lay 
the biil on the table. 5 

Mr. STOCKTON, (when his name wag 
ealled.) I find myself in a position in which 
l ask leave to say a word to the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This can be done 
by unanimous consent. 


Mr. STOCKTON. Yesterday I asked the 


| Senator from Florida [Mr. Osporn] to pair 


| sick and had to go home. 


with me for my own convenience: | was quite 
He did so. The 
terms of the pair extended to every question 
connected with the Kentucky claim and the 
Morrill amendment. The Senator said he 
would announce it if he was in the Senate; 
but as he expected to go to New York some 
time in the afternoon or evening, he might not 
be here, so that he wished I wouid mention it 
to somebody else to state it to the Senate. I 
mentioned it to the Senator from California 
next to me, [Mr. Casserty, | and the Senator 
from South Carolina, (Mr. Sawyer.] There 
was nothing said about pairing beyond last 
night or the vote yesterday, under the full 


belief on the part of both of us that the vote 


would be taken yesterday. I now learn that 
the Senator from Florida has not been in his 
seat to-day and has probably gone to New 
York. Whether he considers himself paired 


| with me for to-day or not, I really cannot 


eee 





| 


| negative. ) 


tell; butas he paired with me for my conven- 
ience yesterday, and as I presume that he 
would have asked me to pair with him to-day 
as he was going to New York, I do not feel 
justified in voting in reference to this amend- 
ment. 

The call of the roll having concluded, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to say that hav- 
ing agreed with the Senator from Missouri 
[ Mr. Scuvrz] in regard to this matter to pair 
him with any gentleman that I might find it 
convenient to do at any time on this bill, on 
this occasion I will pair him with the Senator 
from New Hampshire,[ Mr. Parrerson, |whois 
absent, unless heis paired with some other gen- 
tleman. If he is, that fact can be announced. 

Mr. CONKLING. The pair does not extend 
to this. This is a motion to lay the whole bill 
on the table. It does not affect the Morrill 
amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it does. 

Mr. BAYARD, (who had first voted in the 
I ask to withdraw my vote. ‘The 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. CHanpLER] was 
paired with me yesterday on this question. I 
learn that he is absent to-day, and his col- 
league intimates that he understands himself 
to be paired with me. I therefore withdraw 
my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 
20; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. 


99 


ae 


nays 


Ames, Boreman, Buckingham, 
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Caldwell. Carpenter. Conkling, Corbett, Edmunds, 
Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Irelinghuysen, Ham- 
iin. Howe, Morr.ll of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, 
Morton, Pratt, Ramsey, Scott, Sumner, Wilson, and 
Windom— 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Casserly, Cooper, Ferry of 
Connecticut, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Texas, Uar- 
ian, Hill, Hitchcock, Johnston, Kelly, Lewis, Logan, 
Ransom, Sawyer, Sprague, Stevenson Trumbull, 
Vickers, and West—20. 

A BSEN'L — Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Blair, 
Brownlow, Cameron, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, Cra- 
gin, Davisof Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, 
Fenton, Gilbert, Hamilton of Maryland, Kellogg, 
Norwood, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, 
Riee, Robertson, Saulsbury, Schurz, Sherman, 
Spencer, Stewart, Stockton, Tburman, Tipton, and 
W right—32. 


So the bill was ordered to le on the table. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the 
bill by him; which was referred tu the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. Ctinron Luioyn, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills and joint resolution ; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate : 

A bill (H. R. No.1072) to fix terms of United 
States circuit courts in the eighth district ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1802) grantin 
to John Nichman; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2569) authorizing the 
proper accounting officers of the Treasury to 
revise and adjust the accounts of James C. 
Pickett, late chargé d’affaires to Peru; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2571) to amend an act 
granting pensions to the survivors of the wer 
of 1812, 
widows, approved February 14, 1871; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2572) granting a pension 
to Hermann J. Ehle; and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 141) toamend 
the resolution forthe relief of James Keenan, 
late consul at Hong Kong, China, approved 
lebruary 18, 1867. 


g a pension 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker 
of the House had signed the following enrolled 
bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
Vice President: 

A bill (S. No. 856) granting a pension to 
Eliza Whiting ; 

A bill (S. No. 954) granting a pension to 
William Hutebison, minor 
Hutchison, deceased ; 

A bill (S. No. 989) granting a pension to 
John Carbaugh, a private of company A, 
forty-sixth regiment of Pennsylvania volun- 
teers; and 

A bill (S. No. 1014) to authorize the St. 
Joseph Bridge- Building Company to mortgage 
its bridge with the appurtenances and the 
franchises relating thereto 


son of Joseph 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
On motion of Mr. HILL, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Claims he dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill 
(S. No. 1042) for the relief of Thomas Hollis, of 
Morgan county, Georgia, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 

AMENDATORY ENFORCEMENT ACT, 

Mr. MORTON. I move that the Senate 
now proceed to the consideration of the bill 
(S. No. 791) to amend an act entitled ** An 
act to amend an act approved May 31, 1870, 
entitled ‘An act to enforce the rights of citi- 
zens of the United States to vote in the sev- 
eral States of the Union, and for other pur- 

oses. 

Mr. COLE. I hope the Senate will not 
take that up, but will allow us to proceed with 
the naval appropriation bill. The appropri- 
ation bills are too far behind to encourage the 
hope of an adjournment at any reasonable 
day. ‘he business is so far back that I must 
insist on taking up the naval appropriation 
bill. A bi.l of the importance of that sug- 
gested by the Senator from Indiana ought not 
to stand in the way of appropriation bills. We 


who served sixty days, and to their | : : ~ 
= r 1! to appoint two men ot opposite polities, one 
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can soon get through with the naval appropri- 


auion bill; it is not a very long bill; it can 
be read through in half an hour, and we can 
act upon the few amendments and very likely 


dispose of the bill to-day. L know that the 
Senate will feel that there is a great pressure 
off their shoulders and off mine when we 
dispose of it. 

Mr. WILSON. I do not wish to take up 


} 


the time of the Senate, but | desire to make 
We have laid aside one 
bail on which there are differences of opinion 
for the purpose 
Now the naval appropriation bill can be pro- 


a single suggestion. 


of going on with our business. 
ceeded with and we can make great progress, 
bat I think no qu should be taken on 
which there will be much division in the Sen- 


sition 
ate. I hope my friend from Jndiana will with- 
draw the proposition he has made at this time, 
and let on with the naval appropriation 
bill; and then | r thing, that in the 
morning hour we shall not bring up contested 
questions here day after day. 

Mr. MORTON. I 


of its great 


us vo 


hope anoths 


this bill 
It is a bill that may 
meet with some opposition in the House; it 
may meet with some opposition here. I think 
it should not. The appropriation bills are 
bills that can be gotten through at any time ; 
and those bills that are likely to take some 
time in the other House ought to be passed at 
as early a period as possible. 

L will stute the substance of this bill, and I 
think it meets the approbation of men of all 
parties so far as I know; it did in the com- 
mittee. 


press 


because 
importance. 


It is to authorize the district judges 
Judy 


| of the United States in congressional elections 


of each party, to be present at the registration 
and at the voting, and to remain with the bal- 
lot-boxes until the votes are counted. It is 
not a partisan measure in any sense. Itisa 


| bill to promote fair and honest elections. That 


everybody, I think, ought to be in favor of. 
[tis reported unanimously from the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections, and I eannot 
think it will excite much opposition here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Har- 
LAN in the chair.) The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Indiana, to take up 
the bill indicated by him. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice 
by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. No. 
to John Nichman. 

A bill (H. R. No. 2571) to amend an act 
granting pensions to the survivors of the war 
of 1812 who served sixty days, and to their 
widows, approved February 14, 1871; and 

A bill (HL. R. No, 2572) granting a pension 
to Herman J. Ehle. 

The following bill and joint resolution were 
severally read twice by their titles, and re 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2569) authorizing the 
proper accounting officers of the Treasury to 
revise and adjust the accounts of James C. 
Pickett, late chargé d’affaires to Peru; and 

A joint resolution (EI. R. No. 141 
the resolution for the 
late consul at Hong 
February 18, 1867, 

The bill (H. R. 1072) to fix terms of United 
States circuit courts in the eighth district was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Com 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

NAVAL 


Mr. COLE. I now move to proceed to the 
consideration of House bill No. 1191, the naval 
appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. RK. No. 1191) making ap 
propriations for the naval service for the year 


1802) granting a pension 


. © 


to amend 
relief of James Keenan, 
Kong, China, approved 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


|, ending June 30, 1873, and for other purposes. | 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ments of the Committee on Appropriations 
will be acted upon as they are reached in 1 
reading of the bill. 

Che Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill 


he 


The first amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations was in section one, 
line ten, to strike out the word ‘‘or,’’ between 
the words ‘* mileage’’ and ** transportation,”’ 
and insert ‘* and. °’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This verbal 
amendment will regarded as agreed to 
unless obj ction be made. 


be 


The next amendment was in line fifteen, to 
reduce the appropriation for the pay of com 
missioned and warrant oflicers at sea, on shore, 
on special service, and of those on the retired 
list, and for mileage and transportation, &e., 
from $6,500,000 to $6,250,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line seventeen, 
to reduce the appropriation for contingent ex 
penses of the Navy Department from $125,000 
to S100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line forty-three, 
to reduce the appropriation for bunting and 
other materials tor flags from $8,500 to $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert after line 
seventy : 

For surveying in the Pacific, 

For making charts, $20,000, 


$50,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was in line seventy 
six, in the clause making appropriations for 
fuel, lights, and office furniture ; care of build- 
ing, &c., for the Bureau of Navigation, from 
$8,000 to $7,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out from 
the appropriations for the Naval Observatory, 
lines ninety-four and ninety-five, as follows : 

For transeribing astronomical observations 
sheets for publication, $1,200. 


upon 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line one hun- 
dred and five, to reduce the appropriation for 
rent, fuel, labor, stationery, &c., for Naval 
Observatory from $1,700 to $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out the 
proviso beginning on line one hundred and 


fourteen, in the following words: 

Provided, That the mechanics and laborers shall 
be employed on the selection of the heads of the 
several mechanical departments in theseveral navy 
yards, without the interference of any naval officer. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was 
dred and strike out 
‘Cand’ before, and the word 
the word sl provided,”’ 


in line one hun 
the 
‘further’ 


seventeen, to word 


after, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in lines one hun 
dred and nineteen and one hundred and twenty, 
to strike the words ‘ 
political committees 
their political 
to insert: 


Wi 


out ‘* without dictation from 
and without 


sentiments,”’ 


regard to 


and in lieu thereot 


1 
} 


ith reference to skill and efficiency and without 
regard to other considerations: Provided further, 
That the number of hours constituting a day’s work 
shall be the same as shall be usual and customary 


In private 
navy-yard. 


employments in the vicinity of such 


So as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That laborers shall be employed in the 
several navy-yards by the proper officers in c 
with reference to skill 


harge, 


and efliciency, and without 


regard to other considerations: Provided further, 
That the number of hours constituting a day’s wor! 
shall be the same as shall be usual and eustomary 


in private employment sinthe Vicinity ot such navy 
yard. 


Mr. WILSON. 
tion divided. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You are willing th 
before the proviso shall be agreed to. 


Mr. WILSON, 


I desire to have that ques- 


at all 


Let the last proviso come 


by itself, 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the first part, which 
is a mere change of phraseology, be agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be 
no objection the first part of the amendment 
will be declared adopted, and the question 
will recur on inserting the last proviso in the 
following word 

Provided further, That the number of hours con- 

tuting a day's work shall be the same as shall be 
usual and customary in private employments in the 
Vicinity of such navy-yard. 

Mr. WILSON. I move to amend the pro- 
viso by striking out all after the word ‘ pro- 
vided’’ and inserting: 

That there shall be appointed by the President, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, a 
commission of five persons, who shall be selected 
from civil life, solely with reference to their charac- 
terand capacity forathoroughand impartial invest- 
igation, and of whom at least two shall be practi- 
cally identified with the laboring interests of the 
country, and who shall hold office for the period of 
two years fromthedate of their appointment, unless 
their duties shall have been sooner accomplished, 
who shall investigate the subject of the wages and 
hours of labor, andof thedivision of the joint profits 
of labor and capital between the laborer and the 
capitalist, and the social, educational, and sanitary 


‘ 


condition of the laboring people ofthe United States, 
and how the sameare affected by existing laws regu 

lating commerce, finance, and currency; and the 
said commissioners shall receive an annual salary 
of $3,000 each, shall be authorized to employ a clerk 
at an annual salary of $2,000, and shall report the 
result of their investigation to the President, to be 
by him transmitted to Congress. 


I will state, Mr. President, very briefly what 
is proposed. Here is a provision from the 
Committee on Appropriations practically re 
pr aling the eight hour law. 
ing that act, | propose to carry out what was 
voted in the House of Representatives—a 
labor commission. I propose to make that 
commission consist of five persons, two of 
whom shall be connected with the laboring 
iuterests of the country, and give them two 
years’ time, and instead of giving them $5,000 
salary, as was proposed by the House, to give 
them $3,000; to give them a clerk with a sal- 
ary of $2,000 instead of $1,400, because the 
clerk should be a very competent man. 

i do not think the country is ready or that 
Congress should be ready to repeal the eight- 
hour law. It is an experiment, and I think it 
should be fairly tested. Now, it seems to me 
that if we appoint a commission connected 
with labor who will thoroughly investigate all 


Instead of repeal- 


questions in relation to the laboring interests 
of the country and the effects of any line of 
policy, and put good men upon such a com- 
shall have reported to us an 
exhaustive and learned statement of the con 
dition of the laboring interests that will bea 
guide-book to us in future legislation and will 
be of the country. It 
will depend, of course, very much upon the 
‘ haract Z of the commission appointed. They 
ought to bave full power to make a thorough 
If that is done, I think we 
shall have laid before us a work such as we 
have few of in this country and a work such 
as in England and some other parts of the 
world is considered of great value. 

Mr. COLE rose. 

Mr. WILSON. If the Senator from Cali- 
fornia will consent to strike out the provision 
repealing the eight-hour law, I will not press 
but as the commission 
bill is pending before the Senate and the com- 
mittee that had it in charge have made a report 


mission, we 


inestimable value to 


Investigation 


this amendment now; 


in favor of it, | shall be willing to run the | 


chance of calling it up at some other time. If, 
however, the proposition to repeal the eight- 
hour law is pressed, all I have to say about it 
is, that instead of repealing that act, | think 
we should have the commission to investigate 
what has been its workings and bave the 
result before us 

Mr. COLE. I rose to make a point of order 
against this amendment. It contains a new 
item of appropriation. 

Mr. SAWYER. I wish to say a word, before 


that point is taken, in opposition to the sug 
gestion of the Senator from Massachusetts. 
The amendment isa bill reported from the 


Committee on Education and Labor, and one 
in favor of which I am, of course; but I do not 
want the passage of that bill complicated by 
any connection with a motion to strike out or 
to reéstablish or to continue the eight-hour 
law. That bill, I have no doubt, will pass by 
itself without much opposition in the Senate, 
but if it is undertaken to antagonize it with 
any proposition in reference to the continuance 


or discontinuance of the statute in relation to || 


the eight-hour law, I think it will probably 
fail. I trust, therefore, that the Senator from 
Massachusetts will withdraw his amendment, 
and let us act upon the proposition of the 
Committee on Appropriations in this bill in 
reference to the eight hour law, by itself. 

Mr. COLE. I understand that bill moved 
by the Senator from Massachusetts as an 
amendment has passed the House and is here 
now. 

Mr. SAWYER. Yes, sir, it has passed the 
House and been favorably reported upon by 
the Committee on Education and Labor of the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator 


from California will p'ease state his point of 


order. 


Mr. COLE. That this proposed amend- 
ment contains a new item of appropriation, 
and no notice of its introduction beforehand 
has been given, and that it has not been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. WILSON. It makes no appropriation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the 
opinion of the Chair the point of order is well 
taken. 

Mr. MORTON, (to Mr. Wixson. } 
out the appropriation. 

Mr. WILSON. Very well; I will modify 
it by striking out the appropriation. I have 
no desire to press this amendment on this 
measure if the Committee on Appropriations 
will consent to withdraw 
repealing the eight-hour law; but | do not 
wish that act to be repealed until we have had 
an investigation on the subject. 

Now, that committee proposes general legis- 
lation, a repeal of an existing law; but if they 
will abandon that, then certainly [ would be 
willing to let this amendment lie over and take 
up the bill from the Committee on Education 
and Labor, in regard to which I agree with the 
chairman, [Mr. Sawyer.| But Ido think this 
committee ought to withdraw their amend- 
ment now, because if we are to have that 
commission, it does seem to me the eight-hour 


Strike 


law and its workings is just one of the things | 


for it to investigate. I suggest to the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, that 
he withdraw this ameudment and let us go on 
and as soon as we can get an opportunity pass 
the bill for the commission and have a good 
commission appointed, and I think it will be 
of inestimable value to this country and to the 
legislation of the country in the years that are 
to come. Iask the Senator from California 
to withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. COLE. I have no authority to with- 


draw it. 

Mr. WILSON. Then let us divide the 
Senate. 

Mr. SUMNER. I move that it lie on the 
table. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. We cannot dothat. It 
is in the bill. It is incorporated in it. 

Mr. SUMNER. Laskif the motionis not 
in order to lay it on the table? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the 
motion of the Senator from Massachusetts’? 

Mr. SUMNER. Itseemsto me it is in order 
to move to lay the amendment on the table. 


their amendment | 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending | 


motion isto amend the amendmentof the com- | 


mittee by striking out and inserting. It would 
be in order to move to lay that on the table. 
Mr. WILSON. 
a vote to lay the original amendment on the 
table, or with the understanding that it shall be 
rejected, | withdraw my amendmentto it. What 


For the purpose of having | 


i 


April 27, 


| I want to do is to get this provision out of the 

bill, and we shall do that, I think, now after 
the expressions which have been made. There. 
fore | withdraw my amendment to the amend 
ment. 

Mr. COLE. [shall make no opposition to 
the rejection of this amendment of the com. 
mittee for the time being. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope my friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. SumNER] will withdraw | 
motion to lay on the table. There isa good 
deal of force in what the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts nearest me [Mr. WILson] has stated 
as to the investigation into the value of this 
eight-hour experiment ; and it will do novery 
great barm if it goes on another year or so, if 
Congress should not sooner repeal it; and, 
therefore, I rather think the wisest way is to 
disagree to this part of the amendment of the 
committee for the time being ; and if, on recon- 
sideration in a full Senate, it should be thought 
best not to disagree to it, it will still be open to 
be offered, and then the same question can be 
raised again. Let it go out for the time being. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations, inserting the proviso which 
has been read. 

The amendment was rejected. 


11s 


The next amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations was in lines one hundred and 
seventy, one hundred and seventy-one, and 
one hundred and seventy-two in the appropri 
ations for the Bureau of Ordnance, to strike 
out the words ‘‘ which shall include one store 
clerk of ordnance at the Philadelphia navy- 
yard, at the salary of $1,400;’’ so as to make 
the clause read : 

Civil establishment: 

For pay of the superintendents and the civil 
establishment of the several navy-yards under this 
bureau, $15,000. 

Mr. SCOTT. I prefer that should not be 
| adopted. I understand the item was inserted 
in the House after a full hearing to correct 
what I am informed was an error for several 
years in reference to that clerk. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am aware that my 
friend is quite accurately informed; but | 
hope he will not divide the Senate now. If it 
turns out on investigation to be right, it can 
be settled in conference by our receding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment striking out the words. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations was to strike out, in lines three 
hundred and thirty and three hundred and 
thirty-one, the words ** which shall be paid out 
of the income from the naval pension fund ;”’ so 
as to make the clause read: 

For the naval asylum at Philadelphia : 

For support of the institution, $46,100. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk continued the reading of the 
bill. The foliowing paragraph having beeu read: 

For contingent expenses of the Bureau of Yards and 
Docks, namely: For freight and transportation o! 
materials and stores; printing, stationery, and ad- 
vertising, including the commandant’s office ; books, 
models, maps, and drawings; purchase and repair 
ot fire-engines; machinery and patent-rights to use 
the same; repairs on steam-engines, and attend- 
ance on the same; purchase and maintenance of 
oxen and horses, and driving teams, carts, and tim- 
ber-wheels for navy-yard purposes, and tools and 
repairs of same; postage on letters on public ser- 
vice and telegrams; furniture for Government houses 
and offices in the navy-yards; coal and other fuel; 
candles, oil, and gas; cleaning and clearing up yard, 
and care of buildings; attendance on fires; lights; 
fire-engines and apparatus; incidental labor at 
navy-yards; water-tax, and for toll and ferriages; 
pay of the watchmen in the navy-yards ; and for 
flags, awnings, and packing-boxes, $900,000. 


Mr. MORRILL of Vermont. 1 would like 
| to inquire of the chairman of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, or some member of the com- 
mittee, whether tbis is a larger appropriation 
than was made last year? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. For the chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs and for his dis- 
tinguished associates I answer that it is not. 





1872. 





—————S 


The Chief Clerk continued the reading of 
the bill. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations was inelines three hundred 
and fifty and three hundred and fifty-one, to 
strike out the word *‘ of,’’ and to insert ‘* for 
surgeons’ necessaries for,’ and in line two 
hundred and fifty- -two to strike out the word 
eae ’ and to insert ‘* forty ;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 


For support of the medical department, for sur- 
geons’ necessaries for vessels in commission, navy- 
yards, naval stations, Marine corps, and Coast 
Survey, $40,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in lines four hun- 
dred and two and four hundred and three, to 
reduce from $1,547,600 to $1,500,000 the 
appropris ation for ‘*provisions for officers, sea- 
men, and marines. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in the appropria- 
tions for the Bureau of Construction and 
Repair, in line four hundred and fifty-three, 
to strike out the words ‘‘discharge of liabili- 
ties:’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For preservation of vessels on the stocks and in 
ordinary; purchase of materials and stores of all 
kinds; labor in navy-yards and on foreign stations ; 
preservation of materials; purchase of tools: wear, 
tear, and repair of vessels afloat, and general main- 


tenance of the Navy; incidental expenses, adver- | 


tising, and foreign postages, $3,300,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in lines four hun 
dred and fifty-six and four hundred and fifty- 
seven, to strike out the words ‘pay of the 
timber agent and for prosecution of depreda- 
tors,’’ and insert ‘* protection of timber lands;”’ 
so as to make the clause read ‘‘ for protection 
of timber lands, $5,000.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendments were in the clause 
making appropriations for the payment of the 
salaries of the professors and officers of the 
Naval Academy, to strike out in line five hun- 
dred and sixty-three the words ‘* clerk to com- 
mandant of midshipmen, and ;’’ in lines five 
hundred and sixty four and five hundred and 
sixty-five, to strike out the words ‘‘ apothe- 
cary, $750;’’ and in lines five hundred and 
seventy-nine and five hundred and eighty, to 
reduce the total appropriation from $58,576 
to $56,776. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the appropria- 
tion for contingencies of the Marine corps, in 
lines six hundred and twenty-four and six 
hundred and twenty-five, to strike out the 
words ‘* and for staff and commanding officers’ 
officers.”’ 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add at the end 
of section one the following proviso: 


Provided, That no money appropriated by this act 
shall be expended on account of naval engines con- 
tracted for during the war. 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section two, 
lines four and five, to strike out the words 
‘are not suitable for or capable of profitable 
use, repair, or fitting,’’ and to insert ‘‘ cannot 
be advantageously used, repaired, or fitted ;’’ 
so as to make the section read: 


That the Secretary of the Navy be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to sell, at public sale, such 
vessels and materials of the United States Navy as 
in his judgment cannot be advantageously used, 
repaired, or fitted out. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in the proviso of 
the second section, lines twenty and twenty- 
oue, to strike out the words *‘ all net proceeds 
of,’’ and to insert *‘ the total amount received 
on;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

_ And the Secretary of the Navy shall, at the open- 
ing of each session of Congress, make a full report 
to Congress of his acts under the authority given by 
this section, which report shall contain a statement 
of all vessels and materials sold, the parties buying 
the same, and the amount realized therefrom, to- 
gether with such other facts as may be necessary to 


| 


| a full 


understanding of his acts: and the total 
amount receiv ed on such sales shall be covered into 
the United Siates Treasury. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ments reported by the Committee on Appro- 
priations are concluded. 

Mr. COLE. On page 24, line five hundred 
and sixty-four, 1 move to strike out the word 
‘* each.”’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. WEST. I am instructed by the Com- 


mittee on Appropriations to offer the follow- 
ing amendments to be inserted on page 21, 
after line five hundred: 

For the purchase of a license to use in all the 
works of the United States Gorman & Siegfried’s 
process for tempering steel, for the term of their 
patents, $10,000. 


This appropriation is recommended by the 
Navy Department, and although it is pro- 
posed to attach it to this bill, it applies to 


all the public works of the United States 
in the different Departments, and also on 
all the public buildings. Perhaps it oe 


be interesting to the Senate to hear read : 
communication from the Secretary of the Navy 
on the subject. I send it to the desk for the 
purpose of being read. 
The Secretary read the following letter 
Navy DEPARTMENT, 
WasHineGTon, D. C., March, 25, 1872 
The Department has made acareful examin- 
ation of the merits of Gorman & Siegtried’s process 
of tempering stee!, and finds that the use of the same 
would prove a matter of great economy. By its use 


SIR: 


| cheaper steel could be employed in making tools, 


| at the rate of $600 a year 


' 


and with this cheaper steel a better class of tools 
can be made than can now be made out of the most 
expensive steel. Besides this, the loss of time to 
workmen in sharpening, redressing, and retemper- 
ing tools will be greatly diminished. It is believed 
that many times the cost of the patent can be saved 
by the use of this process. A license for working 
under the patent is offered for the term of the patent 
to the Department for the sum of $19,000, and I rec- 
ommend its purchase, and respectfully suggest that 
an appropriation for that amount be added to the 
appropriations for the Bureau of Construction and 
Repair, to enable me to make the purchase. Any 
further information that may be Pa ten’ will be fur- 
nished to the committee. 
Very respectfully, 
GEO. M. ROBESON, 


Secretary of the Navy. 


Hon. CORNELIUS CoLeE, Chairman Committee on 
Appropriations, United States Senate. 
Mr. WEST. It is only as a consideration 


of economy that this appropriation is recom 
mended by the committee. It will be observed 
that the Secretary recommends it as a judi- 


| cious expenditure of money in connection 


solely with his Department, that $10,000 would 
be really an economy if the patent were used 
only in the Navy Department, but the com- 
mittee saw proper in offering the amendment 
to embrace all the public work of the United 
States. Although the sum itself is a very 
respectable one, $10,000, yet when the recom- 
mendation of the Secretary is considered, and 
when itis also remembered that the patent 
has sixteen years to run, and it is a purchase 
for sixteen years, 
or about fifty dollars a month for the purpose 
of economizing throughout all the Depart 
ments, I think the Senate will not hesitate to 
adopt the amendment. 

The question being put, 
was rejected. 

Mr. WEST. 
at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no fur- 
ther amendments be proposed, the bill will be 
reported to the Senate. 

Mr. SCOTT. I do not feel authorized to 
offer amendments; but I deem it my duty to 
call attention, before this bill is reported to 
the Senate, to the fact that the chairman of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs is absent, 
and it was not expected that this bill would 
be taken up to day. I find on examination 
that there have been reported from the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs three amendments at 
least, which have been submitted by the mem- 
bers of that committee, and ordered to 
printed—one reported by the chairman of 


the amendment 


I shall not call for a division 
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the committee, another by the Senator from 
New Jersey, [Mr. Srockron,] and another” 
by the Senator from Nevada, [Mr. Nyg.] If 
it be the pleasure of the Senate to pass this 
bill this evening, I think justice would require 
that a motion to reconsider should be entered 
for the purpose of enabling the chairman of 
Naval Affairs to have the 


| amendments of that committee considered. 


Mr. HAMLIN. Allow me to make a sug 
gestion. Let the bill be reported to the Sen- 
ate and the amendments of the Committee of 
the Whole agreed to, and then let the bill 


| stand over until Monday morning, when the 


| since of an amendment to this 
now submit. 


Senator from New Hampshire will be here to 
offer his amendments. 

Mr. SCOTT. I only wished 
attention of the Senate to the 
stated. 


Mr. 


the 
L 


to call 
facts which 
SAWYER. I gave notice some days 
bill which I 
It is to insert after line one hun- 
dred and seventy-three “for preparing ele- 
ments and tables of new planets discovered by 
American astronomers, $38,000.’’ I will sim- 
ply say that there are communications from 


| the superintendent of the work at the Ni vuti 


| chairman of the Committee on Naval 


| as in Committee of the 


ii 
be |) 


i 


cal Almanac office, and also from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, in reference to this 
matter. If any further explanation is desired 
I can give it, but I do not suppose any is neces- 
sary. This is a slight addition to the Nautical 
Almanac appropriation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no fur- 
ther amendment be proposed, the bill will be 
reported to the Senate. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I believe I am the only 
member of the Naval Committee now present. 
This is the naval appropriation bill. The 
Affairs 
went to New York without any knowledge 
that this bill was coming up. The Senator 
from Michigan, [ Mr. Ferry, ] who was here « 
few moments ago, and who is also a member 
of the committee, asked me to be careful that 
the bill was not passed out of the Committee 
of the Whole without the chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs having an oppor 


tunity to offer the amendments of which he 


has given notice. With the understanding, 
however, that those amendments can be 
offered in the Senate hereafter, I have no 


objection to the bill being reported. 

Mr. COLE. There is, of course, no dispo- 
sition on the part of the Committee on Appro- 
priations to foreclose the bill against any 
amendments that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs may have to offer. I 
do not know the character of those amend- 
ments; but it only fair that he should 
have an opportunity to offer his amendments, 
as probably he did not expect that the bill 
would be taken up to-day, although [ believe 
he designated Wednesday of this week as the 
day when he wouid be ready to proceed with 
the bill, and I stated to him that | would ca!l 
it up as soon as | could, even before that time, 
so that we have not taken it up without fair 
notice to him. 

Mr. MORTON. I am sorry the Senator 
from California pressed his motion to take it 
up at all, knowing that he could not finish it 
to-day. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Let the bill be reported to 
the Senate, and then it can be laid aside. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on concurring in the amendments made 
W hole. 

Mr. CASSERLY. It is understood that the 
chief amendments made in committee are re- 
served. 

Mr. COLE. Not unless Senators want par 
ticular amendments reserved. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


is 


The ques- 


tion is on concurring in the amendments made 
as in Committee of the Whole, and the Chair 





Pg esl ON etry 4 





will inquire whether the question shall be put 

on # fhe amendment in gross, Or on the 
5 

) 


parately 7 
POMEROY and others. On all to 
[ had no idea, perhaps 
without suthcient reason, that the 


rd ow regard to this bill as 


same action 
was had 


the other evening in re gard to the postal code 


bill; but of course I make no point, 

Mr. COLE i cannot think of anything in 
the an lt ts that have been agreed Lo to 
which anybody will object. 

Mr. CONK LING. The bill will be open il 
the Senate to further amendment. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I understand that the 
body of the bill, as it stood before the amend 
ments ol the committee were adopted, will of 
cou » De Opel ito amendment 


urs »p 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tion will be put on the amendments in gross. 

Mr. SPENCER. 


the following amendinent 


The ques 


| desire to inquire whether 
to the bill that 
proposed by the Committee on Appropriations 
was agreed to or not: 

Provided furt! 


was 


r, That the number of hours con- 


stituting ada work shall be the same as shall be 
usual and customary in private employments in the 
Vicinity of such navy-yard.”’ 


Mr. COLE. Those words were stricken out. 
fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, refused to 
insert that proviso, 
made as in Committee of 


lhe amendments 


concurred in, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is 
still Open to amendment, 

Mr. COLE. Underthe statement which has 
already been made, I do not feel at liberty to 
move the passage ol the bill at this time; but 
1 ask that it be passe d over informally for the 
with the Post Office 


the Whole were 


proce ding 


purpose oft 
appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No objec- 
tion being made to the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from California, the naval appropriation 
bill will be passed over informally. 

POst OFFICE APPROPRIATION 

Mr. WINDOM. 1 that the Senate 
pre ceed to the of the bill (H. 
Ki. No. 1070) making appropriations for the 
service of the Post Office Department for the 
year ending June 30, 1875. 


move 
consideration 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill. 

he Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 1 should like to inquire 
how that bill got before the Senate? 

Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. Iv was taken 
up on the motion of the Senator from Min- 
nesota, 

Mr. CASSERLY. 
fore the senate, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Navy 
bill was laid aside informally to be taken up 
hereafter. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 


to taking up a new 


he Navy bill was be- 


I am very much opposed 
bill at this late hour on 
On Saturday afternoon 
nearly every journeyman bricklayer has a little 
more time than on any other day of the week. 

Mr. CONKLING. ‘The Senator is not a 
bricklayer. [{ Laughter. | 

Mr. CASSERKLY. 
times | wish | was 


Saturday afternoon. 


Lhat is trae; but some- 
| Laughter.}| The thing 
was done very suddenly; | had just turned 
around to speak to the Senator from New 
Jersey as to what was done with his motion, 
and on my turning my face again to the Chair 
| found this bill was up. If it be not too late, 
L object io taking it up. 

Mr. WINDOM. I suggest to the Senator 
that we may read the bil through and facili- 
tate its passage somewhat in that way I do 
not presume we can complete it to-day. 

Mr. CASSERLY. If we are really to be- 
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in this manner, so that they must of necessity 
be passed without proper reflection and con- 


sideration, | have no obj ction to the mere 


reading Oot the bill, OL Course, 
Mr. WINDOM. It is not expected to pass 


the bill; but we thought that we might 


save 
time by reading it through formally. 

Mr. COLE. 
ments as are not objected to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


will 


And acting upon such amend- 
The bill 
be read, 

The bill having been read as far 
forty-nine, of section one, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


will inquire whether it 
} 
| 


as line 


The Chair 

was the understanding 
act ou the amendments 
as they are reached, or only have the bill 
read ? 

Mr. WINDOM. ‘Those which are not ob- 
jected to, | suppose, may be acted on. 

Ihe PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be 
no objection, the amendments will be acted 
on as they are reached in the reading of the 
bill. 

The Cuier Cierkx. The first amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations is in line 
forty-nine of the first section, to strike out 
the words **a printed request to return the 
letter to the writer,’’ and insert the words 
‘if not delivered in — days return to —— ;’’ 
so that the proviso will read: 


that the Senate woul 


Provided, That no envelope, as furnished by the 
Government, shall contain any lithographing or 
engraving, and no printing except the words “if 
not delivered in days, return to —.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section one, 
line eighty-three, to strike out ‘* and,’’ and in 
line eighty-four, after the word ‘‘ courts,’’ to 
insert ‘and counsel necessarily employed by 
special agents of the Post Office Department, 
subject to the approval of the Attorney Gen- 
eral;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For fees to United States attorneys, marshals, 


clerks of courts, and counsel necessarily empioyed 
by special agents of the Post Office Department, sub- 


ject tothe approval of the Attorney General, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section two, 
lines six, seven, and eight, after the words 
‘* payable at,’ in line six, to strike out the 
words ‘*‘ his own or at any other money-order 
office, or at any branch post office or station 
of his own, or of;’’ so as to read: 

That the postmaster of every city where branch 
post offices or stations are established and in opera- 
tion subject to his supervision, is hereby authorized, 
under the direction of the Postmaster General, to 
issue, or to causo to be issued, by any of his assist- 
ants or clerks in charge of branch post offices or sta- 
tions, postal money-orders payable at any other 
money-order olflice, as the remitters thereof may 
direct, &c. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I did not understand 
awhile ago that votes were to be taken on 
these amendments. I understood that the bill 
was to be read for the information of the 
Senate. There are several very important 
amendments in this bill that I think ought 
not to be disposed of at this time. 

Mr. WINDOM. I do not desire to press a 
vote on any amendment that is objected to. 
We only desire to have such amendments 
acted on as are not objected to. When we 
finish the amendments that are not objected 
to, | shall not press the bill further to-day, 
because the Senate is very thin. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Perhaps that obviates 


| the objection. 


Mr. WINDOM. I will state the object of 
this amendment if the Senator desires. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 
the Senator. 
ment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The fourth 
and fifth sections of the bill will be read with- 
out noticing the amendments. 

The Chief Clerk continued and concluded 


I do not care about this amend- 


No, I will not trouble | 





ments have been concurred in up to the end 
of the third section. The next amendment 
of the committee, therefore, will be the propo- 
sition to strike out and insert in the fourth 
section as printed on pages 6 and 7. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President— 

Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment which I am directed to offer by the Com. 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads,and haye 
it referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will be made. 

Mr. WINDOM. Is there any objection tothe 
amendments in the fourth and fifth sections? 
None has been disclosed yet. The commit- 
tee thought there ought to be none, and we 
need pot assume that there are objections. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I understood that the 
bill was to be read for information merely, [ 
did not understand that any amendment which 
Was serious in its character and which in the 
judgment of any Senator required better con- 
sideration than it could have this afternoon in 
such a Senate as we now see about us would 
be pressed. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Will the Senator yield to 
me to make a suggestion ? 

Undoubtedly. 


t 
Mr. CASSERLY. 
Mr. HAMLIN. Let us dispose of these 


That order 


amendments now so far as we can agree to 


them, and let the bill be reported to the Sen- 
ate. Then, on Monday morning, or whenever 
it shall come up again, the question can come 
up for separate vote on any amendment that 
any Senator may desire to reserve. 

Mr. CASSERLY. There is no quorum pres- 


/ent, I think, and I certainly did not expect 


this bill to come up thisafternoon. There are 
amepdments here which commend themselves 
to me by their objects, and yet, in my judg- 
ment, require a good deal of consideration 
and some changes to make them what they 


should be. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I suggest to the Senator 
that the course which I point out will allow 
precisely what he desires. Let us dispose of 
the bill in committee, then report it to the Sen- 
ate, and the Senator himself, myself, orany Sen- 
ator who may be absent can have a distinct 
question taken on any amendmentin the Senate, 
and can further propose to amend the bill to 
any degree that he maydesire. It will only save 
alittle time. Iwiilassume this: that there are 
ten amendments here, and that eight of them 
nobody will object to. If we dispose of the ten 
to-day, and on Monday morning when we take 
the bill up some Senator not now present 
shall desire to discuss the two other proposi- 
tions or even some of the eight we have agreed 
to, he ean do it, but we shall save so much time 
as would be taken up in acting upon all as to 
which there was no disagreement. I cannot 
see any objection to that course. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I think the better way 
would be to have it understood that section 
four shall not be acted on in committee ex- 
cept with a reservation of everything that is 
done, and section five, I think, is probably of 
suflicient general importance to make it fall 
within the same category. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Texas moves that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. WINDOM. I ask the Senator from 
Texas to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WINDOM I believe we have agreed 
to all the amendments reported to this bill, 
except those in sections four and five. I think 
there probably will be no objection to acting 
upon the amendment in section five; but if 
any Senator desires to reserve that, we might 
pass upon the rest of the bill before adjourn- 
ing. lam willing that section four, granting 
subsidies to steamships, should be reserved. 





i. stow any reflection and consideration upon || the reading of the bill. Mr. COLE. I do not feel it necessary to 
y bills | do not think they ought to be taken up || The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend: || reserve the amendments in that section. 
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Mr. WINDOM. Ishall not press the res- 
ervation after the statement I made to the 
Senator from California in the outset if he 
does not wish them excepted. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I think in this condition 
of the Senate it would probably prevent dis- 
satisfaction if amendments so important were 
not disposed of this afternoon. 

Mr. SAWYER submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to the bill (H. R. No. 
1070) making appropriations for the service 
of the Post Office Department for the year 
ending June 50, 1873; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be prir nted. 

Mr. WEST. Lask leave to report from the 
Committee on Appropriations an amendment 
to the Post Office appropriation bill relating to 
the steamship service between New Orleans 
and ports in the Gulfof Mexico and Austra- 
lian service, for future consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend- 
ment will be received and printed. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. [yield to the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 


GEORGE C, IAYNIE. 


Mr. WILSON. I wish to say that the other 
day when the Military Committee had a day 
one small matter was overlooked. The com- 
mittee reported that bill this morning and 
hoped to put it on its passage, but it was ob- 
jected to by the Senator from Tennessee, who 
had failed to getabillthrough. Inow ask that 
the bill betaken up. It is the bill (H. R. No. 
206) for the relief of George C. Haynie. 

By unanimous consent, the motion was agreed 
to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. 
No. 206) for the relief of George C. Haynie. 
It directs the Paymaster General to pay to 
George C. Haynie, late captain of company 
A, second regiment North Carolina mounted 
infantry, out «of any money appropriated for 
the pay of the Army, the full pay and allow- 
ances of a captain of infantry, from the 15th 
of September, 1863, to the 16th of August, 
1865. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS HUGHES. 


Mr. HARLAN. I ask the Senator from 
Nebraska to yield to me to call up a similar 
bill reported from the same committee. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. Very well. 

Mr. HARLAN. I ask consent to consider 
the bill (S. No. 548) for the relief of Thomas 
Hughes. 

‘There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill, which proposes to require the account- 
ing officers of the proper Departments to settle 
and pay to late Lieutenant Thomas Hughes, 
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appropriation bill so as to leave it the unfin- 
ished business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the Post Othce appropriation bill 
will be passed over, and the Senate resumes 
the consideration of the deficiency bill. The 
Chair was absent, but he sees on the bill 
memorandum of the Secretary that the vote is 
to be taken at two o'clock on Monday. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. 1 renew the motion 
that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at four 
o'clock p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE REPRE 


SATURDAY, 


SENTATIVES. 
April 27, 1872 

The House met at twelve o'clock m. Prayer 
by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burier, D. D. 
“The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved, 

DAILY HOUR OF MEETING. 
Mr. DAWES. 


If there be no objection, | 


| would like to renew my motion that on and 


| that order will be made. 


after Monday next the House meet at eleven 
o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 

There being no objection, it was ordered 
accordingly. 

Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote 


| by which the order was made ; and also moved 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 
Mr. SARGENT. I ask perhaps only five 


minutes, but certainly not more than ten, to 


| make a statement of a somewhat personal 
| character. 


regimental quartermaster of the twenty-eighth | 


lowa volunteer infantry, who appears to have 
been mustered out of service nominally on 
the Ist of June, 1865, by general order No. 
82, current series, War Department, but who 
actually performed service under the order of 
Colonel Bonneville, commandant at Benton 
barracks, until the 8th of July, 1865, his full 
pay and perquisites for all the time he actually 
served, whether he was legally bound to per- 
form such service or not. 

The bill was reported to the Senate with- 
out amendment, ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. COLE. The Post Office appropriation 
bill is now the business before the Senate, as I 
understand. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. COLE. 


It is. 
Il move that it be laid aside | 


| to myself, and in view 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection 
leave will be granted. The Chair hears no 
objection. 

Mr. SARGENT. Mr. Speaker, I do not 
seek the floor to refer to the action of the 
House in its recent legislation with regard to 
Goat Island, or to make any argument upon 
that proposition. I will say that during my 
service for a number of years in this House, I 
have never before rise ntoa personal exp Saas 
tion except in one instance, when | spoke for 
a committee, and at its request, with reference 
to some business which was then before it. [ 
do so now because certain dispatches which 
have been sent to the press from San Fran- 
cisco. relating to the opinion of the State of 
California upon that legislation, reflect in some 
degree upon my colleagues and myself, and be- 


|| cause it was stated upon this foor—I presume 


in good faith, by gentlemen who believed it— 
that my colleagues and myself did not repre- 
sent the State of Californiain our action upon 
that matter. Now, | wish tosay with reference 
to the press dispatches from San Francisco, 
which | hold in my hand, that they are utterly 
unreliable. It could not reasonably be ex- 
pected, under the circumstances, well known 
of the authorship of 
those dispatches, and their animus, that they 
would be any more reliable upon this question 
than would be a dispatch from Salt Lake on 
the Mormon question; or from a Mississippi 
village upon the scourging of a negro by the 
Ku Klux; or from Arizona upon the Presi- 
dent’s Indian peace policy; or from Charles 
A. Dana upon the Navy Department. 

A dispatch from San Francisco yesterday is 
as follows: 

SAN Francisco, April 25. 
The country delegates to the Republican State 


convention generally sympathize wi th San lran- 


informally, and that we take up the deficiency || 


cisco in her opposition to the Goat Island scheme, 
but oppose making it an issue in the coming presi- 
dential campaign. 


We have this dispatch to-day : 


San Francisco, April 26. 
The Republican State convention ignores Goat 
Island, ii:cdorses President Grant, and has instructed 
the California delegates to Pnilade!phia to vote as 
aunitforhis renomination. The pressof San Fran- 
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cisco are unanimous in denouncing the Goat Island 

scheme, and all the leading papers of the State 

denounce it as strongly as the San Francisco press. 
Now, Mr. 


} 
these tel 


Speakey, before remarking on 
egrams I should like to allude toa 
previous telegram which was published all over 
the Atlantic States, and to which my attention 
was frequently called by members of the House, 
It was to the effect that my collea IZUeS, AS well 
as myself, were burned in efligy in one of the 
wards of San Francisco on account of our 
course in the Goat Island matter. 1 patiently 
endured that statement until 1 could get the 
local papers from California, after that dis 

patch had reached there. That dispatch which 
had circulated all through the Kast was received 
in California, and the attention of the press was 
ealledto it. The San Franciseo Bulletin, an un 

doubtedly reliable paper, bas declared that no 
such incident happened in San Francisco, that 
having seen this notice they had sent a com 

petent reporter to inquire into the statement, 
and they were fully satisfied there was no truth 
init whatever. It may bea little late to refute 
a charge which would look like a degradation, 
not only of the California delegation here, but 
of the constituents who sent them here, but ] 
have waited, for the reason I have given, that 
the refutation might be unquestioned and com- 
plete. 

l now hold in my hand a dispatch from Sae 
ramento, in reference to the Republican con- 
vention held yesterday, from a reliable gentle 
man, who is well known to me as an actor in 
the events to which he refers. Itis as follows: 

SACRAMENTO, Apri/ 26, 1872. 
Hon. A. A. SARGENT: 

The State convention elected eleven out of twelve 
delegates—your warm friends. The delegates from 
San Francisco finding that if they undertook to 
introduce resolutions against your course on Goat 
Island the delegates from the interior would by a 
large majority have indorsed you in your action, 
therefore they did not introduce the matter in the 
convention. The delegates were instructed for Grant, 
and will probably tavor WILSON for Vice President. 
Everything harmonious. 

Now, sir, I say, as I have said before, that 
outside of San Francisco the people of Cali- 
fornia and the press, pe rhaps with one or two 
exceptions, are in favor of the Goat Island 
proposition. In San Francisco there is not 
unanimity of opinion. The telegram which 
| read the other day in the eee on that 
bill, showing a majority of six of t State 
senate in favor of the Goat Island Saboaiie 
was signed by one of the San lrancisco sen- 
ators. The question, if of a local character, 
is referred to the members of Congress repre- 
senting those districts. My district is in favor 
of the Goat Island proposition; so, I believe, 
is the district of my colleague, [ Mr. CoGuian. } 
My other colleague, [Mr. HovGcuron,] who 
desired to speak in that debate, but had no 
opportunity to be heard, would have spoken 
in favor of it for his great district outside of 
San l'raneisco. And I believe, sir, that San 
Franciseo itself will be in favor of that Goat 
Island proposition in a year from now, when 
its benetits are being realized, as it now seems 
to be opposed to it. 

sut, Mr. Speaker, I advocated it on great 
commercial principles and in behalf of the 
interests of the commerce of the whole coun- 
try that there might not be two doilars trans 
shipment tax, as is now the case and has been 
for years past on every pound of freight im- 
ported into San Francisco and going through 
San Francisco to the Kast; upon every ton 
of tea sent to Chicago, St. Louis, and else- 
where by means of the Pacific railroad; upon 
every bushel of wheat, the great product of 
Calitornia, and upon the crude ores sent from 
the interior through San Francisco to find a 
market in Liverpool or elsewhere in Kurope, 
or to Wales, for the reduction of those ores. 
For these general commercial consideratio 
conceiving it likewise to be for the benefit of 
the city of San Francisco itself, L favored the 
Goat Island proposition. Further than that, 


I believe it important for the benefit of Sau 
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Francisco itself, whatever local speculators 
may think now, that that harbor should be 
crowded with the fleets of commerce; ‘that 
San Francisco should have the business that 
grows out of furnishing, fitting, building, and 
repairing those fleets; that she should have 
markets for her manufactures in the great 
marts of the East; that she should grow great 
by commerce, by manufactures, by the legiti- 
mate means that build up great cities, and not 
by sitting as a toll-gatherer on commerce at 
the Golden Gate. 


DESTROYED OR DEFACED BONDS, 
Mr. MAYNARD. IJ desire to make a state- 


ment of a nature somewhat personal, although 
not to my self. 

During the fire at Chicago last fall quite a 
number of bonds of the United States were 
destroyed in the fire. The parties who have 
suffered by their destruction desire to 
those bonds duplicated. 


have 
We have a law upon 
the statute- book authorizing that to be done at 
the ‘Treasury Department in the case of regis- 
tered, but not of coupon bonds. The matter 
was referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. They have examined it with some 
care, and have prepared a bill which they have 
instructed me to report, and which | now ask 
permission to present to the House and have 
put upon its passage. 

Phe bill (H. R. No. 2565) to provide for the 
issue Of bonds in lieu of destroyed or defaced 
bonds of the United States was, by unanimous 
consent, introduced and read a first and sec- 
ond time. 

Mr. MAYNARD. 
upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read for 
information, alter which objection, if any, will 
be in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. To save time I would ask 
the gentleman if the bill has been printed? If 
not, I think it is so important a measure that 
it should not be considered now. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The bill is a very short 
one, and its terms | think can be as well com- 
prehended by hearing it read as in any other 
way. | would be glad if the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Houtman] would give his atten- 
tion, for | am aware that this is a subject in 
which he is interested. | would be glad to 
hear avy suggestion coming from him in re- 
gard toit. Itis a bill which has been consid- 
ered with a great deal of care, and if the gen- 
tleman will be kind enough to hear it read and 
give it bis attention, | think he will not object 
to its being disposed of now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is a subject which 
has been from time to time, during the last 
three years, before the Committee of Claims. 
It is a very important measure. I feel satis- 
fied that some such bill should pass; but no 


I ask that the bill be put 


measure ought to pass which is not carefully 


guarded. 

Mr. MAYNARD. 
and Means thought it better to have a general 
law by which these cases should be examined 


at the Treasury Department under the regu- | 


lations established there, than to have indi- 
vidual cases brought here from time to time 
to Congress, where the examination must neces- 
sarily be imperfect and not as satisfactory or 
conclusive as it would be in the way here pro- 
yosed, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I approve of the object 
of the bill, but I desire to have the measure 
very carefully guarded, and | would suggest 
that we order it to be printed, with a view to 
its consideration on Monday. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I will say further that I 
submitted the bili to the chairman of the Com- 
mittec of Claims, who examined it with some 
care, and who | presume is ready to express 
the opinion he formed of it on such examin- 
ation as he gave it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 1 do not desire to throw 
any obstacle in the way of the passage of the 


The Committee of Ways | 


members may have an opportunity of exam- || 


ining it before it is put upon its passage. 


The SPEAKER. 


recommitted the Chair will recognize the gen- | 


tleman from ‘Tennessee 

bring it up on the earliest occasion next week. 

ihe biil was ordered to be printed. and 
recommitted to the Committee of Ways and 

Means. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the bill be also 
printed in the Globe. 

There was no objection; and it was so 
ordered. ‘The bill is as follows: 

A bill to provide for the issue of bonds in lieu of 
destroyed or defaced bonds of the United States. 
Be it enacted, &c., That whenever it shall appear 

to the Secretary of the Treasury, by clear and un- 

equivocal proof, thatany interest-bearing bond ofthe 

United States has, without bad faith upon the part 


|Mr. Maynarp] to | 


of the owner, been destroyed wholly or in part, or || 


so defaced as to impair its value to the holder, the 
Secretary of the ‘Tweasury sball, under such regula- 
tions, and with such restrictions as to time and re- 
tention for security or otherwise as he may prescribe, 
issue a dupligate of such bond of the same date, to 


beso marked, and bearing like interest as the bond | 


so proved to have been destroyed or defaced: Pro- 


vided, That the owner of a destroyed or defaced | 


bond shall surrender the same, orso much thereof as 
remains, and shall filein the Treasury a bond ina 
penal sum equal to the amount of said destroyed or 
defaced bond, and the interest which would accrue 


thereon until the principal thereof isdue and pay- | 
able, with two good and sufficient sureties, residents || “S i ; 2 * : 
| time of United States circuit courts in the 


of the United States,to be approved by the Secretary 

of the Treasury, with conditions to indemnify and 

save harmless the United States from any claim 

because of the said destroyed or defaced bond. 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. KING asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to have printed in the 
Globe some remarks on the question of recon- 
struction in the late insurrectionary States. 
[See Appendix. ] 

Mr. GARRETT asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to have printed in the 
Globe some remarks on the tariff. [See Ap- 
pendix. | 

ARMY OFFICERS’ RECORD. 


On motion of Mr. DONNAN, by unanimous 
consent, the bill (S. No. 867) authorizing the 


| Secretary of War to correct the Army officers’ 


record, was taken from the Speaker’s table, 


read a first and second time, and referred to | 


the Committee on Military Affairs. 
COTTON ILLEGALLY SEIZED. 


Mr. NIBLACK, from 


the Committee on 


| Appropriations, reported a bill (H. R. No. 


2566.) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 


| ury to pay out to the owners thereof the pro- 


ceeds of the sale of cotton illegally seized and 


converted after the 20th of June, 1865 ; which | 


was read a first and second time, ordered to 
be printed, and recommitted. 

“Some time subsequently, 

Mr. NIBLACK entered a motion to recon- 


| sider the vote by which the bill was recom- 


mitted. 
ARMS FOR MONTANA SETTLERS. 


Mr. CLAGETT, by unanimous consent, in- 


| troduced a bill (H. RK. No. 2567) to authorize 


the shipment of arms to the Territory of 
Montana; which was read a first and second 
time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, instructs the Sec- 
retary of War, without delay, to cause five 
hundred Spencer carbines and one hundred 


thousand cartridges to be forwarded to and | 


placed at the disposal of the Governor of the 
‘Territory of Montana, delivered at Virginia 
City, in said Territory, for distribution among 
the settlers of the Gallatin valley and other 
exposed localities in said Territory, for home 


| defense against Indian raids; and the Governor 


of said Territory, in making said distribution, 
shall take from the parties to whom they may 
be distributed, good and sufficient security for 
the return of said arms to the United States 
after the necessity for their use has ceased. 
Mr. CLAGETT. I will simply state that 


bill; bat I think it ought to be printed, that || my information from my Territory is that the 
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Indians have already commenced making raids 


|| The settlers have an insufficiency of arms for 
If the bill is printed and | 


the purpose of self-defense. This bill simply 
authorizes the Secretary of War to send out 
five hundred repeating rifles for use by the set- 
uers for self-detense, if necessary. It will take 
some three weeks for the guns to get there 
after this bill shall have passed. By passing 
it now, millions of dollars will be saved. : 

Mr. BIRD. Has this bill been considered 
by a committee? 

Mr. CLAGETT. It has been submitted 
to the chairman and two other members of the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DONNAN. I would suggest that it would 
be best to refer this bill to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, with authority to report it 
back at any time. 

Mr. BIRD. I will not object to that. 

Mr. CLAGETT. Very well; let that be 


|| done. 


No objection being made, the bill was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
with leave to report thereon at any time. 


CIRCUIT COURTS IN EIGHTH CIRCUIT. 
Mr. GOODRICH, by unanimous consent, re- 


ported back, with a recommendation that the 
same do pass, House bill No. 1072, to fix the 


eighth circuit. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, in its first section, provides that 
the circuit courts in the eighth judicial circuit 
shall be held hereafter in the several districts 
as follows: in the district of Missouri com- 
mencing on the third Monday of March and 
the third Monday of September; in the east- 
ern district of Arkansas on the second Monday 
of April and the fourth Monday of October; 
in the district of Nebraska on the first Mon- 
day of May and the second Monday of No- 
vember; in the district of lowa on the seeond 
Monday of May and the second Monday of 
October; in the district of Kansas on the first 
Monday of June and the fourth Monday of 
and in Minnesota on the third 
Monday of June and the second Monday of 
December of each year. 

The second section provides that this act 
shall take effect on the Ist day of July, 1872; 


| and all acts prescribing other times for hold- 


ing the terms of said court are hereby repealed 
so far as they conflict with this act. 

The third section provides that no action, 
suit, proceeding, or process in any of the said 
courts shall abate or be rendered invalid by 
reason of this act; but the same shall in the 
several districts be deemed to be returnable 
to, pending and triable in the terms of the cir- 
cuit courts hereby established next after the 
return day thereof. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. 
for present consideration? 

Mr. GOODRICH. It is. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Does it make any 
change in the times for holding court in 
Missouri? 

The SPEAKER. 
will be again read. 

The Clerk read that portion of the bill fixing 
the time for holding the circuit court in Mis- 
souri on the third Monday of March and third 
Monday of September in each year. 


Mr. GOODRICH. This bill is reported by 


Is this bill reported 


That portion of the bill 


| the Judiciary Committee, upon the request 


of the judges of that court. There seems to 
be no sort of question about the propriety ol 
the times proposed by this bill. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG.,. Does this refer to 
the district court or circuit court? 

Mr. GOOBRICH. The circuit court. 

Mr. McCRARY. As the law now stands 
the times fixed for holding the circuit courts 
in the several States embraced in this circuit 
conflict, so that it is impossible for the courts 
to be all held at the times now fixed. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 





1872. 


read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. GOODRICH moved to reconsider the 
yote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DUNNELL. I desire to ask that a 
Senate bill on the Speaker’s table be taken up 
for consideration now. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I object, 
and call for the regular order of business. If 
everybody gets their bills off the table we can 
never get to business on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of 
business being demanded, the morning hour 
commences at twenty-nine minutes past twelve 
o’clock, and reports of a private nature are in 
order from the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

J. ROSS BROWNE. 


Mr. BANKS, from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, reported back, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, the bill (S. } 


No. 378) | 


for the relief of J. Ross Browne, late minister | 


to China. 

The Clerk commenced to read the bill, which 
directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
to J. Ross Browne, late minister of the United 
States to China, $3,774 11 in full compensa- 
tion 

Mr. HOAR. [rise to a question of order 
on this bill. It makesan appropriation, and 
must have its first consideration in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the 
point of order, and the bill is referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar. 

On motion of Mr. 
consent, the report of the committee in the 
case was ordered to be printed. 


JOHN BLACK. 


Mr. WILLARD, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, reported a bill (H. R. No 
2568) for the relief of John Black, late consul 
of the United States at the city of Mexico; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill authorizes and directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to John Black, late 
consul of the United States at the city of Mex- 
ico, the rate of compensation allowed by law 
to a secretary of legation for his diplomatic 





services to the United States in Mexico dur- | 


ing the suspension of diplomatic intercourse 
between Mexico and the United States from 


| 


| reported a bill ( 


H.R, 


2570) for the relief 


| Duke of Edinboro; which was read a first 


and second time. 

The bill authorizesand directs the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay to D. H. Holdernes, 
owner of the British ship Duke of E dinboro, 
the sum of $3,350 45. 

Mr. HOAR. I make the point of order 
that that bill contains an appropriation, and 


|} must have its first consider ation in Committee 


| of the Whole. 


| Committee of the 


BANKS, by unanimous | 


September 15, 1868, to April 15, 1869, inclu- | 


sive. 


Mr. HOAR. I make the point of order on 


that bill that it makes an appropriation, and | 
must have its first consideration in Committee | 


of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the 
point of order, and the bill is referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar. 

JAMES C. PICKETT. 


Mr. DUELL, from the Committee on For- 


eign Affairs, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2569) | 


authorizing the proper accounting officers to 
revise and adjust the accounts of James C. 
Pickett, late chargé d'affaires at Peru; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The bill directs the proper accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury to revise and adjust the 
accounts of James C. Pickett, late chargé 
d'affaires at Peru. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 


read a third time; and being engrossed, it was | 


accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. DUELL moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


D. H. HOLDERNES. 


Mr. DUELL also, from the same committee, 


42p Cone. 2p Sess.—No. 179. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the 
point of order, and the bill is referred to the 
Whole on the Private 
Calendar. 

By unanimous consent, the bill and the 
report accompanying it were ordered to be 
printed. 

JAMES KEENAN. 


Mr. WILLARD, from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, reported a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 141) to amend the resolution for 
the relief of James Keenan, late consul at 
Hong Kong, China, approved February 18, 


1867 ; which was read a first and second time. | 


The joint resolution was read. It provides 
that the joint resolution for the relief of James 
Keenan, deceased, late consul at Hong Kong, 
China, be amended by striking out all after the 
words ‘several balances due him,’’ and in- 
serting in lieu thereof ‘‘on his accounts for 
the relief of seamen.”’ 


The joint resolution was ordered to be 


engrossed and read a third time; and being | 


engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. WILLARD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the joint resolution was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


8S. FERNANDEZ. 
Mr. PACKARD. Lam directed by the Com- 


mittee on Foreign Affairs to move that they be 
discharged from the further consideration of 


| the claim of 8S. Fernandez, a Spanish subject, 
and that the papers relating to the same be | 


referred to the Committee of Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CHARLES J. SANDS. 

Mr. PACKARD also, from the 
on Foreign Affairs, reported back, with a rec- 
ommendation that it do not pass, the bill (H. 
R. No. 916) for the relief of Charles J. Sands, 
late marshal of the United States consular court 
at Chin Kiang, China; and the bill was laid 
on the table. 


MRS. M. 8S. MOKSE. 


Mr. PACKARD also, from the same com‘ 
mittee, reported back, with a recommendation 
that it pass, the bill (H.R. No. 333) for the 
relief of Mrs. M. S. Morse, administratrix and 
widow of Isaac E. Morse, deceased. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 


| tary of the Treasury to pay, out of any moneys 





| 


in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to Mrs. M. E. Morse, administratrix and widow 
of Isaac E. Morse, for his full compensation 
while employed as special commissioner of the 
United States to the republic of New Gra- 
nada, in the years 1856 and 1857, at the rate 
of $7,500 from the 6th day of November, 1856, 
to the Ist day of June, 1857, for his salary as 
commissioner, and at the rate of fifteen dol 


lars per diem during the same time for his | 


traveling expenses incurred in the discharge 
of the duties of his mission. 

Mr. HOAR. I make the point of order that 
this bill contains an appropriation, and must 
go to the Committee of the Whole on the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. PACKARD. I hope the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] will not press 
that point. This bill has been 
House a long time. 

The SPEAKER. 


The point cannot be 
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Does the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts Insist upon it? 


Mr. HOAR. I do. 

The SPEAKER. The bill must go to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar. Reports are still in order from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. BANKS. I believe our committee has 
no further reports this morning. 

SURVIVORS OF WAR OF IS812. 

Mr. WILLARD. I ask leave to report from 
the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions 
and War of 1812, for the purpose of printing 
and recommitment, a bill (H. R. No. 2571) 
to amend an act granting pensions to the 
survivors of the war of 1812 who served sixty 
days, and to their widows, approved February 
14, 1871. 


Mr. HOLMAN. If that bill is not long, I 


| hope it will be reported. 


Mr. WILLARD. It is a public bill and we 
do not ask action upon it now; but I have no 
objection to its being reported. 

rhe SPEAKER. If there is no objection 
the bill will be read. 

There being no objection, the bill was read. 
It provides in the first section that the first 
section of an act granting pensions to the sur- 
vivors of the war of 1812 who served sixty 
days, and to their widows, approved Febru- 
ary 14, 1871, be hereby amended so as to read 
as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the 
pension-roll the names of the surviving officers and 
enlisted and drafted men, including militia and 
volunteers, of the military and naval service of the 
United States who served in the war with Great 
Britain of 1812, and were honorably dise harged, and 
the names of the surviving widows of such officers 
and enlisted and drafted men: Provided, That such 
widow shall have been married prior to ‘I: anuary l, 
1825, to such officer or enlisted or drafted man, and 
shall not have remarried. 


The second section amends section two of 


| the act of February 14, 1871, so as to read as 
follows : 
Sec. 2. That this act shall not apply to any person 


| who is rec eiving a pension at the rate 


/ and eight dollars per month. 


of eight dol- 
lars or more per month, nor to any person receiving 
a pension less than e ight dollars per month, except 
for the difference between the pension now received 
Pensions under this 
act shall be at the rate of eight dollars per month, 
except as herein provided when a person is receiving 
a pension of less than eight dollars per month, and 
shall be paid to the persons entitled thereto from 
and after the passage of this act for and during the 
term of their natural lives: Provided, That widows 
pensioned under this act shall, if they become wid 

ows after the J4th day of February, 1871, be entitled 
to a pension only from the date when they became 
widows. 

The third section provides that all applica- 
tions for pensions under the act to which this 
is an amendment, heretofore or which may 
hereafter be made, shall be considered and 
decided as though made under this act. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This bill is so manifestly 
just that I hope there will be no objection to 
putting it on its passage at once. 

Mr. MAYNAKD. [| understand the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HoLmMan] to say there 
is no objection? 

Mr. HOLMAN. 

Mr. MAYNARD. 


I trust there will be none. 
If we have his assurance, 


| of course there will be none. 


Mr. WILLARD. Mr. Speaker, before the 
vote is taken upon the passage of the bill | 
desire to state the changes in the present law 


| contemplated by it. 


| war of 
| titled to a pension; 


before the 


ii may have pensions. 


In the first place the bill amends the law of 
14th February, 1871, by striking out the limit 
ations both as to length of service and as to 
participation in rebellion. Under this bill all 
who served for any length of time during the 
1812, including Indians, will be en- 
and it is estimated that 
by removing these limitations in the law at 
least ten thousand persons in addition to those 
now entitled will be entitled to pensions. 

The bill also changes the limitation as to the 
date of marriage of widows, and provides that 
all widows married prior to January 1, 1825, 
I was opposed to this 


hte pte) treet at 


ead Saee 


oe 


~ 
7 


ie 
7 


° 
change in the law, as I was opposed in the 
widows in the law 


| am unable to see that the ser- 


4 man in the Army gives any one who 
married to a fair 


the Government 


claim upon the 
In this, however, 


him 
bounty of 


I was ove rruled by the committee, and agree 


ably to their instructions I have reported the 
Dill. It Inpossibie to make an estimate 
approaching accura of the number of per 
sons who, if this pro ion should become a 
! iid be 1 i to the pen m-roll; but 
i! ist b el housand at least. 


+s that all applica 
} ] 


tions for pensions already made under the 
law a ly in fo hall be considered and 
decided though made under this act 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read i! | ind being eugro sed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. WILLARD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was pa sed; and also 
moved that the nsider be laid 
on the table 


motion to rece 


fhe latter motion was agreed to. 


ELLIS LEWIS BROWN, ET 


Mr. WILLAKD also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back the 
the 
[Invalid Pensions: 


following cases; and 


same were referred to the Committee on 


Phe paper reiating to the petition of Ellis 
Lewis Brown fora pension ; and 

The petition of Jedediah Gay, for pension 
for services in the war of 1812. 


FOSEPILINE 


Mr. WILL 


tee, reported back the 


MILLS, ETC. 

AR.D also, from the same commit- 
which 
Revolu 


following cases; 
were referred to the Committee on 
tionary Claims: 

Che petition ol Josephine Mills and Martha 
R. Mills, heirs of Captain Danie! W. Mills, for 
commutation and bounty in the 
war of the Revolution: 


Lhe petition of Mi 


& pension 


for services 
and 
Jane Hunter asking for 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. WILLARD also, fromthe same commit- 
tee, made adverse reports in the following 
cases; and the same were laid upon the table: 
he petition of James Fleming for a pen 
the war of 1812; and 
Davis Tucker. 

HERMANN EMLE. 

Mr. SPRAGUE, from the 
Rev ylutionary Pensions and War of 1812, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. No. 2572) granting a pen- 
sion to Hermann Ehle ; 


and second time. 


sion for wounds in 


The petition of 


which was read a first 


authorizes and 
Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension roll of the United States the 
nameof Hermann J. Ehle, and pay him a pen- 


ion, at the 


The bill, which was read, 


directs the 


rate of fifteen dollars per month, 
commencing February 4, 1871, and to con- 
tinue during his natural life. 


The 


. 
read a third time; 


bill was 
and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. SPRAGUE moved to 
vote by which the 


reconsider the 
bill was passed; and also 
that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table 


moved 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLARD. I think some of the mem- 
bers of the Committee on Revolutionary Pen- 
sions and War of 1812 did not expect 
committee would be called this morning, and, 
indeed, some of them perhaps did not expect 
the House would be for business. 
here are other bills to be reported, aud sevV- 
eral matters have been referred to the com- 
mittee demanding some investigation. I ask 
that that committee shall have the next morn- 
ing for private bills. 

Mr. DAWES. In order that the gentle- 
man’s committee may have the two morning 
hours to which it is entitled I will relieve bim 


in session 


Committee on 


ordered to be engrossed and | 


the | 
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from his present difficulty, and move that the 
House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union on the tariff. 

Mr. WILLARD. That will answer my pur- 
poses. 


ENROLLED BILL. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that the committee 
had examined and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the following title ; when the Speaker signed 
the same: 

An act (S. No. 1014) to amend an act enti- 
tled ‘‘ An act to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Missouri river at or near 
St. Joseph, Missouri,’’ approved March 5, 
1872. 

TARIFF. 


Mr. DAWES. I move that the rules be 
suspended and the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House 
accordingly resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. Sco- 
FIELD in the chair) and resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. No. 2322) to reduce 
duties on imports and to reduce internal taxes, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. WOOD. I had no expectation of having 
an opportunity of addressing the committee 
to-day. Indeed, | had supposed we would 
have heard from the members of the committee 
itself before others would be called upon to 
discuss the bill. We want to beinstructed. We 
desire to hear from the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, or fromsome of the 
intelligent members who have reported the bill 
to the House, so as to be informed of its char- 
acter much more fully than under existing cir- 


cumstances we can be. However, sir, as I have || period for which we now desire to provide 


been applied to to take the floor, and as I am 
»repared to go on, I will do so. 

This is a bill to modify the existing tariff 
and revenue laws. 
ure, but one to revise laws now in existence ; 
to modify and change particular items, and 
alter the taxes and rate of duty on particular 
articles imported from foreign countries. I 
propose to speak more particularly of the 
tariff. Were it an original proposition, I should 
have something to say as to the theory upon 
which the adjustments should be made. Much 
discussion might be had which would be perti- 
nent to such a measure that would seem out 
of place in this. Besides, [ doubt whether 
anything new can be said on the theory of 
either side. I[ think that the generalizations 


invariably presented on both sides have been | 


so often argued that it would be folly to revive 
them now. For myself, [ am obliged to admit 
that I cannot devise any new argument in be- 
half of free trade, or a revenue tariff, for or 


against protection, direct orindirect, incidental | 


or accidental, other than those which have 
from time to time been discussed in Congress 
and elsewhere. Nor do I believe any one else 
can. While the ever-changing course of trade 
and alterations in productions, natural and 
artificial, affect items and modify policies, the 
underlying principles upon which a tariff should 
be adopted remain unaltered, and cannot be 
enunciated in any clearer or more forcible 
light than has been done by the advocates of 
opposite doctrines for the past hundred years 
in thiscountry and Europe. Therefore, | shall 
not attempt it now. 

| shall endeavor to be practical, confin- 
ing myself entirely and altogether to what [ 
deem essential to a proper consideration of 
the bill before the House. 


the duties upon some articles and to abolish 


| it altogether upon others, the whole to be in 


the interest of a reduction of revenue from 
this source. It appears to be universally con- 
ceded that a reduction is desirable. Even the 
Secretary of the Treasury and his friends in 


i} Congress have been at last forced to concede 


It is not an original meas- | 





As I have said, it | 
is a bill to revise the existing laws; to change | 


a 
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that lower duties must be adopted. We are 
now, therefore, on the descending scale. 4 
few years ago, when the civil war began, the 
opposite policy was necessary. We then began 
the ascending grade, and have kept it up 
pretty much ever since until last year, when 
the engine was reversed under a pressure of 


public opinion and we lowered the rate 
slightly. Now we are to have a further reduc. 
tion, at least such is ostensibly the policy 


Whether it will be realized in practice by the 
passage of this billremains to be seen. There 
are some who doubt whether the majority of 
both Houses of Congress are sincere in their 
intention to do so. ‘There is an apprehension 
that a secret influence is operating high up in 
the Government to retain the present enorm- 
ous receipts of the Treasury for partisan 
purposes at the coming presidential clection, 
and that this power is suificiently great to pre 
vent the final adoption of any tariff bill at al] 
Ido not know whether this suspicion is wel| 
founded, but if so, it may be doubted whether 
the effect upon the public mind may not be 
more disastrous to the Administration than 
any disposition of the surplus toward the pay 
ment of the public debt, or in any other way, 
will prove beneficial. But assuming that it is 
intended to pass a bill, and that the object is 
a reduction of revenue, the question arises: 
how great a reduction can be made consistent 
with the public requirements? This is the 
great underlying basis upon which we are to 
revise the tariff. Before we can proceed to 
consider the bill, it must be decided how much 
revenue can be safely lost. 
THE REVENUE REQUIREMENTS. 

In order to get intelligently at a fair esti- 
mate of the necessities of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1873, (the 


revenue, ) it is but proper that we should begin 
by taking the estimates of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, as derived from the reports of the sev- 
eral bureaus and from other sources. While 
I do not concede that these estimates are cer 
rect or should be allowed, yet it is well while 
on this point to show how much is asked for 
by the Departments. 
EXPENDITURES. 
Estimates of the Treasury Department for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1873. 







Legislative establishment................. $3,421,812 40 
Executive establishment...... 17,443,531 38 
Judicial establishment...... 3,383,350 00 
Military establishment......... 31,422,509 88 


Naval establishment............ 


18,946,088 95 
Indian affairs.............. 


5,445,617 97 





bs Ek Gach nc kaibdeibinesedouic’ 80,480,060 00 
Public works under— 
Treasury Department...... $3,104,500 00 
Interior Department....... 244,800 00 
War Department...... ...14,609,662 97 
Navy Department............ 1,483,100 00 


Agricultural Department, 


25,500 00 

—— 19,468,562 9 
PN i Ed an inh rocaeaade 5,474,001 00 
Miscellaneous ....... 11,258,325 44 
Permanent appropriations.. 126,281,974 00 















| Sinking fund............... pealpesaec tei ink cas 22,895,930 00 
Interest upon the capital of sinking 

ee Sccbbeaciinialientenchinsh,swatudedebcnes 5,783,333 00 

i a ee ees . $301,705,036 99 





This is the amount estimated for, but it is 
not that which should or will be granted. | 
do not think that Congress can or will concede 
this sum. Itis greater than should be allowed 
under any circumstances, certainly very far 
in excess of what can be justly appropriated 
where we know the Departments have very 
large sums at their command in addition to 
the appropriations of Congress. Of the items 
composing this aggregate estimate of $301,- 
705,036 89, it will be seen that the War and 
Navy Departments ask for $50,368,598 88, 
or over one sixth of the whole. ‘They ask this 
in addition to the sums which they have re- 
ceived or have now on hand, or should have, 
(for they have not been covered into the 
‘Treasury,) for materials sold. The following 
isan exhibit of sums acknowledged to have 
been received. I am indebted to the honor 
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able member from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] for | 


these OY 
Oficial report of the War Departinent for sales of 
(Government property during the years indicated. 


Received by Quartermaster’s Bureau: 
Sadak Misenusts wubevg sercpavessvapiiavecunbeccse $30,470,579 44 


1867 3,442,913 28 
1867 16,246,716 46 
1868 5,841,270 61 
1869 1,071,264 96 
1870 1,039,264 96 
1870 9,291,111 01 





1,875,728 84 





FE cuutenbsanisopandecuvatiencvencebinewucctssiuene $69,278,849 56 











9'960,895 97 

DNs sho utadates sithianacsecnacndancabe eesbucee 17,343,971 67 
The amount expended by the Freed- 
men’s Bureau since June 30, 1865, in 
addition to amounts appropriated by 

RNIN, Siac ih i cc geen euslocdonn vancawessavavcesaxess 1,835,074 35 

Ns ccphis Ue ciebabasssdbansnnethnsioniswte el $19, 179, 046 02 








Under date of March 18, the bureau reports 
to the War Department that the proceeds of 
sales of Freedmen’s Bureau property were 
never ‘* covered into’’ the Treasury, but ‘‘ ac- 
counted for’’ to the Treasury, and expended as 
other funds belonging to the bureau. (See 
letter Secretary of War to House Representa- 
tives, March 18, 1872, Executive Document 
No. 200.) 

The Navy Department thus far has refused 
to account for the large sums received for sale 
of old vessels, materials, arms, &c., or, if ofli- 
cially reported, it has not been covered into 
the Treasury according to law. Like the 
Freedmen’s Bureau, it is claimed that they 
have been ‘‘ accounted for.’’ How ‘‘ account- 
ed for?’’ By making up an account current 
in which certain 
been received, but disposed of according to the 
personal willof the Department without law 
or the knowledge or sanction of Congress. 
Thus an officer of the Government becomes 
the disposer of property and disburser of the 
proceeds both at the same time. How great 
are the inducements to fraud and peculation 
in practices of this kind ! 
quent exposures of official delinquency under 
this Administration does not warrant the be- 
lief that the exercise of such discretionary 
power over public property and money can be 
secure in the hands of the present officials. 
Besides, there are laws which forbid this. It 
is a penal offense for any officer of the Gov- 
ernment to make himself or any private insti- 
tution a ‘‘depository of funds coming into 
his hands. The Secretary of the Treasury can- 
not do so under the law. The Constitution 
article one, section nine, declares that— 


“No money shall be drawn from the Treasury | 


but in consequence of appropriations made by law, 

and aregular statement and account of the receipts 
and expenditures of al! public money shall be pub- 
lished from time to time.” 

This provision is shamefully disregarded. 
A call upon the President for an account of 
the moneys received for the sale of material by 
the Navy Department since the close of the 
war has received no other attention than a 
curt letter from the Secretary of the Navy, 


saying that he could not furnish it unless an || 


appropriation was made to bear the expense 

} preparing it, thus adding insult to the pal- 
pable violation of a direct and explicit require- 
ment of the Constitution. The balances now 
on hand and lying over from unexhausted ap- 
propriations, and the amounts undisposed of 
for property sold, cannot be obtained. The 
Department not giving the information, it is, 
of course, impossible to ascertain it. It may 
be one or fifty million; but, more or less, it is 
evident that Congress is required to prepare 


for the total sum asked for the support of the || 


i 


Government without reference to it. 


Certainly, the fre- | 
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Mr. DAWES. 
me to make a remark? 

Mr. WOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the gentlemen aa 4s 
some data upon which he makes so grav 
charge as that. I am prepared to say, sir, 
that there is not the slightest foundation for 
any such statement as the gentleman has made 
I say that there has not a dollar gone into the 
Treasury of the United States from the pro 
ceeds of any property whatever that is not ac- 
counted for to the utmost farthing. Any gen- 
tleman who wil! take the time to examine it, 
can ascertain that fact to his entire satisfac- 
tion. It is true that the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Beck] has found some difficulty, 
and it is true that the Department has found it 
impossible to bring before us copies of all the 
vouchers that have been given in the mass of 
business since 1865. But neither the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, nor any other gentleman, 
nor any voucher produced, has shown that 
there is any considerable sum of money, or 
any sum of money whatever, unaccounted for 
from the proceeds of property sold. 

Mr. BECK. As my name has beev called, 
I desire to say to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts that the official returns of the War 
Department alone show receipts aud expendi- 
tures of over $138,000,000 in excess of appro- 
priations, and that the War Department has 


| up to this time failed to tell the House or the 


country what has been done with it. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Will the gen- 


| tleman allow me to ask a question ? 


Mr. BECK. In a moment. 1 wish to 
say further, that the House, by a resolution 


passed at my request, called on the Secretary | 
| of the Treasury to tell us what 
| those sales had been paid into the Treasury, 


portions of 


| or had been redrawn; and although nearly 


three months have elapsed and the report of 
the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, so far as the 


: | War Department is concerned, has been made 
sums are admitted to have || 


out and ready for nearly three weeks and been 
sent to the War Department, it has been with- 


held and is now withheld, because, according 


to reliable information which | have from the 
Department, they cannot account for the 


| money for which they have sold that property. 


And if gentlemen want to contradict this state 
ment let them insist upon the Departments 
giving the official information; and if they 


| can account for it I will retract anything | 


may have said. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, and Mr. KEL- 
LEY rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


To whom does the gen 


| tleman from New York {[Mr. Woop] yield? 


Mr. WOOD. To the gentleman from Penn 
sylvania, [Mr. Kewuey. | 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the gentle- 
map will allow me but one moment I wish to 
give notice that, as regards those particular 
points to which the gentleman has now been 
referring, | desire to take an early occasion, 
when I may have some time which | do not 
take from another gentleman, but have in my 


| own right, to give a specific reply to the state- 


ments recently made. 

Mr. BECK. And I want to give notice that 
I will insist that the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall return what has been paid by those De- 
partments and redrawn. 

Mr. KELLEY. I understand the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Woop] yielded to 
me. Finding such an interpellation and wrang- 
ling as this arising in the early part of this dis- 
cussion, induces me to make the suggestion 
that the majority of the committee owe it to 
the House to give it some exposition of their 
bill, and to present their views, that the mem 
bers of the House generally may know what 
they are discussing. 
usual practice and custom. 


Mr. BECK. When the gentleman 


from 


| Pennsylvania [Mr. KeLLey] shows that he is 
able to answer the speech made yesterday he 
but until the gentleman from 


will hear more; 


Will the gentleman allow 


That, I believe, is the. 
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Pennsylvania does that he has no right to 
open his mouth in complaint as to not hear- 
ing from the other side. 

Mr. KELLEY. When three of the major- 
ity shall have spoken, they will hear from the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, and he will 
ae four to cover his rear. 

Mr. WOOD. I must resume the floor. In 
addition to what | was stating when I yielded 
the floor to the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
1 will say that I hold in my hand a letter from 
the Secretary of War, Executive Document 
No. 200, which goes very far to prove my alle 
gation, so far as the War Department is con- 
cerned. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the gentleman point 
out what there is in that letter which justifies 
his statement that any property has been dis- 
posed of and not accounted for? That the 
Secretary of War has not given a bill of par- 
ticulars item by item, I admit, although that 


| he has given good reason for not giving that 


bill of particulars it seems to me every fair 
minded man will agree. But that the Secre- 
tary of War has admitted anywhere, that he 
has not denied everywhere, that a dollar of 
money has been received by the War Depart 
ment and not accounted for, I should like to 
have the gentleman read to that effect. 

Mr. WOOD. Sir, 1 propose to answer the 
gentleman from Massachusetts very briefly, 
and | admire his ingenuity and the happy facil 
ity he has of using phrases calculated to mia- 
lead. Now, the Secretary of War, in his let- 
ter, denies nothing. He sendsto this House 
certain reports and statements from certain 
bureaus in his Department. All he refers to 
at allis the total amount, which, I think, is 
$107,000,000. 

But the gentleman from Massachusetts says 
that he accounts for everything, and that there 
isnothing that he has not accounted for. How 
accounted for? I will explain to the com- 
mittee what that means. It means that sub- 
ordinates under the Secretary of War assumed 
the responsibility of selling these war mate- 
rials and accounted for them intheir own way 
by disposing of the money as they pleased, and 
rendering to the Treasury such accounts as 
they pleased. That is the way he accounts 
for it. Now, that is a gross and palpable vio- 
lation of law. ‘The War Department has 
received over $100,000,000 of the proceeds of 
the sale of munitions of war and other prop- 
erty, and the officers in that Department have 
assumed the responsibility of not making a 
deposit of that money in the Treasury, but 
of cousidering and treating it as an appropria- 
tion by Congress and expending it and account- 
ing for it in their own way without any official 
return. Why, sir, let me refer to one particu 
lar item in the statement on page 23, Executive 
utive Document No. 200, Here is a statement 
from Albert J. Myer, brigadier general and 
chief signal officer of the Army. He says: 

War DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF SIGNAL OFFICER. 

Sir: In pursuance of instructions contained in 
circular letter from your office of this date, I have 
the honor to submit herewith a de tailed report of 
such public property pertaining to the signal service 
of the Army as has been disposed of by sale since 
June 30, 1865, and to inform you that the proceeds 
of said sales were deposited by First Lieutenant L, 
B. Norton, then property and disbursing officer of 
this office, with the Treasurer of the United State 
and afterward drawn out and expended by him in 
replacing the articles sold, thus disbursing the ag 
gregate of these sales, $3,562 32, in addition to the 
amounts appropriated by Congress for the service 
of the several fiscal years commencing July 1, 1865,. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

ALBERT J. MYER. 

Accompanying this is a table showing that 
this same head of the signal service is set down 
as selling to himself sigual equipments belong 
ing to the Government in 1870, by private sale 
to himself, to the amount of $148 96, and thus 
taking to himself the public property and 
‘+h return as in his judgment is a just 
Now, this isa clear and palpa 
ble violation of the law. 
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On 22 I find th ‘tatement under the 

head of ‘* kreedmen’s Bureau :”’ 
W asuinGoton, March 18, 1872. 

Sik: The proceeds of sales of Freedmen’s Bureau 
property were never “ covered into’’ the Treasury, 
but “ accounted for "to the Treasury, and expended 
ae other funds belonging to the bureau. 

Very respectfully, yours ; Das, ee 

E. WHITTLESEY, 


Acting Axssmatant Adjutant Ue nera/l, 


page 


And Acting Commissioner. 

What does he mean by that? I will tellyou 
what he means by it. He says that the proceeds 
of the Freedmen’s Bureau property 
have been expended in addition to the amount 


of sale 5 


appropriate d by Congress, and the bureau has 
been discontinued since 1868; that is to say 
that the Freedmen’s Bureau have been selling 
Government property to the amount of nearly 
two million dollars, and have made just such 
disposition of the proceeds of that property as 
it saw proper, without rendering any account 
to Congress. 

Mr. DAWES. I regret exceedingly that a 
diversion of this kind should have taken place 
upon this bill, but of course the gentleman can- 
pot expect that he can make these charges 
without issue being taken. He has accounted 
for it by saying that it was the subordinates 
who sold the property, as I supposed every- 
body expected would be the case, and that 
they have accounted for the money, as | sup 
pose everybody also expected. Now, their 
accounts go to the Treasury Department, go 
through the Auditor's and Comptroller’s offices 
of the l'reasury Department, and their vouchers 
lie there. Now,if the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky or the gentleman from New York will put 
bis finger on any one of these subordinates who 
have been dealing in this property, he can go 
to the Treasury Department and show by his 
vouchers where the money has gone. 

Mr. WOOD. But the head of the Depart- 
ment is responsible. 

Mr. DAWES. I have a letter from the 
Quartermaster General which will throw some 
light on this question. 

Mr. WOOD. IL hope you will give me all 
the time you take from me. 

Mr. DAWES. Of course I will. 

Clerk to read what | send up. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

War DEPARTMENT, 
QUARTERMASTER GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Wasuinaton, D. C., April 8, 1872. 

My Dear Sire: [ notice the debate upon the sales 
of property by the quartermaster’s department and 
other bureaus, and the disposition of their proceeds, 

As IL see you are called upon to reply to attacks 
founded on Mr. Beck’s resolution of inquiry, I de 
sire to say to you that the true place in which all 
detailed intormation on the subject is to be found, 
is the Treasury of the United States. 

W henever an officer of the quartermaster’s depart- 
ment sells the smallest articles belonging to the 
United States, he is compelled, in order to clear 
himself of accountability, to make a full report of 


the name and nature of the article sold, the sum | 


received therefor, and the disposition made of that 
money with which he charged himself in his accounts. 

All these papers are sent to the office of the Quar- 
termaater General, and after being examined here 
are transmitted to the Third Auditor of the Treas- 
ury, where by law all accounts are settled, and where 
all papers relating to accounts are finally filed and 
passed. 


In the files of the Third Auditor’s office there will | 


be found accounts of every article, from a shoe-tie 
to a steamer, which has been sold during or since 
the war by the quartermaster’s department, and if 


in the triple scrutiny of the accounts, first by this | 


office, secondly, by the Third Auditor’s office, and 


thirdly, by the Comptroller, itappears that any arti- || 
cle has been sold contrary to law, or that any money || 


arising from proceeds of such sale, or coming into 
the hands of any disbursing officer in any other | 
way, has been expended without authority of law, 
the officer is brought to a strict accountability there- 
‘for. Lam happyto say that the instances of such 
illegal expenditure or misappropriation by officers | 
of this department have been very rare. 

A military sterekeeper last year, having misap- | 
propriated the sum of $608 20 proceeds of sale of 
some public property, was, upon detection, com- | 
pelled to refund, and then brought before a court 
martial and dismissed the service. | 

Ali the intormation asked for by Mr. Breck is 
already on file in the Treasury Department, but 


and span of horses the papers would probably filla 
railroad freight train. To go over them all, and to 
analyzethem and pick out and arrange in concise | 
torm for reference the particular class of inform- | 


| ation called 


I ask the | 


| That was just as plain as could be. 
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for would employ 2 govod corps of 
accountants for many months. These papers and 
accounts are public archives, open at all times to 
inspection and examination by any authorized per- 
son. They are so kept thatif a question is asked 
as to the disposition madeof any particular piece of 
property, it can generally be quickly answered ; but 
to give specific information as to each and all of 


millions of items is a labor involving great expend- | 
» * + 


iture of time and money. - 


I am, very truly and respectfully, yours, 

M. C. MEIGS, 
QVuarte rmaster General. 
Hon. H. L. Dawes, House of Representatives. 

Mr. WOOD. 
credit to the statements made in that commu- 
nication. 
is conclusive proof of the statement I was 
making to the committee at the time of the in- 
terruption of the gentleman from Massachu- 


| setts, [Mr. Dawes, ] that the Secretary of War | 


has not given the information called for by 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [ Mr. Beck. } 

Mr. BECK. I hope the gentleman from New 
York [ Mr. Woop] will yield to me for one word 
more, and then | will not trouble him further. 

Mr. WOOD. Very well; I will yield to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to say only this: I 
never have made any charge of personal defal- 
cation against either the Secretary of War or 


any of his subordinates, and I do not intend || 


to be dragged into that position. I said they 
had spent one hundred and thirty-odd million 
dollars. And the Quartermaster General, 
whose letter has just been read, says: 

“The total amount received by this department 
since June 30, 1865, in excess of its appropriations, 
$107,959,416 62. All of this has been used in payment 
of indebtedness of the department, except, as before 
stated, the sum of $2,277,807 64.” 


Now, what I charged is that $105,500,000 | 
| had been received and expended by a single 


bureau of the War Department in excess of 
the appropriations made for it in the last six 
years, and that Congress and the country 
ought to know how and in what way it had 
been expended. I called upon the Secretary 
of the Treasury, as the Quartermaster sug 
gests, for that information. The chief clerk 
of that department told me that that informa- 
tion has been ready for over two weeks, and 
turned over to the War Department for them 


| to examine, and it has not yet been given to 


us. Now I want it; the House ought to have 


| it. And if gentlemen will show how it is all 


done I have not a word to say. 

Mr. DAWES. Then I understand the gen- 
tleman to withdraw the charge that it has not 
been accounted for. 

Mr. BECK. No, sir, I do not; I do not 
know whether it has or not. 

Mr. DAWES. ThenI commend to the gen- 
tleman the letter of General Meigs. Neither 


| that gentleman nor any other fair-minded man 
_ will expect a train of cars to come in here with 


copies of all the vouchers, in order that he 
may look them over and see if there is any- 


| thing he can find fault with. 


Mr. BECK. The other side of the House 
has contended that the Departments have been 
run upon appropriations made by Congress. 
Your Quartermaster General has said that that 
is false so far as his bureau is concerned. Have 
you not time and time again asserted that your 
Departments have kept within your appropri- 
ations? And have you ever admitted, until | 
dragged it out, that the Quartermaster has had 
$105,500,000 which he has expended in addi- 


| ion to all the appropriations you have made 
| for him? 
| understand. 


That is what I want the country to 


Mr. DAWES. The gentleman knows that 
when this Administration came into power, we 
passed a law, which that gentieman and my- 
self drew up, to cut off the use of every dollar 


| of money, except by an express appropriation. 


In the Administrations before this, according 


| to the law of the land there was the right to 
instead of being conveyed to the House by a truck |! 


dispose of property and take its avails for the 
expenditures of the various Departments. 
And it 


was because such was the unwise law of the 


_ tion a law was enacted that at the end of the 


I am disposed to give full | 


And the letter itself, upon its face, | 





| gard. 
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land that with the incoming of this Administra. 
fiscal year cut off all appropriations for that 
year that were then unexpended, and turned 
them over into the Treasury. During the vast 
expenditures consequent upon the Winding up 
of the war, those Departments were obliged to 
use this money. ‘The question is whether they 
have or not properly accounted for it. It js 
not whether it is $102,000,000, or whether it 
is $502,000,000._ The gentleman knows why 
it is that it is so many millions of dollars, and 
it is time for the gentleman to make the 
charge, when he has proof of his allegation, 
that there is any official now in the Executive 
Departments who has resting upon him the 
expenditure of any dollar not properly ac- 
counted for. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. Chairman, one word fur- 
ther. The gentleman from Massachusetts js 
obliged to admit that ali this money has been 
spent outside of the appropriations. There ig 
no doubt about that fact to begin with. | 


| admit that when I was on the Committee on 


Appropriations with the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts we did recommend, and Congress 
passed a law, requiring that not a dollar 
should be spent by the Departments in excess 
of the money appropriated. I believe that 
much of this money was spent before the pres- 
ent Secretary of War came into power. | 
never have made, and never will make until 
| know more than | do now, any intimation 
against the present Secretary of War, for 
whom personally | have the very highest re- 
But | simply charge what the facts 
prove. Although the law referred to by the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and 


‘|| Means was passed by us, requiring that no 


more money than was appropriated should 
be expended, yet during the last fiscal year, 
in defiance of that law, the War Department, 
as is shown by the report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, expended $8,000,000 in excess 
of the appropriations, and sold arms to the 
French to make good the deficiency ; and the 
proceeds of those arms are now deposited in 
the Treasury to thecredit of that Department, 
subject to be drawn ont by it. I have this 
information from a leading official of the 
Treasury Department; and the report from 
the Treasury Department in reply to my reso 
lution, which is now written and ought to be 
here, and would be here but for the fact that 
it is held back in the War Department, wil! 
show the fact that $8,080,000 in excess of the 
appropriations was expended by the War 
Department last year in violation of law; and 
the French arms were sold to make good the 
deficiency. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman, the books 
of the Department show that the $10,000,000, 


| to which the gentleman refers, not $8,000,000, 


was turned into the Treasury—every dollar 
of it. 

Mr. WOOD. I must resume the floor. 
There are, in connection with this subject, 
several facts which cannot be disputed: first, 
that the appropriations of Congress are based 
upon the estimates of the Departments, and 
the estimates of the Departments are based 
upon the estimates of the bureaus of those 
Departments. Now, we have had sent to us 
annually (and we are in the fourth year of this 
Administration) all these estimates. It has 
been represented to us that the War Depart 
ment aud its bureaus required so much money 
for certain specified purposes; and in no one 
of these official communications to the Sec 
retary of the Treasury, and through him to 
Congress, has any reference been made to 
these immense balances, which I say are not 
accounted for, and which, in the War Depart- 
ment alone, as has been stated by the gentle 
man from Kentucky, [Mr. Beck, ] amount to 
over $100,000,000, received for materials, &c., 
sold. Never before has that fact heen com- 
municated to Congress in any form or shape 
whatever. 
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Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman—— 

Mr. WOOD. I cannot be interrupted any 
further. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
a question of order. 
Mr. WOOD. Well, 


of order. 


Mr. BUTLER, 


sir, state your point 


of Massachusetts. I will. 


My point of order is, that | am unable to see | 


what the expenditures of the War Department 
from money acquired outside of the appropri- 
ations of Congress have to do with the tariff. 

Mr. W OOD. Well, sir, I will tell the gen 
tleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the point of order. 

Mr. WOOD. I will show the gentleman 
the pertinency of this discussion, if he has 
not intelligence enough to see it without an 
explanation. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I really 
do not see that it has anything to do with the 
question before us. 

Mr. WOOD. Lam endeavoring to show how 
much money should be voted by Congress in 
order that we may ascertain how much tariff 
we should impose on bunting or any special 
article in which the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts has peculiar interest. 

Now, sir, | propose to resume my remarks. 
I am willing to waive all this. For the pur- 
pose of reaching aconclusion as to the amount 
of money required, I will assume that every 
man connected with this 
perfectly conscientious, loyal, patriotic, and 
honest, and that there isno money in the Treas- 
ury which can be used to meet the necessary 
expenditures for the next fiscal year. 

But, assuming that the amounts asked for 
should be appropriated by Congress, I pro- 
ceed to show the source whence it is to be pro- 
cured. We require, as stated, $301,705, 036 99. 
Let us see how to provide it. 

RECEIPTS. 

The Secretary of the Treasury furnished 
me with a statement of the receipts from all 
sources for the first eight months, or two 
thirds of the present fiscal year ending 
March 1, 1872, presented by me to the House 
on the 13th of that month. It is as follows: 


The Chair 


overrules 





PPM GE BOUT OO oo sos So occssccsccnscontscucesees $250,504,988 5¢ 
Balance of year, estimated at same ‘ 
TN oS nol ai suk wishin ss wikdian Gnvag commu guages’, SM 
ID Shan st sis ciduaccoechGend cutiaus stunupncakkaeae 875,764,982 88 | 
DREGE GUETURIOE oiincicdecccdaciiscecetsnoske risers 301,705,036 99 | 
Balance.......... Fe ee ar ee A tao ee $74, 059,945 89 | 





To this amount 
$100,000,000 out of the cash kept continually 
on hand in the Treasury, in disregard ot the 
public interest. 

Mr. DAWES. 
gentleman further. 

Mr. WOOD. I cannot yield. 

Mr. DAWES. I want to call the gentle- 
man’s attention to the fact that 

Mr. WOOD. I will anticipate what the gen- 
tleman is going to say. I know that the Sec- 
retary has recently put forth a statement that 
black is white, attempting to prove that he 
keeps this money there because he may 
at some time or other be called upon to use 
some of it. I know he says that he keeps 
$30,000,000 of gold certificates permanently 
outstanding 

Mr. DAWES. Thirty-three million dollars. 

Mr. WOOD. I know he says he keeps those 
certificates outstanding to meet obligations 
which are no more likely to be presented than 
this building is liable to fall before night. 
Yet he keeps that money stowed away in the 
public Treasury to provide for some contin- 
gency that may never arise. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman ignores the 
fact that $26,000,000 are required for coin 
interest due, $83,000,000 for coin certificates, 
aud $50,000,000 to meet called bonds, making || 
an aggregate of $109,000,000. 


I dislike to interrupt the 








I rise to 





Administration is | 


) 


should be added at least | 


|and in my judgment unconstitutional. 
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Mr. WOOD. 
must hold a part of this to provide for the 
interest on the public debt which falls due the 
Ist of July. He has been for six months 
keeping it in his strong box to meet the inter- 
est on the public debt which is not due until 
the Ist of July! How absurd! While he is 
in receipt, in gold, of duties on imports into 
the country and of $500,000 which come into 
this city every day from internal taxation, he 
is in receipt of large sums of money enough 
to warrant him in keeping no reserve balance, 
because the daily accruing receipts are suffi- 
cient to protect him in any possible difficulty 
or contingency. Nevertheless he has had at 
atime in the Treasury $133,000,000 in coin 
and $26,000,000 in currency. 

Instes id of raising large sums by hard ex 


| actions upon the people, by putting our hands || 


violently into their pockets and taking from 
them their hard earnings—I say, instead of 
doing that, let us take $100,000,000 of the 


| cash reserve in the Treasury and pay it out in 


disbursements for the maintenance of the Gov- 
ernment, or buy up to that extent our out 
standing obligations, and to that extent lower 
taxation. Tnat, Mr. Chairman, would be my 
policy, and I submit, withall respect, ought to 
be the policy of the Government. 
the Government is in debt to the amount of 
twenty-three to twenty-five hundred million 
dollars, yet we are hawking our credit in 
Europe, and still inflicting enormous and bur- 
densome taxation upon the people, and yet we 


have $140,000,000 in the Treasury drawing no 
Why should we continue 


interest whatever. 
to pursue any such policy? 

I say we have $75,000,000 more than we 
require. The chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means toid me the other day that he 
was in favor of the reduction of $12,893,000 
on the internal taxation. I am sorry he will 
not go further. I will go much further. 

Mr. DAWES. When did I say that? 

Mr. WOOD. In a paper you read to the 
House last week as reported in the Globe. 

Mr. DAWES. I beg pardon. The gentle 
man has looked at it, and of course must know; 
but I will say now what I will do. I would, 


| if I could have my own way, strip internal 
revenue off of everything except the tax on | 


tobacco and on spirituous liquors. 
Mr. WOOD. I agree with the gentleman 
fully. But 1 would go much further. I would 


| vote to abolish the Internal Revenue Bureau | 


altogether. In the better days of the Repub- 
lic we had no such system. 


the expenses of the Government. ‘This inter- 


nal revenue taxation system is a child of the | 


Republican party. It is unjust, inquisitorial, 


But 
we will take any reduction we can get from 
any source whatever. 

it will be seen that there is a balance of 
nearly $75,000,000 to spare from taxation 
according to the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. The chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means proposes a reduction of 
$12,893,123 on the internal taxes. 
with him in this, 
it. Taking, therefore, this reduction from the 
$75,000,000, it would leave about $62,000,000 
to be taken off the revenue derived from duties. 

Having thus determined the amount to be 
reduced in the aggregate, the next and great- 
est question is as to the particular items upon 
which the reduction shall fall. As a general 
principle, the reduction should be confined to 
those articles which directly or indirectly enter 
into subsistence or which are of popular con- 
sumption. I include in this everything which 
is necessary for human life or comfort. In my 
judgment this is the just and only correct 
principle upon which to legislate in this mat- 
ter. it is not a question of making a new 
tariff or of adjusting the standard upon which 
duties shall be levied in the interests of reve- 


nue or protection, direct or indirect, visible 


\| or invisible, but simply one of a reduction of 


Although || 


| cle will cry lustily for 


Imposts defrayed | 


| tries, 


| concur | 


and would be satisfied with || general contest, 





2853 


1} 
I know the Secretary says he || existing duties so as to obtain all the revenue 


wanted without imposing an undue proportion 
upon the great body of the people. There are 
fifteen or sixteen hundred a. »s enumerated 
in the present tariff as dutiable. Of these a few 
contribute nearly the entire revenue. Accord 
ing to the official returns the following articles 
produced the sums stated for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1871: 

Amount of duty received on fourteen articles for the 

fiscal year ending June 30, 1871. 


Sugar of all kinds....... iii 
Silk, and manuf: ietures s of "silk Ses 
Dress goods e 

ron, 


$29,690,521 58 
... 17,965,819 85 
J adngnes td beneedseencebeeebagenesutaaeee 14,353,853 38 
and manufactures of iron. 13,766,121 32 
dckahaaacd 10,989,098 77 
Manufactures of cotton......... ...cceeee. 10,773,832 48 
og ee a eee 8,432,078 27 
OMG Fics Alar eitentekacsiidinesned ies see corse = 9, 323,994 67 
Dress and piece goods..............c.ccceeeeees 7,941,509 7 
Fiax, and manufactures of flax, linen, 

Mina nahin awed caeaakeai icant 6,475,953 72 
Cloths vectcecvenss 66, 400.298 4) 
he spa Sa) me Fe 
; 1,176,857 00 

543,257 88 


cashbkpdubbibewest $140,270 








OOM iidsovessvihivisiaitintadeis 


oo 


a ee 


The whole sum rece sived for the same period 
from duties was $206,270,408 05, which shows 
how large a proportion was derived from the 
articles enumerated in the above table. 

Before proceeding to consider the particular 
articles which should bear the reduction, I 
propose to indulge in some general remarks 
pertinent to a consideration of that question. 

To legislate on the subject of the tariff at all 
is most difficult. The question, when it comes 
up in detail, is as multifarious as the inter- 
ests to be considered are intricate and compli- 
cated. We may determine to have a tariff for 
revenue solely, but when we sit down to talk 
over the matter in de = and as to the pre- 
cise adjustments for each article, upon this 


| principle, we may at agree as to what con 


stitutes a revenue standard for one of them. 

Again, we are the victims of private interests 
without knowing it. The man who is inter- 
ested in the importation of a particular arti- 
free trade, which means 
that he is in favor of admitting, at little or no 
duty, the goods or wares he imports or uses, 
so that he can increase his profits. Thus 
the importers of or those who use foreign 
iron favor low duties on this article, and 
instruct us accordingly. So with cutlery and 
woolens, and other manufactures of foreign 
production. On the other hand, the home 
manufacturer, whose want of skill or capital, 
or other disadvantages, prevents him from 
competing with the foreign article, asks for 
protection. He talks of American manufac- 
tures, home industries, favoring the interests 
of our own country against the ‘* pauper labor’’ 

of Europe, &c. He also wants tariff le gisla- 
tion favoring the particular interest he repre- 
sents, not caring much for any other indus 
whether American or foreign, but the 
one out of which he wants to make money. 
Both sides, therefore, are actuated by purely 
selfish and personal considerations, and each 
individual connected with either side in the 
as between free trade and 
protection, struggles for himself and that par 
ticular employment or business in which his 
personal advantage is to be promoted. 

Astute dogmas are enunciated, giving im 
possible theories and any quantity of false 
facts, based upon misapplied figures, to show 
exactly how the case stands, and expressing 
great disgust with the want of intelligence 
upon the part of the people generally, and 
Congressmen especially, with the subject of 
tariff legislation, and the real workings of the 
‘¢visible’’ and * invisible’’ protection from in 
Atkinsonian, Wellstonian, or Greeleyonian 
pinnacle of superhuman intelligence. Nor 
is this kind of discussion the only sort of 
effort we have. There is another power at 
work for and against free trade in the daily 
and weekly press. Some of them are actu- 
| ated by 


political or party motives, others by 
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the moneyed considerations which prompt the 
position assumed, and not untreque ntly from 
a desire to appear to know more on the ques- 
tion than any one else. Then we have our | 
lobbies filled with emissaries from the parties 

interested. Members are supplied with any 

quantity of information —staustical, argu- 

mentative, and oratorical—some of which is 

interesting, but litthke new. Every mail brings 

us tracts, pamphlets, proceedings of Cham- 

bers of Commerce, trade societies, agricul- 

tural colleges, universities, and a thousand 

other methods of teaching us our duties. 

And, last of all, we have members of Con- 

gress who are sometimes not only the repre- 

entatives of particular interests, either im- | 
porting, producing, or manufacturing, but who 

have a direct personal interest in some espe- 

cial industry or article comprehending directly 

or affected indirectly in some one or more of 

the many articles comprised in the fifteen 

hundred items of atariff bill. This one isa 

director or large owner of railroads, and does 

not want high railroad iron; another is inter- 

ested in iron steamships, and does not wish 

high duties on the particular kind of iron con- 

sumed in their construction; another repre- 

sents woolen or cutlery, and is opposed "9 

high duties thereon for obvious reasons; another 

coming from the iron and coal regions has his | 
patriotism highly excited at the mention of 

admitting the foreign article in competition 

with the American, and so with cotton and 

woolen manufacturers and the many other 

home industries, all of whom want their par- 

ticular case attended to and taken care of by 

Congress, whatever may happen to others or 

to the country in consequence. Certainly the 

disinterested, however intelligent member, | 
finds himself confused by all this. It is 

difficult for him to determine the right be- | 
tween these contending and conflicting influ- 

ences. He is ata loss to know what to do. 

Sut then he is told that free trade is a Dem- 

ocratic doctrine, and protection is Republican. 

His party fealty is appealed to, and certain 

vague threats are delicately hinted that if he 

does not dot every ‘*i’’ and cross every ‘*t’’ 

of the political alphabet he may not—to use 

a congressional phrase——‘t come back again.’’ 
This argument is conclusive; he had been 
in doubt heretofore. The vast quantity of 
stuff he had read; the ten thousand appeals 
to his sense of justice and national pride to 
which he had listened, had confused his rea- 
son and confounded his judgment, but when 
at last the solid, intelligent argument had 
been addressed to him which affected the dura- | 
tion of his congressional term he ‘‘caved’’ 
at once and surrendered at discretion. The 
matter is thus settled, and he votes as his 
party votes, without reference to the merit of 
the bill, or indeed as to knowing or caring 
what the proposition may be. 


Now, the man who can avoid all this; intel- || received from tea and coffee should be abol- 


ligently and honestly conduct his course so as 
to discriminate between right and wrong, and 
maintain this discrimination independently of 
all influences—personal and impersonal—de- 
serves respect, to say the least. Instead of 
being censured as a demagogue if he votes for | 
the interests of the people at large, who have 
no such agencies at work to lead him, he should 
be honored as an independent Representative 
who discharges his duty according to the best 
of his understanding, freed from the ten 
thousand selfish cousiderations which con- 
tinually surround him. All this is direcily 
pertinent to a recent occurrence in the House 
of Representatives. The House, by two de- 
cisive votes, resolved to place tea and coffee 
= the free-list, that is to place these arti- 
cles among those which are now admitted 
‘*duty free."’ The proposition to do this 
came from a ‘particular ’’ source; that is, 
from a member who is well known to be in the 
interest of protection. 
nated from such a quarter excited the suspicions 
im some quarters that mischief was intended, | 
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and this objection was stated as a reason why | 


Democratic members should not vote for the 
proposition. There are men whom such rea- 
sons may influence, and indeed there is no 


doubt good reason for suspecting the object | 
of such a proposition coming from such a | 


source, but it is far from being conclusive. 


‘‘The devil may quote Scripture, but it is || 


| Scripture nevertheless.”’ 


| advocates it. 


The real merits of a question do not de- 
pend upon the source from which it emanates. 
If it can be shown that it is right, wise, and 
politic to take the duty off tea and coffee, the 
fact is not changed because a protectionist 


on other grounds. The duty derived from these 
articles is about nineteen million dollars, and 
in reducing the tariff it is said that we can- 
not spare that sum without keeping up the duty 


| on other articles, such as iron, woolens, cut- 


erable of the time of my friend from New || 


lery, carpets, threads, and many other things | 


of general consumption; that to take off 
$19,000,000 on tea and coffee is to compel the 
retention of this duty as it is on these articles ; 
that they also enter into the necessities of the 
poorer classes, and should be considered as 
well. IL propose to reply to these positions 
thus: to take off the $19,000,000 collected 
from tea and coffee does not necessarily imply 
that other reductions may not be made, as to the 
principal of the public debt, it is unjust to the 
present generation that it should defray an- 
other dollar of it. Posterity should bear the 
balance of this burden. I am opposed to the 


payment of any more of it at this time, when | 


it is to be procured only by the imposition of 
an unjust exaction upon the industry of the 
country. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thetime of the gentle- 
man from New York has expired. 

Mr. DAWES. I have taken up consid- 


York, and | hope he will be permitted to con- 


| clude his speech. 


Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. 


| take the floor, and yield to the gentleman 


from New York so he may conclude his 


| speech. 


Mr. WOOD. 


| for his courtesy. 


Mr. Chairman, I believe this generation bas 


| contributed its fair share of treasure and 


blood, which has accomplished the unity of 


the Confederacy. We have in the short pe- 
riod intervening since the war paid a large 
proportion of the public debt. The Adminis- 
tration does not deserve the credit for that. 
It came from the pockets of the people, not 
from the savings of theGovernment. Indeed, 
it has been wrung from them by an unjust, 


severe system, through force and violence, | 


against their remonstrance and in spite of 
their protests. 


if the whole of the duty, therefore, now 


ished by placing these articles upon the free- 
list, it would yet leave about forty-three mil- 
lion dollars surplus over and above the Treas- 
ury requirements. The principal articles be- 
sides tea and coffee which enter into general 
popular consumption are the following, to 
which I have appended the amount of duties 
received for the last fiscal year: 

Amount of duty received on the following enumerated 

articles for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1871. 

Salt..... sessaveeee $1,176,857 77 


| Coal and culm of coal...............0.0.scccsees 543,257 88 
Lron—manufactures of iron........... ap daieds 13,766,121 32 
Raw wool of all kinds...............0c0...-00.0. 4,615,108 72 
Flannels............... Sipcaeicinns stesso 5,074 65 
ee a ed 17,202 93 
a 81,007 57 
Hosiery....... 300,195 54 


"” . . | >» 
The fact that it ema- | POtAtOOS.....00cere cere cerserseenennecrenenscennees 





Flannel shirts, drawers, and other knit 

II. A ncsthieceshsiith tnewsteebies Debden aitaaes 12,559 27 
Ready-made clothing—articles of wear, 1,208,568 22 
I SE A eas . 1,343,178 14 
Steel, and wanufactures of steel.......... » 4,892,562 63 
Leather, and manufactures of leather... 3,839,679 50 
107,985 50 


Mie accnppunsiibitees Soubovaceemenasmnssanangneati sovee $51,818,444 64 








But the peepee is assailed | 


[ will || 


1 am obliged to the gentleman | 
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This is the aggregate of receipts from these 
articles, and with a reduction of duty on some 
| articles and adding others to the free list jt ™ 
quite certain that under any decrease of jm. 
portations, which is notanticipated, this would 
still remain more than the required sum. |r 
will be seen, therefore, that according to this 
estimate the duty can be taken altogether off 
| of tea and coffee, salt, coal, woolens, and other 
articles consistent with the public revenue 
| requirements. And there is the best of reasons 
for believing that a reduction of that on sugar 
and iron could be made without lessening the 
revenue therefrom. To reduce this duty would 
have the effect of increasing the importations, 
and this increase would probably make up for 
the loss by the reduction of duty. This has 
been the case in many articles, and as a gen 
eral principle it is an established fact that the 
reduction of duties in the tariff of 1870, which 
went into operation on the Ist of January, 
1871, increased the total amount received from 
that source, instead of decreasing it. This is 
shown in the increased importation of tea and 
coffee, sugar, pig iron, and metals in the first 
six months of 1871 over the first six months 
of 1870. The Secretary of the Treasury states 
that the increase in tea was fifty-five percent. ; 
| in coffee, twenty per cent. ; brown sugar, one 
hundred and twenty per cent. ; in pig iron, 
one hundred and eighty-six per cent. ; and in 
metals one hundred and thirty-nine per cent. 
On each of these article there was a reduction 
of duty. ‘The reductions were: in tea, from 
twenty-five cents to fifteen cents per pound; 
coffee, from five cents to three cents per pound ; 
brown sugar, three cents per pound ; pigiron, 
from nine to seven dollars per ton. 

The receipts for 1871 were $11,732,023 61 
more than in 1870, although the rate of duty 
fixed in the present tariff, under which the col- 
lection was made, was lower on many leading 
articles than in the tariff under which the col 
lection of 1870 was made. From this fact it 
is fair to infer that a like effect could be pro- 
duced by a further reduction, if judiciously 
made, on the articles to which | refer in this 
connection. But suppose this position is not 
tenable, and that the naked question arises as 
to which articles of general consumption shall 
be exempt from duty—iron and woolens, or 
coffee andtea. I group these together because 
the argument is thus printed by the free-trade 
| opponents of free tea and coffee. They say that 

we do not see that if the $19,000,000 is taken 
off of tea and coffee that iron and wool must 
continue to be protected and made high by the 
present duty, and that these articles are used 
by the great body of the people, who should be 
freed from the burden imposed; that iron 
enters into the construction of houses, tools of 
all kinds, farming utensils, &c.; and that 
woolens comprise nearly every article of cover- 
ing for men, women, and children, all of whom 
are interested in the price they pay for this. | 
admit the full force of this argument so far as 
it complains of the present severe exactions 
growing out of the existing tariff on these goods. 
I am ready to vote for a material reduction 
of duty on them, and will go further, and vote 
to take it off altogether, if we can get revenue 
enough by so doing. But when it is asserted 
| that the cost of iron and woolens is as import: 
ant to the producing classes as that of tea and 
coffee, I take issue. Itis notthe fact. ‘There 
is little analogy in the cases. The poor man 
spends ten dollars for tea and coffee where 
he spends one for iron and woolen. To illus 
trate this, take for instance the workingman or 
laborer. Suppose him to be a man of family. 
He requires woolen clothing and blankets, 
and, it may be, working tools, on all of 
which this Government tax is an element cf 
the cost to him. But the aggregate amount 
of these to him is very much less than tea and 
coffee. A pair of blankets costing five dol- 
lars will last five years. The ordinary con- 





sumption of woolen clothing will not exceed 
| $100 per year for an ordinary workingman s 
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family, and the iron, steel, and cutlery used 
by him would be of trifling expense. 

It is true he is the consumer of all these 
articles, but the whole tax upon them, directly 
or indirectly, by duties levied upon like for- 
eign articles, whether in the raw state of man- 
ufacture or not, is so little as to be imper- 
ceptible. Not so with the tax on his tea and 
coffee. These are articles of daily and hourly 
consumption. They are used not only by him, 
but by every member of his family. They are 
the common beverages of the poor man’s 
household, and daily becoming more so. In- 
stead of the habitual use of strong drink to 
invigorate his power of labor, as was the cus- 
tom a few years ago, he now finds an equally 
stimulating substitute, and not intoxicating, 
in his cup of tea or coffee. And this fact 
brings me to a yet stronger reason, which is 
that the poor man’s family is a larger con- 


sumer of these articles than that of the rich | 
The latter can procure his wines and || 


man. 
fine liquors, of an expensive character, and in 
these finds his principal beverage. 


; 
hus, the largest proportion of the consump- | 


tion of tea and coffee in this country is with 


made to contribute by far the greater portion 
of the revenue collected by the Government in 
the duty imposed uponthem. Certainly there 
can be no justice in this. Instead of discrim- 
inating in favor of labor we are discriminating 


against it; instead of collecting the taxes from | 


those who are most able to bear them, we are 


taking them from those whoare the least able. | 
For every pound of coffee used, about one fifth || 
of its cost is paid to the Government, and for | 


every pound of tea about one fourth is paid. 


For the latter article no substitute has been | 


found ; thus the consumer must use the foreign 
article or none. Not so with reference to wool- 
ens and other household necessities. These 


can be substituted by a variety of methods | 
which relieve the poorer ciasses from the duties || 


levied upon the foreigu article. Whole fami- 
ilies in the western States grow their own wool, 
from which they weave the cloth to make 
iheir own clothes. 

The votes recently given in this House in favor 
of free tea and coffee have excited much com- 
ment. Some leading Democratic newspapers 
have been exceedingly indignant that the Dem- 


| 


| 


was laid on coffee, and from fifteen to twenty- 
five cents per pound on tea; and thus it has 
continued ever since, with the exception of a 
light reduction made in the acts of 1870. 
Therefore. if Democrats who sustain the ex- 
emption of these articles now are demagogues 
or fools, we are following in the footsteps of 
illustrious predecessors. During the period 


to which I have referred the legislation in | 


Congress was in the hands of some of the 
ablest statesmen this country has produced, 


and if, in following their example, we are dem 


agogues and fools in the estimation of those 
who now assume to sit in judgment upon our 


| acts, we can only say that we would rather 
| submit to abuse from our present revilersthan | 





ocratic members of this House should have | 


almost unanimously voted for the proposition. 
We were denounced as demagogues or fools, 
who either did not understand the question or 


were afraid of a popular prejudice among the | 


people. 
control of others over my official acts, | am 
willing to take the responsibility of my vote 
upon that occasion. Although I did not deem 
it a party question, nor act upon it from par- 
tisan motives, I am, nevertheless, willing to 
accept and sustain it on that ground. The 
Democratic party, from the beginning of the 


Government until now, when in power in Con- | 
gress never passed a tariff bill that imposed a | 
Andrew Jackson is | 


cuty upon tea and coffee. 
considered as tolerably good Democratic au- 
thority. We recognize him as the father of 
our present organization. From 1832 to 1861 
the Democratic party, with the exception of 
short intervals, held control of Congress and 
the Government. During this period there 
were seven tariff bills passed, as follows: July 
13 and 14, 1832; July 4, 1836; January, 11, 
}841; June 30, 1842; August 30, 1842; July 
30, 1846; March 2, 1861. In all of these tea 
and coffee came in altogether free, except a 
nomival duty in the acts of 1882 and 1836. 
Thus for twenty-five years the Democratic 
party supported the Government altogether 


For myseif, without accepting the | 


trom revenue collected from imported goods, | 


withoutany internal revenue, without duty upon 
tea and coffee, and without any debt. The 
Republican party came into power March 4, 
1861, and then, for the first time in a quarter 
of a century, four and five-cents per pound 


| 
| 


}} tax. 
the middling and poorer classes, who are thus | 


to depart from and forget the teachings of our 
illustrious predecessors. 

Anotber ground of opposition is the appre- 
hension that the loss of $19,000,000 will com- 
pel the continuance of the income tax. I do 


not believe this to be well founded; but even | 


if it is, if the question is presented to my 
mind which of the two we shall part with | 
am for tea and coffee as against the income 
As a Representative I believe it to be 
my duty to act inall things for the greatest good 
of the greatest number, and [ believe that filty 
people contribute to the tax imposed in the duty 
on tea and coffee to one imposed on the income 
tax. 


of the entire abolition of the internal revenue 


system, and of relying altogether upon imports || 


and revenues from imports. But if this is 
impossible, in view of the public requirements, 
I would discriminate as to both systems. I 
have heretofore been persistent in my demand 
for the repeal of the income tax, looking upon 
it as unconstitutional in theory, inquisitorial 
in practice, and unjust in collection, but yet 
would vote against its repealif an even greater 
evil should be continued in consequence. 
Another reason given in this case against 


| the vote for repeal is the fact that the propo- 


sition emanated from a Pennsylvania Repub- 
lican who is well known as being in favor of 


on iron, coal, &e. Doubtless 


| motives, but it does not follow that such will 


be the result. I am sure it need not be of 


necessiiy, because a large reduction can be 


| made in those articles 


without reducing the 


| revenue of the Government below its wants. 





We must deal with propositions in Congress 


If they cannot both fall together, let us | 
| abate the greater of the two evils. [am in favor 
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ence must necessarily be brief and its demise 
inglorious. Notwithstanding, however, I pro- 
pose to treat it fairly, and to give it all the con 
sideration to which a revenue measure is always 
entitled at the hands of those who are to pass 
upon it. 

Mr. BURCHARD rose. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. | 
that the committee rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
lilinois [Mr. Burcaarp] has the floor. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I will 
state why I make this motion. I desire to go 
to business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. DAWES. Oh, no. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 
with the tariff debate. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
insist On my motion. 


move 


Let us go on 
I do not 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

The committee informally rose; and, the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, a message 
from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its 
clerks, was received, informing the House 
that the Senate had passed a bill (S. No. 526) 
for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Ambrose Morrison, in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed, without amendment, the bill 
(H. R. No. 1496) to carry out certain provis- 
ions of the Cherokee treaty of 1866, and for 
the relief of settlers on the Cherokee lands in 
the State of Kansas. 

TARIFF. 

The Committee of the Whole on the state 

of the Union resumed its session. 


Mr. BURCHAKD. Mr. Speaker, the pres- 


| ent erais preéminent for its wondertul progress 


| in facilitating commercial intercourse. 


To se- 
cure the easier interchange of dissimilar pro- 
ducts gigantic enterprises have been planned 


| aud consummated, and vast public improve- 


ments undertaken and laboriously executed. 
Lavish expenditures have been incurred to 


| lessen the difficulties and cost of transportation, 
protection, and that his object is to have an | 
excuse for the retention of the high duties | 


such were his | 


upon their merits, and not upon the presump- | 


tion that they are good or bad according to 
the source from which they emanate. When 
I moved the repeal of the duty on coal last 
winter two thirds of the Republicans voted for 
it. They did not vote *‘nay’’ because a Dem- 
ocrat proposed it. 
sense. The same argument applies to this 
case. Because a protectionist favors this re- 
peal from, as it is alleged, bad motives, it 
does not follow that we shall reject it. 
not accept such reasoning as worthy a mo- 
ment’s consideration. 

[do not propose at this time to refer es- 
pecially to the items composing the bill before 
the commitiee.. When it comes up for con- 
sideration upon these especiatly I shall have 
something to say. 
itself in these regards is crude and imperfect. 
It appears to have satisfied no member of the 
committee which reported it. I canaot learn 
that there is one member of the committee 
who is satisfied with it. 
has taken care in advance to disown it, and 
while all of the members had a hand in it not 
one acknowledges its paternity. [tis there- 
fore a child of many fathers and still without 
one. Under the circumstances, the proba- 
bility is that it will be short lived. A produc- 
tion ushered into the world in this manner, so 
contrary to nature, if not still born must con- 


tain so much inherent disease that its exist- | 


In this they evinced good | 


and thereby cheapen the price of commodities. 
Natural impediments to traffic have been sur- 
mounted or avoided. The paths of commerce 
have been straightened and shortened. The 
telegraph, railroad trainy and steamship may 
fitly personify the nineteenth century. They 
were born with this generation, and exemplify 
its mission and aspirations. ‘lhemselves but 
agencies employed to that end, they mark the 
world’s progress toward a wider commerce 
and unobstructed trade. 

The beneficial effects of enlarged facilities 
for exchanges between consumers and pro 
ducers are more marked in our own country 
than any other on the globe. I cannot dwell 
upon the magnificent results these agencies 
have accomplished. It would be profitable to 


| trace the growth and development of the two 


I do | 


In many respects the bill | 


Even the chairman | 


great federal nations of the world, the United 
States and the North German Union. It 
would be instructive to analyze the sources 
of their prosperity and see the impetus free 
interstate trade has given to their progress in 
national greatness. 

Our own nation is a miniature world. The 
different States, like the nations of the earth, 
have dissimilar productions. In one lies the 
ore, in anotherthe coal. Fertile prairfes with- 
out timber in one State supplement vast forests 
in regions incapable of tillage. The cheap 
power and easy \ransportation and nearness 
to centers of distribution in New England 
invite the prodacts of the field, the mine, and 
forest of other States. Her swift streams fur 
nish unrivaled manufacturing facilities. The 
long sea-coast line of the Atlantic affords spa- 
cious harbors, and builds up commercial cities 
for the convenient receipt and distribution of 
supplies and finished products. We span a 


continent ; we stretch from the Arctic seas to 
The diversity of 


the climate of the tropics. 
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our soil, climate, and productions, and the free 
intercourse and free interchange of the pro- 


ducts of the labor of our people, is one of the 


secrets of our growth and strength. 

In antagonism with this spirit of the age a 
school of economists maintain that the road to 
national prosperity is in exclusion and isola- 
tion; that trade should not be left free to seek 
its own channels and methods of exchange. 
‘They advocate the creation of artificial imped- 
iments, and desire tolls and tariff dues to be 
imposed for the enhancement of prices. Ex- 
changes profitable to indviduals they believe 
to be calamitous to the nation. Although the 
millennium of commercial independence grows 
year by year more remote, extreme protection 
prophe ts still find followers. 

[hese theories would be of little importance 
did they nov concern and underlie our system 
of taxation. Itis conceded that the necessi- 
ties of the Government require the imposition 
of duties on imports. A revenue tariff regards 
the wants of the Treasury as the measure and 
end of governmental interference. The pro 
Lective system, purely such, would assume the 
supervision of the business of the country and 
a parental 


care for its capital and labor. 


The one leaves the laws of trade to regu- 
late industrial enterprise; the other relies 
upon congressional legislation. The latter 
asserts that prohibition is the road to na 


tional wealth. It discourages foreign trade, 
although profitable, shuts our market against 
commodities cheaply produced abroad, and 
aims to stimulate their home production even 
at enhanced cost. It 
few favored producers, and ignores the rights 
and claims ot it would force the 
establishment of manufactories, though unre- 
munerative, and 


concerns 
consumers; 
support them by public con- 


A revenue tariff permits commerce 
to flourish, seeks exchanges with the cheapest 


tribution. 


and most desirable markets, and leaves capital 
and labor free to avail themselves of natural 
advantages affording the most profitable em- 
ployment. ‘The extreme protectionist’s ideal 
1s constrained diversification of industry, com- 
mercial independence, Japanese isolation. 

1 cannot stop to discuss the merits of these 
different theories as abstract propositions. I 
but state the apparent aim and effects of the 


atorsand members of Congress an opportunity 
to reéstablish protective duties, and secured 


| the passage of the act of March 2, 1861, some- 


times called the Morrill tariff. 
WAR RATES. 

The enormous expenses of the war of the 
rebellion demanded increased taxation. Higher 
duties from year to year were imposed. 

The average rate of duty upon dutiable 
imports, which was 19 per cent. during the 


| fiscal year ending June, 1861, ran up to 38 
|| per cent. under the tariff of that and the fol- 


itself for a 


systems, and leave protection and free trade | 


as questions of political economy to essayists 
and logician 


TARIFF LAWS CONSIDERED. 


lowing year, and to 49} per cent. under the 
tariffs of 1864 and 1865, and the special tar- 
iffs subsequently passed, and was 44 per cent. 
for the last fiscal year. 

The average rates per cent. on certain manu- 
factured articles before the war and at the 
present time are as follows: 


Sila 1860. 1871. 

. P Rate of duty. Rate of duty. 
Iron manufactured......... 24 34 
TN ci ai ile a andes 12 to 24 134 
Cotton manufactured...... 15 to 24 40 
Woolen manufactured..... 15 to 24 69 
Silk manufactured.......... 19 to 24 60 
Leather manulactured.... 15 to 24 36 
Glass manufactured........ 15 to 24 53 
ReiRcbicccstencssnweeentoviedesas kos 15 101 
Coal . 24 18 
Paper 15 to 24 30 





INTERNAL TAXATION DURING THE WAR, 

In 1864, when most of the present high 
duties were established, the exigencies of 
the Government to carry on a gigantic war 
required revenues to be raised from every 
possible source. Internal taxes were directly 


! . . . 
| assessed upon domestic manufactured articles, 


and indirectly by special taxes upon occupa- 
tions, and sales, and the means of doing busi- 
ness. Under the provisions of internal rev- 
enue laws passed simultaneously with the 


| tariff of that year, in 1856, $234,000.000 were 


It isa legal maxim that to interpret a statute | 


correctly, the old law, the mischief, and the 
remedy must be considered. Such also must 
be the statesman’s order of procedure of pro- 
viding new legislation. Among the statutes 
we find enactments for the coliection of rev- 
enue to support the Government. Whether 
framed upon this or that notion of govern- 
mental policy, it is our duty as legislators to 
inquire into the effects of existing laws and 
devise relief for their hardships or oppressions. 
It is undeniable that our rates of tariff duties 
are now higher than ever before in the history 
of our people, and far exceed those of any 
civilized nation on the face of the globe. 

The debt-burdened monarchies and empires 
of Europe dare not oppress their subjects with 
such tariff taxation as we impose. 

FORMER TARIFFS. 

Under the protective tariff of 1842, in force 
four years, the average rate of duty upon 
dutiable imports was only 30 per cent. The 
people were restive under what they consid- 
ered its unreasonable and oppressive discrim- 
inations, and swept itaway. The lower tariff 
of 1846 followed. This withstood all assaults 





collected from sources of revenue that have 
expired or will expire at the close of this year. 
Domestic pig iron paid a tax of $2 per 
ton; bar iron from $2 to $5 per ton; steel 
from $5 to $12 50 per ton; textile fabrics and 
other manufactures, five per cent. ad valorem. 
I append a statement showing the internal rev- 
enue and compensatory tarnftf duty. Within 
one year this internal taxation was increased 
one fifth by the act of March 3, 1865: 
Tariff 


Internal 


Article. revenue increase in 

fas. 1862 and 1864. 
Pig iron, per ton......... $2 00 33 00 
Blooms, per ton................ 3 00 5 00 
Railroad iron, per ton...... 3 00 5 00 
Bar iron, per ton......... 5 00 7 40 


Manufactures of iron, per 
SOR recsee Sekiel 5 00 


dubins duiliineas o percent. 
Steel, valued at 7 cents...... 


5 00 310 00 
| Steel, valued at from7 to 
SITING cacesth dacuhich tensions 10 00 10 00 
Steel, valued at over 11 
I i eet a 12 50 20 00° 


Manutactures of steel...... 
Tanned leather... ce 
Cotton fabries.................00 
W oolens.............. 

Salt, per cwt......... 

2 aS 
Flax and jute... 
OE ss Mab nccteniti 


5 per cent. 
5 per cent. 
5 per cent. 
) per cent. 
6 cents. 

5 per cent. 
. Oper cent. 
wee O Per cent, 


10 per cent. 
} per cent. 
5 per cent.t 
15 pereent.t 
6 cents. 

15 per cent. 
10 per cent. 
5 per cent. 






These burdensome taxes on American pro- 
duction of course were properly compensated 
by high rates of duties upon similar imported 
commodities. The rates of duties with slight 


| exceptions remain to-day unchanged. Yet the 


internal revenue taxation upon the American 
product has been wholly removed. The chair- 
man of the Senate Finance Committee, whose 


| orthodoxy as a protectionist will not be ques- 


in Congress and before the people, and for | 


eleven years collected only an average rate of 
254 percent. It yielded in 1857 toa less protect- 
ive tariff, which for four years more collected 
but 20} per cent. upon the dutiable imports. 

The necessity for greater revenue furnished 
a reason, and the secession of southern Sen- 


tioned, lately remarked that— 


‘During the war these duties were increased to 
counterbalance the internal taxes levied upon 
domestic industry.” 


He asks: 


**Will the producers in other forms of industry 
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| abroad. 


consent to the maintenance of excessive rates of | 


duty on mechanical fabrics? The result of such 
duties is to secure to mechanical industry higher 
wages than can be earned in other kindred employ- 
ments. Such excessive protection ceases to diversify 





* And ten per cent. + Specific. 


| vices they require. 


il 





April 27, 
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production, but forces labor into protected employ- 
ménts. 

This candid admission confesses the Oppor- 
tunity for oppression in the protective system 
and the injustice of present tariff rates. 
Excessive rates of duty secure to mechanical! 
industry higher wages than can be earned in 
other kindred employments. How? Surely 
only by increasing the price of their products 
to consumers. Otherwise there is no pro- 
tection or advantage. What are these kin- 
dred employments which excessive protection 
oppresses so that labor is forced from such 
avocations into protected employments ? 

CLASSIFICATION OF INDUSTRIES. 

There are two classes of producers that 
encounter foreign competition: the one in 
foreign markets, the other in ourown. The 
first produce such articles as we export, the 
second such as are imported. A third and 
middle class render services or produce arti- 
cles neither exported norimported, and there- 
fore unaffected directly by foreign competi- 
tion. Among the first class we find not only 
farmers and planters, but a large number of 
manufacturing industries exporting products 
abroad ; in the second, manufacturers of tex- 
tile fabrics and workers in metals, and gen- 
erally articles easily transported and _pro- 
duced in other countries as well as our own: 
in the third, al! engaged in local industries, 
builders, such as carpenters, masons, &c., 
tailors, shoemakers, blacksmiths, and the long 
list of trades, occupations, and professions 
required for the local convenience of the peo- 
ple in every town and village. 

To fully appreciate the effect of our tariff 
laws upon the industries of the country, it is 
all important to bear in mind the number 
engaged in these three classes respectively, 
and their mutual relations to each other; the 
first class, producing exports, and the third 
class producing commodities incapable of im- 
portation, cannot be protected by tariff laws. 
The benefit to the second class arises solely 
from securing higher prices for their products. 
The enhanced prices are a tax that some 
body must pay. One industry gains at the 
expense of and by taxing another. Compen 
sation for this burden is sought to be given by 
imposing duties and protecting the products 
of other industries. In endeavoring to make 
this extension the inequality and favoritism 
of the system becomes evident, for tariff 
duties can prevent competition from foreign 
imports but cannot aid our exports. The 
latter must be sold at the prices in the markets 
The producers of exportable com- 
modities can secure no compensating price 


'to make up for the taxation imposed upon 


them. They cannot throw the tariff taxation 
upon consumers of their products, nor can 
other producers of similar commodities, find- 
ing a market at home as weil as abroad. A|! 
these must stand the tax imposed by the tariff. 
They cannot raise the prices of their products 
to meet the increased cost of production occa- 
sioned thereby. Other non-protected indus- 
tries, unaffected by foreign competition, such 
as those engaged in building, inland trans- 
portation, traffic, trades, and professions, and 
the hundreds of unprotected employments, can 
raise the price for their services to compensate 
for the tax imposed upon them by the tarifl 
duties. They can charge other industries, both 
protected and unprotected, higher prices for 
their own labor or products. 
AGRICULTURE DOUBLY BURDENED. 

But a double burden falls upon those the 
value of whose products must be measured by 
the price in the foreign market The enhanced 
price occasioned by the duty bears directly 
upon them as consumers, and ultimately they 
pay a portion of the tax imposed upon articles 
consumed by non-protected trades whose ser- 
The cotton-planter, and 
wheat and corn-grower, pay the duty not only 
on their own clothing, wares, and implements, 





, 





but also the increased price upon the goods | 


and tools used by the carpenter, blacksmith, 
and workmen they employ. Go through the 
list of our exports and see the millions of value 
produced by the labor, skill, and capital of our 


country that must compete with the labor, | 


skill, and capital of foreign lands. 
less of cost of production, of dear labor, capi- 
tal, or any other disadvantage, these exports 
must be sold at the ruling prices for our own 
and foreign products. We exported in 1870-71 
to foreign countries: 

MMMM ian aoc souk ti somnmieds aspect eesxoeneubs $79,120,147 
Provisions.........+. 38,845,214 
Cotto necccecaccccene 


Tobacco ......00. +++ 8,903.7 
PetF ClO ..06.0cccsccsesccsess scccvvsssocncescescccescesces 35,959,538 


NUMBER NON-PROTECTED. 

Those engaged in producing these commod- 
ities outnumber those engaged in all other 
judustries. Next numerous are the various 
jocal trades and industries which every town 
and village affords, likewise taxed but not 
benefited by tariff duties. 








Regard- | 


moneiernininteh 218,327,108 | 
«+. 18,908,797 | 


The number engaged in industries claiming | 
protection against foreign competition are com- | 


paratively few. They comprise only those 


. ! 
whose products are easily transportable ; such | 


as manufacturers of textile fabrics, metals, 
earthenware, glass, salt, paper, &c., miners, 
and owners of coal and ore beds. 
twenty of the laborers in all the employments 
and industries of the country is benefited by 
the high tariff duties. Hnumerate the trades 
and pursuits of this country. See how many 
are burdened, how few aided by tariff laws. 
The distinguished gentleman from Pennsyl 
vania, | Mr. Kevuey, | the fearless advocate of 
protective duties, who may well be styled the 
apostle of the faith, addressed himself lately 
to this theme, Should Congress compel Ameri- 
can laborers to work for lower wages? He 
mistakes the object of muintaining present 
tariff rates. The question is, shail thirty- 


, | Value domes- | 
Articles. tic produc- | 


tions 1870. | 


RO ics casa idewnnarennnsoucadasanes 











Not onein | 


‘ 


| few employments than in others? 





Duty. 


| sons employed, and 


eight million consumers in this country be 
exorbitantly taxed to keep the profits of capi- 
tal and wages of labor excessively higher in a 
The main- 
tenance of high tariff rates means nothing else. 
Its aim is to divert capital to certain pursuits. 
It seeks to keep manufactured products dear 
in order to induce investments in their pro- 
duction. 
fields of industry, by burdening production 
and lessening profits in the accustomed em- 
ployments. 

For ten years past the unavoidable results 
of a necessary war tariff of duties have been 
uncomplainingly endured. The practical ques- 
tion presents itself for our consideration, is 
the continuance of present rates necessary or 
defensible? How far can they be safely and 
advantageously lowered without serious dis- 
turbance of industries or injustice to invested 
capital and impairment of the revenue ? 

The capitalists engaged in mining and man- 


| ufacturing profess to ask high tariff duties for 


the interests of their operatives as well as 


their own. If their laborers secured these 


| bounties, other Jaborers taxed but unprotected 


by the tariff might well complain of its par- 
tiality and injustice. 
TARIFF BOUNTIES. 

How much is the per capita bounty to his 
operatives each manufacturer claims should be 
paid to him to maintain his establishment, it 
is not difficult of computation. The statistical 


| tables of importations and of domestic produc 


tion in this country give the total consump- 
tion, the census statistics the number of per 
the tariff laws the rate 
ot duty by which the price of the domestic 
article is sought to be enhanced above the 
foreign. I append a table giving the bounty 


| allowed by present laws to manufacturers 


engaged in producing some of the most neces: 
sary articles of comfort, health, and enjoyment: 


Tariff pensions. 


Annual 
bounty 
per capua, 


Persons em- 
ployea. 


Increased 
cost. 


$165,00,000 40 percent. | $51,241,000 171,000 $300 
EN dass csnass ainnia nines acacey 1,85), 000F $7 perton | 2,950,000 79,900 162 
MINNIS cpss sus bs tice: Gassaucaarceastensecans 30,000,000 60 per cent. 11,250,000 16,000 703 
is iss siikdk oak cinaintrdedensas Ranad 2,289,504* 101 per cent. 1,431,687 2,213 647 
MN lias seblldcoacanedeniuxens ues 5,000,000 - | 1,063,000 1,800 . 590 
oo nsins cet ta 1cuk cideonsosede 176,000,000 69 per cent. | 50,286,000 120,000 419 
FRAILFORR TOR 6.00000. ocsccsscoccosce 620, 000T $7 per ton 4,340,000 - : 
Wrought iron... sa 710,000T $13 per ton 9,230.000 | - 422 
[a ee 11,250,000 | - 2,387,340 4,000 397 
isin, sen Satis vacntpeicesheeaaes 21,216,802* | 20 percent. | 3,536,132 11,011 32 

* Census of 1860. + Tons. 


TARIFF PENSIONERS. 

The Commissioner of Pensions reports 
92,667 Army and Navy pensioners. He states 
the total number upon his rolls, including 
widows and others, at 207,495, requiring the 
annual expenditure of $22,804,994. This is 
not half the number for whose support pen- 
sions are claimed and the people taxed—not 
a tenth of what is paid. Those who lost 
health and limb in their country’s service are 
the rightful recipients of the nation’s bounty. 
The orphans’ or widows’ scanty allowance 
does not requite the debt due to the dead 
soldier. The loyal tax-payer sanctions with- 


out murmur the transfer of his hard earnings | 


to provide for such pensions. But who are 


these drawing pensions from the general | 


wealth? Where are they maintained? They 
are the protégés of the present tariff laws, 
the owners of coal and ore beds, and manu- 
facturing capitalists, who exact contributions 
from consumers to swell the profits of their 
investments. They resist reductions in ex- 


cessive rates; they ask that high duties shall | 
Their exactions cease to be | 


be perpetual. 

temporary bounties; they ask life pensions. 
The tariff taxes are assessed and the boun- 

ties paid through the laws of trade, instead of 





| 











It affords higher rewards in new | 


| 


passing through the Treasury and the Pension | 


Bureau. The tables [I submit show nearly 
four hundred thousand able-bodied men for 
whom manufacturers ask tariff pensions; not 
those worn-out or disabled in the public ser- 
vice, but those still vigorous in private employ- 
ment; not objects of charity, suffering and 
in disiress, but surrounded with comforts and 
abundance. Why should these men be placed 
upon the pension-rolls that manufacturers may 
swell their own profits? Why should farmers’ 
sons and farm laborers toil from the rising to 
the setting sun to contribute for the support of 
manufacturing establishments in distant States? 


How liberal the pensions the manufacturer | 


asks and appropriates! The 
soldier must be content with four dollars per 
month; fifty dollars a year is more than can 
be afforded to aid him. The soldiers’ widow 
is considered entitled to eight dollars a month. 


That sum is deemed sufficient to make good | 


her pecuniary loss. But the owners of coal 
and ore beds and iron-masters draw for 
each miner, smelter, and puddler employed as 


much as the widow and half-disabled soldier | 


together receive. The one-armed or one- 
legged veteran is entitled to his fifteen dollars 


a month, while the cotton manufacturer takes || 


ee L 
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for his operatives twenty-three. The glass 
manufacturer deems himself well entitled to a 
doliar a day from the general bounty for each 
blower he requires. A yearly bounty of $345 
is none too high, while the disabled commander 
of a regiment is limited to $300. 


+» 
PENSION FRAUDS. 

The country was startled by the announce 
ment that great frauds had been discovered in 
the administration of the Pension Bureau. 
Fictitious names were upon the rolls. The 
ghosts of deceased pensioners quarterly, as 
pay day came, revisited the pale glimpses of 
the moon and left legible evidences in regular 
receipts for the Government bounty their un- 
substantial forms were supposed no longer to 
require. An Indian pension was sufficient to 
induce virtuous traders to forego the sweets 
of civilized life and doff the trappings of the 
Ute or Camanche. Only a few thousand dol 
lars was thus fraudulently drawn, but how 
indignant the feeling that sacred trusts were 
thus betraved or careless officials overreached ! 
Yet all the while millions upon millions of 


| the bounty claimed for the laborers in favored 


half-disabied || 


industries have been misappropriated and 
diverted by capitalists and employers. 

No wonder that mechanical labor is discon- 
tented. If we believe their employers, the 
pay-roll here is higher than abroad for the 
same labor, and yet strikes and unions. Asa 
distinguished agitator says, the nation is slum- 
bering upon a volcano. New England asks 
a labor commissioner to investigate these sub 
terranean rockings and mutterings. Gentle 
men, the laborer sees the result of your system 
but cannot apprehend the cause—adventurous 
manufacturers amassing fortunes, building 
palatial residences, immense warehouses ian 
factories, becoming large landed proprietors, 
and investing surplus wealth in bonded securi- 
ties or mortgage loans. In contrast, the laborer 
sees his seeming liberal wages absorbed in 
increased expenditures, At the end of the year 
no richer, or at best but a few dollars remain- 
ing of the scanty savings of weekly toil, he sees 
there must be injustice and wrong when capital 
grows rich and swollen upon his earnings, and 
no share of the profits comes to him. He has 
heard that making the products of labor dear 
is @ protection to industry, and, credulous and 
unreasoning, he believes the tariff and the 
debt which requires it national blessings. He 
knows not that this system grinds upon 
national industry to fatten wealth. He sup- 
poses it 1s the currency, the use of coin, the 
rate of interest, congressional land grants or 
railroad oppressions that keep him poor and 
have made his employer rich. He has never 
investigated to ascertain the enormous boun 
ties paid by the nation through the protective 
system to manufacturing capitalists, and how 
little comes back to him. 

But our farmers are threatened that in case 
these bounties stop manufacturing States will 
cease to consume farm products. as though 
food could be dispensed with. Who believes 
that coal-mining, or the making of iron, steel, 
ortextile fabrics would materially decrease if 
the duties were reduced? Who supposes they 
would wholly cease if duties were restored toa 
revenue basis? 

MANUFACTURED EXPORTS DIMINISHED. 

See the effect in diminishing exports of 
manufactures from the United States. 

The exports of certain articles in 1860 and 
1871 were as follows: 





1860. 1871. 
Ashes, pot and pearl..... seseeee 822,820 $103,249 
Copper and brass............. 1,664,122 402,034 
Candles ....... npiveadteewnien aie 708,609 348,368 
ci caihstchvcttsvisidduniwe . 10,934,796 3,508, 135 
RII 5. sirnpuriisntte iat hivene sonien 467 772 95,397 
Iron, and manufactures of....... 5,712,990 4,815,541 
Earthen and stuneware........... 65,086 37,383 
Boots and shoes ............--.00.... 693,320 145,466 
a a a 129,717 47,115 
Tobaceo, manufactured........... 3,383,428 2,087,160 
India-rubber goods................ 240,841 163,364 
Whale and fish-oil.................. 2,326,636 452, 937 
TIONG nascsstueeniducdateens: neil 846,293 251,62 
Wearing apparel................000. 525,175 318,085 
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SHIP-BUILDING. 

See the effect upon commerce and ship- 
building where it encounters foreign compe- 
tition. Of our trade, under our 
navigation laws, our ship-builders have the 
exclusive market. But ship-building for the 
foreign trade, the registered tonnage under 
present tariff Jaws, has fallen off and is almost 
annihilated. Note thedecline in foreign sbip 
building : 

Shipping built in 


coast wise 


1860, 1871. 
48,998 42-95 
221,112 

I do not object to this bounty system in 
States or localities that desire thereby to di- 
versity their production. If a city or State 
sees fit to tax all its inhabitants to create or 
encourage anew employment, other cities and 
States untaxed cannotcomplain ; but the ben- 
efits of manufacturing establishments to agri- 
cultural pursuits are necessarily local. The 
hounties exacted of agriculture and non-pro 


Registered tonnage 97,350 83-95 
Enrolled and licensed 115,841 60-95 


tected trades and employments accrue to those 
portions of the Union where manufactures ex 
ist. The contributions from Alabama cotton- 
planters and Minnesota wheat-growers swell 
the profits of New England and Pennsylvania 
capitaiists, 

Our tariff laws are unjust, not only in their 
exactions and discriminations as to the trades 
and industries of the country, but in the dis- 
tribution of benefits to different sec- 
lhe southern States are chiefly engaged 


their 
vions 
in the production or tobacco and cotton; the 
Northwest in agricultural products, while the 
chief export ol the Pacific slope consists of 
metals. No tariff duties can 
eubauce the value of their products. 


the precious 


COTTON PRODUCTION, 


The cotton States, according to the census 
returns of 1870, produced 8,011,996 bales of 
cotton, which at eighty dollars per bale would 
be worth $240,000 000; the greater part of 
which was exported abroad. The following 
table shows the value of the products of each 


mtate : 


Number af bales of cotton produced in the United 


Slates in 1870, and ralue. 


Nriuales, Bale S. Value. 
Alabama .. 429,482 $34,358,560 
Arkansas .- 247,968 19,837,440 
Florida 39,780 3,183,120 
Georgia 173,934 37,914,720 
Louisiana, 350,832 28,066,560 
Mississippi -+ 2004, 938 45,195,040 
SMEG CODON AR cs cxccieinvwevoptesescdcces 144,935 11,594,800 
South Carolina tices 17,960,000 
‘Tennessee......... eosvesen. 191,842 14,547,360 
lexas bins wriitsbeinasivenieccaiie eae diinie 350,628 28,050,240 
All others, . 3,148 251,840 


WHEAT PRODUCTION, 


Che northwestern States exported from their 
own borders in 
wheat. [| submit a table giving the surplus 
produced by each of those States and required 
by other portions of the Union, and the amount 
shipped to Great Britain and other foreign 
countries. 

Table showing the surplus wheat product 
and deficiency for home consumption of cer- 
tain States and divisions of the United States 
for the year 1870: 


States producing surplus. 


Bushela wheat 
raised, 
19,150,000 
20,200,000 
15,288,000 

ibaa 27,115,000 

sane 20,485,000 

16,022,000 


Northweatern 
States. Surplus. 
Ohio 
Indiana 
Michigan 
Tilinois 
WwW isconesin 
Minnesota 


6,409,000 
11,043,000 
8,916,000 
13,566,000 
13,973,000 
12,682,000 





[owa a sak colalaal 20,445,000 18,224,000 
Nebraska ? 1,848,000 1, 163,000 
NR cota 2,343,000 651,000 

Total.... ee 142,896,000 81,627,000 
Pennsylvania............ ... 17,115,000 888 ,000 
Delaware ............... ; 626,000 32,000 
EE iets ogists 4,792,000 927,000 
Pacifie States........... 18,371,000 13,298,000 
Border States......... 28,955,000 828,000 
United States.......... 235,884,000 52,582,000 


1870, 81,627,000 bushels of 


| its demands by the number of its Represent- | 


States consuming more than produced. 


Northeastern Bushele wheat 





States. raised, Deficiency. 

I a a 264,000 2,270,000 
New Hampshire...... ; 174,000 1,118,000 
MUN ncaa, 409,000 949,000 
Massachusetts ....... 35,000 5,797,000 
Rhode Island......... 1,000 869,000 
Ce iicnkiiscsesecotsneees 38,000 2,115,000 

RE 921,000 13,118,000 
New York......... . 9,133,000 9,391,000 
New Jersey urea 1,680,000 2,141,000 
Cotton States......... eevee 1,396,000 18,966,000 


New England takes 12,000,000, New York 
and New Jersey 11,000,000 more, and the 
southern cotton States nearly 19,000,000 bush- 
els; while Great Britain and her possessions 
took 43,405,000 bushels of wheat and flour,com- 
puted as wheat, in exchange for her products. 
We actually supplied over ten million of ber 
people with bread, which Pennsylvania refused 
to take, sending three fourths of a million 
bushels to compete with ours. 

STATES BENEFITED BY THE TARIFF. 

What portions of the Union receive the ben- 
efits resulting from tariff duties? Where, 
chiefly, are the iron, cotton, and woolen fab- 
rics, salt and glass, and other protected arti- 
cles produced ? 

SALT. 

The salt bounty amounts annually to $2,350,- 
000 upon 20,000,000 bushels produced, of 
which the Onondaga Salt Company claim 
to have made 8,000,000 bushels, and con- 
sequently receive a bounty of $900,000; no 
insignificant bonus to a single county, and 
appalling should the Empire State multiply 


atives. 
IRON. 

The secretary of the Bar Iron Association 
estimates the value of the pig, railroad, bar, 
and other iron manufactured in the United 
States during the year 1871 at $184,022,500. 
The enhancement of price upon the pig iron 
is $13,000,000, and upon the whole at least 
$40,000,000, and probably more. 

Pennsylvania in 1860 produced sixty-two per 
cent. of the pig iron, and sixty-four per cent. 
of other iron manufactures in the United States. 
Her production has increased with the general 
increase in the country, so that the duties on 
iron secure for her citizens over $24,000,000, 


and more than $20,000,000 of bounty above 


the pro rata share of her citizens. 
Our tariff laws, at present rates, exact fifty 


| cents for every man, woman, and child in the 


nation to help work the mines and furnaces 
and support ie miners and iron-workers of 
that State. 

PAPER. 

According to a statement furnished me by 
Mr. Augustine Smith, a very intelligent paper 
manufacturer of New York, there are 1,107 
paper-mills in the United States, manufactur- 


‘| ing, according to his estimate, $110,700,000 


worth of paper annually. 

New England has 367 mills, and three States, 
New York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania, 
500, being four fifths of the whole number. 


| The duty on printing paper is twenty per cent. 


ad valorem, and on writing paper thirty five 
ner cent. ad valorem. The proportion manu- 
sarin of each kind is not given in the state- 
ment furnished me. It is safe to estimate that 
the price ef the whole quantity is increased 
one fifth by reason of the duty. The bounty 
paid to the paper manufacturers would exceed 
$22,000,000. This sum is assessed upon and 


| paid by the readers of books, periodicals, and 


newspapers in the United States. 

‘The New England States and the three States 
named receive over $17,000,000 of this sum, 
and over $10,000,000 above what their own 
readers pay. 

The following statement shows the total 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| than their own people pay. 


April 27, 





through tariff duties, and paid by other States 


to the manufacturers of paper: 


Sates Number Total Contribution 

; mills. bounty. exacted, 
New England............. 367 $7,340,000 $5,337,000 
PEE IN ii ncninb pasion sai 288 5,760,000 3,243,000 
Now J Grsey............... 86 1,720,000 1.200) (iy) 
Pennsylvania............ 126 2,520,000 498000 





867 $17,340,000 


$10,278,000 


Total, nine States... 


The other twenty-eight States and the Per 
ritories have 240 mills. Their tariff bounty 
received would be, according to the estimate, 
$4,666,000, and their contribution $14,938,000, 
and their readers pay $10,278,000 more than 
their manufacturers receive. 

WOOL. 


The wool tariff of 1867 was intended to give 
twenty cents per pound protection on fine 
domestic wool. 

As the wool clip of 1870, according to the 
United States census, was 101,000,000 pounds, 
the protection, therefore, or enhanced price 
to consumers of wool, would be $20,000,000. 
This benefit accrues almost entirely to seven 
States in the Union. Vermont is able to 
obtain $448,000 ; Ohio, $2,717,000; Michigan, 
$1,151,000; Wisconsin, $446,000; and the 
Pacific States about two million dollars more 
Seven States 


| obtain from the remaining thirty States of the 


Union $7,000,000. 

The consumption of wool is at least five 
pounds per capita, and perhaps more in the 
Northwestern States, and if the wool tariff 
secured the designed effect it would tax each 


| man. woman, and child one dollar on the wool 


in the garments worn by them. The num 
ber of sheep in Lllinois has diminished from 
2,549,998 in 1867 to 1,073,497 in 1871. The 
wool tariff seeks to tax the people of Illinois 
$2,500,000 and pay her wool- growers $600,000, 
taking from her citizens $1,900,000 for the 
wool-growers of other States. The third con 
gressional district of Illinois had 120,178 sheep 
in 1867 and 48,741 in 1871. The wool-grow 
ers of that district are promised by the wool 
tariff $30,000, while its citizens are expected 
to pay $157,299, being a loss to the district of 
$128,054. What equity or justice is there in 
this! 
WOOLENS. 

The best estimates of woolen manufacturers 
place the value of the product of their indus- 
try for the year 1870 at $175,000,000. The 


| average duty for woolen cloths was sixty-nine 


per cent. in gold, which would be about equal 
to seventy-five per cent. in currency; so that 
if the tariff secures the protection desgned, 
three sevenths of the value of this product is 
the increased cost resulting from the tariff. 
Deduct $25,000,000 as the enhanced cost of 
domestic and imported wool consumed by 
manufacturers, and two sevenths of the value 
of the production is tariff bounty. In other 
words, manufacturers of woolen goods, under 


| the present tariff laws, secure from the people 


a bounty exceeding $50,000,000, of which 


| over $20,000,000 are collected by seven States 


from the remaining States of the Union. Mas- 

sachusetts receives over $7,000,000 from other 

States, besides what her manufacturers collect 

from her own farmers and producers. 
COTTONS. 

The value of the domestic cotton produced in 
the United States in 1870 is estimated at 
$165,000,000, on which the duty is equal to 
forty per cent ad valorem in gold, or forty-five 
per cent currency, and now the enhanced 


_ price charged to consumers equals $51,000,000. 


| except Vermont, $35,436,488. I 
'| table showing the bounties received and con- 


The cotton manufacturing is carried on prin- 
cipally in the same States as the woolen. Of 
the cotton bounty received by manufacturers, 
$35,728,566 is paid to those States. Rhode 
Island collects $7.165,262, Massachusetts 
$17,147,617, and the other New England States, 
submit a 


amount of bounty received by certain States |! tribution paid by different States and portions 











moving eastward while eastern Pennsylvania 
ships some of her wheat to go abroad. But it 


is the fact that the State of Pennsylvania, | 


according to official figures, produced more 
wheat than her pro rata consumption, and 
that she had a surplus to export from her own 


borders to supply New England, New York, | 


or foreigp countries. 
_ Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman’s calculation 
is based on the theory that the freedmen and 


other non-wheat-consuming people of the | 





























Mr. HOAR. Idesire to ask the gentleman | 


if he is not aware that more than two fifihs of 


| the woolen industry in this country has grown 


up in the northwestern States since the war, 


| and why does he leave that out of his com- | 


putation ? 
Mr. BURCHARD. It is not true that two 


fifths of the woolen industry has grown up in 


| the West. It is true that more than three 


fourths of the woolen bounties are received in 





2859 








) 

5 of the Union under our tariff laws relating to | Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman cannot || each man the per capita consumption through- 
cottons and woolens. cipher down the facts of the daily life of apeo- || out the Union. Doubtless we in the Northwest, 

: [Here the hammer fell. } ple numbering three millions by any sum the | in a colder region of country, consume much 

[he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from | elements of which he cannot give and no man || more largely of woolens, and therefore a higher 

) Oregon ae SLaTER] is entitled to the floor. | can ascertain. tax is imposed upon us. Cotton goods are 

0 Mr. SLATER. I yield a portion of my time Mr. BURCHARD. Ihaveprepared a table || consumed in the southern States, but these 

) to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Burcn- | showing the consumption and production of || figures will show that the bounty received by 

; ARD. J || woolens and cottons in the States [have enum- || the New England States on woolen goods js 

J Mr. KELLEY. While I supposed the gen- || erated. It will be for the gentleman to ex- | $16,000,000, and on cotton goods $35,000,000, 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. BurcHarp] was lim- || plain the facts and figures. The estimates, making $51,000,000; by the middle States 
ited to his hour, I did not like to interfere || and statistics are furnished by men whoare not || $1,000,000 on woolens; in the border States, 

F with him. I wish to take the liberty now of || interested in misrepresenting or overstating || a large deficiency of consumption over pro 

saying to him—referring toa matter he alluded | the amount. I take their figures and I give to ‘| duction: 

, to some time ago—that instead of Pennsylvania we , ; 

d exporting grain in competition with the West, Table showing the amount of tariff bounty on cottons and woolens paid and received by each 
the Lehigh valley alone for the last ten years State, deducting its pro rata share, based on census returns of spindles and sets of cards 
has required annually from six to ten million | in each State. 

3 bushels of wheat for her iron-workers brought | ——— 

, from the fields of the West. | | Bounties received. Contributions exacted. 

Mr. KERR. And it pays less for that wheat | States 

} to-day than it did in 1860, ss ete : ; 1 | 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman from Illi- | Woolen. Cotton. Total. Woolen. | Cotton. Total. | 

nois can get on without the aid of the gentle- || ee -— | 
man from Indiana, [Mr. Kerr. ] em es 0 $1,169,000 $2,517,000 | $3,686,000 | ; 

: Mr. KERR. So he can without the aid of || New Hampshire............. 2,615,000 5,044,000 7,659,000 - - = | 

| te ee ae en Maseachuscita..--.- "| 608.000 | 17,247,000 | 23,430-000 po) hy 

Mr. BURCHARD. The table I have sub- | Rhode Island............. 2,531,000 7,165,000 9,696,000 | a : 

mitted is prepared from the reports made by | Connecticut..............00 3,260,000 3,564,000 6,824,000 | re: ee. - 

) the Department of Agriculture. It furnishes | NCW Yorke | 7 2i7,000 | 217,000 | “gasoon | MO | RTE. 

} a statement of the production in 1870 of every Pennsylvania.,..............| 3,572,000 Lu 8,572,000 he 1,759,000 1,759,000 

State in this Union. Pennsylvania produced || Delaware....................| 17,000 75,000 92,000 | = _- . 
over seventeen million bushels of wheat. as woreee- eae eprereneoens z . - 942000 1 Sete 0206, 080 

) the table will show. The aggregate produc || West Virginia..............| 128,000 Z 128,000 iy "590,000 "300,000 

tion of the United States was two hundred || Tennessee..................... - ‘ - 584,000 1,476,000 2,060,000 

| and thirty-five million bushels. Subtract from een? =~ ene eer : . oe a Eon ’ cena 

| that the grain exported abroad, and used for || Ohio... cee a re a a 1,330,000 3.387.000 $717,000 

seed, and you have the amount consumed in || Indiana... cece - - 114,000 2,116,000 2,230,000 
this country for food. Divide that by the pop- | finn} | : 1,785,000 | 20300 | SOIR OD 

| ulation, and you have the per capita consump WOOO BIIG va sonst savasnacscns - : = 588,000 1,407,000 1995 000 

: tion of every man, woman, and child. Pean- |! Minnesota ............ 0.0... . | - - 459,000 587,000 1,046,000 

: eylvania, unless she consumes more bread- eet en iy Soa "I 7 | - 331 000 ‘ore a 
stuffs than the other States did, was unable to || Nebraska ......................| : : i 160.000 164,000 394 000 
consume all that her own farmers produced, || North Carolina..............| - - - 976,000 1,164,000 2,140,000 
and left a surplus in that year according to aaa ie F . : eee oa ery 
these tables of eight hundred and eighty thou- | Florida.....ccccccce-.-. | . ? ‘ "2397000 239000 "478,000 
sand bushels, which she sent into competition || Alabama...........00...:002 ; : ‘ 1,159,000 1,126,000 2,251,000 

. . > —e IUEINIY o, scccocecvccicawese' - - - 1,001,000 1,051,000 2 052,000 
with the grain of the West. By RRMA MIGTWA S. << ccishoccsse'ccsee - | - - 875,000 875,000 1.750.000 

Mr. KELLEY. I speak from no tabulated |; Texas.............. . ‘ B 892 O00 1.027.000 1 919/000 
statements of officers. [speak upon no theory. || Arkansas... . - : Sze 0ee 638,000 1,167,000 
I speak from a knowledge of the fact when | oe a lana am : S ‘hes 000 a ane 
say that there are consumed annually in the || Oregon - - - 22 OMK) 121,000 143.000 
Lehigh valley alone more than six million || Territories ............. +... : - 455,000 343,000 798,009 
bushels of western grain. And [ add that in OWE tisiiesisvnrpsicnitnnsinn $20,215,000 | $35,729,000 | $55,944,000 $20,215,000 $35,729,000 $55,944,000 
Johnstown, Pennsylvania, at the western base a a nt mee, 
oe tee Rungneny wounilins, More wostere New Mingtaua teabien $16,498,000 | $35,079,000 | $51,577,000 , 
grain has been consumed year by year for the || \iddle States...) 1525000 ; 1°525,000 $4,957,000 | $4,277.00 
last ten years than is consumed in the city of || Border States................ - - $3,508,000 7.295, 000 10. 803.000 
London with its three million population. zor weneere States...... 3 _ Spy M4 pees 20,535 re 

Mr. BURCHARD. | Itis possible that grain | etie actae on Pace : ; ; ae paren en 
grown in the West may be consumed in the ||  tories......ccc..ccccseeccecees - . : 950,000 1,254,000 2,184,000 
joa bone es eo teen $18,023,000 | $35,079,000 | $53,102,000 | $18,023,000 $35,079,000. | $53,102,000 


EFFECTS OF TARIFF. 

For the benefit of mining and manufacturing 

regions it taxes the rest of the country. I! 
. : 

accumulates wealth in the former at the expen 

of the latter. 

The census returns of 1870 make some start 
ling revelations, among them none more strik 
. ’ . 
ing than the following : 


Table exhibiting the share per head of the wealth of 
each State, distributed among the population. 








South, who live on Indian corn, consume as || New England, as this table will show. The New York....ccccccccscsssesssesssseeeeescerees sesoeeeeeee$ 1,483 27 
much wheat per capita as the well-paid labor- || border States pay of this bounty to New Eng- Massachusetts treeteceesenenasensneesceses wr = 
ers of Pennsylvania. Take the non-wheat- | land $3,500,000 and $7,000,000 on cottons, || Rhade Leland nak 8 
consuming population of the South from your || making $10,500,000. Thenorthwestern States | California... i..cccccceeeeee + 1.140 15 
divisor, and then see where the consumption |} pay $5,000,000 on woolens and $14,500,000 tonnes ivania serseecereeenenens eeeeace Po 31 
of wheat of Pennsylvania will stand in com- || on cottons, making nearly $20,000,000. The || Gyr, OOP renee Be 
parison with her production. || cotton States pay $7,000,000 on woolens and |! Illinois.............. B35 34 

Mr. BURCHARD. Well, reduce the amount |; $7,000,000 on cotton, making $14,000,000. eres. seeesesereneeees B24 zy 
consumed in the South, and increase the || The Pacific States pay $950,000 on woolens || fyelnware bade eeee 
amount consumed in the northwestern States, || and $1,244,000 on cottons, making over two | OI cecnisnnsestasenuetess covesndsanitaninn eect ee 
where it is abundant, and you still see that in || million dollars. ear seassenee sevssstesssonencesssnenarecensssnavenses suses 146 48 
Pennsylvania the consumption above the pro- |; Pennsylvania statesmen are concerned for | se = Dae a eee mil oO 
duction must be very insignificant. New Eng: || the poor laborers. Why tax the laborers and || Wisconsin.. eciennehinamaaa crema 
land produces less grain than she consumes, || producers of other regions and States? Why || een socomeesovernsens venccerevosoeeree : enl a 
and the products of her farms are consumed || should Ohio farmers pay bounties to keepCon- || Oregon 08 
at home. | necticut mechanics from pauperism ? cence narcotics sug tO 
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Maine ite } hie $555 35 
Minnesota 520 60 
Kansas eee 18 36 
Kentucky 457 46 
L ISA . 144 5] 
West Virginia : ’ se 431 32 
Tennessee ae 5 RO 
Virginia ; ; 4 31 
Arkansas 2 $1 
South Carolina a4 
Mississippi 202 67 
North Carolina . . ouees 243 39 
Florida ideicbessve eae 
Georgia 226 47 
Alabama 202 46 
Toexa 194 30 


Compare these tables and observe the accu- 


mulation of wealth in manulacturing States 


like Massachusett Rhode Island, Connec- 
ticut, Pennsylvania, and New Jersey, and it 


is not difficult. to comprehend where the bene- 


fits of tarili bounties are received. 


DUTIES INCREASE PRICE. 


But gentlemen say, ‘You assume that the | 


duty increases the price. We deny it. Theeon 
KRuMmMe! pays no higher ior his goods by reason 
of the tariff.’’ Absurd as the state- 
ment it is asserted with a boldness 
sincerity of conviction. 


present 
appears, 
that mark 
that the 
material they consume is increased in price 
to the extent of the tariff duties. 


Manufacturers themselves insist 
Protection 
ists admit it to be true as to articles wholly 
produced abr mad. These they consent shall 
Why would 
not the duty enhance the price upon articles 
produced and abroad? The 
object of a protective duty is to.increase the 
price, if it not, how is the domestic 
producer benefited? A reduction of duties is 
asked only to reduce prices 


be free, to make them cheaper. 


both at home 


does 


The gentlemen 
from Pennsylvania and Tennessee concede it, 
or otherwise why do they take ten per cent. off 
of the present rate of certain duties? Statistics 
show it. he true method of ascertaining the 
efiect of duties is not to select particular years 
and exceptional prices, but to take the average 
price during different tariff rates. 

(he Treasury reports give prices on lead 
ing articles from 1825 to 1863. ihe average 
prices on salt and rates of duties were as fol- 


1IOWSs: 
; Duty, cents . Turk’ s 
salt, per bushel. Liverpool. Island.* 
1825 to 1830 ”) 234 504 
1831. 15 192 oF 
IB41 to 1S42 10 177 374 
1842 to 1846 8 1394 324 
1846 to 185% ; 6 124 avs 
1857 to 156] o wi 1o 


| give no quotations for the last decade, as 


the price should be reduced to gold fora fair 


but the tariff duties amount to 
ten cents per bushel on salt in bulk and thir 
teen and a half cents in bags, and the price 
of Turk’s Island has ranged from thirty-eight 
to torty 


COM parison ; 


two cents, 

Here is the 
Mr. Samuel [’ay, superintend- 
ent of the Lowell Manufacturing Company, 
Massachusetts, at the second joint conven- 
tion of wool-growers and manufacturers held 
December 20, 1871. I read from page 55 
of the March number of the Bulletin of the 
Wool-Growers’ and Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion. Mr. lay observes: 


Evidence might be multiplied. 
statement of 


“A comparison of selling prices of ingrain car- 
pets, cost of wool, and cost of labor, in the years of 
1860 and 1870, the prices of the latter year being re- 


duced to gold which averaged 114.94, shows an in- 


crease in 1870, 37.71 per cent. in selling prices of car- 
pets; 36.94 per cent. in cost of wool, and 48,99 per 
cent. in cost of labor.’’ 


it has been asserted and repeated until per- 


haps believed that a reduction of duties results 


Where duties 
on a single article have been diminished, and 
subsequently a temporary rise in the price of 
that article has occurred, it has been insisted 
that the reduction of the duty occasioned the 
advance. Even in cases of a general rise in 
prices affecting all commodities the general 
fact is overlooked, and the article upon which 


in an advance in prices abroad. 


* Average price. 


duties have been reduced is pointed ont as 
proof that prices abroad go up when duties 
are Jowered. ‘The duty upon pig iron was re- 
duced two years ago two dollars per ton. Pig 
iron and all iron have lately advanced. This 
has been claimed as another proof of the 
assertion that the duty does not increase the 

The fact is disregarded that all prices, 
fabrics, metals, &c., have advanced in 
that unlock- 
ing and distributing through Germany gold 
hoarded in the Bank of France has inflated 
prices ; that the demand to supply the waste of 
war is exceedingly heavy in both those nations ; 
that their own disordered industries are unable 
to supply home wants as readily as heretofore, 
and the drain upon Great Britain is unusually 
large. The real cause of the advance here is 
stated in the report of the secretary of the 
Bar-lron Association, which is as follows: 

* Jron.—The convention of the National Associa- 
tion of Bar-lron Manufacturers at the same time 
was ulso in session at parlor C, Continental Hotel, 
James I. Bennett, esq., in the chair; Thomas Dun- 
lap, esq., secretary. 

“Mr. Dunlap, secretary, then read a voluminous 
report, giving statistics of the production and con- 
sumption of iron throughout the world, from 1870 to 


price 
wages, 


England and on the continent; 


| 


S71, as compared with the previous years, and the | 


comparison of the wages paid in Europe and Amer- 
ica; the number of furnaces and iron-works in Eng- 
land and the United States, and the number of 
laborers employed. 
the United States for 1871 will probably not exceed 
1,850,000 tons, 
been the case had it not been for the strike of the 
miners in Pennsylvania in 1871, during which period 
thirty furnaces were out of blast. 

“The consumption of iron is rapidly increasing, 
and in all probability for 1872 it will be trom ten to 
twenty percent, greaterthan tor 1871; in other words, 
greater than the world will be able to supply. 

“In the United States the production of wrought 
iron for 1870 was 620,000 tons rails; other than rails, 
710,000 tons, or a total of 1,330,000 tons. The return 
for 1871, although not full, is expected to be larger 
than that of 1870, which was a total of 1,400,009 tons. 


The production of pig iron in | 


or 250,000 tons less than would have 


The number of rolling-mills in the United States is | 


between two and three hundred. The production 
of wrought iron tor 1871 was somewhat interfered 
with by the coal strikes.”’ 


We have been repeatedly told that ultimately | 


protected articles would be produced in our 
own country as cheaply as abroad; that pro- 
tection might be withdrawn, and the industries 


grown to strength and maturity would be able | 


to maintain themselves against foreign com- 
petition. Has not that favorable time now 
arrived? Within the last year, by reason of 
the disturbance of business on the continent, 
prices in foreign markets of all commodities 
have largely advanced, and goods cannot be im- 
ported as cheaply as heretofore. These high 
rates of duties were imposed as temporary 
compensation for the internal taxes since 
repealed. Is it not possible to make a reduc- 
tion since the Treasury no longer requires high 
rates for its necessities ? The Secretary in his 
report shows that a large reduction can be made 
without impairing the ability of the Govern- 
ment to meet all anticipated demands. 





Taxation ought to be reduced to the lowest | 


point consistent with the nationai credit. A 
plethoric Treasury is a fruitful source of ex- 


travagance. Until the surplusis diminished the | 


doors of Congress will be besieged for subsidies 
aud bounties by greedy schemers, seeking to 
appropriate the public treasure for private gain. 
We find two systems of taxation, the customs 
and internal revenue ; the one collecting in the 
next fiscal year, according to the Secfetary’s 
estimates, $212,000,000, and the other $126, - 
000,000, and with other sources of revenue 
permitting the payment of $50,000,000 upon 
the national debt, including the sinking fund, 
and a reduction of $36,000,000; thus raising 
at least $57,000,000 more than is required by 
the absolute necessities of the Government. 
Neither system will alone yield sufficient rev- 
enue. Upon which and where can conceded 
reductions be most judiciously and advantage- 
ously applied? 

To continue the enormous bounties secured 


| by present duties, an effort is being made to 


| throw all the reductions upon the internal 


| revenue and place upon the free list all arti- 


————— 
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| while in the customs revenue we 





April 27, 


cles that afford revenue without protection. 
In furtherance of this object clamor has been 
raised from time to time against the interna] 
| have not time to enter 


revenue system. at 
large upon the discussion of the relative ad- 


vantages and disadvantages of the customs and 
internal revenue systems. It is conceded on 
all sides that both must to some extent be 
maintained. 

TAXATION OF THE SYSTEMS, 

First, internal revenue taxation falls upon 
luxuries and non-essentials, and the expendi 
tures and the means of the rich. Customs 
duties chiefly tax articles of absolute necessity, 
comfort, or utility. Tobacco and spirits are 
increased in price by the one, food and cloth 
ing by the other. The internal revenue pays 
to the Treasury the full amount that it takes 
from the people. A high protective tariff does 
not fill the exchequer, but the pockets of the 
manufacturers. ‘The perfection of an internal 
revenue tax is attained when the greatest 
amount is secured to the national Treasury by 
the least diversion. That protective tariff js 
the most efficient which exacts the heaviest 
contribution from the people with the least 
advantage to the public revenues. The taxa 
tion of the internal revenue is seen and known; 
customs taxation may be excessive, and yet 
invisible. 

COMPARATIVE COST OF THE SYSTEMS. 

Extravagant and erroneous statements have 
been made in regard to the cost of the internal 
revenue system. It has been charged with 
keeping an army of officers. The books of 
the Treasury Department show that it has in 
the past collected its portion of the revenues 
at a less per cent. of expenditure than is 
required by the customs or State and _ local 
taxes, and fewer employés are required by 
the internal revenue than by the customs 
revenue. 

The Secretary of the Treasury informed the 
House at this session that during the last fiscal 
year there were, not including those in either 
case in the bureaus, employed in collecting 
the customs, 4,409 persons, and in collecting 
the internal revenue 4,171; of the latter ot 
whom 987 were gaugers, specially employed 
and paid by the distillers or reciifiers, aud 367 
surveyors, since discharged, leaving the real 
force at only 2,817 men. Second, the internal 
revenue officers are appointed by the Depart- 
ment and distributed through the country, 
find from 
the same statement 1,235 subordinates in New 


| York, 507 in Boston, 394 in New Orleans, 22% 
| in Baltimore, 209 in San Francisco, and 249 in 


Philadelphia, each appointed by and depend- 
ent for the tenure of his office upon the col 

lector of the port. The Secretary’s statements, 
published in Executive Documents Nos. 39 and 
139 of this session, show the cost of collecting 
the customs, including expenses for revenue 

cutter service and customs buildings, ‘‘ shares 
of tines,’’ &c., for the last fiseal year, was 
$9,012,199 51; while, for the last calendar 
year, the statements show the whole expenses 
of the internal revenue, including the expenses 


_of the bureau in Washington and amount of 


shares of fines, were $5,835,128. The inter- 
nal revenue cost 4.05 per cent. of the amount 


_it collected, and the customs 4.37 per cent. of 


its collections. 

These figures show that notwithstanding the 
crafty attacks upon it the internal revenue sys 
tem is less expensive, less corrupting to the 


| civil service, employs less force, and imposes 


cr 


less taxation and burdens upon industry. 
REDUCTION OF DUTIES. 


There is great unanimity upon the question 
of reducing duties. The President and the 


Secretary of the Treasury recommend it. ‘The 
press advocate and the people demand it. The 
Committee of Ways and Means agree upon this 
point, and each member seems to vie with the 
other in making the greatest strides in that 
For what purpose is this reduc- 


direction. 
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tion? Is it simply to deplete the Treasury ? 
Is payment of the debt an evil? Would not 
every citizen rejoice at its diminution if 
accomplished without taxation? Is not the 
demand for reduction universal, because it 
is known and felt that the duties are a tax 
upon consumers? If foreign producers pay 
the duties, as some protectionists claim, why 
reduce them? The bill reported by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means does not make as 
heavy re .ductions as some perhaps may desire. 
They have, perhaps, followed too closely the ree- 
ommendations of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury as to the amountthat should be taken from 
tariff duties. The reductions proposed i in the 
bill would, on last year’s importations, lessen 
the customs revenue nearly twenty million 
dollars. 

It seemed to the committee wise to apply 
the reduction by a judicious and intelligent 
revision of the rates of duties on leading arti- 
cles in general use. ‘They desired to leave 
the duties upon such articles as were revised 
at rates satisfactory to the country, and at 
the same time consistent with the business 
prosperity of the industries affected. Stabil- 
ity is as essential to the manufacturer as rates 
ot duties, and the committee hoped that such 
reasonable reductions would be secured as 
would relieve such manufacturers from the 
agitation of proposed changes by the next 
Congress. They commenced with salt, coal, 
leather, iron, steel, lumber, cotton, and wool- 
ens, making some changes in chemicals, and 
prepared a tree list which embraced a number 
of articles from which very slight revenue had 
been collected. 

The duty upon salt during the war was twice 


largely increased. The committee have reduced || 


it to less than half the present rates. Upon 
manufactured articles the committee could 
have adopted the method proposed in the 
Senate bill and preferred by the gentleman 


trom Pennsylvania, scale down duties a given | 


per cent. But this would have been a con- 
fession of unwillingness or incapacity to adjust 


to a proper standard rates out of proportion | 


or exorbitantly high. 
PER CENT. REDUCTION. 

On some classes present duties range above 
one hundred per cent., while others are only 
twenty or thirty. In the one case the duty now 
prohibitory would be still prohibitory ifreduced 
ten per cent., and in the other, the lowest rates, 
already perhaps too low, would be further 
reduced. Would not the committee deserv- 
edly have become the derision of the House 
and the country had it stultified itself with a 
report that, after daily sessions and protract- 
ed hearings for over four months, it was inca- 
pable of making an intelligent revision or 
readjustment of duties upon a few leading 
articles? Well might the Senate assume to 
itself the initiation of revenue measures, if 
the House committee, organized solely to con- 
sider such subjects, confessed its utter inea- 
pacity. It would be idle for the House to 
insist upon a constitutional prerogative which 
its leading committee, or the House itself, 
acknowledged its inability to exercise. 

COTTONS. 

In the adjustment of the tariff in 1864, the 
specific rates on the cheaper grades of cotton 
were advanced from one, two, three, and four 
cents per square yard, according to fineness, to 
five cents a square yard, and the more expen- 
sive cottons from thirty per cent. ad valorem 
to thirty-five per cent. ad valorem, this latter 
being intended as the highest rate of duty. 
With the decline in value the specific rate 
became higher than the thirty-five per cent. 
ad valorem, and now ranges from fifty to 
sixty per cent. Raw cotton, both domestic 
and imported, was taxed five cent per pound, 


and was worth from sixty cents to a dollar a | 


pound. Cheap cotton cloths were worth from | 


| the specific and the ad valorem, 


| fifteen per cent. 


| five per cent. was all the 





and a duty of five cents per square yard 
amounted only to an equivalent ad valorem 
of twenty to twenty-five per cent., and those 
rates were considered sufficiently protective. 

Upon the more expensive goods, unbleached, 
valued at sixteen cents a square yard, bleached 
at twenty, and printed, colored, stained, or 
painted, at twenty-five, the higher rates of 
duties were imposed at thirty-five per cent. 
ad valorem. The subsequent decline in the 
price of cotton, and consequently of cotton 
goods, bringing down the cheap fabrics to ten 
cents per square yard, brings the same specific 
duty to an ad valorem of forty-five to fifty per 
cent., making the duties upon cheap goods 
prohibitory aud largely increasing their cost to 
the poorer and middle classes who chiefly use 
them. The bill before the House applies 


these reductions to the exorbitant rates, leav- 


ing the thirty-five per cent. duties unchanged 
upon cotton fabrics. 


WOOL AND WOOLENS. 


The committee bill makes a reduction in 
wool of twenty per cent. applied both upon 
reducing 
wool costing less than thirty-two cents per 
pound from ten cents a pound and eleven 
per cent. ad valorem, to eight cents a pound 
and nine per cent. ad valorem. In the wool 
tariff of 1867, the wool manufacturer was com- 
pensated for the supposed increased cost of 
wool occasioned by the tariff by aspecifie duty 
upon cloth of fifty cents a pound. The duties 
upon woolen goods prior to the war had been 
ad valorem, and during the 
war increased to twenty-five per cent. ad va 
lorem. In asking for the enactment of this 
tariff in 1867, the manufacturers claimed that 
ten per cent. should be allowed them as com- 
pensation for the internal revenue six per cent. 
tax they were compelled to pay upon their 
manufactures. They confessed that twenty- 
protection they 
required. ‘They said in their report, asking 
for the enactment of the present law— 

“The provisions proposed by the committee, and 
rendered necessary by the proposed change in the 
duties on wool, aim te accomplish two objects: first, 
to fix the specific duties at rates which shall be sim- 
ply compensatory for the duties on the wool and 
other materials; and secondly, to establish an ad 
valorem duty which, besides providing for the rev- 
enue tax on manufactures, shall leavethe manutac- 
turer simply a net protection of twenty- five per 
cent. With some exceptions, the reason for which 
will be specially explained hereafter, the ad valorem 
duty on manufacturers of wool and worsted is fixed 
at thirty- five per cent., ten per cent. being fixed as 
an equivalent for the internal revenue tax of six 
per cent. on manufactures and on articles consumed 
in manufacturing, and twenty-five per cent. as pro- 
tection to the manufacturer.” 

The six per cent. internal revenue tax was 
repealed in the following year. ‘The commit 
tee have not recommended at the present time 
that this ten per cent. should be entirely re 
pealed. The bill proposes to take off but five 
per cent. from this tax, leaving the duties still 
specific and ad valorem, but reduced. 


HIDES AND LEATHER. 


Hides have been placed upon the free list, 
and leather reduced from thirty to twenty per 


| cent., sole leather from thirty-five to fifteen 


| tion thattheir business would re olin 


per cent. ‘These reductions are in the interest 
both of the manutacturers and consumers of 
bootsand shoes. The tanners appearing before 
the committee conceded that if a +s could be 
free, ten to fifteen per cent. was all the prote c- 
These re- 
ductions exhaust ten million dollars of the sum 
proposed by the committee to be applied upon 
the tariff duties. As the domestic production 
of similar articles is from tive to sin times the 
imports, the estimated advantage and real re- 
duction of taxation to the people exceeds 
$50,000,000. 

The committee could have gone further and 
made some reductions upon the excessive duties 
upon glass, crockery, and many other articles 
| of ordinary use, but there has been a disposi- 


twenty to twenty five cents per square yard, || tion to reduce, if not wholly repeal the duties 
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and coffee. The committee did not 
suppose that the House intended that all tariff 
reductions should be made upon 
coffee. 

| desire to say but a word more in conclusion. 
It is not necessary nor proper that I should 
now enter upon a discussion of the details of 
the bili that is before this committee. I have 
endeavored to present the principal reasons 
that actuated the Committees of Ways and 
Means in adopting their method of making 
reductions in the present tariff duties. A bill 
is now pending which some gentlemen perhaps 
advocate which proposes to put these reduc 
tions chiefly and firstly upon the internal rev 
enue system, and to ms ake allthe reductions that 
are to be made upon, about the same articles 
that the committee’s bill proposes, but upon a 
different principle. 

We ask that this reduction shall be applied 
intelligently and wisely, so that the consumers 
in the country may be benefited, while the 
resources of the ‘l'reasury shall be as little 
interfered with as possible. | have made these 
remarks thus hastily at this time because it 
seemed to be desirable that some of these 
facts should be presented for the considera 
tion of this committee. Ido not claim that 
in all cases the bounty received is to the ex 
tent of the tariff rate; but the intention and 
purpose is to give that bounty and protection, 
aud it is in that proportion. 


tea and 


If the advantage 
on cotton is to the manufacturer thirty instead 
of forty per cent., the tariff rate, three quarters 
of the bounty, shown by these tables, go to the 
eastern manufacturers, and are paid by the reat 
of the country. 

The reductions upon manufactures proposed 
by the bill are not heavy. No industry can 
be disturbed by them, Many Representative 28, 


| perhaps a majority of the House, will feel that 


| of fifty or seventy-five million dollars, 


the rates of 
lower. 

If the reductions proposed by the bill are 
not sufficiently heavy, as appears to be claimed 
by members of the committee, if it is deemed 
prudent to reduce the revenues to the 


duties should have been still 


extent 
there 


| are other items, such as glass, earthenware, 


and other articles of general use upon which 
some of the present duties are exorbitantly 
high. The five per cent. duties imposed by 
the act of 1864 upon manufactures other than 


| those embraced in our bill might be reduced. 


The reductions in the bill of the duties upon 
but six classes of manufactures lessen the rev 
enue not quite ten million dollars, but lighten 
taxation $55,000,000. A comparison of the 
domestic production with the imports will show 
as follows: 


Reduction on 
Reduction of cost of do 





revenue. mestic pro 
duetton. 
Salt. sch dubusssnisinkouedap cegnxesns. | EEE $1,175,000 
Leather... iitininninbnerie 329,258 3'890 ‘000 
RAMI ines scinaipican tenddalonnteders ; 10,583,000 
Steel.. sialic schenadieeiel . 1,726,000 
Woolens ......... eek coon 4,967, 452 23,000,000 
RR clin tininacatteinaenyenbnokthe 5,000,000 


788,724 








ORO B is -0c00s 


iniea $9,581,714 


= 


$45,333,000 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania, my col 
league on the committee, says that he d sires 
to reduce taxation $75,000,000. I desire to 
reduce taxation double that sum $150,000,000, 
and itcan bedone without reducing the customs 
revenues $30,000,000. He has offered his 
scheme of reduction ; itis adroitly arranged to 
avoid reductions upon manufactured articles. 
His assaults are intended to be made firstly upon 
internal revenue duties to deplete the Treasury 
lest prohibitory duties should be lowered. He 
would relieve suffering chewers and smokers 
though their ill clad children are pinched with 
eold. He would relieve $16,000,000 taxation 
upon tea and coffe, costing each consumer but 


fifty cents a year, but bas no word of sympathy 
for the burdened laborers, taxed four dollars 
|| for each person they support on the clothing 
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they wear, to pay $120,000,000 annually to 
ton and woolen manufacturers and their 
operatives, while the Treasury receives but 
£40,000.000. If tea and coffee can be made 
ania’s annual iron bounty of 
$20,000,000 perhaps will remain unharmed, 

Do gentlemen propose to reduce the taxes 
on tobacce 


eotiton 


free, Pennsyly 


and not in the States where the tobacco is 
raised, and leave these high bounties on 
manufactured products ? Do the tepresenta- 
tives of the southern States suppose it right 
thatthere should be no reduction of duties on 
woolens, and on cottons, and that the whole 


hall be made on tobacco and the 
internal revenue system? Do they propose to 
aid any plan to further that idea? 


I appeal to New England. Her career has 


reduction 


been glorious in the past in her resistance to | 


her voice loud and earn 
ext in protest against injustice and the infringe- 
ment of per onal rights. Do her Representa- 
tives insist upon the maintenance of the present 
excessive duties? Must other portions of the 
Union continue the annual tribute of $56,000,- 
000 on but three items of her manufactures, 
paper, cottons, and woolens 7? Is not eighteen 
dollars bounty for each of her inhabitants 
more than she should exact ? 
setts 


wrong and oppression ; 


Representatives not accept the olive 
branch this bill offers, or do they desire to 
await the Bureau to 
Shortsighted 
is the proiectionist’s policy who refuses mod- 
erate reductions toward a revenue standard. 
Wise and timely concessions have averted 
revolutions. 


the Census 
arouse a tribute-paying people? 


statistics of 


The Republican party increased these duties || 
during the war on account of the necessities || 


of the Government. Being no longer re- 


quired for revenue, a Republican Congress || 


should their reduction. Legislators 
of every political faith ought to unite in an 
honest effort to reduce excessive and unneces- 


propose 


burdens of their taxation. 

Mr. SLATER. Mr. Chairman, now that 
a general revision of our tariff laws is under 
consideration, it will be well to consider the 


cal operations and legislation in the past and 
up to the present time. 


this floor, and should secure his best 
efforts to correct acknowledged wrongs and 
manifest abuses, which affect the country 
through its legislation and the administration 
of its affairs. 

It will not be denied, I think, that there is 
discontent abroad in the land, that the people 
are chafed and wearied with the burdens 
which the laws and their administration im- 
pose upon them. Thisis fully attested by that 
ery which comes up to this Capitol implor- 
ing and demanding relief, retrenchment, and 
reform. 

Wherefore, sir, is it that our ship-yards are 
idle, that our commerce has declined, and 
that our carrying trade is now in foreign 
hands? How is it that the profits of labor 
and capital are so unequally divided, that 


upon 


capital concentrated in monopolies is favored | 


aud protected, while labor 1s forced to an 


unegual contest and with difficulty ekes out | 


a scanty and precarious subsistence? These, 
sir, are the questions of the hour; they con- 
cern the people, and the evils they suggest 
find their root in your fiscal legislation, and 
their thrift in an extravagant, profligate, and 
vicious administration of public affairs. 

It is not enough that your Treasury is filled 
to overflowing by excessive taxes wrung from 
the sweat and toil of the people. but, after all 
the legitimate needs of the Government are 
supplied, swelled to extravagant proportions, 
there is retained in its vaults from year to year 
a surplus of many millions of the public funds, 
equaling forty per cent. of our annual reve- 


which are paid by the consumer | 


Will Massachu- | 


It is a time, sir, that || 
should engage the attention of each member | 
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nues, which is thus rendered unproductive || omnipresent, exacting tribute from every c| 


and idle, for no other apparent reason than 


to invite to extravagant appropriations and | 


reckless expenditure. Spies and informers 
stalk abroad, infesting every avenue of busi- 
ness, filching through moieties, fines, and pen- 
alties, wrung from their victims, often by de- 
ception, bribery, and corruption. Incompe- 
tent and dishonest men find asyluin and office 
in every grade of the civil service, while the 


Federal Executive and his chief officers are | 
openly accused, and not without reason, of | 


complicity with rings formed or existing for 
the purpose of furthering peculating schemes 
upon the Treasury. 


truthful than pleasing, and presents a condi- 
tion of the country, in all its varied machinery 
of governmental administration and its multi- 


plied relations with business, which challenges | 
‘the considerate attention of its legislators, 


both as to the cause of these public disorders 
and as to the remedy to be made use of to 
effect their cure. 


It requires no argument to demonstrate the || 


proposition that if the ills and misfortunes 
which now afflict the country are to be cured 
or abated, it can alone be done by a prompt 
aud effectual removal of their promoting cause. 


| This may be said to be self-evident. Wisdom, 
| then, would dictate that thorough search be 


made for such promoting cause, and when 


| found, that it be at once and effectually re- 


moved, root and branch. 

Mr. Chairman, it may be boldly asserted as 
a proposition susceptible of proof to reason- 
able minds that the disorders and evils so 
much complained of, such as the depression 
of labor, the rapid growth and dominance of 
monopolies, the decline of American tonnage 
and commerce, and the unequal division of 


|| the joint accumulations and profits of labor 
and capital, have their origin directly and | 


'| solely in the financial legislation of the coun- 
sarily high rates of duties and equalize the | 


try and in the administration of those laws. 


| An examination of the financial operations 
and fiscal legislation of the country for the | 
| past few years will most fully verify this | 
|| declaration. 
condition of the country as affected by its fis- || 


At the close of the last fiscal year the vol- 


‘| ume of currency in the United States could 
not have exceeded $1,000,000,000. In this are |) 
|| included gold and silver, national bank notes, 


currency, and fractional currency. 

Over $700,000,000 of this volume was the 
representative of money, a mere shadow of the 
substance, and rested for its ultimate redemp- 
tion upon less than $300,000,000 of metallic 
currency. ‘The fiscal operations of the Gov- 
ernment for that single year required seventy 
per cent. of all the gold and silver in the coun- 
try to pass through the hands of its receivers 
of customs in payment of the duties upon for- 


eign importations, and full thirty-eight per 


cent. of all the moneyin the United States, 
whether metallic or paper, was required of the 
labor and industries of the country in the 
paymeut of Government taxes. 

But we gain an inadequate conception of 
the magnitude of these fiscal operations, and 
their necessary effect upon the business of 
the country, if we confine our view to a single 
year. It is only when a period of years are 
grouped together that the vast proportions of 


aggregates and results are clearly made appa- | 


rent. The last six years of fiscal operations 
in the United States present, in the magni- 
tude of results and effects, a spectacle with- 
out a parallel in the history of fiscal opera- 
tions in this or any other country. 


aggregates are swelled, as the mind is incapa- 
ble of grasping the total of results. 

During the period of six years ending June 
80, 1871, and to the present time, there has 
been no want of experiment in the direction 
of taxation. Under the operation of your 
fiscal legislation the tax-gatherer has been 


| 


|| cost of every article of prime necessit 


| in their enjoyments and in their necessities. ; 


Sir, this isa picture of | 
the demoralization of public affairs more | 








The value | 
of figures is lost in the magnitude to which | 
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task 


and condition of society. He has been mad, 
to relentlessly pursue the people, and to exact 
contribution of their substance in the increased 
ae oe ; yorluxury. 
Rising up or sitting down, waking or sleeping, 
health and in sickness, in life and in teak 
they have known no escape from assessments 
and exactions made and effected through 

operations of your laws. Excessive taxation, 
producing enormous revenues, has invited its 
concomitant evil, extravagant and reckless 
expenditure in wasteful and unusual appropri 

ations of the public funds; and yet, with all 
the profligacy of a confessedly corrupt ad- 
ministration of the public revenues, there has 
been for the past six years constantly retained 


nts 


1 
the 


| in the Treasury unused a vast surplus of pub 


lic funds, 
Mr. Chairman, during the past six years 


| ending June 30, 1871, there was drawn from 


the labor and industries of the country from 
all sources of taxation the sum of $2,608,- 
823,003—a sum equal to more than two and 
a half times the entire volume of the cir- 


culating medium of the country, including 
all the gold and silver, with all the green 


backs, all the national bank notes, and all 
the fractional currency of the country. Of 
this amount the sum of $1,180,780,027 was 
derived from duties upon foreign imports, 
and was paid in gold, being an amount equal 
to about four times the volume of the metallic 
currency in the United States. It is also to 


_be remembered that during this entire period 
| from thirty to forty per cent. of the metaliic 
| currency, and from twelve to sixteen per cent. 


of the combined currency of the country was 
withdrawn from circulation and business and 
retained in the Treasury. 

This surplus so withdrawn from circulation 
and the business of the country is stated by the 


| Secretary of the Treasury at the close of each 


year of this period. The balance was, in— 





SMI: oc acsokulabadseun datsciucn kucduaaanecke sysGaciuesncececcs MERE ES OOT 
PE ictcabsnckadsn 198,076,337 
1868, 158,930,082 
eae ace 183,781,985 

| 1870... 177,607,512 

SBP Asess ie ecbesapsennis 138,017,122 


Making an averagesurplus of $141,437,265 
constantly retained in the Treasury afier de- 
ducting the sum of $28,101,122 deposited with 
the States. Is ita matter of surprise that there 
is a restiveness among the people in view of 
these facts? Is it to be wondered at that the 
industrial interests of the country are and have 
been depressed, and that a demand comes up 
from the toiling millions, and is somewhatim- 
perative, for immediate relief, when the mag 
nitude of the burdens imposed upon them by 
legislation here enacted is considered ? 

Mr. Chairman, let us glance at some of the 
industrial and commercial interests of the 
country and see how they have prospered 
during this period of excessive taxation and 
enormous fiscal operations, and discover, if 
possible, to what extent these interests have 
been depressed by taxation. In the year end- 
ing June 30, 1865, the year preceding the 
commencement of the period referred to, the 
Register of the Treasury reported our total 
tonnage at 5,096,781 tons. The same officer 
reports our tonnage in 1871 at 4,282,607 tons, 
showing a decline in our tonnage of over 


| 800,000 tons, equal to fifteen per cent. of our 
| entire tonnage. 


But while this positive decline resulted in 
six years there was an increase in our popula- 
tion of at least fifteen per cent.; so that to have 
maintained our relative rank of tonnage with 


| population there should have been an increase 
| in our tonnage corresponding to the increase 1n 


our population. It is therefore apparent that 
the actual and relative decline of our tonnage 
in the six years was equal to thirty per cent. 
From the same source we learn that in the 


year 1865 the tonnage of vessels built in our 














ship-yards amounted to 383,805 tons against a 
tuunage of 273,226 tons built in the year 1871, 
a deciine of thirty-one per cent., and as com- 
pared with population a decline of forty-six 
yer cent. 

During this period our foreign imports rose 
from $234,484,167 in 1865, to $541,493,708 in 
1871, showing that we purchased in the last 
year largely more than double from foreign 
countries what we did in 1865. More exactly 
stated, our imports increased in six years one 
hundred and thirty-one per cent. Our ex- 
ports rose from $806,306,758 in value in 1865 
to $562,518,651 in 1871, showing an increase 
of $256,211,893, an increase equal to eighty 
three per cent. Thus it appears that our 
increase of imports was fifty-eight per ceut. 
greater than the per cent. increase of our 
exports. These figures and statements show 
very clearly that while the people have re 
sponded to your tax gatherers, and your 
Treasury has been filled to overflowing, our 
tonnage has declined thirty per cent. Our 
ship-building, then depressed, has fuilen off 


forty-six per cent., and the per cent. increase || tariff laws, which are arranged upon the prin- 


of our foreign purchases largely exceeds the 
per cent. increase of our sales to foreign 
countries; but, sir, they do not so clearly 
disclose the burdens which are imposed upon 
the shoulders of the consumer and tax-payer. 

Gold is the only measure of values known to 
the commercial world, and in estimating the 
weight of taxation in any given period, unless 
the fact that gold is the only recognized meas- 
ure of values is considered, a very incorrect 


| and exacted that capital is relieved at the ex- | 


| pense of labor, when monopolists are favored 


and enriched at the expense of and to the det- 
riment of the consumer, then there .is just 
cause of complaint, for the reason that tax- 
ation is not uniform, and does not rest with 
equal weight upon all. 

The theory of protection is based upon the 
assumption that it is necessary and a wise 
political economy to foster home manufac- 
tures by imposing a tax upon all manufactured 
articles of foreign countries offered for sale in 
the United States, so that they shall be so 
increased in price when placed in the Ameri- 
can market that the American manufacturer, 
selling his wares at the same price as the for- 
eign article, increased by the addition of the 
tariff tax, shall be able to realize a profit, and 
thereby be induced to continue and extend 
his manufactures. Without stopping to in- 
quire into the correctness of this theory at this 
point, I will call attention to the cost which 
the great body of the people have been paying 
as the price for protection under our present 


ciple that it is a good and wise policy to lay 


| burdens upon the whole people for the benefit 


| of ten per cent. 


of our population, as it is 


|| well known that less than ten per cent. of our 


| dustries. 


conclusion must of necessity be the result, and 


especially so when a depreciated paper cur- 
rency enters into the fiscal operations of the 
country. In 1865 the customs receipts into 
the Treasury were $84,928,260 in coin. 


receipts from all other sources of revenue 


amounted to $237,075,897 in currency, which, 
when reduced to its gold value, with gold at 
160, or above, as it was in the fiscal year 1865, 
amounted to $148,172,410, which, added to the 
receipts from customs, made the whole reve- 
nues of the Government for that year in gold 
$233,132,670, while for the fiscal year 1871 there 
yas collected from customs the sum of $206,- 
270,408 in coin, aud from other sources $168,- 
160,695 in currency, which, reduced to coin 
value, with gold at 112, would make the sum of 
$150.145,437, making the whole revenues of 
that year, estimated in gold, the sum of $356,- 
313,845, showing au increase of $123,181,175, 
being over fifty-two per cent. increase of tax- 
ation in six years, and making due allowance 
for increase of population, the taxes of 1871 
was thirty-seven per cent. greater than in 
1865. And yet, sir, the people have been con- 
stantly assured by men in high position, speak- 
ing for the Administration and for the domi- 
nant party, that the country was prosperous, 
the Government honestly and economically 
administered, and that taxation 
reduced. 


was 


being | 


these imported 


| our home consumption under 


The value of foreign importations iuto the 
United States of iron and steel, and their 
manufactures, which entered into consump- 
tion in the year ending June 30, 1871, was 
$43,425,995, and the import duty paid upon 
products and manufactures 
amounted to $18,658,683. During the same 


year there was produced and manufactured || 


The || 1 


in the United States, which also entered into 
the heads of 


| pig iron, railroad iron, merchantable bar and 


| upon invoice 


rod iron, plate, sheet, and hoop iron, nails 
and spikes, axles and like articles, old rails 
and scrap iron and steel, all of which may 
be classed as primary products, in value not 
less than $200,000,000. 

To protect these primary productions and 
manufactures of iron and steel in that year we 
imposed a tax of $18,658,683 upon foreign 
importations of iron and steel and their man- 
ufactures, a tax equal to forty-three per cent. 
valuation, before allowing the 
imported article to be placed on sale in our 
markets. And now, sir, what was the result of 
the imposition of such duty? We added forty 
three per cent. to the value of foreign imports 
of iron and siee! at the custom-house, and put 
$18,658,683 coin drawn from the consumer into 
the Government Treasury, and doing this 
enabled our own iron-masters to place upon the 


| market and sell their product for $286,000,000, 


Mr. Chairman, during the period I have || 


been speaking of the duties imposed by our 


tariff laws were the highest ever known in any 


period of the existence of our Government. 


They have been confessedly protective in their | 
character, and if there is any virtue in the || 


principles of protection as advocated by Ameri- 
can protectionists, such virtue ought to be found 
flourishing since 1865. We have already seen 
that the first result of these high tariff exac- 
tions has been to largely increase the burdens 
of the people by swelling their taxes ; a closer 
examination will disclose the further fact, that 
under the operation of these laws they have 
been made to bear vastly greater indirect and 
onerously unequal burdens. 

The contributions which are levied upon the 
people to secure the needful revenues for an 
honest and economical administration of the 
Government, when so levied as to rest uni- 


which without this duty they would have sold 
for only $200,000,000, or the cost and reason- 
able profits of its production, thereby enabling 
them to put into their pockets $86,000,000, 
which was also drawn from the consumer. 
Thus the protection of ouriron interest and 


| industries in only their primary productions 


formly upon all without favoritism towardany | 


class or condition, are not to be complained | 
of by the citizen ; but when they are so levied 


cost the whole people in one year $18,658,683 
in duties paid to the Government, and $86, - 
000,000 in the euhancement of the home pro- 
duct consumed by the people, which went as 
a royalty tothe protected iron-master. In this 

way forty million people are made to pay a 
protective tribute upon the primary produc- 
tions of iron and steel, that the one per cent. 
engaged in their production may be enriched 
at the expense of the ninety-nine per cent. ; 
taking, by the operation of your tariff laws, 
$86,000,000 in one year from the whole body 
of cousumers, and giving it to the one per cent. 
engaged in the production of iron and steel, 
in the enhancement of the value of their pro- 
ductions. 

Now, let us look at another article, and its 
manufactures of large consumption in this 
country, one of prime necessity among all 


eee eeeteetaneeneeeennenansesaneeaeneeaneeennnenteeaeaemmananmantneaaaemeimmamatael 
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and the manufactures of wool. In the fiscal 
year 1871 the importation of wool and woolen 
manufactures consumed in the United States 
at invoice values amounted to $52,766,068 
The domestic manufactures of wool for that 
year may be safely esumated at $175,000.000, 
including cost of production and the usual in- 
terest for capital invested ; so that this amount 
represents the cost value of the manufactured 
product in first hands, when ready to be placed 
upon the market, We collected at our cus- 
tom-houses in 1871 upon imported wool and 
woolen 39,574, equal to sixty- 


fabrics $33,4 
three per cent. upon the invoice price of the 


| whole importation entering into our consump- 


|| further sum of 
population are connected with protected in- | 


tion. ‘The imported article and the domestic 


article were sold in the same market at equal 
prices for the same quality of goods. One was 
euhanced sixty-three cents upon each dollar 
of its first cost by the tariff daty which it paid 
at the custom-house, while the other was sold 


| to the consumer at sixty-three cents advance 


upon each dollar of its cost value above what 
it would have been sold in the absence of pro- 
tection. ‘The result is the people paid into 
the Treasury $33,539,475, and to the manu 
facturers of domestic woolens, in the enhance- 
ment of their fabrics to the consumer, the 
$110,250,000 in currency, as 


| the price of protecting our industries in wool 


and manufactures of wool for one year. 

Take another article of universal consump- 
tion, the manufactures of cotton. In the 
fiscal year ending June 380, 1871, the value of 
foreign importations of the manufactures of 
cotton entering into our consumpt ion, as shown 
by the custom reports, was $28,587,994, 
upon which we paid import duties amounting 
to $10,778,832, an average of over forty percent. 
The value of our home manufactures in_ first 


| hands is estimated by competent authority at 


into the 


| the operation of 


| this country amounted to $238,983,82 


$70,000,000. The foreign and domestic pro- 
duction were sold to the consumer in the same 
market, like articles at equal prices; the one 
pays asa privilege of entering such market 
forty per cent. upon its invoice value, which is 
supposed to be its cost value, which is added 
to its price to the consumer; the other is 
thereby enabled to add forty per cent., the 
inargin of its protection, which is also exacied 
ofthe consumer. In this way, sir, under the 
the operations of your revenue laws in 1871 
the consumers in the United States upon their 
consumption of the one article ofcotton manu- 
factures, paid for protection $10,773,832 coin 
l'reasury, and $28,000,000 into the 
pockets of the owners of cotton-mills in this 
country. 

Take one more article as an illustration of 
protective tariff: in the 
same year the value of imported hides, leather, 
and the manufactures of leather consumed i in 
6, upon 


| which we paid duties to the Government to 


| the consumer. 


the amount of $5,282.857, an average of 
twenty-two percent. ‘The value of the home 
product of hides, leather, and the manufactures 
of leather for that year may be safely stated 
at $175,000,000, which is cost in first hands. 
lhe margin of protection being twenty two 
per cent., enabled the home manufacturers 
to add that to their product, and exact it of 
Otherwise the importer would 
be compelled to sell the foreign article at a 


| loss, and importations would at once cease. 


| classes and conditions of the people—wool || 


Thus again, in addition to the $5,282,857 
which the people paid as the price charged 
importers of hides, leather, and the manutac 
tures of leather for offering their wares in 
American markets, they also paid the home 
manufacturers some $28,500,000 in the en 


|| hancement of their wares under tariff protec 


tion. 

In this way,in order to protect the four 
great manufacturing interests, the production 
of iron and steel, the manufacture of woolens, 


cotton, and leather, the people of the United 
States who consume these products and man- 
ufactures in one year paid into the Treasury 








Saas ae 


e 


en ee eee eed 


tl est SAN 


ewe ee 


eee &H 


> 


Oe me the 


— 














es TL ORS 


oe Ore! 5 dilate Se el fl A tema a ek 


ep arr ergy rete cage htt oe 


ep? 2-9 


2864 


$68,254,946 in coin, and by the enhancement 
of these great leading and primary articles of 
consumption produced and manufactured at 
home they also paid to the American pro- 
ducer and manufacturer the sum of $262,500,- 
QUO in currency. 

lt may be urged that these estimates are 
more of a theoretic character than a matter 
of actual or practical result under the opera- 
tions of our revenue laws. But, sir, whether 
the amount of $262,500,000 is really a correct 
estimate and measure of the actual profits and 


clear accumulations of those engaged in these | 


manufactures or not, it cannot be doubted that 
it does the amount which 
products and manufactures have 
creased in cost to the consumer. 


these 
been in- 


represent 


When you lay forty-three per cent. protective || 


duty upon the importations of iron and steel 
and their manufactures as a means of protect 
ing the American producer, it cannot be 
denied that such a regulation enables him to 


sell for one hundred and forty-three cents that | 


which without such protection he must other- 


wise sell for one hundred cents. And when 


you lay sixty-three per cent. upon wool and | 


the manufactures of wool coming into oar 
markets from foreign parts, it cannot be denied 
that you put it in the power of the home manu- 
facturer to compel the consumer to pay one hun- 
dred and sixty-three cents for that which in the 


absence of your tariff he would be able to buy 





at one hundred cents; and so of every other 


article which is the subject of protection by || 


the imposition of a tanff duty. This is the 


very intent and purpose of the law; this is | 


what protection means when stripped of ail 
its sophistry and false reasoning and assump- 
tions. 

Mr. Chairman, I have here a list of articles 
of every-day consumption with the per cent. 
of duty which each article pays annexed. | 
have prepared it with care, and it will be found 
correct, | think: 

Per cent. 


NII ital noe saehacn ts niall idaiadnainaniavelaaeetiiann .- 854@139 1-6 | 
Plain bleached domestics...............0000.00+3TF 

Plain brown domestics i cpgubnshtimaseisonbonte 

Denims, bed-tickings, and ginghamas.... ..30 ; 
Prints. pienso aaa 
Linens : nireiaia Sacnseneceran ae See 
Glass, common window deiidinkiinconec eee 
Gunpowder pevanbanssuceténeevanteeecnsbeou sevcceeeedld @ 49) 


Hats and bonnets of straw, chip, or palm- 

leaf os eseccerceercosece . swonsaeitl 
Gunny-cloth and gunny-bags..................68 
fron. vig... Re sSiavidaaetes eee 

ron, Sor fe ilies tetas sacccovecendk @ GAS 
sa ianineadnas sie 

ol 

ceeeeee 9@ GO} 

42 @ 533 
30 @ 35 
28 @115} 


lron, halter and trace-chains....... 
Steel 


Leather 
Wool, raw 


Wool, cloth. sseiasee 
W ool, shawls eel dail ian scan 
LO SN ERATE E> 654@1134 
Wool, hats ivadibads 61H@WI1 
Wool, clothing ready made. 53 


siveotseesauabeiseaieeeinnaianaenael 

It requires but a glance at this list vo be able 
to see the extent to which the consumer is 
burdened by tariff duties which relentlessly 
exact tribute from the wants and necessities 
of the people instead of the wealth of the na- 
tion to supply your Treasury. All, the poor 
as well as the rich, must eat, be clothed and 
have shoes upon their feet, while the artisan, 
the mechanic and the farmer must have the 
necessary implements to pursue their avoca- 
tions, and it is upon these necessities that the 
heavy hand of protective exaction is placed, 
so that pressed upon the one hand by their 
daily wants, and upon the other by taxation, 
which only makes their needs a greater bur- 
den, the middle and poorer classes of the 
country are ground as ‘* between the upperand 
nether millstone,’’ while wealth, aggregate, 
corporate and individual wealth, enjoying an 
immunity of protection, laughs at their op- 
pression, and year by year makes new additions 
of ill-gotten gains. 

To further illustrate the operation of the 
tariff laws under which we have been living 
and are now living, | have prepared a table, 


Wool, carpets 








or rather bill of goods which every mechanic 
and farmer having a family must frequently 
procure. 
cent and amount of duty upon each, and cost 
without duty, is given : 



































Coat of wool cloth ready made .......................812 00 
SO Te WE ai cacccticcwvinmeasciaaeeisoculibeheiigdiaie 416 
Cost without duty.......... $7 84 
Pair of woolen pants ready made.................... $6 00 
PR UI a cecsinhuiaiile bnieesebeaeeeh 2 08 
ee I iki oc beats tnnphicchichaemsweniniaes $3 92 
Knit drawers and undershirt of wool.............. $3 00 
a 8 So | eee 1 40 
een SRE SUB. ss ceniieiialiguien tasikauhecuaneiah $1 60 
I RN See a elena pe earenOnPaaae $3 00 
PT Be OO BO i science wokiccsees satinnpceneccaseitices 115 
NE Re ee meen nee $1 85 
Vest of wool cloth....................... Golan baanaciicnse ... $4 00 
i IT En EOI aes cohanntioh pans ebeipecsn ienenuens 1 39 
SR INTE RINE ccs cin chicacwnnas vases pernkironeuss $2 61 
Twenty yards of flannel at 60 cents................. $12 00 
UO ID I a daa meee nuneioe 73 
Ce BERR BO. ola dc ncciedamlecndnnnsiedeeueicas ae Oe 
Twenty yards unbleached domestic, 12) cents. $2 50 
RPE Se ND MN acest vicontes aseuuiicecbiinaysseunseeias 65 
SEE NN CIT osteitis sans enndbustnecbuivpeanicaccseies $1 85 
Twenty yards calico at 15 cents.............0.....000 $3 00 
EE ES RE a ee 1 12} 
CO NE TR voucacic cnxnnseeduenswebasasiiiansces siucseuss $1 874 
Ten yards delaines at 25 cents...........00..000- seeded $2 50 
SNES Fe GE MN os cinesisandanesss eeveuiier cence insignias 99 
ee gt a pontk cbnaws aes ae 
One pair ten-pound all-wool blankets............$10 00 
SE TI ns copndh avieninie denetaseawndess es 5 04 
ae IRIE EE ois va asknvis sdcknnncerscedvkcesrosebansebon $4 96 
Twenty yards common wool carpet.................$20 00 
Ey We ING hei ccicccmrebatatace cscs vocsetonsccockeee 9 42 
CR NE OR oon ca nsanusdictnee niin asece ase $10 58 
OE ANION ci cas wees causes emnak ata bones ioiexteeen $78 00 
NNN iia 5 hard irate ania eee 32 13} 
Total cost without duty.................000....00.sceee $45 86} 


Mr. Chairman, the injustice of such a sys- 
tem of taxation is difficult of reconciliation 


| with any principle of equity or just statesman- 


| ship, and can in fact only be justified upon 


the principle that might makes right. I know 


| that the plea is made in favor of bigh tariffs 


as a means of protecting American labor 
against the pauper labor of Europe and to 
sustain our own industries against the cheaper 
industries of other countries; but, sir, pro- 
tective laws defeat their own declared object, 
except so far as they are the means of filling 
your Treasury with gold wrung from the labor 
of the country. Ever since the close of the 
war of 1812 we have been experimenting with 
tariff legislation. We have had high tariffs 
and low tariffs, protection and free trade, and 
the statistics of fifty-six years, from 1816 to 
the present time, alternating with periods of 
protection and non-protection, will verify the 
statement that our greatest strides of pros- 
perity and the most rapid development of our 


industrial and commercial interests have been 


notably during non-protective periods, or in 


| times of our lowest tariff laws. 


And, sir, an examination of the workings, 
and even the principles as claimed of protect- 
ive tariffs will at once disclose the reasons for 
this. A high-tariff law is enacted, laying 
duties upon a wide range of articles professedly 
to foster industrial pursuits. Everything it 
touches is enhanced, for this is the purpose and 
object of the law, and also its necessary effect. 
Now, mark the results. The mechanic, artisan, 
and operative having to pay higher prices for 
all they consume, must have higher wages in 
order to keep body and soul together, the 
effort to secure higher wages not untrequently 
ending in strikes and a general interruption 


The price of each article, the per | 


' 
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of business. On the other hand, the many. 
facturer, paying more for his labor, higher 
prices for the materials which enter into his 
manufactured products, must charge all these 
advances in the cost of his wares, only to find 
that when he thought himself securely pro- 
tected the foreign manufacturer enters the 
market, paying high duties, and sells in com 
petition with him at the very door of his own 
establishment, and forthwith the home many 


| facturer flies to Congress for more protection. 


As an illustration of this fact look at the 
statistics of only the last fiscal year. Take the 
article of leather. Nearly everything which 
enters into the manufacture of leather is taxed 
from ten to thirty-eight per cent., and the 
currier, working under a tariff averaging from 
forty-four to forty-eight per cent. upon over 
three thousand articles, finds his labor en- 
hanced in cost, and when his leather is ready 
for the market, he enjoys thirty-five per cent. 
protection, and yet the French, the German, 
and other foreign manufacturers pay this 
thirty-five per cent. duty and compete with 
him in his own market. Follow the product 


| into another form of manufacture, boots and 
| shoes. Nearly thirty percent. additional mate- 
| rial is used which pays duty or is enhanced in 


| of wool. 





| foreign fabrics. 
| chinery of tariff duties to prop, sustain, and 


value from twelve to one hundred per cent.; 
new additions of labor are made, also enhanced 
by the operations of tarifflaws; so that at 
every change in the form of the product the 
weight of tariff exaction is increased, and it is 
found necessary to give additional protection, 
and yet after you have piled protection upon 
protection, repeating it at every stage of trans- 
formation from the crude material to the fin- 
ished article, the American manufacturer finds 
the foreign article paying all your duties and 
competing with him in the market, while all 
export is rendered impossible. Why, sir, in 
1871 the foreign imports of leather and the 
manufactures of leather which went into the 
consumption of this country, paying all your 
duties, were $10,552,155. 

‘Take tbe article of wool and manufactures 
You impose a duty ranging from 
forty-two and a half per cent. on unwashed 
wool to one hundred and fifteen and a half ou 
washed, asa protection to wool-growers. The 
manufacturer of woolen fabrics pays heavily 
in advance cost of his machinery into the con- 
struction of which iron so largely enters which 
is heavily protected; he employs labor which 
is necessarily enhanced in price by a tariff 
upon everything the laborer consumes. ‘Thus 
taxed at every turn, upon his raw material, 
upon his machinery, and his labor enhanced 
in cost, he finds, when his fabrics are ready 
for the markets, and his profits added, that a 
protection of sixty three per cent. upon his 
manufactured product swill not keep out the 
Why, sir, with all your ma- 


encourage American manufactures of woolens 
and to hold the home market for home man- 
ufac ures, foreign importations keep a steady 
pace with your tariff laws. 

In 1871 there was consumed in the United 
Sites $42,860,037 worth of foreign woolen 
fabiics, paying an average of forty-three per 
cent. Cnty, which aggregated $29,024,372; 
and with gold at 112 these products estimated 
in currency could not have been worth less, 
with importer’s profits added, than $80,000,000. 
In this I have not included the raw wool 
imported in that year which amounted to 
$9,906,031, and paid $4,515,103 duty. If we 
look at our iron manufactures and their sta- 
tistics we shall find similar results. 

The first form of the crude material, pig 
iron, is protected by a tariff of forty and seveu 
eighths per cent. It goes to the rolling-mil., 
is transformed to bar, rolled, or hammered 
iron, and is again protected from fifty and one 
eighth to sixty-four and three quarters per 
cent., according to size and shape. If wrought 
into railroad iron it is protected forty-three 
per ceat. And yet, sir, with all this imposi- 








nh 
or 


1872. 


tion of duties as so many securities to our 
iron interest and its attendant industries, and 
with twenty-five per cent. natural protection || 

addition, foreign importations are not less- 
ened bul constantly increase. ‘The statistics 
of our customs show that in 1871 we consumed 
of foreign iron and steel and their manufac- 
tures $68,084,172 in value, which, if reduced 
to currency, and importer’s profits added, would 
have made the foreign product in value not 
less than $75,000,000 or $80,000,000. 

Mr. Chairman, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury in his last annual report very tersely states 
the condition of our shipping interests in these 
words: 


‘Returns for the fiscal year 1870-71 show that the 
ocean commerce of 
rapidly into theh: indsof foreign merchants and ship- 
owners. ° e history of our own 
commerce, as naae' in ahs statistics already given, 
renders it certain that without some efficient action 
on the part of the Government, the entire foreign 


trade of the country will soon pass into the hands | 


of our rivals. 

‘The monopoly of the trade between the United 
States and Europe, by foreign merchants and ship- 
builders carries with it the monopoly of ship-build- 
ing for the entire world, and, as a consequence, the 
Atlantic trade, the trade of the Pacific, and the seas 
adjacent thereto, will be carried on in English-built 
steamers.” 

Mr. Chairman, this is a very plain statement 
of an unpleasant fact. <A little over ten years 
ago we ranked side by side with England as a 
maritime Power,but now we are officially told 
that ‘without some efficient action on the part 
of the Government the entire foreign trade of 
the country will soon pass into the hands of 
our rivals.’’ By what means, sir, have we 
reached this deplorable condition? The hon- 
orable Secretary says the causes are twofold: 

‘First, the destruction of American vessels by 
rebel cruisers during the war; and secondly, the 
substitution of iron steamships for the transporta- 
tion of freight and passengers upon the ocean, in 
place of sailing vessels and steamships built of 
wood.” 

The first of these causes, however potent 
it may have been during the late war, ceased 
to operate when the Alabama went down before 
the Kearsarge. 

The statistics of American shipping and 
ship-building show that confederate cruisers 
had far less to do with the decline of American 
commerce than your tariff laws. At the close 
of the fiscal year 1861 the tonnage of the 
United States was 5,539,813 tons. At the 
close of 1865 it was 5,096,781 tons—a decline 
of 343,032 tons in four years. In the next 
ane years, — with 1869, our tonnage had 
a decrease of over 
one alilion tons in four years. During the first 
four years referred to, there were transferred 
ot American tonnage to foreign nations 
774,652 tons; and there was built in our ship- 
yards tonnage to the amount of 1,285,506 tons. 
From 1865 to 1869 the tonnage sold to foreign 
countries was 64,025 tons, and the tonnage 
built in our ship-yards was 1,180,210, showing 
that the decline ae been more rapid since the 
close of the war than during its progress. 

Mr. Chairman, the ‘ efficient action on the 
part of the Government’’ now proposed as a 
means of stopping further decline in Ameri- 
can shipping and of regaining our commercial 
rank is the subsidizing of American built 
steamships at the rate of thirteen dollars per 
ton for five years. It has come to this, that 
while we have been protecting every other 





industry and interest, our shipping interests | 
have been perishing, and Congressis now asked 


to increase still further the burdens of the peo- 
ple by subsidizing ship-building to save Ameri 
can commerce already dying under American 
protection. 

From 1846 to 1861 the tonnage of the United 
States rose rapidly from 2,562,084 tons to 
5,539,513 tons—a commercial growth unparal- 
leledin any age of the world. This rapid growth 
occurred under a strictly revenue tariff, which 
was so low as to be stigmatized as a British 
free-trade tariff. From 1846 to 1857 the aver 


1857 to 1861 only 13.8 per cent. upon all im- 


the United States is passing | 





| ports, and nineteen per cent. upon dutiable 
goods. Then our ship-yards were busy; night 
and day the sound of the shipwright was 
| heard all along the indented Atlantic sea- board 
| from Maine to Georgia. Our ship-builders 
and artisans were prosperous and contented, 
and our seamen laughed to scorn the boasted 
supremacy of the cross of St. George. 

After sixteen years of low tariffs there came 
in an evil hour a change. In 1861 the a 
was revised and increased to an average of 26. 
per cent. ; in 1862 it was further inc te to 
an average of 32.2 per cent.; in 1863 it was 
|| again further increased to an average of 37.2 
per cent. ; in 1864 it was again increased to 
43.7 per cent. ; in 1865 to 46.06, and in 1867 
finally raised to 47.86 per cent. And the 
statistics of ship-building during these ten 
years of high protection show that just in pro 
portion as we have increased our tariff exac- 
tions, in that 
interests declined. 

From 1846 to 1861, at least for a greater 
|| part of this time, ships could be built in the 
United States cheaper than in any part of the 
world, and a considerable per cent. of our 
| ship-building was tor foreign countries; but 
since the protective era began all this is 
changed. And how could, it be otherwise, 
| when everything of which ships are built must 

pay heavy tariff duties? Why, sir, the very 
| timbers which enter into the construction of 
| ships so largely must pay 20 per cent. duty; 
| its iron not less than 43 per cent.; cables and 
| chains, 44 per cent.; copper,45 per cent.; hemp 
cables and cordage, 37{ per cent.; rope from 
17} to 274 percent.; sail ducking, 35 percent.; 
oils and paints from 37 to 51 per cent.; and 





is taxed 1174 per cent. 

Depression, decline, and decay of our com- 
merce is the legitimate and necessary results 
of these high protective tariffs, as they are 
termed. ‘This conclusion is abundantly sup- 
ported by the statistics of our shipping and 
ship-building all along from 1816 to the pres 
ent tine. ‘These records show that under low 
tariffs our commercial interest and ship-build- 
ing have prospered most, while they have in- 
variably retrograded or come to a stand-still 
during periods of high tariffs. 

We are told, however, that it is not the tariff 
which so injuriously affeets our ship-building, 
but that its decline 
owing to the change from the use of wooden to 
iron ships for ocean service, which these apolo- 
gists say occurred in the early years of the war. 
A slight examination of this apology will 
at once dispel the illusion. 

The building of iron ships began in 1855, 
and not in 1861. 1856 the building of iron 
ships had so far succeeded in England as to cause 
a marked decline in ship-building in the Uni- 
ted States, which decline, accelerated by t 
financial crash of 1857, continued until 1859, 
| after which ship-building began to revive, and 
latthe opening of the war ship bi using 
| had been successfully and profitably entered 
upon in our yards. But since the war, aa r 
the operations of our excessively high tariffs, 
the building of iron steamships has almost, il 
not quite, ceased Chere is no 
why we cannot build iron ships as cheap as 
any other nation upou earth. No other coun- 
| try has the material in such inexhaustible 
quantities as ours, and our laborers and arti- 
sans are certainly not behind any in the 
world; in fact, a ae riority is almost univer- 
sally claime d and accorded to them. 

W hy, sir, before the revolutionary war we 
| produced iron for export to the mother coun- 
| try, and since the 
ment under the Constitution its production 
has always steadily, and I may say rapidly, 
increased under low tariffs; in fact, it is shown 
that the production of pig iron has increased 
more rapidly in periods of low tariff than in 


iron 


yor id reason 


organization of the Govern- 


proportion have our shipping | 


in late years is entirely | 








the very bunting which floats at the mast-head | 


|| ination of the wages in 1860, and the 
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1840 there was an increase in the amount of 
pig iron produced of seventy-three and a half 
per cent., and from 1852 to 1860 there was 
an increase of seventy-five per cent. Both 
periods were under low tariffs, the last being 
the lowest of any since 1816, while from 1860 
to 1869 the highest estimated increase is sev 
enty-seven per cent. for nine years, being a 
less average per cent. than in either of the 
other cases. 

The average price of pig iron in the city of 
New York, from 1850 to 1860, was $26 
ton, and sold in the last year, 1860, at an 
average of $23 15 per ton. This was under a 
low tariff, but under the increased tariff it rose 
to $46 25 per ton in 1865, equal to thirty dol 
lars coin, and is now selling for fifty dollars, 
equal to $44 64 coin, an 
one hundred per cent. ‘These facts and figures 
demonstrate that there is but the one obstacle 
in the way of the successful and profitable build- 
ing of iron or wooden ships in the United States, 
that is our tariff laws. With an average duty 
of forty-three per cent. upon the materials 
which enter into the construction of ships, 
and labor enhanced at least thirty percent. by 
tariff exactions, it isnotto be wondered at that 
American ship-building has declined. If we 


or 
»! per 


increase of nearly 


would revive our commerce, we must re peal 
our protective tariff laws and return low 
and strictly revenue duties. if we do this we 


shall again see our flag upon every oe an. the 
proposition to subsi idize the building of Amer- 
ican ships toe ngage it foreign commerce as @& 


means of regaining our lost commercial rank 


is the crowning act of this vicious system, 
and ua fitting end to this comedy of errors 


| his lower wages? 


Mr. Chairman, another plea that is always 
in the mouth of the protectionists is the sav- 
ing of our laborers trom competition with the 
pauper labor of Europe, and doubtless this 
argument has drawn more support to the side 
of high tariffs than any other, and yet, sir, what 
benefit results to the laborer to increase his 
wages from one dollar per day to $1 50 or two 
dollars per day, if at the same time the cost of 
living is so increased that his increase of wages 
will have no greater purchasing power than 
This is precisely the result 
and working of high tariffs. A careful exam- 
price of 
necessaries 
with 1871 
wages of 


and cost of living, as compared 
, will disclose the fact that the day’s 
1871 will buy scarcely so much of the 
necessaries or luxuries of life as the day’s 
wages would in 1860, and this is not only the 


practical but the logical working of protective 
tariffs. 

There is another class, however, larger than 
all the others combined, which constitute by 


far the larger part of the great body of con- 
sumers, which have not been remembered by 
the protectionists. They are that 
e a ged in agricultural pursuits 


bee nN 


large class 
If they have 
remembéred it has been only that they 
could bear burdens and pay taxes. I know, 


sir, that it is claimed that by fostering our 
manufacturing interests, higher prices are 
secured for farm products. Here, again, the 


sophistry is answered by the fact that that 


which the farmer and farm laborer must pur 
} 


chase is also enhanced, often even beyond any 
incidental inerease of the value of the pro 
duct of their labor. Besides, sir, the great 


staples of 
wheat, 


the farm and plantation, such as 
corn, and cotton, vays, at least 
for a long period of time 
upon foreign market 

The history of tariff legislation and the oper 
ation of tariff laws entirely refute and 
throw the idea that 


must 4 
to come, depend 


Oover- 
protection has ever in 
any way benefited agricultural pursuits. It 
may be shown that in addition to the increased 
cost of everything, the farmer must buy under 
high tariffs, his staple productions have almost 
invariably brought him a lower price in pro- 
tective periods than in periods of non-protec- 
tion. As an illustration of this I have here a 


age duty was twenty-four per cent, and from || periods of high tariffs, Thus, from 1832 to || table which gives the prevailing price of wool 
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lh thie CitV Ot New Y ork from 1825 to L860, by 


e ¢ orresnonding to the Continue 


peri in 
‘ (Via, ' ») tT —_ +e ‘ . 
Atid Live Crenltarili enactments: 
(% ion M no. Pulled, 
/ fa. (ents, f f 
; tur 7 | 7 
'to 1832, high tari } s 
Is55 to IS4), low tarif { 4 
4 
* i 
Is4; ft i 
] to i“ | terifl Lys 14 dnd 
b he ‘ ‘ are ie iverayge fi I each pe 
i : ire the prices of wool in the 
ame city in T8600. at the close of sixteen years 
Olnon-pr th the rice in 860, after 
‘ | 1 f | ( nh 
Mat) 1850 rold, 
1 fl a ‘) } =i} ~ . i) (ust vw) 
bull t vl Meru { V2 } i4 
| bopu | 4 | L ie 
| ! i WW) S 
\ | lled } » fa oT 
{ hil imnwa ead ; oe G ) 
\ i turther tllustratio take the article of 
wheul hy Markel rep ris otf out principal 
cite hy e remarkable fact that with re 


markable reyularity tor more than fifty vears 


this stap duct of the farm has uniformly 
yone ul ir tariffs went down, and declined 
us our tarnffs advanced | have here a table 
showing the price of wheat in the city of New 
York from T8Z0to 1869 by periods of len years: 
BVO, under protec m pel bushel 2100 
| under protection per bushel 106 
S40, non-protect per bushel ; 110 
| ) non-pre tion per bushel 125 
ISO, non-protect4 per bushel 1 Sv 
JSG9, protection, gold, per bushel............ . LOO 


l have here anothertable which I[ find in a 
‘* Does Protection Protect ?’’ 


1 } 
othe data in the two last tables 


work entitled 


from which al 


| have given we taken, giving the price of 
flour during various periods trom 1839 to LS67: 
Average price of flour, 
Four years, from 1839 to 1842, (free trade,)......... S5 45 
hour yea from IS43 to 1846, protection, . .4 16 
hight vent from 1854 to 1861, (free trade,)......... 4 47 
Six years, from 1862 to 1867, (protection,)........... 1 O4 
Average price tor twelve years under tree 
trade. segues ak ediiben simienssVeeaues an © ID 
Average price for ten years under protection.... 4 75 


hese illustrations might be extended, but 
they are quite suflicient to establish the fact 
ot the farm have 
always found the best market under the lowest 
turilf; and true that every 
effort to levy protective duties is so much tax 


that the great staple product 
therefore it 18 


upon ayriculiture, 

But, Mr. Chairman, the whole burden is not, 
have heretofore 
Who, sir, can 


as | 
duties levied. estimate the 
burden which is imposed upon the agricultur- 
ists of this co infry in the increased cost in the 
removal of their products to market caused by 
the enhanced cost ot railways, every mile of 
which pay some B5,000 duty upon its iron, 


or what is equivalent, if of American manu- 


facture, the enhancement in price to the full 


protection; with which, enorm- 
iron-masters are not content, 


inargin of its 

ous as it is, the 
but having grown insolent with their accumula- 
tions, have the impudence and audacity to ask 
that new jines of projected railway, seeking 


congressional action, shall not have the poor 


shown, confined to the | 


privilege of paying the duties and laying down | 


foreign iron, but have been required as a con- 
dition upon which the favors ot Congress have 
heen awarded that they shall lay down none 
butiron of American manufacture? 

Mr. Chairman, having referred to the con- 
dition of the country aud the effect of tariff 
legislation, | desire to say in conclusion that 
the reforms which are demanded as the neces- 
sity of the nour are radical in their nature, and 


should be thorough and sweeping in their | 


application if relief to an overburdened peo- 
ple is to be expected as a result. 
fiscal year our receipts from customs revenues 
were $206,270,695, being an average of forty- 
four per cent. upon all dutiable goods. The 
bill now under consideration proposes a reduc- 
tion in gross of $18,952,438, which isnot one 
third of what it should be. Sir, a reduction 


In the last 


should be at once effected, or upon such notice 
to the country as not to too suddenly disturb 
the business of the country. 

lwenty-five per cent. duty, as an average, 
upon foreign importations would give a rev- 
enue, upon the basis of last year’s imports, of 
$150,000,000; but with the known elasticity 
of the revenue, as evidenced in past years, 
together with the increased importations of 
articles now practically prohibited, we might 
with certainty expect the revenue from cus- 
toms in the first year after such reduction to 
reach at least $150,000,000. This amount, 
with our revenues derived from internal taxes, 
even after the reduction proposed by the pend- 
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ing bill, will give $280,000,000, a sufficiency | 


for an economical administration of the Gov- 
ernment and the payment of the interest upon 
the publie debt. 

Then, sir, having put your system of taxation 
upon a sound basis, thrust the pruning knife 
of reform into the civil list. ‘Turn out the 
supernumeraries who infest every depariment 
of the civil service. Dismiss the incompetent 
from place, thrust from office with the brand 
of dishonor the dishonest mercenaries who 
cling to power ** that thrift may follow fawn- 
ing.’ Break up the plundering rings which 
infest your capital and pursue their nefarious 
schemes of peculation uponthe Treasury. Give 
amnesty to the South in the removal of their 
disabilities, and peace to the country, and then 
reduce your standing Army for which you will 
no longer have need except upon the Indian 
frontier. These reforms effected and you will 
have from $25,000,000 to $40,000,000 to apply 
to the reduction of the national debt. Publie 


confidence will be restored, the industries of 


the country will no longer be depressed ; labor 
no longer plundered by your unjust and iniqui- 
tous tariffs, will receive a fair recompense in 
the just divisions of its joint earnings with 
capital. Your ship-yards will again resound 
with the clangor of the shipwright, and our 
national ensign will again float from the masts 
of our ships upon every sea, 

Mr. DAWES. 1 move that the committee 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Sco- 
FIELD reported that pursuant to the order of 
the House the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had under consider- 
ation the state of the Union generally, and 
more particularly the bill of the House (No. 
2322) to reduce duties on imports and to re- 
duce internal taxes, and for other purposes, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

Mr. DU BOSE was granted leave of absence 
for ten days from Monday next. 

Mr. YOUNG was granted leave of absence 
for three days. 

Mr. BEATTY was granted leave of.absence 
for one week. 


Mr. GARRETT was granted leave of absence | 


for fifieen days from Monday next. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. Members will take notice 
that on and after Monday next the House will 
meet at eleven o'clock a. m. 


The motion to adjourn was agreed to; and | 


accordingly (at four o’clock and twenty-five 


minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until | 


Monday next at eleven o’clock a. m. 


PETITIONS, 

The following petitions were presented under 
the rule, and referred to the appropriate com- 
mittees : 

By Mr. ARTHUR: The petition of J. M. 
Curry, J. 
others, growers of and dealers in leaf tobacco 
in the county of Pendleton and State of Ken- 
_tucky, protesting against any advance on the 


of at least $60,000,000 of the customs duties || present tax on smoking tobacco, &c. 


M. Watson, Minor Colvin, and 60 | 





April 29, 


Also, the petition of T. J. Oldham, w 
H. Roberts, A. I. McKinney, and 59 others. 
growers of and dealers in leat tobaceo "a 
the county of Pendleton and State of Ken 
tucky, protesting against any advance on the 

| present tax on smoking tobacco, Ke. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: The petition of Mrs, 
Iximma Husgrove, widow of E. R. Husgrove, 
of company FI’, eighth Tennessee cavalry pray- 
ing Congress to remove her political disabhjij. 
ties, by reason of which she is prevented from 
drawing a pension. 

Also, the petition of William R. Dunean, of 
Tennessee, late of company G, third Tennes.- 
see volunteers, asking Congress for a pension, 

gy. Mr. KE. H. ROBERTS: The petition 
of citizens of Utica, New York, forthe increase 
of pensions to soldiers of the Union perma 
nently disabled during the war by the loss ot 
eyes or limbs. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, April 29, 1872. 

Prayer by Rev. Joseru M. Trimsie, D. D 
of Columbus, Ohio. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal 
of the proceedings of Saturday last. 

Mr. SPENCER. 1 move that the further 
reading of the Journal be dispensed with. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I hope not. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from West Virginia objects, and the read- 
ing will be proceeded with. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the 
reading of the Journal. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. STEWART. I desire to ask the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate, after the morn- 
ing business is concluded, to call up Senate 
| bill No. 522, the bill regulating the sale of 
coal lands. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Pending the 
call of petitions, the Senator from Nevada 
asks unanimous consent to take up the bill 
| in regard to the sale of coal lands, subject 

to the morning business. 
|| Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 object to that, not 

because IJ have any objection to the bill, but 
because I think we can get on best by fo! 
lowing the regular course of business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is 
|made. Petitions and memorials are in order. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SPENCER presented the petition of 
Wiley A. Hagler, of Tuscaloosa, Alabama, 
praying the removal of his political disabili 
ties; which was referred to the select Com 
|} mittee on the Removal of Political Disabil 

ities. 
||  Healso presented the petition of Claude H. 
|, Masten, praying payment for the use of a pri 
vate hospital occupied by officers of the Uni- 
ted States Army in 1865; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN presented the 
memorial of George W. Anderson, askiug ior 
reimbursement of proceeds of the sale of cer: 
tain mining stock sold under illegal decrees o! 
the United States district court for the south 
ern district of New York; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of citizens 
and merchants of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, 
|| praying the removal of the political and civil 
| disabilities of Presley. T. Glass, of Lauder- 
dale, Tennessee; which was referred to the 
| 
| 
| 


' select Committee on the Removal of Political 
| Disabilities. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I present a memorial 
very numerously signed by officers of the Navy, 
headed by the Admiral, respectfully but 
earnestly remonstrating against the transfer 
or restoration of officers from the retired list 
to the active list without recommendation 
from the Department; and also against the 
| practice of advancing officers by personal legis- 
lation over their seniors without recommenda- 





a 


tion from the Department, and officers who 
have not come, in the opinion of the Execu- 
tive, within the law which authorized them to 
be advanced certain numbers for gallant con- 
duct. In presenting this memorial I desire to 
say that the sentiment of it meets my hearty 
coneurrence. I believe that nothing i is more 
pre judicial to the integrity, to the efficiency, 


to the discipline of the Navy, than personal | 


legislation, giving to one man preference over 
bi seniors without the recommendation of his 
superiors or of the Department. I move its 
reference to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SAWYER presented the memorial of 
Charles E. Carr, great grandson and heir and 
for the coheirs of Thomas Dennis, deceased, 
late of Newport, Rhode Island, praying in- 
demnification for spoliations committed by 
the French prior to the year 1801; which was 
ordered to he on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Colum: 
bia ‘Typographical Union of Washington, Dis- 
trict of Columbia, remonstrating against the 
repeal of the eight-hour law; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILSON presented three petitions of 
soldiers and sailors, in favor of the passage of 
the bill incorporating the National Union Sol- 
diers’ and Sailors’ Orphan Industrial Training 
School Association; which were referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. CONKLING presented two petitions | 


of citizens of Tompkins county, New York, 
praying the passage of a bill for the relief of 
William H. Akins and Jacob D. Felthousen, 
inventors of a sewing-machine; which were 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of 


and Oscar B. Smith, praying the enactment 
of a law changing the spelling of the name of 
the schooner La Pette to that of La Petite; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SUMNER. I ask the Senate to take 
up Senate bill No. 365, the District school 
bill, and then they can proceed with the morn- 
ing business. I shall make no objection to 
that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


school bill be taken up. 
Mr. CONKLING. ‘To determine whether | 
shall object or not, I ask the Senator whether, 


when one o'clock arrives, he will insist that | 
that bill shall retain its place, or will allow it | 
to fall then if not disposed of before that time? 


Mr. SUMNER. I shall expect it to fall, 
then, for the day. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I make no objec- 
tion. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 


tion to the proposition of the Senator from 


Massachusetts ? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Yes, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is 
made. Reports of commitiees are next in 
order. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. CRAGIN, from the Committee on 

Territories, to whom was referred the bill (S. 


No. 325) to aid in the execution of the law | 


against polygamy, and to prevent that crime 
in the Territory of Utah, reported it with an 
amendment. ‘The amendment was ordered to 
be printed, and the bill, as amended, recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Territories. 


BILLS INTRODUCED 
Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1046) in relation to the United States 
courts in Alabama; which was read twice by 


its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 


esty; which was 





Mr. SPENCER. I am requested to intro- 
duce a bill, and | ask leave to do so without 
having fully examined its provisions, and | 
desire that it be read twice and referred to the 
District Committee. 

By unanimous consent leave was granted to 
introduce a bill (S. No. 1047) in relation to the 
Orange, Alexandria, and Manassas railroad ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SPENCER asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 
(S. No. 1048) for the relief of Dr. Claude H. 
Masten; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. NYE. I wish to call up for considera- 


| tion House bill No. 1080, being a bill to regu- 


late the time of holding the elections in the 
Territories of Washington and Idaho. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I must ask the Senator 
to wait until we are through with the regular 
morning business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


tion of bills is still in order. 


The introdue- 


Mr. WRIGHT asked, and by unanimous | 


| consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill 


(S. No. 1049) to regulate the compensation of 
registers and receivers of consolidated land 
ofices; which was read twice by its title and 


| referred to tbe Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I ask leave 


| to introduce a bill atthe requestofafriend. | 


know nothing in regard to its merits. 
By unanimous consent leave was granted to 


| introduce a bill (S. No. 1050) to repeal a cer- 


tain provision in the charter of the Metropol- 
itan Street Railway Company of Washington, 


| District of Columbia; which was read twice by 


its title, and referred to the Committee on the 


} District of Columbia. 
Jolin W. Wickham, jr., Job B. Beverstock, | 


Mr. WEST asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introducea bill (S. No. 


| 1051) for the relief of the heirs of Lee Hard- 
read twice by its title, and 


referred to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, asked, and by 


| unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
| duce a bill (S. No. 1052) referring the claim | 


J. H. Russell to the Court of Claims; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 


|| the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
|| printed. 

Pending the 
call for reports of committees, the Senator | 
from Massachusetts asks that the District | 


EXTENSION OF PATENTS. 
Mr. WRIGHT. On the 8th of this month I 


| introduced a bill (S. No. 941) to authorize the | 


extension of patents in certain cases, which 


| was referred to the Committee on Patents. 


They thereafter reported it back adversely, I 
believe, on the 11th of this month, when I was 
either absent from the Chamber or it escaped 


| my observation, and it was indefinitely post- 


poned. With the consent of the chairman I 
have the privilege of moving a reconsideration 
of the vote indetinitely postponing the bill and 


| that it be placed on the Cale ndar. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unani- 


mous consent to reconsider at this time the 


vote indefinitely postponing the bill. If there | 


be no objection, that order willbe made. The 
Chair hears no objection. The vote is recon- 
sidered and the bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

DEBATE ON APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. SCOTT. 1 move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the resolution 
which I offered on Friday last, limiting debate 
on amendments to appropriation bills. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
Senate resolutions, that motion is now in order. 
The resolution will first be read for informa- 


tion. 


The resolution was read as follows: 


Resolved, That during the present session it shall 
be in order, pending an appropriation bill, to move 


| to confine debate on the pending bill and amend- 


ments thereto to five minutes by any Senator onthe 
— motion, and the motion to limit debate shall 
be decided without debate.. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is to 
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take up this resolution for consideration, Ih 
is not ye before the Senate tor gener: al debate. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 1 am not very much 
disposed to prolong unduly the debate on ap- 
propriation bills. This proposition, although 
not perhaps altogether without precedent, ts 
too important a thing to be made a rule of the 
Senate without full consideration. I ask the 
Senator whether he desires to press iwtoa vote 
now; and if be does l ask him to state whether 
it is reported from any committee. 

Mr. SCOTT. 
vote now 


I do desire to press it to a 
; but I willstate to the Senator from 
California that sinee the resolution was offered 
I have coneluded to so far amend it as to oO 
out the words ‘ton the pending bill and ; 

that it will read ; 

That during the present session it shall be in 
order, pending an appropriation bill, to confine 
debate on amendments thereto to five minutes, & 

The resolution is uot reported from any 
committeee. I offered it to the Senate on 
Iciday, and upon objection made by the Sen 
ator from Missouri [ Mr. Buaik] it went over. 
[ think there can be no objection now at this 
stage of the session to confining debate on 
umendments to appropriation bills to five 
minutes. 

Mr. POMEROY. Lask the Senator whether 
it is confining debate on 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Kansas will suspend. The Chair will 
state, as debate has opened on taking up this 
resolution, that he finds it somewhat difficult 
to decide to the satisfaction of the Senate ex- 
actly what is debate on the merits of a proposi- 
tion. He will wait until some Senator makes a 
point of order on this debate on taking up 

various propositions for consideration. ‘Then 
the Senate may decide the question as they 
preter to do themselves. 

Mr. POMEROY. I was only going to ask 
the Senator from Pennsylvania whether the 
proposition is that the debate shall be limited, 
or only that the remarks of any one Senator 
shall be limited to five minutes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We cannot tell until we 


| get it up. 


Mr. CASSERLY. 


I suppose before any- 


| thing is taken up every Senator has a right to 


know what it is; and after listening to the 
remarks of the Senator from Pennsylvania | 
must beg the Clerk to read the resolution now 
as amended by the Senator. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
amended. 

Mr. CASSERLY. As it is proposed to be 
amended. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution 
will be read as the Senator from Pennsylvania 
proposes to amend it if it should be taken up. 

The Cuire CLerk. As proposed to be 
amended, the resolution will read: 


It is not yet 


Resolved, That during the present session it shail 
be in order, pending an appropriation bill, to move 
to confine debate on amendments thereto to five min 
utes by any Senator on the pending motion; and the 
motion to limit debate shall be decided without 
debate. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope that resolution 
will not be taken up. It would evidently lead 
to a protracted debate before it could be 
adopted ; and a reason why | think it ough 
not to be taken up would be that I do noy 
think we should waste the time of the session 
in the struggle that would undoubtedly take 
place over an attempt to limit debate in the 
Senate. It is not appropriate to go into rea 
sons on this motion to take up, but it unques 
tionably would lead to some discussion betore 
such a resolution could be adopted in the 
Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If my friend from Ili; 
nois will allow me, this motion is precisely 
similar to that which has been adopted severa\ 
times in the Senate since | have been a mem 
ber of the body. At the close of a session it 


is the easiest way to expedite business, and it 
uever has led to the slightest embarrassment. 
‘The bill itself is open to general debate, and 











fF a Senator ires to make a_ prepared 
peed ne general subject of I 0D or 
i ect J ] es can do ) a 
on wp Dut Ww amendam 5 al 
yo l ib 8 much bette f t debate 
1 the pe ny “amendime t nt 
eeches ol @ minut | int pract 
cal working of th rule which y ay ‘ 
aduring t BA Sea8sion, and on to ropriation 
billa,) which has been so beneficial in the pa 
Wiil be i jibnaliy > in luture 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I must cal! my friend from 
Ohio to order I agree with him entirely, but 
he ‘ lently discussing the merits of the 
que { n 

lhe VICE PRESIDIENT. The Senator from 
\ ! ‘ te | ! nt of orde 

Mi KODMUNDS lt is that the Senator ts 
m i L very powerful argument in favor of 
the thing that w pose to take uy 

The VLCI | SIDE The Senator 
from Ohio re ed h eat 

M PRUMBULI The Senator from Ohio 
yave asm reason for taking up thi resolution 
that tl had oft heen done There cer 

! i ld b im issue between the Si nator 
i in I n that point Ifa thing of this 

ever if eit was never done with 
1) 1 Lore WVehave sometimes had some 
wider rdiny Y uUhanimous Consent, or per 
| by agreeing thata motion might be made: 
but it era ile ippplicabl as this to all 
appropriat i Vu neve! adopte lto my 
knowledg the Senate d 1 think it would 
hye e of time to foree such a rule upon 
the Sena I N. 

The VICK PRESIDENT The motion is 
that the Senate proces 1 to the consider ition 
of the resolution of the Senator from Penn 
ay] : 

Thre t tion Was agreed to. 

| ( Vit iD PRESIDEN l° lhe Senator 
from 1 it y] Hhian NOW ie difie the resoiu 
tion as he h ited, and it will be read as 
modified 

Phe Chief Cle k read as foll ws: 

Pew That during the present sion it shall 
be order, ling an api priation bill, to move 
t mifine debate on amendments thereto to five 
minute y any Senator on the pending motion; and 
1 u it mit deba lati De Geeiaded without 
delute 

Mr. CASSERLY he vote for taking up 
th f tion of the Senator from Pennsy!] 

i I “ae | of sucha character as to 
n } ( theadoption of it. [shall 
regret i i} il "| Sehate has never 
been { willing, whenever the condition 
olb req iil, to adopt by unanimons 
consent live thutes rule pon appropria 
tion lt has done it verul time | do 
! ret nber how oft furl ny time 
in \ 1 am sure there is no disposi 
I e mimoriy f the Senate to refuse 
such unanimous Consent in any proper case. | 
th K 1 en asked rby the chairman of 
the niitee o1 \ppropi niious, | Mr Col E, | 
really Ked tor by him, it would have been 
couceded at the proper time on any one of his 
ly | believe he once suggested it, but failed 
tO press ttin such a manner as to make the 
Senate understand that he regarded it of much 

nsequenes that time if lam in error, | 

lL be very happy to be corrected. I see my 
colleague rmsing as if to sav something. i 

Mr. COLE | was going to remark that I 
lia he necessity of this rule for a long 


time, a have called the attention of the Sen- 


mle if more than once, and | have urged it 
Ove ind over that there should be some limit 
to ae ite onappropriation bills, My colleague 
wi l Ww ( ad 1, that during the session 
thus far the taking up of an appropriation 
bill has bee it sig val fi ye neral and pro- 
racted discussion. | do not know that such 

the case, but possibly propositions have 


been moved on the appropriation bills for the 
purpose of le for the pur- 
pose of alfor ling an Opportan iit y for speec *hes 
perbaps 


ading to discussion, 


THE CON 


GRESSIO! 


argument to convince them of the necessity 


Ol me such ruie as 


thist Aap] ly to the appro- 
} riation bills 
Mr. CASSERLY. I ask my colleague 
hetlher ne v les to Db unde rstood that he 
ever during this session pressed a motion or 
request for limiting debate to five minutes by 
unasimous consent? My point is, that if my 
colleague had really urged such a limitation of 
Lue debate at any proper stage, the Senate, | 


doubt not, would have conceded it to him. 
Mr. COLE | have not presented this rule; 
it was reporied by the Senator from Pennsyl 
vaniu: but | have suggested to the Senate and 
them the necessity of having a 
and | remember now that I 
once suggested to the Committee on Rules pub 
adoption of a rule like 
this | think | have on more than one oceca- 


ury d upow 


rule of the kind, 


. 


hely in the Senate the 


wr four times, mentioned the 


Have | 


sion, two, thre e, 


propriety of something of the sort. 


» 


answered my colleague fu ly 

Mr. CASSERLY. The statement of my 
colleague leaves my impressi 1 about as it 
was hat is to Buy, that my colleayue did 
not expressly call fora limitation of debate to 
five minutes by unanimous consent. think 

he had, so far as the minority are concerned 
there would have been no objection. 

Mr. COLI | certainly asked that 
very thing. My colleague was absent during 
a portion of 


have 


to duties in 
nother city, and it may have occurred during 
that time; bat | have asked unanimous con 
sent of the Senate for that very thing, and I 
think two or three times, but it was always 
refused because of the Opposition of some oue 
Senator. 

Mr. CASSERLY. My colleague says amend- 
ments have been put upon appropriation bills 
as if to provoke debate. | beg ieuve to remind 
my colleague and the Senate that such amend- 
ments did not come from the minority. They 
came universally from some Senator of the 
majority here. In nearly every instance they 
were amendments in the highest degree objec- 
tionable, because they were new legislauon. 
The very amendment which is now hanging 
over the Senate on a motion to reconsider is 
of that class. It produced a debate which 
extended through more than a week of the 
time of this body. 


the session attending 


An amendment still more objectionable in 
every respect was the amendment which the 
Senator from Oregon, [Mr. Corsert,] now 
absent from his seat, put upon the deficiency 
bill last Friday. of legisla 
tion pure and simple, which by no possibility 
could have any reference to the appropriation 
of money or the expenditure of money, It 
was a measure changing for the 
special class in the State of Oregon the entire 
system of naturalization now in force in this 
country, declaring a number of 
jects to be citizens without any proof of resi- 
That amendment did lead 
would have led to 
more but for the very late hour of the day 
when the Senator from Oregon brought it for- 
ward, and in a thin, perhaps un inattentive 
Senate, mere din getting it upon the bill. 
lhe real evil lies there, I beg yr my colleague to 
remember, in the practice of pulling new and 
inappropriate legislation upon appropriation 
bills. The function of an appropriation bill i 
to supply the moneys necessary for sub Sheba 
of expenditure w hich have already been made 
a part of the law of the land. 

Mr. COLE. | suppose my colleague does 
not refer to me nowas holding me responsible 
for legislation upon appropriation bills ? 

Mr. CASSERLY. Not in the slightest de- 
gree. But my colleague seemed, though re 

notely, to imply that Seuators with whom | 
actin this body were responsible for the prac- 
tice which he condemns, and just ly con- 
demus, of introducing general ae udmeuts 
to ap propriation bills as if for the purpose of | 


hat was a case 


benefit of a 


British sub- 


dence or choice. 
discussion. It 


to some 


1 am certain the Senate need no |; | producing prolonged debate. Hence I thought | 


AL GLOBE. 


April 29, 


os ae a — 


it necessary to say what I have said, to unite 
my voice with his in condemnation of the 
practice, and to vindicate the conduct Of the 


minority. | repeat, whenever my colleague 
will give the Senate to understand that the 
necessities of the Government, the necessities 


of the country, and the 


just ec nomy of the 
time of this body 


require a limitation ot de- 
bate upon ame ndments to appro p riation bil] 8, 
1 think it will not be onthis side of the 
ber that he will meet objection. 

Mr. President, standing here, one of a slen 
der minority, less than one fourth of the Sen- 
ate, | am, of course, deeply interested in the 

freedom of debate. It is in fact the only 
powerwe have in this Chamber to affect legis 

lation beyond the accidental circumstance 

of our votes, independent of the will of Sen 

side in politics. For tha 

against this resolution. I am 
glad to see that it applies only to this session 
and is not to bea standing rule of the S¢ bate, 
as | had at first supposed, But I suggest to 
my friend from Pennsylvania, of whom | am 
happy to say here and always that I never 
have witnessed in him the slightest disposition 
to limit or embarrass the entire freedom of 
debate upon any subject, whether he may not 
safely rely on the same fair and candid pur 

pose of the Senate which has been manifested 
so often already in giving unanimous consent, 
at all proper times, for the five minutes limit- 
ation of debate. The Senate has more than 
once very emphatically expressed its prefer 

ence for making such a limitation of its own 
free will, that is, by its unanimous consent at 
the time, rather than by the will of a majority 
vote, and still less by means of a standing 
resolution. I submit to my friend who has 
offered this resolution whether the method of 
unanimous consent is not far more consider- 
ute of the rights of the minority, more condu- 
cive to freedoin of debate, and more in accord 
ance with the practice, the traditions, and the 
dignity of the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I regret 
that this proposition should be brought seri 
ously to the notice of the Senate. Since my 
service here there have been on one or two or 
perhaps more occasions suggestions that it 
would be well to limit debate in this body ; 
but after some little discussion or consider 
ation the effort has always been abandoned, 
aud it has been thought better to leave it to 
that sense of propriety and decorum which 
has always governed the members of this 
body to determine for themselves how long 
and when each member should speak. 
we have had (which has been very seldom) 
the case of an attempt to prolong debate and 
impede and obstruct the transaction of busi 
ness, there has been such a public sentiment 
in the Senate as has enabled it, pone with 
some inconvenience to its members, to bring 
the que stion to an issue by doing what is called 

‘silting it out,’’ and it takes a very bold Sen 
ator to stand up in this body against the public 
sentiment of the body and attempt to prolong 
the action of the Senate by irrelevant matter 
and simply interposing delays. 

I shall regret very much when an arbitrary 
rule is adop ‘ted in this body putting it 1 the 
power of the majority, as is intende vd here, to 
force through any measure without discussion. 
We have in this body no rule prohibiting th 
offering of amendments Saeeae riation bills. 
Some of the most important measures that 
have ever passed this body have been in the 
shape of amendments to appropriation bills. 
The rules are adopted here chiefly 
tection of minorities. Although it may be 
very convenient and very pleasant for the 
present majority of the Senate to force me: 
ures through without allowing the minority to 
discuss them, the time may come and wil 
come when those in the majority here will be 
ina minority. ‘The political character of the 
Senate has changed many times siuce its or- 
ganization, and the rule that is to be applied 


© ham. 


ators on the other 
reason I am 


When 


for the pro- 
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to minorities to-day may to-morrow be ap- 
plied to those who are in the majority now; 
and the question is, shall the Congress of the 
United States, shall this body legislating for 
this great people, in both its branches adopt 
rules by which a majority may force to a vote 
without consideration and without discussion 
any measure they think proper? 

If this resolution is adopted it isthe beginning 
of an arbitrary rule that shall crush out debate 
in the Senate. Why, as | said, some of the 
most important measures that ever passed this 
body have passed upon appropriation § bills. 
The Senator who sits near me [| Mr. WILson | 


gota bill reorganizing the whole Army passed 
on an appropriation bill within the last two 
years. Atm J not correct? 


Mr. WILSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir; it was offered 
as an amendment to an appropriation bill. 
Why, sir, any bill of a political character, or 
of any character, may be offered as an amend- 
ment to an appropriation bill, and then a ma- 
jority can adopt the gag rule upon it, and but 
tive minutes’ debate is to be allowed in reter- 
ence to it. 

Is the Senate pre; 
as that? Is 


ared to adopt such arule 
the Senator from Pennsylvania 
whose service in this body, although it has 
been believe his 
first term in the body,) has been one of great 


short, (for he is serving | 


distinction and great credit to his constituents 
and to the country, to come in here aud adopt 
arule that 


shall choke down discussion? = | 


beg of him to desist. I beg of him not to 
attempt to enforce such a rule here. 


lt was said by the Senator from Ohio that 
this had I dislike to raise 
any issue with the Senator in regard to a mat- 
ter of fact, but I really think he must be mis- 
taken. I hope he will turn to the rule, if 
there ever was such a one adopted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not say the Senate 
had adopted a rule of this kind, but i said the 
Senate had on particular measures adopted a 
limitation of debate precisely like this; that 
is, a particular proposition as applied to a 
particular measure, and the Senator will see 
that this is applied only to appropriation bills. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘That has been done, 
and | was coming to that to show that there 

vas no necessity for this rule. We have pend- 

ing here a deficiency bill; and | apprehend 
that if the Senator. having that matter in 
charge had asked in reference to amendments 
to that bill, assuming. of course, that they 
would be amendments having some connec- 
tion wiih the bill, debate should be limited to 
five minutes, we all would have assented to it. 
Sir, it has been the boast, and to the great 
credit of this Senate, that it has always been 
ready by the unanimous consent of all its 
members to adopt any reasonable rule for the 
transaction of business. We have never had 
a rule that would compel the attendance of a 
Senator here. There is no such thing known 
of the Senate of the United States as a call 
of the Senate that shall foree members to 
attend, and fine them if they do not attend. 
But have we bad any difficulty about a quo- 
rum? Why, sir, in the other House of Con 
gress, where they have a rule that enables the 
oflicer of the House to go and drag members 
by force into the Chamber and fine them, they 
have calls of the House and much more difh- 
culty in keeping a quorum than we have in 
this body. Here a Senator stands on his 
honor, and when notified by the Senate that 
his attendance is desired he hastens to his 
place in the Senate; and the time never bas 
been when we have had any considerable dit- 
ficulity in baving a quorum of this body. They 
have had far more difficulty in the other House 
aud calls of the House much more frequent 
than in this body. 

Mr. SCOTT. Wiil the Senator from | Illinois 
permit me to cali his attention to what I think 
18 & Misapprehension as to what is proposed ? 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. 


been done before. 


|| understand the measures that are brought for- || 


Mr. SCOTT. The resolution does not pro- 
pose an absolute limitation upon debate, but 
it only puts it in the power of the Senate, when- 
ever we shall arrive at that time when we 
think the limitation ought to be imposed, to 
make the motion, and then all the considera 
tions which the Senator is urging can be urged 


upon the Senate at that time; but as we are 
now situated, when we are considering an 
appropriation bill, we have ail seen that a 
limitation upon debate is desirable. Now, 


however, the rules of the Senate prohibit the 


motion being made, lhis resoluti mos mply 


permits the motion to be made; it does not 
put it in force absolutely as a rule. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I am aware of that; but 


it puts it in the powerof a majority of the Sen- 
ate to ‘ ig upon the Senate at any 
time it thinks proper. Let me appeal to the 
experience of the Senator from Pennsylvania: 
has there been any difficulty in coming to a 
reasonable understanding in reference to an 
appropriation bill in his whole experience 
here? His experience is shorter than mine ; 
but | cannot now recall the cause where it has 
seemed to me that there has been an effort to 
protract debate by Senators throwing obsia- 
cles in the way of action. 


eniorce a g 


The debate that we 
have had on this deficiency appropriation bill, 
the Senator must be aware, has been legiti 
mate in reference to a controverted question. 
{do not know who has taken up most of the 
time; I am sure I have occupied but little 
in reference to it; but I cannot recollect the 
remarks of auy Senator that seemed to me to 
be protracted after he had expressed what 
was legitimate and pertinent in his opinion to 
the pending measure. 

Mr. SCOLT. I would answer that appeal 
made to me, by the Senator's permission, by 
recalling the fact that there has been at least 
one effort made to fix the time when the ques- 
tion should be taken on that amendment; my 
recollection is that there were two, but there 
certainly was one, aud we failed in the effort 
to secure any agreement whatever as to limit- 
ing the time when that debate should cease. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It may have been. It 
is often difficult to fix a time when you shall 
vote, but it is never difficult when reasonable 
and fair debate has ceased upon a question to 


agree as to its disposition. ‘Thisis an attempt 
in advance, before your appropriation bills 
are considered, before the subject has been 
brought up and we know what the questions 
are to be, to put it in the power ot a majority 
of the Senate to fix a limitation the moment 
that a bill is called up, and then to spring 
some amendment of the most important char- 
} acter. I instanced the case a moment ago of 
the bill reorganizing your whole Army which 
was Offered as an amendment to an appropri 
ation bill. | may offer as an amendment to 
an appropriation bill a provision that shall 
remodel the judicial system of the United 
States. We have bills now pending here effect- 
ing very greal changes in the judicial system. 


[ may offer them as an amendment to an 
appropriation bill, and if 1 can get a majority 
of the Senate to stand by me on a five min 
utes’ discussion, | may put through those bills 
without their understood scarcely by 
the Senate, and without their ever having been 
subjected to the discussion which bills of that 
| character ought to receive before they are 
voted upon in either House of Congress. 
Now, sir, if this was confined to a particu- 
lar bill, it would not be so objectionable ; but 
it is in reference to all appropriation bills, and 


being 


it is ut a stage of the session betore any day ls 
fixed for adjournment. Now, in April, with- 
out any time fixed for adjournment, while we 
are sitting here indefinitely, it is proposed to 
introduce this new proposition into the Sen- 
ate. | plead, sir, in behalf of minorities, for 
whose protection Our ruies were established. 
The majority can always take care of liselt; 
but if minorities are to have an opportunity to 
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ward, they must not be limited to five minutes’ 
consideration of a bill that is presented here. 

Be not misled, Senators, by what is said in 
reference to this 


resolution applying only to 
an amendment to an appropriation bill. Re 


member that you may put upon an appropria- 
tion bill any bill that ever passed itis body, 
and you may be forced to vote upon it under 
a five minutes rule if this amendment is per- 
miited to be further, 
Senators, you are reversing the practice and 
the this Senate trom the foundation, 


and you are doing it 


adopted. Remember 
ruies ot 
without any necessity tor 
it; you ure doing it at a time when there has 
been manifested in no portion of the Senate 
any disposition unn cessarily to protract the 
business of the Senate. You are attempting 
upon a minority which 
When 
they shall do so, when the time comes that a 


to entorce such a rule 


has not obstructed public business. 


few Senators in this body and a minority set 
themselves up by useless, irrelevant discussion 
to protract the business of the body, I will 
unite with the Senator from Pennsylvania to 
devise some means by which we can bring 
questions to a vote in that particular case; | 


will sit with him through the night. I have 
often done it at personal iInconvenlence, | 
have remained here through the night until 


the sun rose in order to obtain a vote upon a 
bill; and | would rather subject myself to that 
inconvenienee two during a 
session than to adopta rule which shall prevent 
the discuss on of questions which may come 
up in the Senate or that shall put it in the 
power of a majority toadoptsuch arule. What 
the Senator from Pennsylvania called my al 
tention to is only a mode of doing this thing 


or three times 


by indirection. When it becomes in order for 
move that 
limited to live minutes there 18 no protection 
for the minority. 

I] shail regret exceedingly, Mr. President, if 
this rule shall command a majority of the Sen- 
ate. | move that the turther consideration of 
it be postponed until to-morrow, that the Sen 
ate may reflect upon the importance of the 
ste p some Senators seem disposed to take. 

Mr. ANTHONY. 1 quite agree with the 
Senator from Illinois, that it wouid very 
improper for the Senator from Venusylvania 
or any t 


a Senator to rise and debate be 


be 


other Senator, whether his service 
Lo 
I do not suppose the Senator 


Oe 
. 

1 
His 


long short, 
on the Senate. 


or attempt to foree rule 


trom Pennsylvania proposes to do any such 


thing. I do not know ot any way in which he 
can ao it. | suppose that he proposes to have 
the Senate decide whether it will force that 


rule upon itself or not. 
Now, Mr. President, we rule, and | 
think no Senator here wo ild desire to rey eal 


huve a 


it, which allows us to dispose of an amend- 
ment to an appropriation bili without anv de 
bate at al and this rule proposes ovlve eve 


Senator five minutes t 
five 
days for the amendment to be disposed ol 
Mr. TROMBULL. Will 
Rhode {sland allow me to interrupt him? 
Mr. ANTHONY. Certainly. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. He certainly 
to be misunderstood. He 
that rule that 


amendment to be disposed of without debate, 


) speak, and Ag CVvery 


Senator speaks ipinutes it will take two 


the Senator from 


qadoes not 


wish does not meal 


to say we have a enables an 


except by a@ motion to lay lt on the table; but 
you Cannot pass i vithout debate. If this 
rule is adopted, you must pas the most im 


portant bill that 
five-minutes debate. 
Mr. ANTHONY. 


the Senate wish i 


was ever tn this body on a 


Not unless a majority of 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Of course, 1 know that. 
Phat is what | object to. 

Mr. ANTHONY. This only cuts off debate 
on amendme When the appropriation bill 
is on sthird reading or has been passed to its 
third reading, it is open to debate as long as 


any bill isnow, without any restriction, and the 


debate can be UpOD any particular ameudine Lb 








nat I ii een adopte l.andt if fany Sei ntor 
il ( iv iif 7 eiha amendment 
! have en adoy 1, he can move 
to ree ey th ‘ y 1 th y 
i to third 1 ling 1 thé amena 
rent il playe Te ~ ‘ Lit i 
tui nowledve of ” ! I \ 
riven he ' : ‘ sle 
tmnay I) de i 
Ih dor ti f] f Lif ! to 
thie re n j ( Vi i repeat 
ed i 1 viv t I il¢ i BOaUy i 
! il { i ! io | 
re ‘ t ‘ 
Tr i Fi } 5 Al ’ ) | 
| d ; ‘ t i if at . ' i | 
peech Lever teard 
hy m make nere I he debates under tl ive 
minut i 1 Deen AlLWaAY ‘ nhined »the 
‘ mdoitsomet vi wo uel cat hing two 
I hie t pending which he « ild 
! iy ‘ i" t | ney I ' ew mAb 
nd | mould ling to have the pro 
| i »>aMended hata oena m 1 
| eed bia y vot if that vote could 
ne V he tenvoute 
4 » disposit ! 1 tt j there 
never has been any disposition nee | have 
heen a membe ot t, to cut off any debate 
bat wa eally ile ea » throw light on the 
discussion; but [think it is time 
that we cut olf debate on matte irrelevant; 
ni aithourvh it may not be the intention of 
eh ae ule t Loti merely to post 
pone rie andtoretard the operations ot the 
(;overnment. i wh the case ol the dehcrency 
Dui, hich ought to have been passed a fort 
hta he Senator from California | Mr. 
CASSERI \ that not the minority but the 
nnajyority have bee O blame tor bringing tor 
Vard the i evant matt or matters not 
roper to be con dered on tee adencreney bill, 
and for consuming time | quite agree with 
him. It is not beca tuse the minority have 
nneag avain the 3 riction of this rule that 
1 wish to have it whe ed. It is the majority 


that we ire alter 


Phe VICK PRESIDENT. The que sion 18 


on the motion ofthe Senator from Illinois, to 
postpone the further consideration of this reso 
lution until to-morrow. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I thdraw the motion 
forthe purpose of receiving an amendment that 
the Senator from M iryl ind wishes to offer. 

Mr. VICKERS. I moveto amend the reso 
hut \ iserting, after the word “‘thereto,”’ 
in the third line, the words ‘‘vormane to the 
ubject-matter of the bill:’’ so as to read 

That during the present session it shall bein order 


pending an appropriation bill, to move to confine 


le eon amendments thereto, germane to the sub 
ject-matter ot the bill, to five minutes by any Sena- 
tor. A 

PHE VICK PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Marvland. 

Phe question being put, il was declared that 


the ‘*noes’’ appeared to have it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL l ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

[he veas and nays were ordered 


Mr. TRUMBULL. The vote on this 


ment di ( lose 3 


amend 
what the intention is. ibis 
debate to 
five minutes on matters » the bill, 
if | understand it, and it is now proposed not 
to adopt it; and then what is the intention? 


amendment proposes to limit the 


german 


The inteution is to have a rule by which you 


f legislation on to an appt 


can put any sort of | 


priation bill under a five minutes rule and not 
allow debate on it. If this amendment is 
voted down, it shows that an arbitrary and 
despotic rule in reference to measures not 


germane to the appr pravon bills 1s to be 
enforced here for the p be 9 of foreing them 
upon the country without discussion. Let us 


see if the Senate ot 


bie United States 1s pre- 
pared to vote toat matters not germane al all 


laid on the table 
to be forced through this body 
inder a five minutes rule. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, I think 
the amendment of the Senator from Maryland 


to the bill. and which can be 


on motion, are 


eminently just. When an appropriation 
ll is before the body the general scope of it 
Amendime nts, therefore, that 
are germane are also to be understood almost 
presented. As to them, therefore, 
there may be some color for a limitation of 
. President, was it ever before 


' if le 
is intelligible, 
4 oon a 


adeunte, But, Mr 
in a body claiming freedom of debate 


that an amendment not germane, an amend- 


ment which is pure legislation on some sub- 
ect a thousand miles away from an appro 
priation bill, should be put through under a 
limitation of debate? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California will please suspend. The 
morning hour has expired, and the unfin- 
ished business of Saturday is before the Sen- 


as Se 
ate, being the deficieney bill, 


the pending ques- 


‘tion being on the motion of the Senator trom 


Georgia, {| Mr. Hitn,] to lay on the table the 
motion of the Senator from New Jersey [ Mr 
Ih RELISGHUYSEN | to reconsider the vote by 
which the so-called Morrill amendment was 
rejected 

Mr. SCOTT. IT think the experience we 
have already had deficiency bill 
will justify me in moving to lay it 

] 


upon this 
on the 
e for the present, that we may dispose ot 
this resolution. 

Mr. COLE 

Mr. SCOrT. 
informally. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
over informally. 

Mr. SCOTT. Then I move to Jay it on the 
table for the purpose of proceeding with the 
consideration of this resolution. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 

that the deficiency 


Let it pass over informally. 
Very well; let it pass over 


I object to 1t8 passing 


from Pennsylvania moves 
bill be laid on the table. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I wish to state on behalf 
of the Senator from Delaware | Mr. Bayarp]} 
that his absence this morning is accounted 
for by the fact that the state of his health 
has obliged him to go to Philadelphia to con- 
sult a physician. 

rhe question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 28, nays 14; 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ingbam, Carpenter, Chandler, Conkling, Edmunds, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, 
Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamlin, Hitehcock, Howe, 
Kellogg, Morton, Nye, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, 
Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, Stewart, Windom, and 
W right—2s. * 

NAYS—Messrs. Aleorn, Casserly, Cole, Davis of 
West Virginia, Goldthwuite, Hill, Johnston, Kelly, 
Norwood, Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, Trumbull, 
and Viekers—1L4, 

ABSEN T—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Brownlow,Cald 
well, Cameron, Clayton, Cooper, Corbett, Cragin, 
Davisot Kentucky, Fenton, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, Lewis, Logan, Morrill 
of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Osborn, Patterson, 
Pool, Ransom, Rice, Robertson, Saulsbury, Schurz, 
Spencer, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, West, and 
W itson—32. 


So the motion was 


as follows: 


agreed Lo. 

Mr. SCOTT. I move that the Senate re- 
sume the consideration of the resolution sub- 
mitted by me. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending 
question is on the amendment of the Senator 
trom Maryland, upon which the yeasand nays 
have been ordered. 

fr. CASSERLY. The Senator from Illinois 
was undoubtedly right when he said that the 
vote on the amendment of the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Vickers] would be a test of 
the objects of the majority in offering the reso- 
lution for the five minutes limit. And now, sir, 
which is, if possi- 
ble, a more emphatic and-significant test of 
Why, sir, what does it all mean? 


we have had another vote, 


those objects. 
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came here this 


April 29, 


| Laughter on the Republican side.] When ] 
morning I heard around the 
Capitol rumors of one of those dark assem. 
blages for coercingand whipping i in es rity 
by means not known to the C onstit 
the kk aws. 
Mr. K DMU NDS. And in violation of both 9 
Mr. CASSERLY. It may be, : 
not say in violation of both; but they do not 
help either. They are a standing menace. if 
not an obstruction, to both the Const 
and the laws, just as they have been, 


10n nor to 
though I do 


MUtLiONn 
as I ones 


had occasion to show, a menace and an « 


struction to all freedom of opinion ia legisla 


tion in this body, to all free action on the } 
of Senators in this body. 


art 
Sir, as Wwe all see 
now. there can be no doubt of the truth ot the 
rumor. There was a caucus of the m: ijorit 

the Senate this morning # The first vote, solid. 
compact, all but unanimous, from the other 
side of the Chamber in respectof the resolution 
gave s trength to the rumor. Now, 
doubt of it. 

What is it that is going on before our eyes? 
Here is the Senator from Pennsy lvania a front 
of me, [Mr. Scorr,] of whom we thought a 
few days ago that he had but one object in life 
in staying in the Senate, and that was to get 
his free tea and coffee bill up and 


l have no 


passe E 
as the sole relief of a country shrieking in 
agony. On the other hand, there 
league, who has not been precisel 
ing in agony’’ over his appropriation bill 
though he has been ve ry near it. [ may sa 


Is my col 


V 
in justice to him that in season and out of 
season he has been pressing his appropr ation 
bills upon the Senate, urging them early and 
late, the first thing in the morning and the 
last at night; yet the very moment it is sug 
gested to him by the Senator from Pennsylva 
nia that he wishes to get up his resolution, he 
too, discards at a word his pressure in favor 
of the appropriation bill for the resolution 
to which my friend from Pennsylvania bad 
already sacrificed tea and coffee and a shriek 
ing community. The wonder of it allis that 
the resolution is by no means pressing. If it 
should not pass before to-morrow | do not 
fear that the Capitol will fall in, nor that the 
Union will be in danger of dissolution. Eve 
the Administration party will manage to 
survive the delay. So far as the new rule 
is concerned, as a very distinguished citizen 
used to say, ‘‘there is nothing a breaking or 
a burning’’ that anybody should get in a 
tempest over it. My colleague for once yields 
at the word, and geis out of the way of this 
resolution. lt is true, he voted against the 
motion to lay on the tabie, but it was a very 
safe vote with such a majority as was shown 
on the other side of the Chamber 

rhe programme was perfect and the per- 
formance complete. Che Senator from Petin 
sylvania, at the expiration of the morning 
hour, moves his re aioe putting aside my 
colleague and his appropriation bills. From 
his seat, the Senator from New York [Mr 
CONKLING | exclaims ‘that’s right!’ ‘* What 
Cato did and Addison approved cannot be 
wrong.’’ What the Senator from Pennsylva 
nia [Mr. Scorr] moved, and the Senator 
from New York [Mr. Conkiine } 
went through by a great majority. 


chinery works to perfection. 

Mr. CONKLING. Does it not? 

Mr. CASSERLY. It does; no doubt about 
it. The chief engineer yonder has reason to 
be proud of his work. 

Now, sir, we of the minority have little, if 
anything, to do with the private arrange- 
ments, the secret caucuses, of the majority 
here, in or out of the Capitol, except all good 
men must deplore the dangers of such forcing 
processes in legislation. What is plain to us 
all is that on no other ground except the co- 
ercion of a caucus can we explain the votes 
given here this morning. Senators have voted 


indorsed, 
the ma 


tor this resolution who never would cast such 
a vote except in the bondage, 


if we can judge 
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at all by all their past lives. Senators who 
over a over have made their influential 
voices heard in this Chamber and throngh the 
country against every proposition to limit 
debate, except by free oa unanimous consent 
of majority and minority, have sat silent here 
to-day, or have even voted tor the resolution 
to muzzle the Senate at the arbitrary will of 
the majority. 

Now, sir, where is the slightest necessity 
for the passage of this resolution in such hot 
haste? Lam sure the appropriation bills will 
be passed in due season, even if this resolu- 
tion should lie over for proper discussion until 
to-morrow. What is the motive, then, for put- 
ting this new rule through under whip and 
spur? Is it that some one proposes to pass 
without debate (because a debate of five min- 
utes must be no debate. or worse than none, 
on many amendments offered on the appropri- 
ation bills) the most important and difficult 
measures which should never be 
passed without the most thorough discussion ? 
Or is it that some party exigency demands a 
disposition of public business in the shortest 
time, no matter how? What is the objeci at 
the bottom? 

My triend, the Senator from Maryland, [ Mr. 
Vickers, ] has sought to limit the resolution 
to such amendments as are not germane to the 
bill, I have stated what seemed to me the 
obvious propriety and justice of his amend- 
ment. ‘Those who have attended to the appro 
priation bills will be reasonably familiar with 
the nature of any amendment that is germane. 
To that extent there may be some color 
this enforced limitation of debate. But, . 
when you refuse to fix that limit to the power 
vested in the majority of the Senate, by this 
resolution, then you say in so many words that 
you intend, however foreign the proposition 
may be to the object of the bill, however seri- 
ous it may be in its nature, however ‘large the 
field of discussion that it may require, however 
novel and startling it may be, however unpre- 
pared the Senate may be, nevertheless it 1s to 
be put through, practically without debate, 
certainly without any debate that would throw 
light on the subject. Such is the edict of the 
caucus. 

Sir, 1 speak as a member of the minority. 
That is a fact which all of the minority cannot 
well forget. We are made to feei it in too 
many ways ever to forgetit even for a moment. 
Of course the majority here can impose what- 
ever shackles upon us in the way of rules and 
resolutions it sees fit. It can pass this resolution. 
But for one Lintend to lift my voice in protest, 
however unavailing, against such an invasion 
of the rights of the minority, such an invasion 
of the rights, practices, traditions, and—yes, 
I will say it—the courtesies of the Senate in 
debate. I protest against it; for you are taking 
away from us the only great right we possess 
here, beyond our right to our seats and votes, 
the right to debate a subject. You know that 
we have not abused it upon appropriation 
bills. Not one Senator will on the responsi- 
bility of his position before the country say 
that the minority in this Chamber has ever 
abused the freedom of debate upon appropria- 
tion bills. T es rule of restriction is therefore 
unprovoked ; is unjust to us; it is upjust 
to yourselves, a to the great interests com- 
mitted to us all here. 

There are Senators listening to me, Senators 
who voted for this resolution, who remember 
the time when they were members of a minority 
in this body themselves. I ask them if in those 
days any such gag as this rule was ever put 
into their mouths? I call upon them now, I 
challenge them to say, if in the fiercest heats 
of party in those days the majority have when 
it was most absolute ever undertook to limit 
debate by force of ageneral resolution? Why, 
sir, if | know myselt and | were a member of 
the majority in this Chamber, I never would 
consent to such a resolution. No caucus of 


measures, 


for 


sir 


my party, were it ever attempted on such a.) 


ere : 
gross Violation of 


bind 


me to what I regard asa 
the constitutional rights of 


subject, could 


this body in spirit, if not in letter. 

Such a resolution is of evil omen in the 
Senate. If you can limit debate upon one 
class of bills, you can limit it on any ol all 
classes of bills. You may get a general 
of a ten-minute or half-hour rule which wiil 
very soon ‘stifle all true parliamentary discus- 
sion of great questions and will make debate 
cakes te. You will reduce the minority of 
this body and perhaps the mass of the major 


to a mere ce Senators who, 


} 
i 


ylleetion of 


+ } 

ity also, 

though be no better t 
| 


with 


may vote, will 
: : ‘ +: 
what the Romans used to eall, 


senators— 


they lan 

, 
il Roman Ss 
pedarian 
me no way of expre 
going to one side or the other of the chamber. 
‘All this you by and and by 
precedent you make an authority for doing it. 


contempt, senators wio 


ssing their views except by 


’ i l 
may do DY, this 


The immediate result is that you place the 
minority under foot. You hold us at your 
arbitrary will on all subjects, on all bills. 

For all these reasons Lam against the reso- 


lution and for the amendment ot the Senator 
from Maryland as some mitigation of il 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President. 
ner in which this resolution ts 
foreed through the 
with the object of the resolution. 
ant a matter as changing the 
ate from the foundation of the Government, is 
called up in the morning hour. 
business of an appropriation 
is laid aside in order to force it through with 
out consideration and without opportunity for 
discussion. Itis.well, and | winh the intelli- 
gent people of this country to know it, thata 
despotic rule the first time sought to be 
brought to bear upon the Senate, should be 


evils. 
tne man- 
to be 
re harmony 
So impor 


sought 
Senate isin enti 
rules of the Sen: 


Che ordinary 
the Senate, 


for 


forced through in a despotic manner. It is 
well that a rule does not obtain in the British 
Parliament, that has no place in the Frene! 


Assembly, that is sought to be forced 
the free Congr America, 
through without debate 
ation. 


through 
should be foreed 
and without 


ess of 


consider- 


A motion to postpone this important matter, 
changing, as | say, the whole 
rules of the Senate since it existed, is voted 
down. Not a day’s consideration 
given to the subject. The reasonable request 
that it should go over until to-morrow for fur- 
ther consideration, that we might see it per- 
haps some amendment or some change of it 
might not be adopted which would be satisfae- 
tory, is voted down. ‘The deficiency 
priation bill is postponed, a bill, of which the 
Senator California has charge, bill 
which the public service requires to be passed, 
for I will say to the Senate, and | 
voice was loud enough to reac h every Man in 
the land, that he might hear and know 
this bill is, that is thrust aside for the purpose 

forcing a gag upon the Senate when there 
is no necessity for it. hat deficiency appro- 
priation bill is necessary for the public service 


condition and 


} 
is to be 


appro- 
from 
vish my 


what 


to day. HH; appe ning gto be at the Depai tment 
of Justice this morning, | was informed that 
the courts in some portions of the country 
would have to adjourn without the tran saction 
of the public business before them for want of 
the passage of that appropriation bill. And 
yet < Senate votes to lay aside the appro- 


priation bill, when it is confessedly admutted 


that no one Is trying to prolong the dispositi yn 


of it by needless debate, for the purpose of 
forcing upon the body this arbitrary and des- 
potic rule. 


Senators, I wish to say to you this morning 


that | served here once ina minority. [| was 
here in Lee ypton times [ was here when 
the domineering majority that then ruled this 
body undertook to torce the minority to vote 


I 
upon the Lecompton bill without discussion 
uuless we would discuss it at unreasonable 
hours. The Senator who sits behind me [ Mr. 
SuMNeR]} | am will remember 


Senator, then representing the State 


sure when 4 


of New 
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Hampshire, 


lesired to expres 

his views on that Leecompton measure and the 
Majority refu ed to adj urnto allow him to do 
so, and were for compelling him to speak at 
an unreasonable and unanswerable hour in 
order to force the bill through. Ky n they , IN 
r power, ne ver thought of this vag rule th { 


is now attempted to be adopted; they never 
attempted to enforee that ; but they undertook 


by voting down reasonable motions to adjow 


to compel the minority to discuss that Lecomp 
ton measure at unreasonable times; and Lam 
sure the Senators from Massachusetts will 
member when we sat here and the Senate 
from “ Ww + Hampshire sent for his cup of tea 
and | on his table before him and com 
meneed ‘his speech, and we moved to adjourn 
and to adjourn, and continued the strugel 
until we forced that majority to give usa reason 
able opportunity to discuss that measure, which 
turned out to be, and was, so unjust and « 
ous to the nation. Sir, it never entered into 
the heads of that domineering majority to at 
tempt to violate what had been the settled prac 
tice of the Government from the beginning in 
this body by forcing upon it a gag rule. No, 
r, that was reserved to the majority of to-day. 
And now is the request that | made of this 
Senate to lay this Over until to-morrow to 5 
if we cannot by agreement arrive at an un 
derstanding as to the pending bill, unreason 
able? IL would readily agree, and I think 
every member of the Senate would, that the 
Senator from California should proceed with 
his deficiency bill, and we could by a general 
understanding limit debate upon the amend 
ments to it to five minutes and let him finish 
it; there would be no sort of ditticul in 
doing that. But that is not what this major 
ity is seeking to do; and | warn you, Senators, 
that this is the beginning of a despotism in 
the Senate. [am astonished that a measure 


Lj ke this sh oul 1 | 
here in tl 
free di 


tto be torced through 
Is it a small 


lis manner. 


thing that 


scussion isto be cut off; so small a mat 
ter that you are to call up the rule that lays 
the foundation tor doing it in every case, and 


time that 
the Senate ? 
have been propo 

fore ; had never seen it, | had neve 
read it, and I did not know it was 
until it was called up for passage here. 


pass it in the morning hour the first 


it is ever brought to the notice 


rule must 


ot 
| suppose the 
be but | 
pt nding 


The hy, 


when | asked the Senate to lay it aside until 
to-morrow, that was refused, and a motion 
was made to lay on the table a public measure, 


ani: appropriat ion bill, in order to force 


a gag mea 





ure by a gag this morning. A ma- 


jority may do it; but, Mr. President, | warn 
this majority that you are taking a step that 
was never attempted here before, and a step 
that in my judgment you will have to retrace 
or bring the Senate of the United States into 
disrepute with the people. 

It is nol, President, because I have any 
speech to make on the deficiency approp: 
tion bill, ox any of these bills, shat L imal 
this opposition. Lt do not know that [ has 
one word to say upon any ol them, cert 
nothing unless it should be in some eurre 
debate in reference to the question which n 
be pending at the time. | have no desi to 
de} vy the passage of those bills one n i ; 
I will he p to hasten them forward, Vouody 
that | know of has any desire to delay them. 
Why, then, are they laid aside by a rule not 


at all for 
} ’ 
shall piu 
through the 
consideration ? 


the business of the S » but which 


it in the power of am ajorits to force 


most important measures wi hout 


Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, | would 
like to have the proposition rea .: 

Mr. COLE Will the Senator yield to me 
a mom ‘nit t 

Mr. WILSON. Certainly. 

Mr. ¢ COLI | have to state in reply t » the 


Senator 
month the pré 


from Illinvis that on the 19th of this 


sent pe nding amendment to this 


appropriation bill was moved, and the Seuate 








es oa ee: 


a 
st 
j 


4 


bo 
x 
~I 
bo 


} I i cessive da during a whole 

k « red to dispe { That, it 

ild e a i ent reason 

vrnie ( I 1 tye if 1 the par 

ody to expedite the business The 

Seu I yma DA dae vive as his Opinion 

tha hes it¢ 1 acqgule 1a proj} sk 

been UU land ha een retu l.~and | do not 

think the Senat i make that suyvg ion in 

rou “ iat ef thatthe Sena e would 
acqule ‘ ty proposition he suygests. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Las any roposilion 
been made to limit our discu nN upon this 
pending amendment to the deficiency bill to 
li iutes ¢ 

Mr. COLI lleretotfore. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the pending prop- 
{ mm now, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I am speaking of the 
bill we have had under consideration, and the 
particular measure offered as an amendment 
Lo 

Mr. COLE. A proposition has been made 
to fix upon the time for taking the vote. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘That is a very different 
thin 

Mr. COLE. Now, itseemsto me the demon 
tration we have had this morning presents @ 
stronger reason still why some rule like this 
proposed now should be adopted by the Sen 
ali \ oon a8 @& DOMination 1s made at 
Cincinnati we-can see readily that the dis- 
cussions upon every proposition will be turned 
into a political channel, and unless we get 
away from here betore the last of the next 
month I am sure there will be very little 
opportunity to do any business, even if it 
were but to pass a pending appropriation bill. 

Mr. WILSON. I should hke to have the 
propo tion betore the Senate read 

fhe PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. AN 
TrHONY in the chair.) the resolution and 
amendment will be reported, 

The Cuter CLERK. fhe resolution is as 
LvllOws 

Riesulved, That during the present session it shall 
be in order, pending an appropriation bill, to move 
wo confi debate on amendments thereto to five 
minutes by any Senator on the pending motion; and 
the motion to limit debate shall be decided without 
debate, 

it 1 proposed to amend the resolution by 
insert after the word ** thereto’’ the words 
‘‘oormane to the subject matter of the bill. 

Mr. WILSON. I do not see how this pre- 
vents debate in this body and the fullest de 
bate | pon the ball itself the debate nay run 
as many days as Senators choose to indulge in 
it This appli i understand it, to amend- 
ments; and | do not think there is anything in 
it to alarm the country or to alarm the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBUI Will the Senator allow 
me to interrupt him? 

Mr. WILSON Certainly. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Suppose | move to sus 


pend the writ of habeas corpus tor the next 
five years as au amendment to an appropria- 
tion bill, you ean debate it but five minutes and 
the majority can pass it. 

Mr. tLAMLIN \ majority can lay it on 
the table withou ce bate 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is the majority that 


Want to pass it; they want to force it through 


over the heads of the minority, and then you 
compel the minority to limit their debate to 
five minutes 

Mr. MORTON. If the amendment is 


adopted, you can discuss the whole bill for 
weeks 

Mr. WILSON. I will say in regard to that, 
that when an appropriation bill is before us 
and any motion is made, you may discuss the 
ner question involved in the bill: you can 
ads { 1} parts 5 put the limit 
ation of d \ now prop wed is confined 
simply to amendments. L think the Senator 
from Iliinois 1s mistaken in supposing that 
there is any peril or any danger whatever in 


this, or that anything 





| gag, 


| be done, it is 
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and I hope that in the Senate and in the 
country no such idea as that will prevail. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Allow me to interrupt 
the Senator. He does not understand this as 
Ido. Does not the Senator from Massachu- 

‘tts understand that (in order to illustrate) 
when he brought in a bill remodeling the 
Army as an to an appropriation 
bill, if this rule were in force, it would have 
been in the power of the majority to 
a vote on that great measure of reorganizing 
the Army under a five-minute debate? 

Mr. WILSON. Yes. sir; I do. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Does the Senator want 
to put the minority of the Senate in that posi- 
tion in reference to the most important meas- 
ures? 

Mr. WILSON. But is there anything in the 
rule that prevents your diseussing the bill itself 
in allits parts as amends 
anything else 
discussion upon it. 


amendment 


d, before it passes, or 
? So thatthere will be the fullest 
The Senat 
do anything th: 
not see any danger in it, and I supposed that 
all or nearly ail the Senators in this body 
would heartily concur in this as a practical 
measure to hasten our business. I supposed 
it was offered with that view, and not with a 
view of checking debate in any But, 
sir, rather than bave that impression ‘prevail 
in this body by any number of members of it, 
| would prefer to the weary 


I do 


its vote, or 


it it pleases. 


de gi “ee 


pass hours in 


debate and let this resolution lie over for future | 


consideration, and | think we may agree on a 
large number of the bills that come up here to 
limit debate to five minutes. We have done 


it before. We did it at the last session of 
Congress. We have got to have a general 


consent to hasten our business, or we must 


before long resort to some general rule of this | 


kind or we cannot do our 


business alongside 
of the House of 


Kepresentatives. As to the 
effect of a political debate, | do not care any- 
thing about it. If anybody wishes to indulge 
in it here after the Cincinnati nomination or 
any other nomination, let us have it. For 
my part, | shall welcome any contest of that 
kind if anybody chooses to engage in it; but 
I think we had better spend no more time about 
this matter and let it go over and take it up at 
some future time. 1 do not believe it is wise 
to-day to press this resoluuion to a vote under 
the circumstances. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, 
duced this resolution for 
ing debate, | 


having intro- 
the purpose of limit- 
shall not set the bad example ot 


indulging in any protracted debate. 1 will 
first auswer the question which my friend 
from California {| Mr. CasserLty} put, when, 
after reciting what had occurred, he asked, 


] auswer it in the 
ihe Sen- 
TRUMBULL] has con 
all that is aimed 

agrees that we have 
consideration of the 
that there 


‘* What does this mean ?’’ 
short phrase, ** lt means business.”’ 
ator trom Illinois [{ Mr. 
ceded the propriety of 
in this resolution; he 
reached a point ia the 
deficiency bill where it 
should be a unanimous understanding that 
debate shall be limited to five minutes. 
Now, whenever it is proper that that should 
proper that the Senate should 
have the power of doing it ; and that is all we 
propose to give them, that that time 


iS proper 


when 


| does arrive in the consideration of an appro- 


is intended by way of j| measure is under consideration. 


priation bill, the Senate shall be 
the power ot saying by a vote that that time 
has arrived, and that bhencelorth an amend- 
ment to an appropriation bill shail be dis 
cussed in five minutes speeches. 

Now, all the eloquence that has been ex- 
pended by the Senator trom Illinois on this 
resolution is founded upon the assumption 
that great vital measures will be introduced in 
the form of amendments to appropriation bills, 
and that then this Senate, which has the tra- 
ditional reputation of courtesy and fair deal 


clothed with 


| ing toward its members, will at once act the 


tyrant and apply the gag when any such great 
The charac- 


force 





1] 


e can reconsider | 





} 


| 





bs ter which the Senator himself has given to the 


body of which he has been so long an orna.- 
ment is an answer to the aspersion which he 
would cast upon it. There need be no fear 
that if any measure of general legisl: 
introduced upon the approptistian ney . 
Senate will be wanting in that courtesy and 
in that justice. It will ‘always be extended to 
any member of the body who desires to disc USS 


the 


| any measure at ge neral length that ought to 





| ments on appropriation 


| ened. 


| 





| understands what 


be kept before the body ; for, bear it in mind. 


| the power now exists in the body of putting 


it ut once on the table without permitting any 
man, friend or foe of the measure, to open his 
mouth upon it. That is a greater power than 
this. 

The intention of this, as I said before, is 
that it means business, and it is intended to 
be applied to those amendments which are 
the proper subjects of consideration upon an 
appropriation bill, and [ trust we shall have 
very few of any other character offered to the 
appropriation bills during this session. That 
being the case, | can see no harm in the Sen- 
ate doing now by resolution what the Senator 


from Lllimois concedes it is right should be 
done. 
Mr. MORTON. In the first place, Mr. 


President, this resolution is to be confined to 
this session, now, we hope, very near its close ; 
five months have already elapsed. In the next 
place, it is confined to appropriation bills only. 
In the next place, it is confined to amend 

bills. On the bill 
itself discussion is unlimited. After all amend- 
ments have been adopted or rejected, it is the 
right of any Senator to discuss the bill for 
days, or as long as his strength will allow him 
to doso; buton the mere adoption of amend 

meuts before the bill is finally put upon its 
passage debate is to be confined to five min 

utes. Lask, where is the danger? 1| ask if 
this is not a mere alarm? lam not fright 

I cannot for my life feel solemn over 
this. If there is any deep laid scheme agains. 
constitutional liberty, | am not aware of it, 
and | cannot be convinced that there is. 

Why, Mr. President, this is not, when once 
adopted, to extend to all appropriation bills 
but the motion may be made as to any one bill; 
and when that bill has been passed or disposed 
of, then the rule has exhausted itself; butthe 
motion may be renewed upon the next bill. 
That is all there is of it. We understand that 
it is merely to expedite business. If this rule 
had been adopted the deficiency bill would 
have been passed before this time; we should 
have had other measures passed; and it is to 
get business through and to avoid the com 
plaint that is m: ade against the Senate of delay 
and of too much debate that this resolution is 
brought forward. 

It is a mere pretense that there is a despot- 
ism, some deep-laid scheme, something dread- 
ful to be done under cover of this rule; and I 
scout that pretense entirely. I know of no 
foundation for it. I think every member here 
this means, and what the 

purpose of it is; and the attempt to alarm the 
country, to make the impression that there is 
something dreadful about to be done under 
this five minutes rule, I think is wholly without 
foundation. | hope weshallact, and act now. 
For one, | do not propose to be deterred mie 
doing what I think is right by the danger of : 
sensation being created in the country with: a 
any foundation for it at all. 

fhe PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Av- 
THONY.) lhe question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Maryland, upon 
which the yes and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Indiana says he is not afraid of the 
working of this resolution. Why, who said ks 
was? He isnotonlya member of the three 
fourths majority of this body, but a leader of 
that majority. Can the Senate make a resolu- 
tion in regard to debate which it would not 
suspend for him by the requisite vote if he 
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desired it? He forgets that what is sport fo 
him may be death for us of the minority. 
The Senator is not afraid! Of course he is 
not afraid; and if the rule were twice as harsh, 
it would have noterrors for him. I have been 
speaking for the rights of the minority in this 
body. I have been speaking also for some- 
thing perhaps higher and better than that, for 


the dignity of the Senate, for its rights and || 


freedom in debate and in legislation, and in 
all the relations which the members of this 
body should occupy to each other and to the 
country. Yet the Senator from Indiana con- 
siders itan answer toeverything that has been 
said against this new rule that he can tell the 
country that he is not afraid of it or its work- 
ings. Of course not. Rules of order in this 
Senate, rules to limit debate in this Senate do 
not oppress the leaders of the majority. 
them they are without terrors. The majority 
which made can unmake them. They are 
eause of alarm, and of much alarm, for the 
members of a feeble minority, sixteen or sev- 
enteen out of seventy-four. 

| asked, sir, what did the singular unanimity 
and manifest concert of the vote and of the 
action taken here this morning mean? The 
Senator from Pennsylvania, | learn, while I 
was out fora few moments, informed us that 
it all meant business. Yes, sir, I do not 
doubt it meant business—business which may 
be of the kind that the Senator described, 
and which may be of a very different kind. It 
may be of a kind well calculated to alarm not 
only the members of the minority here, but 
all well-wishers of the country. Why, sir, as 
one Senator suggested, you could put on an 
appropriation bill a suspension of the habeas 
corpus act for the next election, after five min- 
utes’ debate, by means of this rule. Is the 
rule meant for that? If it is not meant for 
that, but is meant for the legitimate business 
of the money bills to the country, why not con- 
sent to the amendment of the Senator from 
Maryland? Why not consent to the poor con- 
session of one day longer to consider the 
resolution? 

Mr. President, I certainly did not intend 
to detain the Senate at any length when | 
first rose, and | should not have done so had 
not the great importance of this measure grown 
upon me since. The whole argument for it 
appears to be first that the leaders of the 
majority here are not afraid of being oppressed 
by the rule, and next that we ought to trust to 
them. Well, sir, what is the object of a Con- 
stitution, what is the object of laws, and what 
is the object even of the rules which you make 
for yourselves in this body, except that no 
man and no set of men even in the Senate of 
the United States are to be trusted with too 
much power? It is not a good argument in a 
free country, it is not a good argument in the 
Senate of a limited government, it is not a 
good argument in the midst of American insti- 
tutions, for Senators of the majority to inform 
us in regard to arule so capable of being so 
abused that we must trust then. 

Mr. STEVENSON. 
not in the Chamber when this debate com- 
menced ; and I rise for the purpose of making 
an inquiry. Do J understand that this resolu- 
tion is pending now as proposed originally, or 
has it been amended? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mover 
of the resolution modified it by striking out the 
words ‘*the pending bill and,” that the 
proposed rule applies only to amendments. 

Mr. STEVENSON. [trust that this pro- 
posed rule will not be adopted. It is the first 
Innovation upon free debate in the Senate of 
the United States ever attempted by any polit- 
ical party since the Constitution was adopted, 
We have seen the hour rule adopted in the 
House of Representatives ; fre discussion has 
been limited in other deliberative bodies; but 


SO 


For || 





Mr. President, I was 








it has hitherto been the pride and boast of the | 
American people that in this Chamber of || 


equals of Representatives of the sovereign 


| broadest and most unlimited debate. 





| effort by the majorily to trample on the 1 


7 : 
r |} States of the American Union, the privilege | 


of free discussion was sacred and secure. But 
now for the first time in the history of the 
Government a political party, which has had 


| the complete and unrestricted control of this 


Government for the past eleven years, makes 
an effort, and that, too, during a year in which 


the presidential election is to take place, to 


restrict debate upon appropriation bills, and 
to gag Senators in the expression of their views 
or in their efforts to arouse the popular heart 
to the abuses or corruptions which ‘may have 
taken place in the various Departments of this 


Government; and for what purpose and to | 


what end? 

Where do we stand to-day? What appro- 
priation bills have been passed? The naval 
appropriation bill has not yet been passed 
upon by the Senate; the Army appropriation 
bill has not yet been reported to the Senate. 


Suppose the Army appropriation bill were | 


to-day before us for discussion, and | moved 
to amend it by asking that appropriations 
asked for should cease until the Secretary of 
War should give information to this body of 
what had become of the various millions of 
money for which the public property, arms, 


and munitions of war had been sold, and how || 


the same had been disbursed —— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will my friend from 
Kentucky allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. STEVENSON. With great pleasure. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to say that in a 
case of that kind. if we wanted to cut him olf 
from debate, we would move to lay his amend- 


ment on the table and he would not have the | 


chance to say anything about it. 
me the whole of this is getting to be an exag- 
geration; | am listening to find some real 
salamity. 


Mr. STEVENSON. 


I remind the honora- 


It seems to || 
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Senators that there need be no real fear, that 
this excitement or pretended excitement on 
account of any fear that the rights of minori- 
ties are to be trampled upon, has no founda- 
tion. This rule will not allect them in the 
slightest. They will have just as many rights 
This will expe- 
dite the public business, probably enable us to 
close the session a little sooner, and probably 
contine our debates legitimately to the subject 
matter before us. That is the way | regard it. 

Mr. STEVENSON. 
the honorable 


I beg leave to assure 
from Ohio that I am 
not seriously alarmed so far as this side of the 
Chamber is concerned. Jam not speaking for 
party. ‘The restriction of free discussion in 
the American Senate is above party. This 
rule may gag the minority to-day, but the domi- 
nant party may have good reason hereatter to 
lament its adoption. Political majorities are 
not perpetual when the people are free; the 


Senator 


| dominant party of to-day may be the minority 
|} in less than a twelvemonth. 


But whether in 
the majority or in the minority, 1 stand here 
as an American Senator, representing the free 
people of sovereign Kentucky, to protest in 
their name against any and every ellort to re- 
strict freedom of speech or free debate on 


every public measure of legislation on which 


we are called upon to act. I deny the right 
of any party caucus to restrict the right of any 
Senator to discuss freely, without gag, any 


| appropriation bill or any amendment thereto 


ble Senator, who is a much better parliamenta- || 


rian than I am, that he could scarcely move 
to lay it on the table when | had the floor. 

Mr. SHEKMAN. No. 

Mr STEVENSON. And then no gag like 
this attempted rule could limit me to five min- 
utes in what | had to say, or to restrict me in 
any recital of facts which my duty might 
prompt me to present to the American people, 
tending to establish misrule or corruption. 
Are the dominant party afraid of light? Do 


| they shrink from free discussion ? 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 
about that. 
construction. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I was about to remark 
that whenever I can get the floor I can make 
either motion; and in one case I could cut 
the Senator off without making a five minutes’ 
speech, and under this rule | could not pre- 
vent him from making a tive minutes speech. 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 


‘The Senator is mistaken 
The rule will not bear any such 


Mr. SHERMAN. If I do not interrupt the 
Senator from Kentucky—— 


| is that the Supreme Court 


But under | 
| this rule one motion will answer all purposes. 


Mr. STEVENSON. Lam glad to hear the | 


Senator's explanation, 
Mr. SHEKMAN. 


sincere in 


No doubt 


the conviction 


Senators are 
that there is some 
ights 
of the minority. In voting for this proposiuon 
I desire to prevent too much speaking by the 
majority as well as by the minority. This is 
simply a business proposition in conformity to 
a previous practice of the Senate that has been 
repeatedly acted upon, not only as to appro- 
priation bills, but as to tariff and other import- 
ant bills, and it intended to faciiitate the 
public business, to enable the Senate when an 
amendment is moved to confine debate. accord 
ing to the rule of the other House, to the sub- 
ject-matter of the amendment, leaving the bill 
open to the widest debate. 

In the case put to the Senate a moment ago 
by the Senator from Kentucky, if the amend- 
ment was voted up or voted down, in either 
event the bill would still be subject to the 
[ assure 


is 


| and to free institutions. 
| tion of the Constitution of the United States, 


| serve our liberty. 


in which the personal or political rights of his 
constituency are directly involved. 

Mr. President, allow me illustrate the dan- 
ger that I conceive to be involved in the adoption 
of this extraordinary proposition. The Senate 
for ten days past has been considering the 
deficieney bill. The honorable Senator from 
Vermont {| Mr. Morrii.] proposed an amend 
ment striking directly at the independence 
of the Supreme Court of the United States ; 
nay more, an amendment that in its practical 
effect strikes at the Constitution of the United 
States in filtering away the power of pardon 
conferred upon the President by that instru- 
ment. Hitherto the right of every Senator to 
discuss that amendment and to expose 
danger was unquestioned. The proposed rule, 
if adopted, closes the lips of every Senator to 
show the danger of that amendment to liberty 
This rule is a viola- 


ils 


which was ordained to perpetuate and to pre 
There can be no liberty if 
tle representatives of the people are gagged. 
One of the exactions of that Constitution 
within its pre- 
scribed jurisdiction was to be independent 
both of the executive and of the legisla- 
tive departinent ; and yet when the legislative 
branch of the Government, by an amend 
ment to an appropriation bill, attempts 
strike at the independence of the judiciary, 
Senators are to be limited to five minutes in 
the and their rights to expose 
the utter unconsuitutionality of the proposed 
amendment is silenced by the edict of a party 
caucus. 


Lo 


Qiscussion, 


| protest against it. | say, against the 
of such power by any majority, | 
siould be as much opposed to it if proposed 
by the Democratic parly if in power, as by the 
party who have now the control of the Senate 
wnd f to iu 
rules. I cherish the hope that free « 
last 


Is tue 


exereise 


are to-day sec king revi onize its 
iscussion 
the 
American people will ever I recog- 
nize truth of the sentiment of that great 


apostle of American liberty, that error ceases 


i 
} 
liberty which 


surrender. 


safeguard of 
the 
to be dangerous when reason 1s left free to 


combat it. it 


that despotism always takes its first steps in 


by muzzling free discussion 


‘ 


eutorcing Out its ex iclions. 
Senators on the other side say that this rule 
is only to extend to this session. Admit it. 


How wany vital measures of legislation, how 
many ponderous appropriation bills, are yet 
How many amendments will 


to be acted on? 





Pe tate or 





et 





| l fe¢ gto reduce appt riations 
i Vavyl And y no oe 
i “li ii n hinute 
{ 5 gy upol 
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‘ i ely ce h th 
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I CO tt i a ail ( ittention ot 
ie he Committee on Appropria 
i n ion Wa msked, 
et Se the Na lic 
‘ itl i i ished nearly all that 
re hut i »p ad oty the 
h| ol Representatives, which would soon 
ilter be printed, and which probably has 
! by t lime, and further that the 
ary iLed { Ww (l l | re 1 Vv y irve 
»>gvo over the work again. 
SEIEVENSON, It has not yet reached 
I i | i I ra it it ha ‘ i 
vile yt ted, although | nve made daltv 
| es tor lam quite sure the honora 
iy nh Calilorinia, he chairman ot 
\ppropriation Committee, had not himselt 
bilLtwo day “ay. | propose to make 
hurypes unte Lne tacts Teor ead aulhnorize 
but | cont my great disappointment in 
obtain information so essential to 
aracd Dive ount y. and wi ch itl Sees 
ivhit It nave ‘ nh made ny since, But 
! ie HHder GISCUSSION When 
the information do come are Senators to be 
ry rule in free eriticism and dis 
( (91 ch gigantic expenditures ol the 
’ j DMI NDS It Was nade to the El use 
0 been itetive Soul W K ago. 
SLENVENSON,. | donot know whethei 
er ty made to the House or not; | 
| i reached the Senate: and solar as 
i 5a believe, it ha not reached any 
‘ hie enate Appropriation Com 
Bu ippose it had, i want time to 
ci that report, and if my duty and my 
nent roma me to how that there has 
been | which IT express now no opinion) a 
IbAlaAppropria moO the publi money in any 
‘| mes (y cTnimment, | protest 
\ in pol Mitation upon my right 
to do | wan iny party rhb by 
my maypority itn debate to hve minutes 
propo lt reduct bs to these appropriation 
Now, Mr. President, the same power which 
pl ) t 1do this restrict e I e, nd 
ul Vy ie y the a 1a¢ ot debate im the 
ne ‘ eul ! uney Laine ’ any me a I 
Wiis ! ‘ e ot maladm Li¢ vy any 
1) { i pyurious to the dominant 
} riy i iKeS UWRY hie right | free 
( ) ! rre at it i er ad » 
\ iharl the hour ruleasa 
gre nprovement on this proposed measure, 
| i } e ot free discussion to a 
‘ ote ne hour rule; and. free 
discussion would to some degree be preserved 


every Senator possessed the right to | 
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peak for an hour. But five minutes defeats 
dis on. | am glad to know I| have the 
concurrence of the honorable Senator from 
[linois (whose experience is as large as any in 
first attempt that 
has ever been made, especially during the 


His Senate that this is the 


pendency ot a preside ntial election, when the 


people who are the recognized source of 


power have the right to be informed io the 
actions and doings of their agents, and espe- 


iaily in regard to the expenditure of the pub- 


l treasuré, to stop and cut off debate when- 
ever the majority shall eleet to say so. I am 
still more rejoiced to hear that distinguished 
senator Mi | RUMBULIL | raise his el quent and 
“abate soe | voice in manfully protesting as a 
he p in against this dungerous procedure. 


j 


My honorable triend from Indiana trequently 
arralgns the Democratic party for alleged 
abuses and maladministration of the Govern- 
ment, Sir, there is at least in the h story of 
that noble and orthodox party one thing that 
even the Senator's existing prejudice against 
it Cannot mar or take away. or sixty years 
the Democracy managed the affairs of this 
Government with honor, with discretion, with 
ability, and with a dominant majority fre 
quently in both branches of this national Legis- 
lature, During 


most of that period it never 
was reduced to the alternative of attempting 
to stifle free discussion in the Senate of the 


United States. or to confide toa majority of 
the Senate the dangerou power otf stifling the 
exposure of any fraud or maladministration 
DY public olficials of this Government. 

but, Mr. 
nota party measure. I think that the Senate 


ought to be chary in the adoption of any line 


President, this proposed rule is 


of procedure that may at any time, either now 
or hereatter, give such an arbitrary power to 


any dominant majority, whether it be Repub- 
lican or Demoeratic, to a stroy the treedom 
of debate. I protest against curtailing that 


f de bat e whic sh hh 


ireeadom 


Ss alWays been one 
of the clustering glories of this Senate, and is 
the breath of free institutions. | hope, there 
fore, the Senate will hesitate before making 
such an innovation on the usage aud rules of 
Lhe Seusgte 

Mr. SHE RMAN. Mr. President, I had 
hoped this proposition when introduced would 
be accepted with very little if any debate, that 
we should try the experiment during this ses- 
tried no member of 
the body will ever desire to go back to the old 


sion, and | believe if it is 


field of unlimited debate. very restraint 
that has been made upon debate heretofore in 
this body bas been sanctioned and approved, 
and has expedited the publie business, Ils 
there a member of the Senate that would vote 
now to repeal that rule which authorizes a 
motion to lay an amendment to an appropria- 
tion bill on the table? Not one; and yet 
there was a great clamor when that proposi- 
tion was made. Is there any member who 
for instance, the old ques- 
For two 
some of the oldest and most elo 


would go back 
tion about the quorum of this body? 
years | heard 
quent Senators in this body denounce the prop- 
osition to make a majoriuy of those entitled to 
take their seats here a quorum of this body ; 
and for two sessions they kept us here in un- 
easy sittings night after night in order to pass 
bills. When we had but fitiy-two members of 
this body it required thirty-six to be here pres- 
ent to pass the most insignificant bill upon 
which any one might desire to eall a division 
of the Senate. But after two years’ weariness 
and delay we finally adopted the rule of coim- 
mon sense, declaring that a majority of those 
entitled to seats were a quorum of this body 
- competent to transact business. 

f I had the power I say openly that I would 
pass a pre deus question under certain limits 
rol debate; and if you take the jue ig- 
ment of the country on this question met | 
would decide that the Senate has lost its char 
acter somewhat by its long, extensive, unrea- 
sonable debates upon almost every question 


to cont 
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that is pre sented to it. If there is anything 
upon which there has been a gradual chan: ge 
in the Se nate for the last thirty or forty years, 
1 has been In the procrs ast it ating de ‘bate uy 
every question, great or small, that comes yy 
in the Senate Chamber. W hen l first aye 
a member of this body it was very rare for a) 

appropriation bill to take more than one day. 


| have had myself charge of appropriation 


On 


bills and seen them pass in one day with very 
little objection. Here is a defici ney bill, 

bill that we ought to have passed in a single 
day, a bill the pressure of which is gre at r 
than that of any other appropriation bill |] 
have ever known in my life, a bill the delay 
of which we are told withholds from. the 
courts of the United States the means of 
Car! ying on the publie busine SS, whie h j IS pro 
tracted day after d: ay, and day after day, and 
day after day, till more than ten days have 
transpired in this most important session upon 
a bill that ought not to have taken more than 
one day, and would not have done so ten years 


ace 
ago. 


, 


Why, sir, the signs of this very debate, the 
feeling, the excitement growing up on a mo 
tion of this kind, the talk about cutting off the 
liberty of speech and the rights of minorities, 
all indicate that there ought to be some rea 
sonable limit to debate. It ought to be in the 
power of the Senate at any time to fix the hour 
when the vote shall be taken. If there is any 
responsibility for it, the responsibility rests 
with the majority. ‘lhe majority oughtto have 
the power to control the debates and actions of 
his be dy. 
a fitof spleer 
pointed in a vote, sometimes for this cause or 
for that, may hold the body here day after day 
and night after night in wearisome, absorbing, 
Sir, this prolonged debate 
upon various measures has done more harm 
to the Senate, has cost the people of the Uni 
ted States more sums of money, and has led 
to more improvident legislation than all else 
beside. 

Why, sir, I have seen myself a single Sen 
ator rise here and make a proposition, debate 

, show persistence, determination to carry it 
out, and having the ability to talk one or two 
hours about it, | have seen him carry his 
proposition against a majority of two thirds 
of the Senate by mere persistence and phys- 
ical weariness All of us have seen that. | 
have seen amendments added to your appro- 
priation biils by the determined will of three 
or four Senators when a large majority of the 
Senate were against them, simply because we 
cannot sit day after day and night after night, 
and stay here to vote down these various prop- 
ositions. I have seen more evil legislation, 
more vicious, more extravagant legislation, 
more that is bad in legislation, caused by weari 
some night sessions by the p yhy sical pain that 
men somewhat advanced in years sometimes 
suffer by being compelled to wait here long 
hours because some Senator desired to carry 
a particulat proposition. 

Sir, I say to my honorable friend from 
Ke ntucky, and I know he will believe me, that 
when I support this proposition 1 have not the 
slightest idea of seeking to cut off any debate 
of a political character that is germane or 
proper or rational on an appropriation bill or 
any other bill. My idea was this: leave the 
debate upon the general bill broad, without 
limit, so that any Senator can discuss the po- 
litical bearing of the question, whether the 
ainount of the appropriations is too great or 
too small, whether any appropriation should 
be made for the subject-matter; but to confine 
the debate on amendments to the particular 
amendment pending before the body, and to a 
reasonable statement in regard to it pro orccn. 
[t seems to me that that is just and right. 

Why try to get up a scare that here isa greal 
innovation on the rights of the minority! I 

will not say that this ‘talk is designed, but ‘its 


Now, a single Senator sometimes in 
1, Sometimes because he is disap- 


constant session. 


. result is simply buncombe ; and if anybody 
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ippeals to the people of the United States on 
that ground, they will say to the Senate and to 
nators, **Gentlemen, you talk too much; 
your debates ought to be limited; one of 
seventy men ought to have it in his power to 
pr long and procrastinate and delay and talk 
forever upon every question, great or small. 
Why, sir, it is a remarkable fact that the 
o le gisli itive body in the histe ory of the whole 
ae has not some form of a previous 
stion. The Chamber of Deputies of France, 
the legislative bodies in Germany, the House 
of Lords and the House of Commons in Eng- 
land, have their previous question. It is very 
rare that a single question in the House of Com 
mous debate. Ne arly 
all the important questions are decided after 
one day’s debate, and it was noted as an extra- 
ordinary fact some three or four years ago that 
one of the most important questions, which in- 
ilved the defeat of a minisiry, occupied three 
lays’ debate in the House of Commons. In 
e House of Lords the subject-matter under 
liscussion is always closed before the session 
ends unless there is some extraordinary re 
for its delay; and yet in Senate | 


™¢ 


no 





reis 


that 


1é 
( 
i 


goes beyond two days’ 


-ason 


the have 


en small questions debated day after day 

d day attér day. 

1 know the reluctance of the Senate to 
change its rules. This body commenced with 


me twenty-six members in secret conclave, 
when it was rather in the nature of a cabinet 
ora caucus. In a few years the sessions were 
ovened. Then the old habit grew on, and 
these unlimited rules which allowed anybody 
io debate at any length were preserved as a 
part of the traditions of the Senate. We have 
now seventy-four members. We are getting 
to be quite a numerous body, almost as numer- 
ous as the popular braneh of a State Legisla- 
ture. The most popular branch of the Legis- 
lature of Ohio has but one, hundred and tour 
or one hundred and five members. We can- 
hot maintain one carry on the business of this 
great country, growing year by year, without 
some power In the majority to control debate. 
Theretore, L say for myself that [am willing 
now to vote for a proposition that will, aftera 
reasonable time, place the previous question 
in the power of the majority, so that the pub- 
lic business may be expedited after a reason- 
able chance for the minority to express their 
Opinion. 
little proposition to confine 
minutes onan amendment to 


debate to 


biil during this session, it seems to me, is 
making a mountain out of a mole-hill. Why 


is it to be supposed in the first place that the 
Senate will order debate to be limited until we 
are ali weary and tired out, until every Sen- 
ator ought to be ashamed to say anything fur- 
ther? This five minutes rule cannot apply 
until the Senate by a majority vote decide that 
it shall apply. The Senate never will apply 
it until they are wearied out, and until there 
ought to be a final vote. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Will the 
Senator from Obio allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 


Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I ask him 


his construction respecting this resolution. 
Will a motion to suspend all debate apply to 
all the pending amendments and all that may 


be offered thereafter, or will it apply only to 


To make all this elamor about this | 
five | 
an appropriation | 


|| germane intheS 


the particular amendment pending at the time | 


it is offered ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It willapply to all amend- 
ments that may be offered to a bill, as [ under- 
stand, 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Is that 
the effect of it? 
Mr.SHERMAN. The Senator from Mary- 


land was a member here when the tariff bill 
was under consideration in 1870. I intro- 
duced this particular proposition. After a 
little debate, some Senator said it opened 

broad question, but let us agree unanim« wale | 
to adopt it, and it was adopted nem. con. and 
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entered on the Journal that we should act on 
a five-minutes rule precisely like this; and we 
went on and considered the important subject 


f the reduction of the revenue, external and 
internal, ina five-minute rule. 
Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. But allow 


me to say to the honorable Senator t! 
that consent was limited to the 
germane to that question. 

Mr. CONKLING. Not 
before me. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 
stood it at that time, and that 
understood. Here it applies 
nents and to the bill generally. 


iat then 
amendments 
at all. I have it 
I so under- 
was generally 
to all amend- 


Mr. CONKLING. Let me read the reso- 
lution to show that the Senator from Mary- 
land is wrong. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. That was 


by unanimous consent. 


Mr. CONK LING. The Journal is: 

‘On motion of Mr. Suerman, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the following resolution sub- 
mitted by him on the 23d instant’’— 

(his was on the 28th of June, 1870— 

* Resolved, That the debate on the bill (IL. R. No. 
2045) to reduce taxation, shall after to-day be con- 
fined to debate, not exceeding five minutes by each 
Senator, on the amendment pending when such 
debate arises. 

‘ Theresolution having been modified by Mr. Suer 
MAN by striking out the words ° atter to-day.’ 

*An amendment being proposed by Mr. SPENCER 
to strike out ‘five’ and insert * ten.’ 

‘Pending debate thereon the Senate came to a 
unanimous understanding that debate should be 
limited to five minutes to each Senator on any 


amendment proposed to the bill.’’ 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. To the 
tariff bill. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Mary- 


land sees that there was the very thing itself 
adopted by unanimous consent on a tariff bill, 
and it applied not only to amendmet 
the bill itself. The Senator 
apply unless an amendment was germane. 
What is germane in the i could show 
you decisions without number that anything is 
When you say a thing 
mean anything 
inthe English language. 
in the Senate 
germane. 
which ts 


its but to 
says it did not 


Senate ? 


enate. 

is germane in the Senate 
that can be written 
There no rule 
amendments to be 
introduce language 


You 
is requiring 
Vherefore you 


not known to the 


rules of the Senate. Inthe Hous s+ an amend- 
ment must be germane to the subject-matter, 
but in the Senate there is no such thing, and 


ot 
| 

a Sinai 

until grad 


representative 


that is one of the evils that have ¢ 
the fact that Senate 
secret body without any rules at 
ually it expanded itself 


rown out 


the grew tr 


om 
all, 
nto a 


body of seventy-four members, representing 
| thirty-seven different States or communities. 
| Why, sir, there ought to be a rule that noth- 


| courtesies 


ing should be offered as an amendment to a 
bill but whatis germane, and no appropriation 
bill ought in any case 
by a proposition that relates to an appropria- 
tion; and if the Senate desire it, let us vole 
for such a proposition and correct a great and 
growing evil. 

Mr. HiLL. Will the Senator allow me to 
say to him that | would thank him very much if 
he would introduce such a rule? | would like 
to vote for it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I 


a rule, but it never 


to be amended except 


have introduced such 
will be adopted in the 
Senate because it is a violation of the old 
of Senate. ‘The idea that a 
should be confined by the rule to have 


the 
Senator 


his amendment relate to or be pertinent to 
or germane to 4 bill would be undignified 
and wrong! [ Laughter. | ‘That was the idea 
1 did propose a rule of that kind during the 


war when we were under the press of business, 
but the Se said that it was a departure 
from the privileges and rights and dignity ot 
the body to adopt such a rule as that. And 


nate 


yet that rule is a part of the constitution of 


| every State in this Union, so far as I know. 
Now, under the constitution of Ohio, and I 
believe of Kentucky and nearly all the States, 
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| change 


~ 
e 


) 


o7 


no bill 
the 
we 


ean be passed to be co 
ret of bill is stated in the title, but 
cannot adopt a rule that will limit our 
amendments to something germane to the bill 
because that would be undignified ! 

Che truth is that ithe Senate of the United 


ustitutional unless 


obj ihe 


States has, by the vast growth of our country, 
by the increase of the number of States, by 
the increase of the number of the body, of the 
subjects-matter brought before us, and the 
great diversity of obje cts of legislation, grown 





be yond the clothes that bound the old Senate. 
(hen it was a great debating body, where a 
few leading questions occupied the time of t] 
Senate; now it a legislative 
everything debated and 
our clothing, because, forsoo 
affect our dignity. 


Now, 


13 where 


hody ° 
we retuse 


Is to 


th, it may 


sir, this little rale proposed by the 


Senator from Pennsylvania to authorize a 
majority of the Senate, with all our vague 
notions about senatorial dignity, to allow a 


majority to say, when they 
tired out, that after this, 1 
is disposed of, we will confine the debat 
pending amendments to five minutes, is a rey 
olutionary proceeding, and one upon which 
my honorable friend 


get thoroughly 
ntil the pending bill 
‘On 


from Illinois is going to 


appeal to the country, to take the decision of 
the country upon it. Why, sir, if you leave 
it to a plain countryman, a blacksmith or 
a farmer or a mechanic. he will say that the 
great fault he has to find with the Senate 
is that they talk too much, and that they 
have not limited their debates long ago. You 


| can never get a plain countryman to under 
| stand why we have to sit here during the long, 


verry, watching hours of the night, in order 
to pass any bill that three or four determined 
men are opposed to. You cannot get a plain 


countryman to understand why our appropria 
tion bills may be loaded down 
and impertinent, 
ments, merely 
demands that 


with inconeru 
ous, and ungermane amend 
the dignity Sen 


we should 


thie 
change 


because ot 
ate 
rule 

l hail the proposition ot 
Pennsylvania as a 
intended, as my honorable friend from C 
fornia supposes, to an advantage 
political party, to take advantage of a mino. 


not our 


the Senator 


business 


it 
proposition, 


yin 
not 
ali 


be to uw 


ity, but as a proposition looking to the 
prompt disposal of the ordinary business ot 
the Senate, its regular and proper disposi 


tion, without any attempt to impair the 
the minority or 
majority. 


rights 
take any advantage for the 


You never could get a majority in 


ot 


the Senate to agree to apply this five-minute 
rule to an amendment where grave political 
interests were involved, It is an imputation 


upon the majority for the 


minority to stv thal 
we wish to use this five-minute rule to pa 
some political proposition as an amendment 


to an appropriation bill. I think the 
would not dare to do such a thing a 
Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 


to ask the Senator a question. 


mayor 
that. 
Allow me 


Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Suppo 
the rule is applied before the proposition 
arises. Here you undertake to pass a pro 


vision upon an appropriation bill that al! 


bate on amendments to that bill shall be 
confined to five minutes. The prop ul 
is not then here; when it comes, how 


you to your action? The 
is all at once put before the Ser 
are you to do? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The 
scinded at any moment ; 
doubt about it, put that in. 


reverse 


proposition 
late, and what 


order may be 
and if there is “iy 
J suppose no Sen- 


ator will object to this order being rescinded 
at any time by an order of the Senate. All 
we claim is this, that after a reasonable debate 


upon amendments which are often thrust in, 
incongruous and having no relation to the sub 
ject-matter, there should be limit to 
debate, and that the majority should say when 
the time has arrived when the business of the 


some 
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! ) i 1h i hy I ray 

Vy KI ‘ n the | 
! I i hom are ilat to all 
1 | i j "i | ypria ) ‘ bd 

r Ww i eculal m, lor the 

i it W a no have time ( cu 
1: the tin en pre y occupied 

“ init} It there could be more 
} t ‘ bel ) it tT Lhing if the 
nad pow »« off rreie i devate 
& { ee us ne to see to the eyisiallol, 
| k there mld be much less harm done 
I heartily concur in this,and I think the Senate 
( tO ha the powe to limit debate by 
rm ot previou (jue Lion, » that the 
muaVv Ubeadistrivoured a rding to the ense 
Ine nmiy ot the Senate upon all lnport 
“i quest us, » tha they could all come 
review and ) be thrown through here 
| vant of time to consider them, 

ldo not think it should be in the power of 

( ‘ rtwo men yoceupy the Lime on some 
{ il the majority ot the Senate regards 
i“ mportant ind thereby toree the maj nT 
} Lo p Dilis that they bave no time to con 
sider bhatt 3 particularly » at the short 
‘ ( , 4nd it is otten the case at the long 
almost always after the day for 

nent is fixed Kiverybody then fee 
thre pportanee of disposing of the public 
pu ft lt the ne bas been spent on mrrel 
evant matter against the sense of a majority 
ol the se ate, That majority that have stood 
1 seen this done without any power to 
stop it mast vote for erude legislation that 
they would not vote for if they had time to 
} (ie cls Bills ro through that 
you do nol ave any Opportunity to read on 
Live hivit of the session Conterence 
committees Come in here with reports that it 
will take a day to read, and you have to take 
them witl tf any consideration, Otten im 
} i slion comes trom conference 
committees; we hear complaints about it at 


the next ession becau laws that nobody 


tood had ever been passe dare found on 


1e statute book; and it all results from time 


1 
being consumed on irrelevant matter. There 


is time enough if we conduct our business in 
an orderly way and divide the time in any 
reasonabie manner and | do believe there is 


sense ol propriety enough in 


the ’ never to cu debate on import- 


ant matters, | believe the Senate can be 


the m yjority of 


whether the matter is im- 
or not, and whether time should be 


: i : 

. : 
extended to it or not, and that they must 
judge , because the country is getting so 
imurge ir crude legisiation will continue to 


increase, if you do not have rules that will 
allow the sense of the majority to control our 
proceedings and reduce them to regular order 
that we can see the whole body of legislation. 


Mr. STEVENSON. 


TheSenatorfrom Ohio | 


[Mr. SuerMan] is greatly mistaken if he sup- 
p it | ny personal interest in the 
[ i I | have occup ed very 
e I the time ot the Senate since | have 
had i this Chamber | agree most 
ce Jinlly ra vood de hat has falien from 
th senator irom Ohio as to the delay of the 
public business, but | should like to ask thal 
s Ww i ti \ ven be} imbucan Senators 
i iis 4 Lye aud h butseventeen Demo 
‘ a , WwW i! | revalling abuses 
Vhichn he Characterizes with SO buch clearness 
and so much truth have not been long since 
remedied by the adoption of rules confining 
u endmen ) ADprot ria On bills tO matllers 
geru wt ich measures ¢ 

Mr. SUEWMAN. If the minority, the 
Democrats. to use the Senator’s own phrase, 
wiil vo ton ‘ roposition, | think IL ean 
igh others to do so to Carry it; put 

they ive always Opposed it heretofore. 
\I a | I \ lu N SUN. | Will pie dge ny self 
to ipport the propose lamendment whenever 
sé utor offers 1t. [ think the reeord of 
Senate wiil sustain the utterance I am 


about to make, tbat wnenever tlhe question of 
order has been raised on any incongruous | 
amend tto an appropriation or deficiency 
lt) “i lot yvermane to the Dill, tha question has 
been sustained with great unanimity on this 


side of the Chamber, while the irrelevant 


amendment has been generally put on the bill 


by the vote of the dominant majority in the | 


Senate 

Mr. SHERMAN. My own impression is 
that that depends entirely on what the amend 
mentis. Lremember that my honorable friend 
from Kentucky only the other day offered an 
amendment on the deficiency bill to pay to the 
Siate of Kentucky five or six hundred thousand 
doilars on some claim that had been rejected 
finally by the Secretary of the J reasury, and 
certainly he did not vote to lay that on the 
lable. 

Mr. President, this is not a party question. 
hese ainenudments to BpPproprianon bills do 
upon party. Very rarely are the 
amendments of a political character. The 
upon appropriation 
mainly of a money character, and 
members vote according to the interesis of 


not dep ud 
amendments that ale put 
bills ure 
their constituents, or according to their sense 
ol whats right and just. 

Mr. SUE VIENSON. It is true. I did offer 
what I believed was a legitimate amendment 
to the deficiency bill. It was a claim which 
had been audited by the War Department and 
the accounting oflicers of the Treasury, and 
which the arbitrary conduct of the Secretary 
of the Treasury alone prevented the State of 
Kentueky from realizing. | 
inquire if that amendment, 
upon, and for 
Was uot vermane and a leg 


should like to 
audited and passed 
which a warrant was drawn, 
itimate amendment 
to the deticienc y bill ? 

amend- 
ment that 1 referred. U ae this very defi 
ciency bill a quasi naturalization law has been 
added, Lhe que stion of aus was raised as 
to whether the naturalization of certain per- 
sons in O1 


But it was not to that ch iracter of 


aitached to the deficiency bill, and the amend 
ment was sustained against the vote of every 
Democratic Senator. So Il might pass to the 
Morrill amendment, and to the civil rights 
bill of the honorable Senator from Massachu- 
setts, | Mr. SuMNER,] to the amnesty bill, 
which the minority attempted to exciude as 
not germane to the bills to which they were pro- 
posed as amendments, but we were overruled. 
Many weeks were spent in the discussion of 
~ se incongruous measures, but the record 

ill show that the minority were not responsi- 
ble. The dominant majority are alone re- 
lhe record shows that their votes 
have been thrown always in favor of amend- 
ments which were not germane to the bill 
But when the honorable Senator from Ohio 
and others on his side of the Chamber per- 


sponsible. 


egou was a legitimate subject to be 
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ceived that so much time was wasted 


upo n 
amendments 


that are not germane ; why have 
they not proposed a rule confining all ame nd 
ments to approp vriation bills to those that we; 


it 
9 


germane 
Mr. SUERMAN 


[ suppose J might answer 
that by 


saying for the same reason that the 
Democrats in the Sixty years that the Sen 
referred to awh 
such rule. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 


don me a moment, 


at 
ator 


ago, did not propose any 


If the Senator wil] | 


. ll par 
I will state to him 1 


P hat a 
committee of this much abused majori t 
the Senate reported a rule substantially and 


exactly of that character about two years ag : 
and the very men who are now Voting against 
this little rule to get on with one or two bil! 
together with the body of the Democrats, ag 
| recollect, although l speak now after two 
years, put it aside and refused to passeit 

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the hon 
Senator from Vermont while he is un te 
when he saw that report from the 
of the Navy, which he assures us has been 
made, giving us the amount of the sales of 
ships and naval stores during the past five 
years? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I did not understand the 
question my friend addressed to me 

Mr. STEVENSON. In a few anes | 
made when first up I said I was not a e tha 
the information called for from the Navy Ds 
partment had yet been received. rh honor 


rable 
il me 


S 
eecretary 


t 


| able Senator from Vermont said it had been 
| sentsomethree weeks ago, as 1 understood him. 


to the House. Il wish now to know from the 
Senator whether he has seen that report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, I have not; and J 
do not mean to devote my time to seeing it, for 


the reason that | have known enough about 
the action of the Navy Department for the last 
four or five years since | have been here to 
make it to me entirely uninteresting reading, 
because | know that the Navy Department has 
behaved itself with propriety. Let those who 
wish to pick a flaw somewhere, if they can, 
devote themselves to that kind of reading. 
Mr. STEVENSON. That is not the point 

I did not say a word about picking a flaw in 
the operations of the Navy Department. | 
spoke of a matter of fact iu illustration of the 
danger of the adoption of this rule. I hypothe 
cated a case of a report from some of these 
Departments, and by way of illustration | 
stated that certain information had been called 
for from the Navy Department, which as tar 


|as 1 knew had not yet been communicated, 


| the reason that it does 


and that information was as to what had be 
come of millions upon miilions of dollars for 
which the public vessels and naval stores of 
this Government had been sold. My distin- 
guished friend from Vermont said that that 
report had been made three weeks ago to the 
House of Representatives, as I understood him 
I have sent to the document-room, and they 
say that no such report has yet reached the 
Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My information is 01 y 
that which I derive from the newspapers. U 
less [am very greatly mistaken, having heard 
of the subject in the committee of which my 
friend and [ are members, within two or three 
days after the matter was spoken of in com 
mittee I saw ina newspaper the statement that 
this report was made to the House of Rep- 
reseutatives with the explanation of its having 
been delayed on account of the great amount 
of clerical force required to be devoted to 
bringing together the information desire d. It 
may be that lam entirely mistaken; but such 
is my recollection. 

But I will say to my friend, if he will par- 


. a 
| don me, because I do not wish to provoke tht 


prolongation of this debate, that this rule has 
no application to that question either way, tor 
not undertake to pre- 
vent unlimited and illimitable debate upon the 
general provisions of any appropriation bill, 
nayal or otherwise, or upon any specilic pro- 
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vision that is in the bill; so that my honorable 
friend from Kentucky will have an opportunity 
for any length of time that he may desire, (and 
| know he will not abuse it,) to ‘address ae 
self to the Senate upon the subject of the naval 
appropris ation bill in entire conformity to this 
rule that is proposed. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I do not know that I 
shaH have anything to say upon the naval 
appropriation bill, bat I can assure the Sen- 
wor from Vermont that I think he is mistaken 
iu sap yposing that this rule could have no appli- 
cation in restricting discussion. If I were to 
move to strike out certain appropriations for 
the Navy Department, and insist that no appro- 
priation should be made until we had received 
the information called for, that would be an im- 
portant ame ndment which, under this proposed 
rule, | should not be allowed to discuss longer 
than five minutes if the majority thought proper 
to enforce It. 

Mr. SAWYER. 


a word? 


Will the Senator allow me 


! 
me whether it is adopted or not. But, sir, I rescind the rule for debate. and therein lics 


that I cannot avoid | 
entering my protest 
against it, not because of party politics or of 
its party aspects. Ido not undertake to as- 
cribe to gentlemen who seek to entorce this 


regard it as so bad in itself 


an on this occasion 


| rule upon the Senate that they are actuated by 


any such motives. I presume they support 

the rule for the good of general legislation. 
We have heard what the honorable Senator 

from Ohio and the gentlemen who advocate 


| the adoption of this rule have said in its favor ; 


|| bill itself. 


Mr. STEVENSON. Certainly. 
Mr. SAWYER. The Senator would have || 
time enough tq discuss it for a week if he || 


pleased after the bill was ready to be passed | 


upon by the body. He could then discuss the 
whole bill or any feature of it for an indefinite 
yeriod of time. 

Mr. SLEVENSON. What good would dis- 
cussion do when the proposed amendment had 
been voted down. The honorable Senator 
would pass a measure and then allow its oppo- 
nents to discuss it. This is a new phase of 
free and enlightened discussion. 
discuss a pending amendment, 
re in five minutes. 

Mr. SAWYER. At that point stopped, 
but not stopped when the bill was on its final 


passage, 


and 


Mr. STEVENSON. But I should like, 
when offering an amendment, to have the 


privilege of discussing it at that time. 

But the honorable Senator from Ohio thinks 
that this isa mere scare-crow. He thinks that 
we are unnecessarily alarmed. I agree with 
the honorable Senator that there are a great 
many abuses connected with the appropriation 
bills, but they can be corrected by confining 
all amendments to propositions that are ger- 
mane, and | say to my honorable friend that 
we had— 

* Rather bear those ills we have, 
Chan fly to others that we know not of.” 

If in the eighty years of the operation of 
this Government no party in this Chamber has 
ever thought proper to offer any such rule as 
the one now proposed, that fact constitutes the 
highest argument that can be offered against 
the propriety of this rule, and wisdom admon- 
ishes us not tochange rules of procedure which 
have received the sanction of such an unin- 
terrupted course of usage. 


light. 
intelligence of the Senate, without attempung 
to arouse party feeling. I regard it as a dan- 
gerous encroachment upon that free discussion 
and unrestricted debate which has ever been 
allowed in this Chamber.’ I hope that free 
debate will continue. Il think that that which 
the majority seeks to accomplish can be at- 
tained by a rule which sball confine amend- 
ments to appropriation bills that are germane 
to such measures. I am quite sure that the 
discretion and judgment of the Senate can be 
trusted to a free discussion without attempting 
to hamper them by a rule which in high party 
times either on one side or the other of the 
Chamber may lead to dangerous consequences 
and be attended with mischievous results. 
Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Mr. Pres- 
ident, | am sure the adoption of this rule will 
not have any particular effect so far as | am 
personally concerned. Iam not one of those 
who take up much of the time of the Senate 
i: imnecessary discussion, and therefore, so far 
as lam personally concerned, it is all one to 


I preter to | 
not be | 


but to what must it necessarily tend ? 


lhey 
say that under this rule we 


shall have unlimited 
and illimitable debate upon the appropriation 
Phat is true; but what is there in 
the general bill, and what do we 
consider? The measures therein set forth. 
soon as this rule is adopted, therefore, propo- 
sitions of every sort which were not subject to 
our consideration before may be at once sprung 
upon the body; and then where are we? The 
rule itself is inexorable. It is impossible for 
us to alter it without a rescission by a majority 
of this body, and we know it will be utterly 
futile for any one to obtain that rescission at 
the close of adebate. The consequence will be 
that the most important and material proposi- 
tions may be sprung upon us at that pe riod of 
time, and we shall have no opportunity 
cussing them at all. 


y ol ‘dis- 
Upon the general bill we 
know we have an opportunity of discussing 
them under this rule without limit. There- 
fore, there is no occasion for the rule, nor 
there any eflicacy in the rule respecting that. 


is 


But the moment the rule is adopted, the mo 
ment it is once known in this body that you 
can no longer debate propositions beyond 


five minutes, then will be sprung upon you all 
kinds of propositions, propositions of the most 
material cousequence to the country. 

The honorable Senator from Pennsylvania 
and my honorabie friend from Ohio say that 


the adoption of this rule means - business. 


| Sir, the adoption of this rule may mean jobs, 


| have not discussed this rule in a party || 
| have briefly addressed myself to the || 





| the discussion of great political 
|| they will sooner re 


il 
it 


| 


| disclose. 


and it will mean jobs. As soon as it is as- 
certained that this rule is adopted, and that 
there is no opportunity of discussion, that 
there is no chance of delay and procrastina- 
tion, jobs will be sprung betore this body, all 
kinds of concerning local interests and 
personal interests, and you will find us over 


jobs 


whelmed with that class of legislation, and 
in that condition of things you may have 
no opportunity of preventing the passage of 


local measures and measures of personal con- 
cern that we otherwise would prevent undera 
discussion. In fact, a free and open discus- 
sion as to amendments not then proposed 
would prevent the introduction of measures 
that would tend to delay legislation. If it was 
once known to the body at the close of a ses- 
sion that the introduction of an amendment 
was likely to create discussion which would 
procrastinate the bill to a dangerous conclu 
sion, it would not be offered; but when gen 
tlemen know that under this resolution they 
can offer any proposition and ten minutes may 
be sufficient to determine that proposition, or 
nearly so, it can be offered with impunity and 
without fear as to the probable 
of their action. 

Is not such a rule dangerous to the legisla- 
tion of the country? You already have a quasi 
naturalization law appended to an appropria- 
tion bill. You have the amendment of the hon- 
orable Senator from Vermont {| Mr. Morritu] 
pending to an appropriation bill. You may 
have the habeas corpus bill. In tact the whole 
South may be Ku Kluxed inten minutes of time 
under this amendment. What are youto do? 
Adopt it, and my honorable friend from Ohio 
says the Senate will never interpose its veto to 
that 
scind the rule than do that. 
My honorable friend is mistaken, as time will 
When a proposition of that sort is 
under discussion and the majority of fhe Sen 


consequence 8 


topics, 


propose to | 


As | 
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5 
| the danger of this whole thing. 

Now, my honorable friend from Ohio says 
he would incline to the establishment of tae 
previous question in this body. Sir, | would 
prefer the previous question to this resolution, 


because the previous question cuts off all 
amendments when once sustained. The mo- 
ment the previous question is ordered, you 


can only vote upon the bill and upon the then 
pending amendments, and you can have no 
other amendments. Therefore, up to’ that 
period of time we have an opportunity of dis 
bill and all the amendments of- 
fered, which we know something about and 
canexamine. ‘The previous question prevents 
all new amendments being Sprung upon the 
House, and therefore would I infinitely prefer 
the previous question, taking a vote when | 
have a knowledge of the question, than a 
proposition of this sort allowing amendments 
to be sprung upon me of which | know noth- 
ing and which | cannot have the opportunity 
of discussing at any length. 

My objection, therefore, to this resolution 
is that it will deleterious to our legisla- 
tion, that we shall have important propositions 
passed here alter five or ten minutes’ discussion, 
when Senators are not acquainted with their 
general character and their details, measures 
of interest to the public, money measures, land 
measures, measures that ought not to be dis 
posed of under a five minutes’ debate. It is 
against the genius of our Government, against 
the spirit of our institutions. 

Fullknowledge anda fair discussion of every 


be 


proposition is all that we require. Then, if 
my honorable friend from Ohio is earnest in 
his views that he would prefer the previous 


question to this let the majority 
agree that this limitation of debate shall apply, 
ouly to propositions of which we have 
knowledge, those propositions that are pend 
ing at the time, and that it shall not apply, 
unless by special order of the Senate, to an 

amendment of which we know nothing at the 


proposition, 


those 


time. Is not thatjust? Is it not fair to the 
measure, is it not fair to the interests of 
the country, that we should have some such 


amendment to this resolution? 
that we should ask 
upon what we 
have security 


It is but proper 
it in order that we may know 

are voting, and that may 
that we may know and debate 
those propositions upon which we are to vote. 


we 


Mr. President, one of the great evils of 
legislation is the offering of amendments to 
appropriation bills that are not germane to 
those bills. Now, why not, when you have 


the opportunity, amend this resolution so as to 
cover that matter? We re rstand 
propris ation bills. They are for the appropria 
tionof money. We have our attention directed 


yout “ap 


to them. We understand them perteetly, and 
all the amendments that are made with ref 
ence to those appropriations. Why, then, 


leave this resolution open so that under tl 
limitation any Senator can get up before th: 
body and tT any proposit i 
eral or local legislation? If this body is 
in regard to the passage of these appr 
priation bills and desires t in harmony 
with the general interests of the country re 
specting that class of legislation, let it ado; 
the amendment of my vhich limits 
this resolution to the consideration of amend 


ion looking lo gen 
sin 
cere 


0) be 


t 
) 


colleague Vv 


ments germane to the bill and excludes all 
others. lam sure Iam in favor of that ex 
clusion. J am opposed to general legislation 
on appropriation bills. I will vote for any 
amendment that will preclude it. [t is ail 
wrong in itself. It is vicious, injurious, and 
will not answer the just purposes of Govern 
ment or of legislation. Therefore, | think, 
in accordance with the views of my honorable 


f::end from Obio, if he desires upon this oc¢ 

sion to limit legisiation to matter pertinent to 
the bil! itself, be will not only vote for the 
amendment of my colleague, but he will move 


ate are determined to pass it, they never will || one in reference to our action that will make 
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u form our action accordingly in all futare 
i mm b s before this body. 

lhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques: 
{ on tne amendment ot the Senator trom 
int na, | VICK upon which the 

f nat el ! rdered 

Mr. CASSERLY \fter this amendment 

all ha wen disposed of, will it bein order 
to otfer a substitute f the resolution as it will 
Lhen i i 

lhe PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be. 

Vl GiILBbEhI () h question I am 

’ 1 wi the Senator from New Jersey, 
| | roc ) 

Phe question being iken by yeas and nays, 
! ed is ill, na 56>; as follows: 

’ \> \I ! \ vt Casserly, Davis of West 

i 1, ta i bhai iot Maryland, John 
iy Norw | n, Trumbull, and 
\ ) l 
\\ Mi Aime Anthony, Boreman, Buck 
i Cauldwell, Carpenter Chandler, Clayton, 
{ ( inc, Cra | inds, Ferry of Connee 
tieut, Perry M ran, Ila ran, Frelinghuysen, 
iba mn, tl | llow hellog Lewis, Logan, 
M | Vu Morton, Nye, Patterson, Pome 
! Y Ku ey, KR : yyer, Seott, Sherman, 
S int, Windom nd Wy ht H 
ABSENI \l re. Bayard, Blair, Brownlow, Cam 
‘ i ( mer, 4 bett, Da f Kentucky, Fenton, 
‘ lin t | .ttarlan, Will, Morrill of 
Ver t, Oeborn, Pool, Ransoin, Robertson, Sauls- 
ry, parry pencer, prague, Stockton, Sumner, 
Lhurwan, Tipton, West, and Wilson—27 

‘ be techie iS rejected, 

Mr. SCOUV 4 | understand the suggestion 
which | mad hi modihbed the resoiulion so 
that it is now pending with the words ‘* the 
pending bill and’ tricken Out, | wish, be 


fore any turthet proceed ys, to otter an addi 


tional amendment, for heretofore | was under 
the impression that that amendment was pend 

1 wish to insert after the word ‘' order,’’ 
Lhe word “"alb any time to move a recess, 
and o1 it will read: ‘*that during the 


present se lon ib shail be in order at any time 


lo move a rece , and pending an auppropria- 


Vnd n order to make the resolution con- 


into that amendment, | moveto strike out 


ie words ** the motion to limit debate,’’ and 
rt ‘*such motions;’’ so as to read: ‘*tsuch 
motion hall be decided without debate.”’ 

Mr. CASSERLY That is an entirely new 
element in this discussion, and | hope some 
Senator with more experience here than | 
have will explain to the Senate what will be 
the operation of that amendment if adopted. 

Mr. SCOTT, | will say to the Senator trom 
G roa that it only obviates the necessity 
ol requiring unanimous consent | ») make the 
motion for a recess, and permits that motion 
to be made at any time during the session. 

Mr. CASSBRLY. [ see no objection to 
t} 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Let the resolution be 
reported as it will read as amended. 

Li Cnike CLERK. the resolution, if 
amended as proposed, will read as follows: 


Resolved, That during the present session it shall 
bein order atany time to move arecess; and, pending 
an appropriation bill, to move to confine debate on 
imendments thereto to five minutes by any Sen- 
ator on the pending motion; and such motions shall 
be decided without debate, 


Mr. SCOTT. The words ‘*to limit debate’ 
are stricken out, and ‘*such motion,’’ before 
hall be decided without debate,’’ inserted. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 understand if this 
amendment earries it limits debate to five 
minutes on the bill as well the amendments. 
Lhat is the object. 

Mr. SCOTT. No, sir; it does not change the 
hraseology of the resolution in that respect. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Let it be read again. 

lhe Chief Clerk read the resolution. 
Mr. SCOTT. At the suggestion of Sen- 
ators around me who are apprehensive that 


this provision shall be at any time in order to | 


move a recess, might apply to a recess for a 
longer period than during the same day, | wish 


to state there is no such design, but it is in- 


tended to authorize the Senate at any time to | 


receive a motion to take a recess for that day. 


] 


Mr. CASSERLY. I understand the reso- 
lution now is as the Senator who moved it 
wishes it to be; in other words, he has made 
all the amendments in it he desires. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. lhe ques 
tion has not been taken on the last amend 
ment which he moved. The Chair was about 
putting the question when the Senator from 
California rose. 

Mr. CASSERLY. [ thought that was 
adopted by general consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 
Pennsylvania. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CASSERLY. If it be in order | wish 
to offer a substitute to the resolution. It is to 
trike out all after the word ‘‘resolved,’’ and 
insert the following: 

That no amendment to an appropriation billshall 
be in order unless it is germane to the bill, and pro 
vides for an appropriation of public moneys in pur- 
suance of existing law. 

| offer this as a substitute for the original 
resolution. 1 do so beeause [ think it will 
meet the real evil that it should be the object 
of this resolution as presented by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania to meet; that is to say, it 
will obviate long discussions upon amend- 
ments to bills which involve important aud 
strongly contested questions in government 
und in legislation. I understood the Senator 
from Obio and the Senator from Vermont 
both to say that a similar amendment to our 
rules had been offered ; the Senator from Ohio 
did not say when; the Senator from Vermont 
said about two years ago, and that it was 
resisted by the minority. I think each of 
those Senators must be mistaken as to the 
fact. I speak with some certainty on the sub 
ject for the reason that I have always opposed 
as an objectionable, if not obnoxious practice, 
the putting into an appropriation bill of 
amendments which made new law. ‘There- 
fore | think it is hardly possible that such a 
rule as | have now presented could ever have 
been offered in this body without its attracting 
my earnest attention, or without my giving it 
my most hearty support. It isa principle that 
I have always believed in, and I have felt 
more than once that it had been violated to 
the great damage of the public service, not 
only in the inordinate consumption of time in 
debate, but in other respects perhaps. still 
more material. 

While L am on the floor let me say another 
word. It seems to be considered that because 
by the resolution of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
Vania, as it now stands, there may be indefinite 
debate upon the appropriation bill, therefore 
the evil is to that extent diminished: but | 
submit it to the candor of Senators who are 
listening to me what avail is it to diseuss the 
bill at large after the Senate has become com 
mitted by its votes for the amendment? It is 
then too late. The theory of discussion and 
the object of discussion is to convince and to 
carry votes; but after you have had your dis- 
cussion limited to five minutes and the Senate 
has acted, we all know, such is the constitu 
tion of human nature among Senators as well 
as others, that practically in nine cases out of 
ten the question is decided. Men do not 
change their votes as a rule, and a Senator 
who changes his vote after he has once given 
it, after it has once gone on the record upon 
a call of the yeas and nays, is the exception 
and the rare exception. Therefore, your allow- 
ance of debate after the amendment is dis- 
posed of by the votes of Senators, amounts to 
nothing. 

On the contrary, I suggest to my friends who 
believe in this resolution, and who think it 
will accomplish an economy of time, if the 
resolution allows unlimited debate on the bill 
at large, and every amendment included in it, 
what good object is accomplished ? 
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but when upon the bill itself the whole thine 
is at large, and debate is indefinite and unlim.- 
ited, how do you economize time? You have 
got all the evils of the present system, as fur 
as wasting time is concerned, and you haye 
this evil in addition, that you open the way 


to embodying provisions of law in appropr 
tion bills on insutheient debate and insuflicie; t 


lade 


consideration, which nine times out of tey 
you will not be able to take out of the 
after it gets into the Senate. 


I submit my substitute in lieu of the reso 


bill 


lution of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not wish to take up 
the time of the Senate. lhis Matter has been 
talked out, unless people wish to talk against 
time, which | do not. I only Wish to say that 
this particular amendment goes a great deal 
further than the Senator from California him 
self would be willing to go, for it prohibits 
all legislation unless the amendment proposed 
contains an item of appropriation. Now, 
vhen the Committee on Rules reported what 
he wished LWo years ago, or whatever the lime 
was, it was found necessary to devote a greul 
deal of time and care to using such phraseol- 
ogy as would enable the Senate to control the 
expenditures of the moneys to which the ap- 
propriations referred, by sections which might 
be added to the bill or by legislative provis- 
ions to those which related to the expenditure 
and management of the moneys covered hy 
the appropriation, or something of that kind. 
Phis amendment, if adopted, would absolutely 
cut us off from making any limitation or pro 
vision in regulating the subject of that general 
appropriation on the bill, when it would be 
perfectly proper that it should be. So that it 
would not do to adopt the amendment at ail. 
Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, I think 
may very well be, and after what the Sen- 
ator from Vermont has just said I do not doubt 
that what I have written there is capable ot 
improvement. lL wrote it in a hurry during tie 
debate. I do not understand this matter, how 
ever, as the Senator from Vermont does. | 
understand the object of an appropriation bill 
to be to provide the sums of money necessary 
for the carrying on of the Government in re- 
gard to subjects already ordained by law; in 
other words, the appropriation bill supplies 
the money called for by existing law. I do 
not understand that the language of my subsu- 
tute limits the action of the Senate in the man- 
ner suggested by the Senator from Vermont. 
| will ask the Clerk to be good enough to read 
it once more. I certainly did not intend 
unduly to limit the power of the Senate. I 
meant merely to say that nothing should be in 
order in the way of an amendment to an appro- 
priation bill which was not germane to the 
general object of the bill, that is, as to whether 

was for the Navy or the Army, in the first 
place, and, in the next place, which did not 
provide for an appropriation of public moneys. 
Of course the question whether it reduces the 
appropriation or increases itis not incompati 
bie with the language providing for the appro 
priation. 

I'he Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the desire be to fa- 
cilitate the business of the Senate, some such 
amendment as that proposed by the Senator 
from California could be adopted without en- 
croaching upon the privileges of the Senate. 
That would certainly not be objectionable in 
that point of view. Whether he has the pre- 
cise words that would carry out the object, | 
am not prepared to say. I had in mind some 
proposition of the same kind, and I had writ- 
ten an amendment in these words: 


' 


Ht 


And no amendment proposing general legislation 
shall be received as an amendment to an appropria 
tion bill, 


I do not know that that language is as well 


| adapted to accomplish the object as the words 
It is not iI 


which the Senator from California has made 


avowed by any one that there is any other || use of; but if the object be simply to prevent 
good object in it except to economize time; || obstructions to the passage of appropriation 
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pills, certainly that object would be 
by some such pt oposition as is now 
before the Senate, and it would be attained 
without depriving the Senate, or any member 
1e body, of the treedom of debate in ref: 
erence to the questions that are pending be- 
fore it. 

Mr. President, whenever it is attempted to 
sustain a proposition by false reasoning, by 
assuming positions that cannot be maintaine d, 
and by an erroneous presentation of that propo- 
sition, you may inter that it is not a sound 
proposition. How is it sought to maintain 
the original proposition? It has been repeat- 
edly said, and by different Senators, that when 
un ame -ndment is offered a majority can move 
to lay it on the table, and that this limitation 
of debate upon an amendment that is offered 
does not apply toa dis cussion of the bill. Is 
that asound proposition? I think the Senator 
from Ohio made use of such an argument as 
that. in other words, after a bill has passed 
you may discuss it as much as you please. 


attained 
pending 


‘ 
Ul 
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Let us pass it first, and then you may discuss | 


it if you want to! Atter the amendment is 
adopted and put upon the bill, then you can 
discuss the bill, says the Senator from Ohio! 

What, pray, is the obje et of discussion? It 
is to point out the meaning of an amendment, 
and, if the speaker is opposed to it, to show 
why it ought not to be adopted. You deprive 
him of that right and give him the glorious 
privilege after it is adopted of speaking against 
it! 1s not that an absurdity? 

Oh, but you can reconsider, says the Sen- 
ator. But the majority do not want to recon- 
sider; the majority of the Senate desire to 
force a measure through the body without 
consideration, and this rule provides the ma 
chinery to do it. 
established for the purpose of protecting the 
rights of minorities. 
of themselves. The only liberty that is worth 
having is liberty that is regulated by law; and 
when you put it in the power 
to do what they please there is no protection 
for the minority. It is of the very essence 
of despotism when you confer upon the ma- 
jority the right to do whatever it pleases, and 
it is the beginning of despotism in the Senate 
of the United States. 

The Senator from Ohio has boldly avowed 
what the intention is. It was asked where is 
the danger from this proposition. and directly 
the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from 
Nevada said they were for a previous question. 
This is the beginning. If this rule shall be 


of the majority | 


Rules and constitutions are | 


Majorities can take care 


adopted, this will be the first time that debate | 


has ever been limited in the Senate of the 
United States by the rules of the body. It is 
the beginning, and plausible reasons are sought 
to be given for this first encroachment upon 


free speech, as you will always find plausible | 


reasons given for the first encroachments of 
despotism everywhere. It is to be followed 
up, and we are so notified by Senators urging 
this amendment, that they are for a previous 
question in this body; they are for choking 
debate. 

Why, Mr. President, many of the most im- 
portant measures that ever passed the Con- 
gress of the United States have passed as 
amendments to appropriation bills. The fam- 
ous Wilmot proviso, if I recollect aright, was 


passed as au amendment to an appropriation 


bill; and if this rule is adopted, these appro- 
priation bills will be resorted to for the pur- 
pose of forcing upon the body the most ob- 
noxious measures which the majority are 
willing to indorse without discussion. Why, 
sir, we shall have offered as amendments to 
appropriation bills all these subsidy bills; the 
bills to give subsidies to steamboat lines in 
every direction, the bills to give subsidies to 
railroads all over the land, 
away the public 
of the Treasury and bestow it upon pampered 
monopolists. They will all be offered as 
amendments upon appropriation bills. 


the bills to give | 
lands, to take the money out || 


But, says the Senator, 


if the majority is not 
for them, they will not pass. 


Of course not; 
but the minority that is opposed to them will 


have no Opportunity to expose their inig ll- 
ties. Are you, senators, ready to adopt arule 
that shall confine you to five minutes to 
expose the iniquity of some steamship subsidy 
bill? I do not say that all those bills are 
iniquitous; but | say that many bills have 
been introduced into Congress that ought to 


have no sanctionat all: and are you willing to 


tie up your hands in advance that you shall 


have but five minutes to expose one of those 
measures? You do it if you adopt this rule. 
But, says the Senator from Ohio, you can 
discuss the bill afterward. There is very 
little encouragement to discuss a measure after 


‘But 


it is pas sed. you show it 


is wrong 


you can get it Seen Not at all. 
Then comes in the pride of opinion. Men 
who have voted to put an amendment on a 
bill are not indifferent after they have given 


that vote, but their feelings and their inelina- 
tions are to sustain the vote which they have 
once given. ‘That human nature, and it 
will Operate in the business transactions of the 
Senate. 


is 


So, sir, the reasons that Senators have given 
in support of this proposition, that the ma 
jority may lay an amendment on the table 
under the present rules, or it may be discussed 
upon the bill after it is adopted, are found on 
examination to be unsound reasons. They do 
not bear the test of examination. 
Some said that the majority 
ought to have the power to limit debate. If 
you put that power in the hands of a majority 
they may cut off the minority from all rights 
and ail debate. Debate is not pleasant when 
a wajority of the Senate want to pass a par 
ticular measure. ‘The debates of the minority 
in this body fifteen years ago were not pleas- 
unt to the majority when they were attempt- 
ing to force Lecompton down our throats. 
jhe es in this body when an attempt was 
, made by an appropriation bill to prevent the 
money that was being appropriated for the 
support of the Army being used to put down 
the free-State men of Kansas were unpleasant 
to the majority. Does my honorable friend 
from Massachusetts [Mr. WiLson} remember 
when we struggled here until en in 
1856, and refused to pass the Army appropri- 
ation bill till we could get a provision on it 
that the money taken out of the Treasury of 
the United States and from the people of the 
United States by taxation should not be used 
forthe purpose of murdering the free-State men 
of Kansas? He and | stood together then. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope the Senator from 
Illinois will allow me to correct him. The 
amendment he refers to was put on by the 
House of Representatives, was to the 
Senate, and stricken out. I remember 
the history of that amendment very well. I 
was then a member of the other House. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It was put on in the 
House and we were voted down in the Senate, 
and now the Senator from Ohio wants to make 


Senator has 


sent 
was 


a rule that would have gagged us against 
exposing it. 
Mr. SHERMAN. On the contrary, that 


very bill under this pending proposition would 
have been open to unlimited debate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [thought I had answered 
that question aboutits being open to unlimited 
debate after the amendment was adopted. The 


proposition off; and if the Senator from Ohio 
| had been here in that day, would we have 
found him championing a rule that would have 
denied the Senator from Massachusetts and 
myself more than five minutes to show the 
iniquity of the amendment that proposed to 
strike out this provision in the House bill? 
But after it had been adopted in the Senate, 
| the Senator from Ohio says, you could have 
| discussed the bill. Yes, pass a measure first 
| and discuss it afterward! 


rLOBE. 


amendment of the Senate was to strike your | 


Why, I need but || majority to cut off discussion. 


state such a proposition to have its absurdity 
apparent to every intelligent man in Christen 


dom. The child will laugh at you when you 
tell him that he has got the right to discuss a 
bil oran amendment atter it has been adopted ? 


No, Mr. President, if the Senator from Ohio 
had occupied a seat here in 1856, should 
not have found him advoeating a change of 
the rule that should gag him and myself against 
exposing the amendment that the Senate 
i to make to that appropriation bill of 

he House; and stay d here and we dis 
cussed the measure. 

Now, this is no party question, this is no 
alfecting party more than an- 
other, but it is the beginning of striking down 
freedom of debate in the Senate of the United 
States. The Senator this an at 
retup ascare. When a proposition 
is made ao sought to be adopted that is new 
in the history of the ( 
tion 1s made 


we 


question one 


is 


says that 
tempt tog 


rovernment, and Opposi 
to it, thatis getting up a scare ; 
and the Senator says, **Oh, but the Senate will 
always allow debate ; the majority willalways 
allow debate upon a public question.”’ Some 
Senator said that now we have had an illustra 
tion this morning of what a majority willallow. 
I wanted to put this resolution over until to- 
morrow. Itisanew measure sprung upon the 
Senate. I asked postponement, See what the 
majority willallow! ‘They wil force you to 
act upon it, aud if the Senator from Ohio could 
have had his way, he would have had a previ- 
ous question, aud we should nothave discussed 
this change in the whole history of the Senate 


for even five minutes. He and the Senator 
from Nevada would have adopted the gag 
game this morning by the previous question. 


You see what a m: yority will do to-day. Here 
ig a very important bill, an appropriation bill, 
that we ought to pass; the public interes 

require action upon it; but san lay it on the 
table for the purpose of adopting here a rule 
that is to gag the Senate. ‘* Oh, no, it is not 
intended to do that,”’ says the Senator from 
Ohio; ** you can talk on the bill just as long 
as you could before.’’ Then what have you 
gained? Why cannot we go on with this ap 


propriation bill to-day? I venture to say 
we could have passed it before this hour. 
‘The discussion upon that bill is exhausted, 


and there never has been any difhculty in the 
Senate of the United States, when the discus- 
sion upon a subject has been exhausted, 
coming to a vote. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The only exhaustion, | 
remind the Senator, is the exhaustion of every 
Senator, not of the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Neariy every great, 
measure that has passed the Senate and become 
a law in the last fifteen years has been voted 
upon by common understanding in the Sen- 
ate after the debate had been exhausted upon 
it. There was no difhculty in this body in 
getting that common understanding. Senators 
have been challenged to show wherein anybody 
has unnecessarily prolonged debate in refer 
ence to these bills, where anybody has abused 
the privilege of free debate, and they can point 
out no instance 


ith 


But instead of going on with 
the deficiency appropriation bill, finishing it, 
the day is to be consumed in attempting to 
force upon the Senate a rule to restrict debate 
which shall end in a previous question, and 
gag the representatives of the States in this 
body for the future. 

We have been reminded that an understand- 
ing was come to upon a tariff bill when it was 
pe nding here on some occasions, by which we 
limited ‘ourselves to five minutes in discussing 
amendments to it. ‘hat is an illustration of 
the courtesy and good understanding among 
the members of this body, which will adopt 
by unanimous consent the necessary arrange- 
ments to bring to a vote a pending question 
when the debate upon it shall have been ex 
hausted. But here 1s a proposition to adopt a 


rule in advance, to put it in the power of the 
Beware, Sen- 
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i if iv Sud hi Lruie in this body. [t 
ck to plague i 
| LA N AG AN. | had Or rj miy no 
| l in this discu n, but now 
| d sed todoso. In the first place, to 
mppiity thie pre tion, it seem to me that 
the te ; uli tt majority or the minority 
ft the Senate | | | have heard much 
aad pro and n it it seen me that that 
is the ‘ iy ited, and thatis the 
ul ae | i 
lrue e re nn contemplates business, 
ind that men peedy action upon all the 
rrenat juestion that are necess irily belore us. 
Lh certainly not improper Lhe prop 
ho er, Oppo ed wi h great ability ; 
\ the d wuished Senator from Illinois 
throws himself in the front, as he often does, 
with great iccess, and never without great 
nobility ; bul, Sir, upon this Occasion, as upon 
many others, | think he is inerror Lhe prin 
ciple that he advocates will not prevail. It 
is notin the pirit of our Government. There 
nothing here that heean invoke, that he ean 
build upon, to secure his argument. Had I 
time | would canvass th question to some 
extent 
But, again, | am reminded of the positions 
invoked by the distinguished Senator from 
Kentucky. lie reminds the Senate that they 
had be r move siowiyv; two years hence there 
may be & change ot circumstances so far as 
} artic re concerned, SO lar as weris known 
in the Senate of the United States. That may 
be In h vole re irks on that subject he 
I une 1 the great Democratic parly that he 
id existed and prevailed triumphantly for 
about sixty years. Now, sir, it occurs to me 
that when any one, through the blessing oft 
the Almighty, has been permitted to live sixty 
yeur particularly when he had been a bad 
man, as | think the Democratic party has 
been, and it is now being understood that the 
party is dead, | propose not to come to the 


rescue and resurrect it. We are told that it 


Simpiy sleepeth, that itis not dead. [ accept 
ut idmonition, itis the understanding of that 
party to resurrect it at the first p sible oppor- 
tut whether it be by a third party or under 
ny name, Liberal Republican, Conservative, 
oO! riy aliases that | might introduce on this 
occasion, but | meet the proposition without 
ny irtherceremony and say that the majority 
" hook to this u is the proposition we 
mre ady ating correct If it be correct, | tell 
you unmistakably that you are losing time 
when you extend courtesy that is beyond the 
mit which you are authorized to extend 
when you know whom you are dealing with. 
hey say were they in power thus and so 
would be meted out to us Now, they are | 
not in power, and | am never going to give 


them an opportunity, so faras [am concerned, 


| i 
Lt) Colle 


nto power, because I tell you that the 


very moment the Democratic party prevails, 


whenever it COMmes into power, there isthe end 
Lie publican party, and that 13 not the 
mature, it is the end of the Republic ; 
end of the greatest Government that 
ever been blessed with, and I, for 
me, sient y, or with my voice 4S loud as it 
can be extended, will always stand up and ad- 


of the 
worst tk 
itis the 


man has 


vocate the principles of the Republican party 
and the perpetuity of this great nation, and in 
look to the tact that we are 

llow are we thus placed ? 
undertaken 


doing s0 we must 
now im the majority. 
by whom are we to be rebuked 

By those who ata very recent period 
they could, sacrificed lives, millions, 
lious of treasure, to do and failed to do 
that which now they require at our bands in 
courtesy toextend to them, It is not due to 
I, for one, shall not accord it to 


Lo-day 
did Hil 
nay bi 


them, and 
them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ramsey 
in the chair.) ‘The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator trom California. 

Mr. ViCkKkiERS. Let the amendment be 
read. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ment will be read. 

The Carer CLERK. 
ment is to 
solved,”’ 
| 


hOWIMe : 


The proposed amend- 
out all after the word *‘ re- 
and in lieu thereof to insert the fol- 


strike 


That no amendment to an appropriation bill 
shall be in order unless it is germane to the bill and 
provides for an appropriation of public money in 
pursuance of existing law. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I ask for 
the yeas and nays on that amendment. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 


of the general purport of it—if he will listen 
to the form in which I have put it, and see if 


it does not accomplish the object, and perhaps 


avoid 
made : 

That no amendment proposing general legislation 
not germane to the bill shall be received as an 
amendment to an appropriation bill. 


an objection that some Senators have 


It was objected to the Senator’s amend- 
ment that it had the word ‘appropriation in 
pursuance of existing law,’’ and that that 
might perhaps narrow it too much. [ shall 
vote for the Senator’s amendment, but I did 
not know but that by changing the phraseol- 
ogy a little and having it as I understand the 
Committee on Rules once reported it, it might 


perhaps command more votes if in his opin- 


ion it would accomplish the object he desires. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I will cheerfully accept 
the amendment of the Senator from Illinois 
in place of my own, and offer it in that shape. 

Mr. CONKLING, j 
nays have been ordered. I object to the mod- 
ification of the amendment. 

The VICKS PRESIDENT. 
nays have been ordered upon the substitute as 
offered, and therefore it cannot be modified by 
the Senator from California in consequence of 
the inhibition of the tenth rule. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 will offer 
quently. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I believe it to be quite 
unusual to object to any consent to the mover 


it subse- 


| of a resolution or an amendment to amend it 


S0 a8 Lo sult 


him. I concede the power of a 
Senator to make the objection. 


Mr. CONKLING. 1 


unusual that | want it to be harmonious. 

Mr. CASSERLY.  [ quite agree with the 
Senator, 
usual than the proceeding which the Senator 
has been sustaining since before the expira- 
tion of the morning hour this morning. 

Mr. CONKLING. We will not discuss that 
now. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The objection undoubt- 
edly isin harmony with the original proceeding. 

lhe VICE PRESIDENT. The yeas and 
nays have been ordered on the amendment of 


the Senator from California. 


rhe question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 11, nays 37; as follows: 

Y LAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Casserly, Davis of West 
V irginia, Goldthwaite, Hamiitonot Maryland, John- 


ston, Kelly, Norwood, Stevenson, Stockton, and 
Vickers—ll. 
NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 


ingham, Caldwell, 


Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, 
Cole, Conkling, 


Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, 


| kerry_ot Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gil- | 
bert, Hamlin, Harlan, Hitcheock, Howe, Keilogg, 


Lewis, Morrill of Vermont, Nye, Patterson, Pom- 
eroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, 
Stewart, Sumner, Wilson, Windom, and Wright—37. 

ABSEN I—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Brownlow, Cam- 


| eron, Cooper, Corbett, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, 


Fenton, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Logan, Morrill of 
Maine, Morton, Osborn, Pool, Ransom, Robertson, 


| Saulsbury, Schurz, Spencer, Sprague, Thurman, Tip- 
| ton, Trumbull, and West—26. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Now1 offer the amend- 
ment that I prepared as a substitute for the 
resolution, striking out all after the word 
**resolved,’’ and inserting: 

That no amendment proposing general legislation 


not germane to the bill shall be received as an 
amendment to an appropriation bill. 


The amend- 


I ask the Senator from | 
California, as some objection is made to the 
phraseology of his amendment—I am in favor | 


| beheve the yeas and | 


The yeas and | 


| upon appropriation bills. 








think the Senator is | 
quite right, but this whole proceeding is so || 


I do not know anything more un- | 


| committee had recommended it. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the 


| yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I only wish to say one 
word about this. Asthe Senator from []]j- 


| nois has proposed this, it is a great deal worse 


than the amendment to the rules that the 


| Committee on Rules reported in 1870, two years 


ago, and which met with very decided opposi- 
tion from the honorable Senator from Illinois, 
and which was laid upon the table by a close 


|| vote of the Senate, by his vote and by that of 


every Democrat present except one. As it is 
drawn, however good it might beif it were put 
in proper shape—and | think it would be good 
if put in proper shape—it would defeat en- 
tirely the object we have of keeping schemes 
off appropriation bills. 

The Senator has been careful to use the 
phrase ‘‘ general legislation,’’ but any special 
legislation in the way of a subsidy, or any par 


| ticular contrivance for any particular man, or 
| corporation, he is very caretul to omit, which 


is reason enough for my voting against this 
amendment as it stands. If the Committee 
on Rules, as I hope they will, shall report the 
amendment that they reported two years ago 
in substance, which was carefully framed after 
study and consideration, and drawn so as 
to provide for keeping an appropriation bill 
what it ought to be, | should be very glad to 
go for it. But when the gentlemen who have 
made the display they have here this morn- 
ing undertake to shape an amendment to the 
rules on a sudden in this way, without its hav- 
ing been introduced as the resolution of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania was some days 
ago, for one I must be excused from following 
that sort of lead. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ido not recollect the 
action which I took at the time referred to. | 
have generally been opposed to tampering with 
the rules of the Senate; but if the Senate is 
determined to adopt a five-minutes rule [ think 
the Senate ought to see the propriety of pro 
viding that general legislation should not go 
The Senator from 
Vermont says that notwithstanding the amend- 
ment which I have offered private schemes 
might be adopted. My impression was that 


| we had a provision in our rules already that 
| noamendment providing an appropriation for 


a private purpose was in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; for a private claim. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Well, I do not recol- 
lect the language of the rule. I submitted the 
amendment which I drew to the Senator from 
Kansas, who, I think, is chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Rules, or one of its members at any 
rate, and at his suggestion made a change in 
it, and supposed [ had it substantially as the 
I may be 
mistaken in that respect. My object certainly 
is to make the amendment broad enough to 
prevent important amendments being offered 
to appropriation bills, whether in the way of 


| subsidy (which was a case of which I had 


spoken when up before) or in the way of gen- 
eral legislation. I hoped I should have had 
the coJjperation of the Senator from Vermont 
in that purpose, for I think he and I harmon- 
ize in our views as to the impropriety of put- 
ting on appropriation bills schemes of any 
kind or general legislation; and I should be 
glad to have his skillful assistance in wording 
the amendment so that it should accomplish 
that object. I desired it to accomplish that 
object, and so far as general legislation 18 
concerned | think it is. Perhaps, however, it 
ought to be amended, and I should be obliged 
if the Senator would have read the rule as it 
was proposed by the committee, if he has 1t 
before him, and perhaps that would be a better 
form. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not rise to make 
any reply; we have had debate enough for my 
purpose to-day, though I am very glad it has 
taken place. I rise only to say a word in 


reference to harmonizing the views of my 





> 
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friend from Illinois and my own on the sub- 
ject of keeping legislation from appropriation | 
bills. If he has come over to my views, I am 
glad of it. I find he sometimes changes his 
mind where he thinks he has been wrong be- 
fore. I hope he has on this occasion ; but on 
every occasion before when we have been try- 
ing for the past three or four years, and nota- 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 


| 


was moved by the Senator from Massachusetts 
to table the whole subject. ‘‘And after de- 
| bate,’’ which showed that the Senator from 


| Illinois and our brethren upon the other side 


bly only two years ago, on the 9th of June, || 
| Ross—if he was a Democratic Senator, and 


1870, to do this very thing, but not in this par- 
ticular form, which discriminates in favor of 
private schemes against the general proprie- 
ties of legislation; when we undertook to do 
that in a proper form on a careful considera- 
tion by the committee, reported to this body, 
I find the honorable Senator from [Illinois 
making a war upon it. 

Now, when the Senator from Pennsylvania 
some days ago submitted a proposition of this | 
kind merely to limit debate upon amendments 
to appropriation bills, the Senator from Ili 
nois attacks it with all his might and main ; 
and then, in order to defeat it or to break it 
up, or to put it into such confusion that nobody 
can understand it—no, I will not say ‘ in 
order,’’ because that might not be polite, but 
having that effect—proposes this suddenly, | 
which reverses all his previous action. I wish, 
as he says, that every man in the country 
could hear my voice when I speak of it. The 
trouble is that our voices will not reach every 
man in the country; it is a great pity, par- 
ticularly this week ; but it is so. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The provision will cer- 
tainly cut off general legislation, and it does 
not give any additional rights to put on any | 
legislation. It is good as far as it goes. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I simply wish to say a | 
word on a question of fact. The Senator from 
Vermont asserted awhile ago that a rule or 
resolution similar to that which I offered had 
been reported here, and had been resisted and 
defeated with the aid of the Senators of the 
minority. He repeated that a few moments 
ago. ‘he Senator, [still think and must say, 


which he made it. I have made such inquiry 
as the brief time allowed,and I am entirely 
satisfied that if such a proposition was de- | 
feated in the manner in which he describes it 

was because it carried with it and involved in | 
itself some other measures that were objec- 
tionable. I mean to say that 1 do not remem- 
ber any time when a proposition pure and 
simple to limit anappropriation bill and amend- 
ments to it to the legitimate object of an ap- | 
propriation bill could have been offered here | 
in the Senate without obtaining my vote. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The memory of my friend 
from California is short. The Committee on 
Rules reported in June, 1870, an amendment 
to the thirtieth rule, by adding thereto various 
provisions separately, so that votes could be 
taken on each separate one. One of them | 
read in this way, which if the amendment of 
the Senator from Illinois is disagreed to I 
shall offer as an addition to, not as a substi- 
tute for, the proposition of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, and we will test the sincerity 
of Senators who have been discussing this 
question this morning upon this subject : 

**And no amendment to any such bills’’— 

Speaking of appropriation bills— 

“* making legislative provisions other than such as 
directly relate to the appropriations contained in 
“the bill, shall be received or adopted without a two- 
thirds vote.” 

We did not undertake to cut them off abso- 
lutely, as Senators are so anxious to do now, 
but we only undertook to take one step in the 
direction of repressing this kind of legislation. 
I should have been glad to have had it absolute; 
but we wereafraid that the Senate would not be | 
willing to take so radical a step, and we there- | 
fore merely proposed that, instead of a simple | 
majority, two thirds should be required; and | 
what happened? After a discussion for a day | 
or two—l do not mean all the time, but running 








slong from day to day—on the 9th of June it || the Senator. 
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| he was about half way—Mr. 


| we had introduced, on the motion to 


were opposed to all these propositions which 
table 
the whole subject every Democratic Senator 
resent but one, to wit: Mr. Casseriy, Mr. 
Panlen Mr. Jounston, Mr. McCreery, Mr. 


Saulsbury, Mr. 
Srockron, Mr. TrumBuLL—I beg my friend’s 
pardon ; he was a Republican Senator in those 
days, [laughter]—and Mr. Vickers, voted in 
the affirmative, and the only Democratic Sen- 
ator who voted in the negative was Mr. Davis, 
of Kentucky. | am reading from the Journal, 
Mr. President. 

Now I repeat, that if this amendment of the 
Senator from Illinois shall be defeated, I will 
move as an addition, not as a substitute, as 
he does, to destroy the five-minutes rule, this 


amendment which we reported, as may be | 


agreeable to the Senate, either to have it lim- 


| ited to a two-thirds vote or to have it absolute. 


| is mistaken. 





I should prefer it to be an absolute prohibition. 
I will try it as an absolute prohibition first, and 
then if it fails I will try it with two thirds. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will you read the names 
in the affirmative? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
all the names read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
own reading. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
himself vote that way? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The honorable Senator 
I can read the negative so far as 
I am concerned, and that is ‘‘ Epmunps”’ in 
the negative. It is not very often that I change 


I have read the names. 


The Senator can do his 


Did not the Senator 


my mind so as to vote three or four ways on | 


the same proposition ; and inasmuch as I was 
one of the committee that reported it, I think 


| my friend will probably believe the Journal 
is mistaken in the assertion in the shape in || 


I should like to have | 


GLOBE. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend’s sincerity 
is so tender that he is afraid to have it tested, 
I will withdraw the observation. 

Mr. CASSERLY. So far as that is con- 
cerned, I think my sincerity will be able to 
stand before even so robust a trier as the Sen- 
ator from Vermont. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. As the Senator seemed 
to suppose that the Democrats voted down 
his propositions formerly, but declined to state 
who did vote them down, I see, on looking 
at the record which he has brought into the 
Senate, that twenty-nine Senators voted to lay 
his series of propositions onthetable. I voted 
that way. I recollect that this Committee on 
Rules came into the Senate two years ago with 
a lot of conundrums that were calculated to 
embarrass our business just about as much as 
the rules in the House do. Nobody could 
understand them, and they were connected to- 
gether. We tried some of them for a few 
days, | think, and the whole Senate became 
impatient in regard to them. The Senator 
from Massachusetts, not very much of a Demo- 
erat I think, nor in the interests of the Democ- 
racy, very properly moved to lay them on the 
table, and on to the table they went. 

It seems the Senator from Vermont has 
been sore about it ever since; and he thinks 
because they were laid on the table it is a 
great inconsistency now that we should adopt 
such a rule when you are proposing a five- 
minutes limitation of debate, that renders it 
necessary to meet it with something. I would 
much prefer even one of the rules that was in 
that series that the Senator from Vermont got 
up to having this five-minutes rule adopted, 
and when I see that I cannot get rid of the 


|| five-minutes rule in any other way, I would 


when it says that I voted in favor of going on | 


| to consider and adopt those propositions. But 


as I say, I do not want to occupy time. If this 


amendment is defeated, I will move this as an | 


absolute prohibition in addition to the propo- 


sition of the Senator from Pennsylvania, and | 


then we can have the yeas and nays and see 
where we are. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator from Ver- 
mont, while seeming to dispute what I said, 
admits it. WhatI said was that if any proposi- 
tion was ever presented for limiting the amend- 


ment to an appropriation bill to the legiti- | 


mate object of an appropriation bill which 
was opposed by me or by my political asso- 
ciates, it was because it was accompanied by 
and linked with others that were obnoxious. 


| Senator says—who voted it down. 


| publicans.”’ 


Now the Senator gets up, and with the book || 


in his hand reads a part of the general body 
of propositions then presented, j 
there were other things which he does not 
read. That is precisely what I said, that there 


| were other things that were so objectionable 


that the whole scheme was rejected. 

Now, as for the Senator’s avowal that he 
contests the sincerity of those who do not agree 
with him, I submit to him whether he has a 
right to suggest that there is any man on this 
floor whose motives will suffer by comparison 
with his own. We are all supposed to be sin- 
cere and acting from proper motives. The 
correctness of my position may be contested 


and he says | 


by the Senator properly, but I deny his right | 


to contest my sincerity—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Did I say anything about 
contesting the Senator’s sincerity? 

Mr. CASSERLY. I understood the Senator 
to contest the sincerity of gentlemen to day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; I only said that I 
would test their sincerity. 
argument against a man’s virtueto say you are 
going to test it. 


Mr. CASSERLY. Then I misunderstood | 


take one of those he proposed some time ago. 

But he was troubled about the Democracy 
having put iton the table. Now, I want to 
read to you some of the Democrats that 
tabled the Senator’s conundrum. The first 
one was ‘‘ Mr. BuckInGHam,’’ the second was 
‘*Mr. Cameron,’’ the third one was ‘* Mr. 
CARPENTER;’’ then ‘‘Mr. CHANDLER,”’ then 
‘*Mr. Drake,’’ then ‘‘Mr. GILBerT,’’ and so 
on! Glorious Democrats these! [Laughter. } 
And I voted with them, and so did ‘* Mr. 
Yates.’’ 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 


1 said the Senator so 


voted. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. And Mr. Sumner voted 
that way. You will find a great many. So 


it was Republicans—at least they were sup- 
posed to be Republicans at the time, as the 
It seems 
he has set himself up to determine what is a 
Republican, and to pass upon other people and 
call them ‘*such Republicans, if they were Re- 
I do not know that because the 
Senator comes from Vermont he has any more 
right to determine who is a Republican than if 
he came from any other State. [ do not myself 


| recognize the Senator from Vermontas any bet- 


ter Republican than the Senator from Connec- 
ticut, |Mr. BocktyGHamM,] and a great many 
other Senators who did not vote with him, and 
Ido not know when he was elevated to the 
position of determining ex cathedra who was a 
Republican and who was not. I am in hopes 
myself that he will so act that we can keep 
him within the prineiples of the Republican 
party and not have to turn him out. [Laugh- 
ter. | 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If anybody will keep me 
within the principles of the Republican party, 


|| it is my good friend from Illinois; there is 


no doubt about that, because | shall always 


know exactly how to behave when I have him 


I trust it is no | 


as a guide. Whether we shall be riding in the 
same direction may depend upon events which 


| are not yet quite certain. 


But, sir, my friend, with his usual adroit- 
ness, has undertaken to lead you away from 
the precise point. ‘The point was not who laid 
this proposition upon the table before. The 


ll point was what had become of the people 
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who were in 
favor of the proposition of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, by undertaking to defeat it and 
circumvent it by another proposition as to 
ppropriation bills [hat was 
And now we find that every Demo- 
crat who has forward in 


favor of this proposition on the subject of 
general legi 


ally, the 


who are making war upon us, 


legislation upon ¢ 
the port, 
yet spoken comes 
ation, ably seconded by the ir 
honorable Senator from Lilinois, and 


I only call d ention to the fact which had 


at 
le fore | spoke of it, that 


ame Senators, when they had an oppor- 


arisen in the debate be 
these 


tunity to enter into this method of reforming 


legislation upon appropriation bills, took pains 
unanimously and as a body to resist it. I did 
not assert that all hte pudlicans had voted in 
favor of it 1 did not introduce a party ques- 
tion about it 1 only undertook to hold up 


who had suddenly 
become so very anxious upon the subject of 


the mirror to those Senator 


’ and SO anx 
iousthat they were able to reverse their former 


legislation on appropriation bills 


action, like the Senator from Illinois, and go 
s which they had condemned within 

two yeurs as being un uitable ; that was all. 
Mr. President, | do not 


any controversy with 


for thing 


want to enter into 
the honorable Senator 
lie says that lam sore about 
Well, 
jomed the party of 
that it is not his business 
Out OL that party. J 
ean tell him that lam just as good a sore- 
head as if I lived in Lilimois lL can tell him 
that I have just as good a right to be sore be- 


from I[liinois. 
this matter, aud have been for two years. 
Mr. President, if | have 
soreheads, | submit 


to undertake to read me 


cause my amendment is not adopted as he has 
or any other Senator has a right to be sore 
Why, 


Mr. President, thisis the land of equal rights, 


because he cannot dictate appolutments. 


and my honorable friend need not arrogate to 
himself the right to have blisters on his back 
without my taking someof them, {| Laughter. | 
There is no 
thing which entitles him 


personal allegation about this 
to precedence that 
I know of over a member even from the State 
of Vermont. So that [ aecept with entire 
cordiality his description of myself as being 
sore upon the subject of amendments to appro 
priation bills. 1 am sore, and 1am glad to 
join bis 


party, even in order now, as we have 


got a spasm of virtue, it seems, to protect these 
bills from improper legislation, and so I give 
notice that if the honorable Senator’s amend- 
mentis rejected in the form that it is, as it 1s 
altogether crude, | will move, not as a substi- 
tute for the pending resolution, this amend- 
ment which was reported two years ago making 
it absolute instead of dependent upon a two- 
thirds vote, and the amendment will then 
read: 

And no amendment to any such bill making legis- 
lative provisions other than such as directly relating 


} 


to the appropriations contained in the bill shall be 
received or adopted. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
apply to existing amendments. 
apply to the Morrill amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, it would not apply 
to any amendment of the bill that is already on. 

Mr. FRELINGUUYSEN. The amendment 
says ‘adopt a 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
ceived ’’ Silaply. 

Mr. POMEROY. I am in favor of the 
resolution offered by the Senator from Penn- 
syivania; and if it could be moved as an 
amendment to that, ratherthan as a substitute 
for it, | would vote even for this. It is in the 
direction we have been trying to labor for 
years, and that is to confine our appropriation 
bills to the subject-matter of appropriations 
and have the amendmentsto them germane and 
legitimate. Il cannot vote for it as a substitute 
for the proposition of the Senator fromPennsy| 
vania; but if the Senator from Lliinois will 
move it as an amendment to it by way of ad- 
dition, I will vote for it. I have always voted 
for it. Iam opposed to making the appropri- 


That would 
That would 


Chen I will say ‘‘re- 


ation bills carry everything in the world that 
Senators have a right to move to them; and I 
will move any hour of the day to put the 
amendment of the Senator from Illinois on 
to our rules for that purpose. I will vote to 
put it on this rule limiting debate to five 
minutes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from IlIli- 
nois, on which the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I am paired on this 
question with the Senator from Wisconsin, 
| Mr. Canpenter,|] who desired me to state 
that if he were present he would vote ‘‘ yea,”’ 
and I should vote ‘* nay.’’ 

lhe question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 12, nays 52; as follows: 

Y EFAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Casserly, Davis of West 
Virginia, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hill, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Stevenson, Truim- 
bull, and Vickers—12. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwe!l, Chandler, Clayton, Conkling, Cra- 
gin, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Mich- 
igan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Harlin, 
ilitcheoek, Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, Morrill of Ver- 


mont, Morton, Nye, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, 
Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, Wilson, Windom, and 
Wright—32 


ALSENT—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Brownlow, Cam- 
eron, Carpenter, Cole, Cooper, Corbett, Davis of 
Kentucky, Fenton, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, 
Logan, Morrill of Maine, Osborn, Patterson, Pool, 
Ransom, Kice, Robertson, Saulsbury, Schurz, Spen- 
cer, Sprague, Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, Thur- 
nan, ‘Tipton, and West—3v. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I 


pending proposition: 


move to add to the 


And no amendment to anysuch bill making legis- 
lative provisions other than such as directly relate 
to the appropriations contained in the bill shall be 
received, 

Mr. SCOTT. I inquire of my friend from 
Vermont the effect the adoption of that would 
have on the amendment which has already 
been discussed for seven days on the defi- 
ciency bill? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It will have no effect on 
that, for that has already been received, and 
has been subjected to the jurisdiction of the 
Senate. Ido not propose to go back on any- 
thing that the Senate has done. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I should like to make 
an inquiry of the Chair. If the proposition 
of the honorable Senator from Vermont is 
adopted, will the amendment of the other 
Senator from Vermont, known as the Mor- 
rill amendment, be in order as an amend- 
ment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That amendmént 
has been received, acted upon in Committee 
of the Whole, agreed to there, that action re- 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





April 29, 


the previous part of the resolution, ** during 
this session.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it ought tobe an 
amendment to the thirtieth rule. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My object in putting it 
in that way was this: there is so much Opposi- 
tion to undertaking to take any step which 
facilitates business, particularly in the year 
when a President is to be elected, that [ want 
to try it for this session in order to see, just 
as you do the five-minute rule, how it will 
work. 

Mr. POMEROY. I want to ask the Chair 
does this language, ‘‘ any such bill,’’ mean the 
bill as it comes trom the House or as it comes 
from the Committee on Appropriations ? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It 
appropriation bills. 

Mr. POMEROY. It is an appropriation 
bill when it comes from the House and an 
appropriation bill when it comes from the com- 
mittee. ‘The committee proposes amend- 
ments. I want to know whether that will] 
apply to the bill as it comes to the Senate 


I know it is limited by 


refers to 


| from the committee. 


The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that neither House has ever made points 
of order, within the recollection of the Chair, 
on amendments made by the other House ex- 
cept as to the disputed question on revenue 
bills. The Chair is not aware of any point of 
order made in the Senate upon an amendment 
of the House of Representatives to a Senate 
bill, or in the House upon an amendment of 
the Senate to a House bill; except on the dis 
puted question as to revenue bills. 

Mr. POMEROY. Thatis not what I mean. 


| Our appropriation bills go to the Committee 


versed in the Senate, rejected there, and a | 


motion to reconsider pending, and therefore 
it would not be subject to its provision; but 
any other amendment moved hereafter would 
be subject to the provisions of this addition 
if it should be agreed to by the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish simply to say that 
if this amendment is adopted, and I think it 
ought to be in the interest of the whole coun- 
try, | believe it will be the most important 
progress to keep our appropriation bills free 
of extraneous matter that has ever been 
adopted. I think it will probably be the most 
useful act of legislation to the people or this 
country at this session. 


Mr. BOREMAN., 


/to the rule permanently or simply for this 


session ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is qualified 
by the opening part of this resolution, which 
is confined to ‘* during the present session.”’ 
But for that it would be an amendment to the 
ruie. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 


| tieth rule shall be amended so and so?’’ 


Mr. EDMUNDs. 
when you read it in connection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But the Chair has already 
said that this will be governed by the words in 


Is this an amendment | 


Why not say ‘‘ the thir- | 


All that is understood | 








| 


ou Appropriations; then they come back to 
the Senate with a large number of amend- 
ments sometimes. When this amendment 
speaks of the biil, does it mean the bill as we 
take it up after the report of the Committee 
on Appropriations? I shall vote for it with 
the understanding that the language contained 
in this amendment means the bill as it is 
reported to us trom the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I submit to the Senator 
from Kansas that all ambiguity might be re- 
moved by striking out the word ‘* such”’ and 
say ‘‘ appropriation bill.”’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; that puts it into the 
thirtieth rule for all time. 

Mr. POMEROY. Lunderstand this to mean 
the bill as we have it atter the Committee on 
Appropriations report it. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Kansas has propounded a question as to the 
etfect of this amendment if adopted. It*will 
certainly bind the committee of the Senate as 
it binds the members of the Senate. 

Mr. HAMLIN and others. It ought to. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I wish to ask a ques 
tion of the Senator from Ohio, whether it 
would not be better to try this for this ses- 
sion anyhow, and not seek to amend the rule 
permanently? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Either form would do 
it; but the word ‘‘such’’ could only reter to 
an appropriation bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Why not try it for the 
rest of this session, and we can amend tle 
rule afterward if it works well. 

Mr. SHERMAN. KEither form of language 
will do to make it apply to this session. 

Mr. MORTON. I ask whether notice has 
to be given of a proposition to amend a rule 
of the Senate? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. Upon notice given to 
amend one rule, is it competent to amend 
another? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the first place 
this is not a notice toamendarule. It isa 
resolution in regardto the order of business in 
the Senate ; and being before the Senate, there 
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is no question but what it is competent to 
amend it. Asto what extentit may beamended 
is a question for the Senate to determine by 
their votes. It is certainly before the Senate, 
having laid over the time required. 

Mr. MORTON. The resolution of the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania was in regard to the 
limitation of debate. 

The VICE PR ESIDENT. It was in regard 
to legislation. on appropri: ition bills ; that was 
the scope of it; it referred specitically to the 
five-minutes rule, but it was in regard to appro- 
priation bills. The proposition of the Senator 
from Vermont is certainly in regard to appro- 

sriation bills also. 

Mr. MORTON. The rule in regard to de- 
bate is applicable to all bills. The rule 
regard to amendments is applicable to all bills. 
It seems to methe latter proposition refers to 
the alteration of the thirtieth rule. For cer- 
tain reasons I would not favor the amend- 
ment now proposed. I do not think it is wise 
to take away the power of the Senate to putan 
amendment of a general character on an appro- 
priation bill. The abuses that have arisen 
from that are, I think, greatly exaggerated. 

Mr. NYE. I ask the Senator from Indians a 
who is to decide the question of what is ger- 
mane and what is not? 

Several Senators. The Chair. 

Mr. NYE. ‘That subject is then still left 
open to debate, is it not? 

Mr. MORTON. I suppose the Chair will 
have the decision of that question, and upon 
an appeal from the Chair it would be for the 
Senate to settle. 

Mr. NYE. Who decides the question of 
whether the several propositions submitted are 
germane or not—the Chair? 


The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 


the question of an amendment being exactly | 


germane does not now come up. The ques- 


tion is as to the right of the Senate to amend | 
this resolution offered by the Senator from | 
The | 
Chair thinks by usage they certainly have a | 


Pennsylvania in the manner indicated. 


right to amend it inthis way. The Chair will 
state furthermore tothe Senator from Indiana, 


in further response, that having examined the | 


amendment, he thinks the proposition of the 
Senator from Vermont does not conflict with 
the thirtieth rule. The thirtieth rule is a rule 
of a negative character; that no amendments 
shall be received except under certain condi- 
tions. This adds anotherone. It does not con- 
flict with the thirtieth rule, but says some other 
amendments shall not bereceived. The Chair 
does not understand any rule of parliament- 
ary law or any usage of the Senate by which 
he could exclude this amendment. ‘The thir- 
tieth rule excludes certain amendments unless 
made to carry out the provisions of law, or re- 
ported by a standing or select committee, &c., 
and this adds another one to the exclusions. 

Messrs. 
amendment be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. 
Epmunps. 

Mr. NYE. Now, with great diffidence I sug- 
gest that that leaves that question an open 
question, worse than the original. The argu 
ment upon these questions of pertinency 
will consume more time, I venture to say, than 
the thing would be subject to, leaving it as it 
is. L[hope, therefore, it will not be done. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Iask for the 
yeas and nays on this amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CONKLING. I shall vote on this 
proposition without any reference to its merits. 
{ am for it by itself; I have voted for it at 
other times, and have been in favor of it fora 


long time; but I shall vote against it now, and || 


for a reason which I beg to state. 


The Senator from Pennsylvania, making an 


earnest effort to facilitate the business of the 
Senate drew a resolution which he offered and 
showed to me, and I think to a number of 
other Senators, and I told him that I approved 


NYE and BOREMAN. Let the | 
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of it, would stand by it, and give it my vote. 


That I am going to do; and therefore I am 
going to resist all amendments foreign to it. 


| repeat that this proposition, either in these 
words or in equivalent words, by itself, having 
been in favor of all along, [ shall bein favor of 
hereafter; but still Lam going to vote to keepit 
off the proposition of the Senator from P enn- 
sylvania, to the end that we may maintain that 
by itself and leave it to do the good it will do. 
If amended in this way some other 
will move some other amendment that may be 
proper in itself, and what in the end may be 
the fate of it we cannot tell. I am not going 
to stop to inquire into that, but will stand by 
it as it is. 

Mr. SCOTT. Ihad risen when I sought the 
floor a few minutes ago to say about the same 
thing. I introduced the original resolution for 
the purpose of facilitating the dispatch of 
business by limiting debate on the appropria- 
tion bills. For the proposition of the Senator 


Senator 


| from Vermont as an inde spe -ndent proposition, 











| feel at liberty to vote to 


| and J,if at liberty, would vote ‘* yea’ 


| resulted—yeas 33, nays 13 ; 


| Conkling, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, 
| Michigan, Flanagan, u 
| lin, Harlan, Hitchcock, Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, 


and especially at the commencement of 


a 
session, when we shall all start out with a 
| knowledge of it, I shall vote; but I do not 


incumber this reso- 
lution with that additional amendment now. 
Mr. STOCKTON. I am paired with the 
Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. CarrENTER] on 
all questions concerning this resolution. If 
he were here I suppose he would vote ‘* nay.”’ 
* on this 
amendment. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 25, nays 1; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Casserly, Clayton, Davis 
of West Virginia, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hamlin, Harlan, Hill, Howe, Johnston, 
Kelly, Norwood, Pomeroy, Pratt, Rice, Sherman, 
Trumbull, V ickers, Wilson, and Wright—25. ; 
NAYS— rs. Ames, Boreman,Caldwell, Chand- 
ler, Conkling, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Kellogg, 
Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye, 
Ramsey, Sawyer, Scott, Stewart, Sumner, and Win- 
dom—19, — ; 
ABSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Blair, Brown- 
low, Buckingham, Cameron, Carpenter, Cole, Cooper, 
Corbett, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Hamil- 
ton of ‘Texas, Hitchcock, Morrill of Maine, Osborn, 
Patterson, Pool, Ransom, Robertson, Saulsbury, 
Schurz, Spencer, Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, 
Thurman, Tipton, and West—30. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Messrs. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on agreeing to the resolution as 
amended. 


Mr. HARLAN. I should like to hear the 
resolution read as it now stands. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be re- 


| ported as amended. 


The Cuter CLERK. 
ed reads : 

Resolved, That during the present session it shall 
be in order at any time to move arecess; and, pend- 
ing an appropriation bill, to move to confine debate 
on amendments thereto to five minutes by any Sen- 
ator on the pending motion; and such motions shall 
be decided without debate. And no amendment to 
any such bill making legislative provisions other 
than such as directly relate to the appropriations 
contained in the bill shall be received. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let us have 
and nays on the final passage. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I was out of the Senate 
when the vote was taken on the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont. I should have 
voted for it if | had been in the Chamber. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 


The resolution as amend- 


the yeas 


| on the passage of the resolution as amended. 
P 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
as follows: 
Chandler, Clayton, Cole, 


Ferry of 
Gilbert, Ham- 


YEAS—Messrs. Ames, 


Frelinghuysen, 


Morrill of Vermont, 


Morton, Nye, Patterson, Pom- 
eroy, Pratt, Ramsey, 


Lice, Sawyer, Scott. Sherman, 
Stewart, Wilson, Windom, and Wright—33. 
NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Boreman, Casserly, Davis 
of West. Virginia, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Mary- 
land, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Stevenson, Sum- 
ners Trumbull, and Vickers—13 
BSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Blair,Brown- 
ee Buckingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, 
Cooper, Corbett, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Fen- 
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ton, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Morrill of Maine, 
Osborn, Pool, Ransom, Robertson,Saulsbury, Schurz, 
pom ‘er, Sprague, Stockton, Thurman, Tipton, and 


W est—2s. 
So the resolution was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. Ciinron Lioyp, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. No. 724) supplementary to an act entitled 
‘An act to incorporate the Texas Pacific 
Railroad Company, and to aid in the construc- 
tion of its road, and for other purposes,”’ 
approved March 8, 1871, with amendments ; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 


The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills, in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2616) authorizing the 
erection of a public building in Rockland, 
Maine; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2617) to remove the legal 


and political disabilities of Sion H. 

The message further announced that the 
House had recommitted the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 
No. 1060) making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 
1873, and for other purposes. 


Rogers. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
CONKLING, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers in the case 
of Charles K. Tuckerman be withdrawn from the 
files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


On motion of Mr. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. SCOTT submitted the following resola- 


| tion, and asked for its present consideration : 


Resolved, That until otherwise ordered the hour 
for the daily meeting of the Senate shall be eleven 
o’cloek a. m. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 
a rule. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itchanges a reso- 
lution, nota rule. If there is objection, it will 
lie over until to-morrow. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I object. 

Mr. SCOTT. I give notice that I will bring 
it up to-morrow. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 


will lie over. 


[hope not; that changes 


The resolution 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. VICKERS submitted the following 
resolution ; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Revision of 


the Rules be instructed to inquire into the propriety 


of so amending the thirtieth rule of the Senate as to 
confine amendments to appropriation bills to mat- 
ters germane or pertinent to such bills. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC , APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 


Senate the following resolution of the House 
of Representatives : 
In tHE House or REPRESENTATIVES, 

April 29, 1872. 

Resolved, That the report of the committee of ¢on- 
ference on the cng reeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill (H. R. No. 1060) making appropriations 
for the legislative, exe cutive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government forthe year ending June 3), 1573, 
and for other purposes, be recommitted to the com- 
mittee of conference. 

Mr. COLE. I move that the Senate concur 
in the resolution of the House. 


The motion was agreed to. 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. COLE. I move thatthe Senate resume 
the consideration of the deficiency appropria- 
tion bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The deficiency 
bill is before the Senate. Tle pending ques- 
tion is on the motion of tlhe Senator trom 
Georgia, [Mr. Hit1,] to lay on the table the 
motion to reconsider the rejection of the Mor: 











ndment made by the Senator from 
1@ yeas and nays ordered. 

Mr POMEROY. I the chair 
men of the Committee on Appropriations that 
we li We have not 
“at complished much on the appropriation bill 
to-day. 

Mi COLE. I 


‘ ‘ ‘ . 
always to ds 


lave been 


suggest to 
ave an @e 


vening Session. 


am disposed, of course, 
er to the wishes of the Senate in 
@ waiter of that kind. 
Mr; POMEROY. I am willing to go on 
until! hve o clock, 
the VICK PRESIDENT. 
Motion 10 | 
( he vote on the Morrill amendment. 
Wr, CONKLING 


om 


The pending 


iy on the table the motion to re- 


California t iat that vote ought not to be 


{ cen naw 


and for the reason that our belug 
at this moment to vote is an accident not 


xpecied by anybody. lt was thought the vote 
would be tuken earlier in the day; and now 
ihe Senate is to a large extent empty. I sug- 


est, there fore , that we had betrer take a recess 
avd have an evening session or adjourn until 
LoO-morrow 
lhe objeetion to taking a recess now is that 
80 mneny Seuators are absent who will not 
receive notice of the proceeding, and we shall 
bed 
thi had been 
while the Senate was full everybody 
would have had notice of it. Therefore, [ sug- 
gest to the Senator that the best way on the 
whole I was 
in hopes that we could get an order to meet 


evening, Whereas if the motion 
mm de 


is to adjourn until to morrow, 


therefore, if we 
we shall have to adjourn until twelve 
to-morrow, but I think it is the best 
thing we the circumstances. 
We shall have so thin a Senate this evening 
that nobody will rest content under the dis- 
made of the amendment of the Sen- 
aior from Vermont 


ion has arrested that. 
Hu iri 
© CIOCK 
under 


Can do 


mosition 


(Mr. FReLINGHUYSEN,] upon | 


| suygest Lo the Senator 


ourselves with a small number of Senators | 


ven o’clock to morrow, but a single | 
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not object to it for to-morrow simply. Iam 


willing, as far as [ am concerned, that the | 


Senate shall adjourn until eleven o’clock to- 
morrow. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
mous consent we 
o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. There will be 
no notice given to those who have gone away. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They will see it in the 
morning papers. 

lhe ViCE PRESIDENT. The resolution 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania has gone on 
the Calendar, but the Senator from Illinois 
yields to the suggestion that to-morrow, by 
unanimous consent, the Senate meet at eleven 
o'clock. Is there objection to that proposition ? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Isthat forasingle day? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
day. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I suggest 
that if we meet at eleven o’clock to morrow 
the question of laying the motion to reconsider 
on the table be taken at one o'clock. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I shall object, and for 
this reason: the Committee on Appropria- 
tions have not got through their regular ap- 
propriation bills. Lt is impossible with the 
reyular appropriation bills, like the Army and 
other large bills which have not yet been ma- 
tured, for the Senate to meet at eleven o'clock 


agree to 


Itis for a single 


| and give the committee time to do them justice. 


Mr. FRISLINGHUYSEN. Therecertainly || 
will be fewer here afier a recess than now. 
Mr. CONKLING. I am afraid that is so, 


and very clearly those who have zone already 
Wi ] receive no notice in season to come; and 
we can hardly expect all those who are pres- 
now, heretore, to test the 
that the Senate do now ad- 


ent the sense of 


Senate, I move 
journ 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I interposed an objec 
tion against meeting at eleven o'clock because 
there The 
on the Judiciary meets on Wed- 
we could 


iS some COMmuLliee business to do. 
Comumnittee 
nesday. If at twelve o'clock 
on Wednesday, | have no objection to meet 
to-morrow, when we 


meet 


ny 


meeting alt eleven o'clock. | should like to 
have Wednesday on account of a meeting of 
the Commitiee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. CONKLING 


body, save only the Committee on Appropria- 


tions and the Committee on Finance, have 


have no committee | 


| withdraw my motion, | 
and suggest that all the committees of this | 


discharged in a great degree all their duties in | 


reference to new Now, the Com- 
miitee on the Judiciary and other committees 
of the Senate which shall have matters before 
them hereafter will no doubt be obliged to 


hold sessions in the evening, possibly to hold 


measures, 


one in order to hasten business occasionally 
while debate goes on in the Senate, or to meet 
a litle earlier. 
subordinate to the other considera- 
rdvanecing the business of the Senate. 


entire 'y 
tion of 
lhierefore | shall insist for one that we meet 
at eleven o'clock if such be the pleasure of 
the Senate whenever the Senator from Penn 
can get a hearing for his motion; 
and now it the Senator from Lliinois does not 
object to the consideration of the resolution. 
As to our meeting to-morrow at eleven o'clock, 
of course that is another matter. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I object to it if it is 
adopted as arule for every day; but I would 


} 
Syivyatila 


| think that consideration is | 


| 


| o’clock. 


Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that the motion now is to lay on the table 
the motion to reconsider the Morrill amend- 
ment. If the Senate meet at twelve o'clock 
to-morrow they must vote at one o'clock ac- 
cording to the suggestion now made. The 
debate is progressing by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CONKLING. Wecannot get unanimous 
consent, it seems, to meet to-morrow at eleven 
o'clock. If we could there is some doubt 
whether all Senators would get notice of the 
changed hour. We can to-morrow, the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania having given notice 
to-day, take up his resolution, and if it be the 
pleasure of the majority to make eleven and 
not twelve o’clock the hour, it will be within 
the power of that majority todo so. There- 
fore, as the best mode of solving the present 
question, [ renew my motion that the Senate 
do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, there being on 
a division—ayes 28, noes 17; and (at four 
o'clock and fifty-three minutes p. m.) the Sen- 
ate adjourned. 








HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, April 29, 1872. 
The House met at eleven o'clock a. m. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burer, 
D. D. 
The Journal of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 
ORDER OF 
The SPEAKER. 


BUSINESS. 
This being Monday, the 


{ 


INTERNAL COMMERCE. 
Mr. GOLLADAY also introduced a bil] 


|| (H. R. No. 2574) to facilitate internal com- 


I suggest that by unani- | 
meet at eleven | 


| resolution 


merce; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Com. 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC LANDS. 
Mr. GOLLADAY also introduced a joint 


(H. R. No. 142) proposing ay 


| amendment to the Constitution of the United 





first business in order will be the call of the | 


States and lerritories, begianing with the State 
of Maine, for the introduction of bills and joint 
resolutions for reference to their appropriate 
committees, and not to be brought back by 
motions toreconsider. Under this call memo- 
rials and resolutions of State and territorial 
Legislatures are in order. 


The morning hour | 


now begins at thirteen minutes past eleven | 


On Monday last the morning hour 
expired with the call resting with the State of 
Tennessee. I. is the duty of the Chair to com- 


| mence the call this morning with that State. 


CLAIMS FOR RENT. 


Mr. GOLLADAY introduced a bill (H. R. | 


No. 2573) to provide for the payment of claims 
for rent arising in States declared in insurrec- 


| tion; which was read a first and second time, 


| 


referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


States in relation to public lands ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 


Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 


be printed. 
LAND GRANT FOR FDUCATIONAL PURPOSES. 


Mr. GOLLADAY also introduced a joint 
resolution (H. R. No. 143) granting lands to 


the State of Tennessee for purposes of public 


education ; which was read a first and second 


| time, referred to the Committee on Education 





and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


ELLA DAVIES. 


Mr. GOLLADAY also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 2575) for the relief of Bila Davies, 
administratrix de bonis non of William H. 
Calhonn, deceased, of Tennessee; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


W. J. WALDRON. 


Mr. GOLLADAY also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2576) for the relief of W. J. Waldron, 
of Tennessee; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZABETH J. EWING. 
Mr. HAY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2577) 


granting a pension to Elizabeth J. Ewing, ot 
Sparta, [llinois; which w..s read a first and see- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ELDREDGE ecalied for the reading of 
the bill, and it was read. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. [rise toa question of 
order. | suppose that the first thing in order 
during the morning hour to-day is the reading 
of the bill which was commenced last Monday. 

The SPEAKER. During last week the fur 
ther reading of that bill was dispensed with, 
and by unanimous consent it was referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. ‘That may have been 
done; but I certainly did not consent. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair understood the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. ELDREDGE] as 
being included in the unanimous consent. 

REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, introduced a 
bill (UH. R. No. 2578) to relieve James H. R. 
Cundiff, Reuben Kay, and James Carbry, of 
St. Joseph, Missouri, from the political dis- 
abilities imposed upon them by the fourteenth 
amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States; which was read a first and second 


| time, referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary, and ordered to be printed. 
J. W. BOWLING AND J. 8. GOLLADAY. 


Mr. KERR introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2579) for the relief of J. W. Bowling and J. 
S. Golladay, citizens of Kentucky; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 


CALEB KERR. 


Mr. COMINGO introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2580) for the relief of Caleb Kerr, o1 
Jackson county, Missouri; which was read a 
first and second time, and, with theaccompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee ol 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


A. E. COWLES. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 2581) for the relief of A. E. Cowles; 














which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 


CLAIMS FOR MILITARY SUPPLIES, ETC. 

Mr. BL oes f Michigan, also introduced 
a bill (H. No. 2582) making an appropri- 
tion for the payment of claims reported | 


and 
under the act of Congress of March 3, 1871; 
which was res ud a first and second time, re- 

-od to the Committee of Claims, and ordered 
to aa printed, 


LANDS IN MICHIGAN, 


Mr ow R, of Michigan, introduced a 
ili (H. R. No. 2583) for the restoration of 
certain lands to market in the State of Michi- 
gan; which was read a first and second time, 
ferred to the Committee on the Publie Lands, 
wud ordered to be printed. 


W.2,. BBR. 
HERNDON introduced a bill (H. R. 
hy 3584) for the relief of W. J. Hunt, post- 


master at the city of Tyler, State of Texas; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
rred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

COLORADO CENTRAL RAILROAD. 


Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 


2585) granting the right of way over the pub- 


lic domain and contirming corporate powers | 


to the Colorado Central Railroad Company ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Railways and 
Canals, and ordered to be printed. 


FREE IMPORTATION OF LUMBER. 
Mr. 
of the Legislature of the State of lowa, request- 
ing that lumber be added to the free list; 
which was referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
STATUE OF 
Mr. 
No. 


HON. E. D. BAKER, DECEASED 
SARGENT introduced a bill (G. R. 


2586) providing for a life-size marbie 
tatue of the late Senator E. D. Baker from 
the marble model in possession of the family 
of the deceased Senator; which was read 
first and second time, referred to the Com- 
miitee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM H. BETTER 


Mr. DUNNELL introduced a bill (H. 
No. 2587) for the relief 
ter; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed, 


ZA 


R. 


NE’S ISL AND, OHIO RIVER. 


Mr. DAVIS presented a joint resolution of 
the Legislature of the State of West Virginia, 
praying for the passage of an act authorizing 
the construction of a causeway across the west 
branch of the Ohio river from a point at or 
near 
bank of said river, for the purpose of improv- 


ing the navigation of said river; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 
AMERICAN FORK RAILWAY COMPANY. 
Mr. KENDALL introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2588) granting to the American Fork 


Railway Company the right of way through 
the public lands for the construction of a rail- 


roud and telegraph; which was read afirst and 
second time. 


Mr. ELDREDGE. 
read. 

The bill was read. 
Mr. KENDALL. 
referred to the Committee on Territories, and 

ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DUNNELL. [I object. I move that it 
be referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


I ask that that bill be 


WALDEN presented a joint resolution | 


allowed by the commissioners of claims | 





The bill was referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed, 


INDIAN TRIBES NORTHERN SUPERINTENDENCY 

Mr. TAFFE, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2589) for the relief of certain tribes of Indi ans 
in the northern superintendeney ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 


| be printed. 


which was read a first 


| boundary of Dakota Territory ; 
a first and 


STATE FENCIBLES, PHILADELPHIA 
Mr. TAFFE also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2590) donating condemned ordnance to 


the State Fencibles of P hiladelphia, Penn- 
sylvania; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
PREEMPTION SETTLERS. 

Mr. HOOPER, of Utah, introduced a bill ( H. 
R. No. 2591) for the relief of preémption set- 
tlers in the Territories of the United States ; 
and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 


DAKOTA GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. ARMSTRONG introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2592) granting the right of way to 


the Dakota Grand Trunk Railway Company ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 


WESTERN BOUNDARY OF DAKOTA. 


Mr. ARMSTRONG also introduced a bill | 
(H. R. No. 2593) to readjust the western 


which was read 
second time, referred to the Com 
mittee on the l'erritories, and ordered to be 
printed. 

J. W. DONELLAN. 


Mr. JONES introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 144) relative to the pension of 
John W. Donellan, late lieutenant colonel 


twenty-seventh regiment United States colored 
troops; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


| sions, and ordered to be printed. 


of William H. Bet- || 


the head of Zane’s Island to the west | 


I move that the bill be | 


| No. 


SALLY TRIPE AND OTHERS. 
Mr. HIBBARD introduced a joint resolu- 
tion (H. R. No. 145) for the relief of Sally 
Tripe and others; which was read a first and 


| second time, referred to the Committee on 


Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN H. RUSSELL. 


Mr. POLAND introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2594) referring the claim of John H. Russell 


to the Court of Claims; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


DUTIES ON IMPORTS. 


Mr. WOOD introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2595) to regulate and facilitate the payment 
of duties on imported merchandise; which 


was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, 
ordered to be printed. 


and 
ALBANY A PORT OF ENTRY. 

Mr. WOOD also submitted a joint resolu- 
tion of the Legislature of the State of New 
York, asking that Albany be made a port of 
entry ; which was read, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, aud ordered 


to be 


printed, \| 


UNITED STATES NOTES. 
MERRIAM introduced a bill (H. R. 
2596) to authorize the substitution of 
United States notes for three per cent. loan 
certificates; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Bauking 
and Currency, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. 


DOMESTIC TRADE-MARKS, 
Mr. ROGERS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 


2597) to protect domestic trade-marks; which: | 
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eS 


was read a first 

the Committee 

be printed. 
AMENDMENT 


and second time, 


ou Commerce 


referred to 
and ordered to 


OF RULES 


Dp rQ > Ky 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. submitted the 
following resoluuion ; which Was read, consid- 
ered. referred to the Committee on the R les, 
and ordered to be printed: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Rules be 
directed to inquire into the expediency of so umend 
ing the rules that in all committees of t louse all 
business shall be done in committee; that a quorum 
of a commnittee shall agree toreporta bill beiore uny 
report can be made; that no bill or resolution shall 
be put on its passage by general consent unless one 
day’s notice 1s first given in the Globe, except on 
the last three days of the session. 


LIGHTS AND BUOYS IN WESTERN RIVERS 


Mr. McCLELLAND pre sented a joint reso- 


lution of the Legislature of Peunsylvania, 
memorializing Congress in reference to the 
establishment of lights and buoys in western 


rivers; which was referred to the Committee 


| on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


AMERICAN PRINTING 


Mr. MecCLELLAND also presented a joint 
resolution of the Poe of Pennsylvania, 


HOUSE FOR TUE BLIND, 


| requesting the Senators and Representatives 


| ayes ten; 


from the State of Pennsylvania to vote in favor 
of granting aid to the American Printing House 
for the Blind; which was referred to the Com 
mittee on Education and Labor, and o:dered 
to be printed. 


HOMESTEADS ON THE PUBLIC LANDS, 
Mr. B. F. MEYERS introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2598) toamend an act entitled *‘An act 


to enable honorably discharged soldiers and 
sailors, their widows and orphan children, to 
acquire homesteads on 
approved April 4, 187% 
first and second time. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 
of that bill. 

fhe bill was read at length. 

Mr. B. F. MEYERS. 1 move that the bill 
he referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I move, in 
ment, that the bill be referred to the Commit 
tee on Military Affairs, which already has this 
subject under consideration. 

Uhe que stion being taken on Mr. Stocen- 
TON'S ameudment, there were—ayes 28, noes 
52; no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER, under the rule, ordered 
tellers; and Mr. Sroucuron and Mr. B. F. 
MEYERS were appointed. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I would like to say a 
single word in reterence to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot even ask 


the publie 
which 


lands,”’ 
was read 


ja: 


I call for the reporting 


} 
amend 


unanimous consent for that purpose in the 
morning hour of Monday. 
Mr. B. F. MEYERS. | withdraw the motion 


to refer the bill to the Committee on the Public 
Lauds, and am willing it should go tothe Com 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I renew the motion to 
refer the bill to the Committee on the Public 
Lauds. 

I'he question recurred on Mr. Stoucuton’s 
amendment to refer to the Committee on Mil 
itary Affairs, on which tellers had been ordered. 

The tellers having taken their places, the 
House divided; and the tellers reporited—ayes 


71, noes 54. 
Mr. DUNNELL called for the yeas and 
navs. 


On ordering the yeas and nays there were 
not a sufficient number 

Mr. SARGENT. Lask for tellers on the yeas 
and nays. I think the question is not under 
stood. 

On ordering tellers there were 
; not a sufficient number. 

tellers were refused, the yeas and nays 





ayes four 
teen 


So 


were refused, and, the amendment having been 
agreed 


to, the bill was referred to the Com 














Military Affairs, and ordered to be 


ETTLEMEN1 
NEGLEY 


Wy) pro 


OF RAILROAD ACCOUNTS. 

bill (H. R. 
settlement of the 
which 
md time, referred to 
and ordered 


introduced «a 


No. Zo 


ztor the 


iain 


accounts of sundry railroad companies ; 


was read a first and sec 


the Committee on the 
inted. 

WINANS 
Mr. SWANN introduced a bill 


liefof Re 


Judiciary, 


hoss AND THOMAS WINANS. 


H. R. No. 


2000) for the re 3 Winans and Thomas 


Winan which was read a first and second 
Lime. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I ask that the bill be 
read in full. My friend from Maryland never 


anything that is not good reading. 
> billw 


Comupittee 


is read at length, and was referred 


on Patents, and ordered to 


j 
Lo the 


be printed, 


PORT OF BRUNSWICK, GEORGIA 
Mr. MecINTYRE introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2601) to declare tae port of Brunswick, 


Georgia, a port of entry and delivery; which 
read a first and time, referred to 


on Commerce, and ordered to 


was second 

the Committee 

he printed. 
REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 


Mr bill (H. R. No. 


2602) to remove the legal and political dis- 


SLOSS introduced a 


abilities of Wade Keyes, of Florence, Ala- 
bama, and other persons therein named; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 


ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


GRANT LANDS TO ALABAMA. 
Mr. HANDLEY introduced a bill (H. R. 


No. 2603) to grantto the State of Alabama all 
the public lands within the State remaining 
undisposed of for the benefit of the free public- 
school fund of said State; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Educationand Labor, and ordered to 
be printed. 
HORTICULTURAL GARDENS 

HAYS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
to regulate the control of the horticul- 
tural gardens ; which was read a first and see- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM 


Mr. 


2604 


LOTT. 

Mr: MORPHIS introduced a joint resolution 
(H. RK. No. 146) to refer the claim of William 
Lott, administrator of the estate of Aaron Lott, 
to the Court of Claims; which was read a first 
and second time, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee of Claims. 

JOSEPIL JAMES, 


introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
granting a pension to Joseph James ; 
which was 


Mr. PERCE 
2600 
read a first and second time, and 
referred tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PUBLIC SCHOOLS. 


Mr. PERCE also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2606) to provide for the greater efficiency 
of the public schools in the several States, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 
read. 

The bill was read at length, referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor, 
ordered to be printed. 


LOUISIANA, ETC., RAILROAD, 

Mr. .LAMISON introduced a bill (H. R. 
No, 2607) to incorporate the Louisiana, Ark- 
ansas, and New Mexico Railroad Company ; 
which was read a first and second time, 


referred to the Committee on Railways and 
Canals, and ordered to be printed. 
BOUNTY TO SOLDIERS. 


Mr. McKINNEY introduced a bill (H. R. 


therein named; which was read a first and 

second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
FLEXIBLE OCEAN TELEGRAPH SHIELD. 

Mr. READ introduced a bill (H. R. No. 


2609) appropriating money to James Story 
for the purpose of enabling him to perfect 
his discovery and patent known as the flexible 
ocean cable shield; which was read a first 
and second time. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 
read, 

Ihe bill was read at length, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 


I ask that the bill be 


ORDER 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has 
expired. ‘The Chair will entertain proposi- 
tions to refer bills and joint resolutions by 
members who were not in their seats when 
their States were called. 


OF BUSINESS. 


STKEL GUNS FOR SEA-COAST DEFENSE. 

Mr. STOUGHTON introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2610) to provide for the sale of useless 
arsenals, and the construction of an arsenal 
for the manufacture of steel guns for sea-coast 
defense; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

FRANCES C, ELLIOTT. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 2611) to grant a pen- 
sion to I’rances C. Elliott, widow of Commo- 
dore Jesse D. Elliott; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 


ANTOINE BROSSA. 


2612) for the relief of Antoine Brossa, of 
company I, eighty-third regiment New York 
volunteers; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
UNIFORM SYSTEM OF BANKRUPTCY. 
Mr. BOLES introduced a bill (H. R. No. 


2613) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to | 


establish a uniform system of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States,’’ approved 
March 2, 1867, and the several acts amend- 
atory thereof; which was read a first and sec- 


ond time, referred to the Committee on Re- | 


vision of the Laws of the United States, and 
ordered to be printed. 


| ST. LOUIS, SALEM, AND LITTLE ROCK RAILROAD. 


and | 


Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 2614) granting the right of 


| way through the public lands of the United 


States to the St. Louis, Salem, and Little 


| Rock Railroad Company; which was read a 


first and second time, referred to the Commit- 


| tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 


I ask that that bill be || 


No. 2608) granting bounty to certain soldiers || 


printed. 
AARON ARCHER. 


Mr. MANSON introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2615) restoring Aaron Archer to the pension- 


roll; which was read a first and second time, | 


and reterred the 
Pensions. 


TROUBLES IN CHEROKEE COUNTRY. 


to Committee on Invalid 


Mr. SHANKS, by unanimous consent, sub- 


mitted the following resolution; which was 


read, considered, and adopted : 
Resolved, That the President be requested to in- 


form the House of all the facts connected with the | 


recent difliculties in the Cherokee country, in the 
Indian territory. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ROCKLAND, MAINK. 


Mr. HALE, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 2616) authorizing the 
construction of a public building at Rockland, 
Maine; which was read a first and second 
time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 


Mr. AVERILL introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
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The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to purchase at private 
sale a lot of land situate in the city of Rock. 
land, Maine, suitable for a site for a public 
building to accommodate the custom-house, 
post ofhce, and any other office of the Genera| 
Government in said city, and to erect thereon 
a building, the cost of site and building being 
limited to $50,000, of which amount $25,009 
is hereby appropriated, provided that no money 
appropriated shall be expended until a good 
title to the land is obtained and the State of 
Maine shall cede jurisdiction over the same to 
the United States. 

Mr. HALE. I will say that the port of 
Rockland, one of the largest in the State of 
Maine, has no custom-house or post office 
This bill has been submitted to al] 
the members except one of the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, who have con- 
sidered it informally and authorized me to 
present it now, which is the only opportunity 
of doing so. : 

There being no objection, the bill was or- 
dered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrassed, it was accordingly read 


| the third time, and passed. 


Mr. HALE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


| table. 





| 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
REAPPOINTMENT OF A WEST POINT CADET. 


Mr. W. R. ROBERTS, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a joint resolution (H. R. No. 147) 
to authorize the appointment tothe West Point 
Military Academy of Paul St. Clair Murphy ; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I ask unanimous 
consent that this resolution be put on its pas- 
sage now. 

The joint resolution was read. It authorizes 
the President, in his discretion, to reappoint 
Paul St. Clair Murphy, of New York, as a 
cadet in the United States Military Academy, 
provided that he be nominated for such re- 
appointment by the Representative in Congress 
of the district in which he may be an actual 
resident. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the 
consideration of this joint resolution now? 

Mr. STOUGHTON. [I object. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I move that the 
rules be suspended and the resolution passed. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the 
motion, there were—ayes 64, noes 58; less 
than two thirds voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I call for tellers. 
I am satisfied that if this resolution were un- 
derstood there would be no objection to it. 
This young man was six months in the 
Academy, and was declared deficient on ac- 
count simply of some recitation marks. In 
everything else, personal conduct, character, 
&e., he was unexceptionable. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I have 
charge of just such a case, in which I would 


| like to have the same action taken that is now 


proposed here. 
Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I have not the 


slightest objection to the adoption of a similar 
resolution with reference tothat case. This res- 
olution provides simply for the reappointment 
of this young man upon the recommendation 
of the member from his district. 

Mr. COBURN. Why not refer the resoln- 
tion to the Committee on Military Affairs? 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. It cannot be reported 
back in time. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. | under- 
stand this young man comes from my district, 
and I will say that I am perfectly willing to 
reappoint him. A mere informality prevents 


his reappointment. 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Copuan and 


Mr. W. R. Roperrs were appointed. 
Mr. RANDALL. 


I understand it is not 
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propened to put this young man back in his || 


old class, but merely to let him commence 
over again. 


Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. Certainly; that is 


all. 

Mr. RANDALL. So that no injustice will 
be done to anybody. 

The House divided; and the tellers re- 


ae sixty-two, noes not counted. 
_W.R. ROBERTS. I am willing this 
joint resolution shall be referred to the ¢ Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, with leave to report 
it back at any time. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. 

Mr. W. Kk. ROBERTS. I move to suspend 
the rules, so as to allow the Committee on 
Military Affairs to report back this resolution 
al any time. 

The question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. W. R. Roserts, there were—ayes 8&4, 
noes 45; 
affirmative. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS called tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. W. R. Ros- 


I object to that. 


ents, and Mr. Butrer of ~ nnn Rape were || 
|} the purposes aforesaid 


ap pointed, 
The House again divided; and the tellers re- 


ported—ayes 79, noes 43; less than two thirds | 


voting in the aflirmative. 

So the motion of Mr. W. R. Ropers was 
not agre sed to. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will 
he referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. ‘The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. W. R. Roserrs] that as 
the committee is next but one on the eall of 
committees, the adoption of his motion would 
not materially have expedited the resolution. 


DISABILITIES OF SLON IT. ROGERS. 


Mr. PETERS. The Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, who have had under consideration the 
ease of Mr. Rogers, 
State of North Carolina, have directed me 
to report a bill (H. R. No. 2617) to remove 
the legal and political disabilities of Sion H. 
togers. 

The bill, 
time, proposes that, with the coneurrence of 
two thirds of each House of Congress, all polit- 
ical and legal disabilities be removed from Sion 
H. Rogers, of the State of North Carolina. 

Mr. PETERS. I will state that the gentle- 
man who has been contesting the right of Mr. 
Rogers to a seat retires from the contest, and 
the friends of Mr. Rogers on both sides of the 
House are very anxious that this bill shall be 
passed. 

Mr. DICKEY. Was not Mr. Rogers a mem- 
ber of Congress at the time of secession? 

Mr. PETERS. No, sir; he was attorney 
general of North Carolina during the rebel- 
lion. He has petitioned for the removal of 
his disabilities, and the petition is indorsed 
by Governor Holden, Governor Caldwell, the 
judges of the State courts, and other influen- 
tial citizens. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and, two thirds 
voting in favor thereof, was passed. 


Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote | 


by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The laiter motion was agreed to. 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH, by unanimous con- 
sent, submitted the following resolution ; which 
was read, considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds are hereby directed to inquire and 
report to this House to what extent purchases have 
been made for public buildings erected, repaired, 
or furnished, otherwise than in pursuance of adver- 
tisements and bids duly made for the same. 


CENTENNIAL INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION. 

Mr. L. MYERS, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. Kk. No. 2618) relative to 
the centennial international exhibition to be 
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less than two thirds voting in the | 


| bled in the city of 


| the direction of the 


| of Liepresentatives of the 
| assembled, 


| John Bidwell, 


a member-elect from the || 


1} D. Cooke, A. R. 
which was read a first and second | 


| H.O. Armour, D. J. 
| liams, George Bruner, Charles Fisher, 
| tor, L. 
| Culbertson, H. 


| James 


| inson, jr., 


| E. Franklin, 


| of Mississippi; 


| Smith, 
| W. Hale, Joseph B. 


| Charles 8. 


| Griswold, John 


| Moore, James Lennox, 





held in the city of Philadelphia, State of 
Pennsylvania, in the year 1876; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I desire to say but one word. 
This bill has dratted by the centennial 
commission, is printed, and presented here at 
their request. I desire to accept any amend- 
ments which may be offered to the names 
included in the bill, and for that purpose | ask 
that the bill be read. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Whereas Congress did provide, by an act entitled 

‘An act to provide for celebr: ating the one hundredth 
anniversary of Ami rican independence by holding an 
international exhibition of arts, manufactures, and 
products of the soil and mine in the city of Phila- 
delphia and State of Pennsylvania in the year 
1876,”"’ approved March 3, 1871, for the appointment 
of commissioners to promote and control the exhi- 
bition of the national resources and their develop- 
went, and the nation’s progress in the arts which 
benefit mankind, and to suggest and direct appro- 
pris ute ceremonies by which the people of the United 
States may commemorate that memorable and decis- 
ive ove snt—the Declaration of American Independ- 
ence, by the Congress of the United Colonies assem- 
Philadelphia, on the 4th day 
of July, A. D. 1776; and whereas such provisions 
should be made for procuring the funds requisite for 
as will enable all the people 
of the United States, who have shared the common 
blessings resulting 
aid in the preparation and conduct of said inte rni- 
tional exhibition and memorial celebration under 
commissioners of the United 


been 


States: Therefore, 

Section l. Be it enacted by the Senate and House 
United States in 
That Robert M. Patton, Levi W. Lawler, 
John Reid, John W. Durr, Josepb H. Bradley, David 
P. Lewis, James Fitts, G. 'T. MeAtee, of Alabama; 
Levi Bashford, C. T. Hayden, of Arizona; Frederick 
Kramer, Charles Miller, H. P. Coohdge, ot Arkan- 
sas; William Alvord, Thomas H. Seiby, Peter Don- 
ahoe, Tyler Curtis, Richard Ogden, Claus Sprekles, 
Charles Maclay, Edgar Mills, Wil- 
liam C, Ralston, A. 8. Hallidie, Milton S. Latham, 
D. Jarrett White, of California; Edward M. Me- 
Cook, Jerome B. Chaffee, James Archer, Henry M. 
Teller, George M. Chillcott, William Gilpiu, of Col- 
orado; Ward Cheney, Charles Parker, Charles 
Benedict, Nathaniel Wheeler, John W. Slater, Eti 
Whitney, of Connecticut; C. Thompson, Ss. B. 
Stough, Albert Smith, of Dakota; Job A. Jack- 
son, Washington Jones, Edward Betts, Joshua 
T. Heald, John W. Evans, Abraham Shannon, 
James H. Russell, John Ponder, of Delaware; H. 
Shepherd, N. B. Fugitt, J. L. 


( longr na 


Horne, John O. Evans, R. C. Fox, Moses Kelley, of 
District of Columbia; Ambler D. Griflifth, C, Park- 
hurst, William Curry, J. Brosnahan, Hopkins, 


of Florida; H. Brigham, G. E. Thomas, jr., Octavus 
Cohen, or" McDearmid, E. W. Crocker, S. T. 
Coleman, J. B. Ross, of Georgia; J. W. Griffin, Mor- 
gan Mose = of Idaho; William F. Coolbaugh, 
Norman B. Judd, William B. Ogden, J. M. Adsit, 
Eiy, J. W. Bunn, John Wil- 
John C. Proc- 
C. DePan, John C. 
John S. Newman, J. P. 
Allen, James F. Wilson, 
of lowa; John J. Ingalls, C. W. 
Babeock, of Kansas; John S. Walton, Jobn G. 
Gaines, C. H. Sloeomb, of Louisiana; M. F. Dick- 
Jobn G. Drake, Samuel Abbott Green, Wil- 
S. Appleton, Francis B. Hayes, James Savage, 
Charles W. Upham, Oliver Wendell Holmes, Samuel 
Foster Haven, Charles Deane, Lorenzo Sabine, Ed- 
mund Hamilton Sears, Charles Brooks, James Rus- 
sell Lowell, of Massachusetts; Samuel Hersey, 
Charles P. Kimball, of Maine ; Enoch Pratt, George 
William R. Goodman, James Andrews, 
Horace Abbott, F. L. ae A.S. Abell, Alexan- 
der Brown, of Maryland; A. Alger, J. A. Jerome, 
George F. Bagley, of oc * Russell Blakelk ‘y, 
Dorilus Morrison, of Minnesota; William G. Elliot, 


C. Bull, of Lllinois; W. 
C. Newcomb, 
Siddall, of Indiana; B. F. 


M. Tuttle, 


Matthew Foster, C. F. Lohman, pampes ais Reno, 
Samuel C. Davis, of Missouri; A. Warner, yous A. 
Klein, Thomas E, Helm, J. A. Miller, W. . Sykes, 


Frank C. Deimling, of eee 
Alvin Saunders, John F. Redick, William H. James, 
of Nebraska; J. C. Hampton, R. 8S. Egbert, J. P. 
8. Cole, A. W. Campbeil, of Nevada; Samuel 
Walker, of New Hampshire ; 
Olden, John R. ‘Mullaney, Marcus L, 
Ward, Joel Parker, Courtland Parker, Theodore F. 
Randolph, Alexander G. Cattell, A. S. Hewett, Ben- 
jamin G, Clark, Thomas R. McKeen, Jesse E. Pey- 
ton, John H. Lyon, Thomas M. Gopsill, D. B. Gri unt, 
George Peters, William Moore, of New Jersey ; Wil- 
liam H. Appleton, John Taylor gohusten, Moses 
Taylor, Cornelius Vanderbilt, Nathan C. Ely, Sam- 
uel J. Tilden, William A. Whitebeck, Henry San- 
ger, Peter Naylor, William M. Vermilye, Llenry 
lews, Howard Potter, T. Stewart, William B. 
Astor, William C. Fowler, Demas Barnes, John A. 
Crouse, J. M. Warren, Charles 
Bliven, S. F. Pratt, Sidney Shepard, Homer Kams- 
dell, Samuel Shethar, E. Ketcham, J. F. Terrill, 
James Bogardus, Samuel H. Vance, George H. 
John B. Moreau, Edward L. 
Henry, C. Baldwin, of New York; James B. greghes 
L. H. Adams, James H, Chadbourn, L. A. Hart, o 
North Carolina; John Welsh, J. Edgar MN ole don 
Adolph E. Borie, Morton McMichael, William M. 


SIONAL GLOBE. 


from national independence, to 
| Cecil, 


| all, Peter V. 


Jolin 
| Charles J. 


|} tennial 
| have 


| to provide 





Lyon, John O. James, B. F. Jones, Matthew Baird, 
John Shoenberger, W liam Sellers, A. J. Drexel, 
George W. 33, Jay Ci oke, Phomas A. Scott, George 


Ww. C hilds, a x L. 


Sbhoem 


( tker, Edwin H, Fitler, 
William Semple, Robert F. Taytor, William W. 
Harding, Daniel M. Fox, Samuei Ul. Freneh, James 
a Claghorn, J ithes A, ire elban, JohnPrice We th 


erill, William Frew, J. Vaughan Merrick, William 
Thaw, Jobn W. Forney, George W. Hill. J. Gilling- 


ham Fell, George G. 


! Meade, 
M. Etting, 


rge Charies 8. Wood, Frank 
William J. . 


Horstman, Eli K. Price, 


Jumes Thompson, Alexander M. Fox, Joseph FP, 
lobias, Theodore Cuyler, Frankiin B. Gowen, H. FP. 
Kenney, L. M. Thompson, James M. Robb, Henry 


M. Phillips, Henry C. Gibson, Jacob Riegel. William 
Lu. Scott, Frank Wells, Dr. KE. H. Morwitz, Frederick 
Fraley, A. Ll. Franciscus, John LH. Michener, John 
Rice, F. A. Comly, M. Hall Stanton, Thomas H. 
Powers, Conrad 8. Grove, Samuel M. Felton, Joseph 
Wharton, Henry C. Carey, A. L. Crawford, Charies 
Il. Stinson, Dr. Joshua L. Jones, Joshua Lippincott, 
of Pennsylvania; William S. Slater, Albert 8S. Gal- 
lup, Ambrose E. Burnside, Seth Padeltord, Aios C, 


ah James T. Smith, of Rhode » Island; George 

Williams, Andre Ww ce mds, D.'T. Corbin, L. D 
C ‘hil is, R. Bb. Scott, C. W. W. Di idiey, H. P. Ham- 
mett, Thomas J. Bickine, Reuben ‘Tomlinson, 
of South Carolina; Oliver P. Temple, Edmund 
Cooper, Henry G. Smith, William ll. Brown, W. 


M. Farrington, B. W. McClellan, R. 8. 
of Te NNessee ; W. Jockuseh, H. Rosenberg, J. P. 
Davie, ‘. House, W. J. Hutchins, of Texas; 
Samuel S. W alker, J ohn P. ‘Laggart, of Utan; Horace 
Fairbs — Lawrence Barnes, Saxe, Jvel 
Fletcher, D. Tatt, Stephen L. Herrick, of Vermont; 
Winner o: Wickham, Joseph KR. Anderson, J. G,. 
liugh Blair Grigsby, J. E. Roller, John B. 
Minor, A. B. Cochran, Edward Mayo, Barton Hax- 
Daniel, jr., of Virginia; Lewis Apple- 
gate, James McUluvey, O. C. Dewey, J. N. Camden, 
Hall, Johu P. ale, Allen T. Carpenton, 
Faulkner, Bentou Despard, of West Vir- 
ginia; C. Washburn, Alexauder Mitehell, Phi- 
letus Sawyer, John Lawler, D. A. Baldwin, James 
li. Howe, C. G. L. Meyers, James C ampbell, ot Wis- 
cousin; John A. Campbell, Stephen Nuckolis, 
Frank Walcott, William T. Jones, William A. Car 
ter, Edwin Dawson, Luther Fillmore, Orlando North, 
George W. Corey, of Wyoming Territory, their asso- 
ciates and successors, are hereby created a body- 
corporate, to be known by the name of the cen- 
board of finanee, and by that name to 
an incorporate existence until the object for 
which it is formed shall have been accomplished, and 
it shall be competent to sue and to be sued, plead 
and be impleaded, defend and be defended, in all 
courts of law and equity in the United States; and 
may make and have a corporate seal, and may pur- 
chase, take, have, and hold, aud may grant, sell, and 
at pleasure dispose of all such real and personal 

-tate as nay be required in carrying into effee tthe 
peo of an act of Congress entitied “An act 
tor celebrating the one hundredth anni- 
versury of American independence, by holding an 
international exhibition of arts and manufactures 
and products ot the soil and mine, in the city of 
Philadelphia, and State of Pennsylvania, in the 
year 1876,’’ approved March 3, 1871, and all acts 
supplementary thereto. 

sec. 2. The said corporation shall have authority, 
and is hereby empowered to secure subscriptions 
of capital stock to an amount not exceeding 
$10,000,000, to be divided into sbares of ten dollars 
each, and to issue to the subscribers of said stock 
certificates therefor under the corperate seal of said 
corporation, which certificates shall bear the sig- 
nature of the president and treasurer, and be trans- 
ferable under such rules and regulations as may be 
made for the purpose, And it shall be lawful for 
any municipal or other coporate body existing by 
or under the laws of the United States to subseribe 
and pay for shares of said capital stock, and all 
holders of said stock shall become associates in said 
corpor ation, and shall be entitled to one vote on 
each share; and it shall be the duty of the United 

States centennial commission to prescribe rules to 
enable absent stockholders to vote by proxy. The 
proceeds of said stock, together with the receipts 
trom all other sources, shall be used by said copora- 
tion for the erection of suitable buildings, with their 
appropriate fixtures and appurtenances, and for all 
viher expenditures re quired in carrying out the 
objects of the said act of Congress of March 38, 1571, 
and which may be incident thereto. And the said 
corporation shall keep regular minutes of its pro- 
ceedings and full accounts, with the vouchers there- 
for, of all the receipts and expenditures, and the 
came shall be always open to the inspection of the 
United States centennial commission or apy mem- 
ber thereof, 

Src. 3. Books of subscription shall be opened by 
the United States centennial commission, under 
such rules as it may prescribe, and an opportunity 
shall be given, during a pe riod of one hundred days, 
to the citizens of each State and Territory, to sub- 
scribe for stock to an amout not exceeding its quota, 
according to its population, after which period of 
one hundred days stock not taken yay be sold to 
auy person or persons or corporation willing to pur- 


Jones, 


James 


| chase the same, 


Src. 4. After the expiration of said period of one 


| hundred days the United States centennial com- 


mission shall issue a call for a meeting, by pub- 
lication in one or more Dewspapers publist 1ed at the 
capital of each State and ‘Territory, not less than 
thirty days prior thereto, of those who may then 


| have subscribed for stock, to be held in the city of 
| Philadelphia, tor the purpose of electing a board of 
|} directors, to consist of twenty-five stockholders, 








* 
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whose term of office shall be one year, and until 
their successors shall have been qualified; at which 
meeting those who may be present in person, or by 
proxy, shail be coinpetent to organize 
officers. The said board of directors, 


and elect said 
ind every sub- 


sequent board, shall be chosen by the stockholders 
out of @ lat of one hundred wckholders, selected 
and nominated b 1¢ United States centennial 
commission, Nine membe of the board of direc 
tore shall constitute a quorum for the transaction 
ot business, but no election or change of oflicers 
shail take place uuless at a meeting of the board of 
directors, at which a majority shall be present. 
Sec. 5. Said board of directors shall elect, from its 
own number, a» pre@ident and two vice presidents, 
whose term of ofhes hall be one year, and until 


their successors shall have been duly qualified, and 
shall appointatreasurer lsuch other 
officers as may be required to carry out the purposes 
of the corporation, which elected and appointed 
officers shall bold their respective oflices during the 
pleasure of the board, receiving such compensation 
as the board may prescribe; and the board shall 
also adupt such by-laws, rules, and regulations for 
ifs own government, and for the government of its 
officers, as may be deemed expedient, provided, that 
the same shall not be inconsistent with any act of 
Congress, or the rules adopted ry the United 
States contennial commission, 

Sec.6. As soon as the board of directors shall have 
been duly organized, as provided tor in section five 
of this act, it shall be the duty of the United States 
centennial commission to deliver to the said board 
all stock subscription books, with the papers and 
reoords of any kind init pus 
the same. 

Sec. 7. The grounds for the exhibition shall be 
prepared and the buildings erected by the said 
corporation, in accordance with plans which shall 
have been previously adopted by the United States 
centennial commission, and the rules and regula 
tions of said corporation, governing rates tor “ en- 
trance,’’ and “‘admission”’ fees, or otherwise affect- 
ing the rights, privileges, or interests of the exhib 
itors, or of the public, shall be fixed and established 
by the United States centennial commission; and 
no grant conterring rights or privileges of any de 
scription connected with the said grounds or build- 
ings, or relating to said exhibition or celebration, 
shali be made without the consent of the United 
States centennial commission, and said commis- 
sion shall have power to coatrol, 
voke all such grants, and shall appoint all judges 
and examiners, and award all premiums, 

Sec. & The centennial board of finance shall 
have authority to issue bonds, not in excess of its 
capital stock, and secure the payment of the same, 
principal and interest, by mortgage upon its prop- 
erty and prospective income, 

Sec. 9. It shall be the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury of the United States, as soon as practica- 
ble after the passage of this act, to cause to be pre- 
vared, in rrdapvce with a design approved by the 
{ nited States centennial comunission, a suflicient 
number of certificates of stock to meet the require- 
ments of this act, and any person found guilty of 
counterteiting, or attempting to countertleit, or 
knowingly circulating false certificates of stock, 
herein authorized, shall be subject to the same pains 


Lsecretary, ii 


sigh, pertaining to 


and penalties as are or may be provided by law for | 


counterfeiting United States currency. 

Sec. 10. As soon as practicable after the said ex 
hibition shall bave been closed, it shall be the duty 
of said corporation to convert its property into cash, 
and, atter the payment of all its liabilities, to divide 
its remaining assets among its stockholders, pro 
rata, in full satisfaction and discharge of its capital 
stock, And it shall be the duty of the United 
States centennial commission te supervise the 
closing up of the affairs of said corporation, to audit 
ifs accounts, and submit, in a report to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, the financial results of 
the centennial exhibition. 

See. ll. The commission created by the act referred 
to in the preamble of this bill is hereby made and 
constituted a body politic and corporate in law, 
with power to do such acts and enter into such obli- 
gations as may be promotive of the purposes for 
which such commission was established. Its title 
shall be ‘The United States Centennial Commis- 
sion.”’ Itshall havea common and corporate seal, 
and possess all the rights incident to corporate 
existence, 

Seco. 12. The alternate commissioners appointed 
pursuant to section four of the act approved March 
3, 1871, referred to in the preamble to this act, shall 
have all the powers of a commissioner when the 
commissioner is not present at any meeting. When 
the commissioner is present the alternate may par- 
ticipate in the debates andserve on committees, but 
shall have no vote. 


The appointmentsof all commissioners and alter- | 


nate commissioners made since March 3, 1572, are 
hereby ratified and confirmed; and all vacancies 
now exi 
filled at any time hereafter in like manner as is pro- 


change, or re- | 





offer amendments to the names included in this 
bill. LIask my friend from Pennsylvania to 
allow the bill to be recommitted to some com- 
mittee with leave to report at any time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. We can finish it here 
now. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. It seemsto me that 
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every member can have an opportunity to see || 


the names from his own State. 

Mr. CONGER. I move that the bill be 
committed to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. L. MYERS. 
purpose. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. In order to 
save time, I hope the gentleman will refer the 
bill to some committee. 

Mr. L. MYERS. If the House will hear me 
for a moment, I will make asuggestion. The 
desire is that all proper names shall be ac- 
cepted. There is a very proper anxiety on 
the part of members to amend it. Now, in 
order to save time, I will myself move that 


the bill be recommitted to the Committee on | 


Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
with foreign affairs? 

Mr. L. MYERS. Because the centennial 
exhibition is an international one. I movethat 
it be recommitted to that committee, with 
leave to report at any time. 

Mr. CONGER. I move that the committee 
be instructed to report a provision that the list 
of incorporators shall comprise one name 
from each congressional district. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I would like to in- 
quire of the mover of this bill why he proposes 
this immense corporation with $10,000,000 of 
stock? 

Mr. L. MYERS. If this were the time for 
discussion I could easily satisfy the gentle- 
man, 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I suggest an amendment 
to my colleague. The ninth section of the 
bill provides that the Secretary of the Treas- 


What has it to do 


ury shall issue stock in ten dollar shares. That | 


will make a million of certificates of stock. I 
do not know bow much it will cost, but the 
amount must be considerable. 

Mr. L. MYERS. 
cate for a large number of shares. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I think the corpora- 
tion ought to print their own stock. I hope 
that whatever committee has the matter under 
consideration will look to that matter. 

Th» SPEAKER. The motion is that the 
bill be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs,and the gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. 


He can issue one certifi- | 


I do not yield for that | 





amended that there shall be not less than two 


| from each congressional district according to 


the new apportionment. 
Mr. CONGER. That is the object of my 
motion. ’ 


Mr. LOWE. 


That it shall be according to 


|| the number of members under the new appor- 
the bill should be left at the Clerk’s desk until | 


tionment, and not according to the number of 
districts. 

Mr. CONGER. Certainly. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Let me say one word. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. And we shouldalso 
add one member each for the States of Ver- 
mont and New Hampshire. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. POLAND. 1 should like to suggest in 
reference to these various plans that they are 
quite unimportant. If these gentlemen in the 
bill sign for stock they become members of 
the corporation, and if they do not, they cease 
to be members of the corporation, so that the 


| putting in of these names is quite unimport- 
| ant. 





| Vania or any other locality. 


! . . . 
bill is now introduced. 


Mr. L. MYERS. I wish to say that the 
admission of whatever number of names does 
not hurt. The very object contemplated jis 
that this great national undertaking siiould be 
represented from every State and Territory in 
the United States. I am willing, therefore, to 
accept the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Michigan, to provide that there shall not be 
less than two from each congressional district 
in the United States. No power is particu- 
larly vested in these men. The act itself 


| conters powers for the legitimate purpose for 


which the commission has been created, and 


| that power is in the commission itself, and not 


specially in these incorporators. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I must demand 
the regular order of business. 

The SPEAKER. This is proceeding by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to make this state- 
ment: if this is to be a national corporation 
it should be represented by congressional dis 
tricts, and not all be swallowed up by a great 
crowd of names from New York or Pennsy!- 
If it is not, then 
let us take all the incorporators from the city 
of Philadelphia. 

Mr. L. MYERS. The object is to make it 
a great national undertaking. That was the 
original design, and that is the reason why this 
The gentleman has a 


| very narrow vision if he sees anything else, as 


ConGER] moves, as instructions to the Com- |! 


mittee, that when the bill is reported back the 


list of incorporators shall be confined to one | 


from each congressional district. 
Mr. CONGER. I will modify that motion 


| by striking out one and inserting two from 


each congressional district. 

Mr. KELLEY. I should like to suggest 
an amendment that it should read not less 
than one or two, or whatever the number 


_may be. 


ing or which may hereafter exist shall be 


vided in satd act of March 3, 1871, for the appoint- | 


nent of commissioners, 

Sec. 13. It shall be the duty of the United States 
centennial commission to make report from time to 
time tothe President of the United States of the 


progress of the work, andin a final report present a | 


full exhibit of the result of the United States cen- 
tennial celebration and exhibition of 1576. 


During the reading of the bill, 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, said: There are 
a large number of members who propose to 


Mr. CONGER. 
ber at two. 

Mr. KELLEY. I trust the motion will be 
so amended that there shall not be less than 
two from each congressional district. 

Mr. KING. And that those names shall be 
furnished by the member representing the dis- 
trict in Congress. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I hope that will be left 
to the discretion of the committee. 

Mr. LOWE. Allow me to make this sug- 


My motion fixes the num- 


gestion, that the member shall be according to | 
the new apportionment, as there are many States | 
entitled to more Representatives under the | 


new apportionment than they have now, and 
if it be according to the congressional districts 
as at present, it will not be just to those States. 
My own State, which has only one member, is 
entitled under the new apportionment to three 
members. I therefore suggest that it be so 


he generally does. 

Mr. CONGER. My amendment is that 
there shall be two from each district. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I say not less than two. 

Mr. TYNER. I move to amend that there 
shall be from each State four at large in addi- 
tion. 

Mr. SARGENT. 
ritory. 


The SPEAKER. 


And two from each Ter- 


The question will be put 


| upon the amendment of the gentleman from 





Indiana, [Mr. Tyner, ] that there shail be four 
from each State at large in addition. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. The question next recurs 
en the motion of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan as amended. 

Mr. SARGENT. I move to further amend 
by providing that there shall be two from each 
Territory. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I move toamend by pro- 
viding there shall be not less than two from 
each district. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. COBURN. As the gentleman from 
Michigan has not yet put his amendment in 
shape, as it stands now there may be more 
Representatives from some States than there 
are districts in those States. In some States 
members are elected at large. From IIlinois 
one Representative is elected at large. 1 sug- 
gest that the motion be so amended as to pro- 
vide there shall be double the number of 








names of the number of Representatives to 
which the State is entitled under the new 
ap portionme nt. 

The SPEAKER. The motion has already 
been amended by providing that the names 
shall be under the new apportionment. 

Mr. CONGER. ‘They shall be from the 
States and Territories and not from the dis- 
tricts. 


Mr. ConGeER’sS motion, as amended, was 
agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question next recurs 


upon the motion to refer to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs with these instructions, with 
the right to report back at any time. 

Mr. COGHLAN. [rise to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. Will the committee be lim- 
ited to these instructions, or can they amend 
the bill in other respects? 

The SPEAKER. They can amend it in all 
other respects, except where 
apply. 

The bill was referred with the instructions 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
leave to report at any time. 

Mr. L. MYERS moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was referred to the com- 
mittee, with leave to report at any time; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TEXAS AND PACIFIC 


Mr. WHEELER. Pursuant to notice given 
on Friday last, 1 move to suspend the rules for 
the purpose of taking from the Speaker’s table 
and bringing before the consideration of the 
House the bill (S. No. 724) supplementary to 
an act entitled ‘‘An ach to incorporate the 
Yexas Pacific Railroad Company, and to aid 
in the construction of its road, and for other 
purposes,’ approved March 2,1871. To save 
the time of the House, I suggest that the Sen 
ate bill as printed on my motion, with the Sen- 
ate amendments offered by the Committee on 
the Pacific Railroad, be read in lieu of the 
engrossed bill of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection 
this course will be taken. 

The biil was read, as follows, the amend- 
ments of the committee being printed in 
italics: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the name, style, and title 
of the Texas Pacific Railroad Company shall here- 
after be’ the Tex: As and Pacific Railway Company ;” 
and the said the Texas and Pacific Railway Com- 
pany shall have, possess, and enjoy all the rights, 
privileges, and franchises heretotore conferred upon 
the said Texas Pacific Railroad Company. 

Sec. 2. That the said the Texas and Pacifie Rail- 
way Company shall have power and authority to 
issue theconstruction and land bonds authorized by 
the eleventh section of said act of incorporation for 
such amounts, not exceeding $40,000 per mile of said 
road of construction bonds, as said company may 
deem needful to provide for the construction and 
equipment of its line, and to include in the mort- 
gage or mortgages to secure said construction bonds 
all or any portion of the lands granted in aid of the 
construction of said railroad; and in the mortgage 
or mortgages to secure said lund bonds any portion 
of said lands not so used to secure the construction 
bonds aforesaid; and all or any portion of the lands 
acquired by the terms of consolidation lawfully 
authorized by the fourth section of said act of March 
3, 1871, with any railroad company or companies to 
whom grants of lands may have been made (or may 
hereafter be made) by any congressional, State, or 
territorial authority, or who may have purchased 
the same previous to any such arrangement or con- 
solidation, and within the time limited for the com- 
pletion of the road, and all such lands of every 
description shall be subject to all limitations and 
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conditions now by law existing in relation thereto | 


and as modified by this act; and this act shall not 
be construed to revive, enlarge, extend, or create 
any land grant whatever 
granted by Congress, 
said company upon compliance with the terms of this 
act in relation to the times fixed for completion of said 
railway,and all such mortgages shall be subject to 
all the conditions and limitations by law existing 


under this act and the aetsto whichit is supplementary || 


beyond that heretofore | 
and which shall only inure to | 


in respect to such lands, and shall not be held to | 


vest any title in the mortgage or create any lien 
on such lands, other than such company is or may 


| 


| . ° ; 
by said railroad company shall be filed and recorded 


the instructions ! 


with | 


| supplement, or 


in the Department of the Interior, which shall bea 
sufficient evidence of their legal execution: Pro- 
vided, That the aforesaid bonds and the authorized 
capital stock, or the proceeds thereof, shall be ap- 
plied only for the purpose of securing the construc 
tio n, operation, and equipment of the contemplate i 
railroad line, under lawful contracts with such par- 
ties, and on such terms and conditions, as said com- 
pany may deem needful, and for the further purpose 
oft pure hase, consolidation, « omp rletion, e quipinent, 
and operating of the other roads, as conte mplated 
by said act and specified therein, being a part of the 
aforesaid railroad line, and for the expenses neces- 
sary and incident to the works authorized thereby: 
Provided, however, Thatsaid road and itsequipment 
shali be of the standard heretofore required by the 
United States Government for the existing Pacifie 
railway lines: And provided further, That said mort- 
gage or mortgages shall in no wise impair or affect 
any lien existing on the property of said company 
or companies ator before the time of such consolida 
tion. 
Src. 4. That said road shall be ex 
or steel rails manufactured of 
such as may 
solidation by 
purchased by, 


ynstructed of iron 
American ore, except 
have been contracted tor before con- 
any railroad company which may be 
or consolidated with, this company. 

Src. 5. That the said ‘Texas and Pacifie Railway 
Company shall commence the construction of its 
road at or near Marshall, Texas, and proceed with 
its construction, under the original act and this 
in pursuance of the authority de 
rived from any cons¢ rlidation as aforesaid, westerly 
from a point near Marshall, and toward San Diego, 
in the State of California, on the line authorized by 
the original act, and so prosecute the same as to 
have at least one hundred consecutive miles of rail- 
road from said point complete and in running order 
within two years after the passage of this act; and 
so continue to construct, ench year therentter, a 
sufficient number of wiles, not less than one hun- 
dred, to secure the completion of the whole line, 
from the aforesaid point on the eastern boundary 
of the State of Texas to the bay of San Diego, inthe 
State of California, as aforesnid, within ten years 
after the passage of this act; and said road from 
Marshall, Texas, throughout the length thereof, 
shall be of uniformgauge; Provided, however, That 
the said company shall commence the construction 
of said road from San Diego eastward within one 
year from the passage of this act, and construct not 
less than ten before the expiration of second 
year, and, atter the second year, not less than twen- 
ty-five miles per annum in continuous line tuere- 
after between Sad Diego and the Coloradoriver until 
the junction is formed with the line from the east at 
the latter point or east thereof; and upon failure to 
so complete it, Congress may adopt such measures 
as it may deem necessary and proper to secure its 
speedy completion; and it shall also be lawtul for 
said company to commence and prosecute the con- 
struction of its — from any other point or points 
on its line; but thing in this act contained shall 
be so ae authorize the 


mile x 


as to grant of any 
additional lands or subsidy, of any nature or kind 
whatsoever, on the part of the Government of the 
United States: Provided, That said Texas and Pa- 


cific Railroad Company shall be, and 
authorized and required to construct 
trol, and operate a road between Marsball, Texas, 
and Shreveport, Louisiana, control and operate 
any existing road between said points, of the same 
gauge as the said Texas and Pacific railroad: and 
that a'l roads termivating at Shreveport shall bave 
the right to make the same running connections, 
and shall be entitled to the same privileges, tor the 


it is hereby, 
. Maintain, con- 


or 


transaction of business in connection with the said 
Texas and Pacific railway, as are granted to roads 
intersecting therewith: Provided /urther, That 


nothing herein shall be construed as changing the 
terminus of said Texas and Pacific railway from 
Marshall as provided in the original act. ; 

Src. 6. That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent 
With this supplement be, and the same are hereby, 
repealed. 

Mr. WHEELER. I desire that the printed 
bill. as now read, shall be considered as offered 
by the Committee on the Pacific 
a substitute for the Senate bill. 


Railroad as 


Mr. HOLMAN. L[ think the better course 
would be to act on the amendments. ‘They 


are very brief. 


Mr. WHEELER. 


[ have no objection to 


| that. 


become lawtully entitled to vest or create thereun- | 


der ; 
exceed $2 50 per acre for all lands covered by the 
mortgage or mortgages securing the same. 

Sxo. 3, That all the mortgages made and executed 


but the amount of said land bonds shall not | 





| 


Mr. HOLMAN. If the bill is to be opened 
for amendment and reasonable consideration, 
I have no objection to the gentleman’s motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HoLMAn] suggests that the bill be 
opened for amendment and consideration. 

The question being on suspending the rules 
and bringing the bill before the House for con- 
sideration, it was agreed to, two thirds voting 
in favor thereof. 

The SPEAKER. Doesthe gentleman from 
Indiana [ Mr. Homan] wish that the question 
shall be taken on the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on the Pacific Railroad separately or as 
a whole? 
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Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that the question 
be taken on the amendments separately. I 
object tothe amendment in line twenty-three, 
section two, ‘‘and as modified by these acts.’’ 
I do not understand the effeet of that amend- 
ment. I hope the gentleman from New York 
[ Mr. WHEELER | will explain what it does mean. 

Mr. WHEELER. Gentlemen who followed 
the reading of the bill will have seen that it is 
ai act supplementary to an act passed by last 
Congress to incorporate the Texas Pacific 
Railroad Company. The first section simply 
changes the name of the company, making it 


‘*The Texas and Pacific Railway Company. 
The second section is in respect to the issu 
ance of the Reet lhe former act provided 


that the construction bonds should be secured 
by mortgage ouly on the construction and the 
road. This sect 


ion permits the company to 
use so much of the lands as they may have 
received, or may receive under the act of the 


former Congress, as may be necessary. to secure 
the bonds and the bal: ince of the lands, and 
such other lands as they may receive from cor- 
porations with which the y have a right to con- 
solidate, may be held to limitations 
now existing by law; andthe words ‘as modi- 
fied by this act’’ are simply intended to make 
this section harmonize with the section in the 
original bill by suitable qualifying words. 

the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hot- 
MAN] will see, if he followed the reading of the 
bill, that nothing can inure to the benefit of 
the company under this section that did not 


subje et 


inure in the former bill. And I assure bim 
that no new land grants or subsidies are 
intended to be given by this act. 


Mr. WILL 


force is of 


ARD. I desire to know what the 
the amendment inserted in the fifth 
n two. 

The amendment to 
agreed to. 


line of secti 


the second section was 


The next amendment of the Committee on 
the Pacific Railroad was to insert afier the 
word *‘ whatever,’’ in line twenty-five of the 


printed bill. the 


Beyond that heretofore granted by Congress, and 
which shall only inure to said company upon com- 
pliance with the terms of this act in relation to the 
times tixed for completion of said railway. 


following: 


Mr. WILLARD. I desire to know what 
the force is of that amendment. I suppose 
there is nothing in this act which revives, 
enlarges, or extends any grant heretofore 


granted by Congress which has lapsed. 

Mr. WHEELER. A road with which this 
las consolidated bas received a grant of lands 
from the State of Texas. 

Mr. WILLARD. Then this does not revive, 
enlarge, extend, or create any new land grant ? 

Mr. WHEELER. Not at all. 

Mr. WILLARD. Then it seems 
that the language is unfortunately select 

Mr. HOLMAN. I still insist that these 
words inserted in this amendment, afier 
the words ‘‘this act,’’ in line twenty-seven of 
the printed bill, “and the act to which this is 
an amendment.”’ 

Mr. WHEELER. If that amendment 
the effect to limit the time for the complet 
of the railway | do not wish to admit it. 


to 
ed. 


me 


be 


has 
ion 


Mr. SYPHER. I will remark to the gen 
tleman from Indiana that if be has reference 
to the time within which the road shall be 


completed, the chairman does not desire to 
admit the amendment for the reason that the 
time fixed in the original biil was fifty miles 
from the eastern and fifty miles from the west 
ern terminus in a year. This bill proposes 
that the road shall be constructed at the rate 
of one hundred miles a year from the eastern 
terminus and of ten miles from the western 
terminus the first year, and twenty-five miles 
a year thereafter. Ifthe gentleman from New 
York admits the amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana | Mr. Hotman] there will be 
conflict in the terms of the two bills. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe my amendment 


|| is not necessary, and | withdraw it. 
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lhe Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend the sec- 
tion turthel yy striking ou 1 line seventeen 
tive rd or may he tter | made ;’’ so 
that it will! 

And all or any portion of e lands acquired by 
the terms of cone jut lawfully authorized by 
the fourth se not id act of March 3, 1571, with 
any railroad company or mpanie to whoin grants 
of landa may have been mn ie by anye mngressional, 
State,or ter jalauthority, orwho may have pur- 
chased the same previous to any such arrangement 
or cor lidat ind within the time limited for the 
Completion of t id, and all such lands of every 
description shall | ubject to all limitations and 
condi now by law existing in relation thereto, 
rnd modified b thi uct 

[ do not wish to contemplate any further 
grant ¢ nd for these purpo eS, 

Mi Hie) | | Rt | hope that amendment 
will not be made. The original billauthorizes 
th ( ration to consolidate with other cor 
| ati I hope the gentleman will not insist 

pon his ame nemen' 

Mr. HOLMA [here are vast powers con- 
ferred upon this company, powers of consol 
dation, wh ch are very dangerous powers, in 


the original bill. I hope the powers of this 
corporation will be some time or other defined, 
and not extended beyond what they seem to 
be at this time. 


House will 
iis Corporation any of the rights 


I | hope the 
not take from t] 


} 
‘ i , 
yore conferred pon 


heret it, and which are 
absolutely necessary to secure the completion 
of the road. 

lhe question was taken on the amendment, 
and it was disagreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend the 
second section by inserting, after the word 
‘‘made,’’ in line seventeen, the words ‘ by 


any State:’’ so that it will read: 


And all or any portion of the lands acquired by 
the terms of consolidation lawfully authorized by 
the fourth section of said act of March 3, 1871, with 
any railroad company or Companies to whom grants 
otiands m have been made (or may hereafter be 


made by any State) by any 
territorial authority, or 


congressional, State, or 
who may have purchased 


the same previous to any such arrangement or con- 
jlidation, and within the time limited for the eom- 
pletion of the road, and all such lands of every de- 


scription shall be subject to all limitations and con- 
ditions now by law existing in relation thereto, and 
as modified by this act. 


I hope 


further 


genilemen do not ec yntempli ite any 


grunt o if lands to this « orpori ation. By 


adding the words ‘‘by any State’’ I believe 
the sense | complete, 

Mr. COGHLAN Does not that already 
exist there 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not in express terms. 


Mr. COGHLAN. It says so by 
terms immediately after 


Mr. M HEELER. lL apprehend the gentle- 


express 
ward. 


man does not understand the object of this 

clion Ther is not 1 power given in this 
section that was not given in the original bill, 
bye yond this: if sisheaakdad this company to 


secure its construction bonds by using a portion 
of the which it may take from the United 
States, and to secure its land bonds by using 
such portion of the Government lands as are 
not already used purpose, and 
such receive from 
corporations with which they 
consolidated. ‘This section was care- 
fully drawn by the Senate, and I trust the lan- 
guag it will not be disturbed if the House 
intend to give this road the aid here asked. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Does this in- 
crease the land grant in any degree? 

Mr. WHEELER. Not an acre. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My amendment is tg trans- 
pose the words in parenthesis, ** or may here- 
after be made,’’ and to add to them the words 
‘* by any State,’’ and to insert the entire phrase 
after the words ‘‘or territorial authority.’’ I 
hope that Congress does not propose to con- 
template by the terms of this act any further 


land 


for the other 
other 
States or 
may be 


lands as they may 


olper 


re ot 


increase ( : land grants 

Mr. RANDALL. Phis bill so provides in 
express terms. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I know that Mr. Scotti 


| provided in section five of 


here upon the ground, and has explained that 

over and over again, and called special atten- 

tion to that fact. But this bill does contem 
other land grants by Congress. 


Mr. WHEELER 


yiate 


Will the gentleman point 


out that provision? 
Mr. HOLMAN. It is in this very section, 
which contains these words: ‘‘ any railroad 


company or companies to whom grants of land 
may have been made, or may hereafter be 
made, by any con; gressional, State, or terri- 
torial authority. 

Mr. WHEELER. Very well; if some com- 
pany shall hereafter procure a grant from Con- 
gress as an original proposition, then under 
the act of last Congress this company by con- 
solidating with it may have the benefit of that 
grant. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. There may 
be grants = ady made to companies with 
which this company may cuansiidata. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We know that in a bill of 
this character all does not clearly appear in 
the terms made use of in the bill that may be 
intended. It was not very long since that a 
bill was passed by this House, and now mem- 
bers are under a misapprehension as to the 
effect of that bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. What bill is that? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I refer to the Michigan 
bill. I take it for granted that the gentleman 
who drew this bill knows exactly what it means. 
from the experience we have had with the 
Northern Pacific railroad we may be sure that 
we are called upon to pass an act the effect of 
which we are not now able perceive. If 
the object of the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. WHEELER] is what he has said, he will 
accept the amendment | have offered, to limit 
the power here granted to lands already granted 
by Congress, or that may hereafter be granted 
by any State. When I proposed to strike out 
the words in parenthesis, ‘tor may hereafier 
be made,’’ the gentleman said at once, ** The 
State of Texas may make a grant; we do not 
wish to interfere with that.’’ Now, if the 
object is simply to enable the State of Texas 
to make further grants to this corporation, and 
not for the purpose of getting further grants 
from Congress for the benefit of this corpora- 
tion, | think the gentleman from New York 
should readily accept the proposition to limit 
the grants hereafter to be made to States and 
not to Congress. 


Mr. WHEELER. Ido not desire to stul- 
tify myself, or to have the House stultify 
itself by assenting to any such amendment. 


It is not for Mr. Scott, or even for this House, 
to construe the language of this bill. If any 
controversy shall arise in regard to it, it is to 
be settled by the courts. This House certainly 
can understand plain Saxon language. It is 
this bill ‘that 


| nothing in this act contained shall be so con 


strued as to authorize the grant of any addi- 
tional lands or subsidy of any nature or kind 
whatsoever on the part of the Government of 
the United States.’’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. If that is true, then what 
is the objection to the limit which I cen 
that further grants shall be confined to States? 

Mr. WHEELER. Because it is already in 
the bill. and I do not believe in tautology. 

Mr. SYPHER. There is another reason, 
and that is the general doctrine of constitu- 
tional rights, under which we ought not to 
interfere with what States shall do in matters 
of internal improvement. If they desire to 
subsidize this corporation still further by 
grants of their own lands, it is not for us to 
say that they shall not have that right. Under 
the gentleman’s own doctrine and creed it is 
not for us to do that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido not intend the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana [Mr. SypHeEr] shall 
pretend he does not understand, my proposi- 
tion. Ido not object to recognizing grants 


of the State of Texas or any other State that 
may choose to grant lands to this company, 
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but I propose to prevent any anticipated grant 
to this company hereafter by Congress. 

Mr. SY iP HER. On that po ir ~ the gentle- 
man has been fully answered bythe gentlemay, 
from New York, [ Mr. WHEELER. | 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The gentleman from New 
York may talk as much as he pleases about 
Ooty sutology ;’’? but if the real purpose of this 
bill is what the gentleman explains it, (and as 
no doubt he believes,) the substitution of the 
words *‘or may be made bereafter by the 
authority of any State’’ accomplishes fully 
his purpose. ; 

Mr. CONNER. Does the gentleman ex. 
pect that by any language which he may insert 
in this bill he can control the action of any 
future Congress? The Congresses who may 
follow us will make gr sth or not, just as they 

lease, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Colonel Scott has men- 
tioned that argument several times, that this 
Congress cannot bind any future Congress ; 
and | concede that such is the fact. But, sir, 
what Congress may do hereafter is one thing: 
what we contemplate doing by the provisions 
of this bill is a very different thing. his isa 
question as to our Own action. lt this bill be 
passed in its present form, we shall hear before 
Congress ends the argument that by the very 
provisions of this bill it was contemplated that 
the powers of this corporation should be in- 
creased by further grants. I say, therefore, 
that if the gentleman from New York under 
stands the bill as meaning only what he says, 
(and I must assume he does, )1l he only desires 
that the State of Texas or any other State may 
be at liberty to make further grants to this cor- 
poration, then he should at once assent to my 
proposition, to insert the words ‘or hereafter 
may be made.’’ 

Mr. WHEELER. Asa limitation of that 
kind is already in the bill in express language, I 
cannot assent to the amendment. Il ask fora 
vote, 

The question being taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Hotman, there were—ayes 41, noes 
74; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. HoLMAN ana 
Mr. WHEELER were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 34, noes 91. 

So the amendment of Mr. Homan was not 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The fact that the tellers 
have counted fewer affirmative votes than the 
Chair counted upon arising vote is, as the 
Chair will suggest, doubtless “explained by the 
fact that so many gentlemen upon the floor 
are constantly standing without any reference 
to a vote. 

The next amendment recommended by the 
committee was read as follows ; 


Strike out in lines twenty-one tail twenty-two of 
section five the words * not less than ten miles before 
the expiration of second year, and.’’ 


Mr. WHEELER. I desire to state that 
this amendment was proposed in the commit- 
tee by the gentleman from California, [ Mr. 
Hovauron, }] a member of the committee, and 
met the approval of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihave some further amend- 
ments which I wish to offer. 

Mr. STEVENSON. If it is in order, I 
move to amend the third section by striking 
out the words ‘‘ which shall be a sufficient evi- 
dence of their legal execution,’’ where they 
occur in the following clause of section three: 


Src. 3. That all the morlnnase made and executed 
by said railroad company shall be filed and recorded 
in the Department of the Interior, which shall bea 

sufficient evidence of their legal execution. 


The words which I propose to strike out 
provide that the filing and recording of any 
mortgage executed by the company in the Inte- 
rior Deeidibent shall be sufficient evidence 
of its legal execution. This provision strikes 
me as extraordinary. 

Mr. WHEELER. That is the language 
used in several other acts of this kind. 








Mr. STEVENSON. I do not care from 
what act the language may be adopted. Sup- 
pose a mortgage should be executed in fraud 
of the rights of this company, then, if it is 
filed and recorded in the Interior Department, 
that is to be considered, according to this see- 
tion, sufficient evidence in law of the validity 
of the mortgage. 

Mr. SYPHER. It may seem strange to the 
gentleman, but it is a fact that the language 
of this section is identical with that of the 
Northern Pacific act and the Union 
act. 

Mr. STEVENSON. 
we may 
after. 

Mr. WHEELER. I have no objection to 
qualifying that by saying it shall be deemed 
resumptive evidence. 

Mr. STEVENSON. 
‘ sufficient.’” 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes 

‘sufficient ”’ 
tive.”’ 

Mr. STEVENSON. I accept that. 

Mr. MAYNARD. We had better consider 
betore we make that change. This is to ob- 
viate the necessity of any legal registration 
laws. Several States have registration laws 
which furnish the mode of having documents 
of this kind authenticated. This merely pro- 
vides that the recording and filing with the 
Secretary of the Interior shall have the effect 
to show that such documents were executed. 

Mr. WHEELER. On examination of this 
phrase, I see it relates only to the execution, 
and not to the substance. I prefer, therefore, 
that the gentleman shall put his question to 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question, then, is on 
the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
to strike out the words ‘* which shall be a suf- 
ficient evidence of their legal execution.” 

Mr. STEVEN: I modified my amend- 


Pacitie 


That may be so, and 
have trouble from those acts here- 


Strike out the word 
; strike out the word 


and insert the word ‘‘ presump- 


SON. 
ment so as to strike out the word “ sufficient’ 
and insert ‘* presumptive ;”’ it will read, 
‘‘which shall be a presumptive evidence of 
their legs al execution. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. That amend- 
ment should not be adopted. The House will 
observe the section as it reads does not make 
the filing and recording of a mortgage conclu- 
sive evidence of the validity of the mortgage, 
but merely evidence of its legal execution. It 
does not provide that it shall be suflicient evi- 
dence that the proper party made the mort- 
gage, but merely that it was legally executed. 
It does not say it shall be proof of the validity 
of the mortgage, and it oe not prove any- 
thing like that. It does not cover the objec- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio that it would 
make a bad mortgage a good mortgage. All 
that is done here is that it is made sufficient 
evidence on being filed and recorded in the 
Department of the Interior to admit it in evi- 
dence in any court where it may be necessary 


SO 


to use it. The amendment should not be 
adopted. It would lead to the greatest incon- 


venience. ‘The language of the section now 
is right and proper, and ought to be allowed 
to stand. 

Mr. STEVENSON. 
tion? 

Mr. WHEELER. 
the forms of law. 

Mr. SPEER, 
is all. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Execution aceording 
to law. This section as it now stands would 
make the mere filing and recording of the 
mortgage in the Department of the Interior 
proot- 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. It would 
not make a forged mortgage a legal and valid 
mortgage. 

Mr. STEVENSON. If a mortgage is exe- 
cuted according to law it is a legal mortgage. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Not unless 
executed by the party authorized to make it. 


What isa legal execu 


of Pennsylvania. And that 





| estimated cost per mile of this road? 


Execution according to | 


It may be according to the forms of law, and 


yet not by the party authorized to ame it. 
Mr. SURVENSON. A mortgage cannot 
be executed according to the law unless exe 


cuted by the parties ‘auth rized to execute it 
and according to the forms prescribed by law. 
There can be no distinctiontaken there. ‘This 
does provide if any mortgage purports to have 
been filed and recorded in the Department of 
the Interior it shall be proof in any court of 
law of its legal execution. 


It would open the 
door wide to fraud. 


Mr. MAYNAKD. Let me ask the gentle 
man a question. 
Mr. WHEELER. Would the Secretary of 


the Interior receive it for hling 


legally executed ? 


; 
and recording 
unless 1t were 


Mr. STEVENSON. The Secret: ry of the 
Interior might be misled. He is not immacu- 
late. 

Mr. MAYNARD. How does this affect the 


execution of a paper other than is done by the 
ordinary registration laws all over the country ? 
Mr. STEVENSON, I do not know any 
registration law which provides that the filing 
and recording of a paper shall be considered 


as proof of its legal execution. I do not 
know any suc ; law. 
Mr. WHEELER. I will yield to the gen- 


tleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. From the 
earliest period in the State of Massachusetts 
the registration of a deed, except in one espe- 
cial case, is always sufficient evidence in any 
court of its execution according to law. We 
have found no difficulty under that system. 

Mr. WHEELER. And the gentleman from 
Ohio, on my left, says it is also the law of 
the State of Ohio. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
of the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WHEELER. I demand the previous 
question on the bill and amendments. 

Mr. KING. I wish to know what is meant 
by ‘‘a suflicient evidence.” We admit that it 
is prima facie evidence in all the States, but 
we claim that itis not sufficient. It is open 
to attack. That isthe position we have a right 
to claim. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. You have 
the right of attack under this section. 

Mr. WHEELER. I must now demand the 
previous question. 

Mr. AMBLER. Before the gentleman calls 
the previous question, will he permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. WHEELER. 
for that purpose. 

Mr. AMBLER. I would like to inquire of 
the gentleman from New York, what is the 


It is the law 


I yield to the gentleman 


It seems 
to me that the amount for which the company 
is authorized to issue bonds, secured by a mort- 
gage oy the road, is unreasonably high. It is 
$40,000 per mile, which it seems to me will 
more than cover the actual cost of construc 

tion. 


Mr. WHEELER. There have been no 
definite surveys from the Colorado river to 


San Diego; but it is known that a portion of 
the road is very difficult, and the cost of con- 
struction will very great. Probably an 
average of $40,000 per mile is a very low 
estimate. 

Mr. AMBLER. Assuming that $40,000 per 
mile is a proper estimate of the cost of the 
construction of the road, I inquire whether it 
is a proper thing to permit a mortgage for the 
entire cost of construction ; whether the cor- 
poration that undertakes to build the road, and 
which is to have the benefits resulting from it, 
ought not in fact to have some interest of its 
own in the work, and to furnish some money 
toward the construction of the railroad? 

Mr. WHEELER. This amount of $40,000 
per mile is in bonds, which are not to be 
counted as so much cash on hand. They will | 
necessarily be sold at some discount. 
mand the previous question. 


be 


I de- | 
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Mr. HOLMAN. 
tion is seconded, 
the 
of 


Before the previous ques- 
I wish to move to strike out 
lines thi to forty-four 
the fifth section. e Clerk to read it. 


proviso from rty four 


| ASK th 


Che Clerk read as follows: 

Provide i, That said Texas and Pac ifie Railroad 
Company shall be, and it is hereby, authorized and 
required to construct, maintain. control, and oper- 
ate a road between Marshall, Texas, and Shreve- 
port, Louisiana, or control and operate any existing 
road between said points of the same gauge as the 
said Texas and Pacific railroad; and that all roads 
terminating at Shreveport shall have the right to 
make the same running connections, and shall be 
entitled to the same privileges, for the transaction 
of business in connection with the said ‘Texas and 
Pacific railway, as are granted to roads intersecting 
therewith. 

Mr. WHEELER. Ido not yield for that 


amendment 

Mr. HOLMAN. IT understood that the bill 
was brought before the House subject to amend- 
ments. 

The SPEAKER. 
determine. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I submit to the gentle- 
man from New York [ Mr. WuHereier] thatunan 
imous consent was obtained to bring the bill 
before the House on the understanding that 
when it was brought it would be open to any 
amendments on which members might desire 
the decision of the House. 

Mr. WHEELER. Every amendment which 
has been proposed by the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Hotman |] has been of a tendency 
to impair the original rights granted this 
company, and I cannot consent to yield further 
to admit such amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I raise the question 
of order that if the bill comes betore the 
House open to amendment, while there is an 
ame ndme ‘nt to be proposed to the bill the pre- 
vious cannot be sustained without 


That is for the House to 


q! lest tion 
bad faith. 


The SPEAKER. That is a question for the 
House and not for the Chair to determine. 
The gentleman from Indiana must see that it is 


a point on which the Chair cannot rule. The 
gentleman from New York having demanded 
the previous question it 1s of the 


the duty 
Chair to submit it. 


Mr. HOLMAN. | hope the House will not 
sustain it. 
Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I ask the 


gentleman from New York [| Mr. WuHre.er] to 
allow to be read an amendment which | desire 
to submit. 
Mr. WHEELER. I cannot 
gentleman for that purpose. 
On the 


yield to the 


ordering previous question, there 


were—ayes 88, noes 20; no quorum voting. 
The SPEAKER. Is further count insisted 
on? 
Mr. HOLMAN. If my amendment is not 


admitted I think it is a case of bad faith, and 
| insist on further count. 
No quorum having 
ordered, and Mr. 
were appointed. 
The House 


reported—ayes 


voted, tellers were 
WHEELER and Mr. Ho_tmMan 
again divided; and the tellers 
106, noes 21. 

So the previous question was seconded and 


the main question ordered, which was first 
on Mr. StevVENSON’S amendment, to strike 
out, in line three, section three, the word ‘‘ suf- 


ficient’’ and insert the word ‘ presumptive.”’ 

The question being taken on the amendment, 
it Was not agreed to, 

The question recurred upon ordering the 
Senate bill, as amended, to be read the third 
time. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading. 

The question recurred upon its passag 
being put, there were—ayes 103, noes 23. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. WHEELER moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. WHEELER. I to 


and 


move 


the 


amend 
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title of the bill by striking out the word “ rail- 
yoad,’’ and inserting in lieu thereof the word 
‘railway.’’ 

Mr. MOREY I object to that. Ifthe gen 
tleman will reflect a moment he will find that 
th I8 an act supple mentary to an act toincor 


porate the Texas Pacific Railroad Company. 
He cannot by his amendment change the title 
of the original bill. 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman is right, 
aud | withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. DAWES obtained the floor. 

FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message from the President, by Mr. Por 
rer, his Private Secretary, announced that the 
President had approved and signed bills of 
the following titles, namely: 

An act (H.R. No. 1930) relating to pro- 
posals and contracts for transportation of the 
mails, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the bill 
(H. R. No. 528) for the rehef of Augustine 
Bacon had been received by the President on 
the 13th of April, 1872, and not having been 
returned within ten days (Sundays excepted) 
after presentation has become a law under the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Also, thatthe President had approved and 
signed an act (H. R. No. 1303) to amend the 
first section of an act entitled ‘‘An act to pro- 
vide for the disposition of useless military res 
ervations,’’ approved February 24, 1871; and 


MESSAGE 


An act (HH. RK. No. 1544) for the relief of 
Martin Watkins, of Kast Windsor, Connec 
ticut. 


Mr. Porrenr also communicated to the House 
of Kepresentatives a message in writing. 
ORDER OF 


Mr. DAWES. — I move to go into Commit 
tee of the Whole on the state of 
the tariff bill. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I pro- 
ose to go to business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. DAWES. Well, I move to suspend 
the rules to go into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BANKS. 


in relationto the centennial 


BUSINESS. 


the Union on 


I desire to give notice that 
exposition nem 
bers are requested to send names from their 
respective di tricts to the Committee on kor- 
eign Affairs, and also the names of members 
of the committee at large, between this day 
and Thursday 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gen 
theman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] is of 
higher that of his 
a motion to suspend the rules. 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Garrreip] 
desires to report from the committee of con 


privilege than colleague, 


because it S 


ference on the legislative, &c., xppropriation 
bill. It is for the House to decide between 
these points of business as to which it will 
proceed with 

Mr. DAWES. I do not wish to trench 
upon the business of the House if they will 
allow hour for discussion in Committee 
of the Whole on the tariff bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If we do that 
the House will go off, and we shall not have 
anybody here when the gentleman is through. 

Mr. DAWES. I am sure that the House, 
anticipating the gentleman from Ohio, [ Mr. 
GARFIELD, | the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, would stay here any number 
of hours 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. That is very 
delightful, but unfortunately it is not true. 

Mr. DAWES. Il one hour to- 
day in Committee of the Whole on the tariff. 
It does not make any difference with me. 
time for general debate is limited, but the 
speakers are multiplying very fast. 

rhe SPEA KER, The highest question of 
privilege is that made by the gentleman from 
Ohio, | Mr. GARFIELD, |] who presents the con 
ference report, but the motion of the 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] would 
take him off the floor atter the report was 
made, even. 


us one 


desire but 


gentie 


Mr. DAWES. I think TI must withdraw my 
motion, to allow the conference report to be 
made, and I will do so 

The SPEAKER. Doesthe gentleman from 
Mussachusetts who desires to raise the ques- 
tion of going to the Speaker's table withdraw 
his motion in favor of the conference report? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachuseits. I do. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. GARFIELD, ot Ohio. I eail up the 
report of the committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
bill (H. R. No. 1060) making appropriations 
for the legisiative, executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the year end- 
ing June 30, 1873, and tor other purposes.”’ 
I do not suppose it 1s necessary to read the 
report, as it has been printed. 

Mr. RANDALL. I preter that it 
read. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows : 


shall be 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
bill (HL. R. No. 1060) making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 1874, and 
for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend, and do rec- 
ommend, to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from their amendments 
numbered 12, 26, 27, 28, 2, 30, 31, 35, 37, 45, 61, 62, 64, 
68, 69, 70, 71, 73, 74, 75, and 78. 

That the House of Representatives recede from 
their disagreement tothe amendments of the Senate 
numbered 13, 15, 18, 19, 33, 36, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 
60, 63, 65, 72, 


-~! 


same, 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
tothe amendment of the Louse to the eighth amend- 
ment of the Senate, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: on page 6, line fifteen of 
the bill, strike out all after the word “filty,’’ down 
to the end of line sixteen, on the same page, and 
insert in lieu the following words: “ three thousand 
four hundred and twenty-two dollars ;"’ and the Llouse 
agree Lo the sate, 

That the House recede from their amendment to 
the twenty-fifth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with the following amendment: strike 
out all after the word “after,’’ in line two of said 
amendment, down to and including the word ** Con- 
gress,’’ in line three, and insert in lieuthe following 
words: “the 4th of March, 1875;:’’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their amendment to 
the thirty-fourth amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to said Senate amendment. 

That the Senate recede trom their disagreement to 
the amendments of the House to the fifty-fitth and 
seventy-sixth amendments of the Senate, and agree 


to the same. 


| 


| 


| 





That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendment of the House to the sixty-sixth 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same, 
with the following amendment: in line three of 
said House amendment strike out the word “ forty ” 
and insert in lieuthe word “thirty;’’ and the House 
agree to the same. 

‘That the Senate recede from their disagreement to 
the amendment of the House to the sixty-seventh 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same 
with the following amendment: strike out of said 
House amendment the words “ ninety-two,’ and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “eighty,” and the 
Liouse agree to the suime. 
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with an amendment as follows: substitute in Ijeu of 
the first clause of said House amendment the follow- 
ing: “that a commission, consisting of the Secretar, 
of the Interior, the chief engineer of the Ars y faa 
the office rin charge of publie buildings and grounde 
is hereby authorized and directed to ¢ ramine and we 
port to Congress, prvor to the second Monday of Decem- 
ber next, a plan by which the loc omotive rarlroad track: 
in front of the western entrance of the Capttol shal/ ; 
removed, with due regard to the righis of al/ parties 
concerned, and by which proper connections with other 
railroads may bemade ,;’’ and the House agree to the 
same, 
That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the ninety-third amendment of the Senate 


he 


: » and 
agree tothe same with an amendment as follows: 
ibstitute in lieu thereof the following: “that from 


and after the lst day of July, 1872, the annual salari 4 
of the Second Comptroller, of the 
supervising architect of the Treasury De partment 
ehall be $4,000 each; and the annua! of the 
judges of the Court of Claims shall be $4,500 « ach, and 
a sufficientsum to carry into effect the provisions of this 
section to the end of the fiseal year ending June 30) 1873 


is hereby appropriated ,”’ and the Senate agree to the 
same. 


k 
vegister, and of th 


salary 


JAMES A. GARFIELD, 
F. CLARKE, 
WILLIAM E. NIBLACK, 


Managers onthe part of the House. 
C. COLE, 
JUSLIN'S. MORRILL, 
FREDERICK A. SAWYER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The question is now upon agreeing to the 
report of the committee of conference. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to state 
briefly the effect of this report. The House 
will remember that when the legislative appro- 
priation bill came back to us trom the Senate 
there were ninety-three amendments which 
the Senate had put upon it. All those amend 
ments were considered by the Committee on 
Appropriations, and were reported to the 
House for concurrence or non-concurrence, 
according as the judgment of the House might 
be. When the bill was returned to the Senate 
there were fifty-six matters of difference be 
ihis report represents 
the conclusions arrived at by the committee 
of conference, who held four or five sessions 
and went over the subjects of difference with 


| a great deal of care, for some of them were 


difficult. 
Of the fifty six amendments of the Senate 
in difference between the two Houses it curi- 


| ously happens that exactly twenty-eight have 


| been receded from by the House and twenty 


eight have been receded from by the Senate. 
There was no intention of balancing matters 
s#@ as to come out in that way. ‘There were 


' twenty four cases where the House receded 


absolutely, and twenty-three cases where the 
Senate receded absolutely. There were five 
cases where the Senate receded with amend 


| ments, and four cases where the House re 


That the House recede from their disagreement to || 


the seventy-seventh amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendment: 
in lieu of the words proposed to be stricken out 


insert the following: for one clerk of class four, two | 


clerks of class two, one clerk of clase one, and two 
labore ra, afdelional Jorce in the money-orde r office 
$7,240; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede trom their disagreement to 
the eighty-third amendment of the Senate, 
agree to the same with the following amendment: 
strike out from the words proposed to be inserted 
in said amendment where it first occurs the word 
“*two,”’? and insert in lieu thereof the word “four ;”’ 
and the Senate agree to thesame. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendment of the House to the eighty -fourth 


| amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same 


with the following amendment: strike out all atter 
the word “‘three,”’ where it occurs the second time 
in line eight of said House amendment down toand 
including the words ‘per annum,” inline nine; and 
in line nine strike out the word “three” and insert 
in lieu the word “seven ;’’ and in line seventeen of 
said House amendment strike out the words “six 
thousand,” and insert in lieu thereof ** fifty-six hun- 
dred; and the House agree to the same. 

Lhat the House recede trom their disagreement to 
the ninetieth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with the following amendment: in line 
four of said amendment strike out the word “ fifty’’ 
and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘' twenty-five ;”’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendment of the House to the ninety-second 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same 


and | 


| out all after the word “after,” 


| ceded with amendments. 


The material put in by the committee of 
conference is very slight, and is found only 
in the words of this report printed in italics. 
If there are any especial points on which any 
gentleman desires to ask a question, I wiil 
now yield for that purpose. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I find 
this in the report of the committee of con- 
ference: ; 

That the House recede from their amendment to 


| the twenty-fifth amendment of the Senate, and agree 


to the same with the following amendment: strike 
in line two of said 


| amendment down to and including the word “ Con- 





gress,”’ in line three, and insert in lieu the following 
words: “the 4th day of March, 1875;’’ and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

That amendment relates to the publication 
of the laws in the newspapers. Is the effect 
of the recommendation of the committee of 
conference that after the 4th of March, 1875, 
the law will be repealed for publishing laws 
in newspapers? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I would 
like to ask further, then, as the House has 
twice over voted against this repeal, why the 
committee of conference, against the judg- 
ment of the House, consented to that repeal? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. To answer the 
gentleman, all I have to say is that where two 











ride the same horse one must ride behind, and 
where the House has voted one way and the 
Senate another there must always be a giving 
upon one side altogether, ora mutual giving up. 
The Senate put into this bill a clause that re- 
peale d, after the end of the present session, all 
a for printing statutes in newspapers. The 
Senate conferees were very firm in the matter, 
and although | myself, as a matter of personal 
opinion, would have been willing to let their 
view of the matter prevail, yet my associates on 
the conference will bear me witness that I 
insisted that some giving away on the part of 
the Senate should be had, and on my a sug- 
gestion it was finally agreed that the day of 
repeal should be put off until the 4th of March, 
1875, instead of the 4th of March next. 

Mr. BULLER, of Massachusetts. Another 
question on another point. Did we ride be 
hind in the matter of the civil service commis- 
sion? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
in my view of the case, 
matier. The Senate gave way from $50,000 
down to $25,000, and the House gave wy 
from $10,000 up to $25,000; that is, the Sen- 
ate gave way $25,000 and the House gave way 
$15,000. 1 think the Senate rode behind in 
that case. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I think 
the voice of the House was the other way. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I now yield to 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Farnswortu ] 
for tive minutes. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. =I think this confer- 
ence report is made up very much as the 
Dutch justice in New York decided his cases. 
His plan was to weigh the parties to the case, 
and give his decision in favor of the one who 
weighed the most, and divide the costs accord- 
ing to the weight. And in those cases where 
the parties were of the same weight he decided 
that the costs should be divided between 
them. That seems to be the plan upon which 
the committee of conference has made up the 
report which we are now asked to adopt. 

But this report contains two or three things 
to which [ cannotassent. The Senate amended 
the bill by increasing the salaries of all the 
district judges of the United States. ‘The con- 
fereuce committee have changed that amend- 
ment so as to provide for increasing the sala- 
ries of the judges in the District of Columbia, 
but cutting off everybody else. That is the 
shape this question almost always takes. If 
any salaries are to be increased we always 
begin right here in the District of Columbia, 
This report proposes to increase the salaries 
of the judges of the Court of Claims, as well 
as the judges of the United States court in this 
District. Lhese gentlemen, some of whom are 
scarcely warm in their seats, some of whom 
have resigned positions of even more dignity 
to accept these offices, are to have their sala- 
ries increased. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed at 
the present time to increasing the salary of 
anybody, unless occasionally where you may 
find an overworked judge, and there are some 
such to my knowledge; there is one in the 
northern district of Illinois. Where there is 
presented to usa case of an overworked judge 
who is obliged to labor day and night, taking 
no vacation either in the heat of summer or at 
any other season of the year, who must work 
constantly to keep up his docket, and whose 
duties require exalted talents and great judicial 

experience, it may be well fcr us in such case 
to grant an increase of salary. But to provide 
for increasing the salaries of the judges of the 
Court of Claims, and for making a distinction 
between the presiding judge and the associate 
justices, appears to me all nonsense. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. There no 
such disiinction made. All the judges are 
placed upon a level. The gentleman is read- 
ing from an old report, not the last. The last 
report does not provide for increasing the sala- 
ries of the judges of the supreme court of the 
district. 


Unfortunately, 
we were abead in that 


is 


Court of Claims are increased; butthose judges 
juag 


| are all placed on a level. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then I of course 
take back what I have said about an increase 
of the salaries of the judges of the other court. 
But my objection holds good as to the Court 
of Claims. The judges of that court are not 
very much overworked ; their labors are not so 
arduous as to entitle them to this increase of 


| salary. 


| the appropriate 
| officers in the Post 


Sir, I do not believe in this method of in 
creasing salaries by riders on appropriation 
bills, and I think the House should not assent 
to any such proposition. If the salary of any 
judge ought to be increased, let the Judiciary 
Committee so determine, and let the House 
act upon their recommendation. If the sal 
aries of the officers of any other department 
are to be increased, let there be a report from 


committee. There are 


| certainly as much entitled to an increase of 


salary as some of the gentlemen named in 
this bill. But the increase of the salaries of 
those officers is struck out; on that peint the 
Senate recedes 

I object also to that part of the report of the 
committee of conference which allows the 
Senate amendment to stand, authorizing the 


| Secretary of the Treasury to appoint commis- 
| sloners or agents for the purpose of gathering 


up certain property. L[ understand that the 
Secretary of the Treasury does not wish the 
enactment of any such provision. I am op- 
posed to a proposition of that kind on the 
ground | have always advocated that we should 
abandon the system of spies and informers. 
These commissioners are, as I under 
be appointed as spies or informers.. 

Mr. AMBLER. And the proposition is not 
for ageneral system of spies, but for a monop- 
oly of spies, if 1 may so express it. Certain 
gentlemen are to have a monopoly of the spy 
system of the United States. 

Mr. RANDALL. Now, when we are pro- 
posing to abolish about two thousand revenue 
officers, here comes a proposition to increase 


‘stand, to 


| them. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. 


I suppose that per 


| haps, if we are to have any spies, we might as 





well have a monopoly of them. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If we are going 
to have any, the fewer the better, | think. 

Mr. AMBLER. It seems to me that the 


thirty-fourth amendment ought not to be 
agreed to. The House has voted, | do not 


know how often, in distinct Opposition to the 
moiety system and the spy system. This 
proposition, it is true, does not contemplate 
the moiety system properly so called, but a 
system by which the Secretary of the Treasury 
may divide with three gentlemen to be named 
by him the proceeds of prosecutions. 
provision seems to be entirely wrong. 

Mr. GARFIEL D, of Ohio. J yle ld to my 
colleague on the committee, the gentleman 
from Maine, [Mr. Hate. } 

Mr. HALK. Mr. Speaker, I can readily 


Such a 


| understand that a committee of conference on 


an important bill like this must labor under 
very great difficulty as to some of the amend- 
ments. So far as this report goes L agree, | 
believe, in almost every particular with the 
conclusions to which the conference commit- 
tee has arrived. 

But the object of that has just been men- 
tioned. I wholly dissent from amendment 
thirty-four, aud that amendment came in this 


way: the proposition first came to the Com 


| mittee on Appropriations in the House, and 


was voted down. It was put on in the Senate. 
lt came back to the House, and being sent to 
the Committee on Appropriations, was struck 


out. The committee going turther in the right 
| direction, not only struck out the Senate 


| amendment, but struck out and repealed that 
| act of June 21, 1870. 


When it went back to 
| the Senate that body insisted, and in the con- 


| 
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sake of harmony, and acting, I have no doubt, 
as they believed judiciously, consented to put 
this clause i In. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what is it? It provides 
that from and after the passage of this act the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall have power to 
employ not more than three persons to assist 


|| the proper officers of the Government in dis- 


some | 
Othce Department who are | 


| deem 


covering and collecting uny money belonging 
to the United States whenever the same shall 
be withheld by any person or corporation, 
upon such terms and conditions as he shall 


best for the interests of the United 


| States; but no compensation shall be paid to 


| of 


such persons except out of the money and 
property so secured. 

The history of the subject-matter of paying 
informers and giving them a monopoly, as it 
has been well characterized by the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. AMBLER,] is this: in 1870 
Congress did pass an act giving tothe Secretary 
the Treasury authority to contract with 
persons who had knowledge about wrecked 


property, abandoned property, or confederate 


property which should come to the knowledge 
and the possession of the United States. It 
was conceived in the direction of this amend- 
ment. 

lhe history of the operation of that law has 
been this: that from time to time men have 
come to the Secretary of the Treasury and 
have assured him they had knowledge where 
there were old arrearages of money and 
property due to the United States Treasury, 


| aud by that assurance have got the authority 
| ef the Secretary to go abroad over the land 


and to make contracts to get back that prop- 
erty, and from that day to this the Secretary 
of the Treasury, with the exception of a few 
hundred dollars which have been paid into the 
Treasury, has never heard from these men. 
With slight exceptions he has never secured 


| but a few hundred dollars for the Treasury 


and never heard of these men afterwards. 
hese men came to the Secretary of the Treas- 


| ury and they claimed to have knowledge of 
| old arrearages, whatever their character may 


| form unless they are paid for it. 


be, which as good citizens they were bound to 
inform the Government of, but they 
trade of their knowledge. 
these men is their capital. 


made a 
The knowledge of 
They refuse to in- 
They present 
themselves in the most offensive way as in- 
formers, and when they receive the authority 
of the Secretary, they go to the parties who 
they claim are delinquent and they the 


say 
l'reasury will give us twenty-five per if 


cent. 


| we inform on you, and if you do not give us 


titty per cent. we will inform, and when it is 
given to them they are never more heard of by 
the Government. lPhisamendment, if adopted, 
will lead to that in a greater degree than under 


| the late law. 


‘Lhe salaries of the judges of the | ference the committee of this House, for the | 


Mr. MAYNARD. Let me supplement the 
remarks of the gentleman from Maine with an 
instance which occurred some years ago. A 
party cume tothe Treasury and wanted to com- 
municate to the Treasury information of a large 
deposit of money belonging to the Government 
of the United States on condition that one balf 
should be given to him for the information. 
The officers of the Government refused to 
comply, and it afterward came out that the 
deposit which belonged to the Government of 
the United States, and which was to be recov- 
ered by that information, was really an old 
deposit locked up in one of the banks in this 
city, which by some change in the books had 
escaped the notice of the Government officers. 
By merely crossing the street and giving the 
intormation of this deposit of money in the 
bank it was expected one half of the whole 
amount would be received by the informer. 

Mr. HALE. I can imagine a good many 
modern instances of that kind. 

Mr. MAYNAKD. ‘This was not a modern 
instance. 


Mr. HALE, 


What [ object to is this: that 


these informers should be paid for assisting 











ae 


the } re { rs of the Government. What 
are thie per othcers to do if they are not to 
dete ‘ { tt nes and { ) COXMGC ite the law 4 
are the district attorneys and the whole 

pa pheroalia of our Courts, what are they all 
inte to enforce the law and collect the 
money and property belonging to the Govern- 
nent of the United States? Stall we estab- 
lish this most vicious system for the discovery 


of information? | object wholly to this feature 


in the conference report. | am aware of the 
dithe ilty ft getting at these thing . It is a 
question of accepting or rejecting a fall report. 
fhe committee in their deliberations of the 
conte ric ! e® Senat ought to have taken 
their stand on th point | have reason to 
believe th members ol th it committee, had 
they been required, would have yielded this up 
asa matter of cones ion I wish for one that 
omethi ‘ ‘ linportant than this had 
been given away asa concession, and that the 
Un i Stat (;overnment should not appear 

! at (le contessing that its officers are 

‘competent and have not attended to their 
duties in the pust, and that they are forced 
now to make contracts with intormers, who 
come to them trading upon theu knowledge; 
nd that t ! their hands, the y have to 
ive them a commission to go forth every- 
where and sell out, as 1 believe they would, 
{ parties against whom they intend to 
Inform 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. ] yield for a 
lew momen to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, | Mr. Burien. ] 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I only 
desire to Communicate certain facts to the 
House which caused me, in the Congress | 
think belore the last, to advocate a resoiution 
by hich wrecked and abandoned property 
ind money should be collected by the Uni- 
ed State i hie conimittee, upon the ex- 
planation given them, recommended the reso- 
lution In the House the word ‘*money”’ 
wi < out, and struck out generally in 
the inter whisky distillers who had not 
paid their taxes. They were willing that 
everybody's p operty hould be collected, but 
that there ould be no means of collecting 
what was due to the United States from them. 

But the matter | intended to allude to is 
this: when the confederate States collapsed 


red to have large credits in the 
bankers in Kurope, and there 
credits to the insurrectionary 


Stat ou their stocks. Those credits could 
not be drawn out, as the depositor had ceased 
Lo exXisli The now belong to the United 
States lhe bankers do not come forward to 


say where they are, because unless somebody 
calls on them for the money they do not feel 
bound to pay these uncalled-tor deposits ; and 
those who know where the credits are are not 
80 patriotic as to come forward and give the 
information so that the money may go to the 
United States 

Knowledge of this kind is trading capital 
with most men. ‘Those who have this knowl- 
edye and choose to trade upon it will so do, 
Some time since 
& man came to me and convinced me that he 


as they have the right to do. 


knew where such large sums of money were 
lying; but the bill tailed, and he did nothing; 
has died, and, so tar 
as | know, his knowledge died with him. 
Now, it is said the Secretary of the Treasury 
is against this proposition. What is the pro 
vision? That the Secretary may appoint any- 
body if he sees fit, not more than three, to 
Well, if he does 
not wish toappoint anybody, he need not. He 
is @ pretty cautious and careful man, and wiil 
take good care to know where the money is 
coming from, and how it is coming, and with 
whom he is dealing, before he makes any con 
tracts. I have never seen any objection to 
this proposition. Itis agreed here that nobody 
knows of any abuse of the resolution to col- 
lect derelict and abandoned property. 


and since that time he 


collect these lost moneys. 


All | 


that is said against it now is that it has been 
productive of nores lt ] h ive told the House 
one of the reasons 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I yield to my 
colleague on the committee, the gentieman 
from Indiana, | Mr. Nipiack. | 

Mr. NIBLACK. 
the beginni 


or mvself 1 have from 
gy opposed this amendment, No. 
34. to which the ventleman trom Maine [ Mr. 
Hane] and others object. Lregret very much, 
personally, that we felt compelled to include 
this in our report, and to recommend the 
House to recede from their amendment to this 
amendment of the Senate. 


It was a subject, however, over which the 
committee of conference spent considerable 
time; and I think that under all the cireum- 
tances, in view of the representations which 


were made to the committee of the House, both 
by members of the ot conference 
on the part of the Senate, as well as by other 


persons, in respect to the objects to be accom- 


committee 
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plished by this amendment, we did right in | 


agreeing to recede from our amendment and 
recommending coucurrence in the amendment 
of the Senate. 

No man objects more strenuously to per- 
petuating the late and present system Ol spies 
and informers than I do. This, however, 
seems to rest upon ground a litile different 
from the case of ordinary informers and spies. 
It is represented to us, very earnestly, too, that 
there are certain great Corporations in the 
country—I need not to name them here— 
which have so managed their business during 
the last eight or ten years, since the law in 
regard to income tax has been enforced, as 


not to return all the incomes for which they || 


ought to pay taxes to the General Govern- 
ment; in other words, that large amounts of 
money, by systems of either false éntries in 
books, or by some other means equally for- 
tunate, have been covered up, representing 
considerable amounts to which the Govern- 
ment of the United States is fairly entitled 
under our internal revenue law. 

It is further alleged that specitic information 
upon these subjects is in the possession of cer- 
tain experts, certain gentlemen who are unwill- 
ing to communicate this information and give 
the Government the benefit of it, unless upon 
such terms by which they shall be compen 
sated for this information. Now, I agree that 
this is an awkward relation for the Government 
to occupy in regard to a matter in which it has 
an interest. It would be a much more manly 
way for the persons possessing the informa- 
tion to come forward and communicate it to 
the proper officers ; but it is alleged that these 
persons will not do so, and itis for the pur- 
pose of allowing the Goverfment officers to 
avail themselves of the knowledge thus pos- 
sessed by certain experts that this amendment 
was offered. We are assured that it will be 
the means of recovering a considerable sum of 
money now withheld by corporations and per- 
haps by individuals, who are really indebted to 
the Government a large sum of money. 

Mr. WOOD. I would ask the gentleman 
from Indiana if he is not aware that the De- 
partment is already provided with every facil- 
ity for the investigation of such matters where 
there is any reason to presume that there is 
any intention to evade the law, either the 
income tax or any other, and whether ex- 


perience has not taught us that the system | 


recently introduced of spies is not inconsist- 
ent with our institutions, and also if the large 
corporations to which the gentleman refers 


have not the means of convincing the agents | 


that they can be of more advantage to them 
than the Government can be, and whether the 


system has not failed and been of no advan- | 


tage to the Government whatever ? 

Mr. NIBLACK. I have nottime to answer 
the points suggested by the gentleman from 
New York fully. Perhaps if he had heard the 
opening of my remarks he would have ascer- 
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contained in the report of the committee of 
conference, and apologized for recommending 
that the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment. 1 am opposed to 


ne this 
whole 


system; but I say that in view of the 
extraordinary statements made to us as to 
what would probably be accomplished by the 
amendment, | did not feel justified in stand 
ing out longer against it. If anything comes 
of it of course no harm is done. If any good 
comes of it of course it will be worth whatever 
itamountsto. Onthe contrary, if this particu- 
lar measure shall prove to be not for the in- 
terests of the Government then it will be the 
end of such legislation. In fact it isthe ex- 
piring effort on the part of the Government to 
get hold of such information as the Govern- 
ment is entitled to but cannot get in any other 
way. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I yield for a 
moment to the gentleman from ‘lennessee, 
[Mr. Maynarp. ] 

Mr. MAYNARD. I desire to say a word 
in relation to the ninety-second amendment of 
the Senate. An amendment was passed by 
the House requiring that the railway track 
| in front of the west gate of the Capitol shall 
be taken up. The committee of conference 
report as tollows: 


That a commission, consisting of the Secretary of 
the Interior, the chief engineer of the Army, and 
the officer in charge of public buildings and grounds, 
is hereby authorized and directed to examine and 
report to Congress, prior to the second Monday of 
December next, a plan by which the locomotive rail- 
road track in front of the western entrance of the 
| Capitol shall be removed, with due regard to the 
rights of all parties concerned, and by which proper 
connections with other railroads may be made; and 
the House agree to the same. 


I would inquire of the gentleman who has 
charge of this report whether it is contem- 
plated that the track shall not be interfered 
with until that commission makes a report? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will answer 
the gentleman by saying that the Senate ob 
jected to the House proposition on the ground 

that it required an unconditional removal of 
| the track, and did not provide any method of 
affording a communication between Virginia 
and the northern railroads. They agreed that 
| a commission should be appointed to make a 
proposition by which there should be located 
| another track, and reporttousnext December. 
| Mr. FARNSWORTH. Has it come to this 
that Congress has to indicate to a railroad 
company where it shall torm its connections ? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It runs over 
our property. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It is not necessary 
that it should go over our property; they can 


| go outside of the Governinent property. 


Mr. GARFIELD, © Onio. I will say to 
| the gentleman if he wii allow me 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. A railroad engin- 
eer is the proper man to make a report on 
this subject. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I beg the gen- 
tleman’s pardon; I do not propose to let any 
railroad engineer say where in Washington 
under or over the property of the United States 
a road shall go. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
mission where to go. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The trouble is 

| that Congress has given these people the right 
| to put down the road there. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. Congress not only 
| gave the right to build the road, but they built 
it, and paid for itthemselves, in order to secure 
connection with the roads south. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentle- 
man is mistaken about that. The conference 
committee had before them the statute of 1863 
and the later statute of 1866, and they consid: 
ered them carefully, and found that in order to 
| do justice to all concerned it was best that the 
Government itself should indicate where the 
connection should be made, and then require 





He can ask our per- 





'| the track to be removed and put down in the 





tained that I was not in favor of the proposition || new place according as Congress may determ 
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ine when the commissioners make their report. 
The gentleman who first introduced this prop- 
osition | am sure is entirely satisfied with the 
present form ot it. 
Mr. MAYNARD. 1 
object in calling attention to it was to enab 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GarFieLp] to 
say what he has said, and to relieve any soli- 


Allow me to say that my 
] 
Le 


citude that might be felt by the business com- 
munity that use this track so largely. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. [desire now-— 

Mr. RANDALL. Lask the gentleman from 
Ohio to yield to me for a moment. It was on 
my motion last Friday that this report was 
postponed until to day. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. RANDALL. I never occupy a great 
deal of time; but the gentleman seems to 
have studiously avoided hearing my request 
for a little time. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. My dear sir, take 
all the time you want, but do not be too long. 


Mr. RANDALL. I have repeatedly asked 


How much 


the gentleman to yield to me, and he did not || 


appear to notice it. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
floor to the gentleman entirely. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
of this thirty-fourth amendment? I am en- 
tirely unwilling that the statements of the 
gentleman from Indiana, [ Mr. Nipiack,] who 
was a member of the committee of confer- 
ence, shall go without any reply. 
us distinctly that personally he disapproved 
of this provision, but found himself so much 
embarrassed in the conference that he had 
to yield his personal opinion in order to 
secure a report. What does this amendment 
propose? it proposes the creation of three 
new oflicers, and that, too, at a time when the 
honorable gentleman who was just now occu 
pying the Speaker’s chair [Mr. Dawes] has 


I yield 


introduced here, with the approval of the | 
Secretary of the Treasury, as | understand, a | 


bill to reduce the number of revenue officers 
by fifteen hundred or two thousand. In view 
of this fact, this proposition is to my mind 
very objectionable. Admit all the good that 
has been suggested, and still, in view of the 
fact that this same proposition has been over 


and over again before us for two years past, | 


and we have heard these same stories about 
these mythical amounts of money that can be 
secured by these spies and detectives, still I sub- 


mit that the Department which proposes now | 


so immense a reduction in their number of 


officers must certainly have a sufficient force | 
at present to perform all the duties contem- | 


plated by this amendment. 
tion, 


This is one objec- 


But there are still stronger objections to this | 


scheme of pouncing down upon merchants 


and corporations by designing men whose | 


interest it is to plunder them and to black- 


mail them. You will observe that itis adroitly | 


made to appear that the Government shall 
expend no money in the way of salary. But 
there is a further provision which makes it 


desirable for one of these men to squeeze out | 


of any man whom he may be able to frighten, 
just as you saw it in the early part of the 
collection of the revenue, as large a sum of 
money as possible. 


where the officers had that right as is provided 
in this proposition. What was the result? 
Why, sir, in very many instances, these offi- 
cers went to merchants and demanded their 
books, and then, upon some flimsy pretext, 
declared that the merchants had violated the 
law and they were going to proceed to arrest 
them. I know of one instance in which a 
merchant, who was subsequently shown to 
be an upright man, who it was subsequently 
shown had never either intentionally or unin- 
tentially committed any wrong against the 
revenue laws, in order to avoid the exposure 
and arrest at that time of these black-mailers, 


the | 


What are the provisions | 


He tells | 


There were not a few | 
such cases; there were cases in my own city | 
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absolutely paid $1,000. That money was paid ; 
but the merchant subsequently caused the arrest 
of those two revenue officers, and they not only 
gave the money back, but were tried for what 


they had done; and it was only by a sort of 
subterfuge that they were acquitted in the 
United States court at Philade!lph a. 


Now, this provision may have ref 
a higher c 


rence to 
lass of plunderers ; but the opera- 
tion of such legislation must be the same; and 
at atime when we are proposing to simplify 
the collection of the revenue, to raise revenue 
from a reduced number of articles and to col- 


lect it solely by stamps, there can be no pos- 


sible necessity for any such provision as this. 
I hope the House will have the good sense to 
vote down the proposition, as it has repeatedly 
heretotore voted down 
propositions of the same kind. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Mr. Speaker, I wish to add 
two or three words, which perhaps | ought to 


} 


almost unanimously 


have said before taking my seat a few moments 
ago. This bill is, to use a common phrase, 
one of the cleanest that we have had for years 
under this title. Kverybody understands that 
when the two Houses disagree upon a measure 


| of this kind, and there are numerous amend- 


ments, there must be mutual concessions. 

[ repeat most distinctly that | am opposed 
to the proposition now under discussion, as | 
have been whenever it has been presented. 
Stull, | was overruled, as were the other con- 
ferees on the part of the House, by the repre- 
sentations made to us on the part of the Sen- 
ate. ‘The question now presented to the House 
assumes this form: shall we reject this report 
and hazard another committee of conference 


on account of this single objectionable propo- 


sition, when it is provided that no compensa- 
tion shall be allowed to these officers unless 


| they recover money for the Government? In 


other words, they are to get for their services 
a portion of the money they recover. Under 
these circumstances, | for one have felt con- 
strained to yield my personal opposition to 
this single provision and to sign the report. I 
would regret to see the bill lost on this ac- 
count, though I do not wish to be considered 
as at all responsible for the provision now 
under discussion. 

Mr. RANDALL, 
losing the bill. 

Mr. ARCHER. Is not the Secretary of the 
Treasury himself opposed to this provision ? 

Mr. NIBLACK. I am not authorized to 
say that the Secretary of the Treasury is op- 
posed to it; but he has been represented to 
us as Opposed to it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I rise to ask a parlia- 
mentary question: whether it would not be 
competent for the House to recommit this 
report with instructions to strike out this sec- 
tion? 


The SPEAKER. 


There is no danger of 


A conference under such 


| instructions would not be a free conference; 


but the House, of course, can have a limited 
conference if it so desires. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the Speaker guide 
me in making a motion which will accomplish 
my object? 

The SPEAKER. The motion 


which the 


| gentleman has stated would be a competent 


moon. 


Mr. RANDALL. The bill is not in the 
slightest danger by our rejection of that 


| amendment. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire, befure 
calling the previous question, to say a word 
upon two points which have been referred to 
in this discussion. TF irst,as to salaries; the 
Senate sent over to us amendments increasing 
seventy-nine salaries, the increase amounting 
in the aggregate to $116,000. The conference 
committee brings you back a report proposing 
an increase of only eight salaries, and two ol 
these are salaries in which the House, in other 
votes on this and other bills, has already indi- 
cated its purpose to increase. So that besides 


these two salaries we concede an increase of || previous question. 


| the other point. 
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but six salaries, instead of the seventy-nine 
proposed by the Senate, 
Mr. HOLMAN. 


taken us to 


Is not the gentleman mis 
the action of the House? Was 
not our action contined to one office, that ot 
Second Comptroller? 

“Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. In this bill 
there was in another form an inerease of the 
salary of the Register. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Simply for a single year. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. No; the gen- 
tleman is mistaken. On motion of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, | Mr. Dawes, } an in- 
crease was granted to the Registerin the form 
of fees tor signing bonds. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But that was only a tem- 
porary increase—not permanent, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Now, I say to 
the House that we bring back to it a bill with 
the increase of salaries struck out in seventy- 
one out of those seventy-nine cases in which 
the Senate proposed an increase. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The Senate struck out 
our provision for a percentage, and included 
the Register in this increase. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Certainly; so 
that now the five judges of the Court of Claims, 


| the Second Comptroller of the Treasury, the 


Ktegister of the Treasury, Mr. Allison, and the 
supervising architect the only otlicers 
whose salaries are raised by the bill. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, | turn for a moment to 
No member of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations was more opposed or is 
more opposed to the idea of moieties than L. 
I was opposed to putting on the clause to which 
the several gentlemen have referred. We 
found the Senate making thisstatement. The 
Senate conferees told us they had reason to 
believe single corporations had covered up 
under the form of stock accounts and other 
bonds $500,000 which ought to have been paid 
into the ‘Treasury as au income tax. And they 
had reason to believe this provision would 
enable the Secretary of the Treasury to secure 
the * that Lhe Senate 


ure 


repayment of sun, 
conferees were a uniton this subject, and not- 
withstanding all the representations we made, 
they would not give way. Ido not believe a 
better result can be had if we vote a dozen 
conferences. IL have no personal pride in this 
conference report; but 1 say at this stage of 


| the session, when this report has cost five ses- 


Sions of the contereuce committee to produce 
the result, [ should be sorry to see it defeated 
in this single point. I demand the previous 
question on the adoption of the report. 

Mr. RANDALL. Lask the gentleman to 
let me move to amend. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the previous ques- 
tion will be voted down. I desire to usk a 
parliamentary question, whether we have not 
the right to have another conference to take 
out that portion of this report? 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. SARGENT. Isit nota tree conference ? 

The SPEAKER. It is; at the same time 
it is better to recommit a bill, because the con 
ference committee will know precisely on what 
point the House voted to recommit. 

Mr. SARGENT. Is pot that course quite 
unusual ? 

The SPEAKER. | It is. 

Mr. BANKS. 1 desire to ask the gentleman 
from Ohio whetber the amendment in refer- 


I cannot. 


If the House so order it. 


| ence to removing the railway track near the 


Capitol gate provides for the removal of the 
track or defers the matter entirely? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. = It provides for 
the removal of the track and for the sending 
in of plans for any other proposed location, 
which is to be subject to the approval of Con- 
gress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is it in order to move to 
recommit the bill if the previous question be 
not seconded ? 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I demand the 











. 
: 
t 
: 


te ee 


there were—ayes 


The House 
66, noes 49; no qu 

The SPEAKER 
of Ohio, and Me 

The House ayn 


divided; and 
rum voting. 

appointed Mr. GarFigELD, 
NANDALL tellers. 


n divided : and there were— 


aye elgnty, noes not counted. 
So the pre ous qué stion Wa se onded and 
the main question ordered. 


Mr. RANDALL demanded the yeas and 
nays on the adoption of 
The yt is 
The q 
in the negative 
79; { 
YEA Messr Averill, Banks, Bingham, 
Blair aeor \I bot i LB 


the report. 
orde re : 
and it was decided 


yeas SU, nays 81, not voting 


ind nays were 
if mm Was laken; 
iow 


ae 


Austin 


ickley, Buffinton, Bur- 


chard, Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R. 
Butler, W im ‘T. Clark, Freeman Clarke, Cobb, 
Cotton, Crocker, Darrall, Dawes, Donnan, Dunnell, 
Klliott, Wildes D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, Hamble 
ton, Hawley, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, John W. 
Hazelton, Hill, Hour llooper Houghton, Kelley, 
Ketcham, Lamport, Lowe, Maynard, MeJunkin, 
Merriam, Monroe, Morphis, Negley, Niblack. Pack 
ard, Palmer, Isaae C. Parker, Perce, Platt, Poland, 
Porter, Rainey, Ellis H Koberts, Rusk, Sargent, 
Sessions, Shanks, H. Boardman Smith, John A, 
Smith, Worthington ( Smith, Soyder, Sprague, 
Starkweather Stevens, Stevenson Stoughton, 


Stowell, Swann, Taffe, Thomas, Washington Town 
send, Twichell, Upson, Wakeman, Walden, Wallace, 
Wheeler, Willard, Williams of Indiana, and John 
I Wil n si) 


NA YS—Messrs. Acker, Ambler, Archer, Arthur, 


A 
Bell, Beveridge, Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, 
James Brooks, Caldwell, Coburn, Coghlan, Conger, 
Conner, Crossland, Davi Duke, Eames, Kidredge, 
Farnsworth, Farwell, Finkelnburg, Getz, Golladay, 
Haldeman, Handley, Ilanks, Harper, Hay, Herndon, 
Hibbard, Holman, Kendall, Kerr, King, Lewis, 
Manson, MeCleliand, MeCormick, MeCrary, Me 
Grew, Mellenry, Melntyre, Mercur, Benjamin F. 
Meyers, Mitchell, Leonard Myers, Orr, Hosea W, 


Parker, Eli Perry. Price. Randall, 


( Read, Kdward 
Y. Rice, John M. Rice, William R. 


Roberts, Rogers, 


Roosevelt, Seofield, Sherwood, Shober, Shoemaker, 
Slater, Slocum, Sloss, R. Milton Speer, Storm, Suth- 
erland, Terry, Dwight Townsend, Turner, Tuthill, 
[yner, Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddell, Waldron, 
Whitthorne, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and Wood—sl. 
NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Ames, Barber, 
Barnum, Barry, Beatty, Beck, Bigby, Biggs, Boles, 
Bright, Campbell, Carroll, Comingo, Cox, Crebs, 
Creely. Criteher, De Large, Dickey, Dox, Du Bose, 


Duell, Ely, Forker, Charles Foster, Henry D. Foster, 
Garrett, Goodrich, Griffith, Hale, Halsey, Hancock, 


Harmer, George F. Harris, John T. Harris, Havens, 
Heretord, Kellogg, Killinger, Kinsella, Lamison, 
Lansing, Leach, Lyneh, Marshall, McKee, McKin- 
ney, McNeely, Merrick, Moore, Morey, Morgan, 
Packer, Peck, Pendleton, Aaron F. Perry, Peters, 
Potter, Prindle, Ritehie, Robinson, Sawyer, Seeley, 


Sheldon, Shellabarger, Snapp, Thomas J. Speer, 


Strong, St. John, Sypher, Van Trump, Walls, War- 
ren, Wells, Whiteley, Williams of New York, Win- 
chester, and Young—7¥. 

So the of the committee of confer- 
ence was not agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I recommit the 
report to the committee of conference. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I do not see 
how that done, the Senate having 
already acted upon the report. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Would not 
proper course be to appoint another commit- 
tee 7 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing in the 
rules preventing the recommittal of the report 
the same committee. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 
back to the same committee. 

Mr. SARGENT. 
to the 


re port 


move to 


Can be 


Let it go 


| think it should go back 
committee. | believe there has 
never couterence committee 
appoint d on the part of the House. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Have reports ever 
bern recommitted under such circumstances? 


Sale 


been a better 


The SPEAKER. Very frequently. It bas 
been done with this bill once already. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. Has it been done | 


afier a report has been acted upon by the 
Senate ? 

The SPEAKER. That does not interfere 
at all with the question of recommittal. 

Mr. WOOD. LI wish to inquire if it would 
be in order to express a hope that the com- 
mittee will stand by the action which the 
House bas just taken ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can ex- 
press that hope in public orin private. [Laugh- 
ter. ] 


the 


The question being taken on recommitting 
the report to the committee of conference, it 
was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the report was recommitted to 
the conference committee ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BEAVER LAKE, 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of 


unanimous consent, from 


INDIANA. 


Pennsylvania, by 
the Committee on 


| the Public Lands, reported back the bill (S. 


No. 616) to authorize the survey and sale of 
the lands forming the bed ot Beaver lake, in 
the State of Indiana, with a substitute. 

fhe SPEAKER, If there be no objection, 
only the substitute reported by the Committee 
on the Public Lands will be read. 

[here was no objection; and the substitute 
was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior be, and he js bereby, authorized and directed 
to cause all that part of the public domain known 
as the bed of Beaver lake, and situated in the 
county of Newton, in the State of Indiana, forming 
parts of township thirty north, ranges eight, nine 
and ten west, and of township thirty-one north, 
range nine west, to besurveyed and offered for sale 
in legal-ubdivisions at the court-house in the county 
ot Newton, first giving sixty days’ notice of the time 
and place ofsuch sale, by publication in some news- 
paper of general circulation published in the city 
of Indianapolis, Indiana, and also in some news- 
paper of general circulation published in said county 
of Newton. 

Sec. 2. That all actual settlers upon,and inhabit- 
ants of, any parts of the lands forming said bed of 
Beaver lake on the lst day of January, A. D. 1871, 
who have made permanent improvements there- 
on, upon proof, satistactory to the Secretary of the 
Luterior, of such setthement andimprovement prior 
to that date, shall have priority of purchase of the 
fullamount of said lands so occupied and improved 
by them, at the rate of $1 25 per acre for said lands 
and improvements; and that all holders of any 
parts of said lands, by purchase in good faith and 
for a valuable consideration, mediately or imme- 
diately from the State of Indiana, or its assigns, or 


| from Michael G. Bright, or his assigns, or by devise 


| not exceeding, however, $13,000. 


| reconsider be laid on the table. 


or inheritance from such purehbaser, shall be entitled 
to enter the lands so held, in legal subdivisions, at 
the land office at Indianapolis, indiana, at the price 
of $1 25 per acre, in preference to all other persons: 
Provided, however, That nothing herein contained 
shall be so construed as to make any vendor liable 
to his vendee for any purchase-money that may 
have been paid, excepting to the extent of the 
amount that such vendee may be required to pay in 
order to perfect his title underthe provisions of this 
act ; nor shall anything herein contained be so con- 
strued as to prevent any vendor from recovering 
from his vendee any unpaid purchase-money, ex- 
cepting that such vendee may havean abatement of 
such purchase-money, to the extent of any sum he 
may have paid, pursuant to the provisions of this 
act, for the purpose of perfecting his title. 

Src. 3. That the residue of said lands shall be dis- 


price not less than $1 25 per acre. 
Ae 


Mr. HOLMAN. I ask leave to offer the 
following amendment, to go in at the end of 
the first section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, directed out of the proceeds of said land to 


pay to the State of Indiana the sum of money actu- 
ally expended by said State in draining said lake, 


Mr. HOLMAN. I trust there will be no 
objection to that amendment. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. 
to admitting it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 


not object 


I object 


State. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. That | 
question has been considered, and I cannot 
admit the amendment. 
The substitute reported by the Committee 
on the Public Lands was agreed to. 


The bill, as amended, was ordered to be read 
a third time; and it was accordingly read the | 
third time, and passed. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, moved | 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill was | 
passed; and also moved that the motion to | 


I trust the gentleman will | 
The money which has made this 
land valuable ought to be refunded to the | 


| posed of at publie sale to the highest bidder ata | 





The latter motion was agreed to. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


j 





Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, also 
moved that the title of the bill be changed go 
as to read: ‘**A bill for the sale of lands 
reclaimed by the drainage of Beaver lake 
Indiana.’’ , 

The motion was agreed to; and the title was 
changed accordingly. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I now 
move that the House proceed to the considera- 
tion of business on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House proceed to the 
consideration of the concurrent resolution of 
the Senate, tendering the thanks of Congress to 
the people of the State of Connecticut for the 
statues of Jonathan Trumbull and Roger 
Sherman, and accepting these works of art in 
the name of the nation. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. There 
will be three bours of speeches on that rego- 
lution. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Lunderstood 
that Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, 


,and Friday of this week were set apart for 


is privileged. 


| honorably discharged 


debate on the tariff, 

Mr. DAWES. I have been very desirous 
of moving that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the tariff. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Bur.er, } to 
proceed to business on the Speaker's table, 
The motion of the gentleman 
from Connecticut, [Mr. KELLOGG,| being a 
motion to suspend the rules, is of higher 
privilege. 

The question being taken on Mr. KELLoGG’s 
motion, there were—ayes 53, noes 71. 

So (two thirds not having voted in favor 
thereof ) the rules were not suspended. 

Mr. COBURN. I move to suspend the 
rules for the consideration of the bill to enable 
soldiers and sailors, 
their widows and children, to obtain home- 
steads on the public lands of the United 
States. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I wish 
to know how the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Cosurn] got the floor to make that 


| motion? 


The SPEAKER. 


The moment the gentle- 


| man from Massachusetts [Mr. BurLer] moved 





to proceed to business on the Speaker’s table 
his possession of the floor was exhausted. 
He does not now occupy the floor, and the 
gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Copurn] moves 
to suspend the rules for the purpose of bring- 
ing before the House the bill whose title he 
has given. 

The Chair would further say, and he desires 
the attention of the gentleman from Massaciu- 
setts, that he has the right to make his motion 
to proceed to business on the Speaker's table 
by a suspension of the rules. That would take 
precedence of any other suspension of the rules. 
If the gentleman desires to try the sense of 
the House on that, the Chair would entertain 
the motion. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I do not 
desire to make my motion so that it will 
require a two-thirds vote to suspend the rules, 
unless it be necessary. 

The SPEAKER. Then, so long as any one 
desires to move to suspend the rules, of course 
the gentleman’s motion cannot be put. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Well, I 
will move to suspend the rules to go to busi- 
ness on the Speaker’s table. We have not 
been to the business on the Speaker’s table 
this session, and many Senate bills have not 
been referred to the committees which nave 
to consider them. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman con- 
fine his motion so that we shall go to the 
Speaker’s table to consider bills for reference 
only and such as are not objected to? 

Mr. SARGENT. There are bills upon the 


Speaker's table that passed the House and in 





1872. 





which the Senate has made some amend- 
ment. There is no necessity to refer those 
bills. 

The SPEAKER. The suggestion is made 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania { Mr. 
RanpaLL] that the House proceed to the busi- 
ness on the Speaker's table for the purpose of 
considering such bills as there is no objection 
to, and such as are to be referred only. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
modify my motion in that way. I move 
suspend the rules to go to business on the 
Spe aker’s table. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
that motion ? 

The SPEAKER. 
the rules is not amendable. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman from 
Massachusetts will confine his motion to refer- 


Can I move to amend 


ences and to the passage of such bills as there || 


is no objection to, I, for one, should have no 
objection to his motion. 


Mr. BUTLER, of When 


Massachusetts. 


I do not 
to | 


The motion to suspend | 


there is objection to a bill the House will have | 


it all in their own hands. 

Mr. RANDALL. No, they wili not. 

The question was put on the motion of Mr. 
BurLer, of Massachusetts ; and there were— 
ayes 84, noes 44, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, 
tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. 
of Massachusetts, and Mr. 
appointed. 

‘the House again divided; 
reported—ayes 85, noes 41. 

So the motion to proceed to business on the 
Speaker’s table was agreed to. 


-alled for 


BuTtLer, 
RANDALL, were 


and the tellers 


TREATY OF WASHINGTON. 

The SPEAKER, as the first business on 
the Speaker’s table, laid before the House 
the following message from the President of 
the United States: 


In answer to a resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of yesterday, I transmit a report of the 


fp 
|| Fannie M. 
| 
| 
| 


| FANNIE M. JACKSON. 

| The next business on the Speaker’s table 
H. R. No. 2042) for the relief of 
Jackson, of Tennessee, returned 
from the Senate with an amendment. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the 
ury to pay to Fannie M. Jackson, of the State 
of Tennessee, the sum of $1,890, in full for 
twelve bales of cotton seized by officers of the 
Treasury Department and the proceeds cov- 
ered into the Treasury of the United States. 

The amendment of the Senate was to strike 
out ** $1,890,’’ and insert in leu thereof 
‘* $698 68.”’ 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I am instructed 
by the Committee of Claims to move to non- 
concur in that amendment, and ask a commit- 
tee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
| the two Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 


| was the bill ( 


Treas- 


| 
G. 8. BAKER 
} 


The next business on the Speaker's table 

was the Senate amendinent to House bill No. 

| 112, for the relief of G. S. Baker, of Maryville, 
| Missouri, for the reissue of a certain bond. 

The amendment was to strike out the word 
| **identity’’ and insert the word ‘‘ indemnity.’ 

The SPEAKER. It is to correct an error 


| of enrollment. 


Secretary of State and copies of the British counter | 


case, and the volumes of appendices to the British 
cuse which accompany it. , 4 
U.S. GRANT. 

WASHINGTON, April 26, 1872. 

The message 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Let me sug- 
gest that we ought to make some arrangement 
tor the printing of the counter case. 

The SPEAKER. 
mittee on Foreign Affairs will undoubtedly 
immediately report a resolution for that pur- 

ose. 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York. He will have | 


no opportunity unless it be by unanimous con- 
sent of the House. 

The SPEAKER. It will have the same 
opportunity that exists now. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I suggest 
that the report be referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will 
frame a resolution for that purpose, he can 
have it referred to the Committee on Printing. 

NEW JERSEY SURFMEN. 

The next business on the Speaker’s 
was the bill (H. R. No. 501) authorizing the 
appropriation for the employment of surfmen 
at alternate life-saving stations on the New 


Jersey coast for the fiscal year ending June | 


30, 1872, to be expended in employing crews 
at such atationa, and for such periods, and at 
such compensation as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may deem reasonable, not to exceed 
forty dollars per month for each person em- 
ployed, returned from the Senate with an 
amendment. 

The amendment of the Senate was read as 
follows: 


_ On page 1, line two, after the word “ dollars,’ 
insert “‘or so much thereof as may be necessary.’’ 


The amendment of the Senate was con- 
curred in. 


42p Cone. 2p Sxess.—No. 182. 


table | 


was referred to the Committee | 


The chairman of the Com- | 


| 
| 
| 
| 


|| Mr. LOWE, 


‘The amendment was concurred in. 


| 
SPECIAL COMMISSIONERS OF CLAIMS. 


| The next business on the Speaker’s table 
| was the amendments of the Senate to House 
| bill No. 1149. to authorize the commissioners 
| of claims to appoint special commissioners to 
| take testimony, and for other purposes. 
The amendments were, in line seven, page 
1, strike out ‘‘five dollars’? and insert *‘ ten 
| cents per folio ;’’ in line nineteen, page 1, strike 
| out all after ‘‘them’’ down to and including 
| **amount’’ in line twenty, page 2; at the end 
| . . . . . 
of section three insert the following : 
| But no claim wae the amount exceeds $10,000 
| shall be examined, decided, and reported by the 
commissioners to C ongre ss, except the testimony on 
behalf of the claimant in such case shall have been 
taken orally before the commissioners, or some one 
of them personally, or shall have been taken pre- 
vious to the 3d day of March, 1871, to be used in the 


Court of Claims or before some Department of the 
Government. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I move that the 
amendments of the Senate be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, moved to recon- 
sider the vote just taken ; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ROBERT WILLIAMS, 


JR. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 

was the amendment of the Senate to House bill 
No. 1943, tor the relief of Robert Williams, 
jr., collector of third district of Ohio. 

The amendment was to add to the bill the 
following: 

And provided further, That such accounting offi- 


cers shall be satisfied by competent testimony that 
all such stamps were stolen without any default or 


| negligence on the part of said Williams or his 
agent. 
Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. { move that the 


amendment of the Senate be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, moved to recon- 
sider the vote just taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SETTLERS ON OSAGE LANDS. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the amendment of the Senate to House 
bill No. 878, for the relief of settlers on the 
Osage lands, in the State of Kansas. 

The amendment was to strike out all after 
| line seventeen, page 1, down to and including 
| ** Land Office,”’ in line twenty. 

I move that the amendment 


| be concurred in. 
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Mr. DICKEY. What are the words pro- 
posed = be stricken out ? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Let the words be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Prior to the 15th of November, 1871, as required 


by the instructions of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office. 
Why 


Mr. DICKEY. 
stricken out? 

Mr. STEVENSON. I had charge of this 
bill, and I have examined this amendment, 
and move that it be concurred in. 

Mr. DICKEY. For what reasons? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Ifthe Clerk will read 
the section as it will stand if the amendment 
is concurred in, the gentleman will the 
reason for it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


are those words 


see 


That any actual settler upon these lands who may 
have failed to pay for and enter the land settled 
upon by him under the act of July 15, 1870, shall 
have three months fromthe date of this act in which 
to file his declaratory statement, and shall be re- 
quired to prove up his claim and pay for the land 
before the lst day of January, 1873, &e. 


Mr. STEVENSON. The original bill lim- 
ited the benefit of this clause to those who had 
settled prior to November 15, 1871. Striking 
out those words extends the benefits of this 


act. 


Mr. DICKEY. Extends them how far? 

Mr. STEVENSON. To all who are 
tlers at the time of the passage of this act. 

The amendment of the Senate was con- 


set- 


| curred in. 


Mr. LOWE moved to reconsider the vote 
just taken; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PREEMPTORS OF PUBLIC 
The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the amendment of the Senate to House 
bill No. 864, toextend the time of payment for 
their lands by persons holding preémptions on 
the publie lands in the State of Minnesota. 

The amendments were to strike out ‘‘ State 
of Minnesota’ and insert ‘‘States of Minne- 
sota, Wisconsin, and Michigan, and Territory 
of Dakota;’’ in line four strike out ‘‘two years,”’ 
and insert ‘ year ;’’ amend the title so that 
it will read: 

An act to extend the time of 
lands by persons holding preémptions onthe public 
lands in the States of Minnesota, Wisconsin, and 
Michigan, and the Territory of Dakota. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I move that the amend- 
ments be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DUNNELL moved to reconsider 
vote just taken; and also moved that 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LANDS. 


one 


payment for their 


the 
the 


DEVELOPMENT OF MINING RESOURCES, 

The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was the amendment of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. No. 1016) to promote the development 
of the mining resources of the United States. 

Mr. SARGENT. The amendment which 
comes from the Senate is in the form of a 
substitute ; yet the variations from the bill as 
passed by the House are very trifling. I will 
say that the original bill was reported in this 
House unanimously from the Committee on 
Mines and Mining, and, after an explanation, 
was passed without a division. In the 
the Committee on Mines and Mining, and the 
Delegates and members of the House from the 
mining Territories and States, aided that com- 
mittee in perfecting the bill and improving its 
machinery. The bill is now entirely satisfac- 
tory to every Delegate and every member from 
the mining States and Territories, as well as 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining of this 
House. The substitute can be read at length 
if it be desired; yet the amendments are really 
merely verbal except as to one or two points, 

upon which | can make an explanation. 

The House bill provided that ‘‘ any per- 
son’’ might take up a mining claim. The 


Senate 
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Senate has struck out the words ‘any per- 
son’’ and substituted ‘‘any citizen of the 
United States or person who has declared his 
intention to become such.’ We are satisfied 
with that modification. Another amendment 
of the Senate reduces the length to which a 
quartz claim may extend from three thousand 
to fifteen hundred feet Ve assent also to this. 
We are satisfied that a quartz lode of fiiteen 
hundred feet will be perhaps as much as any 


company can profitably work. 


here is also in the Senate substitute a pro- 


vision that placer claims upon surveyed lands 


‘ 


shall conform wherever possible to the legal 
subdivisions. We believe this provisi yn will 


] 


operate well enough, and do not object to it. 
Another provision put on by the Senate, and 
I believe the last one of any materiality, is 
that where by the segregation of a mining 
claim in a section of forty acres there shall 
be left twenty or thirty acres of merely agri- 
cultural land, that land may be entered under 
the home tead or preemption AWS by any per- 
20n authorized to do so. 

These are all the substantial variations of 
the Senate substitute trom the House bill, and 
I ask that the amendment be cone irred in. 


Mr. ELDREDGE 


I call for the reading 
of the substitute. 


Ihe substitute was read as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert 
the following: 

That all valuable mineral deposits in lands be- 
longing to the United States, both surveyed and 
unsurveyed, are hereby declared to be free and 
open to exploration and purchase, and the lands in 
which they are found to occupation and purchase, 
by citizens of the United States and those who have 
declared their intention to become such, under reg- 
ulations prescribed by law, and according to the 
local customs or rules of miners, in the several 
mining districts, so far as the same are applicable 
and not inconsistent with the laws of the United 
States, 

Sec. 2. That mining claims upon veins or lodes of 
quartz or other rock in place bearing gold, silver, 
Clunabar, lead, tin, copper, or other valuable de- 
a heretofore located, shall be governed as to 

ength aiong the vein or lode by the customs, reg 
ulations, and laws in force at the date of their loca- 
tion. A mining claim located after the passage of 
this act, whether located by one or more persons, 
may equal, but shail not exceed, fifteen hundred 
feet in length along the vein or lode; but no loca- 
tion of a mining claim shall be made until the 
discovery of the vein or lode within the limits of 
the claim located, No claim shall extead more 
than three hundred feet on each side of the middle of 
the vein at the surface, nor shall any claim be lim 
ited by any mining regulation to less than twenty 
five feet on each side of the middle of the vein at 
the surface, except where adverse rights existing 
at the passage of this act shall render such limits 
tion necessary. The end lines of each claim shall 
be parallel to each other. 

Sec. 3. That the locators of all mining locations 
heretofore made, or which shall hereafter be made, 
on any mineral vein, lode, or ledge, situated on the 
public domain, their heirs and assigns, where no 
adverse claim exists at the passage of this act, so 
long as they comply with the laws of the United 
States, and with State, territorial, and local regula- 
tions notin conflict with said laws of the United 
States governing their possessory title, shall have 
the exclusive right of possession and enjoyment of 
all the surface included within the lines of their 
locations, and of all veins, lodes,and ledges through- 
out their entire depth, the top or apexof which lies 
inside of such surface lines extended downward ver- 
tically, although such veins, lodes, or ledges may 
80 fardepart trom a perpendicular in their course 
downward as to extend outside the vertical side 
lines of said surface locations: Provided, That their 
right of possession to such outside parts of said veins 
or ledges shall be confined tosuch pertions thereof 
as lie between vertical planes drawn downward as 
aforesaid, through the end lines of their locations, 
so continued in their own direction that such planes 
will intersect such exterior parts of said veins or 
ledges: And provided jurther, That nothing in this 
section shall authorize the locator or possessor of a 
vein or lode which extends in its downward course 
beyond the vertical lines of his claim to enter 
upon the surface of a claim owned or possessed by 
another. 

Src. 4. That wherea tunnel isrun forthe develop- 
ment of a vein or lede or for the discovery of mines, 
the owners of such tunnel shall have the right of 
possession of all veins or lodes within three thou- 
sand feet from the face of such tunnel on the line 
thereof, not previously known to exist, discovered 
in such tunnel, to the same extent as if discovered 
from the surface; and loeations on the line of such 
tunnel of veins or lodes not appearing on the sur- 
face, made by other parties after the commence- 
ment of the tunnel, and while the same is being 
prosecuted with reasonable diligence, shall be in- 
valid; but failure to prosecute the work on the 


abandonment of the right to all undiscovered veins 
on the line of said tunnel. 

Sro. 5. That the miners of each mining district 
may make rules and regulations not in conflict with 
the laws of the United States, or with the laws of 
the State or Territory in which the district is situ- 
ated, governing the location, manner of recording, 
amount of work necessary to hold possession of a 
mining claim, subjectto the following requirements: 
the location must be distinctly marked on the 
ground so that its boundaries can be readily traced. 
All records of mining claims hereafter made shall 
contain the name or names of the locators, the date 
of the location, and such a description of the claim 
or claims located by reference to some natural ob- 
ject or permanent monument as will identify the 
claim. On each claim located after the passage of 
this act, and until a patent shall bave been issued 
therefor, not less than one hundred dollars’ worth 
of labor shall be performed or improvements made 
during each year. On all claims located prior to the 
passage of this act ten dollars’ worth of labor shall 
be performed or improvements made for each one 
hundred feet in length along the vein until a patent 
shall have been issued therefor; but where such 
claims are held in common such expenditure may be 
made upon any one claim; and upon a failure to 
comply with these conditions, the claim or mine 
upon which such failure occurred shall be open to 
relocation in the same manner as if no location of 
the sume had ever been made: Provided, That the 
original locators, their heirs, assigns, or legal repre- 
sentatives, have not resumed work upon the claim 
after such failure and before such location. Upon 
the failure of any one of several coOwners to con- 
tribute his proportion of the expenditures required 
by this act, the coOwners who have performed the 
labor or made the improvements may, at the expir- 
ation of the year, give such delinquent codwner 
personal notice in writing, or notice by publication 
in the newspaper published nearest the claim, for at 
least once a week for ninety days, and if at the ex- 
piration of ninety days after such notice in writing 
or by publication, such delinquent should fail or 
refuse to contribute his proportion to comply with 
tifis act, his interest in the claim shall become the 
property of hiscoOwners who have made the required 
expenditure. 

sec. 6. That a patent for any land claimed and 
located for valuable deposits may be obtained inthe 
following manner: any person, association, or cor- 
poration authorized to locateaclaim under this act, 
having claimed and located a piece of land for such 
purposes, who has, or have, complied with the terms 
of this act, may file in the proper land office an 
application for a patent. under oath, showing such 
complianee, together with a plat and field-notes of 
the claim or claims in common, made by or under 
the direction of the United States surveyor general, 
showing accurately the boundaries of the claim or 
claims, which shall be distinctly marked by monu- 
ments on the ground, and shall post a copy of such 
plat, together with a notice of such application for 
a patent,in a conspicuous place on the land em- 
braced in such plat previous to the filing of the 
application for a patent, and shall file an affidavit 
ot at least two persons that such notice has been 
duly posted as aforesaid, and shall file a copy of said 
notice in such land office, and shall thereupon be 
entitled to a patent for said land, in the manner 
following: the register of the land office, upon the 
filing of such application, plat, field-notes, notices, 
and affidavits, shall publish a notice that such 
application has been made, forthe period of sixty 
days, in a newspaper to be by him designated as 
published nearest to said claim; and he shall also 
post such notice in his office for the same period. 
The claimant at the time of filing this application, 
or at any time thereafter, within the sixty days ot 
publication, shall file with the register a certificate 
of the United Statessurveyor general that $500 worth 
of labor has been expended or improvements made 
upon the claim by bimself or grantors; that the plat 
is correct, with such further description by such 
reference to natural objects or permanent monu- 
ments as shall identify the claim, and furnish an 
accurate description, to be incorporated in the pat- 
ent. At the expiration of the sixty days of publica- 
tion the claimant shall file his affidavit, showing 
that the plat and notice have been posted in a con- 
spicuous place on the claim during said period of 
publication. If no adverse claim shall have been 
filed with the register and the receiver of the proper 
jand office at the expiration of the sixty days of 
publication, it shall be assumed that the applicant 
is entitled to the patent, upon the payment to the 
proper officer of five dollars per acre, and that no 
adverse claim exists; and thereafter no objection 
from third parties to the issuance of a patent shall 
be heard, except it be shown that the applicant has 
failed to comply with this act. 

Sec. 7. That where an adverse claim shall be filed 
during the period of publication, it shall be upon 
oath of the person or persons making the same, and 
shall show the nature, boundaries, and extent of 
such adverse claim, and all proceedings, except the 
publication of notice and making and filing of the 
affidavit thereof, shall be stayed until the contro- 
versy shall have been settled or decided by a court 
of competent jurisdiction, or the adverse claim 
waived. Itshall be the duty of the adverse claim- 
ant, within thirty days after filing his claim, to com- 
mence proceedings in a court of competent jurisdic- 
tion, to determine the question of the right of pos- 
session, and prosecute the same with reasonable 
diligence to final judgment; and a failure so to do 
shall be a waiver of his adverse claim. After such | 
judgment shall have been rendered, the party enti- | 
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thereof, may, without giving further notice file 
certified copy of the judgment-ro!ll with the register 
of the land office, together with the certificate of t} ; 
surveyor general that the requisite amount of a 
has been expended, or improvements made thereon, 
and the description required in other cases, and shall 
pay to the receiver five dollars per acre for bis claim 
together with the proper fees, whereupon the whole 
proceedings and the judgment-roll shall be certified 
hy the register to the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, and a patent shall issue thereon for the 
claim, or such portion thereof as the applicant shal| 
appear, from the decision of the court, to rightfully 
possess. If it shall appear from the decision of the 
court that several parties are entitled to separate 
and different portions of the claim, each party may 
pay for his portion of the claim, with the proper 
fees, and file the certificate and description by the 
surveyor general, whereupon the register shall cer- 
tify the proceedings and judgment-roll to the Com 

missioner of the General Land Office, as in the pre- 
ceding case, and patents shall issue to the several 
parties according to their respective rights, Proof 
of citizenship under this act, or the acts of July 26 
1866, and July 9, 1870, in_the case of an individual’ 
may consist of his own affidavit thereof, and in case 
of an association of persons unincorporated, of the 
affidavit of their authorized agent, made on his own 
knowledge or upon information and belief, and in 
case of a corporation organized under the laws of 
the United States, or of any State or Territory of the 
United States, by the filing of a certified copy of 
their charter or certificate of incorporation; and 
nothing herein contained shall be construed to pre- 
vent the alienation of the title conveyed by a patent 
for « mining claim to any person whatever. 

Sec. 8. That the description of vein or lode claims, 
upon surveyed lands, shall designate the location of 
the claim with reference to the lines of the publie 
surveys, but need not conform therewith; but where 
a patent shall be issued as aforesaid for claims upon 
unsurveyed lands, the surveyor general, in extend- 
ing the surveys, shall adjust the same to the bound- 
aries of such patented claim, according to the plat 
or description thereof, but so as in no case to inter- 
fere with or change the location of any such patented 
claim. 

sxc. 9. That sections one, two, three, four, and six 
of an act entitled ** An act granting the right of way 
to ditch and canal owners over the publie lands, 
and for other purposes,”’ approved July 26, 1865, are 
hereby repealed, but such repeal shall not affect 
existingrights. Applicationstor patents for mining 


| claims now pending may be prosecuted to a final 


decision in the General Land Office; but in such 
cases where adverse rights are not affected thereby, 
patents may issue in pursuance of the provisions of 
this act; and all patents for mining claims hereto- 
fore issued under the act of July 26, 1866, shail con- 
vey all the rights and privileges conferred by this 
act where no adverse rights exist at the time of the 
passage of this act. 

Src. 10. That the act entitled ‘An act to amend 
an act granting theright of way to ditch and canal 
owners over the public lands, and for other pur- 
poses,’’ approved July 9, 1870, shall be and remain 
in full force, except as to the proceedings to obtain 
a patent, which shall be similar to the proceedings 
prescribed by sections six and seven of this act for 
obtaining patents to vein or lode claims; but where 
said placer claims shal! be upon surveyed lands, and 
conform to legal subdivisions, no futher survey or 
platshall be required. And all placer mining claims 
hereafter located shall conform as near as practica- 
ble with the United States system of public land 
surveys and the rectangular subdivisions of such 
surveys, and no such location shall include more 
than twenty acres for each individual claimant; 
but where placer claims cannot be conformed to 
legal subdivisions survey and plat shall be made as on 
unsurveyed lands: Provided, That proceedings now 
pending may be prosecuted to their final determin- 
ation under existing laws; but the provisions of this 
act, when not in conflict with existing laws, shall 
apply to such cases: Provided also, That where by 
the segregation of mineral lands in any legal sub- 
division a quantity of agricultural land less than 
forty acres remains, said tractional portion of agri- 
cultural land may be entered by any party quali- 
fied by law for homestead or preémption purposes. 

Sec. 11. That where the same person, association, 
or corporation isin possession of a placer claim, and 
also a vein or lode included within the boundaries 
thereof, application shall be made for a patent for 
the placer claim, with the statement that it includes 
such vein or lode, and in such case (subject to the 
provisions of this act and the act entitled ‘An act 
to amend an act granting the right of way to ditch 
and canal owners over the public lands, and for 
other purposes,’’ approved July 9, 1870) a patent 
shall issue for the placer claim, including such vein 
or lode, upon the payment of five dollars per acre 
for such vein or lode claim, and twenty-five feet of 
surface on each side thereof. The remainder of the 
placer claim, or any placer claim not embracing 
any vein or lode claim, shall be paid for at the rate 
of $2 50 per acre, together with all costs of proceed- 
ings: and where a vein or lode, such as is described 
in the second seé¢tion of this act, is known to exist 
within the boundaries of a placer claim, an appli- 
cation for a patent for such placer claim which does 
not include an application for the vein or lode claim 
shall be construed as a conclusive declaration that 
the claimant of the placer claim has no right of pos- 
session of the vein or lode claim; but where the 
existence of a vein or lodein a placer claim is not 
known, a patent for the placer claim shall convey 
all valuable mineral and other deposits within the 


tunnel for six months shall be eonsidered as an |‘ tled to the possession of the claim, or any portien \) boundaries thereof. 


rn 
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Sec. 12. That the surveyor general of the United 
States may appoint in each land district containing 
mineral lands as many competent surveyors as shall 
apply for appointment to survey mining claims, 
The expenses of the survey of vein or lode claims, 
and the survey and subdivision of placer claims into 
smaller quantities than one hundred and sixty acres, 
together with the cost of publication of notices, 
shall be paid by the applicants, and they shall beat 
liberty to obtain the same at the most reasonable 
rates, and they shall also be at liberty to employ any 
United States deputy surveyor to make the survey. 
[he Commissioner of the General Land Office shall 
also have power to establish the maximum charges 
for surveys and publication of notices under this 
act: and, in case of excessive charges for publiea- 
tion, he may designate any newspaper published in 
a land district where mines are situated for the pub- 
lication of mining notices in such district, and fix 
the rates to be charged by such paper; and, to the 
end that the Commissioner may be fully informed on 
the subject, each applicant shall file with the regis- 
tera sworn statement of all charges and fees paid by 
said applicant for publication and surveys, together 
with all fees and money paid the register and the 
receiver of the land office, which statement shall be 
transmitted, with the other papers in the case, tothe 
Commissioner of the General Land Office. The fees 
of the register and the receiver shall be five dellars 
each for filing and acting upon each application for 
patent or adverse claim filed, and they shall be 
allowed the amount fixed by law for reducing testi- 
mony to writing, when done in the land office, such 
tees and allowances to be paid by the respective 
parties; and no other fees shall be charged by them 
insuchcases. Nothing inthis actshall beconstrued 
to enlarge or affect tne rights of either party in 
regard to any property in controversy at the time 
of the passage of this act, or of the act entitled 
“An act granting the rightof wayto ditch and canal 
owners over the public lands, and for other pur- 
poses,”’ approved Jd uly 26, 1866, norshall this act affect 
any right acquired under said act; and nothing in 
this act shall be construed to repeal, impair, or in 
any way affect the provisions of the act entitled 
“An act granting to A. Sutro the right of way and 
other privileges to aid in the construction of a drain- 
ing and exploring tunnel to the Comstock lode, in 
the State of Nevada,”’ approved July 25, 1866, 

Sec. 13. ‘That all affidavits required to be made 
under this act, or the act of which it is amendatory, 
may be verified before any officer authorized to ad- 
minister oaths within the land district where the 
claims may be situated, and all testimony and 
proofs may be taken before any such oflicer, and 
when duly certified by the officer taking the same, 
shall have the same force and effect as if taken 
before the register and the receiver of the land 
office. In cases of contest as to the mineral or 
agricultural character of land, the testimony and 
proofs may be taken as herein provided on per- 
sonal notice of at least ten days to the opposing 
party; or if said party cannot be found, then by 
publication of at least once a week for thirty days 
in a newspaper, to be designated by the register of 
the lund oflice as published nearest to the location 
of such land; and the register shall require proef 
that such notice has been given. 

Sec. 14. That where two or more veins intersect 
or eross each other, priority of title shall govern, 
and such prior location shall be entitled to all ore 
or mineral contained within the space of intersec- 
tion: Provided, however, That the subsequent loca- 
tion shall have the right of way through said space 
of intersection for the purposes of the convenient 
working of the said mine: And provided also, That 
where two or more veins unite, the oldest or prior 
location shall take the vein below the point of 
union, including all the space of intersection. 

Sec. 15. That where non-mineral land not contig- 
uous to the vein or lodé is used or occupied by the 
proprietor of such vein or lode for mining or milling 
purposes, snch non-adjacent surface ground may be 
embraced and included in an application for a pat- 
ent for such vein or lode, and the same may be pat- 
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No. 286) to perpetuate testimony in the courts 
of the United States. 


The amendment of the Senate was read, as 
follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill 
and insert the following: 

That hereafter all depositions taken de bene esse, 
to be used in any civil cause depending in any court, 
in any district court of the United States for the 
causes and before the officers mentioned in section 
thirty of the act to establish the judicial courts of 
the United States, approved September 24, 1789, 
shall be taken upon reasonable notice, to be given 
in writing by the party or his attorney proposing to 
take such deposition, to the opposite party or bis 
attorney of record, which notice shall state the 
name of the witness and the time and place of the 
taking of his deposition. And in all cases in rem, 
the person having the agency or possession of the 
property at the time of seizure shall be deemed the 
adverse party until a claim shall have been put in. 
And whenever, by reason of absence from the dis- 
trict and want of an attorney of record, or other 
reason, the giving of the notice herein required 
shall be impracticable, it shall be lawful to take 
such depositions as there shall be urgent necessity 
for taking, upon such notice as any judge author- 
ized to hold courts in such circuit or district shall 
think reasonable and direct. But this act shall not 
be construed to affect the power of any such court 
to cause testimony to be taken under commission, 
according to the course of the common law, to be 
used therein. 


Mr. POLAND. Mr. Speaker, this bill came 
from the Committee on the Revision of the 
Laws. They have examined this substitute, 
and recommend that the House concur. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


JAMES A. BELL 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was the amendment of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. No. 2036) for the relief of James A. 
Bell. 


The Clerk read the amendment of the Sen- 
ate, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill, 
and in lieu thereof insert the following: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is, 
authorized and directed to issue to James A. Beil 
registered stock of the several loans and classes 
specified below in lieu of five-twenty United States 
six per cent. coupon bonds as follows, to wit: No. 
80499, five-twenties of 1862, fourth series, issued 
under act of February 25, 1862, for $1,000; No. 151606, 
consols of 1865, issued under act of March 3, 1865, 
for $1,000; No. 76709, consols of 1865, issued under 
act of March 3, 1865, for $500; Nos. 174731 and 174732, 
each for $1,000 consols of 1867, issued under act of 
March 3, 1865; No. 95415 consols of 1867, issued 
under act of March 3, 1865. for $500; Nos. 202274, 


WIT 


| bill by consols? 
| provided for? 


ented therewith, subject to the same preliminary || 


requirements as to survey and notice as are applica- 


ble under this act to veins or lodes: Provided, That | 


no location hereafter made of such non-adjacent 


land shall exceed five acres, and payment for the | 


same must be made at the same rate as fixed by this 
act for the superficies of the lode. The owner of a 
quartz-mill or reduction-works, not owning a mine 
in connection therewith, may also receive a patent 
for his mill-site, as provided in this section. 

Sec. 16. That all acts and parts of acts inconsist- 


ent herewith are hereby repealed : Provided, That | 


nothing contained in this act shall be construed to 
impair, in any way, rights or interests in mining 
property acquired under existing laws. 

Mr. SARGENT. The substitute having 


now been read, I call for a vote on its adop- 
tion. 


The amendment of the Senate was con- | 


curred in. 


Mr. SARGENT moved to reconsider the 


vote by which the Senate amendment was con- 


curred in; and also moved that the motion to | 


reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


PERPETUATION OF TESTIMONY. 
The next business on the Speaker's table 


2275, and 225337, consols of 1867, issued under act 
of March 3, 1865, for $100 each; No. 112311, consols 
of 1887, issued under act of March 3, 1865, for fifty 
dollars, upon proof satisfactory to the Secretary 
of the Treasury of the destruction of the originals, 
and upon said James A. Bell giving bond, with 
sufficient surety, to indemnify the United States 
against any loss resulting therefrom. 


Mr. MERRIAM. That bill was passed 
unanimously by the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. BINGHAM. What is meant in this 

Where in the statutes is it 
I think this amendment of the 
Senate ought to be referred. 

Mr. DICKEY. Let it be referred 
Committee of Claims, with power to 
at any time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move that the bill and 
Senate amendment be referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill and amendment was 
referred; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DIRKCT TAXES STATES. 


The next business on the Speaker’s table 
was Senate amendments to an act (H. R. No. 
106) for the relief of purchasers of lands for 
direct taxes in the insurrectionary States. 

The Clerk read the Senate amendments, as 
follows: 


to the 
report 


IN INSURRECTIONARY 


Page 1, line twenty-one, strike out after“ any,” 
in said line, down to and including “‘jurisdiction,”’ 


| in line one, page 2, and insert “* United Sates court.” 


Page 2, line eight, strike out *‘ court of competent 


jurisdiction,” and insert ** United States court ;” so 


it will read: — 
Sec. 2. That in all cases where the owner of any 


was the Senate amendment to the bill (H. KR. || land sold for taxes as aforesaid, his heirs or assigns, 
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shall recover the same from the purchaser, his heirs 
or assigns, without collusion on his or their part, by 
the judgment of any United States court, by reason 
of a failure, without his or their fault or neglect, of 
the title of the purchaser derived from said sale, 
the Secretary of the Treasury, on the payment into 
the Treasury, by the clerk, of the money deposited 
with him as aforesaid, and on being satisfied that 
any purchaser, his heirs or assigns, without his or 
their collusion, has been evicted trom or turned out 
of possession of any such land by the judgment of 
any United States court in the manner betore men- 
tioned, is hereby authorized, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to repay 
to the person or persons entitled thereto a sum of 
money equal to that originally paid by the pur- 
chaser of the land so recovered, if the same has 
been paid into the Treasury. 

The amendments of the 
curred in. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the amendments were con- 
curred in; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Senate were con- 


ELIZABETH MARDING, 


The next business on the Speaker's table 
was an amendment of the Senate to an act 
(H. R. No. 1946) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth Harding. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out * the lst day of January, 1870,” and in- 
sert ‘‘ passage of this act;’’ so it will read; 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place upon the 
pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limita 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth 
Harding, mother of Jasper H. Harding, late a pri 
vate in company A, seventy-sixth regiment Penn- 
sylvania volunteers, to take effect from the passage 
of this act. 


The amendment of the Senate was con- 
curred in. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, notifying the 
House that that body had passed without 
amendment a bill (H. R. No. 206) for the 
relief of George C. Haynie. 

Phe further announced that the 
Senate had passed a bill (S. No. 548) for the 
relief of Thomas Hughes; in which the con 
currence of the House was requested. 

ihe message further announced that the 
Senate had adopted the concurrent resolution 
of the House recommitting the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No, 
1060) making appropriations for tne legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the year ending June 380, 1873, 
and for other purposes. 


message 


JONATHAN TRUMBULL 
The SPEAKER. The following concurrent 
resolutions of the Senate are the next busi- 
ness in order on the Speaker's table. 
The resolutions were read, as follows: 


AND ROGER SHERMAN. 


Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representa- 
tives concurring,) That the thanks of Congress are 
presented to the Governor, and through him to the 
people of the State of Connecticut, for the statues 
of Jonathan Trumbull and Roger Sherman, whose 
names are so honorably identified with our revo- 
lutionary history. 

Resolved, That these works of art are accepted in 
the name of the nation, and assigned a place in the 
old Hall of the House of Representatives, already set 
aside by act of Congress for statues of eminent citi- 
zens, and that acopy of this resolution, signed by the 
President. of the Senate and Speaker of the House 
of Representatives, be transmitted to the Governor 
of Connecticut. 


The SPEAKER. 
currence. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. Mr. Speaker, 
in accordance with the invitation of Congress 
to the State of Connecticut to furnish statues 
of two of her citizens ‘‘ who have been illus 
trious for their historic renown or for distin- 
guished civil or military services,’ it 


The question is on con- 


has be- 


come the duty of my colleagues of the two 
Houses of Congress and myself to present to 
the nation, in the name of the General Assem- 
bly and the pe »ple of the State of Connecticut, 
the marble statues of Jonathan Trumbull! and 
of Roger Sherman. 





eee ete be 


4 
_ 
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These statues, beautiful in design and work- 
mauship, representing these illustrious char- 
t | n placed in the old Hall of the 


acters, have bee 
House of epresentatives, and are appropri- 


ely located by the side of the marble ethgy 
of the great Washington, and that Chamber, 
rich in precious memories, is already conse 
crated anew by their presence, 

Here the hiustrio dead speak to the 
living, and hereafter the forum which was 
filled but yesterday with the eloquent utter 


ances of the great statesmen that have passed 
: : 

away is to witness in their stead the silent 

assemblage } gathering from all the States 


These, who in their lives 


annals illustrious, will by their 


“4 , 
of this Kepublic 

} 
have muda 


pre sence tt spire our patriotism and animate 
us by their example. The Commonwealth 
since its first settlement as a colony, two cen- 
turies and a half ago, in every period of its 


history presented an ample field for selection. 
Here were the early founders of the State, 


the statesinen, the divines 


and the military 
heroes of the Indian and French wars 
Looking back to the first settlement of the 
colony, Haynes, the first Gov 
ernor, and Hopkins and Winthrop, Ludlow 
and Hooker, men of powerful and cultivated 
minds, originating and constructing the first 
New World; the 
pattern for all that followe d and the type ot 
the Federal Constitution itself. Then came 
the revolutionary period with a multitude of 


there were 


Written constitution in the 


illustrious names in civil and military life. 
Chere were Trumbull and Sherman, and Ells- 
worth and Huntington, and Putnam and War 
ner, and Silliman and Wooster, and Knowl 
ton, the memory of all of whom is held in 
affectionate veneration by the people The 
selection of Trumbull and Sherman from a 
list so crowded with names that challenge the 
grateful admiration of every son of Connec 
ticut is no common honor. 

Jonathan Trumbull was born in Lebanon, 
Connecticut, on the 12th of October, 1710. 
His advantages for a quiring an education were 
all that could be the age of 
thirteen he entered Harvard College and grad 


uated in 1727. 


desired, and at 


m By his colle re mates,’’ says 
his biographer, ‘‘he was universally beloved. 
he great solidness and sincerity of his con- 
duct particularly attracted respect.”’ 
he attained his majority he became prominent 
in the politics of the colony, and his counsels 
were highly prized. In 1733, at the age of 
twenty thonree, he was elected by his tellow cil 
izens of Lebanon to represent them in the Gen- 
eral As 


othee for several years in succession, and was 


sembly. Ee was chosen to fill the same 
three times chosen speaker. [It was a success 
rarely attained in those days that any one at 
the age of twenty-nine should be called to pre- 
side over sucha ody. 

From 1740 to 1750, Trumbull, by 
the people, held the 
four years he was 


a vote of 
othee of assistant. For 
judge of the county court. 
During this time he was actively engaged in 
business as amerchant. He sent hisown ships 
to the West Indies, and to London and Liver- 
pool he difficulties that arose between Eng- 
and and Spain in 1739, and between England 
and France in 1744, which continued until the 
peace of Aix-la Chapelle, threatened the com- 
mercial interests of the colonies. During all 
this period Trumbull was constantly engaged 
in raising and equipping troops, and in other 
active military service. 

in 1756, and again in 1758, he received the 
appointment of colonial agent to Great Britain, 
and as a merchant extensively engaged in 
foreign trade with London and Liverpool, and 
with Amsterdam and Hamburg, and in avaried 
public service, his life was one of ceaseless 
activity and labor. ‘*So that,’’ says his biog- 
rapher, ‘‘with the thirty-seven years that 
elapsed trom 17383 to 1770—covering thus far 
the whole sphere of his publie life—Trumbull 
seven times represented his native town as 


Soon after 


ticut, during three of which he occupied the 
honorable post of speaker of the house; was 
twenty two years; was 
chosen for one year aside judge, and for seven- 
teen years chief judge of the county court of 
Windham, and for nineteen years judge of pro 
bate for the same district; was twice made 
justice of the peace, was ouce elected an assist- 
ant judge, and thrice chief justice of the 
superior courts of the colony, and twice its 
Deputy Governor,’’ and in 1769 he was elected 
Governor of Connecticut, and continued in 
that position until within two years of his death. 

When the stamp act was about to be put in 
execution in Connecticut, Governor Fitch 
assembled his council. Trumbull and a major- 
ity of his associates remonstrated with great 
earnestness. ‘They said : 

‘Tt is in violation of your provincial oath! By 
the dreadful name of God you have sworn to labor 


for the good of this colony, and you are now prepar- 
ing to labor for its ruin.” 


chosen assistant for 


From the first he maintained that the en- 
croachments of the Crown would hasten sep- 
aration, and be made active preparation to 
defend the rights of the colony. It may be 
claimed unquestionably that no one among 
the leading men in the colonies saw the ten- 
dency of events more clearly than Trumbull, 
or was more decided in defending their rights. 
Krom the breaking out of hostilities to the 
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During his public life, and especially during 
the Revolution, his influence was controlling. 
His was the great organizing force in the col- 
ony, and he inspired all the people with a 
grand measure of patriotism, and with faith 
and zeal that were unconquerable. In private 
life he was a model—a model in integrity, 
public spirit, and generous charities. He 
fostered common scbools for the general edy 
cation of the people, and the building of 
churches with a faithful, educated ministry - 
and he has left the sanction of his great name 


and example to every good work. ‘To-day. 


| everywhere within the limits of our Common 


wealth, the memory of Jonathan Trumbull is 
revered only second to the memory of Wash- 
ington. 

In the brief time [ am to occupy it is im 
possible to do justice to a character whose 
life fills so large a space in history. His ser 
vices are his best and most enduring memorial. 

On the 17th of August, 1798, at the age of 
seventy-five years, in his own home and sur 
rounded by his kindred, holding with a strong 
grasp the Christian faith which in his life he 
had so well illustrated, he closed his earthly 
labor. Near the old family mansion and the 
‘* War Office’? where Washington and La Fay- 


| ette came to hold consultation with him in the 


close of the war there was no man in civil life 


upon whom Washington more fully relied for 
aid In every emergency. 

On his suggestion the colony was constantly 
engaged in the manufacture of clothing, arms, 
powder, and other munitions of war. Nocol- 
ony furnished so much of this material for the 
Army as Connecticut. His administrative 
ability was equally manifest in recruiting. 
Connecticut, with its limited population, fur- 
nished more men for the different campaigns 
than any State except Massachusetts, and, 
counting the aggregate length of service, 
equaled Massachusetts. At no time during 
the Revolution could Connecticut number more 
than forty thousand fighting men, yet she put 
thirty-one thousand nine hundred and fifty- 
nine in the field. Her population was but 
eight per cent. of the entire population of the 
colonies, but she furnished more than four- 
teen per cent. of the continental troops. Im- 
mediately after the British were forced from 
Boston, Putnam was ordered by Washington 
to the command in New York. It was a time 


| of great anxiety, and Trumbull thus exhorted 


the young men: 


** Join yourselves to some one of the companies of 
mnilitia now ordered to New York, or form your- 


| selves into distinct companies and choose captains 


forthwith. March on. This shall be your warrant : 
lay the man for God and the cities of our God, 
May the Lord of hosts, the God of the armies of 
Israel, be your leader.”’ 
And his appeal was never unheeded. 
Perhaps no more just estimate of this re- 
markable man has ever been made or more 


| fittingly expressed than by Dr. Bushnell. He 


Says: 


““Hewas one of those patient, true-minded men | 


that hold an even hand of authority in stormy times, 
and suffer nothing to fall out of place, either by ex- 
cess or defect of serving; to whom Washington could 
say, ‘1 cannot sufficiently express my thanks, not 
only for your constant and ready compliance with 
every request of mine, but for your prudent forecast 
in ordering matters so that your force has been col- 
lected and put in motion as soon as it has been 
demanded.’ 

* Neither let us forget in this connection what ap- 
pears to be sufficiently authenticated, that our Trum- 
bull is no other than the world-renowned Brotber 


| Jonathan, accepted as the suubriquet of the United 


deputy in the General Assembly of Connec- || 


States of America, Our Trumbull wasto Washing- | 
ton what the Seripture Jonathan was to David, a | 


true friend, a counselor, and stay of confidence— 
Washington’s brother.”’ 

And this mutual contidence between Wash- 
ington and Trumbull continued to the close 
of the war, so that the biographer of Washing- 
ton truly says: 

“* Washington relied on him as one of his main 
pillars of support, and that he was always foremost 


in Vigorous action, as well as in zeal and public 
spirit.” 





most trying days of the Revolution; near the 
village church wheré gathered the patriots on 
the first call to arms, and where under bis in 
spiration in a day a full company of men from 
that neighborhood wasraised, armed, equipped, 
and sent forward to support Putnam at the 
battle of Bunker Hill; in sight of the fields on 
the old homestead that he tilled, crowned 
with the ‘‘cedars of Lebanon,’’ his honored 
dust reposes. No costly monument is raised 
to his memory, but he lives immortal in a 
nation’s grateful honor. 

Mr. Speaker, in considering the character 
of Roger Sherman, [| shall not attempt to 
enumerate in detail the events of his lite, for 
that would require a history of the principal 
events of the revolutionary period. He was 
born at Newton, Massachusetts, on the 19ih 
of April, 1721. During his boyhood he en- 
joyed noadvantages for acquiring an education 
except such as the common school afforded, 
His father died when he was nineteen years 
of age, and the family being in moderate cu 
cumstances, he was apprenticed to a shoe 
maker. The story of bis eager pursuit of 
knowledge is familiar to the school-boys of 
this generation, and need not be repeated. 

In 1743 his widowed mother and family re- 
moved to New Milford, in Connecticut, and 
Sherman made the journey on foot, carrying 
the tools of his trade with him. And here, 
while at work on his bench, he kept a book 
for study constantly before him. He soon 
became well read in history and made himself 
master of mathematics. 

He made the mathematical calculations for 
an almanac known as ‘‘ Roger Sherman’s Al- 
manac,’’ which was published several years 
in New York. By untiring application be ac- 
quired a thorough knowledge of the law, and 
at the age of thirty-three was admitted to the 
bar. The next year he was chosen a repre- 
sentative to the General Assembly. 

In 1761 he removed to New Haven, and the 
apprenticed shoemaker became the treasurer 
ot Yale College, and in 1765 received an hon 
orary degree. The great events of the Revo 
lution were impending, great principles were 
discussed, and Sherman soon became the fore- 
most leader in the politics of the colony. Very 
few of the leading men seemed at first to com 
prebend the vital points in the controversy. 
!'o Sherman's logic the whole subject, with all 
its difficulties, was an open, well-traveled road. 
He demonstrated that the Parliament of Great 
Britain was not vested with the right of legis- 
lation for the colonies. Some of the ablest 
patriots stumbled here and would have con- 
ceded the essential point in dispute. This 1s 
well illustrated by a quotation from the diary 
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of John Adams, made while at New Haven 
on the 27th of August, 1774. Mr. Adams says: 


“This morning Roger Sherman, esq., one of the 
delegates from Connecticut, came to see us at the 
tavern of Isaac Beers. He is between fifty and sixty, 
a solid, sensible man. He said he read Mr. Otis’s 
Richts; &c., in 1764, and thought he had conceded 
away the rights of America. He thought the re- 
yerse of the declaratory act was true, namely, that 
the Parliament of Great Britain had authority to 
make laws for America in no case whatever.” 


Thus it will be seen that Mr. Sherman main- 
tained advanced ground, and was _ perhaps 
more influential in placing the issues between 


{| 


the colonies and the Crown on a correct basis 
than any of the great men of that time. He | 


was chosen and was present at the opening of 
the colonial Congress, and was selected by 
ballot with Adams, Jefferson, Livingston, and 
Franklin to draft the Declaration of Independ- 
During all the sessions of the Conti- 
nental Congress he was associated with the 


ence. 


great men of that time, and he was the peer | 


He was constant in his attend- 
ance, and unremitting in his labors, assuming 
his full share in its responsibilities. He ren- 
dered most important service on committees. 
He was a member of the Board of War and 
Ordnance, and of the Treasury, and of the 
Marine. In all his intercourse with his asso- 
ciates he seems invariably to have impressed 
upon them his own opinions. ‘This was done 
not by declamation, but by an appeal to their 
reason and judgment. No one was more 
capable of passing a correct jadgment on his 
character than John Adams, and he speaks of 
him as possessed of ‘‘the clearest head and 
the steadiest heart.’’ 

In the Federal Convention particularly he 
held a conspicuous position. and we probably 
owe a greater debt of gratitude to Mr. Sher- 
man than to any one member of that body. 
His influence in framing our national Consti- 
tution is well stated by Mr. Calhoun in his 
speech before the United States Senate leb- 
ruary 12, 1847. He says: 

“The three States, Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, 
and Virginia, were the largest and were actively 
and strenuously in favor of a ‘national’ Govern- 
ment. The two leading spirits were Mr. Hamilton, 
of New York, probably the author of the resolution, 
and Mr. Madison, of Virginia. In the early stages 
of the Convention there was a majority in favor ofa 
‘national’ Government. But. in this stage there 
were but eleven States in the Convention. In pro- 
ces: of time New Hampshire came in, a very great 
addition to the Federal side, which now became pre- 
dominant. It is owing mainly to the States of Con- 
necticut and New Jersey that we have a ‘Federal’ 
instead of a ‘national’ Government—the best Gov- 


ernment instead of the worst and most intolerable 
on earth. 
we are indebted for this admirable Government? I 
willname them—their names ought to be engraven 
on brass and live forever. They were Chief Justice 
Ellsworth, Roger Sherman, and Judge Patterson 
of New Jersey. The other States further South were 
blind, they did not see the future. But to the cool- 
ness and sagacity of these three men, aided by afew 
others, not so prominent, we owe the present Con- 
stitution.” 


of the ablest. 


In every position Mr. Sherman possessed in 
the fullest degree the confidence of his asso- 
ciates. ‘‘There goes a man,”’ said one of his 
colleagues, ‘‘who has more common sense 
than any other person | ever knew;’’ and 
Fisher Ames said: 

“Tf I happened to beabsent while a bill was under 


discussion | always felt safe in voting as Mr. Sher- 
man did, for he always voted right.” 


Who are the men of these States to whom | 








|} to our 


| civic or military services,”’ 


the Government securely established. His 
was a true life, abundant in years and most 
abundant in usefulness, and we present this 
illustrious character, the apprenticed child of 
poverty, the incorruptible patriot and states- 
man, as a model. In the history of all the 
world we shall look in vain for a _ better 
example. 

And Sherman, like Trumbull, added to his 
many virtues a true Christian life, a life con 
secrated to duty and inspired by noble pur- 
poses. He saw not alone his relations to 
society and human government, but his great 
intellect comprehended as well the authority 
of the divine. In communion with the infinite 
he walked in that pure light that comes from 
heaven. Jonathan Trumbull and Roger Sher- 
man, honored names of a grateful and admir- 
ing people! The former, alone, of all the 
colonial Governors, denounced the aggres- 
sions of Parliament and the Crown, declared 
for independence, and organized victory. The 
latter demonstrated the self-governing right of 
the colonies and upheld that right with mas- 
terly power. The former became the main 
pillar of support to Washington, and our lit- 
tle Commonwealth, under his administration, 
raised twice its quota of troops, and supplied 
the impoverished army in the field during 


seven years of terrible trial as against the 


power of England they ‘‘trod the pathway of 
victory with bleeding feet, and upheld the 
banner of independence with hands that were 
wasted by famine.’’ The latter, associated 
with the great statesmen of the revolutionary 
period, laid the framework of this Republic, 
which we trust shall remain forever as a bless 
ing to us and a model for all nations. 

These are the noble characters whose lives 
I have so imperfectly sketched, and while the 
State of Connecticut 
most 


holds their memories in 
affectionate veneration. she presents to 


the nation these marble effigies of her sons as | 


worthy of the companionship of the most illus- 
trious dead, whose lives and deeds have given 
tepublic imperishable honor and 
renown. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. Speaker, the State 


of Connecticut has intrusted to its representa- 


| tives in the two branches of Congress the 


grateful duty of presenting, in a formal man- 
ner, the statues of two ‘** deceased persons 
who have been citizens thereof, and illustrious 
for their historic renown or from distinguished 
such as she has 
determined to be ‘‘ worthy of this national 


| commemoration.’ 


The law under which these statues are pre- 
sented to the people of the United States was 
passed by Congress in July, 1864, during the 
closing year of the great conflict for the pres- 
ervation of the Union of the States. From 
the time of its passage, as well as from the fact 


|| that our State is here with a history of nearly 


two hundred and fifty years as a State and a 
colony, andthatthe popularadmiration always 
follows military renown, it might have been 


| expected that one statue at least should com- 


I think it will be seen by a careful reading | 


of the history of the Convention that on more 
than one occasion, except for his good judg- 
ment and great influence,the Convention would 
have broken up in disorder, and abandoned, 
at least temporarily, its work. 

He was a member of the first House of 
Representatives under the Constitution, and 
was afterward elected to the Senate of the 
United States, and here, as in every other 
position, he was conspicuous for his ability, 
industry, and independence of character. In 
private life his generous sympathies found 


beautiful expression in kindly acts for the 


poor. 
Mr. Sherman died at the age of seventy-two. 
He lived to see independence achieved and 


\} 


memorate some‘one of her deceased citizens 
for his military achievements. Without includ- 
ing the wars of the present century, she had 
gone through the eight years of suffering, pri- 
vation, and blood of the Revolution ; the seven 
years’ war with the French and Indians; the 
wars of the sovereigns, William, Anne, and 


| George, with France, Spain, and their colo- 


nies, and the earlier Indian wars; the latter 
so fierce and so bloody that at the close of 
King Philip's brief war, as some quaint old 
historian tells us, ‘‘ every eleventh family was 
houseless, and every eleventh soldier had sunk 
to his grave.”’ 

Going back to her earliest history, she might 
have selected her first great captain and sol 
dier, Mason, who saved the infant colony in 


' and around Hartford from extermination, and 


with his little band of ninety men utterly de 


stroyed one of the mightiest and most warlike || 
of the Indian tribes of New England; 


j 
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whom Cromwell afterward sent for to return 
to England to become a major general in the 
bravest army that had ever fought on English 
soil. Or, coming down to the period when she 
rose from a colony to her position as a State, 
she might have selected Wooster, who, with 
Greene, of Rhode Island, was among the eight 
generals first appointed by the colonial Con 
gress in June, 1775, *‘ lavish of his life,’ as 
the historian tells us; and who was the first of 
those eight generals to fall in battle at the head 
of his troops, defending the soil of his native 
State. She might have selected herown Put 
nam, for whom a statueis about being erected 
in one of her capital cities, who ‘‘ dared to lead 
where any dared to follow,’’ and who, as the 
bells rang out the first alarm of actual war 
from Lexington common and Concord, left his 
plow in the unfinished furrow and rode the 
same horse one hundred miles in eighteen 
hours, reaching the scene of war at Cambridge 
by sunrise the next morning. She might have 
selected her young patriot and scholar, Nathan 
Hale, her early martyr to the cause, who, to 
‘*drum-beat and heart-beat,’’ trod the path 
way to the tree of death with exultation, and 
whose only regret, as expressed to his brutal 
executioners, was ‘‘that he had but one life 
to give for his country.’’ Or, as I understand 
some States have determined, if she had looked 
over the long roll of her sons who in our 
own day have laid down their lives to preserve 
the Union of these States, she might have 
selected, under the terms of this resolution, 
a Sedgwick, a Lyon, a Foote, or a Mansfield. 
But no; she has chosen no one from all her 
heroes in history, however illustrious or how 
ever distinguished , who had won his renown 
in the confused noise of battle and with gar- 
ments rolled in blood; she brings with emi- 
nent fitness as her offering two of her greatest 
and purest men, who in their day and genera- 
tion gave their lives to the work of establish 
ing a State and a nation upon the lasting found- 
ations of virtue and liberty. Bancroft says: 
** History has ever celebrated the commanders of 
armies on which victory bas been entailed, the he 
roes who have won laurels in scenes of carnage and 
rapine. Has it no place for the founders of States; 
the wise legislators who struck the rock in the wil 


derness, and the waters of liberty gushed forth in 
copious and perennial fountains ?”’ 


Those eloquent words of the historian were 
written concerning two of the founders of the 
infant colony of Connecticut, one of whom was 
the author of the first of all the American 
constitutions that deserves the name of a con- 
stitution. And yet, when she had rolled up 
the scroll of all the names blazoned on her 
history for their military renown, there still 
remained on its open pages 4 list of names that 
well might have made her pause and hesitate. 
With ‘‘ tounders of States,’’ like Haynes, Hop- 
kins, Davenport, and Eaton; with a scholar 
like Noah Webster, whose name is known 
wherever the English language is studied or 
spoken; with presidents of Yale College, like 
Timothy Dwight and Jeremiah Day; with 
theologians and pulpit orators, like Thomas 
Hooker, Jonathan Edwards, Joseph Bellamy, 
and Lyman Beecher; with statesmen, like 
William Samuel Johnson, Oliver Wolcott, 
(father and son,) and Chief Justice Ellsworth ; 
with a constellation of poets,in which shine 
Brainard, Hillhouse, Halleck, and Percival, 
as a few only of its bright stars; with invent- 
ors like Eli Whitney and John Fitch,who have 
added ages to the march of improvement and 
millions to the wealth of the nation and the 
world—she has left them all with others as 
names the world will not willingly let die, and 
has selected her ‘‘ model Governor’’ at the 
period when she emerged from a colony toa 
State, and her ‘‘ wise legislator’’ and eminent 
statesman of the same generatien. She brings 
you the statues of Jonathan Trumbull and 
Roger Sherman. 

[It is well for us to pause for a brief hour 
in our work of legislation to contemplate the 


and || character and services of two snch men. [| 
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approach the subject with trembling solicitude, | 


for | know I must fall very far short of doing 
justice to their character and their fame. | 
shall be pardoned if I speak somewhat of 
the history of Connecticut at the period in 
which they lived; for the biography of these 
two men and the history of their State for 
forty years are nearly and the same. 

Governor Trumbull! was born in 1710, in Leb- 
anon, Connecticut, a town which may be well 
styled in that as the ‘‘ mother of Gov 
ernors,’’ and which his biographer supposes 
to have been named, like the ancient Lebanon, 
from a grove of goodly cedars. In a period 
of one hundred and two years, Governors born 


one 


State 


in that town have held the office thirty-four 
years. 

Entering Harvard College, Trumbull grad 
uated with high honors when only seventeen 
years of age. He prepared himself for the 
ministry, and with a ripe scholarship and 
attainments in all branches of knowledge sur- 
passed by few at that day, he was just enter- 
ing upon his work of life when the death of 
an older brother changed all his plans. He 
assumed the charge of his brother's affairs, 
in connection with his father, and became a 
mercbant. At the age of twenty-three he 
was elected to the Colonial Assembly, and 
was often reélected, and was several years 
speaker of the house. At the age of thirty 
he was assistant or member of the council, 
or upper branch of the colonial Legislature. 
With his love of all useful knowledge he also 
pursued the study of law, and was for many 
years a judge of one or more of the courts in 
the colony. He waschief justice of its high- 
est court in 1766, Roger Sherman being one 
of his associates upon the bench. For nearly 
fifty years, until he voluntarily laid off the 
robes of office, after the peace which secured 
to the colonies their independence as States, 
he was constantly kept in public life by the 
people of his colony and State. 

In the war of England with France, which 
began in the colonies in 1754, Jonathan Trum- 
bull was one of the most earnest and energetic 
men in raising troops and supplies. Nearly 
every year during that war he was one of the 
commissioners of the colony of Connecticut 
10 confer with the Governors and commission 
ers of other colonies in planning campaigns, 
and procuring the means to carry them on, 
while he was constant in his efforts at home 
for the purpose. ‘Twice during this 
period was he appointed colonial agent to the 
court of King George, but he preferred to 
remain in the colony and give his energy and 
time to the work of the Though the 
colony of Connecticut was more remote from 
the danger of hostile inroads by the French 


same 


war, 


and Indians from Canada than the other New | 


England colonies, and though their houses and 
their firesides were comparatively safe from 
the torch and the scalping-knife, yet the little 
colony of Connecticut, by the energy of Trum- 
bull and his associates, turnished about thirty 
thousand men from its humble villages and 
scattered hamlets for the different campaigns 
of that war. 

The mer were enlisted for a single campaign 
only, as hostile operations were then seldom 
carried on in the winter season; and year after 
year did the young colony send its quota of 
five thousand men, and more, into the contest. 
Though the provincial troops at the outset were 
sneered at as raw militia by the British offi- 
cers, yet they proved their efficiency in many 
a tangled ambuscade and many a hand-to-hand 
conflict with the French and their savage allies, 
when British officers with their regular troops 
were powerless. Not a forest in all the broad 
wilderness between Connecticut and the Can- 
adas, that was not threaded and trodden by 
Putnam and his Connecticut rangers. And 
from the day of disaster and gloom, when the 
news came of Braddock’s defeat in the wilder- 
ness, down tothe hour when Wolfe fell amid 


| Crown; but 
and others had lived long in the colonies; one 
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on the plains before Quebec, Trumbull devoted 
himself to the work of defending the colonies 
and carrying the war into the enemy’s country, 
with an energy that never wearied and a faith 
that never faltered. 

But it was the period of twenty years suc- 
ceeding the close of that war that gave Trum- 
bull his high place in our history. Though 
engrossed with public duties, he was a success- 
ful and wealthy merchant, largely engaged in 
commerce with ships of his own. Ardent in 
his patriotism, he was among the first to resist 
the acts of Parliament for taxation of the col- 
onies. He refused to take the oath required 
under the stamp act, and would not remain in 
the room when the Governor and some of his 
associates in office proposed to take it. He 
was deputy Governor in 1766, and became 
Governor of the colony in 1769. He saw his 


wealth all swept away by disasters at sea, and || 
by the measures of the British Government | 


that destroyed the trade of the colonies. He 
might have enriched himself by taking sides 


as every other colonial Governor did with the 
| mother country. 


While his old college classmate, the tory 


Hutehinson of Massachusetts, was harassing | 


that colony; while Tryon of New York, Dun- 
more of Virginia, and the Governors of the 


other colonies were doing their utmost to | 


defeat the purposes of the patriots, and keep 
the colonies in subjection to the English Gov- 
ernment, Trumbull alone of them all resisted 
its oppressive measures. It is true that he 
was elected by the people of his colony, while 
the others were generally appointed by the 
some of them had been 


of them, even, a son of the patriot Benjamin 
Franklin was Governor of New Jersey. While 
they were instruments to crush the rising spirit 
of patriotism, Trumbull was industriously gath- 
ering magazines of powder and ball and mil 
itary supplies of all kinds ; for he early foresaw 
the conflict that was sure to come. To his 
unwearied exertions is chiefly due the gratify- 
ing fact in her history, that asin the old French 
war, so Connecticut again furnished during the 
Revolution more men and supplies, in propor- 
tion to her population and means, than any 
other State, and more men in fact than any 
State except Massachusetts. 

And there is another equally interesting fact 


in her history, that with repeated invasions by || 


the enemy during that war, and with so many 
men absent in the Continental armies, no hostile 
force was ever suffered to remain hardly a week 
within her limits. 
the Highlands under Putnam; though they were 
in the northern army under Gates; though 
they were in the scanty lines of Washington’s 
army; the energy of Trumbull was such that 
no invading force was ever able to hold itself 


but a few hours or days at most within the State. | 
Yet she was peculiarly liable to invasion ; for | 


there was always an enemy within a few hours’ 
sail of her coast. New York, in her immedi- 


ate vicinity, was held by the British forces | 


from its capture in 1776, down to the close of 
the war, and their close proximity led to re- 
peated incursions into Connecticut. 
bull infused hisown spirit into her people, and 
the advancing footsteps of the enemy were still 
fresh upon her soil in every instance of inva- 


sion, when they were forced to retrace them to | 


escape ignominious defeat; and her blazing 
towns and villages were still burning to light 


their retreating footsteps to the shelter of the | 


vessels that had brought them to her borders. 

Trumbull bore the honored title and dis- 
tinction of ‘‘the rebel Governor’ in Eng- 
land. Washington gave him the good old 
homely name of ‘‘ Brother Jonathan,’’ by 
which he and his country have been and will 
be known the world over. Washington relied 
upon him, as on au elder brother. for counsel 
and aid all through ithe war. When he first 


the shouts of the final and crowning victory |, nition and without supplies, and his council 


ih) ee = 


born, | 


Though her regiments held | 


Trum- | 









April 29, 


| of war could devise no means to procure them 
he ‘‘consulted Brother Jonathan,” and the 
| supplies came. When his army was starving 
at Valley Forge he again appealed to the Goy. 

ernor of Connecticut, and the choicest of her 
cattle and the fattest of her flocks were sent 
to their relief. Again, in the winter of 1780. 
| he relied upon Trumbull to supply his northern 

army with provisions, and relied not in vain 
And the final campaign tbat broke the power 
of the English armies and culminated in the 
surrender at Yorktown, was planned by Wash- 
ington, with Trumbull and Count Rochambeau 
in council, in a house near the banks of the 
| Connecticut. 


|| ‘The war was ended. Trumbull in the return 


| of peace saw his own rest from the unremit- 
ting toil of years. He had satin the State 
council of war one thousand days during its 
progress, with all his other duties as Gov. 
|ernor and chief organizer of the work of 
war. Though a grateful State would bave 
retained him in the office which he had held 
fourteen years, he was now past three-score 
and ten, and he felt that bis work was done. 
He retired with honors such as were never 
paid to a retiring Governorin his State betore 
or since his day ; and two years after, the peo- 
ple of his State were mourning as bereaved 
children over his grave. 

| shall not attempt by any poor words of 
mine to portray his character, further than 
this brief sketch will disclose it. Bushnell, 
in his historic estimate of Connecticut, a 
speech that ought to be preserved and read 
by every fireside in the State, says of Trum- 
bull: 

** He was one of those prudent, true-minded men 
that hold an even hand of authority in stormy times, 
and suffer nothing to fall out of place, either by 
excess or defect of service; to whom Washington 
could say, ‘I cannot sufficiently express to you my 
thanks, not only for your constant and ready com- 
pliance with every request of mine, but for your 
prudent forecast in ordinary matters, so that your 
torce has been collected and put in motion as soon 
as it has been demanded. ”’ 

Washington wrote of him, also, after his 
death : 

“A long and well-spent life in the service of his 
country places Governor Trumbull among the first 
of patriots.”’ 

His biographer sums up bis character: 


“If strong intellect and extensive knowledge, 
| fixed industry, the conception of great ends, and 
| perseverance and success in their execution; if an 
exalted sense of honor, incorruptible integrity, 
| energy of purpose, consummate prudence, impreg 
nable fortitude, a broad, generous, and quenchbless 
patriotism, charities ever active, wise,and fervent— 
if all these qualities, in union with a most amiable 
temper and the gentlest manners, and in affiliation, 
too, with all the noble graces of the Christian faith; 
if these constitute a great and a good man, that man 
| was Trumbull.” 


Fortunate as was the country in Governor 
Trumbull’s own life, he and his country were 
also fortunate in his children. His son-in law 

yas, with Sherman, a signer of the Declaration 
of Independence. His four sons, he gave 








| them all to his country’s service. One of them 


was the first Commissary General of the armies 
of the United States, a place at that day of 
almost insurmountable difficulty, as the young 
States were mostly without tents, magazines, 
or supplies. His labors and anxieties in that 
trying position broke him down in heaith, and 
he died in the midst of the struggle while 
disaster and uncertainty hung over the cause. 
Another son, of his own name, rose to the rank 
of Paymaster General, and was selected by 
Washington as his confidential secretary ; and 
after the close of the war he was elected to 
the House of Representatives in the First 
Congress under the Constitution. He was 
Speaker of the House in the Second Congress, 
and afterward a Senator. His State then 
called him home to fill the executive position 
his father had so long honored. He waselected 
Governor, and filled the office by successive 
reélections eleven years, and died in the office. 


|| The mantle of the father had descended upon 
assumed command of an army without ammnu:- | 


the son, and never since the days of the 
prophets had it fallen upon one more worthy 
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to wearit. And the youngestson, fresh from his 
college studies, plunged into the war with all the 
fre and zeal of boyhood, and at the age of nine- 
teen marched to the army before Boston as 
adjutant of the first Connecticut regiment. 
Young as he was, he was made aid-de-camp 
to the Commander-in-Chief of the American 
forces the first year of the war, and was colonel 
and adjutant general the second year. His 
pencil has preserved for us the scenes of some 
of the principal events of the war for inde- 
pendence. ‘The Trumbull gallery at Yale Col- 
lege is alike his monument and histomb. By 
authority of Congress, in 1817, he was author- 
ized to paint the historical pictures for the 
Rotunda of the new Capitol. So long as the 
stones of this Capitol shall remain in their 
places let the statue of the father stand among 
the founders and benefactors of all the States 
of the Union; and so long as its lofty Dome 
shall swell toward the skies, jet the son speak 
from the canvas of the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, and of the battle scenes by which 
we gained our place among the nations of the 
earth. 

[he youth of Sherman was far different 
from that of Trumbull. For him no college 
opened wide its doors; for him there was no 
royal or easy road to learning. For him, his 
earliest youth was a toil and struggle for the 
ordinary necessities of life. Born in Newton, 
Massachusetts, in April, 1721, his parents 
removed with him two yearsafter to Stoughton, 
in that State. With no means of education, 
except the limited and meager facilities of the 
common schools of that day, as much below 
those of the present as the latter are below 
the highest universities of the land, he was 
early sent as an apprentice to learn the trade 
of a shoemaker; and at the age of nineteen 
was left to the care and support of a widowed 
mother anda large family of younger chil- 
dren. He devoted himself to that duty. 

There is something beautiful in the picture 


that is sometimes seen in life, of a youth || 


hardly yet on the verge of manhood, assum- 
ing cheerfully the duty and the burden of pro- 
viding for a dependent family, left helpless by 
the death of a father. It is virtue, fraternal, 
filial, and heroic as that which bore a father 
from the flames of Troy. Roger Sherman did 
more. Feeling deeply the disadvantages in 
his own case of a want of more facilities for 
education, as his industry afterward accumu- 
lated the means, be gave two of his younger 
brothers an education for professional life. 
Removing at the age of twenty-three with his 
mother and family from eastern Massachu- 
setts to the town of New Milford, in western 
Connecticut, it is related that he traveled the 
whole distance on foot and carried his kit 
of tools upon his shoulders. With a burn- 
ing and unconquerable thirst for knowledge, 
he became a self taught mathematician and 
scholar. Like Washington, he became a sur- 
veyor; like Franklin, he made astronomical 
calculations and prepared tables for almanacs 
published in the city of New York. Borrow- 
ing a law book or two, without a day’s instruc- 
tion in law school or office, he mastered the 
principles of legal science and was admitted 
to the bar when thirty-three years old, an age 
most men would think too far advanced to 
begin the work of such a profession; yet he 
became one of the first jurists in the State. 

The next year he was elected to the colo- 
nial Legislature, and then began his public 
life, which continued almost without interrup- 
tion until his death. After a few years of 


practice he was made judge of the county | 


court of Litchfield county. Removing to New 
Haven in 1761, he was soon appointed to the 
same office in that county ; and in 1766 he was 
appointed judge of the superior or highest 
court in the colony, which office he held 
twenty-three years, until after the adoption 
of the Federal Constitution. For nineteen 


With Trumbull, he was among the foremost 
to resist the oppressive measures of taxation, 
and the encroachments of the Crown on the 
rights of the colony. The stamp tax, with 
such men at the head of the people, could not 
be enforced in Connecticut. The stamps sent 
there were returned, uncanceled and unsold; 
and though her deeds at that date ran in the 
name and year of King George, no deed or 
parchment on her records bears the blot of his 
stamp upon its face. He was elected to the 
first general Congress of the colonies that 
assembled in 1774; and with all his duties as 
judge, as assistant, and as member of the Gov 
ernor’s council of safety in his own State, he 
was a leading member of Congress, and upon 
its most important and laborious committees. 

It is enough to show the estimation in which 
he was held by his associates in Congress, that 
he was selected as one of the committee of 
five, with Jefferson, Adams, Franklin, and 
Livingston, to prepare a draft of the Declara 
tion of American Independence. The world 
knows how wellthe work was done. Sherman 
with Adams had no fear but that their work 
would stand ; his life had been one of encounter 
with obstacles that most men would shrink 
from, and he saw none to intimidate him in 
the pathway to independence. Yet those men 
all knew wheu they signed that Declaration, 
that their only alternative was success or a 
scaffold. Hanging was then more popular for 
treason, as well as other crimes, than it is 
now. When young Charles Carroll, of Mary- 
land, hastening to be in time to sign the Decla- 
ration wrote his name, it is said that some of 
the delegates remarked, ‘‘ You will get clear, 
there are several of your name in Maryland.” 
With a dash of his pen he wrote the words ‘of 
Carroliton,’* saying, ‘‘ They will know me 
now.’’ And in all those fifty-six immortal 
names, with bold John Hancock’s at their 


| head, there is no trace of trembling or agitation 
| in a single signature save one, and his hand 


| as 


trembled only from age and paralysis, for he 
knew no fear. 

The spirit of the English law, as well as 
the rage of England at their colonies for their 
resistance, was then such as to insure sum- 
mary execution for the leaders, in the army as 
well as in Congress, if they were unsuccessful. 
When some one sneeringly remarked, for per- 
sons spoke sneeringly of those in office then 
well as now, that Governor Trumbull’s 
family were well provided for, the younger 
Trumbull replied, ** Yes, we are well provided 


for; we are sure of four halters if we do not 
succeed.”’ 
At the close of the war Sherman was ap- 


pointed one of a committee of two to make the 
first complete revision of the statute laws of 
his State, a work which was admirably per- 
formed. He was chosen the first mayor of the 
city of New Haven, when her charter was 
granted in 1784, which office her citizens com- 


pelled him to hold until his death, though | 


absent much of the time in discharge of the 
duties of his other positions, 

But a work of far more importance to the 
country and the world awaited Sherman. A 
common danger and a common necessity had 
held the States together during the war; but 
when that bond of union was gone, their Arti- 
cles of Confederation were found to be what 
Lord North stigmatized them in the outset, ‘‘a 
rope of sand.’’ Outbreaks and armed resist- 


| ance to law were occurring in some of the 


most patriotic States. A Convention was called 
as a last resort to devise some way to give the 
general Congress additional powers, and to 
provide a remedy for the existing defects in 
the articles of union. Sherman, Ellsworth, 
and William Samuel Johnson, the three ablest 
lawyers in the State, were appointed delegates 
from Connecticut. 

From May till the Convention adjourned 


| in September, 1787, Sherman was constantly 
years he was also assistant, or member of || present, and was one of the leading minds in 


; 
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distinctive features of the Constitution. He 
had made the science of government a study 
for years, and there was found among his 
papers after his death, a manuscript prepared 
several years before the Convention of 1787, 
containing provisions for remedying the defects 
of the old Articles of Confederation, nearly 
all of which were substantially incorporated 
in the new Constitution. He was thoroughly 
imbued with the doctrine of State rights in its 
true sense; not that miserable perversion of the 
term, called State sovereignty, that would in 


| clude the right of withdrawal from the bond of 


Union, dissolution and universal ruin. 


He 


| represented the principles of his State faith- 
| fully in this respect, for Connecticut was one 


of the earliest and foremost in its assertion 
of the doctrine of State rights. She was far in 
advance of the other colonies or States upon 
this question, for she had lived under a char- 
ter and form of government that made her 
substantially a free and independent colony 
for more than a hundred years. Her dele- 
gates alone of all the colonies had refused to 
enter into a union, proposed in convention at 
Albany, July 4, 1754, just twenty-two years 


| before the Declaration of Independence, for 


| the subversion of their liberties."’ 


the common defense of the colonies, with a 
grand council chosen by the colonies, and a 
governor general appointed by the Crown. 
They feared that it might ** be employed to 
In Sher 
man’s language, as a brief abstract of it is 
found in the Madison Papers, early in the 
proceedings of the Convention of 1787, ‘‘ the 
objects of the urion he thought were few: 
first, defense against foreign danger; secondly, 
against internal disputes and a resort to force; 


| thirdly, treaties with foreign nations; fourthly, 


| objects,”’ 


regulating foreign commerce and drawing rey- 
enue from it.’’ These, with a ‘‘few lesser 
he said, were all that ‘‘rendered a 
confederation of the States necessary; ail 
other matters, civil and criminal, would be 
much better in the hands of the States.’’ 
Sherman’s clear conception of the rights of 
the people and the proper powers of govern- 
ment were such that he saw more plainly 


| than some of his associates that neither State 


| clared 


nor national Government should be recognized 
us having too broad powers of legisiation. 
Karly in the proceedings of the Convention 
Mr. Randolph, of Virginia, submitted a series 
of resolutions for action. One of them de- 
‘*that the national Legislature ought 


| to be empowered to enjoy the legislative rights 


vested in Congress by the Contederation, and 
moreover to legislate in all cases to which the 
separate States are incompetent, or in which 
the harmony of the United States may be in- 
terrupted by the exercise of individual legis- 
lation.’’ When the question was taken in 
Committee of the Whole upon this clause of 
Mr. Randolph’s resolutions the delegates of 
every State voted for its adoption except Con- 
necticut, which was divided; Roger Sherman 


| alone of all the delegates being recorded as 


voting ‘‘no.’’ Andit was Mr. Sherman’s pen 


| that afterward, in the First Congress, gave the 


tenth article of amendment its peculiar form 
and phraseology, that ‘‘the powers not dele- 
gated to the United States by the Constitution, 
nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved 
to the States respectively, or to the people.” 

One of the propositions urged in the Con- 
vention was the power of a negative by a two 


| thirds vote of Congress upon all laws passed 
| by State Legislatures interfering, ‘‘in the opin- 


| ion of Congress,”’ 


with the general interests 
and harmony of the Union; and this was ad- 


| vocated by such statesmen as Madison and 


Pinckney. Sherman vigorously opposed it, 
as subversive of the rights of the States, and 
this and other kindred propositions were finally 
defeated. The question of one term only for 
the presidential office was repeatedly discussed; 
and a clause to that effect was adopted, witha 
longer term of office, by the votes of all the 


the upper branch of the General Assembly. || proposing, advocating, and adopting the great || States but Connecticut and Georgia. It was 
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afierward reconsidered, and again adopted by 
the votes of all the States except Connecticut, 
Pennsylvania, and Delaware. 
of office was afierward reduced to four years 
the clause against re@éligibility was stricken out 
by nearly an unanimous vote. Sherman op- 
posed the restriction to one term at every stage 
of the proce edings, 


Madison Pape: 


i 


saying, according to the 


4, that he “Was against the 


When the term | 


doctrine of rotation, as throwing out of office 


the men be jualified to execute its duties.”’ 
‘Tf he behaves continued; if 


: : : : ° 99 
otherwise, displaced on a suc¢ eeding election, 


well, he will be 


He resisted the use of the word ‘‘slave,’’ or 
any admission tn the Constitation that there 
could be a property in mat for he believed 


I e 
in bis heart that God had made of one blood 


all the earth. Though he was 
with the principles of 
inte rfe re with Lhe 


nations of the 
le | | 
ronugiry Lm voues 


State rights te 


too 
laws of the 
he believed the 
no countenance or 


Siates upon that subject, yet 


Constitution should lend it 
color of authority. 


His Opinion of the true 


construction of the clause for the rendition of 


fugitives, which was never designed by its 


framers Lo impose its servile work upon officers 
Government, may be well un 
derstood from his language in the Convention, 
‘*that there was no more propriety in the pub 


} , 
surrendenng Of a slave or ser- 


of the nationa 


lic seizing and 
vant than ; 


ng those who ¢ 


This was his answer, tak- 
simed there was i property 
in the service of men upon their own ground. 


Madison, Pine kney, and others pre posed that 


the Supreme Court should have 


try all 


the power to 


impeachments; Sherman earnestly re 
sisted it, claiming that this grave and delicate 
duty should rest upon no judges appointed b; 
the President, 


d wna 


but that the States themselves, 
repre Seti 


was the 


sitting as equals in the Senate, 
high and legitimate tribunal for 
Lmportant Character, 


Onis 
trials ot thi 

But the crowning work of Sherman in that 
Convention, with the aid of three or four other 


leading delegates, was the adoption of that 


that all bills for raising revenue should origin- 
ate inthe popular branch of Congress; and 
the report of the two provisions was made to 
the convention. i 
larger States still resisted. 
would destroy the proper foundations of Gov- 
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ernment to substitute an equality in place of a || 


proportional representation ; 


‘*the larger States might consider-the steps 
proper to be taken in the present solemn 
crisis of the business.’’ It was finally adopted 
by a bare majority, and the great obstacle to 
its ratification by the smaller States removed. 

Connecticut had been ably supported in this 
struggle by Patterson, of New Jersey, and 
others; but it was Sherman's prudence and 
sound judgment mainly that saved the Con- 
vention from splitting asunder upon this rock 
of discord. In the angry strife of days over 
this question he maintained his calmness ; 
and at just the right time, in just the right 
place, with a few well-chosen words of con- 
ciliation and sound argument, he convinced a 
majority of the delegates of the wisdom and 
necessity of this feature in the Constitution. 
| have claimed no more for Sherman than his- 
tory awards him. The records and debates 
of the Convention, and all contemporary evi- 
dence fully prove it. Hollister’s history, in the 


chapter on the Constitution of the United || 


States, shows clearly the great work of Sher- 
man in the framing of thatinstrument. Ban- 


| croft, not having reached this period in his 


new and anomalous feature for a national | 
Government in the Constitution, the equality 
of the States in the Senate. With his deep 


convictions of the neces iby of preserving the 
rights of the States had the 
difficult problem of a permanent union of in- 
dependent States in 
ment. He saw tl 


> he worked out 


Govern- 
the smaller 


national 
pl eserve 


one 


that to 


States from encroachments or absorption by | 


the larger, they must be equal in one of the 
branches of the law making power of the 
General Government, while the other branch 
should mor direetly re present the people of 
the States, according to their greatness or 
population. He that a umon of two 
forces was necessary, by which the system of 
States might move on together in one _ har- 
monious whole. He saw, certainly, what all 
afterward admitted, that the Constitution could 
never be ratified by nine of the thirteen States 
unless the smaller ones were recognized as 


saw 


| the master builders of the Republic.’ 


history, but writing one of the early chapters 


of the revolutionary struggle, and looking for- | 


ward to the future years of Sherman, says of 
him, that ‘‘his solid sense and powers of 
clear analysis were to constitute him one of 


the ablest southern statesman of this century, 
John C, Calhoun, in his well-known speech in 
the Senate, in February, 1847, has given his 


| full confirmation. 


There was a painting of a rising sun behind 
the chair of the president of the Convention. 
It is related that when the last name was about 
to be signed to the Constitution, Franklin, 
then past four score years, but with his eye 


still undimmed, pointing to the picture and | 


speaking of the difficulty of artists in distin- 
guishing between arising and setting sun, said 
to some of the members : 


*T have often and often, in the course of this ses- 
sion, and in the vicissitude of my hopes and fears 


| as to its issue, looked at that behind the president, 


without being able to tell whether it was rising or 
setting; but now, at length, I have the happiness to 
know that it is a rising and not a setting sun.”’ 


A rising sun! And yet how little could 


| those men, with all their broad statesmanship 


and forecast, realize the future of that coun- 
try whose sun was just rising upon their great 
work. Sherman had said in debate in the 


| Convention, in providing in the Constitution for 
| the admission of new States, that the number 


equals in one branch of the central Legisla- || 


ture; and that 

4 would result 
jealousy, 

succession. 

The larger States resisted the proposition, 

claiming that the smaller States might com- 

bine to rob the larger of their rightful powers ; 

and that the same rule of representation should 

apply to both branches of Congress. Virginia 


the anxicus work of months 
in its rejection, and anarchy, 
and ruin would follow in swift 


resisted it; every State south of her resisted it. | 


Twice was it voted down; and twice did it 
seem they could never complete their work so 
as to secure its ratification by a sufficient num- 
ber of States. But, upon Sherman’s motion, 
after its second defeat, a select committee of 
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x one from each State was raised to consider 

this vital portion of the frame-work of the Con- 

a stitution; aud Sherman’s arguments before 

iE that committee were so clear and convincing 

: that a majority at last consented to adopt that 

: feature in the organization of the Senate, with 

i & provision in the nature of a compromise, 
ni 
Ae 





of new States could probably never equal or 
exceed the old, and no member had been wild 


| enough in his imagination to predict a larger 


| number. 


Louisiana with its vast valley was 
then not theirs ; the continent beyond the Mis- 
sissippi was an unknown land. If the vail of 
the future could have been lifted, and they 
could have seen that sun at the end of one 
hundred years emerged from the clouds of civil 


| war, and still in its ascent, as we trust, shining 


| 


! 


upon forty States and forty millions of free- 
men; or if the end of another century could 
have disclosed to them its scores of States 
and a hundred millions of people, each bearing 
the proud title of an American citizen, filling 
up a continent from ocean to ocean, and from 
the frozen lakes that fling off the glancing sun- 
beams to the tropical seas where eternal sum- 
mer reigns, well might they have bowed their 
faces to the earth in blinding amazement, and 
prayed God to spare their aching sight the 
burning glories of the vision. 

The Constitution adopted, Sherman returned 
home to secure its ratification by his State. 


And | 


and Randolph | 


called upon the Convention to adjourn, that || 


'| the 





| pose, and by pen and speech did muc 
Virginia and others of the || 
Madison claimed it || 
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He was a member of the State convention 


called in the following January for that pur- 


‘ h to 
make his State among the first to ratify the 


work in which he had borne so prominent a 
Elected from New Haven as a mem. 
ber of the first House of Representatives under 
the Federal Constitution, he took a foremost 
rank among the influential men of that body. 
Connecticut then had one thirteenth of all 
members of the House, her average 
number in the old thirteen States. The won- 
derful growth of the country in less than a 


| century is illustrated by the fact that now she 
| has less than one sixtieth, and after this 


Congress will have less than one seventieth 
of the members. There were many amend. 
ments to the Constitution proposed during 
the first Congress that were not adopted. 
New York alone proposed thirty-two of them. 
Sherman generally opposed them, claiming 
that time should be given for the Constity 
tion to be fairly tested, and as defects were 
discovered the remedy by amendment could 
be applied. 

An amendment was proposed, acknowledg 
ing the inalienable right of the people to in- 
struct their representatives upon all questions, 
in addition to the right of petition fora redress 
of grievances; a practice inthe British Parlia- 
ment until the great Burke boldly resisted it 
a few years before. While sustaining the right 
of petition, Sherman strenuously opposed the 
doctrine of instruction; for he believed, with 
Burke, that a representative in Parliament or 
Congress was elected to bea ‘pillar of the 
State, and not a mere weather-cock on the top 


| of the edifice, to indicate the shiftings of every 


| fashionable gale,’’ or point the way the wind 


blew at home. When told that a certain bill 
for raising revenue to restore the public credit 
would be unpopular with his constituents, hi: 


| reply was, ‘‘ The only way for me to know if 


popular opinion is in favor of a measure is 
to examine whether it is right;’’ words that 


| might well be biazoned on the walls of this 


Chamber, for our instruction and guidance. 
He strongly supported the assumption of tne 


| State debts and the great financial measures 


brought forward by Alexander Hamilton, the 
first Secretary of the Treasury, a statesman 
of whom Webster said that ‘‘he touched the 


| dead corpse of the public credit and it sprung 
| upon its feet.’’ 





The States had severally contracted large 
debts during the war of the Revolution, some 


|| of them in much larger proportion than others. 


It was urged that the debts of the several States, 
that had accrued for the common benefit and 
defense of all, should be assumed by the na- 
tional Government, as the new Constitution 
had taken from the State authorities the right 
to collect duties upon imports, upon the faith 


| of which the debts in a great measure had been 


Ss 


created. No internal taxation could meet these 
obligations without ruin to several of the States. 
Once adopted by a bare majority in the House, 
the vote was soon after reconsidered and de- 
feated by the votes of new members that were 
not present at the first vote. An earnest and 
bitter contest followed, and though justice to 
creditors and public necessity alike demanded 
the assumption of the State debts by the Fed- 
eral Government, neitherthe wisdom and clear 
logic of Sherman nor the fiery eloquence of 
Fisher Ames could save it from defeat in the 
House. The plan of assumption, as originally 
proposed by Sherman, was finally adopted by 
the Senate before the close of the session, and 
concurred in by the House after a long and 
exciting struggle, and the foundations of a 
national credit and a national prosperity were 
established. 

At the close of the First Congress Shermat: 
was elected to the Senate, and after two years 
service in that body, the debates of which 
were not published, he died in July, 1793. 
The tablet on his tomb at New Haven speaks 
of him as ‘‘ mayor of the city of New Haven, 





“- 


o 


and Senator of the United States,’ 
offices he held at the time of his death. 

The great men who were associated with 
Sherman have left on record their estimate of 
his ability and distinguished services. John 
Adams, long after the death of Sherman, wrote 
of him that he had ‘*the clearest he: ad and 
the steadiest heart,’’ and that he was ‘* one of 
the soundest and strongest pillars of the Revo- 
ljution.’’ Jefferson wrote of him that ‘he 

was a very able and logical debater, steady in 
the principles of the Revolution, always at the 
post of duty.”’ 

His purity and integrityas a public man and 
as @ private citizen were equally eminent. His 
strongest opponents never failed to recognize 


those high qualities in his character. He would | 
And it is | 


do right though the heavens fell. 
not known that a word of slander was ever 
spoken ofhim. Washington could not escape 
the fiercest and mostatrocious libels and abuse. 


the two | 


gladly their State presents you two such bright 
exemplars in her history. It was a conception 


| of almost poetic beauty, enacted into the dry 


| ous dead of 


cnilarmameninni 


Trumbull’s sensitive spirit was wounded by | 


bitter and calumnious charges against his 
honesty and his patriotism near the close of 
the war; but an indignant people fully vindi- 
cated their fair fame. It was Sherman’s sin- 


gular fortune to escape even the breath of | 


calumny, and he walked through the fiery 


| liberty shall survive ; 


| memory of her Hancock and her Adams; 


furnace of political life for forty years without | 


so much as the smell of fire upon his garments. 

I have said that Trumbull was foriunate in 
his children: the same may be said of Sher- 
man. With a good old patriarchal family of 
fifteen children, he found time in all his pub- 


lic employments to care well for their good | 


training andinstruction. He devoted the earn- 
ings of a life of industry to give them a thor- 
ough education, and to raise them to a con- 


dition better than his own had been in early | 


life. Nor did his liberality in this respect 
stop with his own children. A nephew, edu 
cated by him, Roger Minott Sherman, was 
long one of the first lawyersin the land. Four 
of Koger Sherman’s daughters married four 
such men as Judge Simeon Baldwin, Jeremiah 
Evarts, Samuel Hoar, and President Day of 
Yale College. His descendants have stood in 
the front rank of the learned professions. 
One of them now represents the United States 
among the eminent counsel for the Geneva 
conference. More than one of them have 
been in the Cabinet; they have been in the 
Senate; they have been in this House; and, 
if the gentleman will pardon the allusion, 
there sits near me now, as a member of this 
House, a grandson of Roger Sherman, whose 
earnest zeal and eloquence on this floor in 
behalf of universal education and good goy- 
ernment is worthy of his honored ancestry. 


I should omit the chief and crowning ele- | 


ment of greatness iu the character of these two 
men if I did not speak of their devotion and 
faith in the Christian religion. 
fallen cardinal, they served their God with all 
the zeai they served their country. They had 
all the blessings the poet says 
pany old age: 

‘* As honor, love, obedience, troops of friends.” 
But they had what was higher and better— 
the recollections of a long life devoted to the 
discharge of every religious duty. 
earnest Christians from their youth up; both 
were also well read in the whole science of 
theology. Trumbull, as I have said, had 
studied for that profession in his youth; and 
he wrote sermons after he laid off the cares of 
office in his old age. Sherman, with his thirst 
for all good knowledge, had studied thoroughly 
the doctrines of revealed religion and the 
writings of the ablest divines. Never were 
truer words spoken on such an occasion than 
those of Trumbull’s pastor at his funeral, that. 
‘his chief glory ariseth from his truly reli- 
gious and pious character.’’ ‘‘ Know ye not,’™ 
said Rev. Jonathan Edwards, with equal truth 
concerning Sherman, using the words of David 
concerning Abner, ** know ye not that there 
i8 a great man fallen this day in Israel.’’ 

TRUMBULL and SHERMAN! Gratefully and 


Unlike the | 


should accom- | 


Both were | 








| 


| of theablest orators in the land; 


| eminence, and be 
| household words in the hearts and by the 


| having met, after full and free conference, 


details of an appropriation bill, that set apart 
that Hall for the statues of two of the illustri- 
2ach State. There let their stat- 
ues stand, mute yet eloquent, surrounded by 
the representative statues ofall the-States of 
the Union—a senate in marble of heroes and 
of statesmen, in that grand old Hall which for 
nearly half a century rang with the eloquence 
where echoes 
of the voices of Clay and of Corwin, of 
Webster and John Quincy Adams, still linger 
among its columns and arches. There let 
their statues stand forever! Though their 
lips are silent, they yet speak to us with a 


| voice of authority as from the skies, enjoining 


us to preserve and maintain the blessed insti- 
tutions of liberty and a free Government. which 
each of them gave the best years of a long life 
to establish and defend. And while American 
while Massachusetts with 
her wealth of great names shall honor the 
while 
Virginia shall remember to her undying glory 
that her soil contains the dust of ber Wash- 
ington and her Jefferson, the names of Trum- 
bull and Sherman shall hold the same proud 
honored and cherished as 


hearthstones of the people of Connecticut. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on con- 
curring with the Senate in the adoption of the 
resolutions. 
The resolutions were concurred in unani- 
mously. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE ARKANSAS RIVER. 


Mr. HAMBLETON presented the following 
conference report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses onthe bill (S. No. 245) enti- 
tled ** An act amendatory of an act authorizing the 
construction of a bridge across the Arkansas river,” 
have 
agreed to recommend, and do recommend, to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement to 
the first and second amendments of the House, and 
agree to the same. 

That the House of Representatives recede from 
theirthird amendment. 

THOMAS BOLES, 
SAMUEL HAMBLETON, 


Managers onthe purt of the House. 
7. CHANDLER, 
G.F. EDMUNDS, 
J.W.STEVENSON, 
Managers on the par to the Senate. 
The report of the committee of conference 
was agreed to. 


SALES OF LANDS FOR TAXES. 
Mr. VAUGHAN, 


by unanimous consent, 


rr oT 
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introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2619) to relieve | 


certain persons against sales of their lands 
for direct taxes in the insurrectionary dis- 
tricts; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

SUPREME COURT OF THE DISTRICT. 

Mr. CHIPMAN, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2620) relating to 
the supreme court of the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee for the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

ENTRY OF HOMESTEADS, BTC. 

Mr. SARGENT, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2621) relating to 
the entry of homesteads and preémptions in 
the mining States and Territories ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Minesand Mining, and ordered 
to be printed. 

GEORGE 8. FISHER. 

Mr. L. MYERS, by unanimous consent, 
reported back from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs the bill (H. R. No. 2106) to reimburse 
George S. Fisher for losses stistained by the 
burning of the consulate belonging to the 
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United States at Kanagawa, Japan, Novem- 
ber 26, 1866, and moved that it be referred to 
the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JAMES DE LONG. 


Mr. L. MYERS also, from the same commit- 
tee, by unanimous consent, reported a bill (H. 
R. No. 2622) for the relief of James De Long, 
late consul at Aux Cayes, Hayti; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


WHARF AT NEW ORLEANS. 


Mr. GARFIELD. Ohio, by unanimous 
consent, presented a Ath from the Seer etary 
of War, communicating, in bape liance with 

Senate resolution of March 8, 1872, informa 
tion in relation to the wharf or river frontage 
used by the United States at New Orleans, 
and moved that it be referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, 

Mr. DOX obtained leave of absence for ten 
days; 

Mr. HANCOCK obtained leave of absence 
for five days; 

Mr. SHOBER obtained leave of absence for 
ten days; 

Mr. WARREN 
for one week; 

Mr. MANSON obtained leave 
for two weeks; 

Mr. WELLS obtained leave of absence for 
ten days; and 

Mr. BIGBY obtained leave of absence for 
an indefinite period. 

EDWARD BALL 

On motion of Mr. BIRD, by unanimous 
consent, leave was given to withdraw from the 
files of the House the papers in the case of 
Edward Ball. 

And then, on motion of Mr. RANDALL, 
(at five o’cloek and ten minutes p. m.,) the 
House adjourned. 


obtained leave of absence 


of absence 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule and referred to the appropriate 
committees : 

By Mr. ARTHUR: The petition of William 
Paul, W. T. Asbury, James M. Clark, W. E. 
Harding, L. C. Holmes, and 62 others; of 
Jobn B. Hamilton, John Barrett, John Ash- 
brook, and 42 others; of A. J. Ashcroft, 
Aaron Linville, A. M. Prather, J. J. Curran, 
and 46 others, growers and dealers in leat 
tobacco in the county of Harrison, Kentucky, 
protesting against any advance in the present 
tax on smoking tobacco, &e. 

Also, the petition of Messrs. Jennings & 
White, S. J. & V. M. Pepper, J. E. French & 
Son, J. S. Pepper, Whipps & Brother, Hiram 
Baker, and Frazee & Son, citizens of Mason 
county, Kentucky, protesting against any ad- 
vance on smoking tobacco, Xe. 

By Mr. BUCKLEY : The petition of William 
R. Kelly, a citizen of Alabama, asking the 
removal of his political disability imposed 

| by the fourteenth article of amendment to the 
| Constitution. 

By Mr. DAVIS: The petition of Sylvester 

Bartlett and others, asking for change of mail 

| route in Ritchie county, West Virginia. 

By Mr. DUKE: The petition of Thomas 

Whitehead, of Virginia, asking for the removal 
| of his political disabilities. 

By Mr. FOSTE kt, of Michigan: The peti- 
| tion of E. C. Covert and 84 others, asking the 
restoration of certain public lands to market. 

Also, the petition of the board of supervisors 
| of Muskegon county, Michigan, asking the 


|| restoration of certain public lands to market. 
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By Mr HAWLEY: A protest of citizens 
of Hancock county, Illinois, against the pas- 
sage of the bill for the construction of a bridge 
over the Mississippi river from Warsaw, Ill 
nois, to Alexandria, Missouri. 

By Mr. HOOPER, ot Massachusetts: the 
petition of Ann J. Eaton, administratrix of 
the estate of Jacob F. Eaton, for loss of crops, 
damage to land, &c., on Long Island, Boston 
harbor, Mas achusetts. 

$y Mr. MAYNARD: The petition of 667 
citizens of the western district of the State of 
lennessee, usking of Congress the establish- 
ment of an additional circuit and district court 
of the United States within «aid district, to be 
located in the town of Huntingdon, in the 
county of Carroll, Tennessee. 

By Mr. L. MYERS: The petition of Mrs. 
[lannah M. Lex, widow of Charles H. Lex, 
late a private of company C3. seventy second 
regiment Pennsy vania volunteers, for a pen 
BiG. 

Also, the petition of merchants and citizens 
of Philadelphia, for the removal of all politi- 
cal and civil disabilities of Presley T. Glass, 
of the town of Ripley, county of Lauderdale, 
und State of Tennessee. 

By Mr. STEVENS: The petitions of John 
V. Potter, Charles RK. Ladd, J. W. Couzens, 
Kirk Mendajl, KE. V. Bronson, O. W. Brown, 
and 205 other persons of Henry county, Illi- 
nois, praying that Congress would reduce the 
tariff to a strictly revenue basis and would 
place the system called protective where the 
public mind will rest in the belief of its speedy 
and comple te extinction. 

By Mr. WALDRON: Resolutions of the 
Board of Trade of the city of Detroit, asking 


reduction of duty on gilling twine and a draw- | 


back ot duty on salt used in lake fisheries. 


By Mr. WILLIAMS, of Indiana: The peti- 


tion for relief of Henry S. Zumro, of Indiana. 


POST ROUTE BILL INTRODUCED 


lhe following was introduced under the 
rule and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads: 

By Mr. HANDLEY: A billto establish cer 
tain post routes in Alabama: from Rock Mills 
to Houston, Georgia; from Smith's Station, 
via Warcoochee, Beulah, Ossanippi, Tram 
mell’s Factory,to West Point, Georgia; from 
Waverly, via Rome, Walnut Hill, Melton’s 
lills, Channabotchee, to Wetumpka; from 
Dadeville, via Montreal, Mount Zion, Fish 
Pond, Sand Tuck, Cotton Store, Bulger’s 
Mills, Kowalaga, Guthrie’s, Howell’s Store, to 
Wetumpka; from Fort Mitchell to Oswichee. 


IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, April 30, 1872. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New 
man, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was 
read and approved 

TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD, 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendments of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 724) supple- 
mentary to an actentitled ‘‘ An act to incorpo- 
rate the Texas Pacific Railroad Company, and 
to aid in the construction of its road, and for 
other purposes,’’ approved March 2, 1871. 

Mr. 5 re WART. I should like to have those 
amendments—there are only two or three of 
them—read, and then I shall move that the 
Senate concur in them. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendments, 
which were on page 2, section two, line two, 
after the word ** thereto,’’ to insert the words 
‘*and as modified by this act;’’ in line four, 
after the word ‘‘whatever,’’ to insert the 
words ‘beyond that heretofore granted by 
Congress, aud which shall only inure to said 
company upon compliance with the terms of 
this act in relation to the times fixed for com- 


word ‘‘ existing,’’ to insert the words ‘‘ under 
this act and the acts to which it is supple- 
mentary ;’’ in line nine, after the word * cre- 
ate,’’ to insert the word *‘ thereunder ;’’ and 
in section five, after the word ‘‘ construct,’’ to 
insert ‘‘not less than ten miles before the 
= of second year, and.” 

Mr. STEWART. I move that the Senate 
concur in the amendments of the House of 
Representatives. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. What is the effect of 
them ? 

Mr. STEWART. The effect is, that they 
require ten miles to be built on the western 
end in the first two years, and the only other 
amendment that is not verbal is one prohib- 
iting them from mortgaging the lands until 
they have complied with the conditions of the 
act sO as to acquire them. They limit the 
operation of the bill as we passed it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Do I understand that 
all the amendments are limitations upon the 
bill as it passed the Senate ? 

Mr. STEWART. They are all limitations 
upon the bill except one, and that is a requisi- 
tion for more road to be completed. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘That is an additional 
requirement? 


Mr. STEWART. An additjonal require- 


| ment. 
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bia, remonstrating against the repeal of the 
eight-hour law. 1 move its reference to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. SUMNER. Should it not go to the 
Committee on the Judiciary? I ask my eol- 
league, is not that subject before some com. 
mittee ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
it is before the Commiitee on Education and 
Labor, and also before the Senate. 

Mr. SAWYER. That subject should pb: 
referred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 


Mr. SUMNER. I thought that committee 


| had jurisdiction of it in some sort. 


Mr. COLE. [should like to inquire what | 


the condition is in regard to the building of 
the western end of the road after the second 


| year. 


Mr. STEWART. That is left just as it was 
in the bill, only with the additional require- 
ment of ten miles to be built in the first two 
years. 


Mr. SAWYER. We have some other memo- 
rials on the same subject. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The memorial 
will be reterred to that committee, that being 
the appropriate committee. 


Mr. WILSON presented three petitions of 


| soldiers and sailors, in favor of the passage of 


the bill incorporating the National Union Sol- 
diers’ and Sailors’ Orphan Industrial Training- 
School Association ; which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of officers of 
the United States Army, remonstrating against 
any change in the manner of promoting lieu- 


| tenants; which was referred to the Committee 


on Military Affairs. 


He also preseuted a petition of colored sol- 


| diers, praying to be pat on an equality with 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is || 


on concurring in the amendments of the House 
of Representatives. 


Mr. HARLAN. I should like to hear the 


|| amendments read. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. They will again | 


be reported. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the 
amendments, and having read the second 
one— 

Mr. HARLAN. I should like to hear that 
read in connection with the body of the bill. 

The Cmier Cierk. If amended as pro- 
posed by the House that portion of the bill 
will read as follows: 

And this act shall not be construed to revive, 
enlarge, extend, or create any land grant whatever 
beyond that heretofore granted by Congress, and 
which shall only inure to said company upon com- 
pliance with the terms of this act in relation to the 
times fixed for completion of said railway. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the 
amendments, and having read the amend- 
ment to the fifth section— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This is in re- 
gard to the western end of the road, and the 
Secretary will read the amendment in connec- 
tion with that portion of the bill. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, however, That the said company shall 
commence the construction of said road from San 
Diego eastward within one year from the passage of 
this act,and construct not less than ten miles before 
the expiration of second year, and, after the second 
year, not less than twenty-five miles perannum, &c. 


The amendments were concurred in. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 2616) authorizing the | 


erection of a public building in Rockland, 
Maine, was read twice by its title and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2617) to remove the legal 


white soldiers in regard to bounties under the 
act of July 22, 1861; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of 
A. C. McGillivray, praying to be indemnified 
for spoliations committed by the French be 
tween the years 1793 and 1801; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. CARPENTER presented the petition 


| of Samuel Birdsall, jr., praying payment of 


arrearages of pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. SPENCER presented the petition of 


| P. G. Nash, of Mobile, Alabama, praying the 


removal of his political disabilities; which 
was referred to the select Committee on the 
Removal of Political Disabilities. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland, presented 


the memorial of the National Railroad Com 


| pany of Maryland, praying to be authorized 


to extend their road into and within the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
Mr. BOREMAN presented a petition of 
citizens of West Virginia, praying that Davis 
C. Kinnison, of Pocahontas county, West Vir- 


| ginia, be relieved of his political disabilities ; 


and political disabilities of Sion H. Rogers, | 


was read twice by its title, and, on motion of 
Mr. Morton, was referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WILSON. I present a memorial signed 
by a committee, the secretary and officers of 
section twenty-three of the International Work- 


| 


| 
| 
| 





which was referred to the select Committee on 
the Removal of Political Disabilities. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Stanton, Tennessee, praying for the 
passage of the supplementary civil rights bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of colored sol- 
diers of the Army of the United States formerly 
slaves in Kentucky, praying to be placed on 
the same footing with regard to bounties as 
white soldiers; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of soldiers, pray 
ing that ail soldiers of 1812 and their widows 
may be granted pensions, for equalization of 
bounties to soldiers of 1861, for payment of 
back pensions, for one hundred al sixty acres 
of land, and for the establishment of a soldiers’ 
commission; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

EQUAL KIGHTS IN SCHOOLS. 


Mr. SUMNER. Now ask the Senate to 
be good enough to take up the school bill forthe 
District of Columbia, with the understanding 
that it shall be passed over informally for the 
morning business. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Pending the 


pletion of said railway ;* in line six, after the , ingmen’s Association of the District of Colum- || call for petitions the Senator from Massachu- 


ae oman 
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RS an a 


setts asks unanimous consent that the school 


pill of this District be taken up, subject to 


morning business. 


Mr. BAYARD, and Mr. DAVIS of West |! 


V irginia, rose. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Two Senators 
have risen, apparently to object. 

Mr. BAYARD. 1 wish to be understood 
about that. I wish it understood that I do 
not object at all to taking up the bill; but as 
| desire to make a few remarks in opposition 
to its passage, | would merely ask that when 
it is taken up I be allowed to conclude my 
remarks and not be cut off in fifteen minutes. 

Mr. SUMNER. I respect the desire of the 
Senator. Would it not be agreeable to the 
Senator from Delaware to have the bill taken 
up in this morning hour? 

Mr. BAYARD. 
be agreeable. 
passes I wish to be heard. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 


from West Virginia [ Mr. 


The Senator 
Davis] objects un- 


conditionally, as he understands. Does he 
withdraw the objection ? 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. No, sir. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
mittees are in order. 
SOUTHERN CLAIMS COMMISSION. 


Mr. HOWE. The Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. 
R. No. 131) relating to the commissioners of 
claims appointed under act of — ap 
proved March 3, 1871, have had the same 
under consideration, and directed me to re eport 


it back with the recommendation that the Sen- | 


ate agree to it. Thisis the resolution which I 
reported, or attempted to report, last week. If 


there is no objection to it, lam desired on the 


part of several to ask for its immediate con- 
sideration. 

There being no objection, the 8 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the joint resolution. It 
authorize the ‘‘ commissioners of claims’’ ap- 

ointed under the act of Congress approved 
March 3, 1871, entitled ‘‘ An act making ap- 
propriations for the support of the Army for 
the year ending June 80, 1872, and tor other 
purposes,”’ to make further reports of their 


proceedings under that act whenever, in their | 
judgment, they shall deem it expedient or | 


udvisable to do so. 


Mr. WRIGHT. 


the objectious | have to the passage of this 
resolution. 

It will be remembered by the Senate that at 
the last session of the last Congress the act 
was passed organizing this commission, and 
by one section of that act it is provided that 
these commissioners shall have power to report 
at the commencement of each session of Con- 
gress. I understand that by this joint resolu- 


tion or bill it is proposed to give to the com- 


missioners power to report at any time. By 
this act there is no command on the commis: 
sioners to report, but they are given authority 
to report at any time. I object to this for rea- 
sons which | will state. 
In the first place, while 
is not a command on 
report, it will be so accepted by those who 
have claims pending before that commission 
and which may have been decided. The com- 
missioners themselves will esteem it as a coin- 
mand upon them, and the importanity upon 
the part of persons who may have claims upon 
them to report will be such beyond all ques- 


this will not be and 


tion as to greatly interfere with them in the | 


discharge of their duties. 


In the next place, while it isnot a command | 


in itself, they will be led to esteem it as such, 
and as a consequence their labors must neces- 
sarily be interfered with, they now being en- 
gaged in the discharge of their duties under 
the law; that is to say, they having already 
made a report to this session of Congress, they || 


‘| and perhaps 


{ cannot say that it would | 
I only say that before the bill | 


Reports of com- 


Senate, as in | 


proposes to | 


| get correct 


I ask the indulgence of the | 
Senate for a very few moments while I state 


the commissioners to | 
| when this commission was created. 


| establish such a commission. 
| provided a Court of Claims where parties | 
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are now engaged in the consideration of other | have reported; and when that subject comes 


claims. They are engaged in the discharge 
of their duties pertinent and proper and legit 

imate. Now, if we authorize them, which will 
be regarded as a command to them, to report, 


the consequence will be that their minds will | 
be diverted from the proper discharge of their | 


duties, and they will be engaged in making up 
a further report to this Congress. 


I need not tell the Senate that though these | 


commissioners may have examined a claim, 
made up their minds as to its 
justice or otherwise, if time is given them it 
frequently occurs that 
their knowledge before they make any report 
as contemplated by the old law that induces 
them to change their 


shall be a command to them to report to Con- 
gress, and they are constantly importuned to 
make these reports, the consequence is that in 


| many cases they will necessarily be compelled | 
| to report cases 
| when, if they had time to investi 


here, aud will report them, 
gate and ex- 
amine further, they be led to reverse 


might 
their first action. 


I am induced to this conclusion for a further || 


reason. We have passed a law, both Houses 


having concurred in it, authorizing the appoint- 


ment of agents by these commissioners who 
can go into the localities where these claims 
originate for the purpose of examining and 
reporting to them further evidence. As the 
law has stood, we know very well that there 
are no agents on the part of the Government 
to investigate these aaa but the commis- 
sioners themselves investigate the testimony, 
and only the claimants bring forward their 
testimony and the cases are heard ex parte. 
We have now passed a law giving them au- 


| thority to appoint men to go through the coun- 
try and obtain testimony with reference to the |! 
claims which have been examined since the 


commencement of the present session of Con- 
gress and not reported; these agents appointed 


by them can go to the localities aud examine | 
into the testimony and report to them, and | 


thus the chances are increased that we shall 


There is another reason also, Mr. President. 
On the claims that have been reported here 
there has been no action by Congress up to 
this time ; and why shall we be in haste to re- 
quire of these commissioners that they shall 
report further claims before the adjournment 
of the present session, when we have not acted 
upon the claims that have already been pre- 


' sented? 


This, Mr. President, is all I have to say on 
this question. I have not any thought that 
what | have said will influence the mind of a 
single Senator. 


I do not believe the bill ought to pass. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to have 
the bill read again. 

The joint resolution was read. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
the Senator from lowa has called attention to 
this bill. IL think it ought to be thoroughly 
considered before it is passed. It will be 
remembered that we had quite a discussion 
I was not 
the creation of the commission 
I thought it was very dangerous to 
We had already 


in favor of 


myself. 


having demands upon the Government might 


|| present them, and where they could be sub- | 
jected to a judicial investigation; and then 

| we created 
| there are 
|| its examination is ex parte entirely. 
| think we ought to pass any law giving any || 
| additional force to the powers we have already | 
| conferred upon this commission. 


this sort of a committee, where 
no attorneys for the Government; 


The Senator says we have not yet made an 
appropriation to pay any claims which they || 


testimony comes to | 


minds either for or 


| make reports. 
| against the claim; and if we pass a law that 





decisions and the Government be | 
|| protected and the claimant as well. 


1 only desired to state the | 
| reasons that influence my vote on this question. 


Il am very glad that | 


| to have had more than the one. 
| we have created this commission, let it 


I do not 


up I think it ought to be thoroughly under 


| stood by the Senate before we make an appro- 


priation to pay those claims. Now, the effect 
of this, without having the other bill before 
me, I do not know that | fully understand- 

Mr. HOWE. Let me tell the Senator what 
the effect of this is. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. 

Mr. HOWE. Under the original act they 

can only report at the opening of a session of 
Congress. It is the sole purpose of this reso 
lution to allow them to report at other times. 
They made a report at the opening of this 
session. ‘They have since heard other claims. 
The claimants would like that they should 
They cannot get a dollar from 
the Treasury on those claims if they are re- 
ported until we make the appropriation. The 
only good it can do the claimants to have the 
report made is that it will show their friends 
that they have the verdict of this commission 


| to the effect that so much money is due them, 
| and sometimes I am told it enables them to 


get a little credit, and so affords them some 
relief. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Of course if this passes, 


that being the only object of it, every claim- 


| ant the moment his claim is passed upon will 


insist upon its being reported to Congress, 
and the commission will find it very difficult 
to resist that importunity. 

Mr. HOWE. The commission, I am well 
assured, are entirely satisfied with this bill; 
they were not satisfied that the other resolu 
tion should be adopted which instructed them 
to report, but this resolution. which passed the 
House of Representatives, and which simply 
gives them authority to report without requiring 


| it of them, is entirely satisfactory to them. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘The result of it will 
be, as we can all see, to hurry these claims 
‘| through. The re port may be made to-day 


and an effort will be made to put it into an 
appropriation at the present session, and it is 


paid at once. Congress has been so cautious 


| in regard to the payment of claims afier decis 


ions of the Court of Claims that after that 
court render a judgment in favor of a claimant 
on a judicial investigation, where the United 
States provides attorneys for the Government 
and where the witnesses are cross-examined 
and testimony is taken under coinmission, we 
have provided that at any time within two 
years that court may on an 1 application open 
the decision and grant a new trial if they think 
the Government has been injured in any way 
by the judgment, or there are any new facts 
to induce them to believe lien ought not to 
have rendered the judgment which was ren 
dered. We have provided that there shall be 
two years within which to do this in reference 
to judgmentsinthatcourt. Now, you propose 
to have this report made here, and that is the 
end of it, of course, with the commission. If 
it is made here, there is no jurisdiction over it 
afterward, and of course the next thing is to 
pay the claims. Congress,! presume for wise 
purposes, when we passed the bill a year .or 
two ago organizing this claims commission, 
provided that their reports should be made at 
the commencement of each session of Congress 
in order that there might be some time to con 
sider them before they were presented. Ido 
not propose myself to go one single step fur- 
ther than we went when we established this 
claims commission in allowing these demands 
to be pressed upon the Government and paid 
out of the Treasury. I think we have gone far 
enough in creating the two tribunals which we 
have. In fact, we ought not, in my judgment, 
However, as 
exer- 
cise the jurisdiction already granted ; but I am 
| certainly opposed to granting it any additional 
jurisdiction. 

Mr. HOWE. I do not know but that I ought 
- say one word. I really do not care muvh— 

for myself I do not care at all—whether this 
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resolution be agreed to or not 
it will do anybody much good if we agree to 
I know it will not do anybody any hurt if 
e do agree to it [hat ery certain. The 
a | n Illinois assumes that if we allow 
comm) 1 to report we shall at once 
ike an appropriation to pay whatever sums 
ley report {he answer to that is that at the 


iid make a report 
their previ doings, and we have not ap 
pr ed Lint any of them. 

Mr. TRUMBULL Does not the Senator 
r that p rpose? 


Mr. HOWK [have no more expectation 


of off r iyself than | have that the Sen- 
i ni wi offer it, and L have not 
an ery } und belief that he will offer it. 

i AWYER { should like to ask the 
Senne Whether trom h past experience he 
DAS fA lear that the appropriations to pay 
those ¢ be hurried through ? 


Mr. HOWK. No, | have not any fear of 


tha lhe claims which this commission can 
who estab- 


man 


hear are only the « 
lish their 


before the c 


aim ot those 
fact. No can go 


mmission and lay claim to a dol 


loyalty in 


pt uponthe fundamental condition that 
he shows that he adhered 


lar except 
to the cause of the 
{ nion,. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is the same in ref 


nee to the Court of Claims. 
Mr. HOWE 


mnto the C 


80 loyal, 


ere 
No one of these men can go 
ourt of Claims at all if he was ever 
I say these men cannot get a dollar 
that they loyal, and 


| have no expectation that a bill 


unless they show are 


the retore 


will ever be hurried through to pay them. 
When a bill comes here which lets all rebeldom 
into your lreasury, not to get com pensation 


for property which we took to our 
armies upon, but for property which we took 


from them because it was aiding the rebellion 


support 


liself; + perty which we took from them, 
not because they were guilty, but because the 
property uself was guilty—when they come 
aud ask to be let into the Treasury, I do not 


have 
they are 
but they are going on 
and | am 


their petition will be heard. I] 
seen their petitions go through here 


expect 


not quite through vet, 


the double quick rather inclined to 


think, though | have not watched the debate, 
that my triend, the honorable Senator from 
lilin is rather helping them along. I do 
not know how the fact is. 

Mr (TRUMBULL. The Senator is mis- 
taken. 

Mr. HOWE. Iam glad to hear that I am 
mistaken in that, 

ir. LRUMBULL. I have always insisted 


that the Court of Claims and all other courts 


should be shut against the claims of those 
engaved in the rebellion on account of prop- 
erty that was destroyed in the war. I have never 


voted tor ich a proposition, 
entirely mistaken. 1 was opposed to the Drake 
amendment because I thought that was uncon- 
stitutional, 

Mr. HOWE. And I understood the Sena- 
tor was opposed to the Morrill amendment, 
which is a different thing. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. — I was, in the form in 
which it is presented, because it has a pro- 
vision in it which | think destroys the court, 
that no money shall be paid out of the Treas- 
ury without an express appropriation by Con- 
gress subsequently ; but 1 was in favor andam 
in favor of the provision that is in the law, 
and | am willing it should be made stronger if 
the knows how to draw it stronger, 
that no man shall have a standing inthe Court 
of Claims unless he be a loyal man. 

Mr. HOWE. Iam extremely glad to hear 
my friend say that. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have said so always. 
You never heard me say different. 

Mr. HOWE. I say | am extremely glad to 
hear that, and | hope he will put something 
stronger in the statute, because the news- 


Senator 


papers tell us—and I know nothing that I do || 


I do not think || 


Che Senator is } 


|| to report and can report safely. 
| means. 
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not get from the newspapers in these latter 


|| days, and that must be my apology for my 
| extreme ignorance -that while we have been 


debating this very question involved in the 


Morrill amendment the Court of Claims has 
pronounced judgments which take millions 
out of your Treasury and put them into the 


hands of men who were fighting you from the 
very commencement of the rebellion. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator will al 
low me, I think he is unjust toward the Court 
of Claims. I understand the Court of Claims 
to have decided in an elaborate opinion—and 
if I had time [ could send for it; I have seen 
the opinion—that they have no jurisdiction of 


a case unless it appears that the party has 
given no aid or comfort to the rebellion. They 


have decided that ; it is their rule of decision ; 
and if they have made any other, I do not 
know of it. 

Mr. HOWE. I understand they have de- 
cided so, but somebody or other took an appeal 
from the decision and the Supreme Court of 
the United States reversed the decision on that 
yOint. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator spoke of 
the Court of Claims. The decision of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States is another 
matter. 

Mr. 


Court of the 


HOWE. And 


since the Supreme 
United 


States reversed that de- 
cision, and while the Senate has been holding 
high debate upon the question of putting some 
new restriction upon the jurisdiction of that 
court, made necessary in view of that decision, 
[ understand from the newspapers that court 
has pronounced judgments which will take 
millions out of your Treasury and put them 
into the pockets of men who never pretended 
to be loyal. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I am 
what they have done since that decision was 
rendered. | the Court of Claims 
necessarily would have to conform their de- 
cision in an appealed case to the decision of 
the Supreme Court. 

Mr. MORTON. What 
of the Senator from 
hear it. 

Mr. HOWE. My statement was that since 
the decision of the Supreme Court reversing 
what has been the rule of decision in the Court 
of Claims as to their jurisdiction over the 
petition of rebels, and while we have been 
debating this provision which we speak of as 
the Morrill amendment, the Court of Claims 
has pronounced judgments which will take 
millfons out of the Treasury on the petitions 
of men who never pretended to be loyal for a 
day during the war. That is my information, 
as I say, based upon the newspapers. But I 
must beg pardon of the Senate for being 
seduced into this debate. 

This is a very simple resolution. It does 
not call for adollar of money. It simply allows 
this claims commission to disburden them- 
selves of just so many cases as they have fully 
considered and themselves think they ought 
That is all it 


not informed 


suppose 


the statement 
did not 


was 
Wisconsin? | 


Mr. MORTON. They will have to report 
at some time. IPfso, why not now? 

Mr. HOWE. I do not know any reason. 
They must report at some time. They must 
report at the opening of each session. They 
did report at the opening of this session, and 
as the law now stands they cannot report again 
until the opening of the next. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Ido not see that the 
resolution now before the Senate amounts to 
anything pro or con. Iwas opposed to the 


| establishment of this commission, although 


I think I was detained from the Senate by 
sickness at the time it passed, and I simply 
avail myself of this opportunity to enter my 
protest against the whole proceeding which 
created the commission and all the proceed- 
ings of the commission underthe act. I think 
it was a mistake of great magnitude ever to 
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create the commission. We have at this 
session passed a law which gives them the 
power to take adverse testimony, testimony o, 
bebalf of the United States, and so I fear we 
shall go on in this proceeding, step by step, until 
we give to their proceedings all the qualities 
of an award of arbitrators, and thereby have 
the faith of the Government pledged to the 
payment of those claims reported without any 
regard to our opinion on their merits. For 
that reason. and that only, I shall vote against 
this resolution. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I wouldask the 
Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. Howe] whether 
there is not some advantage in this claims 
commission holding these reports in view of 
the power which has been given them as to 
taking further testimony, as to getting adverse 
testimony, as to sending agents into the local 
ities whence the claims come ? 

here is another advantage in holding these 
reports that has occurred to me which has 
not been stated. My observation,and [ may 
say my experience, is that time is the essence 
of every good conclusion and judgment, and 
that there is great advantage alter you have 
investigated a subject in having it under your 
control for a month or two. You may not 
change your opinion; but time either does 
change it or confirms it; and unless there is 
some advantage in the proposed change, | 
should think it was better to leave the case as 
it 1s. 

Mr. HOWE. 


J am a little surprised at this 
opposition. 


| wish some Senator, if there is 
any real objection to the passage of a bill 
which is asked for by our friends, and friends 
who have suffered as we never dreamed of 
suffering, and which does not relieve them, | 
admit, to the amount of a dollar, but relieves 
their feelings—and it is the only thing they 
have ever asked for that we have granted— 
would move to postpone the further considera 
tion of this case. | will not oppose that motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A single objec 
tion will place the joint resolution on the Cal 
endar for future consideration, as it has been 
taken up subject to a demand for the regular 
order. 

Mr. WEST. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment that will perhaps obviate some objec 
tions made on the other side. It is to insert 
after the word **judgment,’’ in the ninth line, 
the words ‘* and upon such cases as they shall 
deem it expedient or advisable to do so.”’ 

Mr. HOWE. That is the same thing. It 
means that now. 

Mr. WEST. It obliges them to make an 
entire report now; but if the Senator thinks 
it means what my amendment proposes, [ will 
not press the amendment. 

Mr. WRIGHT. If it is the wish of the 
chairman of the Committee on Claims that 
this matter should go over, I will accommodate 
him and move its postponement. 

Mr. HOWE. I wish it should go over rather 
than be defeated. Iam not applying to have 
it go over; but I say if the Senate are unwill- 
ing to pass it, | would prefer that their un 
willingness should be expressed upon a motion 
to postpone, rather than upon a direct vote on 
the bill. I cannot consent to that without 4 
struggle. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Will the chairman object 
to passing it over until to morrow? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A single objec- 
tion or a Senator rising witha report of a com- 
mittee, which is now the business in order, 
will place it on the Calendar. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I move to postpone the 
further consideration of the bill. ‘ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection 1s 
made to the present consideration of the bill, 


|| and it goes on the Calendar. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED 


On motion of Mr. HAMLIN, it was 
Ordered, That the petition and papers of Thomas 


H. Dowling, in regard to his claim to the island of 
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Yerba Buena, be taken from the files of the Senate 
and referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Represent- 
atives, by Mr. Ctinron Luoyp, its Chief Clerk, 
ren need that the House had passed the bill 

No. 616) to release to the State of Indiana 
= lands known as the bed of Beaver lake, 
in Newton county, in said State, with amend- 
ments; in which it requested the concurrence 
ot the Senate. 

The message afso announced that the House 
had concurre a i in the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. No. 106) for the relief of 
purchasers of lands sold for direct taxes in 
the insurrectionary States ; 

A bill (HW. R. No. 112) for the relief of G. 
S. Baker, of Marysville, Missouri, the 
reissue of a certain bond; 

A bill (H. R. No. 286) to perpetuate testi- 
mony in the courts of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. No. 501) authorizing the appro- 
priation for the employment of surfmen at 
alternate life-saving stations on the New Jersey 
coast for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872 
to be expended in employing crews at such 
stations, and for such periods, and at such 
compensation, as the Secretary of the Treasury 
may deem reasonable, not to exceed forty 
dollars per month for each person employed ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 864) to extend the time 
of payment for their lands by persons holding 
preémptions on the public lands in the State 
of Minnesota ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 873) for the relief of 
settlers on the Osage lands in the State of 
Kansas ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1016) to promote the 
development of the mining resources of the 
United States ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1149) to authorize the 
commissioners of claims to appoint special 
commissioners to take testimony, and for other 
purposes ; 

A bill (H. No. 1948) for the relief of 
Robert Williams, jr., collector third district 
Ohio; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 
to Kiizabeth Harding. 


for 


1946) granting a pension 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. No. 1028) granting the right of way 
through the public lands for the construction 
of a railroad and telegraph to the Utah, Idaho 
and Montana Kailroad Compuny, reported it 
with amendments. 

He also, from the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No. 2207) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge and to establish the same 
as a post road, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. HOWE, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the petition of David 
Kleinman, praying compensation for property 
taken by United States troops at Washington, 
District of Columbia, in 1865, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration ; 
which was agreed to; and he submitted an 
adverse report thereon, which was ordered to 
be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Brotton Davis, 
moved that the petitioner have leave to with- 
draw his petition and papers, the case having 
been settled by the Department. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SPRAGUE, from the Committee on 
Appropriations, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 1661) making appropriations for 
the support of the Military Academy for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1873, reported it 
with amendments. 


Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on 


the Pacific Railroad, to whom was referred | 


the bill (S. No. 1028) to incorporate the Hel- 


|| of these troubles. 
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| and if 


| tions having been committed for 


ena and Northern Utah Railroad Company, 
and grant the same the right of way through 
the public lands, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

DEPREDATIONS ON TEXAS FRONTIERS. 

Mr. PATTERSON The Committee on 
Foreign Relations, to whom was referred the 
joint resolution (H. RK. No. 136) appointing 
commissioners to inquire into depredations on 
the frontiers of the State of Texas, have in- 
structed me to report it without amendment, 
there ion, as it isa short 
bill, I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the joint resolution. 
that there 


is no object 


The preamble states 
are complaints of many depreda 
several years 
the State of T'exas 
Mexicans who crossed 
river into theS 
inhabitants or 


past upon the frontiers of 
by bands of Indians and 
the Rio Grande tate of Texas, 
murdering the carrying them 
into captivity, and destroying or carrying away 
the property of the citizens of that State; as 
also that bands of Indians have committed and 
continue to commit like depredations on the 
property, lives, and liberty of the citizens along 
the northern and northwestern frontiers ot 
said State. The joint resolution therefore 
proposes to empower the President of the 
United States to appoint three persons to act 
as commissioners to inquire into the extent 


| and character of these depredations, by whom 


| notice for ten days previous, 


committed, their residence, or country inhab 

ited by them, the persons murdered orcarried 
into captivity, the character and value of the 
property destroyed or carried away, from what 
portions of the State of Texas, and to whom 
the same belonged. The commissioners, or a 
majority of them, are, as soon as practicable, 
to proceed to the frontiers of 
the testimony, under oath, of such witne 
as may appear before them, after having given 


SSeS 


by publication in 
the nearest newspaper, of the time and place 
of their meeting, of all such depredations, 
when, where, by, and upon whom committed, 
and shall make up and transmit to the Presi- 
dent full reports of their investigations. The 
commissioners are to receive as compensation 
for their services the sum of ten dollars per 
day each, and their traveling expenses to each, 
for and during the time they shall be engaged 
in the service; and the sum of $6,000 is ap: 
propriated to pay the expenses of the investi 
gation and of the commissioners. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It seems to me to be a 
singular proceeding to organize a wandering 
commission to roam along the border. 

Mr. HAMLIN. It is confined to one local- 
ity. 
Mr. SHERMAN 
Mr. PAT PERSON. 


How many miles? 
I will say to the Sen- 


| ator from Ohio, what I presume he is well 


aware of, that the President in 
annual messages has called the 


his last two 
attention of 


| Congress to this subject, that already the sub 


ject has been before one committee for invest 


igation, and we have ascertained that frauds 


and outrages upon the people and their prop- 
erty are constantly being perpetrated on that 
southwestern frontier, and there ought to be 


more definite knowledge as to the character 
of those outrages and the parties committing 
them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does it involve an appro- 


priation to pay the claims? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Not at 
mere inquiry. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If 
investigated it, 
tion. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I suggest to the Senator 
from Ohio that the passage of this resolution 
will have the effect of satisfying the minds of 
the people to « certain extent and allaying 
excitemeuts now existing there in consequence 


all; it is a 


the committee 
[ will not interpose an objec 


lexas, and take | 
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collisions might occur which would cost the 
Government a great deal more than this com- 
mission will cost. It is a 


peace upon that border an 


commission for 
d to ascertain facts 


| to enable the Government to act. 


Mr. STEWART. IL would to the 


Senator from New ilampshire that the provis- 


ugce 
Suggest 


ious of this resolution ought to extend not 
only along the border but to Arizona. There 
has been a great deal of trouble there of the 


same kind. The investigation ougbt to extend 
all along the Mexican border. 

Mr. PATTERSON. This applies to diffi 
culties along the Rio Grande. The Senate 
may remember that President Juarez brought 
this to the attention of the Mexiean 
asking them to abrogate what is 
called the Zona Libre which extended partly 
up the Rio Grande. There was a long discus 
the Mexican Congress, 
of abrogating the decree establishing 
Libre, they extended it to Ei Paso, the whole 
length of that that Matamoras, 
being a free port, admits goods from all parts 
of the world and the free 
miles wide up the entire 


subject 


‘ 
( ongress, 


sion in and instead 


ihe Zona 
frontier, so 
iree, belt runs six 
length of the Rio 
Grande to El Pasco, and goods are constantly 
being smuggled across. 

Mr. STEWART. 1 think it 


ought to be 


| amended so as to extend along the whole Mex- 


ican border 


Mr. PATTERSON. If the 


resolution is 


| amended it will have to go back to the House. 


Che joint resolution was reported to the Sen- 
ate without amendment, ordered to a third 
reading. read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. CARPENTER asked, and by unani- 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 1053) relating to the disposition 


lands to be reelaimed in sections 
twenty- and twenty-six, in 
township sixteen north, of range twenty, in 
the county of Sheboygan, State of Wisconsin; 
which was read twice by its title and referred 
to the Committe on Public Lands. 

Mr. STEVENSON asked, and by unani 
mous consent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 1054) to reimburse the State of 
Kentucky for moneys expended for the United 
States in enrolling, clothing, sup- 
plying, arming, equipping, paying, and trans 
porting militia forces, to aid in suppressing 
the rebellion ; which was read twice by its title, 


of certain 


fourteen, three, 


subsisting, 


| and ordered to be printed. 


consent obtained, 


Mr. STEVENSON. 
for the present. 

Che bill was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland, asked, and 


by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 


Let it he ou the table 


duce a bill (S. No. 1055) to authorize the ex 
tension and use of the National railroad of 
Maryland into and within the District of 


Columbia; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ALCORN asked, and by unanimous 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1056) to grant right of way through the 
public lands of the United States to the Mo- 
bile and Northwestern Railroad Company ; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 


to be printed. 


have | 


| administratrix and widow of 


If nothing should be done, |; 


Mr. 
sent 


No. 


WEST asked, 
obtained, leave to 
1057) for the relief o 


and by unanimous con 
introdue a bill (S. 
f Mrs. M. S. Morse, 
Isaac K. Morse, 
rice by its title, 
Comuniittee on 


deceased; which was read t 
and referred to the 
Relations. 

Mr. CASSERLY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1058) to prohibit contracts for servile labor 
and to amend and enforce existing laws against 
the cooly which was read twice by ils 
title. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 


Foreign 


trade ; 


That bill is in pursuance 











a 
4G 
4 
i 
{ 


eT a re ee 


yw 


the Legislature of California 


awhile ago l hat memorial 


the Committee on Foreign 
Relia i8 it involved the construction of 
Lrealy pulalions I move that the bill take 
thie im ( irse i 1 bs pr nted 
lhe u i is agreed to 
A Ltt Al OLLEGE LAND 
Mr. SAWYER. Mr, President 


Mr. SCOTT. L ask the 


sk Senate t ) proceed to 

the cor leration of the resolution offered by 
me yest lay, fixing the hour of daily meeting. 
Phe VICK PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
South Carolina was firstuponthefloor. If he 
insists on his night, the Chair recognizes him. 


If he vields, the Chair recognizes Senator 
from Pennsylvania. 


Mr. SAWYER 


tO pass Senate bill 


the 


more than 
No. 964. It 18 


years the time 


not take 
a minute 
Dill to exter ] 


imply a or two 


for compliance with 


he conditions of the agri 
cultural college ac It is absolutely necessary 
to sever il sta 


Mr. NYE. Wall not 


( aroina ail 


the Senator trom South 
wine to appeal to him to pass a 


little bill that. ery important; it should be 
known whether sto be passed or defeated ? 

Mr. SAWYER. This will take but a moment. 
| msist on my moon 

The mot iwa vreed to; and the Senate, 
is in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 964) to amend an act 
entitled ‘* An act toamend the fifth section of 


anact entitled ‘Anacet 


the several Stat 


donating public lands to 

lerritories which may 
for the benefit of agriculture 
“approved July 2, 1862, 


and 
provi le co eyes 
and the mechanic arts 
so as to extend the time within which the pro- 
shall be accepted and such 
L866. 

Phe time within which the several States may 
comply with the pro 

} 


” } 
23, 1866. entitle 


Vvisious of said act 


col eyes estab ished,’ approved July 23, 


visions of the act of July 
‘**“An act to amend the fifth 
ion of entitled ‘An act donating 
public several States and Jerri- 
tories which may provide colleges for the bene- 
fit of agriculture and the mechanic arts,’ ap 
proved July 2, 1862, the time 
provisions of that act shall 
‘d and such colleges established,’’ is 
by this bill 


Re« an act 


lands to the 


oOas to extend 
within which the 
be acce pre 
extended so that the States which 
have not complied with the provisions of these 
have the 
period of two years, after the lst day of July, 
1872 


acts in establishing colleges shall 


72, within which to provide at least one col- 
lege, as described in the fourth section of the 
act of July 2, 1862 


Mr. STEWART. 1 should hke to know 
what this means. 
Mr. SAWYER. It simply extends for two | 


years the time within which a college may be 
established by a State. There are some States 
had time to get properly in 
he original law required that 
it should be done by a certain time, which was 
subsequently extended lhe time will expire 
on the Ist of of this year, as the statute 
now stands » cover the case of Flor 
ida, Indiana, and some other States. It does 
not give a land, and does not 
injure the prospects of the settlement of the 
\\ est 

Mr. STEWART. 
already? 


Mr. SAWYER. 


which have not 


working order 


1, 
a 

! 

i 


nis ist 
iother acre of 
Have they got their scrip 


Yes, 


sir. 


Mr. MORTON. I think the time ought to 
he three years instead of two. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Senator ought to 
strike out the words ‘‘at least,’’ which imply 


that th: y may establish more than one college. 
They ought not to be permitted with that fund 
more than one college. If so, 
you will get two little feeble colleges, whereas 
if you st out the words ‘‘ at least’’ you will 
confine them to one college ina State. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 


to e@stabiish 


rine 


| rule. 





HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. SCOTT. I move that the Senate now 


proc ed to the consideration of the resolution 


fixing the hour of daily meeting. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask the Senator from 
Pennsylvania to let me offer a resolution cz |- 
ing for information. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
the morning hour. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 
I shall not ask it. 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senator will have no 
difficulty in getting a vote on his resolution 
after the morning hour. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the resolution called up; but the 
morning hour is just about expiring. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That will exhaust 


If it leads to any debate, 


ordered the hour 
shall be eleven 


Resolved, That until otherwise 
of daily meeting of the Senate 
o'clock a.m. 


Mr. SUMNER. It seems 


rather early in the session for 


to me that it is 
us to adopt that 
I say it in reference to the business of 
committees. So long as the committees are 
in the habit of meeting and have important 
business before them, it 1s not customary for 
the Senate to interfere with their sessions. 
Now, it so happens that there is an important 
meeting of a committee on which [ am serving, 
to-morrow morning, to consider matters in 
which the Senator from Pennsylvania is largely 
interested. ‘They will need all the time until 
twelve o'clock. But if the Senator’s motion 
should prevail they would be cut off. I hope, 
therefore, the Senator will allow it to lie on 
the table a little longer until we are a little 
further along in the business of the session 
and the committees have made their reports. 
So long as important matters are before the 
committees I do not think it is expedient to 
interfere with them. 

Ihe VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
hour has expired, and the deficiency bill is 
now before the Senate. 

Mr. NYE. I want to call up a little bill 
which it is very important should be con- 
sidered. I trust the Senator from California 
will let me call it up. 

Mr. COLE. Will it occupy more time than 
the time consumed in its reading and pas- 
sage ? 

Mr. NYE. It can take but a few minutes. 

Mr. COLE. If if does not give rise to de- 
bate I will not object. 

Mr. NYE. I will state to the Senator from 
California that it is in relation to elections in 
Washington and Idaho Territories. 

Mr. COLE. If it can pass without debate 
I shall not object. 

Mr. CORBETT. 
oppose this bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires 


unanimous consent to take up a bill at this 


I shall feel it my duty to 
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Mr. CORBE ['T. Wedonot want the change. 

Mr. WEST. I doubt whether the Senate 
understands the question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
again state the question. The deficiency bil] 
coming up as the unfinished business, the Sen 
ator from Nevada asks unanimous consent to 
take up a bill in regard to ele ctions in Idaho 
and Washington Territories, passing over in- 
formally the deficiency bill. The Senator from 
Oregon (Mr. Consett] objected to this, stat ng 
that he desired to oppose the, bill, whereupon 
the Senator from Nevada moved to lay “the 
deficiency biil on the table for the purpose of 

° : “y ° . ‘ F 
considering the bill which he has in charge 

° . ° i. 5S“) 
stating that after it shall be taken up he will 
then move to take up the deficiency bill and 
proceed with its consideration, upon which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. The motion 
is to lay the deficiency bill on the table, and 
the Secretary will cail the roll. 

rhe question being taken by yeas and nays. 
resulted—yeas 26, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS — Mesers. Alcorn, Bayard, Caldwell, Cam 
eron, Casserly, Cragin. Davis of West Virginia 
Flanagan, Hamilton of Maryland, Harlan, Hill! 
Hitchcock, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Nye, Pratt. 
Ramsey, Rice, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Stevenson, Stock 
ton, Sumner, Vickers, and Windom—26, 

_ NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck 
ingham, Carpenter, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, Cor 


| bett, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Fre- 


| Goldthwaite, 


|| account of principal and interest of bonds. 


time unless the deficiency bill is laid on the | 


table. 

Mr. NYE. It is important this bill should 
be acted upon, very important to both these 
Territories, and I trust the honorable Senator 
from California will let it betaken up. It will 
take but a moment to present it, and certainly 


/no one can have any opposition to it but the 


honorable Senator from Oregon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The deficiency 
bill is before the Senate; and the unanimous 
consent to lay it aside seems to be declined. 

Mr. NYE. I move to lay the appropriation 
bill temporarily on the table for the purpose 


| of considering this other bill. 


Mr. CORBETT. I hope it will not be done. 
The question being put, there were on a 


| division—ayes 21, noes 17. 


Mr. CORBETT. I call for the yeas and 


| nays, and on that I wish to make a statement. 


| 


amendment, ordered to be engrossed for aj, 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. || unanimous consent. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 


The motion to 


linghuysen, Gilbert, Hamlin, Howe, Kellogg, Logan, 
Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Morton. 
Patterson, Pomeroy, Scott. Sherman, Spencer, 
Sprague, West, Wilson, and Wright—29., 

ABSENT — Messrs. Blair, Brownlow, Chandler, 
Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Fenton, 
Hamilton of Texas, Lewis, Osborn, 
Pool, Ransom, Robertson, Schurz, Stewart, Thur- 
man, Tipton, and Trumbull—l9. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. NY#. 1 wili try to call up the bi!! 

to-morrow in the morning hour. 
PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California [ Mr. Casser.y] desires, pend 
ing the deficiency bill, to introduce a resolu 
tion. If there be no objection it will be 
received. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 1 offer the following 
resolution : 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
and he is directed to transmit to the Senate a state- 


ment of the following particulars in regard to cer- 
tain railroad companies respectively, namely, the 


Central Pacific and Western Pacific railroads; the 
Union Pacific railroad; the Kansas Pacific; the 
Central Branch Union Pacific; Sioux City and 


Pacitic: 

1. The whole amount of bonds of the United States 
issued to each company, and for what number of 
miles; and of the interest paid thereon by the 
United States. 

2. The credits allowed to each company on inter- 
est account, and for what services rendered, together 
with the arrears of interest unpaid and the per 
centage of credits allowed to each company on the 
whole amount of interest due by the company. 

3. The total sum due to the United States on 


4. The total amount of principal and interest 
accruing on such bonds at maturity, at the rate ot 
payments thus far made on account of interest. 

5. The amount of bonds or other obligations 
issued by each company constituting a mortgage 


| or lien on its road and other property prior to the 


claim of the United States. 


Mr. BOREMAN. I inquire what that is? 

Mr. CASSERLY. It is a resolution calling 
for information in regard to the condition of 
the accounts between the United States and 
the different Pacific railroad companies to 
which the United States has given bonds. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unan- 
imous consent for its present consideration or 
to receive the resolution. 

‘Mr CONKLING. I should not feel war- 
ranted—— 

Mr. CASSERLY. I would like to state— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not subject 
to debate unless the Senate unanimously re- 
solve to consider it. 

Mr. CONKLING. I was going to remark 
that I am not warranted in saying that all the 


information called for is already contained in 
lay on the table is not debatable except by | printed and published documents ; but I know 


|| that a large part of it is, and I am opposed to 
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imposing on any Department, and the Treas- 
ury Department perhaps more than any other, 
unnecessary burdens of this sort. There are 
other resolutions, adopted long ago, culling 
on the Treasury Department for a response 
which. with all the clerical force at command, 
they have not been able to answer up to this 
time; and ali the Departments complain of 
the evil of calling for voluminous information 
which has been furnished once and printed, 
and which can readily be resorted to, but which 
it requires a great deal of labor to reproduce. 
Therefore, I think this had better lie over 
until we can see how much of it, if any, re- 
mains to be called for. 

The VICE PRESIDEN r’. The resolution 
will lie over. ‘The Senate resumes the con- 
sideration of the deficiency bill. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I simply wish to state 
that I endeavored as much as I knew how to 
get that resolution up in the morning hour, 
and it reached the desk in the morning hour, 
but was cut off by the motion of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Scorr. } 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It would require 
unanimous consent if offered in the morning 
hour. The Chair recognized the Senator, so 
that he should lose no right by the fact that 
the morning hour expired, as he sent his reso- 
lution up. It requires unanimous consent for 
the consideration of any resolution on the day 
it is offered. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I understand then the 
resolution stands over until to-morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It stands over 
until to-morrow and—— 

Mr. CASSERLY. As it is a resolution 
calling for information, I hope no Senator will 
obje ct to it. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 


It will be print- 
ed, if there be no objection. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 1654) making apprepria- 
tions to supply deficiencies in the appropri- 
ations for the service of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, and for 
former years, and for other purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending 
question is a non-debatable one, being the 
motion of the Senator from Georgia, [ Mr. 
HILL, |] to lay on the table the motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the Senate rejected the 
so-called Morrill amendment; and upon this 
the yeas and nays have been ordered, and the 
Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. CONKLING. I am paired with the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. THurMman] on the 
amendment, and I suppose that would include 
the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I think I 
am paired with the Senator from Vermont, 
[Mr. Epmunps. ] } 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. No; the 
Senator from Vermont {Mr. Epmunps] is 
paired with the Senator from Missouri, [ Mr. 
SCHURZ. | 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. 
at liberty to vote, and vote ‘*nay.”’ 

Mr. WILSON. Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina, [Mr. Ransom. ] 

Mr. CALDWELL. On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Missouri, [ Mr. 
Biair.] If he were here he would 
‘*yea,’’ and I should vote ‘‘ nay.”’ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair was 
desired by the absent Senator from Tennessee 
[ Mr. Brown Low] to state that he is absent at 
home on account of illness of his wife. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 25, nays 27; as tollows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Casserly, Clayton, 


Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of Connecticut, Ham- 


ilton of Maryland, Harlan, Hill, Johnston, Kellogg, 
Kelly, Norwoed, Pomeroy, Pooi, Rice, Sauisbury, 
Sawyer, Spencer, Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, 
Trumbull, Vickers, and West—25. 

_ NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Cameron, Carpenter, Chandler, Corbett, 


Then I am 


vole 
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sen, Gilbert, Hamlin, Howe, Morrill of Maine, Mor- 
rill of Vermont. Morton, Nye, Patterson, Pratt, 
Ramsey, Scott, Sherman, Sumner, Windom, and 
Wright—27. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Blair, 
Cole, Conkling, Cooper, Davis of Kentucky. Ed- 
munds, Fenton, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Texas, 
Hiteheock, Lewis, Logan, Osborn, Ransom, Robert- 
son, Schurz, Stewart, Thurman, Tipton, and Wil- 


29 
son—<Z. 


Brownlow, Caldwell, 


So the motion was not agreed to 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs upon the motion of the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. FretinGuvuysen] to recon 
sider the vote by which the Senate rejected 
the Morrill amendment. ' 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Let us 
have the yeas and nays upon that question. 

Mr. HiLL. 


Before the yeas and nays are 
taken I will 


that the rule which was 
adopted yesterday in regard to amendments to 
appropriation bills may be read. 

the VICE PRESIDENT. It will be read. 
The chair will first take the sense of the Sen- 
ate on the demand of the Senator from Mary 
land that the vote upon this motion be taken 
by yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Georgia now asks that the rule adopted 
yesterday be read. 

Mr. CONKLING. I suggest to the Senator 
from Georgia that it is hardly worth while to 
read that rule in connection with this amend- 
ment, as he will remember the Chair ex- 
plained expressly in advance that the rule 
would not apply to this amendment. 

Mr. HILL. | merely wish it read in 
order that the spirit of the rule may be very 
vividly before the body, for if it be a good rule, 
I should think it is a good reason why this 
amendment should not be incorporated on 
this bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the Secretary will report the rule. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


ask 


** Resolved, That during the present session it shall 
be in order at any time to move a recess; and pend- 
ing an appropriation bill, tomove to confine debate 
on amendments thereto to five minutes by any Sen 
ator on the pending motion, and such motions shall 
be decided without debate. And no amendment to 
any such bill makimg legislative provisions, other 
than such as directly relate to the appropriations 
contained in the bill, shall be received.”’ 

Mr. POMEROY. I remarked yesterday 
that that rule, if adopted, would control my 
vote on this question. I know that, technically 
speaking, it does not bind any one on this par- 
ticular vote, but the spirit of it prevails with 
me, and that is what will control my vote on 
the pending motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The latter part of 
this rule as first proposed by the Senator from 
Vermont was copied from the report of the 
Committee on Rules two years ago, and read, 
‘*no amendmentshall be received or adopted.” 
If those words ‘‘or adopted’’ had been in- 
cluded in this rule, the Chair would have ruled 
that this Morrill amendment would not be in 
order. They were stricken out with the ex- 
press understanding in the Senate that it was 
done so that the rule should not be at all ex 
post facto in regard to this amendment, which 
was then pending, hanging upon a motion to 
reconsider, and therefore had been received, 
and was, inthe technical parliamentary lan- 
guage, pending. It is therefore before the 
Senate, and the cuestion is upon agreeing to 
the motion to reconsider, on which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. CONKLING. I am paired with the 
Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Touran. ] 

Mr. CALDWELL. On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Missouri, [ Mr. 
Buiair.] He would vote ‘‘ nay,’’ and I should 
vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. On this ques- 
tion my colleague [Mr. Epmunps] is paired 
with the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Scuvurz. ] 


| weak, they would take 


| provided in that act, 
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rhe question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 25, nays 26; as follows: 

Y EAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Cameron, Carpenter, Chandler, Corbett, 
Cragin, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan. Frelinghuy- 
sen, Gilbert, Hamlin, Howe, Morrill of Maine, Mor- 
rillot Vermont, Morton, Nye, Patterson. Ramsey, 
Scott, Sherman, Sumner, Windom, and Wright—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn. Bayard, Casserly, Clay- 
ton, Cole, Davis ot West Virginia, Ferry of 
Connecticut, Hamilton of Maryland, Harlan, Hill, 
Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Norwood, Pomeroy, Pool, 
Rice, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Spencer, Sprague, Steven- 
son, Stockton, Trumbull, Vickers, and W est—26., 

ABSENT—Messrs. Blair, Brownlow, Caldwell, 
Conkling, Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, 
Fenton, Goldthwaite, Hamilton ot Texas, Hitech 
cock, Lewis, Logan, Osborn, Pratt. Ransom, Rob- 


ertson, Schurz, Stewart, Thurman, Tipton, and Wil- 
>» 
SOn-"<2. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair votes 
in the affirmative. The motion to reconsider 
prevails, and the question recurs on agreeing 
to the amendment. 

Mr. HOWE. lam advised that if I talk | 
shall kill this amendment, and I believe I will 
do it. (Laughter.] I ama little surprised at 
the attitude of the Senate this morning. Dur 
ing ‘the late unpleasantness’’ it became the 
duty of the Government to do several things 
that it had never done before. Among other 
things that it was compelled to do was to get 
property for the support of large armies, pro 
visions, forage, transportation, military sup- 
plies of different kinds, and such supplies it 
was in the habit of taking sometimes without 
purchase and sometimes of taking by pur 
chase; and when your armies were operating 
in that portion of the United States which was 
then in rebellion, which was then most un- 
pleasant, they habitually took these supplies 
without purchase, and they took those sup- 
plies from two classes, both the friends and 
the enemies of your Government. ‘Those who 
were the friends of the Government, and from 
whom supplies were taken for your Army, 
thought they were entitled to pay, and they 
have been trying to get it ever since. A year 
ago you reluctantly conseuted to allow a com 
mission appointed by yourselves to examine 
these claims and make areport upon them. 
They have been at work examining them. 


This very morning | asked the Senate to con 


sent that the commission might report from 
time to time as they thought fit. That poor 
privilege was not obtained. It was asked on 


| behalf of loyal men, men who had incurred no 


guilt whatever. 

There was another thins the Government 
had to do that it never did before. It found 
in the theater where this war was a kind of 
property which was giving strength to the 
rebellion, more strength than it had from any 
other source. It found there cotton, which 
was the very life and soul of the rebellion. If 
it had not been for that accursed commodity 
you : ever would have had any rebellion, and 
you know it. If it had not been for that com- 
modity, the rebellion, after it was waged, 
would not have lasted six months, but it lasted 
for years, and cotton was the strength of it, 
and your Government concluded to bring that 
cotton in and have it on our side, and passed 
an act for that purpose requiring it to be cap- 
tured, irrespective of the question whether the 
owner of it was himself a rebel ora loyal man, 
irrespective of the question whether he was 
criminal or not. 

They held that the property itself, as I said 
a little while ago, was criminal; it was guilty ; 
and because it was in that predicament, that 
it made the rebellion strong and the Union 
from that predica 
ment, take it into our own hands; but they 
inasmuch as they did 
not want to oppress our friends by this neces 
sary measure, that our friends might follow 
that cotton so far as it was taken from them, 


'and if at any time they could establish that 


they were the owners of any portion of it and 
that they had continued loyal, they might have 


My colleague would vote ‘* yea,’’ andthe Sen- || judgment in the Court of Claims for the pro 


Cragin, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuy- || ator from Missouri would vote ‘nay. 


i| ceeds of so much of it as belonged to them. 
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selves; but that was a privilege guarantied 
only to those who had been friendly, not to 
those who had been hostile. That act has 
stood upon the books. There never was any 
Intention on the part of Congress that a rebel 
should have the benefit of that act. 

A recent decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, however, has declared that 
that intention was not clearly expressed in the 
act, and you have been struggling for days to 
get an act put upon your statute-books which 
shall clearly express the intention of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States that this money 
which we have derived from which 
cotton was not only guilty itself, but the owners 
of which guilty, shall not be drawn out of 
the Treasury on behalf of those guilty owners. 


cotton, 


were 


We have been struggling to get such a provis- 


ion as that and we find this Senate, which 


has not yet 
report on behalf of the loyal men in that strug 
gle, almost evenly divided upon this question 
of paying the rebels for this cotton of theirs! 

Mr. President, this is for all the world just 
like a proposition to take from the Treasury an 
refund all the fines you 
have assessed upon the guilt of the citizens 
of the United Nay, it is worse than 
that, for taking $1,000 out of your Treasury 


amount of money to 


States. 


simply because it has been put in there as a 
fine, remedies that one act ; but we had to take 
the cotton for a double reason: first, because 
its owner was criminal; and, second, because 
the cotton itselt You had to 
take it for your life as well as for the weakening 


of the rebellion. 


was a criminal. 


{ will inquire, are we under the five- minutes | 


rule? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
rHONY in the chair.) No, sir; we are not. 
Mr. HOWE. Now, sir, | do feel a little 


anxiety that those men who a few years ago, 


| Mr. AN- 


when everything was dark around us, were our 
friends, should be able to feel that they had 
been as favorably considered in the Senate of 
the United States as the rebels were; and I 
did want to add one word to my friend from 
illinois, [Mr. ‘l'RumBuL.,] who I see is no 
longer in his seat. 


who had been throwing obstructions in the way 
of this very amendment, and he repudiated 
that idea But since | called his attention to 
that attitude of his, he has in the face of the 
Senate and in the face of the heavens voted 
twice on that side of the question, when from 
him we could get any consent 
loyal people of the United States should have 
even the poor pittance of a report in their 
favor. 

Now, Mr. President, I beg pardon for hav- 
ing said so much. It is the first time I have 
said anything in the course of this debate. 

Mr. POMEROY. [rise to a question of 
order. I desire to know when the rule adopted 
yesterday does go into effect if it does not go 
into effect on this bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will go 
into effect whenever the Senate shall order the 
be confined to five minutes. The 


not 


debate to 


rule does not confine the debate to five min- | 


utes, but enables the Senate to order it to be 
so confined. 

Mr. POMEROY. Then the Chair under- 
stands that the rule we adopted yesterday does 
affect this bill. I have been voting under that 
apprehen-ion, and I supposed I did right. 

Mr. ALCORN. Mr. President, it is neces- 
Bary in order to place this question properly 
before the country that we go back to the true 
point in issue here to-day on this amendment 
called the Morrill amendment. 


Che honorable Senator from Wisconsin { Mr. 


Hower] says that the proposition here is to 
open the Treasury to all rebeldom. I was not 
aware that there were any rebels in this coun- 
try just at this time. I had supposed that 


rebeldom in this land was among the things | 


that had been, and | believe the people of this 


| said 


accorded the poor privilege of a || 





| country that cotton should be taken. 
| were given by this Government to seize cot- 
the same time that the order was | 
given to seize cotton a trade was encouraged || 


Speaking rather carelessly || 
this morning I alluded to him as one of those || 


that the | 
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great nation feel that the rebellion has passed, | 


has ceased to exist. That feeling, taking its 
rise among the people, wends it way slowly to 
the Congress of the United States. That feel- 
ing has manifested itself in the House of Rep- 
resentatives, the popular branch of this Gov- 
ernment. 
itself here by and by, with or without the con- 
sent of Senators. 

A Senator upon this floor the other day 
-[ think I am not mistaken in this—that 
he did not regard the war as yet at an end; 
and from the manner in which this question 


| has been discussed I apprehend that he is not 


alone in that belief. 
It has been argued here that the Supreme 


| Court disputed the right of Congress to or- 
| ganize courts and detine their jurisdiction. 


lhe Supreme Court has held no such thing. 
Che Supreme Court has not denied that Con- 


| gress may establish any court, and that it 


may establish and define the jurisdiction of 


| that court. Congress may say that no one 
. . [ mi e 

under sixty years of age shall go into that 

court. IJt may say that no unmarried person 

shall go into that court. It may define pre 


g 
cisely the jurisdiction of the court; and the 
Supreme Court have not intimated that they 
will not recognize the power of Congress to so 
define the jurisdiction of that court. 
Supreme Court have simply passed upon a 
law that was enacted by Congress. They have 
undertaken to explain and define that law. 
hey have said that the Congress cannot un- 
dertake to define the effect of a pardon; that 


by the Constitution of the country, and that the 
Congress has no power to define the limits of 


| a pardon. 


But, sir, let me come to the point now be- 
fore the Senate; and I wish the 
understand precisely how this case exists. 
While the war was going on it was necessary, 
for the purpose of enforcing the power of the 
nation, that cotton should be seized. 
necessary for the commercial interests of this 


ton, but at 


between the rebels of that day and the loyal 


| men ot that day, and the Federal Government 
sent its agents into the heart of the rebellion | 


for the purpose of encouraging the cotton trade 


| and inducing the people there to bring their 
| cotton into the lines, that the Government of 


the United States might have the benefit of it. 


Speculators were sent there, men who were | 


given a price to go forward and induce the 
rebels to send their cotton into the Federal 
lines to sell it. Some of 
inside of the other lines, who were in the re- 
bellion, were encouraged to believe that all 
cotton which came into possession of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, their private 
property, would be held in trust by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, and that when 
the war should end they would be entitled to 
come forward and make claim for their prop- 
erty. I say persons, those who had been en- 
gaged in the rebellion, who had been at one 
time in the rebellion, and who had recanted 
of the rebellion, and had sworn allegiance to 


the Government of the United States, accepted | 
the invitation, and did give whatever aid they | 
could give to the Government of the United | 


States in advancing their desire to have cotton 
from the rebel States brought into the Federal 
lines. 


Was it the policy of the rebel government | 


to encourage this trade? By no means. The 


rebel government ordered the cotton of the || 


confederate States whenever it came within 
the reach of the Federal Army to be burned, 
and thousands and tens of thousands of bales 
vf cotton within the rebel lines were burned 
under confederate orders. Why, sir, I have 
seen the Mississippi river flowing like a blaze 
of fire with that great staple of the South upon 


. *) . j 
It comes here, and it will establish 








The | 


Orders || 


those who were | 
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its bosom, lighting the night into a huge gl 
from the burning cotton of the rebels of 
land. 

At that time the Federal Government was 
encouraging the people of the South to trade 
saying to them, ‘Bring the cotton into inti 
lines and you shall have the money for it.” 
Do I state the fact? I do state the fact: and 
you paid for cotton from rebels as well as 
Union men. Yes, sir, confederate officers 
who were known to your officers to be officers 
of the confederate government, if they had 
but a bale of cotton had a passport and 


are 
the 


a 


|| safeguard into the Federal lines to go and 


come as long asthe cotton lasted. Your Fed- 
eral gunboats came along the Mississippi river, 
and while they were bristling with guns they 
sent out their agents into the rebel dominions 
saying, ‘‘Come forward with your cotton,”’ and 
the confederates were corrupted, and that gov- 
ernment complained of it. Companies went 
under the command of their officers to your 
gunboats with their cotton wagons, and there 
the trade was carried on and the cotton de- 
livered, and arms and clothing and everything 
else that was necessary to the confederate 


| government was given in exchange. 


Seeing this thing, observing that this charac 
ter of trade was discouraged on the part of the 
confederate government, the people were en 
couraged to believe that it was not the purpose 


|| of the United States to destroy their property, 


and so it was that they concealed their cotton, 
and made arrangements to have their cotton 


|| taken by the Federal Government; and much 
the power to pardon rests with the Executive | 


of the cotton, the proceeds of which are now 


| held in the Treasury, was cotton that was taken 


with the consent, under the counsel, and with 


|| the advice of men who to-day cannot take the 
|| oath you demand of them, taken under the 
Senate to || 


promise on the part of this Government thar 
that cotton shouid be held in trust by the Gov 
ernment of the United States, and when the 


| war was ended- they should have the money 
It was || 


for it. 

No one here desires that you shall pass a 
law to return that cotton, which was properly 
confiscated by this Government, to the people 
of the South; that would be unfair, and in 
my place here [ would not ask any such thing. 
You confiscated, by your order, that property 
which belonged to the confederate government. 
It was a prize in your hands which, when 
seized, you were entitled to have. We make 
no complaint over that. But the cotton of 
the private individual you have not confis 
cated ; you took that cotton in many instances 
without his consent; you brought it here; 
you sold it; you placed the proceeds in the 
Treasury of the United States; and to-day 
you propose to hold it without any proceeding 
in court, without any proceeding in law by 
which you will confiscate that property and 
make it the property of the Government of 
the United States. I say when you do that, 
you do it by the strong hand of power, and 
not by any law that is known to writers upon 
the law of nations or upon the rights of citi- 
zens or individuals. 

Afterward, when the South was without rep- 
resentation in Congress, or when there was 
no one here who had been among the class 


| of rebe's, you passed a law governing the 


proceedings before the Court of Claims with 
regard to this cotton. The South complained 


not. It made no protest against that legis- 
lation. It stood quietly by. ‘T'o-day, because 


a decision has been rendered favorable to 
those who in equity are entitled to the pro- 
ceeds of the cotton now in the Treasury, after 
an adjudication has been had, after we have 
gone through all the forms of law and incurred 
all the expense necessary under the ruling of 


| the courts to establish our case, after we have 


established clearly that we are entitled to have 
the proceeds of that property returned to us, 
Congress comes-in with a bill and interposes 
obstacles, throws obstructions in the way, and 
says to the claimants, ‘‘ Regardless of your 
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pardon, regardless of contract and everything 
else, you must purge yourself of all disloyalty | 
before you can be heard in the courts of this 
country.”’ 

[ will not dispute, and have not disputed, 
the power of Congress to pass a law in estab- 
lishing a court saying who shall go into it. 
You have power to do that. But you have 
established this court, and I make the point 
that having established the court, you now 


7 


seek to pass a law in the nature of an ex post || 


facto law, a law after the fact, to affect the 
litigants who have already gone through the 
court that you have made for them and invited 
them to come forward and be heard in. 

Mr. HOWE. Will the Senator allow me to 
state the difference between my position and 
his right on that point? 

Mr. ALCORN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOWE. My positionis that we are not 
trying to pass an ex post facto law at all, but 
we are trying to say distinctly and explicitly, 
so that it shall be intelligible to me and to the 
Supreme Court, what we thought we had said 
in the act of 1864—no more and no less. 

Mr. ALCORN. Asto what Congress thought 
I am not capable of explaining. As to what 
Congress did, 1 have the authority of the Su- 
preme Court for saying. You passed the law, 
you passed it to your own satisfaction when | 
there was nobody here to object, and you | 
referred it to the highest court of this nation to 
explain and to construe, and that court has | 
construed it; and now what we complain of is 
that after the court has construed it, and after 
under that construction of the court the south- 
ern people have gone on and have presented 
their claims, you say not one word until the 
case is heard and has passed through all the 
forms of adjudication, and then, when the de- 
cision has been declared in favor of the claim- 
aunts, I hold that this action of yours is in the 
nature of an ex post facto law. Itis an unjust 
law, and a law that perpetrates a fraud upon 
the people who have gone through this court, | 
now to come in and say to them ‘‘ You shall | 
not have the benefit of your judgment.’’ If 
you will, say so in plain language; you have 
the power to say it; but I put myself before 
the people of this nation in the equity and jus- | 
tice of their nature that it is not right to do so. 

Mr. HOWE. The Senator from Mississippi 
and myself I think will not differ essentially | 
as to what is in itself right or wrong. He | 
seems to think this is a fraud; but if this act 
says no more than what we conscientiously 
believe we had said in 1864, is there any fraud 
on anybody unless it be the fraud which was 
perpetrated in effect by that decision which 
declared that we did not say what we all 
thought we had said? 

Mr. ALCORN. Again I repeat, that as to 
what the gentleman thought I shall not dis- 
pute or cavil with him; but that he did not 
think exactly right is very apparent from the 
fact that the decision of the Supreme Court 
does not support him in his view of the law of 
the case. The Senator contends that there is 
yet a land of rebellion. He shakes his head; | 
but he said awhile ago that he did not propose 
to open the courts of the country to all rebel- 
dom. That implies that there is a land of 
rebellion. 

Mr. HOWE. I think the Senator will agree 
on reflection that it does not imply any such | 
thing necessarily, but simply implies nothing 
more than that there was such a land once. 
If I spoke of rebeldom, if I used that term, 
and I think very likely I did, I spoke of it 
with reference to that class of men who ina 
late unhappy period of our existence were in 
rebellion, and as to that very class which for 
that very reason we meant to keep out of the 
Court of Claims, I used that term. I did not 
mean to say that there was any portion of the 
country in rebellion now. 


Mr. ALCORN. I am glad that the Senator 














puts the rebellion at a period of time that has 
passed. But the Senator says that the object | 
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| this cotton. 








| 
| 
| 


| settled there. 


is to keep out of the Court of Claims the peo- 
ple who have been engaged in rebellion. But 
having invited those people, under the ruling 


|| of the Supreme Court, to go into the Court of 


Claims, after they have passed a long and 
weary way in litigating these questions before 
the Court of Claims, | contend that it is now 
an act of injustice to that class of people who 
have obtained judgments under the acts of Con- 
gress and the construction of the Supreme 
Court, to interpose new conditions; and the 
Morrill amendment does interpose other con- 
ditions than that which the Supreme Court 
declares to exist now as the law stands to-day. 

But, more than that, property was taken 
after the war had ceased. As I stated the 
other day, cotton was taken by the agents of 
the Treasury Department after the war had 
ceased, and after the proclamation of the Pres- 
ident had been made reviving the commercial 
relations between the sections, and after the 


'| before 


property of the citizen was under the civil 


law, as we propose to show to the Senate. 
Then agents of the Government of the Uni- 
ted States, agents of the Treasury, seized upon 
They had so long regarded it as 
the subject of seizure and speculation that for 
five long months after the war had ceased 
every one of them, whenever he saw a bale 
of cotton, felt himself privileged to pounce 


upon it, and if there was any resistance to | 


call upon the military forces of the Govern- 
ment for the purpose of protecting him in 
the seizure. Cotton was seized after the war 
had ended, after the commercial relations of 
the two sections had been revived under the 
proclamation of the President and the circu- 
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Secretary of the Treasury, but their applica- 
tion is the end of the case; and that is a com- 
plete answer to the sugyestion that there is a 
remedy. 

Mr. HOWE. The Senator does not mean 
to do any injustice certainly? 

Mr. ALCORN. Not at all. 

Mr. HOWK. I do not kuow—I wish my 
colleagues upon the Committee on Claims 
would support or defeat me with their testi- 
mony—l do not remember when such a claim 
as that has been presented to the Committee 
on Claims of the Senate and has been denied. 
The Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. Bore- 
MAN] has not been so long on the committee 


| as some others, but | am under the impression 


that there are one or two claims of that sort 
the committee now; but I do not 
remember that a claim of that kind has ever 
been denied by that committee. 

Mr. ALCORN. Not being a member of 
the committee, | am not prepared to speak 
except generally. 1 certainly do not wish to 
say anything that is improper. 

Mr. BOREMAN. If the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi will allow me, as remarked by the 


| Senator from Wisconsin, I have but recently 


been appointed upon the Committee on Claims, 
about a year since. I have heard nothing of 
any claim of this sort since I have been on 
that committee. There may have been such 


|| claims presented ; but if so, I have not heard 


lar of the Secretary of the Treasury Depart- | 


ment declaring such seizures to be in violation 
of military orders and of ail civil law. 


Then | 


those who were not yet acquainted with their | 


rights and who were powerless to protect 
themselves had their property taken before 


their eyes, their cotton seized, under the | 
promise that it was to be held in trust; but | 


they were rebels! 
for that cotton? 

Mr. HOWE. Will the Senator allow me to 
answer him right there? 

Mr. ALCORN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOWE. 
pay. Two remedies are open to them, or 
rather one remedy is open and another is being 
opened. They havea plain remedy to come 
here. 
world for taking that cotton. 
plain remedy to come here and ask for com- 
pensation, just as if my horse had been taken 
1 should have no other remedy than to come 
here and ask compensation. I cannot go to 
the Court of Claims any more than I can go 


Are they entitled to pay 


I mean. Another remedy is being opened. A 
bill is before this House, and I think before 
the other, proposing to remit them to the 
Treasury Department to have their claims 
That is a distinct thing entirely 


Unquestionably entitled to | 


There never was any authority in the | 
They have a | 


| to the Kingdom of Heaven—on that petition, | 


of one within a year, aud I have been a mem- 


_of the committee about a year. 


Mr. ALCORN. Some of these claimants 
have been very unfortunate or they misrepre- 
sent the facts to me. A gentleman from Geor- 
gia, Mr. Hamilton, the other day told me that 


| he had had a claim before the committee here 


for quite a time; he asserted that he had a 


| large amount of cotton seized after the war 





outside of the jurisdiction of the Court of || 


Claims, even according to the decision of the 
Supreme Court, and is not affected at all by 
the original act of 1864. 

Mr. ALCORN. They have their remedy, 
the Senator says. Yes, sir, they have their 
remedy; they can come to Congress; they 
can go to the Treasury Department; but have 
not these people been appealing for the last 


seven years for the proceeds of their cotton | 
after the expenses of the Government have | 


been deducted from it? Have they not for 
the last seven years appealed here and impov- 


| went forth. 


erished themselves lying around Congress, | 


and begging that they might have that which 
belonged to them? Why, sir, within my own 
knowledge there are some of them who have 
been before Congress at every session; there 
are some of them here now who are seeking 
relief from the Government, and yet none has 
come. They have their remedy, we are told. 
Yes, to apply to Congress or to apply to the 


i 


| ernment under its confiscation law. 


| ended, and he assured me that that claim had 


been in the hands of the honorable Senator 
from Wisconsin who responded but a few mo- 
ments ago; but the Senator’s answer is sufli- 
cient on that point, as a matter of course. 
Mr. HOWE. What part of Georgia is he 


| from? 


Mr. ALCORN. From Atlanta, I think. He 
had a large claim amounting to several hun- 
dred bales of cotton, and he assured me that 
he had been here; that the cotton was taken 


| after the war ended, and that he had been to 


the Department again and again, and that he 
had been before the committee, and that the 
Senator from Wisconsin now had that matter 
before him, and that he hoped at some time 
during the present session he would report it, 


| and he assured me that the Senator was friendly 
| to the consideration of his measure. 


Mr. HOWE. There is some mistake about 
it; I cannot undertake to say precisely where 


' it is; but I have no recollection of Mr. Hamil- 


ton or his claim. 

Mr. ALCORN. What the Senator from 
Wisconsin says is satisfactory to me in regard 
to any participation he may have had in this 
matter. I only know generally about this, and 
I speak here for the reason that I have not 
understood that it was the purpose of the Gov 
ernment to do a wrong to any one. I speak 
here as one who comes from the land that was 
in rebellion; | speak here as one who was 
engaged in the rebellion; and I speak plainly, 
and [ have aright to speak. We ask nothing 
that the Government of the United States 
seized as the property of the confederate gov- 
We ask 
nothing that you destroyed by the Army 4s it 
It was our misfortune to be in 
the path of the Army and to have our houses 
burned, our fields laid waste, our property 
taken. It was one of the misfortunes that 
belonged to our position; it was one of the 
misfortunes that grew out of the revolution. 
It was ours. Mournful, painful though it was, 
it was for us to bear it, and we bore it without 


| murmur and without complaint. 


' 


But that property which belonged to the 
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which is regarded by 
heing the property of in- 


held untouched, 


private individ ial. that 
all civilized nation 
and to be 


‘ zation having de 


dividuals, as sacred 


manded that even in time 
ol war private 
property that 
ment as it marched triumphantly through 
Mexico: property that was respected by Wil- 
liam as he toward the 
city of Paris garded 
as sacred from the invading 
army under all civilized Governments—we 
ask simply that this property shall to-day be 
paid for been 
the policy of the nation, under a policy that 
we have accepted and understood as being 
that of the United States, that 
this shall be paid for under the 
gress whicn settled the revol 
vided a Court of Claims for adjusting between 
the citizen of the United States, 
and the 
in order to 


property shall be res pec ted: 


Was re nected by thi ann rn- 


marched victoriously 
property that has been re 


touch of an 
under what we conceive to have 


people of the 
law ot Con- 
ution and pro 


who was a 
Government of the 
define and adjudi- 
distinction between private and pub- 
lic property. 

Now, the itizen with the 
judgment of that court which you have estab- 
lished, whose jurisdiction you have defined, 
whose decision he holds in his hand, pointing 
to the proceeds of his property in the Treas- 
ury of the United States, and bearing up in 
his hand at the 


rebel neverthele 
United States, 
cate the 


private « comes 


same time the act of Congress 
and the adjudication of the Sapreme Court 
upon that act, and he asks that you shall 


no obstruction in 
ing forward the 


throw here his way in carry- 
judgment to its legitimate re- 
suit. Ihis is all he asks. He cannot ask less 
than this. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, | have not the 
slightest personal interest in this question. I 
wish | had, for | wish that a great deal of cot- 
ton of my own that was burned had gone into 
the Treasury of the United States; I wish it, 
even if it had never been given back to me; but 
it was not my good fortune to have mine go 


s 


there. [never hada bale sold and the pro- 
ceeds put into the Treasury. 
| 


I had many a 
bale burned in the march of Sherman’s army 
at different p told General Sher 
man himself that [did not think there 
good in burning that cotton; 
tion of the 


imces, | have 
Was aDY 
that the destruc- 
railways through the country by 
his army put it out of the power of individuals 
to send it to the aud more than that, 
he was marching with a strong force upon our 
principal sea-port at the time this burning took 
place, and the cotton would have been left 
behind him. From Savannah, crossing the 
river at that point, he turned up into South 
Carolina, and destroying the railroads that com- 
municated between Augusta and Richmond he 
made cotton as 


sea board, 


useless to the rebels as the 
pines that it was lying among in the South. 
There was an immense 
captured at Savannah, not 
Savannah fell before the 
Chat remained 
there until afler active hostilities had ceased, 
mainly, before it was carried away. It cannot 
be said with propriety that while the United 
States forces occupied Savannah, it a con- 
quered city fully in their possession, with the 


amount of cotton 
captured until 
victorious army of 
Sherman. 


General cotton 


possession of its harbor, no means of egress 
or ingress on the part of 
longer, that it 
tilities to take 


the confederates any 
was a means of repressing hos 
the cotton that was found in 
that city, and it does not strike me that it was 
necessary or that it accomplished anything in 
that way. Georgia had been overrun, Savan- 
nah had fallen, and the cotton was captured, 
here was no way on earth for the rebels to 
take that cotton away from Savannah. 
allerwatr 


lt was 
d transported to New York, and what 
was leit of it sold and the proce ds carried 
into the Treasury of the United States, where 
they now lie. 

As I said on a former occasion, I can see 
no difference in the seizure of cotton under 
euch circumstances, and the seizure of treas 


| 





ure, of gold and silver, or of household goods. 
One might as well have 
other, if the object had 
for the Treasury of the United States. And 
long after hostilities had ceased, seiz- 
ures of cotton were continued in the State of 
Georgia in the interior, and in the 
other southern States. It upon 
pretexts of doubtful ownership, and some- 
times I have no doubt rightly seized as the 
property of the confederate States, but not 
very often. Very frequently 
take in that particular. 

It does seem to me that it would have been 
better never to have taken the cotton away at 
all, better to have left it there in the desolate. 
impoverished condition of that country and 
of that people. Since that was not done, but 
in the heat and excitement incident to war 
the cotton was seized and taken away from 
them and the proces ds prt into the ‘T're asury, 
it is better to day, I think, (better than to 
keep the few millions that compose the amount 
of money which was derived from such cotton, ) 
that the proceeds be r¢ 
owners whenever they 


been done as the 


been to raise money 
active 


interior of 
was seized 


there was a mis 


‘turned to the original 
can be ascertained. Sir, 
| think there are Senators here who, if they 
could go through the districts of country where 
some of this cotton was seized, if they could 
have known those sections as I knew them 
before there was any war, if they could have 
seen the freshness and the beauty that the 
country exhibited at that time, and look upon 
it now in its desolate, ruined state, scarcely a 
straggling fence to be seen, rarely any evidence 
of repairs; and even the fine old mansions of 
the country, once the abodes of almost princely 
hospitality, destroyed and gone, and with their 
beautiful grounds all left desolate, all mere 
marks of ruin and decay— 

**And not a rose left to bloom on the stalk, 

lo tell where the garden had been,”’ 

would awaken some emotions inthe generous 
heart othertban theseof vindictive feeling and 
bitter memories of the wrongs of former years. 

Better to give to these deluded people, 
they were ail rebels, that owned this cotton 
the money that arose from its sale and help 
them to rise again from their impoverished 
he i} less condition. 

| hope, sir, that the new rule adopted yes 
terday, the excellent re in re in regard to 
amendments inappropriate * appropriation 
bills, will be signalized to-day by the rejection 
of this amendment, and that it will not go 
upon this bill to mar its symmetry. Let us 
make this the distinctive point, beginning here 
in that good work. If there is to be any legis- 
lation upon upon this subject, it might be well 
to determine whether there should be some 
discrimination between the cotton of claim- 
ants takes during flagrant war and that which 
was taken after hostilities had ceased. ‘There 
me there may be something in 
that. No one complained of seizures while 
war raged. While they were fitting out little 
vessels and running the blockade and carry- 
ing cotton secretly to Nassau, and bringing in 
goods, it was certainly proper for the Govern- 
ment to seize the cotton and prevent its being 
used to its detriment; butafter this had ceased, 
as it did cease at Savannah as soon as Sher- 
man took the city, and could no longer be 
done, | can see no reason why there should 
have been seizures of cotton in Savannah. It 
was well known by General Sherman when he 
garrisoned that city that there was not force 
enough anywhere in the South to retake it 
and occupy it and expel or capture the garri- 
son. He had no apprehension of that, and he 
marched away through the Carolinas, destroy- 
ing as he went the railways behind him, so 
that there was no longer means lett for 
furnishing supplies for the government at 
Richmond. ‘The whole edifice was tottering 
to its fall, and had absolutely gone down, was 
prostrate in the dust at the time a large por- 


seems to 


| tion of this cotton was seized, the proceeds of 


which are now in the Treasury. 
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Mr. COLE. I move that further debate on 
amendments to this bill be restricted to five 
minutes. 

lhe PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ay 
THONY in the chair.) The Senator from Calj 
fornia moves, under the rule adopted yester- 
day, that further amendments tg 
this bill be restricted to five minutes; and 
that question must be taken without debate. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on that motion. 

rhe yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 30, nays 18; as follows: 
_ YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
inghain, Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, Chandler, 
Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Ferry of Connecti- 
cut, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Harlan, Howe, Kel- 
logg, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Mor- 
ton, Pomeroy, Pratt, Kamsey, Rice, Scott, Sherman, 
Wilson, Windom, and Wright—30. 

NAYS— Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Casserly, Davis 
of West Virginia, Goidthwaite, Hamilton of M; iry- 
land, Hill, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Saulsbary, 
Spencer, Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, Sumner, 
frumbull, and Vickers—1s8. 

ABSI NT— Messrs. Blair, 
Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, 
Ferry. of Mie higan, Gilbert, 
Hamlin, Hiteheock, Lewis, 
Patterson, Pool, Ransom, 
Schurz, Stewart, Thurman, Tipton, 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
is on the amendment of tbe 
Vermont, [Mr. Morr. ] 

Mr. STEVENSON. On that I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The amendment was to add the following as 
an additional section: 

Src. —. That the jurisdiction of the Court of 
Claims under the act approved March 12, 1503, en- 
titled “*‘An act to provide at eee ee of aban- 
doned property, and for the prevention of frauds in 
insurrectionary districts within the United States,’ 


debate on 


Brownlow, Clayton, 

Edmunds, Fenton, 
Hamilton of ‘Texas, 
Logan, Nye, Osborn, 
Robertson, Sawyer 


and West—26, 


The question 
Senator from 


| and any act amendatory thereof or in relation there- 


| the judgmentoft said court: 


to, shailextend only to cases duly commenced in said 
court within two years aiter the suppression of the 
rebellion, in which it shall be established as a fact, 
by proof satisfactory to said court, that the owner 
of such property has never, in fact, given any aid or 
comfort to said rebellion; and no judgment of said- 
court, in any case, under said acts shall be paid un- 
less such finding shall be stated as a proven fact in 
Provided, That the pro- 
visions of this seetion shall not apply to or embrace 
judgments heretofore rendered by the Court of 


| Claims in which it has been found as a proven fact 


that the claimant has not given aid or comfort to the 
rebellion: And provided further, That proof of loy- 


| alty to the United States, or of not giving aid and 


comfort tothe rebellion, shall not be required of any 
party to a suit cognizable by the Court of Claims 
founded on contract with the United States — 
into since the suppression of the rebeliion: And pro- 
vided further, That on any judgment heretofore ren- 


| dered in favor of claimants in which the question of 





| Seott, Sherman, 


loyalty was not passed on, the court on application 
of the claimant may hear, determine, and certify as 
to the question of loyalty as shown by the evidence 
on the record. 


Mr. CALDWELL. I am paired on this 
question with the Senator from Missouri ly (Mr. 
Buair.] If present, he would vote ‘nay,’ "and 
I should vote ‘* yea.’ 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. On this ques- 
tion my colleague [Mr. Epmonps] is paired 
with the Senator trom Missouri, [Mr. Scuurz. ] 
If present my colleague would vote *‘ yea,’ 
ae the Senator from Missouri would vote 
** pay. 

Mr. CONKLING. Iam paired on this ques- 
tion with the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. THur- 
MAN.] I should vote for the amendment, of 
course, and he would vote against it. 

Mr. WLLSON. Lam paired with the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina, [ Mr. RANSOM. ] lf 
he were present, [ should vote ‘* yea,’’ and he 
would vote ‘* nay.’ 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 26, nays 26; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ngham, Cameron, Carpenter, Chandler, Cole, Cor- 
bett, Cragin. Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Freling- 
huysen, Gilbert, Llamlin, Morrill of Maine, Morrill 
of Vermont, Morton, Patterson, Pratt, Ramsey, 
Sumner, Windom, and Wright—~20. 
NAYS—Messrs, Ale orn, Bayard,Casserly, Davisot 
West Virginia, Ferry of Connecticut, Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Harlan, Hill, Johnston. 
Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis, Norw: 0d, Pomeroy, Pool, 


Rice, Sauisbury. Sawyer, Spencer, Sprague, Steven- 
son, Stockton, Trumbull, Vickers, and West—26. 





Blair, 


Cooper, 


ABSENT — Messrs. Brownlow, Caldwell, 
Clayton, Conkling, Davis Kentucky, 
idmunds, Fenton, Ham!lton of Texas, Hitchcock, 
Nye, Osborn, 


ot 


Howe, Logan, _ Ransom, Robertson, 
Schurz, Stewart, Thurman. Tipton, and Wilson—22. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The yeas are 


» 


6 and the 
in the affirmative, 


Abi 


The Chair votes 
the 


nays are 206. 
aud 


amendwme nt 3S 


ore ed to. 


“Mr. ALCORN. I move to amend the bill 
by adding to the section in regard to the hours 
of labor—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The House sec- 
tion with the proviso stricken off was agreed to. 

Mr. ALCORN. Now I propose, atter the 
section as it now stands amended by the Sen- 
ate, to add : 

Provided, That in all cases wherein the persons 
described in the following section shall be found to 
have performed labor at the rate of ten hours a day, 
the workman, laborer, or mechanic who so worked 
shall have his or their wages correspondingly in- 
creased, and shall be so paid. 

| wish to call the attention of the Senate to 
the fact upon the statement of the Senator 
from Vermont, [Mr. EpMunps,] that at the 
time the eight-hour law went into operation 
the officers in charge of the Government works 
informed the workmen and laborers that if 
they worked longer than eight hours they 
should be paid forit, and many of them worked 
ten hours during the day and received a day’s 
pay therefor. ‘The law of Congress on the sub- 
ject of this eight-hour system I propose to 
read in order to show the justice of my amend- 
ment: 


“All persons shall receive per diem compensation 


for the time during which they were actually en- || 


gaged.” 

This was the law of Congress, and underthis 
law there were workmen who performed ten 
hours’ labor and received compensation. Now 
the amendment that has been adopted by the 
Senate provides that those who worked but 
eight hours, those who refused to work ten 
hours, but placed themselves upon the law of 


Congress which fixed eight huurs as a day’s || 


work, shall have as much pay as the men who 
worked ten hours. Now, I propose to follow 
up that legislationto its legitimate consequence, 


and ifa man who worked eight hours is enti- || 


tled to pay for ten hours, the man who worked 
ten hours is certainly entitled to extra pay for 
two hours extra, 

Mr. COLE. I suggest that that would make 
it unequal. 

Mr. ALCORN. Then the inequality exists 
now against the man who worked ten hours. 
The inequality exists against him. I know it 
is not equal; but when compensation is made 
to a workman who worked eight hours a day 
for two hours’ labor that he did not perform, is 
there any inequality in giving the man who 
worked ten hours pay for two hours that he did 
not perform? I wish that those men who worked 
ten hours shall not be rebuked by Congress 
in the legislation that has now been adopted 


upon this bill, and that they shall not have it || 


said to them, ‘* Your labor has been appro- 
priated by the Government, and you have not 
been compensated for it; you have worked two 
hours that the Government takes and appro- 
priates without giving you any compensation 
other than that which was stipulated in the 
law, while we have given the same pay to the 
man who worked but eight hours.’’ It is un- 
just to the enterprising laboring man who chose 
to devote ten hours of muscle and sweat in 
the service of the Government, and, without 
saying anything against the law giving the eight 
hour man the pay for ten hours’ work, I speak 
for the man who worked ten hours, and | say 
that he should not be thus rebuked for his 
enterprise, his industry, and his toil. 

Mr. COLE. I hope this amendment will 
not be adopted. The eight-hour law removed 
all obligation upon any person laboring for the 
Government to continue his labor beyond that 
time, because he was entitled to receive a full 
day’s wages for his day’s work of eight hours. 
It may have happened that some persons 





worked longer than eight hours; and 
may have worked eleven hours ortwelve hours 
a larger number of hours, and we 
should find ourselves in the dilemma of being 
obliged to pay each man throughout the coun 


some 


or even 


try who two years ago, in the past, was in the 
employment of the Government, for odd hours 
that he may have been employed ] suggest 


to my friend that in some cases persons may 
have wrought for twelve hours, and his amend- 
ment would not meet that emergency; in other 
cases eleven hours, and his amendment would 
not reach them. 

[ suggest that in accordance with the law 
which he read it is sufficient and all-sufficient 
to pay for the day’s labor of eight hours, of 
which a party might avail himself, and where 
he was not under any obligation to labor longer. 
If he did labor for an hour or two hours be 
yond, it was certainly gratuitous. We have 
gone to the full extent of doing Justice to the 
laboring men in providing that they shall re- 
ceive full wages for eight hours’ labor, and 
that is already provided for in this bill, and 
there can be no necessity for going further 
than that. | hope the amendment will not be 
adopted. 

Mr. ALCORN. 
the sequences—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ayn 
THONY inthe chair.) The rule under which we 
are acting allows a Senator to speak but five 

minutes. 

Mr. ALCORN. 


minutes. 


As to 


One word in reply. 


has already spoken five minutes. 
Mr. ALCORN. Five minutes at one time. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
does not understand that a Senator can speak 
| repeatedly, five minutes each time. 
| Mr. ALCORN. I submit to the ruling of 
| the Chair; but just there I would ask the 


question whether when I have spoken once | 


five minutes on any question I am precluded 
from again appearing on the floor. If that is 
the ruling, | will submit, of course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secre- 
tary will read the rule. The Chair prefers 
that the Senator shall be satisfied. 

Mr. ALCORN. Iam entirely willing that 
the Chair should decide what the rule is, and 
I will submit to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks there is no doubt about it. The rule 
is that ‘‘during the present session it shall 
be in order at any time to move a recess; 
and, pending an appropriation bill, to move 
to confine debate on amendments thereto to 
five minutes by any Senator on the pending 
motion.’’ 

Mr. ALCORN. Ithen move to strike out 
the last word in my amendment, and upon that 
I will speak briefly with the consent of the 
Chair, if | have a right to make that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator has the right to make that motion. 

Mr. ALCOKN. And to speak on it. I 
merely want to make one single point. Lam 
not responsible for the sgquences or results 
of this legislation. The law declared that 
‘*all persons shall receive a per diem com- 
pensation for the time during which they were 
actually engaged.’ 

Under this some workmen chose to work 
eight hours, others chose to work ten hours, 
and were so paid. Now we give the man who 
worked eight hours pay for ten hours, which 
is simply practically to increase the wages or 
pay that he received. 1 propose to give the 
man who worked ten hours the same enlarg- 
ment of compensation, to increase his pay, not 
exactly in the same ratio, but in a ratio equal 
to the proportion of two hours to ten, and 
that is all. I speak not of anything that 
has been done for the eight-hour men; I am 
content with that; but 1 speak for the ten- 
hour men, whose labor and muscle you have 





I will not speak half of five | 
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Mr. WEST. 


I rise toa question of informa- 
tion 


2 rhe 
five-minutes rule was apphed by the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriati to the 
the Morrill amendment. so 
If IT understand the language of th 
new rule that has bee 


the 


and perhaps somewhat of order. 


Ons 


motion to adopt 


called, is 
na | ypted bythe S 


nat 
t Le 
mite, 


il requires same motion to be made on 
every pending motion, 

Mr. CONKLING. Oh, no. 

Mr. WEST. ‘Then what do the words * on 
the pending motion’’ mean? 


Mr. COLE. The motion under considera- 
tion at any particular time. 

Mr. WESI. 

The 


tion Is 


Is not this a new motion? 
PRESIDING OFFICER. 
he 


Sissippl moves to strike « 


A new mo- 
Senator from Mis 
sut the last word of 


} 
now pending. 


his amendment. 

Mr. ALCORN. Lask leave to withdraw that. 
[ intended to do so betore I took my 

Mr. WEST. As I was not here at the final 
adoption of this rule yesterday, | merely wanted 
to get at the construction ot the Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING. That very question was 
suggested yesterday in the debate. Several 
Senators, the Senator from Maryland [ Mr. 
HAMILTON] especially, inquired whether the 
rule did not mean that one motion would in 
advance contine debate on all future amend 
ments, and the Chair answered that it would 
have that effect, and so the resolution undoubt 
edly, as we all understood, meant and was 


Seat. 


| adopted in that sense. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator || 


Mr. WEST. 1 beg pardon for interrupting, 
then—for interposing. 
Mr. CASSERLY. 


l ask the Secretary to 
read the resolution. 


1 did not hear any such 
debate yesterday, or rather it escaped my 
attention. I think that is rather a novel view 
to take of such a resolution. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution adopt 
ed yesterday, as follows: 

* Resolved, That during the present session it 
be in order at any time to movea reee 
ing an appropriation bill, to move to confine de 
bate on amendments thereto to five minutes by any 
Senatoron the pending motion; and such motions 
shall be decided wiihout debate. And no amend 
ment to any such bill making legislative provisions 
other than such as directly relate to the appropria- 
tions contained in the bill shall be received.’ 

Mr. CASSERLY. Lagree that that is the 
proper construction of the resolution. I did not 
understand it exactly as it seems to have been 
passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques 
tion is on the amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from Mississippi [Mr. ALcorn] to the 
second section of the bill. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. MO ILL, of Vermont. There was 
an amendment, of which I gave notice to the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropria 
tions, for lighting the Capitol grounds. 
offer that améndment now, to insert on 
28, after line six hundred and sixty: 


For additional lamps and service-pipe in the east 
and west parks, Capitol grounds, $4,000. 


shall 
ss; and, pend 


top 
ivi 


page 


I will say that there is absolute necessity for 
this. It may be that our police are remiss in 
doing their duty; but at any rate, the portion of 
these grounds that are unlighted are subject 
night-walkers, and I take it there wil! 
objection on the part of either House to hav 
ing an appropriation made so that these walks 
shall be properly lighted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. 
amendment: 


After line five hundred and eighty-three, on page 
35, insert: 

So much as may be required for the payment of 
expenses incurred by order of the Secretary of the 
Interior in the investigation of certain chargé 
fraud in the payment of bounties and back pay to 
the members of the first, second, and third regiment 
of Indian home guards, $2,000. 


I will simply state that the authorities of the 
Cherokee and Creek Indians made complaints 
of fraud against an agent appointed by the 


be no 


I offer the following 


| had for two hours without any compensation. || Secretary of the Interior to investigate the 











wee oan Cera 


‘ 
i 





had 


home 


payinents whit bh been made of bounties 


and pay for their guards The Secre 


lary appointed a commission to make inquiry 


i he matter and report Chis amendment 
proposed to make an appropriation to pay the 
expenses of that Commission. 

Mr. COL! I do not know but that this is 
in the nalure of @ private Claim, I raise the 
q it oll 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. 1 believe it is not 
in the nature of aprivate claim. Itis to liquid 
ale @eXpetnre incurred by the Secretary Lo 
carry out t Special object, 

Phe VICK PRESIDENT. lhe Chair does 
not understand that this order was issued under 
any aw 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM I understand that 
the invesligalion Was made under a law, and 
this for the expenses incurred in conse 

rence OF the investigation, 

fhe VICE PRESIDENT. If the law au 
th i the investigation, this is nota private 
claim, Ifthe jaw did not authorize the invest 

ration, in the apprehension of the Chair it 
ju pl vate Claim 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I have here a com- 


munication from the secretary of the Interior 


On 


he subject, which can be read. 


Lhe Chiet Clerk read the following letter: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Wa HINGTON, LD. ie Apru “), 1872 


s During the last fall and winter a commission, 
vutl red by this Department, was engaged in the 
investigation of certain charges made by the author- 


the Cherokee, Creek, and Seminole nations 
igainst a former agent of this Department in the 
f the payment of bounties and back pay 
jue the member ft the first, second, and third 
regimen { ludian home guards. 
hi rder to meet the expenses of this commission 
] ha the honor to submit the accompanying esti- 
ite of appropriation, amounting to $2,000, and 
respectiully request the favorable action of Congress 
ul th 4Aulne 
I au r, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
B. R. COWEN, 
Acting Secretary. 
Hon. James Haran, Chairman of the Committee on 
Indian {jaw a, Senale « the United States, 


The VICK PRESIDENT. This letter does 
not state that the law authorizes the Secretary 
of the Luterior generally to investigate charges 
in regard to Indian matters. 

Mr. HARLAN. 
authority 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If he has au- 
thority of law to order investigaticns, it is for 
Congress to much or how little 
be paid or not to pay at all; but it is not 
a private claim if it is authorized by law. The 


Che law does confer that 


dec ide how 


Bhall 


question is on agreeing to the amendment. 
Mr. COLE. Is it reported from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs ? 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. 
Mr. COLE. 


tO examine it 


Yes, sir. 

| have not had an opportunity 

No notice was given. 
lhe amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. After the 
‘*dollars,’’ in line one hundred and sixty- 
two, page 5, | move ‘*torthis amount 

ieucy in the construction of the assay 
office, Boisé City, Idaho lerritory, ) $2,092 05.”’ 
1 will 


toinsert 


} 
(agen 


state that an was made 


for that assay office, but in consequence of 


appropriation 


the heavy bills for transportation the expense 
has been rather more than the appropriation, 
and this is a deficiency. The Secretary of the 
l'reasury asks that it may be put in the appro- 
priation bill 

Mr. COLE, It is accompanied by a letter 
the Secretary of the Treasury with 
specific items, | remember distinctly. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. 
items here. 

Mr. COLE. It is not worth while to read 
them. I have examined them carefully. 

lhe amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WINDOM. I offer the following 
amendment the Committee on Contin- 


from 


1 have the specific 


irom 
gent Expenses : 


On page 2, line thirty-six, after the word “appa- | 


ratus,’’ insert ‘‘tor the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1s71;"' so as to read: “‘for expenses of heating and 


word | 





ventilating apparatus for the fiscal 


year ending 
June 30, 1871, $4,000.’’ 


he amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WINDOM. On page 3, after line forty- 
five, [ am instructed by the same committee 
to move to insert ** For clerks of committees, 
pages, horses, and carryalls, $10,000.’’ I will 
state that there are not funds enough to meet 
these payments which are due, and unless the 
appropriation is made the and other 
employés cannot be paid. 

Mr. COLE. This is a deficiency bill pro- 
viding for the present fiscal year. 

Mr. WINDOM. This is for the 
fiscal year, a deficiency for this year. 

Mr. COLE. I suppose the Committee on 
Contingent Expenses have inquired carefully 


pages 


present 
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into the amount of the deficiency. I have 
not had time myself to look into it. 
Mr. WINDOM. I will state that if the 


Senate should adjourn by the Ist of June 
this would be more than would be required; 
but if it should remain in until the 
middle of June, as it is usual to pay for the 


session 


entire month, the whole amount would be 
required 
Mr. COLE. Then I think we had better 


appropriate a smaller amount, as I hope we 
shall get off by the last of May. How much 


will meet the expenses up to the Ist of June? | 


Can the Senator state that ? 

Mr. WINDOM. I cannot tell the propor- 
tion; about twenty-three hundred dollars I 
am informed. I think the whole amount had 
better be appropriated, because it will not be 


| used unless we should remain in session. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The amendments were ordered to be en- 


| grossed, and the bill to be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. || 


| thanks of Congress to 
| through him the people of the State of Con- 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a message from the President of the 
United States, transmitting the annual report 
of the Board of Public Works of the District 
of Columbia in regard to their transactions, in 
accordance with section thirty-seven of an 
act to provide a government for the District 
of Columbia, approved February 21, 1871; 
which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. CLinron Lioyp, its Chief Clerk, 


announced that the House had concurred in | 


the resolution of the Senate tendering the 
the Governor and 


necticut for the statues of Roger Sherman 
and Jonathan Trumbull. 
TEA AND COFFEE DUTIES. 


Mr. SCOTT. I move thaf the Senate pro- 


| ceed to the consideration of House bill No. 


174, repealing the duty on tea and coffee. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 


that when this bill was previously considered 


| there was an amendment pending. 


| 
‘ 


Mr. SCOTT. Those amendments 
moved in the morning hour. 
up now? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The 
ment pending when the subject passed over 
comes up now. 

Mr. SCOTT. I have an 
offer when it is in order. 

Ihe Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
was last under consideration the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. TRumMBULL] moved an amendment 
to it which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which 
was to strike out the word ‘‘and”’ in the third 
line after the word ‘‘tea’’ and before the word 


were 


amendment to 





amend- | 


When this bill | 


Do they come | 


_ 


'| which the 


‘¢ coffee,’’ and to insert the 


coal.’’ 

Mr. SHERM AN. I hope that amendment 
will be laid aside informally until the amend. 
ments proposed by the committee to the bil] 
shall be considered. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
amendment now ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. No amendment 
as yet appears to have been offered by the 
committee to this precise bill. Q 
amendment to another bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Peny 


sylvania, | am told, is prepared to offer an 


words ‘salt and 


Why not vote on the 


lhere was an 


| amendment to the bill which has the sanction 


of the committee. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection—the rights of the Senator from Illi 


| nois will not be lost—the Senator from Penn- 


sylvania will now offer an amendment in 
regard to the time of the taking effect of 
the bill, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes, sir. I propose in the 
first line of the bill to strike out the word 
‘*from ’’ and insert the word ‘* on,”’ and in the 
same line to strike out the words ‘* passage of 
this act’’ and insert ‘* lst day of July next,’ 


| and at the end of the bill to add: 


And all tea and coffee which may be in the public 
stores or bonded warehouses on said Ist day of July 
shall be subject to no duty upon the entry thereof 
for consumption ; and all tea and coffee remaining 
in bonded warehouses on said Ist day of July, upon 
duties shall have been paid, shal! be 
entitled to a refund of the duties paid. 


This makes the provision the same as was 


| adopted in the previous bill, and I desire that 


the amendment may be considered now as 
offered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. To perfect the 
bill the Senator from Pennsylvania proposes 
the amendment which was offered by the Com- 


| mittee on Finance to the previous bill of the 


| same character. 


Mr. STEVENSON. 
the amendment reported. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. . The Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. TRuMBULL] has now come 
into the Chamber, and the Chair will state to 
him that his amendment was passed over 
informally that the Committee on Finance 
might be enabled to offer an amendment 
about the taking effect of the bill on the Ist 
of July, which is now pending, and the Sena 
tor’s amendment is reserved. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Let the amendment be 
read. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to amend 
the bill so as to make it read: 

That on and after the Ist day of July next tea 
and coffee shall be placed on the free list, and no 
further import duties shall be collected upon the 
same ; and all tea and coffee which may be in the 
public stores or bonded warehouses: on said Ist day 
of July shall be subject to no duty upon the entry 
thereot for consumption; and all tea and coffee 
remaining in bonded warehouses on said Ist day ot 
July, upon which the duties shall have been paid, 
shall be entitled to a refund of the duties paid. 


Mr. SCOTT. 


I should like to hear 


I claim the indulgence of the 


| Senate for not more than five minutes in offer- 
| ing thig amendment. 


When this bill was proposed to be called up 
before, I believe [ made the statement with 
out qualification that I hoped the bill would 
be passed without amendment. At that time 
I did not intend the statement to be as broad 
as it was interpreted to be. I did mean that 
no amendment should be adopted that added 
any new subject to this bill, but the announce- 
ment had been previously made in the Senate 
by the chairman of the Committee on Finance 
which assured the business community that any 
change that should be made on this subject 
would not go into effect until the Ist day ot 
July next. [am satisfied myself that justice 


requires that that should be a provision of the 
bill, and I so intended when I made that state- 
ment in the Senate, although there were many 
persons pressing for the passage of the bill to 
go into effect immediately. 

{ do not wish to detain the Senate, but I 
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will state briefly the reason why this amend- 
ment ought to be adopted. There are three 
classes who will be affected by the passage of 
this bill: first, the importers of tea and coffee ; 
second, the dealers ot all classes, jobbers and 
emall retailers; third, the consumers. ‘The 
mporters who have goods in bond complain 
that their trade is stagnated, that many of 
them are being ruined for the reason that 
while the subject is pending, uncertain, no 
dealers will buy. On the other hand, the 
dealers, who have their stock in hand, have 
purchased it of the importers and in their 
purchases the existing duty was an element 
in the price, and to put the bill into effect 
immediately would be to bring into com peti- 
tion with their duty-paid tea and coffee the 
duty-free tea and coffee; so that it would be 
unjust to the retail dealers, the small deal- 
ers who have their stocks in hand. So tar as 
the consumers are concerned, the amendment 
only postpones the operation of the benefits 
which will inure to them until the Ist day of 
July and brings the revenue law in harmony 
with the aceounts of the Government in the 


tiseal year, which will end at the same time || 


that this bill will go into effect. 

While there might have been, and were, 
ind perhaps are yet many reasons that might 
be pressed for putting the law into immediate 
operation, 1 believe | am correct in stating 
that it was the unanimous opinion of the Fi 
nance Committee, and an opinion concurred 
in by the interests generally who were affected 
by this bill, that the Ist of July should be the 
period when it should go into operation. It 
is for that reason I offer the amendment, and 
in offering it | again express the hope that this 
will be the only amendment that will be 
adopted to this bill ; that the Senate will con- 
cur in this amendment and refuse to introduce 
any other subject, for I am satisfied, | think I 
may say more than satisfied, | feel assured if 
we do that, speedy, immediate action will be 
taken upon the subject in the House, and the 
great stagnation in trade and the ruin that has 
been brought to many will be averted from 
others by this immediate action. 

| shall not take up the time of the Senate in 


would be more beneficial to our common con- 
stituents. By maintaining a revenue duty of, 
say, eight cents a pound on tea and one or 
two cents on coffee, we should be enabled to 
extend the reduction of other forms of taxa- 
tion much more injurious to the people, much 
further than we shall if this bill passes. But 
both Houses having decided that tea and cof 
fee should be put upon the free list, | am not 
disposed myself to contest the matter except 
by my vote. Therefore I shall simply vote 
against the bill, and make no further opposi- 
tion to this repeal. 

In regard to the time when this act shall take 
effect, when the subject was first presented to 
the Finance Committee we had before us in- 
numerable petitions from all parts of the Uni 
ted States praying a postponement of the tak- 
ing effect of the act. The importers and other 
persons interested in tea and coffee came here 
from Boston, New York, Philadelphia, and 
Baltimore. Some of them wished the repeal 
to take effect on the Ist of May, some on the 
lst of June, some on the Ist of July, and some 
of them wanted to postpone it until the Ist of 
January next; but finally, after a conference 


| among them, they agreed upon the Ist of July, 


and at their instance, and by the unanimous 
direction of the Committee on Finance, [ re 
ported “ fact to the Senate in reporting the 
bill, and, so far as | know, no complaint has 
ever baee made of the day fixed by the Senate 
committee, the Ist of July. The jobbers of 
Cincinnati, who have a common interest with 
those of Louisville, were satisfied with, and 
indeed many of them were anxious to have the 
bill passed fixed at that date. They say that 
the stock of tea and coffee on the market in 
March when this repeal was first passed was 
rather small, that the consumption from the 
lst of March to the Ist of July will use up the 
whole stock on hand, so that the dealers will 
not be affected by the sudden change of value 
of tea and coffee. So far as I know, they are 
content, and there has been no objection made 


| since the announcement by me in the Senate 


reading to them the numerous dispatches that 


have come to me within the last few days 
urging immediate action, not this or that 
action, but immediate action; so that they 
may know that this subject is settled. I trust, 
then, that we may be able at once to reach a 
vote on this amendment and dispose of it. 
Mr. STEVENSON. I should like to inquire 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania or ‘he chair- 
man of the Committee ou Finance whether 
the Ist of July would be a period long enough 
for the large importing merchants of the West 


to dispose of their stock? I have received a | 


great many dispatches, | believe from every 
wholesale merchant in Louisville, which is the 
largest city in Kentucky, on this subject. I 
take it that this bill is to go back to the House, 
how long it will remain there we cannot tell. 
Now, it seems to me we cannot expect that 
this bill will pass before the 15th of May ; 
and without any experience or definite knowl- 
edge myself, | submit to the gentlemen on the 
Finance Committee whether five or six weeks 
will be a sufficient time for the wholesale mer- 
chants having large stocks on hand to dispose 
of those stocks without serious injury. 
think it is, if they are satisfied on that subject, 
then I have nothing more to say. I only 
desire, so far as I 
of the large importing merchants in the State 
of Kentucky. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In answering the ques- 
tion of the Senator from Kentucky I can say 
all that I desire to say in regard to this bill. 
I am opposed myself to the repeal of the duty 
on tea and coffee, although I should not Op- 
pose its reduction to about one half—not on 
the ground that [ do not know it is a public 
benefit to repeal the duty on tea and coffee, 
but that I believe the repeal of other taxes 





If they || 


can, to guard the interests | 


that the Ist of July was fixed; there has been 
no complaint made, so far as I know, by any 
one in the trade. On the contrary, they gen- 
erally desire to have this bill passed in order 
that they may make their purchases for the 
future in view of the repeal of the duty on the 
Ist of July. 

Now, Mr. President—and this is the point I 
wish to mentiontothe Senate—some of the very 
men who came tous and insisted that we should 
fix the Ist of July as the time when this act 
should take effect have endeavored to create 
a clamor in the city of New York, and in other 
great commercial cities, against the action of 
the Senate on this very point, and I have re 
ceived telegrams and letters from some of the 
very men who agreed to the statement made 
here in the Senate, and who appealed to us to 
make that statement, and fix the time—some 
of those very men have used every effort in 
their power to induce us to violate that agree- 
ment made at their own suggestion. I have no 
word of complaint of them. I[ think to do 
that under the circumstances would be a viola- 
tion of a kind of quasi public faith, a violation 
of an implied understanding, a violation of an 
agreement that | would not consent to under 
any circumstances 








I have been rather sur 
prised that men engaged in this business would 
make the kind of appeals that [| know they 
have made to have this law take effect imme- 
diately. 

Mr. STEVENSON. May I ask my friend 
whether that agreement extended to anything 
more than the operation of the repeal? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not at all. 

In regard to the a of this bill, I 
believe myself it would be well to attach to 


| this bill the free list that was agreed upon in 


ik 


the Committee on Finance, and was passed by 
the unanimous vote of the Senate, and of ou 
right to propose which there cannot be a po 


sibility of doubt. The Committee on Privileges || 
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and Elections of the Senate have unanimously 
reported that we have the right to add other 
articles to the repeal proposed by this bill. 
We have the right, in other words, to extend 
the operation ot sy bill to other articles, by 
repealing the duty on them. A doubt has 
been expresse od “8 the committee as to our 
right to propose a reduced rate of taxation, 
but they unanimously affirm that we have the 
right to propose amendments in the nature of 
an entire repeal. That right cannot be aban- 
doned without a surrender of the power of the 
Senate over the question. 

lherefore, while we have this tea and coffee 
bill before us, though | do not intend to offer 
any amendment myself, | shall certainly vote 
for an extension of the repeal to many other 
articles just as necessary to the people of this 
country, just as necessary to the manufactur 
ing interests of the country, just as necessary 
to all branehes of business in the country, as 
the repeal of the duty on tea and coffee. So 
far as lam concerned I shall vote tor the ex 
tension of the free list, and to make this bill 
what it ought to be, a free list including tea 
and coffee, although, as I said before, | think 
the duty on tea and coffee ought not to be en 
tirely repeal d, at least at the present stage 
until we are ‘able to repeal nearty all our inter 
nal taxes. With that amendment | should be 
perfectly content. 

I believe this is all I desire to Say about 
this bill except that there has been agood deal 
of unnecessary complaint made in regard to 
the action of the Senate in some of the com 
mercial papers, and | must confess I felt a 
little sensitive about it. he whole of the 
difficulty has grown out of the fact that th 
bill was passed hurriedly in the House of 
Representatives without ten minutes consider 
ation. A single member at his desk sat down 
and hurriedly wrote the bill as it was sent to 
us, ona Monday morning, without any notice 
to any member of the House, and it was put 
through by a suspension of the rules under the 
previous question, against the united voice ot 
the Committee of Ways and Means ot 
House, against their remonstrance, and sent 
to us over a year ago. When we proposed to 
amend the bill, complaint was made that we 
proposed to amend it, and complaint is also 
nade that wedid not pass it. If we had passed 
it in the form in which it was sent to us by the 
House of Representatives it would have con 
fiseated property of more than $20,000,000 in 
value. The amount of tea and coffee on hand 
then in the hands of dealers upon which the 
duty has been paid was probably worth from 
ten to twenty million dollars. The value of 
the tea and coffee consumed in this country 
amounts to nearly one hundred million dollars 
a year, and it is presumable that at the time 
this bill was passed $25,000,000 of that kind 
of property was in the hands of people of Whe 
United States upon which they had paid duty 
and if we had passed the bill on the very day it 
passed the House of Representatives we should 
have confiscated all the duty that had been 
paid on the goods on hand and brought free 
tea and coffee into direct competition with 
$25,000,000 of property inthe hands of honest 
deale rs who had bought the articles and paid 
the tax on it. Such an injustice would be 
without a parallel. Therefore it has always 
been the custom, never depa 


rted from except 
in time of war, to fix some future day when these 
bills shall take effect. Because we have not 
hurried through this bill in utter disregard of 
the rights of the people of this country engaged 
in this business, at the demand of those who 
hold these articles in bond as importers ready 
to sell at reduced rates to the injury of the 
dealers of the country, we have been harshly 
criticised and complained of. 

| desired to make these remarks justice 
not only to the Committee on Finance, but to 
my elf. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pome 


koY in the chair.) The Chair must remind 
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the Senate that the immediate question before 
the Senate is the amendment moved by the 
Senator trom Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BOREMAN Il ask the chairman of 
the Committee on Finance what in his judg 
ment is the opinion of the other branch of 
Congress on our power to add the free list to 
this bill? Would they be likely to concur in 
that? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I willsay that each House 
Inust judge of 118 own power in this respect. 
himself, does he doubt the 
power of the Senate to add the free list? 

Mr. BOREMAN,. L do not. 

Mr. SHIERMAN. I suppose there is nota 
Senator bere who would question our power 
to il la Tine free i} 


dou mabout 


J usk the Senator 


would he surrender that power 
merely because the House of Kepresentatives 
would not be satisfied with the exercise of it? 
That is the question. 

Mr. BORIEMAN. | am a practical man, 
or try to be. We passed a bill here a few days 
since that had come tous from the House—— 

Ihe PRESIDING OFFICER. 
thinks it his duty to say that to allude to the 
House in any way to affect legislation here is 
against the rules. 

Mr. BOREMAN. 
way. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I did not 
Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, | It has been 
held that to allude to any action in the House 


| am not using it in that 


of Representatives as affecting our legislation 
here on any pending bill is out of order. 

Mr. CONKLING. I beg to remind the 
Chair that the action of the House to which 
my friend from West Virginia is alluding was 
communicated by the House, and is expressly 
in order under our rules. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
did not allude to this particular remark, but 
to remarks which have been made before, and 
what has been frequently said in the Senate 
about the action of the House. 

Mr. CONKLING. I submit with great defer- 
ence to the Chair that the Senator from West 
Virginia cannot if he tries transcend the rule 
by referring to what the House did with the 
other bill, because the House having sent its 
proceedings here, not only is it in order to 
refer to what it did in result, but every word 
of that debate is the proper subject of com- 
ment under our rules; and at another time | 
intend for one to insist upon my right to com- 
ment on that debate, although not now. 


Mr. BOREMAN. I rose for the purpose 


of being informed as to what the result of our | 


action might be in view of what had taken 
place heretofore and which had been commun- 
icated from the House to the Senate. It 


seemed to me it would be unprofitable to 


spend time in adding amendments to this bill 
which would be fruitless in their effect. I 
said we had heretofore received a bill from 
the House and had made some amendments 
to that bill by way of a free list and a reduc- 
tion of duty on some articles. Those amend- 
ments went to the House, and we have had 
communicated to us that that was the end of 
that bill, My understanding is, that the House 
denied our right either to add articles as tree 
to a tariff bill of theirs, or to reduce the duty 
on articles upon which a duty was already im- 
posed. Then my question to the chairman of 


the committee was to get his view of what | 


probably might be the result in this case, 
whether it would be profitable for us to add 
anything to this bill in the way of a free list, 
whether it would accomplish anything or not 
as a practical question, 

Mr. STEVENSON. MaylI ask the honor- 
able Senator from Ohio, the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance, what has become of 
the committee’s report on the subject of the 
disagreement between the 


and if the Senator has no 


The Chair | 


hear the | 


Senate and the | 


been submitted and laid on the table. 

Mr. STEVENSON. No 
taken at all? 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
by the Senate; and | do not know that any 
action 18 proposed by the Senate. When a 
difference of this kind exists between the two 
Houses, both Houses asserting their position, 
it would be idle for us perhaps even to debate 
the question. I think it would rather tend 
to create irritation 

Mr. STEVENSON. Then I suggest to the 
honorable Senator from Ohio, if we pass this 
bill and amend it in any essential particular. 
will not the same result follow? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not at all. 


to the Senator from Kentucky that I think I 


No action has been taken 


I will say | 


know the difficulty between the two Houses | 
| grew out of the fact that we inserted on that | 


|| bill an amendment in the nature of a radical 
| reduction of internal revenue, although that 


because we undoubtedly have the right to pro- 
pose a reduction of internal taxes as well as a 
|| repeal of external taxes; yet still that was the 
| real point. The House considered that we 
| 


had taken advantage of a bill affecting only | 


|| tea and coffee, to largely change the internal 
|| revenue, a different branch of taxation. They 
also took the point that that bill to repeal the 
taxes on tea and coffee was extended by the 
Senate so asto change and levy taxes on other 
| articles. Although that was in exact accord- 
|| ance with the position they had taken two 
|| years ago on the income tax bill, they seem 
| suddenly to have changed their opinion and 
| taken the ground that a bill to repeal taxes 
was not such a bill as enabled us to propose 
new taxes, even at reduced rates. So it does 
|| not involve the question now. 
| Mr. CASSERLY. I understand, the Sen- 
ator from Ohio will allow me to suggest to 
him, that the Committee on Privileges and 
| Elections did recommend a specific course of 
action, and that was that the report presented 
by the committee should be delivered to the 
House. I think it was confined to that. 


| Mr. MORTON. I simply desire to make 


regard to the concluding part of this amend- 
ment, which provides for refunding duties that 

| may have been paid upon tea and coffee remain: 
ing in warehouses on the Ist of July. That 
may be equitable and proper; I do not know. 
Mr. SCOTT. Ido not understand the ex- 

|| act scope or purpose of the Senator’s inquiry. 
|| importers have the privilege of keeping their 
'| goods in bond during one year. We propose 
| that this bill shall go into effect on the 1st of 
‘| July. It sometimes happens that importers 
pay the duties in advance of the time that they 

| take their goods out of bond, although gener- 
'| ally they pay the duties at the time they take 
the goods out of bond. The provision to 
which the Senator refers is intended to putall 

, ea and coffee in bonded warehouses on the 


Ist of July upon an equality; that that on | 


| which the duty has not been paid shall be 
admitted free, and that upon which the duty 
has been paid, still remaining in bond, shall 
'| have the duty refunded. 


|| Mr. SHERMAN. 


|| they find it convenient in some cases to do 
| so. There is very little involved in that pro- 
| vision. 

Mr. SCOTT. Itis the form that has always 
|, been adopted in bills of this character. 

Mr. VICKERS. A committee of merchants 
| from the city of Baltimore, who are deeply 
interested in this subject, called upon me 
yesterday. One of them was the largest im- 
|| porter of coffee in the city. They were all 
very anxious that this bill should go into effect 
immediately. They said that the agitation of 


House as to their respective powers touching || this subject had cost the dealers $250,000. 


bills of this kind? 


| My colleague has received letters from some 


They have the right to | 
pay the duty instead of giving the bond, and | 


|| an inquiry of the Senator from Pennsylvania in | 


|| He is aware that under the law as it now exists | 
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Mr. SHERMAN. As I understand, it has | 





| them will be depressed by that amount. 
certainly is not a question of want of power, || 





April 30, 


engaged in the trade desiring that the bill 


|| shall go into effect onthe ist of July; butthey 
action has been || 1 


are all very anxious that the bill shall pass in 
some form or other. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. My impression js 
that no more injury can occur by rejecting 
the amendment of the Senator from Pennsy|- 
vania than by adopting it. The importers who 
have large stocks of tea and coffee on hand 
will have their business checked completely 
until the 1st of July if that amendment js 
passed, and the question is who will be bene- 
fited? The claim is those who have tea and 
coffee on hand, and those who are to consume 
them hereafter. My own impression is that 
the moment you put this bill on the statute- 
book, and make it a law, and say to the world 
that on the Ist day of July tea and coffee shail 
be as much less in the market as the duty now 
imposed, from that very moment the price of tea 
and coffee in the hands of those who now have 
Lam 
not very particular in regard to the amend- 
ment, but I think the least loss would be by 
letting the bill go into operation immediately, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Pensylvania. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair under- 
stands, and desires to state, that there may be 
no mistake about it, that this vote includes the 
whole of the amendment moved by the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania. 

Several Senarors. That is understood. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I am op- 
posed to the entire repeal of the duties on 


| tea and coffee, for the reason that I do not 


consider it wise to part with what I regard as 
a solid source of revenue, and to rely entirely 
upon silks, laces, and fancy articles, that may 
be in a short time very largely reduced in 
point of consumption. If any crisis should 
come on by which our foreign trade should 
be curtailed, as most likely it may in the 
course of a year or two, we shall sadly miss 
the resources of sugar, salt, tea, and coffee. 
But regarding the expression of the Senate as 


| decisive on that matter, I do not propose to 








| 


| case a revenue bill. 


argue that question. 

But, sir, as to the jurisdiction of the Senate 
over this question, | think our Committee on 
Privileges and Elections have gone too far in 
conceding away the rights and privileges of 
the Senate. ‘The Constitution expressly de- 
clares that ‘‘ all bills for raising revenue shall 
originate in the House of Representatives ; but 
the Senate may propose or concur with amend- 
ments as on other bills.”’ Now, the only ques- 
tion is whether the House have sent us in any 
If it is a revenue bill, 
the question as to degree as to what amend: 
ments may be proposed is for our own discretion, 
no matter whether the bill is for increasing or 
reducing revenue. I concede that the House 
has the power exclusively of originating such 
bills ; but when we get such a bill as that we 
can propose any amendment as to raising or 
reducing the revenue, and to any extent. We 
can go through the whole catalogue of articles 
that are enumerated in the tariff and impose 
one duty or different duties upon all. It is 
entirely a subject for our discretion. I con- 
cede also that we have not the right to intro- 
duce a bill repealing duties, for that is a reve- 
nue bill; but the right of amendment to any 
bill is a question left entirely to our discretion, 
it only resting upon the point whether it is or 


| is not a revenue bill. 


Mr. CARPENTER. Will the Senator allow 
me to call his attention to the precise words 
of the Constitution ? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
here. 

Mr. CARPENTER. It does not say *‘ rev- 
enue bills,’’ but ‘* bills for raising revenue.’ 
Now, is a bill which abolishes all revenue & 


bill for raising revenue? 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do not 


I have them 
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undertake to quarrel in relation to words. I 
believe that a bill for reducing revenue is a 
bill that might fairly be considered as a bill 
for raising revenue, and | think also it was 
intended by the fathers of the Constitution to 
allow the House the primary consideration of 
those bills. If we contend that we have a 
right to introduce bills for repealing revenue, 
we may take away that power from the House. 
| am not for contending for anything that will 
abridge in the least the powers of the House; 
but I am for contending for all that belongs to 
the Senate of the United States. 

I now offer as amendments to this bill two 
additional sections, which | send to the Chair. 
One section I will state is the free list adopted 
by the Senate on the other bill, and the other 
section is making the same provision in rel: 
tion to it as has alreac ly been made in valation 
to tea and coffee. Before the amendment is 
read, | will say that my apprehension is that 
we way not be able to pass any other bill at 
this session in relation to the tariff. 1 hope 
we may; I have strong hopes that we shall; 
put it may be that we shall not, and | know 
in relation to this matter there is no difference 
of opinion on either side of the House. All 
are in favor of the free list as it was passed by 
the Senate before, and there can be no ques- 
tion with the other House in relation to this 
as to the question of privilege. ‘Therefore, | 
take it, it will be received with favor, and it 
will take no longer to pass it here or in the 
House than it would on the other bill. 

Mr. HAMLIN Let the amendment be 
reported. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It is the same 
bill that was introduced before, but it ought to 
be reported, of course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be read. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the 
amendment, being to add as a new section: 

Sec. —. Thaton and after the Ist day of July next 
the importation of the articles enumerated and de- 


scribed in this section shall be exempt from duty; 
that is to say: 

Acid, chromic and citric; 

Adiantum ; 

Agates, unmanufactured; 

Alabaster and spar; 

Almond shells ; 

Aluminium, or aluminum; 

Amber beads and amber gum; 

Awianthus, manufactured or not; 

Ammonia, muriate of, or sal ammoniac ; 

Ammonia, sulphate of, and carbonate of ; 

Ammoniac, gum or grains of: 

American ‘manufac tures, the following, to wit: 
easks, barrels, or carboys, and other vessels, and 


grain-bags, the manufacture of the United States, if 


exported, containing American produce,and declara- 
tion be made ofintent to return the same empty, shall 
be admitted free of duty, under such regulations as 
shall be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury; 

Angelica root; 

Aviline; 

Aniline oil, crude; 

Animals brought into the United States tempo- 
rarily and for a period not exceeding six months, 
for the purpose of exhibition or competition for 
prizes offered by any agricultural or racing associa- 
tion: Provided, That bond be first given, in accord- 
ance with regulations to be prescribed by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, with the condition that the 
full duty to which such animals would otherwise 
be liable shall be paid in case of their sale in the 
United States, or if not reéxported within said six 
months; 

Animals specially imported for breeding purposes 
from beyond the seas: Provided, That satisfactory 
proof thereof be given, under such regulations as 
the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe; 

Annatto, roncou, rocou, or orleans, and all ex- 
tracts of; 

Annatto seed; 

Antimony, ore, and crude sulphuret of ; 

Aqua fortis; 

Argal dust; 

Arrow-root; 

Arsenic, in all forms; 

Asafetida; 

Asbestos; 

Balm of Gilead; 

Balsams, namely, copaiba, copavia, or capivi, fir, 
or Canada, Peruvian, tolu, and all other crude 
medicinal balsams; 

_ Bamboo reeds, no further manufactured than cut 
into suitable lengths for walking-sticks or canes, or 
tor sticks for umbrellas, parasols, or sun-shades ; 

Bamboos, unmanufactured; 

Bass, or bast, for matting: 

Bath brick and bristol stones ; 


Bed feathers and downs 

Bees, in swarms or plain “hives; 

Be zoar stones; 

Birds, stuffed ; 

Black salts; 

Bia "Kk tares; 

Bleaching-powders, or chloride of lime; 

Bluing-powders, for laundry uses; 

Bladders, crude, and all crude integuments of 
animals not otherwise provided for; 

Bologna sausage; 

Bones, crude and not manufactured; bones 
burned, calcined, ground, or steamed; 

Books which shall have been printed and manu- 
factured more than twenty years at the date of im- 
portation ; 

Brass, old, having once been used, and fit only for 
remanufacture; 

Brazil paste; 

Brazil pebbles for spectacles, and pebbles for spec- 
tacles, rough; 

Bristles 

Br rooms; 

Bulbs, and bulbous roots for planting; 

Burgundy pitch; 

Cameos, not set; 

Camphor, crude 

Castor, or castoreum ; 

Cat-gut strings, or gut-cord, for musical instru- 
ments; 

Chalk, white, red, French, and all other unmanu- 
factured ; 

Chamomile flowers; 

Charcoal; 

China root; 

Chronometers, box and ship, and parts of; 

Chrysolite; 

Cinchona root; 

i} Cinnabar, native or artificial; 
Citron, green or dried: 
Clippings and waste of brass, bronze, or Dutch 
metal, fit only for remanufacture; 
Coal stores of American vessels: Provided, That 
none shall be unloaded; 
| Cobalt, ore of; 

Cocoa, crude, and butter, fiber, leaves, and shells 
of, and racahout; 

Cocoa, wine, medicinal only ; 

1] Coir; 
| Coleothar, dry, or oxide of iron; 

Coltsfoot; 

Contrayerva root; 

Copper, old, taken from the bottom of American 
vessels compelled by marine disaster to repair in 
foreign ports; 

Cow or kine pox, or vaccine virus; 

Cowbhage down; 

Cream of tartar and tartar emetic; 
|| Crocus coleothar; 
| Crucibles of sand or earth, or pots of black lead, 

plumbago, in whole or in part; 

Cubebs; 
Curling-stones or quoits; 
Curry and curry-powders ; 
Cyanite, or kyanite; 
Dried blood; 
Dried bugs; 
Dulce, prepared or pranatnetured; 
Dyeing, all barks, berries, flowers, nuts, plants, 
woods, and veget: ible, animal, or mineral substane es, 
| crude or ground, used exclusively for dyeing or 
for composing dyes, including all crude decoctions 
thereof; 
Elecampane root; 
Enamel; 
Ergot: 
Fans, common palm-leaf; 
Farina; 
Feather beds; 
Feldspar; 
Felt, filtering and polishing, for marble cutters’ 
use; 
Felting-stones; 
Fibrine, in all forms; 
|| Filtering-stones, manufactured or unmanufac- 
| tured; 
| Finishing- powder; 
Fk irewood; 
Fish, living; 
Fish-skins, raw or unmanufactured; 
Flint, flints, and ground flint-stones ; 
plonerss dried, and flowers, natural; 
FOSS1IS 5; 
Fow}s, living, land or water, and live poultry of 
all kinds’; 
French sand; 
Fruits, namely, bananas, plantains, and Zante, 
and all other currants; 
Furs, unmanufactured, of all kinds, 
|| furs for hatters’ use; 
Fur waste; 
Galanga, or galangal; 
Garancine; 





except cut 


poses ; 
| Gentian, or gentian root; 
| Ginger root; 
| Ginseng root; 
| Glucose; 
Goldbeaters’ molds and go!dbeaters’ skins; 
Gold, oxide of; 
Gold size; 
Grease, not otherwise provided for; 
Guinea grains, or grains of paradise; 


Gunny-bags and gunny-cloth, old or refuse, fit 


only for remanufacture; 


tured, for whip and other cord; 
| Guts, salted; 


Gelatine, prepared exclusively for culinary pur- 


| ‘ 
| Gut and worm-gut, manufactured or unmanufac- 
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Hair, all horse, cattle, and hog, cleaned or un- 
cleaned, drawn or undrawn, but unmanufactured; 

Hair of hogs, curled, for beds and mattresses; 

Harness |i puid; 

Hellebore ? rt; 

lide cuttings, raw, with or without the hair on, 
for glue-stock; 

Hide-rope; 

Hides, namely, Angora goat skins, raw, without 
the wool, unmanutactured; asses’ skins, raw and 
unmanufactured ; 

llones and whetstones; 

Honey; 

liop roots, for cultivation; 

llorn, stripped horn, cut for dress stays; 

Indian hem, (erude drug;) 

Indiaor Malacea joints, not further manufactured 
than cut into suitable lengths for the manufactures 
into which they are intended to be converted ; 

Insect powders; 

lridium; 

lron liquor; 

Isinglass. or fish-glue; 

Istle, or Tampico fiber; 

Jalap, and crude resin of; 

Josstick, or josslight; 

Jute butts; 

Jute, unmanufactured;: 

Leather, old scrap; 

Leaves, all, not otherwise provided for ; 

Lemon and lime juice; 

Licorice root and juice; 

Lithographic stones, not engraved ; 

Lo: idstone Ss: 

Logs, and round unmanufactured timber not other- 
wise provided for; 

Logwood, in sticks or ground, and all crude de- 
coctions of; 

Lunar-caustie molds; 

Macearoni and vermicelli; 

Madder and munjeet, ground or prepared, and all 
extracts of; 

Magnets; 

Manganese, oxide and ore of; 

Marrow, crude; 

Marsh-mallows; 

Matico leaf; 

Medicinal barks, flowers, leaves, plants, roots, and 
seeds, crude, not otherwise provided for; 

Meerschaum, crude or raw; 

Metal, Dutch, unmanufactured; 

Mica and mica waste; 

Mineral waters, all; 

Moss, sea-weed, and all other vegetable sub- 
stances, used for beds and mattresses; 

Murexite; 

Muriates of gold; 

Musical instruments, strings for, gut; 

Musk, reer, 

Mustard seed ; 

Nuts, cocoa, and Brazil or cream; 

Nux vomica, and crude resin of; 

Hil-cake; 

Oils, namely, almonds, essential and expressed; 
amber, crude and rectified; ambergris; anise, or 
anise-seed; anthos, or rosemary; bergamot; caje- 
put; caraway; cassia; cedrat; ¢ hs imomile; cinna- 
mon: citronella, or lemon-grass; civet; clov e3; Or 
caryophyl; cubebs; fennel; jasmine, or jessamine; 
juglandium; juniper; lavender; mace; neat’s-foot; 
ottar of roses; sesame, or sesamum-seed, or bene; 
thyme, red, or origanum; thyme, white; valerian ; 

Olives, green or preserved ; 

Orange buds and flowers; 

Orpiment; 

Osmium; 

Oxidizing paste; 

Palladium metal ; 

Paper stock, crude, of every description, includ- 
ing all grasses, fibers, rags, other than wool, waste, 
shavings, clippings, old paper, rope-ends, waste 
rope, waste bagging, and all other substances of 
whatever description, used in making and fit only 
for converting into paper; 

Parchment; 

Pellitory root; 

Persis, or extract of archiland cudbear; 

Pewter and Britannia metal, old, and fit only to 
be remanufactured; 

Phanglein; 

Piumbago, or black lead; 

Poly podium; 

Potters’ composition ; 

Precipitate, red; 

Pulu; 

Quick-grass root: 

Quills, prepared or unprepared; 

Kailroad ties, of wood; 

Ratans and reeds, unmanufactured ; 

Rennets, raw or prepared ; 

tesinous substances for like uses as gum-copal, 
not otherwise provided for; 
L00t- flour; 
Rosin, or resin; 
Saffron and safflower, and extract of; 

Saflron cake; 

Sago, crude; 

Sago and sago flour ; 

Salacine ; 

Salep, or saloup ; 

Sassafras ; 

Sauerkraut; 

Sausage-skins 

Sealing-wax ;: : 

Seeds, namely, anise, anise star, canary, chia, 
sesamum, and sugar-Cane ; 

Seneca root, erude : 

Shale; 


i} Shark skins; 
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Snaile ; 
Pnakeroot; 
_ la-osh;: 


Soap-stocks and soap-stuffs ; 
parterre, for making ornamenting hats and 
bonnets; 

Sponges ; 

Spunk; 

Stavesacre, crude 

Saint John’s beans ; 

Storax, or satyrax ; 

Strontia, oxide of, « 

Succinic acid; 

Sugar of milk; 

Tale; 

I amarin is, er ide; 

Tar, Barbadoes; 

Tar and pitch, (from the pine;) 

Teasels; 

lerra-alba, aluminous ; 

Tica, crude; 

Tin, in pigs 

Tonquin 

Tripoli; 

Turkish red salt; 

Tyrian dye; 

Uinbrella sticks, crude, to wit, all partridge, hair- 
wood, pimento, orange, myrtle, and other sticks and 
canes, inthe rongh,orno further manufactured than 
cut into lengths suitable for umbrella, parasol, or 
sun-shade sticks or walking-canes; 

Uranium. oxide of; 

Vanilla beans or vanilla plants; 

Venice turpentine; 

Venison, venison hams and game, and game meats 
(raw or salted) of all kinds; 

W afers; 

Wax, bay or myrtle, shoemakers’, Brazilian, and 
Chinese; 

Willow or ozier, crude or prepared, for basket- 
makers’ use; 


r protoxid of strontium ; 


bars, or blocks, and grain tin; 
fonqua, or Tonka beans; 


“mes; 
Y east-cakes ; 
Zaffer; 
Zine, old, and fit only for remanufacture. 


sec. —. That all imported goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise which may be in the public stores or 
bonded warehouses on the day and year this act 
shall take effect shall be subjected to no other duty 
upon the entry thereof for consumption than if the 
same were imported respectively after that day; 
and all goods, wares, and merchandise remaining in 
bonded warehouses on the day and year this act shall 
take effect, and upon which the duties shall have 
been paid, shall be entitled to a refund of the differ- 
ence between the amount of duties paid and the 
amount of duties said goods, wares, and merchandise 
would be subject to if the same were imported 
respectively after that day. 

The reading having proceeded for some time, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I willask the Senator if 
there is any change in those sections from the 
sections as they passed the Senate before? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Not any. 
They are precisely as they passed the Senate. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The amendment only in- 
cludes so much of the Senate bill as provided 
for the free list? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Then 
its reading. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let it be read. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Well, it is a fine compo- 
sition, and I rather think we had better have 
it read. {| Laughter. ] 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the 
amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I called for the reading 
of that amendment because I was not certain 
what it was. I have before me the bill in 
print as reported, and if some Senator who is 
familiar with it will state how this amendment 


That is all. 
I shall not ask for 





or four articles changed, that were either put 
in or out. 
cles they were, but they were unimportant. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 


f we could get a copy of that print, it would 
have the amendment exactly. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I sent for that copy, 
but I have not been able to get it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam quite sure there is 


nothing in the amendment except what was | 


understood and examined distinctly before in 
the Senate. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I have sent for the bill ; 


but I cannot get acopy of the bill as it passed | 


the Senate. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The bill was 
printed on the 28th of March, after the House 
received it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
ument-room, and they continueto send me the 
bill as it was reported here by the Committee 
on Finance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator desire the reading of the amend- 


| ment to proceed ? 


Mr. TRUMBULL. No, sir; I will not per- 
sist in the reading. I could understand it by 
comparing it with my copy as the Clerk read 
it; but Senators seem to think that there is 
nothing that any Senator can object to in it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion, then, is on the amendment of the Senator 
from Vermont. 

The question being put, adivision was called 


| for; and the ayes were twenty-three. 


| the single amendment which we have put upon | 


Mr. SCOTT. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SCOTT. Ido not desire to debate this 
amendment at any length, but I think it is 


apparent to all those who desire that this sub- | 


ject should be speedily disposed of, that send- 
ing a free list containing this number of arti- 
cles to the House of Representatives for their 
consideration will interpose such delay as to 
defeat the very purpose we have in view in 
passing the bill. A free list covering several 
printed pages must necessarily give rise to 
long controversy in the House. The bill, with 


it, can be disposed of I think in a day, or at 
least in a few days; and I trust that those who 
desire to extend this measure of relief now to 


| the business community will not run the risk 


| of longer delay and further injury to that busi- | 


differs from section four as it was in the bill || 


reported by the Committee on Finance, | 
would not care to have the amendment read, 
but I believe it differs somewhat. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It does not differ in the 
slightest degree with the bill as it passed the 
Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
that bill. We have the bill as the Senator 
reported it. Can the Senator state how this 
amendment differs from that? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I cannot; but my im- 
pave is that there is nothing important that 

can recall, The Senator from Vermont can 
state probably better than I can. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If any Senator can 
state how this differs from the bill as reported 
by the Committee on Finance, I do not care 
to have it read. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do not 
remember precisely, but there were some three 


No; but we have not 
: not | 





ness interest by adding this free list to the bill. 
I hope it will be voted down. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. According 


to the Senator’s idea, we may as well allow the | 
House of Representatives to legislate alone, | 


and not give any consideration to anything 
except what they may do. Now, I understand 
that the House are not opposed to this free list 
at all, that it is conceded even by the members 
of their committee to be a better list than the 
one they have prepared themselves, and so far 
as I know it is entirely acceptable to all parties 
in the House as much as it is here. 

Mr. HOWE. I desire to say that I shall vote 
against this amendment, not because I should 
not vote for it if it was placed before u$ in any 


| other connection, but as we seem to be pretty 


near settling one proposition, I should like to 
stick right to that until we get it settled one 
way or the other. I will agree to take this up 
at any other time, and vote for it. 

Mr. VICKERS. I am in favor of the 


| amendment offered by the Senator from Ver- 


mont, but I shall vote against it on the ground 
that it retards the action of the House upon 
this bill. It is very important that the duty 
on tea and coffee should be abolished. The 
whole country is interested in that. 
the bill back to the House with this 
amendment upon it, it will probably defer the 
action of the House until a late period. I 
shall therefore vote, contrary to my own in- 
clinations, against this amendment. 

Mr. CONKLING. I felt quite sure that I 


a +— 
goes 


‘I think the bill was || 
yrinted in the House as it passed the Senate. | 


I have sent tothe doc- | 
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I do not now remember what arti- | 





| do so and so?’’ 


| the other House. 


'| you put on the free list. 


| tions had with 
' others; but I repeat (and if Senators have 


April 30, 


should not have another word to add upon the 
tea and coffee bill, nor should I but for an 
entire misapprehension or inattention which 
prevails with some members of the Senate, 
If we see no reason for acting upon the gsub- 
ject of tea and coffee, if taking a retrospect 
of the last year and a half we find no cogent 
reason for settling that question now, this 
amendment is a very appropriate one. I am 
for it upon any bill where it will answer the 
purpose with which it is ostensibly offered, 
that is, to sectre freedom from import duties 
to the articles mentioned in it. I am not for 
it here, because the effect undoubtedly will be 
to bury the whole bill in the House of Repre- 
sentatives for a long time, or it may be for- 
ever. Is there any doubt of that? 

I heard some Senator say a few moments 
ago—I think my friend from Ohio—‘‘Are we 
ready to surrender to the House our right to 
No; I presume we are not 
ready to surrender. That is an act which is 
always rather irksome to me, and I should 


| certainly be very sorry to surrender when | 


thought I was right, as I think we are right 
in the position in controversy between us and 
But what has that to do 
with this? We spent a week or two, more or 
less, and we perfected a bill which I think 
was a good bill, although it contained some 
things which I was very sorry to have go into 
it, and we sent it to the House of Representa- 
tives, and it was stranded on a motion of priv- 
ilege and prerogative. So will this bill be if 
The honorable Sen- 
ator from Vermont may reason with the rea- 
son of Bolingbroke and the rhetoric of Burke; 
he may make it so transparent that a child 
may see he is right; still it will be stranded 
in the House; and when I say that I do not 
speak as a matter of guess, because during 
the latter days of last week I took a great deal 
of pains to inform myself on this point. It 
would not be proper to detail here conversa- 
members of the House or 


any doubt of it they can readily satisfy them- 
selves on the point) that to put the free list 
on the bill will wreck it in the House. 

But, Mr. President, suppose it should not; 
does anybody think that the House will take 
up the bill with the free list added, as they 
will take it up with nothing added but the for- 
mal amendment of my friend from Pennsy!- 
vania, and pass it at once? Notatall. On 
the contrary, it will probably go to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, if it be not laid on the 
table, and will at once become intermingled 
and interwoven with the whole tariff discus- 
sion of the House. Then what have we done? 
We have taken up a bill under pretense or 
promise of doing an act of justice to the two 
hundred thousand men engaged in the tea and 
coffee trade, and have put a fetter on the bill 
which we know is to prevent its going through 


/ the other House in season to do them any 


good. Why, sir, 1 would not suppose that any 


, Senator means to ‘‘ palter in a double sense”’ 


with these men; but there are only two alter- 


|| natives here: we must either make an end of 


Bat if || 





|| this question, or refuse to do it. 


If we do not 
mean to do it, I infinitely prefer to say so here 
rather than to ensnar! the bill with an amend- 
ment which is to trip it up in the other House, 
either on the general question of privilege, or 
upon questions of detail relating to the tariff 
and the free list. 

Having risen to say this, Mr. President, I 
am moved to say a single word in answer to 
the honorable Senator from Ohio. He ex- 
pressed himself by way of criticism in regard 
to complaints which had been made by those 
engaged in the tea and coffee trade. If his 
observations apply to anybody they apply 
largely to my own constituents, to men not 


classified with either political party but be- 


longing to both, and largely engaged in trade 
in these two commodities. I should not be 
frauk if I did not say to the Senator that I 
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| 
he sympathize entirely with my constituents || Now I think that the two hundred thousand || of these gentlemen say that the purpose has 
an touching the matter he has referred to, and in || men engaged in the tea and coffee trade have || been accomplished which was sought by their 
ch part [ will state why. || a right tocomplain, and I think the case, fairly || original request for delay. | spe ak now, not 
le. The House of Representative es more than a |; stated, will cast no blame upon them for their || of my constituents alone, but | speak particu- 
ib- year ago, upon the motion, as the Senator is || complaints, for their outcries, (because out- || larly of one gentleman who isa resident of 
on very likely right in § saying, of asingle member, || cries they have made,) and I[ think on the |) the city of Bostoa, and who is not likely inten- 
- and under the operation either of the previous || other side we should not be able to prove that || tionally to mislead anybody on this subject, 
1s question or a non- debatable motion to suspend || the Senate has been quite as diligent in mak- | who assures me thatif the bill should ‘take 
an the rules, passed the so-called tea and coffee | ing an end of this question as it well might be. || effect to-morrow the injustice which the ori 
he pill. I admit anything the Senator chooses to || These men have been singularly abstinent in || ginal postponement was to avoid would not 
d, claim which impairs the significance and value || one respect. They have said, ‘* We have our || occur. Why? Because the delay in the mean 
es of that action as compared with the action of views about the merits of this bill, but we will || time has answered the whole purpose. And 
wl the Committee of Ways and Means in the || not indulge ourselves in expressing them; we | yet the gentleman to whom I refer, and others, 
be House and the more deliberate action of the || will not say that we think the duties should be || regard the fact that the Senator from Ohio 
ind House itself. But, sir, the Senator cannot | put off or kept on; all that we venture to do and others have committed themselves to fixing 
= forget that the bill came hereon | is to ery out for a finality, for a conclusion, || a future day, and they are not disposed to make 
Mr. NORWOOD. Iam always pleased to || and that quickly, one way or the other.”’ any complaint on that subject even if their 
ee hear the honorable Senator from New York; || Mr. President, that is a demand to which, complaint would avail, and accordingly the 
vi but I beg to inquire if his five minutes are not || submit, this Senate cannot close its ears. If || Senator from Pennsylvania, who, I think, 
” out? we want to defeat the tea and coffee bill, and |; sympathizes largely with the dealers in his 
“ Mr. CONKLING. My honorable friend, if || say that we are not in favor of dismissing this || State and elsewhere, has submitted the amend 
he will possess his soul in patience, will learn || tax and make an end of it, be it so; for no- |) ment which we have agreed to already. 
id that there is no five minutes debate applicable || body has a right to expect that the legislative | do not think there has been any want of 
to this bill. || judgment of the Senate would be reversed | good faith in regard to it. I think the con 
ht Now, Mr. President, to continue what I was || upon such a question. duct of these men involves no inconsistency ; 
ad saying when the Senator from Georgia made |; Mr. SHERMAN. I trust my friend from || I do not think they are the proper subjects of 
lo that very pertinent suggestion, the Senator || New York will yield to me to say that | think || criticism; and | hope my honorable triend from 
id from Ohio cannot forget that the bill came || he will bear me witness that I have never for || Ohio in reviewing the matter will see that there 
vk here foraction. If, owing to the improvidence || a single moment delayed action on the tea and || is some force in the suggestions I make to him. 
o of its passage in the House, or owing to the | coffee bill. 1 know it has been stated by one Mr. President, 1 did not intend to multiply 
og unseasonable or unwise character of the bill, we || of the New York prints that myself and others || so many words about this matter. [I have one 
- were opposed to it, the Committee on Finance || had delayed action. I never voted against | other remark to make and theu I shall relieve 
: ought, in the natural course of things, to have || taking up the bill. In every stage of this dis- || the Senate. It is very likely that, as an ori 
ul so said, to have reported the bill adversely and || cussion | have been ready to meet this prop- || ginal question, $16,000,000 of duties might be 
wr had it postponed indefinitely, or laid on the || osition. I concurred in the reportof thecom- || dismissed with more beneficial effects in some 
- table, or in some way or other given notice to || mittee against the adoption of this bill. I was || respects than to dismiss it in toto from tea and 
a men who have something to do besides watch | ready at the earliest day it was called up to | coffee. For one, however, | am quite recon 
id the ebb and flow of the legislative tide and | have it taken up and acted on. I voted to- || ciled to selecting tea and coffee and conferring 
‘d of chances here, that the market in regard || day totake itup. What I complained of was | upon those two articles a benefit of a dismissal 
’ to these two great commodities was not to || this, and there is the point to which I direct |; of $16,000,000. [| am so reconciled for several 
ig be unsettled. What did we do? The bill || the attention of my triend from New York, || reasons, but especially for one which I beg to 
al was referred to the Finance Committee of this || not that the merchants did not have a reason- | state. 
It body; it remained there some time and was | able ground of complaint that we did not act The tax on tea and coffee is not a capitation 
A reported back. Has it ever, | inquire of the |) on the bill, but that the very same merchants | tax, but in result it comes very near to that, and 
or Senator, been reported back adversely? who had induced us to promise to the country || it involves one hardship which a capitation 
e Mr. SHERMAN. Yes. that this bill should not take effect until the || tax does not involve. A specific duty upon 
e Mr. CONKLING. So I thought; it was |; Ist of July, finding that it was their interest to || tea isa tax of a far larger percent. upon cheap 
at reported back adversely, but put upon the | have it take effect sooner, now endeavor to || tea than upon the higher qualities. Accord. 
Calendar and no action taken in regard to it. || bring about that result. That is all 1 com- || ingly the rich and the poor not only pay pound 
; Pending that condition of things the House | plained of. I did not complain of their press- || for pound alike, but the distinction is against 
= again months ago passed this bill, signified a || ing action on this bill. I think it ought to be || the poor man and in favor of the rich man. 
y a second time (which certainly meant delibera- || acted on definitely. || Every consumer who uses a high quality of 
é tion) its determination to free these two articles Mr. CONKLING. I wish to say two things || tea because he ean afford to indulge himself 
I- from duty. What have we done since? Not || in reply, one to the Senate, and one more es: | in it pays no greater duty per pound than 
» to occupy time I omit the statement of the |! pecially to the Senator from Ohio. I did not || the man who uses the cheapest commod 
incidents which have occurred here, but it is || intend to impute, nor do I think anybody has || ity to be found in the market. In the one 
e not too much to say that the whole Senate has || a right to impute to the Senator from Ohio |, case, the duty is a trifling percentage upon the 
d assumed, that members of the Senate by their || any opposition or any attempt to obstruct the || high-priced article; in the other case, it is a 
z undisputed declaration have assumed that this || way to the consideration of the tea and coffee || very large percentage upon the cheap article 
’ bill was some time or other to become a iaw. || bill. For one, I wish as a witness and os a || bought by the poorer class of consumers. 
e In the mean timethe country has become bare || juror to acquit him of any offense of that sort ‘There are some other reasons that I might 
0 of tea and coffee. || so far as | know. state; but I allude now to this as reconciling 
d I heard the honorable Senator from Ken- || Now, my honorable friend does greater | me entirely to the dismissal of these duties. In 
I tucky [Mr. Stevenson] say that he wanted to || injustice to these dealers in the remark he | addition to being almost a capitation tax, itis a 
h protect large dealers in the State of Kentucky. || made at last than in the remark he made be- || capitation tax working injuriously and hardly 
y I venture to say, speaking of Kentucky and || fore, and I think I can show him thatthatis the | upon those least able to pay it. But all — 
y every other State, for statistics and data inmy || case. When the question first arose of dis- | question has passed away. The House « 
desk warrant me in saying it, that there are no || missing the duties on tea and coffee, men in tepresentatives, by repeated votes, has pro 
; large stocks of goods held in the country at || the trade said the Ist of July, for example, || nounced in favor of freeing these two articl 
: this time by the class of persons of whom he || or some future day ought to be fixed when the | the Senate, by repeated votes, has concurred 
t speaks. There are large stocks held in the || law shall take effect. Why was that? For | with the House; and now I think I have a 
6 city of New York; there are large stocks held || reasons existing then, because men held || right to address the sense of justice of every 
P at other centers; but the retail dealers and the || stocks upon which the »y had paid the added || Senator when I ask him to preserve the bill as 
’ men holding teas usually in small quantities || price of the duties to ‘the jobbers and im- || it is, to keep it clear of the quicksands and 
c for the retail trade, taking notice, as they did |) porters, and they said it is fair that these men || and rocksin the House to which amendments 
r long ago, of the coming dismissal of duties, | should have an opportunity to waii until the || will subject it, and allow it to pass here, 
sarees buying; and I am told by those best || marketis bare. But that was a long time ago; || going there to await no action except action 
authorized to speak on that subject that there \ days and weeks and months have rolled on | in concurrence with the formal amendment 
) is not thirty days of tea and coffee held at || since then, and in the mean time the market | introduced by the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
: large in the country. There is a great amount || has become bare, and these gentlemen from || which amendment has been deemed necessary 
of stock in bond, and the importers have been || New York and from Boston assure me that || by the Committee on Finance in order to pre- 
; compelled, as my honorable friend from Con- | thirty days’ supply is more than there is || serve their good faith. Upon concurrence in 
; necticut [Mr. Buckincuam] knows betterthan || already at large of tea and coffee. Very || this amendment we have a right to count; 
; I do, to pay for that tea and coffee, not the || well, then delay in acting upon the bill has || for we have taken pains to assure ourselves 


duties to be sure, but the purchase-price, and 


to carry it as they have done month after || 


month at enormous inconvenience aud enorm: | 
ous loss. 


answered the purpose of delay had the bill 
been passed long ago and a future day been 
fixed, until finally the time has come when 


ithe most upright and the most intelligent | 


that no serious delay in the House is likely 

grow out of it; but when we come to add the 
free list, even if my friend from Vermont could 
pilot the bill as it will then be clear of the 
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question of privilege in the House, he certainly 
will find it lost in the mazes of tariff confusion. 
Therefore L hope that his amendment will 
not prevail, and that we shall stand by the 
motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania to 
keep the bill as it is now, 

Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President, | am 
decidedly opposed to surrendering the proper 


constitutional jurisdiction of this body in re- | 


gard to bills for raising revenue. I am equally 
disposed to regard and respect every preroga- 


tive of the House of Representatives on the | 


subject. I think that the only way to do this is 
forthe House to send us revenue bills in the 
constitutional and not 
us as they do when they send us such a bill as 


sense, 


this, by which they say, In effect, Will you | 


consent that tea shall be free?’? They will 
not allow ua to make any change of duty upon 
anything else, but we must simply say ‘‘ yes’’ 
or **no’’ to such a bil!. 
self that we may add to that free list without 
violating their privileges, but that question is 
in dispute between the two Houses. The reso- 
lution sent by the House of Representatives 
to this body has been referred to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections; a report has 
been made which lies upon the table. As 
soon as the Senator from Ohio who is on that 
committee [Mr. THurMan] shall retarn, it is 
the intention of that 


resolution which was recommended, and that 


will compel the Senate to dispose of the ques- | 


tion involved in the report for the purpose of 
settling this disputed question of privilege 
between the two Houses. It would be more 
orderly and more in keeping with the privi- 
leges of both Houses to deter all these bills 
until the Senate shall have had an opportunity 
to examine and take its ground upon that 
question of privilege; but in the meantime 
here are these two great interests, tea and 
coffee, that, if we can trust the voice of the 
press, if we can rely upon the correspondence 
that comes to every Senator, are suffering, 


not for the passage of this bill, not for the | 
defeat of it, but for action upon it on the | 


part of the Senate. I am therefore disposed 
to let all questions of privilege slide for the 
present and pass this bill bare and naked as 
it came from the House. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Mr. President, so far as 
the constitutional question is concerned, of 
the right to addto this bill an amendment such 
as is now proposed, I have never had any 
doubt, and have none now. The point I rise 
to call the attention of the Senate to is this 
distinction: we may have the right to do con- 
stitutionally a great many things which are im- 
proper and inexpedient. The bill that we sent 
back to the House of Representatives, which 
has created so much controversy, in my judg- 
ment was amended according to the Constitu- 
tion; we had a right legally to do what we did, 
but it was certainly a bad means of legislation. 
I have no objection constitutionally to adding 
this amendment to this bill; but I think the 
adding of it to this bill at this time will seri- 
ously injure a great interest in this country. 
Being in favor at the present moment of abolish- 
ing the tax upon tea and coffee, | feel it to be my 
duty to vote against this amendment, although 
| might vote for it when it came up in 
proper form. In other words, | think that 
while we have the constitutional right to make 
such amendments, it is very wrong and very 
injurious to the legislation of the country to 
establish the precedent in doing it. There 
may be occasions when it may be proper; but 
to be sending back these bills constantly to the 
House of Representatives with such amend- 
ments, and clogging the progress of measures 
that we are in favor of by this course of 
amendment, it seems to me is inexpedient. 

For these reasons | shall vote against adding 
this section to the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do notlike 
to have the Senate labor under a wrong im- 


| and coffee in the country. 
_ will be able to hold it at the present prices. 


cross-examine | 


| have no doubt my- | 





committee to move the | 


pression as to the great amount of relief that 
the consumers are going to obtain from this 
bill. When we reduced the tariff before on 
tea and coffee the price remained the same, 
and if we reduce it now, | have no idea that 


the price on the Ist of July will be less than it 


is to-day. There is but a small amount of tea 


Those who hold it 


But, Mr. President, there is another view 
of this question. The bill that we are acting 
upon came to us a year ago in March. It is 
assumed that the House remains of the same 
impression; but if we may take their organ, 
the Committee of Ways and Means, on the 
16th day of Apml they were of a different 
opinion; that is to say, they were in favor of 
the duty proposed by the Senate Finance Com- 
mittee of two cents a pound on coffee and ten 
cents a pound on tea. Therefore, it seems to 
me that it is a very violent assumption here 


| to suppose that this bill can pass easily if we 


make no amendment, if we abandon entirely 


| the constitutional privileges of the Senate. If 


we send back a bill passed a year ago by the 
House, notwithstanding all the change of cir- 
cumstances, it is assumed that the bill is to go 
right through easily and without any contest, 
I trust the Senate will maintain not only its 
prerogative but its duty to say that at this ses- 
sion some more reductions shall be made in 


| the tariff than that upon tea and coffee. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I cannot 
understand the reason of this zeal to take up 
and pass this bill as manifested by the Sen- 
ator from New York. This bill came to the 
Senate on the 14th of March, 1871, more than 
a year ago. It has laidupon our table without 
any action. About the same time a year ago 
the House of Representatives sent us another 
bill repealing the duty upon coal, and another 
bill repealing the duty upon salt. I struggled 
here more than a year ago to get action upon 
those bills. Why should we not have acted 
upon them? If [ recollect rightly the very 
Senators who are now most zealously pressing 
action upon this bill were the Senators who 
forced through the Senate a resolution more 
than a year ago that no action should be put 


on this bill or the bills to which I have re- | 


ferred. How does the interest of merchants 
differ in regard to tea and coffee from their 
interest in regard to coal? Why have not the 
dealers in coal the same right to demand that 
you act immediately on the coal bill as the 
dealers in tea and coffee to demand that you 
act on this bill? Wehear nocomplaint. No 
effort is made here to take up the bill putting 


coal on the free list, but the country is to be | 
| ruined if tea is not at once put on the free list! 


Now let us see what there is in this, and see 
if there is anything in it. 
by an amendment already agreed that this bill 
shall not go into effect until the Ist day of 
July next. 
want? 


take effect until the Ist of July. 
do we know? 
Representatives are considering the whole sub- 


ject of the tariff, that they are now debating | 


it, that the general debate is to end this week, 
and we shall have a bill regulating the sub- 
ject of duties, as 1 trust upon some general 
basis, that will make a reduction of at least 


$50,000,000, and regulate also the taxes under | 


our internal revenue system. 

* Now, why is this bill to be taken up by itself 
and forced through here under such circum- 
stances? Because the merchants are suffer- 
ing. Suffering for what? Not to have tea 
and coffee free, we are told, but that we should 
act, act immediately. The bill has lain here 
more than a year. Why this new-born zeal 
to-day, that everything must be laid aside to 
take up this bill, when the House of Repre- 
sentatives, which under the Constitution is 
vested with the jurisdiction to originate bills 


Is not that what the merchants | 
They know that no bill is to pass | 
repealing the duty on tea and coffee so as to | 
What else | 
We know that the House of | 
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relating to the revenue and which is now en- 


| gaged upon this subject, is preparing a bill 


which probably will be before us in ten days? 
Why, I ask. this zeal ? F 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I would ask the 
Senator from Illinois if the case is not very 
different from what it was a year ago ; whether 
that is stating the case just exactly as it is? 
I understand since they passed the bill a year 
ago the House have within a few months by 
a very large vote declared that they were in 
favor of abolishing the duty on tea and coffee. 
1 understand the Senate has within six weeks 
by a very large vote declared the same thing, 
and that the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance gave notice to the country that he 


| would not resist the adoption of this measure. 
| Now, in all fairness, have not the dealers in 








1 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| these articles a right to hold their trade in 


abeyance and ask us to tell them what we are 
going to do? It does not stand at all as it did 
a yearago. I think it would be a great deal 


| better for the Senate to vote down this biil 


that has come from the House, than to pass 
it with this amendment which would only have 
the effect of leaving the whole subject unset- 
tled, to the great injury of those who are 
engaged in this trade. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senate has never 
yet passed a bill putting tea and coffee upon 
the free list, as a separate proposition. The 
effort is now made to do it, and the effort was 
made before to do it; we had a contest over 
it, and the Senate by its vote decided to put 
other things upon that bill, to reduce the tariff 
upon many other articles and to make many 
other articles free. The Senate never yet has 
passed a separate bill. I regretted when the 
Senator from Ohio gave up so readily to the 
vote which was had on one occasion puiting 
tea and coffee on the free list when there were 
other amendments pending, and when the sub- 
sequent sense of the Senate, as expressed by 
its vote, showed that they were opposed to pass- 
ing a separate bill repealing the duty on tea and 
coffee. I think the Senator from Ohio aban- 
doned his bill too readily. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask the Senator 
when the Senate showed by any vote a dis- 
inclination to put tea and coffee on the free 
list? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Asa separate proposi- 
tion. They did it by their vote when they 
added other articles. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They did that, and I 
hope they will do it again. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator will recol - 
lect that after tea and coffee were made free 
by a vote of the Senate, the Senate then de- 
cided that that should not go by itself, but put 


| other articles upon that bill, reducing the 
The Senate have | 


duties upon some and making others free, so 
that the Senate has never yet decided as a 
separate proposition that the duty on tea and 
coffee should be repealed. 

But what do these merchants want? The 
Senate has decided to-day that no bill putting 
tea and coffee on the free list is to go into 
effect before July. Before July our general 
tariff bill will be passed and teaand coffee will 
be made free, or the duty perhaps upon tea 
and coffee will be reduced, as I trust, without 
putting them upon the free list. It seems to 
me the merchants have all the answer they 
want when they are informed that no bill is to 
go into effect until July, and before July this 
whole subject will be settled. 

I shall vote in favor of the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Vermont, and | 
shali vote in favor of other amendments which 
will be proposed to this bill, and I see no rea- 
son applying to tea and coffee that does not 
apply to salt. The House have repeatedly told 
us they are in favor of free salt; the Senate 
by its vote has shown that it is in favor of 
reducing the duty upon salt at least one half, 
because we passed a bill reducing it that much, 


and the Senate never bas decided yet that it is 
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in favor of repealing the entire duty on tea 
and coffee. It was only a preliminary vote 
that was had here; and how often are votes 
given in the Senate and subsequently reversed ? 
We have had an example to-day. Here was 
an amendment offered by the Senator from 
Vermont that was voted down by several 
majority in the Senate; the vote was reconsid- 
ered, and afterward that amendment adopted ; 


and because on a single vote the Senate de- || 


cided at one time to put tea and coffee on the 
free list, it is not a decision of the Senate that 
as a separate proposition they are prepared to 
do that. 
tea and coffee reduced to the people of this 
country by taking the duty off those articles ; 
but if you take the duty off those articles you 
reduce the revenue to that extent and you 
take away our power to reduce the duties upon 
other articles which it is more important, in 
my judgment, that we should have a reduction 
of duties upon than upon tea and coffee. | 
am not only for reducing the duties to the 
extent of $16,000,000 a year, but i believe we 
“an reduce them $50,000,000, and abolish the 
internal revenue taxes to a great extent be- 


{ should be glad to see the price of | 


sides, and Gispense with all this machinery | 


through the country. I was rejoiced the other 
day to see a proposition, which I believe came 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, to dis- 
pense with the collectors and assessors of 
internal revenue throughout the country, and 
I hope Congress will not adjourn without 
abolishing those offices and abolishing every 
feature of internal revenue taxation, except so 
far as we derive revenue from spirits and 


liquors of all kinds, including beer, and to- | 


bacco, and perhaps the stamp duties may be 
retained to some extent. 


Now, Mr. President, I hope the Senate will | 


not pass this bill simply repealing the duty 


upon tea and coffee, and | think it is a waste | 


of time to consider it. I trust when it goes 
back to the House of Representatives they 
will put it in their general bill and let us con- 


sider this whole subject together and not take | 


up this separate bill that has lain here for 
more than a year and in reference to which 
this new-born zeal is exhibited within a few 


days, for | cannot conceive why the merchants | 


have not got all they want when they are in- 
formed that no such bill is to go into operation 
before the 1st day of July. 

Mr. MORTON. 
had to taking up the tea and coffee bill has 
been the fear that if this bill was passed it 
might be used as a lever to prevent the reduc- 


The objection that I have | 


tion of the tariff in any other respect; but I 
am assured by its friends tlmat there is no such | 


purpose, and that the object of pressing its 
consideration now is to relieve the trade. I 


can understand how the trade is embarrassed | 


at this time and why it is a matter of justice 
to the large number of men and the large 


amount of capital engaged in it that this ques- | 


tion should be settled one way or the other. 
I have had many communications from tea 
and coffee dealers; | have not had one ask- 


ing that this question should be disposed of in | 
any particular way, but all that it shall be | 


disposed of promptly. 


This being the reason why I want to take up | 
the bill at this time, it is a good reason why I |) 
should not vote to put amendments on it. So | 


far as the amendment proposed by the Sen- 


ator from Vermont is concerned, the free list, | 


I be- | 
lieve the amonnt of duty dispensed with by | 


itis of no practical importance now. 


the whole free list moved by him is $1,800,000. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
tween three and four millions. 
Mr. MORTON. Still it is comparatively 
unimportant. 
and umend this bill and settle the whole tariff 
question, that is another thing; but as it is 
not proposed to do that, as the main body of 
the tariff question is still to be left behind, [ 


If it is proposed to go forward | 


More; be- || 





| there. 


| tion shall stop there. 


| ernment. 


putting the free list upon this bill. I think 
the Senator from Vermont has been somewhat 
uneasy himself that by making tea and coffee 
free we should prevent any further legislation 
upon the tariff. 1 would suggest to him that 
that danger might be increased somewhat by 
adding the free list to this bill and stopping 
The best assurante we can have that 
the tariff will be modified hereatter, that this 
will not be a finality, will be to pass the tea 
and coffee bill by itself; but if we put the 
free list on, we furnish a further excuse for not 
doing anything more in regard to the tariff. 
Now, | wish to say to the Senate that | am 
strongly convineed that we should go further 
and reduce the tariff in material respects upon 
many other articles. The section reducing 
duties ten per cent. contained in the bill of 
the Committee on Finance, | believe is right 
in itself, and | hope that Congress will not 
adjourn without passing it or some such meas- 
ure. | agree with the Senator from Illinois 
that taxation ought to be reduced at least 
390,000,000. 
duction of the tariff and the internal revenue 


~ 


by at least $50,000,000, and I think it can go 
to $60,000,000 without at all endangering the 
ability of the Government to pay $50,000,000 
a year upon the national debt. I want to re- 
duce the debt not less than $50,000,000 a 
year, and | would bring down taxation to that 
point where there should be surplus enough 
to pay $50,000,000 a year; and from the ex- 
amination | have made, I am satisfied that we 
can take off $60,000,000 of taxation and do 
that, including the tariff and the internal rev- 
enue. ‘Tbe country expects a large reduction ; 
the country knows that it can be made; the 
country has been promised this reduction ; 
and the dominant party here is responsible to 
the country for this reduction and will be beld 
responsible if it is not made. In agreeing 
now to take the duties off tea and coffee, | 
am not consenting indirectly that the redue- 

I shall expect at least 
$35,000,000 beyond that. 1 vote now to take 
this question up simply for the purpose of re 
lieving what | believe to be a great embarrass- 
ment in the trade. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, the mer- 
chants of this country have a right to com- 
plain, in my opinion, of the position in which 
they have been placed by the action of Con- 
gress. The table of each Senator, | presume, 
contains, as mine does, communications from 
men setting forth the great distress to which 
they have been brought by the element of 
uncertainty in regard to their business mat 
ters. The trade tg which I refer in tea and 
coffee is one of the largest known to our com- 
merce ; itis that which enters into the con- 
sumption of almost every human being within 
our territorial limits. ‘These two commodi- 
ties have been subjected to revenue imposi 
tions almost always in the history of our Gov- 
The importers of these articles, the 
merchants whose warehouses now are filled 
with these imports, never complained as to 
the rate of duty. ‘There was no petition before 
Congress from them to have italtered. Their 
business was conducted just as safely and prof- 
itably under the duties of two years ago as 
they are under the present duties, or as they 
will be should this measure sent us by the 
House to abolish all duties whatever, become 
the law. 

But, unfortunately, the question of tariff 
legislation is suffering at this time, and by 
this measure from two evils. In the first 
place, Congress is undertaking to treat by 
piecemeal that which should be a system, and 
be legislated upon as a system. To select 
from your whole list of imports one or two 


|| articles and deal with them by special legisla 


see no particular object to be gained by | 


tion without regard to their relations to all 
the rest of the country’s commerce is of itself 
impossible, because commerce is a mere net- 


[am in favor of a further re- | 


work, a series of interchanges, in which you | 


| coffee, ” 
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cannot touch one item without affecting all; 
and therefore when you attempt to deal by 
legislation with one article you must consider 
its relation to other articles if you wish to deal 
wisely with itat all. 

l say, therefore, that the interests of the 
country so far as concerns a large and im- 
portant class of our citizens, the importing 
merchants of these two articles, have a right 
to complain, and the rest of the country have 
a right to complain, that you are dealing piece 
meal with that which should be acted upon 
only by a legislative system, 

‘That is not the only evil. Next to that, if 
not greater than that, is the evil that this ques- 
tion of revenue action and this piecemeal 
action in respect to it bas been made or sought 
to be made a matter of party politics. It has 
passed into the hands of the demagogery of 
politics. It is not a question in regard to 
which the business of the country has made 
application to the Congress for relief. But 
this measure which is not new, was sent here 
one year ago, and the Senate did not act upon 
it but deliberately deferred it. It was not 
thought of importance then; but it bas simply 
served to fill a certain cry for what they term 
‘‘a free breakfast table,’ ‘free tea and 
something for the poor man; and that 
hollow, unsound, untrne talk is indulged in 
with regard to that which is entitled, if treated 
with at all, to be treated with strictly as a 
business measure. 

Mr. President, it was an evil day and it ever 
will be anevil day for the merchants and man 
ufacturers of this, contry when questions of 
revenue by tariffs become questions of party 
polities. If they knew their interest they 
would keep it out of that vortex. If they knew 
their interest they would demand that such 
questions be segregated from party politics. | 
do believe that this bill was originated in the 
hasty unauthorized manner that has been 
spoken of in the House, in nothing else than a 
mere spirit of party trickery. 

i consider that the merchants of this coun: 
try, or those who are termed generically the 
business men of this country, have a right to 


| ask of the legislators of the United States two 


things. They have a right to ask that stabil- 
ity shall be an element of our laws. It is not 
the rate of duty; it is not the imposition or 


| the absence of a tax, so much as it is that sta- 


| of the duty on these two very articles. 


bility which shall permit business to be formed 
and to be carried out, which shail permit a 
plan of intelligent prevision, or an intelligent 
survey of the field of business with the ‘cer 
tainty that the principles of trade and the prin- 
ciples of intelligent prevision of a man’s whole 
plans in life shall be allowed to be acknow|- 
edged without being thwarted by sudden and 
unlooked-for action on the part of the Legis 
lature. See, sir, how Congress have wavered, 
have staggered to and fro upon the subject 
For 
the first six months of 1870 and up to, I think, 
the month of September, 1870, there was a 
duty of twenty-five cents per pound upon tea, 
and on coffee of five cents. On the 14th of 


| July, 1870, those duties were reduced pros: 


pectively from twenty-five to fifteen cents on 
tea, and upon coffee from five to three cents 
per pound. 

They stood so untilthe meeting of the pres- 
ent session. Then, ina proper spirit of tariff 
legislation, the whole question was taken up by 
the House; but suddenly this partial measure 
was sprungupon them and came to the Senate, 
and then the Senate Committee on Finance 
laboriously and carefully proceeded to revise 
the entire system with reference, each article 
to another, not taking it piecemeal and legis- 
lating for each separately. The result was the 


bill that finally passed the Senate, not entirely 

freeing tea and ¢ fee from duty, but reducing 

the duties | believe thirty three per cent. ; re- 

ducing the tariff generally about ten per cent. 

by what you may term a horizontal reduction ; 
y J 
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largely increasing the free list greatly to the | 


advantage of manufacturers, cheapening the 
cost of collection, and in every way assisting, 
us the Committee on Finance and as the Sen- 
ute believed, the general business interests of 
the country. That measure went to the House 
of Representatives. How they have treated 
it is a matter of history. The Senate know 
perfectly well. It has simply been, I would 
scarcely say laid on the table, but unceremo- 
niously kicked under it. 

In regard to the question of collision of au- 
thority and privilege between the two Houses, 
I do not propose to say much except this: that 
if the proposition of the House of Representa- 
tives be true, the language of the Constitution 
was singularly unfortunate. The power is dis- 
tinctly given by the Constitution to the House 
of Kepresentatives to originate all bills for 
raising revenue; but the Senate 


has to it | 


equally delegated in as positive and unrestained | 


language the power ‘*to propose or concur with 
amendments,’ with the significant words fol- 
lowing, ‘* as on other bills.’’ If the proposi- 
tion of the House now, as I understand it, be 
carried out to its natural result, the Senate 
would hold under the 
power of veto. 

The language of the Constitution was well 
weighed and carefully considered by men who 
knew the meaning and the value of words. If 


Constitution a simple | 


they had intended that the House of Repre- | 


sentatives should have the exclusive power of 
originating bills for revenue and that the Sen- 
ate should merely have a veto power, they 
would have saidso. That isthe result to which 
the reasoning of the House on this position, 
it seems to me, brings us, that we have the 
right to say, ‘‘ We forbid this bill ;’’ or, 
assent to it;’’ and that would be all. 
such language is found; no such result could 
have been intended; and if the doctrine con- 
tended for by the House should be true, then 
the functions of the Senate, as an advisory 
hody, or as a complementary and independent 
body of the House, would entirely be done 
away with. I hold, therefore, that 
Senate cannot originate a bill to raise revenue, 
yet that when a revenue bill comes to the Sen- 
ate it may be amended by the Senate without 
limit, just as other bills may be amended. On 
that subject I feel perfectly clear, but 1 didnot 
intend ever to say much upon it, 

Therefore, Mr. President, 1 consider that as 

a matter of justice to the business of the whole 
country we should not proceed to deal by 
jiecemeal with the revenues of the country. 
Ihe revenue system, it 1s admitted, needs 
reform. ‘There are few men who do not ad- 
mit either that it should be reformed, 
it will be reformed by the voice of the coun- 
try. My own hope is that the tariff will be 
reduced to a revenue standard. 1 believe 
that for that purpose, and that purpose only, 
is it justified. Iam sure that you cannot deal 
with it except as a system; that the whole 
field must be considered, and that your 
scheme of reform must be based upon a view 
of the entire field on which you are to act; that 
you cannot with justice, you cannot with a 
wise economy proceed to deal piecemeal with 
a question of this character. 

Por that reason, I shall oppose the measure 
as it came from the House and as now sought 
to be passed by the Senate. The labors of 
the Senate must be held to be the voice and 
the view of the Senate. 1 do not mean to say 
they are not to be changed, that they may not 
be retired from, may not properly be amended ; 
but I do insist that when this question of rev- 
enue reform upon the tariff is to be considered, 
it shall be considered as a whole, and not in 
the patch-work manner which is now pro- 
posed, 

1 have said that stability in our laws isa 
thing demanded by the business interests of 
this country. It is the one thing essential for | 
their interests. Does any man here believe 


But no 


or that | 


that tariff duties on tea and coffee will perma- 
nently remain off our list? 

Is it not almost acertainty that if tea and 
coffee were made free by the votes of Con- 


gress at the present session, within six months || 


from this time, during the next session of 
Congress, propositions would be made to reés- 
tablish rates of duty dpon both those articles? 
They are proper subjects for duty; they are 
proper subjects of taxation. I do not propose 


to go now into that question, but merely to so | 


assert it. 
should i 
before 
the 
taxation under our laws. We could not afford, 
upon the basis of a revenue tariff, which this 
country is approaching, which I believe it will 
at no late day certainly reach, to exempt two 
articles of such universal consumption as tea 


July, 1873, 


I know well that if tea and coffee | 
July, 1872, be made free of duty, | 
should have rolled around | 
same articles would be found subject to | 


and coffee, articles which bring such perfectly | 


net revenue, which involve none of that indi- 
rect taxation that cramps and weighs so heavily 
upon the business interests of this country, 
and is so deceitful also, | may add. It is not 


| possible that those articles should remain free 


‘We | 


while the | 





from tax. The experience of all other nations 
who have led the world in the van of com- 
merce shows us that they are proper and 
profitable subjects of taxation. So | believe 


the wisdom and experience of this country | 


have found in the past, and so I believe the wis- 
dom of the country will declare in the future. 

[ could justify my vote now for the simple 
reason that I desire in business stability that 
men may know what they are to meet, that I 
deprecate this weather- 
has brought this great distress at this moment 
upon the trade now in question; that is to 


1 say I de- 


sire that this weather-cock legislation should 


cease ; 
have some regard from Congress ; that men may 


cock legislation which | 


| say, all persons engaged in the importation | 
| of or dealing in tea and coffee. 


that permanence and stability should | 


embark in business, knowing what are to be | 


their duties in the year after their operations 
shall have been conceived, and not, as now, 
stumbling on in the dark, making fortunes, 
perhaps, suddenly one year by the sudden 
rise in duty, or losing them the next by hav- 
ing their stocks held high up in the fear that 
the duties will be taken away. 

In this view, that the moderate and reason- 
able rates of duty fixed by the Senate bill may 
become the law of this country, and that in 


| considering this interest of tea and coffee we 


should consider it as we ought, as a part of a 
system of the country’s business, and consider 
it in relation of the many other articles the 
interests of each of which hinge upon its neigh- 


| bor, the interests of which cannot be singled | 
| out for special legislation, as is sought by this 
| bill, I shall direct my votes in such a way as 


shall bring up the whole of this subject for 
consideration at the same time and not pro- 
ceed upon it by piecemeal. 


have a right to know, and as has been said 


Already, as we | 


here, there is general legislation in the House | 


on the subject of the tariff now under consid- 
eration. In a few days we shal! 


| When it comes let us see the plan proposed 


by the House, let us see what relative duties 
these two commodities should bear, what pro- 
portion of the revenue of the country is right- 
fully and easily drawn from these sources, and 


_not undertake by this hasty, ill-considered, | 
unexpected piecemeal legislation to deal with 


the business interests of the country which 


i} ° 
have been in a great measure confided to our 


hands. 

Mr. SCOTT. 
reach the vote during the usual hour of sitting; 
but as many persons in the Chamber desire to 
dispose of this question to-night, and have sug- 
gested the eer of a recess, I move that 
at five o’clock the § 


_ half past seven o'clock. 


Mr. CONKLING. Before the vote on that 


have it here. | 


I hope we may be able to | 


Senate take a recess until | 





April 30, 


is put, may I ask the Senator whether he has 
taken avy pains to learn that it would not be 
preferred by the Senate to sit this out now? 
My impression is that we can vote soon. 

Mr. SCOTT. I have not taken any pains. 
I prefer to sit it out now; but some Senators 
spoke to me and suggested a recess. If the 
Senate will remain now, | will withdraw the 
motion. 

Mr. CONKLING. I trust we can vote soon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think I know that 


others intend to speak to some extent; | do 


not. If no Senator desires to speak we can 
vote now; but if there is to be a further de- 


bate, | think we bad better have a recess. 

Mr. ANTHONY. When we get back from 
the recess we never get more than two and a 
half hours out of the Senate; and it is much 
better for us to take those two and a half hours 
now before the evening. We can get a pretty 
good dinner here if we want to. 

Mr. COLE. Where? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Atthe restaurant below. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I inquire of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania how long it will probably 
take if we continue in session to dispose of 
the bill? 

Mr. SCOTT. On that the Senator from Min- 
nesota can judge as well as I. If the vote were 


_taken on this amendment it would probably 


give some indication of how soon we may be 
able to dispose of the bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


Does the 


Senator from Pennsylvania withdraw his 
motion for a recess ? 
Mr. SCOTT. Having given notice of the 


intention to make the motion, if it meets the 


| view of the Senate 1 withdraw it for the pres- 


ent with the hope that we may now get a vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 
Vermont, [Mr. Morritt. ] 

Mr. KELLY. On this question I am paired 
with the Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. Car 
PENTER.] If he were present he would vote 
against the amendment, and I should vote 
for it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Connecticut, 
{| Mr. Ferry. ] 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 17, nays 32; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, : 
Goldthwaite, Harlan, Johnston, Logan, Morrill of 
Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Norwood, Sher- 
man, Spencer, Sprague, Stevenson, Trumbull, and 
Wright—l7. 7 

NAYS—Messrs. Boreman, Buckingham, Cald- 
weil, Cameron, Chandler, Clayton, Conkling, Cor- 
bett, Cragin, Davis ot W est Virginia, Perry of Mich- 
igan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamilton 
of Maryland, Hill, Howe, Lewi-, Osborn, Patterson, 


Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Scott, Stewart, 
Stockton, Sumner, Vickers, West, Wilson, and Win- 


om—32. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Blair, Brown- 
low, Carpenter, Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Ed 
munds, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Hamilton of 
Texas, Hamlin, Hiteheock, Kellogg, Kelly, Mor- 
ton, Nye, Pool, Ransom, Robertson, Saulsbury, 
Sawyer, Schurz, Thurman, and Tipton— 25. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the reserved amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, if he insists upon it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, Yes, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
ment will be read. 

The Cuter CLerk. The amendment is to 
insert afier the word ** coffee,’’ in line three, 
the words ‘‘ salt and coal,’’ and to strike out 
the word ‘‘and’’ before *‘ coffee.’’ 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is in accord with 


Casserly, Cole, 


The 


amend- 


| the expressed view of the House of Represent- 


atives two or three times over. I think they 
have sent us two bills repealing the duties on 
these articles, and if there is a disposition to 
harmonize with the House in repealing the 
duty on tea and coffee, I think it _ to be 
extended also to salt and coal, and | cannot 


see why the same reason does not apply to 
|| those articles as to tea and coffee. 
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Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. | I ask the Sen- 
ator whether it is not better to take up those 
bills separately ? 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Why take up the bills 
separately? They have all been sent here. 
Mr. FRELING HUYSEN The House sent 


them to us separately, and I think it is always 
bad to complicate legislation in this way. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 


single article. No one, | apprehend, will mis- 
apprehend the purport of this bill to repeal 
the duty on tea and coffee. We all know that 


they are articles not produced in this coun- || 
added to those | 


try, that the increased price 
articles by the duty goes into the Treasury of 
the United States. 
tariff that is laid on tea and coffee, and by 
repealing the duty on these articles it neces- 
sitates a higher duty upon the articles which 
the Senator from New Jersey wishes to pro- 
tect; and no one | suppose in the Senate or 
out of the Senate is misled by this species of 
legislation or fails to understand that the 
object is by diminishing the revenue to create 
a necessity for a high protective tariff. 

Some salt is produced in this country, some 
coal is produced in this country, and some is 
brought from other countries. The salt that 
comes from abroad is more than doubled in 
price by the duty which you impose upon it. 
And while that is the case, and all the duty 
paid upon the foreign salt goes into the Treas- 
a of the United States, we all know thatthe 
increased price upon the domestic salt, that 
which is produced here, goes to the persons 
who produce it, to the few persons engaged in 
the manufacture of salt, and none of it goes 
into the Treasury. While the people of the 
country are taxed many million dollars in 
consequence of theduty upon salt, less than a 
million perhaps or a little mére than a million 
only reaches the Treasury of the United States, 
while all the duty that we pay upon tea and 
coffee goes into the Treasury, and the en- 
hanced price of those articles is a tax, the 
benefits of which the Government receives to 
the full extent. 

Now I hope, Mr. President, that the Sen- 
ate will consent to agree with the House and 
let salt and coal go upon the free list. On 
that question I should like to have the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. On this ques- 
tion [am paired with the Senator from Ver- 
mont. I understand that the Senator is in 
favor of free coal and I am against free salt. 
{ Laughter. ] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
from Vermont? 

Mr, MORRILL, 
myself. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ANTHONY. Iam paired a good deal 
like the Senator from Vermont, 
paired with the Senator from Connecticut, 
{Mr. Ferry,] and at all events [ will not vote 
for that reason. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 14, nays 33; as tollows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Casserly, Cole, 


Hawlin, Harlan, Johnston, Logan, ‘Norwood, Sauls- 
bars: yoenone, Stevenson, Trumbull, and Win- 
{ om— 

NAYS—Messrs. Boreman, Buckingham, Caldwell, 
Cameron, Chandler, Clayton, Conkling, Corbett, 
Cragin, Davis of West Virginia, Ferr 
gan, Flanagan, Frelingouysen, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Hill, Hite heock, Howe, 
Lewis, _Osborn, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, 
Scott, armen, Sprague, Stewart, Stockton. Vick- 
ers, West, and Wilson—33. 


The Senator 


of Vermont. Yes, sir; 


XBSEN’ '—Messers. Ames, Anthony. Blair, <i 3 || 
Sd- | 
Hamilton | 


low, C arpenter, Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, 
munds enton, Ferry of Connecticut, 

of Texas, Kellogg, Kelly, Morrill of Maine, Morrill 

of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Patterson, Pool, Ransom, 
obertson, Sawyer, Schurz, Sumner, 
Tipton, and Wright— 27. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


The bill*was reported to the Senate as 
amended, 


I think in regard to | 
the tariff it is very bad to tinker with the | 
tariff in this way by passing a bill as to a | 


It is purely a revenue | 








but I am | 


of Michi- | 








THE CONGRES 


The VICE PRESIDENT. An amendment 
has been made in Committee of the Whole 
fixing the time when this act shall take effect. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I wish to have a distinct 
vote on that amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on concurring in the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The only argument I 
think that is really worthy of much attention 
in the Senate in favor of the passage of a frag- 
mentary tariff bill confined to two articles like 
tea and coffee, is that the tea and coffee inter- 
ests of the country are suffering by delay. I 


say that because I have heard no other reason | 


given during the debate of to-d.y. If we 
should consider the proposition to make tea 
and coffee free in the light of any 
of revenue that has ever been seriously pre- 
sented or seriously adhered to by the ac 
complished men in other parts of the world 
who have studied taxation as a science, no 
argument in favor of making tea and coffee 


= sory 


| free can be urged that is worthy, as it seems to 


me, of more than a moment’s consideration. 
Therefore a measure to select these two arti- 
cles out of the whole list of your tariff for the 


| purpose of making them free must depend for 


its favor in this Senate upon considerations of 
coffee interest throughout the country. 


is any such suffering, if there is any such 
embarrassment, 


Why not let this bill take effect at once, as it 
came from the House? I ask the Clerk to 
read the bill as it came from the House. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill, as it 
be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 


to have a practical direction, let us relieve 
those interests at once, let us end the suffering, 
let us end the embarrassment. The trouble, 
whatever it is—and I do not mean to underrate 
it at all—proceeds from the inability of the 
holders of large stocks of tea and coffee to dis- 
pose of those articles with their usual facility. 
There is a difficulty that arises from the delays 
of Congress in dealing with the subject. 

In the next place, how do we know if we 
send this bill back to the House with an amend 


act upon it at all? While the debate 
| come here very recently from the House, a 
most elaborate and careful bill to all appear 
ances, and one that does undertake to deal 
with the tariff as a whole, and not by a scrap 


‘¢make confusion worse confounded.’’ There- 
fore, to avoid any possibility of further delay 
in the House, in order to furnish the relief 


| emergency, I propose to move that the amend- 
| ment postponing the operation of this bill be 
| stricken out. 

Mr. CONKLING 
motion to concur. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
on concurring. 
amendment rejects it. 


That is reached by the 


The question is 


The 


question is 


mittee of the Whole. 





| 


| 


| 


Thurman, 1] 


Mr. CASSERLY. I make that motion with 
the greater confidence because [ never have 
believed, from the slight study I have given to 
the subject, in the policy of postponing to a 
distant day the operation of a revenue bill, 
either tariff or internal revenue. While any 


bill which you pass making a serious sion 


came from the House of Representatives, will | 


zfs 


| taken, resulted—yeas 41, nays 7; 


| and the bill to be read the third time. 


ce hs ; || bill was read the third time. 
the alleged suffering condition of the tea and || 


Now, 


if there is anything in that argument, if there | 


why prolong that suffering | 
and that embarrassment until the Ist of July? | 


Now, sir, if we are to | 
give a boon to a suffering interest of greatim- | 
portance in the country, if the sympathies | 
which have been so freely expressed here are | 


ment postponing the time for its operation | 
that the House will act upon it promptly or | 
was pro- | 
| ceeding I looked through the bill which has | 


here and a scrap there, a system calculated to | 


which is called for at once, and in the only | 
manner that itseems to me is adequate in the || 


Non-concurrence with the | 


on | 
| concurring in the amendment made in Com- 


| 


| in imported articles under the tariff or the | 
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internal revenue must operate hardly in cer- 
tain quarters, it seems to me that the more 
wholesome way, having regard to the general 
welfare, is to let your bill operate as promptly 
as possible. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. On the question 
of concurring in the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole the Senator 
California demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered ; 


from 


and being 
as follows: 


Y EAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Boreman, Buck 
ingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Chandler, Clayton, 
Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Ferry of Michigan, 
Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Harlan, Hill, 
Hitchcock, Howe, Johnston, Logan, Morrill of 
Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Norwood, Osborn, Pat- 
terson, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Sawyer, Scott, Sher- 
man, Spencer, Sprague, Stevenson, Stewart, Trum- 
bull, West, Wilson, and Windom—4l. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Casserly, Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Saulsbury, Stockton, and 


ic ke rs—7. 
ABSENT—Messrs. Ames, Blair, 
yenter, Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, 


Tirginia, Edmunds, 


Brownlow, Car- 
Davis of West 
Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Kellogg, Keliy, Lewis, 
Morton, Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, Ransom, Robertson, 
Schurz, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, and Wright ~6, 


So the amendment was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed 
The 


Mr. SPRAGUE. 1 ask for the yeas and 
nays on the passage of the bill. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I am requested by 
the Senator from Virginia [Mre JoHNstTon ] to 
state that he was paired with the Senator from 
Vermont, (Mr. Epmunps. } 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 

resulted—yeas 39, nays 10, as follows : 

Y EAS—Messrs. Aleorn, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Chandler, Clayton, 
Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Davis of West Vir- 
ginia, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, 
Gilbert.Goldthwaite, Harlan, Hill, Hitchcock, Howe, 
Lewis, Logan, Norwood, Osborn, Patterson, Pome- 
roy, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Saulsbury, Scott, Spencer, 
Stewart, Stockton, Vickers, West, and Wilson,—39. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Casserly, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hamlin, Morrill of Vermont, Sherman, 
Sprague, Stevenson, Trumbull, and Windom—10. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Ames, Blair, Brownlow, Car- 
penter, Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Fen- 
ton, Ferry of Connecticut, Hamilton of Texas, 
Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Morrill of Maine, Mor- 
ton, Nye, ‘Pool, Ransom, Robertson, Sawyer, Schurz, 
Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, and Wright—25. 


So the bill was passed. 
NAVAL 


Mr. COLE. I move that the Senate resume 
the consideration of House bill No. 1191, 
making appropriations for the naval service 
for the year ending June 30, 1873 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING., 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at five 
o'clock and twenty-five minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


I move that the Senate 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, April 30, 1872. 
The House met at eleven o'clock, a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burer, 





| D. D. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of 
yesterday. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the further 





reading of the Journal be dispensed with, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I call for the regular order 
of business. 


PLANTING OF TREES 
The SPEAKER. The regular order of 


business being demanded, the morning hour 
commences at twenty-two minutes past eleven 
o'clock, and the House resumes the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. No. 2197) to encour- 
age the planting of trees and for the preserva- 
tion of woods on the public domain now held 
by the United States. 

Mr. HALDEMAN, 


I propose to have this 
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matter disposed of to-day. Although Iam con- 
vinced of the great importance of the subject, l 
‘ that many of the standing committees 
i read to re port ind | would not hold the 
morning hour to the exciusion of others. | 
Lt) ructed by the Committee on Agriculture 
to wn cept the amendment of the gentleman 
from California, [Mr. Sarncent,| which I be- 
ly takes away the principal objections sub- 


mitted to this bill I win also instructed by the 


committee to move to amend the thirteenth 
line of the bill by ‘two acres of 
acre ofland.’’ This 
ix for the purpose of diminishing the only 
thing resembling a penalty contained in any 
section of the bill, and making it still milder. 
All the other sections of the bill are bounties. 
1 would say in brief that any objection to the 
bill will be, not that it grants too much, but 
too little, This is an initiative 


ie 
triking out 


land’’ andinserting ** one 


i 
hil 


and tentative 
THensure, 

(here is also an amendment in line six, 

ction two, to strike out ‘the proceedings”’ 
and insert uch proceedings.’’ 

1 do not desire myself, unless it should be 
absolutely necessary, to say anything more 
and I desire to eall the previous 
and to leave the matter open to 
ebate during my closing hour. I do not 
number of gentlemen who 
have spoken to me on the subject, that it will 
take more than half an hour to close the de- 
bate, and then | hope it will go to the Senate 
and be considered there this session, or the 
next; but | went an authoritative decision of 
the Llouse of Kepresentatives, as the matter 
has been brought to the attention of the pub- 
lic. tig it will not be considered indelicate, 


upon this boll. 
que hion now, 
i 


( 


think, trom the 


iY ‘| sit down I wish to have read a letter 
ous he Commissioner of Agriculture, in 
which he, as many of the newspapers have 


done, shows his appreciation of the import- 
ance of this action at this time. 
The Clerk read the letter, as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., April 27, 1872 


Dean Str: Thetimeiscoming, if ithas not already 
irived, when the country will gratefully thank you 


for the facts and figures by which you have so ably 
pointed to their interests in the necessity of pre- 
serving and propagating the forests of America. 

Phe alarm which you have shown, other and older 


xperience from their early neglect of 
their forest land Che causes of that alarm, in their 
threatened loss of fountains and streams, as well as 
health, supplemented by the startling figures which 

im up our daily consumption of wood, are facts 
which you have so tersely and distinetly stated and 
verified by authority as that they must command 
the attention of every man who has a mind capable 
of expansion 
enable him to feel the importance of preserving the 
forests while it is yet in our power to doso. 


countries now e 


voyond the length of his own arm, to | 


1 have the honor to be, very respectfully, your | 


obedient servant, 
FREDK. WATTS, 
Commissioner of Agriculture. 


HALDEMAN, 


Mr. HALDEMAN, 


que tion 


Hon. Ricnarp J. 


| now ask the previous 


on was seconded and the 


main question ordered, 


Phe question was first upon the amendment 
of Mr. SarGenr; to add to the first section the 
following proviso: 


Provided, That this act shall not apply to mineral 
lands or to lands conveyed under town-site laws, or 
to lands granted for rigbts of way to railroad or other 
road companies, or to lands that may be devoted to 
commercial purposes, or on which cities, towns, - 
manufacturing establishments may be erected, and 
no forfeiture shall accrue from the lands so dedicated. 


| he previo is quest 


Che amendment was agreed to. 


The question recurred upon the motion of 
Mr. Lows, to strike out the first and second 
sections of the bill. 

The sections proposed to be stricken out, as 
amended, were read, and are as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
aasembled, That every grant of the public lands of 
the United States, now or hereafter surveyed, shall 
be upon the express condition that the grantee or 
grantees, bis, her, or their heirs, executors, and 
assigns, shall keep and preserve at least ten per 
vent. of the namberof acres thus granted in timber 


trees, if so much thereof then be in timber at the 
date Of such grant, which skball not thereafter be 
cut down or destroyed to an extent which shall re- 
duce the quantity of timber land upon such grant 
below the percentage above named, unless, at the 
time of such cutting, or previous thereto, there shi ill 
have been planted one acre of land with tim! er 
trees for each acre so cut; andsuch conditions shall 
be expressed in the body of the patent or other in- 
strument by which the title of the United States is 
couveyed to such grantee: /rovided, That this act 
shall not apply to mineral lands, or to lands con- 
veyed under town-site laws, or to lands granted 
for rights of way to railroad or other road compa- 
nies, or to lands that may be devoted to commercial 
purposes, oron which cities, towns, or manutactur- 
ing establishments may be erected, and no forfeiture 
shall accrue tor the lands so dedic: ited. 
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A pril 30, 


are inconvenienced and injured by that fact, 


| and this bill simply ‘proposes that in the set- 


sec. 2. That if the grantee, or any party claiming | 


thereunder. shall willfully violate the conditions 


named in the preceding section, such violation shall | 


work a forteiture to the United States of the land, 
» granted, and it shall bs 


| 
| 


SO gr: . shi » the dutyof such an acer 
inay be designated by the Secretary of the Interio 


tocause such proceedings to be brought when it may 
be necessary to entorce such forfeiture. 

Mr. BANIXS. | desire to ask the gentleman 
who reported this bill if the striking out of 
these two sections will not take away the merit 
of the bill entirely ? 

Mr. HALDEMAN. It will take away what 
| consider very important indeed. I had no 


objection to the ame ‘ndment of the gentleman || 


from California, [ Mr. 
that these sections will not be stricken out. 

Mr. BANKS. ‘The proposition is to strike 
out the sections as amended by the gentleman 
from California. 

lhe SPEAKER. If the House should now 
strike out the first and second sections, of 
course the amendment of the gentleman from 
California would go with them. 

Mr. LOWE. Allow me to say to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Banks] that 
the first two sections of this bill provide for a 
forfeiture of the entire estate if a certain 
amount of it is not kept perpetually in timber. 
The remainder of the bill offers a premium or 


| inducement to purchasers of the public land 


| first two sections does 


to keep a portion of it in timber. 

Mr. BANKS. That is exactly the point to 
which IL wish to call the attention of the 
House. 

Mr. LOWE. And the striking out of the 
not impair the remain- 
der of the bill, which offers an inducement tor 
the preservation of or planting of trees. 

ir, SARGENT. Lhave proposed a proviso 
that the provisions of this bill shall not apply 
to mineral land, to land selected under the 
town-site laws, or to land upon which may be 
established towns and cities, manufacturing 
establishments, or any work inconsistent with 
the continuance of trees upon it; as, forinstance, 
the mere right of way to a railroad or a 
canal, &c. 


Mr. BANKS. I desire to call the attention 


SARGENT, | but | do hope || 


| 


tlement of new regions of country where we 
give the lauds to settlers without price, orgrant 
them to railway corporations, a stipulation 
shall be made which is for the benefit of those 
settlers as much as for the people of the rest 
of the country; that they shall leave the trees 
on one tenth of the land given them. 

Mr. LOWE. And that is to be perpetual. 

Mr. BANKS. I understood the gentleman 
in charge of this bill [Mr. HaLpeman] to say 
that the reservation was limited to a period 
of some five years. It is just as much for the 
benetit of cities and towns established in these 
new Territories as itis fur any other portion of 
the country. 

Mr. SARGENT. There is no limit in the 
bill as to the time, and it is to apply to every 
acre of land now granted or hereafter to be 
granted. 

Mr. BANKS. 
made, 

Mr. SARGENT. That may be. 

Mr. BANKS. I understood trom the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. HaLpeman] 
that there was such a limitation. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. It was suggested to 
have the provision read ‘ violating the condi- 
tions of tbe preceding section “within five 
years,’ but that was accidentally omitted. 

Mr. BANKS. ‘The idea I want to present 
to the House is that these lands are stripped 
of their timber by every sort of encourage- 
ment on the part of Congress and the Gov- 
ernment. The people seem to entertain the 
belief that trees are an evil, and that the 
sooner they are removed the better. That is 
an error that pervades all countries. Italy, 
Germany, France, and Spain have been 
stripped of their trees in this way, and it has 


That limitation ought to be 


| cost millions and millions to replace those 


| trees. 


They havé found that the springs of 
the country have dried up, the climate has 
become arid, the soil has become unfertile 


| in consequence of the stripping of the land 


of its timber. 
And | have heard it argued here within the 
past three or four years that the lands belong- 


| ing to the Government were of no consequence 
| because they were covered with trees. Gen- 


tlemen have spoken as if it was the greatest 


| calamity that could befall the United States to 


of the House to this fact, that this bill con- | 


tains two propositions. 


One is a provision to || 


| prevent settlers upon the public lands or gran- | 


|| grantees of land given by the United States to | 


tees to whom we give lands from cutting olf 
the forest trees upon them. ‘The second isa 
provision to give encouragement to people to 
plant trees and to reéstablish forests. The 
proposition to strike out the first provision is 
made by the gentieman from Kansas, [ Mr. 
Lowk.] Now, what is the use of passing a 
bill to encourage the planting of trees upon 
lands that are now naked ot trees, if at the 
same time we authorize, at least indirectly, 


settlers to whom we give lands to strip them | 


entirely of trees and forests? How can the 
House consent to pass a bill to encourage the 
planting or replanting of timber, when by the 
same bill, impliedly at least, we authorize the 


| take the timber off? 


This is one of the most important meas- | 
ures that can be presented for the consider- 


ation of the House. In New England, in 
the middle States, the climate is affected, the 
supply of water in the cities and towns is 
aflected in consequence of the people having || 
almost entirely stripped the earth of its forests. 
Lhe people in their most common necessities 


| preserve it. 


| 
| 
! 


acquire land with the best timber in the world 
upon it. Such ideas have gone out from Con- 
gress and pervade the common mind, until it 
has almost become so that whenever a man 
sees a tree that does not pay him interest ora 
subsidy in some way he wants to cut it down. 

I remember an instance in my own town, 
where a majestic oak stood before the school- 
house, and many of the people desired to have 
it preserved. They said to one of the fathers 
of the town, ‘‘ Whatshall we doabout this great 
oak which standsin front of the school-house ?”’ 
‘* Why,’’ said he, ‘‘ there is no trouble about 
that; you can girdle it, and then it will die.”’ 
The only idea that possessed him was that the 
thing to be done was to get rid of that tree ; 
his object was to circumvent, by girdling and 
killing the tree, the public wish that wanted to 
That is the idea which to a great 
extent pervades our people. 

Now, the effect of this bill will be to call the 
attention of the country to the necessity of pre- 
serving the trees and the forests, and to the 
beneficial effects which their preservation exer- 
cises upon the climate, and the fertility of the 
soil, and the general advancement of the public 
convenience and welfare. 

[ hope the House will not strike out the first 
section, for it would be a monstrous absurdity 
to pass a bill with the design of encouraging 
| the planting of trees, and in the same measure 
to provide that settlers or railroad companies 
to whom we may give lands shall be permitted 
| without any penalty to cut off the trees upon 
the lands which we give them. . 

Mr. MAYNARD. The views of the gen- 











J 








nit 
On 
se 
St 


Cs 


Anh 
ay 


od 


i- 
ve 


id 


LO 


id 


Vw SS ct 


S 





5 


{ 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Banks] on 
this subject are intere yp and entitled to 
great we ight, as, indeed, is everything that he 
<ays. But l would suggest to him that there 
are portions of the country w here the trees 
are, to adopt his language, obstructions in the 
way of the profitable use of land suitable for 
high cultivation. In such parts of the —_ 
try it is very important we should get rid 

ihe trees. In many cases they are useless as 
lumber, and almost useless as fuel; and until 
they are out of the way the land is perfectly 
worthless. This remark is applicable to many | 
portions of our country, though not to all. | 
The error we are likely to fail into is in mak- 
ing too wide a generalization from a limited 
number of facts. The policy that would be 
applicable to one section of our country would 
be quite inapplicable to another. For in- 
stance, there is a wide difference in this 
respect between the section of 
which my friend from Massachusetts lives and 


the mountain region where I reside, and which || 


is covered with “the | largest and the heaviest | 
timber. The rule that would be applica- 
ble to the one case would be wholly inap- 
plicable to the other. His illustration of the 
‘great oak’? would not apply in the case of 
any number of ‘great oaks’’ which stand in 
our fields as obstructions to the cultivation 
of the land. 


any other. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, I had no 
opportunity to examine this biil previous to 
its being brought up for consideration in the 
House; but it seems to me it undertakes alto- 
gether too much. If 1 understand the bill 
from the hasty reading and examination | 
have been able to give it, it provides that of 
timber lands which may be disposed of by the 
Government one tenth shall be preserved as 
timber lands, and if the party to whom they 
are granted shall fail to preserve one tenth as 
timber lands then he forfeits the whole title. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. 
acre elsewhere. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
timber from the land he forfeits the title 
unless he plants an acre elsewhere. If the 
land granted be dest itute of timber, if it be 
prairie or other open land, then the party to 
whom it is granted is required to plaut one 
tenth of it. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. 
given if he will do so. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
be a penalty. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. There is no penalty 
except in the first and second sections. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Now, I ask, what will be 


A bounty is to be 
There is no penalty. 


the effect of this bill with reference to the || 


homestead law? Suppose a man, taking up 
land under the homestead law, fails to plant 
trees as required by this bill, what effect will 
it have upon his title? 

Mr. HALDEMAN. None whatever. 

oe HAWLEY. What, then, will it accom- 
plish ? 


for so many years. 
Mr. HALDEMAN. 
by two years. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Ihave looked over the bill, 
and I do not understand, Mr. Speaker, there is 


It diminishes the time 


anything here in reference to homestead settlers | 


which lessens the time. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. If the gentleman will 
refer to section eight, I think he will find he is 
mistaken. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
lessens the time the homestead settler has to 
serve. 

: Mr. H AL DE) AN. 
Dy two years. 

Mr. RUSK. 

business. 


The SPEAKER, 


Yes, sir; it lessens it 
I call for the regular order of 


The pending question is 


THE CONGRES 


country in || 


We should be very glad to get || 
rid of them by the process he describes or | 


Unless he plants an | 


If he shall remove the | 


Il understand there is to | 


Under the homestead law he is enti- | 
tled toa patent to the land by settling on it || 


I do not understand it | 


| on striking out the first and second sections, 
and as the gentleman has called for the regu- 


ular order of business the gentlemen will please 


not indulge in private conversation. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania was seeking to find in his bill where 
it lessens the time the homestead settler has 
to serve, 

lhe SPEAKER. The pending question is 
on striking out the first and second sections of 

| the bill. 
| Mr. BINGHAM. 


If those two sections are 


SIONAL GLOBE. 


| stricken out it destroys the whole object of the | 


bill. 
| Mr. BANKS. I hope the gentleman from 
| Pe nnsylvania will give me two or three min- 
| utes, so | may refer to a fact which escaped my 
mind when I was up before. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, the great des- 
erts between the Mississippt river and the 
Rocky mountains will be reclaimed and fertil- 
ized by the processes which flow from this bill 
if it becomes a law. Iam told by gentlemen 
from different sections that the bridges in all 


| 
| 
| 
| floods which occur trom year to year in con- 
| sequence of the stripping of the land of the 
| 
| natural effect of forests is to retain water in 
the soil. By cutting down the forest trees every- 
where the land is drained, and the water is 
thrown into currents which soon become tor- 
'| rents, and the bridges are swept away in all 
|| parts of the country. Thisarises merely from 
| this process of denuding the land of the forest 
|| trees with which it is covered in a state of 
|| nature. 
| The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. May- 
| NARD] has said that it is necessary some parts 
should be reclaimed. ‘That is all very true. 
| If we reclaim nine tenths and reserve one 
|| eats in forest trees we shall increase the 
salth of the country and the value of the 
| ae reclaimed, while we retain the land 
|| which remains in forest tress. 
|| ‘There can be no act of Congress which will 
|} secure greater benefit to the country than that 
| proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylva 
| nia [Mr. HALDEMAN] in the provisions of this 
|| bill. It directs the attention of the people to 
|| Preserving in some degree trees of the forest 
| which seem to be recklessly cut down in every 
direction. | hope the House will never con- 
| sent to strike out the provisions contained in 
| the first section, accompanied as they are by 
the amendment of the gentleman from Cali- 
| fornia [Mr. Sarcent] saving the interests to 
| which he has referred. We should give to 
| the country these general and wise provisions 
in order that forest trees may be preserved 
throughout the country, and thereby not only 
|| increase the wealth of 
|| health and happiness of the whole people. 
| Mr. MeCORMICK, of Arizona. .I ask the 
| gentleman from Pennsylvania to yield to me 
for a few moments. 
Mr. HALDEMAN, 
man for five minutes. 


Mr. McCORMICK, of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, 





I yield to the gentle- 


|| | most heartily indorse all that the gentleman | 


| 
| 
| 
|| from Massachusetts [| Mr. Banks] has said on 
| this question. Gentlemen who have traveled 


through the Territories of the United States || 


|| are well aware there may be found in each 
|| Lerritory a vast extent of land commonly 
| called desert land, but which really is not 
|| desert land in any true sense of the term. It 
i is simply dry land, having rich soil and capa- 
|| ble of producing almost anything, but for the 
| fact that it is entirely destitute of water. Gen- 
|| tlemen representing Territories have for years 
been trying to get Congress to offer some in- 
ducemenut to parties to sink upon those dry 
lands artesian wells for the purpose of irriga 
lion, and to bring them under cultivation. I 


|| believe if Congress were to offer a premium 
| by making grants of land for the sinking of 


|| 


parts of the country are swept away by the | 


forests of trees which once covered it. The | 


the country, but the | 


|| forest trees. 
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artesian wells, hundreds and thousands of 
acres now arid would be brought under sue- 
cessful cultivation in those Territories. Hun- 
dreds and thousands of acres now lying un- 
profitable and unavailable, if such a course 
had been propose dd by Congress years ago, 
might have been made profitable and valuable 
tor all practical purposes. 1 received a letter 
this morning from the Governor of Arizona 
calling my attention to this fact. He believes 
if such a law be passed by Congress giving a 


grant of lands for the purpose of sinking arte- 


sian wells, thousandsand millions of acres now 
entirely useless and unprofitable will be brought 
into market. 

Now, in reference to the preservation of 
forest trees upon t'e public lands where they 
now exist, at present there seems to be an 
unconquerable tendency upon the part of those 
settled upon the frontier to destroy the forest 
trees, almost every man thinks it necessary 

| as his first duty to eut down his quota of 
In the mineral Territories the 
| forests are not extensive, 

It has been the custom of late years for 
almost every man who passes over the Union 
Pacitie and Kansas Pacific railroads to shoot 

| a buffalo, and this is done without any inten- 
tion to use the meat or the hide. And so it 
must be said of these people along the fron- 
tier, that they burn ten cords of wood where 
there is a necessity only for burning one; they 
cut and destroy timber in every direction, and 
where timber is scarce and very valuable. I 
think Congress should do something to pre- 
serve this timber. I believe at the same time 
there should be some provision, such as the 


|| gentleman from California [ Mr. Sarcent] has 


| proposed, in reference to placer mines, and to 
the operations in quartz mining. 

This bill is certainly a step in the right di- 
rection, and every man who knows anything 
of the scarcity of timber on the frontier, and 

| of the benefits to be derived from the culti- 
vation of timber, must be, I think, in favor of 
this bill. Gentlemen say that the bill is not 
really practical; if so, let us make it as prac- 
tical as we can; and if it is not perfect to-day 
we can make it perfect hereafter. But let us 
take this step to-day. It is a step in the right 
direction, and a step which Congress, I think, 
should have taken a quarter of a century ago. 
In this way we can preserve some of the tim- 
ber which exists, and may offer an induce- 
ment to its cultivation where it is so greatly 
needed. 

| hope this bill will pass in some shape or 
other. I understand that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Hatpeman,] who bas re- 
ported it, is not particular as to the exact 
wording of the biil or its exact features. It is 
simply a beginning, but it is certainly a ag 
ning in the right direction, and | hope Con 
gress will not allow the subject to pass away 
without a most serious and favorable consid- 
eration. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. I yield three minutes 
to my colleague, [Mr. Srorm. | 

Mr. SLORM. [I desire to add but a word 
to what has been so well said by the gentle- 
man who has this bill in charge and the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Banks.} [| 
look upon the bill as one of very great im- 
portance, and I will add just two thoughts te 
what has been already so well presented. 

It is weld known that although the fall of 
rain ig not on the increase, the rise in the 
streams in all the hilly portions of our coun- 
try is constantly on the increase; that year by 
year they are getting higher. ‘The bridges 
that were before supposed to be above high 
water have been swepl away year afier year ; 
and on an average in many portions of our 
country, and especially, as I know in Penn- 
sylvania, all the bridges over the larger streams 
are swept away once 10 every seven years, and 
|| sometimes more frequently. The streams ure 

getting higher and higher each year, although 
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the quantity of rain is not so great as form 
erly. Whyis this? It can only be accounted 
for by the stripping of the hiils and plains of 
the trees, the leaves and undergrowth of which 
retain the rain, and allow the water to run 
off gradually. When the hills and mountains 
are stripped of forest trees, the rain rushes 
rapidly down their sides, raising the streams 
suddenly, and carrying away the bridges and 
banks of the streams. 

And there is another disadvantage which 
resulis from cutting down the forest trees. 
Just in proportion as the forest trees disap 
Now, it 


is well known that the pear tree, the peach 


pear insectivorous birds disappear. 


tree, and the apple tree grow as well as ever, 
and blossom as well as ever, yet the fruit 
amounts almostto nothing in certain portions 
of the country where there used to be a large 
yield. (he reason is that with the disap 
pearance of the forest trees the birds disap 
pear, As the birds disappe ar fruit destroying 
sects increase ; and in the increase of these 
insects we have a correspondlug decrease in 
our fruit and grain crops Lhe question 18 
one of vital and national importance, not only 
in preserving Our Springs and streams, but in 
the protection of our grains and fruits. 

lor these and the other reasons which have 
been given in this debate, | feel bound to sup- 
port a measure of this kind, and believing that 
this bill has been properly framed to accom 
plish the object desired, [hope it will be passed. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. 1 now yield four min 
utes to the gentleman from Iilinois, | Mr. Haw 
LEY. | 

Mr. HAWLEY. I made some inquires a 
few moments ago of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, | Mr. Hatpeman, | who has charge of 
this bill, for the purpose of more fully under 
standing the character of its provisions. | 
have never betore seen the bill. 


Since itcame | 


up | have examined it as carefully as the time | 


permitted, and | am satisfied that it or some- 
thing else relating to the same matter ought to 
pass. I have tor a long time been impressed 
with the necessity of doing something to en- 
courage the growth of trees on the western 
prairies, and, so far as we may by legislation, 
preserve the forests of the country. 

lhe effect of the growth of trees on climate 
is well known. ‘The cultivation of soil and 


the growth of trees in the western States and 


Territories has had a great effect upon the 
climate there. 
district, before its settlement, | believe, noth- 
ing in the shape of rain in the summer season 
was ever known, and yet when I| was in Salt 
Lake three years ago they bad beautiful show- 
ers, occasioned, as it was supposed, by the cul- 
tivation of the soil and the growth of trees; 
and so it is in all sections of our country. 

Now this bill, so tar as I can judge trom a 
hasty examination of its provisions, excepting 
perhaps the two first sections, is just, and must 
do great good, and I feel that the bill ought 
to pass for the purpose of trying the experi- 
ment, and l, tor one, shall vote tor it, although 
lam not fully satistied with the first two sec- 
lions. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. I yield now two min 
utes to the gentieman from California, [ Mr. 
COGHLAN. | 

Mr. COGHLAN. 1 think the principle of 
this bill is a good one. Any man that has 
ever been through the West knows that the 
forests there have been destroyed very rapidly ; 
but 1 think the machinery of the bill will 
work greater evils than the benetits which it 
could possibly confer, for the reason that the 
nature of the land laws of the United States 
is changed by this bill, and you revive the old 
feudal law by saying that the Government ot 
the United States shail retain the utle to the 
lands, and merely lease them to the people. 
L believe in granting lands to the people. 
The machinery of the bill would be a great 
injury to the people of the United States, 


kor instance, in the Salt Lake 


especially those who aie seeking homes in 
the Wesi. 

I believe that there has been a bill for the 
purpose of protecting the forests of our coun- 
iry, introduced by the honorable gentleman 
from Nevada, | Mr. Kenpatt, ] which is without 
this objection, and has been referred to the 
committee. Certainly there should be some 
kind of provision which will do away with 
this objection. I do not believe any gentle- 
man is willing to destroy the entire land laws 
of the United States for the purpose of saving 
lorest trees. 

Now there ‘s another thing, and that is this: 
# mun may have a farm and it may not be 
convenient tor him to set off ten acres of land 
in one place tor this purpose. He may plant 
five acres with forest trees in one place, and 
ten acres in another, and two in another, but 
he cannot escape these penalties which are 
imposed upon him unless he has the ten acres 
in one place. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. 1 now yield two min- 
utes to the gentleman from Olio, [Mr. Bine- 
HAM. | 

Mr. BINGHAM. 1 hope the House will 
not understand from anything that has been 
said by the gentleman from California that 
this bill operates upon any grants of lands 
heretofore made. 

Mr. COGHLAN. 
is what | meant. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Of course it operates upon 
grauts made hereafter, or it cannot operate 
on anything. It is certainly competent tor 


the people of the United States to provide | 


by law as a condition upon which lands shall 
be granted tor private purposes that a suth- 
cient amount of land shall be subject to the 
condition proposed. Sir, it is a matter of great 
concern to the country. It coucerus the 
health of the country; it concerns the wealth 
of the country. 

The Kast is to-day full of witnesses of the 
mad folly of people sweeping away their forests, 
and thereby turning their land into a desert. 
Phat plain which is now barren as a rock in the 
vicinity of the most ancient city upon the globe, 
Damascus, as history informs us, was once a 
garden, and if there is one cause more than 
another that has contributed to turn that garden 
into a desolation and a waste, itis the absence 
of forests. 


Hereafter to be made | 
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Mr. BINGHAM. An amendment hasbeen 
made excepting town sites, &¢., from th 
penalty. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose it is not a town site. 
Is not the title of one grantee under the ori- 
ginal purchase to fall, if at the end of a thou 
sand years, perhaps, some one else does not 
keep some other portion of the original grant 
of land in trees? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have this to say to the 
gentleman that it would be a very forced 
construction of the first section of this act to 


the 


| conclude that any part of the title to any part 
| of the one hundred and sixty acres of land 


shall fail because perchance the first purchaser 
from the Government had sold ten acres of 
that tract that had no trees on itat all, and that 
purchaser did not plant any trees on it. The 


_ section must be construed as an entirety ; it 


relates to ten per cent. of the grant, which is 
sixteen acres, so thatif there remain anywhere 
upon any portion of the original grant what 
amounts to ten per cent. of the grant in trees, 
no part of the title fails. The gentleman 
of course might add a provision to meet his 


| suggestion, that if the grant shall be subse- 


quently subdivided it shall be subject to the 


| condition that the amount of land in trees 


shall, in the aggregate, amount to one tenth 
of the original grant. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘That will notdo. I defer of 
course to the legal opinion of the chairman of 
the Committee on the Judiciary, [Mr. Bine- 
HAM.| But I feel it to be my duty to say that 
I have spent twenty years of my life in endeavor- 
ing to understand this precise class of ques- 
tions among others; and I should be con- 
strained to advise a client, if he consulted me 
under this bill, that such was the condition of 
his title; that is, suppose a man gets one hun- 


| dred acres of land, and plants one tenth of it 


i am not only in favor of this bill, but I will | 


go still further, and make it a crime punish- 
able with fine and imprisonment for reck- 
less men once a year to set fire to the plains 
of the great West, and consume timber enough 
annually to supply the wants of this great na- 
tion. Lam glad the Committee on Agricul- 
ture have given their attention to this matter. 


This bill will do no harm toany one. The set- | 


tler is not compelled by it to plantall the trees 
in a grove; he may have them planted in small 
groves over his place, provided only that the 
aggregate amounts to one tenth of the land so 
granted to him, 

Mr. HOAR. Will the gentleman permit 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. I want to know if my con- 


struction of this bill is correct. As I read it | 
the grant is to be on the express and perpetual | 
condition-subsequent, that ten per cent. of the | 


land granted shall be kept in trees. Now, 


in trees, each acre of that land that he may 
sell will be subject to the condition of the 


| original grant. And the title to that acre of 


land may at the end of a thousand years fall 
entirely, if the original sixteen acres upon 
which trees were first planted or their equiva- 
lent somewhere on the grant are no‘ kept 
in trees by somebody else with whom the 
owner of the acre of land may have no con- 
nection. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I had supposed that in 
the adminisiration of justice care would be 
taken to see to it that the person who might 
be punished had been guilty of some positive 
and deliberate offense. However, I can see 
well enough that it may be proper to make 
some provision to meet the point the gentle- 
man suggests. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. ‘Take the 
case where we grant a million acres of land 
in one body to a single railroad company. 

Mr. STEVENSON. We shall not do that 
any more. | Laughter. ] 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I do not 


'| know what will be done, after the passage of 


in small parcels and disposes of it to ten or | 


twenty persons; suppose there shall be a popu- 


lous town or city, and there is an acre or less: 


granted to a hundred or more persons, does 
not the title so acquired, the title which shail 
have passed to those subsequent purchasers 
tail if the original one tenth or its equivalent 
is not kept in trees? No matter who may 
acquire an acre of land, at the end of a thou- 
sand years the title to that acre will be forteited 


to the United States if some one else does not | 


, keep trees on some other tract of land. 


‘* Yerba Buena.’’ { Laughter. } 

Mr. SARGENT. Trees will not grow on 
that island, as the gentleman knows. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Suppose 
we granta million acres to a single grantee, and 
he is to keep one hundred thousand acres—— 

Mr. HALDEMAN. I feel constrained to 
interrupt this conversational debate. Time is 


| wearing away, and I am anxious to have this 


suppose the original grautor cuts up his land |! measure disposed of. 


I call for a vote. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I have 


| no objection. 


Mr. BANKS. 


I ask the House to consent 


| to an amendment in the tenth line, which will 


avoid any difficulty about the destruction of 
forests by fires or other accidental causes. [ 
ask unanimous consent that the following 
amendment be adopted: 


After the word “destroyed,” in line ten of tho 


| first section, insert ‘‘ by the grantee or grantees, his, 


her, or their heirs, executors, or assigns.” 
This amendment is designed to avoid any 


1872. 


juestion where woods are destroyed by fire or 
other accidental cause. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
the amendment will be adopted. 

There being no objection, the amendment 
was agreed to. 


fie question recurred on the amendment of 
Mr. Lowe, to strike out the first two sections 
of the bill. 

The motion was not agreed to, there being— 
aves thirty-seven, noes not counted. 

"Mr. HOAR. I move that the bill be laid 
on the table. 

[he question being taken on agreeing to 
ihe motion, there were—ayes forty-four, noes 
not counted. 

Mr. TAFFE called for the yeas and nays. 

lhe yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the motion to lay on the table was not 
avreed to. 


The question then recurred on ordering the 
bill as amended to be engrossed fora third 
reading. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 
seventy-three, noes not counted. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time. 

lhe question then recurred on the passage 
of the bill. 

Mr. KING called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 81, nays 87, not voting 

as follows: 


Y EAS—Messrs. Acker, Banks, Barnum, Beck, Bell, 
Bingham, Bird. Buckley, Burdett, Roderick R. But- 
ler, Caldwell, Conger, Conner, Critcher, Crossland, 
Duell, Farnsworth, Farwell, Henry D. Foster, Getz, 
Golladay, Grifith, Haideman, Hambleton, Harmer, 
Harper, Uowley, Gerry W. Hazelton. John W. 
Hazelton, Herndon, Hill, Holman, Hooper. Kelley, 
Kerr, Killinger. Lamison, Lamport, McClelland, 
McJunkin, McKinney, MeNeely, Merriam, Benja- 
min F. Meyers, Leouard Myers, Niblack, Packard, 
Packer, Peck, Eli Perry, Poland, Potter, Price, 
Prindle, Ellis H. Roberts, William R. Roberts, Ro- 
gera, Roosevelt, Sargent, Seeley, Sessious, Shanks, 
Sherwood, Slocum, Sloss, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, 
Stevenson, Storm, Sutherland, Swann, Terry,Dwight 
lownsend, Tuthill, Vaughan, Voorhees, Whitthorne, 
Williams of Indiana,Jeremiah M. Wilson, Winches- 
ter, and Young Sl. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Arthur, Averill, 
Barber, Beveridge, Austin Blair, James G. Blair, 
Boles. Braxton, George M. Brooks, Buffinton, Burch- 
ard, Beajamin F. Butler, William T. Clark, Cobb, 
Coburn, Coghlan, Comingo, Creely, Davis Dawes, 
Donnan, Dunneli, Eames, Eldredge, Elliott, Fink- 
eluburg, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, Handley, 
flavens, Hay, Hereford, Hibbard, Hoar, Houghton, 
Kellogg, Kendall, Ketcham. King, Lewis, Lowe, 
Maynard, McCormick, MeCrary, McGrew, Mce- 
Henry, McIntyre, Mercur, Mitchell, Monroe, Morey, 
Morphis, Negley, Palmer, Hosea W. Parker, Isaac C,. 
Parker, Perce, Peters, Rainey, Read, Edward Y. 
Rice, John M. Rice. Ritchie, Rusk, Shoemaker, 
Slater, H. Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, Worth- 
ington C, Smith, KR. Milton Speer, Stevens, Stough- 
ton, Taffe, Thomas, Washington Townsend, Turner, 
Iwichell, Tyner, Upson, Van Trump, Wakeman, 
Wallace. Whiteiey, and Willard—8s7. 

NOT VOTING — Messrs. Ames, Archer, Barry, 
Beatty, Bigby, Biggs, Bright, James Brooks, Camp- 
bell, Carroll, Freeman Clarke, Cotton, Cox, Crebs, 
Crocker, Darrall, De Large, Dickey, Dox, Du Bose, 
Duke, Ely, Forker, Charles Foster, Garrett, Good- 
rieh, Hale, Halsey, Hancock. Hanks. George EF. Ilar- 
ris, John T. Harris, Hays, Kinsella, Lansing, Leach, 
Lynch, Manson, Marshall, McKee, Merrick, Moore, 
Morgan, Orr, Pendleton, Aaron F. Perry, Piatt, Por- 
ter, Randall, Robinson, Sawyer, Scofield, Sheldon, 
Sheliabarger, Shober, Snapp, Snyder, Starkweather, 
Stowell, Strong, St. John. Sypher, Waddell, Walden, 
W aldron, Wallis, Warren, Wells, Wheeler, Williams 
of New York, John T. Wilson, and Wood—72. 


So the bill was not passed. 
_ Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote 
just taken ; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

"be latter motion was agreed to. 

PRINTING OF BRITISH COUNTER CASE. 

Mr. BANKS, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported from the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
the following resolution; which was referred 
under the law to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 
ale concurring,) That there be printed twenty-two 
Ougand copies of the message of the President, of 


42p Cong. 2p Sgss.— No. 184. 


April 26, 1872, transmitting, in answer to a resolu - 
tion of the House, the British counter case under the 
treaty of Washington, and ten thousand copies of 
the volumes of appendix accompanying the case 


geneantes on the part of the Government of ber 
gritannic Majesty; four thousand copies of the 
case for the use of the Senate, and fifteen thou- 


sand for the use of the House; and three thousand 
copies of the appendix for the use of the Senate and 
seven thousand for the use of the House. 


CENTENNIAL INTERNATIONAL EXHELBLTLON 


Mr. BANKS. Mr. Speaker, I desire, on 
behalf of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
to give a notice in relation to a bill (H. R. 
No. 2618) relative to the centennial interna- 
tional exhibition to be held in the city of 
Philadelphia, State of Pennsylvania, in the 
year 1876, which was yesterday referred to 
that committee with instructions. 

Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs requests the delegation from the sev- 
eral States to present to the committee before 
ten o’clock Thursday morning the names of 
two persons from each congressional district 
under the apportionment of the Forty-Third 
Congress, and four from the State at large, and 
the delegates from each Territory to furnish 
the names of two persons for each Territory, 
to be inserted as corporators of the ** centen- 


nial board of finance,’’ provided tor by the 


| bill referred to the committee ** reluiive to the 


centennial international exhibition to be held 
in the city of Philadelphia, State of Pennsyl- 
vania, in the year 1876.’ The tames thus 
presented will be reported as corporatots by 
| the committee without revision. If the repre- 
sentation is increased by the new apportion- 
ment, the delegations will report ‘ 
additional members. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I now demand the 
the regular order of business. 

Mr. BANKS. It is understoood that the 
names in the bill as referred to the Gommittee 
on Foreign Affairs will be stricken out, unless 
gentlemen choose to reserve them, and those 
presented to the committee by members of the 
House will substitution for 
those names in the bill, unless, as | have said, 
they are reserved, 


names tor 


he reported in 


MESSAGK FROM THE PRESIDENT 


A message was received from the President 
of the United States, by Mr. Bascock, one of 
his Secretaries, notitying the House that he had 


approved and signed bills of the following 
titles: 
An act (H. R. No. 1865) for the relief of 


Mrs. Frances A. McKinney; and 
An act (H. R. No. 1657) to amend section 
two act of August 30, 1852. in relation to the 
trausportation and exportation of imported 
goods, wares, and merchandise in bonds 
through certain ports in the State of Texas. 
ORDER Of 


Mr. DAWES. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, to take up the tariff and internal reve 
nue bill. 

Mr. CONGER. 
the House. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. 
lar order of business. 

Mr. CONGER rose. 

Ihe SPEAKER. The regular order of 
business having been called for, nothing is in 


BUSINESS. 


I desire to give a notice to 


[ demand the regu 


| order except the question on the motion to go 


iuto Committee of the Whole on the tariff bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House 
accordingly resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Sco- 
FIELD in the chair,) and resumed the consider 
ation of the bill (H. R. No. 2322) to reduce 
duties on imports and to reduce interna] taxes, 
and for other purposes. 


Mr. CONGER. The eintenes from Mas- 
sachusetts has not acted in accordance with 
| his promise to me. 


Mr. DAWES. 


Gentlemen all around the 
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House called forthe regular order of business, 
and of course I could not give the gentleman 
unanimous consent. 
his notice now. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Chairman, I have no 
objection to giving notice now. | will do now 
what 1 ought to have had the approval of doing 
before the House went into committee 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. L[eall tor the regular 
order 
else. 

Mr. CONGER. I should like to know from 
whom objection comes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itcomes from members 
to the right of the House. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I object, and call 
for the regular order of business. 

Mr. KE. H. ROBERTS addressed the com- 
mittee in remarks whicl» will appear in the 
Appendix. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. Chairman, I do not pro- 
pose to make what is usually called a tariff 
speech ; that subject has been discussed and 
rediscussed until it is threadbare. To say 
nothing of the great debates in former days, 
since | have been in Congress my triend and 
colleague the Committee ot Wavs and 
Means | Mr. Brooks} has exhibited the con- 
tents of his peddler’s wagon to the country 
until they are familiar to all. The gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Marsuauu} has portrayed 
in colors | could not imitate the Oppressions 
heaped on the tax ridden farmer. My col 
league on the committee [Mr. Kerr] has ex 
posed and laid bare the sophisms of pro 
tecuon. My colleague from Kentucky | Mr. 
CROSSLAND | has set forth with great ability 
the oppressions of the present system of tariff 
extortion. The gentlemen from MissourLand 
iliinois [ Messrs. FINKELNBURG and Burcuarp | 
and others, have with reason, philosophy, and 


Let the gentleman give 


of business, and object to anything 


on 


tact shown how the great “gl icultural interests, 
as well as the labor of the country everywhere, 
have been trampled in the dust to build up and 
enrich a few 
that 


tavored 
the revenue reform 
and a withdrawal of the outrageous protection 


interests, until it seems 


to me necessity of 
now existing has been made clear 
est understanding. 


to the pian 
I shall therefore speak Lo 
the merits of the several bills now pending 
and do whut little | can to make available the 
relief which itis possible now to obtain, rather 
than theorize about free trade and protection, 
or seek to make ua parade of what little | know 
as to the true principles which ought to regulate 
the collection of customs duties and internal 
revenue taxation. 

admits 
that the only legitimate power Government bas 
to take from the citizen the proceeds of his 
labor is to the means required to 
maintain and support the machinery necessary 
to protect life, liberty, and property within its 
jurisdiction. When money is extorted from 
oue citizen to enrich another, and wheu still 
more is taken, after the first is misapplied, to 


Everybody knows and everybody 


obtain 


maintain wasteful and corrupt! expenditures uy 
Governmeut officials, the legitimate ends ot 
republican rule are overthrown, and Govern 
ment becomes an engine ot Oppression instead 
of a shield and protection to the citizen. 

[t is hardly necessary to set forth the differ 
ence between a revenue anda protective tariff, 
which may be briefly stated thus: a revenue 
tariff seeks to put the largest amount of money 
into the Treasury that can be obtained with the 


| least possible cost beyond the increase of price, 


which must necessarily be paid in order to 
obtain the sum which the Treasury receives. 
A protective tariff, on the other hand, seeks 
by taxation to diminish or exclude the import- 
ation of the protected articles from foreign 
countries, and thus engbles the home pro 
ducer to charge the home consumer the price 
it would cost in foreign countries, with the 
tariff tax added, and pocket the whole in 
creased charge himself. When the tax imposed 
is prohibitory uo revenue is obtamed, wheu 
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not absolutely prohibitory, revenue is only 
obtained in the proportion that the consump 
tion of the imported article bears to the whole 


CO option of it 


lo illustrate if a tawe@e! two centsa pound 
ig imposed coffee, every cent of the en- 
hanced price paid by the consumér because 
ol the tax gor into the Treasury to defray 


the 
revenue tanfl If 


expense of the Government it strictly 
a tax of two cents a pound 


sed on alt, and by 


limp reason thereof no 
loreign galt 4 import d, the price of salt pro 
daced at home is increased two cents a pound, 
all of which is pocketed by the home pro 
ducer; in other words, 1s taken from the pock 
etaof allwho use ult te enrich a few producers 


of the article, without in any way relieving 


the burdens necessary to suppor! the Govern 
ment; that is the paphibitory protective tariff 
If atax of two cents a pound is imposed on 
iron imported from abroad, and by reason of 
it only one tenth of the iron used is imported, 
the price of all consumed being increased two 
it pound, nine tenths of the tax paid by 
the people ts 
tenth 


dens ot 


cent 
pocketed by the producer, only 
them from the bur 
they draw on 
their other resources to meet, as they must 
the way; that 
isa highly protective tariff, very much like the 
one we are now staggering under, and which 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr Ke -- 
LEY | and his friends are 
perpetiuat 


one poing to relieve 


taxation, which must 


Fustain (;overnment im some 


struggling so hard to 
fo accomplish this end they are willing 
to remove taxation from anything that sim- 
ply produces revenue, and transfers nothing 
from the pockets of the consumer to the pock 
ets.ol their friends, especially if by so doing 
they can render it impossible to sustain the 
and at the same time diminish 
the tariffor tax now imposed on such articles 


(iovernment 


ne they produce, and thus pocket from one 
half to three fourths of the tax the mass of 
the people are forced to pay tor their products. 
! reter by way of illustration to the repeal of 
the duties coffee, which has been 
championed with so much zeal and ability in 
both Houses ot 


on tea and 


Congress by the high protect- 


ive tariff advocates from the State of Penn 
svivania hose two articles, at a very mod 
erate tax, paid into the Treasury last year 


$19,291,003 44. Nota dollar of the tax im- 
posed on them went anywhere else; no man paid 
for anything he did not get an equivalent for 
in diminished taxation elsewhere 
tax ; 


waged on it so 


; It was purely 
henee the war that has been 
suct essfully in both Houses of 


nu revente 


Congress These two articles, at an average 
inhabitant of about 


fifty cents,.paid into the Treasury nearly two 


cost per capita to each 
million dollars more than iron and all its man 
and leather and all its manufactures, 
as the tollowing table will show: 


ulactures, 


} tjue a / fufyoon?d rvted articles for the year end- 


peo 
w June vw, 1871. 
Value. Tar. 
Coffee ita $20,428,698 27 $10,969,098 77 
Cotton, manutactured 26,587,094 YL 10,773,832 48 
Hemp, and manufactures 
oft . 8,015,004 45 1,717,059 47 
lron, and manutactures 
of 51,852,064 83 13,766,121 32 
“teel, and tmanutactures 
of i ; LL404,084 85 9 4,892,562 63 
Leather, and manutac 
tures of an ~» 10,552,155 34 3,839,679 50 
Silk, and manufactures 
ot 51,068,252 02 17,965,819 85 
Suwa sitesi » 70,802,398 60 32,585,120 16 
Pea iad wee 14,274,488 67 = 8,322,994 67 
Wool, and manufactures 
{ 9 PSE . 52.766.008 37 33,539,475 938 


Mach man can tell bow much it costs him to 
317,600,000 into the Treasury from 
iron and leather manufactures when he finds 
that all the articles composed of either of these 
materials cost him annually almost fifty per 
cent. more than they otherwise would, in 
order that his more favored fellow-citizens in 
Pennsylvania aud elsewhere may be enriched 
at his expense. 


pret thre 
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If accurate facts and figures are preferred 
they can be found in the admirable and ex- 
haustive speech of my colleague on the com- 
mittee, [Mr. Burcuarp, | wherein he shows by 
facts and statistics which cannot be success- 
fully denied that the people of this country in 
addition to all the taxes which find their way 
into the Treasury pay annually to the iron 
princes of Pennsylvania and elsewhere, in 
the form of bounty, pension, tax extortion, 


robbery—call it what you will—on the manufac: | 


tures of tron $24,000,000, or $4,260,000 more 
than was paid last year on tea and coffee; the 


only difference being that all the tea and coffee 


tax went into the Treasury, while not a dollar 
of this $24,000,000 on iron did, but was most 
likely invested by the beneficiaries in United 


States bonds, on which not a cent of tax is | 


paid toward the support of the Government. 
Perhaps the farmer aud laborer of the South 
and West will be gratified to learn that they 
are contributing so liberally to the erection of 
the palatial residences and princely fortunes 
of their eastern brethren. They may feel that 
they are compensated for it all by having tea 
and coffee put on the tree list, and it seemed 
almost cruel for my colleague [Mr. Kerr] 


to dispel the delusion by such remarks as the | 


following: 


‘Under our present tariff, and, indeed, so long as 
Government is supported by taxation, the promise 
or boast of a ‘free breakfast table’ is simply an 
able-bodied absurdity, no matter how free you make 
tea, colfee, and sugar. Let us see. Your table is 
held together by taxed nails and hinges, and cov- 
ered with ataxedcloth. Your breakfast is prepared 


by a cook or a good wife who is clad from the soles | 
ot her feet to the top of her head in taxed clothing. | 


Itis prepared in a stove made of taxed iron, over a 
lire made of taxed coal, kindled with a taxed match, 
and adjusted with taxed shovel and tongs. Your 


bread is leavened with taxed soda, saleratus or yeast | 


powders. Your victuals are served to you on taxed 
dishes, and eaten from taxed plates, or drunk out 
of taxed caps, saucers, or tumblers, with the aid of 
taxed knives, forks, and spoons. Your food is sea- 
soned with taxed salt, pepper, vinegar, oil, or other 
condiments. Your meal may consist in part of taxed 
fruits, such as prunes, figs, raisins, or nuts. Your 
bread, potatoes, and other substantials of daily diet, 
are produced bythe farmer by theaid oftaxed imp!le- 


ments of every kind, and brought to your house over | 
railroads or on wagons made of taxed iron and steel. | 


Your good wifeis even compelled to seek culinary 
wisdom from a‘ cook-book’ printed on taxed paper 
with taxed ink and taxed type. _Let us reform or 


abolish all these covert, mean, vexatious, dishonest, | 


and oppressive taxes, that pay much to monopoly 
and favorites and little or nothing to the Treasury. 
Then we can wisely turn to those taxes which con- 
tribute to the support of the State alone, and never 
to monopoly, rings, or favorites,”’ 

I hope our laboring men will keep a mem- 
orandum of the prices they now pay for coffee 
by the pound, and of what they will pay when 
the tax is removed. I venture to predict that 
the man who buys by the pound ata time, 
especially in States like Kentucky, where pen- 


nies are unknown as change, will not be able | 


to buy his coffee from the retailer one cent a 
pound cheaper after the tax is removed than 
he does now, and that the pretended relief 
will prove a delusion. Gentlemen are mis- 
taken when they assume that tea and coffee 
were not considered proper subjects of tax- 
ation during the old Democratic administra- 
tions. The fathers of the Republic, by the 
tariff of 1792, imposed a duty of 4 cents a 
pound on coffee, and 10 cents, 18 cents, and 
32 cents per pound on tea, Under the tariff 
from 1812 to 1816 the duty was 10 cents on 
coffee, and 24 cents, 36 cents, and 64 cents 
on tea; under the tariff of 1824, coffee was 
taxed 5 cents, and tea 12 cents, 25 cents, 
and 50 cents. The tariff of 1832 taxed tea 
10 cents a pound and made coffee free. For 
the first time since the formation of the Gov 


ernment, tea and coffee were both put on | 


the free list by the tariff of 1842, after the 
rout of the Democratic party by the Whigs 
under General Harrison, and were doubtless 
made free by the managers then, as they are 
sought to be now, for the purpose of making 
it necessary to raise the means to carry on the 
Government by taxing articles and industries 


| which were sought to be protected by the tariff 


xLOBE. 


| which 
| while we expected attacks to be made in the 


| protective 
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imposed on similar products imported from 
foreign countries. ‘The high protective tariff 
of 1842 did more than all else to drive the 
Whigs from power in 1844. Its odious exae. 
tions and discriminations in favor of protected 
interests brought down denunciations loud and 
deep upon its authors and adherents, though 
the average duties were only twenty-eight and 
a half per cent. It was repealed in 1846, and 
the average rates from that time till 1857 wer. 
twenty-five per cent., which, by the tariff of 
that year, was reduced to about nineteey. 
which was the average on dutiables when oy; 
present high tariff system was inaugurated ip 
1861. 

I have been induced to make these remarks 
in advance, because the committee has ven 
tured to ask the House to reconsider its action 
and continue a reduced tax on tea and coffee. 
which will produce, say $16,000,000 of reve- 
nue, instead of putting them on the free list. 
We have, of course, very little hope that our 
recommendation will be heeded after all that 
has taken place. Still we owed something to 
ourselves, and we have therefore resubmitted 
the question; while doing so, we had as pru- 
dent men to make the other reductions upon 
the hypothesis that tea and coffee would be 
made free hereafter. The real reduction of 
revenue in the tariff bill. if that is done, will 


be $33,000,000, instead of about $19,000,000 


as presented and generally accepted. In the 
face of our bill the reduction on tea and coffee 
is only $5,297,948. 

If we are sustained, the other $14,000,000 
now derived from these articles can, by proper 
amendments, be taken from the present taxes 
on salt, coal, and the manufactures of iron, cot 
ton, woolens, &c., and by a greatly extended 


free list; but we could not safely assume that 


we would be sustained, as both the House and 
Senate had determined otherwise. TI do not 
complain of the conduet of the House. I re 
gret it, and felt. at the time that the action 
taken so early in the session was a vote of 
want of confidence in the committee, which 
seriously embarrassed all their future deliber- 
ations. It was the first time since the war that 
any Speaker had ventured to constitute a Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means a majority of 
was in favor of revenue reform, and 


House by gentlemen like Mr. KELLEY and Mr. 
Mercor, of Pennsylvania, and in the Senate by 
Mr. Scort, of Pennsylvania, and their high 
adherents, we did not expect to 
be crippled in all our efforts by the union of our 
own friends with the protectionists. Itis always 
fair to assume that the representatives of pro- 
tected interests which are enriched at the ex- 


| pense of the mass of the people, will take no 
| Step 


however plausible which does not tend 
to perpetuate their own monopolies. ‘* Timeo 
Danaos et dona ferentes ;"’ so when Pennsy! 
vania protectionists lead the Democratic hosts 
to reduce taxation, and paralyze the action of 
the Democratic and revenue reform wing of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, I fear it 
bodes no good to an oppressed and tax-ridden 
people. 

It is one thing to reduce revenue simply, 


_and another and a very different thing to re- 


duce taxation unjustly imposed and improp 
erly maintained. Every form of taxation Is 
odious, and human ingenuity has not, and 
perhaps never will, devise a system which will 
operate with perfect justice and equality. The 


| framers of the Constitution could think of no 
| better method in which to impose direct taxes 


than to apportion them among the several 


| States according to the number of their re 


spective inhabitants. Yet every man knows 


| that if that mode of taxation was resorted to 


to-day to raise the revenue necessary to sup- 
port the Government, the plundered and pov- 
erty-stricken people of the southern States 
would have to pay five times as much in pro- 
portion to their wealth as the inhabitants of 
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New York, Massachusetts, or the great manu- 
facturing regions. 
from the census reports for 1870 | take the 
following extracts: 
Table exhibiting the share per head of the wealth of 
each State distributed among the population. 


$1,483 27 
1,463 03 


a chases 








Connecticut. ..... elena ee shae ack eae tt alels 1,441 30 
ie egal EMRE esa co ses cunandess tnatysscetinsksiscasqars sasia AGG 
Die Re Ns <pticas -ctk chine stcinarh vise oktaasan cin setbek besitos 1:140 15 
Pounsylvania sth Mohd dunicbisbass'cwaeasa eawak i weaican! Re 
BEAU: PRIMED os ivisones <p bcwenasine woiveacssiwstceasce - 1,038 49 
South Carolina 2904 99 







ME OOTAMA III, (<< conncnocesystbnes ds cinisesseceeeeaiosoocaenasens 252 67 
North Carolina..... 243 39 
MIINTL. oLxspcrtaventdvsacbersesouveud = Susie ahasdoesata&- "ae 
(Georgia 226 47 
Alabama udietaacec)™ Gee 
NOE OB as cede ccsncen cs ccnsonccdecvaascxtoscsoneesteenessneeasoncsers 194 30 

Direct taxation being impossible, indirect 


taxation isthe only alternative, under the power 
given to Congress to lay and collect ** duties, 
imposts, and excises,’’ our present system of 
tariff! and internal revenue taxation has grown 
up; aud while the public debt and its interest, 
together with the pensions and bounties, have 
to be provided for in addition to the ordinary 
expenses of the Government, tariff duties 
must be maintained. Free trade is, therefore, 
impossible, even if we all deemed it desirable. 

teform in the present mode of assessing and 
collecting duties is all that can be accom- 
plished ; “it is simply a question for practical 
legislators, who ought to have no other object 


in view except, to obtain the necessary revenue | 


upon the most equitable terms, to pass such 
laws as will most surely accomplish that result. 
No citizen or class of citizens have any right 
to require any other class of citizens to con- 
tribute out of their earnings to enrich them; 
and no legislator can honestly vote either to 
pass or maintain laws which he knows pro- 
duce such results. 

However odious internal revenue taxes are 


and | confess they are extremely so, they have || 
all the money collected goes into || 


one merit; 
the Treasury. ‘They are avowedly levied on 
consumption, and each man pays in exact pro- 
portion to the amount he consumes. These 


taxes are reduced now to tobacco, spirits, and || 


stamps. The man who does not drink nor 
use tobacco pays nothing on these articles, 
which pay about four fifths of the whole in- 
ternal revenue those who do, pay exactly in pro- 
portion to the quantity used ; and the Govern- 
ment, if its officials are honest, gets it all. 


products of our soil, or the manufactured arti- 
cles exported by us. No man complains of 
what he is required to pay for anything he 


| tures 


| tinguished Pennsylvania protectionist, 


The | 
same may be said of tea, coffee, and all that | 
large class of imports not produced in this | 
country, which are purchased with the surplus 
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and cost of articles in Europe, and especially 
in Great Britain, would enable us to do. The 
products of our protected industries are fac- 
now, not manufactures as formerly. 
The machinery of this country has a pro 
ducing power estimated as equal to one hun- 
dred and sixty million human beings. The 
product of machinery needs no protection, as 
no nation has any better than we. 

My colleague on the committee | Mr. Brooks ] 
has submitted to me the programme of what 
he thinks the tariff ought to be; in the main | 
agree with him. 
and the country to-day, and therefore I will 
not consume time now by stating my ideas of 
the modifications | would suggest in detail, 
but will reserve that for the five minutes debate 
on the items of the bill. The bill of the com- 
mittee iscertainly far better th: an either that of 
the minority or that of the Senate, and infi- 
nitely better than the existing condition of 
things which the protectionists in both Houses 
secretly desire to perpetuate either by dividing 
the friends of reduction and reform on plaus 
ible but impracticable amendments and sub- 
stitutes, or by forcing an adjournment before 
any modification can be perfected, as was tried 
the other day under the lead of another dis- 
{ Mr. 
Dickey.] Of course the object is not openly 
avowed; such avowal would defeat it. They 
‘stoop to conquer,’’ and judging from the 
action of the House it is possible, | had almost 
said it is probable, they will succeed. Yet I 
hardly think any Representative from the West 
or South would feel much contidence in the 
indorsement of his people if he abandons the 
field without making an honest, intelligent, 
and persistent effort to initiate at least a sys- 
tem of tariff reform. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Burcuarp] presents the follow- 
ing facts, which my examination of the sub- 
ject confirms: 


‘The reductions in the bill of the duties upon 


|; but six classes of manufactures lessen the revenue 


not quite ten million dollars, but lighten taxation 
$54,000,000. A comparison of the domestic produc- 
tion with the imports will show as follows: 


Reduction on 
cost of do- 
mestic pro- 
duction. 
$1,175,000 
3,890,000 
10,583,000 
726.000 
23,000,000 


~~ 


5,000,000 


Re duction of 
revenue, 


BNNs anacnatataic 
Leather 
RR anwaceiaicas 

a a sinist awed detec al 
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UN Shai sdenicccendseecsieee $45.35 33,000" 


That alone will eisai the bill to the 


| favorable consideration of the House and the | 


He will lay it before the House | 


| bill 


| ample to supply all the 
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stituents are rapidly learning, if they do not 
now know, that mere reduction of reveaue 
does not necessarily relieve burdens, while, 
as in the case of salt, a loss of revenue of a 
fraction over a million, by making it free, 
would relieve the consumers of it, and every 
human being consumes it, over three million 
dollars. The people are asking, | might say 
imploring, relief trom monopoly rather than 
from meré taxation or revenue. 

We may as well look existing facts squarely 
in the face. Tne Democrats are in a minor- 
ity, and we have a few whose 
require them to vote for local 
granting substantial relief 
passed by the aid of the revenue reform 
Republican members from the West, and 
while I and most of the gentlemen on this 
side of the House think that $250,000,000 


is 


constituents 
interests. A 
ean only be 


wants and the rea 
sonable stealings of the Administration, we 
cannot expect that men who sustain the Gov- 


, ernment, and are responsible for its success, 


will deprive it of the means they 
sary for its support. We would not reduce 
the revenues of the country if we were in 
power below the estimates of expenses sub- 
mitted by our Secretary of the Treasury, no 
matter how unreasonable the opposition might 
show them to be, and we cannot and ought 
not to expect the codperation of the friends of 


think neces 


| the Administration in reducing the revenues 


below the estimates submitted by him. The 
mode of reduction and the relief from taxes 
now paid to protected monopolies in making 
reductions down to the point to which Repub- 
licans can go is the great object all friends 
of revenue reform, regardless of politics, must 
unite to accomplish, if we expect to bring about 
useful results. 
The Secretary submits the following: 


Estimates for the Treasury Department for the fiseul 
vear ending June 30, 1873. 


Legislative establishment.............c00 $3,421,812 £0 
Executive establishment.............c0000 17,443,531 | 
Judicial establishment.................0006. 3,383,350 oD 


Military establishment 

Naval establishment aitetnd 

RINNE UNNI id crcrened 6p Hatin cnnduasiatncnminsotss 

Pensions...... 
Publie wor ks under r 

Treasury Department......3,104,500 00 

Interior Department....... 244,800 00 

War Department..... veel 4,609,662 97 

Navy Department.. . 1,483,100 00 

Agricultural De partment. 26,500 00 

— 19,468,562 97 
5,474,001 00 
11,258,325 44 

126,281,974 00 

22,895,930 00 


31,422,500 &S 
18,046,088 OF 
5,445,617 97 
30,480,000 00 








re RUNGE ok. ic catiesinsccladenscatbnmmencel 

Be ORR ssc casi senanapadirassscanbenianie 

Permanent appropriations 

Sinking fund.. ‘ 

Interest upon ‘the ¢ capital ‘of sinking 
fund ae 


5,783,333 00 
Total 


. Dw 





$301,705,036 99 
bays if the increased cost caused by the impo- 


country, and there is no good reason why by 
sition of the tax goes into the Treasury, and 


is honestly applied to support the Govern- 
ment. The complaint comes when the in- 


creased cost caused by the tax imposed goes 


not into the Treasury, but into the pocket of 
some other citizen who has succeeded in get- 
ting laws enacted by Congress to make bis 
neighbors spend their earnings for his support. 

It is because the bill of the committee 
strikes at that character of legislation, because 
it seeks to reduce taxation far beyond the mere 
reduction it makes in the revenue, and seeks 
to lighten the oppression which bears so heav- 
ily on labor, and especially on agricultural 
labor, consumption, and products, that I give 
it my support, and voted that it should be 


reported to the House where its provisions || 
can be amended, extended, and corrected, so | 


© 


as to make them conform to the wants and 
just demands of the country. It is no bant- 
ling of mine. I would have brought tariff 
t)xation, if not back to the average of nine- 
teen per cent. as it was in 1860 when our gen- 
eral prosperity was greater than at any other 
period of our history, at least to twenty- five, as 


it was from 1846 to 1857, which the rapidly || 


increasing price of labor, scarcity of materials, 


| in many regards. 
bulk, now taxed one hundred and thirty-nine | 





| proper amendments the relief may not be 
| more than doubled. 


The 
Senate and the minority are simply ridiculous 
Take, for example, salt in 


and one sixth per cent.: ten per cent. off, as the 
Senate proposes, is child’s play. So with ail 
the ee of leather, iron, cotton, and 
wool, as both the Senate and the minority 
propose, ten per cent. indiscriminate reduc- 
tion is wholly inadequate. The average 


these manufactures is about twenty per cent.; 
it ought to have been much more, and | 


hope ‘the House will by proper amendments | 


increase it. This much can be safely said for 
the bill: nearly all its changes of existing 
duties are reductions; every blow struck, how- 
ever feeble, is in the right direction ; some 
monopoly is aimed at, some abuse is modified 
if not corrected; an outpost here and a bastion 


| there are overthrown, so that when another 


attack is made the citadel of monopoly will 
fall, it is to be hoped never = rise again. 

1 know how hard it is for Democrats to 
vote against any sort of proposition reducing 
taxation in any form. Fortunately, our con- 


propositions of the | 


rate | 
/ of reduction proposed by the committee on 


The receipts for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1871, were as follows: 


Collected from customs......... ese veeeeeS 200,270,408 OS 
JoUected trom internal re Venue... 143, 098,153. 63 
) 


Collected from sales public lands........ 2,388,646 6S 
Collected from miscellaneous sources... 1,566,726 389 
Amount of net receipts Gasing last 


OGD OU sates thea Sivitana eek onic cela $383,323,944 89 


> = 
The first item of $206,270,408 25 was paid 
in gold, the premium on which made the re 


| ceip'’s in currency considerably in excess of 
| $400,000,000. 


The receipts from customs for 
the first nine months of the current fiscal year 


| exceed those of the corresponding period of 
| the last 
| letter shows: 


about $8,000,000, as the following 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
3UREAU OF STATISTICS, April 23, iX72. 
Dear Str: The amountreceived from customs for 
the nine months ended March 41, 1871, was $155,061, 


| 255, and for the corresponding period of 1872, partly 


estimated, $163,000,000. 
Very respectfully, , z a 
Kk. YOUNG, 


. LB. Beck, M. 6 


Chief of Bureau. 
Hlon. J 


The natural swell from miscellaneous sources 
will also increase the revenues, while the inter- 


, House of Representatives. 
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OM 
. 

nai! nue ien the ymme LX ymes in 

not be mater liecreased 

Without go »furtherd it present 

periecthy ‘ ) ume that the existing 
ystem of taxation will produ for the next 
' ily ' er S400.000,000. even without the 
mcome ta wi expire h the current 
yeu! thal tax ith increased exem sought 
lo be rel i, 3 reasous W I will state 
hereaf and although [| could not get the 
commitllee to agree wilh me | hope the Ho 
Will, # | th K | can con ce a major ly "of 
tp body that it can be made when dive ted 
of me Oo qu torial features not only 
the most equitable of all the taxes imposed, bs 
being a tax on accumulation of wealth, and 
generally wealth obtained by protected monop 
| I it th } way in which the 
rich ¢ i be made to bear the proper portion 

he burd tuxation Bat even if it is 
not renewed we will certainly bave a surplus 
revenue of over 3100,000.000 atter meeting all 


the demands e 


vated for 


God knows they are 


by the Secretary ol 
the Treasury, and extrayv 


avant enough 


lake the bill of the minake tea 


cotlee 


Aili Our re 


committee 


aud tree, if you will have it so; 


idop! 


ommendations for reduction of in 


ternal tuxahion, and the revenue will only be 
educed a traction over $41,000,000; add by 
amendment further reduction of revenue 
of $9,000,000 by reducing the burdens still 
further on the highly protected manutactures, 


which Gun be Gone inh such manner as to re 
duce actual taxation fourfold what would 

taken from the revenue, at ag you will still have 
reached only 350,000,000 Ihe gentl ‘moan 


sylvania [Mr. Kew EY | has 


venue ot at least 


from Peno repeat- 


ediy urged a reduction ot re 


15,000,000 You can follow his recommend 
ations if you choose, and take $4,000,000 mor 
n tobace md pb,000,000 more from stamps, 
ind then ouly reach $60,000,000 of revenu 
luction, so thatthe most ardent supporter of 
the Admin ration can with pertect sate y ind 
propriety, even from his stand-point in regard 
‘Xpenditures, ipport the further reduction 
to which I nw desire specially to call the 
ittention of the committee 
| have maintained in the Committee of Ways 
Means, and hope by the aid of the House 
to make good the proposition, that a further 


reduction of at least $16,500,000 ought to be 
made, and can be made, in tariff duties with 
out injury to anybody and to the substantial 
benefit of all, simply by permitting one half 


of the customs dulies to be paid in currency. 
We will collect during the nextfiseal year cer 
tainly $220,000,000 from customs. We will 
only need about $110,000,000 hereafter to pay 


THE 


the interest on the public debt: we have no 
other use for gold Vhs Government a mes 
a jobber anda gold gambler with the citizen 


in the disposition of the 
whi hy he 
really 
so that the 


iio $110,000,0 0 
is forced to buy at not less than ten, 
twelve per cent. premium on an average, 


Government oticials may speculate 


with and gamble upon it 
. 1 | . | ' 
| would like to hear some gentleman tell 
Congress and the country why the Govern 
ment should continue to depreciate its own 


obligatious by refusing to receive legal tender 
notes for customs duties beyond the amount 
which must be collected in gold to pay interest 
yn the debt. I can reason for 


public see no 


it except that by keeping up the demand for 


$220,000,000 annually the premium of ten or 
twelve per is Maintained, and the un- 
taxed bondholder not only gets his six per cent. 
st in gold, but in addition gets at least 
per cent. on the interest, in the currency 
which every other creditor of the Government 
iscompelled to receive, coercing it from those 
who are required to pay customs duties in gold, 
An amendment to the tariff bill such as I 
suggest, and shall offer at the proper time, 
(having beeu unable to obtain favorable con- 
sideration of bills for that purpose which 


cent. 


intere 


CONGRESSIONAL 


the ge ntle 


ROBERTS | 


since thi 


man from New York [Mr. E. H. 
myself severally introduced 
ression of Congress opened, ) would at 
uniformly and equitably reduce the tariff 
tuxation certainly five per cent. « OF dll. OUU, 

OOU, and weal 3 at the same time stop the 
aceful control Government has more than 
exercised over the coun- 
gold-gambling operations, while 

would, in my judgment, by 


and 


once 


di yl 
once business of the 


try by its 


appreciating the 


value of the currency, reduce the price of 
gold five per cent., and thus diminish the tax 
on the $110,000,000 required to be paid in gold 


amount of $5,500,000, 
316,500,000, or 
Senate proposes 
country from by its ten per cent. 
uniform scale o and far more than 
House committee pro- 
bill if their free list left 
every bondholder here will 
lear they ure potent on this floor, 
no right to objec { Ve provide 
tor the payment of their interest punctually in 
gold, and they have no good reason to com- 


to eet interest, to the 
making a real reduction of 
two thirds as 


to relieve the 


much as the 


reduc 1oOn, 
the minority of the 
their tariff 
out Wi course 
Object, and | 
bui they have 


post lil 


plain because we make the money other peo- 
ple have to take more nearly on a par with 
what they receive. The public eredit cannot 


suffer by it, and official oma will certainly 
be promoted, while the community 
will not be constantly compelled to be on the 
watch to see when the heavy hand of the See- 
retary of the Treasury, with the $120,000,000 
in gold he has now locked up in his vaults, 
is about to fall on them and break up all their 
calculations. I have tried to look at this mat- 

r fairly and impartially, and after as caretul 
consideration to give it, | can see 
no valid objection to the adoption of the prop- 
aes oon | propose to submit, and now 

all the attention of the committee to, in order 
that its sails may be canvassed before a vote 
| will ask the C 

Che Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, &ec., That all laws and parts of laws 
requiring that all duties on imports shall be paid in 
gold be, and they are hereby, so far modified that 
hereafter one half of all duties on imports may be 
paid, by the individual or corporation paying the 
same, to the proper collecting officer of the United 
States, of such import duties, m the legal-tender 
notes of the United States, and the other half of the 
duties which are required by law to be paid by such 
person or corporation shall be paid in gold; and all 
laws and parts of laws now in foree are repealed so 
far as they come in conflict with the provisions of 
this act. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. Chairman, if that prop- 
osition is adopted, as it ought to be, I see no 
reason whya law should not be passed at once 
authorizing, perhans requiring, the Secretary 
of the Treasury to loan to banks or individuals 
in the vicinity where legal-tender notes are 
collected for customs or internal taxation such 
portions of the funds as were not needed to 
pay the expenses of the Government at a 
reasonable rate of interest, payable on demand 
or on short notices, the loan to be secured by 
deposit of United States bonds in sutticent 
amount to make the Government safe against 
either loss or delay in payment, and thus pre- 
vent the withdrawal from circulation of an 
undue portion of the currency of the country, 
Ihave no doubt trom five to seven million dol 
lars could be thus annually made, and the 

| derangement consequent upon locking up 
large sums of money in the ‘Treasury be pre- 
vented. I have not matured any distinct plan 
by which to carry out that idea, but the dis- 
tinguished chairman of the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, tne geutleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Hooper,| could doubt- 
less do it in an hour. 

| may as well say just here that | am one of 
those who believe that it is extreme folly, I 
might say absolute stupidity, to impose taxes 
to pay off any part of the principal of the 
public debt. No creditor of the Government 
wants the mouey on his bonds. He thinks it 
a hardship to be required to receive it. Our 


business 


as | am able t 


is asked. lerk to read it. 


‘| public obligations bear five and six per cent. 


GLOBE. 


|! and diminish the burden one half 
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interest. Money is worth eight per cent, at 
least, perhaps the average is ten. Why take 
money worth ten per cent. from the tax-payerg 
to discharge obligations bearing six 
when the holder of the obligation does not 
want the money? No man would do it in ¢] 
management of his private affairs, and no sen 
sible legislator would in public matters: 


or less. 


it 


al 
least no sensible Congress should allow it to 
bedone. We are asa people ge tting rich ve ry 


fast; the receipts from customs and internal 
revenue taxation show that our revenues are 
increasing rapidly. Nine thousand million do! 
a? f the property of the people yaien stroyed 
by the war, as Mr. Wells showed in his report 
two years ago, and we are struggling to so: aa 
it. We are to-day worth, say, $32,318,000. {n 
ten years we will be worth $64,000,000, as th: 
following statement made by Mr. Wells, whey 
Special Commissioner of the Revenue, show; 
Percentage 
of debt 
to property 


National 


wealth. 





LS6U . 316,150,000,000 

a soa severe 32,018,000,000 7.84 

__ ae veseree 64,636,000,000 3.92 

DD idea igus isacgeiihasas aecece ci 129, 272,000,000 1.96 

RMI shite tice tiicteen Viceaaitioconbal ... 258,514,000,000 Os 
Why check our steadily advancing pros 


perity by enormous taxation to pay debris 
which our creditors do not want paid? We 
can diminish the burden of the debt one 
half without paying a dollar, simply by letting 
itrun ten years. If I, being worth $100,000 
to-day, owe $10,000 or ten per cent. of what 
[ am worth, can double my estate in ten years 
and pay the interest on what lL owe, the $10,000 
debt would then only be five per cent. of my 
estate. My creditors’ security would be doubled 
and my liability in proportion to my means 
of payment would be lessened fifty per cent 
We are, asa people, able to bring about pre 
cisely that result now in ten years, if we arr 
not taxed to death to pay a debt not demand 
able and not wanted. Wecan in ten years by 
doing nothing double our means of payment 
we will increase our credit in like proportion 
what it is 


| now; and it is supreme folly to “ making pay 


| meuts on the principal of wha 


we owe wher 
time is steadily and rapidly removing the ne ; 
sure of the burden by our rapid increa 
wealth. Thirty years ago our present saad 
would have bankrupted the country; thirty 
years hence, if we simply let it alone, it will 
be a mere bagatelle. Therefore all the undue 
haste to tax the people to pay a portion of it 
now is a miserable waste of our resources 
Gentlemen will not fail to remember that by 
internal taxation we provide for all the bur 
dens imposed by the war. The $144,000,000 
collected from that source last year paid th: 
interest on the public debt and nearly the whole 
of the pensions besides. The bounty lands 
and homesteads donated to soldiers and set 
tlers cost nothing. On the contrary, idle prop- 
erty is made productive, so that the tariff, nuw 
as before the war, has only to furnish ways and 
means to pay the ordinary expenses of the 
Government. 

Wecollected last fiscal year $883,323 ,944 89, 
and while the Secretary estimates for an ex 
penditure next year of $300,000,000, every 
reflecting man knows that we ought not to 
spend over $250,000,000, even allowing a 
big margin for the stealing which has becom: 
apart of the system of government under the 
present Administration. We all remembei 
the cry of extravagance raised against the ad 
ministration of Mr. Buchanan and the prom 
ises of retrenchment and reform tbat 
made by the Republican pariy on their en 
trance into power, yet the total ordinary 


were 


| expenses of the lust year of Mr. Buchanan's 


i @nnum. 


administration amounted to $55,901,000. We 
have increased in samuel since then tweu 
ty-two per cent, yet our ordinary expeuses, 
including pensions exceed $180,000,000, per 
The distinguished chairman of the 

















ort 


Jre 


ind 


the 


Su, 
> 4 
ery 


er 


‘he 





Rise ae 


1872. 





! 
Committee on the ne in the Senate, | The amounts placed at the disposal of the 


Mr. TRcuMBULL,] in 
the other night, said 


The expenses of the civil service sy stem, so far 
fro m being doubled, should not have been increased 
thirty-three per cent. In my judgment, the Gov- 
ert be economically administered, need not ex- 
nend £90,000,000 a year now, exclusive of what it 
ave ip interest on the public debt and for pensions; 

0,000 a year ought to be saved by an econom- 
1: administration of the Government. But, as I 
Lid. we bave been unable to bring this about through 

. ijnstrumentalities now exercising control; and 
why? Because the machinery of the Government— 
the machinery of the Republican party—is in the 
hands of the sixty thousand officeholders of this 

untry. They coptrol the Republican party by 
packing conventions, and thronsh the instrument- 
lity of members of Congress, to whom they owe 
their places, and to whom the members, in turn, 
many of them, owe their seats in Congress,’ 


a speech in New York 


But I do not want. to talk politics now; I 
want to transact business, and only alluded to 
the statements of the Senator 
because somebody might think I was under- 
estimating what the legitimate expenses of the 
Government ought to be, or overstating what 
he annual expenditures actually are. [ pro- 
pose, therefore, to verify what I say as to ex- 
»penditures from official records. On page 31, 
Finance Report for 1870, there is a table pre- 
sae by the Treasurer of the United States, 
which shows the total expenditures of the 
Government from 1791 to 1870 inclusive, from 
which I take the following figures: 

Expended in 1869— 


By War Department...............e.00...... $78,501,990 61 
bY Navy De partment sis cadeebeeneewserse 20,000,757 97 
For Tudians ; sai ; 7.042 923 06 
t nsions 28.476.621 7 

Mis aiinme ous 56,474,001 55 5 


Pars premiums 1,674,680 05 





$192.17 I, 037 00 





ix ooo od in 1870 
Ly r Department........ ; $57,655,675 40 
By y: vy Department ................ .. 21,780,229 87 
kor aT Seethda heuer accene : 3°407 938 15 


yor pensions.......... 
Miscellaneous 
Promiums 


28,340,202 17 
53,237,461 56 
15,996,555 60 


$180,418,062 75 
These are frightful figures. They are not 
mine; they are the oflicial records of the 
lreasurer of the United States; and yet, in 
the face of them, leading Republicans have 
stood up in their places on this floor and as- 
serted to Congress and the country that the 
ordinary expenditures of the present Admin- 
istration compared favorably with the expend- 
itures under Democratic Administrations. The 
records of the Treasury Department will have 
to be destroyed betore they will be able to 
make any intelligent man believe it. Yet we 
ean provide for all these expenditures, steal- 
ings, or whatever you choose to call them, and 
still reduce the present taxation $100,000,000 
annually, 
folly of taking out of the pockets of the peo- 
ple money worth to them ten per cent. to pay 

debts not due, bearing five or six per cent, 
for no other purpose than to enable the Ad- 
ministration to parade before the country the 


unless we intend to continue the | 


Secretary by congressional legislation are so 
vast that he must buy bonds with the surplus 
or steal it, and not beinga thief he buys bonds 
and accounts forthem. Iam wholly unable to 
comprehend, however, what uncommon merit 
there is in common honesty to throw the press 
and the stump speakers all over the country 
into ecstacies because a —— of the Treas- 
ury exhibits it. Surely it requires no ability, 
when the tax-gatherer places the money in the 
Treasury, for the hecints iry to pay it to the 
bondhoider and take in the bonds. 

If the mere fact of paying a large amount 
of debt is to be 
administration, it was madness, it was wicked, 
in Secretary Boutwell and his associ 
combine and turn President Johnson 


ates to 
and his 


| administration out of power, as he paid off 


from Illinois || 


| $1,066,000, 000, 


infinitely more public debt annually than the 
most ardent friend of the present Administra- 
tion pretends is being now paid. Secretary 
Boutwell is my witness to prove that state- 
ment. He is authority, | presume. If gen- 
tlemen will turn to the Congressional Globe 
for 1867-68, part five, page 4296, &c., they will 
find the speech of Mr. Boutwell from which 
| read the following extract: 

‘I wish to call the attention of the House to a 
fact deduced by careful examination of statistics ob- 
tained from the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury 
Department, showing that during the last three 
years we have, with our resources and the revenue 
of this country, secured a large diminution of the 
publie debi. I confess that after the careful exam- 
ination | had made I felt compelled to review it, 
and see whether there was not some mistake in the 
premises, or in the calculation, so astonishing is the 
evidence thus furnished of the ability of the people 
of the country to liquidate the publhe debt. Scan 
the Ist day of April, 1865, to the lst of January, 1868, 
two years and nine monte. we have paid out of the 
public Treasury $1,552,000,000 of money. Upon a 
careful analysis of the » expenditures of the Govern- 
ment during these two years and ning months, I 
find that the expenses of a peace establishment, ex- 
cluding interest, pensions, and bountie 8, upon the 
basis of the years 1566 and 1867, when the expenses 
ot +4 Government were $70,000,000 more than they 
are to be the present year, amounted to $485,000,000; 
showing that a paid over and above those expenses 
On the 1 st day of April, 1865, the pub- 


lic debt, liquidated and ascertained, was $2,366,000,000, 


| and the $1-066,000,000 which we paid between the Ist 


of April, 1865, and the Ist of January, 1868, would 
have been added to the public debt as proper ex- 
penses of the war, if we had not, out of the public 
revenue from day to day, liquidated it. In the face 
of this great fact, that in two years and nine months, 
by extraordinary taxation and extraordinary efforts, 
to be sure, we paid $1,066,000,000 of the public debt, 
are we to assume that hereatter the people of this 





| country are not annually to make considerable pay- 


fact that they are diminishing the public debt || 


by paying large amounts monthly on the prin- 
cipal of the outstanding bonds. 

Che gullibility of the American people is well 
understood by the political managers. When 
the montbly report of the Secretary shows a 
duaneene of bonded debt of six or eight millions 
a partisan aud often subsidized press takes it 
upand laudsthe Administration asthough some 
great financiering feat had been accomplished, 
and the people are asked if it is possible to 
distrust an Administration which performs 
such wonders. Men either forget that all the 
money which pays the bonds is wrung out of 
them bythe most odious and oppressive forms 
of taxation, or tl hey are so accustomed to see 
all the money which gets into the hands of 
officials stolen or squandered, that they are 
delighted and amazed to find that some of it 
is applied to pay their debts. 


ments of the public debt of the country? Almost 
one third of the entire public debt of the country has 
been paid intwoyears and ninemonths, and lam not 
willing to stand on the assumption that we shall not 
make large payments in each year hereatter.”’ 

In the face of such a statement as that, how 
insignificant the much-lauded reduction by the 
present Administration appears. In the Sec 
retary’s circular of April 1, 1872, he sets forth 
with great pomp and circumstance that the 
public debt has been decreased from the Ist 
of March, 1869, to the Ist of March, 1872, a 
period of three years, $299,649,762 03; abeg 
garly sum, large as it is, when compare od with 
the amount which the Secretary says was paid 
off by Andrew Johnson’s administration in 
two years and nine months. Johnson, says 
the Secretary, paid off $1,066,000,000 in two 
years and nine months. Grant pays less than 
a third of that amount in three years. Yet 
Johnson barely escaped impeachment, and 
the friends of the present Administration can 
point to nothing else in all their management 
of affairs on which they dare to ask a favor- 
able verdict. from the country. 

The folly of which | complain consists in 
Congress allowing the tax-gatherer to extort 
such vast sums from the people, when they 


can use the money to so nuch better advan- 


i 


tage, and I do not regard it as evidence of 
either wisdom or statesmanship , whatever effect 
it may have as mere demagogery, for the Ad- 
ministration to be taxing the people as they 
are now doing to an extent which would not 
and could not be endured in England or any 


the criterion or test of wise || 
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oe & 


| 


other well-ordered Government. We talk about 
the oppressed and tax-ridden people of Eng 
land and prate about protection against their 
pauper labor, when our own people are to-day 
taxed to an extent far beyond what these peo 
ple are, and in forms infinitely more odious 

Mr. DAWES. ‘That is what I take it to be 
What you complairf of is that we paid the debt 
at all. 

Mr. BECK No, sir; | wish to see it paid 
honestly. Ido not wish the 
Will the gentleman from Massachusetts help 
me to compel those who have stolen them to 
disgorge or tell what they 
them ? 
revenue stolen. 


revenues stolen 


y have done with 
| want it paid. but | do not want the 
Will the gentleman help me 
to require those who stole the revenues to dis 
gorge them or to say what they have done with 
them? That is all [ ask. 

Mr. DAWES rose 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
yield to the gentieman from Massachusetts 

Mr. BECK. No, | do not; the fling was 
made at me, and I merely answered it. 

Mr. DAWES. Why does the gentleman ask 
me a question if he does not permit me to 
answer it? 

Mr. BECK. Why did you rise in your place 
and intimate | did not want to pay the debt, 
when I was arguing the folly of taxing men to 
death to pay it 

Mr. DAWES. I only wish to tell you an 
reply that your “complaint seemed to be that 
we had paid any of the debt. 

Mr. BECK. No, sir; my object is to pass 
such laws as will reduce the revenue at least 
$75,000,000 a year, (ft think $100,000,000 
could well be spared,) and while doing so | 
propose to take care to give relief most jargely 
in that character of taxation which compels the 
great mass of the peop le to contribute ’ 
largely from the proceeds of their industry to 
enrich a set of men who have no more claims 
on the Government than those who are robbed 
| to fill their pockets have. 

desire, that 


It is because bt so 
I favor the general views of the 
Committee of Ways and Means and oppos 
those of the minority. The committee will 
not fail to observe that the point of assault ot 
the minority is on the internal revenue system 
of taxation, and on articles of foreign produc 
tion, such as tea and coffee, tin, spices, and 
such fruits as are not and cannot be produced 
in this country; the object being the 
in both attacks, namely, 
list of revenue producing 
whether 


same 
to strike from the 
articles everything, 
produced at home or abroad, the taxes 
on which all go into the Treasury of the 
United States, and to retain substantially the 
present enormous duties on all products the 
taxation on which goes largely into the pockets 
of their friends. ‘lo accomplish this they start 
on a crusade against internal taxes. They 
portray the extortions and exactions of the 
tax-gatherer, the inquisitorial character of 
the laws, and the hardships to which th 
people are subjected. They know that their 
argument meets with a hearty response trom 
the people, who only see and feel the personal 
oppression of the local tax-gatherer, and they 
even threaten Representatives here with the 
vengeance of their constituents if they fail to 
| unite with them in removing the 
| from their midst. 

Le xpect to hear much eloquent declamation 
| on that subject from the gentlemen from Penn 
| sylvania and Tennessee [ Messrs. KELLEY and 
Maynarp] and their adherents. My answer 
to all their appeals is, that every dollar col 
lected by internal revenue taxation, unless 
stolen by Radical officials, goes into the Treas 
ury; that the objects of such taxation are now 
narrowed down to spirits, tobacco, incomes 
and stamps; that we have greatly improv: d 
both the whisky and tobacco law over that 
which was imposed on the people by the former 
Committee of Ways and Means, of which both 
the members of the present minority werethen 


tax-gatheretr 
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hts, and of whose 


‘arnest advocates. 


shining ty 


s 
both « 


measures they 
We have greatly 
uniform the taxes on all 
grades of tobacco; we have consolidated the 
taxes on distilled spirits; we have provided 
equitable export have re 
moved the odious and oppressive features of 
the sys tem which these who are 

imposed upon 
indeed, we have 
framed an internal revenue bill so fair and just 
that with all their disposition to attack and 
destroy they have been unable, or have not 
dared in a nll of forty printed pages which 
they have submitted, to alter twenty lines of 
our bill, but have contented themselves with 


were 


reduced and made 


laws; in short, we 


gentlemen 
now complaining so_ bitterly 


the peop le two years ago; 


copying verbatim page after page of it, the prin- 
cipal change being a reduction in the rate on 
tobacco, which only affeets the revenue to the 
say $4,000,000, which it really makes 
e difference whether we adopt or reject 
[am rather inclined present to vote for 
the reduction they propose; but I do not see 
how the principle is affected by the mere ques- 
We have stricken 
off some of the more annoying taxes on stamps, 
uch as on agreements in the country, bank 
checks, matches, &c. Wehave made gas free, 
and relieved the I do not know 
that any of the others are specially oppressive. 
This is certain, no man or set of men have 
asked the committee to reduce the tax on spirits. 
Nobody complains of areasonable, uniform tax 
on manufactured tobacco. Neither producer, 
nor manufacturer of either basasked 
for anything but uniformity in taxation and 
fair treatment in the administration of the 
laws, which seems to me to answer conclusively 
all the tiradesagainst that part of the bill of the 
committee which have been or can be uttered, 
| wish there was not a tax gatherer in the 
land. I wish we were out of debt; but we are 
not; our debts must be paid, and our credit 
maintained, Government as such is a pauper, 
All the 
money it gets comes from labor at last. The 
sweat of the poor is the origin of wealth, and 
the yvreat of the toiling millions is to 
try and have whatistaken from them honestly 
placed in the Treasury, and not put into the 
pockets of their wealthy, and therefore influ- 
ential fellow-citizens. They see and feel the 
sions of local internal taxation ; they are 
not equally informed as to the far greater ex- 
tortions of tariff taxation; they have not the 
means to swarm around the lobbies of Con- 
gress or haunt the rooms of its committees and 
members to obtain class legislation. Therefore, 
they are apt to be misled by the magnitude of 
the abuses they see, and to think that those not 
brought home to them personally are not half 
o bad. I propose, therefore, briefly to show 
that there is more expense, more extortion, 
more corruption in the collection of the tariff 
duties than there is in the internal revenue, 
bad as that is under the present system. 
Gentlemen who have kept up with the recent 
investigation in regard to the New York cus- 
tom house frauds will need no argument to 
convince them of the truth of this statement ; 
but the official figures are all that are neces 
sary to prove what | say. The Secretary of 
the Treasury informed the House this session 
that we collected from customs $206,000,000, 
and from internal revenue $144,000,000; that 
the cost of collecting the customs was $9,012,- 
199, or four and thirty-seven hundredths per 
cent.; while the cost of collecting the internal 
revenue was $5,835,128, or four and five hun 
dredths per cent. Forty-four buadred and nine 
persons are engaged in collecting customs, while 
only twenty eight hundred aot 
engaged in collecting internal revenue. The 
great mass of the subordinates of the custow- 
houses are dependent on corrupt and irrespon- 
sible officials at great central points, whose 
polities they are expected tq control, while the 
internal revenue officials are isolated from 


amount of 
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tion of amount of reduction. 


tax on leases. 


coneumer, 


or perhaps it is better to Say a truslee, 


struggle 


oppres 


seventeen are 
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each other, and the head of the Department 
is directly responsible to Congress and the 
country for their conduct. 

1 must not be understood as defending or 
seeking to maintain a moment longer than 
imperative necessity demands it the internal 
revenue system; but it is no worse, itis not 
so bad, bad as it is, as the custom house 
bands and cliques either in the corruption of 
the officials or in the cost of its machinery; 
while the great fact which every true revenue 
reformer keeps constantly in view remains 
unshaken, and cannot be and will not be con- 
troverted, which is that not a dollar over and 
above the $144,000,000 thus collected was 
exacted from the tax upon or went into the 
pockets of any monopolist or favored ring. 
It was just that much collected for revenue at 
a cost of four per cent. to the people. How 
is it with the tariff taxation, from which we 
received, as [ said, $206,000,000 last year? 
Of course, all the taxes imposed on tea, cof- 
fee, spices, &c., went into the Treasury, hence 
the war by the protectionists on that character 
of taxation. But on iron and its manufactures, 
of which the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
| Mr. Ke_iey] is the special champion, while 
$15,766,121 of the taxation imposed found its 
way into the Treasury, at least $24,000,000 
went into the pockets of the manufacturers, 
of which the iron kings of Pennsylvania got 
the lion’s share, or $20,000,000. We received 
as revenue by the tariffon woolens $33,539,475, 
and the people paid over $50,000,000—I think 
$100,000,000—in the shape of bounties on 
woolen goods, principally to the manufacturers 
of New England. We received $10,773,832 
as revenue last year from the manufacturers 
of cotton and the consumers of cotton fabrics 
paid in addition as bounties or exactions 
imposed by Congress for the benefit of 
New England, $51,000,000 in order to obtain 
$10,000,000 to support the Government; and 
so I might go through the list of protected in- 


dustries, as they are called, and show the same | 


system of robbery in the legislation of Con- 
gress as to all of them. 

Mr. SHERWOOD. I wish to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. As one of the committee 
which has reported this tariff bill, and the con- 
sistent friend of reduction of the tariff, why 
has he reduced coal in Pennsylvania seventy- 
five per cent. and increased the duty on 
hemp from thirty to forty per cent. ? 

Mr. BECK. The duty on hemp is not in- 


creased or touched in any shape or form. The 


gentleman has the bill in his hands, and I say 
that is not the fact. 
Mr. SHERWOOD. It seems to be so, from 
an examination of the bill. 
Mr. BECK. It is not go. 
looked at nor touched. 


Hemp was not | 


Little wonder the advocates and representa- | 


tives of such monopolies want to remove all 


taxes imposed solely for revenue, either by | 


tariff or internal taxation, so as to force us to 
let the present duties on their specialties re- 
main. No wonder the lobbies of Congress are 


thronged and the room of the Committee of 


Ways and Means crowded day after day by 
paid advocates of protection or by interested 
members of the favored rings. No wonder 
that the press pours forth its praises of pro- 
tection to American industries against pauper 
competiteon from abroad. The hundreds of 
millions annually filched under the forms of 
law from the pockets of a defenseless and 
tax-ridden people are sufficient to subsidize 
all that cau be subsidized to prevent a change 
or dim:nution .in this system of plunder. | 
repeat, if Representatives from the South and 
West, with the power in their hands to give 
reliet, either fail to do it or agree to adjourn 


this session of Congress until all reasonable 
hope of obtaining it is exhausted, they will 
not, in my opinion, deserve from their con- 
stituents the grateful welcome of *‘ Well done, 
good and faithful servant.’’ 


GLOBE. 


| master twelve years ago. 


April 30, 


— 


I know that the high protective-tariff men 
in both Houses feel contident that they can 
defeat the passage of any bill reducing tariff 
taxation, and combinations are bei ‘ing formed, 
if indeed they are not perfected, for that pur 
pose. The Senate resolution fixing May 29 
for adjournment had that significance. The 
moment a day for adjournment is agreed on 
by both Houses, the struggle will begin to 
prevent definite action on the tariff till the 
day arrives. The merchants and manutu 


| turers now think the victory is won and that 


monopolies are safe for another year. During 
the winter and early spring they expected 
reduction, and prices ranged lower prepara- 
tory to it. They knew it ought to be done, 
and they thought Congress had sense enough 
to do it. Within a few weeks they have come 
to a different conclusion, and prices have 
advanced accerdingly. It is in the power of 
the House to overthrow all these schemes, 
and I trust we will stay bere till we succeed. 
The men of the West and the South will be 
false to themselves and their people if they 
longer submit to the extortions of New Eng- 
land and a few of the nabobs of the eastern 
States. 

I was struck with the fact that during all the 
hearings which the Committee of Ways and 
Means gave to the representatives of the vari- 
ous interests, while hundreds of men were 
heard, almost every interest being represented 
and continued protection urged either because 
it was in its infancy or so crippled by com- 
petition that any reduction of protection 
would bring ruin upon those engaged in it, 
there was not a man from the west of the Alle 
ghanies or south of the Potomac who appeared 
before the committee asking protection on 
anything, except a few salt-men from Michi 
gan, who had gone into combination with the 
Syracuse and other corporations to keep up 
the present monopoly on salt, and a few pro 
ducers of rice from southern Georgia whose 
fields had been destroyed by the ravages of 
war. Itis not surprising that the men who 
are enriched by existing legislation should 
Strain every nerve to prevent any reduction 
of their monopolies ; it is worth 100,000,000 
to them to be permitted to rob the people for 
another year; they can afford to do almost 
anything to procure non-action, either by 
adjournment of Congress, or the defeat of 
the pending tariff bill in any way, it mat- 
ters not to them what, so they are let alone. 
Their audacity has grown with their wealth; 
power attends combination; they act as a unit. 
Members of Congress are made or unmade by 
them in many portions of the country ; their 
operatives are counted by the tens of thou- 
sands, and are as absolutely under their con- 
trol by the necessities of their situation as a 
Mississippi negro was under the control of his 
Senator SpraGcvue told 
the truth when he said that while his operatives 
were as well off as any others, half of them 
would be asking alms if his factories suspended 
two weeks. Priorto 1861the boldest of them 
would not have dared to ask for anything ap- 
proaching the protection they now enjoy. The 
great and much abused Whig tariff of 1842 was 
nothing like ashighasthe present. Its average 
was twenty-eight and a half per cent., while 
this is forty-eight or nearly eighty per cent. 
more than that; yet that tariff has been 
denounced ever since, and even its authors 
had to abandon it in four years, and lay the 
foundation of the system which in 1861 had 
reduced tariff taxation to nineteen per cent. 
on dutiables, and to fourteen on the total 















imports. Mr. Wells's table is as follows : 

1860. 1868. 
SR RAE 5 cin scaene sebeaihad $53,187,511 00 $164,464,599 56 
Free......... 90,841,749 00 29,804,147 00 
I iciscncainucestns - 279,872,327 00 343,605,301 00 
Total. .esor se-ses+-0+-B370, 714,076 00 $373,409, 448 56 
Per cent. dutiable........ inven 19.00 47.86 
Per cent. aggregate................14.07 44.00 
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Do not allow the war cry to be raised as an |} Within one year this internal taxation was increased 


reument for high rates of tariff taxation now, || one fifth by the act of March 3, 1865: 


| repeat, the internal taxation pays into the 
freasury $144,000,000 annually. All the inter- 
est on the debt and the pensions are paid with- 
out the aid of the tariff. [tis only required to do 
what it did in 1860—raise the ordinary reve- 
nues of the Government. Under that tariff our 
manufacturers were amply protected, business 
was prosperous, and commerce flourished. 
Our flag was on every sea; we had a tonnage 
early equal to Great Britain, and greater than 
il] other nations combined. Now we are hardly 
a4 second-class Power on the sea. In 1860 the 
profits made by our own ships in our foreign 
trade exceeded those of all other nations 
$20,000,000. Now foreign ships in the same 
ade make a profit of over $23,000,000 in ex 
cess of ours, as the following table shows : 


Frei hts, ineluding imports, exports, and reé rports, 


Carried hy 


Carried by 








Total trade, limerican foreign 

weasels, vessels, 

1859 .. $695,557 592 $229,816, 211 
1RGU) THY, 288,550 855,040,793 
Iss] wee 000,009,412 390,827,256 179,742,156 
Potals, $1,988,415,554 $1,3 664,599,160 
[S68.......2. 948,527,647 $207 981 573 £550.546.074 
[xo . = 6.364.060 PSS G16 027 587,447,133 
I870........ QV1.857. 269 392.849, 769 639,007 500 


Totals, $2,716,748,976 


$939,745.26 = $1,777,000,707 


Kvcesa of freights and receipts in favor of United 
Ntates vease Ie. 





Evcess of Eacess of 
freights. rece ipts, 
BBDS vos scenes Sin cdairenanbabcocssce aca tO $18,874,014 











DOD is aera laskdiees siztersivsdincs See 20,176,597 
DG cs cscstaresveninatens costes essay. 41a ER 13,686 808 
DOGGIE Sn cccece iivecnasessOOU ELT, 20 
Excess + freights and receipts in fuvor of foreian 
vessels, 
E-rcess of Ere ess of 
freiahis. re cetptes, 
PRES cccacasaaiasis $252,564.50] $90,205,160 
1RH0 a 298,530, 206 23,882,416 
SPAT acts. andscaunad ones 286,157,731 22,892,618 
DOUAIG Gcnsimreavesusiate desman $837 ,252,438 


366,980,194 


In short, our commerce, our export trade, 
our shipping interests are destroyed—killed 
by protection. In 1860 high protection would 
have been far more equitable than it is now. 
Our industries were more in their infaney (if 
indeed they ever mature) than they now are. 
Our machinery both in its quality and capacity 
has greatly improved. The (so-called) pauper 
labor of Europe is now much better paid than 
it was twelve years ago; everything demands 
reduction; yet the rapacity of the favored 
classes seems to increase not with their neces- 
sities or the justice of their demands, but with 
their power over Congress and their ability to 
make their Representatives obey their orders 
or lose their positions. 

When the present resistance to reduction is 
considered in thelight of the facts and circum- 
stances under which protection was increased 
to its present proportions, the audacity of the 
monopolists becomes unspeakably impudent. 
My colleague on the Committee of Ways and 
Means [Mr. BurcHarp] states the facts and 
furnishes the proof in a table, which I will 
read in preference to stating it myself. 

“In 1864, when most of the present high duties were 
established, the exigencies of the Government to 
carry on a gigantic war required revenues te be 
raise’ from every possible source. Internal taxes 
were directly assessed upon domestic nanufactured 
articles, and indirectly by special taxes upon occupa- 
tions, and sales, and the means of doing business. 
Under the provisions of internal revenue laws passed 
simultaneously with thetariff of that year, in 1856, 
$234,000,000 were collected from sources of revenue 
that have “expired ’”’ or will expire at the close of 
this year. : 

* Domestic pig iron paid a tax of $2 perton; bar 
iron trom $2 to $5 per ton; steel from 35 to $12 50 
per ton; textile fabrics and other manufactures, 
five per cent. ad valorem. Lappend a table showing 


the internal revenue and compensatory tariff duty. 


Interna/ Tariff 
Article. revenue nercase umn 
tar, 1862 and 1864. 
Pig iron, per ton............... $2 00 $3 00 
Blooms, per ton.......... ; 3 00 , mM) 
Lailroad iron, per ton. 5 00 5 00 
Bar iron, per ton. : > 00 7 40 
Manufactures of iron, per 
DON ascccesees eed <avtuenn > » Ow > per cent, 
Steel, valued at 7 cents » 1) LO 00 
Steel, valued at from 7 to 
PE OGIO « oicaccac anit 1000 1) per cent. 
Steel, valued at over 11 
GORE i «kndecses ane ‘ 12 50 "0-00 
Manufactures of steel 10 00 


Tanned leather 
Cotton tabrics 
W oolens 


Spercent. dS percent. 
) percent. Oper cent. 
percent. 15 per cent. 


Salt, per cwt ; .. 6 cents. 6 cents. 

i) eae See 10) percent. 15 per cent. 
Flax and jute.......... 5 percent. 10 per cent. 
PROOF iiccccsase S percent. 5 per cent. 


‘These burdensome taxes on American produ 
tions of course were properly compensated by high 
rates of duties upon similar imported commodities. 
The rates of duties with slight exceptions remain 
to-day unchanged. Yet the internal revenue taxa- 
tion upon the American product has been wholly 

| removed.” 
| With what sort of assurance can these peo 
ple ask Congress to continue to impose such 
| burdens on the people when they were imposed 
beeause of the large sums the manufacturers 
were required to pay directly into the Treas- 
ury ? Now when all the taxes are repealed, 
all the burdens removed, when the money 
which the Treasury formerly received has for 
three years past been transferred to the pock- 
ets of the manufacturer, with what reason, 
with what sense of decent propriety can he 
ask the Representatives of the people to con- 
tinue the taxes so imposed upon their eon- 
stituents? It is simply robbery to do so. I 
know of no milder parliamentary term to use 
| and express my idea of such a course. 
| While all this is going on, there is no pro 
tection, and can be none, for the great agri 
| cultural products, we raise, cotton, tobacco, 
| wheat, and corn, cheaper than they can be 
| raised anywhere in the world, and we raise 
them in such quantities that we are compelled 
to send them to foreign countries in order to 
find a market for them: no tariff laws protect 
them after being produced with heavily taxed 
implements, by laborers taxed on everything, 
and carried on taxed railroads and ships: they 
must still be sold in competition with like 
products produced by the paupers of Europe. 
| Cotton and tobacco furnish more than half 
| our exports. Agricuitural products are four 
| 


times as large as all the other products of the 
country combined. Yet gentlemen prate about 
protecting American industry, when not ex 
ceeding fifteen per cent. of the value of the 
| protected articles represent labor on an average, 
| and the protection is wrung out of the sweat 
| of unprotected industries Mr. Wells says: 
| Asummary statement of the va'ues created by the 
leading industries of the country would appear to 
be substantially as follows: 


Agriculture........ .$3,282,950,000 


i 

| Cotton manufacture. ....... 71,500,000 

| Woolen manufacture.................. 66,000,000 

| Iron production, pig and bar......... 110,950,000 

| Leather manufactures eae 222,600,000 
EL WOW GOP W IOS Sonics ccemicnsscessces 360,000,000 

| RMINONIOO.. sdnacecccnennes’ 100,600,000 
MG Ss suhcitsstitoconders hatdevacben ..$4,223,000,000 


' 

| 

| Mr. Chairman, [| suppose everybody knows 

| that a fall of a cent a bushel on wheat or on 
| a pound of cotton in Liverpool causes a cor 
responding fall in wheat in Chicago and in 
cotton in New Orleans the moment the tel. 
| graph announces the fact; in other words, the 
prices of the surplus regulate the prices of 
the crops. Under such circumstances, with 
corresponding protection for their products, 
beyond the reach or power of Congress, it 
seems to me we ought not to hesitate to 
reduce the needless, unjust, aud oppressive tax 


ation under which the country 13 now stagger 
ing, even if a few New Kugland and Pennsyl 
vania manufacturers and their representatives 
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Oppose it, to somewhere about what it was 
before it was raised to meet the internal tax- 
ation which has been all removed from them. 

And if more revenue is needed, in order to 
enable the proper reduction of tariff and in- 
ternal revenue taxation to be made, restore, 
with proper limitations and restrictions, the 
income tax, nine tenths of which is paid by 
these gentlemen who have been fattening so 
long in their extortious upon the poor, on 
whom no tax on incomes would be levied. l 
contess | opposed the continuance ot the iti 
come tax when it was first suggested because 
{ was not advised of many facts which investi 
gation developed. I learned that the enorm 
ous incomes which this tax would reach 
were realized in great part out of the tariff 
oppressions of which I have spoken. Out of 
the $18,000,000 of revenue collected last year 
from incomes 


PE SSSMCHUSOLES PAI .occccccseiiciccsec «se cccoee S1,011, 808 92 
New York paid........ scanadenal 7,182,918 60 
Pennsylvania paid 2.857.017 11 


SLLYSL 744 63 
or about two thirds of the whole; nearly 
double what the other thirty-four States and 
all the Territories pay from that source, and 
L have no doubt three fourths of it has been 
paid by the large stockholders in the great 
protected monopolies. Will the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania and his colleagues tell why 
that twelve millions of taxation should cease 
while the laborer is taxed forty-eight per cent. 
average directly for revenue, and one hundred 
per cent. indirectly to create these incomes on 
everything he uses from his cradle to his coffin? 
No, Mr. Chairman, it is time we were making 
weath contribute its proper share of govern 
mental expenses, instead of relieving it from 
the small fraction it bears now. It is time 
the bounty fed millionaires should be made 
to repay some of the bounties which they, 
instead of the Government, have received since 
the internal taxes were removed to meet which 
the tariff was avowedly imposed, and | know 
of no better way to do it than to continue the 
tax on their incomes, and relieve labor in 
other directions. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Mr. Chair 
man, | am aboutto presenttothe committee a 
budget, a very dry budget; and perhaps the 
only reason why | may claim the attention of 
the committee comes not in what I shall say, 
but in the tabulated figures which | shall pre 
sent, and which will represent the views of th 
three Democratic members on the Committe: 
of Ways and Means. I do not mean of all 
the Democratic members of this House, but 
of those three who are their representatives 
on the Ways and Means Committee. In April 
last, when in feeble health, I made strong 
efforts in this House, and particularly called 
on the gentlemen on my right hand (the Re 
publican members) to reduce the revenue 
then, announcing that there would be at least 
one hundred millions of surplus revenue before 
we met again, and that if the tariff were not 
reduced before January, 1873, there would be 
at least one hundred and fifty millions of sur 
plus revenue beyond the necessary expendi 
tures of the Government; and I invoked the 
dominant party to adopt measures before we 
adjourned in April not to permit that taxation 
to rest upon the people, certainly for one year, 
if not a year and a half. But my invocation, 
| deeply regret to say, was all in vain 

Judge then, sir, with what felicity | heard 
the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. Ke_iey,] who champions the high pro 
tective side of this House, BAY, but the other 
day, these impressive words: 

We ure collecting to-day at the rate of $125,000 
00 per annum from internal taxation; we are col 
lecting to-day at the rate of $255,000,000 from cus 
toms duties per annum: we will have @ surplus in 
the Treasury. of $155,.0Q0,000,”" 

Thus the honorable gentleman from Penn 

ylvania, who seldom or never agrees with me 
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in anything, agreed with me that day in regard 
to the programme of surplus revenue which | 
announced in April, and to which I then called 


the attention of the dominant party in the 
House ln the Senate of the United States, 
the distinguished gentleman who made the 
Morrill tariff. as it was called, and which is 
beat known by that name, and who 1s one of 
the men best versed in the tariff of the bigh 
protective party, announced the other day that 
the surplus revenue would be $100,000,000, 
and that 250,000,000 of taxation could be 
taken off, and 350,000,000 appropriated to 
ihe reduction ot the publi aeot, 

Another gentleman from Pennsylvania, who 


represents the iron interest, in the Senate of 


the United States, corroborated that facet, and 


aid out the same programme. "he gentleman 
in the Senate from Ohio, who represents the 
Kinanee Committee there, and is the organ of 
that body, a agreed that there would be 

100,000,000 of surplus revenue, and that fifty 
millions should be taken off in taxation. and 
fifty matlie ns | left for the reduction of the 
publ lf { 

With these weleome facts before us, with a 
Treasury abounding in surplus money, pro 
vocative olten of unnecessary expenditures, 


and tendir gyilo extravacunce, our duty now is, 
lirst, t ee where we are, to lay out the topog 
aphy on our chart of expenditures and 

OMES ; ecoud, to see what are the neces 


ary expenditures of this Government; and 


thiedly, to find out the best way to raise the 
money to provide for those expenditures. 1 
propose to discuss those three topics in as 
Dbriel a manner a possible, aud with as few 


wllusions as possible to party prejudices or 
passions, Or LO pol fico-econornie il prejudices 
oT passions. 

Our debt, I agree with most gentlemen who 
have pol n on that subje ct, isnot to be abol 
ished in this day or this generation. We are 
d to its reduction toa certain 
extent, to the extent of the pledge in the sink- 
ig fund. The debt to which the sinking fund 
applies was, April Ist, $1,875,848,000, one per 
cent. on whach is $18,758,480, the amount 
which we pledged to reduce per annum. | 
propose to comply with that pledge of the 
inking fund, and then to leave to the increas- 
ing population of this country, and to the in 
coming immigration, which is now so large, 


certainly | ledge 


and to the great and ever developing resources 
of the country hereafier, the further reduction 
ion of the public debt 

he second point to which I wish to call 
the attention of this House is what should be, 
and what are, the necessary expenses of this 
Government, and no just man can propose to 
The better way to understand 
what are the necessary expenses of this, which, 
as a republican, ought to be an economical 
Government, o contrast our expenditures 
with one of the most extravagant, highly- 
paid, monarchical, aristocratic Governments 
in Kurope, but more particularly that Gov- 
ernment from which we are in the main de- 
scended, whose language we speak as they 
lhe expenditures of the United 
States in 1871 were $292.177.000; these were 
the expenditures of the federal Government 
alone; but it must be remembered there are 
thirty-seven States in our Union that greatly 
relieve this Federal Government from its ex- 


or aboiil 


spend more. 


speak ours 


penditures—States that to a certain extent 
are sovereignties, that provide for their own 
expenditures without avy aid or help whatso 
ever from tie Federal Government—and this 
fact recently led an eminent man in England, 
Disraeli, in a speech which he recently made 
at Manchester, to contrast, painfully to an 
American, the expenditures of our sover- 
eiguty with those of the sovereignty of Queen 
Victoria. He showed in that speech, too 
forcibly showed, I must cenfess, that with our 
thirty-seven sovereign States and our Federal 
Government the cost of sovereignty here, the 





cost of Government in this Republic is beyond, 
far, far beyond, the expenditures of the sov- 
ereignty of that immense empire of Great 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Britain, whose boundless domain now girdles 


the earth, and whose area of expenditures, 
therefore, encircles the globe. 

The expenditures of the British Govern- 
ment in 1871-72. a statement of which arrived 
here yesterday officially, amounted to $358,- 
600.000, being only $46,423,000 more than the 
expenditures of this Federal Government of 
the United States, (not including our thirty- 
seven States,) and the attention of my honor- 
able friend from Indiana, [Mr. Homan, ] who 
watches expenditures so sharply, is especially 


called to this fact, that $5.675.000 of those | 


expenditures were for ocean packet service, or 
for what he calls subsidies for the transportation 
of the mails of Great Britain, not inland, but 
to foreign countries far beyond the little island 
of Great Britain. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman if he makes the statement in pounds 
sterling or in dollars? 

Mr. BROOKS. In dollars; 
pound sterling as five dollars. 

This great contrast of expenditures arrested 
the attention of the philosophic mind of the 
gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GarFrEe.p, ] chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, 
who in a speech which he made in January, 
at an early period of the session, calculated 
that the expenses of this Government were 
per capita: 


I counted a 





ey 1630 «occ ; niitasneua sii jenindesieecauesasceaaie 
In 1840 1 4] 
In 1850. 1 60 
In 1860 1 94 
OR SRERINED illlb ah ons <ulb Iaslitein/ le thai aeime Saas ernbiieapasaesomaienan ee 


or, excluding pensions, $8 52. 

The statement made by the late Commis 
sioner of Internal Revenue—lI regret to say the 
late—Mr. Welles, in his late vigorous article 
written for the Cobden Club in London, is yet 


more emphatic than that of the honorable | 


gentleman from Ghio. He says: 


‘During the decade from 1821 to 183]. the average 
annual ordinary expenditures of the United States 
were $12,390,000, or at the rate of $1 07 per capita of 
the whole populs ation. 

‘From 1831 to 1841, $24,740,000, or $1 61 per capita. 
‘From 1841 to 1851, $33,760,000, er $1 63 per capita. 
‘From 1851 to 1861, $57,870,000, or $2 06 per capita. 
“Orto bring out in still broader relief the sim- 
plicity and economy of the fiscal administration of 
the United States, previous to the outbreak of the 






civil war, it may be stated that the per capita charge | 


of the entire expenditure of the national Govern- 
ment, including all payments on account of the prin- 
cipal and interest of any debt, during the most ex- 
pensive year of the existence of the nation prior to 
1861, was $2 84, as compared with a present (1871) 
annual debt charge alone per capita of $2 86; and 


an annual addition: _ per capita charge from other | 


expenditures of $4 ¢ 

Perhaps no seat of our country’s history 
ever presented so beautiful a picture to the 
whole world as that prior to the outbreak of 
our civil war, when peace and harmony reigned 
everywhere, when our flag was borne all over 
that world, and everywhere respected for its 
enterprise and power—I may almost say, 
adored. 
half millions of American tonnage afloat; not 
on ourcoast alone. not on our inland lakes and 


rivers, not on the Pacific, clinging to our own | 


shores; but a tonnage carrying our flag on the 
distant waters of Japan and China, through 
the straits of Malacca, in the Arabian and 
Indian oceans, all along the coast of Europe, 


in the Baltic and Black and Mediterranean | 


seas. And wherever an American placed his 
foot, in any sequestered quarter of the globe, 
there he beheld the flag of his country on 
some merchant ship, and there he saw some 


article of American-manufactured export— | 
more especially from the manufacturing States 


of New England; while now, searce does he 
see the flag except upon some steamer not 
registered in this country, and then borne 
almost in violation of our navigation laws ; 
and he seldom or never sees a bale of goods 
| exported from Lowell or Lawrence, or from 


April 30, 


any other of the manufacturing towns of this 
country. 

I cannot describe to gentlemen the pleasure 
which I felt some years ago in seeing bales 
of goods carried from Beirut on the coas: 
of Syria, packages and bales of merchandis« 
on camels, bearing the impress of Lowell manu 
facturers; thus exposing the signs of our thrift 
and enterprise to the eyes of the people of the 
Kast. With pride and p leasure I saw the fruits 
of the industry of Massachusetts carried al] 
around the globe. But the picture and spec 
tacle no longer exists; the exports of mann 
factures from Massachusetts have nearly al] 
ceased. 

In 1860 our exports of cotton manufac 
tures were $10,934,796. In 1870, alas! they 
were only $3,782.22. In 1860 our exports 
of iron manufactures—and I eall the attention 
of the honorable gentlemen from Pennsylvania, 


| especially those on this side of the House, to 


this fact—our exports in 1860 of iron manu 


| factures were $5,514,288, while in 1870 they 





were only $2,712,305. 

And now | call the attention of the honor 
able gentleman who represents the districts 
of Lynn and Haverhill, in Massachusetts, 1: 
the article of boots and shoes. There were 
exported in 1860, of boots and shoes, $782,525, 


In 1870, with all the machinery recently invent 


| ed for the manufacture of boots and shoes, 
| which supersedes manual labor, and notwith- 
| standing the increase of population, only 


$419,612 worth of boots and shoes was ex- 
ported. Or, to sum this all up, and includ 
ing woolen manufactures (in 1860, $389.512 

1870, only $179,087, ) this fact is presented; 

1860 we exported $17,600,000 worth of the 
manufactures that | have named, while in 
1870 we exported only $7,158,286 worth. Few 
statistical facts can be more melancholy than 
these. 

If there be anything which marks the growth 
and grandeur of a nation beyond the inclosure 
of its own shell, anything which distinguishes 
the American Republic from the walled-up, 
shelled-in monarchy of China, whose interna! 
commerce is just as vast as ours, if not vaster. 
whose junks are as numerous as our river and 
canal-boats ; if there be anything which distin 
guishes the barbarian Chinese from the Amer 
ican civilized citizen, it is the capacity of the 
American republican if untrammeled by bad 
laws, to export his own manufactures all over 
the earth to the other civilized and uneivilized 
nations, and, in addition to that, the capacity 
to carry them under its own flag and not under 


| the flag of England, our rival Power. 


At that time there were five and a/| 


The ships and shipping entering our ports 
in 1871 were 401,890,364 tons, carried under 
foreign flags, bat alas ! amost melancholy pic- 
ture, only 172.131 tons carried under the flag 
of the United States. Hence, along the coast 
of Maine, that State in which I feel so deeply 
interested as the State of my birth, along the 
greater part of the coast upon the ocean, the 
population is decreasing ; while prior to 1860 
its manufacturing marts of ships like Waldo 
borough and Damariscotta and Bath and places 
corresponding with those, as well as many 
ports of Massachusetts and New York, were 
ringing with the sound of the hammer wielded 
by the American mechanic upon American 
timber for the construction of American ships 
to carry everywhere the American flag. 

Now, contemplating this state of things it 
behooves us to look closely at our condition 


| and to see what expenditures are necessary 


and nothing more. In this respect | am happy 


| to say that { agree nearly with the honorable 


gentleman from Ohio, [| Mr. Garrre.p,] who 
atan early period of the session, in January 
last, made a speech from which | shall quote, 
after I shall have made an exhibit of a table 
of what I think ought now to be the expenses 
of this Government. I take the expenditures 


of 1860 as the foundation of what the expend- 
itures ought now to be, when that prosperous 





“1 





1872. 


atate of things existed externally which I have 
before described. 

[he annual expenditures of the Government 
then were $58,955,829—all that was deemed 
necessary then for carryingon the Government. 
‘But.’” gentlemen will tell me, ‘‘this will 
not do for our population now:”’ and the 
remark is just. It certainly would not be fair 
lo suppose that this Government could be 
earried on in 1872 for the $59,000,000 that it 
cost to carry it on in 1860. For the increase 
of population aie 1 have added thirty per 
cent., making $17,686,748. ‘* But this would 

justly told, ‘tbe 


not be fair,”’ | should be 
eause our currency is depreciated.”’ | add, 
therefore, for the depreciation of the currency 
ten per cent., which has been of late the ruling 
difference between currency and gold, and 
this makes $7,664,267. ‘* But,’’ you will tell 

me, ‘*we had very few pensioners in 1860."’ 

[hat is true. I recognize your whole pension 

list; and for pensions | add $30,480,000. 

‘But then,”’ it will be said, ‘‘ we had in 1860 

no public debt.’’ | add the whole annnal 

interest of the public debt, $105,889,398 ; and 
then | add for ee sinking-fund reduction of 
vhich I spoke $18,758,480 These different 
items make the whole hecessary expenses of 

ihe Government amount to only $239,424, 892 

tabulated thus: 

Expenditure based on expenditures of 1860, with full 
allowance for increase of population and depreciated 
currency. 

Ewpenditure 
for 1860, 
For civil and iiscellane- 


Lvrpenditure 
tor 1873. 





ous..... ee . $27,977,978 
For Indi: ins ‘ eeeeee 2,991,000 
i UR one oc cwtaene > Ba doouen 11,614,649 
For Army......... ccorvessennvn’ tens 

OONE cc cistetes jeutiatentteleds 58,955,829 
Add for increase . of popu- 

lation thirty per cent........ 17,686, 748 


76,642,677 





Add for depreciated cur 
rency ten per cent.............. 7,664,267 
———— $84,306,944 
30,480,000 


105,889,398 


For pensions...... 

Interest on the « debt. : 

Sinking fund on $1,875,848,000 interest 
bearing debt atone percent 





18,758,480 








Total expenditure for 1873........ ee $239, 40 34, $22 


The honorable gentleman from Ohio, in the 
speech to which | have referred, said : 


“TL know it is not safe to attempt to forecast the 
future, but L venture to express the belief that the 
year 1876 will witness our ordinary expenditures re- 
juced to $125,000,000, and the interest on our public 
febt to $95,000,000, making our total expenditures 
exclusive of payment on the principal of the public 
debt, $220,000,000, 


My calculation makes the amount $239, 000,- 
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000, $9,000,000 beyond the estimate which 
the gentleman trom Ohio made in January last, 
and which he supposed would be realized not 
later than 1876 

[am glad to see that we have arrived ata 
period in our history when we can begin to 
reduce—— 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I am very sorry 
to interrupt the gentleman; but | observe that 
he took $30,000,000 as the figures for pen 
sions; and | wish to call bis attention to the 
fact that last year the payments for pensions 
amounted to $34,000,000; so that there is a 
difference of $4,000,000 in that single item. 

Mr. MAYNARD. What is the amount 
appropriated for pensions this year? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The item this 
year is a little more than thirty-four million 
dollars. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I have taken 
mv figures from the report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury for the last fiscal year. Our pen- 
sions have increased so rapidly that no doubt 
the gentleman from Ohio is correct. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman 
will notice that in my estimate | adopted 
$34,000,000 as the figures for pensions. The 
additional $4,.000.000 would make half the 
difference of which he speaks. 

Mr. BROOKS, of — York. As I have 
just said, my figures are taken from the last 
annual report of the Secretary of the T reasury 
for the fiseal year ending June 30th last. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The gentleman will re- 


member that last year we pensioned the sol- 


| diers of the war of 1812. 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Our duty is 
now to see how to provide for this expenditure 
of our Republic; and one of the best ways to 
decide what ought to be done is to contrast 
the revenues of this country with the revenues 
of the British Government, one of the most ex- 
travagantand costly Governments in the world, 
it is said, though | do not agree in the extrava- 
gant remark which is sometimes made upon 
this point. The revenue of the United States 
from customs during the last fiscal year was 
$206.270,000, while the revenue of the British 
Government from the same source was less 
than one half that amount. I would remind 
gentlemen who wish to destroy our internal 
revenue system in order to keep up the high 
duties upon imports that the annual revenue 
of the British Government from customs is 
only $101.630,000, less than half what we 
derive from customs duties. The revenue 
we receive from all other sources is $177,653,- 
000, while the revenue of the British Govern- 
| ment from all other sources is $271,911,000. 
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Thus the revenues of the United States Gov 


ernment, raised during the last fiscal year by 
taxation of our people. amounted to $383, 
$23,000, while ‘‘the expensive monarchical, 
aristocratical Government of Great Britain” 
raised from its people only $373,540,000. 
Thus, in a table, eontrasted: 
1871. 71-2 
United States British 
revenues, 
$206, 270,000 
177,003,000 


rerenudeea 
$)01,630,000 
271,911,000 


Customs “a 
All other sources 


Total...... ke $83,323,000  $373,541,000 


The taxes of the United States alone upon 
the citizens of the United States, excluding 
the taxes in the thirty-seven State governments, 
were greater lust year than were the taxes 
upon british subjects by $9,782,000. Hence, 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance in 
the Senate said the other day with great torce, 
(and | call the especial attention o f the House 
to this announcement, for it 1s true—too true, ) 
‘‘These taxes,’’ (said Senator SHERMAN,) 
‘*these taxes,’’ (the high taxes of the tariff, ) 
‘‘are higher than they ever were before in the 
history of this country or any other country 
the world.’’ 

It must be remembered while I make this 
statement that the British debt is greater than 
the debt of the United States, upon which 
their expenditures are based to raise revenue, 
by $1,753,368. Lhe cost of the collection of 
their revenue is ouly $12,890,000 or three and 
forty-six hundredths per cent., while the col- 
lection of our customs is 39,012 2,199, or four 
and thirty-seven hundredths per cent., and of 
our internal revenue is $5,835,128 or. four and 
tive hundredths per cent., thus making an ag 
gregate cost to us lor the 
revenue of $14,847,827. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, after consultation with 
my associates of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, | mean my Democratic associates, | 
hold in my band a programme of what they 
think ought to be the amount of revenue to 
be raised fromthe peopleof the United States 
for all the expenditures of this Government. 
We have not embodied this in the 
bill, because it would not have been in out 
power to present a bill in detail that the major 
ity of the House would accept. We have only 
presented our ideas of what ought to be the 
amount of revenue 
and the urticles ov which it should be raised, 
and we have named here only ad valorems 
though in many cases we should levy specifi 
duties. ‘These articles are few in 

the following table in detail will amply show 
what revenue we propose to derive therefrom 


collection of our 


form of a 


raised troin the peopie, 


numbet 


Statement of net imports of principal commodities during the calendar year ended December 31, 1871. 


Commodities. 


Beer, ale, and porter, (gallons).... 


Cotton, manufactures Of..... PE EE eae isin 


Karthenwareb...............c000 pusnonen eo oe ae uaniiaaeeeuadanaaen® 
Faney goods...... sanead gases 
Fruits............ 

Glass and manuf: ietures “of. 
Ne cs ioih aio vases 
Lron and steel... 
Jewelry 
Leather. 
Leather gl loves and m: inufactures of leather. 
Lead, pig and bars, (pounds)........ 





Precious stones...........s0000 ease : 

SPICES... 0000 eseveee ste seneeenennseneecesensees 

Sugar, (pounds 8)... ad epi aen ena edt bncenbcbeenseadeas smnape tos) 
Molasses, (gallons).... dpe nnbaibadiadcukicndebhsbuniiba eon 


Melado, (gallons). 
Watches 


WOEION, (ERMIODS), ccisssencossecsocacssd Set aeacadiancieaaaeniiind Se a 


Silk and manufactures of 
Tobacco, leaf, (pounds)... 
Lobacco, cigar. (pounds)... 

Wool, raw, and shoddy... 
Wool and manufactures of... 
‘Tin plates..... 





Total customs ..........c0000 e000 


saaiaditiced ileiehe ais 2,559,065 





All other articles manufactured....c...cccccscccececessceseseee 





Net imports. Proposed duty. 


826.955 
$29,769,475 











editiines 30 per cent. 
$4,800,192 3U per cent. 
$4,950,355 3) per cent. 
$10,208,171 30 per cent. 
$5,086,848 ov per cent. 


50 per cent. 


93,550,773 
$3,417,411 30 per cent. 
$2 per gallon. 


cee: 52, wo Estimated. 


35 cents per gallon. 


$11,306,744 3U per cent. 

$47,674,458 30 per cent. 
$1,207,638 3U per cent. 
$7,143,488 15 per cent. 
$5,119,503 4U per cent. 
98,563,156 1 cent per pound. 
$3,120,351 10 per cent. 


2 cents per pound. 
o cents per gallon. 
li cents per pound. 


34,451,887 5U per cent. 
OUT. 318 35 cents per pound. 
804,773 $3 per pound. 
$15,367,416 2U per cent. 
jeedbeapiaiveeiee $48,204,567 40 per cent. 
he cet edit $9,930,503 2 per cent. 
salisancnimibabienan $72,342,531 30 per cent. 


Revenue. Present duty. 


$289,434 35 per cent, 

8,930,842 41% per cent. 

1,460,758 40, 45, and 60 per cent 
1,385,106 35 per cent. 


} 3,062,451 50 per cent. 
1,525 », JOE 40, 45, and 60 per cent 
390,82 3, 40, and 45 per cent 


14.302 346 434 per cent. 
362,294 30 per cent. 
1.071 ,523 30, 35, and 25 per cent 

2,047,801 5U per cent 
985,631 2 cents per pound 
312,035 1U per cent. 
1,085,558 Ss) per cent. 
26,867,120 &) per cent. 
2,241,169 & per cent 
1,405,265 Ko per cent. 
1.025. 22: 3 per cent. 
5,118,130 1) per cent, 
6.776.523 25c., Oe., $1, and 
, a) ( oper cent 
oU per cent, 


average. 


30 and 


17.225.943 


hi yee. « 


2. 693,061 bU per cent. 

Y 414.319 25 per ct. and $2 50 per lb. 
, O7.5,485 40 per cent. 

19,281,825 05 per cenl. average. 
1,986, 060 25 per cent. 


21,702,759 


53, 45, and 60 per cent. 


$152,02 A, 437 





Here let me remark to my old associates on 
the Republican side of the ‘Bons e, who form 
erly belonged to the Whig part and e spec tally 
tothe gentleman from One ida, 5 York, [ Mr. 
Ki. H. KRoserrs,)] and to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, { Mr. Dawes, ] that in this pro- 
gramme we stand up as high as the Whigs did 
in the tariff of 1842, 
higher than when the 


and in Some Cases we go 

Whigs in 1842 gave the 
woolen and cotton manufacturers 
all they demanded from this Government, and 
all that Mr. Clay and Mr. Webster would then 
agree to give them in their infancy, as it wa 
said, but in their maturity now. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from New 
York ys in what he speaks to day he repre- 
sents himself Democratic associates 
Ways and Means, and | 
to make an inquiry whether he and 
ociates on the Committee of Ways and 
Means will support the bill reported by the 


iron and the 


and his 
Committee of 
hould like 


on the 
is as 


committee 7 
Mr. BROOKS, of 


I see 


New York 


taxation I 


Whenever 
reduction of will hit it. 


| Laughter. | 


Mr. DAWES. Is it their intention to sup 
port the bill reported by the committee ? 

Mr. BROOWS, of New York. Whenever 
you reduce the tax on an article forty per 
cent., when it was paying a revenue before 
of one hundred per cent., we will hit it hard, 
and when you reduce it Ouly ten per cent. we 
will hit it soft. 

Mr. DAWES 

Mr. BROOKS 


vote 


Answer my question. 
of New York. 
for every available reduction of the tariff, 

Mr. DAWES. Does the gentleman and his 
associates gay they propose to vote for this bill 
reported from the committee ? 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Let me ask 
the gentleman from Massachusetts whether he 
intends to vote for the bill he himself reported ? 

Mr. DAWES. I will answer the gentleman 
when he answers my question. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 
y anke es, 
other. [Laughter. | 

Mr. DAWES. Answer. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. [I cannot 
yield further, as | have not time to spare. 

Mr. DAWES. | want to know what the 
gentleman means when he refers to himself 
and his Democratic associates 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Give me time. 

Mr. DAWES. I will give you all the time 
you want, 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 
will give me all the time, 

Mr. DAWES. 
the time without objection. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Ver ry we ll. 

Mr. DAWES. As the gentleman is speak- 
ing for himself and his associates on the Demo- 
cratic side of the House on the Committee of 
Ways and Means, | shonld like to have an 
answer from bim whetber they 
for the bill reported from the committee or not. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. If I answer 
that question will the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts answer me one? 

Mr. DAWES. I will hear the gentleman's 
question. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 
gentleman from Massachusetts who reported 
the bill intend to vote for it? 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from Massa 


If the House 
very well, 


chusetts does not intend to vote for the bill in | 
Unless a majority of the | 


ts present shape. 
House amend the bill in important respects he 
intends to vote against it. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. On what 
principle did the gentleman from Massachusetts 
reporta bill which he does notintend to support? 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from New 
York will have a fair answer to that question. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts reported 
the bill in obedience to instructions 
committee, and with the 
of the committee that 


We intend to || 


We are both 
and will not get much out of each | 


The House will give you | 


intend to vote | 


Does the 


from his | 
express permission | 
he should state before \ here, necessarily 
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| the House that he dissented most emphatically | 


from the essential provisions of the bill, and 
that he might offer amendments to give effect 
to what were his objections to it. 

Mr. BECK. I desire also to ask the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts a question. Did 
the gentleman from 
the committee that he would vote against the 
bill if he eould not carry his amendments? 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts told the committee that he never could 
vote for that bill in its present shape. 

Mr. KELLEY. I would like to inquire 
further if anybody is responsible for the bill? 
[ Laughter. | 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 
was not possible to have made a fairer Com 
mittee of Ways and Means than the Speaker 


made, there being four and a half on each | 
side. What makes the half, | leave the House | 


to decide. [ Laughter. | 

Mr. DAWES. I would like the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] to state to the 
House who he expected to vote for the bill, if 


it was not those who instructed me to report it? 
I did not hear the last remark | 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 


Mr. BECK. 
Will 
he repeat it? 

Mr. BROOKS, of 
yield further. 

The cotton manufacturers of this country in 
1842 were content with an average duty of 
thirty per cent. ad valorem. That was the 
duty under the high Whig tariff of 1842. They 
now have from thirty to seventy-two per cent. 
lhe manufacturers of woolens under the high 
tariff of 1842 were content with forty per 
cent. They now have from fifty-three to eight 
hundred and seventy-two per cent. The pro- 
tection of iron has increased in like m: a se 
I subjoin a brief list of articles by way of 


New York. I decline to 


| contrasting 1842 with 1871: 


Tariff of 1842. Tarif of 1871. 


87 2-5, 883, 





Blankets, wool.........25 per et. , 1008, 

Log 3-7 perct. 
ee 30 per et. 40 perct. 
Carpets, Brussels 

and Turkey, per 

square yard........... 55 cents. 703 
Carpets, Venetian 

and ingrain, per 

square yard..........00 cents. 534 to 72 per ct. 
Drugget, per square 

NE ckinide 14 cents. 8Y per ct. 
Copper, in plates...... Free 5e. perlb. 
Copper in pigs or 

WONG cachisitcsindcnie eee 5e. per tb. 
Copper ore........ Free 3e. per tb. 
Copper, manufac- 

ture d, highest 

a 00 per ct. 45 perct. 
Cotton. “manutac- 

tm POO...césccs serseveeseedd? per ct. 25& 30 to 72 per ct. | 
Cutlery. ... sce perct. 50 per ct. 
Drawers, wool or . 

worsted.......... 0 per ct. 86 per ct. 
Dresses, silk............. 10 peret. aw per ct. 
Earthenware........... 30 peret. (white.) 45 per ct. 
Flannels, per square 

WIRING wc ccinenvéuuesesnmneaes 14 cents. 9) =o per ct. 
PEO. si sssc0e ssss ESO $15 perton. 
Kettles, brace, ke. 12 cts. per th. 35 per ct. 
Lead manufactures.30 per ct. 35 per ct. 
Line mi Saale paata tes 25 per ct. 10) per ct. 
Nicke eae Yree 30 ¢. per tb. 
Pot: oe weve el @. per bush. 25 ¢.perbu. 
.. : a ; (525 perct. 
BOs BOG Ricicccsccncee BSS, i de.perth. 
Salt, 6 ths to the 

bushel.......... .........8 ¢.perbush, 18c. per res. 
Screws, iron, } a: {67s ad val. 

(wood-screws) § 12 ¢. per fh tL and 393 


Sea stores Free 


Silk, manufactured. 0) 


per ct. 60 per ct. 
Tin in pigs, bars, or 
SS SES 1 perct. 1s ) perect. | 
Tin manufacturesof.30 per ct. 35 perct. | 
Tin (galvanized) .....30 per ct. 2he. per th. 
Tin toil, layer tin, 
| plates and sheets.. 2: per ct. 30) per ct. 
Waste or shoddy..... i et. per tb. 12 c. perth. 
Wood, unmanutlac- 
ee Free 20 perct. | 
Wood, wanutac- 
tured, &e.. reset tO 30 per ct. 3) perct. 
Wool,u under 7 ie. a tb., 5 per ct. 
Wool, over7c. perth., 3e. pi 65 to 115 per ct. 
and 30 p. ¢ 
Wool, manufac 
tures of.................40 per cet. 87 2-5to53 per et. 


This programme of a tariff which I present 


goes higher than the Clay- 


Massachusetts ever tell | 


| ment of what taxation we deem 


It certainly | 


| tobacco we recognize 


| sources, $2 





| From 63,844,422 








|| seven 
|| now propose to make free, thereby abolishing 
|| to that extent the existing tariff and freeing 
| the people trom the taxation, more especially 
| the manufacturers of the country, in 
| ing them from very heavy taxation olten im- 

| posed upon the raw material. 


* All sorts of taxes. | 


| men and statesmen, ho matter 
| own opinions, we are obliged to recognize, as 
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Webster tariff of 1842, because it is necessary 
to provide forthe public debt ; and yet my hon 
orable friend from New York { Mr. E. H. Rog 
ERTS |] and my discontented friend from Massa 


| chusetts, are not satisfied with a tariff which 


goes far beyond what we in those days dreamed 
of, even when we were attacked as high pro 
tectionists, or what was demanded for thy 
Republic, or what Clay or Webster ever Je 
sired to give to the Whigs of that day, though 
clamoring for protection. 

I hold in my hand our programme wor re- 
eeipts from the internal revenue, and a stute 
necessary to 
be derived from that source, and to be added 
to the customs. The existing duties on spirits 
we keep up at sixty-five cents a gallon. On 
the report of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, proposing a uni- 
form rate of twenty cents per pound. We 
continue the present duty on fermented liquors 
the present tax from banks, le-s the tax from 
savings banks, and the present tax in stamps. 
The receipts from customs as calculated from 
the importations of the calendar year 1871, 


would be $152,021.437; and from internal 
revenue $100,161,429; from land sales, $2,- 


000,000; from miscellaneous, $5,000,000; mak 
ing the receipts altogether, from all these 

259,182,866. Add for elasticity of the 
revenue five per cent. While it was five aud 
one half per cent. underthe tariff from 1870 to 
1871, and eight and one half per cent. froni 
1869 to 1870, we make the elasticity now only 
five per cent., amounting to $12,893,571. Add 


| Ing this we propose altogether to raise in tax- 
| ationfrom the people 2372076, 137, 


tabulated 


thus : 


Receipts from internal revenue, based on actual receipts 
for the calendar year 1871. 

gallons spirits at 65 cents. 
From special tax on dealers in spirits ...... 
From 97,841,337 pounds tobaceo at 20 cents 


$41,498,474 


5,000,000 


NNER andsividecnc vibacibusinces \enceces oteees sextes . 19,508,267 
From cigars, cheroots, and cigarettes ...... 7,194,288 
From fermented liquors .............c...scecseeeee 7,700,000 
From banks, (less savings banks).............. 3,700,000 
From adhesive stamps ............ccec0ecceeeeeeeee 15,000,000 


$100, 141.420 


Receipts from customs, 1871............4. +. soso 12,02 1, rr 

From intern: : WRN acces masanyccpraassacnes 100,161,4 
RUMI MRR 6 os oss caxaebacccecnnwesbssuiniancn 2400000 
From miscellaneous...............cccccccocssecsscess 5,000,000 


259,182,806 
Elasticity of the revenue, five per cent..... 12,893,571 





$272, 2.06, 457 


The recapitulation of all these tables oil 


then stand thus: 


Recapitulation, 1872-7 


Total receipts from revenue...... seerssceoeee $212,010,4037 
Total expenditure........ pbs fans yadieneonessensansse 239,434,822 


| Balanee to be applied for reduced of 


debt or forother purposes.............. sient $32,641,615 





In this programme we have between six and 
hundred articles of revenue which we 


re liev- 


We make salt 
tree, free coal, free timber, lumber, hides, and 
many other articles of great importance to 
the country. We were forced to recognize the 
action of this House and of the Senate of the 
United States upon tea and coffee. 1 deeply 
regret that we were so forced, but as public 
What are our 


facts accomplished, that tea and coffee are to 
be free. 

I shall soon close these remarks, which Iam 
aware are somewhat heavy aud necessa:y 
tedious in a figurative point of view; but be- 
fure I close | desire to invoke the special 
attention of both sides of the House to the 
condition of our exports. I pointed out here 


/ some years ago the thpu approaching destruc- 
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tion of our navigation in consequence of the 
high taxation upop it. All parties now recog- 
nize that destruction. [ do not think the 
country has yet awakened to the destruction 
of its manufactured export trade, not altogether 
destroyed, but nearly so, and were it not for 
‘he negroes who work in the cotton fields in the 
Ss e. or who raise tobacco for export, or the 
white men who draw oil and petroleum from 
the bowels of the earth, I hardly know how 
we would be able to pay for our imports, or 
even to pay the interest upon the public debt. 
| have compiled a table reducing the value of 
our manufactured exports to gold. 

In 1860, the amount of our exports, when 
we had a smaller population by some millions 
than now to create and manufacture articles 
‘or export, was $47,160,100. In 1870-71 in 
gold, our export of manufactured articles was 
only $39,566,128, 

I have deduc ‘ted from this statement the ex- 
port of our agricultural implements in 1871, be 

cause we exported none in L860, but the genius 
of our mechanics is such that in Massac -husetts, 
in Ohio, in Connecticut, in Illinois, and else- 
where, so superior are our agricultural imple- 


ments to those manufactured by any other | 


people that despite of our tax on wood, on 
iron, on copper, and many of the things which 
enter into the manufacture of agricultural im- 
plements, despite all that, we throw out upon 
the world $1,068,467 worth of agricultural 
implements from the workshops | have named. 
Our sewing- machines, which we did not ex- 
port in 1860 at all, [ have also deducted from 
the export of 1870-71, They are to-day seen 
in all parts of the earth, not only throughout 
all Europe, but in all parts of Asia, and in 
many parts of Africa, and these sewing-ma- 
chines are exported despite the duty on wood 
and on copper, on steel and iron; and such is 
the skill of our mechanics in Connecticut and 
elsewhere, such is the power of our industry 
and mechanics, no matter what are the wages 
of labor in China and Japan, the manufac- 
turers of Connecticut are yet enabled to send 
their sewing-machines to all parts of the earth. 
Our fire-arms, of which we exported none in 
1860, [ havealso deducted from 1870. 
our last fiscal year these exports amounted to 
$5,015,782, nay, over 513,000,000 in all, we 
have been recently told. in the fiseal calendar 
year. We are supposed to furnish fire-arms 
superior to those produced in any other coun- 
try, and yet we pay enormous duties on steel 
ind iron which enter into these manufactures, 
and pay the highest wages for the manufacture 
ofthem. An honorable gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, a Representative on this floor, not 
now in his seat, [Mr. Ames, ] has been paying 

1 heavy duty on iron, and yet 
eee all over the earth, to Australia and 
New Zealand and elsewhere. ‘The same may 
be said of the Collins axes. 

Mr. LYNCH. The manufacturers of fire- 
arms and shovels receive a drawback of the 
amount paid for dut os 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I know that, 
but at the same time you tell me that we in 
the United States cannot compete with the 
ignorant and ill-conditioned laborer of Europe. 

Mr. MAYNARD. | think they do not un- 
derstand the right mode of making spades and 
shovels as well as our assoeiate upon this floor 
does. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 
very point [ am making. 


That is the 
The skill and inter- 


During | 


| admiration of 
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Mr. MAYNARD. If the gentleman shall not 
regard it as an unwelcome intrusion upon this 
part of his argument, | would suggest that this 
instance of spades and shovels is but another 
example of the beneficent operation of our 
protective system in times past. 

Mr. DAWES. 
gives him the advantage over foreign manu- 
facturers? 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. It is not pro- 
tection or bounty, but the superiority of New 
Kngland laborers over the laborers upon the 
other side of the sea. 


Mr. Chairman, | have been diverted some- 


what by interruptions from what | intended 


to be a fair and unimpassioned exposé of the | 


condition of our finances and what should be 
done with them. Iam a little in advance of 
the times now; but the time is rapidly com- 
ing when all disinterested men will go through 
the sane mental processes of politico-econom- 


ical education which | have gone through since |) 


I first came to Congress. [| was born, or | 
might rather say I was led by my love and 
Henry Clay, to be a believer 
in a protective tariff. L went upon the Ways 
and Means Committee in 1861 and 1862 with 


| a strong idea of discriminating in duties so 
| as to protect, bat the revolting spectacles of 
' self-interest that have there too often been 


| publie debt ; 


presented to me have almost driven me into | 
I do not | 


a belief of the system of free trade. 
mean to say that absolute free trade is possible 
in the existing condition of the country. It is 
not. About thirty per cent. ad valorem is 
necessary for the payment of interest upon the 
but thirty per cent. ad valorem 


| was all that our Whig fathers claimed of us, 


' and far 
| tion claimed for the production of American 
| industry, and it is enough. 


| with thirty per cent. 


| tures, and its tens of thousands of unenumer- 


more than the fathers of the Revolu- 


cannot live, or the industry that cannot thrive 
of taxes which the con- 
sumer pays, ought to die. As the honorable 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BurcHarp] said, 


if he asks for more he asks for nothing but a || 


bounty, and is nothing but a pensioner upon 
the Government. 


I trust the time is now coming when others | 


will go through the same process of mental 
education that I have gone through. 


and glorious country will send 
to some extent its woolen and iron manufac 


‘| ated manufactured articles all over the earth. 


sending his || 


| We ought not to be driven from the ocean ; our 
flag has the right to float everywhere, and will 
float everywhere if you will only give our sail- 
ors free and equal rights with the British sailor, 
and fair play and afree fight for the commercial 


| ally, and Mr. 


est of Our countrymen in all such works is so |) 


superior to the skill of Europe, or indeed of 
any part of the earth, that we need never fear 
Where labor enters only fifteen per cent. or 
twenty-five per cent. into the manufacture of 
an article to compare the pe ice of wages with 
those of elsewhere, unless you compare at the 
same time the comparative wages of the trip- 
hammer, the spinning jJeuny, and the water- 
wheel, which do not eat or drink, but which | 
nevertheless are now as essential elements in 
manufactures as is human labor. 


And the American traveler will again see in 
Yokohama, in Shanghai, in Hong Kong, on 
all the Indian seas, in Bombay and Calcutta, 
on their way to the interior, American goods |) 


in close competition with the English manufac 


| turer everywhere. We are not an inferior | 
| people; we ought not to be driven from the 


markets of the world in manufactured exports. 


dominion of the seas. 

The Committee of the Whole 
PoLAND took the 
Speaker pro tempore. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, 
one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had agreed to the amendments of the House 
the following 


to the bill of the Senate of 


| title: 


| 


i 


A bill (S. No 
entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the 


poses,’” approved March 3, 1871. 


The message also announced that the Senate 
# joint reso- 


had passed, without amendment, 
lution of the House of the following title: 
A joint resolution ( 


Allow me to inquire what | 


And that man who || 


And 
when that period arrives, once more our grand 
its cotton, and 


rose inform- 
chair as 


724) supplementary to an act 
‘Texas 

Pacific Railroad Company, and to aid in the 
| construction of its road, and for other pur 


H. R. No. 136) appoint- 
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ing commissioners to inquire ana yredations 
upon the frontiers of the State of re *XUS. 
| The message further senuneall that the 
Senate had passed, and requested the con 
currence of the House, in a bill of the follow 
ing title: 

A bill (S. No. 064) to amend an act enti- 
tled ‘* An act to amend the fifth section of an 
/ act entitled ‘An act donating public lands to 
the several States and Territories which m 
| provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture 
i} and the mechanics arts,’ approved July 2, 
| 1862, so as to extend the time within which 
the provisions of said act shall be accepted 
and such colleges established,’ approved July 
23, 1866. 


rARIFF 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its 
session, and proceeded with the consideration 
of the tariff bill. 

Mr. McNEELY addressed the committee. 
His remarks will be published in the Appendix. 

Mr. KELLEY obtained the tloor. 

; Mr. DAWES. Ifthe gentleman from Penu 
‘| sylvania [Mr. Keuiey] will yield to me I will 
move that the committee rise. 

Mr. KELLEY. I yield to the gentle ‘Tan, 

Mr. DAWES. Before my motion is put, | 
desire, if the Chair will indulge me, to make a 
single remark. I observe by examining the 
list at the Speaker’s desk that there are about 
thirty gentlemen who have indicated their 
desire to speak upon this question, and who 
have not yet spoken. It is very evident that 
| unless we husband all our time it will be im 
possible for all these gentlemen to speak within 
the time allowed. [It will not be in the power 
of the majority of the House, as I understand, 
toextend the time. Therefore, | give notice 
that to-morrow [ shall ask that we may have 
an evening session for debate upon the tariff. 

Mr. TAFFE. Not to-morrow night. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from Ne 
braska { Mr. Taree] reminds me that he hasa 
claim upon to-morrow night, with which 1 
cannot very well interfere. But | shall ask 
ithe House to hold a session on Thursday 
| night; and I would like to have one to-night, 

if gentlemen would support me in the request. 
| Lhe motion of Mr. Dawes, that the commit 
tee rise, was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Sco 
FIELD reported that pursuant to the order of 
the House the Committee of the Whole on tie 

| state of the Union had had under consider 
‘ation the state of the Union generaliy, and 
more particularly the bill of the House (No. 
2322) to reduce duties on imports and to 
reduce internal taxes, and for other purposes, 
and had come to no res 


lution thereon 
SUPPRESSION OF INDLAN HOSTILITIES. 
Mr. SARGENT. | hold in my hand acom 
munication from the Secretary of War, very 
exhaustive in its character, upon the question 
of certain Texas claims. A billupon this sub 
ject was referred to the Committee on Ap 
propriations, and we found it impossible, with 
| out appealing to the Secretary of War, 
| at the true facts in reference to the matter. 
Ll think that the printing of this document may 
i save to the Government $200,000 by prevent 
ing ill-advised action upon this question if it 
\| should ever be called up hastily. I move that 
this communication be referred to the Com 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 
Mr. BANKS. 
claims ? 
Mr. SARGENT. 
| for the employment of troops to suppress In 
dian hostilities. 
| analysis of the whole matter, going to show 
wherein this claim is baseless to the amount 
| of $200,000, while it is probably just to the 
extent of >20,000. Upon that question, how 
report. This document 


to gel 


Of what character are these 
They are ante-war claims 


This document embraces an 


| ever, we sball ought 


| to be printed for the information of this Con- 
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gress, or any other that may act upon the ques 
tion: tor this isa chronic claim of some twenty 
years standing 


' ‘ . 
phe motion of wr 


and the 


SARGENT was agreed to: 
referred to the 
and ordered to 


communication was 


Committee on Annpr ypriations, 


be printed 


LAWLESSNESS IN SOUTH CAROLINA 


Mr. POLAND, by unanimons consent, sub 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
referred, under the law. to the Committee on 
Printi 

Feas Tho en lieprese vatirer, the Senate 
ror ring.) That there be printed thirty thousand 

it fther we ofthe President of the United 

le April 10, 15 md the documents accom- 
pany th me, In answer to a resolution ot the 
tl eof J unt 1872, asking all information in 

pos ion upon which he acted in executing the 
power nierred upon him by the third and fourth 
‘ na of the act of Congress approved July 20, 
18 the names of persons who have been arrested 


the number who have confessed, &ec. : 
ten thousand of said copies to be for the use of the 
ut twenty thousand for the use of the 


DONATION TO 


Mr. RITCHIE I ask unanimous consent 
to report irom the jommittee on Publie Lands, 
ion at the present time, a bill which has 
eceived the unanimous approval ot that com- 

It is the bill (H. R. No. 239) author- 
he award to the Vincennes University 


VINCENNES UNIVERSITY. 


mittee 


, no t 
Zing 


and abandoned lands in 


Knox county, Ind ana. 


Of certain vacant 


The bill recites in the preamble that it is | 


alle pe d there are certain pare els of abandoned 
lands in Knox county, Indiana, which are 
covered by old Vincennes donation el:ims, 
which have become abandoned, and to which 
subsisting settle- 
’ owners under confirma 
Che bill therefore provides that it shall 


there is no confirmation or 


ment by individuals as 
tion 
lawful for the Vincennes Univer- 
ity, & Corporation under the 


aud mav be 


existing laws 


of th ite of Indiana, to file in the United 
Si district court for the district of Indiana, 
petiiion deseriptive of such abandoned and 


claimed donations in Knox county in that 
State, ac 
be rehed 


abana 


companied by such testimony as may 
support of the said alleged 
evidence that such list had 


upon 


nmenut, with 


been published for a period of at least three 
nontl n Knox county, and calling on all 
parties (o show cause, if such exist, why such 
tracts or parcels of land should not be declared 
vacan ind thereafter in such cases as the | 
court shall find the tracts to be abandoned 


and wot claimed by any individuals uuder any 
contirmation, it shall have power to render a 
decree act and upon such decree 
being deposited in the General Land Office, 
with av patent certificate from the register of 
the land office at 
hall i 


‘ordingiy, 


Indianap lis, 
patent sue to the Vincennes University 
for the parcels of lands so decreed as aban 
doned awarded to the university. But 
all proceedings in the premises are to be at 
the cost of the university, and the patents so 


and 


issued ure to operate only as a quit claim on 
ihe part of the United States, and are not to 
affect the valid adverse rights of any person, 
should such hereafter be found to exist. 

Mr. AMBLER. 
gentleman reporting this bill whetherthe lands 
to which it refers are unoccupied. 

Mr. RITCHIE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. AMBLER. Entirely unoccupied? 

Mr. RITCHIE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. NIBLACK. These 


county in which I reside. 


lands lie in 
Chey are waste 
lands 
have been unoccupied for seventy or eighty 
years. It is now proposed to try to make 
something out of them, if possible. 

Mr. AMBLER. 
lands, | have no objection. 

Mr. RITCHIE. By the resolution of Au- 
gust 29, 1788, and by the act of March 3, 1791, 
the Governor of the Northwest Territory was 


| desire to inquire of the | 


the | 


If they are unoccupied | 





to certain heads of families in that Territory 
a tract of land not exceeding in each case an 
area of four hundred acres. They were given 
to the heads of families at Vincennes. ‘There 
are four lots, each of one hundred acres, the 
which has never confirmed. 
These it is proposed by this bill to donate to 
the Vincennes University. In other words, we 
propose to give to this university the quit 
claim of the United States to lands. 
There are no adverse claimants. 

Mr. NIBLACK. 
prepared at the General Land Office, and had 
the approbation of the former Commissioner. 

Mr. SARGENT. I understand there are no 
adverse claimants at all. 

Mr. RITCHIE. None at all. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and 


assed. 
I 


title to been 


those 


Mr. RITCHIE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOSEPH W. FOWLKE. 


On motion of Mr. L. MYERS, by unani- 
mous consent, a bill (S. No. 646) to extend 
letters-patent heretofore issued to Joseph W. 
Fowle was taken from the Speaker's table, 
read a first and second 
the Committee on Patents. 


BOARD OF PUBLIC WORKS 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before-the House the following message 
from the President of the United States : 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I have the honor to transmit herewith the annual 
report of the Board of Public Works of the District 
of Columbia, submitted to ine for that purpose by 
the Governor of the Territory, in accordance with 
section thirty-seven of an act to provide a govern- 
ment for the District of Columbia, approved Feb- 


ey * = Stipe i 
OED Thy ieee U.S. GRANT. 
Executive Mansion, Apr 30, 1872. 
lhe message was referred to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, and ordered to 
be printed. 


DEFACED OR DESTROYED BONDS. 


Mr. MAYNARD, by unanimous consent, 
from the Committee of Ways and Means, 
reported back a bill (H. R. No. 2565) to pro- 
vide for the issue of bonds in lieu of defaced 
or destroyed bonds of the United States, with 


| the recommendation that it do pass. 


Indiana, a || 





The bill, which was read, provides that 
whenever it shall appear to the Secretary of 
the Treasury, by clear and unequivocal proof, 
that any interest-bearing bond of the United 
States has, without bad faith upon the part 
of the owner, been destroyed, wholly or in 
part, or so defaced as to impair its value to 
the holder, the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall, under such regulations, and with such 
restrictions as to time and retention for secu- 
rity or otherwise as he may prescribe, issue a 
duplicate of such bond, of the same date, to 
be so marked, and bearing like interest as the 
bond so proved to have been destroyed or 
defaced; provided that the owner of such de- 
stroyed or defaced bond shall surrender the 
same, or so much thereof as may remain, and 
shall file in the Treasury a bond in a penal 
sum equal to the amount of said destroyed or 
defaced bond, and the interest which would 


| acerue thereon until the principal thereof is 
a portion of them wet lands—and they || 


due and payable, with two good and sufficient 
securities, residents of the United States, to 
be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
with condition to indemnify and save harm- 
less the United States from any claim because 
of the said destroyed or defaced bond. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time: and being engrossed, it 
was acccordingly read the third time, and 


vested with full power toset apart and confirm |]. passed. 


' 


Let me say this bill was | 





April 30, 


Mr. MAYNARD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CHIPPEWA RIVER, WISCONSIN. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent 
laid before the House a letter from the Sec 
retary of War, in relation to the Chippewa 
river, Wisconsin; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

FISK UNIVERSITY 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 


| laid before the House a letter from the Secre 


tary of War, in compliance with a request of 
¥ ‘ . > . - . 

the Committee on the Public Lands, in relation 

tothe claim of Fisk University ; which was re 


| ferred to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 


time, and referred to | 


THOMAS NILES. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre 
tary of War, in compliance with a request of 
the Committee of Claims, in reference to the 


| claim of Thomas Niles; which was referred to 


the Committee of Claims. and ordered to be 
printed. 


ARMS FOR MONTANA. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimons consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre 
tary of War, in compliance with a request of 
the Committee on Military Affairs, in relation 
to the transfer of arms to Montana Territory 
which was referred to the Committee on Mili 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

PROFESSORSHIP OF DENTAL SURGERY 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre 
tary of War, in reference to a bill (H. R. No. 
2140) creating a professorship of dental sur 
gery at the United States Military and Naval 
Academies; which was referred to the Com 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed, 

FLORIDA CAVALRY. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, in compliance with the rs 
quest of the Committee on Military Affairs, in 
relation to company E, first regiment Florida 
cavalry; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE AT SOLOMON’S LUMP, 


The SPEAKER also. by unanimous con 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 


| Secretary of the Treasury, in relation to a light 


house at Solomon’s Lump. Kedge’s straits, 
between Tangier sound and Chesapeake bay 
which was reterred to the Committee on Com 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

INDIAN BOUNTY FRAUDS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous cou 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting an est: 
mate of an appropriation to meet expenses 
incurred in the investigation of Indian bounty 
frauds; which was referred to the Committer 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


WATER COMMUNICATION. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous consent. 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre 
tary of War, transmitting the report of the 
arbitrators selected under an act of Congress 
entitled ‘‘An act for the improvement of water 
communication between the Mississippi river 
and Lake Michigan ;’’ which was referred to 
the Coramittee on Commerce. 

BRITISH ‘* COUNTER-CASE.” 

Mr. BANKS. There has been no order 
given for printing the usual number of copies 
of the President’s message, with the British 
‘‘ counter case,’ communicated yesterday. | 
ask that the order may be given. 
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The SPEAKER. 
on the Journal. 
TERRITORIAL BUSINESS. 


Mr. TAFFE. [| ask that by unanimous con- 
sent there be an evening session to-morrow at 
half past seven tor business of the Committee 
on the Territories. It willbe remembered by 
the Chair that an order was made, | think, on 
the 26th of February, setting apart for the 
business of the Committee on the Territories 
a day two weeks from that time. We have 
from time to time given way for public busi- 
ness. 'o-day on an sibaaiaadian of the ori- 
ginal order and the continued orders there ap- 
pears to bea discrepancy betweenthem. There 
was a question whether, as the order stood for 
to-day, it was to the exclusion of all other 
orders. 1 think the language used, both by 





The order will be entered 


the Speaker and myself, when the order was | 


continued will show that it was to the exclu- 
sion of all other orders. But waiving that 
question, I ask that by unanimous consent 
there be a session of the House to-morrow 
evening for the consideration of our reports. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does the committee in- 
tend to bring in any bill to create a new State? 

Mr. TAFFE. It is not the intention ofthe 
committee to do so. 

Mr. RANDALL. On that understanding 
| will make no objection to the gentleman’s 
proposition. 

Mr. DAWES. 1 hope that what the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska [Mr 
be granted. 
ou the Territories does not occupy the whole 
of the evening, I will ask that for the balance 
of the evening the House shall resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the tariff bill. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 


there will be a session of the House to-morrow | 


evening, at half past seven o’clock, to be 
devoted exclusively to reports from the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, unless, at the con 
clusion of their business, there shall be a 
margin of time left for the discussion of the 
tariff. 

There was 
ordered. 

Mr. DAWES. | beg to give notice to gen- 
tlemen who desire to debate the tariff that 
they had better be here to-morrow evening. 

YACHT RED HOT 

Mr. HOLMAN, by unanimous consent, 
from the Committee on Commerce, reported 
back, with the recommendation that it do pass, 
the bill (H. R. No. 2341) to allow the yacht 
Red Hot to take the name of Addie Parker, 
and to be registered under that name. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I would suggest 
that the word *‘ pleasure’’ be inserted in the 
bill before the word ** yacht,’’ so that this case 
may not be used as a precedent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. lIagreetothat. The only 
ebject of the bill is to change the title, which 
in the estimation of the present owner is a 
rather harsh one. 

The bill was accordingly amended by the 
insertion of the word *‘ pleasure”’ 
word ** yacht.’’ 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
— the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OF ELECTION Law. 
On motion of Mr. SLATER, by unanimous 


no objection; and it was so 


consent, the bill (S. No. 798) to amend an act | 


approved February 28, 1871, amending an act 
approved May 31, 1870, entitled ‘‘An act to 
enforce the rights of citizens of the United 
States to vote in the several States of this 
Union, and for other purposes,’’ was taken 


l'arre]} asks will | 
And further, if the Committee 


before the | 


| from the Speaker's table, and read a first and 


| act approved February 28 











ul 


second time. 

Mr. SLATER. lask that the bill be now 
put upon its passage. 

The bill was read. It proposes to amend 
section nineteen of an act to amend an act 
approved May 31, 1870, entitled *‘An act to 
enforce the rights of citizens of the United 
States to vote in the several States of this 
Union, and for other purposes,’’ and amended 
, 1871; so as to read 
as follows: 

Src. 19. That all votes for Representatives in Con- 
gress shall hereatter be by written or printed ballot, 
any law of any State to the contrary notwithstand- 
ing; and all votes received or recorded contrary to 
the provisions of this section shall be of none effect. 

But the section is not to apply to any State 
voting otherwise whose elections for Repre- 
sentatives occur previous to the regular meet- 
ing of its Legislature next after the approval 
of the act. 

The bill 
and it 


was ordered to a third reading; 


was accordingly read the third time, 


| and passed. 


Mr. SLATER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

I'he latter motion was agreed to. 

SIGNAL STATIONS IN VIRGINIA. 

Mr. BRAXTON, by unanimous consent, 
presented joint resolutions of the State of 
Virginia, recommending the establishment of 
siguul stations at Hatteras and other points 
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By Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio: The peti 
tion of Mark Davis, sen., for losses sustained 
during the war of the rebellion. 


By Mr. GETZ: The memorial of Mrs 
Sophia Schimmelpenonig, widow of the late 


General Schimmelpennig, praying an increase 
of pension. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: The petition of J. H. 
Fout, J. L. Fisher, Ph. Jacob Dipper, John 
W. Henry, and 380 others, citizens 
of Madison, Indiaua, for the passage of House 
bill No. 1738; also for the equalization of the 
pensions of Union soldiers otf the 
for land bounties to Union 
settlement. 

Also, the petition of Alexander B. Hoskins 
T. B. Garvey, R. K. Jenks, and 200 others, 
citizens of % lark county, Indiana, praying 
the passage of House bill No. 1738, for an in 
crease of the pensions of wholly disabled and 
partially disabled soldiers. 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: The petition of B 
F. Herrington, Peter Brown, Morgan Bell, 
Thomas Laidley, sen., W. C. Flenmken, and 
117 others, citizens of Greene county, Penn 
sylvania, praying an increase of pensions to 
permanently disabled soldiers of the late Union 
A roy. 

By Mr. PARKER, of New Hampshire: The 


petition of J. K. Pierce and others, 


late war aod 
soldiers without 


asking 


| legislauion in relation to promotions in the 


Army. 
By Mr. SPRAGUE: The petition of 27 sol 
i; diers of the war of the re aioe asking the 


on the coast of Virginia and North Carolina ; 


which were referred to the Committee on 

Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
WITHDRAWAL 

BF, 


OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. MEYERS, leave was 


| granted for the withdrawal of papers in the 


case of Israel Youst. 

On motion of Mr. HARPER, by unanimous 
consent, leave was granted for the withdrawal 
from the files of the House of papers in the 
case of F. W. Swetland, special agent of the 
Cherokees, under the act of July 29, 1840. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was 


granted to Mr. Hissparp for one day. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was 
granted to Mr. Watpron for 
account of a death in his family. 


one week on 


NATIONAL SHA RPSHLOOTER’S ASSOCLATION 

The SPEAKER. Some weeks since the 
House authorized the appointment of a com 
mittee to accept the invitation of the National 
Sharpshooter’s Association who hold a festival 


at Highland, Illinois. The Chair appoints as 
said committe the following gentlemen: Mr. 


Joun B. Hay of Illinois, Mr. 
FinkeL_nsura of Missouri, Mr. 
of Indiana, Mr. S. S. Cox of New York, and 
Mr. Lewis D. CampsBeut of Ohio. 

Mr. DAWES. | move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House 
(at four o’clock and fifty-five minutes p. m.) 
adjourned. 


GUSTAVUS A. 
JOHN COBURN 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and reterred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. ARTHUR: 
Bryan, RK. D. Hobday, C. H. Winter, and 27 
other citizens, growers and dealers in leaf 
tobacco, of the county of Bracken and State 


| of Kentucky, protesting against any advance 


on the present tax upon smoking tobacco, &e. 

By Mr. COBURN: The petitions of soldiers 
and sailors of Newark, Hoboken, Millville, 
and Elizabeth, New Jersey, and of soldiers 
and sailors of Rochester, New Hampshire, 
Camden, New Jersey, and Bridgeport, Con 
necticut, asking a law providing tor industrial | 
bomes for the orphans of soldiers and sailors. 


The petition of Daniel | 


| seems 





equalization of bounties and an increase of 
pensions, and sundry other legislation favorable 
to soldiers and their widows. 

By Mr. STARKWEATHER: 
of John E. Bruce and others, 
passage of House bill No. 17388. 


The petition 
asking the 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, May 1, 1872. 

The House i at 
Prayer by Rev. J. 
sylvania. 

The Journal of yesterday was 
approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
by Mr. Symp 
that the 


o’clock a. m. 
. Fry, of Reading, Penn 


} , 
eleven 


and 


read 


A message from the Senate, 


SON, one of its clerks, announced 


Senate had passed the bill of the House (H 
KR. No. ) repealing the duties on tea and 
coffee, with amendments; in which he was 


directed to ask the concurrence of the House 
DUTIES ON 


Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent 
that that bill be taken up now and considered 
in the House. 

Mr. BURCHARD. 


TEA AND COFFEE 


{| wish to say that it 
desirable that we should act upon this 
bill at once, in order that we may see where 
the other fifty or fifty-nine million dollars of 
reduction may be applied. 

There being no objection, the amendments 
of the Senate were taken up for consideration, 
and were read, as follows: 

Tn line one of the bill strike out “ 
insert “on. 

In lines one and two of the bill strike out ‘tae 
passaxe cf this act,” and insert ‘the lstday of July 
next. 

Add at the end of the bill the following 

And ail tea and coffee which may be in a public 
store or bonded warehouse on the said lst day of 
July shall besubject to no duty upon the entry 
thereof for consumption, and all tea and coffee 
remaining in bonded warehouses on the said lst of 
July, upon which duties shall have been paid, shal! 
be entitled to a refund of the duties paid. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Does it require unan 
imous consent to consider this bill? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair put the ques 
tion to the House, and unanimous consent 


from” and 


|| was granted 


|| Pennsylvania, {| Mr. Ranpa.t. 
l 


Mr. DAWES. 
year ago 


This bill was introduced a« 
last March by the gentleman from 
j It passed the 


House uuder suspension of the rules. It 
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back with no other alteration than is 


necessary from the long time it has been pend- 
mig inthe Senate. The matter is so perfectly 


understood by the House 


iat from Pennesviva 


that unless the gen 
nia, who has the right, 


of course, us the originator of the bill to be | 
heard de res to speak upon it, | will move 
The yer tl aque 110n. 

Mi i ANDALL. | only desire to move 
that the amendments of the Senate be con- 


curred iti 
Mr. DAWES. 


amendments be 


Then I will move that the 
concurred in, and upon that 
demand the previous question. I 
this meas will reduce the 
tween sixteen and seventeen 


question | 


Gon 


may state that ure 
rt ve nue tee 
hou do lurs. 

Mr. WOOD. 
order pending the demand for the previous 
Lion. 


| believe discussion is not in 


que 
: Phe previous question was seconded and the 
main ordered, on concurring 
in the amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I demand the yeas 
and nays upon that question, 

‘The yeas and nays were not ordered, nine 
members voting in the affirmative and sixty- 
five in the negative. 

Mr. STEVENSON, 
the House? 

The SPEAKER. It 
quorum to order or to refuse to order the yeas 
und nays. There must be a quorum, however, 
upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I submit 


question being 


Is there a quorum in 


does not require a 


whether the 
of the Senate at once ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair isunder the im- 
pression that there is substantially one amend- 
ment only 

Mr. MAYNARD. Oh, no; there is a sub- 
sequent provision with reference to tea and 
coflee in bonded warehouses on the Ist of July. 

rhe third amendment of the Senate 
again read, 

The SPEAKER. 
right to have 
ment. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. | IL have no objection 
io taking the vote on all the naan 
together; bat I want the yeas and nays on 
them. 


Mr. 


Any member has the 
a separate vote on this amend- 


RANDALL. Was not the first amend- 
men agreed to—the amendment fixing the 
time when this bill shall go into effect ? 

The SPEAKER. It was; and the ques- 
tion now is on the second amendment, in rela- 
tion to tea and coffee in bond on the Ist of 
July next. 

Mr. STEVENSON. 
to go upon record ? 

Lhe SPEA KER. The 
agreeiny to the second 
Senate. 


Are gentlemen afraid 


question is upon 
amendment of the 


The queshion Was 
ion there 


were—ayes 77, noes 11; no quorum 
vol ing. 
ellers were ordered ; and Mr. STEVENSON 
and Mr. RaNDALL were appointed. 


The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 113, noes 10. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote 
just taken; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be |uid on the table. 

Uhe latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent to 
have taken from the Speaker's table and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor, not to be brought back by a motion to 
reconsider, Senate bill No. 964 to amend an 
act entitled **An act to amend the fifth section 
of an act donating public lands to the sev- 
eral States and Territories which may provide 
colleges for the benefit of agriculture and the 
mechanic aris, approved July 2, 1862, so as 
toextend the time within which the provisions 
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was 





taken ; aud upon a divis- | 





eee 
———— 


of said act shall beaccepted and such colleges 


established,”’ approved July 23, 1866. 

Mr. SHANKS. I object. 

Mr. SYEVENSON. IL call for the regular 
order of business. 

The SPEAKER. 
called for, the morning hour now begins at 
twenty-three minutes past eleven o'clock, and 
reports are in order from the Committee on 


| Indian Affairs. 


PRIVATE CONTRACTS WITH INDIANS 


Mr. SHANKS, from the Committee on [n- 
dian Affairs. reported back, with the recom 
mendation that the same do pass, House bill 
No. 2290, regulating the mode of making 
private contracts with Indians. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 


| be engrossed and read a third time. 


The bill was read. 


The first section provides that hereafter 


no contract or agreement of any kind shall | 


be made by any person with any tribe of 
Indians, or individual Indian or Indians, not 
a citizen of the United States, for the pay- 
ment or delivery of any money, or other thing 
of value, in present or in prospective, or for 
the granting or procuring any privilege to him 
or her, or any other person or persons in 
consideration of services for said Indians rela- 
tive to their lands, or to any claims growing 


out of or in reference to annuities, install- 

| ments, or other moneys, claims, demands, or 
| thing, under laws or treaties with the United 
|| States, or official acts of any officers thereof, 
question can be taken upon all the amendments | 


or in any way connected with or due from the 
United States, unless such contract or agree- 


ment be in writing, and executed and approved | 

| in the manner hereinafter directed. 
The second section provides that all contracts | 

or agreements between such parties and forsuch | 


purposes as named in the first section of this 


‘| act shall be in writing, a duplicate or copy of 


which shall be delivered to each party thereto, 


“ . ‘ | 
as hereinafter provided; that ell such contracts | 


shall be executed before a judge of a court of 


| record and approved in writing thereon by the 
Secretary of the Interior and Commissioner of | 


Indian Affairs; that such contract or agreement 
shall contain the names of all parties in inter- 
est, their residence and occupation ; but those 


| made with a tribe by their tribal authorities, 


the scope of authority and the reason for exer- 
cising that authority shall be given specifically. 
Such contracts or agreements shall state the 


| time when and place where made, the particu- 


lar purpose for which made, the special thing 
or things to be done under it, and, if for the 
collection of money, the basis of the claim, the 
source from which it is to be collected, the 
disposition to be made of it when collected, 
the amount or rate per cent. of the fee in 
all cases, and if any contingent matter or 
condition constitutes a part of the contract or 
agreement it shall be specifically set forth ; 
that all such contracts shall have a fixed lim- 


ited time to run, and shall be invalid unless so | 


limited ; that such contracts shall not be as- 
signable, in whole or in part, unless the names 
of the assignees and their residencesand occu 
pations be entered in writing upon the con- 
tract, and the consent 
the 
Affairs to such assignment be also indorsed 


thereon ; that the judge before whom such || 


contract or agreement is executed shall certify 
officially the time when and place where such 
contract or agreement was executed, and that 
it was in his presence, and who are the in- 
terested parties thereto, as stated to him at 
the time ; the parties present and making the 
same ; the source and extent of authority 
claimed at the time by contracting parties to 
make the contract or agreement, and whether 
made in person or by agent or attorney of 
either party or parties. 

The third section provides that no money 
shall be paid to any agent or attorney by an 


GLOBE. 


The regular order being | 


of the Secretary of 
Interior and the Commissioner of Indian | 





May | 


“ , 


contract or agreement, other than the fees 
him for services rendered thereunder ; 
moneys due the tribe, Indian or ene as 
the case may be, shall be paid by the United 
States through its own officers or deat to the 
party or parties entitled thereto; that no 
money or thing shall be paid to any person 
for services under such contract or agreement. 
until such person shall have first filed with the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs a sworn state 
ment, showing each particular act of service 
under the contract, giving date and fact in 
detail, and the Secretary of the Interior and 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs shal! determ 
| ine therefrom whether, in their judgment, 


due 
but the 


such 


| contract or agreement has been complied with 


or fulfilled; if so, the same may be paid, and 
| if not, it shall be paid in proportion to the 
services rendered under the contract ; that all 
such contracts or agreements hereafter made 
| in violation of the provisions of this act are 
hereby declared null and void, and all money 


‘| or other thing of value paid to any person by 


any Indian or tribe, or any one else for or on 


|| his or their behalf, on account of such service 


_ in excess of the amountapproved by said Com 
missioner and Secretary for such services, may 
be recovered by suit in the name of the Uni 
ted States in any court of the United States, 
regardless of the amount in controversy, one 
half of which shall be paid tothe person suing 
| for the same, and the other half shall be paid 
| into the Treasury of the United States for the 
use of the Indian or tribe by or for whom it 
was paid, and the person so receiving said 
| money, and his aiders and abettors, shall, in 
addition to the forfeiture of said sum, be sub- 
ject to prosecution for misdemeanor in any 
court of the United States, and, on convie- 
tion, shall be fined not less than $1,000, and 
imprisoned not jess than six months, and it 
shall be the duty of all district attorneys of 
the United States to prosecute such cases when 
applied to to do so,and their failure and re- 
fusal shall be ground for their removal from 
office; and any Indian agent or other person 
in the employment of the United States who 
shall, in violation of the provisions of this act, 
advise, sanction, or in any way aid in the 
| making of such contracts or agreements, in 
making such payments as are here prohibited, 
| shall, in addition to the punishment herein 
imposed on the person making said contract 
'or receiving said money, be, on conviction, 
dismissed from the service of the United 
States, and be forever disqualified from ho!d- 
ing any office of profit or trust under the same. 

Mr. SHANKS. I call the previous ques- 
tion. 

The pevious question was seconded and the 
main question ordered ; and under the opera 
tion thereof the bill was ordered to be en- 
| grossed and read a third time; and being 
_ engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. SHANKS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to 

ME-SHIN-GO-ME-SIA. 


Mr. SHANKS, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported back a substitute with 
| amendments for House bill No. 1838, to 
| authorize the circuit court of the United States 
for the district of Indiana to make partition 
of the reservation to Me-shin-go-me-sia, a 
Miami Indian. 

The substitute was read as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed, on written appii- 
cation of the chief of said band being first filed in 
his office, to cause partition to be made of the reser- 
vation in trust for the band of Me-shin-go-me-sia 
of ten sections of land made by the seventh article 
of the treaty between the United States and the 
Miami tribe of Indians, entered into on the 28th day 
ot November, 1840. and by the Senate amendment 
| thereto: and the United States hereby release to 


officer of the United States under any such || said band all right of purchase of said reservation. 
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The expenses of said partition to be paid by said 
hand, and the amount to be deducted by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior from any annuities or other 
moneys due or to become due the several persons to 
whom pi irtition shall be made. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior shall 
ascertain, by name, what persons constituted the 
band of Me-shin-go-me-sia on the 28th day of No- 
vember, A. D. 1840, and then shall proceed to 
make partition of said reserved lands per capita, 
in quantity, to the survivors of said band, and to 
their desee ‘nds ints, and to descendants of those who 
were members of said band at said date, but who 
have since deceased. He shall also include in said 
partition list those persons of Miami blood not of 
caid band, but who bave intermarried with a mem- 
ber of said band, and who may be living at the date 
of said partition. 
the Secretary of the Tnterior is authorized to tuke 
testimony 
to make a record of the same to accompany said 
lists. 

Sec. 3. That in the 
the homes and improvements of the several persons 
entitled under section two of this act shall be set 
apart to the occupants as far as it can be 
justice to all the parties in interest, the corners of 


| 


In making said lists and partition | 


in the vicinity of said reservation, and | 


partition of said reservation | 


done in | 


ithe several tracts to be distinctly marked and wit- | 


nessed, and a record kept thereof and filed in the 


oflice of the Secretary of the Luterior, and certified | 


copies thereof and of the lists somade, as heretofore 
provided, to be forwarded to and filed in the offices 
of the auditors of Grant 


the State of Indiana, where said land lies. The 


Secretary of the Interior shall, so soon as said par- | 


tition is made, cause patents to issue to the several 
persons to whom partition is made under this act, 
conveying in fee to each the tract of land so set 
apart to him or her, which shall entitle the owner 
thereof to the use, occupancy, and control of the 
same against all claims whatsoever: Provided, That 


after the date of partition the said lands shall be- | 


come subject to the laws of descent of the State of 
Indi: _ the same as other lands in said State. 

Sec. 4. That said lands shall never be subject in 
any time to come to any debt contracted, the con- 
sideration of which passed, in whole orin part, prior 
to the date of partition thereof; nor shall said lands 
be subject to levy, sale, forfeiture, or mortgage, nor 
toany lease, fora longer period at any one time than 
three years(to be in writing in all cases) prior to the 
Ist day of January, 1881; nor shall said lands be dis- 
posed of, contracted, or ‘sold by the owners thereof, 
cade orthis partition, prior to the Istday of January, 
1881: Provided, That the same shall be subject to 
taxation as other property under the lawsof the 
State of (ndiana on and after that date. 

Sec. 5. That the members of said band, and their 
descendants, shall become citizens of the United 
States on the Ist of January, 1881. 


he first amendment reported by the com- 
mittee was read, as follows: 


After the word “‘ made,’’ at the end of line fifteen, 
in section one, insert the following: 

Provided, That any costs or expenses made by 
claimants who shall not be found entitled to share 
in said lands shall not be a lien thereon, but shall 
be paid by said claimants, to be retained by said 
Secretary out of any moneys that may be due or 
become due them from the United States: And pro- 
vided further, That if from any cause the chief of 
said band shall fail to make said written applica- 
tion within six months next after the passage of this 
act, any person or persons interested in said lands 
may make the same. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
g 


The second amendment was to strike out of 
section two of the substitute the last sentence, 
and to insert in lieu thereof the following : 


In making said partition lists, the Secretary of the 
Interior is authorized to take or cause to be taken 


such testimony as he may deem necessary with the 


information now on file in his office, to enable him 
to discharge his duties under this act. Such testi- 
mony may be taken before any person authorized 
to take and certify depositions under the laws of the 


State of Indiana, the testimony to be taken on said | 


reservation. 


Mr. SARGENT. Is this partition subject 
to the consent of this band ? 

Mr. SHANKS. It is. 

Mr. SARGENT. How many are there in 
the band? 

Mr. SHANKS. About fifty-two persons. 

Mr. SARGENT. How much funds have 
they in the hands of the Government? 

Mr. SHANKS. Some six installments, the 
last due in 1879. This does not affect the 
funds at all, but relates to the ten sections of 
land granted to them under the treaty of 1844. 

Mr. SARGENT. This provides that the 
expenses of this partition shall be paid out of 
the funds due the tribe. 

Mr. SHANKS. Yes. 

Mr. SARGENT. 
for that purpose now due them ? 
Mr. SHANKS. A plenty. 

Mr. SARGENT. 


and Wabash counties, in | 


There are funds enough | 








| 


\| 


‘| in dispute for nearly forty years. 


| 
template that under this legislation these | 


Indians will become citizens of the United 
States? 

Mr. SHANKS. Ido. I know 
viduals personally, and am acting 
about this matter. 

Mr. SARGENT. 
get under this bill? 

Mr. SHANKS. Ten sections, to be divided 
between fifty-two persons, I believe, who reside 
in the district of my colleague, [Mr. Tyner. ] 

Mr. TYNER. I desire to say to the gentle- 
man from California, [Mr. SarGenr,] who has 
raised some inquiries in reseed to this bill, that 
the land involved, the title of 
settled, embraces ten sections. The aggregate 
amount due from the United States to the Mi- 


the indi- 
advisedly 


How much land do they 


ami Indians of Indiana, numbering about three || 


hundred, is something over two hundred and 
twenty thousand dollars. The fifty-two per- 
sons who are interested in this land constitute 
but one fourth of the aggregate number of 


which is to be | 


those who are to draw this principal at the | 


expiration of about nine years; so that there 
will be over fifty thousand dollars, with ac- 
crued interest, belonging to the fifty-two per 
sons who are interested in this land, to pay 
the expenses of this partition. 

I desire to say, in addition, that the ten see- 


tions of land referred to in the bill are situate | 


in my district, and that this measure is the 
result of an agreement between various claim- 
ants to the land to settle a tithe which has been 


House will not hesitate a moment to pass the | 


bill. 

Mr. RICK, of Illinois. I wish to ask the 
geutleman from Indiana whether this biil and 
the amendments conform to the treaty of 1854 
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NEW YORK INDIAN LANDS IN KANSAS 


Mr. SHANKS also, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, reported wae with an amend- 
ment the bill (H. R. No. 872) to provide for 
the sale of certain New York Indian lands in 
Kansas. 

The bill, which was read, provides that those 
persons, being heads of families or single per 
twenty-one years of age, who have 
made settlement and improvement upon and 
are bona fide claimants of and occupants of, 
either in person or by tenants, the lands in 
Kansas which were allotted to certain New 
York Indians, and for which certificates of 
allotment dated the I4th day of September, 
1860, for three hundred and twenty acres of 
land, each, were issued to thirty-two of those 
Indians, shall be authorized and permitted to 
enter and purchase at the proper land office 
the lands so occupied by them, in tracts not 
exceeding one hundred and sixty acres, ac 
cording to the Government surveys, on paying 
therefor in lawful money of the United States 
$2 50 an acre, and patents shall issue to 
them therefor as in other cases; and the See- 
retary of the Interior shall preseribe such reg 


sons over 


| ulations as may be necessary to carry this act 


and the amendments of the Senate thereto in | 


relation to the disposition of the land and funds 


of the western Miamies? 


Mr. SHANKS. 


The bill has no relation at 


It relates only to the ten sec- 
tions of land ceded by a treaty of November 


| 6, 1838, to Me-to-si-nia, the father of Me-shin- 


| go-me-sia. 


On the death of Me-to-si-nia, Me- 
shin-go-me-sia became chief of this band ; 
by a subsequent treaty of November 28, 1840, 
the same ten sections of land were ceded to 
Me-shin-go-me-sia in trust for his band. 

Mr. RICK, of Illinois. The bill relates only 
to those ten sections? 

Mr. SHANKS. That is all. 

Mr. TYNER. The ten sections of land re- 


| all to the funds of the western Miamies or of the | 
| eastern Miamies. 


and | 


ferred to in this bill are situate in the State 


where are the lands 
of 1854. This is 


of Indiana, not in Kansas, 
referred to in the treaty 


| simply a reservation to a band of the original 


| lation of the treaty of 1848. 


tribe of Miami Indians who reside in Indiana, 
and it is a reservation provided for by stipu 
The stipulations 
of the treaty of 1848 have not been in any way 


| varied by the treaty of 1854. 


Mr. RICE, of Illinois. 
affect the western lands. 

Mr. TYNER. Not in any way. 

The question was taken on agreeing to the 
second amendment of the committee, 


Then this does not 


was agreed to. 


The substitute, as amended, was adopted. 
The bill, as amended, 


engrossed and read a third time; and being 


| engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


| court’ 


time, and passed. 

Mr. SHANKS moved to reconsider 
vote by which the bill was passed ; 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHANKS. I move to amend the title 
of the bill just passed by striking out ‘* circuit 
’ and inserting ‘‘ Secretary of the Inte- 
’ so that the title will read: ‘*A bill to 
the Interior to 


the 


rior ; 
authorize the Secretary of 


| make partition of the reservation to Me-shin- 


Does the gentleman con- |) 


go-me-sia, a Miami Indian.’’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 


and it 


was ordered to be | 


and also | 


| 


| 


| the United States, in trust for and to be 
I hope the || 


| thereof 


into effeet according to the intent thereof, and 
such entries shall be made within one year 
from the time such regulations shall be pro 
mulgated, and the moneys that shall arise from 
such sales shall be paid into the Treasury of 
paid 
to said Indians, holders of said certificates, 
their heirs or legal representatives, upon satis- 
factory proof of their identity to the Secretary 
of the Interior, at any time within two years 
from the passage of this act; and in case such 
proof is not made within the time specified, 
then the proceeds of such sales, or so much 
as shall not have been paid under 
the provisions of this act, shall become a part 
of the public moneys of the United States. 
But any Indian to whom any of the certificates 
was issued, and who is now occupying the 
land allotted thereby, is to be entitled to 
receive a patent therefor. 

The amendment —_—_ by the committee 


| was read, as follows 


and 
oul 


_ In lines fifteen and sixteen, strike out ‘$2 50” 
insert “$3 75;” and in line twenty-six strike 
wo"? and insert “ five.’ 


The amendment was adopted. 


‘The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. SHANKS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ALIENATION OF MIAMI 


Mr. SHANKS, from the same committee, 
reported back a bill (H. R. No. 1841) author- 
izing the removal of restrictions upon the 
alienation of certain Miami Indian lands in 
the State of Kansas, with an amendment. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
Legislature of the State of Kansas is hereby 
authorized to remove the restrictions against 
the liability to leases, alienation, levy, sale, 
execution, and forfeiture of lands in said State, 
patented under and in pursuance of the second 
article of the treaty of June 5, 1854, between 
the Miami Indians and the United States. 

The amendment was read as follows: 

Add to line eight, after the word “’States,”’ the 
following: ; 

And Congress hereby assents to the removal! of such 
restrictions as provided by joint resolution of Kan 
sas, approved March 1, 1572, provided such removul 
shall not be made or ‘take effect as to any of said 
lands while the title thereto remains in the patentce 


of the same, or his or her descendants, not citizens of 
the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time ; and being 
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engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. SHANKS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CATTARAUGUS AND ALLEGANY INDIANS. 


Mr. SHANKS also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 2264) to 
authorize the Cattaraugus and Allegany Indians 
in New York to lease lands and confirm leases, 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Ihe bill, which was read, in the first section 
provides that the Cattaraugus and Allegany 
lndians, located in Cattaraugus county, New 
York, are hereby authorized by a resolution 
of their council, according to their system of 
government, to lease any of their lands for 
village lots in the village of Salamanca, in 
said county, forthe purpose of erecting thereon 
any private residences or business houses ; and 
the above provisions shall also apply to the 
villages of Great Valley and Carrolton, in said 
county, and all leases heretofore made by said 
Indians in council, as aforesaid, are hereby 
confirmed. 

Ihe second section provides that said Indian 
council is hereby authorized, by resolution as 
uforesuid, to designate and set apart to any 
indian of either of said tribes any quantity of 
lund on either of said reservations, not exceed- 
ing filty acres, for agricultural purposes, which 
suid Indian may occupy, improve, and enjoy 
the sume as though he were the owner in fee- 
simple 

The third section provides that any Indian 
in either of said tribes is hereby authorized to 
sell and dispose of his personal property, and 
receive pay therefor, in the same manner as 
any citizen of the State of New York, and main- 
tuin an action therefor in said State courts to 
the same extent as a citizen may; and any 
lndian in the occupancy of his land as afore 
suid is hereby authorized to maintain any 
action in the courts of said State that any cit- 
izen could, for the recovery of his real or per- 
sonal property, or for the recovery of any 
damage done to said property, or to recover 
the value of any personal property wrongfully 
taken from him. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SHANKS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; andalso moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

Ihe latter motion was agreed to. 

KEMOVAL OF KANSAS INDIANS. 


Mr. BURDETT, from the Committe on 
Indian Affairs, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2623) to provide for the removal of the Kan- 
sas tribe of Indians to the Indian territory, 
und to dispose of their lands in Kansas to 
actual settlers only. 

The bill, which was read, in the first section 


provides that the Secretary of the Interior be, || 


und he is hereby, authorized and empowered 
to cause to be appraised and sold so much of 


the lands heretofore owned by the Kansas | 


tribe of Indians, in the State of Kansas, and 
which was ceded to the United States in trust 
in the treaty made by the United States and 
suid Indians, proclaimed November 17, A. D. 
1860, and which remain unsold, in the follow- 
ing manner, namely: the said Secretary shall 
appoint three disinterested and competent 


persons, who shall, after being duly sworn to | 


perform said service faithfully and impartially, 
personally examine and appraise said lands 
by legal subdivisions of one hundred and 
sixty acres or less, separately from the value 
of any improvements on the same, and also 
the value of said improvements, distinguish- 
ing between improvements made by members 
of sald Indian tribe, the United States, and 


Commissioner of Indian Affairs; provided 
that the Secretary of the Interior may, in his 
discretion, set aside any appraisements that 
may be made unu.> the provisions of this 
section, and cause a new appraisement to be 
made. 

The second section provides that each bona 
Jide settler at the time occupying any portion 
of said lands and having made valuable im- 
provements thereon, or the heirs-at-law of such, 
who is a citizen of the United States, or who 
has declared his intention to become such, 
shall be entitled, at any time within one year 
from the approval of said appraisement, to 


purchase, for cash, the land so occupied and || 


improved by him, not to exceed one hundred 
and sixty acres in each case, at the appraised 
value thereof, including the appraised value of 
any improvements which may bave been made 
by the United States or any of said Indians on 
the same, under such rules and regulations as 
the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe. 


The third section provides that all the lands | 


mentioned in the first section of this act now 
occupied by bona fide settlers, as mentioned in 
the second section of this act, remaining unsold 
at the expiration of one year from the approval 
of said appraisement, shall be sold at public 
sale, after due advertisement, to the highest 
bidder for cash, in tracts not exceeding one 
hundred and sixty acres; 
mentioned in the first section of this act which 


shall be unoccupied by bona fde settlers at | 


the date of such appraisement may be sold at 
any time after the approval of said appraise- 


ment, at public sale, after due advertisement, | 


| to the highest bidder for cash, in tracts not 


exceeding one hundred and sixty acres, under 


such rules and regulations as the Secretary of | 


the Interior may prescribe; provided that in 
no case shall any of the lands mentioned in 
this act be sold at less than their appraised 
value; and provided further that the Sec 
retary of the Interior may, in his discretion, 
open any of said lands remaining unsold after 
having been publicly offered to cash entry at 
their appraised value, subject to the rights of 
bona fide settlers as provided for in this act; 


| provided, however, that the proceeds of the 


sale of said lands and improvements, after 
paying the expenses of said appraisement and 


| sale, shall be applied in accordance with the 





provisions of said treaty in the payment of the 
liquidated indebtedness of said Kansas tribe 
ot Indians pro rata as the same shall be 
received, and the excess, if any, shall be dis- 
tributed to the said Indians per capita, in 
money. 

The fourth section provides that if said 
Kansas tribe of Indians shall signify to the 
President of the United States their desire to 
sell their diminished reserve, as indicated in 
said treaty, including lands held in severalty 


and in common, and to remove from the State | 
of Kansas, and shall so agree in such manner | 
as the President may prescribe, the Secretary | 


of the Interior may cause the same to be ap- 
praised in legal subdivisions as hereinbefore 
provided for the appraisement of the so-called 
**trust lands,’’ and sold, in quantities not ex- 
ceeding one hundred and sixty acres, at not 
less than its appraised value, after due notice, 


and all the lands | 


to the highest bidder or bidders, on sealed | 


bids, including improvements of every char 
acter, and no preference shall be given to set- 
tlers on any part of said diminished reserve ; 
and the appraised value of any improvements 
on any part of said diminished reserve, made 
by any member of said tribe, shall be paid to 
him or her in person; and the residue of the 
proceeds of said sales shall belong to said 
tribe in common ; fifty per cent. of which shall 
be placed to their credit on the books of the 
l'reasury, and bear interest at the rate of five 
per cent. per annum, and said interest to be 


| paid to them semi-annually, for the term of 


twenty years, afier which the principal shall 
be paid to the members of said tribe per 


white settlers, and make return thereof to the || capita, and the remaining fifty per cent. of 
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the proceeds of sales, as aforesaid, shal| bo 
used in providing and improving for them new 
homes in the Indian territory, and in’subsjs; 


ing them until they may become self-sustaj,, 


| ing; provided that if any adult member o; 


sald tribe to whom an allotment was assigned 
under the provision of articles one and twy 
of said treaty of November, 1860, shall desir. 
to remain upon the same, such member of 
said tribe shall, upon satisfying the Secretary 
of the Interior of it that he or she is the per 
son to whom such allotment was originally 
assigned, and that he or she since the date of 
such assignment continued to occupy and cu! 
tivate the same, be entitled to demand and 
receive for such allotment a patent in fee 
simple to such land as was patented, which 
shall be exempt from levy, taxation, or sale, 
during the natural life of such Indian. 

Mr. RICE, of Illinois. I ask that the firs: 
two sections of the bill may be again reporied 

The first two sections were again read. 


Mr. COGHLAN. 1 desire to ask the gen 


| tleman who has the bill in charge, why it is 





that these lands are taken from under the op 
eration of the preémption law; why it is 
sought to have them sold at private sale? [1 
seems to me a very bad rule, unless some 
reason exists for it of which I am not aware 
Mr. BURDETT. In reply tothe gentleman 
from California, [ Mr. CoGauan, } | will say that 
these are not the lands of the United State 
They are Indian lands. By the treaty of 1859 
they were confirmed as a part of the reserv: 
tion to the Kansas tribe. But by that treaty 
this portion of the lands, specified in the firs! 
and second sections of the bill, was set apart 
in trust for the United States to be sold tor 
the liquidation of certain indebtedness whicl 
had accrued against the Indians, and as being 


_a larger amount of land than was necessary 


for the use of the Indians. They are there 
fore not the lands of the United States, and 
the preémption and homestead laws of the 
United States accordingly do notapply. They 
are held in trust by the United States unde: 
the treaty for the sole purpose of sale for the 
benefit of the Indians. ‘Therefore, in prepar 


| ing a bill providing for their sale, it has oi 


course been proper and necessary to see that 
the Indian obtains the best rights which can 
possibly be obtained for him. 

Mr. COGHLAN. Ifthe gentleman will pe: 
mit me, | desire to ask another question. ‘I'his 
bill gives the settlers on the land the right to 
purchase it. In what manner have they the 
right to purchase it now? Have they not the 
right under the preémption laws? 

Mr. BURDETT. There is no right to pu 
chase whatever until the passage of this bill. 

Mr. COGHLAN. Under this bill, for one 
or two years, those who are the actual settlers 
have the preference in buying. 

Mr. BURDETT. They have the right to 
purchase if they are willing to give the value 
of the lands. 

air. COGHLAN. 
laws { 

Mr. BURDETT. The preémption laws do 
uot and cannot attach to this at all. 

Mr. SARGENT. I would like to ask the 
genuleman from Mississippi (Mr. Burperr] 
whether itis not better for the Indians, and 
whether it will not bring more money, to have 
these lands put up to competition, rather than 
that they shall be disposed of by private sale. 

Mr. BURDETT. If the gentleman from 
California asks my opinion upon that question, 
I will say to him that in my judgment the 
answer should be, ‘‘No.’’ I think there is suth 
cient knowledge among the gentlemen of this 
House as to the operation of land sales upon 
the border to make them aware that very 
often, and almost always, such combinatious 
are formed as that it is impossible that large 


Under the preémption 


| tracts of land shall go beyond a certain figur: 


Mr. SARGENT. The experiment was tried 
in Wisconsiu for the first time last year. A 
bill was passed which provided that saleu 
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should be by open competition and in limited 
quantities upon the ground; and I am in- 


formed by authority that the land brought | 


over fifty per cent. above the appraisement, 
which was a very fair premium. 

Mr. CONGER. 
very valuable lands, and there was great 
competition. 

Mr. BURDETT. As to that matter, it is 
proper to say that provision for purchase at 
the appraisement is only made in aid and for 
the benefit of the actual bona fide settlers upon 
the land. 


sold, on sealed bids, to the highest bidder. 
Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. 
to ask the gentleman a question. 


less than its appraised value? 

Mr. BURDETT. 
two sections. It is amply provided for. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. That is 
right. 

Mr. BURDETT. 


that neither at private sale nor on sealed bid 


shall the land be sold at less than its appraised | 


value. 

Mr. SARGENT. 
the bill. 

Mr. BURDETT. I now calli the previ us 
question upon the bill. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading; and being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. BURDETT moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 


I have no objection to 


Enrolled Bills, reported that the committee | 


had examined and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the following tithe; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 


A bill (H. R. No. 174) repealing the duty | 


on tea and coffee. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan, from the same 
committee, reported that the committee had 
examined and found truly enrolled a bill of 
the following title; when the Speaker signed 
the same: 

A bill (S. No. 724) supplementary to an act 
entitled ‘*An act to incorporate the Texas 
Pacific Railroad Company, and to aid in the 
construction of its road, and for other pur- 
poses,’’ approved March 3, 1871. 


REMOVAL OF THE FLATHEAD INDIANS. 


Mr. BURDETT also, from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2624) to provide for the removal of the Flat- 
head and other Indians from the Bitter Root 
valley, in the Territory of Montana; which 
was read a first and second time. 
ae PEE 8 I call for the reading of 
the bill. 


The bill was read, and is as follows: 


A bill to provide for the removal of the Flathead | 
and other Indians from the Bitter Root valley, in | 


the Territory of Montana. 


_Be it enacted by the Senateand House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
bled, That it shall be the duty of the President, as 


800n as practicable, toremove the Flathead Indians, || 


(whether of full or mixed bloods,) and all other In- 


lans Connected with said tribe and recognized as | 
members thereof, trom the Bitter Root valley, in | 


the Territory of Montana, to the general reservation 


in said Territory, (commonly known as the Jocko | 


reservation,) which, by a treaty concluded at Hell 
Gate, in the Bitter Root valley, July 16, 1855, and 
ratified by the Senate March 8, 1859, between the 

nited States and the confederated tribes of Fiat- 


1ead, Kootenai, and Pend d’Oreille Indians, was | 


Set apart and reserved for the use and occupation 
of said confederated tribes; and to defray the ex- 
penses of said removal, and to aidin thesubsistence 
of said Indians during the first year, there shall be 
expended, under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior, a sum not exceeding $5,000, whenever 


42p Cone. 2p Szess.— No. 185. 


Those were pine lands, | 


As to all the balance of the lands, || 
provision is made in the bill that they shall be | 


I desire | 
Does the | 
bill provide that this land shall not be sold for | 


That is provided for in | 


It is distinctly provided | 


|} an appropriation shall be made for that purpose, | 


the same to be reimbursed to the United States as 
hereinafter provided. 

Sec. 2. That as soon as practicable after the pas- 
sage of this act, the surveyor general of Montana 
Territory shall cause to be surveyed, as other public 
lands of the United States are surveyed, the lands 
in the Bitter Creek valley lying above the Lo-Lo 
fork of the Bitter Root river, and said lands shall 
be open to settlement and shall be sold in legal sub- 
divisions to actual settlers only, the same bein 
citizens of the United States or having duly Sedlaned 
their intention to become such citizens, said settlers 
being heads of families or over twenty-one years 
| of age, in quantities not exceeding one hundred 
and sixty acres to each settler, at the price of $1 2% 
per acre, 


| or of the passage of this act. The sixteenth and 
thirty-sixth sections of said lands shall be reserved 
for school purposes in the manner provided by 
law. ‘Town sites in said valley may be reserved 
and entered as provided by law: Provided, That 
no more than fifteen townships of the lands so sur- 
veyed shall be deemed to be subject to the pro- 





of the lands in said valley above the Lo-Lo fork 
shall be open to settlement under the homestead 
and preémption laws of the United States. An ae- 
count shall be kept by the Secretary of the Interior 
of the proceeds of said land, and out of the first 
moneys arising therefrom there shall be reserved 
and set apart for the use of said Indians the sum of 
$100,000, to be by the President expended in annual 
installments in such manner as in his judgment 
shall be for the best good of said Indians; but no 
more than $5,000 shall be expended in any one year. 

Sec. 3. Any of said Indians, being the bead of a 


passage of this act be actually residing upon and 
cultivating any portion of said lands, shall be per- 
mitted to remain in said valley, and preémpt without 
cost the land so occupied and cultivated, not ex- 
ceeding in amount one hundred and sixty acres: 
Provided, Thatsuch [Indian shall, prior to August 1, 


Montana Territory that he abandons his tribal rela- 
tions with said tribe, and intends to remain in said 
valley. : ; 

Sec. 4. That_any actual settler in said valley, 
above the Lo-Lo fork, who shall come within the 
| provisions of the act of Congress of September 27, 
| 1850, entitled “*An act to create the office of sur- 
veyor general of the public lands in Oregon, and to 
provide for the survey, and to make donations to 
settlers of the said public lands,” and the acts 
amendatory thereof, shall be permitted to establish 
such fact in the land office in the said Territory of 
Montana, and upon proof of compliance with the 
provisions of said act or acts, shall be permitted to 
| obtain title in the manner provided therein to such 
quantity of land as he may be entitled to under the 
same. All disputes as to title to any Jands men- 
tioned in this act shall be decided according to the 
rules governing the decision of disputes in ordinary 
cases under the preémption laws of the United 
States. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lhope the gentleman will 
strike out that part of the bill which relates to 
| preémption. 

Mr. SARGENT. This bill has not been 
printed. It came in originally as a written 
substitute for another bill. My impression 1s 
that some provisions of the bill are not safe. 
I wish gentlemen would allow the bill to be 
printed and let it come up to morrow. I 
would like to have an opportunity to examine 
it. We have legislated upon this subject in 
the deficiency bill, and | want to see whether 
| any portion of this bill contradicts that legis- 

lation. 

Mr. SHANKS. Has any arrangement been 
made for the printing of this bill? 

Mr. SARGENT. It has not been printed, 

Mr. BURDETT. I suggest that it be also 
printed in the Globe. 

There was no objection; and it was so 
ordered. 

Mr. BURDETT. I have no objection to 
the postponement of the bill if it will not lose 
its place. 

Mr. SARGENT. The morning hour will 
expire in about two minutes, and the bill wiil 
keep its place and come up to-morrow in the 
morning hour. It is impossible for us to 
understand what objection there may be made 
to the bill from merely hearing it read at 
the Clerk’s desk. I suggest that the House 
go into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union now, instead of waiting two min- 
utes, at the end of which the morning hour 
will expire. 
| The SPEAKER. The Chair will entertain 
| a motion to go into Committee of the Whole 
|| on the tariff. 








visions of this act: And provided further. That none | 


| family or twenty-one years of age, who shall at the | 
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payment to be made in cash within | 
twenty-one months from the date of settlement | 





1872, notify the superintendent of Indian affairs for | 


Mr. DAWES. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union to consider the tariff bill. 

DEFICIENCY BILL 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to ask 
consent that if the deficiency bill comes over 
from the Senate it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed, the amendments being numbered. 

rhe SPEAKER. The Chair will put that 
question to the House when the bill comes 
over. It is not here yet. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I want to have 
it printed by to-morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gen 
tleman cannot be received unti! 
brought over here. 

TARIFF. 

The motion of Mr. Dawes was agreed to; 
and the House accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Scorreup in the chair!) and re 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 2322) to reduce duties on imports and to 
reduce internal taxes, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Ke_Ley] is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. DAWES. Lask the gentleman to yield 
to me for a moment. 

Mr. KELLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. It will be remembered that 
on yesterday | had a colloquy with the gen- 
| tleman from New York, [Mr. Brooks,] and 
found some difficulty in obtaining from him 


the bili is 





an answer toa question which I propounded 
to him. J could only get that answer by my- 
self promising to answer a question which he 
| putto me. The answer which [| gave is in 
the Daily Globe of this morning; but the 
answer which the gentleman from New York 
| [Mr. Brooks] gave to me has some how or 
other dropped out of the Globe. L suppose it 
was because it was not caught by the reporter. 
I call attention tothis fact, in justice to the gen- 
tleman from New York, for | know he would not 
like tostand in the Globe as having promised to 
give, and then afier having got the coasideration 
failed to keep his promise. I| know it is the 
fault of the reporters, and therefore [ make 
this statement in justice to the gentleman. | 
understood the gentleman’s answer to be that 
he intended to ** vote for the bill in the main,’’ 
but I see the reporter did not catch it, 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. ‘Thatis what 
I said. 

Mr. KELLEY addressed the committee in 
remarks which will appear in the Appendix. 

Mr. WAKEMAN. In the few moments I 
have left of my time I shall speak in favor of 
| an interest second to none, | believe, in the 

world. I would observe that but for it the 

spindles of New England and the fire in the 
| forges of Pennsylvania would stop and go out 

| protest against the majority bill on this 
account: that it reduces the tariff on wool 
twenty per cent. The western part of the 
State of New York, which I have the honor 
in part to represent, is largely interested in 
wool-growing. On account of the 
some years ago destroying the wheat crops 
which produced the Genessee brand, the farm- 
ers in that section turned their aitention to 
growing wool, and they are largely interected 
now in fine wool growing. I submit that to 
strike off twenty per cent. at once would be to 
| do that interest a great injustice. 

1 am not here, sir, to speak in behalf of a 
merely local interest, for 1 claim that in every 
industry upon American soil we are all inter 
| ested. I have nosympathy with the men who 
| speak of the interest of Pennsylvania as simply 
the interests of a locality. | claim that they 
are the interests of the United States of Amer- 
| ica. When gentlemen make a fling at New 
England in connection with her manufactures, 
I wish to raise my voice and say that it is | 
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the manufacturers upon American soil who 
eren heir products by the labor of Ameri 
( r ves, and Carry on their Operations 


avr culture all the 
| 





! ! it ! i country will ulti 
mints i i war. Agriculture is like theeor 
er-stone ot a great agricultural edifice, and 
! hould be ruck down the other interests 
of the country must of necessity go into bank- 
ruptey When the farmer, sir, raises a good 
crop and gets a good price for it he can pay 
thie thores ho pertorms his labor; he can 
iy also tl rechanie and the country mer 
clint 1 the « try merchant in turn pays 
tor; aad thus the money 1s ever 
may rt it and flowing between the rural 
\ e country and its great commercial 
nit Vhen he has a short erop, or prices 
i Cannot pay his me thanic, his 
merchant, his laborers, and the result is that 
he country merchant has to apply for an ex 
tension of time, and if it is not given to him 
he of necessity goes into bankruptey. So that, 
in polut of fact, the prosperity of the farmer 
is the prosperity of the city of New York. I 
homy colleagues from the cily of New York 
could realize this to its fullest extent. kor 


ii vou strike down the interests of the west 


ern farmers you reduce the merchants of the 
City lo bankruptey ; but allow them to have 
is fair a chance as other producers have, and 
they will add to your wealth and the greatness 
{ h ciy 
Why, sir, we hear a great deal about pro- 
tection, A great deal is said about the iron 
interest of Peunsylvania. Look at the prin- 
ciple fora moment. Go to a mountain gorge, 
what is the ore there worth before it is 
iuanufactured into pigs or bars of irou? If 
you analyze it you will see that a very small 
portion of its value is the iron ore. Its chief 


muscle which the 
have expended upon its production, 
and in addition to this those laborers have 
When it is once 
taken from the side of the mountain, that 
which gives it worth is the labor bestowed 
profits and gives 


Vabille 1s made up ol the 


’ 
Mabores 


nade & market atl home. 


wh ( ly mcreases his 
family. 
Sir, | have not time, of course, in the short 
time that remains to me, to go into the details 
What I wish to say is that I 
interest 
1 know it has been 
tid, and said here upon this floor, that it has 


Hon it, 


hiut Dread for his 


+ 


ot this matter, 
aim not in favor of protecting one 


pecially against another. 


Now, sir, I do not speak in the interest of 
one section as against another. Let us look 
at the question as Americans, not as Penn- 
New Yorkers, or as Southern- 
ers, Or as western men, but in the interest 
of our common country. Let us stand by our 
own country against foreigners, whether they 
are competing with us in selling their goods 
or anything else. 

When we had our trouble with the South, if 
they had had manufacturing interests such as 
we had at the North they would have given us 
much more trouble than they did. Now,what 
I wish to say is, that lam not in favor of a 
high protective policy so much, but am in 
favor of placing on the free list articles of 
necessity which every man uses, whether he 
be rich or poor, high or low, black or white. 

Take the articles of tea, coffee, spices, Xe. 
Every dollar that we may levy on them must 
of necessity be added to the price of the arti 
cle. You can reach the poor man, you can 
reach the rich man, everybody that uses those 
articles, by taking off the duty from all such 
articles as we do not produce. And I hope it 
will be done; I hope that the bill introduced 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr 
Keiky] will be substituted for the other, and 
that we shall amend it in such a way as to be 
satisfactory to a majority of this House, and | 
should hope to the whole country. 

Mr. Chairman, the action of the House this 
morning in taking the duty off tea and coffee 
has made quite a difference in reference to the 
amount of revenue we are to raise from im- 
ports. I would not tax an article especially 
for the purpose of protection. But I would 
lay the duty in such a way that incidentally of 
itself it would protect American agriculture 
and manufacturers. Allow me to ask a single 
question of my friends here. The present 
tariff substantially was put on for the purpose 
of raising revenue. The idea was that we 
must raise a revenue on everything, for the 
purpose of sustaining the war and paying off 
our war debt. When this present tariff was 
originally passed during the war, (I acknowl- 
edge that it has been reduced some since, ) it 


sylvanians, ¢ 


| was made for the purpose of raising revenue 
on everything, without any reference particu 


| that is able to stand as we do, 


crushed out the poor man, while the coat 
on bis back and the knife and fork which he | 
uses are taxed. But, sir, by sustaining manu- 


factories the manutacturers employ laborers, 
aud by sustaining the 
thor: and so itis in any branch of inuxstry, 
necessarily be employed. Strike 
down that branch of industry, and in a short 
time foreign competitors would come in and 
flood the market with their goods, and when 
once they have driven out the American man- 
ieturer they would establish their own prices. 
But, sir, | must hurry on to another point. 
| trust that before long we shall resume specie 
payments. What would be the result of that 
measure if we do not manufacture to such an 
extent as keep the balance of exchanges 
on our own side? How often do we read in 
the New York papers that such a steamer 
viled to-day taking out 350,000 in specie, and 
inother one will sail to-morrow, and will take 
out $1,000,000, Why is this? It is because 
we lmport more than we export, aud the balance 
against us is to be paid in goldand silver. Sus- 
tain American industry and we shall export 
more than we import, and the balance will 
then be in our favor, so that our banking in- 
stitutions can go on healthfully. 
very important point, and | hope the time will 
speedily come when we shall compel the banks 
to resume specie payment, but at the same 
time we must protect our own industry, so that 
the balance of trade shall be in our favor. 


habor hh 


farmer he must hire | 


larly to American industry and its protection. 
What has been the result? Let me ask gen- 
tlemen everywhere throughout the length and 
breadth of this land, where is the nation to-day 
with a debt 
upon us, and so prosperous and happy as we 
are in five years after the close of the war? 
What has produced this condition of things? 
I do not say it is the tariff, but Ido say that 
during all this time American industry has 
been protected, and the people have been pros- 


| perous and happy under the circumstances, 


‘| know 


and if the tariff has not done it, then | donot 
what has; at least that is where we 
stand to-day. 


of American industry, and it will be for the 
benefit of all classes. I would not tax one 
article, | would not make my friend here pay 


/a tax, without giving back something that 


| that is what we 


would be a benefit. If we strike down one 
branch of industry the operatives now em- 
ployed in that branch will have to resort to 
something else for a livelihood; perhaps go 


west of the Mississippi, or in some of the great 


western States and engage in agricultural pur- 
suits. There should bea fair division between 
capital and labor, and a fair division of labor ; 
want, and keep the balance of 
trade in our favor with the rest of the world. 
If that is done we will get on well in spite of 
ourselves. For the last five years we have 


| prospered in spiteof ourselves ; we have prose- 
cuted a war successfully; we are now paying | 


This is a! 


i 


| 


off our war debt. And if we continue to fos- 
ter American capital and industry as we should 
do, we will be able to compete with the world; 
there can hardly be any doubt of that. 

Now a word or two more for the farmer. 
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One important fact is that the farmer is now 
raising wool in western New York. I locate 
it there for the purpose of illustrating my ar 
gument. Wool-growing fills a vacuum there. 
Formerly we had our market in the fall of the 
year, when we sold our corn and wheat; and 
then we had to go another year before we had 
nother market. But since our farmers have 
turned their attention to raising wool, we have 
a market for wool in July and August, and are 
thus able to obtain money before the fal! 
market, which soon passes to the great com- 
mercial center, the city of New York. With 
that the farmer is prosperous; every one js 
prosperous; every branch of industry is sus- 
tained, and the laboring man, as well as the 
man who owns the farm, feels and knows that 
he is better off. 

When you talk to the laboring man et 
the tax on his coat, he may turn around | 
say, as the man of old said. ‘* Whereas I was 
blind, now I see,’’ and say, ‘* Whereas I could 
not formerly clothe my children, I can now do 
‘are going toa free school.’’ You 
may confound him with arguments about 
the tariff; he may not be able to understand 
them. So it was with the poor man of old, 
who could not answer the questions put to 
him by the Pharisees, yet who said, *‘ One 
thing | know; that whereas I was blind, now | 
see.’ So with the poor man in this country, 
he can say, **One thing I know: whereas | 
formerly received so much for my labor, | 
now get more; whereas | formerly could not 
clothe my children properly, | can now do so 
and send them to school free; for my rich 
neighbor pays for that as well as 1.’ 

It seems to me that gentlemen make a great 
mistake in their arguments. Facts and figures 
will tell. I remember once hearing of a law- 
suit in which proof was made that the wate: 
of a spring ran up hill. Now, everybody knew 
that in point of fact that could not be true, 
because water will find its level. Yet accordin» 
to the evidence, if you consider that alone, th, 
proof was that the water from the spring ran 
up hill. But when we reflect for a moment, 
that water will find its level, we know it can- 
not be so. So it is in reference to the tariff, 
which is complained of as destroying all the 
interests of the country, and especially those 
of the poor man. I hope that we shall pro- 
tect, not only the interests of the farmer, bui 
those of the mechanic, the iron-monger, the 
worker in every branch of industry, and i 
every part of our common country, remem 
bering that this is one country once more, and 
as we trust, is to continue so forever. 

Mr. STEVENSON addressed the committee 
in remarks which will be published in the 
Appendix. 

Mr. CONNER. Mr. Chairman, with refer- 
ence to the very important bill now submitted 
for the consideration of this House, a few 


|| general views suggest themselves before enter- 
Now, if we can, let us stand by all branches 


| ions. 


/our constituents are always 


ing into any specific examination of its provis- 
It should never be forgotten by national 
legislators that the taxing powers intrusted to 
them by the people are only a part of all 
those necessary to be exercised in the public 
welfare. The States and municipalities exer- 
cise the most numerous functions in our com- 
plicated system of government, and neces- 

sarily cost the most money to the people, so 
that whatever burdens we may impose upon 
superimposed 
burdens, the State and local taxes lying ever 


| solidly beneath. 


‘The amount of taxation levied and collected 


|| by the State, county, and municipal govern- 
| ments of the country is no less than $300.- 


000,000 per annum. These taxes, though 
chiefly predicated, are calculated in the first 
instance upon real estate, and, levied upon the 
owners thereof, have, through the connection 
of rents, wages, prices, interest, profits, and 
other agencies, distributed themselves through: 
out all classes of society, so that ultimately 
they are sustained by all the citizens of the 
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States, whether owners of real estate or not, 
or whether residents of the locality where they 
are first imposed or not. Though without 
doubt in many instances wastefully and ex- 
travagantly, and in some cases, as in New 
York city, South Carolina, and my own State 
of Texas, dishonestly expended and dissipated, 
the revenues thus obtained are nevertheless 
largely returned to the people in the form of 
needful public improvements, such as roads, 
streets, bridges, lamps, aqueducts, sewers, Xc., 
and in the protection to life, limb, and prop- 
erty, the preservation of the public health, the 
education of youth, and the care of the help- 
less, afforded by the local constabularies or 
police, the courts of law, (which, with certain 


notable exceptions, are generally impartially | 


audministered,) by prisons, offices of record, 
hospitals, infirmaries, colleges, schools, asy- 
lums, alms-houses, and other institutions of 
the State, county, and municipal governments. 

Now, on the top of all this comes the 
£400,000,000 of taxes imposed by this Federal 
Government, imposed as customs duties, 
mainly upon the importation of grain, gro- 


ceries, clothing, crockery, glass, liquors, to- | 


bacco, carpets, hardware, and the materials 
that enter into the same ; and imposed in the 
form of internal taxes, mainly upon the trans- 
actions of banks, insurance companies, and 
railroads; upon the incomes of individuals and 
corporations, and upon the domestic produc- 
tions of liquors and tobacco. 

So long as the Federal Government has to 
raise any revenues at all some of these taxes 
are unavoidable; and the least objectionable, 
such as the income tax and the taxes upon 
banks and other large corporations, should, in 
iny humble view, be preferred. 
this consideration aside, and pursuing the gen- 
eral tenor of my previous remarks, it must not 
be forgotten that no matter upon what incident 
of industrial activity; or any other incident 
you put a tax, it is still a tax, and somebody 
has to pay it, and that somebody will get it 


back if he canin the prices of the things he | 
supplies to the public, whether merchandise, | 


money, labor, or thought. In this way bar- 

gain and sale, remanufacture, freight, wages, 

tees, emoluments, commissions, consumption, 
’ 


interest, fares, and charges, and prices of all | 
sorts become active agents for the general | 


diffusion of the tax, until in the end it bears 
upon all. 

We have seen what the people get for the 
$500,000,000 of State and local taxes imposed 
upon them; now let us see what they get for 
the $400,000,000 of Federal taxes for the im- 
position of which this House is mainly respons- 
ible. So far, these burdens have been submit- 
ted to by the people without a murmur, because 
it was believed that they were necessary in 
order to pay off that legacy of indebtedness 
left by the war and not embraced in the 
bonds or other written obligations of the Gov- 
ernment; to pay the interest on such other 
obligations and on the bonds; to maintain the 
war and navy organizations upon a peace foot- 


ing; to pay pensions; to defray the expenses | 


of the Post Office and Indian Departments, 
and to maintain the expense of foreign inter- 
course and the civil service. 

But a portion of these expenditures are no 


longer needful at all, while the remainder | 


inay be reduced without detriment to the pub- 
lic service, and to the great relief of the people 
generally, not only in the agricultural States, 
where they are most heavily felt, but in the 
commercialand mechanical States, where they 
ure chiefly imposed in the first instance. The 
open debt left by the war is paid off; the 
bounties are discharged ; and, as related tothe 
necessary cost of Government, little now re- 
mains of the war, which it should be remem 
bered ceased fully seven years ago, besides 
the interest on the public deb‘ and the sala 
ries of officials, now greatly exceeding in 
number the requirements of a time of peace. 


After making every allowance for the growth || 


But, setting || 


of the nation and its requirements, and for 
the enhancement of prices during the past 
twelve years, a comparison of the cost of the 
Government now and before the war reveals 
the fact that the are now enorm- 
ously swollen, and are susceptible of material 
reduction. 

In 1865, immediately after the close of the 
war, a policy was inaugurated in reference to 
the public debt, which has been adhered to 
up to the present time, involving, in addition 
to the heavy expenditure already alluded to, 
a payment of a sum toward its liquidation 
averaging $100,000,000 per annum in gold, 
or nearly its equivalent. 

No other measures designed to liquidate or 
lighten the public debt bave been pursued 
beyond this single one of paying off a portion 
of it from time to time. While in the pursuit 
of this one, some of the most important meas 
ures of public policy intimately connected 
with the bill now under consideration have 
been lett out of view. 

I do not purpose to question the motives of 
the authors or abettors of this debt-paying 
policy, northe amount of benefit ithas wrought 
tor the country in attesting the resolution of 
the people to recognize in good faith the obli- 
gations of debt they entered into in a time of 
peril. But that this policy is now fraught with 
the most calamitous consequences and should 
be abandoned forthwith I think needs but lit- 

| tle proof. Its pursuit has demanded the impo- 
sition of heavy taxes, both customs and excise; 
it has opened the door to official overhaste, 
carelessness, extravagance, unscrupulousness, 
and dishonesty; it has occasioned the gross 
neglect of deliberation and economy in the 
management of public affairs; it has artifi- 
cially and unwholesomely enhanced the prices 
of commodities and labor, and perverted and 
| overturned the natural relations that previ- 
| ously existed between them; it has heightened 


expenses 


the cost of insurance, and it hasraised the rate | 


been and was before the war, when the United 
States sixes bore a premium in gold of twenty- 
five per cent., and through these means it has 
defeated the very object sought to be accom- 


public credit. 

The proposition was to fund the Govern- 
ment bonds at lower rates of interest by call- 
ing in a part of them with the proceeds of 
heavy taxation; but heavy taxation, by rais 
ing, as it necessarily does, the rate of interest 


success. ‘lhe five-twenties are no higher now 
than they were in 1865, when this policy was 
first enforced. It is like a man trying to hoist 
himself up by his breeches-band. The law 
of ‘reciprocal forces’’ will not permit him 
to do it. ‘The whole thing arises from a mis- 





whereby it may be improved. 

Public credit is not, like individual credit, 
founded upon a comparison of the assets and 
liabilities of the debtor. If you desire to 
measure the strength of a bank, an insurance 
company, oran individual, you naturally inquire 


has to pay it with, 
greater his assets the better, his credit, moral 
character, future projects, and other consider- 
ations of like nature being equal. 
not the case with a Government, and particu- 
larly a Government like ours, because in the 
case of great, powerful nations, free from the 


compared with the utmost possible liability 
which the wealth or inclination of their cred- 
itors might render possible, are practically illim- 
itable. 

In point of fact they possess little or no 
assets at all; afew public buildings, a few ships 
of war, some war material, a few tons of red 
tape, or even a few million acres of wild lands, 
counting as nothing in the scale of a great 


of interest for money above what it would have | 


plished by the policy of which it formed a || 
necessary part, namely, enhancement of the || 


But this is | 
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national debt. Governments do not depend 
upou their assets to enable them to discharge 
their obligations, but upon the hold they pos- 
sess on the interests, abilities, and affections 
of the population whose affairs they admin- 
ister. Lt is upon the virtueand freedom of its 
people, and the spirit of its laws, the healthful 
regulation and activity of its social mechanism, 
and its own wisdom, impartiality, aud economy 
that the eredit of a Goverument should be 
based, and not upon the mere amount, large 
or small, of its indebtedness. In countries 
thus happily bestowed the rate of interest for 
money isever low, and the credit of the Gov- 
ernment higher, whether its national debt be 
great or little in amount; while in countries 
whose policy is at variance with its people, 
whose institutions are not in accordance with 
their 
them, whose taxes are capricious or oppress 
ive, whose affairs are loosely or unwisely 
administered, and more than all, whose ex 
penditures are wasteful, uneconomical, or 
excessive, no matter how little they may 
owe, life aud property are insecure, the rate of 
interest for money is high, and the credit of 
Government lies groveling in the dust. 

In order to share the advantages in this 
respect now enjoyed by England, where, 
although her territory, population, and re 
sources are smaller, and her national debt 
greater than ours, yet where the credit of the 
Government stands infinitely higher than our 
own; in order to share the advantages in this 
respect now enjoyed by Holland, Belgium, 


genius, whose laws harass and annoy 


| Switzerland, and other countries; in order to 


| for money, has proved an effectual bar to its | 


apprehension of public credit and the means | 


place our credit even as high as that of the 
States of Massachusetts, New York, and many 
others within our own borders, the policy of 
paying off the debt must be abandoned, and 
lower rates of interest sought through the 
more ethcacious means of retrenchment in the 
expenditures of Government, and the relin- 
quishment of the inordinate taxation which it 
now imposes upon the people. And, | for one, 
am for such relinquishment without regard 
either to the doctrines of protection or iree 
trade. 

The question of all questions in relation to 
this bill is, does it retrench? And if so, how 
much, and how much, if any, beyond that 
natural increase which any given rate of im 
post or tax will work in a growing country ? 

Next comes the question whether or not the 
reduction is made, as it should be, simply in 


| the interest of reduction, or is it made, as 


reductions are often made, merely to alter 
the relative weight of imposts, so as to extort 
from them that protection to monopolies which 
is to be obtained as readily and efficaciously 
from this process as from the complementary 
one of altering these relations by increase. 

If the reduction is a substantial one, and I 
mean by that if the total sum of revenues 
which it will produce is substantially less than 
the current, not the future yield of revenue, 


|| and if itis free from taint of jobberage in the 


first how much he owes, then how much he | 
‘The less he owes and the | 


perils of conquest or anarchy, their assets, as | 


interests of special classes, | shall accord it 
my hearty approval. If not, then I entreat 
this House tu contemplate the tremendous 
pile of legislation we have built upon this 
subject; the fifty-odd customs and tariff laws 
of the past twelve years; the bewildering 
mass of tortuous, conflicting, vexatious, har- 
assing, and often ruinous laws and regula- 
tions it has enacted relative to the revenues, 
first robbing all the Peters to enrich all the 
Pauls, and then treacherously plundering both 
the Peters and the Pauls, and then ask itself 
whether it is worth while to inflict upon the 
country the sixty five additional pages of 
fresh and contradictory orders which this bill 
proposes to saddle upon an unoffending and 
strangely patient people. 
HASTY LEGISLATION. 


And here, in the first place, J prote Lagain 
the haste with which so important a measure 
brought before the House for consid 
a bill that proposes to 


as this i 


eration. Here ji 


alts r 
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the entire customs and internal revenue laws 
of the country, that is reported and read twice 
on Monday, not printed ull Thursday, and yet 
made a Rye (ial order for the tollowing lus S- 
day. lhis isa bill which demands at least a 
mouth of eareful study and comparison. It 
lowers certain rates, raises others, abolishes 
others, alters the existing classifications, and 
introduces page alter pape ot entirely new and 
exceedingly important laws and regulations 


deeply affecting the pecuniary interests of 
millions of people, any one of whom it may 
capricious!y make o1 undo; and yet the mem- 
bere of this Llouse ure expected, while attend- 
ing to their other numerous and exacting 
dutie to i the whole thing, and be pre 
pared to pive such consideration to the subject 
is. 4 ea. subserve the interests of their con 
ituents and the country, ° 
Such haste is exceedingly reprehensible ; 
nav, it is indecent lhe most ¢ X pe rienced 


egisiator would find it dificult to consider 
this biilin a week of leisure; and when it is 
remembered that this House is largely com- 
posed of gentlemen who have enjoyed the ad- 
vantayes of but one or two seasions of debate 
on th subject, and that it involves the study 
of laws reaching back to 1861, the 
immaturity of the day fixed for debating it 


een as though 1. was not an earnest 


ol a series 


makes il 
measure at all, and that it 1s not intended to 
be pas ed. 

NOT AN EARNEST MEASURE. 

This view is trengthened by other consid: 
In the first place, it is well known 
that the Admini 
the revenue ln support of this charge I refer 
to the reports of the various officers of the 


erations 


tration do not desire to lower 


Government who administer the laws relating 
Lo revenues, 
been closel) 
a minonty of the same commiitee, a bill which, 
whatever its ot 


In the next place, this bill bas 


her merits or demerits, bears 
some indication of being intended in earnest; 
while, jastly, the inharmonious and ineom- 
patible nature ol the majority bill is certain 
to render it obnoxious from one consideration or 
another toulmost every member of this House. 

Le aVing ¢ ut of view the Mmcongruous Charac- 
ter of these two bills, the substantial difference 
between them appears to be that while the 
majority bli lowers ten from fifteen to ten 
cents, coflee from three to two cents, pig Iron 
from seven to six dollars, manufaetured iron 


from tive to twenty per cent., &c., and pro- 
vides that these reductions shall go into effect 
January 1, S73, the mine ity bill puts tea 
and cotfee on the tree list almost immediately, 
that is to say. from July 1, 1872, and lowers all 


the other articles mentioned ten per cent. 
except iron, which it does not lower at all. 
Lhe tree let on both is substantially the same, 
It discriminates all through in favor of the 
manutacturer, Lhe internal revenue provisions 
antially the same in the two bills. 


Phey raise the productive tax on spirits from 


nre us 


fitty 10 sixty-five cents ; throw off some specific 
luXes to balance, cut down the tobacco tax 


live or six millions, tack on a volume of new 


regulations to embarrass the trade and increase 
the civil service during election, and provide 
for some new jobs in the way of meters, stamps 
and other **brown-stone”’ quarries lo be worked 
by the Administration. The sum of the differ- 


ence to tie country between the two bills, 80 
lar as internal taxes are concerned, is shown 


in the tollowing table: 


Maj rity bill. 
Fobaceo cl niet waists jiabibals ull ET aE 


TE <ninncvcay tl atbstashivenianbal eglibaien Schivaseucsiccsee Sane 
PORE PB iin. xs scncnannesncaniquee nebscodindebh vabdeettbesedinen 3,500,000 


Potal “ sans saikehatan $13,000,000 


Si ts $1,000,000 
i ' ) ; van ister Cbsnecaicienhdl sumdemeadiaindaes. 
Stat | Ketderdh kata vad a wseiabbars Slghaniens a 
REN a tia aitdna cin shis tinea bediinbianinnndalidiian dibdsidides Iteheodaiiaiiae 2,500,000 

ae oes Lee + eee $23,500,000 


sely followed up by another bill from | 


| at all. 


With regard to the reductions effected by 
these bills in customs duties, we import annually 
about one pound of tea and seven pounds ot 
coffee per capita. If we estimate the popula- 
lion next year at forty-two millions, we have 
the following results: 

Estimated importation of tea and coffee in 1872. 

Pounds. 
Tea, at one pound per capita,...........00.60000. 42,000,000 
Coffee, at seven pounds per capita.,.......,....294,00U,000 

At present rates these articles would yield 
the following customs revenues: 

Tea, 42,000,000 pounds, at15 cents . . $6,300,000 
Coffee, 294,000,000 pound, at 3 cents.,.,........ 8,820,000 
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| minority bill. 


lotal eee aaee ae hiditcekisiés glee a 


Under the majority bill the revenues from 
these articles would be as follows: 








Tea, 42,000,000 pounds, at 10 eents......... $4,200,000 
Coffee, 294,000,000 pounds, at 2 cents.......... 5,830,000 
I i ie a ahs ab eiatig cate, oe 10,080,000 


Under the minority bill they would yield 
nothing, as they are declared free. 

The majority bill proposes to cut down the 
revenues from these articles about five millions; 
the minority bill would relinquish the entire 


$15,000,000: the difference between the two || 


bills in respect of these articles is therefore a 
difference of $10,000,000 

The reductions on other articles, though 
these articles and the rates of reduction on 
them in the two bills are different, would 
amount apparently to about the same sum. | 
have not been able to examine the details in 
this connection, and cannot therefore say 
how much these restrictions amount to. As- 
suming the amount to be in round figures 
$10,000,000, we bave the following summary 
result; 

Majority Lill reductiona, 
On customs: 






Tea and coffee ............... a hcecebale sees ceeeeeee $5,000,000 
INN i eee 10,000,000 
IR, RT i a adic 3,000,000 
MORI i; bst ce sccttsecthinpntestendcdh vicddcetbithicn Sun eee 
— ee 
Minority bill reductions. 

On customs: 
PrN I 2s a deaailiba neaeelaeed el $15,000,000 
Other articles.................... Jakes ces eeeeee LO,000,000 
Internal revenues..,,............. pian nae . 23,000,000 





a a $48,000,000 


Net result of the comparison: the majority 
proposes to take $28,000,000 from off the 


| shoulders of this people, while the minority 


bill offers to take off $48,000,000. 
If | had never heard of the rival doctrines 
of free trade and protection, I confess that as 


between these bills I would not hesitate a | 


single instant to record my vote in favor of the 
latter one. It takes off nearly twice as much 
burden ; it relinquishes twice as mach official 
power, profit, and patronage; it strikes off the 
shackles, or loosens them, on several imporc- 
ant industries ; it literally ** frees trade ’’ twice 


| as much as the other bill, and it opens the 


door to further reduction at no very distant 
day. 

On the other hand, the majority bill scarcely 
removes enough revenue to counterbalance 
the natural increase from year to year. In 
effect the amount of revenues under the major- 
ity bill for 1873 will searcely be less than they 


were this year; indeed, it is not impossible that | 


they may even be more. They will certainly 
amount to between three hundred and fifty and 
four hundred millions. This is no reduction 
it is simply tinkering the tariff, tn 
kering the revenue laws, and attempting to 
trick the country into an appearance of 
retrenchment. If say, substantially, that there 


is no reduction in i at all, while the other | 

bill gives us nominally about forty eight mil- 

lions, and really and substantially and undoubt- 

edly $20,000,000 reduction—perbaps more. 

| say again that if [ had never heard of 
free trade and protection, I should unhesitat- 

| ingly vote against the majority and for the 


| 
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It is the better bill for the 2oun- 
try as a whole, it is the better thing for my 
section of it, it is the better thing for the 
great Liberal party now looming up to demand 
reform tor the nation; and it is the better 
thing for my wing of that reform movement, 
the good old time-honored bhard-shell Denmoe- 
racy, 

The only objection to the minority bill is that 
it is a protective measure. There is no doubt 
ubout that. It puts tea and coffee on the free 
list, aud by doing so saves iron and wool. [i 
lowers the rates on almost everything else but 
iron, and this protective feature. It places on 
the free list everything which a manufacturer 
needs with which to carry on business, and by 
cheapening tea, coffee, and coal it even mate- 
rially cheapens the price of the labor and fue] 
he employs. Cheaper labor, cheaper materials, 
and cheaper fuel, with iron as dear as ever, is 
a condition of affairs of unquestionably peculiar 
advantage to Pennsylvania; aud that is the sole 
ground of my objection to this minority bill. 

There is only one reason for pursuing this 
branch of the subject further. Will these 
advantages, chiefly to be gained in the first 
instance by Pennsylvania, not soon diffuse 
themselves throughout the country and become 
common to all? Although the potent laws 
confer monopolies on inventors, the latter 
cannot derive all or any material part of the 
beneficial results of the invention. Mr. Howe 


'gets four dollars on every sewing-macbine 


made; but there is not a man or woman in 
the land who does not get a hundred times 


| four dollars in benefits from each of them. So 


with this tax bill. It gives a longer lease to 
Pennsylvania monopoly. No doubt about 
that. But Pennsylvania cannot pocket all the 
advantages. Cheaper labor, materials, and 
fuel will beyond all question bring about 
cheaper prices even for iron, and experience 
teaches us that before a year after the passage 


| of a measure like the one proposed the nation 


at large will find its account in materially lower 
prices for all things, even iron included. 

‘The minority bill is a bold measure, and if 
it does not command acquiescence, it at least 
elicits admiration. It sayssubstantially, *' Give 
us a few millions of extra profits this year to 


| divide up among our leaders, and we agree to 





| 


relinquish $50,000,000 of party plunder tothe 
country at large.’’ Thatis the offer. Now let 
us look at the other bill. 

I do not find that this majority bill is any 
less objectionable on free-trade grounds than 
the other. It raises the duty on printing 
paper from twenty to twenty-eight per cent. 
ad valorem; it repeals the duties on packages 
and charges pertaining to invoices of crockery 
without repeal of the same duties pertaining 
to other articles; it raises the duties on all 
ribbons to the sixty-per-cent. rate on silk 


| ribbons; it places on the free list everything 


used by manufacturers, and particularly New 
England manufacturers; and it arranges a 
big plum for the Boston gas companies by 
throwing the internal taxes off of gas and lower 
ing the duties on bituminous coal, Added to 
all these protective features is the all-import- 
ant consideration that the bill affords no gen- 
uine relief to the country, and taken together 
these features are sufficient to condemn it. 
But, Mr. Chairman, it is to be hoped that 
while debating these bills in committee we 


| will so amend them as to present a bill which 


will contain reductions greatly in excess of 
any proposed in either of them, and one that 
will be more satisfactory to the country. 

Mr. MAYNARD took the floor, but said he 
did not propose to proceed with his remarks 
until to-morrow. 

Mr. DAWES. If no other gentleman wishes 
now to address the committee, I move that the 
committee rise. 

the CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not ad- 
vised that any gentleman wishes to address 
the committee now. 

Mr. Dawes’s motion was agreed to, 
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The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Sco 
FIELD re porte od th: at, pursuant to the order ot 
the Louse, the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had fad under consider 
ation the state of the Union generally, and 
more particularly the bill of the House (No. 
9322) to reduce duties on imports, and to 
reduce internal taxes, and for other purposes, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATI 

A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Sympson, one of its Clerks, notifying 
the House that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills and joint resolution of the 
following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 859) to change the time 
for holding the cireuit and district courts of 
the United States for the western district of 
Wisconsin at La Crosse ; 

An act (H. R. No. 10380) to regulate elec- 
tions in Washington and Idaho Territories ; 
and 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 141) to amend 
the resolution for the relief of Thomas Keenan, 
late consul at Hong Kong, China, approved 
February 18, 1867. 

The message further annonnced that the 
Senate had passed bills of the following titles ; 
in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested : 

An act act (S. No. 996) to repeal so much 
of section six of an act making appropriations 
for the support of the Army for the year end- 
ing June 80, 1870, and for other purposes, 
appr oved March 3. 1869, as prohibits promo- 
tion in the several departmeuts of the Army ; 
and 

An act (S. No. 965) authorizing the Presi- 
dent of the United States to take jurisdiction 
over the people of Alaska, called Indians, and 
for other purposes. 

(he message further announced that the 
Senate had disagreed to the amendments of 
the House to a bill (S. No. 616) to release to 
the State of Indiana the lands known as the 
bed of Beaver lake, asked for a committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses, and had appointed Mr. Prarr, Mr. 
Epmunps, and Mr. LoGan managers of said 
conference on its part. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed a bill (H. R. No. 1054) 
making appropriations to supply deficiencies 
in the service of the Government for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1872, and for other 
purposes, with sundry amendments; in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested. 

DEFICIENCY BILL, 

On motion of Mr. GARFIELD, by unan- 
imous consent, the amendments of the Senate 
to the bili (H. R. No. 1054) making appropri- 
ations to supply deficiencies in the service 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1872, and for other purposes, with 
sundry amendments, were taken from the 
Speaker’s table, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

EMERY AND CHENEY'S PATENT. 

Mr. COGHLAN, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2625) appropriat- 
ing money for the use of Emery & Cheney's 
patent elastic chain stopper and surge re sliever 
by the United States Navy ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 


tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed, 


SETTLEMENT WITH RAILROAD COMPANIES. 

Mr. NEGLEY. I ask unepimous consent 
to withdraw the bill (H. R. No. 2599) provid 
ing for a settlement with sundry railroad com- 
panies. I will state that when I offered it, it 
was on the siatement that a number of my 
constituents were interested in its pri Visions. 
Since then | have learned that that is not the 
fact. And since I have no interest in it, I 


can take no charge of it, and now desire to 
withdraw it. 

There was no objection; and the bill was 
withdrawn. 

EDUCATION IN CHINA, 

Mr. BANKS, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 2626) to provide for 
the education of American and Chinese youth 
in China as interpreters and assistants in the 
official intercourse between the United States 
and China, and for the inerease and diffusion 
of knowledge among men; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

RELIEF OF PURCHLASERS OF LAND. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I ask 
that by unanimous consent Senate bill No. 
790, to extend the provisions of an act enti- 
tled ‘‘An act for the relief of certain purchasers 
of lands from the legal representatives of Bar- 
tholomew Cousin, approved February 18, 1871, 
be taken from the Speaker’ s table for present 
consideration It isa matter of importance 
that this bill should be passed at once. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. DICKEY. What does the gentleman 
ask shall be done with this bill? 

The SPEAKER, He asks that it be con- 
sidered how. 

Mr. DICKEY. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
that the House proceed to business on the 
Speaker’s table, with the understanding that 
such bills thereon may be referred as no objec- 
tion shall be made to. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. There is an evening ses 
sion to-night, and it is now almost four o’ clock. 
We cannot sit all the time, and 1 move that 
we take a recess until half past seven o’clock 
this evening. 

The question was put, and there were—ayes 
84, noes 31. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that 
if the Committee on the Territories does not 
have business enough to exbaust the evening, 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Dawes,] the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, desires to move to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the tariff, and 
genilemen who desire to speak upon that ques- 
tion will govern themselves accordingly. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Is there any 
other business to be done? 

Mr. RANDALL. .The understanding was 
that.no bills should be reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Territories creating a new State. 

The SPEAKER. That is the understand 
ing. 

lhe motion for a recess having been agreed 
to, the House then (at three o’clock and fifty- 
five minutes p. m.) took a recess until half 
past seven o'clock. 


I must object. 


EVENING SESSION 

The hour of half past seven o’clock p. 
having arrived, the House resumed its session. 

The SPEAKER. The recess having ex- 
pired, the House will come to order. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SARGENT. I will ask the gentleman 
from Nebraska, [Mr. Tarre,} whose business 
comes up this eve ning, to yield to me that I 
may have printe d and committed to the Com 
mittee on Appropriations the amendments of 
the Senate to the Indian appropriation bill; 
and I will ask further that it may be considered 
hereafter in the House as in Committee of th: 
Whole, under the five-minutes rule, and [ will 
call it up at some appropriate time. 

The SPEAKER. There can be no objec 
tion to printing the amendments, but there 
might be objection to considering the bill in 
House as in Committee of the Whole, and 
the Chair would rather not entertain that motion 


| this evening. 
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Mr. SARGENT I will eall it up in the 
House when there is a good chance to do so 
and | willask in the mean time that the amend 
ments of the Senate be printed and numbered. 

lhe motion to print was agreed to. 


‘ 


REFUNDING OF COTTON TAX 

Mr. PERCE. I ask the gentleman from 
Nebraska to allow me some little time before 
he calls up his business. 

Mr. TAFFE. 1 would like to ask the gen- 
tleman how much time he wants? 

Mr. PERCE. IL would like to submit a few 
remarks, and whenever the committee wish to 
go on with their business I will yield the floor. 

Mr. TAFFE. Iam willing to yield the gen 
tleman five minutes. 

Mr. PERCE. Oh, make it fifteen. 

Mr. TAFFE. Very well. 

[Mr. Perce’s remarks will be published 
in the Appendix. ] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Symvson, 
one of its clerks, announced that he was directed 
to request the House of Representatives to re 
turn to the Senate the bill (H. R. No. 1080) 
to regulate elections in Washington and Idaho 
Territories. 

The SPEAKER. The Senate request the 
return to that body of the bill (H. R. No. 1080) 
to regulate elections in Washington and Idaho 

Territories. If there be no objection it will 


| be returned to the Senate 


No objection was made vandi it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER. This evening is devoted 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

CEMETERY AT DENVER, 

Mr. TAFFE, from the Committee on the 
Territories, re ported, with the recommenda 
tion that it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 2627) 
to enable the city of Denver to purchase lands 
in Colorado for a cemetery; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill whieh was read, authorizes the 
mayor of the city of Denver, in Colorado Tet 
ritory, to enter through the prope r land othee 
one hundred and sixty acres of land adjoining 
to Denver, to be held and used as a burial- 
place. 

The bill was ordered to be engross d and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TAFEFE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JUDGES OF WYOMING TERRITORY. 

Mr. TAFFE, from the same committee, 
also reported a bill (H. R. No. 2628) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide a 
| even government for the Territory of 
| Wyoming approver d July 95, 1868: which 
was read | a first and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill 
be engrossed and read a third time. 
| The bill, which was read, provides that the 


first section of an act entitied *‘An act to 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to provide a 
temporary government for the Territory of 
Idaho, approved March 3, 1863,’ which was 
| approved March 2, 1867,’’ shall apply to and 
be in force in the Territory of Wyoming from 
and after the passage of this act, anything in 
the organic Jaw or laws of the said Territory 
to the contrary notwithstanding ; provided, 


{ 


that if at any time the judges of said Territor: 


shall fail to exercise the powers conferred by 
this act, the Leg suture ¢ aid Territory s} 
district the same for judicial purposes, and 
assign the J dg theretor heretofore wp 
videu. 
Mr. rAl FE ‘] he object of this bill 

allow the judges ol the lerritory of W: Ow 

to assign tbemseives, lhere has been trout 


in Wyoming about the assignment of the 


judges by the Legislature. For instanes. i 


|| the Legislature had a pique against any pat 
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ticular judge they would assign him to a single 
county, Vict periiap md sot t “4 olitary 
case in it, making it a sort of Botany Bay; or, 
in O.her words, the Leg ature might practi 
cally assign him out of offic Phis bill po 
vides that the idg inl wt ih themselve 
or in Cause Of Gelaull on hei part, then the 
Leg slature shall make thea signinent. 

Mr. JONES. In connection with this sub 
ect I desire to say that a bill similar in terms, 
and I believe precisely the same in language, 
passed th House during the last Congress, 
but failed in tl Senate fer want of time. 
Thi lf d y the ju Ives and by the peo 
ple of the Territory generally, and I think 


there is no objection to it from any portion ot 


RITT. Tf desire 


‘o ask a single 
questio Vhis bill refers to the organic act 
of Idaho lerritory, or the acts amendatory 
he I lhint act has been repealed Oo far 


heen coneerned, and the 
been reported favorably 
Should 
effect would it 


bill repealing it has 


upon by the committee ot the Senate. 


the Senate pass that bill, what 
} 


have “ha th act? 

Mr. TAREE. It would bave no effect at all 
upon th bil 

Mr. MERRITT. | am inelined to think 
that it would. You propose by this bill to 


reénact an act in Idaho Territory, 


which act is sub equently repealed bythe Sen- 


regard lo 


ate passing a bill already passed by the House. 
Would not that repeal this act? 

Mr. TAFFE. We 
regal lto this 
regard Lo 


cannol contemplate with 
bill what the Senate may do in 
another bill. This bill is good 
enough now, 
my it 
Phe bill was 


read a third time 


ordered to be engrossed and 
and being engrossed, it was 

y read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. TAFEE moved to reconsider the vote 

by which the bill was passed ; 


iccordingly 


and also moved 
motion to reconsider be laid on the 


i} the 
Thial tie 
1 


labie. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
PENITENTIARY FOR WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. TAFFE also, from the same 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2629 


tory of an act setting 


commit- 
amenda- 
aside certain proceeds 
of internal revenue tor the erection of penti- 
tentiaries in the Territories of Nebraska, 
Idaho, Montana, Ari- 


approved January 22, 1867; 


Washington, Colorado, 
nd Dakota, 
which was read a first and second time. 

Phe que upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
net proceeds of the internal revenue in the 
Territory of Washington, for the fiseal 
KeVverally ending on the 
the 30th day of 
L868, 


Z0na, u 


slion was 


years 
30th day of June, 1866, 
June, 1867, and the 30th day 
be, and the same hereby are, 
and ippropriated to and for the pur- 
pose of erecting, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Interior, a penitentiary build- 
ing in said Territory upon the site designated 
by the Legislature thereof and approved by 
the Secretary of the Interior; provided that 
the moneys so set aside and appropriated in 
aid Territory shall be devoted exclusively to 
the erection of a penitentiary therein, and that 
the sanie shall not exceed in amount the sum 
of $40,000. 

Mr. TAFFE. IT ask the Clerk to read a 
letter of the Secretary of the Interior, which 
perhaps is a better explanation of this bill 
than | can make. 

Lhe Clerk read as follows: 


of June, 


set aside 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Wasutneton, D. C., January 17, 1872. 


approved January 22, 
Statutes, volume fourteen, page 

}appropriated the sum of 320,000 for the erection 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 
ofa penitentiary building in Washington Territory, 
sail sum to be set apart trom the net proceeds ot 
internal revenue received trom said Territory during 
the fiseal years severally ending on the 30th day otf 
June, 1866, IS67,and 1868. The same act provided for 


Sire: Cougress, by an act 
1867, (United States 


the erection of mamdbemabene buildings in each of the || that it do not pass, the bill (H. R. No. 


Territories of Nebraska, Colorado, Idaho, Montana, 
Arizona, and Dakota, appropriating the net pro- 
ceeds of internal revenue in said Territories during 
the years before named, to be set aside for that pur- 
pose, to an amount not exceeding $40,000 in each 
Territory 

lam informed that, prior to the passage of said 
act, an appropriation had been made for the erec 
tion of a penitentiary in Washington Territory, 
which, with theappropriation of $20,000above men- 
tioned, would have been sufficient for the erection of 
the building, but that the appropriation first named 
lapsed into the Treasury, leaving only the latter 
appropriation available for the purpose. 

During the past year a site tor the penitentiary 
in Washington Territory was selected and approved 
by this Department, and proposals for its erection 
were invited. None of the bids received, however, 
came within the amount of said appropriation of 
$20,000, although the erection of but one wing ofthe 
building, according to the plan adopted, was con- 
templated. Lam satisfied, from the experience of 
this Department in directing the erection of the 
penitentiaries in the Territories of Montana, Col- 
orado, and Idabo, that the sam of $40,000 will be 
required to construct one wing of the penitentiary 
building in Washington Territory. Inthe construc- 
tion of one wing of the penitentiaries in the above- 
named Territories, the appropriation of $40,000 in 
each Territory was nearly exhausted, and it is prob- 
able that the cost of labor and materials in Wash- 
ington Territory is as great as in the other named 
Territories. 

[am informed by the Seeretary of the Treasury 
that the net proceeds of internal revenue received 
from the Territory of Washington, for the fiscal 
years named in the act, amounted to $120,386 91. 

I bave the honor, theretore, to submit the accom- 
panying draft of an act amendatory of the act of 
January 22, 1867, and to request its favorable consid- 
eration by Congress. Karly action in the ease is 
desirable, so that the building may be erected during 
the present year. 

I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

C. DELANO, Ne ecretary. 
Hon. Jas. G. BLAINE, 


Npe aleg ror the Hou se or Re presse niative 2. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TAFEFE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PAY OF JUDGES IN IDAHO TERRITORY. 

Mr. TAFFE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back, with a recommendation 
that it do not pass, the bill (H. R. No. 1509) 
to fix the pay of the supreme judges of Idaho 
‘Territory, and moved that the bill be 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


laid on 


LEGISLATION OF WYOMING TERRITORY. 


Mr. TAFFE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back, with a recommendation 
that it do not pass, the bill (H. R. No. 159) 
continuing in force certain acts and joint res- 
olutions of the first Legislative Assembly of 
Wyoming Territory, and moved that the bill 
be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ADMISSION 

Mr. TAFFE also, fromthe same committee, 
reported back, with a recommendation that it 
do not pass, the bill (H. R. No. 150) to author 
ize the people of New Mexico to form a con- 
stitution and State government previous to 


OF NEW MEXICO. 


| their admission into the Unionasa State, with 


do not pass, the 


the name of Lincoln, on an equal footing with 
the original States, and moved that the bill be 
laid on the table. 

he motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BULLDINGS IN UTAH. 


Mr. TAFFE also, from the same committee, 
reported back, with a recommendation that it 
bill (H. R. No. 280) to pro- 
vide for the erection of publie buildings at 
Boisé City, in the Territory of Idaho, for the 
use of the Legislative Assembly of said Terri- 
tory, and for other purposes, aud moved that 
the bill be laid on the table. 

he motion was agreed t 

IDAHO PENITENTIARY, 
TAFFE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back, with a recommendation | 
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to provide for the 
penitentiary ; 
on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


completion of the Idaho 
and moved that the bill be laid 


SUFFRAGE IN UTAH. 

Mr. TAFFE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back, with recommendation 
that it do not pass, the bill (H. R. No. 293 
secure to citizens of the Territory of Utah the 
right of suffrage, without distinction of r: ice, 
sex, C olor, or pre vious condition of servituc “ey 
aud moved that the bill be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


9) to 


TERRITORY OF PEMBINA 

Mr. TAFFE also, from the same committee, 
reported back, with a recommendation that 
it do not pass, the bill (H. R. No. 318) to 
establish the Territory of Pembina, and to 
provide a temporary government therefor, and 
moved that the bill be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


FORT STELLACOOM MILITARY RESERVATION 


Mr. LOWE, from the Committee on the 
Territories, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2630) 
to donate the military reservation at Fort 
Steilacoom to the Lerritory of Washington for 
the use of the insane asylum; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The bill provides that section thirty-three 
of township number twenty north, of range 
number two, east of Willamette meridian, 
embracing a portion of Fort Steilacoom mili 
tary reservation and the military barracks 
thereon, in the county of Pierce, and the Ter- 
ritory of Washington, be donated to that Ter- 
ritory for the use and purpose of an asylum 
for the insane of that Territory, and tor no 
other purpose. But this act is not to be con 
strued as impairing any rights of any person 
in or to any portion rof the land acquired under 
any of the land laws of the United States. 

Mr. LOWE. In reference to this bill, J 
desire to state that Fort Steilacoom reserva 
tion in Washington Territory embraces about 
one section of land. The buildings upon the 
reservation having been abandoned by the 
Government, were sold by it to the Territory 
for $850, being purchased to be used as an 
insane asylum. The ‘Territory has already 
fitted up the asylum at an expense of some 
eight thousand dollars, and is now providing 
for its insane in that asylum. So far as the 
records of the Land Office show, there are no 
claims upon this land, but if there should be 
any, we have expressly provided in the bill 
that such claims shall not be impaired by this 


| legislation. 


ihe bili was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LOWE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
RESERVOLK, CHEYENNE, WYOMING TERRITORY 

Mr. LOWE also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2631) to withdraw 
trom settlement aud sale a section of land 
in Laramie county, Wyoming Territory, and 
reserve the same for use as a public reservoir 
by the city of Cheyenne; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, in the first section 
provides that section thirty, township fourteen 
north, range sixty-seven west, of the public 
lands in Laramie county, Wyoming Territory, 
be, and the same is hereby, withdrawn from 
settlement and sale under existing laws, and 
reserved for the use of the city of Cheyenne in 
said county, for the purpose of enabling the 


proper authorities of the city to construct and 
maintain on the land a reservoir of water for 
the supply of the city. 

Che second section provides that said section 
of land shall for the purpose named in the first 
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ecuuon of this act be subject to occupancy and 
control by the board of trustees of said city 
of Cheyenne and their successors in office; 
ae that if at any time the board of 
rustees shall occupy, or permit to be occu- 
ied, the land for any purpose not contem- 
plated by this act, or shall fail for the period 
ot two years to commence the use of it for 
suid purpose, or shall abandon the same, the 
said land shali revert to the United States; 
provided further that nothing in this act con- 
tuined shall be construed or have the effect to 
impair the rights of any person in or to any 
ortion of the lands required under any law 
if the United States. 

Mr. LOWE. This is a provision in the 
nature of a grant of public lands to the city of 
Cheyenne, hi aving a population of some two or 
hree thousand inhabitants, which is so located 
as to make it necessary to have an artificial 
supply of water. They have commenced to 

sustruct an aqueduct to a stream three or 
four miles from the city. This section of land 
is but of litle value for agricultural or other 

purposes, embracing a basin surrounded by 
hill s which can be economically used as a res- 
ervoir. This bill is a response to a petition 
from that quarter. We are advised by the 
Commissioner of the Public Lands that the 
lands mentioned have never been located, which 
is evidence of their trifling vaiue. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LOWE moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 


t 


} 
r 


TILFORD KUTCH AND OTILERS. 

Mr. LOWE, from the same committee, also 
reported back a joint resolution (H. R. No. 
123) for the relief of Tilford Kutch, W. P. 
Davidson, and other settlers in Wiud River 
valley, Wyoming Tonite: and the same 
was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

SUPREME COURT OF ARIZONA. 

Mr. PRINDLE, from the Committee on the 
lerritories, reported back a bill (H. KR. No. 
1785) to provide for holding adjourned terms 
of the supreme court of Arizona, with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


Che bill, which was read, provides that the | 


supreme court of the Territory of Arizona may 
hold adjourned terms thereof at any time and 
place in said Territory agreed upon by a ma 

jority Of the judges of sz aid court at any regular 
term thereof. ‘he order for an adjourned 
term shall be signed by a majority of the 
judges thereof at a regular term of said court, 
and entered upon the minutes of the cour’, 
and any business which such court might do at 
auy regular term thereof may be done at such 
adjourned term; and the clerk of said court 
shall be entitled to such mileage for attend- 
ance at such adjourned term as is by law 
allowed the marshai of the district of Arizona 
for his attendance upon the courts of said 
lerritory. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PRINDLE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LARAMIE WATER AND DITCHL COMPANY. 

Mr. PRINDLE, from the same committee, 
also reported back a bill (H. R. No. 1178) to 
grant the right of way to the Laramie Water 
and Ditch Company over public lands in 
Albany county, Wyoming Territory, with an 
amendment. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
right of way over the public lands from the 
Springs situate about two miles east of the 
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town of Laramie City, in the county of Albany, 
in the Territory of Wyoming, to and through 
said town, and thence to the Big Laramie 
river, ata Pp int about one haif mie from said 
town. is hereby granted to the Laramie wan r 
and Ditch C ompany and said company shall 
have the right to oce ‘upy and hold so mue h of 
the lands ot the United States between said 
points (not exceeding a strip twenty feet in 
a ditch 
and lay pipes for the conveyance of water from 
said point first mentioned to and through said 
Laramie City and to the Bi 
the polut her 


width) as will enable them to construct 


7 Laramie river at 
einbetore design ited. 

Phe amendment of the committee was read, 
as follows: 

Strike out after the words ‘* Laramie Water and 
Ditch Company,” in line eight, and insert in lieu 
thereot as tollows 

For twenty years; and the said company shall 
have the right during said twenty years to enter 
upon said lauds to construct a ditch and lay pipes 
for conveyance of water from said point first men- 
tioned to and through said Laramie City, and to the 
Big Laramie river, at a point hereinbefore men 
tioned, and to keep the same in good condition and 
repair. 


Mr. PRINDLE. 


This bill gives this com 


pany the right to oceupy and hold indefinitely 
twenty feet in width in order to convey water 
to the town of Laramie. The amendment 


simply gives them the right of way over the 
public land, with the right to enter upon and 
lay this pipe, and to repair the same, for 
twenty years. the company is organized 
under 4 general act of the territorial Legis 
lature of Wyoming. The spring is situated 
about two miles from the town of Laramie. 
Vhe water does not appear to be wanted by 
the Government, and the bill seems to be 
necessary and proper for supplying the town 
of Laramie with water. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. PRINDLE moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be J id 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

VACANCIES IN TERRITORIAL OFFICES. 


Mr. PRIN DLE also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back, with an amendment in the 
nature of a substitute, the bill (H. R. No. 
1912) to amend section seven of an act enti- 
tled ‘* An act to provide a temporary govern- 
ment for the Territory of Montana,”’ approved 
May 6, 1864. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objec tion, 
the substitute only will be read. 

The substitute was read, be ing a bill (H.R 


No. 2632) to provide for filling vacancies in 


certain offices in the several lerritories. lt 
provides that in any of the Territories, ae ne 
ever au Vacancy shi all he appen during the recess 


of the legislative council in any office which, 
under the organic act of such Territory, is to 
be filled by appol itment of the Governor, by 
aud with the advice and conseut of the coun 
cil, the Governor shall fill up suc h vacane leg by 
granting a commission which shail expire at 
the next sesston of the said | 
Mr. PRINDLE The Organic acts of the 
Territories do not authorize the Governors to 
| fill vacancies during the recess of the legi 
lative council. Jhis difficulty was experienced 
in the Territory of Montana, and the bill as 
originally drawn and referred to the commit- 
tee had reference to that Territory only. The 
Delegates from the other Territories desired 
similar legislation for their ‘Territories, and 
this substitute was drawn, and having been 
' submitted to the Deleg 
ritories has been agreed to by them. It sim- 


1 
‘giSlative COUNCIL. 


ates of the several l'er- 


ply makes the organic act in this respect anal- 
ogous to the provisions of the Constitution of 


the United States and to the constitutions of 
the different States, and seems to be necessary 
|| and proper. 
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The bill was ordered 
read a third time 


to be engrossed and 
and being engrossed, 1t was 


accordingly read the third time, and passed, 


Mr. PRINDLE moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to recousider be laid 
on the table 

[he latter motion was agreed to. 

GOVERNMENT OF MONTANA 


Mr. CHAFFEE, from the Committee on the 
Territories, reported a bill (HL. R. No. 2633 
amendatory of an actapproved March 2, 1867, 
entitied ‘*An act amendatory of an act to 
provide a temporary government tor the Ter 
ritory of Montana,’ approved May 26, 1864 
whi nh Was read ab first and second time. 

he bill was read. It provides that the 
first section of an act approved March 2, 1867, 
entitled **An act amendatory of an act to 
provide a temporary government for the Ter 
ritory of Montana, approved May 26, LdS64, 
so far as relates to incorporations which have 


been or which may hereafter be created and 
organized for the business of mining. manu 
facturing, or other industrial pursuits, or the 
construcho n or Operation oi ral roads, wayon 
ro: ds, rating gy ditches, and the colonization 
and improvement of lands in connection there- 
with, or for colleges, seminaries, churches 
libraries, or any benevolent, charital le, on 
scientific ssociation, or for all rightful sub 
jects ot legislation consistent with the Coust 
tution of the United States, under th: 
incorporation laws of any Territory of the 
United States, shall be 
authorized and as authorizing the Legislative 
Assemblies of the Territories of the United 


States 


general 


1 
construed as h iVving 


3, DY general Incorporation cts, tO permit 
persons Lo associate together as bode cor 
porate for purposes above named. 

Lhe bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
ind being engrossed, if WAS 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CHAFFEE moved to reconsider the 


vote by which the bill was assed ; and also 
J | 


read a third time 


moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

HELENA, ETC., RAILROAD COMPANY. 

Mr. SHOEMAKER, from the Ege © 
on the Territories, reported a bill (H. R. No, 
2654) to incorporate the Helena and “pele 
Utah Railroad Company, and to grant to the 
same the right of way through the public 
lands; which was read a first and second time. 

Che bill was read. 

Mr. COGHLAN. I desire to ask the gen 
tleman who presents this bill if it does not 
_ forty acres of ground every ten miles 
for depot purposes? I think I caught that pro 
vision in the fourth section of the bill If it 
isso I will move to strike out ** forty acres"? and 


insert in lieu thereof ** twenty acres. I think 
forty acres too much for depot purposes. | 
think that twenty acres will be sufhcient for 


all depot purposes. 

Mr. SHOEMAKER. 1 have no objection 
to that amendment. 

Mr. STORM. I hope the consideration of 
this bill will not be pressed to-night. It « 
ates a corporation and makes a grant of land, 
both of which measures have never \ i 
the House without a good deal of care aud 
consideration, ‘The bill is a len gtny one, ant 
it is impogsible for any member to understan 
all of its provisions to-night Sr clearly an 


properly vote upon it I hope the cons 
ation of the bill will not be pressed this eve 
ing in view of the absence of the gentleman 
from Indiana, f Mr. HoLMAN, | who is the cor 
Sstitutiona al objector to all bills of this ch 1racie 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I would 
inquire if there is any provision in this | 
that the Congress of the United States may 
alter, amend, or repeal it hereafter ? 

Mr. SHOEMAKER. Yes, sir, 
there 1s. 


t Mr. MeCORMICK, of Missouri. I think it 
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wo if to defer the consideration of 
Lil measu lor lime, 

Mi SHOEMA KER. I would like to Say 
that the bil mply grants the right of way 
across the public lands to the extent of one 
hundred f¢ pon each | the track. 

Mr. MeCORMICK P ri. But power 

L nortyag { 1d 

Mr. SHOEMAKER 1es, Si 

Mr MceCORMICK, of Missour Is there 
power reserved to Congress amend or alter 
the bill? 

Mr. SHOEMAKER. [am not sure. I will 
gay further that the Territones have no right 
to vyrant the right of way over the publie lands, 


othe e this vould not have come before 
( 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. [Twill move 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on 
the Public Land 

M SHOKMAKER It is so late in the 
session that unless the bill is acted on atthe 
pre ent time 16 18 not ike y to be acted on 
at all lhe advocates of the bill are exceed 
ur \ ixious to go to work this season Chey 
an i they have men of capital who will 


build the road. They ask no subsidy, only the 
right of way ; they ask no subsidy, no part of 
lands—nothing but the right of way 
through a wilderness of country. 
Mr hINKEI INBURG 
does the bill grant in the 
Mr SHOK MAKER 
ot way 
Mi th INK EI 
in the ngvregate 
Mr. SHOKRMAKER. Just as much as is 


necessary to u 


the puble 
Hlow much land 
aggregate ? 


lt grants nothing but 


NBURG 


, 


land 


How much 


for depots, workshops, and 
the other app irtenances along the road. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG How much is the 
aggregate appropriation ? 

Mr. SHOEMAKER. 1 do not know the 
exact amount 

Mr. FINKIELNBURG But it is said here 
that it amounis to ten thousand acres. 

Mr. SHOBMAKER, It grants only what 
I8 necessary for the purposes of the road. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH 
House ought to haggle over a land grant like 
this if they can build a road through this wil 
derness, with little stations ten mules apart, 
and nothing but the right of way one bundred 
feet on either side. Certainly we should not 
stop over that 

Mr. CLAGETT. I would like to have an 
opportunity of explaining this bill. I wish to 
call the attention of the House to the nature 
of the bill. It grants the right of way one 
hundred teet on each side of the road for con- 
struction purposes, from the city of Helena, 
the commercial metropolis of my Territory, 
down to Corinne, connecting there with the 
Union and Central Pacific railroad, and build- 
which will have con- 
e two great thoroughfares. 
his bill does not granta single 


ing a broad-gauge road, 
nection wilh thos 
’ acre of land 
ver except for the right 
of way, and twenty acres every ten miles of 
the road for the necessary depots, switches, 
and side tracks which it is absolutely essential 
every road shall have. 

In addition to that, these parties are all 
ready to go on and commence this work. 
There is a provision in the latter 
bill which declares that the franchises which 
are granted by granted upon the 
express ¢ mndition that tae road 
pleted within ten years, 


for any purpose what 


this bill are 
shall be com- 
and that not less than 


ten miles shall be built in a year. it does 


seem to me that there can be puss le 
obj fon to the passage ot thi ptt], Lhe 
Clause in relterence to the passage 18 road 
thr 1 deep m infain Canons und deliles is 
very carelully guarded here is nothing in 
this bill except the ordinary powers of corpor- 


ations. Lhe only reason % 
than bills ordinarily passed 


the Legislature of Wyoming 


uyitis a little longer 
1! here is because 


lerritorv took the 


I do not think the 


part of the || 


| question, 


it did not have the power to pass a general 
incorporation act. That law of 1867 has 
brought much confusion upon the Territories. 
fhe lerritories of Colorado, Utah, and W yom- 
ing hold that they have the power to pass a 
general incorporation act, and they 
passed such while the Territories of 
Washington have taken 


acts ; 
Montana, Idaho, and 


have | 


the other view of the case, and have passed no | 


such acts. The consequence is that we have 
to come hereto get this charter. It is the most 
carefully guarded bill in every feature that has 
been introduced in Congress for the last five 
yea ~ 

Mr. McCORMICK, of 
to move an amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move toamend by add- 


ing the tollowing: 


Missouri. I desire 


Provided, That Congress 
any ime to aiter, 


shall have the power at 
amend, or repeal this act. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. 
the amendment I desired to offer. 

Mr. CLAGETT. +L have no objection to 
that amendment, but I think it is already in 
the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. 1 move to amend 
by making the amount of land for depot pur- 
poses ten acres every ten miles instead of torty 
acres. 

The SPEAKER. The House has already 
amended that portion of the bill by making 
it twenty acres instead of forty acres. 

Mr. CONGER. 1 amend the 
amendment of the gentleman from Missouri 
| Mr. lk INKELNBURG | sO as to provide that twelve 
acres may be taken where the land is utterly 
barren and unfit for agricultural purposes. 

Mr. FINKELNBURKG. 

Mr. CONGER. 


takes the 


That is 


move to 


| accept that. 
Well, as the gentleman 
point of my suggestion, | would 
ask him to let it be forty acres. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG, I will not 
yona twelve acres. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment of the 
gentleman from Missouri [|Mr. FINKELNBURG } 
is not strictly in order, because the word 
‘twenty,’’ which he proposes to strike out, 
has been inserted by the House by a special 
vole 

Mr. FINKELNBURG., 
not in order, | cannot offer 

Mr. DUNNELL. Is there any provision 
in this bill authorizing Congress to 
the tariffs of 
road ? 

Mr. SHOEMAKER. No, sir. 

Mr. DUNNELL. There was such a pro- 
vision in the Great Salt Lake and Colorado 
bill 

Mr. HAWLEY. Itseems to me the amend- 
ment | have proposed will give Congress that 
power, 

Mr. DUNNELL. I do not 
would do so 


Mr. SHOEMAKER. 


go be- 


regulate 


think that 


{ call the previous 


Mr. HOOPER, of Utah. I would like 
move an amendment to this bill. 

Mr. SHOEMAKER. I cannot 
that purpose. 

Mr. CONGER. I would like to have that 
portion of the fourth section reported which 
relates to assessments for damages ou appeal 
trom the appraisers. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


yield for 


And in case the owner of such lands or premises 
and the said company cannot agree as to the value 
of the premises taken, or to be taken, for the use of 
said road, the value thereof shall be determined by 
the appraisal of three disinterested comuuissioners, 
who may be appointed, upon application by either 
party to any district judge or court in the Territory 
in Which the lands or prewises to be taken tie; and 
compensation tor land so taken shall be made by 
the award of said commissioners to the extent to 
which the owner shall be injuriousiy affected 
thereby, irrespective of any benefits accruing to 
bim by reason of the construction of the road. And 


; upon return into court of suc h appralisement, and 


upon the payment into the same of the esti- 


yiew that. es the law of Congress of i867, ly mated value of the premises taken, for the use and 


freight and passengers on this | 





Of course, if it is || A, 
to withdraw it unless by unanimou: 





——— 


| 


| 





- i, 


| benefit of the owner thereof, said premises shall be 
deemed to be taken by said company, which shal} 
thereby acquire full title to the same for the pur- 
poses aforesaid. And either party feeling aggrieved 
at said appraisement may, within thirty days after 
the same has been returned into court, file an ap- 
peal therefrom, and demand a jury of twelve men 
to estimate the damage sustained; but such uppea| 
shall not interfere with the rights of said company 
to enter upon the premises taken, or to do any act 
necessary and proper in the construction of its 
road. And said party appealing shall give bonds 
with sufficieat surety or sureties, for the payment 
of any cost that may arise on such appeal; and in 
case the party appealing does not obtain a verdix t 
increasing the award of the commissioners, su: 
party shall pay the whole cost incurred by — 
appellee as well as his own, alk the payment into 
court for the use of the owner of said sremises 
taken of asum equal to that finally awarded sha'! 
be held to vest in said company the title of said 
land, and of the right to use and occupy the same 
for the construction, maintenance, and operation of 
said road. 


The previous question was then scconded. 

On ordering the main question there were, 
upon a division—ayes 54, noes 15; no quorum 
voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. 
and Mr. StorM were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 61, noes 14; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. BIRD. I move that the House now 


SHOEMAKER 


| adjourn. 


The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that there be a 
call of the House. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I ask that the bill be 
recommitted to the Committee on the Terri- 
tories. 

Mr. McNEELY. 


I object. 
Mr. VOORHEES. 


Unless business can go 
on by general consent, I shall insist on a call 
of the House. This is a very important com 
mittee, and it has had no opportunity during 
the session to report its business for the con- 


sideration of the House. 





‘Lhe question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. RanpDAuu for a call of the House, there 
were—ayes 40, noes 54. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for tellers. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I understand that 


| the committee are willing to withdraw this 


bill. 

The SPEAKER. A gentleman, after re- 
porting a bill from a committee, has p~ 1.2*t 
consent. 
The motion to recommit cannot be adopted in 
the absence of a quorum without unanimous 
consent,.and the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
McNErELY]} objects to the recommitment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move that the House 
adjourn. 

Mr. kK. H. ROBERTS. 
proposition. 


fhe SPEAKER. 


I wish to makea 


The Chair will entertain 


|| no motion except for a call of the House or to 


adjourn, unless unanimous consent be granted 
to proceed with business without a quorum. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move, then, that 
the House adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion to 
adjourn, there were—ayes 39, noes 46. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair begs to say 
that unless gentlemen are prepared to do busi- 
ness in the evenings by means of the attendance 


| of a quorum, he trusts some gentleman may 
| object to wor evening sessions hereafter. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
objection hereafter. 

The SPEAKER. Unless the House is pre 
pared todo business in the evening, it is simply 
a waste of time to order evening sessions. 

Mr. LOWE. I call for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to adjourn. I believe there is 
a quorum present. 

Mr. TAFFE. I desire to say that it was 
agreed two months ago that the commitive 
should be allowed time for the transaction of 
their business. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is aware of 
that; and the committee has been very patient, 
although put off time and again. ‘The Chair 


I shall make the 


hoped that a quorum would attend to transact 
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business which is very important to the Ter- 
ritories. 

Mr. TAFFE. I will further state that I 
did not wish to introduce any bill which would 
antagonize the sentiment of the House on the 
subject of land grants, and I did not suppose 
that this bill would do so, as it does not grant 
an inch of land anywhere. The only reason it 
has been presented to night is that there is, I 
think, no question that the Territories have not 
the power to grant right of way over the public 
domain. lam willing asa compromise to put 
in any bill that can be passed. I hope the 
House will remember that gentlemen from the 
Territories have bills which are of importance 
to them, whatever may be the feeling on the 
part of members as to bills which come more 
directly under their observation. I am willing 
to agree to any compromise, so that we may 
consider other bills. 

The SPEAKER. This bill is now pending. 

Mr. KANDALL. I wish to make a sugges- 
tion which I think will satisfy the gentleman. 
For myself, 1am a free-trader upon the sub- 
ject of railroads; that is, l am perfectly will- 
ing that railroads may be built wherever the 
necessary means can be raised, provided the 
United States do not have to give land or 
money. I suggest, therefore, that by general 
consent this bill be recommitted, (thus allow- 
iug ab Opportunity to examine it,) and that 
the committee be allowed to report it back at 
any time. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. That is right. 

Mr. CLAGETT. LI will accept the prop- 
osition so far as lam concerned. 

Mr. MeNEELY. I withdraw my objection 
to the motion to recommit. 

The SPEAKER. 
drawn, the motion to recommit is agreed to by 
uuanimous consent. A motion to reconsider 
can be entered, so that the matter can be 
called up at any time when no other business 
is before the House. 

Mr. RANDALL, That is, in effect, the 
arrangement I suggested. 

Mr. SHOKMAKER. I move that the bill 
just recommitted be printed. 

he motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SHOEMAKER. I now enter a motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
recommitted, 

CAPITOL BUILDINGS IN THE TERRITORIES, 

Mr. VAUGHAN, from the Committee on 
the Territories, reported back a bill (H. RB. 


No. 144) to set aside certain proceeds from | 


internal revenue for the erection of capitol 
buildings in the Territories of Arizona, Da- 
kota, Idaho, Montana, Wyoming, and Wash- 
ington, with amendments. 


Che bill, which was read, provides that the | 
net proceeds of the internal revenne of the | 


Territories of Arizona, Dakota, Idaho, Mon- 


tana, Wyoming, and Washington, for the fiscal | 


years severally ending on the 30th of June, 
1871, the 30th of June, 1872, and the 30th 


of June, 1878, be, and the same are hereby, | 


appropriated to and for the purpose of erect- 
ing, under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, capitol buildings in said several 
Territories, for the use and accommodation 
of the Governor, Legislative Assembly, secre- 
tary, and supreme court of said ‘Territories, 
respectively, at such places therein as have 
been or may be designated by the Legislatures 
thereof, and approved by the Secretary of the 
'reasury; provided, that the money so set 
aside and appropriated in each of said Terri 
tories shall be devoted exclusively to the 
erection of capitol buildings in the Territories 
in which the same has been and shall be col 
lected, and not in any other; and that the same 
shall not exceed in amount the sum of $40,000 
in each of said Territories; and provided fur: 
ther, that said building or buildings in each 
Territory shall be finished for the sum herein 


appropriated; and provided further, that the | 


Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, 


The objection being with- | 


authorized to commence the erection and con 
struction of said buildings in said Territories, 
respectively, whenever the net proceeds ot 
the internal revenue collected therein shall 
amount to the sum of $15,000; and the See 
retary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
and directed to make such regulations for the 
custody and safety of the money so set apart 
until it is used and directed by this act as he 
shall deem necessary. 

The Clerk read the amendments of the com- 
mittee, as follows: 

Insert after the word ** Washington’ the words 
*‘and Colorado,” in line twenty-eight strike out 
“*fifteen,’’ and insert “*ten;’’ and in line thirty-one 
strike out “‘and,” and insert “as.” 

| ‘The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading; and being en 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. VAUGHAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PETERS. I ask that the bill be again 
read. 

‘The bill was again read. 

Mr. PETERS. 
to make a point of order that this bill should 
have its first consideration in the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. It has passed the stage 
when that point of order could be made. 

Mr. PETERS. Who reported this bill—the 
chairman of the Committee on Territories? 

The SPEAKER. No. 

Mr. PETERS. I| do not see why there 
should be a distinction between the Terri 
tories and the States in reference to appro 
priating money out of the Treasury for pub- 
lic buildings in the States and Territories. 
This is an indirect sort of way of sequestrating 
the public revenues. ‘The taxes of 1871 have 
been paid into the Treasury, or at least a 
large part of them. 

Mr. TAFFE. While this bill has not 
been reported by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Territories, I desire to say that 
it has been customary for a number of years 
to appropriate money in this way. And I 
wish to say further that [ doubt whether we 
have the right under the Constitution to tax 
the people of the Territories in this way when 
we do not allow them representation. 

Mr. PETERS. I am glad to hear the gen- 
tleman say so. 

Mr. TAFFE. I believe that taxation and 
representation should go together, and I do 
not believe under the Constitution we have 
the right to tax the people of the Territories 
when we refuse them representation. 

Mr. PETERS. I move to refer the bill 
to the Committee on 
Grounds. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let it be referred to the 
Committee ou the Judiciary, who will inquire 
into the whole question. 
| Mr. PETERS. I am a member of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and therefore 
moved the other reference 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. 
the bill will be 
the Judiciary. 
| Mr. GARFIELDE, of Washington. I will 
| make a single remark, that so far as the parlia 


mentary 








Public Buildings and 


[ hope 


referred to the Committee on 





law onthis subject is concerned, | hav 


noticed the application of moneys to specihe 
purposes DY Congre Ss fre q ently Since | have 
be eu he re without gong othe Committ eo! the 
Whole, and it has been held that the bill does 
not go to ihe Committee of the Wh le unless 


it makes a specitic appropriation of money out 


of the lreasury of the United States. ‘This is 


no appropriation from the Treasury. 

Lhe SPEA Kk ER. lhe point of order that 
|| this should go to tue Committee of the Whole 
|| is not pending. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. Speaker, is it too late || 
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Mr. GARFIELDE, of Washington. Then I 
wish to say one word further in regard to the 
bill. The Governmentof the United States is 
paying twelve per cent. per annum rents apon 
buildings for the same purpose to which these 
buildings are to be applied, while they are 
borrowing money at five per cent. As a mat 
ter of ecouomy the Government gains by the 


passage of the bill. 


‘ 


In addition to that, Con 

gress bas said that no Territory shall be admit- 
ted until it has a half ratio for a Representa 
tive. That will keep us as Territories for many 
years to come. The ratio is constantly increas 
ing every decade. The result will be that this 
twelve per cent. will be paid for years to come 
by the Government. 

Another fact 1 wish to state is, that with the 
exception of these ‘Territories in this bill 
every Territory from the earliest days to the 
present time has had trom thirty thousand to 
one hundred and twenty thousand dollars each 
for the same purpose. This biil only includes 
the Territories which have never received a 
cent for capitol buildings. 
it out of our pockets. We propose to colleet 
the money in our own midst and disburse it 
for this purpose. 


We propose LO pay 


| I cannot see why objection is made to this 


measure when the whole history of the Gov- 
ernment shows thata different course of policy 
has been adopted in regard to every ‘Territory 
| in the United States. We expect to remain 
| in our condition of tutelage for a long time. 
We expect to have to come to Congress, as we 
| do to-day, to ask these favors at your hands, 
| and we trust, as a matter of economy, as a 


|| matter of establishing a precedent, as a matter 
i} 


| of right, as a matter of justice to us, that the 
House will not insist on recommitting this bill 
to any committee, but will give us what you 
have given to every other Territory, even when 
you take it out of your own pockets to do it. 
And we do not ask you by this bill to take a 
| dollar for this purpose. 

Mr. VAUGHAN. 

question. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Is not the motion to 

recommit pending? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
| ‘Tennessee [Mr. Vavcnan] was on the floor, 
| and had the right to say whether or not he 
| would permit a motion to recommit. 

1 have uot yielded for 


I move the previous 


Mr. VAUGHAN. 
that purpose. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. We have no statement 
of what was the amount of taxes in these 
Territories in 1871, or what it will probably 
be in 1872 or 1878. Weare making a general 
appropriation of all that has been levied and 
collected there inthe past and that will be in 
future without knowing anything about it. 

But what I mainly object to is the mode of 
making the appropriation. No other Territory 
has within my recollection received an appro 
We have made appro- 
priations directly out of the ‘Treasury of the 
United States for the Territories, but have 
never said that all the taxes collected within 
the Lerritories shall be applied to particular 
purposes. 

lhe gentleman from Maine [Mr. Perens | 
desires to refer the bill to the Committee on 
Pubiie Buildings and Grounds. 

Ihe SPEAKER. That motion will be in 
order if the House does not second the demand 
lor the previous question, 

Mr. PETERS. 
Secretary of the Lreasury asking this. 
think we should passthe 


riation in that way. 


There is nothing from the 
i do not 
bill on the case whiecl 
has been presented. 
Mr. VAUGHAN. 


committee be read 


Let the report of the 


lhe report was read, as follows : 


The Committ: n the Territories, t 


fer i (tL. R. No. 144) entitled “A bilito set 
aside certain proceeds irom internal revenu rtue 
erection of capitol buildings in the Territ cs Ul 
Arizona, Dukota, [daho, Montana, Wyoming, and 
Washington,” have had the same under considera- 
i} tion, aud report; 





Phat while they are in full sympathy with the 
le<ire of the Llouse to exercise the strictest econ 
they have been compelled, by the facts de- 
ped, to ado the conelu ; embraced in this 
report as J tto the Territori ind ecunomical to 
‘ Raowarnia ' 
yom the organization of the first Territory up to 
| it } ed that Congr has uniformly recog 
nized the duty of the Government to provide build 
ul for pub izc in the several Territories, and it 
lifficult to perceive any good reason for making 
lberritor nN ed in th bill an exception to 
the rul »generally adhered to. The amounts ap 
propriated for publie buildings in the several Ter 
ritories have been by no means uniform. Thus, 
Nebraska ed $55,000; Kansas, $50,000; Utah, 
{ Ne Mex », $150,000; Minnesota, $80,000, 
und Tow O00, and thirty-two hundred acres of 
land 
| ty-five mand dollarsin two apprporiations 
wer ( t I’ iter if Washington for cap 
tol building Of thi im only about six thousand 
lollare have been expended inclearing a site from 
! ivy timber, and erecting thereon, some seventeen 
irs ag 1 temporar yooden structure, which is 
win a state dilapidation. ‘The remainder of 
T ippropriations was covered back into the 
Preasury. 
The appropriations for capitol buildings hitherto 
e been made and expended at times when the 
t of both material and labor were much lower 
than at present; and although the amount named 
in the bill is considerably | than the average of 
appropriations heretofore made tor the same pur 
| e,t mit tee believe that it will be found 
ifhieis if « ) nieally expended 
Th init have discovered no objection to the 
planof setting aside the proceeds derived from in- 
ternal revenue in the several Territories for the 
purpose of erecting capitol buildings therein, but 
f it uch a course will be attended with less 
trouble and expense tothe Government than a direct 
ippropriation from the Treasury, which would in 
volve the transmission of the funds so appropriated, 


anda return to the Treasury of the revenues col 
lected in each Territory. 


From an examination of the last report of the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue it appears that 
there have been collected, under the internal reve- 
nue system, in the Territory of Arizona, $60,384; 
Dakota, $38,5 Wyoming, $41,830: Idaho, $452,706; 
Montana, $585.04 Washington, $473.831: and Colo- 
rado, $821,051, making a total of $2,475,699, and a net 
balance of over $4,800,000, after deducting the cost 
if liection. When it is con idered that the in- 
ternal revenuesystem has been organized butashort 
tine-in several of the Territories named, it becomes 
evident that th howing is equal to that of many 
of the older States, and constitutes an additional 
reason for extending to these remote and thinly 
populated regions the favorable legislation which 
has been common to the other Territories. 

From statements furnished by the proper Depart- 
ments your committee find that more than $30,000 


ire paid annually by the Government in the way of 


rentof buildings at the capitals of the Territories 
named inthis bill for the use of the civil service, 
being overeleven per cent. per annum on theamount 


herein ommended to be appropriated. As many 

theese lerritories ure remote, mountainous, and 
parsely populated, and as the period of their 
admission as States is therefore probably somewhat 
remote, it is believed that no principle of sound 
economy will be violated in making the appropria- 
tion recommended, 


L pon examination it does not appear that any 
appropriation has ever been made for a capitol 
building inthe Territory of Colorado, and as the 
same oppears to be true in,regard to Arizona, Da 
kota, ldaho, Montana, Wyoming, and Washington, 
with the exception of the $6,000 before referred to 


in the use of Washington, your committee have 
concluded to recommend an appropriation of $410,000" 
for each of said Territories for the erection of capi- 
tol buildings, and that no land or woney be here- 


ifier appropriated to either of said Territories for 
that purpose, 


Your committee therefore have agreed to report 
back the bill, amended by inserting the Territory 
of ** Colorado,” and striking out the word “ fifteen,”’ 


in the twenty-eighth line, and inserting the word 
“ten”’’in lieu thereol, and recommend its passage. 

4 t ' 

Mr. Pio | ERS, i ask the 


lennessee | Mr. 
motion to be 


gentieman from 
VauGuan } if he will allow my 
pending to recommit this bill 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds? 

Mr. VAUGHAN. I mustinsiston my demand 
for the previous question. : 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. I would 
inquire if it is contemplated by this bill that 
the collection of the internal revenue in the 
lerritories shall be without any regard to the 
supervision of the internal revenue depart 
ment in Washington, or whether the money is 
to be paid into the Treasury of the United 
States and then drawn from the Treasury for 
this purpose? 

Mr. PETERS. We have a special Com- 
mittee ou Public Buildings and Grounds, who 
have taken charge of all these matters ? 


THE CON 


vious question; and there were—ayes 41, noes 
17 ; no quorum voting. 

lellers were o rdered ; and Mr, 
and Mr. Perers were appointed. 

(he House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—aves 60, noes 18; no quorum voting. 

Mr. VOORHEES. 
of the House in order? 

The SPEAKER. | It is. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Then It make that mo- 
tion, 

Mr. WILSON, of Indiana. 
House do now adjourn. 


VAUGHAN | 


Is a motion for a call 


I move that the 


The question was put ; and there were—ayes 
41, noes 47; no quorum voting. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I eall or tellers. 

lellers were ordered; and Mr. Farnswortu 
and Mr. Vookukes were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported ayes 50, noes 40. 

Mr. TAFFE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

lhe question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 45, nays 50, not voting 
145; as follows: 


Y KAS— Messrs. Ambler, Beck, Bingham, Boles, 
George M. Brooks, Buckley, Cox, Farnsworth, Grif 
fith, Llale, Handley, Harper, Hawley, Hay, Gerry 
W. Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, Herndon, Hill, 
King, McCormick, MeCrary, MeGrew, Melntyre, 
MeJunkin, Mereur, Merrick, Packer, Peck, Perce, 
Peters, Edward Y. Rice, Rusk, Scofield, Seeley, 
Slater, Ll. Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, Stough- 
ton, Upson, Wakeman, Wallace, Wheeler, Willard, 
Jeremiah M. Wilson, and Wood—45. 

NAYS— Messrs. Acker, Archer, Averill, Barber, 
Barnum, Bell, Bird, Austin Blair, Braxton, Bur- 
chard, Burdett, Roderick R. Butler, Caldwell, Camp- 
bell, Coburn, Comingo, Conger, Crossland, Donnan, 
Duell, Dunnell, Elliott, FKinkelnburg, Wilder D. 
Foster, Golladay, Hambleton, Havens, Hereford, 
Kendall, Ketcham, Lowe, McClelland, McNeely, 
Merriam, Orr, Isaac C. Parker, Prindle, Rainey, 
Randall, Ellis i. Koberts, Shoemaker, Storm, Taffe, 
ferry, Washington Townsend, Turner, Vaughan, 
Voorhees, Walden, and Williams of Indiana—50, 

NOT VOTLING— Messrs. Adams, Ames, Arthur, 
Banks, Barry, Beatty, Beveridge, LBigby, Biggs, 
James G. Blair, Bright, James Brooks, Bulfinton, 
Benjamin F. Butler, Carroll, William T. Clark, Free- 


man Clarke, Cobb, Coghlan, Conner, Cotton, Crebs, 


Creely, Criteher, Crocker, Darrall, Davis, Dawes, 
De Large, Dickey, Dox, Du Bose, Duke, Eames, 
Kldredge, Ely, Farwell, Forker, Charles Foster, 
Henry D. Foster, Frye, Gartield, Garrett, Getz, 
Goodrich, maidemnn, Halsey, Hancock, Hanks, 
llarmer, George E. Harris, Jehn T. Harris, Hays, 
Hibbard, Hoar, ‘Setesnn: Masuak. eauhhen. Weller, 
Kellogg, Kerr, Killinger, Kinsella, Lamison, Lam- 


| port, Lansing, Leach, Lewis, Lynch, Mauson, Mar- 


shall, Maynard, Mellenry, McKee, McKinney, Ben- 
jamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Monroe, Moore, Morey, 
Morgan, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley, Niblack, 
Packard, Palmer, Hosea W. Parker, Pendleton, 
Aaron F. Perry, Eli Perry, Platt, Poland, Porter, 
Potter, Price, Read, John M. Rice, Ritchie, William 
R. Koberts, Robinson, Rogers, Roosevelt, Sargent, 
Sawyer, Sessions, Shanks, Sheldon, Shellabarger, 
Sherwood, Shober, Slocum, Sloss, Worthington C. 
Smith, Suapp, Snyder, R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. 
Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Stev ens, Stevenu- 
son, Stowell, Strong, St. John, Sutherland, Swann, 
Sypher, Thom: as, Dwight lownsend, Tuthill, Twich- 
ell, Tyner, Van Trump, Waddell, Waldron, W alls, 
Warre n, Wells, Whiteley, Whitthorne, Williams 
ot New York, John T. Wilson, Winchester, and 
Young—145. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. KE. H. ROBERTS. I ask unanimous 
consent that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union to consider the tariff bill. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. COX. I desire to know whether it is in 
order to go into Committee of the Whole to 
discuss our relations with Great Britain ? 

The SPEAKER. It will not be in order 
to do anything except to have a-call of the 
House. 

Mr. TAFFE. I am willing that this bill 
shall go to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, with leave to report at any time. 
I do not think it will provoke much discus- 
sion when gentlemen understand it. 

The SPEAKER. That order will be made, 
if there be no objection. 

No objection was made, and the bill was 
referred accordingly. 

TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, from the Com- 


lhe question was put on seconding the pre- || mittee on the Territories, reported a bill (H. 
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R. No. 2635) for the better protection of the 
Indian tribes and their conso 
civil government, to be called t 
Oklahoma; 
time. 

The question was upon ordering the 
be engrossed and read a third. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. I move that 
the bill and the report accompanying it be 
printed, and that the further consideration of 
the same be postponed until the second Tues 
day i in December next, after the mor ning hour, 

Mr. SHANKS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
say—— 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. 
vious an on my motion. 

Mr. SHANKS. I hope the gentleman will 
not do that. Ido not want to be outof order, 
but I do not want to be choked off by the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. 
the gentleman for a few minutes. 

Mr. SHANKS. I object to any steps being 


ida tion under a 
he ‘Verri itory of 
which was read a first and second 


bill to 


I call the pre- 


[ will yield to 


| taken in regard to this bill that may lead to 


its passage now or hereafter; and | cannot 
stand here as the chairman of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs and permit a measure of 
this kind to pass, that has not been brought 


| before my committee, that concerns a terri 


| to consider this bill. 


tory that is all Indian territory, and a people 
all of whom are Indians. The Committee on 
Indian Affairs, that are charged with all ques 
tions relating to Indians, have had no time or 
opportunity to consider this bill. These lands 
are held by the Indian tribes under treaty 
stipul lations, and yet the Committee on Indian 
Affairs has not been permitted at any time 
The treaties in all the 
cases where these lands have been patented 
to these Indians by the Government especially 
provide that no territorial government shall 
be established over them. 


Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. I must object 


| to any further discussion by the gentleman. 


Mr. SHANKS. I do not understand that 
the gentleman holds the floor. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly he does, as the 
member of the Committee on Territories who 
reported this bill. 

Mr. SHANKS. 
to yield the floor. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. 


[ understood the gentleman 


I yielded to 


| the gentleman for a few minutes, and | now 


resume the floor. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Parker] to yield to me 
for a few minutes. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. 
but not for a long argument, 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, of which my colleague is now 4 
member, in the last Congress reported sub 
stantially this bill to the House. 

Mr. SHANKS. I never reported this bill. 

Mr. VOORHEES. 1 am not speaking of 
the gentleman individually, but of the com 
mittee of which he is one, a committee which 
probably is larger than he is. That commit- 


i will yield, 


| tee reported this bill to the House through 


Mr. Vau Horn, of Missouri, then its chairman 
or acting chairman. ~The Committee on Ter 
ritories claimed jurisdiction of this bill because 
it organized a ‘lerritory of the United States. 
The House sustained that claim, and the bill 
went to the Committee on Territories as the 
proper committee to take charge of it; it was 
taken out of the hands of the committee of 
which the gentleman is a member. 

One word further in regard to his sensitive 
ness on the subject of treaty stipulations. I 
have had somewhat of that feeling, but it has 
been wonderfully taken out of my composition 
of late, however. Thegentleman, my colleague, 


{| Mr. Suanxs,] doubtless voted for the bill ex- 
tending the internal revenue laws all over this 
Indian. territory, for the bill of July 20, 1868 

extended the internal revenue laws of the Uni- 
ted States over the Indian territory right in the 
face of the treaties, which stated that they 
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should not be taxed. The gentleman himself, 
and almost every man in this House, voted to 
preak down treaty stipulations with the Indians 
upon the subject of taxation, and they to-day 
have the burdens of Government laid upon 
them without any of its blessings to produce 
order and peace in their borders. That ques- 
tion came upin the Supreme Court of the Uni- 
ted States in a celebrated case, andthe Supreme 
Court has rendered its decision to the effect 
that a law of Congress abrogates an Indian 
treaty Wherever it comes in conflict with it. 

Jt is late in the day to plead treaty stipula- 
tions because something is proposed for the 
benefit of those Indian tribes, when that plea 
did not avail at the time the revenue laws of 
the United States were extended over the In- 
dian country, and those tribes made subject to 
taxation, which provision of law has been sus- 
tained by the Supreme Court of the United 
Stutes in the face of the treaty. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Will the gentleman 
allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I wish to inquire 
whether we did not have with some of these 
Indian tribes the same kind of treaty stipula- 
tions before they were removed to the Indian 
territory, which stipulations were at the time 
of the removal regarded by Congress as subject 
to its power and control, and which it put an 
end to by removing the Indians to the new 
lerritories ? 

Mr. VOORHEES. 

Mr. SHANKS. 
remark, 

Mr. VOORHEES. 
man. 

Mr. SHANKS. In answer to the questions 
just put by the gentleman from Illinois, [ Mr. 
larnxswortn, | 1 say that Congresson the 28th 
of May, 1880, provided for removing the In- 


I will hear the gentle- 


I submit thatthe merits of the billare not now 
before the House tor discussion. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. I object to a 
discussion of the merits of this bill. I insist 
on my motion 

Mr. VOORHEES. I desire to say a single 
word in reply to my colleague, [ Mr. SHanks. } 
If he will read the decision of the Supreme 


| Court of the United States, as it has been my 
| duty to do carefully as a member of the Com- 


Undoubtedly, that is so. | 
[ wish to make a single | 


dians west of the Mississippi river and patent- | 


ing to them lands there in consideration of 
their lands east of the river, when they 
should sell their lands by treaty, and in no 
other way. 

In answer to what my colleague [Mr. 
VoorueEs] has said in regard to the previous 


mittee on the Judiciary, in connection with 
this very question, he will see that he and the 
Supreme Court differ as to whether the law of 
Congress of which | have spoken does or does 
not conflict with the treaty of 1866 with the 
Cherokee Indians. If the law abrogates the 
treaty, it certainly does conflict with it. The 
gentleman says | was ready—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. I insist upon my point 
of order. 

Mr. BECK. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Parker] a question the 
answer to which may govern my vote; and | 


| trust he will be kind enough to answer it. 





action of the House, he will pardon me for | 


saying that he is again at fault. The House 
did not take out of the hands of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs the bill for organ- 
izing this Territory and transfer it to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 
ter were these: a majority of the Committee 
on Indian A ffairs—a majority of one, simply— 
was in favor of organizing that Territory under 
the bill introduced by Mr. Van Horn. The 
minority of the committee, of which I was 
one, opposed that measure. In the contro- 


The facts in that mat- | 


| question which I desired to put. 


Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. BECK. Section sixteen of this bill pro- 
vides for the establishment of land offices and 
the survey of lands-—— 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. 
that question, 


Mr. BECK. 


I can answer 


[ have not yet concluded the 
Section sev- 
enteen provides—— 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. I 
the gentleman any further trouble. 

Mr. BECK. 1 have not yet asked my ques- 
tion. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. 
substitute. 

Mr. BECK. Itis inthe bill of Mr. Parker, 
of Missouri, that these lands, as soon as the 
Indian titles shall be extinguished and they 
are surveyed and become public lands of the 
United States, shall come under the operation 
of the grants and pledges heretofore made by 
Congress to certain railroad companies. Is it 
not the meaning and intention of this act to 
give it to them? 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. All this dis- 
cussion of the merits of the bill has been pre- 


can save 


This bill is a 


| cipitated without any knowledge as to what is 


contained in the bill and report. 


versy had upon this floor at that time, the || 


chairman of the Committee on the Territories 
asked that the bill be referred to his com- 
mittee, but the House referred it to a joint 
committee, consisting of the Committee on 


Indian Affairs and the Committee on the 
lerritories. That is what was done at that 
time, 


Now, Mr. Speaker, as to this question of 
law of which the gentleman speaks, he seems 
to have had the point very ready, and | think 
must have been prepared to speak upon it 
just at this time and inthis way. That law 
to which he refers is not in conflict but in 
conformity with the provisions of our treaties 
with the Indian tribes from the earliest period 
down, because those treaties have uniformly 
provided for commercial intercourse between 
the tribes and the Government. Hence that 
law was not in violation of any treaty, but was 
simply in pursuance of the internal policy of 
the Government with reference to the raising 
of taxes forits support. Buta proposition to 
go down to the Indian country and take away 
from these people their homes is a very differ- 
ent thing. This bill proposes to organize a 
court in the Indian territory—— 


Mr. BINGHAM. 


In the sub- 
stitute reported by myself the whole question 
involving the title of these lands belonging to 
these Indians is stricken out. The report of 
the committees instead of weakening the title 
of the Indian to these lands. strengthens that 
title. 

There is no section sixteen in the substi 
tute. All that part of the bill introduced by 
me from section fifteen is stricken out by the 
committee. 

Mr. BECK. 
tion. 


Let me ask this further ques- 
When the gentleman introduced his 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair has alwavs 
declined to answer parliamentary questions as 
to what would be the effect of 
adjourn on a pending bill. 

Mr. SCOFIELD i answer that ques- 
tion myself—lI am sure it would; and there- 
fore | move the House do now adjourn. 

The agreed to; and aceord 
ingly (at nine o'clock and forty-five minutes 
p. m.) the House adjourned. 


& motion to 


can 


motion Was 


PETLTLONS., 

The following petitions were presented under 
the rule, and referred to the appropriate com 
mittees : 

By Mr. BRAXTON: The petition of citi- 


zens of Alexandria, Virginia, praying payment 


| tor French spoliations prior to 1800, 


original bill was it not its intent and purport 


to give these lands to the two railroad corpor- 
ations I have referred to? 


Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. 


I can answer 


| that. 
Mr. BECK. Was it not stricken out—— 
Mr. BINGHAM. IL insist on my point of 
order. 


‘The SPEAKER. On a motion to postpone 
it is not in order to discuss the merits of the 
bill to which the motion applies. The pend- 
ing question is on the postponement of the 


further consideration of this bill to the second | 


Tuesday of December next, after the morning 
hour. 

M r. SH A N KS, J do hope it will be referred 
to a joint committee on Indian affairs. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. I demand the 
previous question on my motion. 

‘he House divided ; and there were—ayes 
62, noes 19; no quorum voting. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. If the House adjourns 
now will not this question come up to-mor- 
row morning as the unfinished business imme- 


I rise to a point of order. || diately after the reading of the Journal? 


By Mr. CROCKER: The petition of Pro 
fessor W. S. Snell and 41 others, citizens of 
Amherst, Massachusetts, praying Congress for 
further endowments of land tor the promotion 
and more complete endowment of colleges of 
agriculture and mechanic arts. 

By Mr. MceJUNKIN : The petition of Jeff. 
Burtner, C. KE. Anderson, W. H. Black, H. A. 
Wise, and 149 others, citizens of Butler county, 
Pennsylvania, praying the passage of House 
bill No. 1788, increasing pensions to. per- 
manently disabled soldiers. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: The petition of John 
Bollinger and 47 others, citizens of Darke 
county, Ohio, asking the passage of House 
bill No. 1738, to increase pensions in certain 
Cases. 

Also, the petition of John Blotner and 21 
others, citizens of Darke, county, Ohio, for 
the same. ° 4 

$y Mr. MERRIAM: The petition of James 
H. Bucklin and numerous others, citizens of 
Herkimer county, State of New York, protest 
ing against a second extension of a patent to 
L. L. Langsworth for his bee hive. 

By M r. VAN rTRUMP: Lhe petition of 
John Gibbs, praying a pension for services at 
the battle of North Point, in the war of 1812. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, May 1, 1872. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. New 
MAN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal 
of yesterday's proceedings. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I move that the further 
reading of the Journal be dispensed with. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, and 
HAMILTON, of Maryland, objected. 

Vhe VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made, the reading will be resumed. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the 
reading of the Journal. 


Mr. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Represent- 
atives by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, an 
nounced that the House bad concurred in the 
amendment of the Senate, to the bill (11. lt. 
No. 174) repealing the duty on tea and cotlee. 

The message also announced that the House 


had passed the following bills; in which it 


| requested the concurrence ofsthe Senate: 


A bill (H. R. No. 2341) to allow the pleas- 
ure yacht Red Hot to take the name of Addie 
Parker, an be registered under that name; 
and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2565) to provide for the 
issue of bonds in lieu of destroyed or defaced 
bonds of the United States. 

(he message further announced that the 
House had passed the bill (S. No. 793) to 
amend an act approved February 28, 1871, 
amending an act approved May 31, 1870, enti 
tled ‘An act to enforce the rights of citizens 
of the United States to vote in the several 
States of this Union, and for other purposes.”’ 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker 
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the Ilouse had s gned the following enrolled 
ind they were thereupon signed by the 
President 
>» . : 
\ bi. WK. ON 174) repealing the duty 
ou Land cou nnd 
A bill (S VO. (24 i nentary »un ac 
‘ itied \ i poral LI 1's xus 
Pacific Ku 1 Company, and to aid in the 
construction of 1 road Mi for Oolher pur 
poses,’ a prove 1 March 3, 1371 
BED ¢ BEAVER LAK 


The VICK PRESIDENT laid before the 


Senate the amendment of the Llouse of Kt p 
re A to the bill tS. N » O16) to release 
to the State of Indiana thelands known as the 
bed yt Deaver inne, 

Lhe amendment of the House of Represent- 
ul ‘ wos to substitute tor the bill of the Sen 
i ‘ plowing 

eat enacted, &e., That the Secretary of the Inte 
I roe, wind the bere y, auth 7 i and iires ed 
t use ali that part ot the public domain known 
ns the bed { Beaver lake, and tuated in the 
‘ yot Newton, in theState of Indiana, forming 
pur i townshi iirty north, rauges eight, nine 
and ten we und of woship thirty-one north, 
range nine west, to besurveyed and offered for sale 
in jegal-ubdivistons at the court-bouse inthe county 
‘ Newton, first giving sixty days’ notice of the time 
and place ofsuch sal by publication in some news- 
paper of general circulation published in the city 


of Indianspolis, Indiana, and also in some news 


paper ot general circulation published in said couaty 
ot Nev n 

sec. 2. That all actual settlers upon.and inhabit 
auts of, any parts of the lands forming _ be ae 
Beaver lake on the lst day of January, A. D. 183 
wh ive tude permanent improvere nts ae ‘ 
on, upon proof, satisfactory to the Secretary of the 
] rior, psettlement andimprovement prior 
to that date, shall have priority of purchase of the 
fullamount of said lands so occupied and improved 
by them, at the rate of $1 25 per acre for said lands 
and imps ements; and that all holders-of any 
parts of said lands, by purchase in good taith and || 
for valuable consideration, mediately or imme- 
diately from the State of Indiana, or its assigns, or 
from Michael G. Bright, or his assigns, or by devise 


or inheritance trow such purchaser, shall be entitled 
to enter the lands held, in legal subdivisions, at 
the land it Indianapolis, Indiana, at the price | 
olf $1 2) per acre, in preference to all other persons: 
Provided, however, That nothing herein contained 
shall be so construed as to make any vendor liable 
to his vendee for any purchase-money that may 
have been paid, excepting to the extent of the 
amount that such vendee may be required to pay in 
order to pertect his tithe under the provisions of this 
act; nor shall anything herein contained be so con- 
etrued as to prevent any vendor from recovering 


from bis vendee any unpaid purchase 
cepting that ich v 


money, ex- 
ndee may havean abatement of 


such purchase-money, to the extent of any sum he 
may have paid, pursuant to the provisions of this 
act, fort purpose of perfecting his title. 

SEC. Phat the residue of said lands shall be dis- 


posed of at public sale to the highest bidder ata 
pri not less than $1 25 per acre, 

And to amend the title so as to read: 

A bill for the sale of lands reclaimed by the 


drainage of Beaver lake, Indiana, 


Mr. PRATT. I 


amendment of 


concur in the 
the House with an amendment, 


move to 


to add at the close of the third section the 
following: 
And it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the 


Interior to reimburse the State of Indiana out of 
the moneys received from the sale of said lands for 
the expenses incurred by the State in draining said 
lake 


lhe VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to 
concur with an amendment has priority of the 
question of concurrence. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I would move that the 
amendment of the House and the amendment 
proposed by my friend from Indiana be printed, 
and that the bill and amendments then be 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
as this opens an entirely new question, so that 
we may see what it is and they may report 
upon it. 

Mr. PRATT. 


. ; 
he nnta 
the Senate 


I can very briefly explain to 
the nature of theamendment made 
by the House and the propriety of the amend- 
ment which I now offer. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to 
refer will have priority of the motion to concur 
with an amendment. 

Mr. PRATT. I will briefly state the nature 


of the amendment made by the House. It | 
will be remembered that the bill passed the | 





| extended to its center, 


Senate some five or six weeks 
vided for a cession by the United States of the 
bed of Beaver lake to the State of Indiana. 
[hat was the whole of it. In that form it went 
to the House. The House subverted entirely 
1e principle of the bill by providing that the 
bed of the hake shall be surveyed under the 
authority of the Secretary of the Interior, and 
the land shall be exposed at public sale at the 
court-house door of the county seat, and that 
the proceeds of the sale shall be paid into the 
lreasury of the United States. 
provision, however, in favor of those who were 
in possession of the lands or claimed title to 
them upon the Ist day of January, 1871, that 
where have made improvements, they 
shall be allowed to preempt the landsat $1 25 
That is the nature, briefly stated, 
of the amendment of the House to the bill. 
bill was under consideration here 


since. It pro- 


they 
th acre 


\A oi 
Wwoenhn the 


| endeavored to demonstrate, and thought I 
did to the satisfaction of the Senate, because 
the bill was passe d by & unanimous vote, that 


the bed of this 


State of 


lake should be ceded to the 
Indiana. It covered some fifteen 
or sixteen thousand acres of land. The State 
and the citizens of that State living in the 
neighborhood of the lake had drained it at an 
expense of several thousand dollars. The pro- 
prietorship of the General Government of the 
bed of the lake was an utterly barren one. 
The land was worth nothing. It wassoil under 
water. It had never been surveyed. It could 
surveyed, But the State of Indiana, 
out of the proces ds of the sale of the swamp 
lands of that couuty, undertook to drain the 
lake. In that enterprise she was aided by 
citizens living in the neighborhood of the lake ; 
so that it was accomplished without one cent of 
cost to the General Government, and some 
thirteen or fourteen thousand acres of land, 
which had before been covered by water, were 
recovered and made productive land, 

In this condition of things certain parties 
within the last year or two, thinking that these 


not be 


|| as unsurveyed lands were subject to the pre- 


emption laws of the Government, undertook 
to settle upon them and to exclude those who 
were in possession or Claimed title. 

l ought to say in this cOnnection that the 
lands reclaimed by the drainage of the lake 
were Claimed by certain parties who bad ori- 
ginally entered the lands bordering upon the 
lake. They claimed that in purchasing the 
lands upon the margin of the ~“ their tile 
and in this opinion 
they were confirmed by the decision of the 
circuit court of that county, presided over by 
a geutleman who is now one of the supreme 
judges of Indiana, and was formerly a member 
of this body. I refer to Judge Petit. He 
decided that the owners of the land upon the 
margin of the lake had a title by virtue of that 
purchase to the center of the lake. ‘That sub- 
stantially was his decision. 

‘Two gentlemen of the name of Bright and 
Condit had entered these lands, or had pur- 
chased them, rather, as swamp lands from the 
State of Indiana, and they, in conjunction with 
the State of Indiana, had drained this lake. 
The State subsequently became interested in 
one half of these lands in this mode: John P. 
Dunn, who derived title from Condit, one of 
the original purchasers, was a defaulter, I be- 
lieve, to the State, and judgment was rendered 
against him, and these lands were sold, and 
ultimately came into the possession of the 
State in satisfaction of the claim against 
Dunn, in whole or part. The State afterward 
sold these lands and received some eighty-five 
hundred dollars of the purchase money. 

The amendment which has been passed by 
the House will of course compel the State of 
Indiana to refund to the purchasers all the 
money which she bas received with interest. 
What I claim now is, that since the decision 
of the House is that these are Government 


There is a | 








lands and should be sold, the proceeds of the | 
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of Indiana the amount expended by her in 
reclaiming these lands and giving them any 
value whatever. They would have had no 
value without this expense. That is the whole 
of my amendment. It is that the proceeds of 
these lands, when sold under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior, shall be devoted 
first to reimburse the State of Indiana for the 
expense that she has incurred in draining 
them. I hope the amendment that I have 
proposed will be adopted without the refer- 
euce of the bill to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I thought I understood 
the Senator from Indiana when he addressed 
the Senate on this bill a few weeks ago to 





| maintain that the title to the land under this 


| lake 


was in the State of Indiana, and that i: 
had lawfully taken possession of and disposed 
of it, and that the bill that we passed was 


_merely to save all possible question that we 
| were not granting to the State of Indiana any- 


thing in reality, but we were only surre ndet 
ing a barren cloud or pretense of title that 
might be set up by these squatters who had 
intruded themselves upon the land. Am | 
right? [Mr. Prarr nodded assent.) IL under- 


| stand from my honorable friend that | am 


right in my understanding of what his views 
were. I concurred with him entirely. The 
United States, in my opinion, had not and has 
not now a particlé of title to these lands. | 
think the honorable Senator knew that that 
was my opinion before. 

Now, then, because the House of Represent 
atives has seemed to take a different view of 


| that question, which, in point of law, in my 


| Opinion, is as clear as 


any land question can 


| be when you come to look at the decisions 


_ good one, and then we shal| have 


entirely. 


| the State perhaps will not 


| emptioners were 


made on just such subjects in the Supreme 
Court of the United States, I do not see why 
we are bound to acquiesce in that at all; 1 do 
not know why we are bound to reverse our 
own opinion and reverse our own legislation, 
and say that we will take this land away from 
the State of Indiana and will pay her for it, 
when we do not want it, and it will only be a 
curse to us. I do not see any reason whatever 
for it. It would be much better, in my opinion, 
not to have passed any bill, but to have lett it 
to the courts to decide (as they infailibly would, 
so far as we can proguosticate what a court 
will do on a question of law) that the title of 
the State was clear and that the United States 
had no title, and that these squatters and pre- 
intruders on the land that 
lad been properly granted to other people. 

I hope, therefore, without enlarging, that the 
Senate will not commit itself to this view of 
the House, take back this land from the State 
of Indiana and undertake to assume it when 
consent, and thus 
get ourselves into the difficulty of being obliged 


| to tight the people who are in possession of 


part “of it, who are now in possession under the 
State of Indiana, in which we shall certainly 
fail, and then go through the form of sellivg 
some of these lands and accounting for this 
money, when it will turn out in the end that 


| an attempt to sell every quarter section that 


lay under that lake will finally be held not to 
confer a valid title upon our patentee ant 
that the title of the State of Indiana is a 
to pay b 

the money to the patentee, and for his improve- 
meuts, and all that. Let us, therefore, adoy! 
the views of the Senator from Indiana, as he 
conclusively stated them the other day, and 
disagree to these amendments of the House 
I am willing todo that now. but 
if we are to go on and act on the theory that 
we are going to take the back track on this 


subject, then the subject certainly ought to go 


to a committee for inquiry and investigation. 
If it will be agreeable to my triend from Lndi- 
ana to have the bill passed, as he bad it in the 
first place, I will vote with him with pleasure 
to disagree to the amendment of the House, 


sale shall first be paid to reimbursing the State || and if the House on reconsideration think that 
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is not the best, we can have a conference and | was referred to the Committee on Public 


see where the point of difficulty is. 

Mr. PRATT. On the suggestion of the 
Senator from Vermont | withdraw my amend- 
ment, and move that the Senate disagree to 
the ameudment of the House of Representa- 
tives. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on concurring, and the Senator desires the 
Senate to non-concur, which is the converse 
of it. 

lhe amendment of the House was non-con- 
curred in, 

Mr. PRATT. I move that the House of 
Representatives be asked for a committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses. 

[he motion was agreed to. 

The Vice President was, by unanimous con- 
sent, authorized to appoint the conferees on 
the part of the Senate; and Messrs. Pratt, 
EpmunpDs, and |,0GAN were appointed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of 
Mary Callahan, of Philadelphia, praying an 
increase of pension; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. NYK. I ask permission of the Senate 
to call up House bill No. 1030, forthe purpose 
of having action upon it. 

Mr. CORBETT. I shall have to object. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Oregon objects. It requires unanimous con- 
sent at this stage of business. Petitions are 
still in order. 

Mr. TRUMBULL presented the petition of 


of Illinois, praying the enactment of a law 
granting to each State the proceeds of the sales 
of public lands to the amount of thirty thou- 
sand acres for each of its Senators and Rep 
resentatives in Congress, for the endowment 
ol one university in each State, whose leading 
object shall be the higher education of women ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Eda- 
cation and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
Iilinois, praying the extension of the patent 
of William H. Akins and Jacob D. Felthousen, 
lor improvements in sewing- machines; which 
was referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. WRIGHT presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of Lowa, in relation to settlers on 
swamp lands or lands claimed as such; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of Lowa, relative to the building of a 
bridge across the Big Sioux river; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of 
Albert Ff. Watson, praying that a pension be 
allowed to two orphan children of Samuel L. 
Carter; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a memorial of citi- 
zens of Philadelphia, praying that the Consti 
ution may not be amended so as to permit a 
foreign-born person to become President of 
the United States; which was referred to the 
Commiitee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JOHNSTON presented a resolution of 
the Legislature of Virginia, recommending the 
establishment of signal stations at Hatteras 
aud other points on the coast of Virginia and 
North Carolina; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented two petitions of citizens 
of Alexandria, Virginia, praying indemnity 
lor spoliations committed by the French prior 
to the year 1801; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. KELLY presented the petition of Mary 
P. Sawtelle and others, members of the Wo- 
men’s Real Estate Association of New York 
city, praying a donation of public lands in the 
State of Oregon upon certain conditions ; which 


i 








| 


| 





i 


Lands. 
Mr. WILSON presented the petition of 
William H. Campbell, praying indemnity for 


the year 1801 ; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 


He also presented a petition of soldiers | 


and sailors, in favor of the passage of the 
bill incorporating the National Union Sol- 


diers’ and Sailors’ Orphan Industrial Training 
School Association ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented a memorial of 


| manufacturers of picture-frame moldings, pray- 


ing that the patent of Robert Marcher for a 
hand-preparing machine may not be extended ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pat 
ents. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
the United States, praying that mustard seed 
be placed on the free list; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

PRINTING BILL. 

Mr. SPENCER. The day before yester- 
day I introduced a bill (S. No. 1047) in re- 
lation to the Orange, Alexandria and Manas- 
sas railroad. I was not aware at that time 
that bills were not printed without a special 
order. I introduced the bill at request. 1 


OF A 


| move now that it be printed. 


The motion to print was agreed to. 
ALASKA INDIANS, 
Mr. BUCKINGHAM. 


The Committee on 


| Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
| (S. No. 965) authorizing the Secretary of the 
John Wood, Paul Selby, and others, citizens || 


Interior to take jurisdiction over the people 
of Alaska called Indians, and for other pur- 
poses, have instructed me to report it back, 
with an amendment; and I ask the Senate to 
hear me make astatement, not exceeding three 
minutes, and to act upon the bill now. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill, which proposes to make it law- 
ful for the Secretary of the Interior to have 
the same jurisdiction over the people called 
Indians inhabiting Alaska that he now has 
over other tribes of American Indians, and that 
he may refund for the benefit of the Indians of 
Alaska such an amount of the funds already ap- 
propriated ‘* for Indian tribes not otherwise 


provided for’’ as may be required to establish | 


schools, and other necessary purposes. 


The amendment reported by the Committee | 


on Indians Affairs was after the word * Indi- 
ans,’’ in line six, to strike out the following 
words: 

And that he may refund for the benefit of said 
Indians in Alaska such an amount of the funds 
already appropriated “for Indian tribes not other- 
wise provided for’’ as may be required to establish 


schools, and other necessary purposes. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 

And to expend for the benefit of said Indians of 
Alaska such au amount of funds which are, or which 
may be hereafter appropriated, for Indian tribes 
not otherwise provided for, as he may judge proper, 


| to establish schools, to promote industry, and for 


other purposes necessary for their civilization. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Previous to the ac: 
quisition of Alaska we hada system of Indian 
service which placed the American Indians 
mainly under the charge of the Secretary of 


| the Interior, but it is hardly probable that he 


can exercise the same jurisdiction over the 
people called Indians in Alaska without some 
new provision of law. This bill makes that 
provision. It extends his authority or gives 
him the same jurisdiction over that people 
that he has now over the tribes of American 
Indians. It still further authorizes him to 
expend such an amount of funds already ap- 
propriated to Indians pro- 


‘*not otherwise 


vided for,’’ as he may think necessary, in order | 


to establish schools and promote their civil- 
ization. ‘This appears to be necessary. The 
character of these people called Indians is 
somewhat different from the North American 
Indians, They appear to be more intelligent 
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| spohations committed by the French prior to | 


and more easily instructed. 
substance of the bill. 
Mr. POMEROY. 


| have stated the 


I would suggest that the 
committee strike out the words * Secretary 
of the Interior’? and insert ‘‘President of the 
United States.’’ There is no general law that 
puts the Indians incharge of the Secretary of 
the Interior except by special statute relating 
to each particular tribe; but the President 
has the general supervision of the Indians, 
and the Secretary is only a clerk to the Presi- 
dent any way. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. 


lL have no objec- 


i| tion to that change. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 


objection that amendment will be made. 


If there be no 


This 


| amendment will be considered as agreed to. 





| 


| 
; COMpany 


Mr. COLE. I think the object of this bill 
is a beneficent one and the bill ought to pass. 
Those persons called Indians in that newly 
acquired part of the United States have been 
very much negleated under our Government, 
much more so than under the Government of 
Russia during the term of the sovereignty of 
that empire in that country. I hope, there 
the bill may a law and that it 
may be acted upon by our Government for 
the relief of these people. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I should like to ask 
the gentleman if the fur company which has 
succeeded to the Russian fur company expend 
anything in the way of educating the Aleuts 
as the original Russian fur company did; or 
do they wish to throw the support of these 
Aleuts upon the Government of the United 
Stutes under this bill? 

Mr. COLE. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire knows fully as much about that as | do. 
| do not know what they are doing or whether 
they are doing anything for the Aleuts or not. 
i do not know how far the obligations on the 


bee me 


tore, 


part of that company go toward the protection 
of these Indians. it may be that the arrange 
nents made with that company oblige them to 
do something in this direction. Ll do no 
how thatis. ‘The Senator may be able to pive 
some information on that subject. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I only know that the 
present tur succeeded to all 
rights and jurisdiction of the original Russian 
fur cOMpany in islands. 
the 


wLLOW 


the 


company 
these Ihe original 
had to educate Aleuts 


I do not 


on the 


islands. snow that it is the fact, but 


| 
i 
| it looks to me a little as though this fur com- 


| portion of the territory. I 





pany intended to shirk that responsibility on 
the part of the company and throw it on the 
hands of the Government. 

Mr. COLE. If there is any such purpose 
about it | was not aware of it, | am sure, and 
I am certain, on the other hand, that there is 
no such purpose, but that this bill is nota bill 
at the request of that company at all, but one 
to which they would be very apt to object. 

Mr. CORBETT. I think the company have 
to take care of those people upon the slands 
leased to them, but the other 
think th 


not those in 
ought to pass. 

he amendment reported by the Committee 
on Indian Affairs was agreed to. 

lhe bill was reported to the 
amended, and the amendments were con 
curred in. ‘The bill was ordered to 
grossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


Senate as 


be en 


COURTS IN WISCONSIN. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 859) to change the time for holding 
the circuit and district courts of the United 
States for the western district of W isconsin, 
at La Crosse, have instructed me to report it 
favorably; and as this is a@ local bill and can 

ad to no possible debate or objection, I a 
the Senate to consider it at the present time. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. The bill 


provides that the time of holding the circuit 





OPN LURES od Mes Saeses 


‘of December, 


United States for 
Wisconsin, at Ls 
shall be the third Tuesday of Septem- 
instead of the first Monday 
as now provided by law. The 
December term at La Crosse and 
indictments, writs, process, 
proceedings, civil and criminal, 
now pending in either of said courts, may be 
entered, heard, and tried at the time herein 
fixed for holding them; but a term 
held in December, 1872, for the purpose of 
taking for of recognizances‘and dispos- 
and all matters pending in the 
court, civil or criminal, necessary to be dis- 


of the 
district of 


and district 


the west 


court 
ern 
Crosse, 
ber of each year, 
is abolished, 
all recognizances, 


and other 


feilures 


ing of any 


posed of at the term to prevent discontinu- 
ances or any loss of any rights that may have 
accrued to any party or to the Government 
of the United States. This act is not to inter- 


fere with the term of the courts appointed to 
be holden at Madison, same district, 
nor with the power now possessed by the judges 


in the 


to order special terms, as now provided by law. 
lhe bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
JAMES KEENAN, 
Mr. CAMERON. 


Committee on 


[ am directed by the 


Foreign Relations, to whom 


was referred the joint resolution (H. R. No. 
141) to amend the resolution for the relef of 
James Keenan, late consul at Hong Kong, 
China, approved February 18, 1867, to report 


it withoutamendment, ‘This requires only the 
alteration of a word and limits the responsi- 
bility of the I therefore ask the 
Senate to consider it at the present time. 
There being no objecti mm, the Senate, “as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 


der the joint resolution, 


(rovernment. 


the joint resolution approved February 18, 
1867, forthe relief of James Keenan, deceased, 
late consul at Hong Kong, China, by striking 


out all after the words ‘*the several balances 
due him,’’ and inserting in leu thereof the 
words ‘‘on his accounts for relief of seamen.”’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Leannot understand that 
unless I see the act of 1867. 

Mr. CAMERON. I will explain it in a mo- 
ment. A resolution was passed by Congressa 
few years ago that allowed all this gentleman’ s 
accounts to be settled upon a broad principle. 
‘This strikes out all the accounts excepta single 
one which is for the sums of money he paid to 
seamen in that country. The limitation 1s alto- 
gether in favor of the Government, and can do 
no harm to anybody. The only good it can do 
anybody is to settle the account for the benefit 
of the family. 

Mr. EDMUNDs. 
resolution read again. 

‘The joint resolution was read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. CAMERON. 
Government. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
that there 


I should like to hear the 


That changes it entirely. 
For the benefit of the 


shall be paid to his legal represent- 
utives the amount of exchange to which he 
would be entitled for loss had he drawn the 
several balances due him on the adjustment 
of his accounts. Now you propose to add a 
settlement of all moneys which he may have 
advanced to seamen. Instead of the limita- 
tion, therefore, it is an extension. I think we 
ought to consider that a little. 

Mr. CAMERON. The Senator from Ver- 
mont for once in his public life is wrong. It 
limits it entirely to one account in place of 
allowing all his accounts. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it go over for the 
present and I will look into it, 
rhe VICE PRESIDENT. 

lution will lie over. 

Mr. EDMUNDS subsequently said: In jus- 
tice to the Senator from Pennsylvania, I de- 
sire to say that from comparing his bill with 
the statute I have no objection to it, and am 
willing that it should pass, 


The joint reso- 


The act of 1867 provides | 


may be | 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont withdraws his objection. 

The joint resolution was reported to the 
Senate without amendment, ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REPORTS OF 


Mr. STOCKTON, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of Madeline Vinton Dahlgren, praying 
compensation for the adoption and use in the 
Navy of the United States of certain inven- 
tions of her late husband, Rear Admiral Dahil- 


COMMITTEES. 


| gren, relating to ordnance, submitted a report, 


accompanied by a bill (S. No. 1059) authoriz- 


| ing a settlement of the claim of the estate of 


the late Rear Admiral John A. Dahlgren. 

The bill was read and passed to the second 
reading, and the report was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, to whom was reterred 
the bill (S. No. 957) supplemental to the act 
of February 9, 1871, incorporating the Colum- 
bian College in the District of Columbia, 


| reported it without amendment. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1016) to extend 


| the works of the Georgetown Gas-Light Com- 


pany, reported it without amendment. 


It proposes to amend | 





He also, from the same committee, to whom | 


was referred the bill (S. No. 972) to increase 
the capital stock and to extend the works of 
the Washington Gas Light Company, reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. PATTERSON. The same committee, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2187) 
to confirm the action of the board of alder- 
men and common council of the city of Wash- 
ington, designating a depot site for the Balti- 
more and Potomac Railroad Company, and 
for other purposes, have instructed me to re- 
port it back without amendment, and | call 
the attention of the Senator from Pennsy|- 
vania [Mr. CamMERon | to this report. 
the friends of this bill are very anxious to have 
some evening set apart for its consideration. 

Mr. CAMERON. [ask the Senate to assign 
to-morrow evening for the consideration of 
that bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania asks unanimous consent 
that to-morrow evening be assigned for the 
consideration of this bill, and the Chair sup- 
poses with the limitation that the untinished 
business at the afternoon session shall be the 
unfinished business for the next day. Is that 


| the desire of the Senator from Pennsylvania? 


Mr. CAMERON. 

Mr. SUMNER. I object, for the reason 
that | know there are one or two Senators 
who wish to be here when that bill is discussed 
who cannot be here to-morrow evening. 

Mr. CAMERON. Very well; then I will 
agree that the Senator trom Massachusetts 
shall fix some other early evening. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I object 
to any agreement whatever on this question. 

Mr. CAMERON. I do not pretend to know 
the rules as well as I ought to do, but | will 
ask the Chair if there is not some other motion 
that I can make now to bring this bill up? 
{ Laughter. ] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


Yes, sir. 


There is not. 


| All reports of committees must, by the rules, 


lie over one day for consideration except by 
unanimous consent. ‘This bill having been 
reported to-day, cannot be reached before to- 
morrow by any vote except by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. CAMERON. Then I give notice that 
to-morrow I shall insist on having a time fixed 
for its consideration. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom was referred the biil 
(S. No. 


I believe | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


628) authorizing terms of the United | 


States district court to be held at Fort Gibson, 


in the Indian territory, reported it with an | 


amendment, 





May 1, 


He also, from the same committee. to whom 
were referred the bill (S. No. 306) to fix the 
time of holding the United States courts jy 
the districts of Arkansas; the bill (S. No. 
830) to create a United States court for the 
Indian territory ; the bill (S. No. 979) to define 

the territorial limits and jurisdiction of the 
United States district courts for the eastery 
and western districts of Arkansas, and for 
other purposes ; the bill (S. No. 951) establish- 
lishing a United States tar court in the 
Indian country; and the bill (S. No. 888) to 
facilitate the trials of ¢ eal a causes and re- 
duce expenses in the western judicial district 
of Arkansas, reported adversely thereon, and 
moved their indefinite postponement, the sub- 
ject-matter being covered by Senate bill No. 
628, reported favorably. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, from the same commit- 
tee, to whom were referred resolutions of the 
Legislature of Kansas and various petitions 
on the subject of courts in Arkansas and the 
Indian country, asked to be discharged from 
their further consideration; which was agreed 
to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1010) relating 
to evidence in the Court of Claims, reported 
adversely thereon, and moved its indefinite 
postponement; which was agreed to. 

Hie also, from the same committee, to whom 

' was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1072) to fix 
terms of United States district courts in the 
eighth district, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. NYE. Now, I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate to take up House bill No. 
1030, to regulate elections in Washington and 
Idaho ‘lerritories. 

Mr. CORBETT. Ido not like to object to 
anything that the Senator from Nevada de- 
sires. As chairman of the Committee on 
Territories of course it is his duty to try to 
vall up this bill, but it is my duty to object 
from the fact thatit will create a state of affairs 
in our elections that we do not want. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sena- 
tor object ? 

Mr. CORBETT. 
object. 

fhe VICE PRESIDENT. Reports of com- 
mittees are still in order. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, from the Com- 
miitee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred 
the memorial of William H. De Groot, asked 
to be discharged from its further consider- 
ation, and that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. RICK, from the Committee on Mines 
and Mining, to whom was referred a memorial 
ol the Legislature of Colorado Territory, ask- 
ing the passage of an act granting titles to 
lodes and veins whenever sufficient improve 
ment has been made, asked to be discharged 
from itsturi her consideration, the subject-matter 
having been disposed of bya bill already acted 
on by the Senate ; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of the Legislature 
of Nevada, praying that the proceeds of the 
sales of mineral lands be set aside for the per 
pose of fostering mining interests by the es 

tablishment of reduction works, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration : 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the memorial of the Legislature 
of the Territory of Colorado, asking certain 
modifications of the bill now pending in the 
United States Senate entitled ‘*An act to pro 
mote the development of the mining resources 
of the United States,’’ asked to be discharged 
irom its further consideration; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. CRAGIN, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1026) for the relief of the officers and 


Therefore I shall have to 


| crew of the United. States ship Vicksburg, 
|, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
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a report thereon; which was ordered to be 
srinted. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands have directed me to report back the 
pill (S. No. 888) extending the time for the 
selection of swamp and overflowed lands in 
Oregon, under an act of Congress approved 
March 12, 1860. This is a short bill, and the 
committee has proposed a single brief amend- 


ment, the effect of which isto extend properly | 


the clause saving the rights of third persons. 
I will state to the Senate that the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. Ke.ty] desires to say a few words 
upon this bill on Friday or Saturday of this 
week in the morning hour. 


Mr. POOL, from the Committee on Rev- 


olutionary Claims, to whom was referred the | 
petition of Sarah S. Stafford, only daughter | 


and surviving heir of James Bayard Stafford, 


an officer in the Navy during the revolutionary | 


war, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
(S. No. 1060) forthe reliefof Sarah S. Stafford. 

The bill was read and passed to the second 
reading, and the report was ordered to be 
printed. 


the bill (H. R. No. 1644) to cure defective 
titles in the District of Columbia, reported it 
with an amendment. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 198) for 
the relief of Warren & Moore, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NYE. Is it proper for me to move to 
lay aside the morning business? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not, because 
the twenty-fourth rule requires the morning 
business to be progressed through to Senate 
resolutions, unless by unanimous consent. Re- 
ports are still in order, and several Senators 
seem to have reports to make. 

Mr. SPENCER. The Committee 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No. 2332) to fix the salary of 
the members of the Board of Health of the 
District of Columbia, have instructed me to 
report it back without amendment. 
brief, and | ask for its passage this morning. 

Mr. CAMERON. I object for the purpose 
of making an appeal to the Senate. The 
Senator from Nevada, who is not well to-day, 
has been making a succession of appeals to 
take up a bill which will occupy but a few 
minutes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair was 
about to state to the Senator from Nevada that 
he can move to lay the naval appropriation bill 
on the table when it is reached at one o’clock, 
and take up his bill by a majority vote, but he 
cannot now 
unanimous consent, which is refused. 

Mr. SPENCER. I ask that the bill I have 
just reported be acted upon. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made, the bill cannot be considered at this 
time. 

ARMY STAFF PROMOTIONS. 


Mr. AMES. The Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was recommitted the bill (8S. 
No. 996) to repeal so much of section six of 
an act entitled ‘‘An act making appropria- 
tions for the support of the Army for the year 
ending June 30, 1870, and for other purposes,”’ 
approved March 38, 1869, as prohibits promo- 
tions in the staff departments of the Army, 
have instructed me to report it back with an 
amendment, and I ask that the bill may be 
how considered. 

_ The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. NYE. Ido not wish to object to any- 
thing, but I desire to make an appeal to the 
Senate. There is a bill here which I am very 
anxious to have considered. If it is not 
passed to-day or to-morrow it will be useless. 


on the | 


It is very | 


before one o'clock except by | 


It is very important that it should be consid- 
ered at once. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
ator objects to this bill, the Chair will under- 
stand his statement as an objection to any 
other request of this sort, or if he objects to 
this bill it cannot be read. 

Mr. NYE. I do not object. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. 

The Committee on Military Affairs reported 
the bill with an amendment, to add the follow- 
ing proviso: 

Provided, That nothing herein shall authorize 
new appointments to places made vacant by promo- 


herein contained shall authorize promotions in said 
departments above the grade of major. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CASSERLY. 
has introduced this bill, or the chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs, will give 
some reasons to the Senate why we should pass 
the bill. Jt is a change of the policy estab- 


multiplication of officers of the Army, if I 
understand it. 

Mr. AMES. This bill does not authorize 
new appointments in the staff departments. 
It only permits promotions in those depart- 
ments to the grade of major, and the bill does 


not apply to three of the eight departments | 


interested. The first three named, the Adju- 
tant General's department, the Inspector Gen- 
eral’s department, and the pay department, 
have grades of major and above, none below, 


law, will not affect those departments. It 
will affect the other five only, permitting the 
captains and first and second lieutenants, and 
those officers only, to be promoted. No new 
appointments are authorized by the bill. 

| Mr. SAWYER. I should like to ask the 
Senator if the bill does or does not allow the 
appointment of an assistant surgeon in place 


ranks of assistant surgeons? 
refuses that right, does it not? 

Mr. AMES. It authorizes promotions to 
the grade of major. 
the grade of the assistant surgeon. 

Mr. SAWYER. Does it allow the vacancy 
in the assistant surgeons to be filled? 

Mr: AMES. It authorizes no new appoint- 
ments. 

Mr. NYE. Never? 

Mr. AMES. Notas they stand. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I understand then the 
effect of this bill is to provide for the promo- 
tion of a certain number of junior officers, but 
that it does not increase the number of supe- 
rior officers. Is that correct? 

Mr. AMES. 
is correct in that particular. 

Mr. MORTON. 
bill reported. I did not hear it. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. NYE. I dislike to object, but I am very 
anxious to have action on the bill to which I 
have referred. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
objects, it removes this bill from the consider- 
ation of the Senate. 

Mr. AMES. I hope the Senator will allow 
the bill to pass. 

Mr. NYE. I will not object. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


It expressly 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. SCOTT. I ask that the Senate con- 
sider the resolution relative to the time of 
meeting. 
| The VICE PRESIDENT. 
| resting at reports of committees, pending 

| which the Senator from Pennsylvania asks 





Unless the Sen- | 


tions underthis act: And provided also, That nothing | 


I trust the Senator who | 


a Ser ees LL Wie j || lished by the existing law in regard to the | 
Mr. VICKERS, from the Committee on the || - > ; & 7 


District of Columbia, to whom was referred 


and therefore this bill, if it should become a | 


of a surgeon who has been promoted from the | 


I should like to have the | 
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That will depend upon || 


I'he Senator from California | 


If the Senator | 


The call is still | 


| the mnaking of copies. 
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unanimous consent to call up the resolution 
fixing eleven o'clock as the hour of meeting. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. SUMNER. I object to it. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will not the Senator from 
Massachusetts permit me to state that it is evi- 
dently the desire of the Senate that this time 
be fixed, either to go in effect at once or at 
some stated day hereafter? 

Mr. SUMNER. I suggest to the Senator 
that we had better wait until it appears that 
the business will be advanced by it. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I move that Caleb H. 
Blood be allowed to withdraw the papers con 
nected with his claim from the tiles of the 
Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Senators have 
generally asked that when a request is made 
for an absolute withdrawal of papers some 
reason shall be stated. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I 
know whether there has 
report. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I do not 
there is, let copies be kept. 

Mr. PRATT. ‘There has been an adverse 
report. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then I think they ought 
notto be withdrawn without copies, at any rate, 
being left. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Iliinois objects. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. 
copies being left. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Is there objection 
to the withdrawal on the condition that copies 
be left ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think the practice has 
been where an adverse report has been made 
not to allow the papers to be withdrawn, because 
it may result in their being presented a second 


think we ought to 


been any adverse 


know. It 


I have no objection to 


| time and the claim being allowed afterward 


without any knowledge of the former adverse 


report. 
Mr. FLANAGAN. That is not the inten 
tion. There is no objection to copies being 


kept. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. For what purpose is it 
desired to withdraw them? 

Mr. FLANAGAN. ‘To present to another 
Department a portion of them, as | understand. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. After an adverse report 
has been made on papers that have been pre- 
sented to Congress, it seems to me they ought 
not to be permitted to be withdrawn. 

Mr. POMEROY. Our rule only extends to 


| preventing their withdrawal for the sake of 


presenting them at another session; but any 
person can withdraw his papers; there is no 
rule of the body against withdrawing papers. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There is a rule against 
it, I think, or a practice at any rate, where 
there has been an adverse report. 

Mr. POMEROY. He cannot withdraw them 
for the purpose of submitting them again, but 
he can withdraw them. What is the ruling of 
the Chair? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ruling i 
that by unanimous consent the Senate can 
grant the right to withdraw even if there was 
an adverse report, as the rule can be sus 
pended by unanimous consent. The trouble 
in this case is that it devolves on the Secretary 
The rule has not been 
enforced heretofore that the petitioner shall 
have the copies made and left. Of course if 
numbers of these orders are granted by the 
Senate, and these papers are to be copied, the 
force of the Secretary’s office ought to be in 
creased. But the Chair understands there is 
no objection to this proposition. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I make the motion that 
if the papers in this case be withdrawn the 
petitioner be required to leave copies of them 
on the files. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, that order will be made. It is 


| made, 
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KILL INTRODUCED 


Mr. CRAGIN asked, and by unanimons 


‘ ‘ { Hlaing # ive t ntrodu ‘ a bil Ss 
1061) to establish n transporta 
1! ompany in New Mexico and Colorado 
Le rrit rT which was read twice Dy its title, 
und referred to the Committee on Public 
Land 
PRINTING OF A BILL, 

On motion of Mr. RAMSEY, it was 

Ordered hat the} 1 (8. No. 1045) to quiet the 
title t tain lands in Dakota lerritory, intro 
duced on the 27th of April, be printed. 

ELECTIONS IN [DAHO AND WASHINGTON 

The VICK PRESIDENT The morning 
hour has expired, and the naval appropriation 
bill belore the Senate Phe amendments | 


made in Committee of the \\ hole have been 


coneurred in in the Senate, and it remains in 
the Se t pen to further arms 


Mr. NYE. 


ally laid aside 


ndment. 
| move that that bill be inform- 


for the purpose of taking up 


ind considering Hlouse bill No. 1030, 

The. VICK PRESIDENT lhe Senator 
from Nevada a that the naval appropria 
tion bill be informally passed over, subject 

a demand tor the regular order, that the 
Senate may consider the bill alladed to. 

Mr. CORBET I | should lke to give my 
reasons why that bill should not be taken up. 
lwo or three years ago we ascertaine d that 
fraud ent voling was being practic sd between 
the Territories of Idaho and Washington, and 
the State of Oregon, they hold ug their elections 
at different times from what we did in the 
State of Oregon 

Phe VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair will 


State to the Senator without 
making avy point of order upon these remarks, 
which he is perfeetly willing should be sub- 
mitted to the 


irom Oregon, 


Senate, that the question now 
Is on granting unanimous Consent to consider 
the bill named by the Nevada. 
Mr. CORBETT. TL wish simply to state 
briefly why | object to taking up the bill. 
The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 


from Oregon asks unanimous consent to state 


Senator from 


his objections to this bill, The Chair has no 


m himselt. 

Mr. SUERMAN. I think the Senator from 
Oregon ought either to object or not. 

Mr. CORBETT. I objeeted to taking up 
the biil and would like to give my reasons 
for it. 


objection | 


Fhe VICE PRESIDENT. The objection 
is absolute. That removes the matter from 
the consideration of the Senate; but if debate 


j 


be aliowed on one side, the Senator must see 


that the Senator from Nevada would have the | 


opportunity of replying before the q restion 
could be decided as to whether there was con- 
sent or not, 

Mr. NYE. I move now to lay the pending 
appropriation bill on the table for the purpose 
ot considering House bill No. 1030. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. ‘That motion is 

lebatable. The Senator 


in and is uné 
from Nevada moves that the naval appropria- 


in order, 
tion bill be laid on the table, stating that if 
that motion prevails he will move to take up 
Llouse bill No. 1080. 

Mr. CORBETT. What would be the effect 
of making a motion to lay that motion on the 
table? 

Lhe 


cannot be 


VICE PRESIDENT. That motion 
made. A motion to lay on the 
be laid on the table. It is an 


table cannot 


independent motion which must be decided | 


by itself. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Nevada to lay the naval 
appropriation bill on the table. 

he motion was agreed to—ayes thirty-four, 
noes not counted. 

Mr. NYE. 
consideration of House bill No. 1080. 

Mr. CORBETT. Upon that motion | will 
give my reasons why this bill should not be 
taken up. 


| move now to proceed to the | 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Before the Sen- 
ator proceeds the Chair will state that by the 
eleventh rule debate on the merits is not to 
be entertained on this motion; but, as he stated 
he will submit to the Senate the question what 
they consider to be the merits of the bill, as 
he seems to differ from some Senators on that 
point, 

Mr. CORBETT. 
reasons afterward. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Nevada to 
take up the bill named by him. 

he motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. RK. No. 1030) to regulate 
elections in Washington and Idaho Territo 
ries. The bill provides that elections in the 
lerritories of Washington and Idaho for Del- 
agates to the House of Representatives of the 


Well, I will 


give my 


forty [Third Congress shall be held on the | 
luesday next following the first Monday in | 
November, 1872, and thereafter biennially on | 


the Tuesday next following the first Monday 
in November; and that all elective territorial, 
county, and precinct officers shall hereafter be 


elected at the times herein specified, unless | 


otherwise provided by legislation subsequent 
hereto, in either of these Lerritories. 
Mr. CORBETT. My objection to the tak- 


| ing up of this bill is, first, that it does not have 





field and are canvassing the State. 


| thus far. 


the approval of the committee to whom it was 
referred, the Committee on Territories, it hav- 
ing been reported without recommendation. 
| was before the committee as were the Dele- 


gates from these Territories, and we submitted | 


our views upon this question. The bill passed 
the House without opposition, no one being 
there to represent the Republican side in the 
State of Oregon to oppose the bill. 

About three years ago, ascertaining that 
frauds were committed between the Terri- 


tories of Idaho and Washington and the State | 
| of Oregon, Congress passed an act compelling 
| these lerritories to hold their elections upon 


the same date with the election held in Ore- 
gon. It was ascertained that, they holding 


| their elections at a different time from our 


Siute, frauds were committed. We passed a 
bill, when my late colleague, Senator Wil- 
liams, was in the Senate, to prevent this ; and 
since the passage of that law we believe to a 
great extent those frauds have been prevented. 
We believe that itis improper to change the 
law from the fact thatif we do it gives an 
opportunity to men east of the mountains, 
where there is not a Lepublican precinct on 
the border of Oregon, to cross the line and 


| vote in Oregon as formerly; and our people 


there object to the change of this law. It it 
was necessary three years ago to pass this law, 


| it is certainly necessary at this time, to prevent 


any change in it when it has proved effective 
| hope that the Senate will not re- 
peal a law that has been enacted after due con- 
sideration and thorough examination, when it 
is evidentiy as necessary to retain the law now 
as it was to pass it originally. 

[ should like very much, “4f I could con- 
sistently, to accommodate the Delegates from 
Idaho and Washington who desire this change 
simply for the purpose I believe of canvassing 
those Territories; but at the same time we 
must consider that the purity of elections in 
Oregon is a matter of importance. A Repre- 
sentative to Congress is there to be elected on 
the first Monday in June. As I understand, 
our convention has been held and the election 
is to take place. Both parties have entered the 
The con- 
vention in Washington Territory has also been 
held; the Delegate has been nominated, and 
he desires to canvass that Territory. He has 


| time now to go and make the canvass of the 


l'erritory ; and changing this time of election 
will only throw us back and enable those peo- 
ple who have committed these frauds hereto- 
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yesterday, if any point is made by a Senator | 














is proper to repeal this law. 
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fore to commit them again on the border of 
our State. This I desire to prevent. We 
desire nothing but an honest election in our 
lf it is wrong to compel them to hold 
their election at the same time with ours, go 
that we may have an honest election, then it 
But if we desire 
an honest election, there is no reason why they 
should not hold their election at the same time 
that the State of Oregon holds her election: 
and for that reason I hope the law will not be 
changed or repealed. 

I think I have stated the case fairly. The 
Senator from Nevada of course feels it is his 
duty to call up this bill, being the chairman of 
the Committee on Territories. I presume that 
he has no interest in the bill, and therefore 
cannot be actuated by any motives to do us 
injustice in Oregon. I hope that the bill will 
not be passed. 

Mr. KELLY. I had not intended to say 
anything or but little on thie bill; but as it is 
alleged that frauds have taken place at the 
elections in Oregon by importing voters from 
these Territories, I will say that I differ with 
my colleague in that respect; and as the best 
evidence of it I will mention that four years 
ago the State was entirely Republican; then 
we voted upon a different day from these 
‘Territories ; but ever since the passage of the 
bill fixing their election on the same day 
as ours Oregon has been a Democratic State, 
So, I think, if frands were committed, they 
were committed by the friends of my colleague. 
I will not charge it, however. [ will simply 
say that so far as the Territory of Idaho is 
concerned the nearest polling place in Oregon 
to that Territory where votes are cast is one 
hundred miles, exceptasingle precinct, known 
as Jordan Valley precinct, which is some 
fifteen or sixteen miles from the Idaho line 
and casts perhaps a dozen votes, not more. 

Mr. CORBETT. I should like to correct 
my colleague. I believe previous to the pas- 
sage of this law the Democrats carried the 
State by twelve hundred and fifty votes, and 
after its passage the Democrats carried the 
State by about three hundred and fifty to four 
hundred votes at the last election. So it is 
evident that the Democratic majority was very 
much reduced after the passage of this law— 
about eight hundred votes. 

Mr. KELLY. It was somewhat reduced 
for member of Congress ; but so far as the Gov- 
ernor was concerned, in 1866 the Democratic 
candidate came within four hundred and sixty- 
three votes of being elected, but he was de- 
feated and the whole ticket was defeated. At 
the next election two years afterward, in 1868, 
the Democracy triumphed. In 1870 they car- 
ried the State; our candidate for Congress had 
a less majority than at the preceding election, 
but our candidate for Governor had some six 
hundred majority. 

I repeat that there is not a yoting place in 
Oregon nearer than one hundred miles to the 
Idaho line except a single precinct that casts 
about a dozen or fifteen votes, so that there 
is no likelihood of fraud being committed 
there where they know every voter. ' 

Again, I will suggest that if the object of 
this bill be to facilitate fraud, as seems to be 
insinuated, why fix it for the presidential elec- 
tion, when every voter will be required at 
home in Oregon? If this will keep away im- 
ported voters from the State of Oregan at the 
presidential election, then we ought to carry 
the State by a greater majority than we would 
carry it in June, because it will keep away 
voters in Washington Territory that wouid 
come to Oregon at the time the presidential 
election is held and vote there. If this bill 
be passed it will keep them there, it will keep 
fraudulent votes out of Oregon. 

Mr. NYE. It is proper, perhaps, that I 
should state the exact facts in relation to this 
bill. Prior to 1859 the elections in both these 


Territories were held in the fall of the year. 


ee 


co 











Oregon IRBETT | 


from 


Senator [ Mr. C 


tells us that the reason it was ene sd was 
that it was thought frauds were perpetrated 
upon. the Oregon elections, they being held at 
a dif nt time, and that was one of the issue 


hefore the committee that reported back this 
[ bee ame satisfied that there was a rood 


iwination about this idea of fraud, 


so still. 

that should he 
lation to the time of holding 
elections. the first place, the Terri- 
Idaho and Washington are peculiar 
four The ‘Vv are peculiar in 
formation, peculiar in their products, 
neculiar in their seasons, and I do not know 
hut that I might add somewhat peculiar in 
people. In the month of June, t akin 


re are one or two things 
consi lere a in re 
1 

hese 
tories ol 


mm three oO} Ways. 





the 
the n¢ rth and northwestern portion at [dal ho, 
e spring is just opening, and it is a mining 
g to some extent. The water is in that 
condition that only fora short time ean it be 
used fo that purpose. 
Perhaps, taking both Territories conjointly 
and as a whole, there is no month of the year 


people can s profits ably and im port- 
: themselves as in the month of June. 
lection coming inthe month of June takes 

from their which they 
have completed by fall to a great extent, and 
way enables them to make their elec- 
more convenient and less expensive. | 
suppose the is to make their elections 
as convenient as possible for them. They 
have fixed their own territorial elections and 
they have fixed them in the fall for members 
Legislature. Congress changed it to 
the day that the Oregon elections were held 
with a view to the purpose of which my friend 
‘rom Oregon nearest me[ Mr. Corset] speaks. 
On this question we made some eonsiderable 


} . 
antly busy 


them away business, 
n that 
tion 


object 


~ 8 
f ,eir 
ot nel 


nquiry, and the Delegates from both Terri- 
k - > 1}: ss W A: 
ores, one a Republican from asbington 
ferritory and the other a Democrat from 
Idaho Territory, agree in the fact that they 
think all this idea of fraud is imaginary and 
made the statement substantially that the 


Senator farthest. from me [Mr. 


that the obstacles are so great 


from Oregon 
KeLry | makes, 
» make it almost impossible that any effort 

hat kind should be made. 
1 called up this bill to-day 


ux ft 
‘) 


hecause if the 


elections are to be had in June if the law 
remains unchanged the Delegates have but 


tbout twelve or fourteen days to make their 
canvass for their election. They have to go 
home, and it would not leave them over a fort- 
night to go over these difficult and large ex- 
tended Territories. The testimony of both the 
Delegates is that they think my friend from 
Oregon [Mr. Cor ETT ] labors under a hallu- 
cination about fraud being perpetrated. I do 
not see how it could be to any extent. They 


usk to have the election changed back to the 
original time. 
There is one further consideration. By a 


general law this sess 


ion, including 
Jelegates 


as well as Representatives in Con 

the time of election is fixed from 1876 

and afterward on the same day throughout the 
United States in November. This bill is to 
fll up the vacuum between. and with that view 
it is submitted, 

Mr. CORBETT. It had been stated to the 
committee, or to some members of the com- 
mittee, that the present law was enacted simply 
on aceount of some difference between the 
former Democratic Delegate and my fermer 
colleague, and that there was no reason for 
the law. I addressed the Attorney General a 
letter upon this subject to ask him whether it 
was his judgment. and I ask that the Clerk 
read the letter of Attorney General Williams, 
which | send to the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 

WASHINGTON, March 13, 1872. 


Dear Sir: Ihave just received your letter of yes- 
terday, in which you say that it has been represented 


42p Cona. 2p Sess.—No. 186. 


passed at 


yress, 
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to the Committee on Territories that the law passed 
»y Conzress compel erritories of Washing- 
ton and Idaho to hold their elections in June on the 
same day the election held in Oregon was passed 
simply because | had a personal quarrel with 
former De from Idaho, Mr. Holbrook, 
because he threatened to defeat me: and that 
ix no good reason for the retention of the law. 

You ask me to ex pli Lin the reasons for the passage 
of that act, and whether or not, in my opinion, there 
is any necessity io its continuance, 

[ have to say, in answer, that the law was passed 
because it was represented to me that citizens from 


ling the’ 


the 
and 
there 


rorat 
iegiite 


Idaho and Wa: hington Territories voted at our 
‘lections, and hat in those precincts where the 
De smocrats bac de control the law of the State was not 
observed as to persons supporting the Democratic 
ticket. I was advised, and believe, that more than 


ym Washington Territory were 
the North Portland precinct for the Demo- 


one hundred votes fri 
polled in 


cratie candidate for Congress at the June election, 
in 1868. I was also told that persons from Idaho 
voted in those precincts in Oregon adjoining that 
Territory, and have good reason to believe that the 
representations, to some extent, were correct. So 
faras I know, the Democrats are as much disposed 
now as they ever were to disregard the law govern- 
ing elections in Oregon, and | am sure that there 
were frauds committed by that party at the last 
June election in that State. I have no grounds for 
supposing that the necessities for the law have 


ceased TO exist. 


Yours, &e., GEO. W. WILLIAMS. 
Hon. H. W. Correrr. United States Nenate. 
Mr. CORBETT It will be seen by the 


letter of Attorney General Williams that he is 


still of opinion that it is necessary this law 
should remain on the statute-book, and that 
it iS important that it shonld so remain to 
prevent frauds in Oregon from these Terri 
tories Il submit to the Senate whether under 
this statement it is right change the law, 


when the law simply provides that we may have 
holding them in Ore; 
the day, so 
come and vote 
the vide of 
elections be upon a dit- 
the 


likely to he 


honest elections by 
and in these 


that Demoerats cannot 


ron 
Territories on same 
aa 


acre 


in our precine ects on eastern ne 


Let 
ferent day, and with those precinets all 
the Democrat 


mountains, the 


hands of we are 


overrun. [appeal to the Senate not to pass 
this bill, but to let us hold the elections as 
now at the same time, and therebv have fur 
elections. We ask nothing more than a fair 
election, and [| trust the Senate will not adopt 


this bill. will be voted down. 
The bill was 


amendment. 


j nope it 


reporte d to the Senate without 


Mr. CORBETE. I move to lay the bill 
upon the table, and | eall for the yeas and 
nays on that motion. 

Mr. N)\ Ki. | hope that will not be done 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. COLE 


On all questions that arise on 
| 


this bill [ am paired with the Senator from 
Rhode Island. [Mr. Sprague, | who is abse nt 
from the Chamber. He would vote “nay, 

and I should vote ‘‘ yea.’’ 

The question being taken by yeas and nays 
resulted—yeas 15, nays 28; as follows: 

YE \S Mes rs Ame . Boreman, Chand Fr. 4 ‘lay 
ton, Corbett, Edmund Verry of Connecticut, Flan 
agan, Hamlin, Osborn, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Sher 
man, and Sumper—l. 

NAYS—Mesers. Anthony, Bayard, Casserly, Con!) 
ling. Cragin. Davis of W eat Virginia, HLamilton of 
Maryland, Hill. Hitchcock, Howe, Johnston, Kel 
| Kelly, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, Norwood, 
ies Le Sauisbury, Scott, Spencer, ALrevenson, 


Stockton, Trumbull, Vickers, Wilson, Windom, and 


W right—2s8 


A BSEN i Me ers. Aleorn, Blair Brownlow. Bu n 
ingham,Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, Cole, Cooper, 


Fenton, 


lithwaite, 


Ferry of Michigan 
Hamilton of 


Davis of Kentucky, 


Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Ge 


Texas, Harlan, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Morton, 
Patterson, Pomeroy, Ransom, Robertson, Sawyer, 
Schurz. Spracue, Stewart. Thurman, Tipton, and 
W est—3l., 

So the motion was not agreed 

The bill was ordered to athird reading, read 


the third time, and 
Mr. MORTON subsequent! 

consider the vote by which the 

and the motion was entered, 


passed, 


ly moved to re 
7 


rill wa 5 passed ; 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 


that the House had passed the following bills; 
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in which it re 
Se} nate ; 


A bill (H. 


retary of 


juested the coneurrence of the 

No. 183) to authorize the See 
Interior to mak » part the 
reservation to Me-shin-go-me-sia, a Miami 
Indian; 


A bill 


ition of 


(H. R. No. 239) authorizing the award 


to the Vincennes University of certain v: cant 
and abandoned lands in Knox county. Indi 


ana; 

A bill (H. R. 
sale of 
Kansas; 

A bill (H. R. No. 


moy 


No. 872) 
New 


to provide for the 
certain York Indian lands in 
1841) authorizing the re 
upon the alienation of 
lands in the State of 


al of restrictions 
Miami Indian 
A bill (H. R. No. 2264) to authorize the 
Cattaraugus and Alleghany Indians, in New 
York, to lease lands and confirm leases; and 
A bill (H. No. 2290) regulating the mode 
making private contracts with Indians. 


c 


NAVAL 


Mr. COLE 
the 
bill. 

he motion »; and the Senate 
resumed the the bill (H. R. 
No. 1191) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the year ending June 80, 1 


APPROPRIATION BILL 


| move that the Senate resume 


consideration of the naval appropriation 


was agreed 


consideration of 


873, and 


for other purposes, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Stew 
ART in the chair. Che amsenduente reported 


} 
Appropriations have all 


and the vill is now before the 
further amendment. 

I move to amend the bill 
hundred and sixty 
y striking out ** $1,200" and inserting 
the clause will reac 
500.”’ 


by the Committee on 
1 
i 


een agreed to, 
Senate and open 
Mr. CRAGIN. 
page 20, line four 


} 


;’’ so that 1: ‘* clerk 


houses, S1. 


Mr. COLE. I hope that amendment wil 


} 1 
he agreed Lo. l do not think it ougnt 


Mr. CRAGIN. 


of the clerk of 


This relates to the salary 
store-houses at the navy-yard at 


Charlestown, Massachusetts. [| have here a 

ymmunieation from one of the officers of that 
vard, stating that this salary ought to be 
increased to $1,500. The Secretary of the 


Navy has recommended 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 


| Have you got the recom 


mie ndation? 


Mr. CRAGIN. I 


munication 


have not, but this com 


atLates: 


‘In the 


year. he 


report of the Secretary of the Navy thie 
recommends that the salary be restored to 
$1,500. The salary of the store-house clerk in the 
smaller establishments exceeds that in this yard, 
ind the responsibility of the clerk here exceeds by 


jar that of the other yards.”’ 

It would be no more than just that this sal 
ary should be increased, in my judgment. | 
have no feeling about it. The Secretary ree 


ommended it in his annual report. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. [should like to have that 
recommendation read, 
CRAGIN I should have said 
of the bureau. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 


the head 
That is quite a different 


Mr. _ COLE. This 
salary of the clerk of 


is simply an increase of 
that yard, and will of 
sult in raising the salaries of 
clerks in other places as well. This amend 
ment, if adopted, of course will afford a lever 
age of raising them all, and there are quite a 
number of them. I do not care about arguing 
it, but I think the salary had better be left as 
it is. 


these 


COUTRE 


The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. CRAGIN. 
dred and thirt 
sand,’’ I move to insert the 


On page 11, line two hun 
after the word 
words ‘‘ two hun- 


y-seven, ‘ thou- 


dred:’’ so that it will read, ‘‘ for writer to 
receiver and inspector of stores, $1,200.’ 


This is an increase of $200. The salary of 


this officer was $1,500 up to within two years. 
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[wo vear is red | 31.000 } 

he act j 

Mii POMI ROY \ i nave 
lo? 

Ir. CRA i] t | th 

it I a1 i ( ( rk to i€ 
rece er i ! ‘ | kn Ww 

| ‘ . j 
nt il fi my per itV, Stil 
| that i ’ 10 in » th saiary 

ho { | ‘ ed n of 300 
I i 

Mr, EDMUNDS Where is that 

Mr. CRAGI \t the Portsmouth navy- 
yur } 

. ' ’ 

| kel) Vis Have you any recom 
mend I ithe secr iry for that? 

l CRAGIN | have } 

4 t | 4 47 4 

Mr. EDMUNDS Ali oth of that char 
acts ug th) be abo ned ¢ if \ 

Mr. COLI his service can really be pe 
Mormned \ nm en ed ma ti otheer 1s 
called ** ! the rece nd inspector 
of & 

[ su Ls ll pay for services ade 
quat ) t duty ind | upr e there is no 
oecn " th ilary anv more than 
the ¢ e} ve yu Vo Pupon 

Mr. CRAGIN nese are the only amend 
ments that the committe have re ynmended 
for increasing ilarie As I have stated 
pDeto ry wo yeu! 470 Wa —1. 500. 

The I men VAS reve a 

n : 

Nic () GIN | olfer the it Owing ame a 
met 

I ) experiments t lelermine il ihe present 
amooth bore gu ot e Nav navy not be advanta 
geousl) ve j rifles, $4 ys; thi tount 
t er all the ¢ t « guns, carriages, projecti es, 
; pl te ‘ tare i powder nece@ssary to 
mat expe i 

[ wena e Gil ! ne ree umendation of 
the Dep el vii l i have re | 

The Cl til¢ read as ! ‘ 

Navy D i 
W i ‘ I) { 

“1 i ve 1 ' T to f 
mle il " i 
priations { na i e tor ; 
yeu pi nriating $40,000 el sDe partinent 
to |} i ) . @ I t gt s ae to 
eondu rie ex m 1. Purpose of 
cle niu | . ‘ ther the presentsmooth 
bor i! tthe Navy re mere iin etliciency 

nad rillir ind b he use of a new pro 
ik e, with ew oO vil rmore reliable en 
jura | erprecisi nd u greater 
I were i I ra nei i iti 3 

A} ior this pury © UMS Deel iid before the 
De) t nt, wh ( ito, ess such merit 
that it lceemed d | ) mit it to a tull and 

t j mp itl 

] in nemed is, by the terms of th proposal, t 
oover the entire Ve new fifteen-inch guns 
ne aur I to t rfl rether with 
allthe projectiles, powder, iron pilates for targets, 
earri < nd apy i ‘ quired tor theentire test, 

[he j | expenditureis much below the usual 
cort altending similar experiments od may result 
in enadis i 10 and utilize such of our 
present stock of gu is we way Wish at a trifling 
outlay pe 1 

fhe importa of aining for the Navy large 
rifled g great power and certain endurance is 
believed to fuily warrant the Department in asking 
for the appropriation h in recommended 

Lar r, ve I ttully, your obedient servant, 

GkEO. M. ROBESON, 
Secretary of the Vavy. 
Hon James A. G i ! ran Committee on | 
Api P if wii diej iver 
U CR OF THE ADMIRAL, 
W asuinoron, D, ¢ 1 5, 1872. 

Sin: Th ention of officers in the Navy is at 
present drawn to the plan ot Mr. Norman Wiard for 
oonverting our heavy smootb-bores into rifled guns 
at an expense es) moderate for each gun that the 
Navycan be placed in amuch m ‘ ent position 
than it has been fora long time past, and with a 
future prospect of atleast being able to compete with 
the navies of some of the smaller Powers. 

Mr. Wiurd tells me that he is in hopes that an 
appropriation of $40,000 will be made to carry on 
experimeuts with bis filleen-inch guns, and I sin 
eerely tru that Congress will grant the means 
necossary to carry out these most important experi- 
ments, which, if they succeed, as Ll am quite san 
guine will be the cuse, willsave militons tothe coun- 
try hereniter, Should the plan prove successtul, we 
shall have what no other nation possesses, a com- 
bined rifle and smoorh-bore gun, 

Sbould the guns fail in the experiment, weshould 


still derive important information from the trial, 


THE CO 








and shall not have expended one tenth of the amount 
innually appropriated by the English and French 
Governments in trials of ordnance. 

loping that you will give your hearty support to 
this important matter, I remain, very respectfully, 
yours 

DAVID D. PORTER, Admiral. 

lon. James A. GarrieLD, Chairman Committee on 


ipproprvations, House of lReepre sentatives 


Mr. CRAGIN. This sum will not begin to 
cover the cost to the inventor, Mr. Wiard. 
He furnishes all the necessary apparatus for 
this trial He expects to use two hundred 
thousand pounds of powder, which, at a cost 
of twenty five cents a pound, will amount to 
$50,000, more than the whole of this appropri- 


ation. The othcersin the Bureau of Ordnance 
and the Depart are very Sanguine In rela- 
tion to this experiment. If it is a successful 
one, it will be one in the interest of economy, 
ve for the Navy Department have 
a | of smooth-bore guns which 
can be converted into rifles by this process, if 
the 


ment 


much 50, 






ry 


irge pbumber 


experiment is a successful one, at very 
Small cost 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 


lette: that was read, 


As I understood the 
was stated that if this 
a successful experiment it would enable 
have a navy that would be a 
pete with the of 


Wis 
us to vle to com- 


navies some of the smaller 


Powers. I should like to get a navy that 
would enable us to compete with the navies 
ot the larger Powers, because we ure as 
likely to get into a difficulty with some of 


the Powers. 

tell the Senator 
it will cost what Congress 
itly refuses to appropriate. The reason 
proper and efficient navy is 
gress reiuses to appropriate money 
cannot have a uavy without pay- 


the larger as smaller 
Mr. ANTHONY. Ic 


what it will 


an 
cost. 
constan 
we have not a 
because Co 
for it. You 
ing for it 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 


the Senator from 


After that statement 
Rhode Island, who | 
know is posted, | should like to inquire of 
him how many million dollars we have 
appropriated since the war closed in 1865 
for the Navy? I should like to kvow whether 
it is one or two hundred million dollars, and 
if it is $200,000,000, should like to know 
why we have not got a navy? 

Mr. ANTHONY. We have appropriated 
oney to keep the Navy afloat. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. How much? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I have not the figures 
bef 


ot 


u 


ire me. We have appropriated money to 
pay the men and the officers, to pay for pe O- 
visions, and for such armament as has been 
necessary. We have appropriated almost lit 


er: 7 nothing y for 


cal a 


PP oses of 


had 


increasing the Navy. We 
f the war of the rebellion because we 
no € ficient navy to cope with; but if we 
should measure our Navy against the navy of 
some foreign Power that had the means of put- 

ting on foot an efficient navy, we should find 
we had lost very much by our niggardly policy, 
in which, | am sorry to say, my friend from 
Illinois has coJperated. We have tried here 
time aller time to get appropriations through 
that are recommended by the Secretary, that 
are recommended by the Admiral, that are 
recomme *nded by all those persons who under 
stand the Navy, who are best acquainted with 
the Navy, the men to whom we have intrusted 
the administration of the Navy, appropriations 
for experiments and for construction, and they 
have been voted down continually in Congress. 
If the time should ever come when the policy 
which we have pursued toward the ei is 
brought to a hostile test, I think the American 
people wiil hold us responsible for the nig- 
gardly policy which we have pursued. 1 be- 
lieve now that the best economy, the best thing 


for peace would be to vote very much more 
liberal appropriations for the Navy than have 
been asked for. 


Why, sir, we have vessels afloat now that 
were built forty years ago, and that are good 


| apparently, so far as their endurauce is con- 


navy that answered ney well the pur- 
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_* 


their 
years 


cerned—of course 
rior—for forty 
vessel that we 


construction 
to come. J 


is infe- 
Nearly every 
built during the war ig good { for 
nothing. The reason is that at the beginn ng 
of the war we had no materials to build ves. 
sels and could not ; and 
there could not be to-day a more economica! 
thing than for this Government tO appropriate 
$3,000.000 tor the purchase of live-oak timber 
to be put in store and preserved for the con- 
struction of we shall build 
them. To plate iron upon green timber 
we were obliged to do durit ug the war for 
suppression of the rebellion, is just to build 
nie to last two or three years. When the 
Dunderberg was sold to France, if the French 


with, obtain them 


Ve ssels Whenever 


as 
£ the 
u 


lO 


Government had not laid out more than a 
million dollars upon her, the wood in her 
would not have been fit for tooth-picks b ry tl 
time; it was in a decaying condition. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I am sorry that the 


Senator from Khode Island, who takes such 


an interest in the Navy, is not able to give 

us some of the figures in regard to the navy 
s + : 

He Speaks Of Our nhiggardly policy, but is not 


able 


to tell us whether $100,000.000 or 
$200 000,000 have been expended upon the 
Navy since the elose of the war. Iie tel's us 
that money has been spent to pay the officers 


and for suppli But, Mr. President, millions 
aud tens of millions of doliars lave been ap 
propristed and used by the Navy Depariment 
since the close of the war for no 81 or purpose 
paying the men and buying provisions, 
and what have we got to show for it? 

The Senator from Rhode island wants more 
experiments tried. Do you want 
periment like that of the Tennessee? That 
was of the experiments, was it? How 
much did the machinery put into the Tennes 
see cost? J think something less thana million 
dollars t 

Mr. 


as 


another ex 


one 


ANTHONY. Who put it in? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It was done under the 
direction of the Navy Department, and I 
understand that that which cost more than 
half a million dollars sold for old iron at 
perhaps thirty or forty thousand dollars. There 
is One of the experiments. The Senator trom 
Rhode Island wants to repeat them, und com- 
plains of our niggardly policy, and cannot tell 
us within $50,000,000 to-day how much money 
the Navy Department has had since the close 
of the war. 

He complains of the vessels built during the 
var. What has been done with the tens of 
millions that have been appropriated to the 
Navy since the war? What is there to show 
for it? Old iron taken out of vessels that you 
appropriated more than half a million dollars 
for, 1 think, instead of talking about the nig- 

gardly policy that has been pursued toward 
the Navy Department, the Senator from Khode 
Island should tel! us what has become of the 
millions of money that have been appropriated 
tor that Department, if we have got no Navy 
now, as he says. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Will the Senator allow me 
to ask him a question % ? 

Mr. TROMBULL. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMLIN. It is very easy to make 
broad, unsuppcrted declarations here, | will 
thank the Senator, and the country will thauk 
the Senator when he will point out where tens 
of millions have been appropriated for the 
Navy outside of its ordinary equipment and 
maintenance since the war. I stand here to 
say that it has not been done. 

Mr. TROMBULL. I do not know w hat 
the Senator calls *‘ordinary equipment.’’ [| 
undertake to say that more than ten million 
dollars and more than twenty million dolla! 
have been appropriated to the Navy that was 
not used for the payment of the meu or the 
ordinary supplies of ihe Navy. 


Mr. HAMLIN. Show your figures, and d 


not ask us to take your word for it. 
lf the Senator is ad 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 
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vised let him give us the figures. I recollect 
to have seen a statement within the last few 
days that more than half a million dollars 
was thrown away upon machinery in one of 
our vessels, 

Mr. HAMLIN. I will say to the Senator 
that was all contracted for during the war. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Furnished 
war, and paid for since the war. 

Mr. CRAGIN. Not at all. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. When was the machin- 
ery taken out of the Tennessee? Was it not 
since she went down to St. Domingo? 

Mr. HAMLIN. That may be so; but the 
contract for all that large amount of machinery 
was made during the war, and you are talking 
about what took place sinee the war. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ido not know when 
the contract was made. If the Senator is cor- 
rect about it, it was a very bad contract, it 
seems, whenever it was made. That machin- 
ery cost, if I recollect aright, more than half 
a million dollars. 

Mr. CRAGIN. 
sand dollars. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. And was sold, I think, 
for thirty or forty thousand dollars; am I not 
right? 

Mr. CRAGIN, It has not been sold at all 
yet. It has been offered for sale. 

“ Mr. TRUMBULL. Can the Senator inform 
me at what price? 

Mr. CRAGIN. Mr. Roach offers to take a 
portion of it for $30,000, and a portion of it 
remains in the vessel. 

ir. TRUMBULL. That is very indefinite. 
Che Senator speaks of a portion of it. Does 
he mean that, substantially, that machinery 
which cost $700,000 is now offered for sale at 
$30.000? 

Mr. CRAGIN. Theenginesand the boilers 
are offered for sale for $30,000. The shatting 
and certain other things, machinery, fixings 
connected with it, are not offered for sale, as | 
understand: the engines and boilers are. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. They are the principal 
portion of the machinery ? 

Mr. CRAGIN. They are the principal por- 
tion of it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The principal portion 
of what cost us $750,000 is offered for sale, it 
seems, at $30.000. 

Mr. STEVENSON. If the Senator from 
Illinois will allow me I may give him the in- 
formation that he desires. 
several hundred thousand dollars was put in 
repair, In the Tennessee $225,000 was put in 
repair. From 1862 to 1866 $350,000,000 have 
been voted to the Navy Department. ‘Toward 
the close of the war we had six hundred and 
fifty vessels, and we have now, according to 
the report of the engineer of the Navy, fit for 
sea service and at sea but thirty six vessels. 
The rest are unfit for use, and the whole num 
ber, out of the six hundred and fifty remaining 
now on hand, is but one hundred and seventy- 
nine, and the difference between six hundred 
and fifty and one hundred and seventy nine 


since the 


About seven hundred thou- 


have been disposed of or sold in some way or | 


other. That information which was called for 


two months and more ago from the Secretary 
of the Navy by the Appropriation Committee, 
and for which I have waited so anxiously, is 
not yet before the Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING. I think it is before the 
House. 

Mr. STEVENSON. It may be before the 
House; I donot know; but I have sent to the 
document-room every morning to know whether 
it has reached here, and my information yes- 
terday was that ithad not. Now, I suggest, in 
view of the fact that we had six hundred and 
hfty vessels during the war, upon which the 
Navy Department expended $350,000,000 be- 
tween the years 1862 and 1866, that before we 
are asked to make further appropriations, 
the people of this country and the Congress 
of the United States are at least entitled to 


In the Pensacola | 
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the sales of those vessels, whether they have 
gone into the Treasury, or whether they have 
been used by the Navy Department in addi- 
tion to the annual appropriations to the Navy. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I understand the argu 
ment of the Senator from Lllinois to be that 
because during the last 
unfortunate 


Administration some 
experiments made, and 
during the haste and the confusion of the war, 
when we were obliged to build vessels without 
having time to perfect the plans or 


were 


to secure 
the best construction, and without any of the 
best materials, we made a great many blunders 
and spent a great deal of money extravagantly, 
therefore we should refuse to make appropria 
tions now to carry on the Navy! That is the 
substance of his argument. 

Mr. MORTON, ‘The Senator from Ken- 
tuecky speaks about the reduction of the Navy 
from six hundred and fifty vessels down to the 


present number, and inquires, as if it were a 
new thing, what has become of the money for 
whieh those ls were 
been done with it? | 


Senator that if 


sold, or what 
undertake to tell the 
he will examine the accounts 
of the Navy Department from time to time he 


vesse 


has 


will see what has been done with all those 
vessels. Itis not a new thing. It may be 
'new to the Senator; but itis not new. The 


Navy has been reduced. It was important 


| that it should be reduced: and when Senators 


| most helpless 


talk about tens of millions of dollars being 
squandered, how has it been squandered? It 
is easy to indulge in general charges and 
create suspicions; but if any Senator knows 
of anything wrong being done let him tell it; 
but until he does know that somethir 
has been done he has no right to make the 
insinuation. We have had enough of that sort 
of thing in the last year or two. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Mr. President, I do not 
rise to take any part inthe interesting discus- 
sion as to how much money was wasted on the 
Navy during the war. I know nothing of that. 


ig Wrong 
Ss hhh 


I was not a member of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs at that time. I know this. how- 
ever: that from having one of the finest 


navies of its size in the world, we are now the 
of all great nations on 
water, more helpless than this country ever 
has been before. I rise, therefore, to protest 
at this time, under the circumstances, in the 
condition of our country at present, against 
gentlemen using the argument j 
Senator from IJilinois, that 

that during the war, or you may say, 
prefer it, since the war, a great deal of money 
has been wasted upon the Navy, wasted in 
experiments, if you please, 


t 
the 


the 
because it is said 


use DY 


if you 


wasted in folly, 
squandered, stolen, if you please, that that is 
a reason why this country should notto area 
sonable extent protect its commerce and its 
shores and spend a reasonable amount of 
money upon a navy in which they may feel 


| some pride. 


| own ships. 


i know it will be said in reply that whenever 
we shall get into trouble, into a war, the people 
of this country will rise up en masse and make 
a navy at once; they will build ships at once ; 
it will not be a year before they will be able 
to wipe out everything from the seas but their 
Mr. President, | deem it my duty 
as a member of the Committee on Naval! Affairs 
to say to the Senate now, that if a difficulty 
should occur to-day on the coast of Cuba, you 
are simply sacrificing gallant men, brave and 
experienced officers. They are asked to fight 
without the means to fight with. You are doing 
not only that, but you are sacrificing what would 
help you to build up a future navy. You are 
sacrificing the prestige of success; the spirit 
of pride and confidence that has made it in 
vincible, that every boy in this land has grown 
up to worship. No American can read that 
true remance, Cooper’s Naval History, with 
out feeling a pride in the history of the Navy 
of his country. No man can assist in wiping 
out that feeling of loyalty and pride in that 


know what has become of the proceeds of || reputation of the Navy without breaking down 
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the one single thing that does build up navies 
and which bas made our Navy a conqueror when 
fighting against heavy odds. There never has 
been, in the history of any navy in the world, 
or in the history of any army in the world, or 
in the history of any people in the wor!d, any 
thing to compare with the unrivaled aad glo 
rious history of ourown little Navy. And that 
is what it is proposed to wipe out. You are to 
cover it with shame; you are to disgrace it be 
fore the great Powers, because, forsooth, we are 
told that appropriations heretofore have been 
wasted! You are to admit that you are willing 
that the one thing that cannot be restored when 
once lost, is to be sacrificed because you be 
lieve money has been wasted. 

Mr. President, let it not be your fault, and 
t not be my fault, and it shall not be my 
t, L insist, that since the beginning of the 
war you have never built one ship, and such a 
thing as that has never happened in the his 
tory of the United States before. 


let 
fau 


| 


I care nol 
what has beeome of the money or the ships 
I did not rise to speak on that point. | am 
on no Investigating committee at present, and 
trust I shall not be Let that be the duty of 
gentlemen appointed for that purpose My 
business 1s as an honest Com 
mittee on Naval Affairs to show you the con- 
dition of the Navy. to show you the necessity 


member ot the 


of making appropriations for it, and to pro 
test against gentlemen taking this 
without some ground to base it upon. 

j potrat to Paul Jones and the 


pos mon 


Bon Homme 
Richard, the cruise of the Constitution, the 
names of Stewart and Decatur, all the glorious 
memories which | will not take time to recall, 
and protest against the taken 


position by 


Sepators. 
| have said that you have not built a ship 
since the commencement of the war. The 
necessities of the war required small vessels 
and gun-boats to do blockading work and to 
run in and out little creeks and rivers, and on 
shallow water. The Navy was turned into 
that, and many of your large vessels were 
allowed to rot. 


and 


You went to work and spent 


millions millions in 


new inventions, in 
monitors, which were so valuable to you that 
they may be said to have saved the life of this 
nation: but they are of no earthly use now. The y 
are of no use togo to sea. What was a monitor 
the civil war was over? Who 
wants to buy a monitor any more than an 
elephant? They were part of the expense of 
the war, created for that purpose, and the 
result of the war was to leave the Navy ten times 
more helpless than it had ever been before. so 
far as any offensive or defensive warfare with 
a foreign nation was concerned. 


worth when 


Senators, lam speaking earnestly, because 
I am speaking from my heart. 


I was brought 
up as a boy to | 


ve the reputation of the Amer 
ican Navy, and | know you ought all to love 
if, Now, that the West and the Pacific 
are tied togethe rto the Atlantic and to 
the Kast, from hill to hill, from sea to sea, by 
bonds of iron; now that the great civil war is 


COAST 


over, and we are once morea united, gre ASe and 
tree people, if you want to develop American 
commerce, if you want to settle ail your for 
eign affairs aright, let the first step be te 
a bill authorizing the building of 
ber of first-class vessels. 


) pass 
large num 
The money will not 
be wasted; the money will not be thrown away. 
it is perfect folly to talk as if in building up a 
navy or any great work of that kind you are 
throwing away your money. If gentlemen 
will only look at the matter, they will not per 
mit, at least members of the Naval Commiitee 
will not permit, with their consent, the shame 
that is before us to come upon us for want of 
their being willing to make proper appropri 
ations. 

Mr. STEVENSON. May LI ask the he 
able Senator from New Jersey who has ju 
taken his seat, and who is so efficient a mew 
Naval Committee, if he can tell m 


ber of the 


‘how much money in the last five years, over 
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let me W iif } ere ‘ I ea 
ignt to KY! vi \ i ‘ Le el na 
Heer iueted, and wher the re ym ty 
ests for what Kepul n members say has 


millions of public money aur 
ing the last x 
STOCK 


Sen: 


or seven years. 
PON, 
tor tror 
| have alre 
ate that | eould 

Mr. STEVE 
t back. 

Mr. STOCKTON, 1] 
that I did not ri 
ject ot 
the Dey 
have ba en a member 
| have en called 
accounts I know 
of Navy, 
defend them; 


« 
ur 
the 


| consider the question 


of 


sary, 


Kentue <vrather 
ady told 


unnece 
the 


‘ 
sen- 


him and 
notanswer it 


NSON., 1 beg pardon I take 


said when I first rose 
say anything on the sub 
hy 
Since I 
the Naval Committee 
any 
expenses 
to 
whole 
ild he very 
war an great deal of 


eriments. 


se To 


how much money had been spent 


ld d not KNOW, 
ot 


artment, for 


never he upon to examine 


the 


not 


ahont 
hor 


nothing i 
and J 
but, 
remarks was that it wor 
the 


been wasted 


the certainly did rise 


the contrary 


on the 


tone of my 


aurprising if 


dunng 


money had not on eX 


What has happened since I really do not know 
anything about; I am not informed on the 
subject. The Senator from Ken ntucky is per- 
fectiy correct in saying that he ar the people 
have a perfect right to know what has been 
done with former appropriations before they 
are ealled upon to make other la ger appro 
oriatuor but there is no large or unusual 
appropriations on this bill. &¢ admit their 
right to examine the matter thoroughly; and 
1 believe inguiry has been made, and I am 
told—I| do not know that it is true—the an- 
awer has been sent to the House of epre- 
sentatives and information was sent to this | 
body, if | am not mistaken, that that answer | 
had heen sent to the House. 

Mr. STEVENSON, I have just sent to the 
document room, and they BAY that no such 
report has reached the Senate. 

Mr. STOCKTON. The Senator says that 


‘rt has reached the Senate; but I 
am told, whether it was publicly or merely in 


no sucn rep 


committee, | do not know, that the reason 
given by the Secretary for not sending it to 
the Senate was that the House had already 
called for the same information, and it had 


been sent to the House. 

Mr. CONKLING. Long ago sent to the 
House 

Mr. STOCKTON. Long ago sent to them, 


and that it would take a very large amount of 
money and a number of clerks to repeat the 
statement So, as I believe is customary on 
such occasions, he referred t 
fact that he had sent the information to the 
House, so that when printed by the House it 
will come here, thus saving a double opera- 
tion. 


l repeat again it is none of my business or 


duty to defend the disbursements of money 
which I know nothing about, and I do not 
intend to do so; but as a member of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs 1 cannot permit any 
question of politics to come between me and 
my icy of what I believe to be for the 
honor and interests of this country and its 
Navy; to preserve us from disgrace which 
no gallantry or skill can avert if we do not 
provide the means. 


Mr. CRAGIN, 


advor 


THE 


| their 


lhe Senator from Kentucky speaks of the 
sule of vessels. i can assure that Senator | 
that since the close of the war, or within the | 
last five years, in my judgment, the Navy 
Department has not sold or disposed of ten 
vessels all told. Immediately alter the close 
| of the war, and before that, many vessels 
which had been bought, merchant vessels, 


he Senate to the || 


CONGRESS 











the Committee on Affairs now for over 

ven years.and 4d r all that time the naval 

. ion bills have never come before 

t ( nittes They go te » Committee on 

Al allio and betore that committee 

as nized they went to the Committee on 

I of this body. The Navy Department 

ver expended any more money than has 

Pe app! priated DY Congress, and tor no 

other purpose than the purpose mentioned by 
Or ¢ 

to say here that since the close of 

yt one dollar has been appropriated 

for building a new vessel for the Navy except 

vo tornedo-boats at the last sesion. Money 

has been appropriated for repairing old vessels, 

» that we could keep enough afloat to makea 

littleshow ola Nav Vy, bulnomoney has beenap- 

propriate d for building any vesse als that could 


com pe te upon the ocean with the vessels of 


olper nations 

During the war we expended millions upon 
millions monitors 
for 
none of those vessels 
upon the ocean with 
one or two. I repeat that 
the war not one dollar has 
appropriated for building new ships of 
for this Government except the two tor- 
boats that were authorized at the last 
Congress 


in building iron-clads and 


for coa defense, for 
river operations, &c., 
are of any 
the exception 


since the 


coast operations, 
but 
account 


of 


close of 


now 


been 
war 
pedo 
session ot 

| have no doubt that the policy of repairing 
those old vessels and appropriating money for 
repair has been a bad If that 
money, more, had been appropriated for 
building some new vessels, vessels that should 
bear some comparison with those which the 


one, 


[english or the French Government now has 
upon the ocean, we should have been in far 


ndition, and it would bave been better 
but at the the war Con- 
gress, seeing what had been spent during the 
war for the Navy, thought. those unacquainted 
with the 
ought to be usilized. 
wheu in faet 


better co 


eCOnOMYV: close ot 


that those vessels 
that they ought to be used, 
they were of no use whatever for 


subject concluded, 


ocean purposes, 


transports, &c., which were extemporized at 
the breaking out of the rebellion, when we 
had no Navy at all, were destroyed, or were 
destroyed during the rebellion, or were sold, 
some of them at its close. It cannot be ex- 
pected that any member of the Senate can 
rise here and say, unless he has examined the 
question, just how much money has been ap- 
propriated to the Navy, or any other Depart- 
ment of this Government, during the last five 
or six years, or any number of years. I might 
as well ask the Senator from Illinois how much 
had been appropriated for the judiciary of the 
United States es the last ten years. and 
call on him to rise in his place and give the 
amount, 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I ean tell within five 


| millions of it. 


Mr. 
margin. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yon cannot tell within 
fifty millions the appropriations for the Navy. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I say last year nineteen 
millions was appropriated for the Navy, all 


CRAGIN. That is a considerable 


told, paying the officers, paying the whole 
|running expenses of the Navy, paying for 


repairs at the navy-yards, for repairs of ves- 
for timber, live oak, and so on; and the 
year before, I think, about the same amount. 
There has been a gradual reduction every 
year since the war and up to this date. [ 


sels, 


have never heard any complaint that the Navy | 
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ically, _ [ believe it is administered eeo- 


nomically. wish to repeat bere and 


impress 


it upon the Senate that no money has been 
= . 5 : . 1° ° 
appropriated for building new vessels, and but 
little, very little comparatively tor repairing 
old ones: not more than a million or two of 


dollars, or perhaps three millions annu 


ally fy 


that purpose. ‘The Senator from California 
the chairman of the Committee on Appr 
priations, can answer some of the questions 


better than I can. 





Mr. COLE. The appropriation for the 
current fiscal year for construction and r¢ 
pairs amounted to $3,500,000, and the amount 
included in this bill is less than that, a little 


over three millions, which certainly is a very 


small sum to ke ep our N: avy, even if it consists 
of only twenty-six vessels in comission, in 
rood order. 
Fy 1° } } 2 
Chis money has been expended at the dif 
ferent navy-yards, of which we have, I believe, 
eight: it is “Mistebated among them for the 
repair of such vessels as really need renpaira 


While I am up I will 


say that we have now, 
in my judgment, a very good Navy. It is not 


very large; but we have a consi aed le num 
ber of excellent vessels, first-class vessels, well 
manned, well equipped, and well provided, 
and I think we have as good a Navy and as 
efficient a one as could be expected trom the 
economical appropriations that the nation has 
found it necessary to make for the last few 
years in order that we might be relieved some 
what of the great burden of the debt 
that is upon us. 

I do not acquiesce in these censures of the 
Navy Department: they are not well grounded 
and if the Senator from Kentucky had 
ined the condition of some of 
think he would not have been so severe in his 
remarks touching the Navy. A great many 
of the vessels spoken of by him, 


public 


exam 


our vessels, | 


constituting 


altogether some six hundred and odd, were ot 
the very lowest or smaliest charac ter, mere 
launches, used in time of war as supply ves 


sels and such like, which we have been get 
ting rid of from time to time in order leve 
ourselves from the great burden of taking care 
of them. 

Our Navy is small. The total 
men is only eighty-five hundred, 
twenty-one hundred and fourteen. 
Navy, to be sure, but have had no likeli 
hood of war; and if there was, we could 
as we did before, improvise a navy and have 
it ready for any emergency. I have no donbt 
about that. It is well understood, too, that 
the style of vessel, the style particularly of the 
war vessels, owing to the change in the char 
acter and efficiency of their armament, changes 
very rapidly. You might have one of those 
seventy-four gun ships which were so much in 
vogue and siood so high fifty years ago, and 


tore 


number ot 
and officers 
It is agmall 
we 


ao 


| you would regard it as of no value whatever 


That is not the kind of vessel we now 
We invented the monitor during the war, 
and it proved the most efficient sort of vessel 
for the defense of the nation. 

Now, I am not among those who 
that we ought to keep up a large navy 
old plan and keep vessels floating and 
constantly. 1 believe in the policy of reduc 
ing the Navy, such as has been followed since 
the close of the war, and in getting rid of use 
less vessels simply, vessela which are merely 
an expense upon the country and a drain upon 
the Treasury. 

The Committee on Appropriations have 
thought it well to obey the desire of peo 
ple at large and practice economy in this 
Department as well as in other Departments. 
As has been stated here, the appropriations 
made last year for the current fiscal year were 


nse 


last 


believe 
on the 
rotting 


the 


a little less than twenty millions only. For 
this year they will be $2,000,000 less. They 


are being reduced by reason of the course that 
has been pursued by the Department in getting 
id of useless materials and useless vessels 


I have been a member of ! Department was not administered econom- |j which were merely a bill of expense. 
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Mr. SEEVENSON. Do I understand the 
honorable chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
proy ri 
for this year is 

Mr. COLE. 


sitions to say that th eap} yropri: ition asked 
$:2.000,000 less than last? 
More than two millions less 
than last vear, | think. Last year it was $19, 
Phis year, as the bill 1s reported, 
tue appropriations amount to but $17,672,597, 
more than two miliions less. As I gaid 
welOre, I approve fully the policy ot avoiding 
and that I 
acquiesced in by 


) 7 © 
S52.01f wm. 


( 
{ 
all unnecessary expenses, believe 
policy which is the 
head of the Navy Depariment, and all others 
ted with it, and I think that that poliey 
pursued not too tar by any means. 
{ do not think that we have the ground of com- 
plait th hus been made of the want of a 
uavy to-day, and the Senator from Rhode 
Island, if I may be allowed to say it, has in- 
dulged in too much of apprehension on that 
head. [do not remember the number of ves- 
sels. | presume it was correctly stated by ny 
from Kentucky as thirty-six or thirty- 


} 
to be a 


connec 


has been 


triet d 
4eVPTL. 
{r. STEVENSON. 


>» Lime 


Six hundred and fifty 
atl one 

Mr. COLE. I mean the present Navy, that 
which 18 now in active service. Of course he 
mean ho 


STEV v 


se in commission, 

ISNSON. Only thirty-six in 

active service, iron-clads and sailing vessels, 

too. Out of the six hundred and fitty, there 
thirty-six now in active service. 

. COLE. Only thirty-six in active ser 

suppose on 


mu 


. 
\ 
Mr 
: ' 
are Ont) 
vice, g 


the seas of the 


toa are now 


the different stations in all 
world. Of course the number 
in the Navy, as stated by him, 
lerably over one hundred and fifty; 
ope bundred and I believe, was 
the number stated, but many of these are out 


Was Cousi 


seventy-nine, 


ir; they are in harbors and in dock- 
yards, and at the navy-yards, and not, of 
course, in a condition to go to sea, and we do 
not wish to make any unnecessary expend- 
ture in order to put them in that condition. 
Let them le there until there 1s a necessity 
r them, and when the necessity arises they 
can be put in coudition, or others speedily 
built for the defense of the country as the 
emergency may demand. 


Mr. STE 


no. Walhit 


VIENSON, M 


this issue shifted or change 


President, | do 
da. [have 
ugalust the 


charges of corruption g 
Department. I have 
malappropriauion of 


that 


made no 
Navy 


ot 


cuarges 
money. I[ 
been 


) 
mace no 
L,] 
the public 


had 


thau two months ago from the 


called 
ior more Navy 
Department, which has not yet reached the 
Senate. IJ have sent since this debate com- 
menced to the House, and there is no report 
there. If one has been made it is in the hunds 
of the Printer, and no member of the House, 
30 far as I know, has seen it; 
seen it. 


rose to say information 


no Senator has 
Now, the question that I make before 
the country has been plainiy put, and the 
my honorable friend from New 
and the answer of the chairman of the 
Sheentites on Naval Affairs can go to the 
country for what they are worth. I made no 
charges: I stated that we had a right to know 
what had become of $350,000,000 of the pub- 
lic money used by one Department before we 
went on tom me ee r appropriations. 

Mr. C JON KLI NG. Will the Senator allow 
me to make an inquiry ? 
Mr. STEVENSON. 
Mr. CONKLING. 


stand the Senator. 


answer ot 


| 
vt rsey 


With pleasure. 
I simply wish to under- 
Does he mean to say that 
it is not true that a response to the resolution 
referred to was sent some weeks ago to the 
Hous se of Representatives ? 

Mr. STEVENSON. I did not say any such 
thing. I said I had seut to the House of Rep- 
resentatives and was informed that it was In 


the hands of the Printer. This is aa inform- 
ation, 


Mr. CONKLING. Then, if I may be al- 
lowed, the point of the Senator’s statement is 
that the excess of printing at the Government 
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Printing Hy the emission of 
he report. 

Mr. STEVENSON. 
that. The Senator himself heard just what | 
stated. I say this, and I said it first and I 

said it all the time, that the report has 
not reached the Senate of the United States, 
e of that 
—— for it more than two mouths 
Now, Mr. President, 
ther toat by the 
of the Navy it is 
dred and itty 
ing between 


- > 
suse has delayed 


know not hing about 


have 


though it was a committe the Senate 


ago. 

to go on, { stated fur 
last report ot the Secretary 
six hun 


service, cost 


that of the 
in the 
and tour 
were but one 


shown 
vessels once 
million 
hundred and sev 
the tour 
have 
worthless, but the 


three hundred 
dollars, there 
enty-nine left. What 
or tive hundred others? Some 
sunk : some have become 
larger portion have been sold. 
of the proceeds ? 
my honorable 

and they did not tell. 
qury? AmI that 
question, by being told that the Navy must be 
supported and that the 


has become of 
been 
What became 
Whereis that money? I asked 
friends of the Naval Committes 
ly it am improper in 
silenced, when | oak 


honor and glory of 


the country must be sustained? I have not 
said that [| would not do anything that my 
honorable friend from New Jersey would ask 
me to do in that direction. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN rose. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Not justnow. Let me 
go ou and the Senator shall have ple nly of 
time to reply. I do not wish to change the 
issue that bas been made between me and the 
honorable Senators on the other side. I say 
that it is a right anda privilege that the repre 


sentatives of the peo} le and of the State have 
to know what bas become of the }VV,O000 
[ have spoken of betore they yarea 
propriate milllions. | 
charges. 

[It may be that the 
accounted for. 
were 


Ssot d4 
ked to ap 


1 } 
have made no 


other 
matter is satisfactorily 
I want to know, if these vessels 
what became ot 
whether money Was not 


sold, the money, and 


used trom these sales 


in addition to the ay Ay ation made by 
Congress. I do noi say 1t bas been used. I 
say | want this information which | am enti 
tled to; and what is the announcement? We 


must go on he adlong and Make OLher 


appro 


priations. It may be true there has been a 
great waste of money. We have a right to 
know what it is. 

The honorable Senator from [linois asked 
a question as to repairs, I can tell him that 
$700,000 was put into the airs of a rage le 
vessel; $25.000 into another; $75,000 to 
another: $250,000 into another; aud IL have 
a table betore me showing lhe exa I alrs 
of all these vessels. What has become of 
these vessels? Have they been sold sinc 
money was exp ndedin these repairs ¢ hese 
are legitimate subj cts of 1 iquiry. hey ad 
dress themselves to the WU lyment of Senator 
aud as the humblest member of the Appro 
priation Committee, [ have felt it my duty to 
Investigate and to took stadiou iv into the S ib- 
ject and gather light and ascertain the condi- 


tion of the Navy. ‘This resolution was more 
than two months and a half sent to the 
Navy Departme ntand yet there is noresponse. 


ayo 


[I do not say that there has been any neglectin 
that matter. AlJlthatl say is that we ought at 
least to be cnary i committing o irselves toa 
further waste of the public money before we 


knowthat the evil wasin the past expenditures 


information until we have 
to Know 


I want to know at what price 


i + t 
We cannot get that 


Vessels 


they 


I want to know the condition of the 


this report. I want when the 
were sold; 
were sold: 
have 
ary of the 


isan honorable 


vessels when they were sold. | made no 
charge upon the Secret 
tar as I know he 
have 


ho Cli 
tend to make 


Navy; so 
»gventleman. 


made urge against anybody. I in 


Charges, though, when tbls " 


» 

+4 +} , «4 . * 
formation comes if they are at 
justified ; but I Inun to make 


a Charge unless the record shows that it should 


ithorized, ana Lif 


’ 
shall be the last 


| be made. 


2965 


Mr. COLE. So frequent allusion has been 
made to the call for information from the 
Department that I foel it my duty to have a 
couple of communications from that Depart 
ment read. 

rhe Chief Clerk read as follows 

Navy Depa Fr 
WASHINGTON, februa 24, 187 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge 
of your letter of the 22d instant, requesting inform 
nt what sales bave been 
De partment between the years 1865 and 187], tnelu 


the receipt 


ion as to made by this 


sive. of vessels, slenamers, or material belouging te 
the United States, The information asked for, which 
is voluminous as far as it relates to the fir four 


years, is being made up in response to a resolution 
of inquiry from the Hlouse of Representativ 
ssent to the cominmittee as soon as it Is 


b, and 
coll 


respectfully ~ Ges 
GEO. 


Secretary af the 


KOBESON 
Navy 
Hon. C. ippi 


lions, 


CoLe, Chairman of Committee on 


opre 
United States Nenate. 


Navy Department, March 22, 1872 
Sir: | have the honor to acknowledge the receipt 
of a communication of this date signed by the clerk 
of your committee, c alling my attention to my letter 
of the 24th of February, and in reply can only repent 
my former statement, with the additional informa 
tion thatthe work is progressing as rapidly as pos 
sible, and will be transmitted at the earliest prac 
ticable day to the House of Re presentatives, in 
compliance with its resolution, 
Very respecttully, your obedient servant 
GEO. M. ROBESO!? 
Necretary of the Vavy 
CoLE. Chairman of the Committee on Appreo 
United States Senate. 


Mr. STOCKTON. Ishould like the cou 
the Senator from California lO Sav A 
word in reply to the Senator from Kentucky 
Mr. COLE. I will make no remark only 
that I suppose there has been no application 
I have for the postponement 
the consideration of the naval appropriation 
bill until that information could be obtained 
Mr. STOCKTON. Mr. President, it seems 
difficult for me to make the distinguished Sen 
from Kentucky understand my remark 
[ have endeavored to explain them, but he 
seems constantly to misunderstand me. | 
much surprised at his turning around and sa) 
ing that the remarks of the Senator from Nev 
Jersey might go to the country. Lam afraid 
the Senator from Kentu 
were made to go to the country. If eithe: 
remarks are to be judged of from their ton 


Hon. ¢ 


prvatvons 


tesy of 


heard none 


at . 
aLlor 


Witt 


remarks of the 


[ think it is much more probable that th 


remarks of the Senator from Kentuc KY Wel 
made to go to the country than mine. My re 


marks were not made to go to the country 


Lhey were made with the earnest and since: 
hope of doing some good to my country, and 
to Operate on the minds Of Senators, and I do 


will fail 
eenato! 


not belie in that purpose. 
from Kentucky, in the 
differ with him at al 
him. I admitted his 
these questions I ad 
to have the information 
that I had understood the information 


ve they 
L said to the 
+t, that [ did not 
I made no issue with 
aS fect right to asK 
mitted that he 


I state 


had be 


ougit 
en sent entatives 
It turns out that in that I was right. I said 
that the country ought nol to be called 
upon to make large appropriations uutli they 
found what had become of the 
lready appropriated, and whether the officers 


, » 
to the House of Repre 
} 
“iso 


out money 


could be trusted with it. In that I was per 
fectly right. 
But, Mr. President , I took this opport unity, 


on this small ap propriation, by way of amend 
ment, ofe Xpressing rto the Senate of the United 
States my view of the neces ssily ol golng on 
and j Improving our Nav y- 

Mr. President, there is one thing developed 
to-day that makes the condition of things much 
worse than I supposed. When the chairman 
of the Appropriations can get 
ip and absolutely tell the Senate that we have 

good Navy, and add to that that we 
need to 


Committee on 


do not 


keep ip a Navy atl all, | think the 
time has come when we had better withdraw 
all inquiry about Dr. Houard and the claim 


for indirect damages. I do not advocate such 
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a course, but neither do Ladvocate stripping my. 
country bare, and turnl 4 her out to be treated 
with dishouor and insult by her foes, by the 
great Powe Oo! this wo id with whom she 
might be in ¢ ynflict The wO propositious 
ure in tent \ ou must be more mode 
im your foreign relation iid less apt to insis 
ou the rights of the country andils cilizens, or 
you must keep up wilh the times in your naval 
preparatior 

Mr. Pre ni. | saw riding in the Gulf of 
Spezzia more tha twelve years ago two 
America ps; one is the Wabash and the 
other wa he lro juols, One a first rate vessel 
and the her third-rate vessel. Phey were 
both 1 ( ill- rigged 1 he Iroquois, 
had the re putatton of being the fastest ship in 
our Navy, and the Wabash, one of its finest 
vessels at thattime. Lying alongside of these 
two vessels were the Carlo Alberto and the 
V itiorle Mm Lue le , LWO Cis of the Sar- 
linian navy, for it was before the formation 
of the kingdom of Italy, built on the Clyde, 
built after our models, and as fine vessels as 
our own, admitt | 0 to be by all the judges 
f naval a cture snd as well equipped, 
Spain to-day ha ih thavy such + she never 
yossessed before, getiing the best models from 
f ) ind She is last regainiug her position 
as u naval Power Look at the iron-clads 
recently built in France and England and 
which bave come to our own shores. Look 
al the two countries taking ad intage of the 
change from wooden te iron v ssels, clothing 
their old vessels with iron, building new 
ones of iron The Wabash to-day is the same 


kind of ship she was when [ saw her mor 
than twelve years ago in the Mediterranean. 
She is still the same old style of vessel s! 
was then. whether the Lro 


aking a cursory 


| do not know 
quols is in service or not. 
list of vessels, the chairman of 
nmittee will correct me if lam in error, 


giance at oul 
the co 
[ cannot find that one single man-of-war has 
been built since that time. Certainly not one 
single dollar has been ap * opriated, according 


to my recollect during the war or since the 

war, to build an iron clad vessel that can go 

t en And are we, Senators, to go to work 

deliberately and bluster and brag, and put in 
1 


claims for indirect damages, as if we were en 
gaged nm otra ling horses, and asked more 
than our horse was worth, b ‘ause Wwe thought 
the man we were trading with was going to ask 
more than hi horse 


into that kind of business with a great nation 


was worth—are we to go 


afier we have stripped our —? bare? I 
say it is foll N ld hi 

i iti Oly. oO man wi ao in bis OWn 
cause Itis not statesmanship to Pe it The 


people when disgrace comes will hold us ac 
countable for it. 

Austria in 1858, more recently France, has 
buried in hopeless ignominy the men who urged 
for war when they were unprepared for it, 
so bringing on their country *‘innumerable 
woes.’’ . 
which I have 
of expressing my views to the 
Senate on this question. IL hope my distin 
guished friend from Kentucky wiil understand 
that [never meant in any way to find any fault 
with what he was proposing. 


| am giad of this opportunity, 
long wanted, 


I simply sought 
an opportunity of prophesying evil to this 
country if she did not 
to be more pe 


change her course, either 
ceable in atuitude or to be bet 
ter prepared for whatever may come from an 
ndepeudent. and positive position to the world. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Lam exces dingly glad 
to hear my friend from New Jersey, as | 
always am on any subject that he discusses 
When I made the suggestion that we ought to 
have information as to what had become of 
the $350,000 OOU appropt iated during the year 8 
to which I referred, before this bill was dis- 
posed of, = honorable friend got up and 
replied, and | thought bis reply was against 
me. I am glalto be undeceived. I have no 
doubt I shall always agree with my honorable 
friend, and when he comes know me bet- 


er, he will find that I will never be a whit 
behind him in meeting the responsibility of 


giving us such a navy as the honor -* our | 


country demands. I| am proud of the Navy 
as i am of the other institutions of my coun- 
try. But while allthatis true, | owe a respons- 
ibility to at least a portion of the country. 
My acts are subject to the approval or con- 
demnation of my constituents. [am acting 
for them and not for myself in this Chamber, 
and when their money, wrung from them by 
grievous and onerous taxes, 1s attempted to 
be takeu in such enormous amounts, | have a 
right to know what has been done in the past. 
No doubt my honorable friend and myself 
agree. tle says that this large amount of 
money has been wasied, because we know that 
between 1862 and 1866 $350,000,000 were 
appropriated to the Navy Department, and 
yet my friend says we have not got a navy 
worth a rush. It is true, sir. We have but 
thirty-six vessels all told out of the six hundred 
and fifty that are fit Then what 
has become of it?) Who is responsible, and 
where has the money gone, that we have not 
got a sufficient navy ? These are questions 
that go to the popular heart, the answer to 
which the people have a right $? know. Here 
is the present Secretary of the Navy, a highly 
Canin gentleman, who has been in office 
for several years. What has become of all 
this money, aud why do you continue to waste 
the public treasure upon repairs that ought 
not to be made? Allow me to read a litile 
statement to the Senate in regard to certain 


for sea use, 


A lerter from the chief engineer of the Navy 
Department states that the Minnesota, of 2,912 
tons, will cost in re ‘pairing $25,000; the Frank- 
lin, of 3,173 tons, $90.000; the Tennessee, of 
$225,000: the Benicia, of 1.122 
tons, $65,000; the Juniata, of 828 tons, $85, 
000; Mouongahela, of 960 tons, $140,000 
Ossipee, of 828 tons, $85,000; Kearsarge, ot 

j $145,000; Mohican, of 671 tons, 
390.000; and the Dacotah, of 695 tons, 

250,000. And here is a table showing some 
bills for repairs in the past . The Shenandoah, 
a third rate, cost $306,279 for repairs. 

[ might go on with these details. Is it not 
a legitimate inquiry for the Senate to make 
before we go on to make further appropria- 
tions to avail ourselves of improvements in 
If the iron-clads are the 
best, aud experience demonstrates it, let us 
see the estimates; let us know the plans; let 
us see how much they propose to increase the 
Navy; what the character of the vessel is, and 
how the money is to be expended. Is that 
unjust? Is that casting any crimination upon 
anybody? Clearly not. 

My honorable friend says that no proposi- 
tion has been made to postpone this quesuion, 
Sir, what is the use of making such a proposi- 
tion when we know that the edict of a caucus 
of the dominant party has decreed the order 
of business and that we are manacled so far 
as the minority goes? But that there may be 
ho question on this subject I will now move 
to lay this bill for the present on the table 
until we can get this information; and I wiil 
call for the yeas and nays on that motion. 

Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I wish the Senator would 
withdraw that motion to enable me to make a 
remark or two. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Certaialy. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I have before me the three 
reports of the present Secretary of the Navy, 
and the only three, going back to March, 1869, 
lu his report for 1869 the Secretary says: 


2.155 tons, 


605 tona, 


naval architecture? 


‘When my predecessor came into office on the 
9th of March last, the Navy of the United States 
consisted of two hundred and three vessels of ail 
classes and in every condition.’’ 

['wo hundred and three vessels in the Navy 
in March, 1869. Now, | take up the report 
of 1870. In that report he says: 


“At the date of my last report the Navy of the 
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United States consisted of one hundred and eighty 
eight ships of all classes, calculated to carry when 
in commission one thousand three hundred 
twenty-two guns,” &c. 

The number had fallen off. 
last December, 1871, says: 


and 


The report tor 


“The Navy of the United States now consists of 
one hundred and seventy -nine ships.’’ 

Being twenty-four ships less last December 
than we had in March, 1869. Many of 
these vessels have been lost and sunk, and 
many others, the Oneida, for example, that | 
have in my mind, and others that I do not 
think of. This will show since the beginning 
of the present Administration how great 4 
reduction there has been in the number of 
ships. ‘The number between six hundred and 
fifty that the Senator from Kentucky refers to, 
and one hundred and seventy-nine now, all 
told, were disposed of previous to the incom- 
ing of the present Administration, 

Mr. STOCKTON, I sought the opportunity 
while the Senator from Kentucky was on the 
floor to interrupt him on the point when he 
was speaking of the amount of the cost of 
repairs of these vessels. [I am not very accu 
rately informed as to the exact cost of naval 
architecture at the present time ; but in many 
cases I have no doubt that the cost of fittin ig 
up an old hulk has amounted to quite as mue! h 
as it would take to build a fine vessel of the 
modern style. 

‘Why do it then?’’ my friend from Califor 
nia [Mr. Casseriy] asks. Why in the name 
of Heaven do it? What folly! But the Sec 
retary of the Navy is required and expected 
to protect commerce with Cuba, and to protect 
the coast, to send vessels to the Mediterranean, 
to send vessels here and there. You want the 
vessels sent to sea, and the next report comes 
that a vessel has gone under. You recollect 
the anxiety about the Tennessee when she 
was on her way to San Domingo. It is inhu 
mau; it is wrong; it is wicked; it is dis 
graceful to send vessels to sea that are unfit 
to go to seae Humanity forbids it. 

lam not speaking of the present Secretary 
of the Navy, nor de‘ending his administration. 
i leave that to the gentlemen who are so well 
able to do it on the other side of the Chamber, 
but I am speaking of the position you put the 
Navy in. Then, when these repairs cost so 
much, complaintis made. ‘They may have cost 
a great deal too much for aught I know, but I 
know that we have fitted out vessels for sea 
when it would have been cheaper to break 
them up. I showed you that when I[ told you 
that to the best of my knowledge a vessel I saw 
twelve years ago, not then a new vessel in the 
Mediterranean, was still inthe Navy! Every- 
body knows the shortness of life of a wooden 


ship. When you get an iron Navy it will not 
be so. 


I merely rose to suggest to the Senator from 
Kentucky that he was perfectly right that it 
was absurd to expend such large sums for re 
pairs, and that it was a suort sighted policy and 
a want of wisdom and foresight that made the 
Navy such an expense to the Government. | 
agree with him that if the Naval Committee 
believe that Congress would approve of it, they 
should have plans and specifications sent out 
for building new vessels, probably in private 
yards, where the experience of the world 
aoa now they can build the best ships, You 
might get up your models, perhaps, in your 
own yards; for that you want the talent of 
your Navy; but when you have your specifi- 
cations and models and plans you can build 
vessels cheaper at private yards. In that way 
you would actually diminish the expense of 
the Navy by getting rid of the enormous bills 
for repairs. 

Mr. STEVE? 


NSON. Mr. President, if this 


debate has had no other effect, it has at least 
shown that the Senate requires light 
formation before this biil is disposed of. 
My honorable friend from New Hampshire, 
the chairman of the Naval Committee, whose 


and in- 


' 
lor 








1872 








ong experience at the head of that committee 
entitles what he says to the highest consider- 
ation, tells us that at _ a time th 

t they 
ca 


he cannot 


ere Were 80 
been conhtin- 


rmne 





many vesse ls. and tha have 


rally reduced, some and s ispose d 
tell how. Well, 
know? Is it not pertinent 
that we should know? Now I want to read 
officially a little piece of information on 
not from any source 


the confidence of 


of in olher ways, 


jught we not to 


this 
abject, that 18 not enti 
tled to the Senate. 
report ol the Secretary of the Navy a 
buudred 


Phe last 


»ail there were one 


esseis of the 


o 
‘Mi than four hundred of the six hundred and 
fifty vessels that Mr. Weils bought, equipped, or 
-hartered. have gone. Some have decayed; some 


ive sunk; some have been so d Of thos 


sive been sold some money h 
tmount reeeived 


with 





hat 
ax gone into the Trea o 
tuus bas very 
the m mey which i cost to 








ury, Dut the been 


in pared 


tX 





much money? When received? How 
received How expended? Was it added to 
the ¢ xp nditures of the Government? if sv, 
those moneys have to be added to the annual 


expendlitt : of the 
woo Can teil me, 


Navy. is there a Senato 


unl 3883 ne KNOWS 


what 
money, bow much the 


ures of the 


has 
become of this 


é@xpendll 


annual 
Navy have been? And 
honorable friend, the chairman of 
Appropriations, says that 
10,000 last year, how doe 


when my 
the Committee on 
it cost S19.0i ar, OV she know 
moneys have been received from 


from 


what other 


amaged stores or other property sold ? 


I will not say there 1s any, but I say we want 
ne inlormailon. { say we Cannot act judi 


1OUSIV WH 


tion. I 
Wake none 
d by the record, 


hout the intort make no 


desire to until I ean be 


' 
charges; 1 
Rus alit 
that the 


lt Will HOC 


do to say 


N avy 


present Secre- 


ary of the came in only two years ago. 
party have -had this entire 
twelve years, and they are 
has been maladministra 
know nothing. | have not 
upon which, as a member ol 
oact; andif gentlemen really 
light, let us lay this bill on the 
mntil this report, which has been made to the 
louse of Representatives and is now in the 
the Printer, can be laid before the 
then we may find everything to be 
eve rything tO be square if so, we can 
aid my gallant friend trom 
fitting up such a Navy as the 
necessilies, the safety, the honor, and 
of the country demand. 
But, again, fact 
th is that the Navy, 


relary, embr 


The Republican 
Gor ament for 
responsible if 
which | 
he information 
thiscommiuttee, t 


there 


on. Oi 


desire table 
hands of 
Senate, 
right; 


then go on and 


New Jersey in 


the glory 
the that we have to deal 
as reporte ed by the See 
aces only out of six hundred and 
one hundred and seventy-nine, 
and of vessels at 


vesse ls. 


sea we have but thirty-six, 
sail and iron-clads. 
otal of our present 


the waters of 


That 
Navy upon all 
the globe. Vhis nukes class 
one, The second class 
vessels that are suitable for 
ls, vessels which 


suciuding steam, 
t 


number emt brac es 


other 
from 
that 
home 


reliefs; in 
can be fitted out 
day to take the place of 
have run themselves 
for repair. ‘These make class number two— 
suitable when required and prepared 
to be sent out to keep up the number of naval 
vessels inour squadron. The number of that 

class is fourteen. Then there is a class num- 
bering less than the second class which can 
be fiited up on emergencies ; 


should have war or if 
«| 





vessels 
out and are sent 


vessels 


that is, if we 
the litile cloud in the 
sky that bas been disturbing us should require 
them to be got ready. 

Now, | say to honorable Senators on this 
floor that in desiring this information it is 
only that we may act and legislate wisely. If 
there has been any malappropriation of this 
money, (which I do not even insisuate, nor 
Make the slightest charge, fur God forbid that 
. should do so when I have not the means of 

iformuation,) I take it that Senators ou both 
sides of the Chamber would rejoice to bring it 
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much more 
what addresses itself to the judg 


tolight. But what is important, 


ment aud dis 
cretion ot Senator Ou this oor, is that 
been 


admitted both in the « 


every 
} ’ 
Wasted which 1s 


if all the money bas 


+} » H am and . 
Loner rLouse ana un 





this to have been Wasted in repairs at Lexperi 
ments, we ought to have all these facts before 
us so that in future appropriations we may 


avoid these dificuluies and make every dolla 
that we appr tell; build up the Navy 
efficiently in-clads if it is dee 


ved Lhal 
that those are the best; avoid all the mis 


with i! 


fakes 

ot the past; see What thos mistakes have 
} ] ] 
been, and then legislate wisely and wel 


Ir. EDMUNDs. Mr. President, Seuators 


other side have been 
ttee on Appropriations 


very 
defiuitely, particularly my 


friend 
Committee on the Judi- 
expendit 


have been for the 


1) 
honorable 
he chairman ot the 
] , } ! 
How much tue 
ve 

Navy Department 
Phe ch 


ciary, to teil them ures 


oft tie 
past few years 


airman ol the Judiciary 
Committee says he can tell within 35,000,000 


how much the expenditures for the judiciary 
have been. I should like to have him try, be- 


cause it would be an interesting subje Now, 
for the in 


lormation Of iny 


friend trom Lilinois 


and my friend from Kentucky | wiil state from 
the olficial statement ot the lreasury how 


these expenditures bave beeu I 


ument keep 


much 
have a doc 
which we committee and 
the it juirt 
[These 


} : 
always on hand to 
at all 
tures are not what 


“unuswer 


of the curious times. ex pendl- 


muy be said to be 


priations nec ssarily. it. 1s 


appro- 
not a List of the 
appropria! ion but 1t is a statement of 


UOllis, 


every dollar that has been paid on 
the Navy Department, its net 
during the Jast teu years, 1 will 


gent 


account ot 
expenditures 
say, and if 
emen 
date them. 
Senators ean 


wish to go further | will accommo 


now be ignorant 
ul of 
ood old Democratic 


hut ib Was law 
ful for every Deparim: this Government 
during the 4 
ing the wat 
time ot 
money it could get 
money it had lett from 
priations, ail the money it 
The law right to ex 
pend all this for the purposes of the Depart 
ment. Therefore the 


limes and dul 


and during the guasi Democratic 


Andrew Johuson to spend all the 


out of Congress, all the 


over appro 


previou 5 


rece! | from sales 





of old stores. gave it a 


expenditures down to 


the Ist of July, 1870, might have been, and 
generally were, sometimes largely, sometimes 
a little, in excess of the appropriation for that 


aman ILappe ared on the statute-book, because 
the law had declared th 
and the 

One of the first 
and cf the 


change tha 


at the old appropriations 


unexpended balances 


might be used. 
Administration 
supported it was to 
and to provide that nothing should 
be expended except that which was approp 

ated for the current year. That took etfect on 
the Istof July, 1870. So that 


acis of this 


Congress that 


since then gen 


tlemen may be sure that there have been no 
expenditures in excess of the appropriations 
I agree that we ought to have all the informa 
tron on that subject, but | will add, 


Supposing 
taking up the fina: Ice 
laid 
session, and studying it for 
two, there 18 not 


ided, that 
DY ye ar, as 
ps ng of every 


Aan cao or 


’ 
saies to be Int 
— year 
4) ; 


bel re us ai i} 1c 


yen] 


a dSenator who 


cannot, if he bas : 


2 pencil in his hand and a 
piece of paper before him, tell exactly how 


much money has been obtained from the sale 
of old stores, how much money has been spent, 
how much money has been appropriated, and 
come to his conclusion whether there 
anv abuse or not. 

Che fact is that we do not study the finance 
report as mucli as we oughtto. It would save 


@ great tervention into the 


has been 


deal of s ispic ious 1D 
affairs of this 
sometimes 
nest. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the 
Vermont allow ime 
understood him to 


Government by 
ver 


who 
mare’s 


people 
] . + . 1} 

aisc what 1s called a 
Senator from 
question? [ 
since 1870 the 


to ask u 
say that 


Department has not been permitted to make | 
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use of money derived from property 


Am I right? 
artly right. 


sold with- 
Oul al appropriation, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. P 


Mr. TRUMBULL. And that in former 
years whatever was realized from the sale of 
rid material Was p: rmitted by the law to be 
used by the De partinent, but since then it is 
not so? 

Mr. E DMUNDS The Senator is substan- 
tink correct, with this exception ; take ae pro 








vision about ordnance that we had such a 
dreadful caterwauling about not long sinee, 
the law there provides that the proceeds of 
ordnance and orduanc stores sold [rom time 
to time may be used to repair and fit up 
things for sale so that a certain sum would 
come out of that, and so on; there may be 
some lit e qualifica tion of that kind 


Mr. TRO 


report of the 


MBULL. 1 


Secr 


before me the 
lreasury made 


h ive 
etary ot the 


at the present ession, in W hich it i stated 
that the expenditures for the year ending Lhe 
30ih of du ie, LSTL, were for the War Depart 


ment $35,799,901 82; and then there 1s ua foot 


note: “this is the net 
lug Do. < 


280.005 13 r 


amount atier deduct 
e paid into the reasury aa 


y 


proceeds Ol 


expenditures 


sules ot ordnauce, &c. b hit 
44,080,084 95, y «} 
that the amount we 


OULU UOU Lo 


true 


iuGW ing 


Dove, 


were 
appropriated was 
round numbers, and the 
expended was 344,000,000, 

Mr. EDMU NDs. 
from Liinois would de 
this finance report he 
thing: that by the provisions of law the 
Department is empowered with the 


the dulvto SetLtic 


ginount 


Now, if my good friend 


‘vole a littie more 


Lime lo 
would discover auother 
War 
right and 
ip the old war claims t 


till existing im the 


bat are 
COMI Sssary 
artment to an 


and quarter 
lmmens amoung ; 
and provision is made by law out of these old 
appropriations that 


master dey 


ancient claim 3 


Liese may 
be paid from time to time as they are finalls 
adjusted anu@ allowed, So that the expend 


itures ol 


ment, in entire hat 


lit \\ ul Depart 


{ 
th what I have 


mouy wit 


approprial 


Deen Saying about the 


lous, HNeCeSsarly GVery yeal 


will be so for years lO Cuine are in excees of 
the appropriations that we make for the cut 
rent expenditures, because the Senator, 1f he 
will look at the appropriation bills as he sone 


tines Goes, will find that we ne 


ver appropri Lat 
Army aj 


in the propriation bills anything fo 


paying old claims; it is only for carrying 
on the present and current operations of the 
Army. So my friend will find that he deceive 
himself if he supposes that the War Depart 


ment is elt 


Her spre nding 4S 4 fact, Or that ll 
has the right in law io spend, a cent for the 
current expenditures of the War Department 
except that which is appropriated, and the 
difference which my friend sees there he will 
tind explained in the way I have stated. 


Now, to return to lobe ae this 


riGhig au 
LOOL OW latte 


Opposition one 1 and the other on 
the sea, and chaugiug trom sea to land as fust 
as you find your -ornered in one 
ment, is perhaps more than | 
| will devote myse 
minute or 
the hon 


iorce ol 


sell ( 
Can Carry oD ; 
if now to the Navy for a 
two. In the first pl ice, let me tel 
Senator from Illinois that the 


the Navy has by Congress and by this 


} 
rave 


Johnson lett the 
restored to 
before the 

hundred men all told, 

and fifty boys. We 
this Administration to 
where we st before the war, notwit 
ing the vastly increased interests of the coun 
iry. So much for | have already stated 
Administration came 
this provision against applying to the 
current expenditures of the Department any 
money that was lett over or received from 
oiher source. We provided for that in the 
first year we came In, Now the 
Senator se Kentuc ky says there bave been 
twelve years of Re publican rule that ought 
be S ccaitaata 


Administration, siuce Mr. 
execulive chair, been 
what it was in 1860, 
a total of 
including 
have 


precisel 

war; that Is, 
hry hive 

two bundred 

gone back under 

: 

04a ustand 


Libis 


that we have since this 


: 
in inade 
auY 


honorabie 
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Mr. STEVENSON, I did not say ‘* ought 
to be investigated.”’ I said they bad had the 
(government tor velve years 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very we he says there 
have been twelve years of Republican rule. 
In one sense my friend is right If you 

‘ter to controll r ile over the making 
of the la then senator 1 right. It 
you rete 1 Vinal e atl talking about, the 

ond of the executive lministration of 

the Navy Depa it, then he is wrong Kor 

four unlacky and unhappy years, from 1865 

ilo | ’ | i neo KnOW anybody here (il [ 

hall offend anybody whose politics is 

doubrful now) who would say that was a 
ry lhepu in rul 

Mr. STEVENSON \\ my friend allow 

» it hy ! tb que my? 

Mr. EDMUNDS With pleasure 

Mr. STEVENSON. Congress, which the 
lin puUuolcAaNn mail } ivi } i | SO fat ye a control 
of, could bave stopped both the Executive and 
the Navy Department by refusing to appro 
pria a doila imtil the iformation had been 

eceivi lherefore, they are responsible. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. hat m ry be. Lhe Re- 
public party 1 admit 1 not, like any other 
| ple int world, come uy exactly to the 

andurd it hi é ip for itself. It has not 
wcceomy hed ul good that it intended to 
do and that it intends to do ; but it means to 
keep on is Tas is 1 Lt wrong it intends 
to correct it But was ho asy for the he- 
publican par pusied a8 1t Wa ith the dis 

irbanee i sta fomented by 
the Exec t » deve self to an investiga 
tion of his } avy Dy partmentat that time, even 
anhsanive si0h Wa nec ary. | do not 

iv that t W ne ssa - but I Say that | 
1 ‘ i! { the a of the Navy 
Department a if its head during those tour 
yea! not Db I think, inthe light 
ot recent ¢ penence and recent observation, 

great deal « the money that was spent dur 
ny those four y il was wasted, und some of 

that wa pent wstensibly for the public 
od was devoted to political purposes in aid 
of the Democratic party. 
»> that, Mr. P dent, Lam not defending 
the Republican party for not having made wat 
oner upon the administration ot the Navy 
during t] our yeal of Mr. Johnson’s ad 
ministration Chere is no doubt that during 
that period of time there was a horde of peo- 
ple who were determined to seizeail the money 
that was there and to make themselves rich 
by it Some of them succeeded; others did 
not I do not detend it. i do not defend the 


Republican party for not having found it out 


then, and punt hed it or stopped it. | only 
say that as fast as we can we endeavor to cor- 
rect every abuse which is brought to our 
notice and every abuse that we can find. 

But now, to return to the present condition 
of affairs; the Senator says that we do not 
know what the expend tures of the Navy De- 
partment are lhe Senator says that we have 
no oflicial statement on the subject. Now the 


Senator is mistaken. | hold here 
Mr. STEVENSON. The honorable Senator 
misappreher me. I said that we had esti- 


mates ports of what the annual expend- 


) 
is 
and i 


itures of the 


Navy Department were ; but until 
we got information as to what had become of 
the proceeds of the sales of materials sold by 
the Navy Dey artment we could not say whether 
the expendi ures had been confined to those 
estimates; and | spoke in that respect on the 

thority of one of the highest Republican 


othicials in this Government, tor | quoted trom 
hi 7 ap that very subject 

. EDMUNDS. 
cannot add up 
put them toge 


It is very true that you 
. column of figures until you 
ther. Therefore, you cannot 
tell much been received from the 
sale stores until you look to see. You 
ell how much is turned into the Treas- 
until you reports 

‘That was the very rock 


how has 
ot 
cannot t 


ury 


oid 


look at the accounts or 


: . 
of accounts and see, 


on which my honorable friend from Missouri, 
{Mr. Scuurz,} now unfortunately absent, 
split when he set out on this grand arms invest- 
igation. He had discovered that here was a 
want of putting figures together, and 
there was a terrible fraud committed upon the 
l'reasury of the United States in a way that I 
will not take time but it turned 
to his own satisfaction that his little trouble 
was that in his enthusiasm he had forgotten to 
read the reports upon which he relied, and to 
deduct one column of figures from another 
reaching his results. ‘That was all. 

Now, Mr. President, if all that the Senator 
means to is that we cannot know how 
much the sales of the Navy Department are 
until we look at the figures which show them, 
he is perfectly right. That & proposition 
which | cannot dispute, and that is all there 
is to it. I repeat that from year to year the 
reports of the Treasury Department and of 


yrealt 


to go over; 


out 


li 


Ssuy 


is 


the Navy Department do show the sums of 
money received trom sales ot stores, and 
what has become of them; but you cannot 


cart a dray-load of books into the Senate 
Chamber, nor can you have that report from 
any of these Departments unless you mean to 
overload the Treasury Department by making 
out things over and over again which will show 
every item and every detail, because it is too 
voluminous. 

There is a statute now in force which says 
that a detailed statement of all the receipts and 
expenditures of the Government shall be pub 
lished from time to time. What have we done 
about that? The Departments have furnished 
here and the Committee Printing have—I 
believe they are up stairs now—cords of books 
in whine h all these accounts in detail appear ; 
and what have we done? On account of the 
enormous and useless expense of making these 


On 


publications in detail, gentlemen on the other 
side of the Chamber connected with the duty 
of seeing about printing have been inguired 
of whether they wished to have these things 
printed. They say no, of course they are of 
no possible use to anybody. So that there has 
been nothing kept back from any Department ; 
there have been full reports all the time. In 
this particular instance you now have a spe 
cial report made weeks ago to the House of 
Representatives giving at an expense no doubt 
to the Government tive thousand dollars 
and upward, in respect to these sales, a 
tailed and minute account, and the Senate is 
informed that to save $5,000 more and six 
weeks more delay we are referred to that re- 
port; and now the great complaint is that it 
is not printed ! 

Now, Mr. President, to inform my friend 
from Illinois what have been the expenditures 
of the Navy Department, not the appropria- 
tions, but the expenditures, I will read from 
the official statement, where it is all brought 
together. I will begin with the year 1860, 
that was the year when, as we all 
know, in pursuance of the conspiracy to break 
down the Government, all the expenditures of 
the Departments were extremely small, and 
everything was suffered to go to rack and ruin 
in order to leave us defenseless when the re- 
bellion should come. 

in 1860 the total expenditures of the Navy 
Department were $9,652,896 33 ; 1n 1861 they 
were $27,541,431 01; in 1862 they 
$45,085,093 O01: in 1863 they were $83,722,- 
141 50; in 1864 they were $105,573,725 46; 
in 1865 they were $87,018,720 99; in 1866 
they were $32,970,104 82; in 1867 they were 
$27,789,300 22; 1868 they were $24,432,507 93; 
1869 they were $19,947,096 65; in 1870 they 
were $19,779,969 90; for 1871 the figures are 
not brought up. 

There you have a statement of the ordinary 
current expenditures by calendar years, not 
by fiscal years, up to the 3lst of December 
annually. During the four years of the war | 
that the Senator has referred to, 


ot 


ot 


ae- 


because 


were 
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expenses of the war; but since that time you 
have a coustantly decreasing expenditure, be- 
ginning in round numbers with $87,000,000 in 
1865 and running down to $19,000,000 in 1879. 
I hope nobody will complain of the fact that 
the exvenses of the Government in this De 
partment have been constantly and rapidly 
decreasing until we have reached almost the 
pitch where in the years before the war (ex 
mia that of 1860, which I have specially ex 
plained) the expenditures of the Navy then 
stood. 

Now, Mr. President, | agree with the Sen 
ator from New Jersey that instead of diminish- 
ing the expenditures of the Navy Department 
they ought to be largely increased, and that 
we ought to ap propriate double the money in 


this bill for the purpose, as he has stated, of 
strengthening and rebuilding our Navy, dis 


posing of the old material and having new, so 
that we shall be at least respectable. That is 
my Opinion; but at the time I concur 
with the Committee on Appropriations and 
take the ordinary estimates ; but I do not think 
Navy Department merits any criticism in 
respect to its conduct as to the expenditure 
ot money. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I should tik 
to ask the Senator from Vermout a questior 
which I did not ask while he was king, 
as I did not wish to interrupt the order of 
remarks. 1 understood the to sa\ 
that he had no doubt that during the four yeais 
which elapsed from 1865 to 1869 the adminis 
tration of the expenditures of the Navy De 
partment was wasteful, and its funds, in some 
instances , misapplied for political purposes. 


same 


spe “4 


his 
Senator 


Did I understand him aright ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That was about the sub 
stance of it. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. During this 
period, Mr. President, the Navy Department 


was administered by a citizen of my State, 
whose personal integrity, 
differed from him very 
topics, I have always had the highest confi 
dence; and I have felt from knowledge of my 
own that his services as the head of that De- 
partment during the war have never yet 
suitably ap jpreciated by the country. 
hearing what the Senator from 
against that gentleman, I think it should be 
made a little more specific, and I therefore 
ask the Senator to specify in what way, or to 
what amount, orat what time, or where, during 
the period which elapsed from 1865 to 1869 
the funds of the Navy Department were mis 
applied for political purposes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will state as far as | 
have any knowledge, and will leave the rest to 
my belief. In the first place, | wish to correct 
my friend. I did not allude to any partic valar 
person, and by no means did I allude to the 
head of that Department, who I have no rea 
son to believe was personally dishonest ; bu 
he. like the head of every other great Depart- 
ment in this Government having many opera 
tions, many bureaus, and many oflicers, cau 


in 
although I have 
greatly on political 


been 
Upon 


Vermont said 


| not personally know all the performances that 


| are going oninside of his Department. 


there were || 


There 
there are no 
Treasury every day, 
have been since the Government began, of 
some little and petty character of one kind 
and another that the Secretary of the Treasury 
does not know and cannot know. ‘There are 
frauds by disbursing officers in the Army, and 
have been since the country began its exist- 
ence, in various parts of the country where offi 
cers were stationed, which the Secretary of 
War is not responsible for. Therefore, as far 
as | have any knowledge, I am willing to ac- 
quit Mr. Welles of what I said, as ét respects 
any personal guilt on his part. But we had a 
little investigation during that time into some 
of the affairs of the Navy Department respect- 
ing the sale of some of those ships that are 
now making such a fuss in this debate, and it 


may be frauds in the Treasury ; 
doubt frauds in the 


and 


$300,000,000 appropriated and spent for the || did appear in that investigation (and if Sen- 








ators are very curious I think I can look up 
the tesGmony and have it read) that, not to 
enend any time in detailing them, soine ae 


ye Way of a 

ertising ships for sale, and then taking pains 
to have them awarded to the lowest instead of 
hest bidder, took place in that Depart- 


i 


xtuordinary performances in th 


ie hig 


ment. One of them we stopped und broke 
up one or two we were unable lO 4 the thing 
had gone too far; and from all the circum- 


ances that appeared before the committee, 
| believed we all thought—I think there was 
Democrat upon it, but I bave forgotten at 
moment my friend would 
f he were to see the testimony—— 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I read, itand 
perfectly familiar with it. 


iBDMUNDS. 1 


i think it was 


(iat 
7 
t 1S 
Liab 


—aud [ am sure 


Mr. 


friend would 


believe my honorable 


iltovether probable 





that the margin which was to be made between 
the highest bid and the lowest by certain peo- 
rie, and | do not know but that those gentle- 
men were citizens of Connecticut me 
KERRY, of Connecticut. No; citizens 
ot “New York. But IL wiil ask the Senator 
another question: if anything in that testi- 


mony indicated a misapplication of any funds 





of that Department for political purposes? | 
speak ot the whole teslimouy to which the 
Senator now refers, with regard to the result 
of which my opinion is different and always 
haus been trom his own 
Mr. EDMUNDS. LI say, and I am willing 
to repeat it over and over again, because | 
believe in the right of expressing my opinions 
sunded upon evidence which is salistactory 
) we, that in the course ef that investigation 
he very circumstances to which my triend 
and myself are now alluding convinced me, 
is |} am sure they did many other gentlemen 
“the committee, (and | think lam right in 
saying all, but [ will not be certain about 
bat.) that this performance was not designed 
tor the sole and exclusive benefit of one man, 
whose nl { forget, but that he having got 
ostensible benefit of it, certain grand 
operatio in the way of supporting Mr. 
Johnson and his policy and carrying on the 
campaign were to be contributed to out of it. 
\ great many other things came to my knowl- 
edge in the course of that investigation which 
| admit would not hang aman. I should not 
1G &@ Man Lo p yrison upon that evidence, but 
we sometimes in this world act, so far as 
expressing our opinions is coucerned, upon 
moral evidence. We must do so: and lam 


al I am not charg 


convinced 


Ino! evidence. 

I that I 
and [x ‘epeat it, that a great deal of the funds 
ant property of the Navy Department was 
obtained in one way or another by excessive 
contracts and under-bids and all that sort of 


r of 





anybod ly said Was 


chicanery which can be resorted to and the 
chief ot Department still be ignorant of 
it or be deceived about it, and the benetit of it 
was carried to the propagation of the party, 


Whatever name 
drew Johnson was 
believe; 


dence 


you give to it, of which An- 
the then head. That | 
I say 1 believe it upon moral evi- 
and circumstances that have come 
my knowledge, and did then. 

We act upon moral I be 
lie ‘ve that my h ionorable friend from Connecti- 
man above reproa | would trust 
uncounted money in his hands; [ would trust 
my honor in his bands as far as one man may 
trust his honor in any other man’s hands; and 
[ should not fail. How de I know? 1 only 
do it upon moral evidence, which convinces 
me that it would be a sale thing to trust; and 
it is just so with our belief touching ope rations 
that are carried on in the departments of the 
Government, or in political affairs everywhere 
l'rom a certain connection of men and facts 
together, you cannot always avoid the conclu- 
sion that there are cats under the meal; and 
80 1h respect to the Navy Department, without 
impugning Mr. Welles in the least, who, I be- 
lieve, was a man who intended to do right, 


Lo 


must evidence. 


} 


cutis a rch, 


ry 
a 


1) 
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but who had several subordinates who were 
very sharp, and l may get intoa quarrel with 
somebody else if | say very unscrupulous, but 
who had some subordinates and people around 
him who were very sharp, and who did not 
always tell him what was goingon. I say that 
I felt justified declaring, and IL teel justified 
now in repeating, that | believe a great deal 
of the public property and money was wasted 
and the ultimate benefit of a large portion of 
It Weal to Carry on the po itical objects of the 
party that was then resisting the Congress ot 
the Unite i States 


\ 


\ President, 

made a few remarks in reply to what was said 
by the Senator from Rhode Island, now oceu- | 
pying the chair, | had no expectauion that | 
they were be seized upon with the excite 
ment that was manifested by the aig 
from Indiana, New Hat mpshire, aud New Jer- 
sey, who, in reply to an inquiry as to how 
much money had been expended upon the 
Navy, and why was that we bad no Navy 
atter the expenditure of so much money, went 
off into a burst of patriotism. I had said 
nothing adverse to having a proper navy; | 
had said nothing that justibed the speech 
made by the Senator trom New Jersey when 
he referre ad to 0 us Making an allacKk upon 
the Navy. My inquiry was to know how 
much money | ad been expended upon the 
Navy, aud why it was with this vast expend- 
iture otf money ihat we h: 1 no resuits. 

] know, Mr. President, that when you touch 
a sor ipon the enna body, the patient 
squii ms under it: and it seems LbIS Was a sore 
place upon tne body-politic to Inake an Inquiry 
as to what had become of all the money appro- 
priated for the Navy Department in the last 
seven years lhe Senator trom Maine, [ Mr. 
H AMLIN, . dispassi ynate as be ordimarily 
is, became very much excited, and there wa 
a prea aea ot Mmpassio ; € ence e 
pended in the Se and utter awhile, no one 
aut the time be able to give us the intorm 
utiou as to how much had been appropriated 
in the last seven years for the Navy Depart 
nent, we have the Senator from Vermont{ Mr. 
EpMUNDS] coming in and undertaking to give 
us the information ldo ne now trom what 
he read; 3 ed to inte ip him to ascertain, 
but he de ned to be inter! ipted and went on 
to read ce ini tivure S i Ould be glad now 
to know from what the Senator read. 

Mr. EDMUNDs It the Senator had told 
me that hi ished to ask a question Inst ‘ad of 
making a pe h, 1 should have yi lded with 
the great pleasure. ‘ihe thing is entitled, 
and it has been furnished to every Senator, 

| ‘* Statement of receipts and expenditures of 
the Goverument by Warrants, irom July h. 
185 June 380, 1871 prepared in the othe: 
ot tne ss etary OF the lreasury by a H. 
Saville, chief clerk. It has been sent to 
every Senator; it contains a very interesting 
table of the whole expenditures of the Gov 
ernment irom the be vlinning. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. While the Senator was 
reading it for me for information, having pre 
viously sent for the finance report communi- 
cuted to this body at the commencement of 
this session by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
| hOOKeU Vel ne s nel ri eh u hat 
otheer of the iount xpended on tb vy 
during the very yea hat the Senator from 
Vermont undertook to inform the Senate about; 
and | state to the Senate that m one ot bis 
figures is correct. lhe expenditures as stated 
in the pa npalet from which he reads differ 
millions from th expenditure given to us in 
the finance report Of the Secretary of the 
Treasury 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now, Inbay I ask the 
Senator trom what puge ol nance re port 
he reads ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The eighteenth and 
nineteenth pages of the finance report. | 
believe the years referred to by the Senator 

hare on the nineteenth page of the finance 


Mr. 


PROUD 


ULL. Mr. 








when l 





report 
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for 1871; and he will find the fiyures 


eulireiy different, On i POKLOYG A these hivures 
it will be tound that we expeuded in the six 
years eoding the 80th of June, 1871, more 
than one hundred and sixty-one million del 
lars On the Navy. More than one huadred 
wid sixty-one 1 tilious have been expended 
ou this Navy in these last six years. What 
has become of it? 

Mr. CRAGIN. Will the Senator allow me 
to ask bim a question: 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. 

Mr. CRAGIN. How much was expended 
on the Army ior that same time? 

Mr. TRUMBULL i should have to add 


but | do not 
the 


lt is stated here, 
With 


up the figures. 

know what that 

which | am discussing. 
lr. CRAGIN, 


has to do subject 


(he Senator thought it was 


did 


Very stravge that we not Know every 
thing. | put the question to him partly on 
that account. {| want to know how much has 
been expended for the Army. 

Mr. TRUMBUL Lhe chairman of the 
Committee ou Naval Affairs desires to come 
to me for instruction as to how much was 


expended on the Army, about which | am not 
sed be ally l 
chairman of the Committee Military 
Affairs; but the Senator from New 
Hampshire is chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and he is supposed to have some 
information in regard to the appropriations tor 
the Navy Department. 
Then, Mr. President, 
pended in the aggre 
sixty: 
Lwenly 


Ipp Lo spec udvised; um not 


Cc 


honorable 


on 


there has been 


wore 


ex 
hun 


Lhal 


gale than one 


dred and one million a llars, 


18, 
seven million dollars a year, 
Navy since the Ist 1865 
it? Lhe Senator 
thal appropriats 
More than twenty-six million d 
have vcen ed, 
the last six 
higvardly appropriation . 


on 
W hat 
Rhode 


nearly 


¢} 


Lue Ol « 


July, 
has become of tro 
lsiand told 
niggardly. 
a 

re, 


1ars 
erag 


YY 
til 


us our ns were 


a} 


year uppropriatl 


ou 


a\ fo. Years, i 


hOil. 


7] 
h 


app Opriat 
Now we have some 
Senator trom Vermont. 
‘ q 
sNaVY 1 no lar r Lh 
Vhen the ot 


now than it 


rot other miormha 


He tel 
Was | 
\ 


Lhe 


from 
re it 
Lue 
the 
sed it, whieh L th 
but 


How th 


Lue 
y 


pay 
betore 


war. uVvy 


rger Was W 


should have increa 
Lo some extent 


we 
have 
any 
amount 
Betore 
appropr iated 
+ 14,000,000, 
OUOU 


that would not 
ci the rence 
‘a 

suin of 
in 


considerabie In Llbhis lary 


which 


very 


Is ap propriate ior tue 

largest 
the 
»haveappropriated plu 
the 


il 


the war the 
lor 


\W 


WmOney evel 


uuy yeur Was 


000. 


Navy y 


{ 


OU ali average 4 


did 


ol 


since war 


beg 


SIZE 


C1O 


anu, and 
W hat 
W hat 
trom 


sar sec 


a yt 


more than We ever belore 


have gol @ navy the same 
this $12,000,000 a year 

‘The Senator 
built 


undertaken 


has become ol 


have Lo for it? 
New Hampshire says we 
Well, but you 
air old ones, and the appropriations have 
very materials. I tind b 
appropriations made in 1870, that there 
$1,250,000 appropriated for materials, 
» QOO.O000 for labor. 

As | 


been appropriated 


we show 


have no new 


S have to 


VeSS@l1 
’ 
re} 


been large ior y the 


was 
and 
)) 
procuring new material 
and for ipou What has 
become of this vast sum of money? And why 
is it that Navy ? Why is that 
our Navy gracetul condition spoken 
sey? Is itfor 
or 18 it the 
ot the money 


said when up before, millions bave 


labor Our Vessels. 


we have n it 
is inthed 
It 


appropriations, 


v 


of by the Senator from New Jet 
the want 
want of a proper 
which we have appropriated? Why are 
millions old that 
‘There must be fault somewhere. 


ot ior 
expenditure 
' these 
rth 

it 


hould not 
by the milli i 


into vessels are W 


put 
" 


y 


nothin 


wort 


these vessels are h nothing wes 
be lati 
¢ xpe nad upon them. 

Now, there is partly matter 
The Senator from Vermont seems 
that it is an attack upon the purty. 


|, means. Itis no matter whether 


appropl ng yn 


money 


no about this. 


Lo pose 


t 


Sul 
i 
bby Do 


it was done 





during Andrew Johnson’s time, President 
Gr *s time or Myr Lincoln's time [hat 
mune I d tlerenc to the « t The jue 
tion | asl y with the Vast appropria 
ti we have Navy 

Mr. EDMI DS I I k the & itor a 
question } Lt ‘ 

\ itt MB tui ( rta ily 

M EDMUND | k | just to test 
his knowledge of naval rs hich | know 
is pre per ons ¢ ntained 
; ~ ( meee ‘ tak ont 
toe pay ! f i lence of thre Navy, the 
expel } tiiat y imust iave on tor 
eign ! ind then let him tell me how 
many i \ hips, alway prov ding for those 
thot lia t ru tt tu be place of those 
broek own, you can build, or whether you 
ean | 1d ‘ hip even, ipposing the law 
would i za t 5 ry of the Navy to 
Dulld a m, Vv I | e® it doe Hot with 

L ape i I »t iw 

ir, ERUMBULI | have eady shown 
hov ct rounds nbe ought to be left. 
i ie vt e expense of the Navy in the year 
Ht) ‘ ' mmber 12 000,000 : 
iW List ) 1] GOO 000 2 ‘ Hipe umn thal 
VAS ApPpPVo) Lied the N VY at anv time ve 
tore hie il sin iA , wi nN he exy nal 
tures of t il Vepartment ot the Goverument 
were Sone ver tourteen million dollars. 
Now, tuke the very largest sum which wus ever 
pent on the Navy before the war, and it is 
only $14,000,000. For the last six years it 
DAS vel ed nearly twenty-seven million dol 
iré \ itt vcome of the difference be 
tween tl 14,000,000 and the twenty-six or 
wr \ tt ; Wh has become otf 
hie 12,000,000 in round numbers that has 
een | inds of the Navy Department ? 

Lhe S~enaLlor says ELik out the expenses 
f pay) e olheers and seamen and every 
if ' x! e and what have you got 
leit it ¢ L very little jess ) pay the ofhcers 
und ut eumen and the ordinary expenuses 
helore ir than 1b Goes now It costs 
mething more now, it nothing like $12 
OU 000 HH ei t lurve urplus that ought 
to be i to pul the Navy in good con 
a is It seems to me, lie Senator may 
a Nt l 1! \ eer, that the Senator trom 
Chinn knows all about naval affan Lhat 
may bea satisfactory answer to him. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [have not made any such 
anew 

Mr. TRUMBULL. lhe Senator did refer 
to the knowledge of the Senator from Illinois 
poout the N i\ 

Vir. EDMUNDS Because | was going to 
ask him a question about it. 

Mr PRUMBULL No one could misun- 
derstand the tone or the manner or the object 
of the remark of the Senator Phat does not 
answer the question as to what has become of 
thi lurve umount money. | thir k we ought 
to have methit more to Show than we have 
got Ifthe mouey was put upon vessels to 
repair them, asthe Senator trom Kentucky has 
stated three quarters of a million upon some 
vessels, it ought to have made them good ves 


sels, it seems tO me 

Phe Senator from New Hampshire in his 
zeal went on turther to say that not a dollar 
of money had been used for avy other pur- 
pose than that tor which i 
or without 
stand him anght / 

Mr. CRAGIN 
suppose that is true. 
Ot course I do not kuow as to all the details. 

Mr. FRUMBULL. It may be 
supposition, and he may believe it to be true; 
but did the Senator 
claim ? 

Mr. CRAGIN. I have beard of it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL 
know that atter by act of Congress that had 
been setiled and paid the Secretary of the 
Navy paid 598,000 more’? 


Was appropri ited, 


authority of law. Did I under- 


That is the supposition. I 
i have no doubt itis true. 


he Senator's 
the Secor 


ever hear Ol 


Does not the Senator 
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Mr. CRAGIN. 
answer 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, I want an answer. 

Mr. CRAGIN. Iknow, inthe firs place, that 
the $93,000 was never settled for by jaw. I 


was authorized by the 


Does the Senator want an 


KnOW that a seltiement 


law of 1868 ot the cular Cialhas report “d 


upon by the board bat was app nuted by the 
Department, simply claims for tl 


Navy 
‘ 


creased CUS ol 


© Me 


he 
labor and materials; and that 


the claims tor extra work were nol c 


ynsidered 
1 
al all by that board, and that the claim more 


' 
recently paid bv the Secretary 


} 5 was for extra 
work not inci ded AL all in the report of that 
board. 

Mr. 
here, 

Mr. 
the 
shire 
if he 


this money was 


ANTHONY. And expressly excepted 
rRUMBULL. Mr. 


the 


President, out of 
mouth of Senator trom New Ham p- 
and of the Senator from Rhode Island, 
indorses it, | will uw to show that 
paid coutrary to law. They 
are both parties to a report made by the Naval 
Committee of this body in 1870, in which they 


\iertal 
1uertlant 


say expressly that the act of 1868 appropri 
ating >1 15.000 was a perfect discharge ot all 
claims to these parues. When did new light 
dawn upon these gentlemen? And such is the 
lact. 

Mr. CRAGIN. Will the gentleman allow 
me | 

Mi rRUMBULL. I will state the case 
now In 1862 the tirms ot Secor & Co. and 


Perine, Secor & Co. undertook to build cer 
tain vessels for the Government at a contract 
price ot g ve hundred thou- 
sand doilars. They proceeded to build those 
Lhe Government of the United States 


something over twe 


vessels. 
made some change in the plan of the vessels, 
aud they that were delayed. 
[hey were paid for the extra work done on 


claimed they 


those vessels more than h lf a million dol- 
lars. fhe vessels were completed in 1864. 
hey were paid the whole contract price, aud 


received if, Lhey were paid more than half 
a million dollars tor extra work, and received 
it. Lhey then eame to Congress in 1867 com- 
planing that they still ought to have some- 
thing more; that in Consequence of the inter- 
ference of the Government with their contracts 
they bad been delayed, that during the delay 
the prices of materials and of labor went up, 
and that they had in consequence suffered loss, 
Con- 
gress In 1867 passed a law authorizing the Secre 
tary of the Navy to investigate their claims. 
Mr. CRAGIN, 
to be accurate 


and bney ask Cougress to relieve them. 


| suppose the Senator wants 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CRAGIN. Congress did not pass any 
law 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Congress did pass a law 
in 1867. 


Mr. CRAGIN. The 
passed a resolution. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. 


. j } P 
say Congress passed a law 1n 


Senate in executive 
session 
Well, we shall see. I 
1867, and I am 
sorry that the chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs is so ignoraut of the action of 
the Congress of the United States. Congress 
passed an act—— 

Mr. CRAGEN. 
ment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
want to correct it. 

Mr. CRAGIN. Congress did pass a joint 
1 referred to a resolution passed 
by the Senate before, requesting the Secretary 
ot the Navy to call a board. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Congress passed a law. 
A joint resolution is a law. There is no escape 
from it. 

Mr. CRAGIN. 
that. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Congress passed a law 
in 1867 authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to ascertain whether anything was due to these 
parties, OT W hetber they were entilled to any- 
thing on account of their claims. 


i wish to correct my state- 


I thought you would 


resolution. 


There is no doubt about 
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ee 


law the Seeretary of the Navy organized a 


board to examine into the whole matter. Tha 
board made a report the next year, in 1868, t 
the Congress of the United States. There upor 
the Congress of the United States. in 1868 
passed another law approprating the amount 
of money which this board found that these 
parties were justly entitled to, and provided 
in that law that the same should be in full dis 
charge of ali claims on account of these vessels 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Is that the lan 
guage? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That was the languag: 
Here is the law: 

‘Shall be in full discharge of all claims against 
the United States on account of the vessels upor 
which the board made the allowance.’’ 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. That is a differ 
ent thing. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No, 


account of the vessels upon 


Sir; it is ** on 


which the 
made the allowance ’ 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Is 
vessels’’ or ** the claims?’’ 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is 
account of the vessels.’’ 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
8ay—— 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
an opportunity. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I do not know 
that I will have an opportunity; I do not 
know that I shall desire one. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. You may speak now 
then. 
ir. FRELINGHUYSEN. All ] 

hat tl my asking the gues 
at the Senator certainly stated only 


part of the language and unintentionally omit 


it **on the 
‘Call claims ou 
But 


I wish to 


The Senator will have 


wish to 


ie reason ol 


ied a very material part of the language of 
that statute. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I. did not state the 


whole statute, but | stated all of the statute 
that is applicable to this case. It shall be 
‘*in full discharge of all claims against the 
United States on account of the vessels upoi 
which the board made the allowance, as per 
their report, under the act of March 2, 1867.’’ 
Does the Senator mean to say it not in 
full disebarge of the claimson which the board 
acted? Then why did the statute say it was 
in fuil discharge of ail claims on account ot 


9 


was 


the vessels? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
ator wish an answer? 

Mr. TKUMBULL. Well, if the Senator 
chooses to make an answer. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I donot wishto 
intrude but | am ready to give one. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. But this received a con- 
struction by the Senator from New Hamp 
shire— 

Mr. CRAGIN. Not at all. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. And by the Senator 
from Rhode Island. ‘The Senator from New 
Hampshire is very fierce to contradict me; he 
is ready to deny a statute until | have to turn 
to it.and convict him; and he is ready to deny 
his report, but I hold it in my hand, and these 
denials will not him from the official 
documents. I hold here in my hand a report 
made in the Senate of the United States. May 
12, 1870, from the Committee on Naval Affairs 
here is no dissent from that report by the 
Senator from New Hampshire, and now let me 
read what it says: 


Does the Sen 


reiieve 


“On the 13th of July, 1868, an act was pussed 
directing the payment of these amounts these 
parties ’’— 


Referring to the case of Secor & Co., and 
Perine, Secor & Co.— 


‘* by which act it was declared that these payments 
should be ‘in full discharge of all claims against 
the United States on account of the vessels upon 
which the board made the allowance, as per their 
report, under the act ot March 2, 1867.’ 
Under the stress of an overpowering necessity, 
as they allege, these parties received those amounts, 
That in law such receipt is a complete bar to all 


Under that || further recourse, cannot be denied.” 


pt 


1872. 


Where is the Senator from New Hampshire 
iow ? 


Mr. CRAGIN. 


the t 


[ did not agree to the report 
ime and do not now. 
{RUMBULL. Ah, did agree 


he record shows he did. Show he your 


t 


not O 
licsent on the rec rd. 
Mr. CRAGIN. The majority of the com- 


tree always carry reports and bills in my 


yminirtee 
Mr. TRUMBULL If I dissent from a re- 
port, 1 generally m ike itknown. The chair- 


an of the committee, it seems, now re pudi 
stestbe report of his own committee. I wonder 
f the from Senator Rhode Island will repu 
This was the report made by 
the chief justice of the Court of Claims, then 
a member of this body. It was the report, 
be unanimous report, of the Committee 
yn Naval Affairs, so far as appears. Now, 
Mr. Presi lent. the Senator wants to know it 
any money was illegally paid; I tell him yes. 
[tis no matter whether the money was due to 
these pe i Why, Mr. President, it 
bad p tled in the first place, settled bY 
u former Secretary of the Navy. Not satis- 
fied with that, these parlies come to Congress 


diate it, too. 


and tue 


wiles or not. 


peen sel 


lav i Re 
Congress passes two laws on the subject, and 
that 
propriates, one hundred and _ fifteen 


says In so Many word: the money it ap 
sand and some odd dollars, shall be in fall 
discharge of their claims. The part 
it, und receive it, and the committee of this 


ies 


body say that in law such a receipt is a com 
bar to all further recourse; and yet 
your Secretary opens it atid pays them $93,000 
more. He might us have paid 
$03,000,000 more if could 

itis a bald, 
live statute, the Naval Com- 
mitiee that to palliate and 
excuse it through its chairman. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, 
the Senator from L[ilinois in his opening re- 
marks said that thirty or forty millions had 
been expended by the Navy Department and 
there was uo hing A Senator 
holding his to the Administration 

not wonder that a charge of that kind 
attracted attention. It is impossible that we 
should not listen to it. It is nothing less than 
a charge of fraud against the Administration. 
It comes from the Senaior who made 
repeated charges of that character, and after 
tedious investigations have been gone through 


el 


Wilh. 


nlete 


them 
have got it. 


well 
he 
naked cause of violation of posi- 
and so stated by 


’ 
now undertakes 


to show for 1 
pos wwiOn 


should 


bas 


It comes ata critical time in the pass 
ing events of the day, and it is astonishir 
me that the 


to 


Senator from Lilinois should say 
that there is undue sensitiveness beeause his 
remark attracts attention. It is not that he 
had as he suggests touched a sore spot 
party, but because the position of the 
to that party is now peculiar. 

lam free to say that lL observed with regret 
while one of the Departments of the Gov 
ernment was being investigated before a com 
mittee of the House of 
one who is under sanctions of his office and 
whose constitutional 
charges being maintained it 


in the 


Senator 


Representatives, Lhat 


event of the 
would neces- 
sarily become to sit in judgment and try the 


duty in 


1 
lat 


officer accused, should, upon a political plat- 
form, in a neighboring city, before thousands 
of citizens, pronounce his judgment of the guilt 
of that high official. [have known that gen 
tleman from his boyhood. The Secretary of the 
Navy is my friend, he is honorable, and he 
is honest. His character will bear compari- 
son with that of any member of the Senate, 
and I was grieved that one who bas taken upon 
himselfian office which involves the duty cf 
trying the truth or falsehood of the charge 
which a coUrdinate branch is iu a preliminary 
way investigating in relation to that officer, 
should, in hot haste, before the country, pro- 
nounse a judgment against him, which, were 
it accepted, would tend to stamp his character 
with infamy. 


And Iam but little better pleased with the | 
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judgment on the law which the Senator in 
this off-hand mauner strives to this 
question. Itis possible that question may yet 
come before this tribunal. Ido notintend to 
be tempted to follow the Senator’s example, 
butsimplyto re 


give to 


id the law as it is in the statute 
book. If that vindicates the Secretary it is his 
What The Messrs. 


had contracts with the Government 


due. is this case ? Secor 
involving 
It became 

to check and 
the performance of those contracts for 
months. During , 


and ol 


hundreds of thousands of dollars. 
the interest of the Government 
delay 
those delays the prices of 
wages greatly advanced, so 


ch might 


materials 
Lual Ve 
three or four hundred thousand dollars, per 
SOOO 000, 


Sseis Wi 


have been built for 
The Messrs. Secor made 
indemnitied by the United States 
> damage S 
They justly 
compensati 


haps, Cost 
J n to be 
; ° , i y 
ecasioned by these delays 
nsisted that they shi uld recelve 
yn for the loss which had accrued 
to them in performing those coutracts by rea- 
son of the had 
l It was that. and only that, which 


‘ 
: | 
Was called 


delay which the Government 


oceasionead, 


a board upon to adjudge and de- 


termine. Now let us see what 


the Govern 
ment did in the premises. 
the UJ 


Sa: eae 
board in full for 


Was the payment 
iI the 
all claims against the United 
on account of these vessels? ‘That is 
Lue the board 
1, and is not the reading of the law. 


nited States made on the 


award oO 
States 
not what Secors claimed or 
considere 
ihe statute says the payment must ‘be in 
lj ge of all claims against the United 


iutl Gischal! 


States on account of the vessels upon which 
the board made the allowance as per their 


re port. 

Now, the question is one of construction. 
Does the statute provide that the payment 
hall be in full discharge of all claims on ae 


count of the vessels, or in full discharge Ol ali 


which the board made the allow 
ance as per report? 
ferent 


and 


IZ 


claims pon 
These are two very dll 


- 
propositions. The law says the latier, 


we know that what Congress was autho: 
to be paid and satisfied was the result of 

the board, and what the board 
found was thed images Occaslone d DY the Gov 
the 
finding of the board, 
this } 


has peeh since 


the tinding of 


ernment’s delay, that what 


ere, according to the 


Was secors 


to be compensated for. What is 


claim of the 


th 


Why, 


other 
paid? 
ir, perbaps 520,000 to one vessel and 


S20.000 to another, tur extra work actually 


Seeors that 


verformed and not ineluded in the contracts. 
Mr. MORTON. I sbould like to ask the 


Senator whether, in the claims considered by 
‘d, there was anything for construction, 


the boa ( 
or simply tor damages resulting from deten- 
tion? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
the world but indemnification for the damage 
the 


Nothing else in 


detention of the Government occasioned. 
Mr. MORTON. 
embraced ? 
rRUMBULL 


The construction account 
was nol 


Mr. 


Lf the Senator will read 


the aet of 1867 he will see that it was ‘* to in- 
vestigate the claims’’ that the board was 
appointed for. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. We are not 
dealing with the statute of 1867. My simple 
desire for the truth prevents me from being 
diverted from the point. The question is 
whether the Secretary of the Navy has vio 


lated the law which said that the payment 


which made was in full discharge, &c. 
We have nothing to do with the of 
1867, but with statute of 1868. hat is 
the statute on which the Senator bases 
charge. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
act of 1867. Does 
they are not be construed together? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. My purpose is 
to show the two different constructions claimed 
for the statute, one which the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary 
seeks to give it, and the other which is appar- 
eut on the face of the law. Just here is the 


was 
statute 
the 


l 
bis 


That was based on the 
the Senator mean to say 





whole case These contractors had a claim 
against the Government for the delays the 
Government had occasioned. (his board 
found the amount of the damage for these 
delays. A statute is passed saylug hat that 
award shall be in full for the ela which 
the board passed. Afler this it apy ul 
there were charges amount r to SYS,000 

extra work performed to various vesst with 
vhich this board or their award had bing 


to do. 
Mr. TRUMBULL 
been paid for extras, 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Very probably 
that isso. Itis not the practice of the De 
partinent to Wal iutila vessel costing two or 
three bundred thousand dollars is comy leted 
and then pay for it, but the Government pay 


for extras and pay on the contract as the work 
eq i} ed, and that 
extras bas no 


to this question than to say 


and as it 18 Pr 
had been 
more relevaney 


progre FSCS 


S500,000 


they had paid tor some other vessel Chere 


the case 


Alter this Goverument had paid 
for the damage which had been occasioned by 
their delay, were these contractors and builders 


to throw in for nothi: o, to receive en- 


ly ordered by the 
Department to be done to those vessels? As 


no coms 


. ’ 
sation for the extras actua 





well claim that the vessel was to be built for 
nothing. I think that it is exercising great 
freedom for the chairman of the ludictary 
Commiitee of the Senate to pronou e his 
judgment on such a case against one of the 
Departments of this Government. 

Mr. KDMUNDs., | desire fo come back 
to the figure question with my friend from 
lilinois, if he can. st ck to one point | ng 
enough to have it finished He savs | read 
from a pamphlet. So i did, if a book that 
has a paper Cove! S a pan phlet; bul an 
official pamphlet. He was prol thinking 
of something else far, far away, aud id not 
hear me say to him that | was reading a state 
ment of the expenses ot the Goverument by 
calendar years commencing on the Ist of 
January, 1855, and going upto the year last 
past. Lhen the Senator, in order to iow his 
millions of differences, took. will t intend 
ing it, of course » and out i Ln 
expianation abo l Line st met oO th 
finance report showing the expenditures by 
fiscal years beginning at a different period of 
time, and ending at a different period of tin 

Mr. TRUMBULL. They do not agree with 
the calendar years. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How does the Senato 
know that? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Becau the ealendar 


1859 and 1860 giver 


KEDMUNDs. 


year of 
Mr. 


lhe caleudar year of 


1859 and 1860, the Senator says, 18 given 
Let us see, | have the book open at the place 
he read trom. If be will pay attention to 
own authority perhaps he will get a littl 
livut: 

‘Statements of the expenditures of the U1 
States from March 4, 178%, to June 30, 1871, by cal 
endar years to 1843, and by fiseal vears euding June 
10, from that time.” 

Does the honorable Senator id 
what that means? Does that mean ] du 
1860? It may to him. I[tis not my f 
to undertake to furnish constructions for him 
He is in asituation where the sare r way 
mean a good many different thing lie may 
be in a day or two where 1 be necessary 
that the same platform shall mean one thing 
in the West, another in | Kast, another in 
the North, and another in th South hut | 
do not believe that even the Cincinnati plat 
form will go as far to hold that 1843, stated 
in a book, means 1859. That woul rT 
ing too much. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator will find, 
rf he will take the trouble to read ti otheial 
report from the Treasury, which iows the 
whole operations of the Government—and it 


bas been sent to him—that the statement that 





' CO ct statemen nd t Wili 
arn . en iturn over 
i l t here here 
I i nd that il 
‘ il il stateinent 
i ! re ther 
i ‘ ‘ housa i 
) en he reason why | 
i i ‘ hie act hie 
I liately utter the calen 
! ! und it terminated immedi 
nimencement i the Calendut 
i i fore li order to show 
‘ t nich J ll ight the senate 
\ er ed hi CX penuilures, 
i ‘ 
\ ul _ Myr Pre ient. heg in by the 
) y ju V ol he honorable 
‘ 1 ‘ » tila , Whether anybody could 
m Whit had bee tne ex ditures of the 
i) tiit rit it Li ‘ ‘ V Ve i , What 
dat be, a he Depart 
i i 1 it ed u iit ilorma 
ia love f i yse duty it wa 
juire > und eEXamine these matters in 
mh OLte appropriation b lls had 
e 1 tt ol knowing und did not know. 
i hit ena at iast pb found on hia own tes 
{ I Out, a statement by fiscal 
eal i tb I miormation he was demand- 
! ) iehuntiv ot the Senate is indicating 
that ther aud been some Conceaiment in the 
ration of these Departments. 
Mi Pre ient to come tO hie que 
it ‘ Se pu iS [oO Lhe increase 
, t i i mice ‘ Wi ( I LhHOs¢t 
t I the war, he wishes to kuow how it 1 
lr { ili place, we have u good 
vi ls ou distant and expensive 
han had before the war, which 
eu Ol money | Line second 
pia iidye oe ill and « nstruc- 
( ( pti { it Se Adit 
I : a ra W, fas ne not nade the 
‘ im = Chambet Wilh ev 
i e expend re Ii lnbo Lbaut 
thie ‘ I cost ol ive OAK 
i t | la hat the cost of 
‘ V ie ‘ LHe 
iad i! al WwW i t bore 
‘ \ t nd ilement after 
i ’ ition ot 
{ i i filitad ft liv iat occul 
man I and then i 
my 1 tt Rhode Island | M ANTHONY 
nen WwW , only il tL two hird is 
i Lit ind tt re e War, and that 


t} j 1 th enol of tl very N: y D 


in and read 


} he will look ; 
thie ‘ Vy. sta nen howl how mnuch 
( ‘ Lie i h increased, LHe 
V i 1 i 1 we pay tor live-oaKx tim 
be ( n | > Whatl wet pa a bye re he 
\ l \ ik up th Vial us reports 
{ Cher ce ilment 
rit } | i Very t rep the bids 
pul in tor tive uk imber and the prices 


paid; and yet the Senator turns around and 


#@SKS U What has become ot the money, 


Tt 
- 


: e Ont to look 

these othcial statements and you will find 
what bas become of the m ney, and you will 
fund it has been hone iy spent. Lhe Senator 
might just as well turn around and show that 
the expenses of theSenateot the Unite d States 
‘or the pay of Senators are one third greater 
than before the war, and say that millions and 
millions have been taken by Senators out of 


he public re asury, und what bas become of 


the money. I know what has become of my 
share of 1. it has gone for beef and flour. So 
miu tl forl donot wish to occupy time. 

Now, 3 » Secor, (which was a little side- 


show that my friend got up after he saw where 


he was coming out about the main attack, 


1 do not know what the law is about Secor. 
It is not my business to know. All I can 
say at this moment, and all I wish to say, is, 


i 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


i nes i (omptroll [ ie Tre asury, 

| i pe eve, DB Sel or bhiimseil t ] u 
the other da rat least | yreed to it, be- 
cause be did not dissent, lo ie shi theor 
il t eve pody her WHS A Ve! yood law 
yer aqweall kuow he 1s @ lille gy Demo 
crat ‘ we KHO i Ss an hone nau 
and a rey ir bu do Who sland L tlie 
gale of the Treasur to resi and discard 
all Claim hat come from the Navy o ny 
otner Dey i nent for allowances that are not 
‘ig 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator means 
to quote me, I did not say a single word about 


the Second Comptroller. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. J Ray the Senator sat 
till, and t 
LO if, 

Mr. TRUMBULL 
lawyer. 

Ir. EDMUNDS. I know the honorable 


Senator did not, but he sat by and heard it 


ierelore he acquiesced ahd agre ed 


I did not say he was a 


and therefore he is bound to know it. He 
ays that my friend from New Hampshire 
must agree to every report made from the 
Navy Department. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. From his own com 
miiftee 


Mr. EDMUNDS. From his own committee 


’ 
for the reason that he does not yet up every 
time the committee reports and say, ** I dis- 
agree to that.’’ Now, that is incorrect as a 
mmatter of fact as to the practice in thi body, 
and I only show the honorable Senator how 


absurd it is DY Saying that he has agreed that 


} ’ ] } , 
he Secoud Comptroller 1s a great lawyer and 


But, Mr. President. no matter who has 
agreed, we have he urd here lately, and have 
heard truly, that one of the most careful and 
intelligent and critical otfhcers of this Govern- 
ment is this same Second Comprtroller. He 
That is What 


he 13 put there lor, to construe statutes and 


exercises every Gav iaw duties. 


keep out ail claims not lawful and proper to 
be paid pursuant to law. We know that he 
passed this Claim after consideration and con 

iltation. That is enough for me until he 
comes here to be tried for having violated his 
dutv, if he ever does. 

Phe trouble, is Mr. President, if there is any 
trouble about this matter, that the Navy De 
partment needs counsel, and J] would advise 
tne Navy Department to employ Iny honorable 
friend trom Illinois to go up there and advise 
it from day to day and from time to time for 
such a liberal remunerative fee as would make 
it an object for both parties, and thus save 
money to the Government. That 1s the only 
way; for how is the Second Comptroller or 
the Secretary of the Navy to know what to do 
until they have got his opinion on the subject ? 
[t seems if they undertake to do anvthing, to 


pay an honest man an honest claim for honest 
worl k, he must be imme liate ly assailed, bec iuse 
it does not happen to meet the approval of the 
honorable Senator, and assailed, too, in this 
indirect manner, which is entirely foreign to 
anvthing in relation to this bill. 

But, sir, [ have taken up more time than I 
meant to about this little flourish of trumpets. 
Ihe fact is, it is an unlucky week for talk. 
{| Laughter. | 

Mr. CRAGIN. 


senate long tor | do not profess to be as good 


I do not mean to detain the 
g, 

a lawyer as the Senator trom Illinois; but 
there are some facts in this case that I wish to 
present to the Senate which are more tawmiliar 
to me than to him probably. It is true | made 
a mistake in the outset in saying hat the law 
he referred to of 1867 was merely a resolution 
of the Senate; but I corrected it before he read 
the law or looked at itt I wish to call atten- 
tion specially to this act of 1867, and then to 
state how the board construed the law, how 
they acted under it as laying the foundation 
for the Secor claim and others. ‘The act of 
1867 reads as follows: 





May 1, 


ized and directed to investigate the el 
contra 


aims of al] 
. 











vs for building vessels of war and steam 
inuwcniner fue same unde! mtracts na after 
the lst day of May, 1861, and prior to the Ist day of 
January, 1564, and said investigation to be ma le 
up bn the following basis: he shall ascert in the 
sddihionai Cost which was necessaril li irred b 
each contractor in the completio Of his work by 
reason of any change or alleralions in the play 
and specificaiions required, and delays in the pros 
cution ot the work occasioned by the Government 


which Were not provided tor ia the original contraer 
but no allowance tor auy advance in the price 


: ; rt 
labor or material shall be cousidered unle-s gy 


advance occurred during the prolonged time ' 
completing the work rendered uecessary by the 
adelay resulting from the auction of the Government 
aioresaid, and then on when such advance coul 
not have been avoided by the exercise of ordina; 
prudence and diligence on the part of the coi 


tractor.’ 
T ae -. ‘ } 4 } } } 
I will not read the concluding part. I read 
this thatthe Senate may have an idea of what 
the law was and of the basis upon which this 
Now, as 


matter of fact, the board which was appointed 


iVestizgation Was to take place. 4 
by the Sec elary of the Navy construed thi 
statute to mean simply this, and no more: that 
they were to investigate One particular clas 
of CcCiainRe-— 

Mr. PTRUMBULL. 
of that? 
Mr. CRAGIN, 
the board lisell. 


Where is the evidence 


I have the evi lence trom 
Kvery member of it at the 
tune told me so privately, and I have their 
report, which I have sent for. and which will 


De here very soon, Phey have sworn to that 
also before the committee of ipVvesligalion of 
the House, and the evidence is or may be 
before the Senator from lilinois. They de 
cided that this law require ad them to invest 
igate Ouly One particular class of claims, and 
that the increased cost of labor and materiais 
occasloned by the deiay of the Government. 
That was all they investigated. They ex- 
cluded every Clalin for extra work. Luey ex 
cluded every claim ior every purpose what 


SoOever except that one, the lucreused Cost ol 


labor, the increased cost of materials which 
Was occasioned by the delay and action of 
the Government. Kivery member of that 
board so swears. They so told the Committee 
on Naval Affairs in 1868, when the aet ot 
1568 was presented to the Senate and when 


il passed. So much tor that. 





his board made allowances to only six o1 
seveh Coutractors, and exciuded some twenty 
or thirty on this very ground: that then 
claims did not come within the basis of the 
rule which Luey jaid down, tbat they would 
examine only those claims which related to 
the increased cost Of labor and materials. 
Heuce, in their report, against the names of 
three fourths of all these Contractors is written 
the word **none.’’ ‘The board explained to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs at that time 
that they did not consider the cases of those 
contractors because they did not come within 
the rule, within the construction oft the law 
of 1867 as they interpreted it; that they had 
no claims for the increased price of labor and 
materials caused by the delay of the Gov 
ernment. Therefore, when the law of 1868 
was passed appropriating the money to pay 
the five or six claimants whose elaims had 
been allowed by this board it was understood 
by the Committee on Naval Affairs—it was 
understood by me, at least; I wiil not speak 
ior others—that it covered only that single 





class of claims ; that is, pay for the increased 
cost of labor and materials. 

I desire to impress that point upon the Sen 
ate. I want to impress upon them the idea 
that this naval board made that construction 
of the law of 1867; that they considered only 
those claims and no others; that they excluded 
every claim for extra work as not coming 
within the law. That was their interpretation 
of it. My own judgment is that they did not 
interpret it correctly. I think they ought to 
have considered claims to a greater extent ; 
but that was their business. ‘They pat their 


construction upon it, and considered only those 


That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby author- || claims, and Congress in appropriating, appro 











priated the money to pay forjast that one class 
of ( ms, and no o her. 
lhe clause in the act of 1868, to which the 
Senator from Ijlinois alludes and reads, that 
che appro 1a i mn shall be nh fall aischarge of 
all cls im 50 n the vessels. &c., was anamend- 
ment otiered in the Senate. i think the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs almost unanimously 
I sed tue amendment at it was 
nodified or amended by the addition of the 
words, ‘*as per their report under the act of 
March 2, 1867 hen, for one, | coneluded 
that that would bar only that one class of 
Now, I put this question to the Senator from 
is suppose there had been due on these 
essels say $100,000 of the contract price that 
had never been } uid at or that there had 





1OW 





that ali these matters have been passed upon 
by the former Sec ry, and that the See- 
retary has ulready testified that he considered 
nem < sed; and dé © ot the senator hi n 
self know t t he has stated on oath, | believe 
before the Commit of lnvestigation, that in 
nis ion this barred them, aud that he a 
vised 3S > & Co. to take the money and told 
them they were barred ? 

Mr. CRAGIN. Lixactly the contrary I 

stitied oath that I advised Secor & Co. 


} } 


to take the money and that it did 


them on any other claim except this one 
lr} vas iny lestimony tL advise d Secor «a 
Lo and | advised the others, to take the 

mey V I afew Ww KS altel ne passage 
of the at ot 1868; and I will | the Sen 
Ato tLber tha | Know Senator urrimes, the 
che in OL tue COMMItiee at that time, gave 
toe sa e@ adgvice 

lhe Senator asks me if | do not know that 
the former Secretary, Mr. Welles, passed upon 
tnese Ciadims and lat be considered them 
closed. | know he said he considered them 
closed; but I know that he never passed upon 
the claims involved in this $93,000. ‘They 
never were presente ] to tne Navy y De martinent 


at that time. 
Mr. TRUMBU!} 
now 





know that? 


he 
These ve 


me, Cah 


ssels 


years old. 
LSG4. 


were C( 


1e Serator come tn here 
ot 
ana say Loat Luese Claims were never presented 
when my information is that they were prt 


AGIN. 1 will sav tl believe 


i 
1 re never presented 
to believe it from the 





9 and have reason 


testimony of men whom 


i would Heneve ars q would be ileve 


the Senat« 


UICKIY &5 | 


yy trom Liiimois, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is very strange that 
they should not present their claim in Six 
years. 

Mr. CRAGIN. They were presented par 


tially to the Gregory board in New York sitimg 
there during the war ; but there was such haste, 
such a demand made upon these men to com 
plete their work, that they could 
them. Does the Senator trom L[ilinois 


that these Secors employed at one time four- 


ot 


press 
} 
know 


teen hundred men, and for eighteen days their 
men never had their clothes off, that they 
worked 1tand day under the influence of 
telegrams from the Navy Department and let 


nig 


ters from the Secretary urging them to the 
utmost.exertion? I tell the Senator there are 
NO Meo in this country more deserving of 0 


commendation of the ioyal and patriotic men 
of the country than these same Secors. They 


Were patriotic and loyal men. ‘They devoted 








energi id their capital to is Work 
until they had in their own money to the 
amount ot seven o ont hundred thousand 
dollars more than they received of the Gov 
ernment; and to-day I honestly believe they 
are halt au il] on iollars po er tor having 
undertake s work tor the Government 
i ne aia I n patriotic me ve probably 
hoping tO Make ymmelhning a the ime time 
but still they ] ed their work with a ze¢ a 
ietermina and an energy Du iew oO »y 
contractor aid, and ll t at they a d Was do 
OV Ins CiLlons om the OF Da nent bite 
are justas mut entitled to tl SU5,000, In my 
juagme t. as a man would bewith whom | had 
contracted to Dulid @ house rome ata spec 
fied sum id then afterward directed him to 
build an L tothat house and afterward 1 aed 
to pay him tor t L, having paid him for th 
main house 1 he orig. contrac ba 
is preci t ( Che claim which w 
a ] ywead them » VOU 18 ! x Ll WOrK, 
extra m rials } ipon those vessels b 
direction ¢ the Navy Department or its oth 
GS S, lo! nh ‘y never had received one 
Singie cel 
| his f 1868 on any fair construction, 
i , | } + 4 } 
tid A LV F ih tao n prote oO pe as 
good a lawyer as the Senator from Illinois. 1 
Inv Judement, o ars at class of claim 
aud ne i f claims passed upon by 
tonal ar a Class i clams Involve 
In this ( of 1867. Whether the Doarad 
CAVE | I { mn t } ) n ict oT 
not, m f | It the construed 
l yas to nit their po r down to a single 
i 
clase of elai r) certainly lf ier he soecor 
nor any rs s0 yuld b damaged 
DY their ng construction Of tha ic but 
the truth and no man can deny it, that that 
board onty ¢ rué Le gie Claas of claims, 
LI {th > ac LS68 was leslune 1 ft be {, inal 
igle class of claims, a iO more 
ine S¢ ror jrom bbiine rings im ine 
nO a OY ‘ val Comm €@ in Looe 
or 1860, | roe vnien 
‘Ly hk IBI Ll lo rnteen hunare | ang 
eveil 
M \ R AGIN I W i tne tatemen 
appear 1 bt all «( ms are barred, and h 
flourish here, and with great animation h 
i¢ oks if IT Ls Link Wwe Cc L mpl e triteth 
lation ‘ y : i ie | e practi 
i the Senate, it 1s not in order to go into the 
ni ry of it kes piace in ¢ nmitiee room 
if tL WwW Le LO Ltne Seuato ind the sen 
afe enti y righ ipon that que ion lt is 
enough | eto say that I did not agree ) 
that par report i was in favor ot pass 
} 
ing D wd paying those men what that 
bill allowed t ’ onestly peheving tnat it 
is D e half, n t quarter of what wa 
puUSstiy ¢ m .s appears by the report that 
> sen rea from, it Was prese nted nv 
he then S stor from Mi yur itis presum 
apie it W v en j n. The e@ are other 
members ot mittee present wno were 
presenta i know the discussion 
oat K | They kuow that the repo: 
at W W en Was recommiutted, that 
the W l report yack, and that l 
comm | t remember whethe that 
was 89 or! nes ator smilies i venture 
the asse nat e Judiciary Committee 
has mat a hundred reports to th senate 
for tL mm ! oniy voted, the Senator 
Voilngd ay thnemu, anadn not caring particu- 
larly ab he mat . or not er ugh about it 
to ente DY } te jet them go That was 
my Cus t pre lar instance I let the 
report g The object 1 had in view was to 
ecure the passage the | 
{ ha already stated th 1 advised the 
Secors to take their money, that | did 
not elieve if wouid ar any ol beni r 
Cialis, have stated that 1 testified to i 
ffect before a ynmittee of the House anda 
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' 


it 


is not 


niter 


pr nav 
that | 


ing taken th: 
position should 


in ihandon it 


1870 when this report was mad: : 


might well ditl rupon the ( Steere on ot this 

v of 1868. But the intention of the e m 
mi ein reporting the bill wassimp!y } he 
claims passed upon by that board. Upon that 
there is no doubt, and that only involved is 
ne class of claims to whi | \ ref re 

Mr. MORTON, lL w sk the Senator th 
question with his permissio whether thes 
( ms nstruction on account tf which 
>Jo,.000 was paid couid have been D git 
belo the board convened under the act of 
1867? 

Mr. CRAGIN, It was my opinion, read ig 
t! iaw that they could have been broueht 
pbe'ore ne hk a. but they were not bi vucht 
Hpelore the board ecause the Hoard col trued 


Like LW sSCOot rwi and would not hea ny 
claims of that kind 
Mr. MORTON Was it the decision of the 
ard that they could only hear elaims of tt 


mn. 


It was, and | have here t 


er lor detent 


CONKLING. 
by the statu 


CRAGIN. Lhave here the report 











that board made at that time Lhey do not 
yive any particular reasons for their report, 
and | can say privately or publicly, just as 
. } 
may be, that they were induced not to do so 
y a certain party in the Navy Department 
af 7 rr tr ' 3 7 
Mr. CONKLING. [fn the then Navy De 
partme { 
uf Ot wYXNT . 
Mr. CRAGIN. Yes, sir. 
| LI "eX ] L. 
Mr. CONKLING What is the date of that 
rer rt 
ir. CRAGIN. it is dated November 26 
LS6¢ 
Sir: We have the honor to report that in ob 
lience to your order of July 6, 1867, we have care 
fully scrutinized each of the claims presented under 
t t Congres tpi ved March 2 1867, “to 
ivestiga ic tims of Certain contracto 107% 
) ding \ sela of w i steam machinery and 
r pectiually beg leav t neciose Yerewlth tue tab 
ular Statem ealled for by said aet of ¢ ress 
Vhat follows w throw some light upon th 
basis on which they acted: 
M rs. Harlan & Hollingsworth, of Wilmi I 
nr + ‘ 
Uv iv did not pr l itementot thet aim 
lor deta iioned by the Wovernment while con 
structing tl arbor and river monitor Saugus and 
light-d itu itor p putin wa letter t you 
under dute Uet ver 12. th cinim ¢t e entitied 
tu the sume su for the ugus that the board may 
iward t Lecum ind also to the sam um in 
ine tne Nit} { tu a i ltot ety tO 
\ r ex ination, the board finds that Messrs. 
Harlan & Hoilingsworth are entitied for the Saugu 
‘ ! im t t wus awarded [r. Harriss 
i ( i the Uanon us, na 
Hut a oad anythin tuein Case i } ‘ Bs | 
W » huve the honor, sir, to be, very re etiulls 
your oped i sé il 
J.B. MARCHAND 
ymmodsa ’ t fd’r f 
W. KING, 
hive kag eer an Ve al 
EDWARD FOSTER 
Pan rater and We hey 
iH GaiDt WELLES, 4 tary of the Nav, 
Upon that poit | wish to be most emphat 


nderstoou that this Hpoard construed this 





aw in lat Way. My Impression at 

vas that they made a mistake, and [| think i 
was the impression of the Naval Committee 
generally that they made a mistake 0 
fining | ell examinations and inves gationsto 
such narrow limits, to this one class of claima 
only Dut they sO construed the and acted 


under it it wus understood 80 When they 
rade this report 
Mr. MORVON if the Senator will allow 
me | desire to explain why | asked that jues 
tion. Lhe on y thing that seemed to be ne 
what obscure in regard to this matter to me 


was why. W hen the claim was preser ted fur the 


loss on account of detention and delay, they 
hd me also present their Claim for co ‘ 
tion lf the board created by the Navy De 
partment decided that they could only hea 





one lave of claims, those growing out o} delay 
and ie tie th 4 18 i! e> pla lation that in 
ré 1 whole mountain of slander 
I nm ih ‘ 
Mr. { AGIN U tl language they 
‘ ‘ t t ‘ 
i e ndditional cost which was 
i i ‘ mtractor in the com- 
pietio ren any changes or 
teratio t hha ecl ilions required, 
and d | ecu i the work occasioned 
i i t h were not provided for in 
the 
\ } t deter; ned tt , eC ‘ -™ 
Wo y i ie Lermined 1? construc 
ty t l 
Bu { idvance in the price 
of i ull be nsidered unless such 
sdva i i gz tne prolonged time tor 
completing t york rendered necessary by the 
delay re iting from the action of he Government 
alors id 
Chey told the time, and the Senator 
from Uhl 3 W find it he lo ks at the report 
mat 1S70 1 struction of 
the board 
Mi rR MBI LL Will the Se nator allow 
me to a Im A question a » the fact that he 
hae stated, whichis brought out by the inguiry 
of the Senat I n Indiana as a reason why 
thia claim w not. ted to the board. and 
which the & t rom Indiana savs removes 
A mountain of scan | from it? Was there any 
reusen wh 1 ( ot present this claim 
to the Secretary of th Navy during the six 
years bet “on L864 and L870? 
Mr. CRAGIN [am not aware that there 
was any reason for it, 
Mr. TRUMBULL. This claim was never 
presented for K vears ? 
Mr. CRAGIN. | eannot say aboutthat. If 


it was not, | say I do not know any reason 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Then I suppose that the 
scanda poke yt not removed particularly 
by the fact of i's being presented to that 


parti ular board 


Mr. CRAGIN. I believe L have said all that 
I desire to say on this subject. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, during 
the war certain citizens, Secor & Co by name, 
made with the United States a contract to con- 
struct ve els of war. Afier the contract was 
made, and the rights of both parties fixed, 


changes to Ik pla ein the nature and cost of 
the work to be pr rlormed., These changes 
were made not by the contractors. but by the 
Unired States. Resulting from these changes 
were delays, del Lys occasion d by the Govern- 
ment, and pending these delays the price of 


labor and materials rose 
tracto) 


largely, and the con- 
lime and 
adopted an act 


were damnilie 1. were on, 


the facts, Cong 


under which the Navy Departinent took action 
le adit ytio wt aw rd to these contractors of 
damug or compensation for one class of their 
claims, namel for e claims growing out of 
delay No award was made for materials or 
labor furnished under orders of the Govern- 
ment deviating from the contract, and in addi- 
tion to it 

Subsequently, action was taken by the Navy 


D: 
bourd, and in 


partment, throug 


purs 


the instrume ntality of a 
ance of that action $93,000 


was pa d in addition to these cor tractors; 
aud we have heard on the bustings and to-day 
in the Senate upon the authority of a Senator, 


that the payment of this S4 
tary of the Navy 
and without color 


rench itse 


13,000 by the Secre- 
utterly bald, 
the accusation 
‘lt behind an act of Con- 


was a& Wrong 


of excuse. 
seemed to int 


rré a | LSO8 


he Senator from New Jersey stripped the 


it forlorn by reading and 


accusation and left 


explaining the act of 1868. His argument was 
eiuced by the Senator trom Lilinois, who fell 
back on other act Ihe author of the ocea- 
sion retreated to the act of 1867, and affirmed 
that he found there a cover for his charge, 


which the Senator from New Jersey had shown 
could be found in the act at first relied 
upon—tie aci of 1568 


t 
not 
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The act of 1867 
up to show that it 
the imputation which bas been based on it. 
Mindful of the admonition of the Senator 
from New Jersey, I will not on part 
dence finally judge or prejudge the case. 
tice, however, demands a denial of 


charge 


read, but IT hold it 
does not warrant or excuse 


Was 


not 


‘ + 


evi 
Jus- 


the bitt 


ial 


er 
Declarations 
week deserve 


so broadly made. made 
this charity. 
for some time now several indi- 
viduals have been rent by agitating hopes and 
prospects which have hurried them to excesses 
and extremities for which, perhaps, 


this day and some 


We know that 


special 
charity and forbearance may be claimed. Un- 
bridled and unfounded assertion 


must not go 
unchallenged, however; they must not stand 
unanswered on the record when the nettling 


trials of the hour have passed away. 
I deny that the statute of 1867 warrants any 
man in branding the action of the Secre tary of 


the Navy in paying this money as bald and il- 
legal. J will not rest my denial on the ad 
mitted fact that the first board held that the 
statute wholly excluded this claim of $93.000 
from its jurisdiction. I will not rest my denial 
on the fact that the board so reported to C 

gress, and that there is no pretense that the 


aim was considered or any allowance made 
by the board. | take the 1867, the 
statute which _ ‘become refuge of 
accusation, and as a lawyer I deny that the 
act of 1867 paths a e action of the Secretary 
of the Navy to be bald and plainly illegal. 
Let me read it. 

The from New Hampshire -[ Mr. 
CRAGIN suid he omitted its concluding el suse. 


statute of 


the this 


Senator 


He omitted a governing clause—a clause 
weighty on the question whether one or both 


of the classes of claims are embraced within 


it. I omitas unimporti int now the first part of 
it, and come to the specification in question: 


‘And said investigation to be made upon the fo! 
siete basis: he”’ 


Referring to the Secretary of the Navy— 


shall ascertain the addit ional cost which was neces- 
sarily incurred by each contr: etor in the completion 
of bis work by reason of any ‘ch: unges or alterations 
in the plans and specifications required and delays 
in the prosecution of the work oceasioned by the 
Government which were not provided for in the 
original contract’ ’— 


| pause here to admit that if the words 
stopped here it might be said that the provision 
was as well for extra work done beyond the 
contract as for delays that ensued. But 
serve how the subsequent language marks and 
detines its secope— 


O0- 


but 
labor or 
ndvances 


no allowance for any advance in the price of 
material shall be considered unless such 


occurred during the prolonged time for 


completing the work rendered necessary by the 
delay resulting from the action of the Government 
aloresaid, and then only when such adv ance could 


not have been avoided by the exercise of ordinary 
prudence and diligence on the part of the contractor, 
and from such additional ec: be ined as 


at, to uscerta 


aforesaid, there shall be deducted ”’ 
Here | puss over tnterax liate words, not 


touching the points here, and come to the con- 
cluding provision, and | ask the attention of 
the Senate: 


‘ Provided, That the Secretary ofthe Navy 


, under 
the resolution, shall investi 


the claim of W. H. 


gate 


Webb for constructing the steamer Dunderberg, 
applying the provisions of this resolution in such 


investigation, except”’ 


Now mark— 

“that proper consideration shall be given to the 
increased cost incurred by said Webb by reason of 
any alteration in the plans and specifications for 
the Dunderberg made during the progress of the 
work, whether such alterations were provided for 
in the original contract or not, when payment for the 
same Was not embraced in the contract price,” 

I shall not try to fix or fasten the true or 
exact interpretation of this section. It is not 
necessary to ascertain its whole meaning or its 
best construction. I shall complete my pur 
pose when | show that it is monstrous to assert 
that nothing short of bald, wanton transgres- 
sion could lead to the conclusion that claims 
for work in excess of the specifications of the 
original contract, and not for delay, were ex- 
cluded from it. 


NAL GLOBE. 


| than that which plain folks call stealing. 






May 1 


What, then, is the interpretation, the notic 


given on the face of that statute? Is it clear 
even stopping with the body of it, taking iy 
nothing touching William H. Webb, tha 


Webb, and Secor, and all other claimants. 
could receive compe nsation not only for delay 
and the 


all extra work 


consequences cf 


j ] ’ , 4 
delay, but also tor 


whether delay ensued or not 


Is every interpretation, save only t this, bal 

and wanton? Could this be fairly or safely 
said, even of the body of the section ? Can 
it be said without vielence in view of the eco) 


cluding proviso? The proviso 
liam H. Webb shall bet 
statute, except, however, that in e allow 
ance may be made for additional material, 
different and additional 
Webb aside 


from 
unius est exclusio 
of construe 


Says that \ 


ied according to this 
his cas 
‘d by 

mntract Expressio 
Did that ecanor 
to a @: 
Lo 


work furnish: 
his ¢ 
alterius. 
ever 
than it 
And yet a 


cers hay convened 


on apbuLy 


obviously would 


this? 


seem apply te 


and offi 
atute, hav- 


; board of cit'zens 


: 
ing under this st 


restricte 


ing i their jurisdiction under it, has 
ing finally determined that they had no juris 
diction, except in the exse of Webb, of a cer 


tain class of ec! acted 


having een 


aiins having accord- 
a Slee allowed 


ns, denunciation is heaped on 


nd not 
for certain clai 


ingly, a 


the aciion of a different and subs quent board 
which exercised jurisdiction of these latte: 
claims, so equitable between man and man 


would at 

te them would be 
than that which plain folks 
vail stealing. Lrepeat it, any man who, hay 

ing made a contract to build a house or a ves 
sel, and having added after the contract was 
made to the expense imposed upon the con 
tractor, should attempt by technicality or sub 

terfuge to repudiate the claim for addiiional 
compensation, would do an act little better 
Yet 
these claims, being pres nted to a sub equent 
hoard, there being no charge that that board 
did not honestly estimate “and ascertain the 
amount due, and find the value of the services 


that he who upon the facts stated 
tempt to deny or repu lia 


doing little better 


and materials claimed, and the Secretary of 
the Navy and the Comptroiler of the Treas: 
| ury having followed this judicial action with 


}an act illegal and bald. 


the ministerial act of paying 
are told that the Neeretary 


the awards, 
ias been guilty y of 
Jt ustifieation for that 
asseriion is soughtin the statute of 1867, which 
[ say, without prejudging anybody’s guilt or 
innocence, naturally and reasonably warranted 
the board in saying that the case of William 
H. Webb was the only one which they had a 
right to deal with in respect of additional work 
done or variation from the contract afier the 
contract was completed. 

Now, look at the tabulated statement re- 
quired to be made by the act of 1867, which 
| produce, and what do .you find upon it 
A report by this board, a tabulated statement 
giving, as required, the name of the con 
tractor, the description of work, the contract 
price, and then the items; and you observe 
in it the name of the iron-clad ** Keokuk,” 
and an asterisk directs your eye to a note at 
the foot of the page, and that note is, ‘* Not 
considered within provinee of the 
board.’” [ have inquired of the chairman 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs what was 
ihe claim on behalf of the Keokuk, and I 
find that it was not delay, not injury inflicted 
upon the contractors by delay cansed by the 
Government, but a deviation from the con 
tract, a deviation by the Government from 
the contract; more and different materials, 
and different labor furnished; and there “upln 
the board, conscientiously readding this act, 
not hungering after jurisdiction, nol 
doubtful jurisdiction, denying themselves 4 
jurisdiction at least doubtful, simply report 
to the Secretary of the Navy ‘not con- 
sidered at all, because not deemed within 


we 


» 


as the 


asserting 


| the province of the board which makes the 
! report. 








1872. 


Mr. MORTON. Will 
me to ask a ¢ uestion ? 
ir. CONKLING. Certainly. 
{r. MORTON. I desire Lo 
ion to the Senator from New York 
Senate. In 


the Senator allow 


present one 


consideral 


and to the What attliiude or 

’ . oe ‘ 
what light would ( Oongress be t SHouid The 
construction claimed for the act of 1868 bea 


Congress, by the act of 1867 
board to consider certain ¢] 
when convened determines tl 
} , 

der and will co 


class, 





not cls 


S ynstruction, but simply Ciaim 


arising out ol delays 


brought 


about DY 


the action of the Depa ment i 
ecution ol the work. 


ceeds to co isider these 


Lhe boart 
claims, 
a certain sum to the Secors, which must be 





considered as due to them On that account 
Now, when that claim comes be fore Congress, 


I ask what light does it present Congr 


te You 


if it were tu say, are awarded so 
much for delay; now we will agree to pay you 
what is due to you ior deluy upon Condition 


i aims on ac 
ion, | 
if that construction would not present Con- 


that you will give up all other 


charges for 


count of construct ask 
a dishonest, I might aimost say a 
contemptible atiitude, betore the country for 
Ci ngress to say, ** We will pay what 1s 
just'y found due you for delays on condition 
that you give up your account for construe 
tion; you have not brought ia your account 
for construction because the board would not 
allow you to do it; you blame 
for it, whether the board decided correctly 
or not in preventing you from bringing in 
that account; you are 1 
could not help yourself; the board refused to 
let you bring it in; you could not bring it 
in; and now we say we will pay you what is 
due on the other account if wiil 
that up?” 

Mr. CONKLING. Yes, Mr. President, | 
think the suggestion of the Senator from In- 
diana is just, and it saves the necessily of 
construing this statute at Suppose, as 
the Senaior says, the board from arrant stu- 
pidity, iu you ple age, confounded and miscon- 
ceived its jurisdiciion; suppose the board in 
the face of a plain staiuie, as the Senator 
from ludiana suggesis, said to these contract- 
ors, ** Wecannotconsider this class of claims ;"’ 
take it as a blunder as bunglingas you please, 
would it warrant Congress, or tue Department 
either, in refusing to pay these claims er in 
paying them only to a party in duress, saying 
to him, ** We will not pay you anything unless 
you give a satisfaction for more than we pay ?”’ 
Tat is what it would come to. Certainly it 
would be unjust. 

But the Secretary of the Navy is not driven 
to the case as it would be merely upon its 
merits; we have the case before us upon the 
law in such wise that [ think the Secretary ot 
the Navy wili stand until be falls before some 
accusation more just than that which is uow 
leveled at him. 

Mr. President, I want to make one further 
remark about the Keokuk, which this 
found was not within iis jurisdiction. The 
Keokuk presented the simple case of a vessel 
enlarged by the direction of the Department 
alter the contract was made. The claim began 
aud ended with a demand for increased mate- 
rial and increased labor, amounting to about 
$50,000. The board immediately brushed it 
aside saying, ** That is not within the purview 
of our authority.”” Why? ‘Because we are 
compelled to confine ourselves to claims grow- 
ing out of damages inflicted by the Govern 
ment in consequence of delays imposed upon 
contractors.’’ Tor the present purpose, | need 
not pursue the argument. 

1 was unwilling to suffer this act of 1867 to 
be overlooked or taken up upon hearsay; | 
should hold myseif guilty of a breach of duty, 


gre ss In 


you 


are not to 


not responsible; you 


you give 


ail, 


board 


® poor appreciation of manhood, if I should || ment, and which was communicated to the || 
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Secretary of the Navy 


the 


hear in silence the 


spers d for following ion of an 
ict which | believe the board g lite excusabl 3 


construct 


for placing upon it, and under which they took 
ict 1 leaving unsatished and outs anding a 
class of claims which came up afterward, and 
which by the adj idication of a subse juent 
bi a d were ! ld to be aque. 

Mr. SHEEVENSON, 1 do not intend, Mr. 
Preside to go into the discussion of the 
secor Clain lute ilgent le ind learned 
lawyers have and must always differ in the 
construction of the law from the time the 
Constit ( I the United States was ordained 
io the present hour, how diverse its construc- 
tion by the most eminent and patriotic states 
men of Our country. ihe liversity of the 


human mind necessarily leads to 


Opposing 


views and to antavonizing results. It is not 
remarkable therefore that a difference of opin- 
ion as tothe true intent and meaning of the 
statute under which the Secors were paid by 
the Secretary of the Navy should have de 
Ve oped sell 118 de ba e,. | “am nots tis 
fied that tne honorable Senat yy from New 


York { Mr. ConkuinG] is right in his eco 


nstruc 


tion of this act VW oithe 1 more accurate ex 
amination of the a of 1867 and 1868, I prefer 
to express no opinion now. i rose to answer 
a& question put to me while I was last up by 
the honorable Senator from New York as to 


{ er [ inter led 
of the Navy | 


propounded to him by the 


a to say ihat the Secretary 
ad answered the resolution 


House of Repre 


sentatives touching the sale of vessels and 
naval stores for the past five years. I have 
now the facts, and it atfords me great pleasure 
to give them » the honorable Senator. Ou 


HNo4 


‘ 
the 22d day of February, 1872, the C 


on Appropriat 


ymmittee 


ions of the Senate asked the 


Secretary of the Navy tO intorm thet 


many vessels had been sold, at 
under wha 
bution had be en made of the proceeds. l'o that 


to 


what price 
authority of law, and what distri 


l 
resoiuvlion no answer nas ever 





that committee or to 
answer was made to a similar resolution of 
the House of Representatives, which was com- 
municated to that body upon the 10th of April, 


but 


1872, been printed. 
Why I do not know. Certainly there 
seem to have 
it. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
now of what was sent to the House? 

Mr. STEVENSON. I say answer of 
the Secretary ot the Navy was sent to the 
House of Representatives on the 10th of April, 
1872. 

Mr. CONKLING. May j inquire of the 
Senator, did the House order it to be printed ? 

Mr. STEVENSON. So | am informed, but 
it has not yet been printed. 

Mr. CONKLING 
friend will 


which has not yet 


} 
would 


been ample time to have printed 
Is the Senator speaking 


the 


..% 


Then, if my honorable 
allow me, he and I understand the 
fact precisely alike, that the glut of the work 
at the Government Printing Office has left a 
great i here are, | 
think, documents, both briefer and long r than 


this, sent 


many toblngs in arrear, 


tothe printing establishment earlier, 
{ Ss rely he 


and which havenot yet come back. 
does no mean to blamethe Secretary for that. 

Mr. STEVENSON. No, I do not blame 
the Secretary for any delay in the printing; 
but my 


honorable friend I think 
ruiStanen. He 


is Somewhat 
correct, perhaps, in one re- 


’ 
somewhat inaccurate 


r 


spect, and iu another. | 


find that the resolution of 


, 
to lawlessne 


the House relative 
in the insurrecti nary States, 
c alling up mn he Pres dent for certai } inform R° 
110n, was passed on the 25th of January, and 
that the President of the United States replied 
to it on the 19:h of April, ten days after the 
answer of the Secretary of the Navy had been 
communicated; and while the response of the 
President has been printed several days since 
aud laid betore the House, the information 


which was asked for from the Navy Depart- 
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House ten days prior to the response of the 
President, has not yet been printed. I do not 
blame the Secretary; but this delay in print 
ing his response is, under the circumstances, 
extraordinary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
me a moment? 

Mr. STEVENSON. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Because I know the Sen- 
ator intends to do justice. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I try so to do, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He must be 


; . “i 
the work in the Printing Office 


Will my friend pardon 


Certainly. 


aware that 
is divided into 
sections and ( las SES, and work which is mere 
that message of the President 


letter press like 
» got up readily; but where you get fi 


can be 


you get fig- 
ures and tables it is natural and proper that 
it should take more time to get them together 


in a presentable shape. Without knowing : 
thing about it, | think it safe to sugyvest to the 
Senator that when he gets atthe tacts it will 
| at the Printing 
blame for the l 

of the report, ual it mav be Con 
ordering t 1 much to be d ne. 


gress for 
Mr. STEVENSON. 


true, 


hat may be 


or it may not be true. Lonty know that 
the response 
three pages, and that was 
the House 


response 0 


communi to 
on the 19th of Apri , While the 
the Secretary of Navv was comma- 
nicated on the 10th of April, and one has been 
printed some days since, while the other is not 
yet in print. I cite the fact The a tempted 
explanation of the Senator from Vermout may 
or may not accounttor the printing of the later 
document first. 

Mr. CONKLING 
ment does the Senator say | was incorrect ? 

Mr. SEEVENSON. You said you suppo ed 
this had resulted from a glut of work, 
would not account for printing the res 
of the President and neg] 
Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. CONKLING I do suppose so now 
if the honorable Senator will allow me, he 
said that | was incorrect in ; 
statement 


In what part of my state 


which 
ponse 


lecting that of the 


One part ol my 
He thinks he has prove d it by pro 
ducing a later document, a document received 
afierward, and the printing of which has been 
finished. ‘lhe Senator trom Vermont has 
anticipated me in what | wa i 
except this: I repeat my statement that matter 
has gone to the Printing Office which weut at 


a much earlier date than the Senator is talk 


Lo &@y, 


oO ne 
BOE 


ing about, and matter which nobody © suld have 
any motive in retarding or advancing, which 
has not ye ived from the Printer; 
and that the Senator does not answer at all by 
producing t» me, as he might, bills trom 
table which were 
to the Public Pri 


already . 


been rect 


bis 
only a day or two ago 
ter and have been returned 
Doubtiess many things have been 
printed since. But my statemeut is that many 
other things in the giut of work and the divis 
ion of labor in the Printing Office, including 
the testimony of committees, which they have 
been anxious to get to draw up their reports 
from, are belated, as is this communication to 


sent 


which the Senator has referred. ‘hat ia all 
; 
there 3s of it. 

Mr. S'EVENSON. It may be, Mr. Pres 


ident, that | drew an improperde laction trom 
what the Senator from New York suid. | 
inferred from what he stated that work 
had been regularly printed as it was received, 
and that no preference had been given over a 
communication first received from the Navy 
Department to one received frora the Pres 
ident at a later period. 
that statement, I said the message of tie 
President, which I exhibited, had deen printed 
although received ten days after the respon 
from the Secretary of the Navy. 

1 do not know, Mr President, hlow the 
are in regard to this seeming preference by 
the Printer. 1 do not kuow how business is 
conducted at the Printing Office, but it does 
seem to me that we ought to have had this 


the 


By way of rebutting 


lacts 


& 





information which was called for on the 22d 
of February, and communicated on the 10th 

; April, fe) nted betor this Lime, especially 
“8 a response ol eighty-lour printed pages 
from the President of the United States, as to 
, communicated 
on the 19th of April, has been printed tor 


affairs in the southern State 


several day It looks queerly at least. 

Now, a word with regard to a statement that 
fell from the honorable Senator from Vermont, 
in which he said that he o1 lor anybody eise 


— 


could have pone to the Wavy LD partment and 


have ascertained by examining the books just 
what this resolution called for. That may be 
true, 80 far as the amount goes, but I say to 
the honorable Senator from Vermont that such 


an examination would not have shown me the 
authority or law under which these sales had 
. 


been muide, and the legatity ol 


such sales was 
and pertinent a part of the in- 


ah impor sil 
quiry as the amount of money for which the 
vessels and naval stores were sold. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is true, but the 
Senator could find the authority in the statute, 
because I can point him to a statute which 
gives a discretionary authority to the Secre tary 
of the Navy and which was exere ised by the 
former Secretary, Mr ‘ Welles, which led to 
one of the inve igations that were alluded to 
nu little wh go. 


Mr. S nD Vi NSON. I want to hear from 


the Secretary of the Navy himself the author- 
ity under which these ales were made, I 
know that sales have been made by some of 


the Departments without authority; sales of 
millions of dollars ot property have taken 
place without authority of law, and when the 
comes I pledge myself to 
show if | thi k, there fore, geutlemen of the 
dominant party ought not to complain that we 
are a little skeptical when $3850,000,000 have 
been spent by the Navy Department; and yet, 
1s my honorable friend upon the Naval Com- 
mittee [Mr. Srockron J tell us, that notwith- 
standing this gigantic expenditure we have 

Vhirty-six vessels, some of 


to-day no Navy! 
hem old and miserable affairs, and in case 
{ war wholly unsuited for service, are all we 
huve to show for $3850,000,000. | believe that 
me of the ve ry best of these thirty six ves- 
sels were built in 1861. Can Republican Sen- 
ators blame us for desiring to inquire into the 
details of this expenditure of S800,000,000 by 
a single Department, and for which there is 
nothug to show? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Will the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky allow me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Yes, sir 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Senator 
has several times stated that we have spent 
within the last ten years 3350,000,000, and yet 
have no Navy now to show for it. | desire to 
ask him if we had not been cursed with a rebel- 
lion, and had spent that amount on the Navy, 
he thinks we would not to Gay have had some 
thing to show for it? 

Mr. SYLEVENSON. I do not suppose the 
rebellion can cover ilegal malappropriations 
of public money. I do not think the rebellion 
isa valid excuse for the profligate waste of 
| know the rebellion is 
the vail used by lepublican leaders to cover 
up everything. 


the people *s money. 


lhe Supreme Court is not 
now safe from Re publican le gisli itive usurpa- 
tion. That high tribunal cannot make a de- 
cision that the Senahlietn majority of this 
Senate does not atiempt to strike at its in- 
depende nee by crying, **rebel!’’ * rebel!’’ 
Chey seek to destroy the prerogative of that 
courdinate, independent Gepariment of this 
Government, which the founders of the Con- 
stitution clothed with the power to pass upon 
the validity of laws of Congress; and the Sen- 
ator from Vermont is the first of bis party to 
rise and offer an amendment to a deficiency 
bill to strike at that tribunal, to render nuga- 
tory one of its decisions; and when we raise 
our humble voices to protest against so ruth- 
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less an assault upon the court and so palpa- 
ble a violation of the Constitution, we are 
met with the cry *‘ rebels’’ and ‘* rebellion.”’ 
the hovorable Senator seems to think that 
-bels have no constitutional rights. I[ am 
sick and tired of this inhuman persecution 
of brave men, whatever their errors 1 thank 
God that the people everywhere are awaken- 
ing to the danger to their constitutional rights 
and freedom which the usurpations of the 
dominant party are c mstantly un lermining, 
and which, when exposed and brought to light, 
are attempted to be concealed and justified 
by rekindling the embers of our past conflict 
by efforts to keep alive the prejudice against 
‘*rebels’’ and ‘‘rebellion.’’ You have, Repub- 
lican Senators, exhausted this senseless ery. 
You must now answer for the wastetul expendi- 
ture of millions of money ; youare about to be 
rraigned by the people for your maladimin- 
istration during the twelve years that you 
have held the unrestricted sway of the Govern- 
ment; and I give you warning to-day that the 
cry of rebel will not save you. You may well 
tremble at the signs of the times. ‘* Coming 
— east their shadows betore.’’ The peo- 
ple, Republicans and Democrats, honest men 
eve a re, are aroused to corruption, embez- 
ziement, and wasteful expenditure, and believe 
that you Cannot escape longer this responsibil- 
ity by attempting to ery *‘ rebels” 
lion.’ 
Mr. COLE. I rise for the purpose of mak- 
ing a motion which | think will be very agree- 
able to the Senate 


and ‘trebel- 


in this stage ot the consid- 
eration of the bill. The debate has run on 
now something over four hours. and hus been 
confined pretty closely, more so than usual, to 
the real substance of the bill under considera- 
tion, and [ have not thought it right exactly 
to check by asking the Senate to adopt the 
five-minutes rule betorethis time: but now, as 
it is late in the day, | move that the 
confined to five minutes on this and other 
amendments 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pom- 
EROY in the chair.) This motion must be 
decided without debate. 
California moves that 


debate be 


The Senator from 
the debate on this and 
other amendments to this bul be confined to 
five minutes. 

Mr. STOCKTON. If LI am not mistaken, 
the question before the Senate is the motion 
of the Senator from Kentucky to lay the bill 
on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understood that motion to be withdrawn. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I understood the Sen- 
ator trom Ke ntueky to make that motion. 

Mr. STEVENSON. | _ make it, and 
only withdrew it temporari 

Mr. STOCKTON. My object is to simplify 
this matter, and L hope the Senator from 
California will ailow me to make a suggestion. 
i do not think the Senator from Kentucky will 
persist in this motion if | ean explain to him 
in One minute how this matter stands. 

This appropriation bill contains nothing but 
the ordinary appropriations for the Navy, its 
currente apeeeny to pay the salaries of the offi- 
cers of the Navy, aud pay the workmen, and [ 
understand the chairman of the committee to 
say the bill is $2,000,000 less than it was last 
year. Unfortunately for the progress of the bill 
some gentleman took occasion, it matters not 

who, | do not remember who, on an amend- 
ment of $200, to make some remarks, and I 
thought myself it was a good occasion to express 
to the Senate my views, which | had often ex- 
pressed in the Naval Committee, in reference 
to the condition of the Navy; and that led to 
along debate. Finally, | was out of the Sen- 
ate Chamber for a few moments, and when I 
came back [ found that gentlemen were dis- 
cussing the Secor claim. 

In that state of things I appeal to the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky not to embarrass the 
progress of a bill that every Senator is for, in 
proper shape, ou account of the debate that 
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has grown up on this amendment. [ appeal 
to him to withdra w his motion. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 


of the Senator from Kentucky was Withdrawn 


long ago. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Lam the last man to 
embarrass the public business. I trust | have 
none of the spirit of a factionist about me. |] 
have no disposition to embarrass the progress 
of this bill, and still less to keep the Navy out 
of their appropriations, 1 should not ‘have 
made the motion but that the honorable Sen. 
ator from California, chairman of the Com 
mittee on Appropriations, said he had heard 
no motion cule to wait until this inf ormation 
was received. [ in good fuith, therefore, mad 
the motion in order to get at the report ttc 
Secretary of the Navy detailing to us the in 
formation which he had been asked to giv 
but at the suggestion of my pg friend 
from New Jersey, who is on the Naval Com 
mittee, | withdraw the motion. 

Mr. COLE. Now | renew my motion. 

lhe PRESIDING OFFICER. 


of the Senator from 


e 





The motion 
California is before the 
Senate, that thedebate on this amendment and 

further amendments to this bill be confined 
to five minutes by each Senator. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CASSERLY. [ regret that my 
league saw fit to make that motion at this 
time. A great deal of speaking bas been done 
upon one side; one 
been discussed. 


col 


side of the que stir yn has 
Gentlemen of eminence in 
the majority here, and some of them of emi 
nence in a sphere where eminence is not so 

asily won, that is at the bar, have confidently 
declared their opinions of the construction of 
these two acts of Congress. Mr. President, 
some time ago, in the State of California, | 
had occasion to examine those two laws fi iT 
the purpose of giving a professional opinion 
[ then, with no pariy motive to actuate me in 
the slightest degree, came to a certain conclu 
sion, which | gave to my clients. ‘The ex 
treme confidence with which the Senator from 
Vermont and the Senator from New — 
announce a totally different opinion and : 
solve the Secretary of the Navy from any, the 
slightest fault in his action in this matter, not 
only absolve him but justify and eulogize him, 
induces me once more to look at those two 
statutes with care. I did look at them, be 
cause lam not so confident of my own opin- 
ions as to suppose | might not be mistaken 
when two gentlemen like the Senator from 
Vermont and the Senator from New York, 
and with his permission | will add to thema 
third, the Senator from New Jersey tarthest 
from me, [ Mr. Fre.inGuuysen.}| I say 1 am 
not so arrogant as to put my opinion against 
theirs so confidently declared as it has been 
over and over again in this body. It will not 
be practicable for me in the limit of five min- 
utes to say what I have to say upon these two 
statutes, 

Friends suggest that 1 can move to amend 
by a letter or a word. i shall not do that; 
without finding any fault with those who do, 
1 prefer to comply with the rule while it is in 
force. | shall take occasion, when the bill 
comes to its passage, and in the discussion of 
the bill at large, to state what I understand to 
be the true construction of these two statutes 
| do not agree with the Senators of whom | 
have spoken, and my amazement is that they 
could so confidently declare the opinion which 
they have declared here over and over. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

Mr. RICE. Before that motion is put, I ask 
to offer an amendment to this bili, which I 
want printed and referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
printed and referred. 

Mr. COLE. I[ ask leave to make one re 
mark only. 


It will be 














t 
‘ 
( 


1872. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no objec- 
tion be interposed, the Senator will proceed. 

Mr. COLE. 
tee on Naval Affairs says he has no more 
amendments to offer. No one else, l am quite 
certain, has, and we are on the point of pass- 
ing the bill. 

Mr. STOCKTON. 
ment. 

Mr. WILSON. 
session. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I wish to qualify the remark 
attributed tome. There are several amend- 
ments that I wished to offer; but I doubt the 
policy of doing it, or did doubt it during this 
discussion. If, however, the billis going over 
I have two amendments that I want to offer. 

Mr. NYE. I have one to offer. 

Mr. WILSON. I move that the Senate 
take a recess until half past seven o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Kansas withdraw his motion for 
that purpose? 

Mr. CALDWELL. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Kansas moves that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; there being ona 
division—ayes 28, noes 14. 

After ten minutes spent in the considera- 
tion of executive business, the doors were re- 
opened, 

Mr. WILSON. I move that the Senate take 
a recess until half past seven o’ clock. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I suggest eight o’clock. 

Mr. WILSON. Iso modify my motion. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion to take a recess until eight 
o’clock. 

The question being put, there were on a 
division—ayes 22, noes 22. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair votes 
in the affirmative, and the Senate takes a 
recess 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
nays. 

lhe yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 21, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Caldwell, Clay- 
ton, Cole, Conkling, wornatly, Cragin, Edmunds, 


Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Hamlin, Howe, Kel- 
logg, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, Scott, Spencer, Stew- 


art, and Wilson—2l1. 
NAYS— Messrs. Bayard, Boreman, Casserly, 
West Virginia, Goldthwaite, 


I have a small amend- 


Let us have an evening 


No, sir. 





I call for the yeas and 


Chandler, Davis of 
Hamilton of Maryland, Hill, Johnston, Kelly, Logan, 
Norwood, Ramsey, Rice, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Steven- 
—-, Stockton, Trumbull, Vickers, West, and Win- 
om—dzz. 
_ ABSENT-—Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Brownlow, Buck- 
ingham, Cameron, Carpenter, Cooper, Davis of Ken- 
tucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Frelinghuysen, 
Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, Hitchcock, 
Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Mor- 
ton, Patterson, Pool, Pratt, Ransom, Robertson, 


The chairman of the Commit- | 


| 








and confirmed by the Senate; but they may 


|| at any-time be turned out of office. 














| before me to show the propriety of it. 


| difference in 


Mr. HAMLIN. I ask the Senator to let 


| his amendment be read. 


Mr. STOCKTON. 
to be read. 

The Cuter Citerk. The amendment is to 
insert in line fifty-nine, page 8, after the word 
‘*dollars,’’ the following: 


_Provided, That the pay of civil engineers in the 
Navy shall be the same as now fixed by law for 


Certainly, I send it up 


| naval constructors, according to length of continuous 


service; andthe pay ofassistant civil engineers shall 


| be the same as now fixed by law for assistant naval 


constructors, 


Mr. STOCKTON. If the Senate need any 
explanation of this amendment, I have tables 
It is 
recommended by the whole Naval Committee 
and concurred in by the Department. The 
money is a mere trifle, but it 
regulates their payin proportion. They are not 
in the service and they may be discharged any 
day. They are the men whoareatthe navy-yards 
for the purpose of laying out the navy-yard, 
and seeing that itis properly developed. The 
increase of pay is a mere trifle. I have a 
tabular statement if Senators would like to 
see it. 

Mr. COLE. ‘That matter was very fully 
considered in the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and the disposition of some was to put 


| the officers that have the higher salaries now, 


the naval constructors, on the 
pay as the civil engineers. 

The PRESIDING 
THONY in the chair.) In the opinion of the 
Chair, if this is meant to apply to future pay 
continuously, it would come within the rule 
adopted in the early part of this week. If it 
intends to apply only to the amount appropri- 
ated in this bill for the current year, it may 
escapethe rule. It is undoubtedly legislation. 

Mr. STOCKTON. ‘The object of it was 
legislation. My object was to make these 
ranks, and that was the object of the Naval 
Committee. 

Mr. COLE. Ithink my friend had better 
not try it on this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rule is 
that no amendment to any appropriation bill 


same rate of 


| ** making legislative provisions other than such 


as directly relate to the appropriations con- 
tained in the bill shall be received.’’ 

Mr. STOCKTON. I will say to the Chair 
that | was directed to offer this amendment 


| before the passage of that resolution, and 


| therefore felt it my duty to offer it. I 


Schurz, Sherman, Sprague, Sumner, Thurman, Tip- |} 


ton, and Wright—2l. 
So the motion was not agreed to. 
Mr. WEST. 
now adjourn. 
The motion was not agreed to; there being 
on a division—ayes 18, noes 22. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 1191) making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the year ending 
June 30, 1873, and for other purposes, the 
pending question being pn the amendment 
moved by Mr. Crary. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I have an amendment 
to offer; it is a very small matter indeed, but 
I gave notice under the authority of the Naval 
Committee that I would offer it, and Lad it 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and I do not deem it proper to let the bill pass 
without presenting it. [tis simply a little mat- 
ter in reference to the pay of civil engineers. 
Civil engineers of the Navy are not in the 
Navy proper. They are employed by the 
Navy. They are nominated by the President 
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I move that the Senate do | 





with- 
draw it now under the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. RICE. I offer the following amend- 
ment as an additional item: 


OFFICER, (Mr. An- | 
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To enable the Secretary of the Navy to complete | 
the series of experiments heretofore made at the | 


Washington navy-yard to determine the economic 
values of American coals, and to extend the invest- 
igation to the coals of the Mississippi valley, the 
Locky mountains, and the Pacific slope, $10,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, report to 
be made to the next Congress of progess; and the 
quartermaster’s department of the Army to aid in 
collecting and transporting the necess ary specimens 


| of coal, which should not be less than one ten each 


in quantity, such transportation to be charged tothe 


| ordinary appropriations for transportation of mili- 
tary supplies. 


This amendment is recommended by the 


Quartermaster General and was referred to 
| the Committee on Mines and Mining, and they 


direct me to offer the amendment to this bill. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 
Mr. RICE. No, sir. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Then itis not in order. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. § If it 


|| not been referred to the Committee on Appro- 


| 





priations it cannot be admitted under the rule. 
Mr. RICE. If objected to, I knew it could 
not. I was in hopes gentlemen would be 
clever enough not to object. 
Mr. NYE. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 


Section nine of an act entitled “An act making 
appropriations for the naval service for the year 


tion 


It has not been referred | 


has | 


nine the following: ‘ 


| the clause: 


| engineers? 


| who shall have the relative rank of 


7 Settee les 





ending June 30, 1872, and for other purposes,” ap- 
proved March 3, 1871, is hereby amended: by insert- 
ing after the clause relating to chaplaing the words 
“there shall be three professors of mgthematics, 
cuptain, tour 
igander, and 
og lieutenant 


who shall have the relative rank of con 
five who shall have the relative rank 
commander or lieutenant.” ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER: In the 
opinion of the Chair that is clearly excluded 
by the rule. It is legislation. : 

Mr. NYE. I am rather of that opinion 
myself. 


‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The Chair 


| will say to the Senator from New ersey [| Mr. 


STOCKTON | that on readimg the ruge again he 
is not certain in his decision in regard to that 
amendment, and as this is a new rie, and it is 
desirable that the ruling under ig should be 
correct, the Chair would preter to fubmit that 
question to the Senate. The Segretary will 
read the amendment again, and thg Chair will 
submit the question. 5 

The Cuter Cierk. The amergiment sub- 
mitted was to insert at the end qi line fitty- 








Provided, That the pay of civil en; 
Navy shall be the same as now fixe 
naval constructors, according to lengt 
ous service; and the pay of assistant ¢ 
shall be the same as now fixed by law 
naval constructors. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER.? 


tion is whether this amendmet 1s 


ineers in the 

by law for 
1 ofcontinu- 
vil engineers 
for assistant 


The ques 


qxcluded by 


*“*And no amendment to any such bil 
lative provisions, other than such as 
to the appropriations contained in tl 
received.”’ 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Is there a&iy appropria- 
tion in the bill that that direetly acters to? 
Mr. CRAGIN. There 1s an 
to pay officers of the Navy. ‘ 
Mr. TRUMBULL _ Does thag include civil 
. 


Mr. CRAGIN. Yes, sir. i 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The difficiilty with the 
amendment is the difficulty that 
gested, and he decided, with pe 
ness, that it does not relate to t 
tion for this year; if it did it?would be in 
order; but it makes a standing Kiw which will 
govern all future appropriationsfind all future 
action of the Government as toghe amount of 
pay perpetually until the law is dance, which 
these officers shall get. It is ig an appropri 
ation bill regulating the pay @f the service. 
That is the substance of it, and?the Chair was 
right. 


Mr. NYE. The amendmentil offered does 
not change any pay. 


making legis- 
irectiy relate 
» bill, shali be 


ppropriation 


ne Chair sug- 
‘fect correct- 
@ appropria- 






Mr. SIYCKTON. I think I understood 
the Senator from Illinois to asx if there was 
an approprition in this bill. ‘he appropria- 
1s thi 
Civil establishment: j 

For pay of writers and laborers gnd for purposes 
incidental ts the support of the cifil establishment 
under this bureau at the several ngvy-yards, $12,000. 

This is the civil service ofthe Navy, and 
is is really appropriate. I b i so unhesitat 
ingly to the decision of the Chag that | perhaps 
did injustice to the amendmen 
to him for ‘the opportanity of | 
tion preseated again. 

The PRESIDING OFFIC 
tion is whether the amendmer 
from New,Jersey is in order. 

The qu*s#tion being put, it 
the negative. 

Mr. CASSERLY. VThis 
question that has arisen that 
and it seems to me it ought t 
a litthke—I do not say at lengtl 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will consider the vote as not yaken. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask jhe Secretary to 
read again that part of the rile which bears 
on the subject. i 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland, I move 


| am oblige d 
aving the ques 








RK. The ques 


of the Senator 
was decided in 


the very first 
was debatable, 
be considered 
, but a little. 


| that the Senate adjourn. 


‘The motion was not agreed to, 


[SF o's wind Ane nnwis 6058 wed so gid vtrw 
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{ et Cler ead as follows 
i in to in s h } ii mak n 
i thar wel lirectly 
| n yutained in the bill, 
Ir. WDMI Ds his is @ provision to 
i ' ! i un t! ere to it. 
| LEVENSON lt seems to me that 
bine ty es 116 posse f the power 
{ ‘ I ird to any ibject-matter in 
{ }} loubt possibly that could 
‘ ' i ndment being in order is 
I ‘ iry permanently and not for 
lf it was fora single year, no 
j | it would be in order; 
but { pose lo make this lary periane nt. 
yu ionably. But the 
ther under the language of this 
! | not te i xcept as to a sub 
erin the | 
MODMUND hat is not it. It is mak 
Nn han that which directly 
rei { thie appropriation contained in the 
1) } Lor hor year relate to that 
mration, mia if i stopped there it 
would be.in order, but it relates to all future 
| itions, to the futare action of the 
(; ram making a permanent imcrease 
| ‘ in the miscellaneous bill, when it 
rt , there hy ld be a provision for 
ng the President to earry into effect the 
Isis l about ie habeas corpus 
| S}OCK PON | ask permission to 
‘ ’ matter of fact, that | think the 
ene from Vermont is mistaken in. ] 
tated position of civil engineers in the 
i i “ut ke to call them ‘‘in the 
Navy hey may be dismissed at a day’s 
It is constantly In the naval 
they have no rank, no position ; they 
| engineers in private life employed to 
I ftihe navy-yard and we make an ap 
j ation of S12,000 to pay the civil men 
savy, and we say that out of that 
1 of $12,000 we will reduce the salary of 
‘ men und increase the salary of seven 
afew hundred dollars. If you make a 
ile as strict as now claimed you are going far 
! mid the intention of those who adopted 
this rule lt is not in relation to the salary 
ot y officer of the Navy 
M KODMUNDS. We ought to decide this 
rig but I do not wish to occupy time 
‘ his may be a question that comes 
pretty near the lime; it probably dos s; but | 
\\ » the Senator from New Jersey that 
! i liat these officers are not in fot life 
moved on the judgment of a court- 
marital, doe not alter the case at all. lhey 


who are appointed during the 


ure of the President of the United States 


{ he Secretary ol the Navy, which ever it 
mn ‘ oO perform a specihe service under 
he G ment, and their salary is fixed by 
law at so much.. Now, the substance of this 
imendment is that their salary shall be more. 
Phat is a leg slative provision. here is no 
question about that, Then the question is, 
qgadoes it reiate directly to the appropriat ion 
contained in this bill? It relates to it for this 
year, itis true; but for all future years it does 
not relate to it; and, as | was about to say, if 
you give this latitudinary coustruction to this 
rule, then on the miscellaneous bill when it | 
omes over, there being a provision in it to 
enable the President ot the United States to | 
carry out the habeas corpus act, all that is 
necessary is to move to add‘a legislative pro- 
vision that that habeas corpus act shall last one 
yeur more ; and then Senators will find them- 
selves exactly where they were afraid they 
would without any cause be found when we 


we 


re discussing the adoption of this rule. I 
think 1 better on apn appropriation bill, if we 
are going to err at all, to err on the safe side. 

Mr SIEV ENSON. I want to carry out, as 
far as | know, the intent of this rule. It is 
the first limitation that the Senate has adopted 


upon the great liberality which is extended 
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toward appropriation bills. Now, as I con- 
strue this rule, it does not prohibit legislation: 
it allows legislation, provided the 

reiates lO any 
bill. 


ir 


legislation 
y appropriations contained in the 

It is an appropriation whether for one 
or more than one 
subject 


ye year; that is the generic 
upon which under this rule the Senate 
a right to legislate if it touches that sub- 
Now, to say that you shall not legislate 
upon any subject because the appropri: 1s 
for a year, it seems to me would be a very re- 
strictive and avery limited construction of this 
rule. I think the Senate ought pause, be- 
cause they will find themselves embarrassed, 
and may be compelled at last to amend the 
rule, It is no straining of the natural instrue- 
tion of a rule which says that ‘*no amend- 
ment to any such bill making legislative pro- 
visions, other than such as relate directly to 
the appropriations contained in the bill, shall 
be received,’’ hold that have the right 
to legislate in regard to all the ap propriat 1On 
as contained in the bill. Its being confined 
to a year, extending longer than a year, 
does not destroy the fact that the *bill does 
contain an appropriation which under the rule 
we have the right to legislate upon. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I wish 
Kentucky to make one in what he 
stated. [ understood him to say that this was 
the first restriction. TheSenator is mistaken. 
He will find three or four cases that an amend- 
ment shall be reported bya committee; that 
it must come under an estimate from a De- 
partment, or that it must be carry out an 
existing law, &e. 

Mr. SPEVENSON. Iam very much obliged 
to my friend from Maine 
have had no experience, 
a new rule. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I voted for the amended 
rule of the Senator from Vermont, because | 
think he is nearly always right; but | am not 
sure that | understand it. | should like toask 
the Senator from Vermont whether, when the 
Army appropriation bill is under considera- 
tion, if | were to offer an amendment for the 
enlargement of a military depot, I would 
under the rule be prohibited trom doing so? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. An amendment of that 
kind would be clearly in order if it complied 
with the other provisions of the rule. 

Mr. CALDWELL. ‘That is all | wanted to 
know, having voted for the amend- 
ment to the rule ot the Senator from Vermont, 
I certainly should now vote against it if it 
would cut me out. 

Mr. STOCKTON. In order to stop unneces- 
sary debate, | desire to move an amendment, 
with the permission of the Senate, which may 
avoid this discussion on my amendment in its 
present form. It is admitted by Senators that 
it comes very close to the line; but at the sug- 
gestion of a brother Senator I ask to put in 
‘*during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1873,” 
which will make it clearly in ‘order. 1 do not 
think discussion on this question at this time 
of the evening on an amendment so close to 


hav 3 
ject. 


ation 


to 


we 


or 


the Senator from 


correction 


to 


for correcting me. | 
but | thought it was 


because, 


| the line would be of much advantage to the 
| Senate. 


‘| 


Mr. CRAGIN. I suggest another modifi- 
cation, to strike out all in relation to assistant 
civil engineers. ‘There is no law authorizing 
assistant civil engineers, and no law fixing 
their pay. There is a practice of appointing 
ussistant civil engineers in one or two of the 
larger yards, but there is no law authorizing 
it, and for onel am not willing to commence 
sanctioning assistant civil engineers, though I 
do not wish to oppose the amendment. 

Mr. WEST. Iam not so familiar with the 

rulings of this body as a number of other Sen- 
ators are; but I discover one thing, that when 
the Senate allows a precedent to be established 


in its rulings, it is very reluctant to transgress | 
Now, I think it =a 


that ruling in any way. 


extremely important while we are on this sub- 
ject that we should have an understanding of 
what the idea of the Senate is upon this rule 
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which was adopted at the suggestion of the 
Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. COLE. 1 will state to my friend that 
the amendment has been changed 
avoid any objection 
Mr. WESI. I was speaking of the ruling 
the Senate and | was about to ask a some- 
what similar question to that which was asked 
by the Senator from Kansas. It seems to me 
that under the ruling which is now contended 
for in the Senate it would be impossible for 
the Senate to make any additional expendi- 
tures in the way of naval appropriations ; that 
is to say, if no sum is in the bill now it is in- 
competent for the Senate to move to put an y 
additional sum in the bill. Therefore | make 
this proposition, and | should like to find the 
determination of the Senate upon it: sup PP 08 
I find that there is an appropriation of $25,000 
for twelve hundred and fitty barrels of gun- 
powder; and suppose it should be ascertained 
in the discussion of this bill or while it is under 
consideration by the Senate that it was neces- 
sary to have $5,000 worth of fuses to fire that 
gunpowder off, woutd it be competent for the 
Senate to entertain such aproposition? What 
I want to get at is whether you can under this 
rule appropriate money for the legitimate pur- 
poses of the bill itself, in addition the 
money that is already in the bill? 


SO 4S to 


of 


to 


Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no question of 
that. 
Mr. WEST. ‘Then let us understand that 


there is no such question, because it will come 


up on the next bill. Thatis what | want a 
ruling upon. If I understand it, tnen, this is 
a decision of the Senate that for the legiti- 


mate purpose of the bill, for which this gives 
an appropriation, we can add sums of money. 
If that is the decision of the Senate, 1 am 
satistied. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I suggested a little dis 
cussion on the ruling of the Chair because 
this was the very first case of construing th: 
new rule. I think Senators will agree, thouga 
the hour is rather late, that the me has not 
been lost. Itseems to me that the illustration 
suggested by my friend, the Senator from 
Louisiana, is pretty nearly, if not quite, con 
clusive. The language of the rule is pecu 


liar. It struck me so atthe time. | thought 
it might have been more definite. | think 
that this discussion shows that my impres- 


sion then was correct. The language is : 


‘No amendment to any such bill making legisla 
tive provisions, other than such as directly relate to 
the appropriations contained in the bill, shall be 
received.’ 

The true intent and meaning of these words, 
‘‘ directly relate,’’ must be ascertained with 
reference to the convenient transaction of busi- 

| ness by the Senate, must be ascertained with 
reference to the class of bills in question. 
Now, sir, the convenient transaction of the busi- 
ness of the Senate in reference to approprial ion 
bills, it seems to me, points in one direction 
only ; that isto say, the words ‘‘ other than such 
| as directly relate’? must be held to mean ** other 
thansuch as have direct reference to the appro- 
priations contained in the bill,’’ ‘other than 
such as are,’’ in other words, ‘‘ germane to 
the appropriations contained in the bill,” 
‘*such as are not irrevelant to the appropria- 
tions contained in the bill,’’ such as are not a 
new subject-matter. It seems to me with that 
construction we can n all get on with the rule, 
we can all transact Our business satisfactorily. 

I do not wish, of course, to ask for any vote 

| of the Senate, because I understand it to be the 
view that the limitation of time which the 

'| Senator from New Jersey has added by con 
sent to his amendment really takes the case 

| out of the rule. ‘Therefore, 1 will say no more 
on the subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques: 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey as modified. 

Mr. COLE. This ought not to be adopted, 

| I am certain of that, for the reason that it 











1872. 


would pay a civil engineer who comes into 
service to-day the same as a naval constructor 
who has been in the service twenty years. 
Besides that, it recognizes two assistant engin- 
eers, which officers are not now recognized 
There are two acting as such, but 
yithout authority. It would give them a per- 
manent standing. The amendment has re- 
ceived full consideration before to-day by the 
Committee on Appropriations, and | have no 
doubt by the Committee on Naval Affairs as 
weli, and it ought not to be adopted. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Whether the amend- 
ment ought to beadopted is one thing; whether 
itis in order is another. I thought we were 
discussing the question of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from New Jersey had modified his amendment 
in such a way as to relieve it of the point of 
order. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I wish to suggest another 
modification which | believe the Senator from 
New Jersey agrees to, to strike out the words 
‘“sccording to continuous service.’’ The reason | 
for that is that there are two civil engineers 
who have not been in the service continuously 
although they are very good men. It would 
operate to their disadvantage. 

Mr. STOCKTON. | acceptthe modification. 


by law. 


The Chief Clerk read the amendment, as 


modified, as follows: 


} see. 


Provided, That the pay of civil engineers in the 1] 


Navy shall be, during the fiscal year ending June 
20, 1873, the same as now fixed by law for naval con- 
structors; and the pay of assistant civil engineers 
shall be the same as now fixed by law for assistant 
naval constructors. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 
it gives these civil engineers the additional 
pay that is given for length of service in the 
Navy? That certainly ought not to be. 

Mr. CRAGIN. 1 will just read the law as 
it now stands. ‘* Naval constructors for the 


first five years after the date of appointment”? | 
get $3,200; the second five years, $3,400; the | 


third five years, $38,700. Civil engineers for 


the first five years now get $2,400; by this | 


amendment they will get $700 more; and for 
the second five years, $2,800, and so on. The 
civil engineers are graded as to time the same 
as the naval constructors. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Does this make new 
offices? 

Mr. CRAGIN. No new offices. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understood the Sen- 
ator from California to say it did. 

Mr. CRAGIN. 
eugineers, and by law there is no such office, 
although there are two or three clerks acting, 


detailed for that purpose and paid some salary, | 


1 do not know what. 

Mr. STOCKTON. The chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations is entirely mis- 
taken as to the effect of this. It isa very small 
matter. After the Naval Committee had acted 
upon it with unanimity, and referred it to the 
Committee on Appropriations, | requested 
one of that committee to examine the subject, 
and he told me that he would give notice that 
{ might come and explain it to the Committee 
on Appropriations. I never gotany notice; I 


Do I understand that | 


It recognizes assistant civil | 


never knew what was done with the amend: | 


ment. 
until I offered it to-day, and then the chair- 


No notice was taken of it whatever || 


man of the committee gets up and states its | 


effect to be entirely different from what the 
Naval Committee supposed. 

I will say in brief that for eleven years, from 
1856 to 1866, the salaries of naval constructors 
and civil engineers averaged, for civil engin- 
eers $2,598, naval constructors $2,600. They 
were always kept together, and civil engineers 
bot being in the service, being liable to be dis- 
charged at any time, when the thirty-three 
per cent. was added to the pay of officers who 
were in the service during the war, on account 
of the times being so difficult they could not 


increased the pay of all those who had got the 
increase of thirty-three per cent. Sothey pun 
ished the civil engineers a second time, because 
they did not get the thirty-three percent. That 
is the position of it. 

[ do not want to occupy time, because it 
will injure the amendment to talk about it if 
it has a chance of adoption, but I do not want 
to be misunderstood by the Senate after the 
trouble we have had. ‘The average pay of 
civil engineers has varied but little during the 
past sixteen years, and is now substantially the 
same as at the beginning of the war. 

Since 1861 the pay of the constructors has 
been increased, to suit the changed cireum- 


| stances of the times, so as to stand now $875 


more than they received at the beginning of 
the war. That perhaps is enough for me to 
say on the subject. ‘hat is the view of the 
Department, and I only offer the amendment 
at the request of the Department and by direc- 
tion of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

‘Theamendment, as modified, was agreed to. 

Mr. NYE. On the ruling of the Chair | 
think the amendment I proposed is now ad 
missible. I should like to have it reported to 
It does not increase anybody’s salary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Nevada is clearly out of the rule. It 
proposes to amend the law. 

Mr. NYE. Will not the Chair be as kind 
to me as he was to the Senator from New 
Jersey, and suggest what will make it come 
within the rule? [ Laughter. ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
as at present occupied is liable to rule erro- 
neously, and is very willing to be overruled. 

The amendments were ordered to be en- 
grossed and the bill to be read a third time. 

‘The bill was read the third time. 

Mr. CASSERLY addressed the Senate. 
[His remarks will appear in the Appendix. | 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I have lis- 


tened with attention to the honorable Senator | 


from California. 1 know how deliberately and 
carefully he speaks, and I wanted to hear this 
case on his side stated fully and fairly. 
with reluctance that I attempt to construe a 
law ; but | have some little sense of equity and 
justice, and some idea of what law ought to be. 

The Secretary of the Navy has been accused 


| and denounced before the country for violating 


law and for doing unlawful acts. Sir, I main- 
tain that he has the law on his side, and that 
he has justice and equity on his side, and has 
had throughout. In the first place | want it 


distinctly understood—and there is the error | 


of the whole case—that the Secretary of the 
Navy had full, ample, and complete power, 
and always did have, to pay without coming 
here for every dollar of additional material 
and every dollar of labor, and the money was 
appropriated for that purpose and was in the 
‘Treasury. The Secretary had no need to 
come here in 1867 for any such authority, and 
he did not come here for it. No such author- 
ity was required; none was asked; none was 
given. There was nota man in Congress who 


| supposed we were giving any such authority. 


Why? The Secretary had the authority, and 
the money was in the Treasury for the pur- 
poses of construction. In all cases, all along 
through the war whenever changes were made 
and additional material furnished or additional 
labor required, the Secretary had the matter 
examined by a board, and paid the parties 
out of the fund for construction. That has 


| been the practice of this Government all along. 


Secretary 
anybody ; 


I repeat the declaration, that the 
wanted no authority to settle with 


| he did not come here for it; and Congress did 


live, the thirty-three per cent. was not added || 


to the civil engineers, and when Congress | 


not give it to him; and that fact might as well 
be understood first as last. After examining 
and adjusting those claims for additional ma- 
terial and additional work, the Secretary of 
the Navy paid them. He had a right to do it, 
aud everybody acquiesced in it. ‘There is no 


The Chair 


It is | 
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is that he had power to pay 
claim for construction. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Ifthe Secretary possessed 
that general power, what was thé necessity of 
these statutes? 

Mr. WILSON. I will tell the Senator what 
the necessity for the statute was. Every dollar 
of material, every dollar of labor the Secretary 
had power to settle for without coming to Con 
gress, and he had the money in-the Treasury. 
He did not come here for that authority. He 
did not ask for it; Congress did not give it to 
him, and did not intend to give it to him. 
There were claims for damages on account of 
delay, and claimants were before the Depart 
ment for those damages. The Secretary had 
no authority to settle those damages; he could 
not do it. They came to Congress and asked 
us for power to settle these claims for damages 
on account of the delays and action of ithe 
Government, and Congress gave that power. 
That is why the act of 1867 was passed.” A 
board was appointed, and that board construed 
the law to mean, (not authority to examine 
claims for material or for labor, because the 
Secretary had that power already; the prac: 
tice of the Government for generations had 
been that way,) just what it was asked for ori- 
ginally, and just what Congress intended it to 
be: and that was to consider the damages— 
that is the proper word—caused by the action 
of the Government. 

This board did consider the claims for dam 
ages, and they awarded what was deemed just 
to the different parties, and their report was 
made. In that report they nowhere provide 
for payment for additional material or labor ; 
but they report claims for damages, that is 
the meaning of it, occasioned by the neglect 
or the action of the Government. ‘They did 
not take this case into consideration. Thatis 
admitted. This claim had been under con 
sideration; the money was due before 1864; 
it went before a board established in 1864 by 
the order of the Navy Department of March, 
1864, to examine certain cases, but was never 
reached; it was never rejected—never. The 
claim was urged, not perhaps so persistently 
as some others where the necessities of the 
claimants were greater. ‘This work had been 
hurried forward; the ships were in active 
service. The constructors were not so hungry 
for their pay ; and those who pressed hardest 
received their pay before they could have 
their claim examined and adjusted. 

‘These are the facts of the case. 


any part of any 


The board 


| created by the act of 1867 made their report. 


Did we pass an act to settle with all persons 
who had claims against the Government? No, 
sir. Did we pass an act to settle the claims 
for materials and for labor? No, sir; we did 
nothing of the kind. We provided for the 


| settlement, according to the report of this 


passed the law called the Drake pay bill, they || more doubt of the law for doing it than there || 





board of ofticers, just what they had reported. 


{ Suppose we had owed these parties $1,000,000 


for building vessels, and a small claim for 
damages, and a bill had been reported in full 
for all the board reported, and we had passed 
that biil, and then should say, ‘‘ We do not 
owe anything.”’ 

Sir, this is one of the most unjust accusa- 
tions ever made against a public man in 
America. I have never since I have had a 
seat on this floor seen anything so unjust, so 
irrational, so wicked as this assault upon the 
Secretary of the Navy. Whether made in the 
Senate or out of the Senate, it is unjust, cruel, 
based upon technicalities,:and has neither 
justice nor law nor fair play in it. 

Sir, the Secretary acted according to law in 
examining the claim for labor and for materials 
actually furnished, and he had as much right 
to do that he would have had to pay for a 
whole which nota dollar had been 
paid. He acted according to the law, appointed 
a board; a portion of this board had seen the 
ships built, had seen the work done, and this 
unined it. Kverybody knew that it 


as 


vessel on 


board ex 


was not intended in the award under the law 


of 1867. Nobody pretended that it was. Sen 
ators rise here and Say that the board did not 
construe that law correctly. Well, sir, Ippose 
they did not construe it right, they construed 
it g0as to leave this claim out. Did they de 
stroy the claim because they did not take it into 
‘onsideration? Is not the Government respol 
sible for it as a just debt? It was not paid 
under thal act. Nobody pretends that it was. 
This board of meu said, ** We will vot examine 
it under this law,’’ and they did not examine 
it, but Jefi it out Che Secretary did not want 
beir eXamilnation. Ile had the law on his 
de, and he had the m mney in the ‘Treasury 
appropriate d for the purposes of construction. 
Jhese are the tac plain, clear, unmistaka 
b! aud what did he do? He appointed a 
board of otheers, examined the whole claim, 
and allowed the $938,000 It came to the 
Treasury, went before Mr. Brodhead. one of 
the most competent men this country ever had 
in the public rvice, a man who has given 
over two thousand written opinions on claims 
against this Government. There is a large 
volume published containing over sixteen 
hundred written opinions by the Second 
Comptroller. There is not probably a man in 
America who understands this uatter of claims 


i} but I 


| language as plain aod as disunct as human 


80 thoroughly and so well as Mr. Brodhead. You 
may say that the Seeretary and Mr, Brodhead 
had not aut orl y to construe the law; but I 
savy here, and | say it in the face of ge “tle 
mep who claim great legal knowledge, that the 
law of this country made the Secretary of the 
Navy and the Second Comptroller the judges 
ot the law in the case. Nobody else had au- 
thority Lo judge of it. The law was passed 
by Congress; the power was put in their 
hands, and they are the authorized officers 
Ii doves not do to go anywhere and tell us that 
the ficers have pot a right to construe | 
the law They are by the law itself authorized 
to do that particular thing It is their busi- 
ness, their every-day business, and this very 
ofieer, Mr. eons has written hundreds 
ol /pinlons ii) which law $3 were Goust rued and 
facts considered. He has published in one 
volume consiructions of law und statements | 
of facis in cases arising before him. And yet 
we have Senators rising here and tejling us 
that it is nol proper for high oflicers to con- 
strue the laws wheu they have been duing it 
fre m L780 dl wHnio tbls lime, 

Mr. President, we are told there was no 
money to pay i. Phe ms hey was paid out 
of the fund for construction, appropriated by 
Congress tor that ntical purpose, and noth- 
ing has been suid here to-day in regard to 
jaw. equily, or fact thut shows the coutrary. 
Lhe Secretary had the law and the practice 
of the Goverument on his side, aud so had the 
Second Comptroller lhe money has been 
paid 

| want to say right here that the doctrines set 
up in regard to this matter Would make the 
Congress of this nation the basest of all God’s 


creatures if they were to act on any such theo- 
ries. Why, sir, are to cheat men out of 


their honest dues because some board has not 


we 


icluded their claim in their construction of 
the law? Suppose you and I, Mr. President, 
have w setilement; we owe each other; and | 


we leave out a sum of money ; though we pass 
receipts ‘* fully received.’’ You and | pro- 
fess to be honest men. What would we do if 
itis shown that | owe you a large sum pot in- 
cluded in the settlement? You would expect 
me to pay it. My neighbors would expect me | 
»pay it. The world would expect me to pay 
it. God in His word and works commands 
me to pay it. ] wi uld be ne gentleman if | 
did not doit. I sbould be a dishonest man if 


to be con- 
and be coudemned in that 


Ldid not pay it. I should expect 
demned whie living 


higher tribunal where we cannot have these 
little technicalities pleaded at the bar. 
Mr. ‘(AGIN. I wish to state one fact that 


| a hand to-day. Whatever may be the con- 


struction of this law of 1867 it is perfectly true, | 


| 

not, 
| Senator from Massachusetis escape from the 
| position that the law puts him in when he says 





as a matter of fact, that the board construed 


itas | suggested LO-day. 


| would say. further, that that was the first 
question that the board considered. They 
spent considerable time J think more thau a 
day, in arriving at the coustruction of this law 
or what it meam, and they came deliberately 
to the conclusion that they had nothug to do 
with any claims that the Department could 
pay; that is, they ad no business with any 
claim for extra wonk or extra materials, and 


their duties only related to the question of 
damages, us the Senator from Massachusetts 


} 


has said, 


But what I rose to say was that a member 
of this board, Cuief Engineer King, who is 


Bureau of Steam Enyi 
before the Secretary allowed the 
claim of the Secors, wrote a letter to the Sec 
re (and | regret that I have it mot here; J 
shall have it 40 morrow morning 


now the head of the 


neering, 
lary 


over) in which he states posiiively and direetly 
what classes of claims that board of which he 
was a member considered, and how they con- 
strued the law; that they did not consider any 
claims of any contractor for extra work and 


if the bill Zoes | 


extra materials, but simply paid for the extra | 


&e. 
UMBULL. 


price of Jabor, 


Mr. TR Mr. President, the Sen- 


ator from New York has atiempted to avoid | 


of 1868 by commenting 
upon the 1867, which, ia a remark 
made by me while the Senator from New Jer- 
sey was discussing this subject, 1 had stated to 
in pari materia with the statute of 1868, 
and he says that the aet of 1867 
as a justification for the assertion made by me 
that ihe action of the Secretary of the Navy 
in paying $93,000 upon this old Secor claim 
was a baldand illegal act. | repeat the decla- 
ration, it was a bald and illegal act, notwith- 
standing what the Senator from Massachusetts 
has said, and I will show that the Senator 
from Massachusetis is altogether mistaken 
about the law, and bas misconceived what the 
law is. 

Mr. President, J] did not refer to the act of 
1867 as the justification of the declaration 
which I made; it was not in that connection; 
referred to the act of 1868, which in 


of the ae 
statute of 


the force 


he 


ingenuity can devise provided that the amount 
of money appropriated by that act to Secor 
& Go., and Perine, Secor & Co., should be in 
full discharge of aillclaims. The Senator from 
Massachusetts says ‘‘ damages.’’ Does the 
Senator from Massachusetts mean to misrep- 
resent the law? The law says ** ciaims.’’ He 
says ‘‘damages.’’ Which states it correctly ? 
Jt was competent, I judge, for the Congress of 
the United States to say thata payment should 
be in discharge of all claims. ‘hey said so; 
the Senator trom Massachusetis says they did 
that it was for damages? How will the 


it was in payment of damages. The law says 
it shall be in payment of all claims. 

Mr. WILSON. I do not deny that. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. You do not deny it. 
Then with what face cau you rise in the Sen- 
ate and say that this payment was for dam- 
ages, not for claims? Sir, you may pervert 
the very language of the law-book and say that 
‘‘claims’’ means *‘damages,’’ and does not 
mean ‘‘claims.”’ The authority upon which 
I stated that this claim was settled was the 
law. The statute said it should be ‘‘in full 
discharge of all claims against the United 
States on account of the vessels upon which 
the 
report under the act of March 2, 1867.”’ 


Now 


the Senator from Massachusetts says ** Oh, this | 


was @ payment for damages.’’ The Senator 
seems to have forgotten what this claim was. 
Does the Senator know, when he gets up here 
and says this was for materials and extra work, 
that this claim grew out of work performed | 
between 1862 and 1864, and that while the 


board made the allowance, as per their | 


is referred to | 


May 1, 


work was being done there was a board in 
session under Admiral Gregory, and that these 
pariies presented all their claims under the 
contract and for extra work as it was done”? 
Does he know that they were paid twelve 
bundred and odd thousand dollars on the 
contract? Does be know that they were paid 
more than $500,000 for their extra work? He 
knows all that well. Does he believe that 
they did not present this claim ? 


Mr. WALSON. I know they did. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. They did present it 
and could not get it allowed. 

Mr. WILSON. No; it was never acted 
upon. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, They preseuted it and 


it was not acted upon? 

Mr. WILSON. ‘The board did not reach it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. What is your authority 
for that? 

Mr. WiLSON. I have it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. You have it; but we 
have the Senator’s statement that ** claims” 
means ‘*damages.’’ Now, the Secretary of 
the Navy at that time has testified in regard 
to this matter that it was closed, and there 
was no right whatever to open it. These par- 
ties were paid before 1864. They presented 
their claims, and they were paid before 1864 
aud the matter was closed up. First, their 
claims were presented to a board of which 
Admira] Gregory was the head, afterward suc- 
ceeded by Admiral Ringgold, Admiral Greg- 
ory having died; and the matter being fin- 
ished, they h: aving obtained for their work and 
their materials not only the contract price but 
more than half a million besides, they come 


| to Congress, and Congress authorizes a board 


| 


to inquire whether they shall have anything 
| more. 
it was closed; 


The Secretary of the Navy tells you 
and then, Mr. President, that 
board examines their case, reports in their favor 
an amount of one hundred and fifteen thou 
sand and odd dollars, and Congress in 1868, 
on that report being brought to their notice, 
appropriate this $115,000 and say it shall be 


| in full diseharge of all claims. 


‘*Ah!”’ says the Senator, ‘‘ that is only dam- 
ages, and it was according to law forthe Secre- 
tary to pay it;’’ and he says there is a perfeet 
right in the Secretary of the Navy and this 
Comptroller to pay what they Why, 
Mr. President, so far from its being the law, it 


please. 


i! isa violation of the law for them to use the 


| for any such purposes. 


money appropriated for construction in 1870 
If you will look into 
the statute-book you wiil find that ihe appro- 
priation is for construction for the fiseal year, 
not for construction in 1864. Does the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts mean to say here that 
the contractors for building a vessel during 
the war of 1812 can go tothe Navy Depart 


| ment and use the money that we vote in 1872 


for construction and repairs and get pay on a 
claim arising in 18122? They have just 
much right to do it as they have to take that 


as 


| money to pay it on a claim arising in 1564. 


| 





Why, sir, this account had been settled ; 


| there was no authority in the present Secre 
| tary to open if; 
| the Second Comptroller as much as he pleases, 


and the Senator may eulogize 


but I understand that this was done by the 
Secretary of the Navy, and that when the claim 
came to the Comptroller he paid it. He 
probably did not want to put himself in antag- 
onism to the Secietary. I know not whether 
he ever examined it. IT know nothing about 
his action in reference to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He bad to approve it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 believe these aceounts 
go through the Second Compiroller’s office ; | 
suppose they do, but that does not make it 
any better. The Second Comptroller has uo 


|| right to violate the law any more than the Sex 


retary of the Navy, but the Secretary of the 
Navy is the responsible party. It was he that 


directed this payment to be made. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senatora 


question, because 1 know he does not mean 








to do anybody injustice? Is he not aware that 
the Second Comptroller is appointed under 
the Treasury acts, for the e xpress purpose of 
inspecting and adjadicating upon the requisi- 
tions and directions that are made by the 
yarious Departments that fall under his 
supervision. - 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I know that the Sen- 
ator’s salary and all these payments go through 
clerks, and through this clerk like others, but 
he passes no more upon the question than 
others do. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why, is it possible that 
the Senator, who bas been setting us all such 
an example of the schoolmaster he ‘re in telling 
us what we ought to know and what we do 
not, is not aware that by the constitution of 
the Treasury Department the First and Second 
Comptrollers are the quasi judicial revising and 
deciding officers of the ‘Treasury, to decide 
upon whe ther claims are in conformity to law 
and that without their approval no 
claim, be it disputed or not disputed, can pass 
through the Treasury? That has been the law 
1789. I am sure the Senator has for- 


or not; 


since 
yotten, because he must have known at some 
time, that the First and Second Comptrollers 


ure, in the highest sense that you can use that 
term of any executive officer, the judicial 
oflicers of the Government to expound and 
construe statutes under which claims are made, 
because otherwise you would have no check at 
ali. You could not tell whether anything was 
to be paid or not unless you were to have this 
sieve, so to speak, through which the thing is 
And therefore the Treasury Depart- 
ment is constructed upon the theory that we 
should have two judges there who, after every 
thing had gone through all the previous stages, 
shall pronounce their final opinion on the ques- 
tion whether the money asked for is to be paid 
out under the authority of a statute, if so, 
what statute, and their judgment is conclusive 
upon the other officers of the Department, ex- 
cept possibly that the Secretary of the ‘T'reas 
ury may, if he thinks they have decided wrong, 
arrest it. Ido not sey how thatis. Lam not 
now standing up to defend the Secretary or the 
Comptrollers, but [ most certainly understand 
that the business of the Comptroller is some- 
thing more than that of a purely executive and 
administrative function. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I know very well that 
the Comptroller could not pay the claim legally 
until it passed through the Navy Department ; 
and it is just as proper that the oflicer at the 
Navy Department is a judge of the law; he 
first passed upon it. Does the Senator from 
Vermont mean to say that the Comptroller 
can pass upon accounts before they pass 
through the Navy Department? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then every officer in 
the Navy De ‘partment who passes upon these 
accounts is Just as much a judge of the law 
in their passage as is the Comptroller, and 
they would never get to the Comptroller if 
they did not pass in the first place through the 
Navy De partment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The Senator might as 
wel! maintain that a jadge is no more a judge 
of law than a lawyer is be@ause the judge can- 
not try the cause until it is brought before him. 
That would be a ve ry extraording iry argument. 
lt is pertec tly true the ¢ jomptroller cannot act 
until the case is presented. I informed the 
Senator—and if he will look at the law he will 
see that it is so—that the Treasury act consti 
tuting that Department makes the Comptrol- 
ler the judge, who is to pass upon the questions 
that are presented to nur afier the account has 
gone throngh this mere clerkly performance 
that the Senator refersto; and that is why he 
stands there; that is where the people have 
put him to decide whether money shall be paid 
cut oruot. Now, it may be that he decided 
wrong. That is not the point [am upou now 
at all; but | say that the functions of the two 


sifted, 


Compiroliers in the Treasury are in every || that justifies this transaction. 
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essential respect pure ly judicial. They are to 
try and determine just as a judge is when a case 
is submitted to him. They may decide wrong ; 
that is not the point I am upon now. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Nor am I upon the 
point about their deciding right or wrong. | 
merely say that he is one of the persons through 
whom these accounts pass, and the Senator has 
already admitted substantially that the Seere- 
tary of the Treasury can overrule him. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ihave notadmitted that. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. And I suppose he ean 
overrule some subordinate to him. I think 
the Senators have selected a very bad case on 
which to compliment this Comptroller. He 
may have passed upon two thousand or two hun- 
dred thousand claims; | know not nor care not 
how many he has passed upon; but in the 
opinion of your Naval Committee he violated 
the law when he undertook to pass upon this 
claim and pay it. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts rises here in and says that it 
was perfectly right to pay this, and compli- 
ments this officer, the Second Comptroller. 
Well, what does he think of his own commit- 
tee, that in this body said on the 12th day of 
May, 1870: 

‘On the 13th of July, 1868, an act was passed di 
recting the Pp: iryment of these amounts to these par- 
ties, by whichact it was declared that these payments 
should be ‘in full discharge of all claims against the 
United States on account of the vessels upon which 
the board made the allowance, as per their report, 
under the act of March 2, 1867.’ 

** Under the stress of an overpowering necessity, 
as they allege, these parties received those amounts. 
That in law such receipt is acomplete bar to all fur- 
ther recourse, cannot be denied.’’ 


his seat 


Does he think this committee of the Senate 
did not know what they were about? 

Mr. WILSON. They made a mistake. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Undoubtedly made a 
mistake in the opinion of a Senator who says 
that ‘claims ’’ means ‘‘ damages,’’ and does 
not mean ‘* claims.’’ 

Now, Mr. President, there is a great deal 
about this claim, if we were to go into it, 
besides what has been stated. [f understand 
it to be a rule of the Departments, and | 
understand to be a rule of the Depart- 
ments established by the decisions of the Su- 
preme Court, that a claim passed upon and 
settled by one Administration and closed, 
cannot be opened by their successors. What 
right had the Secretary of the Navy to open 


this cle iim after it had been before boards, as 


the Senator from Massachusetts now admits, 
in 1864? If anything was due these parties, 
they should have come to They 
did come here. Will the tell me 
what right the Secretary had to take money 
appropriated in 1870 to pay for work done 
in 1864, even if it was a proper claim to be 
paid? But that is not the question here. | 
understand the Senator from Massachusetts to 
have said, and repeated over and over again, 
that it was paid out of the appropriation for 
‘construction and repair’’ of the year 1870. 

Mr. EDMUNDs. I think that will turn 
out to be a mistake. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I give my authority for 
it. If it was not paid from that fund, | should 
like the Senator from Vermont to tell me what 
fund it was paid from. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 


nois lives jus 


Corigress. 
Senator 


The Senator from Hli- 
as near the l'reasury, for aught 
I know. as | do. Ildonot know what business 
he has to call on me to tell him. 

Mr. TRUMBULL The Senator questioned 

being paid out of that fund. 1 gave my 
authority, the Senator from Massachusetts, 
who is present, and then the 
from Vermont thinks that is a mistake. 
if it is | do not know it, 
ment on what the 
has said, 


Senator 
Now 
but I make the state- 
Senator from Massachusetts 
and he does not deny that that is the 
statement. | likely that 
been to the Treasury to oe | have not. 

Mr. President, there is, to my mind, no 
point of view in which ska ean be looked at 
It is as clear 


here 


suppose it he has 
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a violation of law as could be—a violation of 
the very words of the 
words of the 
mittee of 


statute, and the very 
is interpreted by a com 
this body in an report 
by the chief justiee 
Claims, and acquiesced in by 
that committee, appearing to be the report, and 
the unanimous report, of the committee, 
although the Senator from New Hampshire 
now undertakes to rept udiate it. It 


statute 
elaborate 
which was made 
of the 


pre sent 


Court ol 


ne not 

laims”’ 
in order to screen the 
Che question ef this 
payinent was not then brought to the consid 
eration of the Senate, and the committee ex 
amining this matter coolly, deliberately, and 
fairly, as judges passing upon the law, said it 
could not be denied that this was a complete 


to construe the word * 
as meaning ‘'damages”’ 


necessary, then, 


legal acts of anybody. 


bar to all further claim. Now, sir, bald asser 
tion may deny this, and we have had that 
assertion here in the Senate, and that is all 


we have to answer the record, the statute, and 
the report of the committee of this body. 

Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, the Sen 
ator from Illinois, with a spirit and purpose too 
plain to be mistaken, ventured to launch a 
monstrous accusation against the Secretary of 
the Navy. He did this first in a popular as 
semblage in the city of New York. He has 
repeated it to-day in the Senate. What was 
his allegation? That the Secretary of the N 
without warrant of law, and in obvious viola 
tion of law, had paid $93,000 to ¢ertain con- 
tractors, and that the statutes upon which he 
assumed to do it, and the circumstances of the 
case, left it naked and bald, a sheer williul 
transgression, 

In reply to the Senator I said that when the 
act of 1868 was shown not to bear bim out he 
took refuge in the act of 1867, and attempted 
by that act to justify his languarge, I'he 
Senator now denies and disputes my state 
ment, and has undertaken to tell us bow and 
how fur he did refer to the act of 1867. I 
appeal from the Senator to the Senate; and 
again | affirm that he did introduce the act of 
1867 when the act of 1868 failed to support 
him. Let me 


avy, 


occurrence, ihe 
Senator from Illinois having made his broad 
and monstrous accusation against the 
tary of the Navy, and referred to the act of 
1868, the Senator New Jersey, whos 
constituent the Secretary is, read the act of 
1868. Why did he read it? ‘lo show that 
the payment provided by the act of 1868 cov- 
ered nothing except the award of the 
board. It was at that point that the 
from Illinois back upon the Senator 
from New Jersey and said, in substance, ‘* the 
act of 1867 covers the case ;”’ 
act of 1867 covers the case, was the argument 
of the Senator from Illinois, it was bald usurp- 
ation, waked transgression, for which no 
apology can be made, for the Seer« tary of the 
Navy to pay Secor as he did. | 
Senators and to the record to sustain my state 
ment that the Senator from Illinois did intro 
duee the act of 1867 when the aet of 1568 
failed to prove his broad imputations. 

rheact of 1867, on examination, is found not 
to answer the Senator’s purpose, 
what doeshesay? Hesayshe merely suggested 
that the acts of 1867 and 1868 ought to be read 
in pari materia, but did not rely particularly 
act of 1867, and then he goes at the 
Senator Massachusetts with great em- 


PRASIS, but he do 


restate the 
Secre 


from 


prey 10OUS 
Senator 
came 


and because the 


appeal to 


and then 


on the 
from 
aS not succeed ith 


answering 
his argument. Let us see this 
stands First, the Senator 
under the act of 
does not 


how matter 
took 


When read, it 
mable eolor for 


from [itinois 
refuge 1868. 
furnish @ rea such 
an accusation as he made Let me read it; it 
is very brief: 

* De it enacted, 4 That the 
Treasury be, and he nerepny, 
directed to pay’ 


| omit the 


Secretary of the 
authorized aad 
names of. the parties ; they are 


all given and the amounts annexed— 


* being the amount found to be 


due to each of the 


oye 
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j rt ere i pe iy na i the “ec ury 
‘ Navy,t i , ua if eu a 
lhe act of | i 
' 
ii babi ‘ 
hese at th vord i ithe Senator 
' 
riginally relied 
‘ nh Fr hu i of it] elaim 
mn tthe l | int ot the ‘ 
! iwh it ’ i af! ! iowa pe! 
th i under Via 
i ‘ ' eclain Vered by nese latllei 
ord } \ \ ‘ 1@ ClalmMS upon 
ard md ‘ hOWanCce, AS per 
‘ \ . . 
the ‘ rt, underthea ol March 2, 1867 
| bu oy t tive very word of the statute 


iti i )) i) made by the Senator irom 
‘iu i “tf i care not WheblLhner he be 
‘ iter ith 1Ou ie ord ‘** damages”? or 
i“ Lith Lhe hopest point of the 
nator from M; ul \ which has not 
nh wns l nd Cannot be answered, 18 
that th wehol i ’ erates as a receiptin tall 
only cla which the board adjudicated. 
blere the report of the board, the very re 
por relerre »> im th i‘ and the Senator 
i Mia ichuset 3244 trulv. a the report 
mm hu lif board ¢ Kpressiy @X¢ luded 
i sims tor ¢ ra materials and deviation 
] he contrac Vhiat Vas the point put by 
if enut rom New Jersey. Could the 
: itor from Illinois answer ? Had he the 
irag 0 ngenuily to rise and argue that 
when the et ud t Wa Oo be 10 full ot the 
‘ n yaa | ipon by the board it did not 
mean th but did mean something else? No, 
r, the courage if the Senator failed at that 
} 1 how Jacl tae < escape from the 
itor from N vider vi by aying, ‘* Why, 

Thi wet ot iM ( Vel 
Li! b V turn to the act of 1867 and we 
} adit open to two constructior We find that 
enit comes to be consicde red, as it was ve ry 
‘ i y the Senator from Cal fornia, the 
only prop by which he can uphold the con- 


ided foris to discriminate with 


i ic’ mn) cont 

ti nicety im regard to words in the pro- 
\ ion at the end of the Statute, and which 

‘T never relied ipon at all in the original 
reading So that i appears that the aet of 
1868 has not been violated, and that when the 
Seuator goes back to the act of 1867 we findit 
open to two constructions, and we find no room 


for pretense that evena blunder has been made 


under one construction of the statute; and yet, 
in the face of allthis, the Senator from L[llinois, 
! and informs us that he repeats again that 
the action of the Seeretary of the Navy Is an 


utterly bald and inexcusable transaction! 
‘a re not, that ve be not judge d: for with 


‘Jud 


What judgment ye judge, ye shall be judged ; 


aud with what measure ye mete, it shall be 
measured to youagain.’’ Should the Senator 
from Illino ever attain an executive posi- 
tion, higher or lower than that of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, | pity him if his judges 
Sait De inspire i DY the spirit he has mani- 
fested in this debate, With a statute upon 
the definition and meaning of which the law 
yers of the Senate divide; with astatute which 


confessedly the board honestly interpreted ina 
certain way; with astat ite under which it is not 
pretended that 


tuken, is it seemly that in the highest tribunal, 


ual sdiction of this 305,000 was 


in the forum of last resort in case of ofticial 


accusation, a judge who may be, is to rise in 


passion and say that the action of an officer 
is not only without warrant of law but utterly 
bald and admitting of no extenuation ? 

Sir, if the Senator from Illinois can afford 
the position in which he has placed himself, 
1 S etary of the Navy may content him 
‘ with the position tn which he stands, and 
i n it be eontent even were the Senator 
abie (a ibility which he has not yet evinced ) 
to con he Secretary of a mistake on a 
q Shion of law. 

This. Christian country; we live in the 
last half of a Christian century, and political 


aulmosities, madness, and blinduess have not 
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you can hang a man or 
blast his fame by proving that he has made a 
inistake on a question of law. If you could, 
application to the 
that thinketh he stand- 


yet gone so far that 


we might weil give 


‘* Let him 


hew 


TT | inclion, 


eth take heed lest he fall.*’ 
The case does not give a sane mind the 


possibility of suspecting anybody of anything 


more than an innocent error as to the mean- 
it 
widest door opened to eritieal supposition 
‘ . 3 

And citizen unblemished 


' . ' 
i Whose private character no tar- 


ing of a statute, seems to me this is the 


yet a of honor, a 
Ciuizen tap 
nish of suspicion has ever rested, a high officer 
who,liaving been subjected to an inquiry which 
this ms not Lhe place Lo characterize, has come 
unspotted and vindicated,is arraigned 


if he were a common malefactor upon 


oul of it 
hye re wv 
an allegation with no broader, honest founda- 
tion than that a Comptroller of the Treasury, 
the ofheer and a board of ofticers 
and other persons possibly misunderstood or 
mis 


himself, 


took the meaning of a statute! 

[ said once before that this was not the ap- 
propriate time or place to commit myself to 
1 took part 
debate without wishing to argue or in- 


any construction of this statute. 
in the 
sist upon any Construchion as agalust all others. 
| attempted simply to show that the statute 
least to the construction which 
had been given, and to suggest a suspension 
in that haste which took 
form in the allegation that an unwarrantable, 
inexcusable, a bald violation of law had 
been committed, so naked of all possibility 
of error, that charity itself could suggest no 
extenuation. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, whether he to use the word 
“ the word ** claims,’’ will not 
discredit himself as a lawyer if he says that 
taking the act of 1868 as a receipt io full it 
was a receipt only of those claims which had 
been passd upon by the board. I undertake 
to insure that honorable Senator against ever 
being disbarred for iguorance in Westmiuster 
Hall, or the Supreme Court of the United 
States, or 
mistake of 


was open at 


of judgment, a halt 


“an 


chooses 


damages or 


anywhere else if he makes no worse 
law than that. The act of 1868 
will not do for the Senator from Iilinois, and 


when he looks for an enlargement of the act of 


1868 in the act ef 1567 he talls upon different 
constructions, under one of which no man 
would deny that the proceedings had were not 
only innocent, but technically and strictly 
right according to the statute. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, we read in 
God's holy Word the command, **'Thou shalt 
The next command that follows 
itis, ** Thou shalt not bear false witness.’’ I 
believe in the binding obligation of both of 
| have no Sympathy with 
any man in public life or in private lite who 
violates this commandment, ** Thou shalt not 
steal,’ and | have quite as little sympathy with 
that man who bears false witness against his 
neighbor. I think in the Senate of the United 
States. in the House of Representatives, among 
men who are intrusted with high responsibil 
ities, there should be some care before hurl- 
ing against associates in the Government un- 
just accusations. We all know that we live in 
a time of accusation, of fault-finding criticism ; 
and we here, at any rate, ought to be very care- 
ful before we hurl these accusations against 
honorable men. 

Sir, | know the Secretary of the Navy; I 
believe him to be a man of capacity, of indi- 
vidual honor and personal character. I have 
known many years Mr. Brodhead, the 
Second Comptroller. iknow him to be a man 
of the highest integrity, a manu of large admin 
istrative ability aud experience. Now, sir, 
before | could believe anything against either 
of these gentlemen affecting their integrity as 
men and as public ofticers, | should make the 
We know how 
honorable gentlemen are accused. The Sen- 
ator trom lLilinois should be a little careful, | 


not steal. 


those commands. 


for 


most searching investigation. 
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think, in this matter as well as the rest of us. 
I heard him not long since repel an accusation 
made in the public press upon himself with 
indignant eloquence, and mwny sympathies were 
with him. 
years. 


I have known that Senator many 
1 have believed him to be a just man. 
but in this case he has gone altogether beyond 
what the facts will justify 

J wish to restate briefly my position in this 
matter, which | have endeavored to investi- 
gate with some care. Tor the credit of the 
public service, | do not wish to shield any 
man who has done wrong intentionally, or any 
man who has made a mistake. : 

The first point | maintain is that the Secre- 
tary of the Navy had a right, and had the 
mouey to do it with, to pay for any increased 
labor or materials; and he did it all through 
ithe war. He did not need to come to Con- 
gress for any such power. He did not come 
here for any such power, and no such power 
was given. 

But this act was passed, and the gentlemen 
appointed under it construed it in the light of 
the practice of the Department. They knew 
what the practice had been; they knew what 
the usages of the Department were; they 
knew that the Secretary had power to ex- 
amine every one of that class of claims, but 
that he had no power to examine the claims 
inteaded to be covered by the act of 1867, 
Therefore they confessedly excluded every 
other claim but that class of claims. The law 
of 1868 provided for paying these claims. | 
said they were damages. They were damages, 
damages incurred by the action of the Govern- 
ment in extending the time, and other causes, 
But, sir, you may call them damages or cull 
them claims or claims for damages. ‘There 
were claims for these damages done to these 
contractors, and the law of 1868 provided for 
the payment of what had been reported and 
nothing else. 

Sir, the Senator from Illinois accuses the 
Secretary of violating law by paying the award 
of the board to which Secor & Co.’s claim was 
referred. In this heis mistaken. The Secre 
tary has made this clear in his testimony before 
the committee of investigation. 

Now I want to say a word in regard to the 
Second Comptroller. Lwentto that officer and 
asked him if he had carefully examined this 
case. I had undoubting faith in his judgment, 
aud there is not a man living in whose integ 
rity | have more confidence. He has a grand 
record, and I believe his inflexible integrity 
and his knowledge have saved to this country 
millions upon millions Of dollars. His reply was 
that he had given it a careful consideration, 
that he believed the law was with the Secre- 
tary and the equity with him, aud that he had 
power to pay it in law and he had the money 
to pay it with. There cannot be any doubt 
about the one or the other. The money has 
been paid. 

Now, it may be that the sum paid was too 
much or too little; of that I know nothing. 
The claim that came before the board was not 
one for damages, but it was a claim for work, 
for labor, for materials. 1 think it ought to 
have been paid if it was a just claim. If the 
Secretary has erred m judgment in this matter, 
if he has paid more than he ought to have paid, 
he has made a mistake, but I do not believe 
the Secretary of the Navy has intentionally 
done anythivg that is wrong in this case; I[ 
am confident he has violated no law of the 
land. I believe the same of the Second Comp- 
troller. And, sir, I deeply regret that there 
should be anywhere in the country this dis- 
position to hasten to accuse men who are 
intrusted by the laws of the land with high 
administrative duties, unless upon the clearest 
evidence of an intention and purpose to do 
wrong, or a clear and palpable mistake of 
judgment. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. President, | hope, now that 
there is 4 quorum present, we may get a vote 
upon this bill. 





1872. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tion is on the passage of the bill. 
Mr. WEST. I regret very much to becom- 
pelied from remissness of my own to ask the 
indulgence of the Senate for a moment. There 
was an amendment that I was charged with 


The ques- 


by the Committee on Appropriauons to offer to 
this bill. It was offered in Committee of the 
Whole, but it was not pressed then owing to 
some objections made by the Senator from 
Indiana, {[ Mr. Morron. | He hus since in- 
formed me that he was mistaken and wishes 
the amendment adopted. | was not aware 
that the bill bad progressed to the stage that 
it has, and I ask the indulgence of the Senate 
+o reconsider the vote ordering the bill to a 
third reading. 

Mr. CONKLING. What the amend- 
ment? Perhaps there can be unanimous con- 
sent to offer it now without a reconsideration. 

Mr. WEST. Ii an amendment recom- 
mended by the Secretary of the Navy in refer- 
euce loa patent the Department wants to pur- 
chase for all the Goverument works. 

fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Louisiana asks unanimous consent 
to consider the amendment which will 
read. 

Che Chief Clerk read as follows: 

For the purchase of a license to use in all the 
works of the United States Gorman & Siegtried’s 


process of tempering steel for the term of their 
patents, $10,009. 


Ihe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Louisiana asks unanimous consent 
to this amendment considered 
time. 

Mr. CONKLING. Is that in order under 
the new rule? If it is not, it would exonerate 
the Senator from the obligation of pressing it. 
lt is certainly general legislation. 

Mr. WEST. This amendment is something 
like the amendment of the Senator from Ver- 
mont | Mr. Morr | in that it was offered 
before the rule was adopted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The amendment is in 
order. It is an appropriation to do a specific 
thing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment comes from the Committee on Appro- 
priations, andis not legislation. Is there objec- 
tion to receiving the amendment? The Chair 
hears none. 

The ameudment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
tion is on the passage of the bill. 

The bill was passed. 

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
adjourn. 

Mr. WINDOM. Leask to call up the Post 
Otlice appropriation bill before the Senate 
adjourns. 

rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Senator from Vermont withdraw 
for that purpose ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WINDOM. I move to take up House 
bill No. 1070, making appropriations for the 
Post Office Department for the year ending 
June 30, 1873. 

lhe motion was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
the Senate adjourn. 

(he motion was agreed to ; and (at seven 
o'clock and fifty-five minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned, 


Is 


1s 


be 


have 


at this 


The ques 


I move that the Senate 


Does the 
his motion 


[ renew my motion that 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, May 2, 1872. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. P. Newman, 
D. D, 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal 
ol yesterday's proceedings. 
Mr. HOWE. I ask unanimous consent to 


dispense with the further reading of the Jour- 
nal, 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 


| 


l object. || I desire to present. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The 
from Maryland objects, and the reading will 
be resumed. 

The ary resumed and concluded the 
reading of the Journal. 


Senator 


Secret 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRE 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 


mits t 


D. 
The Chair sub- 
be following biils from the House of 

Re resentatives for reference 

Mr. RAMSEY. I had desired to ask the 
Senate to give me permission this morning —— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota rise to correct the Jour 
nal? 

Mr. RAMSEY. No, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Then the Sen- 
ator will please suspend uniil the Chair lays 
before the bills from the House of 
Representatives for reference, which is the 
first business in order under the twenty-fourth 
rule. 

The following bills received from the House 
of Representatives were read twice by their 
titles, and referred tothe Committee on Indian 
Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. No. 183) to authorize the See 
retary of the Interior to make partition of the 
reservation to Miami 
Indian; 

A bill 
sale of 
Kansas : 

A bill (H. R. No. 1841) authorizing the 
removal of restrictions upon the alienation 
of certain Miami Indian 
of Kansas; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2264) to authorize the 
Cattaraugus and Alleghany Indians, in New 
York, to lease lands and confirm leases; and 
A bill (H.R. No. 2290) regulating the mode 
making private contracts with Indians. 

Phe bill (H. R. No. 239) authorizing the 
award to the Vincennes University of certain 


Senate 


Me-shin-go-me-sia, a 


(H. R. 


certain 


4) to the 


Yor , 


provide for 


No. 872) t 
k Indian 


New lands in 


lands in the State 


of 


vacant and abandoned lands in Knox county, 
Indiana, and 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands 

The bill (H. R. No, 2341) to allow the pleas 
ure-yacht Red Hot to take the name of Addie 
Parker, and be registered under that name, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Commiitee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. Rt. No, 2565) to provide for the 
issue of bonds in lieu of destroyed or defuced 
bonds of the United States was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
l’inanee. 

PETITIONS AND MENORIALS, 
SUMNER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
from Minnesota 
are now in order. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I ask the Senate to give 
me an Opportunity of taking up and disposing 
of the post route bill this morning. 

Mr. SUMNER. I have a petition to offer. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. If the Senator 


from Massachusetts insists upon that, that has 


was read twice by its title, re 


Mr. 


The Senator 


was recognized. Petitions 


priority, and is in the nature of an objection. 
Mr. SUMNER. I offera memorial, signed 
by a very large number of citizens of Massa- 
chusetts, headed by Wendell Phillips, in which 
they remonstrate against a repeal of the na- 
tional eight-hours-law or any amendment there- 
to increasing the hoursof labor or reducing the 
present scale of wages per diem. In present 
ing this memorial | desire to say that | agree 
with the memorialists entirely. I am satisfied 
that the experiment begun ought to be made 
and continue to the end, that the country may 
know whether that great change can be accom 
plished. J 
mittee on Education and Labor. 
[he motion was ag 
Mr. SUMNER. And Mr. President, 
| ask the Senate to be yood enough to take up 
the Distriet school bill. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. 


move its reference to the Com 


rreed to. 


now, 


| have a petition that 
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The VICE PRESIDENT, 


nature of an objection. 


Mr. SUMNER. Will not the Senator allow 
th it bill to be taken up first? 

Mr. TRUMBULL L shall be through with 
the petition ina moment. [| think we waste 
a great deal of time by this e utinual asking 
for unamimous consent. Why not let us pre 
sent our petitions, and then if there ALY 
business to be done atter the morning busine 


is over it can be taken up Chis constant ris 


ing of one Senator after another and interfer 
ing with the morning business just wastes the 
whole morning hour. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Petitions are now 
in order, and the Senator from 
his right to 


[illinois insists 


on present a petition, which is 


in the nature of an objection to the request. of 


the Senator from Massachusetts. the same as 


the Senator from Massachusetts made to the 
request of the Senator from Minnesota. 
Mr. SUMNER. I hope the Chair will take 


notice that | make this request and give me 
the floor AS SOON AS possible. 
The VICK PRESIDENT. 


The Senator {rom 
Minnesota also 


| he 


us 


. ! 
similar 
| these 


vyave a 
Chair will take notice of al 
' as vossible. 

Mr. TRUMBULL presented a petition of 
soldiers of the war of 1812. praying that they be 
granted pensions ; the 


notice, 


que sts 
Tal 


which was referred to 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I have been 
requested to present the petition of Tl’. Roessk 
& Son, of the Arlington; F. Tenney & Co. of 
the National Hotel: J. F. Metro 
politan Hotel; ©. C. Willard, of the Ebbitt 
House: H. of the Mar 
Hotel: James Sykes, the Imperial Hotel 
. W. Owen, of the Owen Honse: A H 


Cake, of the 


John Semmes, St 


of 
’ 


Jones, 


of the Exchange Hotel; A. IF. Beveridge, 
of the Washington House: T. J. Me sick, of 
the Continental Hotel; J. E. Lyon, of the 


St. Cloud Hotel: yw Hillman, ot the Globe 
House; Jolin A. Gray, of Gray’s House; 
A. Gray, of the Har House 
Saville, of the New National Theater; John 
B. Seott, of the American House, and fit 
hundred other citizens of Washington, re 


senting that tl 


Jobn 
nilton Jobn G. 
teen 
ley have no adequate protection 
as to measure or quality of gas, and that it is 
their belief that ‘ charged by the 
Washington Gas-Light Company is exorbitant 
and oppressive, and they ask for relief that 
shall be equitable both manufacturer 

I move that the petition 
Committee District 


the price 


to the 
and the consumer. 


o the 


be referred t on the 


of Columbia. 
The motion was agreed to 


Mr. FLANAGAN presented the petitions 


of R. G. Sims, of Ellis county, lexas: of 


Allen Birdwell, of Rusk county, Texas; of 
John C. MeCay, of Dallas county, Texas; of 
James Shepherd, of Dallas county, l'exas ; 


and of O. Teagarden, of Trinity county, 
lexas, praying the removal of their political 
disabilities; which were 
Committee on the Removal of Political 
abilities. 


Mr. WEST presented the petition of Mmil 


referred to the select 
1) 


A. Lhomas,. praying coinpensation for prop 
erty ulleyed to have taken by Unites 
States troops in 1863; which was relerred to 
the Comumnittee on Claims. 


been 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND 


Mr. 


REFERRED 


On motion of HOWE, it was 


Ordered, That the petition and papers in the 
case otf Wells, Fargo & Co. be taken from the fils 
of the Senate and relerred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

On motion of Mr. HOWL, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial and papera in the 
case of the United States Express Company be taken 
from the files of the Senate and referred to the Com 
mittee on Claw 

KEPORTS OF COMMILETBES. 

Mr. POOL, fam directed by the Commu 

tee on the Judi lary to report back the bill 


(H. Rh. No. 2192) to establish a western 


judi 
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7 
cial d ctof North Carolina, andrecommend || The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- | 
its passage as it came from the House without |) ator from Kansas object to pension bills being 
amendment, and | ask th: be taken upand || considered ? 

disposed ol a & Lime Mr. POMEROY. Yes, sir, I object this 

Mr. POMI | morning | object to || morning to everything that is out of order. 
everything that is out o ler, no matter what The bill (S. No. 1063) granting a pension 
if Lhere ruing business that we | to L. Adelia Foster was read, aud passed to the 
ought to get th igh with. | second reading 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Objection being | Mr. EDMUNDS, from the Committee on | 
made the cousideration of the bill, it cannot |} Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. | 
be acts »-day Verbaps the Senator from || R. No. 1064) to amend an act granting a pen- 
North Carolina will withdraw the report uatil || sion to William C. Pickens, reported adversely | 
another day when he can have it cousidered. || thereon; and the bill was postponed indefi- | 

Mr. POOL — I withdraw the report. || nitely. 

Mr. POMEROY | will say to the Senator | He also, from the same committee, to whom || 
from North Carolina that as soon as we get || was referred the petition of J. W. Cronkite, | 
through with the morning business | am will | praying for a pension according to the grade | 
ing that he shall present his bill for action. of lieutenant colone!, reported a bill (S. No. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on || 1064) granting a pension to J. W. Cronkite ; 
Finance, to whom was referred the bill (S. || which was read, and passed to the second 
No. SL) for the relief of Kdmund Jussen, |) reading. 
reps ried it without ameudmeut. Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam imstructed by the | 

Ile also, from the same committee, to whom || same committee, to whom was referred a peti- | 
was referred the bill (S. No. 950) authorizing || tion of citizens of West Virginia, praying tor a | 
the Kansas Valley National Bank of Topeka, || pension in behalf of the minor children of G. 
in the State Kansas, to change its name to Dakon, a soldier in the Army, to ask to be 
the First National Bank of Topeka, reported || discharged from its further consideration. The || 
adversely thereon. || evidence of the only witness is so conflicting, 

Phe VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no || when you cometo put histwoaflidavits together, | 
objection, the bill will be postponed indefi | that we are unable to find any just ground on 
nitely. || which to recommend the granting of the prayer, 

Mr. POMEROY. Let it go on the Calendar. || although a year ago I think the committee 

Phe VICK PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will be || reported favorably, but on finding both the 
placed on the Calendar with the adverse || affidavits we do not think it can be done. 
rep sad || ‘The committee were discharged from the | 

Mr. PRATT. The Committee on Pensions |) further consideration of the petition. 
have oS yn ler consideration the pe ‘ition of Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 am instructed by the | 
John Smith, a soldier of the war of 1812, pray- || same committee to report back the petition of | 
ing a pension of $8 334 a month. rhe peti- || Catherine Middleton, widow of John D. Mid- | 
tioner shows as his only title to relief that he || dleton, a soldier of the war of 1812, adversely, 
served as a soldier in the war of 1812 twenty- || and ask to be discharged on the ground that | 
four days instead of sixty. There are a || the marriage took place after the war, and | 
great many cases similarto that of Mr. Smith || therefore to grant a pension in this case would 
where the petitioners are debarred from ob- || be directly in the face of the act on that sub- | 
taining a pen ion under the act of February ject. 
14, ese and come to Congress for reliet. (he committee were discharged from the 
They are all of them old, and most of them in || further eat ration of the petition. 


indigent circumstances, and it would be invidi- 


ous to single out one or more cases and grant 


vensious fora less term of service cae that fixed 


in the law. The thing should be done, if at 
all, by a modification ot the existing law, which 
restrict pensions io those who have served 
sixty days. The committee have under con- 
sideration the question whether the act of 
February, 1871, should.not be modified so as 
to allow a less term of service to entitle the 
soldier to a pension. The committee report 
adversely in this case because the action, ifany, 
on the subject should be general. 

The committee were discharged from the 


further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred a petition of citi 
zens of Illinois, praying the passage of a law 


granting pensions to all soldiers of the wars 
of 1812 and 1861, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration ; which was agreed to. 


Mr. CHANDLE 


‘ 
Commerce, 


the Committee on 
to whom was referred the petition 


Wickham, jr., Job B. Beverstock, 


., from 


of John U 


and Oscar B. Smith, praying the enactment 
of a law changing the spelling of the name 
of the schooner La Pette to that of La Petite, 


reported a bill (S. No. 1062) to change the 
name of the schooner La Pette to La Petite; 


which was read, and passed to the second 


reading 


He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 999) to author- 
Ize Inquiries into the causes of steam. boiler 
explosions, reported it withoul amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS Che Committee on Pen 
Blons, to whom was —_— the petition of 
Mrs. | Adeha Fost » pri aying to be allowed 
A pension in the right as her husband on the 


grade of a major, have directed me to report 
a bill in favor of the petitioner, and | ask to 
bave it pul on ils passage now, 


| be 





| pension roll, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Lam also directed by the 
same committee to report adversely upon the 
petition of Owen McCauley, praying that he 
paid arrears of pension. ‘The question 
presented in this case is not the usual one of 
arrears, but the question of medical degree, 
he having been at one time reduced in the 
Pension Office to a lower grade and again 
raised—a matter which, of course, we cannot 
inquire into except on a very extreme case. 

the committee were discharged from 
further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The same committee 
report adversely on the bill (H. R. No. 1872) 
to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of Mary A. Morris, widow of 
Major General William W. Morris, upon the 
at the rate of fifty dollars per 
month, upon the same ground that the Senate 
has acted on all the time in regard to arrears 
ot pension. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The same committee 
report adversely on the bill (H. R. No. 2395) 
increasing the pension of Mrs. Jane W. Me- 
Kee, on the same ground which has been so 
often stated. 

Phe bill was postponed indefinitely. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 1 am instructed by the 
same committee to report udversely on the 
bill (H. R. No. 2896) granting a pension to 


Martha RK. White. ‘This lady is the remarried 
widow of a soldier of the war of 1812, and we 
report adversely upon the ground that the act 
granting these pensions exXpressiyv declares that 


remarried widows shal! not be entitled, and 


therefore in an individual case it would be 
improper to grant it. 
Lhe bill was postponed indefinitely. 
Mr. HOWE. The Committee on Claims | 


_ask to be discharged from the further consid- 


the | 





| 





| for 
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Kansas, in favor of paying the losses sustained 
by the people of that State in consequence of 
the misconduet of territorial officials in 1856, 
and praying the passage of a bill which has 
come to us from the House of Representatives, 
which is before the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and we wish this resolution to take 
the same direction. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOWE, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
1551) for the relief of S. B. Mitchell, George 
W. Mitchell, and John W. Mitchell, reported 
it with an amendment, 

Mr. CAMERON. I am directed by the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. R. No. 
6) permitting certain diplomatic and consular 
othcers of the United States in Franee to ac- 
cept testimonials from the emperor of Ger- 
many for their friendly services to the subjects 
ot the emperor during the war between France 
and Germany, to report it without amendment; 
and as | suppose there will be no opposition 
to it, | ask the Senate to put it on its passage 
now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Kansas has objected to anything to-day except 
the regular order of business. 

Mr. POMEROY. I think we had better 
for one morning go through with the morning 
business. The Senator can get a chance to call 
up his bill in five minutes when the morning 
business will be through. 

Mr. CAMERON. 1 will ask for action on 
it in five minutes as soon as the morning busi- 
ness is over. 

Mr. SCOTT. The Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the memorial of Albert 
(jrant, praying payment for money expended 
under contract for the construction of a fire- 
proof storehouse at Schuylkill arsenal, Phila- 
delphia, have instructed me to report it back, 
and ask to be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the subject, accompanied by a 
written report. I make this report in obedi- 
ence to the instructions of the majority of the 
committee, stating that | dissent from it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report will 
be printed, and the committee discharged from 
the further consideration of the subject. 

Mr. SCOLT, from the same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1262) 
for the relief of Charles Hipp, of St. Mary, 
Auglaize county, Ohio, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. SCOTT. I am also directed by the 
same committee, to whom was referred the 
memorial of A. Gordon Mullen, asking the 
passage of an act to authorize the reissue of 
tour bonds destroyed by fire, to report a bill 
his relief. It is a very meritorious case, 
and I ask for the present consideration of 
the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Kansas has objected to the consideration 
of every bill this morning. If he withdraws 
the objection, the Chair will put the question 
to the Senate. 

Mr. POMEROY. I thought we eould go 
through for once with the morning business in 
regular order and then take up these matters 
afterward in order. 

Mr. SCOTT. Then lask leave to withdraw 
the report. 

The VICE 
withdrawn. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, from the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 706) to authorize 
the continuance of mail steamship service be- 
tween the United States and Cuba, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon, which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee 
Finance, to whom was referred the request 
the minister of the German empire that cer 
tain United States bonds burned in Spitzen- 


PRESIDENT. 


The report is 


[ eration of the resolution of the Legislature of dorf, Germany, may be reissued in duplicate 





a i 


\e 


1872. 








to the executors of the owner, who was burned | 
with his property and dwelling, April 5, 1870, || 
submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a || 
bill (8. No. 1071) for the relief of the heirs 
of Wilken Biesterfeldt, late of Spitzendorf, 
Germany. 

The bill was read and passed to the second 
reading; and the report was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. ALCORN, from the select Committee 
on the Levees of the Mississippi River, sub- 
mitted a report; which was ordered to be 
printed. 


SOLDIERS’ BOUNTY ACT. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom was referred a resolution to 
print additional copies of the act in relation 
to bounties, have directed me to report it back 
without amendment, and recommend its pas- 
sage. lI ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was considered, and agreed 
to. as follows: 


Resolved, That five hundred add itional eopies of 
the act in relation to bounties, approved April—, 
1872, be printed for distribution at the document 
room for the use of the Senate. 


ARIZONA AND NEVADA RECONNOTSSANCE. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The same committee |! 
have instructed me to report on the resolution 
to print additional copies of the reconnois- 
sance of Nevada and Arizona. We report 
back two resolutions as a substitute, one a 
Senate resolution, and one a concurrent reso- 
lution. 

The first resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That nine hundred and fifty additional 
copies of the “Reconnoissance of Arizona and 
Nevada” be printed in quarto form and bound, four 
hundred and fifty copies of which shall be for the 
use of the Senate and five hundred for distribution 
by the chief of engineers United States Army. 





he resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 


The second resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representa- | 
tives coneurring,) That four thousand additional 
copies of the. “ Reconnoissanee of Arizona and 
Nevada” be printed in quarto form and bound, one 
thousand copies of which shall be for the use of the 
Senate, twenty-seven hundred and fifty copies forthe | 
use of the House of Representatives, and two hun- | 
dred and fifty copies for distribution by the chief 
of engineers United States Army. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous || 
consent, and agreed to. 





SMITHSONIAN REPORT. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The same committee 
have instructed me to report back the usual 
msolution for printing the Smithsonian report. 

“he resolution was considered by unanimous 
consnt, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resdyed, (the House of Representatives concur- | 
ring.) ‘hat twelve thousand five hundred additional 
coples Othe report of the Smithsonian Institution 
for the yey 1871 be printed; twenty-five hundred of 
which shale for the use of the Senate, five thousand 
for the use * the House, and five thousand for the 
use of the insitution: Provided, That the aggregate || 
number of pags of said report shall not exceed four || 
hundred and fift. and that thereshall be no illustra- 


tions except thee furnished by the Smithsonian 
Institution. 





HO%MR C, BLAKE. | 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Naval || 
Affairs, to whom was.oferred the bill (S. No. || 
952) to advance Capyin Homer C. Blake 
one grade in the Navy,.ave instructed me to 
report it back adversely. 

Mr. President, this im¥)yeg a principle 
which is of very great iMortance in the 
Navy, which has created @ reat deal of | 
interest and I may say @aPPshengion, as 
I suppose all the Senators arta ware, cer- 
tainly those of the Naval Commie are by 
the numerous letters we have rec€-ad, and 
by petitions from numerous officers,y ended 
by the Admiral. I should hike, theyre, 
to state the conclusion to which the , 1. 
mittee have arrived on this subject, althoy, | 
of course it does not bind the Senate, m,), | 
less Congress; but, presuming that the sa, || 
reasons which brought the committee to th. Ht 


conclusion will prevail with the Senate, I beg 
leave to state briefly what they are : 
1. No promotion should be made out of 


| the regular course, except for extraordinary 


and suecessful heroism, leading to valuable 


| results, and then only on the recommendation 


ofthe President of the United States. 
2. No officer dismissed the service by sentence 


of court-martial should be restored, except on 


| the ground that the sentence was unjust, and 
| on the recommendation of the President of 


the United States. 

3. No ofhicer dismissed the service or placed 
on the retired list on account of the habitual 
abuse of spirituous liquors should be restored 
to a position where he would be responsible 
for the property of the Government, the lives 
of officers and seamen, and the honor of the 
American flag 

4. The law allowing the advancement of an 
officer thirty numbers in his own grade for 
extraordinary heroism during the war for the 
suppression of the rebellion should be repealed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 


placed on the Calendar. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


j 
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|| That committee has jurisdiction over it if any 


one has. 
not. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. This is a reso- 


lution, and if it gives rise to debate, like other 


Certainly the Patent Committee has 


| resolutions it must go on the Calendar and lie 


Mr. EDMUNDS asked, and by unanimous || 


consent, obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1065) granting a pension to Charles J. 
Hansen ; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CASSERLY asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1066) granting the right of way and lands 
in aid of the construction of a canal for irriga- 
tion and other purposes in the county of Kl 
Dorado, and other counties in the State of 
California; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on Publie Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEWARE asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1067) to provide for the ereation and regu- 
lation of railroad companies in the Territories 
of the United States; which was read twice 


| by its title, referred to the Committee on the 


Pacific Railroad, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. NYE asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
1068) to provide for the appointment of secre 


| tary of legation at the Court of Japan, and for 
| other purposes; which was read twice by its 


title, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
telations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORTON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1069) establishing two judicial districts in 


| the State of Indiana; which was read twice by 
| its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
| Judiciary. 


Mr. CARPENTER asked, and by anani 
mous eonsent obtained, leave to introduce a 
bill (S. No. 1070) for the relief of Commodore 
William B. Whiting, United States Navy ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval A ffairs. 

JETHRO WOOD. 

Mr. NYE. 
be made: 

Ordered, That the Committee on Claims be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill 
(S. No. 1007) for the relief of the heirs of Jethro 
Wood, the inventor of the modern plow, and that it 
be referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. CARPENTER. 
should not be made. 

The VICEPRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Wisconsin objects to the change of reference. 

Mr. NYE. | am a very innocent instru- 
ment in this | was requested to 
introduce the order, and submitted it to the 
chairman of the 
said it was right. 


I ask that the following order 


[ think that change 


matter, 


Committee on Claims, who 
| do not like to be put in 


}} any fault about it. 


Mr. CARPENTER. There is no question 
of patent law involved in that case. It should 
go to the Committee on Claims. It is a mere 


over. 
Mr. CARPENTER. Let it lie over. 
The VICK PRESIDENT. 


IAYDEN’S GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


Mr. POMEROY submitted the tollowing res 

eo. : 
Olution; which was reterred to the Committee 
on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Represent 
atives concurring,) That there be printed and bound 
with maps and other illustrations, twenty-four thou 
sand copies of Professor Hayden's annual report of 
the United States geological survey of the Territories 
for 1871, fitteen thousand copies of which shall be for 
the use of the House of Representatives, five thou- 
sand copies for the use of the Senate, two thousand 
copies for the use of the Secretary of the Interior, 
and two thousand copies for distribution by the 
Smithsonian Institution. 


It will lie over, 


ORDER OF BUSINKEss, 


Mr. MORTON. I entered a motion yester- 
day to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
(H. RK. No. 1030) to regulate eleetions in 
Washington and Idaho Territories was passed. 
It is important for several reasons that that 
question of reconsideration should be determ 
ined this morning, and as the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. Corserr] is particularly inter 
ested in it, | ask that that question may be 
taken up and disposed of now. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Indiana that it ean- 
not be taken up now, as the billwhas not yet 
been returned trom the House of Representa- 
tives. The bill must be here when the motion 
to reconsider is taken up and acted upon, so 
that when taken up it can be laid on the table, 
rejected, or assed. 

Mr. SCOTT and others rose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I appeal to the Senate to 


| take up House bill No. 1194, the benefit of 


r 


which accrues to a widow in the settlement 
of the accounts of her husband. It is a small 
private bill reported by the Committee on 
Foreign Kelations. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Uf there be no 
further morning business, the Chair, will ree- 
ognize the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

HOUR OF MEKTING. 

Mr. SCOTT. [I rise for the purpose of ecall- 
ing up the resolution fixing the hour of meet- 
ing. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Pennsylvania has on three different days given 
notice of his desire to call up this resolution, 
which is to perfect the business of the body, 
and of course has priority. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
Vania. 

Mr. SUMNER. I doubt whether it is ex 
pedient for us to proceed to thatnow. I think 
it is entirely premature, and | think the Senate 
had much better take up the bill, which is 
nearly finished, with regard to schools in the 
District of Columbia, and I wil! move that. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 


motion cannot be amended. 


The pending 
It is one of the 
independent motions that must be adopted or 
rejected on their own merits. 

Mr. SUMNER. ‘Then I hope the Senate 
will be good enough to vote down the prop- 
osition of my exceilent friend from Peunsyl- 
vania on two grounds: first, because it is 
premature, preco¢ 1OUs, ll | Hay use the CxX- 
pression; and, in the 


econd place, becau e 


there is another measure which is nearly fin- 


ished, which it is much more important the 
Senate should act upon; that is, the bili to 
secure equal rights in the schools of the Dis 
trict of Columbia. L hope my friend will not 


inte rpose any obpection to that. Let us Lake 
up that bill and finish it. 


it before o 


| hope we can finish 
ne o clock. The Senator from Dela 


appeal to the generosity of the Government. || ware has some remarks to make upon it, 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Since J have been taken 





off the floor when [ think I bad a clear mght 
to it, | in on going on with the regular order 
li \ 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ohio insists on the regular order, and 
i} tion » proceed to the considerauon 

the resol i fixu ho of meeting. 

Mr. SCOTTI | iiswer the appeal of 
Lhe Set Th J mhuuselts H nan 
ner | I il norning that I shall 
hardly | ed discourteous if | say his 
aAppea ‘ pt school bill is perhaps 
‘pre c i line; and as it 1s evi 
de { the »f the Senate tO settle this 
que , he meeting, if it be not 
thre pole isu ol the Senate to put it into im 
mediate operation we can fix the day upon 

ich it shall yo into Operation, | hope it 
Vill te i i id disposed of now. 

Mr. SI | | ‘ | think we had better not 
take up t lay. We can take it up some 
otl NH yhben is desirable to act upon it. 

Ir. MORKILL, of Vermont. I trust the 
Senator from Pennsylvania will fix the first 
of next week; say Monday next. 

Mr. SCOT] We must get thre resolution 
up vbelOre We Can amend it 

Phe VICK PRESIDENT, lhe resolution 

not yet taken up lhe question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

fhe motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
resumed the consideration of the following 
re ) 

Me ned, That until otherwise ordered the hour 
of the daily meeting of the Senate shall be eleven 

ock MT 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I move to 
insert ‘*on and after Monday next.’’ 

Mr. CAMERON. I rose tor the purpose 
ol making the same motion. 

lhe amendment was agreed to 

The resolution, as amended, was adopted, 

JUDICIAL DISTRICT IN NORTH CAROLINA, 

Mr. POOL, Mr. SUMNER, and others ad- 
dressed the Chair. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair rec- 
onze the Senator from North Carolina, 
(Mr. Poow.| He made a report this morning 
ona matter local to his State, which he gave 
re ce he would ask the Senate to con ider at 
the close of the morning business. 

Mr. CAMERON. A few moments ago | 
reported a biil from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and | gave notice that before the 
ciose of the wornuing hour | should call it up. 


l now make that motuon 


I} VICK PRESIDENT. That biil has 
rone on the Calendar. The Chair would like 
to recogn several Senators at once, but he 
cun recognize only one at a time, He has 
recognized the Senator from North Carolina 
i who asks for the consideration of a bill 
In which i constituents are interested. 

Mr. CAMERON. IL thought mine came 
first, and | gave notice that I would make the 
motion immiunediately atter the close of the 
mor ny business 

hhe VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Minnesota, [ Mr. Ramsgy,] the Senator 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Sumner,] and the 
sen trom North Carolina. { Mr. Poot. } 
gave sSiunlar notices, but the Chair has now 


North Carolina. 
1 desire to say that tor 
have 
Of course | give 


Oynize d the Senator ft 
Mr. KELLOGG 


three or f 


om 


mr consecutive mornings | 


endeavored to get 


honorable friend trom North Caro 
the Chair 


up a bil 


fo my 


Wray 


: 
a: but | understand to Say re 


peatedly, ‘Such a gentleman has risen to his 
feet such a time and has desired to get the 
attention of the Chair.’’ Now | file a caveat 
In udvance | should like to have the Chair 
take n ce of the tact that | desire to get up 


a bill and attempted to do so betore any ot 


these gentlemen who have been on the tloor 


for the las! live minutes 


The VICK PRESIDENT. 


lhe Chair will 


take notice of the suggestion of the Senator | toand from the United States, in case of return, on |i 


from Louisiana; but by parliamentary law he 
can recognize only one Senator at a time, and 
he e nize the first who rises. 
When any Senator of a desire 
to call up a bi | the ( h iilr endeavors to remem- 
ber that The Senator from North 
Carolina did give such a notice in regard to 
the bill which he now desires to callup. The 
Chair must state, however, that the bill was 
reported today, and therefore it 
unanimous consent for its consideration. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is a bill creating 
a new judicial district in North Carolina. i 
am opposed to the bill, and therefore I do not 


ndeavors to rec 


gives a notice 


nol ice, 


requires 


think it ought to be passed in the morning 
hour. 
The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 


from Illinois objects, and the bill cannot be 
considered. 
JOILN 


Mr. SHERMAN. 
llouse bill No 


mittee on Foreign Relations. 


SEYS. 


I now move to take up 
1194, reported from the Com- 
It will take but 
a moment, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
ported 4 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
of April. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1194) directing 
the proper officers in the Treasury Depart- 
ment to credit John Seys, of Ohio, with the 
It directs the proper 
accounting officers in the Treasury Depart- 
ment to audit and allow to John Seys. of 
Ohio, formerly minister resident and consul 
geveraloft the United States at Liberia, in the 
final adjustment and settlement of his accounts 
minister, the sum of $1,161 64, it 
being the amount of his salary as minister for 
the period of one hundred and six days occu- 
pied by him in coming to the United States 
and returning to Liberia, in 1868. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is just about double 
the amount the law allows for a man to come 
home. How is that? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The report accompany- 
ing the bill will probably explain it in the 
shortest time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have 
the report read. It may be perfectly right, 
but itis beyond what the law has provided. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Here is the report 
made by a Representative from Vermont, Mr. 
WILLARD, in the House of Representatives. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will read the House report. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report 
made in the House of Representatives by. Mr. 
Wittarp, of Vermont: 


When was that bill re- 


On the 2d day 


sum therein mentioned. 


as such 


The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which was 
referred the petition of John Seys, of Ohio, formerly 
minister resident and consul general at Liberia, sub- 
mits the following report: 

On the 1th of November, 1867, Mr. Seys was 
granted leave of absence from his post as minister at 
Liberia for six months. At that time there was no 
provision of law torbidding payment of salaries dur- 
ing absences on leave. Onthe 15th of January, 1868, 
Mr. Seys, in acknowledging the receipt of the letrer 
ot Seeretary of State, granting him his leave of ab- 
sence, stated that he should not probably avail him- 
selfotit until June. Thecorrespondence shows that 
Mr. Seys left Liberia about the middle of May, and 
was absent until the 15th of the following December. 
On his arrival in the United States in July, he was 
informed of the provision in the consular and diplo- 
matic appropriation bill, approved March 30, 1868, 
prohibiting the payment of salaries to ministers or 
consuls during absences from their posts tor more 
than sixty days in any one year. Inthe partial ad- 
justment ot his accounts, Mr. Seys has been allowed 
salary for only sixty days, between the date of his 
leaving Liberia and his return to his post. The sal- 
ary of the minister at Liberia is $4,000 annually. In 
the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill, ap- 
proved March 3, 1869, the section in the law above 
referred to, respecting paymeats of salaries during 
absences trom posts of duty, was repealed, and it was 
enacted 

* That no diplomatie or consular officer shall re- 
ceive salary for the time during which he may be 
absent from his post (by leave or otherwise) beyond 
the term of sixty days in any one year: Provided, 


| That the time equal to that usually occupied in going 
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| scount of several members. 


leave, of such diplomatic or consular officer, to the 
United States, may be allowed in addition to said 
sixty days.”’ 

Inasmuch as Mr. Seys was not aware of the law 
passed in March, 1868, until his arrival! in this coun- 
try, in July subsequently, and his leave of absence 
was granted to him prior to the passage of that law, 
it isunjust to apply to his case the provisions of that 
law; and it seems not only equitable but just to deal 
with him as liberally as is provided by the law of 
March 3, 1869, and allow him his salary for the 
time occupied by himin coming to the United States 
and returning to his post, a period of one hundred 
and six days, amounting to $1,161 64. 

It appearing by a letter from the Fifth Auditor of 
the Treasury that the accounts of Mr. Seys, so far 
as adjusted, show a balance due from him to the 
United States, the committee report the accom pa- 
nying bill, and recommend its passage. 


The biil was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 





| the third time, and passed. 


POST BILL. 


Mr. RAMSEY. I hope the Senate will now 
allow me to dispose of the post route bill. It 
will not occupy five minutes unless gentlemen 
insist on having it read, which is unusual. 

Mr. SUMNER. How long is the bill? 

Mr. RAMSEY. It isa long bill, but it is 
not usually read. 


Mr. SUMNER. 


ROUTE 


How many pages? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It must be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Minnesota moves that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the annual post route 
bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1666) to establish 
certain post roads. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If any Senator 
desires it, the bill will be reported in full. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Iask that the bill be read 
in full. 

The VICE 
read. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Let the amendments of the 
committee be read also as they occur. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The amend- 
ments reported by the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, as they are reached 
in the text of the bill, will be read and acted 
on. 

Mr. CAMERON. If this big bill is to be 
read, it is contrary to the understanding, and 
I object. 

Mr. RAMSEY. It is too late to object. 
The Senate have agreed to enter on the con- 
sideration of the bill. It has been taken up 
by a vote. 

the VICK PRESIDENT. 
been taken up by a vote. 
subject to objection. 

Mr. CAMERON. 
over until to-morrow. ' 

The VICK PRESIDENT. That meton 1s 
in order. Pending the reading of thig¥ill, the 
Senator from Pennsylvania moves “&t it be 
postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I withdraw the call for 
the reading of the bill. 

Mr. EUMUNDS. The rev!®g 
dispensed with. ; 

Mr: SPENCER. I hoy, the bill will be 
passed without reading, +! 15 merely naming 
new post routes. oie ; : 

The VICE PRESIDANT. The question is 
on postponing the bi’ until to-morrow. 

Mr. CONKLING. [ask the Senator from 
Vermont, if I mac Whether, if the Committee 
on Post Othces Af ost Roads assure US that 
this bill cont‘@S nothing except the post 
routes, the S2ator then wauts it read at large. 

Mr. KbDW/w N DS. I do Most decidedly, not 
that | onal doubt in the slightest degree the 
word of #@ committee, but 1 believe it would 
be q fal practice in this body to adopt the 
plan Passing a bill without reading it. Ido 
not #re If itis a bill quoted out of the Serip- 
tures 10 fact, in that case it had better be read. 

wr. CONKLING. Lt quoted out of the 
siptures, I think it ought to be read on 


[ Laughter. } 


RESIDENT. The bill will be 


The bill has 
lt is not, therefors 


Then I move that i lie 


“annot be 








1872. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania has made a motion to post- 
pone the further cousideration of the bill until 
to-morrow. 

Mr. RAMSEY. The bill must be consid- 
ered at some time, and it may as well be con- 
sidered now. 

Ibe motion was not agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
will read the bill. 

Phe Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill, 
and having read several pages, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest that the bill be 
read as amended by the Post Office Commit- 
tee, That will save a little time. 

The VICE PRKSIDENT. The Chair will 
regard the amendments as agreed to without 
any formal vote. The Secretary will now 
report the bill without noticing the amend- 
ments, and read the bill as if the amendments 
were incorporated in the text. 

The Chief Clerk having read several more 


mces 


The Secretary 


Mr. EDMUNDS. On reflection I do not 
think it right to have my single will inter- 
posed against that of the rest of the Senate 
to compel the reading of this bill. If nobody 
else wants it read, I withdraw my call. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair has 
examined it. There is no legislation except 
the names of the routes. The amendments 
will be regarded as agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendments 
curred in. 

Mr. CORBETT. I am authorized by the 
committee, on page 31, line seven hundred and 
forty-eight, alter the word ‘‘via,’’ to move 
to insert ‘* Manzanita, Hanna’s Ferry, Big 
Meadows;’’ and in line seven hundred and 
forty nine, to add ‘* to Jacksonville ;’? and in 
line seven hundred and fifty-one, after ‘‘ Coos 
City,’ to insert ‘* Mansfield.’’ 

Che amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WRIGHT. After line two hundred and 
thirty-four, under the head of ‘‘ lowa,’’ I move 
to insert ‘*from Neola to Glenwood.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


were con- 


li 


he amendments were ordered to be en- 
grossed, and the bill to be read a third time. 
lhe bill was read the third time, and passed. 


REDEMPTION OF 


Mr. SHERMAN. The Senate passed a bill 
the other day which was considered of import- 
ance in regard to the redemption of lands sold 
for taxes held by the United States. The Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. Pomeroy] moved a 
reconsideration. That has been pending for 
some time. He desires to offer an amend- 
ment to one section of the bill to which I have 


LANDS. 


no objection. I should like to have that 
adopted and let the bill go to the House. It 


will take but a moment. 

By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded 
to consider the motion to reconsider the vote 
on the passage of the bill (S. No. 780) to pro- 
vide for the redemption and sale of lands held 
by the United States under the several acts 
levying direct taxes. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to; 
and the vote ordering the bill to be engrossed 
for a third reading was reconsidered. 

Mr. POMEROY. I move to amend the 
eighth section by inserting, after the word 
‘*no,’’ the words ‘‘ farm, plantation, estate, 
or;’’ and after the word ‘‘cemetery,’’ in line 
two, by inserting ‘‘or which has been set 
apart for that purpose ;’’ so as to make the 
section read: 

That no farm, plantation, estate, or lots or tracts 
of land on which there is a national cemetery, or 
which has been set apart by the President of the 
United States for that purpose and now needed for 


military or naval purposes, shall be included within 
the provisions of this act. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 
that amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


I have no objection to 


i) ‘The VICE PRESIDENT, 


Ihe bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
JUDGES IN MISSISSIPPI. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 


hour has expired, and the Post Oftice appro- 


priat on bill is before the Senate. 
Mr. AMES. I should like to have Senate 
bill No. 913, to provide for the appointment 





of a district judge in each of the judicial dis- 
tricts of Mississippi, taken up and considered. 

Phe VICK PRESIDENT. It requires unan- 
lini ynsent. 

Mr. WINDOM. I shall not object to this 
one bill if it does not 
TRUMBULL. 
another judge. 

Phe ViCk PRESIDENT. It requires unan- 


imous sut to consider the bill at 


US CC 


give rise to discussion. 


Chat 


Mr. 


is a bill to make 


cons this 
Stage. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I wish to say one word 
in regard to this bill; I will take but a mo- 
ment. here are quite a number of bills cre- 
ating additional districts in the United States. 
1 am opposed to them all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 


judge in Mississippi. 


This does not create one, 

It does create another 

1 believe there is no oc- 
casion for two judges there, and | believe there 
is no occasion for the multiplication of judicial 
districts in the United States. I am opposed 
to them all, and I will certainly object to those 
bills being called up by unanimous consent and 
passed in this way. 

The ViCKk PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Minnesota who reported the Post Office 
appropriation bill gave notice of his objection 
to debate. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
asks unanimous consent during the morning 
hour to take up a bill, and the Senator from 
Minnesota gives notice that he will object to 
further requests. 

Mr. WINDOM. I give notice now that I 
will object to any other after the bill proposed 
by the Senator trom Pennsylvania, 


SERVICES TO GERMANY OF AMERICAN OFFICERS, 

Mr. CAMERON. I move to take up Senate 
joint resolution No. 6. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the title of the biil report d vy the 
Senator from Pennsylvania from the Commiit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 
jection. 

Mr. CAMERON. I trust there will be no 


objection, as it is a mere matter of form. 


lt is subject to ob- 


| The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution 
| (S. R. No. 6) permitting certain diplomauc 
and consular otticers of the United States in 
France to accept testimonials from the em- 
peror of Germany for their friendly services 
to the subjects of the emperor during the war 
between France and Germany, 

Mr. SUMNER. 
the committee ? 

Mr. CAMERON. 

Mr. SUMNER. 


my whole soul. 


Has that the sanction of 


Yes, sir. 
I must object to it with 


Mr. SPRAGUE. I object. 
The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts and the Senator from 


Ruode Island both object. 
Mr. SUMNER. I consider it a most vicious 
proposition, utterly untenable, 


Mr. CASSERLY. I cannot sustain such a 
proposition under any circumstances. 

Mr. CAMERON. I trust Senators will 
allow me to say a word before they put in 
their objections. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I object to any debate 
on it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. lhe Senator 


from Rhode Island objects to any debate. 
Mr. CAMERON. I! 
it. but only to say a 


Mr. t 


do not wish to debate 
word in explanation. 
SPRAGUE. I cannot consent. 

Mr. CAMERON. 1 can make my remarks 
on the post office bill, then, if I like. [Laugh- 
ter. | 
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appropriation bill is now before the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole, aud the Senator 
from Pennsylvania has risen to debate it. 

Mr. CAMERON. What is the question ? 
{ Laughter. ] 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the pending amendment. When 
the bill was previously considered i was pro 
gressed with as far as the amendment to the 
fourth section, Che Secretary will now report 
the amendment to that section. 

lhe Chief Clerk read the amendment pro 
posed to section four, which was in line six to 
strike out the words ** San Francisco’? and in 
sert ** some port of the United States on the 


Pacific coast ;’’ and in line eight to strike out 
© $500,000" and insert ‘*31,000,000."" ~*~ 

Mr. WINDOM. L desire on the part of the 
committee to perfect this amendment before 
itis acted upon. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The 
from Pennsylvania was recognized, 

Mr. WINDOM. I have no objection to the 
Senator being heard. 

Mr. CAMERON. [| move that that part of 
the bill be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The effect of 
that motion, if it should prevail, would be to 
refer the whole bill. 

Mr. CAMERON. Of course, I understand 
that. It seems to me that all these questions 
which have direct to connection 
with foreign countries ought to be examined 
by that committee which has charge of all our 
foreign relations. I make this motion because 
it is time we should look into our condition 
with regard to Kurope as well as Asia and all 


| do 


is 


Senator 


relation our 


the other countries beyond the o¢ean. Oo 
there an 
objection made by the Senator from Massa- 


more particularly now because 


chusetts, and the Senator from California, and 
the from Rhode Island, aud I am 
surprised at the Senator from Rhode Island 
especially ; 


Senator 


because he is generally so liberal 
and so grand in all his notions 
Mr. SPRAGUE. 
Mr. CAMERON. The emperor of { iermany 


has, through his minister here, asked the State 


1 am against ornament, 


Department to call upon Congress to allow 
him to present some testimonials to our diplo 

matic and consular officers in France for ex 

traordinary services which they rendered to 
sick and disabled members the German 
It seems that Mr. Washburne, as well 
as allthose representing our country in France, 
were especially careful of the sick end wounded 
German soldiers who happened in 
France and under their care. [or that reason 
the resolution was reported this morning, and 
| do not believe that any Senator here, if he 
will reflect upon it for a moment, will object 
to granting this request made by the emperor 
of Germany, a man who has rendered such 
important services to his country as at the 
present time to make him hold the highest 
place in his country that anybody ever has held, 
and who has had around him, as they have 
proved by their acts, the ablest men in the 
world, both in the field and 
When such men come here and ask our Gov- 
ernment that they shall be allowed to make 
a small testimonial of their gratitude for the 
extraordinary services performed by our min 

isters and consuls, why should we 


ol 
aruyy. 


to be 


in the cabinet. 


refuse 80 
small a request? Our ministers do not ask 
this; our consuls do not ask it; but the em- 


peror of Germany himself nakes a request 
through the State Department that he shail be 
allowed to manifest his kindly feeling toward 
this country and the representatives of this 
country. 

Having said th | should 


, | have said all 


have said before, and now I withdraw my 
motion to reter. 
The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 


withdraws the motion to refer. The question 
recurs on the amendment reported by the 
Committee on Appropriations. 
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Mr. SUMNER Ihe Constitution of the 
United State ty 
person t iin flee of profit or trust 
a United without the 
‘ , ¢ re ! ent, emoiu 
' i" | 1 W ver, from any 
ki prinee, ori n State 
Not even from the German empire. Con- 
ress fa tO I rule 1 n the begin 
ning, | be e to allo diplomatic 
venta to COLVE iything from a foreign 
Power It ‘ tllowed its naval officers who 
ha rendered some humane service at sea to 
the ub {fa tore) Power to receive 
ame reward or recognition, some honor, some 
complinent, but nas never. allowed any 
perso mit tip matic ervice to receive 
iy | reward, h 0 or ¢ ympliment | 
think the Senate will see that this rule proceed 
‘ und from which we cannot depart. It 
hisal « entative ad must be kept 
‘ avoOVe i cron of ae ng under tor 
t nilhuenes or the emy ition of foreign 
eward Nor should we be gratified, | 
{ kot ‘ ese represeutatives abroad wear 
i it their butt holes the insignia of any 
foreiyn Powe L hope r, the Senate will 
not take up this matter again. It ought to be 
allowed to drop out of sight 
Mr. CAMERON I may be allowed to say 
a word more Of course none of this 1s 
etly in order The Constitution is as the 
Senator from Ma ichusett has read it; but 
Congre s has frequently allowed officers of 
this Government to recive ¢ mpi nents from 


foreign Governments. It m: 15 be that a di Iplo- 


mat of ours has never received such a com- 
pliment, but 1 do remember that a minister 
abroad once did receive acompliment, whether 
it wa by leave of Congress or not, from the 
emperor of Russia. | do not desire to men 
tion bis name now l take it for granted that 
he had the authority of Congress, but | can- 
not put my tinger upon the law. 

But this is no unusual thing. Che Senator 
tells us that the Constitution says it shall not 
be done; but I think if the Senator had read 
a little further he would have found that the 
Constitution says it shall not be done without 
permission of Congress. Certainly, Congress 
has the right to say whether they shall receive 
it or not; and that is the reason the emperor 
of Germany has made the application here, 


knowing full well that these 


geutlemen cannot! 
receive any compliment from him without per- 
mission of Congress. He has made proper 


application through the 
and the 


Department of State, 
Committee on Foreign Relations in- 
structed me to report the resolution. 


to from It. 


| cannot 
It seems to 
applicable 
and our position in regard to Ger- 
emperor 


see any wrong come 


me at this moment it 
wo 


itty 


is particularly 
our CHSe@ 
Lint 


should Lye 


the of Germany himself 
allowed to express his approbation 


of the persons representing the people of the 


United States abroad. | trust that when the 
resolut on Comes up 
Mr. SUMNER. Alloweme to ask the Sena 


yr can he not express his approbation without 


giving them a present or a title ? 


Mr. CAMERON. ‘That is for him, not for 
me. 
Mr. SUMNER. It is for us to say whether 


one of our officers shall receive a present or a 
title from the emperor of Germany. 
Mr. CAMERON. = It is not for 


from Massachusetts to object. 


Mr. WINDOM., I do not wish to inter- 
fere with this debate, but it occurs to me 
that a point of order might well be suggested 
here, 

Mr. CAMERON. l think 80, LOO, and | 
Rive up. 

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL 

Mr. MORTON. What is the pending bill ? 

Fhe VICE PRESIDENT. The bill (H. 
No. 1070) making appropriations for the ser- 


the Senator | 


| on the | 


objection, 


vice of the Post Office Department for the year | 


ending 


June 80, 1873, is before the Senate as | sidy in order to carry on its business. 





a nS _ mate 


in Committee of the Whole, the pending ques- 


tion ep on the amendment of the Com- 
mitt 1 Approp jations, to strike out in the 
fourth section the word ‘** San Francisco,’’ in 
line x, and insert **some port of the United 
Ssiates on the Pacific COASL, and “4 and in line 
eight to strike out ‘** five hundred thousand ”’ 
and insert ‘* one million;’’ so as to make the 
clause read 

For steamship service between some port of the 
United States, on the Pacific coast, and Japan and 
China, $1,000,000, 

Mr. MORTON. Is it in order for me to 
move that debate upon amendments to this 


bill be limited to five minutes ? 
that motion. 
Mr. WINDOM. 
Ihe VICK 


trom Minnesot 


If it is I make 


Mr. President—— 
PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator 
arose to a question of order, 
aid him the floor, since the 
or from Pennsylvania resumed his seat 
the point of order dropped. TheSenator 
Indiana now limit debate on 


but that not give 


sPena 
and 
from 


moves to 


the amendments to this bill. 
Mr. WINDOM. I hope debate will not be 
limited These are very important amend- 


ments, and certainly should be discussed for 
a little while without being confined 
five-mimutes ‘here are some two 
three very important amendments to this bill; 
and | hardly think the Senate 
sider them with this 
do address 
length. 


lhe VICE 


oan} 
ruie,. 


desires to con 
limitation of debate. I 


not desire to the Senate at any 


PRESIDENT. 


The motion is 


undebatable if insisted upon. 

Mr. MORTON.  Iswithdraw it for the 
present. 

Mr. WINDOM. On reconsideration the 


Committee on Appropriations have instructed 
ie to ask the non concurrence of the Senate in 
the amendments in lines six and seven of sec- 
tron four, 
form in which the House passed it. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Leaving 
increased appropriation ? 

Mr. WINDOM. This does not 

with the appropriation ; I refer only to 
amendment striking out ‘*San Francisco,’ 
aud inserting ** some port of the United States 
Pacific Coast,’’ 
ViCk PRESIDENT. If there be no 
that amendment of the committee 
will be disagreed to. The bill will be restored 
in regard San Francisco as it was origin- 
ally. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask the Senator from 
Minnesota whether there is any objection to 
making the language as it was 1n the original 
bill tor the service, passed, | think, in 1865 or 
1866—‘* for steamship service between 
city of San Francisco,’’ or ‘* the port of 
Irancisco,’’ | forget which—I think that would 
be more specific. ‘*San Franciseo”’ includes 


the 


Lhe 


to 


to the | 
or | 


so that the bill may be left in the | 


interfere | 
the 





a district of country eight or ten miles long, | | 


think. 

Mr. tg WART. It would not narrow it | 
any to say ** port of San Francisco.” 

Mr. C ASSE RLY. My impression is that it 


would be a better word, because, 
gives the greatest facilities. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That will be in 
order after the committee’s amendments are 
disposed of. ‘The first question is on the com- 
mittee’s amendments. 


of course, it 


Mr. CASSERLY. Ido not press it if the | 
Senator in charge of the bill does not accept 
it at once. 

Mr. WINDOM. I hope the amendment of 


the committee will be adopted as it now stands. 
[ have heard no objection to it. I do not 
care to speak on it unless objection be made 
to it. 

Mr. 


reason 


KELLY. I should like to hear some 
for granting this large subsidy. It 
seems to me that the friends of it ought to 
show that it is really necessary for this China 
steamship company to have an increased sub- 


It 
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| Gess in their trading ; 








_ 2, 


already has a subsidy of § 
monthly service. 
now ? 


$500,000 a year for 
Why should that be i increased 
I understand the company is in a very 
prosperous condition, and the trade between 
China and Japan and the western coast of the 
United States is so great that they are required 
to double the service, to make it a semi- 
monthly instead of a monthly line, for the 
purpose of accommodating that trade. Now, 
we to make this great bestowment upon 
that company simply for nothing, merely be- 
cause they are compelled, in order to accom- 
modate the trade, to increase the number of 
their steamships and the number of trips 
between the coast of the United States and 
Asia? I think some good reason ought to be 
given for this increase. Certainly the Treas- 
ury is not so full of money at this time that we 
can make these bestowments. Unless there 
can be some good reason given for them we 
ought not to do it. 

If this were a subsidy simply to establish a 
steamship line, I do not say that I would have 
any serious Objection to it. There is one pro- 
posed between the same port of San Francisco 
and the British Australian possessions. To 
that I could have no serious objection, because 
it is in its infar.cy and struggling for existence 
and trying to create a trade with people of our 
own race. But the steamship line plying be- 
tween California and China and Japan is fully 
inaugurated ; itis trading with people not of 
our own kindred, not of our own race; and 
let me say here that the entire people of the 
Pacific coast, as I believe, are opposed to the 
immigration of the Chinese who are brought 
here by these vessels. I know well that they 
are not a desirable population. It is right 
and proper to treat them well while they 
here; but let us leave them in their own 
homes; let us have men of our own race to 
do our own labor and our own work, instead 
of bringing the Japanese and the Chinese to 


are 


| compete with the laborers of our own coun- 


try. I know it is detrimental to our people to 
have them here. They never mingle with us. 
They have no lot or part with us. They come 
to compete with our own laboring people, and 
if they make money they take it away, ard if 
they die here their bones are returned to their 
own people. They never expect to become 
part and parcel of the population of the United 
States, and to have a permanent residence 
here. 

Why should we bring that class of people 
here, aliens in our own midst, men having no 
athinity with us, no part, no lot with us or with 
any one with whom we are connected; and 
yet that class of persons, which we bring to 


|| us, come by this very line of steamers that we 
the 
San | 


are now asked to increase the large subsidy 
already possessed by it. I wish them suc- 

g; in their carrying of pas- 
sengers of our own race; but I do not desire 
that these men shall be brought here to com- 
pete with our own people; and that is the 
reason why | do not wish that we should pay 
this company an increased subsidy for ruining 
the population of the Pacifie coast. For this 
reason | shall certainly vote against this 
amendment, and shall do what I can to pre- 
vent the increase of this subsidy, unless some 
very different reasons are shown for it than I 
expect can be presented. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. President, the proposition 
embodied in the amendment is to double the 
service in carrying the mails between the Uni- 
ted States and the ports of China and Japan. 
The increase of compensation for that is in 
consequence of the anticipated increase of the 
service. If the service is not increased, of 
course the compensation will not be increased. 
The opposition that my friend from Oregon 
{Mr. KELLY] makes to it is based upon an 
idea that is almost entirely foreign to the 
question; it is opposition to the Chinese. 
‘There are in this country a few thousand of 
that population. The number is not increas- 


ing, nor will it in all probability increase if 
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the communications between this country and 
that are facilitated. Most of the Chinese 
eome by other conveyance than the steamers 
which are to carry the mails. That some 
come in this way and go back by this couvey- 


ance is true; but much the larger portion of 
the immigration to and emigration from this 
country of that class of people 18 by other 


conveyance than the China steamers. 

{ do not intend to waste time in the argu- 
ment of this question now; but let me direct 
the attention of the Senate tothe fact that it 
is not the Chinaman alone or China alone that 
is to be brought into closer connection with our 

ountry by the ests ablishment of this line and 
at nerease of this service. There is now in 
this city an embassador 07 a numerous re e 
nue from the empire of Japan, which has bu 
lately been Opened up to communication with 
the rest of the world, and the change that is 
indicated by this in the long-continued policy 
of Japan is attributable, in my opinion, to the 
establishment of this mail line. It has done 
more to arouse that people, and to awaken 
them to the importance of communication with 
the rest of the world, than all other causes 
combined. 

Japan contains a population of between 
thirty-five and thirty six million inhabitants, 
a population nearly as numerous as that of all 
the United States. That they are an industri- 
ous people, an evergetic people, and an intel- 
ligent people is abuadantly demonstrated by 
their publie acts within the last few months. 
They have conceived a desire to become more 
familiarly related in business, in polities, and 
in diplomacy with the United States of Amer- 
ica, and they have shown that desire not only 
by sending their embassadors to our own cap- 
ital, but by sending their youth here to be 
educated, to learn our institutions and cus- 
toms, as well as our language. They have 
come here in numbers, and are found in nearly 
all our schools. Even some of the girls of 
that country have been brought here to receive 
au education under our advanced civilization. 
And must we repel this people? Is that wise 
statesmanship? I say let them ‘come, and 
when they come let us continue to treat them 
as men and brethren. 

Not only do they seek closer relations with 
us in this way, but they 
of our own people in other respects. Many 
of our revenue officers have been sent for by 


accept the guidance || 


| proximity, 





that Government, and have gone over there to | 


instruct them in the arts of civilization 
enlightenment, which they expect 
through these sources. Your Commissioner 
of Agriculture has gone. Some of the revenue 
oflicers of the best standing in San Francisco 
have been sent for and are now employed i 

that country, and some have been taken from 
your own Treasury Department forthe purpose 
of instructing them in the art of acquiring 
wealth and advancement in the science of 
poliical economy. They are exceedingly 
desirous of closer relations with this coun- 
try. 


and 
to derive 


Sir, Japan constitutes a center of wealth. 
There is vast wealth in that empire as well as 
in the empire of China. Without elaborating 
this point, let me ask attention to the fact that 
from the earliest period of written history 
the nations that have had successively the 
control of trade and communication with these 
ancient and established nations have reaped 
great advantages from it. Nobody will dispute 
this proposition. In the progress of time, in 


are now their nearest neighbors. By the set- 
tlement upon the Pacific coast which has 
occurred within the last twenty or few more 
years, and by the Opening of communica- 
tion across this continent, we find ourselves, 
almost to our surprise, the nearest neighbors 
of these ancient and wealthy empires, and we 
also find ourselves in better relations with 
them than any other people. 





lis 


| the honorable Senator 





overlook these things, nor underestimate their 
importance, as some of us are disposed to do. 
They are keeping up their 
with these countries at great expense. They 
are keeping them up at a cost more than three 
times that which we would be willing to ex- 
pend for the same seryice, and I wish this to 
be remembered by Senators. I have the facts 
before me. ‘The facts so far as they relate 
France I will not go into, because I have not 
the definite figures ; but theanxiety manifested 
on the part of France to keep up communica- 
tion with these ancient 
as that of Great Britain, 1 to wh ch 
I intend now briefly to call the attention of 
the Senate. Great Britain, in orderto keep 
up her steam communication, which ints 
to carrying the mails and busing ss communi 
cations with India and China, pays more than 
£450,000 a year, or $2,225,000 in gold. In 
our currency it would amount to something 
more than two and a half millions, for a semi 
monthly mark you 
the same countries also a semi-monthly ser- 
vice, and they alternate, that by the Isth- 
mus of Suez the service from Europe to Asia 
a weekly service. But by reason of our 
we are able with a semi-monthly 
service to enjoy all the acraninges which they 
enjoy by a more frequent service 

lhe Senator from Oregon as sks why this 
should be done. I say the reason is appar- 


communications 


to 


e mpires is as great 


in reference 


ste amo 


service, France has with 


S50 


| ent, that the communication that is kept up 
| by the Governments of western Europe with 


these countries is sustained in the same man 
ner, that is, by assisting these mail lines ; and 
unless we afford similar and 
as much wisdom as they do, we cannot expect 
to control the commerce, the trade, and the 
advantages that are controlled by those coun- 
tries. 

Mr. President, some years ago I was a mem- 
ber of the House of Hepresentatives, and a 
member of the Committee on Post Otfices and 
Post Roads of that body. On returning by 
sea from California, | came in association with 
masters of vessels, who gave me much inform- 
ation concerning the trade of that country, 
and immediately upon my return | introduced 
a bill providing for the present steamship ser 
vice between China and the United States. It 
was reported from that committee favorably 
and passed both Houses of Congress. That 


assistance show 








line has now been in operation for a number 


f years. ‘The limit that was required by the 
law as to the size of vessels, &c., was excelled 
by the company. They did more really than 
they were required to do by the law. It has 
been eminently successful, and I doubt not all 
the American people, every Senator is co 
to-day of that lineof steamships. It has beer 

successful, and is becoming more fice 
monih to month and year to year, and will 
become more and more sothe more we encour- 


SO 


age it, and the people of the United States will 
fully indorse all that Congress does in that 


direction. 

This matter has been recommended several 
times in the annual messages of the President. 
It has been recommended by the Post Office 
Department, by the Secretary of the Treasury ; 
and let me add here, if it were a matter of 
mere adminisiration, as such things are in 
England, France, and Germany, there would 
be no difficulty, because in a matter of mere 
administration there is an opportunity to look 
at the facts and to investigate them, such as 


| members of either branch of Congress often 
the circling of events, it so happens that we || 


do not have. It is almost impossible for them 
to look into the details of a subject of this sort. 
I say, therefore, if this were really a matter of 
administration, there would be no doubt in my 
mind about policy that is 
pursued by the nations of Kurope in reference 
to this business 

I do not wis 


our tollowing the 


time of 
Minnesota who 
{ did 


to trespass upon the 


trom 
bill, but 


has charge of the 


Mr. President, the nations of Europe do not | my friend from Oregon to a any Opposi- 


not e xpec t 
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a 


tion to a proposition of this kind, and from 
the hesitancy that was manifested on the part 
of the = nator from Minne Sola l atte m pte a Oo 
reply, brietly as 1 have, to the Senator from 
Oregon. It any one will look at any map of 
the world he will see the position we 
in ref 


oct upy 
erence to these countries and how we 
ean avail ourselves of the advantages of this 
communication, and it is a grave question for 
those who represent the peopie ot the United 
States to determine whether we shall o1 shall 
not avail ourselves of these advantages. 

Mr. with the ex- 
amples we have had betore us within the last 
few years with reference to commerce, it 
time this Republic manifested some disposi 
tion toward the encouragement otf ou com 
merece. It is now actually declining; and the 
question presented to-day to my mi id, without 
exaggeration, is whether we shall fall back 
put ourselves in the position now oecupied 


President, it seems to me, 


is 


and 
by 
those once powerful commercial nations, Spain 
and Portugal, or whether we shall assume 
position occupied by Great Britain, France, 
and Germany. ‘That is the question before 
this Congress to day. It 
that 1l we neglect to aid our own commerce, 
in other words, to facilitate commerce between 
our own country and ruder countries by means 
of which we get the raw materials for manufae 
tures and pul them into a more valuable shape 
and return them to them; unless, | say, we 
pursue the course that is pursued by England 
and I*rance we shali find ourselves 
in the deplorable condition commercially ot 
the two nations that I| first mentioned. But 
pursue the policy that is pursued by these more 
enlightene d in my judgment, and it 
will not be long before owr commerce will 
revive and in a few years we shall 
third, fourth, fifth among 
mercial of the world, but 
commercial nation of the world. 


the 


caunot be disputed 


presently 


nations, 


be not 
the 


the 


see 


ond, or com- 


nations first 


here are several other points of view in 


which [ should like to di cuss this que tion, 
but | will yield to my friend from Minnesota. 
Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President, I do not 


expect in the discussion of this amendment 
to occupy very much ol the time of the Sen 
ate, but the Senator from Oregon [ Mr. 
KeLLY| has called for a statement of the rea 
sons which induced the Committee on Appro 
priations to offer it, | will endeavor to pre- 
sent a tew of them, and will say before attempt- 
ing to give my reasons that when | first began 
the consideration of this question of grantng 


as 


aid to steamship lines my impressions were 
against the policy. I had exam- 
ined the subject, but as I investigated it my 
judgment was very plainly convinced that this 
is the true policy of our Government. [| will 
say further, 1 believe such has been the expe 
rience of every committee in either oe suse of 
Congress who have given full consideration to 
this subject. It has 


not before 


been several times ¢ 


mn 
sidered in both Houses in the Committees on 
Post Offices and Post Roads and on Appro 
priations, and I believe this aid has always 
almost unanimously met the approval of all 
the committees who have investigated it. 

In the consideration of this question some 
facts very humiliating to American honor 
and American pride face us. It has been 
but a few years since we were among the 
most powertul of all the ship-building and 
commercial nations of the world, and. what 
are we to day? Look abroad over the ocean ; 
our waning commerce is almost driven from 
the seas; our foreign trade is in the hands 
of our rival; our ship-yards, silent and de 
serted, seem only as so many monuments to 
remind us of our former greatness and enter- 
prise; our skilled mechames in this line, 
denied employment in their own country, are 
Seeking support in Other lands where wiser 


statesmanship 


prevails than seems to have pre 
valled ip ours. 


Our sailors, whose experience 
prowess ouce made the American name 
respected: and honored in every quarter of the 


and 
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globe, are disappearing or taking employment 
under the flag of other nations. 

Compare tor a single mom: a6 you please, 
Mr. President, the condition of our commerce 
in LRoy and in LRbH7. In the first of these 
years our foreign trade in American vessels 
amounted to $239,565,610, and in foreign 
vessel » $104,354, 631 In 1868 our trade in 
American vesse was $113,313.308, and in 
foreign vessels $371,849.27 14, 

From these tements it will he seen that 
the rapid inerease of foreign tonnage is most 
startling, as we discover that in the year 1868 
nearly two thirds of the entire tonnage en- 
tered in the port of New York was foreign, 
whereas during the year 1857 it was scarcely 
twenty per cent of that total. In the year 
1857, outol a value of $536,000.000, carried to 


and from all domestic ports, only $131,000,- 


In L867, out 
$577.600,000 


HOO wernt foreign flag. 
all the 
carried in fore 
1 wall not 


atic tending 


un iT r it 
Of SSH4,000 000 at ports, 
ign vessels 

dwell, Mr. President, upon the 
to show these facts. Any 
who will examine them will find that our 
last ten years 
rapidly disappearing from the seas, 
are brought face to face with this ques 
ball wesit 


were 


tall 
one 
commerce the 


and we 


during eight or 


bee NH 
tion: illand do nothing and permit 
to exclude us from the ocean, 
litt tatesmanship and 
10 Our own Country that share 
ree to which the enter 
of our people 


als 
ly al 
ore 
qd’ 
ergy, 


our foreiguriy 


or shall we i@ Wise 
liberality sec 
of the worl comme 


prise, ‘ and 


genius 
lille us 


lhe causes of this decline in our 
are perl | known to the country. 
jtlaie very briefly what became of 
tion of our shipping. The undoubtedly 
the war and its results. The 
‘tured and destroyed by the Ala- 
rebel was 104,605. 
tons transferred to foreign 
capture, from 1862 to 1865 in- 
was SO1,301. The number of 
purchased by the Navy Department was 218, 
Y78; the number of tons chartered by the Uni- 
ted States Here we 
have a total of ,495 tons, and the greater 
part of the ships used in the war were useless 
(he iN. 


commerce 
I will 


a large por- 


aps we 


loss is 
attributable to 
Lonhage Cay 


d 


inet 


bam other 
the n 


flags lo 


an cruisers 
ol 
wave id 


ciusive, 


Government was 757,611. 
1,879 
at end of So that it was owing mainly 
to the war that our shipping has diminished to 
the ex 
are 
Lhe 
whether 


ent it has, Itisa part Oi the cost we 
for the preservation of 
and the question occurs 
have the statesmanuship and the 


LO now make 


Mme ( pay 
coms iif | pas 


lite of this nation; 
wa 
1onest effort at least 
ea portion of our losses, and to rein- 
tate ourselves upon the ocr 


Another 1 


CoOuUraye one I 
LO rebtriey 
an. 

eason for this decline is found 
the wiser statesmanship, as lbelieve, of Eng- 
land and I’rance, and in the inexcusable neg- 
lect of ountry. There was a time 
when we manufactured ships for sale, when we 


our own Cc 


tons 


and upon the bids being received it was found 
that the French bid was far below that of the 
Iinglish mail carriers. Mr. Crawford, then in 
Parliament, advanced this theory: 

**Now, what I desire to do on this oecasion is to 
protest in the name of what I consider to be the 
interest of the country and the interest of commerce 
against the ships of any foreign ¢ ountry being em- 

ployed in the conveyance of our mails.” 

And the arguments then and there made 
demonstrated the fact that to adopt the pol- 
icy of permitting foreign nations to carry their 
mails was to adopt a policy which would re- 
sult in the breaking down of their ship-yards 
and in the destruction of their commerce ; and 
although it cost them very much more for the 
time to carry in their own vessels, they then and 
there adopted that policy which has resulted 
in giving them the supremacy upon the seas. 

Now, Mr. President, a single word as to 
what is the remedy for this condition of things. 
A great many remedies have been proposed ; 
a great many plans have been considered by 
people in all parts of the country; but | think 
the one upon which those who have most care- 
fully investigated the subject have settied down 
is, that there must be Government aid to this 
interest or it will be lost. 

Some few years ago a committee was ap- 
pointed i in the other ” House to examine this 


| question, and they made a very elaborate and 


| from all parts of the country, 


| them,rather than to establish lines of her own. 


After calling witnesses 
men “who were 
experts in ship-building, men whose business 
had been to run ships and manage the com- 
mercial interests of the country, the committee 
came to this conclusion: 


carefully-drawn report. 


‘The subsidies paid by Great Britain and France 


to establish their steamship lines, and for the pro- 
motion of their general shipping interests, are re- 
turned to them many told by the nations that pur- 
sue a more narrow and short-sighted policy. Lt is 
the United States that supports the foreign steam- 
ships which run to and from her ports, by the mail, 
passenger, and freight money which she pays to 
Worse 
still, while we carefully scrutinize every appropria- 
tion for our own Navy, we pay annually more to 
support this most efficient arm of the navy of Great 
Britain than is asked for the support of our own. 
The testimony taken by the committee is nearly 
unanimous that by offering to our citizens the same 
encouragement and protection as is afforded by other 
ommercial nations to their citizens, ourshipping can 
be built and lines of ocean steamers established as 
fast as the requirements of business demand, and 
that there would be a present demand for ships if 
they could be cheaply supplied.”’ 


Not only is this recommended by the com- 
mittee, but I will not take the time of the 
Senate to read the various recommendations 
nade by the officers of our own Government. 
lu 1868 the Postmaster General recommended 
it. In 1869 he renewed very earnestly his 
recommendation. In 1870 he again recom- 
mended it and gave his reasons at length why 
the pay to and service rendered by the steain- 
ships running between China and the United 
States should be doubled, demonstrating most 


|; conclusively that the existing lines were pay- 


supplhed even Great Britain with vessels ; but 
her statesmen, foreseeing what would be the 
result of that course, adopted a change of 
policy ; and in a speech, from which I will read 
au brief extract, one of them discussing this 
question in the British Parliament said: 
‘Inthus purehasing from America you aid in 
developing her resources, in building up her com- 
mereial and naval marine, in educating her me- 
chanics; in a word, pushing forward every interest | 


of that country, and 
and retarding every interest of your own. Stop this 
suicidal policy, build your own vessels, educate your 
own mechanics, and develop the resources of your 
own country,and though such a course may cost you 
more at present, in the future it will create a power 
that willadd to the nation’s strength and wealth, 
pay you tenfold back, and put you in a condition 
to take advantage of any difficulties that may arise 
between loreign Powers.” 

On asion the question came up 
in the British Parliament, about the time that 
hey adopted this policy which has resulted so 
favorably to their commerce, as to whether 
the British mails should be given to the low- 
est bidder irrespective of nationality ; in other 
words, whether they should make any distine- 
lion between Weir own people and foreigners ; 


one oc¢ 


at the same time depressing | 


| 


ing to the Government more than they cost it. 
Again, in 1870 President Grant used ‘this 
guage : 


lan- 


“Our depressed commerce is a subject to which I 
called your special attention at the last session, and 
suggested that we willin the future look more to the 
countries south of us and to China and Japan for its 
revival, Our representatives to all these Govern- 
ments have exerted their influence to encourage 
trade between the United States and the countries 
to which they are accredited. 
that the carrying is done almost entirely in foreign 
bottoms; and while this state of affairs exists we 
cannot control our due share ofthe commerce of the 
world. That between the Pacific States and China 
and Japan is about all the carrying trade now con- 
ducted in American vessels. 

“T would recommend a liberal policy toward that 
line of American steamers; one that will insure its 
success and even increased usefulness.” 

Again, in his message in December, 1871, 
he says 

‘I would also recommend liberal measures for 
the purpose of supporting the American lines of 
steamers now plying between San Francisco and 
Japan and China, and the Australian line, almost 
our only remaining lines of ocean steamers, and of 
increasing their services. 


In 1871 the Postmaster General again re- 
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| this recommendation for the doubling of 





newed his recommendation to the same effect, 
In the same year, 1871, the Secretary of the 
Treasury uses this language : 

“Tn considering the means for the restoration of 
our ocean commerce, two facts must be accepted: 
first, that it is useless to attempt to revive it with 
wooden ships; and secondly, that iron ships moved 
by sails cannot compete with iron ships propelled 
by steam. Hence, the only practical questions for 
cons sideration are these: can the construction of 
iron steamships be esti iblished in this country, and, 
if so. by what means 

‘The transocean commerce of the United States 
would employ about six million tons of shipping 
it each vessel made but one round voyage in a ye ar. 
The value of our exports and imports has already 
reached the sum of nearly eleven hundred million 
dollars, and during the present decade it will ex- 
ceed fifteen hundred million dollars annually, The 
annual returns for freight and passengers are about 
one hundred million dollars. 

The history of 


the loss of our commerce, as 
shown in the statistics already given, renders it 
certain that without some efficient aetion on the 


part of the Government, 
the country 
rivals.’’ 


the entire foreign trade of 
will soon pass into the hands of our 


And he goes on to argue the question at 
some length. So that the committee, in making 
this 
service, are sustained by all the officers of the 
present Administration who have had occasion 
to examine this question, and by the Presi- 
deut of the United States, by all the commit- 
tees who havé ever investigated it carefully, 


| and by the special committees appointed to 


inquire particularly into this subject. 

Mr. President, the remedy that the commit- 
tee propose is no experiment. We have tried 
it. We have found it a sucesss, a success of 


| which the American people may well be proud. 


Some five years 


ago, as was stated by my 
honorab! e friend, the Senator from California, 
{ Mr. Co.r,] we enacted a law granting to the 


| company which carries the mi ail on this line 


the sum of $500,000 a year to enable them to 


| put new ane iuto the service, and to perform 


States and Japan. 


| already received back 


a monthly mail service between the United 
What has been the result? 
Without attem;ting to go into it fully and 
state the statistics in detail, 1 will refer only 


to a few poinis illustrative of the benefits 
which the Government has derived from this 
service. 


In the first place, it has returned to the Govy- 
ernment a sum much larger in the actual in- 
crease of revenue at one port alone during 
these five years than the amount paid. [ read 
from statistics taken from the returns at San 
Francisco, California. Since the China line 
was established in 1867, the Government has 
from increased duties 
collected at San Francisco alone upon articles 


/entered for local consumption there, more 


But the fact exists 


| this mail service has been $ 


than the entire amount expended for the mail 
transportation. lor five years the total re- 
turns to the Government at San Francisco in 
increased duties and taxes and postages has 
been $3,257,000; the total expenditure for 
2,250,000, making 
an actual increase of revenue from this line 
at that single port during the five years we 
have tried this experiment of $1,007,000 clear 
profit to the Treasury. 
l say thea, Mr. President, that financially 
considered it is no longer an experiment ; it 
is a triumphant and an honorable success, in 


which every American who feels an interest 


in the development of the commerce of this 


country should take pride. 

But look at it for a moment from another 
point. What have we received in the way of 
a commercial marine by reason of this aid? 
That company, when it made application to 


| Congress five or six years ago for this subsidy, 


proposed, in order to execute the law, to put 
upon that line vessels enough to perform a 
monthly service that should not be of less 


than three thousand tons burden each. What 
have they done? Have they kept that agree- 
ment? They have put upon the main line 


four vessels of over four thousand tons bur- 
den, and in addition to that, without any fur- 
ther subsidy, they have placed upon the inte- 
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rior waters of China and Japan six other ves- 
gels averaging some two thousand five hun- 
dred tons each. So that for the subsidy of 
$500,000, granted by the act organizing this 
service, We have now a commercial marine on 
the waters of the Pacific and the inland waters 
of China and Japan of ten 
for commerce in time of peace, and equally 
valuable for national defense in time of war. 
Now what is proposed if the amendment 
offered by the Committee on Appropriations 
be adopted? An additional service of four 
vessels of five thousand tons each for the main 
line, and eight other vessels to start new branch 
lines between Yokohama and various other 
points in Asia, which will make, if the new 
service be granted, twelve additional vessels 
of large size capable of being used for com 
mercial purposes, and of being also applied 
to war purposes in of war; and the 
amendment which the committee propose to 
this bill requires that these vessels shall be 
placed at the service of the Government in 
ease of war, which the Government, I appre- 
hend, would have the rightto do without such 
provision, butthe Government may take them, 
paying a reasonable compensation for their use. 
Now, sir, examine this question for a single 
moment in comparison with our present system 
of furnishing a Navy. We have as one of the 
results of the precedent aid ten large ocean 
steamers at a cost of about fifty thousand do! 
lars a year for each vessel, not deducting any- 
thing for the postages which they earn. It 
was only yesterday that we passed a bill 
through the Senate appropriating over seven- 
teen million dollars for our present Navy. | 
submit whether it is not worth the considera- 
tion of the Senate to compare for a moment 
the economy of increasing our naval strength 
by additions to our merchant marine as Great 
Britain now does, and when it can be done so 
cheaply, as we have thus far been doing, rather 
than to expend the many millions which we 
are nowexpending on the Navy. | would like, 
without casting any reflections or imputations 
upon our Navy, (for I am, as the Senator from 
New Jersey yesterday said he was, proud of 
the achievements of our Navy, and I would say 
nothing against it,) to compare for a moment 
the results ef money expended in a merchant 
marine, which can be used for defense in time 
of war, with the amount expended without a 
question on our Navy. Before doing so I 
desire to say that in the investigation made 
by the House committee, to which I referred 
a moment ago, the question was raised as to 
whether vessels of this character can be made 
available and effective in time of war. I will 
read a few extracts from the evidence of Ad- 
miral Porter on that subject. In his testimony 
before the committee he said: 


vessels, valuable 


case 


* That the European Governments had taken away 
entirely the American commerce on the Atlantic, 
and that we had now no steamships in the foreign 
trade, except one or two running to Brazil. If the 
United States possessed the steamships plying be- 
tween New York and Europe, the Government would 
have a better Navy than it everhad. There was not 
a ship in the American Navy that could compare 
with the best ships on the English and French lines 
in point of speed, stability, or for carrying guns. 
The ship that wouldcarry merchandise would carry 
guns, 


Further on, the chairman of the committee 
propounded this question : 


“Tunderstand you to say that if we had, at the 
commencement of our late war, thirty such vessels 
as you speak of—the best European steamers—they 
would have been as eflicient as was our entire Navy.” 


To this, Admiral Porter replied : 


_ Twice as efficient; I say that without any hes- 
itation. Theships that we had could catch nothing. 

e never had a vessel that could run down a block- 
ade-runner during the whole war, except the Van- 
derbilt. and two others. Whenever we caught block- 
aders, it was either with one of those fast tugs, vessels 
of fifty or sixty tons, or by the machinery of the 
blockade-runner breaking down, or by her getting 
into a fog and being surrounded by four or five ot 
our vessels, when she would surrender rather than 
be fired at. Ido not think that during the war we 


caught thirty vessels by fair running; that I am 
quite satisfied of.’’ 
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Mr. President, a good deal was said yester- 
It 
is stated in this testimony of Admiral Porter, 
that— 

**Tt has cost us, since the commencement of the 
war, about four hundred and eighty million dollars; 
and what have we to-day to show for it in our Navy ? 
He believed that thirty ships such as the Pereire, on 
the French line, would make a better Navy than the 
United States possessed to-day. There were a great 
many iron-clads on the Navy list, but twenty-six of 
them had been condemned as being unfit tor any 
thing, except for old iron, and no one would buy 
them for that. There were about thirty good vessels 
in the Navy altogether, fit for war purposes, and 
these were wooden vessels, and about ten monitors.’’ 


day as to the expensiveness of our Navy. 


So that according to this sworn testimony we 
have now of vessels that are available for pub 
lie thirty wooden vessels and 
about ten monitors,as the resultof what? If 


this testimony be true, we are appropriating 


service, about 


this year over twelve million dollars, and the 
result is that we keep afloat some thirty or forty 
vessels which are of little use as compared 
with these merchant vessels of larger size and 
built for swift panning. 

L submit, then, Mr. President, whether it is 
not well, in considering the increase of strength 
of our Navy, to consider the propriety of 
doing as Great Britain has so successfully 
done, increase our merchant marine and make 
it available in time of war. Each vessel in 
the Navy costs over three hundred thousand 
dollars per annum, while these, which will be 
equally useful in war, cost only about fifty 
thousand dollars each in time of peace. | 
submit that as a matter of economy alone this 
question is worthy of our consideration, and 
{ also suggest to Senators whether they will 
sit longer inactive and indifferent while our 
commerce is being swept from the ocean, or 
act with courage and decision upon the sys- 
tem shown thus far io be so efficient, act upon 
the policy of our successful rivals, and build 
up a commercial marine that shall pour the 
wealth of the nations into our lap in time of 
peace, and that shall be available for war pur- 
poses in time of war? 

| do not desire to detain the Senate longer. 

Mr. STEWART. I believe we are agreed 
that it would be well if we could do something 

to revive commerce. I think this far we are 
allagreed. ‘here are various causes assigned 
for the decline of our commerce. The principal 
cause assigned is our war and the destruction 
of our commerce during that period; and it is 
said that on account of our high wages and 
tariffs it is impossible for us to maintain a 
commerce compete with Great Britain. 
Of course these two causes are something, but 
they are not all. As has been suggested by 
the Senator from Minnesota, there are other 
During the last fifteen years the 
commerce of the world has been transferred 
from sailing vessels to steamships, and Great 
Britain has been enabled to monopolize that 
commerce through her superior steam vessels 
and her ability to carry freights cheap. It is 
not all owing to the difference ia the price of 
labor. ‘That has not given her all this advan 
tage. It is not all owing to the fact that our 
merchant marine was destroyed during the 
war. Great Britain, in order to retain her 
|| supremacy and enable her steamship lines to 
|| carry freights cheap, so that they can drive 
| all other lines from the ocean, expends an- 
nually over five million in goid in the shape 
of subsidies. 

It is very evident that it is impossible for 
our country to build steamships and compete 
|| with Great Britain if we take into account 
'| the difference in the price of labor and our 

adverse tariffs, which make the price of every- 

thing higher here; and if, besides these, Great 

Britain adds a subsidy to competing lines and 

we give none, of course we cannot expect the 

superior enterprise of America to overcome 
all these disadvantages. We have tried the 
subsidy on a small scale in one instance, (and 
\| it is about all we have done,) for the China 


| and Japan line, and it has proved a success. | 


to 


reasous. 
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need not go into details. It has brought us 
into relations with those countries. I believe 
the Brazilian line has also been established: 
and that is an important one. Where we have 
given a little subsidy the enterprise of this coun 

try has been able to overcome thi difference 
nthe price of labor. There was a ditference 
in the price of labor before the war almost as 
great as there is now, because labor has gone 
up very mach in Europe. There was a differ 

ence inthe price of everything before the war 
between this country and Great Britain. 
Prices have advanced in Europe almost as 
much as they have here. ‘Things have set 

tled down pretty much to their normal condi 

tion, so far as prices are concerned, for we 
but 
we 


are very nearly back to the specie basis; 
we cannot overcome their subsidies unless 
grant Where we have done so we 
have not met with success. 


subsidies. 


We have opened a trade with China and 
Japan; we have secured more intimate rela 
tions with those nations. The whole country 
is attracted by the relations we are establish 
ing with them, and anticipating great benefits 
therefrom. ‘The trade of those countries has 
been sought for by the civilized world for the 
They 
hey come here when their ports 
are Open tous. When they desire commercial 
relations to be with any country, 
when they desire their diplomatic relations 
become more friendly, they come to this coun 
try first. We are their natural 
ought to be their friends. ‘The commerce of 
the Pacific is naturally and | 
tween Asia and America. 
sides of the 


last three hundred years. are right at 


our doors. 


increased 


to 
neighbors and 


egitimately be 
They he on opposite 

No who has 
given the subject any consideration can regret 
the experiment which we bave tried, We have 
tried the experiment of subsidizing this one 
line to the extent of $500,000 a year in green 
backs. less than one tenth the amount of sub 
sidies given to different lines by Great Britain. 
We have tried this experiment, and it has 
proved a success; it has puta large number 
of ships, as you have just been told, into the 
merchant service. 

Now, we do need ships in the merchant ser- 
vice, we need a merchant marine, and without 
it we never can have a navy. You never can 
have a navy and no other country has ever 
been able to build a navy relying on the navy- 
yards alone. Private enterprise must build 
up navies, private enterprise must educate the 
men to build navies. Your Navy must be sus 
tained by your merchant marine, and if you 


Same ocean one 


are unable to sustain a merchant marine you 
cannot sustain a navy 
Britain her merchant 
cates seamen for her navy, and she may spend 
double the money she is now spending on her 
navy and in ten years’ time she would be as 
helpless as we are. 


lake away from Great 
marine, where she edu- 


If we were to spend the same amount in 
subsidies so as to compete with the subsidies 
granted by Great Britain to her steamships 
$5,000,000 a year in gold, we should have 
steamships upon every principal line in the 
world, and our people could doit. The 
| doubtof it. They can run aline to Great Brit 
| ain with a little encouragement. 

The difference in the cost of labor will not 
be a very serious obstacle, because that has 
before been overcome by the skill and energy 
of American mechanics. Prices are now so 
equalized that that is not in the way, 
and Great Britain realizes that fact and sub 
sidizes steamship lines that enable her to run 


‘ 


re is no 


much 


| them between all the important points of the 
| world and do freighting cheap. She pays 


subsidies in order that she may be the cheapest 

carrier; and if, in competing with them, our 
| enterprising mechanics, after having overcome 
the difference the of labor 
burdens created by your tariff, have to meet a 
competition sustained by five millions in gold, 
| they cannot do it. 


cost and the 


in 


. 
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I | i iLas very important that we should 
‘ rage lines that go to countries like China 
mid Japan and to South America for many 
rr Those count have many things 
that f want Lh compet with us in 
nothing Qur trade with them is all an ad 
Vantage to us lt v in get them to con- 
BuIne Our COmMmodilie and take 8 ymething 
of us, they ai very best customers, and 
we ought to be ul 1 say this line having 
been such a succes . it being proposed now to 
double the service, lam for it. his amend 
ment pt vid ib lieve, tor doubling the ser 
Vice 

Mr. WINDOM Semi-mouthly trips. 

Mr. SEIEWART. Jt seems to me that under 
all the circumstances to give Asia a semi 
monthly service is an advantage, and then if 
you would give four millions to other lines, 
you would open your ship-yards. 

{ do not want to reflect on the Navy; but 
you had better spend this money in this way 
than spend in repairing old hulks that are 
not good tor anything in the Navy. Il do not 
believe much in the’ sh ps we have in the 
Navy. I believe they are going out of use. 


| belleve we ought to build one or two ships 


every year, 


yards, 80 that we miynht have mechanics in 
this country, If we have mechanics we can 
improvise a navy, but those who talk about 


improvising @ navy in case of war, when you 
have no private ship-yards in the country, and 
you have no mecnanics in the country, talk 
without havi ig consid red the subject. Lhe 
best of the mechanics who were in this coun 


try before the war are now on the Clyde where 


lhe mecl 


ships are built, anics will be where 
there hips to build, and private yards are 
better than publie yards for building ships. 
Why could we improvise a uavy when our 
war broke 
had the 


world, inen to 


are 


out? 


mos 


mechanics in the 
build monitors and invent 
machine ry for the detense of harbors? 


in full 


ngenious 
sorts of 
Because our ship-yards were 
be Ci 


people mm 


blast, 
the world. Where are they now? 
Gone to other countries, forced out of employ- 
ment. Phat 
We could improvise @ navy 
if we had the machinery and the mechanics. 
It was by the 
lihode Island yesterday that we ought to iIn- 


We want more mechanics now. 
is the great lo 


' ; 
re iad rv) 
well iggested 


vest a large amount in live-oak timber, in 
materials; and we ought also to invest in 
something that will enable us to build more 


ships. lhis line has been a success. 

Mr. WINDOM. I want to state while the 
Senator is on that point, with his permission, 
one thing which | omitted mention and 
desire to do go. 

Mr. SUE WART, , 

Mr. WINDOM. It is reported in an official 
document by Mr. Joseph Nimmo, that during 
wal per cent. of all the ves- 
sels manufactured were made at the Govern- 
ment yards, eighty-eight per cent. at private 
yards, 

Mr. 


fact. 


Lo 


Certainly. 


oul only twelve 


STEWART. That is a very important 
What will you do if you have a war 
with Great Britain or Spain or France or any 
other couutry that has a navy worth mention- 
ing? What will you do withest private yards 


and without material to build ships with in | 


those yards? You cannot improvise a navy; 
the men must be educated for the Navy. This 
country once had a proud Navy, and gave 
attention it For years and 
years we granted a special bounty (and I do 
not think it ought to have been repealed even 
now) on the catching of cod-fish, for the pur- 
pose of educating sailors. That did a great 
deal toward making a navy. You must have 
sailors and mechanics, and mechanics are 
especially necessary now when you build 
steamships. 

1 am in favor of this subsidy. 


, 


to heretofore. 


and they should be built in private | 


How did it happen that we | 


all 


we had the best mechanics of any 


Senator trom | 


be get at this subject. This 
subject is like all other matters of difheulty, on 
which men differ so widely. It is a subject 
that | donot pretend to comprehend altogether. 
I know very little of it, but [ can see some 
plain facts. The only proposition that ap- 
pears to meet witb any assent toward reviving 
commerce is to subsidize a few important 
lines. Some are for drawbacks for building 
ships, but that is involved in a great deal of 
expense, and there is danger ot fraud in it. 
Some say one thing and some another; but 
there is one thing that Great Britain does, and 
that France does to some extent, and that 
other countries do, who do the Carrying trade, 
and do it cheaply. The policy of other nations 
is to subsidize lines on the important routes, 
and enable them to carry freight cheap, and 


he best way to 


we have tried it sufficiently to know that it is || 


not an experiment. Jt has done a vast amount 
of good, and has met the approbation of our 
Departments. Every time that it has come 
before the Departments who have watched its 
operations every year, we have a recommend- 
ation of the Departments. The executive 
department understands this because they 
have watched it attentively. Senators do not 
have their attention called to it so particularly. 
Kivery year the President recommends it, and 
every person who pays any attention to it be- 
comes an advocate of it. It seems to me that 
it is economy, and economy in the right direc- 
tion, to increase this service. 

Mr. CLAYTON. Imove that the Senate 
now proceed to the consideration of execu 
tive business. 

The question being put, a division was 
called for, and the ayes were twenty-five. 

Mr. COLE, Would it be in order to sub- 
mit a conference committee's report ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not until 
the vote announced. ‘The Chair thinks 
there is a quorum in the Senate, but there is 
not a quorum voting. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Let us have another divis- 
ion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will again divide the Senate. The Chair 
thinks there is a quorum in the Chamber. 
Perhaps Senators have not all heard the 
motion, which is that the Senate proceed to 


18 


| the consideration of executive business. 


The question being again put, the motion 


| was agreed to, there being, on a division—ayes 


26, noes 16. 
MESSAGE FROM TIE HOUSER. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had, agreeably to the request 
of the Senate, returned the bill (H. R. No. 
1030) to regulate elections in Washington and 
Idaho Territories. 

Che message also announced that the House 
insisted on its amendments to the biil (S. No. 
616) to release to the State of Indiana the lands 
known as the bed of Beaver lake in Newton 
county in said State, agreed to the conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Wasuincron Townsenp of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. Mark H. Dunne t of Minnesota, and Mr. 


| James R. McCormick of Missouri, managers 


It may not | 


at the same On its part. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1178) to grant the right 
of way to the Laramie Water and Ditch Com- 
pany over the public lands in Albany county, 
Wyoming Territory ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1735) to provide for hold- 
ing adjourned terms of the supreme court of 
Arizona; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2567) to authorize the issue 
of a supply of arms to the authorities of the 
Territory of Montana; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2624) to provide for the 
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removal of the Kansas tribe of Indians to the 
Indian territory, and to dispose of their lands 
in Kansas to actual settlers; 

A bill (H. Kh. No. 2627) to enable the city 
of Denver to purchase certain lands in Colo- 
rado for a cemetery ; 

A bill (H. RK. No. 2628) to amend an act 


/entitled ‘*An act to provide a temporary 


government for the Territory of Wyoming,” 
approved July 25, 1868; 
A bill (H. R. No. 2629) amendatory of an 


| act setting aside certain proceeds of interna] 
| revenue for the erection of penitentiaries in 
| the Territories of Nebraska, Washington, Col- 
| orado, Idaho, Montana, Arizona, and Dakota, 
| approved January 22, 1867; 








A bill (H. R, No. 2630) to donate the mili- 
tary reservation at Fort Steilacoom to the Ter- 
ritory of Washington for the use of the insane 
asylum ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2631) to withdraw from 
settlement and sale a certain section of land 
in Wyoming Territory ; 

A bill (H. R. No, 2632) to provide for filling 
vacancies in certain offices in the several Ter- 
ritories; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2633) amendatory of an 
act approved March 2, 1869, entitled ** An act 
amendatory of an act to provide a temporary 
government for Montana,’’ approved May 2, 
1864. 


ee 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 
The message also announced that the Speaker 


| of the House had signed the following enrolled 
| bills and joint resolutions; and they were there- 
| upon signed by the Vice President: 


A bill (H. R. No. 106) for the relief of 


| purchasers of lands sold for direct taxes in 


the insurrectionary States ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 112) for the relief of G. 
S. Baker, of Marysville, Missouri, for the 
reissue of a certain bond; 

A bill (H. R. No. 206) for the relief of George 
C. Haynie; 

A bill (H. R. No. 286) to perpetuate testi- 
mony in the courts of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. No. 501) authorizing the appro- 
priation for the employment of surfmen at 
alternate life-saving stations on the New Jersey 


| coast for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, 


to be expended in employing crews at such 
stations, and for such periods, and at such 


| compensation, as the Secretary of the Treasury 


may deem reasonable, not to exceed forty 
dollars per mouth for each person employed; 

A bill (H. R. No. 859) to change the time 
for holding the circuit and district courts of 
the United States for the western district of 
Wisconsin, at La Crosse; 

A bill (H. R. No. 864) to extend the time 
of payment for their lands by persons holding 
preémptions on the public lands in the State 
of Minnesota; 

A bill (AH. R. No. 878) for the relief of 
settlers on the Osage lands in the State of 
Kansas ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1016) to promote the 
development of the mining resources of the 
United States ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1149) to authorize the 
commissioners of claims to appoint special 
commissioners to take testimony, and for other 


| purposes ; 


A bill (H. R. No. 1496) to carry out certain 
provisions of the Cherokee treaty of 1866, and 
for the relief of settlers on the Cherokee lands 
in the State of Kansas: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1943) for the relief of Robert 
Williams, jr., collector third district Ohio ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1946) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Harding; 

A bill (S. No. 793) to amend an act approved 
February 28, 1871, amending an act approved 
May 31, 1870, entitled ‘‘An act to enforce the 
rights of citizens of the United States to vote 
in the several States of this Union, and for 
other purposes ;’’ 

A joint resolution (H. R. No. 186) appoint- 
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ing commissioners to inquire into depredations 
on the frontiers of the State of Texas; and 
A joint resolution (H. R. No, 141) to amend 
the resolution for the relief of James Keenan, 
late consul at Hong Kong, China, approved 
February 18, 1867. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. O. E. Bascock, his Secretary, 
announced that the President had yesterday 
approved and signed an act (S. No. 1014) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Mis- 
souri river at or near St. Joseph, Missouri,”’ 
approved March 5, 1872. 

The message also announced that the Pres- 
ident had this day approved and signed the 
following acts: 

An act (S. No. 856) granting a pension to 
Eliza Whiting; 

An act (S. No. 878) granting a pension to 
the minor children of Amanda M. Ritchey ; 

An act (S. No. 879) granting a pension to 
Mary Armstrong; 


ident in the State of Louisiana, and for other 
purposes. The Committee on Privileges and 
Elections report the bill with an amendment to 


| strike out all after the enacting clause down 


| to and excepting the proviso at the end of the | 


regard to that? 


second section—— 

Mr. CASSERLY. What is the motion in 

Mr. KELLOGG. I have asked that the 
bill be taken up, and the bill is taken up and 
before the Senate. I ask that it be now con- 
sidered. I do notthink there will be any objec- 
tion to it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. That bill will lead to 
considerable debate. I do not know any rea- 
son why the State of Louisiana should be made 
to differ from the other States of this Union as 


| to the day of holding the presidential election. 


An act (S. No. 894) granting a pension to | 


the minor children of Frederick I’. Dayton, 
deceased ; 

An act (S. No. 989) granting a pension to 
John Carbaugh, a private of company A, forty- 
sixth regiment Pennsylvania volunteers; and 

An act (S. No. 954) granting a pension to 
William Hutchison, minor son of Joseph 
Hutchison, deceased. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting, in obedience to the requirements 
of the act of Congress of February 22, 1867, 
the report of the inspector of the national 
cemeteries for the years 1870 and 1871; which 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPHersoy, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the bill (S. No. 988) 
to provide homes tor the Pottawatomie and 
absentee Shawnee Indians in the Indian ter- 
ritory, With amendments; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1469) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to open negotiations 
with the Indian nations, tribes, or individuals, 
for the purpose of commuting all annuities 


Mr. KELLOGG, 
I will—— 

Mr. CASSERLY. I thought we had voted 
to go into executive session, and I desire to 


After the bill 


is read 


tion for electors of President and Vice Pres- | 


say, though not with any special reference to | 


this business, that | can conceive of no time 
more unfit for Senators to bring forward 


|| important measures here, than after we have 


| voted to go into executive session, and before | 


now payable in kind, and to report his doings | 


to Congress for its adoption, and for other 
purposes; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1535) to abolish the tribal 
relations of the Miami Indians, and for other 
purposes ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1914) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to negotiate with the 
chiefs and head-men of the Shoshone and 
Bannock tribes of {ndians for the relinquish- 
ment of a portion of their reservation in 
Wyoming Territory ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2384) to confirm to the 
Great and Little Osage Indians a reservation 
in the Indian territory ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2623) to provide for the 


removal of the Flathead and other Indians | 


trom the Bitter Root valley, in the Territory 
of Montana. 


ELECTION IN LOUISIANA. 


Mr. KELLOGG. Before the doors are 
closed | ask that Senate bill No. 58, contain- 
ing only six lines, be read. 
is the only portion the committee have left; 
the rest they strike out. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 


of Michigan, in the chair.) The Senator from | 


Louisiana asks unanimous consent to consider 
the bill indicated by him. Its title will be read. 

The Cuter Cierk. It is the bill (S. No. 
58) to prescribe the time for holding the elec- 


42p Cone. 2p Szess.—-No. 188. 


The last proviso || 


the doors are actually closed. I was com- 
pletely taken by surprise when I heard the 
title of this bill read from the desk, which 
brought to my attention the character of the 
bill. It is a very important bill in some of its 
bearings, and ought to be discussed before it 
is passed, 

Mr. KELLOGG. Very well. There are 
only six lines of the bill. If the Senator 
objects [ will not insist upon it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I object now in advance. 
[ have read it, and I suppose it has not been 


| changed since I read it. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will observe to the Senator from California 
that the bill was to be read subject to objec- 
tion, not waiving the right any Senator had to 


| object. 


Mr. CASSERLY. But [ understand the 
Senator from Louisiana to be pressing it to its 
passage. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I do request if there is 
no objection that it be passed. I asked that 
the bill be read subject to objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order 
was that the bill should be read subject to 
objection by any Senator. Does the Senator 


| from California persist in his objection to the 
| reading of the bill? 


Mr. CASSERLY. The Chair will pardon 
me. I was not impeaching anything that had 


| been done by the Chair in the slightest degree. 


I was simply speaking of the only thing I 
heard, thatis, the action proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana. 

The PRESIDING 


OFFICER. The bill 


| will be read subject to objection. 


|| executed. 





The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Now, I should like to 
inquire from the Chair, or from some Senator 
who has had experience, how it happens that 
after having voted to go into executive ses 
sion we are still sitting here in open session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
stated that if there was no objection the bill 
would be taken from the table and read, sub- 


| ject to objection, as it had been customary to 


do; and the Chair heard no objection to that. 
Mr. CASSERLY. I ask that the order of 
the Senate to go into executive session be 


| enforced. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor objects by demanding that the order be 
The Sergeant-at-Arms will clear 
the gallery and close the doors. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
The Senate thereupon proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After two 


hours spent in executive session, the doors 
were reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THurspay, May 2, 1872. 

The House met at eleven o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burzer, 


: 


The Journal of 


yesterday was read and 
approved. 


BED OF BEAVER LAKE, 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Mr. 


| Speaker, | ask unanimous consent to take 


from the Speaker's table the message of the 


| Senate askuig for a committee of conference 


on the disagreeing votes ona bill (S. No. 616) to 
release to the State of Indiana the lands known 
as the bed of Beaver lake, in Newton county, 
in said State, which has been returned to the 
House with the amendments of the House dis- 


| agreed to, and a request for a committee of 
| conference. 
| Senate for a 


1 move that the request of the 
committee of conterence be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection ; and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER appointed, as managers of 
such committee on the part of the House, 
Mr. Townsenp of Pennsylvania, Mr. Dunne, 
and Mr. McCormick, of Missouri. 

CORRECTION. 
Mr. BUFFINTON. [ am recorded as 


absent on the question of adjournment which 


| was taken by yeas and nays at the evening 


| session vesterday. 


I was present and voted 
in the afirmative and desire that my name sha! 


| be so recorded. 


is not correct. 


There was no objection; and the correction 
was accordingly made. 

The SPEAKER. The fact thatthe Journal 
does not record the gentleman from Massa 
chusetts [Mr. Burrinton] as voting on any 
yea and nay call is sufficient evidence that it 
He is always present. 
MADISON LIBRARY ASSOCIATION, 


Mr. MeCRARY. I ask unanimous consent 
to introduce a resolution which was objected 
to the other day, but on examination the ob 
jection is now withdrawn and I do not believe 
there will be any further objection to it. 

Mr. DAWES. 1 will not object if the res 
olution does not give risetodebate. If it does 
give rise to debate | hope the understanding 
will be that the resolution will be withdrawn, 

Mr. McCRARY. 1 do not think the reso 


IOWA 


| lution will give rise to debate. 


/ were agreed to; 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas there is due to Hon. Daniel F. Miller, for 
expenses incurred by him in prosecuting his claim 
to a seat in the House from the first district of Lowa 
in 1850, the sum of $1.000, allowed by vote of the 
House of Representatives of July 29, 1850; and 
whereas the said Miller has assigned his claim for 
said sum to the Madison Library Association, sit 
uated at Fort Madison, Lee county, Lowa, and has 
requested that the same be paid in publie docu- 
ments: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Repre 
sentatives be, and heis hereby, directed to furnish 
to the said Madison Library Association public 
documents of the value of $1,000, including one com 
plete set of the Congressional Globe, to be paid out 
of the contingent fund of the House. 


The preamble and resolution were agreed to. 

Mr. McCRARY moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the preamble and resolution 
and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SUPPLY OF ARMS TO MONTANA. 

Mr. COBURN. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. RK. No. 2567) to authorize 
the issue of a supply of arms to the authorities 
of the Territory of Montana, with leave to 
report at any time, to report the same back 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. KERR. Has the morning hour begun ? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. This is a priv 
ileged report. 

I'he bill was read. 
tary of 


It instructs the Secre 
War, without delay, to cause one 


i, thousand effective breech-loading rifled mus- 





hundred thousand cartridges to 
warded “aud placed at the disposal of the 


Governor of the Territory of Montana and 
delivered at Virginia City, in said lerritory, for 
distribution among the settlers of the Gallatin 
valley and other exposed valleys in said Ter- 


ritory for home defense against Indian raids. 
that the Governor of said 
said distribution, shall 
to whom the arms may 
be distributed good and sufficient security for 
arms to the United States 


c 
I 


It further prov des 
lerritory. in 


take from the partu 


makin 


y 
b 
4 


the return of said 
alter the necessity for their use has ceased. 

Mr. COBURN. I wish to say only a few 
word in relation to this matter. Ihe Com- 
mitte ou Military Affairs had this bill referred 
They have reli- 
many raids are made 
by the Indians of Montana upon peaceful set- 
that large amounts of property 
have been taken, and that there 1s great in- 


to them a day or two since. 


able information that 
tlers there, 
security for life and property. These raids are 
made by predatory bands. No notice is given. 
Without any war being openly made, and with- 
tilities being declared or imagined, 
persons are robbed in great numbers of large 


out ho 


amounts of property, and in some instances 
they have been murdered in cold blood. 

Phe object of this bill is to put in the hands 
of the seattered settlers good breech: loading 
arms sufficient to enable them to take care of 
There are some twenty-eight thou 
mand treaty Indians, and about twelve thousand 
not bound by treaties in Montana—a dangerous 
population. These arms are to be given into 
the possession of the Governor, who is to use 
his discretion in distributing them. A thou- 
sand stand is to be distributed for this purpose, 
[ now yield to the gentleman from Montana, 
[Mr. Cracert. ] 

Mr. CLAGETT. Since 1866 to this day, 
periodically every year these predatory bands 
of Indians have been in the habit of making 
into the Gallatin valley. And here 
I desire to state for the information of the 
House that this Gallatin valley is among the 
most fertile portions of Montana, ts the granary 
dor one half of the Territory, and is a section 


themselves 


Iti raion 


of country almost as densely populated as 
the country immediately beyond the suburbs 
of this city. For years past the settlers (in 
conjunction with the military authorities) have 
been compelled from time to time, at great 
expense to themselves,to maintain to the east 
of the Gallatin vailey and other exposed local- 
ities, lying upon our eastern frontier, sentinels 


and pat rols to guard the mountain passes day | 


and night, for the purpose of keeping these 
predatory bands out of the settlement. 

| have information that these Indians have 
already commenced their depredations this 
hey made a raid a few days ago 
on the settlement on Deep creek, adjacent 
to the Gallatin valley. 
tion this morning that twenty-five men on their 
way from Whoop Up, in British Columbia, to 
Montana, encountered and were surrounded 


Ssensoh 


by a band of these Indians, and that a con- | 
Although we do not | 


siderable ght ensued 
anticipate an Indian war in that Territory, and 
alihough the territoria! and Federal author 
ities and people are all very properly labor- 


| received intorma- 


ing to avoid the possibility of a conflict, there 


will still continue to be in the future as in the 


past dificuliies with these border bands, which | 


belong nowhere, who owe allegiance to no 





to fifty, sweep like wild-fire over the country, 
killing settlers along their route, driving off 
stock, and imposing thousands of dollars of ex- 
penses upon the settlers there; and before the 


military authorities can be notified and troops | 


be set in motion they will be from one hun- 
dred to one hundred and fifty miles distant. 


| The consequence is that in case any defense 


at all is to be made, it must be by the settlers 
themselves upon the ground where the depre- 


dations are committed, and before the Indians | 


get out of the country; and in order that 


they may be able to do that it is necessary | 


that their inferiority in numbers shall be equal- 
ized by superiority of arms. ‘The truth is that 
many of the Indians in Montana Territory are 
better armed than are the white settlers, and 
many of their arms have been put in their 


| hands in past years by the authorized agents 


of the United States. 
I hope that this bill will be passed. 


"except the cost of transportation to the Terri- 


tory. ‘There is no danger that the arms will 
be diverted from the purpose which Congress 
contemplates by this bill. As I have stated, 


| arms are already distributed in the same way 


in which it is proposed to distribute these. It 


| is proposed to place them subject to the dis- 
| position of Governor Potts, one of the most 


bility of abuse. 


prudent and cautious men the Government 


ever sent into a Territory to exercise the du- | 


ties of such an office, and whose control of 
them is a perfect guarantee against the possi- 


cases where the Government, from the nature 


of the situation, cannot afford us protection. 
ae the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. SHANKS. I ask my colleague to yield 
to me for a brief statement. 
Mr. COBURN. | will yield to my colleague. 
Mr. SHANKS. 


the other way—that we had better take the 


| guns from the Indians than to put arms in the 
| hands of white settlers simply because the In- 


dians are nowarmed. Ifthe Government has 


furnished arms to the Indians, tae proper step | 


is to take the arms from them, so that they 
will not use them in committing depredations. 
But if you give the white men arms, so that 
they may attack the Indians simply because 
the Indians are now armed and the whites are 
inferior to the Indians in numbers, you will be 


| taking the surest steps to inaugurate an Indian 


| War. 


I think the step should be in the other 


| direction, to take the arms away from the In- 


tribe su far as we know, and who are contin- | 


ually threatening our border and robbing and 
murdering our citizens. 

Now, so far as this bill is concerned, the 
distribution of arms among the settlers is no 
longer an open question. The people already 
have arms, furnished them in 1867. But these 
arms are the old muzzle-loading Springtield 
rifles, which are comparatively worthless. The 
bill provides tor the distribution of arms bet- 
ter adapted to the purposes of defense. 

Que word more in conclusion. These bands 


| the last year. 


I have referred to. 


dians instead of putting arms in the hands of 
the white settlers. 
keep peace if you arm both sides, and,espe- 
cially if you put better arms in the hands of 
the white men so that they may the more suc- 
cessfully contend with the Indians. 

Mr. COGHLAN. How can you get arms 
from the Indians if you give none to the white 
men ? 

Mr. SHANKS. The gentleman from Mon- 
tana [Mr. CLaGerr] says none but these pred- 
atory bands are doing this. 

Mr. CLAGETT. The gentleman is mistaken. 
There are of treaty Indians in the Territory 
twenty-eight thousand two hundred and ninety. 
In addition to them there are some fifteen thou- 
sand of the Teton, Yancton, and Santee Sioux, 
who, in violation of their treaties with the 
United States, have come into Montana within 
It is the predatory bands of 
these and other Indians, who do not belong to 
the treaty tribes, and that the Government 
cannot control, that commit the depredations 


Mr. SHANKS. I certainly did not misun- 
derstand the gentleman when he said these 
depredations were committed by small bands 
of from fifteen to fifty Indians. He certainly 


of Indians come in small numbers, from fifteen || asserted that definitely; if he wishes te be un- 


It does | 
not impose any expense upon the Government | 


It is a matter of absolute | 
necessily for the purposes of self defense, and | 
all we ask is that we may be placed in a posi- | 
tion where we can defend ourselves in those | 


It strikes me that if this | 
| thing is to be done, it had better be done just | 


It will be impossible to | 
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derstood differently now, I am not respons- 
ible for it. But I say that when you arm white 


| men to contend with Indians, you inaugurate 


| War; you bring expense upon the country, and 


death upon the frontiers. It is certainly wrong, 


| In fact, to put arms in the hands of Indians, 











| 





and better arms in the hands of white men. 

_ Mr. SARGENT. I would suggest to my 
friend, the chairman of the Committee on In 
dian Affairs, [Mr. SHanks,] the necessity of 
inquiring into the facts and providing legisla 


| ion, if uecessary, to prevent the distribution 


of arms to Indians; that certainly would be a 
very important duty on the part of his com- 
mittee. It seems to me that if arms are really 
distributed to Iudians there ought to be some 
steps taken to put a stop to it. | concur en- 


| Urely with the gentleman from Montana [ Mr. 


CiaGetrT) and the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, [Mr. Cospurn,] that 
where our Citizens are upou exposed frontiers, 
especially like those of Montana, where the 


| lines we hold over the Indians by means of 


treaties are of the frailest character, where 
they are liable at any moment, from passion, 
jealousy, or any other cause, to be attacked 
by the Indians, it is right and proper that 
arms shall be put in the hands of settlers, 
scattered as they are about in thinly populated 
districts, so that they shall not be surprised and 
murdered by these bands of Indians. For 
that reason, and to remedy the mischief 
alluded to, | hope this bill will pass. 

Mr. SHANKS. The geutieman refers to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs as reporting 
this matter. That committee has taken no 
steps toward furnishing arms, and I only call 
attention to the fact that it was not.a matter 
which came before us. 

Mr. COBURN. I only wish to say that 
these settlers are very much scattered, and 
furnishing them with arms will not be an en- 
couragement to hostility on the part of the 
Indians, but rather a movement toward the 
continuance of peace. The evil is this: that 
the Indians go to the homely cabin and the 
scattered settlers. They are not carrying on 
a war, but marauding. !f this thing pro- 
gresses further on the frontier they will be- 
come bolder and bolder if they are not stopped, 
and it is the highest wisdom and economy to 
put the means of defense in the hands of men 
who are interested in preserving the peace 
there. If we do not put arms in the hands 
of these men we shall have to send Sheridan 
and his men there at an enormous expense. 
Let me say five wagon loads of powder com- 
ing in from British possessions were captured 
last fall in the Territory of Montana. I move 
the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered ; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read athird time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time,and passed. 

Mr. COBURN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ALASKA INDIANS, 


On motion of Mr. SHANKS, from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, the bill (S. No. 965) 
authorizing the President of the United States 
to take jurisdiction over the people of Alaska, 
called Indians, and for other purposes, was 
taken from the Speaker's table, read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. 


ELI MOORE. 


Mr. DUNNELL, by unanimous consent, 
from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. No. 1298) for the relief 
of the heirs of Eli Moore; which was recom- 
mitted, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DICKEY. I call for the regular order 
of business. 





1872. 


TERRITORY OF OKLAHOMA. 


The House, as the regular order of business, 
resumed the consideration of the bill reported 
last evening by Mr. Parker, of Missouri, from 
the Committee on the Territories (H. R. No. 
2635) for the better protection of the Indian 
rribes, and their consolidation under a civil 
government, to be called the Territory of 
Oklahoma. 

The question was upon postponing the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill until the second 
j'uesday of December after the morning hour. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. I would say 
that this bill came before the House as a sub- 
stitute for the original bill. 

The SPEAKER, It was treated as an ori- 
ginal bill. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. 
previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the motion was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BECK. [I call for the regular order. 


REMOVAL OF FLATHEAD AND OTHER INDIANS, 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour begins 
at twenty minutes to twelve o’clock, and the 
House resumes the consideration of the bill (H. 
kK. No. 2624’ to provide for the removal of the 
Flathead and other Indians from the Bitter 
Root valley, in the Territory of Montana. 

Mr. SARGENT. I desire to move to amend 


I move the 


channel of the Arkansas river fora southern and 
western boundary ; and whereas the act of Congress 
approved July 15, 1870, restriets the said reserva- 
tion for said Osage Indians to “‘atract of land in 
compact form, equal in quantity to one hundred 
and sixty acres for each member of said tribe;” 
and whereas ina letter of the Cherokee delegation, 
addressed to the Secretary of the Interior on the 
8th day of April, 1872, on behalf of the Cherokee 
nation, containing their approval of and assent to 
the proposition to provide for the settlement of 
the Osage and Kaw Saieus on that portion of the 
Cherokee country lying west of the ninety-sixth 
degree west longitude, south of Kansas, east and 
north of the Arkansas river. 


Therefore the bill provides— 


That in order to provide said Osage tribe of In- 
dians with a reservation, and secure to them a sufli- 
cient quantity of land suitable for cultivation, the 
following described tract of country, west of the 
established ninety-sixth meridian, in the Indian 
territory, be, and the same is hereby, set apart for 
and confirmed as their reservation, namely: bounded 
on the east by the ninety-sixth meridian, on the 
south and west by the north line of the Creek coun- 
try and tke main channel of the Arkansas river, and 
on the north by the south line of the State of Kan- 


sas; Provided, That the location as aforesaid shall | 


be made under the provisions of article sixteen of 
the treaty of 1866, so far asthe same may be applica- 
ble thereto. 


Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. 


I wish 


to inguire of the gentleman who reports back | 
| this bill if it does not propose to locate these 


Indians upon the lands in 
nation, which lands have been patented by 
the Government of the United States to the 
Cherokee Indians? 


Mr. BURDEIT. I would say, in reply to 


| the question of my colleague, that the location 
| proposed by this bill is upon such of the Chero 


| treaty stipulations that the United States shall | 


that billin the second section by striking out || 


** $380,000"? and 
** $90,000.’ 


lhe amendment was agreed to. 


The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. BURDETT moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also | 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. | 


OSAGE INDIAN RESERVATION. 


inserting in lieu thereof | 


| ask another question. 
| league and to the committee that the Osage 


kee lands as lie west of the ninety-sixth par- 
allel, and that it is expressly provided by 


have full authority so to do. 
Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. 


Indians are required by the provisions of the 


| wish to | 
It is known to my col- | 


the Cherokee | 


act under which they parted with their lands | 


in Kansas to pay to the Government of the 
United States at least $1 25 an acre for all the 
lands they may acquire on this new settlement. 


| Now, does this bili propose to give these peo- 


Mr. BURDETT, from the Committee on | 


Indian Affairs, reported back the bill (H. R. 
No. 2334) to contirm to the Great and Little 


Osage Indians a reservation in the Indian ter- || 


ritory. 
‘The preamble to the bill is as follows: 


Whereas by the treaty of 1866 between the United 
States und the Cherokee nation of Indians said 
nation ceded to the United States all its lands west 
of the ninety-sixth meridian west longitude, for 
the settlement of friendly Indians thereon; and 
whereas by act of Congress approved July 15, 1870, 
the President was authorized and directed to re- 
move the Great and Little Osage Indians to a loca- 
tion in the Cherokee country west of the ninety- 
sixth meridian, to be designated for them by the 
United States authorities; and whereas it was pro- 
vided by the same act of Congress that the lands of 
the Osages in Kansas should be sold by the United 
States, and so much of the proceeds thereof as were 
necessary should be appropriated for the payment 
to the Cherokees for the lands set apart for the said 
Osages west of the ninety-sixth meridian; and 
whereas under the provisions of the above-men- | 
tioned treaty and act of Congress and concurrent 
action of the authorities of the United States and 
the Cherokee nation, the said Osages were removed 
from their former homes in the State of Kansas to 
areservation set apart for them in the Indian ter- 
ritory, at the time of the removal supposed to be | 
west of the said ninety-sixth meridian, and bounded | 
on the east thereby, and upon which said Osages 
1ave nade substantial and valuable improvements; | 
and whereas by a recent survey and establishment 
ot the ninety-sixth meridian, it appears that the 
most valuable portion of said Osage reservation, 
and upon which all their improvements are situ- 
ated, lies east of the said meridian; and whereas it 
theretore became necessary to select other lands, in 
lieu of those found to be east of the established 
hinety-sixth meridian, for said Osage Indians; and 
whereas a tract has accordingly been selected, lying 
between the western boundary of the reservations 
eretofore set apart for said Indians and the main 
channel of the Arkansas river, with the south line 
of the State of Kansas for anorthern boundary, and 
the north line of the Creek country and the main | 


ple any right whatever to those lands farther 
than the right of occupancy? 

Mr. BURDETT. ‘The treaty and the law 
expressly provide for all those things. It is 
provided in the treaty and in the law that this 
right of occupancy shall accrue, and that the 
Osage Indians out of the funds realized tothem 
by the sale of their former reservation in the 
State of Kansas shall pay to the Cherokee 
nation an amount which shall be agreed upon 


| between them; and in case of disagreement 


between them, the President of the United 
States is to step in and decide the matter. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. But this 
bill makes no provision for vesting in these 
Osage Indians any right whatever to these lands 
which they are required to pay for except the 
right ofoccupancy. 1 desire to see justice done 
in this matter. These people are required to 
pay for these lands and to extinguish the Cher- 
okee title to the lands out of the proceeds of 
the sales of their own lands; but the bill does 
not secure to them any right whatever to the 
lands further than that of occupancy. 

Mr. BURDETT. The difficulty with my 
colleague is that be ignores the provisions of 
the treaty which provide for all these things, 
Whenever the Indians themselves shall consent 
to this transaction, thereupon full right of oc- 
cupancy and possession accrues to the Osages 
by virtue of the treaty and the law. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. But only 
the right of occupancy, nothing more. Besides, 
the Cherokee council, the legislative body of 
that tribe, has never consented to the sale of 
these lands. Their leading men have come 
here, and upon agreement with them the lands 
are taken by the Government of the United 
States and sold to other parties, who are re- 
quired to pay for the lands ; yet the Govern- 
ment declines to give any title or vest any abso- 
lute right of property in these Osage Indians. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


») 


ae 


995 


Mr. BURDETT. My colleague is again in 
error. Under the provisions of the treaty and 
the law, these Indians were some time ago 
located, as was supposed, west of the ninety 
sixth parallel, with the full knowledge and 
approbation of the Cherokees. But upon a 
detinite location of the ninety-sixth parailel it 
is found that the Indians were unfortunately 


| located east of it. Hence it becomes necessary 


to disturb the former location, which was sup 
posed to be correct, and to push the Indians 
over upon the lands provided for them under 
the treaty. That is all there is in the matter 
| demand the previous question. 

lhe previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered ; and under the oper- 
ation thereof the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed und read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. BURDETT moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

rhe latter motion was agreed to. 

T. R. CURTIS AND J. H. RICHMOND, 


Mr. SMITH, of Ohio, from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, reported back, with a recom 
mendation that it do not pass, a bill (H. R. 
No. 547) for the relief of ‘I’. R. Curtis and J. 
H. Richmond, and moved that the bill be laid 
on the table, and the accompanying report in 
writing be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MLAMI INDIANS, 


Mr. SMITH, of Ohio, also, from the same 
committee, reported back, with amendments, 
the bill (H. R. No. 1535) to abolish the tribal 
relations of the Miami Indians, and for other 
purposes. 

‘The bill, which was read, in the first section 
provides that the tribal relations of the Miami 


| tribe of Indians be dissolved and cease at the 
| end of two years from and after the date of 
| the passage of this act, and that then and 


thereafter the individual members of said 
tribe of Indians shall be treated and regarded 
as citizens of the United States. 

The second section provides that the lands 
reserved for the future homes of the Miami 
tribe of Indians by the first article of the treaty 


of June 5, 1854, and which remain unaliotted, 


together with the school section mentioned in 
said article, shall be disposed of in the fol 
lowing manner, to wit: each person, being 


| the head of a family or over twenty-one years 


of age, who has settled and made improve 
ments upon said unallotted lands, or in case 


of his death, his heirs, and who shall occupy 


the same at the date of the passage of this act, 
shali be entitled to purchase the land so settled 
upon and occupied in quantities not exceeding 
one hundred and sixty acres, according to the 
legal subdivision of the public surveys, on pay 
ment therefor, within one year from the date 
of the passage of this act, in such manner as 
the Secretary of the Interior shall direct, of 
the amount at which said land was appraised, 
in the year 1860, by W. J. Howard and A. K. 
Boone, commissioners, appointed under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior to 
appraise the same preparatory to a proposed 
sale thereof, and an amount in addition thereto 
equal to twenty per cent. of said appraised 
value; andall of said unallotted lands not dis 
posed of under the foregoing provisions shall 
be sold under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Interior in parcels not exceeding one 
hundred and sixty acres each, to the highest 
bidder, for cash, at not less than the appraised 
value thereof, increased by twenty per cen!. a 
hereinbefore provided; such sale to be made 
upon sealed proposals, to be duly invited by 
public advertisement, in such manner as the 
Secretary may prescribe. ‘The school section 
referred to, shall, within sixty days from the 


passage of this act, be appraised by a con 


|| missioner, to be appointed by the Secretary 
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of the Interior for that purpose, and shall be 
sold at not less than the appraised value, in the 
sale manner as the residue of the unallotted 
and unoceupied lands herein provided to be 
sold. lhe proceeds of all the sales here- 
provided for, after deducting the 
expenses of such sales, and of the appraise- 
ment of said school section, shall be paid to 
gaid Miami Indians in the manner prescribed 
in the third section of this act. 


inbefore 


The third section provides that all the money 
found to be due, or to become due, to the 
aid Miami Indians under existing treaty stip- 
ulations, including the balance of the twenty 
annual installments provided by the third arti- 
cle of the treaty of June 5, 1854; the $50,000 
directed by the third article of said treaty to 
be invested for educational purposes or objects 
of a beneficial character; the commutation of 
the permanent provision for the support of a 
blacksmith shop and miller, (being the sum 
of $30,800,) as provided by the fifth article 


treaty of October 6, 1818, the fifth article 


treaty of October 23, 1884, and the fourth 
article treaty of June 5, 1854, together with 
all sums of money that shall be ascertained 
by the T'reasury Department to be due said 


Miami tribe of Indians on account of unex- 
pended appropriations, and the net proceeds 
of the sales authorized and provided for in 
the second hereof shall be consoli- 
dated, and within eighteen months frem the 
date of the passage of this act shall, under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 
be paid per capita, share and share alike, to 
the members of said Miami tribe of Indians 
residing in Kansas at the date hereof, includ- 
ing those persons of Miami blood or descent 
for whom provision was made by the third 
section of the act of June 12, 1858, and their 
desceiidants; provided that no portion of said 


sechion 


consolidated fund shall be paid to any mem- 
ber of said tribe or person of Miami blood or 
descent who has drawn annuities or money or 


received allotments of land from any other 


tribe or tribes of Indians at any time since | 


he remmoval of the Miami tribe of Indians to 


KAnSaAs 


| paid since the 
| Miamies referre: 
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Senate amendment to the fourth article of the | 


treaty of June 5, 1854, or their descendants. 


mittee as follows: 


In the first section, line seven, after. the word 
“States” insert *‘ but the dissolution of the tribal 
relations and acceptance of citizenship shall not 
impair or destroy any rights or claims of said 
Indians in any property or estate not mentioned in 
this act.’”’ 


In the third section, twenty-first line, after the 


word ** hereof,’’strike out the word “ including,” and 
in lieu thereof insert the words *‘and also.’’ 

In section three, line thirteen, after the word 
**since,”’ strike out the remaining portion of the 
section, and insert these words: ** the ratification of 
the treaty of June 5, 1854, or to any persons or their 
descendants named in the corrected lists referred to 
tn Senate amendment tothe fourth article of the 
treaty of June 5, 1854: Provided also, That before the 
distribution of said consolidated fund asin theman- 
ner hereinbefore specified, the Secretary of the In- 
terior is hereby directed to deduct therefrom a sum 
of money equivalent to the aggregate amount re- 
ceived by those persons of Miami blood and descent 
for,whom provision was made by the third seetion of 
the act of June 12, 1858, out of the annual annuities 
yassuge of said act to individual 

to in the corrected lists of the 
Senate amendment 
and to pay the same to the said Miami Indians em- 
braced in said corrected lists.”’ 


The amendments were agreed to. 


Mr. RICK, of Illinois. I ask permission 


_of the gentleman from Ohio, who reported 


The fourth section provides that within sixty || 


duys trom the passage of this act the President 
shall appoint a commission, not to exceed 
three persons, whose duty it shall be to exam- 
ne and report to the Secretary of the Interior, 
for confirmation and final adjustment, the 
umount, if anything, due the Miami tribe of 
Indians on account of any or all of the follow- 
ing items, namely: first, the difference between 
peper and gold in payment of interest on in- 
vested funds due said Miamies ; secondly, the 
amounts due on errors made in fixing the 
sums in the treaty of 1854 for the cession of 
lands therein, on account of deficiency in 
quantity of land, and tenure of the Indians in 
the lands ceded thereby, and also on account 
of mistakes in the sum stated in the said treaty 
as commutation of the perpetual annuity fund 
of $25,000 per annum. 

‘The fifth seetion provides that the sum of 
$10,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
vriated to reimburse the Miami Indians of 
Kansas the expenses incurred by them in 
sending delegations to Washington from time 
to time, by order of the Indian department, 
to make treaties with the Government; pro- 
vided that no greater sum of this appropria- 
tion shall be paid than has been actually ex- 
pended by the said Indians. 

The sixth section provides that the pay- 
ments provided to be made by this act shall 
be in full discharge of all obligations on the 
part Of the United States arising out of the 
various treaties made with, or laws of the 
United States in favor of, said Miami tribes 
of Indians. 

The seventh section provides that the pro- 
visions of this act shall notin any way affect 
the rights or claims of those individue! Miamies 
or persons of Miami blood or descent who are 
named iu the corrected list referred to in the 


this bill back from the committee. to offer an 
amendment. 

Mr. SMITH, of Ohio. I must decline to 
yield for that purpose, and will call the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. RICE, of Illinois. 
have the amendment read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. —. That nothing in this act contained shall 


be of any force or validity if, in the opinion of the 
Attorney General, 


I should like to 


to said treaty of June 5, 1854, | 





a 





cannot be done by a decision of the Depart- 


| ment or the Indian office, but that by the 
The Clerk read the amendments of the com- || 2 


terms of the treaty they are to be added by 
the council of the tribe, or what remains of 


| the tribe in the State of Indiana; that if they 


wish to draw from the fund appropriated to 
the Indiana Indians, or from the fund appro- 


| priated to the western Miamies, it can only be 


| done with the consent of these tribes, or parts 


of tribes ; and that under the treaty no person 
can properly be on that list to participate in 
this distribution who is not put on by the con 
sent of these Indians in council. 

The object of this amendment is that this 


_ bill shall be operative to all intents and pur- 


poses, except where it comes in conflict with 
the provisions of the treaty of 1854, or the 
treaty theretofore made between the Govern- 


| ment of the United States and the tribe of 





it is contrary to or in conflict || 


with the treaty between the United States and the | 


said Miami tribe of Indians, dated June 5, 1854, 
and Senate amendments thereto, or other treaties 
between the same parties, it being the object and 
intention of the Government to observe its con- 
tracts with the Indians in good faith, and not allow 
them to be violated. 


Mr. RICE, of Lilinois. Will the gentleman 


let me explain why I want to offer that amend- 
ment ? 


Mr. SMITH, of Ohio. I will yield to the 


| gentleman for five minutes. 


Mr. RICE, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, the 
object of the amendment is for the purpose 
of protecting the treaty rights of the western 


Miami Indians, who, according~to their view | 


and the view of those who have given atten- 
tion to the question, are jeopardized by the 
provisions of this bill. 

Not wishing to propose any amendments 
that are merely captious, I desire to put such 
a qualification in the bill as will preserve the 
treaty rights of the western Miamies accord- 
ing to the construction of the Attorney Gen- 


|| eral, referring the question to him rather than 
| to the Indian Office. 


That is the whole object 
of my amendment. 

i understand that these lands, these reserved 
lands belonging to the western Miamies, are to 
be sold by this bill, and that the proceeds of 


| the sale are to be distributed, not only to the 


| western Miamies, who are now the tribe proper, 


but that other persons are to be included, who 
by the terms of the treaty, as we understand 
it, have no right to participate in that fund. 
Then there is another objection to the bill 
as it stands, which the amendment will meet. 


Certain persons claim the right to participate | 
in the proceeds of the sale of these lands, | 


who are Indians belonging to that portion of 
the tribe remaining in Indiana, and who were 
never admitted by the terms of the treaty, 
according to the corrected list of the Indiana 
Indians, to be entitled to the funds distributed 
to them by the Government. I insist that no 
persons known as Indiana Indians, who never 
emigrated West with the tribe to this reserva- 
tion, are entitled to draw from the fund, ex- 
cept those who are included in the corrected 
list referred to in this bill and in the treaty ; 
and that if other persons are to be added it 





| 
| 
| 











Miami Indians. There are two points in 
which I desire to protect the rights of the 
western Miami Indians: first, that the pro- 
ceeds of the lands which belong to those who 
emigrated, not those who remained in Indiana, 
shall go to them; and secondly, that no per 
son shall be allowed to draw from these funds 
who have never been recognized by the tribes 
themselves in council as belonging to the 
tribes. 

Now, I understand that on the list in the 
Indian office there are persons who are really 
French, who have very little Indian blood in 
them, and also persons who belong to the 
Pottawatomie tribe, who were never recog- 
nized as belonging to the Miami tribe. Will 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Suir] accept 
the amendment or allow the House to vote 
upon it? ‘ 

Mr. SMITH, of Ohio. I cannot consent to it. 

Mr. RICE, of Illinois. I have evidence, 
although it is not now in my deek, that these 
persons have never been recognized as a part 
of the tribe, either by the Indiana Indians or 
by the western Miamies. 1 donotsee that the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Smira} can have 
any objection to allowing this bill to operate 
to its full extent, with the qualification that it 
shall not operate to the wb of the prop 
erty secured to these Indians by treaty, and 
that that question shall be referred to the 
Attorney General, who is the proper officer 
to decide the question of law for the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. SMITH, of Ohio. This bill was framed 
for the express purpose of meeting to some 
extent the very objections which the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Rice] has presented. We, 
by the terms of the bill, exclude the Miami 
Indians of Indiana, and others not belonging 


| properly to the tribe, and we divide the whole 


proceeds among the western Miamies, who, 


| under the treaty of 1854 and the statute of 


1858, received an allotment. As an evidence 
that those who are placed there under the 
statute of 1858 are members of that branch 
of the western Miamies, they hold allotments 
of two hundred acres each in the lands re 
served. And by a treaty which was proposed 
in 1869, but not ratified by the Senate, provis 
ion was made for the final disposition of all 
their property. The Miamies proposed then 
to recognize, and did recognize those tribes 
placed out West by the law of 1858 as part ot 
their tribe, by providing, in the treaty of 1869, 
that their children should share with the chil 
dren of the rest. This was sanctioned by the 
head-men of thetribe. The biil therefore pro- 
tects both points the gentleman has referred 
to. The Miami Indians of Indiana are ex 
pressly excluded by the terms of the treaty, 
and this bill is framed in accordance with said 
provision of the treaty. 
Mr. SHANKS. I wish to call the attention 
of the House to the fact that by the treaty of 
1840 the Miami Indians of Indiana were to 
move west of the Mississippi river. In ac- 


cordance with a law passed in 1850 they were 
allowed six years to go, and in 1846 they were 
provided with territory by the executive 
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1872. 
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department. d » ¢ 
three families, who are permitted to remain in 
Indiana, and some did not go West on account 
of being sick, &c. A subsequent arrangement 
was made by which those who remained in 
[Indiana were not to have any share in the 
funds of those who went West, but there were 
come of these Indians in Indiana, near Fort 
Wayne, who were by the act of 1838 permitted 
to take Jands of the Miami tribe, and from that 
time codperated with that tribe. 

Mr. SMITH, of Ohio. I must now insist 
upon the previous question. 


[he previous question was seconded and the | 


main question ordered ; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time,and passed. 

Mr. SHANKS moved 


vote by which the bill was passed; and also 


moved that the motion to reconsider be laid | 


on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


REMOVAL OF CHIPPEWA INDIANS. 


Mr. AVERILL, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, reported adversely upon the 
joint resolution of the Legislature of Min- 
nesota for the removal of the Chippewa In- 
dians from their reservation at the mouth of 
Pigeon river, Minnesota; which was laid on 
the table. 

NET LAKE INDIANS. 

Mr. AVERILL also reported back adversely 
the memorial of the Legislature of Missouri, 
for completing a wagon-road for the purpose 
of facilitating the payment of the Net Lake 
Indians; which was laid on the table. 

INDIAN TREATIES. 

Mr. AVERILL, from the same committee, 
reported back, with an amendment, and with 
the recommendation that it do pass, the bill 
(H. R. No. 1469) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to open negotiations with In- 
dian nations, tribes, or individuals, for the 
purpose of commuting all annuities now pay- 
able in kind, and to report his doings to Con- 
gress for its adoption, and for other purposes. 

the bill was read. ‘The first section pro- 
vides that the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
enter into negotiations with any of the Indian 
nations or tribes with which we have treaty 
stipulations conditioned that the United States 
shall pay or deliver annuities to the nation, or 
tribe, or individuals, any article or articles in 


kind, or article whatever of value, other than | 


money, securities, or lands, with a view tothe 
commutation in money, in single or annual 
payments, to be made to the nation, tribe, or 
individual entitled under treaty ; provided, 
however, that the period for the payment or 
payments of the commutation money shall in 
no case extend beyond the period of ten years 
from the passage of this act. 

The second section provides that it is hereby 
made the duty of the Secretary of the Interior 
to make to both Houses of Congress, at their 
next ensuing session after such negotiation is 
concluded with any nation, tribe, or individual 
Indian, a special and detailed report of the 
same; and no such agreement or negotiation 
shall be of any effect until it has been adopted 
by Congress. 

rhe third section provides that all laws 
or parts of laws authorizing or directing the 
appointment or licensing of Indian traders be, 
and the same are hereby, repealed. 

fhe amendment reported by the committee 
was in section one, to strike out the proviso in 
lines eleven, twelve, thirteen, and fourteen, as 
follows: 


Provided, however, That the period for the pay- 
ment or payments of the commutation money shall 
im nO case extend beyond the period of ten years 
from the passage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 


engrossed and read a third time; and being || 


There were excepted two or | 


to reconsider the | 


engrossed. it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. AVERILL moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


POTTAWATOMIE AND OTHER INDIANS. 


Affairs, reported back, with an amendment, 


; the bill of the Senate (S. No. 988) to provide 


homes for the Pottawatomie and absentee 
Shawnee Indians in the Indian territory. 
| The bill, which was read, provides for the 
issuing by the Secretary of the Interior of cer 
tificates by which allotments of lands lying 
within the thirty miles square tract hereto 
| fore selected for the Pottawatomie 
next west of the Seminole reservation in the 
Indian territory, shall be made to each mem- 
ber of the Pottawatomie band, known as the 
Pottawatomie citizen band, in this manner: 
to each head of family and each other mem- 
ber of the tribe twenty one years of age, not 
more than a quarter section, and to each minor 
not more than eighty acres, such allotment 
being made to include, as far as practicable, 
for each family, the improvements which they 
may have made. Certificates of allotment are 
to be made in severalty, specifying the names 
of the individuals to which they have been 
assigned, and that the tracts are set apart for 
the exclusive and perpetual use and benetit 
of such assignees and theirheirs. Until other 
wise provided for by law, these tracts are to 
be exempt from levy, tax, or sale, and shall 
be alienable only to persons of Indian blood 
‘lawfully residing within the territory, with the 


|| permission of the President, under such regu- 


lations as may be prescribed by the Secretary 
of the Interior. 
The araendment reported by the committee 
was to strike out the first section of the bill. 
Mr. BOLES. That is the section referring 
to the Pottawatomies. ‘The objection to that 
is that they are citizens of the United States. 
These Indians have been declared citizens of 
the United States, and therefore the committee 
thought proper to recommend that this section 
be stricken out, and they instruct me to ask 
that the bill, as amended, be passed. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill, as amended, was ordered to a third 
reading; and received its third reading, and 
| was passed. 
| Mr. BOLES moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
| that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
The title of the bill was then amended by 
striking out the word ‘** Pottawatomie.”’ 


SHOSHONE AND BANNOCK INDIANS. 
Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on 


Indian Affairs, reported back, with an amend- 
ment, House bill No. 1914, to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to negotiate with the 
chiefs and head-men of the Shoshone and Ban- 
nock tribes of Indians for the relinquishment 


of a portion of their reservation in Wyoming | 


Territory. 
The bill, which was read, authorizes the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to negotiate, through 
proper agents or commissioners, to be by him 
appointed, with the chiefs and head-men of 
the Shoshone and Bannock tribes of Indians, 
for the relinquishment of that portion of the 
| reservation of said tribes, in Wyoming Terri- 
tory. which is situate south of the central 
dividing ridge between the Lig Popoagie and 
| Little Wind rivers, and to cede to said tribes 
| lands lying north of their pregent reservation, 
equal in area to any lands by them ceded; 
and that it shall be the duty of the Secretary 
to report all proceedings under this act to 
| Congress for approval or rejection. 
The amendment was to insert after the words 


Indians 
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‘* Little Wind rivers,’’ the words ‘ 
of the forty-third parallel.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to; and the 
bill, as amended, was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and 


and south 


being engrossed. 


it was accordingly read the third time, and 
vassed. 
Mr. MITCHELL moved to reconsider the 


|| vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
Mr. BOLES, from the Committee on Indian 


moved that the motion to 


on the table. 


reconsider the lnid 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
ALASKA. 

Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on In 
dian Affairs, reported adversely upon House 
bill No. 2174, authorizing the Secretary of the 
Interior to take jurisdiction over the people 
of Alaska called Indians, and for other pur 
poses; and the same was laid upon the table 

KED BEAR, A CHIPPEWAY CHIEF 

Mr. ADAMS also, from the same commit 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2636) for the 
relief of Red Bear, a chief of the Pembina 
band of Chippeway Indians; which was read 
a first and second time. 

The question wis upon ordering 
be engrossed and read a third time, 

The preamble of the bill states that provis 
ion was made in the nintb article of a treaty 
with the Red Lake and Pembina bands ot 
Chippeway Indians, concluded October 2, 
1863, for setting apart out of the tract of land 
ceded to the United States by the second arti 
cle of said treaty a reservation of six hundred 
and forty acres for the chief Red Bear, on 
the north side of the Pembina river ; but that, 
by reason of the lands having been entered to 
such an extent by settlers, no tract of land of 
six hundred and forty acres in compact form 
was left on the north side of the river 
to the uses of said chief. 

The bill accordingly provides that in view 
of the uniform good conduct and friendly di: 
position toward the Government of the United 
of said chief Red Bear, he 
authorized to make selection of the reserva 
tion contemplated for him by the treaty of 
October 2, 1863, out of any unoccupied lands 


the bill to 


suitable 


‘a 5 ae 
States shali be 


prov MSslOnsS 
of the second article of said treaty. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ADAMS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

RICHARD G. MURPHY 

Mr. ADAMS also, from the same committee, 
reported adversely upon the memorial for the 
relief of Richard G. Murphy, late United States 
Indian agent for the Sioux of Minnesota; and 
the same was laid on the table. 


INDLAN DEPREDATIONS IN NEW MEXICO 

Mr. ADAMS also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported adversely upon the petition of 
Gustave Elsberg and Jacob Amberg for reliet 
for depredations committed upon their prop 
erty by Indians in New Mexico; and the 
was laid on the table. 

J. A. VIALL. 

Mr. ADAMS also, from the same committee, 
reported back a letter of the Secretary of the 
Interior in relation to affidavits in his Depart 
ment in answer to charges made by M. M 
McCauley against J. A. Viall, superintendent 
of Indian affairs for Montana Territory, and 
moved that the committee be discharged trom 
the further consideration of the same, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SHTIG 


OSAGE 


Mr. ADAMS 


CRUST LANDS. 


also, from the same com- 


| mittee, reported adversely upon the petition 





en 
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of L. Spirling and fifty-nine others, settlers on 
Osage trust lands, for extension of time 
of payment for lands; and the same was laid 
on the table. 

ELBRIDGE GERKY 


Mr. BURDETT, from the Committee on 
[Indian Affairs, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2637) to compensate Elbridge Gerry for im- 
portant services; which was read a first and 
second time. 

lhe question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read athird time, 

The bill, which was reaa, appropriates from 
the Treasury the sum of $13,200, to be paid 
to Elbridge Gerry. in full compensation for 
valuable services rendered the Government in 
1864. 

Mr. ADAMS. 1 opposed this bill in com- 
mittee, and i am opposed to it now. I hope 
hetore the House is called upon to pass it there 
will be some explanation of it. And as it 
makes an appropriation, | make the point of 
order that it must receive its first considera- 
tion in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is well 
taken, and the bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BURDETT.  [ move that the bill and 
the accompanying report be printed. 

Ihe motion to print was agreed to. 


ERASTUS 8. JOSLYN 


Mr. BURDETT also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back, with an amendment, the 
bill (Hi. K. No. 1499) for the relief of Erastus 
S. Joslyn, of Washington Territory. 

The bill was read. It proposes to appro- 
priate out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated $4 000, to pay Erasius 


S. Joslyn for the use and occupancy of his | 


farin in Washington Territory as an Indian 
reservation. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I make 
point of order that this bill contains an appro 
priation, and must go to the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BURDETT. 
in the nature of a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. That does not obviate the 
pom} of order 

Mr. BURDETT. It will be found that the 
substitute is so drawn, or was intended to be so 
drawn, as not to make an appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. That does not obviate the 
point of order if it be insisted upon, because 
the House might not agree to the substitute, 
and the original bill would be before it. 

Mr. BURDETT. Then let this bill also, 
with the accompanying report, be printed and 


referred to the Committee of the Whole on the | 


Private Calendar. 
The SPEAKER. 


SUPERINTENDENT OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 


That order will be made. 


Mr. BURDETT also, from the same com- 


mittee, reported back, with a recommendation | 


that it do not pass, the bill (H. R. No. 1029) to 
abolish the office of superintendent of Indian 
affairs, and moved that the bill be laid on the 
table. 

Mr. ADAMS ] hope that the House will 
not sustain the recommendation of the com- 
mittee in regard to this bill. It is a measure 


which manifestly, I think, ought to pass; and 


if there is enough time lett to allow a disens- 
sion of the questioun—— 

The SPEAKER. The motion to lay the 
bill on the table is not debatable. 

Mr. BURDETT. The bill proposes to abol- 
ish all the Indian superintendencies; and it 
has been thought, by a majority at least of the 
committee, that the time has not come for us 
in this manner to change entirely the whole 


the | 


There is an amendment || : : : 
| ment to report a letter of the Secretary of the | 
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into a law. 





It proposes simply to abolish the || forty dollars per month for each person em. 


office of Indian superintendent, an office which ployed ; 


is now filled, 1 believe, by eight incumbents, | 
and costs the Government of the United States || 


Now, I would || approved May 31, 1870, entitled * An act to 


annually the sum of $80,000. 
like the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Bur- 
beTT, | or some other gentleman, to show 

Mr. BURDETT. [I believe the question is 
not debatable, and there is other business 
which the committee wish to submit. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to lay the 
bill on the table is not debatable, and the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. Burperr] objects 
to debate. 

The question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. Burpett, that the bill be laid on the table, 
it was agreed to. 

JAMES STEVENS. 

Mr. SHANKS, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, reported back, with the recom- 
mendation that it do not pass, the bill (H. R. 
No. 744) for the relief of James Stevens, and 
moved that the bill be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

KEMOVAL OF OSAGE 





INDIANS 
Mr. SHANKS also, from the same commit- 


tee, reported back adversely a communication || 


from the Secretary of the Interior, transmit- 


ting an estimate of appropriations required | 


to pay certain expenses connected with the 
removal of the Osage Indians, and moved that 
the same be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

W. F. AND G. M. DYER 

Mr. SHANKS also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back adversely a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, relating to 
the account of William F. & G. M. Dyer, for 
beef cattle furnished the Piute Indians in 
Nevada during the winter of 1861-62, and 


| moved that the same be laid on the table. 


The motion was agreed to. 
PREASURY INVESTIGATION. 
Mr. LYNCH. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures of the Treasury Depart- 


Treasury, with accompanying papers, relating 
to the examination of the administration of the 


Treasury Department by acommittee appointed || 


by him, and also the report of the Committee 


on Expenditures of the Treasury Department | 


upon the same subject, with the testimony 
taken by us, and to move that these various 
documents be printed and recommitted. 
There being no objection, the motion was 
agreed to. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 
Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 


| Enrolled Bills, reported that the committee 


had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
and joint resolutions of the following titles ; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 136) appointing 
commissioners to inquire into depredations 
on the frontiers of the State of Texas ; 


Joint resolution (H. R. No. 141) to amend | 


the resolution for the relief of James Keenan, 


late consul at Hong Kong, China, approved | 


February 18, 1867 ; 

An act (Hl. R. No. 106) for the relief of 
purchasers of lands sold for direct taxes in 
the insurrectionary States ; 


An act (H. R. No. 112) for the relief of G. | 
S. Baker, of Maryville, Missouri, for the | 


reissue of a certain bond ; 

An act (H. R. No. 206) for the relief of 
George C. Haynie ; 

An act (H. R. No. 286) to perpetuate testi- 
mony in the courts of the United States ; 


An act (H. R. No. 501) authorizing the | 


appropriation for the employment of surfmen 


An act (S. No. 793) to amend an act ay)- 
proved February 28, 1871, amending an act 


enforce the rights of citizens of the United 
States to vote in the several States of this 
Union, and for other purposes ;"’ 

An act (H. R. No. 859) to change the time 
for holding the circuit and district courts of 
the United States for the western district of 
Wisconsin at La Crosse ; 

An act (H. R. No. 864) to extend the time 
of payment for their lands by persons holding 
preémptions on the public lands in the States 
of Minnesota, Wisconsin, and Michigan, and 
Territory of Dakota ; 

An act (H. R. No. 878) for the relief of 
settlurs on the Osage lands in the State of 
Kansas ; 

An act H(. R. No. 1016) to promote the 
development of the mining resources of the 
United States ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1149) to authorize the 
| commissioners of claims to appoint special 
commissioners to take testimony, and for 
other purposes ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1496) to carry out cer- 
tain provisions of the Cherokee treaty of 1866, 
and for the relief of settlers on the Cherokee 
| lands in the State of Kansas ; 





to Elizabeth Harding; and 

| An act (H. R. No. 1943) for the relief of 
| Robert Williams, jr., collector, third district 
Ohio. 


| 
! 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
| 


| 
|| An act (H. R. No. 1946) granting a pension 


Mr. DAWES. 1 move that the rules be 
suspended and the House resolve itself into 
committee on the tariff bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. 
| to introduce a bill. 
| Mr. KERR. I must object, and I object 
| for the purpose of getting to the regular order 
! 
| 


I ask unanimous consent 


of business. 
SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to make 
a request of a personal nature to himself. Pri- 
vate business renders it necessary he should be 
absent from the city to-morrow and uext day, 
and it is not within the competency of the Chair 
under the rules to appoint a Speaker pro tem 
_ pore beyond one adjournment. The rules limit 
the Speaker in the appointment of a Speaker 
| pro tempore to ove adjournment. If the House 
| willagree, however, that to-morrow at the close 
| of the session it will take a recess until a quar- 
| ter of an hour or ten minutes before eleven 
| o'clock, the time of meeting the next day, with- 
| out an adjournment, that will bring it under 
| the rule. The Chair would not be willing to 
_ surrender the Saturday session, which so many 

members desire to be held on account of the 
| pressure of business at this stage of the ses- 


recess until a quarter of an hour before eleven 
o’clock a. m. of the next day, it. will bring the 

| matter within the rules. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move that the 
House take a recess from to morrow until a 
uarter of an hour before eleven of the next 


| day. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair prefers not to 
| have the matter submitted to a majority vote, 
but will ask for unanimous consent. 

There was no objection ; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

Mr. TAFFE. Would that prevent the House 
adjourning over Saturday if it so desired? 

The SPEAKER. It would not prevent the 
House having no session on Saturday. With 
that the Chair has nothing to do. 


| 
sion; but if the House will agree to take a 


structure of the machiuvery of our Indian sys- || sat alternate life-saving stations on the New 
tem. ‘This is the reason the committee have | 
reported adversely. 

Mr. ADAMS. If I can have time, and cau 


get the attention of the House, I think I ean | 


| Mr. FARNSWORTH. If the House unan- 
Jersey coast, for the fiscal year ending June 1 imously consent to the Speaker appointing the 
30, 1872, to be expended in employing crews || same Speaker pro tempore for to morrow and 
at such stations, and for such periods, and at || for Saturday, what is there to prevent it? 

such compensation, as the Secretary of the The rule provides that 





} 


| 
i 


| The SPEAKER. 


emonsirate that this bill ought to be euacted || Treasury may deem reasonable, not to exceed || the Speaker shall have the right to name any 








1872. 








—— 


member to perform the duties of the Chair, 
but such substitute shall not extend beyond 
an adjournment. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. ~ But cannot the 
Speaker be authorized to do so by the unan- 
jmous consent of the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appretends 
that it might be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. F AR NsWol’ TH. I make the motion, 
then, that the Speaker have unanimous con- 
sent to appoint a Speaker pro tempore for two 
days, to-morrow and the next day. 

The SPEAKER. Is there unanimous cou 
sent given that the Chair may name a Speaker 
pro tempore for Friday and Saturday? Of 
course it leaves the question of a session on 
Saturday to be determined by the House. If 
the Chair hears no objection, he will, before 
the close of to-day’s session, name a Speaker | 
pro tempore for both sessions. 

[here was no objection. 

Mr. DAWES. 
be rescinded, 

The SPEAKER. 
rescinded. 
pro tempore for to-morrow’s session and Sat- 
urday’s session, if one shall be held on that 
auy. 


Then the last order might 


The last order will be 


TARIFF. 


Ihe motion of Mr. Dawes was agreed to; 
und the House accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
(Mr. ScorreLp in the chair.) and re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 2322) to reduce duties on imports, and to 
reduce internal taxes, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Maynarp] is entitled to the 
floor. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Woop] desires a moment to 
make « personal explanation. I hope he will 
he alluwed to do so by general consent. 

Mr. WOOD. JI had the honor to address 
the committee some days since on the bill 
under consideration. In the course of my 
remarks | animadverted on some of the offi- 
cers of the War Department, who were selling 
the public property and accounting for the pro- 
ceeds by becoming the purchasers themselves, 
and mking such returns as in their judgment 
was proper. I quoted from the letter of the Sec- 
retary of War, Executive Document No. 200, 
page 23, to prove this allegation, showing that 
General Albert J. Myer, the chief of the Sig: 
nal Bureau, had sold signal equipments be long- 
ing to the Government, and that in the table 
which he furnishes himself it is set down that 
he himself became the purchaser of those 
equipme nts. I have this morning received a 
letter from that gentleman, which I desire to | 
have read, 

Mr. MAYNARD. If it 


same pur pose, 


Union, 


would answer the | 


Mr. WOOD. 


to have 
lhe Clerk read a 


[should like | 


It is very short. 


s follows: 


War DePpaRTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF SIGNAL OrFIcer, 


it read. 1} 





| gentl 


the same time that I quoted from the official 
document as printed for the use of the House ; 
and that while it aequits him of being the pur- 
chaser of these articles, it confers that honor 
upon the signal officer of the Navy instead 
ot the signal officer of the Army. 

Mr. DAWES. In connection with the same 
matter, when it was before the committee the 
eman from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] was 
under the impression, and so charged, that the 
Secretary of War had increased his expend- 
itures by the amount of $8,000,000, which he 
had received from the sale of arms, and had 
covered his deficiency by the appropriation of 
thatsum. The gentleman used this language: 

‘During the last fiscal year, in defiance of that 
law, the War Department, as is shown by the report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, expended $8,000, - 
000 in excess of the appropriation, and sold arms to 


| the French to make good the deficiency, and the 


The Chair will name a Speaker i] 


proceeds of these arms are now deposited in the 
[reasury to the credit of the Department, subject 
to be drawn out by it.”’ 


I have here, sir, a letter from the Secretary 
of War giving a statement of every ex xpe ndi- 
ture of the War Department during the last 
vear, and the act making the appropriation. 
l also bave a copy of the warrant on the 
‘Treasury, which covers each of those expendi- 
tures, and a copy of the warrant by which 
$8,000,000 was covered into the general 
account of the Treasury last November. These 
papers I desire to have printed in the Globe. 
There was no objection; and it was so 
ordered. The documents are as follows: 
Wak DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON City, Apri/ 29, 1872 


Deak Sik: I send pte beng in accordance with 


your verbal request of to-day, a statement in regard 
to the umounts received and disbursed by this 
Department on account of the appropriation for 
ordnance, ordnance stores, &c., for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1871. 

Hon. Mr. Beck, in his speech in the House of Rep- 
resentatives on Saturday last, remarks: 


“During the last fiscal year, in defiance of that 
law, (act of July 12, 1870,) the War Departme nt, 
shown by tlre report of the Secret: iry of the Treas- 
ury, expended $8,000,000 in excess of the appropria- 
tions and sold arms to the French to make good the 
deficiency; and the proceeds of those arms are now 
deposited in the Treasury to the credit of that 
Department, subject to be drawn out by it.” 

Mr. Beck is in error at all points. 

In the first place, the War Department did not 
expend any sum in excess of appropriations made 
by law, and therefore it had no deficiency to make 
rood. 

In the second place, it did not sell arms to 
good the deficiency. 

Inthe third place, when ordnance and ordnance 
stores, &c., ave sold, the prozeeds must be paid into 
the Treasury tothecredit of the appropriation made 
specifically for ordnance, ordnauce stores, &c., and 
could not be drawn upon except for expenses for 
ordnance, ordnance stores, &c., alone. ‘Therefore, 


us is 


make 


| even if there were a deficiency or overexpenditure 


| on other accounts, the 


| rule applies to all appropriations. 


money to the credit of ord 

s could not, by any possibility, under 
be used to make it good, And this 
All money must 
be used for the specific purpose for which itis appro- 


nance stores, &e. 
existing laws, 


| priated and no other. 


it would save time to let the |} 


letter be printed in the Globe merely. \| drawn out by 


In the fourth place, the proceeds of the sales 
referred to are not now deposited in the Treasury 
to the credit “ the War Department, subject to be 
it, as stated by Mr. Breck, but, on the 
contrary, es were on the 24th of October, 18/1, 
carried to the surplus fund, by warrant No. 119, 

‘opy herewith,) and can no more be drawn upon by 


the War Department than if the money were not in 


| existence. 


Wasuineton, D.C., Apri/ 30, 1872. || 


Dear Sir: Referring to statements quote d in the 
Globe as made by you in debate ou the 27th instant 
in reference to sales of property belo ynging to the 
signal service cf the United States, it is proper to 
say that you have been apparent! —— sled by the 
statement of Executive Document No. 200, page 23, 
which is incorrectly printed. 

The sales made by this office in 1870 and 1871 were 
to Commodore dé: Almy, acting as chief —e ub | 
officer of the Navy, and were transfers to the Navy | 

epartment (at cost price to the War Department,) | 


of property needed for immediate use in the n: uval 
service, 


There were 
the Army. 
I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


ALBERT J. MYER, 
Brigadier General and Chief Signal Officer Army. 


Hon. Fernanpo Woop, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D.C, 


Mr. WOOD. 


no sales to the chief signal officer of 


I desire to give General Myer | 


the full benefit of his explanation, stating at | 


| 


‘ Drawn out 


[It stands no longer to the credit of the 
War Department, but has gone into the general fund 
of the Treasury, subject to the action of Congress 
alone. 

Lastly, if any one supposes that either previous 
to the fiscal year 1870-71, or thereafter, any money 
has been improperly expended by the War Depart 
ment in excess of appropriations, let the matter be 
investigated. 


There was, on the 30th June, 1870, to the credit of 


the appropriation tor ordnance, crdnance stores, 
MBiiecnics seceeee-$10,618,854 48 
‘(by requisition, “previous to 
the taking effect of the act of July 12, 

1870) oatias the ances year endivg 





June 30, 1871.. 139,154 
Le vette 9 stan eg dieievanians id jiee ei 10,479,700 42 
Paid into the Treasury to the credit of 
appropriation for ordnance, ordnance 
stores, &c., during the fiscal year end 
ing June 30, 1871, on account of the 
proceeds of sales, AC.......ccccs-scccssscccese 9,230,229 17 
Total to credit of said appropriation 
June 30, 1871......... --$18,7 14,929 59 
diced 
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Covered into the Treasury from appropriation for 
ordnance, ordnance stores, &e., per surplus war- 
rant No. 119 (copy inclosed S18,714,.929 50 
It may be proper to add that no specific appropri- 

ation for ordnance, ordnance stores, ae 8 was made 


in the annual appropriation bill for the ‘ar end 
ing June 3), 1871 

The inclosed copy of warrant No. 119, surplus 
fund, includes all appropriations for the ordnance 
department from which money was covered into 
the surplus fund, 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant. 

WM. W. BELKNAP 


Necretary of War 


Hon. H. L. Dawes, House of Re 


presentatives 


{Appropriation warrant, No. 119. War Department. 


To the Comptrollers and Register of the Treasury - 

Congress having, by the hereinatter mentioned 
act, made provisions tora “surplus fund,” you ure 
hereby directed to debit on the books of the Treas- 
ury which relate tothe appropriation accounts for 
the fiscal year ending June 3), IS71, the following 
accounts, respective ly, aud curry the same to the 
credit of said fund, and for so doing this shall be 
your warrant, 


Given, in duplicate, under my hand and the seal 
of the Treasury Department, this 24th day of 

1. 8.) October, in the year of our Lord 187], and of 
independence the ninety-sixth. 


J. F. HARTLEY, 
retary of the [reasu u 
countersigued Octob 

R. W. TAYLER, 

First Comptroller 
ed October 25, 1871. 
J. A. GRAHAM, 


Assistant [tr qust: 


Acting Se 
Received, registered, und 


25, 1871. 


Received and register 





By the fifth and sixth sections of “‘An act making 
appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government tor the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1871,’ approved July 1° 
187: 

Purchase of aris, £6. .cc...0.sccccccsescanesse $99,049 \ 
Ordnance » ordn ance stores, KC........... 8,714.9 MM) 
Armament of fortifieations.... ‘ 8,075 80 
Purchase of guopowd r and lead.. 616,442 6 
RPE MOMOE BOR VINO. dciccwscisnisbadatedcncdceses * 95,752 6] 
National armories........ 1,929,917 
Repairs, &e., at Sprin 1 sh4 
Arsenals... IS,858 Al 
Contingencies of arsenals 9.658 14 
Magazines for storing gunpowder Sacer 4S 
AViGSHODY RYSOIAN iiivsiccceticecesccssecanccatss 65 S4 
PB EUGON MERGE iad recccceedeovchetuakdecwtadd cavers $10 
Baton Rouge arse me al. S elaceatl ctiatuda 1.487 7 
penccia arsenal ~ saewen sinublatie JU 4S 
Columbus arsenal.......... ae 212 
Chamopiain arsenal......... ‘ Saaducaeeen 70) Sh) 
TG UP ONE MOONE ainsaidsncukevsincrceccen sane is 48 
Indianapolis arsenal eiepebniGeiceica ; $2,263 1h 
Mount. Vernon arsenal.......0cscccce sees 3.46 04 
Bree Te ea I iad icc tndanercancnniad iG 
Pikesville arsenal ...... Sal iabhs 177 
St. Louis arsenal : sok aeaboaaaiiadig 46.22 
Vancouver arsenal eddie See O00 09 
Washington arsenal... jsnaeahanteciaa abbas g19 
WE SEO VITOE REMC incascnccnicscccssensanescs b 41 
Watertown arsen: RRR ATT: 3,452 1! 
Purchase of artillery hors 1,078 | 


Total 








TREASURY 


SECOND 


DEPARTMENT, 

AupIror’s Orricr., 
October 18, 1871 

named amounts, not being 

ot any accounts now pend 

be carried to the ‘“‘ surplus 


P. FRENCH, Auditor 


I certify that the above- 
1ecded for the settlement 
ing in this office, may 


fund.” 


I certify that the foregoing is a true copy from the 
books of the Treasury Department of the original 


warrant J. H. SAVILLE. ¢ 


Yhief Verk 


War DepartTMENT, April 30, 1872 
Dear Str: The following is a list of the appro 
priations made by Congress, under the direction 
the War Department, for the fiseal year ending Jur 
30,1871. The volume and page of the statutes in 
which each may be found is given in the margin 


For rivers and harbors...........cccsce coeee $3,945,900 (0) 
For fortifications ...... cee ee 
For additional appr opriatic nD “for fort 

on site of Fort Tompkins. 238 000 41 


falls of Ohio 
canal, and for 
ipids improvement........ 


For improvement on the 
river and Louisville 


D Moines r 941,000 00 


For oe appropriation—military es- 
tablishinerits Proper... ........-cccseceesess 19,321 367 
For arinorics and a7semils.......cccccccccscees 1,212,91 ) 
FE ares Fe ROOROURT sic isccatscceeieae rears 314,369 20 
For r and equipping militia........ 200.000 00 
For os ze pours ot General Scott. , 20,000 00 

For relie f ate parties under sun 
PE GU Sc. a casks seis deeded eaemantbamadatiie 97,685 1 


Fe rN ac jency ‘appre ipriation for year 


ending June 30, Ls7i 3.419.016 
DOE aN cise scintas pomeaaionaantees $40,622,254 06 
maa 
There was expended for the same fiscal year, on 
accouut of whut are technically called * indefinite 





3000 


ypriations,;’’ that is, such as former statutes re- 
aid out of any money in the Treasury 
appropriated, and for which nospecific 


appre 
quire d to be I 
not otherwise 


eum is appropriated in the annual appropriation 

bills, a total of $13,671,152 99. The items which form 

this «um will be tound in detail in the accompany- 
ing copy of the “ indefinite appropriation warrant.” 

The expenditures of the War Department for the 
fiscal year endingJune 1871, under all heads, may 
be briefly and accurately stated thus: 

Appropriated in annual appropriation bills, includ- 
Ing permanent appropriations............ $40,622,254 06 
ere was remaining in the Treasury 
mexpended April 1, 1872, of theabove 
imount 3,405,884 09 

Giving the tal expended under this 
nend . ove 7,216, 369 97 

Add to this the expenditures tor in de fi- 

WICS GH DTODTIBTIO BBs nie disccnpsns vievceccsconens 13,671,152 99 

Total expended by War Department 
for ab e fiscal year .-800, 887,522 +) 
No part of the above sum has been expended 

except by authority of law. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
WM. W. BELKNAP, 
Secretary of Wur. 
Hon. H. L. Dawes, House of Representatives. 
Warrant No. 115, issued June 30, 1871. 
Indefinite and relies, 

By an act to indemnify the States for expenses 
ineurred by them in defense of the United States, 
12 Statutes, 271 ipproved July 27, 1861. Refund 
ing Stutes expenses incurred in raising volun- | 
ioers 7 $2,379,246 72 

By an act to provide for the payment 
of horses and other property lost or 
destroyed in the military service of 
the United States, ’ Statutes, 414.) 
approved March 1849. Horses and 
other property los in the miiitary 
ervice..” nega 228,836 75 

By an act waking appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the year ending June 30, 

1867, and for other purpose ld Stat 
utes, 322 and 3 sections 12 and 16,) 
ypproved July 28, 1866. Bounty un 
der a iJduly, 1866 hee ernie 10,656,300 53 

By joint tion in regard to rations 
of Union ldiers held as prisoners of 
wir Statutes, 364,) approved July 

i Commutation ol rations to 
yn rers of war sciegiad cieitisieos 15,964 00 

By an act to reimburse the States of 
Indiana and Ohio for moneys ex 
pended for the United States, enroll 
ing, equipping, and provisioning mil 
rlin tk es, » bO used In suppressing 
the rebellion Statutes, 9,) approved 
March 2, 186 Reimbursing State 
ft indiana ft expenses incurred in 
enrolling her militia a 100 00 

By an act to authorize the Secretary of 
War to settleand adjust the expenses 
f the Rogue River Indian war, (10 
statutes, oU,, ipproved July LA 1854. j 
Rogue Kiver Indian war 33,844 83 

By s n three of an act to reimburse 
he State of kansas for moneys ex 
pended tor the United States in en- 
rolling, equipping, and provisioning 
militia forces to aid in suppressing 
the rebellion, (16 Statutes, 402,) ap 
proved February 2, 1871. Compensa- 
tion of commissions to audit Kansas 

MRE coins oiewiceneiliin 30 00 

Ry th thirteenth sect it om of ‘an act to 


imend laws relating to internal rev 
ind forother purposes. (l4Stat 
15U,) approved Mare Le 1867. 
of tax on Fon tog wiedinniie 
making appropriation ‘to 
satisfy a judgment obtained against 
Girenville M. Dodge, late an officer 
ot the United States, and others, for 
acts done by them in the line of their 
duty, (16 Statutes, 36,) approved May 
6. 1870. Judgment against Grenville 
M. Dodge and others..... 
By an act for the relief ‘of 
Harmon, widow of Jacob 
of Greene county, 


enue 
utes 
Payment 
By an act 


91 94 


; - 4,350 00 
Malinda 
Harmon, 
‘Tennes- 
.) approved Janu- 


deceased, 
see, (17 Statutes, 77 
ary 21. 1871. Relief of Malinda Har- 
a, i Me ditinnesnccctassceence 

By an act for the relief of the 
tucky University, (17 Statutes, 76,) 
approved January 17, 1871. Reliet 
of the Kentucky University...... 

By an act for the relief Mrs. C aroline 
G. Gardner, widow of Brevet Briga- 
dier General John L. Gardner, (17 
Statutes, 80,) approved February 14, 

Reliet Mrs. Caroline G. 
Gardner, widow . 

By an act for the relief of ‘Joseph ‘An- 
derson, a citizen of Davidson county, 
Tennessee, (17 Statutes, 86, approved 
March 2, 1871. Kelief of Joseph An- 
derson, of Davidson county, Tennes- 


4,696 7 


Ken 


25,000 00 


S71. ot 


15,000 00 


Amount carried forward .. . $13,365,942 97 


1,554 00 | 


| the Secretary of the Treasury, while 


coment cnsatbenpamaians 


Amount brought forward $13,365,942 97 
3y an act for the relief of 
Chinn, (17 97,) 
March 5, Relief of 
Chinn. rennieniapedepninn ou iieeaintalibmieaienshine 

By an act. for the relief of Shadrick 
Saunders, Daniel Moore, Alexander 
Forbes, and others, citizens of Peters- 
burg, Virginia, (17 Statutes, 78,) ap- 
proved February 4, 1871. Relief of 
Shadrick Saunders, and others, of 
Petersburg, Virginia 


Statutes, 
1871. 


approved 
William 


672 00 


By an act for the relief of Bryan R. 
Young, (17 Statutes, 89,) approved 
March 3, 1871. Relief of Bryan R. 
OIE Bi vai tesideciisnttaecavndbediniencAicceeens 

By an act for the relief of General 
John C. McQuiston and Jeremiah D. 


Skeen, ot Indiana, (17 Statutes, 98,) 
approved Pyorenry 27, 1871. Relief 
of General John C. McQuiston and 
Jeremiah D. Skeen. 

By an act for the relief of Abram G. 
Snyder, of the Watervliet arsenal, at 
West Troy, New York, (17 Statutes, 
98,) approved March 3, 1871. Relief 
SSS OS eee ee 

By a joint resolution for the relief of 
William P. Thomasson, (17 Statutes, 
102.) approved March 3, 1871. Relief 
of William P. Thomasson.. 
sv a resolution to ¢ ompensate ‘John L. 
Miles, late second lieutenant of the 
Indiana battery, for one horse lost 
in the service, ex Statutes, 103,) ap- 
proved March 3, 1871. Compensation 
of John L. Miles. sinbbinbencueasbadiedeh ddutan 


2,000 00 


5,000 00 


150 00 


13,374,865 67 





To theabove must be added the amount 
paid to the National Asylum for Dis- 
PE II ui cisco rwnsoccinessiensamcoaie 206,287 32 


$13,671, i 52 v9 








Mr. BECK. I desire to say one word. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Ido not care how long 
these pro bono publico explanations go on, 
provided they are not taken out of the time 
allotted to myself. 

Mr. BECK. I will not occupy a minute. 
I will explain why | made the statement to 
which the gentleman from Massachusetts has 
referred. I made it because the last report 
of the Secretary of the Treasury shows, on 
page 5, that the expenditures of the War De- 
partment last year were $35,000,000 ; and his 
report also shows that the appropriation for 
them was only $29,500,000. The report of 
It gives 
the expenditures of the War Department as 
$35,799,991 82, upon page 5 of the appendix 


| to the report states the amount expended by 


the military Department in detail thus: 
Military Establishment. 


Pay department. eg . $6,146,981 79 
| Commissary de »_partment.. indians waeneenieg 3,483,668 52 
| Quartermaster’s department beeen cee 12,746,330 97 
Ordnance department.... in cides 778,490 21 
Forts and fortifications.....................06 1,287,167 46 | 
Improvement of rivers and harbors..... 4,854,277 88 | 


RENN: DCRR Ds nos mcpneneetnnkonenibiie 
Medical department... 





Freedmen’s Bureau.. ail 463210 82 
National Asylum for Disabled Volun- 
I Ne ed 296,287 32 


Bounties to soldiers... 


on 10,656,300 53 
Reimbursing States for raising "volun- 





DIE i. cine nkabitihs initia cian saan 2,379,246 72 
Horses and other property lost in ser- 

I hare ac la tala echihchinteinnsinahins 228, 836 75 
Contingencies of the Army.............. 257,404 39 
Washington and Oregon volunteers in 

Se Gai icitectenceicitecscnied oind th tecmbenke 42,131 71 

Pay ments under relief acts.... 110,887 67 
Capture of Jefferson Davis....... - 1,611 50 
Bronze equestrian statue of f Lieutenant 

General Winfield Scott.. edema 15,000 00 

44,080,084 95 
Deduct proceeds of sales of ordnance, 
Din sciceliahiacaesnnieapiniedidbaciiinn tialalisitiadnchabalil 8,280,093 13 


Total military establishment.......... 


Mr. DAWES. I stated at the time that it 
was only a book-keeping. I had seen the books 


.$35,799,991 82 











_of the War Department, and seen that they 


covered every dollar of the expenditures. 

Mr. BECK. But only $29,500,000 were 
appropriated, as the laws show. 

Mr. DAWES. Oh, no; the gentleman is 
mistaken there. There was a general appro- 
priation, of which this is the balance. You 
will see in the Globe of to-morrow all the 
| warrants. 


Mr. MAYNARD. As this is 


an entirely 


William | | 
| 
| 
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| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| that it is so. 





new subject, it has never been heard of before 
in the House. Of course the Chair's eye will 
fall upon the dial at this particular moment, 
and will not charge me with the time that has 
been occupied by “this explanation. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 

A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Bancock, one of his secretaries, 
informed the House that the President had 
approved and signed a bill of the following 
title: 

A bill (H. R. No. 174) repealing the duty 
on tea and coffee. s ; 

The message also announced that the bill 
(H. R. No. 1670) for the relief of Isaac B. 
Kinkead, received by the President April 15 
1872, and not having been returned within ten 
days (Sundays excepted) after presentation, 
has become a law under the Constitution. 

TAKIFF. 

The Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union resumed its session. 

Mr. MAYNARD addressed the committee. 
[ His remarks will be found in the Appendix. } 

Mr. KERK also addressed the committee. 
{ His remarks will be found in the Appendix, } 

In the course of Mr. Kerr’s speech, 

Mr. DAWES said: | would like to state to the 
House that there are quite a number of gentle 
men still desiring to speak upon this question, 
and I hope they will bear in mind that the 
debate closes to-morrow at three o'clock; 
that the order was made, and a motion to 
reconsider laid upon the table, so that, as | 
understand the rules, it is fixed. If any gen 
tlemen will come here to debate the bill this 
evening, I will try and have the House here, 
and I would like to have an indication of the 
wish of the House on that subject so that we 
may not come here and have no one to speak. 


Mr. KERR. 1 cannot yield for that purpose 
| now. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
The committee rose informally; and the 


Speaker having resumed the chair, a message 


from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of ix» 


| clerks, announced that the Senate had passed, 


without amendment, the bill (H. R. No. 1194) 
directing the proper accounting officers of the 
Treasury to credit John Says, of Ohio, with 
the sum therein named. 

TARIFF. 

The Committee of the Whole then resumed 
its session. 

Mr. CROSSLAND. I yield the remainder 
of my time to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. Speer. | 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Mr. 


Chair 


| man, the proper regulation of the finances 


of the country is at once difficult and import 
ant. That we must have revenue to defray 
the expenses of the Government, pay the in 
terest on its debt, and provide for the gradual 
reduction of the principal, is not questioned 
by any man or party. But how shall this 
revenue be raised? From what source shall 
it be drawn? These are the questions that 
meet us at the threshold, and must be settled 
before anything practical can be done. The 
answers to these questions are as numerous 
and conflicting as the interests of the country 
themselves. Nor is this surprising. With our 
extended and diversified territory; our ocean 
and inland communication; our vast mineral 
wealth, and our boundless agricultural re- 
sources, it is to be expected that the friends 
and representatives of the various interests 
and elements that make our country so great 
and so prosperous will not be able always to 
see and to think alike. And it may be best 
Zeal, guided by wisdom and 
earnestness, free from selfishness, will give to 
the nation wholesome legislation, and to the 
people continued prosperity. 

No stronger evidence of the difficulties at- 
tending the regulation of the national revenues 
can be furnished than we have in the action 








1872. 


of the Committee of Ways and Means. It is 
composed of nine members, six Republicans 
and three Democrats. For five months this 
committee has been patiently and faithfully at 
work hearing the representatives of all sec- 
tions and interests, and bringing to the dis- 
charge of its duties great practical knowledge 
and a sincere desire to relieve the burdens and 
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| 
ai 


| trader and protectionist alike agree that the 
|| internal revenue system is justly odious to our 


| people, and should be wholly repealed at the | 
The public mind has | 


earliest day possible. 
wisely settled this point, and all classes agree, 


and always have agreed, that it is best to | 


| defray the ordinary expenses of the Govern- 
| ment by revenue raised by duties upon imports. 
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which it should be made. While protection is 
| fiercely denounced in one quarter, absolute 
free trade, as a practical measure, is not de 
manded by anybody. The expenses of the 
Government must be borne by the imposition 
of duties upon imports, and in my judgment 
these duties should be so levied that. while 





romote the welfare of the people; and yet 
what is the result? Thechairman of the com- 
mittee reports to the House a bill, with the 
statement that he himself does not approve it ; 
two of his colleagues report another bill of 
widely different provisions; while the Demo- 
cratic members of the committee stand off with 
swords drawn to cut both bills into fragments, 
and unable themselves to agree upon a substi- 
tute. Now, when doctors differ, who shall 
decide? When a committee of nine members 
can be satisfied with scarcely less than nine 
different bills, what can we expect of this 
House, composed of two hundred and forty- 
three members? This wide divergence of 
views should admonish us of the graye im- 
portance of the subject we are called upon to 
consider, and the danger of derangimg the 
business of the country and paralyzing its in- 
dustries by our action. Each step should be 
cautiously taken, and the path of advancement 
should be traveled in the light of the nation’s | 
experience. 


THE QUESTION NOT POLITICAL. 


There has been more demagogism on the | 
question of the tariff than upon any other 
subject of national legislation. Local inter- 
ests and prejudices have been appealed to, and 
party triumphs have thereby been achieved, 
when to every reflecting mind the question, 
from its very nature, cannot be a political | 
one. If members of one political party only 
were engaged in mining or manufactures or 
agriculture or commerce, or if that section of 
the country where these various operations are 
carried On was exclusively inhabited by those 
who adopt the same political faith, then there 
might be sense and justiee in the attempt, 
often made, to construct a party creed out of 
apurely economic question. Butif free trade 
be sound in principle, then it is as good for | 
tepublicans as for Democrats; and if protec- 
tion be for the interest of the country, Demo- 
crats are as much benefited by it as Repub- 
licans. There is clearly no party division in 
the discussion of the question in this House. 
Local and geographical interests alone seem 
to be consulted. New England wants free 
coal and protected manufactured goods ; the 
West pleads for free iron, while she does not 
object to a duty upon wool. Michigan and 
Wisconsin demand a tariff upon lumber, while 
Kentucky whispers, ‘‘ Save my hemp.’’ Thus 
we are met by diversified interests, each seek- 
ing in the general struggle to prolong and 
strengthen its own life. 








OUR DUTY. 


With this condition of things before us, what 
is our duty? We are citizens of a common | 
country, to whose prosperity we are devoted, 
and whose advancing greatness is the marvel 
of the age and the wonder of the world. The 
music of our rivers invites the capital of the 
manufacturer; the wealth of our soil rewards 
with golden harvest the labor of the husband- 
man; and the rich ores beneath our hills yield 
their treasures to the enterprise and toil of the | 
miner. It cannot be the part of national wis- 
dom to develop but one of these sources of 
growth and neglect the others. And if it was, 
which one should we select, and who is au- 
thorized to make the choice? It will not do 
to say, let each take care of itself, for the 
expenses of the Government must be paid, 
and revenue must be raised to pay them; and | 
it can be raised in but one of two ways: by 
taxes upon home labor and capital, or by 
duties upon foreign labor and capital. 

During and since the war our revenues have 
been raised from both these sources ; but free- 














cles and at what rate shall they be laid? Upon 


| unwise differ. 
good of the people and the prosperity of the 
| country ; but differences of opinion, originating 


| tutional provision, and the object of the power 


| so used and arranged as to mislead the judg- 
| ment and produce apparent results which the 





But here the trouble begins. Upon what arti- 


what basis—according to the value or the 
quantity of the article? Here the wise and the 
All seek the same object—-the 


largely in the diversity of local interests as to 
the best means of accomplishing this object, 
confront and often confuse those who are hon- 
estly seeking to know their duty, that they may 
fearlessly and faithtully do it. The fluctua- 
tions of trade, the condition of the various | 
markets of the world, and many other consid- 
erations materially affect the question and 
multiply the complications which always sur- 
round it. 
THE 





PRIMARY OBJECT OF A TARIFF. 

The primary object of a tariff is to obtain 
revenue. The national Constitution, in sec- 
tion eight, provides that— 

‘*The Congress shall have power to lay and collect 
taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, to pay the debts 


and provide for the common defense and general 
welfare of the United States.’ 


Here the authority is expressly given, and the 
purpose for which it is given is expressly de- 
fined. But it is not declared that duties must 
be imposed upon those articles that yield the 
most revenue, nor upon any specific number 
or class of articles. The power to raise rev- 
enue to pay our debts and to provide for the 
general welfare is vested in Congress, but the 
manner in which that power shall be exercised | 
is left to its discretion and wisdom, with this 
limitation, that ‘‘all duties, imposts, and ex- |} 
cises, shall be uniform throughout the United 
States.” Keeping in view, then, the consti- 


given, we come to the question of its 

PROPER EXERCISE. ) 
Shall revenue be raised by duties upon those 
things which we raise and manufacture in this 
country, or upon those which we import from 
foreign countries? In.one case it is urged 
that our people should be permitted to buy 
where they can buy cheapest, this position as- 
suming, what should not be assumed, that a 
tariff necessarily and always increases the 
price. On the other hand, the true policy is 
alleged to be to levy the duties upon such 
articles as can be largely produced here, for 
the purpose of developing our resources, of 
giving employment to labor, and of creating 
such competition as will in the end reduce the 
price. ‘These are the two positions taken, and 
in defense of them innumerable theories have 
been advanced, and tables and figures that no |) 
mathematician can compute. It is not my |; 
purpose to discuss abstractions ; theories un- || 
supported by practical results are worthless: 
We may build houses of glass and have struc- 
tnres beautiful to the eye, but they will be 
useless for the practical purposes of life. It 
is said that figures cannot lie; but they can be | 





repeated experience of the country has proved 
to be false. 
TAXES MUST BE REDUCED. 

The people demand, and they have reason 
to iaaeud, a reduction of the taxes by which 
they have been so long burdened. Under the 
present rates the revenues of the country are 
more than its expenses, leaving a balance to 
be applied to the payment of the principal of 
the national debt much larger than should be 
annually paid by this generation. Both the | 
bills reported to the House provide for a re- 
duction, differing, however, in the extent of 
the reduction, and also as to the articles upon 


| millions in gold. 
| reduction in the present duties and taxes 
| should be at least $50,000,000, and it might 


| even themselves is equally evident. 


raising sufficient revenue, they will protect 


| American labor and develop American re 


sources. Articles of daily and universal use 
in this country which we neither grow nor 
make should be admitted free of duty, while 
those articles for the manufacture of which we 
have the raw material in abundance, and in 
whose manufacture the labor of the country 
finds employment, should be subject to duties. 


| Now, what reduction of taxes and imposts can 


be safely made? 
OUR RECEIPTS. 
For the fiscal year ending June 30. 1871, 
our net receipts were, in round numbers, 
$383,000,000, and our expenditures $ 


D292, 


| 000,000, showing a surplus of $91,000,000. 


For the year ending June 30, 1872, thete will be 
about $875,000,000, and the expenditures will 
be under $300,000,000, leaving a balance of 
at least $75,000,000. Upon the present basis 
of duties the Secretary of the Treasury esti 

mates the receipts for the year ending June 80, 
1873, at $359,000,000, and the expenditures at 
$301,000,000 ; but this estimate evidently 
places the receipts too low, and the expendi- 
tures too high. If the present duties be con 

tinued and the Government be administered 
with economy, (and the expenditures will 
annually decrease,) the surplus for next year 
would approach $100,000,000. And, in addition 
to this, it must be rengembered that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, wisely or unwisely, keeps 
constantly in the Treasury over one hundred 
In view of these facts the 


or 


Ose 


| with entire safety be much more. 


WHAT IS PROPOSED. 
The chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, in the bill reported by him, pro- 
poses a reduction on the basis of last year’s 
receipts of $31,845,561, as follows : 
On basis of 

quantities 


fan duty 


rece ned 






of 1871. wn 1871. 
Ds diac dtd ieee hakdaaen $2,548,689 $3,625,716 
Oc scicetanadiansdeviebeiiin 2,949,309 5,070,480 
Coal...... 22.88] 
Pe Gesakennes 615,422 
A il ieee ch tate 529,258 
Iron and manufactures o1... 2,155,228 
| Steel and manufactures of 745,539 
MR gsc cs dceacctecst ou teromuaacatenseels 559,823) 
Woolen manulactures.. 4,759,680 > 5,517 ,275 
|| Woolen carpets...............6 197,772) 
Cotton manufactures............ 788,72: 
Copper and manufactures of 39,611 
Chemicals, drugs, &c............ 584,862 
| Cork, manufactured........... 28,915 
MANN is celciuavasanteeesiadioaens 761,801 
All other articles.......... Aces 212 
OG POR ccnciesttaiainicsncsecentiad. ee 
18,952,433 


Internal revenue. 





OO iakccncecssuined $6,720,000 
ES ee - 2,973,123 
Sank checks......... 1,250,000 
pO ae 2,250,000 
Agreement stamps 

(estimated)......... 100,000 

——_ 12, 893,123 

$31,845,561 

a 


That the committee have sincerely endeav 
ored to do their duty is freely conceded, but 
that they have failed to satisfy the House and 
My objec- 
tions to the bill are twofold: first, the reduc- 
tion is too small; and secondly, small as it is, 
it is improperly made. 

The Secretary of the Treasury in his estimate 
for the fiscal year ending June, 1873, estimates 
the receipts from internal revenue on the pres 
ent basis at $126,000,000, and suggests a re- 
duction of $16,000,000 in these taxes. The 
committee has kept below these figures even, 
and reports a reduction of less than thirteen 
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millions. I would go further than either the 
committee or the Secretary, and blot out en- 


tirely this whole internal revenue system. It 
ig unjust, Oppressive, inquisitorial, and iniqui- 
fous If its entire repeal should create the 


necessity for raising additional revenue it could 
be done in ways far less objectionable to our 
people and far more in accordance with the 
spirit of our institutions. 

but a direct tax and 
burden upon the labor and enterprise and cap- 
? It has sent over the 
land a swarm of spies and informers, and it 
has involved many honest and well-meaning 
but uninformed the most serious 
and often in financial ruin. It came 
into life asa supposed necessity of the war, 
fil d a 


What is this system 


ital of our own people 


persons im 


trouble ‘ 


the cause that produced it has ceased 
if houl { pe at once repealed Over its grave 
no tears will be shed, and it will be remem- 
bered only by the injustice and wrorg that 
were committed in I will gladly 
ote to relieve the people from this system of 
tuxatiow, regarding it as 


its name. 


unsound in policy, 

of doubtful constitutional authority, oppress- 

ive in practice, and exceedingly unpopular. 
OTHER REDUCTIONS. 

But believing it improbable, in the present 
taye and temper of Congress, to secure the 
repeal of the entire internal revenue system, 
wid admitting the necessity of a large reduc- 
non, i be made? In my judg- 
ment, our attention should first be directed to 
icles of common use and necessity 
iwe ao not and cannot rulse or produce 


how shoulda 


tive ” pl 


ve 


14 this country; and first upon this list come 
tea and cotfee. The simple mention of these 
vords throw some geutigmen into excitement. 
lhey charge that the effort to repeal these 
luties is **a trick of the protectionists,’’ and 
if successfal will compel the retention of du- 


tiesupon other articles which they claim should 
byes But all this does not change or affect 
the only question properly to be considered 
by us in determining our course as Repre- 
sentatives of the people. 


ree, 


| colleague, [Mr. Ke_iey,] upon the free list, 


| while the cost of leather, an article of uni- 


| mitted to succeed. | would be just always and 


lhe House twice by very decided majorities | 


voted to place tea and coffee on the free list ; 
and the Senate tardily indeed, but finally, two 
days ago, passed the last House bill, and after 
the Ist of July next our people will have tree 
rea and This action on the part of 
Congress wipes out $19,000,000 of revenue, 


coffee. 


and will compel many a member to ‘* change 
his base.’’ | rejoice at the passage of this 
bill, for the duty of fifteen cents upon tea and 
three cents upun coffee was a simple naked 
tax upon those articles. We do not raise 
them, and hence the importers have entire 
control of the market. The unchanging effect 
of the duty was to add the amount of it tothe 
price. It is true the revenue raised went into 
the national Treasury, but, head for head, the 
poor man paid more of it than the man of 
wealth. They are both articles of daily use, 
and almost daily necessity. Coffee especially 
is needful to the laborer, and the statistics 
will show that the families of our mechanics 
and laboring men, upon the average, are larger 
than the families of our men of means. The 
burden then fell most heavily upon those who 
are least able to bearit. The effect of the law 
was to compel the labor of the country to 
contribute unfairly tothe payment of the ex- 
penses of the Government. 

Mr. Chairman, we have fallen upon new and 
strange times, when prominent Democratic 
newspapers uttempt to make the retention 
of these duties a Democratic measure. The 
attempt was repugnant to every principle of 
sound Democracy and to every article of its 
eonfession of faith; and it richly deserved 
the rebuke which it twice received on this 
floor. From 1832 to 1861 these articles were 
admitted free, except a duty of ten cents on 
tea from 1832 to 1836, not imported in United 
States vessels from beyoud the Cape of Good 
Hope ; and for nearly all this ale of twenty- 
nine years the Government was under the 


|| been governed in making the reductions in the 
| bill reported by its chairman. 


| be more than just, to be generous, to the strug- 


| the full blast of ** revenue reform ’’ has entirely 
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} 
control of the Democratic party. With the | 
rapid and enormous increase of our laboring | 
population, there is more reason now than |) 
ever that articles of this kind, that meet no 
competition in our market,and are of almost || 
universal use, should be rendered as cheap as || 
possible. The great mass of the people will || 
approve this act, irrespective of the motives 
which are charged in certain quarters to have 
secured its passage. It lifts a burden from 
many who were sadly able to bear it, and hence 
[ hail it. 

HIDES. 

Hides and skins, from the importation of 
which we last year got over thirteen hundred 
thousand dollars of revenue, should also be || 
placed, as they are placed by the bill of my 


and then a corresponding reduction of the 
duty upon leather can be made, without in- 
jury to the manufacturer or the business || 
interests of the country. By relieving the || 
purchaser of raw hides from the payment of 
the duty—for there is really no competition 
between domestic and foreign hides—you re- | 
duce their cost to the extent of the duty | 
removed; and then, to secure to the people || 
the benefit of this removal of duty, the tariff || 
upon the leather manufactured from these | 
hides should be reduced to the same extent. || 
The result will be that the manufacturer will || 
make the same profit upon the same capital, 
} 
| 


versal necessity, will be reduced. 
OTHER ARTICLES. 

There are many other articles that should 
be put upon the free list, and others still the || 
duty upon which should be reduced. But in 
all cases care should be taken to discriminate |! 
in favor of home production and home indus- 
try and no assault upon American labor in 
the interest of foreign capital should be per- | 


to all men; but I would think it no crime to || 


gling interests of my own land. There seems || 
be no standard by which the committee has || 


' Some of the | 
duties are touched lightly, very lightly, while 


swept away others. The pangs attending the 
birth of this strange child almost disarm the 
criticisms which its deformities evoke. It has 
been thrust into the House and ieft as a waif, || 
its reputed father hastening to disown it as his 
offspring. In its infancy it has been nursed 
by strangers, and if it survive at all, it will be | 
alone through the sympathy and aid enlisted 


| by the cruel ingratitude of its natural parents. 


‘| ton—a reduction of sixty per cent. on the 


| article, in peace and in 


| and our collieries closed, what would be the 


COAL. 

The present duty on bituminous coal is 
$1 25 per gross ton, and the revenue it afforded 
last year was $548,000. Both the bills before 
the House reduce the duty to fifty cents per 


present duty. This article seems to have 
been selected as the victim for sacrifice upon 
the altar of manufactured public clamor. | 
There is no duty on anthracite coal, because | 
the only coal of that kind known is found in | 
Pennsylvania and Wales; in the latter coun- 
try in comparatively small quantities. Eng- | 
land has a coal-bearing territory of abont | 
eighty-five hundred square miles, while the | 
coal-bearing area of the United States covers | 
about six hundred thousand square miles. | 
With all this hidden wealth, can it be wise or | 
safe for a nation struggling for the mastery of 
the world, to permit it to remain buried in the 
earth, and depend for her supplies of this very 
in war, upon a rival} 
Power® With this industry paralyzed at home, 


Goverument in 
And many of those | 


condition of the American 
case of a foreign war? 


who ery most loudly for free coal are most | 
| tenacious that there be no backing down from 
the high ground taken in the construction of 





‘|| assailed with 


impossible. 


| article is to raise 
| price rises, and it becomes profitable, capital 


|} creases. 
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the treaty of Washington. But if this nation 
adopt their policy, England can afford to in 
dulge their bluster, and laugh at their bravado 


| as long as they render her more efficient ser- 


vice in the American Congress than they could 


| do in the British Parliament. 


From 1824 until 1842 the duty on coal was 
six cents per bushel, equivalent to $1 68 per 
ton; from 1842 to 1846 it was $1 75 per ton: 
in 1846 it was thirty per cent. ad valorem: 
from 1847 to 1861, twenty-four per cent. ad 
valorem; from 1862 to 1865 it was one dollar 
per ton; during 1865 it was $1 10; and from 


that time until the present it has been $1 25 
per ton. Thus it is seen that under ail 


Administrations and parties it has long been 
the settled policy of this Government to en- 
courage the development of this great and 
growing industry. But this policy is now 
unusual fierceness, and it is 
alleged that this duty is paid by the consumer 
and goes, not into the national Treasury, but 


| into the pockets of the producers. This charge 


is earnestly and perhaps honestly made; 
and if true, it might furnish just reason for 
the proposed reduction. Butis it true? Let 
us in the interest of truth, and not of seetion, 
examine it. 

The duty of $1 25 per ton, it is very evi- 
dent, cannot affect the market in the interior. 
For instance, foreign coal imported into New 
York free of duty could not be loaded on the 
cars there and carried to Pittsburg and sold as 
cheap as the coal mined at Pittsburg. The 
freight between the two cities renders this 
Hence the duty upon coal does 
not change its price to the inland consumers 


| to the extent of a farthing. As farasthe cost 


of the article is concerned, it makes no dif- 
ference to them whether the duty is two cents 
or two dollars. This fact, apparent to every- 
body, shows that a very large majority of our 
people have no interest in the clamor against 
coal. But it is said that from four to five mil 
lion tons of coal are annually used on the 
Atlantic sea-board, and that there the duty is 
simply a tax, increasing the price of every ton 
$1 25, thus compelling the consumer to pay 
the producer five or six million dollars, while 
the Government receives only $500,000 of the 
amount so paid. 
The immediate effect of a tariff upon any 
its price; but just as the 


seeks investment in it, and thus its produc 
tiov is stimulated and increased. The law of 


| supply and demand is higher than the law of 


statutes; and when we produce more of any arti- 
cle than the market demands, the price must 
fall. Now, while the duty may at first increase 


| the price of coal, it largely increases its home 
| production; 


and as the quantity produced 
increases, the cost of production per ton de 

If it cost $100 to mine one bundred 
tons per day, and you increase the daily pro- 
duction to three hundred and fifty tons, the cost 
will not be over $300. And thus the producer 
isable to reduce his prices without loss of profit 
or reduction of wages. Notwithstanding the 
duty upon coal, under the reciprocity treaty, 
which went into effect in June, 1854, and expired 
in March, 1866, all coal imported from British 
North American possessions ou the Atlantic 
was admitted free. Bearing this in mind, 
there are a few facts to which the candid 
attention of the House is invited. 

In 1861, with Nova Scotia coal free, only 
192,000 tons of it were imported; in 1871, 
with $1 25 duty, there were 262,000 tons. 
In 1861, there were used in the Altantic sea- 
board States 890,000 tons of American bitu- 
minous coal; and in 1871 there were used 
4,641,000 tons—an increase in ten years of 
almost four million tons. In her best year, 
1865, Nova Scotia shipped to us only 465,000 
tons, and her entire yearly production has 
never exceeded 700,000 tons. What folly, 
then, for this Government to depend upov 
such a source for her supplies of coal! 








1872. 


——— 


But is the tariff on coal added to its price? 
Of course the importer pays the duty, but it 
does not follow that the consumer would get 
it $1 25 per ton cheaper if there was no duty 
to pay. If there was no home production 
there would be no competition in the market ; 
and the importer of foreign coal, having driven 
his rivals from the field, would fix his own 
price. If the demand was active, the price 
would be high; if the market was dull, the 
price would be low. It is not denied that 
Nova Scotia coal can be delivered in Boston 
and New York cheaper than American coal, 
and the reasons are obvious. First, a dollar 
of our money is worth only about eighty-eight 
cents in gold ; secondly, labor is much better 
paid here; and thirdly, the freights from the 
water-bound coal fields are much lower than the 
freights from the American mines. Now, if 
the duty on coal adds just so much to its price, 
then the price ought to have been $1 25 lower 
from 1861 to 1866 than it has been from 1866 
to 1871, for during the first period of five 
years Nova Scotia coal paid no duty. Here 
is a fair test of the theory, and a test, too, 
from which the theory shall not escape, and 
tried by which it must perish. Facts are stub- 
born things, and upon this question, so vital 
are they to its just determination, that they 
must be met and answered ; they shall not be 
evaded. 

From the Boston Shipping List and Price 
Current I take the average yearly price of 
Nova Scotia coal at Boston, for the period 
of ten years, from 1861 to 1871, as follows: 


Average price 





I also add the following table, showing the 
average price, per ton of twenty-two hundred 
and forty pounds, of Cumberland coal, deliv- 
ered on board vessel at Baltimore, Maryland, | 
together with the average freight to Boston: | 


i 
{verage for Average Avcrage 


oe freightto costin | 

dina Boston,  Boaton, 
1861. . $3 44 $2 23 969 | 
Bieiicatecnkces 4233 2 42 66 | 
OE ee 3 28 & 85 
BNE vo dethoce c3:5cossnnnsliantexs . 6 84 3 39 1023 | 
1865 1 37 3 79 ll 36 
BI Theda sig cok vvab oduseasa'ewawns 5 94 3 53 9 47 
Oc: cava tines 1idcecartaitliasiond 4 97 2 68 7 6 
IN iiiiieiannas iecockdchaoaaccel 4 71 3 21 7 92 
1869... 4 97 2 $3 7 80 
Bi caxiuscne' ccs ovens sessnaseaeed 4 72 2 64 7 36 
tes aah sails ncaa 4 72 2% 7 45 


In 1866, when a duty of $1 25 was imposed, | 
the price of Pictou coal, instead of rising, fell | 
$1 06, and in 1870 it was just three dollars 
lower, with the duty, than it was in 1865 with- 
out it, and $3 80 lower than it was in 1864 when 
there was no duty. What do facts like these 
teach us? Simply that foreign capitalists sell 
their coal for the very highest price they can 
get, and as the demand increases and the pro- 
duction diminishes, the price goes up. If the | 
free-trade theory as to coal is sound, that the 
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them, imposing a duty of $1 25 upon coal. 
Our people with the same law have developed 
American mines and added to the wealth and 
prosperity of our country; and now the Amer 
ican Congress is asked to withdraw its recog 
nition of the claims of this great home indus- 
try, and to compel it to make this unequal 
fight unaided, or die. 

If the men who own the coal mines would 
be the only sufferers from the adoption of 
such a policy, the question would lose its 
real importance. But its certain and inevit 
able effect will be to depress labor, to reduce 


| wages, and to leave our large mining popu 


lation, with their dependent families, either 


| without employment at all, or with employ 


duty always increases the price and is simply |! 


a tax upon the consumer, why is the price now 
lower than when coal was admitted free? With 
all this ery about the millions of dollars that 
are paid as a bonus to the American coal in- 
terests, the people of Boston to-day are buying | 
their coal cheaper than they have bought it 
for nine years. 








ment at greatly reduced wages. Many of them 
are unfitted for any other kind of manual 
labor, and even if it were offered, they would 
be unable to support their families at it 
And as this large element of our population 
would thus suffer, the farmer, the merchant, 
and the mechanic would suffer with them 
Business would become dull, money scarce, 
and general discontent would prevail in all 
our densely settled bituminous-coal regions. 
Nor would the results of this policy be local. 
Within the last few years hundreds of thou- 


sands of bushels of wheat have been brought 
| from the West into my district, ground into 


| and iron. 


flour, and sold there to the operators in coal 
Prosperous industry diffuses its 
blessings everywhere. The East has prof 
ited by the investment of its capital, the 
West has had the benefit of an improved 


——— i Mr. Chairman, there may be a way by which || market, and the laborer has been able to 
1861... pe "ster Free, || t? account for this devotion to the Pictou coal || gather his wife and his children under a roof 
5 60 Free. | fields by the Representatives of New England. || which he can call his own. 
. gree The report of the Pictou Mining Company, |} To show the extent and the rapid growth 
60 Free, || organized since the expiration of the recipro- || of this business, | here furnish a statement, 
54 $1 25 || city treaty, shows that a large majority of their || exhibiting the number of tons of American 
2 i= directors are citizens of the United States. | bituminous coal used in the Atlantic sea- 
78 1 95 || Lhese persons have voluntarily invested their || board States for the last ten years, from 
60 1 25 || capital in British soil, with the law before |) 1862 to 1871, inclusive: 
Tonnage of American bituminous coal used in the Atlantic sea-board States. 
| basalt 
| » eri: on y 4 | . ous } 
| West Virsinig bite. | ——_—_—| Bron Top, Ponmeyl- | Oat’ shipped East | 
Year. | inoue cesteneeee | | vania Central and | (i* Pennsylvania Total tons. 
| and Ohio railroad. | Via Baltimore and | Via Chesapeake and | Philadelphia and | delphia and Erie 
| Ohio railroad. | Ohio canal. Reading railroads. | railroads. 
; eliat/eee sees rae ; a 
I iiciinsdiitinstaronnes <aiel . | 218,950 98,684 333,606 640,684 1,291,924 
Rs iasseas spavGeteesteseswones | 531,553 216,792 305,678 602,829 1,656,852 
1864... | 399,354 258,642 | 386,645 667,157 1,711,798 | 
1865 560,293 343,202 315,996 769,756 1,989,247 
1866 . 736,158 343,178 265,720 1,137,881 2,482,932 
1867 - 735,669 458,153 | 244,412 1,349,869 2,758, 103 
1868 165,972 848,118 482,325 280,9! 1,531,304 3,308,658 
A ll shies 269,158 1,230,518 652,151 | 360,77 1,721,375 4,233,980 
SE ccpharibibascbvexseeustextees 248,879 1,112,938 604,137 | 313,425 1,889,097 4,168,476 
MR akbnicecpecbnvtaesdesesvaies 189,763 1,494,814 850,339 319,625 1,787,181 4,641,722 
The production this year will be about five || IRON. ing money, and making it rapidly. They 
million tons ; and each ton of coal is estimated || 


to represent the labor of three men for one 
day. As the average working time of each 
man is known to be about two hundred and 
twenty-six days in a year, the number of men 
engaged in the production and transportation 
of bituminous coal is about sixty five thou- 
sand; and they represent a population of over 
three hundred thousand. All these persons 
must be fed and clothed, and as they produce 
nothing that they eat or wear, they furnish a 
market for those who do. If we average the 
yearly wages of each hand at $500, we have 
the sum of $325,000 contributed annually to 
the wealth and prosperity of the country. May 
I not, then, in the name and on behalf of this 
large army of honest laboring men, their 
wives and children, appeal for justice at the 
hands of the American Congress? 


| 


i} 
i 
ii 


| 


| 


The bill of the chairman of the committee 
further proposes a reduction of one dollar on 
pig iron per ton; one quarter of a cent per 
pound on one class of bar iron, and one half 
a cent on another; and on railroad iron ten 
cents per one hundred pounds. Pennsylvania 
pig iron is famous inside and outside of Con- 
gress. It has served many a troubled candi- 
date for reélection to a seat in this House. In 
addressing his ‘‘ dear people,’’ he felt sure 
there was one subject that would never desert 
bim. When everything else failed he could 
fall hack upon ‘‘the Pennsylvania iron mas- 
ters.”’ 

lam not their defender. They are numer- 
ous and powerful in my district, and, with but 
a few exceptions, they of both parties pre- 
ferred, as they had a right to prefer, another 
for the seat I hold here. They are now mak- 


| it to the fostering care of the country. 


freely admit that if the production and de 
mand were to continue as they are now they 
would not feel the proposed reduction in the 
tariff. But this is uncertain, 
impossible. The business 
expenditure of capital, and is attended with 
great risks. When it is prosperous it yields 
handsome returns, but when the mark 
heavy the profits vanish a 
came. 


and 
involves 


perl aps 


a large 


et grows 
rapidly as they 
The nature of the business commends 
‘The 
ore as it lies buried in our mountain sides 
comparatively of little value, but when trans- 
formed by the several processes «| 
becomes of immense worth. 

The aggregate value of our iron interests is 
almost incalculable, and yet five sixths of it 
represent nothing but labor. 
from Missouri, { Mr. 


is 


laber it 


The gentleman 
FINKELNBURG,] who so 
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ably opened this discussion, stated that the 


of protection was based 
ligher wages paid io this country 


ingument in favor 


upon the 


for labor; but that after an examination of 
the 6 ibject he was satisfied that labor rep- 
resented only from twenty to twenty-five per 
cent. of the cost of our manutf acture d articles. 
As to iron, he is widely in error: labor forms 
at least eighty per cent. of the cost of its 
menufacture. Hence, when I lift my voice 
for this industry and ask that it be saved from 
the touch of the ‘‘ tariff tinkers,’’ I speak not 
for the few, but for the many. 

The country has suffered untold loss from 
the want of A BE ttle d, stable policy upon this 
ubject. With the annual threat of a congres- 
sional raid upon the tariff capital has been 


frightened from full investment, and the pro- 
duction of American iron has been greatly 
retarded, We have the capital and the raw 
material here in abundance; and if the people 
ured that Congress would stay its 
hand and let things be as they are, months 
would scarcely pass until the smoke of new 
would hills with golden 
clouds, and prosperous labor would open such 
mines of wealth as never yet rewarded the 
hand of toil. 

But the price of iron is now high,and that 
is enough. Down must come the tariff. That 
the panacea. I cannot call such conduct 
statesmanship, and hence | will leave it name- 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Bur- 
CHARD] really amusedme. In hiszeal against 
iron he lost his knowledge, and this is a com- 
mon failing with zealots. He says that the 
production of pig iron in the United States in 
1870 was 1,850,000 tons, and with a duty of 
seven dollars per ton, the increased cost was 
$12,950,000 ; and then, dividing this sum by 
70,000, number of persons employed in 


could be as 


furnaces cap our 


1s 


less 


the 


the business, he claims there was a bounty of 
$162 paid to each person. Now, mark how 
plain a tale will put him down ! 


On the 14th of July, 1870, Congress passed 
an act providing that from the 
IS71, the duty pig iron should be seven 
dollars per ton instead of nine dollars. Pig 
iron was then selling at thirty-five dollars per 
and now, with the duty two dollars less, 


ist of January, 
on 


Lon ; 


| to seek them. 


| capital of the world to come,and s 


the utter unsoundness and fallacy of the theory. 
Whenever we make more iron than we need, 
the price will come down without reducing the 
tariff; and until we do, we should, by every 
proper means, encourage the developme ot of 
this great element of national wealth and 
strength. We will then have home produc- 
tion, home competition, and, as a crowning 
result, cheap American iron. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 

Upon the shoulders of Pennsylvania are 
poured the vials of anti-tariff wrath. She is 
the center and the object of the assault. Na- 
ture has made her fruitful and strong; her 
valleys are gardens; her hills are wealth, and 
her mountains Heaven has filled 
her great bosom with untold treasures, and 
to-day, scattering blessings over the homes of 
her own people, she invites the enterprise and 

a. and 
enjoy. If magic fortunes attend upon the 
development of her industries, then the high- 

rays of the land and the sea are open for all 


fortresses. 


From her 
blood of the great cities of our sea-board; and 
now having grown rich and strong, like un- 


veins has been drawn the life- 


grateful children, they deny and disown the | 


hand that fed them. Pennsylvania needs no 
eulogy. She points to the $180,000,000 of 
internal taxes alone that she has paid to the 
Government in the last nine years ; and then, 


with an unselfish pride, she renews her cov- | 


enant of fealty to the nation and its destiny. 
Born before the Union, she does not want to 


| survive it; but giving to its life the virtue and 


energy of her own. she clasps by the hand her 
sister States, and bids the day-star arise, that 
the nation may go forward ! 

Mr. KELLOGG addressed the committee 


| in remarks which will be published in the 


Appendix. 
Mr. STORM. 


Mr. Chairman, we have now 


|| arrived at a point in the legislation of this 


| Congress where we « 


“an discuss a great question 
independent of party considerations, despite 


|| the efforts of my colleague [Mr. Ke_tey] to 


| drag them before the House. 


it is selling at fifty dollars per ton! If the || 
tariff always increases the price I might suggest 
this question in ** the single rule of three ’’ to 
the gentleman from Illinois: if the reduction 


! 


llars in the duty increases the price 
of iron fifteen dollars per ton, how much would 


ot two do 


the reduction of seven dollars in the duty 
Jncreuse it ? 

lhe gentleman ought not to attempt to feed 
the country with such stuff as this. There is 
a reason, and a sound one, for the increase in 
the price of iron. The reduction of the duty 


in 1870 prevented the erection of furnaces sufh 
cient to meet the growing demand for iron; and 
while there 


as a consequence, were made in 
i869, in the United States, 1,916,641 tons of 
pig iron, there were made in 1871 only 1,906,- 
000 tons, 10,000 less when the demand was 
so much greater, that of railroad iron alone | 
there were 362,000 tons more consumed in 
this country in 1871 than in 1869. The rea- 


son of the present high price is simply because 


the production is not equal to the demand ; 


and one of the reasons,.if not the only reason, | 


why it is not equal, is that the reduction of 


the duty two years-ago prevented the building | 


of furnaces and the development of new iron 
interests. The demand of the country in- 
creased more rapidly than the production of 
the country ; and hence scarcity first, and high 
prices afterward. 

if the theory of the gentleman from Illinois 
correct, that the tariff is always added to 
the price, and the article thus made so much 
dearer, then the reduction of the duty two 
dollars on iron should have reduced a price | 
two dollars per ton; but the price actually | 
increased fifteen dollars per ton, thus proving 


is 


| occupations 


Party shibboleth 
can avail us nothing now. The party lash 
cannot be invoked. There is no ‘‘ this side’’ 
nor ‘‘that side’’ of the House. Democrats 
and Republicans are divided now by new lines. 
We are permitted to approach this question 
with minds unprejudiced by party affiliations. 
We are now seeking to know the truth, not to 
obtain party advantage. This is a great gain. 
All the important questions of the last twelve 
years have been discussed and voted upon 
under the disadvantages of party prejudice. 


The tariff question is not a party question, and | 
| indeed cannot be made one unless the greedy 


gain of one section of the country, seeking its 
own selfish ends, shall drive the other portion 


of the country into a spirit of indignant oppo- 
sition. 


of demagogism. 


The great diversity of human pursuits, the || 


varied capabilities of our soil—one portion 
being adapted to grazing and wool-growing, 
another to manufactures, and another to agri- 
culture, have prevented this question from 
becoming a party question. The pursuits and 
of men are as varied almost 


as their mental characteristics. But whiie 


| these circumstances have served to lift this 


question above the level of ordinary political 
questions, they have, at the same time, made 
the solution of it exceedingly difficult. No 
two men in this House would agree to the 
same bill. The Committee of Ways and 
Means have presented us with two bills, and 
we are promised a third. None of the com- 
mittee have expressed themselves as satis: 
fied with this bill; two of them are -villing 
to accept it as the best that can be done 
under the circumstances. Even the gentleman 
who reported it [Mr. Dawes] was unseemly 
hasty to disclaim any responsibility for the 


It is a question of statesmanship, not | 
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same. So far as I am able to analyze this 
medietas lingue committee, three of them 
considered the reduction too great, three too 
small, two are content, and the chairman, 
[Mr. Dawes, ] whois divided by being cpposed 
to both bills, wants to amend. The abstract 
principles of free trade or protection cannot 
solve the difficulty; if we attempt to apply 
them in all cases, and arbitrarily, we will soon 
find out our mistake. The question is one of 
great importance to the people because it con- 
cerns their welfare. 

Mr. Chairman, I propose to discuss’ the fol- 
lowing questions : 

First. Ought we to reduce the revenues of 


| the Government ? 


Secondly. If we do, then how much ought 
we to reduce them? and 

Thirdly. What shall be the mannerand mode 
of reduction ? 

That there should be a reduction of taxation 
needs but a moment’s consideration. Not 
only does the state of the Treasury allow it, 
but the people demand it. No member of 
this House dare say that there should be no 
reduction. ‘The President in bis last annual 
message recommends it. The Secretary of 
the Treasury in his annual report says: 


“It is practicable to dispense with all revenue 
from internal sources except that derived from 
stamps, spirits, tobacco, and malt liquors. These 
sources should furnish for the year 1872-73 a reve 


| nue of about one hundred and ten million dollars, 


making a reduction of taxes of $16,000,000. The rey- 
enue from customs under existing laws, and from 
lands and miscellaneous sources, would amount to 
about two hundred and thirty-three millions more, 
making a total revenue for that year of $343.000,00C. 

“The expenses of the Government, not including 
the amount payable on account of the sinking fund, 


| are estimated at $273,025,773 99. 


‘If to this sum be added $50,000,000 for payments 
on account of the publicdebt, including the amount 
due on the sinking fund, there remains a balance 
of about twenty millions within which reductions 
may be made in the revenue fromcustoms. This 
amount, added to the reductions proposed under the 
internal revenue laws, gives a total reduction of 
$36,000,000."" 

The Senate bill reported by the Finance 
Committe 2€ 18 entitled ‘* A bill to reduce exist- 
ing taxes.’ The bill under consideration is 
styled ‘‘A bilito reduce duties on imports and 
to reduce internal taxes.’’ The gentleman 
from Pennsylyania [Mr. KeLury] has called 
his bill **A bill for the reduction of taxes, 
&c. So that we have all the officials of the 
Government, from the highest to the lowest, 
with one voice assenting to the demands of 
the people for relief. 

Our present rate of taxation 1s the legacy 
of wartimes. The manner in which it is levied 
and collected is at war with the spirit of the 
times. The present rate of import duties was 
not only laid to meet the stern demands of a 
war period, but as an offset to internal taxes 
levied upon the domestic manufactures. Now 
that the war has long since ceased and the 


| internal duties nearly all removed, there can 


be no good reason assigned for a continuance 
of these onerous taxes. Besides, a plethoric 
Treasury is a standing temptation to Congress 
to vote extravagant appropriations. 

The second question is, how much of the 
burden of taxation can we lift from the peo 
ple? If the balance-sheet presented by the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means to the House on the 8th of March last 
be correct, there is an end to all further reduc 
tion of taxation. If he was right in his figures, 
then we are cutting a sorry figure before the 
country now in discussing how much we will 
reduce existing taxes. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] in his calculation 
adds some twelve items to the $273,025,773, 
the expenditures for the next fiscal year as 
estimated by the Secretary of the Treasury. 
These twelve items amount in the aggregate 
to $26,574,685; estimate of expenditures, 
$273,025,773; total expenditures, $299,600,- 


458. ‘The estimate of receipts for the next fiscal 
year as made by the Secretary is $373,000,000. 
This sum is reduced by the items of the pro- 
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ceeds of the sale of public lands, duties on 
coal, salt, tea and coffee, the income tax, 
and various other items contained in the mis- 
cellaneous list, to the sum of $317,389,433, 
against an expenditure of $299,600,458 ; 
leavi ing a balance of $17,778,975 to be ap: 
plied to the sinking fund, which consists of 
two items, namely, one per cent. of the pub- 
lic debt, amounting to $22,895,930, and the 
interest upop the capital of the sinking fund, 
83,388; total, $28,679,: balance of 
receipts over expenditures, $10,870,288. So 
that the surplus receipts, according to this 
calculation, fail to pay the sinking fund by 
nearly eleven milliou dollars. According to 
this, the removal of the duties on coal, salt, 
tea, and coffee is the full extent of the relief. 
If we believe that the gentleman from Massa 
chusetts [Mr. Dawes] did not mean what he 
said, but was only trying to call a ‘halt’ 
upon the recklessness that began to develop 
itself among his friends, by drawing the 
gloomy picture he did, and that if the state- 
ment of the chairman of the Finance Com- 
mittee of the Senate is correct, then we have 
some basis for reduction, even according to 
the showing of the friends of the most ex- 
travagant administration on earth. According 
to Mr. SHERMAN, the ‘l'reasury ought to show 
the following statement: 


»9 


$5, 7% 268 ; 


Estimated receipts and expenditures for the 


ending June 30, 1872 
RECEIPTS. 
I A So cad ii caaeuen ta cdeescesaued sixes’ $226,000,000 00 
From internal revenue as follows: 
SEN Xs ocbhsnsduns: anaknses $50,000,000 00 
POR GIOG Asinsiacieescosss 36,000,000 00 
Fermented liquors....... 8,500,000 00 
Banks and bankers...... 5,000,000 OU 
RE eae tis 3,200,000 OO 
Adhesive e stamps ; 16,000,000 00 
Penalti Wa instal okexseierecs 500,000 00 
Articles or occupa- 
tions formerly taxed 


year 








but now exempt....... 300,000 V0 
Residuum of income 
WEE sci Heneuaesbscccoccen des 


6,500,000 00 

From sales of public lands ............ 

Fees from United States 
consuls....... 

Fees on letters-patent.. 

Tax 


126,000,000 00 
3,000,000 00 


$565,563 24 
620,: 319 ll 


on eirculation, de- 
posits, &e., of national ; 
WIE ss caiicasateearaes unowukes 6,303,584 32 
Repayment ofinterest by 
Pweific railroad com- 
NORIO cs saan van snsanveussde 813,284 75 
Homestead and other 
RING COINS cca beidnavnsie wares 645,923 17 


Unenumerated 9,051,225 41 


—— 18,000,000 00 





Total 
EXPENDITURES. 

Legislative establishment.. 

Executive establishment.. 

Judicial establishment.. 

Military ests iblishment.. 











31. 4 22 "509 85 
Naval establishment. ............cc00ceecese-eeee 18,946,088 95 
dian PN Bn dexeccsus 5,445,617 97 
ensions...... 30,480,000 00 
Public works under —eenet Dep: irt- 
ment...... : 3,104,500 00 
Public works under In- 
terior Department....... 244,800 00 
Public works under War 
Department................. 14,609,662 97 
Public works under Nav y 
Department.... 1,483,100 00 
Publie works under Agri- 
cultural Department... 26,500 OO 
——_——— _ 19,468,562 97 
Postal service. Seats 5,474,001 00 
Miscellaneous.......... . 11,258,325 44 
ermanent appropriations. 126,281,974 00 





Sinking fund.................. 
nterest upon capital of 
sinking fund................. 

Reduction of debt in ex- 
cess of sinking fund. 


$22 895, 9: 30 00 


21,320,737 00 


50,000,000 00 
.. 023,025,773 99 
49,974,226 01 


Total 





$373,000, 000 00 


Here it will be observed that after paying 
$50,000,000 on the public debt, 
the payment on account of the sinking fund 
and the interest on the capital thereof, there 
would be $50,000,000 left for reduction. But 


think it is clear to all that there should be || tions relative to taxation. 





including 


THE CONG 


of 


shall be guided by the 


no reduction of the public debt beyond the 
demands of the sinking fund. Then we areable 
to increase the amount which we can reduce 
taxation to $71,000,000. Again, in the above 
statement the custom receipts are placed far 
below what we have a right to believe they 
will actually be for the next fiscal year. It is 
well known when high rates of import duties 
are decreased, there 1s always a large increase 
in the receipts 

The great desideratum in a sound tariff 


measure is not to exceed the limits which 
yield the maximum amount of revenue. When 
prohibition is reached, the revenue fails as 


completely as if there was no duty; and there 

is no complete protection, such as its friends 

ask, unless it excludes the foreign article. 
This increase of revenues by a decrease of 


the rate of customs duties is illustrated by the 


following figures : 


Our customs receipts were in— 


.$164,464,599 
. 180,048 426 
. 194,538,374 
206,270,408 





Here was an annual increase of about four- 
teen million dollars per annum, notwithstand- 
ing the fact that in that time duties to the ex- 
tent of $200,000,000 were removed. I think 
there may be added to the above sum, pro- 
posed as a basis of reduction, the further sum 
$14,000,000 as an allowance for the elas 
ticity of revenues, making the total of 
proposed reduction $85,000,000. IL have not 
followed the of the gentleman from 
New York [ Mr. Brooks] in showing what the 
expenditures of the Government ought to be. 
He has very properly shown that they ought 
not to exceed $239,000,000. In his ecaleula- 
tion he has placed the amount which is neces- 


course 


sary to comply with the demands of the sink- 


| gentleman from New York, 


fund 


ing at $18,758,480, when in fact the 
amount is $28,500,000; so that he would 
find his expenditures increased to nearly 


$250,000,000. 

But | will not discuss this question on any 
such delusive theory that this Administration 
either possesses the inclination or the ability 
to reduce the expenditures of this Govern- 
ment to the sum proposed by the honorable 
{Mr. Brooks. | 
With our custom- houses swarming with thieves 
and robbers, with our internal revenue system 
supporting a host of sinecures; with officers 
whose salaries per diem amount to more than 
the collections they make, with reckless and 
extravagant appropriations on the part of 


| Congress, it is the wildest supposition to place 


the expenditures of this Government at such 
figures. 

Having thus, as I think, found the amount 
for a possible reduction, | come to my third 
question: how should it be made? ‘This is 
an important question, and in answering it I 
following principles 
which have stood the test of a century, and 
have the sanction of all the great men who have 
written upon the subject ot political economy ; 
1 am willing to go where they lead me: 

First. That every one as nearly as possible 
ought contribute to the support of the 
Government in proportion to his ability. 

Secondly. That thetime and manner of pay- 
ment, as well as the amount paid, ought to be 
clear and plain to the contributor. 

Thirdly. \t should be levied ata timeand in 
a manner most convenient for the contributor 
to pay it. 

Fourthly. It should take out and keep out of 
the pockets of the people as little as possible 
over and above what it brings into the Treas- 
ury. 

Fifthly. The heaviest taxes should be im- 
posed on those articles the consumption of 
which is prejudicial to the interests of the peo- 
ple 

The corre ct application of these elementary 
principles will aid us in settling many ques- 
Tried by these 


to 
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3005 


| rules, there are many articles taxed in the cus- 
toms list as well as in the internal revenue 
list which violate one or more of these rules. 
It is apparent now that there are two minor 
ities on the committee reporting the bill under 
consideration, and that they have their adher- 
ents on this floor. The 
eulogies on the internal system of taxafion, 
and denounce with irony and scorn most of 
the customs duties. ‘The other side laud the 
customs duties as the perfection of legislation, 
| and clamor for the abolition of the entire 
internal revenue system of taxation. My 
principles, above laid down, allow me to fol 
low neither party. The truth lies between 
these two extremes. There are proper sub 
jects of taxation in both lists which can be 


one side is full of 


brought within the rules of sound and just 
legislation. ‘The articles of tobacco, spirits, 


and malt liquors should continue to pay inter- 
nal taxes, for the reason that their consump 
tion cannot be said to be beneficial to the 
interests of the people, and thus are proper 
subjects of taxation. 

The duty on stamps furnishes a clear rev 
enue, convenient for the Government, but not 
convenient for the people, and therefore vio 
lative of the third canon of taxation. Besides, 
a stamp duty is not one well suited to the 
spirit and genius of our people, and one that 
they look upon with disfavor. [ shall not dis- 
cuss the question of the income tax, as it ex- 
pires by its own limitation this year, and will, 

| [ hope, never be renewed. So much for the 
principal articles of internal revenue duty. I 
would be glad to see the whole internal revenue 
system abolished by one sweep of legislative 
power. ‘The system is unpopular, undem 
ocratic, and expensive to collect. Yet, if we 
intend to reduce customs duties, we cannot 
entirely dispense with the internal taxes. 
With a proper consolidation of the different 
rates of taxes on tobacco and spirits, and such 
a modification of the existing laws as will make 
them more in keeping with the spirit of our 
institutions, these items would yield a fair 
revenue which could be cheaply collected. 

In discussing the leading items in the tariff 
list, we will still keep our principles before us. 
The duty on tea and coffee have been eulo- 
gized by all the friends of internal duties. And 
those who voted for their removal have been 
denounced with bitter invective as ‘* protee- 
tionists,’’ ‘‘ being led by the nose by the gen 
tleman from Pennsylvania,’’ &e. 

Mr. Chairman, | voted to remove those 
duties, and will do so again if necessary; | 
am led by no man; I call no man master here. 
The vote I gave was based upon a conscien- 
tious conviction of duty. 

I concede the fact that tea and coffee yield 
a pure revenue. But it is violative of the 
principle which requires the burdens of taxa 
tion to be in proportion to the means of pay 
ing the same. It is a tax upon the consump 
tion of two articles of prime and universal 
necessity. The tax falls upon the poor man 
with the same force itdoesupon the millionaire. 


Indact, the burden upon the poor man is 
greater. His family as a rule is larger; the 


laboring man drinks more, and having less 
variety of food than the rich man needs more. 
Do not mock him by saying that tea and coffee 
are luxuries with which he can dispense. You 
might as well tell him that he could do with 
out. bread and that he should eat oat-meal. 
The poor man regards his coffee and tea as 
necessary articles ‘of food, and I am sorry to 
see that some honorable and kind-hearted gen 
tlemen have allowed their bitter feelings 
against Pennsylvania iron to run away with 
their judgments on a question of so much im 
portance to the poor man. 

Again, the import duties on tobacco, spirita, 
and wine, are proper subjects of taxation for 
the same hand that applies to the articles 
of domestic manufacture. They are willingly 
paid, and bave been favorites of taxation in 


| all nations making any pretension to wisdom 
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bh governmen If the above changes and | 
modifications are made in the internal duties, | 
there will have to be deducted from the above | 
sum Of $8,000,000 the sum of $31,500,000, 
leaving #& balanee of $52,500,000 If the 
House shall stand by its repeated and decisive 
resolves to take the duties off of tea, coffee, 
coal, and salt, the above sum will have to be 
reduced by the further sum of $21,001,938, 
and there will sull remain a balance of nearly 
$32,500,000 as a further deduction to be made 
entirely from the customs duties. Here is 
where our real difficulties begin. Hoe opus, 
hic labor est 

The leading articles in dispute are the man- 
ufactures of iron, steel, wool, cotton, hemp, 
leather. hides, and silk. The article of silk 
yields a larger revenue, and is paid by those 


who have the means of payment, 
and should be continued, 


the rich, 
In legislating upon 


the other leading articles above enumerated, 
great care must be observed. The interests 
are 8G vast, the capital invested so great, 


the men employed so numerous, that any un- 





wise legislation will seriously disturb the trade | 
and industries of the nation. Not only has 
the capitalist interest at stake, but the con- | 
sumer and the laborer will be affected by a 
change. That there must be some reduction 
admitted; that this reduction must fall 
upon all or some of the articles above named, 
together with other articles in the tariff sched- 
ule, all must concede. The woolen or cotton 
interests cannot in fairness demand to be ex- 
empted from bearing their just proportion of 
the proposed reduction. Neither ean iron, 
unless its friends can show special reasons why 
it should not bear its proportion. The an- 
nexed table will show in a strong light the 
character of the duties upon these articles, 
and furnishes the strongest arguments for a 
modification. 

The following table, compiled from figures 


1s 


mostly official, shows the foreign and domestic 


products of these four leading articles consumed 
in the United States in 1871, considering hides 
and leather under one head. In selecting these | 
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would have been accused of a desire to ask a 
favor fur that article that I was unwilling to 
concede to others. It will be seen that iron, 
though the largest in consamption, yields a 
larger proportional revenue than either of the 
other three. Again, the duty on iron is a tax 
on the consumers in proportion to their means 
of payment. The duty is a charge upon those 
most able to pay. Railroads alone use $50,000, - 
000 for rails. It is not so with cotton and woclen 
goods, and the manufactures of leather. They 


| are similar to tea and coffee ; they are articles 


man as well as the rich must 


| proportion to his means of payment. 


of prime and universal consumption ; the poor 
have shoes for 
himself and his family; he as well as the 
rich must have clothing and beds; and the 
amount he is obliged to pay is fearfully out of 
The duty 
on woolen fabrics averages about sixty-eight 
percent. ; they yielda revenue of $29,000,000, 
at a cost to the consumer of $120,000,000, 
Who that believes there ought to be a reduction 


| of taxation will say that this iniquity ought to 


articles | have included iron, for had I not I |! be continued ? 


Foreign and domestic products of iron and steel, cotton, wool, and hides consumed in the United States in 1871. 


Articles, 


Iron and steel,and manufactures Of.................ccccceeesseeees 


Cotton, 


Wool, 


manutactures of 


manufactures of......... 


Leather and hides, manufactures of 


Total 


From these 
about sixty-five million five hundred thousand 
dollars’ revenue is derived; but at the same 
time it appears that the price of the domestic 
article is enhanced at the same rate, making 
it necessary for the consumer to pay in addi- 
lion to the revenue about two hundred and 
seventy-five million dollars. 
revenue is obtained at a sacrifice to the con- 
sumer of $275,000,000, not acent of which the 
Government gets. 

The consumer pays to the Government $65,- 
600,000; the consumer pays to the manufac- 
turer $275,000,000; total paid by the con- 
sumer on the five aruiclesof iron, cotton, wool, 
hides, and leather, $340,500,000. The Govern- 
ment receives nineteen per cent.; the manu- 
facturer receives eighty-one per cent. 


tlere we see the consumer of five leading | 


articles of manufacture in the United States 


four items it will be seen that | 


Thus $65,500,000 | 


taxed with asum suflicient to pay the enormous | 
expenditures of the most extravagant Govern- | 


ment on earth, the interest on the public debt, 


and then leave a balance of $67,000,000 to be || of this House to vote with us, it will either 


applied to the payment and liquidation of the 
principal of the same. 

But the not the 
consumer pays. Nothing is allowed for the 


above 


is 


full amount the | 


profits of jobbers, importers, and retailers of | 


the imported article, 
enbauce the 
forty five per cent. 
it submittedto? Becausethe ** time and man- 
ner of payment and the quantity paid are not 
clear and plain.’ 

Let the champions of this injustice come 
here and demand of the Government a bounty 
of $275,000,000 for these especial interests, 
and they will see how long these impositions 
will be submitted to. For by such an act the 
amount would be made certain, the manner 
of payment ‘clear and plain.’’ Yet sucha 
bounty would be more just to the consumer 
than the present method, and the people would 
have acheaperarticle. It takes out and keeps 
out of the pockets of the people four times as 
much as it brings into the Treasury. 


which would probably 


price of the same from forty to || 
This is unjust, and why ig 


| a hundred years to come. 


, 
| 
Domestic pro- | 


Foreign pro- | Total consump- 


duct, value of. | duct, value of. tion. 
$202,335,000 | $43,350,000 $245,685,000 | 
176,000,000 | 26,587,994 196,587,904 | 
176,000,000 42,860,057 218,860,057 
176,000,000 24,000,000 200,000,000 


Mr. Chairman, I regard absolute free trade as 
impossible now, and that it will remain so for 
I regard a tariff for 
protection beyond what renders a reasonable 
discrimination in favor of the domestic product 
as unjust and unfair. 

Much has been said about Pennsylvania iron. 


My distinguished colleague from the fourth | 





j 

ik nnd 

| Average rate | Enhanced cost of the 
| 








Revenue. : domestic products 
of duty. to consumers, 
$20,530,000 43 per cent. $45,000,000 
10,773,832 41 per cent. 70,000,000 
29,024,372 68 per cent. 120,000,000 
| 
5,200,000 | 25 per cent. 40,000,000 
| 
$65,528,204 - $275,000,000 


the encouragement of manufactures, Congress 


_ should have persisted in a uniform system of 


legislation until the object was attained. 
rhe original friends of the ‘*‘ American sys 
tem,’’ as it was called, did not in its inception 


| look upon it as a system which was to become 


| Pennsylvauia district [Mr. Keuvey | has had | 


the hard epithets of *‘ Old pig iron,’’ ‘‘ Steel,’ 


&c., applied to him. 


‘| ufactures,”’ 


Pennsylvania has been sneered at because || 


her Representatives, like the Representatives | 


of the other States, have looked after her inter- 
ests. 


and questionable income tax; as the Repre- 
sentatives of New York watch with proper 


care the commercial interests of that State, so | 


| do the Representatives of Pennsylvania en- 





| shops supply t 


deavor to care for her interests on this floor. 
And if we can in the future, as we have inthe 
past, induce a sufficient number of gentlemen 


prove that we are right or that our powers of 
persuasion are greater than those of our oppo- 
nents. 

No State will be so much affected by a 
change of tariff duties as Pennsylvania. Her 
vast coal fields furnish the fuel for the nation. 
Her oil wells supply it with light. Her fur- 
naces, rolling-mills, founderies, machine- 

the farmer with his implements 
of husbandry, the artisan and mechanic with 
his tools, the railway with its track and rolling |, 
stock, the ship-builder with the materials out | 
of which he constructs his vessel. 

A State so affected by tariff legislation has 
a right, as a member of the Federal Union, to 
see that her interests are not sacrificed. 

I believe that we would to-day, as a nation, 


As the able Representatives of Illinois | 
and Indiana adhere to the most objectionable | 





| 
tl 
| 


be independent of governmental aid or pro- | 


tection if we had not originally entered upon 
such a doubtful piece of legislation. ut 

other States are as responsible for it as Penn- 
sylvania. And I further believe that, having 
entered upon such a course of legislation for 


& permanent policy; but they actually con 
templated a period when a tariff for revenue 
only should become the policy of the nation. 
The ‘infancy of the nation,”’ ‘‘ infant man- 
were Common expressions in the 
early days of the system of protection. Clearly 
by the use of such expressions Clay and his 
followers admitted that when a period of 
national manhood and vigor was reached the 
system should cease. But if we compare the 


| rates of duty of to-day with those of 1816, 


1820, 1824, and 1828, we will come to the con- 
clusion that the infant is slow in maturing. 

But the protectionist says, and correctly 
too, that the system has not had a fair trial. 
There have been too many changes for a fair 
experiment. 

The tariff of 1816 averaged twenty-four per 
cent.; the tariff of 1820 averaged thirty-two 
per cent.; the tariff of 1824 averaged thirty- 
eight per cent., and the tariff of 1828 averaged 
forty-eight per cent. The tariff of 1828 was 
reduced by the compromise of 1832, by what 
was known as the “‘ sliding scale”’ until 1841, 
when it reached twenty per cent. The tariff 
of 1842 increased it to thirty-eight per cent., 
which was reduced in 1846 to twenty-eight 
per cent., and again reduced in 1857 to twen- 
ty-four per cent. The course of tariff legisla- 
tion has not been even. It can be fairly as- 
serted that the question to-day is not so much 
one of a high tariff or a low tariff as it is one 
of uniform legislation. It is characteristic of 
us as a people that we are unwilling to wait 
long enough to test the merits of the laws we 
enact for the regulation of taxation, banking, 
and currency. So frequent are the changes 
that it is with caution men make investments 
in certain branches of business. They do not 


know in what moment their investments may 
be swept away by an act of Congress. 


Such 
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legislation is vicious. And I indulge the hope 
that what we do this session may render legis- 
jation on the subject of tariff for many years 
to come unnecessary. 

It is now ecntended that the time has come 
when we can withdraw all protection; that, 
indeed, it is not needed. Especially is it as- 
serted in the case of iron. The great cost of 
transporting it from Great Britain, our prin- 
cipal rival, the superior skill and inventive 


genius of our American workmen and me- | 


chanics, the cheap food our country affords, 
the superior quality of our products, the great 
demand for them and the prices they com 
wand, all, say the opponents of protection, 
furnish sufficient protection against the cheap 
labor of Europe, about which my colleague 
[Mr. Keiiey]} has much to say—a subject which 


furnishes a fine field for his oratory and ‘* giit- 


tering generalities.”’ 
The matter is thus in dispute, and I for one 


will not consent to an unreasonable reduction | 


of the duties on iron. I must as an honest 
and candid man admit that the profits on iron 
are large; that the men engaged in its produc- 
tion are growing rich very fast; but their risks 
are great. 
number of men, and the number connected 


with the manufacture of iron, directly and in- | 


directly, is large beyond conception. 
withdrawal of protection to iron should give 
the English an opportunity to undersell us, not 


only would we find no employment for the vast | 
number of foreigners seeking our shores every | 
year, but hundreds of millions of capital would 


be destroyed, bankruptcy and ruin stalk through 
the land, and the manufacture of iron would 
leave our shores. The instant our manufac 
tories and workshops ciosed the price would 


British what we now pay to American manu- 
facturers. 


Suppose, as I have stated in my table above || 


exhibited, that'we do pay an enhanced price 
by reason of the tariff. Are we not paid for 
it? What would we doin time of war if we 


were compelled to rely upon so treacherous a | 


friend as Great Britian for our supply of iron. 
Ships in the future will all be built of iron 


When we look at both sides of the question, | 
we find these grave facts staring us in the face. | 


I wish to do right; [ will not be swerved from 
it by taunts or considerations of selfishness. 
I will vote and act asa member of the Amer- 
ican Congress, not as a Pennsylvanian. [ 
shall take in consideration my whole country. 
All are interested in this bill. Every individ- 
ual of our great Republic is entitled to our con- 
sideration, whether he lives in the pine forests 


of Maine, or dwells by the Atlantic sea-shore ; | 


whether he delves in the gloomy coal mines 
of Pennsylvania, or lives on the bright savan- 
nas of the South; whether his home is on the 


They furnish employment for a vast || 


broad and almost boundless prairies of the | 


West, or on the Pacific slope. 
ist or laborer, producer or consumer, rich or 
poor, he is my countryman, and I recognize 
his rights. 

Mr. DAWES. 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Sco- 
FIELD reported that, pursuant to the order of 
the House, the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had under consider- 
ation the state of the Union generally, and 
more particularly the bill of the House No. 
2322, to reduce duties on imports, and to 
reduce internal taxes, and for other purposes, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF TERRITORIES. 


Mr. DAWES. I ask consent to offer the 


following resolution for reference to the Com- 
mittee on Printing: 


Resolved by thn House of Representatives, (the Senate 
concurring,) That there be printed and bound, with 
maps and other illustrations, twenty-four thousand 
copies of Professor Hayden’s annual report of the 


Be he capital- | 


j 
| 


United States geological survey of the Territories 
for 1871; fifteen thousand copies of whieh shall be 
for the use of the House of Representatives; five 
thousand copies tor the use of the Senate; two thou- 
sand copies for the use of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and two thousand copies for distribution by 
the Smithsonian Institution. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. What 
the printing of all these documents cost? 

Mr. DAWES. That question will doubtless 
be considered by the Committee on Printing 
before they report upon the resolution. 

lhe SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
the resolution will be referred under the law 
to the Committee on Printing. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


SARGENT. 


will 


Mr. I would like to call up 
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the report ofthe Committee on Appropriations | 


upon the Senate amendments to the Indian | 


appropriation bill. I have been waiting for 


several days for an opportunity to do so, and | 


I will state the necessity that exists for early 
action. It is absolutely necessary for the de- 
partment to take advantage of what is called 


the June rise on the Missouri river (that is, the | 


abundance of water at that time) in order to 


send supplies to the Indian tribes. If this 


d in- |} opportunity be lost it will cost the Government 
If the || 


a great deal more money to send those sup- 
plies. To act on the report now will not take 


continue the general debate after that by a 
majority vote. ; 

Mr. SARGENT. | ask unanimous consent 
that after the reading of the Journal to-mor 
row morning | may be allowed to call up the 
amendments of the Senate to the Indian 
appropriation bill, 

Mr. RANDALL. I shall object, because 
some one of us will want to speak on the 
pending tariff bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. There will be ample op- 
portunity to talk on that. 

Mr. RANDALL. The debate 
morrow at three o'clock p. m. 

Mr. SARGENT. it was understood at the 


closes to 


| time the tariff bill was taken up for geuveral 


debate that it should not be to the exclusion 
of the appropriation bills. The Committee on 
Appropriations have remained patiently quiet 


'and have not at all obtruded their business 
| upon the House. 


Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Ap- 
propriations should notcomplain. They have 
had more time for the consideration of their 
business than any and all of the committees 
put together. 

Mr. HALE. And so they ought. 

Mr. SARGENT. I am not complaining of 


| any action of the House, but I think that when 


more than ten minutes, or at the outside fifteen | 


minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. Can this bill go into 
effect before the lst of July ? 

Mr. SARGENT. No, sir; but it has been 


customary for years (and it is a very proper || 
| custom) to take advantage of the rise of water 


‘| in June in order to send supplies. 
advance, and we would be compelled to pay to | 


Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman does not 
answer my question. Can this appropriation 
bill go into effect before the lst day of July? 

Mr. SARGENT. 
under it until that time. 

The SPEAKER. 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 
the House adjourn. 

Mr. DAWES. 


I object, and move that 


fora moment. There are several gentlemen 
who have indicated their willingness to come 


| here and make speeches on the tariff to-night. 


Mr. ELDREDGE. If there are gentlemen 
who want to speak this evening, and if it be 
understood that there is to be no other busi- 
ness transacted, I do not know that I have any 
objection. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 
speak on Saturday. 

Mr. DAWES. 


Let them 


row. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 
Massachusetts [ Mr. Dawes] told us that if we 
would agree to meet at eleven o’clock in the 
morning there should be no evening sessions, 


| yet we have had two or turee. 
I move that the committee || 


Mr. DAWES. That is so, and [ suppose 
the gentlemen would take heed of another 
thing, that they would not be able to get off 


| all of their tariff speeches unless we had a 
|| night session. 
| I do it for their convenience. | 
[ have no objection, 


That has not occurred to him. 


Mr. ELDREDGE. 


No money can be paid | 


I would like the ear of the | 
| gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. E_prepce} 


The House has ordered that || 
| general debate on the tariff be closed to-mor- 


they asked for but fifteen minutes to complete 
a bill which has passed both Houses, it 1s an 
exceedingly reasonable request. While this 
general debate has been going on the com 
mittee have remained patiently quiet. 

Mr. RANDALL. IL object. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. The gentleman from 


|| California has had no opportunity to speak on 
| the floor, no opportunity of getting the floor 


| and holding it, and I therefore hope the House 


The proposition requires | 


The gentleman from | 


but the gentleman ought to have seen it was | 
required at the time he firstspoke. The House | 
| understood that by meeting at eleven o'clock 


evening sessions would be entirely obviated. 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Isympathize 


| with the reporters, and I object to any night 
| session. 


Mr. DAWES. I suggest to-morrow, as wel! 
as to-night and Saturday, be devoted to gen- 


| eraldebate on the tariff bill. 


Mr. LYNCH. I object. 
The SPEAKER. The present limit of 
debate is three o’clock to-morrow afternoon, 


| drawal from 


will take an evening session so that the gen 


| tleman from California may have an oppor 
_ tunity of being heard. 


Mr. SARGENT. Iam willing to take up 
this report at the evening session. The gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin well knows that | am 
not speaking of myself, but in reference to the 


| business of the Committee on Appropriations. 


I have had no opportunity of getting the floor, 
which other gentlemen have not had equally 


| with myself. 


Mr. DAWES. I again submit the propo- 
sition that there be an evening session for gen- 
eral debate on the tariff. 

Mr. RITCHIE. There is the coal interest 
which has not yet been heard from ; I wish to 
say something in its behalf. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair learns from 
the list there are five gentlemen who wish to 
speak this evening. 


Mr. DAWES. And they have left expect- 


| ing to come here this evening. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

Leave of absence was granted to Mr. Por- 
TeR indefinitely, to Mr. WappeLt for one 
week, and to Mr. Arcuer until Monday next. 

JANE DULONEY. 

On motion of Mr. WAKEMAN, by unani- 
mous consent, leave was granted for the with- 
the files of the House of the 
papers in the case of Jane Duloney, for an 
invalid pension. 

PUBLIC PROPERTY, HARPER’S FERRY 

The SPEAKER by unanimous consent laid 
before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
War in compliance with a request of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, in relation to Govern 
ment property at Harper's Ferry; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

FORT GRATIOT MILITARY RESERVATION. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 


| Secretary of War, in reference to au appropri- 


ation to complete the survey of lots sold at 


| Fort Gratiot military reservation; which was 


| referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
\| but it is within the power of the House to || and ordered to be printed. 


a 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 





The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from } 

A message was received from the Senate, by || acted. But if the gentleman from Pennsyl- |} New Jersey [Mr. Hazetron] is entitled to the ¢ 

Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, notifying the || Vania { Mr. Gaemanenee will agree that the | floor. } 

House that that body had passed a concurrent || bill shall not be brought back by a motion to | Mr. HAZELTON, of New Jersey, and Mr. ( 

resolution providing that four thousand addi- || reconsider, I will not object. HIBBARD addressed the committee. (Their ‘ 
tional copies of the reconnoissance of Arizona || Mr. SHOEMAKER, [ agree to that. | remarks will be published in the Appendix. } 

and Nevada be printed in quarto form and || Mr. SARGENT. I desire to makea single Mr. WILSON, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 


one 


remark. I understand that quite a number of 
gentlemen desire to speak on the tariff bill, 
and | am aware that general debate on that 
| bill is to close at three o’clock to-morrow. In 
consideration of that fact, I will not press the || the present Congress we have been able to 
| Indian appropriation bill now, but I give || reduce taxes to the extent in round numbers 
notice that I will endeavor to call it up at the || of $252,000,000. The present Congress, by 

| first opportunity. act of May 1, 1872, has made a further reduc- 
UTAH, IDAHO, AND MONTANA RAILROAD. tion of $17,000,000 by placing tea and coffee 

; ; Pode : on the free list, making the total reduction to 

Mr. SHOEMAKER, by unanimous consent, || date $269,000,000, and now we are engaged 
from the Committee on the lerritories, re- |) in modifying the revenue laws with a view to 
| ported back the bill (H. R. No, 2473) granting || g still further reduction of at least $33,000,000, 
the right of way through the public lands for || which if consummated will make $50,000,000 
| the construction of a railroad and telegraph || for this session, and a total since the war of 
line for the Utah, Idaho, and Montana Rail- || ¢3099,000,000, which, together with the further 


bound; of which thousand copies shall 
be for the use of the Senate, and twenty-seven 
hundred and fifty for the use of the House 
of Kepresentatives, and two hundred and fifty 
for distribution by the chief of engineers of 
the United States Army; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested. 

Che message further announced that the Sen- 
ste had passed an act (H. R. No. 1191) mak- 
ing appropriations for the naval service for 
the year ending June 80, 187 3, and for other 
purposes, with amendments, in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested. 


it is a most gratifying fact, and speaks vol- 
umes for the energy of the people and the 
resources of the country, that since the close 
of the war and prior to the organization of 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I desire 





unanimous consent to report from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce a bill for present consid- 
eration. 

Mr. SARGENT. I object. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the House take 
a recess until half past seven o’clock this 
evening. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 
House do now adjourn. 

Mr. SARGENT. I withdraw my objection 
to the request of the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Townsenp. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 
to adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion to 
adjourn, there were—ayes 31, noes 67. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


And I move that the 


t insist On my motion 


The question was on the motion of Mr. || 


Dawes, that the House take a recess until 
half past seven o'clock. 
Mr. DAWES. I desire to include in the 


motion that the session of this evening be for 
the purpose of general debate on the tariff 
only, as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SARGENT. I object to that. 
simply ten or fifteen minutes to pass one of 
the most important appropriation bills that 
have been before the House this session. 

The SPEAKER. The majority can take a 
recess, but the order of business can only be 
determined by unanimous consent. 

Mr. DAWES. So far as lam concerned, 
[ will not object to the House sitting long 
enough to dispose of the business of which 
the gentleman from California [Mr. Sarcenr] 
has charge. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 

SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE. 


The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent, 
the Chair was authorized to appoint a Speaker 


I object. 


pro tempore for to-morrow and next day, and || 


in pursuance of the authority thus given the 


I ask ] 


road Company, with a substitute ; 


same committee. 

Mr. SHOEMAKER moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill and substitute were 
recommitted ; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BUTLER, MILLER AND COMPANY. 

Mr. VAN TRUMP, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2658) for the 
relief of Butler, Miller Co., 
Miller Co.; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

JOUN GIBBS 


Mr. VAN TRUMP also, by unanimous con- 
sent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 26389) 


| granting a pension to John Gibbs; which was 


read a first and second time, referred to the 


|| Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 


to be printed. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. RANDALL. 


do not wish to impede the progress of the ap- 


propriation bill of which he has charge. I | 


therefore suggest to him that he make a motion 
to assign Tuesday next, immediately after the 


_ reading of the Journal, for the consideration 


of the Indian appropriation bili. 

Mr. SARGENT. I make that motion, and 
ask that the bill be considered in the House 
as in Committee of the Whole under the five- 
minutes rule. 


There was no objection; and it was so | 


ordered. 
TARIFF. 


Mr. TAFFE. I desire to have a bill read, 


with a view to its being put upon its passage. | 


Mr. RANDALL. 


which was | 
ordered to be printed and recommitted to the | 


and Hawkes, | 


I beg to state to the gen- | 
| tleman from California [Mr. Sarcext] that I 


fact that notwithstanding these immense re- 
ductions of taxes the public debt since March 
1, 1869, has been reduced $328,000,000, is a 
result alike creditable to the Administration 
and satisfactory to the people. 

But | am aware that in reducing taxes the 
question will arise as to where and from what 
articles reductions shall be made, and this 
question is one of vital interest to both pro- 
ducers and consumers. ‘he preconceived 
opinions and opposing views of gentlemen on 
the tariff question will doubtless have much 
to do in shaping their course and controlling 
their votes on the various modifications and 
reductions which may be proposed, but all, I 
apprehend, are agreed and will engage with 
avidity in the pleasing duty of reducing taxes. 
Still the question arises and must be met, shall 
we make the entire reduction from the internal 
list, or shall we divide it between internal and 
import duties? 

INTERNAL REVENUE. 

The internal revenue system in this country, 
as all very well know, grew out of the neces 
sities of the war, and was regarded as a purely 
war measure to be abandoned as soon as the 
necessities of the Government should justify 
it. The taxes under this system were laid 
on lightly at first, amounting in 1863 to 
$41,000,000, but reaching in 1866 nearly 
$311,000,000, and falling in 1871 to $144.- 
000,000, showing an aggregate in eight years 
of $1,626,572,882 22, an astounding sum, and 
one which approximates our entire national 
indebtedness. This tax is a blight apon pros- 
perity, a clog to enterprise, and a burden upon 
the country which nothing but dire necessity 
can justify. It is my belief that there is no 
one grievance that the people so much desire 
to get rid of as this system of direct taxation, 
together with its army of revenue officers, and 
it does seem to me that the time has come 


L object. 


Chair names as Speaker pro tempore for the a 
: : f Will the gentleman not hear 


sessions of the House on those days Mr. Henry 
L. Dawes, Representative, of Massachusetts. 


when we can set free from this species of tax 
ation every article of domestic production ex- 
cept spirits, tobacco, and malt liquors, and | 


Mr. TAFFE. 


it read? 





The question being taken on the motion | 
|| read. 


that the House take a recess, it was agreed 


to. The House accordingly (at five o’clock | 
m.) took a recess until | 


and five minutes p. 
half past seveon o'clock p. m 





EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House re- 


sumed its session at half past seven o'clock | 


p. m., Mr. 
tempore. 


Dawes in the chair as Speaker pro 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CONGER. I move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole for 
the consideration of the tariff bill. 

Mr. SHOEMAKER. | ask unanimous con- 
sent to report a bill from the Committee on 
the Territories, in order to have it printed and | 
recommitted. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no quorum pres- 











Mr. RANDALL. Ido not object to its being 


The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 


A bill in relation to the creation of new land dis- 


tricts. 


Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to 
hearing the bill read, but I give notice that 


'| I shall object to any action upon it at this time. 


Mr. TAFFE. It is a short bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
to its consideration now. 

Mr. CONGER. Then Linsist upon my mo- 
tion to go into Committee of the Whole onthe 
| tariff bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House 
accordingly resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state ofthe Union, (Mr. Sco- 
FIELD in the chair,) and resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. No. 2322) to reduce 


| duties on imports, and to reduce internal taxes, 
| and for other purposes. 


No matter; I shall object | 





trust the day is not far distant when we shall 
be able to exempt these also. 

The income tax, which by limitation of 
law ceased with the year 1871, was, in my 
judgment, less offensive to the people than 
the stamp tax which still exists. Our fathers, 
in 1776, regarded a similar tax imposed by 
the mother country as one of the prominent 
and justifiable reasons for revolt; but be- 
cause of the necessities of the Government 
the people have borne it patiently since 
1863. The actual expense in the rural dis- 
tricts is less complained of than the trouble 
and inconvenience to which the people in the 

more sparsely settled portions of the coun- 
try are subjected, being compelled in many 
instances to travel from fifteen to thirty miles 
to procure a stam -s before a contract or obli 
gation can be made legal. The Treasury can 
now dispense with the revenue arising from 
this source without serious inconvenience 











Hence this tax, yielding about sixteen million 
dollars, as well as the tax on gas and lucifer 
watches, yielding each about twenty-five hun- 
dred thousand dollars, should be wiped out at 
once, never again to return in time of peace. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, in his last 
annual report, uses the following language : 

“In the suggestions I have the honor to make in 
reference to the reduction of taxes I keep in view 
two important facts: 
nation to pay at least : 
principal of the public debt shall not be impaired ; 
und, secondly, that in the change of the revenue 
system no violence shall_be done to the business 
interests of the country. While IT do not undertake 
to state precisely the causes which have contributed 
to the public prosperity, there is no substantial rea- 
son for questioning the truth of the statement that 
the last few years have been the most prosperous in 
the history of the country; years without example 
in our own affairs, and without parallel in the affairs 
of any other Government.” 

These are sound financial views and worthy 
of the statesman who uttered them. Let us 
then see to it that in changing our revenue 
laws ‘*no violence shall be done to the business 
interests of the country.’’ Let reductions be 
made from such articles as we cannot or do 
not produce, and not from such articles as 
come directly in competition with those pro- 
duced by the labor of our own people. 

WAR UPON DOMESTIC INDUSTRIES. 

Mr. Chairman, it cannot be doubted that a 
war of great virulence is being waged against 
the domestic industries and interests of the 
peer of the United States. This war has 
een carried on for more than fifty years, with 
more or less success, victory perching now 
upon the banners of the enemy and then upon 
those of the Republic—a war against labor, 
capital, commerce, manufactures, agriculture, 
and every enterprise which tends to develop 


the resources of the country, strengthen the | 


independence of the nation, aud enhance the 
interests of the people. 

Perhaps no people in the world are harder 
to drive, and certainly none are more easily 


coaxed and led, than those of the United | 
England, aided and abetted by her | 


States. 
American free-trade friends and allies—the 
very worst enemies of the laboring man and 
of every industrial pursuit—has for long years 
been preparing for the battle now being fought. 
She has been strengthening and extending her 
fortifications, advancing her picket lines, and 
mustering into her service every American 
recruit found willing to sacrifice the industrial 
enterprises of his own country for the benefit 
of foreiguers. 
EFFECT OF PROTECTION. 

No one who has taken the trouble to exam- 
ine the history of the country has failed to 
see that those periods in which industry and 
enterprise have been most amply rewarded, 
and the country most prosperous, are precisely 


those periods when the productions of the | 


farm, the mill, and the mine, have had the 
fostering care and protecting efficacy of na- 
tional law. During the war of 1812 we had 
un average rate of duty ranging from forty- 
seven to sixty percent. The result was that 
in the older and more populous States, espe- 
cially those of New England, where labor and 
capital were more abundant, manufacturing 
establishments went up as by magic, labor 
was in demand at good prices, agricultural 
productions were taken at remunerative rates, 
all branches of busines and all classes of the 
people were prosperous beyond a precedent 
in our former history, and we began to feel 
for the first time that we could live independ- 
ently of the outside world. But in 1816, just 
after the war, our revenue laws were re- 
vised, and at one swoop the average rate of 
duty was reduced from fifty-five to twenty- 
five per cent., and subsequently to fourteen 
2 cent. The results were as they ever must 
e under such reductions—our 

filled to overflowing with foreign goods, im- 
portations increasing from thirteen millions 
in 1815 to one hundred and forty-seven mil- 
lions in 1816. The country was drained of 
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ports were | 


first, that the ability of the | 
ist fifty millions annually of the | 


_ 











the precious metals to pay the balances of 
trade; our manufactories were closed; pro- 
prietors were ruined; laborers thrown out of 
employment, and bankruptcy and ruin per- 
vaded the land, all in a single year, which 
must be regarded as the legitimate results of 
erroneous legislation, to be guarded against 
if possible in all future time. There are yet 
men living who have a vivid recollection of 
the commercial distress which pervaded the 
country from 1815 to 1820, and who would 
shrink with horror from such legislation as 
would bring about qa similar state of affairs. 
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But in 1820 the average rate of duties was | 


again increased to twenty-nine per cent., and 


vibrated between twenty-nine and forty per | 


cent. up to 1837, during which period the 
country was again prosperous. But the re- 


| duction which commenced in 1832, reaching 


an average duty of fifteen per cent. in 1834, 


and culminating in bankruptcy in 1837, when 
| the reduction had reacked an average duty of 





twelve per cent., will never be forgotten by 
the American people. A general increase of 
duties in 1842 again brought relief and pros 
perity to the courtry, which continued until 
the revenue tariff of 1846 was enacted, under 
which the energies of the country where again 
paralyzed. But by the act of March 8, 1857, 
the average rate of duties was cut down to 
seventeen per cent., which increased importa- 
tions in that year to the enormous sum of 
$361,000,000, an amount unequaled in any 
former year, and the energies of the country 
were taxed beyond endurance to pay this im- 
mense sum; hence the general distress and 
bankruptey of that year. I hazard nothing 
in the assertion that with the exception of 
secession, the doctrine of free trade or rev- 
enue reform, which, as I understand it, means 
about the same thing, has caused this country 
greater distress and greater financial loss than 
any other political heresy that has ever been 
promulgated. 
NECESSITIES OF THE WAR. 


During the first half of the last decade, the 


| country was harassed by a war of unparalleled 


virulence; men and money were indispensible, 
and both were furnished without stint. Dur- 
ing the last half the necessities of the Govern- 
ment have been such as to require increased 
amounts of revenue, and the people have re- 
sponded to the demands of the tax-gatherer 
as no people ever did before. The credit and 
perpetuity of the Republic have been assured, 
because the people had the willand the means 


| to do it; and yet during the whole of those ten 


years of unparalleled taxation the country has 
been prosperous beyond a precedent, and it 
must be conceded that our revenue laws, afford- 
ing reasonable protection to and stimulating 
our industries, have been tne great financial 
lever underlying and contributing quite as much 
to our prosperity as the energy of the people. 
It may safely be said that the manufactur- 
ing industries of the United States have within 


| the last five years attained a vitality and im- 


portance far in advance of our highest expect- 
ations. Indeed, every productive industry of 
the country seems to be enlarging and diver- 
sifying its operations to an extent which, with- 
out careful study and close observation, is dif- 
ficult to understand. 

LABOR AND MATERIAL. 


The question of utilizing the labor and mate- 
rial of the country is of such paramount im- 
portance that it can hardly be too much dis- 
cussed in order to a correct understanding. 

It is well known that the chief element of 
wealth in New England is her manufactures 
without which she would be as poor as the 
most impoverished States of the South; and 
how well the shrewd Yankees know how to 
encourage and protect this interest by State 
law in addition to any and all protection af- 
forded by tariff enactments is shown by an act 
of the Legislature of Maine, in 1864, declaring 


that all manufactures thereafter commeuced |, developmen 


| 


1 


|| ability. 
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shall be exempt from taxation for ten years, 
provided the towns in which they are located 
shall consent to the same. Vermont by statute 
of 1867 has enacted the same provisions for 
five years, If such laws have been wise and 
beneficial LO the people ot Maine and Ver- 
mont, why would they net be equally so to the 
people of the weatern a id southern States ? 

It isa well known fict thatin any district or 
State where manufacturing and agricultural 
interests are in harmony,are combined prop- 
erly, dividing labor between the two, wages are 
higher, and the intelligence and prosperity of 
the people promoted far in advance of localities 
where either industry prevails to the partial 
exclusion ofthe other. This statement is veri- 
tied by labor statistics, and any gentleman who 
will take the trouble to examine the table will 
find that farm labor is forty per cent 
in Massachusetts than itis in Maryland, and 
one hundred per cent. higher in Pennsylvania 
than itis in Virginia. and this difference can 
only be accounted for on the ground that Penn- 
sylvania and Massachusetts are largely engaged 
in manufaeturing, while the other two States 
named are not. 


higher 


During the last decade the workingmen 
have advanced to the front ranks of respect 


Labor has been made to take a higher 
position, and to-day commands higher respect 
than ever before, and in the same proportion 
facilities for clothing, feeding, and educating 
the children of the laboring classes have been 
enhanced. ‘The amount of capital employed 
gnd the number of manufacturing establish 
ments in every branch of industry have been 


/inereased to correspond in some degree with 


| the wants and capabilities of the rapidly-in- 
| creasing population of the country. Our encrm- 


| ous debt, entailed upon us as one of the results 


| perous beyond any period in our history. 


| 


| 


| of the war, is being paid at arate not even 
| approximated by any other nation, and all 


classes and conditions of the people are pros- 
submit, then, in view of these facts, whether 
it is a time to give heed to the unceasing cry 
of revenue reformers for a reduction on such 


| imported articles of foreign manufacture as 


come in direct competition with those of 
American production. If the time shall ever 
come when the capitalists of this country will 
loan money as cheaply, and the laboring men 
work for the same wages as those of Kurope, 
then, and not till then, we may adopt a free- 
trade policy. 
A SUPPOSITION. 

Suppose the domain lying south of the Po- 
tomac river belonged to a separate and inde- 
pendent Government—a supposition which at 
one period in our history many feared would 
be an accomplished fact; and suppose on 
either side of that river there stands a manu- 
facturing establishment, whether of wool, cot- 
ton, iron, leather, or anything else, it matters 
not. They are of the same capacity, each 
requiring the same amount of capital and labor 
to turn out an equal amount of goods, but the 
proprietor of the establishment on the north 
side is obliged to pay double the rate of inter- 
est on cayital, double the wages of labor 


| employed, and double the amount of taxes 


paid by his competitor on the south side. Now, 
if the latter be allowed to cross the river with 


| his goods free of duty, or with a duty at such 


rates as would fall largely below the difference 
in the rates of interest, labor, and taxes re- 
ferred to, and to put them upon the market in 
competition with those of his rival on the north 
side, does any one fail to see that the latter 


| would be compeHed to close his establishment, 


| 


dismiss his laborers, and probably go into 
bankruptcy? Now, if we substitute the Atlantic 
ocean for the Potomac river, 1 think the case 
is illustrated. 

Any argument against protection to Amer- 
ican productions is, ln my judginent, equally 
an argument against American labor, manu- 
factures, and agriculture ; against the 
t of the resources of this grand 
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a 
country. the payment of the piebliec debt, and 


against American independence. Protection 


is enabling us to pay our national debt ata 
rate saltisiactor to the } » and creditable 
lo he (y ronment, and und I the healthy 
infuuence of e®Xisating la Vs the mntel al re 
oul ( i ial eaith are being devel- 


oped at a rate and to an extent hitherto 


unknown borers, manufacturers, and pro- 


ducers everywhere are askil to be let alone, 


while importer traders, and gentlemen of 
leisure, who are mere consumers, who pro- 
duce nothing, and ada nothing to aggre- 
gated wealth, but are mere traflickers in the 
products of ot mens labor, are clamoring 
for low duties that they may continue to fatten 


and grow rich at the ex pense and de gradation 


of honest tol, 

lhe strength and glory of a nation, as well 
na the intelligence and pros} erity of its people, 
depends very largely upon the diversification 
of its produetions. While we have the natural 
eapacity for agricultural productions in quan- 


tity and variety to an unlimited extent. our 


ining resources are equally unlim 


manutact 


ited. hese two industries have been very 

properly termed twin sisters; an injury to one 

is equally an injury to the other, and from 

their joint productions the trade and com- 
merce of the world is carned on. 
PROTI rO FARMERS. 

l’ree-trade economists are unceasing in their 


declarations of sympathy for the farmer, de- 


cliaring that he l oppressed and robbed by 
taniff law for the 


that he 


benefit of manufacturing 


monopol is taxed on his iron and 


dteel, his hardware and cutlery, his cotton and 


woolen goods, and on everything that he uses, 
forgetting to tell him that as an offset he is | 
protected on everything he produces, and that 
all this protection inures to the benefit of the 
labor of the country at d to the United States 


‘Treasury. lhere is not a single produetion 
of the field, the orchard, or the dairy that does 
not share this protection, in proof of which Lan- 


nex the following table compiled from the report 


of ihe chief of the Bureau of Statistics for the |} 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1871, exhibiting a 
few of the leading agricultural productions 


imported into this country during that year, 


together with their value and the duty thereon: 


Value. Duty. 
Animals, living, of all 

kinds ; $5,287,669 12 $1,165,533 83 
Butter 19 (4 87 193,720 50 
Che ) 7 100,530 07 
Fro { \ i 6.872.741 36 3,428,097 72 
llides and skin 431,781 27 1,343,178 14 
Meats, eggs, poultry, 

ve ; 1,128,395 81 240,612 77 
POtRtOOS ..cvcosee wb 2a. 972 48 107,985 00 
Flaxseed : 47,925 8U 724,420 40 
rarden na g1 ultu 

ral seeds f > 38 169,006 41 
Wheat : . 245.753 79 43,004 80 
Wheat thour . ; 157,805 28 31,561 06 
Ry: ia siacal 15,143 75 10,138 76 
Barley 8,652,484 78 721,479 80 
Oats 0.982 YO 72,702 20 
lndian corn. ‘ 1WO902 YI 10,553 48 
Abi other ; 911,823 73 167,055 36 
Wool, raw of all nds, 9,906,031 03 4,515,103 72 
Flax, and tow of tlax. 7O3,818 OO 65,408 59 
Jute-butts, jute, and 

subnn hem} . 1,165,404 00 92,926 33 
Hemp, Manila and 

Russia in . 3,984,862 00 510,527 33 
Toba un manulac 

tured). 2,755,186 03 2,281,653 79 
sristles TZ1,518 OO 87,214 28 
Hhoney . 53,119 00 17,071 50 
Nuts, almonds, coco a, 

Xe ; : 1,196,779 44 592.170 63 
Mustard ‘ : 114, 74 80,508 27 
Sugar, molasses, Xe..... 70,802,398 69 32,585,120 16 
Rice and paddy,........ 1,449,198 50 1,262,197 62 

POON sacaeies eevee eee $132, 854,540 03 $50,620,202 52 


lhas we have the fact established by tigures 
from an undoubted source that the leading 
agricultural productions represented in the fore- 
going table, amounting to nearly one hundred 
and thirty-three million dollars, are protected 
by an aggregate duty of nearly fifty-one mil- 
lion dk an average duty of about 
thirty-eight per cent., in which the great grain- 


irs, or 


the West and Northwest fully participate; and 
yet the delegations from those States, with 
few exceptions, are opposed to protection. 
Wipe out or even reduce the tariff on grain, 
stock, and wool, and no class would suffer 
western farmers. Canada, with 
her cheap labor and unbounded pasturage, 
could drive them from the markets. 

The States of Indiana, Lllinois, lowa, Michi- 
gan, Wisconsin, and Minnesota, produced in 
1870 one hundred and twenty million bushels 
of wheat, or over one half the entire crop of 
the United States, on which they enjoyed the 
benefit of a duty of twenty cents per bushel, 
amounting to $24,000,000 protection, and yet 
they received per bushel but litthe over one 
half the price received by the New England 
States. ‘The same is true as to price ot other 
cereals; and the reason is obviously because 
in the West probably nine tenths of the labor 
is employed in agriculture, while in New Eng- 
land it is divided between agricuiture and 
manufactures. Our importations the last fis- 
cal year exceeded $518,000,000, on which we 
collected duties amounting to largely over 
$200,000,000. Now there ecan be ne doubt 
but that a critical examination would show 
that from thirty to thirty-three per cent. at 
least of these importations was made up of 
articles strietly agricultural from which full 
average duties were collected. And, so far 
from being robbed, as has been alleged, the 
farmer fully and equally participates with other 
producers in the benefits of protection. 


more than 
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dustry and energy alone the resources of thig 
grand country can be developed, then and 
from that day will the current of poverty, de g 
radation, and dependence set in, and anew 
system of slavery be inaugurated by which the 
labor of our hands and the products of our soil 
will contribute to the wealth of the nations of 
Europe instead of our own. 
AN ABSURDITY. 

If it be true, as alleged by free-trade disci- 
ples, that the duty on imported articles of man- 
ufacture adds just so much to the price of sim- 
ilar articles of domestic manufacture, which, 
as they say, goes into the pockets of manufac- 
turing monopolies, then it must be equally true 
that the duty on imported articles of agricul 


| ture adds just so much to the price of similar 


articles of domestic production, which must, 


| according to their own showing, go into the 


Let the West diversify her productions by a | 


more judicious division of labor; let furnaces, 
forges, cotton and woolen mills, and other 


manufacturing establishments be spread over | 


the Mississippi valley as they are over the 
New England States, and the difference in the 
value of farm productions in the two localities 
will soon disappear. Every laborer trans- 
ferred from the field to the factory, together 
with each member of his family, still remain 
the annual consumers of an equal number of 
barrels of flour, with pork, beef, and other agri- 
cultural productions in proportion, thus re- 
lieving the farmer of a competitor, giving him 
a new customer, and saving the cost of sending 
just so much to a distant market. 

Free-trade economists, with untiring zeal, 
argue that any rate or percent. of duty chargeé 
upov imported articles adds precisely the same 
rate or per cent. to the value of all similar 
domestic productions, and they usually take 
pig iron for a basis, and argue thus; if the duty 
on pig iron be seven dollars per ton, then it 


follows that every ton manufactured in the | 
United States is just seven dollars higher to 


the consumer than it would be without the duty ; 
and the same argument is used in regard to 
every Other description of iron, as well as 
leather, cotton, and woolen goods, and all the 
minor produetions of American manufactures. 

It seems entirely pertinent as well as inter- 


esting to the producing classes to inquire | 


whether without protection we could at the 
present prices of labor ever manufacture a 
single ton of iron, a side of leather, or a yard 
of cotton or woolen cloth, or anything else, and 
whether a failure on our part to manufacture 


would not place us at the mercy of foreign | 
manufacturers, and compel us to pay prices | 


far higher than they now are; whether ovr 
condition as a dependent nation would not be 


pitiable in time of peace and belpless in time | 
of war; and whether, if we should still strive to | 


pay our national debt, the whole burden and 
weight would not fall upon agriculture ? 

No nation in the world, however rich and 
productive in soil and genial in climate, which 


has failed to diversify her labor and combine | 
with her agriculture, bas ever | 


manufactures 
reached the rank of even second class among 


the nations of the earth; and notwithstanding | 


all that nature has done for this country, if 


| the day shall ever come when the Government 


| 


shall fail to protect and defend alike the farmer, 


growing, stock, and wool-producing States of || manufacturer, and laborer, through whose in- 





|, 


| 





pockets of agricultural monopolies; in which 
case, it strikes me, the farmers will have the 
best of it, and | as a farmer certainly have a 
right to examine and report upon this question, 
We produced last year in round numbers two 
hundred and forty million bushels of wheat, 
protected by a duty of twenty cents per bushel, 
making $48,000,000; also eleven hundred 
million bushels of corn, protected by a duty of 
ten cents per bushel, making $140,000,000 ; 
also two hundred and fifty million bushels of 
oats, proteeted by a duty of ten cents per bushel, 
making $25,000,000. ‘Thus we have on these 
three articles alone an aggregate duty of 
3183 ,000,000, which, according to the showing 
of free-traders, is a tax upon the consumers 
of $4 75 per capita for the benefit of farmers. 
Now, if we add rye, barley, buckwheat, pota- 
toes, butter, cheese, beef, pork, bacon, live 
animals, wool, and all other agricultural pro- 
ductions which are protected, and then ascer- 
tain the aggregate duties thereon, we shall 
have an immense sum amounting to hundreds 
of millions, and proving conclusively that the 
tarmer has quite as much protection as the 
manufacturer. 

Experience bas fully demonstrated the fact 
that the only way to cheapen the productions 
of either the farm or the factory is to protect 
and stimulate both, by which our own produ- 
cers will compete not only with each other, 
but also with Europe, for the American mar- 
ket. It has become a common expression 
that the industries of the country are always 
in danger when Congress is in session, and 
it is to be regretted that our unsettled and 
vacillating course affords ground for the re- 
mark. Gentlemen are always to be found in 
this House who, if not clamoring for free trade, 
are advocating such reductions of duties as tend 
to cripple and paralyze the industrial enterprise 
of the country. 

A tariff that will do justice to all classes 
and all interests by distributing the burdens 
of taxation equally, and yet discriminating in 
favor of American productions, is in my judg- 
ment what is desired by the people; and the 
question arises, have we such a tariff now? 
My answer is in the aflirmative and emphatic, 
in proof of which I need only refer to the 
unparalleled prosperity of the country during 
the last decade; and especially since the close 
of the war; agricultural productions have 
steadily increased, while mining and manutfac- 
turing operations have in many instances more 
than doubled, and our progress in the arts 
and sciences, and in the development of the 
material resources of the country during the 
last five years, are without a parallel in the 
history of the world, ail of which must in fair- 
ness be attributed very largely to the benefi- 
cent workings of the tariff, and regarded as 
the healthy results of protection to home 
industry. 


COMMITTER’S BILL. 

Mr. Chairman, the House and the country 
have been anxiously awaiting the result of the 
long and seemingly arduous labors of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means on the question of 
a reduction of taxes, it being well understood 


1872. 





from the internal list will 
approved. 

IRON IMPORTATIONS. 
Our importations of iron and steel manu- 
factures during the past fiscal year amounted 

in gold value, with duty added, to $62,000,000, 
Under the provisions of this bill the duty is 

reduced full twenty per cent., which will doubt 
| less increase eee 4tlons another year, with 


a large reduction 
doubtless be equi ully Vy 


that leading members of both Houses favored 
reduction in gross of about $50,000,000. A 
ajority of that committee have reported the 
eR of their labors in the shape of a bill 
entitled ** A bill to reduce duties on imports 
and to reduce internal taxes, and for other 
purposes. ’* This bill proposes to reduce im- 
port duties in round numbers $19,000,000, and 
internal taxes to the extent of $13,000,000, or 


a 


a gross reduction of $32,000,000 instead of || duty added, to at least $75,000,000, to the 
$50,000,000, which the ‘Treasury can very well || great injury of our own manufacturers and 
be ar, and which would gre atly relieve the || laborers, and to the financial ruin of many | 
country. | Eropmeters. The same is true of woolen fab- | 


Now, it is to be regretted that the committee || rics, of which we imported last year in gold 
manifestly desired to retain tea and coffee as || value, with duty added, $72,000,000, and now, 
articles from which a large revenue was still || if the duty shall be reduced over twenty per | 
to be collected in contravention of the wishes is proposed, there is good reason to 
of a large majority of this House, as expressed || believe that our importations of these fabrics | 

But || next year will approximate $100,000,000, to | 
since the discussion on this bill commenced, || be pi aid for in gold or in products at gold value. 
and when it had progressed but two days, Con If increased importations of European manu- 
gress, in deference to the expressed wishes of || factures are desirable, it cannot be doubted that 
the people, has by an overwhelming majority || this bill, it the sanction of Con- 
of both Houses enacted that from and after |) gress, will fully accomplish that object 
the Ist day of July next tea and coffee shall be | Perhaps the country was never in greater 
imported into this country free of duty, thus || suspense or more nervous on the tariff 
relieving millions of our best citizens, though || tion than it is at this very hour. No merchant 
poor, of a tax upon articles once regarded as || or manufacturer, man engaged in any of 
luxuries, but now conceded to be of prime || the industrial enterprises of the country, can 
necessity, second only to meat and bread. rest while bills are pending in Congress, the 

Hence the discussion of the biil must con- || passage of which would prostrate his business 
tinue with its most objectionable feature, that || and perhaps sink his entire capital, Hence the 
of taxing tea and coffee, removed from the || necessity for a steady and enlightened policy, 
contest, and now, having reduced taxes by this || with as little vibration as possible, adapted to 

tabout seventeen million dollars, letus go for- || the encouragement of arts and manufactures, 
ward in the good work until we shall have taken || making a more judicious division of labor, 
off $33,000,000 more, which in my judgment, || giving confidence to capital, stability to manu- 
after enlarging the free list tothe extent of a few || factures, and fair wages to labor. 
millions, should be taken from internal duties, 
and the question of reducing taxes, I think, 
may be regarded as settled for this session at 
least. 

The majority of the committee introducing 
this bill have seen proper to strike at wool- 
growers and wool and iron manufacturers by 


cent., as 


by their votes on two separate occasions. 


recelves 


ques- 


no 


OBJECTS OF A TARIFF. 

I believe it is conceded that the objects of a 
tariff in this country are threefold: first to raise 
revenue for the support of the ; Gevernmnenh by 
indirect rather than by direct taxation ; 
ond, to so levy the duties as to protect our own 
people in their industrial productions, 


Sec- 


and 


reducing duties on each of these productions || enable them to compete with foreigners in the 
full twenty per cent., which if carried into law || American markets; and third, to encourage 


must result in 
many instances 


great injury to labor and in 


the development of our own material resources 
ruin to proprietors, as well as 


to the end that we may be self-reliant in time 


to retard, if not completely check, any further || of peace, and independent of the outside world 
enlargement of these industries for long years || in time of war. 
to come. The committee have also laid their || It is a fact admitted by confederates them- 


hands heavily upon the manufacturers of 
leather and cotton goods, and upon lumber 
men, farmers, and stock-growers, and upon 
many other industries, in all of which labor 
forms the basis and is the principal element. 

The internal list, the most odious of all 
taxes, is touched lightly by the committee, less |! would have 
than $13,000,000 covering the entire reduc- || lhe 
tion, while they propose by this bill to take 
over $14,000,000 from such imported articles 
as come in direct competition with American 
products, thus virtually transferring that sum 


their inabil- 
one among the chief 
causes of their failure, and it has been alleged, 
and is believed by many, that if they had pos- 
1 the manufacturing facilities of the little 
of Massachusetts the 


selves that during the war of 1861 


ity to manufacture was 


sesset 


State alone, rebellion 
been a sui 
reliable show that our 
wool production last year reached about one 
hundred and sixty million pounds, while we 


} 


ibout fifty-two million pounds, or 


‘cess, 


most statistics 


imported 


nearly one third as much as the domestic pro- 

trom the pockets of our own people to the || duction. 
coffers of Kuropean monopolies Instead of fostering this ind istry until it 
But some gentlemen of the committee, act- || could be made to yield an amount which 


at is 


uated doubtless by their favorite theory of 


would ¢ ast approximate home consump 
revenue reform, express their disapprobation 


tion, this bill proposes to cut down protection 


of this meager reduction, as they term it, and || to American wool growers by reducing the 
aver that it should be at least double. Mr. ||.duty on foreign clothing wools over twenty 
Chairman, if such views are to be incorpo- || per cent. from present rates. This may be 
rated into our domestic policy, the progress || well for non-producers, but will be remem 
and development of our material resources in || bered by farmers; and I trust gentlemen on 
coming years will compare most unfavorably || this floor representing farming constituencies 
with the past. The fact that our national |! will see 1 that this great wrong shall not be 
wealth has increased from $16,000,000,000 || perpetrated. 

in 1860 to $32,000,000,000 in 1870, exceeds WOOLEN FABRICS. 

our highest expectation, and staggers the rom the most reliable information that can 
faith of the mostsanguine. Why should Con- | be obtained in the absence of the census report, 
gress interfere with the growth and develop- || the value of the finished productions which our 


of 


ment our domestic industries by reducing || woolen manufactortes turned out last year can 
the very moderate protectio nm now afforded to hardly be estimated at less than $175,000,000. 
their products, while we are collecting, and, After deducting the value of the raw ma erial, 
without a modifieation of our internal revenue | robably not less than 250,000,000, near 
laws, will continue to collect directly from | $15,000,000 of which was paid for foreign 


and the 19,000,000 to do- 
wool growers, we still have $95,000,600 
result of combined capital and labor in 


the earnings of the people $130,000,000 an- wools, 
nually? ‘he act making tea and coffee free || mestic 


will be heartily approved by the people, and || as the 


remaining Sf 


| able to furnish an amountof woolen fabrics at 
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this single industry ; yet from the importations 


of last year we find that the country needed 


and used $72,000,000 worth of these ZOOS 
over and above the Capacity ol our mills to 
supply, thus showing our dependence upon 


Kurope for this immense amount of these 
fabrics. 

The increased productions of this i: dustry 
within the last ten years, and espec lally since 
the tariff of 1867, have been most gratifying, 
and furnish ground to hope that within a few 
years, under favorable legislation, we shall be 
least commensurate with the wants of our 
rapidly-growing population. But bythe terms 
of the bill a large percentage of the protes 
afforded to this branch of manufactures under 
the present tariff is taken off, and if the bill 
should pass we may give up all hope of any 
enlargement of this industry until we can have 
more favorable legislation. 

IRON INDUSTRY. 

Another leading industry of the country 
whose development will be retarded and whose 
production will be reduced under the provis 
ions of this bill is iron, one of the indispens 
able elements in the progress of civilization 
and power andin the development of the aris 
and The consumption of iron is 
rapidly increasing, and the demand was prob- 
ably never so great as at the present time ; and 
it has been estimated that the consumption of 
1872 would exceed that of any former year by 
at least ten per cent., or probably greater than 
the world is able to supply, and so far from 
reducing production by slation 
every reasonable incentive should be afforded 
for the growth and development of this leading 
American industry. 

The duty of nine dollars 
increased the production from 931,582 tons 
1865 to 1,950,000 tons in 


of competition under 


ion 


sciences 


adverse legi 


per ton on pig iron 
in 
L869, and the effect 
this protection was to 
constantly reduce the price in the American 
market. But the reduction of two dollars per 
ton in 1870, aside from its direct bearing upon 
production, created apprehension in the minds 
ot propriet ors that this was mere ly the inau 
guration of a policy designed gradually to re 
duce the dimensions of the iron industry, and 
the effect retard the 
furnaces, to cause some to be blown out, and 
many to curtail their operations, which h: 
resulted in a decrease of one hundred thousand 
tons in the annual production and 
of from ten to fifteen dollars per ton in price 
and the same true of other di: 
iron. 

No man can doubt that if our annual pro 
duction of iron and steel were withheld 
the markets the world, prices would be 
much higher everywhere, nor ean he doubt 
that a reduction duties will curtail opera 
tions, keep down competition, and enhance 
Protection is 


was to erection of new 


is 
Increase 


, 


is scriptions of 


from 
of 
of 


pr ices to consumers. 


the only 
sure and potent way to arouse an effective 
rivalry in digging the coal and ore from the 


mines, and setting the furnace fires ablaze all 


overtheland. An inereased amount of raw iron 
will always increase the amount of the finished 
article, which must result in low prices to th 


consumer. 


Pig iron lies at the base of every iron and 
steel manufacture, from a needle to an anchor, 
just as wool and cotton form the bases of the 
infinite varieties of articles into which these 
fibers are manufactured We need no pro 
tection on raw cotton, for the simple reason 
that our facilities for producing it enable us 


to bid defiance to the 
is able to defy the 


world, ju tas Knyvland 


world to compete 





it net, 
in the } roduction of tron. ‘| he farme i VIG 
can no more produce wool without protection 
than the irnace-mMan Can proauce pg iron. 
Their interests in this regard are mutual. Ihe 
one can no more Compete with the poor maid 
labor of Australia and south Afrca than the 





olber can compete with the pauper jabor of 
a ¢ . 2 sia) 
England and Belgium, 
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PIG IRON, 


Why is that whenever pig iron is mentioned 


in this Hall certain gentlemen become excited 


rt 


and begin at once to look around for we apons 


of attuck 7 Is it bec e the manufacture of 
this article 1s more hazardous and involves 
more labor than most other crude productions, 
and as a con equence more proprietors in pro 


portion to the npumber engaged fail in this 
than in almost any other enterprise, or is it 
because a reduced domestic production of pig 
iron would pre duce a corre ponding reduction 
in all other grades and open a wider door for 
the mportation and use of English iron, to 
which some gentlemen seem very partial if 
we are » judge from their untiring efforts to 
reduce the duty on the raw material to three 
doll ul per 
In the absence of p sitive data it is dificult 
to ascertain the precise value of pig iron man 
ufactured last year, but it is certain the value 
ranges between $60,000,000 and $75,000,000, 
and that about eighty thousand laborers are 
employed nits production, & ill weare using 
annually about four hundred thousand tons 
more than we produce, having imported near 
that amount of pig and serap last year, and 
having reduced the duty $2 on pig less than 
two year wo | submit whether it is wise while 
production is so far below consumption to sub- 
ject the article to a still further reduction of 
>] per ton, as this bill proposes, the effect of 
hich will be to widen the margin between 
mdduction and consumption. 
No other domestic manulacture involves so 
large a per cent. of actual labor as pig iron, 
and probably none in which so many trades 
and art art represented and directly bene- 
fited. It has been estimated that more than 
eighty per cent of the value of a ton of pig 
iron is actual labor, and gentlemen who pro- 
fess to be deeply concerned in the interests of 


laboring men m ike un adverse record when 
they vote to reduce the duty on this article. 
The gentleman from Missouri, | Mr. FINKELN- 
BURG, | a member of the Committee of Ways 
and Means and a supporter of this bill, in his 
remarks the other aay stated that the value of 
labor represented in pig iron was only fifteen 
to twenty per cent. of its ¢ ost. | have too high 
a regard for the integrity of that gentleman to 
suppose he would intentionally misrepresent 
the facts, but this grossly erroneous statement 


is calculated to mislead and ought not to go 


uncontradicted 
Now, if the gentleman referred only to the 
labor incident to the manufacture of pig iron 


niterallthe tnate rial Is prepare d and land down 


ut the furnace, he may not have been greatly 
in error, buthe did not so qualify his remarks. 
Now, | hold myself responsible for saying 
that in my district, where about one hundred 
and thirty thousand tons of pig iron are annu- 
ally produced, the bulk of which is made with 
charcoal, the actual value of the different kinds 
ot labor which enter into its cost 1s over eighty 
per cent., and | have no doubt about the same 
is true in other localities 


it has been several times stated in this de- 
bate that the value of the iron productions of 
the United States lust year was $195,000, 000. 
This 1s dn error. 


Any one who will examine 
the table upon which this estimate is based 
will find that the value of pig iron is first set 
down, then the value of the ditferent grades 
of finished iron and steel made trom the pig, 
thus twice including the value of the latter. 
In order to be correct, we must deduct from 
the value of the finished iron the value of the 
pig, say $70,000,000, which will leave $125, 
000,000 asthe legitimate production, or a little 
over double the value of importations, 

lt isargued that manufacturers can well afford 
tosubmittoa reduction of duties, onthe ground 
that they are now relieved of internal taxes, 
but it must be remembered that when they were 
paying these taxes gold was at a very high | 
premium, which added a corresponding per | 


the decrease of the premium on gold they have 
suffered a reduction of protection to more than 
double the amount of the tax referred to. But 
it is said the appreciation ot the value of paper 
is precisely in proportion to the depreciation 
of the premium on gold. That is true, but 
the benefit inures to those who furnish the raw 
material and perform the labor, and not to the 
manufacturer, except sg far as his net profits 
are concerned. 

Mr. RITCHIE addressed the committee 
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in remarks which will be published in the 


Appendix. 

Mr. DUKE. Mr. Chairman, in the fourth 
paragraph of the fourteenth section of the 
majority bill will be found the following pro- 
vision: 


But nothing in this section shall be construed to | 


exempt from a special tax any farmer or planter who 
shall, by peddling or otherwise, sell leaf tobacco at 
retail directly to consumers, or who shall sell or 


assign, consign, transfer, or dispose of to persons | 


other than those who have paid aspecial tax as leaf 
dealers or manufacturers of tobacco, snuff, or cigars, 
or to persons purchasing leaf tobacco tor export. 
And it shall be the duty of every farmer or planter 
producing and selling leaf tobacco, on demand of 
any internal revenue officer, or other authorized 
agent of the Treasury Department, to furnish said 
otlicer or agent a true and correct statement, verified 
by oath or allirmation, of all his sales of leaf to- 
bacco, the number of hogsheads, cases, or pounds, 
with the name and residence in each instance of 
the person to whom sold, and the place to which it is 
shipped. And any such farmer or planter who shall 
willtully refuse to furnish such information, or who 
shall knowingly make false statements as to any of 
the facts aforesaid, shall be liable to a penalty not 
exceeding $500, 

And substantially the same provision will be 
found in the bill of the minority. 

Mr. DICKEY. As I see several members 
of the Committee of Ways and Means here, | 
ask why was that provision inserted ? 

Mr. BURCHARD. If the gentleman ap- 
peals to me, 1 will ask which bill he refers to? 

Mr. DICKKEY. Either. 

Mr. BURCHARD. The bill presented by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. KeE-- 
LEY | has the provision to which the gentleman 
reters, 

Mr. DICKEY. 
both bills. 

Mr. DUKE. 
respect, 

Mr. BURCHARD. That matter, if I may 
be allowed to state it, was referred to a sub 
committee, of which the gentleman who re- 
ported the bill was a member, and that sub- 
committee reported those provisions. 

Mr. DICKEY. I wish to ask why the man 
who raises tobacco must, no matter how igno- 
rant he may be, or whether he raises it on 
shares or otherwise, be compelled to keep a 
book account, any more than the man who 
raises corn or wheat? 


Mr. BURCHARD. 


The same provision is in 


Both are the same in that 


Those members of the 


| committee who gave their attention to that 


desirable to lay these restrictions upon the 
sale by individuals, in order if sales should be 
made of manufactured tobacco 

Mr. DICKEY. Then I understand that the 
man who raises tobacco must be subjected 
to an imposition to which no other man is sub- 
jected ? 

Mr. DUKE. I remarked before, and I 
think what has just beensaid by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Burcnarp] bears me 
out in the statement, that no member of that 
committee could have been familiar with the 
raising of tobacco. Iam not bere to blame 
the committee or cast any imputation upon 
them. I merely say that they were not famil- 
iar with the subject. 





I desire briefly to call the attention of the || 


House to this mostremarkable provision. And 
in the first place, | merely premise that such a 


‘provision could not have been insertéel in the 


bill if any member of the Committee of Ways 
and Means had represented a tobacco-growing 
district. It so happens (by accident, no doubt) 
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pays the second largest internal tax, is wholly 
unrepresented upon that committee, whose 
special duty it is to impose alltaxes. Tobacco 
pays about one fourth of the entire internal 
revenue, and yet nota solitary member of that 
committee comes from a district in which 
tobacco is cultivated to any extent as a staple 
crop. Ido not mean to intimate that this was 
done by design, but, nevertheless, it is unfor- 
tunate that no member of this committee comes 
from a district which would be especially 
affected by this large tax. I have not brought 
this matter to the attention of the House in 
any Captious spirit, or with a view of casting 
any censure upon the appointing power or upon 
those appointed, but simply to account for 
what would otherwise appear an act of great 
injustice to those who grow tobacco as a staple 
crop. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I am not responsible 
for that provision. I prefer to keep the price 
up on tobacco and vote with the gentleman 
against those restrictions. 

Mr. DUKE. Upon tobacco? 

Mr. BURCHARD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DUKE. Ah! there we hitch again. [ 
propose to argue this question before the House 
and ask to have that provision struck out. 

Now, what are these provisions of this por- 
tion of the paragraph? Theyare simply these: 
that a planter or farmer who chooses to make 
tobacco shall only be allowed to sell that to- 
bacco in a particular way, and if he dares to 


sell the production of his own labor, the crop 











| which he or his hands have produced from his 


land, he shall be subject to heavy pains and 
penalties. The farmer who raises hay, corn, 
wheat, oats, or any other farm product or pro- 
duct of the orchard, or who raises stock, shall 
be permitted to sell in any way he thinks 
proper. I can raise corn or wheat and sell it 
to my neighbor by the bushel, barrel, or hun- 
dred barrels; I can send itto Washington city or 
to Richmond, and sell it in such quantities as 
I may see fit; 1 can ship my fruit crop to New 
York, and se!l by the box or crate or fifty erates. 
But the poor freedman, who rents a small 
piece of my land and raises a few hundred 
pounds of fine tobacco, cannot, when he goes 
into the village to buy a small amount of gro- 


| ceries, take his tobacco with him and retail it 


out to those who actually need it for their own 
use unless he pays a special tax for so doing. 
He cannot sell his little crop unless he sells 
upon the premises or to those who buy tobacco 
for manufacturing purposes or for export. | 
‘an take my grain or fruit or stock to the neigh- 
boring town and sell it to whom I please and in 


|| such quantities as | think best; I can get the 
| money for it, or | can get goods for it; but the 


treedman who rents a portion of my land cannot 
sell his little crop of tobacco in this way; he 


|| cannot sell it to consumers, unless they will 
portion of the subject reported that on a con- | 
| ference with the Department it was thought 


come upon his premises to buy, and even then 


|| he cannot sell to an amount exceeding $100. 


All producers of agricultural commodities are 
left free to dispose of their products in such 
manner as they deem proper, save and except 


| one; that one, the tobacco-grower, is fenced 
|| wbout and hedged in by such restrictions and 


limitations as will tend to diminish the produc- 


' tion of tobacco by planters who make small 


‘rops. Isit fair, is it just, thus to impose upon 


| one class of producers burdens which are 


| imposed upon no other? 


We have beard much 
of class legislation; could there be a more 
odious or oppressive instance of class legisla- 
tion than this? 

Again, you require the cultivator of tobacco 
to keep an account of all tobacco sold by him, 


| and he is compelled ‘** on demand of any in- 


| 
| 
| 
| 


cent. to the then existing duties, and that by || that the tobacco interest, that interest which |! 


ternal revenue officer, or other authorized 
agent of the Treasury, to furnish said ofhicer 
or agent a true and correct statement, 


verified by oath or affirmation, of all his 
sales of leaf tobacco, the number of hogs- 
heads, cases, or pounds, with the name and 
residence, in each instance, of the person to 


whom sold and the place to which shipped.” 
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Now, let us see what is the plain meaning of 
this. Every farmer who makes tobacco must 
keep an account of all tobacco sold by him, 
to whom sold, andin what quantity. Unless he 
does this, how can he turnish the United States 
officer with a correct statement, on oath, 
the number of hogsheads, cases, or pounds 
sold, the name and residence of the purchaser 
to whom sold, and the place to which it is 
shipped? Aud all this must be done under 
a penalty of not exceeding 3500. Now, 
bear in mind that a portion of those who 
raise tobacco can neither read nor write, and 
especi ially is this the case with the ftreedmen, 
many of whom raise small crops of tobacco. 
These men must employ a clerk, they must 
pay that clerk, and thus, in addition to the 
heavy burden which you impose upon them 
indirectly by your tax on the manufactured 
article, you burden them with the expense 
of keeping accurate accounts, which they may 
at any time be called upon to swear to. Has 
such a proposition ever before been incorpor- 
ated into the legislation of this country in re- 
gard to the sale by farmers of farm products? 
Corn is much used in the distilla‘ion of whisky. 
Whisky is a taxed article, and therefore we 
will require the corn-growers to keep an ac- 
count of the corn sold by them, to whom sold, 
the quantity sold, and when shipped; and 
these accounts are at any time to be furnished 
to a United States officer, and sworn to. 

Again, there are in my district, and no 
doubt in other districts, a considerable num- 
ber of small farmers, living 
ket in the mountains, who make smail crops 
of tobacco, who cannot well afford to ship to 
a distant market, who have no facilities for 
prizing their tobacco. These men sell the loose 
tobacco to neighboring merchants or other 
parties, who, col lecting | tobacco from different 
sources, prize it into hogsheads and ship it to 
market. This class of men are those who 
make their crop of tobacco with their own 
hands. They are laboring men, and your pro- 
posed legislation strikes directly at them. It 
does not affect the large planter; he cannot 
afford to sell his tobacco in small quantities; 
it would not pay. But it does impose a most 
unjust and untair burden upon the simall 
planters, those men, the bone and sinew of 
the country, who should be especially pro- 
tected. 


ot 


remote from mar- 


Is there any member of the Ways and Means | 


Committee who would tolerate such a burden 
upon the agricultural productions of his dis- 
trict? I pause fora reply. 

What would my friend from Kentucky who 
sits behind me [Mr. Beck] say to a proposi- 
tion introduced into this House which should 
prohibit the farmers living in his splendid blue- 
grass region trom selling their blood stock to 
their neighbors for their own use, unless such 
sales were made upon the farm, and tien 
restrict them to sales not exceeding $100 in 
value; which would probibit them {rom tak- 


| at any time a sworn statement showing accu- 


| gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 





ing their stock to Lexingion and there selling | 


it to those who buy for use; which would re 
quire them to keep an accurate account of ul 
siock sold, to whom sold, and the place where 
shipped; and, in addition, which would re- 
quire them at any and all times to produce 
before a United States officer a sworn state- 
ment setting forth all these matters under a 
penalty of $ 5500? Do you not think my friend 
would, in his most emphatic and impress ve 
manner, ‘* go for’’ the unlucky individual who 
shouldsugg: st such a thing? 
What would my friend from 
sits near me [Mr. Kerr] say, if House 
should propose to make a law which would 
prevent the hog raisers of his State from sell- 
ing their pork to neighbors for their own use 
unless such sales were made upon the prei- 
ises, and then such sales not to exceed $100 
in value—a law which would require them to 
keep ay accurate account of all pork sold, 


this 


to 


Indiana who | 


| grown in your own district. 


rately all these things? With what fervent 
eloquence would he not denounce such a prop- 
osition violating every principle of civil 
liberty! Would he not ‘‘ demand to know” 
from what clause of the Constitution could be 
derived the power to do such an 
thing? 

Suppose the President of the United States 
would recommend to Congress the passage of 
a law that the corn-growers of Illinois should 
not be permitted to sell their corn to consum- 
ers except at the place where grown, and also 
require them to keep accurate accounts of all 
corn sold, to whom sold, and where shipped, 
would not the gentleman from Illinois [| Mr. 
3URCHARD]| incontinently take up his line of 
march for the insurgent camp at Cincinnati. 

Suppose a proposition was introduced into 
this House forbidding the constituents of the 
KELLEY } 
trom selling his delectable ‘* pig’’ to consum- 
ers exceptas itcame from the furnace, would 
not his ¢ deep tones be heard denouncing the 
proposition a covert attempt to destroy 
‘* American industry’’ by the ** pauper labor 
of Europe,’’ and that ‘* British gold was at the 
bottom of this daring attack upon the just 
principles of protection to native industry ?”’ 

And finally, suppose the Secretary of the 
Treasury should propose that those who catch 
Professor Agassiz’s ‘‘brain food,’’ cod-fish, 
should not sell to consumers except upon the 
Banks, would not the chairman of the com- 
mittee turn from his beloved Boutwell forever, 
and with tears in his eyes exclaim in ‘‘mournful 
accents’’ ‘‘Ephraim is joined to his idols, let 
him alone?”’ 

Now, sir, in what respect do such laws as 
these differ from the one proposed in regard 
to the grower of tobacco? The principle 
is precisely the same. If you have a right to 
restrict the mode, manner, time, or place in 
regard to the sale of tobacco by the producers, 
then you have the same right to do the same 
thing as to the producers of stock, grain, pig 
iron, or the catchers of cod-fish. I ask gentle- 
men to bring this matter home to themselves. 
Just suppose a similar proposition should be 
made in regard to any agricultural products 
If you would not 
apply it in such acase, then do not apply it to 
us. [ask gentlemen to pause and put this ques- 
tion to themselves: if this proposition were 


as 


iniquitous 


se 


as 


made in reference to any agricultural product of 


my district would I go for it? Is there one 
of you who would tolerate for an instant such 
a provision in regard to any article exclusively 
raised in your districts? 

What say you, corn-growers of Ohio, Indi- 
ana, and Illinois, to such a proposition as — 


Do you think your people could stand it, as 
applied to their productions? Then, why 


apply it to us? I think aspirit of fair dealing 
aud equal rights as to all agricultural pro- 
ducers will induce you to change this. May 
[ not urge another reason, which is that by 


\ 
) 


such legislation you will curtail the produc- 
tion of that agricultural article of export 
which, next to cotton and wheat, brings you 
the largest return, to wit, tobacco? I ask 


you then to permit the planter to dispose of 
his tobacco just in the same way that you per- 
mit the farmer to dispose of his crops of grain. 

[ know that the excuse for-this is that it 
protects the manufacturer of tobacco who pays 
youatax. I, sir, donot desire to do injustice 
to the manufacturer; I am willing, nay, | am 
anxious, even to the extent of pertinacity, in the 
opinion of some of my neighbors on this floor, 
to afford the manufacturer every relief, but I 
cannot relieve him at theexpense of the plant- 


er. Delegation after delegation from the man- 
ufacturers has a ppeared before the ‘* Ways 


and Means’’ d le 


of business men, 
who understood their own interests and who 


J undertake 
ite ligent 


egal IOUS, lO say, 


shrewd, active, 


whom sold, and where shipped, and to furnish || knew how to present their views in a most 
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forcible 


and direct manner; while on the 
other hand not a solitary voiee, so far as I 
know, has been raised in behalf of the large 


class who plant 
upon thi 


As 1 


tobaceo See sentative 
of a large planting interest I 
must enter my protest against the legislation 
proposed in thas part of the 
L refer, and which at the 


move to strike out. 


s floor 


section to which 
proper time | shall 


[ propose now to submit some views upon 
the general question of internal taxation. | 
: 1 
submit that a tax 


upon any agricultural pro- 


duction, except in proportion to its value as 
compare d with other prope rty taxed. Is ith Vio 
lation of the just principles of taxation. The 
fact that the article undergoes some slight 


change before it is put upon the market does 


not change the principle. Because wheat is 
converted into flour, and this baked into bread, 
would it be any the less unjust to impose a 


specilic tax on bread than on wheat ? 
Indian corn 


Because 
is ground into meal, would a tax 
on corn-meal be any less objectionable thar a 
tax on corn? Now, manutactured tobacco is 
not essentially changed in the process of man- 
ufaciure. It will be denied that ** raw 
leaf’? would be more palatable to those who 
use tobacco than unground wheat would be to 
those who use {l yur, 

Why. then, is it more just to tax manufac- 
tured tobacco than to tax flour? No one would 
tolerate for an instant a tax upon flour or 
nor do I desire them to be taxed; but 
there is no more authority for taxing one than 
the other. We are told that in other countries 
tobacco and spirits are legitimate subjects of 
taxation, and therefore we should tax them. 
Is this an argument? Because England and 
I'rance tax tobacco is that any reasou why we 
should tax this article? 
equally convincing, because King! 


not 


bread, 


Phen, by reasoning 
and has a king 
or queen and lords we should have them also | 
Because France one day has a despotism, the 
next day the commune, aud the third a yove- 
ernment which is neither the one nor the other, 
but a large mixture of both with a very little 
republicanism thrown in, w 
same ! 


e should have the 
advantages ! 
{ hope gentlemen will give us better rea 


sons than these. But we are told that they are 


luxuries, and therefore must be taxed. Are 
gentlemen serious in this? If it be true that 


they are 


luxuries then why not tax other lux- 
urles? 


In the part of the country from which 
I come, the greatest luxury which can be con- 


| ceived of, the luxury which a very small num- 


ber can enjoy—indeed it is a luxury 


enjoyed 
by none of us except the ede 


ral tax-collect- 


ors—is the luxury of having your pockets full 
of money and a large balance at your bank- 
ler’s. If you tax tobacco and whisky as lux- 
uries, then, in the name of justice, why do you 
not tax, and tax heavily, too, this, the greatest 
luxury of all? You tax the whines which 
is used by the nhoring man, you tax this, 
the only luxury he has; you tax this from 
one to two hundred per cent., but the other 
luxury, the luxury of a pocket full of money 
and a large bank balance, you have entire ly 


overlooked. 


Your whole system of internal taxation isin 
violation of every just and equitable principle. 
It is arbitrary, unjust, and unwis lhree 
fourths of your internal revenue are collected 
from labor, and come out of articles pro- 
duced by the land-owner and land-worker. The 


whole system is arranged in the imterest of cap- 


ital and against labor, in the interest of the 
money-holder and money-lender against the 
land-holder and land-worker. It is a two- 
edged sword, wielded by the money rings; with 
one edge they smite labor and with the other 
land. Day by day the laboring man finds it 
more and more difficult to live; the rates of 
wages are but little increased, while the cost 
of living is doubled, tripled, o1 quadruple l, 
Day | by day the land-owner finds it more and 
more difficult to procure a reasonable return 
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for his means invested in land. He cannot 
make more than one or two, or at most three 
per cent. on his investment, while the money- | 


lender makes ten or twelve, or even one hun- 
dred per cent. 


So 


: great is the depression in agriculture 
in the southern States that large portions of 
the country are rapidly passing back into the 
wilderness, nor would it be much better with 
the agricult iral States of the West but for the 
vast immigration which is constantly pouring 
into that section. Labor and land, the two 
great sources of the wealth of nations, the 
two breasis of the State, are at this time in a 
de p jlorable condition throughout our c¢ ountry. 


y ou may talk about our nation: il prospe rity as 
mucl , butit cannot be denied that 
our jaboring population and our agriculturists 


na VO uchoos e 


are a’ (his moment in a worse condition than 
they have been for years. There must be a 
reason for this, and what is the reason? = Is it 


aught else than because the immense burden 
of your taxation, some four hundred million 
dollars per annum, falls almost exclusively on 
labor and land? 

There is only one just principle of taxation, 


which is, that each and every citizen should 
contribute to the taxes in proportion to his 
ability to pay. Adam Smith lays it down as 


a fundamental princip le of taxation that ‘the 


subjects of every State ought to contribute to 


the supp of Government as nearly as pos- 
sible in aie m to their respective abil- 
ities.’’ Can any one deny the justice of this 


principle? Is it not right that Government, 
which is intended to protect property, should 
be supported by property? If this principle 
is true in a monarchical Government, is it 
not especially true in this, our General Gov 
ernment | 

The objects to be attained in the formation 
of the were not to 
protect personal rights as between citizens ; 
that was not contemplated ; that was left to 
the States. ‘The Government was authorized 
to collect taxes. duties, imposts, and excises, 
for the common defense and general welfare. 
And duties, s, and excises were 
to be uniform throughout the United States, 
and no direct tax was to be laid unless in pro- 
portion to the census, | take it that the fram 
meant by those pro- 
than a uniformity of 
taxation on any particular article taxed. It 
is hardly to be supposed that men as wise as 
they were would agree that the entire taxes 
of the country might be raised by a tax upon 
one particular article. 


General Government 


these impost 


ers of the Constitution 


visions something more 


Did it ever enter into their heads to conceive 
that Congress would have the right to collect 
all the taxes required for the support of the 
Government by a tax upon wheat at so much 
per bushel, or a tax upon tobacco at so much 
per pound? If Congress has the right to levy 
a specitic tax on tobacco for a portion of the 
revenue, the ratio which the 
value of tobaceo bears to other agricultural 
products taxed, then it has an equal right to 
collect all of the taxes from tobacco, it has an 
equal right to raise all the taxes from wheat 
or corn or petroleum or any other article. This 
could never have been the de sign of those who 
framed the Constitution. ‘Their great object 
was to require taxes to be paid in proportion 
to the ability to pay. 

Let us see what Justice Story says in regard 
to the meaning of uniformity of taxes. I 
quote from Story, Constitutional Law, pages 
428-429; 

* The order of the subject would naturally lead us 
tothe inquiry why direet taxes are required to be 

iverned by the rule of apportionment, and why 
duties, imposts, and excises’ are required to be 
Uniform thoughout the United States. The answer 
to the t{..aer will be given when we come tothe 
further examination of sertain prohibitory and re- 
strictive clauses of the Constitution on the subject 


of taxation; the answe: to the latter may be given 
in afew words: it waste cut off all undue prefer- 


irrespect ive of 


_yers call obiter dictum. 
| the law of that case, and of all similar ¢ 


| settle the 


. —— 





of subjects affecting common interests. Unless du- | 
ties, imposts, and excises were uniform the grossest | 
and most oppressive inequalities, vitally affecting | 
the pursuits and employments of the people of dif- 


ferent States, might exist; the agriculture, com- | 
merce, or manufactures of one state might be built 


up on theruins of those of another; and the combi- 
nation of a few States in Congress might secure a 
monopoly of — branches of trade and business 
to themselves, to the injury, if not to the destruction 
of their less favored neighbors.” - . . 

‘If this provision as to iiidais of duties had 
been omitted, although the power might never have 
been abused to the injury of the feebler States of the 
Union,(a presumption which history does not justify | 
us in deeming quite safe or certain,) vet it would of 
itself have been sufficient to demolish, in a practical 
sense, the value of most of the other respective 
clauses in the Constitution. New York and Penn- | 
sylvania might by an easy combination with the 
southern States have destroyed the whole navigation 
of New England. A combination of a different 
character between New England and the western 
States might have borne down the agriculture of the 
South; and a combination of a yet different char- 
acter might have struck at the vital interests of 
manufactures, so that the general propriety of this | 
clause is established by its intrinsic wisdom, as well 
as by its tendeney to quiet alarms and suppress 
discontents.”’ 


Is not the fair meaning of this that the pro- 
ductions of one section of the country should 
not be taxed while those of another were 
exempt? Might it not be said that under your 
present system of taxation a combination of a 


certain character has struck at the agriculture | 
Again, 


of the southern and western States’? 
the Constitution provides that ‘‘ no capitation 
or other direct tax shall be laid unless in pro- 
portion to the census or enumers ation herein 





before decided to be taken.’’ Now, is nota tax 


upon tobacco a direct tax within the meaning | 


of the Constitution? 


vase of Hylton vs. United States, (3 Dallas, 


I am aware that in the | 


171,) the Supreme Court decided that a tax | 


upon carriages was not a direct tax, and they 


intimate that a capitation tax and a tax on | 
land were the only two direct taxes within the | 


purview of the Constitution. 
were or were not ‘‘ direct taxes ;’’ the partic- 
ular case decided was as to the tax on ear- 
riages, and all else said was what the law- 
The case decided i 
"ASeS 3 
was not decided cannot 
similar cases. In the case 


which 
law in 


but the case 


'| decided one of the judges intimates that a tax 
upon the products of the soil might be regarded 


as a direct tax. It may well be asked, if a tax 


| upon land is a direct tax are not taxes upon 





| cotton 7 


the products of land direct taxes? Land is 
valuable not in itself, but for what it produces. 
Land which produces no crops is not and can- 
not be valuable as land. If, then, it be the 
products of the soil which make land valuable, 
these products should occupy the same posi- 
tion in regard to taxation as land, and can only 
be taxed as land is taxed. A tax was imposed 
upon raw cotton, but it was soon repealed as 
unjust, if not unconstitutional. Why is a tax 
on tobacco more just than a tax upon raw 
? [tis claimed that the tax is imposed 
upon the manufactured article; but does this 
alter the case? Manufactured tobacco is not 
essentially changed fromthe *traw’’ article by 
manufacture. It is used for the same purposes 
and in the same way, either raw or manufac- 
tured ; the only effect of the manufacture is to 
make it more convenient to handle and a little 
more palatable. It is not more changed in 
the process of manufacture than wheat is when 
converted into flour or corn into meal. In my 


| opinion, therefore, a specific tax upon manufac: 


tured tobacco is contrary to the spirit if not 


| the letter of the Constitution. 


[ return to the proposition that the only just 
principle of taxation is that each citizen should 
pay in proportion to his ability to pay. Any 
other rule is arbitrary and empirical. You 
wholly ignore this rule. You do not tax ac- 
cording to what a man has, or according to 
what he makes, but you tax what he con- 


| sumes; and that is not the worst of it. If | 
ences of one State over another in the regulation || you taxed all articles consumed according to | 


But the general | 
question did not arise in that case as to what | 
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their value it would not be so unjust; but you 
tax only particular articles of consumption, 
and you tax those articles of consumption 
which are used in greatest proportion by the 
laboring classes, and which are derived from 
the products of agriculture. What articles of 
consumption pay your internal taxes? Are 
they those used by the rich or those used by 
the poor? Letus see. For the fiscal year end- 
ing @une 30, 1871, there was : ollected from 
domestic spirits the sum of $46,281,848 10, 


_and from tobacco the sum of $: a 578.907 18; 





making together the sum of $79,860,755 28, 
The entire internal revenue for that fiseal 
year amounted to $144,011,176 24, so that 
spirits and tobacco paid more than one half 
of the entire internal revenue. And these two 
articles are consumed more largely by the 
laboring classes than by the wealthy. The 
men of wealth use their fine imported wines 
and brandies, their imported cigars, while the 
laboring men must of necessity content them- 
selves with domestic spirits, and plug or fine- 
cuttobaeco. Ithink it might be claimed with- 
out fear of successful contradiction that the 
working men of our country pay more per 
capita of the internal revenue than do the men 
of capital, and especially is this the case since 
the discontinuance of the income tax. 

Now, is this right? Can it be justified on 
any pretense whatever? In other countries 
these laws taxing rich and poor to the same 
extent are supported on the ground that they 
are sumptuary laws? But has the Congress 
of the United States any authority to pass 
sumptuary laws? From what clause of the 
Constitution can they derive such power? If 

‘an pass such laws, then there is no limit 
to our power, and we can do just what we 
please. I do not think that the Congress of 
the United States can resolve itself into ‘‘a 
Brick Lane branch of the Grand Junction 
Ebenezer Temperance Society, ’’ and enforce 
its views upon the people by law. I duly ap- 
preciate and admire those distinguished Sen- 
ators and Representatives who give us eloquent 
addresses on temperance, and who illustrate 
the moral grandeur displayed in the life and 
character of a reformed drunkard; I sympa- 
thize with the anti-smoking and anti-chewing 
society ; but when they ask Congress to legis- 
late on these subjects I must respectfully refer 
them to their respective State Legislatures, 
where the power to do so properly belongs. I[ 
hope that it will not be supposed for an instant 
that [ am an advocate of intemperance, for 
such is not the case. I am in favor of tem- 
perance in all things, temperance in eating and 
drinking, temperance in legislation, and espe- 
cially in taxation. 

But until the millennium shall arrive—and 
God grant that it may soon come, for it is 
much needed about this time—many men will 
use spirits and tobacco; and because they do 
this, | see no reason why all the taxes should 
be imposed upon them. The taxes are now 
imposed, not in proportion to the ability of 
the individual to pay, but in proportion to his 
capacity and inclination to drink spirits or 
chew tobacco. But, as [I have already said, 
these two articles are selected as proper sub- 
jects of taxation because they are luxuries. 
Now, let us examine into this matter a little 
further. If the taxation of luxuries be the 
true principle, then tax to the utmost limit 
the many luxuries of the rich, and spare the 
few luxuries, or rather comforts, of the poor. 
In your present system of taxation this 1s not 
done. 

The miner who toils down in the earth, upon 
whose pallid face the glorious, life-giving sun 
but rarely shines, whose eyes are seldom glad- 
dened by the sight of green meadows, waving 
woods, sparkling brooks, and lofty mountains, 
those glorious pictures painted and framed by 
nature’s good God for the delight of nature's 
poorer children ; the hardy mariner who braves 
a thousand dangers upon the ocean, bringing 
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safely into port the argosy freighted with 
wealth for others to enjoy; the toiling mil- 
lions whose lives are spent in a fierce struggle | 
for existence, and whose very blood is coined 
into gold to fill the coffers of the rich; all 
these are compelled to pay tribute to your pub- 


lic fise, while he who hoards his gold and day || 


by day and hour by hour adds cent. per cent. 
to his thousands, goes free from all taxation. 

Tax as much as you choose the luxuries of 
the rich: such taxes are not felt. Those men 
of wealth who possess culture and refinement 
are not deterred by taxes from purchasing 
articles of luxury which contribute to their 
enjoyment. Those other men of wealth, wae 


those whe Rave grown adie rich ‘by gam- 
bling in gold or stocks, or by robbing the 
Government under the thin disguise of con- 
tracts—the ‘** ring-masters and ring-men’’ in 
all Government jobs—such men preter the 
article because of its high price. They esti- 
mate books by the extent of surface and amount 
of gilt edge; they value paintings as they do 
silks, according to their cost per square yard ; 
they boast of the cost of their fine houses, 
fine pictures, fine furniture, and fine equip- 
ages; they are proud of tke high price of their 
fine wines and fast horses, and some of them 
even of the high price of their fast women. 
Tax the luxuries of those men as much as you 
please, but spare, I pray you, the tew luxuries 
of the poor. 

Let us examine now into the practical work- 
ing of your system of internal taxation. I 
propose to show how unjust and unequal it 
is; how burdens are imposed upon certain 
sections, and other sections are almost entirely 
relieved. 

The entire value of property in the Uni- 
ted States by the census of 1870 was $29,975,- 
781,300—(see census report on ‘‘ wealth, tax- 
ation, and public expenditures,’’ page 10, table 
one)—say in round numbers, $30,000,000, 000. 
Now, a tax of fifty cents on $100 worth of prop- 
erty would produce $150,000,000. For the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1871, there was collected 
from all sources of internal revenue the sum of 
$144,011,176 24. Now, let us see what States 
paid the bulk of these taxes. The entire weaith 
(real value) of the State of eee husetts was 
in 1870, according to the census, (see page 10 
as above,) $2,132,148,741. Li a tax of filty 
cents on $100 worth of property were imposed, 
Massachusetts would pay into the public [reas- 
ury $10,660,743. On the other hand Virginia 
has an agereg: ute wealth of the real value of 
$409,588,13 A tax of fifiy cents on $100 
of property mead 1 produce $ 2,047,940. Under 
a just system of taxation Massachusetts should 
pay $10,660,748, and Virginia $2,047,940. 

Now, let us see what these two States actu- 
ally pay under the present system. As already 
stated, the entire internal revenue for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1871, was $144,011,- 
176. We must deduct from this, adhesive 
stamps, tax on salaries, and fees for passports. 
These deductions are made, because itis impos- 
sible to ascertain from w hat States these items 
re derived. Deducting these three items there 
remains the sum of $127,875, 109. 


ee 








'| $15,119,609, 


Now, let us see what amount of this sum is 


paid by Massachusetts and what by Virginia. 
On page 207 of the report of the Commisioner 
of Internal Revenue under date of November, 
21, 
$6,801,074. while Virginia paid $5,319,272; 
that is, Massachusetts paid a little over one half 
of what she should have paid, and Virginia 
paid more than double what she should have 
paid. In other words, Virginia, overrun, laid 
waste, her entire labor system overthrown, 
with all of her banking capital destroyed, and 
her financial system utierly deranged, was com- 
pelled to pay her own taxes and one halt of 
the taxes of Massachusetts. But this does not 
tell the whole story; for in addition to the 
taxes actually yaid in the State there were 
shipped in ceed 


1871, we will find that Massachusetts paid | 


| Statement, 





of manufactured tobacco, the tax on which | let us see 
|| paid by Virginia manufacturers amounted to 


$6,400,000, 
Mr. DAWES. Will the gentleman be kind 
enough to answer me a question ? 
Mr. DUKE. Of course I will, with the | 
greatest pleasure, if | can. 


Mr. DAWES. 


| have been very much inter- 


ested in the gentleman’s figures, and have 
felt some considerable pride in the great 


wealth of Massachusetts, as exhibited by his 
while at the same time I[ am sorry 
that the comparison between my State and 
Virginia is so much to the disadvantage of the 
latter. Considering that Virginia is an older 
State than Massachusetts, about five times 


as 
| large as Massachusetts, has a finer soil and 
better climate, larger forests. good iron and 


| the 


| coal mines, and the grandest water-power in 


the world, perhaps the gentleman can tell me 
the reason his State is at such a disadvantage. 

Mr. DUKE. I will tell the gentleman the | 
reason. Itisbecause from the foundation of 
Government down to the present time 
Virginia has been taxed and her money has 
been rolled into the coffers of Massachusetts. 
That is the reason, sir; it is your whole sys- 


tem of taxation. While we were contending 
for what we called constitutional rights, you 
were collecting in the Federal money. That 
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how matters stand in this regard. 
1 quote from the report of the Comptroller 


of the Currency, of date November 10, 1871, 
page 15, appe mdix : ; In the State of Massa- 
chusetts. the actual national bank circula- 


tion amounted to $57,480,866. The national 
bank circulation of Virginia amounted to the 
pitiful sum of $38,312,400; that is, for eve ry 
in circulation in Virginia there were 
nearly twenty dollars in circulation in Massa- 
chusetts. It will be said, however, that this 


is not a fair example. Let us take another 
| instance: the natrenal bank circulation of 
the five New England States of Maine, New 


ll of 


$2,121,680,579 hasacirculationof SL 


| which 


| accounts for the difference. \ 


Mr. DAWES. And you 
worst of the bargain. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. DUKE. We did, decidedly. 

Virginia is an agricultural State, Massachu- 
setts is a State of capital and manufactures. 

Let us take another instance. The five New 
England States of Maine, New Hampshire, 
Vermont, Connecticut, and Rhode Island, have 
in the aggregate taxable property of the actual 
value of $1,814,989,309. A tax of fifty cents on 
$100 would produce $9,074,946. Now, on 
the other hand, the great agricultural State 
of Illinois has an aggregate taxable property 
of the value of $2,121,680,4 A tax of fifty 


got rather the | 


t 19. 


| cents upon $100 would produce the sum of 


| $10,608,402. Now, let us see what these five 
New England States actually pay and what 
Illinois pays. The five St utes named pay 


in the aggregate the sum of $3,187,720, that 


is about one third of what ues should pay. 


| country woul 


about twenty million pounds | \j tity of money in circulation; granted. 


On the other hand Illinois pays the sum of 
that is one third more than she 
should pay; or to put the matter in another 
light, the agricultural State of Lilinois pays all 
ot her own taxes and nearly two thirds of the 
taxes of the manufacturing and money States 


of Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Con- 
necticut, and Rhode Island. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Is that on internal 
revenue ? 

Mr. DUKE. Yes, sir, internal revenue 
alone. 

Mr. BURCHARD. You charge to us the 
taxation collected upon whisky. You forget 


that we do not consume all the whisky we 
manufacture. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. DUKE. Iam aware of 
the common doctrine is that the consumer 
pays the tax on any commodity. I admitthat 
so far as concerns luxuries used by the rich, 
the consumer does pay the tax ; but when you 
come to the little comtorts used by the poor 
man, the tax is partly paid by the consumer 
and partly by the producer. I have heard 
it gravely urged that the laboring men of this 
d have their whisky and tobace: 
no matter what price might be tixed upon it, 
Sir, I repel this imputation upon the laboring 
men of the country. They are frugal, and 
your taxes diminish their comforts. 

The same results as in Massachusetts are 
presented in the protected State of Pennsy| 
vania. I might carry this comparison further, 
and show how unequal and unjust your taxes 
are, but these examples will suffice. | 

lt may be said, however, that the ability to 
pay taxes depends a good deal upon the quan- || 


that. I know 


| and one 


Hampshire, Vermont, Connecticut, and Rhode 
Is land, amounts the sum of $49,386,275, 
while in the State of Illinois the national bank 
circulation was only $13,722,825. The State 
of Connecticut, which has a population of 
only 537,454, and an of wealth of 
$774,631,524, has a circulation of $17,800,455 ; 
while the State of Illinois, with 
2,539,891 and an aggregate 


to 


aggregate 


a& population 
of wealth of 
3, 122,825. 

sir, the little of Rhode Island 

might be taken up and deposited in 
many places in Iilinois without the inhabitants 
being aware of it, except from the smell of 
cod-fish and onions—this little State, with a 
population of 217,853 and an aggregate of 
wealth amounting to $20,965,646 ; that is, a 
little more than one tenth of the population 
tenth of the wealth of Illinois, 


Why, 


State 


has 


| about the same bank circulation with this latter 


| per cent., and between 1860 and 1870 1 
| about 
| that 
i} and 1870 was much less in 


State, the 
latter 13,7 


former $13 


722,825 


[ desire to call the attention of the House, 
and especially of the Representatives of the 


being 236,805 and the 


State of Illinois, to one or two other fucts 
shown by the census tables: in the year 1850 
the pop ulation of Illinois was 851,470; in 1860 
it was 1,711,951, and in 1870 it was 2,539,891. 
Now, how was it in Massachusetts? In 1850 
the population of Massachusetts was 994,514; 

1860 it was 1,231,066; in 1870, 1,457,351. 
lo put it in another light, from 1850 to 1860 


the population of Illinois increased about one 
hundred per cent., ang from 1860 to 1870 it 
increased about fifty per cent.; on the other 
hand, the population of Massachusetts between 
1850 and 1860 increased not quite thirty per 
cent., and between 1860 and 1870 it inereasea 
not quit Now let us look at 

In 1850 the wealth of 
only 


e | wenty per cent. 
the increase of wealth. 
Illinois amounted to 


31 > 


,265,066 : in 

1860 it had inereased to $871,860,282, and in 
1870 it had increased to S2, 121/08 579 

Between 1850 and 1860 the increase of 


wealth in Illinois was more than four hundred 
was 
cent. ; 

1860 
pr yportion to the 
increase of population than between 1850 and 


one hundred 


and forty-five per 
is, 


the increase of wealth between 


1860. To put it in the form of a proportion: 
1850—1860 ) . as {100 per cent. increase. 
18G0—187 Os ocoee | opulation.....4 50 per cent. increase 
L80U—LS60 | 5 j 100 per cent, increase, 
1SGU—L870 5 """""* Wealth * (145 per cent. increase. 


how stands the 


In 


Now, 


setts ? 


case with Massachu 
1850 the wealth of Massachusetts 
was $573,342,286; in 1860 it had only in 
creased to $815,237.433, while in 1870 it had 
increased to the enormous amount of $2,182, 
148,741. Between 1850 and 1860 the increase 
of wealth in Massachusetts was about forty 
five per cent., while between 1860 and 1870 
the increase of wealth was upward of 


One 
hundred and fifty per cent. : 
1850 —1860) . a J 50 per cent. increase, 
1360— 1870 aptiieed ] opulati mn t 20per cent. increase. 
[S5U0—1860 } ’ : { 45 per cent. Increase, 


Wealth 


1860—1870 f * 1150 per cent. 


increase ° 
1860 and 


weet 


To sum up in the decade between 
1870 as compared with the decade 
1850 and 1860 in the agricultural State of Ili 
the of wealth compared 
the of population has dimin- 


} t 
el 


nois, 
with 


increase 
increase 


as 


|| ished in the proportion of two hundred to one 
Now jj hundred and forty-five ; 


while in the man- 
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ufacturing and money State of Massachusetts 
in the former decade with the 
latter, the “a8 compared 
Ww th the 


as compared 


increase of wealth 
increase of population has increased 
in the proportion of hve to Now, I 
ask of the Representatives of the great State 
of Ihvois, how you this? 
Are the hardy farmers of Illinois less indus- 
tricus, frugal, or less enterprising than 
the manufacturers and bankers of Massachu 
setts’? Lthink not. This great disparity can 
only be accounted for onthe ground that your 
svstem of taxation and finance plundered 
Illinois and other States to enrich Massacha- 
setts. Truly may it be said that Massachusetts 
has for the last ten years *‘run the machine” 
purpose, so far, at least, as her own 
Interests are concerned, 

this increase of wealth has 
not inured to the benefit of the working classes 
of that State. Day by day the laboring pop- 
ulation is becoming more and more dissatis- 
fied, and well they may be, for while they are 
compelled to pay high taxes upon spirits and 
tobacco, of which they use some small quan- 
tity, their employers, who rake in the gold by 
tens and hundreds of thousands, do not pay 
anything in the way of internal taxation. The 
only thing which these cotton lords did pay 
upon were their incomes, and they have, by 
the ery of its being an ** inquisitorial, unjust, 
and oppressive tax,’’ succeeded in having that 
repealed. They take c 
the tax upon those artic le s which are used by 
the poor. Your political Doctor Sangrados 
have bled the patient nigh unto death, and, 
having become somewhat alarmed at his con- 
dition, at an early day in the present session 
attempted to administer a little warm water, 
in the shape of a-*‘ commission of inquiry.” 

[ trust the patient has strength enough left 
to kick out these Sangrados, and return to a 
healthy system of treatment. I warn the capi- 
talists of the manufacturing districts that there 
is danger ahead. There is gradually growing 
up a feeling of hostility between labor and 
capital ; this hostility is constantly deepening 
and widening and becoming more intense. 
Nearly every ds ay we héar of strikes in some 
manufacturing districts—labor breaking out 
in revolt against the cruel exactions of cap- 
ital- 
of the Government to repress labor. Why is 
this’ Is it not because capital does not divide 
protits fairly with labor, and 
burdens of 


Ole. 


can account for 


less 


has 


to some 


But enormous 


capital and imposed upon land and_ labor, 
the ‘reby greatly enhancing the cost of living. 
Let your capitalists ‘relieve the working 
classes from these unjust impositions. Do 
this at once; delay isdangerous. ‘To-day, by 
judicious legislation, all may be well; to- 
morrow may be too late. To-day is heard 
only a 
morrow it 
the 


may swell into the awful roar of 
storm-tossed ocean. The cloud in 


charged with threatening electricity. See to 
it that this current is properly directed and 
drawn off, or the hurricane may be upon you, 
and your boastful ac hievements in liters ature, 
in arts, In science, and in moral progress— 
those indices which mark upou the dial-plate 
of time the advancement of civilization—m: ay 
be swept away, and night and chaos will come 
again. 

In conclusion, I desire to address a few 
words to the men of the great Westand North- 
west. 

from Cairo all along down the valley of 
the great Mississippi to the Gulf, from Bowl. 
ing Green through the valleys of the Cum- 
berland and Tennessee, through the heart of 
Georgia to the blue the Atlantic, 
your chil native and adopted, have met 
in deadly conflict the children of the sunny 
Sezth. in my beloved Virginia 
sons, equa lly with the sons of 


waves ot 
revi. 


own your 


capital calling in the armed mercenaries | 


because all the | 
the Government are removed from | 


gentle murmuring of complaint; to- | 


the | 
} . . . j 
distance not larger than a man’s hand is full | 


New York } 
and Pennsylv ania, New Jersey, Delaware, and |i 


+» however, tocontinue 


| strife; 
_ ended seven years ago, and its ‘* 
| should long since have been 





| For civil and miscellaneous purposes... 
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Maryland, sleep the long sleep which knows | leaving une sum of $91,146,756 64, whicn 


no waking—sleep in peace beside the veterans | 
of Stonewall Jackson and of Lee. While you 


were, as you term it, ‘*saving the life of the | 


nation’’ by pouring out like water your blood, 
the thrifty sons of New England were (with 
some honorable exceptions) sending foreign 
mercenaries into the field and amassing wealth 
at home. 

Four long years have been spent in deadly 
you have won; we have lost. The war 
stern alarums’’ 
‘*changed into 
merry meetings;’’ yet still we stand sullenly 
apart. Why should this be so? The only ele- 
ment of discord which divided us—the question 
of African slavery—has been forever eliminated 
from the problem ; your interests are similar to 
ours. The people of the lower valley of the 
Mississippi need your corn, your dour, your 
pork, your cattle and horses, and spirits; you 
need some of our tobacco; there is no conflict 
of interests between us. Notwithstanding these 
things, we still permit the lingering hates and 
bickerings of the war to keep us asunder, while 
the protectionists of New England and Penn- 
sylvania plunder the camp. 

Will you not discard New England politics 


and New England politicians, New England | 


finance and New England financiers? Willyou 
not, uniting with us, and burying in one com- 
mon grave the animosities of the dead past, 
overthrow the present unjust and unequal sys- 
tem of internal and external taxation and 
finance, and erect 
based upon true revenue reform, and which, 
while granting bounties, advantages, and mo- 


| nopolies to none, will impose the burden of 
taxation uponall in proportion to their ‘* ability 


to pay?’’ Do this, and speedily we will take 
what rightly belongs to us, the foremost rodie 
in the grand drama of human civilization and 
progress which is enacting around us, 


Mr. UPSON addressed the committee 
in remarks which will be published in the 
Appendix. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. Mr. Chairman, I do 


not propose in the limited time at my com- | 


mand to enter into a general discussion of the 
revenue question. Ihe statement of a few 

principles of general application, which will 
largely control my vote upon the pending bill, 
is all that 1 shall attempt. No Government, 
whatever 
be carried on without money. A _ national 
revenue is indispensable to a national exist- 
ence. Political economists and the experi- 
ence of mankind alike indicate that this rev- 
enue must be principally derived from two 
sources: first, taxation; and second, customs 
or tariff duties. Both are exactions made by 
the State for which the citizen, within the just 
and reasonable exercise of this power, receives 
an ample consideration in the enjoyment of 
equal laws and the protection of person and 
property. ‘The amount levied and collected 
ought to be equal to but never in excess of 
the wants and necessities of the Government. 
The true question for us to consider is how 
much money is necessary to be raised and 
how shall it be levied. 

The receipts and expenditures of the last 
fiscal year, ending June 30, 1871, as shown by 
the report of the Secretary ot the Treasury, 
are as follows: 





From customa...... ..........0 oe socees svesva sence O00, 210,400 OS 
From internal revenue.......... ecesceccee 143,098,153 63 
From sales of publi¢ lands................... 2,588,646 68 


From miscellaneous sources................. 31,566,736 53 


$383,523,944 89 


=== 
The expenditares for the same period were: 
$69,498,710 97 
39,799,991 82 
19,451,027 21 

7,426,997 44 
34,443,804 88 
. 125,576,565 93 


For War Department ...cocccvesccececcsese conse 
For Navy Department ............00.cecccoss0e 
SN I cnltein dics nineties na elaoainUbnanAe 
For pensions........... 
For interest on the public debt.. 








$292,177,188 25 


upon its ruins a system 


may be its political character, can | 








| enue 
_and tobacco and cigars. 


ll 


was applied to the payment of the national 
debt. 

The estimated receipts and expenditures of 
the present fiscal year are as follows: receipts 
from all sources, $365,198,374 60 ; expendi- 
tures, $293,403,382 92; leaving an estim: ited 
balance applicable to the payment of the prin- 
cipal of the public debt on the 30th day of 
June, 1872, of $71,794,991 68. 

These figures, taken from official sovrces, 
demonstrate very clearly two important facts, 
The first is, that both the tariffand the internal 
revenue tax must for the present at least in 
some form be retained, neither is alone sufli- 
cient to meet the public wants and necessities ; 
the second is, that the amount collected is 
$50,000,000 in excess of that required for the 
necessary expenses of the Government and the 
one per cent. of that portion of the debt re- 
quired by lawto be carried to the sinking fund, 
and ought, therefore, to be reduced. ‘The faith- 
ful collection of the revenues and the rapid 
reduction of the national debt since the inau- 
guration of President Grant has established 
our credit at home and abro: ad, and if we here- 
after pay our bonds at maturity it is ali that 
Justice or public policy requires. it is far 
more important to remove all unnecessary 
burdens from the people and cheapen the cost 
of living. 

Under our system of government taxation 
for national uses is contined within narrow 
limits. The constitutional provision requiring 
Representatives and direct taxes to be appor- 
tioned among the several States according to 
their respective population is a virtual prohi- 
bition. This is doubtless a wise and salutary 
limitation. The assessments for State and 
municipal purposes are all the direct taxes 
which ought to be levied upon the people. 
The internal revenue tax was originally de- 
vised as a war measure, and most of its objee- 
tionable features have, with the restoration 
of peace, been swept away by successive acts 
of Congress. It is now mainly a tax upon the 
luxuries of life and large incomes. ‘The last 
annnal report of the Commissione: of Internal 
Revenue makes the following exhibit of the 
articles taxed and the amounts received there- 


| from during the last fiscal year: 
Cot. 


$46,281,848 10 
33,578,907 18 
7,389,501 82 
3,644,241 53 
19,162.650 7! 
2,573,122 9 






On tobacco....... ad 
On fermented liquors. os 
On banks and banker5..........0.cce-<sccseve-e 
Re ING saa Pccch cect crvcedetesciriancosncs meee 
RN I a incaicaas uneiinilet 

Un articles and voc ;ccupations t 


taxed but now exempt.. 15,401,184 13 
On penalties, &C.............00 636,980 35 
On adhesive stamps.........-.s00 15,342,739 46 

BOUIN inks bcdicik bosch binkatcsaisieks nainaaasazecks ae, O11, 1i6 24 





The bill reported by the Committee of Ways 
and Meaus proposes, as I understand it, the 
following reductions: 


Internal revenue. 





On tobacco . $6,720,000 
On gas.. 2,573,123 
On bank che 1,250,000 
APRN ER ISIN ORS x csc svauce ensues cacsaeebicsl exes 2,250,000 
On agreement stamps (estimated) ion 100,000 

DR ich icieenicianass sibs soiannthde epee imaae ae 


I shall cheerfully support this proposed re- 
duction, with the exception of the change in 
the tax on tobacco. No change in this tax 
is, so far as I am informed, demanded by the 
people. The trade in that article has accom- 
modated itself to existing laws, and while the 
consumers do not complain, the manufacture 
and sale of this article are known to be sufli- 
ciently profitable. The last articles which 
ought to be excepted from the internal rev- 
tax are spirituous asad malt liquors 
It will be much 


better, in my opinion, to lessen or abolish 
the income tax, which is probably the most 
unequal and liable to the most frauds of all 
our taxes, 
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The bill under consideration also proposes 
the following reduction of import duties: 


On basis of On duty 


















quantities recerve l 
of 1871. in US71. 
Oa eis ace $2,348,639 $3,625,716 
ON ae cake cadaeciikin 2,949,309 5,070,480 
On eoal... 322.8% l 
ON a hats vena palsleaimaenll 615,522 
ES ea ee a 429,258 
On iron and manutactures of., 2,155,255 
On steel and wanutactures of. 745.539 
i ng has 
On woolen manufactures........ 017,275 
Ou woolen Carpets........ccce ccoee 
Ou cotton manutactures.., we 
On copper and manufaciures 
eo bceaat edicacin iu atabiaicannan asics 39.611 
On chemicals, drugs, : 584.862 
On cork, manufactured 8.915 
On lumber ........ ipa ReeiMiaansisabeenss TOL S01 
On all other articles............... 212 
RRR EAE HEED csteadvesccsaue ska aivacn fos ecs 1,584,667 
$15,952,438 
The bill which has already passed both 
Houses of Congress placing tea and coffee 
on the free list will swell the first two _ 
to $16,000,000, The scheme presented, 


though possessing some merits, is by no means | 


perfect, and will, I trust, be amended in the 
committee. The reduction upon wool, cop 
per, and lumber is an unnecessary discrimin- 
ation against leading interests the 
which | have the honor in part to represent. 
The following article taken from a leading 
journal shows what consideration the wool- 
growers of the country have heretofore received 
in the adjustment of the tariff: 


of 


“The Wool-Growers.—The existing tariff shows | 
the | 


that the wool manufacturers have * protected’ 
sheep-farmer very much as the wolf protects the 


lamb. It is cheap wool and dear cloth every time. 
“Carpet wools and all similar wools, such as 
native South American, Cordova, Smyrna, Turkey, 


Greece, Kg gypt, Syria, and else where, get the miser- 
able pittance of protection of three cents per pound, 


while one pound of ordinary three-ply carpet, about | 


a yard, gets the magnificent protection of $1 19. 

‘Three cents per pound is protection enough for 
the American farmer who grows carpet wools for a 
living, but the Pemberton square (Boston) carpet 
manufacturer must be‘ protected’ at the rate ot $1 10 
per pound for his production, and thisis afair sample 
of the protection afforded the wool-growers by the 
manufacturers’ lobby. 

“Wool and Cloths —The producers of American 
wool of the finer grades are protected by a tariff of 
from ten to twelvecents per pound, while the Amer- 
ican manufacturers of broadcloth get their produc- 
tions protected at the handsome rate of two dollars 
per pound and upward, according to fineness. 

“The rates are greater in tavor of the manufac- 
turer and against the tarmer, and the laws fixing 
them are sti!l more unjust and unfair. For exam- 
ple, carpet woois, and all other similar wools, worth 
not over twelve cents per pound at the place of ex- 
portation, exclusive of charges, pay a tariff duty 
of three cents per pound. 

Under this law itis possible to import medium 
grades of wool for making ordinary cloth at three 
cents per pound duty. ‘There is only a single ad 
valorem rate on wool fixed by foreign valuation. 

‘On cloths of all kinds there is a double rate—ad 
valorem and specific. Undervaluation will avail 
nothing. Cloth of all kinds, not otherwise provided 
for forty cents per pound and thirty-five per cent, 
ad valorem. Under this arrangement one yard of six- 
dollar broadcloth, weighing one pound, would be 
assessed $2 50 per pound. 

The wool from which it was made might come 
in at three cents, and in no case would it pay more 
than twelve cents per pound. 

“Itis simple, single, and low rates for wool, but 
high, complex, and double rates for cloth. Turkey 
every time for the manufacturer, but for the sheep- 
farmer not once. 


The reduction of the duty on lumber is 


equally unjust to the lumber interest of the | 


Northwest. The tariff upon this article does 
not materially affect its price in the interior. 
The principal item of expense upon Michi- 
gan lumber when taken to Pennsylvania or 
New York is the transportation. If a tariff 
is good for anything, it ought to keep prices 
uniform throughout the country. The only 
effect of the proposed change will be to open 
our northern borders to cheap Canadian lum- 
ber, destroy ruling prices, and depreciate the 
value of honest i investments, without any Cor- 
responding advantage to consumers through- 
out the country. if we are legislating for the 
benefit of Canada, it is all right; but if we 


are making laws for the benetit of our own | 


country, it is all wrong. Why should the duty 


State | 


| Canadian labor, 


very 











| 


| Or impairing any of our industries. 
| the proposed re «duction ot the internal revenue, 
| Oxce } 


| pro tempore, Mr. 


on leading articles of Michigan production, 
exposed to ruinous competition with cheap 
be reduced, while the tariff on 
hemp is increased? This is nota 
exhibit of Kentueky ‘* free 
trade’ or ‘* Kentucky neutrality.’’ 

lam aware, Mr. Chairman, that the adjust- 
ment the tariff so as to meet the wants of 
the different sections of the country, and the 


Kentucky 


eonsistent 


of 


| conflicting interests of the manufacturer, pro- 


ducer, and consumer, is a matter of serious 
diticulty. But, sir, | believe that a reduction 
of nearly forty-four million dollars, iacluding | 
the duty on tea and coffee, can safely be made 
Without injuring the business of the country 


This, with 
it on tobaeeo, will lessen the exactions 
from the people to the amount of $50,000,000, 
a! id furt 


‘ish a reasonable measure of relief. 
Mr. DAWES. I move that the committee 
now rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 


The committee 


accordingly rose; and Mr. 
Dawes |} 


iaving resumed the chair as Speaker 
SCOFIELD reported that, pur- 
suant of the House, the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
had had under cunsideration the 
Union generally, and more particularly the 
bill of the House (No. 2322) to reduce duties 
on imports, and to reduce internal taxes, and 
for other purposes, and had come to no resolu- 
tion thereon. 

Mr. SCOF 
now adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at ten o'clock and twenty-five minutes p. m.) 
the House adjourned. 


to the orde or 


LELD. 


I move that the House 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

ie following petitions, &c., were presented 
ane r the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees : 

By Mr. BUCKLEY: The petition of Cole- 
man Bohanon, for indemnity for thirty-two 
bales of cotton. 

By Mr. CONGER: The petition of Trow- 
bridge, Wilcox & Co., and over 75 others, in 
favor of a light-house on Passage island, near 


Isle Royale, Lake Superior. 

By Mr. COGHLAN: The petition of Mrs. 
Melindy C. H. Eberle, and others, asking 
the passage of the bill to provide for the sale 


TI 


to actual settlers of the surplus lands of the | 


Ktound Valley reservation. 

By Mr. COX: The petition of Ezra Dick- 
inson and others, for the equalization of 
bounties and back pensions. 

By Mr. FRYE: 
KE. Upton, for restoration to his rank in the 
Navy. 

By Mr. 
Thomas T. 
others, 


testing 


LAMISON: The 
Sesler, George M. 
citizens of Allen county, Ohio, pro- 
against the extension of L. L. 


of 


memorial 


Long- 


| streth’s patent on bee hives. 


By Mr. MeCLELLAND: The petition of 
George W. Ferrel, C. B. Wrignt, A. V. Dille, 


Benjamin Davis, Newton H. Braddock, Mor- 


gan Linehart, William C. Johnson, and 40 
others, honorably discharged soldiers of the 
late Union Army, citizens of Greene and 


Fayette counties, Pennsylvania, praying the 
passage of a bill allowing $8 334 per month 
to every honorably discharged soldier. 

By Mr. PECK: The petition of Christian 
Heakle, guardian of Minnie Messner, asking 
Congress to pass a special act for her relief. 

By Mr. SLOCUM: A petition for the pass- 


of a bill giving increase of pensions to 


are 
age g 


| certain soldiers. 


By Mr. TYNER: The petition of citizens 
of Indiana, asking the passage of an act to 
grant arrears of pension to John W. Salyers, 
a soldier of the war of 1812, 

By Mr. WILLARD: A petition for restora- 
tion of pension to Orville Ford, of Brandon, 
Vermont. 


state of the | 








The petition of Frederick 


Wadsel, and 54 | 


2 
| 
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SsOLT 


IN SENATE. 

Frivay, May 3, 

Prayer by the Rev. E. 
ington, Distciot of Columbia 


Che Journal of yesterday's 8 proce edings was 
read and approved. 


1875 


72. 


D. Owen, of Wash- 


POTTAWATOMIE AND SUAWNER INDIANS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the Honse of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 988) to provide 


homes for the Pottawatomie and absentee 
Shawnee Indians in the Indian territory. 

The amendment of the House was to strike 
out the first section of the bill relating to the 
Pottawatomie Indians. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I move that the 
Senate non-concur in the amendment of the 
House of Representatives, and ask for a com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to; and, by unani- 
mous consent, the Vice President was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

HOUSE 


BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills received from the House 
of Representatives were read twice by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs : 

A bill (H. R. No. 1469) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to open negotiations 
with the Indian nations, tribes, or individuals, 
for the purpose of commuting all annuities 
now payable iu kind, and to report his doings 
to Congress for its adoption, and for other 
purposes ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1535) to abolish the tribal 
elations of the Miami Indians, and tor other 
purposes ; 

A bill (HL. R. No. 1914) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to negotiate with the 
chiefs and head-men of the Shoshone 
Bannock tribes of Indians for the 
ment a portion of their 
Wyoming Te enrae ; 

A bill “(H. No. 2334) to confirm 
Great and Little Osage Indians a rese 
in the Indian te - ory; and 

A bill (Hl. Tt. 2623) to provide for the 
removal the Flathead and other Indians 
from the Bitter Root valley, in the Territory 
of Montana. 

The following bills were severally read twice 
by their titles, and referred to 
on Territories: 

A bill (HL. No. 1178) to grant the right 
of way to the Laramie Water and Ditch Com- 
pany over the public lands in Albany county, 
Wyoming Te wba : 

A bill (H. R. No. 1735) to provide for hold- 
ing adjourned terms of the supreme court of 
Arizona ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2680) to donate the mili- 
tary reservation at Fort Steilacoom to the Ter- 
ritory of Washington for the use of the insane 
asylum; 

A bill (1. N ) to provide for filling 
vacancies in certain offices in the several Ter- 
ritories ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2633) ame ndatory o an 
act approved March 2, 1869, entitled ‘*An act 
aineudatory of an act to provide a& 16 mporary 
government for Montana,’’ approved May 
1864; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2628) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to provide a temporary gov- 
ernment for the Territory of Wyoming,’’ ap- 
proved July 25, 1868 

The following bills were read twice by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands: 

A bill (H. BR. No. 2627) to enable the city 
of Denver to purchase certain lands in Coplo- 
rado for a cemetery ; and 

A bill (H. K. No. 2681) to withdraw from 
settlewent and sale a certain section ol land 


and 
relinquish- 
of reservation in 


6) 


l 
“ae to the 


‘vation 
No. 26 
ot 


the Commitiee 


26532 


DD ae 


10. 


in Wyoming Territory. 
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s 
| H \ No AGT tu /, 1 
] i of arm » Lhe 1 
the I's | L Wil ia Nik Hy 
( th 
M i \ lu 
| fe} It ator ot an 
a“ ( I I il 
reve 1 | liar i 
Lh ler { yf rh i \\ i ia n, Uo 
orad Idaho, Mor na, Ar ma,and Dakota, 
A} | t ie Was read Lwice 
by ! 
| VICK PRESIDENT. This bill came 
from the ¢ nmittee on Territories in the 
H se hepresentative and will be referred 
to mittee here, if there be no objec 
tie 
BORKMMAN It seems to me that bill 
} i better goto the Committee on Finance 
| OpPOse to devote a yr rion ot the miter 
Ni eyenue for | ses Of Improvements In 


to inte il revenue receipts which are 1 
for pe ntiar rae lhe Senator from 
W est \ ryvinta moves 4 relerence to the Com- 
n n binanee 

Phe bi was referred to the Committee on 


KREMOVAI F KA \ INDIANS 

Ih | | Hl i No 4 } vide for the 
ren ul ¢ the Kanes tribe of Indians to the 
Indian territory, and to dispose of their lan 
in | is to actual settlers, was read twice by 
its tithe 

Mr. POMEROY The Committee on In 
dian Affairs have reported a similar bill; and 
now that this bill has passed the House, as 
the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Af} here and agrees to it, I ask that it 
be put on its passage at once, 


The VICK PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to its present consideration? It will be 


reported, subject to objection if it gives rise 
to debate 

Mr. SUMNER. I didnot rise to object, but 
i rose to ask th Senate to be good enough to 
vik l e DD rict school bill and then let 
the mor gy business proceed, 

Mr. POMEROY. Let this bill be dis- 
lo! 

I") VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 


{1 » Vi i isett obi cts, apparently. 


Ir. SUMNER I wish to get up the school 
b with the nderstanding that it shall be 
}) ed I ma until the morning busi 
n disposed of 

The VICK PRESIDENT The Senator 
ft Massachusetts asks unanimous consent 
th i x to schools in the District 
of ¢ ia be taken up, subject to be passe d 
over f{ e morning busines 


Mr. STOCKTON, and Mr. DAVIS of West 
V ry i | hieet : 


Lt Then I give notice that as 


soon as the morning business is disposed of 


1 shall move to take up that bill. 
Mr. HARLAN. You do not object to this 


bil 
Mr. SUMNER Not at all 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Wh ne, proceeded to con 
sider the bill i R N : = 24 Lo provide for 


the removal of the Kansas tribe of Indians to 
the Indian territory, and to dispose of their 


lands in Kansa fo actua ettlers only. 
. ) ° A ‘ 
The bill authorizes and en vers the Ser 
‘ f+) It a } "we : 1 
re iry of ile! rr Oo caus ) rt tp} ra 4 
} 1] } a } tofor 
and sold so much of the lands heretofore 


owned by the Kansas tribe of Indians in the 
led to the 
Un { States in trust in the treaty made by 

Tnited States and. these Indians, pro 
claimed November 17, 1860, and which remain 
unsold, in the following manner: the Secre 
tary shall appoint three disinterested and com- 
petent persons, who shail, after being duly 
sworn to perform the service faithfully and 


ind which were c« 


| 
i 


| 


mpartially, personally examine and appraise 
tne anas by va subdivisions of one hundred 
and sixty acres or less, separately from the 
ie of any improvements on the same, and 

» the value of the distin 
guishing between made by 
Indian tribe, the United 
States, and white settlers, and make return 
thereof to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs ; 
but the Seeretary of the Interior may, in his 


improvements, 
improvements 
members of the 


discretion, set aside any appraisements that 
may be made under the provisions of this sec- 
tion, and cause a new appraisement to be 
Made, 

lhe second section provides that each bona 
Side etrier 
of the lands and having made valuable im- 
provementsthereon, orthe heirs-at-law of such, 
who isa eitizen of the United States, or who 
has declared his intention to become such, 
shall be entitled, at any time within one year 
from the approval ol the 
purchase, 


appraisement, to 
for cash, the land so occupied and 
improved by him, not to exceed one hundred 
and sixty acres in each case, at the appraised 
value thereof, including the appraised value of 
any improvements which may have been made 
by the United States or any of the Indians on 
the same, 
the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe. 
lhe third section provides that all the lands 
mentio ied in the first section of this act now 


1 


occupied by bona fide settlers, as mentioned in 


the second section of this act, remaining unsold 
at the expiration of one year from the approval 
eat 


Ol sald appraisement, Shall be sold at public 
sale, after due advertisement, to the highest 
bidder for eash, in tracts not exceeding one 
and all the lands 
mentioned in the first section of this act which 


shall be unoccupied by bona jide settlers at 


hundred and sixty acres; 


the date of such appraisement may be sold at 
uny time after the approval of the appraise- 
ment, at public sale, after due advertisement, 
to the highest bidder for cash, in tracts not 
exceeding one hundred and sixty acres, under 
such rules and regulations as the Secretary of 
the Interior may prescribe; but in no case 
are any of the lands mentioned in this act to 
be sold at less than their appraised value ; 
and the Secretary of the Interior may, in his 
discretion, open any of the lands remain- 
ing unsold after having been publicly offered 
to cash entry at their appraised value, subject 
to the rights of bona fide settlers as provided 
for in this act; but the proceeds of the sale 
of the lands and improvements, after paying 
the expenses of the appraisement and sale, 
are to be appli din accordance with the pro- 
visions of the treaty in the payment of the 
liquidated indebtedness of the Kansas tribe 
of Indians pro rata as the same shall be 
received, and the excess, if any, shall be dis 
tributed to the Indians per capita, in money. 

The fourth section provides that if the 
Kansas tribe of Indians shall signify to the 
President of the United States their desire to 
sell their diminished reserve, as indicated in 
the treaty, including lands held in severalty 
and in common, and to remove from the State 
of Kunsas, and shall so agree in such manner 
as the President may prescribe, the Secretary 
of the Interior may cause the same to be ap- 
praised in legal subdivisions as hereinbefore 
provided for the appraisement of the so-called 
‘*trust lands,’’ and sold, in quantities not ex- 
ceeding one hundred and sixty acres, at not 
less than its appraised value, after due notice, 
to the highest bidder or bidders, on sealed 
bids, including improvements of every char- 


acter, and no preference is to be given to set: | 


tlers on any part of the diminished reserve ; 
and the appraised value of any improvements 


on any part of the diminished reserve, made | 


by any member of the tribe, is to be paid to 
him or her in person; and the residue of the 


proceeds of the sales is to belong to the | 


tribe in common ; fifty per cent. of which is to 
be placed to their credit on the books of the 
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Treasury, and bear interest at the rate of five 
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per cent. per annum, the interest to be paid 
to them semi-annually, for the term of twenty 
years, afier which the principal is to be paid 
to the members of the tribe per capita, and 
the remaining fifty per cent. of the proceeds 
of sales is to be used in providing and improv- 
ing for them new homes in the Indian territory, 


| and in subsisting them until they may become 


under such rules and regulations as | 


at the time occupying any portion || 





self-sustaining; but that if any adult member 
of the tribe to whom an allotment was assigned 
under the provision of articles one and tws 
of the treaty of November, 1860, shall desire 
to remain upon the same, such member shall, 
upon satisfying the Secretary of the Interior 
of it that he or she is the person to whom such 
allotment was originally assigned, and that he 
or she since the date of such assignment con- 
tinued to occupy and cultivate the same, be 
entitled to demand and receive for such allot- 
ment a patent in fee-simple to such land as 
was patented, which shall be exempt from 
levy, taxation, or sale, during the natural life 
of such Indian. 

Mr. NYE. I should like to make an inquiry 
of the Senator from lowa. By what authority 
do you propose to remove these Indians? 

Mr. HARLAN. They are not to be re- 
moved unless they expressly desire to remove. 
In fact, a number of them have removed. 

Mr. NYE. I suppose they are not to be 
removed without their consent, and therefore 
I want that section of the bill read again that 
provides for their assent. 

Mr. HARLAN. I will state to the honorable 
Senator that these Indians have heretofore 
selected a tract of land down near the Osages 
in the Indian territory, and are anxious to go 
down there. 

Mr. NYE. I ask the honorable Senator 
from lowa if there is any treaty by which the 
Government of the United States havea right 
to remove these Indians to the Indian terri- 
tory? 

Mr. HARLAN. They undoubtedly have 
the right to remove them with their consent, 
and this bill provides that they shall give their 
consent, 

Mr. NYE. That is the very portion of the 
bill that I desire to have read again. 

Mr. POMEROY. I think it is the fourth 
section of the bill. 

The Chief Clerk read the fourth section. 

Mr. NYE. To what part of the Indian 
territory do they go? 

Mr. HARLAN. East of the Arkansas river, 
west of the Osages. 

Mr. NYE. By what tribe is that tract held 
now? 

Mr. HARLAN. By the Osages. 

Mr. NYE. I see no provision in the bill 
that the Osages are to be consulted. 

Mr. HARLAN. There is a provision thata 
part of this money, the proceeds of this sale, 
shall be used in procuring fer them a new 
home in the Indian territory; and if any dif- 
ficulty should arise in consummating the con- 
tract heretofore entered into between the Kaws 


| and the Osages, we have other lands in the 





Indian territory on which they can be located. 
Mr. NYE. Then they are to*be located 
where the Government say. 
Mr. HARLAN. Not without their consent. 
Mr. NYE. The only objection I have to 
the bill is that my friend has been exceedingly 


| anxious to protect the Indians now in the In- 


dian territory in all their rights, and I want 
to know why put other tribes among them that 
they do not want? What greater right have 
you to do that than to put white people there? 

Mr. HARLAN. There is a law, enacted 
some five or six years ago, directing the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to negotiate with the 
Indians in Kansas with a view of removing 
them to the Indian territory. The Department 


consequently have the authority of Congress. 

Mr. NYE. But I suppose that Congress, 
according to the idea my friend from lowa 
entertains, has not that right. 
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Mr. HA RLAN. Not without the consent of rll 2. In the sore 1ern part of Idaho, (namely, in the 


the Indians. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I appeal to the Senator 
from Nevada not to offer any objection to the 
bill. 

Mr. NYE. 
rest content. 
objection. 

Mr. CALDWELL. We have considered 
the matter in the Indian Committee. The bill 
then passed the House, and is substantially the 
same bill we were ready to report from our 
own committee, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


The Senator from Kansas may 
I have no intention to make any 


IDAHO AND WASHINGTON ELECTIONS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays 
before the Senate the bill (H. R. No. 1030) to 
regulate elections in Washington and Idaho 
Territories, which passed the Senate and has 
been returned from the House of Representa- 
tives on account of a message transmitted to 
the House asking its return, the Senator from 
Indiana | Mr. Morton ] having moved to recon- 
sider the vote upon its passage. 

Mr. MORTON. Lhope that question will 
be taken now for various reasons. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Itisnow before 
the Senate. 

Mr. WILSON. I think it had better lie on 
the table for the present. 

Mr. MORTON. It ought to be decided. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Indiana has moved to reconsider the vote on 
the passage of a bill. 

Mr. MORTON. Let it be decided. 

Mr. NYE. Mr. President, there is an effort 
made to attach considerable importance to this 
bill. Ido not think there isa great deal of 
importance in it; and in order that the Senate 
may be posted precisely in regard to the facts 
betore they act, I will read a letter from the 
Delegate from Idaho, addressed to me: 


}., March 4, 1872. 


call your attention 
No. 1030) to regulate 
and Idabo Territories 
Senate Committee on 


WasuHineaton, D. ¢ 


Allow me to 
briefly to the bill (H. R. 
elections in Washington 
reported by you from the 
Territories on the Ist instant. 

Prior to the year 1869, March 3, the elections were 
held in Idaho Territory in the fall of the year, as 
provided by law enacted by the Legislative Assem- 
bly of said Territory. 

In 1869 Congress passed an act fixing the elections 
in Washington and Idaho Territories in June, on 
the same day election was held in Oregon. 

The ostensible reason for this change was that 
voters from those Territories colonized in Oregon 
and voted illegally, thereby influencing the elec- 
tions in said State. 

That this was an entire misapprehension, at least 
in regard to the people ot Idaho Territory, I have 
no doubt, knowing as I do the people of Idaho, the 
relative situation of Idaho and Oregon, the distances 
between the nearest places of election in each, &e. 

The charge was that Democrats from these 'Terri- 
tories, by illegally voting in Oregon, improperly 
influenced the elections in that State, and hence 
the necessity of fixing the time of electionsin those 
Territories on the same day that the Oregon election 
was held. 

To show how little foundation there was for the 
charge, I beg leave to call your attention to the 
fact that for several years prior to the act of Con- 
gress referred to, the State of Oregon voted Repub- 
lican, and that at the election in 1868 that State 
elected a Democrat to Congress, and in 1870, subse- 
nm to passage of the act referred to, 1 Democratic 
segislature and State officers and member of Con- 
gress, 

_ The distance between the most easterly precincts 
In Oregon andthe most westerly in Idaho is from 
fifty to one hundred miles, and those very small pre- 
cincts, aggregating less than one hundred votes, 
the population on the easterly border of Oregon 


and the westerly border of Idaho being exceedingly 
sparse, 


Dear Sir: 


The reasons for the change proposed by the bill 
. R. No. 1030) are— 

In June both the eats and mining 
population are busily engaged in their several pur- 
Suits—the one in cultivating and Per paring to gather 
their crops, the other in mining and necessarily 
utilizing, to the greatest possible extent, the water, 
which is then ordinarily at its highest stage from 
the melting snows. Hence, where precincts are far 


apart, as they necessarily are in a thinly settled 
country, persons can only vote at a loss of valuable 
time and labor. November, the time proposed for 
the elections in Idaho and Washington, is 4 season 
of leisure. 





i, through the entire war. 


counties of Nez Perce, Shoshone, and Idaho,) where 
the snows ordinarily falltoagreat depth, itis almost 
an impossibility in the spring of the year for either 
political party to hold primaries and conventions 
to assist in nominating candidates. This has been 
the case to such an extent, that with the exception 
of one year neither of those counties bas ever par 
icipated in the conventionsof either political party 
in Idaho. Moreover, sometimes in June the water 
in the mountain streams ts so high as to make it 
excessively inconvenient fur persons to go to the 
polls. 

3. If it is necessary in order to prevent the people of 
Idaho and Washington Territories from improperly 
influencing the State elections in Oregon that the 
elections in those Territories should be held on the 
same day as in Oregon, then what scheme will Con- 


gress devise to preventsuch interference in the pres 


dential election in that State, that isif that election 
be deemed important compared to a State election ? 
The constitution and laws of Oregon require a 
bona side residence of six months in the State and 
ninety days in the county in order to entitle a per- 
son to vote. The usual oath of citizenship, resi 
| dence, &e., is required of persons offering to vote, 


and whose votes are challeng 


ed, and persons voting 
illegally are subjected to severe penalties. These 
sateguards, in addition to the act of Congress, are 
surely sutlicient to preserve the purity ot the ballot 
box in Uregon, even against the “raiders” from 


Idaho and Washington. 

I have yet to learn of a citizen of Washington or 
Idaho Territory who has been arrested, presented, 
indicted, or prosecuted for voting illegally in Oregon. 
That fact is sufficient evidence that there 
no such illegal voting. 

This Congress has passed an act (the apportionment 
bill) fixing the first Tuesday after the first Monday 
in November, 1876, and every two years thereafter, 
as the time for the election of Representatives and 
Delegates to Congress in the several States and Ter- 
ritories, 

Hoping you will excusethe length of this letter, I 
have the honor to be, respectfully, your obedient 
een SAM. A. MERRITT, 

Delegate from Idaho, 


Hon. James W. Nya, Chairman Committee on Terri- 
tories of the 


hus been 


senate, 


These are just the facts in this ca It 
claimed the part of the honorable Sena- 
tor from Oregon | Mr. Corserr| that they are 
liable in that State to depredations from these 
Territories. [| am not quite as willing as some 
to believe that people would travel one hun- 
dred miles for the purpose of depositing a vote 


se. is 


ou 


illegally, and having the penitentiary of Ore- 
| gon all the time in view if they make the 
attempt. I think, as 1 said the other day 1 


the few remarks I made on this bill, that the 
imagination of my distinguished friend from 


Oregon has been lightened up to an unusual 
heat, and hesees as Lhrough a glass dimly the 
result of this change. 

I ought to state, however, that the Territory 
of Washington is a very strong Republican 


Territory, and it is very ably represented, as 


far as Territories can be, in the other branch 
5 

of Congress. I have in my drawer a letter 

from the Del iegate from Washi ington, in which 


he joins in this request for the convenience of 
their voters. 

The question for the Senate to 
simply this: the risk in the State 
of Ore reater than the convenience to 
these two sparse ly settled, wide-spread ‘Terri 
tories in their elections. For one, I think the 
bill ought to pass, and I would not be afraid 
to that there will not voter in 
Oregon from either of these Territories. 


Mr. tBETT. 


is 


determine 
whether run 


gon is g 


guaranty be a 


CO} It is necessary for me to 
state brit fly the facts in this case. At the com- 
mencement of the war, as every one knows, 
the perry wing of the a mocratic party 
joined with the Ke publicans of Oregon, and 
we carried the State by ue varly two to one, 
Mr. Nesmith, who represented that wing of 
the Democratic party on this floor, was an 
Administration Senator at that time. Imms 
diately after Mr. Johnson assumed the chair 
of President those gentlemen commenced grad- 
ually returning to tl inks. Mr 


Nesmith, who wast 


Democracy, is now a De mocrat, and } can 
vassing the State for the diate c party. 
lherefore the support of that portion of the 
Democratic party was lost to what we then 


called the Union party of Oregon. 
ried the State for a number of € 


Ve car 


slections, and 
At the close of the | we shall lose the State in a party sense. I 
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war these gentlemen returning to the Demo 

ranks threw State into the” 
Democratic party. Previous to the passage 
hey carried the State by twelve 
titty Immediately after 
the law we reduced the major 

ity to three hundred and Cor 


cratic our bac k 
aw t 
and votes, 
le passage of 
fifty on the 


Fress 


man and from four to five hundred on the 
Governor. 
Mr. HOWE. I wish to ask the Senator 


whether after the passage of the act of L868, 


which it is now proposed to repeal, it was dis 


covered by the difference in the number of 
votes given, either in the towns of Idaho bor- 
dering on Oregon, or the towns of Oregon 
bordering on Idaho and Washington, respect 
ively, that the voting was influenced by the 
act? 

Mr. CORBETT. All I can say with refer 
ence to that is, that. it was claimed, as | had 
read trom the statement of my former ¢ i 
league in this body the other day, that there 


was illegal voting, and that in one precinet | 


believed there were one hundred illegal votes 
cast. | have no information as to the exact 
number of votes in the various prec inets In 
the eastern portion of Oregon, east of the 
Cascade range of mountains, every county and 
every precinct on the Oregon side is Demo- 
cratic, and every county in Idaho and Wash 
pe on that side is Democratic. The Dem 


ocrats have that country all in their own hands, 
naa it is supposed that these men went acré 
the lines at the time of the election and voted 
in Oregon. It is so claimed. Iwas not pres 
ent election; L can only s; from 
info from our people. I feel 
it my duty to state the case to the Senate, and 
to prevent of this bill, if ible. 
If the bill is passed, and the Democrats carry 
our State by an increased majority this year, | 
fear eel that the people Oregon will 


ay 


at that 


rmation 


eak 
recely ed 
the passage pos 
ity 


and { of 


blame me for allowing the bill to pass, and 
assign it tothat reason. l believe if the State 
is carried by the Democrats it will be in con- 


seq 


juence of the repeal of this law. 
within my se rf. [| have deemed it proper to state 
these facts to the Senate. 

Mr. HOWE. Allow me to make a sueve 
tion to the Senator right here. It in fer be 
( 


lore the passage of the law of L868 citizens 


So feeling 
Y 


from Idaho wert over and voted in Oregon, 
ag then returned to their election and voted 

1 Idaho, the aggregate of the vote given in 
the towns in Oregon and in Idaho would be 
much greater as shown by the returns than 
their true vote, whereas afier the law passed 
and thes« ters were emp! yyved at home on 
the same day, the true vote would be re 
vealed. If the Senator has compared the vote 
in those towns given after the passage of the 


act of 1868 with the vote given before, he wiil 
be able to give us information as to the influ 
ence of that act. 

Mr. CORBETT. I did not anticipate that 
there would be any effort to re peal this law, 


which is in the interest of fair and honest ele 
tions between Washington and Idaho and O 
gon I s ipposed that no one could desire the 
repeal of the law 5 and therefore it did not 
occur to me that it would be necessary to brit : 
that information to the Senate. It has been 
Lm pos ible for me since this bill has f 1 
troduced to obtain that information. I hav 
not had time to do so. [ simply ite that 
these precincts on both sides of the line ta 
Oregon and in Washin: n and Idaho b y 
Democratic, they h vortunity, if they 
choo e, to bri i” 1] I Lc! 4 al (| V 
them in Oregon, those Territories holding tl t 
elections at au diff \ ne in Novem rr Ge 
course, if we lose r State in June we shal 
lose it in Nove » far as our pa 
concerned All I desire is that we s | 
have a nes in that. State lL bel 
the Kepul in party in @ majority and cat 
carry the State at this election if we have an 
| honest vote. If this law is repealed, | fear 
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have felt it my duty to state to the Senate and 
to the Kepub ICauS of the Senate 


favor ol 


Who are in 
honest elections these reasons that 
this law should not be repealed 


it iS Very Singular to me Uthat ha f the Re 


publicans here vote for this bill and the Dem 


ocrals solidly vote for it repeal ny the ex! Ling 
law, and the Lepublicaus do not seem to think 
Liat it 4 nece ary to have these elections 
held at the same time in order that we may 
have hone el Ous I do not wish to make 


‘ further statement or delay the passage of 
this bill if a majority of the Senate are in favor 
ol | propose, if itis passed, to throw up 

' ‘ 

‘i KishLLy | wish to ask my colleague 
a question, i he willanswer it; in what county 
aoe he ¢ m that frauds were committed? 

Mr. CORBETT. It is claimed that in all 
Lhe counts on the border irauds Were Col- 
mil i 


Mi KELLY. In all? 
Mr. CORBETT. 


that frauds were committed in those counties. 
Mr. KiSLL) I 


inty pointed out, toi | must confess | never 


It was claimed generally 


should like to have the 


I do not think any Dem- 


ocrat has heard of any trauds that were com- 
n ed at ut ne Lhat is my answer to 
Linal 

Mr. KELLY Mr. President, this isa matter 
0 very lithle concern to te, So far as the 
Oregon elecuons are concerned, | do not think 


ike any difference at all; and the only 


reason why | favor the passaye of the bill is 
| ‘ ly.) 
lal the ieleg 


utes from both Washington and 
They are triends 
igh the Delegate from Wash- 


ldaho Lerritores desire it. 
Ol tite Altho 
ington Territory 1s politically opposed to me, 
that does not make any difference with me. 
He desires, and he is earnest in the desire 
that this law should be repealed, and so 1s the 
Delegate from Idaho I’ rritory. | beheve the 
that they are 
au Xious, il they be nominated, to Canvass their 


igned by them is this: 


lerritories, as is cu tomary on the Pacifie 


coust They desire to meet their friends, and 
yelb they Ccanno d ert their duties here Lo gO 


hose Territories within a 
tn ynth irom this time, because tne election 
takes place on the first Monday ia June. It 
these gentlemen of that 


Ueprive 


privilege which they se ek to have, and it is, I 
colless, much more to yratily thei that I 
urge the passage of th bill than itas for any 
political etfect it may have in the State otf 
Orn n 


jt is said that in the county of Umatilla 


irauds were comm titted: that voters Came over 
irom the County ol Walla- Walia, in Washing- 
ton Territory, and voted there, and by that 
means had a marked influence upon the elec- 
tion in Oregon two years ago. That being the 


allegation, Lealled the attention of my colleague 


to this tact, and Lasked himto state where Liese 
frauds were committed. Ll hold in my hand 
the oth ial returns of the vole in hat county, 


and in 1866 the Democratic majority was 234; 


in L868 it was 262; in 1870 it was 247—only 
15 difference between 1868 and 1870—15 votes! 
Aud 5 Lit ali red that great frauds were 
committed in that county! 


Now, Mr. President, | think there should be 


some evidence of it other thau lhe mere asser- 
tion of my colleague lt does not amount to 
anything merely to assert that there was fraud 
unless there be sowe evidence of it. It is all 
< rye ure, 

Ano t thir r: as | Suggest d the other day, 


if we are to gain by baving the election in 
Washington and in Idaho 


day with our O eyon election, we ought 


lerritories on the 
»a fixed policy that the elec- 
fious sl id not take place on the day tne 


pre \¢ luli eiect on does, because these voters 


that they say come to Oregon to vote will be | 


there to vote atthe presidential election. Why 
do you want to have the elections on the first 


in these Territories, when 
1ose Democrats who it is said go over into 
Oregon and vote will be at liberty to go over 
and vole against you at the presidential elec- 
tion? It shows that there is really nothing in 
this allegation. As | said before, it 1s with 
me a matter of ho concern except as a mere 
friends 
Delegates from these Territories. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on reconsidering the vote by which the Senate 
passed this bill. 

Mr. CORBETT. 
nays, 

lhe yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 


accommodation to my who are the 


I call for the yeas and 


taken, resulted —yeas 25, nays 23; as follows: 

Y EAS—Messrs. Boreman, Buckingham, Caldwell, 
Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, Corbett, Ed- 
munds, Ferry of Connecticut, Flanagan, Freling- 
huvsen, Hamlin, Harlan, Howe, Kellogg, Morrill 
of Vermont, Morton, Osborn, Patterson, Pool, Pratt, 
Sawyer, Sherman, and Wright—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aleorn, Bayard, Cameron, Cas- 
serly, Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, Goldthwaite, 
Hamiltonof Maryland, Hitchcock, Johnston, Kelly, 
Lewis, Logan, Norwood, Nye, Kamsey, Rice, Sauls- 
bury, Stevenson, Stockton, Vickers, West, and Wil- 


80ll-—< 


3, 

ABS ENT—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Blair, Brown- 
low, Conkling, Cooper, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, 
Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, 
Morrill of Maine, Pomeroy, Ransom, Robertson, 
Schurz, Scott, Spencer, Sprague, Stewart, Sumner, 
Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, and Windom—26, 

So the motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The VICK PRESIDEN 
recurs onthe passage of the bill. 

Mr. COLE. Will a single objection throw 
it over? 

lhe VICE PRESIDENT. A single objec- 
tion will not pass it over; but the morning 
hour has expired, and the Post Office appro- 
priation bill is before the Senate as the untin- 
ished business. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had non-concurred in the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 


The question 


| 2042) for the relief of Fannie M. Jackson, of 


l‘eunessee, asked a conference on the dis- 


| agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and 
i had appointed Mr. Austin Buarr of Michigan, 


Mr. Joun JT. Harris of Virginia, and Mr. 
KxenezerR MeJunkin of Pennsylvania, man- 
agers at the same on its part. 

he message also announced thatthe House 
had passed a bill (H. R. No. 2636) for the 
relief of Red Bear, a chief of Pembina band 
of Chippewa Indians; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. COLE. I desire to submit a conference 
committee report, which will consume no more 
time than it will take to read it 

Ihe VICE PRESIDENT. The Post Office 
appropriation bill is before the Senate, pend- 
ing which the Senator from California desires 
to submit a report from a conterence com- 
mittee. 

Mr. MORTON. I desire to move that the 
debate on amendments to this appropriation 
bill shall be jiimited to five minutes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Post Office 
appropriation bill being before the Senate, the 
Senator from Indiana moves that debate on 
amendments to the bill be limited to five min- 
utes, under the new rule. 

Mr. HARLAN. [think that would hardly 
be desirable. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
must be decided without debate. 

Mr. NY. Will uot the Senator allow us 
to have a vote on this election bill? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
from Indiana insists on his motion to limit 
debate, the Chair must submit it 
debate. 

Mr. MORTON. 
motion, 


Mr. STEVENSON. 


The question 


wilhout 
Yes, sir, I insist on the 


I ask for the yeas and 


| nays On that motion to limit debate. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 30, nays 21; as foliows; 

Y EAS—Messrs. Boreman, Caldwell, Cameron, Car- 
penter, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, 
Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Gilbert, Hitchcock, 
Lewis, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Osborn 
Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, 
Sawyer, Sherman, Stewart, West, Wilson, and 
Wright—30. 

NAYS— Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Buckingham, 
Casserly, Chandler, Davis of West Virginia, Fen- 
ton, Ferry of Connecticut, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Htamlin, Harlan, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Sauls- 
bury, Spencer, Stevenson, Stockton, Sumner, Vick- 
ers, and Windom—21. 

ALSENT—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Blair, Brown- 
low, Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Fre- 
linghuysen, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, 
Howe, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Ransom, 
Robertson, Schurz, Scott, Sprague, Thurman, Tip- 
ton, and Trumbull—23. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

LEGISLATIVE, KTC,, APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. COLE submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
bill (Al. R. No. 1060) making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Goverument tor the year ending June 30, 1873, and 
for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend, and do 
recommend, to their respective Llouses as follows: 

That the Senate recede trom their amendments 
numbered 12, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 35, 37, 45, 61, 62, 64, 
68, 69, 70, 71, 73, 74, 75, and 78. 

That the Llouse of Representatives recede from 
their disagreement tothe amendments of the Senate 


1 ] > » 


numbered 13, 15, 18, 19, 33, 36, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 


| 60, 63, 695, 72, TY, 80, 85, 86, 87, and 88, und agree to the 


same, 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement to 
the amendment of the Hlouse to the eighth amend- 
ment of the Senate, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, as follows: on page 6, line fifteen of 
the bill, strike out all after the word “ fifty,’ down 
to the end of line sixteen, on the same page, and 
insert in lieu the following words: ** three thousand 
four hundred and twenty-two dollars;” and the 
liouse agree to the same, 

That the ILouse recede from their amendment to 
the twenty-fifth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with the following amendment: strike 
out all atter the word “‘after,’’ in line two of said 
amendment, down to aud including the word ** Con- 
gress,”’ in line three, and insert in lieu the following 
words: “the fourth day of March, eighteen hundred 
aud seventy-five; and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from theiramendment tothe 
thirty-fourth amendment of the Senate and agree to 
said Senate amendment with the following amend- 
ment: add to said amendment the following words: 
“and po person shall be employed under the pro- 
visions of this clause who shall not have fully set 
forth, in a written statement under oath addressed 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, the character of 
the claim out of which he proposes to recover, or 
assist in recovering, moneys for the United States, 
the laws by the violation of which the same have 
been withheld, and the name of the person, firm, or 
corporation having thus withheld said moneys. And 
if any person so employed shall receive or attempt 
to receive any woney or other consideration from 
any person, firm, or corporation alleged thus to have 
withheld money from the United States, except in 
pursuance of the written contract made in relation 
thereto with the Secretary of the Treasury, such 
person shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined not less 
than $1,000, or lunprisonment not less than two years, 
or both,in the discretion of any court of the United 
States having jurisdiction, and the person so em- 
ployed shall be required to make report of his pro- 
ceedings under such contract at any time when 
requested to du so by the Secretary of the Treasury ;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement to 
the amendments of the House to the fifty-fifth and 
seventy-sixth amendments of the Senate, and agree 
to the same, 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendment of the House to the sixty-sixih 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the samo 
with the following amendment: in linethree of suid 
Llouse amendment strike out the word “' forty,’’ and 
insert in lieu the word “thirty ;” and the House 
agree to the same. 

[hat the Senate recede from their disagreement to 
the amendment of the Llouse to the sixty-seventh 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same 
with the following amendment: strike out of said 
louse amendment the words ** ninety-two,” aad in- 
sert in lieu thereof the word “‘eighty;’’ and the 
House agree to the same. 

[hat the Llouse recede from their disagreement to 
the seventy-seventh amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendment: 
in lieu of the words proposed to be stricken out, 
insert the following: “‘for one clerk of class four, 
two clerks of class two, one clerk of class one, and 
two laborers, additional force in the money-order 
office, $7,240;"’ and that the Senate agree to the 
sume, 

That the House recede from their disagreement 
to the eighty-third amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendment: 
strike out from the words proposed to be inserted 
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in said amendment, where it first occurs, the word 


**two,”’ and insert in lieu thereof the word “ four;’’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

hat the Senate recede trom their disagreement to 
the amendment of the Llouse to the eighty-fourth 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same 
with the tollowing amendment: 

Strike out all after the word “three,’’ where it 
oecurs the second time,in line eight of the said 
House amendment, downto and including the words 
‘per annum,” in line nine, and in line nine strike 
out the word “three” and insert in lieu the word 
“seven; and in line seventeen of said H 
amendment strike out the words “six thousand” 
and insert in lieu thereof “ fivé thousand six hun- 
dred;”’ and the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the ninetieth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with the following amendment: in line 
four of said amendment strike out the word “ fifty,’’ 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “*twenty-five ;’”’ 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

hat the Senate recede trom their disagreement 
to the amendment of the llouse to the ninety-second 
umendment of the Senate, and agree to the same 
with an amendment as follows: substitute in lieu of 
the first clause of suid House amendment the follow- 
ing: ‘that a commission, consisting of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, the chief engineer of the Army, 
and the officer in charge of publie buildings and 





ouse 


grounds, is hereby authorized and directed to ex- | 


amine and report to Congress prior to the second 
Monday of December next, a plan by which the 
Jocomotive railroad track in front of the western 
entrance of the Capitol shall be removed, with due 
yegard to the rights of all parties concerned, and by 
which proper connections with other railroads may 
be made;” and the llouse agree to the same. 

That the House recede trom their disagreement to 
the ninety-third amendment of the Senate and agree 
to the same, with an amendment as follows: substi- 
tute in lieu thereof the following: ‘“‘that from and 
after the lst day of July, 1872, the annual salaries 
of the Second Comptroller, of the Register, and of 
the supervising architect of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, shall be $4,000 each; and the annual salary of 
the judges of the Court of Claims shall be $4,500 each, 
and a sufficient sum to carry into effect the provis- 
ions of this section to the end of the fiseal year end- 


ing June 30, 1873, is hereby appropriated;” and the | 


Senate agree to the same. 

C. COLE, 
JUSTIN'S. MORRILL, 
FREDERICK A. SAWY ER, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
JAMES A, GARFIELD, 
F. CLARKE, ' 

Managers on the part of the House. 

The Secretary having read a portion of the 
report, 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to suggest to the 
Senator from California if the bill remains 
mainly unchanged, as the report of this com- 
mittee has been read twice before, it is un- 
necessary to read it over, but let him state 
any change that has been made since the last 
report. 

Mr. COLE. There isa new portion of it in 
writing which can be read. 

The Chief Clerk read that portion of the 
report which relates to the thirty-fourth amend- 
ment of the Senate. 

Che report was concurred in. 

SION HI. 


Mr. MORTON. Iask unanimous consent 
to make a report from the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
for reception merely ? 

Mr. MORTON. I report back the bill (H. 
Nt. No. 2617) to remove the legal and political 
disabilities of Sion H. Rogers. I will state 


ROGERS. 


For action or 


that Mr. Rogers has been elected a member 


of the other House, but he cannot be sworn 
until his disabilities are removed. I ask 
unanimous consent to put the bill on its pas 


sage. It has passed the other House. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I object. It is a bill 


that never ought to pass. 

thing to say on that subject. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 

placed on the Calendar. 
JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN NORTH CAROLINA, 


Mr. POOL. I ask that I be allowed to call 
up a bill for present action in regard to the 
western judicial district of North Carolina. 
It is a local matter, and it is important that 
it should be acted on promptly. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
Post Office appropriation bill, the Senator 
from North Carolina asks leave to call up a 


I shall have some- 


The bill will be 





Pending the 


' 
} 


Judiciary Committee to establish a new judi- 
cial district in North Carolina. 

Mr. WINDOM. I willyield to this one bill 
if it gives rise to no debate. If it does I shall 
insist on the regular order. 

Mr. POOL. LI think there will be no debate 
on it. Itis House bill No. 2192 to establish 
a western judicial district of North Carolina, 
reported by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. The Sen 
ator from Illinois who objected yesterday is 
not present. 

Mr. BAYARD. I object. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made the bill cannot 
time. 


be 


PETITIONS AND 


Mr. JOHNSTON. I ask unanimous 
sent to take up House bill No. 2048. 
only take three minutes. 

Mr. WINDOM. There is so much confusion 
in the Hall that I cannot hear. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The 
from Virginia asks unanimous consent to take 
up a House bill. 

Mr. WINDOM. 
lar order. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I should like to be 
allowed to present a petition. 

Mr. WINDOM. 1 will not object to the 
reception of routine morning business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
receive the ordinary morning business. 

Mr. CARPENTER presented the petition 
of Henry B. Goodyear, administrator of Nel- 
son Goodyear, deceased, late of New Haven, 
Connecticut, praying for an extension of the 


MEMORIALS 


con: 
It will 


I must insist on the regu- 


| patent for the manutacture of light India-rub- 


ber for the term of seven years; which was 
referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. WILSON presented three petitions of 
soldiers and sailors, in favor of the passage of 
the bill incorporating the National Union Sol 
diers’ and Sailors’ Orphan Industrial Training- 
School Association ; which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented eighteen petitions of 
officers of the Army of the United States, 
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considered at this | 


Senator | 


1} Mr. EDMUNDS. 


praying for the passage of a law to equalize | 


promotions in the several arms of the ser- 
vice; which were referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also press nted a petition of officers of 
the third United States cavalry, praying that 
William P. Bainbridge may not be reinstated 
as first lieutenant in their regiment; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN presented the 
petition of Mrs. Auna M. Orne, of New Jer- 
sey, praying for indemnity for certain losses 


| sustained by her, occasioned. by the United 


States; which was 
mittee on Claims. 
Mr. POOL presented additional papers in 
the case of Mrs. Martha Barker, of Marion 
county, Florida, praying compensation for 
damages done by the Seminole Indians in 


referred to the Com- 


1849 to her property; which were reterred to | 


the Committee on Claims. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. PRATT. The Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred a petition of soldiers of 


the late war, praying an increase of pension | 
| to those who are permanently disabled by loss 
| of limbs, or of both eyes, have had the same 

under consideration, and have directed me to 


report a bill in conformity with the prayer of 
the petition. 

I will state for the information of the Sen- 
ate that this bill amends the first section of the 
pension law of the 6th of June, 1866, which 
fixes the different rates of pensions for persons 
disabled in the military and naval service of 
the United States. ‘l'o the first class, embrac- 
ing those who have lost the sight of both eyes, 
or who have lost both hands, the old law gave 


bill reported by him yesterday from the || a pension of twenty-five dollars a month. ‘This 


\ 
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bill increases that pension to thirty dollars a 
month, or twenty per cent. The law of 1866 
gave to those persons in the military or naval 
service who had lost both feet, orwho had lost 
one hand and one foot, twenty dollars a month. 
The present bill inereases 


that pension to 
twenty-four dollars a month. 


he law of 1866 
gave to those persons who had lost one hand 
or one foot a pension of fifteen dollars a month. 
This bill increases the rate of pension to eight- 
een dollars a month. <As this bill is one of 
general importance to this unfortunate class 
of our fellow-citizens, I ask that it may be 
printed, 

lhe bill (S. No. 1073) increasing the -rates 
of pension to certain persons therein deseribed 
was read, and passed to the second reading. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will be 
printed, of course, under the rule. 

ROBERT A. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I renew the request to 
tuke up and consider House bill No. 2048. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota object ? 

Mr. WINDOM. I agreed with the Senator 
from Virginia that I would not object if it did 
not give rise to debate. 


MAYO 


1] Che Chief Clerk read the bill (LL. hk. No. 


2048) for the reliet Robert A. 


Richmond, Virginia. 


ot Mayo, of 
1 do not think when we 
are on the Post Othee bill we ought to take 
up claims bills unless there be something 
peculiar. 

Ihe VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont objects, and the bill cannot be 
considered. 


BILL INTRODUCI 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN 
unanimous consent obtained, leave to 
duce a bill (S. No. 1072) for the better pres 
ervation of harbors, havens, roads, channels, 
navigable rivers, lakes, and other navigable 
waters within the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and to be 
printed. 


D. 


asked, and by 
intro- 


ordered 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. 
KR. No. 1070) making appropriations for the 
service of the Post Office Department for 
the year ending June 30, 1873, the pending 
question being on the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, in line eight of 
| section four to strike out ‘* $500,000" and 
insert ‘* $1,000,000” the appropriation 
for ‘‘steamship service between San Fran 
cisco, Japan, and China.”’ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Onamendments 
to this bill debate is limited under tl] 
rule to five minutes by each Senator. 

Mr. POMEROY. I have some reports to 
make, but I will delay them until to-morrow, 
the morning hour to-day having been othe 
wise occupied. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Ido not rise to addre 
the Senate; but I think before the vote is 
taken on this amendment it is proper I should 
let the Senate know that I intend, when the 
opportunity occurs, to offer the 
amendment. After the word ‘‘construction, 
on the seventh page, in the sentence, ‘* that all 
steamships hereafter accepted for said service 
shall be of not less than four thousand tons 
register each, and wholly of American con 
struction,’’ I propose to add: 


as 


the new 


* 0) 
follow ing 


Andshall beso constructed as to be readily adapted 
to the armed naval service of the United States in 
time of war; and before being accepted, the ofli 
by whom they are inspected shall report to the 
Secretary of the Navy and the Postmaster General 
whether this condition has been complied with. 


[ do not think that it is possible, without 
making it very onerous to the steamship com 
pany, to build such vessels as we would build 

| for our Navy if we were building them for 


| that purpose; and this amendment, therefore. 











not wo ed »as to ma them bu 1 iron: 
Cin j Nee 1 tu i irs li 
j itt yy icers ot the 
y may 1 gs of vesting 
i mitt y in hese 5 
i l i ) ‘ i t 
ol wi 
in add i to th , let me i\y that 1l makes 
them much ! e secure & issenver vessels; 
snd i » lines, | think we 
ha i i ela may be of 
! \ hen we need them, and also 
i th) ea ale j i na tre ya 
ve y vessel 
} | | ‘ | ( omy an | 
} y, witht her « in View 

" ( } rliain ich L Vt 
not t the 1 | great gut 

‘ ¥ i 

| \ lay read 

i \ |’ thata 
. ' i ca , could carry 
| ! ut I ink not 
n ‘ “ i i proba \ 
! ae e not n able to 
lind ‘ ‘ I} i irry gun they 
‘ ! f rij is! rit, but thev cannot 
ih re irom one of those large 

giul eat tl | re ime il you had 
i i ‘ ha I tie the triction grad 
ia any p that ever was built in the Navy 
\ Ip Ve i ) prece by the recoil from one 
of ( Ce nly would destroy the 
use of tl el forever afterward. You can 
( y len | by | ga strong ship, 
and y i ia very ngenious mvention 
wi Wwe how have ih our gun-Carriages. 

Lhe re t otf my thoughts on this subject is 
tt \ ny rou Durden whatever 

pon compan } amendment will 
I y i) Luvintage » them, and we can 

ve i hic , wh e not uch as we 
would bu i it we were building nothing but 
var ve will be extremely valuable and 
ervice ‘ hn case ot ny sudden emergency 
of wa | merely give notice now that I will 
offer e amendm because it is better that 
ms ) before voting on the change recom 
" i by the committee should know what 
Is } j 

Mr. CASSERALY. Mr. President 

Mr. WINDOM. I desire merely to say, 
without occupying any portion of the five min 
utes of the Senator from California, that 
the Committee on Appropriations, or at least 
am rity of them, examined the amendment 

ested by the Senator from New Jersey 
| Mr. Stockton] this morning, and [ am au 
thorized to say they will accept it. I think it 
wi i be well to have the amendm<: 1 at 
t| retary’s desk. 

the Chief Clerk read as follows: 

And it shall be so constructed as to be readily 
rd \ the armed naval service of the United 
S me of war; and before acceptance, the 
of re by w m they are inspected shall report to 
the S retar f the Navy and the Postmaster Gen 
eral whether this condition bas been complied 
Ww 

lhe PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
of Michigan, in the chair. lf there be no 
objection the amendment to the amendment 
will be regarded as agreed to. The Chair | 
hears no objection, and it is agreed to. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, I heard 
with regret the Senator from Indiana, [{ Mr. 
Morron,] prominent and influential Senator 
as he is with the majority here, move to apply 
the nve-minutes rule awhile ago to the debate 
on the amendments on this bill. Sir, this is 
avery important bill. Besides the ordinary 
routine of post othee appropriations, it con- 
tains as reported by the committee two im- 
portant subsidies, one for the China line, and 
one tor the Brazil line. Doubtless also it is 
well understood that two other amendments 
will be offered; one for a subsidy to the Aus- 


tralian line, and another subsidy which I do 
not now remember. Now, 
the attention of the Senate—— 


sir, if 1 can have | 


The PRE SIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
“ ispend business until order is restored 
i ie Chamber. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Ido not know but that 

vould be an economy of time for the Sen- 
ate to adjourn until the Cincinnati convention 


is over. 


| lL iugnter. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the 
Senator make that motion? 
Mr. CASSERLY. No, sir, | merely gug- 
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Mr. POMEROY. As this is a matter that 
relates peculiarly to California, I hope the 
Senator will be allowed to proceed by unani- 
mous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


hears no o} 


The Chair 
jection, and the Senator from Cal. 
ifornia will proceed, 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, the Pacific 
Mail company has two lines of steamers on 
the Pacific ocean, one between San Francisco 


| and Japan and China, and the other between 


gest it. What with the reading of dispatches 
and discussing them here this morning, I 
think the shade of Alexander Hamilton, could 
it be brought again on- this floor, could not 
command five minutes’ attention. 

lhe Senator from Indiana did not give us, 
if | remember aright, the benefit of any dis- |] 
cussion on his part yesterday. I do not know | 
that he was in the Chamber during the debate 
But I will state to him now, and I eallit to the 
recollection of Senators who were here, that 


the debate was by no means prolix, nor did it 


threaten prolixity if continued, But four Sen- 


ators spoke. ‘The first Senator who spoke, 
the Senator from Oregon, { Mr. KeLy, ] spoke, 
| should think, for ten minutes or a quarter 


ir, and the 
more 


of an hor 


note 


whole four Senators did 
than two hours. Now, sir, 
of two hours on these im- 
subsidies presenting so many varied 
tions, one of them a great question which, 
as the Senator from Oregon conceived, affected 
labor of this country, the Senator from In- 


mnsume 
after a discussion 


portant 


mut 
i 


the 


diana moves to-day, and the Senate sustains 
his motion, to limit further debate on the 


amendments of the character I have described, 
to five minutes. So ftarasl am concerned, | 
make no complaint for myself; I have already 
expressed myself sufficiently on the Chinese 
question to be understood if Iam capable of 
making myself understood at any time ; but it 
seems tome that it was an unwise use tomake 
of the rule, to apply it as the Senator from 
Indiana succeeded in getting the Senate to 
apply it this morning. 

| listened to what the Senator from Oregon 
said, and said so well yesterday. 1 sympa- 
thized with all the objections he presented to 
any measures tending gto encour: 4 
the importation or even the immigration of 


Chinese labor into the United States. I sug- 
rest to him. however, whether it will not be 


more eas 
of the une d States as to the discouragement 
» labor, the importation of it, or 
the transportation of it into the United States, 
if the business is confined practi- 
cally to the mail steamers of the United States 
starting upon specified days under circum- 
stances which make, as it seems to me, in- 
vestigation of the character of the immigra- 
tion, whether voluntary or otherwise, far more 
easy than it ever can be if the immigration or 
the transportation of those people is in any 
great part conducted by private sailing ships. 
So tar as 1 am concerned, the Legislature 

of the State of California has fixed my posi- 
tion on this bill; | mean upon so much of it 
as relates to the subsidy to the China mail. 

By a very large as | am informed, it 

passed resolutions instructing its Senators in 

favor the further subsidy now proposed. 

Of course I do not understand that as taking 

away from me in any respect or impairing in 

any degree the right which I have here, and 
the duty also, of making such amendments as 
in my judgment tend better to protect the 
interests of my State and of my coast and the 
country at large. I say that now, in order 
that my own position may not be misunder- 
stood by any Senator here, or by anybody else- 
where. 

| believe, sir, I have perhaps exceeded by 

| a little my five minutes. 

Mr, SLOCKTON. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Senator from California be 
allowed to proceed. He has but a very few 
remarks to make, and I do not think any Sen- 


ot cool or 


passenger 


vote, 


of 


i\ ator would wish to cut him short. 


or iner ease | 


y to enforce existing or future laws | 


| should be kepton foot ; 


San Francisco and Panama. The line between 
San Francisco and Panama was the pioneer 
conveyance between the eastern part of the 
United States and the world at large and the 
Pacific coast in the early days of the State of 
California. Itis aline which has a great hold 
in consequenee oper the kindly recollections 
of the people of that coast. As a rule, | 
believe it to have been fairly managed, and in 
such a way as on the whole to deserve the 
favor which it has received. Itisvery import- 
ant to us(and I| call the attention of the Senate 
to the point now very briefly, for I shall un- 
doubtedly have more to say by and by) that 
the line between San Francisco and Panama 
and | hepe in granting 
aid to the Chinaline of the same company, for I 


| repeat it is the same company that owns both 














| the committee, 


able. 


lines, the Senate will make some provision by 
which the Panama line shall be continued. 
Gentlemen in the Senate who were members 
of the committee on the investigation of the 
custom-house in New York will remember 
what our eyes saw and our ears heard there 
during our stay there. ‘The blockade of the 
railroad, which had been the usual, and of 
course for the great body of merchandise 
the favorite mode of transportation between 
all of the United States east of the Missouri 
river and the Pacific coast, had practically 
disorganized the whole business. There was 
a complete aneurism, if I may so say, of that 
great artery of commerce. ‘The suffering on 


| the Pacific coast was very great, and the losses 
| of correspondents on this side and in Kurope 


were by no means inconsiderable. In that 
juncture, what should we have done either on 
this side or the other side of the Rocky mount- 
ains but for the Panama line? And my asso- 
ciates upon the committee of investigation saw, 
as [| saw upon more than one occasion, the great 
rush of freights to the Pacific coast by way of 
Panama. Had not that line of steamships 
been then running, it is difficult to conceive of 
the disasters that might have occurred on the 
Pacifie coast, difficult to conceive of the losses 
that must have fallen upon the correspondents 
everywhere of the business men of that coast. 
Therefore I shall have occasion hereafter to 
propose an amendment to the amendment of 
with a view to the mainte- 
nance of that invaluable line. I call it invalu- 
It is, perhaps, now more so than ever. 
It furnishes the only competitor upon which 
the people of the Pacific coast can rely with 
that gigantic railroad company which has 
established, and now controls, the entire rail 
road system of the State of California, and 
every line and link that connects California 
with the rest of the world. I bring forward 
the subject now in order that it may arrest 
the attention of the Senate. I may say some- 
thing further when I offer an amendment which 
I hope will meet the good favor of the Senate. 

Mr. CORBETT, The importance of this 
line of steamers, it appears to me, cannot be 
overestimated. This country furnishes the 
material for building ships peculiarly adapted 
to the Pacific coast. I am informed that iron 
ships are not as desirable for navigating the 
waters of that coast as ships built mainly ot 
wood and copper, owing to the fact that the 
waters of the Pacific, being so much calmer 
and warmer than those of the Atlantic, lead 
to the constant creation of foaling upon the 
vessels, and hence iron ships are not so well 
adapted to the navigation of those waters 
as wooden-built vessels, 
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The Pacific Mail Steamship Company have | Here is the beginning of that great system || cause,and not apply mere temporary expedi- 
built a large number of these vessels, con- || of subsidy; and when you begin it here, where || ents. ; 
structed wholly, | believe, of Ame rican mate- | is it to end? If you undertake to lavish This amendment to the bill is a subsidy to 
rial, and in this country, and I believe they | $10,000,000 upon a prosperous line in the full || particular lines of steamers. The effect would 
are of a larger class than the requirement ot tide of prosperity, what are you to do with || be to improve and assist those lines; but we 
the law. ‘They are certainly the finest ships || lines that have nothing and that cannot sup do not desire only to help and make particular 
that I ever stepped foot on board of. I think || port themselves against the competition of lines prosperous ; we want all interests of ship- 
no one can deny that they are the pride of || foreign lines? It is the beginning of that building, ail commercial interests revived. 
Ame rican commerce, and I[ think where in any | system which is to discriminate in fax vor of || We want that our commerce shall be upon 
portion of this country or foreign countries || one port against another. You will have a || every sea and upon every ocean, and our ship 
American ships can be used to better advan- || line at San Francisco, you may have a line at |; yards to be again busy; and in order to effeet 
tage than foreign-built ships, we certainly || Norfolk or at New Orleans, and you may have || these things we must apply remedies that will 
ought to inerease the building of such ships, || a line at Philadelphia or New York. Inter- |} cure the disease, and not merely affect partic 
and encourage that commerce and maintain || mediate ports are to be discriminated against, || ular lines. The English do not subsidize all 
it. We are now in possession of the commerce || so that you not only have this unnecessary || their lines; only afew. The subsidized lines 
of the Pacific ocean, and particularly that por- || and lavish expenditure of public money, bu are benefited; but a very small part of the 
tion of it ranning to China and Japan, and if | you have an unjust discrimination against || commerce of England is earried on in those 
we give this additional subsidy to the Pacific || localities. It is neither just in the e xpen | lines. If those lines were stopped 
Mail Steamship Company, I have no doubt we || ture of money, looking at it in that point of [Senators were engaged in groups in dif 
shali maintain that line and maintain the pos- || view alone, nor will it be just tothe people of ferent parts of the Hall reading dispatches and 
session of that commerce as against all com- || the whole country when you come to the || otherwise, so that the honorable Senator on 
petitors. establishment of a system of the kind. || the floor could not be heard. | 

lam in favor of liberal encouragement to | This money ought to be expended for one fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. — Senators 
commerce in every way possible. The Com- || of two purposes. First, it ought to be ex will preserve order. 
mittee on Commerce have had this subject || pended for the postal service. If we want Mr. JOHNSTON. I think that the Senate 
under consideration. Various Boards of Trade || mails carried to these distant parts, let us pay |} had better adjourn. 
throughout this country have been before || the mail service for it. But when we under- | The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
them representing the interests of commerce, || take to mix up with this the idea of the en Senator make that motion? 
and they represent that the commercial com- || couragement of these lines to aid the estab Mr. JOHNSTON. Yes, sir 
munity are more interested perhaps on this || lishment of a navy, or vessels of war fit for a ‘he motion was not agreed to. 
question than any other that we are considering | navy, [ say, with all respect to the honorable | The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
from time to time. We had the representa- || Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. Srockron, Lanes. Senators will aenist. the (hair in eeeke 
tives of some forty Chambers of Commerce |) that that is a mere pretense for money. If we | taining order. 
before our committee. They made recom- || have a war these vessels will never be used, Mr. JOHNSTON. It seems almost im 
mendations to the committee for the en- | and it will be a long time, | anticipate, before vossible to do business to-dav, 
couragement of the rebuilding of ships in this || we shall have a war, and I am opposed to Mr. KELLOGG. I have just heard of the 


country. The Committee on Commerce have || the policy of expending the public money in 
made a report in accordance with the recom- || times of peace calculating upon an ultimate 
mendations substantially of these Chambers of || war. account 

Commerce who represent the commercial com- | The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen , Mr. I YHNSTON. Mr. President. in order 
munity throughout the country, and [hope that || ator’s time has expired. nn bane Le andertenn what ase the ontnes forthe denne 
we shall be able to take up that question so Mr. JOHNSTON. I desire, if the Senate 


build; € shi ntl | will ‘ttl : of American commerce, | propose to read 
ar as 29r y of § Ss 8s co 'y ] Ti 2, to take ¢ > more e : “acts fi } 

fa a ie rebuilding oO  o te this h en wi perinit me 7, Lit € C itt . more tim th in some extracts from a report ma Jo hv the com 
‘ the ene ace > ‘ Pane : 7 eg Lag - aie — . , : 

and the encouragement Of that branch of in five minutes. nie can have more time, mittee of the other House on the subject a few 
dustry is concerned. . 


I have nothing to say. sane ani be te ER Gl hoe aoe 
_ But so far as this line of steamships to China The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there eee A pedal gthotert he the on 
is concerned, we have possession of this trade, || objection to giving the Senator from Virginia 
and it is of importance that we should continue || more time than five minutes? The Chair | 
to encourage and strengthen it, so that no for- || hears no objection. 
eign competitor can take hold of thatcommerce || Mr.SHERMAN, What time does the Sen- 
and supersede us. | ator require? 
I trust that we shall deal with this line in a || Mr. JOHNSTON. About fifteen or twenty 
liberal spirit. They certainly have been enter- || minutes. [‘‘ No objection.’ ] | 
prising, and have built up such a line of steam- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 


death of an eminent journalist, [laughter, ] and 
I suppose the motion to adjourn was on that 


that the decline of our ship-building and of 
our commerce is attributable entirely to our 
high tariff and our high internal taxation. It 
these are the true causes, it is useless to apply 
mere temporary expedients by way of remedy. 
Subsidies will not remove them; they will 
benefit the subsidized lines, but will leave all 
our other commercial interest in the state of 


ers as is a credit to the country, Their past || ator from Virginia asks for from fifteen to || go cay they now exhibit. I have tak n a good 
efforts and their past industry in the develop- || twenty minutes. The Chair hears no objec- || yy, iny extracts from that report because they at 

ment of a commerce that has been brought || tion, and he will proceed. . tgithe damn elfeet, - It ie & coenie whibhiooane 
cut by their energy are a guarantee for the |. Mr. JOHNSTON. Mr. President, the nom- lative evidence is valuable. The evidence of 
future; and [ trust, we shall sull continue to ex- || inal and professed object of this amendment, a single witness upon such a subject would not 


be of much value, but where we have the con 


current testimony of a great number of experts 


tend such aid as is necessary to maintain them. || and of others that follow it in the bill, is to 
Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Mr. Pres- || revive the lost American art of ship- building, 
ident, I have listened attentively to the hon- || and to improve and invigorate our commerce. 
orable Senator from Minnesota, and also to || It is a known fact that we are not building 
the honorable Senator from Oregon, to hear || ships in the United States; it is claimed that 
2 ‘ ce - 0 sree is eC j . 2 > hiee ' com . 
something said in favor of this very large ap- |) our commerce is dec lining ; and the object || s.ow what are the true causes of the deci 
propriation of the public money. The bill sought to be obtained is to let these two great || >¢ American commerce and of American 
sea artakes ‘ > ate f . sreats > 2store 4 : ee 
— undertakes to eran for os ts be - = bai ship-building, I propose to read several ex 
this steam mail service, for Ww rat am not || 2eTore undertaking to declare the proper || tracts from that report. Mr. Low says: 
able to understand ; and now it is proposed |} Means for reviving these interests itis proper to . 
in addition to that to appropriate $500,000 || inquire what has been the cause of their decline. 


on that subject, then the testimony of each 

man adds to the weight of that which ha 

been given before; and in order, therefore, to 
_ , ’ 


‘The English protect their ships, but we burden 


i ees : : : ours. We burden every supply that goes on board 
more for ten additional years, for what pur- || We must know what the disease’ is before we our ships. Every pound of tea and every pound 
pose I am not yet able to understand, | undertake to apply a remedy. It has been || sugar is burdened with heavy tarill ebargs the 

If I understood the honorable Senator from || said and asserted generally that the depreda- reqeen ouemes ge shandanigy cs oa oe 
Minnesota in his remarks yesterday, he stated | tions of the Alabama were one cause of the || increase their shipping interests, and in every way 
that this was a most prosperous line, that it || decline of American commerce.. The depre- || We, depress ours” * * — * ree 

| 


_— 5° = Sas , SA : , . ; ‘In the first instance we have a depreciated cur 
was building new ships and good ships. He || dations of one small confederate steamer || ponoy. [think that militates against the building 


spoke about the great trade they were now || surely afford a wholly insufficient cause for the || of ships. We have very high prices of labor, and 





| 
conducting, and the great profits derived from } decline of the vast commerce the United States || high prices of all the materials (hat enter into the 
it. If so, why the occasion of all this? The || possessed. But if it was one of the causes || fOMsrugtea pho ro oat pater to 
honorable Senator from Oregon also stated || during the war it cannot be now. The Ala- || branches of industry, and of course they all tend to 
that this line was ina most prosperous condi- 1} bama no longer walks the waters. The bot increase the cost of the ships in the firs inst ince, 
tion. Is it so upon your Atlantic sea-board ? || tom of the sea received her years ago. If her ots Pp 70 aeat of the sailing 27, ee a eee 
Is j it so sieleen’ Have you any such line | depredations destroyed our commerce the re- | always been in favor of protecting Amer Ln buter 
elsewhere? And if you undertake because |! sult ought to have ceased with her existence. ests. I have been inclined to sustain our own arch 
this is on the Pacific ocean to appropriate || Surely her shadow does not still haunt the seas ae anibe 7 ae > Sate ene 
these large sums of money for such a long || and keep off and destroy American commerce. || ally in that direction. Most of our laws are formed 


period of time, how will it be when you come || There must be some other cause deeper and || With a view to protecting our Various industries: but 


: : se ; the laws which protect our general industry bear 
to your Atlantic sea-board, where you have no | broader and greater than that ; and if there is, || 5, pressively upon this particular interest, #0 that 


our right plan is to apply the remedy to that || the laws which are designed for the protection of 


lines of the kind? 
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American industry are really a burden upon our 


shipping indu y. He had been at some little pains 
within the last day or two to ascertain the cost of a 
thousand-ton iron sailing ship, built in New York, 
t mply with Li l’s specification, and fitted out 
' lor sea, excepting stores. It would cost $121,- 
( The same vessel would be built in England at 
3 ye ton, Wh 1, tllowing currency and exchange 
to be at $1 40, would make it «¢ t in our curreney 
very neari ne hundred and xteen thousand six 
hundred and sixty dollars. That would bea little 
over four thou id le than the American-built 
hip, and that showed about the extent of the relief 
that American ship-builder Wanted, The duty on 
} » averaged about thirty-five per cent. The duty 
on e iron it uch aship would be about twenty- 
one thousand dollars; sothatilfthatduty were taken 
off, it would ve the American builder an advan 
tuge of between sixteen and seventeen thousand 
tl In 

Mr. Weius. It is your opinion that the allow- 
i ft drawbacks n the materials used in ship 
building would facilitate and encourage the building 
i) } ' ‘ 

Mr. Rowna It would makea ship cost four 
teon or fifteen dollars a ton less, and that would 
help ou me; there is no doubt of it, 

Mr. Wouman. Lunderstand you to say that, with 
relief from the payment of taxes, internal and 
eXternal, on the materia entering into the con- 

ruction of ips, they could be built in this coun- 
try, of wood or of iron, 80 as to compete with toreign 
builders ? 

ir. Srimenrs. Yes, sir; but then I also want the 
indlucement t letting all stores be put on board 
ship tree of duty. ‘That would be an additional 
inducement to build ships, because it would afford 
pt tit + * * . * * ’ + 

Mr. Potnuon. Yes, sir; the act of last winteris a 
prohibitory tariff so tar as copper is concerned. It 
nets very seriously on the ship-repairing interest, 
The ships that require to be recoppered will take a 
freight which they knowis not profitable, and some- 


times where they know that there will be real loss 


upon it, for the purpose of getting to England in 
order to make a saving on their copper; thus not 


only cutting off the revenue that might be derived 
by this country from a moderate tariff such as ex- 
isted before the war, but also seriously injuring our 
mechanical interests in the coppering work being 
done in England which should be done in this coun- 
try. Not only was the coppering work thus lost to 
this country, but also a large amount of repairs 
which generally go with the coppering of vessels, 
such as rigging and carpenter work. It strikes ata 


dozen different kinds of mechanical interests. He 
thought that all that the ship-building interest of 
the country required was a drawback of duties on 
all the materials that enter into the construction of 
ships, particularly of the duties on iron, copper, 
nud cordage. The duty on copper at present was a 
prohibitory duty, preventing any importation of 
¢opper, and compelling American ship-builders to 
pay some seven or eight cents per pound tor copper 
more than the Hnaghsh ship-builders paid. The 
duties on iron, be believed, were from thirty to 
thirty-five per cent., operating to that extent 
ugainst the American ship-building interest. 

“The CuathmMan. Do you believe that if thedraw- 
backs were allowed to the amount of the duties paid 
theship-building business of the United States would 
revive immediately ? 

‘Mr. Wepp Yes, sir; immediately. 


Bhip-ObuLidir 


I have a 
tablishment, and keep it open, but 
untortunately we do not do much business there. I 
nim sorry to say that in that yard, where we built a 
great many ships, the grass is now growing. 

‘Mr. Ginpons. In the construction of iron ves- 
six tenths of the entire cost is labor and 
four tenths material, and the tax now required to 
be paid upon every material entering into the con- 
struction of a ship, from the lay ing ol her keel until 
ehe is finished, is a matter of vital conse quence to 
American ship-builders.”’ * . . **For 
instance, forty-five dollars in gold will buy a ton of 
plate or barironin England, which here costs eighty- 
eight or ninety dollars for plates and eighty-five dol- 
lars for bars. When this is worked up we find that 
they havethe advantage of us of about two tenths in 
material 

“FRANKLIN W. Smirn. In 1868 there were but 
six iron vessels built in the United States, and 
at present he believed that there was not one 
iron vessel on the stocks in this country. A bark 
of six hundred or seven hundred tons, and the 
iron bark Novelty, built by the Atlantic works, 
were the only iron sailing vessels built in this coun- 
try. Asto wooden shipping he was not able to fol- 
low its decline, the decline being so rapid. What 
was the reason for this? The answer might be given 
in one word—the tariff. The contrast on this mat- 
ter between the United States and Great Britain 
was most painful, In 1867, out of two hundred and 
twenty-seven ships built upon the Clyde, there were 
but fourteen of wood, and these averaged only one 
hundred and sixty tons each, ww held in his hand 
a slip from the Glasgow Herald, of August 7, 1869, 
detailing the launches which hi ud taken place dur- 
ing the previous month. ‘There were chseuen of 
them, amounting in all to thirteen thousand nine 
hundred and ninety-one tons, averaging nearly 
eleven hundred, and all of iron. Why could not 
this be done here? Because of the tariff. lle was 
indebted to one of the able articles of the New 
York Evening Post for a record of the changes in 
the tariff, and of the pressure which those changes 
had brought to bear upon the ship-building inter- 
est. In 1857, common rounds and squares of iron, 
such as are used in the wooden ship-building inter- 


sels noout 
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est, and which were then the great item to be taxed 
in ship-building, were taxed twenty-four per cent. 
ad valorem. In 1861 they were taxed fifty per cent., 
and in 1864 one hundred and twelve per cent. ad 
valorem, It was stated that by the proposed bill 
introduced by Mr. Moorhead, in 1868, those very 
bars of iron, essential in wooden ship-building 
were struck at for a rate of one hundred and sixty- 
eight percent. He held in his hand a list showing 
the charges to-day of an iron ship of one thousand 
tons burden, supposing that all her materials of for- 
eign construction were imported. 

“ Mr. Samugn Haut, of Kast Boston, ship-builder, 
made uw statement to the committee. Ile said that 
the wooden ship-building interest had been much 
depressed since the war. He had built but one ship 
since the war, and had one upon the stocks now. 
This depression was owing wholly to the high cost 
of the ships. The high duties upon the materials 
entering into the construction of ships, made ships 
cost from fifty te sixty per cent. higher than they 
did previous to the war. Iron which they used to 
buy tor not exceeding forty dollars per ton was now 
eighty dollars per ton; rigging which they used to 
buy at eight cents per pounr dl Wus Dow sixteen cents 
per pound; duck which they used to buy at twenty- 
eight cents a pound was now worth fifty-six cents; 
and everything else was in the same proportion. 
Unless there was something done to relieve ship- 
builders they would have to give up their business 
entirely. 

“Mr. Haypen. I propose the allowance of draw- 
backs on the amount of materials used in ship- 
building. I think that nothingelse would be requi- 
site. Let us have this and we can build ships as 
cbeaply as other nations can.” ¢ . * * 
The extra cost of ship-building in this country was 
now 80 great as almost, not quite, to annihilate 
American ship-building. The British kept on build- 
ing, and now they had tour or five times the tonnage 
engaged in the foreign carrying trade that Amer- 
icansbad. The remedy for the evil was to remove 
those disabilities. He suggested that a certain 
amount per ton, the exact figures te be obtained by 
estimates, should be allowed as a drawback upon 
every vessel built in this country, as an equivalent 
for the duty paid on the copper, iron, cordage, sail- 
cloth, &e., used in her construction. He thought 
that with these allowances American ship-builders 
could compete with foreign nations, 


“Mr. Svow. Speaking of subsidies, our ship-own- | 


ers, as a rule, would oppose with all their influence 
any subsidy, because it would be building up the in- 
terests of a fewto the prejudice of a great many. 
It seemed rather paradoxical that the ship-owner 
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who was interested in protection should at the same || 


time be in-tavor of free trade. Theship-owners of 
the United States had now the whole coastin; g trade 
and yet they asked for free trade in their ships. it 
might seem natural for them to oppose free trade, 
but they did not; they found that every nation in 
the world was encouraging free tradein ships; they 
found that all nations had been forced, from one 
cause or another, to recognize that their interests 
lay in that sort of free trade. We also think that a 
bonded warehouse system, such as they havein Eng- 
land, would be of much advantage to us. Prior to 
the war, and prior to having any internal revenue 
tax upon our goods, we did not feel the want of a 
bonded warehouse system; but now we do. If a 
ship is taking among her stores a barrel of whisky, 
for instance, instead of buying it here out of bond, 
at cost price and free of duty, she has to go to Eng- 
land and buy it there; because there she can get it 
free of duty and here she cannot. In England, all 
ships going abroad take their stores out of bond free 
oft duty, which lessens very much the cost of the out- 
fitofthe ship. Llere there is no such provision, and 
we need it very much, 

“Mr. Rowtanp. Taking the duty off iron might 
help ussome. It would make those Pennsylvania 
people come down in their prices, and then, instead 
ot building ships at the same prices or at greater 
prices than they are built in England, I think we 
could build them ten per cent. cheaper. It looks to 
me like a lack of enterprise among our merchants. 
When an Englishman makes three or four per cent. 
on the capital invested he is quite well satisfied; 


but our people do not look at it in that light. Labor | 


cost more here, but it wasalso worth more, in con- 
sequence of the superior intelligence of American 
mechanics; so that if the duty were taken off mate- 
rials a ship would not cost any more here than in 
England. The tax should come off iron used in the 
construction of iron ships. There was a very fine 
yard in Wilmington, Delaware, for the building of 
iron vessels, and such vessels could easily be built 
in Maine if they could have the iron in Maine as 
cheap as they had it on the Clyde. 

“Mr. Oppyke. Thesecond cause is the high duty 
charged upon such foreign materials as enter into 
the construction of ourships. Ships, after they are 
built in this country, have to compete, without any 


protection, with the ships of other countries. If we | 


charge a high duty on the materials used in the 
construction of our ships, their cost is necessarily 
enhanced to that extent. And after they are fin- 
ished, unlike our domestic manuiactures that are 
sold at home, our ships eater on the ocean and have 
to compete, even without any protection, with the 
vessels of other countries. That I regard as a most 
onerous exaction upon our shipping interest, and 
one that has done much to cripple it. 

*‘Joun Roacu. America has lost her commerce; 
and what has she obtained in exchange forit? Sim- 
ply the right for a few men to charge nine dollars 
per ton, in gold, on the importation of pig iron! 

‘Pig iron was the basis of all other metals con- 
nected with the making and repairing of ships. 
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There had been a revolution in ship-building, and 
iron was the material from which they were now 
built. The high cost of iron, produced by the tariff 
upon it, was one of the principal difficulties that our 
commerce had to contend with. 

<a he cost of sailing ships after they came under 
the American flag would be greater than their cost 
would beto foreign ship-owners; but it was believed 
that the ship-owners of America had sufficient en- 
ergy, enterprise, and ability to overcome that dif- 
ference just as the ship-builders of Maine thought 
that they could overcome the difference in the cost 
of labor, &c., if the materials that entered into the 
building of their ships were free of duty.”’ 

According to the last witness, these interests 
have been sacrificed for the purpose of pro- 
tecting the pigiron. **In order that a few men 
may get a little more for their iron, American 
commerce and American ship-building have 
been sacrificed.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the 
Senator suspend until order is restored? The 
business of the Senate will not be resumed 
until order is restored. [A pause. ] 

Mr. JOHNSTON. If these witnesses are 
right, the true cause of the decline of American 
commerce and Awerican ship-building is found 
in the high prices of articles that enter into 
the material for the construction of ships and 
in the high price of labor. Then the cost of 
running ships is increased by the high price 
of stores caused by heavy taxation. Then it 
is manifest that nothing can restore these in- 
terests but the removal of those causes. If 
we cannot build ships as cheap as they build 
them in England because the tariff is high and 
because taxation makes living and materials 
high, then, of course, the only resourcé left for 
us is to reduce the tariff, reduce taxation, and 
thus reduce the cost of the building of ships, 
and in that way restore this interest. But if 
we had the ships we then cannot run them be- 
cause the necessary stores cost more here than 
they do in Engiand, and a ship leaving New 
York and another one of the same capacity 
leaving Liverpool the Liverpool ship can be 
run cheaper than the other, because the sup- 
plies used there are cheaper there than they 
are here. Therefore we can compete neither in 
ship-building norin running ships with England 
or other Kuropean Powers until we enable our- 
selves to build our ships and run them as 
cheap as they do. 

hen, what isthe simple remedy? To re- 
duce taxation, not add to it. When we find 
these interests® suffering from heavy taxation, 
from the burdens that are imposed on the 
country, the ae is to add to that tax- 
ation instead of reducing it, and thus add to 
the causes that Sco produced this decline! 

If the present rate of taxation is high and 
we are burdened, of course as you increase 
taxation, increase the annual sum to be paid 
by the American people, you increase exactly 
in that proportion the burdens that bear on 
these interests. If the collection of $350,- 
000,000 a year from the people overwhelms 
and well-nigh destroys these interests, the 
addition of a large sum annually of course 
can only increase, not diminish the evil. 

Mr. WINDOM. As the Senator’s time is 
not limited, will he allow me to ask him a 
question on that point? 

Mr. JOHNSTON. Certainly. 

Mr. WINDOM. I understand him to state 
that the only reason we cannot now compete 
with England upon this and other lines is that 
we have a tariff which increases the price of 
articles that enter into the manufacture of 
ships. and if that were removed we could 
compete with England. Was that the state- 
ment of the Se anator? 

Mr. JOHNSTON. A high tariff and oner 
ous internal taxationsas well. 

Mr. WINDOM. Now, I ask him this ques- 
tion: on this very line between China and 
Liverpool, Great Britain pays a subsidy of 
$2,250,000. Great Britain has free ships, free 
materials, and free trade. Does the Senator 


mean to say that if we simpty repeal our tariff 
so as to reduce the price of the articles used 
in ship-building, we can compete with them as 
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against $2,250,000 and all the advantages they 
have, including that ot cheap money, worth 
only about one half the interest we are paying? 

Mr. JOHNSTON. The subsidized lines 
form a very small part of the commerce of 
either America or England. We cannot sub 
sidize all the ships we build; neither can Eng 
land. If we subsidize this line we do not 
benefit other lines. I shall presently show 
the relative distances to be traversed by Eng- 
land and the United States in competing for 
this trade, and that we have, in that respect, 
a pro‘ection which is equal to the subsidy Eng- 
land gives her vessels, and that will be a suth- 
cient answer to the Senator’s question. 

High taxation, both internal and external, 
by increasing the cost of material and labor, 
impair our commerce and render us unable to 
build ships. Yet it is illogically proposed to 
make our taxation higher, and thus enable us 
to do what we cannot do now. Having ascer- 
tained the cause of our trouble, we propose to 
aggravate and increase, instead of removing 
it. The country staggers and is ready to fall, 
and some great interests do perish under the 
immense burden now imposed upon the in 
dustry and energy of the people, and when the 
camel’s back is just ready to break we are 
asked to throw upon it, not the grain of sand, 
but &@ mountain ot sand. 

This whole subject may be put in this brief 
formula: the materials that enter into the 
construction of ships and the labor employed 
in building them are so costly in the United 
States that she cannot compete with England ; 
nor can she run ships upon equal terms, 
because ship stores can be bought cheaper 
in England than here. But why are ail 
these things dearer here than in England? 
Because there is a heavy duty upon them here 
and none in England. Then, by keeping up 
or increasing these duties. we keep up and 
increase the greater cost of construction and 
sailing ships. And the only pathway out of 
these troubles is through the reduction of tax- 
ation. Economize in public expenditure, re- 
duce taxation, take off the tariff from mate- 
rials, and the whole problem is solved. 

Mr. President, the distance to be traveled 
relatively by American ships and English ships 
to reach Japan, China, or Australia is cer- 
tainly a very important element to be consid- 
ered. If we are so much nearer those coun- 
tries as to give us a great advantage, we have 
what has been well denominated natural pro- 
tection. I wish, therefore, to call attention to 
the distances. 

From Liverpool to Calcutta is 11,379 nautical 
miles; from Liverpool to Melbourne, 11,555 
nautical miles ; from Liverpool to Java, 11,003 
nautical miles; from Liverpool to Nankin, 
13,003 nautical miles. From San Francisco 
to some of these same points see the difference. 
From San Francisco to Nankin is 6,900 miles ; 
trom San Francisco to Melbourne 7,500 
miles; from San Franeiseco to Yokohama is 
4,520 miles. So that suppose a ship to be 
started out from England to go to Yokohama, 
or Nankin, or Melbourne, it has to traverse 
twice the distance, or more than twice the dis- 
tance that one would going from San Francisco 
to the same point; in other words, two vessels 
plying between San Francisco and any of these 
ports can do as much as four of the same 
capacity plying between these ports and [ing- 
lish ports. In commerce ‘* distance does not 
lend enchantment to the view.’’ We have that 
advantage, therefore; and if we cannot with- 
Out protection do as much with two vessels as 
Engiand can with four, we are not entitled to 
have the commerce of the world. If thev. 
sailing or steaming twice the distance that we 
do, can overcome us in a contest of the com- 
merce of these countries, then we have no 


is 


American enterprise, and we do not deserve 
to succeed. 

Mr. President, | am under obligations to the 
Senate for its courtesy in suspending the rule 
for my benefit, and have nothing more to add. | 
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Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, there 
now a contract existing between the Govern- 
ment and this steamship line to pay $500,000 
«a year for monthly service. The proposition 
before us is to have a semi monthly service 
and pay $1,000,000 a year. Before I could 
vote for this subsidy | should want to know 
that it was necessary in order sustain a 
semi-mouthly service. lam advised that the 
business of this line is prosperous and grow- 


is 


to 


ing. Krom the information | have, they have 
got a start ou which they can get along with 


$500,000 a year and have a semi-monthly ser- 
vice. [lam advised that they are preparing to 
put on additional ships anyhow, whether they 
get an additional subsidy or not. For one, I 
am not willing to vote another appropriation 
of $5,000,000 to authorize a contract to be 
made tor teu years at an increased compensa- 
tion of $500,000 a year, unless 1 am satisfied 
that it is necessary in order to secure import- 
ant results. I want that 
subject. 

sear in mind that this line, as just stated 
by the Senator from Virginia, has immense 
advantages over any Kuropean line in the 
shortness otf distance. It is not subject to 
the same competition and the same dithculties 
that competing lines would be between New 
York and Liverpool. It has got a subsidy, to 
last some siX years yel, of $500,000 a year, 
and if the business of this line will now jus- 


some evidence on 


tify semi-monthly service, is 1t necessary that 
we shall increase or shall double the subsidy ? 
I am in favor of building up American com- 
merce; I am in favor of allowing materials to 
be imported free fur the building of iron steam- 
ships. We have nothing tolose by that. We 
are not building them now, and if we shall 
allow materials to come in free for the pur- 
pose of building these ships, we are not taking 
trom our manutacturers anything that they 
now have. Il wouid be opposed to allowing 
bounties, because that would take money out 
of the Vreasury that has been paid in trom 
other sources ; but to allow materials to come 
in free to build steamships is to allow mate- 
rials to come In that are not now used as 
But | am not prepared now to discuss that 
question. {am not willing to vote an enorm- 
ous subsidy of $1,000,000 a year to a single 
steamship line upnless there 1s some evidence 
—that 
this line cannot be put on semi-monthly without 


and up to tiis time there has been none 


this subsidy. 1 am told they are now running 
extra ships. lam toid they are now building 
three extra ships, that the business demands 
it, and that the business will sustain it; and 
trom what | have heard | am advised that they 
will put this semi-monthly service on anyhow, 
subsidy or no subsidy. It they can get a sub 
sidy so much the better; but before they ask 
Congress to vote this additional subsidy, let it 
be shown that this semi-monthly line cannot 
be sustained without it. We cannot justify 
ourseives before the people of this country in 
increasing this subsidy to $1,000,0U0 per an- 
num unless it can be shown that it is necessary 
tor the commerce ot this country. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. President, | am 
exceedingly rejoiced to hear the Senator from 
indiana enunciate what | think is so sound a 
political seutiment. I was gratified when that 
Senator told us the other day that-he honestly 
believed $70,000,000 of taxation uuder 
which the people were now laboring could be 
relieved and stricken off from our tax bills. J 
cordially agree with the honorable Senator. | 
shall not vote for this subsidy. One ounce of 
experieuce is worth pounds of theory. We 
have tried subsidies tou steamships years and 
years ago. We raised the subsidy to the Col 
lins line from $300,000 to $860,000. We were 
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then told that the prosperity of the commerce | 


of this country demanded it. ‘The subsidy was 
raised, and the peopie’s money went to that 
experiment. What became of it? Let his- 
tory answer. And now, when our taxes are 


“l 
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grinding the people in many of the agricul- 
tural States almost to powder, we are asked to 
double a subsidy to a prosperous line, which, 
so tar as my information goes, is not yet full, 
the capacity of which for business is not yet 
exhausted. 

[ feel a deep interest in the prosperity of 
my country, | hope; | desire to see every 
industry and all its arts prosper; but I will 
never consent, with the present amount of 
taxation, to be putting $500,000 or $1,000,000 
a year into the hands of a company which we 
are told is already prosperous and already 
doing a large business, under the specious 
guise that we are helping to improve our ship 
building. 

I cannot agree with my honorable friend 
from Minnesota [Mr. Winpom] that this is a 
step in the right direction. Wecan go abroad 
and buy ships, and on foreign bottoms we can 
float our flag and do all the business that this 
country requires, without taxing our people 
and getting no benefit in return. 
has been over for years. 
building revived? 


The war 
Why has not ship 
It is because of your im 
mense, onerous duties upon iron. Let busi- 
ness revive, let the debt be paid off, before we 
attempt to increase these expenses. 

Honorable gentlemen tell us that we ought 
to relieve the country of seventy or eighty mil- 
lion dollars of taxes this year. What sincer 
ity can there be in that if the dominant party 
intend, not in this subsidy alone, but in many 
others which are to come after it, to put into 
the hands of these various companies millions 
and millions of dollars? England is ex 
ample to me as to her subsidies. However 
prosperous she may bein some respects, what 
ever the amount of millions that she gives for 
her mail service to steamships, I cannot shut 
my the fact of the condition of her 
Ihe aristocratic few lord it over 
the toiling millions who either have to go to a 
silent doom or have flee from their own 
mother land to find an asylum in this country 
for themselves and for their ehildren—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. WINDOM. Lam somewhat surprised 
at the reason given by the Senator who has 
just taken his seat for opposition to this meas- 
ure. He opposes it in one breath because we 
formerly made an effort of this kind—! 
pose he refers to our experience in the Collins 

-which failed. Theretore, be argues, be 
cause aid to steamships failed, this is wrong! 
In the next place, he is opposed to it because 


no 


eyes to 


population, 


to 
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this line has been a success and is prosperous, 
and therefore it is wrong! The reasons, it 
seems to me, do not agree with themselves 
very well. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman 
allow me a single sentence? 

Mr. WINDOM. Not out of my five min 
utes. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I bope it will not be 
taken out of the Senator’s time. I say if it i 
prosperous it does not need the subsidy. 

Mr. WINDOM. The Senator from Indiana 
{[Mr. Morron] also made reference to the 
prosperity of this line. IL stated yesterday, 
and [| think the figures will show it, that so 
far as the development of commerce, so fat 
as the increase of the business of this country 
is concerned, it has been a success; but the 
statistics will also show that after the construe 
tion of the Pacific railroad this company lost 
on their Panama line over $900,000 the first 
year, and that they have not been prosperous 
is very clear from the price which their stocks 
have borne in the market. Some years ago 
their stock was very much above par, | think 
at one time selling at some four hundred per 
cent., and now it is down to sixty or seventy 

Mr. MORTON. Will my friend allow me 
to make a statement not to come out of his 
time ? 

Mr. 
dition. 


WINDOM. Certainly, on that con 





M Mi ‘TON. 1 | LO biz lime 
from California to China. [{f that line in it- 
eiti pro eT i Ol + A payiliy ine, with 
NUU 000 a year bsidy. that is a reason why 
we should 4 rant additional ibsidy ; but 
becau this 1 Panama [ir unprofitable 
now and ha een, we cannot afford to grant 
i subsidy « Chinese line to make up for 
the | on the Panama line 

Mi VINDOM I'he sidy which this 
comp ‘ ‘ i apy hed, it is true, 
1 ! i j mia ie but they give 
us. bi les, a service of over three hundred 
and sixt x thousand miles in the aggregate 
per annum, for which we pay no subsidy what 
eve l o these matters because they 
are to be taken as a whole Che law apples 
simply >the main line, but bhey do a large 
ervice to the Government over and above that 
withe ibsidy 

Phe Senator from Indiana also desires some 
reasol why t is nece ary; he wants soine 
evidence on tha ibject | refer the honor 
able Senator to the evidence given us by the 
executive lepartment of the Government. 
love ry year jor in lust four years the Post- 
master General has appeate 1 to Congress for 
its assistance in securing increased service on 
this line. The Secretary of the Treasury says 
that me vid IS necessary to secure additional 
service or that our commerce is to be ruined. 
The President of the United States, in his last 
two messages, in December, 1870 and 1871, 
“uppci to Congre Lor esame thing. Now, 
[ present the views of these ollicials who have 
eXamined the ect, Wi i nha nething 

ne i Lo rea ( I} 
compa isk noth r mol ) Lititainm the 
prese ervice I 1 requ nh doub 
hie he service, there must be ne ld 
tional aid. | will give the Senator another 
reason why this 18 necessary | find in the 


New York Stockholder of April 80 the fol 
t 


Transpaci Nie Vavigation Cor pon ny.—A prom- 
inent London journal announces the registration of 
a company with this title, for the purpose of ran- 
ning «line of steamers between e ports of China 
and J pan an Lltoa porton th Paciti connecting 
with the American system of railways. The capital 
is fixed at 35,750,000, a large portion of which, it is 
mnounced, has bee subseribed by the directors 
and their triend The directors are said to be influ- 
ential and practical men in ste unboat enterprise, 

dg mnasist of ih. H. Green, bank r, London; Gibson 
lio n, merchant, Bradford; W. Jalt, London, and 
late of Japan; William Nicol, ship-owner, Liver- 

ool: Witham Malcolm, iron-master, Wilts; and W. 
Wetn ore Cryder, merchant, London, The managers 
immounced are Malcolm, lludson & Co., London, and 
Lludson, Maleoim & Co., Japan, with power to ap- 
point sub-agents. Should this new enterprise be 
successtully organized, we shall in due time have 
two lines of steamers between our Pacitic ports and 
the eastern empires of China and Japan. Mr. Green 
is known in American business circles as an active, 
erer-etic man, and onewhocontrols a large capital. 
Lhe other gentlemen named are also mostly known 
here, and are of the highest respectability.” 

hi Is entire ly authentic and confirmed by 


private advices from London. There has been 


already organized in London a company to 


run another hue between the same points, a 


company that will be subsidized undoubtedly 
by the British Government, as they now sub 
BId!7 their line to China. It we choose to 


say we will not render any assistance for 
increased matl service on this route the new 
English company will come in and drive us 
from the Pacific as we have been driven from 
the Atlantic; and we shall reap our reward 
within the next year probably. 

Mr. COLE. I wish in the five 
allowed me 


minutes 
er in a light in 
which it has not probably been presented 
before. Thes+ vessels are essentially war ves- 
sels. By the origimal bill that authorized the 
establishment of this line it was provided that 
bef re the vessels should be received they 
should be inspected by some skillful naval con- 
structor, an ofticer of the United States Navy, 
who was to be appointed by the Secretary of 
the Navy, and make his report before the ves 
sels were to be received. They 


in this sense, 


to pre sent this matt 


y are war vessels 


ries an armament, not a full battery, I con- 
cede, but several very effective guns, and equal 
in combat, each of them, probably, to any ves- 
sel of war of either of the nations with which 
they are trading. The proposition of the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey [Mr. Stockton | is that 
all the vessels hereafter shall be so constructed 
as to be readily converted into vessels of war, 
transformed in a moment as it were in a case 
of necessity, and the bill provides that they 
inay be taken at any time for the service of 
the Navy Department. 

Now, Mr. President, such being the char- 
acter of the vessels, let me ask the attention 
of the Senate to another view that may be 
taken of this matter. 

We have expended, as was stated here yes- 

terday, between three and four hundred mil 
lions in the last decade upon the Navy. We 
are now expending full twenty millions on the 
average a year, not to build vessels, but to 
keep them in order; and it has been stated 
here, and not denied, that the effective ves- 
sels in our Navy now are less than forty. So 
that you expend every year a half million 
dollars upon every vessel of war that you have 
capable of service to-day. That is not 
counted; all that goes for naught; it is of as 
little use to the nation as if it were sunk in the 
sea. Now, the proposition is, by the expendi- 
ture of $500,000 a year to add half a dozen or 
a dozen vessels to your Navy, and to cause to 
be invested in such, vessels which are to be 
used for the Navy, and to be kept in repair 
without any expense to the Government— 
vessels, I say, which would cost and will cost 
five or ten million dollars. By this expendi- 
ture you virtually put that amount of capital 
» your Navy. 
Mr. NORWOOD. If the Senator will allow 
me, (and with the consent of the Senate he may 
have the five minutes I might occupy on this 
amendment in answering my questions,) I 
desire to put some inquiries to him. 

Mr. COLE. If agreeable to the Senate, of 
course T am willing. 

fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. 
hears no objection. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I should like to know 
of the Senator why it is that this line, which 
has been running for seven years, and which in 
the beginning h: ad a subsidy of $500,000, and 
which has gone on increasing and prospering 
should now require double that subsidy for 
double that service? In other words, if they 
could run on the subsidy of $500,000 seven 
years ago when the trade was in its infancy 
and probably making very little profit, and it 
has increased its profits every year till now, 
why with a double service do they require a 
double subsidy ? 

Mr. COLE. I will answer the Senator, I 
think, to his satisfaction. The vessels of this 
company have been running for the last twenty 
years or more between New York, by way of 
Panama, and San Francisco. By the comple- 
tion of the Pacific railroad, travel and trade 
were diverted across the continent, and some 
of the larger vessels the company had on hand 
at that time they were able to use in establish- 
ing this line across the Pacific. Therefore 
they were not required to build the fleet neces- 
sary to carry on this line at once. They have 
since that time built, as the reports show, four 
new vessels, each of which cost something 
over a million dollars, vessels of over four 
thousand tons burden, among the largest ves- 
sels afloat. Now, to double the service, it 
will require an additional supply of new ves- 
sels, which undoubtedly will cost over a mil- 
lion apiece and number four or five. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Now the Senator will 
pardon me a moment again. The bill pro- 
vides that those vessels shall be American bot- 
toms. Does not that necessarily increase the 
subsidy that you want to give to the company? 


The Chair 


If they could build these ships in England 


instead of requiring them to be built in Amer 


(bat every one of them to-day car- || ica, where labor is higher and materials are 
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higher—from whatever cause we will not dis- 
cuss—they would not need so much subsidy, 
Do they not require a heavier subsidy to be 
given to them on that account? 

Mr. COLE. To be sure the vessels prob- 
ably could be built cheaper in England, but it 
so happens that under our laws vessels built 
in England cannot run under our flag. Ves 
sels must be built in the United States and by 
Americans in order to carry our flag. I will 
say to the Senator that if you do not put on 
this additional service you will see an English 
line on that precise route within a very short 
time, as I am informed, and as I certainly 
believe. ; 

Mr. STOCKTON. With the permission 
of the Senator from California I will sugyes: 
that I do not think wooden vessels can be 
built in England cheaper than they can be 
here at this time. The reason that vessels 
are built cheaper on the Clyde is on account 
of the tariff we have on iron. 

Mr. COLE. It so happens that these ves- 
sels are to be-of American construction 
entirely. The engines and every part in 
them are to be built in America, and that 
of course will add very materially to the 
ship-building interest of this country, and 
they will be of a character of vessels as in 
the past of which we shall be proud, and we 
shall see so much to all intents and purposes 
added to the American Navy, because under 
the provisions of this law these vessels can 
be taken at any time for military use. 

Now, the proposition is to put so many ves- 
sels of war to commercial use during times of 
peace. One of the Senators this presen: 
spoke of our building vessels of war at gre 
expense, and he asserted that these mail ves- 
sels would not probably be used at all in time 
of war. Why, sir, many, many of the vessels 
we have built for war purposes have been upon 
the seas for years, and gone to the bottom, or 
to piec es from dec: Ly, without ever encounter- 


| ing an enemy, without ever entering into an 


engagement. ‘That often happens. "Ve ry few 
of the vessels we have had tor the last eighty 
years since we have been a nation have actu- 
ally been engaged in battle; and yet during 
that time we have had a good many vessels, 
and it may be that these vessels in the China 
service will never be called upon to enter bat- 


| tle; but we shall have a navy nevertheless. 


We shall have complete protection upon the 
Pacitic sea; much better protection than would 


| be afforded by any regular navy we are likely 


| built more ships of date. 


to have. 

We have in the past built many ships of war, 
and the complaint now is that we have not 
Why, we had better 
let private parties put their capital in them. 


| It is our duty to lend them encouragement, 


and then we have the vessels ready for use 
whenever they are valled for, ready to receive 


| a battery at a moment’s notice in ease of 
| necessity ; and then these vessels put to this 


| pee ace. 


use preserve the peace ; they patrol the ocean, 
they are running to and fro across the Pacific, 
and mingling in commerce, and so preserving 
War and commerce are not harmo 
nious, as we all know, and the tendency of 
establishing a line of this kind is to maintain 


| the peace. 


Mr. NORWOOD. If the Senator will par- 


don me, there is one point on which | desire 


| information, and it is this: what is the neces- 
| sity for extending a subsidy in this bill to teu 


years? Why not put it for five years or a less 
time? That would answer the purpose just as 
well. Ifthe business of the line is increasing 
year by year, may they not be able to stand 
alone in a shorter time than ten years without 

a subsidy? 

Mr. COLE. I can answer that question to 
my friend’s satisfaction, I am sure. It is in 


the discretion of the Postmaster General in 
the first place to make the time shorter if he 
| will; but I am satisfied he cannot do so, 
| because persons having capital will not put it 
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into these vessels unless they have some assur- 
ance that the vessels are to be used, unless 
they are assured that they wili have the advan- 
tage of their investment for a certain length 
of time. | have no doubt that answers my 
friend’s inquiry fully. I know that that is 
the care with which capital protects itself 
always. 

Only one other point, Mr. President. My 
time is running away rapidly. These vessels, 
instead of being burdens upon the nation, call- 
ing upon your Treasury every year for haifa 
million each, as your war vessels do, are con- 
stantly adding to your wealth. They are not 
only pouring money into your Treasury directly 
through your custom-houses, but they add to 
the national wealth constantly, and help to 
build up the nation instead of exhausting it as 
do all the instruments of war. 

Further than that, they add to the efficient 
marine force during times of peace, upon 
which we may rely in time of war. If we had 
simply a navy, and only sailors enough to man 
it, the first few encounters with an enemy 
would destroy its efficiency if we had not some 
means of securing afresh supply of experienced 
seamen. These vessels will keep up the sup- 
ply of experienced seamen. In that consisted 
the strength of the American Navy in former 
years. We had the fisheries and a commerce 
which afforded a constant supply of efficient 
men to man our Navy, and in that consisted 
its entire strength. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. KELLY. Mr. President, I stated yes- 
terday that | was not opposed to granting sub- 
sidies to inaugurate steamship lines in their 
infancy, but that | had great opposition to 
fostering and cherishing those that were already 
prosperous, and | stated that this line was in a 
prosperous condition. ‘The honorable Senator 
from California and the honorable Senator 
from Minnesota, instead of showing that this 
line needed a subsidy, made the general state- 
ment that our merchant marine was going to 
ruin, that it needed resuscitation, that some- 
thing must be done to revive American com- 
merce. How is that an answer to my sugges- 
tion? If it be true that the commerce ot the 
Atlantic is in ruin, if it be true that our sail- 
ing vessels have been swept from the seas, can 
they be revived by subsidizing a steamship 
line that is already in a prosperous condition ? 
How can it be done? Is it not rather a dis- 
couragement to the sailing class of vessels if 
we foster and cherish the steamship lines? Is 
it not taking away from that class of vessels 
that need protection 

Mr. WEST. Will the Senator yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. KELLY. Ihope the Senator will allow 
me to go on a little longer. 





Mr. WEST. I only wish to say one word | 
on that point, and that is that all our marine 


statistics prove that wherever we have estab- 
lished a steam line, our sailing vessels have 
increased in the same quarter. 

Mr. KELLY. Mr. President, when Sen- 
ators will vote to put a limitation of five min- 
utes upon us, and not allow us longer than 
that to discuss these subjects, it is rather oe 
ing a little too much when gentlemen take 
great portion of that time away from us in 
brgponadiog questions. 

Mr. WEs?r. I will yield my five minutes 
to the Senator if there be no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 


the Senator from Oregon. 


Mr. KELLY. I am very much obliged to | 


the Senator. 

This line, as I said, is in a prosperous con- 
dition. The honorable Senator from Califor- 
nia while admitting it at times, seems to deny 
it at others. He says if we do not grant this 
subsidy, the steamship company cannot and 
will not build these new vessels, and hence 


ator from Louisiana yields his five minutes to || 


all will go by the board. I ask the Secretary 
to read a short letter which will show what 
that steamship co mpany propose to do, and 
that they are not really going to ruin. 

rhe Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Freight and Passage Circular for the trade with 
China and Japan. 
OrFIce Paciric MaIL StKaMSHIP COMPANY, 
New York, October 2, 1871. 

Dear Sir: I beg to inform you that the Pacific 
Mail Steamship Cot mpany will begin asemi-monthly 
transpacific line between San Francisco, Japan, 
and China, on the 15th of May, IS72, with regular 
departures thereafter from San Francisco on the Ist 
and 15th of every month, except when such dates 
fall on Sunday, when the departures will take place 
on the Saturday preceding. 

The company will be prepared to supply addi- 
tional tonnage should the trade require it. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

ALLAN McLANE, President. 

Mr. KELLY. It will be seen that the com 
pany will have its new . in Operation withina 
few days, the middle of this month. Whether 
this subsidy is granted or not, they are going 
on with semi-monthly trips. [ understand that 
the line in its last voyage brought fifteen hun- 
dred passengers from China and Japan to San 
Francisco, showing conclusively that the pas- 
senger trade is amounting to a vast sum of 
money. I had the figures showing the freight 
list, but I have somehow mislaid them; the 
amount is enormous. This company is pros 
pering beyond all precedent; and yet in the 
face of that we are asked to vote ten million 
of subsidy to it while the country is laboring 
and groaning under taxation. Is this right? 
Is it just? This company, I have no doubt, 
in a very short time, if it be as prosperous in 
the future as it has been in the ere will be 
enabled to have a weekly instead of a semi- 
monthly line on the ocean, and are we then in 
a state of prosperity to increase this subsidy 
totwo millions a year? I presume that would 
necessarily follow, that whenever there is 
an increase in its business, an increase in its 
prosperity, an increase in its trips, then, how 
ever prosperous the company may be, and 
however burdensome the taxes of the country 
may be upon us, we shall be compelled to pay 
$2,000,000 a year instead of $1,000,000, as 
now. 

For this reason I object to granting this 
subsidy. If we must subsidize, if the people 
are to be taxed for such objects, let us sub- 
sidize the weak; let us discriminate; let us 
favor the weak lines of steamers and sailing 
vessels; those that are struggling into exist- 
ence, not those that are strong and can stand 
without any aid from the Government. 

Again, I stated yesterday that I objected to 
subsidizing this line because it brought a class 
of passengers to this country who are objec 
tionable to the people of the Pacitic coast. 
Both parties, Republican and Democratic, 
have in their conventions protested against 
Chinese immigration, which has a tendency to 
drive away white labor from our coast. [ 
desire Senators to show whether they are in 
favor of the policy of encouraging Chinese 
immigration to our coast or whether they are 
opposed to it. I shall therefore demand the 
yeas and nays upon this amendment, and we 
will see whether Senators are in favor of 
bringing that class of persons to our coast, 
heathens from the teeming millions of China; 
whether they are to be brought here and kept 
to work against our own workmen. That is 
the question, and it is a very serious one to 
the people of the Pacific coast; and | desire 
to see how Senators will vote upon it, whether 
the platforms of political parties are to say 
one thing and the votes of Senators are to say 
another thing; whether we are to encourage 
that immigration, or whether we are opposed 
to it. 

Mr. HARLAN. I have very great doubt 
about the wisdom of increasing the subsidy for 
this service. No one can pretend that it will 
hasten the mails from our shores to China or 
in all human probability increase the number 


e “ad 


of trips that will be made by the mail-carriers. 
We have already heard from the Secretary's 
desk that this company is about to put ‘on 
semi-monthly vessels, or vessels to start semi- 

monthly from San Francisco to the East lt 
they put on these ships, doubtless under the 

existing contract they will be compelled to 
carry any mail which the Government may 
choose to put aboard. 1| believe this is a con 

dition in all mail contracts. So that if they 
publish the truth of themselves, that they are 
about to put on these additional vessels, if 
they put them on, and the existing contract is 
of the tenor which is usual in such cases, they 
will be compelled to carry the mail on each 
vessel which they sail on that line. Hence it 
will be no addition to the mail service. 

But it is said by the honorable Senator 
trom California that these ships are to be war 
ships, and that at the same time that we in- 
crease the subsidy we shall be in the uct of 
constructing a war navy for the United States. 
Let us see what the provision is: 

And the Government of the United States shall 
have the right, in case of war, to take, for the use 
of the United States, any of the steamers of said 
line upon payment of a reasonable compensation, 

Pray tell me, Senators, if the United States 
cannot do this now? What additional power 


does this clause confer upon the Government 


of the United States? Have we not the power 
now, and have we not exercised it in every 
war that has ever existed? ‘That the Govern- 
ment of the United States may take property 
for the public use by paying for it | suppose 
will not be ealled in question. Then this clause 
confers no additional right on the Government 
of the United States. 

But it is said this is to be in theaid of com 
merce, that our commerce is being swept 
from the sea and going into the hands of other 
commercial peoples. Well, sir, it would be 
the province of the chairman of the Commit 
tee on Commerce to correct this misapprehen 
sion. If the published statistics which have 
been laid on the table of every Senator can be 
relied on, our commerce has not been swept 
from the seas at any time. Ihave before me 
- » last report of the Secretary of the Treas 

‘y, dated June 30, 1871, giving a statement 
e ouuibitas the amount of tonnage of the Uni 
ted States annually from 1789 to 1871, incla 
sive, all the registered, enrolled, aud licensed 
tonnage employed in steam navigation in each 
year. By looking at this table we find that the 
largest amount of American tonnage which 
has ever existed in one year was 5,539,813 
tons. This was for the year 1861. The lowest 
amount, according to this report, was for the 
year 1869, and it amounted to 4,144,639 tons 
Since then the tonnage has been on the in 
crease. For the last year it is reported al 
4,282,607 tons. 

But in calling the attention of the chairman 
of the Committee on Commerce to this subject 


at his desk privately, and he will pardon me 


for alluding to this fact, he said it might be 
probably explained or largely explained by 
the fact that our coastwise tonnage Was in 
creasing but the tonnage engaged in toreign 
commerce was diminishing. Well, sir, I hotd 
in my hand another table sent to the Sena‘e 
at the same time containing these very remark 
able figures. I read from the report, page 502, 
table No. 18, proportion of the enrolled tor 

nage employed in the coasting trade, ¢ 
fishery, mackerel fishery, whale fishery, &c 
Linder the head of ‘‘coasting trade’’ I tind 


‘ 
‘a 


| that the largest amount of tonnage engaged in 


that trade for any one year was 48,603,071 
tons. ‘That was for the year 1865. For the last 


| year the coastwise tonnage amounted to but 


2,764,599 tons. , 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena 
tor’s time has expired. 
Mr. HARLAN. I will move an amendment 
to the pending amendment. 


Mr. MORTON. I should like to ask the 
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Senator a question with his permission. I 


anderstood the Senator to say that the 
tary of the 
was about 
anyhow. 
Mr. HARLAN 1 did 
Secretary of the Treasury said so ; 
@ report read from the 


Secre 
l'reasury stated that this company 
to put on a semi-monthly service 
not state that the 
but | heard 
Secretary's desk just 


now, on the request of the honorable Senator 
from Oregon, which did state the fact. 
Mr. WINDOM Will the Senator, if it is 


not to be taken out of his time, allow me to 
lation to that? 

Certainly. 

The that such a 
that sent to the desk by the Senator 
sued, and the fact also is 
ction of the board of directors of the 
which authorized that circular to be 


issued was so objectionable to the stockholders 


stute the fact in re 
Mr. HARLAN 
Mr. WINDOM. 


ecire 


fact is 
ilar “#8 
from Ore 
that the a 


company 


von Was 18 


that it resulted in a change of the board, and 
that that action has since been reconsidered 
and no such line will be put on. 

Mr. HARLAN. I have no doubt when 
they concluded to apply for a subsidy they 
would rescind that act and withdraw their ad- 


vertisement for the time being. 


Mr WINDOM. Chey ousted the other 
hoard before me] did it. 
Mr. HARL: Ot cour e they rg They 


knew very we f ut if the country had already 
learned to know that they had decided to put 
on these ships the people would not justify 
Congress in voting an additional subsidy. 
Hence, they rescind the action of this board 
and wait to see if Congress will give them an 
additional $10,000,000 for the same 
and e they are about to perform in the 
interest olf commerce. 

But, sir, | was about to read. 


1866 the coastwise tonnage 


service 
A servic 


For the vear 


was 3,553,657 tons; 


tor the last vear, 2,764,599 tons. Here is a 
falling off in the coastwise trade of 599,058 
tons | need not inform any Senator that we 


coastwise trade; all 
foreign competition is absolutely prohibii ed; 
but the falling off than half a million 
tons. And this accounts largely for the ap- 
ng off of total 


have a mon poly of the 


isomore 
tonnage of the 


parent Talli the 


United States. lake the year ot the smallest 
tonnage, I8G&:; it was then 4,144,639 tons; 
and the largest, 1861, was 5,559,813 tons, 
making a difference of 1,257,206 tons, so that 


ition of the coastwise tonnage makes 
a very large per cent. of the aggregate diminu 
but then the startling fact must be pres- 
ent in the mind of Senator, that our 
tonnaye 18 increasing from year to year, and 
has been for several years last past. 

In the face of these facts, with what propri 
ety can the Senate of the United States double 
for carrying the United States mails? 
Kverybody who has given the slightest atten- 
tion to this subject knows that the pay this 
line are already receiving is largely in excess 
of the they perform; that the mails 
hired to carry across the Pacific by 
vaying any ship the ocean postage, and the 
Deereases General bas now the authority to 
make these contracts by a statute passed but a 
few years since. He may contract with any 
carry the mail of the United States 
lor the ocean postages. 

rhis measure, therefore, is not necessary to 

cure the carrying ofthe mail. It will be per- 
fectly useless as @ war measure. It gives us 
nothing that we have not now under existing 
law, and as we have learned from the published 
statements of this company, it will not even 
augment the number of ships which they will 
put on the Pacific ocean or on this line of 
commerce 

(here is one other observation that I desire 
to make, and that is that just as sure as you 
increase this subsidy you diminish the proba- 
bilities of any competition. [f commerce shall 
ever spring up between the United States and 


the dimin 


tion ; 


every 


the pay 


service 


vl he 


ship to 


| time to build the ships. 


the vast commercial interests ofthe two nations 
line of steamships can perform the 

But, while this commerce is 
Sp ringing up, 
iste nce 


no one 


service. sir, 


pany to ’ monopolize the business and thus drive 


while it is struggling for an ex- | 
we place it in the power of this com- | 


out other companies that may desire to put | 


ships on the same line. If it is not necessary, 
therefore, to secure the carrying of the mails, 
is of no use whatever as a war measure, and 
is not demanded in the interests of commerce 
and will tend tomake this more of a monopoly 
than it is to-day, I am at a loss to see any 
substantial reason for enlarging the subsidy. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. [amanxious 
to give some assistance to commerce in almost 
any direction, but a subsidy is objectionable, 
and very objectionable in the form in which it 
ispresented here. I understand that this com- 
pany is already under contract for five years 
to come to carry the mails as they have done 
in time past. ‘This bill proposes that we shall 
make a contract with the same parties, giving 
no other parties any opportunity for competi- 
tion at all, not increasing the number of ves- 
sels to a certain extent over those they now 


run, but incree using the compensation, doubling || ator from Vermont offers an amendment to 


the compensation they now receive for vessels 
they already have in existence. I propose, 
therefore, to offer an amendment changing the 
first portion of this section, so that the con- 
tract shall be given out to the lowest bidder, 
and that there sha!! be time for vessels to be 
constructed. | am not for giving a monopoly 
to this or any other company. 1 shall move 
that amendment whenever it may be in order. 

Sir, I am not deceived in relation 
service. While I believe it will be extremely 
important to the country, | wholly throw aside 
the intimation that it has already proved of 


to this | 


any very great advantage to the Treasury as | 


compared with the amount paid out. It has 
simply caused a transfer of a large share of 
the tea trade fromthe Atlantic to the Pacific. 
I do not care where the tea comes in, whether 
on one ocean or the other; but so far as the 
increase of duties is concerned, if there had 
been no such steamship service, the same 
amount of revenue 
teas would have been collected. 
strike out on page 6, section four, from line 
six down to and including the word ‘‘thereof,’’ 
in line fifteen, and insert what I send to the 
Secretary's desk as a substitute for the pend- 
ing proposition. 

Mr. WINDOM. Will the 
Vermont allow me a moment’? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
explain this amendment. 

Mr. POMEROY. I wish to make a point 
of order upon it at the proper time, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. If Senators 
will look at their bills and insert after the word 
‘*contract,’’ in line nine, the words ‘‘ with the 
lowest bidder after sixty days’ public notice ;”’ 
and on the same page, after the word ‘‘ years,”’ 
in line ten, insert ‘* from and after the Ist day 
of October, 1873;"’ and on page 7, line fifteen, 
after the word ‘*thereof,’’ insert ‘‘ but which 
shall in no case exceed the annual amount 
hereby appropriated,’’ they will have the sub- 
stance of the amendment which [ propose. 
rhis will give fair competition. It will give 
It is not taking time 


Senator from 


I desire to 


| by the forelock, as the amendment of the com- 


mittee proposes to do, and to give this com- 
pany five years before their contract termin- 


| ates an additional subsidy for work they are 


China ia proportions at all commensurate with | 


already doing. 

Mr. POMEROY. Is this amendment in 
order? I understood that the amendment to 
the amendment moved by the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. Stockton] was now pend- 


| ing. 


we have collected upon | 
I move to | 
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Mr. WINDOM. I desire to explain the 
action of the committee on this matter. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Senator has spoken 
several times. 

Mr. WINDOM. I do not want to speak; 
but [ see that there is evidently a contusion 
in these amendments, and I desire to state 
what I believe to be the condition of the bill, 
and what the committee desires. The dis- 
cussion has been upon the eighth line wholly, 
and I was not aware that any amendment had 
been offered further than that, although it has 
been discussed. ‘he committee propose to 
strike out all in lines nine, ten, eleven, twelve, 
thirteen, fourteen, and fifteen, down to the 
and insert at the proper 
time what I send to the Secretary to be read, 
and now give notice of. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
amendment I offered is in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
so rules. 

Mr. WINDOM. I simply give notice that 
I shall offer that amendment from the com- 


I ask if the 
The Chair 


| mittee at the proper time. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 


the amendment, which will be read. 
The Curer CLerK. Itis proposed to amend 
that portion of the section so as to read: 


For steamship service between some port or ports 
of the United States on the Pacific coast and Japan 
and China, $1,000,000; and the Postmaster General is 
hereby authorized to contract with the lowest bid- 
der, after sixty days’ public notice, for a term of ten 
years from and after the lst day of October, 1873, 
for carrying asemi-monthly mail on said route. ata 


| compensation not to exceed the rate per voyage now 


paid for the monthly service, and upon the same 
conditions and limitations as prescribed by the ex- 
isting acts of Congress in reference thereto, and the 
contracts made in pursuance thereof, but which shall 
in no case exceed the annual amount hereby appro- 
priated. 

Mr. COLE. I ask forthe reading of the 
proposition of the Senator having the bill in 
charge. 

Mr. WINDOM. I hope the Senator from 
Vermont will add his amendment to the per 
fected amendment as the committee propose to 
make it. 

Mr. COLE. I should like to hear the amend- 
ment read as suggested or reported by my 
friend from Minnesota. 

The PRESIDING 


OFFICER. If there 


| be no objection, the Secretary will read the 


'new company, while there is a contract 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That was 
accepted by unanimous consent. There was || 


only one amendment pending until the Sena- | 
tor from Vermont offered his amendment. 


| 


amendment to the amendment intended to 
be proposed by the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I have seen 
the amendment to be proposed by the Senator 
from Minnesota, and it is even more objec- 
tionable than the amendment as it now stands, 
for in terms and specifically it prescribes that 
the contract shall be made with the present 
contractors. Therefore [am opposed to the 
change and prefer the amendment as I have 
offered it. 

Mr. MORTON. I desire to suggest to tke 
Senator from Vermont that [ think his amend 
ment provides for what he does not mean. It 
provides for a contract for a semi-monthly 
service, which may be made with an entirely 
now 
for monthly service which will last for five or 
six years yet. It might result in having two 
services. 

Mr. WINDOM. It was precisely to obvi 
ate that difficulty that I have offered my 
amendment. 

Mr. MORTON. If he will simply provide 
for another monthly service, then we get two, 
and the two together make it semi-monthly. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I will modify 
my amendment so as to say ‘*an additional 
monthly service’’ instead of ‘¢ semi-monthly.”” 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 


, ator from Vermont modifies his amendment to 


the amendment. 


Mr. WINDOM. I have no objection to the 


Senator from Vermont modifying that if he 
desires to do so, but I think the committee 





li 


ou 
mM! 


al 


he 
ps 


at 
0 








wa oe 


oa 


ought to be permitted to perfect their amend- | 


ment before it 1s acted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Minnesota asks to have the moditied 
awendmentofthe committeeread. ‘The Chair 
hears no objection, and the amendment as pro- 
posed to the modified will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. The amendment is to 
atrike out in section four commencing in line 
nine down to and including the word ‘‘thereof,”’ 
and to insert: 


And the Postmaster General is hereby authorized 
to contract with the present contractors for a term 
of ten years tor the conveyance of an additional 
monthly mail on said route, at a compensation not 
to exceed the rate per voyage now paid to the said 
contractors under the existing contracts, and upon 
the same conditions and limitations as prescribed 
by existing acts of Congress in reference thereto, 
and the respective coutracts made in pursuance 
thereof; and the said contractors shall be required 
to carry the United States mails during the exist- 
ence of said contract without additional charge on 
all the steamers they may run upon said line, or 
any part of it, orany branch or extension thereof. 


Mr. WINDOM. Add to that the amend- 
ment of the Senator trom New Jersey, [ Mr. 
SrocKTON,! which the commitiee 


4 


have ac- 


cepted, and you will have the amendment as 


the committee propose it, to which | have no 
objection to the Senator from Vermont 
offering his amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not propose to pro- 
long this debate, but only, as these amend- 
ments are being proposed from the Committee 
on Appropriations, to say that i do not agree 
to changing the law as it now stands in pro- 
viding for a monthly service at a liberal com- 
pensation. I do not think this company at 
this time need this additional assistance, und 
ido not think it wise at this moment to in- 
crease this subsidy. Therefore, | wish, as one 
member of the committee, to dissent to any 
change of the present law. That is all I have 
to say. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to inquire of the 
Senator from Minnesota when the present 
contract expires? 

Mr. WINDOM. In about four years, I 
think, but this does not extend the present 
contract. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thatis the point. 
can it extend for four years when the contract 
was entered into in January, 1865, for ten 
years? 

Mr. WINDOM. 
sixty-seven. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Eighteen hundred and 
sixty-five the law prescribes. I remember 
when the law was passed. 

Mr. WINDOM. I thisk it was 1867. 

Mr. POMEROY. They did not put the 
steamers on immediately after the law was 
passed. 

Mr. WINDOM. 
years to run. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I should be 
very much pleased to gratify my friend from 
Minnesota and allow his amendment to be 
acted upon first, but he will see that if his 
amendment should be adopted it would defeat 
my purpose. I could not afterward move to 
strike out what had been inserted: and it will 
be perfectly competentif the amendment which 
[ propose shall be adopted for the Senator 
from Minnesota to propose the remainder of 
his amendment as an addition to what I have 
already proposed. It is perfectly plain that 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Minnesota is a sheer bounty to the present 
contractors. What I propose is that we shall 
have an additional service for the amount of 
subsidy we pay out. 

Mr. WINDOM. 
tee propose. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Ido not see it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands the Senator from Vermont to ob- 
ject to the modification of the amendment of 
the committee, and therefore the modification 
cannot be made at the present time. 


Kighteen hundred 


[ think it has nearly five 


That is what the commit- 


How 


and 


Mr. POMEROY. I desire to understand 
the Senator from Vermont. Does he want 
the Government to put an opposition line on 
so that the Government shall subsidize two 
lines over the same ground? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. If there is 
another party who will carry the mail for two 
thirds or fifty per cent. less than this company, 
I am perfectly willing that they shall be in 
competition with the present existing line. 

Mr. POMEROY. It seems to me to be 
very bad policy for the Government to subsi- 
dize two lines over the same ground. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I 
the slightest objection to it. 

Mr. WINDOM. Does not the Senator limit 
it to American lines ? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I have not 
changed at all from your present amendment 
in that respect. 

Mr. FRELINGHYSEN. At the proper 
time I shall propose an amendmeut, accord 
ing to my view of this subject, quite an im- 
portant one. I understand that the great 
object, the prominent object of the Goveru 
ment of the United States in granting subsi- 
dies to steamship lines, is that we may by our 
commerce train 
war. 
of the Government in reference to the bounties 
paid to the fisheries, that it was a school in 
which to train seamen. Now we are proposing 
to pay this bounty of $500,000 or $1,000,000 to 
this line, and there is no provision that the 
seamen shall be American citizens. I take it 
to be essential, in order to provide seamen 
for our Navy in time of war, that they should 
be American citizens. ‘These lines 
run and toa considerable extent, | believe, 
are manned by Chinese. Very well, if Chi- 
nese can, under the law, become American 
citizens, I would not discriminate against 
them ; but when we are paying subsidies, the 
great object of which is to provide seamen for 
our Navy, it ought to be essential that the 
seamen employed by that line, of whatever 
race they may be, shall be American citizens. 
Therefore, at the proper time, I shall move 
to add to the amendment the following : 


have not 


seamen for our Navy intimeof 
hat was the reason given for the action 


may be 


Provided, That the seamen employed on the said 
line shall be Ameriean citizens. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment to the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the 
precise proposition before the Senate read. 


| There have been four amendments offered to 


my certain knowledge within a few minutes. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I believe the 
Senator from Minnesota will accept the propo- 
sition I have offered. 

Mr. MORTON. He cannot do that. 

Mr. WINDOM. I cannot from the com 
mittee, but for myself I am in favor of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment to the amendment cannot be accepted 
unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. WINDOM. I want it to be an Amer- 
ican company, however. 

Mr. MORTON. I move to lay the amend 
ment to the amendment on the table. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to have the amend- 


ment offered by the Senator from Vermont 


| read 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secre- 
tary will first read the amendment proposed 
by the committee, and then the amendment 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Vermont. 

The Cuier Cierk. The report 
to amend that portion of the fourth section so 
that it will read as follows: 


committee 


For steamship service between San Francisco, 
Japan, and China, $1,000,000. And the Postmaster 
General is hereby authorized to contract tor a term 


| of ten years for carrying a semi-monthly mail on 


| said route, at a compensation not to exceed the rate 


per voyage now paid for the monthly service, and 


i} upon the same conditions and limitations as pre- 
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scribed by the existing acts of Congress in refer- 


ence thereto, and the contracts made in pursuance 
thereof. 


It is proposed to amend that amendment s9 
as to read: 
For steamship service between some port of the 


United States on the Pacifie coast and 
China, $1,000,000, 


Mr. COLE. That poruon of the 
ment has been acted upon 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands that the original amendment was 
modified by giving consent to withdrawing the 
amendment inserting the words ‘* some port of 
the United States on the Pacifie ecoast’’ 
of ‘*San Francisco,’ 


Japan and 


amend 


in lieu 
and it is now proposed 
by the Senator from Vermont to replace those 
words. The Secretary will resume the reading. 

The CHoier CLERK The amendment to the 
amendment is to amend 
make it read: 

For steamship service between some 
the United States on the Pacifie coast 
and China, $1,000,000, And the Postmaster Geveral 
is hereby authorized to contract with the lowest 
bidder, after sixty days’ public notice, tor aterm of 
ten years from and after the Ist day ot October 
1873, for carrying an additional monthly mail on 
said route at a compensation nol to exceed the rate 
per voyage now paid for the monthly service, and 
upon the same conditions and limitations as pre- 
scribed by the existing law of Congress in reference 
thereto and the contracts wade in pursuance there 
of, but which shall in no case exceed the amount 
hereby appropriated. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Will the Sen 
ator from Indiana withdraw his motion to allow 


the clause so as to 


port of 
ind Japan 


me to make a single word of explanation? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Senate 
may think that this is absolutely creating a new 
line. Of course the old line will be at lberty 
to make a bid if they choose. It does not pre 
clude that line or anybody else, but it confines 
it to the lowest bidder. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
extend the time? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It extends 
the time, giving time enough for the comple 
tion of the ships. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. But it extends 
the time for which the bounty shall run. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Yes 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The committee 
reported not to extend the time. 

Mr. WINDOM. ‘The committee do not 
desire to extend the time upon the present 
contract, but upon the new contract. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. This does 
not extend it on the present, but only on the 
new contract. 

Mr. WINDOM. 
mittee desire. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
this amendment does 

Mr. MORTON. The amendment of the 
Senator from Vermont authorizes the Post 
master General to pay $1,000,000 as a sub 
sidy if nobody offers to do it any cheaper. I 
therefore renew the motion to lay the amend 
ment to the amendment on the table. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 


Does it not 


That is what the com 


That is all 


1] vate 
I will merely 


| say that [ am opposed to giving any job. I 


am for having the service performed at the 
cheapest rate. If it ean be done for $250,000 
or $500,000 we shall have it done under this 
amendment, and if we have competition there 
is no danger of its being a job. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena 
tor from Indiana moves to lay the amendment 
to the amendment on the table. 

Mr. MORTON. I withdraw the motion 

Mr. WILSON. _I desire to ask the Senator 
from Vermont why he does not confine this t 
an American company; why he allows 1 to 
go to the lowest bidder without limitation 7 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘This confines it to Ameri 
Can citizens. 

Mr. WINDOM. It does not confine it to 
Awerican citizens as I understand it. 

Mr. WILSON. I did not understand that 
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the amendment of the Senator from Vermont 
confined it to American citizens 

Mr. MORRILL. of Vermont It did not 
reach that far in the amendment of the com 
mittee, 

Mr. SHERMAN. The amendment of the 


Senator from Vermont does so confine it. It 
says the contract must be made on the same 
terms and conditions as the original act of 
1865, which expressly provides that *‘ no bids 
shall be considered which shall amount to 
more than $500,000, or unless the same is 
froma citizen or citizens of the United States,” 
aud the vessels must be of American build. 
This y pos i reénacts the aet of 1865, and 
require the provisions of that act to be in 
erted } the contract 

If no one bas the floor I should like to say 
a word about the amendment of the Senator 
from Vermont It eems to me. that the 
amendment is an idle or a useless one. The 
principle of itis correct. The policy of re 
quiring bids to be mude is atrue one; but in 
this case it is not probable there will be any 


bidde rs 


isting line 


except those in possession of the ex 
They first got the contract they 
bid they ob 
contract they now hold by a com 
lf there was any probabili ty that 
would bid against them, and put 
her competing semi-monthly line at the 
rate, | should think it would be very 
good policy to pass that amendment, but it is 
not at all probable. 

Mr. POMEROY. 
bidders before. 

Mr. SHERMAN, 


ders betore, 


now ho d by eS 
tained the 
peting hid 


anybody else 


Consequeutly 


onanot 


kame 


They were the only 
hey were the only bid 
and therefore it seems to meto be 
That is the only objec- 
tion I The principle is 
No one ought to receive a contract 
Government of the United States as 


a useless provision 


have to it. correct, 
from the 


a matter 


of favor. The contractor ought not to be 
named in any law. It ought to be left to free 
competition, This company attained their 


present right by a bid under competition. In- 


deed the y were the only bide lers, and it is not 


likely that anybody else will bid for this service 
under the conditions named. Then, what is 
the use of providing for it? Stillif the Sen- | 
ator supposes that any one else will bid in 
competition with the existing line, [ for one 
have no objection to his amendment. He will 


see himself it is prescribing a condition which | 


iwonot likely to be of service to the Gov- 


ernment, 


Mr. MORRILL, of 


any 


' Vermont. If we puta 
job into the bill, we are very likely to have a 
job. If we do not put it in the bill, we shall 
not have it. IL think the Postmaster General 
will obtain the best terms possible if we give 
him an opportunity. 
Mr. MORTON, 


give a million for a semi-monthly service. 

Mr. POMEROY. That million 
and « half for the whole. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I 


it at $500,000 if anybody 


makes a 


objection to pulling 
desires it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will look 
he will that he will have to draw his 
amendment over again, because there is already 
an appropriation of half a million in the bill 
to carry out the existing contract. If he pro- 
poses to add an additional appropriation, and 
to authorize a contract for another line at 
another half million, he will have to make 
ita distinct and independent proposition, an 
addition to the House bill rather 
amendment to it. I suggest that 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. That is the 
way this comes up, as additional service. 

Mr. SHERMAN, 


drawn. 


aee 


than an 
to him. 


proposition to pay balfa million for the exist- 
ing line, and proposes a million for a new line, 
as the Senator will see if he will look at ita 
moment. 


The amendment is not so | 
It substantially cuts out the House | 


Still you authorize him to | 


have no 





Mr. WINDOM. If the Senator from Ver- 
mount will allow me a moment, the amend- 
ment I have offered from the committee to 
the amendment now printed in the bill was 
carefully considered in the Post Office De- 
partment, and carefully considered by the 
committee, for the express purpose of avoid- 
ing the troubles which are spoken of by the 
Senator from Ohio. We do not desire to 
extend the present service at all, but only to 
make an additional service. The amendment 
which I have sent up to be read is very clear 
on that point. If the Senator from Vermont 
will allow that to be acted upon, and then 
offer his amendment, so far as I can I am 
willing to accept his amendment and confine | 
this to the lowest bidder, for my desire is to 
get the service. ‘The question on this printed 
amendment is whether it does not extend the 
present service. Wedo not want to take up 
a service which has four or five years to run 
and extend it six years longer; but we pro- 
pose to let that stand as it is and add an addi- 
tional monthly service, which, when proverly 
applied by the Postmaster General, will give 
a semi-monthly service. 

Mr. MORTON. I renew the motion to lay 
on the table. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. If the Sen- 
ator from Indiana will allow me I will modify 
the amendment so as to read: 

For steamship service between San Francisco, 
Japan, and China, $500,000; and for additional 
steamship service between San Francisco, Japan, 
and China, $500,000, 

And let the reniaining part of the amend- 
mend read as first reported. 

Mr. MORTON. For how many years? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. For ten years. 

Mr. MORTON. That will make a new 
for ten years for $500,000 for semi- 
monthly service. I renew the motion to lay 
on the table. 

Mr. SCOTT. I simply rise to make an 
inquiry as to the effect of the vote on this 
motion to lay the amendment to the amend- 
ment on the table. Does it carry the amend- 
ment with it ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion, 
if agreed to, will lay the amendment to the 
amendment only on the table. 

The motion was agreed to, 
a division—ayes 25, noes 15. 

Mr. WINDOM. If it is in order, I now 
offer the amendment to the amendment which 
I send to the Chair. 

Mr. MORTON. Let it be reported. 


contract 


there being, on 


The Chief Clerk read the amendment to the 
amendment, which was to strike out all of 
the amendment from line nine down to and 


including the word ‘‘ thereof”’ 
and to insert in lieu thereof: 


line fifteen, 


And the Postmaster General is hereby authorized 
to contract with the present contractors for a term 
of ten years tor the conveyance of an additional | 
monthly mail on said route, at a compensation not 
to exceed the rate per voyage now paid to the said 
contractors under the existing contracts, and upon 
the same conditions and limitations as prescribed by 
existing acts of Coogress in reference thereto, and 
the respective contracts made in pursuance thereof; 
and the said contractors shall be required to carry 
the United States mails during the existence of said 
contracts without additional charge, on all the 
steamers they may run on said line or any part of it, 
or any branch or extension thereof. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I ask the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota whether he proposes to 
let the amendment as he has now offered it 
stand so that the contract shall inexorably be | 
with the present contractors? 

Mr. WINDOM. If I have the power [ am | 
willing to accept, to that extent, the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. 
I propose to lay the amendment on the table. 

Mr. WINDOM. If I accept your amend- 
ment? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
ator does not. 


Mr. MORTON. 


If the Sen- | 


Allow me to say one word | 


If he does that, || 
} 
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before the Senator from Minnesota does that, 
The effect of the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Minnesota is that for the first 
five years we shall have a semi-monthly ser- 
vice at the rate ofa million ayear. Then the 
first contract will expire, and there will be 
a remaining contract for five years longer, 
monthly service, for $500,000 a year. 

Mr. WINDOM. And the company are com- 
pelled to carry the United States mails free 
of any other charge on all the vessels they 
may run on the semi-monthly service if they 
run it during the ten years, the period of the 
new contract. 

Mr. MORTON. If that amendment should 
be adopted the effect of it will be just this ; 
for five years we shall subsidize this line at 
the rate of one million a year for semi- ‘monthly 
service, and after that at the rate of $500,000 
a fear on the old contract. 

Mr. WINDOM. On the new contract. 

Mr. MORTON. On the new contract. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On all the steamers 
they may run. It helps them for five years. 
That is the substance of it. 


Mr. WINDOM. If no objection is made | 


| will accept the amendment of the Senator 


from Vermont. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
mous consent that may be done. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The Senator from Minne- 
sota offers this amendment, and he can aceept 


By unani- 


another to it himself if he has a mind to 
do so. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. As the Chair 


understood it, he proposed it from the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It does not come from 
the committee in the sense of being reported 
in the bill. He offers it in behalf of the com- 
mittee, but he has the same right to modify it 
that anybody else has. 

Mr. WILSON. I hope the Senator will so 
modify it. 

Mr. WINDOM. 
be no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tary 
ified. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows 

And the Postmaster General is hereby authorized 
to contract with the lowest bidder for a term of ten 
years 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Insert there 
‘* from and after the Ist day of October, 18738.’’ 

The Chief Clerk read: 

From and after the Ist day of October, 1873, for 
the conveyance of an additional monthly mail on 
said route at a compensation not to exceed the rate 
per voyage now paid under the existing contract 
upon the same conditions and limitations as pre- 
scribed by existing acts of Congress in reference 
thereto, and the respective contracts made in pur- 


I will so modify it if there 


The Secre- 
will now read the amendment as mod- 





suance thereof, and the said contractors—— 


| 1t38. 


Mr. WINDOM. Change that to read ‘‘ and 
such contractors.”’ 

he Cuter CLerK. ‘‘And such contractors 
shall be required to carry the United States 
mails’’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it is but just to 
the Senate in a matter so important as this 
that the precise amendment should be written 
out in hec verba, so that we may know what 
This isa matter that involves $5,000,000, 





| and I should like to have tae proposition dis- 





tinetly read to us before we are called upon to 
vote upon it. 

The Chief Clerk continued the reading as 
follows: 

And the contractors shall be required to carry the 
United States mails during the existence of said 
contracts, without additional charge on all the 


steamers ‘they may run upon said line or any part 
of it, or any branch or extension thereof. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I did not intend to par- 
ticipate in this debate, but while the amend- 
ment is being prepared and put in proper shape 
I will state in a few words the course I shall 
pursue in regard to it. If this proposition is 
simply to double the serviee for the next five 
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years for the China mail with double subsidy, 
Tam rather disposed to vote for it, even if it 
involves the extension of the existing contract 
five years more. 

[ remember, and perhaps many of the Sen- 
ators around me remember, the circumstances 
under which this contract was made. It was 
in January, 1865, in the midst of the war. It 
was at the time when the destruction of our 
merchant marine by the Alabama and other 
rebel cruisers was at the worst. We had lost 
one hundred and thirty thousand tons of our 
commercial navy; we nad lost eight hundred 
thousand tons of our commercial navy by 
changing their flag to the British flag mainly ; 
we had lost nearly one third of our entire 
Navy by occupation in the war and from other 
causes. It was then not so much as a matter 
of subsidy, but to build up a Navy and to en- 
courage commerce with Japan and China, that 
we authorized the original contract to be made. 
When the proposition was made here it was 
passed by the unanimous vote of the Senate, 
no man objecting on any ground. It was re- 
ported by the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. I remember distinctly that when 
the proposition was made the then Senator 
from Calirornia (Mr. Conness) called up the 
bill, it was debated but very little, and was 
passed without objection in this body. 

The general results of the contract have been 
favorable to the Government of the United 
States. They have developed our trade and 
commerce with China and Japan to a large 
extent. They have largely increased our busi- 
ness with those countries and our direct im- 
portations from those countries to California. 
They have brought into our country a con- 
siderable number of immigrants. Ido not ob- 
ject to them because they are Japanese and 
Chinese. The contract has been beneficial to 
the Government of the United States. I believe 
now it would be a wise commercial and naval 
policy to increase that service. 

We are told by the Senator who has this bill 
in charge that if this increased subsidy is not 
granted, in all human probability an English 
line will soon be competing with the American 
line and we may by possibility lose the only line 
of vessels we have established with foreign 
countries. Under the circumstances [ believe 
that we are justified in exending this subsidy 
and doubling it for double service. I there- 
fore, if it is carefully guarded and limited to 
that provision, feel disposed to vote for the 
measure. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, 1 am very 
glad that this modification has been made, and 
for the reason that it avoids the outery of ‘a 
job.”’ It isthis outery of ** jobs’’ that has cost 
this nation hundreds of millions of dollars in 
regard to our commerce. Seventeen years 
ago, when I came into this body, we were doing 
something to subsidize our steam lines. lt was 
at a time when business was passing from sail- 
ing vessels to steam lines. The outcry about 
‘Jobs’? broke down that system, andthe result 
has been that we have been driven from the 
north Atlantic. Two hundred million dollars 
cannot recover to-day what a few millions 
would have saved us if the nation had been 
wise. We have lost the north Atlantic and 
cannot recover it for years to come. The 
Pacific seas are open to us. Our great conti- 
nental railway, our position, everything enables 
us to take the control of the commerce of the 
Pacificseas. I am in favor of doing it as a mat- 
ter of business for the interests of the Govern 
ment, the interests of the nation, and the cause 
of Christian civilization andenlightenment. I 
want our power to go over those seas. It is 
already reaching Japan, and we have had 
manifestations of the result here recently. 

l am in favor, too, of subsidizing lines at a 
careful and. moderate expense, avoiding all 
jobs, putting everything open to competition, 
on the south Atlantic between 


us and the | 


countries south of us on this continent. I 


| want to develop our trade, our commerce, 


our power, influence in that direction, 
where we have lost during the past sixteen 
or From fifty to one hun- 
dred million dollars judiciously and honestly 
expended would | 
mercial powe r 
south Atlantic, 
power the 


thrown away. 


our 


seventeen years 
lave made us a great com 
the Pacifie and the 
and would have given us some 
north Atlautie, which now 
‘ | hope that Congress will not 
do anything that shall look like jobbing, but 
[ hope the the American 
people will maintain the interests of this nation 
undeterred by the outery about jobs. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. President, it 
seems to me all subsidies are more or less 
jobs. Now, what is this if it is nota job? 
Let us look at it as itis presented tothe Amer 
ican people. 


on on 


on is 


representatives ol 


Let the position of this com 
pany be canvassed, and let the people under 
stand that the American Congress are willing 
to put into the hands of a private corporation 
not $500,000, but $1,000,000 a year, and 
under what circumstances? The, honorable 
Senator from Ohio tells us that this job, that 
this $500,000 never would have been given 
but for the public necessities of the country 
at the time; and what were those necessities ? 
Our Navy was not able to compete in the 
crisis witb other navies; our shipping was not 
protected. 
make this a sort of man-o{-war which should 
protect itself against the Alabama, and to that 
extent protect our private shipping. Now all 
that The line has been profitabie ; 
hey have bad a subsidy ; and it is proposed 
to increase it, and increase it under what cir 
cumstances ? 


Congress proposed, therefore, to 


is past. 


When the business is so profit- 


| able that an English line can come in, acquit 


itself, and undertake to make money where 
this line has had comparatively no competi- 
tion. At a moment when the 
so profitable that English capital can invest 
itself in a new line of steamers, which the 
Senator from California tells us is probable, we 
are asked, in order to prevent that, to increase 
this subsidy to $1,000,000. That is a very 
strange argument to me, 

Mr. COLE. Will my friend yield to me a 
moment? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Certainly. 

Mr. COLE. The British lines have 
run with much larger subsidies than are 
offering to our citizens. They have on the 
British line running from Liverpool to Hong 
Kong now in the form of subsidy, as my friend 
calls it, in our Currency more than two and a 
half million dollars. Let me say to my friend 
from Kentucky, too, that this is no more of 
a job than the carrying of the mails over any 
land route isa job. It is paying for service. 
1 will say further that all the routes over which 
the mails of the United States are carried by 
land do not pay. He will find some routes 1n 
the interior, in the Territories especially, where 
the returns for service are very small for the 
amount paid; and yet the Government sees 
it very much to its advantage to make the 
expenditure. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Thenit is a matter of 
arithmetic. If Great Britain chooses to subsi 
dize her line of steamers by giving $3,000,000, 
we are to give $36,000,000, are we? That 
the argument. 

Mr. COLE. No, sir; not by any means. 
[ say that the service can be procured to be 
done by American citizens for much less in all 
probability than it will cost when done by 
British subjects. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. President, all my 


limited experience has not satisfied me that 


business 1S 


we 


1s 


| subsidies are productive of any great benefit. 


If I look to the Pacifie railroad, I find $64, 
000,000 given by this Government on a first 


mortgage, and what is the result? A private 


always 
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give up its lien, contracts millions on millions 
of dollars—and I am told the owners of the 
road and the contractors are one and the same 
class of people—and now we cannot get either 
principal or interest. 

Sir, [ believe in the doctrine of a great man 
who has gone to his grave, Andrew Jackson, 
who said that the liberties of this country, if 
they ever perished, were to perish under the 
subsidies and moneyed power of gigautie cor 
porations. I tell you that his prophecy is being 
rapidly fulfilled to-day, for you cannot look at 
the power that these large corporations have 
that you do not see their influence upon the 
legislation of the country. 

If we cannot have vessels builtin this coun 
try, let us take foreign bottoms and run them 
under our flag. I think by reducing the 
expenditures in the purchase of the vessels, 
with the increased that China and 
Japan will open to us, this company can go 
on with the present subsidy of $500,000. Cer 
tainly we should not increase it until greater 


business 


necessity 1s shown than has yet been presented 

Mr. MORTON. Lask that the amendment 
be reported as it is now finally prepared. 

he Chief Clerk read as follows : 

The Postmaster General is hereby authorized to 
contract with the lowest bidder, after sixty days’ 
publie notice, for the term of ten years trom and 
atter the Ist day of October, 1873, for the conveyance 
of an additional monthly mail on the said route, ata 
‘ompensation not toexceed the rate per voyage now 


paid under the existing contracts, and upon the 

ine conditions and limitations as prescribed by 
existing acts of Congress in reference thereto and the 
respective contracts made in pursuance thereof; 
and the contractors under the provisions of this 


section shall be required to carry the United States 
mails during the existence of their contracts with 
out additional charge, on all the steamers they may 
run upon said line or any part ef it, or any branch 
or extension thereof.” 


Mr. MORTON. This authorizes another 
contract for ten years. If this line eannot be 
self-supporting without any subsidy in five 


years, It ought to be abandoned. 


’ It makes a 
subsidy of 


$1,000,000 for four or five years, 
and after that a subsidy of $500,000 up to ten 
years from the time the contract is made. 

The Senator from Massachusetts says this 
avoidsa job. How? ‘The service is to be let 
to the lowest bidder with the perfect under 
standing that there is only one party who can 


bid for it, and that they will bid up to the 
maximum that the Postmaster General is 
allowed to pay. That avoids no job. It does 


not deceive anybody. I move to lay the amend- 


| ment on the table, and upon that question I 
| call for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 1 wish to 
state that the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
SAULSBURY | is paired on the question of sub 
sidy with the Senator from Wisconsin, [ Mr. 
CARPENTER. | 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 15, nays 35; as follows: 


Y EAS—Messrs. Ames, Bayard, Cameron, Chand 
ler, Davis of Weat Virginia, Goldthwaite, Hamilton 
of Maryland, Harlan, Johnston, Kelly, Morton, 
Spencer, Stevenson, Vickers. and Wright—L. 

NAYS—Messrs. Boreman, Buckingham, Caldwell, 
Casserly, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, 
Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of 
Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Ham 
lin, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, Nye, Os 
born, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Sawyer, Scott, 
Sherman, Stewart, Sumner, Trumbull, West, Wilson, 


|} and Windom—35, 


ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Bl 1ir, Brown- 
low, Carpenter, Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Ham- 
ilton of Texas, Hill, Hiteheoeck, Howe, Lewis, Mor- 
rill of Maine, Norwood, Patterson, Pool, Ransom, 
Robertson, Saulsbury, Schurz, Sprague, Stockton, 


| Thurman, and Tipton—24. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 


tion recurs on the amendment of the Senator 


from Minnesota to the amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations, 
The Curer Clerk. The amendment is to 


| amend the amendment reported by the Com- 


company comes in, asks the United States to |! 


mittee on Appropriations by striking out, com 








mencing i ne nite ou | ' dow t and 
includ r the word thereo i e fhitee 
aud ini i thereo! } ’ 

And the Postmaster Ge il i suthorized 
to { ! ih the | il ixty da 
pubi i i for a ter j pund alter 
th { t i { 
a“ 144 ! 1 route ta 
} I tt I i V 
5 i x “ ine 
wane j | i i i 
‘ ( tf t Oo and 
thie i i Lie tf 
Aud | i th 

t ed Sta 
i 4, with 
iit wey 
i | I i t, or al 
t th { 
M BOK! Vt i sub 
y I i been read | Lhe 
i ‘ Di . ] understand 
itil DING OFFICER Precisely 
It endu I pu endment 
4 T , . 
Mr. CASSERL) [do not know whether 
sdiverte intended, but I ask the 
Senator jrom Minnesota who has charge of 
tbh bbk Whelher in intend lo retain ines 
twenty 1@ to UW ty-four on page 77 
Mr. WINDOM I shall follow the present 


king those lines out. 


Mr. CASSERLY. Thai will make that part 


Mr. WINDOM. The amendment offered by 


myself is with the co irrence of the commit 
Ler Lhose in tavor tf the service will vote 
ay.’ 


Mi KDMUNDS | wish to Ing lire ol the 
Chair whether this isin fact a substutute forthe 


printed amendinent 1 ‘ported by the 


tee w th the i t 
‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. So far asit 
goes, tle Chair understands that it is. The 


qui ion 2 on the al 


commit 


1iendment to the amend 


fhe amendment to the amendment was 
Mr. SHERMAN. Jhave nospeech to make. 


I wish simply to say ww that the amendment 


as i inds makes a semi-mouthly service for 
three years and three months only, and extends 
the ervice of the present contract for six 
year ind nine month 

Mr. WINDOM The Senator, I think, is 
mistaken 

Mr. SHERMAN No, Lam not mistaken. 
Phis contract only takes effect from the Ist of 
October, 1873 Under the law asit now stands 
the present contract expires on the Ist of Jan 
pary, 1877. The law under which the present 
contract was made provides 

That any contract which the Postmaster General 
may execute under authority of this act shall go 
into effect on or before the Ist day of January, 1867, 
and il continue ten years.”’ 

So i expires on the Ist of January, 
1877 

Mr. WINDOM. My understanding is that 


this provision does not affect the existing con 
tract at ail 

Mr. SHIERMAN. ‘That is what I mean. 
The contract under this amendment only com 
men on the Ist ot October, 1873. 

Mr. WINDOM. And runs ten years. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Con equently from the 
Ist of October, 1873, to the Ist of January, 
1877, there is a semi monthly service, and 

monthly service, so that the in- 
creased subsidy granted is for three years and 
three months 

Mr. WINDOM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, 


willing to vote for that 


alter that 


[ am perfectly 
increased subsidy. | 
think wyself the time, Ist of October, 1873, is 
postponed t It ought to be January 1, 
1873 Bat | will not move any amendment. 

Mr. WINDOM. ( 
secured earlier 

Mr Su ERM \N. The Government of the 
United States will then be at liberty at the end 


0 long. 


present contract to coutinue or discon- 
tinue the semi-monthly service. 

Mr. WINDOM. 1 desire to renew the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from 
New Jersey, [Mr. Srocxron,] to come in 
after the construction,’ at the end 
seventeen, on page 


of the 


word 


of line follows: 


#, aS 


And shall be so constructed as to be readily 
idapted to the armed naval service of the United 
States in time of war, and before acceptance the 
ificers by whom they are inspected shali report 
to the Secretary of the Navy and the Postmaster 
General whether this condition has been complied 
wilh. 


ihe ob ect of the amendment was explained 
by the Senator from New Jersey. It is sim- 
ply to provide that these vessels shall be capa- 
ble of carrying guns whenever required ; shall 
be ready for conversion into war vessels. | 
will say that during the war those engaged in 
the China trade did carry large guns. I think 
itis a very proper amendment, and I hope it 
will be adopted. 

Mr. STEVENSON. May I ask the Sena 
torfrom Minnesota whether they ure to be iron 
or wooden vessels ? 

Mr. WINDOM. 
as | understand. 

Mr. CORBETT. I think not. 

Mr. WINDOM. ‘The Senator from Cali- 
fornia can answer better than I can. 

Mr. CORBETT. They are wooden ships; 
and those that are to be constructed hereafter 
I suppose are to be of the same class, because 
the Pacilic ocean is not adapted to iron ves- 
sels. lt fouls the bottoms so that iron vessels 
cannot be used with the same facility as 
wooden vessels. 


They are iron steamers, 


Mr. STEVENSON. My information is that | 


the Navy Department now are looking alto- 
gether to iron steamers. 
Committee on Naval Affairs will correct me 
if [ am mistaken, but as far as I have heard, 
and as far as | am intormed, wooden vessels 
have been condemned. There may be a ques- 
tion as to whether we skall have wooden ves- 
sels which shall be iron clad or whether we 
shall have iron steamers. I should hke this 
amendment to designate whether the steamers 
are to be iron-clad vessels or iron vessels 
themselves. Do | understand the Senator 


| from Oregon to say that you cannot use wooden 


The chairman of the | 


vessels which are iron clad in the Pacific, or | 


is it the iron vessels alone that cannot be 


used? 


Mr. CORBETT. I have no doubt these | 


vessels could be iron clad if necessary for war 
purposes; but if used as merchantmen they 
would not be iron clad until the necessity for 
their being iron clad arose. I suppose that 
they would not be made so until it was neces- 
sary for war uses 

Mr. MORTON. I desire to say just one 
word. ‘The effect of the amendment as modi- 


that for three years 
and three months after this contract is made 
there shall be a subsidy of $1,000,000 per 
annum for this service; that after that for six 
years and nine months there shail bea subsidy 
of $500,000 perannum. This is made in favor 
of a company that without any subsidy has 
resolved to puton the additional semi monthly 
service anyhow. 
Mr. WINDOM. 
Mr. MORTON. 


That is a mistake. 
The Senator from lowa 


| said the statement had been read from the 


| gests the reason for that. 


l think the service can be | 


ll 


| desk here, though I did not hear it, and that 
| the notice was afterward withdrawn by order 


of the board, and the Senator from lowa sug- 
Z lt was withdrawn 
tor the purpose of getting the subsidy. | want 
to say that my information is that the business 
of this company is prosperous, that they have 


made money, and that they can put on this || 


| additional service without any subsidy, and 
we are voting it without any evidence, with- 
out the slightest proof that it is necessary 
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in order to procure the additional service and 
in order to sustain the interests of commerce. 
We are acting without evidence, or rather we 
are acting in the face of evidence, for all the 
evidence on the subject is that this company 
can put on this additional service without this 
subsidy, and that their interests require them 
to do sO. 

Now, sir, so fur as the political effect of this 
immense subsidy is concerned it is just the 
same whether the million subsidy is to last for 
three years and three months, or for five years, 
or for ten years. We are furnishing—and [ 
speak plainly for we all understand it—we are 
furnishing this immense cz apital to our political 
enemies in the coming canvass without evi- 
dence of its necessity for commercial or postal 
purposes, or rather in the face of the evidence 
that there is no nece sssity for it. For one, I 
raise my voice against it. 

Mr. COLE. ‘The Senator from Indiana is 
tryiug to furnish the enemies of the party with 
material to be used against the party in the 
next Campaign, without, in my opinion, hav- 
ing any foundation for the allegations that he 
makes. Iam not acquainted with the affairs 
of this company; I never bad a business trans 
action with them of any kind in the world 
further than to buy my tickets on their lines; 
but I am informed by those whom | believe 
that they will not put on this additional service 
unless they have the encouragement of the 
Government. If the Senator has information 
upon which he makes his allegation, why 
does he not bring it forward rather than at- 
tempt to find fault or give arguments to our 
enemies? 

Mr. MORTON. Did not the board of the 
company resolve so, and according to the 
statement of the Senator from 
afterward take it back? 

Mr. COLE. Ihave seen here a letter—] 
do not know who wrote it, but it pu: ‘ports to 
have been written by a former president of 
that company. ‘The order that was contained 
in that has been revoked, and so far and so 
effectually revoked, as it was stated by my 
colleague on the committee, and [ have no 
doubt upon information, that it resulted in a 
revolution of the organization of the coipany 
The Senator from lowa, in my opinion, drew 
upon his imagination alone in the statement 
that he made that there might have been a 
sinister motive for this proceeding. I state, 
in opposition to that, that there was a revolu- 
tion, so to speak, in the company by which 
new officers were created in consequence of 
that order which was issued, they seeing that 


agg 


| they could not carry out that order. 


Mr. HARLAN. Mr. President, as stated 


| by the honorable Senator from Ohio. this has 


| tied by the amendment offered by the Senator || 
| from Minnesota is this: 


become avery innocentamendment; but let us 
see how much additional tax this wil! be to the 
lreasury of the United States. He says that 


| if this amendment should pass the contract 


will not take effect until October, 1873, and 
wiil overlap the existing contract only three and 
a quarter years; that during that period the 
Government will haveto pay $1,000,000 a year, 
and afterward but $500,000; and he keeps out 
of sight the fact that this new contract will ex- 

tend the subsidy of $500,000 seven years after 

the termination of the existing contract. Now, 

let us see how this will foot up: 

Begining with October, 1873: 


Three and a quarter years at $1,000,000 ee 
ANDUDD......006 oye 





Six and three quarter r succeeding year oe 
$500,000 per ANNUMD..............cc00 see eeeee bapapkes 3,375,000 
ERI... -cowssextiesiensisect nen apesnsudinns suns arene 
ee eta des tes 1,750,000 


Increase by the amendment......... ..$4,875,000 


— 


This is the innocent little proposition that 


is advocated by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance! You propose to extend 


the contract nearly seven years at $500,000 








1872. 


a year beyond the termination of the 
existing coutract, and to augment the subsidy 
for three and a quarter years atthe rate of 
$500,000 a year, five million 
dollars of e XCeSs of taxation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator understates 
the amount. The precise amount is five mil- 
lions. He had better get exactly the precise 
amount of subsidy voted. This amendment 
is five millions. 

Mr. HARLAN. I think it is just $4,875,- 
000, according to the 
tigures. Sut take it at $5,000,000. Now, 
what the exigencies demanding a tax on 
the pe »ple of the United States of 390,000,000? 
It is pertectly patent to the whole world that 
this company has prepared and is 


1 
making nearly 


honorable Senator’s 


are 


about to 
put on this additional service, about to put 
on additional ships. It has not 
that under their existing contract they will 
have to carry the mail semi-mouthly if they 
put on the ship; I take this for granted. It is 
a general rule of the Department that when 
they make a contract for monthly service, 
or weekly service, semi-weekiy service, if 
the contractor puts on additional vehicles for 
carrying the mail the Post Office Department 
throw tneir 


beep gainsaid 


} 


or 


have a right to mails on those 
vehicles for the extra service. J'hen it is a 
proposition to pay men five million 
doliars for nothing. They have already adver- 
tised their ships for the semi-mouthly voy- 
ages, naming the day of the depariure of their 
ships; but lest this advertisement might defeat 
their application for additional subsidy they 
withdraw their rescind their 
general order, and wait for these five millions. 
They can well afford to suspend putting on 
these ships for a month or two for five mil 
lions of extra bounty. This is being done 
without any statement of facts requiring it. 
fhere has been no statement here on the part 
Post. Office Committee 
aying that it is needed for that service. 

Mr. KAMSEY. Certainly the 
knows that the Post Office Committee have 
for three successive years reported in favor 
of this appropriation. 

HARLAN Iris not needed. I hold 
in my hand the law that authorizes the Post 
master General to contract with any ship to 
carry the mail for the ocean postages, and no 


these 


advertisement, 


of the chairman of the 


Senator 


ship, I venture to say, has ever refused to 
arry the mail for the ocean postages. If 


these ships are put on they can be compelled 
to carry the mails for the cost of ¢ arrylng the 
mails at the rate agreed upon between our 
countries and foreign countries. 

There is therefore no necessity for this sub- 
sidy growing out of the Post Office service ; 
there is non: » growing out of the war service. 
if these ships are put on they will not be war 
vessels ; they will be unfit for war vessels ex- 
cept as transports. Kverybody knows this. 
The honorable chairman of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs would not propose to build such 
ships as for the American Navy. Lt 
requires avery different style of ship to stand its 
groundin aline ofbatile. They can be used for 
transportation and possibly may carry light 
guns; and if we should want them they can 
be taken by the Government just as ships 
heretofore have been taken and paid for. 
You gain nothing under that head. You gain 
nothing under ‘the claim 


these 


: of promoting or 
advancing our commercial interests. This 


ere have proposed to put on these addi- 
tional ships, have advertised the time of leav- 
ing port; but they conclude if Congress is 
blind enough to give them a donation of 
$5,000,000 to receive it. No one can blame 
them for - ng the subsidy if Congress is 
blind enough to vote it. But what surprises 
me is that ihe chairman of the Committee on 
Finance, who is usually so careful in his 
watchfulness over the Treasury, should con- 
sider this pungent ion so perfectly innocent in 
its character 


} 


it 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 


ques 

tion is on the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment wa 
augr ed to. 


Mr. WINDOM 
amendment, a verbal 
page 7, | move to 
payment 
pay.”’ 

rhe question arose 


I de sire 


) off r 


In line 


another 
one. twenty, 
strike out the words 


‘* and 


“upon 
I 


and to insert such case 


in the mind of some of 
the committee whether upon the words as they 

tand the Government could these ves 
We do net 
by inserting the 
ise pay,’’ Lt will be clear 


rovernment 


ake 
ayment. 
bul 


sels without making 
desire that to be d 


words °" al 


pre } 
one, 


1d in such ec: 


that where the (¢ takes these ve 


sels they may pay what they are reasonably 
worth, the pay to come after the vessels are 
used, 

The amendment to the amendment was 


agreed to. 


Mr. WINDOM. I h: 


ive one more amend 
ment to propose, to strike Out, commencing in 
line twenty-one, all after the word ** and’”’ to 
the end of the clause hatis inserted already 
in the written amendment which has been 
made, and as matter of form | move to have 
it stricken out. lhe words are: 


Avid the contractors shall agree to carry the United 


i 

States Malis, witbouliurther charge, upon thesteam 
ers they may run upon said line or any part of it, or 
any branch or extecsion thereof, beyond Yokohama 


in apy direction, 
The amendment 
agreed to. 


Mr. FRELINGHU 


to the amendment was 


YSEN. lofferan amend 
ment to come in immediately after the amend 
ment my colleague : 

Provided, That the se 
shali be citizens of the 
Mr. CASSERLY 
from New Jer 


ot 


1men employed by said line 
United States. 


I suggest to the Senator 


ey that the subject is perhaps a 


little larger than his amendment. For some 
reason satisfactory to Congress, as long ago 
as 1864 the then existing laws of Congress 
in regard both to officers and seamen of mer 
chant ships were repealed or greatly changed. 
| have an amendment bere the effect of which 
is to restore, so far as these steamers to which 


we may give ypsidies are Ci 


as they 


1 } 
¢ rned, the laws 
existed betore 


the amendment of the Senator from New 


Je rsey poin Wn e rig lirection The only 
defect it has, if it has any, is that it does n¢ 
cover the wnoie supyjyect 1; VE n amend 
ment here which | think will be satisfactory 
to that Senator and will cover the subject 
think with that Senatorthat we should be con 
sidering now whether we ought not to restor 
as soon as possi! le the old policy of the coun 
try in regard to the othicers and imen of our 
merchant shy lf we expect to preserve the 
race of our sailors we must do it. Ifthe Sen 
ator from New Jersey will lulge me long 
enough to look for my amendment, I will find 
it in a few minutes Meantime I ask to have 
the amendment read in regard to the China 
as it now stand 


PRESIDING OFFICER 


J mend 
ment will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the amendment 
Mr. CASSE =e Ll send up the amend 
ment of which I j spoke 


The Chief Cle: rk read the propose d amend- 
ment, as! llows: 

That the act of June 28, 1864, entitled ‘‘An act 
repeaiing certain provisions Ol iaw concerning sea- 
men on board the public or private vessels of the 
United States,’”’ is hereby repealed, and the ucts and 
parts of acts repeaied by said act are hereby revived 
and declared to be in full torce: Provided, That in 
all cases the officers of public or private vessels olf 
the United States shall be citizens of the United 
States, and that persons of fi irth who li 
according to law declared their intention to become 
citizens of the United State sa iployed as 
though they were citizens within the meaning of 


this act, or of the act or acts spec 
June 28, 1864. 


Mr. POMEROY 


ified in said act of 


That is a gcaeral law, 


| and cannot be put on this biil. 
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Mr. WEST 
Calitornia wt 
apply to the commercial 
States generally, or only 


Mr. CASSERLY. I 


the comm« 


I would ask the 


iether that pr 


Senator from 
intends to 


United 


» 


posi On 


marine of the 


( 


to these ships? 
agoes inter dt 
reial marine of 
generally, and I think it 


Mr. WEST. 1 


to oppose the pring 


o apply to 
the United States 
shouid, 
should hesitate much 
trom Cali 
7 it it will strike the Senate at 
that this is not the 
ruie e have adopted. 
RELINGHU 


Mr. 


jection to the p 


very 
iple the Senator 
fornia suggests, b 
once in accordance with 
YSEN. I have no ob 
tion of the Senator 
I think it will involve the sub 
the simple amendment which | have 
answers 


rooosi 


from 
ae but 
ject; al 

7g mtg the 


these 


he re, and at 
be 


purpose 
other time 
ted, 

CASSERLY. I 


ome laws can reviewed 


and corre¢ 


Mr. 





ask then to have the 


amendment of the Senator from New Jersey 
read. As | heard it read it struck me as being 
quite imperfect 

Mr. POMEROY. Is the amendment in 
order ? 


The PRESIDING OF 
order 18 raised by 
Senator 


FICER 


sevuator 


A point of 
from 


New Jersey 


UhnanimM 


the Kansas. 


[ niess the trom accepts 


the modification by the 


Sen 


us Cc 
motion of 


onsent,. 


Chair cannot entertain the the 


ator from California. 
Mr. SHERMAN. 
ment the Senator fr New 
amended as to embrace those who have de- 
clared their intent 
have always been treated in our Ct 
laws as citizens. 
Mr. FRIELING 
tion to adding after 
United States,’’ the 
declared 


The PR 


| suggest that the amend- 


ot om Jersey be so 
1on to become C1 izens, who 


MMerclal 


HUYSEN. 


| have no objec 
he words ** citiz 
‘or those who have 
their intention to become such.”’ 


LESIDING OFFICER. The 


‘ns of the 


, ] 
WOrTras 


amend 





ment offered by the Senator from California 
is in the third degree, and clearly cannot 
be entertained unle the Senator from New 
Jersey accepts it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Iso intended it, and never 
bad any other idea. I wished the Senator from 
New Jersey to accept my amendment. It isin 
the same direction with his own. Phe only 
difference is that I think my amendment car 
ries out more tu ly the intention. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Lhave no objec 
tion to ac pliog tne am tment of the Sen 
ator from California, but any O her Senator is 
at iiperty to ybject to eutlering into tha ub 
ject and introducing it on this appropriation 
Dill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understood the Senator from Kansas to make 
a point of order under the ne rule. If the 
Chair is called upon to rule on that be will do 
so. Dor the Senator from Kansas persist in 
his point of order ? 

Mr. POMEROY. Certainly. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rule is- 


No amendment to any such bill making legisla 
tive previsions, other than such as directly r to 
the appropriations contained in the bill, li be 


received,’ 


Mr. CASSERLY. Very good. Let me say 


that - understood that ques ion to be practi 
cally decided the other way by the senate yes- 
terday. ‘lhere was no vote tiken, but I think 


there was a general concurrence in the idea 
offered d 


bill it 


i-re 


not 


that so [ong as the amendment 


late to an appropriat in the 


objectionable. 


iOn was 


lf the strict construction put 


upon that rule is correct, namely, that there 
shall be no amendment received unless it re- 
ates directly to the appropriation in the sense 
that it must be an amendment bearing direc tly 
ou he approprial on, then there is uo power 
in the Senate to amend ao appropriation bili 
except by raising the on propriatic m8 Or dimin 
ishing them. Is it so intended Dy that rule; 
or if that rule has any such intention wiil not 


the Senate change it? 
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Mr. 


POMEROY. The Senator states, I 
think, the case different from his own amend 
mont. His own amendment is a general law 


applying to every case, every vessel, every- 
where, ; 
Mr. CASSERLY. 
Mr. POMEROY 


obnoxious to the: 


[hat is true 
And on thataccount itis 
ile, but aif it was limited to 


this particular rvice, to this particular line, 
it would be within the rule. 

Mr. CASSERLY [ propose to add that, 
of course, if the Senator from New Jersey will 
assent 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


ator trom 


Ifthe Sen 
modifies his amend- 
the admis 
But 
clearly obnoxious to 
and would be excluded. 


Mr. CASSERLY. I will state 


drawn betore the 


California so 


ment, the Chair will rule in favor of 


sion of the amendment at the proper time. 
nm if present form It 1s 


the 1 ile 
that it was 
long rule was adopted or 
thought o} 


Mr. POMEROY. As I 


amendment 


the 
amendment of 


understand 
pe nding to be the 
from New 


ngie remark. 


the Senator Jersey, I desire to sub 


mit a I do not like any amend 
iment nor anything put into a bill that diserim 


inate against any cla 


of citizens who may 
come to thi country, | apprehend that the 
Jay nese and Chinese are good laborers to be 
employed on these vessels. I think that if 
| were running vessels onthe Pacific I would 
empioy that cia of labor. What strikes me 
offeusively is that we are running these ships 


directly to China and Japan, and we are in 


Viling the tradeand commerce of these nations; 


we are trying to extend our civilization to 
them; they are adopting our customs, adopt 
Ing our language to some extent, having it 
taught in their schools; and yet in regard to 
the very steamer that we send there we put 
ma clause that none of thetr people shall be 
‘ mp! ve d on these ve ssels, Senators may say 


that if they have declared their intention to 
become naturalized they may perhaps be 
under the naturalization law 
stand it is construed that they cannot 


{do not know whether that 


employed ; but 
| under 


be naturaized 


isso ornot. [ am told that the Chinese or 
Japanese cannot be naturalized under our nat- 
uralization laws. 


Mr. TRUMBULL 
Mr. POMEROY. 


mVviling the 


That is so 
If that is so, then we are 
ommerce and friend- 
and extending to them as we 


irade and ¢ 
hip of a people 
ay our ectvilization, and the very ve ssels that 


bear us there go under a law enacted by Con- 


gress that supports these vessels, saying to 
them, *‘None of your people shall be em 


it is offen- 
You 
labor than 
The amendment ought not to 


ployed on them.’ it is bad taste ; 
sive to those people and wrong in itself. 
make this company pay 
they need to. 
be ad } ted 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN,. Mr. President, 
I coufess that | am surprised at the argument 
of my friend that it bad 


more for 


s either in taste or 


wrong. Here this Government is paying a 
subsidy of about five millions for what? ‘The 
leading, the controlling motive is to raise up 


is the 
the 


hat 
we have in 


seamen for our Navy, 
mental object that 


govern- 
improve- 
ment of our commerce. 

Mr. POMEROY. 


and Chinese make good seamen ‘ 


Will not the Japanese 
) Negroes 
make good seamen 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Hear methrough. 
That is the object. Phat was the object of this 
Government when it paid bounties to our fish- 
eries. That was the reason always given. My 
friend from Kansas would not say that we in 
time of war were to employ seamen on our 


ships of war who were notcitizens of the United | 


stares, 
Mr. NYE Does 
Jersey say we do not? 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
Mr. NYE. 


the Senator trom New 
I do say so. 


(he Senator is mistaken. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Ithink not. At 
all events, if it has been done, it is certainly 
the policy of this Government that our sailors 
should be citizens of the United States, and 
there is no discrimination against any class, 
because anybody can become a citizen. If 
there is Any defect in our naturalization laws, 
let that defect be corrected, so that there shall 
be no discrimination as to class. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to ask a 
question, because it may arise hereafter in the 
construction of this clause. Would the word 
‘seamen’ here cover the other employés, for 
instance firemen ? 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I understand 
not. 

Mr. STEWART. I apprehend this line 
would have to stop entirely if they were 


required to get American citizens to go into the 
China seas and be firemen. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Ido not under- 
stand that firemen are covered by the term 
‘*seamen.”’ 

Mr. NYE. Just say that. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I have no objec- 
tion to saying it. 

Mr. NYE. Say that it applies to ‘*‘ seamen 
alone.”’ 

Mr. CASSERLY. The amendment as I 
proposed it refers only to officers and seamen 
as technically classed; that is, sailors of the 
higher class. Iam surprised at the sensitive- 
ness of Senators as to the effect of the amend- 
ment. Iam particularly surprised at the sen- 
sitiveness of Senators from the Pacific coast. 
They have all seen what | have seen, and I 
saw it with apprehension—Chinamen 
employed as sailors before the mast on steam- 
ers of the Pacific mail line. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. Pomeroy] 
asks me if they were not good sailors. Of 
course they were not good sailors. They were 
not sailors at all. Nothing could be more 
ludicrous (except for the painful apprehen- 
sions the spectacle excited) than to see them 
attempt to take in sailin a blow. They had 
a sort of foreman who translated the orders 
to them, and they worked away in a con- 
fused, helpless crowd. It was almost enough 
to make one shudder to think of one of the 
company’s great’ ships of tour thousand tons, 
full of passengers, caught in one of the tre- 


great 


| mendous typhoons of the China sea, compelled 


in such a struggle between life and death to 
depend on a crew of Chinamen. The bare 
thought almost makes one’s hair stand with 
fright at the thought of precious human lives 
exposed to such a risk. 

Ihe Senator from Indiana [Mr. Morton] 
asks, how could one’s hair stand upon end in 
such acase? Lwas speaking of my own thoughts 
as I stood upon the deck of a fine ship in the 
safe waters of the tropics on our Pacific coast, 
imagining what indeed would be the unhappy 
condition of any ship or of any ship’s passen- 
gers in the hauds of a crew of Chinamen ex- 
posed to the fury of a typhoon. Even as a 
part of the crew they are wholly unfit. While 
we are subsidizing these steamers, we should 
see that they are properly manned for their 
stormy and dangerous trade. Properly manned 
they never can be with Chinamen. All this is 
so well known on our coast that I confess my 
surprise to hear What we bave heard from the 
Senator from Nevada. 

The object of my amendment first offered 
was to restore the old system as to the oflicers 
and able-bodied seamen of merchant ships. 


| To my surprise it met with opposition. As 


the amendment now stands it is confined to 
the officers alone. Asto them it provides fora 
return of the old system liberalized. Itis con- 
tined also to such ships as are employed in 
this service. I am sure I would not be illib- 
eral toward a man of another land than this. 
[ have no right to be, if such right any one 
has. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 


Do I under- 
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stand the Senator’s amendment only to apply 
to officers ? 

Mr. CASSERLY. Only to officers. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I donot accept 
that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen 
ator from New Jersey declines to accept it, 
and therefore it is not before the Senate 

Mr. CASSERLY. I was about to say, and 
I may as well say it now, that as these arg 
United States mail ships there is a peculia: 
propriety in having the officers either citizens 
of the United States, or at least persons who 


have made their declaration of intention 


Mr. POMEROY. The law under which 
they are built requires that they shall be off- 
cered by citizens of the United States.  {{ 
the Senator from Ohio has the law, the Sen- 
ator from California will see that the law is so. 

Mr. CASSERLY.  Lask to have the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Jersey read, 

The Chiet Clerk read the amendment as 
follows: 

Provided, That the seamen employed by said line 
shall be citizens of the United States, or those who 
have, according to the naturalization laws, declared 
their intention to become such. 

Mr. STEWART. I am not sensitive or ex- 
cited about this question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The word ‘officers’? 
ought to be inserted before ‘‘seamen.”’ 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 1 will modify 
it by saying ‘‘officers and seamen.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
tion is on the amendment as modified. 

Mr. SUMNER. Let that be reported again. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 

Provided, That the officers and seamen employed 
by said line shall be citizens ot the United States, or 


those who have, according to the naturalization laws, 
declared their intention to become such. 

Mr. SUMNER. I should like to understand 
the precise operation of that. What is its 
object ? 

Mr. STEWART. I suppose its object is to 
prevent Chinamen from being employed. 

Mr. CASSERLY. As sailors; it does not 
interfere with those employed as waiters or 
helpers around the ship. 

Mr. SUMNER. Is there any reason why 
they should not be employed as sailors if they 
make good sailors? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. My reason | 
will state to the Senator from Massachusetts. 
We are here giving a subsidy of some five mil 
lion dollars to establish this line. I suppose 
that so far as the Government is concerned 
our object, our governmental object, is to raise 
seamen for our Navy in time of war. That 
has been the reason generally given for all 
bounties we have extended in aid of any kind 
of commerce, as ihe Senator from Massachu 
setts knows, he being tamiliar with the ques 
tion of the fisheries. [t seems to me that there 
is great propriety that these seamen for our 
Navy should be citizens of the United States ; 


ques 


| at all events that their interest should be iden 


tified with this country, either by being citi 


zens, or by having deciared their intention to 


become such. It discriminates against no 


| class; it only provides that inasmuch as we 
are paying this bounty, one object of which is 


to raise up seamen ior our Navy in the event 
of war, they should be identified with us. I 
think it is a proper amendment, 

Mr. SUMNER. I suppose that incident to 


| that is the exclusion of Chinese. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
Chinese. 

Mr. SUMNER. I asked for information. 
I did not mean to assert it. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 


clude them as Chinese. 


No, not the 


It does not ex- 
It excludes those 


| who are not citizens and have not declared 


i 


their intention to become such. 

Mr.SUMNER. Of course it would operate 
then upon all other foreigners, English, Irish, 
French, and Swedes. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 


Yes, sir. 
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Mr. SUMNER. Would not that limit very 
much the supply of seamen? The Senator is 
aware that en board our ships generally more 
than half of the seamen are foreign born. My 
friend from Nevada [Mr. Nye] says * for- 
eigners yet;’’ not only foreign born but for 
eigners yet. I am inclined to think that that 
provision will be found a great embarrassment 
to the navigation of the ships. Ido not see 
how they can findthe men. They could not find 
them surely in San Francisco. They must 
pick them up and send them around there. [ 
throw out that remark in order to open the 
way for the suggestion that this provision 
seems to have an embarrassment. I fear that 
it would interfere essentially with the naviga- 
tion of these vessels. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask the Senator from | 


Massachusetts if the word ‘* seamen”’ under 
nautical law has such a definite meaning as to 
exclude a fireman, a servant, and a great mass 
of persons employed on these vessels? 

Mr. SUMNER. Iam notsurethatit would. 
I would not say. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is very important. 
It is manifest that Japanese, Chinamen, and 
others must be employed as firemen and ser- 
vants. 

Mr. SUMNER. ButI am now calling atten- 
tion to the point that it would exclude that 
large class of foreigners who are now employed 
in our navigation, English, Irish, and particu- 
larly Swedes. The Senator is aware there are 
a great many Swedes on board our vessels, 
and Germans also. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Theargument of the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey is, that under our nav 
igation laws, formerly, we always required 
American citizens. 

Mr.SUMNER. In point of fact they were not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The question is whether 
the word ‘‘seamen’’ is not a word of such 
indefinite meaning as to include firemen of 
steam vessels. 

Mr. SUMNER. It seems to me it would 
not embrace firemen. It seems to me the 
word ‘*seamen”’ isalmost a perfectly technical 
term in the law. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
ator from Massachusetts if he thinks, even if 
the fact is such as he states, that it would be 


to the interests of our Navy to have Chinese | 


as seamen, not on account of any mental qual- 
ities, but on account of their physical power, 
their aptitudes? Is it not better to have our 
own citizens? 

Mr. SUMNER. I should rather have every 
man in our Navy a citizen, one of our own 
people, who gave to the service therefore not 
only his arms but his heart; but what induced 
me to make the inquiry | did was an anxiety 
lest we at this moment should do an illiberal 
thing. That is the practical point with me. 
I feared that in these somewhat plausible terms 
there was an illiberality which | certainly do 
not wish to see in the legislation of our coun- 
try. The explanation of the Senator meets it 
toa certain extent; and yet he will pardon 
me if I say even while listening to his explan- 
ation I feared that under that there was this 
illiberality, that perhaps one motive to this 
provision was a desire to bear upon the Chi- 
nese. I confess I doubt the expediency of any 
such thing. . 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. As to motive, 
I am free to say that I do not think the 
Chinese would make good seamen for our 
Navy in time of war; and I think the success 
of our Navy depends almost entirely upon the 
character of its seamen. There is no hidden 
motive about it. I am free to say so. 

Mr. SUMNER. 1 did not attribute that 
to the Senator at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
New Jersey to the amendment. 


The amendment to the amendment was | 
rejected. 


I ask the Sen- 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment of the Senator 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I wish to renew the 
amendment just voted down striking out the 
words ‘‘and seamen.’’ The effect of that 
modification is to enlarge the present law. 
The present law requires the officers of these 
ships to be citizens. This permits any man 
who hasgiven that pledge to the country which 
is involved in a declaration of his intention to 
become an officer also. I move simply the 
amendment of the Senator from New Jersey 
with the words ‘* and seamen ’”’ taken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on that amendmentof the Senator from 
California. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment of the commit- 
tee as amended. 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Thatis the 


| main question, and I ask forthe yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. SAULSBURY. On this question Iam 
j 
paired with the Senator from Wisconsin, [ Mr. 
CARPENTER. ] If he were here 
**nay,’’ and he would vote ‘‘ yea.”’ 

Phe question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resuited—yeas 29, nays 18; as follows: 

Y EAS—Messrs. Caidwell, Casserly, Clayton, Cole, 
Conkiing, Corbett, Cragin, Fenton, Ferry of Mich- 
igan, Flanagan. Hitcheock, Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, 
Logan, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Rice, Saw- 
yer, Scott, Sherman, Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, 
West, Wilson, and Windom—29. 





NAYS— Messrs. Ames, Bayard, Chandler, Davis 
| of West Virginia, Ferry of Connecticut, Freling- 


huysen, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Har- 
lan, Johnston, Kelly, Morton, Norwood, Pratt, Spen- 
cer, Stevenson, Vickers, and Wright—18. 
ABSEN T—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Blair, Bore- 
man, Brownlow, Buckinghain, Cameron, Carpen- 
ter, Cooper, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Gilbert, 
Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Hill, Morrill of Maine, 
Morrill of Vermont, Patterson, Pool, Ransom, Rob- 
ertson, Saulsbury, Schurz, Sprague, Thurman, Tip- 
ton, and Trumbull—27. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. VINDOM. I move that the 
take a recess until half past seven o’clock. 
Mr. BUCKINGHAM. 1 move that 


Senate adjourn. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


the 


The Sena- 


tor from Connecticut moves that the Senate do || 


now adjourn, which motion takes precedence. 


The motion was agreed to; and (at four | 


o'clock and forty-five minutes p. m.) the Sen- 
ate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, May 3, 1872. 

‘The House met at eleven o’clock a. m., Mr. 
Dawes in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Butter, 
yw: 

‘Lhe Journal of yesterday was read in part, 
when 

Mr. WILLARD asked unanimous consent 
that the further reading of the Journal be dis- 
pensed with. 

No objection was made; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HALE. 


I ask unanimous consent that 


the amendments of the Senate to House bill 


No. 1191, making appropriations for the naval 
service for the year ending June 30, 1873, and 
for other purposes, be taken from the Speak- 
er’s table and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ‘that the bill and amend- 
ments be printed, the am:cudments to be num- 
bered. 


No objecti yas made; and it was ordered || 
9 objection was ma and as ordered || most, the splendid results to the material inter 


| ests and the substantial glory of civilization 


accordingly. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. I move that the 


rules be now suspended, and that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on 


I would vote | 


: | cidentally tohelp them ; 
Senate | : 


| often indulged in the weariness of 


interest. 
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the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the special order. 

Mr. WILLARD. Allow me to make a sng- 
gestion. The House has had but one morning 
hour for private bills for a month, I: think. 
This is private bill day, and it does seem to me 
that we ought to have a morning hour to day. 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. General debate on 
the tariff bill is to close by order of the House 
at three o’clock to-day. 

Mr. WILLARD. Thetime for general debate 
can be extended, 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. It will be easy to 
obtain a special order by the House for an 
evening session for private bills, or for an hour 
some future day. 

Mr. WILLARD. Will there be objection 
to having a morning hour to-day after three 
o'clock ? 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. I hope not. 

Mr. WILLARD. If there is no objection 
to that I will not object to going into Com- 
mittee of the Whole now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular 
order after three o’clock will be morning-hour 
business, and the majority can control it then. 

The motion to go into Committee of the 
Whole was agreed to. 


TARIFF, 
The House accordingly resolved itself into 
Yommittee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Scorte.p in the ebair,) and re 


f 


sumed the consideration of the bill (H.R. 
No. 2322) to reduce duties on imports, and 


to reduce internal taxes, and for other pur- 
poses. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
New York [ Mr. Cox] is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, the subject of 


|| atariff for protection and its oppressions is no 
| new theme to me. 


Whether tariffs have been 


defended here as War measures or as peace 


| measures; whether plausibly defended as 


necessary to develop our industries or in- 


whether for ** revenue 
only,’’ or for revenue and protection, in what 


ever guise, | have endeavored as a western 


|| and eastern Representative, to tear off the 


glossy lacquer with which such schemes are 
made plausible. 
I have endeavored to do this by appealing 


| to the spirit of the Constitution, which forbids 


any levy of tax, except for revenue—as well as 
the aggrandizement of one trade by ‘* gratu- 
ities’’ forced from others. Indoing this I have 
detail. I 
have done this to show the pernicious effeets of 
such devices upon the general and individual 
This weariness, which is the ecom- 
panion andresult of such labors, bas only been 
relieved by the delight which comes from the 


| study of the just proportions of truth and 
| goodness. The supreme delectation whieh gar 

| lands even alance of straw against a champion 
| cased in the adamant of falsehood, selfishness, 


and cant has been my inspiration It has, 
against allremonstrance of friends, and de- 
lights of home and library detained me in 


public life. No equivocal platforms, no party 


| defections, no selfish arrogance, no specious 
demagogery has ever deterred the unfettered 


thought which I cherished as a scholar in the 
university and since as a public servant. The 
long list of splendid minds, beginning with 
Solomon, when he established his reciprocal 


| exchanges with Hiram, down to the new era 


which ushered in Adam Smith, Bastiat, and 
Stuart Mill; the grand contest in England in 
1846, and in France later, when the recipro 
cities of trade were celebrated by two great 


nations, led by Cobden and Chevalier—and 


the contemplation of all these, and more, have 


been a solace and a reward for my love of 
economic science and my devotion to its induc- 
tions and conclusions. 
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3036 


Yet through these long years. since I have 
been in this contest for fiscal and commercial 
liberty here, there bas been but little practical 


isfaction, except the exceeding great reward 


Prote ction Continues 


uty done. to be 
our ruling poucy The great shame of our 
nation continues | uve been compelled to 
say Like the Latin poet: 
Padect hme opprobria nobis; 
Et dici potu et non poluisse repelli 


Ihe Opprobvrium Shames us; and we 


can 


Bpent fit when we Cannot repel it Thank 
God! | le lived to see the day when truthful 
men of the Opposite party are coming to the 
front Ni ire helping us to realize the 
prove hat in the revenues of the wicked 
there is trouble.’”’ The doom of protection i 
sealed My triend from [liinois | Mr. Burcu- 
AkD| has made his confession, that long he 
rope d in the dark, but invest ition did for 
tha honest and acute intellect what it did 
for David A. Wells and others. It has made 


bim a champion worthy of any bandit’s steel. 
relertoa 


have 


nout olfense, 


which | 


Ll trust that I may, wit 


method of ar 


yumentation pur 

sued on thi topic, not irom any se] f-salis- 
faction, but to illustrate what I desire to say 
ou this proposed legislation. My friends will 
not. | am sure, become so profane as did 
Donatus when he uttered the ejaculation: 

“Damned be they who have said our good things 
befor u ‘ 

METHOD OF ASCERTAINING BOUNTIES. 

When the Morrill tariff bill of 1862 came 

to us, l ad p ed this method dete cling and + 


exposing its fallacies and frauds: if a duty, 
say on leather, was thirty five per cent. ad 
valorem, we add that to the cost abroad of the 

icie, inciuding the premium or dillerence 


Phen, as the customs are paid 
‘add the depreciation of the paper 
merchant pays with. Then, to 
nicostin consequence of exchange, 


a ‘ ind pauper money, we add the lreight, 
irance, and importer’s profits. At this 


the imported aruicle comes in 


competition with the corresponding article of 


point of cost 


e home manufacturer in the American mar- 
ket; and the aggregate of the item* above 
mentioned constitutes the protection or bounty 
which the tanlf system gives to the manufac 
turer. Lhe consumers of the domestic article, 


course, Day this bounty to the manutacturer. 
reduced to an axiom in political 


economy, lt is as clear as 


the proposition 
Loat th object of a tariff tor prote ction 1s to 
increase the price of the article. IPf this were 


who would care for 


manutacturer, 


protective 
bounties? Not the certainly. 
, who “9 f 

by this method “Me 
did | den 


‘bounties, “term 


and no other, 
| denominated 
generally and prop- 


Chairman, 
onstrate Whatin 1862 


now 


erly adopted. I have sometimes used other and 
less decorous terms, but we should not always 
Bh uk our th ughts here, It was by this 
method. lon facets like the o1 ginal bills of 
lading and iabiionias at the custom-houses, that 


1 ascertained the enormous percentage in gold, 
even, which the product of the home manufac- 


turer receive 


Gd at Lie point where tie foreign arti 


cle came in competion with the home product. 

In these discussions I did not omit to point 
out the exact sums which were paid by the con- 
summer as well as by the protected classes and 
h received them. No man born 
of woman ever dared to question the demon- 


lynorance and sellishness sometimes 


tions whic 


Ste 


stration. 


contend yet that the bounty does not go to the 
home mayulacturer. Oh, no; but these pre- 
cious logicians, when it comes to removing 


the tarift 
to theu leg 


on te 
islation because it relieves the con- 
sumer of « lax measured by the amount of the 
duty. 
nickel, they do not see the same fundamental 
law of economy. Then their god, Baal, is 
‘talking, or he pursueth, or he is on a jour- 


When it comes to a tax on copper or’ 


a and coffee, sing hallelujahs | 


l 


ney, or peradventure he sleepeth and must be 
awaked.’ 
Afar from 

science, these 
king and 
ot protection, 
distorted facts 
the intelligence and progress of our age. 


the calm retreats of economic 
ghosts of protection ZO about 
gibbering among laboring men 
when their false theories and 
are condemned and scouted by 
They 


talk to the economists as it they were bookish 


squea 


men—doctrinaires. We are not practical 
men; we do not know affairs. They forget 


the primordial law of all experience and con- 
templation, that no true theory ever 
—— based not only on irrefragable fact, 
but heavenly justice. 


lhe right to speak, write, travel, worship, 
and labor is not a whit more sacred than the 
right to exchange commodities unhampered by 
partial legislation. In fact, no argument is 
sound against such legislation that is not 
founded on the principles of liberty. Call 


the opponents of such schemes by what name 
you please—tfree-traders or what not—I accept 


any name. If for ‘free trade’’ Ishould sug- 
gest the words ‘‘unsbackled exchange,”’’ or 


‘unhampered commerce,’ men might wonder 
at the ln passioned denunciation with which 
‘free-traders’’ are met by their opponents. 
Standing on the rules of right and justice, 
denying to Government the function to help 
or clas individual at the ex 
pense and to the detriment of another ; espe- 
cially denying the privilege or right of the 
few to despoil the many, I have fearlessly 
analyzed the various bills which have been 
before Congress during my service here. 

Bills to relieve the people, come they from 
minority or majority, come they from Mis- 
souri or Illinois, or even when reported by 
Massachusetts, I welcome them for as much as 


one section 3 or 


tt 
| 


existed | 


they are worth; and they are only worth so | 


much as they near the goal of justice. 
them bantlings, or orphans, or foundlings. 
Let the bill of the majority be called father- 
less and alone. Ido not inquire who fathers 


the bill. If it is a waif, so much the more 
need for our care of the little but precious 
innocent. My only question is, is it humane? 


is it fair and good? 

It may not be my privilege to see the full 
fruition of free trade; certainly not during or 
by this Congress; but the world progresses. 
Science is the handmaid of just legislation. 
Political economy is not a delusion or a soph- 
ism. Time will work for the right. You may 
cast your poison into the fountain, but the vein 
of truth will well up to purify and cleanse. I 
cheerfully look to the future; to a future when 


Call | 


custom-houses, with all their proven corrup- | 


tions, will be abolished, and when men in 
America will wonder, as now the English peo- 
ple wonder, at the long struggle which Bright, 
Villiers, Cobden, Elliott, an id Peel conducted, 
and which culminated in 1846 in a new order 
and a splendid prosperity forthe British people. 

Much has been said about the relative vir- 
tues of a more direct system of taxation, like 
the internal revenue, and the mischief of the 
fraudulent protective system. I infinitely prefer 
theformer. Besides, was it not understood, when 
these exorbitant tariffs began during the war, 
that their reduction or repeal was to be aconse- 
quence or a concurrence with the reduction or 
repeal of the internal tax? Let facts tell. 

BAD FAITH OF PROTECTION. 

On the 30th of June, 1864, an internal rev- 
enue tax was imposed on manufacturers of 
five per cent. upon gross products. It was 
increased in March, 1865, to six per cent. 
This was made the pretext for the advanced 
tariffs of July 14, 1862, and June 30, 1864. 


Pennsylvania, by her great leader, Thaddeus | 


Stevens, stated that these tariffs were increased 
by reason of this internal tax. 

The leader of the Ways and Means, [Mr. 
MorriLt, } declared this legislation to be tem- 
porary. it was awar measure only. When 
peace came, then the stern duties of economy 


| 





| reduction of the internal tax? 


| forward and 
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required that both internal and external duties 
should be reduced orrepealed. These blessed 
economies were to go pari passu! The inter- 
nal taxesof the year 1864 on manufactures for 
that year were reported to be $128.000,000. Of 
that the iron interest paid $12,000,000. How 
they groaned under it! But most of these 
were stricken off. Again, in the last Congress 
there was an additional reduction of the internal 
revenue, and now it is proposed to reduce it still 
more aud more without a fair reduction of the 
tariff. Why do not the protectionists keep 
faith? Why not march hand in hand with the 
Why, but for 
the same reason that induces the minority of 
the Ways and Means to remove all straight- 
honest revenue taxes, in order 
that they may help the greedy and few to 
their insidious and unjust gains? 

I refer for a detailed statement on this topic, 
illustrative of that bad faith which follows bad 
legislation, to the statement of Mr. Allison, of 
lowa, in the Forty-First Congress. Referring 
to this point, he said: 

“These taxes, by successive acts of repeal, have 
all been removed. First came the revenue act of 
July 13, 1866, when the internal tax was removed 
from most manufactures of iron and steel, and re- 
duced upon manufactures of woolens, and the free 
list enlarged. In March, 1867, « further reduction 
of taxes was made, and by the act of March, 1868, all 
taxes upon In: inufactures were abolished, Save only 
the tax of two dollars per $1,000 on sales : thus practi- 
cally relieving the domestic industry of the country 
of a burden which in 1865 was $73,000,000 in round 
numbers; in 1866, $123,000.000; in 1867, $92,000,000, 
and in 1868, $62,000,000."”—Globe, Appendix, volume 
81, page 193. 

As no reduction was then made in the tariff, 
the abolition of these internal taxes sucessively 
had the effect of increasing, by so much, the 
tariff on similar articles. This was a fraud. 

Since then we know that some millions have 
been taken off of the internal tax by the 
Schenck bill. It is now proposed to take off 
some twenty million dollars more. And this is 
considered fair to the consumers, fair to the 
many. I denounce it as a flagrant breach of 
honor. If the original tariff bill of Morrill, 
made in 1861, had been reduced one third it 
would hardly have represented what should 
have been done in good faith. 

INDIRECT TAXATION BY TARIFF 

If the question of good faith had reference 
only to the equal repeal of tariff and internal 
tax the iniquity would not be so monstrous. 
But the tariff, by its insidious devices, not 
merely makes revenue but it robs by felonious 
indirection. My friend from Indiana [Mr. 
Kerr] reckoned that upon the present tariff 
there were more than five hundred millions 
of ‘*bounties’’ paid to the pet manufacturers 
which never saw the Treasury. This is*a very 
moderate computation. 

I have already shown in a speech here 
on 28th March, 1870, that on eight articles 
alone under the tariff, before it was meagerly 
amended by the Schenck bill of last session, 
that to get $41,211,440 into the Treasury the 
people paid $852,817,740 to some favorites 
outside of the Treasury, whose locus in quo 
was not among commercial, working, or agri- 
cultural people. That was shown by computa- 
tions drawn from bills of lading, and by the 
inexorable rules of economic logic. To get 
revenue on pig, bar, and railroad iron in one 
year, amounting to $5,481,132, or fourteen 
cents and seven mills per head on imported 
iron, the tariff enables the iron manufactu- 
rers to collect as op the enormous sum of 
$148,750,000, or $3 7 per head; on cot- 


| ton fabrics to get $ eca tie cot in the Treas- 


| over $190,000, 000 ; 
| they pay nearly $5,000,000; 


ury we pay $190,320,000; to obtain revenue 
on ready-made clothing, cotton and woolen, 
amounting to only $1,348,975, the people pay 
on salt, to get $1,058,609, 
on leather, to 
obtain revenue, hardly $2,000,000, they pay 
$175,380, 000; on bituminous coal, to get about 

$500,000, nearly $ 70,000,000 of taxation; and 
te on through the iiensealle chapter. 








My friend from Illinois [Mr. Burcuarp] 
bas well earned the eulogy of an honest man 
by following this true formula of discussion. 


But even he falls below the mark. If he 
had stated the full result it would be so in- 
credible that men would cease to wonder 


that even demagogues proclaim the mystery 
of this tariff inquity. I reproduce, however, 
one of his significant tables, which shows 
per capita, the bounty which a certain class 
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of manufactures receive. in intro- 
ducing it: 


He says, 


The statistical tablesof importations and of do- 
mestic production in this country give the total con- 
sumption, the census st: tistics the numberof persons 


employed. and the tariff laws the rate of duty by 
which the price of the domes tie article is sought to 
be enhanced above the foreign. I append a table 


giving the bounty allowed by present laws to manu- 
facturers engaged in producing some of the most 
necessary articles of comfort, health, and enjoy- 
ment: 


Tariff pensions. 








TE sintelinchepenatiesiedlinsees ~ 
Value domes- Annual 
Articles. tic produc- Duty. Increased Persons em- bounty 
tions 1870. Cost. PANTS per capita. 
GOEEON.. -cccsces vceies sosonorsvnsconceee $165,0°0.000 {0 per cent. $51,241,000 171,000 $300 
Pig iron. 1,850, 0007 $7 per ton 12,950,000 79,900 162 
reich anes SGAKais esasdtanbinkss 30,000,000 60 per cent. 11,250,000 16,000 703 
Nic ccuschsatin’ adver 2.289,504* 101 per cent. 1,431,687 2,213 647 
i 5,000,000 1,875,000 1,800 1,042 
Woolens.... 176,000,000 69 per cent. 50, 286.000 120,000 419 
Railroad iron.. 620,000+ $7 per ton 4,340,000 - % 
Wrought iron. ... 710, 000t $13 per ton 9, 230.000 - 22 
I iin edits cathe indecoucnenasuaiuas 11,250,000 2,387,340 4,000 397 
iti al ssn acvhiceceusaaarennans 21:216;802* 20 per cent. 3,036,132 11,011 321 
* Census of 1860. t Tons. 


If this table should include all the protected | 


classes it would not be out of the way to say 
that at least $500,000,000 per annum have 
been taken from the body of the people for 
purposes other than revenue, that since 
1861, during ten years, here has’ been 
five billions taken from the national wealth; 
twice our national debt! We have toshow for 
it—what? Why, increased, unhealthy labor 
in some departments of industry ; copper, iron, 
coal, woolens, &e. Truly. But this great trib- 
ute has obliterated commerce; it has preyed 
upon the masses of mechanics; it has been a 
mildew to the farmers ; itis an unhealthy blight 
upon the general prosperity. Our export trade 
shows it. Our total domestic exports in- 
creased twelve and a half per cent. between 
1860 and 1870; our exports of leading do- 
mestic manufactures declined from $34,500,000 
to $12,800,000—a decrease of sixty-two and a 
halt per cent.; in other words, under the 
protective system we have about two 
thirds of our export trade in manufactures. 

This enormous and ruinous tribute is given 
without consideration. It is bounty. Our 
values of all kinds are estimated by authority 
at $80,000,000,000. By this peculiar system 
there would have been $5,000,000,000 fairly 
distributed among the body ot the people who 
earned it; and it would have gone into the 
homes of hundreds of thousands of families, 
to bless and comfort them, instead of increas- 
ing the huge mountainous wealth which but a 
few are piling up, and which are the standing 
dangers to liberty in this country. 

LABOR AND WAGES IN EUROPE. 

The one great argument relied on by pro- 
tectionists is the ‘* pauper-labor’’ fallacy. In 
the same connection it has been attempted to 
show that the tariff is a great blessing to the 
laboring man. ‘The wages of labor in Belgium, 
Prussia, and other countries of Europe are 
cited to show that wages are lower there than 
in this country. England may not answer the 
purposes of nigh-tariff sophists, as there the 
wages approximate the rates of this country. 
The greatand patent causes which have brought 
about the poverty and degradation of the labor- 
ing man in these countries are omitted, as well 
as the causes which prevent orretard the same 
results in this country. It is the operation of 


s0 


lost 


Ages robbed them by force of arms, modern 
Governments rob them by taxation. Another 
great cause operates: the supply of labor in 
those countries is in excess of the demand for 
it. This, added to the causes already men 
tioned, accounts for the low rates of wages in 
Europe. 

In this country the same causes are now 
operating with great energy to produce the 
same results. We have a costly Army and 
Navy, a large civil list, a large national debt, 
and, what is worse than all, the infamous tariff 
system, er h robs the people to pay bounties 
to manufacturing monopolists. 

These causes, “when added to a dense popu 
lation, and when the supply of labor will be in 
excess of the demand, will produce the same 
poverty and degradation of the laboring man 
here. But the catastrophe is here retarded by 
scarcity of labor in proportion to the demand. 
This state of things is but temporary. It is 
also retarded by the fact thatthe laboring man 
if too much oppressed here can escape from 
the oppression of capital by fleeing to the pub- 
lie domain and cultivating the land. This he 
can get by settling uponit, or at a low price. 
When that great safety-valve for labor is gone— 
and under our peculiar legislation it is fast 
going—and our population becomes dense, 
and labor plenty, as it must then be, we shall 
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see here precisely the same state of things 
which exists in Europe. 

The monopolists understand this. Hence 

they look forward to a strong Government with 
its armed forces between them and the impov- 
erished, desperate, and anarchial prolétaire. 
Hence the facile acquiescence in military usur- 
pations and the suspension of habeas corpus. 
But where the free-trade system prevails, 
the wages of labor have increased consider- 
ably, while the hours of labor have dimin- 
ished, and the general condition of the labor- 
ing classes has improved. In certain other 
European countries where there are protec- 
tive tariffs, wages are low, and the masses are 
not improved or improving. 

I reter to England, more particulary to 
the Clyde, to illustrate the fact that free-trade 
policies enhance wages; and by a comparison 
with this country | will show that it is our ruin- 
ous protective system which impoverishes the 
workingman. [his will not appear by a mere 
statement of the rates of wages, but by the fur 
ther statement of how much the wages will buy, 
and especially what they will buy which is ne- 
cessary to a laboring man’s family. So that 
under our protective system the laboring man 
here in reality may have nominally greater 
wages than in England, but really he works 
more hours to purchase the same necessaries. 
Chis invaluable table is answer quite enough 
to all the brood of falsiues promulgated by 
hired writers and selfish leagues: 


Comparative rates of wages inthe ship-building yards 
on the Clyde and in the United States. 





Wages on the A ages in| 

Clyde. nited i 

° > te ‘ 
Occupations. states. 

1872 1872 1869. | 

; 
Molders.. 428 $10 50 $15 50 
Machinists . 359 8 75 15 50 
Riveters and platers. 35a. 8 75 15 00 
Boiler-makers........... 35s. 8 75 15 00 
lielpers and strikers. J4e. 6 00 10 50 
Blacksmiths oad 354. 8 75 15 50 
Chippers... pe aekias 278. 6 75 12 00 

Carpenters........... 35a. 8 75 16 50} 

PRG cia sntendovicivecncne 27a. 6 75 15 0D | 

zaborers, or  un- 

skilled workmen... 24s. 6 00 981 | 


Hours of labor per week on the Clyde, 
United States, 60. 

Average wages per hour, 15} cents gold, 
currency. 

Nominal difference of higher wages inthe United 
States, forty-four percent. Actual difference, (gold 
at ten per cent.,) forty per cent. 


51; 


in the 


236 cents 


Cost of a few prime necessaries in New York and on the Clyde respectively. 





Items. Clyde. 
| 
tent for four-roomed tenement per week 38. 6d. 
COG OE MOI i icictisiticsinatibkctassstbbdosiriedinceuh 1Ue 
PRE CRI IOQE IS cha socun chaadsdebodswagnil 10s 
Heavy brogan boots, one pair. 10a 
Common woolen suit of ¢ clothes.. 30s. 
Twelve yards common al paca...............00 2s. 
i} One dozen spool-thread, two huudred 
) yards le. 2d. 


|| the above necessaries? 


the political or governmental systems which | 


have impoverished the laboring men of Kuro- 
pean countries. They are the large standing 
armies, the large civil lists, the religious es- 
tablishments, the national debts, &c. These 
have helped to bring about the degradation 
and oppression of the laboring men of Europe. 
These have been the excuses for the heavy 
taxation which has oppressed the labor of 
Europe for ages. The barons of the Middle 


How many hours does a man work in the 
United States and in England, respectively, for 


a 


Equivalent in 


United States New York. Percentage. 
currency to— 
$0 92 $2 35 1554 
2 75 7 00 155 
2 75 6 50 138 
2 75 4 50 64 
8 25 18 00 118 
3 30 6 60 100 
3] 80 160 
Average wages per hour in England eight 


pence, and in “the 


United States twenty-three 
and a third cents: 


| 


BE: xcessin the | 


' me Clyde. , New York, | Staree | 
Items. Clyde one’ taber. New York Hours’ labor. | Uni 5: 8. 
sa re eS casieameamaiaaa” a hae 
a as - 
Rent for four-roomed 
house per week 8s. 6d. 63 $2 35 104 6 
OS aa 10s. 15 7 00 3 19 
One pair bl: unkets.......... 10. 15 6 50 28 13 
One pair heavy brogans.. 10s. 15 4 50 19+ 3+ 
Common woolen sui t. We. 45 18 00 77 32 
Twelve yards alpaca...... 12s. 18 6 60 23 10 
One dozen spool- thpend.. le. 2d. 13 50 3h 14 





| 
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ho IPpeal that th aristocratic wages 
ot h { d Sta mmpel the laboring 
men of New York or Ilinois to work five 
hours more foi nis weekly rent, nineteen 
hours more for a ton of coal, thirteen hours 
more for a pair ol Diankets, three and a half 
hours more for a pall ol oOots, thirty two 
hours nore lor a mmon wool. li suit, nine- 
teen hour more r twel yards of alpaca, 
and one hour and three quarters more for a 
adozen of sy 1 thread-eall indi pensable arti 
cles of the poorest | cholds—more, by fur, 
than his pauper competitor of Scotland. And 
for what lo supply the dire necessities of our 
Federal « K pense No lo supply i Treas- 
ury overflowin « hundred millions per an 
num ) ) to swell the already bloated 
monuope ts, care ed and = favored by this 
class | lation of this tariff ridden country. 

Upon the Clyde, where these wa res are paid, 
the manulacturing industry is all given to com 
merce and ship In fact, it is reduced to the 
question of working in iron and skilled labor. 
‘The same ma Lye predicate 1 to some extent 
of all industries of Great Britain. Che latest 
reports {1 pryh othe rreat woolen ard cotton in 
dustrie ot Girea Britain indicate that even 
this excess of purchasing power just quoted 
would still more favorably compare with the 
high aristocratic wages of the much-favored 
State of Ma i ise.ts So that all the facts 
} ut with no uncertain index to the conclu- 

) th 

i vat i LABOR IS A FICTION, 

Waiving for t moment the real question, 
whethe even if Wages were lower than here 
that we ough > ha by natural right and fair 
policy the advantages of it, 1 beg attention 
to some tac relating to the present condition 
of labor in England, the wage paid, the price 
of iron, and the effect which the present tariff, 


posed tariff will have 
Amerncan indu tric S. 


thatthe allegation that English labor 


on Certain 


[1 pre nt 


is pauper labor, i aa fic tion. I have shown that 
to-day it is as well paid, if not better paid, as to 
the purchasing power of wages received, than 
in America. The British system of taxation, 
by which its vast reve: ues are raised, 1s derived 
mainly from so called articles of luxury—to- 
bacco, tea, coffee, Income tax, and excise. 
These contribute mainly ; while the essentials 


itenanee of labor and life, like coal, 
salt, wheat, bear no burden. 
This results in a labor wage cheap, compared 


to the mat 


wool, CoUon, 


with that paid in a land such as this, where 
our very existence, from the cradle to the 
grave, is taxed; and so free trade properly | 
gives England dominancy in the world’s mar- 
ket 

In May, 1871, British labor began its action 
for increased wages and reduced hours of 

rk Vari emands were made and con 
cession ih 1 from that date to April ‘. 
L872, aggregating an advance of fifty per cent, 
in wages over the price paid at the sume time 
in 1871, and in a reduetion of hours of labor 
from sixty hours in 1871 to fifty-one and a 
half in 187 he increase in the wage, based 
on the time current in 1871, with dimin- 
ished hours in 1872, is practically an addi 
tional payin to the laborer This increase 
of wages has been by sixpence sterling per 
hour; and the advance reaches from the coal 


miner, through the coking-oven, 
the blast-furnace, puddling furnace, muck-bar 
mill, to the finished product. It represents ten 
shillings sterling per ton ince 
paid over the current 1871. 
And this advance in labor is paid to and en- 
joyed by labor alone; not a penny of the 
additional cost into the pocket of the 
irOn-master in any shi ape whatever. 

As there have been five advances of ten 
shillings, the year’s increase in the cost of a 
ton of iron isrepresented by £2 10s., 
equal to $12 50 United States gold, nearly. 


or ron-ore 


to labor rates of 


roes 


} 
in lk aovoor, 


st of finished iron 


In 1871 Scotch pig iron, first “quality, sold at 
66s. to 60s, sterling. Yesterday the quotations |] labor, these causes effectually preventing the jj 


were 105s. to 112s. sterling. Then E nglish all- 
mine pig sold at 36s. to 42s.; now it is 
eagerly bought at 85s. to 88s. 6d. 

Scotch pig iron is used solely in foundery 
work here to tone the harder American iron ; 
its use, therefore, is defined and limited by a 
natural law, and no influence can force its use 
beyond that limit. The duty can, therefore, 
be reduced to five dollars per ton or less. The 
effect of the present duty and of all duties is 
to add to the cost of American pig iron a sum 
equal to the duty on Scotch pigs, which Amer- 
can labor pays in some way or other. The 
production in America in 1871 being some 
1,800,000 tons, at seven dollars bonus to mak- 

here, the amount of protection given is 
$12,600,000. 

It is a matter of fact that whatever the cost 
of foreign iron, pig or finished, the American 
mill 


price for years has been skillfully ad- 
justed to meet it. At present rates of freight 


and premium on gold, English best bar iron 
is one dollar per ton higher than American 
of same quality! 

RISE IN IRON. 

Much has been said here about the price of 
pig iron being raised since the reduction of 
the tariff from nine to seven dollars per ton. 
It is true. The importations have increased, 
and yet the prices have increased. Two things 
may appear in this relation: first, that there 
must be an unusual demand the world over 
for the article; and second, that the reduction 
of the tariff increases the price of the article! 
As to the last, if it be true, what arrant recre- 
ants to Pennsylvania interests have we here. 
When we cut down pig to five dollars, how 
they struggled to get it up to nine dollars 
again! How they strain and storm now when 
we mention that a further reduction is desir- 
able. The truth lies here. 

Owing to the Franco-German war and its 
withdrawal of labor and chaos in business ; 
owing to the English coal strikes which made 
an ‘‘iron famine,’’ as well as owing to the im- 
mense and growing demand of iron for every 
object, from the sewing-machine to the build- 
ing, from the plow to the needle, from the 
steamship to the shoe-tack—there has been an 
immense demand. It is oneof the phenomena 
of our material age of progress. But does 
this demand change the laws of economy? Is 
it true that a reduction of such a tax on the 
foreign product, coming in competition with 
our manufacture, by its inherent vigor of reduc- 
tion adds to the price? The absurdity of such 
a proposition is unworthy of an idiot. 

A speculative friend of mine purchased 
fortnight ago in Scotland a lot of Scotch iron. 
He bought at thirty-three dollars per ton. 
Before the shipment arrives in New York he 
is offered fifty-three dollars per ton. His 
profits would have been $150,000. Who pays 
such profits arising trom the difference between 
the foreign and home product? Mind you, 
this man is but a middie-man, a speculator. 
By our laws he is enabled to pocket his profits; 
out of what? From every horseshoe, every 
locomotive, every agricultural implement, 
every stove, every chisel, 
used by the mass of consumers! When the 
great mass pay bounty to one interest and one 
section, can we wonder that overgrown with 
this splendid pauperism and rude in over- 
weening arrogance, it taunts all other occupa- 
tions and sections, as an oriental suzerain 
would treat its tributaries and slaves? Can 
we wonder that it sneers at the 

REVIVAL OF COMMERCE, 
unless it is paid, out of the Treasury itself, lar- 
gesses upon its pet product when it enters 
into the building of a vessel? 

Much is said about the decline of American 
commerce. ‘The true causes lie in high values | 
created by protective tariffs, internal revenue 
taxes affecting materials, cost of house rents, 
food, clothing, &c., compelling a high value in 


everything of iron | 


| 
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creation of a mercantile mi irine. To illustrate - 
the quotation on the Clyde is ship- plates at 
thirteen pounds ste rling per ton, or sixty- 
four dollars gold. The protected iron here 
costs five and a half cents per pound, or 
$123 20 currency. Reduced to gold at yester- 
day’s premium, it is $109 64. This is a dif. 
ference of $45 64, or sixty-seven and a half 
per cent. in favor of the Clyde — -builder 
and this, mind, before an hour o 
applied to adapt it to use. 

The same relative difference exists in the 
angle and T’-iron in the hull, the boilers, and 
machinery, and notably on the wire rigg ing of 
the ship. 

A word on wire rigging; to show, ex pede 
Herculem, where the brute and selfish strength 
lies which holds our ships from launching 
upon the deep. On wire rope, whether gal- 

vanized rope for ships or plain for colliery 
and mining uses generally, the present bill 
increases the duty to that paid on the wire of 
which the rope is made. 

The larger portion of such rope actual 
use ranges from one half to one inch diameter ; 
these are the current sizes. a5 size of wire 
gauges from No. 20 down to No. 16. Plain 
wire rope now pays ely of thirty five per 
cent., and galvanized rope of two and a half 
cents per pound specific, or fifty-six dollars 
per ton. These gauges of wire in the pro- 
posed bill pay three and a half cents per pound. 
The bill is skillfully drawn, so as to show by 
comparison with existing duty a removal of 
the fifteen per cent. ad valorem rate levied 
additional to the three and a half cents per 
pound, creating the impression that as wire is 
reduced so also is wire rope. The reverse 
isthe case. This bill advances the duty on 
plain wire rope, from an average duty on the 
sizes most in use, of $56 36 to $78 40 per ton, 
or from two and a half to three and a half 
cents per pound! Being used in coal and iron- 
ore mines, andin many other ways, it not only 
adds to the cost of mining but it affects the cost 
of a ship; and itis proposed in the interest of 
the only wire-rope maker that I know of, at 
Trenton, New Jersey, and in drawn wire of the 
special pet of the Government, at Worcester, 
Massachusetts. Itis their interests which have 
engaged gentlemen to advocate the bill on 
behalf of California, whose Representatives are 
silent on the subject ; for in that State | know of 
no wire-drawing or wire-rope mill to be estab- 
lished or to be benefited. 

I annex some figures on plain and galvan- 
ized wire rope, which show the whole a 
galvanized wire rope for ship-rigging, size 
most in use from one to three inches in cir- 
cumference ; average cost of one and a quar- 
ter, one and a half, one and three quarters, 
two, two and a half, and three ine hes ; £27 in 
England ; equal to dollars, gold, $132. Pres- 
ent duty, two anda half cents per pound, $56 
per ton; equivalent to ad valorem forty-three 
per cent.; proposed duty, three and a half 
cents per pound, $78 40 per ton; equivalent 
to ad valorem sixty per cent. Colliery rope, 
coal and ore mines, and other purposes; sizes 
most in use as above, oue to three ee cir- 
cumfere nee. Average cost of sizes, 1, 1}, 14, 
1j, 2, 24, and 3 inches, £32 16s, in he oe 
in United States, gold, $161; present duty, 
thirty-five per cent., $56 35, or two and a half 
cents per pound; proposed duty, three and a 
half cents per pound $78 40 per ton; equiv- 
alent to ad valorem of forty- nine per cent. 

The smaller the rope the smaller the wire 
used in the manufacture, and, as a matter of 
fact, four fifths of the rope in use is made 
of wire gauging from twenty to sixteen 


labor is 


| gauge, which therefore positively enhances the 





duty. 

if | should make the same calculations as 
to every component part of a ship, as I have 
| often done, the cause of our decline in ship- 
ping would not ignorantly be attributed to 
Alabamas and Shenandoahs, nor would the 
failure to revive be found in any other imped- 














jment save the stubborn persistence of selfish 
ironmongers and other manufacturers. 

{ have often urged here, as | have urged 
from Maine to New York, in another forum, 
thatif this Government will not relieve usso that 
we may build ships, why not repeal the regis- 
try law and let us buy abroad ; nay, let us buy 
and place them under our flag, even if we 
have to pay a tariffon the ship per ton! All 
other nations may go to the Clyde and buy. 
We alone are prohibited. It isa burning, blis- 
tering reproach. 

Oh! but we do not want to help Great Brit- 
ain! Well, Great Britain helps herself by our 
ignorance or stubbornness. While we 
been losing our wealth by our tariffs since 


1861, she has increased one hundred and 
twenty-five per cent. or more. But Great 
Britain and British labor is hostile to our 


interests. Well, this Administration, ia our 
pusillanimous recreancy to the solemn treaty 
for the adjustment of damages, does not seem 
so very unfriendly to that ubiquitous and 
commercial Power. We can trade free be- 
tween our own States; we have no registry 
of the ships of South Carolina or Louisiana, 
Maine or New York; yet, by our spite or 
spirit, we have been slow to give cordiality 
between North and South. Indeed, we have 
fomented all discontents by bad rule and re- 
prisals of men and property years after civil 
strife; and yet, and yet we allow trade to 
be free between the States by land and sea, 
while toward our loving British cousins we are 
ready to bow our necks at Geneva but not at 
Glasgow ! 
RECOMMENDATIONS AS TO IRON, 

I would therefore earnestly urge the follow- 
iwg change in the billon bariron. itreads, ** bar 
iron, rolled or hammered, not less than three 
eighths or more than two inches thick ; not less 
than one or more than six inches wide, and 
rounds and squares not less than three quarters 
ormore than two inches, shall pay three fourths 
of acent per pound ;”’ and ** bars not less than 
ove quarter inch thick or more than one to 
six inches wide, and round and square less 
than three-quarter inch or more than two inches 
shall pay one cent per pound.’’ Under the 
present differential duty none of these sizes 
have been imported for years, the duty abso- 
lutely prohibiting it. If amended so as to in- 
clude the sizes sold at one uniform sterling 
price in England, say ‘* not less than one half 
or more than three inches, round and square, 
and flats not less than one quarter or more than 
two inches thick, nor less than one inch wide 
or more than six inches wide,’’ it would es- 
tablish a uniform classification, lead to in- 
creased duties, lessen the cost to consumers, 
and remove the demand from American mill 
owners, who since 1865 have had absolute con- 
trol of that branch of trade. 

The one-half and five eighth round 
manufactures; while two and a quarter to three 
round and square bars are largely used in 
line-shafting in woolen, cotton-yarn, and other 
mills, and the extra cost in equipping indus- 
trial enterprises compels a higher cost of pro- 
duction. ‘The iil effect of these and similar 
burdens is to give artificial vitality to industry. 
It not only affects commerce, but it increases 
the cost of a railroad. It compels a high 
freight rate to reimburse for the outlay. 
lessens the value of the farmer’s crops. It 
adds to the cost of all implements, the hoe, 
the plow, the ioom, and the anvil. It bur 
dens labor only, labor which is too often blind 
to the fact that increased wages is due 
increased cost of living with no commensurate 
benefit fromtheincrease. Like the blind Sam- 
son, it pulls down in its reckless strength the 
very pillars of our prosperity, and it will have 
the same end, to crush the life out of itself! 


EXPENDITURES AND REVENUE, 
Admitting, as perforce one must, that tariffs 


have | 


and | 
square sizes have special uses in bardware | 


‘lt 


to || 
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will still continue for a time to harass and im- 
poveris the people, and coming to the question 
of their adjustment according to the princi- 
ple of cy pres, i. e., to get as near right as 
possible, we must consider how much money 
our Government ought to raise for its frugal 
administration. No discussion of this or any 
other bill affecting the revenues of the country 
can be comprehensive unless at the same time 
regard is had for the budget as a whole. We 
must know what the expenditures are to be, 
before we can wisely and judiciously proceed 
to Impose revenues, 

Betore proceeding to express my views as 
to what the expenditures of the Government 
should be limited to, let us consider the esti- 
mates of the Administration: 

Administration estimates for 1872-73 
Legislative establishment 
Executive establishment......... 
Judicial establishment............ 
Military ireatabenanceadmenee = 
Military, permanent appropri- 

BUIO USE... cacess secesense eosevenesee a 






$22,510 





31, 
1,500,000 


Mais hoc tune hey decade tee 


18,046,089 
Navy, permanent 


12,000 





5,474,00] 

700,000 

— 6,174,001 
5,445,618 

80,480,000 


18,058,089 


Post Office deficit.............cceeees 
Free mail matter, permanent.. 
Indians......... 
Pensions PEO RS 0000 recoce sec eeescenececonaseescoeceeee 
Interior Department, permanent appro- 
PRRs ca a Sivinecnconscden ocucshuetobbialexcumcdces 
Customs and internal revenue services, 
refunds, drawbacks, marine hospitals, 
SIMNI OG COTM, GUN. cascanesssccivcabaadeskscees 
Bond and currency printing, & 
Interest on public debt............ 
Miscelianeous............... ° 
eA UNIS sic vai a ocaigs vosines Ueianchickacvensoseccpiods 


l 45,000 


10,992, 200 
2 OOO.000 
110,932,774 
11,258,325 
19,468,563 








EUR danas iach cs hanevecasiieutds kdlusiegwCoasvisaiindean, Pa OLaae 
Sinking fund, (estimates and appropri- 








ROT RE Bee ak i ccnteedevavangoctaacicceseunsnd 28,679,263 
Grand total, (financial ‘report, 187] 
DINOS Pinan sccdates sicinsatecese cosseiaeussca vonaione $301,705,036 


the Adwinistration estimates on 
paper as published in the official documents. 
Wiat they are in reality may be judged by 
the fact that included in these estimates is 
$28,500,000 for reduction of the national debt, 
while the avowed intent and object of the Ad- 
ministration is to expend $100,000,000 per 
annum for this purpose. 


These are 


Including the $28, 
500,000 alluded to, the official estimates are 
far below what the actual expenditure is found 
to be. Excluding the expenditure for reduc- 
tion of debt, and they are perhaps not very tar 
at fault. But what do they reveal, taken atthe 
figures furnished by the Administration? That 
in 1873, eight years after the close of the war, 
this Government is to cost the people $273,- 
YOU,000, or nearly five times as much per an 
num as it did before the war, when the net 
ordinary expenditures were but $60,000,000 | 
Kven afier interest on the public debt is 
deducted from the budget at both periods the 
figures of 1873 are three times as great as 
those of 1860. Our legislative expenses 
should be no greater now than then; our judi- 
ciary should cost no our executive 
ougit notto be more expensive; our Army is 
no greater, or at least should not be greater. 
As for our Navy we have none at all to speak 
of; and no foreign commerce, alas! for it to 
protect. The Indians less, for 
they are dying out. Our post-othce system is 
but little further extended now than 
then. Our customs service is no more extended 
as to ports aud districts; 


more; 


should cost 
Ve ry 


and although under 
existing protective classifications and protect- 
ive infinities of detail, and protective bewil- 
derments of incomprehensible and tortuous 
regulations, the service is difficult to perform, 
it should not cost the immense enhancement 
shown in the estimates. 

The $2,000,000 appropriated for currency 
printing is wholly unnecessary ; the $19,500,000 
devoted to public works—otten but another 
name for public jobbery—is an insult to a 
people staggering under the burdens now im- 
posed upon them and clamoring for reform. 
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_ . . 
rhe miscellaneous expenses, over eleven mil- 


lions, amount to as much as it used to cost 
to run the entire Government within a period 
when some of those now present werein public 
life. Except interest on the publie debt and 
pensions, there is not an item in the Adminis- 
tration estimates which is not susceptible of 
material reduction. Even the interest is over- 
stated fully $10,000,000, if the Administration 
succeeds in cajoling this House into neglecting 
to materially reduce the revenues from customs 
and internal taxes. 
HOW MUCH IS IT NECESSARY TO EXPEND? 

I think I am exceedingly fair, and largely 
within the mark, when I claim that the ex- 
penditures for 1872-73 can be reduced, without 
inconvenience, to $260,000,000, including in 
terest on the public debt, and the one per 
cent. sinking fund provided for by law, as the 
annual rate or amount at which the principal 
should be reduced. Indeed, I shall be pre- 
pared to show at a proper time that the ex- 
penditures could be reduced to $175,000,000 ; 
but I am willing to treat the subject fairly, and 
I claim that $200,000,000 enough and 
plenty, and with the improved confidence in 
the Government which such a reduction would 
occasion, the debt could be funded without the 
aid of juggling syndicates at a lower rate of 
interest, which now it cannot be. With eco- 
nomical management $200,000,000 for 1873 
would pay all expenses, put $25,000,000 in 
the sinking fund, and leave a substantial sur- 
plus at the end of the year. 


is 


THE PRESENT TAX SYSTEM, 

Having now considered how much we need 
to expend, let us next consider how we shall 
obtain the money. The existing revenue sys 
tem yielded as follows during the year ended 
June 80, 1871: 


Dei iceah cncainng: dhccciosnmseulboneasuapievendsbdaies $206, 270,408 
BRSOPIEE POV OI Givi s vivicccicsssavedcdencssxescxsscssseses 143,008,154 
PINS FT i baiccecsc sacsiscticeccce ; 3 646 
Fe GE NUR dies vdcaniuiasanetsaaici 

Total 





In addition to this, some eight or nine mil- 
lions were derived from the sale of ordnance, 
stores, &e., which I leave out of view. 

lor the current fiscal year ending on 30th 
June next, the Treasury estimates the revenues 
at $365,000,000. This is an under-estimate. 
For the succeeding year ending June 380, 1873, 
the Treasury estimates the revenue at $359,- 
000,000. This is a still more flagrant under 
estimate. Recollect that these estimates are 
necessarily based on the assumption that there 
will be no change in the revenue laws. Recol 
lect also that this is a growing country, and 
that the revenues have steadily increased from 
year to year in the past, and without change in 
the laws are bound to do so in the future, and 
gentlemen will be able to measure the ingenu 
ousness of this Administration simply from an 
exhibit of its comparative estimates of revé 
nues. 


ADMINISTRATION ESTIMATES OF NET REVENUES. 
DTH 7h COBEINBED vc sc cuscevenccness sey vadpcccacsctncaessive Cee eee 
1871-72 (estimated )........cccccccccccccceccsesseecesee GOD, 000, VOD 


1872-73 (estimated 559 OOO G00 


Instead of adding some ten or twenty mil 
lions a year to the revenues, as past exper! 
ence proves that it should, it actually take 

that amount off! So that instead of $400, 
000,000, the sum we shall unquestionably 
obtain in 1873 if the present laws are undis 
turbed, the Administration figures the revenues 
for that year dewn to $359,000,000 ; and sim 
ply for the purpose of having plenty of money 
to expend, and plenty of profits to distributs 
among its followers! 


A BUDGET. 

I believe these views are susceptible of being 
reduced to such exact demonstration as to com 
mand universal, if, indeed, unwilling assent. 
If accepted as sound we shall have to cut down 
all the existing rates of customs duties and 
| internal revenues fully one half, in order to 
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bring t! revenues down to the level of the 
exne litures, and avoid increasing any turther 
that heavyand useiess and mi f nriance 
in the Lreasury with which it « imnually 
threaten O destroy the trade, ] ice, and pro 
perity ot the ¢ ntry It the « n rates are 
cut down one lf they w eld at least one 
hait much as they would 1ot cut down, 
Lhat j i 7 wi even protectionists 
Wills a Sut meu of my school go further 
than th », And believe thatunder such circum- 
stan Line yi 1 Ww ild rmount to consider- 
Abily i im one hati, ut La ng the mini 
mum amount, we hould tainint ie form of 
revenus {« IS73 fully 3S200,000,000. lusti 
mat yibe expendif‘ures at SZ 190.000.0000 and 
we luve ( i Vv 
i it 

mm half of present rates, mini- 
n j 1), OUU0 WW f pend ires includ- 
ing nierest wna nking tund, maximum 
BLUU.000 UUU And this w rout at all dis- 
t fed heavy baiance of 
™ LPL) CLD | Ht lhe l i \ 

ih W il ve can do; tl Ss what the 
hea i | e of this country desire us 
to do Now, et us con ler what the Ad- 
min ration proposes we shall do We have 
aireadyv seen 1 it it pr poser Lo expend, in- 

Ac ft sZV00.000,000 tor all expenditures, 
$275,000,000 for ordinary expenses, and as 
much } rea t can get for reduction ol debt 
and whatever e for which it mav be ableto 

nuggele dehciency bil Let us now see 
whatit | pose 1 the Oil pre ted by the 
chairman yi habe Committee of Ways and 
Meat 

CALLI 4 

I} pri l ( ol i ) are heavy 
reduc ns in the duties on tropical products, 
in il, and in salt, moderate but uneven re- 
duction n iron and hardware, moderate re- 
ductions in wools and non-competing woolens, 
shght or no reduction in competing woolen 
moderate reduc n on cottons, heavy reduc 
tions in lumber, and a free list framed mainly 
to suit the requirement of manufacturers Its 
nie il rev it features are moderate reduc 
! I yn tobacco and Slam ps, and an abolish 
inent ol the tax on ga 

| bill deserves bo ‘ommendstion and 
censure | I ierto be thankiul for the good, 
the hall if which 1s d ernable in its pro- 
visions. Itseems both i free-trade and a protec- 
tie b Dutitis1 ner Where it reduces 
the duties on coal and salt it is somewhat free 
trade; where it stabs tea and coffee and merely 
sacrifices woolens, it ‘ protection,” Where 
it offers u e pet lamb of Pe nnsylvania to 
th acril knife is f »trade; where it 


retases to mater ully cut down hosi ry. shoes, 


fancy goods, notions, issware, cutlery, and 
Luousand little arti 
cles for manufacturers free, 


W bile Tthe com 


it makes mn the whole amount of revenue is 


plat | Ware, Dut lets in a 
It is protection. 


uratively trifling reductions 


taken into consideration, 1 proves not only to 


ve neioel ree [rade not protec ior 


1, Dut sub- 


stantially nothing at all It claims tn its title 
to be “A bill to reduce duties on imports and 
to reduce internal sxes, and for other pur- 
poses a ther pur St prove upon 
Inspec mi to be all h re is in it, tor the reduc 


effee's will 
sunterbalance the natural 
What 
these other purposes are has been already indi- 
cak d 


tion of duties and internal taxes } 
’ i 
scarcely more than ¢ 


increase Ol revenue irom ties sources, 


AST TARIFF, 
The tariff ps 1 at the } — 
ne aril passed at the last Congress was 


herald 


‘ 


das a reform. 


é It had a pretentious 
look. It pr tended t >» reduce revenue; whether 
it did or not appears in the one clever thing in 
it, to wit: the reduction on pig iron from nine 


dollars to seven dollars pertou. The Secretary 
of the Treasury in bis report had the frankness 
to confess that this reduction (which shuuld 


have beev to three dollars) did enhance the 


revenue, for it increased importation. 


trated the 


It illus- 
principle, which Great Britain has 
proven, that a reduction of custom rates in- 
creases the revenue. But how as to the real 
reduction of taxation ? 
must be made for the simplicities of our 


Some allowances 


nature, but there is no one so simple who 
will not understand that the bill of General 
Schenck, which the free-traders of this House 
won from a reluctant majority—the so-calied 
** forked-tail”’ If not, 


why does the clamor for reform go on in both 
? 


tariff—was a delusion. 


parties and from all sections 7 

lhe protectionists praise their own enforced 
virtue in repealing many millions of tariff tax, 
and as this reduction has formed the staple of 
Republican platforms, editorials, and oratory, 


it will be just as well, in advance of similar 
schemes now on foot, to advise the public of 
the specious character of such reforms and 
reduction. 


l'o thoroughly understand what is to come 


on this topic, | present a table, showing the 
estimated reduction of the tariff by the last 
legislation. It bears the honored signature 


of Mr. Edward Young, chief of the Statistical 
Bureau. I do not change Mr. Young’s 
My only criticism is that they do not 


go far enough, 


figures. 
But to the unwary they seem 
May | 
paper ? ] 
endeavor, with the best data. to show the 
amount of taxes that are additionally ground 
out of the people by the last tariff act. Thus 
it will be seen how pretentious is the claim to 


account of a real success. 


a glowing 


add two columns to the official 


discovered and 
exposed the method by which such delusions 
will be repeated. 
ot the art 


much below the 


reduction, and thus may be 


lhe estimated consumption 
cles in the column added by me is 
mark, as it has been or can 

J append this table marked 


to my remarks. 


be easily shown 
‘Exhibit A’’ 

In connection with this table I call attention 
to the pretended reduction on gunny-cloth. It 
was, in fact, no reduction at all, as the old laws 
provided a duty of three cents a pound on that 
article, valued at less than ten cents a square 
yard. The last law provides two cents per 
square yard if valued less than seven cents, 
and three cents if valued at over seven cents 
per square yard. Itis well known that gunny- 
cloth invariably costs more than seven cents 
the square yard, and will therefore have to 
pay three ceuts per yard as before 

In brief, 1 maintain now as I didin my place 
in Congress at ihe time, and as I shall do again 
till my term expires, that the tariff-unkering 
of the Fortieth Congress, about which so much 
laudation has been sung by the unreflecting 
members of the Republican party, was a 
swindle on the people, and this the ** Exhibit 
a will show. 

HOW CHEAPLY THE CUSTOMS ARE COLLECTED. 

But supposing all these figures indicate to 
suppose the reductions of the last 
tariff have been exaggerated ; yet it is claimed 
that the Administration, in its peculiarly pure 
way of running the custom-house, is entitled 
to the gratitude of a frugal people. Let us see. 
Let us compare the Adininistration of John- 
son in 1868 with the present Administration 
in 1870 to see what claim there may be to 
peculiar vigilance in collecting the revenue by 
the present Administration. 

rhe sums collected uader the two Adminis- 
trations for the fiscal years 1868 and 1870, 
respectively, were: 

Amount of duty collected in 1868 under 
the so-called dishonest Johnson administra- 
tion was $160,511,679. Amount collected in 
1870, under the most honest and_ skillful 
administration was $191,221,768, or 
$80,710,089 more. 

In the first place, the dutiable goods im- 
ported in 1868 were $329,661,272, and in 1870 
they were $406,131,904. 

Thus we imported $76,470,632 more duti- 


be true; 


Grrant 


| able goods in 1870 than in 1868. 
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3ut I am well awarethat it is asserted that 
this increase of dutiable goods is not owing to 
actual importation, but to the simple fact that 
the revenues were more faithfully collected. 
Now, it so happens that’ many articles pay a 
specific duty, either per pound or measure, on 
which undervaluation is perfectly powerless, 
I herewith furnish a table of twenty-two items 
only, whereon specific duties were collected in 
the two respective tiscal years, giving acolumn 
for quantities as well as revenue, and it will 
thus be seen that $19,500,000 were collected 
more in 1870 than in 1868 on these articles 
for the simple reason that we imported more in 
the year 1870. 

For the exact proof of these figures I refer 
to the table marked ‘* Exhibit B,’’ at the end 
of my speech. 

A certain weak administration in England 
in the last century, who were anxious to take 
credit for all windfalls that befell the empire, 
was taunted by a wit with *he astonishment 
that the ministry failed to take credit for the 
happy event of an increase in the royal family. 
Perhaps our Administration may likewise feel 
inclined to take credit for the increase of 
foreign pig iron or scrap iron. The table 
marked ‘* B’’ is, however, as instructive as it 
is interesting. ‘Thus, for instance, if we had 
reduced the duty on pig iron from nine dollars 
to six dollars a ton, we should have got in 1870 
by the natural increase of importation $1,078,- 
800 revenue, or some $63,000 more than in 
1868. Or if we had reduced the duty on scrap 
iron from eight dollars to $4 50 per ton, we 
should have got a duty of $666,000, or $26,000 
more in 1870 than in 1868. 

Or we could have reduced the duty on rolled 
iron one third of the duty of 1868 and got 
more revenue in 1870 than we did get in 1868, 
and so on with most of the articles. It isthis 
undeniable fact in political economy in a young 
growing country which requires the adjust 
ment of a tariff that presses the life-blood out 
of a people and its industries. 

Surely, we have a right now to demand not 
only a substantial reduction of revenue and 
taxation. With a fresh Congress adding fifty 
new members of liberal tendencies in econo- 
mies we have aright to expect that revenue, 
when reduced, should carry with it a reduction 
of taxation. Yet we have passed through 
nearly the whole of this long session without 
a murmur in favor of substantial reform. I| 
fear that we are doomed to go before the peo- 
ple to receive not its clamors, but its condem- 
nation. 

The country has demanded reform ; but the 
Administration wants money; money to pay 
off the bonds and keep its Wall street friends 
in good humor. Just look at it! One hundred 
millions a year on account of principal piled 
on top of $110,000,000 a year for interest 
makes $210,000,000 a year, and all in gold! 
With $210,000,000 a year flowing into their 
coffers, a clique of operators might be enabled 
to control within certain limits the prices and 
the markets of the world. I claim that this 
policy is pernicious, and that we should not 
pursue it beyond the strict limits of the law, 
which provides for the interest and one per 


cent. per annum for principal; altogether, say 


| hover on the borders. 


$135,000,000 a year. 

The Administration also wants money for 
the election. It has the sword. It wants the 
purse. It has twenty millions of building con- 
tracts on hand. The judicious expenditure of 
this sum will employ a large number of voters. 
There are thirty millions to expend in the 
Post Office Department, mainly for salaries 
and mail contracis. ‘here are five millions 
nominally for ‘‘Indians,’’ but really for the 
‘*traders’’ and other parasites and robbers that 
There are fifty or sixty 
millions to expend in the War and Navy De- 
partments. ‘hen there are millions for the 
vigilant and faithful in the customs and rev- 
enue services ; twenty or thirty millions in the 
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Departments, and no end of plunder lying 
around loosely among the various appropria- 
tions, patriotically voted by Congress out of 
the pockets of the people. 

THE MINORITY BILL. 

As for the bill which is offered by a minor- 
ity of the committee, it isa rank protective 
measure. It began by placing tea and coffee 
forthwith on the free list, and throws more 
or less of everything else overboard to float 
pig and bar and scroll and scrap iron and 
steel, which it does not touch at all. It pre- 
tends to relieve the country from forty or fifty 
millions in duties and taxes, but it puts twice 
and thrice this sum into the pockets of a few 
constituents of its supporters. It gives the 
farmer free tea and coffee, but it lowers the 
market for his products. It plunders him in 
the price of every agricultural implement or 
tool, every nail, screw, brad, horseshoe, or 
pound of wire he is obliged to buy. It makes 
a profound fifty million bow to the assembled 
nation; then picks its pockets of several hun- 
dred millions. 

In this bill, on salt iu bulk, the duty is reduced 
from eighteen cents per one hundred pounds to 
eight cents, andin sacks from twenty four cents 
per one hundred pounds to twelve cents per one 
hundred pounds. Why should we not at once 
repeal thiscontemptible tax? It is nearly two 
hundred percent. Ithas had enough bounty. 
Why not put it on the free list with coal? But 
the details of this bill will be cared for when 
we come to the discussion by clauses. 

Are these measures such as the situation of 
the country demands? Dothey afford a sub- 
stantial relief to the people? Do they loosen 
the shackles of commerce, lighten the farmer’s 
burden, or lessen the hours of the working- 
man’s toil? Do they represent the wishes of 
any portion of this nation? What need to ask | 
these questions? The majority bill affords 
some relief; the other very little, and that little | 
coupled with robbery of and insult to the 
nation. They loosen nothing, except it be 
the morals ot the people, who canuot fail to 
be edified by the examples of disingenubus- 


| 
} 


contain. 
they lessen nothing. 


ness they They lighten nothing; 
They are shams; shams 
differing less in kind than degree; and as 
shams I shall oppose them. What the country 
demands is not pretended, but real reduction ; 
and not reduction ‘for the sake of Pennsyl- 
vania iron- masters, but reduction for the sake 
of reduction ! 

The time is fast going by when this House 
will possess the opportunity it now enjoys to 
earn the gratitude of the nation. Slowly but 
steadily all those features which follow in the 
wake privileges, monopolies, and central- 
ized power and wealth, and which have tended 
to degrade and oppress the people of Europe, 
are appearing upon our horizon. 


of 


DANGER TO LIBERTY. 


They threaten the liberties of the people. As 
well might we at once go back to the barbaric 
days of Akbar or Charlemagne, and yield 
implicit obedience to the feudal lord and the 
lord’s superio 


ye 
i 


There is no despotism 8O 
galling as that of a Government constituted to 
secure, but fatal to oppress the people in their 
rights. If there be one act which society and 
its agent, the Government, should foster in 
freedom, it is trade. 


when 


he time has gone by 
Governments should undertake to fix 


| the prices of goods or regulate the processes 


| Europe combined. 


of manufacture. ‘lhe struggle has been long. 
It is marked by tears and blood through the 
centuries: but in the language of John Stuart 
Mill, in his book on Liberty- 

“The cheapness and good quality of commodities 
are most effectually provided for by leaving the pro- 
ducers and sellers perfectly free, under the sole 
check of equal freedom to the buyers for supplying 
themselves elsewhere.” 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania would 
limit liberty by a wall of flame, shutting us in to 
our own land. He pictures to us our country, 
gifted with all soils, ail climates, all mineral 
resources, and with the powers of wind, water, 
and fuel, on a grander scale than the nations of 
His picture is entrancing. 
It would be patriotic if it were not heretical. 
His love of country is so ardent that he 
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| | | | 
| | | 
la 
| | Per- Per- | Entered forhome 
. | Former rate | Rate of duty un- | centage | centage | .: consumption 
Articles. of duty. der newtariff. | of of in the year = 
decrease. increase, ‘78 yune wv, 
1870. 
' 
| | 
| | 
te ieee ak et 25 ets. perlb....j 15 cts. per Ib.........| 40 10,812,188? lbs. 
a a a 5 cta. per lb.....| 3 ets. per Ib...........] 40 253,571,6642 }bs. 
DRI a ee 3 cts. per Ib.....! 3 ets. per Ib... 33 - 2,674,016 Ibs. 
4. Cocoa, ground and prepared... | 9 cts. per lb.....| 5 ets. per Ib.......... 44 4-9 - 8,149 lbs. 
5. Sugar,not above No. 12, Dutch | 
standard, old classification... | 3 cts. per lb.....) Average 2cts. per | 
DPE a cibinonaeataerent 334 - | 1,094,485,662) Ibs. 
6. Sugar, not above No. 7, new 
Classification. ............ccccsccsses - 13 cts. per Ib......... - 
7. Sugar, No.7 to 10, new classi- 
RN adept os ed - | 2 ots. per Ib........... . - 
8. Sugar, No. 10to 13, new classi- 
fication....... saikatialiosa is secasaipacns - | 23 cts. per Ib......... - - . 
9. Sugar, clarified, No. 13 to 16.....| 34 cts. per Ib...| 23 cts. per Ib.........| 21 3-7 - 79,605,027 Ibs. 
10. Sugar, clarified, No. 16 to 20.....| 4 cts. per lIb.....| 34 ets. per Ib ....... 12% - | 8,436,134 Ibs. 
Bip SOMME y POMBE s, « 6scs-cscesch arvvetens o cts. per Ib.....| 4.cts. per lb...........| 20 . 564,322 lbs. 
12, a abies deities sariiee .| 8 cts. per gal...) 5 cts. per gal......... 374 - 47,768,2672 gals. 
13. Tank-bottom, melado, and | 
concentrated molasses......... 2 cts. per lb...| 14 cts. per Ib.........) 40 - 33,307,758 Ibs. 
RUIN T ns cite sor 15 cts. per Ib...) 5 ets. per Ib........... 663 - 951,045 Ibs. 
15. Pepper, black, white, and red.. 15 cts. per !b...| 5 cts. per Ib.......... 664 - 5,731, 203% Ibs. 
16. Pepper, ground........... ... 18 cts. per lb...| 10 cts. per Ib......... 44 4-9 2,123 lbs. 
ey PEI: SOOG ses lecirccsnce sesiciec 5 ets. per Ib.....! 2 ets. per Ib........... 60 - 1,592,537% Ibs. 
18. Ginger, ground................... 8 cts. per lb.....) 5ets. per ib..........) 374 465 Ibs. 
19. Cinnamon........... 30 cts. per Ib...| 20 cts. per Ib.........) 33} 5,958 Ibs. 
2». Eo aaa en te 50 cts. per Ib...) 20 cts. per Ib.........) 60 614,495? Ibs. 
40 cts. per Ib...! 25 cts. per lb........ | 37 - 45,4234 lbs. 
U phtittenbacsi .. | 20 cts. per Ib...| 5 cts. per Ib.......... 75 876,138 Ibs. 
- Cloves, stemsS......................-....| 10 ets. per lb...| 3 cts. per Ib.......... 70 40,774 lbs. 
24. Si ansiinitiniiciveasansnescannmetjorasnann .| 20 ets. per lb...| 10 cts. per Ib.........) 50 ’ 1,292,520 Ibs. 
25. Cassia buds............ -«-+| 20 Cts. per lb...) 20 cts. per Ib......... 20 29,120 Iba. 


42p Cone, 2p Suse. 
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would have no soil send us its product. He 
would, if consistent, grow the palm in Ver- 


| mont and the pepper in New York. He would 


} rador! 
| commerce that 


have the balmy climes of Algeria here to repro- 
duce the dear orange and the expensive date. 
He would have no wind to turn the mills which 
pump water on the arid plains of California 
which blow from China; and no breeze to move 
our ships on our lakes which comes from Lab- 
He would so restrain our liberty of 
no water which touched the 


| Canadian shore should turn a wheel to make 


flour for the people; for he would foster home 
industry by requiring all wheels to be made 
of iron and all motive power come from coal! 
rhe fuel which God has planted within the 
hills of his State should be the only sources 
of caloric to run the spindles of New England 
or the saw-mills of Michigan! In fine, he 
would obscure the very shine of heaven, since 
the sun in its chariot visits other climes and 
other people ; and in its stead, if consistent, 
he would light up the darkness of our earth, 
which he would desire, by gas made from 
Pennsylvania carbon and through conduits 
made of native iron. 

The liberty I love has a larger range and a 
better principle. It would bind the world, 
not by isolating nations, but by the civilizing 
amenities of interchange. It would make the 
weakness of every man and every nation the 
strength of all by thatlaw of interdependence 
which is the philosophy of humanity and the 


| glory of our faith. 


On behalf of the progressive, scientific econ- 
omists of this age and country; on behalf of 
a rigorous and fairexpenditure and an honest 
collection of our revenues; on behalf of 
natural equity outraged by this tariff system ; 
on behalf of the impoverished and unrepre- 
sented masses, and on behalf of that spirit of 


| liberty which is destined to make our star 


| 


more beautiful and glorious as the ages roll 
on, | enter my protest against all schemes 
which make Government the organ of oppres- 
sion and wrong, aud not the refuge of the 
people. 
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5,071,433 30 
26,740 16 
325 96 


10,944,836 


a 


597,087 
63,271 
5,643 
1,433,048 
333.077 58 
95,104 ! 
573,120 ¢ 
169 
47,776 
13 

595 
184,348 
681,356 
131,420 
2,854 
129,252 
1,456 


re 


. © pt GO mon 6S he 
\ GaweISe OS 
' ' ta 223% 8 ee 
Gwe 8 8 8 ‘ee 
s 
eee LL en 
“yin 2 oe a ' see 








3042 THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 8, 





EXHIBIT A—Continued. 


a ee —7E 


Columns added by §.§. 
Cox, M.C. 


| 


Per- Per. | Entered for home 


35 per ct.. 50 ets. per Ib. and 


ITA 
a . consumption Aggregate (Aggregate : > a 
Article Former rate | Rate of duty un- | centage centage inthe year end-| decrease of | increase Estimated Say 
msUeISe ot duty. der new tariff, of ose ing June 30, duty. otduty. consumption. o@* eo 
idecrease. increase. 187 | eosa 
| 870, oo” 3 
j a — a wD 
| ozs 
m&onO 
| | 
2 Vi mn cask¥’, Vaiue fi ty } | 
e per ga n 20 cts. per gal. ( 7,991,9238 gals. J | - 
and 25 per ct. 25cts. per gal.......| 102 . 1 $2,562,759 30 }| 241,093 66 - ° 
2] W ‘ 1 cneKs Liué ver | | | 
{ ‘ sn i ‘ ne ; | | | 
lollar per gall ) cts. per gal. § 179,454 1-10 gals } 131,453 09 | - - - 
nd 5Uperct.. 60 cts. per gal....... | 12 - } $358,797 j | 
28. Brands $3 per gal $2 per gal. ek aoe 578,290 gals. | 578,290 00 7 | = . 
2V pirita from grain and her | 
iateriais I tierw Cc on 6 | an | 
tame 3 ae ge $2 50 per gal... $2 per gal. 20 ; 789,821 1-23 gals. 394,910 56 | * nl - - 
riil iqueurs K i) e 
$9 50 per ga £9 ner g ‘ ; 37,167 3-5 gals. 18,583 80 - : - 

y fa fe pee eet eee ae - 33 2,851 tons. r $6.755 00 | 100,000 tons. | $500,000 
oa | oR Za 5 an. $10 oe sheen 100 918 tons. 4,595 00 30,000 tons. 150,000 
33. . " ! emy $ per ton gud per tor 5 664 8,000 tons. y 80,000 OW) : 5 
M4. Ju butt $0 per ton. $10 per ton 564 9,409 tons. 0129 en | 97,035 00 ? 

| Onir ve Lécts. per Ib... $15 per ton......... 50+ 1,100,938 Ibs. | 9,132 60 r a 
ei eee iat 9 cts. each $ cts. each 50 6,791,827 Ibs. Time 1,000,000 1b 
37. Ultramarine 25 per ct so) OOE8, POL. ADs xs c0s0 - $23,043 50 ; _ «aN, . 60,000 
w. Wools e ski a 30 perct........... The same as on = sai ; : : 
ather wools i : 473.133 04* _- ; - 6,000,000 Ibs. | 1,000,000 
39. Tro: gs. $9 per ton $7 per ton...... 22 2-9 . 179,802.30 tons.| 359.004 60 | : : : 
40. lror 1 i} $8 per ton. 65 per ton. 25 “ 148,230) 50 tons. 296,461 50 | - > = 
41. W ind pat 20 per ct. ..| 25 per et ye . 25 2,487,673 00 | - | 122,883 65 * - 
42. U1 emone I hue ° — . 
canes % vere = gar et | 20 2,586.465 87 129,323 29 | ; - 
48 Lin nd th 20 per ct. 10 per ct Fi) : 185,596 44 18,559 64 | - - : 
44. ( i 1 25 per ct. PGT OE niiss< becncmnes 60 - 110,723 2 16,608 47 | > 9 0 50) 
6 Nickel ‘| 15 oer ct. ; 0 ets. per Ib......... F 14,866 65% sit * - 2,000,000 lbs. 600,000 
46, Cu it ts. per lb 2) ote. por ID.. «..<. 50 - 7,662,942% Ibs. | 191,573 56 . . 
47. Pran nd piu s cts. per Ib 4 ets. per Ib........ 0 ; 8,131,675 Ibs. | 243,950 25 - - 
=. OU, Uineced and Saxseed Ta 39 6.7 129,557 gals. - | 9,068 99 | 20,000,000 gals.) 1,400,000 
49. O ner of aca ak 50 $251,929 | - 25,192 90 | $1.000,000 200,000 
BO Oil he caeiek Sake wae el , : | és : 3,000,000 gals. 900,000 
uw. Oil o ‘ 20 .| 30 ets. per gal. : te a P , 
l. Rapeseed 1 ct. per Ib......| £ ct. per Ib 50 ; 2,791 336 bush. | #27 © | 111,683 44 | 20,000,000 bush 800,000 
2. Linseed aud t i l6cts.per bush. 20 cts. per bush.... - 25 "on TaEA uso. rinaiia said 0e arose —* _—_ 
, «) n 3 per lb $1 per lb eS 60 : 121,1854 lbs. | 181,777 87 . - - 
1 OF n epared tor sm g | 
ana i ( prey l 
vi od on , re 100 per et. 86 per lb PR 37 - 12,603 lbs. }| 36,331 00 a w é 
“ia . ‘ pa oe $111,949 : | 
, Mor ‘ i sal $2 50 per oz $1 per oz. es - 3.1874 oz. 4,781 25 é i - ° 
4, Grindstones, wh or unf . | q 
, ’ r be | is 0,00 : 0,0 
ed Av per ct. $1 50 per ton.... . - $8,644 42* | | 10;000 con 10000 
Grind ies, finished 20 MSF Ob. ..csssee] GR POT LOD. c.<cessrecse - - 5,832 20* | és - , — are 
8. Free . Sandstone, gran | | | . Ean On 
ite, & per ct. $1 50 per ton... . ‘ 53,650 41* ~—s | : - | 2,000,000 tons. | 1,500,000 
M if ( dress i r ished j 
; | 
it ind Wal e pay x } | 
lles, &c )perct 2> cts. per foot 500 
and 30 perct. 7 = 71,392 37* - - | $4,500,000 1,500,000 
60. Ha cloth ft scatings per ct. 40 cts. per sq. yd. | " 
18 inches wide... - . 104,288 35* | : . | 250,000 75,000 
61. Aniline dyes or colors $1 per Ib.. and 
| 
} 


on on 49,188? lbs. on 

ff faa 37 - { mn: 2 } 24,594 3 

62. Buttons and ornaments of $204,001 -— 
silk ee 40 perct. . 50 per ct ewonban - 25 | $246,133 00 
Value not over } 

40 cts. per lb., | 


24,613 30 2,500,000 250,000 


| l0cts. per lb, 
| and 20 perct.; 
value notover | 
60 ets. per Ib., | 
20 cts. per Ib. 


: and 20 perct.; 
8 otto thr < Lot } ) 5 0 POecce ‘ } a 
68. Cotton thread, not on spool 40 perct 1 valuenotover | 


| 
| 





7,000,000 | 2,100,000 
80 cts. per Ib., 
30 cts. per Ib. 
aud 20 per ct.; 
| value over 80 
| ets. per lb., 40 


| 
‘ ‘ | 290,288 40* X 
| ots. perlb. and 
| 





1 2D POT Cb...ccccre. J | 


. | 
64. Gunny-cloth and gunny | 
Das or the manutac 
t ‘ } ‘ { the uses | 
t wi on t vl 
. ' 
appired, A valuetencents 


r less per square 3 rd, a ets. per Ib.....! 2 cts. por lb...........) 33} - 18,704,2748 lbs. | 187,042 75 | - - 





( (Gaunny-cloth, &c., value ove | | F 
ten cents per yard : 4 cts. per lb.....| 3 cts. per Ib........... 2 " 11,232 Ibe. 112 32 | . ‘ | 2 
Total decrease : jini ahlban siveriindtniee eal ncstmatte sini Denuiiatacocedatmmuciitiethitcnaendad 27,536,631 38 | $422,398 28 | ~ 11,055,000 
otal on free list Spice iiebll syowes -acadeldaniiabiatanallans tas asieicn-ansihil igienintansiensdatedeieeeabebecale Berets’ 2,403,000 00 | | Add as stated 
————— |} by the chief 
| 29,939,631 38 | of the bu- 
OE TD iin en sierehscs ccc ncdenliann fscssasitiinlibesiitiatighMltel apscnenincedilinbsdipbiindilla A ccsmbisitiaadbietinubintiges sch tneeedutectande STO 422,398 28 | SUNT cscvcseraoss 422,398 
Net decrease il 


Lbnaiticiciseetlnseeusnnenes Weneinncnialic Miihiisiatabatcbintpatlones | $29,517,233 10 | | Total.........++..] $11,477,398 


pears ase of duties as stated by chief of the bureau, less $187,042 on gunmy-cloth................scsssesssesssessesscseen sssnseessecvensenssscsassssscesn serene ssaseusecsnseeesscsencseneseessseeees $29,761,764 
Jeduct ia ne lia aaa seca ‘ 


epeveoevocacetes socensbanesbiad stcees cpconeseecstbseretoneseseb bbe cnsece cusasecsasce soscscncpnesepennpoooeesicescusceunn covese peseaceunnee Oncssobepnasens nenbpebesoce ensacetonccocconsosoesosoeseoeses 11,477,395 


—_—— - 


$18. 284.367 


= 


* Amount of duty for year ended June 30, 1870. 


EDWARD YOUNG, Chief of Bureau of Statistics. 
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Table showing quantities of goods imported during the fiscal years 1868 and 1870, respectively, on which duty was collected specifically, 


Cream of tartar, (duty per pound) 
Opium, (duty per pound)........... 
Caustic, (duty per pound) re 
Nitrate of soda, (duty per pound 
Crade Sulphur, (duty per pound 
Coffee, (duty per pound)................. 
Cotton cloth, (duty per square yard). 


(duty per pound) 


Dried fruit, 


Glass, (duty per POUNG).............0. csccoeee 
Hiemp and jute, (duty per ton)............... 


Pig iron, (duty per ton)....... 

Scrap iron, (duty per ton) ...........00 : 
Bar and sheet iron. (duty per pound) 
Lead, in pigs, (duty per pound 
Salt, (duty per hundred pounds) 
Brandy, spirits, and wines, 
Sugar, (duty per pound) 
Tea, (duty per pound)...... cixeasntencdeoeendine 
Leaf tobacco, (duty per pound)............. 
Cigars, (duty per pound ; 
Burley and oats, (duty per bu: 
Raw wool, (duty per pound) 





(duty per gallon) 


ee 


Amount of duty 


Amount of duty collected on the above articles in 1870 over that of 1868, $19, 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, 1 propose 
to occupy the time allowed me to an examin- 
ation of that portion of the bill under consid- 
eration which relates to the internal revenue, to 
determine whether the necessity exists for the 
collection of such an amount as is now imposed, 
and whether the ‘evying and collecting the same 
is the best system which can be devised. ‘The 
President in his last aunual message to Con- 
gress made the following recommendation : 


‘Il recommend that all taxes from internal 
sources be abolished except those collected from 
2piritous, Vinous, and malt liquors, tobacco in its 
arious forms, and from stamps.’ 

Why should we not 


suggestions ? 


his 


main 


in the follow 
1am disposed to so act in ref- 
erence to this subject, and [ ask his political 
friends in this House to give me encourag 
ment by their votes when J shall offer such 
amendments to this bill as will go to reach a 
practical adoption of his views. 

The time has come when we can safely re- 
lieve the tax payers by a material reduction 
of the internal assessments, and relieve them 
from the present very many annoyi 
of collecting such as we do assess. 

I hold that the revenue derived from inte 
nal taxes should be confined to the following 
sources: distilled spirits, tobacco, snuff and 
cigars, and fermented liquors. Thenecessities 
of the Government require that these taxes 


modes 


ne 
she 


should be continued, and as far as I am in- 
formed the manufacturers do not offer serious 
objection thereto. The mode of collecting 
these taxes | propose to confine to Siamps 
exclusively, whereby we shall be able to dis- 
pense with a large army of useless revenue 
officers, such stant 

and clerks, numbering about two thousand. 
The annual cost of their retention in office is 
about $3,500,000. 


as assessors, assi 


assessors, 


At the proper time I shall 
therefore give my support to the billintroduced 


by the gentleman from Massachusetts, { Mr. 
Dawes, | and which is said to have the un- 
quslified approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, looking to this reduction of force 


in the revenue department. 

The rates of tax which I will propose shall 
be as follows: upon distilled spirits, seventy 
cents per gallon, to be levied and collected as 
now provided by law for the tax of fifty cents 
per gallon; upon tobacco and snuff, twenty- 
four or twenty cents per pound; upon cigars, 
one half cent each; and upon fermented 
liquors, ninety-six cents for every barrel con- 
ta‘ning not more than thirty one gallons, and 
at a like rate for any other quantity or for 
any fractional part of a barrel authorized by 
law. And a discount of ten per cent. shall 
be allowed upon purchases of stamps repre 
senting the tax upon distilled spirits whenever 
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Exh ibit B. 


Quantities imported 


the tax upon such spirits is paid and the stamps 
affixed at the time said spirits are drawn from 
the receiving cisterns and gauged, and alike dis- 
count upon stamps tor tobacco and snuff when 
the tax is paid and the stamps aflixed before 
removal from the place of manufacture; but no 
discount shali be allowed in any other case. 
hus to impose a single tax of seventy cents 
on distilled spirits in lieu of all taxes whatso 
ever now levied: this | about the 
same figure as fixed in the majority and mi- 
nority report of 


consider 


1 the Committee of Vays and 
Means, when we include the additional charges 
they propose, which { altogether omit. 

Under the present laws, there are nineteen 
different taxes levied on distilled spirits, to wit: 


1. Distillers, 


gallon tax, paid by stamps. 
2. Distillers, 


special tax, assessed on annual list. 
3. Distillers, barrel tax, assessed monthly. 
$. Distillers, per diem tax on distilleries, monthly. 
). Distillers,distillery warehouse stamps,monthly. 
6. Distillers, store-keepers’ compensation, 
monthly. 
7. Distillers 
8. Distillers, 


gaugers’ fees, 
on sales not 


monthly. 


made at distillery, 


as 
deulers. 

%, Reetifiers, special tax, annual list. 

10. Rectifiers, barrel tax, monthly. 

|. Keectifiers, stamps, monthly. 

2. Rectifiers, gaugers’ fees, monthly. 


W hoilesaie dealers, annual list. 

Retail dealers, annual list. 

Dealers, additional tax, on sales, monthly. 

» Wholesale dealers, stamps, monthly. 

17. Wholesale dealers, gaugers’ fees, monthly. 

Manufacturers of stills, special tax, annual 
list. 

Stills and worms, monthly. 


special tax, 


speciai tax 


ly, 


ihe amount ol spirits under the 


produced 
act of July 20, 1868, and trom that period to 
July 1, 1871, the production is reported at 
181,091,420 yallons, an average per year of 
60,568,807 ; and the amount tax received 
during the latter period at about seventy-three 
cents, and a few cents additional 


ol 


per gallon, 
if we include storekeepers’ charges and gaug- 


ers tees, was last year $46,281,848 10. The 
manutacturer is willing to pay sixty-five, 


seveuly, or even seventy-five cents, provided 
it is made one tax, to be paid the same as 
the present gallon tax, on withdrawal from 
warehouse, or at the still, with an allowance 
of ten per cent, if paid in such manner 
Phe bill reported by the Committee of Ways 
and Means proposes to consolidate the fol- 
lowing taxes: 
1. The tax of fifty cents per gallon, yielding last 
WOON, ccunsee $31,157,314 15 


2. Per diem tax on distilleries.. .... 1,901,602 98 
3. Distillers’ special and barrel tax 5,683,077 31 
4. Distillery-warehouse stamps ........... 249,699 00 


SEM re an ee $38,991,693 44 


for which a tax of sixty-five cents per gallon 
is substituted. 
[he average product for the three years 


ending June 30, 1871, was, 


as heretofore 
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Amount of duties Quantities imported in Duties lleeted 
luring 1808. collected in 1868, 1870. n 1870 
bi 2,050,813 pounds. $205,081 3,220,783 pounds. $822.078 
91,726 pounds. 229,313 121,185 pounds, 302 Oy 
salad 12,101,490 pounds 181.522 20,804,681 pounds. 312.070 
18.433,173 pounds 184,23] 31,122,795 pounds. 311,227 
10,657,252 pounds. 108,903 61,330,304 pounds. 1O4,277 
212,579,267 pounds. 10,037 ,84 253,571,664 pounds, 12,678,483 
39,338,402 square yards, 5 O00 O67 1,008,790 square yards, 5, 94,155 
$2.544.230 pounds 2,046,118 179,464 pounds 2, 186.508 
28,805,968 pounds. ado, 0038 7, 2o8.093 pounds, 719,736 
83,404 tons. $31,148 {08 O14 tons. 45,548 i 
112,345 tons. 1,011,109 179,800 tons. 1,618,220 
80.000 tons. OH40.000 148.000 tons. 1.184 iw 
4,783,013 pounds. 600,95 886,738,318 pounds. | 8,632,021 
63,254,677 pounds. 1,265,093 8), > pounds, 1,717 934 
8,421,176 pounds. 1,136,25 638 26 pounds 1,321,947 
7,494,213 gallons 6.309, 235 I S7 gallons 7,920 OS 
bere 997,298,330 pounds. 10,350 87] 1,183,089,155 pounds, 36,236.34 
7,340,733 pound 9,414,664 10,812,158 pounds, 10,203 047 
3.904.515 pounds, 1,247,580 ».S71,.927 pounds, 1,880,174 
248,116 pounds. 1,111,727 925,722 pounds. 1,736,036 
pana 1,170,432 bushels. 605,892 8,857, 187 bushels. 1,222,003 
cals 24,904,497 pounds. 1,602,371 8,654,066 pounds. 2,217.57 
77,935,480 $97,454,397 


918,917, 


shown, 60,363,807 gallons, which, at sixty-five 
cents, would yield $39,236,474 55. 

the other taxes from distilled spirits which 
the committee propose to retain, exclusive of 
the rectifiers’ and dealers’ stamps, are 
tollows, for the collection of which an assess- 
ment is required: 
1. Reetifiers’ special and barrel tax 
2. Retail dealers’ special tax...... 


as 


$959,800 18 
5.651 { 73 


41d4 


3. Wholesale dealers’ special tax 2,151,281 06 
1. Manufacturers of stills, special tax 1.927 49 


Stills and worms......... 3,240 00 





GID: hod nai vcssteinea scnasacveie $6,767,733 46 
erenseremneens 
RECAPITULATION, 

Last year's revenue, $46,281,848 10. Of 
this sum about sixteen million dollars was 
assessed, the remaining 430,000,000 was col- 
lected by sale of stamps. 

Committee bill: by stamps, at sixty-five 


cents, $39,2: 55; and by assessment, 
16: total, $46,004,208 O1. 

lhe amendment | proposed, say on an aver- 
age of 60,363,807 gallons at 
would yield $42,254,664 90. 

The latter plan, asl suggest, would require no 
assessments whatever, and hence a fair deduc- 
tion of the cost of such assessments from the 
amounts received last year, and from the esti- 
mates of the committee’s bill, should be made. 

1 find the cost of such assessments to have 
been about two million dollars last 


£6,767.733 
gpg tere 


seventy cents, 


year, and 
[ see no reason to think it would be less during 
the coming year Under the cents 
tax per gallon still in warehouse this 
expense would be dispensed with, making the 
figures in fact as follows: 
Tinbt VORP. s.<..<0sc0ce0s hd a eS 
Committee’s bill, (estimate)................ 
Amendment, at seventy cents per gal- 
SGU Ci icine nsceacuadeavatedeaseauesamadeoienes ; 42,254 664 90 


seventy 


al or 


. $46,281,848 10 
46,004,208 O1 


When we consider the simplification, the 
relief of all annoyances to the distiller, rec 
tifier, and the wholesale and retail dealer, I 
think that this plan would be of 
venience. In addition I beheve natural 
increase in production, the impossibility of 
fraud, and the indisposition to even attempt 
fraud, would more than equal the apparent 
falling off of $1,750,000 to $2,000,000 in the 
revenue, and eighteen taxes would at once ba 
dispensed with. 


great con 


ine 


TOBACCO. 

The present tax upon tobacco is thirty twa 
cents on one class, and sixteen cents on the 
other class. 


Tax on 65,000,000 pounds, at 32 cents.. 


$20,800,009 OO 
Tax on 35,000,000 pounds, at 16 cents 


5. 690,000 00 


26,400,000 UO 

Ce ete oss. nnssntnonakamanaatietaradediaes 6,664,211 75 
In all sdisintbead@eaee peereeee$d,004,211 75 
ae. ER 








ane 6A 5 Dom) ey 


| 
| 
. 
. 
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In lieu of this | propose @ uniform tax on all 
tobacco and snulf of twenty four or twenty 
cents if the House so determine. This ig said, 
stactory to the 
manufacturers, and at a rate not perhaps all 
that they should have, but almost all we can 
at this time yield. elf, unwilling 
to submit to the recommendation of the ma- 
jority, and place the uniform tax on tobacco 
at tweuty cents 

Chere ire 


tinct taxes 


in mode of levying, to be sau 


| am not, my 


on tobacco, snuff, and cigars. The 
committee propose to reduce to six, as follows: 
|. Manutacturers of cigars. 
” Dealers in leaf tobacco. 


4. Manufacturers of tobacco. 


Manufactured tobacco. 


h. The uniform tax of twenty cents. 

. Cigar tax of one half of one cent on each 
cigar | 

The amendments propose in lieu of all 
these vexatious taxes a simplification of two, 
the one of twenty-four cents or twenty cents 
on tobacco of all kinds except cigars, and the 
one of a half cent on cigars a result much 
desired by manufacturer and consumer. 

| here are also many annoyances connected 
with the manufacture and sale of cigars, such 
as requiring them to be packed in new boxes, 
which is a destruction of every box when emp- 
tied, and the requirement that retailers shall 
sell from stamped boxes only, as well as others, 
which might all beavoided by a provision that 
the stamps should be affixed to each cigar in- | 
stead of the box, a provision which could be 
readily enforced by authorizing auy person 
who finds an unstamped cigar to seize and con- 
fiscate it. 

There was realized last year from taxes on | 
tobacco, snuff, and cigars, $33,578,907 18. 

‘The tax was levied as follows: 

1. Dealers in leaf tobaeco, annual list. 


Dealers iu leaf tobacco, additional special tax, 
monthly, 


| 

| 

} 

' 

Dealers in tobacco, annual list. | 
| 


4. Dealers in tobacco, additional special tax, 
mouthiy. 


. Manufacturers of tobacco, annual list. 
6. Manulacturers of cigars, annual list. 


Manutacturers of cigars, additional special tax, 
i 


Additional special tax on manufacturers of 
tobaceo whenever his bond is increased 
The committee propose a uniform tax of | 
twenty cents, which is, upon an estimated aver- 
age 


Say of 105,828,963 pounds, at 20 cents....$21,165,792 60 | 








NOR DNs sadhicensencec ccecseiicceinksatebenbeishoasiocs 6,598,173 2 
Pots al cocce Pocovncescecsccecseseses o ... $27,763, 965 84 


Under the ame endme nt I propose— 


Cigars, 1,332,844,357, at one half cent 





6,664,221 78 | 
Total is sabnscnth indoeuas ...$32,063,172 90 
if at twenty cents, the revenue would be 
about four million dollars less : 
Last year’s revenue: 
On tobacco, snuff, and cigars...... ...33,578,907 18 | 
Committee's estimate, under their bill.. 27,763,965 84 
Awendment proposed nee 32,063,172 90 
FERMENTED LIQUORS. 
{he present tax on fermented liquorsis nom- | 
inally one dollar per barrel, but a discount 
of 7} per cent. is allowed on stamps, which 
makes the actual tax 924 ceaots per barrel. 
Vaking the size of the packages allowed by 
law, and this involves a fraction of a cent in 
the tax on each, and the computation of the 
ux in brewers, assessors, collectors, and the | 
offic e accounts 18 in Consequence much compli- 
cated. The barrel is 92} cents; half barrel, 
16} ceuts; quarter barrel, 23$ cents; sixths, 
154 cents; eighths, 11%, cents. Taking the | | 
tax at 96 ceuts per barrel without discount,and | 
the whole fraetional complication is abolished, 
und a single stamp tax at this rate will yield || 
more than is at present realized from both 
stamps and speeial taxes. 
lected last year from beer stamps was $7,159,- 
740 20; representing at 924 cents per barrel, || 
7,740,260 barrels, with the tax at 96 cents, || 
this would yield $7,480,657 60, a little more || 


| 
! 
| 





| Distilled spirits. 


' . 
under the present law eight dis- | 


| Leaving the net revenue at............... 
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than was received from this source the last 
year including the special taxes. 

Amendment proposed, to wit, 96 cents per 
barrel, say on 7,740,259 barrels at 96 cents, 
would realize $7,480,658 64, which would 
prove rather an increase than a decrease. 

Recapitulation under the proposed amend- 
ment: 

me ER 
Tobacco, snuff, and ec sigars.... ee 32,063,172 90 
ST ONMROUEOE ESMIIONE ici iensncsconansicvcdesnaresctens 7,430,658 54 


81,748,506 44 

All realized by agency of stamps, which 
would render assessors, assistants, 
and their clerks unnecessary. 

If we include taxes on banks, to be col- 
lected through the Currency Bureau, 
(the tax upon private bankers I would 
PRRENTE. F PURI. cccttecccteevimtesssbses 





3,000,000 00 


_ 84,748,506 44 
If tobacco is left at twenty cents it ; oe 
involves a reduction of, say 4,000,000 00 


--e 90,748,506 44 


The tax upon banks and bankers I would 
combine, as far as the banks are concerned, 





and authorize the payment of the same directly | 


by the banks to the Treasury, giving the Comp- 
troller of the Currency full power to see that 


| the payment of the same is regularly and cor- 


rectly made under the terms of the existing 
law. ‘The tax upon private bankers I would 
abolish, in like manner as | would abolish the 


tax on gas, amounting to $2,573,122,92, and | 
on friction matches, amounting to about two | 


willion three hundred thousand dollars. 


It is interesting to examine what the taxes | 


| are which the committee propose to retain, 


which require the employment of 
their assistants, and what will be realized 
therefrom. As far as I am able to ascertain 
it would be as follows: 


Distilled spirits by assessment....... ; $6,767,733 46 
| Manufacturers of cigars................... 142,192 40 
| Dealers in leaf tobacco....................0008 221,661 98 
Dealers in manutactured tobacco......... 970,017 96 
Manufac ‘turers © © CIID cc .cktssriccccance . 20,174 93 
Brewers’ special tax.. tase cereals 229,761 62 





The amount col- | J¥2¢ 30, 1871. 


Banks and bankers’ tax. 3,644,241 53 





Total...... 


sessors’ clerks, and assistant assessors, whose 
salary and expenses amount to about $3,500,- 
000 the last fiscal year, and is likely to be the 
same this year under the committee’s bill. 

My proposition is to abolish all internal 
revenue taxes except upon distilled spirits, 
tobacco and snuff, cigars 


quiring no assessment, thus doing away with 
the necessity of keeping up the army of as- 
sessors, their clerks, and assistant assessors, 
at the yearly cost of over $3,500,000, and also 
to abolish those nondescript officers called 


supervisors, who, being nominated by the Com- | 
missioner of Internal Revenue, are confirmed | 


by the Secretary, and yet are authorized by 
law to suspend from office officers appointed 
by the President and confirmed by the Sen- | 
ate, the latter at a cost to the Government of 


assessors, | 


Leb bbkeepecenoesian sesenssecsssenecses $11,900,789 88 | 
. . ° . i 
| which will constitute the entire employment | 

necessary for the two thousand assessors, as- | 


and fermented | 
liquors, and to make these stamp taxes re- | 
Say on 105,828,963 pounds, at 24 cents...$25,398,951 12 || 


May 3, 





| 
| $181,677 68 per year, of which about onethird, 
or hee 66, is salary, and two thirds, or 
| $114,217 02, is clerk hire and expenses, 
The number of officers who will be disposed 
of is about as follows: 
Assessors a little less than the number of members 








of the House of Representatives, say............ 295, 
Assessors’ clerks, (a moderate estimate, ) say. 500 
Assistant assessors oem  sphdiantieitnaauieasiehaaaddbaias 1 400 
Superv isors.. . . B 
Supervisors clerks, say. hescdpekenbae ech oataasara enc eamens 30 

Total by Gireot action .........ciccccsoccccessicsisense MOO 
i ss 
re | ; F - . 
‘eduction of expense by above: 
Assessors, assistant assessors, and ex- 
| I eneshatcide veukesecusintabaptonsuts decthokscannsal $3,541,932 12 
|| Supervisors and expenses........................ 181,677 68 
$3,723,609 80 
Se 





Should the recommendations I make be in 
grafted on the law, as sooner or later they 
(| will and must be, then I would suggest a fur- 
ther amendment, looking directly to the trans 
fer of all the duties of the Commissioner of the 
| Revenue from the said officer to what I would 
hereafter call the commissioner of customs 
and internal revenue, dispensing altogether 
with the officer now known as the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue, in some such lan- 
| guage as follows: That the office or bureau of 
internal revenue shall be, and is hereby, abol- 
| ished, and all the powers, authority, and 
duties pertaining to the office of Commissioner 
of Internal Revenue are hereby transferred to 
and vested in the Commissioner of Customs, 
who shall hereafter be styled commissioner 
of customs and revenue, and shall have charge 
and direction of all papers, books, records, 
and business pertaining to the internal reve 
nue, under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Treasury. And the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury shall transfer to the office of customs 
and revenue so many of the clerks now em- 
ployed in the office of internal revenue as the 
| necessities of the service may demand. 

The figures which I have presented and 
made comparison of are not only interesting 
but instructive, and show clearly that the in 
ternal taxes can be at once reduced to $80,000, 
000, without embarrassment to the Goverw 
ment and with great relief to the people. 
Under such circumstances we, in my judgment, 
criminally fail in our duty if we continue them 
longer. I may asa general proposition declare 
that every dollar raised by internal taxation 
can be placed to the payment of the principal 
of the public debt, the receipts from other 
sources being equal to the sum required to pay 
the interest on that debt and the current 
expenses of maintaining the Government if 
economically administered. 

There is one more subject to which | wish 
to direct the attention of the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, the members 
of the House generally, and the country, which 
I may characterize as the discrepancies in the 
accounts of the l'reasury Department as to the 
receipts of public money into the Treasury 
during the nine years last past, from June 30, 
1 1863, to June 30, 1871, inclusive: 








Collections of internal revenue as stated in the official reports of the Secretary of the T'reas- 


ury, the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
to J ww} be 1871. 


i Sa 


Year ending— Secretary.* 


ee DE BURR oobi Aiba ete $37,640,787 95 
Un 109,741,134 10 


of se 
| 


IN gn i aces aa 209,464,215 25 | 

III so 50 c ce Dinas caceniucane $09,226,813 42 | 
SI BIT wscdceatccsscsustneasceubeee 266,027,537 43 
Sa i 


191,087,589 41 | 
158,356,460 86 | 
aa 184,899,756 49 | 
S| 143,098,153 63 


a os ee 
| June 30, 1870....... 


* Finance report, 1871, pages 14 and 16. 


+ Commissioner’s report, 1871, pages 278 and 279. 


Commissioner.t 


picbakiaens ateiel | $1,609,542,448 54 | $1,626,572,882 22 | $1,437,648,102 79 


and the Fifth Auditor, from September 1, 1862, 





; fee of Com- 
Auditor.t missioner over 
Santee 


Auditor. 


$41,003,192 93 | 
117,145,748 52 | 
2111291529 17 | 
310,906,984 17 
285,920,474 65 | 


$30,715,250 15 | 
95,369,321 51 | 
180,798,008 95 | 
208,042,568 17 | 
254,409,614 81 | 


$10,287,942 73 
21,776,427 01 
30,331,520 22 
52,864,416 00 | 
11,510,859 84 | 





191,180,564 28 | 179,265,266 30 | 11,915,297 98 | 
160.039;344 29} — 139,707'473 20 | 20;331;871 09 | 

185,235,867 97 | 168,476,458 59 | 16,759,409 38 | 
144,011,176 24| — 2130/864,141 11} 13,147,085 13 | 


$188,924,779 43 | 











— f Auditor s report, January 1, 1871, sf ake e 163. 
Finance report, 1871, pages 204 an 





1872. 





——— 
. a — _ eee inos 


| 


Whole amount as above................,..$1,609,542,448 54 
Report of the Register of the Treas- 

ury gives a statement of thesame _ io 

receipts, which foot up................... 1,571,901,666 59 
The Commissioner of Internal Rev- 

enue in his report for 1871, pages 

978-279, gives the same receipts as.. 1,626,572,882 22 
[he Fifth Auditor in his report of 

January 1, 1871, and in finance re- 

port, pages 204-205, gives the same 

ee ee ce oe tie Snenalcnnaih . 1,437,648,102 79 
Excess of Commissioner over Secre- 

SIE, scksintntesaalineonuvenndtanedeasecssnenbe 17,030,439 68 
Excess of Secretary over Register... 37,640,787 95 
Excess of Commissioner over Regis- 

Ari ee oe aS cedeevanbianiees pases 54,671,221 63 
Excess of Register over Auditor...... 134,258,557 80 
Excess of Secretary over Auditor.... 171,894,345 75 
Excess of Commissioner over Aud 

BEE cc's cncts connnd oteos :asduad cevses socceenbuceeeees 188,924,779 43 


These discrepancies are of a grave and ex- 
traordinary character, reaching as high as 
$188,924,779 43 

A merchant whose books exhibited such a 
state of facts would promptly bring his ac- 
countant to an examination and explanation 
of the same. 

[t is alike due to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and to the country that the chairman of 
the Ways and Means Committee should before 
the close of this debate give some explanation | 
as to these discrepancies in the public accounts. 

I yield the remaining portion of my time to 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Lamison. ] 

Mr. LAMISON addressed the House in 
remarks which will be found in the Appendix. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Mr. | 
Chairman, having had an opportunity at an | 
early period of this session to speak somewhat 
at length on the subject of the tariff, 1 do not | 
propose to enter into its details now. In what | 
| shall say I do not intend at all to speak of 
pig iron, and I have no doubt my free-trade 
friends, and my revenue reform-friend from 
Illinois [Mr. BurcHarD] who sits behind me, | 
will think a tariff speech by a Pennsylvanian 
without ‘pig iron’’ in it would be very much | 
like Shakspeare’s play of Hamlet with the 
part of Hamlet omitted. 

I propose to occupy the attention of the com- 
mittee for a short time witha branch of the sub- 
ject which I have not heard mentioned here- 
tofore in the discussions which have taken 
piace, and that is as to the effect of « tariff on 
resumption ofspecie payments. We have been 
suffering for the last ten years under an irre- 
deemable paper currency. That currency has 
varied in its value from thirty-five cents on the | 
dollar, as it was in July 1864, to eighty-nine | 
per cent., at which figure it is now, or ninety 
and one fogrth cents, at which it stood a little 
while ago. It has been subject to great and 
violent fluctuations. This has had a bad effect 
upon the business of the country. It has ren- 
dered contracts between manand man so un- 
certain that a man making a contract any day 
that was to be consummated atsome future time 
would be unable to anticipate whether he | 
would gain or lose by the transaction. It has 
been the bane of business. It has been oper- 
ating prejudicially upon operations of all kinds | 
and in all transactions. There has been no 
man so high in pecuniary circumstances and no | 
man so low but what has been more or less 
affected by these fluctuations in the value of 
the currency. 

Let us look for a moment at the condition 
of the currency at the time at which specie 
payments were suspended and as it stands 
now. In 1862, when the banks suspended 
specie payments, their immediate liabilities | 
in circulation, deposits, and what was due to 
banks, amounted to $541,000,000. Theirimme- 
diately available assets at that time amounted 
to $221,000,000, making the whole immediate 
liabilities in excess of immediate assets some- 
thing like three hundred and twenty million 
dollars. We had also at that time in the 


country $300,000,000 in specie, of which about 
one hundred millions were then in the banks. 
Che whole amount then of excess of liabilities 
being only $820,000,000, was, as respects the | 


business transactions of the nation, easily 
managed. 


There was no trouble or difficulty 





| 
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in the every-day operations of commerce, man- || to $50,000,000 annually in excess of our 
ufactures, or agriculture, however extended, || 


and when a man made a bargain that was to 
be consummated at some future time, he had 


| a very fair prospect of knowing what he had 


to pay or to receive. How is it to-day? By 
turning to the tables which have been fur- 
nished to us by the Treasury Department, we 


| 


| produce annually only 
| throughout the whole country. 
| amount of gold on hand was $300,000,000. of 


| find that the immediate liabilities of the banks || 


on the 27th of February last, suchas notes oné 
standing, deposits and dues to banks, amounted 


| altogether to $1,096,000,000, to meet which 


the immediate assets in the banks were only 
$400,000,000, leaving an excess of immediate 
liabilities over available assets inthe banks of 
something like six hundred and ninety-six 
million dollars. 

To ascertain the actual condition of the 
country, we have, besides regarding the con 


| dition of the banks, to look at the condition in 


which the Government finds itself. By turn- 
ing to the reports of the Secretary of the 
Treasury we find that at the same time the 
whole amount of immediate indebtedness of 


| the Treasury was $441,000,000, the imme- 








diate assets in coin and currency in the Treas- 
ury amounted to $124,000,000, so that the im- 
mediate currency liabilities of the nation in 
excess of its immediate assets amounted to 
$317,000,000. 

This amount added to the immediate liabil- 
ities of the banks made $1,013,000.000 of 
immediate liabilities over and above the im- 
mediate assets of the banks and of the Gov- 
ernment. We had got into afar worse position 
than we were in ten years ago. We had in- 


| desire to make foreign merchandise cl 


|us will become unable to be borne 


creased the excess of immediate liability over || 
the amount of immediate assets something | 


like $700,000,000. 


In addition to this growing excess of liability | 


and indebtedness of the country, as shown by 


| the bank and Treasury statements, when we 
| come to look at the condition of the imports 


and exports we find that from the time that 


| specie payments were suspended up to the 


present time we have been constantly and rap- 
idly increasing our imports over and above our 
exports. The whole amount of the imports 


of the country from 1864 down to the end of |, 


the last fiscal year have been, inclusive of five 
per cent. for undervaluation and smuggling, 
$3.403,000,000, while the whole amount of our 
exports reduced to specie values, and in- 
cluding specie, amounted to something like 
$2,987,000,000 ; making a balance of $416,- 
000,000 against us. 

To this we may fairly add freight on im- 
ports in foreign vessels, say eight per cent. on 
sixty-eight per cent. of the imports, and we 
have $184,000,000; and the interest we have 
paid abroad in that time has amounted to at 
least $250,000,000. Our bonds were sold at 
an average discount of twenty-two per cent., 
or seventy-eight cents on the doilar ; so that 
our whole indebtedness abroad, at the lowest 
figures, cannot be less than $1,000,000,000 to 
$1,200,000,000. 

Still further, I would state that the debt 
of the country abroad in 1863, according to 
the authority of ex-Commissioner Wells, was 
almost liquidated; it amounted to nothing 
practically; but by inquiry at the Treasury 
Department, and by consulting the documents 
that are issued therefrom, I find that our in- 
debtedness to foreigners is about as stated 
above. Ido not fix it at so high a figure as 
my friend from New York [Mr. Koserrs] did 
the other day when he placed it at $2,000,- 
000,000, 

Now, what are we to do? What do the 
free-traders and the reyenue reformers, and 
the friends of a revenue tariff, desire to do? 
Do they desire to increase that debt, or do 
they wish to diminish it? Let their proposed 
action and its necessary results be the answer. 
They demand a lower tariff. They demand 
a reduction of duties, the effect of which 
would be to make additional imports. We 


are importing to-day at the rate of $30,000,000 || tax on the industry of the people ; 


exports. We export annually in payment of 
merchandise $50,000,000 in gold, while we 
$25,000,000 of gold 


In 1866 the 


which $100,000,000 was in the banks, and it 
has been going out ever singe until there is 
now only about $130,000,000 in the Treasury 


and in the banks and im the hands of the 
people. 

The revenue reformers propose by their 
policy to increase our debt abroad. They 


weaper 
to bring a large amount of it into the coun 
try, and thus far displace American manufae 
tures. Another effect will be to raise 
price of gold. This will increase, with a low 
tariff, to an indefinite extent, because of the 
demand for gold to pay for excessive importa 
tions, until the foreign indebtedness against 


the 


. and 
the of foreign capitalists. 
Instead, sir, of being on the road to resump 


we 


become slaves 


tion, we are on the road to an everlasting 
suspension. We are $700,000,000 further 


| away from the resumption of specie payments 


than we were in 1862, or at any time since. 
We are widening the difference between our 
assets and our foreign indebtedness. We are 
making it broader and greater every day. 
That debt is rolling up until it will become 
mountain high, when it will render impossible 
areturn to specie payments, and overwhelm 
us in a common bankruptcy and ruin. 

Now, what is the remedy for the existing 
unfortunate condition of things? How are we 
to get back to specie payments? 1 know that 
it is said that the way to resumption is to 
resume at once. I know that by congressional 
action we can command a resumption, but as 
it is a financial and commercial question rather 
than a legislative one, | feel well assured tiat 
with our heavy debt abroad and a low tariff 
increasing imports we could not maintain a 
resumption for a month. It would be a finan 
cial impossibility. An attempt at it now would 
be to invite our securities from abroad to 
obtain their price in gold at a handsome profit 
over their cost. It would be to bring back 


| millions of bonds and to drain from us every 


| saves nothing. 


dollar of specie. 

It is not to be done by low tariffs and heavy 
importations, and not by buying more than we 
sell, as we are doing every day, and not by acting 
the part of the spendthrift wno spends ali and 
It can only be reached in one 
way, and that is to sell more than we buy; to 


| export more than we import, and to regulate the 


| our favor. 


tariff so that the balance of trade shall be in 
We cannot do it under a low tariff, 
for every low tariff has destroyed manufac- 
tures, impoverished labor, and prostrated agri 
culture. By the means indicated, and by that 
only, can we return to specie payments, and 
bring values to a sound, proper, and suitable 
condition for the business of this great nation 
Our country was never so prosperous as when 
the tariffs have been high enough to give the 
preference of our markets to the American 
citizen, and never so dilapidated in its busi 
ness relations as when mere revenue tariffs 
gave our markets to the cheap goods of 
toreigners. 

The bill of the majority makes unwise dis 
criminations. It leaves duties remain on 
articles we neither prodwee or manufacture, 
and takes them off or reduces them on those 
articles our own workmen can supply. This, 
in my judgment, reverses all the best princi 
ples of political economy, and should that 
policy prevail, another inundation of foreign 
fabrics, an increased indebtedness abroad, will 
postpone resumption to a period beyond the 
lives of most of those whe now sit within this 
Hall. 

Now it has been said by gentlemen on the 
opposite side of the House that the tariff is & 
that itis not 
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only atax to the amount of the duty, but a 


tax to the amount of the duty multiplied into | 


the aggregate production of different articles 
of American industry similar to those im- 
ported. QOur national experience, however, 
proves the contrary. Gentlemen who have 
spoken on the other side to-day have alleged 
that it is a tax of $5,000,000,000. 
believed that it was such a burden as that, 
then they are doing a wrong to themselves 


and to their constituents to vote for any tariff, 
even a tarif} for revenue. | he 5 should de mand 
that. the taxes should be collected directly 
from the people; and it seems to me that that 
is the purpose of a large portion of the Dem- 
ocratic party. The Democratic party of this 


nation have announced themselves as in favor 
of direct taxation. They pat in their national 
plaiform of 1868 that they were in favor of 
‘equal taxation on every description of prop- 
erty according to its real value, including Gov- 
ernment bonds and other public securities.” 
In other words, they are for taxing as well 
the horse of the poor man as Bonuer’s fifty- 
thousand dollar Dexter. They are in favor 
of taxing the cart of the laborer who works 


upon the roads as well as the coach in which | 


rolls the millionaire. They are in favor of 
taxing the Dutchman's lager-beer and the | 


rich man’s brandy. They are in favor of tax- 
ing the poor man’s pine table, on which he 
eats his daily meal, as well as the rich man’s 
mahogany. They are in favor of taxing alike 
the one-dollar shawl of the poor Irishwoman 
and the thousand-dollar shawl of the banker's 
wife. They are in favor of taxing alike the rich 
smoking-cap with its gilded tassel of the volup- 
tuary and the cotton night cap of the poor 
woman's baby as it lies in its humble cradle. 

in fact they are in favor of taxing every 
thing that bears the name of property whether 
real or personal. They want the tax-gatherer 
to go everywhere. They want his Argus eyes 
to see everything, however small and remote, 
and his Briarean arms to gather within his grasp 
every object that may be within reach of tax- 
ation. This is the meaning of the taxation 
plank in their platform of 1868. 

It means low tariff now, and tree trade and 


direct taxation as soon as they can get it. It 
means the tax-gatherer in every man’s house 
and espionage everywhere. he low tariff is 


the ve.vet paw which conceals the sharp claws 
of free trade. Kither or both of them are the 
equivalents of overwhelming debt abroad, of 
destruction of home industry, of capitalists 
ruined, of laborers beggared, of an indefinite 
suspension of specie payments, and of uni- 
versal national bankruptcy. 

If such a bill as that before us shall pass, I 
shall despair of ever seeing agein a specie cur- 
rency. 

Mr. BRIGHT next addressed the House. 
[See Appendix. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to 
the committee that at half past one o'clock 
the Committee of Ways and Means will resume 


the floor. In the mean time the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. 


to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawes | at half past one o'clock. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Chairman, a stranger | 
coming into this Hall now, at one o'clock on 
this 8d day of May, in the year of our Lord 
1872, and witnessing the excitement and the 
running to and fro of men of both sides of 
the House, who are earnestly looking over 
bills or telegrams, or whatever they may be, 
would be at a loss to determine whether the 
very exciting question of the tariff and its 
effects upon the country caused all this com- 
motion, or whether, perchance, it wight be 
telegram from Cincinnati, indicating the pro- | 


If they | 


ConGer] will take the | 
floor, with the understanding that he will yield 





may be a half au hour or an hour hence on the 
subject of the tariff. It is barely possible that, 
with the next clicking of that little instrument 
which brings news from Cincinnati to us and 
to all ‘*the rest of mankind,’’ we may change 
sides on this subject ; and that my Democratic 


friends, under the lead of the heroic Greeley, | 


may be marching forth with ‘* high protec- 
tion’? inseribed upon their banners, leading 
the country ahead of our present views and 
present sentiments on the protective side of 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
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the tariff question; and [ warn my Republican | 


friends not to be too high protective tariff just 


now, for to-night or to-morrow we may be | 


outstripped by the Democracy under the gal- 
lant leader that we have followed so long, and 
in the efforts to outstrip us they may be com 
pelled to favor a higher protection than the 
interests of the country demand. 

Gentlemen had better not be running after 
telegrams and neglecting this tariff question 
aud this discussion and the remarks which 
they ought to hear me make on this subject in 
this last half hour of discussion, for I venture 
to say that no man can tell what may befall 
him in the next few minutes or hours. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. My triend—— 

Mr. CONGER. I cannot yield to any inter- 
ruption, even from the Democratic leader of 
the House. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I was only going to 
suggest to the gentleman that he had better 
defer his speech until he had heard the news. 

Mr. CONGER. No; my speech must move 
on and grind, however slowly, whatever may 
befall either party of us here. Now, in this 
uncertain state of the canvass at Cincinnati, 
aud in the uncertain state of this bili in this 
House one can hardly tell on either side of 
the House what doctrines to advocate or 
what theories to advance. And I have noticed 
that on the Democratic side—and I call the 
attention of whoever may have the audacity to 
read in the Globe the speeches made here to 
this fact—that in the last two or three days 
there has been a dwindling down on the part 
of Democratic speakers of opposition to the 
tariff. Their opposition has grown beauti- 
tully less and less, until the present moment. 
it may revive, and the Democratic party, under 
the result of operations at Cincinnati, may yet 
become as bold free-traders to-morrow as they 
were a week ago; and they may be violent 
protectionists next week ; who knows? 


[ submit with all humility as my judgment | 


that life itself is not so uncertain as the theory 
and the policy of parties to-day on the tariff, 
at least for the next hour. But, Mr. Chair- 
man, let that pass. I have attracted the atten- 


tion of the House for a moment from these | 


telegrams. I wish I could keep it a few mo- 
ments longer in the midst of this wild excite- 
ment. 

I do not propose to enter into the discussion 


of tariff questions or tariff principles in gen- | 


eral, but to confine myself to this conglomer- 
ated tariff bill, which is the best the free- 
traders of this country can present through 
our chairman, who, I believe, has seized hoid 
of this bill merely that he may control it, not 
that he approves it. ‘This measure is the best 
that the free-traders offer to us; and I pro- 
ceed to consider their compromise on the 


tariff. . 


gene there of each candidate in the canvass. ] 


My own Opinion is that this excitement par- 
takes partly of both; and | venture to say that | 
among the Republicans and Democrats in this 
House no one cun tell certainly what his opinions 


| 


No man bas advocated this bill except my 
unfortunate friend from Illinois, [Mr. Burca- 
AkD.] No other man dare advocate it. No 
man who believes his speech will ever be read 
by the people of the United States dare say 
that this measure is fair or just or equitable 
or desirable. As for myself I stand here to 


|| say (and it is for that purpose only I wish to 
a || speak) that in almost every provision of this 


bill there is a deadly thrust at some vital iu- 
terest of my State. It contains scarcely a 
| provision which bas not a tendency to injure 
and destroy our interests, not only in what we 
consume but in all we produce. [bis bill, re 


| ported by free-traders and supported by the 





} free-traders of this House, walks up boldly to 


the destruction of the interests of almost all 
the States, and especially the interests of the 
It comes here earnestly 
and savagely to destroy the interests of my 
State, and for that I oppose it and would 
destroy it. 

A friend near me, a moderate, quiet man, 
when I spoke earnestly against this bill said to 
me, ‘‘ But be calm, treat it gently, treat it 
mildly, try to modify it; amend it so us to 
make it more suitable to the country and more 
advantageous to the interests of the people.’ 
Sir, when we are met by a bill which seeks to 


| destroy all the interests of Michigan, as well 


| as other States; 


to destroy them by half-way 


| measures, by a lingering death, (I would rather 
| free trade should sweep over our State at once, ) 


why should we meet it mildly? 

Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as several gentle- 
men in discussing this question have illustrated 
by stories, and even the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Keviey,}] one of the oldest 
members of the House, illustrated his remarks 
with a dog story, it may not be inconsistent 
for me to follow the example. I bave read 
somewhere that during the *‘late unpleasant- 
ness’? in the South one of our soldiers who 
was set to guard the property of a gentleman 
of the South from the attacks of our own sol- 
diers or of rebels, was attacked fiercely and 
furiously by a Cuban bloodhound that had 
escaped from his kennel. The bloodhound 
with red eyes and open mouth rushed upon 
the soldier furiously to destroy him; and the 
soldier, with his bayonet set, did not take it 
mildly, but thrust the weapon iuto the dog’s 
mouth and throat, pinned him to the earth, 
and destroyed him atonce. But the owner, 
coming round soon after and seeing his Cuban 
bloodhound killed, was very angry and remon- 


| strated withthe soldier, as my friend did with 
' me, and said to the soldier, ‘* Why didn’t you 
| meet the hound mildly and keep him ctf? 





| about this tariff; 


Why did you thrust your bayonet into the dog 
and destroy him? Why didn’t you take the 


| but end of your gun and keep him off till I 


came and saved you?’’ The soldier very prop- 
erly replied: ‘* Why didn’t your dog come at 
me with ‘the other end,’ and then we would 
have met but to but?’’ [Laughter.] So | say 
there is no reason why we 
should meet it mildly. It comes at us fiercely 
to destroy the interests of every State of this 
Union. Let us pin this bill and every similar 
bill to the earth and destroy it in this “ un- 
pleasantness’’ as the soldier did in that. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill as it stands here 
to-day proposes to reénact a duty of ten cents 
per pound on tea and two cents per pound upon 
coffee. If this bill be passed, ail we have done 
in that direction is lost, and we restore those 
duties ; for the committee have not had the 
grace to withdraw even that part of the bill, 
notwithstanding the concurrent voice of the 


| House and the Senate against it, by the pas- 


_ sage of a bill which has now become a law, 
| making tea and coffee free of duty to all. 


The great leading products of Michigan are 


_ its lumber, its salt, its iron, its copper, “and its 


wool; and yet while these are the leading 
elements of the productive interests of the 


| State of Michigan, there is not one of these 


interests but what this bill seizes upon and so 
reduces the tariff upon most of them, as to 
render it ineflicacious as protection to them, 
utterly so. What dothe Representatives of 
my State say on this subject ? What do they 
say without respect to party? My friend who 
represents the sixth district, [Mr. SuTHER- 
LAND,] as well as the Republicans in the 
House from that State unitedly and unani- 
mously say to the House and to the country 


that this bill is ruinous to the interests of 
_ Michigan, and therefore we oppose it. 


Sir, why should the commiitee propose in 
this bill to reduce the tariff on subjects upon 
which the sense of the House and the Senate 
has been so lately taken? Did the commit- 
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tee forget that this House by an almost unpar- || spend time longer upon it. T have asked the || was very plausible, indeed; and so was the 
alleled majority in response to the wish of the || attention of the committee that I might speak || illustration by which he sought to enforce it. 
whole people lately placed tea and coffee upon | for the State which I have the honor in part || He presented to the House the basis upon 
the free list? And yet they leave it in the || to represent, against the passage of this orany | which the present tariff upon wool and woolens 
bill at the rate of ten centsa pound on teaand | bill similar in its nature. I have asked the || was adjusted, and by the statement he made 
two cents upon coffee. Did the committee || attention of the committee, and [ call their | and the arguments he presented, perhaps his 
forget that not long since on the subject of || attention now to the fact that there are many theory was entirely carried out in respect to 
lumber in the Senate and in the House, when || articles in our common use of great import- | wool and woolens. But I had oceasion to 
the p ‘oposition was made to admit a small || ance which ought to be placed on the free list; || look at other articles in this long list, the 
quantity of lumber free of duty, the Senate || and which, if this bill progresses, I shall bring || duties on which it is proposed to reduce, and 


| . . . . . . . . 
and the House struck out even that license |! under the notice of the committee in amend- || I find that the same idea is not carried out in 
and prohibited the introduction of all lamber '| ments which I shall offer. any other portion of the bill. Upon cottons 
free of duty? Did this committee forget that || But, as there are other gentlemen who de- || the reduction is twenty per cent., whereas the 


but a few years ago when our copper interest || sire to address the House in the brief space | tax imposed by the internal revenue system 
was entirely destroyed in this country the || of time which is left to us, | shall not longer || was only five per cent. upon the amount of 


House and the Senate passed an act taking | occupy the attention of the committee. sales. And, so, sir, you may follow the bill 
cop} er from the free list, and imposed a duty By the downcast looks of my Democratic || through on the different articles of mauufac- 
on it for the purpose of its protection ? || friends, | presume this last telegram announces || ture in iron and other materials, and we find 


And did they not know to-day that more || the nomination of the champion of protection | that it is only in one particular, the case of 
than two thirds of the copper mines of Michi- || at Cineinnati. The transition is somewhat || wool and woolens, that this bill coincides with 
gav, as well as of the copper mines of the || sudden; but the resolute Democracy will prove || the statement which the gentleman made, and 
United States outside of Michigan, are lying |} equal to the emergency, and hang out the || which furnished the plausible argument the 
idle because their productiveness is not remu- || banner of protection on the outer wall. | gentleman presented on this floor why the bill 
nerative, even with the protection they now I now yield a moment to my colleague, | should receive the favorable consideration of 
have? No, the committee ask to reduce it. || [Mr. SurHERLAND,] and the few minutes left, || this House. 

Did the committee not learn that to-day more || to the gentleman from Rhode Island, [ Mr. Bat there is one other position which has 
than half of the salt-manufacturing works of || Eames. | been taken, to which I desire for one moment 
the Saginaw valley in the State of Michigan || Mr. SUTHERLAND. I ask unanimous || to allude; and that is the assertion which 
are lying idle because the sale of their salt in || consent to have printed in the Globe some | was made in the first place by the gentle 





the market is unremunerative? Did not the || remarks which I have prepared on the pend- || man from Missouri, [Mr. FINKELNBURG, ] and 
committee know the wharves and docks of |; ing bill. which was repeated by the gentleman from 


Canada, lying across the river from Michigan, there was no objection; and leave was | 
aud across the lake, are piled high with Cana- |} granted. [See Appendix. } 

dian salt, waiting for such a bill as this to be | Mr. CONGER. I yield the remainder of my 

introduced into Congress and become a law, || time to the gentleman from Khode Island, || consideration—that to the extent that a duty 
thus depriving hundreds and thousands of || [Mr. Eames. ] : || is imposed for the benefit of any of these 
our laborers ot the reward of their industry, Mr. EAMES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to || home industries, and exactly to that extent 
and the support and education of their families? || address to the committee a few remarks in || the consumer is obliged to pay. 

Sir, 1 will not dwell on these things. 1 || regard especially to the interests of the State But the gentlemen who maintain this propo 
have no desire Lo criticise further these defects || of Khode Ishand as affected by the provisions || sition overlook the fact that these protected 
of the bill. I bave merely referred incident- || of the bill reported by the Committee of || industries furnish a profitable home market 
ally to these particular interests. But, sir, || Ways and Means, and now under consider- || for a very large proportion of the producis of 
there are interests affecting the whole coun- || ation. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. || agriculture, and they ignore entirely in their 
try, small interests as well as large, that need || Concer] who has just taken his seat says || calculations the important and material fact 
revision. Among others that should be put || that this bill touches every interest there is in || that in every case in which home industrics 
on the free list are the articles of gilling twine || the State of Michigan. { may respond that || have been developed by the fostering care of 
and net twine used by our fishermen ali along || it touches, also, every interest of the State || the Government, the result has been a material 
the Atlantic coast, all over the lakes, all || which I in part represent upon this floor. It |} reduction of the price of the foreign product. 
through the Gulf of Mexico, and all over the || is proposed by the bill which has been || That such has been the result is established by 
rivers in our land. It is a small article, and || reported by a majority of the committee to || the reduction in price of the following articles 
yet on that article, not manufactured in this || reduce the duty upon cotton goods twenty per || of domestic production now in common use: 
country, a duty of forty per cent. is laid, and || cent., and upon woolen goods twenty per || The manufacture of ribbed hose was com 
there it remains notwithstanding the petitions || cent. also. it is known that so far as Rhode |; menced in this country in 1824. Previous to 
of our people from different parts of the coun: || Island is concerned ber material interests de- || 1850 only three sets of machinery were in 
try, and letters received and presented on that || pend to a considerable extent upon her water- || operation, producing three thousand dozen a 
subject. Canadian fishermen have tree twine; || power, by means of which she is enabled to || year. The price which at first was paid for 
but it is too simpie to attract the attention ropel the wheels that move the spindles and || knitting the legs was $1 20 per dozen, and for 
of the committee. Although it atfects inter- || Cee iiaas spin and weave the cloth that is |} knitting the feet 75 cents per dozen. In 
ests in every State in the Union, yet it is too || there produced. We live upon a soil that is || 1867 the price for knitting the legs was 2 
unimporiant to be placed on the free list by || naturally barren and sterile. We can only || cents a pair, and for the feet 5 cents a pair, 
the committee who reported this bill. At the || live by encouragement on the part of the Gov. || and instead of three thousand dozen the pro- 
proper time | shall ask this protection, this || ernment to the industries we may there pur- || duct was five hundred thousand dozen a year. 
benefit to our fishing interests. sue, and in relation to these and the proposed The price for knitting ribbed shirts in the 

Sir, [ call the attention of this committee to || reductions upon them I feel, sir, ulthough || early stage of the industry in this country was 
the effecton these interests of this sort of half- || hardly able to utter a word, that it is my duty || $4 per dozen for the bodies, and $1 25 for the 
way reduction, which does not benefitthe con- || to make a protest here before this debate || sleeves. The price in 1867 was 12 cents for 
sumer of the article and which tends to the || closes. single shirt and sleeves. 
ruin of the producer. Free trade with all its But, sir, my purpose in rising was not to Jeans, a light, twilled fabric, when imported 
enormities is better than this mangliug half-way || discuss the questions of the taritf either upon || sold for 30 cents a yard. When first manufac- 
bill; and [ hope either this bill will bein these | the theory of free-trade or reveuue reform, or || tured in this country an article of superior 
respects materially modified or that it will be || upon the theory of protection, but simply to |} quality sold for 23 cents, and in 1860 the price 
utterly destroyed. The action of the Senate || call the attention of the committee to two || was from 64 to 7 cents. 
has opened the way for a different bill, looking || positions which have been assumed by gentle- Cotton hosiery which sold for $3 a dozen in 
to the removal of internal revenues, looking || men who have supported the bill which has || 1860, and for $5 during the war, in 1867 could 
to the placing on the free list of many such || been reported by the committee, and also toa | be manufactured for $1 60a dozen, a reduc 
articles as | have alluded to, such as gilling | statement that has been made with reference || tion of nearly one half. 
and netting twine, which enters into one of the || to the condition of laborers who are engaged I'he price of brown cotton goods in 1816 was 


Illinois, [Mr. Burcuarp,] and echoed and 
reéchoed by every gentleman who has taken 
that side of the question upon the bill under 





common industries of the country, an article | in manufacturing pursuits in New England. || 80 cents per yard; in 1819, 21 cents; in 1826, 
not manufactured in this country and which || One position is that which was presented 13 cents; in 1829, 8} cents; and in 18438, 64 


now bears a duty oppressive to the pe ple || by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Fivk- || cents per yard. 


engaged in that industry, as well as oppressive | ELNBURG] in opening the debate upon this || The average price of print cloths in 1826 
: | . . 9 _ or : or 
to the people who use their productions. question. In doing so, he took the ground || was 23.07 cents; in 1830, 16.36 cents; in 1885, 


Mr. Chairman, I might say a good deal more | that this was the time to make a reduction, | 16.04 cents; in 1840, 12.09 cents; in 1845, 
upon this bill and upon this subject, but inthe | which should be no more, as I understood his || 10 90 cents; in 1850, 9.24 cents; and in 1855, 
present excited state of the committee, or the | argument, than an equivalent for the taxes || 9.15 cents per yard. 
members of the committee, awaiting the news imposed by the internal revenue laws which Che heavy domestic cottons have to a con- 
from Cincinnati, which, as I have said, may || had been repealed in 1868. || siderable extent superseded the foreign article. 





shape their views on the tariff, it is idle to i Now, sir, the argument of the gentleman || Mixed fabrics of cotton and wool have been re 
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duced in price from 40 to 20 cents. Blankets 
which before the war sold for $12 50 a pair, in 
1867 sold for $5. Two-ply carpeting has been 
reduced from 90 cents to 70 cents a yard in 
1867, and three ply from $1 380 to 95 cents. 
here has been areductian in the cost of woolen 
‘ loths between LRUO and 1869, ot sixteen per 
and reliable one of the 
largest woolen mulls in the country show an 
increase in during the same period ot 
thirty even per cent. for female operators and 
fifty per cent. for male operators. 

{ might, Mr. @hairman, in 
through the list of 


cent., returns from 


wages 


this way go 
mauufactures of iron and 
have been started into 
life and have been developed by the protec- 
Lion which they have received trom the duty 
upon the foreign product, and show 
that the result improvement in 
the q iAality and a reduction in the price of the 


other materials which 


Hn pose d 


has been an 


article which had been previously imported. 
But the of domestic production to 
which | have referred are suthcient to estab 
lish the And yet gentlemen who 
ussert that the consumer pays to the manu- 
the duties 


coal 
articis 


fact. the 


facture! thus imp ysed, entirely ig 
nore this fact, as well as the important benefit 
which is derived from having a home market 
for the products of the soil which these indus 
that 


not 


Lries Crente. It is 
in this 
side 


evident any 


tuke 


estitnate 
Into con 
ts, must be not only unre- 
lable, but illusory aud deceptive 

I hoped to say a word in regard to the oper- 
atives in the workshops of New England, and 
specially of those in the State of Rhode Island, 


respect which dos 


1 
ation these tac 


but | must not trespass upon the time of the | 


chairman of the committee. 
; 


| liere the hammer fell. | 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

Here the committee rose informally, and the 
Speaker pro tempore having resumed the chair, 
a message from the Senate by Mr. Sympson, 
clerks, announced that the Senate 
had passed, without amendment, a bill (H. R. 
No. 2624) to provide for the removal of the 
Kansas tribe of Indians to the Indian terri- 
tory, and to dispose of their lands in Kansas 
to actual settlers. 

Ihe further announced that the 
Senate had adopted the report of the third 
committee 


one of its 


message 
of conference on the disagreeing 
Houses on the bill (H. R. 


No. 1060) making appropriations for the legis 


votes of the two 


lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the | 


Government for the year ending June 30, 
1873, and for other purposes, 
The message also announced that the Sen- 


ate had passed, with amendments, in which 


he was directed to ask the concurrence of the | 


House, the bill (H. R. No. 
certain post roads, 
TARIFF. 


1666) to establish 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its 
session. 


Mr. DAWES. I now ask that the first and 


formal reading of this bill in Committee of | 


the Whole be dispensed with. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman, I must in 
the outset invoke the patience of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, for, in rising to close an 
exhausting and an exhausted debate upon a 
subject of itself intrinsically dry and uninter- 
esting I find that | have been unable, in the 
preparation of all that I might desire to say, 
to bring myself within even the compass pre- 
scribed by the rule. 

Among the many problems which con- 
fronted this Administration on coming into 
power demanding a solution none was more 
formidable than that in which the finances of 
the nation had been involved by the war. A 
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time. An annual interest account of $128,- without impairing the credit or crippling the 
502,102 24, and an additional current expend- || business of the country, and at the sume time 


"¢ 


iture averaging during that time $179,271,680, 
made an annual draft upon the Treasury of 
$307,773,782 24, to be met by internal taxes 
and customs duties. Taxes annually collected 
off the industries of the country and the direct 


earnings of the people had, during those 


years of peace, averaged $162,194,491,29; and | 


the customs revenues had, during the same 


period, reached a like average of $193,691,- | 


069 70. Legal-tender notes, a necessity of 
the war, outliving the purpose of their cre- 
ation, had supplanied the constitutional cur- 


rency of the nation, inflating prices, swelling 


and disturbing the currents of trade, and over- | 
| turning all ordinary modes of living and pur- 


suit. The medium of exchange in which this 
great people were left to transact all their vast 
business concerns was permitted according to 


the standard by which the rest of the world 


measured values to sink sometimes as low as | 


thirty-five hundredths, and never to rise higher || 


higher than seventy-one hundredths. 


| maintaining the fixed policy of his administra- 
tion—that of the ultimate and early extinction 
of the public debt. He says, with unques- 

| tioned wisdom : 
“I recommend that all taxes from internalsources 
be abolished, except those collected from ipirity- 
ous, vinous, and malt liquors, tobacco in its varioas 
forms, and from stamps. : 
‘* In readjusting the tariff I suggest that a care{s| 
estimate be made of the amount of surplus revenue 
collected under the present laws, after providing for 
the current expenses of the Government, the inter- 
est account, and a sinking fund, and that this sur- 
plus be reduced in such a manner as to afford the 
greatest relicfto the greatest number.” , 
The Secretary of the Treasury, with the 
data at his command, presents in his last 
annual report the same considerations more 
fully and elaborately, pointing to the fact that, 
notwithstanding the great repeal of taxes and 
duties by the last Congress, the estimates dis- 
closed a surplus of receipts over expenditures, 
after payment of the interest on the public 


|| debt, of $85,974,226 01, from which the sink- 


There had been no attempt to grapple with | 


any of the many and difficult questions this 
condition of things involved. 
without a policy in respect to the public debt. 
Whether it should be transmitted to posterity 
for liquidation, or, like the British debt, be suf- 


fered to fasten itself upon the future of the | 


nation, in either case rolling its ever recurring 
burden of interest into the yearly budget, or 


| whether it should be manfully met by the gen- 


eration that incurred it with the same unflinch- 
ing courage through which it came, had hardly 
been debated. Whether the evils of a debased 
and debasing currency were to become perma- 
nent or pass away had not been determined, 
nor whether extravagant expenditures and 
large interest accounts should continue to de- 
mand and the people be required hereafter to 
bear the burdensome exactions of internal 
taxes and exorbitant rates of customs duties 
which the war had required, and up to that 
time the nation had found no way to shake off 
or lighten. 

This was the financial problem inherited 
by this Administration only three years ago. 
In boldly meeting its responsibilities and 
working out its solution $300,000,000 of the 
public debt has been extinguished, on May 
1, $827,719,819 29; and nearly as much 
more refunded at five and four and a half per 
cent., saving aunually between two and three 
million dollars of interest, and ultimately 


The nation was | 


$20,000,000, besides making possible the fund- | 


ing of $1,000,000,000 more at a still lower rate | 


and larger saving. The premium upon gold 


| has been reduced from thirty-nine to ten, 


while internal taxes have been reduced from 
$310,906,984 17 to $132,011,176 24, and cus- 


‘| toms duties diminished $30,000,000. 


While applying annually from the curreat 
receipts of the Government $100,000,000 to 
the extinguishment of the public debt, econ- 


| omy in expenditures and fidelity in collection 


H 


national debt of S2, 700,000,000 had been suf- 


fered to hang over the nation for nearly four 
years since the close of the war, with only 
$13,655,668 of principal paid during all that 


| have enabled the Government within the last 
two years to relieve the business pursuits of | 


the nation from internal taxes to the amount 


| annually of $55,600,000, and to repeal cus- 
toms dutiesamounting each year to $30,000,000, | 


and at the same time to meet every demand on 
the Treasury and still retain an abundant bal- 
ance for any unlooked for emergency. But so 


wise had been the policy under which these | 
immense sums had been annually collected to | 


meet the unexampled demands consequent 


upon the war, and so little had taxation, prop- 
erly adjusted, crippled energy or stifled devel- | 


opment, that, spite of reductions in taxes and 
custom duties, amounting in the aggregate to 
$85,000,000, the Treasury found its receipts 
in the very next year greater than ever; and 
the President in his last annual message called 
the attention of Congress to this gratifying 
condition of the Treasury, and the opportunity 


| it afforded for a further reduction of burdens 





ing fund required $28,679,263, leaving undis- 
posed of $57,294,963. He said: 


‘The revenues for the year 1871, and the ieceipts 
since the Ist of July last, show that the time bas ar- 
rived when a considerable further reduction in taxes 
can be made, and yet leave the Government ina 
position to pay at least $50,000,000 annually of the 
principal of the public debt, including the amount 
pledged through the sinking fund. In my annual 
report to Congress for 1870, | expressed the opinion 
that the settled policy of the country should con- 
template a revenue sufficient to meet the ordinary 
expenses of the Government, pay the interest on the 
public debt, and from twenty-five to fifty million 
dollars of the principal annually.” 


And recurring to the subject again, he says: 


** To the suggestions I have the honor to make in 
reference to the reduction of taxes, I keep in view 
two important facts: first, that the ability of the 
nation to pay at least fifty millions annually of the 
principal of the public debt shall not be impaired; 
and, secondly, that in the change of the reverne 
system no violence shall be done to the businevs 
| interests of the country. While I do not undertake 
to state precisely the causes which have contribuied 
to the public prosperity, there is nosubstantial rea 
son for questioning the truth of the statement that 
| the last few years have been the most prosperous in 
the history of the country; years without example 
in our own affairs, and without parallel in the affairs 
of any other Government, | ; 

_“‘It is practicable to dispense with all revenue 
from internal sources except that derived from 
stamps, spirits, tobacco, and malt liquors.”’ 

The receipts thus far of the present fiscal 
year, now more tban nine months elapsed, 
being $280,724,754 49, show that the cautious 
estimate of the Secretary of the Treasury will 
fall far short of the fact, and that, at existing 
rates of receipt, if there be no change in the 
tax or tariff laws, there will be more than 
$100,000,000 instead of $86,000,000 in the 
coming year beyond current expenses at the 
disposal of the ‘lreasury. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] will please sus- 
pend until order is restored in the Hall. 

Several Members. Will the Chair state 
what has caused this commotion in the House? 

The CHAIRMAN, The information is that 
Horace Greeley has been nominated at Cin- 
cinnati. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOAR. Is it in order to congratulate 
the House on this great triumph of the prin 
ciples of protection? 

Mr. RANDALL. He is an honest man, 
anyhow. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will please 
resume their seats and suspend conversation. 
The Chair desires to say to the committee that 
he has not the power like the Speaker to com- 
pel the preservation of order among members, 
but he must rely upon the disposition ot gen: 
tlemen to preserve order. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] is entitled to be 
heard. The Chair must request gentlemen in 
the rear of the seats to desist from conversa- 
tion, or retire to the clouk-rooms. 

Mr. DAWES. After the announcement that 
has been made I do not know that there is any 
occasion for me to further advocate the prin- 
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ciple of protection to American industry, now | 
that he who more than any other living man 
has taught that doctrine is to be the standard- 
pearer of those who have hitherto opposed it. 

For the first nine months of the present 
fiseal year there has been received and 
eovered into the Treasury up to this time 
©980,724,754 49, and it is fair to estimate the 
balance yet to come in for this same period of 
months at $5,000,000 more— 


nine 


Making... . 
he remainder of year atsame rate...... 


spccseduqavabershneshisbenonevetenesess tassvenss $285,724,754 49 
95,241,584 83 


Total receipts....... 
Expenditures as per 


380,966 


ora’ nk 2 
273,025,773 99 





SSTLIMALE... ..cccccreee 
Surplus in Treasury......... acne ethene 

The sinking fund requires...328,679,263 

Proposed paymenton public _ 
DAI... cs cnchseud beyndaniniainss + Ree 


107,940,565 33 


53,679,263 00 
Leaving for reduction of taxes and 
MRA iets ctivns cvenenibe Guise veaiseonenasien --$594,261,302 33 

| have assumed a payment of $25,000,000 on 
the principal of the public debt beyond the 
payment into the sinking fund required by 
[ do not think an Administration which 
has signalized its first three years byan annual 
payment of $100,000,000 of the public debt 
and received the unmistakable commendation 
of the American people and the whole finan 
cial world therefor, can afford in its last year 
to voluntarily put it beyond its power to pay 
at least $25,000,000 of it. 

I shall assume, therefore, that at least that 
sum shall be provided for. There will then 
be lefi, taking the actual receipts of the last 
nine months as the basis, $54.261,302 33 for 
a reduction in the revenue by a repeal of in- 
ternal taxes and customs duties. And the 
quesiion arises at the threshold of the discus- 
sion, how shall this reduction be applied? 
By the action of Congress, since this debate 
commenced, the duties upon tea and coffee 
have been repealed, diminishing the revenue 
$15,893.846 67, and leaving for further reduc- 
$38,367,455 66. If all internal taxes 
except those upon spirituous and fermented 
liquors and tobacco should be repealed it 
cause a further reduction of about 
twenty-three million dollars, and would leave 
515,367,455 66 to be divided between an en- 
larged free list of articles which enter as raw 
material into production and are consumed, 
but not themselves produced in this country, 
and a general reduction of duties still retained. 

lt is to the reasons for such an application | 
of the reductions now in our power to make, 
that | ask the attention of the House at this 
time. They are found in the lessons of the 
past. If you will patiently turn with me to 
its review they cannot fail to be recognized. 

(he courage with which the problem of finan- 
clal complications and burdens to which I 
have already called attention was approached, 
wud the persistency with which the strug- 
gle has been maintained, have wrought out 
the solution. The credit of the Republic is 
established among the nations of the earth. 
Capitalists at home and abroad are eager to 
take our bonds at a reduced rate of interest. 
Our debt is being paid more rapidly than any 
vation before us or beside us has ever met its 
obligations, and the interest account is daily 
‘Gninishing. If our faith falters not this gen 
eration shall not pass away before the last 
trace of the gigantic burdens of the war shall 
have faded from sight. 

__ the key to this solution, the grand central 
idea of the policy which has wronght out this 
result, has been the maintenance of the ma- 
terial prosperity of the nation. That collapse 
in the business efforts of the peeple, that par- 
alyzation of the industries of the land, that 
fainting after years of unnatural excitement, 
and that ebb following flood, which have here- |) 
tolore, and with all other peoples, been the | 
certain attendants of transition from the un- |! 


law. 


tion 


} 
wouid 
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| pursuits and products 


natural state of protracted war to the normal 
conditions of peace, never came to this na 
tion. All business pursuits, enterprises, and 
investments, prosperous during the war to an 
unexampled degree, have suffered no check 
either in growth, development, or remuner- 
ative return. ‘The nation has laid more rail- 
roads, tunneled more mountains, and spanned 
more rivers in bringing its people and their 


to each other’s door 


| than ever before. Labor has been better paid, 


has better understood itself and its relations 
to capital than ever before, and has achieved 
an independence in position, in home and its 
comforts, in physical aud mental life never 
before attained. 

l’en years ago the yearly immigration to this 
country in search of a better home was only 
69,449. In 1860 it amounted to 129,715. Now 
it exceeds 321,350, and the demand for labor 
ers exceeds the supply. 
returned the true of real and personal 
property in Union exclusive of slaves to 
be $13,000,000,000; that of 1870 returns that 
true be $30,000,000,000. 
all allowances for 
rency inflation, still it is a greater increase in 


In 1860 the census 
value of 


this 
value to 


inaccuracies and for cur 


ten years, by more than thirty per cent., than 


ali the increase of all the previous years of 


| the history of the nation. 


Had the nation forgotten, in the levying of 
taxes and imposing burdens to meet the exi- 
gencies of war, that internal strength was the 
source of power, or, following false theories, 
had lost sight of home production in search 


| of something cheaper, exbaustion in the midst 


of the struggle or prostration and paralyzation 
at its close would have been inevitable. In 
stead, during the years of the war itself, out- 


| side the lines of military operations and all 


over the Union since the surrender, the mate- 
rial prosperity of the nation, growth in wealth, 
and the development of its internal strength, 
have been unexampled whether compared with 


any past period of its own history or with that 


| of any other nation. 


I have indulged in this rapid review of the 
past that I might inquire, in determining the 
mode of reducing the revenues $50,000,000, 
what is this lesson of the past? Shall we in 
this reduction adhere to the principles of 
the existing system under which results so 
amazing have been wrought out, or, departing 
from the past policy of the nation, adopt new 
theories and follow new lights be they ever so 
plausible or dazzling? Shall we abandon ex- 
perience for experiment? For my own part 
I may not understand the theories of Bastiat, 
or be able to fathom the philosophy of John 
Stuart Mill. The aphorisms of Perry and the 
figures of Atkinson may confound me. 
not stop now to settle that question. 
do know: 


Ll can- 
But this | 
the country has all this time grown 
stronger and richer and greater under the ex 
isting system. Her people, to the humblest 
operative in her mills, miner among her ores, 
or smith at her forges, have all the time been 
lifting themselves toa higher plane of material, 
mental, and moral life. 

We are told by the philosophers of the new 
dispensation that to put the laborer of this 
country upon a perfect equality with the laborer 


| in other countries, who works for less and lives 


on less, by the imposition of duties upon his 
products sent into our markets, is to put a tax 
upon our own consumers. It may be so; but 
it is not by taxation that a nation thus grows 
rich and strong and gveat, in and through the 
elevation and improvement in all the condi- 
tions of the life of the laboring masses, which 
make up her character and power and rule her 
destinies. It may be that arithmetic in the 
hands of a professor can figure out the exact 
tax which under the existing system the weaver 


| at the loom or the hatter in his shop pays on 


the coat he wears, the shoes he buys, or the 
hat he makes; but the intelligent workman 


will all the while with exultant pride point to || the true end of legislation, is attained. 


Making | 
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the comforts of his cottage, to the school 
house, and to the savings bank, for which he 
exchanged a hovel and a pittance in a foreign 
land, and will laugh figures and theories out 
of bis sight while he sull beckons those left 
behind living on philosophy to turn their faces 
from preachers to practical results. 

I am constrained by such considerations as 
these in reducing the revenue to adhere to the 


policy of the past. | seek to recognize in legis 


| lation, which from its nature affects industry, 
| the difference in the conditions under which 


that industry must exist. If disadvantages 
lie at the door of labor in this land when 
competing with the labor of another country, 
it is the part of neither wisdom nor patriotism 
to ignore or omit to remove them. If com 
merce between this and other nations is to be 
established in disregard of all inequalities and 
all advantages possessed by them or possible 
of attainment by us, 1f 18 Sure to impoverish 
and exhaust us. 

in the reduction of existing duties just as 
much as in the ot new ones the 
legislation adopted necessarily and inevitably 
atfects production so far as the duty touches a 
possible home manufacture. And the plain 
practical question is, shall that effect be inju- 
rious or advantageous? 


imposition 


In the readjustment 
to which we are addressing ourselves duties 
are to be imposed in one of two ways only— 
indifferently or with discrimination. Indiffer- 
ence is blind folly, and discrimination alone is 
worthy of intelligent legislators. The answer, 
theretore, to a single question would seem to 
make the path of duty plain, and settle for- 
ever all controversy, shall that discrimination 
be in favor or against the American product? 
lhe question is put to American legislators. 
You cannot escape discrimination, a choice 
between two; the is the home product, 
the other is the foreign. 


one 
As between these 
two, will you discriminate in favor or against 
the products of your own country? 
Kemember, that where the product origin- 
ates, there also is the producer ; that where 
is the manufacture, there too 
that fashion it; there too 
cessary for production ; 


the hands 
is the capital ne- 
there built 
the homes of the artisans, are supplied their 


are 


too are 
tables with daily food, their houses with daily 
comforts, their children with their 
towns with the artificers of all that the varied 
and diversified of civilized life 
stantly demand. ‘This town, 
towns make a State. 
rise, on this or the other side, on our own soil 
or in a foreign land? You may have this town 
where you will—by the side Lowell, at 
Manchester on the James, by St. Anthony’s 
falls, or Moline on the Mississippi. 


S< h mOi.S,. 
wants con 
and 
Where shall this town 


makes a 


ot 


lt may 


be planted by some waterfall in the now 
wilderness of the far West. You can choose 
its location, or let it be built on the other side 


of the water, and all its advantages and wealth 


of material and men be lost to us forever. It 
is for you to determine. Take two mills, the 
one in Manchester or Glasgow, the other in 


Patterson or Lawrence. Now, the necessities 
of the Government require the imposition of a 
given duty, and that must be imposed either 
upon the raw material imported to supply the 
one at Patterson, or the manufactured article 
produced by the one at Mancheste That 
discrimination, which no legislator can avoid, 
will compel us to determine between the two, 
and he who can the choice 
between our own and foreign producers is 
open to him is sick of incurable disease. 

Now, sir, let the ultimate adjustment of these 
necessary duties be equalization. 


he sitate when 


all 


Let nomore 
duties be imposed than the exigencies of the 
Government demand, but let those duties be 
so adjusted between manufactured articles and 
raw material as to equalize the conditions of 
production in our own country with those of 
foreign nations, and the highest possible good, 
Thus 
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will the nes . é of the G vernment be met 
al not re snd atil same timetne material 
prosperity . the nation assu l 

W hat thos l qualite etween production 
here and in other nations are requires careful 
study They vary greatly ind ferent p rsuits, 
and pert t equalization most ditheult of 
allalnment Sue as can be remedied consist 
generaliy int + ditlerence of cost the raw 
material to which labor 1s applied, d fference 
in the wage paid for that labor, difference in 
the cost I Lie ( ip ai necessary to carry on 
the | ness, and in the local expeuses and 
taxe that the pr ducer encounters in the pro 
gress of his work. These can be approximately 
iscert Lined ‘ 

lhe dilference in the rate of interest on 
busine capital between Great Britain and 
he United States isthe difference between four 
per cent. and seven per cent. Nation il secur 
ies are in the one case three per cent , in the 
other #1) O it results that every dollar it 
vested production here « nearly as much 
is 0 here 

lhe w es of labor are more difficult of 
ascertainment lhey varyvin different employ- 
ment i lWerent time 3,and in dilk rent coun 
tries Lhey are on a general rise throughout 
Ie rope at tne p sent time, at ributal le more 
than anything else t he superior inducements 
ib Compensallon in comforts of life, In Oppor- 
tul es 1a | ties which are constantly 
lenipting to thi country by the hundreds of 
thousand uuaily the laborers of other 
nalions, depieling their workshops and supply- 
inp oul 

ihe censu return are full of instruction 
‘ ih polut, Ph number f sk led arti 
uns who in the last ten years have turned 
their tace from foreign workshops in search 
of eroployment among the skilled industries 
ot this ountrs l nore than treble, nearly 
quadruple he pumber in the preceding 
aecade, Ch ry two thou and skilled work 


men reached our shores last year; and ina 


constantly increasing aggregate of immigra 
tion there has been an actual falling off trom 


reland and non-manufucturing States, and a 


corresponding imncrease from those nations 
nore d ted to the production of fabrics for 
iif narkel ithe worid 

i take an extract from a book published in 
London in 1870, ealled ‘Social Polities in 
Great Britain and Ireland,’’ found among 
the iny interesting facts coilected by my dis- 
Inguished colleague on the committee, [ Mr. 
KELLEY, | in the book published byhim. This 
extract illustrates both the strong current of 
miniyration to this country and its causes, 

d ut the same time ti! character of those 


who are ol late years turning to better their 


rtune here It is as tollow 


*There are now above seventy thousand souls in 





the east end of London who mast emigrate speedily 
or di Ph ire being shipped off as fast as charity 
nd Gove tcan transport them to North Amer- 
ica. \ vo Lwe y-five thousand of these are work- 
men more or less ski lin engineer and ship-buaild- 
ing occupations, Th ire not shepherds, nor are 
they plowmen, nor will they ever be to any great 
extent one or the other. They are mechanics, and 
will le »>go Where they may In the vast hives of 
industry in Lan ire there are a greater number 
who rust e1 rate or di | e are getting off as 


fast us they possibly cant ) Massachusetts to find full 
occupation in cotton. Not one is either pastoral or 
agricultural, and low are likely ever to be either.” 

[his was as late as 1870. 

Mr. Commissioner W ells compares the wages 
paid in the United States in 1867 in sixteen 
different occupations with those paid in Great 
Britain of hke occupations during 1866, show 
ingan average increase in them all of more than 
hit hive per cent Lhe Bureau of Statistics 
m 1870 furnishes a later and still more striking 
table of comparisons between the wages paid 
in the United States, Great Britain, Prussia, 
Saxony, Switzerland, and Belgium, in fifty one 
differe nui empl yinents ; and | have here the 
actual pay-ro!l, tor two weeks, of two different 
manufacturing establishments engaged in pre- 


cisely the samekind of business—the manufac- 
ture of sp ol-thread, and of equal production— 
both owned bythe same parties, but oneis situ- 
ated in Scotland and the other in New Jersey. 
Chis pay-roll was made out within six weeks 
of the present time, and is in the handwriting 
of one ot the owners themselves. lt is an in- 
dustry in which seventy-five per cent. of all 
the cost is labor, and on which it is proposed 
by the present bill to reduce the duty twenty 


- ’ rill ] 
per cent. J Will read this pay-roll, showing 
prices paid in Newark, New Jersey, com- 
pared with those paid in Scotland: 
Wages paid at Wages paid 
Ne wark, New un Neotland 





Jeracy, for two Jor two 

weeks, weeks, 

Foreman cope-winders. S28 00 $11 00 
Cope-winders, (women) 15 00 5 50 
Foreman on twisters..... $9) 00 15 00 
Overseers wane 28 00 9 00 
I'wisters, (girls). 13 00 4 00 
Rulers, (girls)...... seus Se 5 50 
Hand spoolers, (girl 16 00 5 50 
Machine spoolers. 16 00 o 50 
licketere a 16 00 5 AO 
Dyers i i = ee 10 00 13 VU 
Bieachers, (men)...... one 2B OO 5 50* 
Spool-turners  ceaeae 14 00 
Machinists 35 OO 14 00 
Carpenters ; ee . 4000 14 00 
aotal ...:. sb scvccscosesade OO $127 00 





It will be seen that this total shows a differ- 
; lo all this difference 
is to be added the difference in local expenses 
and taxation. The effects of the depreciated 
character of our currency are felt in every 
branch of industry and in every department 
of expenditure. The cost of living, cost of 
sost of every necessary and of every 
luxury is increased by it. Even the articles 
which we import, measured by the standard 
of gold on the other side, brought here cost 
us just as much more as the paper in which 
we pay tor them falls below the universal 
standard of values. Local taxation incident 
upon the expenses of the war and from other 
causes in this country far exceeds taxation 
in any other. It amounted the last year to 
$281,180,312, or $7 29 to every man, woman, 
and child in the United States. 

All these differences in the cost of pro- 
duciion the manufacturer on this side of the 
water encounters; and it is the blindest folly 
to open our markets to producers thus un- 
equally matched. The consequences certain to 
tollow are as apparent as the plainest laws of 
trade. The production must be reduced in 
cost here or the market abandoxed to the 
cheaper producer of foreign fabrics. A reduc- 
tion of wages is inevitable in every attempt to 


ence of three to one. 


clothing, 


reduce tne cost ot production here to the 
standard abroad, and the plain proposition 
presents itself: will you thus open our mar- 
ket to the foreign producer and reduce the 
compensation of the laborer at home? 

Where it is possible of attainment, is any 
duty plainer than that legislation shall be so 
shaped that whatever of labor is to be per 
formed for this country shall be schatiaaal by 
the laborers of the country? Are we to enter 
upon a new policy, the first and inevitable re- 
suit of which wiil be the alternative of depend- 
ence upon foreign countries for production, 
or a reduction to their level of compensa- 
tion for the labor bestowed upon production 
here? Shall we close our mills and shops and 
forges, and turn adrift the thousands there 
employed, and become a nation of consumers 
of other nations’ products; or shall we put the 
thousand busy fingers of industry here upon 
the same footing, in compensation, in fare, in 
home comforts, and future prospects, with 
those that crowd every avenue to toil in the 
Old World, and clutch at the pittance there 
doled out to them? 

(here is no escape from one or the other of 
these consequences, either of which would be 
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humiliation and poverty. Equalization is in- 
evitable. A free, unobstructed commerce be 
tween nations devoted to commercial pursuits 
will ultimately as surely bring al! conditions of 
competition to a common level as will a cur 
rent established between two bodies of water 
bring both to one and the same common 
point. The lowest will pot more surely drain 
the highest in the one case than in the other. 
Remove all obstacles in Niagara riverand Lake 
Erie will empty itself into Ontario. The only 
condition of continued commerce between the 
two is to lock up or lock down the great nat 
ural inequality between them so long as it 
shall remain. 

[ have already shown that the superiority in 
the recompenses of labor in this country 
is emptying the workshops of England, Bel- 
gium, and Germany of their most skilled 
workmen. 

What has been the effect? To stop this exo 
dus greater compensation, higher rewards, aud 
stronger inducements to remain at home are 
being held out by employers there every day. 
Know.edge of the better treatment and greater 


all 


opportunities as well as greater power of wage 
labor in this country is breeding discontent in 
the breast of its kin abroad. Ali this forces 
an increase of wages abroad, and consequently 
incre ses the COst of production there Thus 
equalization is attained by locking up instead 
of locking down. ‘The influence of that ad 
herence to our own system which is securing 
to the laborers of this country the labor of the 
country, is being feltin the amelioration of the 
condition of labor in all nations which are to 
day seeking to compete with us in our own 
markets. itis that law of equalization which 
forces itself upon all commerce. And it is 
our persistency which gives us a@ victory which 
would otherwise be theirs. 

I turn now briefl¥from the consideration of 
these results upon production and the pro 
ducer to an examination of the effect upon 
the consumer. We are told that such a duty 
upon articles manufactured in this country as 
shall equalize the conditions of their production 
here with those of the countries from which they 
come to compete in our markets is so much a 
tax upon the consumer. This is borne out 
neither by reason nor experience. 
tion with the statesman and legislator is not 
whether in a given iustance and at auy par- 
ticular time that duty is not found added 
to cost, but whether the tendency of such 
legislation and the laws which govern supply 
and demand work out such a result as th 
ultimate effect of the imposition of the equal 
izing duty. 

{ suppose it will not be denied that compe 
tilion controls prices in every market. it 1s 
likewise true that equality is essential to com 
petition. It cannot long live on any other 


Lhe ques 


terms. Ifthe home producer is not put on an 
equal footing with the foreign producer he 
cannot compete with him, aud is ultimately 
sure to be driven from the market. If the 


home producer drives his foreign competitor 
from the market, as he surely will if the com- 
pensatory duty rises above equalization and 
becomes what is denominated protective, then 
he invites home competition, and is held at 
once to the line of a tair remunerative profit. 
For in this land where freedom of pursuit is 
open to every one, and capital and labor are 
eager for employment, no calling can yield 
more than a fair remunerative return without 
instantly tempting into its paths a crowding 
competition that will inevitably by over-supply 
reduce the cost to the consumer. It can never 
be otherwise so long as the universal man is 4 
searcher for gain. 

It is charged against this policy that its pur- 
pose is to stimulate home production. I do 
not know how that can be done without at the 
same time stimulating home conipetition. And 
the law of competition is the reduction of cost 
to the consumer. 
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The unbroken testimony of experience cor- 
rohorates this statement. ihere 1s no staple 
wrticle of home manufacture which has estab 
ii. ed lfon a sure foundation under that 
e of its own Government which secures for 
{ r play and equality of competition in our 
owi) market, which has not steadily diminished 
eost to tbe consumer. I do not mean to say 
t hat ndeney toreduction has been alway 
ne e! ough tocounteract the opp site effec 
id and indepe ndent causes. Thus the 
| of the currency bas been too power- 
be counteracted by the laws of competi 
the fruits of invention stimulated by the 
unity tt! is legi lation secures, and the con- 
fidence In long reaches which stability inspires, 
so. too. local taxes and outlays, unusual casu 
‘es and disturbances in the currents of trade 
ay temporarily work a like result. But in 
the long run a permanent policy, securing the 
ne market, concentrates energy and enter 
e, invites capital, multiplies production 
sh invention. tempts competition ti 
wes reac h the lowest poe sible level of re 
erative production. No better tilusiration 
fthis law ean be found than in the manutac- 
of nails, an article of prime necessity and 
funiversalconsumption. Atthe beginning of 
his century they cost about twenty-five centsa 
pout d.,and were wrt ught out. each single nail, 
vhandata forge. ‘lhe contrast in the condi 
ion of the manufacture then, aud as we it 
best told in an extract from a speech of 
r Ames in the discussions of the first tariff 
bill in 1789—only two days alter the organiza 
he Government. He said 
Thought this a useful and accommodating man- 
ifacture, which yielded a clear gain of all it sold for 
except the costofthe material. ‘the laboremployed 
n it was such as, if not thus employed, would in 
pany instances be thrown away. It had become 
isual for the country people to erect small forges in 
thelr chimney-corners, and in the winter evenings, 
when little other work could be done, great quanti- 
i f nuils were made even by children, These peo- 
le took the rodiron of the inerchant and returned 
him nails, and in conse quence of this easy mo ie ot 
barter the manufacture was prodigiously great.’ 
Under the policy then adopted, which secured 
he laborer of this country the right to per 
n this kind of labor for the ce untry, this 
nanufacture has gone on in improvement and 
nsequent yearly reduction in price, till now, 
he most wonderful automatic machinery, 
ron is transformed into nails by thousands of 
truments more rapidly at each than one can 
count, and at a cost of scarce a fraction beyond 
that of the iron itself. And now nails flow 
se in every department of industry. The 
iventions through which this marvel is at- 
tained are just as much the result of the stim- 
ilant the home market created as any other, |} 
and born of them is the wonderful mechan- 
m which carries this manufacture one step 
further and produces the wood-screw in all its 
varie ties of form and §1Ze. 
In all this no account is taken of the effect 
home production for a home market upon 
the ability of a nation to consume those pro: , 


ducts 
7 
m 


Home production and consumption 
ined are the tests of national wealth, and 
the reflex influence of each upon the other is a 
Hxed law of national growth. The more a 
iation produces for its own markets the more 
it ¥ be 

produces only for foreign markets and strives 
of production 
till labor is starved and pinched and impover- 
ished, thereby disabling, as in the case of 
England to-day. Turn from that picture to 
the amazing exhibition the statistics of 
increase of production in this country, which 
y colleague .on the committee from New 
York [Mr. E. H. Roperrs] read to the House 
irom the census a day or two since. ‘Ihat in- 
crease On manufactures alone was, in 1870, 
34,802, 452,616 against $1,685,861,676 in 1860; 
an inverease of one hundred and twenty-eight 
per cent. 


Whose heart did not swell with exultant | 


it able to consume. It is otherwise if 


ior that end to cheapen the cost 
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as 
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Let mv other colleague 
ym New York city, 


no longer sigh that he 


pride at this proof of the »pment 
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mmittee, ir 


BRoOoKs., ] 
American shoes or shi 


ara 


yxes of 
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floating down son 


gid not seed 


Ves 


,e2 | 
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} 
named river in~Japan 


or China, never heard of before, when he can 
regale his sight with the crowded marts and 


thorought iresand storehouses of onrown land 


to its remotest limits, bursting with the very 
fatness of in¢ ased home duction. 

Mr. Chairman, if [ have dwelttoo long upon 
these reasons for adherence tothe policy which 


and p ul 1 too little 


attenti uto the arguments of my distinguishe d 


colleagues upon the committee who urge an 
abandonme of that policy, and with it our 
own markets to foreign producers, it has not 
been that I have failed to appreciate their abil- 
ity orto acknowledge their sincerity. Although 


ilstudent both in the com 





mittee-room and on this floor of all they have 
ittered. | confess that they bewilder me. 
ihey beckon me different and opposite ways 
it toe rme time No man ever vel attempted 
with success To el In Opposite dire¢ tions at 
the same time, but when a third turns up 
before | ldered eyes ordinary Capacity 
fails : 
Tab coutlemen from. Indiana, (Mr. Kane.) 
Y n | nois. | Mr. Br CHARD, | and from Mis 
ur [Mr. FInKELNBURG,]| all members of 
the mmittee. have at different times hereto- 
re and di x this debate attacked the ex 
isting m of tariff duties. The gentleman 
from Ind 1 | Mr. Kerr] declares their pur- 
pos and € fect to be t 


he establishment of 


monopolies, \dious, hateful monopolies, 


ith exelusive privileges secured to them by 
out. In a 
g since under the 
unced 
times by 
Sometimes they were °* hateful,’’ 
‘ but always *' 
which he raised his ** 


‘solemn 


sw from which others were shut 


j } } ] 
speech delivered here not lon 


; : 1 
ne hour rule, he prono them ** monop- 


yjlies *> twenty-one actual count. 


‘ } 
** Dloated, 


‘corrupt, monopolies,’’ against 
solemn voice.’’ besides 


entering his protest.’ 
they ‘plunderers and robbers. 
The gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Burcnr 


ARD,] on the contrary, says that the aim of 


Yesterday 


were 


the system is just the opposite; that it seeks 
to divert capital into these pursuits from 


States. 


Eastern States: 
Maine.. aa 
New Hampshire.. 
Vermont ate 
Massachusetts.... 
Rhode Island 
NG is ire bce bh dn alanis ctinactennchedinecenssecintesaduninns 


Total 


Middle States: 
New York 
New Jersey 
Pennsylvania 
Delaware sda 
Maryland............ 


NE Se anices 


Western States : 
Sette csiesess sokdadee ibdinaebteaddcen 
NTN iat action snsnes 
Lilinois ... 
Michigan 
Wisconsin 
RO it aiakan bod beade’ 
Missouri...... 
Minnesota..... 
Kentucky..... 
Kansas 
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others, and forees labor from other employ 


ments into these ! \ Tors | ! s ft 
bi th ( apital ina en to l orl } “< ta 
and engage in the Ch f t t and 
men, he says, are der it pe ) 
than all the pet ers wa I { eS 
na h rh wages ince ft ito le ther 
employments for these | con e ve} 
tleman from Missouri, {Mr. FINKELNBURG, |} 
rigat in between these gentieme na 
speech lately d vi 1 « 1 the I it S i 
tariffs to wages”? he 1 s that the un 
who go into what they call the protecte 1 en 
ployments not only do not get any bounty, but 
io not get even decent wages, He says that 
they are ground down in ibyect pove tv, un 
are growing poorer and ragged every day 
And he read re ports from my own State to 
show the m1 ery and distress of th y oper 
atives who in the eyes of the ge nutleman from 
Iliinois [Mr. Burcaarp] were bounty- paid 
pensioners, till, as the gentleman informed 
us, his heart was ‘‘sick.’’ 

Now, | might well leave these three col 
leagues on the committe porting thetr guns 
at each other and abide patie ntly the re lt 
tor no triangular duel between illful and 
trained marksmen like these ever failed of a 
success—were it not that all of them are mis 


take n, and neithe rbas¢ ither sound ar; umentor 


authentic information to support his position 

") a. 

ihat cannot be au “monoep \ ynicen 1 
open to every man, woman, and child in the 
land to participate in all its privileyg and 
profits. There is no production except such ; 
patent laws to make a monopoly , ber se the 
property of the man who invented it, t h 
anybody is not perfectly free to apply his cap 
. 1 } . ’ © . l 
ital or his labor, and from which nothing b 

oe : . 
considerations ot pe rsonal advantage wi ever 
deter him. 

Why, sir, lor k at the growth within the iast 
ten years of that very manufacture ward 
which the intensity « f the language and hos 
tile action of the gentleman from Indiana f Mi 
KERR] seems especially directed, the woolen 
manutacture. I havea table here ym. that 
great confessional of the nation, the censn 
which shows for 1860 and 1870, arranged 


a ' ' : 
st all the woolen miils in the e 


their power by sets of 


ates 
aves, 


ecards, the 


in that production : 
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Virginia 
W { V ire nin 
North Gar na 
Cal i 
\y I 
Ki in 
Alin iw 
A i 
M eippi 
Le i ana j 
I a a tt 
lenne f 
Total 
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Pacific State 
Cali i 
Ore n 
' 
Total 


lotal United States 


that this 
had in this country, in 1860, 1.261 


From this it appears 


monopoly 


milla with 8,209 sets of cards; and in 1870, 
2.783 mills, with 8,368 ecards, and that while 


in 1860 his own rich and powerful Northwest 


had only 307 of these establishments, with a 
power of only 466 cards, there are now there 

iv } with a power ot production meas 
ured by 1,752 sets of ecards. Thus vanish be- 


fore the test of facts all his charges that in this 
free land anybody can secure a ‘‘monopoly’’ 
of any kind of productive industry. 

the gentleman from Illinois | Mr. BurcH- 
ARD]| is equally mistaken in his bounty theory, 
whether he apphes it to the producer or the 
erative In the first place, if it were true, 
doe ie suppose that ere 1s police force 
enough in the country to hold 


and 


back the rush 
workmen who would be 
| ; You 


cannot strew gold along any pathway without 


+ ‘ 


crowding in are these bounties / 

nding the whole human race turning its foot 
steps thitherward. Nor do facts, 
human act 


more than 


the laws ot ion, bear out anv state- 
ment of extraordinary profits, either to the 
producer or 


the operative. There may be 


instances, as there are in everv calling in life, 
where instinct and energy and frugality, aud 
it may be chance, rewarded 


But the rule covering men by classes 


have been with 
fortune 
and reaching over long years 1s, in these pur 
as in all others, that the failures far 
exceed the 


Suits 
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And nothing can be | 


established more clearly from returns and | 
official data than the fact that for the last 
thirty years, including all the inflations and 


chance opportunities of the war, capital in 
this field has not made six per cent. 

I now turn briefly to the charge of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, [Mr. Finke._npvre, } 
that tariffs grind down the wage laborer in pov- 
erty and misery, while the producer bloats in 
his rains. 
of the gentleman in his treatment of this sub- 
ject. | only regret that he did not get his in- 
formation through his eyes instead of his ears. 
Nor will I raise an issue at this time with the 
labor of Massachusetts, which 
has furnished him his data. I hail every effort 
of that commission to elevate the condition 
of labor in Massachusetts; but the instances 
they have dragged to light no more prove the 


commission 


‘* hateful 1 


| do not complain of the temper |! 


(See 


general condition of the operative than the 
marching into open court of a criminal for 
trial proves the general prevalence of crime 
in any community. ‘They prove the contrary, 
ihat society will not tolerate their longer con- 
tinuance. 

But, sir, whoever at home or here represents 
the operative as ground down in poverty and 
want by his bloated employer is mistaken, and 
he has but to open his eyes and he will see. 
| have lived all my days among these opera- 
tives. Some of my colleagues and others upon 
this floor have been of them, and have more 
right than I have to speak for them.. The 
honorable distinction to which these men 
have risen from their ranks is the pride and 
boast of the operative as he points to his 
opportunities and his ambition in the battle 
ot life. I would not like to go home among 
these men if I failed to vindicate them from 
the foul aspersions which misinformation casts 
upon them. There is no class of men on the 
face of the globe. who, as a class, are more 
frugal, more moral, more intelligent, or make 
better citizens. As a class they take care of 
their earnings, secure homes of theirown, make 
monthly deposits in the savings banks, build 
school-houses and eburches, and, better than 
ill, build character and influence for them- 
selves, to which the common judgment of the 
community accords respect and points with 
pride. Wehavein Massachusetts savings banks 
established to gather in and invest their earn- 
ings for them. No one person can deposit 
more than $1,000 in any one of them. There 
are one hundred and sixty of them in the 
Commonwealth, and there are deposited in 
them to-day $163,535,943 by 560,890 different 
depositors out of 1,443,156 inhabitants in the 
whole State, one in every three. Recent in- 
vestigations demonstrate that more than sev- 
enty-tive per cent. of all this sum is the savings 
of wage labor. I need say no more in vindi- 
cation of the Massachusetts operative. 

Equally erroneous was the inference of the 
gentleman from the table of dividends of 


certain selected corporations furnished him 


| 


from the same source. I have a copy of a 
letter addressed to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri by one of the most reliable men in my 
State, Mr. R. S. Fay, himself an officer in 
many of these very corporations, which wholly 


7 
| 
| 
i 
| 


} 
i} 


May 3, 


— 


dissipates all his conclusions. I have his per- 
mission to annex his letter to my remarks,* 
But I have said all that space will justify upon 


|| the inordinate gains of the producer. 





| 


lask a moment’s further indulgence while J 
state my objections to particular features of 
this bill, and theamendments I hope the House 
will adopt and make it what the country de- 
mands, a safe repeal of duties and taxes. It 
is not to the amount of reduction that I object, 
for | would make it more by $15,000,000, but 


* WASHINGTON, March 28, 1872. 

Sir: In a speech in the House on the 23d, you 
quoted the profits of certain woolen and cotton-mills 
in Massachusetts as arguments in favor of a redue 
tion of tariff. Feeling sure that you desire to make 
up your wind upon a correct understanding of facts 
| venture to address you in explanation of some of 
the figures you quote. I will confine myself to two 
or three instances where I am in a position to speak 
from authority. The Middlesex mills, of which Iam 
treasurer, were started in 1815 by Mr. Goulding, 
who lost his entire investment in about five years. 
The property was then bought by Mr. Hard, who 
became bankrupt in 1828. Mr. Hard’s assignees, by 
way of disposing of their property, made up a corpor- 


| ation called the Middlesex Company, with a capital 


of half a million, which was afterward increased 
toamillion. ‘he business was fairly remunerative 
until the tariff of 1846 came into operation, but 
after that the profits were small and uncertain, 
until in 1857 the company failed. In 1858 the eor 
poration was reorganized, and $300,000 of new 
capital was paid in, but the value of the property 
had so diminished that even with this increase of 
capital the stock was considered worth only $750,000, 
and was so established. You will see, therefore, 
that the average dividends of twenty-two and 
a half per cent., cited by you as earned upon 
a capital of $750,000, gave but half that return 
upon the amount invested since the beginning, 
and that in a decade in which were included 
the extraordinary profits of the war with its 
great rise in prices andinflation. The profits of the 
last four years have been thirteen per cent. per 
annum on the capital of $750,000, or only about 
eight per cent. to an original holder of the stock. 

On the other hand, our pay-roll in 1858-59, 1860-61, 
was about eighteen thousand dollars per month. 
At present it is $26,000 for the same number of 
hands. The average wages of able-bodied men 
were then ninety-five cents a day; they are now 
$1 37. Are we getting all the profit? [snot the inter- 
est of the laborer identical with that of the manu- 
facturer; and is it true kindness to the former to 
excite a feeling of antagonism? Owing chiefly to 
the enormous advance in the price of wool we are 
this season running at a loss, and would gladly ciose 
our mills were it not for our unwillingness to throw 
a thousand hands out of employment. 

Another of the mills cited by you is the Chicopee 
Company, of which I am adirector. The Chicopee 
Company was chartered with a capital of $700,000. 
Under the tariff of 1846 its profits dwindled to noth- 
ing: ip 1857 it failed, and was sold to a new set of 
stockholders for $220,000. Two hundred thousand 
dollars new money was put in, and during the war 
they made a great deal of money on heavy shirtings 
and cotton flannels used for Army clothing. With 
these profits they increased their machinery, and 
are now prosperous and in good order. But their 
average dividends, quoted by you as twenty-six per 
cent. on $420,000, should be stated as twelve per 
cent. on $900,000 to give a correct idea of their busi- 
ness. 

The Salisbury mills failed in 1856, (before the cri- 
sis,) sinking their whole capital of $1,000,000, and 
$1,000,000 of new money was putin toset them going 
again. So their average dividend for the last ten 
years must be divided by two and reduced from 
twenty-two per cent.to eleven per cent. to represent 
their business. For three years past they have not 
divided quite eight per cent.on their investment. 

I am not a believer in high protective duties, but 
while our raw material, wool, the iron and steel that 
make our machinery, the coal we burn for heat and 


| power, our dyes and drugs, and every material and 
| element that enter into the expense of manufac- 





ture, are charged with duties, it issurely but fair that 
woolen goods should be equally protected. More- 
over, were [ a free-trader I should be sorry to carry 
my point by arguments drawn from fallacious data, 
and sv I am sure would you. 7 

I am, respectfally, yours, R. 8. FAY. 

I reopen my letter to add a word upon the price 
at which some of the stocks referred to have sold. 
itis true the Middlesex company’sshares, represent- 
ing $175 paid in, sold at one time for nearly four hun- 
dred dollars, and the Salisbury shares, on which $200 
had been paid in sold for$360; but this was atatime 


| when gold was at 200 and upward, so that the pre- 


mium was not excessive in one case, and the Salis- 
bury stock wasat adiscount. At present these stocks 
are worth: Middlesex company, $175 per share paid 


| in; market value, $160; Salisbury mills, $200 paid in: 


market value, $155. ie 

I believe I know of but one woolen mill in New 
England whose stock stands at a premium on the 
amount paid in upon it. That mill was built in 1861, 
and reserved its war profits to double its machinery, 
making only very moderate dividends, 


Hon. G. A, Finxe.nsure, M&M. C. 
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it is to the special and unwise discriminating 
application of that reduction. Out of the 
$18,000,000 of reduction in duties recom- 
mended, nearly one third of them all 4s taken 
off from wools and woolens alone, while of all 
cotton fabrics the duties on brown printing 
cloths and their prints alone are reduced 
twenty per cent. have already alluded toa 
like reduction on spool-thread. 
quence of such partial and selected reductions, 


if they could be borne under any circumstances | 


when all other productions were suffering like 
reduction, is to turn the whole burden of in- 
creased importation, sure to foliow this legis- 
lation, upon these particular industries. ‘This 
is to happen, too, when, as never before, the 
telegraph makes galvanic connections of the 
nerves of trade all over the world, and by 
means of steamships, the Suez canal, Pacific 
commerce, and transcontinental railroads, im- 
portations can be multiplied fourfold in the 
same time required in the last generation. ‘To 
thus disturb the relations of one industry to all 


others is to fill capital invested in it with dis- | 


trust, and it seeks investment elsewhere; is to 
fill labor engaged in it with alarm, and it seeks 
employment elsewhere; and, finally, compels 
the industry itself to encounter new difficul- 
ties when the scale of all expenditure is grad- 
uated by general rates of duties it does not 
itself enjoy. 

Now, sir, since the repeal of the duty on tea 
and coffee has reduced already $15,893,846, it 
becomes all the more necessary to cast about 
and redistribute the remaining reduction. 


There can hardly be less than $20,000,000 | 
I would take | 
more, but that sym, or nearly that sum, with 


taken from internal revenue. 
a free list of not less than $3,500,000, all agree 
must be adopted. These, with the duty on tea 
and coffee, make $39,398,846, and leave less 
than $11,000,000 of $50,000,000—the utmost 


limit of reduction admitted possible by any | 


one who has the slightest responsibility in the 
administration of affairs for the financial credit 
of the nation. Instead of fastening two thirds 


of all this reduction upon two industries, as | 


this bill proposes, Lintend to move its distribu - 
tion over all manufactures by a general ten 
per cent. reduction, substantially as provided 
in the Senate bill. For this ameudment [ hope 
to have the support of the House. With ita 
adoption and such other amendments as will 
suggest themselves in the progress of the bill, 
[ shail support aad vote for it. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
KELLEY ] has indicated his purpose in the outset, 
before the bill is considered, to move to strike 
out its enacting clause, that he may thereby 
reach his own substitute. But there is nothfng 
in his substitute which cannot be grafted upon 
this bill by amendment if the majority desire 
it. I shall ask the House, therefore, to stand 


by the form of this bill and apply to it by | 


amendment every correction that can possibly 
be desired by that majority in any way. Any 
other course will involve all in confusion 


through which no just legislation can be at- | 


tained. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, let me say 
the field of study upon which one enters as he 
takes his seat in the room of the Committee 


of Ways and Means is the broadest and grand- | 


est that opens to the statesman. It compre- 
hends the entire material prosperity of the 
greatest and most wonderful of the nations of 
the earth. It touches the forces which move 
the growth, which push the development, and 
which influence the direction of all material 
progress and strength among ‘such a people. 
Although my service there has been much 
briefer than that of the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Brooxs,] yet, unlike him, I have 
grown more and more to admire and cling to 
that system of Americanizing all growth and 
all development and all attainment in this 
land, which began in the First Congress, 
under Washington, and which finds its great- 


The conse- | 
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| 
with which it has enabled this Administration ] 


to bear the greatest financial burdens and 
solve the most difficult financial problems 
ever visited by political trouble and organic 
commotion upon a great people. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. | that | 
the committee rise. 
he motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. | 
Dawes having resumed the chair as Speaker 





move 


| pro tempore, Mr. SCOFIELD reported that, pur- 


suant to the order of the House, the Commiitee | 


| of the Whole on the state of the Union had 


| purposes, 


| bate on the Cincinnati convention, { Laughter. ] 


had under consideration the state of the Union 
generally, and more particularly the bill of the 
House No. 2822, to reduce duties on imports, 
and to reduce internal taxes, and for other 
and had come to no resolution | 


thereon. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS FOR TO-MORROW. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I rise to make 
a privileged report from a committee of con- 
ference. But before doing so, | ask unani- 
mous consent that the session of the Houge 
to-morrow shall be for general debate only. 

Mr. KERR. Asin Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. As in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, no business whatever.to 
be transacted. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachuseits. 


For de- 


Mr. SCOFIELD. Does the gentleman 
| from Ohio [Mr. GarrieLp}] propose that 





there shall be general debate to-morrow or 
debate on the tariff only? 

Mr. GARFIELD, ot Ohio. I said general 
debate, because there are some gentlemen 
who wish to speak on other topics. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask that the gentleman 
make an exception in order that | may report 
the aérial telegraph bill. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. There 
are plenty of men who have gone up in a 
balloon to-day without that. 

Mr. CONGER. I think gentlemen miss it 
very much that they do not permit meto report 
that bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there ob- 
jection to the proposition that the session of 
to-morrow shall be for general debate only, as 
in Committee of the Whole, no business what- 
ever to be transacted? 

No objection was made ; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the order just made; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI. 

Mr. NEGLEY, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported from the Committee on Commerce a 
bill (H. R. No. 2643) authorizing the econ- 
struction of a bridge across the Mississippi 
river at St. Louis, in the State of Missouri; 
which was read a first and second time, ordered 
to be printed, and recommitted, not to be 
brought back by a motion to reconsider. 


MILITARY TELEGRAPIL OPERATORS. 


Mr. RITCHIE, by unanimous consent, intro 
duced a bill (H. R..No. 2644) to include mil 
itary telegraph operators within the provisions 
of the act approved April 4, 1872, to enable 
honorably discharged soldiers, &c., to acquire 


| homesteads on the public lands; which was 


| Government for the year ending June 


| numbered 12, 26, 27, 28 


read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, submitted the 
following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
bill (H. R. No. 1060) making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
3U, 1873, ana 
for other purposes, having met, after full and free 


|| conference huve agreed to recommend, and do ree- 


ommend, to their respective Houses as follows : 

That the Senate recede from their amendments 
, 2, 30, 31, 35, 37, 45, 61, 62, 64, 
68, 69, 70, 71, 73, 74, 75, and 78. 

That the House of Representatives recede froin 
their disagreement tothe amendments of the Senate 
numbered 13. 15, 18, 19, 33, 36, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 
60, 63, 65, 72, 79, 80, 85, 86, 87, and 88, and agree to the 
same, 

‘That the Senate recede from their disagreement to 


| the amendment of the House to the eighth amend 


|} amendment, as follows: 


ment of the Senate, and agree to the same with an 
on page 6, line fifteen of 
the bill, strike out all after the word “ fifty,’”’ down 
to the end of line sixteen, on the same page, and in 
sert in lieu the following words: “three thousand 
four hundred and twenty-two dollars;”’ and the 
House agree to the same, 

‘That the House recede from their amendment to 
the twenty-fifth amendmentof the Senate, and agree 
to the same with the following amendment: strike 


| out all after the word “after,” in line two of said 


amendment, down to and including the word ** Con 
gress,”’ in line three, and insert in lieu the following 
words: “‘the 4th day of March, 1875;’’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the ilouse recede from their amendment to 
the thirty-fourth amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to said Senateamendments, with the following 
amendment: add to said amendment the following 
words: ‘‘and no person shall be employed under the 
provisions of this clause whoshall not bave fully set 
forth, ina written statement under oath addressed 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, the character of 
the claim out of which be proposes to recover, or 


| assist in recovering, moneys for the United States, 


the laws by the violation of which the same have 


|| been withheld, and the name of the person, firm, or 


| corporation having thus withheld said moneys: and 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. i} 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I ask | 
unanimous consent to report from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary a supplementary or 
amendatory amnesty bill, that it may be print- 
ed and recommitted. 

There being no objection, the bill(H. R. No. 
2640) to remove the legal and political dis- | 
abilities improsed by the fourteenth amend- | 
meat of the Constitution of the United States | 
was reported, read a first and second time, 


ordered to be printed, and recommitted. 1] 


CHANGE OF NAME OF A STEAMER. 


| shall be 


Mr. COX, by unanimous consent, introduced || 


a bill (H. R. No. 2641) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to change the name of | 
the steam propeller Thomas McManus Barn | 
to that of David M. Hamilton; which was | 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 


JOHN MILLER. 
Mr. BIGGS, by unanimous consent, intro- 


| duced a bill (H. R. No. 2642) for the relief 


| 
printed. | 
| 


Y 1 of John Miller, postmaster at Newark, Dela- || 
est achievement in the courage and ability || ware; which was read 


if any person so employed shall receive, or attempt 
to receive, any money or other consideration from 


|| any person, firm, or corporation, alleged thus to have 


withheld money from the United States, except in 
pursuance of the written contract made in relation 


| thereto with the Secretary ofthe Treasury, such per 


son shall be deemed guilty of misdemeanor, and 
upon conviction thereof shall be fimed not less than 
$1,000, or imprisoned not less than two years, or both, 
in the discretion of any court of the United States 
having jurisdiction. And the person so employed 
required to make report of his proceedings 
under such contract at anytime when required to do 
so by the Secretary of the Treasury;’’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendments of the House to the filty-fifth 
and seventy-sixth amendments of the Senate, and 


|| agree to the same, 


That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendmeut of the House to the sixty-sixth 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same 
with the following amendment: in line three of said 
House amendment strike out the word “forty ’’ and 
insert in lieu the word “‘ thirty;’’ and the House 
agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendment of the House to the sixty-seventh 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same 
with the following amendment: strike out of said 
House amendment the words “ ninety-two” and 
i aud the 


insert in lieu thereof the word “ eighty ;’’ 
ouse agree to the same, 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the seventy-seventh amendment of the Senate, avd 
agree to the same with the following amendment 
: ’ || in lieu of the words proposed to be stricken out, 
a first and second time, || insert the following: “for one clerk of class four, 
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two clerks of class two, one clerk of class one, and 
two laborers, additional force in the money-order 
fice, $7,240: and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede trom their disagreement 
to the eight sird a ndment ot the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the ‘ wing amendment: 
Strike out from the words proposed to be inserted 
in said amendment, where it first « irs, the word 
*“two,’’ and ingert in lieu thereof the word “four ;”’ 
and the Senute agree to the same 

That tne Senate 1 ice trom their disagreement 
to the amendment the llouset i ity~lourth 
amendim t of the Senate, and agree to the sam 
with the following amendim t: etrike out all atter 
the word “ three,’’ where it occurs the second time, 
in line eight of said U e amendment down to and 
including the word per annum,’’ in line nine; 
and in line nit strike out the word “three” and 
insert in lieu the word “ seven:”’ and in line sev- 
enieen ot i louse amendment strike out the 
words “six tho 1 nd insert in lieu thereof 
“five thousand six hundred;”’ and the House agree 
to the same 

That the Llouse recede from their disagreement to 
the ninetieth amendment « the Senate, and agree 
to the same with the following amendment: in line 
four of said amendment strike out the word “fifty,” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “ twenty-five:” 
ind the Senate agree to the same 

That the enate recede trom their disagreement 
to the amendment of the House to the ninety-second 
amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same 
with an amendment as follows: substitute in lieu of 
the first clause tid [louse amendment the follow- 
ing: “that a commission co ting of the Secretary 


of the Interior, the chief engineer of the Army, and 
the officer in charge of public buildings and grounds, 
is hereby authorized and directed to examine and 
report to Congress, prior to the second Monday of 
December next, a plan by which the locomotive 
railroad track in front of the western entrance of 
the Capitol shall be removed, with dueregard to the 
rights of all parties concerned, and by which proper 
connections with other railroads may be made ;” 
and the House agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement 
Lo the ninety-third amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
substitute in lieu thereof the following: “‘that from 
and after the Ist day of July, 1872, the annual sal- 
aries of the Second Comptroller, of the Register, and 
of the supervising architect of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, shall be $4,000 each; andthe annual salary of 
the judges of the Court of Claims shall be $4,500 each; 
and a suflicient sum to carry into effect the provis- 
ions of this section to the end of the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1873, is hereby appropriated;”’ and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

JAMES A, GARFIELD, 
F. CLARKE, 
Managers onthe part of the House. 
C. COLE, 
Jl STIN 8. MORRILL, 
FREDERICK A. SAWYER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
there were two points especially made in the 
House against the Senate amendment, apart 
from the objections which were directed against 
the entire principle of the proposition. The 
conferees have had four sessions in reference 
to this question. The Senate conferees were 
absolutely unwilling to recede from the amend- 
ment. Atter all these conferences we insisted 
that if the proposition was to be retained at 
all, there should be safeguards to obviate the 
special objections made in the House. 

The first objection was that irresponsible 
persons without character might make such 
representations as would induce the Secretary 


ot the Treasury to give them a contract, and 


that this would be the last heard from them. 
‘The amendment in its present form (as members 
will have noticed if they have attended to the 
reading) provides that no contract shall ‘be 
wade with any person unless he first submits 
a written statement under oath of what he 
believes to be the amount of money or prop- 
erty withheld from the Government unlaw- 
fully by any person, firm or corporation, stating 
also the law that he believes to be violated ; 
and the statements are to be so specific that 
they may enable the Secretary of the Treasury 
to know where the derelict property is and its 
exact status. 

In the next place, the amendment in its 
present form provides as a protection against 
black- mailing that any person having such con- 
tract who shall attemptto make settlement, or 
shail receive money in the way of settlement 
without an express written order from the Sec- 
retary of the Ilreasury to that effect, shall be 
deemed guilty of a penal offense, and shall be 
punished therefor. 

In the third placo, it is provided that fre- 


| 
| 


quent reports shall, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, be made by any 
person thus authorized to recover property. 
Che committee of conference believe that the 
proposition in its present form obviates as 


fully as possible the evils apprehended by | 


members of the House who objected to the 
measure. 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania desires to | 


ask mea question. 


Mr. RANDALL. Not now; I will wait || 


until you get through. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
the previous question. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not suppose you 
desire to call the previous question until objec- 
tions to this report have been made. 


I desire to call 


Mr. DUKE. I bope the gentleman from 
Ohio will let it be printed and go over to 
another day. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
previous question. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
tlon will not be ordered. 
offensive as it ever was. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
the previous question having been called. 

Mr. PETERS. [demand the regular order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move the House adjourn. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I should like to ask 
the gentleman from Ohio whether any change 


I demand the 


| has been made on the subject of increase of 
| salaries? 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. There has been 
no change. [demand the previous question. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move the House adjourn 
if the gentleman will not give me time to dis- 
cuss it. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
71, noes 79. 

Mr. RANDALL demanded tellers. 

lellers were ordered; and Mr. RanpDaA.u, 
and Mr. GarFieLp, of Ohio, were appointed. 

Mr. SARGENT. Ido not think there is 
any necessity for going on with the motion to 
adjourn. 
sonable time being given for debate. 

Mr. COX, 
debate now. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
to yield to any reasonable time for debate. 

Mr. RANDALL. You had a very strange 
way of showing your willingness. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Do not quarrel, 
or we will go on. 


Mr. COX. Well, go on. 


The House again divided; and the tellers | 


reported—ayes 64, noes 68. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the gentle- 
man desires to speak for a few moments I do 


not object, but am willing to withdraw the 
previous question. 


Mr. RANDALL. There ought to be some 
debate on this important provision. 

Mr. COX. I demanded the yeas and nays 
on the motion to adjourn in time. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 70, nays 103, not voting 
67; as follows: 


Y EAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams,Arthur, Beck, Biggs, 
Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, Caldwell, 
Campbell, Critcher, Davis, Dickey, Dox, Duke, Eld- 
redge, Farnsworth, Forker, Henry D. Foster, Getz, 
Hanks, Harmer, Harper, Hays, Hereford, Herndon, 
Kerr, Ring, Lamison, McClelland, McCormick, Mc- 
Crary, McHenry, McIntyre, McJunkin, McNeely, 
Mercur, Merrick, Benjamin F. Meyers, Morgan, 
Packer, Eli Perry, Price, Randall, Read, Edward Y: 
Rice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, William R. Roberts, 
Rogers, Scofield, Seeley, Sherwood, Shoemaker, 
Slater, Sloss, Stevens, Storm, Sutherland, Swann, 
Terry, Turner, Vaughan, Walden, Wallis, Whit- 


| thorne, Winchester, Wood, and Young—7U. 


NAYS— Messrs. Ambler, Averill, Banks, Bell, 


| Beveridge, Bingham, Austin Blair, Boles, George M. 


| Brooks 


uckley, Buffinton, Burchard, Burdett, Ben- 
jamin F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, William T. 


It is one | 
very objectionable even in its modified form. | 


| hope the previous ques- | 
This bill is just as | 


Debate is not in order, | 


There is no objection to some rea- | 
It was refused, and I object to | 


I was willing | 
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Clark, Gobb, Coburn, Coghlan, Comingo, Conger, | 


Cotton, Creely, Crocker, Crossland, Dawes, Donnan, 
Duell, Dunnell, Eames, Elliott, Ely, Farwell, Fink- 
elnburg, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, Griffith, 
Haldeman, Hale, Halsey, Havens, Hawley, Hay, 


| 
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Gerry W. Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, Hibbard 
Hill, Hoar, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg: 
Kendall, Killinger, Lamport, Lansing, Lowe, May 
nard, McGrew, Merriam, Monroe, Moore, Morey 
Morphif, Leonard Myers, Negley, Niblack, Orr’ 
Packard, Palmer, Hosea W. Parker, Isaac C. Parker 
Peck, Perce, Peters, Platt, Poland, Potter, Prindje 
Rainey, Ellis H. Roberts, Rusk, Sargent, Sessions’ 
Shanks, H. Boardman Smith, Snyder, Thomas J’ 
Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Stoughton, Taffe. 
Iwichell, Tyner, Upson, Voorhees, Wakeman, W heej. 
er, Willard, Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wijj- 
son, and John T. Wilson—103. 

NOT VOTING— Messrs. Ames, Archer, Barber, 
Barnum, Barry, Beatty, Bigby, James Brooks, Car: 
roll, Freeman Clarke, Conner, Cox, Crebs, Darrall, 
De Large, Du Bose, Charlies Foster. Garrett, Golla 


| day,Goodrich, Hambleton, Hancock, Handley, George 


kK. Harris, John T. Harris, Holman, Ketcham, Kin- 
sella, Leach, Lewis, Lyach, Manson, Marshall, Mec- 
Kee, McKinney, Mitchell, Pendleton, Aaron F. 
Perry, Porter, Robinson, Roosevelt, Sawyer, Shel- 
don, Shellabarger, Shober, Slocum, John A. Smith. 
Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, R. Milton Speer, Ste- 
venson, Stowell, Strong, St. John, Sypher, Thomas. 
Dwight Townsend, Washington Townsend, Tuthill, 
Van Trump, Waddell, Waldron, Wallace, Warren. 
Wells, Whiteley, and Williams of New York—67, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ques- 
tion recurs on the adoption of the report of the 
committee of conference. 

Mr. RANDALL demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. AMBLER. I hope by unanimous 
consent the thirty-fourth amendment of the 
Senate will be read. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest we have the 
thirty-fourth amendment read and this pro- 
posed addition to it. 

Mr. AMBLER. I have no objection. 

Mr. DICKEY. Let both the original prop- 
osition and the amendment be read. 

The Clerk read the thirty-fourth amendment 
of the Senate, as follows: 

And from and after the passage of this act the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall have power to em- 
ploy not more than three persons to assist the proper 
officers of the Government in discovering and col- 
lecting any money belonging to the United States 
whenever the same shall be withheld by any person 


or corporation, upon such terms and conditions as 
he shail deem best for the interests of the United 


| States; but no compensation shall be paid to such 


persons except out of the money and property so 
secured. 


The Clerk also read the recommendation of 
the conference committee in regard to the 
thirty-fourth amendment, as follows: 


That the House recede from their amendment to 
the thirty-fourth amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to said Senate amendment with the follow- 
ing amendment: Add to said amendment the fol- 
lowing words: ‘‘and no person shall be employed 
under the provisions of this clause who shall not have 
fully set forth, in a written statement under oath 
ad@ressed to the Secretary of the Treasury, the char- 
acter of the claim out of which he proposes to recover 
or assist in recovering moneys for the United States, 
the laws by the violation of which the same have 
been withheld, and the name of the person, firm, or 
corporation having thus withheld said moneys; and 
if any person so employed shall receive, or attempt 
to receive, any money or other consideration from 
any person, firm, or corporation, alleged thus to 
have withheld money from the United States, except 
in pursuance of the written contract made in rela- 
tion thereto with the Secretary of the Treasury, such 
person shall be deemed guilty of misdemeanor, and 
upon conviction thereof shall be fined not less than 
$1,000 or imprisoned not less than two yeurs, or both, 
in the discretion of any court of the United States 
having jurisdiction; and the person so employed 
shall berequested to make report of his proceedings 
under such contract at any time when required to 
do so by the Secretary of the Treasury;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

The question recurred on agreeing to the 
report of the committee of conference, on 
which the yeas and nays had been ordered. 

‘The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the aflirmative—yeas 87, nays 77, not 
voting 76, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ambler, Averill, Beveridge, Bigby, 
Bingham, Austin Blair, George M. Brooks, Buckley, 
Buffinton, Burchard, Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, 
Roderick R. Butler, William T. Clark, Cobb, Co- 
burn, Conger, Cotton, Dawes, Donnan, Dunnell, 
Eames, Elliott, Farwell, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, 
Garfield, Hale, Halsey, Havens, Hawley, Gerry W. 
Hazelton, John W. Hazelton, Hill, Hoar, Hooper, 
Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, Kendail, Ketcham, Kil- 
linger, Lansing, Lowe, Lynch, Maynard, McGrew, 


Merriam, Monroe, Moore, Morey, Leonard Myers, 





Ps 








nd 


w- 


by, 
ey, 
ler, 


ell, 

e, 
W. 
er, 
cil- 
ow, 
ers, 





y 


1872. 








_—_ 


Negley, Packard, Palmer, Isaac ¢ . Parker, Peck, 
Perce, Peters, Piatt, Poland, Prind il Rainey, =e 
H. Koberts, Rusk, Sargent, Sex field, sley, Ses- 
sions, Sheldon, di H. Lb sardimuan Sinith. Ji hn A. 
Sinith, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, 
Tuthill, Lwichell, Upson, Wakeman, Walden, Wal 
jace, Walls. Wheeler, We illard, Williams of Indiana 
and Jebn T Wilson-—-8 fi. ne. 
NAYS— Messrs. Adams, Arthur Banks, Beck, 
Beil, Biggs, Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, C 


ul i- 





well. Cogulan Comingo ~C¢ . ther, Cro ry. Cross- 
ind, Davis, Dickey, Dox, Duell, Duke, Eiy, Paros 
eae Finkelnburg, ee Gets, Griflit Halde- 


mun, Handiey, Hanks, Harmer, Harper, Hay, Here- 
ford, Herndon, tsibbard, Kerr, MeCleiland, MeCor- 
wick, McHenry, Mclutyre, MeJankin, McKinney, 
McNeely, Mercur, Merrick, Benjamin F. Meyers, 
Morphis, Orr, Packer, Hosea W. Pa ker, Eli Perry, 
Potter, Price, Randall, Read, Edw rd Y tice Jc ha 





M. Rice, Ritebie, Wiiliam R. Ro i 3, 
Sbauks, Sli wood, Stoemaker, Slater, Reeder 
Siorm, Sut and, Taffe, Terry, Turner, Tyner, 


Vaughan, W hitthorne, Jeremiah M. Wiison, Win- 
chesier, Wood, and Young ds 

NOT VOLiING— Mersrs. Acker, Ames, Archer, 
Baroer, Barnum, Barry, Be ay Boles, Bright, 
James Brooks, Campbeil, Carroll, Freeman Clarke, 
Conner, Cox, Crebs, Greely, Darral!, De Large, Du 
Bose uidres ge, Ubariles Foster, bik ory D. Foster. 
Garrett, ( olinday ose Hambieton, Hancock, 
George E. Hi: urris, John Harris, lays, Holman, 
King, Kinseila, Lamison, Brome rt, Leach, Lewis, 


Manson, M oak ali, Mx Crary, McK ee, Mitchell, Mor- 
gan, Nil plack, Pendleton, Aaron F. Perry, Porter, 
Robinson, Roosevelt, Sawyer, Shellabarger, Shober, 
Siocum, Worthington C, Smith, Soapp, R. Milton 
Spee r, Stevens Ste venson, Stoughton, Stowell, 
Strong, St. Jobn, Swann, $ Sypber, Thomas, Dwight 
Townsend, Washington Townsend, Van Trump, 
Voorhees. Waddeil, A iidroa, W are Wells, W hite- 
ley, and Wiiliams of New York— 

So the report of the committee of confer- 
ence was agreed to. 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. ACKER said: On this question | am 
paired with Mr. WappDELL, of North Carolina. 
if he were here he would vote ‘‘ay,’’ and I 
would vote **no.”’ 

{be result of the vote was then announced 
as above recorded. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved.to recon- 
sider the vote by which the report of the com 
mittee of conference was agreed to ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KILLINGER. 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. SEARKWEATHER. I ask unanimous 
consent to have a reference changed. 

Mr. COBUKN. And I desire unanimous 
consent for the same purpose. 

Mr. DICKEY. 1 insist on the regular 
order. 

The question being put on the motion to 
adjourn, it was agreed to. 

the SPEAKER pro tempore. By order of 
the House, the session of to-morrow will be 
for debate only asin Committee of the Whole, 
no business whatever to be transacted. The 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Rusk] will 
take the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

And thereupon (at three o’clock and fifty- 
five minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


I move that the House 


PETITIONS. 

The following petitions were presented un- 
der the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. BANKS: The petition of Jonathan 
Wyman Lovejoy, of Boston, Massachusetts, 
praying a pension. 

By Mr. BUCKLEY: The petition of J.T. 
Newcomer, praying indemnity for a horse 


taken by the United States forces at Shelby- 
ville, Tennessee. 

_ By Mr. ee of Tennessee: 
tion of Mrs. Sara Duke, 
Virginia. 

_ By Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan: The peti- 
tion of N. L. Avery, asking the passage of 
House bill No. 1738, to increase pensions to 
disabled soldiers. 

By Mr. KERR: The petition of James M. 
Duppin, Nathan Wright, William H. Sloan, 
and 65 others, citizens or Crawford county, 
Indiana, and ex-soldiers in the late war, ask 
ing bounty land and equalization of pay, &c. 


The peti- 
of Greene county, 


By Mr. NEGLEY: The petition of Charles 
Michails, asking compensation for loss of time 
and expenditures while under 
drafted recruit. 

By Mr. SARGENT: 


cilizens ot 4 


arrest as a 


The petitions of 550 
‘alifornia, praying for the exten- 
sion of s iffrage to women, 
IN SENATE 
Saturpay, May 4, 
Prayer by Rev. E. D. Owen, of Washing- 
fon, D. C, 
he Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
read and approved. 
POTTAWATOMIE AND SHAWNEE INDIANS. 
The VICE PRESIDENT appointed as the 
committee of conference on the part of the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (S. No. 
homes for the Pottawatomie and absentee 
Shawnee Indians in the Indian territory, Mr 
BuckincHaM, Mr. Haruan, and Mr. Steven 


OSS) to provide 


| SON. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED 
The bill (H. R. No. 2636) for the relief of 
Red Bear, a hae” of Pembina band of Chip- 
pewa Indians, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
FANNIE M. JACKSON. 
The VICK PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, nou-concurring in the amendment 


| of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 2042) for 


the relief of Fannie M. Jackson, of Tennes- 
see, and requesting a committee of conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 

The request of the House was concurred in; 
and the Vice President was, by unanimous 
consent, authorized to appoint the conferees 
on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Howe, 
Mr. Scort, and Mr. Cooper were appointed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

Mr. FENTON presented the petition of 
Annie KE. Paige, praying compensation for 
cotton destroye d by fire while in possession of 
the Government of the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims 

He also presented a petition of citizens of 
the counties of Cayuga and Tompkins, New 
York, praying the p: _ ge of Senate bill No. 
939, for the relief of William H. Akins and 
Jacob D. Pina: which was referred to 
the Committee on Patents. 

He also presented a memorial of officers, 
soldiers, sailors, and marines who have been 
in the service of the United States, praying 
to be allowed to sell or assign their interests 
in cerlain lands granted to them by a recent 
amendment of the homestead act; which was 
referred to the Committee on Publi ie Lands. 

Mr. SUMNER. Iask that the Senate will 
be good enough to take up the dis viet school 
bill, with the underst: nding that it be passed 
over informally for morning business. 

Mr. CONKLING. | do not want to object 
to the bill, but | must leave the Chamber for 
a moment, and therefore I ask to be allowed 
to rid mm yse lf of two or three } eliltions, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I object to the bill 
being taken up. 

Mr. SUMNER. Then I will ask the 
Chair to be good enough to recognize me as 
soon as the morning business is over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
take notice of the request. 

Mr. KELLOGG. | make a similar request. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair can- 
not make any promises. He must under the 
rule recognize whoever first rises. 

Mr. CONKLING presented a petition of 
deputy United States marshals for the south- 
ern district of New York and criers attached 
to the courts in that district, praying an in- 
crease of salaries; which was referred to the 


| Committee on the Judiciary, 
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He also presented a memorial of officers,” 
soldiers. sailors, and marines who have been 
in the service of the United States, praying 
to be allowed to sell or assign their interests 
in certain lands granted to them by a recent 
amendment of the homestead act: which was 
referred to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

Mr. WILSON presented four petitions of 
soldiers and sailors, in tavor of the passage 
of the bill incorporating the National Union 
Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Orphan Industrial l'rain 
ing-School Association; which were referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CRAGIN presented a memorial of thirty- 


| one business firms, who use two hundred and 


fifty sewing-muchines in their business in the 
city of New York, remonstrating against the 
extension of the patent of A. B. 
sewing-machines ; 


Wilson on 
which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

Mr. BOREMAN presented the petition of 
James M. Laidley, of Charlestown, West Vir 
ginia, praying the removal of his political 
disabilities; which was referred to the select 
Committee on the Removal of Political Dis 
abilities. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Mr. President, some 
moruings since, as representing the Commit 
tee on lerritories, | had a bill before the Sen 
ate approving an act of the Legislative Assem- 
bly ot the Territory of Dakota. 1 ask that by 
unanimous consent it may be taken up now 
and passed upon. IL think those gentlemen 
who made opposition to it heretofore have 
become satisfied that the bill ought to pass 
with some slight amendments. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from West Virginia asks for the consideration 
at the present time of the bill affirming a 
legislative act of the Territory of Dakota 

Mr. POMEROY. Has it been amended? 

Mr. SUMNER. I must object to that until 
the school bill is acted upon. 

Mr. BOREMAN. 1 never have objected 
to the consideration of the school bill. this 
is a matter of as much importance to the peo 
ple of the Territory of Dakota, I apprehend, 
as the school bill is to a certain class of peo 
ple in this District [ cannot understand why 
the Senator from Massachusetts o jects to the 
consideration of this bill. It is certatuly not 
antagonistic to the District school bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. I do not know that I have 
ever made an objection before during twenty 
years of service here; but [ have tried every 
morning to press a most important bill upon 
the Senate; but one afier another has objected. 
a 1 shall insist that everything shall come 
up in its regular order, on motion, until my 
bill is acted on. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I wiill just say tothe Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts that I have never 
made any objection to the consideration of his 
bill. I am willing to have it considered at 
any moment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
in order. 

Mr. OSBORN presented the petition of 
Michael Mahon, late of the seventh United 
States infantry, praying to be allowed a pen 
sion; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented the memorial of 8. B. 
Alexander and O. H. Gadsden, of Florida, 
praying indemnity for spoliations committed 
by the French prior to the year 1801; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of the eity 
government of Jacksonville. Florida, relative 
to the improvements of the bar of St. John’s 
river, Florida: which was referred to the Com 
mittee on Commerce. 


Petitions are atill 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. POMEROY. 


The Committee on Pub 


lic Lands bave had before them a petition and 
a bill accompanying it which was not read in 
the Senate, supplementary to an act entitled 
‘*An act to secure homesteads to actual set- 
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tlers on the public domain.’’ It limits the 
application of this bill to the State of Oregon 
and the Territories; but as the bill was not 
printed, and the committee did not consider it 
maturely, | am directed by the committee to 
report the bill, and ask that it may be printed 
and recommitted to the Committee on Public 


submitted a report; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to call up House bill No. 2048. 

Mr. SUMNER. J object. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Claims, to whom was referred the 


| petition of A. Gordon Mullin, of Philadelphia, 
praying for the issue of two bonds of the Uni- 
| ted States in lieu of bonds destroyed by fire, 
| to submit a report, accompanied by a bill for 


his relief 
The report was ordered to be printed, and 
the bill (S. No. 1074) for the relief of A. Gor- 


|| don Mullin was read, and passed to the second 


Lands. 

The bill (S. No. 1075) was read twice and 
referred to the Committee on Publie Lands, 
and ordered to be printed. | 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is necessary to change 
the spelling of the name of a vessel. Here 1s 
a bill of ‘ven lines 

Mr. SUMNER. I must object. The Sen- 
ator can get it up at another time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will hear 
f read 

Mr. SUMNER. | know what it is; and if 
an exception is made in one case it will be 


As soon, however, as the 
[ shall have no 


pressed in another. 
school bill is acted 
objec won, 
The VICE 
object, ot 


upon 


PRESIDENT. The Senator can 

, under the call for morning 
to reading any bill except one just 
If it is now reported it may be 


course 
business 
repo! ted. 
read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 


before yesterday trom the Committee on Com- 


merce, and simply changes the spelling of the 
name of a vessel. ‘They have got a wrong 


spelling, and it is in the 
Mr. TROMBULL. 
not villate 


Mr. SHE! 


register. 
Wrong spelling does 
tMAN. But it 
for the owners of the vessel. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
from Mussachusetts insists on the objection, the 


makes it very bad 


motion cannot be entertained. 

Mr. SUMNER. Iam reminded that it is 
much more important to have schools where 
learn to spell [laughter] than to 
correct an error in a bill. 

Mr SHERMAN. | hope the 
withdraw his objection. 

Mr. SUMNER. No, I 
going to insist on it. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Re 
mittees are in order 


Mr. SPEWART, 


they can 


shall not. I am 
ports of com- 


trom the Committee on 


the Pacific Railroad, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 1067) to provide for the crea- 
tion and regulation of railroad companies in 


the Territories of the United States, reported 
it with amendments, which were ordered to be 
printed; and the bill, as amended, was recom- 
mitted to the committee. 

Mr. VICKERS, trom the Committee on 
to whom was referred the bill (S 
to authorize the building of a light- 
house on Hunting Island, South Carolina, 
reported it adversely and moved its indetinite 
postpone ment. 

Mr. SAWYER 
bill go on the Cal 

The VICK 


plac ed on the 


Commerce, 


No. 876 


| should like 
endar. 
PRESIDENT. — It 
Calendar 
port of the committee 

Mr. CORBET I 
Commerce, 
ht. No. 2186) to 
act to reg 
steamships 


March 3, 


to have that 


will be 
with the adverse re- 


Committee on 
referred the bill (H. 
act entitled **‘An 


irom the 
to whom Was 
uit nd at 
rulate the 

and other ap proved 
1855, reported it without amend- 


carriage ol 


vesse ts,’ 


ment. 

He also, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill(S. No. 
861) to aid in settling the unsurveyed and 


lands on the tributaries of the 
of the West, moved its indef- 
a similar bill reported by 
the committee having already been passed ; 
which was agreed to. 


Mr. CRAGIN, from the 


Metin ag 
Colorado river 
inite post} ponement, 


Committee on Na- 


pi Asse bygers in | 


It was reported the day 





Senator will | 


val Affairs, who were directed to inquire into | 


the tacts 


connected with the placing of Dr. 
James C. 


Palmer's name above that of Dr. 


No. 1076) for the 


| which was read tv 


| of Claims for adju 


reading. 

Mr. SCOTT. I would like to have the bill 
considered at this time, were I not aware of 
the fate such a request would meet. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
desires, the Chair will ask unanimous consent. 
Is there objection to the consideration of this 


| bill ? 


Mr. SUMNER. 
Mr. SCOTT. 
sent, 


I object. 
{ did not ask unanimous con- 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. OSBORN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
relief of George RK. 
vice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GILBERT asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1077) referring to the United States Court 
lication and determination 


a Claim for the entire past and futire use of 


| the Norton post-marking and postage-cancel- 


| Claims a 


| States in enrolling, subsisting, 


ing band stain p 5 w! 
title, referred to the Cor 
aud Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
1078) referring to the United States Court of 
claim for the use of the Norton 
type-wheel dating and printing-machine, also 
the dating and canceling hand-stamp; whici 
was read twice by its title, referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 
and ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. STEVENSON, the bill 
(S. No. 1054) to reimburse the State ‘of Ken- 
tucky for moneys expended for the United 
clothing, sup- 


| plying, arming, equipping, paying, and trans- 
| porting militia forces, to aid in suppressing 


| the rebellion, was taken from the 


| completion of certain public w 


table and 
referred to the Committee ou Appropriations. 


AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. JOHNSTON and Mr. KELLOGG sub- 
mitted amendments intended to be proposed 
by them to the bill (H. R. No. 2208) making 
appropriations for the repair, preservation, and 
works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to postpone all 
other business for the purpose of proceeding 
to the consideration of Senate bill No. 628. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The introduction 
of bills is still in order, and therefore that 
motion is not now in order. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I[s not a motion to post- 


pone all other business in order? 


(he VICE PRESIDENT. Not the morn- 
ing business under the twenty-fourth rule. 
That must be progressed with until it is con- 
cluded. If there are no other bills, Senate 


| resolutions must be called for. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. [If there are no other 
bills, | make the motion to proceed to the con- 
sideration of Senate bill No. 628. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Has the Senator 





Ninian Pinkoey as a surgeon in the Navy, || from Massachusetts a resolution to offer? 
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If the Senator | 
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ich was read twice by its | 
nmittee on Post Offices | 
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Mr. SUMNER. No, sir; but when resolu. 
tions are over I have a motion to make. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Senate regoly. 
tions are in order. ‘There appear to be none. 

Mr. SUMNER. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the District 














|| school bill. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 


floor. 


I thought I had the 


| The VICE PRESIDENT. For a Senate 


|| resolution ; but if the Senator had no Senate 


_ resolution he could not retain the floor. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [ had no Senate rego- 
lution, but I had a motion to make to take up 
Senate bill No. 628. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
business was not concluded at that moment. 
| Any Senator had a right to offer a resolution. 
After the announcement of the close of the 
morning business, the Senator from Massga- 
chusetts was the first Senator who addressed 
the Chair. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Are resolutions in order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Not now, un- 
less by unanimous consent. They have been 
passed. The morning business having been 
announced as concluded, the Senator from 
Massachusetts has risen to make a motion. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I desire to give notice of 
amendments to bills. I believe those notices 
are in order. 
|| The VICE PRESIDENT. 
unanimous consent. The 
is formally concluded. 

Mr. SUMNER. NowI move that the Senate 
| proceed to the consideration of the District 
| school bill. 
| Mr. JOHNSTON. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
business has concluded and the motion is in 
order. . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [ hope that bill will not 
be taken up for the reason that it will prob- 
ably consume the whole morning hour. There 
is a bill that I desire to call up reported from 
| the Committee on the Judiciary to organize a 
court in the Indian country. It has probably 
| come to the notice of every Senator that there 
| have been great disturbances in the Indian 
| country west of Arkansas. Some ten or a 
| dozen persons lost their lives there a few days 
| ago. The committee has received communi- 

cations from the executive department urging 
| the importance of the establishment of a United 

States court in the Indian country, and a bill 
i has been reported for that purpose, and it is 
2 , as the Government think, that early 


They are, by 


morning business 





action should be had upon it. In fact, the 
Secretary of the Interior, who was in that coun 
try at the time, telegraphed here urging the 
immediate establishment of a court in that 
country. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I will say, in 
addition to what the Senator from Illinois has 
said, that [ do not think the bill will take a 
minute. It was the unanimous opinion of the 
Committee on the Judiciary that the biil ought 
to be passed at once. It has been carefully 
considered for a long time by the committee, 
and there was no difference of cpinion upon 
it. It cannot give rise to any discussion. 

Mr. POMEROY. I have an amendment 
which I desire to submit to that bill. I have 
been instructed by the Legislature of my State 
on that subject. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. We considered those 
matters. Of course the Senator can offer his 
| 
| 





amendment, but I think the bill ought to be 
acted upon. 

Mr. POMEROY. I know it is very import- 
ant to have a court there, but the bil! ought 
to be amended. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
from Massachusetts yields, the Chair will 
recognize the Senator from Illinois to move to 
take up the bill to which he refers. 

Mr. ‘SUMNER. { cannot yield, and I will 
say, with great deference to my friend, that I 
have exerted myself every morning to get up 
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a bill which is regarded as necessary, which 
by its own provisions will go into operation 
on the lst of July, and it ought to be passed 
promptly, so that the people here shall have 
notice and govern themselves accordingly. 

Mr. CONKLING. Allow me to make a 
suggestion. Why not let the Senator from 
Massachusetts take up his bill, and then doubt- 
less if this other bill can pass, as 1 hope it ean 
in a moment, let it he aside informally, that the 
Senate may go on with the other bill. The 
Indian territory court bill is of some import- 
ance, but [ do not see that it is necessary to 
antagonize it with the other bill. —L shall vote 
to take up the bill of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, and then no doubt he will let it lie 
aside to allow a vote to be taken onthe other 
bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. I have an amendment to 
offer to it which [ have not yet prepared. 

Mr. SUMNER. If the bill can be passed 
in five minutes or so, as the Senator says 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 1 do not know 
that. 

Mr. SUMNER. The school bill and the 
question of equal rights are put aside always. 

Ihe VICE PRESIDENT. If the sugges 
tion of the Senator from New York was car- 
ried out, then the Senator from Massachusetts 
or any other Senator could demand the regular 
order if the court bill for the [ndian territory 
should take any length of time in debate. ‘The 
pending question now is on taking up the bill 
indieated by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. SUMNER. 
taken up. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That just complicates 
matters by having one bill up and then inform- 
ally laid aside for another. I think we had 
better take a vote, and if the Senate votes to 
take up the Senator’s bill, very well; I cannot 





as to 


duty has compelled me hitherto to oppose the 
passage of this bill, and I propose to express 
my Opposition to it whenever it is brought 
before the Senate. I should not particularly 
desire to have it come up now; at the same 
time I propose that my opposition to it shall 
be of the most regular and orderly character. 
[ do not desire to evade the question, and it 
will be for the Senate to pass upon it when it 
is brought properly before it. [do not kuow 
how long a time my remarks will occupy. If 
they should be prolonged beyond the morning 
hour, | should desire to be permitted to finish 
them, and not to be cut short by this very lim- 
ited time. If it can be the understanding of 
the Senate that [ may be permitted to go on 
if my remarks exceed the residue of the morn- 
ing hour, I shall not then interpose my vote 
to delay the taking up of the bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. I should have no objection. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator’s vote of course 
is potential here in many ways; but it is not 
nevertheless absolute and omnipotent. 
aim to be cut off midway in the few remarks I 
propose to submit, | shall object to taking up 
the bill during the morning hour. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Does the Sen 
ator desire the Chair to submit that question 
to the Senate? 


Mr. BAYARD. 


I do not, because I do not 


care to make my convenience a subject of 


Very well; let my bill be | 


consent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
does not ask unanimous consent, but gives 
notice of the fact that he will desire some time 


|| after the morning hour on this bill if it shall 
| be taken up. 


help it; but if they do not vote to take it up, | 


| hope the Senate will consider the bill to 
which I have referred. I think it will take but 
a few minutes. If the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts will let it come up, we shall have it 
disposed of in a very short time. If not, | 
ask for a vote of the Senate on taking up the 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted-—yeas 25, nays 17; as follows: 

YERAS—Messrs. Ames, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, 
Conkling, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, 
Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Howe, Kellogg, Nye, Osborn, 
Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, Rice, Sawyer, Scott, Sher- 
man, Stewart, Sumner, Wilson, and Windom—25, 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Casserly, Cooper, Ferry 


of Connecticut, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, || 


Hitchcock, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Pratt, Sauls- 
bury, Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, Trumbull, and 


| Vickers—l7. 


school bill, which will occupy the remainder | 


of the morning hour, and perhaps more. 

Mr. NYE. I want to make a suggestion to 
the Senator from Lilineis. We have a bill on 
the table reported some time ago, to organize 
the Territory of Oklahoma, in which bill there 
is ample provision made for courts. I shall 
feel bound, if that matter is entered upon, to 
offer that bill as an amendment. 

Mr. SUMNEK = Then I think that question 
of courts had better go over to another day, 
and let us settle the school question to-day. 
I hope there will be no question on that point. 

Mr. LOGAN. I suggest to the Senator from 
Massachusetts whether his supplementary civil 
rights bill, as it is ealled, will not obviate the 
necessity for this school bill? 

Mr. SUMNER. 


this bill. This is a District bill, and it contains 


No; there are details in | 


| other business that might be offered. 


details specially applicable to the District, which |! 


have been considered in the District Commit- 
tee, and also by the trustees of the schoois 
here. The general bill contains only the gen- 
eral principle. This contains details, and in 
some respects the machinery for carrying it 
into execution. 

Mr. LOGAN. I know nothing about that. 

Mr. SUMNER. I hope there can be no 
question on this matter. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, to proceed to the consideration of the 
District school bill. 

Mr. SUMNER called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will read the exact title of the bill. 

The Cuter Crerx. ‘A bill (S. No. 365) 
to secure equal rights in the public schools 
of Washington and Georgetown. ”’ 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, a sense of 


42p Cone. 2p Sess. —No. 192. 








| incorrect. 


ABSEN'‘I—Messrs. Aleorn, Anthony, Blair, Bore- 
man, Brownlow, Buckingham, Caldwell, Cameron, 
Carpenter, Corbett, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Davis 
of West Virginia, Edmunds, Hamilton of Texas, 
Hamlin, Harlan, Hill, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of 
Maine, Morrillot Vermont, Morton Patterson, Ran- 
som, Robertson, Schurz, Spencer, Thurman, Tipton, 
West, andWright—3s2. 


So the motion was agreed to. 
EQUAL KIGHTS IN PUBLIC SCHOOLS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
accordingly resumed the consideration of the 
bill (S. No. 365) to secure equal rights in the 
public schools of Washington and George- 
town. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CASSERLY. 1 wish to ask a question 
as tothe orderof business. I understood that 
the bill of the Senator from Massachusetts, if 
taken up, was to be taken up subject to any 
| wish 
to know whether that was the understanding 
of the Chair? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator is 
That was not agreed to by the 
Senate. There were suggestions made by the 
Senator from New York in regard to the bill 
of the Senator from Illinois, which were not 
acceded to. ‘here was also a suggestion of 
the Senator from Delaware that he desired to 
speak longer than one o’clock, but he did not 


| desire that question to be submitted to the 
| Senate, so that no agreement was entered into. 


Mr. BAYARD addressed the Senate in 
opposition to the bill, speaking until one 
o'clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
hour has expired, and the Post Office appro- 


| priation biil is before the Senate, and the 


Chair recognizes upon it the Senator from 
Minnesota, [Mr. Winvom,] who is entitled to 
the floor. 


Mr. SUMNER. I hope the Senator from 


if 1) 
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Delaware 
remarks. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen 
ator from Minnesota yield that the appropri 
ation bill may be intormally passed over to 
continue the consideration of the prese it ill? 
Mr. WINISOM. 
consent to be asked. 
the VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Minnesota yields to the Senator from Massa 
chusetts to ask unanimous consent to continue 
the consideration of the present bill until the 
Senator from Delaware coucliudes his remarks. 
Is there objection ? 
Mr. WINDOM. I will not object to that, 
to allow the Senator trom 


may be allowed to 


continue his 


: . 
| yu ld to allow UnanlnoUus 


Delaware to con 
clude his remarks. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. There appears 
to be no objection to the Senator from Del 
aware concluding his remarks, after whieh 
time the Senator trom Minnesota gives notice 
that he will insist on the regular order unless 
it is laid aside by a vote ot the Senate 

Mr. COLE. I do not know how long the 
Senator from Delaware may require in his re- 
marks. Ido not wish to prevent him econ- 
tinuing his speech, but I should tike to know 
how long it will require, whether it will con- 
sume the day. 

Mr. BAYARD. Oh, no; I will not con 
sume the day. | am sorry to consume any of 
the time of the Senate on this business. At 
the same time | do not think it right to tie me 
down to minutes. 

Mr. SUMNER. I hope the Senator from 
California will allow the Senator trom Dela- 
ware to proceed. 

Mr. COLE. I did not ask for the purpose 
of shortening the debate, but—— 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator has permitted 
the honorable Senator from Massachusetts to 
take up this measure, and | have expressed 
on several days my intention to Oppose it in 
the usual and orderly way, not for the purpose 
of delay, but simply to vindicate what i think 
to be right. 

Mr. NYK. The Senator from Minnesota 
said he had no objection to the Senator from 
Delaware proceeding. 

Mr. COLE. I have no objection. 

Mr. BAYARD. 1 ask the Clerk to 
the law which I sent to the desk. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair de 
sires it to be understood that the appropriation 
bill is informally passed over, subject to the 
| call of any Senator should the debate be pro 

longed. At the close of the speech of the 
from Delaware, the 
Minnesota gives notice of his 
demand the regular order. 

Mr. BAYAKD resumed the floor and con 
cluded bis speech in opposition to the bill, 
which will be published in the Appendix. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Mr. Presi 
dent- 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Pome- 
RoY in the chair.) The Post Otlice appro- 
priation bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. SUMNER. IL hope there may be no 
question- 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I believe I 
have the floor. I ask the Senator having the 
appropriation bill in charge to allow me to 
present an amendment to the pending bill, 
that I may have it printed. 

Mr. WINDOM. Certainly. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. In order to 
give notice of it, I will read the amendment, 
lt is to amend the bill in section one by strik 
ing out the words ‘‘ passage of this act’’ and 
inserting ‘‘approval of this act by the people 
of Washington and Georgetown, in the man- 
ner hereinafter provided;’’ and also to add 
the following as section six; 


read 


from 
intention to 


Senator Senator 








An election shall be held in the cities of Washing- 
ton and Georgetown on the first Monday of July, A.D. 
1872, at the customary voting places in said cities, 
and upon such notice and between such hours as ia 

| required by law for other elections therein, and 
| shall be by ballot; aud on each ballot shall be writ- 
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ot os 


ten or printed the word “ ipproved ”’ or ** disap- 


proved md if a majority of all the ballots cast 
u iid cities shall b i>written or printed “ap 
proved,”’ then this act shall take effect as in the 
first section thereof isa pr led; but if the majority 
if euch ballots shall be printed or written *'disap- 
proved,” then this act shall be of no effect. 


l ask that th imendment may be printed. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. lhe school 
bill has passed tT n the consideration of the 
Senate, and the Post Ollice appropriation bill 
is now before the body, bu if there be no 
objection this amendment will be printed, 


KERRY, of Connecticut { shall offer 


it when the school bill comes up again, and I 
wish to have it printed in the mean time. 
Phe PRESIDIN KICKER, That order 


will be entered. 

Mr. ‘VINDOM rose. 

Mr. SUMNER. I| hope the Senator will 
all yw thi Dillto be wr ceeded with to the end. 

Mr. WINYOM. If a vote can be taken I 
will not object 
Mr. SUMNER. 

discussion, 
Mr. W dap So: If itisto be further dis- 
cussed | t insist on the appropriation bill. 

Mr. St MNEI . If 1 supposed it was to 


occupy much time I should not ask the Sen- 


| think there will be very 


atorto yield, but he will see that we havetaken 
this bill up now two or three times, and [ ask 
him if it isexpedient that we should be obliged 
to take it up again? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
nator from Massachusetts asks that by unani- 
mous consent the appropriation bill may be 
laid aside for the purpose of continuing the 
consideration of the school bill. 


Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. 
ad cuss that ball. 


I propose to 
| have submitted an amend- 
ment which | wish to have printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Connecticut objects, 

Mr. SUMNER. Is that in the nature of 
? ‘The Senator 
cuss it Very well, 

Mr. VICKEERS L object 

The PRE SIDING OvkFICER., The Sen- 
ator from Maryland objects. 

Mr. CASSERLY. IL have the greatest 
respect for the Senator from Massachusetts, 
but it seems to me he ought to understand 
by this time that this bill of bis is destined 
to have a very thorough discussion in this 
body. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well; then is it not 
betier that it should go on now? 

Mr. CASSERLY. But I appeal to the Sen- 
ator whether he should undertake to force it 


an objection 7 says he will dis 


through in this manner over the appropriation 
bill already pending? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Maryland objects to the further laying 
aside of the appropriation bill, and the school 
bill cannot be proceeded with without a vote. 

Mr. SUMNER. | appeal, then, to the 
Senator from Minnesota to allow the bill that 
has been under consideration to-day to be 
proceeded with to the end. We have com- 
meneed it; the plow is in the furrow; and let 
US ZO ON. 

Mr. WINDOM. It is not in my power I 
believe to consent to anything of the sort. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Maryland objected, and the school bill 
can only be taken up by laying the appropria- 
tion bill on the table. 

Mr. SUMNER. It is in the power of the 
Senator to put aside this bill for the present. 

Mr. WINDOM. It is in the power of the 
Senate, not in my power. I hope, however, 
the Senate will complete this appropriation 
bill, which has been under consideration two 
or three days, I do not feel at liberty to 
consent to tet il go Over. 


POST OFFICK APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 


No. 1070) making appropriations for the ser- | 


vice of the Post Office Department for the year 
ending June 30, 1575, the pending question 
being on the amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations, in section four, line twenty- 
six, to strike out ‘tone hundred and fifty’’ 


and insert ‘‘ four hundred :’’ so as to make 
the clause read, ‘‘for steamship service be- 
tween the United Statesand Brazil, $400,000 ;”’ 
and to insert after 


‘dollars’? the following 


! 
clause : 


And the Postmaster General is hereby directed 
to increase the mail service with Brazil now in 
operation under the act approved May 2s, 1864, so 
is to provide for deliveries of the mails in New 
York and Rio de Janeiro twice each month; and 
he shall require said semi-monthly service to be 
performed by steamships wholly constructed in the 
United States (two of which shall be of not less 
than two thousand five bundred tons burden, and 
the others of not less than two thousand tons 
burden) for the term of years provided by the for- 
mer contract; and the Government of the United 
States shall have the right, in case of war, to take 
any of said vessels for its own use upon payment 
of a reasonable compensation therefor: Provided, 
That the expense of the service shall be divided 
between the Governments of Brazil and of the Uni- 
ted States: and that the United States portion 
hereof shall not execed 3400,000 for service twice 
performed per montk. 


Mr. WINDOM. In conformity with the 
action of the Senate yestere lay, or at least in 
partial conformity therewith, I offer a substi- 
tute for the amendment printed in the bill. 
It is to strike out all after the word ** Brazil,’’ 
in line twenty-six, and to insert in lieu thereof 
the following: 


Four hundred and fifty thousand dollars. And 
the Postmaster General is hereby directed to 
increase the mail service with Brazil, now in 
operation under the act approved May 28, 1864, 
yas to provide for deliveries of the mails at New 
York and Rio de Janeiro twice each month, and 
in the contract therefor he shall require said semi- 
monthly service to be performed for the term of 
years provided by the original contract, and by 
steamships wholly constructed in the United States, 
two of which shall be of not less than twenty-five 
hundred tons burden, and thé others of not less than 
two thousand tons burden, all of which shall be 
officered by citizens of the United States or those 
who have declared their intention to become citi- 
zens; and the contractors shall be required to carry 
the United States mails, without extra charge, on 


all the steamers they may run on said line, or any | 


part of it, or any branch or extension thereof: Pro- 
vided, That all steamships hereafter accepted for 
said service shall be constructed so as to be readily 
adapted to the armed naval service of the United 
States in time of war; and before acceptance the 
officers by whom they may be inspected shall report 
to the Secretary of the Navy and the Postmaster 
General whether this condition has been complied 
with; and the Government shall have the right, in 
case of war, to take any of said vessels for its own 


use upon payment of a reasonable compensation | 


therefor: Provided further, That the entire cost to 
the United States of said service performed twice 
each mouth shall not exceed $450,000 per annum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands that the order adopted yesterday 
limiting debate to five minutes is still in force 
to-di Ly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I notice that while the 
service is doubled by this amendment the pay 
is trebled; 
is paid fora monthly service, and the com- 
mittee propose to pay $450,000 for a semi- 
monthly service. I should like to know the 
reason why the committee do not insist upon 
treble the service if they treble the pay. 

Mr. WINDOM. ‘The Senator from Lou- 
isiana [Mr. West] has charge of this amend 
ment, and he wili doubtless answer the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. WEST. 
Senator from Michigan, and I should like him 
to repeat his question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I stated that the pay 
now for monthly service is $150,000 a year. 
This amendment proposes to double the ger- 
vice, that is to give a semi-monthly line instead 
of a monthly, and to treble the pay. In other 
words, it would be $300,000 if they doubled 
the pay and doubled the service, but they 
double the service and treble the pay. They 
raise the pay from $150,000 to $450,000 and 
ouly double the service. 

Mr. WEST. The particular answer to the 
Senator from Michigan, and it is one that if he 


[ did not distinctly hear the | 


that is to say, at present $150,000 





_ 4, 


will recall itto his recollection, his experience 
here will remind himself of, is that the origina} 
contract for the service was a joint contrac; 
made as between the Government of Braz)| 
and the Government of the United States: 
that is to say, under the act of May 28, 1864, 
establishing this service, it was Stipulated and 
agree -d that it should be jointly born e by the 
two Governments, but that in no event should 
the charge upon the Governmeat of the Uni- 
ted States exceed $150,000. The Government 
of Brazil, as lam informed, has contributed 
to this line a subsidy of $100,000 per annum, 
making the total compensation to the company 
$250,000. ‘The agreement as between the 
Government of Brazil and this company ex- 
pires in a very few years, within three years, 
as I um informed, and there has been such 
objection made by other companies who are 
not put on the same footing as the American 
company has been as to make it out of the 
question for Brazil to advance a similar com- 
pensation or proceed in the same ratio in the 
future service. Now, had the Senator who 
sits adjacent to the honorable chairman of the 
Committee on Post Othices and Post Roads 
called upon him for the very exhaustive and 
able report that committee has made within a 
few days, setting forth all the facts in connee 
tion with this service, it would hardly have 
been necessary for him to ask the question, 
That report goes on to show that at the present 
time we have a very imperfect service in con- 
nection with the Brazilian ports ; that the trips 
are necessarily so long that it is out of the 
question to derive the full advantage from 
them that would be derived if they were more 
continuous or more repeated. 

However, I will not enter upon that matter. 
I will refer the Senator to the report, but I 
have answered his question, that the semi- 


' monthly service which is now proposed must 
| of necessity be entirely borne by the Govern- 


| made by Mr. Ramsey, 


ment of the United States on account of the 
conflict of the provision with the usages ac- 
corded to other nations by the Brazilian Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to inquire 
of the Senator if that report is a lengthy one. 

Mr. WEST. No, sir. Some of it might be 
omitted, but if it should be read, and if the 
Senate would give attention to the reading, it 
would save a great deal of debate. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to hear the 
report read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report 
from the committee, on 
the 26th of April: 


The Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 
to whom were referred the memorial and supple- 


|} mentary memorial of the United States and Bra- 


zil Mail Steamship Company respectfully report: 

That mail steamship service to Brazil was ines: 
rated under act of Congress approved May 28, 1864. 
Brazil had agreed to bear part of the aaa thus 
preferring the United States to all other nations. 
‘The Postmaster General attests the fidelity of ser- 
vice under the contract, but he states that the route 


| is too long for monthly service; that under the best 


possible schedule of running the outgoing steamer 
must leave New York two days after the arrival of 
the incoming steamer. As neither letters, nor re- 
mittanees, nor shipments under commercial orders 
can be prepared in this limited time, and as they 
cannot await thirty-two days for the next departure 
from New York, they necessarily fall into British 
steamers. Our people, deprived of the reciprocal 
opportunities for exchange of commodities, Jose the 
imain benefits contemplated when this service was 
begun. The Postmaster General urges double ser- 
vice as a practical necessity. ‘Lhe contractors offer 
to bind themselves to perform this for a moderate 
mail pay. They state that they have paid $4,000,000 
in gold forduty on coffee imported by theirsteamers, 
besides increasing the trade largely in divers ways. 
They offer proof that owing to disjointed service 
they have, inseven years, (although they have paid 
nothing for insurance,) not earned, altogether, five 
per cent.; in other words, have bs arely managed to 
keep out of debt. They are ale lent that double 
service will secure a large exporttrade. If they are 
refused this, they ask to be released from their con- 
tract. They are known to be able and economical 
managers. The route is therefore presented practi- 


cally, on both sides, as one capable of yielding great 
public benefits with adequate service. The alter- 
native seems to be semi-monthly steamship service 
or no steamship service whatever. 

Petitions have been received by the committee 
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from some of the most important commercial and 
moneyed interests in the land asking for extension 
of thisservice. As a postal route, the Postmaster 
General states that it is very Jinperfect at present, 
und a majority of the letters’ go via Kagland. In 
the fiscal year 1859-70 we ex thanged wiih Brazil by 
American steamers 166,000 letters, yiclding over 
twenty thousand dollars. With British opportuni 
ses constantly increasing, and with no inerease ot 
our own, these receipts must be diminished; but it 
js claimed that to double the American service will 
immediately treble this amount. . J ie 

Ina national and commercial point of view the 
entire people of the United States feel the deepest 
interest in the Brazil trade. Weare dependent on 
Brazil foralmosta necessary of life, importing thence 
annually two hundred and fifty million pounds ot 
c iffee. V 






Ve are the largest single consumer of her 
produce. Weshould pay for this, if not with manu- 
fucturers, With our produce and provisions. The 
route is in American waters. In last fiscal year we 
exported to Brazil the value of $5,945,307, We im- 
ported thence $30,560,468, The imports and exports 
of Great Britain in the same trade balance each 
other. Lhey now seek to do more—to cut off our 
exports by triangular voyages, going direct to 
Brazil from Great Britain and returning via New 
York. By perfect transportation they defeat the 
jaws of nature. We consume twice as much coffee 
as England, but she exports to Brazil between six 
and seven time as much value as we do. France is 
not far behind her in exports. Brazil and contigu- 
ous markets purchase $150,000,000 of imported arti- 
cles: but they buy naturally from those who can 
furnish them ata stated early time. There is nota 
nation of Europe indifferent to this trade. Few 
nations are untaxed by their efforts to secure it. 
Nature offers a large portion of it to the United 
States, but the efforts of other nations exact from 
us the highest class of transportation. France alone 
paysover five hundred thousand dollars currency per 
annuum (2,306,172 franes) for mail service, (monthly, 
we believe.) 

We find much of interest on this point in the dis- 
patches of Mr. Blow, United States minister to 
Brazil. (Senate Document 92, Forty-First Congress, 
second session.) ** While we have been paying gold 


almost entirely for our coffeeto Brazil, othernations | 


more remote buy almost entirely with their manu- 
fuctured goods and produce,” simply because their 
early efforts “‘were directed to establishing close 
and rapid communication by every means in their 
power.’ Again, he says, our produce and manufac- 
tures ‘are now needed at remunerative prices, but 
are kept back for the want of regular and fair trans- 
portation.” “‘A people paying $60,000,000 per annum 
tor an article so essential as coffee have a right to 
demand the most enlightened legislation in regard 
toit.” “Almost every day some splendid steamer 
arrives with every article needed by the people of 
Brazil from England and continental European 
ports. 
dozen three-thousand ton steamers would soon be 
fully employed.’”’ The greatest need of the masses 
of Brazilis bread, and as they become accustomed 
to flour and cornthe consumption of their mandioca 
will decline. 

“The production of coffee can be increased in 
quantity more readily than of sugar and cotton. 

“The fact stares us in the face that the consump- 


“We have a steamer once a month, whilea | 


tion of coffee, even at the high price it has com- || 
manded and at the high duty it has paid, has in- | 


creased so rapidly in the United States (Mr. Blow 
dates doubtless from 1865] as to threaten us with a 


rate where it will cease to be within the reach of the | 


masses of our people, who regard it as a necessity.” 


In confirmation of this, it is certain that in 1870 the || 


consumption of coffee exceeded the importation. 
The production of coffee, estimated by Mr. Blow 

to be five hundred million pounds in 1870, was fifteen 

million three hundred and twelve thousand pounds 


in 1820, having been multiplied thirty-three times | 


in fifty years. 

Four millions of emancipated negroes are being 
added gradually to our coffee consumers, and our 
need of coffee is notlikely to diminish. “Any policy 


which will cheapen coffee will benefit our people at }| 


large. 
Each cent per pound saved in price rep- 


They consume annually over seven pounds 
. per cemita, | 


resents near three million dollars saved to them. | 


Increased scope of business will be followed by 
greater interchanges of products, and, of course, by 
lower freights and increased importations. 
way the price will be reduced. The importations 
of coffee for some years after the establishment of 
the Brazil line of steamers averaged annually one 
hundred million pounds, more than for some years 
previous, In 1865 two hundred and thirty-eight 
vessels from Brazil entered our ports. In fiscal year 
1870-71 the entries were five hundred and five, so 
that through limited imperfect intercourse the ton- 
nage has more than doubled in five years. The last 
fiscal year shows seventy vessels more than 1869-70. 
But there is another side of the picture. With in- 
ferior transportation we cannot command remit- 
tances—sailing vessels available to fetch and carry 
can no longer command commerce. Certainty and 
speed are needed. There was cleared for Brazil in 
1869-70 the number of two hundred and ninety-seven 
vessels; in 1870-71 the number was two hundred and 
eighty-eight. A decrease of nine in clearances, an in- 
crease of seventy in entries, present significant facts. 
In 1859 our clipper ships weresuprewe on the ocean, 
in this trade, at least. Brazil then afforded a mar- 
ket for five hundred thousand barrels of flour. In 
fiscal year 1870-71 our shipments were considerably 


In this | 


ess; we believe in calendar year 1871 they were less | 


by one fourth. 
be following table presents other articles of ex- 
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port, contrasting the United States with foreign | 


nations: 
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Value of eight articles above, (omitting hardware.) 
in one year, we have furnished her at all 
ports..... $244,408 





The world furnished her— 


II ON i in AS ad scala ula dinape 


wee 18,158,550 
At Bahia alone. as 


5,390, 255 











Our total contribution of the articles named 
amounts to a little more than one dollar in $100 of 
her imports at two ports only. 

[t is stated that nearly one hundred thousand tons 
of British steamers ply between English and South 
American ports; certainly the mere increase of 
British exports to Brazil, between 1867 and 1809, 
was over seven million dollars, a sum largely ex- 
ceeding our entire exports. ‘here is another im- 
portant feature in this trade. Our Government 
allows an abatement of duty on coffee damaged on 
arrival. Therearereturns at the Treasury from the 
principal ports as follows, forthe year 1871, calendar 
duty at three cents per pound; with former duty of 
five cents per pound, the same percentage of damage 
would represent two thirds more money: 
Allowances, in gold, for damages on coliee imported 

by sailing vessels: 


Ad New: Zeke cicsicicicess Gavaastubioa dt iptee tics @uaaains $64,094 82 || 


AS PIRI ATI ORG: ¢cnssaevidsscsnss: 
At New Orleans..... 
At Mobile.. easdesabad 6,048 96 
ON, i5ises Geckinsdiuns 2,996 69 


At Philadelphia.............. a See ee a 


46,529 44 
40,092 06 








rc eaep abate enacts 360 OO 

At San Francisco........ puke cpieeaieoiecs cee iewedcone 3,950 34 

Pe NO EN oo) oc hu osspuvasan dunno debeetesads 269,00 
a a ta $166,637 96 | 





Or, at fifteen per cent., in currency, over one hun- 
dred and ninety-one thousand dollars. 

The allowances for damages by steamer, same 
period, were: at New York, gold, $2,416; Baltimore, 
none; New Orleans, none; San Francisco, $214. 

The damage by steamer is insignificant, but it is 
difficult to state the relative percentage. Itis prob- 
ably onetenth as great as that by sailing vessels. We 
have thus virtually paid from two hundred thousand 
to three hundred and fifty thousand dollars, ac- 
cording to rate of duty, for maintaining sailing 
vessels, two thirds of them foreign, driven from the 
European trade by superior transportation. With 
first-class steamers fetching coffee, this would be 
saved. We have had the refuse trade and paid this 
sum. If wisely applied, it would have built up our 
commerce with Brazil permanently through steam- 
ships. 

In every point of view, perfect steamship service 
with Brazil is important, but it cannot be had with- 
out the patronage of the Government. Foreign 
nations can obtain equal speed and capacity with 
two thirds of the capital employed and two thirds 
of the running expenses; still they grant large mail 
pay in addition, satisfied that it is returned mani- 
fold into their treasuries. 

Our Government has paid the Brazil line, for mail 
pay, a little over one dollar per mile—$150,000 for 
one hundred and forty-three thousand miles of ser- 
vice. They have received even less than this from 
Brazil. This is much less than we have granted to 
other important lines, and experience shows that it 
is not enough. Brazil is not likely to grant any 
more than she pays now. With creditable energy 
the Brazil company propose double service for in 
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creased pay, instead of asking higher pay for service 
necessarily disjointed. They have alse adopted our 
view to include two steamers of twenty-five hun- 
dred tons each, in the tonnag: 
provide ample capacity. 
Your committee are of opinion that the extension 
is a practical new ty to retain our 
esent commerce with Brazil and to assert natural 
claims for extended commerce and pay tor vecessary 
Imports With our own produce abu tmanutactures 
hey do not ask for unreasonable mail pay, and we 
recommend the passage of the accompanying bill, 
which grants the least compensation that will main- 
tain proper service on a footing of justice to all. 


employed, 80 ns to 


f this services 
. 


( 
pp 


Before the reading of the report was con- 
cluded, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam not particular to 
hear that report. J thought it was a report 
from the Post Othce Committee. 

Mr. NYK. It is. 

Mr. CHANDLEIER. [beg your pardon. That 
istaken from the Commercial Relations. ‘Those 
things are very familiar. I have been listen 
ing for something from the Post Othee Com- 
mittee. | wish the Post Office report ; that is 
on commerce. | want to hear from the Post 
Otfice Committee. [ Laughter. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will state that the Secretary is reading from a 
report of the Committee on Post Othices and 
Post Roads, submitted by the Senator from 
Minnesota, (Mr. Ramsey, | its chairman. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Everything there is 
familiar to me,and hence it is not worth while 
to read any more from that report. I should 
have been glad to hear something about the 
Post Office relations in connection with Brazil. 
| was perfectly aware that our imports from 
Brazil were thirty millions and our exports 
about four millions, and | never heard of any 
nation being very desirous of increasing that 
kind of traffic where it pays out six or seven 
dollars in com for every dollar’s worth of mer- 
chandise it sends out. 1 was likewise perlectly 
aware that this line brought. into the lreasury 
some four million dollars duty on coffee ; 
but it did not make a difference of one six 
pence to the ‘lyeasury whether the coffee came 
in sailing ships or in these steamships. I was 
likewise aware that this same steamship com 
pany applied for a bounty of twenty dollars a 
ton on all the coffee brought by the line. | 
told them that I did not know that it made any 
difference to the consumers of coffee in the 
United States whether that coffee came by 
their steamship line or by sailing ships from 
Brazil. 

Mr. President, 1 am utterly opposed to this 
scheme; and unless the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads have something to say 
about Post Office business, | will thank them 
not to lecture the Committee on 
about our commercial relations. 

Mr. NYE. Perhaps some of the rest of us 
are not quite so fortunate as our distinguished 
friend from Michigan. ‘Those that are not J] 
think would like to hear this report read 
through. If the Committee on Commerce 
knew about this before they have not told us 
of it. Weare glad to get it second-handed. 

Mr. COLE. If the chairman of the Com 
mittee on Commerce will substitute some re 
port relating to the commerce of the country 
for this | should like to hear it. I presume 
he has put forth in his official capacity «#s 
chairman of that committee some report in 
favor of encouraging the commerce of the 
country. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly I have. I 
presented a bill from the Committee on Com 
merce something more than a year ago that 
would have given us five lines of steamships, 
and six ships to the line, and three-thousand 
ton ships. We should have had thirty steam 
ships of three thousand tons each on the ocean 
to-day had you adopted the recommendations 
of that committee. 

Mr. RAMSEY. The committee never called 
up the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
out. 


Mr. COLE. 


Commerce 


Yes, but it was talked 


If the Senator has ever done 
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anything more than that for commerce I should 
like to know on what occasion. 
Mr. NYE. l think we had better hear this 
report lt is very interesti 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


tary will « I nue the reading of 


hy. 

The Secre- 
the report. 
Vhe Chief Clerk continued and concluded 
the reading o report. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
amend the 

The PRESIDING OFFICE 


Rae ; 
of Michigan, in the chair. 


fF the 
Is a motion in order to 
amendment 7? 

OR, (Mr. Ferry, 
The 

proposed an amend- 
ment to their reported amendment, which is 


Committee 


on Appropriations have 


in the second degree. An amendment in the 
third devyree would not be admissible. 

Mr. CHANDLER Phen | hope the amend- 
ment aod the amendment to the amendment 
will both be voted down. The amendment 
to the amendment is De2V0,000 worse than the 
amendment, and the amendment is $100,000 
too much [ desire at the proper time to 
offer an amendment making the service double 

t it now} that is, voting $300,000 a 
year for semi-montl ly trips. That gives them 
$12,500 a trip; and where a steamer cannot 


run with $12,500 a trip bonus for the voyage, 
Ido not think it can be a very profitable traffic. 

With regard to the $4,000,000 paid into the 
Treasury by this line, it will be remembered 
that that was who ly on coffee. Wehave now 
repealed the duty on coffee entirely; and us 
paying for the coffee in coin, I do not 
think it 


we are 


worth while to pay a subsidy to a 


steamship line to bring that coffee when sail- 


ing vessels are waiting in great pumbers to 


transport if without bounty. 
Mr. RAMSK:Y. My honorable friend from 
Michigan is very auxious to know the postal 


revenues derived from our communication with 


Brazil, IT will give him the figures. The Post- 
inaster General states that ‘‘owing to the 
imperfection of the service’’ the infrequency 


of the set [ suppose he means—‘* the re- 


vice 
} 


sult is that a majority of the letters from the 
United States for Brazil are forwarded in the 
British mail via Southampton, reaching their 
destination by that circuitous route sooner than 
if detained a month for transmission by the 
next direct steamer from New York to Rio de 
The mail going out once a month 
& month 


Jane iro.’ 


and returning but once is too infre- 
quent to stimulate correspondence, and hence 
most of the letters pass by the English line. 
jn the year 1869-70 the letters exchanged with 
Brazilnumbered 166,000, and the postal receipts 
$20,315 29. In 1870-71, owing to the 
more frequent arrivals and departures of the 
British the number fell off to 


1S the were 


were 
mail service, 


and 


wey letters 
313.276 59. 
Mr. CHANDLER. 
paid Lo0,000 of 
S20,000 may 
ommiittee on 
Post Roads, but 
are nol very much in the habit of considering 
t of beneficial to the 
‘Treasury. to see at least the account 


postal receipts 
According to that we 
the 


} 
ve 


out 
in That 


ness with the C 


Treasury to get 
nt profitable busi- 
Post Offices and 
the Committee on Commerce 
that 80 


exchange as 


We like 
nearly b ilanced. 

Mr. RAMSEY. The Senator ought cer- 
tainly to know that $1,000 of postal revenue 
means more than $1,000,000 in the Treasury 
through thecustom-house. Through your cor- 
respondence you stimulate your trade. You 
do not waat to get all your revenue to carry 
on the Government out of the postal corre- 
spondence. Itis a means toanend; thatis all, 

Mr. CHANDLER. l the lecture, 
The Committee on Commerce wiil turn over 
tl 
when the Committee on Commerce exchanges 
and becomes a Committee on Post Ollices and 
Post Roads, | guaranty it will attend to post 
otices and post roads, and when any commer 
cial matter comes before the committee it will 
refer it to the proper committee. 

Mr. SAWYER. It seems to be the under- 


stood policy of the Government that the sub- 


uCCe] t 


1eir business to the Senator's committee, and 


_sidy to the line of steamships between the 


| 
United States and Brazil shall be maintained. 
We already have a contract for twelve trips a 
year, at $12,500 a trip. The proposition is to 
increase it to Lwenty-lour trips a year, Increas- 
ing the compensation or subsidy $800,000, 
making a total of $450,000 as the annual sub- 
sidy. 

Now, I attention 
that if it is worth while 
of communication with Bereazil at all, it 
worth while to it effectual. Itis evi- 
dent that at present, with a length of voyage 
which it requires twenty-six to twenty-eight 
days to perform, a very large amount of the 
advantages of the line are lost to American 
trade. But three or four days at the outside | 
are left at each end of the line for answering 
letters and for filling orders, and the result is 


to the circumstance 
to maintain 


< 
Cail 
this line 
is 


make 


| that a large portion of the replies to corre- 


spondents and of the responses to orders for 
merchandise, &c., are conveyed through for- 
eign lines of steamers. 

But [ will pass by that point, which is ob- 
vious to any one who will consider it, to the 
amount of the subsidy. The subsidy which 
we give to the Pacific mail steamship line is 
about three dollars per mile. If we give the 
$450,000 which it is proposed by the amend 
ment of the committee to give to this line, it 
will be less than $1 80 a mile, and I think 
not much over $1 70 a mile. 

Mr. WEST. One dollar and sixty-six cents. 

Mr. SAWYER. Now there are a great | 
many steam lines running from Kuropean 
ports to the Brazilian ports. They are gradu- 
ally taking more and more of the commerce 
of the world with Brazil and taking it away | 
from the United States. Our commerce is in 
a fair way of being taken out of our hands, 
so far as it exists between Brazil and the Uni- 
ted States. Now, [ say if this line is worth 
maintaining at all, let us maintain it so that it 
can exist and do us some good. As it at pres- 
ent exists with the present subsidy, it is neither | 
profitable to the persons who carry on the com- 
meree, to those who own the lines of steam- 
ships, nor is it of any special advantage to the | 
United States. 

The reasons for its not being advantageous 
to the United States are, as is believed by the 
Committee on Appropriations, and as is be- 
lieved by the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads, in the fact that it isa monthly 
service on along line. We are attempting to 
do something to revive American commerce. 


This is one of the steps which it has seemed | 
fit to two committees of the Senate to take | 
in order to aid American commerce. It | 


is but a drop in the bucket compared with 
what other nations do in subsidizing steam- 
ship lines to aid in their own commerce, and 
I trust that the opposition of the chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce to this subsidy 
will not prevail with the Senate until he gives 
better reasons for that opposition than that 
the postage derived from the line is not enough 
to pay the amount of subsidy. We do not, as | 
has been well said by the chairman of the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads, 
expect that this subsidy will be repaid into 
the Treasury of the United States by the 
amount of postages on letters which are car- | 
ried in these vessels; but we do expect to 
extend American commerce over the great | 
field of South America; we do expect to 
increase the exports from the United States, 
so that those which we send out from this 
country to Brazil shall be more than four per 
cent. of all that she receives from the world. 
Che fact is to day that we send her some- 
thing less than four per cent. of her imports ; 
and this, considering the position of the United 
States with regard to Brazil, considering her 
capacity to receive the products of the United 
States, is simply disgraceful, iit is in our power 
to increase the amount which we send to her. 
We believe that it is in our power to increase 
largely the amount of the importations of the | 
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products of the United States by Brazil. We be- 
lieve that instead of paying fora large portion of 
the merchandise which we receive from her in 
the precious metals we may pay for thei in 
our manufctured products. We believe this 


subsidy which is proposed by the Commitree 


| on Appropriations in this Post Office appro 


priation bill is one of the steps to that 


| that we may have at least one line of s'e:1y 


ships which will be maintained with sufli: je 
frequency to serve the proper ends of a postal 
line between the United States and Brazil. 
Mr. NYE. My friend from Michigan often 
tempts me to think it is strange that a mau 
from the mountains should take any interes: 
in commerce. The locality of the State which 
| have the honor in part to represent is moun: 
ainous, and yet it forms a part of this great 
nation. It is neither too high nor too low to 
feel a warm sympathy with every interest that 
beneficial to this country. Therefore, { 
shall be excused, notwithstanding my unfor- 
tunate locality, if | occupy the attention of te 
Senate for a few minutes on this question, 
Two or three things are perfectly visible. 
One is that the commerce we used to possess 
has gone away. Now, sir, [ am not going to 


is 


‘| bey are 
multifarious, and as many different things in 
in regard to the causes exist as there are dif- 
ferent individuals to talk about them; but the 
fact stands out, nevertheless, that our com- 
merce is dwarted and dwarfing. As an Amer- 
ican citizen, and as one of the representatives 


_ of the people and the interests of this nation, 


[ feel it my duty on all occasions to put forth 
every laudable exertion to reinstate it, for | 
know, and the Senate knows, that a great na- 
tion is impossible without a great commerce, 


| and that owing to the peculiar situation of our 


own country, geographically, a great commerce 
is ours if our Opportunities are properly hus- 


|| banded. 


My friend complains that this report did not 
come from the Committee on Commerce. Mr. 
President, this nation has begged on its knees 
for eight years to my certain knowledge that 
Congress should stretch forth its hand to resur- 
rect, if possible, the commerce of our coun- 
try. They have been answered by nothing 
till the country, with the highest respect and 
regard for that commerce, have looked in vain 
for any relief from that source; and it is from 
other committees, especially from the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads, so 
nearly connected with our commerce as to be 
inseparable, that relief has been proposed. 
The Post Office Committee have charge of the 
veinous circulation that pervades inierually 
as well as externally the whole country—the 
mails; and the Committee on Commerce com- 
plain that they supply these little rivulets that 
flow naturally to their committee. All this 


| is very well; but where is the relief to com- 


merce? 

I do not share in the apprehension of the 
honorable Senator from Indiana [Mr. Mor- 
TON] when he told us yesterday that subsidies 
would not do at this time. Sir, for more than 
eight years I have stood here and I have been 
told that story every time there was an effort 
put forth to aid commerce: *‘ It will not do 
now.’’ Sir, when will it do? Is it better 
to resurrect the dead than to try to save 
the living? Sir, it will do, and this nation 
demands more loudly now than anything else 
that the power of Congress shall be exercised 
in an honest effort to rebuild the commerce 
of our country. Ido not share in the appre- 
hension of the honorable Senator from Iadi- 
ana that the people will frown upon it. Sir, 
the people will sustain everything in this coun- 
try that tends to ennoble us and to make us 
grander and more important in the eyes of the 
world. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ator’s time has expired. ’ 

Mr. NYE. I would like about two minutes 
more. 


The Sen- 








The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection, and the Senator will 
proceed. ’ ; . 

Mr. NYE. Sir, the people will approve of 
any honest effort that is made by Congress to 
rebuild our wasted commerce. ‘They have 
looked here until their eyes have got tired of 
Jooking for aid, because every proposition 
that has been made for an honest effort has 
been either hooted down or laughed at. For 
one I am sick of this. I am for making 
efforts; I would reach our arms out from 
Brazil to the Pacific coast by the way of New 
York. I would endow these lines with mil- 
lions, if it were necessary, to try the experi- 
ment, and see whether we have got to yield 
the point for ever that we are again never to 
be a commercial nation. Are we to wait for 
the Committee on Commerce longer? My 
honorable friend from Michigan teils us that 
four or five years ago he introduced a bill 
here from the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Last year. 

Mr. NYE. Last year; and if it had been 
put upon its passage he has a vision in which 


he sees thirty ships floating now, six lines and | 


five shipsto each! Mr. President, a beautiful 
vision, that! It was conceived and born, I 
suppose, by him; but where are the ships? 
Where is the first one that has been built? It 
sleeps the sleep that knows no waking. My 
honorable friend says it is not his fault. He 


will bear me witness that he has not moved it | 


this year, and five long months have we been 
here and a withering commerce has been at 
his door and his ear every hour. 

Sir, this talk never will build a ship. It is 
not talk that builds vessels; it is inducements 
held out to men of enterprise to strike off on 
the sea and try it, and, sir, that Government 
is not true to itself which does not aid them. 
itis not true to its own interests commercially, 
it is not true to its own interests financially, 
if it refuses to do it. I differ iz toto with the 
policy of the timid iu this respect. I say that 
our commerce is the very pulsation of our 
national heart. Let us keep the pulsation 
strong; letthe blood flow to the extreme points 
where ships go, and by Government aid if it 
is necessary, until they are so strongly estab- 
lished that the capital of other nations shall 
not undermine them by heavier help than we 
give our own. 

The honorable Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
STEVENSON] yesterday read us a homily about 
the Collins line. Why, sir, what were the 
facts about that? Steam navigation was then 


in its infaney, and a wasteful extravagance || 


pervaded the whole management of that con- 
cern. One ship, the Adriatic, as she lay at 
the wharf, cost more than a million dollars. 
I recollect very well the history of the Collins 
line, and our country let go just when it should 
have heid on; another appropriation would 
have established that line so that to day our 
full quota of ships would be seen flying our 


own flag from the masts at our great national 
metropolis. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ator’s time has expired. 
Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, when it is 


The Sen- 


proposed to grant a subsidy for the purpose | 
of opening up a new commerce, establishing | 


a commerce where there is none, that is one 
question. But where itis proposed to grant a 
subsidy to a steamship line between countries 
where there is already an enormous commerce, 
and that commerce rapidly increasing from 
causes which we all understand, that is another 
question. Now, this report shows that in 1865 
two hundred and thirty-eight vessels from 
Brazil entered our ports; and in the fiscal year 
1870-71 the entries were five hundred and five ; 
so that the tonnage has more than doubled in 
five years. Here is an enormous commerce 
already existing. Here is a steamship line 
SIX years old, and yet we are told it cannot in- 
Crease its service from monthly to semi-monthly 
trips without an enhanced subsidy. If that is 
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sO, it is because of reasons that show we can- 
not build up our commerce or sustain it by 
mere subsidies. 

If it is proper to grant a subsidy to a steam- 
ship line between here and Brazil where there 
is now an increase to six hundred ships a year 
each way, as we are told, for the same reason 
we should subsidize lines between New York 
and Liverpool where there is already an enorm- 
ous commerce. No, Mr. President, you can- 
not revive your commerce by means of subsidy 
in a case like this. So faras the pretense that 
it is for increased mail service is concerned, 
that is not a good one. There is a monthly 
service by this line, but I am informed there 
are mails sent out from week to week by other 
lines and by other ships. There is weekly mail 
service; it may be semi-weekly or tri-weekly 
for alll know. There is only monthly service, 
however, by this line. 

Now, let it be understood that this is a case 
where it is proposed to increase the subsidy 
between two countries where there is already 
an enormous commerce, and if this steamship 
line, with the enormous carrying trade between 
Brazil and the United States, cannot sustain 
itself without a subsidy, we cannot afford to 
sustain it by a subsidy. There is the same 
reason for a subsidy to sustain lines between 
this country and every other where there is 
already an enormous commerce. 

The subsidy for the line between California 
and China and Japan was first put upon the 


| ground that we should build up a commerce 


where none existed. Here there is an exist- 
ing commerce, an enormous commerce, bound 
largely to increase, because this report says 


| that we have added four millions to the coffee 


consumers in the United States by the abolition 
of slavery. We know the increase of coffee 
importation is large from year to year—very 
large last year; very large the year before— 
and yet with all this enormous existing trade 
we are told that this line cannot be sustained 
semi-monthly without an increase of subsidy, 
more than doubling the subsidy. 

Mr. President, it is wrong in principle, it 
cannot be justified upon any ground, and I 
am opposed to it. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I think 
there is a good deal of difference between a 
subsidy to a line between New York and Bra- 
zil, and one to a line from New York to Liv- 
erpool. [ am not prepared to say that I would 
not vote for a subsidy between New York and 
Great Britain, but I am certain there is a wide 
difference in the two cases. Brazil is a great 
consumer of manufactured articles. She has 
not advanced in the production of those arti- 


| cles as Europe has; and there is a chance, if 


we have trade with her, to supply her with 
manufactured articles. We are more advanced 
in manufactures than Brazil. With Brazil 
there can be an interchange of products, be- 
cause she has the raw materials, and has to buy 
our manufactured articles. 

It is very plain that our manufacturers 


/ not stand on an equal footing with Kuropean 


manufacturers if the latter have speedy steam 
communication, because the sailing is too 
long to give orders for anything they want in 
the line of agricultural implements or things 
of that kind, and they must get them from 
Europe if they have got to have sailing vessels 
to bring them from the United States. There is 
« chance here, then, to build up a trade, and 
an important trade, it seems to me, and we 
should be very much benefited by that com- 
merce. There are reasons why we should cul- 
tivate that trade which do not exist in regard 
to trade with countries in Europe. 

It is admitted on all hands that our com- 
merce must be revived, that it is important, 
that it increases the national wealth, and no 


| other plan is devised but granting subsidies. 


It seems to me that inasmuch as we have no 
other plan we might try this experiment to a 
limited extent. Suppose we should try the 


experiment to the extent that Great Britain |! 


turbing the tariff laws. 
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has done of five millions a year properly dis- 
tributed; it would certainly put a very large 
number cf steamers on the ocean. It would 
certainly set to work a very large number of 
mechanics at home. It would certainly give 
us some ship-yards. It would certainly give 
us ship yards that would form a nucleus for 
building a navy when we want it. The total 
amount asked for all the companies, all the 
subsidies asked for, does not reach half the 
sum that Great Britain is now giving with all 
her other advantages of cheap labor and low 
tariffs. 

Now, let us do something in this line to place 
our enterprising people upon a level with Great 
Britain. Let us, if we can, do something to 
place them where they stood before the war, 
before Great Britain commenced this extensive 
system of subsidies. Then there was about 
the same difference between labor in the two 
countries as there is now; and there was a 
great difference on account of the relative 
tariffs of the two countries; but still we could 
compete with her. Now, however, our people 
are called on to compete with Great Britain 
in this matter of subsidies. Great Britain 
gives her lines of steamships an advantage 
that we have not got and never have had. 
That advantage we can remove without dis- 
We can remove it by 
resorting to the same means she does, and to 
put on this increased line between this country 
and Brazil it seems to me would be very im- 
portant. It would give our mechanics a chance 
to compete with those of Europe in the markets 
of Brazil, where they need manufactured arti- 
cles, where they need the results of our invent- 
ive genius. It would give our people a chance, 
and for want of that chance we hear constant 
complaints. A semi-monthly line of steamers 
would be a very considerable aid to them in 
this regard, cultivating the trade of a people 
that are numerous, growing, and a country on 
the American continent I think it would have 
a tendency to develop that trade, and I think 
it important at all events to try it, as long as 
there is a universal cry in this country for the 
revival of commerce, and no other plan is 
presented by anybody except to subsidize these 
lines. ‘This plan is working iu England. I shall 
vote for reasonable subsides for all the lines. 
lam willing to try the experiment. There 
may be something else wiser and better, but 
until it comes the only thing that we can do 
to aid commerce is to vote for this proposi- 
tion. 

Mr. POMEROY. This precise proposition 
if it has not been amended I do not think I 
van vote for. If it were proposed to double 
the service or double the present subsidy, | 
think I would vote for that; but this is more. 
I will not vote for this as it now is; but if ist 
is put at $300,000, I will. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, 
I shall vote against all these subsidies; and 
I wish very briefly, within the five minutes 
allowed me, to state my reasons. 

| had a weakness for the Pacific mail sub- 
sidy yesterday, and | should have liked to vote 
for it; but when the only possible reason that 
[ could see which authorized us to vole the 
money out of the Treasury, which was to pro 
vide sailors for our Navy, was voted down, 


| and we were told it was discriminating against 


race and class and previous condition to have 
men as seamen that were citizens, and over 


| whom wehad some contro! in case there came 


a war, and thag those lines must be manned 
by Chinese, when one American or English 
man would be a match for half a dozen of 


| them, then I voted against it. 


There is another thing in that section to 
which I ask the attention of the Senate. 
As I understand that section as it has passed, 
it really takes away rights that this Govern- 
ment bad. Under the existing law we have 
a right, for the subsidy we pay for a montily 
service of the mail, in case they put on 


another line, to have a semi-monthly service ; 
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but if a new company takes this contract, 
we relieve this present company from its ob- 
ligation in case it puts on a new line to 
carry the mail on the semi-monthly line; 
and when it 1877 we have no 
right, no matter how many lines they put on, 
to have more than a monthly mail. I call 
the attention of those who are interested in 
that bill to that fact that they may investigate 
and see if my view of itis c rect. | 
But I am oppo ed to subsidies; they de- 
eiroy competition ; and the money of this 
Governinent is used against private enterprise. 
That is all that | wish to say. That is a 
great objection to it. The mail vessels are 
not fit for war purposes ; and notwithstand- 
ing the amendment of my colleague that they 


expires in 


shall be » constructed as to be useful for 
war service, you cannot make a mail ves- 
sel fit for war service, and the amendment 


which was introduced aud adopted imposes an 
impossible condition. If we need more mail 
service, we kuow that at the close of the war 
we had on hand steam propellers, sloops-of- 
war, vessels which were built very sharp, so 
as to have great speed in chasing privateers 
so sharp that they could not carry much coal ; 
but we can take their armament out of them 
and then we can coal them, and then we can 
use them, with our own naval officers and 
practicing our seamen in utilizing these ves- 
sels (which are deteriorating at. the wharves) 
for this extra mail service. 

But this is not the policy to raise up our 
commerce. In regard to the true policy to | 
Huild up our commerce there are, in my opin- | 
ion, two great ideas which are worthy of the 
reflection of the Senate. One is to give a | 
drawback on the tonnage of vessels—ihe ton 
nage would include the enhanced price of 
labor as well as of the material of which the 
vessel! is built—and to pass a law that goods 
used by our commerce might be taken from | 
under bond without duty. ‘hat is one plan. | 
Another plan which I really think has a great 
deal of merit is that suggested by a Repre- 
sentative from Massachusetts in the other 
llouse some time ago, a system of differential 
duties, making a rebate of ten or twenty per 
cent. if the goods imported are carried in our 
own vessels. 

By the aid of these two systems, draw- 
backs and differential duties, we should find 
that we should soon have ship-yards, which are 
very essential to our navy, and we should soon 
have seamen. These are my reasons. 

Mr. COLE. I do not know but that the 
plan of the Senator from New Jersey would | 
be the best; Lam not prepared to say that it 
would not, bat [ should like to ask him if he 
does not think it would be a much more costly 
way of encouraging commerce than the pres- 
ent, and, further, whether it could be carried 
out under our treaty stipulations with other 
nations ? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I do not think 
this system is encouraging commerce. I think 
that if you give one line the money of this 
Government to compete with another line, it 
gives them such an advantage that you destroy 
private competition, while the other plan, 
either a drawback or differential duties, leaves 
the whole matter open to everybody. 

Mr. COLE. 1 would suggest to my friend 
that no suppression of competition has ever | 
taken place. I have never beard of it. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Mr. President, I 
think there is one great mistake under which 
the Senate is laboring. The statement bas 
been repeatedly made that we have lost our 
commerce, and that we must do something to 
recover it. I beg leave to say that the com- 
merce of this country is not lost. It was never 
as great as itis to-day. What is commerce? 
Not the sailing of a ship; but traffic, trade, 
intercourse, which will transfer the products | 
of one country to another. Thatis commerce, 
aud that to-day amounts in exports and im- |, 
ports to nearly eleven hundred millions per 


| that business is increasing. 


annum. What is then the difficulty under 
which we are laboring? Why, the Senate and 
Congress are endeavoring to build up a carry- 
ing trade under the name of commerce. We 
have lost a percentage of the carrying trade, 
it is true, but the carrying trade, the mere 
transportation, orthe means of transportation, 
is not commerce. The Senator from Iowa 
{Mr. Hartan] yesterday stated that the do- 


mestic tonnage had very much diminished | 


from what is formerly was, and yet that it was 
increasing. 
were in his seat that tonnage is not an index 
of the amount of commerce. To-day we have 


I should say to that Senator if he | 


our steamers instead of our sailing vessels, | 


and on our coast one steamer is worth four |! 


sailing vessels, and on our rivers ten, so that | 


while the tonnage may be diminished, the com- 
merce, both internal and external, has in- 
creased, and has greatly increased, and will 
continue to increase. 


The efforts which are being made are efforts || 


to establish lines for the purpose of accommo- | 


dating a commerce which already exists. It 
is possible that their value may be overesti- 
mated. 
ing lines of transportation? It is to hasten 
and make cheaper the exchanges; and the 
object of the Senate appears to be to place the 
capitalist of America in such a position that 
he can use his money to establish lines of 
steamers between this and foreign countries. 
Is that important? It is desirable; just as 
desirable as it is that the American capitalist 
should put his capital in American bonds; 


What is the importance of establish- | 


just as desirable as it is that the American | 


capitalist should put his capital in American 
railroads; but who complains that you hold 
out inducements for foreigu capitalists to come 
here and invest their money in railroad bonds 
and in railroad stocks? 
No one that I know of. 
plaint of it. So I ask you to-day, if foreign- 
ers will come and establish steamship lines 
between other nations and this, and use their 
capital in that direction for the benefit of the 
American merchant and the American pro- 
ducer, who is injured? I do not know. 

It is said that we must maintain this com- 
merce at all hazards, and we must establish 


steam lines of communication between one | 


point of our nation and another where in my 
judgment there is no traffic. Why? Simply 
because Great Britain has subsidized every 
line from America, and therefore we must take 


an opportunity, seize it to-day, and establish || 


some line, no matter where, and no matter 
whether there is any business or not. I do 
not doubt that there is business between us 
and Brazil. Il know there is. I know that 
I know that it is 
important. I would not undervalue it, and I 
would much prefer that to that other line 
which men design to establish between our 
western coast and Australia, and I must say 
that | am somewhat astonished at the states- 
manship of some men who desire to give a 
subsidy from the Treasury of the United States 
to establish such a line as that; but if that sub- 
ject comes before the Senate, I may say some- 
thing in regard to it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Something has been 
said about England subsidizing her lines. 
Why, Mr. President, England absolutely would 
starve in six months but for her commerce. 
She does not produce her own food; she has 
cheap labor; she must seek tbe world for a 
market to keep her workshops in motion. But 


/ itis useless for us with our dear labor to at- 


tempt to compete with England in her man- 
ufactures at present. Wecannotdo it. Eng- 


land, with her surplus of labor, her shortness | 
| of food, her surplus of products, must seek 


markets wherever she can find them, or her 
people must starve. 
Now the proposition is to establish a system 


of subsidies; a system that will take nobody 


knows how much, and England is held up as 
the great example for us to follow. 


Who is injured by it? | 
I have heard no com- 
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Mr. SAWYER. Will the Senator allow me 


| to ask him a single question? 


Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask the Senator if he 
thinks we should have any disadvantage with 
Austria, for instance, in furnishing Brazil with 
flour? Now she goes to Austria for flour 


| in place of coming to the United States. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Iam notaware of that 
fact, and I very much doubt it. 

Mr. SAWYER. Itis a fact. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to see the 
statistics on that subject before I take that as 
a fixed fact. She may go to Austria for her 
fiour; but I doubt that very much. I know 
that we pay her in coin for at least four fifths 
of all we take from her. 

Mr. President, lam in favor of subsidizing 


lines where it will pay to grant a reasonable 


subsidy, and Ido not say that I would op- 
pose this if it were put at a reasonable sum ; 
but $450,000 is too much. This company 
has a contract with the Governmen: of the 
United States to transport the mails once 


/a month for $150,000 a year, and now the 











| be done in the world by subsidies. 


company proposes to treble the amount of pay, 
to get $450,000 instead of $150,000 for double 
service. I am opposed t6 that, and I hope 
the Senate will be opposed to it I hope the 
amendment of the committee and the amend- 
ment to the amendment will be voted down. 
My friend from Connecticut [Mr. Buckine- 
HAM] said precisely what I proposed to say 
when I got up sometime ago. A ship is not 
commerce. You may haveall the ships on earth 
lying at your docks and your flag flying from 
every peak, and you have no commerce unless 
those ships are loaded, unless they have cargo 
to and fro. Our commerce never in the world 
was so great as last year ; I have the statistics 
here before me. It is true that a portion of it, 
and too largea portion, has been done in foreign 
bottoms ; but that does not diminish the amount 
of our commerce, which has gone on steadily 


| increasing and is increasing to-day 


The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Nye] does 
not seem to appreciate that you can have any 
commerce unless you own the ships. It is 
desirable to own the ships, as my friend from 
Connecticut has said, very desirable, and I 
hope to see the day when we shall have our 
old supremacy in shipping; but it never will 
It is not 
the subsidized lines of Great Britain that pay 
the largest returns. The subsidized lines are 
compelled to make greater speed to perform 
their trips quicker, and they do not pay as 
large profits as some of the unsubsidized lines. 
You will never restore your flag to the ocean 
by subsidies. I care not how great you may 
make them; you may increase your subsidies 
to $10,000,000 a year, and you will not 
restore your flag. That is not the way to do 
it, and I am sorry to see a proposition seri- 
ously brought before this body to restore your 
commerce by paying money out of your Treas- 
ury. You never will do it in that way. 

Mr. WEST. Mr. President, the Senate is 
probably not in a temper to listen to any dis- 
cussion of the policy of subsidies, and in the 
limited time that is allotted to each one of us 
we certainly can do but little justice to such a 
subject; but there have been some matters in 
connection with this peculiar proposition that 
have been alluded to by Senatofs which it 
would be wrong to pass over without notice. 

The Senator from Michigan who has just 
spoken says that the rate of subsidy here pro- 
posed is too large. How does that corre- 
spond with the decision of the Senate yesterday 
giving three dollars per mile to a company 
upon the Pacific ocean, and haggling to-day 
at giving $1 66a mile to a company on the 
Atlantic? He says also that we pay nearly 
all of our return trade to Brazilin coin. Such, 


unfortunately, is the fact; but it was not the 
fact when the United States possessed the 
control of the Brazilian markets, for the com- 
mercial statistics show that prior to the war 
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we sent half a million barrels of flour to Rio 
and we do not now send one. 

The Senator from Indiana has dwelt upon 
the fact that the commerce with that country 
is increasing, and he quotes from the report 
in this case. If he had reada little further 
in this report, he would have found that 
although the import commerce between this 
country and Brazil is increasing, our export 
commerce with her is falling off; that is to 
say, she is sending her products to us and we 
are sending none of our products to her. 

Mr. MORTON. L[ask my friend how that 
evil can be remedied? If ships come here 
loaded and have to go back in ballast, that 
would prove that they could take our products 
there very cheaply ; and if they are not taken 
there, it is because they are not wanted. 


Mr. WEST. 


Let me answer the Senator by | 


saving that our steamships do not go back in | 


ballast. ‘They go back loaded with every dol- 
lar’s worth of freight that they can carry ; but 
it because the English 


is 


communication | 


enables that cargo to be supplied by sailing | 
vessels more readily than ours that our sailing | 


ships lose that trade. ‘That is the reason of it. 
‘he facts are instantly proved here by refer- 
ence to the figures in this report. 
to Brazil $5,945.307 of merchandise; we im- 
port from there $30,560,468, a balance of over 
twenty-four millions againstus. Now, give us 
this increased facility of communication and 
you will immediately restore our commerce to 
its former control of the wants of that country. 

(he Senator from New Jersey has made a 
casual allusion (and | am very glad that he 


We export | 


did it) to the fact that we cannot make a sbip || 


of war out of a mail-carrier. Llas it occurred 
to him that there is such a thing as a naval 
militia, a class of vessels that you might de- 


scribe as having legs long enough to run away | 


from everything of superior force, and power 
enough to match everything else? 


during the rebellion? Because the rebels 
filled the ocean with their fleet privateers, 
their Alabamas and their Floridas, that the 
moment they came in contact with our yessels 
of war met their deserved fate. Now, here is 


Why was | 
it that the damage to our commerce occurred | 


a proposition to put afloat in connection with | 


the China line, in connection with the Brazil 
line, in connection with a line in the Gulf of 
Mexico, from fifteen to twenty cruisers that 
can in a very short time be adapted to the 
uses of offensive, if not defensive warfare. 
Ai very short notice we can embark upon the 


seas Our privateers, as it were, thatcan ravage | 


the commerce of any nation with which we 
may come in contact, as ours was unfortunately 
ravaged by the rebel cruisers. 

I think, Mr. President, that when Congress 
and when the people of the United States 


reflect that nations which build ships, that | 


nations which supply the capital with which to 
build ships, that nations which man ships and 
provide their fuel, find it their policy to main- 
tain their commerce by giving $6,000,000 of 
subsidy, it is the true policy at least in one 
direction toward reviving the commerce of our 
country. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. I should like the advo- 

cates of subsidies to answer one question. If 
we in the United States cannot manufacture 
goods as cheap as they can in England and 
elsewhere, and if the English can sell to Brazil 
and other countries cheaper than we can, what 
good will subsidizing of the line do? Suppose 
you subsidize the line, we still cannot sell as 
cheap as England. 
_ Me. WEST. 1 will answer the Senator. It 
is because we do something else besides manu- 
facture, because in the vast fields of western 
industry we raise agricultural products that 
we want to supply to these people, and let the 
manufacturers of England compete with us if 
they choose. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Mr. President, 

esire to submit a few general observations 
on the subject, and by way of text for what 


| 
|| I would say and as furnishing a contrast, I 
| 


ask that what 

announcing my 

proper time. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


{ send to the Chair be read, 
intention to offer it at the 


That upon all imported lumber, timber, hemp, 
manila, composition metal, and upon iron rods, 
bars, and bolts, and other articles entering into the 
construction of vessels, which may be used and 
wrought up in the construction of steam or sail ves- 
sels built in the United States, whether iron,wooden, 
or composite vessels, to be used in trade between 
the United States and foreign countries exclusively, 
whether for the hull, rigging, equipment, or ma- 
chinery of such vessels, including such portions as 
may be prepared in sections, thereshall be allowed 
and paid by the Secretary of the Treasury, under 
such regulations as he may prescribe, a drawback 
equal to the duties which may have been paid on 
such material: Provided, That where American ma- 
terial is used in the construction of such ] 


there shall be allowed and paid as aforesaid an 
amount equivalent to the duties imposed on similar 
material and articles of foreign manufacture when 
imported. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Mr. President, 
the general subject on which the Senate has 
been engaged for the last two or three days is 
so intensely interesting to my State that | 
should feel myself remiss in my duty to its in- 
terests if | were not to say a word or so before 
the subject shall pass from the Senate. 

It is anomalous and | think unfortunate that 
so large a question as the subject of commerce 
in its extended meaning should be made the 
subject of consideration upon a postal service 
bill. It leads to infinite difficulties in every 
way, and to great misapprehension as to what 
we mean. 

In listening to this debate I have heard one 
general statement, that the commerce of the 
country is depressed. Now, Mr. President, 
nothing is more untrue than that in one sense. 
Commerce, in the general acceptation of the 
term as meaning trade, is notdepressed. The 
honorable Senator from Connecticut has told 
you that it is in amount over a billion dol- 
lars, and perhaps bas reached an amount never 


| reached before in the history of the country. 


If we are striving at that, we have attained it. 
That is not the embarrassment at all. So to 
talk of commerce in that sense is a thorough 
misappretension, thoroughly to mislead, thor- 
oughly to misconceive the whole thing we are 
driviog at. We cannot afford to subsidize 
lines of steamships in an interest which is 
superabounding now, unless it is peculiar in 
its character. 

Now, take the case of the Asiatic steamship 
line. That may bean exception to the general 
tone of the remark | am making. That enters 
a new field, | agree. ‘There we are attempt- 
ing to open a new trade with a new people, 
opening a trade with the Kast which has been 
sought by all civilized nations for centuries. 
That may be equally true also, and I have 
been very much inclined to think it was true, 
(shaken only, I confess, by the remarks of the 


| honorable Senator from Connecticut to some 


| extent, ) 


of the line to Australia. We are 
seeking a new field there, and with this inter- 
est added, that one of our own citizens, and 
one of the most distinguished of our citizens 
in the ship-building line, has been the pioneer, 
and has put his fortune into it; and for that 
reason I was disposed to look kindly upon 
that. 

But, Mr. President, both of those, and all of 


| them together, with this one we are now talk- 


| to increase your trade, 


ing about, are simply in the interest of trade, 
Chis line has no di- 
rect reference at all, and only an incidental 


| and remote reference, in any sense whatever, 


to the ship-building and maritime interests of 
the country. You build a line of steamers, 
thirteen perhaps, | do not know how many; 
perhaps half a dozen will make this service 
between New York and Brazil. That is the 
extent of the shipping interest involved in it; 
all the rest is trade. It is to stimulate trade. 
If you do that for New York, why should you 
not do it for Baltimore, for Philadelphia, and 
all the 
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and so to Maine, and all in the interest of 
trade, which by the returns is superabound- 
ing to-day ? 

Lhe chairman of the Committee on-Com- 
merce has aptly and forcibly stated what 
illustrates the whole thing, the differenee be- 
tween sustaining a maritime fleet which is to 
transport commerce and stimulating trade. 

Now, the proposition which I have submit- 
ted here, or have caused to be read at the 
Secretary's desk, with the purpose to offer it 
by and by, is a proposition from the Committee 
on Commerce. Ltake it from the bill reported 
from that committee, which is to do what? 
To restore the shipping interest of this coun- 
try, to restore the merchant marine, to put 
upon the ocean a fleet and a merchant ser- 
vice which shall vie with that of Kogland, 
with the fleet you had when this war begun, 
for then we divided the carrying trade ot the 
world with England. Young nation as we 
were, we divided the carrying trade of the 
world with that first Power in the commerce 
of the earth. And mark you, sir, never a 
dollar of subsidy went into the construction 
of that commercial fleet. It was brought up 
by the industry and enterprise of the people 
aided by general causes, which every gentle- 
man who is familiar with that 


most imterest- 


| ing of all the chapters in American history, 
| the rise and progress of the merchant marine 


of this country, of course will-understand. 
Now, Mr. President, | do not feel like look- 
ing upon any of these propositions with a 
severe or sour aspect. We want help in our 
region of country, and I know how easy it is 


| and how natural it would be to misinterpret 


the position | might take here. I refuse to 


| vote for any of these propositions, and upon 


my ground you will see how diflicult it is for 
me to vote for any unless it is to explore new 
regions of trade, to be a pioneer in a new field 
of commerce, where the ships we hope to 
buiid hereatter may go to find new fields. I 


| say you see how difficult it is for me to vote 


for any of these proposiiions on this ground, 
because | say to you that shipping interest 
which is prostrate in my State, those ship- 
yards that are now desolate, that skilled labor 
which for half a century heretofore had put 
upon the seas those grand old ships that car- 
ried your flag to every port of the world, are 
waiting to be revived; they are waiting for a 
change of circumstances, for a change in the 
current of affairs in the world, or for some 
favorable legislation here which shall put those 
industries again in motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the Senator will 
be allowed to go on by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MORTON. I hope so, too. I think 


this amendment is worth all the subsidies. 


The Sen- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection, and the Senator from 
Maine will proceed. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Now, what 


interest in Maine’s build 
You say we are just as 
we want to stimulate the enter 
prise and industry of ship-builders as are the 
great companies seeking subsidies, or the great 
cities to whose trade they contribute. That 
may be; but, Mr. President, it so turns out 
that the world has come to that a 
merchant marine is absolutely essential to a 
nation’s prosperity; it is absolutely essential 
to its defense. Itis laid down as a maxim 
that, more than ships of war, does a nation 
depend for its defense upon its merchant fleet, 
its maritime fleet. Everybody can see on a 
single moment's reflection, without stopping 
to elaborate the proposition, that that depends 
on these two facts: if you have a merchant 
fleet, you have all the elements of a navy, and 
if you have not a merchant fleet, you may 
build ships, but you have nobody to sail them. 
You must have a merchant fleet in order to 


have this country 
ing ships, you ask? 
selfish when 


believ 2 


ports between here and New Orieans, |i educate the men to man your men-of-war; 
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maritime Powers and all com- 
mercial Powers, and finally all modern nations 


who seeking 


and hence all 
are power, and especially are 
secking trade, have found it absolutely neces- 
sary to encourage ship building 

Another maxim is equally true, and a self- 
evident proposition, that you cannot have a 


merchant fleet unless you build your own ships, | 


and you cannot have an efficient fleet unless 
you man yourown ships. Hence, from the very 
this Government we have en 
couraged a nufsery of seamen; that is to say, 
here were some fishing people who were ac 
eustomed to tish in the northern seas, and so 
we subsidized them, gave them a bounty, and 
called that a school for sailors, and there we 
educated the men for the Navy. We built 


beginning of 


ships, and when this war broke out we had | 


over five million tons of American shipping. 
Ne arly one million tons went directly mto the 
service of the Government and did most efli- 
cient service supplying what we lacked, a navy. 

There is another consideration, and that is 
the general aspect of this question which 
appeals to the whole country. It appeals to 
the West just as strongly as it appeals to the 
North. If this country is a common interest 
to us all, then we all 
that somehow or other our com: 
merce, and our shipping interests, as distinct 
from our commerce or as connected with our 
commerce, shall be revived, and that we shall 
adopt some reasonable policy if, we can, by 
which it shall be revived. 

Another interest obviously is that it gives 
employment to a great many people. Ihe 
carrying trade between this country and Ku 
alone is worth $100,000,000. At the 
breaking out of the war we had sixty-eight per 
ceut. of it; we have now less than twenty-five. 
Is it practicable to recall that? I thiok it is, 
and by the simplest processes. Not a dollar 
of subsidy. Give us cheap materials and we 
willdo it. Give us the ground on which we 
can stand, so that we shall have our materials 
just as cheaply as they can be afforded else- 
where, and then all these ship-vards in the 
North and throughout the country, and all that 
skilled labor will be at work at once, and you 
will find that we shall restore the balance of 
the shipping interest upon the ocean that now 
stands against us. 

Now, Mr. President, allow me to advert, if 
1 do not weary the Senate, to some general 
It bas been said here to-day that no- 
body has offered any different proposiuon than 
subsidies as a temporary remedy. 

Mr. HOWE, If my triend will allow me, | 
wish to ask him if he recollects what propor- 
tion of the tonnage employed in this European 
trade is subsidized and what is not ? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. There are thir- 
teen lines of steamers plying between this 
country and Kurope. 
sidized, and four only. 

Mr. COLE. More than that. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. No, sir. 

Mr. COLE. Does that include those who 
carry the mails forthe postages ? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I 
sidized by foreign countries, 
tribution for carrying the mails 
addition, | suppose. 


to see to it 


rope 


causes, 


Four of them are sub 


mean sub- 
We pay a con- 


And they are not largely 
subsidized either. Great Britain has a sub 
sidized line with Brazil. 
tell you the service; L think it is monthly ; 
but that service is for $175,000, and she has 
no other that | know of with that country, 
certainly no subsidized line with that country, 
with whom we are now seeking more intimate 
relations. 

Now, it is said that we must go to subsidies 


because no better method has been pointed | 


out, and that we must go to subsidies on the 
idea of reviving our commerce. So far as 
ship-building is concerned, the people of my 
State, alihough they are very largely inter- 
ested in it, so largely that at the beginning of 


the war, and for years before that, we were |) 


have a common interest | 


That is an | 


| am not able to | 
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building in the State of Maine one half of all 
the foreign sea-going ships, take no interest 
in this question of subsidies. You may sub- 
sidize a series of lines from Portland to New 
Orleans and that will not revive ship-building 
in my State. 

It is said that we do not show the causes of 
this decline. ‘The honorable Senator from 
Nevada says we are in utter ignorance of the 
causes; we know the fact that we have fallen 
into this dilapidated condition, into this decad- 
ence, but how we came here nobody tells, no- 
nobody seems to know. It is the plainest 
thing in the world. Whoever has read care- 
fully the history of the navigating interests of 
this country must know the rise and progress 
of the navigating interest. It is no marvel to 
any one who has looked at it, nor was it done 
by adventitious or factitious causes, but it was 
by force of general causes It began as soon 


| as we were a nation, and before—as soon as 
The general | 
state of things in Europe conspired to make it | 


we achieved our independence. 


easy for our people to go into the navigating 
interest. You remember that in 1790, and 
from that time down to 1815, all Kuropean 


nations were in a state of disorder; they were | 
We were here | 
a new people, fresh, outside of all these | 


We- 


at war. That was our harvest. 
troubles, with no entangling alliances. 
went largely into the shipping interest ; and 
now look at the tables and see to what we run 
up. 
people, young as we were, and from that gen- 
eral cause. 
our ships because they were safe. 

Things ran on until a new cause of a general 
character operated to stimulate this shipping 
interest, and that was the acquisition of Texas 
and the Mexican war, and the things growing 
out of that, and in addition to that the discov- 


ery of California and the opening of ‘that vast | 


trade. If you will look at the navigating inter- 
ests and ship-building interests, you will see 


they sprang into life amazingly, and that in | 


1854 and 1856, which I will call the close of 
that period, we had gone up to almost five 
million tons of shipping, American tonnage, 
and it was under the operation of these gen- 
eral causes. 
Government of any description whatever. The 
Government did not subsidize us or encourage 
us in any way. It was all of it the result of 
the industry, the enterprise, and the skill of 
the American people acting on their own 
account. 


There is no more interesting period in the || 


history of the world’s commerce than that cov- 
ering this later period when we put those 
splendid clipper ships on the water, and our 
renown was carried on every sea and into every 
land. England, who had cultivated the art of 
ship-building, beginningin 1300, found herself 
eclipsed by this new nation, and found herself 
an imitator instead of a teacher in the art of 
naval structure. 

Now, is there any great mystery about what 
has been done? Is there any great doubt 
about what you may do? Is there any great 
doubt how all this can be restored? There 
wait in idleness to-day those very yards which 
have built the shins of which we are speaking; 
there are the skilled workmen shifting and 
turning, waiting for a turn in time or waiting 
for some friendly legislation by the Govern- 
ment, waiting for those vast burdens which 
have come upon Congress and the nation to 
pass away, when they hope Congress will turn 
a kindly look in that direction. If you will 


| give them cheap material, as contemplated by 


the proposition reported from the Committee 


| on Commerce, not send us to the Committee 


on Postal Service, but recognize the fact which 
the Committee on Commerce has recognized, 
you will find all these industries teeming and 


at once, and a decade will not pass away again | 


before you will find that we will put the balance 
on our side without any subsidies whatever. 
Mr. President, of course I am only glancing 


Up to 1820 we had become a commercial 


‘The nations of Europe had sought || 


Never one dollar came from the | 





at this subject in the most general possible 
way. It isa large field, and a great deal can 
be said in detail about it. Ido not wish to be 
understood as standing here now as an antag- 
onist to what the Senate may think it desirable 
to do to stimulate trade in any of these diree- 
tions. I am willing that my people, if it js 
thought desirable, shall be put in to stimulate 
trade in this direction; but while you are 
doing that, | beg the Senate to consider that 
here is.a great interest which is prostrate, the 
ship-building interest, and that what you are 
doing will do them little or no good at all so 
far as a remedy is concerned. If you would 
rejoice to see these grand old ships again upon 


| the ocean, you must look to something else 


besides subsidies. 
the object. 

Sir, | thought in the beginning that I would 
not.say anything on this subject, and was rather 
reluctant to do so. I thought I would wait 
for some other opportunity to arise before | 
would even venture to address the Senate upon 
this general interest so dear to our people; 
but on the whole | have made up my mind to- 
day to say this much; and when the Senate 
shall have voted upon this proposition, if they 
sustain it, or whether they do or not, before it 
shall pass from the consideration of the Sen- 
ate I shall ask a vote upon the amendment 
I have had read, to see whether on the whole 
it is not the sense of the Senate that the time 
has come, that the burdens of the Government 
have been sufficiently relieved, that at length 
we can see the clear sky over us, indicating 


They will not accomplish 


_not only that peace has come, but that pros- 


perity is ours, and that we may reach out our 


| hands and do a little something for this in- 


terest. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. President, I apprehend 
that we are allin search of the truth in refer- 
ence to these matters, and that we are anxious 
to get at the best method of promoting the 
interests of our own country. I think my 
friend. the honorable Senator from Maine, 
who last spoke, was perhaps a little too much 
inclined to look to but one branch of the sub- 
ject as the means of promoting our commerce. 
{ think the fact may be stated in this way: 
ships will be built when they are required tor 
commerce. If the necessity for them should 
be created, or should arise in any way, or 


' should arise from any cause, ships will be 


built, and the ship-yards will be stimulated 
and revived. 

[ think I reason correctly when I say that 
the opening of these lines of communication 
between our country and other countries cre- 
ates a necessity for ship building ; in the first 


| place, for the building of the steamships that 
| are to run to and fro; and not only those, but 
_the construction of ships to supply the fuel 


always necessarily connected with these lines, 


|| supply ships; and not only those, but they 
create a necessity for commercial or regular 
| trading ships. 


When the people trading in 
Melbourne or Sydney get information through 
a line of this kind of what is needed in San 
Francisco or New York, they will supply it, of 
course, quicker than anybody else if they have 
the material; and so you may reverse the prop- 
osition: if we in New York or Boston or San 
Francisco ascertain by these speedy and regu- 
lar lines of communication what is needed in 
those distant cities, we immediately set about 
supplying that demand; and that, of course, 
will create a necessity for ships, and the neces- 
sity of course springs up for supplying ships, 
and they must be supplied by the navy-yards 
of Maine and other States where they can be 
constructed. In this way activity in the ship- 
building interest is directly increased. 11 can- 
not be otherwise. 

I think it pretty clear that these lines of 
regular communication, for the reasons I have 
mentioned, promote ship-building. In the first 
place, they promote communication between 
the countries, and the ship-building to sustain 
the resulting commerce must necessarily fol- 
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low. This is too plain to need elaboration. 
it partakes of the nature of selt evident truth. 

We would not build ships unless we could 
use them advantageously. We would not build 
ships in Maine or anywhere else, with all the 
advantages that could be afforded in the way 
of a drawback, unless there was use for those 
ships. Let me illustrate by a very simple 
example: we send our mails away into the 
ferritories at great expense. Of course to 
do that creates the necessity for constructing 
stages or coacbes. What follows? Presently 
population goes there; business springs up ; 
and not only is there a necessity for those 
vehicles that carry the mails to and fro, but 
a necessity for other vehicles for use in all 
the occupations to which wheeled vehicles are 
applied. The necessity for them is created 
by the very fact of communication being first 
opened ; and I believe the same rule will 
apply with reference to the ship-building ot 
this country. I feel certain, reasoning trom 
my own stand point, that the opening of these 


lines will very much stimulate ship building | 


throughout this whole country. 


must be augmented by drawbacks, &c. Draw- 
backs from where? Certainly from the Treas- 
ury. That is far from a cheap method of get- 
ting out of the difficulty we are under; and 
yet | would, if necessary, give them drawbacks 
upon their materials, but first create the neces- 
sity for the ships if you can. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I should like to ask the 
Senator from California one question. 
not speak of the purchase of ships and their 
employment in foreign or domestic trade; but 
he knows enough about trade to answer this 
question, which is a direct one. 


China. Is there any probability that he would 
unite with others in the establishment of anew 
line to do business such as is done by the line 
already authorized unless by a similar subsidy 
on the part of the United S:ates? In other 
words, is it possible for any company, or any 
set of American citizens to associate them- 
selves together and do a shipping business 
between our western coast and China without 
a subsidy, his company already enjoying a sub- 
sidy? Beside that, will not all the commer- 
sial business of the western coast between the 
United States and China be necessarily and 
inevitably brought into subjection and under 
the control of the line that he bas just advo- 
cated the subsidizing of ? 

Mr. COLE. I will answer the honorable 
Senator by saying, by no manner of means. 
This is only like the stage coach that opens 
communication. It does not interfere with 
the emigrant: wagon, or the freight-wagon, or 
the farm-wagon ; and I say it will be followed, 
as the opening of a stage line is followed, by 
the other vehicles and means of communi- 
cation, and presently by a railroad. So the 
opening of this line of communication between 
the United States and China and Japan will 
be followed by commerce through other chan- 
nels, by lines of sailing vessels, as is the case ; 
and the trade by sailing vessels has been very 
much increased, let me state to my honorable 
friend, since the opening of this line. It is 
not a monopoly, therefore, in any sense of the 
word. It oniy encourages and promotes com- 
munication by other ways. ‘I'hat has been the 
result always. If [ thought it was to stop 
trade or to interfere with trade, I do not know 


that it could be defended, but it is for the | 


purpose of promoting trade, which is always 


encouraged and promoted by speedy, certain, | 


and regular communication between countries. 
Mr. SHERMAN. My hope has been that 


the friends of this amendment would offer it | 


in such a shape that | could vote for it, but 
as it now stands I certainly cannot do it. 
The proposition is to give $450,000 for double 
the service we have already contracted for. I 


have heard no sufficient reason given for this | 


| bly 


| of the war under foreign flags. 


I will | 


[ understand | 
that yesterday the Senate voted to increase the | 
subsidy to the China line from California to | 





|; ers. 
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very large increase of the subsidy in propor- 
tion to the increase of service. | have been 
desirous in regard to this bill to vote to main- 
tain the two steamship lines we have now in 
existence, the Chiva line and the Brazil line, 
and [ was disposed to vote for double the sub- 
sidy for double service. Beyond that I cer- 
tainly would not go, and the friends of this 
proposition, it seems to me, do injustice to it 
and the circumstances by which we are sur 
rounded when they demand for this company 
greater than double the amount of subsidy tor 
double the service. Beyond that | am cer 
tainly not willing to go. 

Bu', sir, there are other modes of relief 
that ought to be granted to this company and 
that have been proposed by the general bill 
reported from the Committee on Commerce. 
Perhaps the attention of the Senate has not 


| been very carefully called to the bill now on 
| the Calendar ‘*to promote the ship-bufilding 


and commercial interests of the United States.”’ 
Vhat bill contains two sections which, in my 
judgment, if adopted, would be of more ser- 


ys | vice to the commercial interests of the United 
Ihe statement is made that ship-building || 


States than all the subsidies that could possi- 
be vote!. One is to admit to American 
registry the vessels that were driven by stress 
That ought to 
have been done years ago, and I think nothing 
but a feeling of pride about the American flag, 
and a little gasconade of that kind, prevented 
us years ago from allowing the ships that were 
compelled by the war to change their flag dur- 
lug the war to again assume an American 
registry. That section is contained in the bill. 
But the section that in my judgment will 
give the most relief, and would be an imme- 
diate aid to this company, is the fourth section, 
which provides that foreign-built ships, steam- 
ships, iron ships with a tonnage of over two 
thousand tons, shall be admitted free of duty 
to American registry. Wecannot build these 
ships now in competition with the English 


| ship-builders, and if that kind of vessels were | 


now admitted free of duty under the American 
flag, this steamship company could buy them 
und at once double the service and start this 


| line probably without any inereased subsidy. 


Chey state that in a paper which I suppose 
has been submitted by this company to us. 


| They say: 


“Tron British steamers can be built much more 
cheaply than wooden American vessels. Their com- 
pound engines use coal more economically. 


we at liberty to use British bottoms, even with our 
wages we could as a rule have equal carrying capa- 
city at two thirds of the cost, but we must use Amer- 
ican bottoms and pay American wages. It becomes, 
therefore, absolutely necessary that our vessels 
should get some support from the Government.” 
Under these circumstances, when itis admit- 
ted we cannot buildthis class of vessels within 
twenty or thirty per cent. of the cost in Eng- 
land, why not admit them duty free? 
Mr. SCOTT. If the Senator will 
me—— 
Mr. SHERMAN. 
Mr. SCOTT. 


allow 


1 have but five minutes. 
{ only wish to call his atten- 


tion to the fact that one of the largest ship- 
_ builders in the United States proposes at this 


date to take a contract forany iron ship at ten 
per cent. <dvance in currency on the British 
prices for the same. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I take the 
made by these persons, and they say there is 
a difference of thirty per cent. My honorable 
friend from Delaware a moment ago said he 


thought it was twenty per cent.; but I take the | 


statement of these people who are coming to 
Congress for relief. If that kind of relief 
would enable them to double the service with- 
out increased subsidy, why not give it to them? 
We cannot build these ships now, it is admit- 
ted, in competition with English ship-build- 
Then why not admit them duty free, 
raise the American flag upon them, put Amer 
ican officers on their decks, and have Amer- 
ican lines instead of British lines? Why, sir, 


| if that bill should pass, authorizing foreign 


; out 


engi ) The | 
| scale of British wages is thirty per ceat. lower. Were 


statement | 
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ships when owned by American citizens to be 
used for the present, for three years under the 
American flag, one half of the lines between 
New York and England would be American 
lines in sixty days. Because we cannot build 
these iron ships, we refuse to allow them to 
have an American registry and enter our cus- 
tom houses free of duty. As long as this dif- 
ference of cost between a ship here and in 
Liverpool is continued, as a matter of course 
all the ships that ply between this country and 
Surope will be under the British thlag, because 
our laws forbid them to raise the American 
flag. 

Now, Mr. President, to conclude as I ecom- 
menced, unless this subsidy can be reduced to 
what is a reasonable rate, say one half, | cer- 
tainly shall not vote for it. One point more 
and lam done. The argument has been made 
that the vessels now receive less per mile than 
the China line; but it must be remembered 
that the vessels on the China line are vessels 
of four thousand tons burden—they are the 
largest, certainly, on the Pacific ocean, and | do 
not know but that they are among the largest in 
the world—while these vesseis are only two 
thousand tons. We know very well that it 
costs much more to run a vessel of four thou 
sand tons than one of two thousand. Con 
sequently the present subsidy is about as large 
per ton to this Brazilian line as the present 
subsidy to the China line. The difference in 
the size of the vessels and the requirements 
of the law in regard to the China line are much 
more onerous than they are in regard to the 
Brazilian line. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. As I understand the 
proposition of the Senator from Ohio, it is to 
admit to registry those vessels that were shut 

from the circumstances of our war. [| 
should like to ask him if it is his intention to 
confine them, when they obtain an American 
registry, to the ocean commerce, or does he 
intend they shall participate in the coastwise 
traffic ? 


Mr. SHERMAN. I 


would allow the iron 


| steamship vessels only for foreign commerce ; 


but the other vessels driven by the stress of 
war to assume another flag ought to be allowed 
to enter both the foreign and domestic com- 
merce, in my judgment. I think it is a gross 
outrage, because we could not protect those 
vessels in time of war, that we should now 
deprive them of the ordinary navigation of 
our internal and external commerce. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. Let me ask the Senator 
one other question, or perhaps my friend from 
Maine can give me the information as well or 
better. I should like to know the number of 
tons of the coastwise traffic. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Hight bundred thousand 
tons were driven to change their flag during 
the war. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. What quantity of tonnage 
is now employed in the coastwise traffic ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was stated yesterday 
that it was twenty-six hundred thousand tons. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. All I have to say to the 
Senator from Ohio is this: that by allowing at 


| the present time eight hundred thousand tons 


to be employed in the coastwise traffic of this 
country he would save that eight hundred 
thousand and destroy about twenty-six hun- 
dred thousand. In fact, he would put a 
curse upon every ton employed in the coast- 
wise traffic, and he must be very careful how 
he introduces such a firebrand into our coast- 
wise trade in its present weak condition, as I 
know it to be from having money invested 
and having friends’ money invested in busi- 


| ness connected with the coastwise traflic. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to state to the 
Senator from Rhode Island that the bill in- 
troduced by the Committee on Commerce does 
not propose to admit foreign vessels, nation- 
alized or admitted under our flag, to touch the 
coastwise tariff, 


Mr. BAYARD. J was attracted and inter- 


|, ested, as I genesally am, by the remarks of 
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the honorable Senator from Maine, [ Mr. Mor- 
Rint. | He gave an exceedingly interesting 
and, | believe, so far as I know, quite an ac- 
curate history of what nay be Lermed the rise 
and fall of the American ship-building inter- 
est; butit seemed to me that he omitted, toward 


the close of his remarks, the chief feature 
which to-day controls the question, and that 
is the great, change in ship- 
building, arising from the change of material, 
The era of iron ships bas come; it has been 
here for some ten years or more. ‘The era of 
wooden ships, for the general uses of com- 
merce, may be considered a thing of the past. 


fundamental 


Therefore, when that honorable Senator gave 
his exceedingly intelligent and accurate de- 
scription of the decay and the neglect of the 
ship-building interest in America, he omitted 
the most important feature, which is the great 
change, the revolution brought about by the 
change of material to iron ship building, 

It so happens that the community repre- 
sented by me in parton this floor is deeply 
interested in the building of iron ships, bas 
been successfully employed, so far as the 
excessive burdens of our tariff would permit, 
in the building of iron ships, and I should 
like to ask the Senator from Maine to give us 
further his views, not in respect to the effect 
of the admission duty free of ships of wood 
ready-built from other parts, but whether he 
would conceive it to be an admissible propo- 
sition in the present condition of the Ameri- 
can manufacture of iron built ships that ready- 
built iron ships should be admitted free of duty. 

It is perfectly well known to the country 
that in intelligent, scientific, labor-saving ma 
chinery we are to day, even in our iron ship 
building yards, in advance of the rest of the 
world; that despite the onerous conditions 
and burdens of our tariff there stands between 
us and the skilled manufacturers of (Great 
Britain but about seventeen to twenly per cent. 
in favor of them and against us in the increased 
cost of our material owing to tariff duties. 

I am exceedingly anxious to have the prob- 
lem solved, how the lost prestige of America 
can be regained; how we can,as I think it js 
due to the ingenuity and skill of our workmen, 
regain the first place in this race tor the 
world’s commerce. As that is a question 
which | am anxious to see solved in tavor of 
America, and anything tending to a favorable 
solution of it 
measure, | should 
Senator from 


would lead me to favor such a 
like to ask the honorable 
Maine whether in his view of 
the future of American ship-building be con- 
siders that iron or wood is to be the material 
of which ships are chiefly to be constructed, 
Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. 1 have just one 
answer, and in a single phrase, as to allowing 
foreign ships to return under our flag, and that 
is, never, That is not a with 
me. We had it here early atter the war. 
‘There are many reasons, which | have not 
time to state now, why that should not be so. 


hew question 


The uniform policy of this Government has | 


been, aud it is the policy of all Governments, 


that 
merchant marine, to build it by constructing 
their own ships and to a great extent sailing 
their own ships. That answers that point. 


necessity, 1 


Now, as to the problem of iron ships dis- | 


| 


placing wooden ships, i do not believe it is | 


to be done. 
edly, it is true that iron ships are to enter into 
the navigating interests of the world. Eng- 
land has pressed this question of iron ships 
beyond the proper limits. Hogland has a sin- 
gle material out of which to make ships, and 
she makes the most of all her materials in 
whatever direction she goes. She has been 
trying to convert the world to the idea that 
nothing but iron ships would do; all else 
must go under. It is not so. 

lhere is no time for argument on this point, 
but two or three facts will suffice. 


lo a very great extent, undoubt- | 


|| for double service. 


During all || 


was gaping and willing to swallow anything in 
that direction, and the belief was becoming 
very general that iron ships were to take the 
place of wooden ships, down in the State of 
Maine, despite all the embarrassing circum- 
stances under which we have labored, we have 
constantly built one class of vessels and sent 
them abroad ; sent them to England and sold 
them in Liverpool for the East India market. 
That is a class of ships they cannot build in 
Kngland. They have not the material. They 
have not the pine, nor have they the oak. 
Those we build and sell in England. They go 
into the Kast India trade. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What size are they? 

Mr. MORKILL, of Maine. A large size, 
two thousand, two thousand five hundred, or 


| three thousand tons. 


Mr. COLK. Do you build them now? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Yes, sir, we 
build*them now. I know this to be a fact, 
and that fact tells on this point. What use 
do they make of them? Why do they want 
them? Wesell them tothe very country that 
is telling the world that iron ships are to dis- 
place wooden ships. ‘Lhe reason for that 1s 
this: they want those ships for the East 
India trade. Will not a two thousand ton 
ship from the Clyde, of iron, do? No, and 
for two reasons: first, because the barnacles 
accamulate rapidly on iron ships in those low 


| latitudes; and, in the second place, they can- 


not preserve the cargo in an iron hull; it 
sweats the cargo, and for that reason they 
pay a big price for this manufacture of ship. 
Mr. BAYARD. Steam or sailing vessels? 
Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. A sailing ves- 
sel; but of course the same principle applies 
to s¥eam vessels. 
I will state one other fact of a general char- 


| acter and that will answer, for there is no time 


to argue this question. While Kngland has 
been talking about supplanting wooden ships 
all over the world, steadily within the last two 
years the wooden sailing vessels have been 
increasing, and the navigating lists in Kng- 
land and this country show that fact. They 
have gone upon the ground that they would 
supplant all the ship-building interests all over 
the world by their iron steamships, while the 
records of the navigating interests for the last 
two years show that steadily in the face of that 
the sailing vessels and wooden ships have been 
gaining gronnd. 

I think these two facts answer my honorable 
friend, and it seems to me they are facts tend- 
ing very strongly to satisfy us that if we can 
have now by act of Congress what is proposed 
by the Committee on Commerce, cheap mate- 
rial, or, if Congress cannot afford to do that, 
and in 
things shall be brought about as favorable to 
the manufacture of ships as existed before the 


the course of events a condition of | 
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during the existence of the present contract 
they would receive that sum. Succeeding 
that, however, unless the Government pays 
the amount of $300,000 after the expiration 
of the present contract they will not receive 
the amount they do now. 

i do not desire to speak on this subject 
now, but I do wish to appeal to the Senate to 


| come to a vote. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the substitute offered by the Senator 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I propose to say simply 
a word with reference to a remark that fel] 
from the Senator from Maine. I have no doubt 
he is right in saying that wooden ships in this 


' country will continue to be valuabe for some 
| time; but he willadmit, and no man can deny, 


_ sels so much better. 


that in the main portions of the commerce of 
the world the iron ships are fast taking their 
place, and if for no other reason, because they 
are so much more durable, making the ves- 
I have hastily looked 
over the amendment which he kas offered, and 
it seems to me that it only embraces those arti- 
cles which go to build a wooden ship. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. It is designed 
to embrace others—all ships. 

Mr. STOCKTON. 1 am very glad to hear 
that it is so designed, but I think it probably 
needs some little alteration to make it clear, 

Let me say to the Senator that it has come 


under my observation—perhaps I had better 


not say how, for we ought not to allude to 


| what happens in committee unless it comes 
| formally before the Senate—that just what he 
| said he hoped would be true is to-day true. 


We can build in America to-day, in spite of 


| the tariff, iron ships as cheap and cheaper 


than they can build them on the Clyde. Amer- 
ican industry and energy can accomplish that 


| to-day. 


| am in favor of and shail most cheerfully 


| support the Senator’s amendment if it covers, 


as he intends it to cover, the articles used in 
the manufacture of iron ships. Sir, this great 
problem that the Committee on Commerce 
have been talking so much about trying to 


| solve can be solved by American energy and 


American industry to-day, and those ships can 
be built here in spite of the tariff. Adopt this 
ameudment, modifying it so that it shall, if it 
does not now, cover the withdrawal of the duty 
on the iron used in the manufacture of iron 
vessels, and it will not be two years from the 


| time that is done before our commerce and 


our shipping interests will be in a position 
quite as good as they were before the war. 
By the inventions of the American mind, by 


| the condensation of great capital, by getting 


war, then you will find growing out of the || 


inherent energy and force of this people, and 


' out of the great fact which cannot be over- 


looked that we have got all the materials for 


|| iron and wooden vessels, we will beat the 
aud their necessity, a policy growing out of || 


they intend to build up a || 


world when that time comes. Congress can 
hasten it, and they ought to do so. While we 
have been talking here, my honorable friend 
{ Mr. Scorr] has been kind enough to put into 
my hand a paper which shows that while we 
are hesitating whether we can do these things 


there are men actually asking for contracts to || 


build iron ships at something like ten per 


cent. more than they are building them for in | 


England. 
Mr. WINDOM. 


I do not rise to make a 


speech at this time, but [ wish to answer very | 


| 
| 


briefly the question suggested by the Senator 
from Ohio, why it became necessary in the 
opinion of the committee to give treble pay 
The committee do not 
understand that the company are getting any 
such pay for double service, 
contract of the company for carrying this 
mail is $150,000 from this Government, on 


The existing | 


this experiment of England, when the world || condition that Brazil pays $150,000, so that | 





rid of long lines of transportation and ap- 
proaching close to the iron hills and coal 
mines, by uniting all the cheapness of moving 
large material that can be united, it is prac- 
ticable to-day to build iron vessels here as 
cheap as on the Clyde. ‘Therefore I know 


| of no measure that is more important that has 


ever been brought before the American Con- 
gress in reference to the ship-building inter- 
est than the amendment of ihe Senator from 
Maine, if it is made, as he says he intends it to 
be, to embrace the removal of the duties on 
iron entering into the construction of vessels. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at four 
o’clock and forty-five minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, May 4, 1872. 

The House met at eleven o’clock a. m., Mr. 
Rusk in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Bur.er, 
D 


The Journal of yesterday was read in part, 
when, 
Mr. BECK asked unanimous consent that 





the further reading of the Journal be dis- 
pensed with, 
* No objection was made ; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By order of 
the House the session of to-day is for debate 
only in the House ag in Committee of the 
Whole, no business whatever to be transacted. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Grir- 
rir is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. 
my time to the gentleman from Kentucky, [ Mr. 
ARTHUR. } 

PROBLIGACY OF THE ADMINISTRATION. 

Mr. ARTHUR. ‘' Paint measlam,”’ said 
Cromwell to the artist. ‘* If you leave out the 
sears and wrinkles, | will not pay you a shil 
ling.’’ It matters but little in what school of 
political economy we have studied, sooner or 
later we are contronted with the stubborn fact 
that both Governments and men must practice 
economy or their freedom must perish. It is 
indispensable. Ina purely material sense, in 
one form or another, it underlies every virtue 
and achieves every success. ‘Therecan be no 
permanency without it. It is the paramount 
law of the material world around us. It pre- 
servesthe symmetry of the universe. It moves 
alike the sun in his zenith and the ant on its 
atom. It is essential to good government. It 
is more obligatory in public than in private 
life. ‘The private man deals with what is his; 
the public man with what is not his. He ex- 
ercises a trust, and a trust is more sacred than 
a right, because it is another’s right in trust, 
and is both a right and a trust. 

The importance of this principle is increased 
by the magnitude of the wealth and resources 
involved, and it rises with these until it is 
found to comprehend every question and per- 


vade every interest of both Government and | 


people. Profligacy in government is little 
and ignoble. Kconomy in government is great 
and noble. The former degrades the career 
of the public man who acts as though public 
station was made for him, and the latter enno- 
bles the career of the public man who strives 


always to realize that he was made for the 


station. 

It is the codrdinate grandeur and utility of 
this great principle which makes the states- 
man illustrious and the Government the glory 
of the people. It is not only compatible with 
every rational development, improvement, and 
embellishment, but it is incompatible with 


venality and parsimony, and is the munificent | 


patron, the judicious architect, and the provi 
dent conservator of all the former. It leaves 
the values of the people to be controlled by the 
people; it sternly retrenches revenue and ex- 
penditures ; it keeps its hands out of the pock- 
ets of the people, and leaves capital and pro- 


duction to the industry, enterprise, and skill 


cannot solace, patronage cannot redeem, nor 
wealth coverup. Vitality isgone. Economy in 
the public receipts and expenditures comes to 
us with our political alphabet. It isthe generic 
virtue of our financial system. It 9s the New 
lestament of our constitutional Messiah; it is 
as eminently American as any of the peculiar 
features of our system; it was alway revered 
and practiced by our great Presidents and 
statesmen. The slightest deviation from it 


| was sternly challenged and promptly recalled ; 


is sufficiently significant. 


ae ' ~ il ar » States ; tovernment grew apac 
I will yield a portion of |; # 1d the States and Government grew apace. 


lt is to popular government what muscular 
exercise is to the athlete. It develops and 
preserves every resource and precludes every 
vice. 

Since governments were instituted among 
men its exercise Was never more necessary 
than now. It 1s so upon many grounds. | 
will now mention but two, either of which 
The great drama 
of the last decade has advertised first, the 
almost fabulous wealth, developed and unde- 


| veloped, of our soil and people; and second, 
the impotency of constitutional restraints and | 


| these vreat elements be diverted 


the infinite gluttony of official plunder. If 
the capacity of our people and the treasure of 
our soil form the elements alone necessary in 
the leading power of the habitable globe, shall 
from the 
righthful dominion of individuals and com- 
munities to whom they belong, and be con- 
sumed by countless hordes of personal para- 
sites and official jackals who swell the ranks 
of successful factions? 

he demoralization in political life is such 
that those creatures will be found more or 
less in every successful camp. ‘They are una- 


| dulterated mercenaries, and when the battle 
| goes against them, they will readily swap their | 


flag. But touch these cormorants with the 
spear of retrenchment, and they are exorcised. 
Cut down the revenue, reduce the expendi- 
tures, stop the methodical, universal, and 
measureless plundet of the amazing resources 
of the country, and almost instantly two 
changes will be inaugurated, political rogues 
and otticials of easy virtue will disappear, and 
in their wonted place once more will stand 


| honest and capable men, faithful to liberty 
| and progress. 


In our valleys and mountains, in our hills 
and plains, girdied by rivers, lakes, and seas, 
in our agriculture, manufactures, and com- 
merce, are found all the noblest elements for 


| enlightened administration and great public 


economy. 

The eye of the Federal statesman overlooks 
the grandest dominion upon earth. ‘Three mil- 
lion five hundred thousand square miles of ter- 
ritory, abounding with every constituent of 
wealth and power, are spread out before bim 
from ocean to ocean in continental magnifi- 


‘| cence. Mountains, monumental proclamations 


of those who made, who own, and who can | 


best apply them. 
Wherever it is wanting political morality is 
wanting. ‘The habitual waste of the public 


| of slambering mineral and metallic treasure 


surmount it, festooned with purple foliage or 
crowned with glittering gems of ice and snow. 


|| Great rivers and lakes traverse it from sea to 


wealth is fatal to political integrity. No official | 


can abuse his trust, or misapply the public | 
money, and preserve either his personal or | 


political integrity. The slightest lowering of 


the standard of absolute official fidelity breaks | 


the enamel and continuity of the moral nature, 
and general demoralizatioa sets in. The atmos- 
phere around becomes infected. It spreads 
through an administration like hot air through 
a burning building. It confounds the good 
with the bad; for if the former do not sink 
under the contagion, they are girdled with it, 
and cut off from the sympathy of the good, The 
Stains it leaves can never be effaced. They 
blacken alike the genius and philosophy of a 
Bacon, the courage and victory of a Marl. 
borough. Past great services cannot efface 
them ; they stick all the closer, and glowering 
there, remain forever a haunting evil to warn 
and to repel. Station cannot honor, authority 


i 
it) 


sea. Every village is a port of entry; every 
metropolis a maritime center. 

The political organization of those natu- 
ral elements looks back only a brief interval 
beyond three quarters of a century; and 
yet the Federal statesmen of to-day legislate 
upon a basis of accumulated wealth exceeding 


| $30,000,000,000, an external trade of which the 


imports and exports alone exceed since 1866 
$5,700,000,000, and in a single year, the fiscal 
year ending in June, 1871, $1,183,000,000. 

A Federal revenue exceeding in six years 
the almost fabulous treasure of $6,240,000,000 ; 
and in a single year, that ending with June, 
1871, the sum of $980,904,349; an annual 
popular production and earning of near seven 
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| Asia, and America, hurried forward in every 


department of human mastery by a momentum 
of brain and muscle, strengthened by exer- 
tions, accelerated by obstacles, and omnipotent 


| everywhere. 


Less than twenty-eight fleeting years only, 
shut out the view trom the looming summit of 


| the nineteenth century, when that forty million 
| people will number not less than one hundred 


million, and that $30,000,000,000 treasure will, 
it is estimated, number over $258,000,000,000, 
and all the multitudinous elements of material 
and political wealth and power will have beer 
extended in equal ratio, unless, in the mean- 
time, political degeneracy and official turpi- 
tude shall have fatally intected the seed of our 


| growth, 


Like promontories and light-houses to the 
mariner, the great outlines and naturai re- 
sources of public wealth lie exposed even to 
the fugitive sight, but the latent forces, the 
affinities, the relative capabilities and general 
utilization of the latter require the bold eye 
and circumspect vision of philosophic states: 
manship. Under such guidance government 
will be unerringly confined to its appropriate 
sphere, which is that of an impartial con- 
servator of the peace, while a free people, 
stripped of superfluous public burdens, and 
mantully girded for the field, steadily pursue 
the race of development, accumulation, and 
power. 

That government is greatest which gov- 
erns the least; then is it a perversion and a 
curse when it alternately sneaks or plunges 
into the place of the manager, or the owner, 
and so enters the farm, the factory, the count- 
ing room, the machine-shop, the ship, or the 
mine, to advance what it inevitably retards, to 
create what it inevitably destroys. 

lhe wisest statesmanship is the greatest 
economy of the popular resources; the most 
vicious statesmanship, their greatest abuse. 


| The former leaves with the people all but a 


| a tithe. 


| organic decay. 


tithe, the latter takes from the people all but 
lhe one sees his own in his country’s 
wealth; the other sees his country’s wealth in 
his personal aggrandizement, 

In a purely public sense, the reckless de- 
parture of the Federal Administration from 
the masculine republican simplicity of our 
beginning and better progress is in itself 
i The theory in practice with 
the party in power is that receipts and expend- 
itures should increase in like proportion with 
increase in wealth and population. This would 
be false economy in private affairs, in private 


| life, and would be a vice in a private man, 


It is downright corruption in public affairs, 
in public life, and is criminal in a public man. 
It is by no means every increase in num- 
bers and treasure that authorizes increase of 
revenue or excuses increase of expenditure. 
A government pertectly organized and equipped 
in functions, forms, and officials, should, in the 
main, adhere to the standard of public expend- 
itures which had been sanctioned by three 
quarters of a century of private felicity and 


| publie glory. 


‘The increase in publie revenue and expend 
iture should keep pace, in no appreciable 
sense, with thegrowth of wealth and population, 


| ‘The people ought not to be taxed in proportion 


to what they may be able4o pay, and the Gov- 
ernment ought not to stretch its expenditures 


| to the shifting horizon of its possible exac- 


| tions. 


billions, and an annual increase in the value | 


of real and personal property of far more than 
one thousand million dollars. With less than 
fourteen souls to the square mile, a population 


of forty million freemen, the flower of Europe, | 


Details undoubtedly will multiply, 
attended by incidental increase of expenditure. 
‘This is expected, is inevitable; this, but no 
more. The plain but vast edifice, its three 
great cordinate departments, its eminent offi 
cials, and great arms of public service remain, 
or should remain, monuments of republican 
simplicity, sacred in the affections and salutary 
to the morals of the peaple. A Government 
like ours has praticalily a twofold character. 
lt is sensibly the servant, and insensibly the 
educator of the people. It becomes a huge 


seminary of vice when it exacts from the pre- 
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ducer the last penny it can carry away, and 
lavishes unestimated willions in disseminating 
through official patronage ali forms of cor 
ruption necessary to perpetuate ils power more 
to exact. ‘This is a way-side illustration of 
rece ipts and e Xpe nditures kee ping pace with 
increase in wealth and population. Itinvolves 
an appalling departure from our original 
standard, and leads directly to an Asiatic and 
despicable venality, instability, and effeminacy. 

It cannot be disguised. The great receipts 
and expenditures of the party in power are 
great crimes: and upon those crimes it sub- 
sists. Keduce its revenue to the revenue stand- 
ard of the fiscal year ending with the month 
of June, 1860, and its fattest kine would break 
from the ciose 

Qur population in 1860 was 31,183,744; in 
1470 it had increased to 38,115,641; an in- 
crease ot twenty two per cent. In cortrast 
with this, what has been the increase in our 
Federal expenditures during that period of 
ten years? In 1861 our expenditures, on ac- 
countofthe civil list alone, were $6,074,041 83. 
In I871 the ascertained expenditures of the 
present Administration on account of the civil 
list alone amounted to the enormous sum 
of $18,760,779 46; an increase in ten years 
of over two hundred and nine per cent. ; an 
of $12,686,737 63 over and above the 
expenditures on account of the civil list during 
the last year of Mr. Buchanan’s administra- 
tion, and an excess of $1,776,195 over and 
above the total expenditures of the last year 
of the administration of Mr. Jefferson. 

In 1861 our expenditures on account of for- 
eign intercourse amounted to $1,147,786 91. 
In 187] the ascertained expenditures of the 
present Administration on account of foreign 
intercourse alone had risen to the sum of 
$1,604,873 87; an increase in ten years of 
over thirty-nine per cent., and an increase of 


Increase 


$456,586 96 over and above the expenditures | 


on account of foreign intercourse during the 
last year of Mr. Buchanan’s administration. 
Under the head of miscellaneous expenses 
the expenditures of the Government in 1861 
amounted to $16,026,524 79. In 1871, under 
Administration had 
ained expenditures to the 
enormous sum of $40,116,762 90; an increase 
in ten years of over one hundred and fifty per 
cent.; an increase of $24,090,238 over and 
above the expenditures for miscellaneous ex- 
penses during the last year of Mr. Buchanan’s 
administration; an excess of $38,308,319 over 
and above the total expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment during the three first years of the 
first administration ot Mr. 


that head, the oer 
carried its ascer 


Jefferson, and an 
excess of $12,484,480 over and above the total 
expenditures of the Government during the 
first year of the administration of Mr. Polk. 

Kor military services the expenditures of 
the Government in 1860 were $16,472,202 72. 
kor the year 1870 the ascertained expendi- 
tures of the present Administration for mil- 
alone reached the frightful 
extravagance of $57,655,675 40; an increase 
in ten years of over two hundred and fifty per 
cent., an imerease of $41,183,472 68 -over 
and above the expenditures for military services 
during the last year of Mr. Buehanan’s ad- 
ministration: an excess of $8,222,593 74 
over and above the\total expenditures of the 
Government for the first full term of four 
years of the administration of Mr. Jefferson; 


itary services 
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ten years of eighty nine per cent.; an increase 
of $10,265,580 04 over and above the expend- 
itures on account of the naval establishment 
of the last year of the administration of Mr. 
Buchanan: an excess of $5,015,645 67 over 
and above the total expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment during the last year of the adminis- 
tration of Mr. Jefferson; and $12,381,753 85 
over and above the expenditures of the admin 
istration of Mr. Polk in 1848-49 on account 
of the naval establishment, pending the war 
with Mexico. 

On account of our relations with the Indian 
tribes our expenditures in 1861 were $2,865,- 
481 17. In 1871 the ascertained expenditures 
of the present Admiyistration on account of 
the Indian tribes reached the enormous total 
of $7,426,997 44; an increase in ten years 
of one hundred and fifty-nine per cent. ; an 
increase of $4,561,516 27 over and above the 
expenditures on account of the Indian tribes 
during the last year of Mr. Buchanan’s admin- 
istration; and an excess of $219,458 42 over 
and above the total expenditures of the Gov- 
ernment during the first year of the first 
administration of General Washington. 

The honorable charity of pensions to the 
heroic defender of his country, disabled in her 
service, or to his widow and orphan children, 
is enjoined by the emotions of every heart, and 


| commanded by the plainest dictates of publie 


policy. Its liberal and faithful practice has illus: 


| trated the humanity and the civilization of the 


| and abuses must creep in. 


an excess of 380,028,592 50 over and above | 


the total expenditures of the Government 
during the first year of the administration of 
Mr. Polk, and only $7,169,325 less than the 
total expenditures of the empire of Great 
Britain in 1871 for her military service, with 
a royal army of 135,037 men of all ranks 

In 1860 our expenditures on account of the 
naval establishment amounted to $11,514,649 
83. In 1870 the ascertained expenditures of 
the present Administration on account of the 


naval establishment alone had been swelled 
to the sum of $21,780,229 87; an increase in | on account of pensions were only $852,170 47. || uncounted millions have been fartively realized 


people of this Government from Washington 
down to Grant. In dispensing that portion of the 
private and public treasure of the people dedi- 
cated to the utilization of the public gratitude 
for the material aid of the public detender, it 
must necessarily be impracticable for Govern- 
ment, in all cases, to discriminate between the 
rightful recipient of its succor and the shame- 
less pretender who counterfeits him. Errors 
Infirmities inhere 
in every system and impair every practice, 
lhe noble policy and practice of pensions for 
military and naval services are not only ob- 
noxious but peculiarly susceptible to abuse. 
But they must not be discredited nor their 
proper diffusion be so hesitating, difficult, and 
suspicious as to result in catting off relief to 
the worthy in order to detect and expose im- 
posture. The construction and administration 
of the pension system 1s therefore a great trust 
and a grave responsibility in government. It 
is a trust at once popular and dangerous ; 
pleasing to the sense of the people, whose 
emotions are quickened by the contemplation 
of generosity, and a temptation to the integrity 
of the Administration, whose lust of power is 
gratified by the secret prostitution of a sacred 
fund. 

Under the noble name of pensions an almost 
fabulous treasure is annually abstracted from 
the earnings of the industry and production of 
the people. In the third year of the second 
administration of General Jackson pensions 
reached their greatest total in the sum of 
$3,364,285 30. From that time to 1861, with 
the exception of occasional fluctuations, they 
steadily declined, until in 1862 they had fallen 
to a minimum of $852,170 47. From that 
epoch the expenditures of the party in power 
in the name of pensions have increased, and 
are still increasing. In 1871 they had been 
swelled to the scarcely credible sum of $34,- 
443,894 88. If that money reaches the wants 
of the soldier, sailor, or marine, his widow or 
orphan, it is a munificent benefaction, well 
deserved and worthily bestowed. If a large 
proportion of it falls by the way into venal 
hands of enterprising faction, and is employed 
in subsidizing partisans and carrying elections, 
there is scarcely any other current evil more 
oppressive to the people and disgraceful to 


| the Government. 


Prior to 1862 the State and Federal Govern- 
ments had been burdened with ten successive 
wars; and yet at that time our expenditures 
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In 1871 the ascertained expenditures of the 
present Administration on account of pensions 
alone had been carried to the sum of $34,448,- 
894 88—an increase in nine years of nine 
hundred and twenty-three per cent; an in- 
crease of $33,591,724 41 over and above the 
expenditures on account of pensions of the 
second year of the first administration of Mr 
Lincoln; an excess of $6,386,914 72 over 
and above the total expenditures of the Goy- 
ernment throughout the last three years of the 
last administration of Mr. Jefferson ; and an 
excess of $6,811,611 98 over and above the 
total expenditures of the Government durin 
the first year of the administration of Mr. Polk, 

hus it appears that while our population 
from 1860 to 1870 has increased but twe nty- 
two per cent., and the main fabric of our Goy- 
ernment has theoretically remained substan- 
tially in statu quo, public expenditures display 
the tollowing unex: a i increase : 


Civil list in oa -- $6,074,041 83 
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Total annual expenditures, as above 

specified, of prior Administrations.....$54,952,957 72 
Total annual expenditures, as above 

specified, of the present Administra- 

RINE cain eibeiabdinihes Mecuaaeonno venendblaaha bane 181,788,713 82 
Total increase of annual expenditures, 

as above specified, of the "Present 

Administration in 1871.. bones ..126,835,756 10 
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An increase of expenditure is shown in 
those items alone of near one hundred and 
twenty per cent., contrasting an increase in 
population of but twenty-two per cent., with 
an increase of taxation burdens upon pop- 
ulation of near one hundred and twenty per 
cent., as one of the exemplifications of the 
public economy of radical statesmanship. On 
the basis of the census of 1860 it has been es- 
timated that the gross value of the annual pro- 
duct of the people amounted to a fraction over 
three billions. Inten years, say, inround num- 
bers, thirty billions. Of that total it appears 
by the ascertained receipts of the Administra- 
tion party that they have taken from the peo- 
ple in actual cash, two thirds by taxation, the 
residue by loans, from 1861 to 1871, the ap- 
palling sum of $10,803,307,811 62, or durivg 
the last preceding ten years the equivalent 
of thirty three and one third per cent., or 
full one third part of the gross estimated value 
of the entire annual product of the people. on 
the basis of the census of 1860; and during 
the last preceeding six years from 1865 to 1871 
the sum of $6,132 ,880,296. And of that total 
of treasure they have expended from 1861 to 
1871, $10,155,028,917 86; and from 1865 to 
1871, the sum of $5,587,610,202 30; leaving 
the people still burdened on the Ist day of 
July, 1871, with a monstrous ascertained ‘gold 
debtof $ $2,353, 211,332 32, incumbered with an 
annual gold bearing interest of not less than 
$125,000,000. The enigma of what additional 
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and clandestinely expended remains buried in 
the sibylline books, an oecasional leaf from 
which startles the drowsy unconsciousness of 
the public mind. And w hat bounds shall be set 
to the unknown profligacy of a Government 
insensible to the voice of duty, under 
the screw of a resolution of the House, then, 
and only then, without a blush discloses the 
fact that public property had been actually 
sold and the proceeds thereof actually ex- 
pen ded hy it to the amount of $105,681,608 98 
in excess of appropriations and expenditures 
authorized by law? 


which, 


|| to the civil power. 


Such figures as are in the familiar use of the | 


party in power have heretofore always been laid 
up in the upper firmament of purely specula 
live probl ems. 
brought into ordinary service in an ineffectual 
effort. to comply with the anxious demand of 
the country for some approximate measure- 
ment of the stupendous masses of the people’s 
treasure, which, during Radical rule, have been 
annually heaped up by the tax-gatherer, and 
been by him earried off and poured into the 
unnatural and reeking sty of prostituted power. 
But so unaccustomed is the popular mind to 
sums of such magnitude, in their height and 
depth, so vague, illusive, and transcendental 
to the common exercises of the popular un- 
dk ‘rstanding, the guilty authors and beneti- 
ciaries of public and private rapacity and na- 


tional grand larceny find thereiu not only a || 


mask for their crimes, but the very means 
wherewith further to practice them with inso- 
lent impunity. We are easily deceived by 
those in whom we confide. ‘The infirmity is 
in the heart, not in the understanding. 


there is an extremity of presumption upon 


But | 


They are now taken down and | 


popular credulity which at length tears off the | 


mask and reveals the imposter. 
un ie nding is capable of everything that is 
grea [t is sublime in its combinations, fear- 
ful in its judgments. Its vitality kindled, its 
energy roused, its vast sea of thought rolling 
in one wave, impelled by one gale, may sweep 
over the cockle-boat of a perfidious Adminis- 
tration and leave not a wreck behind. 

Some practical idea may be formed of the 
enormous waste of the people’s substance by 
instituting a parallel between the expenses of 


The popular 


the Republican military service of the United | 


States and the royal military service of Great 
Britain. The known expenditures of the party 
in power from 1865 to 1871, a period of six 
years of unbroken peace, under the head of 
military service, reach the enormous sum of 
$681,863,491 18. For the same period of 
time the expenditures of Great Britain, upon 
the royal military service were, counting five 
dollars to the pound, $432,364.735, or $249,- 

499,756 13 less than those of the United Staies ; 
that is to say, the military establishment of 

Republican Government, founded in, and 
existing only by, the consent of the governed, 
absorbs of the people’s substance in six years 
$249,499,756 13 more than the hereditary 
regal Government of Great Britain expends 
upon its immense standing army. 

In the year 1871 the Army of the United 
States consisted of 30,000 enlisted men. In 
that year the royal army of Great Britain was 
composed of 135,037 men of all ranks. The 
American Army of 30,000 men cost the people 
$44,080,084 95, or at the rate of $1,469 38 for 
each and every soldier; while the royal army 
of Great Britain of 135,087 men, four and a 
half times greater, cost that Government only 
$64,825,000, or at the rate of $480 for each 
and every soldier. 

Our Army is well- nigh three times larger 
than ever before in time of peace; and mili- 
tary expenditures have been carried to a fear- 
ful extent. The policy of the country has 
been changed by the Radical politicians, from a 
small body of disciplined soldiers and scien- 
tific officers, as a mere nucleus for the militia 


Or great body of a free people qualified on | 


emergencies to mass and defend themselves, 
and instead thereof has been insidiously estab- 
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lished among us a standing army on the plan 
of arbitrary and here vite ary governinents, at an 
expense to the ] peop! e far in excess of that of 
Kuropean armies. The object of this is very 
manifest. By our system of government the 
time-honored policy has been that the Army 
was the instrument in the hands of the people 
lhe party in power have 
that De liey, and under their régime the people 
are the instrument in the hands of the Arnay. 
The postulate of our fathers was that the mill- 
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} 


complete sly reversed | 


| tary were and should be continued subordinate | 


‘The 
| nant party 1s, not ouly to maintain the suprem- 
| acy of the military over the civil power, but 
moreover to subject every branch of civil busi 
ness to the direction and supervision of mili- 
tary laws and military men. 

It is not my purpose upon this occasion to 
follow the dominant party in its practical sub- 
version of constitutional government, My 
object is merely to set be fore the House and 
the country a few homely but appalling illus- 
trations of some of its financial enormities. 
It is not the least of the many curious ecircum- 
stances of our time that those enormities have 
been originated and persistently practiced by 


| a party which has been in every stage of its || 
lt would | 
have been surprising if such public crimes had | 


being, and still is, in a minority. 


been ventured by a party sustained by a major- 
ity of the people, but it is simply wonderful 
| that a minority party could survive them one 
hour. 


cause and effect is fre- 
quently mysterious, but in purely human 
affairs rarely, if ever, inexplicable. A 
little reflection upon the malevolent power 
| of the sword and the purse in corrupt com- 
bination speedily dissipates all idle wonder. 
What may not be done by boundless force 
and boundless revenue? ‘The one crushes, 
'the other corrupts. The party in power at- 
| taining office by accident determined to retain 
| it by whatever means. It promptly grasped 
| the purse and the sword. It wrenched them 
| 


relation of 


is 


from their constitutional affinities. It fused 
them into an overmastering engine of bru- 
tality and extortion; and it represents noth- 
ing so much as that monstrous thing which 
is engendered of the revolting intercourse of 
the purse and the sword upon the ruins of 
| constitutional government. It never acts but 
by the one or the other. 
not a civil executive, he is a military execu- 
tive; his orders are military orders; his sev- 
enty thousand subordinates, military subor- 
| dinates, his courts, courts-martial. In _ his 
view States are military camps, and martial 
law the restoration of friendly relations be- 
tween the States. The legislative branch 1s 
| a huge committee of taxes, tariffs, subsidies, 


practice of the domi- | 


government and popular decay. 


and their posterity. 
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pennies down to 1829, when General 

Jackson was inaugurated—a period, say, of 
thirty- nine year embracing six wars—the 
total amountof internal revenue collected was 
$2,577,093 29. 
ik rom the beginning to the ending of the two 
administrations of General Jackson, bi 


ars, 


‘ginning 


in 1829 and ending in 1837, a period of say 
eight years, embracing one war, the total 
amcunt of internal revenue collected was 


$62, 912 09. 


rom the commencementof Mr. Van Buren’s 


| administration in 1837 down to the third year 


of the first administration of Mr. Lincoln, a 
period of say twenty-seven years, embracing 
two wars, the total amount of internal revenue 
collected was $24,997 O1 
From the foundation of the Union in 1789 to 
the third year of the first admimstration of Mr, 
Lincoln, a period of say seventy-four years, 
embracing nine wars, the total amount of 
ternal revenue collected was $2,665,002 38Y 
Noble examples of republican simpiicity ; 
noble specimens of public the 
peoples’ resources. Whatan illustrious model 
for imitation. How unfading its luster. It 
was transmitted us by the good and great men, 
the fruit of whose public virtues we possess, 
as the embodiment of the spirit and policy of 
the system which they founded and developed. 
In their estimation it was essential to the 
utility and perpetuity of the liberty which they 
organized and meant to secure for themselves 
Great revenue they knew 
to be the inseparable companion of arbitrary 
But of ail 
the forms of revenue that was most abhorrent 


ins 


economy ol 


| to them which subsisted upon espionage and 


| alien 


inquisition into the private business and profits 
of freemen, and with mailed hand counted out 
to the Government a lion’s share of whatever 
they made. Hence, even in the infaney and 
greatest extremity of the Union, when foreign 
commerce and customs duties were at their 
minimum, they tolerated only the merest pit- 
tance by means of internal revenue. It was 
condemned by them as an extreme medicine, 
to our system and sufferable 


only in 


| the direst extremity, and its habitual prac- 


The Executive is | 


bounties, appropriations, deficiency bills, and 


land grants. Its exactions envelope the coun- 
| try like the atmosphere. Its tax-gatherers 


are spies upon every man’s business; its 
revenue collectors receivers of every man’s 
earnings. ‘The party in power is thus an 


enforced partner in the proceeds of every 
| man’s exertions. ‘To that end was instituted 
the iniquity called the system of the internal 
revenue. But for the treasure obtained in that 
way, its demise would long ago have appeared 
in the obituary column. 

Government is founded for the good of the 
governed. Government subsists on revenue. 
‘Therefore no more revenue should be taken 
from the people than is necessary for the pub- 
lic good. But the radical practices upon the 
converse of that sition. In his political 
g oeieiaial is founded for the good 
of the revenue. Revenue subsists by govern- 
ment, therefore ali the money should be taken 
from the people which is necessary for the 
good of the revenue. It was never so before. 
Chis is the twin self of radicalism, and they 
have flourished and will fall together. Gen- 
| eral Washington came to the Presidency in 
! 1789. From the commencement of his ad- 


pr or pos 
science, 


tice now is a violation of our traditions and 
demoralization of our institutions. 

Since Governments were instituted among 
men has political morality ever before 
from such a height, and official rapacity 
swollen to such proportions? From 1863 to 
1871, a period of say eight years, embracing 
one war, the party in power are known to 
have taken from the people, under the color 
of internal revenue alone, $1,571,901,660 59, 
or $20,480,470 06 in excess of the total re- 
ceipts, from all sources, of the Government 
from 1789 to 1851, inclusive, a period of say 
sixty-two years, embracing nine wars, and 
extending through the twelve entire adminis- 
trations of Washington, Adams, Jefferson. 
Madison, Monroe,J. Q. Adams, Jackson, Van 
Buren, Harrison, Tyler, Polk, ‘l'aylor, and 
into the second year of that of Mr. Fillmore. 
And from 1865 to 1871, a period of say six 
years of profound peace, the party in power 
are known to have taken from the people, 
under color of internal revenue alone, $1.252,- 
696,311 24, or $8,514,622 29 in excess of the 
total receipts, from all sources, of the Gov- 
ernment from 1789 to 1844, inclusive, a period 
of, say, fifty-five years, embracing seven wars, 


fallen 


and extending through ali the intervening ten 


administrations from Washington to Polk. 
This appalling consumption of treasure is 
not merely local to the earnings of the people; 
it has been extended also to the natural and 
durable resources of public wealth. Nothing 


| available or convertible has been intentionally 


overlooked. ‘The infection has reached every 
value within the horizon of power, and car- 
ried off or consumed almost everything it has 
reached. There is an inherent vice in the 
waste of the people’s substance which grows 
with indulgence and impels the guilty party 
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to those extremities beyond which there is 
nothing to take or carry away. 

lhe trade and commerce ot the Union and 
the public domain of the Union quickly in- 
flamed the measureless passions of new fledged 
oflicial cupidity and power. Never before 
was such an bidorado entered and rifled 
such ruthless rapacity. Ihe earnings of the 
people hoon the one hand, the public lands 
of the people upon the other, rioted over and 


absorbed by the Eblis of faction, followed by 


legions of hungry mercenaries and venal tax 


gatherers and grasping corporations. On the 
one hand disappeared the people’s money 
by billions, on the other was alienated the 
people's lands by millions and hundreds of 
millions ot acres 

Che natural resources of a country consist in 
aygreat measure of its soil and the contents 
thereof When these were originally vast 


they constituted primordial wealth, ready made 


for the people, 10 be conserved to their use 
by the public economy. hey were designed 
by nature for the seat of republican empire. 


They formed an expanded and picturesque 


sphere for the enactment of great dramas of 
civilization by great masses of succeeding 


penerations; generations of freemen, descend- 


aunts of freemen; owners, settlers and oceu- 
pants of the soil; soil divided and subdivided, 
heritable and. alienable; hampered by no pri- 


mogenitare, walled in by no entail, 
tered by no royal edicts, monopolized by no 
corporation grants. As population multiplied, 
as demand increased, available all the revolving 
time and demand; not 
rapaciously seized before the sun-up of the 
race and absorbed in keeps, parks, demesnes, 
regal forests and crown lands by a luxurious 
of divine right, nor by a spurious 
nobility of congressional grant. 

In such primordial wealth, where is to be 
found the peer of the Union in the single item 
ot domain, embracing an unri- 
valed actual surface of more than 2,912,788.74 
square miles, the equivalent of 1,864,182, 23: 
lhe monarchies, States, and empires 
ol Murope , and the isles of the sea, hoary with 
autiquity or resplendent with modern achieve- 
ments, but leaseholds, pate hes, and 
the surface. Alone out of that 
total aygregate, present and past, we May sur- 
vey and map enough to cover all Spain, France, 
Kugland, Llreland, Scotland, Wales, Portugal, 


lialy, Austria, Denmark, Belgium, Norway, 


seques- 


to both population 


noonity 


iis pubne 


" 
acres. 


upon 


“as 


tracts 


Sweden, Germany, Greece, aud European 
Turkey, and still have left 1,282,197 square 
miles, or 820,606,553 acres of land, more than 


enough to again cover all Spain, France, Eng- 
land, lreland, Seotland, Wales, Austria, Den- 
mark, Dalsium, Norway, Sweden, Germany, 
and (greece, 

Ot that domain vast portions have been use- 
fully 


appropriated; individuals and communi- 
ties have preémpted, purchased, organized, 
and improved ; ‘homesteads have been ac- 


; states have been erected, 
In every form the waves of population and 
progress have steadily encroached upon it and 
reclaimed it for the legitimate uses of practical 
lite. On the other hand, vast poruons of the 
people's patrimony have been squandered ; 
and year by year that vast domain of primor 
di is melling away; and it, and all 
the advantages which should from it result to 
the pe ople 
been the constant prey of a swarm of combi 


quired and settled 


! ts} 
ai weaith 
c 
ot 


Pishh an 
quirement of franchises into mighty corpora- 
tions, every corporation an East india Com- 
pany, and every curporation presidenta Warren 
Llastings ; contronting Government with their 
insatiate demands; enlorcing connivance by 
the dread of opposition, or insuring compli- 
ance by a division of plunder; by their visi 
ble and invisible influences of masterly finan- 
cial and executive admiuistration extorting 


3 | 





which set at defiance 
sovereign States. 
And now we may see them day by day 
extending their grasp and tightening their 
grip by consolidation, these imperial govern- 
ments within the Government, with an annual 
»9f $450,000, 000, 


the original powers of 


revenue already im excess 


and 
domain of 


an 
212, 164.846,03 acres ; or 76,426,606 


aggregate absorption of the public | 


acres greater than the entire area of imperial | 


Germany, with its population of 40,111,265; 
or 82,948,846 acres greater than the entire area 
of France, with its population of 36,469,875 ; 
or 134,724,846 acres greater than the entire 
arenot Kogland, lreland, Scotland, and Wales, 
with their population of 31,465,480 ; or 67,265,- 
006 acres greater than the entire area of impe- 
rial Austria, with its population of 35,904,435. 

Some of those corporations have received 
no land grants, no loans, no undue privileges, 
Individual ene rgy and ussociat ed capiti al, stim 


| ulated by the laudable hope of remunerative 
business, projected and builded them, and made | 


them productive 
the public. Those are the legitimate elements 
of growth of every proper enterprise ; they 
keep pace with healthy progress. Extraneous 
material aid, drawn from the public wealth, 


| diverted into the private ownership of classes, 


and pampers monopoly. 


| ture, 


enriches the few at the expense of the many 
Imposing works are 
projected and pushed forward, the curiosity of 
an intelligent people is awakened, their ad- 
miration kindled; then, at this opportune june- 
are insiduously secured, 


| faction, gambling with legislation, imperial 


| successors 


| highways of burnished steel. 


| wedlock. 


grants of the public lands; and when inevita- 
bly the illusion becomes dispelled, the people 
realize either _ the work itself is premature, 
or is, in itself, in its intrinsic and accruing 
advantages to a capialia ged class, and their 
and descendants forever, certainly 
a remunerative investment, and most probably 
a princely income, extending into the remotest 
future. 


the Government, perfidy to the people, born 
and unborn. 
Observe 


They 


the Pacific railroad companies. 
are, or purpose to be, transcontinental 
They are trade 
holding two oceans in commercial 

They | pour into the lap of our com. 
merce the hitherto fabulous trade of the popu- 
lous continents and islands washed by the 
waves of the Pacific. This is all grand 
enough. It is good for the country, good for 
the people; but itis also very good tor these 


avenues 


| highly privileged individuals whose sole object 


| Some 


and to 
risk. in 


was is put money in their pocket. 


some cases, may have been 


| incurred, witha view to great contingent gains. 


| Such is the universal law. 


But they gave the 


| public nothing—proposed to give the public 


| nothing. 


s changed from time to time by the ac- | 


| aggrandizement? 
consecutive generations have || 


They proposed to carry for a price. 
Why should the Government. turn 
enrich those persons at the public expense? 
Why take from the many to give to the few? 
Why reach into the future and seize and 
plunder the homsteads of posterity and lavish 


them upon existing classes and corporations? | 


Why single out classes of persons, forms of 
works, lines of transportation, for invidious 


huge, domineering, landed aristocracies upon 
the plundered patrimony of the people, under 
the meretricious pretense of aiding public 


| improvement and opening up the country to 


| stat. 


from Government lands like kingdoms, loans | 


settlement? It is like giving away the horse 
that carries you to induce the smith to shoe 
him, 

Look at the three Pacific companies—a 
handful of individuals. They may be equal 
or superior in all the attributes of excel- 
lence to any other equal number; non con- 

Upon those ipdiciduals have been be- 
stowed by the Government since 1862, of the 


from a venal | 


Such works, however imposing, rest | 
on a foundation of public plunder; and such | 
legislation, however disguised, is profligacy in | 


aside to | 








| the catalogue of its 


Why in a republic erect |! 
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miles, the equivalent of more than 135,000,000 
acres; in the aggregate an empire; 9,000 
square miles greater than all France; or 95,- 
000 square miles greater than all England, 
Ireland, Scotland, and Wales; or 28,249 
square miles greater than all Spain; or 103,- 


| 309 square miles greater than all Italy ; or 9,558 


square miles greater than all the combined 
area of the eleven States of New York, Penn- 
sylvania, Maryland. Massachuse'ts, Kentucky, 
New Hampshire, Vermont, West Virginia, 
Connecticut, New Jersey, and Delaware. 
Such protlig racy, it is ‘submitted, is without 
a par: allel in the previous history of represent- 
ative government. ‘The excesses of revenue 
and expenditure of the party in power, hereto- 
fore mentioned, furnish the only parallel. In 
publie crimes are alone 
to be found adequate amenelinian of its publie 
perfidy. In ail the annals of the past and the 


present it stands alone in the revolting soli- 


to the owners and useful to || 


tude of its impenetrable obduracy. The his- 
torian who will tell to posterity our future, 
being their past, can recount the evil deeds of 
no peer in perfidy and waste, for the little that 
will be left will render impossible all competi- 
tion in infamy. 

Now, if the laudable object of donating 
proper quantities of the public land had been 
adjusted to aid public spirit, genius, or enter- 
prise, or all three, in overcoming difficulties 
otherwise insurmountable, in projecting and 

carrying out a beneficent work, private in its 
ownership, revenues, and management, but 
public and national in its utility and scope, 


| such assistance, if within the province of the 
| Government at all, should have been given in 


some reasonable degree commensurate with 


| the private object to be subserved and the 


public interest to be protected. Neither was 
done. The public interest was sacrificed, and 
imperial fortunes lavished upon individuals. 
‘lake, as an illustration, the grants inuring 
to the Northern Pacific alone, worth now 
$200,000,000 at the low average of four dol: 
lars per acre—a- territory larger than all 
Portugal, Denmark, Belgium, “and as 
larger than all Pennsylvania, Kentucky, Mary- 
land, and Massachusetts; in the richest por- 
tion of what is called the new Northwest. It 
traverses an area of country embracing some 
of the richest lands upon this continent in 
agricultural and mineral resources. A dis- 
tinguished traveler who explored it says that 


eighty per cent. of the grant is suitable for 


| valuable manual, 


grazing and cultivation, and that the residue, 
which is chiefly mountainous, is enriched with 
forests of valuable timber and with mines of 
precious metals. 

It is stated by Mr. Henry V. Poor, in his 
that the lands of the Union 
Pacific grant already sold have yielded to the 
company an average of $4 46 per acre, and 


| the lands of the Illinois Central grant over 


eleven dollars per acre. The lands of the 


| Northern Pacific, supposing them to yield only 


an average of four dollars per acre, will pay 
the entire cost of the construction and equip- 


_ ment of the road and leave it free from debt, and 
_ with one full moiety of the imperial grant un- 


incumbered in the possession of the company. 
And at $2 50 per acre the grants alone will 
build and equip the entire road, and leave it 
not only free trom debt but with a princely 
surplus in the company’s treasury of over 
twenty-five million dollars. All this exclusive 
of the completed work itself, together with its 
incalculable accruing earnings, of the splendid 


results of which some inadequate idea may be 


_ formed by reference, in a summary way, to 


the reported operations of the Central Pacific 
and the Union Pacific roads. 
Of the former, mainly by its local traffic alone, 


| the net earnings in six years were $10,000,000 


over its operating expenses, and $6,000,000 
over running expenses and interest on bonds. 
And for the single year of 1871 alone its earn- 
ings are estimated at $10,000,000. And the 


like the treasures of Fortunatus, and functions || land of the people, more than 211, 000 square || earnings of the latter for the year 1871 are 








estimated at $9,000,000, or a total for through 


line from Omaba to San Francisco of $19,000,- 
000, or at least 59,000,000 net above running 
expenses. Why accumulate upon these cor- 
porations these millions of acres, and this 
measureless treasure in excess of all the legit- 
imate necessiiles of the work in it S relations 
to the public? And if these princely estates 
and regal demesnes were to be invested in in- 


dividuals, why done at the expense of the 
lands and possessions of a confiding and be- 
traye d constituenc y and an innocent and now 
he!pless posterity ? What explanation will 
eg what plea of justitica‘ion be offered, 
or what mitigation of righteous judg rment hoped 
for? : 

The lands granted, the treasure bestowed 
away from the people are millions, tens, bun- 
dreds of millions in excess of the cost of all 
the works, and form absolute gratuities, 
amounting not only to present princely for- 


tunes, but to fortunes the real magnitude of 
which, in the near revolving years, now to 
mention, would startle the ear with sounds 


unfamiliar and fabulous. 

Glance over the Union. Behold the brains, 
hearts, and muscles of ninety-nine per cent. 
of our people, unaided by grants, subsidies, 
or bounties, inventing, toiling, producing, or- 
ganizing, applying all forms and values of : 
might ty civilization. And, in the mean danas 
observe a kuot of politicians furtively giving 
away that which was not theirs to give, to the 
remaining one per cent. lands and treasures 
richer than kingdoms and broader than em- 
res. 

Lands for the corporation lord, aud taxes 
for the toiler! It is the old fraud over again: 
the many being made the donkey for the few, 

No man in his senses opposes railroads as 
such; no man in his senses underrates their 
value; but every fair man in his senses in- 
sists that they shall share alike, and all stand 
upon the dead level of other forms of in- 
dustry—stand or fall in their inherent rela- 
tion to the laws and rivalries of impartial pro- 
gress, in an open field and a fair fight. 

But the disguise is too thin; every man in 
his senses knows that the monstrous political 
and corporation robbery under consideration 
not in or of the 
singly or collectively ; but covered up under 
the popular uniform of that mighty utilizer, 
works in secret that all devouring lust of the 
monopoly by a few of that which, from the 
foundation of the world, was made only for the 
many. It is not the railroad, it is the ring, 
the coalition, held together by the *‘ cohesive 
power of public plunder’’ in and out of power 
which, under the frank of the railroad, steals 
and absorbs and is enriched by the public 
lands and treasures. ‘Ihe road is the minor, 
the lands the major. They build the road 
with $50,000,000 of the people’ s lands, place 
to their own private credit the remaining 
$150,000,000, and then, on their own private 
road, carry the people and the people’s freight 
at an annual tax upon the people, as in the 
illustration cited, of, say, from ten to twenty 
millions per annum. 

Now, it would have been bad enough for the 
people and good enough for the ring if the 
latter had been content with their road and 
its revenues and let the people alone *with 
their lands and treasures. 
would have still been immensely on the side 
of the ring. But the course pursued is mon- 
strous. It will go down to posterity mem- 
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As I was not able to obtain the floor for that 
purpose at that time, I will avail myself of 
this opportunity to say what | had intended to 


say at that time. 
lhere is, perhaps, no subject that occupies 
in the public mind a position of more import- 


ance than that connected with the civil service 
of the country. And the desire of the people 
of the country, without respect to party, 1s to 
see some method of administration devised 
that will secure to the country the best ser- 
vice and the most economical administration 
of the affairs of the Government. 

There is no question that now forces itself 
upon publie attention more worthy of consid- 


| eration than that of the reform of the civil ser- 


vice. While its condition is admitted to be 
deplorable by all who are not blinded by par- 
tisan zeal or influenced by false views of the 
purposes and functions of civil government, 
yet no satisfactory for the evil has 
yet been found, or if found has not been so far 
tested as to command the approval and sup- 


remedy 


port, with any degree of unanimity, of the 
| Representatives of the people. here are 
| ditheulties inherent the in subject from its 


nature and complexity; 
out of a 
stric ily 


ditheulties that grew 
long-continued custom of making 
partisan appointments; difficulties 


|| growing out of the objections and opposition 


| are many honorable exceptions. 


| of the Government must be provided for. 


of those who regard the Government patron- 
age as the property of those who are clothed 
with the appointing power, or of those whose 
influence or official position enables them to 
control that power. 

‘That the country is suffering under the weight 
of accumulated evils from the abuse of Govern- 
ment patronage and is anxious for relief, is 
obvious to all. ‘The history of our civil ser 
vice is the history of incompetency, unfaith- 
fulness, and corruption, notwithstanding there 
A large na- 
tional debt in addition to the current expenses 


The 


consequences are that the burdens of the peo- 


railroad as such, either | 


The advantage | 


| ernment, of those engaged in its service. 


ple are vastly increased and the revenues of 
the country greatly augmented. This changed 
condition of the country, from what it was be- 
fore the late civil war, necessarily multiplied 
the number of l’ederal officers and employés, 
and as a consequence multiplied both the op- 
portunities and temptations to defraud the 
Government, and to use official power and 
position the purpose of improving the 
private fortunes, at the expense of the Gov- 
The 
and machinery of the Government, 
thus augmented, constitute together an engine 
of vast political power. 

During the period of the civil war the pub- 
lie mind was so intensely occupied with ‘that 
terrible conflict, and so great was the pressure 
upon all the departments of the Government 
and uponthe country, it should excite no sur- 
prise that the civil service did not receive that 
degree of care and attention demanded by the 
best interest of the country. Indeed, it would 
had it been otherwise. Upon 


for 


revenues 


have been strange 


| the return of peace we find the nation burdened 


orable for its audacity and infamy, like the | 


partition of Poland and the perfidy of Arnold. 


Mr. GRIFFITH. I now yield to the gen- 


tleman from Illinois [Mr. Rice] a portion of 
my time. 


CIVIL SERVICE REFORM. 
Mr. RICE, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I had 


intended on a former occasion to submit my | 
views upon the subject of civil service reform. | 


| endangered. 


i] 


with this vast debt, the ordinary expenses of the 
Government greatly increased, the I'ederal pat- 
ronage immensely augmented. What, under 
the circumstances, were the dictates alike of 
statesmanship and patriotism? Manifestly to 
devise and adopt such methods and rules in 
relation to the civil service as would best 
meet the wants of the country under the 
enlarged burdens and duties laid upon that 
branch of the public service. But it is unfor- 
tunately true that in this respect abuses have 
multiplied, corruption has increased, until 
the perpetuation of free government itself is 
Conscious of the necessity of a 
ongress. by the act of March 3, 1871, 
authorized the President to employ suitable 
persous to inguire into the wants of the civil 
service and to aid the President in prescribing 
rules and regulations for the admission of per- 


reform. C 
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sons into it, and also for the conduct of per- 
sons who may receive appointments in such 
service. 

On the 19th December, 


1871, the commis- 
sioners appointed by the 


President under the 
act of Congress having made their report, the 
same was submitted to Congress, accompanied 
by a special message approving the system 
recommended by the said commissioners, and 
pledging himself to put the same in force on 
and after January 1, 1872, and also recom- 
mending an appropri ation to continue hea work 
of the commission, or advisory board, for 
another year. 

In the discussions upon the subject of civil 
service reform and the plan recommended by 
the President, in both Houses of Congress, the 
most detetmined opposition has been mani- 
fested by the supporters of the Administration, 
more especially by those who sustain the most 
intimate relations to the 
are most anxious 


Kixecutive, and who 
for his reélection. They 
have declared on the one hand that the civil 
service had not been in a better condition in 
the last twenty years, and onthe other that the 
proposed plan of reform was a ‘** humbug.’’ 
These declarations are made, too, in the tace 
of the fact that those commissioners report 
after a careful consideration of the subject 
that it is estimated that one fourth of the reve- 
nues are lost tothe Government in conse quence 
of the vicious and unsatisfactory condition of 
the civil service of the country, involving an 
annual loss to the Treasury of a sum greater 
than was required to support the Government 
prior to 1860. 

No system of civil service that admits of 
such startling results, that bears such bitter 
fruits, can justly be defended for asingle mo- 
ment, and no Government can safely tolerate 
the continuance of such abuses. It is idle to 
oppose re form upon the ground that no reform 
is necessary. ‘The attention of the country is 
anxiously direeted to this subject, and no dee- 
laration so transparent will be accepted by the 
people. Those who so believe either misap- 
prehend the true ends of government or else are 
unwilling to justly respond to its necessities. 
| know that there are many obstacles in the 
way of any real reform. The same causes, the 
same influences, that introduced these abuses 
are active in perpetuating them, and we can- 
not reasonably expect the sincere cobperation 
of those who have been unwilling to profit by 
abuses in the accomplishment of a reformation. 

No one | apprehend wiil controvert the fact 
that the executive department of the Govern- 
ment is clothed by the Constitution, and laws 
made in pursuance thereof, with all the powers 
necessary to the accomplishment of any reform 
in the civil service. that the welfare of the 
country requires. That such reform has not 
been inaugurated is owing to the fact that 
other wants and other interests than those of 
been permitted to con- 
by the Constitution and laws, 
possess the appointing power. That power, by 
the Constitution, is vesied in and limited to 
the Executive, heads of Departments, and 
courts of law. It is in my judgment unfortu- 
nate that the proposed changes in the civil 
service designed to establish a better system 
did not originate with the executive depart- 
ment of the Government rather than with Con- 
gress. This'fact must weaken the coutidence 
of the country in the success of the plan. 

The legislative department of the Govern- 
ment is embarassed by its lack of power under 


trol those who, 


the Constitution to enforce any system of 
rules, however wisely conceived, for the regu- 


lation of the appointment of persons to office, 
or for determining the fitness of applicants for 


the positions sought by them. Congress hav 
ing no such power, cannot vest in an advisory 


board powers that belong to the executive de- 
partment of the Government. 

If it were legally possible to do so, the wis- 
|| dom and sound policy of such a course is very 





| 
| 
| 





r. 
wUJbs 
questionable, if not, in fact, dangerous. The 


division of the powers and duties pertaining 
bo appointinents between an advi 
established 


othcvers who 


board 
execulive 


sory 


by Congress and = the 
have the 


appointing power, tends to lessen the sense ot 


under the Constitution 


lamin favor of allow- 
ing the Executive and heads of Departments 
to exercise their full measureot constitutional 


responsibility in both. 


power, and holding them rigidly ace yuntable 
for the manner in which they exercise It. 

Real reform in the civil service must begin 
with the executive department. 
the power! and owes 


It possesses 
it to the country to exer- 
such a manner that the 
ts of the country shall not suffer from 
an unfaithtul administration of the laws. Con- 
an ad- 
Visory board, and such board may, as they 


cise that 


power ih 


gress may authorize a commission or 
have, prepare and report rules for the regula 
tion of appointments and promotions in the 
civil service. But these rules are but sugges- 
Lhe 
executive ollicers of the Government having 
Lie appotmting power may quite as well devise 
nm system of rules or regulations as a congres- 
sional commission, This would be in the plain 
line of duty, and the Executive could give 
them the force of law tor that department. If 
this has not is not the 
fault of Congress, but of the executive branch 
of the Government, 


tions, and do not have the force of law. 


been done sooner it 


fhe country should understand, and does 
understand, that whatever of incapacity and 
dishonesty exists in the civil service of the 
bad administration 
of the laws, for which the Executive and not 
Congress is responsible. Neither Congress 
nor any board appointed by its authority can, 
under the Constitution, limit the range of ex- 
ecutive discretion persons 
An advisory board can- 
not say that the President or heads of Depart- 
ments shall select one of three, five, or ten 
persons to a particular office. 
to this proposition to say that there is still lef 
a right of choice. An untrammeled choice 
ig What the Constitution contemplates. But, 
were it otherwise, is an advisory board more 
incorruptible or infallible than Presidents or 
heads of Departments? For one, I see no 


country resuits from a 


in the selection ot 
for the civil service. 


reason to Suppose 80. 
The effect of such a system is to lessen the 
sense of responsibiiity on the part of the Ex- 
| have so far supported this system 
as to vote in favor of the appropriation pro- 
vided in the the Senate bill for the continuation 
of this advisory board and itslabors. I did so 
from the conviction that something must be 


ecutive 


done looking toward reform, and because | 
saw no prospect for anything better from the 
present Administration. If the Executive can 
in this way be induced to introduce auy retorm 
however partial and imperfect, 1 felt it my 
duty to give the measure my support. I did 
this with the conviction in my own mind 
that the President could entorce such of the 
rules prescribed by the advisory board as may 
be useful, and substitute better ones where they 
are not, if be were disposed to doso. I cannot 
understand why Congress thought an advisory 
board should seek to control appointments by 
restricting the range of executive discretion, 
except upon the grounds that the executive 
branch of the Government is unequal to the 
duties assigned to itby the Constitution, or that 
the Executive cannot be relied upon to exer- 
cise the high funetions of his otlice in the 
inanner required by the interests of the coun- 
try here can be no well-founded doubt but 
he has all the power necessary for a thorough 
reform of the civil service. 

1 do not believe, Mr. Speaker, that any test 
of qualification for the public service will ever 
be accepted by the country that requires more 
than diligence, industry, honesty, and quali- 
fications tor the special duties of the position 
to which the applicant aspires. If, in addi- 


It is no answer 


tion to all this, general scientifie and literary 
attainments are required, or, other thing being 
equal, shall be allowed to turn the scale, such 
a system will be condemned by the people. 
The great evils in the civil service spring from 
other causes than that of lack of capability 
on account of imperfect education, although 
this is matter worthy great consideration. The 
creation ot offices and removals from office of 
competent persons to m ike places for favor- 
ites is. a crying evil. While places of high and 
responsible trusts are bestowed upon incom- 
petent and unworthy men as rewards for parti- 
san services, or, What is still worse, personal 
services rendered for the benefit of him who 
has the appointing power, or him who can 
invoke the aid of that power, we shall have no 
real reform 

he practice of appointing to office men 
who barter their influence and political opin- 
ions for place has resulted in establishing an 
ollivial code of morals altogether different from 
that which men of integrity recognize, and 
which they entirely ignore and condemn when 
applied to the business affairs of private life. 


Means are employed with impunity to build | 


up the fortunes of individuals at the expense 
ot the public Treasury that would cover with 


shame and dishonor a private citizen in his 


business relations with others. The same influ. 
ence that secures position in the public ser 
vice is employed to retain in place those who 
are known to be unfaithful, and to conceal 
their frauds, and protect from removal and 
merited punishment men who are unworthy 
and whose connection with the service of the 
Government tends to bring it into disrepute. 
Official conscience must be quickened before 
any reform worthy of the name can be accom- 
plished. 

[ cannot, Mr. Speaker, approve any bill 
which makes it a penal offense for the Kepre- 
sentatives of the people to recommend either 
the appointment or removal of persons in the 
civil service. They, in common with all other 


| citizens, have an interest in good government, 


and are in a position to know the qualifica- 
tions of persons in their respective districts 
quite as well as others. Were they prohibited 
trom recommending, recommendations would 
sull be made, and most probably by a class 
less responsible to the people, and from mo- 
lives not more worthy or more consistent with 
the interests of the country than those that 


/ actuate the Representatives of the people. 


Such is the character of the bill introduced 
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committed or tolerated by a faithless or inea- 
pable Executive, that led to the proposition 
in this House by the gentleman trom Lowa, 
{[Mr. McCrary, | and the proposition in the 
Senate by Mr. SuMNER, to amend the Consti- 
tution of the United States in two important 
particulars—the one intended to lessen the 
patronage of the Executive by making certain 


| otheers elective, and restraining the removal 


of those who hold their places by appointment 
except for just cause and in cases where the 
public service requires it; and the other in- 
tended to take away the motive for turning 
the Government patronage into an engine of 
political or personal ambition by declaring 
the President ineligible to a reélection. That 
such changes in the Constitution would strike 
at the root of the evil with much effect, to my 
mind is most manifest. These propositions 


|| deserve of every sincere friend of reform a 


by the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. W1L- | 


LARD | and favorably reported by the Commit- 
tee on Civil Service Reform. The substitute 
proposed by the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. 
Lyxcu] requiring recommendations for ap- 


| pointment or removals to be made in writing 


and filed, and to be open to inspection, meets 
my approval. Sach a law would, in my judg- 
ment, insure a higher sense of responsibility 
and greater caution in making recommenda- 


| tions for appointments and removals than pre- 


vails under the present practice. 
But the more | reflect upon this subject the 
more | am impressed with the conviction that 


but little can be done by congressional legisla- 


tion to enforce any system of reform in the 
civil service. The trouble is not in the laws, 
but in the failure faithfully and wisely to ad- 
minister them. ‘There is under the Constitu- 
uion so large a range of executive discretion 
that no substantial reform can be establied 
except by an improved system of administra- 
tion on the part of the executive department 
of the Government, or by a change of the 
organic law, and such a change as shall take 
away or at least limit that discretion which 
the Executive now possesses, and which bas 
of late been so greatly abused. 

It was no doubt the consciousness of a lack 
of power in Congress, under the Constitution 
as it now is, to accomplish the needed re- 


j 


| 


_ simply disgracetul and odious. 


most serious consideration. 

Were the functions and powers of the ex- 
ecutive branch of the Government exercised 
in the true spirit of the Constitution, and as 
contemplated by the wise and patriotic men 
who founded the Republic and established the 
Constitution, no necessity for these proposed 
changes would exist. ‘The discretion given to 
the executive branch of the Government was 
intended to be used solely for the public wel- 
fare, and undera pure and wise administration 
is not only not-dangerous, but would prove to 


| be one of the most useful and beneficial powers 


contained in our Federal Constitution. The 
perversion and abuse of this discretionary 
power are the causes of all these evils. 

No Administration that uses the whole power 
and patronage of the Government to advance 
mere partisan interests or the purposes of per- 
sonal ambition, can long preserve the public 
confidence. Add to this the system of as- 
sessments for political purposes upon Govern- 
ment officers and employés, and it becomes 
The cost of 
these abuses to the nation in dollars and cents, 
although great, is the smallest part of the evil. 
The destraction of public morality. the cor- 
ruption of the Government at the sources of 
its power, and the inevitable tendency of such 
a state of things to destroy free government 
itself, are matters of the gravest concern. 
We are now a nation of nearly forty million 
people, with over fifty-three thousand persons 
in its civil service. We have a vast national 
debt which is and will be for generations a 
great burden upon the energies and resources 
of our people. Under such circumstances we 
have every motive to-practice the most rigid 
economy, and to adopt a system of civil ser- 
vice equal to the demands of the changed con- 
dition of the nation. 

The abuses and extravagance that grew up 
in the midst of a great civil war must not be 
permitted to become the settled condition of 
our national life in time of peace, to be am- 
plified and rooted in the institutions of this 
country. This wasteful, corrupt, and degrad- 
ing administrative system must be abolished 


| ifin the future we are to have a Government 


worthy of the name, a Government that shall 
command the confidence and affection of the 
people. 

While [am willing to support any measure 
that*tends in any degree to mitigate these 


evils, | am at the same time convinced that no 


thorough reform can be accomplished but 
through the executive department of the Gov- 
ernment. ‘The power to effect the needed re- 
form is vested in the President, and no plan of 
reform can succeed unless this power is exer- 
cised with vigor in its consummation. That 
power is not exerted in such a manner as to give 
any hope to the country that the jurure wili be 
betier than the past has been. ‘The stream 
cannot be purified while the fountain is im- 
pure. The ultimate remedy for all these evils 
is in the hands of the people themselves, and 


| forms in the civil service and to correct abuses || whenever an Administration fails in its duty 
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to the country and fosters or tolerates abuses 

that should no longer be borne, it is both the 

right and the duty of the people to change 
Administration. 

"No scheme devised by Congress can effect 
the desired reform. The power to do this is 
not vested in Congress, nor can Congress 
transier the powers given by the Constitution 
‘o the President to a civil service commission 
sr board of examiners. 

Whether such a commission is or is not 
maintained, the ultimate power and responsi- 
bility under the Constitution rest upon the 
executive department of the Government. No 
plan for ihe regulation of the civil service can 
succeed that confounds the functions and du 
ies of the several departments of the Gov- 
ernment. 

| am fully convinced that no system of civil 
service that looks to the creation of a privi- 


leged class from which selections alone are to | 


be made, or that ignores entirely the influence 


of popular elections, is likely to succeed in a 


republican Government like ours. Suill it is 
possible, and good government requires that 
such influences shouid be subordinated to the 
jemands of a pure and faithful public service. 
if appointments to places of trust must be 
made from the members of the dominant 
party, let uS have the best and not the worst 
class of that party. Let us have men who 
have a robust conscience, 
sense of duty to the country, and not those 
who make inerchandise of their political opin- 
ious and influence for gain, men who, when 
commissioned to office, regard their commis- 
sions as keys to the Treasury, and whose 
activity and zeal in polities are stimulated 
alone by the love of plunder 

[ believe there are honest men enough in 

ny party in this country to fill all the offices. 
A id when fide lity and honesty are placed above 
mere party service, and c orruption and unfaith- 
a are made odious by putting under the 
ban of the Administration and of public opin- 
ion, we shall then have not the worst but the 
best men) 


) 
1 
i 


the privile ge of the peop le to pass upon the con- 
duct of their servants, and if they have been 
unfaithful to the trust committed to them to 
change by their own act their officers. This 
is the chief feature that distinguishes arepub- 
lic from an hereditary monarehy. While I 
declare my firm conviction that no meaus short 
of this will work any real or permanent reform, 
iam at the same time willing to vote for any 
measure that offers the slightest ground to hope 
for any improvement. It would be a matter 
of surprise if it were not too transparent to 
Witness On the one hand the indorsement of 
the plan of reform reported by the commis- 
sion appointed under the act of 1870 by the 
President, accompanied with the most solemn 
pledges by him to put the rules recommended 
by the commission in force on the Ist day of 
Januar y last, and also recommen ding an ap 
propriation to continue this commission for 
another year at least, and on the other the 
warm and zealous opposition to this same 
pian, aud the proposed appropriation in aid 
of it on the part of the boldest and most 
devoted friends of the Administration. It is 
very obvious, too, that this opposition to the 
recommendation of the President on the part 
of his special friends fails to excite any dis- 
pleasure on his part to those friends who labor 
to defeat a system of reform which he has rec- 
ommended to.Congress as worthy of their 
support, 

Besides all this, it turns out that these rules 
sO recommended, and which the President 
Promised in his special message to put in 
force, have not been in fact executed, and the 
order for putting them in force about the 1st of 
January last was very soon after that revoked 
and the rules suspended , and the same plan 
of appointment is still pursued that existed 

efore the rules of the civil service commis 
sion were adopted. These facts suggest to 
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confidence of the 


impressed with a 
|| ican people. They must and will 
I 


n the service of the Government. Itis | 


the mind, with irresistible force, the suspicion 
that there does not exist on the part of the 
President a serious or earnest 
change the mode of appointment or to inaug 
urate any real reform. in this he is justified 
if it be true, as some of his political friends 
upon this floor bave declared, that civil service 
reform ‘‘is a humbug.”’ or, as others insist, 
that the condition of that service is so satis- 
factory that there is no necessity for a change. 

If, as is estimated, one fourth of the rev 
enues of the country is lost to the Treasury 
through the failure of the agents of the Gov 
ernment to perform the duties assigned them 
by law, the country will hardly agree with 
those who regard all attempts at reform as a 
humbug, or who think the country has no 
right to demand a better system and practice 
than that which inflicts such laws upon the | 
overburdened tax-payers of the country. 

lhe President has recently renewed his 
pledge to enforce the rules recommended by 
the advisory board, but such a promise, made 
on the eve of a presidential election, after 
more than three years of the most alarming 
and reckless abuses. will not command the 
people or be accepted as 


purpose to 


sincere. 

The quesi ion of reform and of an econom- 
ical ac iministrati on of the Government is s00n 
to be submitted to the great tribunal of the 
nation, the enlightened judgment of the Amer- 
decide tor 
they will have reform in 
the civil service as well as in the entire ad- 
ininistration. This is the ultimate and only 
effective remedy for all existing abuses in the 
administration of the Government. With their 
verdict 1 shall be content. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. [| now yield for a moment 
to the gentleman from North Carolina, [| Mr. 


Harper. } 


themselves whethe 


CIVIL RIGHTS BILL. 


Mr. HARPER. I have prepared some 
| remarks upon the subject of the civil rights 
| bill, which I ask leave to have printed in the 

Giobe. 
No objection was made; and 
granted accordingly. [See A 


leave was 
ppendix. | 
TARIFF, 

Mr. GRIFFITH then addressed the House 
on the subject of the tariff. [His remarks will 
appear in the Appendix. | 

WAR CLAIMS. 
ir 


COMINGO. Mr. Speaker, I desire, 
| to-day, to call the attention of the Represent- 
atives of the people to some of the rights of 
the latter against the Government 
Governments are said to be the most merci 
less of all creditors. 1t may with equal truth 
be suid theyarethe most unjust of all debtors. 
The y are but corpora ions, which are proverb- 
ially soulless. ‘The history of the past verifies 


|| the maxim just quoted, and the experience of 


many warrants the further reproach | have 
added. Who does not know that Governments 
alwavs exuct of their subjects the utmost 
farihing?, Who does not know, as well, that 
when the subject becomes aclaimant he is at 
the mercy of his soulless debtor, and as a sup 
pliant must pray, and often pray in vain, for 
| that which is justly and unquestionably due 
| hin? 
{ would not, I presume, be exposed to the 
risk of successful contradiction were I to state 
| that at every session of Congress during the 
last ten years, orfor a longer term, meritorious 
|| claimants, against whom even prejudice itself 
|| could not breathe a suspicion, have stood at 
| the feet of Congress and have humbly and 
anxiously surrounded the doors of its ¢om- 
mittee-rooms and earnestly but timidly prayed 
| for relief, which has been as mercilessly re- 
|| fused or withheld, not that there was a doubt 
|| as to the truth of the testimony in support of 
|| their demands, nor that it could be denied 


| 
i} 


U that these citizens have been wronged if not | 
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outraged, but because the precedents might 
ve dang gerous, or because it was not the pleas- 
ure of Congressto then consider and settle the 
questions involved. 
Phis pre position cannot be successfully con 
troverted. Claimants who have for ne arly ten 
years been knocking at the door of Congress 


urging the payment of their demands have, 


during the present session, and on the same 


testimony that was filed with their claims 
when first presented, succeeded in part in their 
efforts to secure their manifest dues; sue- 
ceeded, after years of anxiety and toil, and 


| after incurring most extraordinary expenses, 


in getting bills passed providing tor the pay- 
ment of a part of the value of the property 
appropriated or destroyed by the Government 
or its agents, but without interest for any part 
of the long period they have been compelled 
to await the meager award. What would be 
said or thought of the man who would if he 
could thus treat his fellow-man? What words 
of condemnation would be uttered against the 
citizen that would not ap ply with equal force 
to the Government? ‘Lhe following extract 
from the pea of one of the fairest and most 
fearless and spicy journalists of the day is so 
forcible and appropriate that I with pleasure 
incorporate it as a part of my remarks on this 
subjec ts 

‘The bill to appropriate $25,000 to Dr. J. Milton 
Best for his property destroyed by the Union forces 
was taken up, and, after discussion, passed. The 
objection to its passage, as stated by Mr. SumNen 
was that it might be Just in itself, but its passage 


would eked the doors of the Treasury to a whole 
host of claims not so meritorious. It must have re 


| quired the exertion of an amount of intellectual 


vigor inconceivable to the ordinary mind for the 
Senator from Massachusetts to arrive at the conelu 
sion that the payment of a just claim would estab 
lish a precedent for the payment of unjust ones 
The Bay State, as it is called, where they have P 
mouth rock the natural way, and everybody's 
ancestors came over inthe Mayflower, did not ki 
what it was about whenit parted, even temporarily 
with a logician of such portentous penetration. If 
this doctrine could be ae - ited us to be made 
available as a plea in bar in the ease of pr 
lebts, the Senator might make his fortune in 
courts of common pleas of Massachnset 

‘By the way, it is very apt to occur to the disin 


terested observer of capitolean phenomena, that the 
payment of a claim against the United States is re 
garded in Congress rather as a thing of favor thar 


of obligation: in other words, that it is entirely «a 


matter of legislative diseretion whether it is paid o1 
repudiated. Of course the bonded debt is differe: 
Here the national honoy is implicated. We cannot 
think of our paper in the hands of English and 
Dutch millionaires without exalted feelings of + 


spect—for the millionaires. We cannot speak of 
our signed and sealed obligations without going into 
spasms of patriotism, wherein the spread eagle is 
brought out and flourished, and the ritual appro 
priate to the occasion recited. But when the case 
— up of a poor devil whose cow, pigs, and hu 
dozen sheep made sudden disappearance down the 
caconts of a regiment of military prestidigitators, 
and whose homestead was burned over the head 
of his wife and —— as a playful finale to th: 
entertainment, no indigent relative meets wit 
more frigid ranwebias. If he has not the mean 
pay for having the legislative machinery set a 
work in his behalf, he had better hang no hopes 
upon the justice of an American Cueaanes. 

This may be natural in cases wherethe liquidation 
of claims is committe {to a legislative body, but it 
isnotjust. A nation which refuses to comply with 
rules in regard to the adjustment and discharge of 
its obligations like those to which it compels private 
persons to conform makes proclamation of its own 
injustice. Why is it that there is no stated tribunal 
to which claimants against the Government my 
apply upon terms that are common to ail? [tm 
be said, itis said, that the reason why this isu 
permitted is because if all the just demands were 
allowed the country would be shown to beinsolven 
that the aggregate would appeur too enormous (to 
admit of the hope of its extinguishment. This may) 
be true, but if so, it affords no reason for the eontin 
ual disgraceful, heart-breaking barbarisn that | 
practiced by men who profess to be wise, faithful 
and impartial representatives of the people. 


These views are alike honorable to the mind 
heart, and aims of their author. 

During the fearful civil war through whic! 
our country recently passed the number ot 
private claims which, according to every pri 
ciple of justice, should be paid by the Govern 
ment, increased to a very great extent Ios 
the purpose of providing for the payment of 
a part of these claims, |, on the Sth day of 
February last, introduced the following bill, 





-.  —_——e 


| 
| 
| 
| 





TET CPS TF RY ot PIP La a a 


Rwb OP. Rx) 


pd Soe Pe 


MEL BOE i ES TE BB tm OT Ve em atl Nt | a A al ney ge Sites (Ail ty ate allah elt ty 








mh 


oe 


oad 
sgt 
which | ‘ 1 ft in ( r} jesk with the 
reques ‘ ! 

the Clerk read as tollow 
A bill GU. KR. No. 1878) referring certain claims of 

loyal citizens of the State of Missouri to the com 

mistioners of claime appointed under the act of 

Congress of the Uni { States, approved March 3, 

1k71 apd for other purposes, | 

Rew ena j Nena md Houseot Representa- 
tires al the United Ntaten lLinericain Congress asaem- 
bled, That the commissioners of claims appointed 
under th f Congress of March 3, 1871, are hereby 
vathorized and directed to receive, examine, and 
consider the justice and validity of suck claims as 
accrued in the State of Missouri as shall be brought 
before them by citizens who resided therein, for 
stores or supplies taken or furnished, or for property 
used, damaged, or destroyed, for the use of the Army 
of the United Stat during the late war for the pres- 
ervation.ot the Union, including the use, loss, dam- 
ave, or destruction ol vessels or boats while employed 
in ortiken forthe benelit of the military service ot 
the United States. 

Sec. ¥. That to facilitate the settlement of these 
elaim e President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate hall appoint thre special 
comm mere to take testimony, who, apportion 
Ing the duty among themselves, shall visit (he most 
Convenient wid aces ible localities in the State for 
that pury e, who shall take the testimony under 
oath, reeeive all other sufficient evidence which 


shall accompany each claim, taken under 
aod regulations as the commissioners appointed by 
the et of M arcl 1871, have already adopted or 
invy hereafter adopt, of the nature, 


itv, and value of the property alleged to have been 
i 


tuken, furnished, used, damaged, or destroyed, and 
the time, place, and material cireumstances of the 
taking. furnishing, using, damaging, or destroying 
ot the same, and of the loyalty of the claimants, 


nal ilireport all the evidence they may collect 


such rules | 


quantity, qual- | 


tot inissioners of claims sitting in Washing 
ton, who iit then proceed to consider the same 
noid taake their awards in the manner now provided 
by law 
Sec. 3. That the saidspecial commissioners to take 
testimony shall each take the oath of office provided 
by law; and they shall receive ten dollars per day 
for ench day actually employed in taking testimony 
us full compensation for their services and ex 
penses, to be paid out of any money in the Treas- 


ury not otherwise appropriated, 

Vr. COMINGO Qn the same day I also 
introdueed the following, which L also send to 
the Clerk’ 


desk and re quest that it be read. 


Phe Clerk read as follows: 


A billLCH. R. No. 1380) for the relief ofcertain citizens 
ul t 


of the counties of Jackson, Cass, Bates, and Ver- 

non, in the State of Missouri. 

Be it caacted bythe Nenate and House of Represent 
atine of th i’ ed States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the citizens of the counties of Jack- 

mn, Ca Bates, and Vernon, in the State of Mis 
eouri, Whose property of any kind was lost, de- 
troyed, or appropriated by the Government of the 
United States, in consequenee or in pursuance of 
General Orders No. 11, issued August 23, 1863, by 
Brigadier General Thomas Ewing, commanding the 
district of the border during the late rebellion, 
shall, at any time within three years after the 


pass r { I s act, be 


ig thi permitted to present to the 
Court of Claims, and 


to prosecute therein, in con- 


tormity witb the rules of practice in said court, their | 


claims for the value of the property 

royed, or appropriated, and all sueh claims not 
presented or filed in said court within three years 
after the passage of this act shall be forever barred. 

See. 2. That any claimant may, after his or her 
elauim has been filed in said court, take depositions 
in pport of such claim before a notary publie, 
United States commissioner, or a commissioner ap- 
pointed by said court; bat no such deposition shall 
be read in evidence in support of such claim, unless 
the claimant or bis or attorney shall, at least 
twenty days before the day on which the deposition 
shall be taken, serve, on the solicitor or assistant 
solicitor of said court, a notice of the time and place 
of taking such deposition, whieh notice may be 
served by the delivery of a copy thereof to said 
solicitor or deputy solicitor, or by leaving a copy at 
his office with his clerk, or by leaving a copy at his 
usual place of abode with a member of his tamily 
over fifteen years of age 

Seco. 3. That judgments in favor of claimants ren- 
dered ip pursuance of this act shall be paid as other 
mdgments of said court or of the Supreme Court, on 
appeal, are paid. 


Mr. COMINGO. 
these hy! 
Claime 


the Judiciary. 


agent 


Che first mentioned of 

ls was referred to the Committee of 
.and the other to the Committee on 
That either will receive the 
consideration it deserves is, in my opinion, 
more than doubtful; that both should be favor- 
ably reported and be made a part of the law 
of the land does not, in my opinion, admit of 
adoubt. My object just now is to bring the 
provisions of these bills more prominently 
before the House by presenting as briefly as 
possible the reasons for the opinion I enter- 
tain as (o their merits. 


ao lost, de- | 
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The effect of the first bill read is to include 
the State of Missouri within the scope of the 
act approved March 3, 1871, by the terms of 
which ** loyal adherents to the cause and Gov- 
ernment of the United States during the war”’ 
may recover pay for property or supplies taken 
by or furnished for the Army during the rebel- 
lion, in any of the States declared in insurrec- 
tion. This law is found in Statutes-at-Large, 
volume sixteen pages 525 and 526, sections 
two, three, four, five, and six. Its provisions are 
just, so far as they extend, but they are limited 
ina mannerthat no just legisiator can approve, 
nor can any one find a satisfactory reason for 
the restrictions, or at least some of the restric- 
tions, thrown around its most important feature. 

Why the operation of the law should have 
been confined to the States declared in insur- 
rection I cannot tell. In almost every State 
in which our armies moved, property of one 
kind and another was taken and used for the 
Government by order of the officers in com- 
mand, and without compensation to the own 
ers. Ifthe loyal citizen of Tennessee or Vir 
giuia ought to be paid for his corn, hay, beef 
cattle, horses, and mules, (a proposition which 
ati honest man will not controvert, ) why should 
not the loyal citizen of Missouri or Kentucky 
who has been deprived of his property in the 
same manner be paid as well, and why should 
he not be permitted to establish his claim be- 


fore the same tribunal, or at all events by the | 


same character of testimony? An answer to 
these questions, if they can be answered satis- 
factorily, would reveal that which is now a 
hidden mystery to many and an unpleasant 
reality to those who are left without the pale 
of the law to which I have referred. 

It looks strange, it is strange, to see differ- 
ent rules of evidence and different methods 
of ascertaining and settling rights applied to 
citizens of the same country living under a 
form of government that guaranties equal 
protection to all and bending alike under the 
heavy burdens imposed by that Government 
for its support; yet this anomaly, ay, this 
monstrosity, is found in some of the rules by 
which the rights of American citizens have been 
determined, and are yet being daily determ- 
ined in some of the quas? judicial tribunals of 
our great country, one of the chief boasts of 


which is that here all men are equal betore the | 


law. The loyal man of any one of the States 
declared in insurrection goes before the com 

missioners of claims appointed under the act of 
March 8, 1871, with hy loyal witnesses, proves 
his loyalty, and by these same witnesses proves 
that his property, amounting in value to the 
sum of ten or ten thousand dollars was taken 
by the military authorities of the United States, 
in the State of Virginia, and used for the ben- 
efit of the Government. In the process of 
time he puts his hand into the Treasury and 


draws out his ten or ten thousand dollars, and | 


goes away singing hosannahs to the “ greatest 
and best Government on the face of the earth”’ 


and to the *‘ most generous and pure”’ of all | 


the administrations our country has known. 
To all this I have no objection. It is right, 
simple justice, and no more, to pay-him; and 
his laudation of the Administration is a matter 
of taste, the exercise of which is a personal 
privilege I would not deny him. 

On the other hand, we see an equally loyal 
citizen of the State of Missouri going before 
another tribunal with equally loyal witnesses, 
proving bis loyalty, and proving that property 
that belonged to him of the valve of ten or 
ten thousand dollars was taken by the military 
authorities of the United States, in said State 
of Missouri, and appropriated to the use of the 
Government; that an entire division of our 
army camped for twenty-four hours or longer 
on his farm, burned his fencing, consumed his 
hay and corn, butchered his hogs and his cat- 
tle, and pressed his horses and his mules ; that 


the quartermaster who did all this instructed | 


him to come tocamp next morning and receive 


|, his pay ; that before next morning the division 
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|| 
} had marching orders and started in hot pursuit 
of the enemy, and that from that day to the 
present neither officer nor soldier of that diy; 
sion can be found to testify in support of the 
claim. We see all this, l-repeat, in numerous 
cases, and we see these loyal men, with their 
loyal witnesses turned away from the door of 
the l'reasury by the officers of our Government 
withouta dollar. Such are the laws and regu- 
| lations, Mr. Speaker, and the foregoing are 
|| facts touching private claims, or a part of the 
| private claims, growing out of our civil war, 
and to correct this evil, to secure like justice 
to all these claimants, | appeal to the Commit. 
tee on Claims, and urge them to report this 
bill, that it may be considered and passed by 
this House. 

{u this bill, and also in the law of March 3, 
1871, to which it is but sapplemental, provision 
is made for the paymeut of none but loyal 
claimants. I will not insist that this provision 
| is not wise and proper. ‘The Government has 
hitherto refused to paythe losses of those who 
| took up arms against it, or gave aid and com. 

fort to its enemies engaged in armed resist 
|| ance to its lawful authority. But the terms 
| loyalty, loyal citizen, and the like are so in- 
definite and have been so diversely and improp- 
erly construed, that other words should be used 
in their stead, or in connnection with them, to 
| prevent abuses that have been practiced and 

will be practiced on claimants as long as irre- 

sponsible, petty Government officials are per- 
| mitted to hear, try, and determine in secret 
| the character of those who present their claims 
|| for adjudication. The extent of the evil grow 

ing out of this system, if I may so call it, is 
| greater, | have been told, than anyone can 

imagine. ‘The manner in which skillful and 

designing men contrive to fleece the claimants 

and defraud the Government is unkown to me ; 
| but there can be no doubt that both are often 
made to suffer. 

The law of March 3, 1870, and also the bill 
| under discussion, should therefore be amended 
by striking out the qualifying word ** loyal,”’ 
whenever it occurs, and by adding in some ap- 
propriate connection a proviso excluding from 
their benefits all those who voluntarily took 
|| up arms against the Government, and those 
|| who voluntarily gave aid and comfort to them 
| while they were so engaged. The claimant's 
|| oath to this effect is allthat should be required 
(| from him or her in support of character for 
loyalty. To demand that even is a violation 
ot one of the firstand best maxims of law with 
reference to presumptions; but under the cir 
cumstances there could be no serious objection 
to such requirement. We would at once, by 
some such provision, get rid of the difficulties 
and injustice that spring from the vague, in 
definite and inaccurate ideas that obtain and 
have obtained, as to what it takes to coustitute 
loyalty and disloyalty. 

In the minds of many sympathy with those 
who were engaged in the rebellion and sym 
pathy with the cause in which they were en- 
gaged constituted disloyalty, and converted 
those who entertained that sympathy into 
rebels. Nothing to my mind could be more 
inaccurate or absurd. As well might it be 
said that sympathy with Christian men and 
women and with the principles they profess is 
Christianity, and converts him who feels it 
into a Christian; or that the sympathy felt 
and expressed by one of Ohio's most gifted 
and eloquent orators with unhappy and unfor- 
tunate Mexico, when our gallant armies were 
marching in triumph upon her capital, consti- 
| tuted that patriot and statesman a traitor and 

enemy to his country; or that the conduct of 
| those of our New England brothers who op- 

posed and condemned the war of 1812 consti 
tuted them rebels, and would have justified 
|| the Government in refusing to pay them for 
|| supplies furnished the armies engaged in that 
memorable struggle, or any other claims they 
|| may have held against the United States. 
|, There are many claims against the Govern- 
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ment now on file in one and another of its 
Departments, payment of which is refused 
for no other reason than that the claimants 
have been pronounced disloyal after being 
tried by the absurd test to which T have 
alluded; tried without their knowledge, by 
irrespons ble detectives and secret-service 
men, and found guilty, and virtually adjudged 
to pay a penalty equivalent to the amount of 
their respective claims. Such is the adminis- 
tration of justice in America, proud and free 
America, governed by written laws, by a Con- 
stiution in which it is, among other things, 
declared that the right of trial by jury shall 
be preserved, and that no person shall be 
deprived of his property without due process 
of law! These, it may be said, however, are 
but trifling irregularities; yet trifling as they 
are, they demand some attention, if it can be 
bestowed without neglecting the momentous 
interests with which we are from day to day 
so earnestly dealing. 

But, Mr. Speaker, 1 beg to press upon the 
attention of Congress the nature and import- 
ance of the second bill read by the Clerk, at 
my request, at the commencemeut of my 
remerks. 

This bill presents a cause for legislation 
that has never before claimed the attention of 
Congress, and a cause which I trust, for the 
sake of humanity, will never again arise. 
Despotism has often made humanity shudder ; 
but never in the history of this country, and 
but seldom in that of any other, has it exhib- 
ited itself in a more revolting form than when 
it issued the edict that occasions the bill | am 
about to discuss; and seldom have the fruits 
it has produced been more bitter, or the con- 
sequence more disastrous than on the occa- 
sion of which I am speaking. But that occa- 
sion, with its sorrows, its bitter tears, its great 
sacrifices and privations, its fearful sufferings, 
and its atrocious crimes is past. Its sad mem- 
ories will linger in the minds of those who 
witnessed the events that then transpired as 
long as their lives shall last, and their power 
to think and reflect upon the past shail be 
preserved, 

It is not my purpose, however, to detail on 
the present occasion the history of that period; 
nor ig it my purpose, nor even my privilege, 
to assail on this floor the motives of those 
who by their cruel edict, most cruelly en- 
forced, made desolate the homes of more 
than twenty thousand American citizens, and 
entailed upon them untold sufferings and 
losses, and wrung their bearts with anguish 


as bitter no doubt as that experienced by the 


captive sons and daughters of Jacob when by 
the river of Babylon they hung their harps 
and sat down and wept. I will not, indeed | 
need not, so far as my present purpose is con- 
cerned, attempt to condemn or justify the 
authors of all this evil. Whether their ob- 
jects and motives were good or bad, and 
wheiher their action was wise or unwise, 
neither adds to nor detracts from the merits 
of the bill L presented and am now discuss- 
ing. The legal rights of the citizen do not 
depend upon the wisdom or folly of an act, 
nor the baseness or purity of the motives of 
another. They are fixed, if fixed at all, on a 
surer foundation—justice, humanity, and Jaw; 
and to these alone I appeal in support of the 
proposed measure, feeling well convinced that 
each comes to my aid. 

Ou the 25th day of August, 1863, Brigadier 
General Ewing, then commanding the dis- 
trict of the Border, in the State of Missouri, 
issued General Orders No. 11, which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk, and ask that it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


{General Orders No. 11.] 


Heapguarters Districr or THE BorDER, 
Kansas City, Missouri, 
August 25, 1863. 

1. All persons living in Jackson, Cass, and Bates 
counties, Missouri, and in that part of Vernon inclu- 
ded in this district, except those living within one 
mileof the limits of Independence, Hickman’s Mills, 
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Pleasant Hill, ind Harrisonville, and except those 
in that partot Kaw township, Jackson county, north 
ot Brush creek and west of the Big Blue, are hereby 
ordered to remove from their present places of resi- 
dence within fifteen days from the date hereof, 
Those who within that time establish their loyalty 
to the satisfaction of the commanding otlicer of the 
military station nearest their present places of res- 
idence, will receive trom him certificates stating the 
fact of their loyalty and the names of the witnesses 
by whom it can be shown All who receive such 
certificates will be permitted to remove to any mil- 
itary station in this district, or to any part of the 
State of Kansas except the gounties on the eastern 
border of the State. All others shall remove out of 
this district. Officers commanding companies and 
detachments serving in the counties named will see 
that this paragraph is promptly obeyed. 

_ 2, All grain and hay in the tield or under shelter, 
in the districts from which the inhabitants are re 

quired to remove, within reach of military stations, 
afier the 9:h day of September next, will be taken 
to such stations and turned over to the proper offi- 
cers there, and report of the amount so turned over 
made to the district headquarters, specifying the 
names of all loyal owners, and the amount of such 
produce taken from them. All grain and hay found 
in such district after the 9th day of September next 
not convenient to such stations will be destroyed. 

3. The provisions of General Orders No. 10 from 
these headquarters will be at once vigorously ex- 
ecuted by officers commanding in the parts of the 
district and at the stations not subject to the oper- 
ation of paragraph one of this order, and especially 
in the towns of Lndependence, Westport, and Kan- 
sas City. 

4, Paragraph three, General Order No. 10, is 
revoked as to all who have borne arms against the 
Government in this district since the 2th day of 
August, 1863. 

By order of Brigadier General Ewing. 

H. HANNAHS, Adjutant. 

Mr. COMINGO. ‘This, sir, is the terrible 
edict to which I have heretofore alluded. The 
cruelty of its terms was exceeded only by the 
violetice and ficrceness of its execution. 
['wenty thousand people, the majority of whom 
were women and childrenand old men, driven 
from their homes and their substance, many 
of them to become wanderers among stran- 
gers, and pensioners upon their bounty, all 
fleeing as from a burning city, and over- 
whelmed with terror, despair, and grief, pre- 
sent a spectacle which demons alone can con- 
template without a tear. Yet such a spectacle 
was witnessed in the district of the Border 
during the fifteen memorable days that inter- 
vened between the 25th of August and the 
10th of September, 1863. The arsons and 
murders and other atrocities that intensified 
the horrors of that scene I will not mention. 
Let them, if possible, be forever buried be- 
neath the generous waters of forgetfulness. 

This terrible order, issued as we have seen by 
one who was high in authority, and sanctioned, 
as it unquestionably was, by those who were 
higher, brought losses upon some, and ruin 
upon others of those who lived within the 
scope of its operation. These citizens have 
memorialized Congress for relief, and in pur 
suance of their wishes and my own inclinations, 
judgment, and impulses, | demand what they 
pray for. They are honest men and women, 
and all of them, if you please, good, and most 
of them loyal citizens, some of them at all 
times above the taint of suspicion even in the 
minds of those who watched with nfost jealous 
eye the conduct of their neighbors. I may 
add that among those who join in the memo- 
rial in their behalf are my predecessor in this 
House, appointees of the present Chief Magis- 
trate of the United States, and officers and 
soldiers who served their country earnestly and 
honorably during the war of the rebellion, 

What will Congress do for these sufferers ? 
They were compelled to make the sacrifices 
which were made by the Government, and for 
it. To refuse to pay them is not only an act of 
injustice, but shameless robbery. Lt may be said 
that the Government is neither legally nor 
morally responsible for these losses. If this 
proposition should be made, and is true, then, 
I reply, it follows that we have heretofore 
exacted from other nations, and are to day 
endeavoring to exact from Great Britain, pay- 
ment of unjust demands; or entirely different 
rules of law prevail between our Government 
and its citizens from those which are enforced 


| In behalf of these self-same citizens against a 
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foreign Power. In other words, the Govern 
ment of the United States will permit its Army 
officers to rob, despoil, and ruin its citizens for 
its benefit, and afford them no protection; bat 
it will, at the cost of war if necessary, protect 
them against injury, insult, spoliation, or loss 
at the hands of a foreign Power. ‘This is pre 
posterous. Submitting to wrongs to a ci 
zen at the hands of the agents of another Gov- 
ernment is a disgrace we will not tolerate ; 
but our own agents may, in the exercise of 
these discretionary powers, rob, plunder, des 
poil, depopulate, and lay waste, and the citizen 
be left remediless and the Government untarn 
ished! Such a proposition if distinctly asserted 
before the people would consign its advocates 
to perpetual and merited disgrace; yet it is 
practically announced in every refusal by Con- 
gress to pay a citizen for property that has 
been destroyed or appropriated by the officers 
of the Army, either directly or indirectly, for 
the benefit of the Government. 

The general rule that should be adopted, 
that must be adopted if we desire to be just 
and to maintain the dignity of our Govern- 
ment, is to extend to our citizens as full pro 
tection and redress against wrongs and oppres 
sion from the agents of the Government as we 
have a right to demand for them trom foreigu 
Powers. 

A very cursory glance al one or two prach 
cal illustrations as to what our Government 
has demanded for its citizens will sustain the 
proposition | made a few moments ago; that 
is, that we have heretofore made and are 
to-day making unreasonable and unjust de 
mands for injuries done our citizens by other 
nations, or the rights of the citizen are not the 
same when intringed or violated by the agents 
of the Government of the United States that 
they are when similarly infracted by the 
agents of another people. 

Some of the causes, or wrongs, or outrages, 
whichever you may please to call them, Mr. 
Speaker, that led to the Mexican war were 
trifling compared with the wrongs and out 
rages inflicted on many of our own citizens 

| by our Government through its acknowledged 
agents. In the month of July, 1836, our See 
retary of State sent our minister, Mr. Ellis, a 
list of the grievances of which we complained 
against the republic of Mexico. These griev 
ances, as then stated, numbered just fifteen ; 
and Mr. Ellis was instructed to demand repar 
ation, and if he failed to receive a satisfactory 
auswer within a given time he was told to de 
mand his passport. Here are some of them : 
one Baldwin, an American citizen, had a few 
years previously unjust judgments rendered 
against him in a Mexican court; an alterca 
tion ensued between him and a magistrate; 
he was sentenced to the stocks, resisted, was 
injured in his leg, was seized and imprisoned ; 
an American vessel, the Brazoria, was seized 
in 1832 and employed in a military expedition 
without compensation ; two American steam 
boats were taken possession of by Mexican 
officers and used without compensation in 18d ; 
Captain McKeige was imprisoned, and an 
enormous fine was imposed on him without 
cause; and so on. It was afterward ina conven 
tion between our Government and that of Mex 
ico agreed that all our claims agaiust the lattes 
should be referred to a board of commissioners. 
Of course the grievances already mentioned 
were brought betore said commissioners, as well 
as divers others, all of which were countenanced 
if not encouraged by our Government. One 
of these claims was for fifty-six dozen bottles 
of porter; another for a printing-press, anothei 
for a trunk of wearing apparel, and another 
for goods seized because they had been intro 
duced contrary to law, the claimant alleging 
that be was ignorant of its requiremenis. For 
the purpose of redressing such wrongs as these, 
and others of greater magnitude, it is true the 
President of the United States, in his message 
of the 6th of February, 1837, recommended 
| reprisals against Mexico, and for that pur- 
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pose desired to « nploy the naval force of the 
nation. 

In this connection | may also allude to 
the fact that ou Gov\ 


time engaged in an effort to secure indemnity 


ernment is at this very 


for some of its citizens who have been more 
ecently Oo traged in vVariou ways by the 
Viexican Government, and for others who 


sustained great 
le ‘ by the acts of omission, if not commis 


have been injured and have 


ion, of the Government of Great Britain 
lhe claims agaiust the latter Government for 
pl erty d troyed by the rebel cruisers, fitted 
out in British ports, amount to many mil 
lion i dollars, the larger part of which 
is for the destruction of vessels and property 
of almost every kind belonging to our citizens, 
and for damages or injuries directly and in- 


directly growing out of such destruction. 


lor the sake of the argument we willassume 
that all the claims are and were just, and 
thar the ‘Vances compl Lined of were actual. 
Such being the ease, no one will deny that it 
was both the right and duty of the United 
Staies to make reprisals from Mexico, pro 


vided, of course, that the claims could not be 
otherwise satisfactorily adjusted ; nor thatitis 
equally her duty to see that Great Britain make 
aut juate reparation without unnecessary de- 
lay lhe question then recurs, will our Gov 
ernment redress such grievances as these, and 
leave those committed by its own agents to go 


If so, what is the reason forthe 


utili UTeSSt 
distinetion Obviously, there can be none. 
But it bas been said, time and again, that 


claims 
similar in character may be, the Government 
is not abl oO pay 
them to | * pald vould be 


however meritorious these and other 


them; that to allow one of 
to establish a pre 


cedent by which hundreds of thousands of 
dollurs would be drawn from the Treasury, 
and to of a door by which grievous frauds 
may be cticed on the Government. Lhe 
lutier of Cet urguments will apply with equal 


force against the discharge by our Government 
oluanyo pecuniary obligations. if it proves 
anything, inereiore, il proves too much, and 
consequently should be at once and forever 


it, founded on the poverty 
of the Government, is equally fallacious. In- 


an almost unbounded credulity 


to believe tha is presented in perfect sin 
ut y. 

The ap ypriation bills pus ed Various 
times nee the close of the war, and the prod- 


diture of the people’s money, are 
mmpatibie with this plea of poverty, 
or atall events they ab indantly show that this 
dea has found a place in the 
it from these 
expenditures any inference may with certainty 
sion reached, it is that our 
has been considered almost 
inexhaustible, or that 
MOSLTeckKie 


ipal ¢ X pve ii 


wholly tu 


juite recentiy 


minds of our legislative Solons. 


Oe aUrawnh mr cone 
national 1 eusury 
there have been the 
sinditference and inattention to its 
hichisto be no ionger tolerated by 
ional guardians; or that the argu- 
med is an afterthought, the iusin- 
equated by the injustice 
Phose 
and ruined listen at 
h impatience to excuses and apol- 
erred redress; but when they are 
iteve that these excuses and apol- 
\usincere, their impatience naturally 
ripens ito bitter discontent ; and 
this, when it becomes general or wide-spread, 
revolution, which has overturned 
thrones, exiled kings and courts, and brought 
to the feet of the people, the source of 
Were there no injustice and 
there would be, there could be no 
revolution by force in Governments; and the 
bloody records of the past, but for these, would 
not stain the historic page. Our minds and 
hearis instinctively revolt when we think of 
these vices; and we naturally and justly detest 
them with intensified bateruess when we 


condi On, W 
its congre 

ment ment 
ceriiy ot winch is ony 
it allempts to excuse and perpetuate. 
who have been desp nied 
any time | 
oOvies Tal 

forced Lo } 
Opies ar 


and justly 
begs ta 
des} ors 


thei p wer, 


Oppressior 
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their victims are few, weak, and helpless—are 
arbitrarily denied redress, and powerless in an 
attempt to seek it by force. 

[ would not, however, Mr. Speaker, be un- 
derstood as even intimating that the injustice 
we have done and are still doing the very few 
who are or desire to be benefited by the pro- 
posed legislation will or can possibly tend to 
tarevolution. ‘This would be worse than 
nonsense. Indeed, while the people retain the 
temper and spirit that now control them, no 


bege 


provocation, no acts of oppression, can bey get 
revolution by force ; but reformation ms: ay come, 
and | think it will come through that more 
legitimate and reliable channel, the ballot 
box. If it should not be secured in that way 
the future will most certainly witness a conflict 
between the right and the wrong, the oppressor 
and the oppressed, in the administration of 
our Government. 

| have asserted, sir, that the expenditures 
of our pub lie money since the close of the 
war are incompatible with the idea that our 
Government is unable to satist fy the just and 
lawful demands of our citizens for property 
appropriated and aenen by its agents 
during that memorable period; and I insist 
that notwithstanding the extravagance of these 
expenditures we are able to pay, and should 
at once make provision to pay these demands. 
During the six fiseal years ending June 30, 
[871, the gross receipts of the United States, 
trom. all 391,078,886 45, 
rhis includes, it is true, the sum of $33.933,- 
657 89, which was the balance in the Treasury 
at the beginning of the period mentioned. The 


t 
sources, were $5, 


gross receipts for e ighty years, nm June 
50, 1871, were only $12,3825,259,628 74. 


We here see that the receipts for the six 
years mentioned are nearly as great as those 
for the seventy-four years preceding ; or, in 
other words, more than five twelfths of alli the 
money that was rece ived by the United States 
tor elg ty ye ars endi ng June 30, 1871, were 
received during the last. six years of that 
period this enormous 
We know that much of it has 


What has become of 
sum of money? 


beeu applied to the payment of the public | 


de bt, 


to the 


inuch to the payment of interest, much 
support of the Army and Navy, and 
much to other and more useful parposes than 
the latter, and that a balance of $138,019,- 
122 15 was all that was remaining in the 
lreasury on the 30:h of June, 1871; but we 
also know that precious little of it has 
been applied to the payment of honest claims 
growing out of the appropriations and spolia- 
tions of property by our armies during the 
war. 

Mr. Speaker, | will assume, for the purpose 
of arriving at a correct conclusion as to what 
we should havedone, what duty has demanded, 
and what it now demands, that not a cent of 
this more than five and a quarter billion dol- 
lars that have been poured into our national 
lreasury has been spent in foolish extrava- 
gance or otherwise uselessly squandered ; and 
assuming this manifest absurdity as a truth, | 


GLOBE 


May 4, 


lions added to millions yearly spent by the 
Goverument, for the spending of which there 
was but little if any necessity, and for the 
spending of much of which there was no 
immediate necessity whatever. 

During the six years ending June 380, 1871, 
there were expended on account of our mil 
itary establishment $685,485,371 84: on ac. 
count of our naval establishment $161,385.,. 
182 98, and on miscellaneous accounts $315, 
645.414 40; amounting in the aggregate to 
$1,162,515,969 22. Had these vast expendi 
tures been demanded for the peace, safety, or 
honor of the country, no one would have ari ght 
to complain that they were made ; but itis man. 
ifest to any one, without examining details, that 


| they were prodigally extravagant, and a very 


| others greater than they should have 
the purposes for which they were made ; 


slight examination will convince any candid 
mind that some of them were much greater 
than the condition of the country required ; 
been for 
olbers 
premature; others wholly unnecessary; and 
some, perhaps, unwarranted by law, 

There have been appropriated for the pub- 
lication of the laws, within the period men- 
tioned, in newspapers and pamphlets, $301,- 
120. How much of this was paid to uews- 
papers I have not the means of ascertaining; 
but it is safe to presume that at least two thirds 


| of the amount were used in that manner; and 


it is insisted that this was an entirely useless 
expenditure of that amount, except so far as 
it contributed to the support of papers pub- 
lished for the benetit of the party in power. 
Six hundred and sixty thousand dollars have 


| also been appropriated as a subsidy to the 


| support of the Metropolitan police; 


telegraph beiween the Atlantic and Pacific 
coasts; $64,618,632 in subsidy bonds, and 
millions of acres of land subsidies to the Pacific 
railway Compauies; $1,172,000 to aid in the 
3$3.900,000 


| oun account of the mail steamship service, 


more appropriately denominated steamship 
subsidy; and $11,376,750 have been appro 
priated for the support of the Freedmen’s 
Bureau. How much has been expended in 
building custom-houses, court houses, and 
post offices, in repairing, refitting, refurnish 
ing, and adoraing the public buildings and 
grounds in the city of Washington, and in the 
countless investigations made for polirical 


| effect, and the useless and expensive prosecu 


ask whether it appears that the whole of that | 


vast sum has been applied or used in the man- | 


ner that the plainest rules of justice dictate 
and demand? ‘** Be just before you are geuer- 
ous”’ is one of the noblest maxims of the law. 
It applies with as much propriety and force to 
Governments as to individuals. Judicial and 
ministerials aids enforce it as to the latter, 


tions growing out of party malice, urged for 
the purpose of perpetuating party existence 
and power, no one can tell, and few will ever 
undertake to ascertain. 

The aggregate of these expenditures must 
exceed hundreds of millions. Many of them, 
probably a large majority, were necessarily 
made, but others, amounting to tens of mil 
lions, no doubt were unnecessary and unjust, 
in so far as they required the use of funds 
that ought to have been applied to the pay 
ment of claims due our own citizens for sac 
rifices they were compelled to make for the 


_ actual or supposed good of the Government in 


and public opinion should enforce its obser- || 


vance by the former when it is ignored. That 
it has been 
garded by our Government, and is so disre- 
garded to-day, is a proposition that cannot 
be successtully controverted. It is a fact, 
of the existence of which many can testify 
from sad experience, and which the written 
laws assert in terms that cannot be misunder 
stood. 


shamelessly and ‘cruelly disre- | 


While these claimants have been neglected | 


| 


and their rights disregarded for these many 


see |) years, as betore stated, they have seen mil- 


the days of its peril. The non-payment of these 
claims has subjected the claimants, or many 
of them, to financial distress, and has brought! 
ruin upon others; and the prodigality with 
which the people’s money has been used fo1 
other and less legitimate purposes isa burning 
shame and a lasting reproach to the American 
Congress. 

How unspeakably heartless and soulless in 
the eyes of these sufferers must he appear who 


| closes the door of the lreasury against them, 


alleging as his reasons for so doing that the 
precedent will prove di angerous, wiil ane the 
door for the practice of frauds upon the Gov- 
ernment, and will impose a financial burden 
it cannot bear! To merely doubt his sincerity 


is exercising charity. Millions on millions for 
the Army and Navy in times of peace; mil- 
lioas upon millions for the erection of custom: 
houses and post offices, for ships, railway, and 
telegraph subsidies; for enlarging, improving, 
and adorning the public buildings and grounds 
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in the city of Washington, for the support of 
the Freedmen’s Bureau, and for defraying the 
expenses of investigating committees and i im- 
peachment trials, but not one cent for the relief 
of those who were stripped of nearly all of their 
earthly substance by : and for the Government ; 
who, in conse quence of the sacrificesthey were 
thus compelled to make have, for nearly ten 

irs, De on struggling with poverty, have sut- 
Sa from want, have had to deny themselves 
and their families the necessaries of life, and 
are to day suffering from these entailed evils 
not one cent for these, but countless millions 
to meet the extravagant and useless expeudi- 
tures of the Government and surround its 
officials with the splendors of royalty and sup- 
ply them with its luxuries. 

(his. sir, is American justice, or rather it is 
in this manner justice is administered by the 
American Congress to American citizens. We 
may raise our most dolorous wail over the 
ease of Dr. Houard and others who hke him 
may lave been severely if not unjustly dealt 
with by foreign Powers, but it is all in vain ; 
it surely must fall upon the ears of all who 
rightly consider the duty of the Government 

whom it has itself so recklessly 
Seeet tal ‘most discordant strains in 
favorite songs.’’ Ay, sir, they will, and well 
they may, derisively laugh at these cheap and 
easy manifestations of our patriotism and of 
ur regard for the rights of the American citi 
zen, and pronounce them but the hypocritical 
bowlings of mere demagogues, so long and so 
far as we are guilty of turning a deaf ear to 
the appeals of those in our immediate pres- 
ence who bave an unquestionable night to our 
sympathies and to the relief for which they 
pray. 

Mr. Speaker, gentlemen on this floor can 
no longer be excused for neglecting the rights 
and interests of those in whose behalf lap 
peul, any more than they can be excused for 
the neglect of any other manifest duty. The 
honor of our Goverument and the rights of 
our fellow-citizens, however humble, are sub- 
jects worthy our most earnest consideration, 
and interests we should feel it a privilege to 
protect. Failing to protect either is a dis- 
grace, failing to respect either acrime; and 
whenever any citizen finds that he is shielded 
by neither, that at home or abroad he is un- 
protect ted, or his rights disregarded and tri- 
tled with, condemn hit n not if, when thus op- 
pressed and degraded, he manifests his discon- 
tent by — as well as words; upbraid him 
not when he inscribes **Ichabod’’ on *‘ the 
old flag, ’’ and resolves to seek happiness and 
fortune in another land, or protection under 
another banner. But let us silence the voice 
of discontent by administering even-handed 
and impar‘ial justice, and full protection to all 
to whom we owe protection, either at home or 
abroad, and thus show that we desire and in- 
tend to preserve our Government, and that it 
is worth preserving ; show that it is a privilege, 
and not a misfortune, to be an American citi- 
zen. 


f 
9 those 


Iie 
ikke 


ALLEGED SOUTHERN OUTKAGES. 


Mr. HAYS. Mr. Speaker, the bill upon 
which I beg leave to make a few remarks is 
the bill reported from the joint select Commit- 
tee on Alleged Outragesin the Southern States 
to extend the provisions of the fourth section 
of the act approved April 20, 1871, and is one 


that addresses itself to the patriotic common | 


sense of every member of this House. It is 


but fair to presume that every Representa- | 


tive upon this floor, hail from whatever section 
of our common country he may, is deeply 
interested in the peace, welfare, and general 
prosperity of each particular portion of these 
United States, and hence the measure now 
pending, intended and designed as it is to 
promote peace in the southern States, should 
receive at our hands that calm, prudent, and 
dignified consideration which a subject of such 


| onntt . Bn os 
southern borders, 


momentous importance demands. 


If the ori- 
ginal bill was not perfect in its details and just 
in its penalties it should be pruned of its im- 
perfections, but deeming it to be the sense of 
& majority of this House that the act of the 
20th of April, 1871, generally styled ‘* the Ku 
Klux bill,’’ is as perfect as it was possible to 
make it, and that an absolute necessity existed 
for the passage of such an enactment. | shall 
contend that to-day the necessity for the con 
tinuance of this law is urgent and pressing in 
the extreme. 

This is the question that 
itself. That a necessity did 
now deny. 


now presents 
exist none can 
A little over twelve months ago, 
in the diset upon bill, we were 
told by Democratic members of this House 
that no such organization as Ku Klux existed 
in the southern States. 
treated the subject with ridicule, and asked, 
with brazen effrontery, that Congressmen might 
visit them and thus ‘‘dispel the phantoms of 
fright.’’ It was difficult t« 


people to the true 


ssions this 





Southern newspapers 


) arouse the northern 
condition of affairs 
and nothing but bloody facts 
fire the northern heart’’ 
Congress at last sent hex 
mittees to look into the 
and what 
is before the 


on our 


and soul. 

investi igating com 
condition of affairs, 
nthe result? ‘heir report 
country, and although the half 
has not been told, such an exhibit of murder 
bloodshed, and social depravity has 
been bli ish 
the cheek of every patriot 


ever did ** 
bas bes 


crime, 
nade, as to 
of shame to tinge 
in the Jand. 

Sir, for many long and weary months Re- 
publicans at the South suffered without a 
murmur. ‘They were willing to attribute the 


cause the crimson 


| actions of southern Democrats to the passions 


| us and our property. 
| 
| asted 


| they dared to express 


and hates engendered by a war disastrous to 
Looking upon her dev- 
ruined homes, we were will 
many of their petty resent 
ments in the hope that time, the great mollifier 
ot all events, would soften the anger of her 
people. To their social ostracism and pub 
licly expressed contempt for northern men 
and women, and of all affiliation with the 
Republican party, no reply was made. But 
when citizens of the United States, in the 
peaceful pursuits of business, were dragged 
from their firesides and shot and hung because 
tepublican sentiments 
and uphold the cause of our country, 


fields and 
ing to overlook 


then, 


| and not till then, an appeal was made for help. 


| and 
been 


You gave it in the shape of this Ku Klux bill, 
what has been the result? ‘There have 
many convictions in Alabama and the 
Carolinas, and the miserable culprits are now 
paying, in solitary confinement, the just pen- 
alty of their own misguided conduct 


And, sir, those of us wholive in these States 


| can plainly see the beneficial effect of these 


convictions. Much good has been done, yet 
much remains to be done. Doubtless it has 


| deterred many from the commission of simi- 


| many parts of the South to-day a man 


lar offenses, but the moment this act expires 
the reign of blood and terror will once more 
commence, and in many parts of the South 
there will be no such thing as personal safety 
for any man, northern or southern, 
black, who is a Republican voter. Let me 
not be understood as saying that this bill has 
restored peace or quiet, for it 


white or 


true. In 
vould 
be either killed or whipped who took an active 
part in politics, provided he did so in behalf 
of Republicanism. But still the bill has done 
much good. It has given confidence to loyal 
men. ‘They see in it a manifestation of the 
overwatching care of our Government, and 
are thus buoyed up for the struggle to come. 
These facts are rehearsed by me with pro 
found regret. Did I consult my own pe rsonal 
inclinations I should lift every vestige of even 
seeming hardship from the people of the Sueth: 
I would give them amnesty for past offenses 
and extend the olive branch of peace. 1am 


IS Not 
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a southern man myself, born and reared upon 
the soil of the State which I have the honor 


In part to represent. Kvery pulsahion ot my 


heart is southern. I love her peop! It they 
have grievauces I will labor to have them 
swept away. if they have foibles and faults 


(and who has not) I am disposed to forget and 
forgive; but, sir, while | respect all my neigh 
bors and friends I have a sworn duty, sact d 


and binding, to perform upon the floor of 

House. I believe it to be my duty to vote t 
this bill, and I shall faithfully respo 
call of duty, ate ah | 
down upon my head the 


know it 
wrath and hate of a 


great portion of the Democratic press and 
people in my State. 

The district re presented by me larg 
Republican, and a vast majority of the voters 
that sent me here are colored. ‘This bi! 
intended to protect them in the exercise of 
their just rights and privileges. Although | 
was a native southern man, and had been iden 


tified with the Democratic party from child 
hood up, they freely and cordially gave me 


their support. I teld them I was willing t 
“bury the dead past.’’ [ recounized the fa 
at the close of the war that it was my duty 
an American citizen to throw off the shackles 


of sectional feeling, and henceforth to lab 

to the best of my humble ability for the wel 
fare and prosperity of these United States. I 
recognized the fact that human slavery was 
dead and buried forever. For one, [ uttered 
no lamentations over its grave, for L ve ruy be 
lieve that the final result 
will be the moral and 


problem 

material advancement 
of every portion of the southern States. Time 
will prove the truth of the assertion. 

At the close of the war I saw around me 
chaos and confusion. If I had consulted my 
own pecuniary interests [ should have lett the 
land that gave me birth and 
climes. But the tender 
dred and friends could not 
others, | 


of that great 


gone to othe 
of Kin 
broken With 
preferred to remain and endeavor to 
aid in rebuilding the shattered temple of our 
Union. ‘To do this successfully, the right of 
suffrage was extended to the colored 
Lbis was an act of justice to him and one of 
safety to the country. ‘The shackles and man 
acles of slavery had been loosened from their 


association 


nan 


limbs; they were free men, and if freedom 
meant anything it meant to give them an 


equal voice in the making of the law 
were to govern them. 

Recognizing this great truth, the Congress 
of the United States invested them with the 
rights of citrzenship and the rights of suf 
frage. ‘The Democratic party South rebelled 
at this. They denounced, vilified, and a 
those of us who believed it was right and just, 
and inaugurated a system of persecution and 
tyranny, not only upon the colored population, 
but those of us who aided or sympathized with 


which 


used 


them, that finds no parallel even in the bloody 
and despotic annals of the Old World. Their 
cry was that the ** negro was ignorant.’’ Who 


fault, was that pray ? Born in poverty and 
ignorance, with local laws making it a penal 
offense to educate him, with none to guide o1 


point the better way, the black man bided hi 
day of deliverance. ‘That Declaration 
reads that ‘‘ all men are born free and equal’ 
kept ringing in the ears of the American peo 
ple. Slowly but surely the sun of liberty, first 
rising in the proud old Commonwealth of Ma 
sachusetts, kept its course, until to day it 
alike upon every portion of our country 

But, sir, while nominally they are free, in 
many places they to-day know no such word 
as freed: ym. Would the 5 y exercise the right 
to vote? - ’ they did, in many places of the 
South their lives would pay the forfeit of 
their act. ‘gin in many parts of the South 
there are numbers of. colored 
never voted at all. 
and have 


’ 
which 


shines 


men who have 
Some few have voted 
never dared to try the ¢ 

extension of freedom to 


once, 


iment again. The 
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them is a farce and a fraud unless they are 
protected in the exercise of all its privileges. 

Many se uthern people eem to affect a pecu 
liar dislike for the colored man just now. I 
entertain vo such false prejudice against them. 
Year aft sr year did they work and toil for our 


people. lhe sweat of their brows built our 
palatial residences, educated our children, 
and keptus from want. Inthe hour of peril 


and need, when the din of battle was heard 
trom one end of my State to the other, when 
without thew “i d | h yuld have been } elpless, 
they sustained me and mine, and to-day I 
feel that | owe them rather a debt of gratitude 


than pel yal hate and revenge, It is this 
feeling that in part makes me advocate this 
bill to-day lt is for their benefit and the ben- 
efit of the entire country. Do gentlemen upon 
this floor desire to have a full and fair expres 
sion of the voters in the South in the coming 
elections ? If they do, this bill is a necessity 
and must be passed. Sir, look at my State. 


With aclear and undisputed majority of at 
least ten thousand Republican votes, what do 
we behold A. Democratic Governor, Dem 
ocratic State officers, and a Democratic house 
of representatives in the General Assembly 
of the Siate Ifow was this result obtained ? 
By a system of fraud, Ku Klux intimidation 
and murder that stands unparalleled in the 
history of our country, 

Mr. SLOSS. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question , 

Mr. HAYS. Certainly. 

Mr. SLOSS. You state that the Demo 
cratic party carried the State by intimidation 
and fraud. I wish to ask if during that eiee 
tion United States troops were not scattered 
all over the State, and the polls supervised 
by United States forces ? 

Mr. HAYS. Not in my district at all. 
There was nota soldier ata precinct in the 
district I represent that I heard of during that 
election 

Mr. SLOSS. Another question. Is not 
that district at least eighteen thousand negro 
majority , 

Mr. HAYS. I expect it is about sixteen 
thousand, 

Mr. SLOSS. Were not the county officers 
all Republicans ? 

Mr. HAYS. They were not; they were 
Democrat 

Mr. SLOSS How could that be with 

xteen thousand majority negroes? 

Mr. HAYS. Because the Democrats drove 
away the Republican officers and took the 
offices themseives. Colored men are. all 
Republicans; it is natural that they should 
be; Democratic money can never buy 
them; but fail to extend the operations 
of this bill, and Ku Klux pistols and mid- 
night seourgings will do the work that gold 
could not. All that we desire in Alabama is 
a full and fair election. Let us have that, and 
I pledge you my sacred word that instead of 
having three Republican Congressmen upon 
the floor of this House, we shall bave at least 
five. Instead of being ruled over by a Demo- 
cratic Governor, placed over us by frauds 
worse than Tammany ever dared commit, we 
sball havea Republican ruler, aud in the com- 
ing presidential struggle Uiysses S. Grant, 
recognized as he is as the great leader of the 
Republican hosts, will triumphantly carry the 
State. 

] know, Mr. Spe ake , that the de nials of Ku 
Kluxism in the South have now died away. 
Even a distinguished ex-Senator of the United 
States, and a Democrat, who acted as counsel 
fora number of them in South Carolina, ad 
mitted the fact otf such organizations. But 
they seek to palliate the existence of these 
murdering bands by crying out that the people 
of the South have been robbed and plundered 
by the Republican party. If this be true, why 
does not the ‘reign of law’’ supposed to exist 
take hold of and punish them? 


A distinguished Senator in a recent speech 
at Cooper Institute, New York, desirous of 
framing some excuse for his defection to the 
party which he has so long and so faithfully 
served, among other things says : 

“The debt of Alabama was less than six million 
dollars in 1860, and at the present time its contin- 
gent and absolute debtis near forty million dollars.’’ 

It is indeed a passing wonder that such a 
Senator should have made such a statement. 
Certainly he did not derive his information 
from authentic sources, for the mistake (7?) is 
absolutely wonderful and stupendous. From 
the auditor’s report of the financial condition 
of the State of Alabama we learn that in 1860 
the debt of Alabama was just $38,445,000. 
Provisional Governor Patton’s Democratic 
administration increased this debt $1,500,000. 
(his was prior to reconstruction. The ad 
ministration of William H. Smith increased 
the debt $500,000; ergo, to-day the ‘‘abso- 
lute indebtedness’’ of Alabama is precisely 
35.445,000, no more nor less. 

Now, as tothe ** contingent debt,’ the nature 
of which is well understood by every business 
man in the country, ‘* contingent debts’’ in 
well-regulated business transactions rarely 
become ‘‘absolute.’’ Before ‘* reconstruc- 
tion,’’ during the reign of an Andrew Johnson 
Governor and an Andrew Johnson General 
Assembly, not five of whom have ever been 
identified with the Republican party, a law 
was enacted providing that the State should 
indorse railroad bonds at the rate of $16,000 
amile. As yet it is impossible to say what 
the liability of the State on account of such 
railroads may be, because but few of them are 
finished; but coneeding that every projected 
railroad should qualify itself to receive this 
State indorsement—a thing, by the way, per- 


fectly impossible—then the total contingent | 


liability of the State would be but a fraction over 
nineteen million dollars; not half the amount 
stated by the Cooper Instituce speaker as the 
absolute and contingent debt of my State to- 
day. But be the amount in the future large or 
small, reconstruction under Republicanism is 
not responsible for the amount. Our debt is 
large and all good men deplore it, but sore- 
head Republicans must look to some other 
quarter than Alabama for justification of their 
desertion of Republicanism. Just here let 
me remark that | do not pretend to vindicate 


the conduct of all men who have afhliated 


with the Republican party in my State, for 
perfection belongs neither to party nor to 
church in this land of ours. If Republicans 
have been guilty of the wrongdoings or crimes 


alleged against them, why, in the name of 


Heaven, are they not punished? Democrats 
rule the State of Alabama to-day, and there 
is no stumbling-block in the way. If they 
were 89 disposed, Republican judges and Re- 
publican juries can do nothing, tor they are 
numbered ‘* among the things that were.” 
Sir, the truth is that Democrats have plun- 
dered the State far more than Republicans. 
Under Republican rule Alabama bonds soid 
at par and above; under Democratic rule 
Wall street laughs at an Alabama bond, and 
it is a drug in the market. Under Repub- 
lican rule Alabama State money, issued by 
Democrats in lieu of United States currency, 
was kept at par; under the rule of Demo- 
cratic Governor R. B Lindsay these notes, 
even in Montgomery, the capital of the State, 
are not received, only in a few stores in pay 
ment for goods, and then at a discount of 


twenty five or thirty per cent. Again, our || 


Democratic Governor has added a new plume 
to his wreath of extravagance. He has abso- 
lutely bought a railroad, over three hundred 
miles in length, at a ruinously enormous sum, 
and now proposes to run that vast machine 


for the benefit of the pure and immaculate | 


Democracy. So much for the comparison 
between Republican rule and Democratic mis- 
‘rule in my State. 


May 4, 





Mr. SLOSS. The gentleman says the Goy. 
ernor purchased the railroad. Was it not to 
secure the indebtedness of that road to the 
State, and in order to save the State from 
bankruptcy ? 

Mr. HAYS. I understand that there were 
others ready to bid for the road and relieve 
the State of it entirely. 

Mr. SLOSS. That is not so. 

Mr. HAYS. That is my understanding. 

Mr. SLOSS. The Governor has no desire 
to run the road. 

Mr. HAYS. I understand that there are 
gentlemen here who are willing to take that 
road from the State, and the Governor does 
not want them to do so. 

And now in conclusion, sir, let me add that 
although the Republican party South has been 
oftentimes and repeatedly assailed, they area 
class of men as pure and patriotic as the con- 
stituency of any member onthis floor. A vast 
majority of them, it is true, are colored men; 
but, sir, while the God above us made their 
skins dark he made their hearts as true to the 
best interests of this Government and country 
as the best of us. Other portions of our party 
have been dubbed by fire-eating and Ku Klax 
Democrats as ‘‘carpet-baggers’’ and ** s:al- 
awags.’’ Whoarethey? ‘' Carpet-baggers”’ 
are the men who responded to the cali of their 
country in the hour of the nation’s peril and 
marched forth to battle in her defense. After 
discharging the duties of their position with 
credit to themselves and honor to their coun 
try, they saw fit to settle upon southern soil, 
and for this ‘‘ grave offense’’ many of them 
fill a ‘‘carpet-bagger’s grave’’—a term that 

' will go down to posterity in song and story 
side by side with that of ‘‘soldier’s grave.” 
Who are the *‘ scalawags?’’ J am called one. 
They are native-born southern men who have 
dared to peril their lives and their fortunes 
in upholding the banner of our country. In 
my State they are an honorable class, many of 
them meinbers of old-time southern families, 
whose names none ever dared to cast reproach 
‘upon until they leagued themselves with the 
friends of the Government against its enemies. 

lt has been charged that southern men be 
came Republicans for ‘* spoils and for office.”’ 
What isthe truth? Sir, in Alabama, out of 
fifteen thousand southern white Republicans, 
many of whom stumped the State for Genera! 
Grant, and have spent their time and money 
for the Republican party, not a dozen hold 
office. They have suffered the jibes and ir 
sults of their neighbors; they have met like 
heroes the midnight assaults and cowardly 

attacks of their quondam friends; but in the 
midst of all this peril, without price and with 
out reward, they have stood firm and true to 
their country’s cause. I am proud of south 
ern-born Republicans, and they deserve the 
gratitude of the nation. Such are the men 
who are Republicans in my State. They are 
the men for whom I plead to-day, and say tv 
| this Congress, give them but an equal chance 
for life, and they will protect themselves. 

Eloquent and learned appeals that touch the 

tenderest chords of every American heart are 
made for one claiming to be an American cil 
zen, who lies in a Spanish dungeon ; but, sir, 

look and listen on our southern border, and 
you hear the agonizing cries of free-born 
American citizens for help and protection. 

They are your old associates, many of them 
heroes of many a hard-fought field ; they are 
| the friends of the flag of our country who be 
seech you to hear their prayers. in the com 

ing struggle, with a free and fair vote, Ala 

| bama will be redeemed and take her place in 
| the Republican galaxy side by side with the 
| mothers of the East and the daughters of the 
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| Mr. BIRD addressed the House on the sub 
— of revenue reform. [His remarks wil? 
| be published in the Appendix. ] 
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EXTRAVAGANCE OF THE ADMINISTRATION. 
Mr. HEREFORD. Mr. Speaker, when we 


take our seats each morning the Daily Globe 
is placed upon our desks, which has for its 
motto the following significant noble senti- 
ment: ‘fhe world is governed too much.” 
if the members of this House, especially the 
dominant party, had in times past been gov- 
erned by that sentiment, we would have been a 
wealthier, more powertul, and happier peovple. 

| propose in the tew remarks | shall submit 
on this occasion to show wherein we have vio- 
lated that maxim; wherein we have been and 
are governed too much, taxed too much. 

In the first place, what is the oue fact that 
the party in power most plumes itself upon as 
recommending it to a favorable cousideration 
of the American people, and in consideration 
of which fact, more than all others, it asks for 
avother four years’ lease of its power? It is 
that it has reduced the public debt a certain 
amount. Every month it is heralded forth that 
the public debt has been decreased a certain 
Now, let us examine this subject for 

Suppose you had an agent, and 
here had been paid into his hands of your 
assets $1,000, and when you called upon him 
tor a seitiement he should Say, and that, too, 
with an air of triumpl and self-satisfaction, 
‘It is true you have paid into my hands as 
agent $1,000, but [ bave paid ten dollars 
of your debts;’’ would you not ask him what 
had become of the other $990? 

Chat is just what the American people are 
doing to-day. According to the finance report 
jor 1871, submitted to the Forty Second Con- 
gress by the present Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, Ou page 569, we find that the debt of the 
Goveruwent reached iis maximum, its highest 
tigure, July 1, 1866, when it was, according 
to that report, $2,773,286,173 69. 

By the same report we are told, on page 
364, (hat since the war closed there has been 
received into the Treasury in— 


amount. 
a moment. 





SOAR de eves c caosnna esc edehacencg ice hecssineni $619,646.647 91 
1866-67 ad 490,634,010 27 
1867-68... iis CU SaeaaN cae: S 405,638,083 32 
1868-69 370,945,817 94 
1869-7U ? ; 411,255,477 63 
OER Madu scacsdescnackonsessie a . 883,323,944 89 


Making a total of.............00....20+++++0$2,081,443,981 96 

According to a report of the same officer, 
sent into this Congress In answer toa resolu 
tion offered by my friend from New York, 
{Mr. Woon, ] he shows us that there has been 
received into the Treasury from June 30, 1871, 
the date last referred to, up to March 1, 1872, 
the additional sum of $250,509,988 50; mak- 
ing, according to the reports of the l'reasury 
Department, the enormous sum of $2,930,- 
953,970 46 since the close of the war. But 
large as those receipts seem to be, we must 
not stopthere. The Secretary of War also, in 
answer to a resolution introduced hy my friend 
from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] March 11, 1872, 
shows that there has been received by the War 
Department in excess of appropriations since 
Jane 30, 1865, and which amount has never 
heretofore appeared in any report as received 
into the Treasury, the sum of $107.959,416 62; 
which amount, added to the previous receipts, 
as shown by the various Departments them- 
selves, makes the amount received into the 
lreasury since the war closed, all of which 
time the Republican party has had the control 
of the Government, the enormous sum of 
$3,039,998,387 08, which is $266,757,2:3 39 
more than the whole debt of the United States 
amounted to July 1, 1866. Now, in the name 
of common honesty and common sense, what 
comes of all this morality, boasting, and 
parade of the decrease of the public debt? 
Nor do [ stop here. By their own showing 
they have sold $8,280,093 13 worth of arms 
to the French Government, which has never 
been accounted for in these reports. 

Nor can I stop here. At the close of the 
war, as shown by the Navy Register of that 
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year, we had belonging to the Navy six hun 
dred and eighty three vessels; now, according 
to the same authority, we have only one hun- 
dred and seventy seven; making five hundred 
and six that have been disposed of by that 
Department. Nearly three times as many ves- 
sels have been sold, or in some way disposed 
of, as are nowin the Navy. What has become 
of this vast armament, this mighty fleet of 
Sold! What has become of the 
money? Who knows how much they were 
worth? No wonder we have not sufficient 
Navy to protect our citizens 


vessels ? 


in foreign lands! 
No wonder the eloquent voices of the disiin- 
guished gentlemen from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 
HEES | und from Massachusetts { Mr. Banks ] 
and others fell unheeded the other day in 
these Halls in favor of the release of Dr. 
Houard, who is now confined in chains by 
Spanish authority! 

W hat answer is it tothe people, whose agents 
you are, to say that you have decreased the 
debt since the war $494,716,575 15, when they 
have paid you nearly seven times as much, 
namely, $3,039,993,387 08? What answer is 
it to the people when you no! only have re 
ceived that amount besides the $8,280,093 1 
received for the arms sold to the Freneh, an 
also the five hundred and Six vessels sold irom 
the Navy? You can no longer deceive the 
people; they will hurl you from power as 
unworthy agents. 

What bas gone with all this almost incon- 
ceivable amount of money? In the brief 
space of time allotted me I will attempt to 
show where a small part has gone. 


> 
o 
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During the six years preceding the present, 
which has been in a time of profound peace, 
according to the same report there has been 
expended for military service the sum of 
$673,583 ,398 14, and during the same period 
for our naval establishment the sum of 
$161,307,190 81; to which lastsum should be 
added the amount for which the five hundred 
and six vessels weresold. American ciiizens, 
read these figures, and then tell me whether 


vou have a civil or military Government ! 

Is it not high time that you should arouse 
from your lethargy? Is it not bigh time that 
you should rise in the might and majesty of 
your power and reassume the powers that of 
right belong to you? 

Why, during the whole of President Polk’: 
administration, when we had on our hands the 
Mexican war, the whole expenditures of the 
War Department was only $79,687,026 40; 
during the four years preceding that, under 
John l'yler’s administration, when we were at 
peace, as we now are, the whole expenses for 
military service was only $23,538,903 87, which 
is only about one half that spent last year 
for military purposes, as shown by the Secre 
tary’s report. He says in that report that the 
expenses for that year were $44,080,084 95, 
which is a larger amount spent last year for 
military purposes alone, when we are at peace 
with all the world, than had ever been spent 
by any Administration in the same length of 
time for all purposes since the foundation of 
the Government down to and including 1852-53. 
W hat a change in less than twenty years! Is 
it not time that we stop and reflect? 

In the same finance report we find that 
for the ‘‘net ordinary expenses of the Gov- 
ernment’’ for the years 1852-53 we paid 
$44,078,156 35; forthe same purpose in 1870 
71, $157,583,827 58; nearly four times as 
much ; and that enormous increase in the short 
space of eighteen years! But you will please 
beur in mind that the above amount of $157,- 
583,827 58 is only the ‘‘ net ordinary expenses 
of the Government;’’ for in fact the whole 
expenditures, as shown by the same report on 
page 5, amount to $300,457,281 38. Let us 


draw another comparison: 


during the years 
1852-58, 1851-52, 1850-51, 1849-50, the whole 
expenses of the Government during those four 


years was only $165,654,050 48; while we 


. now have for like expenses in one year $157, 
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During the four years preceding, 
during which we carried on the Mexican war to 
a successful termination, by which 


583, 827 58. 


we acquired 
and paid for our Pacific possessions, the whole 
expenses of the Government amounted to 
only $165,381,026 o-+. Behold what a con 
trast! During these four years we carried on 
a war upon a foreign land for two years, and 
the public expenditures during those four 
years is but little more than it is now under 
this Administration in one year. 

Betore, 1 have shown you that during six 
years preceding the present year the expenses 
for the Army were $673,583,398 14, and the 
Navy $161,307,190 81, making a total for 
Army and Navy during that period of $834, 
$90,588 95. When we behold these enormeus 
expenditures in time of profound peace uuder 
the administration of a military President, sur 
rounded by military private secretaries, and 
other military officers, with an army of thirty 
thousand soldiers, we are not surprised tha 
he should send in to usa message in February, 
1871, likening our simple democratic Govern 
ment to the empire of Germany, and trying to 
show the similarity of the two Govert ments 
{ have no doubt that his distempered and 
fevered imagination is filled with stars, gas 
ters, diamonds, and glittering crowns, and 
that he looks forward to the time when the 
similitude will be extended, and that he can 
declare himself emperor of the United States 
as William declared himself emperor of Ger 
many. No doubt be would like to have the 
same provision in our Constitution that is in 
theirs, namely, ** Lhe lawsof the empire shal! 
take precedence of those of each individual 
state 

| have no doubt when he sent in that mes 
sage he had just gotten up from reading the 
constitution ot the German empire, in which 
we find, among others, the followiug provi 
ions 

‘The emperor shall represent the empire among 
natious, declure war and conclude peace in the 
name of the same 

“The emperor shall have the right to convene the 
federal council and diet, and to open, adjourn, and 
close the same 

[The emperor has the supreme supervision of 
the ndiministration of mailsand telegraphs. 

Lt shail be the duty of all offivers of the post 
office and telegruph department to obey imperial 

tiers. ‘This obligation shall be ineluded in thet 
oath ot office. 

Every German capable of bearing arms shall 
serve seven years in the standing army 

By sending in such messages he and his 
adherents seek to accustom the American 
mind to yield its assent to the similarity, aod 
finally to force them to make the formal change 
in our form of government which has already 
been made in fact. Already has this military 


Chief Magistrate usurped the powers of the 


States by sending his armies in time of peace 
and on days of election into the great Siates 
of Pennsylvania and New York and my own 
State, Wes: Virginia, to awe, intimidate, and 
Again, we see one of his 
grand marshals (Sheridan) taking possession 
and control of the great city of Chicago. Thus 
step by step are the military made superior to 
the civil authorities. Since the war we have 
seen newspapers suppressed in the South, but 
the Imperialist, a newspaper published in New 
York in favor of an imperial form of govern 
meut, was allowed to issue its deadly poi- 
A id it ab signifi 


son without molestation. 
cant fact that it exp red with the death of 


President Grant’s Secretary of War, General 
Rawlings. ‘‘He (Rawlings) had come to 
believe that Rome was never so well governed 


or so happy as under her kings, and that the 


good government and happiness of this vast 
country require that it should be centralized 
into a nation and governed by an emperor.’’ 
We have seen that in the constitution of the 
German empire 


vision: 


there is the following pro 


‘The emperor has the supreme supervision of the 
administration Of mails and telegraphs.’ 


Now, as an additional proof that President 
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Grant desires to conform our Government to 


that of the German empire, in his message of 
December 4, 1871, he makes the following 
recommendatior 

hepecially do | re nmend favorable consider 

ou of the piant i ne ie telegraphic system 
{ the { i L the pr l erm.’ 

Already ha e about tnirt I yusand post 
thie and mitma , the appointees of the 
Pres ! na i putes we already 

ive Lf hree tho ind United States 
i el I j i low rree,’ and if W 

ld to t i i more tele graphic 
operators we wil a grand army ot eighty 

ou | officeholders, appoiatees of the 

Pre lent and bhi sbordinuates. Give him 

hese additional ofheers and the power over 

the iOpyray Hic al patche ot the couutry 

ud il ) { and treedom is left to 

i wiil pree ell WOOD, be taken 

il i ie@in torever, VI i power 1s 1 that he 

will not ask the people to surrender? But for 

mh) { { ret ito Loe jure tioh @s to 

what is gone with ull th e thousands of 

hil bul noney, Lhe peo} it? have peenu 

robbed, plund ed. a no ot I people in the 
word 

i 0 age sen the Senate and House 
ot Kepresentative by President Grant, De- 
Cemoe!l LY. 1871, i tel 5 Lial he has con 
vened a Colm holem { nliemel 
to devise rules and regulations for the purpose 
ot **reiormiut the « ervil that com- 
nW on, on Dee nbve 8. 187] n heir re 
port make use of the following languages 

Dut it is Licula L by ose who have made a 
carelul iy ot a t Tac iat ie fourth of the 
revenu ft the Un 1 Stat iupnually lost in 
ih if ! 

Phis is not t language or charge of a 
Democrat, but { Grant's Own appointees, 
this °*"¢ ney won ot eminent rentle men. , 
One fourth of all the revenues lost! That is 
b one hundred millon dollars per year ; 


and yet this party asks you to retain it in 


Again, if you will turn back to the Daily 
Globe of January 80, 1872, you will see what 
another honored member of this Republican 
r to the distinguished mem- 
Ir. GARFIELD. | He uses the 
followiug language 


ber from Onto, 


Those gentlemen who have charge of our pen- 
ion-rolls te sthatthis bill, if it shall become a 
law, will add $32,500,000 to our expenses. The See- 
retary f the int ry says, and the Commissioner 
of Pensions concurs with him, that one fourth of all 
the pensions on our rolls to-day are, in his judg- 


ment, deliberate and outrageous frauds. Now, one 
fourth, or at least one eighth of this $32,500,000 will 
go to sharpers and rascals, to the claim agents of 
the country, who are not soldiers, and who have no 
right to this gratuity from the Government.” 

ihen | ask you Live question, and | pro- 
pound it to the millions of voters throughout 
the United States, was not the eloquent Re- 
publican Senator, CARL SCHURZ, justified by the 
facts when on December 15, 1871, he rose from 
his seat in the Senate of the United States, 
and said 


‘I believe there is corruption, deep, and damning 


and festering, all through this Administration ?”’ 
We have seen by the reportof the Secretary 

of War that he has sol property of the United 

States and received for the sume $107,959, 


416 62, and at another time $8,280,093 18, 
making in the aggregate $116,239,509 75 in 
excess of appropriations. This he has done 


in direct violation of the express provision of 
the Constitution, which says in section nine: 

** No money shall be drawn from the Treasury but 
in consequence of appropriations made by law, and 
a regular statement and account of the receipts and 
expenditures of all public money shall be published 
from time to time.’ 

Now, mark the language 


‘No money shall be drawn from the ‘Treasury but 
In consequence of apropri itions. 





Again, mark the language, the admission of 
the Secretary of War through the acting Quar- 
termaster General, on page 4 of his report 





“Making the total amount received by this 
departm« since June 30, 1865, in excess of its 
appropriations, $107,959,416 62," 








What right has he thus to violate the Con- 
stitution which he hes sworn to support? I 
refer to this for the purpose of drawing the 
attention of the House and the people to this 
shameless disregard of law and constitutional 
obligations. And this same disregard of law 
and of the Constitution pervades the whole 
Administration ; the Constitution and the law 
are stricken down and the rights of the people 
disregarded. We have no longer a legal and 
constitutional Government, but one above law, 
“a personal Government, which is the chief 
and crowning attribute of imperialism. 

But let us proceed a step further in our 
examination of the query as to what has be- 
come of the vast sums of which the people 
have been robbed 

Onthe 13th of December, 1870, upon motion 
of Mr. Wincuester, the following resolution 
was adopted DY this House: 

‘Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be. 
and he is hereby, directed to furnish this House a 
statement of the balances due from collectors of 
internal revenue who are not now in office, and 
the total amounts of the balancesso due as they ap- 


‘ 


year on the books of the accounting officers of his 
Jopartment on the 30th day of June, 1870; that he 
further inform this House what amount of said 
balances have been paid, and, in detail, by whom, 
since the 2d day ot May, 1870; the names of the col- 
lectors who have been sued on their bonds since 
their removal from office, with the cause of removal 
in each case; by what President said collectors 
were appointed, and by what President they were 
reinovea, 

In answer thereto, in Exeeutive Document 
No. 140, dated February 18, 1871, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury says that there is due 
from collectors of internal revenue $20,700,- 
983 33! In that report we have the names of 
the defaulters, the «amounts due from each 
opposite their names, the date of appointment 
and by whom appointed. ‘Time will not allow 
me to go over them in detail. Let one suffice 
to show the utter recklessness and disregard 
of the interests of the people. On page 6 
we see that one, J. F. Bailey, is a defaulter for 
$602,769 53; appointed by President Lincoln. 

Again, on page 7, we see that this same 
man, J. F. Bailey, is again a defaulter for 
$592,763 O7, and appointed by President 
Grant; and under the head of ** remarks,’’ 
opposite bis name, the following: ‘‘ absconded 
March 15, 1870.’’ What a commentary! Here 
is a man, first appointed by Lincoln, become 
a defaulter for $602,769 53, afterward reap- 
pointed by Grant, and again becomes a de- 
fuulter for $592.763 07, making in the aggre- 
gate a defaication of $1,195,532 60 by one 
inau. Talk to the people about civil service 
reform after such an exhibition! The civil 
service reform the people need and demand is 
a change of Administration, and that they will 
have. In the better days of the Government 
this exhibition alone would bave been sufhi- 
cient to burl from power a President who would 
reappoint a man when he was already a de- 
faulter largely over half a million dollars. 
But now, in these degenerate days, we scarcely 
open a morning paper without seeing an ac- 
count of some officeholder who has robbed the 
people. But the picture is too revolting to 
pursue it further 

Again, allow me to ask you the question, 
was not Senator Scuurz right when Se said; 

‘I believe there is corruption, deep and d: amning 
and festering, all through this administration ¢ 

Do you not believe it? And will you 
not take some steps immediately to remedy 
the evil? If you do not, the people in the 
power of their sovereignty will. A Vesuvius 
is muttering, rumbling, boiling beneath our feet, 
heated by the internal fires of long pent-up rage 
and indignation of an outraged people, and 
soon the molten lava will cover beneath it the 
authors of these outrages, teaching a fearful 
lesson to those who come after them. 

Let us look for a moment as to the condi- 
tion of our southern brethren. 

On December 18, 1865, General Grant, 
having been appointed by President Johnson 
to visit the southern States and report upon 





their condition, among other things in that 


report used the. following language: 


Iam satisfied that the mass of thinking men of 
the South accept the present sit uation of affairs jp 
good faith. The ques tions which hav e he retofo re 
divided the sentiment of the people of the two see 
tions—slavery aud State rights, or the right of 
Dtate to secede fromthe faker hey regard as hay 
ing been settled forever by the highest tribuy 
(arms) that _ can resort to. I was pleased ¢, 
learn from the iding men whom I met that they 
not only acceptel the decision arrived at as fing/ 
but, now that the smoke of battle has cleared away 
and time has been given for refiection, that this 
decision has been a fortunate one for the whole 
country, they rec eiving like benefits from it with 


a 


thos e who oppose i the m il 1 the fie sid and in coun- 
cil.” * * © 
‘There is aii saitaniaad acquiescence in the 
authority of the General Government throughout 
the portions of country visited by me, that the mere 
presence of a military force, without regard to bum 
bers, is sufficient to maintain order. ‘The good of 
the country and economy require that the fore. 
kept in the interior, where there are many freed- 
men, (elsewhere in the southern States than at forts 


upon the sea-coast no force is necessary,) should all 
be white troops. The reasons for this are obvious 
without mentioning many of them. The presence 
of black troops, lately slaves, demoralizes labor, 


both by their advice and by furnishing in their 

camps a resort for the freedmen for long distances 

around. White troops generally excite no op 

sition, and therefore a small number of them can 

maintain order in a given district.”’ 
+ a % x o » ¢ = % 

7 My observations lead me to the conclusion that 
the citizeus of the southern States are anxiou 
return to self-government within the Union as soo: 
as possible; that while reconstructing they want 
and require protection from the Government; that 
they arein earnest in wishing to do what they think 
is required by the Government, not humiliating to 
them as citizens, and that if such a cours 
pointed out the y would, pursue it in good fuith.” 


4 F x 4 








‘Itis tobe call thatthere cannot be agreater 
commingling, at this time, between the citizens ot 
the twosections,and particularly those intrusted wit! 


| the law-making power. 


** I did not give the operations of the Freedmen’ 
Bureau that attention I would have done if more 
time had been at my disposal. Conversations on th 
subject, however, with officers connected with 
bureau, lead ine to think that, in some of the & 
its affuirs have not been conducted with good judg 
nent or economy, and that the belief, wide ly spread 
among the freedmen of the southern States, that 
the lands of their former owners will, at least 
part, be divided among them, has come from the 
agents of this bureau.” 

Siuce the above report was madeto the then 
President, seven long, dreary, bloody years 
have passed away; the southern people have 
been kept in worse than Egyptian bondage. 
He who tound the southern people thus friendly 
disposed to the Government, and had accepted 
the situation in good faith, and had, to repeat 
General Grant’s own language, given ‘* uni 
versal acquiescence in the authority of the 
General Government,’’ has been made Presi- 
dent, and the Republican party, both in na- 
tional and State affairs, has had the absolute 
control of the Government. What a change! 
Now aconsiderable portion of them are under 
martial law, whole counties almost depopulated 
of the whites, and one or more of those States 
will soon be made a Liberia. No people in 
the world have suffered as much as they 
have. The Republican party has had com 
plete control, Republican Governors, Kepub- 
lican judges, both United States and State; 
Republican Legislatures, Republican United 


| States marshals and United States troops, 


both white and black. What is the result? 
In the minority report of the joint select com- 
mittee appointed by Congress, made Feoruary 
19, 1872, on pages 435, 436, we find the fol- 
lowing exhibit as to finances of eleven of these 
States beth before and since the war: 


Alabama. 
Debts and liabilities, July 1, 1861......... $5,939,654 87 


Debts and liabilities, July 1, 1868........ . 7,904,396 92 
Present indebtedness, actual and con- . - 
tingent,including railroad aid bonds, 38,281,967 3: 
A rkanesae. 
Debt and liabilities in 1861, not exceed- ae 
DN ccalidigtbdinisuweluink. bccenteb vecactendebscna tee 4,036,902 31 
Debt and lit abilities, actual and contin- 
gent, including railroad and levee 


bonds, now....... seth ie ee eakcdgis Tasgeat Eateaaeaet ee ae 
Florida, 

eet Sh WN cd pattinmauainess” Seer we 

Debt in 1868, June 8..........c..0s..s.sesseee0e 528,856 Yo 

Debt now, including railroad bonds nd 

issued and authorized........... wens 15,763,447 54 
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Chief Executive had read and followed the 
advice ol that great man and prince of orators, 
Cicero, to his brother Quintus: 


* Let it be notorious that you will be equally the 
enemy of the man who gives as of him who receives 
a present, if you shall know it; for no one will give 
them when it shall be clearly perceived that those 
who pretend to have the interest with you 
are accustomed toobtain nothing from you.” 


grexutest 


Chat great man and philosopher nearly nine- 
hundred unchristianized and 
heathen as he was, knew the corrupting power 
of preset mis Oh, shi 
under the 


teen years ago, 
that we enlightened 
the 
not as high a sense 
of the proprieties of life and the duties of pub- 
lic officers as the pagans two thousand years 


a o! 


ime, 
Christians, noon-day sun of 


nineteenth century, have 


y 
5 


Oh, that our present Chief Magistrate would 


learn even of this heathen! Listen to that 
great man again. I commend the following 
noble sentimer from him to all rulers, and 
let us profit by it: 


‘For it is a glorious thing for a man to have been 
invested with a three years’ sovereign power in 
Asia in such a manner that no statue, no picture, 
nv piale, bo garment, 00 slave, no beauly, Duo hoard 
f mouey in which things this province abounds, 
ever caused him to swerve from his continence and 
moderation,” 


if the 
Christian 


Chie will not 


will 


Magistrate learn of 
if he not follow the 
example of Washington, if he cannot rise to 
that standard, 


teachers, 


stand 
upon as high and lofty a plane as heathens. 


certainly he ought to 


I commend to him the example set by this 


same Cicero when he was a ruler. Listen to 


what be Says : 


‘For when the States of my 
asum of money for erecting a temple and a monu- 
ment to me, and when, on account of my great 
leserts and your extraordinary services they did it 
voluntarily and ecbeerfally, and though the law has 
expressiy provided ‘that governors may receive 
mouey for erectingu temple or a monument,’ nay, 
though the money which was granted was not to 
pereh,but to be laid out upon the ornamentsolatem- 
ple that was Lo appearto tuture times, not more a 
present to me than to the people of Rome andtothe 
immortal gods; and yet I thought that the offer 
should be rejected, though warranted by dignity, 
by law, and by the good will of those who made it: 
and this 1 do for this reason, among others: that 
magistrates to whom such sums are not due, 
nor permitted by law, might bear (the refusal of 
them) with a more resigned temper.” 


\ h if 


province had voted 


those 


noble sentiments! How worthy of 
But I weary your patience, and 
bring my close, and in 
doing so | do it with the earnest hope that 
we muy have a change; that all this robbery, 
oppression, murder, rapine, and wickedness in 
that the wail of the 
defenseless mother, eries of the nursing infant 
muy Cceuse, and that of the next Administra- 
tion it truthfully said that which was 
Quintus Cicero, proprietor of Asia 
Minor nineteen hundred years ago, ‘In the 
whole of your government there is nothing that 
is Bpiteful, nothing that is merciless; but that 
it is filled with clemeney, gentleness, and 
humanity.”’ 


' o. ' 
tmoilatlon 


must remarks to a 


hiyh places may cease ; 


may be 
said of 


NAVIGATION OF OUDACHITA RIVER, 


Mr. SNYDER obtained leave to have printed 
in the Globe remarks on the bill to incorpor- 
ate the Ouachita River Slack Water Navigation 
Company. [See Appendix. ] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpson, 
one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had disagreed to the amendments of the House 
to the bill (S. No. 988) to provide homes for 
Pottawatomie and abseutee Shawnee Indians 
n the Indian territory, asked a conference 
with the House upon the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses, and had appointed, as con 
ferees on the part of the Senate, Mr. Buck- 
INGHAM, Mr. Hartan, and Mr. Stevenson. 

The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had insisted on its amendment, disagreed 
to by the House, to the bill (H. R. No. 2042) 
for the relief of Fannie M. Jackson, of Ten- 
nessee, had agree ] to the centerence asked by 


| combined 
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the House, and had appointed, as conferees on 
the part of the Senate, Mr. Howe, Mr. Scorr, 
and Mr. Cooper. 

TARIFF. 


Mr. BANKS addressed the House on the 
of the tariff. [His remarks will be 
published in the Appendix. | 

Mr. STARK WEATHER also addressed the 
House. [His remarks will be published in the 
Appendix. | 

Mr. EAMES. Mr. Speaker, I have listened 
with great pleasure to the eloquent and able 
argument of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Banks] upon the question of the 
tariff and its effect upon the industries of the 
country, and it is with some reluctance that 
I complain of any portion of his speech. But 
in his glowing eulogium upon Mr. Lowell tor 
his services in establishing the cotton manu- 
facture in this couutry, I think the gentleman 
has inadvertently done an injustice to a citizen 
of Rhode Island, not less distinguished than 
Mr. Lowell, for what he accomplished at an 
earlier period in introducing the manufacture 
of cotton fabrics in this country. I refer to 
Samuel Slater, to whom the gentleman has 
in his speech alluded, as with others having 
spun the yarn of this fabric before Mr. Lowell 
under the roof of one mill the 
entire machinery required to produce the 
finished article from the raw material. 

Mr. Slater came from England to this coun- 
try in 1789, immediately upon the expiration 
ot hisapprenticeship in the spinning-mills of 
Arkwright and Strutt. He was at first em- 
ployed in New York, but in the latter part of 
1789, at the request of Moses Brown, he re- 
moved to the village ot Pawtucket, about four 
miles from thecity of Providence; and there, 
without either plan or model as a guide, with 
the aid of skillful mechanics, he for the first 
time in this country constructed and success: 
fully operated by water-power the Arkwright 
machinery in the spinning of cotton warp or 


subject 


| thread, and thus gave the first substantial im- 


pulse to the manufacture of cotton fabrics in 
this country. 

I have no desire to detract from the high 
praise which the gentleman has so eloquently 
bestowed upon Mr. Lowell for the impetus 
which he gave to this industry; | wish only 
to claim for Mr. Slater, as a citizen of Rhode 
Island, the just meed of praise which is his due 
as the first in this country to have constructed 
and operated by water-power machinery which 
produced yarn of as good quality as was then 


| spun in England. 


Mr. BANKS. 


Mr. Speaker, withthe great- 


| est pleasure i accord my assent to every word 


which the gentleman from Rhode Island has 
said. Beyond any doubt, Mr. Slater was the 
father of American cotton manufactures in the 
United States. I didnot mean to say, nor do [| 
think that I said anything to imply a different 
conclusion. My remark was that Mr. Slater 
had limited himself to spinning. He had estab- 


| lished here Arkwright’s machinery, he had 


been educated in Arkwright’s mills; and what 
is a curious illustration of the difficulties with 


| which the early manufaciurers had to contend, 


Mr. Slater came to this country without a 
drawing of any kind of the machinery upon 
which he } ad spent the greater part of his life. 


| The English Government would notallow bim 


to bring from England any illustration of the 
wachinery upon which he had been employed, 


, and I believe it is a fact that he left England 


without authority. He may be said to have 
escaped fromhiscountry. He arriyed at New 
York, went to Rhode Island, and there estab- 
lished, at the period which the gentleman from 
Rhode Jsland bas stated, his system of cotton 
manufacture. It was nearly a quarter of a 


| century earlier than the enterprise of Lowell 
| and his associates at Waltham. 


Mr. Slater is entitled beyond any doubt to 
the honor of being the father of the cotton 
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manufactures in this country. He performed 
many good and honorable acts connecied wit}, 
this interest, and especially in regard to the 
care and attention he bestowed upon the wel] 


| being and culture of the people whom he em 


ployed. He did, as Scotchmen have done [ 


_ think wherever they bave gone, no harm, and 


a great deal of good. He died at aripe old 
age, honored by everybody. Mr. Clay, in one 
of the last visits he paid to New Eng! nd, ag 
| was told by Mr. James, formerly a Senatoy 
of Rhode Island, wentto Pawtucket, and say 


| Slater’s machine, which had been set up and 


put in operation by Mr. James himself as late 
as 1832 or 1833. I should be sorry to be un 
derstood as saying anything here to detract in 
the slightest degree from the renown that justly 
attaches to the name of Mr. Slater. It might 
be said of him as Burns said of his race— 
“ Auld Scotland has a raucle tongue; 
She’s just a devil, wi’ a rung; 
An’ if she promise auld or young, 
To take their part, 
Tho’ by the neck she should be strung, 
She’ll no desert.” 
Mr. BLAIR, ot Missouri, addressed the 
House upon the subject of the tariff. [His 
remarks will be found in the Appendix. ] 


DUTY ON SALT. 
Mr. DUELL then addressed the House 


against the proposed reduction of the duty on 
salt. [His remarks will be published in the 


| Appendix. | 


Mr. ELY asked unanimons consent to have 
printed in the Globe some remarks he had 
prepared. 

No objection was made. [See Appendix. | 

And then, on motionof Mr. STEVENSON, 
(at four o'clock and fiiteen minutes p. m.,) the 
House adjourned. 


PETITIONS. 


The following petitions were presented under 
the rule, and referred to the appropriate com- 


mittees: 


By Mr. COBURN: The petition of soldiers 
of New York and Massachusetts, for the estab 
lishment of industrial homes for soldiers’ and 
sailors’ orphans. 

By Mr. KELLEY: The petition of several 
citizens of Philadelphia, asking Congress to 
grant a pension to Mrs. Harriet Mattis, widow 
of Isaac Mattis, late a private in the one bun- 
dred and nineteenth Peunsylvania volunteers. 

By Mr. LANSING: The petition of Wil 


| liam J. Maleolm, for relief from contract for 


dredging harbor at Ogdensburg, New York. 
By Mr. LOWE: The petition of Andrew 
E. Montgomery, for a pension. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
- Monpay, May 6, 1872. 
The House met at eleven o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Butier, 
D. D. 


The Journal of Saturday last was read and 


| approved. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BEATTY. I rise for the purpose of 
making a privileged report from the Commit 


_ tee on Printing. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot ask 
unapimous consent for that purpose. 

Mr. BEATTY. I do not ask unanimous 
consent. I think I have the right to moke 
the report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot, dur 
ring the morning hour of Monday, ask con 
sent for any purpose, not for the most 
privileged question, even a report from |) 
Committee of Elections affecting the my! 
of a member to his seat. Nothing can i 


_fere with the regular morning hour busines 
of Monday except the swearing in of a meni: 
ber or the correction of the Journal. 
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[his being Monday, the first business in 

order during the morning hour is the call- 

f ates and Territories, beginning 
with the State of Maine, for the introduction 
of bills and joint resolutions for reference to 
their appropriate committees, not to be brought 
back into the House by motions to reconsider. 
Under this call memorials and resolutions of 
State and territorial Legislatures may be pre- 
sented for printing and reference. The morn 
ing hour now begins at five minutes past 
eleven o'clock. 

ALBERT 8S. GREEN. 

Mr. POLAND introduced a joint resolution 
(H. R. No. 148) for the relief of Albert S. 
Green; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PRESIDENT AND VICE PRESIDENT 


Mr. POLAND also introduced a joint reso- 

lution (H. R. No. 149) proposing an amend- 
~ : . oy oo, tc 

ment to the Constitution of the United States ; 
which was read 2 first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

The proposed amendment was read as fol- 
lows: 

ArTICLE XVI 

No Senator or Representative shall, during the 
time for which he is elected, be chosen President 
or Vice President; nor shall any judge of any court 
of the United States be chosen President or Vice 
President within two years after the termination of 
his judicial office. 


MONUMENT TO BAKON STEUBEN 
Mr. E. H. ROBERTS in'rodued a bill (H. 
R. No. 2645) granting unserviceable ordnance 
for a monument to Baron Steuben ; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 


Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to | 


be printed. 
ISRAEL YOUNT. 

Mr. B. F. MEYERS introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2646) for the relief of Israel Yount; 
which was read a tirst and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 

Mr. WHITELEY introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2647) to relieve certain citizens of Georgia 
from political disabilities; which was read a 
first and secoud time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DOX introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2648) 
to remove the political disabilities of James 
Foreman, of St. Clair county, Alabama; which 


was read a first and secoud time, and referred 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
REMOVAL OF CAUSES. 

Mr. TURNER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2649) to amend an act entitled ** An act for the 
removal of certain causes from State courts,”’ 
approved July 27, 1866; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Revision of the Laws of the United States, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ALLEN WILIITE. 

Mr. MORPHIS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2650) for the relief of Allen White, of Chick- 
asaw county, Mississippi: which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

RIVATE LAND CLALMS. 
_Mr. SHELDON introduced a biil (H. R. 
No. 2651) relative to certificates of location 
aud patenis to be issued upon private land 
claims confirmed under the laws of the United 
States; which was read a first aud second time, 
referred to the Commitiee on Private Land 
roa 
Claims, and ordered w be printed, 

L. R. STRAUS. 

Mr. BLAIR. of Missouri, introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 2652) for the relief of L. R. Straus, 
of Macon City, Missouri; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 


of the State of Texas; 


| tee ou the 


tee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
LEROY F. ROBERTS. 

Mr. BURDETT introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2653) for the removal of disabilities from 
Leroy F. Roberts; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

GAYLE H. KYLE. 

Mr. SNYDER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2654) for the relief of the widow of Gayle H. 
Kyle; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. BECK. [ask that this bill be read at 
length. 

The bill was read at length, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CLAIM AGENTS, ETC. 

Mr. SNYDER also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2655) to amend the various acts relat- 
ing to agents and attorneys prosecuting claims 
or demands before Congress and the Exeeu- 
tive Departments of the Government, and for 
other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time. 

Mr. BECK. 
bill at length. 

The bill was read at length, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 


| call for the reading of this 


REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES 
Mr. HERNDON introduced a bill (H. R. 


No. 2656) to remove the legal and political 
disabilities from certain persons therein named, 
imposed by the fourteenth amendment of the 
Constitution of the United States: which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 
JOUN N REED. 


Mr. HERNDON also introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2657) for the relief of John N. Reed, 
which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS BIG SIOUX RIVER 


Mr. ORR presented a joint resolution of the 
Legislaiure of the State of lowa, asking an 
appropriation by Congress to construct a bridge 
across the Big Sioux river; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be prinied. 


SWAMP LAND SETTLERS IN LOWA. 


Mr. ORR also presented a joint resolution 
of the Legislature of the State of Iowa, to 
secure title to settlers on the swamp lands in 
that State; which was referred to the Commit- 
Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed, 

TAXES AND MONOPOLY. 


Mr. ELDREDGE introduced a bill to fur- 
ther increase taxes and encourage monopoly 
without producing revenue ; 
a first and second time. 

Mr. COX. I understand that this bill is a 
duplicate of the tariff bill already introduced 


which was read 


‘| by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, { Mr. 


| difference, 
| length. 


KELLEY ;] but in order that we may see the 
if any, I ask that it 
[ Laughter. ] 

‘Lhe Cierk proceeded to read the bill, and 


be read at 


continued its reading until twelve o’clock, five 


minutes before the expiration of the morning 


| hour. 


| 
| 


Mr. ELDREDGE. In order that the civil 
rights bill may now be eonsidered, | withdraw 
the bill which the Cle:«k has been reading. 
{[Laughter.}| Ido not wish to embarrass the 
consideration of the civil rights bill. 


FIRST BATTALION CALIFORNIA MOUNTAINKEERS. 

Mr. COGHLAN introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2658) relative to granting bounty to the 
first battalion mountaineers, California vol- 
unteers; which was read a first and second 
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time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordere d to be printed. 
AMULERST H. WILDER. 

Mr. AVERILL introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2659) for the relief of Amherst H. Wilder: 
which was read a first and second time. re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PORTLAND, DALLES, ANDSALT LAKE RATLROAD 

Mr. SLATER introduced a bill (H. R. No 
2660) providing that the lands lying along the 
line of the Portland, Dalles, and Salt Lake 
railroad shall be disposed of to actual settlers 
by preémption and homestead, and appropri 
ating a portion of the proceeds to the con 
struction of said road; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on the Publie Lands, ordered to be 
printed. 


and 


LAND TITLES IN RED RIVER VALLEY 
Mr. ARMSTRONG introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2661) to quiet the title to certain lands 
inthe Red river valley, in Dakota lerritory; 
which was read a first and second 
ferred to the Committee on the 
and ordered to be printed. 


time, re 
Publie Lands, 


ELEANORA UMBER 
Mr. MERRITT introduced a bill (H. R. 


No. 2662) for the relief of Eleanora 
which was read afirst and second time 
to the Committee of Claims, and 
be printed. 


Umber; 


_ referred 


ordered to 


H. D. HARKNESS 
Mr. MERRITT also introduced a bill (H. 


R. No. 2668) granting a right of way to H. D. 
Harkness through an Indian reservation in 
Idaho Territory ; which was read a first and 
second time, reterred to the Committee on 


Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed 


CIVIL RIGHTS BILL 
The SPEAKER. The morning hour bas 
expired. 
Mr. HOOPER, of Massachusetts. I hope 
that general consent will be given to gratily 
the gentleman from Wisconsin, [ Mr. Kup 


REDGE, | by taking up the civil rights bill 
{ Laughter. } 
Mr. ELDREDGE. 


I object to its considey 


| ation at this time except for reference to the 


| Office to the Capitol ; 


Committee on the Judiciary. 

willing it shall be reterred. 
The SPEAKER. members were 

not in when their States were cailed, and if 

there be no objection they will be ree: 

to present bills tor reference only. 
‘There was no objection. 


iam perfectiy 


Several 


gnized 


MILITARY ESTABLISHMENT 

Mr. MAYNARD introduced a bill (H. R 
No. 2664) to amend an act entitled ‘* An act 
for the better organization of the military es 
tablishment,”’ approved August 3, 1861; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PNEUMATIC TUBE, ETC. 

Mr. KETCHAM introduced a bill (H. KR. 
No. 2665) relating to the construetion of a 
pneumatic tube from the Government Printing 
which was read «# first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


MONUMENT ASSOCIATION, KANE COUNTY 
Mr. FARNSWORTH introduced a bill (H. 


R. No. 2666) authorizing the Secretary of War 


to turp over condemned cannon to the So 
diers’ Mouument Association of Kane county, 
Illinois: which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
SULDIEKs’ SCHOOL, CAKLISLE BARRACKS. 


Mr. HALDEMAN introduced a bill (HR. 


No. 2667) to establish a echool at Ca 


barracks, Pennsylvania, for the education of the 








hildren @ soldiers of the regular Army 

ted State hick was read a first 

1 lin referred to the Committee 

‘ i y Af: ind ed to be printed. 
iA [£T MATTIS. 

M KELLEY itroduced a bill i. B. No. 

my) gi ionto Mrs. Harriet Matis, 

1 a i in the one 
j ith Fen yivania volun- 

‘ A readul t and second time, 
I f e@ ( i t on luvalid Pen- 

Lol io ito be | I 
kK Lif rk ys UT i A ‘ = 
Mr. CLARK IS, of New York, introduced a 

H. kt. No. 2669) to authorize the exten- 
f ! 3 in certain cases; which was 
ree rr a econd 1 referred to the 
{ f » Pater nd ordered to be 
} 

A ; { KE THI TATE OF GEORGIA, 

Mr. PRICI pl ited the memorial of his 
Excellency 1] ms M. Smith, Governor of 
t Stute ot G fia, praying for the payment 

t ey du the Government of the United 
Siatles to the Siate ol Georgia for the use of 
the We and Atlantic railroad, the prop- 
ert {tt State of Georgia. by the authorities 

f the | ted State since the war; which 
wis referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed 

Mr. PRICE a » introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2670 authorize the Secretary of the 
lreasur » pay to the State of Georgia the 

n of 5500,000, or such sum as may betound 
duc S or the use of the Western and 
Atlantic ruillroad by the auihorities of the 
United States sine he war; which was read 
a first d second time, referred to the Com- 
mille of Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 

M CE also introdu ed a bill (H. R. 
i| »yremove the poli ical disabilities 
nl yersons therein named : which was 

u rst and second time, referred to the 
umittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
De pl nted 
rHOMAS BURKE. 

Mi TARRIS f Virginia, introduced a bill 

il. ik. No. 2672) for the relief of Thomas 


Burke, of Virginia; which was read a first and 


ine, referred to the Committee of 


LO be printed, 


‘ LANDS AT VINCENNES, INDIANA. 
‘I i] LCK ( ced a bi 1(H. R No 
7 horizing the sale of certain lands at 
Vincennes, Indiana; which was read a first 
nd time, referred to the Committee 
Private Land Claims, and ordered to be 
mrinte 
RIGHTS < CITIZENS IN THE SEVERAL STATES 
Mr. EKLY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2674) 
to amend nact entiul d " An act to enforce 
1 ghts of cit f the United States in 
eve ites of this Union, and for other 
purposes, approved May 31, 1870;’’ which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 


Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed, 
H. R. LOTT. 

Mr. MOREY introduced a bil! (H. R. No. 
25675) for the removal of political disabilities 
of H. R. Lott, of Carroll parish, | 
which was read a first and 
to tl 


,OULSIANA 3 
second time, referred 
» Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
printed, 


it 


t be 
Dik. THRODORE A. TELLKAMPF, 


Mr. SUANKS, by unanimous consent, intro- 


duced a bill (H. R. No. 2676) for the relief of 
Ur.-Theodore A. Tellkampf; which was read 
first and second time, referred to the Com 


mittee ou Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


W. BE. HOKE AND COMPANY, 


Mr. SLOSS, by unanimous consent, intro- 


j 
| 
| 





duced a bill (H. R. No. 2677) for the relief of 
W. KE. Hoke & Co., of Athens, Limestone 
county, Alabama; which was read a first and 
second t referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


me, 


REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 


Mr. SLOSS also. by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. K. No. 2678) to remove 
the ley and political disabilities of Robert 
M. Patton, of Lauderdale county, Alabama ; 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
aud ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLATT, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. RK. No. 2679) to relieve cer- 
tain persons therein named from the disabili 
ties imposed by the fourteenth amendment ; 
which was time, re- 
ferred to Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be prioted. 


egal 


read a first and second 


the 


A. G. TEBAULT. 

Mr. PLATT also, by unanimons consent, 
introduced a bill (H. RK. No. 2680) for the 
relief of A. G. Tebault, of Princess Anne 
county, Virginia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


to 


NORFOLK NAVY-YARD. 


Mr. PLATT also, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2681) to reguiate 
the pay of mechanies, laborers, and artisans 
at the Norfuik navy-yard ; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mnittee Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


ol 


STORM SIGNALS. 
Mr. PLATT also, 


presented 


by unanimous consent, 
a joint resolution of the General 
Assembly of Virginia, asking the establish- 
ment of storm signals at Cape Hatteras and 
other points on the coast of Virginia and 
North Carolina; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 


ESTABLISHMENT OF POST ROUTES. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I ask unanimous 
consent to take from the Speaker’s table the 
post route bill, with Senate amendments, for 
the purpose of asking the House to concur in 
the same. 

The SPEAKER. The annual post route 
bill comes back from the Senate with divers 
amendments, merely establishing other post 
‘here no new legislation. The 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Farnsworrs] 
asks that the bill be taken trom the Speaker’s 
table, and that the Senate amendments be 
concurred in. 

Chere was no objection; and the bill (H. R. 
No. 1666) establish certain post routes, 
with Senate amendments, was taken from the 
Speaker’s table, and the amendments of the 
Senate were concurred in, 


routes, 1s 


Lo 


THE TARIFF. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent to 
offer the following resolution. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That in the consideration in Committee 
of the Whole of House bill No. 2322, being a bill to 
reduce duties on imports, and to reduce internal 
taxes, and for other purposes, whenever the several 
subjects,of iron, steel, copper, wool and woolens, 
and manufactures of cotton, shall be reached, so 
much of the said bill as relates to such subjects, re- 
spectively, shall be considered as one paragraph so 
far thatun amendment in the natureof a substitute 
for each of the said subjects shall be in order. 

Mr. COX. I object. 

Mr. DAWES. lI ask the indulgence of the 
House fora moment. If gentlemen will turn 
to the tariff bill they will see that it is printed 
in paragraphs, and it is the same with refer- 
ence to steel, copper, wool and woolens, and 
manufactures of cotton. 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I do not 
wish to interfere with the discussion of this 


|| subject, but if the gentleman from Massachu- 
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i 
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i 
eee. 


setts is permitted to go on, I reserve the right 
also to speak on the subject of his resolution. 

The SPEAKER. ‘This all proceeds by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. DAWES. I only wanta single minute 
for explanation. [do not wish to discuss the 
merits of anything. I was about to say that 
as the bill is printed in paragraphs, it would 
not be in order to offer a substitute to anything 
but a single paragraph, which is only a single 
branch of a particular subject. 

Now, I state very frenkly to the House that 
I am desirous of offering a substitute for » 
whole subject, and that is the subject of wool 
and woolens, and also for the paragraphs em- 
bracing the subject of iron and the subject of 
steel. The proposition [ propose provides, for 
that end, that it shall be in order to offera 
substitute for any particular subject. Pending 
that subject, every other amendment that is 
ever in order would be in order, and have to 
be considered before the substitute itself ig 
acted upon. ‘The substitute would also be 
amendable. My resolution does not curtail 
the right of any member to offer amendments 
to the bill. It only authorizes the offering of 
a substitute for any particular subject. 

Mr. BUTLER. of Massachusetts. I desire 
to ask my colleague if it would not be as well 
to extend this rule to other separate subjects, 
hemp and its manutactures, for instance? 

Mr. DAWES. All the rest of the subjects 
but these are in one paragraph. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I understand that 
the effect of this proposition will be that the 
House may, if it chooses, by a majority em- 
brace the different manuifactures of iron, cot- 
ton, wool, and other articies in one paragraph, 
so as to make it harmonious. It does not cut 
off any amendment to the text of the bill. 

Mr. COX. I have objected to this propo- 
sition, and if there is any good reason pre- 
sented for its adoption I will withdraw that 
objection; but I do not understand that we 
shall save any time by it. The gentleman 
must know, being a member of the Commit 
tee of Ways and Means, that in regard to the 
matter of iron there is just as much diversity 
of opiuion in relation to the duties upon every 
kind of iron, and to the different branches of 
the iron trade, as there is between cotton and 
iren itself, and what we want is to pursue the 
old method and have full debate upon iron, 
woolen, and cotton. If we do not do that, 
the result will be that when we have disposed 


of the iron clauses, or the woolen clauses, 
gentlemen, by log rolling, will be able to 


make a certain compromise which will be sat- 
isfactory to nobody. Thatis my objection to it. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not see that anybody 
with any views he may have touching any par 
ticular item of this bill will be curtailed in 
presenting them to the House, and if he has a 
majority with him, in retaining his views in the 
biil or in putting them in it. My idea is that 
I think that in reference to the general sub- 
ject of reduction the different rates of reduc- 
tion, ten, fifteen, or more per cent. should be 
made, and the only purpose in the world of 
this resolution is to make that idea in order. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
I am sorry that the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means did not think of this 
at an earlier period; but the practical effect 
of his movement is to so place the bill which, 
in my judgment, does not half enough reduce 
the tariff, and provides for an enormous sur- 
plus of revenue, as to enable him when we 
have run the whole circuit of iron or wool to 
make alumping motion to reduce them all 
per annum. If two thirds be 
satisfied with that sort of reduction, of course 
there will be a two-third vote to suspend the 
rules, and if not, as I trust there will not be, 
there will be no such motion. 


Mr. BURCHARD. This resolution does 


not interfere with the consideration of the 
bill by paragraphs; it simply proposes te 
give the right to offer a substitute for all the 








to wool and 
to allow such a sub- 
stitute to be pending, 80 that if upon consider- 
ation of those portions of the bill relating to 
this subject by paragraphs the House prefers 
+. have a general reduction in lieu of the 
detailed specific reduction it can so vote. | 
see no obje ction to it. 

BROOKS, of New York. to 
myc ‘olleague on the committee that if by our 
action in Committee of the Whole we dissat- 
isfy any interest, Say, for instance, chains 
screws, that interest will unite with 
tleman from Massachusetts in secur! 
tion of ten per cent. 

Mr. DAWES. _ I want to correct one state- 
ment which has been made by my colleague 
on the committee, [Mr. Broogs, of New 
York,] who stated that he was sorry | had not 
thought of this before. 


ts relating to iron, to steel, 


subject 
woolens by themselves ; 


I snegest 


the gen- 
ngareduc 


That statement of his 


arises Only from a lack of memory; that is 
all; for my friend from New York would 
not have made the statement if his memory 
had served him aright. I do not desire to 


infringe upon the right of any gentleman. 
Gentlemen will say that this proposition re- 
quires a two- thirds vote to pass the House, 
but if there be a majority in favor of any such 
pr position the very first motion made when 
we go into Committee of the Whoie would 
effect this very result. 

The rule requires that the chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole should recognize me 
first, and [ would have but to make a motion 


hich, ifa majority are in favor of it, would 
bring about exactly this result. I do not 
desire any such motion as that to be made. 
I do not want to make it myself, nor do I 


desire anybody else to make it—that is, a 
motion to strike out the enacting clause of the 
bill; but I do desire that it shall be in order 
for me to submit this motion, and if the 
majority want it they can take it; if not they 
ean vote it down. ‘That is all there is in this 
eport. 

Now, if two thirds of the House are not in 
favor of making it in order for me to offer this 
tion in committee, no other way willbe 
the 


\lin Committee of 


proposi 
I fae: to morrow when we age iin resume 
consideration of the tariff bi 
the Whole but to move to strike out the enaci- 
ing clause, and thereby make it in order, 
which can be done by a majority vote. 

Mr. KERR. I desire to say, in answer 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, [Mr. Dawes, ] that if it is any part 
of his policy to treat this bill as he suggested 
just before he took his seat, we may as well 
understand it nowas at any other time. That 
issue may as well come at first, as in broken 
doses throughout the discussion upon this gen 
eral bill. It the gentleman wants to turn his 
back upon bis owa bill, and by his own un 
friendly motion to kill that bill, we may just 
as well come to it now as hereafter. 

Now, ali [ want in reference to this bill i 
that it shall receive at the hands of this House 
fair, reasonable, and usual consideration, in 
the ordinary way, under the rules of this 
House, in Committee of the Whole. I think 
that is right; I think that any other mode of 
disposing of it would be wrong, unjust to the 
committee and unjust to the country. 

Now, if the Speaker will indulge me, I want 
to make an inquiry of the Chair. I desire to 
ask what effect this order will have, if made, 
on the right of members of this House, in the 
course of the consideration of this bill as it 
now stands in Committee of the Whole, to 
move amendments to these respective para- 
graphs? 

The SPEAKER. The question is a proper 
one; but before answering it the Chair will 
direct the Clerk to again read the resolution 
prcposed by the gentleman from, Massachus- 
etts, [Mr. Dawes. ] 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That in the consideration in Committe 
of the Whole of House bill No. 2322, being a bill > 


to 


or | 
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reduce 
taxes, 


duties on imports and to reduce 


and for other pu whenever 


internal 
the several 


rposes, 


subjects of iron, steel, copper, wool and woolens, and 
manufactures of cotton, shall be reached, so much 
of said bill as relates to such subjects, respectively, 
shall be considered as one paragraph, so that an 


amendment in the nature of 
the said subjects shail be 


The SPEAKER 


a substitute for each of 
in order. 


The gentleman fr I 
he gentieman trom in- 


diana [Mr. Kerr] is quite well aware that a 
substitute is the last thing voted upon; that 
all amendments to the original text are in 


order before the substitute can be voted upon. 
Under the construction which the Chair would 
give to this resolution, if adopted, (which con 
struction he presumes would be the 

that which would be given 
ymmittee of the 


of the C 
ments to the original 


same 
by the ‘ehair 


as 
man 
Whole,) all amend- 
text would be in order 
Committee of the Whole could be 


\ \ 
perore the 


Drous ght to a vote upon a substitute, 

KERR. And thoseamendments could 
‘My easaiene discussed as fully with this 
order pending as if it were not per iding ? 


i 
The SPEAKER. under the five- 


Certainly ; 


minutes rule. 

Mr. KERR. One question more. I desire 
now to inquire why it is not precisely as regular 
and proper for the gentleman from Masssachu 

| setts, [ Mr. Dawes,| or any other gentleman 
who may see hit tol uke that course, when these 
respective paragraphs may be reached, to 


| 


i 
ia nits 2 of the 





move as a substitute for each such amend- 


ment as he may see proper? 
The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair’ 
reg rd that as ap irllamentary ques ion 


1) 


would hardly 


The 


q iestion first propose d by the gentleman was 
& proper parliamentary question; for this res- 
Olut 1 ad »pted, would be in the nature of 


House, 


of the Chair to « 


which it would be the 
the other is 
rather a question of expediency between 
members of the Committee of the Whole. 

BLAIR, of Michigan. Would this res 
olution, if ad ypted, suspend the rea ling of the 


bill by 


duty -onstrue. 


the 


) 


} par wraphs for amendment 
lhe Si P-EAKER. It would not. Under the 
strict enforcement of the proposed rule, the 


when the first 
move a 


geutleman from Massachusetts, 
could sub- 
titure for the paragraphs embracing that en 
sul subject 
eal ‘aa : } ; 
Lnrougod With, paragraph by 
the five-minutes rule, the 
W hole could not bs 
et De 0 + 
tbe Substitute 


Mr. BANKS. 


from that 


paragraph had been read, 
ire 
had been gone 


+: buat until tha 





paragraph under 
Sommittee of 


Drought to a 


the 
vote upon 
This pr )posed rule is differ- 
has ever been adopted in 
the tariff, and I do not 
necessity for it whatever. 


ent a0y 


he consideration of 


see that there is any 


More than that, we cannot what its exact 


see 


etfect would be. These different subjects— 
ae wool, cotton, &c.—embrace a_ great 


ariety of different items; and it is not neces- 
sary, nor do I think it wise, for us to connect 
them allin one single and decisive vote, aflirm- 


alive or negative. I trust the House wiil in 
the consideration of this bill adhere to the 
usage which has heretofore been followed in 


referenee to other bills of the same character. 

Mr. DAWES. We do not propose to re- 
quire the House to vote upon the question as 
a whole, but only to permit this form of prop 
osition be in order so that a majority, if 
they choose, may adopt it. 

Mr. BANKS. We do not want it to be in 
order, because we do not want to vote in that 
Way. 

Mr. DAWES. I want it to be in 
because I do want to vote in that way. 

Mr. BANKS. Ido not see why we should 
depart in this case from the ordinary rule. 


Lo 


order, 


Mr. COX. I wish to make a parliamentary 
inquiry. This bill contains, for instance, some 
seven pages of items with reference to iron. 
Now, after we have gone through those seven 


pages, and have undertaken by amendments 
to perfect them—alter we have made a doze! 
or twenty or more amendments, could not th« 


gentleman from Massachusetts, under this rule, 
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come in with a substitute proposing to sweep 
away all we had done? 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. COX. 
amendable ? 
Mr. DAWES 
COX. 


Of course. 
And would that substitute be 


Yeas, sir. 


Chen 


we would not save any 
time. We only facilitate the bringir n of a 
log-rolling substitute, such a proposition as 
has been the very vice of our tariff legislation 
Mr. KLDREDGE. It would Sith) ly onen 
the way for an attempt to make one subjec 
earry through another. 
Mr. COX. I think the gentleman from 


Massa husetts ought to withdraw the proposi 
tion. Cert tainly two thirds of the House will 
not support it. . 

Mr. DAWES 
reply to my coll 
man 


I desire to say one word in 
ague 
trom Indiana, [Mr. Kerr, | 


On the Commitee, the 
gentle who bas 


spoken of my turning upon my bil with ua 
friendly motions. lL would like to ive |} n 
explain to the House whether in any motion 
or remark which | have made or suyyvested in 


this H yuse, | have de parted from the clear 
understanding which was had in the com 
mittee, 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Speaker, I do not know 
whether my colleague upon the committee 
desires me to betray the secrets ot the com 
mittee-room. I hope he does not; have no 
desire to do so. But | want to say to him 
and to the House that | have no desire to 
de ceive any one, 


Mr. DAWES Nor have I. 
Mr. KERR. But 


that question now, 


do not want 
and therefore 
to answer the inguiry. | will 

res} to it, that in my judg 
not be consistent Withanything thattr 
in the committee room for the gentlem 
Massachusetts, pending the consid 
this bill in Committee of the 
under any circumst 
enaciing clause and to 


own in 


to Zo into 
l preter not 
Simp y Say, in 
yuld 


auspired 
i 


onse nent it W 


in from 
ot 


Wiole, to move 


oration 
ances to sir the 
substitute any bill of his 
{hat I think is a fair 
question, an 
I think covers the wiole ground. 


ke out 


lieu of our bill. 


} 


answer to my coils 


which 


ague answer 


Mr. DAWES. I understand it would not 
aniy: hw ce i a RR LE a 
oniy be Consistent wilh everything tha rans 
pired in committee buat exacily in conformity 


with the understanding, in tolidem verbis, for 
me to any lon 


rujes to offe, a subst itute for any part cular 
' 


avail ot mot under the 


myself 


matter contained in the bill. 
Mr. BANKS. Allow me say 
hairman of the Committee of Ways and Me: 


Ss ibje ct 


to that 


Cc 
1 
has power enough already, more power than 


any Other member of the House: and I do 
not see why ve should bya blind vote give 
him additional power which does not appear 
to be necessary and the effect of which we di 
not compreher d. 

Mr. DAWES Mr. Speaker, I submit the 


yroposition to the House, and I shall ask a 
Vv te of the House on it he course the com 
mittee will take after that will depend on the 
vote. | do not desire to discuss it any mor 

I only desire of the House the privilege of 
offering a substitute for each of the paragraphs 


as they come up. 
The House divided ; 
D4, noes 65. 
Mr. DAWES 
The yeas and 
Che question was taken ; a: 
in the neg 
54; as follows: 


YE AS—Mesers. Ames, 


and there were—ayes 
demanded the yeas and 
nays were or lered 

id lt Was dec ai a 
eas 695, 


ative—y nay 


Averill, Barber, B 


George M. Brooks, Butiinton, Burehard, be 

i. Butler, Coburn, Coghlan, Conger, Daw Don 
nan, Duell, Farnsworth, Finkeinburg, Chari ft 
ter, Frye, Garfield, Goodrich, Hale, Havens, Haw 
Hoar, Hooper, Kell eRe Ketcham, Lamp L, 


sing, Maynard, McCra Merriam. Monroe, M 


Orr, Palmer, Isaac C. ‘Parker, Peck, Pendle 
Perce, Peters, Poland, Prindle, Raine Bilis H 
Roberts, Roger Sargent, Sawyer, Scofield, s ks, 
Sheld x. John A. Smith, Worthington €. Smith, 
nyder, Starkweather, Stoughton, Strong, Turaer, 
Twichel Upson, Wakeman, Walden, Wailace, 


i| W heeler, and Willard—665, 





~ 
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. 

NAY M Acker, Adam Ambler, Arthur, 
Ba L Biggs, Bird, Austin Blair, 
P I VJ | <*. Buckley, Burdett, 
' ter Nn. ler, Caldwetl, Campbell, Freeman 
‘ 4 Comino _Co j Cotton, ( x, bs, Creely, 
‘ . ( (r i \) Dox, Duke, 
[ur } i red I t Ely. Farwell, 
Wil Y 2. oe (3 Golladay, Grifith, Halde 
im li ii i llandtls i KS, Harper, 

I : il Ha (ys y W linzelton, 
John W. Ha ileretord, Herndon, Hibbard, 
il in, hy « kK Kiliinger, King 
j i M i, McCormick, Me 
Gre Melt Mel re, MeJunkin, McKinney, 
McNee!) \i Merri Benjamin 5. Me yers, 
M ron, M «, Leonard Myers, Neg . Niblack, 
Pack oe r, i W. Parker, PP t rice, 
Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, Wikiam R 
| r'e, KR nsor Roosevelt, Seeley, Sessions, 
i, Slater, Slocum, Sloss. H. Boardman 
mith, Si a mas J. Speer, Sprague, Stowell, 
. Ja “ yer i \“ ! Terry, Washington 
low : Xen Iyner, Van Trump, Vaughan, 
Voorhees, Wa W hitele Whittborne, Williams 
of Indiar Jeremiah M. Wilson, John T. Wilson, 
Wi h \ i LYou 1] 

NOT VOTING—M Archer, Barnum, Barry, 
feveridy Bb ) Fame (x Blair, Boles, Carroll, 
William ‘I. ¢ k, 4 b, Darr De Large, Dickey, 
Du B I Henry D. 1 er, Garrett, Ham- 
bleton, Hy» ‘ (rer ‘ thors Hill, Kendall, 
Kinsella, Le Lew) Low Lynch, Manson, Me- 
Kee, Mitchell, Morey, Aeron F. Perry, Eii Perry, 
Porter, Potter, Randall, Ritchie. Rusk, Shella 
barger. Shober, & nak K. Milton Speer, Ste 
vens, Stevenson, Storm, Sypher, Taffe, Thomas, 
Dwight ‘Tov end Vaddell, Waldron, Warren, 
Wells, and Williams of New York 1. 

So (two thirds not h ving ited in the 
allirmative) the rules were not suspended, 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT FALL KIVER. 

Mr. TYNERK 1 move to suspend the rules 
for the purpose of.- reporting trom the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds and 


1 


passing a bill (MH. KR. No. 2682) authorizing 
the construction of a public building at Fall 
River, in the State « f Massachusetts. 

Ihe bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the lreasury to pur- 
chase at private sale, or by condemnation in 
pursuance of the statute of the State of Mas- 


sachusetts, a lot of 
. 
Mas 


building in said 


Fall 
suitable for a site fora 
city for the accom- 
office, custom-house, and 


ground in the city of 
River, achusetts, 
public 


modation of a post 


other oflices of the United States, and to erect 
a building thereon at a cost not exceeding, 
including the cost of the ground, the sum 
of SVOVO 000 the plans for said building to 
be ap proved by the Secre ury of the lreasury 
and the Postmaster Ge aaiala provided that no 


money which may hereafter be appropriated 
for this purnose, shall be used or expended 
until a valid title to ground shall be vested 
in the United tate 3s, and until the State of 
Mas achbusetts hall cede its jurisdiction over 


said site, and shall also duly release and re- 
linquish to the United States the right to tax 
or in any way assess said site, or the property 
the United States that may be thereon dur 
ing the time that the United States shall be or 
remain the owner thereof. 
Yhe House divided; and there were—ayes 


97, noes 10 

The SPIE 
demanded, 
bill passed 


AKER 


the rules 


No further count being 
are suspended and the 


ADDITIONAL COMPENSATION. 


Mr. PETERS, by unanimous conse nt, from 
the Committee on rahe Judiciary, reported a 
bill (H. K. No. 2683) to grant widitieas dom. 


marshal of the distriet of 
for a period of four months 
which was read a first and 


peosatvion to the 
South Carolina, 
and ten days; 


ond time 


The bill was read. It provides thatso much 
of the third section of the act of Congress 
entitled *‘ An act to regulate the fees and costs 
to be allowed clerks, marshals, and aultorneys 
of the circuit and district courts of the United 
States. and for other purposes, ** as limits the 


personal compensation of marshals, over and 
above the neces ary eXpenses of his office, and 
necessary clerk hire included, to a maximum 
sum per annum, shall be suspended and made 


inoperative so far as the compensation of the 


marshal of the district of South Carolina, and || Education and 
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his deputies, for the period from September 
21, 1872, to February 1, 1872, is limited and 
established thereby. And the bill authorizes 
the proper accounting officers of the Treasury 
Department to allow to the said marshal and 
his deputies for the said period the gross amount 
of fees and costs taxable by law, notwithstand- 
ing such allowance would make the whole com- 
pensation received more than such maximum. 
lhe bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the-motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 
Phe lat 


CONTESTED KELECTION——IUARRIS Vs. 


Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. I desire 
to report from the Committee of Elections a 
resolution for present consideration. 
sume there will be no objection to it, 

he Cierk read as follows 

J. H. Harris, contestant, vs. S. H. 
testee, fourth congressional district, North Carolina: 

Resolved, That the above-named contestant, J 
Harris, be paid $1,500 out of the contingent tund of 


the House, in payment of his disbursements and 
expenses in the above-entitled case. 


ter motion was agreed to. 
ROGERS. 


[ pre- 


Rogers, con- 


he resolution was agreed to. 
TWO PER CENT. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I am instructed by the 
Committee on the Judiciary to ask that the 
committee be permitted to report after the 
morning hour on Tuesday or Wednesday of 
next week, on the two per cent. claim of Ohio, 
Indiana, and [llinois, which has been referred 
to the committee for cousideration ; the report 
to be disposed of on the same day on which it 
is made. 

Mr. BROOKS New York. I will not 
agree to anything that will interfere with the 
consideration of the tariff bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then I move that the 
rules be suspended to allow the Committee 
on the Judiciary to make this report after the 


CLAIM OF OHTO, ETC, 


, of 


morning hour of Tuesday of next week ; the 
report to be considered on that day only. 
(he question being taken, the rules were 


suspended, (two thirds voting in favor thereof, ) 
and the order was made. 
BUSINESS OF MILITARY COMMITTEE. 

Mr. COBURN. I desire to make a request 
with regard to the business of the Committee 
on Military Affairs. We have a number of 
bills which we are ready to report, and which 
cannot be disposed of in the morning hours 
that will be allowed tous. I ask that there 
be sessions of the House on Tuesday night 
and Wednesday night of this week to receive 
reports from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I object. 

Mr. COBURN. Then | move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the order I have indi- 
cated be made. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
I would not object to allowing the morning 
hour to run until the committee shall have 
made its reports. But when we meet here 
each day as early as eleven o'clock, | do 
object to evening sessions besides. 


I desire to say that 


Mr. KILLINGER. I object to debate. 
Mr. NEGLEY. | move that reports of 


the Committee on Commerce be included in 
the business to be considered on the evenings 
named. 

The SPEAKER. A motion to suspend the 
rules is not amendable, 


The question being taken, there were—ayes | 


95, noes 27. So the rules 
(two thirds having voted 
and the order was made. 


COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR. 


Mr. PERCE. I ask unanimous consent 
that there be a session of the House on Fri- 
day evening of next week, for the purpose | 
of receiving reports from the Committee on | 
bor. 


were suspended, 
in favor thereof, ) 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


Mr. BANKS. I! hope that 
a night so far in advance, 
select some evening of this week. 

Mr. PE RC E | modify pr position 0 
as to assign Friday evening of this, instead of 
next week. 

MF. BROOKS, of New York. I desire to 
make a parli: .mentary inquiry. Would it be 
in order to move that gentlemen hen vote for 


instead of fixin» 
the gentleman wil 


! 
tne 


an evening session shall be compelled to 
attend ? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the 


point made by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Brooks] is a very good one, considering 
what occurred when an evening session of the 
House was assigned to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

Mr. PERCE. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the order I have indicated 
be made. 

Mr. COX. I would ask the gentleman what 
business the committee have to report? 

Mr. PERCE. We have several reports to 
make in regard to agricultural colleges, and 
we have various other bills to report which | 
cannot enumerate now. 

‘The question was puton Mr. Perce’s 
and there were—ayes 70, noes 57. 

So (two thirds not voting in favor thereot 


moton; 


the rules were not suspended. 


BUSINESS OF THE COMMITTEE OF 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I am instructed 
by the Committee of Claims to ask the House 
to assign some time at which it will hear the 
business before the committee, and | suggest 
that Saturday, the 18th day of May, afver th 
morning hour, be set apart for that business. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest 
to the gentleman that as the House meets at 
eleven o’clock, he had better fix the time ai 


CLAIMS 


| half past twelve o'clock. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
take the whole day, being Saturday? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. Then I will ask 
that Saturday, the 18th day of May, be devoted 
to hearing reports from the Committee of 


Why not 


|; Claims. 


There was no objection; and the order was 
made. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT PORT HURON 


Mr. PLATT. I am instructed by the 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds to 
ask th: _ the rules be suspended, and the bill 
(H. R. No. 2) making an appropriation for a 
public building to be used for a custom-house 
post office, and bonded warehouse at Port 
Huron, in the State of Michigan, be passed. 

The bill was read. It provides that there 
be erected a Government building at Port 
Huron, Michigan, under the supervision and 
upon plans and specifications to be approved 


Com 


| by the Secretary of the Treasury, and which 
| shall insure its construction for the sum of 


$200,000, provided that the State of Michigan 
shall cede to the United States jurisdiction 
over the ground to be occupied by said build 
ing, and release and relinquish to the United 
States the right to tax or in any way ass ‘ss 
said site or the property of the United States 


| that may be thereon during the time that the 


United States shall be or remain the owners 
thereof. 
The question was put; and there were—ayes 
67, noes 31; no quoram voting. 
Mr. CONGER. I ask the permission of 
the House to make a brief statement. 


Mr. COX. I object, unless we can debate 
the measure. 
Mr. PLATT. I ask that three minutes be 


allowed me to explain this bill. 


Mr. KERR. I object. 


No quorum having voted, tellers were or 
dered ; and Mr. Piarr and Mr. FarNswortH 
were appointed. 

The House divided ; 
ed—ayes 84, noes 38. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. 
\ and nays. 


and the tellers report 


I call for the yeas 











The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were— 
yeas 98, nays 73, not voting 69; as follows: 


y EAS—Messrs. Averill, Banks, Barber, Beveridge, 
Bigby, Biggs. Bing zham, Austin Blair, Boles, George 
M. Brooks, Buckley, Buffinton, Burdett, Be njamin 
F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, William TY. Clark, 
Coburh, Coghlan, Conge r,Croe ker, Due il, Duke, Dun- 
nell, Eames, Elliott, Farwell, Finkeinburg, Ch: irles 
Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Golladay, Goo drie 
Hale, Halsey, Harper, Havens, Hawley, Gerry W. 
peer John W. Hi: wzelton, lloar, Hooper, Kel- 

Kellogg, Kendall, Ketcham, Lamport, Lowe, 
io ‘Cormick, McGrew, MeJunkin, Mereur, Moore, 
Morpbis, Leonard myers, Negley, Orr, Packard, 
Packer, Paimer, Isaac Parker, Peck, Pendleton, 
Perce, Eli Perry, ees Poland, Prindle, Rainey, 

Bilis H. Roberts, Rogers, Roosevelt, Sargent, Saw- 
a Sessions, Shanks, Sheidon, Sherwood . Se Board- 
mun Smith, Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, Steven 
son, Stoughton, Strong, St. John, Sut! herland, 
Swi inn, Fenelon Townsend, Curner, Twichell, 

)yner Vaughan, Wakeman, Wallace, Wheeler, 
¥iilard, Williams of Indian a, Jeremiah M. Wilson, 
and John T. Wiison—98. 

NAYS—Messera. Acker, Adams, Ambler, Archer, 
Artur, Beatty. Beck, Bell, Bird, Braxton, bright, 
James br 0oks, Bureh: rd, Cak ies Cc unpbell, Free- 


man Clarke, Conner, Cotton, Cox, C riteher, Cross- 
land, Davis. Donnan, Dox, Bidredge, Farnsworth, 
Garrett, Getz, Griffith, Haldeman, Handley, Hanks, 


Jobn T. Harris, Hay, Hereto: d. Hib bard, Hoiman, 
Kerr, Killinger, Lamison, Marshall, McClelland, 
McCrary, McHenry, Mcintyre, McNeely, Merriam, 
Merrick, Benjamin F. Meyers, Morgan, Niblack, 
Hosea W. Parker, Price, Read, Edw: aad Y. Rice, 
Jobn M. Rice, Ritchie, Wiliiam R. Roberts, Rob- 
inson, Slater, Slocum, Sloss, John A. Smith, 
Tt owas as Speer, Terry, Tathbill, V vorhees, W alk len, 
Whiteley, Whitthorne, Winchester, Wood, and 
Young—73. 

NOL VO C'ING—Messrs. Ames, Barnum, Barry, 
James G. Blair, Carroll, Cobb, Comingo, Crebs, 
Creely. Darrall, Dawes, De Large. Dickey, Du 
Bose, Ely, Forker, Henry D. Foster, Gartield, Ham- 
bleton, Hancock, Harmer, George E. Harris, Hays, 
Herndon, Hill, Houghton, King, Kinsella, Lansing, 
Leach, Lewis. Lynch, Manson, Maynard, McKee, 
McKinney, Mitchell, Monroe, Morey, Aaron F. 
Perry, Peters, Porter, Potter, Randall, Rusk, Sco- 
field, Seeley, Shellabarger, Shober, Shoemaker, 
Snyder, R. Milton Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, 
Stevens, Storm, Stowell, Sypher, Tatfe, Thomas, 
Dwight Townsend, Upson, Van Trump, Waddell, 
Waldron, Walls, Warren, Wells, and Williams of 


New Yorks—69. 

So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof ) 
the rules were not suspended. 

ALLEGED QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE, 

Mr. WOOD. I rise to a question of priv- 
ilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WOOD. In the beginning of this ses- 


sion I had the honor to be appointed by the | 


Chair a member of the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs of this House. I have attended 


every meeting of that committee, and have | 


endeavored to discharge my duty diligently, 
impartially, and faithfully. So far as l know, 


i believe the committee have discharged their | 


duty faithfully, correctly, and diligently. From 
its composition, as well as from the nature of 


the duties that are devolved upon it by the | 


House, itis anon-partisan committee, in which 
no questions of a party or political character 
have as yet ever arisen to disturb its proceed 
ings and deliberations. 

On Friday last there was a meeting of that 
committee called to convene at the State De- 
partment at ten o’clock upon Saturday morn- 
ing. That meeting was called by the President 
of the United States, by notes sent to the Re- 
publican members of the committee, signed by 
General Babcock, his Secretary. I and my 
Democratic colleagues on that committee were 
excluded from its consultations and delibera 
tions. We are bound to assume that the object 
of that exclusion was a discrimination against 
us, an invasion of our rights as members of 
that committee, and of this House. I have 
ris sen, therefore, to protest against this inva- 
sion, and to call the attention of the House 
and of the country to the faci of this most 


extraordinary procedure on the part of the | 


Executive of the nation in thus debarring the 
Representatives of the people from their rights 
as members of this House, aud of one of its 
standing committees. 

The SPE AKER. What is the ques stion of 
privilege presented by the gentleman. 


Mr. WOOD. The question of privilege I | 
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present to the House is that by our exclusion 
from this meeting of the committee our rights 
have been invaded as members of the House, 
as well as members of the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

Mr. BANKS. ‘The suggestion presented by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Woop] 
does not present a question of privilege ; and 
if it were proposed as such I should be obliged 
to ask the judgment of the House upon the 
reception of 1! as a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER Che Chair would say that 
he sees nothing in the remarks of the gentle- 
man tron 1 New York to present a question of 
privilege, unless it be held that the President 
of the United States has no right to consult, in 
a private way, any member of the House whom 
he may choose to invite to an interview. 

Mr. BANKS. In my judgment the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Woop] is mistaken 
in regard to the fact in his statement. 1 do 
not understand that there has been any ses 
sion of the Committee on Foreign Affairs at 
the State Department, or anywhere else ex 
cept in its own proper committee-room, the 
one assigned to it by the use of the House; 
and so far as | know there has been no meet- 
ing of that committee calied by the President 
of the United States, or by General Babcock, 
yr by any one else. 

Mr. WOOD. Will the honorable gentle 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Banks] permit 
me to ask him whether he, with the other Re- 
publican members of the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, did not receive notes on Friday 
last from General Babcock to meet at the 
State Department on Saturday last? 

Mr. BANKs. | can say 

Mr. WOOD. I ask a question to which I 
Want an answer. 

Mr. BANKS. Yes, you will have a decided 
answer. I was myself invited to meet the 
Secretary of State at the State Department. 

Mr. WOOD. By General Babcock; and 
that you met the President there, and that it 
was a meeting from which we were excluded ? 

Mr. BANKS. There has been no meeting 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs anywhere 
except in its own Committee-room. 





Mr. MORGAN. Were not your Republican | 


colleagues present at that meeting ? 


Mr. BANKS. That question they can an- | 


swer for themselves. 

Mr. BINGHAM. [rise toa point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please 
State lt. 

Mr. BINGHAM. My point of order is that 
it is notin order in this Way to inquire into the 
action of the President of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. It the gentleman from 

New York [Mr. Woop] desires a ruling, the 
Chair will say that he sees nothing in this mat- 
ter involving any question of the privileges of 
the House. 

Mr. WOOD. I have stuted the facts, and 
the country must determine. 

The SPEAKER. If the President of the 
United States chooses to invite any one to meet 
him at any place, the Chair sees nothing to 
prevent his doing so, so far as the rights and 
privileges of this House are concerned. 

Mr. L. MYERS. The gentleman trom New 
York [Mr. Woop] has not correctly stated the 
facts. Lhere was no such meeting of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs as he stated. 

Mr. BINGHAM. i object to any further 
debate on this subject. 


DEBT OF WASHINGTON CITY. 
Mr. POLAND. I am instructed by the 
Committee for the District of Columbia to 


move to suspend the rules to take from the 
Speaker's table and pass the bill (S. No. 973) 


‘to fund certain liabilities of the city of Wash- 


ington existing June 1, 1871, and to limit the 
debt of and taxation in the District of Co- 
lumbia. The House passed some weeks ago 
a bill for this very purpose of funding the old 


| debt of the city of Washington. The Senate, 
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instead of passing our bill, have passed a “en 

bill very similar. They have limited the 
amount somewhat; that is the only change 
they have made in the bill, except putting on 
an adk litional se Cc tion repealing one of the four 
million loan acts, to which repeal nobody ob 
jeets. Ido not think it will be necessary to 
read the bill at length, unless some gentleman 
spec ially desires it. 

Mr. ELDREDGE, 1 desire to Inquire of 
my colleague on the committee {Mr. Potanp] 
whether this bill proposes to fund the precise 
amount of indebtedness that was agreed upon 
by the House in the bill we passed ? 

Mr. POLAND. The bill whieh passed the 
House did not fix a limit as to the amount 
The Senate have limited the amount. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. ELDREDGE, 1 wish to inquire still 
further whether this bill does not cover a por 
tion of the debt of the city of Washington 
which was not covered by our bill? [ was 
looking at this bill just now, when the Clerk 
called for it in consequence of the motion of 
the gentleman from Vermont, and in it | 
discovered a reference to a deficiency in a 
trust-tund of some one or two hundred thou 
sand dollars. I had not time to read the pro 
vision through or to ascertain precisely what it 
meant. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Let the bill be read 

Mr. POLAND. The amount of the old debt 
is about two million dollars. The Senate, by 
their bill, have limited the amount of bonds 
to be issued to $1,150,000, which will create a 
necessity for raising the money by taxation to 
pay the balance; but the cily authorities pre 
fer that, rather than to have the bill changed 

Mr. ELDREDGE, There is one other thing 
[ discovered in my hasty and incomplete read 
ing of the bill: that it proposes a limitation 
upon the taxing power of the District govern 
ment. It provides that the taxation shall not 
exceed two per cent. annually, | wish to 
know whether that is a general provision, or 
whether it relates to this particular bill only. 
I suppose it to be a limitation upon the general 
power of taxation by the city government. 

Mr. POLAND. Itis so; butthe city author 
ities are willing that that provision shali remain. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. The present rate of 
taxation, as | understand, is one and seven 
tenths per cent., instead of two per cent., as 
now ee 

Mr. POLAND. ‘The city authorities state 
that their annual taxation will not exceed one 
and seven tenths percent. Some other people 
claim that it will be very much more. The 
Senate has fixed a limit of two per cent., and 
the city authorities are willing that the limita- 
tion shall stand. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I ask that the bill 
be read. 

The bill was read. 

The first section authorizes the commis 
sioners of the sinking fund of the District of 
Columbia, duly appointed under the laws of 
the District, to fund the liabilities of the city 
ot Washington, consisting of the floating debts 
and trust funds found to be due on the Ist of 
June, 1871, not exceeding $1,150,000, by the 
auditing commission appointed to ascertain the 
amount of those liabilities, and reported by the 
commission to the Legislative Assembiy under 
date of November 8, 1871, and January 3, 1872; 
and for that purpose the commissioners are 
directed to issue registered or coupon bunds of 
the District of Columbia, in denomina.ions of 
fifty dollars, or any multiple of that sum, not 
to exceed the amount of those liabilities, bear- 
ing interest not to exceed six per cent. per 
aunum, payable semi-annually in gold, and 
having a period to run not more th an thirty 
years nor less than fifteen years. ‘The commis 
sioners are authorized to negotiate the sale of 
the bonds at their discretion, at a rate of dis- 
count not to exceed three per cent. upon their 
par value, and with the proceeds thereof to pay 
the liabilities of the city of Washington; and the 


~~ 
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pril iY iterest } bonds sha e 
i) ‘ ' n . ‘ ; ’ y yt 
in ut ot IN Yi S nount o 
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i »y make good 
thé T n ‘ if { y 
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loa gy debt hall have the privilege of con- 
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fora ‘ i mn n e bonds proposed to 
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Ph ( ers the Legisla 

; \ he yistrict o Columbia to 

‘ levied ) wid cted from all 
tax perty I ( of W whington 

hi | bX, AnD iV, which shall 
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cl t a sinking fund 

Bulli nt 7 rei 1 1 at maturity, the tax 
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coll LD) l | aggregate 
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13 thie 1) j Ion the collector otthe Dis- 
trict of Columbia 1 > puy Over to the com 
mi Hers, ieir requisition, being first 
certil iV i audior at the comptroller 
ot said Di <{. al ne moneys colle ed Dy 
Virtue of this act, with which moneys ihe com 
missioners Shall pay or cause tO be paid the 
coupo or interest on the bonds issued by 
them under the provisions of the act; and the 
residue, i hi inking lund, the Ccommiuissiouers 
are to in’ in the bonds issued by them, or 
In any Yond i ne 1) I ot Colu novia or 
( De al corporatLon of the cities of W “au8hi- 
ington or rgetown, and they are to Cause 
to be plat d on record in the othee of the 
rep er of the District a full and compete 

yrt of all their acts herein on or betore the 
lst day of January of each year, and also to 
make a report of the ime to the Levisla- 
tive Assembly at the commencement of eacu 
reyular on thereot 

ihe fourth section provides that the bonds 
hall be issued in the name of the District ot 
Cr imbin, and shall sh ww that they are so 
issued in } nt of tl ibilities of the city 
olf Wasi t found to i due at the time 
and nthe mat er provided iu lie lirst sec ion, 
and the bonds shail be signed by a majority 
of the commissioners and Gountersignued by the 
register and the comp roll if the District; 
and a proper register shall be ceptin the oiice 
Of the registe tt the District of the number, 
denomination, Gate of issue, and to whom 

| 

ihe hilth section disapproves and declares 
void so much of ne ac passed at the late 
extra rol e Legislative Assembly of 
the D ct of Columbia, entitled **‘An act 
providing he paymeut of the debts of the 


approy ed 
rt 


January LY, ls7v2 evvinyv taxes on real and 


pefsonal sperty in the eity of Washington 
LO pay the ad and interest on the debt 
of the late ecorporati ot Washington, as 
conflicts w » the provi of this act 

Phe sixtl isap and declares 
void the act of the Legislative Assembly of 
the District of Columbia, approved August 
Oo, 187] uutlied **An act authorizing the 
District of Columbia to create a debt for spe 
Clal improvements and repairs in said District 
by the issuing of four millions ot bonds and 
lev ying a tax [or he payment of the interest 


as it shall annually accrue thereon, and sub- 
Initting the act, with the question ¢ f the issu 
ing Of four milhious of improvement bonds, to 
a vote of the people at a general election in 
said District ;’’ and also the act of the Legis- 
lative Assembly, approved August 19, 1871, 
entitled ‘‘An act levying a tax for the pay 
ment of the interest as it shall annually accrue 
on $4,000,000 of bonds authorized to be issued |! 





by the District Columbia to create a debt 
for special improvements and repairs in said 
District, by the issuing of four millions of 
bonds and levying atax for the payment of 

nterest as it shall annually acerue thereon, 
and submitti: y the act, with the question of 
he issuing of four millions of improvement 


bonds, to a vote of the people at a reneral 


election in the said District and forbids the 


authori 1es of the District to issue any portion 
of the four millions of bonds named in those 
‘ts, and it approves, ratifies, and confirms the 
act of the Legislative Assembly, approved 
July 10, 1871, entitled **An act making appro- 
priations for improvements and repairs in the 
District of Columbia, and providing for the 


p ivment there rf, 


he seventh section declares that the debt 
of the District of Columbia, including the 
debts of the ite corporations. shall at no 


time exceed the sum of $10,000,000, unless 
an increase over that amount sha | have been 
fr. FARNSWORTH. I donot understand 
the bill is yet before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on sus- 
pe ! ding Lie rul Ss. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to call the 
attention of the gentleman from Vermont to a 


provision in the third section. It is provided 


previously auth rized by act of Congress. 
' 
i 


tax shall not exceed two per cent. except 
for local improvements as authorized by law. 
| understand that ‘* by law’’ to be the law ot 
the Legislature of the District of Columbia— 
is it not so? 

Mr. POLAND. The gentleman is entirely 
mistaken Ile did not listen closely to the 
reading of the bill. By law here when they 
improve a street the y have the right to assess 

portion of the expense, not exceeding one 
third, on the property abutting. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Let the Clerk read 
that section again; itis short. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Yhere is no need of that 
provision which the Senate has put in. The 
organic act has the same provision. ‘The or- 
ganic act covers the whole ground of that see- 
Lion, and it is entirely unnecessary. | have that 
uct before me, and if the Clerk will read the 
part | have marked, the gentleman from Illi- 
nois will see there is now already the same 
prov sion of law. lhe Senate by inadvert 
ence or not recollecting the facet have reéuacted 

sprovision. | do not think it is any stronger 
by reéuactment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And be it further enacted, That the said Legislative 
Assembly shall not have the power to pass any ex 
post facto law, nor law impairivg the obligation of 
contracts, nor to tax the property of the United 
States, por to tax the lands or other property of 
uon-residents higher than the lands or other prop- 
erty of residents; por shall lands or other property 
insaid District be liable to a higher tax in any one 


year for all general objects, territorial and muni- 
cipal, than two do son every hundred dollars of 
the cash value ther i; but special taxes may be 

vied in particular sections, wards, or districts for 


their particular local improvements; nor shall said 
territorial government have power to borrow money 
or issue stock or bonds for any object whatever, 
unless specially authorized by an act of the Legis- 
lative Assembly, passed by a vote of two thirds of 
the entire number of the members of each branch 
thereof, but said debt in no case to exceed five per 
cent. of the assessed value of the property of said 
District, unless authorized by a vote of the people, 
is hereinatter | hereinbefore] provided. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. Mr. Speaker, this isa 
bill of great importance, involving property to 
millions of dollars. It allows the running up 
of a debt of $10,000,000 and over. * It seems 
to me it ought to be referred to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia, which committee 
has this subject in charge. That committee 
has prepared a bill which [ understand it is 
ready to report. Ishould be sorry to see this 
bill pass without consideration or discussion. 

Mr. POLAND. A bill like this was reported 
from the Committee for the District of Colum- 
bia, and fully considered there and passed 
without objection in the House. This Senate 
bill was taken, in an informal way to be sure, 
by the same committee. They examined it iI 
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carefull 
fully examined by the Committee for the Dis. 
trict of Columbia and they recommend it. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. The bill has not yet 
been printed, and is not yet before the House 

The House divided; and there were—aves 
83, noes 35; no quorum voting. : 

The SPEAKEK appointed Mr. Rooseverr 
and Mr. Po anp tellers. 

The House again divided ; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 102, noes 22. 

So (two thirds having voted in the affirma- 
tive) the rules were suspended and the bill 
passed. 

ADDITIONAL LAND DISTRICT, DAKOTA. 

Mr. DUNNELL moved to suspend the rules 
for the purpose of passing a bill (H. kh. No, 
2085) to es'ablish an additional land district 
in the Territory of Dakota. 

lhe bill, which was read, provides, in the 
first section, that there be, and hereby is, estab 
lished in the Perritory of Dakota an additional 
land district, to be bounded and described as 
follows, and known as the Dakota land dis- 
trict,- namely, beginning at a point on the 
north bank of the Missouri river, at the inter 
section of the line between ranges fifiy two and 
fifty-three; thence north along said range line 
to the forty-sixth parallel of north latitude ; 
thence west along said parallel to the line bi 
tween ranges fity-seven and fifty-eight; thence 
south along said range line to the Missouri 
river; thence easterly along the north bank of 


y and approved it. This has been 


| said stream to the place of beginning. ‘The 


second section provides that the land office 
for said district shall be located at Yankton, 
the capital of said Territory, and the Pres 
ident of the United States is hereby autho: 
ized to appoint a register and a receiver tor 
said land office, who shail receive the same 
salary and be governed by the same regula 
tions as are provided by law for the registers 
and the receivers of the other land offices 
said Territory. 

The question being taken, the rules were 
suspended, (two thirds having voted in 
thereof,) and the bill was passed. 

HAWAIIAN BARK FLORENCE. 

Mr. SARGENT. I ask unanimous con 
sent that the Committee on Commerce be 4 
charged from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. No. 2093) to grant an American 
register to the Hawaiian bark Florence, and 
that the same be now put upon its passage 

Ihe bill wasread. it authorizes and directs 
the Secretary ofthe Treasury to issue an Amer 
can register to the American-built Hawatisn 
bark Florence, wrecked in the waters of the 
United States, purchased and repaired and 
now owned by citizens of San Francisco, Cali 
fornia; provided that it shall be proved to 
the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Treas 
ury that the repairs put upon said vessel wer 
equal to three fourths of the cost of said vesse! 
when so repaired. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Has this bill received 
the approval of the Committee on Commerce? 

Mr. SARGENT. Yes, sir. The Commit 
tee on Commerce have considered the bill and 
recommend its passage. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. Why does the case not 
come under the general law? 

Mr. SARGENT. Because this is an Ame: 
ican-built bark. It was built for the Hawaiian 
people. It was wrecked on the coast of Cali 
fornia, was purchased by American citizens 
and repairs were made upon it, and the on/y 
objection to its registry was that it was origiu 
ally built in our own ship-yards instead 
being built abroad. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed a 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SARGENT moved to reconsider it 
vote by which the bill was passed; and als 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR 
Mr. PERCE. 
that an evening session be assigned for the con- 
sideration of reports from the Committee on 
Education and Labor. I ask that Friday even- 
ing of next week be assigned for that purpose. 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York. This is a 


very important committee, and I must object to | 


the gentleman’s request. 

Mr. PERCE. Then I move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the order be made. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Was not that 
motion made once to-day already? 

The SPEAKER. It was not made with 
reference to the particular evening which the 
entleman has now named. 

The question being taken on suspending the’ 
rules, there were—ayes 68, noes 54. 

So (two thirds not having voted in favor 

thereof) the rules were not suspended. 
COMMITTEE ON PENSIONS. 

Mr. MOORE. I desire to ask the House to 
assign the evenings of Wednesday and Thursday 
of this week to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to allow them to report a general bill in 
reference to pensions. 

TheSPEAKER. The evenings of Tuesday 
and Wednesday have already been assigned to 
the business of the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. MOORE. Thursday and Friday evenings 
of this week will suit our committee if they will 
suitthe House. I desire to say that this bill has 


ao 
5 


INVALID 


been thoroughly matured, with the aid of the | 


Pension Bureau, and that it is regarded there 
as exceedingly urgent in view of the many 
frauds which have been perpetrated, and in 
view of the very important amendments which 
are necessary to be made. I think every 
member of the House is in favor of the bill, 
aud | believe it would elicit very little discus- 
sion. The members of the House have made 
themselves acquainted with its provisions, and 
I think that generally throughout the House 
there is a disposition to put the bill on its 
passage. [ask the House to grant the privi- 
lege to the committee of having this bill re- 
ported and considered on Thursday and Fri- 
day evenings of this week. 

The SPEAKER. Suppose the bill passes 
the first evening? 

Mr. MOORE. Then some other committee 
can have the floor. [ think we can pass the 
bill in one evening. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Ido not see any neces- 
sity for meeting here at night to pass these 


bills. Gentlemen do not attend at the night 
sessions. This merely gives an opportunity 


to get bills through without consideration. 
We have a'ready devoted two evenings of this 


week to business, and the gentleman from | 
Illinois now proposes that two other evenings | 


shall be assigned to this committee. | hope 
the gentleman will not insist on having any 
more evening sessions. 

Mr. MOORE. It is very important that this 
bill should go to the Senate early, and, as there 
is so little chance of the committee getting a 
day to report it, its members are generally 
auxious that there should be one or more 
evening sessions for its consideration. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I have no doubt that 
all the members of the House are anxious that 
the bill should be brought forward for consid- 
eration. But let it be brought forward in the 
day-time, and not at night, when there is never 
a quorum here; and no proper consideration 
can be given to a bill, when the gaslight is 
scorching your brain. You accomplish no 
good by these evening sessions. 

Mr. MOORE. | would be very glad to have 
a day assigned for the consideration of this 
bill after the morning hour. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. That would be the 
better time. c 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I think if my col- 


league would ask for a morning hour the 
House will assent to it. 


42p Conga. 2p Sess.—-No. 194. 


I desire to renew the request | 


| 


| approval, so faras I can learn. 


Mr. MOORE. I would be glad to have a 
morning hour for it, but I do not think there 
will be any serious objection tothe bill. It has 
been generally conned over and studied by 
members, and I believe it meets general 
I move, there- 
fore, that the rules be suspended and that 
Thursday and Friday nights be assigned for 
the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Why does not the 
gentleman then move to suspend the rules and 


pass the bill now? 


Mr. MOORE. I think it will receive all 


| the attention that is necessary, and I think if 


| through. 


we take it up Thursday night we can put it 


There is nothing in it changing the 


| material features of the pension laws. 





| with accompanying aflidavits ; 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and | 


The question was put upon Mr. Moore’s 
motion ; and there were—ayes 84, noes 40. 
So (two thirds voting in favor thereof) the 
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rules were suspended, and the enotion was | 


agreed to. 
RALLROAD COMPANIES IN THE TERRITORIES. 


Mr. CHAFFEE, by upanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. Rk. No. 2684) to provide 


| for the creation and regulation of railroad 


companies in the Territories of the United 


States; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 
ISSUE AND USE OF BILLS AS CURRENCY. 
On motion of Mr. HOOPER, of Massachu- 
setts, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 
589) to prohibit the issue and use of notes or 


bilis as currency in certain cases was taken | 


from the Speaker’s table, read a first and 


| second time, and referred to the Committee 


on Banking and Currency, not to be brought 
back by a motion to reconsider. 


ADMISSION OF DESERET. 

Mr. VOORHEES, by unanimous consent, 
presented the memorial of three thousand 
citizens of Utah, protesting against the ad- 
mission of the State of Deseret into the Union, 
which was re- 


ordered to be printed. 
AMNESTY. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 


I yield now to 


| the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Youna. ] 


Mr. YOUNG. Task unanimous consent to 
offer the following resolution : 
Resolved, That in the opinion of this House the 


| immediate passage of a bill for the restoration of all 


persons who labor under restrictions imposed by 
the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States to all the rights, privileges, and 
immunities of citizens of the United States would 
promote the peace, happiness, and prosperity of this 
whole country. 


Mr. KILLINGER. I object to that. 
Mr. YOUNG. I move to suspend the rules. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The under- 


| standing was that the motion to suspend the 


rules was not to be made. 

Mr. YOUNG. 
if such a motion were made the yeas and nays 
should not be called upon it. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I cannot yield 
for a motion to suspend the rules. 

I yield fora moment to my colleague from 
Ohio, [Mr. Bearry. ] 

REPORT ON GEOLOGICAL EXPLORATION, 


Mr. BEATTY, from the Committee on 
Printing, submitted a report, in writing, in re- 


lation to the cost of printing Clarence King’s | 
| repors on the geological exploration of the 


fortieth parallel; which was ordered to be 
printed. 


DRAWBACK UPON EXPORTED FIRE-ARMS, 


Mr. MERRIAM, by unanimous consent, in- 


| troduced a bill (H. R. No. 2686) to allowa draw- 


back upen exported fire-arms, plows, shovels, 
&c., made of imported steel, when the stock 
and handles are made of American-grown 
wood ; which was read a first and second time, 


The understanding was that | 
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referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed, 
JUDICIAL PROCEEDINGS IN 

Mr. CLAGETT, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2687) relating 
to the courts and judicial proceedings in ¢he 
lerritories; which was read a first and s cond 
dudi 


HE TERRITORIES. 


time, referred to the Committee on the 
ciary, and ordered to be printed. 
JULIUS S. WIQMORE, 

Mr. PACKARD, by unanimous consent, in 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 2688) granting a 
pension to Julius S. Wigmore; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Com 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

ADDITIONAL LAND DISTRICT IN ARIZONA. 


Mr. MeCORMICK, of Arizona, by unan 
imous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2689) creating an additional land distriet in 
the Territory of Arizona; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 
PURCHASE OF ARMS BY DEPARTMENT, 

Mr. ACKER, in conformity with leave here 
tofore granted, submitted a minority report 
from the Committee on Expenditures in the 
War Department, on the subject of the sale of 
arms; which was ordered to be printed. 

AGRICULTURAL 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent to 
have taken from the Speaker’s table and re 
ferred to the Committee on Education and 
Labor, Senate bill 964, to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘ An act to amend the fifth section of an 
act entitled ‘An act donating publie lands to 
the several States and Territories which may 
furnish colleges for the benefit of agriculture 
and the mechanic arts,’ approved July 2, 1862, 
so as to extend the time within which the pro 
visions of said act shall be accepted and such 
colleges established,’’ approved July 23, 1860. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. | object. 


POTTAWATOMIES 


Mr. BOLES. I ask unanimous consent that 
the House agree to the request of the Senate 
for a committee of conference upon the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two House upon House 
amendment to Senate bill No. 988, to provide 
homes for the Pottawatomie and absentee 

| Shawnee Indians in the Indian territory. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I object, 
| and rise to a privileged motion, and move tbat 

the House now proceed to the consideration 
ot business on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. That 
inorder. All this business is proceeding by 

| unanimous consent, the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GarrieLD] holding the tloor upon the 
Senate amendment to the deficiency appropri 
ation bill. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. How long can 
the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Ganrvitvp | hold 
the floor in this way ? : 

The SPEAKER. As long as other busine 

| can be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. Then | obje ct to 
any further business by unanimous consent, 
| and call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order being 
called for, the gentleman from Ohio | Mr. Gar- 
FIELD] will proceed or surrender the floor, 


WAR 


COLLEGES. 


AND SHAWNEES., 


motion is not now 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, from the Com- 
| mittee on Appropriations, to whom had been 
referred the Senate House bill 
No. 1654, making appropriations to supply 


amendment to 


deficiencies in 4approprmations for the service 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1872, 
other purposes, 


und tor former years, and for 
reported the same back 
a report recommending concurrence in some 


With 


and uwon-coucurrence in others of the Senate 
| amendments. 
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I ask unani 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 


mou consent that the I] use proceed to con 
\ ' 
Rider these amendmetts 1 the House a in 
Comn {f the Who! ler ti ; 
mm ee O Lhe Whole, under the lve 
minute rii¢ 
aT ' 
No objection was made; and it was ordered 


accordingly. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I suggest that 
asthe amendments are read the reeommenda- 
tion of the Committee on Appropriations, for 
concurrence Ol non currence, be consid- 
ered as agreed to, unless objection be made. 

The SPEAKER. That will be done by 


unanimou COonSen 


WO obfection Was made; and it was ordered 


accordingly 
The SPEAKER. Che Chair would also 
uggest that the House fiwst proceed to con 
se amendments of the Senate in 


which the Committee on Appropriations rec- 
ommend concurrence, and then the amend- 
ments in which the committee recommend 
non-concurrence, 

No objection was made; and it was ordered 
accordingly 

Amendment Nos. 4 and 5 were severally 
concurred in, 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 


‘ { 


sibie to foliow the Clerk intelligibly upon these 


It is impos 


amendments. | think it would be better to 
cousider the amendments in their order in 
the printed bill 

lhe SPEAKER The Chair will not per 
mit the printed bill and amendments to be 
used yy the Clerk, because, as will be remem- 
bered by the House, there was some difficulty 


in reference to the legislative appropriation 
bill by pursuing that course 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. 


better to consider the 


| think it would be 
amendments in their 
order. 

The SPEAKER. 
lowe d. 

The first amendment of the Senate was to 
strike out the word ‘‘ hereafter,’’ in the fol- 


That course will be fol- 


lowing paragraph; 

For cartage for the House of Representatives, 
$3,000; and constructive cartage shall not hereafter 
be paid for, but all articles delivered on the trip 
shall be paid for as one load. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I am instructed 
by the Committee on Appropriations to move 
an amendmentatthis point, though I am some- 
what in doubt whether it be Stl ctly in order, 
The committee have instrueted me to move a 
concurrence in this amendment of the Senate. 
with an amendment to add to this paragraph 
‘and for a deficiency in the 
appropriation for folding documents, including 
pay of folders and material therefor, $80,110, ”’ 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. There is a 
presidential election approaching, when there 
will be a vast deal of folding done; but that 
is for the next fiseal year. Now I would like 
to ask why there happens to be a deficiency 
in the present fiscal year, when there has been 
no presidential election? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The amount 
appropriated for this purpose for the current 
fiscal year, as compared with former years, is 
exuctly the same as this would make it, less 
$5,000. Last year a deficiency of $25,000 
was voted on the bill corresponding to this. 
‘This year we have the same sum that we had 
last year before the deficiency was voted. We 
now propose to put on a deficieney $5,000 
larger than the deficiency of last year. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I think we 
should stop when these appropriations run 


iit lollowing : . 


out, whether it be for folding or anything else. 
the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to; and the amendment, as amended, 
Was concurred in, 
he second amendment of the Senate was 
read, as follows: 


Strike out the word “ private’ before the word 


‘clerk, ithe fourth paragraph of the bill; so that 
the paragraph shall read as follows: 
Phat the Speaker is hereby authorized to employ 


a clerk at a salary of 31,800 per annum, and uno ap- 
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pointment on the Doorkeeper’s rolls shall be made 
to take the place of the person hitherto detailed as 
clerk to the Speaker, and from March 1 to the close 
of this fiscai year, $600 is hereby appropriated for his 
Bulury. 

Phe SPEAKER. The Committee on Ap- 
propriations recommend non-concurrence in 
this amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The commit- 
tee were not aware whether there was any 
necessity for this amendment of the Senate or 
not. We have reportsin favor of non-concur- 
rence because we knew of no necessity for the 
amendment. Itis a matter somewhat personal 
to the Speaker, and we would be willing to 
leave the matter entirely to him. In the 
absence of any suggestion from him we have 
recommended non concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The fifth amendment was read, as follows: 

Add to the paragraph headed 
course,’’ the fillowing: 

And in settling the accounts of John P. Hale, late 
minister to Spain, the accounting officers of the 
Treasury shall allow him salary tothe Ist of Jan- 
uary, 1870, at which time his health was so far re- 
stored as to be able to travel, and the sum necessary 
to pay the same is hereby appropriated. And the 
Secretary of State is hereby authorized to allow the 
payment of such sums asthe President shall approve 
to the consuls of the United States at Algiers, Bou- 
logne, Lyons, Marseilles, Nantes, Nice, and Rheims, 
as compensation for extraordinary services during 
the late war in Europe: Provided, That the total 
sum so expended shall not exceed the unexpended 
balanee of the amount appropriated by the fourth 
and fifth paragraphs of the act entitled “* An act 
making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1872, and for other purposes,’’ approved March 
1871. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Ap- 
propriations recommend non-concurrence in 
this amendment. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I desire to 
say that I do not think any legislative pro- 
vision was ever more ingeniously contrived 
than this to realize the remark of Talleyrand, 
that language should be used to conceal 
thought. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. For that among 
other reasons we have recommended non- 
currence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 


‘foreign inter- 


° 
Oy 


The sixth amendment wasread, as follows: 


Insert the following additional paragraphs: 

To defray the extraordinary expenses of the 
American minister to the kingdom of Italy oceca- 
sioned by the removal of its capital from Turin to 
Florence and from Florence to Rome, $6,000. 

To enable Robert C. Schenck, minister to Great 
Britain, to pay his private amanuensis, as provided 
by joint resolution approved January 11, 1871, from 
the date of the approval of said joint resolution to 
July 1, 1871, $1,180. 


The SPEAKER. The Committee on Appro 
priations, in their report, have recommended 
non-concurrence. 

Mr. SARGENT. With the consent ofthecom: 
mittee, | move to concur in the amendment with 


an amendment adding the following: 


For repairs to the consular building in Tangier, 
$3,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
State, to be available until the end of the next fiscal 
year. 

I have here a letter, not lengthy, from the 
Secretary of State, showing the necessity for 
this amendment. I ask the Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
WasuHineton, D. C., February 24, 1872. 

Str: With a letter to you of the 8th of February 
last, this Department transmitted the original of a 
dispatch from Felix A. Mathews, esq.. consul of the 
United States at Tangier, setting forth the dilapi- 
dated condition of theconsular building there, which 
is the property of the United States. In that letter 
an appropriation of $3,000 was requested toward 
repairing the edifice. Asafurther proof of the neces- 
sity for the appropriation, I take the liberty to in- 
close a copy of a note to me from Hon. E. D. Mor- 
gan, of New York, and of the one addressed to 
him by Mr. O. H. Palmer, to which it refers. As 
the appropriation has not been made, the request for 
it is renewed. It is hoped, also, that you will not 
overlook the request for the return of Mr. Mathews’s 
dispatch. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

HAMILTON FISH. 
Hon. Corne tivus CoLe, Chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations, Senate. 
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Mr. COX. I have no special objection to 

| thisamendment; but I do not believe there jg 

commerce enough at any of these poris upon 

the Mediterranean to pay for repairing thig 
building. 

Mr.SARGENT. The United States main- 
tains a consulate at Tangier, and the consular 
building is in a very dilapidated condition. | 

| is necessary it should be repaired, because 

| there is no building that can be rented for the 
purpose. The building, as shown by papers 
on file in the State Department, is getting to 
be entirely uninbabitable. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I understood that 
the commitice r commended non-concurrence 
in the amendimeut. 

ij; Mr. SARGENT. We have changed our 
| recommendation, and now recommend coun. 
| currence with the amendment I have pro- 
yosed, 
| Mr. COX. I do not believe there is any 
|commerce there to justify this expense. [| 
| think we should make money by letting the 
| building go to pieces. 
| Mr.SARGENT. That might be well enough 
| if the consulate be discontinued. 
| Mr. COX. I think it would be wise to dis- 
| continue it. ‘ 
| Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The letter from 
the Secretary of State, which has been read, 
/came here since the committee acted on this 
question, and apon consultation here in the 
House we have decided to recommend the 
amendment which the gentleman from Cali 
fornia [Mr. SarGcenr] has offered. 
| Mr. HALE. There isanamendment which 
| should be made in the first paragraph of the 
| Senate amendment. According to the papers 
| before the committee the amount should be 
$3,000, instead of $6,000. 

The SPEAKER. That amendment will be 
made if there be no objection. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I think that the first 
paragraph of the Senate amendment needs 
more explanation than has been given. The 
| expense of removing the office of the United 
States minister from Florence to Rome must 
have been very slight, for the distance, as gen 
tlemen are aware, is very short. I cannot con 
ceive howso large an expense could have beer 
incurred in the removal. 

Mr. HALE. It is for rent as well as fo: 
expenses of removal. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERT'S. So far as the lega 
| tion at Florence is concerned, I think that if i! 
| were abolished the loss to the United State: 
would be small. I went to the office of thai 
legation on one occasion to have my passport 
viséd, and I found the office in charge of an 
official belonging to the English legation, the 
|| American representative being absent from his 
|| post. Probably things are better there now 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. In answer t 
the gentleman, I will say that in 1867 | ob- 
tained a passport at that legation, and I though 
the work well done. I send to the Clerk’: 
desk to be read a letter from the Secretary of 
State showing the necessity for this appro- 
priation. 


The Clerk read as follows: 





DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
WasHinGtron, March 8, 1872. 

Sir: I return herewith the memorandum of Mr 
George P, Marsh, which accompanied your note ol 
the 7th instant. 

In answer to your request for information on the 
subject of the memorandum, I believe tiat the state 
mentsof Mr. Marsh in the inclosed paper are correct 

Mr. Marsh was appointed envoy exiraordinary 
and minister plenipotentiary to Italy on the 20tk 
|| March, 1861, and shortly after repaired to the seat 
| of government, which then was at Turin. The trans- 
fer of the seat of government in 1865 from Turin to 
Florence involved the necessity of the removal of 
the diplomatic corps from the former to the latte! 
city, and Mr. Marsh was obliged to break up his es- 
| tablishment in Turin, and at heavy expense remove 

to Florence, where the establishment of the court 
at once enhanced the cost of living, and the rents 
of houses, and Mr.*Marsh was obliged to make his 
engagements under the largely advanced scale o! 
expenditure which became prevalent in Florence. 
Again, within a recent period, the Italian capital 
| has once more been removed, this time trom Flor- 
ence to Rome, and Mr. Marsh has- again been sub- 
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| 1) ee 
jected to the expense of an involuntary removal, | The Clerk read the twenty-fourth amend- || vided for in the other bill. If the House 
and to the increase of rents which took place at || ment of the Senate, as follows: wishes now, after having raised the Second 
Rome on its becoming once more the seat of the Add: Gasautsollen a: enlene S4 On 
Italian Government, and he again finds himselt KF = a ts ba omptrolier’s salary to $4,000, to pass a bill 
with engagements which prudence seemed to dictate || ,,*0F rearranging the heating apparatus of th a week later raising it to $5,000, the House 
as necessary at Florence, of which he cannot be re- | Treasury building, according to plans to be ap- can do so 
lieved except at a large loss, by reason of the dimin- || proved by the Secretary of the Treasury, $19,540. .; M BU rLER *M | 
) ; ’ i] i ate . oe . A . uly, Miassac setts ( ; 
ished value of rents, &c., since the royal court has ! Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The Committee mar. th = 4 ot Ma - b etts. Ido not 
move at city. . -onceive that to be @ Vali objectio ¢ 
"Tr ee ene that Mr. Marsh should be || on Appropriations recommend concurrence in 5 he 1 I i { i 7 tl 7 — 
t seems ; aa. Seaway es nee, i s here proposed. Will state t » tious 
relieved of the heavy burden thus twice thrown || that amendment, with an amendment to add a " Po ” x f ke to tht Ouse 
, ts sn atm at nnenis See eae 
upon him by the removal of the seat of government || these words: || What 1s the exact position of this matter, This 
of the country to which he is accredited. } Which shall 1 ‘lable to tl loka eh iw deticieney bill was considered by the Senate 
The sum of $3,000, which he estimates for the ex- | MICH SHA? DE avallahie LO LNG ClOS6 OF LRG year || 14... » laniniative hil rhs re . 
os and loss attendant on theremoval from Turin || ending June 30, 1873. || coe ay er t yo bag a ; a 
to Florence, would seem to be reasonable, and may 1 This amendment is necessary to make it run || Dee 18 the Judgment, the last Judgment of the 
| 


| think be taken as a proper measure of indemnifi- 
eation for the late removal from Florence to Rome. 

| return herewith the memorandum of Mr. Marsh 
and the draft of asuggested amendment to the con- 
sular and diplomatic appropriation bill which ac- 
companied your letter. 

[ have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 

HAMILTON FISH. 

Hon. Siwon CaMERON, Chairman of the Committee on 

foreign Relations, Senate. 

Inclosures, 

Memorandum of George P. Marsh, and the draft 
of asuggested amendment to the consular and dip- 
jomatic appropriation bill. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask for a vote 
firston the motion striking out ‘* $6,000”’ and 
inserting ‘* $3,000.” 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I hope that 
will be agreed to; and I congratuiate the 
House that after three successive struggles in 
three successive Congresses we have a minis- 
ter at Rome at last. [ Laughter. } 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I now ask a 
vote on the amendment of the gentleman from 
California, [Mr. SarGenr. | 

[he amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment of the Senate, as amended, 
was concurred in. 

The Clerk read the tenth amendment of the 
Senate, as follows: 


Add: 

For compensation to the president and members 
of the council of the District of Columbia, for the 
session commencing on the 8th of November, 1871, 
$2,880. 


Mr. AMBLER. I desire to inquire of the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
whether the law establishing the territorial 
government here required that we should pay 
these expenses? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It is so under- 
stood, that the law requires it. 

Mr. AMBLER. Unless the law requires it [ 
hope the amendment will not be concurred in. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The Commit- 
tee on Appropriations recommend concur- 
rence in this amendment. I will agree with 
my honorable colleague that unless the or- 
ganic act of this District required the payment 
of these expenses by the United States that 
amendment should not be concurred in; but it 
does require it, and these officers are appointed 
by the President and confirmed by the Senate. 


Mr. COX. Did the-gentleman from Ohio | 


say these are our officers whom the President 
appoints ? 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have said that | 


the organic law of this District requires that 
we should pay these expenses, and therefore 


the Committee on Appropriations recommend 


concurrence. 

Mr. COX. I did not vote forit. It is a 
funny law,and I am against it, and think we 
ought to repeal it. 

lhe amendment was concurred in. 

rhe Clerk read the eleventh amendment of 
the Senate, as follows: 

Add: ; 

For printing and binding house and council jour- 
nals of the filth session of the Legislative Assembly 
of Montana Territory, $2,400, 


For compensation of members of the fifth Legis- 
lature of Montana Territory, $847. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The Commit- 
tee on Appropriations recommend concur- 


rence in that amendment, with an amendment 


striking out ‘‘ forty-seven’’ and inserting ‘‘ sev- 
enteen.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to; and the Sen- 
aie amendment, as amended, was concurred in. 


Senate. 
The Second Comptroller had had his salary 
kept back, under some idea that being called 


over to the next year. 
| Mr. COX. I suppose it will be expended 
before the presidential election. : : 
Mr. GARFIELD. of Ohio. Che end of the the Second ( omptroller he was not equal in 
position to the I irst Comptroller ; that there 
| was somethiag between them like the relation 
| of master and subordinate, or rather, perhaps, 
captain and lieutenant; whereas the fact is 
that the Second Comptroller deals with treble 
the amount the First Comptroller does. 
When the salary of the First Comptroller 
| was raised, [ remember a gentleman getting 
a || up in this House and saying that the Second 
Strike out these words: ‘i Comptroller should not have his raised also, 
That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he } 
hereby is, authorized to pay to the Second Comp- || because he was subordinate, He did not 
|| trolleradditional compensation to equalize hissalary || really know anything about it Now, here 
| with that of the First Comptroller: Provided, That || the House deliberate ly after debate raised 


with such additional compensation the appropria- : ’ ' 
tion for the Second Comptroller’s office for the pres- the salary of the Seeond ( omptrolier to an 


ent fiscal year shall not be exceeded. | equality with that of the First Comptroller ; 


And in lieu thereof insert as follows: : and the committee now, without instruction 
hat the salary of the Second Comptroller of the . . ’ 
Treasury shall, after the 30th day of June, 1871, be || from the House, and without any diverse legis 


| present fiscal year is near at hand, and this is 
for the purpose of extending it over to the 
next year. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the 
| Senate amendment, as amended, was then con- 
| curred in. 


The Clerk read the twenty-sixth amendment 
of the Senate, as follows: 


$5,000. | lation from the Senate, have of their own 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The Committee || motion struck it out. Is that right? 

} on Appropriations recommend concurrence Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. We have been 

in that amendment of the Senate with an || instructed by the House the other way. 

amendment as follows: strike out the words |} Mr. BUI LER, of Massachusetts. Not at 

which the Senate propose to insert. The lall. The instruction of the House was that 

effect of it will be to strike out the whole || the salary should be $4,000. We took what 





| thing. we could get; but the committee, by their 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. What || present recommendation, would put the salary 


is the difference? | of this officer at $3,000 They would leave 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will say, in || him where he is at $3,000 for the past year, 
reply to the gentleman from Massachusetts, when the Senate have put it up to $5,000, 
that in the legislative, executive, and judicial || while the House wanted to put it up to $6 000 
appropriation bill the Senate agreed to raise || in one bill and $4,000 in another bill. That 
the salary of the Second Comptroller to || was the instruction of the House, but the eom 
|| $4.000. While that was pending, and before || mittee have chosen to go their own way. 
| our action, this bill had an amendment put on || Therefore I do not think, after the House and 
in the House raising the salary of the Second || the Senate have both concurred, oniy one in 
Comptroller for the past year, so as to equal- || one form and another in another form in the 
ize his salary to that of the First Comptroller. || proposition, that the committee ought to ree 
The two Houses have agreed to make the | ommend non-concurrence; for the amend 
salary of the Second Comptroller $4,000, and || ment of the Senate is only changed in respect 


| therefore the committee recommend non-con- || of the language in which it is expressed 
| currence in this amendment. Now, the com- I'he question being taken on concurring in 
mittee is desirous of dropping the whole sub- | the recommendation of the commitiee to con- 


ject out of this bill, for the reason that it is || cur in the Senate amendment striking out and 
provided for in the bill which became law last || to concur in the Senate substitute, it was 
Friday. We therefore recommend concur- || agreed to—ayes 89, noes 54. 

rence in the striking out of the House para- The Clerk read the thirty-eighth amendment 
graph, and recommend non-concurrence in || of the Senate, as follows: 

the words the Senate have put in its place. Insert after line five hundred and forty-two the 
Ihe result will be that there will be no legis- |! following: te 

|| lation at all. After having legislated on the Provided, That no part of this appropriation, nor 
hieect 1 he +} » | ll ; | a a any appropriation for the several Departmen ol 
subject in the other bill, we do not want ©xX- the Government, shall be expended for telegray 
ceptionally to go back and raise one man’s || ing between said Departments and their officers or 


salary for the past agents, except at rates first to be established by the 

sali ast. [ , . 

.” RPITL ERP ai A Ti om Postmaster General, under section two of cliat 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Have I || two hundred and thirty of the statutes of 1866, when 


the right to the floor for five minutes on this || over lines subject thereto. 
subject? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will yield to 
the gentleman in a few moments, after I get 
|| through. After a full discussion between the Substitute in lieu of the Senate amendment the 
two Houses on the subject of salaries, it was || following: 
concluded that the salaries of three executive Provided, That no part of thisa ST eae nor 
. ‘ : y app ir ) ‘ e geveri Jepu snts of 
officers should be raised: those of the Second |! of @2y appropriation for th Bs SOP OE ene 


; oe ie the Government. shall be paid to any telegraphic 
Comptroller, the Auditor of the 1 reasury, and company which shall neglect or refuse to transmit 


the supervising architect. It was agreed that || telegraphic communications between such Depart 


The committee recommend concurrence in 


the above amendment of the Senate, with the 


following amendment: 


' ; : ; : “nts ir oflicers rents, or employés, under the 
their salaries should be put up to $4,000 apiece, || Ments, their oflicers, agents. @ i are 

. ° . . ° ° " Tis provisions of the second ection OL Chaplet wo ou 
to begin with the beginning of the next fiscal dred ard thirty of the statutes of the United State 
year; that is, July 1, 1872. Before that was for the year 1866, and at rate P compensation there 
rs . : ° OU o be establis by the Postinast Gcneral 
done this legisiauion was put in the present for to be established by the Postmaster & 


e e : s * . tt 
bill. But the committee thought that it was Mr. BROOKS of New York. We have 
subsequently done by the legislative appropri- time to look into these statutes,and 1 hope 
j; ation bill, superseding what is here proposed, the gentleman will explain what this amend- 


We therefore ask that this paragraph be |) ment means. 


| dropped out, the increase having been pro- || Mr. GARFLELD, of Ohio. I will state that 
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in 1860 a general law was passed granting 


certain rhit and privileges Important in their 
character » the telegra econ i s then i 
existence, orthat mig! ereafter be organized 
They were permitted ! inder the 
na igab rive Tithe ¢ t \ go al vy i 
the post roads of the country. and all railroads 
established a post roads They were permitted 
to cut the poles to establish their lines from 
the pubil indsa, andto have forty acres once 
im every fift miles out of he ins rid publie 
lands for the purpose establishing telegraph 
station In return | this any Company that 
BNnould Wie ! acceplance Oot the terms was 
requ ‘ itute thereatler to give 
priority (rove neot business in telegraph 
ng andl te do all business for the Govern- 
menton term Lo be fixed by the Postmaster 
General 

hus far the work ha rone on without 
trouble; but within the last tew months a dif 


bern { nion 
' . : 
Pelegraph Company and the Postmaster Gen 


ficulty bas arisen between the Wes 
] | } 
eral and wth ervice Oollcer, 


the company 
deny the 


rghit) of the Government to require 
the work to be one for the signal service under 


the law of 1866 They stated they were will 


ing to make a contract, but that the Post 
master General had no right to interfere, 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Has the 
contract orivinally made with the ec mpany 
expired? 


Mi GARFIELD, of Ohio. Certainly it 
has; but the Postmaster General considers it 
his right and duty under the law to fix the 


lie did it for the current 
not done it for the year to come 


rates year by year 
year, but has 
Now, the t legraph company gave n tice to 
ations a short time 
since that they did not intend to submit to the 


the Committee on Appropr 


rates fixed by the Postmaster General—that 
they did not consider the law binding on it for 


this service Thev had a hearing for two and 
a half months before the committee lhe 


Postmaster General, the signal officer, and an 
Attorney General 


and had a very full hearing; as 


attorney designated by the 
were before us, 
the result of which the committee have prepared 
a report, which [ shall present in a few days 
and ask to have printed for the information 
of members; and the result of that report is 
the proviso which we believe is the law, and it 
simply provides that the money hereafter 
devoted to no company 
that does not comply with the law. 


appropriated shall be 


bne amendment was again re ad, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, if I 
understand the matter with regard to this con- 
troversy between the tel yraph ec panies and 
the othcers of the Government in reference to 
the business of the signal service, it seems to 
me about this: that the signal oflicer requires 
tuin circuits upon the tele- 
graph for the purpose of transmitting his views, 
storm 
that this 
the time be hg, and sometimes for a consider- 
able time, 


a monopoly of cer 


gnals, &¢ , to and from Washington; 
frequently involves a suspension for 
vyraphic business, commer- 
cial and otherwise, in the United States. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Oh, no; only 
On vw Singie wire 7 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. No, sir: on certain 
circuits. I do not remember precise ly where 
the Se Ve ral 


ot all tele 


if 


lcireutts are. Iknow there was one 

‘ | ° 4} , ] ‘ ‘ ° 
established from the Rocky mountains to Chi- 
cago, and everythin n those 
two points, aud ail the stations between those 


points, are 


vy intervening betwer 


employed for the time being by the 
signal officers, and it involves an entire sus 
pension of the telegraphic business of the 
country for the time being. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It is true that 
the Western Union Company obj cted to the 
method of doing business that it required to 


some extent { 


certain ot the wires of their 
company to the Government. They also 
thought hat the rates of payment fixed by the 
Postmaster General are not bigh enough; but 


it is also said that unless the observations are 


taken by the signa! officers at the same time 
of their value is lost. 


‘ 


ter that must of course be 


It is a mat- 
letermined by the 
Government, and cannot be determined by 
any corporation whatever; moreover, the law 
gives the Government the right of priority over 
That right of priority the 
Government cannot surrender under any cir- 
In time of war, when the life of 
the vation is in danger, the company would 
then be allowed to determine whether a dis- 
patch of the Government should be sent off in 
one hour’s time or in five. The Government 
could not tolerate any such construction of the 
statute. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. But does the gen- 


tleman propose that under the provisions of 


a large pari 


all other business. 


cumstances, 


the statute of 1866 the Government by estab- 

ig new service, like the signal service, 
may take entire possession of the telegraph 
wires from me to time and occupy them for 


hours t 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. 
not mean that at all. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
doubt, in war time. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I have no 
doubt that the signal service, in the way it is 
now organized, with a cipher which reduces 
sixty or seventy words into ten, is a service 
which is more expensive, and that the Gov- 
ernment should pay more for it than for ordin 
ury dispatches. As a matter of course it is 
to be presumed that the Government of the 
United States will deal justly by corporations 
us by individuals. I should expect that the 
Postmaster General another year, in view of 
the increased service, and of the new cypher 
now employed, would allow higher rates than 
are now paid. I wish to do nothing and to 
suggest nothing that will wrong this corpora- 
tion or any other. I hope the House will 
concur in the amendment with the amendment 
recommended by the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

‘The amendment to the 


agreed to; 


Oh, no; I do 


We could do it, no 


amendment was 
and the amendment, as amended, 
was concurred in. 

The tortieth amendment of the Senate was 
to the following clauses: 

Naval establishment: ; 

Marine corps: For rent of quarters for officers, 
where there are no public quarters, $1,539 13, 

For forage for horses belonging to field and staff 
officers of the marines, $1,447 34. ; 

For indispensable miscellaneous articles for the 
use of the marine barracks at Br oklyn, New York, 
and for other posts, $731 60. 

The amendment was to add the following: 

This item and the two preceding items are for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1871. 

For hire of officers’ quarters where there are nu 
public quarters, $8,354. 

For forage for horses for field and staff officers, 


33.540. 
~ For pay account for per diem to marine band, $1,500. 
This item and the two preceding items are for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1872. 

The Committee on Appropriations recom- 
mended concurrence. 

Mr. COX. | object to this amendment, as 
I have already objected several times to appro- 
priations of the Marine corps. I notice that 
this amendment is not so objectionable as it 
might be, ‘*for pay account for per diem to 
marine band, $1,500.’’ That band plays most 
of its music at the White House. 1 would like 
to have an amendment made to it, that when 
the Secretary of State approaches the White 
House to attend a Cabinet meeting or levee 
there the band shall play ‘* Brittania rules the 
waves ;'’ that would be so appropriate to the 
present condition of our diplomacy. More- 
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over the committee has been wise in limiting 


the appropriation for this marine band to the 
year ending June 30, 1872. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question ? 

Mr. COX. Not just now. I was about to 
say this for the information of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoakr:] there will 
be no need of this band when Mr. Greeley is 
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President, for he is a plain man and does not 

want expensive music. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Is not this the 
band that played immediately after the gentle- 
man’s speech the other night, and to which 
we all listened with much pleasure? 

Mr. COX. I cannot remember what speech 
that was, | have made so many speeches and 
have been so often serenaded for them. 
[Laughter.] [I would suggest to the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. GarFIELD] and the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoar,]} 
and the other gentlemen who are so anxious 
to have music to keep up their spirits about 
the time the fall election comes on, that we 
should dispense with this band after the next 
election, because after that time, as I have 

‘said, it is likely we will not need it, for a 
plain man and an unmilitary man may be in 
the White House. 

The amendment of the Senate was con- 
curred in, 

The forty-first amendment of the Senate 
was to strike out ‘$25,000 ”’ and insert ‘* $20, - 
000°’ in the following paragraph : 

For completion of the survey of a route for aship- 
canal between the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, by 
the routes of Tehuantepec and Nicaragua, with re- 
ports upon the same, $25,000. 

The commitiee recommended concurrence, 
with an amendment, to add the following: 

And to complete the survey of the Darien route 
$5,000, 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to; and the amendment, as amended, 
| was concurred in. 

The forty-third amendment of the Senate 
was to insert the following: 

Land Office: 

For contingent expenses of district land offices 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1870, $5,000. 

To supply deficiency in the appropriation for the 
| expense of depositing public moneys for the fiscal 

year ending June 30, 1871, $8,000. 


The committee recommended concurrence 
with an amendment, to add the following : 
And for adeficiency in the appropriation for clerks 


for the office of the surveyor general of California, 
$500. 


| The amendment was agreed to; and the 
/ amendment, as amended, was concurred in. 


The forty-sixth amendment of the Senate 
was to the following: 

Patent Office: wh 

To provide for the plates of an official gazette of 
the Patent Office abstracts of drawings of patents 
issued, $13,333, to be expended under the direction 
of the Commissioner of Patents: Provided, That 
one copy of said gazette shall be sent to each of such 
public tibraries, not exceeding ten in each congres- 
sional district and Territory, as may be designated 
by the member of the House from such district or 
Territory. 

The amendment was to strike out the fol- 

lowing: 
_ Sent to each ofsuch public libraries, not excecd- 
ing ten in each congressional district and Territory, 
as may be designated by the member of the House 
from such district or Territory 

And to insert in lieu the following: 

Furnished to each Senator, Representative, and 
Delegate in Congress; and four copies shall be 
sent to such public libraries as may be designated 
by each Senator, Representative, and Delegate, and 
two copies to the Library of Congress. 

The Committee on Appropriations recom 
mended concurrence in the amendment by 
making it read as follows : 

Furnished to each Senator, Representative, and 
Delegate in Congress; and one copy each shall be 
sent to four such public libraries as may be desig- 
nated by each Senator, Representative, and Dele- 
gate, and two copies to the Library of Congress. 

Mr. HOAR. [trust that this little expend- 
iture will not be reduced by agreeing to the 
Senate amendment. The House will remen- 
ber that this gazette furnishes nearly all ihe 
information which the public get at an early 
day of the new inventions which are presented 
to the Patent Office. The House provision 


provides that copies shall be sent to such pub- 
lic libraries, not exceeding ten in number in 
each congressional district, as the Representa- 
\ tive from that district may designate. The 
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Senate amendment cuts down the number for 
libraries to four, and then gives one to each 
member and Senator for himself. Now, in 
my district there are certainly thirty libraries 
at important points, where there are lar; ge 
numbers of mechanics, and where it would be 
useful to the public to receive this information. 
There are in many of the districts at least ten 
libraries each. 

| desire to move to amend the amendment 
recommended by the Committee on Appro- 
vriations by substituting ‘‘ten”’ for ‘* four. 
[he ame ndment of the committee, as I under- 
stand it, simply changes the grammatical con- 
struction and the language of the Senate amend- 
ment; it does not affect the substance of the 
propositi ion, I move, therefore, to amend the 
ame ‘ndment of the committee by striking out 

‘four’? and inserting *‘ten.’’ 

Mr. HALE. The trouble in the matter is 
that if we provide for so many as ten copies, 
certain districts likethat of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] will get an advan 
tage over other districts. 

Mr. HOAR. Only an advantage which they 
ought to have. 

Mr. HALE. The object of the Senate un- 
doubtedly was to equalize the distribution by 
distributing five copies to each district—one 
to the Representative and four to the public 
libraries of the district. My impression is that 
the various districts as they range throughout 
the country will not show an average of more 
than four, or perhaps six public libraries ; cer- 
tainly nothing like ten. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Speaker, [am sure that 
my very intelligent friend from Maine [Mr 
Ha.e] will not, on reflection, press the argu- 
ment he has used, that because some districts 
may not want so many as ten copies, we should 
not give sO many to districts which require 
this information—information calculated to 
save so much labor, expense, and thcught to 
the inventors of the country. There is no 
reason why a district which has ten centers of 
information accessible to inventors should not 
in each of those centers have this litle paper. 
The additional number of copies would cost 
only a few dollars, and the whole expense will 
not exceed two or three thousand dollars. | 
trust the House will agree to my amenudment. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Lhe House bill provided 
for ten copies for each congressional district ; 
the Senate has cut down the number to four. 
The amendment recommended by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations is merely a rear 
rangement of the language. ‘The question 
between four copies and ten copies for each 
district is fairly presented upon the question 
of concurrence or non-concurrence in the 
Senate amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. If it is in order, then [I will 
modify my amendment and move to amend 
the amendment of the committee by substitut 
ing ‘‘eight’’ instead of ‘ four.’’ 

The amendment of Mr. Hoar was agreed to. 

The amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations was, as amended, 
adopted; and the Senate amendment, as 
amended, was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Symp- 
SON, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had passed a bill of the following title 
in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested : 

An act 
riet Spring, 
deceased. 


(S. No. 905) for the relief of Har- 
heir of Captain Williams Barker, 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House resumed the consideration of 
the Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 
1654) making appropriations to supply defi 
ciencies in the appropriations for the service 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1872, and for former years and for 
other purposes. 


The forty-ninth amendment of the Senate 
was read as follows: 

Insert the following: 

Census: 

To supply a deficiency in the appropriati n for the 
expenses of the ninth census, $20,000. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Ap- 
propriations recommend concurrence in this 
umendment. 

Mr. SPEER of Georgia. I move toamend 
the amendment by adding to it the following 

And such sum as may be necessary to pay the 
remainder due census-takers for taking the eighth 
census. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I hope the gen 
tleman will not press this amendment. There 
are no doubt claims of tbat sort growing out 
of the taking of the eighth census, but we 
have no estimate of the amount; and | do 
not see how the proposition 
adopted in its present form. 

Mr. SARGENT. IL raise a point of 
on the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. It is too late. A point 
of order would have been good if made in 
time, but the amendment has been discussed. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the 
amendment of Mr. Speer, of 
were—ayes 56, noes 60. 

Mr. YOUN@ called for tellers. 
and Mr. Youna, and 
Mr. GARFIELD of Ohio, were appointed. 

lhe House again divided ; 
ported “ayes 87, noes 37. 

So the amendment of Mr. 
gla, was adopted. 


can properly be 


order 


Georgia, there 


lellers were ordered ; : 
aud the tellers re- 
SPEER, of Geor- 


HALE. I move to amend by adding 
to the amendment just adopted the following: 


Provided, That the amount of money paid under 
this appropriation shall not exceed in all $10,000. 


Mr. COX. 
this proviso ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

The question being taken on the amendment 
offered by Mr. Hae, 
noes 67. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I had occasion 
two years ago, when we were enacting a law for 
the taking of the ninth census, to look over 
the law for the taking of the eighth census, 
and to look somewhat into the condition of 
these accounts. ‘There is legisl tion needed 
to have properly adjusted. 
There is now, as | understand, a biil pending 
before the Committee on the Judiciary pro 
viding for the adjustment of these accounts. 
We are not now in a condition to settle them. 
[ fully recognize our duty to do so when they 
‘audited. I will aid in any proper 
provision for the payment of accounts for the 
he eighth census which are properly 


Is it in order to move to amend 


there were “ayes 56, 


these accounts 


are properly 


taking of t 
audited and adjuste d. But in this way, with- 
out cons side ration by any committee, 
in a ne provision for settling accounts 
twelve is, in my judgment, most 
unwise edo Ail I ask, if they are 
bound to put in this provision, 1s to limit it 
ius 1s proposed 


LO bring 


“ars back, 


at least to the sum of $10,000, 

by the amendment of the gentleman from 

Maine. It are audited and adjusted 

claims in the Departments asking for that 
{ 


amount of money, let them take it. Before 
any considerable sum of money 18 appropri 


there 


Some 


ated for this purpose we ought to have 
understanding precisely upon what principle 
it is to be done. 

Mr. YOUNG. How does the gentleman 
from Ohio propose to pay this $10,000—pro 
rata, or in what other way? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I only desire 
some legislation on the appropriation at this 
time. 1 do not want the provision in this bill 
at all. And if | had my own way ut would 
not be here at all, but as the [louse has shown 
a disposition to insert it in this biil | OULY aSK 
that there may be a limitation put upon the 

amount-of the appropriation. lecollect that 
| this appropriation bill is only to pay for 
| deficiencies which have occurred during the 
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present fiscal year, now nearly expired ; and 


certainly no gentleman ean claim there are 


more than 310,000 of these claims whieh can 
he got uy during the present fiscal year 

Mr. YOUNG The gent emen who took 
the eighth census have certificates fr m the 
lreasury Department, and the ‘Treasury 
Department certain \ imaerstands whut the 
accounts are and what they are for. if we 


make the appropriation | do not think there 
will be any dithculty in having the accounts 
properly adjusted. 

Mr SARGE N ¥ Whatis the amount of 
these ‘ 

Mr. YoU NG. lam not able to state what 
is the amount of claims; | should suppose not 
over po0,00Q, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. <A gentleman 
near me says he thinks they do not amount to 
more than $5,000 : 

Mr. YOUNG. Will the gentleman 
that the 
able now 1 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Obio. I will ask the 
gentiemnan from Maine to agree to that. 

Mr. HALE. l accept that as a modifica 
tion of my amendment. 

Lhe amendment 


agree 
appropriation shall be $25,000 pay- 
> 


as modified was agreed to : 

and the Senate amendment, as amended, was 

then coucurred in, 
Che Clerk read the 

the Senate as follows: 
Add: 


For the completion of the United States court 
house at Charlestown, South Carolina, S102 08 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
tleman will object to con 


fiftieth amendment of 


| hope no vet 


urring in that amend 








ment because of the smallness of the appro 
priation The word ** Charlestown’ ought to 
be ** Charle bth. and | move that amend 
ment. 

! 

ihe amendment was agreed to; and, the 
Senate amendment, as amended, was then con 
c 

lhe Clerk read the fiftv-first Iment of 
the se \ tC 

Strik su vom of the Hou f Rey 
ré LVvé » leu thereot io { uth 
Wil {the 4 read 

Capitol ex i 

rot e purpe ot buying and putting tin place a 
new boiler, water-tank. and feaulk pulp in ii 

ulh Wing Of the Capitol, S10,000, 

Mr. GARE I Ie LD, of Ohio. Lhe Committ e 
on App ptintie nS recommend coucurrenuce 


in that amendm ; 
Mr. ROOSEV ELT. Mr. Speaker, the ob 


ject of having an engine is to heat this room 
in winterand to keep it cool in summer. It 
seems to me that purpose could be much bet 
ter effected by something which would open 
out this Hall to the pure air of heaven. It has 
been matter of astonishment with me and 
many other gentlemen why this Hall in which 
we meet should be shut out from the pure air 
and we should have here only the heated, 
fetid atmosph from this eugine in winter 


inmer. Ido not know 
whut committee of the House has charge of 


the matter, but it doe eem possible to me to 


and less pure air in 


so alter the Hall that we may have the pure 


breath of heaven reach s here, and n 
streaks of bright suntight may fall upon the 
| cl mn the otl fe of th i ( ma 
the Rey ylican membe be mbie to ‘ hie 
errors of their way. Laughwer 

Mr. SARGEN 1 And are ¢ Democrats 
to be still left in dark ? 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. The Demograts do not 
need so much unt they are fond ot purity, 
ind What we co «a¢ ré that we shall have 
purity in this Hous | am only surprised, 
ooki ) eg are which has been taken 
) i Llight from tl LH tl 

y ! i } I i 

‘| he architeci, it eems to me, has taken 
particular pains to shut usin here as if we 
were to be treated iike the people Vino W 
shut up in the Biack Hole at Calcutta. And 


though we may not belong to that class of 
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ofliceholders who are known as seldom dying 
and t er resigning, ili iL Cannot bea matter 
of gratification to us that we should be placed 
thi | il i t Nt i t to be K lled 
by Oreathing loul «al A ready oneot my col 
leuyues has re wed, and we snouid sit here 
ali summer bexpect 1 would m muny mem- 
bers how I i A init 

i eu ,u | | ie tor us to re- 
move rt i >i eaker’s chair 
6O 4S LO Open iis Hall to the entrance of the 
Outer u we might remove the north pai- 
lery, W ; ips ire nd pure air is more 
ie i idvge bY Lhe Oc Upants | have 
Been Lh t \ 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio ] would sav to 
th Ne bork [Mr. Roose- 
VELT |) that tt hardly a matter of light and 
‘ ol i tma rol hea My triends 
om the ki «¢ liouse tor a long time 
have mad greal pect i ft » the color DIACK 5 
ana ‘ ert I rentleman to the north 
pu ’ feels that preju- 
dice But w ) his party have just nomin 


ated Drown, | cannot see very well how he 


can obte LO Diack lle is at least making 
hi W i nm lLoat direction, | Laughter. | 

| desire, however, to call the attention of 
the gentleman to the tact that this boiler, 
which it is intended by this amendment to 
replace, and which 1S said to be in great dan 
pel | x} ) n, i vated almos directly 
under the Democrat: de of the House, and 
Il think our friends over there cannot stand 
political explosions and boiler ¢ xplosions at 
the same time. The committee thought it 


best that this boiler should be replaced, and 
recotimended 
post . 

lhe amendment of the 
curred in, 

Ihe Clerk read the filty-sixth amendment of 
the Senate, ln which the Committee recom- 


an appropriation for the pur- 


Senate was con- 


mend 1 i-concurrence, as follows: 
kor this amount, being the balance on account 
dus () \ t Indians tor a certain tract 
i ii State f Kansa , containing sevent) 
eix hundred i thirts Ww hundredths acres, 
ceded by said tribe to the United States in accord 
\ term of the tourth article of the 
trea with Senecas, mixed Seneeas and Shaw 
nees, Quapaw edera Pe is, Kaskaskias, 
Won ind) Piaukeshaw Ottawas of Blanchurd’s 
bork and i ede DBeeut, and certain Wyandotts, 
( luded J rus 1867, (Statutes, volume fil 
tc i Sf 4 
bor this amount, to be taken from any funds in 
t bre ul tthe United States belonging to the 
i ted band t Peor Kaskaskias, Weas, 
ind P ke \ mak good to the Quapaw 
tribe « lidians the estimated value of eighteen 
t md tive hundred and twenty-two and filly 
} lred res I ind Ly c uth of Kansas, 
ceded by them to the United States under the terms 
i roich the treu with the Senecas, 
mixed i id Shawnees, Quapaws, conteder- 
ated be Kaskaskias, Weas, and Piankeshaws, 
Ottawa Bianchard’s Fork and Roche de Boeuf, 
ane umn Wyandotts, concluded February 23, 
Iso7, i volume fifteen, page 615,) which 
land \ © twenty-second article of said 
treaty, granted and sold to the econfederated bands 
ot Peorias, Kaskaskias, Weas, and Piankeshaws, at 
the same ra is | iby the Government, ~21,300 Si. 
Mr. LOW. | would ask the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations why this 
amendinent cannot be coneurred in? The 
first portion of the amendment is simply for 
the payment for a tract ol land purchased by 


the United States, 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
papers sent 


lhere were no 
over to the Committee on Appro- 
priations touching this particular matter, and 
we wants | ‘oo see the whole rength ot the 
1 induced the Senate to insert this 

We do not « 


r ‘ 
ment of the Senate untess we have althrina 


Case, Wilt 


amendm<¢ yneur in any amend- 


tive reasons for it. We do not always, by 
recommending non-concurrence in an amend 
ment, say that we are opp sed to it. We 
mereiy i) that we have no sulhelent reasons 
lor ayreeing to it. We think it safest to act 


on athrmative KHnOW IE dge, aud to re quire the 
body that wants anything put in a bill to prove 
its necessity. 


Mr. LOWE. 


| 


regard to the first portion of this amendment. 
It is an appropriation for the payment for 
t ghtthousand acres bought by the Uni- 
ted States from the Quapaw tribe of Indians. 
Congress has passed a law for the sale of these 
lands to the present settlers at $1 25 peracre. 
[ am not aware that any appropriation has 
ever been made to pay the (Juapaws for these 
lands. It seems to me eminently proper that 
this payment sho ild be made. 
The question being taken, the amendment 


of the Senate was non-concurred in. 
the sixty-first amendment of 
the Senate, in whichthe committee recommend 


concurrence, as follows: 


| he Cle K read 


Strike 
lowing: 


out after line fifteen, section two, the fol- 


Provided, That no part of the money hereby ap- 
propriated shall be paid to any mechanics or labor- 
ers who have already been paid for eight hours’ 
labor four fifths as much as the amount which was 
paid to like laborers and mechanics for ten hours’ 
labor. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I hope the House 
will not concur in the amendment of the Sen- 
ate by striking out that proviso. It will be 
recollected that that proviso was added by 
vote of the House, taken by yeas and nays, 
after considerable discussion in committee, 
and after the Committee of the Whole had 
voted decidedly aguinst the whole paragraph. 

It may be remembered that when we dis 
cussed the subject in Committee of the Whole 
the committee was decidedly against a para- 
graph providing for paying these men who 
worked but eight hours as much as was paid to 
men who had worked ten hours; the committee 
decided against it by a very large majority. 
Subsequenily the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, | Mr. Dawes,| whose paragraph it was, 
got the consent of the chairman of the Com 
mittee ou Appropriations to move the same 
amendment in the House for the purpose of 
getting the yeas and nays upon it. [| then 
moved this proviso which has been stricken 
out by the Senate, as a modification of his 
amendment, and the yeas and nays were taken 
upon it and it was adopted. This amendment 
brings up the whole question that was then 
discussed, and to which Lsimply desire to call 
the attention of the House, whether the men 
who worked during the periods from the time 
our law passed fixing eight hours as a day’s 
labor in Government shops until the date of 
the proclamation of the President when he 
directed that ten hours’ pay should be given 
the same as before—the question is whether 
we shall pay the twenty per cent. additional 
between the period when the law passed and 
the proclamation of the President. 

| wish to call the attention of the House to 
the fact that if you take this half million dol- 
lars out of the Treasury to pay these men you 
will have to pay another half million or more 
from the Treasury to pay the men who during 
that period worked ten hours and only re- 
ceived ten hours pay ; for a large portion of 
the men employed on these Government 
works, arsenals, navy-yards, &c., did work 
ten hours a day and receive one fifth more 
pay than the men who worked but eight hours, 
and the men who worked but eight hours did 
it voluntarily and received their pay never 
expecting to get any more. The other men 
worked the extra ten hours and received the 
same pay they had before received, which was 
like pay as is received by mechanics all over 
the United States. 

Now, if we add this one fifth to the wages 
of the men who worked eight hours, and pay 


them just as much as we paid the men who 
worked side by side with them for a part of 
the time for ten hours, | should 
not pay an additional ten per cent. to the men 
who struggled on for two hours longer: If 


this amendment of the Sena‘e is to be passed 


ask why we 


at all I desire to put on an amendment by 


> : | 
1 happen to know the facts in || cent. to the men who worked ten hours. A | 


which exact justice shall be done by making 
another appropriation to pay another five per 
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friend near me suggests that after we have 
paid the ten-hour men this increased pay the 
eight-hour men will come here and ask to have 
their pay increased to the same amount; but 
my proposition is the only way in which justice 
can be done in the matter. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, [ am making no assault 
here on the laboring men of the country, but [ 
will say that the men who work in the arsenalg 
and navy-yards, and on all Government works, 
are not the hardest working men in the United 
States by any means, and | do protest against 
taxing the farmers, the mechanics, and the 
laboring men of my district, and all over the 
United States, who work ten hours for less 
wages than men get in the arsenals and navy- 
yards, in order to give a bounty to these men, 
many of whom are appointed for political 
reasons, and are mere bummers. Everybody 
knows, as I have said, that the men employed 
on Government works are not the hardest 
worked mechanics in the United States by any 
means; and I have not seen any member of 
Congress, nor any other man who has not a 
Government work in his district of some sort 
or other, who will admit to me that there is 
any justice in this mode of payment. 

Mr. DAWES. I would like to put a fair 
question to the gentleman from Illinois, and 
itis whether, when you pass a law that a man 
should have a given pay for eight hours’ work, 
and by an erroneous construction of that law 
he could not get that amount, he does not 
think it right to give him his pay ? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Does the gentle- 
man want an answer? 

Mr. DAWES. By and by. I agree with 
him that if after we had passed the law saying 
that the man who worked for eight hours 
should have a given sum, and atany place the 
superintendent had misconstrued the law, and 
would not let the workman have the pay 
unless he worked two hours longer, it would be 
a case demanding relief just as much as this, 
but by an erroneous construction of the law 
many men have been deprived of one fifth of 
the pay which the law said they should receive. 

Let us meet this matter fairly. If any man 
worked according to the requirements of the 
law, but still by an erroneous construction of 
ollicers obtained only eight tenths of the pay 
therefor that he should have received; or if 
any man worked ten hours a day, when the law 
required him tv work only eight hours, and 
did so because he could only in that way get 
the pay which the law said he should receive 
tor a day's labor of eight hours, then let us 
meet the subject manfully and pay both of them 
that to which they are entitled. I admit that 
there is no difference between them. The man 
who worked ten hours and got paid for only 
eight hours is entitled to two hours’ additional 
pay. So the man who worked eight hours and 


got paid only eight tenths of what was due him, 


is entitled to the balance of his pay. 

We made this law without their request ; 
we forced it upon the laborers in the Govern- 
ment workshops who had justas much as they 
could do before to make both ends meet. Some 
of them, for a short time, by an erroneous 
construction of the law by the officers, were de- 
prived of one fifth of the wages the law gave 
them. In other cases they received their day's 
wages only by overworking two hours. These 
last are entitled to relief just as much as the 
others. And if the gentleman from Illinois 
{Mr. Farnsworth] wiil offer an amendment 
to that effect, | will support it just as heartily 
as | would support this proposition. I have 
no more interest in advocating this amend- 
ment than I would have in advocating the 
other. It is because we made a pledge to these 
men that I advocate this amendment. 

I say to the gentleman from Illinois that he 
is mistaken when he says that these men who 
work in these public works did not accomplish 
as much in eight hours as they did before in 
ten. The returns from the armories, the arse- 
nals, and the navy-yards show that for eight 








hours’ work under this law the result has 
been equal to that which was before accom: 
plished in ten hours. I do not know what 
justice there can be in thus trying to keep 
ese men out of ove fitth of their wages. It 
there are others who were obliged to work two 
hours more 1n order to get pay tor wa day’s 
work, then pay them for that additional two 
ho irs’ labor, for itis their due. But that is 
no reason why you should deprive those who 
got but eight tenths of their proper wages of 
the two tenths which is still due them. 

All I ask in this matter is that the House 
shall deal with these workmen as members 
would deal with each other. You made this 
law; you said to these men: ‘* Hereafter eight 
hours’ labor shall constitute a day’s work.’’ 
They were willing to work ten hours, but they 
were prevented trom doing so. Then, by an 
erroneous construction of your law by some 


tr 


officers, some of these men for a few months 
were deprived of two tenths of the wages due 
them. This amendment simply provides for 
paying them that which is their due. The 
proviso which was introduced by the gentle- 
man from Illinois can have no effect but to 
thwart that object. I trust that the proviso 
will be stricken out, in accordance with the 
vote of the Senate, and that we shall pay these 
men what is due them under the law which 
wt passed. 

Ii the gentleman from Illinois desires to 
offer an amendment that will include any 
workman who labored ten hours in order to 
get the wages which the law intended he should 
have for eight hours’ labor, [ will support it; 
for there is just as much justice in giving to 
the man who was compelled by an erroneous 
construction of the law to work ten hours for 
eight hours’ pay the amount due him for the 
additional two hours’ labor, as there is to pay 
the man who worked eight hours, and did not 
get eight tenths of the amount due him, the 
other two tenths of his pay. 

The gentleman from Illinois does not do 
himself justice in this effort to deprive these 
men of that one fifth of a day's wages which 
they earned according to the law. Yet, be 
cause by ah erroneous construction of the 
law others were compelled to work more than 
the time which the law specified in order to 
obtain the pay the law provided, he turns 
around and says that these men should not 
receive the additional pay to which they are 
clearly entitled, Let the others be paid also. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER. Debate is exhausted upon 
the pending amendment. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to amend 
the Senate amendment by striking out the 
last line. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman perhaps 
means *‘ by leaving in the last line,’’ as the 
Senate amendment itself is a proposition to 
strike out. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. We have a right to 
perfect the clause before the vote is taken on 
striking it out. 

Mr. HOAR. Is that in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] started out by 
asking me a question, whether, where the law 
had provided that a man should have a day’s 
wages for eight hours’ work, and by mistake a 
portion of his wages had been withheld, I 
would continue to withhold it. I say lL would 
net. But 1 will ask the gentleman in return 
whether we have passed any such law? 

Mr. DAWES. [think we have. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Ido not think so. 
Here is the law that we passed. It provides: 

“That eight hours shall constitute a day’s work 
for all laborers, workmen, and mechanics now em- 
loyed or who may hereafter be employed by or on 
behalf of the Government of the United States; 
and that all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with 
this act be and the same are hereby repealed.” 
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shall constitute a day’s work. The superin- 
tendents at the Government workshops and 
yards did not construe that as requiring them 
to pay for eight hours’ work as much wages 
as they had been paying for ten hours’ work. 
The workmen did not so construe it. The 
men employed at those establishments were 
not compelled to stay there and work. They 
are not mustered into the service and com 
pelled to obey orders. They are no more 
obliged to stay than is the farmer’s hired man 
when his employer changes his rate of wages 

No man was compelled to stay and receive for 
eight hours’ work four fifths the wages he 
had received before for ten hours. He could 
stay or go as he chose. ‘These men did stay. 
They preterred to stay in those easy places and 
work eight hours a day for four fifths of the 
pay they had before received. 

Mr. DAWES. When they were paid they 
entered on the books their protest, and claimed 
that they were entitled to one fifth more pay. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I do not care for 
their protests. They were not obliged to stay 
there and work. They were told what wages 
they would receive. Suppose a man hires 
another, and says, ‘* For eight hours’ work daily 
I will pay you four dollars a day.’’ The man 
goes on and works for thirty days, and then 
says, ‘* Why, sir, the Legislature of the State 
ot Illinois has passed a law making eight hours 
a day’s work. You should pay me five dollars 
a day, as if | had worked ten hours daily. | 
protest against taking the four dollars a day; 
and I shall appeal to the Legislature or the 
courts to compel you to pay me the additional 
dollar for each day’s work.’’ 

Now, sir, while some of these men were 
working eight hours daily, others in the same 
yards were working ten, showing how they 
understood the matier; and for their ten hours 
labor they received the full rate of pay. My 
friend from Massachusetts (for he is logical 


| and consistent) says he will vote to give these 


men an additional twenty per cent. What will 
be the result? You wiil be paying a joiner 
six doliars a day for ten hours’ work, because 
he works in a navy yard, when outside of that 
yard a carpenter or joiner, a workman of the 
same character, gets but four or five dollars 
for working ten hours a day. Men outside 
work for private builders or contractors and 
do twice as much work as these men do under 
your official superintendents. 
Why, sir, the Attorney General of the United 
| States did not construe that law as requiring 
that ten hours’ wages should be paid. He 
held that it did not interfere with wages, and 
so decided. It was afier that decision that 
the President of the United States issued his 
proclamation and directed that these people 
should be paid the same for eight hours’ work 
that they had received for ten. I think, by 
the way, that he had no right to issue such a 
proclamation. [nmy opinion we do not elect 
a President to construe laws. I do notunder- 
stand that the President of the United States 
| can determine for us or for the courts what the 
law is. If the President, by a proclamation, 
declares that the law requires a workman at 
the Springfield armory to be paid so much a 
day, am | to come here and register the Pres 
ident’s proclamation by voting an appropria 
tion to carry it out? Ifso, then the President 
may issue another proclamation and require 


that ten dollars, or any other sum, shall be 
| paid for eight hours’ work. 
Mr. L. MYERS. Let me read the Pres 
ident’s proclamation 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. Ido not care if the 
gentleman has the President’s proclamation. 
Mr. Speaker, [am not here to legislate as I 
may be bidden to by a proclamation trom any 
one. The courts construe the law. For the 
President and the Departments, the Attorney 
General construes the laws. The construction 
given by the Attorney General is generally 
received by the Administration as the law 


This is the whole provision, that eight hours || until the courts correct it. 
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Y . se «CD ) ; ; 
Now, sir, let us be Just im these matters, 
Let us treat thes« men as other men are treated, 


A few years avo the Li vislature 0” Hllin 1g 


passed an eight hours’ law. What was the 
result? Manufacturers immediately said to 
their men, ** Very well; if you work eight 


hours we will pay you four fitths of a day's 
wages, and if you work ten hours we will pay 
you full price.’ That is the way they settled 
it there. ‘The courts never interfered. Here 
you propose that men shall be paid as much 
for eight hours as they were paid before for 
ten hours’ work 

Mr. L. MYERS. 
minutes have expired 

Mr. FARNSWORTI H. | um now speaking 
under the ten hours’ law | 

The SPEAKER 
expired. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. Speaker, before sub 
mitting any remarks, lL ask the Clerk to read 
the eight hours’ law. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The gentleman's five 


| Laughter. | 
he gentleman's time has 


An act constituting eight hours a day's work for all 
laborers, Wworkinen, and mechanics emploved by 


irr on behalf of the Government of the United 


States. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the Uni i States of A rica it (ongresea 
assembled, That eight hours shall constitute a day’s 
work for all laborers, workmen, and mechanics now 
employed, or who may be hereatter employed, by 
or on b half of the G Vernment ot thi | Lited 
States; and that all acts and parts of acts ineon- 


sistent with this act be, and the same are hereby, 
repealed, 

Approved June 25, 1868. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Now, sir, that law was 
passed in 1868. In some of the armories and 
arsenals and other public works this law was 
faithfully executed, and laborers were paid a 
day's wages for eight hours’ work. But the 
law was so construed by some of the com- 
mandants at different posts that they deprived 
laborers under them ofthe advantages intended 
by the law, and still kept their workmen under 
the old rule. W hers they worked for eight 
hours they received only four fifths of a day's 
wages instead of a full day’s wages, which 
was the intention of the law. 


Because this construction was irregul; 


and 


not in itself any fair execution of the law, the 





Pres dent, iu L860, issued &® proclamation, 
declaring thereatter the law should be so con- 
strued on all public works that laborers should 
recelve a day's Wages lor eight hours work. 
I desire to have that proclamation ot the Pres- 
ident read. 

’ ’ L- 17 

The Clerk read as follows: 

By the President of the United States of America. 

A PROCLAMATION, 
| Whereas the act of Congress, approved June 25, 

1868, constituted on and alter that date cht hours 
a day’s work for all laborers, workmen, and me- 
chanics emploved by or on behalf of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and repealed all acts 
and parts of acts inconsistent therewith: 


Now, therefore, L, Ulysses S. Grant, President of 
the United States, do hereby direet that t in and 
after this date no reduction shall be made in the 
wages paid by the Government by the day tv such 
laborers, workmen, and mechanics on account of 
such reduction of the hours of labor 

In testimony whereof IL have bereto tomy 
hand and caused the seal of the United Scat >be 
affixed. 

Done at the city of Washington this 19th day of 
May, in the year of our Lord 1509, and of the inde- 
peudence of the United States the ninety-thi 

| GRA NT 
By the President: 
| Hamitron Fisu, Seeretar f State. 
Mr. HAWLEY. If it were true under that 
law a laborer was entitled to a day's wages tor 


eight hours’ work, then beiore that prociama 
tion they had been paid in violation of law 


when they were pa 1 le than a day’ s wages 
for eight hours’ work In every public work, 
urmory, arsenal, and navy-yard nce 
President issued proclamation thy ve 
been paid “a day wages for eight hou york 
In those arsenalsand other public works whet 


| during the per od from the passage of be lawto 
the issuance of the President's proclamation 
the men were paid less than what the law 


| a . 
iI intended they should receive, it $s now pro- 








. 
, 
: 
: 
. 
: 
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nosed they shall be paid wha vas de icted 
fron é y And tl " ‘ agu iy3 
the (ys ‘ pier j ty i ‘ i 
t i Wi ot ¢ ( j j e particuia 
pia t re i P? I ih procia 
" ve | iO no 
Mr. FARNS (Jinild 
Mr. HA Lie) Ing inter 
r i He id " ind I have 
bu 1{ Ww wd er the 
| ( nia ur ig @ lAW 
| ) ite I e pubication of 
t 1 hive been recely 
eioht our rk | 
! f these public works, 
( j ie that proclamation, the 
i wd i i ofthe law 
. is qu honed right or the lega 
‘ Vow, th | kK, how 
( Li how ean 4 rress refuse 
toy im a i deliciency It a det 
( ( ria r nee ») have been 
| | | WwW made is that if 
I L be was not paid 
i i m is due 
liere the hammer fell. | 
| BUTLER Ma susetts. I desire 
to i il tw nuatters whi h | do not 
think are quite understood by the House, and 
vhich certa cannot be correctly under 
d trom the statement of the gentleman 
from 1 ; Mr FARNSWORTH It has 
been ud iat tl vorkmen were not bound 
Lo stat Lihat the could leave if they did not 
( ( \\ K Clg pon that they were 
n ie ny t sion t tay fora moment. 
IV hat allega id re he attention of 
the House \llow me to say here in passing 
that there rr Oo public works in my district 
th the are no men rking in the public 
employment there » that, personally, | as a 
ie pr entative I my listrict have no inter 
‘ in the matter But | sh to say that these 
! were genera ly, o far as I know, men of 
frronalie They had moved their families into 
the tow and into the vicinity ol the works 
where they were employed ; and they were 
living there = their families. In the case 
of the Sprir eld armory, they were on a mil 
tary reservation. They were living in houses 
which they were renting hey could not 
move; they could not leave; it was starva 
tio or them to leave. Lhey were tied down 
to those places as it were by the hair of their 
head Kiverything held them there. Their 
churches were there; their school-houses were 
there; their associations were there. Every 


thing kept them there. 

lt is just the old argument which I heard 
years ago about the workmen in our mills 
when their wages were cut down. It was said, 
‘If they do not like it, let them leave; if they 


their wages, 
Speaker, in 
many years, and | 
more than gen 
move, nor 


Ling down of 
lived, Mr 


town tor 


do not ike the cut 
- have 
‘annot 


vo ai \ 
tiemen on this floor can so well; 


he ties we have, and perhaps 


not ali the means to tnove that t have, 
llere, then, is a great injustice done, an 
Injustice in this, that the law gave them one 
price, and a misconstruction of the law gave 
them another; and it is always an inj istice to 
men when the law is not fulfilled and executed 
intheir regard. I appeal to the justice of the 
Hi. use on be halt OL thi e men have heard 
many things said about the nec ssity of the 


ollicers of the Government obeying the law. 


obeyed the law in this instance; 


disobe ve d the 


Lhe 5 have not 
law, and 


the work 


and when they have 


disadvantage ot 


agisobeved it to the 


men, | ask any man whether he W 


ll star d ip 


| 1 i av he i not execul ne iaw in 
behalf of ; i 

Vhis \ respective of the question 
wheth« \ km had an easy ora hara 
time ot i had uch atime as tae iiw 
chose to \ | n: i Was Decause OF A 


mistake ina ‘jaw that his 
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him. Such a mistake 
men in the Southa very consid- 
their property after the 
[ see many gentle 


. ; 
ney was taken irom 
ok trom the 
erTravie 


quantity ol 


declaralion Of peace, an 


men here who are willing to come forward 
and say that it is right that that prope rty 
hould be returned to those men. a 80 


this instance, | say if there was a eS in 
the construction of the law, by which any- 
thing that is due to these workmen has been 


taken from them, let to it, as law-abid 
that the law is executed, and all the 
that it is exec 


is see 
ng men, 
more ted on behalf of the lowly 
workingman, who has not the Opportunity to 
detend himselt 


Mr. L. MYERS. 


to what the gent 


- 


I desire to call attention 


leman from Illinois [Mr. 


l’akNSWortTH] proposes here. We have a law 
passed June 25, 1568, declaring that eight hours 
shall constitute a day’s work for all iaborers, 


workmen, and mechanics now employed or 
ed by or on behalf of 
United States. Now, 
our book, 
It is there now, and 
ror Illinois proposes, because 
he is opposed to tue law, (as all his arguments 
,) to repeal it by indirection. He 
to the House to nullify what 
enacted into an obligation. 
‘t of It was to re 
labor and to establish a new 
principle for the workmen in the Government 
employ. It meant but a trial of a new system 
to see whether the workingman could not pro- 
and be of as much benefit to the Govern- 
ment by not crushing him out. We could not 
We 
tried it for the men employed by the Govern- 
ment, and it is the law to-day; but if it be 
what the gentleman supposes it to be, then it 
been entitled ‘*An act to reduce 
the wages of American workmen employed by 
t of the United States.’’ Now, 
the gentleman from Illinois has a logical mina, 


and comes to legal conclusions when he 


after to be 


the Gove 


here employ 


‘ 


rument of the 


does that law still stand on Statute 
bee n repeal d? 


the gentleman f 
have shown 
proposes coolly 
we have 
W hat 


i 


gaguce the hou 8 ol 


a! ] 
SOICUDTLLY 


was the effe the act? 


a ice 


do this thing for the workshops outside. 


should have 
the Government 


wants 
the force of that 
When we enacted a law that men 
in the Government employ should be employed 
but eight a day, We meant that they 


to do so, and he must see 


argument, 


hout . 


should be paid for a day’s work; and if a || 


joiner had made three dollars by a day’s work, 
we said that for only eight hours’ 
paid that much. 

Well, these men have not been paid in con- 


work he 
should be 


sequence of a misconstruction of that law 
which lasted over a year, and we now ask, 
whether the law was correct or not, that it 


shall be carried out by the payment of these 
If you want to repeal the law, intro 
duce a bill for that purpose; that would be 
far more satisfactory to the country, and gen- 
tlemen are always talking about the *‘country ”’ 
n their arguments here. But while the law 
remains the statute book do not expect 
me to vote here to nullity it. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Willthe gentleman 
allow me to ask him one question? 

Mr. L. MYERS. The gentleman occupied 
twenty-five minutes for five minutes—the long: 


est time | ever knew consumed in five minutes, 


when that gentleman was on the floor. 


proposition to reduce the 


men. 


pon 


even 


his is a wages 


of these men, andis repudiation at that. ‘The 
gentleman’s colleague from Illinois [Mr. Haw- 
LEY] well said, and I cannot do better 


than repeat it if the House will hear me, that 


if the gentleman's view is correct, then ever 
since the Wakdaese proclamation we have 
been paying so much more thau we ought 
to have paid them. Now, no man who has 


this subject can come to 


nin this matter, if he wants 


] . ; ] , 
iooked caretully il 
any olher conclusi 


to see justice gone, e@eXct pl Lhe geulle man trom 
, 
I 


is a hobby on this subject, but 


iat the law shouid be carried out in its letter 
and in its substance. Lhe proviso which the 
Penlieia au lvocates iS wS [OlLIOWS: 


That no part of 
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the money hereby ap- |, 
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propriated shall be paid to any mechanics or labor- 
ers who have already been paid for eight hours 
labor four fifths as much as the amount which wag 
paid to like laborers and mechanics for ten hours’ 
labor. 

The gentleman's difficulty lies in the fact 
that this proviso was not placed in the original 
act. Not being there, it is too late for him to 
place a construction onthe law which the very 
aa ndment he offers proves unjust 
one, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 


word to say upon this subject. 


to be an 


I have only a 
Che Commit- 


tee on Appropriations have instructed me to 


recommend a concurrence in the amendment 
of the Senate. I do this, not as ap proving 
the original law, but to carry out the obliga. 
tions of the Government. My recollection ig 
that the law was passed in a great hurry, and 
with very little debate. 1 do not myselt be- 
lieve that Congress intended that a man should 
be paid the same amount for eight hours’ work 
as a man who worked ten hours. 1 believe 
they meant to indicate that eight hours should 
be a standard day’s work in the navy-yards 
and other public works, and that we were to 
pay for the work in accordance with the pay 
to those engaged in the same labor outside. 
I believe the construction put upon the law 
has worked a great deal of injustice, and has 
created great discontent among workmen gen- 
erally. It has elevated the work 
men for the Government to specific privileges 
over ordinary workmen outside. In that re- 
spect it is a wrong to the great body of Amer- 
ican laboring men, but it is the law, and we 
can do nothing less than make appropriations 
in accordance with the law as it has been con 
strued. This is the rate of pay fixed by the 
construction of the law in the President’s 
proclamation, and I can see no justice or 
equity in not paying these men for past ser- 
vices the same amount that they and their 
fellows and associates are paid now for the 
same work. I hope, therefore, we shall con 
cur in the amendment of the Senate, and upon 
it [ now ask the previous question. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the gentleman will 
allow others to be heard. 

Mr. AMBLER. Is not debate exhausted 
on this amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It 
since. 

Mr. AMBLER. 
what is in order. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. 
House now a 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
Let us sit a few minutes longer. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. Well, I 
the vote be taken on this amendment. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on second: 
ing the Ae tere question. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly; why not? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The House are con- 
sidering these amendments as in Committee 
ot the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. 
five-minutes rule as to debate. 

Mr. a ARN iS W ORT H. ] sup pose the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GarFIELD] by calling 


position of 


was exhausted long 
I object to any debate but 
I move that the 


I hope not. 


will let 


Is that in order? 


Which means under the 


the previous question means only to close 
debate. 
The SPEAKER. Even if that were so, it 


vould have the effect of the previous question, 
by bringing the House to a vote. 

[he previous question was then seconded, 
upona division—aye 8 ninety, noes not counted. 

(he main question was then ordered, which 
Was upon concurring in the Senate amend- 
ment. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. If the vote is taken 
on concurring in the Senate amendment, and 
the House shall coneur, will it then be in order 
to move an amendment to the House proposi- 


tion? 


The SPEAKER. It will not. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then I 


desire to 





or- 
irs’ 
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irs’ 


act 
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ry 


ist 


le 


yn 
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move an amendment before the vote is taken 
upon concurring. Le ; 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order, 
pending the operation of the previous ques 
tion. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I understood the 
Chair to say that the previous question only 
cut off debate 

the SPEAKER. The gentleman could not 
have so understood the Chair. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I inquired of the 
Chair if the previous question would not cut 
off debate. 

fhe SPEAKER. The previous question 
operates to cut off debate and amendments, 
as it would in any other case. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. L would have moved 
an amendmeut before the previous question 
was seconded, if | had not supposed that after 
it was ordered we could move amendments, 
without debate, as we do in Committee of the 
Whole after debate has been closed. IL wish 
io move an amendment to pay twenty per 
cent. additional to meu who worked ten hours 
a day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will entertain 
a motion by the gentleman to reconsider the 
vote ordering the main question. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. FarnswortH] bas 
been mistaken in this matter, | will ask unani- 
mous consent that he be allowed to move his 
amendment. 

the SPEAKER. The Chair usually finds 
the gentleman from Illinois one of the best 
posted members in this House upon par 
liamentary law. How he can have the right 
to offeran amendment after the previous ques- 
tion has been seconded and the main question 
ordered the Chair cannot comprehend. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Because the order 
of the House was that these Senate amend- 
ments should be considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. Now, in Committee of the 
Whole when debate is closed, as has been 
done now, that does not cut off amendments 
without debate. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection 
the Chair will entertain the amendment of 
the gentieman. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I am satisfied 
the gentleman from Illinois misunderstood 
the ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Chair entertains the 
ameudment under these circumstances it will 
deprive members of the privilege of debating 
it. Now, | make the point that members 
ought not to be deprived of that privilege 
because of his misunderstanding. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair can only cor- 
rect an obvious misunderstanding—a conse- 
quential one he will not take into considera 
tion. Thegentleman from I[ilinoisacted under 
a misunderstanding which he says he derived 
from the ruling of the Chair. The Chair will 
endeavor to correct his misunderstanding, us 
far as that gentleman is concernsd, by enter- 
taining his amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair entertain de- 
bate upon the gentleman’s amendment? 

The SPEAKER. He wiil not. 

The amendment of Mr. Farnsworth was 
read: to insert. after the words ** reduction of 
wages ’’ in the Senate amendment, the follow- 
ing: 

And shall also pay those who worked ten hours 
asa day’s labor, twenty per cent. in addition to the 
sum they have already received. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a question of order. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOAR. Has the previous question 
been ordered on this amengment? 

The SPEAKER. It has. Ihe previous 
question operates upon it the same as if it had 
been pending when the previous question was 
called. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘The Chair states that this 
amendment is not offered by unanimous con- 
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sent, but is entertained in order to correct a 
misunderstanding. 

Vhe SPEAKER, Certainly. 
Mr. HOAR. 1 understand that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois did not offer this 


amendment before the previous question was 


called—— 

The SPEAKER. He states that he did not 
do so because he misunderstood the ruling of 
the Chair. 

Mr. HOAR. Permit me to complete my 
statement. 

But as he understood it would be ad- 
mitted after the main question was ordered, 
he is now permitted to offer it. Now, there 
should be some debate allowed on it, or the 
other members of the House will be deprived 
of what should be their privilege of debate. 

The SPEAKER. The House is not de- 
prived of any great privilege, for the rule 
would confine debate to one member for aud 
one against the proposition. 

Mr. GARFLELD, of Ohio. The Chair will 
allow me to say that this very amendment has 
already been fully debated. Gentlemen have 
pretty clearly indicated what they want to do. 

Mr. HOAR. If the decision of the Chair 
corresponds with his sense of justice, | have 
nothing more to say. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is fully sus 
tained by his own sense of justice. He al- 
lowed the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Farns 
WORTH | to offer his amendment, because that 
gentleman stated that he had misunderstood 
what the Chair said. The Chair has uni- 
formly ruled that a gentleman who is led into 
a misapprehension by any statement of the 
Chair is entitled to an opportunity to correct 
that misapprehension. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts is deprived of no right by the 
ruling of the Chair. it does not follow at all 
that if the amendment had been open to 
debate, the gentlemen from Massachusetts 
would have been entitled to the floor to reply. 

Mr. HOAR. If that amendment had been 
pending, | should have voted against sustain 
ing the previous question. ‘Thatis the difhiculty. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will allow the 
gentleman from Massachusetts to move to re 
cousider the vote by which the main question 
was ordered. ‘That will enable him to correct 
his misunderstanding. [Apause.] The gen- 
tleman declines to avail himself of the oppor- 
tunity. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Let the amendment of the | 


gentleman from Illinois be again read. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the sixtieth amendment of the Senate— 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The sixtieth 
amendment has been voted upon. 

The SPEAKER. That is the fact. The 
pending amendment is the sixty-first. ‘The 
gentleman from Illinois cannot move to amend 
the sixtieth amendment 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then I move the 
proposition as an amendment to the sixty-first 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the sixty-first amendment of the Senate 
th following: 

And shall also pay those who worked ten hours 
as a day’s work twenty per cent.in addition to the 
sum they have already received. 

The question being taken on the amend 
ment of Mr. Farnswortn, 

The SPEAKER said: the noes appear to 
have it. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH ealled for the yeas 
and nays. 

Phe yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the amendment of Mr. FARNSWORTH was 
not agreed to. 

The question then recurred on non-coneur- 
ring in the sixty-firss amendment of the Sen- 
ate, which proposed to strike out the follow- 


Ming: 


Provided, That no part of the money hereby ap 
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who have already been paid for eight hour's labor 
four fifths as much as the amount which was paid 
to like laborers and mechanies for ten hours’ labor. 

The question being taken on concurring m 
the Senate amendment, there were—ayes 78, 
noes vo) 

Mr. FARNSWORTH called for the yeas 
and nays. : 

lhe yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I move that the 
House adjourn. 

Ihe motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
(ut four o'clock and ferty-five minutes p. m.) 
the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC 

lhe following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule. and referred to the appropri 
ate committee 

By Mr. ACKER: The memorial of the heirs 
of John McKnight, deceased, asking a consid- 
eration of the French spoilation claims. 

By Mr. ARTHUR: The petition of Jed O, 
Blackerly, Samuel Murphy, Jonathan Hedge- 
cock, Samuel McClannahan, aud 46 other 
citizens, growers and dealers in leaf tobaeco, 
of Bracken county, Kentucky, protesting 
against any advance whatever in the present 
tax on smoking tobaceo, Ke. 

by Mr. BANKS: The petition ot George 


Catlin, asking the passage of a bill making 


an appropriation for the purchase of a collee 


tion of Indian portraits and Indian manufae 
tures which have been created and collected 
by bim during forty years of hard labor, ac 
companied by certificates of Mr. Poin ett, 
formerly Secretary of War, Mr. Schoolcraft, 
numerous Indian agents of the United State 
Lewis Cass, Daniel Webster, and other emi- 
nent citizens of “the United States, recom 


mending the preservation of this collection of 
Indian portraits and manufactures as giving 
the most complete record of the various In 
dian tribes which have heretofore occupied 
the United States that can now be obtained. 

By Mr. BECiX: The petition of John M. 
Wallace, of Fayette county, Kentucky, pray- 
ing for a patent for a tract of land in Missouri 
in lieu of a patent destroyed by fire in the land 
othce at Warsaw, Missouri. 

By Mr. BURCHARD: The memorial of 
William H. Campbell and others, for remuner 
ation for French spoliations. 

By Mr. COBURN: rhe petition of soldiers 
of South Hadley Falls, Massachusetts; Wil 
mington, Delaware; Mount Carmel, Pennsy!] 
vania, and Frankfort, Kentucky, askiny a law 
providing for industrial homes for soldiers’ and 
sailors’ orphans. 

By Mr. COGHLAN: The petition of J. EB. 
Wyman and 200 others, praying that a bounty 
be granted tothe first battalion mountaineers, 
California volunteers. 

By Mr. CROSSLAND: The petition of 
David b. Powers. 

By Mr. DUKE: The petition of Samuel D. 
Burrbough, of the city of Lynchburg, Vir 
ginl i, for the removal of lis legal and point 
ical disabilities, 

3y Mr. GOODRICH: The petition of John 
H. Selkreg and others, citizens of Tompkins 
county, New York, for the relief sought inthe 
bill introduced by Senator LoGan to the Sen- 
ate on the 8th of May instant. 

Also, the petition of Lewis Sherwood for a 

yension. 

By Mr. HALSEY: The petition of Mrs. 
Anna M. Orne, of New Brunswick, New Jer- 
sey, asking pay for property destroyed by the 
Army at Memphis, Tennessee, during the late 
war. 

By Mr. KERR: The affidavit of Jesse Gil- 
more, in the matter of the application of Henry 
C. Monroe fora pension as a soldier under the 


war of 1812. 


propriated shall be paid to any mecbanics or laborers || By Mr. McCLELLAND: The petition of 
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POST ROUTE BLLLS INTRODUCED 
lhe following were introduced, and referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Road 
By Mr. COGHLAN \ i to ¢ iblish a 
cer ! 11 tt the Stat t California 
iy M WHITTHORN] \ bil » estab 
| a | mm Wayne ) 1 Ma 
tin Mil Han ro, |e Sse 
IN SEN LI] 
Moxpay, May 6, 1872 
| a § ite tat ele } ck a. m 
| S I irs eded » read t Jour 
I | | eed Sa lay la 
Ir, HAMLIN. Lf the sno Senator who 
d I r the Jou i id, I will move 
to th further reading 
Mr. CASSERLY I object 
| VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Maine did not state what his object was 
in making the m 
Mr. HAMLIN. My object was to proceed 
with other business instead of taking up tims 
in the reading of the Journal 
Mr. CASSERLY. Llask the Senator from 
Maine whether he really pi es legislation 
In a Senate f less than ten persons ¢ Chere 
are about ten persons here now. 
The VICK PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will pt ceed with the reading of the Journal. 
The Seeretary resumed and concluded the 
reading of the J yurnal. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. KELLOGG, Lask unanimous consent 
to take up a bill to which | think there will 


whatever It only contains 
six lines, and | should really like to have it 
passed this morning lt has been before the 
senate a number of times, 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Pending the 


call of petitions, the Senator from Louisiana 





asks unanimous consent for the present con- 
leration of a bill the tithe of which will be 
rted It will bes ibject to objection or to 
demand for the regular order. 
The Chief Clerk read the title of the bill, 
follows: A bill (S. No. 0) to pre cribe the 
lding th election for electors of 
President and Vice President in the State of 
& yl ina. a d for other purposes. 
Mr. VICKERS. I object to that bill. 
Mr. KELLOGG. Then I give notice that 
[ shall call ip as soon as the morning busi- 
nes Is Over 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WILSON presented five petitions of 


diers and sailors, in favor of the passage 
f the bill incorporating the National Union 
soldiers’ and Sailors’ Orphan Industrial Train- 
ing-School Association; which were referred 
t | Ux on Military Affairs. 


Mi SCOTLT, presented the mem rial of 


U r dy Woods, of Philade Iphia, Penn- 

Vania, praying Congress to adopt certain 
| that he has invented for the prompt and 
ate delivery of letters ; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 


Mr. SCOTT. J also present a memorial of 
i¢@ Board of Trade of Philadelphia in the 
form of aresolution on the same subject. They 
t forth that this system of Mr. Woods has 
n tried by a publication called the Pacific 
idvantage, and was com- 
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mended by the Governor ol California in the 
t 1858, and they therefore resolve: 

That the Philadelphia Board of Trade most 
resp l k of both Houses of Congress that they 
make a careful examination of the plans for letter | 
delivery proposed by Oliver Evans Woods, to the 
end thatif approved the same may be brought into 
publi use; and that Congress appropriate to the 
relief of the said Oliver Evans Woods such com 
pensation as the services rendered to the people of 
the United States by his postal plans in public use 
mi justly entitle bim.”’ 

| move the reference of this memorial to the | 


Committee ou Post Offices and Post Roads. 
The moti ll Was agres d Lo. 


Mr. SPENCER presented the petition of J. 
W. Perrin, ot Monroe county, Alabama, pray- 
ing the removal of his political disabilities ; 
which was relerred to the select Committee on 
the Removal of Political Disabilities 


He also presented the petition of Louisa 


Kitchens, of Randolph county, Alabama, 
praying to be allowed a pension in considera- 
tion of her husband’s services in the war of 


IS12; 


which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


Mr. POMEROY presented the petition of 


Jesse Connell at d Barrett S. Johnston, pray 
ing to be allowed the sum of $4 265 30 for corn 
furnished forthe use of the Army in 1862, pay- 


nent for which was refused by reason of non- 
performance of contract; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LEWIS presented the petition of Michael 
G. Harman, of Augusta county, Virginia, pray- 
ing the removal of his political disabilities ; 
which was referred to the select Committee 
on the Removal of Political Disabilities. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED, 

Ou motion of Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, it 
wis 

Ordered, That the petition and papers in the case 


of Henry Grossmayer be taken from the files of the 
Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
On motion of Mr. BLAIR, it was 
Ordered, That William A. Smith have leave to 
withdraw his petition and papers from the files of 


the Senate. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I ask unanimous 
consent to take up Senate bill No. 944, to pro- 
vide for the claim of the Pottawatomie Indians 
resicing in Michigan and Indiana, subject to 
the morning business. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I shall be compelled to 
object, as | cannot have a bill which I| desire 
to have considered taken up. 


| of the Whole. 


Ht} 
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Mr. JOHNSTON, I ask unanimous con- 
sent totake up House bill No. 2048, for the 
relief of Robert A. Mayo, ot Richmond, Vir. 
ginia. It is a bill which has passed the 
House, and been reported by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs of the Senate. It will lead 
to no debate. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I regret exceedingly to 
do so, but | must object. : 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Louisiana objects. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. If it is in order, | 
will move that Senate bill No. 944 be made the 
special order fcr to morrow after the morn 
ing business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That will re- 
quire unanimous consent, as the call is now 


restil 


ig with reports of committees, that bill 
not being up. The Senator from Connecticut 
asks unanimous consent that the bill indicated 
by him be made the special order for to-mor- 
row at one o'clock. It was made a special 
order for a previous day, but was passed over. 

Mr. SUMNER. I must object until the bill 
for equal rights in the schools is passed. 


HARRIET SPRING. 
Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I believe 


during this session [ have had the indul 
ot the Senate to consider no question ; but 
iow Lask the Senate to take up Senate bill No. 
905, which is simply to pay a poor woman that 
which was due to her ancestor for services in 
the revolutionary war. He was one who 
served in the war, and under the resolution of 
1780 was entitled to half pay for life. The dill 
has been reported two or three times by com 
mittees, and | ask that it be now considered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Maine asks unanimous consent for the 
cousideration of the bill (S. No. 905) for the 
relief of Harriet Spring, heir of Captain Wil- 
liams Barker, deceased, reported by the Com 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was read a 
second time, and considered as in Committee 


yence 


> 


It provides for the payment 
to Harriet Spring, of Waterville, Muine, the 
heir of Captain Williams Barker, of Water 
ville, Maine, of the half pay of a captain from 
the end of the revolutionary war to the death of 
Captain Barker, February 19, 1819; and for 


issuing a warrant to Harriet Spring for such 


bounty land as she, in virtue of the services 
of Captain Williams Barker, deceased, as a 
private soldier in the revolutionary war is 
entitled to receive. 

Mr. PRATT. L[ inquire of the Senator 
from Maine whether that case was referred to 
the Committee on Claims? 

Mr. HA MLIN. lt was reported by the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims, from 
which all such reports have always come. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Is there a 
report? 

fhe VICE PRESIDENT. There is. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I should 
like to hear it read. 

lhe Chief Clerk read the following report 
made by Mr. Norwoop on the 2d of April: 


The Committee on Revolutionary Claims, to whom 
was referred the petition of Sarah L. Spring and 
Harriet Spring, of Waterville, Maine, heirs of 
Captain Williams Barker, deceased, of the ¢ n- 
tinental establishment of the revolutionary arwy, 
beg leave to report: 

That they have carefully examined the papers in 
the case submitted to them, They have from this 
source of evidence ascertained that all the cnildren 
of Captain Williams Barker are deceased; that the 
petitioners are the surviving grandchildren and 
heirs of Captain Barker. 

lhe evidences in favor of this claim are the certified 
copy of an application of Captain Williams Barker 
for a pension, made in 1818. The death of the appli- 
cant, February 19, 18H), prevented the prosecution 
ot his claim tora pension, ‘The application ot Cap- 
tain Barker sets forth that he received accmmissivn 
as captain in the latter part of the year 1775, or the 
beginning of 1776, and served until peace was de- 
clared, in 1783; that he belonged to the second regi- 
ment of the Massachusetts line, under the command 
of Colonel John Cushing, in the brigade of general 
Joseph Cushing. In support of this statement there 
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+. a certificate of thesecretary of the C 


i 


ommonwealth 
f Massachusetts that the n: ame © f Captain Williams 
Barker is borne upon the rolls of the commissioned 
oflicers. bearing date May 10, 1776, and described as 
captain of the first company in the second Plymouth 
county regiment. 

His name is also upon the pay -roll of a company 
in which he was captain, in Colonel John Cushing’s 
regiment of militia. He is also borne on the roll in 


Colonel Thomas Colton’s regiment. 
1 he affidavit of Nat. Bryant that he served in his 
upany about the year. 1781, and that Captain 
B: iker received a captain’s commission prior to 


1779, and served in the land service until peace was 


declared. is 
Jeremiah Barker certifies under oath that Williams 


Barker received a captain’s commission about the 
year 1776, and served until peace was declared. 

The length of time that has elapsed since the 
death of Captain Barker, and the careless manner 
in which re letire and rolls were kept at the time of 
the revolutionary war, render it difficult to establish 
by mere aflirmative proof services performed by 
subordinate officers. qT iat furnished in the present 
ease leaves but little doubt on the mind of the com- 
mittee that Captain Barker performed the service 
alleged, and that his sole surviving heir, Harriet 
Spring, is entitled to the half pay pledged to officers 
in the war of the Revolution under the resolution 
of Congress, October 21, 1780. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 


third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SUMNER. I now ask the Senate to 
be good enough to resume the consideration 
of the school bill. 

the VICK PRESIDENT. 


Reports of com- 
mittees being in order 


, the Senator from Mas- 
unanimous consent that the 
Senate resume the consideration of the Dis- 
trict school bill. Is there objection ? 

Mr. CAMERON. I object. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Linsist on going through 
with the morning business. 

Mr. SUMNER. I remind the Senator from 
Pennsylvania that this bill is for equal rights? 

Mr. CAMERON. I intend to vote for it. 
I rose, however, to ask the Senate to take up 
the bill from the House of Representatives, 
reported as long ago as the 23d of January 
trom the Committee on Foreign Relations, reg- 
ulating the salary of the cousul at Tien-T'sin, 
China. 

Mr. SUMNER. 1 must object to that bill 
until equal rights are sustained. 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The 
from Indiana rises to make a report. 

Mr. PRATT. I beg pardon of the Chair 
I have no report. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
made to anything out of order. 

Mr. PRATT. Iwas about asking consent 
of the Senate to take up a bill reported from 
the Committee on Pensions a few days ago 
increasing the rates of pension to certain per- 
sons therein described. It is a bill increasing 
the rates of pension to those who lost their 
eye-sight or their limbs during the war. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I object, because I 
want to get up a bill to establish a court in 
the Indian country; and in objecting to the 
request of the Senator from Indiana, who 
seeks to call up a very proper bill, | wish to 
say that [ object to any other business but the 
morning business unril it is done. 

lhe VICK PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
remains in his seat, the Chair will recognize 
that as a standing objection ; but if he 
sent, any Senator asking unanimous consent 
has a right to re quire that the Chair shall sub- 
mit the request to the S 

Mr. SUMNER. I am in favor of the Sen- 
ator’s bill, but | am more in favor at thishour 
of the school bill for the District of Columbia. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Reports ofcom- 
mittees are in order. ‘The Senator from IL 
nois has objected to anything but the morning 
business. If there are no r ports -of commit- 
tees, the introduction of bills is next in order. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. BLAIR asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 


sachusetts asks 


Senator 


Objection is 


is ab- 


snate. 





1079) to authorize the construction ofa bridge 
across the Missouri river at or near the city of 
Lexington, in the State of Missouri, and to 
establish it as a post road; which was read 
twice by its title, referred tothe Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. SPENCER asked, and by un 
consent obtained, 
No. 1080) conferring 


animous 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 
jurisdiction upon the 
Court of Claims to hear and determine the 
claim of William G. Nixon; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 
EQUAL RIGHTS IN SCHOOLS 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
tions are next in order. Chere seems to be 
none. ‘The morning business is concluded. 

Mr. SUMNER. I| now move that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of the 
bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
business having been concluded, the Senator 
from Massachusetts moves that the Senate 
resume the consideration of-the District 
bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope that will not be 
done. The Senator from Massachusetts in- 
sisted upon taking up that bill the — “r dav, 
and it occupied the whole morning hour. That 
is a question which can be disposed of at some 
other time. ‘There is no urgency about it to- 
day or to-morrow. | have charge of a bill 
that there is an urgency about. There is a 
condition of things in the Indian country that 
requires, in the opinion of the Government, 
the establishment of q court, and I do not 
think the Senate ought to be continuing the 
debate in this matter about the schools; the 
whole morning hour was lost before. 

Mr. WILSON. Will there not 
on your bill? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ithink not. There is 
no desire on the part of anybody to do any 
thing but make it a perfect bill to answer the 
object of the Government in that respect. All 
I have to say is that I shall ask the 


Senate resolu- 


1 
school 


The morning 


school 


be debate 


Senate to 


divide on the ques tion of taking up the bill of 


from Massachusetts, 
mportant that the bill 
shall pe 


Senate 


the Senator 
cause it 1s 1 
have called 
acted on. 


simply be- 
to which | 
attention taken i 
If the 
charged my duty, 
charge of must 
interest in it any more 
Massachusetts. 
it as Lam. 
Mr. SU 


up. arm 
says no, | have dis- 
and the bill that | 
chance. I 
than the Senator from 


have 
take its have no 


He is as much interested in 


MNER. I, 
duty. Ihave no personal interest in the bill 
which I am trying to bring before the Senate 

but the whole country has an interest in it, for 
it involves the cause of 
has already been under I think 
the debate is drawing to an end. Why should 
we now interrupt that discussion by another 
measure which has not yet been begun upon ? 
It seems to me that it 24 Ne best economy of 


too, must discharge my 


good government. It 
discussion. 


our time to proceed with the school bill and 

finis| 1 it It will then be out of the way, and 

my frie id from Illinois can bring up his bill, 
nh 


or any other bill, and [ shall most cheerfully 
sustain him. Meanwhile | must urge up 


Senate to press the bill on 


nthe 


which they have 


begun to an end. I sha 
whatever it may be; but I fee : it my duty to 
ask the Senate to proceed with it. 

Mr. POMEROY. With r 
reported ft 
: : 
in relation to 


| accept the result 


od to the bill 
ymmittee on the Judiciary 


a court in the Indian count 


m the C 


desire to say thatar itlon passe 

ate the other day calling on the Attorne 
General for some papers relating to the irt 
in the western district of Ark: s which the 
Senator from | linois pi post to throw ver 


the Indian country. 1 think myself it is not 
judicious to extend that court over that coun- 


sis, and { shall take the opportunity to say so | 
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as soon as I! get the the Attor- 
has spent 
this last year. 

When we come to that 


satisfy the Senator. 


papers from 
ney General’s office. That court 
$260,000, as I am told, 
Mr. TRUMBULL 
lL can I have communi- 
cated with the Department of Justice on 
and have their k 
this very thing. 
Mr. POMEROY. I have their lett 
in which they recommend a new court. 
Mr. | I MBULL. Probably | have received 
information more recently than the Senator. 
Mr. POMEROY. My amendment, when 
ever | introduce it, to this: bill will be to abol 
ish the western district of Arkansas and put 
the whole of Arkansas in one district and make 
anew court for the Indian territory 
Mr. C RAGIN. 
the bill of the 
which he is SO H#UXIOUS 
Senate, but I must beg to differ with him in 
one remark that he made, that he thought it 
would be an economy of time to procee d 
with the school bill at this Chat bill 
on Saturday, and occupied aboi 
hours, and then fell, the 1 
called up. [am not willing that every morn- 
ing hour shall be consumed that bill 
without making any progress with it | 
senator 
a day tor the 
can Come here 


1 this 


subject, ‘tter in reference to 


r, too, 


1 do not wish to antagonize 
from Massach 


to bring 


Senator usetts 


betore the 


time, 
was up it three 
egular order bein 
with 
Sige 
. =| 
that 


evening, 


gest to the trom Massachusetts 


he ask tor 
when we 


take 


bill or an 
and sit it out; but to 
it up every morning hour, and when one 
o’clock arrives let it drop again, is a mere 


consumption of time so far as the bill is con- 


cerned. That is my judgment, and I state it 
here, and | venture to say that if the bill is 
taken up now, when ore o'clock arrives every 


Senator who hears me will see that | am right. 


Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, this bill 
has really had but one day, and that was Sat- 
urday. It was up fora very brief discussion 
before, during which there were no speeches 


i 


upon it. The only speech iat has been made 


was by the Senator trom Delaware, | Mr. Bay- 
aAkD.| I know of no disposition to oeeupy 
Lime Upon it. It was up on Saturday. | ao 


entreat my friend not to throw his influence 
in its Way. 

Mr. CRAGIN. If my friend will allow m« 
when the District Committee 
bill occupied the 
eral hours. 

Mr. SUMNER. The 
I yiel led on that d iy fO my Colle 
committee, and brought it up last, about 
twenty minutes or half an 
adjournment, and there was no considerable 
debate upon it. There was no Speech. | 
think the Senator misrecollects. 


mistaken 


had a aay, 
attention of the Senate sev 
Senator is mistaken. 


sagues of the 


hour before the 


| cannot be 


about it, because I had the 


measul 
in Charge. 
Mr. SAWYER. J do not think the mea 
han an hour or three quarters 
of an honr on that day. 


ure tooK more 1 


Mr. SUMNER. | should not think sO 
much. ‘The Senator from South Carolina 
recoilects perfectly well the under anding 
between him and myself that I should not 
bring it up until the bill about the courts her 
vas disposed of. Now, this is a bill reported 
by the District Committee which was not 
brought to a a on the day assigned for the 
Dusiness of the committee, and 1 pe the 
Senate will proceed with it uutil it is brought 


to a close. | do not throw myself much upon 


the indulgence of the Senate, and | should 
real ike » I ( Ol ] eat more thau | 
am abv to be I h pe th enate, there re, 
Vill D \ r bia t bill up «al j f 
give an hour I t hat in time ‘ 
be finished; [ au v guine that ( 
and tb } | certa . sh ill not be 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Mr. Pre 
I | regret to have the schoe | 
Lak‘ pt morning in tne morning } 
becaust oking over the files upon my 


desk, I see that the amendment of which I 





3100 


gave notice on Sat irday has not yet come in 


from the Printer. | regard that amendment 
as important, and unless it shall be added to 
the bill I shall not vote for the measure; but 
with the amendment I would vote for the 
measure Che amendment was ordered to be 
printed on Saturday, but I s ippose the pres 
sure of the office has pre ited its getting in 
as yet. I do not think it would possible to 
close the discussion o} this measure this morn 


ing in the morning hour, | preter to go on 
with the business 
Committers 

Mr. CAMERON. It seems to me that we 


reported from the Judiciary 


shall not get up the bill of the Senator from 
M ssachuseits to-day, and if we did ve could 
not finish it before the morning hour closed. 


Pherefore | Ap pe il to the Senate now to allow 


me to bring up a litthe bill which will require 
ne adiscu on ' 
Ihe VICK PRESIDENT The Senator 
from Pennsylvania asks unanimous consent to 
take up a Dill relative to the salary of the con 


sulat Tien-Psin, China, pending the motion 
of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. KKELLOGG. 1 object, for the reason 
that | have made a similar request, 

Mr. CAMERON, Renew yours, and I will 


Mr KEI OGG. 
UbAnTNOUS Consent 
Ihe VICK PRESIDEN’ Pending the 


motion of the Senator from Massachusetts, 


Very well; IL will. Iask 


the Senator from Loutsiana asks unanimous 
consent to consider the bill in regard to the 
erectlon ! Louisiana. 

Mr. VICKERS. — I object. 

Mr. SUMNESK. Let the other bill come up. 

Phe VICK PRESIDENT. The question 1s 
on the motion of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts Lo procee “l to the consideration of the b ill 
J ights in the pub 
he schools of Washington and Reiaekena 

Mr. SUMNER. I ask for the yeas and 


nay 


5 No 365) to secure equal 1 


lhe yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 


taken, resulted—yeas 17, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—M Cameron, Carpenter, Cole, Ferry 
of Michigan, llowe, Morrill of Vermont, Nye, Os 
born, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Sawyer, Scott, Spencer, 


Sumner, West, Wilson, and Windom—l7. 
NAYS Mesars. Bayard, Blair, Boreman, Bucking- 


ham, Casserly, ¢ yper, Cragin, Davis of West Vir 
ginia, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, Hamlin, Hitch- 
‘ k, Joh i Kelly, Norwood, Pratt, Sauls 
bury, Sherman, Stevenson, Trumbull, Vickers, and 
Wrigh ; 

LBSENI Messrs. Aleorn, Ames, Anthony, 
Brownlow, Caldwell, Chandler, Clayton, Conk- 
ling, Corbett, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Fen- 
ton, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Goldthwaite, Haim- 
ilton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, 
dill, Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, 
Morton, Patterson, Pool, Ransom, Rice, Robert- 
son, Schurz, Sprague, Siewart, Stockton, Thurman, 


and Tipton—3. 


so the motion 


was not agreed to. 
AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. BAYARD and Mr. CARPENTER sub- 
mitted amendments intended be proposed 
by them to the bill (H. R. No. 2208) making 
appropriations for the repair, preservation, 
and completion of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes ; 
which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. POMEROY submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill (5. 
No. 628) authorizing terms of the United 
States district court to be held at Fort Gibson 
in the Indian territory; which was ordered to 
be printed. 

ELECTIONS IN LOUISIANA, 


Mr. KELLOGG. Now, | move to take up 
Senate bill No. 58. IL wish to state to the Sen- 
ate that I think there can be no objection to 
this bill. It has been before the Senate for a 
year, in fact I think more than a year. | know 
of no good objection tothe bill. It is to desig- 
nate the day fixed in the constitution of Louis- 
jana for the State election as the day on 
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which pres idential electors shall be chosen, || 
thus obviating the necessity of an election 
running through two days with all its attend- 
ant eX penses and inconveniences. I know of 
no objection whatever to it, and when it is 
understood [ venture to say there is no Sen- 
ator on the floor who will object Lo its cousid- 
eration. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Itseems impossil ble for 
me to get the attention of the Senate to the 
bill | have in charge. When the Senate shall 
have voted it down, I shall feel that I epitin 
disc harged my duty. Ihave struggled for tw 

three mornings for an Opportunity to move 
to take up the bill, but have been unfortunate 
in getting the attention of the Chair, and there 
is no way of getting it up but to antagonize it 
with other measures | antagonized the meas- 
ure of the Senator from Massachusetts with 
this measure, stating that | hoped the Senate 
would vote down the motion of the Senator 
from Massachusetts to allow me to call up the 
bill to establish a court in the Indian country 
where there is great confusion and disorder, and 
where the Government thinks it necessary that 
The Sen- 
ate voted down the proposition of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, but then I was unable to 
get the attention of the Chair; and now another 
pre posit ion is made. I do not know what 
ate [ could make. If | knew of any mo- 
tion to make that would enable me to test the 
sense of the Senate, | would make it; but I 
again call upon the Senate to vote down this 
motion. 

| opposed the other with the very view of 
trying to get this bill up; but the moment this 
is disposed of, then the Senator from Pe nnsyl- 
vania bas a bill that he proposes to call up, 
and there are a dozen others. 1 do not pro- 
pose to continue to try and sing out ‘ Mr. 
President’ before the question is disposed of, 
with a view of getting the floor. 


a court should be atonce established. 


lL think we 
should transact our business decorously. I 
addressed the Chair as soon as the vote was 
announced, but not in time, however, to make 
the motion which I desired to make. Now I 
will ask the Senate not to take up the bill of 
the Senator from Louisiana until we have an 
opportunity to see whether the Senate will act 
upon this public matter. I shall call for a 
division on the motion of the Senator from 
Louisiana, 

Mr. KELLOGG. I wish to say, for the 
benefit of my friend from Illinois, that I have 
been for two or three weeks endeavoring to 
get this bill before the Senate, and before my 
friend came in with his judicial bill. Indeed, 
| fear | have been trying the patience of the 
Chair and the Senate in seeking to get it up. 
If this bill be taken up, I say again that I do 
not think there can be any good objection 
from any Senator against the bill; and [ shall 
be perfectly willing, if it is proper to do so, 
to give way to the Senator from Illinois to 
take up his bill if that bill will lead to no 
debate. Now we have but twenty minutes 
before the expiration of the morning hour, 
and [| should like to take up this bill which I 
have so long struggled to get before the 
Senate. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Iam a member of 
the committee which reported the bill alluded 
to by the Senator from Louisiana, and also of 
the committee reporung the bill alluded to by 
the Senator from Illinois. We have already 
consumed time enough this morning to pass 
both bills. I shall therefore vote to take 
up the first bill I can get a chance to take up, 
which happens to be the Louisiana bill. 1 
shall vote to take that up. 


Mr. WRIGHT. 





| desire to say one word 


upon the question that is now before the Sen- 
ate, and generally upon questions that thus 
arise. My experience here, though very short, 
has satisfied me that there is more time taken 
up every morning upon questions of this kind 
than would suffice to pass a dozen bills. Now, 
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I trust that the Senate, for the orderly dispo- 
sition of business and for the protection of the 
public business, will for itse if determine that 
nll these questions shall be laid aside once and 
forever, and that when we get through with 
the morning business we will take up the pend- 
ing measure coming over from the day before, 
and set aside some di ty or days to go to the 
Calendar and take up the bills that are upon 
the Calendar in their regular order. Not a 
day passes here that we do not take up more 
than half the morning hour in discussing the 
question whether this bill or that bill shall 
have precedence, when if we could go to the 
disposition of the very bill that is before ug 
pending upon t the adjournment and attend to 
business in that way and assign some day for 
the disposition of the bills on the ( Yalendar, 
we woul 1 dispose of them ina more orderly 
manner, and satisfy ourselves and the country 
better. I shall therefore vote against taking 
up any bill. Ihave three or four bills here 
of very great importance locally that | am sure 
it would not take two minutes to pass any one 
of them, because there is no objection tothem, 
| have refrained from asking that they be taken 
up, and yet every morning we pass the morn- 
ing hour in this way. 

Now, sir, I shall vote against taking up this 
bill, or any other bill, and shall vote to go at 
once to the bill that was the pending measure 
on Saturday until we get through with that; 
and if there is no way of disposing of business 
otherwise, go to the Calendar and take up the 
bills that are there, not in the manner in 
which we are attempting to dispose of busi- 
ness now. 

The \ ICK PRERIDEN i rhe question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Louisi- 
ana, [Mr. KeLLoG Gy] that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of Senate bill No. 58. 

Mr. TRUMBUL L. | ask for the yeas wee 
nays. That will determine whether the Sen- 
ate are disposed to act On au emergent matter 
or not. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 29, nays 15; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Boreman, Cameron, Carpenter, 
Cole, Cragin, Ferry of Michigan, Fianagan, Gilbert, 
Hamlin, Hitebeock, Howe, Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis, 
Morrill of Maine, Morrill ct Verinont, Morton, Nor- 
wood, Nye, Osborn, Pome roy, Pr ratt, Sawyer, Scott, 
Sherman, Stewart, Sumner, West, and Windom—29, 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard,.Blair, Bue kingham, Cas- 
serly, Clayton, Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, 
Fenton, Ferry of Counectic ut, Johnston, Saulsbury, 
Stevenson, Trumbull, Vickers, and Wright—15. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Aines, Anthony, 
Brownlow, Caldwell, Chandler, Conkling, Corbett, 
Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Frelinghuysen, 
Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton ot 
lexas, Harlan, Hill, Logan, Patterson, Pool, Ram- 
sey, Ransom, Rice, Robertson, Schurz, Spencer, 
Sprague, Stockton, Thurman, Tipton, and Wil- 
son). 

So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 58) to preseribe the 
time for bolding the election for electors of 
President and Vice Presideut in the State of 
Louisiana. 

The Committee on Privileges and Elections 
reported the bill with an amendment, to strike 
out all afier the enacting clause down to and 
including the word ‘* provided,’’ in line ten of 
the second section, in the following words: 

_That the Tuesday next after the first Monday in 
November, in the year 1872, is hereby fixed and _es- 
tablished as the day, in each of the States and Ter- 
ritories of the United States, for the election of 
Representatives and Delegates to the Forty-Third 
Congress; and the Tuesday next after the first 
Monday in November, in every second year there- 
after, is hereby fixed and established as the day for 
the election, in each of said States and Territories, 
of Representatives and Delegates to the Congress 


| commencing on the 4th day of March next there- 


i 


alter. 

Sec. 2. That if, upon trial, there shall be a failure 
to elect a Representative or Delegate in Congress in 
any State, District, or Territory, upon the day here 
by fixed and established forsuch election, or if, after 
any such election, » vacancy shall occur in any suc h 
State, District, or Territory, from death, resign: ition, 
or otherwise, an election shali be held to fill any 
vacancy onnaed by such failure, resignation, death, 
or otherwise, at such time andin such maner as is or 
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may be provided by law for filling vacancies in the 
State or Territory in which the same may occur: 
Provided. 

So as to make the bill read : 

That in the State of Louisiana the election of 
Representatives to the Forty-Third Congress and 
the appointment of electors of President and Vice 
President for said State shall be on the first Monday 
of November, in the year 1872; but thereafter such 
elections and appointmentshall be on the day desig- 
pated by law for the other States. 

Mr. KELLOGG. ‘The purport of the bill 
is disclosed by the reading; but | desire to 
state to the Senate that when the constitution 
of Louisiana was framed, as lam informed—— 

Mr. CASSERLY. I will the Senator 
from Louisiana to speak louder. We cannot 
hear a word he says. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair was 
about to so state to the Senator, that he could 
not be heard. 

Mr. KELLOGG, It is said and popularly 
believed I think among those who are best 
situated to know in Louisiana that there was 
a mistake made in the enrollment of the con- 
stitution. It was intended to provide for the 
election taking place on the first Tuesday in 


‘ le 
asw 


November, as 1 am told by members of the | 


State convention, who supposed that that was 
designated as the time for the holding of the 
State election; but it appeared after enroll 
ment and promulgation of the constitution that 


the day fixed for the choosing of State officers 


and members of the Legislatyre was the first 
Monday in November biennially; ‘‘ and the 
election shall be completed in one day.”’ 
Now, sir, the State constituuion and law 
providing for the election of Governor, mem 
bers of the Legislature, and all other officers of 
the State on the first Monday of November, 
and the law of Congress providing, as it does, 
for the choosing of presidential electors on 
the Tuesday following, the consequence is that 
we shall have an election running through 
two days. We want to avoid the inconven- 


ation. I think before we legislate we ought 
to know what the law of Louisiana is in regard 
to the election of electors of President and 


Vice 
Mr. KELLOGG. The law of Louisiana, 


section fourteen hundred and ten, provides: 

**In every year at which an election shall be 
held of electors of President and Vice President, 
such election shall be held on the Tuesday next 
after the first Monday in the month of November, 
in accordance with the act of the Congress of the 
United States approved January 23, 1845, entitled 
‘An act to establish a uniform time for holding 
elections for electors of President and Vice Presi- 
dent in all the States of the Union,’ and such elee 
tion shall be conducted and held in the manner and 
form provided by law for general State elections.” 


Dp } 
rresident. 


This State law provides upon that point 
that the election shall be held in aecord ance 
with the law of Congress and at the time des- 
ignated in the law of Congress; and upon the 
other point, as to the mode and manner, that 
‘* such election shall be conducted and held in 
the manner and form provided by law for gen- 
eral State elections.’’ The Constitution of 
the United States provides that Congress may 
determine the time of choosing electors and 
the day on which they shall cast their votes. 
All we ask is that Congress will designate the 
first Monday of November this year, when, of 
course, this section fourteen hundred and ten 


| of the State law, that ‘* such election shall be 


held and conducted in the manner and form 
provided by law for general State elections,”’ 
will apply. 

Mr. L(RUMBULL. May I inguire when the 


election of members of Congress takes place 


| by the law of Louisiana? 


ience and expense attending the holding of | 
an election for two days in the State for this | 


year alone, for the reason that there is no way 
of amending the coustitution in this regard 
until after the election next fall. Hence, the 
bill provides only for this year. At its next 
session the Legislature will, of course, submit 
a joint resolution to the people looking to the 
amendment of the constitution in this respect. 

Before I sit down I desire to say one word 
regarding this bill. My friend from Illinois 
seemed to think that I had unjustly, perhaps, 
antagonized this bill against his bill. 
to say that I have antagonized it against every 
measure, and felt it my duty to do so, for the 
last ten or fifteen days. I have regretted that 
I felt compelled to do so. It is a very simple 
measure, aud I cannot see that there can be 
any objection to it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to inquire 
what the law of Louisiana is in regard to the 
election of electors of President and Vice 
President. 

Mr. KELLOGG. There is nothing in the 
constitution of the State on that subject. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Has not the law of 
Louisiana provided for the election of 
electors? 

Mr. KELLOGG. It has not. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Then there can be no 
election of electors in Louisiana, if Louisiana 
has not provided for electingthem. Congress 
cannot provide for electing electors. 

Mr. KELLOGG. ‘There is a law that they 
shall be chosen at the time fixed by Congress. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. IL would like to know 
what the law of Louisiana is, if the Senator 
can inform us, on the subject of choosing elec- 
tors of President and Vice President. That 
is a thing which must be regulated by the law 
of each State. Congress has no jurisdiction 
over it, and cannot provide for the election of 
electors of President and Vice President. All 


Mr. KELLOGG. 


On the first Monday of 
November— 


“All general elections for members of Congress 
shall be held at the same time and conducted in the 
same manner as is provided for the election of Rep- 


| resentatives to the General Assembly.’”’ 


I desire | 





Congress can do is to fix the time when the | 
election may take place. Linquire for inform- || different days in adjoining States, 


‘That is, on the first Monday of November. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Now, Mr. President, 


we see what we are about to do. The Legis 


lature of Louisiana has provided by law for 
| choosing electors on the Tuesday after the 


firsts Monday of November, the day fixed by 
the act of Congress for the election throughout 
the United States. 
Why, for some purpose or other, the Senator 
from Louisiana is not willing that the election 
should take place at the time the Legislature 
of his State has fixed it. The Legislature of 
the State, with a full knowledge of all their 
electious, has provided by statute that the 
electors shall be chosen on the very same day 
in Louisiana that they are chosen throughout 
the United States. And now it is asked that 
we, by act of Congress, change the law of 
Louisiana and fix the election for presidential 
electors in that State ona different day. I dis- 
like very much to do that. I think it is very 
bad policy to set such an example as fixing the 
day tor electing presidential electors at one 
time in New York, and the next day in Penn- 
sylvania, and the next day in Ohio. We have 


Now, what is the matter? | 


heard of such things as colonizing voters— | 


not in Louisiana, of course. ‘The Senator 
from will not understand me as 
reflecting at all upon the purity of the ballot- 
box in that State; but in other States we have 
had intimations of illegal voting, and I sup- 


Louisiana 


| pose one reason why a uniform time is fixed 


tor choosing electors of President and Vice 
President throughout the United States is to 


guard against anything of that kind in States 


| remote from Louisiana. 


We reverse the intention of the act of Con- 


| gress if we pass this bill; and | do not know 


if we pass it but that we shall be called upon 
to-morrow to pass a law that the election in 
the State of New York shall take place on the 
first Monday in November, or the same day as 
in Louisiana; in Pennsylvania on the first 
Tuesday after the first Monday of November, 
or the first Wednesday. We set the example 


other that happens to be in power may fix 


| that for political purposes one party or the | 
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Mr. CARPENTER. Will the Senator 
allow me to make a_ suggestion to him? 


When such a case as that is presented there 
is no Senator in this body who would not con- 
demn it instantly. This case is to bring both 
elections on the same day, and not subject 
the people of the State of Louisiana to the 
expense of holding two 
days. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is to bring the elec 
tion on a different day in Louisiana from what 
it is in Mississippi and in Texas, and in all the 
adjoining S:ates to Louisiana. 
this proposition does. 
iuna have 


elections on two 


hat is what 
The people ot Louis- 
tixed a day for the 
the same day that election takes 
States and all the 
But this is a proposition by act of 
Congress to change the law of the State of 
Louisiana, and fix a different day for that 
State. 

Mr. WEST. I should like to ask the Senator 
from Illinois a question. Could the people 
of Louisiana have selected any other day than 
the day they have on which to elect their 
presidential electors, inasmuch as that is the 
day fixed by act of Congress? They had to 
do it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. have 
selecte@ a day at all perhaps; but the only 
authority Congress has over the subject of 
choosing electors is to fix the time. <A ques- 
tion may arise on the Constitution. The Con- 
stitution in different portions of it uses the 
words *‘ time’’ and ‘‘times.’’ In speaking of 
the election of Representatives to Congress 
the Constitution authorizes Congress to fix 
‘*the times’’ of the election in the respective 
States. But in speaking of the choice of 
electors, the language is *‘ Congress may de- 
termine the time of choosing the electors.’’ 
Phat is all it can do. 

Now, can it fix different times? Can it fix 
the election on the first Monday of November 
in Louisiana, and in October in Indiana? 
W ould it be competent for Congress to do that ? 
I will not say that itcould not doit; but | say 
the language of the Constitution may well sug- 
gest a doubt whether Congress could fix ditfer- 
ent times in different States for the election of 
electors; whether the word ‘‘time’”’ is not 
confined to a single time that must be uniform 
throughout the United States. Congress 
seemed so to regard it when they passed the 
act of 1845 prescribing the time of choosing 
electors in the respective States and made it 
uniform. We know that the Legislature of 
South Carolina was convened in extra session 
for the purpose of choosing electors on the 
very day fixed by the act of Congress, it being 
supposed that they could not choose them at 
any Other time, the electors in that State hav- 
ing been chosen previous to the war by the 
Legislature and not by the people as in the 
other States of this Union. This matter of 
choosing electors, as we all know, was left en- 
tirely to the Legislatures of the respective States 


eleetion of 
electors; 
place in the adjoining 
States. 


They need 


not 


| except in the one element of appointing the 


time when the election should take place. 
Now, [| understand the object of this bill to 

be to relieve the people of Louisiana from 

some little inconvenience. they 


They think 


| could vote more conveniently on Monday than 


on Tuesday because they are holding an elee- 
tion for other purposes on Monday, and that 
it will incommode them somewhatif they bave 


| to choose their presidential electors on Tues- 


day, inasmuch as they hold a State election 
the day before. ‘Thatis the only object of this 
bill, I take it; and if there was no public pol- 
icy to be violated, if the example was nota 
and it would add to the con- 
venience of the people of Louisiana, I should 
be inclined to vote for the bill. 
do not wish to incommode in any way the 
people of that State, but | think it is a vicious 
example to set to fix different days. 
The same question, or one somewhat 


bad one to set, 


We certainly 


Simi- 


| lar, arose in regard to l'exas, though it was 











worse complicated thers Their election is 
con ‘ rai da md in t i n 
onl qt 1 a8 LO ! ra 
** time e cam to I ( th 
Judiciary Committe: 1 ¢ n 
mencing upon Loat i I rit ) ) imu i 
until it was fini i lat althou i ple 
of the electors must be cast o1 ie day, the 
Con ) \ i ‘ i rress t 
fix the time of ch ig electors, doves not 
necessarily | mtLittoa day; bul i migh be 
extended over several days; and we have 
passed tl s 1 do not know 
whethe i } pia Llouse or no 
abilbat tl ion allowing the people ol 
‘ls i ) mise ntil their eleetion is fin 
ished, commencing, however, upon the day that 
! Imiform throughout the United States, the 
‘| iesday after the fi { Monday in Novembe rs 

lt strike Ine as queshonandie whe ther we 

this bill | think the example 

mabhad one tanditseemsto me the inconven 
ence Ly “na would not be very greal. 
Members of Congress and State oflicers are 
chosen on Monday, and therefore the neces 
sity of voting the next day will only apply to 
electors, and it Cannot be a very great incon 
venien 

Mr. CARPENTER. Ailow me to suggest 
that the burden of an election does nofdepend 
upon how many men you are going to vote for, 
but upon how many days you have to go to the 
por 


Mr. TRUMBUI 


what upon the 


It might depend some 
, to be elected. 
is very difficult to get 
lions Where many otheers are 


umber of oflicers 


The senuvol knows it 
through with ele 
voted for. 

Mr. CARPENTER. 


Thatis merely a mat- 


ter as tothe expense ol printing, because there 
are so many tickets to be printed. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The morning 
hour has expired and the Post Otlice appro 
priation bill is before the Senate, on which 


the Senator from Miunesota | Mr. Winpom ] 


18 et 


itled to the floor. 
Mr. CAMERON. Ilask the Senator from 
Minnesota to give way for a moment until I 


make a motion to fix the day for taking up the 
bill in regard to the depot in this city. 


Mr _ INDOM. I willyield forthat purpose, 
Mr. CAMERON the Senator from Ver- 
mont A Morritt] and myself seem to bein 
Opp silion on this subject and have ayreed to 


ask the senate tf » fix Wednesday 
I] make that 
Mr. SUMNER 


' 
we Seuator 


sald he 


for that pur- 
Oke, motion. 
| bee the Senator’ 


s pardon; 
from Vermont j ist. le 


ft me and he 


did not wish to have this bill come on 


until next week. here is a Senator absent 
who - sires tot ike » part in the discussit yn. 

Mr. CAMERON. If the Senator from Ver- 
mont has said ) - 

Mr. SUMNER He said so to me nota 
minute ago, 


Mr. CAMERON, Then he has not said to 
you what he said to me; and I ask the Senate 
to take the volte on my motion. 

The VICK PRESIDEN is 
appropriation bill is before 
the Ser Minnesota is entitled to the 
floor, . led Lo all Ww this proposition 
to be propou ided., Lhere 
jection. The Post Office appropriation bill is 
in the way of any other business being trans- 
acted, unless it is laid aside. 

Mr. KELLOGG. IL appeal to the 
from Minnesota to consent that the appropri- 
ation bill be laid aside until a vote is had on 
the Louisiana bill. 

Mr. WINDOM., 
that it be laid aside. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I ask leave, then, to 
make a motion that this bill be passed over 
informally, 

Mr. WINDOM. 
a vole linm 
that purpe 


lhe Post Office 
the Senate, and 
lator from 
but he yiel 


appears to be ob- 


Senator 


I have no right to consent 


If the Senator can obtain 
ediately on his bill, | will yield for 
©; but if it is for discussion I must 
insist ou tae regular order, 


Mr. KELLOGG. I do not think it will 
lead to discussion. 

The ViCK PRESIDENT. The Senator 

Minnesota will state whether he yields 

Mr. WINDOM. Ido not yield the floor 

unless a vote can be taken on the measure 

which has been under discussion. If that 
cau be done, I will yiel 1; otherwise, not. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 

fe mm Illinois [Mr. TRUMBULL] was entitled to 

‘floor on the election bill when the morn- 

ing hourexpired. If he yields the floor, and no 

other Senator rises, the Chair will submit the 


question to the Senate The amendment of 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections will 
be regar led as agre ed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amend 


e & an 1 the ame ndment Was concurred in. 


Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, I wish to 


say something about this bill—— 

Mr. WINDOM. Ido not yield for discus- 
sion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator | 
from California has risen to debate the bill, 
and the Senator from Minnesota withdraws 
his consent. 


Mr. KELLOGG, I move, then, to postpone 
the Post Office appropriation bill. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Minnesota is upon the floor upon the 
Post Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. WINDOM. I cannot yield for that 
murpose, 

Mr. CARPENTER, Let me appeal to my 
friend from Minneseta to yield for the purpose 
of taking the sense of the Senate on the ques- 
tion. There cannot be any debate on the 
proposition to lay the appropriation bill on the 
table. Let us vote on that. That will test 
the question. 

Mr. WINDOM. 
sense of the Senate. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I move that the Post 
Otlice appropriation bill be laid on the table. 

‘The motion was not agreed to, there being, 
on a division—ayes 17, noes 23. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I give notice that as soon 
as this appropriation ‘bill is disposed of, | 
shall call up the Louisiana election bill. 


POST OFFICE APPROP 


Mr. CAMERON. I trust the Senator from 
Minnesota will give way for a moment. 

Mr. WINDOM. Iwill yield toa division 
of the Senate on the motion of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, if the yeas and nays are 
not to be asked for. 

Mr. CAMERON. TI shall not ask for the 
yeas and nays. I will say tothe Senate that 
the Baltimore and Potomac railroad is now 
nearly completed from Baltimore. It will be 
finished within a week, but the company have 
no depot here. This question has been before 
the Senate a long while, and we can just as 
well decide it now as at any other time. I do 
not want to debate it; but let us fix next 
Wednesday to dispose of it, or if you like I 
will take Wednesday night. The company 
have spent six or seven million dollars for 
the benefit of this city of Washington, and 
must have a depot when the road is finished. 
Everybody is interested in that question. 

Mr. POMEROY. Say Wednesday night. 

Mr. WINDOM. Ido not yield to any dis- 


I will yield to test the 


RLATION BILL, 


| cussion of the merits. 


| 


| I shall o 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Ido not pro- 
pose to ask anything for my personal conven- 
rence. Jam ready as far as I am concerned 
that the question should come up at any time. 

bjec to any evening session for it, 
because I desire that the Senate shall know 
the facts in relation to this matter fully, and 
it will take at least a day to have it understood 
by the Senate. This road was incorporated 
as long ago as 1867, and they have just got 
along here, and they have had some four or 
five different avis o! Co iwress, and baud a de pot 
once established and had the alternative of 
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two or three different places, and I desire to 
have full time to show what was done. But 
I expect that we shall melt down on this ques- 
tion like pewter before a blow-pipe. | sup- 
pose the bill is to pass, but I intend that the 
Senate shall fully understand the 
before the vote is taken. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, rose. 

Mr. WINDOM. Ido not yield for further 
discussion. 

Mr. SUMNER. Can this be considered 
except by unanimous consent? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Ce rtainly not, 
in the present state of affairs; the Post Office 
appropriation bill is still in the way, the Sen- 

| ate having refused to lay it on the table. 

| Mr. SUMNER. I feel that the Senate is 
| not in a condition to fix the time now. 

Mr. CAMERON. Now, Mr. President, | 
| will make another motion, which I suppose | 
| have the right to make, and I do it with great 
reluctance. It is that we postpone the Post 
Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. WINDOM. I believe I have the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
| from Minnesota is entitled to the floor for five 
minutes under the rules if he insists on it. 

Mr. WINDOM. I cannot yield for the 
motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill (H. R. 
| No. 1070) making appropriations for the ser- 
vice of the Post Otlice Department for the 
| year ending June 30, 1873, is before the Sen- 
ate as in Committee of the Whole, the pend- 
ing question being on the amendment in regard 
to the Brazil service. 

Mr. STEWART. Now I want to ask 
good-natured thing of the Senator from Min- 
nesota. 

Mr. WINDOM. 
good-natured things. 

Mr. STEWART. Let him hear what it is. 
I want to have a vote on Senate bill No. 522. 
Nobody here wants to debate it. 

Mr. WINDOM. My good nature is suffi- 
cient to authorize it, but the good nature of 
the Senate would be exhausted if I should 
yield any further. 

Mr. STEWART. I think we can risk the 
good nature of the Senate to let it be voted on. 

Mr. WINDOM. The Senator can get the 
floor after my five minutes have expired. If 
in order, I desire to modify the substitute 
which I offered on Saturday from the Com- 
| mittee on Appropriations, by inserting after 
the word ‘‘thereafter,’’ and before the word 
‘provided,’’ what is written upon the paper 
I send to the Secretary. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Minnesota, from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, desires to modify the committee's 
amendment. If there is no objection he will 
be authorized to modify it as reported by the 
| committee, it still being pending, and will be 
read. 

The Cuier CLerk. 
after,’’ 
insert : 

Provided, That the contract herein authorized 
shall commence on the Ist day of October, 1873, and 
shall be awarded to the lowest responsible bidder 
after sixty days’ public notice, and the Postmaster 
General is hereby authorized and directed, pending 
the commencement of the contract for permanent 
service, to arrange temporarily with the present 
contractors for the additional monthly service at 
the rate of $300,000 per annum thereafter. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair un- 
derstands that the amendment submitted by 
the Senator from Minnesota was offered by 
him as a Senator, so that he has a right to 
modify it. The question is on his amendment 
as modified. 

Mr. WINDOM. This bill has been before 
the Senate several days, and I know that the 
Senate is very anxious to dispose of it. My 
own anxiety to conclude it prevented my even 
taking the five minutes allotted to me on Sat- 

| urday, and I do not uow desire to occupy more 
| thau two or three minutes. I tried to auswer 


question 


I cannot do any more 








After the word ‘‘ there- 
in line twenty-eight, it is proposed to 


| on Saturday evening ihe objection made to 





yr. 
or 
ve 


he 


> 
r- 
he 
n- 
d- 
rd 


re 


1S. 
») 


or 


he 


ed 
nd 
ler 
Ler 
ng 
nt 
nt 
at 





1872 





this amendment as it comes from the commit- 
tee, which is that it provides treble pay for 
do ible service ; but I do not know that | made 
myself un derstood; and I will try it again. I 
insist that it does not eveu give to this com- 
pany double pay for doub le service. Under 
the € X! sting law, Brazil pays 3150,000 a yer 
and the American Government $150,000, ak 
ing $300,000 per annum for monthly servi 
if this amendment be adopted, we shall "ise 
semi monthly service, and during the exist- 
ence of the present contract the company will 
receive double pay or $600,000 per annum for 
the double service; but at the end of the 
existing coutract Brazil will cease to pay 
the $150,000, and for the next seven years 
which it has to run the company will get but 
es for double service. They now get 
$300,000 for monthly service, and for seven 
years provided for in this bill they will per- 
form the double service for 3450,000, or an 
increase of only fifty per cent. of the present 
pay which they, receive, making ouly fifty per 


cent. increase in pay for seven years lor one || 


hundred per cent. incre - in service. 
Now, Mr. President, It should like, if my 


permit, to answer some of the arguments pre- 
sented on this subject. 
several Senators that the vessels which we 
provide for the construction of by this amend- 
ment are not fitand never can be made fit for 
the naval service of the country. Let me 
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It has been stated by 


refer to the report of the Secretary of the | 


Navy made in 1869 on that subject, in which 
he uses this language: 


* There is another element of defense against the 
time of danger, perhaps as effective as any other, 
available to wise and liberal statesmanship. Na- 
tions, like men, hesitate to attack those who are 
prepared to do them serious injury, and in the 
means of destruction aggression is often found the 
surest defense against all who have anything to 
lose. Such means would be at hand, if we bad lines 
of ocean-going steamers established, running out 
of our ports in the peaceful pursuit of commercial 
enterprise, but carrying our own flag and available 
to our Government in time of need. 

‘The attention of thoughtful men has been much 
directed to this subject, and all are looking to the 
national Government for encouragement.’’ 

# # * * * * * * * * 


‘Tt willnot become me to discuss in this report 
the many arguments of national prosperity and 
pride which press the subject upon us, but I may be 
permitted to urge it as an important element of 
national safety. In support of this view, I eall 
attention to the fact that there are now running 
from the ports of New York, Boston, and Baltimore 
for those of Europe, over sixty powerful screw 
steamers, averaging nearly three thousand tons 
each, These steamers. carrying the English, and 
French, and German flags, are most of them, the 
results of wise liberality on the part of their respect- 
ive Governments, and they now absorb a very large 
proportion of the carrying trade across the Atlantic. 
Their average time in crossing to and fro, in all 
weathers, is not more than eleven days. Any one 
of them could be quickly converted into an eflicient 
and powertul ship-of-war, capable of carrying full 
sail power and keeping the sea for any length of 
time. Here, then, is a heavy tonnage of possible 
war vessels, larger than that of our whole Navy, on 
the Ist of January, 1868. 

“tad our mercantile marine possessed such lines 
at the breaking out of the late war, we might instead 
of permitting the rebels to introduce a vast amount 
ol war material before we could collect the means to 
prevent it, have quickly closed every southern port. 

“A comparatively small force of this kind appro- 
priately armed and let loose on the ocean, under the 
command of bold and intelligent oflicers, would be 
a dungerous foe to the commerce of any country. 
Our own was substantially driven from the seas by 
two or three roughly equipped vessels, much inferior 
in power to those of which I have sp: ‘ken. ‘Thus it 
will be seen that, in giving up this field to the occu- 
pation of other nations, and yielding to them the 
commercial advantages which naturally belong to 
our OWn position and resources, we at the same time 
relinquish our own weapons, and arm our possible 
ene mies, 


‘We are looking with.confidence for a large increase 


in the commerce of the Kast, which will require a | 


corresponding mncrease in the present means of rapid 
transportation on both oceans; and, in the interest 
simply of the naval establishment, and of so much 
of the national defense as depends upon it, | earn- 
estiy urge that measures be taken at this juncture 
to induce our own merchants and ship-builders to 
enter into this field of enterprise. 

“* Inducements should be held out to those who are 
Willing to undert: ae it to build steamers on plans 
approved by the Navy Department, subject, in case 
of necessity, tobe taken by the Government at an 
appraised value. 


| 


“ Those on the route between California and Japan 
should be able at all times to protect themselves 
against pirates and privateers, and all should be ot 
a class available in war. 

*T do not, of course, suggest any particular plan 
on thissubject, and 1 speak of it only to show how 
much the naval establishment, in nimon with 
every other national interest, will be affected by its 
proper solution.”’ 

I call the attention of the Senate again to 
the sworn statement of the highest naval ofh- 
cer of this Government 7 think the Senator 
from lowa, [| Mr. Harvan,] the Senator from 
Connecticut, { Mr. Bue KINGMAN, |] and the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey [ Mr. FReELINGHUYSEN | 
also. although | am not certain as to the lat- 
ter, have all asserted their opinion that these 
vessels are worthless for the Navy. On the 
investigation of this subject by the committee 
of the House, to which | referred a few days 
since, the chairman asked this question of 
Admiral Porter: 

‘“*T understand you to say that if we had, at the 
commencement of our late war, thirty such vessels 
as you speak of—the best European steamers—they 
would have been as efficient as was our entire Navy? 

“Admiral Porter, Twice as eflicient; I say that 
without any hesitation.’’ 





] Again: 


time and the patience of the Senate would | 


**Mr. Jupp. If the Government should enter upon 
this system of subsidies, how would it atfect naval 
estimates ? 

“Admiral Porter. It would save the Govern- 
ment millions of dollars in case ot war, because I 
do not want better ships taan those steamships are; 
and then they are kept in order all the time.” 


| Again, in the same examination, the chair- 
man inquires: 


**Tlow much would the Government have saved 
directly, in cost, if it had had thirty or forty of the 
class of vessels that you speak of, and could have 
brought them into use at once? 

‘Admiral Porter. The arr t would have 
saved thirty or forty millions right off, because we 
run into agood many wild schemes in building ves- 
sels.” 

Now, Mr. President, here is the testimony 
of the Secretary of the Navy and the highest 
naval officer of this Government, that these 
vessels are more efficient for naval purposes 
than are our present naval vessels. I present 
| the sworn testimony of the Secretary of the 
Navy aud Admiral Porter as an offset to the 
statements of those who have given their 
opinion that these vessels are worthless. 

But, sir, | have been somewhat surprised 
the discussion of this question at the position 
taken by certain gentlemen to whom | always 
look with a great deal of reverence for in- 
struction upon great national questions. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator’s 
five minutes have expired. 

Mr. NYE and others. Let him go on. 

Mr. WINDOM. No; I do not desire, if 
nobody else will, to transgress the rule. 

Mr. CAMERON. I rose to make a motion 
in regard to the depot bill, but will give way 
to the Senator. 

Mr. WINDOM. 
the rule. 

Mr. CAMERON. I makethe motion again 
that the Senate fix Wednesday next for the 
consideration of the depot bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Unless by unani- 
mous consent, that motion cannot be enter- 
tained. The Post Office appropriation bill 
may be laid on the table for the purpose of 
taking up the railroad bill with the view of 
having a day fixed for its consideration. 

Mr. CAMERON. 
that purpose only. 

The VICE 
| from Pennsylvania moves to lay the appro- 
priation bill on the table for the purpose indi- 
cated by him. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Have the Senator from 
Vermont and the Senator from Pennsylvania 


I will not myself trangress 





| considered ? 
Mr. CAMERON. We made an agreement 
| on Friday that there should be a day fixed 
to-day, and this morning one agreed that it 
| should be Wednesday, I believe he has changed 
his opinion since. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 





I make that motion for || 


PRESIDENT. The Senator || 


agreed as to the time when that bill shall be | 


| 
|} Mr. 


3103 


is mistaken in supposing that I agreed upon 


aut i 


Wedne sday. I have no objection to it myself, 
but there are certain Senators who are absent 
who desire to be present when this d bate hall 


come off. The 2 nator from Ohio [ Nr. Tuur- 

MAN | particularly desires to be here when the 
bill is to be saaai accel. Auy day will be 
agreeable to me th&t will be agreeable to the 
Senate. I had supposed that we might have 
some business more important than this bill 
that would occupy the Senate for two or three 
days tocome. Still 1 do not object to any 
time that the Senate may fix. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. This collo« 
is by unanimous consent, as the motion to 
upon the table is not debatabl 

Mr. BOREMAN. Does not this motion 
require unanimous consent ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is 
to lay the Post Office appropriation bill upon 

| the table, the Senator from Pennsylvania 
having given notice that if it is laid upon the 
table he will then move to take up the Balt- 
more and Potomac railroad bill for the pur 
pose of fixing a time for its consideration. 
Lhe question now is on laying the Post Ottice 
appropriation bill upon the table to allow him 
to aka the subsequent motion of which he 
has given notice. 

Mr. SUMNER. 
upon the table. 

The question being put, there were on a 
division ayes eleven. 

Several SENATORS. 

Mr. CAMERON. I give it up for the pres 
ent; but I give notice that I shall make the 
motion on all fitting occasions. 

Mr. STEWART. Now I ask that there 
may be a vote taken on Senate bill No. 522. 
It will take no time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That will re 
quire unanimous consent. 

Mr. STEWART. If there is debate or 
delay upon it I will not press it. I think it 
can be disposed of in less than five minutes 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The 
from Nevada asks unanimous consent to take 
the vote now on the bill in regard to the sale 
of coal lands, which has been several times 
debated in the Senate. Is there objection to 
that proposition? 

Mr. NORWOOD. 


; : ; 
from South 


juy 
} 
say 


[ hope it will not be laid 


Give it up. 


Se nator 


I object. The Senator 
Carolina [Mr. RoBerrson] | 
some amendments to offer to that bill 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
pending. 

Mr. NORWOOD. He is not here. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend- 
ments offered by the Senator from South Car- 
olina are now pending. ‘This proposition is 
to vote. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I object, he is absent. 

The VICK P Rt ESIDENT. The Senator 
from Georgia objects in c sequence of the 
absence of the Senator from South Carolina. 
The question now recurs on the amendment 
of the Senator from Minnesota as modified, 
which he has just explained, to the Post Otlice 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. WEST. Perhaps that may not be 
understood by the Senate, an 1 | 
merely desire to say that the pring a objec 
ion which was urged to this contract when it 
was debated on Saturday was that the im 
propose »d to be pal d wastoo much. ‘This pro 
vision is the as provision that was incor- 
porated in regard to the line to China and 
Japan, that it shall be left open to public bid 
ding, that the Postmaste 


They are now 


clearly 


‘r General shall adver 


|| tise for contracts. That is the question upon 


which the Senate is now to vote; so that if 
the business can be done for less it will be. 
CHANDLER. Let the amendment 
agi Lin be reporte d. 

Ihe VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the whole amendment as modified. 

The Cuier CLerk. It is proposed to 
amend the amendment on page 7, 


sechion 


The Senator || four, line twenty six, by striking out “ four 








hundred if inserting four hundred and 
fifty t e the w d tt isand;’’ and 
by i after thie rd ** doliars :”’ 

And the Postmaster General is hereby directed to 
nere | rt | ery ‘ ith Brazil, now in oper- 
blion Inder th I oved M Ly 24, lSO4. 80 as to 
provide | | ‘ tthe mails at New York and 
t de Janueir twice homonth, and in the 
contract therefor he hall” require said semi- 
monthly i » I performed for the term of 
years pr led | ie original contract, and by 
steamships wholly constructed in the United States, 
two of which ehall be of not less than twenty-five 
hur ed tons burden, and the others of not less 
than tw isand tons burden, all of which 
shall be of red by citizens of the United States 
or those who have leclared their intention 
tu becom itizens; and the contractors shall 
l requ | to carry the United States mails, 


without extra charge, on all the steamers they may 
ruv iid line, or any partof it, or any branch or 
extension thereot: Proarided, That all steamships 
here or a pled for said service shall be con- 
tructed so as to be readily adapted to the armed 
naval service of the United States in time of war; 
md befor icceptance the officers by whom they 


shall report to the 


‘ Secretary of 
the Navy and the Postmast« 


r General whether this 


cen complied with; and the Govern- 
ment shall buve the right, in case of war, to take 
any of said vessels for its own use upon payment of 
a rensonable mmpensation therefore: Provided 
that the contract berein authorized shall commence 
mn the tirst day of October, 1873, and shall be 
awarded tothe lowest responsible bidder after sixty 
day public notice, And the Postmaster General 
is hereby authorized and required, pending the 
commencement ot the contract for permanent ser 
vice, to arrange temporarily with the present con- 
tractors for the additional monthly service at the 
rat 000 per annum theretor: Prorided fur 
the That the entire cost to the United States of 
Lidl ser e perlormed twice each month shall not 
exceed }400,000 per annutin, 
Mr. MORTON. 1 desire to ask the Senator 
from Minnesota a question. What was the 
term of years fixed in the original contract? 


Mr. WINDOM 

Mr. MORTON, 
new Coutract tor ten years, to commence 
the Ist of October, 1873, at $450,000 

Mr. WINDOM Yes, sir. 

Mi eae eee Lhis 
understand it, rads the pre 
from $150,000 to 34: 0,000 per annum for ten 
yeurs | should not seriously object to dou- 
bling the amount of compensation for double 
service; but | am not willing to vote $450,000 
instead of $150,000. | hope this amendment 
will not be adopted, and | ask for the yeas 
and nays upon it 


I i years 
Ihen this is to authorizea 


from 


proposition, as | 
sent compensation 


The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The ViCk PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
informs the Chair that, as proposed, this 
ninendment will have to be divided, the first 
question being on raising the amount from 


S400,000 to $450,000, and if that should be 


then on adding the subsequent pro- 
Vision, Che Chair know exactly 
how it got into that it appears 
30 from the tatement. The first 
que tion is on chi inging $400,000 to $450,000. 
Is there objection to this am 
Mr. CHANDLER. Let 
and hays on that, 
Mr. WINDOM. In answer to the Senator 
Michigan, | may be permitted to say 
although this Government does pay 
the amount of the existing contract, the 
company do not get treble pay. They do not 


agreed to, 
does not 
condition; but 


secreti iry Ss 


ndment? 


have the yeas 


from 
nyiaih, 


treble 


in fact get double pay fordouble service. They | 
get double pay during the existence of the 
present contract; but when that expires and 
the Brazilian Government ceases to pay 


any 
they will only get an increase of fifty 
for double service. It is not treble 
double service that they will receive by 


subsidy, 
per 
pay tor 
any means. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
from the 
the compensation 
Mr. CORBETT. I desire to ask the Sena- 

from Minnesota when this present contract 
expires? 
Mr. WINDOM. In 


cannot give the 


cent. 


It is treble the amount 


l'reasury of the United States, raising 


lol 


about three years. | 
exact time. Perhaps the Sen- 
atorfrom Louisiana, who has the statute before 
him, cau state the exact lime. 


from $150,000 to $450,000. | 
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Mr. 
1864. 
Mr. CORBETT. 

Mr. WEST. ‘Ten years. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The contract took effect 
on the lst of September, 1865, and it expires 
therefore, on the Ist of September, 1875. 

Mr. CORBETT. As I understand this ques- 
tion, the present contract is $150,000. 

Mr. WINDOM. 

Mr. CORBETT. 


WEST. The act was passed May 28, 


How long was it to run? 


From this Government. 
For the present service ; 
and then the amount of the contract will 
$300,000 from that time forward. Do I un- 
derstand it corre stly ? 

Mr. WINDOM. The present contract from 
this Government until September, 1875, is 


$150,000, and $150,000 by agreement from 
the Brazilian Government, giving to them 
$300,000 during that time, 

Mr. CORBETT. And I understand that 


after the expiration of this present contract, for 
the following eight years it will be $800,000 
from our own Government ? 

Mr. WINDOM. Four hundred 
thousand dollars by this amendment, 
the Brazilian Government does not 


and fiity 
because 
pay a'ter 
the existing contract ; but it will be $450,000 
fora semi-monthly service instead of what they 
are now receiving, $300,000 for a monthly 
service. 

Mr. CORBETT. In addition to the present 
subsidy for the two years, | understand that 
this is for $450,000 a year from this present 
day, and continues for ten years from this date. 

Mr. WINDOM. 
amendment, October, 1873. 

Mr. CORBETT. Does that embrace the 
present subsidy of $150,000 ? 

Mr. WINDOM. The $450,000 does. 

Mr. CHANDLER. As I understand it, 
are voting $4,500,000, if we adopt thisamend- 
ment, to this line. 

Mr. RAMSEY. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. CORBETT. Mr. President, I desire 
to support all proper measures for the encour- 
agement of trade and commerce between our 
country and other nations. IL have expressed 
myself fully upon that question heretofore. I 
am ready, so far as | am concerned, not only 
to vote a proper subsidy to this line, but also 
a proper subsidy to any line that may be 
established between this country and Europe. 
| believe that it is our duty to do so. It is 
impossible for us to establish 
of steamships to compete with foreign vessels 
in such trade without giving subsidies. I am 
also in favor, as we have reported from the 
Committee on Commerce, of giving such draw- 
backs upon the materials entering into the 
building of ships as shall facilitate and 
strengthen our own ship-building interest, and 
also of allowing these ships to use free of duty 
such articles as are imported and are used on 
shipboard. 

The only question in my mind is as to the 
proper amount of this subsidy. I would will- 
ingly extend to this line double the amount of 
the present subsidy ; that is, $300,000. I am 
told that the contract. between the Brazilian 
Government and this company will expire 
within ashort time, and that that Government 
declines to give any further subsidy. Of course 
it is not so much tor the interest of that Gov- 
ernment, perhaps, as it is for the United 
States to maintain this line. We desire in 


For 


ten years of service. 


consequence of our proximity to that country | 
to establish trade and commerce there, and to | 


establish a market there for our products. | 
believe that this line should be maintained, 
and I hope that we shall give an adequate sub- 
sidy to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
five minutes have expired. 

Mr. CORBETT. I am willing to vote a lib- 
eral subsidy. I hope the amount now pro- 
posed, however, may be reduced. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. 


The § 


Senator’s 


|| necticut very properly 


rom the date fixed in the | 


we 


| of expanding our 


American lines | 





[ am opposed to this || 
|| whole scheme of subsidies, 
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posed to subsidize a steamship line ostensibly 
for the purpose of carrying the mail. I have 
listened to the debate which has proceeded 
upon these questions, and | have heard no 
statement or suggestion which satisfies me that 
there is any necessity for the increase of mail 
service that is proposed in this amendment, 
The Senator from Indiana on Saturday, if [| 
understood him aright, said that our mails 
went out weekly to Brazil, not by this line, 
but by other lines. 

Mr. MORTON. lLunderstand by rival lines, 
Mr. SAULSBURY. If that is the case 
there certainly can be no necessity for multi. . 
plying the trips of this line to Brazil; and [| 
say again, so far as I have listened to this 
debate [| have heard no statement, no sugges. 
tion which satisfies me that the postal service 
requires this expenditure of money. In fact, 
the friends of this measure have not placed t 
upon that ground, but they have seen proper 
to place it upon two other grounds: first, as a 
means of increasing the commerce of this 
country ; and+ secondly, of building up the 

ship-building interest of the country. 

Now, sir, in reference to the first point, I 
am not satisfied that this country has not now 
as much trade with Brazil as the demands of 
the country require. Lhe Senator from Con- 
drew the distinction 
between commerce and the means of carrying 
on commerce. So far as our trade with Bra- 
zil is concerned, lam not sure but that we 
have now as much trade with that country as 
the interests of this country require, for it has 
been stated in the debate that we send about 
four millions in gold to that country over and 
above the exports that she takes from us. _ If 
there was any uecessity for increasing the 
business with that country, | am sure the en- 
terprise and energy of our business men would 
find the means of bringing from Brazil all the 
coffee and other products which the demands of 
this country require. Therefore, as a means 
commerce, I think this 
measure would fail to have that effect. 

Nor do IL believe that it will tend actua!ly to 
build up the carrying interest, the ship-build- 
ing interest of this country. If the object is 
to improve the means of communication and 
of carrying on trade with Brazil and those 
other countries, I do not think this measure 
will have that effect. The only effect that I think 
it will have will be to take money out of thie 
Treasury of the United States and put it into 
the pockets of the capitalists now engaged in 
these steamship lines. ‘The public ‘l'reasury 
is not in such a condition that we ought to be 
lavish in our expenditures of the public 
money. If you want to build up the ship- 
building interest, there are other means of 
doing it than by subsidizing particular lines 
of steamships. If you confer your favors upon 
particular lines of steamships, then you de- 
stroy competition, as was suggested very forci- 
bly by the Senator from New Jersey [ Mr. Fre- 
LINGHUYSEN] on Saturday. If you give a mo- 
nopoly or give bounties to a certain class of 
steamships, of course others cannot compete 
with them successfully, and instead of build- 
ing up your commerce, these very appropria- 
tions of money will tend to discourage those 
who cannot receive like favors from the Gov- 
ernment. 

If the desire is to build up the carrying 
trade, the ship-building interest of the coun- 
try, I think the more successful way of doing 
it would be to lessen the tariffs of the country. 
If you will do that, then the business energy 
of the country will have all the commerce of 
all the countries of the world that we need, 
and your ship-building interest will spring up 
into renewed activity. You can better and 
more effectually serve the ship-building inter- 
est by removing the protective tariff upon the 
materials that enter into ship-building than 
in any other way whatever. I do not believe 
that by simply paying a few lines to carry on 


Here it is pro- || trade with other countries you are going to 
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7 expand your commerce in any particular or | Therefore a vote in favor of this amendment | zil withdrawing her portion of the subsidy, 
4 build up your ship-building interest in any _ now offered is equivalent to a vote to leavethe | namely, $150,000, and we replacing that and 
respect; but if you will remit the duties, les- || service just as it now stands. leaving the compensation exactly where it is, 
F sen your tariff to a revenue standard, and not Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. In reply to the | we can require the company to double the 
; antagonize against the ship-building interest || Senator from South Carolina I will say that || trips and make them once a fortnight in place 
: the other interests which are now sharing the as I understand this amendment the proposi- || ofonce a month, and that they are abundantly 
[ favor and protection of the Government by hav- || tion is to extend the time ten years. The compensated by the fact that we require them 
% ing oppressive taxation or duties, then | say || present contract expires in three years. This | to do it for seven years longer. 
: you will build up that interest more effectually | will extend the time seven years longer. Now, I should say that if the Government or an 
e than in any other way. Certainly you will || if, with a similar pay to that of the combined | individual were paying another a stipulated 
; not do it by taking money out of the Treasury | Governments made up for the extension of | sum, which was a fair value for services ren- 
e and giving it to particular lines or particular | time by this Government to $300,000, the sum || dered, and they proposed to require just 
? capitalists who are engaged in carrying on |} now paid, and with an extension of seven || double the service for the same sum, it would 
I articular lines of commerce, _ || years, this company cannot contend with op- || be rather a hardship than an amelioration to 
‘8 The VICE PRESIDEN fr. The Senator’s || position or maintain their line, they ought to | require it for a long term of years in place of 
time has expired. The question is on the first || fall. | forashorttime. So I think the question made 
C branch of the amendment of the committee | Mr. SAWYER. But I say it must be ac- || by the Senator from Michigan is simply this: 
- raising the sum from $400,000 to $450,000, on || cepted as a fact that the Brazilian Govern- || whether $300,000 per annum is an excessive 
4 which the Senator from Michigan demanded || ment will not pay any part of the pay for the | and unnecessary sum to pay for the present 
the yeas and nays. new contract. service. If itis, then we should reduce the 
: Mr. CHANDLER. Iwithdrawthedemand || Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I understand || $300,000 by just so much as the service will 
= for the yeas and nays, and my colleague will || the Senator, and I think the Senate under- || permit, assuming that it is to be a monthiy 
= offer an amendment after that. | stand well that at the expiration of this con- || service, as it is; or we should continue that 
- The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no |) tract the Brazilian Government will withdraw |! excess with so much as it may be necessary to 
I objection the Senator from Michigan with- its subsidy. Now it is proposed by this | add in order to double the service; and my 
‘d draws the demand for the yeas and nays. If || amendment, as I understand, to make up that || friend from Maine [Mr. Hamuin] reminds me 
there be no further objection, the amendment || $150,000, and virtually to pay treble price for || and teaches me, too—because it was a little 
; of the committee will be regarded as moditied || double service, to wit, semi-monthly service || out of my mind, and I did not understand that 
as they desire, so that itshall read **$450,000,”’ | between the two countries. I think if the | the fact was quite so strong—that it is da 
with the conditions which have been read in || Government maintains the present prices, add- || evidence, it is matter of history, that making 
6 full by the Secretary. The Chair hears no || ing thereto $150,000 for additional service, we || monthly trips with a subsidy of $300,000 paid 
“i objection, and the Senator from Michigan now || are doing our part, and certainly doing justice || by the two Governments, they have made 
2 moves to reduce the amount. || to this line. | nothing. We had better discontinue the ser- 
4 Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I now move || Mr. CRAGIN. As I understand the pres- || vice; we had better confine ourselves to 
a to reduce the amount to $300,000. || ent condition of this contract, this company is |} monthly trips; we had better do anything 
. The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will || now receiving $300,000 for monthly service, || which will result in what we mean, than 
: state the amendment so that the Senate will || $150,000 from the United States and $150,000 || ostensibly to vote a subsidy of $300,000, and 
: have a clear statement of the condition of the || from Brazil; but Brazil does not propose to || then require semi-monthly trips, knowing, as 
- bill that is before them. As it came from the || pay anything more, and we require by the || we must in the light of the facts. either that 
'd House of Representatives, the bill in this sec- || committee’s amendment a semi-monthly ser- | the amount voted is excessive for what we 
. tion provided an appropriation of $150,000 for || vice, and by the amendment of the Senator || have, if that be the argument, or, at all events, 
. steamship service between the United States || from Michiganit is proposed that the company || that it is entirely inadequate to the double ser- 
and Brazil, without any conditions whatever. || shall receive no more for semi-monthly service || vice which we expect; so that it certainly will 
e The Committee on Appropriations have now || than it now réceives for monthly service, in- || result one way or the other in doing that 
. amended this clause so as to insert $450,000 || cluding what the United States and Brazil pay. || which is not contemplated upon the face of 
instead of $150,000, with various conditions || In other words, as I understand it, we require || the amendment. 
“4 which have been read in full. The Senator || this company to perform semi-monthly service || Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I have a word 
. from Michigan now moves to amend by strik- || for $450,000; they are now receiving $300,000 || to say in response to the Senator from New 
d ing out ‘*$450,000”’ and inserting ‘*$300,000,”’ || for monthly service; so that it is not trebling || York. If 1 were to allow the Senator from 
; and the question now is on that amendment. || the pay at all; it is only adding one third || New York to add to the words | have spoken, 
am Mr. CORBETT. I should like to ask a || more for semi-monthly service; one half of || certainly they would carry a different meaning 
k question. ” Does that leave the conditions the || what they they now receive for monthiy service || from what I intended. | did not use the words 
- sume as with regard to the $450,000? || being added for semi-monthly service. || **abundant compensation,’’ but I stated the 
- The VICE PRESIDENT. It does. Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. The Senate || fact that the extension of the time was acom- 
“a Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. As I under- || will pardon me for replying to the view of the || pensation on the part of this Government to 
- stand the question, this Government is now || Senator from New Hampshire, as I offered the || this company. Itisan admitted fact, | think, 
‘y paying $150,000 a year to this company and || amendment. I understand in the aggregate || with everybody who makes contracts, that the 
i the Brazilian Government a similar amount, H the result he states may be correct; but | am 1 longer the time the better the contract, pro- 
- making $300,000 for a monthly service. The | talking about the charge on the Treasury of || vided 
3 theory of the committee’s amendment, as I || the United States which we are attempting to | Mr. WINDOM. It depends on the pay. 
. understand it, is for double service not only || guard. So far as this Government is con- || Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. I was going to 
“al to pay double price, $300,000, but to make || cerned, for the double service we are to pay || remark provided they get a pay that is satis- 
” up the $150,000 now paid by the Brazilian || treble price after the expiration of this con- || factory to them. My amendment is based on 
r Government, and which will expire in a short || tract. Now, in answer to the Senator, I say 1] the compensation which this Government gives 
a time; in other words, for a double service to || that the extension of time is a full compensa- || this company at this time for the monthly ser- 
- pay treble price. My proposition isfor double || tion in my judgment moving me to this | vice. Now, it is not to be supposed that the 
3 service to pay double price, to pay $300,000 || amendment that on the part of the United || Brazilian Government will give nothing at the 
if instead of $150,000, as is now paid. States we are dealing generously by extending || expiration of this time. This is the assertion 
“6 Mr. SAWYER. One word with reference || this time seven years longer, and paying for || of those who are pressing this additional pay. 
d- to the amendment offered by the Senator from || the additional service upon the same basis | I am not clear but what the Brazilian Govern- 
*- Michigan. In the first place, it is known to || that we are now paying for the monthly ser- || ment will give at the expiration of this con- 
oa be a fact that the Brazilian Government will || vice, thus giving these parties as much as they || tract for the residue of the ten years the same 
- pay no part of this increased subsidy, so that || are getting now, although requiring additional | $150,000 per annum as before, and thereby 
it must be looked at simply as a proposition || service. add to what we pay this line. 
1g which concerns the United States. In the | Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President, this mat- My defense of the amendment which I have 
a next place, it is quite certain that the present || ter of subsidies involves difficulties enough, || proposed is the protection of our Treasury. | 
1S contractors will not, with all the advantages || so many that we shall not be likely to vote too || propose for the additional service, so far as the 
y- of being in possession of the line, make any || wisely if we vote upon an exact understanding | United States is concerned, to pay the com- 
sy contract for a semi-monthly service on these || of the facts. Now, I think either that my || pany that pro rata, and | am not disposed, so 
it terms. They have made no dividends what- || honorable friend from Michigan is somewhat | far as my vote goes, to make up for the defi- 
d, ever on their business during the existence of || mistaken in the facts, or is somewhat violent ciency of a foreign Government. They wiil, 
ip the present contract, and they cannot make || in the conclusion he draws. with this additional pay and the support given 
id any dividends upon it at the present rates. | We have now a monthly mail service with || by this Government by the extension of this 
tr Che Brazilian Government have no special in- || Brazil for which the parties affording itreceive | contract, go with a stronger assurance to a 
1€ ducements to subsidize this line, because they || $300,000 a year, the United States pays || foreign company for additional pay than they 
an have half a dozen lines that accommodate || $150,000 and Brazil $150,000; which it is not | donow. I repeat that the extension of this time 
- them just as well from Europe, and the com- || denied is a fair and reasonable compensation | seven years is a compensation to this company, 
v 


merce of Great Britain and other European '| for that monthly service, not extravagant, not | aud would be so considered by any company. 
to nations with Brazil is much greater than ours. || excessive. Now, the Senator says that Bra- || Mr. SAWYER. The present contract, us 
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has been stated by my friend from New York, 


has not yielded the proprietors one single dol- 


lar of dividend. More than that, the contract- 
ors ask to berelieved from their present con- 
tract unless the line can be put into a sé mni- 
monthly line, in order that it may answer the 
purposes of a postal and wercantile line. 
Being a monthly line, re quiring nine tenths of 
the tine of the whole monthto make a voyage, 
which is fifty-five hundred miles, there are but 
three or four daya Jeft in the mouth to which 
to answer letters and orders for merchandise, 


and the replies to letters and reé sponses for 
merchandise go through other lines of steam- 
ers, mo the Inglish of steamers. 
Now, I say it is simply a que stion whether you 
shall abandon this line entirely or whether you 
it where ite stand. and a vote for 
the amendment of the Senator from Michigan 
18 equiv to the 
entirely. 


Mr. CHANDLER. 
assumed here, 
that the 
this line. 
more 
line than we 


ly lines 


shall put an 


aleut to a vote abandon line 
Mr. President, it is 
1 kuow not on what authority, 
Brazilian Government will abandon 

The Brazilian Government is far 
ted the continuance of this 
are. We purchase $30,000,000 
worth of coffee per arnum from Brazil, and 
pay in coin over twenty-five millions of that 
amount. Certainly it for the interest of 


intere mn 


1S 


Brazil, if it is for the interest of the United 
States, to continue the line. 
I notice that parties who apply here for 


subsidies are not generally disinterested par- 
ties. They generally have an interest, a per- 
pecuniary, private interest, and they 
represent their case in the strongest possible 
light for that individual interest. If $800,000 
is not enough for doubling the service of this 
line, then I say let the line stop. 
not vote another dollar more than to double 
the amount; and if it is not to the interest of 
Brazil to continue the line, it is not 
interest, and let us save the whole amount 
that case. 
The VICK 


tion 


sonal, 


in 


PRESIDENT. 


The first ques- 


1s 


on striking out of the committee’s 
amendment ** $45,000” and inserting ** $300,- 
QO.’ If that should prevail, the next ques- 


>the amendment of 
the committee as amended, as a substitute for 
the proposition of House bill, which 
S 150.000, 


tion will be on agreeing t 


the is 


existing contracts. 
Mr. MORTON, If this line that has now 
been established and subsidized for eight 


years is just as helpless as it was in the begin- 
ning, notwithstanding the vast increase of com- 
merce between Brazil and the United States, 
notwithstanding the vast increase necessarily 
of the passenger between the two 
countries, if it is as helpless now as it was in 
the beginning, 
same rate to keep it alive, and is making no 
profits, as we are told, there is something rad- 
ically wrong. So far as the increase of mail 
facilities is concerned, | regard that as a mere 
excuse for giving the subsidy; and that is all 
it is in the case of the Pacific mail line. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on the amendment of my colleague 
reducing the amount. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 33, nays 15; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Buckingham, ' 
Carpenter, Chandler, Cooper, Davis of W est \ ir- 
rinia, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, 
Mlanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, Hitcheock, Johnston, 
Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Morrillot Vermont, Mor- 
ton, Norwood, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pratt, Saulsbury, 
Scott, Sherman, Spencer, Sumner, Trumbull, Vick- 
ers, and Wright—33. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Casserly, Cole, 
Conkling, Cragin, Fenton, Hamlin, Logan, Nye, 
Ramsey, Sawyer, Stewart, West, and Windom—15. 

ABSEN T—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Blair, Bore- 


business 


Caldwell, Cameron, 


man, Brownlow, Clayton, Corbett, Davis of Ken- 
tucky, Edmunds, Hamilton of Maryland, Hill, 
Howe, Kellogg, Kelly, Patterson, Pool, Kansom, 


Rice, Robertson, Schurs, Sprague, Stevenson, Stock- 
ton, Thurman, Tipton, and W ilson—26, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


I would | 


for our | 


with conditions according to the | 


and must be subsidized at the | 


Mr. WINDOM. 
in order, to withdraw the amendment of the 
committee my own. ‘The fact is that the 
service cannot be performed for that sum, and 
there is no necessity to make the appropria- 
tion, I there fore desire to withdraw the whole 
amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Minnesota, stating that as the clause is 
amended this cannot be performed, 


and 


service 


| 


I ask leave now, if it be | 


asks consent to wil haa the entire proposi- 


tion, so that the bill will stand $150,000 for 
the present year, as it came from the House. 

Mr. MORTON. IL hope consent will be 
given, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the Senator from Minnesota will 
withdraw the amendment, and the bili will 
stand at $150,000 as it came from the House. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
The Secretary will report the next clause of 
the buiil. 

‘The Chief Clerk read the next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations, which 
was in section five, line three, 
*© 34,749,001’? and insert ** $5,449,001 ;”’ 
as to make the clause read: 

That if the 
ment shall be insufticient to meet the ap propriations 
mude by this act, then the sum of $5,449,001, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the 
same is hereby appropriated, to be paid out of any 


money in the Treasury not otherwis seappropriated, 
to supply deficiencies in the revenue of the Post 


50 


Oflice Department for the year ending J une 30, 1873 
Mr. SAWYER. I bad supposed that sum 


was fixed in reference to the rest of the bill, 


to strike out | 


revenues of the Post Office Depart- | 


and that it was made to agree with the several | 


items in the bill. 
Mr. WINDOM. It has no reference what- 
ever to the steamship service. I will state 


the purpose of the committee in offering this | 


amendment. There is a standing appropria- 
tion of $700,000 for free matter, an appropri- 
ation made under the act of March 3, 1847, 
of $200,000, and another under the act of 
March 3, 1851, of $500,000 for services to be 
performed for the two Houses of Congress; in 
other words, for the transportation of tree mat- 
ter. This is a standing appropriation. There 


| are anumber of other standing appropriations, 


amounting in all to $163,000,000, which never 
come betore Congress for action. They are 
appropriated by « cts of Congress permanently. 
The committee deemed it advisable that all 


these appropriations, so far as it could con- | 


veniently be done, should every year be brought 
under the supervision of Congress; and the 
only object of this amendment is to get rid of 
the standing appropriation of $ 
is put in the Post Office De _partment by force 
of law without the action or supervision of 
Congress annually, and to appropriate the 
requisite sum annually instead. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I trust my friend from 
Minnesota will not make a statement that 
will constantly, before persons somewhat igno- 
rant of our financial management, be entirely 
misrepresented. When he says that there are 
$163,000,000 subject to permanent appropria- 
tions, | hope he will state that the main bulk 
of that is the item for interest on the public 


700,000 which | 





debt, and the actual aggregate of permanent | 
appropriations, aside from such matters, is only | 


about nine or ten million dollars. What are 
the items that make up the $163,000,000? 

Mr. WINDOM. ‘The items are quite nu- 
merous. ‘The Senator is right in saying that 
a portion of them are for interest, but the 
committee are of opinion that, so far as we 
can get rid of them, we should do so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. When the Senator is 
through with his five minutes, I will take pains 
to correct him, and state what are the real 
permanent appropriations. 

Mr. WINDOM. 
very many minutes on this subject. There is 
one standing specific appropriation of $2,750,- 


| 000 each half year for the expenses of collect- 
‘ing the revenue from customs, which never 


I do not desire to occupy | 


\ 
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comes under the supervision of Congress, 
There is a specific appropriation of $200,000 
annually for the purpose of providing arms 
and military equipments for the whole body 
of the militia of the United States. This has 
since 1808. It seems we 
have needed ever since 1808 about two hun- 
dred thousand dollarsevery year for distribut- 
ing arms to the militia, and no more one year 
than another, and no less. The re is another 
standing ap propriation of $10.000 annually 
tor providi ng ** against the fosthar decline and 
final extinction of the ¢ ¢ndian tribes adjoining 
our frontier settlements.’’ Nobody ever ex- 
amines this, it never comes under the super- 


vision of any committee; the attention of the 


| think that the policy is far better to serui 


country is never called to it. There are g 
great many other standing appropriations of 
the same kind. This was the first one which 
the committee thought could be appropriately 
acted upon, and the *y have designed to bring 
it to the notice of the Senate so as to have the 
sense of the Senate on that subject. 

My own judgment, and that of a majority 
of the comimnittee, is that it is far better that 
all these appropriations which can consistently 
be annually made should be brought under the 
annual actual supervision and serutiny of Con- 
gress. It makes no difference to the postal ser- 
vice whether this is a standing appropriation 
or made annually, I apprehend, and yet I do 
‘ize 
the items every year, and let the people ans 
the amounts we are appropriating, instead ¢ 
passing a statute that is to be filed away on the 
shelves appropriating millions on millions of 
money without ever going into the estimates, 
or ever appearing anywhere. It is infinitely 
better, in my judgment, that the people should 
know, that Congress should know each year 
what amount of money we appropriate. We 


| simply repeal in this amendment the standing 


appropriation, and make it annual hereafier 
so far as the Post Office Department is con- 
cerned. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I think 


there is another 


| reason why this appropriation should be re- 


Congress 
|| hundred thousand dollars would scarcely be 


pealed, inasmuch as by lapse of time it has 
grown to be grossly inadequate. Seven hun- 
dred thousand dollars was awarded twenty or 
thirty years ago to pay for the free matter of 
and the Departments. Thirty-five 


adequate now todo it. The sum being insuf:- 
ficient for this service, it is as well to repeal it 
entirely. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I simply rise to correct 
a statement which is sometimes seized on by 
the public press, and often perverted, in regard 
to our appropriations. ‘There are some per- 
manent appropriations, so ealled, but they are 


' annually laid upon our tables in the book of 


| estimates and pass before us every year. 
| us see what they are. 


Let 
The largest permanent 
appropriation is for interest on the public debt, 
amounting to $125,576,000. Then there is an 


| appropriation for the sinking fund, which is 


| 319,000. 


also a part of the public debt system, $29,- 


That makes an aggregate for the pub- 
lic debt of $155,000,000. The whole perma- 
nent appropriations amourt to $165,000,000. 
Deducting the public debt items there are per- 

manent appropriations of about ten million 
dollars, and that is all the permanent appro- 
priations, properly so called, that are made 
without being passed upon annually by Con- 
gress; and what are they? Seven hundred 
thousand dollars is the permanent appropria- 


| tion made for the benefit of the Post Office 


Department. Then, there are about four and 
a half millions for the payment of the ex- 
penses of collecting customs. There are about 
two and a half millions paid permanently by 
provisions in regard to the public debt for 
printing notes, &e. All these permanent 


appropriations are for matters indispensable, 
that are put in the form of permanent appro- 
priations because they affect the public credit, 
and that is the only reason. Every permanent 
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appropriati ion is one which more or less affects 
the credit of the Government. The wild state- 
ment that there are $165,000,000 paid annu- 
ally out of the Treasury of the United States 
withot ut undergoing the supervision of Con 
gress, is all bosh. They consist of appro- 

iations affecting the pub lie debt: interest, 
3125,000.000 ; sinking fund, $50,000,000 : 
=4.500.000 for collecting customs ; $2,500,000 
to pay for printing and other expenses of car- 
rying on the operations of the loan depart- 
ment; and the others are small matters re- 
lating to the arming of the militia $200,000 : 
year, and $700,000 tor the Post Otice De pe ae 
ment, and matters of that kind. 

Mr. WINDOM.  Lask the Senator whether 
he thinks the repeal of the $700,000 appro- 
priation to the Post Office Department would 
affect the credit of our Government? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Notatail. The amend- 
ment is right enough. I know that my hon- 
orable friend, when he got up here and stated 
that $165,000,000 were annually taken out of 
the Treasury without appropriation by Con- 
gress, in the nature of permanent appropri- 
ations, and that the people did not see what 
this $165,000,000 was being paid for, under- 
stood the matter perfectly ; but I was afraid 
that his remark would be seized upon in its 
general terms and perverted. 

Mr. WINDOM. Is it not strictly true? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is strictly true; but 
if he had added that the whole of this 
$165.000,000 was paid out in pursuance of 
law for interest on the public debt and for 
other items of a permanent character like 
those he names, $700,000 for the Post Office 
Department and other things, the whole of 
which is fixed by laws of a permanent char- 
acter,and not paid for objects that might pos- 
sibly be perverted to any other purpose, he 
would have prevented his remarks being mis- 
construed, I ouly make this statement to pre- 
vent the general observation made by him 
being misunderstood by the people at large. 
The whole of this fund of $165,000,000 con- 
sists of items for interest on the public debt 
or some other permanent provision, which for 
many years has been the subject of permanent 
appropriation by Congress. 

Mr. WINDOM. 1 am not convinced yet 
that we should repeal the standing appropria- 
tion to pay the interest on the public debt; 
but the only repeal which we now propose to 
make is of that which does not affect the 
interest on the public debt, and I think it would 
be good policy to cut down these permanent 
appropriations as low as we can. Iam not 
prepared to say that I should not vote for 
the other; but in stating the amount at 
$163,000,000 I did not mean to say that the 
money had been wasted or that any extra 
amount was appropriated, but only that so far 
as we could go, we thought it was true policy 
to bring it under the supervision of Congress, 

Mr. MORTON. Is it in order now to move 
an amendment as a substitute for the amend- 
ment we are considering ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend- 
ment under consideration is simply to change 
the amount from $4,749,001 to $5,449,001. 

Mr. MORTON. We have not got to the 
other proposition. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Not yet. The 

question is on the amendment changing the 
amount of the appropriation in line three of 
section five. 
_ Mr. CASSERLY. Does this amendment 
involve the question which was discussed be- 
tween the Senator from Ohio and the Senator 
from Minnesota a few moments ago ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
that comes up on the next amendment. This 
indirectly relates to that, not directly. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I desire to say a few 
words on the general question spoken of by 
those two Senators. The Senator from Ohio 
considered it necessary to reply to the Senator 
from Minnesota in order to repel any infer- 


ences that might be drawn from his statement. 
There was no question between them as to the 
matter of fact. The Senator from Ohio con- 
ceded what the Senator from Minnesota had 
stated, that $165,000,000 were paid out annu 
ally without passing through the forms of 
legislation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The permanent appro- 
priations. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Now, sir, I think that 
many will, like myself, be astonished to hear 
that. The Senator from Ohio rested his de- 
fense of such principle upon the general state- 
ment that those appropriations were of a class 
Whether 
that be a suflicient reason or not, | must ques- 
tion the accuracy of that Senator’s statement 
as to all the appropriations of which be spoke. 
The Senator, whose great knowledge on the 
subject makes it proper for me at least to 
listen to everything he says with attention and 
respect, has just informed us that four anda 
half millions are paid out annually without an 
appropriation by Congress made trom year to 
year for the expenses of collecting the cus- 
toms. In what way does that subject concern 
the publie credit? Is there any sanctity in 
regard to the customs service as distinguished 
from any other branch of the service of this 
| country? I should be very glad to see that 

whole system changed from first to last. 
| think, may be trusted to take care of 
the publie credit, and itis a very wholesome 
practice to bring under the observation and 
actual legislation of both Houses of Congress 
all the appropriations from year to year. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I willstate that the whole 
of the permanent appropriations, except about 
ten millions, is covered by what is called the 
original loan act of February, 1862. That con- 
tains a specific pledge of the customs to secure 
the payment of the interest on the public debt 
and asinking fund of one per cent. per annum, 
and it is under that law, passed during the war 
by the unanimous consent of every member 
| of the Senate, that the customs receipts are 

pledged specifically to the payment of the 
interest and principal of the public debt. <A 
permanent ap propriation is made of that fund 
to the extent of the amount of the interest of 
the public debt and one per cent of the prin- 
| cipal as a sinking fund, ‘That is the only per- 
manent appropriation of any character that I 
know of which it is absolutely necessary to 
keep up as a permanent appropriat ion, because 
that is part of the stipulation on which our 
bonds were issued. 
I agree myself, so far as the other items of 
| appropriation of a permanent character are 
concerned, that it would be just as well to have 
them made annually like the appropriations 
| to pay the salaries of judges and members of 
Congress; but it has been a matter of con- 
venience to allow these funds to remain as 
permanent anyones ations. Tor instance, the 
appropriation of $200,000 for arming the 
militia has, ever since the foundation of the 
Government, been of a permanent 7 er, 
and arms annually distributed under it. The 
appropriation for the Post Office De “ artment 
has been in force ever since the first authori ity 
to frank documents was conferred, and was 
given in lieu of the privilege conferred upon 
members of Congress to frank documents. I 
think the amount is $700,000. ‘The perma- 
nent appropriation for the expense of collect 
ing customs was first made I think in 1855, at 
any rate while | wasa member of the House 
of Representatives, and attention was called 
to it, and it was then made as a permanent 
appropriation. 
| ‘There is no special reason why these appro- 
priations might not be carried in our annual 
appropriations. It would make no difference 
to the public service, because the expenditure 
of that money comes under the same supervis- 
ion, under the same scrutiny, goes through 
the same Auditors and Comptrollers as if it 
ii was in the annual appropriation bilis. The 


with respect to the public eredit. 
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appropriations of a permanent character are 
less than the amount needed, because there 
are in addition to the permanent appropria- 
tions of money, annual appropriations for the 
same purposes. So that the result would be, 
if we should repeal the permanent appropria 
tions, we should only have to increase our 
annual appropriations. 

But what I] rose to say was that the per- 
manent appropriation relative to the publie 
debt enters into our loan law and therefore 
must be maintained. To secure pledge the 
‘ustoms receipts are specifically set apart in 
the Treasury every year. Year by year, every 
dollar that is received is set apart to the ex 
tent of the interest on the publie debt 
sinking fund, 
sary to maintain that permanent appropria- 
tion. Itis a reason that applies only to that, 
l have the law here now and | will read it to 
the Senate. I read from the act of February 
25, 1862 


and the 
That is the reason it is neces- 


“That all duties on imported goods shall be paid 
in coin, or in notes payable on demand heretofore 
authorized to be issued and by law receivable in pay- 
ment of public dues, and the coin so paid shall be 
setapart as a special fund, and shall be applied as 
follows: 

* First, to the payment in coin of the interest on 
the bonds and notes of the United States, 

“Second, to the purchase or payment of one per 
cent. of the entire debt of the United States, to be 
made within each fiscal year atter the Ist day of 
July, 1862, which is to be set apart asasinking tund, 
and the interest of which shall in like manner be 
applied to the purchase or payment of the public 
debt as the Secretary of the Treasury shall from time 
to time direct 

‘Third, the residue thereof to 
Treasury of the United States.” 


So that the Senate will see 
fnith is pledged ever 


be paid into the 


that the public 
sinee the aet ot February 
25, 1862, that so much of this fund as is neces 
sary for the interest and the sinking fund shall 
be irredeemably pledged. 
matter of course, 


That pledge, as a 
the Senator from California 
would be as anxious to fulfill as any member 
of the Senate. 
CARPENTER. 
ator from Ohto one 
whether a statemer 


I wish to ask the Sen- 
question, and that is 
it of what are called per- 
manent appropriations does not annually ap- 
pear in the statement of the Treasury Depart- 
ment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The law requires them to 
be printed, and they are printed with the an- 
nual estimates, together with the laws which 
authorize them. 

Mr. CASSERLY. My idea is that it is 
most conducive to wholesome and intelligent 
legislation that all the appropriations should 
pass at regular short periods through the legis- 
lation of Congress, so that they shall pass 
under the eyes of members of Congress. The 
saying, ‘‘out of sight out of mind,’’ is pecu- 
liarly applicable to expenditures of money. 
Any system which withdraws from the con- 
stant supervision and the regular responsibility 
of both Houses of Congress the expenditures 
of the Government, is to that extent, in my 
judgment, a mischievous one. I agree to 
what the Senator has said in regard to the 
pledge of certain funds or certain means of 


the Government to the public debt. How is 
that pledge made? Made by a law. Is there 
any reason to believe that the Congresses 
which have succeeded the Congress which 


made that law are any the less reliable, any 
the less to be trusted in that respect ? 

Why should those appropriations be with- 
drawn from the legislation of Congress year 
after year? I present that as a question of 
wholesome and wise There 1S at 
least, according to my impression, one Govern 
ment in Kurope in which it is required as a 
matter of usage that all appro- 
priations should go through its Legislature 


legislation. 


immemorial 
every year. That is what | say should be the 
case here. Itis very little toobserve that this 
information may be found in Treasury state 
ments. How many read them? What we 


read and what we know about is the bills that 
ii pass through the body. 


It does seem to me 
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that there can be no injury possible to result 
to the public credit, and much good must flow 
to the economical and efficient administration 
of the Government, if all these appropriations 
were to pass through Congress annually. 


Mr. SPRAGUE. Mr. President, [ have 
but a wordto say, and it arises from the re- 
marks made by the Senator from Ohio. This 


ig an old subject with me—the fortifying of the 
public debt and making its influence para- 
mount beyond any other interest in this coun- 
try. The permanent appropriation for the 
payment of interest on the public debt is per- 
nicious, inasmuch as it is made in the interest 
of consolidated wealth. I would make that 
item of our political economy so anxious as 
to the condition of the country that they would 
study ine acts of Congress, the acts of partie 8, 
and see to it that our le gials ition was made in 
the interest of economy and common honesty. 
‘There is no patriotism at the present time like 
that which emanates from the pocket-book. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) The question is 
on the amendment as to the amount appro- 
priated in the fifth section, line three. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 


Appropriations was to add at the end of sec- 
tion five the following: 


And section twelve of the act approved March 3, 


1847, entitled “*“An act to establish certain post 
routes, and for other purposes: and section eight 
of the act approved March 3, 1851, entitled “*An act 


to reduce and modify the rates of postage in the 
United States, and for other purposes,”’ so far as said 
sections provide for specific permanent appropria- 
tions for carrying free matter in the mails for the 
several Departments and for members of Congress, 


be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 
Mr. MORTON. Before the vote is taken 
on that | wish to offer an amendment in the 


and I will state that if 
this _—— be adopted the standing appropri- 
ation of 
purpose. “The Senator from Minnesota says 
if is not now. 


nature of a substitute; 


Mr. RAMSEY. do not hear what the 
Senator says. 
Mr. MORTON. I say if my amendment 


should be adopted the standing appropriation 
of $700,000 will be adequate for the purpose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; we appropriate 
$4,000,000 in addition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Indiana will be read. 

‘The Cuier CLerk. It is proposed to strike 
out the clause moved to be inserted by the 
committee 
lieu of the words proposed to be s 
to insert: 


tricken out 


That theright to send matterthroughthe mails 
free by mewbers of Congress, commonly called the 
franking privilege, is hereby abolished, to take 
effect on the Ist day of January, 1873. 


Mr. CARPENTER. Is that amendment 
in order? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 


will state that the amendment offered by the 
committee pertains to free matter going 
through the mails, and the Chair would rule 
it to be in order. The question is on the 
amendmentof the Senator trom Indiana to the 
amendment. 

Nr. POMEROY. I make the point of 
order. The rule applies not to what may be 
germane to some amendment, but what may 
be germane to the bill. This thing may be 
germane to some amendment that may be 
pending, but not to the bill itself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Kansas has made a new point of order 
on this question. The Chair will not assume 


700,000 will be adequate for the | 


Mr. CONKLING. I think I will renew 
the point of order if I understand what it is. 
What is the amendment? 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be read by the Secretary, and then 
the Senator from New York will understand it. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations, and also the 
amendmentof Mr. Morron to the amendment. 

Mr. CONKLING. I withdraw the point 
of order. I thought it was a different amend- 
ment relating toa subsidy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. BAYARD. Ido not know that I have 
any particular objection to the abolition of 


| what is termed the franking privilege, by some 


from 


strange perversion of terms, the privilege so | 


called being popularly by what may be known 
as a vulgar error supposed to be a privilege 
in favor of members ot Congress; but I think 
the people of this country would further well 
understand the fact that the law which allows 
communications between members of Congress 
and their constituents, the law which allows 
the distribution of public documents, of seeds 
the Patent Office, and other 
provided by law for gratuitous and public dis- 
tribution, cannot be practically made efficient 
without the power given to members of Con- 
gress under their frank todistribute them, If 


any gentleman in the Senate who has looked | 
at this matter practically can say to us that | 


any method so cheap to the public, so eco- 
nomical for the distribution of public docu- 
ments and other matters of general and gra- 
tuitous distribution, to which I have referred, 
can be presented as that which permits them 
to pass under the franks of members of Con- 
gress, I wish he would rise in his place and 
state it. It is perfectly well known that the 
cost of mail routes and of mail carriage is not 
increased by this transmission of public doc- 
uments and the amount of other postal mat- 
ter franked by members of Congress. 
country pays as much for the transportation 
of a mail-bag empty or half full as it does 
for it totally full. Ihave seen a good many 


|| of the largest mail routes in this country; [ 
| have now and then been in mail cars, and I 


at the end of section five, and in | 


to settle it, but will submit the question to the 


Senate. 

Mr. POMEROY. I do not care enough 
about it to have it submitted to the Senate. 
I withdraw my point of order. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rule is | 


| the Senate for many days, and perhaps in the | 


never yet saw one filled; and yet the cost to | 


the Government would be no greater to send 
them filled than to send them half full or less 
than that, as they now run. 

I know that a year or two ago the Post- 
master General of the United States under- 
took to get up a little cheap glory for himself 
and his Department by sending at public ex- 
pense, without authority of law, a great num- 
ber of petitions, the signatures to whicn were 
procured by the post office officials throughout 
the country, for the abolition of this privilege 
so called. It was considered by Congress, 
reported upon by committee, and the time of 


aggregate for many wee ks, was devoted to the 
consideration of this question; but for one 
reason or another the measure failed to receive 


| its approval. 


I think, without meaning to reflect upon the 
honorable Senator who offered this amend- 
ment, that there is something not very com- 
plimentary to the people in supposing that 
these cheap bids for popularity will in the end 
receive public approval. I doubt it. 


The || 


I shail | 
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ment of the Senator from Indiana be laid on 
the table. 

Mr. MORTON calied for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. BOREMAN. [rise to ask a question 
of the Chair in rerard to this ameudment, 


| whether it is in order to propose this amend. 


matters | 








_ vote against the proposition to abolish the | 


a little ambiguous, and the Chair would prefer ] 


its submission to the Senate. 


| franking privilege so called until some com- 


mittee shall elaborate a plan that shall be sub- 
mitted to the Senate to show that public doc- 
uments can be distributed and the real interests 
of the people of the country can be subserved 
by adopting some other system to take the place 
of the present system. 
cheap bid for popularity. For that reason | 
move that this amendment of the honorable 
|~Senator from Indiana be laid on the table. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 


|} ator from Delaware moves that the amend- 


I think it is rather a |! 


| bill by striking out the sixth section. 
| this motion upon two grounds; in the first 
| place, on account of the palpable injustice of 


ment to this bill under the rule we have 
adopted? It is to repeal a permanent law. | 
simply ask the decision of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
ruled that it was in order. 

Mr. BOREMAN,. I was not in. 
pardon of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to lay the amendment on the 
table. 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, 


resulted—yeas 28, nays 22; as follows: 


¥ EAS— Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Buckingham, Cald- 
well, Carpenter, Clayton, Cooper, Corbett, Cragin, 
Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, Gilbert, Gold- 
thwaite, Hitchcock, Johnston, Kelly, Logan, Nor- 
wood, Nye, Pomeroy, Rice, Sawyer, Spencer, Steven- 
son, Stewart, Vickers, West, and Windom—2s. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Boreman, Cameron, Cas- 
serly, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Fenton, Ferry of 
Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Hamilton of Tex 
Hamlin, Harlan, Morton, Pratt, 
Seott, Sherman, Sprague, 

ABSENT — Messrs. 


I beg 


Xas, 
Ramsey, Schurz, 
W ilson, and W right—22. 
Ames, Anthony, Brownlow, 


oven ef Kentucky, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Ham- 
/ 1iton 


_of Maryland, Hill, Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, 
Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Osborn, Pat- 
terson, Pool, Ransom, Robertson, Saulsbury, Stock- 
ton, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, and Trumbull—24. 

So the motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Committee 
on Appropriations to section five. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The Chief Clerk concluded the reading of 
the bill, the last section, section six, being in 
the following words: 


Src. 6. That if any person who has held an office 
in any executive Department of the Government, 
to which he was appointed, shall act as attorney, 
solicitor, or agent, in the prosecution of any claim 
against the United States in such Department, within 
two years after the date at which he ce: ased to be 
such oflicer, he shall be deemed guilty of a misde- 


| meanor, and on conviction in any court of the Uni- 


ted States having jurisdiction thereof, shall pay a 
fine not exceeding $5,000, or be imprisoned in the 
penitentiary not exceeding one year, or both, at the 
discretion of the court. 
Mr. CARPENTER. I move to amend the 


Il make 


such a provision, and in the second place, 
because of the glaring unconstitutionality of 
it. Ll should have more confidence in the 
unconstitutionality of it ; but it ison the other 


| ground that I hope to prevailhere. [ Laughter. ] 


The Supreme Court of the United States 
has decided that you cannot disfranchise a 
traitor by retroactive provision ; that the Legis- 
lature or the constitution-makers of a State 
cannot do it, because that is imposing a pua- 
ishment which is ex post facto under the Con- 
stitution of the United States. This section 
of the bill proposes to visit punishment upon 
a man who has had the misfortune to be a 
clerk in a Department, and who served in that 
capacity when the law pronounced no penalty 
upon him. It proposes now by retroaction to 
visit upon him disfranchisement for this service 
and to make it a penitentiary offense, or at all 
events amisdemeanor, to exercise the right of 
a citizen which he would be entitled to exer- 
cise but for having held an office as clerk, a 
thing entirely in the past, punishing it with 
consequences never hinted at when the thing 
was done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I amailittle surprised at 
the degree of zeal with which the Senate seems 
to take the striking out of this section. I do 


not know of any abuse in the Government 
(and we have heard of a great many, some of 
which were rather moon-shiny, though others 
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may have been more or less real) greater than 
this of having people who are employed in the 
Government relinquish their employment and 
turn right around and become the agents and 
attorneys of those who wish to get money out 
of the Treasury through that Department. 
More frauds have been committed and more 
wrong done to the people of the United States 
in that way, in my Opinion, than in any other 


way that has yet been mentioned at this ses- | 
sion of Congress respecting corrupt practices ; 


and as the law now stands, these corrupt prac- 
tices are such as the Departments are not 
responsible for. As the law now stands, they 
cannot prevent a man who has been a clerk 
yesterday in charge of a particular claim on a 
contract, if you please, in the Post Office 
Department, from to-day going to his fellow- 
clerks as the attorney of the man who has the 
claim, and by one influence and another get- 
ting them to pass the claim and get a warrant 
for it and draw it from the Treasury, The 
Chorpenning claim got its status and its start 
largely in that way. Other claims that 1 need 
not refer to, for which Congress would never 


appropriate without a very thorough investiga- | 


tion certainly, have been worked through the 
Departments in spite of all the skill and resist 


ance of the heads of them, where they could | 


be brought to their notice, by people who held 


ing around and becoming the attorneys for 
those who pretended to have claims against it. 

Why, sir, this idea of people employed in 
the Departments immediately turning around 
and becoming claim agents is just as bad in 
morals as it would be for an attorney to be my 


counsel to-day and to-morrow, in the very || 


same case, to turn up on the other side. Men 
may say that is a mere matter for lawyers, but 


I can tell you that even the common people | 
that we speak of sometimes, the body of the | 


country, the plain people, can understand how 
base it is and how wrong it is for a man who 


has been counsel upon one side to become | 


immediately counsel upon the other, or fora 
man who has been a judge even to become 
counselin the causein which he has been judge, 
and it is much more so in these Departments, 
where they are much more approachable than 
the judiciary are, of course. It would be a 
very improper thing for anybody to talk to a 
judge about a cause that was pending ; but in 
the Executive Departments it is not thought 
to be an improper thing for anybody to go 
and talk and use all the influence he can. 
Now, here is the head of a bureau to whom 
the Government has intrusted all the papers 


and affairs on its side of the controversy, to | 


whom it is known that particular clerks in 
that bureau may either from ignorance or 
from interest or some other cause be per- 
suaded to pass a claim which goes under their 
review which otherwise they would not. 


That | 


man retires from his three or four thousand | 


dollar position and comes up the next day 
as the attorney, having a contingent fee of 
$10,000, if you please; he goes right back 
into the Department, hunts up the proper clerk 
in that bureau, and uses his ae th upon 


him; I do not say always corruptly in the | 


sense of using money, but uses the influence 
which naturally could be exercised by a man 
of capacity upon people with whom he had 
been associated, and the first you know a 
claim which never ought to have been paid 
has taken its money out of the Treasury. 
This is a great abuse. It is an abuse that 


we have been trying in one way and another | 
Here | 


to stop for three or four or five years. 
18 an Opportunity to make one step. My hon- 
orable friend from Wisconsin says the Supreme 
Court have decided that you cannot prevent a 
traitor from practicing in the courts. That 
may be; but I think he will find it hard to 
prove that you cannot prevent a man who is 


in the employ of the Government, or has been, | 
from having the run of the Departments and | 





| get back. 


| end of his influence. 


Departments—they are not judicial tribunals ; 
they are our own Departments—and making 
use of the influence, the knowledge that he has 
obtained when he has been receiving our money 
to get money out of the pockets of the people. 
‘Therefore, Mr. President, I hope that the 
Senate will notstrike out this section, but will 
stand to it and see that it shall not go out. 
Mr. CARPENTER. One word in reply. 
In the first place, the Senator’s remarks pro- 
ceed upon the ground that these men, after 
they go out of a Department are going to carry 


they will manage the Department when they 


when he said that politicians are not sunflow- 
ers; they do not turn to their God when He 
sets the same look they gave when He rose. 
Whena man who has occupied a place in some 
bureau in a Departmentis once out, that is the 
The man who can influ- 
ence the Department is the man that is just 
coming in, not the man who has just gone out. 

But the Senator says, also. he may have in- 


Mr. Webster covered that ground | 
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| 


formation which will enable him to get a claim | 


through. If he has information which 


| enable him to get a claim through, always 
supposing that there are honest men left in | 


the Department to pass upon it, then the facts 


| of the case ought to put it through; andthe 
confidential relations to the Government turn- 


idea that we should prevent an allowance of 


will | 


claim if the facts of the case call for its allow- | 


ance, proceeds on the ground that the Gov- 


ernment in dealing with its citizen is just like | 


a litigant wrangling and quarreling with an 
opposite party. By no means. 
ment stands as guardian over the citizen. The 
Government is bound to protect the citizen, 


| not beat him if it can by chicanery, by sup- 


| rascal. 


pression of fact, by destruction of testimony. 
if I have a claim before any one of these De- 
partments, and the testimony is on file show- 
ing that I am entitled to it, the man who con- 
ceals it, being a clerk in the Department, is a 


| after he gets out, itis a premium for putting 
| him out, and a good end is accomplished. 


Another great objection to this is that you 
visit this penalty on men ex post facto. If you 


| choose to pass a law in the future, then ifa 








man accepts the position of clerk in a Depart- 
ment, he knows the penalty attached to it, he 


The Govern- | 


knows the disfranchisement ; but you are vis- | 


iting now upon a man who may perhaps have 
been in a Department but for some brief space, 
thirty days, this extreme penalty. 

Again, a man who has held the humblest 
position inthe Internal Revenue Bureau is dis- 
franchised from prosecuting any claim relating 
to or concerning foreign customs because it 
comes under the same Department; he cannot 
prosecute a claim fora light-house keeper on 
Lake Michigan; he cannot do anything in the 
whole Treasury Department. The section is 
unjust. That it is unconstitutional seems to 
me too plain a thing to talk about; however, 
I do not regard that as of any particular con- 
sequence. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Before the question is taken 
on striking out the section, | move to amend 
it. It now reads, ‘‘that if any person who 


has held office in any executive ollice of the | 


Government.’’ I move to insert after the 
word ‘‘executive’’ the words ‘* or legislative,”’ 
and after the word ‘‘ appointed,”’ in line three, 
to insert the words ‘‘ or elected,’’ and imme- 
diately after the word ‘‘shali,’’ in the same 
line, to insert ‘‘ hereafter ;’’ so that it will read: 

“That if any person who has held an office in 
any executive or legislative department of the Gov- 
ernment to which he was appointed or elected shall 
hereafter act as attorney, solicitor, or agent in 
the prosecution of any claim against the United 
States,” X&e. 


The object of my amendment is to have the 


section apply to members of Congress as well | 


| or bills, or anything of that sort. 
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tive officers, there is very great propriety in 
applying it to members of Congress as well. 

Mr. CASSERKLY. Lask to have that amend- 
ment read; it seems to me that a few words 
more would make it all the Senator from lowa 
desires. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. 
WRIGHT 

Mr. CASSERLY. The objection to this 
section, that it is retrospective in its effects, 
seems to mea strong one. Iam in favor of 


| the general policy of forbidding officials in 
with them such an overriding influence that |! 


the Executive Departments or ex members of 
Congress from using the advantages which they 
have gained either in their office or in their 
place as member of Congress to push claims, 
The whole 
system is evil to the last degree. ‘lhe influ- 
ences which it brings about the Capitol and 
the Departments of the Government are not 
good. If there be anything in our power to 
restore the primitive simplicity and honesty of 
the Government in any of those particulars, 
we ought to do it. But I think there is great 
objection to making the section retrospective, 
Therefore | had drawn an amendment to which 
I crave the attention of the Senator from Jowa. 
Itis to strike out the words ‘‘has held’’ in 
the first line, and insert the words ** shall here- 
after hold ;’’ so as to read: 


That if any person who shall hereafter hold an 
office in any executive Department of the Govern- 


| ment to which he was appointed, shail, after he has 


ceased to hold such office, act as attorney, solicitor, 
or agent, Xc. 


My friend in front of me [Mr. Scorr] sug- 
gests that as the law now stands, being a 
penal law, it may well be construed to operate 


| only upon those persons who are in office at 


this moment. In that point of view also I 
think my amendment is desirable. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I suggest to the Senator 
from California to add, then, ‘‘ who now holds 
or who shall hereafter hold,’’ so as to save 


‘ 1 | all possible question touching those who arein. 
If he will have any more influence || 


Mr. CARPENTER. 


I want to suggest to 


| my friend from California that that does not 


| obviate the difficulty. You cannot pass a 
law saying that a man who is now smoking a 
cigar shall be fined fifty dollars any more than 
you can pass a law that the man who smoked 
yesterday shall be fined fifty dollars. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Can you not provide 
that if a man now smoking a cigar commits 
| murder to-morrow he shall pay a tine ? 

Mr. CARPENTER. But your amendment 
would apply it to those who are now in office, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If they do not like it, let 
them step out before this becomes the law. 

Mr. CARPENTER. But suppose they are 
not willing to submit to it, and have not notice 
in time to get out. They could not imagine 
that such a law would be passed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is pretty difficult to get 
out of office, it is true, by your own confession. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I think the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont would be open 
to the objection that it is substantially retro- 

spective, because to say to a man who this 
| moment holds an office that if hereafter he 
shall do something which is innocent at this 
time, or at least not open to penal statutes, 
| does practically make your act retrospective, 
and in the case of a penal act that is especially 
objectionable and probably unconstitutional, 
as the Senator from Wisconsin has suggested. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I would suggest 
an amendment, ‘‘ that if any person shall, 
thirty days after the passage of this act,’’ &c. 
That would give them an opportunity to get 
out. I really do not think that the section is 
subject to the criticism of being an ex post 
facto law. We all know that so far as trea- 
son was concerned that was in the nature of 
| a punishment, and therefore was declared to 

be unconstitutional; but this isa mere qual- 





as those who have served in the Executive || ification for office. 


Departments, and make it prospective, apply- 
ing to those who shall hereafter act. i 


I think || me to ask him a question? 


Mr. CARPENTER, Will my friend allow 


What is the dif. 


going into the Departments, which are our || if this section is proper as applied to execu- |i ference between saying that a man shall not 





dLLO 


practice in the S iprem » Court and saying that 
he hail not prac ein the Depart nents, so 
far as re is the quest roof puouishment? 

Mr. FRIELINGHUYSEN. Ido not know 
that thers i i the pol 

Mr. CARPENTER | W the 
Suprenmy G eal led 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. So far as treason 
is concerned, | understand that preve niing a 
person who was guilty of treason was directly 
a punishment, his is merely prescribing 
what hall be a di qua ification for oltlice. j 
take it that we should have a pertect right to 
provide that a man should not practice unless 
he was learned in the law. I take it we should 
have a perfect rightto provide that a man who 
had been an attorney in a case should not in 
that ca ulterward be the attorney of the 


other party, which is 
amounts bo. 
office, and not a punishment 
my Opinion, not ex 
I Can see pt 
held these 
the de a" of 


about what this provision 
of 
in 


ution 
; therefore, 


lt is a mere disqualifies 


post facto, 

reat objections to persons who have 
positie familiar with 
holding the position 


ms and become 


the oflice, 


of attorney, not that we want to couceal facts 
or the truth as it exists in the records, but 
one familiar with those records may know one 


fact in favor ofhis client, he may know another 


fact that if disclosed would make the Govern 
ment right, and he takes a partial view of the 

whole subject, so as to put the Government in 
the wrong and hisclientinthe right. This act, 
with the amendment suggested that it should 
only operate in the future, | think is a salu 
tary and good law. 

Mr. NY K. I hope, sir, that the section 
will be stricken out even if the amendment 


should prevail. We have reached that happy 
period now in our political history when we 
have acivil service system in partial operation 


and soon to be in full operation. I ama little 


unwilling on the back of that to say that it 
makes # man’s character questionable for 
integrity to take a position in the national 
employment of this country. I am a little 


slow to say that if I go into any Department 


and acquire a knowledge which enabies me to 
perform duties that others 
that 
shall 


might the 


cannot perform by 
hich [ have accumulated, I 
a penalty if | use it. As well 
ble Senator trom New Jersey 
impose a penalty that if a man took a position 
in the Post Office Department, he should 
remain in prison thereatier when he left it tl 
the records and roll 
which familiar 


knowledge W 
mecur 
honora 


and remembrances with 
were forgotten. Ido 
not suppose that it hurts a man’s character to 
be a clerk, and | am unwilling legislate 
upon the supposition that it does. I would 
not chain these young men for 
years. I like a man who has 
get ot 
once there, you propose to say to him, 
minute you step aside from that, 
years you shall not exercise 
knowle dge you have obi aine "id 

Mr. F KK LINGHUYSEN I call attention 
to the fact thatit isonly ‘tin such Dep artment. 

Mr. NYE. Suppose the clerk wants to be 
a dishonest man, can he not go to my friend 
from New Jersey, who is an astute and keen 
lawyer, and tell him all he knows himself? 
On every hand he will find lawyers that want 
retainers; but if he 
gate an Lonest claim, 
knowledge there is a 
penalty. Sir, I hope that character of legis- 
lation will not be adopted. 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senator from Nevada has 
just called attention to one feature of this pro 


he was 


down two 


out one ol 


these Departments; but 
‘* The 
for two long 
in any way the 


himself to investi- 
and avail himself of the 
he has thus 


wants 


obtained, 


vision which has struck me as showing that it 
If we intead to remedy 
this evil, the section ought to impose a penaliy 
upon oficer of a Department who com- 
municates information he may acquire in it to 
any person who may of it. It will 
be very any law which would 
pracucally accomplish that result. But there 


does not go tar enough. 
an 


make use 
difficult to frame 
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pluck enough to | 


ig another objection to this section as it stands 
to which I wish to call attention. The primary 
intention or object of the section is to prevent 


who in 


persons have been 1e Dey irtinents 
from making use of the knowledge they ac- 
quire there to enlorce money claims against 
the Government. But as the section stands I 

ibmit that it will do far more than that. The 
language is ‘fin the prosecution of any claim 
against the United States.’’ If it were ** any 
claim to recover money against the United 
States,’’ it would be reaching the object sought 


to be attained, but | submit nowthat the lan- 
stands would a man who 


had been in one of the Departments from ap- 


guage as it prevent 


pearing there in contest between two private 
citizens claiming a patent from the United 
States ; it would prevent him from appearing in 
the Patent Ollice where there were two con- 


testants both asking a patent from the United 
States, because although it is not a money de- 
mand, it is in the form of a claim against the 
United States. I take it that this language 
would go so far as to debar an attorney or 
agent who had formerly been in the Depart- 
ment from appearing in either of these cases. 
Certainly if the section is to be amended so as 
to make it prospective only, it ought also to 
be amended so as to confine this provision to 
the prosecution of claims to recover money 
against the United States. 

1 am not sure but that it is open to the ob- 
jection which has been urged by the Senator 
from Wisconsin, although | am willing to go 
as far as anybody can to prevent the scandals 
which have heretofore arisen from persons 
making use of the knowledge acquired in ofli- 
cial positions to revive claims against the Gov- 
ernment and also to enforce them. I shall at 
the proper time offer an amendment to insert 
the words ** to recover money’’ atter the word 
‘*claims,’’ for the purpose of meeting one of 
the objections which | have made. 

Mr. MORTON. I think this section is too 
broad as it stands, and interferes too much 
with private rights, and I shall vote to strike 
it Out unless it is very materially amended. 
It is an abuse to allow a man who has been 
employed in one of the Departments to resign 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


. The Chair 
hears no objection, and the amendment wi}! 
be so modified. 


Mr. NY. I ask the honorable Senator 
why he does not include in that the judiciary ? 
Executive and legislative officers are include d. 
Now, why not include the judicial de partment 
Why should the Attorney ‘Ge neral turn around 
and take up employments against the United 
States? 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not a judicial 


office ; it is an executive office. 

Mr. NYE. I say any branch of the Goy- 
ernment. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I have only to say to the 


Senator from Nevada that | propose to go 
thus far, and if he desires to go further he can 
move an amendment. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I suggest to the Senator 
from Iowa that members of Congress are now 
prohibited under heavy penalties from prose- 
cuting claims before the Departments, as [ 
understand. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
after they go out. 

The PRESLIDIN 


This relates to two years 


YG OFFICER, 


The ques- 


‘| tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 


lowa to the sixth section. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion now is on the motion of the Senator trom 
Wisconsin, to strike out the sixth section of 
the bill as amended. 

Mr. CARPENTER and Mr. EDMUNDS 
called for the yeas and nays; and they were 
ordered. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Is it the opinion of the 
Senator from Wisconsin that no amendment 
of this section would make it acceptable to 


| him? 


Mr. CARPENTER. 


I have not heard any 


| suggested yet that meets the objections [ have 
l] to it. 


or otherwise go out and use the knowledge he || 


has there acquired in enforcing claims against 
the United States. But there ought to be 
some limitation to this restriction. The pro- 
hibition against his practice should be con- 
fined to that particular bureau or that par- 
ticular sphere of duties in which he was 
employed and in regard to which he obtained 
particular knowledge. 

Is there any sense in saying that a man 
who has been employed in the Patent Office 
shall not be allowed to practice before the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office or 
the Commissioner of Pensions, or any other 
bureau or any other officer in that Department 
not connected with that class of duties upon 
which he was employed? It seems to me not; 
and unless the section can be so amended as 
to confine the prohibition to the abuse I shall 
vote against it. Suppose a man is employed 
in the dead-letter oilice of the Post Othice 


Department, is there any sense in saying that | 


he shall not practice before the Post Olfice 
Department in other respects in regard to 
matters not connected with the dead-letter 
office? There would be no sense in that; it 
would be an interference with private rights 
without any cause whatever. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator irom 
lowa. 

Mr. WRIGHT. 
amendment. Instead of ‘‘ executive or judi- 
cial’’ I propose to strike out the word ** has,”’ 
in the first line, and insert **shall have been a 
member of Congress or who shall have ;"’ 
as to read: 


ber of Congress or who shall bave held any office in 


\j any executive department of the Government, &c. 


Allow me to modify that | 


SO | 


That if any person who shall have been a mem- || 


Mr. CASSERLY. It seems to me that if 
the Senator desires, in the view I have, to 
suppress or check the evils we see around us 
every day, and which are increasing from one 
day to another by reason of the peculiar facil- 
ities enjoyed by ex-members of Congress and 
ex-officers of the Departments in prosecuting 

claims of private advantage to the detriment 

of the public good, I think—and [ am sure he 
must feel as I do about that—he would be 
willing to allow an effort to be made to put 
this section in such a shape that he can 
accept it. 


Mr. BAYARD. 


Would it be in order at 


| this time to offer a substitute for this section? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It would be. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask the Senator from 
Wisconsin to withdraw his motion and let the 
Clerk report my substitute. 

Mr. CARPENTER. | suppose the Senator 
has a right to perfect the section before the 
vote is taken on striking it out. 

Mr- BAYARD. I understood the motion 
of the Senator from Wisconsin to be to strike 


_ out the wtole section, and [ ask him to with- 


draw that to enable me to offer a substitute. 

Mr. CARPENTER. That would be in order 
by way of perfecting the section without reg: ard 
to my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
has so ruled. 

Mr. BAYARD. 
be read. 


The Chief Clerk 


I ask that my amendment 


read the amendment, 


| which was to strike out all of the section after 


the word ‘‘that,’’ in the first line, and to in- 
sert: 


From and after the passage of this act, any person 
who shall hold any office in any executive depart- 
ment of the Government shall not act as attorney or 
agentin the prosecution of any claim agains t the 
United States in any executive department in which 
he shall have held such office for the period of two 
years after he shall have ceased to be such oicer 


Mr. BAYARD. 


The object proposed to be 


reached in that substitute tor the section is in 
\| the first place to secure the absence of this 








oO 


O 


S$ 
1e 


g 
it 
1e 


nh 


43) 


2 Y 


rd 


yn 


or 
ne 
ch 
vO 


e 
in 
is 


1872. 


; ; , ae 
very heavy penalty for such attempted action. | certainly could not go in and assail it. 


‘The great cure for the dishonesty and undue | 


and improper influences which this section 
seeks to correct after all will be found in the 
‘ntegrity and intelligence of the olficers of the 
Departments. It seems to me it is quite 
enough for Congress to indicate to these offi- 
cials by a law of this kind that persons who 
hold office in Executive Departments shall 
not, for two years after the expiration of their 
term, be permitted to act as solicitors, attor- 
neys, or agents in those Departments. If 
Congress declares, as it will if this amend- 
ment be adopted, that such person sball not 
hereafier act as attorney, agent, or solicitor 
in any Department, that is sufficient to pre- 
vent 1t being done. I deprecate this con- 
tinual addition of crimes and penalties to our 
laws. Itis quite enough, it seems to me, to 
indicate to our officials that a certain class of 
people are, from high motives of public policy, 
to be excluded from using their personal in- 
fluence and using the information which they 
have gained while in the employ of the Gov- 
ernment for the purpose of furthering their pri- 
vate interests. If that fact be made known to 
the officers of our Departments, surely it will 
be suflicient to accomplish the exclusion of 


the class of persons who are here referred to | 


without having this repetition of fines and 
penalties for attempting to act. They cannot 
act if this substitute is adopted, and it is not 


prospective in its character, which meets the | 


objection, which I think is a sound one, of 
my friend from Wisconsin. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
from Delaware a question ? 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He says they cannot act 
if they are told they ought not to. Suppose 
they should happen to act; what then? Does 
he propose to let them act as violators of the 
law without punishment ? 

Mr. BAYARD. Well, Mr. President, I do 
not think violations of a law of this kind are 
to be presumed or expected. It would be 
well known that au ollicial who permitted 
one of this proscribed class of persons to act 
as attorney. agent, or solicitor in his Depart- 
ment would be very apt to lose his official 
head. That would be perfectly well under- 
stood, and I cannot imagine either that the 


person would attempt to act or that the official || 


would permit him to act in the face of a law 
of this kind, and I had rather, I confess, see 
the law obeyed in that way than to have this 
eternal reliance upon penalties and punish- 
ments as the only means of securing obedi- 
ence, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
argument. 


Mr. STOCKTON. 


That is a very millennial 


May I ask my friend 


I regret very much to | 


differ with gentlemen for whom [ have so | 


high a regard as the gentlemen who sit on 
my right, (Mr. Bayarp and Mr. Casserty.] 
and | have not risen to discuss this ques- 


tion, but | deem it my duty to express on | 


this occasion my uiter and entire dissent to 
the whole of this section. Why the Govern- 
ment of the United States finds it necessary 
to put pains and penalties upon any man 
who seeks to make a living by practicing 
his business or profession, and cannot make 
it any other way, | do not understand ; and 
itis avery bad principle to admit that that 
can be done or may be done. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was about to ask my 
honorable friend a question with his permis- 


sion in reference to what he says about the | 


honor of the Government; whether he would 
be willing to repeal the existing laws which 
prohibit a member of Congress from prac- 
ticing before the Departments ? 

Mr. StOCKTON. Certainly not as long 
as he is a member of Congress. 


That ex- | 


clusion is founded upon public policy. Every | 
member of Congress and every Senator is a | 


natural guardian of the Treasury. It is his 
business to defend it, to protect it, and he 


ji one of the latter kind. 


That 
is perfectly plain. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But my friend will see it 
interferes with the private operations of that 
wember of Congress in the meantime, and his 
argument went to the point that it was very 
improper to interfere with the right of a citi 
zen to do what he had a mind to, and a man 
ought not to be deprived of his rights as a citi- 
zen because, as the best citizen in a particular 
district or State, he has been elected to office. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I differ with the honor- 
able Senator from Vermont as to how far my 
argument went. It went to this extent: that 
you had no right to put pains and penalties 


| upon aman because he had been a member 


of Congress. You have a right to see that he 
behaves himself under the Constitution as a 
member of Congress while he is in Congress; 
but you cannot disqualify him, you cannot put 
disabilities on him because he is a member 
of Congress, There is nothing degrading in 
being a member of Congress. It is not so 
degrading that a man should be all the rest 
of his life, or for two years, or any other time 
supposed incapable of doing the business that 
his fellow-citizens do. Suppose we were to 
pass a law that any man who had ever been a 
member of Congress should not for two years 
thereafter be allowed to practice his profes- 
sion in any court of the United States; sup- 
pose, in other words, without wearying my 
imagination to seek for further suppositions, 
you would put any other disability on him, 
would that be right? You may say it is con- 
stitutional. Ido not want to go into as close 
an argument as that; and yet when the Con- 
stitution says that members of Congress shall 
be chosen in such and such a way and under 
such and such circumstances, | doubt very 
much whether it is not running the line very 
close to pass a law saying that a man has got 
to suffer any disability for being so chosen. 
I rose, Mr. President, simply to suggest this 
idea. 1 have no wish to argue it. 1 regret 
very much to differ with gentlemen so learned 
in the law; and if they have thought over the 
subject carefully, | have no doubt | must be 
in error, but | recollect distinctly when I was 
upon the Committee on Appropriations, this 
question came up and [ saw the evil of it. I 
admitted the evil; I would gladly seek a 
remedy; but the remedy is in the Department 
itself. There ought to be no secret in a 
Department, the publication of which or the 
knowledge of which can endanger, under any 
proper and fair system, the public Treasury. 


| it must be protected by the virtue, the hon- 


esty, and the character of the men who are 
placed atthe headsof the Departments. I do 
not mean to say that they are not so now; but 
place such men there, and one after the other, 
step after step, you will find gradually all the 
men under them will become just as pure. It 
is a matter of imitation. The example of pub 
lic virtue in the heads of Departments, from 
the highest office in our Government to the 
lowest, will always be followed by the employés 
as well as by the people of the country. It is 
a matter of tone; itis a matter of character; 
itis a matter of honor. ‘There is nothing else 
in the world that can protect your Treasury. 
To pass a provision of this kind, it seems to 
me, is an admission of the impossibility of 
having proper integrity in our Departments, 
which I do not believe. In addition to that, 
I say if itis not unconstitutional, it is a con- 


| tinuation of that long-continued system of 


| more or less tyranuous. 
|| is that it is necessary for the preservation of 


unnecessary police interference with the indi- 
vidual liberty of the citizens, which is always 
Its only justification 


the public good and the public Treasury. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. ‘There isno credit in any 
man who repudiates his debts. ‘That is a self- 
evident proposition. He does so when he in 
any way conceals an error or mistake in his 
credit accounts. ‘he measure before us is 
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| sented ; 


| no difference. 


and publicity given to the transaction. 


| heard 


dl1l 


owes, let the Government pay, and let all the 
facts favorable to the claimant be open to his 
agent and to the public. Itis a question of 
national repudiation or common honesty. [ 
favor the latter, and shall vote for eX} unging 
the sixth section. A clerkship in Washington 
under the Government is the most dwarfing to 
the clerk of any in the United States. 1 
would vote for any proposition that would 
tempt him from such employment. If he can 
gain a more independent livelihood by the use 
of the knowledge which he acquired in Gov- 


ernment employ that would tempt him out of 


it, one person ut least would be saved fromm its 
pernicious influences. 

Mr. STEWART. There may be evils that 
are aimed at by this section, but this section 
does not reach the main evil in the Depart- 
ments. There ought to be a system of prac- 
tice there by which both sides can be heard, 
You ought to stop ex parte applications and 
hearings affecting private rights, or affecting 
the rights of the Government, require notice 
to be given, and bave both parties repre- 
have the Government represented 
when there is only one antagonist, and when 
several are interested have them all present. 
If you would provide that there should be no 
more ex parte practice in any Department in 
any case, then there would be no need of this 
provision. ‘Then if the attorneys should pos- 
sess information obtained in this way, if the 
Government were represented it would make 
We have now a Department of 
Justice, with a good many officers, and when- 
ever there is a controversy in a matter involy- 
ing certainly over five hundred dollars, or 
involving title to land, or involving franchises 
that ought to be heard in the Department, 
both sides should be present. 1 think it would 
be much better if the committee would direct 
their attention to having trials in such cases, 
not ex parte hearings where damages are done, 
where wrongs are committed; and then I do 
not think an ex-clerk of a Department would 
have any advantage over an able lawyer who 
took up the case. I do not think he would 
have any advantage over the Attorney Gen- 
eral or his representative. In every case of 
importance there ought to be some rule by 
which the claim may be properly scrutinized 
That 
would save miilions, and save private rights. 
Lhe great trouble in the Departments is the 
want of publicity in these transactions. Every 
question affecting private interests or affect- 
ing the rights of the United States should be 
publicly, and everybody should be 
heard in open court, so to speak ; anybody 
should be allowed to come in and hear the 


| ease; a day should be fixed for the hearing in 


all these controverted matters. Outside of 
that there is no business for any attorney or 
any agents about the Departments. ‘That 


| being secured, the ex-clerks would not be any 


more potent than anybody else. I suggust to 


| Senators to make it an offense for an oflicer 
| to communicate with them ex parle at all. 


That ought to be done. ‘That is the grand 
evil which should be stopped. Ido not think 
this section amounts to much striking at a par- 
ticular class. I do not think we are touching 
the real evil. ‘The real evil is ex parte prac- 
tice in the Departments. It is not the use of 
information obtained while he was in the 
Department by an ex-clerk, who has been 
turned out of office and has got no friends, 
but the ex parte practice of the Departments. 
We ought to require something like the prac- 
tice in the courts. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The ques- 


| tion is on the amendment offered by the Sen- 


ator from Delaware as a substitute for the 
section. 

‘The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The qu 
tion recurs on the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Wisconsin to strike out section 


If the Government |} six. 
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Mr. SCOTT. Is it in order to move to 
amend as I indicated, by inserting the words 
‘*to recover money,’’ in line four, after the 
word *' claim?’’ 

The PRESIDING 
order. 

Mr. SCOTT. I move, then, to insert those 
words, so that the clause will read : 


OFFICER. It 


is in 


That if any person who shall have been a mem- 
ber of Congress, or shall have held an office in any 
executive department of the Government to which 
he was appointed or elected, shall hereafter act as 
attorney, solicitor, or agent in the prosecution of 
any claim to recover money against the United 
States in such Department, within two years after 
the day at which he ceased to be such officer, &c. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
tor from Pennsylvania to offer this amend- 
ment with a special view to the Patent Office. 
That was the point that he made, that this sec- 
tion would prevent a member of Congress 
from arguing a case before the Commissioner 
of Pateuts. 

Mr. SCOTT. 

Mr. 


the one 


And the Land Office. 
EDMUNDS. The Patent Office was 

referred to. Now, as to the Patent 
Office, the law is plain. Members of Congress 
are not now prohibited from arguing causes 
there, because everything there is not a claim 
against the United States any more than a 
suit pending in the Supreme Court is. 
United States stands merely as the judge in 
a matter of interference or of grant between 
private parties; and so it has always been held 
that the existing law against members of Con- 
gress arguing causes did not apply there at 
all, for the Government had no interest in it; 
it was of no consequence to the Government 
which way the matter was decided. So it has 
been the practice ever since that law was 
passed, and before, for members of Congress 
who were counselors at law, as they might 
happen to be retained, to argue causes there 
just as they would in the Supreme Court. 
It does not fall within the mischief of the act 
of 1863, if that is the date of it, and does not 
fall within its letter, and therefore never has 
been held either in morals or law to fall within 
the condemnation of that act. So much for 
the Patent Office. So this amendment is 
entirely unnecessary as to that. 

When you come to the Land Office, I think 
it would be just as great an abuse for a mem- 
ber of Congress who bad put himself in rela- 
tions in the course of his duties, as members 
of Congress must with all these Departments 
in the course of his rightful duties in taking 
care of his constituents, with the Commissioner 
of the Land Office orthe heads of his bureaus ; 
it is just as much against just policy, and 
against the protection of the people, who have 
some rights as well as claimants, to allow a 
member of Congress, or a member of a De- 
partment, to undertake the land-grant busi- 
ness before the Commissioner of the Land 
Office as it would be to undertake the money 
business in the Treasury Department proper. 

| think this amendment ought not to be 
adopted for the reason that I have stated, that 
as far as it applies to the Patent Olfice it has 
no application at all, formembers of Congress 
may lawfully and morally practice there now ; 
in the other department, in the Land Office, 
which has been named, | think the mischief is 
just as great as it is in taking money out of the 
‘Treasury. 

Mr. SCOTT. 
guage of the act of Congress which prohibits 
members of Congress from practicing in any 
of the Departments in cases of claims against 
the Government. ‘The purpose of my amend- 
ment was simply toaccomplish the very thing 
which the Senator from Vermont says is the 


I do not remember the lan- | 


ruling of the Departments. I gave the Patent | 


Oltice and the Land Office simply as illustra- 
tions, not intending by any means to convey 
the idea that any member of a Department 
or any member of Congress might go there 


I understood the Sena- 


The | 
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arise in the Land Office, where A may claim 
a patent and B may claim a patent for the 
same land, a conflict of rights; the demand 
is in form for a patent from the United States ; 
it isa demand against the United States for a 
patent although private rights only are in- 
volved in the demand. Now, I wish to avoid 
the construction which might be put upon this 
act to debar a man from representing private 


"1 


rights of that character in such a contest in | 


the Patent Office or in the Land Office. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will my friend allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. CARPENTER. 


the Patent Office as anywhere else? 
Commissioner of Patents exempted trom influ- 
ence any more than the Commissioner of the 
Land Othce? Has he not as good a heart, 
as kind a feeling, and does he not sympathize 
with his friends just as much? If those qual- 
ities of the heart are objectionable to a man 


Why is it not just as | 
pernicious to allow that thing to be done in | 
Is the | 





The whole theory of justice is that both 
sides shall be heard. If you can break up the 
ex parte practices in the Departments you 
have reached the real evil. Where there is 4 
claim against the Government of any consid- 
erable amount, fix the amount, and say that 
the Attorney General shall be notified, and 
he shall be summoned there to argue the 
cause on behalf of the Government. it never 
should be heard ex parte under any circum- 
stances. If private rights are involved, the 
party should be notified, and the ex parte 
practice should be stopped. ‘There is where 
the evil is. If you pass this law, an honest 


|/man may do only routine business, but a 


in office,say so, and turn ail that class of men || 


out. 

Mr. SCOTT. 
the qualities of the heart or the head of the 
Commissioner of Patents or the Commissioner 
of the Land Office; but the fundamental idea 
of this legislation is to prevent parties who 
have been in the Departments from using the 


against the Government, not to deprive pri- 
vate parties of their knowledge, or the skill, 


| information they get there to enforce claims | 


man who isa rascal may go to his friend in 
the Department and make an arrangement 
with him, and then send his substitute to 
appear in the Department, because if he is bad 
enough and the othicer of the Department is 
bad enough to commit fraud on the Govern- 
ment, they are bad enough to meet on the 
outside and talk it over, and make arrange- 
ments for evading your law. You propose to 


| send a man to the State’s prison because you 
I am not discussing either || 


say if he is allowed to practice there he is 
liable to commit a fraud. I say if be has any 
desire to commit fraud there is no necessity 
for going into the Department to do it. He 


| can send somebody else there, and make his 


_ arrangements outside. 


or the evidence which may be in the posses- | 
sion of those parties to enable them to enforce | 
their rights. A private party is entitled to any | 


evidence that will defeat his adversary or en- 


| force his own claim, and what I wish here to 


do is not to permit this act to be so construed 


| as to drive these parties away from the advo- 
| cacy of the rights of private parties in these 


Departments. 

Mr. STEWART. I have been looking at 
this matter, and I cannot see how this section 
can possibly do any good in any event. I can- 


not see that there is anything in it that will | 


prevent any raseality atall. 1 wish to callthe 
attention of the Senator from Vermont to its 
language, because | am anxious to reach the 
same object that he is; but I do not think 
this amendment will reach it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If my friend will pardon 
me, it is almost now, as perfected by the Sena- 
tor from lowa, in terms like a bill reported 


of my friend, two or three years ago. 

Mr. STEWART. 1 may have assented to 
it, but on reflection I do not think it reaches 
any purpose. The object is to prevent collu- 
sion and fraud in the Departments. If a per- 
son is an honest man, and simply goes around 
attending to routine business and does not do 
anything wrong, you do not want to touch him 
and deprive him of his bread. If he is an 
honest wan, he will obey this law. If heisa 


| dishonest man, it will accomplish no good, for 


he will soon find out a very plain way to do 
the very same thing and evade your law. He 


' can go to his friend in the Department, if he 


has one, and he can make his arrangement 
outside, and can then send a most respectable 
looking man to make the formal application. 
This section will not prevent such things ai all. 
It will not drag such a transaction to light. 

l repeat, Mr. President, the great diificulty 
in the Departments, the great evil that has 
grown up, is these ex parte applications and 
hearings. I know of no case that has been 


_complained of in which the United States 


was interested where, if the Attorney Gen- 
eral had been notified and had been present, 
the thing would not have been stopped. 
Where the United States is not interested, 
for instance, with regard tu a patent for land, 
where there is a controversy, the most out- 
rageous injustice is done necessarily by the 


urging the land-grant business, and instancing | practice, even if the oflicers are ever so hon- 
a case in which a conflict of private rights might || est, of allowing ex parte hearings. 








——_— 





So I do not think 
this section will accomplish the purpose 
desired, but will only interfere with a set of 
men who are doing routine business. 

Mr. CRAGIN. Iam in favor of the object 
of this section of the bill. 1 wish to state a 
case that occurred in my recollection. Soon 


after 1 came to the Senate, say about seven 
| years ago, a New Hampshire man who had 


moved to one of the western States, and was 
some ten or a dozen years before that a post- 
master in a little town in New Hampshire, 
wrote me that he understood there was a bal- 
ance due him as postmaster, and that he wished 
me to goto the Department and ascertain and 
if possible get the money for him. I went up 
to the Post Office Department, and I found on 
inquiry that there were probably due to small 
postmasters who had gone out of office some 


| time previous, and fora long time previous, 


small balances; and some clerk in that De- 
partment, who had access to that information, 
had gathered up the names of these postmas- 
ters and the amounts due to each one of them, 


| and having gone out of the service, he wrote 
from the Judiciary Committee, with the assent || 


letters all over the country to these postmas- 


| ters, who never supposed they had a cent due 
| them, proposing, if they would put the busi- 


ness in his hands, to collect the amounts for a 
percentage, a large percentage. Of course it 


| was to the interest of the Government not to 
| voluntarily spread this information before the 


country. They paid each individual as he 


| applied. 


Mr. CARPENTER. I wish to ask my friend 
from New Hampshire if the Government was 
in any way injured or wronged by paying what 
its own books showed it owed? 

Mr. CRAGIN. Certainly not; but itis time 


-enough for an individual to pay sometimes 


when the account is presented to him. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Then the morality of 
that is, if the Government have got the books 
and the only information on the subject, and 


owe money to their citizens, they ought to con- 
| ceal that fact from the citizens. 


Mr. CRAGIN. Notatall. The individual 
has a right to come and demand his pay, and 
he will get it. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Bathe does not know it. 

Mr. CRAGIN. Then he is well enough off 
without. Here is another class of claims: 


during the war a large number of officers in 
the Navy, and also in the Army, were sum- 
marily dismissed from the service without 
judgment of a court-marshal, and I know 
efforts are being made to gather up the names 
of those officers in the Navy, and in the War 
Department, in order that they may present 
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claims to those Departments as though they 
were not out of office, on the ground that they 
were illegally dismissed. They are to claim 
their pay for five, six, or eight years that they 
have been out of office, and suppose that they 
had no claim. Claim agents are trying to in- 
duce them to put these claims into their hands 
in order to go before the Departments and 
argue the question of law whether they are 


still in office or not, in order that they may | 
draw their back pay. It is sought to get this | 


information not only from those who have 
gone out of office, but from men who are now 


in office in the Departments, and I fear that | 
there have been some in the Departments who 


might give this information, who might give 


to those claim agents the names of those | 


officers who were thus dismissed, and have not 
been in the service for five or six years, and 
now come and wish to draw their pay, claim- 
ing that they were illegally dismissed. I hope 
this section may be so amended that the Sen- 
ate can agree to it. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I differ with my dis- 


tinguished friend from New Hampshire. I 


hope the section may not be so amended as | 


to make it acceptable to the Senate. [| think 
it ought to be stricken out. I thiuk it is pro- 
scriptive and objectionable in many respects. 
Is merit to be visited with such harshness? 
It seems to me itis improper. It is, to say 
the least of it, an indirect charge of dishon- 
esty against all members of Congress, and the 


oflicers of the different departments of the | 


Government as contemplated in the section. 
That certainly is not correct. Surely it is at 
war with our institutions. Why proscribe A, 
B, or C because he has been elected to Con- 
gress by any portion of the citizens of the 
United States in accordance with the laws of 
the land? It is true at this day there can be 
many found outside of Congress who will read- 
ily charge that no man who bas been a mem- 
ber of Congress ought to be trusted; but for 
my part I do not propose to indorse those 
wrong accusations. I make an issue with 
them. ‘The presumption is that a man is hon- 
est until the contrary is proven. 

Now, suppose an officer of one of these 
Departments that this section is calculated to 


operate directly against resigns or retires, as | 


the case may be; there is no charge against 
him, but everything tending to compliment 
him and to show that his action had been 
meritorious ; then there ought to be no pro- 


hibition aganist him, but he should be left free | 


to be chosen by his fellow-citizens for any 
office or business, just as in the case of Presi- 
dent Tyler. President Tyler had his proud 
position at the head of this nation, as the 
Chief Magistrate residing in the White House. 
After his time of service expired he returned 


to Virginia, and I believe the good citizens | 


there elected him a justice of the peace. ‘There 
was no great objection to that; perhaps a 
greater one would have been that he had better 
have been in that position at first. But, sir, L 
desire that there shall be no such proscription, 
aud for my part I think it would be very 


improper for us to adopt such a section as | 


this. 

Mr. LOGAN. I take a somewhat different 
view of this subject from the positions which 
I have heard expressed in this debate. I look 
at this proposition as an attempt on the part 
of the legislative body of this country to sup- 
press information to which parties are enti- 
tled by declaring that persons who have left 
the Departments shail not practice therein for 
two years. I state this as a proposition honest 
in itself. If any Department of the United 
States Government is indebted toan individual, 
it is its duty to pay the amount, and it makes 
no difference to me whether that information 


is given by a clerk in the Department or out | 


of the Department. It is honest for them to 
pay that which they owe. ‘They are not re- 
quired to pay that which they do not owe. 

far as having attorneys or solicitors to 
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see that the rights of the Government are pro- 
| tected in the Departments is concerned, every 
Department of the Government has a solicitor, 
save the Post Office Department. Why do 
they not have one? Because the accounts of 
the Post Office are settled by the Sixth Auditor, 
who belongs to the Treasury Department, and 
the Solicitor of the Treasury can always be 
called upon in reference to anything that re- 
quires legal information. Here it is proposed 
to say that a man who has been a poor clerk, 
struggling in one of these Departments for 


turned upon the cold charities of the world 


owes a certain man $100, and without a right 
to prosecute that claim as well as anybody 
else. That is not the way for the Government 
to act. ‘The Government should not cover up 


should pay them. 


| friend from New Hampshire disclose certain 
|, facts in reference to a postmaster who held a 
|| small office in his State, and who had written 

to him that a certain clerk had been dismissed, 

and that clerk had made a memoranda of num- 
|erous charges against the Post Office De- 
partment, that were honestly due to postmas- 
ters who had gone out of the service and had 


them. That is about the same principle pre- 


| will never disclose the fact and will keep the 
$500. That is considered an honest transac- 
tion on the part of the Government ! 

Now, let me tell a little story that will prob- 


New Hampshire. During the war a quarter- 


ment I first commanded. After the war was 


Government owed him some nine hundred 


sum until he could procure a certificate from 
| the different accounting officers that his ac- 
counts were settled in the quartermaster’s 
|| department. He could not procure that certifi- 
|| cate, and that $900 remained unpaid until 
about one year ago. Why? Because an ac- 
count of his, charging him with two balls of 
candlewick and a set of tent poles, the whole 
of which I could purchase for a dollar and a 
quarter, was suspended, and he could not ac- 
count for them, and so he was kept out of 
$900 for nearly seven years. He offered to 
pay the money ; he offered to do anything; but 





| done with those things. He said he could not 
| swear what had become of the balls of candle- 
_wick or the tent poles, and being an honest 
| man he would not do it, and they kept him 
out of his money. 

Do you consider that the way to deal with the 
constituents and citizens of this Government 
| that your Departments must cover up all the 
| indebtedness they owe to them? If you cheat 





| cheat and defraudthe Government? You are 
| complaining every day that people perpetrate 


|| from defrauding the Government? Notatall. 
|| The honest men who are turned out of the 


| Departments and became claim agents will not 


The dis- || 


try to defraud the Government. 


|| honest men will evade your law, and procure 
| some other men to act for them. So youtake 
| nothing by your bill, it amounts to nothing; | 


| and it is a very small piece of business for the 


| 


{| 


existence, if he should be removed, shall be | 


without a right to say that the Department | 


|| anything so far as its debts are concerned, but | 


| | was amused somewhat when I heard my || 


never been paid. Well, sir, if they had | 
never been paid, the Government owed them, | 
and ought to have paid them, and it was not | 
the business of the Post Office Department or | 
the Treasury Department to retain it from | 


| cisely as if | were to owe a Senator to-day | 
$500, borrowed money, and if he forgets it, | | 


ably balance the one told by the Senator from | 


| master from my State served faithfully. In | 
| fact, he was the quartermaster of the old regi- 


over, after he was mustered out of service, the | 


| dollars of salary. He could not receive that | 


they said he must swear as to what he had | 


|| and defraud them out of their due, what right || 
| have you to complain if citizens undertake to || 


frauds upon the Government. Perhaps they || 
do; but will the fact that you deprive a poor | 
clerk of the right of prosecuting a claim in the | 
| Post Office Department prevent scoundrels | 
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| Congress of the United States, at least one third 
of whom, if not more, are lawyers, whe have 
made their living by their profession, to pass 
a law that a poor clerk, with one leg or one 
arm, shall not have the right for two years 
after leaving the Department to present a 
claim for ten dollars for some old postmaster 
to whom it is due. Why? Because he had 
knowledge of the fact while in the Depart- 
ment, and was honest enough totell it. Ido 
think it is about as small a thing as we could 
attempt in the Senate of the United States, 
and | shall vote for striking the whole thing 
out, amendments and all, and have no restric- 
tion, so far as that is concerned, upon any- 
| body. One man has as much right to make a 
living in this way as another, and we have no 
right to restrict him. 

Mr. WINDOM. I desire to waive my five 
minutes speech and ask the Senate to vote on 
this proposition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
|| is on the amendment offered by the Senator 
|| from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. Scorr. } 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
recurs on the motion to strike out the sixth 
section of the bill as amended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COLE. I move to amend the bill on 
page 8, line forty-five of section four, by add- 
| ing after the clause ‘‘for steamship service 
|| between San Francisco and the Sandwich 


} 
| 
} 
| 
| 


Islands, $75,000,”’ the following: 


To extend the service now existing for the trans- 
portation of the mails between San Franciseo and 
the Sandwich Islands to New Zealand and Australia 
tor the period of ten years from the commencement 
of the extended service at an additional compensa- 
tion not exceeding $425,000 per annum: Provided, 
That the entire service between San Franciseo and 

|| New Zealand and Australia shall consist of thir- 


|| teen round trips in each year, to pe performed in 


first-class American-built steamships of not less 
than two thousand tons registered burden, which 
shall be so constructed as to be readily adapted to 
|| the armed naval service of the United States 
in time of war, and _ before acceptance the 
oficers by whom they are inspected shall report 
| to the Secretary of the Navy and the Postmaster 
General whether this condition has been complied 
with, and shall be officered by citizens of the United 
States or persons who have declared their intention 
to become citizens. And a sufficient sum is hereby 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
|| otherwise appropriated, to pay for the extended 
|| service that may be performed under such exten- 
sion prior to July 1, 1873. 


| Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. President—— 

| Mr. SAWYER. I ask the Senator from 

| California to withdraw that amendment at this 
moment to allow me to offer an amendment 

| agreed on in committee about purely Post 

| Otlice matters. 

| Mr. WRIGHT. If the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia sees proper to withdraw his amend- 

| ment to accommodate the Senator from South 

|, Carolina, I will not insist on the motion I was 

|| about to make. 

Mr. SAWYER. I desire to be absent from 
the Chamber, and I wish to offer this amend- 
| ment now, because | am obliged to go out. 
| If the Senator will oblige me by withdrawing 
his amendment for the present, 1t will not take 
|| two minutes to dispose of this one. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
| Senator from California withdraw his amend- 
|| ment? 

Mr. COLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SAWYER. I move to amend the bill 
|| by inserting the following items: 

|| For construction of coal-vaults, $6,422 55. 

|| For altering windows to doors in court-yard, $850, 

For altering sky-lights, and ventilation, $1,275, 

For doors on book-cases and other repairs thereon, 
| $3,187 80. 

This is agreed upon by the committee and 
|| there is no objection to it, I believe. I have 
| the recommendation of it from the Postmaster 
| General here on my desk. 
| The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COLE. Ilnow renew my amendment. 

Mr. WRIGHT. The amendment offered by 
the Senator from California is now pending, I 
ki believe ? 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. So the 


Chair understands. 


Mr. WRIGHT. ] believe that this 1s the 

me proposition in ibstance which was be 
lore wus usa aistinet nd separate bill some 
diy ,avOoO With relerenceto the Australian hi iv. 
and which we then discussed to some extent. 
Am IL corre in that ? 


Mr. COLIN 
but it is not the same proposition. 

Mr. WRIGHT. 
stands the question involved in this amend- 
ment, and to bring the Senate to a direct vote 
upon it, | move to lay the amendment on the 
table. 

Mr. NYE. I[hope the Senator will with- 
draw that motion. 

Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is not debatable. 

Mr. WRIGHT. 1 will not withdraw the 
motion, and I call for the yeas and nays 
upon it. 

lhe yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 20, nays 25; as follows: 

Y BAS— Messrs. Buckingham, Cameron, Carpenter, 
Chandler, Conkling, Ferry of Connecticut, Flanagan, 
Frelin rhuyeen, Hlamilton of Texas, Johnston, Mor- 
rillot Vermont,Pratt, Saulsbury,Schurz,Scott, Sher- 
man, Sumner, Trambull, Vickers, and Wright—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Casserly, Cole, Cooper, 
Corbett, Cragin, Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, Hamlin, 
Hill, Kelly, Morrill of Maine, Morton, Norwood, 
Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, Rice, Sawyer, 
Stewart, Stockton, West, and Windom—2. Z 

A BSE NT—Mesers. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Blair, 
joreman, Brownlow, Caldwell, Clayton, Davis of 
Kentucky. Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, Fen- 
ton, Goldthwaite II imilton of Maryland, Harlan, 
Hitchcock, lowe, Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, Patterson, 
Ransom, Robertson, Spencer, Sprague, Stevenson, 
Thurman, Tipton, and Wilson—29. 


Jt is kindred to that I suppose, 


I think the Senate under 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senate isnow called 
upon to vote $425,000 a year for ten years, or 
some four and a quarter millions, to establish 
a new line of steamships between this country 
and Australia. We have just refused to ap- 
propriate $450,000 ayear for a semi-monthly 
line between this country and Brazil. Our 
commerce with Brazil amounts to $30,000,000 ; 
our commerce with Australia is about four or 
five millions. Australia is a colony of Great 
Britain, a dependency of Great Britain. She 
produces nothing that we cannot produce in 
this country. A commerce with her is a com- 
merce in the productions of our own country. 
Her exports are go!d and wool. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Will the Sen- 
ator permit me to inquire of the Chair whether 
this amendment is in order? Is itto carry out | 
any existing law, or is it moved in pursuance 
of the rules of the Senate? 

Mr. POMEROY. I understand it is to ex- 
tend the service already provided for from San 
Francisco to the Sandwich Islands; from the 
Sandwich Islands to New Zealand and Aus- 
tralia. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I did not take the point 
of order; but unless there is a law for it I 
should think the amendment was not in order, 

Mr. POMEROY. It extends a service 
already existing. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
not in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will withhold my 
remarks until the question of order can be 
determined. I do not wish to debate any 
question not really before us. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will remark that the point of order was not 
made until the Senate had takena vote on the 
motion to lay on the table. If the point of 
order had been made, the Chair would have 
ruled that the amendment was in order, as it 
is an amendment to a proposition in the bill 
providing for steamship service between San 
Francisco and the Sandwich Islands. It comes 
within the rule. in the opinion of the Chair 

Mr. SUERMAN. It proposes a new item 
of appropriation, a new item of expenditure 
on a route not authorized by law. It is true 
there is a steamship line now authorized to 
the Sandwich Islands; there is none, as l un- 1 


1 think it is | 


¥ 
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derstand, to Australia. This is a new object 
of expenditure. It seems to me, therefore, it 
is not within the rule. 

Mr. POMEROY. This proposition extends 
the service from San Francisco by way of the 
Sandwich Islands. Taking up the service at 
that point, for which we now pay 375,000, it 
extends it all the way to Australia. 

Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will read to the Senator from Ohio the clause 
of the new rule adopted a few days since: 

“Andnoamendment to any such bill making legis- 
Jative provisions, other than such asdirectly relate 
to the appropriations contained in the bill, shall 
be received,”’ 

In lines forty-four and forty-five, on page 8, 
the bill proposes an appropriation of $75,000 
for steamship service between San Francisco 
and the Sandwich Islands. This amendment, 
as the Chair understands, is an extension of 
that service, adding to the appropriation, but 
relating to thatappropriation, and tothatalone. 
Therefore the Chair ruled it in order, or would 
have done so if the point had been made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A word upon the point 
of order. ‘This amendment provides for a new 
object of expenditure. The mere fact that 
there is a law authorizing now a steamship 
line between San Francisco and the Sandwich | 
Islands, when it is proposed to extend that 
line about ten thousand miles, if [ remember 
correctly, from San Francisco to the extreme | 
point reached by this line 

Mr. POMEROY. Seven thousand. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I thought it was more 
than that. It is six or seven thousand to the | 
nearest point. 

Mr. NYE.. It is seventhousand miles from 
San Francisco to Australia. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. President, if 
we are going to enter upon this question of 
subsidies, waiving the point of order for the 
present, for | do not wish to appeal from the 





decision of the Chair, | submit to the Senate | 


whether after the vote taken on the Brazil line 
they can with any show of consistency vote 
this subsidy? Much against my inclination, 
in the first place, 1 did vote to double the 





service to China, because I thought there were 
especially strong reasons why that service ought 


to be a semi-monthly instead of a monthly | 


service. ‘The statement was made that we 
could not secure that line except by an in- 
crease of the subsidy, and upon that statement 
by gentlemen baving the matter in charge I 
voted for it. 

But here is the establishment of an entirely 
new line, an entirely new service, a service 
between Australia and San Francisco estab- 
lished as part of the China line. I remember 
very well when this provision was authorized 
by the original law establishing the China line. 
‘They made the voyage via the Sandwich Islands 
to China. The line to the Sandwich Islands 
was an excrescence on the China line. Sub- 
sequently, upon the statement made by the | 
then Senator from California, (Mr. Conness, ) | 
they were relieved from the burden of going 
to the Sandwich Islands, and were authorized 


| to go by the northern route directly to Japan | 


and China. Then, in order to maintain the | 
intercourse we had already commenced with 
the Sandwich Islands, it was proposed to give 
them $75,000 as part of the China line to run 
vessels tothe Sandwich Islands. It was a part | 
of the China line. 

Now, upon this excrescence growing out of 
the China line, a restriction that that line was 
relieved from, we are called upon to appropri- 


ate $425,000 a year in aid of the same China 
| line, because, if 1am not mistaken in regard | 


to the ownership of the line, the same com- 
pany that runs the vessels between San Fran- 
cisco and China runs this Australian line. 

Mr. NYE. Not atall. There is no con- 
nection between them, no more than between 
you and me. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They formerly were con- | 
nected, 


Mr. NYE. Never. 

Mr. POMEROY. Ben Holladay had the 
contract, and Webb is running it now. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 do not care who js 
running it; I know the Sandwich Island line 
was Originally part of the China line. 

Mr. NYE. ‘hey were separated long years 
ago. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They were separated be- 
sause the China vessels could not properly 
and economically go by way of the Sandwich 
Islands. 

Now, Mr. President, I appeal to the Sen- 
| ate whether they can, with any show of con- 
sistency, after having substantially refused to 
appropriate for the Brazil liue upon terms 
that the proprietors of that line say they can 
maintain the line upon, now start a new line 
to a country with which we have substantially 
no commerce—a dependency of our rival, a 
country that we cannot trade with to any con- 
siderable extent profitably, a country with the 
same productions as our own. Would it be 
wise for us to agree now to enter into a con- 
tract appropriating $4,250,000 to establish 
steamship connection with the British prov- 
inces ? | say it would not be. If there is 
any profitable trade between Australia and 
this country, that trade can, under the present 
state of shipping, be run much less expen- 
sively by Great Britain than by our country. 
This is a forced line against the interests of 
our country, a line with a country of our 
| rival. Sir, if this new line to Australia is 
voted by the Senate, how can you resist the 
line to Mexico; how can you resist the line to 
Brazil, to Buenos Ayres, and all the innum- 
erable schemes and propositions that are now 
made in regard to subsidies ? 

| had always supposed from the previous 








|} votes of the Senate that this was the last line 


| the Senate would be willing to subsidize, be- 
cause it is the line in which our people have 
the least interest. We have no trade with 
that country of any profit. They produce 
| nothing which we desire to buy. This line will 
be a mere convenience to the British Govern- 
ment to transport direct from Australia to San 
Francisco, and the benefits of the line will in- 
ure to England. Whatever passengers and 
freight will be brought over the line will be 
destined eventually to England, coming to San 
Francisco, passing over the Pacific railroad, 
and thence to London. All the benefits de- 
rived from the establishment of the line will 


'| inure to Great Britain, not to this country. 


| If we must enter into the business of grant- 
| ing subsidies, why not give subsidies to those 
lines that will contribute to the development of 
American commerce? ‘This is a convenience 
for the development of British commerce, not 
of American commerce. 

] hope, therefore, the vote just taken is not 
an indication of the sentiment of the Senate in 
regard to this subsidy, because if it is there is 
no reasonable limit that you can put to the 
amount of subsidies that will be proposed as 
amendments to this bill. We have already 
been liberal to the Pacific coast. We have 
| shown our liberality. We established, with- 
| out objection, a line to China. We have now 
increased and doubled the service on that line. 
We have done it for wise commercial reasons, 
because we have an enormous trade with China, 
and we have an intercourse that is exceedingly 
profitable to the people of our own country, 





| and the shippers of our own country. We con- 


sume the productions of Chinaand Japan. We 
do not consume the productions of Australia. 
I suppose my time is out, and therefore | will 
not go further; but | hope another vote will be 
taken and that this question which was dis- 
| cussed here some days ago may be decided, as I 
| supposed from the indication of the debate of 
the Senate, according to what I considered then 
the judgment of the Senate not to engage in a 
subsidy to this new line to Australia. 
| Mr. NYE. The honorable Senator from 
‘ Qhio always speaks so confidently that it is 
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ars 
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ich 


embarrassing in one of my tender years to 
oppose him. (Laughter. ] However, I dare 
to do, holding some statistics in my hand, 
that which I should not dare to do if I 
were less sustained. 

The honorable Senator from Ohio has done 
one good thing and he has got frightened at it, 
and | pity him. He voted well the other day ; 
but some ghost appeard to him through the 
night and he dare not follow it upto day. | 
want to read a little article which will now be 
regarded as authority here, written by the 
nominee of the late Cincinnati convention, 
that is the bugbear of the Republican party. | 
read from the New York Tribune: 

“We do not favor the subsidizing of ’— 


And here [ want to say that the candidate 
for the Presidency and my friend from Ohio 
disagree; I know which will be authority 
now. 

**We do not favor the subsidizing of anyline of 


ocean steamships to run from our own ports to those , 


of western Europe. The people of Great Britain, 
France, and Germany having the start of us in arts 
and manufactures, are only too happy to exchange 
their wares and fabrics for our food. cotton, and 
other raw, bulky staples. The advantage in such a 
trade is all on their side, and they may be trusted to 
furnish as many steamships as the trade will war- 
rant. 

‘But in trading with countries whoseindustry is 
ruder and more nee than ours—those of Span- 
ish America and Australia, China, and Japan, for 
example—the advantage is on our side. We sell 
them axes, saws, sewing-machines, serviceable fab- 
rics, &ec., and ree eiv ein exchange raw materials and 
the precious metals. It is and long will be our in- 
terest to culfivate, foster, and extend this trade, 
which depresses none of our own industries, but 
stimulates and expands them all. 

*We look, therefore, with favor on the proposal 
of a subsidy to the line of ocean steamers to Aus- 
tralia w hich private enterprise has established. That 
line is not yet self-supporting, because the trade 
which supports it is small, though rapidly growing. 
Weare Australia’s nearest civilized neighbor, and 
her wants, in many respects, are such as our artisans 
can best supply. Iler people have done their part 
toward the good work in hand; we trust ours may 
do likewise. Let us not repel the warm hand which 
the young giant of the southern hemisphere has 
stretched across the Pacific to grasp ourown. We 
ought to have a line of steamships hence through 
the West Indies to the Spanish Main at or near 
the mouth of the Magdalena’’— 


Which every man of sense knows to be 

wise— 
“we ought to run another from Panama down the 
coast to the chief ports of Peru and Chili. If these 
must wait, let us at least maintain that which 
already connects us with Australia.” 

I have in my hand an article from the New 
York Herald which advocates the same thing. 
But [ will not detain the Senate by reading 
that. My friend has underrated this Austra- 
lian trade. 1 hold in my hand a little state- 
ment made of three quarters for the last six 
months of the imports at the ports of San 
Francisco, New York, and Boston. Collector 
Phelps, of San Francisco, reports the amount 
of duties paid on imports s; from Australia for 
the year 1869-70 at $21,000; the report for 
1871 is not complete, but for the first quarter 
of the year 1872 they exceed the sum of 
$200,000. The total duties paid on direct 
imports from Australia at the ports of New 
York, Boston, and San Francisco, for the 
six months ending May 1, 1872, amount to 
$855,774 45. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Do the Senator’s statis- 
tics show how much of that is brought by sail- 
ing vessels, and how much is derived from 
this line? 

Mr.. NYE. I did not stop to inquire into 
that, for it is quiteimmaterial. It shows that 
the trade is growing, and if sailing vessels 
bring thatamount, most certainly steam vessels 
can bring more. 

Now, Mr. President, I will read alittle more. 
I hold in my hand some information upou this 
subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bore- 
MAN in the chair.) The Senator’s time has 
expired. 


Mr. NYE. I hope I may have two minutes 


more. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. 
ator’s time be extended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No objec- 
tion is made, aud the Senator from Nevada 
will proceed, 

Mr. NYE. The following is fromthe Age, 
of Melbourne, Australia, of February 24, 1872: 


I move that the Sen- 


‘Mr. Webb, the principal owner of the steamers 
which convey the mails between San Franciseo and 
Auckland, under contraet with the New Zealand 
government, and Mr. Julius Vogel, the treasurer of 
that colony, are new in Victoria, with the object of 
obtaining a subsidy from the local government for 
c arrying « our letters to Europe and America by the 
Pacifie route. The service isat present < ondueted at 
a considerable loss to the owners, and at a great 
cost; yet since this American line has been in oper 
ation our people are beginning to see the great 
advantage, and howimportant it is becoming to 
extend our relations, personal aud commercial, with 
the whole continent of America; and these are be- 
coming of great and increasing importance. Up to 
the present year there have been no exports from 
Australia to America, and the imports during 1869 
only amounted to £582,597, or less than from Mau- 
ritius. But during the wool season, which is now 
nearly over, American buyers have for the first time 
visited this city for the purposeof buying Australian 
wool. Their operations bave been on so extensive a 
scale that ships conveying seventeen thousand bales, 
valued at £340,000, have alre ady been dispatched to 
New York, Boston, and San Francisco, and one ves- 
sel, the Lizzie Watson, has, during the last few days, 
sailed with two thousand bales to Montreal,in the 
Dominion of Canada. 

“There is every reason to believe that this trade, 
large as it has already become, is only in its infancy. 
The Americans manufacture broadeloth to a verv 
considerable extent, and have thus become large 
consumers of merino wool. Hitherto they have 
purchased in the London market, but by buying in 
Melbourne, which is the entrepét of the wool trade 
in this he mis phere, they save the whole of the items 
of brokerage, sampling, selling, &ec., in London, 
the freight, insurance, and other charges between 
London and New York,together with an extra half- 
penny a pound, which is imposed upon all wool 
imported into America shipped from countries west 
of the Cape of Good Hope. ‘The savings between 
purchasing first hand in Melbourne and second 
band in London amount to very nearly two and a 
half pence per pound on greasy wool, the only sorts 
in which, owing to the high tariffupon scoured wools, 
any of the American buyers who visited us during 
the past season felt inclined to operate. In future 
years freights between Melbourne and New York 
are likely to fall lower than those which have ruled 
during the wool season of 1871-72, and our trans- 
pacific friends will be able to give nearly the same 
prices which rule in London, and still save see 
half penny per pound which, under their tariff. 
levied upon wool imported from England. The 
strong probability, therefore, is that with the facili- 
ties afforded by Mr. Webb’s steamers and the Pacific 
railway, the weight of Australian wool bought upon 
American account will annually inerease. During 
the present season 107,904 bales have passed through 
the hands of Melbourne and Geelong brokers; of 
these lessthan 20,000 bales, or one fifth, have been 
shipped to America. Next yearthe proportion will 
probably increase. One result of this large export 
trade will be that Victoria will be visited by an in- 
creased number of ships from the United States, 
anxious for asharein the wool trade; freights will 
become lower, the consumption of American goods 
will grow larger, and our trade with New York and 
Boston will be only second to that with London and 
Liverpool. 

Yet this is not all the interest this colony has in 
this trade. Nearly every departing steamer has 
carried away numbers of our people who go to buy 
of American merehants and manufacturers their 
wares of every description, which these colonies 
have heretofore ordered in England. We have re- 
peatedly, of late. published the late shipments from 
New York and Bos on for Australia. 

“The shipments from those points, as wellas San 
Francisco, are enormously increased from anything 
heretofore. 

“So far we have alluded to exports of wool only 
from this one colony, yet there is a long list of other 
colonial products to he lp the balance of trade that 
must be against us. Two vessels are now full, and 
will sail from Auckland. The Ferndale, for New 
York, bad on board 439 bales flax, 50 baga gum, 2 
bales wool, 22 bales tow, a quantity of tow lashings, 
281 bags gum, 87 cases gum, 525 cases gam, 525 cases 

gum, 559 cases gum, 94 cases gum—Robert Walker 
& Co.; 1,215 cases gum, 324 bales flix—Rolph, 
Sterry & Co. The follwing will show the vaiue of 
the cargo: 





Kauri gum—2,811 cases and bags, 282 tons... £7,975 
POA ERS RIOG, TOR COTBS pin cacaceccneccensconaconenens 2,000 
Tow—22 bales, 2} tons.:.... .......000 cae : 10 
W ool—2 bales, ¢ ton....... de 38 
RAM EALY Of COW LARA GG sss iis sccccesescccocsssnsioons 3 

Anna Ng ae ee £10,026 


**The bark Queens! ind, also for New York. Her 
cargo comprised 1,853 cases kauri gum, 28 bags 
kauri gum, in bulk, Z4 tons kauri gum, 8 bales 
flax, 14 bales tow lashings—Rolph, Sterry, & Co.; 

} OUL cases kauri gui, 24 baies flax—K. Waiker & 
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Co.; 144 bales flax, Must & Co. The following gives 
an estimate of the value of the eargo: 


Flax—h46 bales, 64 tons 3 ¢ mts: ; . £1,661 
Gum—2,74z cases and bags, 277 tons 12 ewt. 8,278 
In bulk, 22 tons ............ Sacnatieaa ; 312 

Total value ......... sivatibiannd ub ussetehadiess'« oves REMI 


To 18 Velocidale has sailed for Boston trom 
Lyitlet ym With 1,540 bales of wool. 

The Formosa has arrived at Melbourne from 
New York with a full cargo of a teeiipan rooda, 
among which was nearly one thousand packages of 
min utac tured articles. : : 

‘With such facts staring them in the face, and 
with such bright prospects in the future, the local 
government, as well as that of Washington, would 
be amply justified in granting a subsidy to the 
Webb line of steamers.” 

If the Senate will bear with me one minute 
[| wish to say a word further. A person has 
closed his eyes to our geograpical locality who 
fails to see not far in the future a commerce 
growing up between us and Australia aud the 
intermediate islands almost equal to that be- 
tween us and any single one, save England, of 
the countries on the Atlantic. Australia is 
almost as large as our continent, larger than 
our own former possessions were here, and it 
produces everything that we growin America ; 
it also produces many things that we do not 
grow, and these many things that we do not 
grow are to be received in exchange for our 
own manufactured articles. Why, sir, when I 
was crossing the Rocky mountains in the snow 
I met twenty car loads of machinery bound 
for Australia, battling the drifts on the Rocky 
mountains; machinery of our own manufac- 
tures, too, bound for San Francisco, to go 
thence to Australia. Now, if this ean be done 
in the green tree, what will be done in the 
dry? 

I know itis a popular thing to cry ‘‘ anti- 
subsidy.’’ I have heard it before. [ have 
read the history of those who were burned in 
effigy for their first vote for the Erie canal, 


| but they outlived all the little narrow preju- 


dices that surrounded them. ‘They seized what 
was essertial to success when they opened the 
waters between the lakes and the ocean. It 
has been the future generations that have 
reaped the fruit, and its fruits have but just 
begun to ripen. So with this line of steamers, 
They start from San Francisco, and wend their 
way seven thousand miles, opening a commu- 
nication essential to the harmony of the com- 
mercial world; and yet we are told that it will 
not support itself; we are coldly told to let 
be till it will. Sir, everything has to creep 
before it can walk. The nations of the earth 
are reaching out for commercial supremacy, 
and the simple question is whether we shall 
sit down and let them reach and gather, or 
whether we will reach out ourselves and take 
this rich reward that is by every geographical 
consideration our own. 

| hope that these great measures for com 
merce are pot to be kicked aside at once and 
laid on the table in a furor of fearful passion. 
I tell you, Mr. President, that the present 
generation, and those who come, will praise 
the wisdom of those who made the effort, 
even if they failed to grasp this important 
commerce tor our own people. [ hope men 
will vote upon this as they would vote upon 
any other consideration, and in a commercial 
and economical view | think it challenges at 
least the caudid judgment of every rational 
man, 

L hope, sir, that this measure will prevail. 
I believe it is freighted with great good to this 
country. It is not for the Pacific coast ulone. 
What is good for her is good for Ohio. We 
have no separate interests; the Pacific slope 
shares in the glory and growing prosperity of 
Ohio as much as it shares in the prosperity ot 
her own States. Weare but the gate-way, and 
the Kast and the intermediate space receive 
the fruit of it. Weare the gate way, and stand- 
ing in that gate and looking out and seeing 
the advantages that naturally pertain to this 








3116 


line, seeing what it must result in, it 


strange to us, with the highest consideration 
for those who differ from us. that it should not 
receive at the hands of the Ameriean Congress 
that support to which it is entitled 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Mr. President, I 


like the view which the Senator from Nevada 
takes of this question in this respect: that we 
should look at it in its commercial aspect ; 


and it is only in that point of view that I want 


to refer to it for a moment; and if in so doing | 


I present the same ideas which I endeavored 
to present to the Senate a few days ago, | 
shall be pardoned, for | know that on a ques- 
tion of the importance of this the truth can- 
not be too often heard, 

In looking at it in a commercial aspect the 
question comes what is the commerce between 
Australia and the United States? This refers 
to commerce the western coast of 
this country and Australia; and the question 
is, what is that commerce? I repeat the com- 
mercial axiom which I stated a few days ago, 
that two countries cannot carry on a profitable 
commerce in articles that both have a super- 
abundant production of. That is as clearly 
susceptible of demonstration as any mathe- 
matical axiom, 

Hiow is it with Australia and 
coast of this country? 


hetween 


the western 
It was stated by the 
Senator from Ohio that the productions are 
the same 
not be exchanged for gold with any profit; and 
wool surpassing all other articles in value both 
on our western coast and in Australia. You 
may just as well send your wool from Califor- 
nia to Australia to market as to bring it from 
Australia to California. When California is 
about to produce, as she is this year, between 
thirty and forty million pounds of wool, 


when that wool is in demand, it cannot be an | 


advantage to California to bring wool to com- 
vete with it; and | am perfectly astonished, 
must say, at the statesmanship of the men 
who represent the western coast that would 
endeavor, against the natural current of trade 
and of business, to draw money from the pub- 
lic Treasury to bring into our own market the 
very products which they have for the purpose 
of competing with them. I am surprised at it. 

But lam aware, and the gentlemen who are 
interested in this question are also aware, that 
the transportation of merchandise from Aus- 
tralia to California is only’a part of the way 
to market. They donot expect a market there ; 
and when you consider this question you have 
got to consider the cost of transportation from 
Australia by way of California to a market 
wherever you shall find it. The wool that is 
produced in Australia, which has been brought 
to California within the last year, finds no mar- 
ket there, but it comesto the Kast. Then the 
question comes up whether you can create a 
commerce which shall carry freight seven 
thousand miles by water and then thirty-five 
hundred miles by railroad to market, so as to 
compete with merchandise which shall be trans- 
ported the whole distance by water. 

But gentlemen may say that facts prove that 
you can. Why? Simply because you have 
been importing wool now, I say that the im- 
portation of wool in that direction to-day is 
caused not by the natural and general demand 
for wool, but simply because of extraordinary 
causes. Cast your eye over the entire world 
for the past three years and see the effect of 
the war in Europe and the effect of the war 
here, which led to taking men from the manu- 
facturing interests and putting them into the 
armies of the world, by which labor was made 


gold in abundance; and gold can- | 


deficient, by which the mills in different parts | 


of the world ceased to operate, and, in conse- 
quence of this, the very sheep upon whose 
backs the wool grew were slaughtered by 
armies for food throughout the world to such 
an extent that when peace retarned and when 


the mills and the machinery in the different | 


part of the world were put in operation there 
sprang forth a demand for wool which was not 


1} 


seems || 




















found, and because it was not found wool ad- 
vanced to sucha price that it paid for this extra 
expense of transportation that it might be 
brought to market in haste. 

[ have said that this line between California 
and Australia was only a part of the route 
over which this merchandise must be trans- 
ported. I was told bat a day or two since, by 
a gentleman who I doubt not knows, that the 
cost of transporting heavy articles like wool 
from Australia to the eastern States is only 
forty dollars per ton, two cents per pound. 
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But thirty dollars per ton goes to the railroad | 


| company,and the steamship gets but ten dollars. 


The steamship does not charge enough and they | 


cannot charge enough to get remunerative pay. 
Therefore, to encourage them to go contrary 
to the ordinary course of business and the 
channels of commerce, you must put your 
hands in the public Treasury and pay them the 
deficiency. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) The Senator’s 
time has expired. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the Senator will 
be allowed to finish his remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection, and the Senator from Con- 
necticut will proceed. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. But it is said that 


| this is a fine mail route, that the transportation 
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Mr. President, I said that the eastern part 
of this country is the place where the products 
of Australia seek a market; and if you will 
look at the returns made to the Treasury you 
will find that within the last year or more an 
extra amount of shipping has gone and come 
between Boston and New York and Australia, 
It is in consequence of the very demand which 
has sprung up here for wool and the products 
of those islands, and they must as a matter of 
necessity come direct, and come in your ves- 
sels with sails, too, rather than your steamers ; 
for you can never bring them so cheap through 
San Francisco and overland as you can in the 
direct way by sea; andthe market will never 
permit you to pay the extra cost except in an 
emergency where the demand cannot be sup- 
plied at once. 

I will not occupy the time of the Senate 
further. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. President, I feel it obliga- 
tory upon me to make some statements which 
will be in response to the honorable Senator 
from Connecticut who has just taken his seat, 
and also in response to the position taken by 
my honorable friend from Ohio, the chairman 


_of the Committee on Finance. 


of the mails across the continent amounts to | 


tens and hundreds of tons. For whom? For 
the British Government, not for our own peo- 
ple. Here, then, we are endeavoring to deplete 
the public Treasury that we may pay our men 
for transporting mails for the British Govern- 
ment at a price cheaper than they can transport 
them. 

Is this wise? Is this statesmanship? I think 


not. But it is said you must encourage com- 
merce. Well, I would like to encourage com- 


merce. Ido not know but that this will aid 
it in some measure, but it is not a remedy for 
our depressed commerce. The plan suggested 
by the honorable Senator from Maine [ Mr. 
Morrit1] is far better. As I said the other 
day, the running of ships is not commerce ; 
but the running of ships may aid in educating 
men to the sea, which, in connection with our 
Navy at a future day, may aid in the defense 
of our country. But it would be far better in 
my judgment and far wiser to send your steam- 
ships on some lines where there is a business, 
than to send them to Australia, where there is 
none except you force one. Better far for the 
interests of commerce to subsidize a line to 
Bremen or to Liverpool than to Australia. 
Why, here are men in the legal profession who 
claim to have talents superior to many men; 
at least I grant that they have; and | ask you 
as professional men if you were to commence 
business anew and start in life, would you go 
to some retired spot where there was no busi- 
ness, or would you go to a place where there 
was life, vigor, animation? So lL ask the man 
who would engage in mercantile business, where 
would he go? Would he go where there was 
no business? No, sooner would he go to the 
city of New York or to the city of San Fran- 
cisco, where there was a business, where he 
might compete, and where, if he had the ability 
and energy, he would acquire a business. 

Mr. NYE. Will my honorable friend allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. NYE. Suppose he had to go to either 
of those cities, must there not be somebody 
there for him to do business with? 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM... I am willing any- 
body should go that wants to. But it 1s said 
that this is the only line which we can secure, 
because every other line is subsidized. That 


| may or may not be so; I believe it is not; but 


we can subsidize some lines and put them on 
the same track with other steamers, with other 
lines, and in my judgment accomplish much 
more than we can accomplish by this proposi- 


i| tion. 


It is stated that the products of Australia 
and the products of the United States are the 
same, and that therefore there is to be no 
trade between the two. I believe the largest 
trade we are carrying on with any country at 
present is with England, and it will not be 
disputed by either of those gentlemen that the 
countries of England and the United States 
produce the same sort of products. England 
is a good wheat-growing country, and so is the 
United States. England has plenty of iron 
and coal, and so has the United States. Eng- 
land is well adapted to manufacturing, and so 
is the United States. The products of both 
are almost identical, neither producing any- 
thing virtually that is not produced in the 
other; but yet somehow it happens that a vast 
trade exists between the two countries. Not- 
withstanding the similarity of products and 
resources commerce has sprung up and flour- 
ishes between the United States and Great 
Britain, and the same may possibly happen in 
reference to the English Australian colonies 
and our own country. 

Mr. President, 1 must say in reply to my 
friend from Connecticut, that when he alleges 
that this is exclusively a California measure 
he makes a great mistake, and while he takes 
us of the Pacific coast to task for the narrow- 
ness of our statesmanship in advocating a 
measure of this sort, I have only to reply that 


'this is not a local question at all; it is emi- 


nently a national proposition, and he will see 
that from the figures which I am about to pre- 
sent to him. I hold in my hand a statement 
of the colonial secretary of the seven British 
colonies of Australia, and I find that the im- 
ports into those colonies for one year of pro- 
ducts which are produced by the United States 
better than any other country amount to some- 
thing over forty-three million dollars, and I 
propose to give some of the items. 

The first is the item of flour, which can be 
supplied from California perhaps better than 
anywhere else; but no sum is given. The 
next is the article of buckets, of which 
$66,000 worth go to that country, and they 
are produced quite as well in Connecticut and 
other New England States as in any other part 
of the world. Next is hardware, which ito 
that country is imported to the amount of 
$5,408,240. That can be produced and sup- 
plied from New England, from Pennsylvania. 
and from places even further west than that, 
as well as from any other part of the world. 
The next is the item of agricultural imple- 
ments, and they amount to $732,840, and they 


can be supplied from New England, and from 


i 


Michigan, and from Ohio, and Kentucky and 
California. Next is the item of tobacco, 
amounting to $3,184,760. That they get from 
the United States more than from any other 
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country in all probability. The next is the 
‘tem of fish, I suppose dried fish ; the amount 
is $648 520, and that article can be obtained 
from the United States better than from any 
other country, from the State of my friend 
from Oregon. 

Next is the item of nails, costing $1,352,- 
650, which can be supplied from Pennsylva- 
nia and Ohio and New England and New 
York better than from any other part of the 
world in all probability. Next is the item 
of boots and shoes, amounting to $7,759,240. 
Where are these made, pray? In New Eng- 
Jand, Massachusetts can compete with all the | 
world in those products, and with the facili- 
ties of trade which will be afforded by this 
speedy and regular communication, getting 
intelligence to those manufactories, the larger 
part by farin my opiaion of those articles will 
be supplied from American manufactories. 
Next is the item of bottled fruits, amount- 
ing to nearly half a million; and dried fruits 
nearly half a million more; and where, pray, 
can they be supplied so well as from the 
United States? 

Next is the item of furniture, amounting to 
over a million dollars, and where can that | 
be supplied so well as from the United States 
if we only have the facilities of supplying the | 
market that are afforded by England ? 

Nextis the item of grain, amounting to little 
less than three million dollars, and where 
ean that be supplied better than from the 
United States if we only avail ourselves of the 
advantages we have? | 

Next is the item of hops, amounting to nearly | 
two million dollars, and where, I ask, can 
hops be supplied so well from as from our | 
own country? Next is the item of malt, 
amounting to nearly two million dollars. 
Then agricultural implements and machinery 
and wagons, amounting to $1,645,320, and [ | 
dare say that a large share of these would be 
supplied by the State of Michigan; and since 
these little fugitive steamers have been run- | 
ning on the line a large share of those things 
have been supplied from the State of Michigan. 
My friend from Nevada stated that he saw a 
train load of twenty cars loaded with these 
implements, wagons, &c., going across the 
continent on their way to Australia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I hope the Senator will 
be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. COLE. I will be very brief if the 
Senate will indulge me a few minutes longer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair | 
hears no objection, and the Senator will pro- | 
ceed, | 

Mr. COLE. I will state a fact here that is 
worth knowing. I am informed that every 
wheeled vehicle in Melbourne or Sydney, I 
think in Melbourne, every omnibus, every 
hack, every carriage, is of American manu- 
facture. These have been supplied very lately 
in great part. I donot know whether it comes 
from the fact that they have not the material 
for building vehicles of that kind there or 
what the cause is; but I suppose it comes 
from the fact that we can manufacture them 
cheaper than anybody else. That is one cause. | 
Another is that we manufacture a better style | 
of vehicles. Some of our vehicles even go to 
England, to France, and to Germany because 
of the superior style in which they are pre- 
sented to the market. 

Now, in reference to quartz machinery, of 
which there was nearly a million dollars’ worth 
Imported into that country, that can be sup- 
plied from this country, from New England, 
or from California, where this machiuery is | 
made better, | guarantee, than in any other 
part of the world, and will be supplied if the 
facilities are only offered. Then, again, comes 
the article of lumber, amounting to a trifle less 
than three million dollars; and whence will | 
that be supplied? From your northern coast; | 


The Sen- 


not from California, but from Puget sound 


| and Washington Territory and Oregon. Then, 


again, the articles of turpentine and wooden 
ware, the latter of which articles, of course, 
will be supplied from Connecticut more than 
from any other State, if only the facilities are 
offered for communication with that country, 


| and they can only be notified in due time of 


the wants of the people of Australia. 

Next comes the article of hams, and where 
will they be supplied but from the State that 
is represented so well by my friend from Ohio? 
It will be a benefit to Ohio, therefore, to open 
up this communication. Then, provisions, 


| amounting to nearly six millions, are imported 


into that country which could be supplied from 


| our own country in great part, if not wholly, if 
| communication were opened, so that our people 
| could be informed earliest and supply that mar- 











ket. ‘The article of kerosene is also imported 
there. ‘That comes from the State of my friend 
from Pennsylvania. ‘Then, quicksilver, which 


| could be supplied from the Pacifie coast mines ; 


and saddlery amounting to nearly a million and 
a half, and whence would these articles be sup- 
plied? From New England, from Connecticut, 
Massachusetts, and New York. So I might 
enumerate other articles. 

When the Senator from Ohio tells us that 
our trade with that country amounts to only 
five or six millions, [ show to him that it might 


| amount to forty or fifty millions if you would 


only avail yourselves of the advantages which 


| other nations avail themselves of for the pur 


pose of speedy and regular communication. 
Why, Mr. President, the facts are that the com- 
merce of these coionies there amounts to some- 
thing over three hundred and twelve million 
dollars a year. Senators tell us we have but 
four or five millions of it, when in fact we are 
in a position to control a large share of it. 

This is the commercial view in which this 
matter may be considered. But there are 
other reasons why communication by way of 
our own country should be kept up. In case 
this line is opened it will bring the travel 
between Kurope and these colonies across our 
own country. Hundreds of thousands of dol- 
lars have been expended in our country already 
in that way within the last year or so, as a 
result of the little fugitive steamers that have 
been making desultory trips up and down 
between San Francisco and the South Pacific 
islands. 

Besides this, there is another point of view 
that I spoke of but a few days ago, that by 
this small expenditure of half a million or less 
a year you obtain an investmeut of ten times 
that amount in vessels which are running 
regularly and are ready for your use in time 
of war, and it amounts to nothing less than an 
investment for your benefit of ten times the 


| amount that you putinto the enterprise, and the 


enterprise all the while is a paying one and 
adding to the wealth of your nation rather than 
taking from the l'reasury to support useless, 
almost, | might say, vessels of war. 

Mr. MOKLON. Mr. President, I never 
voted for a subsidy or foraland grant. Upon 
that subject | feel instructed by my constitu- 
ents. But I desire to say that ot the three 
subsidies which have been before the Senate, 
if | were to vote for any, | should prefer the 
Australian line. Subsidies cannot be justified 
in any case unless it isto buildup acommerce 
where none exists. 
merce with Brazil, it already amounts to 
$30,000,000, and six hundred ships go each 
way every year, we are told, and it has been 
proposed to subsidize a single line out of six 
hundred vessels. I think it cannot be justi- 
fied upon principle. 
and Japan subsidy, the Pacifie mail, 1 consider 
it already weil established. So faras the Aus- 
tralian line is concerned, a glance at the map 
of the world will show that the commerce of 


In the case of the com- | 


In the case of the China | 
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| Britain with her Australian colonies. 
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ent in five years. Her present condition can- 
not last long, nor can that of Canada; and if 
a subsidy was to be justified in any case, it 
would be to build up a commerce entirely in 
its infaney or where none exists at all. In 
the case of Brazil the proposition is not to 
build up a commerce, but to grant a subsidy 
for the purpose of building up a carrying trade 
merely. A subsidy can never be justified for 
the mere purpose of building up a carrying 
trade. If justified at all, it must be for the 
purpose ot building up a commerce where 
none exists. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The friends of this sub- 
sidy seem to have disregarded the five-minutes 
rule, and | trust therefore they will allow me 
a little indulgence in replying to some of 
their observations. When I first spoke on 
this matter I was interrupted once or twice on 
other points, and | did not prolong my re- 
marks because of my desire to conform strictly 
to the rule prescribed by the Senate. Sen- 
ators who have this matter in charge seem to 
think it is not necessary to conform themselves 
to the rule, and I therefore ask indulgence. 

Mr. MORTON, I desire to say that after 
the Senator from Ohio has spoken, | shall 
insist on the five-minutes rule. I have sot 


| violated it myself. 


Mr. POMEROY. I have not; but we spent 
a whole day on this question once before, or | 
would not insist on the rule now. 

Mr. CHANDLER. IL hope the rule will 
not be insisted on in this case. ‘This is a new 
matter not before the Senate when the rule 
was adopted. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope this time will not 
be taken from me, because lam making my 
apology for speaking the second time on tis 
matter after the rule has been waived by those 
in favor of this subsidy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 


understands that the Senator’s time is un- 


|| limited. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I shall not ask that. I 
shall be very brief in my reply. The Senator 
from California proposes a mode by which we 
shall divert all the travel between Kngland 
and Australia through this country. ‘Thetable 
he read from is of the commerce of Great 
Now, 
it is Only about the same distance trom Great 
Britain via the Suez canal to Australia that it 
is from San Francisco to Australia. Besides, 
Australia is a commercial dependency of 
Great Britain, part of the British empire, and, 
as a matter of course, the British will always 
have the advantage. The importations of 
these articles which he read are articles 


| exported from Great Britain to Australia, 


Mr. COLE. It does not state so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is so on the face of 
the paper. We know our commerce with Aus- 
tralia is only $4,000,000 a year, three fifths of 
which is with the Atlantic coast. Our com- 
merce between the Pacitic coast and Australia 
is Only $1,500,000. The absurdity of the idea 
ot wool or gold being brought from Australia 
to California has been sutliciently shown by 
my friend from Connecticut. I kuow myself 
that merchants engaged in the wool trade be- 
tween Australia and this country came to us 


| and said they could not carry on their trade 


unless they had the right to bring wool through 
England, and they said that every pound of 
wool raised in Australia was mortgaged to 
England, and every bit of this wool that is 
now referred to as brought into this country as 
part of our commerce with Aust ralia is brought 
via England, notwithstanding this steamship 
line is run. I do not beheve that one pound 
of wool bas ever been brought by this steam- 
ship line from Australia to San Franciseo, and 
not one single dollar in gold. ‘Lhat gold goes 
by the British steamers directly to London. 


| Our gold goes from San Francisco to London, 
Australia must be ours from natural causes. || 


My honorable friend trom California tells us 


In all probability Australia will be independ- || that we can export nails from Pennsylvania, 
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and materials from Connecticut, and hams 
from Ohio, via San Franciseo. to Australia. 
How absurd! [his line starts from San I*ran- 
Cisco, bhe frei Pacific railroad is 


forty to forty-five dollars aton on every 


ghton the 
one 
Ohio to 
es produced in Ohio 


of these articles. fhe freight from 


i) I 


oun Irane isco on ailat 


is higher than the freight is trom Hoagland to 
Australia You can contract to carry every 
one of the articles he named at a cheaper rate 
from Liverpoolto Australia than you can carry 
them from Ohioto San brane o. Weall know 
that the rate of treight on the Pacifie railroad 
wtrom thirty-live to tydollarsaton. There 
fore the idea of b ‘ilding up a commerce via 
the Puaecttic to Australia from the interior of 
the great body of out country 1 absurd. 

It is true that three fitths of the commerce 


United States and 


New England 


now carried on between the 


Australia 1s carried on from the 


coast by sailing vessels that leave our eastern 
: | ily 

ports. All the trade in wool, and all the trade 

carried on now from the eastern coast, does 


not go by way of California ib goes around 
Cape Horn And yet we propose, notwith 

gt andins y this trade is now cong g on, to increase 
this subsidy from San Irancisco to Australia, 
for what’ In exchange for what products? 
What can be carried? Whatis carried? If 
those Senators who are familiar with the busi- 
ness of this line will show us the bills of lading 
of these steamers, and tell us what they carry, 
their we can judge. 
Nevada says that 
received for 


and how much trade is, 


The honorable Senator from 


m San Ifrancisco the 


amount! one 

year, 1869-70, was $20,000. Twenty thou- 

and dollars was the whole amount of duties 

received on all the articles brought from Aus- 
tralia into San Francisco. 

Mr. NYE And in less than six months past 


it has been $855,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But what wasthat? That 
was the trade to New York, to Boston, and to 
San Francisco. It he had looked atthe returns 
he would have found that nearly all of that 
brought around by vessels 
under a peculiar state of circumstances. 

Mr. NYE. I should not see any such thing. 
The larger proportion of it is gum. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What kind of gum? 

Mr. NYK. Rubber. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. NYK. Yes. 

Mr. SUERMAN, 
from South America. 

Mr. NY. That wasthe report, and I read it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think we ought 
to embark on this matter. It seems that it is 
to cost $500,000 a year, because this subsidy 
of $425,000 is in addition to the present sub- 
sidy. That makes $500,000 a year to build 
up this commerce to start a monthly line of 
steamers to San Francisco without any trade. 
The Senator from Indiana says that he would 
rather subsidize a line to a country that we do 
not trade with now in order to build upa trade. 
But he must be satisfied that there can be a 
trade built up between the two countries. That 
is impossible here. There can be atrade built 
up between China and Japan and this country. 
Why? Because their productions are different ; 
the habits of their people are different; they 
have a different civilization. Exchange of 
products between those countries and ours 
would make a large trade. ‘The fact there is 
now such a trade China and our 
country shows that there is a possibility of an 
increase of it. But what possibility is there 
of an increased trade between San Francisco 
and Australia? The basis of that trade does 
uot exist. Therefore I say that of all the 
subsidies perhaps this is the weakest. I do 
think we ought to encourage the line of steam- 
ers with China and Japan; we ought to open 
up another with Brazil; we ought, in my judg- 
ment, to have a western coast line to Peru, 
and | have no doubt in three or four years, by 
the gradual changes of the price 


was wool salllng 


Rubber gum ? 


That is nearly all brought 


between 


of commer: | 
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ial products, the gradual diminution of the |! 


cost of building vessels in this country, all 
will be established without any 
atall. Ihave no doubt of that ina 
short peri ) | of time. 

‘The Senator from Pennsylvania told us that 
now the difference between the price of an 
iron vessel built on the Clyde and one built on 
the Delaware is only ten percent. Large and 
prosperous proposing to 
build iron cent. more 
the Clyde That ten per cent. 
d sappear 


workmen, 


these lines 


ubsidtes 


companies 
vVesse 


are now 
iS at ten per than 
will soon 
The gradual operations of our 
our faciliiies for iron and coal, and 
saving machinery will soon wipe out 
this difference of ten per cent. Then we shall 
teamers going all over the ocean from 
this country as we “had sailing vessels ten or 
fifteen year Sir, we are about to be led 
by a fallacious argument, built upon facts that 
do not apply to our own country, built upon 
commerce Australia and England, 
to engage in this subsidy to force a traffic at an 
enormous expense. I[ trust the Senate will 
not do it. 
Mr. RAMSEY. Mr. 
Mr. COLE. 
correction. 
Mr. RAMSEY. 
Mr. POMEROY. 
will apply hereafter. 
Mr. COLE. I wish tosay, once for all, and 
I have tried to say it several times, but was 
so unfortunate as not to make myself under- 
stood, that the commerce that is to be carried 
on by the lines subsidized in this way is but a 
small proportion of the commerce that is cre- 
ated by the line. The commerce will not be 
carried on with San Francisco alone, but it 
will naturally flow out of the ports of Boston, 
New York, Baltimore, and New Orleans; and 
the idea of carrying all the trade that is to be 
stimulated by this line across the Pacific road 
is a thing that never entered my head, and | 
hope the Senator from Ohio will not try and 
hold me to any such proposition. 
Mr. RAMSEY. I believe the foreign trade 
of this country has at least grown up to the 
amount of $1,000,000,000 per annum. One 


price. 


our labor 
have § 


ago. 


between 


President 


I wish one mement to makea 


Very well. 
The five-minutes rule 


half of it is importation and the other half 
| exportation, 


Look to Great Britain and Ire- 
and the foreign trade of those coun- 
is $4,000,000,000. Those small islands 
the Atlantic, confined to a 
superficial area of one hundred and seven- 
teen thousand square miles, against our three 
million square miles, having a population of 
less than thirty millions against our almost 
forty millions, with our immense production 
of the raw materials for consumption and for 
manufacture, yet have $4,000,000,000 of for 
eign trade and we have but $1,000,000,000. 
Why is it? It is because of the statesman- 
ship of the Senator from Ohio, and those who 
go with him against the statesmanship of Glad- 
stone, and those who manage the affairs of 
Great Britain. 

Mr. President, where would be the trade of 
Great Britain if her statesmen were as timid 
as is the Senator from Ohio, who trembles at 
the liberality he has indulged in in voting for 
the China subsidy of $1,000,000? Now he 
hesitates, and I suppose he will finally vote 
against the bill. When you have put this with 
that appropriation increased to $1,000,000 then 
you will only be paying $1,700,000 per annum 
in subsidies. Whatdoes England, who already 
has a trade that compares so finely with ours, 
pay? I have the correct statistics here in the 
report of the post office department of the 
Kinglish Government. She pays to her Aus- 
tralian line $650,000a year. She pays forthe 
Brazil service $194,590 a year. She pays for 


land, 
tries 


on one side of 


the Liverpool and Valparaiso service $147,220 | 


ayear. She pays for the East Indian, China, 
and Japan lines $2,250,000, a year; for the 
North American service, 
British North American, Queenstown to Hali- 


$564,000 a year; || 
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fax, &c., $37,879; for Bermudaand St. Thomas, 
$99,500; and to the Pacifie other than the first 
enumerated points, $63,220; for the West 
Indies, $865,570; for service to Tampico and 

Mariha, $108,380; and for the west coast 
of Africa, $116,900. 

Mr. President, notwithstanding her extraor- 
dinary foreign trade as compared with ours, 
which she creates by this liberality, she bas no 
hesitation in continuing 1t from year to year; 
but here, with all the great facilities and all 
the natural products to create a great tra le, 
you hesitate about this small ap propriation, 
rhe consequence is just the disparity between 
your trade and the trade of Great Britain, 
where they have courage and liberality. It 
always will be in this way. Unless you culti- 

vate a more liberal spirit in this re ‘gard your 
seb will only compare with that of “small and 


insignificant countries comparatively, as it does 
now. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. Mr. President, the 
Senator from California spoke of the articles 
which could be sent from New England to 
Australia. It is true that Australia needs the 
very articles which are manufactured in New 
England. The same articles are manufactured 
in England and in Germany, and Australia 
sends her wool, her gold, and her wheat to 
Kngland and Germany as well as to the Uni- 
ted States. She sends these articles which 
she produces to buy that which she does not 
produce, and she buys where she can buy 
cheapest. Every Senator knows that almost 
every article of hardware is manufactured 
cheaper in Germany and in England than it 
ishere. They know that almost every imple- 
ment of husbandry (except simply agricul- 
tural implements such as are made in Michi- 
gan and sometimes go across the continent) is 
manufactured cheaper in those countries than 
it is here, and the products of Australia go 
where they can find the bighest market aud 
buy in exchange that which they can buy 
cheapest. That is not in New England; it is 
not on our eastern shore, for every one knows 
that this market is the highest market in the 
world to-day—the best market to sell in. 

But, notwithstanding this, .Australia does 
buy some hardware, some woodenware, some 
agricultural implements, and some boots and 
shoes and other articles manufactured in New 
England; but they do not go across the con- 
tinent; only here and there an article goes 
across the continent; they go in your sailing 
ships from Boston and New York direct to 
Australia, and it is rare, only in cases where 
the purchaser is in great haste, that he is will- 
ing to be at the expense of transporting them 
across the continent. When you attempt to 
build up a line of steamers from California to 
Australia, to aid in sending forward the pro- 
ducts of New England, you are to do it by 
taking money out of the T'reasury so as to en- 
able the manufacturer to send them cheaper 
that way, time included, than he can the other. 

Mr. President, as I said the other day, in 
endeavoring to build up this line you are work- 
ing against the current, against the natural 
commerce of the two countries. I would take 
the position of the Senator from Indiana if the 
ices of these two countries were unlike ; 
that is, if the western coast of our country was 
uulike in its products to Australia; but being 
so similar there can be no profitable commerce 
there, and it is only by connecting the line 
with the eastern coast that you can have any, 
and to carry on that, to establish that, to main- 
tain it, this subsidy is too expensive. 

Mr. NYE. Allow me to ask the Senator a 
question: whether what he says in regard to 
the commerce with Australia was not emphat- 
ically true of the commerce with China before 
the China line was established ? 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I cannot answer the 
question fully. 


Mr. NYE. You know that that trade was 


| all done in sailing vessels before. 
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Mr. BUCKINGHAM. There is this dif- 
ference, and it is a very great difference, and 
the Senator ought to keep it in mind: a pack- 


age of silk which ean be covered in sixteen 
square feet may be worth $5,000 or $10,000 ; 
a package of wool occupying the pac 
may be worth fifty dollars. Now the cost is in 
time as well as in money. You ean afford to 


pay incre vased cost for transporting the article 


same Space 


of great value, and you cannot do it for the 
article of less value. 
Mr. NYE. Thatisnotthe question I asked. 


The question I asked is whether what is true 
of the Australian commerce to-day was not 
true of the China trade before the China 
steamers were established ? 

Mr. CORBETT. Mr. President, every new 
project must be attended with some expense. 
If we wish to develop our young Territories 
into great flourishing States, what do we do? 
We send our young men there and we send our 
mails there in order that they may make use 
of those communications with their old homes 
or with the eastern country, and in establish- 
ing these mail communications we furnish 
facilities for business. What would California 
have been worth to-day to the United States 
had not the young men of this country gone 
to that coast? What would we have done 
during the past war had not California been 
developed and sent forth her golden streams 
to pay the interest on your public debt? 


[ say that the evidence of commerce 
between Australia and this country is found 
in the fact, that a line has been established 


there during the past year, and has main- 
tained itself; but it has made no money. I 
say that their ships are wearing out; they 
have put on ships there of two thousand tons 
burden, some of the finest ships in the coun- 
try, costing five or six hundred thousand dol- 
lars. These ships are peculiarly adapted to 
that trade. They are not iron ships; they 
are wooden ships covered with Michigan 
copper perhaps, and it is necessary that these 
wooden ships should be coppered to prevent 
them from being incumbered by fouling upon 
the bottoms of those ships. Jron ships are 
not adapted to that trade, and the s+ips which 
are built there for that trade are peculharly 
adapted to this service. We furnish the 
lumber, the copper, and the material that 
enters into the construction of these ships. 
Australia is seventeen days nearer San Fran- 
cisco than England, and the news reaches 
San Francisco seventeen days sooner than it 
does England, and that news is transmitted 
across the wires to New York, and from there 
to England. The commerce naturally flows 
by the way the mail goes. The difference in 
time is thirty-four days in going and coming 
between Australia and San |'rancisco, and be- 
tween Australia and London; or between 
New York and Australia it is about ten days 
sooner than between Australia and England, 
by the Red sea. ‘Therefore the travel natu- 
rally takes the course of the mails and crosses 
the Pacific road to New York, and thence to 


England. Commerce will follow the quickest 
routes. If merchants in Australia can obtain 


their goods from San Francisco or from New 
York thirty days sooner than from England, 
if they are in a hurry for these articles 
they will order them that way, so as to secure 
quick returns. Our position, as contrasted with 
that of England, gives us this great advan- 
tage, and if we do not take advantage of the 
position that we occupy, certainly we are at 
fault. It has been demonstrated that we do 
so occupy this position, and | wish that the 
Senate andthe people of the United States 
could see the importance of it. 

Sir, there is no trade that is so important to 
the State that I have the honor in part to rep- 
resent as this Australian trade in furnishing a 
market for our lumber and for our fish, which 
is not produced in any other portion of the | 
country to any extent. We are producing a 


of $54,380. 


very large amount of salmon, both canned and 
salted, for this trade, and it is really the great 
est opening for these articles that we have. 
Not only that, but our manufactured goods, 
woolen ¢ that are heavy, suited to that 
country, are being exported to a great extent. 


oods 


We also furnish from the East tobacco. That 
must go by the quickest route; it cannot take 
long voyages, because it soon spoils. It is 


betrer to be transported across the country by 
quick conveyance. 


As to boots and shoes, | 
know from 


actual experience as a merchant 
that boots and shoes cannot be ship pe -d around 
the Horn without being destroyed and spoiled. 
Conse quentiy it is nec essary to pac kk them in 
close, compact form, and send them across 
the country to California, and then by quick 
mode of conveyance to Australia. The great 
advantage of this trade is in the fuect that we 
can furnish the articles better and better suited 
to that trade and quicker than any other 
market. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. KELLY. In the discussion the other 
day upon the subsidy for the China steamship 
line I stated that I was not altogether opposed 
to subsidies; but that there were certain sub- 
sidies | was in favor of. 
for the reason that I did notthink it was neces- 
sary, because the line was in a prosperous con- 
dition. For the reasons I then stated I am 
in favor of granting the subsidy which is now 
proposed, and I will state certain facts upon 
which I will base a few remarks. 

J hold in my hand a communication from 
the Treasury Department, dated Ie bruary 20, 
1872, signed by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
wherein it appears that our imports from Aus- 
tralia and New Zealand for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1870, were but the small sum of 
$54,380. Contrast that with what has been 
imported during the last six months at Boston 
and New York, and we sball see how the trade 
has risen. The importation of woolsand gums 
from Australiaat the port of New York forthe 
six months ending April 22, 1872, was $573,- 
460, upon which there were duties collected to 
the amount of $269,901 50. At the port of 
Boston the amount of imports was $760,020, 
upon which were duties amounting to $385, 
872 95, making the total at these two ports of 
imports $1,333,480, and the duties $655,774 45. 
That is but for the period of six months. Re- 
member for the whole of the year ending June 
30, 1870, the imports were but the small sum 
Now, the trade has increased so 
enormously at these two single ports alone. 
Why is this? A year ago last April this 
line of steamers was established from San 
Franciseo to Australia, and from the estab- 
lishment of that line this commerce has in- 


The 


Sen- 


creased, not as the Senator from Connecticut 


would intimate, that the commerce has been 
brought across the Pacific railway. I gave 
you but a moment ago the imports at the city 
of New York and the city of Boston taken by 


| sailing vessels; but let me say this, that before 


this line of steamers commenced running from 
San Francisco to the British colonial posses- 
sions in Australia and New Zealand, those 
countries were almost a terra incognita; we 
knew nothing about #. It was in the south- 
ern hemisphere, the very antipodes of our 
own country. It was true the people were 
descended from the same race as ourselves; 
but still all the communication that we had 
with them was by way of England and around 
by the usual course of British sailing vessels 
and steamers. After this line was established 
there seems to have been a revolution at least 
in the passenger traffic. The colonial mails 
are now carried across our own country to the 
Australian possessions. <A year ago | sawa 
whole car-load of sealed mails of that coun- 
| try transported across the Central Pacific rail- 
| way, and I understand that our Government 
| has received about eighty (! 


That subsidy | opposed 
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old 


| the transportation of the English mail from 


England to the colonial possessions. 

Mr. President, not only 1s that the case, but 
between England and her colonial possessions 
over three thousand persons have 
ried by this same ste: imshiy » line 

rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tor’s time has expired. 

Mr. CHANDLER.  Thope the five-minutes 
rule will not be put on this amendment. Lt was 
not on the bill when the rule was adopted, and 
l hope it will not be enforced. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Oregon ask for an extension of 
his time ? 

Mr. KELLY. 
obje ction. 

The PRESIDING OF i ICER. The Chair 
hears no objection. The Senator will proceed, 

Mr. KELLY. The Senator from Connecti- 
eut (Mr. BuckinGHaM] said that we never 
could transport wool and gum and such things 
as we receive from Australia across the Pa- 
cific railroad. It is not intended that this 
should be done; but let me say that it is neces- 
sary that we should have a line of steamers 
running from our own country to take passen- 
gers, merchants, agents, 
gaged in commerce. ‘They go from our own 
country, they go from Kngland across our 
country, and from San Francisco to Australia, 
and they enter into commerce there with those 
people. Whatever they purchase is not trans- 
ported by these lines of steamers, but by satl- 


} 
Deen 


cur- 


The Sena- 


I do not ask it if there is 


those who are en- 


ing vessels, but it is necessary that persous 
should go there to purchase, see what they 


have to sell; and that is the reason we desire 
this steamship line to be established, because 
it enables us to go to and from that country 
with greater facility and make our contracts, 


| and then send the products of that country by 


| between San Francisco and China. 


:ousand dollars for || 


sailing vessels to the ports of New York and 
Boston and San Francisco, or wherever they 
may be wanted. I do not suppose this is 
intended to be in the main a line of steamers 
to carry freight, but to carry passengers, to 
carry the mails, to keep up an active com- 
merce between the two peoples. 

It seems to me worth while to sustain this 
line for this reason: that that is a colony of 
Great Britain which perhaps at some day not 
far distant will be an independent nation, 
speaking our own language, and, as | said be- 
fore, descended from the same ancestors as we. 
They are active; they are increasing rapidly 
in population, now numbering over two mil- 
lion, and from our own coast they receive 
grain, flour, lumber, fish, and from the other 
States of the Union articles have been named 
which have gone there as part of our export 
trade. 

I think, for these reasons, it is a steamship 
line that deserves a subsidy more than any 
one that has been mentioned; certainly more 
than the one we have agreed to subsidize 
It is cer- 
tainly deserving of our encouragement. | 
think that every steamship line ought to stand 
upon its own strength or fall by its own weak- 
ness. If we can show that this deserves to 
be sustained, let it be sustained. If it can 
be shown that another is self-sustaining and 
needs no assistance, it ought not to receive 
Government bounty. 

For these reasons, [ shali support and vote 
for this subsidy, or it may not Le called ex 
actly a subsidy ; it is payment for transporta- 
tion of the mail, and really nothing more. We 
pay a great deal more for the transportation 
of mails across the Pacific railway and across 
every line of communication than we do for 
That 


ordinary freight. payment is in the 
| nature of a subsidy, and so it is here. We 
transport mails from San Francisco to the 


British possessions, and we pay higher for 


and 
I think this sub- 


them than we would for ordinary freight ; 
I think we ought to do so. 
sidy ought to be granted. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. WINDOM. IL want to give notice that 
I shall insist on adhering to the five-minutes 
ruie, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will observe that he has enforced the rule, but 
when the Senate extends the time it becomes 
the duty of the Chair to defer to the judgment 
of the Senate. 

Mr. WINDOM. 
80 that it will not be invidiou 

Mr. POMEROY. Wespent one day on this 
subject before, and I want to vote. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [do not much like to 
have this rule enforced after the friends of 
the measure have occupied all the time they 
at ired. 

I mereiy wish to say in regard to this sub- 
sidy that it is not in the interest of commerce ; 
it has no relation tothe interests of commerce 
whatever. I want my honorable friend from 
Minnesota [Mr. Ramsey] the next time he 
introduces a bill from the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads to confine himself to 
post oflices and post roads, and let commerce 
(which [do notthink he very well understands) 
either go to the Committee on Finance or to 
the Committee on Commerce. This measure 
of commerce at all. 
The Committee on Commerce had occasion to 
investigate this subject, and we ascertained 


I want to give notice now, 


is not in the interest 


that there was not and cannot be built up a | 


commerce between Australia and the California 
I hold in my hand a statement of the 
whole commerce of Melbourne for three quar- 
ters of a year up toJune 30, 1870. The whole 
exports from Melbourne, where this line is to 
run, for three quarters of a year, were £3,572 
19s., under $20,000—the whole exports from 


coast. 


Melbourne to the United States in the fiscal 


year ending June 30, 1870. 
Mr. President, you can run ships, you can 
manufacture ice, and ship it by a subsidized 


line to Alaska, but you cannot make commerce | 


by manulacturing ice and shipping it to Alaska. 


You can subsidize a line to run from Califor- | 


nia to Melbourne, but you do not build up 
commerce, 
exchange. You might as well ‘ carry coals to 
Neweastle’’ and call that commerce as to 
carry on any kind of exchange between the 
products of California and Australia. If you 
want to work in the interest of commerce, you 
had better subsidize eight or ten large ships to 
go around the Horn that will carry cargo. 

This is a job, nothing more and nothing less. 
Here are a parcel of steamships ten years old, 
that cannot run anywhere at a profit, that now 
want to run in this Australian trade, and they 
want to take the money out of your Treasury 
to pay them for running. 
rod on any water on God’s earth without a 
loss, and now they come here and demand of 
you $5,000,000 out of your Treasury to make 
up that loss 

Mr. President, I will never vote for any such 
measure as that. If we must buy these old 
hulks, (and they are ten years old I am told,) 
I am in favor of putting enough nitro-glycerine 
into the bottom of each ship to send her where 
one single payment will be the last. The ships 
are old. You all know that wooden ships at 
ten yearsof age are of very little value. hat 
is about the hfe of a wooden ship. Here we 
have had, year after year, propositions for this 
self-same thing. It has been before us now all 
this year begging for pennies out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States for running these old 
ships that ought to be sunk. 
done by my vote, sir. 

Mr. NYE. I take it that they will not be 
sunk from any nitro-glycerine that the Senator 
has putin. Llundertake to say that the Senator 
does not know anything about these ships. 
The ships are good ships, and rank in the in- 
surance ollices as A No. 1, and the Senator 
from Michigan has no business to say that 
these are old hulks and ought to be sunk. If 


There is nothing there you can || 


They cannot run a | 


It will not be 
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that is the animus of the Committee on Com- || and we must be just before we are generous 


may the Lord our commerce. 
Such is the prayer at least of one who would 
like to see commerce flourish. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I merely wish to say 
that these ships were built for an exceptional 
trade. They were built to carry express freight 
and passengers by way of Panama. When the 
Pacilic railroad was finished these ships became 
useless; at least they ran at a great loss, and 
they must run at a great loss anywhere. They 
cannot carry a large cargo, but can carry a 
great many passengers. 

Now, Mr. President, it is proposed to sub- 
sidize this line, for what? To carry the Eng- 
lish mail, and you are going to pay $4,250,000 
for the benetit of British commerce and not 
for the benefit of American commerce. What 
difference does it make to us whether the 
British mails arrive in England ten days sooner 
or ten days later? 

Mr. NYE. Why do the British subsidize 
their line, and why do they pay over twenty 
millions on one line to carry mails and trade? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is the Senator aware 
that Great Britain does not furnish her own 
food? Is not the Senator aware that Great 
Britain is purely a commercial nation? 

Mr. NYE. Is not the Senator aware that 
what has made Great Britain great in her Lon- 
don docks to-day is American trade? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. NYK. ‘Then why not let us reach after 
British trade ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is perfectly well 
known that with their cheap labor they can 
underseli us in most of their products, and 
until labor falls as low here as it is in Great 


merce, save 


| Britain we cannot meet her upon equal terms 


in any one of her colonial markets. 
A paper was sent to my desk yesterday or 
to-day—the same paper may have been read 


| here—containing a statement of merchandise 


entered in Australia. 
were cottons. 


Among other things 


We imported and paid a duty | 


on four or five times as many cottons during | 


the same period as were taken from Knglanu 
to Australia. We cannot compete, we know 
we cannot compete there. 


sell us; itis their own market. There are 


' some of our products that go there, but those 


are heavy products, petroleum, some agricul- 
tural implements, and they are shipped around 
the Horn. It costs less to ship from New 
York to Australia than from New York to 
San Francisco. 

Mr. NYE. I want to ask another question. 
If there is no trade there that we are going to 
reach, how does it happen that since this line 
of steamers was put on it has sprung up as if 


_by magic the trade between Austraha and 
San Francisco? 


Mr. CHANDLER. My friend from Con- 
necticut explained that, because of the extraor- 
dinary demand for wool. 

Mr. NYE. The explanation will not hold 
good. The wool that grows there to-day will 
come here to-morrow if we give it a chance. 
It is British commerce that we are reaching 
after. 

Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President, what is the 
precise condition of the five-minutes rule? 

Mr. POMEROY. I insist that the rule be 
enforced. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota makes a point of order 
the Chair will rule upon it. The five minutes 
of the Senator from Michigan have just expired. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I have heard nothing 
from any Senator that would induce me to vote 
for this subsidy. As to the difference of opin- 
ion between the distinguished gentlemen on 


the subject of these steamships, whether they | 


be good or bad, I feel little interest in that; | 
think it unimportant; but one thing I know, 
it is our duty to look to the interest and the 
condition of the Preasury of the United States. 
It is certainly known that we owe a large debt, 


They can under- | 








| question. 


_If this proposition contemplated enabling the 


United States the more readily to discharge 
its great debt I would advocate it in an ip- 
stant. 

There is a word used here that has quite 
a charm to an American; and that is, ** com- 
merce.’’ Who is not in favor of commerce, 
and a triumphant commerce upon the part of 
the United States? The man does not live 
who would dare to say that he was opposed to 
it. But, as I think was well said by the Sen- 
ator from Michigan, | do not see, in the re- 
motest sense, that commerce is to be aided by 
this proposition ; but that the Treasury of the 
United States is to be depleted there is no 
That is understood. 

I might illustrate, and, perhaps, if you please, 
should this subsidy carry, I would be embold- 
ened to introduce a proposition in the exten- 


| sion and behalf of the commerce of the United 


States, and I think it would be about as ger- 
mane to that great question as the one now 


| presented, and that would be to inaugurate a 


company, A, B, and C. I see many faces 


| around here that I should like to have incor- 


porated in it, and really I would not know who 


| to exclude, I have such a good opinion of the 


whole of them; | would have no objection to 


| participating myself humbly. It would be this: 


take a small plantation in my State, or, if you 
like, leave Texas and go to any of the north- 
western Territories and get up a little planta- 
tion there of about five million acres, fence it, 
buy sheep from our friends in Pennsylvania, 


' Connecticut, and elsewhere, get some fine 
’ » £ 


herdsmen, good shepherds’ dogs, and good 
wool growers and send them there; only ask 
the United States Government to indorse our 
bonds for about ten years aud we would prom- 
ise to pay the money backtothem. We would 
grow wool there, ten pounds for one that would 
be received by the subsidy for starting these 
vessels and continuing them for the time spoken 
of. We would have the wool, it would be 
domestic wool, too; it would be developing 
the United States. There could be no chance 
for anything but success in such an enterprise, 
and, if this be accepted, if every proposition 
is to receive the sanction of the Senate to the 
tune of millions upon millions to build up, | 
should propose to go into a large farm and 
wool-growing operation or into raising cotton, 
and this wool and cotton would notask a sub- 
sidy on the other side of the question to ship 
it abroad; it would be athome. The northern 
manufacturers could get hold of it without 
difficulty, and I think that would illustrate the 
questiou very well. I am opposed to this under 
any circumstances. 

Mr. WINDOM. I would be very happy to 
make a speech on this subject, but in the hope 
of getting a vote I decline to make a speech. 
I rise to give notice that I will ask the enforce- 
ment of the rule as to the number of speeches 
each Senator may make. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Would it be in order 
to move to lay this amendment on the table? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I make that motion, 
and ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I wish to inquire, for 
information, if this amendment should be laid 
on the table, would it be in order to renew a 
similar amendment after the bill gets in the 
Senate ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It would be. 

Mr. RICE. On this question I am paired 
with the Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Mon- 
RILL.] If present he would vote ‘‘ yea,’’ aud I 
should vote ‘* nay.’’ 


Mr. SAWYER. On this question [ am 


paired with the Senator from Connecticut, 
[ Mr. Buckincuam.] If present he would vote 
‘‘yea’’ on this proposition, and I should vote 
** nay.’ 


Mr. WINDOM. On this question I am 


? 
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aired with the Senator from New Jersey, [ Mr. | 
PT RELINGHUYSEN, ] at his request. If he were 
here he would vote to lay it on the table, and 
I should vote against the motion. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I wish to state that the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Srockron] is 
paired on this question with the Senator from 
Connecticut, [Mr. Ferry.] The Senator from 
Connecticut, if here, would vote ‘‘ yea,’’ and 
the Senator from New Jersey would vote 
‘‘nay’’ on this motion. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, | 
resulted—yeas 21, nays 20; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cald- 
well, Cameron, Chandler, Conkling, Cooper, Flan- 
agan, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, 
Logan, Norwood, Saulsbury, Scott, Sherman, Ste- | 
yenson, Trumbull, Vickers, and Wright—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Casserly, Clayton, Cole, 
Corbett, Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of Michigan, 
Gilbert, Hill, Kellogg, Kelly, Morrillof Maine, Nye, | 
Osborn, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Sprague, Stewart, West, 
and Wilson—20. P 

ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Carpenter, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, | 
Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut. Freling- | 
huysen, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamlin, Hitchcock, 
Howe, Johnston, Lewis, Morrill of Vermont, Mor- 
ton, Patterson, Pool, Pratt, Ransom, Rice, Robert- 
son, Sawyer, Schurz, Spencer, Stockton, Sumner, 
Thurman, Tipton, and Windom—33. 


So the motion was agreed to. 


Mr. RAMSEY. I desire to move an amend- 
ment to the bill, to strike out the third section, 
it now being superfluous. The contract bill 
for the Post Office Department has passed both 
Houses embodying the same section verbatim. 

Mr. WINDOM. [| have no objection to that 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. NORWOOD. I move to amend the | 
bill on page 5,at the end of section one, by 
inserting the following : 

To pay Augustine Bacon, of Georgia, for services | 
as a post route agent, $437 69. 

Mr. WINDOM. 
on that. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I will state that this is 
to pay an amount under a bill which has already 
passed, but there is no fund out of which to 
pay it without an appropriation. It is in pur- 
suance of an act passed at this session of Con- 
rreSs. 

Mr. WINDOM. 
claim. 

Mr. NORWOOD. It is to carry out an ex- 
isting law. I ask the Secretary to read the | 
paper I send to the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

CLeRK’s Orrice, Hous—t REPRESENTATIVES, 

WasuineTon, D. C., May 3, 1872. 

This certifies that in a message received by the 
House of Representatives from the President of the 
United States it was announced to the House that 
an act for the relief of Augustine Bacon, being | 
House bill No. 528, second session Forty-Second 
Congress, had become a law by limitation of law, 
without his signature. 

Mr. NORWOOD. A copy of the bill is on 
the Secretary’s desk. It was sent to the Pres- 
ident some days ago, and on the date named 
in that paper the act became a law by reason 
of the President taking no action upon it. 
The ten days expired, and it became a law in 
that way. Now, this amendment is simply to 
provide a fund to pay this amount for which 
the act was passed. 

Mr. WINDOM. Does not the bill itself 
provide for the payment of this amount? 

Mr. NORWOOD. The bill says *‘ out of 
any fund,’’ and application has been made to 
the Postmaster General, and he says there is 
no fund out of which to pay the amount. 

Mr. POMEROY. I did not hear the Sena- 
tor fully, but I should like to inquire of him, 
if the bill became a law, why this man did not 
get his pay? 

Mr. RAMSEY. 
tion in the bill. 


I raise a question of order 


I think it is a private 





There was no appropria- | 


Mr. NORWOOD. The bill passed at this | 
session. It was in the hands of the President | 
for ten days, and by operation of the Constitu- | 
tion became a law without his signature. 


Mr. MORTON. And I understand the | 


42p Cone. 2p Sess.—No. 196. 





| Senator to say there was no appropriation in 


the bill? 

Mr. NORWOOD. T ask the Secretary to 
read the copy of the bill which he has before 
him. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

** Be it enacted, &c., That the Postmaster General 
is hereby authorized and directed to pay to Augustine 


| Bacon the sum of $4 37 69, for services as route agent 
| on route No. 5674, performed under appointment by 
| the Postmaster General in 1865 and 1866, which amount 
is due said Bacon, as appears by the books of the | 
Post Office Department, and remains unpaid in con- | 
sequence of the inability of said Bacon to take the | 
test-oath, as prescribed by act of July 2, 1862; and | 
the same shall be paid out of any moneys of the | 








Post Office Department not otherwiseappropriated.’’ || 


Mr. SHERMAN. 


| have not a doubt that | 


this claimant can get his money without an | 


appropriation. 
Mr. NORWOOD. I 


amendment in 


offered this 
of a statement 


have 
consequence 


| made by a member of the House who had 


charge of the bill there. He said he had 


made application to the 


pay it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is an appropriation 
out of the Post Office fund. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
state to the Senator from Georgia that in this 
very bill there isan appropriation of $5,449,001 
to supply deficiencies in the Post Office De- 
partment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1873. 

Mr. RAMSEY. For purposes already spe- 
cified in the bill. 
fund too largely 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This amend- 
ment seems to be to carry out the provisions 
of an existing law. The law, which the Chair 
has examined, certainly requires that this 
person shall have his pay, to be ** paid out of 
any moneys of the Post Office Department 
not otherwise appropriated.’? The Senator 
states that the money has not been appropri- 
ated for this object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I presume prior to the 
passage of the deficiency bill the Post Office 
fund was entirely exhausted, but I have no 
doubt there is money enough now to pay this 
claim since the deficiency bill has passed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
submit the question to the Senate on the 
adoption of the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MORTON. I desire to inquire of the 
Senator from Minnesota whether he expects 
the Senate to sit this bill out to-night? 

Mr. WINDOM. I hope they wiil do so. 

Mr. MORTON. I hope so, too. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I wish, if it be neces- 
sary, to reserve the amendment in regard to 
the Australian line. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. That amend- 
ment was laid on the table, and it will have to 
be renewed, because it could not be reported 
to the Senate. 


Mr. MORTON. I wish to reserve the | 
amendment in relation to the Pacific mail. 
Mr. RAMSEY. I should like to reserve | 


the amendment on page 3, lines forty-nine 


and fifty, striking out ‘‘a printed request to | 
return the letter to the writer,’’ and inserting | 


the words ‘‘if not delivered in — days return 
to I think the committee 


ology of the House bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The 
from Indiana desires to reserve the amend- 
ment in regard to the Pacific mail, and the 
Senator from Minnesota reserves the amend- 


Senator 


The Chair will | 


This requires an additional | 
appropriation. Otherwise it would deplete that | 


them- | 
selves will consent to return to the phrase- | 


Department, and || 
they said they had no fund out of which to | 








ment in regard to printed matter upon stamped | 


envelopes. 

Mr. VICKERS. 
also the amendment in reference to the China 
and Japan line. 


The VICK PRESIDENT. 


That bas been 


I should like to reserve | 
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reserved already by the Senator from Indiana 
under the name of the Pacifie mail, as it is 
called 


Mr. POMEROY. As these amendments 


are all reserved, itis very eV ident th il we have 


| got to debate the ground all over again. 








| tional land district 


The VICK PRESIDENT. Before the Sen- 
ator submits a motion, if there be no objection 
the Chair will first take the question on con 
curring in all the amendments except those 
reserved. If no other amendment is reserved, 
the question is on concurring in the other 
amendments made as in Committee of the 
W hole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The first reserved 
amendment is in regard to the Pacific mail. 

Mr. POMEROY. I move that the 
proceed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

Mr. ANTHONY. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Pending the 
consideration of the first reserved amend 
ment, the Senator from Kansas moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of 


Senate 


I hope not. 


| executive business. 


Mr. ANTHONY. I understand that the 
Senator who has charge of this bill asks us to 
sit it out, to-night, and we might as well have 
the debate to-night as any other time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion for 
an executive session is not debatable except 
by unanimous consent. 

The question being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes 20, noes 18. 

Mr. MORTON and Mr. ANTHONY called 
for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered ; 
and being taken, resulted—yeas 22, nays 20; 
as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Boreman, Casserly, Cole. Cooper, 
Corbett, Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of Michigan, 
Flanagan, Goldthwaite, Harlan, Hiteheock, Nor- 
wood, Nye, Pomeroy, Saulsbury, Spencer. Sprague, 
Stevenson, Stewart, Vickers, West, and Wilsen—22 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony,Chandler,Clayton,Conk 
ling, Gilbert, Hamilton of ‘Texas, Howe, Kellogg, 
Kelly, Logan, Morton, Osborn, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, 
Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, Windom, and Wright 

ABSEN'T—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Bayard, Blair, 
Brownlow, Buckingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Car- 
penter, Cragin. Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Fea- 
ton, Ferry of Connecticut, Frelinghuysen, Hamilton 
of Maryland, Hamlin, Hill, Johnston, Lewis. Morrill 
of Maine, Morrill of Vermont. Patterson, Kansom, 
Rice, Robertson, Schurz, Stockton, Sumner, Thur- 
man, Tipton, and Trumbull—s2. 


So the motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had concurred in the report 
of the committee of conference on the dis- 


| agreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill 


(H. R. No. 1060) making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
penses of the Government for the year ending 
June 30, 1873, and for other purposes. 

‘The message also announced that the House 
had concurred in the amendments of the Sen 
ate to the bill (H. RK. No. 1666) to establish 
certain post roads. 

The message further announced that the 
House had passed the bill (S. No. 973) to 
fund certain liabilities of the city of Washing 
ton existing June 1, 1871, and to limit the 
debt and taxation in the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2683) to grant additional 
compensation to the marshal of the district of 
South Carolina for the period of four months 


| and ten days; and 


A bill (H. R. No. 2685) to establish an addi 
in the Territory of Dakota. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The Senate proceeded tothe consideration of 
executive business; and after five minutes 
spent therein, the doors were reopened, and 
(at five o'clock and seventeen minutes p. mw.) 
the Senate adjourned. 
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It ] be read alr ly and is 
l 1 { pu pa ive, [ ask 
‘ fia Si I feel that there 


Phe VICK PRESIDENT. Pending the call 


for} } ns, t Senator from Louisiana asks 

' ae call up the bill in re gard 

‘ | bia. 

Mr. | Connecticut. I object. 

Mi ( INGHAM. I ask the Senate to 
ta ‘ te bill No 944, to pi vide for the 
claim o Potta mie Indians residing in 
Michigan and Indiana, subject to the morning 
bu 

l VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Connect bs inanin is consent to take 
ap the bill named him, which has hereto- 
lore Deen made a speci il order, subject to the 
m ng business Is there objection? 

Mr. KhLLOGG. | understand that the 
senator un Connecticut { Mr, I's RRY | objects 
to my request 

the VICE PRESIDENT. It is the other 
Senator trom Connecticut who makes this 


Mr. KELLOGG, 
ect by proxy for Mr. Ferry. 


Then I shall have to ob- 
{| Laughter. ] 
AND MEMORIALS. 


PETITIONS 


IMBULL presented A petition of 


t ( he United States prayi g the adop 
laiu measures by th Congress of the 
{ ie o provide ways and means for 
( u ind d ru ing the charities of the 
] t who may wish to remember the 


which 


Committee on Fore ign 


Persians in theis adversity ; 


Mi WIND yM prese nted three petitions of 


Cl i Minn la, la e soldiers of the United 
; \ { ug for the equ ilization of 
intles; wh were referred to the Com- 
¥ ‘ on | i ACT, 8 
Mr. SCOLTL presented nine memorials of 
ba ind o ‘ rens of Philadelphia, 


» the plans and meas 


ures of Oliver Evans Woods for securing the 


s ule di ivery of le Lers transp rted by mail; 
which were referred to the Committee on Post 
Utices and Post lt ls 

tle also p ented a petition of citizens of 


the United States gy appropriate legis- 


i mi prohibiting the manufacture, import- 
\ ind sale of intoxicating liquors to be 
1 as a beverage among the Indians and 
taunts of the western Let ies and the 


there stationed, as far as the } irisdic- 


(Glovernment may extend; 


referred to the Committee on the 


) 
rie wlso pr nted a petition of late soldiers 
| praying that industrial homes 
and wning schools may be established for 
phans of soldiers and sailors who served 
\ ny a 1 NAVY if Lae 


n the war of the rebellion; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and 
Mr. BLAIR. I present additional papers 

1 if Mrs. Delilah Robertson, widow 


of John H. Robertson, late private com 
C, eleventh regiment Missouri State 
militia, praying fora pension. A bill (H. R. 
No. 1208) granting a pension to Delilah 
Robertson came from the House of Repre- 
referred to the Commit- 
Pensions of this b dy, and rep( rted 


sentatives, and was 


i 


ee on 


adve rsely upon. 1 ask that the bill may be 
referred back to the Committee on Pensions 


I 1 ers 
il }? CTS. 
i 


1 if t} 
The VICK PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection the bill will be recommitted, with 


ni ection with the ( 


tLe papers, to the Committee on Pensions. 


UMMILTTEES 


REPORTS OF ¢ 


Mr. CRAGIN, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
746) granting a pension to the widow of the 
lute Admiral l’arragut, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
Rt. No. 620) for the relief of Thomas C. Martin, 
Emilia K. Martin, Jane G. Martin, and Leonor 
Martin, children of J« he Martin, deceased, 
directed me to report it back, with a 
recommendation in favor of its passage, and [| 
think if the Senate will give me two minutes 
it will be sufficient to pass the bill and dispose 
of it. With the permission of the Senate | 
will state the character of the bill. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Thisis a private 
bill reported from the Committee on Foreign 


have 


Relations, and the Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent for its present considera- 
tion, and desires to explain it. If there be no 
objecti mn, he will proceed, 

Mr. KELLOGG. [ must object. I gave 
way yesterday for my honorable triend to pass 
a bill. 

The VICK 


PRESIDENT. Objection is 


made and the bill will be placed upon the | 


Calendar. 

Mr. CORBETT, from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. RK. No, 546) for the relief of Charles F. 
Tracy, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred a petition of citi- 
zeus of the United States, praying that James 
B. McLaughlin be granted an increase of pen- 
sion, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration, the evidence not being sufficient; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
were referred the petition of Eliza Shelton and 
others for a pension, and also the bill (S. No. 
184) granting pensions to Eliza Shelton, Nancy 
Shelton, Cerena Metealf, Nancy King, Patsey 
J. Shelton, Sarah Metcalf, Cloa Sheiton, and 
Mary Franklin, and their children under the 
age of sixteen years, asked to be discharged 
from their further consideration, the commit- 
tee having been unable to procure any testi- 
mony that these parties were recognized by 
the United States Government as having been 
mustered into the United States service; which 
was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr, CLAYTON (by request) asked, and by 
unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill (S. No. 1081) granting to each offi- 
cer, soldier, seaman, and marine who served 
the United States in the late war of the rebel- 
lion, and who was honorably discharged there- 
from, a certificate warrant for public lands; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. HOWE asked, and by unanimons con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
1082) to change the name of the pilot-boat 


United States || Three Brothers to Adaliza; which was read 
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twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 
COMMITTEE ON STEAMSHIP SUBSIDIES, 

Mr. CHANDLER, 
resolution : 

Resolved, That a select committee of five be 
appointed by the Chair to investigate and report 
if any steamboat lines should be subsidized by the 


Government; andif so, which lines and to what 
extent. 


I offer the following 
gy 


Mr. President, we are acting in the dark 
upon the question of subsidies, and I think the 
Senate ought to investigate the whole subject. 
I do not wish to go on this committee myself, 
My friend from Connecticut [Mr. Buckine- 
HAM| has probably given more thought and 
more study to this subject than any other mem- 
ber of this body, and I should like to have 
him upon it, 

Mr. SPRAGUE. 
again. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution 
will be read. It requires unanimous consent 
for its present consideration, 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr, KELLOGG, I shall have to object to 
that, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, 
will lie over. 
order, 


Let the resolution be read 


The resolution 
Senate resolutions are still in 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SUMNER. I now move that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of the District 
school bill. 

Mr. KELLOGG. T object. The Chair has 
not announced that the morning business is 
closed. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair was 
of the impression that he had formally an- 
nounced the close of the morning business; 


| but there seems to be great competition forthe 


floor. The Chair will now announce the close 
of the morning business. 

Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts first addressed the Chair. 

Mr. SUMNER. I now move that the Sen- 


| ate proceed with the consideration of the Dis- 
trict school bill. 


IRA BUCKMAN, JR. 
Mr. FENTON. I ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts to give way for one moment antil 


I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to 


place on the Calendar the bill (H. R. No. 897) 





poned. 


tor the relief of Ira Buckman, jr., which was 
reported from the Committee on Patents with 
a recommendation that it be indetinitely post- 
I was not present when the report 
was made, and [ ask that the bill be placed on 
the Calendar with the adverse report. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
New York asks that the bill referred to by 
him be placed on the Calendar with the ad- 


| verse report of the committee, although it was 
| indefinitely postponed in his absence. 


The 
Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 
lhe question now is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Sumner. } 
EQUAL RIGHTS IN SCHOOLS. 
Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut, I hardly 
know whether | ought to object to taking up 


this bill at this time. I movedan amendment 
on the last legislative day but one, and re 


| quested to have it printed and the order was 
| made; but the Printing Office seem to be so 





crowded that it is not among my papers 

The VICK PRESIDENT, It is now here, 
the Chair is informed. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. 
right, then. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Senate bill No, 365. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered, 


That is all 
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Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not desire to re- 
peat what I said yesterday, but there is public 
business, b isiness that the count ry requires to 
be done, that is urgent; and it is postponed 
here morning after morning by an effort to get 
up ‘ a bill to foree the colored and white chil- 
dren to go to the same schools in the District 
of Columbia, a matter that certainly is not of 
such pressing importance as to lay aside day 
after ‘day the ordinary business of the coun- 
try, and particularly the emergent business 
whit h I have spoken a | hope the bill will 
not be taken up. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope it will be taken 

up. In the first place, it involves a principle 
that every one (no matter where he has been 
or what he believes in at home) says he be- 
lieves in now. Of course I cannot state what 
that principle is, for I should be discussing 
It is a matter of great importance 
that we should determine fairly and squarely 
whether in the District of Columbia, where 
we have power, that we will exercise it in the 
protection of equal rights, or that we will not ; 
J cannot say which, because that would be 
discussing the merits. Now is the time for us 
all to put our hands to the plow and plow one 
way or the other. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, there never 
was a4 moment when the exigency was greater 
for the present measure ; nor was there ever 
a moment when the opportunity was so advan- 
tageous. I have inquired myself of persons 
interested in the schools; and I find that if 
the change is to be made, this is the very 
manent) ; it is the eee time, and the 

ate ought to act upon it prompt ly. There 
is no measure on which it could act during the 
morning hour with more advantage to the 
country. 

Mr. CAMERON. [trust we shall take up 
this question now for the purpose of disposing 
of it. It is a hinderance to all other business, 
and we shall be able to do nothing until we get 
it out of the road. If there were no other 
reasons in my mind, I should vote for taking 
it 1 on that account only. Let us take it up 
an done with it. 

Mir SUMNER, 

Mr. HAMLIN. 
bill? 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
it is a Senate bill, reported by the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not think it is worth 
while to take up this bill unless it is to super- 
sede the Post Office appropriation bill. If we 
are only to spend the morning hour on it, we 
shall be spending all the morning hour on this 
bill. Yesterday, when it was up, the Senate 
refused to proceed with it after the morning 
hour had expired. If they do that now, it 
may occupy every morning hour and prevent 
the ordinary public business that is pressing. 
| do not believe in occupying the morning hour 
in that way. I do not think it is an economy 
of time. If it is the understanding that we 
shall go on and finish it there will be some 
sense in taking it up; otherwise, I shall vote 
against taking it up, because I do not believe 
in fooling away the time in that way. 

Mr. KELLOGG. | feel that I cannot con- 
sistently object to the taking up of the bill 
moved by the Senator from Massachusetts ; 
but [ must say that | think the bill that I sue- 
ceeded in getting before the Senate yesterday, 
and which should be acted upon, is of vastly 
more importance to the people I represent. 
I hope we shall go on with that bill and dis- 
pose of it this morning. 

Mr. MOKTON. If the whole of the morn- 
ing hour is to be taken up in discussion it is 
not very important whether we take up any 
bill or not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to make a report 
from the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SUMNER. I object until the vote is 
taken. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 


the merits. 


That is right. 
Is this a House ora Senate 


} 
| 


on the 
setts. 
Mr. CASSERLY. I supposed the Senator 
n Mass ichust tts got up his motion subject 
to the morning business. 
Mr. SUMNER. The bill is not up. As 
soon as it is up, there will be no objection. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 
business has concluded. It was called over 
regularly, and the Chair formally announced 
the conclusion of it. Then the Senator from 
Massachusetts obtained the floor and moved to 
proceed to the consideration of the bill alluded 
to, which motion has been discussed since that 
time. ‘That motion is now before the Senate. 
Mr. CASSERLY. That was what I meant 
by saying, ps rhaps incorrectly, that the Sen- 
t his motion up. 


motion of the Senator from Massachu- 


ator had ZO But ce rtainly the 


practice always has been to consider the morn- 
ing hour as belonging to the morning busi- 
ness. 


Mr. SUMNER, The Senator is not aware 


that what is called the morning business was | 


closed when I made my motion. Now, as 
soon as ever the motion is acted on and decided 
I shall cheerfully give way to the report of the 
Senator from Ohio, or any report from any 
other quarter. 

Mr. STEWART. Iwanttoask the Senator 
having the Post Office appropriation bill in 
nst the bill 
he Senator from Massachusetts at twelve 
ock? If so, I shall vote against taking it up, 
because it cannot be disposed of by that time. 
If not, if we can have unanimous consent to hold 
school bill, I shall vote totake it up. 
‘There is no use in devoting half an hour now, 
because it will take all the morning hours to 
the end of the session if we go on in that way, 
and we shall lose them all. If we can have 
unanim 


charge if he is to ant agonize it agai 
of 


+ 
t 
»] 


on to the 


us consent to go on with it until we 
get through, or if those oe charge of the 
appropriation bill will let us finish this bill, I 
lave no objection to tak Ing if up now. 

Mr. WINDOM. [shall be obliged at least 
to submit that question to the Senate when the 
morning hour expires. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
the Post Office appropriation bill will come 
up by the rule; it will then be before the Sen 
ate. It can be set aside, of course, by a 
majority vote, and the Senate can take up 
any other bill. The question now is on the 
motion ofthe Senatorfrom Massachusetts, that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of 


At twelve ( yeclock 


Senate bill No. 365, upon which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I believe it will be 
order on this motion take up, to have Sail 
a communication which | have received from 
the President, or oo uigh the President, 
showing the necessity of action upon enothe 7 
matter as a reason why we should not take " 
this bill this me I send to the Secre 
tary’s desk a short communication and _ 
that it be read. 

The Chief Clerk 1 


yrning. 


° ’ 
ead as 101llOWS: 
Ex : MA ION, 
WASHINGTON, D. v"Aprid 22, 187 
Sir: The President directs meto transmit to you 
for the information of your Gomupittee the inclosed 


>. 


copy of atelegram received trom tt! Secretary of 
the Interior, now in the Indian territory, 
J am, sir, your obedient servant, 
HORACKE PORTER, Secretary. 
Ilon. Lyman TrumBuLL, Chairman Judiciary Com 
niiilee, United States Senate. 


(Copy of telegram. ] 
MuskocGEe, Inpian TERRITORY 


{yori/ 20 2 F 
The Prestpent, Washington, D. C.: 

[have passed over Atlantic and Pacifie railroad 
from St. Louis to Vinita, and over Missourl, Kansas 
and Indian rails l, from Vinita to Canadian river. 
The [Indian country through which these roads pa 
is the finest L have seen. Much disorder in the 
Indian country is produced by desperate wh men 
who foilow th mm ofthe Missouri, Kanesas, 
and Indian railroad. ‘Thavet legraphed Secretary 
of War to direct a squad of infantry, now here, to 
expei the se men whic i Will De done il Orders are 
given. A b muy riot oO urred in an Indian court 


\| two days since, resulting in the death of ten persons, 
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in¢ ‘lu ling U nited States marehal an 1 two oeeciat ints 


wounding ten more, tWo mortally, including the 
judge. All tacts and infor uvinpce me 
that a district court should be org 1 for the 
territoryatonce. If you concur, pleasesay so to Mr. 
LLARLAN, and members of the Judiciary Committees 
of the Senate and llouse. Law cannot be entorced 
nor order preserved without this, ° . . 8 
C. 1 ELANO, 
Secret l 


President 


‘ted yestert | ay and for two or thr edavs 


Mr. TR U MBUL L. No Ww, Me. 
[ objec 
past, Lo ot her measures comit ig up, Wi haview 
ol bringing to the consideration of the Sen 
ate a bill reported to carry Out the objeet 
of having a court in the Suites n territory. We 
have re} Or rted such uh bill unanimou iy { im 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and | think 
it would pass in avery short time. There is 
yreat disorder there. en persons h ive been 
killed, among them two orthree United Sta 
officers ; and a member of the Cabinet in that 
country telegraphs us that it is indispensable 
that a court should be established there at 


to get action upon that subj. ct, and the Sen- 
ate refuses to have action. If the Senate, 


with such a state of facts before them, will 
day after day vote to take ip the scho jues 
tion and occupy the morning hour with it, I 


feel that they must take the responsibil y ot it. 
I dislike to make these appeals every morn- 
ing. I struggled yesterday and thought lL should 
be able to get this bill up, but I wus unable to 
do so. The Senator from Massachusetts is 
more fortunate than any one else; he is able 
oa the ear of the Chair before any one else 
can makea motion. He makes his motion 
first, and then the sy stion is on tal yr up 
his bill, and the morning hour is exhausted. 
[ hope the Senate will vote down his motion, 
ind if it does, I shall make an effort to the 
attention of the Chair for the purpose of hay 
ing the bill consid red to establish a dist: t 
court at Fort Gibson in the Indian territory. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Dor the 
Senator from Illinois mea 
Vice President's ear is quicker or that the foot 


n to say that the 


{ 


of the Senator from Massachusetts is 


than his own? 


Mr. TRUM 


quicker 


] said he was lortunate 


in gelling 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I think it is 
Owl! to thi qu kness of toot of the S hator 
from "M assachusetts, not the ear of the Chair. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. President, if the 
Senator from Illinois, in saying that the Sen 
ator from Massachusett is m @ tortunate in 
getting the ear of the Chair than other Sen- 
ators, means to say that any partiality is exer 


by the Chair in rect 


cised whiging » Senator 


rather than another, I think he stands alone 
in that opinion in this body. Ido not think 
any other Senator here entertains that opin 
ion, and [ think it is only fair to say so. 

Mr. SUMNER { will say that personally 
I have no consciousness of any such partiality 
on the part ol the Chair. 

And now, in reply to the Senator from 


Thi Nols, he j yunds his motion { yr so tadrnie | ile 
action on a communication from thie | 
tive M tnsion, of what date? Apt header If 
business could wait from Aj rit 4 

Tth of May, it seems to me itt f 
other day in order the Se por 
t unity of doing a illlic J istice to the c ored 
race. 

Mr. HARLAN. In view of the facts stated 
by the chairman of the Committee on the 
he ef with which | am conversant ofh- 


lv. if it is in order I will move to lay the 
od ent motion on the 
con reggie Ba hill, 

Mr. vO} Mi ROY I 


single word on the ‘subject before the motion 


should like to saya 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not in order. 
laid a motion of that kind 
the tab! 


Mr. POMEROY. 


Ido not think it is in 


i order. 








hich 


dren Serco 


) 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to lay 


on the the table is authorized by the eleventh | 


rule, which reads as follows: 


“ When a question is under debate, ne motion shall 
be received but to adjourn; to proceed to the con- 


sideration of executive business; to lay on the 
table, ” ko. 


This is a question which is subject to limited 
debate under the eleventh rule. The Chair is 
informed that by the usage of the Senate mo- 
tions of this kind have been laid on the table. 
His impression had been that they were of that 
class of independent motions that had to 
be adopted or rejected as a whole and were 
unamendable. 


he ha 


is a“ 


But if the usage of the Senate | 
been informed by officers familiar || 


with the usage, to entertain a motion to lay | 


on the table, as that settles the question with- 
out debate, the Chair will entertain it or sub- 
mit it to the Senate whether it shall be enter- 
tained, 


Mr. HARLAN, 


I do not wish to put my- 


self in antagonism with the bill of the Senator | 


from Massachusetts, but 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 


ator makes 


But if the Sen- 


cannot debate it 

Mr. HARLAN. I have not made it yet; 
but | beheve | am entitled to the floor on the 
other motion. Ido not wish to array myself 
against the bill which the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts desires to have taken up 
for consideration ; I think it probable that I 
shall vote with the honorable Senator on that 
bill; but there is very great disorder in the In- 
dian territory growing outof the facts alluded 
to by the honorable Senator from Illinois. I 
have been pressing the subject on the atten- 
tion of the Judiciary Committee, deeming it 
the proper committee to consider a judiciary 
bill, and I think they made a report with rea- 
sonable quickness after the facts were brought 
to their attention, and it probably would facil- 
itate the business of the Senate if the honor- 
able Senator from Massachusetts would with- 
draw his motion and let the Senate act on this 
bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. I remind the Senator that 
the bill in reference to schools has been be- 
fore the Senate longer than the other bill, and 
there are reasons of urgency for this bill. I 
would remind the Senate that it is important 
that this bill should be acted on promptly. 
By one of the sections of the bill it is to go 
into operation on the Ist day of July. It 
has not been acted upon by the House of 
Representatives; we ought to act promptly, 
so that the school committees may be arranged 
with reference to it. I hope the Senator will 
not interpose any objection. I really think 
in half an hour we can finish it. 

Mr. HARLAN. Perhaps there will be time 
enough to dispose of both bills before one 
o'clock. Ido not move to lay the motion on 
the.table. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to lay the 
motion on the table if that is in order. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On that I ask for the 
yeas and nays. If we are going to filibuster 
out this business, let us do it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. POMEROY. Why can we not now 


move to lay this motion on the table, and so | 


keep it going? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It is a well-set- 
tled principle of parliamentary law that a 
motion to lay on the table cannot be laid on 
the table. 

Mr. POMEROY. I thought it was no bet- 
ter settled than the other, that a motion to 
take up a bill could not be laid on the table. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question is 
on laying on the table the motion of the Sena 
tor from Massachusetts, upon which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 26, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Blair, Boreman, Buckingham, 
Caldwell, Casserly, Cole, Cooper, Corbett, Davis of 


the motion to lay on the table he | 





| bett, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Flana- | 





West Virginia, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Harlan, Hitchcock, John- 
ston, Kelly, Logan. Norwood, Pratt, Saulsbury, 
Schurz, Sherman, Stevenson, 
and Wright—26. 

NA YS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony; Cameron, Chand- 
ler, Clayton, Conkling. Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of 
Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Hamlin, Kel- 
loge, Morrill! of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Mor- 
ton, Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, Rice, Sawyer, Scott, 
Spencer, Sprague, Stewart, Sumner, West, Wilson, 
and Windom—29. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, 
Carpenter, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Goldthwaite, 
Ilamilton of Texas, Hill, Howe, Lewis, Osborn, Pat- 
terson, Ramsey, Ransom, Robertson, Stockton, 
Thurman, and Tipton—19. 


So the Senate refused to lay the motion on |! 


the table. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 


The question 
sachusetts, [Mr. SuMNER, | upon which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 35, nays 20; as follows: 


YEAS — Messrs. Ames, Anthony, 
Cameron, Chandler, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, Cor- 


gan, Frelinghuysen, Hamlin, Harlan, Kellogg, 
Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Ver- 
mont, Morton, Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, Rice, Sawyer, 
Scott, Spencer, Stewart, Sumner, West, Wilson, 
Windom and Wright—35. 

NAYS—Messrs. Blair, Boreman, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of Connecticut, Gil- 


bert, Hamilton of Maryland, Hitchcock, Johnston, | 


Kelly, Norwood, 
man, Sprague, 
ers—20. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Caldwell, Carpenter, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, 
Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Howe, OUs- 
born, Patterson, Ramsey, Ransom, Robertson, 
Stockton, Thurman, and ‘lipton—19. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the 
consideration of the bill (S. No. 365) to secure 
equal rights in the public schools of Washing- 
ton and Georgetown. 


The VICK PRESIDENT. 


_ Pratt, Saulsbury, Schurz, Sher- 
Stevenson, Trumbull, and Vick- 


The Senator 


| from Connecticut [Mr. Ferry] gave notice of 


his intention to move an amendment. 
Mr. NYE. I now ask the Senator from 


| Massachusetts to lay aside the bill for a mo- 


ment, that the Senate may decide a question 
which it is very important should be considered 
at once, and that is in regard to the election 
in Idaho and Washington Territories. It will 
be remembered that the bill was carried once 


| and reconsidered, and the question stands open, 


and it is but justice to those voters and to 


| those who are before the people for their suf- 


frages that they should know when the election 
is to be. I hope the Senator from Massa- 


_chusetts will consent and that the Senate will 


unanimously consent to decide that question. 
Mr. SUMNER. My friend knows that it 
has cost more than half an hour, against tae 


| opposition of distinguished Senators, to get 





this bill in its present position, and the Sen 
ator asks me to consent to displace it, though 
informally. I think we ought to go on with 


| this bill; and if we show a purpose of going 


on with it I think we can soon dispose of it, 
and at twelve o’clock I shall appeal to the 
Senate to proceed with it until it is finished. 
I think it can be finished before one o’clock. 
Mr. LEWIS. Will the Senator from Mas- 


| sachusetts allow me to present a couple of 


vetitions? 

Mr. SUMNER. I hope the Senator will 
excuse me for a few minutes. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I was in- 
formed, after giving notice of my amendment 
the other day, that the original bill had al- 


ready been amended in committee; so that it 
| would be necessary for me to offer my amend- 
| ment in the Senate instead of in committee. 


The amendment, as | proposed it the other 
day, in the first place proposed to strike out 
the words ‘‘passage of this act;’’ but those 
words had already been stricken out in com- 
mittee, of which tact I was not aware. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
states that he can state the amendment in par- 
liamentary form exactly as desired by the Sen- 


| ator from Connecticut, if he desires to offer it 


Bayard, Brownlow, | 


Trumbull, Vickers, | 


Buckingham, | 
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in Committee of the Whole, or he can reserve 
it and move it in the Senate. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I will move 
it, then, in Committee of the Whole. The 
amendment should be corrected in the fifth 
line of the second branch of it by inserting 
’ the words ‘by the 
duly qualified voters thereof.’’ I send it up 
thus corrected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Connecticut moves an amendment, which 
will be read. 

The Cuter CLerk. After the word ‘‘ that,” 
in the first line of the first section of the bill, 
it is proposed to insert: 


From and after the approval of this act by the 


: > i || people of Washington and Georgetown in the man- 
recurs on the motion of the Senator from Mas- || P&?! « ” = 


ner hereinafter provided. 

And after section five to insert the following 
as section six: 

An election shall be held in the cities of Washing- 
ton and Georgetown on the first Monday of July, 
A. D. 1872, at the customary voting-places in said 


cities by the duly qualified voters thereof, and upon 
such notice and between such hours as is required 


| by law for other elections therein, and shall be by 


ballot, and on each ballot shall be written or printed 
the word ‘“‘approved”’ or “disapproved ;”’ and if a 


| majority of all the ballots cast in said cities shall be 








so written or printed *‘ approved,”’ then this act shall 
take effect, as in the first section thereof is provided; 
but if a majority of such ballots shall be written or 
poate ** disapproved,” then this act shall be of no 
eliect. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. These amend- 
ments will be voted on separately if any Sen- 


| ator demands a division, though involving the 


same principle. 

Mr. SUMNER. 
together. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. They will be 
taken together if there be no objection. 

Mr. CASSERLY. If there is any reason 
why they should be taken separately, they 
ought to be takenseparately. Ido not observe 
any. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. They are sep- 
arate amendments, but involve precisely the 
same principle, and depend on each other. 
Still, if any Senator demands a division, they 


They may as well be taken 


| will be voted upon separately. 


Mr. CASSERLY. I demand a division. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A division is 
demanded, and the first amendment offered 
by the Senator from Connecticut is before the 
Senate. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I certainly 
do not wish to undertake to state all the rea- 
sons I have for offering this amendment in 
about half a minute, which is the time I see I 
have by the clock. 

I am willing, if the people of those two cities 
desire what are called mixed schools, that 
they should have them. ‘The people of my 
own State, so fur as their own legislation is 


| concerned, have so legislated as that the chil- 


dren of all colors attend the same schools; 
and in my boyhood I attended the same school 
with the colored children of the village in 


| which I resided. 


But, sir, there is no institution in which it 
is sO important that the people interested im- 
mediately therein should manage the affairs 
thereof for themselves as our common schools. 
You cannot interfere with them forcibly from 
the outside without consulting the wishes, feel- 
ings, prejudices even, of the people thereof, 
without doing mischief. The very glory of the 
system of common schools in New England, 
out of which has gone forth that system to all 
parts of the United States, carrying blessings 
whithersoever it has gone, has been that the 
fathers of the communities of New England 
have themselves provided in their own way for 
the education of all their children in the com- 
mon schools of the communities. And now 
here in these cities of Washington and George- 
town, where the common schools are more 
than anything else the foundation upon which 
are to rest the future prosperity and happiness 
of the people dwelling in those two cities, the 
Senator from Massachusetts proposes a tyran- 


el 
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nical rule from without, without consulting the | 
sentiments of those within—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will | 
please suspend. The morning hour has ex- | 
pired, and the Post Office appropriation bill is 
before the Senate. The Senate is engaged in 
voting upon the reserved amendments, the first | 
reserved amendment being that in regard to 
the increase of subsidy to the Pacific mail. 

The Chair now desires to state, as it does 
not interrupt the morning hour, in allusion to 
what has fallen from Senators on the floor, that | 
any measure that the majority deem to be es- 
sentially necessary can, after twelve o'clock, | 
be reached in the simplest possible manner, | 
by the majority of the Senate laying on the | 
table the order for the day, and taking up 
whatever the imminence of events renders 
necessary for its passage, and, under the five- | 
minutes rule, every five minutes a Senator can | 
obtain the floor for the purpose of testing the 
sense of the Senate as to whether these mat- 
ters of pressing emergency shall or shall not | 
be entertained. 

During the morning hour in the competition | 
for the floor the Chair recognizes that Senator | 
who first addresses him; yesterday the Sen- | 
ator from Louisiana, [Mr. KELLOGG ;] to-day 
the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Sum- 
NER ;] to-morrow perhaps some other Senator; | 
whoever shall first under the rule address the | 
Chairatthe conclusion of the morning business. 
Hescarcely deems it necessary to say this, as the | 
Senate is aware of the manner in which he has 
endeavored to the best of his ability to dis- 
charge the duties of this office. 

The Post Office appropriation bill is now | 
before the Senate, and no Senator is now 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts first addressed the Chair. 
The question now before the Senate is on the 
reserved amendments, the first being that in 
relation to the Pacific mail. 

Mr. SUMNER. I am going to throw my- 
self on the indulgence of the Senate. They 
have heard this debate this morning on the 
order of business. I think all will agree it is | 
not advisable that it should be repeated any | 
other morning. It is evident from the votes 
which have been taken that there is a disposi- 
tion to act upon the school bill, and | now 
appeal to the Senate to put aside temporarily 
the appropriation bill in order to proceed with 
the school bill, confident as [ am that the lat- 
ter bill can be finished in a very short time. 








[now move that the appropriation bill be laid || 


upon the table with a view to proceed with the | 


school bill. . 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 


from Massachusetts moves that the appropri- 


ation bill be laid upon the table, stating what | 


his intention is if he obtains the floor. 

Mr. WINDOM. 
bill can be completed in a very short time. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. ‘The motion is 
not debatable. 

Mr. POMEROY. Without arguing any 
question, | wish to submit to the Senator from 
Massachusetts a single suggestion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection this debate can be proceeded with 
by unanimous consent; but the motion is 
undebatable. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts knows the embarrassment that Sena- 


tors feel in voting to lay an appropriation bill | 


on the table, there being a general under- 
Standing among the whole Senate that we 
shall proceed with the appropriation bills. I 
suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts, in 
@ spirit of perfect kindness to his bill, that he 
move to postpone its further consideration to 
a day certain, and provide in the motion that 
it shall take precedence of all prior orders at 
that hour. 


Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Let me 


make a suggestion right there. That would || nays on that. 








I think the appropriation | 
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be very gratifying to me, because I prefer not ] ness of the country is all to be postponed to 


to go on with my remarks this morning. I | 
have never been able to know whether this | 


bill was coming up in the morning hour, or 
when I could get a chance to say anything 
about it; and if a day certain can be fixed, | 
shall be very much gratified. 
go on this morning. 

Mr. POMEROY. I suggest to the Senator 
from Massachusetts to fix a day and hour cer- 
tain, and have it so that it shall take prece- 
dence of prior orders and the unfinished 
business, and the Senator can then get a vote 
on the bill. 


Mr. SUMNER. 


made to me is irresistible. Of course I would 
not force him to goon against his desire. 
friend from 
also, to coOperate with him in this matter, for 
L believe he is as sincerely devoted to the 
measure as I am. 

Mr. POMEROY. Of course I am. 

Mr. SUMNER. I am therefore ready to 
act on his suggestion. If there can be an un- 
derstanding that this bill shall be made a spe- 
cial order against any unfinished business, for 


there is the point, the Senator understands—at | 


any particular time, say Wednesday—— 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘Thursday. 

Mr. SUMNER. Well, I will say Thursday 
at twelve o’clock; that it shall be made the 
special order against any other business, no 
matter what other business, unfinished or by 
special order, may be before the Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING,. ‘That will require unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Senator can submit 
the motion to-morrow after this notice. 


The VICK PRESIDENT. 


regard to priority of business. 
order, the Senator will have to specifically 
name the fifteenth rule and limit it as against 
this bill; butif the Senator can obtain the con- 


sent of the Senate, as was done in the North | 


Carolina election case, to fix it for a certain 
day with the understanding that he shall then 
move to lay on the table whatever unfinished 
business may then be pending, the rule will 
not then be violated. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 


for a special order. 


Mr. SUMNER. 


next at twelve o’clock. Is that agreeable to 
the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I shall object to any 
arrangement in reference to this bill. I think 
the time of the Senate and the time of the coun- 


| try has been taken up enough in the last ten 


years in order to promote the interests of the 
negro race. I shall, therefore, object to any 
arragement whatever. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Delaware objects, and therefore the only way 


in which it can be reached would be by having | 
the bill in some way before the Senate, and | 
| being before the Senate it can be made a spe- | 
| cial order by a two-thirds vote. 
| not before the Senate, it requires unanimous 
| consent to do anything in regard to it. 
Post Office appropriation bill is before the | 


The 


Senate. 

Mr. SUMNER. Then I move that the ap- 
propriation bill be laid on the table tempora- 
rily in order to make a special assignment of 
the school bill. 

whe VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair has 
stated that the motion to lay on the table is 
not debatable, but Senators have proceeded to 
debate it. The question is on the motion of 


| the Senator from Massachusetts, to lay the Post 
| Office appropriation bill on the table. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 


I ask for the yeas and 


I prefer not to | 


| of Michigan, Gilbert, Hamilton ot 


My friend from Connecti- | 
cut knows that the indirect appeal that he has | 


My || 


Kansas knows my disposition, | 


| that on Thursday 





That would re- | 
quire, as the Senator from New York stated in | 
his seat, unanimous consent, and would for the | 
first time introduce a newrule in the Senate in | 
Under this 


3 
I suggest to the Senator 
from Massachusetts to just make his motion | 


Very well; then I ask that | 
the bill be made a special order for Thursday | 





When it is | 


'| March 3, 1871. 





| signed the act (5. 
| 


consider this school bill. 
Che yeas and nays were ordered : and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 19, nays 32; as follows: 


Y EAS—Messrs. Ames, Cameron, Clayton, Cragin 
Edmunds, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Harlan. Hiteh- 
cock, Kellogg, Lewis, Nye, Pomeroy, Rice, Sawyer, 
Spencer, Stewart, Sumner, and Wilson—19, 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Boreman, Buek- 
ingham, Casserly, Cole, Cooper, Corbett, Davis of 
West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry 
Maryland, Ilam 
ilton of ‘Texas, Hamlin, Johnston, Logan, Morrill 
of Maine, Norwood, Pratt, Saulsbury, Scott, 
man, Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, 
Vickers, West, Windom, and Wright—22. 

ABSEN T—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Caldwell, Carpenter, Chandler, Conkling, Davis ot 
Kentucky, Goldthwaite, Hill, Howe, Kelly, Morrill 
of Vermont, Morton, Osborn, Patterson, Pool, Ram 
sey, Ransom, Robertson, Schurz, Thurman, aud 
Tipton—23. 


Sher- 


Trumbull, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Post Office 
appropriation bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President 

Mr. SUMNER. Will the Senator pardon 
me one moment? I now wish to give notice 
next, at twelve o'clock, I 
shall move to proceed with the consideration 
of the school bill. 

Mr. NYE. I wish to appeal now to the 
honorable Senator from Minnesota to let me 
take the sense of the Senate upon the bill con 


| cerning the elections in Idaho and Washington 


lerritories. 

Mr. VICKERS. I desire to offer a substi 
tute for the school bill, which | wish to have 
printed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection it will be ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear it 
read. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It requires 
unanimous consent to read it, as the Senator 
from Minnesota in entitled to the floor. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I donot make any objec- 
tion to the Senator’s offering the amendment, 


| and | withdraw the demand for the reading 


if it requires unanimous consent. 


Mr. CONKLING. 


I-demand the regular 


order. 

Mr. WINDOM. That is what I was de 
manding. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The regular 


order is the Post Office appropriation bill. 
Mr. CONKLING. 
order. 
The 


I insist on the regular 


VICE PRESIDENT. 


That is in the 


| nature of an objection to the proposition of 


the Senator from Maryland, which requires 
unanimous consent, and also the proposition 
of the Senator from Nevada, which requires 
unanimous consent, unless the Post Office bill 


|| is laid on the table. 


Mr. NYE. I desire to say just one word. 
I hope the Senate will allow me to take a vote 
onthis question to-morrow morning, for really 
something ought to be done. 

Mr. MORTON. I hope so, too. 
ought to be disposed of. 

Mr. NYK. The question is whether the 
election there shall be in the coming month or 
in November. 


l think it 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Horace Porter, his Secretary, 
announced that the President had, on the 2d 
instant, approved and signed the act (S. No. 
724) supplementary to an act entitled “ An 
act to incorporate the Texas Pacilic Railroad 
Company and to aid in the construction of its 
road, and for otger purposes,’’ approved 


The message also announced that the Pres- 
ident had, on the 4d instant, approved and 
No, to amend an act 
approved February 28, 1871, amending an act 
approved May, 41, 1870, entitled ‘* An act to 
entorce the rights of citizens of the United 


933) 


| States to vote in the several States of this 


Let us know whether the busi- || Union, and for other purposes,’’ 
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t } if } es for the 
| \ e Indiansin 
{ i i to the conferences 
| rrr y ote 
( ' 1 ay inted 
M ‘ \ M Jou 
. | Mr. Vi im W. VAUGHAN 
( r “ ié nm ri 
\ tl e Llouse 
I i y in which 1 
I c e Senate: 
. Nm ) int an Amerl 
law Ilo ( 
\ L. as . ithor ng t col 
r hall River, in 
H. k. No lefining and lim 
\ the 
} i i I t irities 
i and other purposes ; 
i i 
\ li. R. No. 2691) to amend an act 
( \ j ( 1) taxes, ANU 
{ 14, 1870 
i I 1 inced that the 
\ ‘ | (S. No. 696) to 
i fal ive across 
| ; ville, Missouri. 
ced thatthe House 
I S. N KS | to provide for 
iyment of taxes on dis- 
i 1 ae troyed by casualty, 
W nents; in wl i it re puest d the 
{ s ‘ 
| irther ani inced that the 
louse | Lconcurrent resolution for 
a 1 copies of tne 
en f port I the secretary 
0 e inte r, cont ne the rr port of the 
( | 
I ALSO 1 la the House 
I i ‘ < t mn tor the 
| | 1e COMMIs- 
\ | l 
! f he ced that the 
i ‘ resolution for 
live 1 extra ¢ s of 
I i | Alih ( LuULS 
APPROPRIATION BILI 
; i ’ es i the consideration ol 
t i i LOGO king appropria 
I Post Oth« Depart- 
mt ir | ine 30, 1873. 
| VICK PRESIDENT, lhe first re- 
served t will be read. 
Phe Chief Clerk read the amendment, which || 
z Was in section four, line eight, to strike out |/ 


ems ie ARSE 2. - 


¥ 
- 


$s 3500 000°’ and insert 31,000,000” as the 


appropriation for steamship service between 








Sat Ir and Chir 1 and Jana . and after 
{ word ‘* dollars’ inthe« ghth line to insert: 
And the Postma r ¢ ral is here! i1uthorized 
nt t with the lows bidder, after sixty days’ 

| ( f en years l nbn and alter 
‘ » he j nce f 
ly thly 1 1 on the said route, at a 

pe l I 1 t to exceed the rate per voyage 
now puid under the existing mtracts, and upon the 
lilions and limitat is prescribed by the 

‘ t ry acts of Conere in reference thereto and 
the respective contracts madein pursuance thereot; 
andthe ntractors under the provisions of this sec- 
t 1 t | I i ft rry t United States 
| ngthe exist ; t theircontracts without 
iiditional charge on al i@ steamers they may run 
! 1id line, or any part of it, or any branch or 

nt 13 J led, That all steamships 

ted f{ { rvice shall be of not 

ess in f thousand tons register each, and 
Olly ¢« \ r » construction, and shall be so 

l 1 as t y ada i tot i 

! 1 \ f Ur 1 State time of war; 
ind before a pts the rs by whom they 
I j ne Pecretary of the 

N y na th P tn r General whetherthis con 
i been mplied with: Provided, That in 

| cases the officers of the ships employed in the 


vice rein provided for shall be eitizens of the 
| I Stat ind that persons of foreign birth who 

Lve, a rding to law, declared theér intention t 
} ine citizens of the United States, may be em- 
ployed as though they were citizens within the 
! ing of this section, or of any act or acts speci- 
fied in the act of June 28, 1864. And the Govern- 
I of the United States shall have the right, in 
case of war, to take for the use of the United States 
any of the steamers of said line, and in such case 
pay areas Lbit ympensation therefor. 

TY NY \T Tr ] > 

Mr. WINDOM. The amendment as it now 
stands is not consistent with itself. The Senate 
fixed the time when this contract shall com- 

in October, 1873. ‘This appropriation 

Oe ln ie cd r ending June 30. 1873 
is ior Ul il adi Vear CHaINng June oV, i9, SO 
I { » |} rt i the m mney appropriated ili ler 
the prov yn of this amendment would be 
needed during the fiscal year for which the 
appropriation is made. I therefore ask the 
consent f l penat Lo strike out the WwW yrds 
** one oO ind leave it as it stood in the 


10.0 1.7? 


No part of this ad- 
at proprial mn would be used during 


os ‘“ 7 : 
the fiscal year, and therefore we do not want 


to make it. 
the VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
irom Mi il ta de res that the Senate shall 
non-concur in that portion of the amendment 
raising the amount o ie appropriati mm trom 
000 to $1,000,000, leaving it at $500,000 
as it came from the House of Kepresent itives, 
ind then coucur in the amendment to the 
I ire contracts | ther objection to that 


propositi me 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to know the 
obiect ot that. 
fhe VICE PRESIDENT. 


stated that the contract 


The Senator 
would be for the next 
fiscal year, not this. 

Mr. WINDOM. 


gin until October, 1873. 


The contract does not be- 
and 


uld end on the 80th of June, 1873, so 


this appropria- 

rome ees - ' 

that it could not reach to the time when the 
mtract would zg n peration. 

fhe VICK PRESIDENT. If there be no 


objection the amendment will be divided, and 


ro il ) 


( 


the Senate will non-coneur in the first part 
raising the appropriation from $500,000 to 
$1,000,000, ‘Lhat is non-conecurred in. The 


questi m now recurs on agreeing to the latter 
part, which is the legislation agreed to in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COLE. I 
should be 
July, 1873. There can be 
ng it until October, 1873. 


date. Let it be 


service 
lst of 
no object in delay- 


that this 
mence on the 


suggest 
made to « 
| suggest a change 


as eariy aS we Can 


Mr. WINDOM. I haveno objection to that 
if there is no objection on the part of the 
senate, 

the VICE PRESIDENT. The 
from California moves toamend by having the 
fut ontract commence on the Ist of July, 
1873, instead of October, 1873, the date fixed 
in Committee of the Whole. 


Senator 


ire ¢ 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





May 7, 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I wish to 
make an inquiry of the honorable Senator from 
Minnesota. The additional compensation of 
$500,000 I understand : 
and it will then be $1,000,000 from that time 
out for ten years? 

Mr. WINDOM. 
now stands. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate have 
non-concurred in that portion of the amend- 
ment raising the appropriation from $500,000 
to $1,000,000 for this year, leaving it at $500,- 
000. The question now recurs on the new 
contract proposed in Committee of the Whole, 
fixing the contract for ten years from 1873 at 
not exceeding $1,000,000 a year, and pending 
that question the Senator from California 
moves to amend the amendment so that the 
new contract shall commence on the Ist of 
July instead of the Ist of October, 1873. 

Mr. VICKERS. I understand that thig 
appropriation involves the amount of 35,000,- 
000; that the contract is to be entered into at 
take effect in October, 1873, before 
which day there will be an intervening session 
of Congress. I should like to know wity it is 
necessary now that a contract shall be entered 
into at this time when Congress at its next 
session can determine whether it should be 
done or not. 


Mr. WINDOM. It 


is to begin in 1873 


That is as the amendment 


once to 


is in order that the 
ships may be built. Under this amendment, 
four large four thousand tons burden iron 
ships are to be constructed, and it will require 
a year to do it. We want them built in 
country, and for that reason we give time 
enough to have them built in this country. 

Mr. VICKERS. Dol understand the Sen- 
ator to say that they are to be iron ships? 

Mr. WINDOM. I understand they are to 
be iron steamers. 

Mr. VICKERS. 
amendment? 

Mr. WINDOM. I think it is not; but | 
understand that is the character of the ships 
to be buiit. 

Mr. VJCKERS. Will the Senator amend 
the proposition by inserting *‘ iron ships?’’ 

Mr. WINDOM. Will 
itif I do? 

Mr. VICKERS. That is not the question 
Il asked the Senator. [Laughter.] 1 under- 
stand this appropriation is desired for a very 
prosperous company, one that has made so 
much money that it proposes to build double 


this 





Is that provision in the 


the Senator vote tor 


the number of ships it now owns that it may 
make double the amount of profits. This 


company, according tothe Senatorfrom Ore- 
gon, [| Mr. KELLY. ] brings a very large number 


of very undesirable persons to our country, 


pagans and idolaters that never can be incor 
porated into our social community; and when 
they die, | understand the em- 
ployed in taking their bodies back to be buried, 
for it is against the principles of their religion 
that they should be buried in any country but 
their own. 

Ido not think that the condition of the 
Treasury of the United States is such as to 
justify such large expenditures of pubiic 
money for purposes of this kind. We know 
that Congress passed a bill to authorize the 
reduction of the interest on our bonds from 
six to five and four and a half per cent. We 
know the efforts of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, who employed agents to go to Europe, and 
the syndicates to effect the sale of our bonds 
in order that we might save $5,000,000 in 
interest; and now, having done this, we are 
called upon at once to give to a private cor- 


steamers are 


poration, that they may make money for them- 
selves, $5,000,000, all that has been saved fora 
year by the etforts of Congress and the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury in the conversion of bonds 
from six to five percent. bonds. 
Now, sir, if I were to look at this subject in 
a political aspect only, 1 would favor the prop- 
osition, because Iam conscious that the sense 
of our people is against such extravagant 











ee * 


+ 


1872. 


appropriations. They have lookedto Congress 
to reduce your taxation. Your tariff is too 
They desire that it shall be reduced to 


high. ‘ ; 
come extent; and they have looked to us to 
efi ct that object. But 
to Congress tor some retorm in what is called 


the civil service, and some retrenchment in 


they have ALSO look d 


the expenditures of the Government, that it 


may be brought back to its former economical 
administration. But if we continue to expend 
such large sums of money for subsidies, we 
cannot effect the purposes which the 
pe nle desire us to eflect. 

We have on our table a bill to grant a sub- 
sidy f line from New York to Cuba, and 


gentlemen have been before the Committee on 


great 


fora 
Commerce to ask a subsidy for another line. 
We have also a proposition to grant a subsidy 
to a line to Australia; if i bsi 
dies or increase such as exist there is no reason 
We have a bill 
upon ourtable to pay for spoliations committed 
ou our commerce prior to 1801, which the 
Government agreed to pay more than seventy 


you give new sul 


Sl- 


why you should discriminate, 


years ago. 


These people and their posterity 


have been petitioning Congress from year to 
year. Nearly five tho isand petitions have he en 
sent up to Congress at different pe riods to 


appropriate moneys to pay what this Govern- 
ment nearly three quarters of a century ago 
eed to pay Chat bill sleeps on your table, 
Pennsylvania 
Mr. CAMERON | has made re} eated efforts to 
that subject to the 
Senate, but in vain 
VICE PRESIDENT. 


five minutes have expired. 


and the venerable Senator from 


bring consideration of the 





The Senator’s 
The 
amendment to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from California, (Mr. Cote, | 


to have 


lhe 


question 1s 


on tne 


the new contract commence on the Lst 

instead of the Ist of October, 

Mr. CHANDLER. ITask forthe yeas and 

ys upon concurring in the amendment made 
n Committee of the Whole. 





a | 

lhe yeas and nays were ordered 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to say that if I 

lerstand this question, if I am correctly 
informed, under the existing law and under 
he existing contracts this company 1s bound 
to carry the mails of the United States on all 
t steamers it shall run for $500,000 a year 
until 1877. This company is now bound to 
carry all our mails upon all its steamers, more 
or less, at least onee a month, for the sum of 


S500,000 a year. Now it is proposed by this 
amendmeat to the amendment to enter into a 
fresh contract to begin before the old contract 
carry on the same 
they may run, on which we are entitled 
have the mails earried at the existing contract 
price, an additional hat 
| understand to be the question. If I am 
wroug, | hope some gentieman will correct 
me. If Il am not wrong, Lt think it pretty plain 
that this amendment ought not to be adopted 

Mr. COLE. I think the Senator does err a 
little in this, that they are under 


is out, to which 


Steamers 


to 


sum of $500,000. 


no obl gation 
to carry the mail on any line except the China 
line under the existing contract; but the prop 
Osition is to bind them to carry the mail on 
all their other lines. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 
their other lines? 
Mr. COLE. From New Yorl, to Aspinwall, 
and from Panama to San Franciseo, and from 
Yokohama to Shanghai, and some other lines 


What do you mean by 


at the other end; | do not remember the exact 
points, but they amount to thousands of miles 
over which they have steamers running, and 
that is certainly a very large consideration in 
this matter, and I hope my friend will look 
upon it in that light. df they are willing to 
enter into that arrangement to carry the 


g 
mails 
in that way i think it is an important 
sideration. | this correction of the 
Senator’s view necessary to this extent. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘There is one little diff- 


Coun: 


deemed 


culty a 
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l 


| 


Ity about that explanation, and that is that 
under this amendment as it reads I think the 
Senator himself would confess that the com- 
pany would not be bound to do any sueh thing, 
the first lace, the amendm 


] ; 
veCHUse, ith 


most plainly refers the 


with the existing c 


eXIsting cy 


mntractors, although it is 





open to competition for carrying the ls 
across the Pacifie ocean, and it does not la y 
re fer to anything else. Chere fore, the make 


ight of toting the mails from here to Aspin 
wall, and from here 

apply in my opinion under this 
But i 
into a 


to everywhere else, wiil 
amend 
suppose it did, then we should be 
entering universal partnership, so to 
speak, of carriage, that wherever this com 
pany might choose to spread itself over the 
globe it should carry our mails at a lumped 
price everywhere, 

It is not 


ness 


ISl- 
softhat kind. ‘The 
always have 
to carry the mails on specific routes, 
to to 
and wha about, and 
cean post to be ai 
», and all that sort of thing. 
it really returns to the simple proposi 
tion whether this company, being now bound 
to carry our mails upon ali their vessels acro 
the Pacific at the 
| 


soa 


according to the principles of bu 
to enter into contract 


Postmaster General must 
tracts 


from 


cot: 


one specific piace another, 80 as 


know where he is he is 
how much 
for it 
that 


the ¢ 
] 


sali be 


Aves iowed 


So 


rate of $500,000 a year, 


| have a further contract made with them 


that we will pay them more. ‘That is all there 
is to it. 

the VICE PRESIDENT. The quest 
on the amendment to the amendment, offered 
by the Senator from California, to change the 
date the commencement of the 
from Oectober ] to July 1, 1873 

Mr. CASSERLY. 1 ask my colleague to 
state the reason for that change. ‘The change 
time for the lett and that 
extent, of course, restricts competition for the 


contract, 


ion is 


ot coutract 


shortens the Lo 


ny, 

hat is one disadvantage to result. 
: a: 

lhere nay be advantages which compensate, 

and | should like to ask what they are. 


Mr. COLE, 


| do not insist upon it; but if 


we can get the service sooner than October, 
1873, of course we should like to have it. It 
Senators do not think the increased servic 
can be put upon the line at that time 1 have 
no Objection tO withdrawing the pr po t10On,. 


lpposed li Mody would ralse any ¢ Onl. 


Phe VICK PRESIDENT. Does the Sen 


itor withdraw the amendment to the amend 
ment ? 

Mr. COLE. If there is any objection to it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The time was extended 
on motion of the Senator from Vermont, | Mr. 
Morritt,}] who is not now in his seat. | 
should be glad if he were, because | think his 
views on the subject would doubtiess be use- 


» the Senate. 


Mr. COLE. If my colleague objects to it, 
a . 
I will withdraw the amendment to the 


ful 


amend 
ment. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I would rather make the 
time the lst of September, which would be a 
compromise about half way between the two 
| am in favor, of course, of opening 


dates. LOLS 


contract to competition even ailhougn it may 


be a mere form. My judgment is that 
record 
statute-book of the United States as de bying 


we never 


ought Lo pul Ourselves upon ou the 


competilion in great public contracts, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 


ator from California { Mr. Col E | accept the 
suggestion of his colleague fixing the time as 


September ( 
Mr. COLE. Certainly. 
fhe VICK PRESIDENT. 
on the amendment to the amendment chang- 
from the Ist of October to the Ist 


1875. 


‘| he question is 


ing the t 


me 


ol mpeptem ber, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope it will not be 
done. 

lhe amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 





— 
bo 
~l 


a 
~~ 


The VICE PRESIDENT, 


re irs ul 1 thre nent, upon wl the 
yeas and nays { | 

Mr. VICK ERS. | ) nd tl end 
meant h ’ , W | a 
( I icted I i niter t { m 
er ind ta the S itor f{ iM 1 
tha | ly for that proposi ire 
lt nsieamers 


Mr. WINDOM 


not desert his colors if lL aececept that. Doe 
the S itor meanthat the entire ve el, masts 
ind a Stina be ¢ ron 

| CHIEF ( ERK lf mended as ] Oo} ‘ 1, 
tl n ram \ nh read: 

All steamers hereatter accepted for said serv 
shall be of not less than tour thousand tons re ter, 
ind solely of American construction, and il be 


Ol IFOu 


Mr. WINDOM Does 
iron. If it 


eamer, I will 


the Senator mean 


wholly of means 


y mh ordinary Won 
screw sl 
Mr. VICKERS. It 
stood by an iron v¢ sel. 
Mr. WINDOM. i know it to be the 
tion to uct iron st¢ 
of four thousand tons burden. L will 
uif lt to do so. 
Phe VICK PRESIDENT. 
not the 
Ihe 


mitiee of the Whole, and the question is on con 


recep the amendm 


means what is under- 


coustt am screw propellera 
ave aright 
The Senato 


right now to wa cept the ament 


amendment has been agreed 


curring in it; and 


1e Senator trom Maryland 
moved to amend the amendment. 
Mr. WINDOM. I hope it will be adopted 
Vhe VICK PRESIDENT put the question 
and the 
amendment appt ared to be agreed to. 


Mr. COLE. 


quest 


declared that amendment to the 


{ have no information on that 
on. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
Lhe 


They ought to be of tron. 


VICK PRESIDENT. Unless the 


} 


sen 


ator trom California demands a division, the 
question is settled. 
~ Mr. COLE. I demand a division. We have 
the report of very llful and reliable 1 il 
officers that iron ships are not the pro 
for the navigation of the Paci ( r to 
reasons which they give. 
Mr. KLDMUNDsS. What arethe 1 ns ? 
Mr. COLK. That the botto if the y 
sels become foul when ot} 1, g ul 
deal than when she d with « pel j i 
am told is the case. fam not ilin tl 


matters, nor have [ any information directly 


on the subject; but | have heard this from 
sources upon which [| rely I th lV D 
best really to hav th hip | f wooden 
materia iS u il for tha part! ilar trade, 
That is my judgment about it, t i without 
any information from any pet who are 
interested in the ibject. 

Mr. WINDOM. 1 have information from 
the parties representing th comy that 
they do propose to build these stean at 
iron, and as L belie they are mo ‘ 

1 am | rfectly willing that requirem: | 
be pli Lin the bill { think fe \ ‘ f 
war it wou | be necessary. 

Mr. COLE. | withdraw the ca for a 


div Ion. 
Mr. CASSERLY 
Phe VICK PRESIDENT. D t Sen- 


ator from California renew t for a 
div 310n ? 

Mr. CASSERLY. I think I ill have to 
ask for a division for the purpose of calling 
the attention of the Senate to th subject, 
which is one of very g mportance, Some 
Senator, | think Senator from ©) root. 

Mr. Cor, 1 that it wa i 
eabhle to t) ntl r i 
becau fouling ' 

1) om, | 1 | to it | 

senator, - rwho t) ! i 
than | ain yee I I ‘ 4 
any diff between the 

Pac i ind the waters of the At l l it 





a 


ve 


nit ic Was PIP hue 


Oe terme hie 





eye hae be toe ee 


as nos eam he blobs 
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respect. We know that of the great fleet of | 
: plyi York 
and ports in Europe, hun- 
majority, 

Among 


amers on the 


steamer! ng between the port of New 


one | l d ed or one 
and fifteen in number, 
three 


some of 


dred “a large 


probably fourths, are iron. 
the {] 

you speak of war steamers or 

if there is any- 

the 

ific ocean 

ought 


them are etest ate 
whether 


merchant 


ocean, 
sieamess ()! course 
difficulty 

fouling of iron ship 
the Atlantic 
TI d now. | 


the igvested as to 
nthe Pac 
that 
shoul i like Some 


better informed 


thing in 


gre 


than in 


ale) 
to be 


ocean, 


under to hear 


— 


enator on that subject who 15s 
than I can claim to be. 
Mr. CORBETT. 
from California I will 
day I stated what | 


In answer to the Senator 


l 


simp! y say that the other 
had 


been informed of, I 
uppo reliably, that the waters of the Pa- 
eile being o much warmer than those of the 
Atlantic the iron ships foul there more readily, 


cableto usethem; thatinthose 
where they have been used it has 
I am told that lines to which Eng 
and yp: a iarge amountof money in the Kast 
indie tre aa have made lars ge offers for a pi aint 
that will act the as the oxidation of the 
so as to peel off the fouling that col- 
ects on the ship's bottom. They had nearly, || 
accomplished that, so that 
the paint peeled off and the foul left the ship ; 
but it commenced at to fall away, the 
paint all peeled off, and consequently the thing 
than ever. It was therefore | 
found impracticable, and hence vessels to run | 
in these 


and :tisimopracti 
warm water 


Cee SO. 


ame 
copper, 
} 


as they supposed, 
once 


became worse 
because the 
gathering of the oxidation from the copper 
peels off the foul matter 
any extent, thereby leaving the ship clear. 
the difference between the Atlantic and 
Pacific is that the greater friction upon the 
Atlantic, it being more stormy and the waters 
more cold, this toul matter does not gather to 
the same extent that it does upon the Pacific. 
‘That | have been informed is the case, and I 


seas must be coppered, 


as soon as it rises to 


Suppose it to be a correct statement of the 
facts, 
Mr. BAYARD. I beg to make a contribu- 


tion to this que stion, rather against the theory 
of my honorable friend from Oregon. Almost 
all the steamships that run between Panama 


and San Francisco, that ply in the Pacific 
waters, were built at Wilmington, Delaware; 
they are iron ships, and no such trouble has 
been found, at least none sufhcient to over- 


come the superior advantages of material giv- 
ing the light draught in the waters of the Pacific, 
where it 1s almost a necessity. Although there 
may be something in the southern — which 
may make wood preferable to iron for the 
transportation of fruits and such matters, and 
although it may be true that the iron may foul 
more quickly than wood, yet nevertheless it 
cleaned. The presence of a ship ina 
fresh-water creek or river for even a few hours 
is sufficient entirely to kill this crustaceous || 
formation and to rid the ship entirely of it. | 
Indeed, the great advantages of iron 
ships over wooden ships is that they escape 
the vast expense of coppering or painting, 
both of which are avoided in a great measure 
by the paint, as lam told, a very 
abundant material in this country, which al- 
most obviates any dilliculty with crustaceous 
formations upon iron Pr: ather than upon wood. 
I know the fact that the very practical men 
who are engaged in the lines of steamers in 
the Gulf of Mexico, and on the southern side 
of Mexico in the Pacific, continue to give the 
preference largely to iron-built ships. There- 
fore, in the amendment which the Senate has 
already signified its assent to informally thus 


can be 


one of 


use of zine 


far, | think there is everything that is reason- 
able, and that no one contemplating the crea 


tion of a line of mail steamers of this magni- 


tude should hesitate to adopt the material of 
iron in preference to wood. 
Mr. WINDOM. Iam not able to theorize 


on this subject, for | know very little about it, |! 


| of iron; 





but several questions were suggested the other 
day when thisamendment was under considera- 


tion, and I addressed a note to Mr. Richard 
Irvin, who has tor several years had charge 


of the affairs of this company at San Francisco, 

sking among other questions one with refer- 
to this point, and I will read you the 
answer: 


ence 


“All our new ships will be iron propellers of not 
less than five thousand tons register.’’ 

Upon that I feel justified in accepting the 
amendment. 


Mr. CORBETT. I withdraw any objection 
to the amendment. 
Mr. VICKERS. Ithink the Senator from 


Oregon must have been misinformed in some 
respects in relation to the subject-matter, for 
| understand that all the steamships that tr: ade 
from England to Australia and Chinaare built 
and we have heard no complaint 
against those ships. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) The question is 
onthe amendment offered by the Senator from 
Maryland to the amendment. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 1 am satisfied that so far 


| as the objection of the Senator from Oregon 


| all of iron. 





is concerned it can scarcely be considered as 
well founded. I do not think he is at all cor- 
rect in supposing that the waters of the Pacific 
on the route over which these ships have to run 
are warmer than those of the Atlantic. So 
far as our COast is concerned, and for a great 
many miles beyond it, there is no doubt that, 
taking the average temperature summer and 
winter, they are fully as cool as the waters of 
the Atlantic. They are much colder in sum- 
mer than those of the Atlantic. - 

hen the Senator from Maryland who last 
spoke suggested a well-known fact, which is 
pretty nearly conclusive on this subject. He 
referred to the fact that the large lines of 
Kinglish steamers running into the China seas 
and between England and Point de Galle are 
Those steamers, of course, have 
to pass through the tropics at least twice on 
each round trip. If they have found no diffi- 


culty in regard to the use of iron as a material 


for ship-building, | do not think any can apply 
in regard to the steamers on our China line; 
therefore | withdraw my demand for a division. 

Mr. CORBETT. I may have been misin- 
formed. I simply gave the information as it 
was given to me by persons interested. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 
Maryland, requiring the ships to be constructed 
of iron, to the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 
a division. 
made it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the 
amendment to the amendment has been agreed 
to; and the queStion recurs on concurring in 


I withdraw the call for 
| believe | was the only one who 





the amendment made as in Committee of the | 


Whole as amended. 

Mr. HARLAN. Mr. President, I am satis- 
fied in my own mind that these ships will be 
put on this line if this increase of subsidy shall 
not occur. 

The honorable Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
KELLY] a day or two since caused to be read 
the published notice of the company that they 
would o on semi-monthly service beginning 
on the 15th of May. I have in my hand a 
copy of the Commercial Herald, a paper 
which purports to be published in San Fran- 


cisco, of the date of April 19, in which I find, 


under the head of ‘‘ review of the market, 
statements which would seem to corrobcrate 
the allegations of the published notice of the 
company. Here is one statement: 

“We bave official authority for stating that the 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company will, on the 18th 


May, begin their semi-monthiy mail service to 
China and Japan.” 


Ido not know how credible this paper is; I 
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do not know how reliable its market news may 
be; but here is a broad statement that they 
have ofiicial—— 

Mr. COLE. Read the next sentence. 

Mr. HARLAN. I will do that presently. [ 
will read the whole paragraph: 


“We have official authority for stating that the 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company will, on the 18th 
May, begin their semi-monthly mail service to China 
and Japan, relying with confidence upon the Goy- 
ernment to pay the increased subsidy required for 
so important a service to the country at large. The 
fact is, the growing business between here and ports 
in China and Japan absolutely demands a fortnightly 
steam communication, and unless promptly fur- 
nished by the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, the 
tea trade must seek other and less desirable channels, 
Nothing definite is yet known in regard to a tri- 
monthly steam service to and from New York via 
Panama and way ports, as reported, but it is very 
clear that the growing trade-wants of the coast 


| require it speedily.”’ 


Now, Mr. President, if this is a reliable 
publication, it is very clear that this company 
decided to put on this additional service, and 
to begin on the 15th or 18th day of this month. 
It is also clear that they were not depending, 
wholly at least, on receiving this increased 
subsidy a sa condition-precedent. It is clear to 
my mind that the ships are already built, for 
ships of five thousand tons burden could not 
have been built between the two dates. It is 
also clear to my mind that they are about to put 
on these ships because, in their opinion, the 
commercial wants of the country require them ; 
thatis to say, it will be a service that will pay 
the owners of the ships; for inconnection with 
their statement in relation to the direct line 
across the Pacific they say that the commercial 


| wants of the coast are such as to require an 


additional service from San Francisco to the 
Isthmus, and also the connecting link from the 
Isthmus to New York. I know that newspaper 
statements are not always absolutely reliable. 
The Senators who represent that part of our 
country will know more about the credibility 
of this paper than I know. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask the Senator from 
[owa to read the last sentence of that article 
again about the Panama line. I did not quite 
catch it. 


Mr. HARLAN. ‘‘ Nothing definite is yet 


known in regard to a tri-monthly steam ser- 
| vice to and trom New York via Panama and 


_ receive remuneration from this as 


way ports, as reported, but it is very clear that 
the growing trade-wants of the coast require 
it speedily.’ 

| draw this conclusion from these state- 
ments: that the increased commercial demands 
of the country require an increased steamship 
service ; that this company decided to put on 
the additional -ships; that they expected to 
a legitimate 
commercial business; that they have already 


| procured the ships; that they designed to put 
‘them on upon the 15th of this month; but 


have concluded that they will apply for a sub- 
sidy and secure that if they can. As I re- 
marked a day or two since, I have no criti- 


| cism to make on this action of the company, 


| me to draw this conclusion. 


this temporary delay, and their desire to in- 
crease the profits of their business by an 
enlarged subsidy ; but it does seem to me that 
these facts, which thus crop out unsought, are 
sufficient to justify the Senate in refusing to 
enlarge the subsidy. 

There is another consideration that induces 
If it is necessary 
I will move an amendment in order to speak 
three or four minutes longer, as I see my 
time is about out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
appeals for an extension of time. 

Mr. WINDOM. I must object 

Mr. HARLAN. I will move to amend the 
amendment if it becomes necéssary, but IL 
would prefer not to resort to these parliament- 


ary tactics in order to obtain three or four 
minutes of time. 
Mr. WINDOM. If it is only three or four 


but I give notice 


minutes [ will not object: 
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ov I shall insist on enforcing the rule here- | 
. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Minnesota withdraws his objection. The 
Chair hears no objection to the extension of 
time the Senator from lowa desires, and he 
will proc eed, 

Mr. HARLAN. This proposition does not 
come from the committee that would ordin- 
arily take charge of such a subject. It does 
not come prim: arily from the Post Office Com- 
mittee, that would be consulted if it was sup 
osed it was necessary to increase the number 
of mails to be carried annually across the 
Pacific on this line. Nor does it come from 
the Committee on Commerce. The chairman 
of that committee we all know is very faithful 
in the performance of his duty in the position 
in which he has been placed by the Senate. 
The chairman of that committee has not yet 
said to the Senate that in his Opinion the in- 
terests of commerce require this increased 
largess. It is suggested that it comes from 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. POMEROY. No; the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. HARLAN. As I understand it, this is 
an amendment proposed by the Committee on 
Ap propriations, 

Mr. WINDOM. It came to the Committee 
on Appropriations from the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads with their recom- 
mendation. 

Mr. HARLAN. The Committee on Appro- 


priations is expected, theoretically, to con- 


fine its action to amendments necessary to | 


carry into effect existing laws. In its capa- 
cily aS an appropriation committee it is not 


expected to originate measures, but only to | 


report to the Senate the amount of money 


which may be necessary in its judgment to | 


carry into effect laws that are now on the 
statute-book. It is not, therefore, probable 
that that committee would give to a_ sub- 
ject of this kind that close attention and that 


business knowledge which the Senate would | 


have a right to expect from the Committee on 
Commerce. If it were shown clearly that the 
interests of commerce really demand an in- 
creased subsidy on this or any other line, I 
would not, in my place in the Senate, object 
to such subsidy. I can very well perceive 
that an advance of money to establish a line 
opening up new avenues of trade might re- 
sult in great pecuniary advantage to the peo- 
ple of the United States. But it does seem 
to me that the Senate can well afford to wait 
until the proper organ of the Senate, to whom 
such subjects are usually confided, is prepared 
to advise the Senate to make such an appro- 
priation in the interests of commerce. 
Recurring to the suggestion made, that the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads 
originated this amendment, allow me to say 
that they are not charged by the Senate with 
the investigation of subjects relating to ¢om- 
merce, but merely in relation to the estab- 
lishment of post roads and post cilices. Now, 


will pretend, I think, that there are no other 
ships passing between these ports that could 
carry the mails. The published tables show that 
there is avery large commerce carried on now 
between these ports that is not carried in 
these ships. 

| rely, however, chiefly on the fact which is, 
I think, plain to everybody, that these ships 
will be put on whether this subsidy shall be 
increased or not, that the company decided to 
put them on, that they published notice to the 
world by their properly authorized agents that 
they would start the first semi-monthly ship on 
the 15th of this month. I was reminded 


day or two since by the honorable Senator 


from Minnesota that they had reprimanded 
this agent, and I am not sure, but it is said he 
was discharged from service on account of 


| having made that publication. 


| tion of the Senate to the 


| the additional fact that the 





Mr. WINDOM. Allow me to correct the 
Senator. I did not state that they had repri- 
manded any agent. I stated thatthe old board 
had decided to put on this new line, that the 
stockholders found it so objectionable that they 
removed the old board; it worked a revolu- 


tion in the board; and that no such line would 


be put on. I now say that from further invest- 
igation of this subject, and a very careful one, 
Lam perfectly satisfied that no such line will 
be put on unless some assistance is given, and 
1 am further 


less than two months to run between these 
ports, aud that our last line will be driven 
from the Pacific ocean unless Congress does 


| something to.assist it. 


Mr. HARLAN. Ido not call in question 
the absolute candor of the honorable Senator. 
| have no doubt he is as sincere in his convic- 
tions on this point as [ am, or as any other 
Senator on this floor is; but I eall the atten- 
facts as they have 
cropped out through the public press, and to 
Committee on 
Commerce, who ought to be as watchful 
all these subjects as the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, have not up to this 
time been prepared to recommend this meas- 


|} ure. I believe no member of that committee, 


as such, has uttered one word in its defense. 
I feel nearly sure that the chairman of that 
committee will not, unless he should change 
his mind by facts that may hereafter be elicited. 

Mr. President, in the face of these facts what 
rebutting testimony have we? ‘The loose state- 
ment of the honorable Senator from Minne- 
sota—he will pardon me for the use of such a 


| phrase—that an owner of a steamship line re- 


siding in England will put ona line and receive 
a subsidy if this Government should not. subsi- 
dize this line. Whence this information? 


Mr. WINDOM. From the 


public papers 


| and from telegraphic dispatches hon London. 


sir, it has not been called in question that this. 


company is already bound, under an existing 
contract, which will not terminate until some 
time in the year 1877, to carry the mails on 
this line as often as they send ships, so that 
this appropriation is not necessary to secure 
the carrying of the mail. It is also true, as I 
need not inform any Senator, that if this com- 
pany should fail to put on these ships it will not 
defeat a semi-monthly mail, for under existing 
laws the Postmaster General can contract with 
any seagoing ship between these ports for 
varrying the mail, they receiving therefor the 
ocean postages on the mails carried. Contracts 
similar to this exist between the Post Olfice 
Department and ships now crossing the At- 
lantic. The ships ee carry our Atlantic 
mails are paid, as I understand, the ocean 
postages, and it amounts to ample compensa- 
tion, justifying 
mails. No one conversant with our commerce 


them in taking charge of those | 


That the line will be put on, there is no doubt. 

Mr. HARLAN. ‘Then that information is 
no more reliable, to say the least of it, than 
the information we have here in the public 
journals to which I have referred. It would 
not be very difhcult for a company who had 
an interest amounting to $5,000,000 involved 


| in the creation of such a statement to secure 
| the transmission of such a telegram and to 


| secure considerable 


! 


| the usual terms of post 


currency to such a rumor, 
that if we did not increase this subsidy some- 


| body else would drive these ships off that line. 


Why, sir, if it is true that commerce has so 
increased that in response to its demand these 
ships are to be put on, (and that fact has not 
been called in question, ) if this company should 
abandon it, others will take it up, and if the 
contract with the Postmaster General is in 
othee contracts the 
can compel them to con- 
tinue at least the service they now have on the 
line or can hire its performance by others at 
their expense. 


Postmaster General 


satisfied of the truth of the state- || 
| ment | read the other day from the London 
| papers, that a British line will be put on in 
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tion is whether they will fail to put on the 
semi-monthly service. There are no facts 
here, as it seems to me, of sufficient gravity 
to justify the Senate in drawing the conclusion 
that this company has not already prepared 
to put these ships on. How could the old 
board have decided to put these ships on, 
beginning on the 15th of May, if they had not 
already procured the ships? I cannot believe 
that the directors of a company owning prop 

erty worth many million dollars would publish 
to the world an invitation for passengers and 
freight for a semi-monthly line to begin fifteen 
days or a month from the date of the publica- 
tion, if they had not already made their ar- 
rangements for the ships. Why, sir, ships of 
five thousand tons burden are not spoken into 
existence bya word. They are not ordinarily 
the creation of thirty days’ labor; they require 
some preparation for their production. As 
the honorable Senator from Minnesota has 
indicated, in proposing that this contract 
should take effect more than a year hence, he 
contemplates the fact that the production of 
such ships will require more than a month’s 
time for their creation. But a month since 
the old board published a notice inviting: pas- 
sengers and freight on the 15th of this month. 

Mr. WINDOM. It was either in October 
or November last that that statement was 
made. 

Mr. HARLAN. 
April 18. 

Mr. WINDOM. That distinetly states that 
it was relying on Congress for assistance ; and 
it does not come from the board any body 
having authority. 

Mr. HARLAN. Not at all, merely a news- 
paper statement, under the marked head of 
a journal published in the city of San Iran- 
cisco, the terminus of this line. As IL betore 
observed, | do not suppose that this could be 
relied on as legal evidence in a court of jus- 
tice, but it is altogether as reljable as any 
adverse statement that has been produced. 
There is no contradicting evidence more re- 
liable, as far as | have been informed, than 
the testimony that | have produced. 

Then would Senators be justifiable in voting 
away $5,000,000 with such a stateinent of facts? 
If these ships were prepared and were under 
the control of this company when they invited 
the public to be ready to send freight and pas- 
sengers semi-monthly from the 15th day of 
this month, then it is not necessary to vote 
$5,000,000 in order to induce them to pur- 
chase or build the ships. If it is not thus 
necessary, | am at a loss to see aa Senators 


The one 1 have read was 


| can vote so large a subsidy five years in ad- 


So there is no probability of their absolutely | 


abandoning the line. 


The only practical ques- | 


vance of the termination of the 
tract and in the absence of any eaamumuaiiae 
tion from the proper organ of the Senate, the 
Committee on Commerce, whose duty it is to 
be ears, and eyes, and tongue for the Senate 
on that subject. It is their duty to hear, to 
see, and to speak to the Senate on the subject 
committed to their particular supervision. 
Ihe Senate has a right to hear from that com 

mittee. It is their duty to investigate and to 
enlighten the Senate so that other Senators 
may avail themselves of the research which 
they are supposed to bring to bear on the sub- 

jects committed to their charge. 

Sir, it is wrong to re quire any one Senator 
to investigate personally every subject that is 
brought to the attention of the Senate. I 
suppose the appointment of standing commit- 
tees was devised originally to obviate that 
necessity. Karly after my entrance as a mem- 
ber of this body, | remember hearing old Sen- 
ators make observations to this effect: that 
no Senator had aright to state a fact in the 
presence of the Senate until after he had 
given it thorough attention and investigation 
in order that every other Senator might rely 
on his statement; that it was his duty to look 


prese nt con- 


down to the bottom of e very subject submitted 
to him for investigation. 
labor requires this. 


The fair division ot 


<_< 


en Ca, 


well as onthe side | rep- 
in the city 
< have sold a large amount of 
* it would be a nice job for them 


tide 
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prevent this Government granting any aid, 
ne break down, and make a large 

i yur ‘ money on their ‘**short’’ stocks. 
if be nw TOD i the other side as well 
! la t aware ol any on this, | 

f ‘ t} yin this when 1 pro 

! ict shail | if » th 

| | jer Wed iol propose to let it to 
( i { t 3 to be advertised tor 
days and the lowest bidder is to take it. 

re told th this is such a Vast amount 

oney thatit will be an immense thing for 
compa reany $5,000,000, we are 


1. for i wr the commerce of this 

i@ will i f pay the amount! Mr. Presi- 
lent, if (hats true, whatis the answer to 1? 
() i | ple of this whole eoun- 
{ , i if it is a bonus of 
S5.000,000 wl | ng will pay of itself 
e@ Cer ) r weot who wiil bid 

this « pany. ihere is no job in 

t i ui open, fair, honest transaction for 
the purpose of securing additional service on 


nor any other foreign coun- 


ower upon the ocean sink 


ie of our ships, there is not a Senator on 
floor who ould not be willing to spend 
$50,000,000 to replace it and punish the 
na committed the outrage ; but Great 
britain by her b er statesmanship, by her 
i m y, fa nearly driven our stea oships 
i if t we have but one or two lines 
| 1 now propose, by denouncing this 
measure as **ajob,’’ to permit her to drive 
ie we have left. 
iti uted that this subject has not been 
rated ; that no proper person has exam 
ret. What are the facts? It has been 


Committee 
on Comm ree and the Committee on Post 
{) : and Post Roads in the House of Rep 

t It has b n exam ned by two 
committees in the Se 


wo committees, the 


¢ “— 7 
pate, lt has veen rec 


ided substantially by the President of 
United States aad by three of the present 

Cx \ theers of the United States. As my 
n Nevada | Mr. NYE] showed yester- 


earne y recommended by the can- 

late of what is called the Liberal Republican 
! y Pre ney. Why, sir, it has been 
recom led by everybody who has ever ex- 
un i the su and ‘carefully and fairly 

vestigated its merits. 

Mr. HARLAN. it the honorable Senator 
‘ vy me, do l understand him to say that 
tl Comin e on Commerce in the House 
re mended 


Mr. WINDOM. Ido. Iam so informed. 
HARLAN, Wa the proposit 


as it came trom the 


mninthe 


Llouse 


amendment was of- 


red, as | understand it, by the chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce in the House. 


lt is true it was defeated by a very small 
majority. ‘lwo committees of the Senate act- 


t, believing 1t Ought to pass, recom 
mended it also. it seems to me this matter 
as auy 


has been as thoroughly investigated 


ques lon Can be. 

One word turther as to whether this service 
will be put on or not. I have examined, and 
the committee have exam- 
nt carefully, and we know that 
this newspaper statement, based as it 


members of 
that pol 


ther 
ined 
states 
on the face of it on the belief that Congress 
will grant aid, means nothing more nor less 
than what it states on the tace of it, that rely- 
ing on the anticipated aid they did anticipate 
additional service. In addi- 
m to that 1 have already stated the « xpl il- 
that Lhat is 
Senate 


notice. 


ation Ot the issuing oO 


clearly before the 
| believe my five minutes are not quite up, 
put being anxious for a vote, I will not further 


occupy the time of the Senate. 


Mr. CASSERLY. I listened with a great 


‘ 
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deal of attention to the Senator from Iowa, 
[Mr. Harutax.] The point which he 
a rainst the amendment now to be voted upon 


founded upon a Statement that the con 


made 


was 
pany intended to put on the additional service 
at all events. | suggest to the Senator whether 


hatisac iSOn avalnst Loe amend- 


! sive reé¢ 
PLIVAUSIVE 1s 


ment? I suggest whether the true consid- 
should not be, is it a proper case 
for further aid by the Government? ls the aid 


under the 


eration 
than should be rendered 
circumstances? 

lhe British Government and its policy have 
been frequently referred to in this debate, per- 
haps not improperly. I understand that Gov- 
ernment commenced with a subsidy to the 
Cunard line when it was a small line running 
but a few steamers, and struggling as it were 
for an existence. My impression is—and if [ 
am wrong Ih ype some Senator better informed 


greater 


will correct me—that as the company increased 
its service, and of course increased its steam- 
ers from time to time, the British Government 
increased the aid given. That demonstrates 
that, so far as that Government is concerned, 
there has been nothing in its large experience 
on the subject to prevent it giving additional 
aid in the circumstance that additional service 
was to be Was 
course when the number 
as those used upon that 
from time to time, as the 
Senator from lowa very well says, that is not 
a thing to be done by word of mouth. You 
cannot speak into existence one, two, three, 
or tour first-class steamships for the Atlantic 
service. It must have been understood be- 
forehand that the company was prepared to 
make an additional service and would do it. 
Doubtless it was upon that fuli understanding 
beforehand that the British Government acted 
in increasing the subsidy from time to time. 
1 suggest to him, therefore, (because I recog- 
nize the necessity for satisfying the mind of 
the Senate upon this subject,) whether what | 
have stated may not go very far to remove his 
objection so far as it rests upon the ground of 
a determination already announced by the 


company to increase the service some time in 


i 


rendered, or indeed 


plated, because of 


contem- 


of steamships, such 
line, is incressed 


this month? 

Mr. HARLAN, In response t » the interr 
atory remark of the honora 
California, | would say very frankly that th 
fact that they have already determined to put 


vie Senator trom 


ships on | do not think is absolutely conclusive 
that no additional aid may not be necessary ; 
but | will observe also in this connection to the 
honorable Senator from California that this is 
a vicious Class of jegisiation. 

or subsidies to stimulate the investment of 
capital in any particular braneh of 


Voting pounties 


business is 
might 
stimulate the production of corn in lowa if 
Congress would vote an appropriation to pay 
to John Doe and Richard Koe 
cents a bushel bounty on all the corn they may 
raise in the next ten years. 


not a desirable class of legislation. It 


twenty-live 
| have no doubt 
it would increase the amount of corn that those 
two individuals would produce. 
to be voted on that account? And yetit might 
be wise in a Certain condition of things to give 
a bounty for the production of cereals within 
a given district in a new country where the 
Government might have posts, have an Army 
to supply; or if it were very desirable to 
hasten the settlement of any particular part 
of our country it might be proper to give a 
bounty on farm products; yet it is a vicious 
kind of legislation that ought not to be in- 
dulged in in the absence of a clear necessity. 

Mr. COLE, If the Senator wiil yield for a 
moment, as he one case, jet me cite 
another. ‘Take the case of the carrying th 
mail in remote settlements. That isa parallel 
case. The Government really pays a great 
deal more than it receives in carrying the mails 
in lowaand the remote Territories. Is that 
vicious legislation? 


Mr. HARLAN, 


But ought it 


cites 


That is not so in Iowa now. 
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al F in that sense 1t may be desirable to give a United States in time of war, and before acceptance P fed, That the price paid Vth in » case 
| bo ty for the estab lishment of lines of ecom- re ae he: es f as No a 3 : Dost oe a exceed the original cost of the ve 80 ta 
) merce be tween our country and remote parts Ganarni whet} ar this condi i a been complied Lhe amen Line nt to the amendment was 
of the sail This L concede. It may be so. with: Provided, That in all cases the oflicers of the agreed to. 
But what 1 insist on is that it is a vicious kind || Shall be eitiacns of the United States: aad that per The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques 
of | gislation which ought not to be indulg red sons of foreign birth who h ive. ice 1 | ne t la ‘, tion now rec son concurring 1 t] fl er 
in in the absence of nea learest necessity. The declared their intention to become Citizens of the || ment amended, upon whieh tl ( ! 
justification ought to be clear and undoubted, eaten mene of the United ttates within the meng. || nays have been ordered. 
} cause it is not in the order of paying a quid ing of this section, or of any act or acts spe fie in the Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 


i 
] 0 quo, paying a fair value for service per- the act of June 25, 1564. And the Government ol Mr. RICK. On 


this question I am paired 
yymed, it 1s paying an excess over the value me. nite eo > ee ; oe Poke ote. ts, i. epee f with the Senator from New Jersey. (Mr. Fre 
{f the service performed vith the hoy ie of the steam rs rf ‘aid line, and in such « ise pay a LINGHUY EN. | . would vote ** nay nd I 
leriving remote benefits. It ought to Seclnene reasonable compensation theretor, hould vote ** yea.’ 
established that these remote benefits will || Mr. CASSERLY. Is that amendment open Mr. S \ WYE i. On this quest l am 
accrue, and that they are dependent on the || to further amendment? paired with the Senator from M ; issippi. [Mr 
appropriation. If it is doubiful whether the || The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. AMES, | sie ual aii ‘Snay.’’ and I should 
benefits will accrue, or if it is really certain Mr. CASSERLY. I observe there are two vote ** 1? 
that they .will acerue in the absence of the || different phrases used there to apply to the Mr. WRIGHT. On = question I am 
bounty, ‘then it seems to me to be clear that || same thing; one is ‘‘in case of war.’’ and the paired with the Senator { : Mi nnesota, [Mr 
Congress ought not to grant it. other is ‘fin time of war.’’ [think ‘‘ in case of RAMSEY lle would vote ** ve my: nd | 

Now, in relation to what England does, I || war’’ isa better phrase, because it does not should vote * nay.’’ . 

ll concede that the English are a very wise || limit the power of the Government to the Mr. KELLY, (after first voting in the 
per ple, and yet I should regret to live to see actual condition of war. | move, instead I newative. | voted ** nay, forg ing ft t | 
the day when this Government will adopt the || the word ‘** time,’’ where it oceurs in that con- || was paired with the honorable Ser nt 
policy which is enforced in England; a policy || nection, that the word ‘‘ case ’’ be used. Louisiana, [Mr. Ketitoaa.) I the re ask 
that makes the rich man richer and the poor |} Mr. WINDOM. ‘There is no objection to || to have 1 me my withdrawn 
man poorer; a policy that ig in the interest of that. The PRESIDING OFFICER The Sen 
ao and against the many; a policy that is || The PRESIDING OFFICER. That verba tor’s vote will be w lrawn if there be no 
grinding down the masses of the eagle toa || amendment will be cs if there be no objeetior 
mere mass of paupers. They may build up mer- objection. the r was announced—yeas, 26, 1 
chant marine and oon lop merchant princes Mr. CASSERLY. Ithinkthere oucht algo |} 90: as { v3 ; 

Irom day to da Ly by this kind of largesses, to be thr uA mitation on the purchase f Y FAS—Mesers. Cald 1 Coaserly. ( 
but it is the dut y of those who ask the Ameri- || these vessels by the Government, that the || € ling, Corbett, Cragin, Fenton, I M 

can Senate to adopt the policy of England to p it Pp id sl iin no ca exceed t ) y 7 u ™ 1 
show that it will be to the interest of the cost I pose 1e chart n nit S _ She ' Stey S | ‘Su Wy 
masses of our people to adopt their system of || tee will accept that amendment. nil \\ mn—26, 

government. Ido not think it is clear that it |} Mr. WINDOM.  Lhaveno objection to that. ||) apo ae! - Al rm, oe 

is for the in erests of the laboring people of Mr SHER TAN | ul! i <« that m rht be } , QC at. (} j \ 5 li ‘ 
Great Britain that vast bounties should be || considered as a rule of damages very unlivor- Maryland, Harlan, Johr 1, Morton, Nort i, 
given to steamship companies. There may || able to the Government. Itis hardly ee |} Pee Fe SHAPES, SHPAGRS, 5net , ; 
be collateral motives that induce these appro ble that the ve iS Will not be if p : ALb> N ,. M r An , Bayar ] ’ bor 
priations by the British Parliament. There || if they are ever purchased bythe Government man, Brownlow, Cam Ca D f Ken 
may be the younger sons of noble lords who || than they are now. I[ am afraid that if we x eee i ae ‘| , "] coin ae Base) ae py 
would be paupers were not places provided a maximum we shall fix: price. Lagree with Patte hk .R hk - 

for them, were they not built up as merchant || the Senator entirely in his idea; but the pr 4 irz, Phu Li] » Trumbull, Wi 
princes, if places were not provided for them || of the vessels will undoubtedly go down. At aa a eee ' 

in their merchant marine, in the army, or in || least that would be the natural law. 1 ere: SS eee 1, was 
the church. ‘There may be reasons for voting Mr. CASSERLY. If there is danger « “ggg of a 

bounties to steamship lines by the British Par- || any such result, of course | do not wish eee IC PRESIDENT. ' The next a 
liament that would not justify the American || press the amendment, and I admit, conside1 eens een eee wa lens 318 Foe One i 
Congress in voting such supplies. ing the knowledge of the official mind gene cy ia oe ie Comm = re 

Now I return with my demand, not I hope || ally speaking, it does frequently happen that ace and fo svOads in regard to printed 
in any offensive sense, that the friends of this || a negation is construed to mean an aflirma : | , 
measure shall show that this increased bounty, |! tion. abe bier | aw eles 
amounting in the aggregate to $5,000,000, Mr. SHERMAN. That is very often the || 48° 0" Page o% tne - yan 39 e 
which is not a trivial sum, is necessary in order || case. | have observed that in statutes limit ee ea ee 64 
to secure the establishment of a semi-monthly || ing the amount, saying that it shallnot exceed || (SUSE 80 SOG WENGE, al ; pA 
line of steamships from the western coast of || so much, they almost always go up to that i — vase 
this country to China. I do not think the facts ||} amount. nae Ries pe 
have been adduced which make it clear that it Mr. STOCKTON. ‘I should to ask the G = aoe glee so it 
is nec essary, and in the absence of such facts Senator f 1 Ohioag iestion, whetl \ pnt t { 
| could not myself vote, nor advise others to the exper rience \ Ir ia C1V Wal ‘ 
vote for such an appropriation. war broke out that the price of vessels went Mr. EDMUNDS. [| wish to inquire 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, || down? Why, sir, vessels that were not worth || Chair what 1 tate of that | 
of Michigan, in thechair.) The Senator’s time || 320,000 ight S100,000; some not w louse inder discu 
has expired. The question is on concurring In || $5,000 brought $50,000 within atew days alter luy w i wa ved to go ’ 
the amendment, upon which the yeas and nays |, the war broke out 4 lin the Depa 
have been ordered. Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator really || as « rd? 1 know by Gj 

Mr. MORRILL of Vermont. Let it be thinks it is the interest of the Government to that t f i was stricken « y ’ 


read. || fix the price in this way, I have no objection, || but I wish to know what is its present state in 
The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which || although I think myself the price of the ves- || the Senate. 
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The VICK PRESIDENT. It was stricken 
out, and that was among the amendments that 
were concurred in. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish the Senate would 
be good enough to regard that particular 
amendment as reserved and not concurred in, 
80 that we may have a vote upon it. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection it will be considered as reserved. 
‘| he Senator might move it himself ; but still, 


would be better to 
din it 


perhaps it reserve it, be- 


if concurs will then remain in the 
text of the bill. 
Mr. EDMI 
general consent. 
Phe VICK PRESIDENT. 
Vermont t 


moves to rece 
ecurrioy it 


CAURC 


NDs. Let it be reserved by 


The Senator from 
msider the vote on con- 


the amendments made as in Com- 


mittee of the Whole, striking out the sixth 
eclion, 80 that this one amendment may be 
considered as reserved. If there be no objec- 
tion that order will be made, and will be 
con dered “aS Tes¢ rved, 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I desire to interpose an 


Obper tion. 


Phe VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly a ma- 
jority can reconsider, as it is within the time 
for reconsideration. The Senator from Ver- 
mont states that he was out of the Senate at 
the time this section was voted upon, and he 
desires to have it still pending in the Senate. 
lle can only reach it yy reconsidering the vote 


by which the amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. CASSERLY. 


lL hat section was not an 


amendment agreed to in committee, 

the VICK PRESIDIENT. It was a section 
in the bill that was stricken out in committee, 
and the amendment striking it out was con 
curred in by the Senate. It is now out of the 
bill. If the Senator trom Rhode Island in- 
sists on his point the Chair must take the 
sense of the Senate on the reconsideration. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I suggest in the absence 


ifthe Senator trom Wisconsin, | Mr. CARPEN- 
eR, | who moved that the section be stricken 


t, courtesy to bim, at any rate, would re- 


quire that action should be delayed until he 
should be present, 

Mr. KUOMUNDS. Exactly the same cour- 
tesy is due to the Senator from Wisconsin that 
was due to me, as | suppose we stand ona 
precise equality. IT was out yesterday when 
the Senate struck out this section. He is out 
to-day when | wish the Senate to vote on the 
question of retaming it in an amended form, 
so that | hope it will not be objectionable. — It 


is proper to say also, that I shall regard my- 


sell as paired with the Senator from W iscon- 
sin, for yesterday when I was obliged to go 
away he was kind enough to pair with me. I 


had no idea that the bill would progress so far 


that a vote could not be liad in the Senate to- 
dav on the section, 

Vhe VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont does not desire that this shall 
be now concurred in, but that it shall be re- 
served for a vote in the Senate. Ifthere be 


objection it s reconsid- 
ered and the amendment be reserved, lt will 
be the third reserved amet The second 
is now before the Senate. 

Mr. FENTON. I 
that before this ; 
by w holly, I desire to offer 


no will be regarded a 


idment. 
was about to remark 
subject of subsidies is passed 
a compromise prop- 
osition in regard to the Brazil mail service in 
the form of anamendment, to come in in pli ice 
of lines twenty-five and twenty-six on page 7, 
and I presume there will be no objection on 


the part of any Senator to have the proposi- 
tion made now. 
the VICK PRESIDENT. It will require 


reserved amend- 


bill 


the 
ments must first be acted upon before the 
is Open to amendment by Senators. 

Mr. FENTON. If there is objection, of 
course | will not offer it. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The 


reserved amendment being pending, 


unanimous consent, as 


second 


the Sen- | 
ator from New York desires now to offer a | 


| am 
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compromise amendment, as he states, in re- || For one, I amin favor of curtailing it as much 


gard to the Brazil mail steamship service. If 


moment the Secretary will report the amend- 
ment reserved by the Senator from Minnesota, 
{Mr. Ramsey,] who desired that it should “be 
disagreed to. 


The Chief Clerk read the amendment, made | 


as in Committee of the Whole, to strike out on 


page 3, line forty-nine, the words ‘‘a printed 
| request to return the letter to the writer,’’ and 
to insert ‘‘the words not delivered in 


| ought 


s99 


- days return to —— 

Mr. WINDOM. My colleague is not here, 
and as he and his committee were opposed to 
this amendment, | am, for one, willing to sub- 
init it to the Senate without discussion. 

Mr. POMEROY. 1 think we ought not to 
concur in that amendment. The chairman of 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads 
desired me to state that he hoped it would not 
be coneurred in. 

Mr. WINDOM. The Committee on Ap- 
propriations think we ought, and the Commit- 
tee on Post Othces and Post Roads think we 
not to concur in it. L am willing to 





' submit the matter to the Senate without any 


further discussion, 
Mr. POMEROY. The Postmaster General 
thinks the law as it now is ought to remain just 
as 16 18. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 


concurrence, 


The question is 
The Committee on Appro- 
priations desire that the amendment be con- 
curred in; the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads desire that it be not concurred in. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let me detain the Sen- 
ate minute that | may understand the 
The Committee on Appropriations 


on 


one 
question. 


| reported a section under which I may put upon 


an envelope a request that the letter, if not 
called for, shall be returned to me, the whole 
of that request being in print. 

Mr. POMEROY. It is just the other way. 
That is the present law. 

Mr. CONKLING. I want to know which 
way the question presents itself. If we con- 
cur in the amendment, do we enable those 
who send envelopes to put in print the request 
and their own name? 


Mr. EDMUNDS. No, we donot. 

Mr. POMEROY. You have to write the 
hame, 

Mr. CONKLING. Precisely. Then those 


in favor of allowing the privilege of putting 
on the envelope, not only the request to return 
it, but also printing the name of the writer to 
whom it is to be returned, must vote against 
concurrence, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That is it exactly. 

Mr. CONKLING. ThenI shall vote against 
concurring. 

Mr. SUMNER. I am in favor of thelargest | 
liberty. I wish to give the person who sends 


a letter an opportunity of putting as much on 
the outside as he chooses. 

Mr. SAWYER. There is one word to be 
said in reference to this matter for the inter- 
of the public service. It saves a very 
large amount of labor at the dead-letter office 
if the name of the party who writes the letter 
and to whom it is to be returned is on the 
letter. It diminishes the amount of service 
required in the Post Office Department. 1 


ests 


aware of the argument in tavor of the 
private manufacturers of envelopes, but | 


| have a sort of notion that the convenience of 
the public and the advahtage of the Govern- 


ment are worthy of consideration. I was not 
present in the committee when the Committee 
on Appropriations made the decision in ref- 
erence to this matter which was made. 


Mr. WINDOM. I 


think there may be one | 


word said in favor of the amendment of the 


Committee on Appropriations. The majority 
of the committtee did not deem it good policy 
for this Government to enter into competition 
with private parties in the manufacture of 
envelopes, which is the great objection now. 








| ° 
|| as possible. 
the Senator will reserve his amendment for a | 


The question being taken, the amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole was non- 
concurred in. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The third re. 
served amendment is now before the Senate, 
being the sixth section. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. For that I wish to offera 
substitute. 

Mr. CONKLING. I ask my friend from 
Vermont to pardon me one minute. I want 
to know again whether | am wrong in sup- 
posing that by non-concurring in the amend- 
ment made as in Committee ot the Whole, on 
which we have just voted, we have given 
what the Senator trom Massachusetts calls the 


| largest liberty to people to put on envelopes 


what they choose? 
Mr. EDMUNDS and others. 
The ViCK PRESIDENT. 


You have. 
Both proposi- 


| tions, however, onlyrelate to the return of the 
| letter to the writer, but in different phrase- 


ology. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to concur in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the 
Whole with the following amendment, which 
I ask the Secretary to read. 

The Cuter CLerkK. The amendment made 
as in Committee of the Whole was to strike 
out the sixth section of the bill. Before that 
question is taken, the Senator from Vermont 
moves to amend the section so as to make it 
read: 

That it shall not be lawful for any person who, 
after sixty days from the passage of this act shall 


be an officer, clerk, or employéin any of the Execu- 
tive Departments, to act as counsel, attorney, or 


| agent for prosecuting any claim against the United 


States which was pending in said Departments while 
he was such officer, clerk, or employé, nor in any 
manner, nor by any means to aid in the prosecution 
of any such claims within two years next after he 


| shall have ceased to be such officer, clerk, or em- 


} ployé : 


and any person violating the provisions 


| of this section shall be punished by imprisonment 


| not 


exceeding one year, or by fine not exceeding 
$1,000, or both, as the court in its discretion shall 
determine. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask the indulgence of 
the Senate to speak for two minutes upon this 
substitute. 

Mr. SUMNER. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 


Youare entitled to five. 
| know, but two are all 


Lask when | once begin. 


Everybody here, | think, agrees that as 
things are now conducted under the authority 
of law, for which the Departments are not 
to blame, and for which these gentlemen who 
go out of the Departments are not to blame, 
an injury to the public service is committed ; 
men are exposed to temptations which they 
would not otherwise be exposed to; they are 


| led into doing things which are wrong in them- 


selves which they would otherwise not be 
ied into. Now, then, here is an evil. The 
only way to reform or correct that evil is to 


take some step about it, and to prohibit that 
sort of practice as counsel by men who choose 
to take up employment under the Government 
for a limited period of time. 

The Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Scuvrz, ] 
who, [ am sorry to see, is not now in his seat, 


| introduced a bill in 1869 which was, in sub- 


stance, to meet this very thing. It was then 
drawn to our attention, but it was before we 
had any specific men in this body whose duty 
it was tobe ‘‘ reformers’’ over everybody else. 
It was sent to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
That committee examined it, believed in the 
propriety of the principle that was involved 
in it, and, I think Lam safe in saying, unani- 
mously reported the amendment which IL have 
now had read, except that I have given the 
difference of sixty days’ time forward as to 
people who are now holding office, which that 
bill did not. It was not acted on in the Sen- 
ate owing to the pressure of business. Now 
the House of Representatives has incorpor- 
ated a provision more stringent than the one 
I offer into this Post Office appropriation bill 
for the purpose of correcting this evil. 











ir 


m—Nerai Ge “=o my 





1872. 





I hope that Senators will be willing to take 
up this measure of reform that we have been | 
acting upon in a certain way and in a certain | 
degree for two or three years and adopt it 
and try the experiment. If it is found that it 
works injustice or wrong to anybody, then it 
will be easy enough to repeal the law. But 
there being an admitted evil, and there being 
this only way of reaching that evil, of making 
it unlawful to pursue it longer, | hope that we | 
shall agree to it without any serious objection. 
That is all I wish to say. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is | 
on the motion of the Senator from Vermont, 
to amend the section. 

Mr. ALCORN. I am sure that I shall 
always be found voting for all proper restric- 
tions on dishonest practices in the Govern- 
ment, but it does seem to me in this case that 
the amendment which is offered will not reach 
the end that is proposed; and if the end is 
reached, itis not proper. Upon what conceiv- 
able idea is it that you desire to restrict the 
clerks now in the Departments here from prac- 
ticing before the Court of Claims? Itis upon 


the implied idea that there is information || 


within the knowledge of a clerk, valuable to | 
a citizen, which he will use if he has power 
to do so. Is it the interest of the Govern- | 
ment, and does it desire to conceal any facts | 
from the citizen? What is it that the clerk | 
can show on account of his familiarity with | 
the Department except the records? And it 
there be facts there valuable to the citizen, 
valuable in advancing the ends of justice, facts 
known to the clerk, and which are perhaps 
not attainable by the citizen, does the Govern- 
ment desire that those facts shall remain ob- 
scure, that they shall remain hidden from the | 
citizen and from the country? The Govern- 
ment surely does not wish to deprive the man 
of knowledge from practiciug in the Court of 
Claims? Is its highest pleasure the defeat of 
justice? Ifa clerk has information within 
his knowledge, that information is at the ser- 
vice, it seems to me, of the citizen. You | 
put no padlock on his lips when he goes | 
into your Departments to conceal anything 
which he may discover that is valuable to | 
any of the citizens of this Government, and | 
if you put no padlock on his lips, then there 
is nO reason, it seems to me, why he should not 
be permitted to go forward and practice in the 
courts in as full a measure as he could go 
forward and communicate any information he 
might have to others. It is leading the 
country to expect that by this we are to shut 
off one of the avenues of corruption, when in 
truth and in fact I cannot see how it is to 
work that result. If the honorable Senator 
would show me that it will work that result, I 








ness; but I cannot, for my life, see it, and it 
looks to me as if we were seeking here 
to hide from the people the records of the | 
various Departments, fearing that they might, 
if the facts were made known to them, dis- 
cover the truth, that there was there a claim 
in favor of a citizen which could be estab- 
lished from the records. The records are 
public property, spread out for all the world 
to read ; and we have our officers to adjudicate | 
and to award the judgment that may be eli- 
cited after hearing the proofs and reading the 
testimony ; and the man who is best informed 
with regard to the records, who has the 
means of speaking, and who can speak most | 
intelligently and fully from that records, is the 
man above all others whose voice should be 
listened to in adjudicating the case involving 
the interests of the Government and the inter- 
ests of the citizen. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I must be excused for 
making a short reply to my honorable friend 
from Mississippi. He says that wherever there 
is truth it ought not to be concealed, and that 
the truth is the property of the whole people. | 





So it is. But I wish to ask the honorable Sen- 


ator from Mississippi if he is so desirous of || 
maintaining thetruth asthat he would be will- | 
ing to have a law or a custom or a practice 
which should authorize the Supreme Court 
(which we suppose to be the highest of any 
human tribunal above improper influences) to 
consider its judgments in public, to have the 
public admitted to its consultation-room to 
examine the notes and the evidence that it 
has before it and to make such suggestions 
from time to time as might occur to the free 
citizens of the United States. ‘I pause for 
a reply,’’ to use a very common phrase. 
Mr. ALCORN. 
me to respond now? If so, | certainly will | 
respond to that with great pleasure. On 
account of the legal learning of its members, 
the Supreme Court is fixed here as one of the 
branches of this Government presumed to | 
understand the law of the case; and they 
having the record before them adjudicate upon 


|| the testimony, the record, and the proof that 


| is brought before them, and they do not wish | 








| 


| facts in the case? 


| it is simply as a means of throwing light upon 


intruders; their knowledge is complete, the | 
facts being before them. But who, I would ; 
ask the honorable gentleman, is better caleu- 
lated to bring before that court the facts of 
the case than the man who is familiar with | 
the record, who can not only produce the 
record but can elaborate that record before 
the court so as to enlighten them upon all the 
I do not say that one of 
these persons would be a competent person to 
preside in the adjudication of these cases ; but 


the question and giving information, which 
information is always safe when lodged in the 
keeping of the jnadiciary of the country. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend does not an- | 
swer the question ; but he seems to concede 


apparently that it would be a very unwise and || 


improper thing on grounds of public policy 
to have the truth in the Supreme Court of 
the United States open to everybiody’s seek- | 
ing, to have the judges telling how they stood 

on questions or anything of that kind. I am | 
sure the honorable Senator would not be in 
favor of opening the jury-room to the visita- 
tions of the public, and to have them observed 
and criticised and confabulated with while in 
the performance of their duties. [am pretty 
sure that the honorable gentleman would not 
be willing to have a judge descend from the | 
bench and conduct as counsel a cause that 
he had just had under adjudication before him 
and which was continued. It would violate 
all our ideas of public propriety, for there is 
a moral init. [am sure the honorable Sen- 
ator is not so much in favor of truth in partic- 
ular, if he is in the abstract, as he describes 


| it, as to make it the duty of every lawyer, or 


will go with him with the greatest cheerful- || the right of any lawyer, or any lawyer's clerk, 


to disclose the secret facts that his client had 
communicated to him, although they were 
truths. I am sure the honorable Senator 
would not go so far as to be willing that a 


| physician, or a newspaper reporter, if you 


please, should undertake to lay before the 
public what may be disclosed to him, unless 
the purposes of justice should require it when 
he should be called as a witness. Surely, he 


such a question. 

Now, what is the state of this Government? 
It is true it is a Government to secure the 
rights of everybody; but the rights of every- | 


Does the gentleman desire || 


body are consolidated in the Governmentitself, | 
and it is protecting the rights of everybody | 
when it is undertaking to protectitself against | 


frauds and unjust claims. The trouble in al- 
lowing these Departments to be open to every- | 
body is not the disclosure of the facts that are 


there, but it is the disclosure of facts that are | 
not there, if | may use an Irishism; it is to || 


enable people who are sharp and unscrupu- 
lous to see exactly what facts are wanting to 
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record, by affidavit or otherwise, what is want- 
ing, and to use the influence that he may have 
possessed from a knowledge of ail the clerks 
in a particular Department as to who was ap- 
proachable, who can be got to pass a claim 
which ought not to be passed, and to share 
with him in the plunder to be obtained by it. 

This is the abuse which l supposed until 
this moment everybody agreed existed. There 
have been differences as to how it ought to be 
corrected, but | never before heard anybody 
deny that it was a great scandal and reproach 
to this Republic that people were constantly 
leaving the Departments and then constantly 
Wiggling through claims, sometimes enorm 
ous, which when they occupied official posi 
tion they had refused to pass because the 


| proof under the law was not adequate to the 


| which the Chair has read? 


emergency, and then wiggled them through in 
some indirect and improper way. ‘That is 
the abuse, that is the wrong. 

Now, Mr. President, do you wish to correct 
it? If you do, you must take some step. It 
may happen that in correcting that wrong, as 
in correcting every other, you exclude an 
honest man from practice for a couple of 
years. The honest man will gladly submit. 

Mr. MORTON. I ask what has become of 
the five-minutes rule? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It has been in 
force. ‘The Senator from Vermont [ Mr. Ep- 
MUNDS ] was about to be arrested at the end of 
his five minutes; but as he was evidently con- 
cluding the Chair allowed him to go ona quarter 
of a minute beyond that time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. For which I apologize. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The five-minutes 
rule has been in force. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the Chair to it, and I do it as gladly in 
the case of the Senator from Vermont as any 
body. ‘That Senator in the first place offered 
an amendment and addressed the Senate upon 


|| it, if not for five minutes, for very nearly five 


minutes. Then another Senator having spoken 
on that amendment, the Senator from Ver- 
mont proceeded a second time to speak, which 
I submit to the Chair he had no right to do. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
state to the Senator from New York thatunder 
the fourth rule each Senator has a right to 
speak not *‘ more than twice in any one debate 
on the same day without leave of the Senate.” 
Mr. CONKLING. So that under the five- 
minutes rule each Senator may speak twice. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The fourth rule 
says he may speak twice in any one debate. 
Mr. CONKLING. Does not the five-minutes 
rule, where it operates, supersede the rule 
? I think the five- 
minutes rule is to the effect that each Senator 
may speak five minutes. Possibly it might be 


| held to mean that he could occupy five minutes 


on two occasions, speaking each time a frac- 
tion of the five minutes. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 


| by referring to the restriction of the five-min- 
| utes rule that probably, as the Senator from 


New York states, the effect of it would be, 


| though it was not movedasan amendment tothe 


| standing rules, to limit the fourth rule so that a 
should not be at least allowed to volunteer on || 


Senator would have to move an amendment 
to an amendment in order to speak the second 


| time; and the Chair thinks that was the sense 
| of the Senate when the point was suggested 


before by the Chair. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CASSERLY. Do I understand that 
the Chair has made a ruling on the subject? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Nevada is now entitled to the floor. 
After the conclusion of his remarks, the Chair 


| will recognize the Senator from California and 


make out a case, and then to find the witness | 


who will swear to a lie to make up on the 


answer the inquiry. 


Mr. STEWARY. I only want to call the 


attention of the Senator from Vermont to the 
real difficulty in my mind about this amend- 
ment, and then I will give up my time to him, 
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will not concur. I think we are all willing to 


go that far. } 
~ Mr. LOGAN. I 1) 


hope the Senate will 


col if. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Let the section be re 
ported as it stands. 
' The Cuter CLerk. The sixth section of 
the bill, as it has been amended by the Sen- 
ure reaus 


ll not be lawful for any person who shall 
yinted an officer, clerk, or emp! 
the Executive Departments, to act aseoun 
ney, or agent for prosecuting any claims 
tinst the United States which was pending in said 


Departments while he was said oflicer, clerk, or em- 


1 6, nor in any manner nor by any means to aid 

prosecution of any such claim within two 

years next after he shall have ceased to be such 

clerk, or employé. Any person violating 

e provisions of this section shall be punished by 

1 isonment not exceeding one year, or by a fine 

t exceeding $1,000, or both, as the court in its dis- 
erection shall determine, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The 
it came from the House having been modi- 
fied as just reported, the question recurs on 
coneurring with the Committee of the Whole 
in striking the section from the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS and Mr. LOGAN ealled 
for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly, Mr. President, 
it would be a very great relief to the country 

dishonest claims 
stopped. There has been a great deal calcu- 
lated to shock the confidence of the people in 


section xs 


if the allowance of were 


the manner in which b isiness has been cou- 
ducted in the executive branches of the Gov- 
and nothing has tended more to 
destroy popular confidence than the personal 
influences and indirect methods by which large 
sums of money have passed away from the 
publie Treasury into private hands. I believe 
the great difficulty iu all these questions arises 
from the want of publicity in the transactions 
to which reference is made. I should be in 
favor of there being a tribunal open as the day 
to every citizen who had a just claim against 
the Government, and of providing that no 
claim should be passed and allowed until it 
had been publicly audited. I do not mean to 
say that every claim against the Government 
should be contested by the Government, be- 
cause there are claims so clearly due that mere 
delays are dishonest. The disinclination to 
pay honest debts is disecreditable, whether it 
be in the Government or an individual. 

If | thought vould reach the 
core of the difliculty, and prevent the improper 
effect of personal and secret influences upon 
departmental officers in the 
claims, I should be strongly disposed to give 
it the aid of my vote. But I know very well 
that the less honest a claim is, the more it 
shuns the light of day, and the more the 
ingenuity and the darker are the methods by 
which its allowance is to be procured. 

This section prohibits the open advocacy of 


ernment, 


this action 


allowance of 


Ciaims as agents, soicitors, or attorneys by 
men who have held office in the Executive 
Departments; and it is supposed that by 
reason of their late personal affiliations with 
those whom they have left in office, from their 
knowledge of the wire-pullings that perhaps 
may exist in the large and complicated ma- 
chinery of our Government, they may have 
superior advantages, may have a better knowl- 
edge of where the weaknesses of men lie, that 
will enable them to approach and to affect 
officers more efficiently than those 
who are strangers to the workings of the De- 
partments. It would be a good thing to check 
operations in that direction. 

But every man of common experience of 
mankind must know that it is not open influ 
ence that is to be dreaded: it is not the per- 
sonal appenrance of agents in the Departments 
that is to be dreaded; it is not the letter of 
application that is to be feared; on the con- 
trary, the more powerful the influence some- 
times the more subtle the influence. Gen- 
tlemen who stand al 


execullve 


loof and appear to be as 
unconcerned and as disinterested as possible 


are often in reality the main spirits that move 
1e puppets that act at their will 
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opinion that it is better to allow the agen 
be an open and a publie one than to com) 


him by round-about ways to be a 
rhe PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
of Michigan, in the 
time has expired. 
Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I have ri 


Chalr. } he Seuate S 


} } 


ceived quite a large amount of information 
since this que stion has been before the Senat 
Llow is it presented? Kirst, we find that 
civil service is in sucha condition that it 


must absolutely be reformed. It is so di 
honest that it must be reformed. and the 
Senator from Vermont has introdu 
for that purpose which, however, has not been 
We tind 


ced a bill 


considered before the Senate as yet. 
a commission announcing to the country rules 
governed and vu de | 


by which men must be 
in order to get into the eivil sf 


rvice; that 1s to 


say, &@ man must, to comply with these rules,be 


a gra luate of some « legiate institution, for, 
although therules do not say that in words,t 
would seem to be the necessary effect. Atter 


you apply your educational test to men, declas 


4 


ing that those who cannot come up to it are not 
fit to serve the Government, but 
tain other class 

you get your appropriation of money, for the 
. +} 


purpose of carrying those rules into effect, 


that a cer- 


are, and immediately alter 


we tind here a proposition that casts suspicion 
upon every man who may be ap} 
You are to establish your civil 
then 
shall hereafter 
these rules shall practice in the courts or be 
fore the Departments for two 


| those rules. 


service, and declare that no man who 


y 


. . 
be appointed to office under 


years alter he 





goes Out of the service. j 
such men are suspected of dishonesty! That 
position which 
itself in to-day. You 
rules, and money is to be appropriated to sus 
tain them, and 


} 


app yinted under those rules mus 


is about the he Senate 


I 
orst declare a set o 


declare that every man 


then 
neCessat 
be debarred of the right of going into a De 


partment for the purpose of applying for the 
honest dues belonging to some person who 
may be his employer. 

lhat is exactly what this section proves to 
my mind; nothing more, nothing less. You 
do not ex¢ se who are now in. Why ¢ 
The presumption ig that they are honest [s 
| not that the presumption of this legislation? 
Does it not naturally lead our minds to that 
| conclusion? And yet we are asked to legis] 
| in that direction. This 
| only know that yesterday by 
| Senate in ¢ 
| 


ide the 


gisiate 
is called reform! | 
the vote of the 
Jommittee of the Whole this section 
yut by a large vote. It 
though the minds of 
to day. I do not kn 
tion that 
minds; but it 
question has been discussed and determined 
we Ought to look at it in the 

which we did at the time we 
il deliberately and decided it. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 


ion recurs On striking out the section as 
} 
amended, 
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Mr. FENTON Mr. President, J 1] 
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and Brazil, its benefits in commercial and 
friendly intercourse, are conceded. The Sen- 
“ ve ‘ i propose 1 $300,000 for this in 
‘ j ee 000 more than is now paid 
t ie ¢ rack monthly trips. 

AS | ng for the contractor, whom 
I m re allude to by name, Commodore 


(ia } ho ha Oo greatly increased and so 
earnestly and honorably maintained in behalf 
of our country its ocean service, declined this 
prope m. id me here now, after consult 
ation with everal Senators, and upon con- 
sulfation too with those who are at present 
( j ng this important service between the 
Lwo ¢ nirie with this compromise proposi- 
tion lt differs from that which was with- 
drawn yesterday in these respects, and in these 
it t proposes $100,000 more for 
Live u nthly service than the Senate pro 
posed yesterd econd, after sixty days’ 
! at { ithe expiration of the present con- 
{ { monthly trips, the Postmaster Gen- 
‘ lia permit th ervice to be given to 
the lowest bidder, provided in no event shall 
the im exceed S400,000; third, it provides 
>that any sum shall be deducted from the 
100,000 which the Government of Brazil 
Wav al any time pay to these contractors. 
bhis, ina word, Is the case. It see ms to 
wlitogether rea onable. And, Sir, speak 
ng more in behalf of my country than for any 
vidual or interest, | should say it is alike 
advantageous and just, and I hope the Sen- 
l Will give iL their sanction, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from New York. 


CRRY, of 
and nays; and they were 


Connecticut, and others, 


Pre sident, the Navy appro 


pria i bill was reduced by about two mil- 
| below what it was last year. We are 
building no ships for the Navy; we are only 
providing for some repairs in the Navy. I 
Wiil State here that an expenditure of half 
the amount of that reduction will add _ fifteen 
twenty very efliciant vessels to our Navy. 
Mi WRIGHT. On this question 1 am 


pa red with the Senator from Minne sola, [ Mr. 
RAMSEX | If he were here he would vote 


wi i,’’and I should vote ** nay. 

he question being tuken by yeas and nays, 
resulied—yeas 25, nays 24; as follows: 

YKAS—Messrs. Ames, Blair, Casserly, Clayton, 
Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Cragin, Fenton, Flanagan, 
liamlin, Hill, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of Maine, 
Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, Kiee, Sawyer, Stewart, Stock 

1, West, Wilson, and Windom—25. 

NAY s— Messrs. Alcorn, Boreman, Caldwell, Chan- 
d . Davis of West Virginia, Kdmunds, Ferry of 
( necticut, Ferry Michigan, Frelinghuysen, 
‘ ithwaite, Ilamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of 
lexas, Llarlan, Hiteheock, Johnston, Kelly, Morton, 
Yorw i, Suulsbury, Sherman, Spencer, Stevenson, 

btnnne md Vickers—24. 

ABS NT—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Cameron, Carpenter, Cooper, Davis 
of Kentucky, Gilbert, Howe, Lewis, Morrill of Ver- 
mont, O Patterson, Pratt, Ramsey, Ransom, 
Robertson, Schurz, Scott, Sprague, Thurman, Tip 


ind Wright 2. | 


ton, Trumbull, : 
So the amendment of Mr. Frnron 


d to. 


was 
ages 
Mr. CASSERLY. I offer an amendment, 


which i substantially the one lL reserved yes- 


terday at the rising of the committee. 
Lhe amendme nt was read, aS follows: 
Si . That the Postmaster General is hereby | 


authorized and directed to contract with the parties 
owning and representing the United States, New 
Zealand, and Australian mail steamship line, or 
with any party or parties otherthan those embraced 
within this act, and who are able to perform the | 
proper notice by publication, to ex- 
tend the service now existing for the transportation 


service, atter 


of the mails between San Francisco and the Sand- | 
wich Islands to New Zealand and Australia for the | 
period of ten years trom the commencement of the 
extended service, at an additional compensation 
not exceeding $425,000 per annum; Provided, That 


the entire service between San Francisco and New 
Zealand and Australia shall consist of thirteen 
round trips in each year, to be performed in first- 
class American-built steamships, of not less than 
two thousand tons register burden, which shall be 
s0 constructed as to be readily adapted to the armed | 


naval service of the United States in case of war; 
and before acceptance the officers by whom they are 
inspected shall report to the Secretary of the Navy 
and to the Postmaster General whether this con- 
dition has been « omplied with, and shall be officered 
by citizens of the United States or persons who 
have declared their intention to become citizens. 
And a sufficient sum is hereby appropriated out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated to pay for the extended service that may be 
performed under such extension prior to July 1, 
1873 

Mr. CHANDLER. I raise a question of 
order on this amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
wil! state the point of order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That it is anew subject 
of legislation not germane to the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is nothi 
bill about it. 

Mr. POMEROY. This isan extension of 
service provided for. The bill provides for 
$75,000 tothe Sandwich Islands, and thisis an 
and extension of the service and of 
the appropriation. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Ifthe Chair heard 
it correctly, this does not state anything about 
service ; it is an Australian 


The 


Senator 


in the 


oO 
5 


addition 


an extension of 
steamship line. 


Mr. CHANDLER. It is an entirely new 
scheme. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not con 


nected with the bill, but the Chair will submit 
the question to the Senate. ‘The question is, 
will the Senate receive this amendment ? 

Mr. CASSERLY. If I may be allowed one 
moment, [ suppose that the point of order is 
not well taken. Yesterday there was the same 
amendment, with a very slight change, which 


change operates to open the service to public 
|} competition, offered to the bill and voted down. 


| reserved the right to renew that amendment 
in the Senate. 
any point of order to be taken, it should have 


been taken when the amendment was first in- 


| troduced, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair stated 


| to the Senator yesterday that he could not re- 


serve the right to offer it in the Senate, because 
it was not reported among the amendments 
from the Committee of the Whole to the Sen- 
ate. It having been rejected or laid on the 
table in Committee of the Whole it 
reported ; and the Senator then gave notice 
that he intended to offer it in the Senate. It 
is, however. subject to the rules when offered ; 
and the Senator from Michigan having made 
the point of order, the question is, does this 
directly relate to any appropriation contained 
in the bili? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is perfectly plain as 
an intellectual proposition that this does not 
relate to any appropriation contained in this 
bill at all. That is a question merely of intel- 
lectual truth. It is not any matter how we 
wish it to be; but there is the fact that this 
billappropriates money for almost every other 
purpose in the world except this purpose ; and 
it has no relation tothis at all. Therefore, if 
we intend to stand, as an intellectual question, 
with any fidelity to the rule we have laid down, 
we shall be obliged, whatever we may think 
about the desirability of this service, to say 
that there is nothing in this amendment which 
relates to any appropriation this bill makes, 
nothing which directs how the money that is 
appropriated by the bill as it stands shall be 
expended, 
not know that we ought to be very critical 
about this inasmuch as we have emasculated 
the bill of about the only good section it had. 
1 hope, therefore, we shall not be too sharp 
on my friend from California in putting in 
something as bad as that was good we took 
out. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The present 
occupant was not in the chair yesterday when 
the Australian line amendment was offered 
from the Committee on Appropriations; but 
that amendment, as the Senate knew very 
well, directly connected itself with an appro- 


was nol 


! 
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It seems to me that if there is | 


| subject. 


May 7, 


priation for service from San Francisco to the 
Sandwich Islands, authorizing its extension to 
Australia, in the opinion of the occupant of 
the chair at that time, and he therefore enter. 
tained It. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Thesame point of order 
would have been fatal to the China subsidy 
and the Brazil subsidy, because each one of 
them did legislate to precisely the same extent 
as this amendment legislates. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend- 
ment as to the China subsidy related to an 
appropriation contained in the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And those amendments 
were reported to the Senate before this rule 
was adopted, and were pending in the Senate 
as amendments. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Besides, they 
directly related to appropriations already in 
the bill; in the case of the China mail an 
appropriation of $500,000, which could be cut 
down or increased. ‘That being an appropria- 
tion inthe bill, alegislative provision in regard 
to 1l Was 1n order. 

Mr. MORLON. ‘The rule adopted by the 
Senate is that amendments shall not be offered 
to appropriation bills which are not germane. 

The ViCK PRESIDENT. Notexactly that 
language, but which do not ‘‘directly relate 
to the appropriations contained in the bill.”’ 

Mr. MORTON. When the bill itself con- 
tains provisions in regard to. subsidies for 
steamship lines, then an amendment in regard 
to another subsidy for another line is germane 
to the bill; but if it was in regard to the tariff, 
it would not be; it would bea totally different 
It seems to me that it is in order. 

Mr. COLE. 1 wish to say on the point of 
order that bya rereference to the language of 
the amendment it will probably be in order, 
because it purports to be to extend a service 
now existing for the transportation of mails, 


|| and will come in immediately after the forty 


fifth line of the fourth section: ‘tand the 
Postmaster General is hereby authorized,”’ 
&e., **to extend the service now existing.”’ 
That is the torm, I believe, in which the 
amendment was offered yesterday, which would 
make it germane. 

Mr. POMEROY. Noone appeals from the 
decision of the Chair; but he puts to the Sen 
ate the question, will the Senate put it on the 
bill? 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair states 


| that as an amendment somewhat of this char- 


That is plain enough; but I do | 





| 


acter was entertained yesierday, though more 
directly connected with an appropriation con 
tained in the bill, it being then proposed in the 
shape ofan extension ofa line providedfor in the 
bill, the Chair would not himself rule this out, 
but submitted the point of order made by the 
Senator froni Michigan to the Senate, in this 
form: does this provision directly relate to 
an appropriation contained in this bill? 

Mr. POMEROY. I thought the Chair sub- 
mitted to the Senate whether they would 
receive it and put it on the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Chair submitted the 
point of order to the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This rule was adopted 
to aid the Senator trom Calilornia, [ Mr. CoLg, | 
as chairman of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, in expediting his bills. The language 
was carefully framed with a view to exclude 
legislative provisions. I will trouble the Chair 
to read the language again. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The rule is: 

‘*And no amendment to any such bill making 
legislative provisions, other than such as directly 
relate to the appropriations contained in the bill, 
shall be received.” 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘There is no appropri 
ation in this bill that has any pertinence to this 
matter except the appropriation for a steara- 
ship line from San Francisco to the Sandwich 
Islands, for which we have agreed to pay 
$75,000. Now, the rule expressly provides 
that no amendment of a legislative charac- 
ter shall be attached unless it relates to an 
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appropriation authorized by law and reported 

in the bill. 

Here is an amendment providing for a line 
from the Sandwich Islands to Australia and 
making an appropriation of $425,000 a year 

. for a service not authorized by law. Can it 

he said that that is not in violation of the rule? 
The Senator from Cal: fornia is more interested 
in maintaining the integrity of this rule, its 
fair and strict construction, than any one else. 
Now, shall he enable us to violate the rule in 
a way that would enable any ingenious Sen- 
ator—and we are all reasonably ingenious in 
these matters—to evade the rule entirely tT” if 
this be in order, I would laugh at your rule; 
and if I wished to offeranamendment [ could 
hitch any legislative provision that I might 
choose to present to the Senate and connect 
it in some way or other by some phraseology 
with some insignificant appropriation in the 
bill, and thus entirely defeat the rule. 

[his rule was adopted to expedite the public 
business ; to let every tub stand on its own 
bottom; to allow these new legislative pro- 
visions to pass upon their own merits; to dis- 
connect them with the appropriation bill. 
Now, the Senate has been called upon to say 
hat the rule it has so seriously and solemnly 
adopted after a day’s debate does not mean 
anything at all. I trust the Senator from 
California will not press such a construction 
of the rale, but will stand by it in good faith. 

Mr. NYE. .1 wish to ask the Senator from 
Ohio a question. He discussed this very rule 
yesterday at full length. 

" Mr. SHERMAN. I did. 

Mr. NYE. And so did other Senators here 
all day. The vote was taken, and the point 
got but one vote. 
~' Mr. SHERMAN. The reason was that the 
then occupant of the chair thought that the 
amendment was not out of order. I thought 
it was out of order; but after it was ruled to 
be in order | was bound to defer to the opin- 

ion of the Chair. I discussed it for ten min- 
and my honorable friend discussed it for 
en minutes. 

Mr. NYE. If it was not out of order then, 
it is not out of order now. It seems to me 
to be a small business to throw it out on a 
technicality. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The bill as it came from 
the committee contained, on page 8, lines 
forty-four and forty-five, this provision : 


For steamship service between San Francisco and 
the Sandwich Islands, $75,000. 

That is the peg upon which the present 
amendment is to hang if it becomes a part of 
the bill. The Senator from Ohio thinks that 
samonstrous doctrine. He says, practically, 
that 


utes 


any Ciauge of the provision reported 
brings it within the rule. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Not atall. 
Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator says not 
at all. What he does say is that because 
the service is extended beyond the S Sandwich 


islands as far as Australia, therefore it is 
within the rule; but I submit to the Senator 
that no such line as that can be drawn. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will allow 
me 

Mr. CASSERLY. Iwill be through in a 
few minutes. I am endeavoring to satisfy the 
Senate, and I know very well that the Senator 
from Ohio did not speak without having his 
mind fixed upon the subject. His doctrine is 
that a change in the distance of the service is 
obje ctionable to the rule. I submit tothe Sen- 
ator whether a change of ten miles in the dis- 
tance of service is to exclude an amendment 
when a change may be made in the compensa- 
tion for the service from half a million to a mil- 
lion or two million dollars, and yet not bring 
it within the rule? Therefore, you cannot say 
that the mere change of the service bri ‘ings au 
amendment within the rule, provided it be an 
amendment that directly relates to the appro- 
priations contained in the bills. The appro- 





priation in the bill for this service was for ,| is no doubt about that. 
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$75,000. It is for a monthly service. Suppose 
there had been an amendment for a daily ser- 
vice between these two places at a compensa- 
tion of $2,000,000, would that have been with- 
in the rule? It must be admitted that it would 
be. The only distinction which the Senator 
draws is a distinction of distance; and surely 
the distinction of distance is not any more con- 
clusive than the distinction in the amount of 
compensation. If one is admissible the other 
But I submit—and I thought that was the 
general sense of the Senate the other day— 
that any amendments which relate to the ap- 
propriations in the bill, in other words, which 
are germane to the appropriations in the bill, 
are admissible under the rule. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All I desire to say is that 
this related to steamship service between 


18., 


if 


San Francisco and the Sandwich Islands it 
might be in order. But this is a new subject 


of legislation, entirely new. 
law, entirely different, not 
nected with the service tothe 
It is true 
nect 


not authorized by 

necessarily con- 
Sandwich Islands. 
you may by ingenious language con- 
them, and so | may propose that many of 
the items of appropriations contained in this 
bill shall not take effect except upon condition 
that the law shall be so and so. Would not 


that be held by the Senate to be a clear eva- 
| sion of the rule? It is introducing legislative 


matter, and yet it is a condition to an appro- 
priation. Senators certainly would not allow 
the rule to be evaded by such an equivoque. 
This is simply an entirely new contract upon a 


| new subject-matter, involving larger amounts, 
| changing terms and conditions, and not relating 


at all to the present contract. ‘The present 
contract is existing; it 1s not proposed to 
change that, but to make a new contract for a 
different purpose. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I regard the 
argument in behalf of this amendment being 
in order as the very finest kind of hair-splitting 


| that I have ever seen in the Senate. I have 
not a particle of doubt that the amendment 
proposed yesterday was out of order. This is 
a direct, a new appropriation. It is not for 


| an increase of the appropriation for service 


| from San Francisco to the 


Sandwich Islands. 
vessels that are to stact are to start from 


The v 


| San Francisco, and may touch at the Sandwich 


| Senator from Vermont a question before 


but they are to go 


Islands, n and embark ina 
new service. if the amendmeut provided for 
a new service from the Sandwich Isiands to 
Australia, it wouid ve clearly out of order 
Therefore, I cannot see how it can even he 
pretended that this amendment does not con- 
flict with the rule of the Senate. 

Mr. NYE. TI wish to ask the honorable 
he 
sits down. This is a bill, as [ understand, 
providing for the carrying of the mails to dis 
tant countries as well as internally in our own 
country, and appropriating the means to do it. 
Now, the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads have seen fit to recommend an exten 
sion of this line from the Sandwich Islands to 
Australia by way of the Fejee Islands. 1s not 
that subject germane to the business we have 
been considering? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Just as ger 
mane as it would be to add on an appropri- 
ation for the polar expedition that we might 
circumnavigate the globe, and no more. On 
this notion our new rule is made of India 
rubber to stretch and include anything that 
any Senator desires to have included; but if 


it is interpreted as rules are usually inter- 


| preted to carry out the intention, this would 


be ruled out of order. 

Mr. NYE. ‘The Senator answers by loud 
assertion, but he has given us no reason. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
the precise reason. 

Mr. COLE. The rule allows such amend- 
ments ‘‘as directly relate to the appropria- 
tions contained in the bill,’’ and this certainly 
relates to an appropriation in the bill. 


| have given 


There | 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. 
the bill is it? 
Mr. COLE. 


Which appropriation in 


That one providing for mail 


| steamship service between San Francisco and 
| the Sandwich Islands. 


ito be 


Mr. EDMUNDs. 
black relates to white 
colors. 

Mr. COLE. 1 will not argue that question 
with the Senator now. This is a proposition 
to amend that clause in the biil. I believe it 
within the language of the rule, and 
therefore within the rule itself, and the mean 
ing of the rule as well. We all know, if | may 
be allowed to transgress a little from the very 
point, how this service to the Sandwich Isl 
ands came to beestablished. First, there was 
a provision forsteamship service between San 
Francisco and China and Japan by way of the 
Saudwich Islands. That being very much out 
of the way, Congress released the company 
from touching at that point, and at the same 
time provided for separate service to the Sand- 
wich Islands, according to that service 
$75,000 a year. That service is between our 
own country and some islands the total area 
of which is not over five thousand miles, and 
the population of which is not to exceed sev- 


Then you may 


say that 
because they 


are both 


| enty thousand souls, and perhaps not over five 


per cent. 
yet there 


of them are of our own race; and 
is no Senator here who will rise in 


| his place and say that that service has not been 


a very profitable service to this Government 
Now the proposition is merely to extend 


| that service, to extend it to the Navigator 
Islands, to the Society Islands, and to other 


| $75,000 to 


| to that appropriation. 


South Sea islands, including the fifth conti 
nent of this world, as it is called, Australia, ¢ 
country as large us our own, and to make it 
much more advantageous to the Government 
in proportion to the amount that is to be ex 

pended upon it than the present service to 
this little kingdom of the Sandwich Islands. 

| have gone into the merits of the question 
to this slight extent in order to illustrate, if 
possible, the propriety of the proposition to 
extend this service from the Sandwich Islands 
to the islands of the South Pacific. I will not 
argue the merits further on the question of 
order. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
state, as his attention is drawn to the point 
to-day, that five minutes’ debate on any pend 
ing motion is all that is allowed to each Sen 
ator under the rule; and this being a question 
submitted to the decision of the Senate, no 
Senator, except by unanimous .consent, can 
have more than five minutes. 


Mr. MORTON. I have not spoken but 
once. 

‘The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator has 
not, but the Senator from California [Mr. 


Coe] has spoken twice, and the Chair waited 
until he finished, make the point without 
persona! offense to any Senator. 

Mr. MORTON. ‘The object of this rule is 
to require that amendments should be germane. 
This already a subsidy bill. Therefore, a 
subsidy amendment must be considered ger 
mane. Lhe bill contains an appropriation of 
-arry the mails to the Sandwich 
Islands. Now, an amendment proposing to 
change that so as to pay another sum to carry 
the mailsto the Sandwich Islands and to Aus 
trai is certainly an amendment pe ruinent 
It changes it; it makes 
it larger; andit extends the distance ; but it is 
& proposition that the mails shall be carried 
to the Sandwich Islands in connection with 
the extension of the line. If it is not germane, 
if it is not pertinent, then you must give the 
rule the construction that you cannot change 
the appropriation at all. The bil! proposes 
to give $75,000 to carry the mail to a certain 
point ; the amendment proposesto give another 
sum to carry the mail to that point and to other 
points. Can it be said that it is not 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. 


to 


ls 


vertinent? 
If this propo- 
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sition was to estabiish an entirely new line or 
a dill lime Vv p jing before 
th i | i ider that 
it Was Clearly oul of order; butas | understand 
i cine i { i i | nade s vod the amend 
ment moved in Committee of the Whole yester 
day. uu. 4 io e@exle hb Lilie ervice Hs ited by 
the Senat com Indiana; in fact, lding a 
further sect n ' ex ng iin Phe propo 
tion of the committe sto pay $75,000 for 
service betwe San Francisco and the Sand- 
wich Island Now, it periectly relevant for 
es itet fy that m, cithertoincrease 
S100 ) 200,000 or reduce it to 
RHO.000 Phat would be entirely within the 
rul - | | to ¢ ract the line 
3 Pp} ‘ here Wel “un island on the ine of 
that route thi de of the Sandwich Islands, 
would be perfectly relevantand come within 
the scope of th rule if it were proposed to 
red ‘ ad ri¢ and also to reduce or en- 
iurpe iit ith 


Now, as I understand, this is an extension 


of what would be a direct line touching at 
the Sandwich Islands; and I ask the Senate 
whether 1 not propel that we should enlarge 
the um to extend that service and make it a 


complete line, a whole? If it were a line to 
go by the way of China, diverting largely trom 


the direct route, then exception might be taken 
and it might be ruled out. But inasmuch as 
it isin a direct line and only involves an in- 
creased amour ) perf the whole distance, 
th being a ion of the whole line, it seems 
Oo mean clear Case relevancy within the rule 

the VICE PRESIDEN! Lhe question 
before the Senate is, dves this amendment 
directly relate to an a propriation contained 
in this bill The Chair isd posed to coustrue 
restrictive bles restrictiveiy; but as this rule 
hasnever yet been construed, the Chair desires 
iba he Senate hould construe it themselves 

Mr. POMEROY. inere are two or three 
of these subsidy propositions; and I am not 
going 10 vole upon them on any technical 
construction 1 this rule I think it would 
be unfair for us to rule technically n one of 
these propositions after having given the 
other two a hearing, and a day a id a place 


on the bill lL do not di spule tie ruling of the 
Chair, and | am not going to vote on any 
such question, l am going to vote on the 
question of giving this line a chance to get on 
the bill like the others. 

the VICE PRESIDENT. That is the 
precise question the Chair has avoided ruling 
on, though the Senate may have inferred the 
Chairs Opilyon about it. He desires the 
Senate to decide this point « f order tor them 
selves, whether under the new rule this amend 
mentis in order as directly relating to an 
appropriation in the bill 


Mr. POMEROY. Lam not criticising the 
de f the Chair [ do not know but 
what | would rule the same way if | had been 
in the chair; but my opinion is that this line 
ought to have a fair chance on the bill like 


anytl ing else 

Mr. EDMUNDS Law or no law! 

Mr. POMEROY lt is a mere technical 
objection. The othertwosubsidy propositions, 
by sol h K Or Crook fot reported, and go! 
ted. 
Now we cannot be small and technical and 
ke }) this one off 

Mr. MORRILL, ol Vermont. May ] ask 


the S« 


on to the bill beltore this rule was adop 


. ' 
iat 


ra question? 

Mr. POMEROY Certainly 

Ir. MORRILL, of Vermont. Under the 
construction that the Senator has given to the 
rule, and under that of the Senator from Indi- 
ana, | desire to know whether it will not be in 


order to im 


ve any kind of subsidy anywhere, 


say from Philadelphia to Bremen? 
Mr. POMEROY. The Senate can judge ot 
that 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. As this bill 
treats of subsidies, will notall subsidies, there- 
fore, be in order? 
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Mr. POMEROY. The Senate can judge of 
that. ° 

Mr. MORTON. Allow me to answer the 
question. I answer by saying thata million 
subsidy having got into the biil, that would 
perhaps be likely to choke off the little ones, 
so that its passage through the other House 
may not thereby be endangered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That determines the 
point of order! 

Mr. POMEROY. We spent a whole day 
on this proposi ion; it then went over to 
auother day; then we had it up on this bill 
in Committee of the Whole, and spent the 
greater part of a day; and now it is proposed 
not to take any vote, because by some techni- 
cal construction it is not in order. I propose 
that we vole upon it On its merits, and let it 
be either voted up or voted down: let it be 
ended. 

lhe VICE PRESIDENT. Senators, those 
who consider that this amendment relates 
directly to an appropriation contained in the 
bill will say **ay;’’ those opposed will say 
a no.’’ 

The question being put, there were on a 
division—ayes 21, noes 20. 

Mr. EDMUNDS called for the yeas and 
navs; and they were ordered. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. Ido not under- 
stand that this vote is on the merits, but on the 
admissibility of the amendment. 

fhe ViCk PRESIDENT. On the con- 
struction of the rule. 

Mr. POMEROY. 
merits of the question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheChair, how- 
ever, submits the point of order under the 
new rule: does this amendment directly re- 
late to an appropriation contained in the bill? 
Ihe Secretary will call the roll. 

lhe yeas and nays were taken. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota (Mr. Kamsey] on ques- 
tions connected with this matter. I do not 
know whether this would be regarded as in 
volving the merits of the question, and there- 
fore, out of abundant caution, [ shall withhold 
my vote. I should have voted ‘* nay’’ if at 
liberiy, and I suppose he would vote *‘ yea.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 
19; as follows: 


{ vote entirely on the 


Y EAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Boreman, 
Caldwell, Casserly, Clayton, Cole, Corbett, Davis 
ot West Virginia, Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, 
Hiteheock, Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Morrili of 
\iaine, Morton, Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, Rice, Sawyer, 
Schurz, Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, Sumner, 
West, Wilson, and Windom—31. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Buckingham, 
Cameron, Chandler, Cooper, Cragin, Edmunds, 
Ferry ot Connecticut, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, 
Hamilton, of Maryland, Harlan, Morrill of Ver- 
mont, Osborn, Seott, Suerman, Trumbuil, and 


Vickers—ly. 

ABSEN I—Messrs. Brownlow, Carpenter, Conk- 
ling, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton of Texas, Hawlin, Hill, Howe, Lewis, 
Logan, Norwood, Patterson, Pratt, Ramsey, Ran- 
som, Robertson, Saulsbury, Spencer, Stewart, Thur- 
mau, Tipton, and Wright—24. 

The ViCE PRESIDENT. On the question, 
will the Senate receive this amendment as 
directly relating to an appropriation contained 
in this bill? the yeas are 31, and the nays 19. 
The yeas have it. ‘The amendment is decided 
by the Senate to be in order, and is now pend- 
ing, and the question is upon agreeing to it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Me. Presideni, since 
this proposition was before the Senate yester- 
day | have obtained additional statistics with 
reference to it. I read the statement of the 
whole commerce of Melbourne, one terminus 
of this route, for three quarters of the year 
ending June 30, 1870, with the United States. 
lhe whole amount was £3,572 19s, somewhere 
between sixteen and seventeen thousand dol- 
lars. Since then | have obtained the commer- 
cial statistics giving every item of commerce 
between the United States and Australia, and 
it includes more than Australia; it includes 
Australia, New Zealand, and Tasmania; and 


ij it gives the commercial statistics down to June , 





30, 1871. The whole commerce during the last 
fiscal year up to the 0:h of June between all 
those possessions aud San Francisco amounted 
to $301,604. The whole commerce with this 
nation was $285,411 of imports from Aus. 
tralia and all these countries. This is for the 
last fiscal year up to June 80, 1871. The 
whole exports to Australia and all these differ- 
ent possessions was $2.369.346, and $54,380 
of reéxports. So that the whole of this com 
merce as you perceive was only $285,000 in 
imports from there ; but an exceptional demand 
sprang up for wool last fall, which has in 
creased our imports within the past few mouths. 

It wiil be seen, Mr. President, that the com- 
merce between Australia and the United States 
isso absolutely trifling that in voting a subsidy 
for a steamship line there you are throwing 
away your money and throwing away every 
dollar of it. What do you propose to do? J 
can give you the amount of all this commerce 
from New York and from Boston. The imports 
into Boston for that year amounted to $27,095 : 
our exports amounted to $527,541. Our im 
ports into New York amounted to $107,140: 
and our exports $1,679,643. But, sir, the 
whole of this commerce is done by sail around 
the Horn. It costs you more than double as 
much to transport merchandise from here to 
San Francisco as it does from here to Austra 
lia. Now you propose to do what? You pro- 
pose to pay $5.000,000 in the next ten years 
to this subsidized line for a commerce which 
last year amounted to only $301,000. Why, 
Mr. President, sending ice to Alaska, or couls 
to Neweastle, would be wisdom compared 
with undertaking to build up a commerce with 
Australia by subsidizing a steamship line. 

You might better characterize this ‘A bill 
to aid the British Goverument in taking its 
mails by the most rapid transit from Australia 
to England.’’ You pay $5.000,000, for we 
may as well look at this thing in its true light, 
for what? Literally for nothing, for you will 
not increase your commerce between Australia 
and New York which goes around the Horn; 
you will not increase your commerce between 
Australia aud Boston which goes around the 
Horn. You are paying it literally for your 
commerce with San Francisco, and the whole 
amount of that within the last fiscal year was 
only $301,000. The whole commercial busi 
ness transacted with Melbourne, the terminus 
of this line, for the last three quarters of the 
year before was as follows: for the quarter 
ending December 31, 1869, £1,806 12s. 2d. ; 
for the quarter ending March 31, 1870, £1.230 
3s. lld.; torthe quarter ending June 30, 1870, 
£486 2s. 1ld.; orimall £3,572 198., or $17,000. 
And you are going to pay $5.000,0U0, are you, 
to get hold of a commerce of that kind? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena 
tor’s time has expired. 

Several Senators. Let him go on. 

Mr. CORBETT. ‘The Senator from Michi 
gan has given us 

Mr. WINDOM. Will the Senator from 
Oregon yield to me fora moment? I wish to 
say that itis the desire of a large number of 
Senators who have spoken to me that this bill 
should be concluded before we adjourn, and 
so [ shall insist on the five-minutes rule being 
complied with. 

Mr. CORBETT. I believe | have never 
transgressed the rule as yet. 

Mr. WINDOM. I want to give that notice 
now so that I shall not be deemed invidious 
hereafter. 

Mr. CORBETT. The Senator from Michi- 
gan gave us the amount of receipts and the 
amount of commerce with Australia on the 
30th June, 1871, which was about the time, or 
before, this line was put on. It is now nearly 
a year since the line was put on, and the re 
ports that have been made since show that the 
receipts are very much larger since the estab- 
lishment of this line of commerce. I simply 
wished to correct that statement, fearing that 
that statement with regard to the amount of 








) 


] 


or 


commerce might have some effect on the 
J desire to remind the Senate that it 
has very much increased since that date. and 
since the establishment of this line. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator from Mich- 
igan has so high a position in regard to ques- 
tions of commerce in this body that | feel con- 
strained to occupy a few minutes in reply to 
what he has said. What he has said to-day is 
but a repetition of what he has said more than 
once betore. He finds in a report for 1870 
what was the commerce between one town in 
Australia, that is, Melbourne, and the Uni- 
ted States, and that the whole amount was 
thirty-five hundred and odd pounds, and upon 
that he rests an argument. He also discovers 
that for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1871, 
it was nearly thirty-seven hundred thousand 
dollars, and upon those figures he rests an 
argument, and his argument always is, that 
there is no commerce there and never can 
be. Why, Mr. President, this whole commerce, 
all the relations between the United States 
and Australia and New Zealand, are almost a 
matter of yesterday. ‘lhe trade is but in its 
infancy. It has all its growing to do; but 
because—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suppose the Senator 
does not wish to misrepresent me. I did not 
state it was $3,700,000. It is under three 
million dollars. He does not wish to enlarge 
it, The whole commerce is about twenty-seven 
hundred thgusand dollars. 

Mr. CASSEKLY. As I supposed the Sen- 
ator did not intend to read anything that was 
not in the paper before him, and as | have the 
same paper in my hands, | stated the figures as 
they appear upon that same paper. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The document from 
which I read was the annual report of the 
Bureau of Statisties, Executive Document No. 
108. The figures are all official. 

Mr. CASSEKLY. Very good. This is no 
new matter between myself and the Senator 
trom Michigan. I had occasion to correct him 
once before about these figures. I am reading 
from a letter of the Secretary of the Treasury 
submitted to the House of Representatives on 
the 2lst of February, 1872, inclosing the re- 
port of Edward Young, Chief of the Bureau of 
Statistics, in regard to the subject of com- 
merce between the United States and Austra- 
lia for the two years ending June 30, 1870, 
and June 30, 1871. The Senator supposes 
that 1 do not wish to misrepresent him when 
[ read the same figures from the same report. 
Ofcourse 1 do not. 1 mean to do him more 
than justice. He made an error in addition, 
and | was willing to correct that by statingthe 
figures from the paper pow in my hand; and 
| repeat that the commerce for the year 1870 
was about $3,700,000, and for the year 1871 
it was about $3,650,000, a very few dollars 
difference one way or the other; and | say 
that is doing very well to commence with. A 
commerce between two countries so far re- 
moved does not grow up in a night, like 
Jonah’s gourd. It is a matter of time, of 
communication, of relations. 

Now, Mr. President, a remarkable fact in 
connection with the people with whom this 
line will bring us into relations is that proba- 
bly they exhibit an amount of activity and a 
consuming power with regard to products, 
merchandise, unknown in the history of the 
world in regard to the same number of people. 
[take my statistics from the most authentic 
book we have—Whittaker’s Almanack for 
1872. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tor’s time has expired. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
amendment to come in after- 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, I believe 
L have spoken less than anybody who had any 
interest in this question from the beginning, 
and I should like very much to be permitted to 
speak for five minutes longer. 

Mr. MORTON. I hope the rule will be 


Senute. 


The Sena- 


I propose an 





| out their hands to 
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enforced against everybody. I want to end 
this bill to-night. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from California move an amendment 
to the amendment? 

Mr. CASSERLY. 
out the first word. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 


to yield toan amendment. = | 


Yes, sir: | move to strike 


l prefer not 
wish to offer 
one, and if the Senator were to offer one now 


a second one would not be in order. The 
Senator can speak to the amendment which I 
shall offer, which will give him the same 


Opportunity. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I move to strike out the 
first word from my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont claims the floor, and 
unless he yields it for that purpose, the Sen- 
ator from California cannot ofter the amend 
ment now, 


Mr. NYE. I hope the Senator from Ver- 
mont will let the Senator from California 
£0 on. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Of course, then, under 


the circumstances, I must yield. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ifthe Sen- 
ator from Vermont yields the Senator from 
California moves to amend the amendment, 
and will proceed with his remarks. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I yield. 

Mr. CASSERLY. There are less than two 
million people in those colonies with which 
this line brings us into communication, and 
their total trade for the year 1871 runs up 


to the astonishing amount of £56,000,000 


sterling. We could better understand what 
that means when I tell the Senate that at 


the same rate the total trade, export and import 
of the United States, would be $600,000,000, 
whereas in point of fact it is about eleven 
hundred and fifty millions, part currency and 
part gold. 

That, sir, is the trade that is offering itself 
to us. Why offering itself to us? Because 
the hearts of those people are turning more 
and more toward us and our republican insti- 
tutions. Theyareto day almost asmuch Amer- 
ican us they are English. They are holding 
us. We have only to take 
them and insure this commerce. 

Why, sir, the passenger trade alone of peo- 
ple going between Australia and Engiand is 
worth from five to six million dollars at the 
least calculation. There is a bullion trade of 
$38,000,000 which will always prefer, in days 
when interest is so high, the more rapid tran- 
sit, and our transit is more rapid than theirs 
by twelve or fourteen days. Gentlemen have 
spoken of the transit by the Red sea. No- 
body in his senses would take the Red sea 
transit, when he could take our cool, pleasant, 
wholesome transit over the summer seas be- 
tween Australia and San Francisco, over our 
great railroad, and over the Atlantic ocean to 
Kngland. 

Mr. President, I do not care what may be 
said about wool. Some of that may be, al- 
though uot so intended, merely ‘‘ pulling wool 
over the eyes’’ of the Senate in regard to this 
matter. [Laughter.] We do not care about 
the wool question. But we send there every 
day articles which are among the staple pro 
ducts of the United States; and we are also, 
through this line, becoming the carriers to 
Australia of Chinese products. The Senator 


| from Ohio called for a manifest of one of these 


ships. I have one before me at this moment, 
of the ship Montana, one of this line. What 
do | find there? I find beans; I tind barley; 
I find Chinese merchandise—I am speaking of 
the large quantities—cordage in coils; flour 
in barrels and in sacks; hardware in pack- 
ages, four hundred and eight packages; malt 
in sacks; middlings, nails, oats, coal oil. the 
product of Pennsylvania. I find raisins in 
packages, rice in mats in large quantities ; 
soap in boxes; sugar in all sorts of packages ; 


| and after the Ist of October, 18738.”’ 
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dred and fifty of them; tea in barrels, sixty- 
one. This American line is the carrier of the 
products of China to Australia, and yet gen- 
tlemen tell us there is nothing for a line to do. 

Now, is itany consideration that the freight 
ing ean be done from San Francisco to Aus 
tralia as cheaply as from the ports ot the East? 
(his is a question that concerns you all in the 
Kast, full as much as it does us. What we 
ask you to give us is communication. Com- 
munication goes before commerce. ‘The more 
communication, the more commerce. I say 
here aretwo million people turning their hearts 
to you, who are leaning to your institutions 
and to your country. They have such a trade 
as no two million people since the world began 
ever had. They offer it to you. 
is, will you take it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from California withdraws the amendment to 
the amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. My impres- 
sion is that the longer these subsidies are dis 
cussed here, the more will be the publie dis- 
gust. l am a little surprised at the shape of 
this last amendment. It very nicely provides 
that the Postmaster General may make a con- 


he question 


tract with the parties now carrying the mail 
or with some other party. Kverybody will see 
at once that it will be an impossibility for any 
other party to put on a service instanter but 
the parties who at present hold the contract 
for the service. The Senator who has charge 
of the bill accepted so far as he could, and it 
was voted in, an amendment that | offered to 
a former part of the bill providing that these 
contracts should be given to the lowest 
bidder. I move to amend this amendment by 
inserting after the word ‘* parties’’ the words 
“if they shall be the lowest bidder, atter sixty 
days’ public notice ;’’ so that it will read : 


out 


And the Postmaster General is hereby authorized 
and directed to contract with parties owning and 
representing the United States, New Zealand, and 
Australian mail steamship line, or with any party 
or parties, if they shall be the lowest bidders after 
sixty days’ public notice other than those embraced 
within this act, and who are able to perform the 
service, &c. 

1 understand the Senator from California 
accepts this amendment to the amendment. 
Mr. NYE. If ask the Senator trom Cali- 
fornia if that provision would not allow them 
to contract with the English to carry the mail? 

Mr. MORTON. Certainly ; to subsidize a 
foreign line, 

Mr. COLE. No, sir; they must be Ameri 
can vessels and built under the supervision of 
the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. NYE. ‘That is all I wanted to know. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. [| am very 
glad the Senator bas accepted it, for that sat- 
isfies me, so far as he is concerned at least, 
that he does not intend this as a mere jub to 
give these parties the contract and nobody else. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Will the Senator allow 
me one word ? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Certainly. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I supposed my amend 
ment as | offered it embodied that idea of let- 
ting the contract to the lowest bidder, but of 
course | have no objection to making such an 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands that the amendment to the amend- 
ment is accepted. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. In order to 
give other parties an opportunity to bid, there 
should be a further amendment. Of course 
there are no parties standing ready at once to 
offer this service, and the same amendment 
that was incorporated in the other part of the 
bill ought to be inserted here, I 
move, afterthe word ‘* mails,’’ 


theretore 
to insert ** on 
Phat will 
give time to build some vessels. If you do 
not have that provision, the whole of this 
amounts to nothingatall. You mustgive time 
for other parties to construct suitable vessels, 


sirup; tea in chests, tea in boxes, two hun- |) or else you cannot have any competition. 
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Mr. NYE Ihe answer to that is, in a word, 
that these persons who are carrying the mail 
now, if they knew that they were to be con- 


tracted with, would have their ships all ready ; 
but to require them to go and make an outlay 
of two or three millions dollars for ships and 
then allow some cheap and 
run them off would be a wrong toward them. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. This amend- 
ment will make the proposition sym 
metrical. It will it so that the Post 
master General is to give out the 


line to come in 


whole 
make 
contract to 
ne any par- 
because there will be time 
for the construction of the additional vessels. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


tion 1s on the amendment to 


the lowest bidder, and it gives no « 
ticular advantage, 
Che ques- 
the amendment, 
offered by the Senator from Vermont 

My. EDMUNDS. 
whethe 


I wish to ask the Senate 
not great force in what the 
Senator from Nevada has last said, that if you 


there is 


open this to competition there is danyer ot 
getting your work done cheaply. You may 
encourage a cheap line, while the object must 
be certainly to encourage a high-priced line. 
Mr. NYE The Senator from Nevada said 
no such thing. 
Mr. EDMI 


a moment 


NDS. Be good enough to wait 
[ am quoting the remark of the 
Senator from Nevada, that if you adopt this 
amendment you are likely tohave some cheap 
line come in and underbid this line, which I 
suppose 18 not cheap. 

Mr. NYE. 
less ships 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
get a good ship is to take the man who now 
bas his hand on your throat, and confess that 
whatever you are to do you are to do for him. 
I must say that that meets with my respectful 
Inasmuch as the whole object 
this performance is to increase the profits 
of these lines already 


What I mean by that is worth 


Then the only way to 


admiration 


of 


established, and inas- 
much as everybody seems to agree that what- 
ever we are to do in the way of opening com- 
petition is a inere will amount to 
nothing little thin vail 
over the nakedness of the monstrosity—why 
not do it fair and square as the Senator from 
Nevada's argument tends to show, and say at 
once that a line now shall take 
all the money out of the Treasury that is left 
with it? That is the true way. 
Then if the people complain of us for spend- 
ng their money wastetully, they will at least 
give us credit for being honest in telling them 
plainly that we are plundering them. [hat is 
the best way ; so that if we are guilty of a little 
dereliction of duty in taking their money out 
of their pockets for these objects, we shall at 
least have the corresponding benefit, the miti- 
gation in their judgment of saying that we 
havedone it plainly and squarely, so that there 
ig no disguise about it. 


cover that 


it is Only putting a 


whoever has 


and have done 


| and one has been 


| the Treasury of 


if that fact were clearly established, it might 
ass. 

Mr. CHANDLER. My friend will allow 
me to correct him on one point. The Pacific 
mail and this line are identical. They are sub- 
stantially and precisely the same concern. It 
is not likely there will be any competition 
between them 

Mr. MORTON. 
{ think it will pass. 

Mr. NYE. Let me say to honorable 
Senator from Michigan that that is not so. 
hey have no joint interest at all; but, on the 
contrary, are as diametrically opposed as he 
and I are on this bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Do not the same par- 
ties in interest own them both ? 

Mr. NYK. 
of interest has Webb got in the Pacifie mail, 
and not one dollar’s worth of interest has the 
Pacific mail got in Webb’s line. 

Mr. CHANDLER. He 
large owner. 

Mr. NYE. He never was in the world. [| 
understand what [am talking about, but the 
Senator from Michigan does not. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I have but a few 
words to say. I think the effect of thisamend 
ment will be as stated by the Senator from 
Indiana. Suppose the lines are distinct. You 
have given, or propose to give, a heavy sub- 
sidy to one line, and I ask how any other line 
can compete with that which is sustained by 
f this Government? It can 
transfer its ships from one line to another, 


If that fact is understood, 


the 


was formerly a 


and it will increase and extend just so long as || 
| you put a subsidy into its hands. 


The very 
principle which you adopt by giving a subsidy 
ig @ principle against competition, which is 


| the lifeand health of business. 


[do not suppose that anything I can say 
will have auy especial influence ; and yet | am 


surprised at some statements which have been 


made here in urging a subsidy for this line, 
the same which has been 
urged in regard to the China line. You must 
vote this subsidy and establish the line 
now. Why? If you do no!, some other Gov- 
ernment and some other people will. I would 
not be in hasteif allthe Governments on earth 
should establish lines between San Francisco 
and Australia. I would be inno haste because 
there will still be other lines open as valuable 
and as important to the Government as that. 


There is no line yet established between the 


Island of St. Helena and Philadelphia. Why 
not? There is no commerce, there can be no 
commerce there; and that door will be open a 
long time; and you might just as well plead 


for a subsidy to sustain a line between those | 


two pointsas between California and Australia. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


|, tion is on the amendment to the amendment. 


Senators are right who say that this notion | 


about advertising is perfectly useless, except 
perhaps as against the China line, which is 
now a corporation with immense capital and 
immense profits that may bid against this very 
line. The Japan and China line may bid for 
this very service and take some of its dis- 


earded ships or buy some others, which is | 


easy enough to do, and put them on this line, 
and by and by we shall have an enormous 
monopoly in the Pacitic confined to one line, 
the Pacific mail, that has driven off from that 
ocean every other enterprise of American 
citizens and everybody else. Is that the atti- 
tude the Government wishes to occupy? 


cupy. lam quite safe in saying that. 

Mr. MORTON. AsI said yesterday, I have 
not voted, and I shall not vote for any subsidy. 
But if subsidies are to be given, let them be 
given to the best advantage. The amendment 
now offered will have this effect, that the 
Pacific mail, having a subsidy already of a 
million, can come in and underbid this new 
line and swallow up both subsidies. Perhaps 


[t is | 
not the attitude my constituents wish to oc- | 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I understood 
that the Senator from California accepted the 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I certainly did say so. 
That is my position about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
did not so understand. The Chair is now 
informed that the amendment to the amend- 


/ ment is accepted, and the question, therefore, 


is on the amendment of the Senator from 


| California. 


Mr. CASSERLY. As the condition of the 
amendment may not be understood, I hope it 
will be read as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be reported as modified. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


And the Postmaster General is hereby authorized | 


No, sir; not one dollar’s worth | 
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period of ten years from the commencement of the 
extended service, at an additional compensation not 
exceeding $425,000 per annum: Provided, That the 
entire service between San Franciseo and New 
Zealand and Australia shall consist of thirteen 
round tripsin each year, to be performed in first- 
class American-built steamships of not less than two 
thousand tous register burden, which shall be go 
constructed as to be readily adapted tothe armed 
naval service of the United States in case of wa 


| and before acceptance the officers by whom they are 
| inspected shall report to the Secretary of the Navy 

| and the Postmaster General whether this condition 
| has been complied with; and shail be officered by 


citizens of the United States, or persons who have 
declared their intention to become citizens. And a 
sufficient sum of money is hereby appropriated out 
of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to pay for the extended service that may he 
performed under such extension prior to July 1, 1873. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I suggest 
that the words of my first amendment should 
be inserted before the words ‘‘and who are 
able to perform the service.’’ I will inquire 
whether the last amendment was inserted, *‘ on 


| the lst of October, 1873.”’ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That was 
understood to be accepted, and the amend- 
ment was so amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the 
Senator from California what is the effective 
scope of the words in this amendment, speak- 


| ing of *‘American citizens, or of those who 








and directed to contract with the parties owning | 


and representing the United States, New Zealand, 
and Australian mail steamship line, or with any 


party or parties, (if they shali be the lowest bidders | 


after sixty days’ public notice.) other than 


those | 


embraced within this act, and who are able to per- | 


form the service, to extend the service now existing 
for the transportation of the mails on and after 
October 1, 1873, between San Francisco and the Sand- 


‘| wich Islands to New Zealand and Australia for the 


| 


have declared their intention to become such.”’ 


| Any person who comes to this country may, 


under certain very small limitations indeed, 
declare his intention to become a citizen 
That does not bind him ever to become a citi- 
zen, or enable him to do so either, and he 
may continue to be, if you please, a British 


| ora French subject, or the subjectof any other 


| foreign Power, and for the purpose of taking 
| this contract may declare this intention, which 


The ques- || 





will not bind him to anything whatever, and 
enables him still to hold his allegiance to the 
foreign Power; and when the time, if there 
is any time, as I[ believe there is not, runs out 
when this declaration will have exhausted 
itself, all he would have to. do would be to 
declare again ; so that with those words in, as 
itappears to me at the moment, it would really 
amount to allowing any foreigner to take this 
contract upon a condition which would not 
injure him in the least, and which wouid still 
enable him to continue to be the subject of a 
foreign Power. 

Mr. CASSERLY. That clause refers only 
to the officers of the ships. If it refer to any 
thing else it is a mistake. Il ask the Secre- 
tary to read that part of the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Do you mean to allow 
the ships to be officered by foreigners when 
the law is that the officers of our ships must 
be American citizens? 

Mr. CASSERLY. That subject was dis 
cussed, and this is precisely, or is meant to 
be precisely, the same provision on that sub 
ject that was adopted in regard to the China 
mail and the Brazil mail. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The language is a little 
different, | would suggest to the Senator from 
California. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 
corrected. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The declaration of in 
tention should be under the naturalization 
law. It means something more than the Sen 
ator from Vermont said. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What more? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is a declaration of bis 
purpose to renounce his allegiance to the for- 
eign country within the period prescribed by 
the naturalization laws. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Suppose he does not 
renounce it, does not carry out his purpose, 
what then ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then he stands exactly 
like Martin Koszta, entitled to the protection 
of the Government of the United States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Even if he does 


Then it ought to be 


not 


| carry out his purpose? 


Mr. SHERMAN. He may as a matter of 
course evade that intention, but this is the 





‘ 
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established language in our navigation laws. 
Ou r sailors under them are naturalized, or 
have declared their intention to become such, 
aud may for certain purposes take their place 
as quasi American citizens. 1 

Mir. EDMUNDS. I merely wish to call the 
attention of the Senate (not of the country, 
because I am not occupying any such attitude 
as warrants me in calling the aitention of the 
country to anything) to ‘the fact, and there is 
no way of getting around it, that this clause 
enables the operation of this bill to work in 
favor of foreigners to whom you leave the 
option, which you cannot control, of bec coming 
citizens or not as they please; for having de 

elared their intention, they are under no ‘obli- 

gation to carry itout. If we are to take this 
money out of the l'reasury, there is not any 
great ‘difference in my mind between giving it 
toa foreigner and giving it to an American 
citizen. An American citizen has no more 
claim on the Treasury than a foreigner, in my 
opinion. The money is the money of the peo- 
ple, and if you are to take the money of the 
people and give it away, you may as well give 
it to one man as another, for aught [ know. 

But, however that may be, I merely wish to 
point it out, so that hereafter we :hall not say 
our attention was not called to it, that you are 
providing for an operation here into which any 
foreigner may enter if he only chooses to 
declare that he means at some indefinite time, 
say fifty years hence, to become a citizen of 
the United States; because, let me tell the 
Senator from Ohio, the naturalization laws 
do not require a man who has declared his 
intention to become a citizen, to become one, 
and he may fifty years afterward carry out 
that intention or not as he pleases, and all the 
time he stands as a man who has declared his 
intention and is perfectly safe ; that is to say, 
heis out of the citizenship, or in it, just as is 
most convenient for him. If you wish to en- 
courage trading on this sort of thing, this is a 
very good way to doit. 

Mr. COLE. I understand the Senator from 
Vermont, in effect, to move that those words 
be stricken out. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, Ido not make any 
motion at all; I merely point out the fact. 

Mr. COLE. I say ‘‘in effect,’’ and if it 
will be more agreeable to the Senator, or any 
other Senator, I certainly should interpose no 
objection to having them stricken out. I 
move that those words be stricken out. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I shall not delay the bill 
by objecting. Ail I have to say is that that 


provision is precisely the same as was inserted | 


by a general concurrence, if not the unani- 
mous vote, of the Senate 
other two postal services provided for in the 
hill, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
principle? 

Mr. CASSERLY. It alters the principle 
to this extent, that the Senate has already 
adopted a certain policy in regard tothe other 
two lines, and it seems to me it should apply 
it to this also. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is, because you 
have done one wrong thing you must do two. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The question is whether 
it is wrong. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
ground. 

Mr. COLE. Ido not think it at al) essential 
either one way or the other. If any Senator 


has a wish in regard to it, I am willing to carry 
it out, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from California [Mr. Cote] moves to amend 
the amendment by striking out the words ‘‘ or 


Then argue it on that 


in regard to the | 


How does that alter the | 


persons who have declared their intention to | 


become cilizens.”’ 

Mr. POMEROY. Those words, ‘ persons 
who have declared their intention to become 
citizens,’’ have become incorporated in a great 


mauy of our statutes, and they do have some | 


| 


meaning. Senators seem to think they do not 


\ 





tor trom Vermont moves to aeake 


| ment 


| tract from the 
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mean anything; but in my State and in all the 
western States persons who have declared their 
intentions can vote; they can enter public 
lands; they have a status as citizens in the 
courts; and that is about the only thing they 
ever do. They become citizens without ever 
doing any more than declaring their intention. 
They grow up in the new country as citizens, 
and hans all the rights of citizens by simply 
declaring their intention to become such. [| 
think these words had better remain in the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What my friend from 
Kansus speaks of relates to the rights of a citi- 
zen in a State, and the only reason why these 
foreigners can vote ina State (and it isa viola- 
tion of the Constitution of the United Statesin 
principle then) is that the Constitution de- 
clares that those who are voters for the most 
numerous branch of the State Legislature may 
vote for members of Congress. That is how 
it happensthat a State has authority to determ 
ine that persons may vote although they are 
not naturalized. That is, in effect, a violation 
of the Constitution of the United States, as has 
been sometimes decided; always, I believe, 
when set question has been brought up. But 
here we are acting ourselves under the C onsti- 
tution of the United States alone, and if it is 
part of our theory to give this subsidy to Amer- 
ican citizens and to protect American com- 
merce as distinguished trom foreign commerce, 
then you ought to strike out these words, be- 
cause if they are in you enable every foreigner, 
by a very slight ceremony, which does not 
trouble him aud his foreign relations at all, to 
compete with you. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment offered by the Sen 
ator from California, striking out certain words. 

The amendment to the 
agreed to. 

Mr. MORRILL. of Vermont. There is an- 
other amendment that I desire to offer, which | 
hope the Senator from California will accept. 
There is a nice little thing wrapped up in the 
small print at the end of the amendment as 
proposed which extends this service in almost 
any manner for a year, accepting any kind of 
vessels aud any kind of service, and makes an 
appropriation for it. I move to strike out the 
last paragraph at the bottom of the amend- 
ment in the small print. 


The PRESIDING OFFICE! The 


amendment was 


Sena- 
the amend- 
ment by striking out the following clause : 

And a sufficient sum is hereby appropriated out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro 
priated to pay for the extended service that m: 4 
be performed under such extension prior to July 1 
1873. 

The amendment to 
agreed to. 


Mr. WEST. How much money, I ask the 
Secretary, is appropriated by this bill for the 
Australian mail service? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
proposes 
annum, 

Mr. WEST. Ihave another amendment to 
offer, to add the following proviso : 

Provided also, 


the amendment was 


The amend- 
to appropriate $425,000 per 


That pending a permanent con- 
period named the Postmaster Gen- 
eral shall make a contract for temporary service, 
the expense of which shall not exceed the rate lim 
ited for the permanent service. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Thatis merely 
to provide that any old hulk may be drawn 
into the service, and is to reénact what has 
just been stricken out of the amendment. | 
trust it will not be adopted. 

Mr. WEST. It certainly was not my in 
tention to provide for the employment of any 
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old hulk. It is to be presumed that the Post- 
master General, having authority to make | 


this contract, would certainly require a com- 
pliance with the terms of the law for a perma- 
nent contract. 


| the Postmaster General to say that for a tem- 


porary service he would take any indifferent 


vessels. These vessels are running now, | 


Otherwise, it is reflecting on 


| 





understand, at the present time; and in order 
that we may keep them alive, which is the sole 
object of this amendment from beginning to 


end, the proposition is to make a temporary 


service pending the permanent service, which 
will be let out to the lowest bidder. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont And the 


whole theory of the amendment as it now 
stands is that the Postmaster General shal] 
make the contract with the lowest bidder, and 
time is given for the building of the vessels 
but this proposition, a very small one, leaves 
it entire ly option: il with the Postmaster Gen 
eral to make any kind of contract for tempo 
rary service for a year to come and until a 
permanent contract shall be made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques 
tion is on the amendment to the amendment, 
offered by the Senator from Louisiana. 

The amendment to the 
rejected, 

Mr. MORRILL, Vermont. I think we 
have now got the amendment in such a nice 
shape that it is just fit to lay on the table, and 
| therefore move to lay the whole amendment 
on the table. 

Mr. POMEROY. 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. COOPER. On this question i am 
paired with the Senator from Maine, [ Mr. Mor. 
RILL. |] If he were = re he would vote ** nay, 


, 


amendment was 


Let us settle it by yeas 


| and | should vote ‘6 vea,”’ 


Mr. LEWIS. I am Saad with the Senator 
from Delaware, [Mr. Sautssury.| He would 
vote ‘* yea,’’ and I should vote *‘ nay. 

Mr. WEST. I am paired on this amend 
ment with the Senator from Kentucky, { Mr. 
Steveyson.| He is opposed to the | 
tion, and I am in favor of it. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 27, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony. Bore 
man, Buckingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, 
Chandler, Conkling, Edmunds, Flanagan, Freling 
huysen, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Mary): and, Ham 
ilton ot Texas, Harlan, Johnston, Morrill of Ver 
mont, Norwood, Pratt, Schurz, Scott, Sherman, 
Sprague, Trumbull, and Vickers—27. 

NAYS—Messrs. Casserly, Clayton, Cole, Corbett, 
Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, 
Hamlin, Kellogg, Kelly, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, 
Pool, Rice, Sawyer, Stewart, Stockton, Sumner, 
Wilson, and Windom—2l. 


propost 


ABSENT — Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Brownlow 
Cooper, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Ferry of Con 
necticut, Gilbert, Hill, Hitehcock, Howe, Lewis, 


Logan, Morrill of Maine, Morton, Patterson, Ram 
sey, Ransom, Robertson, Saulsbury, Spencer, Ste 
, Thurman, Tipton, West, and Wright—26 

So the motion was agreed to; and the amend 
ment was laid upon the table. 


Mr. VICKERS. I offer an amendment to 
come in after that provision requiring the 
Government to pay tor the vessels which it 
takes: 

Provided, That the value of all vessels shall be 
ascertained by the appointment of appraisers to be 
appointed by the owners and Secretary of the Navy; 
and if the owners shall refuse to make such appoint 
ment after due notice, the Secretary of the Navy 
may appoint all the appraisers. 

Mr. POMEROY. That is inconsistent with 
the provision that is already in the bill, that 
the Government shall not pay more than the 
original cost of the vessels. What is in the 


| bill now should be stricken out if this is to be 








| out at all. 


inserted. 

Mr. VICKERS. I do not wish that stricken 
I only wish this added as an amend- 
ment to that. 

Mr. POMEROY. Ido not know that it is 
inconsistent; but I thought it was. 

Mr. VICKERS. It is only to provide a 
mode of ascertaining the value of the vessels. 

Mr. POMEROY. I thought when we put 
in the provision that the Government should 


| not pay more than the cost of the vessel, it 


was a sort of implication that they should 
pay all the cost. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
vessel was. 


Mr. POMEROY. I 


No matter how old the 


thought it was an 
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amendment against the Government when it 


was pul it 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill now 


provides that the Governme hall in no case 


pay more than the original cost of the vessel 
LHS ay pears to be a still further limitation. 

Mr. POMEROY he otber is no limita 
iow at a d t | 


ido not kK What 'his is. 


Fhe VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Maryland moves to amend by adding to 
the proviso 4 ady in the clause relating to 
the China mail 

Mr POMEROY Having agreed to that 
amendment, | Ip pose the Senator can add 
new is | do not see how he can 
aon ‘ . | 


i | is already ; n avreed to. 
The VICI PRESIDEN] tle does not 


propose to do that. The section now provides 
that the Government shall not pay more than 
the original « tof the ships, but this is an 
amendinen! merely to provide a m de of ascer 
laining the Value by appraisement. 

Mr. POMEROY I do not object to it if it 
Is CONSIsStent with the provision as it stands. 

The VICK PRESIDEN] lhe Secretary 
will report the part already in the bill. 

he Cuivre Cierk. In the provision in rela 
ti t te iship ervice between San [fran 
cisco and China 1s the following proviso: 


Provided, That the price paid shall in no case 


exceed the original cost of the vessels so taken. 

Mr. VICKERS. 
come in. li should commence, ‘‘ and pro 
vided further.”’ 

Mr. WINDOM. I do not think there is 
“uny ¢ bye chion to that amendment. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I do not think the 
amendment adds anything to the strength ot 
the provisio 


Phen my amendment will 


n already there. On the contrary, 


it tends to open ua door for dividing the respons- 
ibility between the Secretary of the Navy 
aud two or three appraisers, I think that is 
a very serious objection to that mode of ascer 
| would much rather contine 
the power to the Secretary of the Navy and 
let him bear the whole responsibility of wrong 
lf any shail be committed 

lhe VICK PRESIDENT. Does the Sen 
aior from Maryland insist on his amendment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly hedves. Ido, 
if he does no 
| 


iamlniong Value 


he umeudment was agreed to. 
Mr. CASSERLY. 
which the se nate 


I think the amendment 
adopted on my motion, as 
now amended, should receive a little further 
change so as to have it apply to purchases of 
steamships under the bill. I see thatit refers 
only to steamships engaged in the China ser 
vice, It ought to apply also to those in the 
br VAL ervice 

fhe VICK PRESIDENT. 
ator propose an amendment? 

Mr. CASSERLY. If the Secretary will 
read that part of the bill, 1 will suggest an 
amendment, 


Does the Sen 


ihe Chet Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That all steamsbips hereafter accepted 
for nad service hall be so coustructed as to be 
readily adapted to the armed naval service of the 
United States in case ot war; and before acceptance, 
the officers by whom they may be accepted shall 
report to the Secretary of the Navy and the Post- 
master General whether this condition has been 
complied with; and the Governmentshball have the 
right i» case of war to take any of said steamers for 
lts oWh use, and pay iu such case a reasonable com- 
pensation therefor, 

Mr. CASSERLY. I suggest the insertion 
of tue words *‘and on all the steamers engaged 
in the Br izil service.’’ 

Ihe VICE PRESIDENT The Secretary 
has just read the clause in regard to the Bra- 
zilian service adopted on the motion of the 
Senator from New York, [Mr. Fenton. } 

Mr. POMEROY. Let it be understood 
thut they shall be made both alike. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object to any under- 
standings. Before we agree to anything I 
wish to ask the Senator from California a 
quesiion. | wish toask him what he means by 


the words which the Secretary read in refer- |) 
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ring to the officers by whom these vessels are 
to be inspected. The clause does not seem to 
provide what officers shall make the inspec- 
tion. Does he mean the officers of the steam- 
ship company, who are the proprietors, that 
they are to determine whether these vessels 
are adapted to the naval service before the con- 
tract is completed, or does he mean some 
deputy postmaster, or some agent of the Post 
Otfice Department, or does he mean some 
officer of the Navy ? 

Mr. CASSERLY. «I think I ought to be 
very much indebted to the Senator from Ver- 
mont for supposing that [ could have intended 
anything half so absurd as the many things he 
has suggested. The Senator from Vermont 
evidentiy did not hear the amendment. In 
the first place the amendment is not mine, but 
that of the Senator from Maryland, [ Mr. Vick- 
eRS,| and if the Senator from Vermont can 
have it all taken out he will do what I tried in 
vain to do awhile ago. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I thought it was the 
amendment of my friend from Calitornia, and 
so | apologize tohim. I merely wished to cal! 
attention to the entire ambiguity of this pro- 
vision as to the inspection of these vessels in 
rerpect to their adaptation to naval service 
before the contract is made with the people 
who are to employ them. 

Mr. WINDOM. [think I can answer the 
question. The present law provides that they 
shall be inspected by a naval officer appointed 
by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The present law is a 
litthe anterior to this law, and when this law 
passes it will be later than the present law. 

Mr. WINDOM. Very true; but this law re- 
fers to the existing law, and says this shall be 
done on the same conditions and limitations. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I know; but the ‘‘ con- 
ditions and limitations ’’ do not relate to this 
subject of the naval service at all. 

Mr. WINDOM. But tbe inspection will be 
done under the existing laws. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there an existing law 
which provides how the inspection shall be 
made? 

Mr. WINDOM. Yes, sir; the Senator 
from California can refer to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Willi he be good enough 
to do so? 


Mr. COLE. I will. 


‘Shall be subject to inspeetion and survey by an 
experievced naval constructor, to be detailed for 
that purpose by the Secretary of the Navy, who 
shall report,”’ &c. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. What steamers does that 
apply to? 


The law reads: 


Mr. COLE. That is the act of 1865, | 


authorizing the establishment of the service 
between the United S:ates and China and 
Japan that is referred to in the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very good. The amend 
ment that has been read and the one to which 
I am calling the attention of the Senate is the 
new and independent provision in respect to 
the Braziiian line. Now, the honorable Sen- 
ator, when I ask him what he means by an 
inspection relating to the Brazilian line, in 
respect to which there is no present law, 
refers me to a provision made about the Cal- 
ifornia and China line. 

Mr. COLE. That is a great mistake. It is 
the same thing. 

Mr. CRAGIN, 
both. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That may be; but I am 
speaking of the information the Senator from 
California gives us. When [ ask him about 
Brazil, he tells we about China. It may be 
that in contemplation of law Brazil and China 
are the same thing, as they are both foreign 
countries | 

Mr. COLE. I will read for the benefit of 
the Senator from the law relating to the Brazil 
service. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That will be rather more 


to the point. 


There is the same law for 
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Mr. COLE. That law provides that the 
steamers shall, ‘‘ before approval and accept- 
ance by the Postmaster General, be subject to 
inspection aud survey by an experienced naval 
constructor to be detailed for that purpose 

| by the Secretary of the Navy, who shall 
report,’’ &e. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now my friend has read 
something which relates to the subject we 
have under consideration; and if he believes 
that this provision being in this new law, with- 
out any specific reference as to inspection to 
the old law, is adequate, very well, because | 
see these subsidies are to go. I only call his 
attention to the fact that it may be very con- 
venient in five or six years, when you get into 
a little trouble with some nation, to provide 

| for an officer under the Post Office Depart- 
ment, or a steamship officer to make this 
inspection. The Senator smiles, 

Mr. COLE. Not derisively. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. By no means. But the 
Senator has aright to smile derisively. There 
is no rule against that. I hope nobody has 
forgotten, and we ought not to forget so soon, 
| the monstrous frauds that were committed on 

this Government in the early part of the war 
| between the southern confederacy, as it is 
styled now complacently, and the Unired 
States, in respect to the taking up of vessels 
out of the civil service where inspections of 
| this character were conducted by persons who 
| were unskilled, and in the most scandalous 
manner. A committee of which I was oucea 
member made an investigation into some sub- 
jects of that kind, which it never reported 
upon because some of the parties were dead, 
which showed the connection of some people 
who are now very deep in politics with the 
sale of steamships that naval officers would 
not receive at all and that military officers 
would not receive at all; and yet there was 
| found a convenient way under the statute of 
getting somebody who was neither a military 
nor tiaval officer to make the inspection and 
report, and the vessels were bought. I wish 
| to guard by every possible precaution against 
that. But as this matter is not in my hands, 
it is enough for me to point out the danger to 
which you are exposed in not making a specific 
provision as to the tribunal which is to determ 
| ine whether these vessels are fit for war pur 

poses or not. Thatis all I have to say. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
of Michigan.) The question is on the amend 
ment of the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. CASSERLY. There is an amendment 
| to apply the same rule as to the vessels to 
| both lines. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

tary will report the amendment. 

The Cuier CLerk. The amendment is to 
insert at the end of the proviso, in that part 
of the bill which provides for steamship service 
between China and Japan, the following: 


And this provision shall extend to and be applicable 
to the steamers of the Brazilian line hereinafter 
provided for. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WEST. I should like the Senate to 
consider now an amendment I reported from 
the Committee on Appropriations relating to 
service in the Gulf of Mexico. 

| The PRESIDING OFFICER. To what 
appropriation in the bill does the amendment 
| refer? 

Mr. WEST. Let the amendment be read. 
| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secre- 
| tary will read the amendment. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

For steamship service between the port of New 
Orleans and the ports of Tampico, Vera Cruz, Coats- 
zacoalcos, ‘Tabasco, Laguna, Campeche, Sisal, and 
Havana, $75,000. And the Postmaster General is 
hereby directed to contract with American citizens 
who will guaranty the performance of the above 
| service on terms most advantageous and least ex- 
| pensive to the United States, securing service twice 
, each month, and according to such schedule of arri- 
| vals and departures as the Postmaster General shall 
| arrange, to the end that Havana shall be the first 
i} and last port on the aiternate eastern and western 


The Secre- 
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voyages : Provided, That steamships of not less than 
fiiieen hundred_tons register, and wholly con- 
ctructed in the United States, shall perform said 

-e, after being accepted therefor in the usual 
r by the Postmaster General; and that said 
vessels may be taken, in case of war, for the service 
ot the United States, at a reasonable compensation, 
And the Postmaster General aud the other parties 
to this service shall be, and are hereby, authorized 
to . ake any changes, by adding to or leaving out 
Mexican ports, which the interests of the Post Office 
b pai tment and the general intercourse between 
the two countries tn: iy require. And the said con- 
tract shall be fora period not exceeding ten years, 
commencing the Ist of January, 1873, at a cost not 
exceeding $150,000 per annum. 

Mr. MORTON. 
jor iron steamers? 

Mr. WEST. I will accept an amendment 
of that kind. ‘This suggestion having been 
made to me by several Senators in my vicinity, 
| move to perfect the amendment by adding 
aftertbe word ** constructed, ’’ in line fourteen, 
the words ‘*of iron.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
modifies his amendment as stated. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think this prop- 
osition 18 in order, but I will not raise the 
point of order, because the Senate has decided 
it to be in order, practically. 

fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
was about to state that he would submit this 
case to the Senate. 

Mr. WEST. Just let mesay a word on that 
proposition, 

ir. SHERMAN. 


I wish not to be under- 
stood 


as raising the point of order, because if 
the last proposition was in order, this is. 

Mr. WEST. The Presiding Officer having 
submitted the question to the Senate, I am 
quite well satistied, perhaps, that this is not 
exactly in order; but as the Senate has been 
swallowing camels all day it might as well 
swallow this little gnat. If it is not germane 

he bill, itis certainly germane to the wishes 
of the Senate, as mamfested on two previous 
occasions, they having passed this proposition 
as a separate bill in another form. ‘This is 
the only thing we want for the Gulf of Mexico. 
| think no point of order should be raised 
ov it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [Is any point of order 
raised ? { 

the PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
proposed to submit the question to the Senate, 
# in the judgment of the Chair it was differ- 
ent from the other proposition. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _ I merely wish to say, in 
all seriousness, that I think it fairly within the 
principle we adopted as to the Aus tralian line. 
he difference is merely geographical. I shall 
certainly vote that this is in order, because the 
Senate has decided so in the other case, not 
because | should have thought so originally. 

Mr. WESIL. 1 think it is conceded. I 
move the adoption of the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection, and the question will be 
put on the amendment. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I understand that upon 
the poiut of order the Senate have heretofore 
ruled in such a manner upon the Australian 
amendment as to permit this to be received. 

Mr. WEST. No point of order is made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No point of 
order is made. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I was conversing with a 
Senator and thought the question was to be 
submitted to the Senate. Iam glad the prop- 
Osition is received without question. 

Mr. SCOTT. Did we decide that it was in 
order ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
put the question, and no objection was made. 

Mr. SCOTT. I voted against the adoption 
of this amendment to the rule; but the Sen- 
ate having adopted it, I want to get the ben- 
efit of it, because | do think there is so clear 
a distinction between the amendment now pro- 
posed and the one which the Senate, errone- 
ously as I think, decided to be in order, that 
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we ought not to stultify ourselves by going in 
the face of our rule. 

The ground upon which the former amend- 
ment was decide d to be in order was that we 
had commenced a route around the world by 
going from San Francisco to Honolulu, and 
that having started to circumnavigate the 
globe, it was in order to hitch on link by link 
until we got around to the point where we 
started from. Now, here there is no appro 
priation starting from any place to get to New 
Orleans; and yet we propose to hitch on an 
amendment starting from New Orleans to go 
to Havana. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is ouly necessary to 
extend it around Europe to Australia! 

Mr. SCOTT. Thatisall. Iunderstood the 
point of order was made, aud I hope we shall 
vote upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
will state that the point of order was made 
and withdrawn. ‘The Chair stated his doubt 
of the admissibility of the amendment, and 
submitted it to the Senate in order that they 
might vote upon it. Objection is now made, 
however, and the Chair will submit the ques- 
tion to the Senate, ‘*Shail the amendment be 
received ?”’ 

Mr. WEST. I am convinced that if the 
question is put on that proposition’ the vote 
will be adverse. But we do not propose to 
stultify ourselves ; we merely propose to sus- 
pend that rule by conse:t in this case, inas 
much as the Senate has on two previous occa- 
sions by lis vote in February, 1871, and at the 
last session of the Forty-First Congress and 
here within the last two weeks, conceded the 
point that we ought to have this service. If 
you raise the point of order ou us, of course 
weare gone. We wantthis proposition accepted 
by the Senate without any point of order. 

Mr. HAMLIN. 1 want the Senate to vote 
understandingly. I hold in my hand Senate 
bill No. 507, which is a proposition precisely 
like the — one. If the Senate shall rule 
this in order, | shail certainly offer that as an 
amendment, aie for mail service from 
New York to Vera Cruz, Mexico. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I do not doubt that 
there may be some merit in this line; but it 
appears to me that we should consider. it sep- 
arate and distinct from this bill. For that 
reason [ move to lay the motion on the table. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 


_ator from Connecticut moves to lay on the 


table wha r? 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. No; the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first 
question is, Shall this amendment be received? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I suppose every Senator 
knows that this amendment is not in orde 
I think we make a great mistake when we 
reverse our own rules of order ior the pur- 
pose of accommodating them to measures that 
we desire to have passed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Why did we not think 
of that on the Australian amendment? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I did think of it, and voted 
against it, It seems to me if we begin in this 

Way we might as well repeal all our rules. 
The Senator from Louisiana admitted that this 
is out oforder. Every Senator knows that it 
is out of order. I think, if in order to reach 
a Certain amendment or to pass a certain meas- 
ure we go right in the face of the rules we 
have adopted, there ceases to be any protec- 
tion to the minority, and very soon any order 
in the majority. 

Mr. WEST. Very true—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Before the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana proceeds, the Chair will 
remind him that be has, under the rule, spoken 
once on the pending question before the Sen 
ate. The occupant having resumed the Chair, 
will state that he coneurs with the Senator 
from Louisiana that this amendment does not 
come within the rule, and it requires unani- 
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mous consent to entgrtain it. That view is 
subject to appeal. If the Senator from Lou 

isiana asks unanimous consent to receive this 
amendment, because others have been re 

ceived, the Chair will propound that re: quest to 
the Senate; but the Chair cannot en rtuin it 
under the rule unless itis the wish of the Sen 

ate to rescind the rule. 

Mr. WEST. The Senator from Louisiana 
takes no exception except as to the ruling of 
the Chair, which has not been applied to any 
other Senator on the floor, in respect to having 
spoken twice. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was applied 
by the Senator from New York [| Mr. Congr 
LING] making the point upon the Senator 
from Vermont, [Mr. Epmunps.] The Senator 
from Louisiana is mistaken in the faet, of 
course unintentionally. That point was made 
to-day, and the Chair upon examination of the 
rules sustained the point against the Senator 
from Vermont. 

Mr. KELLOGG, Can this question be 

ubmitted to the Senate except by taking an 
appeal? Cannot the question be submitted to 
the Senate directly. 

Lhe VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has 
made his decision in accordance with the rule, 
and it is subject now to appeal. The Chair 
stated to the Senator’s colleague that if he 
wished to ask unanimous consent the Chair 
would propound that request. 
amendment pending 

Mr. CASSERLY. I wish to offer an amend- 
ment to the bill. After it is read I will sey a 
few words upon it. 

he Chief Clerk read the proposed amend- 
ment, which was to add as an additional sec- 
tion the following: 

SEc. That if the contract for the increase of the 
mail service between San Francisco and China and 
Japan to a semi-monthly service shall be made with 
the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, or shall be 
performed in the said company’s ships, or the ships 
of its successors in interest, the moneys payable un 
der such contract shall be paid while the said com 
pany, or its successors in inte rest, shall matiotain and 
run the line of steamships for the transportation of 
freight and passengers at present run between New 
York and San Francisco, via the Isthmus of Panama, 
by the said Pacific Mail Steamship Company, and 
no longer. 


Mr. CASSERLY. The obj ct of the amend 
ment is to insure the maintenance by the eom 
pany of its present line between New York 
and San Francisco by way of the Isthmus ot 
Panama. We have given them a very liberal 
ap propriation now, which, by the terms of it, 
is devoted to the line between San Francisco 
and Japan and China. But of course none 
of ee can conceal from ourselves that this is so 
much added to the means of the company for 
keeping sup both its lines. The Panama lne 
is undoubtedly the line of steamers which the 
Senator from Michigan, not vow in his seat, 
[Mr. Cuanp.er, ] confounded with the Austra 
lan line, when he stated a while ago that the 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company owned the 
Australian line as well asthe China line. That 
was not correct. The Pacific Mail Steamship 
Company does, however, own another line un 
the Pacitic ocean, which is the line between 
San Francisco and Panama. It is of great 
importance to that coast and to this country 
at large that that line should be kept up. 

[ say that on two grounds: one is that i 
furnishes a very important conveyance ot 
freight and passengers in addition to that fur- 
nished by the Central Pacific railroad. The 
other is, as last winter proved abundantly, 
that it may frequently be the only recourse for 
the entire commerce between the two sides 
of the continent during a blockade upon the 
railroad. The relief which was last winter 
rendered to the entire community on both 
sides of the continent by the fortunate circum- 
stance of the existence of that line is a com- 
plete demonstration, 1t seems to me, of the 
absolute nece ssity ol keeping it up. 

[t appears to me that having voted to pay 


There is no 


$1,000, 000 annually to this company for keep 
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‘tween California and China 
there is no 


ing upit line be 
and ieast 


of all any hardship, in asking that one of the 


and Japan impropriety, 


condition on which that amount of money 


shall be paid to it is that it shail maintain its 
present important line between San Francisco 
and New York via the Isthmus. 


The VICK PRESIDENT. The question is 


on the amendmeut of the Senator trom Cali 
fo nia 

fhe question being put, Mr. Stewart de- 
manded } ti 

lr. CASSERLY. I hope the Senator will 

t ( 1 I i ‘ on 

1 hae VICI PRESIDENT, The Senator 
from Nevada demands a division. 

Lhe question being again put, the ayes were || 
th r 5 re 

Mi rTEWART. I ask for the yeas and 
nay 

ihe yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr STEWART. Suppose the contract 
BHOU d ve Laken Dy Some oLhber ompany, what 
then? ‘This line may be expensive. What 
ever company bas this, will you require the i 

» keep up the Panama line? 

Mi VY. | think 1 can propose an 
amendment which, if the honorable Senator 


from California will accept, will remove all 


objection, providing that any person taking 
their interest shall run the line from New 
Yo k oO oan | rancisco. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I do not understand the 
senator 

Mr. NYE. 1 understand the amendment 
to provide that the Pacific Mail Steamship 
Company shall receive pay for carrying the 


Chiba mail oo longe!l 
line between San Irancisco and New York. 
Mr. CASSERLY. Certainly. 

Mr. NYE. i move to add ‘‘or 
person with whom the contract shall be made.’’ 
Mr. CASSERLY. Oh, no. | 
Mi N\ Is \ hy not? 
Mr. CASSERLY. om 


amer dment. 


than they keep up the 


1 
any otner 


cannot accept that 
\W ith all i respect to the Senator 
from Nevada, it makes it 
cal, because the 


the line now, wi 


perfectly nonsensi- 


Pacific mail have 
ch I think they 
up after sestaiichais tiek subsidy. 1] 


Mr. NY ki. | move to 


company 


y oughtto keep 


> 


amend the amend- 





ment by inserting ‘‘or any other _ party with 
whom this contract shali be made \ 
Mr. STEWART. Is this amendment in || 
order? 
VICK PRESIDENT. Itisa legislative | 
provision directly relating to an appropriation 
contained in the bill. The Chair thinks it 


einbraces a good deal; but it does directly | 
connect itself with an appropriation contained 
in the bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. I do not 
understand it: butif Ido it is this: that the 
China line shall receive its pay, provided it || 
kee ps up another line from New \ ork to San | 
Francisco. Is that what it means? 

Mr. CASSERLY. Provided they keep up 
the other line which they are now running 
between New York, via Panama to San Fran- || 
cisco? H 

Mr. POMEROY. It is a vicious form of | 
legislation to provide that parties shall have \| 
something if they do something else. || 

Mr. CASSERLY,. I see nothing vicious in || 
it, unless the subsidy be vicious; and I cannot |! 
say that, because | voted for it. 

Mr. POMEROY. It is putting a condition 
on which may or may not be proper for them 
to fulfill; [do uot know. They may want to || 
abundon this line. It may be in the interest | 
of the Government to do all the 
across the continent 
aud they may want 
enureiy. 


know that | 


business || 
by the Pacific railroad, 
to abandon this ocean line 
several Pacific subsidies have 
been voted on to this bill with a view, among 
other things, of 


lhese 


adding to the freight and busi 
ness across this continent. This Government 
has gota great interest in sustaining, having | 


| of freight and passage. 


| the way of the 


he! ped to build, the Pacific railroad, and there 
is no local business on the 
comparatively ; that road is sup ported by its 
through business. This is one 
through business. I think the time may come 
when it may be well to abandon this ocean 
line entirely and do all the business across the 
continent by railroad. In that way the Gov- 
ernment would be sure, at any rate, 
its interest in railroads where it has ninety or 
a hundred million dollars invested. 

i do not know whether it would be right or 
not on the spur of the moment for us to say 
that for ten years to come the Pacific Mail 
Sicamship Company shall keep up an ocean 
line by the way of Panama. If so, what kind 
ofa line? Once a month? 

Mr. CASSERLY. The same they are run- 
ning now, which I believe is once a month. 

Mr. NYE. They run now once a month, 
or once in two months, if they please. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I wish the Senator from 


line of that road | 


| 


way to give it 
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| 


to secure 


Kansas would tell me where we should have | 


been last winter, when there was a_ perfect 
blockade and destruction of the whole carry- 
ing trade on the railway, but for this line? 

Mr. POMEROY. We should have been 
quietly in our homes, I suppose, but the coun- 
try did receive their mails by the way of the 
ocean, afd I suppose whenever it is any ob- 
ject for them to send steamers that way they 
will run them; but to compel them to do so 
ut the expense of this subsidy I think is a 
back-handed way of legislating. 

Mre MORTON. I simply want to under- 
stand this amendment. As I understand it, 
it means this: a subsidy has been voted for 
semi-mouthly service from San Francisco to 
China and Japan; after a subsidy bas been 
voted for that purpose, it is then intended to 
inake it useful in mainte ning a line of steam- 
ships from New 


York to San Francisco by the | 


way of the Isthmus, to be run in opposition to | 


the Pacific railroad. 


Mr. CASSERLY. 


Is that the meaning of it? 
lo keep down the rates 
Chat is one object. 

Mr. MORTON. I simply wanted to under- 
stand it. We first grant large subsidies to 
build the Pacific railroad; then we grant 
another subsidy to run a steamship line in 
opposition to it. Is that the idea? 

Mr. HILL. I have risen to inquire of the 
Senator trom California, whose amendment 
this is, whether he intends to be understood 
by the amendment that in the event of a 
failure to keep up this line by way of the 
Isthmus, the subsidy shall abate trom the 
time that they do? 

Mr. CASSERLY. 
ment. 

Mr. HILL. I can see a very good reason 
why it ought to prevail. The reason given by 
the Senator, that in time of a snow blockade 
on the railway this is the only route from 
New York to San Francisco that would be 
available at present, is all sufficient. I doubt 
whether it is clear enough in the amendment 
that in case of failure the subsidy shall cease. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I think that is clear. 

Mr. HILL. Very well; then I am satisfied 
with it. 

Mr. NYE. Iwantto say asingle word about 
this amendment. It is but five hundred miles 
further from San panes to China than it is 
from San Francisco to New York by sea by 
eat of Panama. It is 
fifty two hundred and fifty miles from the city 
of New York to the city of San Francisco 
by water. Now, we have granted a subsidy 
to the China line, and in order to allow that 
company to take that, by virtue of the power 


That is in the amend- 


| of the amendment of the Senator from Cali- 


fornia we compel them to perform as much 
service within seven hundred and fifty miles 


| every trip they make on another route as we 


| pay them for running. The idea is too pre- 
posterous to be entertained. They have never 
had any subsidy on the Panama line at all. 


Mr. CASSERLY. Oh, yes. 


Mr.NYKE. They run that line as they please, 
Mr. CASSERLY. ‘The Senator is mistaken. 
Mr. NYE. I suppose they can take it off 


to-morrow, 
Mr. CASSERLY. The Panama line was 
commenced on # subsidy. 
Mr. NYE. What subsidy did it receive? 
Mr. CASSERLY. I cannot tell the pre- 


| cise amount—several hundred thousand dollars 


|| ditional trip as that lor 


| ator from Indiana, I take it for 


| another 


| ing, however, in private information, 


a year. 
Mr. NYE. They are not receiving any 
now; they are relieved from that contract; 
and I insist upon it that no Senator would be 
sO unjust as to compel them to run, within 
seven hundred and fifty miles, as long an ad 
which they receive 
subsidy. ; 

aL he VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
ou the amendment to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Nevada, to have the 
umendment of the Senator from California 
apply to any parties who may take the con- 
tract for the Chiua mail service. 

Mr. CASSERLY. ‘The amendment of the 
Senator from Nevada is utterly inapplicable, 
because no party who takes this contract, ex 
cept the Pacific Mail Steamship Companys bas 
a line running from New York to San Frau 
cisco by way of Panama. So much for that. 

Now, in regard to the suggestion of the Sen 
granted that 
the fact that the United States has endowed a 
railroad munilicently, beyond all example in 
the history of the world, 
why it 


furnishes no reason 
should not do what it can to keep up 

line of conveys: ice, another line of 
transportation, even although that other line 
should have the effect of keeping down rates 
upon the first line so munitice nily endowed. 
On the contrary, the very fact of the munifi 
cence of the endowment is a reason why the 
first road can weil afford to have a 
reasonable competition. 

‘There is a reason outside of 


alr and 


all this, rest 
why it 
is very important to us on the Pacific coxst 
and to the country at large that this steam 
line between New York and San Francisco 
shall be kept up. I simply suggest that if 
after you have granted this subsidy it should 
turn out that the Panama line is taken off, 
either by understanding or otherwise, and that 
the entire commerce of the United States with 
Asia is left to depend upon the steam line 
between Asia and San Francisco ; and one line 
of railroad between San Francisco and Omaha, 
Senators will then feel as if they had made 
very large appropriation to very little purpose. 
Mr. SCOr?. Lvoted for the subsidy to the 
China steam line, and did so believing that 
it was right to do so. I was at first inclined 
to vote tor this amendment of the Senator 
from California, but upon further refi 
I remember that we have incorporated two 
other railroad lines ‘which will eventually 
be finished, | hope before this mail contract 
shall run out—the Northern Pacitic and the 
Southern Pacific. It will not certainly be in 
the interest of Congress so to legislate as that 
in the event of a blockade on one railroad 


ection 


| there shall be no transit upon the others, or 


that they shall not be rival routes. 

But whatstrikes me particularly is the doubt 
that has arisen in my mind as to the propriety 
of my vote on the China steamship line since 


‘the amendment of the Senator from Califor- 
i nia, for his amendment amounts to the con- 


fession that we have given subsidy enough to 
that line to keep up another line by way of 
Panama to New York. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I thought that was gen- 
erally understood before, as it was known that 
this line was running at a profit. 

Mr. SCOTT. No, we had not the certainty 
heretofore that we have now, in the estimation 
| of the Senator from California, who has studied 
| this subject very carefully, and it seems now to 
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he conceded that there is subsidy enough in 
the line from San Francisco to Yokohama to 
beer a another from San Francisco to New 


Mir EDMUNDS. No question of it. 

Mr. SCOTT. I ama little inclined to doubt 
now the proprie ty of the amount of subsidy at 
least that we give to the line from San Frar 
eisco to China, although the object was right 
and we ought to give e enough to make it sue- 
cessful. I hardly think I can for this 
amendment, although at first its plausibility 
struck me. 


vole 


Mr. WINDOM. If it be true that this sub- 
sidy is large enough for both lines, I am 


inclined to think some other company, as there 
npetition, will come in and take the 
service at a lower price. 

Mr. CONKLING. My silence throughout 
this debate will perhaps atone for my saying 
a word now. 

This amendment one thing that 
induces me and it presents another that does 
not. Senator remarked that we 
first subsidize a railroad; and then we pro- 
pose to subsidize a line of ships to run against 
it; to run around it, to compete withit. That 
seems in one aspect preity ridiculous; and yet, 
if ] understand the subsidy theory, it involves 
nothing absurd. What is the theory of sub- 


is free co! 


presents 


Some has 


sidies? That to nourish and enlarge com 
merce, to transact business, we are to aid in 
creating vehicles for commerce. Is not that 


it? Ifso, why should we not have a line of 
ships, vehic'es of commerce, to go by water 
from New York to Aspinwall, and from San 
Francisco Panama? Merely because we 
have a railroad traversing the continent? The 
argument is that we want an outgo for com- 
merce, we want carrying facilities. Very well; 
then the more the merrier; the more the bet- 
ter. 

Now, what is the counter proposition to that 
submitted by the Senator from California? It 


to 


is that we are to allow the line of ships froin || 


New York to San Francisco, via Panama, 
die out. What have we then? A railroad 
crossing the continent and the Pacific Mail 
company running a continuation of that 
road. ‘That, of course, is a great deal better 
han it would be to have nothing; but is it as 
good as it is to have the railroad and at the 
same time a line of ships running from New 
York to the Isthmus, and on the other side from 
the Isthmus up to San Francisco? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Freights would go up if 
you dropped the sea line. 


tO 


as 


Mr. CONKLING. My honorable friend || 
makes a suggestion that is very obvious, be- 


cause, although you have the absurdity of the 
Government competing with itself, running 
two lines against each other, still you have 
competition. Sea freights will put down rail- 
way freights. and railway freights will pat down 
sea freights provided you let the attrition go 
on, the friction between these two things rub- 
bing against each other. 

Mr. NYE. 
where the sense is when we subsidize a line 
from San Francisco to China in compelling 
that line to run as great a distance in auother 
direction ? 

Mr. CONKLING. I will tell my 
able friend that that becomes a mere 
of figures; and the Senator from California, 
who is not only an advocate of these sub- 
sidies, but an advocate in a local sense, if I 
may so say—I mean by that only that he 
represents a locality supposed to be esper cially 
interested in it—offers this amendment; and 
I think my friend from Pennsylvania is au- 


honor- 
matter 


thorized in arguing that he assumes that the 
subsidy we have granted is great enough 
to enable this line, not only to ran where 


we supposed up to this time it 
to continue to run also ates 
by way of Panama to New 
more frequently than it does 


was torun, but 
‘ 7 ° 
San Francisco 

York, aud run 


|| that 


Allow me to ask my friend | 


| minutes given 


That is the argument. If the subsidy is 
not large enough, if the effect of the amend- 
ment will be to break down the whole thing, 
because the company Canuot do it, then my 
friend from Nevada takes something by his 
question ; but if, on the contrary, it can be 
shown that under this subsidy they can run 
that part of the line now proposed, then, ou 
the subsidy theory, we certainly gain by ii, 


as I underst _ 
Mr. EDMUNDS. And they are doing it now. 
Mr. CONKLING. They running 
least a monthly line at this time. I did 


are al 


not 


rise to argue this question, but while on the 
floor I will make one further remark. I have 
voted for some ot these subsidies ; | have not 


t, but | ean state 
moment. 

und 
idies. 
body has yet been able to take the 
ct and it and re commed to 
what had better do about sub 


stated my 1 
the chief re 

The 
ars rume 
tee of this 
whole 
the 


eason for doing 
a2s0n ih one 


re 18 an argument, a very 


No comumit- 


strong 


nt, in favor of subs 


subje 
Senate 


digest 
we 


sidies. Therefore, we have been lett to vote 
by fractions upon the whole question, now 
upon this and then upon another, and then 
upon a third particular project. 1 have been 
disposed to vote for some of these subsidie 

to try the experiment, having great doubts as 
to which way I should vote; aud that is the 


best explanation | can in a moment of 
the vote | have given. 
But now [| insist that if the 


good for anything at all, 


make 


subsidy theory is 


it supports the amend 


ment pending unless the Senator from Nevada 


| can show that the amount of service required 
| is exorbitant in reference to the subsidy paid; 
or to put it the other way, unless he can show 
that the subsidy is so small that the beneficia- 
ries would break down under the requirements 
of this amendment. 

Mr. NYE You might just as well require 
the Pacific mail company to run the Brazilian 
line as that. 


Mr. CONKLING. That is a matter of 
figures 
| Mr. NYE. The company have not figured 


on that hypothesis at all, but proposed tor a 
certain sum to do a specific service from Cali 
tornia to China; and now you propose, by the 
amendment of the honorable Senator from 
California, to make them run as much further 
or they shall not receive the contract price for 
that. 

Mr. CONKLING. That matter of 
figures. I do not attempt to dispute with the 
Senator from Nevada, because he 
about it than I do. 

Mr. NYE. Mr. President 
The VICK PRESIDENT. 
the rule be enforced. The five minutes 
of the Senator from New York have expired. 
The Senator trom Nevada has spoken once 


is a 


knows more 


Senators desire 


On 


|| the amendment. 


Mr. NYE. I will not speak again. 
Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President 
The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 


y Y, 154 . o¢ . ] lL 
from California has also spoken once on the 


amendment to the amendment, and Senator 
have desired that the rule shall be enf 


rced. 


Mr. BOREMAN. I want to get through. 
If we havea five-minutes rule, let it be enforced, 


and let us oa through. 
|. Mr. CASSERLY. I simply wish to say th: 
| 


| the Senator from Nevada has just made a 
Statement as to—— 
The ViCE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
1 


Cailit 


from 


ia asKS ubanimous consent to 
| makea statement. Is there objection ? 
| Mr. EDMUNDS. Irise to make a parila 
meutary inquiry. I askthe Chair if the Chair 
rules = the five-minutes rule that aSenator 
is bound 1 exbaust bis five minutes in one 
speech ? The Senator from California certainly 
did not speak five minutes before on this pre 
cise amendment. I think I understood the 


Chair an hour or two ago to hoid that the five 
to a Senator did not hold him 
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to exhaust his five minutes on one 
but 
could 
ma 


occ 
other that he 
than ] merely 
ke the inquiry to be intormed myself’ 

lhe V ICky PRE SIDE NI. hators e 
dently wish to liberalize this rule. The Chair 
has kept au account when Senators r , and 
as the Senator from Vermont himself offered 
the rule, the Chair will rule that Senators are 
entitled to five minutes at several periods of 


s810N, 
he was subject to the 


not speak 


ruie 


nore Lwice 


mo 


Vi- 


se 


time. The Senator from California has spoken 
about two minutes, the Chair thinks. He is 
now, therefore, entitled to three minutes ad 


ditional. 
Mr. CASSERLY. I merely wish to respond, 
from my information, to the inquiry propounded 


by the Senator from New York to the Senator 
from Nevada. So far is the Senator from 
Nevada from the facts as to the impossibility 
of their running this line with the help of this 
subsidy, that the truth is the company is now 
running the line, and has been running it for 
years without any subsidy for it, and before 


they got any for the Japun line. 


I'he statement of the Senator from Nevada 
then amounts to this: that upon the receipt 
of $1,000,000 the Pacific Mail company will 
immediately be struck by a total inability to 
coutinue the line between New York and San 
Francisco by way of Panama, after having 


continued it for years and years before they 


got any subsidy for the China line, and while 


they had none for the Panama line 
Mr. NYE. 1 want to make an inquiry. 
lhe VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 


from Nevada has two minuts 
minutes, he having 
minutes on the per 

Mr. NYE. 
to know if my amendment is put on, ‘ 
other person act epling said 


b 8S live 
-Lnree 


Ss more « 
heretofore sp /ken 
iding question. 

I donot wishaminute. I want 
or any 
proposition / 


The VICK PRESIDENT. That amend- 
ment is the pending question. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let us see where it 
COmeS In. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will report the amendment to the amend- 
ment, 

he Curer CLerk. It is proposed, after the 


words ** successors in interest,’’ whe 
the second time in the 
Senator California, 
the words other part 
may ¢ 


The 


tnose 
amend 
to 


ies 


re 
words occur 
me the 


nt of from 


any 
for sue ‘rvice.’’ 


PRESIDENT. 


in 


ser who 


‘or 
yntract 


VICE 


1 SF 


The question is 


on the amendment of the Senator from Ne 

ida to the amendment of the Senator from 
California. 

ihe amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDED he question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from 


California, [Mr. CasserLy,] upon which the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 
The question being ta 


ken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 23, 


nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Bavard, Bucking 
ham, Casserly, Conkling, Cooper, Davis of West 
Virginia, Edmunds, Flanagan, o lrhwuite, Ham- 
ilton of Maryland, Harlan, Hi ll, Johnston, Kell 
Osborn, Pratt, Saulsbury, Sprague, Stevenson,S hy 

n and Vickers—23. 

NAYS Messrs. Boreman, Caldwell, Cameron, 
Chandler, Corbett, Cragin, Ferry of Michigan, Kel 
logg, Logan, Morton, Nye, Pomeroy, Pool, Rice, 
Sawyer, Scott, Stewart, and ‘Windom—13. 

ABSE NT— "Me sssrs. Anthony, Bloir, Brownlow, 
Carpenter, Clayton, Cole, Davis of Kentuck ‘en 
ton, Ferry of Connecticut, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, 
Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Hitehcoek, Howe, 
Lewis, Morrili of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Nor- 
wood, Patterson, Ramsey, Ransom, Robertson, 
Schurz, Sherman, Spencer, Sumner That man, Tip 
ton, Trumbull, West, Wilson, and Wri sht— 


So the amendment was 


Mr. NYE 


agreed to. 


‘ i. . 
] want to ask a question in view 


c 
Ul 


another amendment. Now, as I under 
stand the amendment just adopted, as it 
stands it leaves it thatif the China contract 


is with the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, 


that Saeed has got to keep up the New 
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York line if the contract is with anybody 
else hey are obliged to do so ; 

M LOKLO ‘ Is ihe Ne W Yo k li ie to 
be m ithliy or nonthiy / 

iF NY I Just a the plea I want to 
raqguire if tha } po mn Da iny bidder 
who goe ivainast tf ) has th idvantage of 
not being ¢« ged ke ip t five thou 
hand m) bine yn 1m », but if they bid 
for it they } go » Kee] Chat is the 
English of if fam ect in that I wan 
to propo nother am 

fhe VICE PRESIDI Che billis ope: 
t irtt are ! ( 

M VY [ wantto amend by making a 
pro 1 th any other line contracting for 
the ( b Service uli toe jiged likewise to 
keep up the |i rom San Fran o to New 
Ye 

Mi PIEeVENSON Lyi e to lay that 
amendment on the table, 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Nevada moves the amendment which he 
has indicated, and the Senator from Kentucky 
Ino that that icudment he on the table. 

fhe motion t iuy On the table was not 
agreed to 

Mr. CASSERLY We have provided in 
form fore competition for this coutract. 

fhe VICK PRESIDEN SY, lhe Senator 
Vill suspend The Senator from Nevada will 
end | imendment in writing 

Mr. CASSERLY. By atorm of words we 
have provided for a reyvular lett ng of the eon 
trac for the Ciina and Japan serv ce, and a 
competition for Lhe Senator {1 Indiana 
never wu nore right, however, than wheu he 
aid that that was merely a form; that there 
would be no competition for it by reason of 
the irame ol the bill x uu require that the 
service shall be pertormed in Ships of four 
thousand tons burden, American ships, built 
oliron lar asthe new ships are Conce rned, 
and 80 lar a @ present ships are Concerned, 
they are regulated, of course, by the previous 
law 


YOw, What <« impany, vbelng an American 


npany and no other, can bid, can be a com 
or with the Pacific mail co npany for ihi 
coutract? Will some Senator teil me? All 
Lit “aK abou he disadvantage al which my 
AMenaUmMeul piwuces the Pacii iInail Company 
In Competing wilh other Companies who ar¢ 
t charged with the Oojigation of keeping up 
the Panama line, simply amounts to nothing 
voatever. there will be no competition, 
Pier no line that cau take this contract 
except the it hat bas the contract now; and 
hence Ibis not worth while tor any Senator to 
ead the Sena to believe that the effect of my 
ameudment is t Ly Ing about an inequality tik 
! ympetition so far as tb Pacilic mail line 
Is concerne j 
Mi BORNEMAN, [ have not taken any 
interest in th subsidy business; | believe i 
bias vA l against all the subsidies proposed ; 
butit seems to nme that the amendment which 
we have adopted upon the motion ot the Sen 
stor trom California m iy defeat entirely the 
purp »ot the subsidy granted to the line to 
China and Japan \ has been well said 
here, we impose upon this lcular company 





pow ranning the line to China and Japan the 
performance of double the duty they would be 
required to perform had not that amendment 
been adopted. It may prevent them from 


this additional semi monthly ser 


aAcCE ptin 
vier lf it be true that they are able to run 
the line from New York to San Francisco, by 
way of the Isthmus of Panama, at a loss, as | 


y 
£ 
1 


understand they have been doing until the 
past winter, and make up that loss out of the 
additional semi nonthly line to China under 
this subsidy, that is a pretty strong evidence 
that the subsidy we gave in this instance was 
too much, that it ought not to have been 
given. 

But I know very little about these matters 


on the Pacific 
mane service to 
China the amendment which has just been 


It seems to me if gentleme 
coast wish to have seu 


adopted is very inappropriate. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. There are 
amendinents to be offered. | 
move that the Senate adjourn. 
Mr. WINDOM. 1 
conclude this bill in ten or fifteen minutes. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 


the motion. 


several other 
J am very sure we Can 
I insist on 


ihe motion was not agreed to. 
lhe VICK PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
willreport the pendingamendment of the Sen- 
autor from Nevada. 
The Cuter CLERK. 
to the amendment 


It is proposed to add 
adopted on the motion of 
the pre or from California— 

Provided, That said requirement shall in all re- 
spects apply to any party contracting for the service 
between San Francisco, China, and Japan, as well 
as to the Pacific Mail Steamship Company. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I desire to say that that 
is totally i lapplic sble. Chere is but one com- 
pany, as I said, that can compete for the con- 
tract to be let, uae that isthe only company 
which has a line between New York and San 
Nobody knows that better than 

he Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. NY. I understand it precisely so, 
but this will not do any hurt, and that insures 
you a line between New York and San Fran- 
CISCO any way. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Iam very glad to have 
theassistance of the Seaator from Nevada in 
kee plug up a line between New York and oan 
Francisco via the Isthmus of Panama: but I 
think the means that he is taking to accom 
plish it are precisely the means best calcu- 
lated to defeat it. 

Mr. EDMUNDs. I think it quit 
that this last amendment could not have been 
designed to interfere in favor of this Pacific 
M = Steamship Company; but the effect ot 
it is just such as it would have if it had been 
dens wu by their own counsel; for if you say to 
outsiders, ** You are to get up your new ships 
aud run the hne, and you must also run this 
Atlantic line with new sbaps in order to ge 
the subsidy,’’ they cannot do it; and there- 
fore it is in effect saying that no man shall bid 
for this China s rvice except the Pacific Mail 
Steamship Company, whereas as you leave it 
now, if this e rmMpany on the Pacifie line bid 
under the others we still require them to keep 
up ihe line on u 


New Y« re with 


rant IscoO,. 


e obvious 


1¢ Atlanuec side to connect 


California. But if you add 
iv. ; 


this pros sion, it is in effect to Say that nobody 
but the Pacific Mail company sh vall bid for the 
Pacific service, because no one can do it. If 


the new bidder is obliged not only to get his 
new ships for the Pacific, but also new ships 
ir the Atlantic, he cannot do it. 

Mr. CONKLING But take it the other 
way; would be be willing to have the require- 
ment stand as we have adopted it applicable 
to the Pacific mail? If some other company 
underbid them 6n the west side, they may 
have this subsidy without furnishing any ser- 
vice on the Atlantic side at all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir; I should be 
entirely willing. 

Mr. CONKLING. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
the reason that in order to get this service on 
the Pacific side they are obliged to underbid 
the Pacific mail, which we all know as a fact 
will be the chiet bidder, as it will be able 
bid undoubtedly less than any other person or 
company, tor the reason that it bas all its con- 
nections, and all its shi ps, and all its capiti al, 
lherefore, if you adopt this amendment, it is in 
effect saying that nobody but the Pacific mail 
hall have the contract at all, and they can 
bid just as high as they like; whereas if you 
leave it as the Senator from California has left 
it, you only provide that if they do get this, as 
they undoubtedly will—for they can do this 


I should not. 
I should be willing, for 


¢ 


LO 
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work on the Pacific cheaper than anybody 
else—they shall still keep up new a ctl 
they have been keeping up for ye: 

Mr. C ONKL ING. Tie ar gut nent of the 
Senator from Vermont, if I apprehend it, pro 
vides ent irely too much. He savs. if | under 
stand him, that the Pacific Mail company 
practically certain to get this contract on tl 
west side, Why ? Because the y are already 
equipped and prepared to do the work. Now 
he says they will naturally underbid any 
body else. Very well; then this amendmen: 
takes no effect whatever. But to avoid that 
he turns around and says, **‘ Now, | object a 
it, because if somebody on the west hd does 
underbid the Pacific mail, then this ame id 
ment will require them on the Atlantic side t¢ 
conform to the same rules that the Pacifie mai] 
would eontorm to ’’—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. a at a still less price. 

Mr. CONKLING. i a beg pardon: not 
a still less price. Let us see. ~ The amend 
ment of the Senator from Californ } 
adopted imposes upon the Pacific Mail eom 
pany the obligation to maintain an Atlantic 
ocean service as well as a Pacific ocean se} 
vice. That is the point and object of that 
amendment. The Senator from Nevada says, 
if this is aimed at the Pacific f 
alone, inasmuch 


il 


is 


Mail company 
you have opened the west 
side to souamanilon m, somebody e lse may come 
in and bid and take the whole of tbis sub 
sidy with that contract, and not be under the 
slightest obligation to maintain anything on 
the Atlantic side or the Pacife side from 
Panamaup. ‘That is true. as [ understand the 
effect of it; and would be grossly uijust 
Why? Because you give a subsidy to one 
party for running simply from San Francisco 
to Yokohama, whereas if the other party ul 

dertakes to compete you say they must ran 
three thousand miles down the Pacific side 

the Isthmus and then run from the ae 


on the Atlantie shore up to th city of New 
York. How could we justify that? if the 
Pacific Mail company has done: anything which 
deserves retribution, invidious distinction, out 


lawry from equality, this subsidy should not 
be granted at all; but to say that in the case 
of the Pacific mail we require five or six th 
sand miles more of service than we do fron 
anybody else is simply to give the Pacifi 
mail a black eye, while pretending to gran 
them a subsidy, at the same time offering « 
bounty and reward to everybody else to come 
in and take it upon far beiter terms 

Mr. President, one of two things is true: 
either the Pacific mail is practically to be the 
only meme “r, and then this amendment will take 
no effect whatever except to give the face of 
the bill a fair and impartial look or else t 
Pacific mail is to meet a competitor; there 1 
to be ** another Richmond in the field ’’ on the 
Pacific side; and in that event the Pacific mail 
and all other comers should bid upon the 
terms of precise equality. As the image of 
justice is represented as blind, so this Senate 
should be blind when it passes a bill inviting 
all comers to be bidders under it: it should 
be blind to the personalty of those parties; 
blind to everything which would enable the 
Senate to discover anything in the way ol 
favoritism. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
a question ? e 

Mr. CONKLIN Not at this moment, 1f 
the Senator will ie me, because the five 
minutes are substantially up, and therefore, 
as he sometimes does, I decline to yield to 
him. 

Now, Mr. President, I repeat that it would 
be just as unfair, just as far from impartiality, 
just as great an infraction ot even the pre 
tense of fairness, when you advert.se for the 
lowest bidder, to impose suc h terms that only 
one person can bid, as it would be to pick out 
the Pacitic mail by name, and say they ehall 
be visited with such and such discriminating 





May I ask the Senator 
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inflictions, but if it is anybody else under 
heaven, then they shall have not only what 
the Pacific mail is to have, but shall have 
an additional douceur for becoming tbe con- 
tractor. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had agreed to some and dis- 
agreed to other amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. No. 1192) making appropriations 
for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulatic a with various Indian tribes, for the 
vear ending June 30, 1873, and for other pur 
pose s, and it had agreed to other amendments 

{ the Senate to the: said bill,with amendments. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


The message further announced that the 

eaker of the House had signed the following 
evrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
the Vice President: 


bY 

A bill (S. No. 973) to fund certain liabilities 
of the city of Washington existing June 1, 
1871, and to limit the debt and taxation in the 


District of coe 

A bill (H. R. 1060) making appropria- 
tions for the ens , executive, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the year eud- 
ing June 30, 1873, and for other purposes ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1194) directing the 
officers in the Tre asury Department 
John Seys, Ohio, the 
tioned ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2624) to provide for the 
removal of the Kansas tribes of Indians to the 
Indian territory, and to dispose of their lands 
in Kansas to actual settlers. 


propel 
s 
to credit 


sum therein men- 


RED RIVER SURVEY. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter from the Secretary of War, 
communicating a copy of the preliminary re- 
port of Captain C. Howell on the examina- 
tion and survey of the Ked river from its 
mouth to a point above Shreveport, Louisiana, 
in obedience to section two of the act of March 

1871; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Tne VICE PRESIDENT. Sere’ 
port is quite an elaborate map, and i 
Senator desires it, the question of 
printing will be referred to the Committee on 
Printing 

Mr. POMEROY. I think it should go 
to the Committee on Printing, and let it be 
examined by them. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It 
referred. 

AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. MORTON submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the bill (H. 
R. No, 2208) making appropriations for the 

air, preservation, and completion of certain 
public works on rivers aud harbors, and for 
other purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed, 


this re 


any its 


be so 


will 





POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. Nye] to the Post Office appro- 
priation bill, 

Mr. COLE. The Indian appropriation bill, 
I believe, has been returned. I think that had 
better be reported. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I object. 

The VICE PRES!DENT. It can only be 
reached by laying the Post Office appropria- 
tion bill on the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
left? 

The VICE PRESIDEN 
a half. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is quite enough. 
The question I was about to ask my friend 
from New York was this: 


BILL 


tlow much time have I 


Two minutes and 
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existing conditions of the law, leaving out this 


last amendment of the Senator from California 


about their keeping up the Atlantic service, 
the Pacific mail company do not enter the 
lists as a bidder under vastly advantageous 


circumstanes bidder ? 


*s over those of any other! 

bat was the question i wished to put to him. 
It is obvious, | think, that he would have an 
swered it in the affirmative, for they have the 
line already running; have the ships, the 
equipment, good will, the trade, every 
thing. They therefore can afford, rightly and 


they 
the 


fairly, largely to underbid anybody else, and 
upon just business principles. It is nothing 
against them It is an advantage which they 


rightly ‘ntitled to. 

othe LS. 
field on equal terms with others. 
on unequal terms, being 


They can bid bet 
They therefore do not euter 
They 


in advance 


ter 
thi 
enter 


than 


large ly 


of everybody else. As a part compensation 
for that the Senator from California rightly 
proj osed that if they are tne favored persons 
who get the contract they shall keep up the 
service as they have it now. When you turn 
to anybody else itis entirely different. Others 
are obliged to bid at a disadvantage; and 
the efore Lo impose this provision Ou them 
would be to impose an impossibility, SO as to 
inake it impossible for anybody to bid except 
this Pacifie mail i hat is all i have to say. 
Mr. CORBETT. The last amendment 
adopted my mind is very u njust and 
wrong. Lhe Pacilie Ma 1 Ste amship e om 
pany received from this Government when it 
established its line by way of Panama about 
five hundred thousand dollars a year for the 
transportation of the mails between New 
York and San Francisco. It expended its 
money well It kept up one of the best lines 
of steamships ever put on in any Country. 


Eve ry oue acknowledges that it did by 


well 


the community. This line of steamships was 
kept up until you established the Pacific rail 
road. Then you took away its subsidy, in the 
first place, of $500,000. Phe ny, in addition to 
that, you took away its trade by the Pacific 
railroad, and that company lost money from 
that time up to this past winter; I believe 
right straight along until the snow blockade 
of the railroad. i have been so informed, 
and they did contemplate withdrawing their 
line from time to time, and only kept it on 


because they had the steamers and hoped for 
a better time. During the past winte 
the snow blockade of the railr 
did make money g 
amount of goods transported across the Isti 
mus, and the capacity of the 
almost insufficient to carry 


r, while 
vad lasted, they 
some There was a large 
steamers Was 


the merchandise 


| that was forwarded. The money they have 
thus made the y now ere ose to use to extend 
their line on the Pacific ocean to China and 
Japan, 
Now, I do say that to compe Il this company 


whether, under the i LY ork, and they ioe get up schemes shone 


to keep these shipson where it 
: $10,000,000 


k rancisco DY 


re quires 
between here anc 


a Cay 
ital of a 


all 
way of Panama (the whole cap 
yO pany being 320,000,000) is en- 
tirely i think we ought to recon 
that amendment. 
Mr. STEWART. 


now I should think 


ital of the c 


wrong. 1der 
The bill stands 
the stockholders in the 


way t he 


Pacific Mail Steamship Company were in peril 
No matter how much the stock may be watered, 
a great many innocent persons hold the stock 
outside. I am told that jobs are sometimes 
gotten upin the city of New York, and I never 
saw a thing better fixed for a job than this. 
Men having controlof your Pacific Mail Steam 


ship C lompany may have 9 side organization to 
take this contract by au vwer company. hey 
will then be free from these trammels and 
have a ten years’ contract, and it is a big in- 
|} ducement for an outside bid free from these 


additional obligations. | say it ought not to be. 
If there is any good faith in wanting to keep 
up a line to San Francisco, let me suggest that 


that little scheme might be gotten up in New 


and |, 
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this is an invitation to them 


to ge up one if 

they want to be rid of the Panama line, and 
then you have the Panama line dise tinued. 
It is an invitation to persons managing this 
Pacific Mail icles hip Company to have a 
little side show. 1 do not understand that 
the Senator from California is oppose » the 
amendment of my colleague. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I should like to have 
read again after the Senator gets through 

Mr. STEWART. Let it be read. If the 
Senator does not object to it, 1 do not eare 


debating it. 

Nhe Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. 
NYE. 

Mr. CASSERLY. There are two sides to 
this question, and | desire to say now what I 
did not Suppose it was 
say, that l have and ean have no 
tility to the Pacific Mail co pany lam very 
anxious indeed th: t they and on a pet 
fect equality with everybody else in biddi: 
for this contract. | 
they shall keep up the line between New Yor 
and San Francisco by way of Panama I 
not offer my amendment with any intention 

* louding them down in the e 


about 


to 


hos 


necessary for me 


kind of 
shail st 


am also auxious that 
} 


mapetiion, 


my amendment has any such etfect suld 
not desire such an etfect. Taking the whole 
subject together, | do not know that I shall 
Oppose the amendment of the Senator from 
Nevada, especially if it will end the debate 


on the amendment which I have 
lhe result of that will be 
such scheme, of wl 


offered 


that it there is any 


eh l Know nothing. as the 


Senator from Nevada {| 4 STEWART | | jus 
referred to hypothetic ‘ily, for the formation 
of a body otf persons to step in a 1 vet th 
contract for the China mail service over the 
head of the Pacific Mail Company withou 
incurring any obligation to keep up the ling 
between New York and San Francisco; if 


tnere 18 anv such scheme as that, | certaimniy 


should not wantto do 


Mr. NYE 


to favor it 
Seuator 


anything 
Chen the 


accepts my 
amendment. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I say I shall not object 
further to it 





The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Nevada, {Mr NYE. } 

The question bel ig pul, there were on A 
division—ayes 24, noes 6; no quorum voting 

Mr. HARLAN. I move that the Senate 
adjourn, 

The question velng put, there were on a 
“ “ -ayes 15, noes 12. 

. WINDOM. | call for tiie yeas and nays. 

1 he yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
aken, resulted—y 13, nays 21; as follows 

YEAS Messrs Aleort . Bore 0 per, Cri “ugin, 
Davis of West Virginia, Goldthwaite, llamilton of 
Maryland. Harlan, Hill, Saulsbury, Spr igue, Stock 
ton, and Vicker 13. 

NAYS—Messrs, Caldwell, Casserly, Chandler, 
Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of Mic 


can, Flanagan, Kelloeg, Kelly, Logan, Nye, O 





orn, Pomeroy, Pool, Rice, Sawyer, Scott, Stewart 
na Wind ] 

ABSEN'I Ames, Anthony, Bayard, B 
Brownlow tam, Cameron, Carpenter. Cla 
te Davi f K ntucky, Fenton. Ferry of (¢ re 
ticut, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamilton of Texa 
Hamlin, Hitehcock, Howe, Johnston, Lewis, Morrill 


f Main Morrill of 
Patterson, Pratt, 
Schurz, Sherman, 
thurman, ‘Tipton, 
Wright—40. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The 
refuses to adjourn, but there is no quorum 
voting. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I 
geant-at-Arms be 
attendance 

Th 


and de 


Vermont, Morton Norwood 
Ramsey, Ransom, Roberts: 
Spencer, Ste 


Trumbull, 


venson Sulnner 


West, Wi nu, and 


Sena: 


move 


to 


that the Se 
directed the 
of absent Senators. 
VICE PRESIDENT 
elared that the 
EUMUNDS. 
motion. 

‘The motion was not agreed to; there being 
on a division—ayes 7, noes 18. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Is it in 


request 


put the quest 
: noes ap aineed to have 

I ask for a division on 
that 


order now to move an adjournment? 
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Th It 


VICE PRESIDENT. 


1s. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I move that 
fue Senate adjourn, 

The motuon was agre l to; there being on 
a divi 1On ives 19, noes 7 and (atsix o'clock 
and fifteen minutes p. m.)the Senate adjourned. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
lurespay, May 7, 1872 

The Hou 1et at cleven o'clock a n. 
Prayer by tl Chaplain Kiev. J. G. BuTLer, 
Db. D 

Ihe Journal of yesterday was read and 
apy} ‘ 

LANDS, } , AT HARPER'S FERRY. 

On iof Mr. McGREW, by unanimous 
consent, he bi . No (7 ) I r ihe relief of 
tl pur ra Of lots and houses and lots sold 
by virtue of ( f Congress entitled ‘‘ An 
act pre ling for the sale of the lands, tene- 
ments, and water. privileges belonging to the 
United States at and near Harper's Ferry, in 
the county of Jefferson, West Virginia,’’ ap- 
proved December 15, 1868, was taken from 
the Speaker table, read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Mili 
tary Affair 

LANDS FORFEITED FOR TAXES, ETC, 

On motion of Mr. KERR, by unanimous 
consent, the Dill (S. No. 780) to provide for 
the lem ( d sale of Jands held by the 
| ted Sta inder the several acts levying 
direct taxes was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, rea la first and second time. and re ferred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means 

POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS, ETL 

The SPEAKER Ihe bill (S. No. 988) to 
provide hou for the Pottawatomie and ab- 
seniee Shuwnee Indians in the Indian terri- 

ry has been returned from the Senate with 
thie | ination that the Senate disagrees to 

amendment of the House and requests a 
olerence it there be no o jection, a con- 


ference wiih the Seuate will be ordered. 


lhere was no ¢ ind it was ordered 


accord yy 
j SVEAKER lhe gentleman from 
\j i ‘ rreyar t the Committee of 
( ‘ 1o take p certain bill which 
\ come fro Senate and are now lying 
, : >p k ba I he purpose ot 
! them rred to lat ¢ nmittee, in 
( riba i may be considered betore Sat 
V eX ‘ ‘. Which DAs been set down 
rthel ness Comiug trom the Commiitee of 
Ciain It there be no objection, the bills 
will be 1 ikKen up, COnsidered severally, read a 
int ind second time. and relerred to the 
Commiuitee of Ciaims, with the understanding 
that they are not to be brought back b 1 
motion to recon ider 


There was no objection; and it was ordered 
nccoralyn sly. 

he Clerk then 
lowing titles 

An act (S. No. 905) 
Sori g, 


id Senate bills of the fol 


for the relief of Harriet 
the heir of Captain Williams Barker, 
adeceast d . 

An act (S. No. 908) relief of John 
Potts, chief clerk of the War Department ; 


for the 


An act (S. No. 97) forthe relief of William 
Henry Quis; 
An act (S. No. 159) conferring upon the 


Court of Claims power to hear and determine 
the claim of J. W. Parrish & Co. for damages 
lor t contract with 
the United States for the delivery of ice ; 
An act (S. No. 197) for the relief of D. Jay 
Browne 1 ‘ 
An act 
ton Best ; 
An act (S. No 
H. Colledge - 
An act (S. No. 199) for the relief of L. Mer- 
chant & Co. ; 


ie alleged violation of their 


veceased ; 


5S. No. 105) for the relief of J. Mil- 


200} for the relief of William 


administratrix of the estate of 


Ezekiel Lewis, 


Lewis, 


as 


deceased: 


An act (3. No. 895) forthe relief of Milo 
Pr i! 
An act (S. No. 929) for the relief of Robert 


Lowrey, of Nashville, Tennessee ; 
An act (S. No. 201) for the 
lepburn ; 


relief of Phaebe 


No 


affering fi ym. the 


An act (S. 161) for the relief of those 
destruction of the salt-works 
near Manchester, Kentucky, pursuant to the 
orders of Major General Carlos Buell ; 

An act (S. No. 687) for the relief of Charles 
and Henry W. Spencer; and 

An 4.8 No. HUS) th 
United States Express Company. 

Mr. DAWES. How do those bill come up? 

Ihe SPEAKER. Chey have been taken 
from the Speaker’s table by unanimous consent, 
read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee of Claims, with the understand- 
mg that they are not to be bron rht bac] by a 
motion to reconsider. 


act for relief of the 


RECUNNOISSANCE OF 
The SPEAKER. 


Senate 


AKIZONA AND NEVADA. 


If there be no objection, 
resolution providing for 
printing four thousand additional copies of 
the Arizona and Nevada 
in quarto form and bound, will be taken from 
the Speaker’s table, and referred to the Com- 


mit ee Uli Priating. 


concurrent 


Keconuvlssance oO 


there was no objection; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 
SECURITIES OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. DAWES, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee of Ways and Means, reported 
a bill (H. R. No. 2690) defining and limiting 
the appropriation of certain money forthe prep- 
aration, issue, and reissue of the securities of 
the United States, for other purposes ; 
which was read a first and second time. 

Lhe bill, which was read, provides that the 
expenses of loans, legal tender notes, frac- 
tional currency, checks, certilicates, stamps, 
commissions, and any plate and seal engrav- 
ing and printing required by the Treasury 
Department, including the issue, reissue, 
trauster, delivery, redemption, and destruc- 
tion of securities, shall be paid from and shall 
nol exce ed the appropriation of one per 
in the amount of legal-tender notes, 
fractional currency, and securities issued and 
redeemed during each fiscal year: provided 
that nothing herein contained shall authorize 
any additional expenditure whatever under 
the act of July 14, 1870, authorizing the re- 
funding of the national debt. 

lhe bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

fhe latter motion was agreed to. 
DELIVERY 

Mr. NEGLEY, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on Commerce, reported a bill 
(H. R. No. 2691) to amend an act entitled 
‘*An act to reduce internal taxes, and for other 
purposes,’’ approved July 14, 1870; which 
was read a first and second time. 

lhe bill was read. It proposes to extend 
the privileges of an act entitled ** An act to 
reduce internal taxes, and for other purposes,”’ 
approved July 14, 1870, to the ports ot Nash- 
ville, in the State of Tennessee; San Diego, in 
the State of California, and Albany, in the 


aud 


cent 


PORTS OF 


| State of New York, with the same effect as if 


they had been inserted in the thirty-fifth sec- 
tion of said act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. NEGLEY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


\| table. 
An act (S. No. 95) for the relief of Minerva j| 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state 
that several bills of this kind establishing ports 
of delivery have been reported this session, 
the effect of which can only be understood by 


reference to the body of the bill. The Chair 
would suggest that the title is not a perspicu 
ous title, and thatit ought not to be perpetuated. 
CONTESTED KLECTION—GIDDINGS 

Mr. McCRARY. 


privilege 


VS CLARK 
I rise to a question of 
The Committee of Elections have 
instructed me to make the following report 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That W. T. Clark is not entitled to a 
seat in this House from the third congressional dis- 
trict of the State of Texas, 

_ Ltesolved, That D. C. Giddings is entitled to a seat 
in this House from the said third congressional dis- 
trict of the State of Texas. 

Mr. MeCRARY. I give notice that I will 
call up this case on Thursday next, and I move 
that the report and resolutions be printed, 

The motion was agreed to. 


TAXES ON 


Mr. BECK. I am instructed by the Com 
mittee of Ways and Means to report back the 
bill (S. No. 881) to provide for the abatement 
or repayment of taxes on distilled spirits in 
bond, destroyed by casualty, with amend 
ments, in which I ask the House to concur. 

The bill was read. It authorizes the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, upon the production of 
satisfactory proof to him of the actual destruc 
tion of any distilled spirits by accidental fire, 
or other casualty, and without any fraud, col- 
lusion, or negligence of the owner of such 
spirits, while the same remained in the cus 
tody of any officer of the internal revenue in 
any bonded warehouse of the United States, to 
abate or refund, as the case may be, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, the amount of internal revenue taxes 
paid or accruing thereon, and to cancel any 
warehouse bond, or enter satisfaction thereon, 
in whole or in part, as the case may be. 

In its second section it provides that this 
act shall take effect in all cases of loss or de 
struction of distilled spirits as aforesaid which 
have occurred since January 1, 1868; pro 
vided, however, that when the owners of such 
distilled spirits so destroyed as aforesaid may 
be indemnified against said tax by a valid 
claim of insurance, said taxes shall not be re 
mitted to the extent of such insurance. 

(he amendments reported by the Commit 
tee of Ways and Means were read, as follows: 


DISTILLED SPIRITS. 


Amend by striking out all after the words ‘‘actual 
destruction,’’ in line two of Senate bill, down to 
and including the words “‘such spirits,” in line four, 
vnd insert in lieu thereof the following: “by acci 
dental fire or other casualty, and without any fraud, 
collusion, or negligence of the owner thereof of any 
distilled spirits on which the taxes had not been 
paid.” i atalian Si ti te 

Amend further, by inserting in line six, of the 
Senate bill, after the words ‘‘in any,” the following 
words, “‘distillery, warehouse, or.”’ 

The question was on concurring in the 
amendments. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. The House 
this morning seems to be doing its business 
by allowing the Presiding Officer and the Cierk 
alone to attend to it. I should wish that the 
members of the House should take some part 
in it. I happen to know what this bill is, 
being a member of the committee which has 
reported it, but Ido not think that any one has 
been listening to the reading of the bill, 
except the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Beck, ] who reported it. 


The SPEAKER. If that be the case, it 1s 
the fault of the other members of the House. 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I only want 


to arouse the attention of the House to wha’ 
is going on. ; 

the SPEAKER. The bill was read in an 
audible tone by the Clerk, and if members 
| did not listen to it it was their own fault. 
| Mr. BECK. I think a very few words ot 
explanation will enable the House to under- 
stand this bill. It merely authorizes the Sec- 


retary of the Treasury, on satisfactory proof 
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that distilled spirits in bonded warehouses, 
while in the custody of United States officers, 
have been destroyed by fire or other casualty, 
without fraud or collusion or neglect on the 
part of the owners, to abate the tax if it has 
not been collected, and to refund it where it 
has been collected under such circumstances 

{he committee of the House determined, in 
order to guard the Senate bill still further, to 
insert the words ‘*on which the tax has not 
been paid,’’ so as to prevent any refunding 
of the tax where the owners had allowed the 
pirits to remain in the warehouse after the 
ax was paid. 


Mr. HAWLEY. 


) 
{ 


Why should not the tax 


be refunded upon spirits destroyed on which 
the tax has been paid? 

Mr. BECK. She reason was this: the 
moment the tax is paid upon the spirits the 
owner has the right to remove it from the 


If he tails to remove it, the Com- 
mi'tee of Ways and Means do not think the 
Government ought to be responsible for it if 
destroyed after his right to remove it accrued. 
{bat is the limitation we put before the Senate 
bill. The spirits remain in the warehouse at 
his risk after the tax has been paid on it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Allow me to state a case; 
this state of tacts occurred in my own district: 
there was a lot of highwines in a bonded 
warehouse in my district some two years ago 
that had been lying there fur some considerable 


wareuouse. 


time. Before it was removed, and after 
the tax was paid upon i, the building was 
struck by lightuing and destroyed. In that 


case all the proots turnished were by the Gov 
ernment officers in charge of the building at 
that time. Now, is there any reason why in 
that case the owner of the highwines should 
not be reimbursed what he had paid in the 
way of taX any more than in any other case? 
It seems to me not. I examined this Senate 
bill when it came over and while it was lying 
upon the Speaker’s table, and I thought it 
a just Measure as it then stood. If amended 
ag tlie gentleman proposes, the case to which 
[ have referred would not be embraced within 
its provisions. 

Mr. BECK. The Committee of Ways and 
Means were alraid of extending the provision 
that far. he moment the tax is paid the 
owner has the right to take the spirits out of 
the warehouse; if he allows them to remain 
there afier the tax is paid, they remain there 
for his accommodation. We did not think the 
United States should be responsible for the 
tax in such a case. if any case of peculiar 
hardship comes up, such as the gentleman 
has mentioned, it cau go to the Committee ot 
Claims, and there considered and acted 
upon. But the Committee of Ways and 
Means thought that as a general principle it 
was too dangerous to extend the provisions of 
this bill to that class of cases; they preferred 
rather to leave all such cases to the special 
action of the Committee of Claims. 

Mr. HAWLEY. One further inquiry. In 
the event this bill should pass, the proofs ad- 
duced under it would be under the control of 
the Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. BECK. That is true. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Very well; the Secretary 
of the Treasury can require such proofs as will 
protect the Treasury against unjust claims. 

Mr. BECK. The Committee of Ways and 
Means of this House thouglit it was better, in 
the case where the distilled spirits remained 
in bond merely for the benetit of the owner, 
who had the right to remove it at any time, 
that he should apply to Congress for the relief 
to which he may be entitled; and that is the 
object of limiting this bill in the way we have 
done. I believe there is no objection on the 
part of either the committee of the Senute or 
the committee of the House to tnis general 
bill with the limitation put upon it for safety 
which we have proposed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 1 would like to have a vote 
Upon this bill as it comes from the Senate. 


1 
ve 


The SPEAKER. 
that, 


the 


The gentleman will have 
because the amendments reported from 
Committee of Ways and Means are sub 
ject to a vote of the House. lhe questi ym 1s 
upon agreeing to the amendments reported 
from the Committee. 

he question was taken; 
ments were agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be read 
a third time; | 
third time, an 

Mr. BECK 
which the bi 
that the 


table. 


and the amend- 


and it was accordingly read the 
j passed 

moved to reconsider the vote by 
| was passed; and also moved 
motion to reconsider be laid on the 


Che latter motion was agreed to. 
BRIDGE ACKOSS 

Mr. NEGLEY. lLlask unanimous consent 
to report from the Committee on Commerce, 


for cousideration al this time, Senate bill No. 


to auth 


THE MISSOURI. 


696, rize the construction of a bridg 2 


across the Missouri river at Booneville, Mis 
souri. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, 
after which objection will be in order. 

he bill was then read at length 

here being no objection, the bill was or 

lered to be re 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. N EG LY moved to ree ynside r the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 


ad a third time; and it was a 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

lhe latter motion was agreed to. 

MILLTARY PRISON. 

Mr. COBURN, by unanimous consent, re 
ported back from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, a bill (H. R. No. 1131) to provide for 
the establishment of a prison for the Army of 
the United States, und for its government; 
which was ordered to be printed and recom- 
mitted. 

PRINTING BOUNTY ACTS 

Mr. McGREW, by unanimous consent, sub 
mitted the following resolution ; 
ferred, under the 
Printing: 


which was re- 
law, to the Committee on 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the 
House five thousand copies each of the act in rela- 
tion to bounties, approved April 22, 1872, and the 
t to extend the time for filing claims for addi- 


act 
tional bounty underthe act of J uly 2, 18 5, approve d 
April 22, 1872 


OCEAN-CABLE SHIELD. 

On motion of Mr. SAWYER, by unanl 
mous consent, the Committee on Commerce 
was discharged from the further consideration 
of bill (H. R. No. 2609) appropriating 
money to James Story for the purpose of en 
abling him to perfect his discovery and patent 
known as the flexible ocean-cable shield; and 
the same was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 


the 


REPORT OF INDIAN COMMISSIONERS. 


Mr. PENDLETON, from the Committee 
on Printing, reported the following resolution ; 
which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives, he Sen 
ate concurring,) That there be printed five thousand 
extra copies of the report of the board of Indian 
commissioners tor 1871, of which thirty-five hun 
dred copies shali be fur the use of the House and 
fifteen hundred copies for the use of the Senate. 

REPORT OF 


COMMISS(LONER OF EDUCATION, 


Mr. PENDLETON also, from the Commit 
tee on 
lution ; 


agreed to: 


Printing, reported the following reso 


which was read, considered, and 


Resolved, That there be printed twenty thousand 
copies of the second volume of report of the 
Secretary of the Interior containing the report ofthe 
Commissioner of Education; five thousand copies 
of which shall be for the use of the Senate, ten thou- 
sand for the use of the House of Representativ: s 
and five f use of the Bureau of 


tne 


] thousand for tl 
Education. 
AGRICULTURAL REPORT 
Mr. PENDLETON also, from the Commit- 
tee on Printing, reported the following reso- 
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which 
agreed to: 


Resolved by the 
ate concurring,) 


lution; was read, considered, and 


House of Representatives, (the Sen 
hat there be printed of the annual 


report of the Commissioner of Agriculture for 1871. 
two hundred and fifty-five thousand extra copies: 
one hundred and eighty thousand of which shail be 


for the use of the House, fifty thousand for th 
of the Senate, and twenty-five thousand for d 


bution by the Commissioner of Agriculture 


e use 
stri 
DEFICLENCY 
Mr. COBURN. 
lhe SPEAKER 


called 


APPROPRIATION BILL 


I call for the regular order 

lhe rezular order being 
for, the House resumes the considera 
tion of the Senate amendments to the bill (8 
R. No. 1654) making appropriations to supply 
deticiencies in the appropr ations for the ser 
vice of the Government torthe fiscal year end 
ing June 80, 1872, and for former years, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. GARFIELD, ol Ohio. In order to 
correct an error inadvertently made yesterday, 
[ ask that the thirty-sixth amendment of the 
Senate appropriating $50,000 for establishing 
and maintaining national cemeteries, which 
was yesterday non-concurred in, may be con- 
curred in, with an amendment adding the fol 
lowing: 


And the appropriations for collecting, drilling, 
and organizing volunteers, heretotore considered as 
permanent appropriations, are hereby continued 
nd made available for the service of the present 


fiscal year only, so far as the sawne may be necessary 
to pay the usual clerical service heretofore paid out 
of said appropriations in the War Department. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
the thirty-sixth amendment of the Senate will 
be concurred in with the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. GaRFIeLp. | 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SARGENT lL ask unanimo 


that the forty-second amendment 


isconsen 
may be con 
curred in withthe following amendment, whieh 
was inadvertently omitted yesterday : 

For deficiency for fuel and lights in 
Department, $1,282. 

The SPEA Kk ER. If there be no objection, 
the forty second amendment will be concurred 
in with the amendment just stated by the gen- 
tleman from California, [ Mr. Sarcenr. | 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will next read 
sixty-second ameudment of the Senate, 
the House had 


adjournment yesterday 


the Interior 


the 
which poin reached at the 

The Clerk read the sixty-second amendment 
of the Senate, as follows: 


Add the following: 

Phat all per born in the district or country 
formerly known as the Territory of Oregon, and sub 
ject to the jurisdiction of the United States at this 
izens of the United Srates in the same 
if born elsewhere in the United States. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 


Approp lations 


“Ons 


time, are cif 
manner as 


The Committee 
on recommend 


rence in that amendment. 


non-concul 


[The amendment was non-concurred in 


The Clerk read the sixty-third amendment 
of the Senate, as follows: 
That the appropriation for 
Lewes, De iaWare, cou ained in sections twelve and 
thirteen of the act approved July 15, 1870, entitled 
An act moking appropriations for sundry 


building a pier at 


tivil ex 


penses of the Government for the year ending Juns 
30, 1871, and for other purposes,” be, and the same 
is hereby, continued until June 30, 1873. 

Mr. GARFLELD, ot Ohio. J he Comm LlLee 


on Appropriations recommend concurrence, 
It is merely to continue an appropriation 

he amendment was concurred in. 

[he Clerk read the sixty-fourth amendment 
ot the Senate, as follows: 


That the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims, 
under the act approved March 12, 1863, extitled 
*An act to provide for the collection of abandoned 
property and forthe prevention of frauds in inaur 
rectionary districts within the United States,” and 
any act amendatory thereof or in relation theré 
shall extend only to cases duly commenced i id 
court within two yearsatter the suppression of the 
rebellion, in which it shall be established as a fuct, 
by proof satisfactory to said court, that the owner 
of such property bas never, in fret, giving an) { 


or comfort to said rebel.ion; and no judgment o! 


suid court, in any case, under said acts, shal! be paid 








; 
| 
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unless such finding shall be stated asa proven fact 


in the judgment of said court: Provided, That the 
mae sot pa Lhis section shall not apply to or em- 
yruce Judgments heretotore rendered by the Court 


of Claims tn which it has been found asa proven 
fact that the claimant has not given aid or comfort 
to the rebellion: And provided Lhat proot of loy- 
altyto the United States, or of not giving aid and 
comfort to the rebellion, shall not be required of 
any party to a suit cognizable by the Court of 
Claims founded on contract with the United States 
entered into since the suppre n of the rebel- 
lion: And p led further, That on any judgment 
heretofore rendered in tavor of claimants in which 
the question of loyalty was not passed on, thecourt, 
on application of the claimant, may hear, determ 
ine, and certify a to the question of loyalty as 
shown by the idence on the record, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The Committee 


on Appropriations recommend concurrence in 


that, with the followi: 


gy substiiute: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to the law- 
ful owners, or their legal representatives, of all 
cotton seized after th ith day of June, 1865, by the 
agents of the Government, the net proceeds, with 
out interest, of the sales of said cotton actually 
paid into the Treasury of the United States: Pro- 
vided, That the receipt thereof shall be taken and 


received in full sativtaction of all 
the United States for or on 
of said cotton; and a suflicient sum for such pay- 
ment is hereby appropriated out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask the in- 
dulgence of the House while I state briefly 
the matter now in hand before it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
that this is original legislation. 

Phe SPEAKER The gentleman from 
Ohio rises toa point of order. What is it? 

Mr. BINGHAM. My point of order is that 
this is original legislation changing existing 
law. 

The SPEAKER. 
with the 
the same subject. 


claims against 
account of the seizure 


I rise to a point of order, 


It precisely corresponds 
section of the Senate, and is upon 
lhe Senate amendment 
proposes new legislation. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ido not know that the 
Senate can change the rules of this House in 
that respect. 

The SPEAKER. Whenever the Senate 
makes an amendment to an appropriation bill 
containing new legislation the point of order 
cannot be raised against any amendment 
moved to the amendment of the Senate which 
may be germane. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I did not know there was 
any such thing in the amendment of the Sen- 
ate until just now, 


Mr. SARGENT. It is the Morrill amend- 


ment. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I object to that legisla- 
tion. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 


| Claims, 


of any such abandoned and captured property may. 
at any time within two years after the suppression 
of the rebellion, prefer his claim to the proceeds 
thereof in the Court of Claims; and on proof to the 
satisfaction of said court of his ownership of said 
property, of his right to the proceeds thereof, and 
that hehas never given any aid or comfort to the 
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present rebellion, to receive the residue of such pro- | 
ceeds, after the deduction of any purchase-money | 
which may have been paid, together with the ex- | 
pense of transportation and sale of said property, | 


and any other lawful expenses attending the dis- 
position thereof.’’ 

GARFIELD, of Ohio. Outside of 
prizes of war, outside of the capture of mate- 
rials for carrying on war in the field, there was 
a third class of property, described in this act 


xf 
ir. 


under the name of ** captured and abandoned || 
/assumption when you assumed that you had 


property,’’ which was to be taken up by the 
armies in the field, or by the officers of the 
Goverument; and if the claimants to that prop- 
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testimony, paying attorneys, waiting attend. 
ance upon the courts, and now when they are 
near getting back their own, that which the 
highest court has decided is theirs and not 
ours, when it has been decreed by the Supreme 
Court of the United States that the Govern- 
ment is the trustee only for this property, at 
least for that part of it that was proved to be 
private property, and that the ownership still 
remains in the private citizen, it seems to the 
Committee on Appropriations a very hard, a 
very unjust, and certainly an unparalleled pro- 
ceeding to intervene now an act of legislation 
which says to all these people, ‘‘You have 
proceeded from the beginning under a false 


any guarantied right under the law providing 


| for the recovery of this property of yours.”’ 


erty did not make good their claim before the | 


oflicers of the Government proceeded to the | 


sale, it was to be sold, and the net proceeds 
covered into the Treasury of the United 
Stares. 

The clause, however, which | have read pro- 
vides that all private owners of property of 
that class covered into the Treasury might, 
within two years after the suppression of the 
rebellion, file their claims before the Court of 
make their proofs, establish their 
ownership, and establish furthermore their 
loyalty; and in such cases they were to have 
delivered to them the actual proceeds of their 
portion of the property thus covered into 
the Treasury. ‘That law stands unrepealed. 
Under its provisions numerous suits for various 
amounts were filed up to a date in 1868, which 


' completed two years subsequent to the rebel- 


lion. No claims were filed after that date, and 


| no new claims under that statute can be filed. 


All that are to be filed are now in the courts | 


|| in process of adjudication. 


Is this | 
germane to the Morrill amendment, which pro- || 


vides by law for the trial of cases, while in this | 


amendment to the amendment we order the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay out so much 
money on certain claims without their being 
beard atall? Isthe amendment to the amend- 
ment germane? 

The SPEAKER. The view the Chair took 
of it was that it was germane, as they both 
relate to the settlement of the same claims. 


The Senate proposes a certain rule to be ap- | 


plied in the settlement of those claims. The 
House committee proposes to adjust the 
claims in a different way. Both amendments 
relate precisely to the same question. It is 
merely a matter of legislative discretion as to 
which mode shall be adopted. It is, of conrse, 
for the 


Chair could not exclude the amendment as | 


unparliamentary. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If the House 
will indulge me for a few moments [ will state 


precisely the character of the amendment that | 


comes to us from the Senate; and to enable 
me to do that, I ask the Clerk to read that 
yortion of the statute of March 38, 
seine as the ‘‘captured and abandoned 
property act,’’ which | have marked. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“And any person claiming to have been theowner 





1863, | 


| fore, allows all cases pending that have hitherto | 
been barred in consequence of the Drake | 


House to decide as to that, but the || 


There are many hundreds of claims from 


claims of a thousand bales; and now at lasta 
few such cases have come up through the 
Court of Claims, and have been carried to the 
Supreme Court and finally adjudicated there. 
An amendment known as the Drake amend- 
ment was passed by Congress in 1867 con- 


We do not believe it would be just to such 
suitor, to such citizen at this time to inter- 
pose the shield of legislation against his vested 


| rights. 





demning a certain class of cases under the || 


cover of a law to amend the law of evidence, | 


whereby the fact that a man had been par- 
doned was declared to be proof that he was 
so disloyal as not to be entitled to anything 
under this act. That of course barred a great 
many claims which were then in process of 
passing through the courts. But a case in 
which a claim was rejected on account of that 
amendment has been recently decided in the 
Supreme Court, the Drake amendment has 
been decided unconstitutional. This, there 


amendment to proceed in their regular order 
through the courts for decision on their merits. 
To prevent this the section now before the 
House bas been added by the Senate in the 
way of an amendment, which so cuts down 
the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims as to 
rule out all this class of cases from being con- 
sidered in the court. The court may have full 
jurisdiction, but if, in the course of investi- 
gation, it finds such facts as are herein set 
forth, the jurisdiction shall then and there 
cease, and the case shall be thrown out of the 
court, 

The Committee on Appropriations have very 


ary proceeding. 


in the second place, we do not believe that 
we ought thus to interfere with the freedom 
and independence of our courts. We believe 
that this amendment does undertake to say that 
when the Supreme Court of the United States 
makes a decision that we do not like we will 
in some form, under cover of jurisdiction, or 
under cover of changing the laws of evidence, 
shear down fhe power of the court and reverse 
its decision. ‘That, it seems to me, is a highly 
dangerous, and [| may say a highly revolution: 
And I shall be sorry if for 
any prudential reason, now in time of peace, 
seven years after the war has ended, we shall 
pass so trenchant, so unparalleled a measure 
as the one proposed by this amendment of the 
Senate. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BINGHAM. Theremarks of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations [ Mr. 


re | GARFIELD] bave been addressed exclusively to 
people claiming one bale of cotton up to |! 


the amendment of the Senate. Now, what | 
ask the attention of the House to is this, 
not whether we shall agree to the amendment 
of the Senate or whether we shall accept the 
recommendation of the Committee on Appro- 
priations and non-concur in it. The question 
before the House is whether we shall substi- 
tute for the Senate amendment this which is 
reported from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions of this House. It has nothing to do with 


| the administration of justice in the courts 
| between the United States and its citizens. It 





carefully considered this amendment, and they | 
have instructed me to report adversely upon | 


it for three reasons, as I conceive and as the 
committee believe. In the first place, these 
suitors in the courts who have acquired their 
rights under the law of 1863, a law passed in 
the midst of the rebellion, must certainly be 


considered as men who have what right a war | 


Congress was willing to give them even in the 
hour of our peril. They have gone on fora 
series of years making expenditures, gathering 


is a transfer of this whole question to the 
Treasury, and a transfer not simply in the 
interest of citizens of the United States, for 
it is not limited by any such terms. It is 
a transfer in the interest of all assignees; 
although they may have been public enemies ; 
although they may have disclosed themselves 
as such upon the high seas; although they 
may have carried the black flag of piracy all 
through the war against yourcommerce. Yet 
this substitute proposed by the Committee on 
Appropriations proposes to enforce upon the 
officers of the Treasury the auditing and set- 
tling of all these cases. Now, to show that I 
ain not mistaken in this, I will read the pro- 
posed substitute : 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 


| hereby, authorized and directed [not only author- 


ized, but directed) to pay tothe lawful owners, or 
their legal representatives, of all cotton seized after 


|| the 30th of June, 1865, by the agents of the Govern- 
| ment, the net proceeds with interest of the sales of 


said cotton actually paid into the Treasury of the 
United States: Provided, That the receipt thereof 
shall be taken and received in full satisfaction of 
all claims against the United States for or on account 
of the seizure of said cotton; and a sufficient sum 
for such payment is hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


I ask the House to consider that that term 
‘‘lawful owners’’ includes everybody who 
may have been an assignee simply of the 
claimant, who never may have had any equita- 
ble right to it in the first place, and who may 
have purchased it under false pretenses. Yet 
he comes here as the lawful owner when there 








in : 
tiie; the 
Was Aa 


‘; nobody who can question his 
onsig ior ‘cannot question it if | j 
to it and not under coercion, and the assignee 
goes into the Treasury and* claims to recover, 
and the Secretary of the lreasury is enjoined 
by this provision to pay the clatin. 

“J ask gentlemen to consider that aliens never 
had the right to sue the Government of! the 
United States, and citizens nevertad that right 
The amendment of the 
Senate is one thing; the substitute proposed 
by the committee is another and a very differ- 
ent thing. I say this with all deterence to ihe 
ruling of the Speaker. [ am not in the habit 
of appealing from any decisions the Speaker 
may make. Jam inclined to think the Speaker 
was right in ruling this proposition to be ger 
mane to the original Senate amendment; but 
I ask the attention of the House to the fact 
that an indefinite amount of money in your 
Treasury is to be exposed here to demand at 
the instance of all classes of persons, citizens 
and aliens, friends of the Government and 
enemies of the Government, and by the lan- 
guage of the substitute the Secretary of the 
lreasury is ‘* directed’’ to pay these claims. 

If we are to have this matter adjudicated at 
all. Lask that it be done under the solemnities 
of law; I ask that it be done kefore your 
eourts. If aliens in common with citizens, 
public enemies as well as loyal citizens, are to 
be allowed to sue the Government, let the ex 
amination proceed under all the forms and 
sanctions of law; and let us know in the first 
place that the claimant is a bona fide owner. 

i do not know to what extent this proposi- 
tion may cover what are known as the cotton 
claims of England ; and nobody else can know. 

Mr. KERR. I know it does not 

Mr. BINGHAM. That depends on thetime 
of the seizure. I do not think the gentleman 
knows any such thing. , 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
in regard to our amendment, [ wish to call 
atteniion to a single point; I regret that | 
eould not do so before my colleague [Mr. 
BincHAM] spoke. The amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations does not pro- 
pose to tuke out of the bands of the Court of 
Claims any part of their functions, nor does 
it propose to pay directly from the Treasury 
without trial any claim that hitherto has gone 
through the Court of Claims. But I call the 
attention of the House to the fact tbat there 
are two classes—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. I wish to ask whether 
this substitute is in lieu of the fifth section of 
the bill? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio It is. If the 
House will bear with me a moment, I wish to 
say that there was seized and sold something 
more than $26,000,000 worth of cotton, and 
the proceeds covered into the ‘Treasury. 
Under the provision to which we are now 
recurring, the Secretary of the Treasury had 
paid back, in round numbers, $2,210,000, up 
to the end of the Thirty-Ninth Congress. A 
considerable portion of this he paid back 
before it was rightfully covered into the Treas 
ury, the proot being clear and indabitable, 
aud no hearing being needed before a evurt. 
All the balance of this money is now covered 
into the Treasury, and under the law of July, 
1870, not a dollar of it can be paid out, except 
ON appropriations. 

There are now, not in the Court of Claims, 
but before the Secretary of the l'reasury, adju- 
dicated claims settled and allowed for the 
proceeds of cotton thus sold and covered in, 
which the Secretary himself is empowered 
to pay if an appropriation be made for that 
purpose. The amendment proposed by the 
Committee on Appropriations was drawn up 
and introduced as a separate bill, which was 
carefully considered in committee after hear- 
ing from the Treasury Depariment. But we 
have thought it best to present it as an amend- 
ment to this bill because it relates to exactly 
the same subject as the Senate amendment. 


he 


ty 
par 


excep! by our iavor. 





|| ury. 


Now, if the amendment of the committee be 
adopted, two things will happen: first, the 
Senate amendment being stricken out, the 
Court of Claims will go on as before adju- 
dicating cases regularly and lawfully brought 
before it In addition to that, the Congress 
of the United States will have appropriated a 
sufficient amount of money 
already adjudicated. 


y to pay the claims 
We therefore, by this 
amendment. accomplish both purposes at once. 
We permit the Court of Claims to go on with 
its work undisturbed by legislative interfer- 
ence, and we make an appropriation to pay 
the claims adjudicated either by the court or 
by the Secretary directly without the aid of 
the court. It to me, therefore, the 


proposition we present is a simple one, which 


seems 


if adopted by the House carries with it its own 
execution. Itneeds no further legislation ex- 
cept an appropriation to carry out the decisions 
of the Government in reference to this captured 
property. It changes no rules of evidence; it 
does not in any degree let up on any of the 
cases of claims before the Government, but 
holds them in their present place, and only 
appropriates money to pay those which have 
been adjudicated. 

Mr. KERR obtained the floor. 

Mr. SARGENT. 1 ask the gentleman from 
Indiana to yield to me for the purpose of 
moving an amendment to the amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. KERR. Certainly. 

Vhe Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the amendment of the committee the fol- 
lowing: 

And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized to prescribe rules and regulations for the 
ascertaiament of all necessary facts for the execu- 
tion hereof. 

Mr. GARFIELD, 


of Onio. I suppose it 
does that now? 


There is, however, no objec- 
tion to the amendment. 

Mr. BANKS. It does not change anything 
to the extent of a hair. 

Mr. SARGENT. It perfects it. 

Mr. BANKS. It does not pertect it. 

Mr. SARGENT. it does in my judgment. 

Mr. KERK. [am surprised, Mr. Speaker, 
that my distinguished friend from Ohio [ Mr. 
BINGHAM } Opposes the substitute for the rea- 
sons suggested by him. [ am utterly unable to 
see there is anything in the proposition incon- 
sistent with the Senate amendment or incon- 
sistent with our rules. It is quite competent 
for Congress to refer the adjudication of claims 
like this to the Secretary ot the Treasury as it 
is to refer them to the Court of Claims. Each 
one is simply a board for the ascertainment of 
liabilities of the Government toward its citi- 
zens. 

Now, shall the Government of the United 
States ascertain what those liabilities are? Is 
it right for the Government under any circum- 
Is it right for the Gov- 
ernment to pay these claims if they are justly 
due and arose by reason of unlawful acts on 
the part of the officers of the Government ? It 
is; L submit to the House it is most proper. 
[t is in every sense not only just, but the 
imperative duty of the Government to provide 
for the payment of such claims, and that pay- 
ment should be made in the speediest and least 
expensive way both to the claimants and to 
the Goverament. 


) . ‘ 
stances to do justice? 


I think so far as the substitute goes it cer- 
taialy is much better than the proposition of 
the Senate, with its objectionabie features 
omitted. the cotton which can in any pos 
sible event become the subject-matter of a 
claim under this provision must have been 
seized by the officers of the Government after 
June 30, 1865. It must have been seized ut a 
time when, under the law and express orders 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, they had no 
lawful authority to seize any cotton or in- 
deed anybody’s property as abandoned prop- 


| erty or property liable to seizure under the 


previous orders of the Secretary of the ‘l’reas- 
W hatever, therefore, can accrue under 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


act give full compensation to another cla 
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this substitute can only accrue by reason of 
the wrongful acts of the Government That 
those acts were wrongtul has been de cided by 


the Supreme Court. That they were wrong 
ful been decided by the Secretary 
himself. The present Secretary of the Treas- 


ury holds the action of the agents of the Gov- 


s 


has als 


ernment in seizing those cottons was without 
authority of law, but he holds at the 


js same 
time (and to that | make no criticism un 
friendly to him) that in the performance 


of his duty he ought not to assume he has 
power, where the proceeds of the sales of 
the cotton have been covered into the Treas 
ury, to take them out and pay these claim 
ants. I saytothatrulingof his f make no un 
friendly suggestion. It may be entirely right ; 
but I do think it is high time now, after all 
that has transpired, and after all the reciied 
events which preceded the seizure of the cot 
ton have been almost forgotten, it is high time 
the Government of the United States should 
recognize its obligations to do justice to its 
citizens, and that 1s the object this bill pro 
poses. No, Mr. Speaker, this bill does not 
propose to do even that, for this bill proposes 
to pay to the owners of cotton unlawfully 
seized only the net proceeds of the sales now 
covered into the Treasury. In my judgment 
they ure entitled more. I believe they 
ought to be paid the entire proceeds of the 
sales of that cotton thus unlawfully seized. 
Thousands, yes, hundreds of thousands, and 
it may be millions of dollars of the proceeds 
of the cotton so seized by those officers were, 
without law, and in violation of decency as 
well as justice, appropriated by the agents of 
the Treasury, and taken from their rightful 
owners. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BANKS. [concur with the gentleman 
from Indiana [ Mr. Kerr] that if these parties 
are entitled to anything they are entitled tovall 
the proceeds of that property. They ought 
not to be limited to the net proceeds alove. 
But it strikes me that there is a very grive 
reason why the House should hesitate in pass 
ing the order proposed by the Commiitee ‘on 
Appropriations on this subject. ‘ 

As regards theamendment which the Senate 
has sent to this House, providing that before 
any payment is made parties claiming restiru 
tion of property shall prove their loyalty in 
order to establish a basis for and a recogni 


tion of their claim, I do not know whet! er it 
would be wise for us to agree to this or no at 
this moment. But the proposition of the Com 
mittee on Appropriations goes beyond this 
It seems to me that there is a very clear and 
absolute reason why we should not agree to 
that. 

The proposition of the Senate is that in 
cases that are to be tried hereafter the parties 
shall be held to prove, as a basis of their claim, 
their loyalty to the Government; that they 
have never been enemies to the Government 
Whether we agree to that or not we certainly 
never could agree to a further proposition that 
the very same parties, without any regard to 
their loyalty, or without any regard to the 
qrestion whether they were enemies © 


to 


no 
upou those cases that have been tried shall 
have the money paid to them immediaté ly and 
fully under the provisions of the ameudment 
that is here proposed We cannot! deny to 
one set of claimants under this act rig 

to draw money unless they prove their friend 
ship to the Government and disprove the po 


tne 


sible charge of enmity, and by the very same 
Sil 
money directly from the lreasury without any 
regard to the question whether they are friends 
or enemies of Government, or have been 
friends or enemies. Yetthat is what the prop 
osition before us does. 

[ am sure the Committee on Appropria 
tions Cannot expect the House to contirm this 
amendment which they propose to the Senate 
amendment; au amendment whi¢h directs the 


the 





money to be paid to parties without regard to 
the questi mn of loyal y or friendship to the 
Government, and to another class of the same 
right 
their loyalty and friendship. 
the propositions 
is that in the present state of public affairs 
both are wi ay. | am sure it be the 
judgment of the House that we shall by an 
order on tl l'reasury force the payment of 
this money, to $238 
are 


loyalty, and to deny the 


claimants denies that unless they prove 
One or other of 


My belief 


t 


must be wrong. 


mn cannot 
18 
up 000,000, to parties who 
not caiiead upon or invited to prove their 
same to Other parties 
unle 
l hope, thers I 
to the amendment proposed by the Committee 


they do prove their loyalty. 


ore, the House will not agree 


on Appropriations, I will concede the justice 


of the decision of the Chair, that this amend- 
ment of 


the committee 18 germane to the Sen- 


ate amendment; gy 


but it is carrying the princi 
And 


and ought to look 
so far at the principles of the two propositions 


ple to a great extent to recognize this. 


certainly we are authorized, 
which are embodied in this amendment as to 
see that we do not recognize the right ot one 
party under our amendment and deny the 
right of other parties under the Senate amend 
ment. We ought to be so far consistent as to 
But in 
impossible to recog 


in these two 


see that our conclusions 
it, 
ency 
if we 


are germane, 
iL 18 
whatever 


the view I take of 
nize any 
proposi ion sustain them both. 

| desire to say one word in regard to the 
amendment of the gentleman from California, 
{Mr. Sancenr.| It makes no change as re 
gards this question now before the House. If 
weugree toit, it will b 
| he secrets 
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ave no legal effect at all. 
of the Treasury is authorized to 
the and to prescribe the 
rules and regulations for ascertaining the facts. 
It legal 


ry 
inquire into fact 
effect ; it cannot change the 
judgment of the court; it cannot change the 
effect of the law all If he means to pre- 
vent the payment of this money, except upon 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
he must go further. 

Mr. SARGENT. It merely leaves the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to prescribe the rules. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Allow me to 
say to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Banks] that we offer a substitute for the Sen 
ate to strike out 
entirely the Senate section, and to insert the 


has no 


at 


amendment: we propose 
substitute therefor which has been read. 
Mr. BANKS. Iwas informed by the gen- 


tleman from Ohio [Mr. Bincuam] that this 


substitute was for the lust proviso of the 
Senate amendment. But the case is no bet- 
ter upon the statement of the chairman of 


he Committee on Appropriations, [ Mr. GAR 
FIELD. | a claim upon 
the Treasury of the United States for $23, 
000,000, conceding what is claimed by gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the House, that 
this property belongs to lawful owners, then 
we have no right to inquire into the status of 
the claimants and decide whether they have 
rights or not. Upon that question I should 
still say that we sho iid not agree to the sub- 
stitute proposed by the Committee on Appro- 
priations, for it is far more objectionable than 
the Senate amendment 

Mr. KERR. Allow me to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, | Mr. Banks, } 
what he appears to have forgotten, that under 
existing law, and without any reference to the 
Senate amendment, that inquiry has pow to 
be made. The Court of Claims, before it can 
pass upon any of these questions, must inquire 
into the loyalty of the claimants. But the dif 
ficulty arises here: whenever in the progress 
of that inquiry the court ascertains that al- 


Certainly if there be 


to snggest 


though the claimant was disloyal he after 
ward accepted amnesty or pardon at the 
hands of the President upon the condition 


upon which it was offered, they hold, and the 
Supreme Court holds they were right in that 
decision, that from that time the jurisdiction 
of the Court of Clams becomes perfect to en- 


tertain, consider, and fully decide the case so 
pending before them. ‘Therefore | say it at last 
turns upon the single question whether this 
House, the Congress of the United States, 
may so far annul the constitutional power of 
the President of the United States as to deny 
to him the right to grant pardon or amnesty 
at all. 

The theory of the Senate amendment is that 
he may grant annesty or pardon, but that the 
legal effect, the use and value thereot, may 


be taken away from the individual citizens at | 


the pleasure of Congress. 
of that is that the constitutional functions of 
the Executive may be exercised by him, but 
when that exercise fails to suit the fancy or 
judgment of Congress, the latter may annul it 
and set it aside as of no legal or constitutional 
value. Such a proposition is most reckless and 
alarming. It declares direct hostility against 
the rightful prerogatives of the President. 
It repudiates and defies the repeated decisions 
of the Supreme Court of the United States. It 
asserts the revolutionary doctrine, that Con- 
gress may assume not only legislative, but also 
judicial functions. That court, in ex parte 
Garland, (4 Wallace Reports page 334,) hold 
that the power of pardon conferred by the 
Coustitution upon the President is unlimited 
exceptin cases of impeachment. ‘They hold it 
extends to every offense known to the law. 
Then the same court, in the case just decided 
of the United States against Klien, render a 
unanimous opinion that the ‘* Drake amend- 
meut,’’ which is the same in legal effect as the 
pending Senate amendment, is clearly uncon- 
stitutional and void. The court say that Con- 
gress cannot change the effect of executive 
pardon any more than the Executive can change 
a law. This isall wrong. Il hopethe House will 
adopt the substitute of the committee. 

Mr. PETERS. If I understand the propo- 
sition of the Committee on Appropriations, as 
contained in the substitute reporied by them, 
itis that the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
pay back to the lawful owners the proceeds in 
the Treasury of all cotton seized after June, 
i865. After June, 1865, the rebellion had 
ceased, the proclamation of the President of 
the United States was made that the war had 
ceased. The cotton was not only not seized 


The plain meaning | 


May 7, 








The Clerk read as follows: 
Cotton claime. 

“Mr. Bincuam. Lam instructed by the Commit. 
tee on the Judiciary,to report back, with the recom- 
mendatior that itdo pass, the joint resolution (q 
R. No. 340) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas_ 
ury to pay certain cotton claims, the net proceeds 
of which are at present covered intothe Treasury 
arising from the sales of cotton unlawfully seized 
after the 30th June, 1865. 

** The jointresolution was read. The preamble re- 
cites that the Secretary of the Treasury of the Upi- 
ted States issued a circular letter of instructions 
bearing date June 27, 1865, in which United State: 
Treasury agents were forbidden to seize any cotton 
after the 30th June, 1865. The joint resolution there- 
fore directs the Secretary of the Treasury, witbout 


| deluy, to pay to the lawful owners the net proceeds 
| of all cotton at present covered into the Treasury 
| arising from the sales of cotton seized after 30th June. 


according to law, not seized according to the | 


lreasury Department, but in defiance of it— 
either by not understanding the authority 
given incidentally or otherwise. 


Now, the case is ina nutsheil. Shall a man 


| because he was once inthe rebellion, after 


| against 


| and 


that rebellion had ceased, after June 1865, 
law, against the direction of the 
l'reasury Department, be deprived of his prop- 
erty which we have taken and sold, and the 
proceeds thereof we have put into the l'reasury 
had seven years’ enjoyment thereof ? 
Shall we to-day say that he shall not receive 
even the principal, which we have taken out 
of the property sequestered, or the net proceeds 
of the sale? In my judgment the withholding 


| of this money from him is no more nor better 


than purely in the nature of a theft. 

The same question was before the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary in the last Congress, and 
I was then a member of that committee. There 
is no impropriety, I suppose, in my stating now 
what was then the action of that committee. 
The distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BinGuam] who now opposes this amendment 


was then chairman of that committee, and we | 


unanimously ordered him to report to this 
House a bill in the language of th 
offered here to day. 
Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman is utterly 
mistaken, and I challenge him to the proof. 
Mr. PETERS. lL accept the challenge and 
appeal to the record for proof. The gentle- 
man did report the bill, and it was lost only 
because upon a point of order it was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole. I ask the 
Clerk to read from the Globe the action of 


| the House on that occasion. 


é provision | 


1865, such seizures being madein viglation of the in- 
junctions of the Treasury Department, and after the 
surrender of the armies of the rebellion and procla- 
mation of amnesty by the President of the United 
States, 

‘Mr. Bincuam. I yield five minutes to the gen 
tleman trom Massachusetts, [Mr. BuTLer,] and sba!! 
afterward call the previous question on the joint 
resolution. 

**Mr. CuLtom. Does not the joint resolution con- 
tain an appropriation ? 

**Mr. Burier, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, 
will a point of order lie to that resolution ? 

* The SPEAKER. The Chair will state when the 
point of order is raised whether it does or not. 

** Mr. Butter, of Massachusetts. Then I raise the 
pointof order that the resolution appropriates money 
from the Treasury, and must have its first discussion 
in Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

“The Speaker. The Chair sustains the point of 
order; and the joint resolution, under the rules, 
goes to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

“Mr. ScorieLp. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. When we have got down to cotton claims 
I think we had better adjourn.” 


Mr. PETERS. As I understand, indeed as 
I know, that bill was in substance and almost 
in its language the same asthe amendment now 
offered by the chairman of the Committee cn 
Appropriations. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman 
will allow me to say that the committee availed 
themselves of the labors of the former Judi- 
ciary Committee of the House, one of whose 
members is now a member of the Committee 
on Appropriations. We adopted almost the 
exact phraseology of that proposition, except 
that we inserted the word ‘‘lawful’’ to make 
it a little stronger. 

Mr. PETERS. I wish toadd only one word 
This property rightfully belonged to certain 


parties and was taken from them after the 


rebellion. Now, | cannot for my life see why 
the proceeds of property erroneously or wrong: 
fully taken from a man in the South, after 
June, 1865, should not be restored to him in 
the same way as we would make reimburse 
ment to a man in Maine, Massachusetis, or 
elsewhere under similar circumstances. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, as a mat 
ter of course, gentlemen who favor the Senate 


| amendment will not be willing to vote for the 


proposition proposed as a substitute by the 
Committee on Appropriations; but I cannot 


| conceive how any gentleman with a proper 


sense of justice can be opposed in principle to 
the adoption of the committee’s proposition 
What are the facts? It has been contended 
here, and the courts have held, that the seizure 


| of cotton after June 30, 1865, was lawless and 





amounted to nothing short of robbery. The 
courts have held that the owners of such prop- 
erty are entitled to recover what was its value 
at that time. Why then, it may be asked, 
does not this amendment propose that the 
Government shall pay to the owners of the 
property seized its full value? Because the 
agents making the seizure after the 30th of 


| June, 1865, were not acting under the author- 


ity of the Federal Government in making 
such seizures ; and hence the Committee on 
Appropriations hold that the Government is 
not under an obligation to pay to the owners 
the full value of the cotton at the time of seiz- 


| ure, but only to return to them the money 


which irregularly came into the Treasury of 
the United States through the results of that 
robbery—that lawless seizure of the property 
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of individuals. I do not agree with the dis 
tinguished gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Banks] that the Federal Government is under 
un obligation to pay the full value of that prop- 
erty, because, as already stated, these seizures 
were not made by the authority of the General 
Government, although made in its name and 
hy those who claim to act by its authority. If 
they had been so authorized, the Government 
would be or should be made liable for the full 
value of the property. But the Government 
is simply holding that money which has irreg- 
ularly gotten into the Treasury, and which 
does not belong to it. As stated by another 
gentleman, this money is held in trust by the 
Government for the owners of the property 
seized. 

No question of loyalty or disloyalty arises. 
It is simply money that we have no right on 
any principle to withhold. Suppose there 
should be a common robbery of some one 
who was held to be a felon, and the proceeds 
of that robbery of such felon should by some 
means get into the Treasury of the United 
States and that the Government bad no shadow 
of claim thereto, is it possible that any gen 
tleman would get up here in this House of 
Representatives and insist that we should hold 
on to that money on account of the character 
of the rightful owner? This money ought to 
be returned. 
have been wholly lawless. The Secretary of 
the Treasury does not controvert this. 


|| effect of wiping out 
Some | 


The courts hold the seizure to || 


gentlemen speak of the amount of these claims || 


reaching as high as $20,000,000. I have a 
statement from the Treasury Department of 


the whole of the net proceeds paid into the 


lreasury of the cotton seized after the 30th of 
June, 1865, and they do not amount to more 
than $5,000,000; not exceeding that. 
larger part of this amount, so far as the sub- 
ject-matter has been investigated, was the 
proceeds of cotton which belonged to the con- 


The | 


tederate government, and is not embraced by | 


the provisions of this bill as confederate prop- 
erty, which upon the suppression of the rebel- 
ion, became immediately the property of the 
United States, whether it was seized before or 
after the 30th of June, 1865. 

Mr. DAWES. 1 should like to hear the 
ietter from the Secretary of the Treasury read. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I will have the letter 
read. 
regard to it. 
could not make a definite statement in detail 
of the amount paid in or covered into the 
Treasury. The whole amount that would be 
recovered under the provisions of this amend- 
ment would probably not exceed $1,000,000. 
And whether the sum be large or small, it is 
simply disgraceful to withhold it. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentle- 
man from Illinois has expired. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, whether the amount herein involved 
is $1,000,000 or $10,000,000, if it has been 
wrongfully taken from the parties, it belongs 
to them, and should be restored. I opposed 
the bill in the Judiciary Committee, but was 
not there when it was finally adopted in the 
last House. So my friend from Maine [ Mr. 
Perers}] was slightly mistaken. It was a 
mistake of recollection. 

My opposition is the same nowas then; and 
that is, there are no sufficient safeguards 


thrown around the Treasury of the United | 
States so that bad men wiil be prevented from | 


getting from the Treasury that which does not 
belong to them. 

lhe Secretary of the Treasury has no power 
‘oO Summon witnesses and examine them, or 
Cause them to be examined. He has no power 
to have a hearing of the facts and summon 
parties before him. He must have his whole 
hearing ex parle on ex parte affidavits. How 


dangerous that is, where large amounts of 
money are concerned, every one knows. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, what I desired then, and 
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The examinations are not complete in | 
It is stated that the Department | 


| Senate ought not to be agreed to. 


what I desire now, is that these claimants be 


sent tothe Courtof Claims, there to make good | 


their claims irrespective whether they were 
loyal or not at the time of taking their prop- 
erty, because that court can examine, that 
court can determine and decide. The See 


retary of the Treasury, as every man knows | 


has to refer all these questions to some clerk 
in his office, and that clerk hears the proof 
and makes report, and on that the Secretary of 
the Treasury must act, or not act at all. This 
is nota sufficient guard to the Treasury. | 
for one agree, ifthis case be sent to the Court 
of Claims, to be there adjudicated, this amount 
shall be paid back; but I do not think it is 
a duty which ought to be imposed on the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury; nor do I think it is 
a duty which he can perform with safety to 
the Government or in justice to the Treasury. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, one word as to what is 
known as the Morrill amendment, the appar- 
ent necessity for which has arisen under this 
state of facts: a law was passed by which 
every man must prove his loyalty in the Court 
of Claims. It was held in that court that a 
man who had a pardon must be presumed to 
be loyal. To meet that decision the Drake 


amendment was passed, that a pardon should | 


not have any such effect. The 
Court overruled the Drake amendment, and 


Supreme | 


said a pardon and amnesty did have the 


all of a man’s crimes. 
In this state of facts the Morrill amend- 
ment came up in the Senate, which says, 
in effect, that a man having a pardon it sim- 
ply proves nothing, except that we cannot 
presume that he has committed any crime, 
that all he has done is forgotten, and not to be 
taken against him. Therefore the effect of a 
pardon should not be to prove loyalty, but 
simply to leave the question open. Otherwise 
I come into the Court of Claims unpardoned, 
and I am obliged to prove my loyalty; but a 
man that comes into the court with a pardon 
is not obliged to prove his loyalty. 
the state of the law as it stands now. 
to meet that case the Morrill 
has been added to this bill. 
from the North or the South, aiways loyal, 
goes to the Court of Ciaims, he is obliged to 
prove his loyalty; but if a man goes there 
and produces jis pardon for d sloyal acts the 
courts hold that that proves him to have been 
loyal without any farther evidence. Without 
stopping to criticise tue decision of the court 
which has brought the law into this condition, 


And 


amendment 


That is | 


Now, if a man 





| not. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| 30th June were illegal seizures. 


‘ 


y? 
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anotber tribunal, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. I should have no objection, with proper 
safeguards and with proper details in the law, 
to send, under some circumstances, these 
claims to the Secretary of the Treasury; but 
we have the Court of Claims, and why should 
we not send them there? [ very much pre 

fer that the Court of Claims should do so 
It can examine them better than the Secre 
tary of the Treasury can. The point which 
has been made by the gentleman from Massa 
chusetts, [Mr. Bur.er,] that the Secretary 
of the Treasury has no adequate means of 
examining these claims, is a sound one. 

But it is said that all the seizures after the 
Gentlemen 
who say so are entirely mistaken. It is not 
true at all that all the seizures made after the 
30th June have been made upon the supposi 
tion that the seizures were of confederate 
property. The Government has been seiz 
ing, properly seizing and holding confeder 
ate cotton since the 30th June. But it has 
occurred that a number of officers, being law- 
less persons, some of them, I am sorry to 
say, have seized the cotton of individuals, 
which was not confederate. This, of course, 
ought to be paid for. And I agree with the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. Burier] 
that it ought to be paid for irrespective of the 
question whether the men were loyal or not. 
lor the question of loyalty does not arise in 
these seizures after the 30th of June, but sim 
ply the question whether the cotton was the 
property of the confederate government or 
If it was, then it became the property 
of the United States, and we had a perfect 


| right to seize it and sell it and put the money 


into the Treasury of the United States. ‘That 
question must be considered. It is one o! 
evidence. The title to the cotton, also. 


inust be investigated by somebody, and th 


rights of conflicting claimants must be setiled 


| by somebody or other, and [ submit that the 


cannot be settled anywhere so well as in the 
Court of Claims, where both the claimant an 
the United States can be heard by counsel. 
Therefore I am inclined to think, as a mere 
matter of prudence and expediency, that it is 


‘ 


| better not to send these claimants to the Sec- 


I wish to bring to the attention of the House || 
|| that the Morrill amendment, so called, which 
| itis here proposed should be non-coneurred 
| in, provides that when a man comes with his 


claim he shall prove his loyalty, notwithstand- 


ing that he has his pardon in his pocket, on | 


the ground that pardon is not a proof of loy- 


alty, but is only a proof that nothing is known | 


of his disloyalty, which may be proved by 
other evidence. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I desire to make 
a single remark upon this question. Having 
bad occasion to be familiar with cases of this 
sort, which have been constantly examined 


by the Committee of Claims, I agree entirely | 


with the Committee on Appropriations that 
the amendment to the bill adopted by the 


it will be agreed on every hand that the Gov- 
ernment Ought to pay these claims where 
ever they can be aane out clearly and fully. 
The question is simply before what tribunal 
and in what manner shall these claims be 
determined. Now, I desire especially here 
to put in my protest before the House against 
the multiplication of tribunals to hear these 
various matters. Fora long time the Court 
of Claims has been hearing cotton cases. 
During the same time Congress has been 
hearing those cases; and now it is proposed 
by the Committee on Appropriations to add 


I think | 


retary of the Treasury, but that we should 
mature a bill and send them to the Court of 
Claims, where they should properly go. | 
repeat again that 1 am opposed to the whole 
system of the multiplication of tribunals in all 
quarters under this Government, which we have 
had to such an extent that you can scarcely 
count them. 

[ wish there was a single independent de- 
partment of aecounts, or something of that sort, 
so that all these things might go to one place 
and to only one place, and there be considered 
under such laws as Congress should enact. 
And I am inclined, some time or other, to 
attempt such a reform in that way, if I shall 


be able to get time to attend to it fully. lam 


| opposed now to creating an additional tribu 


| tions involved in these cases. 


nal, and prefer to send these matters to the 
Court of Claims as we did belore. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I wish to saya 
word iu regard to the tribunal to determine 
these cases. The gentleman from Michigan, 
[ Mr. Buair, | my colleague on the Committee 
of Claims, recommends the Court of Claims as 
the tribunal which shall adjudicate the ques- 
Now, | will state 


| from my own personal knowledge, and every 


member here from a sonthern State will bear 
witness to the correctness of my statement, 
that if you refer these ‘cases to the Court of 
Claims you may as well pass a law saying tha 
no man shallrecoveronecent. Take the cass 
of a man who owned three or four bales o 
cotton which was seized by the ayents of th 
Government. Those agents first took tw: nty 
five per cent. for their services. J] ask gentle 
men on either side of the House from th: 
southern States to say if that is not correct. 








s agents selzing the cotton took twenty five 

per cent., and in many instances did not report 

the half they did take. 
Now, refer these cases 


and whiat 


to the Court of Claims 


will be the result? If a man, ora 


woman, Or an orphan it may be, has a claim 


for > DOU we rh of cotton, how will he be able 
to obtain anything before the Court of Claims 
with its slow processes ¢ l'o send these cases 
there would be to deny justice to every man 
who had not a claim for ten or twenty thou 
sand dollar because experience has shown 


that lawyers here charge from twenty totwenty 


five per cent. before the Court of Claims 


Mr. PETERS. Fifty per cent. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. Yes, fifty per 
cent., and with the other expenses there would 
be nothing left to the claimant, even if the 
court should determine in his favor. Now, if 


you wantto doa magnanimous act for those 


claimants, do it in fact and not in words. 


| he {r¢ 


the Grovernment 


eral sentiment of this House is that 
did property, 
taken by the agents against the 


not take this 
but that it was 
orders of the Government. 

authorized to take confederate 
to tuke private cotton. hey did 
take private cotton, and reserved for their own 
share twenty-five per cent. of all they took. 
That the animus that influenced them to 
rob every man within their reach. That cot- 
ton was taken to New York and sold, and the 
small amount left was covered into the Treas 
ury. 


The Government 
agents were 


cotton, not 


Was 


And now the claimant is asked to divide 
the small amount remaining with lawyers and 
witnesses, coming in from the 
Ne uces or tio Gi inde. | hope this House will 
sustain the views expressed by the distin- 
guished gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
BANKs | 


Some CASeS 


not 


and the honorable gentleman from 


Michigan, | Mr. Buair,} but adopt the amend 


ment as reported from the Committee on 
Appropriations, 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. Is it worse to go 


to the Court of Claims than to the Secretary 
of the Treasury ? 

Mr. HARKIS, of Virginia. In regard to 
that let me say that when a case goes origin 
ally before any of the Departments of the Gov 
ernment, the Quartermaster General’s or the 
commissary department, or anv other Depart 
ment, the case is adjudicated by the head of 
the Department, and his integrity and honesty 
and accuracy are relied upon to protect the 
Government. 

Mr. AMBLER. Will the gentleman from 
Virginia, | Mr. Hareis,] with whom | concur 
in the main, indicate how the interests of the 
Government are to be protected in ease of 
contlicting claimants to the same lot of cotton 
before the Sec retary of the Treasury? Would 
there not be need for an interpleader ? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. The interests 
the Government can be protected just the 
same a We want 
The parties could state their 
case to the Seere tary ot the Treasury, or any 
one appointed by him to adjudicate the case, 
just 


ol 
s before the Court of Claims. 
no interpleader S. 


as well as it could be stated to the court. 
‘Phink of the number of causes involved, and 
then say in 


could act 


Court of Claims 
You would keep 
these parties out of their money for ten years 
longer. It is proposed now to pay them with 
out interest. Why send them before the Court 
of Claims when the Secretary of the Treasury 
has the same means of ascertaining what 
due that the Court of Claims would have? 

| Here the hummer fell. | 

Mr. MARSHALL. I wish to state to the 
House that the passage of this amendment 
will be but a very parual reparation for the 
wrong done in the name of the Government. 
Che larger part of the proceeds ot this cotton 
never reached the Treasury. In case 
twenty-five hundred bales of cotton were seized 
at New Orleans. At the marketprice that cotton 


What time the 


upon them all. 


Is 


one 


Pton; what then? 


traced to the Treasury thus far, as I have been 
informed, have amounted to but little more 
than sixteen thousand dollars. It seems to 
me, after this delay of seven years, this money 
ought to be at once returned to the owners. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, | am 
opposed to the amendment which has been 
ingratted on this bill by the Senate; but it 


seems to me there is a great deal of reason in | 


the remarks of the gentleman from Michigan 
{| Mr. Buarr] in reference to the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Appropriations. 


Referring this matter to the Secretary of the | 


Treasury simply means referring it to the 


head of a bureau or some subordinate of the | 


lreasury Department. Everybody knows that | 


it is impossible for the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, in view of the various duties he is obliged 
to perform, to give much personal attention to 
this matter. He cannot sit down and patiently 
examine all these claims with the conflicting 
testimony that may be adduced, as a judge of 
the Court of Claims will do. The Secretary 
must refer these Cases to some subordinate who 
will act for him. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The gentleman 


from Illinois does not mean to say that this | 


amendment ousts the jurisdiction of the Court 
of Claims. The claims with reference to this 
class of property were never before the Court 
of Claims, and they have no right to go there 
unless we pass a specific act for that purpose. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It seems to me it 
would be better tor the House to non-concur 


in the Senate amendment, and if possible to | 


provide some other substitute for it, such an 
amendment as will send these cases to the 
Court of Claims for adjudication. They should 
be sent before a tribunal where the rights of 
the Government are looked after by attorneys, 
where depositions are taken under the rules of 
law, where there is not the same opportunity 


for ex parte affidavits, taken no one knows | 


where, such affidavits as may be brought before 
the Treasury Department to be examined by 
some clerk, who will found an award upon 
them. If we ingraft upon the bill some prop- 
osition which will send these claims to the 


Court of Claims, or to some other tribunal | 


where they can be properly adjudicated, a com- 
mittee of conference of the two Houses can 
adjust the matter. 

Suppose money should be awarded by the 
Secretary of the Treasury to John Doe on a 
claim for cotton, and it should afterward turn 
out that Richard Roe is the owner of the cot- 
Richard Roe comes to Con- 
gress and asks an appropriation to pay him. 
hese claims ought to be examined by some 
tribunal that has time and opportunity for 
patient investigation, and the testimony should 
be taken under the rules of law, so that the 
interests of the Government as well as of 
private parties may be protected. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 1 


ask 


ty 
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| is not the report of the bill. 


May 7, 


——— — 


LD 





this: that the report he read from the Globe 
In addition to 
that, my recollection is that the bill which re. 
ceived my assent originally in that committee 
was a private bill from the State of Georgia, 
and how it comes to be in that general form 
I do notknow. It may be that the committee 
agreed upon some substitute. But that is q 
matter of no consequence now. The bill was 
not received by the House, and whatever | had 
to say about it | was not permitted to say be- 
cause of the question of order that was raised, 

Mr. PETERS. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BINGHAM. This is not the place to 
report the action of the Judiciary Committee, 

Mr. PETERS. Let me ask the gentleman 
from Ohio a question. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
amendment. 

Mr. PETERS. 


I wish to speak to this 


What difference is there in 


| the paying of one person or in the paying of 


more if the principle be the same ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The difference is this: in 
the original case, as the gentleman is resolved 
to bring me back to it, | was satisfied the peti 
tioner had not offended against the law and 
was without remedy in the courts under the 
statute of limitations. The gentleman ig 


| answered, and when he overhauls the com- 


the courts of law. 


mittee’s record the next time I trust he wil! 
get the whole of it. 

In regard to the point I made before, I ava 
glad to see gentlemen on every side of me 
have taken notice of it and pressed it on the 
House, and that is if these claims are to be 
investigated at all they ought to be investi 
gated under the forms and sanctions of law in 
his amendment or sub- 
stitute for the section of the Senate my col 


| league says does not interfere with or oust the 


| Court of Claims. 


consent to offer the following amendment in || 


lieu ot teat proposed by the committee: 


That the Court of Claims be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to hearand determine who are the 
lawful owners, or their legal representatives, of all 
cotton seized after the 30th day of June, 1865, by the 
agents of the Government, and adjudicate that the 
net proceeds, without interest, of the sales of said 
cotton actually paid into the Treasury of the United 
States shall be paid such owners, provided that the 


receipt thereof shall be taken and received in full | 


Satistaction of all claims against the United States 


for or on account of the seizureof said cotton ; and | 


a sufficient sum for such payment is hereby appro- 
priated out of any money inthe Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated. 

It willbe seen, Mr. Speaker, that this pro- 
vides fora hearing by the Court of Claims, 
instead of the Secretary of the Treasury, with 
full right of appeal to the Supreme Court. It 


will cost the claimants no more to take testi- | 


mony before the Court of Claims than before || 


the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Mr. BINGHAM. It is not my purpose to 
say anything more in reply to the remarks of 


was worth $00,000; yet the proceeds, so far as || my frieud trom Maine [Mr. Perers] than 


| 
| 


| 
| 


But a great many of these 
claims are already barred in the Court of 
Claims by the statute of limitations, and all 
claims, whether barred or not, whether held 
by loyal or disloyal, whether held by citizens 
or aliens, whether held by friends or enemies 
of the Government, domestic or foreign, are 
to be audited according to this substitute in 
the Treasury Department, without regard to 
any court. 

Chis matter is pending before theCommittee 
on the Judiciary now, and as my friend desires 
to have attention called to it, I will say 
that though the committee has not yet re- 
ported it, [ deemed it my duty to call upon the 
Secretary of the Treasury for a statement 
He replied a tew days ago, but I have not had 
time to lay his letter before the committee. 
The Secretary of the Treasury there concludes 
it is not advisable to pass such a bill as that 
proposed as a substitute for the section of the 
Senate amendment. To be sure the Secre 
tary of the Treasury does suggest, I might as 
well say here, that under proper limitations 
the Court of Claims might be invested very 
properly with jurisdiction over certain loyal 
claims, notwithstanding the statute of limita 
tions. The amendment of my friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. BurLerR] meets one ob 
jection by vesting in the Court of Claims 
power to hear and determine these claims 
under the sanctions of law, taking testimon) 
as the court is required to take it under the 
limitations of law, and the witnesses them- 
selves are held to answer for the truth of thei 
statements under the sanctions of law. 5o 
far it is well, but my friend’s amendment goes 
further and lets in all claims. 

My objection, whether it escaped me in the 
Judiciary Committee or not, to the substitute 
is that it admits the assignees of claims or 


| lawful owners by assignment of claims, whether 


of property hitherto held by the confederate 


|| government or not, to be heard before the 
Secretary of the Treasury and to have their 
claims audited and paid. Your previous legis- 
lation was a matter of favor, and the Govern- 
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ment of the United States was under no obli 
gation In reference to the loss of cottou any 
more than to the loss of grain growing in the 
elds, or to the loss of private stock, or to 
the loss of any property whatever. But the 
Government did extend this provision to law 
ful claims and rightful owners as it stands in 
the bill before the committee, but never did 
extend it to the public enemy, and that, too, 
without limitation. The limitation of that 
legis slation has expired, and none of these 
claims can now be preferred. This substitute 
offered by the committee says the Secretury 
of the Treasury, without regard to any limita- 
tions, and, as [ said béfore, without regard 
to loyal ownership or any oonsider ation what 
ever, shall pay for this cotton without regard 
to the manner by which they acquired interes! 
in it, in the words of the subsutute, ‘* being 
the lawful owners thereof.’’ 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. POLAND. I now offer the following 
ubstitute in place of that submitted by the 
committee : 

That the lawful owners (or their legal representa- 
tives) of all cotton seized after the 3Qth day of June, 
1865, by the agents of the Government, the net pro- 
ceeds of which were actually paid into the Treasury 
of the United Siates, may at any time within on: 
yeur after the passage of this act prefer their claim to 
the proceeds thereot in the Court of Claims, and on 
prool to the satistaction of said court of their owner- 
ship of suid property, and of their right to the pro- 
ceeds thereof, shall be entitled to recover the residue 
of such proceeds, after deducting expenses attend- 
ing the disposition thereot, and with ihe same right 
of appeal to the Supreme Court as is now provided 
in suils for proceeds of captured and abandoned 
property. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire now 
to say aword in closing the debate. It will be 
remembered that all this property referred 
in the clause offered by the Committee on 
Appropriations was seized after the end of the 
war. itis true, as the chairman of the Com 
mittee of Claims [Mr. Bair] has said, that 
so far as it was the property of the late con- 
federate States, it was a lawful seizure; the 
property was properly seized, and its proceeds 
were properly covered into the Treasury of 
the United States. But it is also true that of 
the whole amount seized, reaching to a 
net sum of $5,000,000, about one tourth was 
private property, which happened to be in 
or near the same warehouse where the con- 
federate property was stored. 

Now, when the commissioners who seized this 
cotton and ordered itto be sold made their re- 
port to the Secretary of the lreasury, they 
reported all the facts in connection with the 
seizure, together with all the proofs of private 
ownership; and a vast mass of such papers 
ure now in the hands of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. I hold in my hand a report made 
to the Fortieth Congress, in which the names 
of the claimants are set forth. ‘There is a list 
of claims and claimants covering twenty-one 
pages, and showing the number of bales of cot- 
tou seized trom each, the amount deducted for 
expenses, and the net proceeds put into the 
‘Treasury. The Secretary of the Treasury has 
all these documents on file, and is now fully 
empowered to make a settlement, but no ap- 
prupriation has been made for payment. The 
mMouey is not ours, and it is noue of our busi- 
hess who the claimants are. If they were reb- 
els we shall be none the less robbers for tak 
ing and keeping what is not our own. I will 
wid by ail honorable means to watch and guard 
the Lreasury, but I will not advise the United 
Stutes to do an act of manifest wrong and 
injustice. 

lo say now, when all these facts are in the 
hauds of the Secretary of the Treasury, that 
the cases shall be turned over to the Court of 
Claims, is to set the claimants back a series of 
years to work themselves up to the same status 
they now occupy. 1 am willing to trust this to 
the known discretion and justice and equity 
of the Secretary of the ‘l'reasury. I hope the 


House will refuse to strangle the Court ot 
Claims, aud will authorize the Secretary of 
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citizens what is 


the previous 


the Treasury to 
clearly their 
question. 
Mr. BUTLER, of 
draw my amendment. 
lhe previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered, which was first on 
Mr. SARGENT'S amendment to the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations. 
Mr. 
The 


substi ute 


to 
demand 


restore 
own. I 


Massachusetts. I with- 


SARGENT’S amendment was agreed to. 

question was next on Mr. PoLanp’s 
for the amendment of the Commit 
tee on Appropriations, 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 
67, noes 75. 

Mr. BINGHAM demanded the yeas and 
nays. 


he yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 85, nays 103, not voting 


52; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ambler, Ames, Averill, Banks, 
Jarber, Beatty, Beveridge, Bigby, Bingham, Austin 
Blair, Boles, George M. Brooks, Buckley, Buffinton, 


Roderick R. 
Cox, Creely, Crocker 9 
ames, Farnsworth, Fink- 


Burehard, Benjamin F. Butler, 
Cobb, Coburn, Conger, Cotton, 
Dawes, Donnan, oan. OF 
elnburg, Goodrich, Halsey, Harmer, Havens, Haw- 
iey, Hay, Gerry W. Haze ton, Hoar, Houghton, 
Kelley, Ketcham, Killinger, Lampori, Lansing, 
Lowe, Maynard, McCrary, MeJunkin, Merecur, 
Merriam, Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer, Isaae C. 
Parker, Pendleton, Peters, Poland, Prindle, Rainey, 
Ellis H. Roberts, Rusk, Seofield, Seeley, Sessions, 
Shoemaker, H. Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, 
Worthington (€, Smith, Snapp, Starkweather, 
Stoughton, . John, Sypber, Washington 
Townsend, ‘Twichell, Tyner, Wakeman, Waiden, 
Wallace, Wheeler, Willard, Williams of Indiana, 
and Jers “ini th M. Wilsun—85, 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Archer, Arthur, 
Barnum, Beck, Bell, Biggs, Bird, James G. Blair, 
Braxton, James Brooks, Caldwell, William T. 
Clark, Coghlan, Comingo, Conner, Crebs, Critcher, 
Crossland, Darrall, See Duke, Dunnell, Eldredge, 
Elliott, Ely, Henry Foster, Garfield, Getz, Gol- 
laday, Griffith. re Hale, Handley, Hanks, 
Harper, John T. Harris, faya, Heretord, Herndon, 
Hibbard, Hill, Kellogg. Kendall, Kerr, King, Lam 
ison, Leach. Mevlelland, MeCormick, MeHenry, 
McIntyre, McKinney, McNeely, Merrick, Benjamin 
F. Mevers, Monroe, Morey, Morgan, Morphis, Leon- 
ard Myers, Negley, Hosea W. Parker, Peck, Perce, 
Eli Perry, Potter. Price, Randall, Read, John M. 
Rice, Kitehie, William KR. Roberts, Robinson, 
Rogers, Roosevelt, Sargent, Sheldon, Sherwood, 
Slater, Slocum, Sloss, Snyder, R. Milton Speer, 
Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Storm, Swann, Terry, 
Dwight Townsend, Turner, Luthill, U pson, Vaughan, 
Voorhees, Waddell, W hiteley, Whitthorne, John T. 
Wilson, Wine hester, Wood, and Y oung—103. 


Butler, 


Str mg, Ss 


NOT VOTING—Messrs. Barry, Bright, Burdett, 

Campbell, Carroll, Freeman Clarke, Davis, De 
Large, Dickey, Du Bose, Farwell, Forker, Charles 
Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Garrett, Hamble- 
ton, Hancock, George E. Harris, John W. Hazel- 
‘ton, Holman, Hooper, Kinsella, Lewis. Lynch, 
Manson, Marshall, MeGrew, McKee, Mitchell, 
Moore, Niblack, Aaron F. Perry, Platt, Porter, 
Edward Y. Rice, Sawyer, Shanks, Shellabarger, 
Shober. Stevens, Stevenson, Stowell, ee: 


Tafie, 
ren, 


Thomas, Van Trump, Waldron, Walls, W: 
Wells, and Williams of New Y ork 


So the substitute was disagreed to. 


52. 


During the roll eall, 

Mr. SHANKS said: I am paired on 
question with Mr. McKee; if he were here 
would vote ‘‘no,’’ and I should vote ‘‘ay.’’ 

Mr. MeCRARY. [rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. I! desire know whether the first 
question is not on concurring in the Senate 
amendment ? 


The SPEAKER. 


this 
he 


[t is; but the Chair puts 
it properly and in strict parliamentary phrase, 
will the House concur in the Senate amend- 
ment with an amendment, so thatthe House 
understands on what it is voting. Should the 
amendment be voted down the. question will 
recur on concurring in the Senate amendment 
with an amendment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
and nays on it. 

‘The yeas and nays were not ordered, 
eighteen members voting in favor thereof. 


Then I ask for the yeas 


only 


Mr. BINGHAM. Then I ask for tellerson 
the yeas and nays. 
Leilers on the yeas and nays were not or 


thereof. 
lhe amendment of the Senate was agreed to. 


GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 





dered, only sixteen members voting in favor 
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sider the several votes by which the amend 
ments had been concurred in, concurred in 
with amendments, and non-coneurred in: and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

lhe latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 

A message in writing from the President of 
the United States was communicated to the 
House by Mr. Horace Porrer, his Private 


Secretary, who also informed the House that 


the President had approved and signed a bill 
and joint eee of the following titles: 
A bill (H. R. No. 590) for the relief of cer 


tain settlers on the public landsin Lowa, under 
the provisions of the homestead laws; and 

A joint resolution (H.R. No. appoint- 
ing commissioners to inquire into depreda 
tion on the frontier of the State of Texas. 


136) 


INDtAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Che vs age the consideration of 
the bili (H. . 1192) making appropria- 


tions for the current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian Department, and for fultiliing 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes 
for the year ending June 80, 1878, and for 
other purposes; which was made a special 
order to-day after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. DAWES. Is it in to move 
suspend the rules in order to go into Commit 
tee of the Whole on the tariff bill? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will examine 
the records in relation to that subject. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘The gentleman from Cali 
fornia [Mr SarGent] says that he 
expect to occupy much time upon the Indian 
appropriation bill, and therefore I not 
press the motion to go into Committee of the 
Whole. 

lhe SPEAKER. The matter depends al 
together on the wording of the Journal. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I do not think 
it would take more than ten or fifleen minutes 
t dispose of it. 

Mr. SARGEN .. It Was especially ordered 
that amendments of the Senate to the 
[Indian appropriation bill should be considered 
afier the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. DAWES. If the House will not object 
my moving to go into Committee ot the 
Whole on the tariff bill after that time without 


order to 


does not 


will 


the 


to 


a morning hour, I will not make any further 
objection. 
Mr. KILLINGER. There is no necessity 


for a morning hour to-day when the Commities 
Military Affairs have evening 
to-night. 
The SPEAKER. The 
order upon the Journal. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On motion of Mr. 


sent, 
“Ordere d, That 


on an session 


Clerk will read the 


SARGENT, by unanimous con 
Tuesday next, immediately after 
the morning hour, to theexclusion of other business, 
the House shall proceed to the consideration of the 
bill making appropriations for the current and con- 


tingent expenses of the [ndian department, and for 


fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes, tor the year ending June 30, 1873, and for 
other purposes, and the bill shall be considered in 


” 


| the House under the five-mintues rule. 

The SPEAKER. the 
Senate will be read, and unless objection be 
made they will be concurred or 
in, 


The amendments of 


non concurred 
as the commiitee ymmend., 
The Clerk read the fitty-titth amendment of 
the Senate, as follows: 
Add to the clause, ‘‘for this amount, or so much 


thereof as may be necessary, to pay the expenses of 
the commission of citizens serving without pay, ap 


rec 


pointed by the President under the provisions ot 
the fourth section of the act of April 10, 1869, the 
| sum of $15,000; and said commission is hereby con 
| tinued, with the powers and duties heretofore pro 
vided by law.”’ the following: 

Provided, That any member of the board of Ir 
dian commissivners is hereby empowered to invest 
igate all contracts, expenditures, and accounts In 
connection with the Indian service, and shall bavo 


access toall books and papers relating theretoin any 
Government office : but the examination of vouch 
ers and accounts by the executive committoe of said 


|} board shall not be a prerequisite of payment, 





} 
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The Committee on Appropriations recom- 
mended concurrence in the amendment 

Mr. BECK. I understand that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations recommend non-con 


currence in this amendment of the Senate ? 
Phe SPEAKER. They do. 
Mr. BECK. Then I want to eall attention 
to a few facts. On the 3d of March, 1871, 


the Commiitee on Appropriations reported and 
Congress passed a bill of which this is part: 


Provided, That hereafter no payments shall be 
made hy any officer of the United States to con- 
tractors for goods or supplies of any sort furnished 
to the Indians, or for the transportation thereon, or 


for any buildings or machinery erected or placed on 
their reservations, under or by virtue of any con 
tract entered into with the Interior Department, or 
any branch thereol, on the receipts or certificates of 
the indian agents or superintendents for such sup- 
oo s, goods, transportation, buildings, or machinery, 
yeyond fifty percent. of the amount due until the 
accounts and vouchers shall have been submitted to 
the executive committee of the board of commis- 
sioners appointed by the President of the United 
States, and organized under the provisions of the 
fourth section of tae act of April 10, 1869, and the 
third section of the act approved April [July] 15, 
1870, for examination, revisal, and approval; and it 
sbail be theduty of the said board of commissioners 
without unnecessary delay to forward said accounts 
and vouchers 80 submitted to them to the Secretary 
of the Interior, with the reasons for their approval 
or disapproval of the same, in whole or in part, at- 
tached thereto ; and said Secretary shall have power 
to sustain, set aside, or modify the action of said 
board, and cause payment to be made or withheld, 
as he may determine.”’ 

Now, 


thecommittee propose, in little more 


than : to repeal that law and substitute 
for it this provision: 

For this amount, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, to pay the expenses of the commission 
of citizens serving without pay, appointed by the 
President under the provisions of the fourth section 


a year, 


of the actof April 10, 1869, the sum of $15,000; and 
said commission is hereby continued, with the 
powers and duties heretofore provided by law: 
Provided, That any member of the board of Indian 


commissioners is hereby empowered to investigate 
all contracts, expenditures, and accounts in connec- 
tion with the Ludian service, and shall have access 
to all books and papers relating thereto in any Gov- 
ernment office; but the examination of vouchers 
and accounts by the executive committee of said 
board shall not be a prerequisite of payment. 

That is equivalent to repealing it altogether. 
It seems to me to be simply ridiculous to 
allow them to examine all the books, &c., 
just as ridiculous as it was for gentlemen 
in the House to tell me that I could ZO and 
examine the books in the Navy and War 
Departments. If you want to return to the 
old system do it at once by a repeal of the law, 
and not hy confe ‘rring an impossible right on 
the commissioners—one they cannot and will 
not exercise. It is simply a return of the old 
stealing system. 

Mr. SARGENT. I concur with the gentle- 
man from Kentucky in the necessity of an 
examination, and in the committee I con- 
curred with him very heartily in the passage 
of the law a year ago. | am not particular in 
reference to this provision as it comes to us 
from the Senate. Some of the t:ecibers of 
the board of Indian commissioners, and espe- 
cially the Secretary, came to me and asked 
that this should be adopted. They said that 


a great many payments due from the Gov- | 


ernment to the Indians are delayed in their 
payment indefinitely they think, to those who 


have acted faithfully, honestly, and correctly | 


for the Government. Upon this advice the 
committee acted in recommending a concur 
rence in the amendment of the Senate. 

‘The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. SARGENT. 
to the bill all relate to one subject. We ask 
that the House non-concur in them, and I 
trust that the reading will not be required. 

By unanimous consent the closing amend- 
ments were non-concurred in. 

Mr. SARGENT moved to reconsider the 
vetes by which the amendments were sever- 
ally concurred in, non-concurred in, and con- 
curred in with amendments; and also moved 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I now ask of 


'the House a conference on the disagreeing 


course, 


votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
of the Senate to the deficiency bill. 


There was no objection, and it was so 
ordered. 
Mr. BECK. I have been trying to be 


heard, and I wish to offer an amendment to 
repeal that portion of the act of 1869 which 
appoints a board of Indian commissioners. 

The SPEAKER. ‘That is not germane to 
the last amendment to the bill, and the Chair 
cannot entertain it. If the amendment were 
germane the Chair would entertain it of 
but at present nothing is in order but 
an amendment to the Senate amendment. 

Mr. BECK. I am not prepared upon a 
cursory examination myself to state whether 
the amendment is germane or not, but | have 
been trying to make myself heard as tar as | 
could fur some time without succeeding. I 
understand they have come to the Committee 
on Appropriations and said they did not desire 
to investigate any further. 

Mr. SARGENT. Did the gentleman under- 
stand that from me? 

Mr. BECK. I think so. 

Mr. SAKGENT. Then the gentleman mis- 
understood me. I will state that I understood 
this amendment was the suggestion of the 
board of Indian commissioners, on account of 
the great delays in examining the accounts. 
They were willing to undertake the labor of 

examination and to ferret out every case of 
fraud. My friend is mistaken in stating that 
the object of creating this commission was the 
examination of these accounts. We put that 


| additional duty upon them some year or two 


after the commission was created. 
These indian commissioners go personally 
all through the Indian country; they attend 


| at the purchases of goods; they see that proper 


| 
advertisements are made 3 


they select the goods 
according to the samples furnished ; they in- 
spect the goods as they are delivered to the 
Indians. They attend not only at the places 


| where the goods are bought, but at the places | 
| where they are delivered. 


Their reports are 
valuable, as giving the Government inform- 
ation of any wrongs committed upon the In- 
dians, or frauds perpetrated upon the Govern- 
ment. [ must say that it is my firm convic- 
tion, after several years’ attention to this mat- 
ter, that the Indian commission, under the pres- 
ent Commissioner of Indian Affairs, General 
Walker, have succeeded in bringing the Indian 
service down to an honest and economical 
basis; and I should certainly regret to see the 
board of Indian commissioners abolished. 

Mr. BECK. I do not see that I can attach 
my amendment anywhere so that it would be 
germane. But I desire to say that I was advised 
by the commissioners that the valuable service 


_which they rendered was in supervising these 


' accounts. 


I know of nothing else that is as 


_ valuable which they can perform, and if they 


The closing amendments | 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the || 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


| 


| now in order? 


_ desire to withdraw from that and open the | 
floodgates of fraud that have 


gone on for 
thirty years, then I think the commission 
should be disbanded. 

The SPEAKER. 
pending 

Mr. SARGENT. I move to recoasider the 
various votes upon these Senate amendments ; 
and I also move that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SARGENT. I move that the House 
ask a committee of conference upon the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and the House now regolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union on the special order. 


Mr. COBURN. Is morning hour business 


There is no amendment 


- 





| 
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The SPEAKER. It will be, unless the 
House agree to to the motion to suspend the 
rules and go into Committee of the Whole on 
the tariff bill. 

Pending the motion to suspend the rules, 

EXTRADITION TREATY WITH BELGIUM. 


Mr. COX submittted the following resolu- 


| tion, which was read, considered, and adopted: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States 
be requested, if not incompetsple, with the public 
interest, to communicate to this House any corre- 
spondence during the last and present Adwinistra- 
ticns having reference to an extradition treaty with 
Belgium. 


WILLIAM NIXON. 


The SPEAKER. This morning the House 
referred to the Committee of Claims several 
bills on the Speaker’s table pertaining to that 
committee. One bill was overlooked. The 
Chair supposes there will be no objection to 
its reference also. 

No objection was made; and accordingly 
Senate bill No. 518, for the relief of William 
Nixon, of West Virginia, was taken from the 
Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


THOMAS HUGHES. 


Mr. WALDEN. I[ask unanimous consent 
to have taken from the Speaker’s table, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
Senate bill No. 548, for the relief of Thomas 
Hughes. 

No objection was made; and the bill was 
accordingly taken from the Speaker’s table, 
read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


ELECTION CONTEST—M KISSICK VS. WALLACE. 
Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin, from the 
Committee of Elections, presented a report 


in the contested-election case of McKissick vs. 
Wallace, from the fourth congressional district 


| of the State of South Carolina, together with the 
| following resolution: 


Resolved, That ALEXANDER S, WALLACE is entitled 
to retain the seat he now occupies as Representative 
from the fourth district of South Carolina in the 
Forty-Second Congress. 

lhe report and resolution were laid upon 
the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. I desire 
to give notice that I desire to call up this case 
for consideration on Thursday next. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that they had exam- 
ined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same : 

An act (S. No. 978) to fund certain liabili- 
ties of the city of Washington, existing June 
1, 1871, and to limit the debt of and taxation 
in the District of Columbia; 

An act (H. R. No. 1060) making appropria 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judi 
cial expenses ot the Government for the year 
ending June 30, 1873, and for other purposes ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1194) directing the proper 
officers in the Treasury Department to credit 
John Seys, of Ohio, the sum therein men- 
tioned ; and 

An act (H. R. No. 2624) to provide forthe 
removal of the Kansas tribe of Indians to the 
Indian territory, and to dispose of their lands 
in Kansas to actual settlers. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was 
granted to Mr. HaMBLETON for to morrow; to 
Mr. Barry and Mr. Forker for one week; to 
Mr. McKee for six days; to Mr. Wairecey for 
the remainder of this week; to Mr. Van TRUMP 
for ten days; and to Mr. Hazettron of New 
Jersey indefinitely on account of a death in 
his family. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. WILLIAMS, of Indiana, by unanimous 
consent, obtained leave to withdraw from the 
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files of the House papers in the case of Julius 
Sr randel. 

‘Mr. B. F. MEYERS, by unanimous consent, 
obtained leave to withdraw from the files of the 
House papers in the case of Daniel B. Zim- 
werman. 

Mr. LOWE, by unanimous consent, obtained 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House 
papers in the case of William O. Ridden. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND, by unanimous con 
cent, obtained leave to withdraw from the files 
of the House papers in the case of Robert R. 
Selden. 

BICKFORD AND STANLEY, 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
hefore the House a communication from the 
Secretary of the Interior in relation to the 
claim of Messrs. Bickford and Stanley on 
account of depredations committed by Chey- 


enne Indians in 1864; which was referred to | 


the Committee of Claims. 


JAMES G. FIELDS. 


The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a communication 
from the Secretary of War in relation to the 
claim of James G. Fields for extra compen 
sation as paymaster’s clerk; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of Claims. 

CUSTOMS 


COLLECTOR, ALEXANDRIA DISTRICT. 


lhe SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting the dratt of a bill to increase the com- 
pensation of the collector of customs for the 


district of Alexandria ; which was referred to | 


the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed, 


MILITAKY POST IN UTAH. % 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a communication 


from the Secretary of War, in relation to an | 
uppropriation for the establishment of a mili- | 


tary post near the town of Beaver City, Utah 
Territory; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed, 
INDIAN HOME GUARDS. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a communication 


to a resolution of the House of December 11, 
1871, in relation to the payment of bounties, 
back pay, and pensions to the first, second, 
and third regiments of Indian home guards ; 


which was referred to the Committee on I[n- | 


dian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


SMITHSONIAN REPORT. 


TheSPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, | 
laid before the House the following concurrent | 


resolution of the Senate; which was referred 
under the law to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, (the House of Representatives concur- 
ring,) That twelve thousand five hundred additional 
copiesof the report of the Smithsonian Institution 
for the year 1871 be printed ; two thousand five hun- 
dred of which shall be forthe use of the Senate, five 
thousand for the use of the House, and five thou- 
sand for the use of the institution: Provided, That 
the aggregate number of pages of said report shall 
not exceed four hundred and fifty, and that there 
shall be no ilustrations except those furnished by 
the Smithsonian Institution. 


AGRICULTURAL CONVENTION, ETC, 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House the following con- 
current resolution of the Senate; which was 


referred under the law to the Committee on | 


Printing: 


_ Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representa- 
tives concurring,) That there be printed twenty-one 
thousand additional copies of the report of the pro- 
ceedings of the convention of delegates from agri- 


| to test the sense of the House 


the Commissioner of Agriculture, of which one hun- 
dred copies shall be supplied toeach delegate to the 
convention, 


TARIFF 

Mr. DAWES. I now renew my motion 
that the rules be suspended, and that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union to proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2822) 
to reduce duties on imports and to reduce 
internal taxes, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Scorie.p in the chair,) and 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. No. 2322) to reduce duties on imports 
and to reduce internal taxes, and for 
purposes 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the order of the 
House the committee now proceeds to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2322) to 


BILL. 


other 


reduce duties on imports and to reduce 
internal taxes, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That on and after the Ist day of Jan- 
uary, 1873, in lieu of the duties heretofore imposed 
by law on the articles hereinafter enumerated or 
provided for, imported from foreign countries, there 
shall be levied, collected, and paid the following 
duties and rates of duty, that is to say. 


Mr. KELLEY. Mr. 
save time— 

Mr. DAWES. 
lowing: 

On teas of all kinds, ten cents per pound. On 
coffee of all kinds, two cents per pound. 


Mr. KELLEY. 


Chairman, in order to 


| move to strike out the fol- 


In order to save time and 





Mr. DAWES. Let us get this out first. 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Whatis the 


| question? 


Mr. KELLEY. In order to test the sense of 
the House and to save time, | move to strike 
out the enacting clause of the bill. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 
question before the committee ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion to strike 
out the enacting clause of the bill. 

Mr. BROOKS, ot New York. 


W hat is the 


What 


be- 


| comes of the motion of the gentleman from 


; : ce | Massachusetts ? 
from the Secretary of the Interior, in answer | 


The CHAIRMAN. The motion to strike 


| out the enacting clause takes precedence. 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Who had 
| the floor first? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 


Massachusetts had the floor first, and was 
recognized. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I propose to 
make some remarks on the amendment of the 
gentleman trom Massachusetts. 

Mr. KELLEY. My motion is uot debatable. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts took his seat, and the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania moved to strike out 
the enacting clause of the bill. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Cannot I, 
under the rules, discuss the amendment of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts to strike out 


| tea and coffee? 


cultural colleges, State agricultural societies, &c., | 


held in the city of Washington on the 15th, 16th, 
and 17th of February, 1872, and communicated to 
the Senate by the Commissioner of Agriculture, of 
which five hundred copies shall be for the use of the 
Senate, six thousand for the use of the House, and 
fourteen thousand five hundred copies for the use of 


I 


The CHAIRMAN. Not under the rules. 


The motion of the gentleman from Pennsy]- 


| vania is not debatabie, and takes precedence 


over a motion to amend. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. A motion to strike 
out the first paragraph was made by the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and not withdrawn. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
stands. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Andis pending now? 

The CHAIRMAN, Yes; but pending that 
motion the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
moved to strike out the enacting clause, and 
that motion, under the rules, has first to be 
put. 

Mr. COX. 


So the Chair under 


I make the point of order that 
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the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
is not germane to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts. . 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 
is not germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion to strike 
out the enacting clause must be first voted on, 
for the reason if the enacting clause is stricken 
out all the amendments to the bill will be lost 
When a substitute to a bill is moved, amend 
ments to the original text must be first voted 
on, but, although amendments may be pxud 
ing, & motion to strike out the enacting claus: 
takes precedence, and must be first voted on 

Mr. COX. With all submission tothe Chair, 
must not the vote be first taken on the amend 
ment of the gentleman from Massachuse'!ts ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The rule is express 
that when a motion to strike out the enacting 
clause is made, although amendments may be 
pending, the question must be first taken on 
the motion to strike out the enacting clause. 

Mr. BROOKS, ot New York. What is the 
effect of striking out the enacting clause? 

The CHAIRMAN. The effect will be that 


the committee will immediately rise, without 


Certainly it 


motion even, and report that fact to the 
House. 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York. And the 


whole bill will be killed. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the report of the 
Committee of the Whole be concurred in such 
will be the effect of the motion. 

Mr. DAWES. When the report of the 
Committee of the Whole comes before the 
House, will it be in order to move to recom 
mit with instructions? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the rule of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


lhe Clerk will report 


A motion to strike out the enacting words of 
a bill shall have precedence of a motion to amend ; 
and if carried shall be considered equivalent to its 
rejection. Whenever a bill is reported from a Com 
mittee of the Whole, with a recommendation to 
strike out the enacting words, and such recommend 


\| ation is disagreed to by the House, the bill shall 


stand recommitted to the said committee without 
iurther action by the House.’’ 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I suggest to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania t. at the question 
had better be taken on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, who has been 


| instructed to move to strike out the paragraphs 


in reference to tea and coffee. 
Mr. KELLEY. I adhere to my motion. 
Mr. COX. Would it be in order to debate 
the motion of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [ Mr. Dawes, | tostrike out the paragraph 


relating to tea, 


The CHAIRMAN. 


If the motion to strike 


| out the enacting clause should be lost, the 


motion made by the gentleman from Massa 
chusetts [Mr. Dawes] will be in order, and 
will then be debatable. 

The question being taken on Mr. KeLvry’s 
motion to strike out the enacting clause of 
the bill, there were—ayes 90, noes 75. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York, demanded 
tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Brooks, of 


| New York, and Mr. Ke..ey were appointed 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York I 


yould 


| inquire if it is in order to have a call of the 


| House, and to send to the circus for 


a good 


| many of the members who are there. [ Laugh 


ter. | 
Several MEMBERS. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


Too iate! 


A motion for a call of 


| the House is not in order in Committee of the 


Whole. 
The tellers having taken their places, the 
Committee again divided ; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 95, noes 75. 
So the motion that the committee rise 


arree’ - 
igreed to 


Was 


The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Sco 
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FIELD reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had 
under « sideration the Union generally, and 
particularly the bill (H. R. No. 2322) to re 
duce duties on imports, and to reduce internal 
taxes, and for other purposes, and had in 
tructed him toreport that they had struck out 
the enaching Clause ol the bill. 

The SPEAKER. On whose motion was 
the enac ing clause struck out? 

Mr. SCOFIELD On the motion of the 
gentleman from Peunsylvania, [Mr. Kevvey. | 

The SPEAKER The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [ Mr. Keviey] is recognized by 
the Chair 

Mr. KELLEY. I move that the House 
concur in the action of the Committee of the 
Whole, and that the bill (H. R. No. 2348) 
for the further reduction of taxes and the en- 
couragement of commerce, be referred to the 


with instruc- 
to-morrow morning, 


under the order of 16th April relating to bill 
N! Vo” 


Committee of Ways and Means, 


tious to report the same 


wo 


Mr DA VES. Idesire to offer a substitute 
for the structions proposed by the ge ntleman 
from re lvania 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 


not framed his motion ex- 
with the rule. The Chair 
the rule, and the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania will see the -ne- 
cessity of somewhat modif: ying his motion 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I object to 
instructions to the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia from the Chair 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not instruct- 
ing the geutlemen from Pennsylvania. But he 
cannot entertain a motion which the rule will 
not allow 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Then the 
Chair is bound to give the floor to some one 
who can make a roper moi\ion, 


p 
CAKER. 


Pennsylvania has 
actiy in ac cordance 


will direct ithe reading of 


The SPI Probably the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania may do so when the rule 
is re ad, 

lhe Clerk read the rule, as follows: 


A motion to strike out the enacting words of a bill 
hall have preeedence of a motion to amend; and if 
carried. shall be considered equivalent to its rejec- 
tion. Whenever a bill is reported froma Committee 
otthe Whole, witha recommendation to strike out 
the enacting words, and such recommendation is 
disngreed to bythe House, the bill shall stand re- 
committed to the said committee without further 
the House. But betore the question of 
coneurrence is submitted, it is in order to entertain 


ACLIOT y 


“motion to refer the bill to any committee of the 
House, with or without instructions, and when the 

ive ix again reported to the House, it shall be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole without 
debate, and resume its original place on the Cal- 
endar.’’—Rule 123. 

Mr. KELLEY. I move to refer the bill to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, with in 


strucuions to report hill No. 2848, for the fur- 
ther reduction of taxes and the encouragement 
of « That bill is the 
as has been referred to the Committee 
ot the Whole without special order 

Mr. DAWES. 1 
the ions moved by 
the 


ommerce, as a substitute. 


saIDe 


as a substitute for 
the gentleman from 
following: 


move 
imstruct 


Pennsylvania, 


Substitute for so much of said bill as is contained 
between lines twenty-two, pace 2, and lines three 
huudred and venty-two, page 16, inclusive, the 
following: 

Sec. —. That on and after the day and year when 


this act shall take effect, 
posed by law on the 
ated, there shall be 


in liea of the duties in- 
articles in this section enumer- 
levied, collected, and paid on 
the goods, wares, and merchandise in this section 
enumerated and provided tor, imported from for- 
eign countries, ninety per cent, of the several duties 
sd rates of duty now imposed by law upon said arti- 
cles severally, it being the intent of this section to 
reduce existing duties on said articles ten per cent. 
ol euch dur 1s 5 thi Lis to say 

On all manufactures of cotton, or of which cotton 
is the component part of chief value ; 

On all wools, bair of the alpaca goat, and other 
animals, aud all manufactures wholly or in part of 
wool or hair of the alpaca, and other animals; 

On all iron and manutactures of iron, or manu- 
factures of which iron is the component material of 
chief value, excepting cotton machinery; 

On all metals not herein otherwise provided for, 


and on all manufactures of metals; of which either 
of them is the component part of chief value; 

On all manufactures of India-rubber, gutta-percha, | 
or straw, and on oil-cloths of all descriptions: Pro- 
vided, That the rate of duty upon umbrellas, para- 
sols, and sunshades shall in no case be less than is 
imposed upon goods of the same material and qual- 
ity as the coverings thereof. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. 
amendment? 

The SPEAKER. There isalready an amend- 
ment pending in the second degree, and an 
amendment inthe third degree is not in order. 

Mr. DAWES. I cali the previous questiou 
upon my motion. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. 1 move to insert 

‘eighty’ per cent. in place of ‘* ninety.’’ 

Mr. COX. 
to the motion of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, [Mr. KeLLey. | 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [ Mr. 
bill to the Committee of Ways and Means, with 
instructions to report a bill so amended as to 
reduce the duties to ninety per cent. The 


Is it subject to 


gentieman from Missouri moves to amend by || 


inserting *‘ eighty’’ in place of ‘* ninety.”’ 
Mr. BURCHARD. Lunderstand the motion 


of the gentleman from Massachusetts to be to | 


amend the committee’s bill. It is important 
that every member should understand what 
is being done. 

Mr. DAWES. The motion I make is to 
amend the bill in the committee by substi- 
tuting a reduction of ten per cent. The 
motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
is to take his bill in place of the one reported 
by the Committee of Ways and Means. Mine 
is to take the committee’s bill, and to take 
off a specific reduction of ten per cent. 

Mr. KELLEY. Is this question at all de- 
batable? As I understand this question it is 
intended to evade the primary discussion of 
any revenue question in the House. I under- 
stand that it is an absolute assertion as to what 


| the rights and duties are of the commistee to 


bring the bill before the House for considera- 
tion or amendment. 

The SPEAKER. This bill must go to the 
committee under some instructions from the 
House. unless a vote of the House prevents it. 

Mr. KELLEY. Then the question is whether 
internal revenue affairs have yet been con- 
sidered, 

Mr. COX. After the statement of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts that his amend- 
ment was not germane to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, it is cer- 
tainly not in order. 

The SPEAKER. It is still in order, for 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawes] moves a certain amendment in the 
tariff law to reduce the duties to ninety per 
cent., and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
lINKELNBURG | moves to reduce them to eighty 
per cent., the difference being that the one 
gentleman proposes to reduce the duties twenty 
per cent., and the other ten. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Cannot we get at 
the bill of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
without all this cireumlocution ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman himself 
exercised the right of offering an amendment. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
can get hold of the bill of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER. 
special order. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. But the House can 
at any time make ita special order. 

The SPEAKER. No; not unless it is the 
report of a. ‘ommitiee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Cou!d notthe House 
now make it a special order? 

The SPEAKER. It can make it a special 
order if it be reported from the Committee of 
Ways and Means. 


Mr. RANDALL. 


It will 


not then 


“| 
| 


That amendment is not germane | 


| 





Dawes] moves to refer the | 
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] withdraw it if we || 


be al 


I understand that if the | 


| order. 


| make I could not be heard till now. 
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then take up the sections in relation to inter. 
nal revenue. 

The SPEAKER. The question comes 
directly on the motion of the gentleman trom 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Ke._vey,] which is to in- 
struct the Commitiee of Ways and Means to 
report back the bill with his amendment. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Will not the 
bill necessarily go back to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union when 
reported back ? 

The SPEAKER. It will, and the matter 
will be within the entire control of the House. 

Mr. BECK. I rose before the geutleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Finketnsure) did, hold 
ing an amendment in my hand to strike tea 
and coffee out of this bill or to put it on the 
tree list; but in spite of all the noise I could 
I want 
to know if it is not in order now to move that 
tea and coffee be stricken out or placed on 
the free list? 

The SPEAKER. Not unless the House 
ean get atit. By simply calling the previous 
question on the motion of the gentleman from 
Missouri, if that be voted down other amend- 
ments will be in order; but if the previous 
question be called upon the whole subject 
and seconded by the House of course that 
would exhaust the whole power of amend- 
ment. 

Mr. KELLEY. I call the previous ques 
tion upon the whole subject. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I suggest to 
the gentleman tuat he amend his motion by 
putting in the words ‘‘ report forthwith.’’ 

Mr. KELLEY. [| accept that amendment. 

Mr. BURCHARD, I desire to amend the 


| motioy of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 


| 





. ** i 
two first propositions are voted down, you can |/ 


The SPEAKER. No other motion is in 


Mr. BURCHARD. The motion of the gen- 


| tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] is to 


amend the instructions moved by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania (Mr. KELLEY] by sub- 
stituting instructions proposed by him. The 
motion of the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
FINKELNBURG] is to amend the substitute. Is 
not a motion in order to amend the original 
instructions moved by the gentleman trom 


|| Pennsylvania? 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illi- 
uois will perceive that although technically 
the amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri is pending to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes, } 
they both relate to the original bill, and it 
would complicate matters very much to have 
so many amendments pending before the 
House. . 

The question was upon the amendment of 
the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. FinkgLN- 
BURG, ] to strike out from the amendment of 
Mr. Dawes the word ‘‘ninety’’ and insert 
** eighty ;’’ so as to make the reduction twenty 
per cent. instead of ten per cent. 

Mr. BECK. On that motion I ask for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 80, nays 108, not voting 
as follows : 
YEAS—Messrs. Adams, 


52; 
Archer, Arthur, Averill, 
Beatty, Beck, Beveridge, Bird, James G. Blair. 
Braxton, Bright, James Brooks. Burchard, Cald- 
well, Comingo, Conner, veren. Cox, Crebs, Critcher, 
Crossiaund, Donnan, Dox, L duke, Dunnell, Eldredge, 
Kly, Farnsworth, Finkelnburg, Golladay, Handley, 
Hanke, Hawley, Hay, Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, 
Kendall, Kerr, King. Lamison. Lowe, Marshatl, Me- 
Cormick, McCrary, McHenry, McIntyre, Mckinney, 
McNeely, Merrick, Morgan, Orr, Hosea W. Parker, 
Eli Perry, Potter, Price, Read, Edward Y. Rice, 
John M. Rice, Ritchie, William R. Roberts, Robin- 
son, Roosevelt, Shanks, Slater, Slocum, Stevenson, 
Terry, Dwight Townsend, Turner, Tuthill, Tyner, 
Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddell, Whitthorne, Wil- 
liams of New York, Jeremiah M. Wilson, Winches- 
ter, and Wood—80. 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Ambler, Ames, Banks, 
Barver, Barnum, Bell, Bigby, Bingham, Boles, 
George M. Brooks, Buffinton, Burdett, Benjamin F. 
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Rutler, Roderick R. Butler, Cobb, Coburn, Conger, 
ie Crocker, Darrall, Dawes. Duell, Eames, 
12 Farwell, Charles Foster, Henry D. Foster, 
za : b: Fostei r, Frye, Garfield, Getz, Goodrich, 
ft iidem Hale, Halsey, Harmer, Harper, 





Hill, Hoar, 


Killinger, 


Houghton, 


Kelley, 
Lans sing. 


Leach, May- 


Hi i tel 


Kell ‘Ketcham, 


aeil Ale Clellant d, McGrew, Mercur, Merriam, Ben- 

min F. Meyers, Monroe, Morey, ae Myers, 
Packard, Packer, Palmer, lsaae C. Parker, Peck. 
ileton, Perce, Peters, Poland, ‘Prindle. Rainey, 


s H. Roberts, Kogers, 
Seofield, Seeley, Sessions, 
4, Shoemaker, H. Boardman 
Worthington C. Smith, 
[homas J. 





Rusk, Sargent, 
Sheldon, Sher- 
Smith, John A. 
Snapp, Snyder, R. 


\ilron Speer, Speer, Sprague, Storm, 
Seoughton, Strong, St. John, Sutherland, Sypher, 
fae, Washington Townsend, Twichell, Upson, 


uap. Walden, W 
ev, Willard, 
Wilson- 108. 
vol VOTLNG— Messrs. Barry. Biggs, Austin 
‘air, Buckley, Campbell, Carroll, William T. Clark, 
man Clarke, Coghlan, Davis, De Large, Dickey, 


alls, Warren, Wheeler, 
Williams of Indiana, and John 


Du Bose, Forker, Garrett, Hambleton, Hancock, 
George E. Harris, John T. Harris, Havens, Hays, 
san W.dlazelton, Holman, Hooper, Kinsella, Lam- 
rt, Lewis, Lyneh, Manson, McJunkin, MeKee, 
Mitchell, Moore, Morphis, Negley, Niblack, Aaron 
l. Perry, Platt, Porter, Shellabarger, Shober, Sloss, 


irkweather,Stevens,Stowell, Swann, Thomas,Van | 


Trump, Waldron, Wallace, Wells, and Young—52, 

So the amendment of Mr. FINKELNBURG was 
not agreed to. 

During the eall of the roll, 

Mr. NEGLEY said: Mr. HamBueton, of 
Maryland, when he left the city by leave of 

‘House, did not anticipate that any vote 
ipon this bill would be taken before he re- 
turned. 
him, but I have not been able to do sv, and 
therefore I will pair with him myself. Mr. 
HAMBLETON, if present, would vote ‘*‘ay”’ 


on 

this motion, aud | would vote ‘‘no.’’ 
Mr. BECK. I desire to state that Mr. 
Lewis, my colleague, is detained from the 


House by sickness; if present he would vote 
ays" 

Mr. BIGGS. I am paired with Mr. Hazet- 
TON, Of New Jersey. 
‘no,’ and I would vote ‘ay. 

Mr. SWANN. lam paired with Mr. Dickey, 

f Pennsylvania, who, if present, would vote 
‘‘no,’’? while I would vote ‘* ay.’’ 

Mr. CLARK, of Texas. I am paired with 
Mr. Garrett, of Tennessee. If present he 
would vote *tay,’’ while Il would vote ** no.”’ 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I am paired with 
Mr. Manson, of Indiana, on all questions con- 
vected with the tariff. If present he would 
‘‘ay’’ on this question, and | would vote 
“no. 

be question recurred upon the substitute 
moved by Mr. Dawes for the instructions 
moved by Mr. KELLEY, which substitute was 
in effect to reduce the tariff on the articles 
named ten per cent. from the existing rates. 

Mr. HALDEMAN and Mr. COX called for 


the yeas and nays. 


vote 


he yeas and nays were ordered. 
Che question: was taken; and there were— 
yeas 111, nays 77, not voting 52; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Archer, Arthur, Averill, 
Barnum, Beatty, Beck, Beveridge, Bigby, Bird, 
Braxton, Bright, James Brooks, Buftinton, Bur- 
chard, Caldwell, Coburn, Coghlan, Comingo, Con- 


ner, Cotton, Cox, Crebs, Critcher, Crossland, Dawes, 
Donnan, Dox, Duke, Dunnell, Kidredge, Ely, Farns- 
worth, Finkeloburg. Frye, Garfield, Getz, Golladay, 
Goodric h, Haldeman, Hale, Handley, Llanks, Ha- 
vens, Hawley, Hay, Gerry W. Ha zelton, Hereford, 
Herndon, Hibbard, Kendall, Kerr, Ketcham, King, 
yamioon, Lowe, Marshall, Mc Cormick, McC rary, 

McHenry, McIntyre, McKinney, McNeely, Merrick, 


Benjamin F. Meyers, Morgan, Orr, Packard, Pal- 
mer, Hosea W Parker, Perce, eli Perry, Peters, 
Potter, Price, Read, Kdward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, 


Ritchie, Ellis H. Roberts, 
Roosevelt, Rusk, Shanks, 
ington C. Smith, Snyder, 
venson, Storm, Stoughton, 
Te ownsend, ‘Turner, Tuthill, ‘Twichell, yner, 
Vaughan, Voorhees, Walden, Warren, Wheeler, 
Whiteley, Whitthorne, Williams of Indiana, Wil- 
liams of New York, Jeremiah M. Wiison, Win- 
cheste r, and W ood—111. 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Ames, Banks, 
Bell, Bingham, Boles, George M. Brooks, Burdett, 
Roderick RK. Butler, Conger, Creely, Crocker, Dar- 
rall, Duell, Eames, Elliott, Farwell, Charles Foster, 
Henry D. Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Griflith, Halsey, 
parmer, Harper, Hill, Hoar, Houghton, Kelley, 
ncllogs. Killinger, Lamport Lansing, Leach, May- 
nard, McCleliand, McGrew, N 


William R. 
Slater, Slocum, Worth- 
Thomas J. Speer, Ste- 
Strong, Terry, Dwight 


Roberts, 


Barber, 


He requested me to obtain a pair for | 


If present he would vote | 


| would vote ‘‘ay,”’ 


| with Mr.’ 
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roe, Morey, Leonard Myers, Packer, Isaac C. Par- 
ker, Peck, Pendleton, Platt, Poland, Prindle, 
Rainey, Randall, Rogers, Sargent, Sawyer, Scofield, 
Seeley, Sessions. Sheldon, Sherwood, Shoemaker, 
H. Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, Snapp, R. 
Milton Speer, Sprague, Stowell, St. John, Sypher, 
Taffe, Washington Townsend, Upson, Waddell, 
Wakeman, Wallace, Walls, Willard, and John T. 
Wilson—77. 


NOT VOTING—Messrs. Ambler, Barry, Biggs, 
Austin Blair, James G@. Blair, Buckley, Benjamin 
F. Butler, Campbell, Carroll, William T. Clark, 
Freeman Clarke, Cobb, Davis, De Large, Dickey, 
Du Bose, Forker, Garrett, Hambleton, Hancock, 
George E. Harris, John T. Harris, Hays, John W. 
Hazelton, Holman, Hooper, Kinsella, Lewis, Lynch, 
Manson, MeJunkin, McKee, Mitchell, Moore, Mor- 
phis, Negley, Niblack, Aaron F. Perry, Porter, Rob- 
inson, Shellabarger, Shober, Sloss, Starkweather, 


Stevens, Sutherland, Swann, Thomas, Van Trump, 
Waldron, Wells, and Young—52. 


So the substitute was agreed to. 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. SWANN said: On this question I 
am paired with Mr. Dickey, of Pennsylvania, 


who, if present, would vote ‘‘no,’’ while | 
would = e ‘ay.’ 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I am paired with 
Mr. “Fenag of Indiana, who, if present, 


y, ’ and | would vote *‘ no.’ 
Mr. DAWES. I desire to state that 
Hooper, my colleague, is absent 

of serious illness. 


Mr. 


on account 


Mr. AMBLER. On this question | am 
paired with Mr. Buriter, of Massachusetts. 
If here, he would vote for and I against the 


pending motion. 
Mr. BIGGS. On this question I am paired 


Hazevron, of New Jersey, who, if 


| present, would vote ‘‘no,’’ and I would vote 
* ay.”’ 
Mr. KERR. I desire to state that Mr. Hot- 





MAN, my colleague, is detained from the House 


by illness. If present he would vote ‘‘ ay’’ on 


| this proposition. 


Mr. CLARK, of Texas. I am paired with 
Mr. Garrett, of Tennessee, who is in favor 
of this proposition, and | am opposed to it. 

The vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. KELLEY. [I find that a number of 
gentlemen have voted under a msapprehen- 
sion. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is not, pending the 
operation of the previous question. 


Mr. FINKELNBURG. Then I object to 
debate. 
Mr. KELLEY. I would inquire of the 


| Chair if the proposition of the gentleman from 


| 


fercur, Merriam, Mon- i) 


Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] should now be 
voted down, would not the question then be 
upon my proposition ? 

The SPEAKER. It would not, because 
the proposition of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Kettey] is no longer before 
the House, the proposition of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] having 
been substituted for it ty the vote just taken. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I think there 
has been no mistake, but rather that the coa- 
lition which was formed has been broken, the 


| trade that was made has been bursted. 


The SPEAKER. The question now is, will 
the House instruct the Committee of Ways 


| and Means to report back forthwith the tariff 
| and internal tax bill with the instructions just 


adopted on motion of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? That is the question on which 
the previous question is operating. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. If the instructions just voted should 
finally prevail, shall we go back into the Com- 
nittee of the Whole upon the original bill ? 

The SPEAKER. On the original bill, ex 
cept that from line twenty-two, to line three 
hundred and seventy-two that which has been 
read is substituted for the printed text—the 
effect being to make a ten per cent. reduction 
on the articles enumerated. ‘The question is 
now on the motion to refer with the instruc- 


tions as amended on motion of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [ Mr. Dawes. ] 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 
87, noes 71, 
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| Starkweather, Stowell, St. 


| as amended 


il 


3159 


Mr. 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 


AMBLER. I eall for the yeas and 


in the affirmative—yeas 117, nays 75, not 
voting 48; as follows: 
Y EAS—Messrs. Adams, Archer, Arthur, Averill, 


Barnum, 
James G. 
Buflinton, 
Coburn, 


Beatty, Beck, Beveridge, Bighy, Bird, 
Blair, Braxton, Bright, James Brooks, 
Burchard, Benjamin F. Butler, Caldweil, 
Coghlan, Comingo, Cotton, Cox, Crebs, 
Critcher, Crossland, Dawes, Donnan, Dox, Duke, 
Dunnell, Eldredge, Ely, Farnsworth, Finkelnburg, 
Frye, Garfield, Golladay, Goodrich, Haldeman, llate, 
Handley, John T. Hs arris, Ilavens, Hawley, Hay, 
Gerry W. Hazelton, Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, 
Hoar, Kellogg, Kendall, Kerr, King, Lamison, 
Lowe, Marshall, MeC peeniee MeCrary, Mellenry. 
MeIntyre, McNeely, Merrick, Benjamin F. Meyers, 
Morgan, Orr, Packard, "he wed Hosea Ww. Parker, 
Perce, Eli Perry, Peters, Platt, Potter, Price, Prin 
dle, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, Ritchie, 
Ellis H. Roberts, William R. Roberts, Robinson, 
Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, Shanks, Sheldon, Slater, 
Slocum, Worthington C. Smith, Thomas J. Speer, 
Stevens, Stevenson, Storm, Stoughton, Strong, Sy- 
yher, Taffe, Terry, Dwight Townsend, Turner, Tut 
1ill, Twichell, Tyner. Vaughan, Walden, Warren, 
Wheeler, Whiteley, Whitthorne, Williams of Indi 
ana, Williams of New York, Jeremiah M. Wilson, 
Winchester, and Wood—117. 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Ambler, Ames, Banks, 
rarber, Bell, Bingham, Austin Blair, Boles, George 
M. Brooks, Burdett, Roderick R. Butler, Cobb, 
Conger, Conner, Creely, Crocker, Darrall, Duell, 
Eames, Elliott, Farwell, Henry D. Foster, Wilder D. 
Foster, Getz. Griflith, Halsey, Harmer, Harper, Hill, 


Houghton, Kelley. Killinger, Lamport, Lansing, 
Leach, Maynard, McClelland, MeGrew, MeJunkin, 
Mereur, Merriam, Monroe, Morey, Leonard Myers, 


Packer, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, 
Rainey, Randall, Rogers. Scofield, Seeley, Sessions, 
Sherwood, Shoemaker, H. Boardman Smith, John 
A. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, R. Milton Speer, Sprague, 
Jobn, Washington Town 
Upson, Waddell, Wakeman, Wallace, Walls, 
and John T. Wilson—75, 


Poland, 


send, 
Willard, 


NOT VOTING—Messrs. Barry, Biggs, Buckley, 
Campbell, Carroll, William T. Clark, Freeman 
Clarke, Davis, De Large, Dickey, Du Bose, Forker, 


Charles Foster, Guarrett, Hambleton, Hancock, 
Hanks, George E. Harris, Hays, John W. Hazeiton, 
Holman, Hooper, Ketcham, Kinsella, e Wis . Lyneh, 
Manson, McKee, McKinney, Mitchell, Moore, Mor- 
phis, Negley, Niblack, Aaron F. Pe srry, Porter, 


Roosevelt, Shellabarger, Shober. Sloss, 
Swann, Thomas, Van Trump, 
Vells, and Young—48. 

So the motion to refer;the bill to the Com 
mittee of Ways and Means, with instructions, 


on motion of Mr. Dawes, 


Sutherland, 
Voorhees, Waldron 


WAS 
agreed to. 

During the roll-call the following proceed 
ings took place: 

Mr. CONNER. 1 wish to inquire whether 
the adoption of these instructions will bri 
before the House the minority or the majority 
bill ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot answei 
a parliamentary inquiry of that kind during 
the roll-call. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. On this question | 


am paired with the gentleman from Indiana, 


ng 
5 


Mr. Manson. If he were here he would vote 
‘ay,’’ while [ should vote ‘*no.”’ 
Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I desire to 


state that during the two preceding roll-calls 
{ was absent on a committee of conference. 
If I had been here I should have voted in the 
affirmative. 

Mr. CLARK, of Texas. I am paired on 
this question with the gentleman from Jen 
Mr. GARRETT, who, if here, 
vote *‘ay,’’ while I should vote ‘* no. 

The result of the vote was announced as 
above stated. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to reconsider the 
vote just taken; and also move that the mo- 
tion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COX. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] alan the 
Committee of Ways and Means will probably 
report back this bill. 

Mr. DAWES. In obedience to the instruc- 
tions of the committee, I report back the bill, 
now. I presume it must go to the Committee 
of the Whole, and resume its original place. 
1 move that it be printed. 

[he motion was agreed to. 


Mr. COX. At what time does the 


nessee. would 


gentie- 








aneneeve ntre Bk. 


| 
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man from Massachusetts propose that the dis- 
cussion in Committee of the Whole shall 
begin? 

Mr. DAWES. I propose to move to-mor- 
row, immediately after the morning hour, that 
the House vo into committee for the consid- 
eration of this bill. 

Moun OF MEKFTING TO-MORROW, 

Mr. PETERS. As there is to be a session 
of the House to night, | ask unanimous con 
sent that to-morrow morning the House meet 
at twelve 

Several members objected. 

Mi COS. I move the 
adjourn 

lhe SPEAKER. An evening session has 
been ordered for this evening on business 


o'el ) kk ins ead of eleven. 


House do now 


of the Military Committee, and the gentleman 
will please modify his motion accordingly. 
Mr. COX. Certainly 
Mr. DAWES. I now move the House 
take ar 
evening. 


‘ess until half past seven o'clock this 
[he motion was agreed to; and accordingly, 
(at three o’clock and fifty-five minutes p. m.) 
the House took a recess until half past seven 
o clock p- m. 

EVENING SESSION. 

The House re assembk d at half past seven 
o’ clock }? In. 

The SPEAKER. Reports are in order from 
the Comnu lite e on Military Affairs. 

Mer. COBURN, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, reported back a bill (S. No. 607) 
to esiabiish the pay of the enlisted men of the 
Army. with amendments. 

‘The bill, which was read, in the first section 
srovides that from and after the lst day of 


Mareh, 1872, the monthly pay of the following | 


enlisted men of the Army shall, during their 
first term of enlistment, be as tollows, with the 
contingent additions thereto hereinafter pro- 
vided: sergeant majors of cavalry, artillery, 
und infantry, twenty-three dollars; quarter- 
master sergeants of cavalry, artillery, and 
infantry, twenty-three dollars; chief trumpet- 
ers of cavalry, twenty-two dollars; principal 
musicians of artillery and infantry, twenty-two 
dollars ; saddler sergeants of cavalry, twenty- 
two dollars ; first sergeants of cavalry, artil- 
lery, and infantry, twenty-two dollars; ser- 
geauts ofcavalry, artillery, and infantry, seven- 
teen dollars; corporals of cavalry and light 
artillery, fifieen dollars; corporals of artillery 
and intautry, fifteen dollars; saddlers of cav- 
alry, filteen dollars; blacksmiths and farriers 
of cavalry, fifteen dollars; trumpeters of cav 
alry, thirteen dollars; musicians of artillery 
and infantry, thirteen dollars; privates of cav 
alry, artillery, and infantry, thirteen dollars ; 
hospital stewards, first class, thirty dollars; 
hospital stewards, second class, twenty-two 
dollars; hospital stewards, third class, twenty 
dollars ; ordnance sergeants of posts, twenty- 
three dollars; sergeant majors of engineers, 
thirty-six dollars; quartermaster sergeants of 
engineers, thirty-six dollars; sergeants of 
engineers and ordnance, thirty-four dollars ; 
corporals of engines rs and ordnance, twenty 
dollars; musicians of engineers, thirteen dol 
lars; privates (first class) of engineers and 
ordnance, seventeen dollars; privates (sec- 
ond class) of engineers and ordnance, thirteen 
dollars. 

The second section provides that to the 
rates of pay above established one dollar pet 
month shall be added for the third year of 
enlistment, one dollar more per month for the 
fourth year, and one dollar more per month 
for the fifth year, making in all three dollars’ 
increase per month tor the last year of the 
first enlistment of each enlisted man named 
in the first section of this act. Bat this in- 
crease shall be considered as retained pay, and 
shall not be paid to the soldier until his 


discharge trom the service, aud shall be for- |; mend to be stricken out, is in relation to a sys- | 


feited unless heshall have served honestly and 
faithfully to the date of discharge; and all 
former laws concerning retained pay for pri- 
vates of the Army are hereby rescinded. 

The third section provides that all the en- 
listed men enumerated in the first section of 
this act who have reénlisted or who shall here- 
after reGénlist under the provisions of the act 
of August 4, 1854, shall be paid at the rates al- 


lowed in the second section of this act to those | 


serving in the fifth year of their enlistment; 
provided that one dollar per month shall be 
retained from the pay of the reénlisted men, of 
whatever grade named in the first section of 
this act, during the whole period of their reén- 
listment, to be paid to the soldier on his dis 
charge, but to be forfeited unless he shall have 
served honestly and faithfully to the date of 
discharge. 

‘The fourth section provides that enlisted 
men now in the service shall receive the rates 
of pay established in this act, according to the 
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| tem of deposits that is proposed to be adopted 


for the benefit of the soldiers and to prevent 
A separate bill, which the com. 
mittee will recommend, provides in a much 


| more safe and thorough way for the deposit by 


soldiers of their pay in the hands of the pay- 


| master, and that it may be retained till the end 


of service and bear four per cent. interest. In 
view of the fact that this very bill is reecom- 


| mended by the committee, they have instructed 


me to have section five stricken out. There 
can be no question between the two systems, 
This bill allows the soldier to draw the money 
whenever he pleases. ‘The other bill, which 
we favor, requires that it shall remain until the 
close of his service; and thus the Government 
may have a hold upon him to retain him in 
the Army till the end of his term. 

Mr. BEATTY. What interest is he to be 


| allowed? 


length of their service, and nothing contained | 


in this act shall be construed as affecting the 
additional monthly pay allowed for reénlist- 
ments by the act of August 4, 1854. 

The fifth section provides that it shall not be 
obligatory upon the enlisted men of the Army 
to draw their pay at each payment of the 
troops; and that whenever a soldier has sev- 
eral months’ pay due he may be paid the whole 
ora part at his option; but when he draws 
only a part, it shall be forthe part longest due, 
leaving the remainder in the hands of the 
Government, for which he shall receive inter- 
estat the rate of six per cent. per annum ; 
provided that whenever a soldier has pay 
thus standing to his credit on the muster-roll 
of histroop or company, it shall not be sub- 
ject to forfeiture, except for desertion. 


Mr. COBURN. 
is not in this bill. 

Mr. ARCHER. What will be the additional 
expense? 


Mr. COBURN. 


Four percent. But that 


I suppose the additional 


| expense will not be over $10,000 a year for 


The Clerk read the amendments of the com- | 


mitiee as follows: 


In line twenty-eight strike out the words “twen- | 


ty-three,”’ and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“thirty-four;’’ so itwill read: “* ordnance sergeants 
of posts, thirty-four dollars.” 

Scrike out the fifth seetion of the bill; and strike 
out ‘* March” and insert ** July.”’ 


Mr. COBURN. March has already passed, 


and this provides that it shall take effect from | 


and atter the Ist day of July, 1872. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a few words in 
in regard to this bill. 
increase of pay in connection with non-com- 
missioned officers; sergeant majors of cavalry, 
artillery, and infantry, two dollars a month. 


There is here a slight 


‘There are but some ten or twelve of each class 


inthe Army. Quartermaster sergeants of cav- 
alry, artillery, and infantry, two dollars ; chief 
trumpeters of cavalry, one dollar; principal 
musicians of artillery and infantry, one dollar ; 
saddler sergeants of cavalry, one dollar ; first 
sergeants of cavalry, artillery, and infantry, 
two dollars; corporals of cavalry and light 
artillery, one dollar; corporals of artiliery 
and infantry, two dollars ; saddlers of cavalry, 
one dollar; musicians of artillery and cavalry, 
ove dollar; and ordnance sergeants of posts 
are increased by the amendment of the com- 
mittee about eleven dollars a month. Those 
are men in responsible positions. Musicians 
of engineers are increased one dollar. 

ihe main object of the bill is to provide 
against desertion, one of the great evils of the 
Army at present. 


the Army. ‘The second and third section re- 
late to increase of pay for length of service, 
but which is to be forfeited on desertion ; 
and the higher rate of retained pay is given 
to those who have reénlisted over those who 
are serving under their original enlistments. 


Enlisted men get out upon | 
the plains, become dissatisfied, and abandon |, 


the pay of non-commissioned officers. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does the appropriation 
bill conform to this ? 

Mr. COBURN. I do not know. As regards 


most of these classes of non-commissioned offi- 


| cers, there are but few to a regiment. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
read a third time; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COBURN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
thatthe motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PREVENTION OF DESERTION. 


Mr. COBURN also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back, with a recommendation that 
it do pass with an amendment, the bill (S. 
No. 448) to establish a system of deposits to 
prevent desertion, and elevate the condition 
of the rank and file of the Army. 

The bill, which was read, provides that any 
enlisted man of the Army may deposit his 
savings, in sums of not less than five dollars, 
with any Army paymaster, who shall furnish 
him a check- book, in which shall be entered 
the name of the paymaster and of the sol- 
dier, and the amount, date, and place of 
such deposit. The money so deposited shall 
be accounted for in the same manner as other 
public funds, and shail pass to the credit of 
the appropriation for the pay of the Army, 
and shall not be subject to forfeiture by sen 
tence of court-martial, but shall be forfeited 
by desertion, and shail not be permitted to be 
paid until final payment on discharge, or to 
the heirs or representatives of a deceased sol- 
dier, and that such deposits be exempt from 
liability for such soldiers’ debts; provided 


| that every paymaster in the Army, before re 


ceiving a deposit of any money under the pro- 
visions of this act, shall give to the United 
States a bond with two or more sureties, to b« 


| approved by the Secretary of the Treasury in 
' such sum as he may deem sufficient, with the 


condition that the money by such paymaster 
received as aforesaid shall be faithfully ac- 


/ecounted for as other public moneys in his 


|, hands. 


Such bonds shall be joint and several, 
and may be sued upon in any district or cir 
cuit court of the United States ; and provided 


| further, that the Government shall be liable 


Lhe object is to retain men in the service; to | 


get betier soldiers, to get veterans. This has 
met the approval of the committee, and | think 
is a very valuable idea in connection with the 


attempt to retain soldiers, aud especially old | 


soldiers, in the service. 
Section five, which the committee recom- 


| 
} 


for the amount deposited to the person so de- 
positing the same. 

The bill in its second section provides that 
for any sums of not less than filty dollars so 
deposited for the period of six months, or 
longer, the soldier, on his final discharge, 
shail be paid interest at the rate of four per 
cent. per annum. 

The bill in its third section provides that 
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he money value of all clothing overdrawn by 
the soldier beyond his allow: ance shall be 
charged against him, every six months, on the 
yauster-roll of his company, or on his final 
tements if sooner discharged. The amount 
due him for clothing, he having drawn 
his allowance, shall not be paid to him 
intil his final discharge from the service. 

Phe biilin its fourth section provides that 
the system of deposits herein established shall 
he carried into execution under such regula- 
tions as may be established by the Secretary 
of War. 

[he bill in the fifth section provides that 
the amount of deposits and clothing balances 
accumulated to the soldier’s credit under the 
sections one and three of this 
bill shall, when payable to the soldier upon 
his discharge, be paid out of the appropria- 
tion for pay of the Army for the then current 
fiscal year. 

The bill in its sixth section provides that 
all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the 
provisions © of this act are hereby repealed. 

The amendment of the committee was read 


sta 
less 


toau 


provisions of 


as follows: 
Strike out all after the word “provided,” in line 
sixteen, down toand including the word “further 


in line ) twenty-five ot the first 
words d 

t sat eV ery paymaster in the Army, before receiv 
ing on deposit any money under the provisions of 
his act, shall give to the United States a bond, with 
two or more suretiesto be approve: 4 by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, in such sum a3 he may deen 
ufficient, with the condition that the mone 7 by 
such paymaster received as aforesaid shall be faith- 
fully accounted for as other public moneys in his 
hands, Such bonds shall be joint and several, and 
may be sued upon in any district or circuit court 
of the United States: And provid ed further. 

(he amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MecCORMICK, of Missouri. I wish 
to make inquiry with regard: to the 
money reserved in the hands of paymasters. 
Is it subject or not subject to the debts of 
ihe soldiers? 

Mr. COBURN. It is not subject to their 
debts. It is only forfeited by desertion. The 
object is to preserve a fund in the hands of 
the Government in order to retain these men 
service. The title of the bill indicates 
that its purpose is to prevent desertion. If 
these men have money deposited in_a safe 
place, in the hands ofan officer of the Govern- 
ment, there is not half the inducement for 
them to desert that there is now when they can 

ttle up and go off with alloftheir pay. Some- 
thing like this was formerly the system; money 
was paid into the hands of paymasters or cer- 
tain officers of the Government, and on the 
discharge of the soldier it was paid over to 
him. But an act of Congress a year or two 
since required all such moneys to be covered 
into the Treasury, and the system ended. 

Mr. ARCHER. Allow meto inquire whether 
after deposit is made by the soldier the Gov- 
ernment or the paymaster is liable for it? 

Mr. COBURN. The Government is liable 


section, to wit, these 


one 


in the 


for it. 
Mr. ARCHER. Then in case of a default- 
ing paymaster the soldier would lose the 


money 7 

Mr. COBURN. 
Mr. ARCHER. 
lose it? 

Mr. COBURN. The Government would 
look to the bond of the paymaster. The Gov- 
ernment stands responsible to the soldier, and 
the bond of the paymaster is to make the 
Government secure in regard to him. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
read a third time; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COBURN moved to reconsider 
vote by which the bill was passed; and a 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ARMY LEAVE. 
Mr. COBURN 


He would not. 
The Government would 


the 





sO 


also, fromthe same commit- 


| allowed sixty 


a leave ot 


tee, reported back, with arecommendation that || 


amend the thirty-first secti 


the do No 1467, to 


on of an actentitled 
ut the 


same pass, H bill 


suse 


**An aet for enroll ng and ealli ig « 


national militia, and for other purposes,”’ 
approved March 3, 1863. 

Ihe question was upon ordering the bill to 
be « ngrosst d and read a third time 

The bill, which was read, provi les that all 
officers on duty at any point west of a line 


drawn north and south through Omaha City 
and north of a line drawn east and west nen 
the southern boundary of Arizona shall be 
d Lys’ leave of a without 
pay or provided 


bsence 


deduction ot allowances: 


that the same is taken but once in two years. 
Mr. COBURN. I will explain briefly the 
object of this bill. There are a large number 


of officers who are stationed on the plains and 


away from railroads in the far West. At 
| present it takes about all of thirty days to come 
to their homes and return to their posts of 
duty. Itis impossible, therefore, for them to 
get this leave of absence, e1 Joy it, and derive 


any advantage of the law which allows them 
to receive full pay during their absence. If 
they take more than thirty days’ leave they are 
cut down to half pay. This bill provides that 


if once In two years the -y can Obtain sixty days’ 
shall receive the full 
; the same as office live 

Che line of division is west of 
Omaha and north of the south line of Arizona. 
Some men stationed there have been there for 
years, and are virtually deprived of the benefit 
yugh. 


leave of absence they 


benefit of it rs who 


nearer home 


of a furl They are among the most merit- 
orious officers, and deserve consideration. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
have been to mein reg 
the course of the 


that 


Several othcers 
ird to this subject in 
last two or three years, and 


J agree some legislation is needed. But 
I want to ask whether it would not be well to 
provide, if a man waits, for instance, four 


without any leave of 
that he may at the end of that time havea 
longer leave of absence; that is, if he ch 
to serve a term of three or four years without 
leave, at the end of that time he 
leave of absence for three or four months. I 
know a great many officers who would be very 
glad to have that right. and who would remain 
steadily « on n the ir post tee ring the whole period 
of service if by that means they could have a 
leave at ‘the end of that time long e 


. 
years taking absence, 
oo0ses 


may take a 


nough to be 


of some service to him. If they are obliged 
to use their leave during each year, it would 
of course be too short to be of much service to 
them. I think they should be allowed totake 
a commutation of leave, so as once in four 
years or three years to have a much longer 


leave ot 
Mr. 
is any 


desires 


absence, 
COBURN. I 


objection to 


do not know that there 
that. If the gentleman 


to offer an amendment of that kind, 








I suppose the committee would not object. 
But we thought it sufficient to provide tor a 
leave once in two years. If the gentleman 


chooses to move an amendment 
ninety days in case a 
once in three 


SO aS to give 
furlough is 
taken only 


years, I will not 
object. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Make it four 
months at the end of four years’ service; that 
woald give @ man an opportunity to go to 
Europe if he wished. 


Mr. 


fuitl fal 


COBURN. [ 


ofhicer can 


have 
obtain 


no objection if a 


leave of absence 


from the War Department for that length of 
time. Itis all a matter of discretion at any 
rate; itis nota matter of right. | see norea 
son why he should not have itif the Depa 

ment deems it proper to give itto him. IRfa 
war Was imminent or eXisting, or any other 
pressit gy necessity, Of course it would not be 


granted 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
such a case as that leave would not be granted. 
Mr. DUNNELL. 1 understand tl bat the 
custom LOW is just il accordance with the pro 
visions of this biil. Army 


Of course in 


1 know myself an 
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{yy 
offi 


who is now having a five months’ vaca- 


tion because he has served five years without 
} . - , 

eave of absence | th nk Lhat this biil will 
be of no practical avail, as an officer who has 


serve d 


four years gets now his four months’ 
leave once 11 four years. 
Mr. COBURN. He cannot get more than 


one month's leave at one time and receive hi 


regular pay. If he takes longer than that, he 


loses his pay. he object of this bill is to 
enable meritorious oflicers who have been 
serving on the distant frontier to have the 
full benefit of furloughs longer than a mouth. 
W hat good does it do a man to start from 
Idaho, Montana, or Oregon to come here on 
thirty days’ leave except to pay his expense 


) 


and then go right back ‘ 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 


vy a iding the following: 


I move to amend 

That the leave ofabsence may be exte 
months, iftaken once in three ye 
if taken once in four years. 


Mr. COBURN. I am afraid that under this 
amendment the provision for oflicers taking 
their leave once in two years 18 stricken Out. 

Mr. GARF Li L D, ot Ohio. Let 
tained. ‘This does not affect that 

Mr. TAFFE. I am certain as” 
effect of this measure with reference 
atthe | Ornaha. | 
gentleman to have the 
be reported again t 

Mr. COB! 


‘nded to three 


ars, or lour months, 


that be re 
not to the 
LO troops 
suggest to the 
ommitted. It can 
)-Inorrow night. 

Ollicers 


urracks at 


ay 
Vili rec 


dat Omaha 
enjoy railroad connections with all parts of the 
country. This bill is intended to } 
those who are out on the frontier 
railr Omaha is only forty- 
travel from this city. From Omaha you can 
reach almost any central point of the United 
States in a day or lhe object of this bill 
is to give to officers at points where there are 


stations 


rovide for 
away trom 
eight 


vads. hours 


Lwo. 


not railroad connection advantages which they 
have not now. 

I demand the previous question. 

The previous seconded 
the main under 
operation ordered to 


and 
the 


be 


que suioh Was 
orde re d ; 


the bill was 


question and 


thereof 


engrossed and read a third time, and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 

Mr. COBURN movedto reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and 
that the motion to reconsider be 


table. 


The 
ENGINEER EXTRA DUTY. 

Mr. COBURN also, from the same commit 
tee, reported back a bill (H. K. No. 2227) to 
regulate the employment of engineer 
on extra duty. 

The bill, which was read, provide ; that the 
enlisted men of the Army shall 
be placed on the same footing with respect to 
for extra-duty 
other enlisted men of the Army, and that all 
laws or parts of laws in conflict with this pro 
vision be repealed. 

Mr. COBURN. The only object of 
is that men on extra duty in the eng 
vice shall be placed on the same 
to pay, with men in the infautry, art 

iVairy strange to 


existing law, men deta 


also moved 
laid on the 


latter motion was agreed to. 


SOLDIERS ON 


30ldiers 


engineers in 


compensation 


’ 
Service as tne 


this bill 
neer ser 
footing, as 
liery, Or 
the 


service. iy, under 


led forengineer service, 


who are required to have more ski!! and intel 
ligence than any other class of soldiers, get, 
while on such service, less pay. The object of 


this measure is to put them on an exact equal 


ity with all other soldiers of the same class in 
other branches of the Army. The billis mani 
festly just, and should be passed at once, 


In turther explanation of the bill | 


the following: 


LIEADQUARTERS CoRPS OF 
WASHINGTON, 


submit 


ENGINEERS, 


January Y, 1868 


Generac: Lhavethe honor to ineloxe herewith 
two eections of a proposed law and item of appro- 
priation upon which legislation is needed for the 
service of the battalion of engineer troope 

The first proposed section provides a CoinmMissary 


sergeant and two principal musicians, and in sup- 
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port of this request I would call attention to the 
facte that the battalion has now an aggregate 
strength greater than a regiment of infantry; that 
Congress, by past legislation, has recognized the 
necessity of providing it wilh a non-commissioned 
staff, and the experiences of the service have shown 
the necessity of completing this staff. The same 
reasons for attaching these non-commissioned offi- 
cers to a regiment of artillery or infantry hold good 
for the engineer battalion. 

The second section proposed restores to engineer 
soldiers the pay for extra duty taken from them by 
the seventh section of the act of July 13, 1866(Publie, 
103.) This legislation was no doubt caused by the 
idea that the pay of an engineer soldier is better 
than that of an artillery or infantry soldier. 

The following table will sbow the pay per month 
established by law of equal grades in these arms of 
service: 


Pay per Pay per 
month of month of 
engineer infantry and 
trooper. artillery. 
Sergeant ld eid $34 $20 00 
Corporal......... “0 abaph pbenebatls “wv 18 00 
Artificer or first-class private 18 18 00* 
Second-class private s . 16 16 OOF 


The grades of pay as established for the engineers 
when these troops were first organized in our ser- 
vice were higher than for corresponding grades 
in other arms; but this difference of pay was for a 
difference in the qualifications of the nen only, and 
not as compensation for extra or constant labor. 
Che injustice to the engineer soldier in depriving 
him of extra compensation will be seen by compar- 
ing the pay of the various grades of the several arms 
whep engaged on constant labor of more than ten 
days: 


unguneers, 
ing wifantry. 


at 


Sergeant i ea ae pad 00 $30 50 
Oorpora! P aie 20 OO ve AD 
Artificer or first-class private... 18 00 24 W0* 


Second-class private................ 16 00 22 OOF 


Aud this appears the more marked when we sup- || 


pose a private of engineers to be aciing in the 
capucity of overseer of a party of infantry soldiers, 
in the construction of field-works or other structures, 


a case coustantly occurring in service. Here the | 


laborer or intantry soldier, without responsibility, 
receives tweuly-two dollars per month, while the 
overseer or wan responsible for the proper execu- 
tion of the work reeeives but sixteen or eighteen 
dollars. When we enlist men it is necessarily forthe 
grade of second-class private, the pay of which is 
the same as forartillery or infantry, namely, sixteen 
dollars per mouth; and as the peculiar duties of 
engineer troops demand a higher standard of quali- 
fications for the individual man than is usually found 
or demanded in other arms of service, the diserim- 
ipations of the existing law are having an injurious 
influence upon our enlistineots, and will render it 
difficult to maintain that degree of excellence in our 
troops which the interests of the service require. 

Asthe number of engineer soldiers is small the 
material should be of the best quality, and this can- 
not be obtained so long as other troops are allowed, 
voder similar circumstances, better pay even than 
engineer Lroops, . 

The item of appropriation, $1,000, is intended for 
the purchase of raw materials to be made up into 
uch articles as are used in the construction of siege 
works, and this for the proper drill and instruction 
of the troops, 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

A. A. HUMPHREYS, 
Brigadier General of Lnginee re commanding. 

General U. S. Grant, Commanding Armies United 

States, Secretary of War ad interim. 


Sec. —. And he it further enacted, That from and 
after the passage of this act there shall be one com- 
missary sergeant for the battalion of engineers, 


who shall receive the same pay and allowances as 
the quartermaster sergeant of the battalion, and 
two principal musicians, who shall receive the same 
pay aod allowances as the principal musicians of an 
infantry regiment. 

Src.—. And be it further enacted, That from and 
alter the passage ol this act engineer troops shall, 
with reference to the compensations provided in 
section seven, of the act approved July 13, 1866, be 
placed upon the same footing as the other troops 
constituting the military establishment of the 
United States 


War Department, January 23. 
The opinion of the General of the Army on the 
within is desired by the Secretary of War. 
KD. SCHRIVER, 


[nape ctor Gene ral, 


HrapQuARTERS Army UNITED STATES, 
January 31, 1868. 

Respectfully returned to the Secretary of War. 
Lapprove the second section of General Humphreys’ 
bill, and so much of the first section as provides for 
two principal musicians for the battalion of en- 
gincers; also the item of appropriation; but I do not 
think a commissary sergeant of a regiment of any 
arm of the service is required, 


U. S. GRANT, General. 
The bill was orde red to be engrossed and 
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read a third time; and being engrossed, it was | 


accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. COBURN moved to reconsider the vote | 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved | 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

FORT COLLINS MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. COBURN, from the same committee, 
reported back the amendment of the Senate 
tothe bill(H. R. No. 1776) declaring the lands 
constituting the Fort Collins military reserva- 


tion, in the Territory of Colorado, subject to | 


preémption and homestead entry, as provided 


for in existing laws, with the recommendation | 


that it be concurred in. 


Phe bill, which was read, provides that the | 
| lands constituting the Fort Collins military | 


reservation, in the Territory of Colorado, so 
far as the same have not been lawfully dis- 
| posed of since their reservation, are hereby 
restored to the United States and made sub- 
ject to preémption and homestead entry, as 
now provided for by law. 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as 
follows: 


word “‘ only.’ 


The amendment of the Senate was con- 
curred in. 


Mr. COBURN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment of the Senate was 
coneurred in; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 
| The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRISON FOR THE ARMY. 


Mr. COBURN, from the same committee, 
| also reported a bill (H. R. No. 2691) to pro- 


vide for the estabtishment of a prison for the | 


Army of the United States, and for its govern- 
ment; which was read a first and second time. 
The bill was read. 


of Illinois, a prison for the confinement and 
reformation of offenders against the rules, 
regulations, and laws for the government of 
the Army of the United States, in which shall 
be securely confined, and employed at labor, 
'and governed in the manner hereinafter 
directed, all offenders convicted before any 
court-martial or military commission in the 
United States and sentenced according to law 
| to imprisonmert therein. 
‘|| The second section provides that the Sec- 
| retary of War shall organize a board of five 
members, to cousist of three officers of the 
Army and two persons from civil life, who 
| shall adopt a plan for the building of such 
prison, and who shall frame regulations for 
the government of the prisoners in accord- 
ance with the provisions of this act. The said 
commissioners from civil life shall bold their 
offices for the term of three years, and shall 
be paid five dollars a day while on duty, and 
necessary traveling expenses; and the said 
officers of the Army shall, at all times, be 
subject to removal by the Secretary of War. 
The third section provides that the Secretary 
_of War shall, with said commissioners, semi- 
annually, and as much oftener as may be 


deemed expedient, visit said prison for the | 


purposes of examination, inspection, and cor- 
rection; and they shall inquire into all abuses 
or neglects of duty on the part of the officers 
or other persons in charge of the same, and 


of the prison as they may hold to be essential. 
The fourth section provides that the officers 


of the prison shall consist of a commandant, | 


and such subordinate officers as may be neces- 


sary, a chaplain, a surgeon, and a clerk, who | 
shail be detailed by the Secretary of War from | 


the commissioned officers of the Army; anda 
sufficient number of enlisted men shall be de- 


tailed by the Secretary of War to act as turn- | 


|, keys, guards, and assistants in the prison. 


After the word “entry,” in line five, insert the 


The first section provides that there shall | 
be established at Rock Island, in the State | 


make such changes in the general discipline | 
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The fifth section provides that one of the 
inspectors of the Army shall, at least once in 
three months, visit the prison for the purpose 
of examining into the books and all the affairs 
|| thereof, and ascertaining whether the laws, 
‘| rules, and regulations relating thereto are 

complied with, the officers are competent and 
|| faithful, and the convicts properly governed 
|| and employed, and at the same time treated 
with humanity and kindness. And it shall be 
the duty of the inspector, at once, to make 
full report thereof to the Secretary of War. 

The sixth section provides that before the 
commandant enters upon the duties of his 
office he shall give bond, with sufficient sure- 
ties, in a sum to be fixed by the Secretary of 
War, to be approved by him, conditioned that 
he shall faithfully account for all money placed 
in his hands for the use of the prison and for 
the faithfuldischarge of all his duties as com- 
mandant. He shall have command of the prison; 
shall have the charge and employment of the 
prisoners, and the custody ofail the property of 
the Government connected with the prison. He 
|| shall receive and pay out all money used for the 
prison, and shall causeto be kept, in suitable 
books complete accounts of all the property, 
expenses, income, business, and concerns of the 
prison; and shall make full and regular re- 
ports thereof to the Secretary of War; and 
|| shall, under the direction and with the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of War, employ, for the 
benelit of the United States, the convicts at 
such labor and in such trades as may be deemed 
best for their health and reformation. He 
shall have power to sell and dispose of any 
articles manufactured by the convicts, and 
shall regularly account for the proceeds thereof, 
'| and shall give bond and security for the faithful 
keeping and accounting tor all moneys and 
property coming to his hands as such com- 
mandant. He shall take noteand make record of 
the good conduct of the convicts, and shall 
shorien the daily time of hard labor for those 
who, by their obedience, honesty, industry, or 
general good conduct, earn such favors; and 
the Secretary of Waris authorized and directed 
to remit, in part, the sentences of such convicts, 
and to give them an honorable restoration to 
duty in case the same is merited ; and in case 
| any convict shall disobey the lawful orders of 
the officers of the prison, or refuse to comply 
with the rules and regulations thereof, he may 
| be placed in solitary confinement, and the com- 
mandant shall at once report the case to the 
Secretary of War, who shall direct the inspector 
to make full examination and report of the 
matter at the next inspection ; but in no case 
shall any prisoner be subjected to whipping, 
bransing, or the carrying of weights for the 
purpose of discipline, or for producing peni- 
tence; and every prisoner, upon being dis- 
charged from prison, shall be furnished with 
decent clothing. 

The seventh section provides that the use of 
newspapers and books shall not be denied the 
convicts at times when not employed; and 
that unofficial visitors shall be admitted to the 
prison under such restrictions as the board 
of commissioners may impose. ‘The prisoners 
shall not be denied the privilege of commu- 
nicating with their friends by letter, and from 
receiving like communications from them, all 
of which shall be subject to the inspection of 
the commandant or such officer as he may 
assign to that duty. 

The eighth section provides that the prison- 
ers shall be cet with ample and clean 
bedding, and with wholesome and suilicient 
food, but when in hospital or under discipline 
their diet shall be prescribed by the proper 
authority. The prison shall be suitably venti- 
lated, and each prisoner shall have a weekly 
bath of cold or tepid water, which shall be 
|| applied to the whole surface of the body, unless 
] the surgeon shall direct otherwise for the health 
| of the prisoner. 

The ninth section provides that no officer of 
\| the prison, or other person connected there- 
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with, shall be concerned or interested, directly 
or indirectly, im any contract, purchase, or 
cale made on account of the prison. 

The tenth section provides that any officer 
who shall suffer a convict to escape, or shall 
in any way consent to his escape, or shall aid 
him to escape or in an attempt to escape, shall, 

upon conviction, be dismissed from the ser- 
vice and suffer such other punishment as a 
court-martial may inflict 

The eleventh section provides that any sol- 
dier or other person employed in the prison 
who shall suffer a convict to escape, or shall 
in any way consent to his escape, or shall aid 
him to escape or in an attempt to escape, shall, 
upon conviction by a court-martial, be con- 
fined therein not less than one year. 

The twelfth section provides that all pris- 
oners under confinement in said military pris- 
ons undergoing sentence of courts-martial, 
shall be liable to trial and punishment by 
courts-martial under the Rules and Articles of 
War for offenses committed during the said 
confinement. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on order- 
ing the bill to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

Mr. COBURN. I ask that the report of 
the Committee on Military Affairs be read. 

[he Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs to whom was 
referred House bill No. 1131, ‘A bill to provide for 
the establishment of a prison for the Army of the 
United States, and for its government,”’ would re- 
spectfully report that they have had the same 
under consideration, and recommend for passage a 
bill upon that subject, which is herewith presented 
to the House. In doing so the committee desire to 
call the attention of the House to some facts in con- 
nection with the subject. 

On the 30th of June, 1871, the Secretary of War 
appointed Colonel Jeff. C. Davis, Major J. M. Bran- 
pan, Galore Thomas F. Barr, and Lieatenaut Asa B. 
Gardner, a board to investigate and report as to the 
sysiem of army prisons, discipline, and punishment 
in the British service. The result of this hasbeen a 
report giving in minute detail the military prison 

ystem of Canada, and with this as a basis the Sec- 
retary of War bas recommended the establishment 
of an Army prison. The bill reportedis the result of 
your committee’s investigations. 

A statement of the Adjutant General as to the 
places of confinement, the number of prisoners, 
their term of service, and the rates ch: arged would 
seem of itself to be a sufficient argument for the 
establishment of an Army prison. They are scat- 
tered in eleven States, in their penitentiaries: 38 in 
Arkansas, 15 in New York, 5 in California, 33 in 
lowa, 3 in Kentuc ‘ky, 54in Kar Isis, 120in Louisiana, 
17 in Minnesota, 32 in Missouri, 7 in Mississip pi, and 
22 in Texas, ake in all 346 prisoners, with an 
iveruge term of service of four years and fitly-two 
days, atan average cost per man per annum of $217 20, 
aud an average cost per diem of fitty-nine and a 
half cents; the total cost of keeping prisoners being 
$75,151 per annum. Beside these there are at thirty- 
ined flerent military posts, in all, 384 general pris- 
oners; the greater part of them (271) being kept at 
Alcatraz Island, California, and at Fort Pulaski, 
Georgia. 

Many of these prisoners have been guilty of crimes 
against military law, and not involving any moral 
turpitude, They are cast into prison with the basest 
characters and punished with thosestained by every 
crime known to the law. Your committee feel con- 
vinced that this cannot be done withont injury to 
the prisoner whose offense may have been affected 
with but slight moral obliquity. To prevent this 
upnecessary conutimination we think a separate 
prison should be provided. The bill under consider- 
ation contemplates the erection of a prison at Rock 
Isiand, in the State of Illinois, in such a position 
as that the labor of the convicts may be utilized in 
the Government arsenal and armory erected at that 
place. This town is located centrally in the United 
States, and not remote from that portion of the 

country in which the Army is largely st: utioned for 
duty. Itis thought that the prisoners may be very 
use fully employed in thecleaning, repair, and manu- 
facture of arms, a business consonant with the 
duties of the soldier, and quite proper and valuable 
asa partof his military knowledge. The location 
1s In the cente rot avery productive country, where 
the cost of living ought to be at a reduced rate, aud 
where building materials and labor in construction 
can be had upon as fair terms as at any point in the 
Union. 
our coumittee have taken sume pains to ascer- 
taiu the cost of construction of a suitable building 
This can only be ap proximated. The Kansas prison, 
which is extray agant in point of architecture, cost 
$l, 500,000, with oue hundred and seventy-two ceils. 
he Massachusetts prison, with six hundred and 
eighty cells, cost $800,000. The Missouri prison, with 
aaa -e hundred and fifty-six cells, cost $200,000. The 
ndiaua northern prison, with three hundred cells, 
cost $430,000, The Joliet, Illinois prison, with one 
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thousand cells, cost $1,100,000. The New York 
prisons, at Auburn, with nine hundred and ninety- 
two cells, cost $613,000; at Clinton, with five hun- 
dred and forty-four ceils, cost $465,000; at Sing Sing, 
with one thousand three hundred and eighteen 
cells, cost $813,000. The Albany penitentiary. with 
four hundred cells, cost $200,000; the Rhode Island 
prison, with eighty-eight ceils, cost $100,000; the 
South Carolina prison, with five hundred cells, cost 
$200,000; the Vermont prison, with one bundred and 
tour cells, cost $150,000; the Wisconsin prison, with 
over two hundred cells, cost $500,000. An average 
of the cost of twenty prisons shows an expense of a 
little less than a thousand dollars a cell for the 
whole prison. The structures in Llilinvis and Kan- 
sas are unnecessarily expensive, and make the 
average too high An excellent prison ought not to 
cost over $800 to the cell. The prisons of Alabama, 
Connecticut, moat ern Indiana, Massachusetts, De 
troit’ prison, v HH: impshire, the Atbany peniten- 
tiary, of Yevih C line, Rhode Island, and South 
Carolina, earn einen In excess of expenses, by 
judicious management of trades and expenses, 
while other States are involved in expenditures by 
the payment of large salaries, as in Illinois, New 
York, Missouri, and Virginia. Thecost per capita 
and the earnings per capita are in marked contrast 
in several States, and show the effect of manage 
ment, For instance, the cost of living in Ohio, 
Indiana, Illinois, Missouri. and Kansas, is very 
nearly the same, yet the cost per capita in Ohio is 
$124 w year; in southern Lodiana $126, in Lilinois 
$295, in Missouri $230. and in Kansas $200 a year; in 
Lowa $150, and in Virginia $152 a year. 

The earnings per capita are in contrast also, ma 
notin so great a proportion. They are, in Ohio, p- 
capita, S161 a year: in southern Indiana, $129 a 
year; in Lilinois, $206 a vear; in Seca S161 
year; in Kansas, $40 a year; in lowa, $102; in Vir- 
giniu, $24 a year. Ifthe States of Obio, Indiana, 
and Lowa ecanso manage their prisons as to make 
them self-supporting, there is no reason why neigh- 
boring States cannot do so. Good management is 
at the bottom of ali of it. An Army prison can be 
managed more cheaply than any of these, because 
the officers, keepers, turnkeys, and guards may all 
be detailed from the Army aud no salaries need be 
paid. Is it possible that with the same good wan 
agement a prisoner will earn $206 a year in Llinois 
and $24a year in Virginia, or $161 a year in Mis- 
souri aud $404 year in Kansas? Honest, faithtal, 
economical, and judicious administration would 
pluce these averages of cost and earnings very 
nearly on a par in the States named. It is believed 
that a prison well managed, uuder the eyes of care- 
ful and faithful Army ollicers, would be more than 
self-supporting, 

It is contemplated to erect a prison large enough 
to accommodate four hundred prisouers. This, at 
the rate of $800 a cell, would cost $320,000, with all 
offices, walls, appendages, and shops complete. 
The interest on this sum, at six per cent., would not 
be a third of the present annual expense Ss. 

There are forty-two State prisons in the United 
States. Of these nineteen are vaiued at $8,357,495. 
It is supposed that $12,000,000 is the whole sum 
invested. ‘Cheaverage number of cells is 15,338; the 
average number of prisoners is 16,311; the average 
cost per cell is $900. 


In niveteen States the whole number of officersand 
employés is 828. Their aggregate salaries are $638,- 
915. Each receives, on an average, $772a year. At 
the same ratio there would be 1,242, at salaries of 
$058,472, for all the prisons named. 

The entire 


expenditures for twenty-five 
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The salaries in these States about equal the excess 
of expenses. 

The average cost of prisoners is $200 per capita. 
The average earnings are $13 )per capita, 

rhe prison at Albany is the cheapest, costing ae 
$ll3 per capita. Nevada is the dearest, costing $1,2. 
per capita; Oregon prisons cost per capu a the om 
of $354; Missouri prisons cost per capita the sum of 
$320; Connecticut prisons cost per capita the sum of 
$117; Michigan prisons cost per capita the sum of 
$149; South Carolina prisons cost per capita the sum 
of $146; Virginia prisons cost per capita the sum of 
$152. 

Eighteen States have the contract system, namely, 
Alabama, Connecticut, Indiana, Lowa, Missouri, 

assact:usetts, Michigan; Maryland, New York, 
North Carolina, Kbode Island, Vermont, Tennessee, 
Virginia, West Virginia, and others. 

Twelve States work on State account. The con 
tract system on an average pays $127 per capita, 
The work on State account, on an average, pays 
$208 per capita, 

Alter careful estimates it is found that twenty- 
eight per cent. of the prisoners are illiterate, sev- 
enty per cent. are intem rate. Ignorance and 
intemperance produce like effeets in the Army. 

The system of pardons so freely used in many 
States is condemned, and many think that it should 
be abolished. The test of release should be reforma- 
tion, proof of which is practically made by the con- 
vict. Theprisoners ought to be subject to auniform 
discipline. They ought to have athoroughly reform- 
atory management. They ought not to be mixed 
with ordinary criminals, and contaminated by in- 

| tercourse with them, since many of the crimes of 


| days. 
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the Army are 
tude, 

The punishment for 
prison rules, 


not stained with great moral turpi- 


prison offenses or against 
Varies In Various States: for 


NSLANCA, 


in Alabama, Arkansas, Georgia, Indiana, Kentucky 
Missouri, and Oregon, flogging, andin some instances 
ball and chain or shackles are used. In Llinois. 


Albany, New York, Lowa, Massachusetts, Michigan, 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South Carolina, Ten 

nessee, Vermont, Virginia, West Virginia, and 
Wisconsin, the dark cell is employed, and 
of the States with the addition of dieti 
pthers with the additional loss of privi 

With such a variety of discipline ona manage 

ment, to which the Army convicts in the various 
prisons are subjected, it is not surprising that the 
result is unsatisfactory, A system based upon prin 

ciples of humanity and reformation as well as jus 

tice can, with lights of the present day, be adopted, 
Aud yourcommittee most earnestly and respeetfully 
ask the House to give the proposed measure a fait 
examination, confident that it will meet with ap 

proval. 


in some 


Dg, and lu 
res, 


the committee be printed in the Globe, as I 
see members are not p iving any general atthe lh 

tion to its statements. And, Mr. Speaker, I 
will now say a few words why this bill should 
The object of the bill is to establish an 
Army prison. At present there are three hun 

dred and forty-six prisoners in eleven different 
penitentiaries of the United States, having an 
average term of service of four years and fifty 
hese men are scattered around from 
California to Maine and Texas and in various 
parts of the United States. The object is to 
gather them together in one place. They cost 
the Government some seventy-five thousand 
dollars a year. The committee has been in 

quiring into the cost of erecting a penitentiary 
that will be large enough for four hundred 
men. We find in looking at the cost of these 
prisons that the average cost of a first class 
prison is at the rate of $800 a cell, which would 
cost $320,000 tor erecting a prison large 
enough, with cells, workshops, and other ap 

purtenances, for four hundred men The 
interest on this $3820.000 would be not quite 
twenty thousand dollars at the rate of six per 
cent. We are now paying $75,000 for these 
men. We have officers of the Army and sol- 
diers who can be detailed for the purpose of 
taking care of these prisoners, and we have 
chaplains and other officers and men of the 
Army to do all which would be 
requisite. 


Mr. COBURN. I ask that the report of 


pass. 


the duties 


As a measure of economy it will be bene 
ficial. Asa measure of humanity and reforma- 
tion it will undoubtedly be very beneficial. 
These men have been guilty of some little 
crime, some violation of the orders of superior 
officers. offenses not stained with any great 
moral turpitude, not in the nature of a felony. 
But they are cast into = and stay there 
very frequently years and years, by the side 
of men of the blackest hace acter, who have 
committed robbery and murder, or other 
felonies. Now, it is very improper that these 
soldiers should be put there, and we feel that 
as a matter of economy. as a matter of human 
ity, as a matter of reformation, they should 
have a place of their own, subject to the in- 
spection of the higher officers of the Army, 
where the discip ‘line of military men can be in 
a measure enforced and a uniformity of treat- 
ment tempered with humanity may be observed 
and enforced. 

We have provided, therefore, that there 
shall be a board of officers, and civilians be- 
sides, who shall make rules for the govern- 
ment of and shall inspect these prisons. The 
committee have thought it best that the prison 
shall not be inspected and managed entirely by 
officers of the Army, but that civilians, who may 
have ane ye fo bu mail y and re formation. who 
have devot ed years ot thought to the subject 
pe rhaps more \rmy officers, shall also 


cobperate in the wor k. ‘The requirements of 
i 


than 


the age demand something of this kind We 
have provided that this prison shall be located 
The object of putt ng itthere 
ry and 


id yroper that 


at Rock Island. 
the convicts work itn the arm: 
arsenal there. It is necessary *: 


is to have 
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soldiers should have a knowledge of the clean 
ing, repairing, and manufacture of arms, and 
if they can be put to work there, as they have 
been in many prisons, they can save the Gov- 
ernment thousands and tens of thousands of 
dollars a year by the work they perform as 
hands in the Men will 
very considerable skill in 
trade, and the believe that 
Rock Island suitable a place as any 
n the United States, as far as locality and 
position 1 concerned, and so far also as cheap- 
ness of labor and materials are concerned in 
And supplies also for 


d clothing the men can be procured 


trmory and arsenal. 


“ac juire nm that time 
any committer 


Vili De Hs 


building the 
feeding at 
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there certainly as cheaply as inany part of the 
United States. There is no appropriation in 
the bill. All that we ask now is that a law 
be passed providing for the establishment of 
the prison. 

I offer the letter of the Adjutant General 
and the accompanying table to show the num- 
ber, location, &c., of our Army prisoners : 


ADJUTANT GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
WASHINGTON, January 26, 1872. 

Str: Inreply to your communication of the 22d 
instant, addreseed to the honorable Secretary of War 
I respectfully inclose herewith a statement showing 
the number of prisoners confined at hard labor in 
penitentiaries under sentence of general courts- | 
martial, the length of their terms of confinement, 





May 7, 








and the rates charged for maintaining them; also, 
statement showing the number of general prisoners 
confined at military posts. 

This comprises all the data that can be obtained 
from the records of this office. and does not embraca 
the number of prisoners confined in guard-houses 


| at small military posts, which can only be obtained 


by a voluminous correspondence with officers sta- 
tioned at the several military posts throughout the 
country. 

Ofthe military posts enumerated, Fort Columbus, 
New York harbor, Fort Pulaski, Georgia, and Alea- 
traz Island, California, are designated as depots for 
the concentration of general prisoners in the local- 
ities where they are situated. 

I am, very respectfully, your obedicnt servant, 


E. D. TOWNSEND, Ad). Gen. 


Hlon, Jonn Copurn, Chairman Committee on Military 
Affairs, Howse of Representatives. 


Statement showing the number, term of sentences, and rates charged for maintaining military prisoners confined at hard labor in State peni 


Penitentiaries. 


tentiaries under sentence of general courts-martial. 


Term of 


Number. 


15 3 years. ) 





sentence. | 


Arkansas ‘edie is 
Little Rock, Arkansas i cabidandialwelaind eksoaddae ted cceai ea uadeebagbh sania vceuuemaaiel 1 3} years. | 
Teele BUDE: ROM AUIID. .....cevesccvacesvessonesscesrecines 1 4 years. | 
Little Rock, Arkansas : 5 years. | 50 cents per diem, and $30 per 
vite Bock ark none Eebndoweumbane I 10 a annum each forclothing. 
Litthe Rock, Arkansas 3 15 years. | 
RR MORI, DCN icc conscckoss sonsefad dhersndbpenese océbeasigoceesteonsupbains 2 Term of enlistment. 
Little Rock, Arkansas j For life. 
NN ie ai al phic aia gest eiaiaad eae ocean bila aiaaed 38 | 
Sa | 
a aS wont aes dgeiipen nena 7 2 years. | 
Albany, New York 3 3 years. , 
IT RD a chr aes 1 5 years. 17 6-7 cents per diem each. 
Aibany, New York l 7 years. 
Albany, New York. 3 10 years, 
a eae glee dacadeeeibelana 15 | 
osrenmeniemintnnatesenl | 
California a eiarievaiaal 3 3 years. ) : 
BGS DuGntin, CalilOrBi®......0-00.cccccseersssreccevenccascoses cvssvccssnesasescossbesessevessese 1 10 years. $1 per diem each. 
San Quentin, Californmia.............0...00 secceces Geswiansohete 1 | 14 years. f 
Total 5 | 
lowa , , 1 6 months. 7 | | 
wt Madiso a he 9 | , S \ . : 
ee eee eee eS UIE ‘ it panes Subsistence 50 cents per diem, | 
Fort M dison, a | aes ealelle NIGER PERE = Se cualicunaakia 10 2 years. clothing $21 per annum, and | 
Beak Mindinen. Lowe See 6 3 years. | and $15 turn-out suit. 
I a al 3 5 years. j | 
iain aciasiaataiil | 
Total 33 | 
EE | 
I cain ysciniwsintin recive savecitsivnnnistirhnnteinaninngihsaeiiiania saniies vebinilaactisihtaabai 1 2 years. 
SURGEON, SC RROIOT conninccennivercunsnentncrensiasousomessotetvi mebesit bustisinheneteanetine 1 5 years. 77 cents per diem each. | 
I a cate ne a a tak age ees 1 10 years. 
a a dare 3 | 
————— } 
Kanent ; 4 secenusen vo nescrenssonensnesnsenenee senses sonensenoenenee sarees someencesesenenes 2 1 year. } 
imneeremameanatens Winn) GGA | ss cacinh pik daniel Miubiniansielal etuamabeekiibens 3 j 2 years. 
ARIES UE CARIN. 2: dane caiaehinhiennain ib ~pituaubanssianaybiaebrbaiinas Gikapsiobbuss 2 3 years. y 
Leavenworthcity, Kansas 6 4 years. 50 cents per diem each. 
Leavenworth city, Kansas 8 5 years. 
Leavenworth city, Kansas 1 6 years. } 
Iau RII IE io eek aml detec peentiacds 6 10 years. | 
ae eee eo oe ig eed cic rua abana en salen a Gaambaninameeneatalatddn isa 5 
Louisiana ema achat 2 6 months. 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 12 1 year. 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 5 lt years. 
SIRES SINE.” DREN... cocsescnediennyesinnmnecesunnhindbebies exstapsetecbnteee 37 2 years. 
ni ceGrGs, a GOURGIIL, sd sas gue debianwakaimanin bona Sack bepieabsdansebawelhbel 32 3 years. 
Baton Kou re, Louisiana 8 4 years. 
Baton Rou DUNS - cs sucsan” dubabuet conden raul hiiscpoasaiewsitdaanen ckaasaeascouen 17 | 5 years. 50 cents per diem each. 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 1 | 7 years. 
I ES RRR ns a su sence imitans esol iicliuemaliabeas 2 | 10 years. 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana l 12 years. 
ee en SO oF sakes tamnduanibelstinne Sue whanidibcnteaneaes 1 15 years. 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana devcbbtebnbadibtblnkineiiushaideuices wens 1 20 years. 
I el Ra ea ae l Term of enlistment. 


Total.. 


Minnesota. eaenened 
Stillwater, Minnesota 
Stillwater, Minnesota... 
Stillwater, Minnesota. 
Stillwater, Minnesota 
Stillwater, Minnesota 


BRON, <A. ccleciailepubiveeielonions 
Missouri b sevengsvcenecane secenes 
SOOT OOE: CCT, BE MRD OUT Ee vcicscs cos'nscncsces sessee sens 
Jefferson City, Missouri................. 


Jefferson City, Missouri 
SOMCTEOR City, PESOBOUT A ..ncccccc ccc cecseseseescces 
Jefferson City, Missouri.......... 

Jefferson City, Missouri 
Ce ee a eee eee 


EE veh ccslecnby 

















1 year. 7} 
: years. 
10 soaen $4 per week each. 
3 years. 
4 years. 
5 2 years. 
7 3 years. ; 
9 5 years. Board 60 cents per diem, rent 
1 7 years. 50 cents per month, clothing 
5 10 years. $2 50 per month, and tura- 
1 20 years. out suit $19. 
; 2 For life. 
somedtocti hehe 2 Term of enlistment. 
; an | 82 s 
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Statement showing the number of general prisoners 
confined at military poate. 


vai MeO A occ A aac acasudbeake 1 
Se OSES SES ena 
Fort Warren, Massachus setts.. 











Fort Columbus, New York harbor.. 26 
Fort Wadsworth, New York harbor..................... ] 
Fort Ellis, Montana Territory sinaaieenannll 
WG eh DRM IIE. TMT YUQTIG 5... 5 occacocscscvs cacceososecncosaces 3 
Fort Raleigh, North Carolinas. ...c.i..sc0ccccecccccss sce. 3 
Fort Leavenworth, Kansas........ eaiatiaes VL 
Fort Davis, ae ge 2 
Fort Abercrombie, Dakota erent RRR Re Re Aer 1 
Fort Pulaski, Georgia cen ie f 





Fort Macon, North Carolina. 















sight, and one that will make him really more 
indignant at our system of military discipline 
and punishment, than he can witness at that 
island; and anything that would alleviate or 
raise the character of that system of punish- 
ment, and reform it, | would be most heartily 
glad to join in helping. My only fear is that 
if we were to have one great prison in the 
center of so great a country as this, where 


| prisoners must be sent from Alaska, Florid., 


Fort BROW, DLONGARA COLTACOLY 0.0 cccccccoscecccscocesccscees 4 
Fort Jefferson, Florida...................... J itan actions 
Fort Union, New Mexico.. ee pubaasee i iokisant kia cdaistank ee 
Aleatraz Island, C eas 
Ow tha bs irracks, Nebraska 

Sitka, Alas ka RO SORUSE S00005504600 00 000596580006 0000+ Besecceseecontes 
Fort aseat RN NU MENI oe ii. o cs ca-ciescocsces cases 1 
fort Benton, Montana Territory 

SONS eI RUIN i a, duis ccna mcnaedexeoeectenincs 3 


Fort Bridger, Utah Territory................ 
Camp Lowell, Arizona Territory... 

Fort WO0G, NOW LOL BRLDON. ...scsivsce.scscseccecserseses 
Camp Verde, Arizona Territory............. cece ceeees 3 
Camp Douglas, Utah Territory.. 
Fort Ransom, Dakota Territory 
Fort Concho, Texas. Vianhiahideenmmaied 
David’s Is land, New York harbor.. 

Austin, Texas. 








IN Sic aia cla as sa deca iis 


Official : E. D. TOWNSEND, 
Adjutant General. 

ADJUTANT GENERAL’S OFFICE, 

January 26, 1872. 

Let me add that the Secretary of War has 
inaugurated this matter, has taken great in- 
terest in it, and has recommended it in his 
general report, and in special letters to the 
committee. He sent out a commission last 
summer, who inspected the Canadian military 
prisons and reported minutely upon the sys- 
tem, and I believe there is not a member of 
the House who will not indorse it heartily. 

| move the previous question. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Before the gen- 
tleman does that, I desire to ask him one ques- 
tion: whether he has considered the expenses 
of transportation ; the expenses of sending con- 





Maine, and California under escorts, there 
would be a very considerable addition to the 
expense. 

Perhaps the benefits of the system will be so 
much greater than its disadvantages that the 
bill ought to pass. I certainly do not raise any 
objection to the bill; I only wish to call 


| attention to this particular view of the matter. 


victs from such widely separate points as Alaska | 


and Florida to Rock Isiand ? 

Mr. COBURN. In reply to the gentleman 
from Ohio I will say that these men are now 
transported great distances. For instance, at 
the Arkansas penitentiary there are thirty- 
eight men; at Leavenworth, Kansas, there 


are fifty-four men; at Huntsville, Texas, there | 


are thirty-two men; at Baton Kouge, Louisi- 
ana, there are one hundred and twenty men, 
They are scattered all over. I think the 
average expense of transportation would not 
be necessarily much increased by this Dill, 
and will be but a small item compared with 
other expenses now borne. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 





Mr. COBURN. ‘The majority of the sol- 
diers of the Army are employed upon the 
Indian frontier, and nearer Rock Island than 
almost any other place we can get for this pur- 
pose. Itis better to build one prison than two. 
Another may be needed hereafter : let us build 
one well. I call attention to the following 
documents, especially one in relation to the 
punishments sometimes inflicted in the Army, 
such as branding or otherwise indelibly mark- 
ing the prisoners. ‘The attention of the com 
mittee has been called to the abominable 
cruelties occasionally inflicted upon soldiers 
by sentences of court-martial or by orders of 
Army officers. To the credit of the army be it 
said such instances are rare, aud always 
discountenanced and denounced. 

The documents referred to are as foliows: 
,1872.] 

We commend the following emphatic remarks of 
General McDowell upon the subject of branding as 
& punishment to the special attention of officers 
serving upon courts-martial, and to officers review- 
ing their proceedings: ; 

“In the case of Private Adam Slaybeck, battery 
C, first artillery: it has been the rule at these head 
quarters to recognize the fact that there are differ- 
ent grades of criminality in the military offense of 
desertion. That a recruit, led off by companions, 
or by home-sickness, or unfamiliarity with his new 
life and partial ignorance of its laws, is not to be 
punished the same as an old soldier, nor as much 
as in the aggravated case of repeated desertion, or 
desertion after pardon, or desertion of a non-com- 
wissioned officer, or desertion, accompanied by con- 
spiracy, violence, theft, or other crime. Andturther, 
that a man shoul i not be deemed torever lost to the 
service and be dishonorably discharged trou it fora 
first and simple offense, for which his after life may 
fully atone. In fact the records of the de partment 
tor the last three years show that in nearly if net 
fully haif the cases of sentence to ‘dishonorable 


{From the Army and Navy Journal, January 13 


| discharge,’ accompanied by long confinement, where 


the dishonorable discharge has been disapproved by 
the department commander and the confinement 
reduced, the mitigated sentence has finally been 
eutirely remitted; and this invariably on the earn- 
est application of the prisoner’s officers on account 
of their belief that it would be for the good of the 


I quite agree | service. 


= = Sepeitnoseaaa z os ao 
| 
Penitentiaries. Number. Term of sentence. | Rates charged. 
_ 
M is8iSSiPpPi.-....-..se00e- 4 3 years. } 
Jackson Mississippi... 1 4 years. ' Ba . 
‘Jackson, Mississippi.. 1 5 years. f | 66} cents per diem each. 
Jackson, Mississippi... l Term of enlistment. } 
ee ra asc salad daungned sxcdiceneadoves osdsnkseataapentaniuguaes. <éuécan 7 | | 
ESO } 
eee a Nar hak Staci cehs ial Scahtin shexs Gaia hwoe hacoud cdo aseebehb bqhnaestovteeind <onetnes ; l 6 months. } 
Huntsville, Texas... 1 l year. 
Huntsville, Texas.. 1 | 2 years. | | | 
Huntsville, Tee as.. . 3 years. 
Huntsville, Texas.. 4 4 years. ; | 
Huntsville, Texas.. 1 5 years. 50 cents per diem each. 
Huntsville, Texas.. 3 10 years. 
Huntsville, Texas.. l 12 years. 
Huntsville, Texas. 2 20 years. 
Huntsville, Texas 3 For life. 
Wintel ...iiesese Snem dee edacsce benanbe ty aneebbO es cece cebbns icesde secvesbasuds sudvsndenece cones seeuensseses 2 
Recapitulation. with the chairman of the Committee on Mili- ‘The case of Private Slaybeck was that of a man 
Mote) MMAR: COMBO s.csiiscs casensdsercssaesessessanoepivenss 346 tary Affairs that there is no darker spot in our who had not been three months in the service, of 
Average term of sentence, (approximated,) four ol ili servi whom it was said in evidence that he ‘was a very 
years and fifty-two days. whole military service than our present prison good, clean soldier,’ and ‘the last man whom the 
Average rate charged per annum............. $217 20 | system. I visited Bedloe’s Island a tew months witness thought would desert.’ It was the case of a 
Average rate charged per diem................ o9F || ago and saw the military prison there, and [  '#® wee vereipeaty eeexenseres himself after a 
Total cost of keeping prisoners now in d believ 3 ; short absence. Yet this mild case has received the 
confinement, per annum........................575,151 00 o not believe a man can well see a sadder severest sentence that has yet come to department 


headquarters—a sentence, moreover, which not only 
seems vindictive, but is of a character that has been 
conde ‘smned both here and at the War Department. 

*[tis true that it bas been customary to mark in- 
delibly the body of certain prisoners, us it was once 
the practice to brand them on the face with a hot 
iron; but such punishment as that given by the 
court has become so abhorrent to the present state 
of society that it is not too much to say that if it 
were generally known to be still insisted upon in the 
Army, Congress would be allowed no rest till it had 
abolished it, even if it had touabolish the Army along 
with it. 

“In this connection attention is again called 
General Urders No. 23, series of 1869, trom these 
headquarters, in the case of Private Bell, fourth 
artillery, an extract trom which is republished as an 
uppendix hereto. 

‘So much of the sentence in this case as directs 
the accused ‘to be indelibly marked with tbe letter 
D one and a half incles long on the lett hip,’ and se 
wuch as requires him ‘to be dishonorably discharged 
and bugied out of the service,’ and sv much as 
requires bim to be confined more than six months, 
is, for the reasons before set forth, disapproved. 
The remainder of the sentence is approved, and, 
subject to the foregoing remarks, the proceed 
ings are approved and confirmed. The sentence as 
modified will be duly carried into effect at thestation 
of bis battery. 


Extract from remarks in case of Private Bell, fourth 
artillery. 

“In this connection the following opinion of the 
Judge Advocate General, pages 305 and 306, para 
graph three , Which is entirely approved by the de 
partment commander, is published for the guidance 
of tuture courts in this department. 

The punishment of branding rests for its sanc- 
tion in this country upon the custom of the service. 
This custom, however, is opposed to its infliction in 
any mode which might be deemed cruel or unneces 
sarily severe. Branding with a hot iron is therefore 
discountenanced, and a sentence of marking the 
letter D, in indelible ink on the cheek sbould be 
disapproved, ‘The ordinary practice is to mark this 
letter in ink upon the hip. But the penalty oj 
branding, marking, or tatooing, however mildiy it 
may be executed, is regarded as against public policy 
and opposed tu the dictates of humanity, and conse 
quently as not couducive to the interests of the ser 
vice. The effect of fixing upon an offender an inet 
faceable brand of guilt must be to deprive him otf 
the locus penitentie which modern legisiation 
well as true philanthropy, is careful to extend to the 
criminal, and almost hopelessly to discourage him 
in making an attempt to reform his life. There is, 
indeed, in this punishment a certain werciless qual 
ity which might well characterize the code of a less 
civilized period, but is certainly abhorrent to the 
sense and judgment of an enlightened age. It is 
conceived, therefore, that if reviewing officers should 
in general remit that part of a sentence "ol court 
wurtial which imposes this peualty upon the de 
serter,they would materially promote the wellare 
of the military service.’ 

**And so held in regard to branding or marking 
with the letter I upona conviction of thett. For 
similar reasons, held that the punishment of shaving 
the head or beard and of drumming or bugling out 
of the service, involve a degree of degradation ordin 
arily uncalled tor, eee believed to be opposed to 
the better sense of the Army, and should not, there 
fore, be ee came perhaps, in extreme 
cases.”’ 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COBURN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; aud also moved 


(WA Witty my 
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that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
gentleman to amend the 
that it shall read, * 


I would ask the 
title of this bill so 
a bill to establish military 
prisons,’ and not ‘to establish a prison for 
the Army.”’ 

Mr. COBURN. 


ent title is just as 


It strikes me that the pres- 
j the other. How 
ever, | will move to amend the title so that it 
shall read 

The amendment of 


ut od “us 


‘to establish a military prison.”’ 
the title was augre ed to. 
MUSTER-IN OF OFFICERS 
Mr. COBURN from the same com 
mittee, reported back, with the recommenda 
tion that the House bill No. 
804, declaring the meantng of the third section 


also, 


Same do pass, 


of the j int resolution approved July 11, 1870, 
entitled ‘*A joint resolution amendatory of 
joint resolution for the relief of certain officers 
of the Army,’’ approved July 26, 1866, 


‘The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
third section of the joint resolution approved 
July 11, 1870, amendatory of joint resolution 
for the relief of certain officers of the Army, 
approved July 26, 1866, shall not be eonstrued 
to limit the application of the first and second 
sections of said joint resolution, exceptin those 
cases wherein, at the time of issuing commis- 
sion, there was no lawful vacaney existing 
into which the officer could be mustered. 

Mr. COBURN. I will explain this bill very 
briefly to the House. Itis a bill to construe 
a joint resolution that was passed in 1866, and 
also an amendatory joint resolution, passed in 
1870. ‘The joint resolution of 1870 provided 
that officers who had been on duty with their 
companies or regiments but were not mustered 
should be considered as mustered back to the 
time at which they went upon that duty under 
their commissions. If they went on the duty 
at the date of their commission then they 
should be mustered back to that date. 


\| 


of War have construed the first two sections 
of that joint resolution to be utterly null and 
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|| colonel of a regiment is killed. 


void, and dé@prived of all force and effect by | 


reason of the provisions of the third section— 
a most astonishing construction—a construc- 
tion which makes Congress stultify itself by 
declaring in a little section at the end of the 
law all the previous provisions of the law null 
and void. According to a fair construction 
effect should be given to theentire law and all 
its provisions be enforced ; this is not done. 


I yield to my colleague on the committee, the | 


gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. StovGaron. ] 
Mr. STOUGHTON. 


Mr. Speaker, I desire | 


to treat this question with perfect fairness ; | 


and I hope the House will fully understand 
the question before acting upon it. I confess 
I am somewhat surprised at the action of the 


chairman of the committee in reporting this | 


bill. Only three or four days ago, as the 


chairman and my colleagues upon the com- | 


mittee will bear witness, the committee voted 
down a proposition of this kind which had 


committee; and after a full discussion of the 
question the measure was placed in my hands 
by the chairman to be reported to the House 
adversely. This bill, | understand, was passed 
by the committee a long time ago. For my 
own part I had thought that the discussion the 
other day in committee covered the whole 


ground, and I think that was the impression | 


I do 


of other members of the committee. 


not of course impute any bad faith to my | 


friend the chairman of the committee. | 
merely refer to this fact to show that I am, 
and | think my colleagues on the committee 
are also, taken by surprise. 

Now, sir, a few words as to the merits of 
this proposition. It may be, and doubtless is, 
plausible on its face; but it is a pernicious and 
dangerous measure. If passed, it sweeps away 


/ and destroys all the musier-rolls of the Army ; 


special legislation; but to pass a sweeping | 


The second section of that joint resolution || 


provided that officers who were in rebel pris 
ons or who were sick in hospitals and were 
commissioned to a higher grade than the one 


held at the time they were put into prison or || 
hospital, should be mustered back to the date | 


of their commission and paid accordingly. 
The third section of that joint resolution 


provided that the two previous sections should | 
not apply in any case where the officer could | 


not have been mustered even if he had his 
commission. The committee propose to put 
# construcion upon the third section to the 


and you might just as well burn up your Adju- 
tant General’s office. If there are special 
cases of hardship, they may be removed by 


general bill which will take millions of dollars 
out of the Treasury without any real reason, 
will be unjust to ourselves and unjust to the 
Government. 

To show | am not mistaken as to the effect 


| of this measure, I send to the Clerk’s desk to 


effect that the exception shall only be con- | 


strued to apply to cases where there was no 
lawful vacancy existing at the time the com- 
mission was issued. The members of the 
House are aware that there were quite a num- 
ber of cases in the Army where men _ have 
been put upon duty at a higher grade than 
the one to which they were mustered, having 
their commissions in their possession, and 


when there was no officer about with authority | 


to muster them in. 


They have gone on for 


be read a report from the Secretary of War on 
this subjeci. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


War DEPARTMENT, January 16, 1871. 


The Secretary of War has the honor to submit to 
the House of Representatives, in answer to the res- 
olution of January 4, 1871, the accompanying report 
of the Adjutant General upon the construction 
placed by the War Department upon the law of July 


| 11, 1870, for the relief of certain officers of volun- 


weeks and months performing the duties of an || 


office of higher grade, expecting to be mus- 
tered and paid according to the grade of 


their commission; but when they came to | 
be mustered out they could not get their | 
There | 
were besides many other officers who were | 


pay according to their commission. 


languishing in prison or in hospital, who, by 
no fault of their own, were prevented from 
being mustered. The object of the law of 
1866 and the law of 1870 was to provide that 
these men should be paid back to the date of 
their commission, or the date when they en- 
tered upon duty under their commissions. It 
iS @ just provision, and it strikes me that the 
muster back should be according to the lan- 
guage of the acts of 1866 and 1870. But the 


teers, and to state that if the construction alleged to 
be correct by certain claimants under that act is 
held to be the true intent of the law, the rules and 
regulations by which some eighty-fivethousand vol- 
unteer officers were controlled during the course of 
thelate war will be overthrown; thousands of mus- 
ter-rolls, certified at their date, under the Articles 
of War, as exhibiting the “true state” of the com- 
mand, will be invalidated, and large appropriations 
of money, (nearly twenty million dollars,) will be 
needed to settle claims, the justness of which can- 
not always be definitely ascertained at a date so 
remote from that of their origin. 


WM. W. BELKNAP, Secretary of War. 


Mr. STOUGHTON. Here is a cool propo- 
sition to take nearly twenty million dollars out 
of the Treasury. I trust it will not be pushed 
through here without opportunity for a full 
explanation and a full understanding of its real 
effect. 

There were during the war some eighty-five 
thousand officers. Now, what would be the 
effect if you set aside the muster-rolls of the 
Army and let all these officers draw pay from 
the date of their commission? Any one can 
see that under such a jaw as this every officer 
in the service could come in and claim extra 
pay once, twice, and perhaps three times. 
lake an instance and see how it would work. 


Adjutant General of the Army and Secretary jj We will suppose that in an engagement the 


_ come from the Senate and was referred to our | 
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The lieuten- 
ant colonel, if he was a good man, did not, 
of course, desire the colonel’s death ; but the 
death of the colonel is nevertheless a benefit 
to him, because he gets promotion by it. It 
takes, we will say, one week for the news of the 
colonel’s death to go to his State, and another 
week for the lieutenant colonel’s commission 
as colonel to come on; and then the new 
colonel ismustered in. ‘Thus there intervenes 
half a month between the death of one 
colonel and the mustering in of another, 
It is true that during this interval the lieu- 
tenant colonel acts as colonel commanding; 
but it is to his interest to do so. He would 
rather be acting colonel than serving as lieu- 
tenant colonel. Now, would you in a case of 
that kind open the pay-rolls and allow parol 
proof to be introduced to show that he was a 
colonel, when the muster-rolls show he was 
not. Ifyou allow extra pay in all such cases, 
it is hard to estimate how much money may be 
required. As I have said, there were eighty- 
five thousand officers during the late war, aud 
there was scarcely one of them who was not 
at some time promoted. Hence, this provision 
will come into operation in the case of almost 
every officer. How unjust and expensive it 
will be must be obvious, | think, to every one. 

There is another point to which [ invite at- 
tention. At the opening of the war Congress 
provided that the volunteer troops should be 
placed upon an equality with regulars. That 
was a benefit to the volunteer troops; it gave 
them rank and character. But, sir, it is an 


established principle in the regular Army, and 


in the Army regulations, that an officer only 
takes rank and deaws pay from the time he is 
mustered. The muster is in the nature of a 
solemn obligation between the Government 
and the officer. On the part of the officer 


'it isan obligation that he will faithfully dis- 


charge his duty, that be will obey the orders 
of his superiors, and that he will support the 
Constitution of the United States; and on the 
part of the Government, that it will pay the 
amount due such officer, and recognize him as 
an officer of the grade in which he is mustered. 
Whom does it take to make the contract?) Evi 


dently it takes both the Government and the 


| officer. 


No one else can make it. Now it is 


proposed to have the muster date back toa 


time when no such contract could possibly be 
made. When the delay in muster was the 
fault of the Government during the war, it was 
always dated back. Jf exceptional cases exist, 


' they ought to be the subject of special legis- 


lation. hope the House will not pass a law 


| so dangerous and pernicious as this without 


considering its full bearing and effect. 

I desire, Mr. Speaker, to move to lay this 
bill upon the table. 

Mr. POLAND rose. 

Mr. COBURN. I will yield to the gentle- 
man from Vermont presently. The gentleman 
from Michigan has expressed some surprise 


that this bill was reported ; that the commit- 


tee had resolved to lay a bill like this upon 
the table. <A bill from the Senate came in 


| construing the second section of a joint reso- 


lution approved July 11, 1870, entitled * A 
joint resolution amendatory of joint resolution 
tor the relief of certain ofticers of the Army, 
approved July 26, 1866."’ Inasmuch as the 
gentleman alludes to what has been done in 
the committee, let me state what transpired. 


/A bill came fr6m the Senate construing the 


second section only. It was before the com- 


' mittee, and I proposed to amend it by con- 


struing the first and third sections of the joint 
resolution of 1870, and that the third section 
should not be construed to limit the applica- 
tion of the first and second sections of said 
joint resolution, except in those cases wherein, 
at the time of issuing commission, there was 
no vacancy existing into which the officer 
could be mustered; provided that this act 
shall not be construed to apply to officers 1n 
companies, or to field officers in regiments 
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nal) Now, I do not think, Mr. Speaker, that this 
bill, as reported from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, changes the law of 1870 at ail. 
That is the law now. Any correct construc 
tion of the act of 1870 is precisely what our 
committee says shall be the construction of it 
| hereafter; and it was so understood by Con- 
gress and so understood by the Committee on 
Military Affairs which reported it, and so all 
| the accounting officers of the T'reasury Depart 
ment hold. But inasmuch as the Attorney 
General and the Secretary of War hold toa 
different construction, and consider that this 
section of the act of 1870 really nullifies and 
does away with all that goes before, therefore, 
in order that any of these persons might get 
relief, it is necessary for Congress to reénact 
the law which had become practically nulli- 
fied. 





whis -h were at the time below the minimum fixed 
y law. Lalso proposed to construe the first sec- 
tion so that 1n all cases the person to whom the 
| commission shall have issued shall be cousid- 
ered as commissioned to the grade therein | 
. named from the date of such commission and 
entitled to all pay and emoluments as if actu- 
ally mustered at that date, if at that date he 
was performing the duties of that grade, and 
: if not, then he sh: all be conside red as commis- 
sioned to such grade and entitled to all pay 
and emoluments from and after the date at 
which he may have actually entered upon such 
duties previous to muster. Now the Senate 
bill was before the committee with these two | 
amendments for consideration. They were 
different from this bill and wider in their range 
| and were voted down. Not so this bill. It 
was ordered to be printed and recommitted to 
the committee in February, as gentlemen will Let me call the attention of the House to 
see by looking at the dave of whe bill, and it || the precise language of the act. The first sec- 
has so stood of record ever since. || tion applies to cases where an officer performs 
I am sorry the gentleman has intimated || the duties of a grade above that for which he 
anything like disregard on my part to the |} held a commission. The second section, and 
direction of thecommittee. | would be the last || that is the one I suppose which it is specially 


This proviso certainly could have had no such 
effect when properly construed. What is it? 
4 It is: 


‘That this resolution shall not be construed to 
apply to cases in which, under the laws and Army 
regulations existing at the time, there could have 
Le ‘n no lawful muster into service even after the 
actual receipt of the commission.” 

Now, there was a class of cases to which 
this was intended to apply. There was aregu 
lation that when a company was reduced below 
a certain number vacancies among the officers 
of that company should not be filled. There 
fore, if the man had been there, and a commis 
sion had been issued to him—and sometimes 
a commission was issued where there was no 
vacancy—this third section of this joint reso 
lution was intended to apply to a case of that 
sort. It certainly was not intended to nullify 
the whole of the provisions of the two pre- 
ceding sections. Ihe rule of law is that an 
act must be construed, if possible, so that it 
will all stand; so that effect shail be given to 
the whole of it; and that can 


be done here 
without torturing the language at all. 
Now, the simple question is this: whether the 
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I very well ac quainted with Army affairs. But 
1 have had occasion to have some experience 
with the War Department in reference to this | 
act or joint resolution of July, 1870, and of 
the utter perversion that has been made of | 
that law by the War Department. 


What was the use of passing the act at all? 
Why, the act was passed for the very reason 
that the Army regulations would not allow 
| this to be done; for the very reason that it 
| could not be done except by a special act of 
Congress. 


And we passed that special act. | 


| 
one in the world to do anything of that kind. || intended to maintain, provides— : ; / ; ae es . 
| There is the record of the committee and there | ‘That persons held As prisoners of war by the | ere pad on the — isto rule in a 
is the record of the House, unchanged, direct- || enemy, or who may have been in hospital by reason | ation e this Sener or whether Congress 1s 
hat this bill be printed and re ceecimmemiiiidel, |} of wounds or disability at the time of the issuing of | to rule . It was perfectly understood, as | 
ing t I || their commissions, shall be entitled tothe same pay, || caid before, by the Committee on Military 
and reporte ‘d for action, as I have done. || emolument, and be efits under this resolution as if Ai a 1 } > pln Bias 1 by tl ar J 
Now, in reference to what the gentleman has || actually performing the duties of the grade to which |)" se eal y b oe i 7 ae ene ; 
said about the cost of this ihing. Is it pos- | they were commissioned. , A vvihopricn neg - Se a was —— 
5 sible men should languish in prison and in || Now, isthere any doubt about that language ? || the a ‘Ge — ere A pate a : 
hospitals, suffering everything, without com- || Did Congress understand what they meant oI Jae: eee ae ae Apes le poe a wee 
pensation ? || when they passed an act containing a section |; objet _ 3 it ean I ite oe 8 bh Lat 7 
| Mr. SLOCUM. I rise to a point of order. || which declared in so plain words that when || intended to at e for just ee y the ee 
The gentleman from Michigan moved to lay || COMMISsIons were actually issued to men, but co aan si - oo —_ ™ “ pills oe Bei tia 
upon the table, and I make the point of order || 1" Consequence of their being incarcerated in || Sick in the hospital or were languishing in 
that motion is not debatable. | rebel prisons, or being in hospital by reason of rebel prisons. It was intended that they should 
: : The SPEAKER. ‘The motion was not in | sickness or wounds received in battle, they || not be the sufferers by it ; that they should 
; 7 order, as the gentleman from Michigan did |} were nable to actually accept their commis- || be as well off es as = they had _— 
| +e not have the floor forthat purpose. he floor || Sions and be sworn and mustered in; when they |/ out : Pe —_ “age eer e ee 
; * was not yielded for any purpose of that kind. || Were prevented from receiving their cCommis- ae ona a pees tl at ogee \djut ss 
The gentleman from Michigan had the floor || rats by any of these causes, they should have hi ae . vee ae vo i. * i. 7 ees 
for the purpose of making some remarks. | their pay precisely the meee ne ee fiasocetanilg | Bree, Deckert wal haen dj sent @ock | ) 
| Mr. COBURN. The floor was yielded for | ceived those commissions? And ! want to is a question whether the Adjutant General of 
the purpose of making remarks, and not for | ask my friend from Michigan, who has himself the Army he will of Congress shall prevail 
5 the purpose of making such a motion. || been asoldier, if that is not honest and just aud re - ve Ps — 7 aa 
; Now, Mr. Speaker, if we are to shut our |) ™ght; 1! ‘there is any great generosity on the f ie rae —_ eh pt oer es ek 
’ - eyes to the suffering of these men, if we are to || Part of the Government in saying to these men, re eer nage prog eee es ’Y 
4 ignore their hardships and trials, 1 wish gen. || “Because you were in the rebel prison, suffer. eee -. : ae ie . or useoeynbaee thi 
1 g tlemen to put their feet. squarely upon the || ing all the torture experienced there, that shall cee . gme z eee 83 a upon this 
. 3 record. || not prevent you from having the same pay, as || SUDJect, aud that they will putt wy gucgmem 
: It has been asserted this is going to cost || If you had actually been in the place you would |} 10 such language pa Adjutant General of 
; $20,000,000 to the Government. I do not be- || Otherwise have held in the Army ?’’ Can we _ Arm) avai ee ; 
; lieve it will cost one tenth of that amount. | || Claim anything on that score by being extra Mr. COBUR: ae ar the fact that 
have no idea it will; but suppose it does, if we || generous on that account. It seems to me we the gentleman from Michigan, my colleague 
are doing right, if we ure carrying out our } cannot. It seems to me the simplest act ot upon the commiitee, (Mr. SroucnTon, ] says 
contract, let us do it though the heavens fall. || Justice on our part that we shoul: {make them |) that he hada misunderstanding about this bill, 
The man who marched with his command, || #8 well off as if they had been in that position. I will move that it be recommitted to the com 
: who accepted his commission and was put on | Now, Mr. Spe saker, here is a third section, | mittee, with the understanding th: at it may be 
duty under it, who took his life in his hands || Which they say actually does away with and | re ported during the present call of the com 
as an officer and faithfully served his country, || @nnuls the second section. It reads as fol- || tnittee. Tam unwilling, if thereis any misun- 
ought to be paid forhisservice. If gentlemen |) lows : derstanding about iton the part of any of my 
think otherwise, let them say so. I stand ready || ‘That this resolution shall not be construed to | Colleagues, that action shall be taken upon the 
2 to comply with our contract. Shall not the || rn be tad il sai et Lee roan, — . Sis 
oficers—the lieutenant colonel, major, or cap- || been no lawful muster into service even after the moat SEERAE Span yO ve am sure that 
tain—who went in and took the risks and || actual receipt of the commission. will be the better arrangement—to recommit 
i hazards of battle have his pay? According to | Now, what say the War De partme *nt—and the bill. = : ‘ Will 
; the position of the gentleman from Michigan, the sentiment of the War Department seems Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Will the 
; because somebody was not there ready to || strangely to have crept into the minds of some gentleman ullow me to suggest an amendment? 
muster him in, and because he happened, for- || of the members of _ Military Committee || Mr. ¢ OBL RN, I will, 
| sooth, to bein hospital, or in a rebel prison, |) when they say that the rules and regulations || Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I would 
is he not now to get the benefit of his services || of the Army require that a man should be || Suggest that tne bill be amended by striking 
or any recompense for his sufferings? || actually sworn and mustered in, to use a tech out the words of ne: ae and 
| I yield to the gentleman from Ve rmont, || nical phrase; that the man who was in a rebel || t0 Insert the words ‘* when such muster should 
» [Mr. Potanp. J | prison, or who was sick in hospital, could not have been os e . 
Mr. POLAND. lam not a member of the || appear to take the oath and be mustered in ; Mr. COBUR: If the gentleman from 
: Committee on Military Affairs, and therefore I || therefore, the Army regulations, they say, con Massachusetts will reduce his amenament to 
t have nothing to do with the settlement of any |! flict with this provision in the first and second | writing, it can go to the committee with the 
: committee differences in relation to whether || sections of this act, and accordingly annul || bill, and we will consider it. I now ask thal 
this bill is properly reported or not. Nor am || them. the bill be recommitted with the understand 


ing that it may be reported during the present 
call of the committee. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Of course the 
committee can report it to-morrow night, if 
they wish. 

Mr. COBURN. I call the previous question. 
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The previous question was seconded and 
the main guestion was ordered ; and underthe 
operation thereof the bill was recommitted. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the motion to recom- 
mit was agreed to; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 

OFFICERS OF MISSOURI STATE MILITIA. 

Mr. STOUGHTON from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported back a bill (H. BR. 
No. 1931) granting three months’ extra pay 
to the officers of the Missouri State 
militin, below the rank of brigadier general, 
who continued in the military service during 
the late rebellion, afterthe 3d of March, 1865, 
and were honorably discharged after the 9th 
of April, 1865, and moved that it be laid on 


proper 


the table, and that the accompanying report | 


be printed. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

EXTKA PAY OF PAYMASTERS’ CLERKS. 

Mr. STOUGHTON also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back adversely the petition of 
paymasters’ clerks of the United States Army 
tor additional com; which was laid 
on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed, 


ePnsalion ; 


CLAIMS FOR SUBSISTENCE 

Mr. STOUGHTON a 
committee, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 
564) to amend an act entitled **An act to 
restrict the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims, 
aud to provide for the payment of certain 
demands for quartermaster’s stores and sub- 
sistence supplies furnished to the Army of the 
United States,”’ approved July 4, 1864, and 
moved that it be laid upon the table, and that 
the accompanying report be printed. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 


SUPPLIES, ETC. 


30, from the same 


| 
k 


HOMESTEADS FOR SOLDIERS AND SAILORS 

Mr. STOUGHTON also, from the same 
committee, reported back with a recommend- 
ation that it pass, the bill (H. R. No. 1665) 


,» BTC. 


to enable honorably discharged soldiers and 


sailors, their widows and orpban children, 
to acquire homesteads on the public lands 
of the United States. 

The bill provides in the first section that 
every private soldier and officer who has 
served in the Army of the United States dur- 
ing the recent rebellion, for ninety days, and 
who was honorably discharged, including the 
troops mustered into the service of the United 
States by virtue of the third section of an act 


entitled ‘‘An act making appropriations for 


completing the defenses ot W ashington, and | 


for other purposes,’’ approved February 13, 
1862, and every seaman, marine, and oflicer 
or other person, who has served in the Navy 
of the United States or in the Marine corps 
during the rebellion, 

was honorably discharged, has remained loyal 
to the Government, shall be entitled to enter 
and receive a certificate for a quantity of pub- 
lic lands (not mineral) not exceeding one hun- 
dred and sixty acres, or one quarter section, 
which shall be composed of coutiguous tracts 
according to legal subdivisions, including the 
ulternate reserved seciions of public lands 
along the line of any railroad or other public 
work, or other lands subject to entry under 


the homestead laws of the United States, 


or Marine corps, or if discharged on account 
of wounds received or disability incurred in 
the line of duty, then the term of enlistment 
shall be deducted from the time heretofore 
required to perfect title. Any soldier, sea- 


man, marine, or officer may assign his certifi- 


cate of entry within twelve months from the 
date thereof to any citizen of the United States 
over twenty-one years of age, or person who 
has declared his intention to become such, who 
has not previously availed himself of the ben- 
efits of the homestead or preémption laws; 
and such assignee is to succeed to all the 
rights of the soldier, seaman, marine, or offi- 
cer; and it may be lawful for such assignee to 
become the purchaser of certificates to the 
amount of not more than one section, or six 
hundred and forty acres of land, but the same 


shall be contiguous and adjoining, and for the | 


purpose of actual settlement; but no such 


assignor of a certificate of entry is thereafter | 
to have the right to avail himself ofthe benefit 


of this act or the acts heretofore passed grant- 
ing homesteads to actual settlers, nor is such 
assignee to have the right to acquire any 
other homestead under said acts. But no 
patent is to issue to such soldier, seaman, ma- 
rine, or officer, or his assignee, who has not 
resided upon, improved, and cultivated his 
homestead for a period of at least two years. 
The soldier, seaman, marine, or officer, is not 
to be required to pay any Government fee. 
The second section provides that any person 
entitled under the provisions of the foregoing 


section to enter a homestead, who may have | 
heretofore entered under the homestead laws | 
a quantity of land less than one hundred and | 


sixty acres, shall be permitted to enter under 
the provisions of this act so much land as, 
when added to the quantity previously entered, 
shall not exceed one hundred and sixty acres. 

The third section provides that in case of 
the death of any person who would be entitled 
to a homestead under the provisions of the first 
section of this act, his widow, if unmarried, 
or in case of her death or marriage, then his 
minor orphan children, shall be entitled to all 
the benefits enumerated in this act. 


| person died during his term of enlistment, the | 


whole term of his enlistment is to be deducted | 


from the time heretofore required to perfect 
the title. 
rhe fourth section provides that every sol- 


|| dier, seaman, marine, and officer who served 


for ninety days, and who | 


wherever public lands have been or may be | 


granted by acts of Congress; and that such 
soldier, seaman, marine, or officer, his heirs 
or assigns, shall be entitled to a patent for said 
land upon complying with the provisions of an 
act entitled ‘An act to secure homesteads upon 
the public domain,”’ except as provided in this 
act. But such soldier, seaman, marine, or 
officer is to be allowed twelve months after 
locating his homestead within which to com- 
mence his settlement and improvement, and 
the time which the soldier, seaman, marine, 


or officer shall have served in the Army, Navy, || amendment to this bill. 


in the Army or Navy for the said period of 
ninety days, and is now inscribed on the pen- 
sion-rolls of the United States, or may here 
after be so inscribed on account of wounds 
received or disabilities incurred in the line of 
duty, may, in lieu of the rights, privileges, and 
benefits hereinbefore conferred, euter upon, 
by an agent or attorney, and receive a patent 
fort one quarter section of land, as provided 
in section one of this act, and shall be entitled 


| to all the benefits of the first section, and lia- 


ble to all the provisions thereof, except as to 
the personal residence ; and that all acts and 
things required to be done by said homestead 
settler by that section may be done by his agent 
or attorney. But no such agent or attorney 
shall act as such for more than one person at 
the same time. 

The fifth section provides that all declara- 


tions and proofs required under this act and | 


| the former acts granting homesteads to actual 


settlers may be taken before the judge or clerk 
of any court of record in the United States, 
or of any State or Territory, and when duly 
authenticated under the official seal of such 


court, shall be of the same force and effect | 


as if taken before the register or receiver 
of the proper land oflice. 

The sixth section authorizes the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office to make all 
needful rules and regulations to carry into 


| effect the provisions of this act. 


Mr. RICCHIE. I would like to offer an 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. StoveHton} has 


the floor. 


Mr. STOUGHTON. I will hear the 


| amendment read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert in the first section of the bill the following: 
_ Also military telegraph operators who were sworn 
into the military service as such, and were honor- 
ably discharged after a service of one year. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I think I must refuse 
to assent to that amendment. 

Mr. RITCHIE. Will the gentleman allow 
me a few minutes to explain it? 

Mr. STOUGHTON. L[yietd five minutes 
to the gentleman. 


Mr. RITCHIE. Mr. Speaker, I have my- 


| self very little personal acquaintance with the 


subject-matter of my amendment; but my 
attention was called to this subject a few days 


| ago by a gentleman of my Own county, who 


was in the military service during the war as 
a military telegraph operator. He informs me 
that such operators were sworn into the ser- 


| vice, and were subject ty military orders; that 


If such || 





their service was of .ne most hazardous as 
well as the most important character. This 
yas particularly the case along the borders. 
Frequently large bodies of troops were saved 
from danger and vast quantities of property 
saved from destruction bythe fidelity of these 
men, who were often exposed to great peril 
from the necessity of advancing the telegraph 
lines and keeping up communication. 

I submit this proposition to the judgment 
of gentlemen who are practically familiar witl, 
the subject. There are many gentlemen in 
this House who can decide at once whether 
there is merit in this application. I under- 
stand there are but three or four hundred of 
these men; and as they were subject to mili- 
tary orders, as they performed valuable service 
and were exposed to the same risks with sol 
diers, | submit that they should be put on the 
same footing in regard to homesteads, pro 
vided they were honorably discharged atier a 
service of at least one year. 

I have understood that the distinguished 
gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. BuTLer] 
had indicated a willingness to support this 
proposition, and I should like to hear from 
him. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. 
floor. 

Mr. RITCHIE. As I bave already said, | 
have no practical familiarity myself with the 
merits of this claim. I see gentlemen who are 
competent to advise the House, and who know 
whether the services of that class of meu were 
valuable or not. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. [think this is a mat- 
ter which should be considered separate from 
this bill, and I deeline to yield for the amend 
ment. 

Mr. Speaker, the soldiers of the late war 
are not unreasonable in their demands, but 
from the thousands of petitions presented 
here, and from the expression throughout the 
country, I am satisfied that they are earnest 
and determined. They have a right to ask 
that Congress shall either confer upon them 
a grant in the public lands similar to the 
grants conferred upon soldiers of former wars, 
or equalize the bounties so that those who per- 
formed the most service shall be placed upon 
an equal footing with those who performed 
the least. And, sir, they fully comprehend 


I will now take the 


| the strategy of those who are in favor of a land 


grant where equalization is proposed and in 
favor of equalization when a laud grant 18 


| presented. 


Let a law be passed giving to every Union 
soldier and sailor, and to the widows aud 
orphans of those who are dead, one hundred 
and sixty acres of the public land, to be held 
by them and their heirs forever, or disposed 
of under such regulations as will secure actual 
settlement and cultivation, and it will be not 








0 
be thet gallantry and devotion which will be 
prized alike by the citizen and the soldier. 

Such are the general features of the pend- 
ing bill and of the bill which passed the 
jast House of Representatives. It authorizes 
every honorably discharged soldier to enter 
one hundred and sixty acres of any land sub 
‘ect to homestead settlement, with the follow- 
ing additional provisions: 

1. He is to have one year after the entry of 
the land in which to commence his settle- 
ment and improvement. 

2. The time he actually served in the Army 


yan act of justice, but a graceful tribute 


is to be deducted from the time necessary 


under the homestead law to perfect title. 

3. He may assign his certificate of such entry 
to any other person entitled under the laws 
of the United States to enter a homestead, 
who will succeed to all his rights and privi- 
leges, but neither the assignor nor the assignee 
can afterward avail himself of the benefits of 
the homestead law. 

4. Those who are disabled by reason of 
wounds received or disability incurred in the 
line of duty may, at their option, make the 
required settlement by an agent or attorney, 
provided that no such agent or attorney shall 
act for more than one person at the same 
time. 

The provisions of this bill are in conformity 


with the policy of the Government to dispose | 


of the public lands for actual setthement and 
cultivation. It secures to every soldier, free 
of cost, a quarter section of land with the 
right of absolute enjoyment or alienation to 


auy purchaser who desires it for the purposes | 


contemplated by the homestead law. It takes 
no money from the Treasury, interferes with 
no industry, and violates no right. If it 


be true that the public lands under the pro- || 


visions of this bill would be rapidly absorbed, 
it is equally true that they would be settled, 


improved, and developed in the same propor- | 


tion. 

The provision giving one year after the 
formal entry in which to commence actual set- 
tlement is of great importance. It will enable 


majority of cases without crime or conviction. 
1 am aware that it has been said, in opposi- 
tion to this provision, that these assignments 
would flood the market and become worthless. 
The answer is obvious; the land covered by 
a soldier’s certificate in his own hands or the 
hands of his assignee will be equal in value to 
the railroad or other adjoining land of the 
saine quality. If, as the objection would seem 
to indicate, the effect of our homestead law 
has been to render the fertile plains of the 
West, valueless, it is quite time we had achange 
in our land policy. With an apparent incon- 
sistency, it 1s also said that the ‘*sharpers’’ 
will cheat the soldiers out of their rights. If 
a few are improvident, is that any reason why 
all should be denied an act of justice? But, 
sir, there is no cause for any alarm. The great 
body of the soldiers will be found fully capable 
of managing their own affairs and zealously 
guarding their own rights. They exhibited 
on divers and sundry occasions during the 
war some sharp points. and there is good rea- 
son to believe that the men who saved one 
third of the area of this Republic from trea- 
son and rebellion can take care of a hundred 
and sixty acres of western land. 

The clause allowing wounded and disabled 


| occupied lands he can only 


soldiers to settle homesteads by an agent or | 


attorney needs no comment. It makes no 
difference to the Government who performs 
the manual labor required by law; and the 
veteran disabled by the casualties or exposure 
of war should at least be permitted to have 
that done by another which he can no longer do 
himself. Congress has repeatedly made liberal 
grants ofthe publiclandsas areward for military 
services. ‘The acts of May 6, 1812, and April 
16, 1816, gave valuable rights to the soldiers 
of the Revolution, and those of the war of 
1812 who served out their term of enlistment. 


| The act of September 28, 1850, made gener- 
b> 


| still further extended by the acts of March 


the soldiers to arrange their home affairs pre- | 
paratory to a change of residence, and to form | 


colonies and carry with them the conveniences 
of life and the means of defense against In- 
dian depredations. Those who are so situated 
that a change of residence is undesirable can 
also negotiate their titles without the inter- 
vention of brokers and speculators. 

Under existing laws it requires five years’ 


ous provisions for the soldiers of the Mexican 
and all former wars. And these grants were 
*)*) 


1852, and March 8, 1855. There is no reason 
for the abandonment of this just and whole- 
some policy. 

The total area of the public land sold and 
unsold, as shown by the records of the General 
Land Office, is 1,834,998,400 acres. ‘The en 


|| tire amount sold and disposed of up to June 


residence and cultivation to perfect a title to | 


the publie lands. 


ducted from this period. And why not? Were 


It is proposed to allow the || to be granted, gives 369,305,440 acres as the 


time the soldier served in the Army to be de- | 


not the years during which the energies and | 


attention of the soldier were withdrawn from 
his private business and wholly devoted to the 
public welfare worth as much as the time of 
the homestead settler? If not, let us tax the 
soldiers to pay the men who never raised their 
hands or voice in defense of the Government 
for taking the broad acres of our public 
domain as a gift! 

The provision authorizing the soldier to 
assign his certificate to any other person who 
under the laws of the United States is enti- 
led to enter a homestead is just and reason- 
able. It appropriates no land not otherwise 
subject tohomestead entry. The reward con- 
ferred on the soldiers ought to be uniform and 
general. But all are not homestead settlers, 
and never will be. 
sand can abandon his local associations, busi- 
Hess Interest, and established home. A sol- 
dier’s land grant requiring actual settlement 
by the soldier in person as a condition-prece- 
dent is, therefore, a fraud on its face. It 
would confer no substantial benefits, save 
in a few exceptional cases. If any estate 


were granted, or intended to be granted 
thereby, it would work a forfeiture in a large 


—No. 199. 


42p Cone. 2p Suss. 


Searcely one in a thou- | 


30, 1871, including railroad and other grants, 
is 458,031,895 acres, leaving 1,376,967,005 
acres still unsold. Estimating the number of 
soldiers and sailors who under this bill would 
be entitled to enter lands at 2,225,569, and 
multiplying this by 160, the number of acres 


| amount of land ultimately required in case all’ 


| main 1,007,661,565 acres. 
tend that the nation cannot afford te do this | 


the claims are allowed. Deduct this from the 
public lands now unsold, and there still re- 
Will any one pre- 


act of justice? 

Since the passage of the homestead law the 
public lands have ceased to be a source of 
revenue. We give to foreigners of every class 
and shade of character one hundred and sixty 
acres of as fertile land as the sun ever shone 
upon the moment they declare their intention 
to become citizens. Why not make the pro 
visions broader and more beneficial to the 
sons of the soil and those citizens of foreign 
birth who have earned the nation’s gratitude 
in a long and perilous war? The soldiers’ 
claims are not to be sacrificed to the agrarian 
theories and abstractions of homestead spec- 
ulators. The design of the homestead law 
was to enable all who desired, to possess oue 
hundred and sixty acres of the public land. 
This is right; but unwise and hasty legisla- 
tion has changed its whole character. Jt has 
been tortured into an absolute prohibition 
upon the right of the citizens of the United 
States to purchase more than that quantity. 


| The enterprising farmer who emigrates there, 
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grain and lowing herds, finds that although 
the Government has millions of acres of un- 
obtain a patch 
about large enough for a western cora field! 
If he gets more, he must buy out some profes- 
sional homesteader who claims the adjoining 
land because some one else wants 
the purpose of making money out of the 
nation’s generosity. Fraud and perjury are 
freely resorted to in support of their pretended 
homestead claims; military and Indian res- 
ervations are invaded in violation of law, and 
Congress at every session is asked to abandon 
the one and drive the Indians from the other 
in order to enrich the worst set of sharks and 
land-grabbers in Christendom. Should the 
soldiers’ bounty bill interfere with this state 
of things it is cheering to know that the ** Re- 
public will receive no detriment.’’ 

In answer to an inguiry addressed to the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office | 


it and for 


have been furnished with a statement of the 


homestead 
most 


of 
the 


percentage 


abandonments 
important land 


in 


some districts 


| which | will submit as a part of my remarks; 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
W Asuinaton, D.C., Aprif 8, 1872. 
Sir: In reply to your inquiry of the 6th instant, I 
have the honor to state that the following approxi- 
mate estimate shows the number of homestead en- 
tries made in certain land districts, with the per 


| cent. of cancellations by reason of relinquishments 


i| expecting to cover hill and dale with waving | 


and abandonments: 





Number Per cent. 
Land district. homestead = cancella- 
entries, tiona, 
St. Cloud, Minnesota.................0.. 7.400 8 
Jackson, Minnesota......... .... 7,009 29 
‘Topeka, Kansas Siierttia veka 3577 28 
Junction City, Kansas..................0, 800 1» 
Denver, Colorado......... ..ccccccoceees e002, U8 2» 
Vermillion, Dakota .......... 40 24 
Boonville, Missouri............... 9,000 25 
lronton, Missouri sSiddekocigdades ae 25 
Springtieid, Missouri..................... O14 25 
Council Bluffs, Towa...................... 58] 16 
POst DOGMOs TO Whicicnicccciscccsvacsasdens 6,144 25 
Pees Cie, Do Weis icsesisscesiiterdioncce 6,072 33 
Lincoln, Nebraska ..............0066......, 500 7 


This is believed to be sufficiently accurate to show 
the general result of the operation of the homestead 
laws in the districts named up to date. How many 
will fail to be linally proved up (the term not having 
expired except for those made as early April, 
1865) cannot, of course, be stated. ‘These must, 
however, necessarily add largely to the per cent 


- ol 
cancellations. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
W. W. CURTIS, 
Acting Commissioner. 


Hon. Wiuiiam L. Stovaeuron, 
House of Kepresentatives. 

This percentage, as the acting Commissioner 
states, must be greatly increased, and probably 
doubled. It is safe to say that one half of the 
homestead entries are for purposes of fraud 
and speculation, and are settled, if settled at 
all, by a restless and unstable population. 
The law requiring our western lauds to be 
disposed of only to actual settlers in tracts not 
exceeding one hundred and sixty acres, is an 
abridgment of the rights of the American 
people, and benefits no one except homestead 
speculators and the great railroad corpora- 
tions, which, if this policy is continued, will 
have a monopoly of all the land sales in the 
West. The immediate effect of the passage of 
this bill will be to encourage a more enterpris- 
ing class of settlers, who, as owners or pur 


| chasers of soldiers’ rights in a sufficient quan- 


tity of land to constitute a productive farm, 


| will add to the industry and wealth of the West 


instead of impoverishing the country by fraud- 
ulent homestead entries and aLandonments. 
The so-called soldiers’ homestead bill, which 
passed this House on the 5th of March, con- 
fers no general benetit upon the soldiers. All 
that is valuable in that act is taken from the 
House bill of the lorty First Congress ; but 
the most important provisions are lett out. It 
is the ** play of Harlet with the part of Ham- 
let omitted.’’ It rquires actual settlement by 
the soldier in person. No provision whatever 


is made for nine hundred and ninety-nine out 


of every one thousand soldiers who caunot 
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become homestead settlers; and by striking 
out the assignment clause it exhibits the sin- 
gular pectacle of a great and wealthy nation 


offering to the widows and orphans of soldiers 


who fell in defense of the Union one hundred 


aud sixty acres of land in the far West, pro- 
vided they will abandon all advantages tor edu- 
cation, and wil the ties ot home and kindred 
left to them, and actually settle, and probably 
starve, upon the niggardly gift. The pending 
bill supplies the defect and makes the benefits 
conferred uniform and equal. Anything short 


of this is unjust to the soldiers and unworthy | 


of the Government. 

I now call the previous que tion, 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. [hope the 
gentleman will allow some time for discussion 
ov this bill. 

lhe Liouse divided on seconding the demand 
for the previous question. 

Mr. SEOQOUGHTON,. As there seems to be 
a general desire for some discussion of this 
bill, I will withdraw the demand for the pre- 


vious question, and yield for five minutes to | 


the gentleman from Minnesota, 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Speaker, it may be 
an ungracious thing to oppose the passage of 
this bill; but yet a sense of duty compels me 
to do so. We have heard more than one appeal 
during this session of Congress about reserv- 
ing the public domain for actual settlers. We 
passed a billa few days ago giving to every 


soldier who really desires a home, who desires 


a farm in the West, to go out and settle on it 
and become the owner of one hundred and 
sixty acres. 
who went out and fought in defense of the 
country. I am happy to say under that bill 
already colonies are being formed in New 
Kngland. Only one week ago a hundred sol- 
diers left Boston for the western States under 
this act. 
alone. It was in the interest really of the 
men who wished to settle on the public lands 
of the country. 
deprive these men who want homes in the 
West of all opportunities to get them. If we 
give a land warrant to every soldier who served 
in the Army of the United States, you will 
soon have not an acre of land open for those 


We ought to let that present act | 


It was a just act to the soldiers | 


If we pass this bill we will | 


who desire to enter upon a quarter section. || 


We do vast injustice to these new States of the 
West. In thirty days after these land warrants 
are issued there will not be a solitary quarter 
section left, and entire counties in the West 
will be assigned to silence and non-develop- 
ment for years by these land warrants being 
held by speculators. 

Mr. COBURN. Does the gentleman un- 
derstand anything like that will be the effect 
of this bill? 

Mr. DUNNELL. I understand that is to 
be its operation. I wish gentlemen to remem- 
ber even under the preémption laws whole 
counties are held in my district to-day by men 
who never saw the land and never expect to 
see it. 

Mr. COBURN., 
with this bill. 

Mr. DUNNELL. The whole theory of giv- 
ing public land except on personal settlement 
is all false and wrong, and unjust to these new 
States. 

Mr. Speaker, [ am willing to do justice to 
the soldiers. My voice shall never be heard 
against the soldier. We have put into the 
Military Committee petitions signed by more 


But that has nothing to do 


than two thousand names not asking for this | 


bill, not one of them. 
district asks for this bill; but they do for the 
other ove before the commitiee. They ask 
for equalization of bounties. 
suldiers a stone, but give them bread. If they 
are entitled to equalization of bounties, give it 
to them in hard cash, and then we will reserve 
our public lands for settlement. I hope the 
tine has come when we will take care of the 
public lands, reserving them to the actual set- 





Not a soldier trom my | 


Do not give the | 


| son to become settlers. 


tler. The day is past when land-sharks should 
traffic inthe publiclands, ‘There is an organ- 
ization in my State who smell out land as by 
instinct. They formed a company after this 
bill was brought in to get hold of all these 
lands from the unfortunate soldiers. If we 
grant land warrants they will be sold, and hun- 
dreds of thousands never will get but a nom- 
inal price for them. Give them money, give 
them bread, and do not give them a stone. 

I respect the gentleman from Michigan, [ Mr. 
SrovucutTon,] who reported this bill. He is 


all afire with reverence and respect for the | 


soldier, but let us take care that the soldier 
gets some substantial good. 
Mr. HAWLEY. I hope the gentleman from 


| Michigan will yield-to me for five minutes. 


Mr. SHOUGHTON. I will yield first for 
five minutes to the gentleman from Virginia, 
[Mr. Puarr. | 

Mr. PLATT. I think, Mr. 
1 


Speaker, that 
this Louse is laboring und 


er & misappreben- 
sion in regard vo the intentions and effect of 
this bill reported by the gentleman trom Mich- 
igan, {Mr. Sroucuron.] It simply makes it 
possible for soldiers who cannot go themselves 
to settle on these lands of the Government, and 
take advantage in their own persous of the 


| privileges of the homestead act, to assign to 


actual settlers that right which the previous 
bill has given them, 


the Army and Navy of the United States and 
has been honorably discharged credit for the 


length of time he has served in the Army or 


in the Navy in the settlement he makes under 
the homestead laws of the country. If he 
serves three years, he has to live only two 
years on these lands before he gets his title. 
But as the law stands now its privileges are 
not worth one cent to ninety per cent. of the 
men who served in the Army and Navy of the 
United States during the last war, because 
they cannot in their own persons take advan- 
tage of the privilege. 

This bill provides that when a soldier has 
died his widow or children may assign his title 
to an actual settler, who will have in his own 
person to comply with every requirement of 


the homestead act which is now required of | 


the soldiers who go upon these lands in per- 


see how the land-sharks whom the gentleman 


in other words, the pre- | 
| vious bill gives to every man who served in 


| 
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orably discharged, asking for this very provis. 
ion; the very provision that can make this 
homestead law of any avail to ninety per cent, 
of the soldiers. They do ask for it. Winat- 
ever expectation they may have had of getting 
a money bounty, they have abandoned it in 
despair ; at least most of them have done 80. 
They do not believe that the time will ever 
come when a Congress of the United States 
will vote the enormous sum of money neces. 


| sary to equalize bounties. I feel assured. how- 


} 


ever, that they will be in a measure satistied 
with this bill, and I hope thatthe members of 
this House who are called upon to act on it 
to-night will carefully consider it, and that 


| they will grant this measure of justice which 


is asked for by the men who served in our 
Army and Navy during the war. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. LI yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Missouri, { Mr. MeCor- 
MICK. } 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I do not 
believe, Mr. Speaker, that there has been a 
bill introduced into the Congress of the Uni- 


| ted States for many years that has exercised 


so wide an influence upon the public domain 
of the country as this bill, if it goes into oper- 
ation, will do. It will result in the greatest 


| land monopolies, [| predict, that have ever 


existed in this country. Under the fourth 
section of this bill every soldier who is now 
upon the pension-rolls of the country will be 
entitled to locate one hundred and sixty acres 
of land by his agent. His agent is the person 
who will purchase from him his certificate. 


And in this way these soldiers, who are now 
| pensioners upon the Government of the Uui- 


ted States, will in hundreds of cases part with 
their land certificates fora mere trifle. Those 
certificates will go into the hands of specuiat- 
ors, who will plaster the whole western country 
over with more than two hundred thousand cer- 
tificates, for one hundred and sixty acres each, 


| of disabled soldiers who are entitled to the 


Now, I am unabie to | 


trom Minnesota [Mr. DuNNELL] tells us about | 


are to get any advantage from this bill. Ldo not 
see how under its provisions they are to take 
up whole counties and turn them into deserts 


' for along series of years; for under this bill 


if a man to whom the right is sold by the sol- 
dier does not become an actual settler within 
twelve months, does not settle on the land 
and comply with all the requirements of the 


homestead act, the privilege lapses and is | 


| worth nothing, and the land reveris to the 


Government of the United States. , 
This is the only proposition which has been 
before this Congress, or which has been before 


land under this bill, while the soldier himself 
will receive little or no substantial benefit 
from tuis gratuity of the Government. 

Under existing laws every citizen of these 
United States is now entitled to select for 
himself a homestead and to enjoy and live 
upon that homestead without mouey and with- 
out price. The object of the homestead laws 


| of the country is to secure a home for every 


| man in this broad land. 


| hands of speculators and hucksters. 
| this bill will not become a law. 


But under this ar- 
rangement these certificates will go into the 
I hope 
I think it is 
mischievous, and will be without benefit to 
the soldiers. In many instances it will not be 
of the value of ten dollars to the soldier who 
will be detrauded and cheated out of this 
bounty, the full benefit of which will go to the 
relentless speculators and monopolists, who 
will tie up the public lands so that they cannot 
be enjoyed and occupied by those wishing to 


| make actual settlements thereon. 


| the Congress ot the United States since the || 
| war, which looks to equalizing bounties in any 


| accordance with the term he bas served. 


way. 


‘This does it, in a measure, in providing | 


that the man who served three years shall have | 


u greater privilege than the one who has served 
only three months; and that the man who has 
served in the Army and been honorably dis- 


charged shall have a privilege valuable in | 


enables the soldier who cannot himself settle 
onthe public domain to have the full advan- 
tage the Government has given him. It does 
not place in his hands an assignable warrant 
to be hawked about the streets and sold to 
speculators. 


It | 


lt appears to me that it is a beneficent act, 


which is no more than the due of the soldiers 
and sailors of this country. , 
I have presented here petitions, which have 


been referred to the Committee on Miliiary || . 
|| Aduirs, of soldiers and sailors who were hon- || ber, When the war ended we had in the Army 


| vision, 


Mr. PLATT. 
how that will be? 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. Under 
these very certificates every soldier of this 
country has a year in which to locate his claim 
on the public domain. At least eight hundred 
thousand men will be entitled to one hundred 
and sixty acres of land each, and they have 
now the right to go upon the public domain 
and for a year hold in abeyance the whole 
amount of land they can claim under this pro- 


Will the gentleman state 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. If the 
gentleman will allow me to interrupt him, | 
will say that instead of eight hundred thou- 
sand soldiers there will be two and a half mil- 
lions, for there were three million soldiers 
enlisted in the service. 

Mr. MeCORMICK, of Missouri. 


I was very 


sure when | named the sum of eight hundred 


thousand that I was far below the correct num- 








1872. 


| 
eight hundred thousand men, and the records | now no difficulty about the question. 


of the Army show that more than three mil- 
lion men were enlisted, Every foot of the 
public domain worth holding by the actual 
settler will be covered by the provisions of 
this bill. Why, sir, we talk about railroad 
land grants; this is a cheaper plan to build 
railroads upon the public lands by purchasing 
these certificates than it would be to have the 
land granted to them directly in the first place. 

It | have time, I will yield a minute to the 
gentleman from Maryland, (Mr. Rircuie. | 

Mr. RITCHIE. 1 desire to say that in ad- 
voeating the claims of military telegraph 
operators I did not intend to indorse the pro- 
visions of the bill itself. 1 only wished the 
House to take into consideration the claims 
of these men with other members of the 
Army. I thoroughly sympathize with the 
only true method of reform in regard to land 
grants; that is, the restriction of donations of 
the publie lands to actual settlers. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I yield five minutes 
to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Haw- 


LEY. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is well known to mem- 
bers of this House that I have been in favor 
of the homestead law, and upon many occa- 
sions since 1 have been a member it has been 
my privilege to advocate that measure. I am 
as much in favor of it nowas I have ever been 
at any former time. And I believe that the 
bill now offered to the House is vicious in 
most of its parts, and that if enacted into a 
law nothing but evil will result from it. The 
bill which passed the House and the Senate, 
aud which has become a law during the pres- 
ent session of Congress, is in my opinion in all 
respects a just and wise measure. 

‘That bill, in my judgment, went as far as it 
was safe for Congress to go in this direction. 
It was, as I thought, the only bill which could 
receive the sanction of both Houses of Con- 
gress; and so believing, I moved, when it came 
from the Senate, that it be taken from the 


Speaker's table and passed under a suspension | 


ot the rules. 

In the brief time allowed me I wish to call 
the attention of the House to some of the per- 
nicious features of the bill now before us. By 


this bill the soldier is to be allowed to assign | 


his certificate to any citizen of the United 
States; any assignee may purchase four such 
certificates and take, not a quarter section, but 
a section of the public land. In this respect 
the bill violates in an important particular the 
principle of the homestead law. 

Now, what will the soldier get for his cer- 

tificate? Any man from the West who has 
been familiar at all with land speculation in 
that section knows that the soldier would not 
be able to get ten dollars for one of these cer- 
tificates. ‘here are two and a half million 
soldiers entitled to these certificates ; and to 
meet the certificates more than four hundred 
and fifty million acres of the public lands will 
be required. What, then, is the result? If 
the soldier disposes of his certificate, he gets 
but an insignificant price. The certificates go 
into the hands of speculators, who absorb these 
lands to the detriment of men who desire to 
occupy them as actual settlers. I wonder any 
member of the House should fail to see that 
this measure in all its parts is vicious and 
only vicious. 
__ If I could see any merit in this proposition, 
if | could understand it as advantageous in 
any respect to the soldier, [ would support it. 
But I do not believe it will be of any benefit to 
lim, while it will be a wrong to the country. 
It will involve the lands of the West in inex- 
‘ricable law suits. It will place those lands 
in the hands of speculators, and men who 
want to occupy them will be obliged to pay to 
these speculators such a price as they may see 
fit to demand. 

Sir, if we stand by the homestead laws we 
have lands enough for all who desire them, 
and will actually settle up them. 


Every 
man who wants to occupy @ portion of the 
public lands can do so. The soldier who has 
served in the Army may, under existing laws, 
go upon our western lands, take up his quar- 


| ter section, and be credited with the time he 


served in the Army. That, in my judgment, is 
all the soldiers demand. They do not ask the 


passage of the bill now reported by the Com- | 


mittee on Military Affairs. I do not believe 
the soldiers of this country are in favor of the 
principle of this bill. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I now yield five min- 
utes to my colleague, [Mr. Concer. ] 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, from the re- 
marks of the opponents of this bill one would 
think that it provided for a great many more 
homesteads than any existing law; that under 
this bill the publie lands will all be taken up 
with homesteads in a way not now provided 
for by law. I submit, Mr. Speaker, that the 
homestead laws of the United States as now 
in force provide for just as much land being 
taken as may be taken under the provisions 
of this bill—no more and no less. Under our 
homestead jaws every citizen may 
homestead. If, then, there is any force in 
the argument of the gentleman from Missouri 
{Mr. McCormick] that the homesteads taken 
under this bili will absorb all the public lands, 
it is equally an argument aguinst our present 
homestead laws. Under this bill no man can 
take any more land as a homestead than he 
could without it. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. Does it 
not allow one person to take six hundred and 
forty acres? 

Mr. CONGER. It does not allow a single 
additional homestead; in fact, it saves one 
homestead out of four; for the assignee who 
may purchase four soldiers’ certificates, and 
thus become entitled to six hundred and forty 
acres, might, aside from this bill, have a home- 
stead which would make five homesteads. 
But by this bill the assignee is restricted to 
four quarter sections. ‘Therefore, it saves one 
homestead, one quarter section of land. 

Now, what are the provisions of this law, 
and how do they affect the soldier? It provides 
that the cripple, that the soldier who has no 
arins, or no legs, or not enough of them to 
travel trom his home to these far western 
lands, may send an agent to go on the lands 


' and cultivate them and make a home for him 


to which he may go. What is there wrong in 


that? It provides there shall be but one 
agent for each soldier. ‘Those who are so 


friendly to the soldier object to his sending an 
agent out to the wilderness to make a home 
to which he may go. That is what this law 
does. 

Mr. Speaker, in my opinion the provisions 
of this law are ali just and are ail right to 
the soldier. It provides no greater amount 
of homestead land. It does not provide the 
certificates may be thrown upon the market 
to be bought up by speculators. Each man 
who buys # certificate must have seitied on a 
homestead. He must himself go on it, culu- 
yate it, and acquire the rights of the soldiers. 

There is in this Hall protessedly agreat love 
for the soldier, but I have noticed whenever a 


| bill is introduced into it which will inure to 


take a | 
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Mr. STOUGHTON. I now yield for five 
minutes to the chairman of the committee, 
[Mr. Copurn. } 

Mr. COBURN, TI will yield my time to the 
gentleman from Arkansas, [Mr. Boues. ] 

Mr. BOLES. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say 
to the House I would goas far as any other 
member on the floor to reward the soldier for 
the privations he suffered during the war. | 
am willing toshowit by my votes, and not only 
by lip service, of whichthe gentleman from 
Michigan has spoken. Now, it we are in earn 
est about granting a bounty to the soldiers 


let us give him money, let us give him some: 


| the present surveying force of the 


thing he can use, and let us give the widows 
and orphans something they can use. But do 
not let us give away our public lands. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, the committee 
who reported this bill have not considered the 
magnitude of it. Take the number ef soldiers 
who will be entitled to one hundred and sixty 
acres of land under this bill and multiply them 
together, and it will be seen this bill grants 
four hundred million acres of land. ‘Think 
of it! Four hundred million acres of the 
publie land granted by this one bill. 

The gentleman from Michigan says these 
soldiers are to locate these lands in one year, 
That is impracticable. We have not one 
tenth enough of land surveyed now to fulfill 
the requirements of this bill. It would take 
Unite d 
years to Y western 

that these certificates may 
It will take forty years to survey 
lands of the West in order to carry out the 
provisions of this bill. 

It is entirely impracticable. If we intend 
to benefit the soldier, let us give him money, 
and not land. All citizensof the United States 
have the right to go on the public lands and 
make homes of them. I do not think we 


States forty 
domain in order 
be located. 


survey our 


| should trifle with our lands in this way. 


Mr. STOUGHTON. I now yield to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Town- 


| SEND. ] 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, it is a mistake to suppose this bill is 
in accordance with the wishes of all the soldiers 
of the Union. It isin direct opposition to the 
wishes of the soldiers of Pennsylvania. They 
have had their regular meeting,their grand en- 
campment, and they have passed resolutions 
directly hostile to this plan of giving lands to 
the soldiers, and in order that their views may 
be fairly expressed to the House, I send up to 
the Clerk’s desk to be read resolutions of that 
grand encampment of Pennsylvania, signed 


| by some of the most eminent men who served 


the benefit of the soldier these gentlemen rise | 


up and oppose it as if it were a grant of lands 
to a great monopoly, when the bill does no such 
thing. ‘There is love for the soldier on the 
lipsof gentlemen here which I am afraid is not 
in their hearts; and I defy any gentleman to 
find in this billanything which caters tothe land 
speculator In any degree Whatever, or makes 
any of these lands go tothe speculator. Lhope 
when the final vote comes to be taken on this 
bill gentlemen w 

clare by yeas and 
wounded, disable 


| have an opportunity to de- 
their res for the 
1 defenders of this country. 


nays pect 


and then we will see who loves the soldier in 


fact. and who merely love him by profession 


There is || of their lips. 


il 


in the war from the State of Pennsylvania, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
GRAND ARMY OF THE RePuBLic, 
Easton, PENNSYLVANIA, February 1, 1872. 

Dear Sik: We have the honor to present to your 
notice the resolutions adopted by the encampment 
of Pennsylvania at its annual session, January 25, 
IS7Z, in reference to congressional legislation in the 
interests of the honorably discharged soldi:rs and 
sailors who served during the late rebellion, and for 
the widows and orphans of the fallen. 

Resolved, 1. Vhat the department of Pennsylya 
nia, Grand Army ot the Kepublic, earnestly pro- 
tests against the passage of any law granting one 
hundred and sixty acres of land to honorably dis- 
eharged soldiers and sailors, or their legal represent- 
atives, without actual residence theron, as being 
adverse to a sound publie policy in the distribution 
of the publie lands, locking out for years trom the 
actual settlers nearly three hundred and fifty mil- 
lion acres, and in no way conferring any appre- 
ciable benefit on those it is proposed to serve. 

2. That we cordially approve of an aimendment to 
the homestead laws, granting title to one hundred 
and sixty acres of the public | indsto all who served 


in the Army and Navy during the rebellion, or th 
legal representatives of those deceased, alter two 
years’ residence thereon. 

5. 'Lhat we earnestly urge upon Congress the duty 
of passing the bill for an increase of pensions twenty 
per cent, 

4. That we heartily approve of the bill offered by 
General SrouGuTon, of Michigan, December 11, for 
the equalization ot bounties, us beng srrecet in 
principle, and remedying much of the injustice 


done thousands of our deserving comrades in the 


husty passage of previous sitnilar bills. | 
5. That a committee of five be appointed by the 
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commander to present to Congress the above reso- 
Jutic ms, 


6. That the Senators and Representatives from 
tnis State are resp ctfully requested to assist the 
above committee, and secure the passage of the 
ncasures (hus approved 


HOWARD J. REEDER, 

JNO. FP. HARTRANFT, 

LOUIS WAGNER, 

GEO. N. CORSON, 

ROBT. B. BEA il, 

Committee, 
FRANK REEDER, 
Department (Commander. 

TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
paper 1s by the most 
eminent soldiers of the State which gave more 
soldiers to the war than any other State in the 
Union, with perhaps one exception. One of 
them is the Republican candidate to-day for 
the Governorship of Pennsylvania; another 
is the surveyor general of the State of Penn- 
sylvania, elected last year by the soldiers by a 
large majority. They solemnly and earnestly 
protest against this Congress giving to the 
soldiers one hundred and sixty acres of land 
with any condition annexed to it save that of 
actual settlement. They know that it will be 
ol benefit to them. ‘I hey know that it 
will take four hundred million acres of the 
public land, and that under the provisions of 
this bill, if there be but one agent to each one 
hundred and sixty acres, or if there be four 
to each six hundred and forty acres, it will 
require million agents in order to 
take up that land. 

Now, those two million men, by the pro- 
visions of the bill as reported here to night, 
will have to go and settle upon these lands. 
Two million actual settlers, Mr. Speaker, 
could not be found in twenty years. There 
will be an endeavor to get rid of the certifi 
There will be but a 
small market, and there will be a large sup- 
piy; and the result of it will be that these 
cerlificates will be sold at ten cents per acre. 
‘or these reasons, and in obedience to the 
resolutions of the Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, I shall vote against this bill. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. TI yield now to the 
chairman of the committee, the gentleman 
from Indiana, [ Mr. Copurn. | 

Mr. COBURN. ‘The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Townsenp] desires half a minute, 
and | yield to him for that time, 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I do not 
think that the immense and stupendous results 
of this bill are fairly understood by the House. 
The fact of such an enormous grant of land 
as this, amounting to five hundred million 
acres, is of such magnitude that I do not think 
the House is justified in acting upon such a 
proposition. I therefore move to strike out 
the enacting clause. 

Mr. COBURN. I did not vield to the gen- 
tleman for the purpose of making that motion, 
but simply to allow him to make a speech. 

I desire to say a word or two in relation to 
the Grand Army petition which has been read 
to the House. 
officers holding high rank and receiving good 
pay; but we are looking here in this bill to 
the benefit of soldiers who did not get quite so 
much money. 

But let me call the attention of the House 
now to these resolutions. ‘They are not at all 
in conflict with this bill. They set forth : 

‘That the department of Pennsylvania earnestly 
protests against the passage of any law granting 
one hundred and sixty acres of land to honorably 


discharged soldiers or sailors, or their legal repre- 
sentatives, without actual residence thereon, 


Mr. 


Speaker, that signed 


no 


over two 


cates as fast as possible. 


It seems to be signed by some 


tribution of the public lands.”’ 

Why, this bill contemplates actual residence. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Not 

of soldiers. 

Mr. COBURN. Suppose somebody else 
oes and settles on it, what is the difference ? 
Jow much better is it if a soldier settles on it 

than anybody else? Why do these gentlemen 


want to compel the soldiers, all of them, to 
emigrate to the West? 


as | 
being adverse to a sound public policy in the dis- 


THE 


' the announcement. 


| 
| 


to a citizen why should he not do it? Lama 
soldier and want to sell my right, why cannot 
I do so to a neighbor, and let him go and 
move to the West and settle upon the land? 
And he is to do that ina year. The whole 
thing is as plain as daylight. The title is 
forfeited if the settlement is not made within 
the year. 

Gentlemen talk about this immense domain 
that is given away, about three or four hun- 
dred million acres being given away in a year. 
Why, sir, that cannot be. And they contra- 
dict themselves even while they are making 
They say that it cannot 
be done ina year. One gentleman says that 
it will take forty years to doit. Suppose it 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Sco- 
FIELD. ) The question is upon the motion to 
adjourn. 

The question was taken; and upon a divis- 


| ion there were—ayes 64, noes 39. 


does ; what will be the population of this coun- | 


try at the end of that period of time, and what 
will be the amount of land we will necessarily 
occupy; and what will be the value of this 


unoccupied land, which will be gradually fall- || 


ing into the hands of the soldiers? Why, 
in forty years from the present time there 
will be from eighty to one hundred million 


people in this country; and the vast tide of | 


emigration that will have passed the Missis- 
sippi on to the Rocky mountains and filled up, 
the intervening valleys and plains, will be 


incalculable in its power and wealth and influ- | 


ence, 
| say now that in view of that fact great 


value will be added to these lands, and it is no 
unsubstantial thing that this bill will give to the | 


soldiers. Gradually these certificates will fall 


into the hands of soldiers, as the officers of the | 
‘an isswe them, as population | 


Government 
increases, and as the tide of wealth and power 
goes toward the West. These things cannot 
be done in a day. Gentlemen talk as if the 
whole continent would be swallowed up in a 
little time by the passage of this measure. 
And they talk about this beinga grab game. 
Sir, what isa grab game? I will teilthe gen- 
tlemen. 
a strip of territory a hundred miles in width 
and extending across this continent. That is 
agrab game. And when that was done we 
did not find half as many men _ protesting 
against it as we find upon this floor to-night 
fighting this bill to give a little gratuity to our 
soldiers. Sir, what these Pennsylvanians of 
the Grand Army of the Republic voted against 
was the issuing of land warrants and not the 
issuing of assignable rights like these. I am 
opposed to issuing land warrants to soldiers, 
to be floating around the country and of little 
or no value to the actual settlers. But the 
rights under this bill will be of value to the 
actual settlers. The pensioner with one arm, 
or one leg, perhaps unable to walk, and com- 
pelled to rely upon the assistance of friends 
to wheel him around, a mere scrap of human- 


ity, can send somebody out there who will | 


settle in good faith upon the land. 

Sir, this is a measure that will promote set- 
tlement, that will give an impulse to the pros- 
perity of the country, that wil) accelerate the 
tide of emigration toward the West. I see 
nothing in this bill that endangers the fair and 
bona fide settlement of our western States 
and Territories. Gentlemen are alarmed at a 
bugbear of their own creation. 

{| Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. STOUGHTON. 1 now eall the pre- 
vious question. 

‘The question was taken upon seconding the 
previous question ; and upon a division there 
were—ayes 47, noes 356; no quorum voting. 

Mr. SLATER. I move that the House 
now adjourn, 

Mr. COBURN. LL hope not. 

Mr. BIGGS. There is evidently no quorum 
present, and we may as well adjourn, as it is 
now late. 

Mr. DONNAN. I suggest that the pre- 
vious question be considered as ordered, and 
then we can adjourn. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. 


If a soldier can sell |, to that. 


It is giving to a railroad corporation || 


I object | 


Before the result of the vote was announced. 

Mr. STOUGHTON ealled for tellers. 

The question was taken upon ordering tell- 
ers; and there were seventeen in the affirma- 
tive. 

So (the affirmative not being one fifth o 
quorum) tellers were not ordered. 

So the motion of Mr. SLarer was agreed 
to; and accordingly (at ten o'clock p. m.) the 
House adjourned. 


fa 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees : 

By Mr. CONNER: The petition of citizens 
of Wise county, Texas, in relation to mail 
service. 

By Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio: The memorial 
of Richard Joqua, a soldier of the war of 
1812, praying a pension. 

Also, the petition of John H. Norman and 
Samuel Face, of Sandusky, Ohio, asking pay- 
ment for labor done and materials furnished 
the Government during the occupancy of 
Johnson Island as a camp for prisoners of 
war. 

By Mr. McHENRY: The petition of Cath- 
arine Maredoch, late postmistress at Hawes- 
ville, Kentucky, praying additional compen- 
sation. 


POST ROUTE BILL INTRODUCED. 


The following was introduced under the 
rule, and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads: 

By Mr. CONNER: A bill to establish cer- 
tain post routes in the States of ‘l'exas. 





IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, May 8, 1872. 

The Senate met at eleven o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. E. D. Owen, of Washington, 
District of Columbia. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
read and approved. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF AGRICULTURE. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 


Senate the following concurrent resolution 
from the House of Representatives ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 
ate concurring,) That there be printed of the annual 


report of the Commissioner of Agriculture for 1871 
two hundred and fifty-five thousand extra copies; 


| one hundred and eighty thousand of which shall be 


for the use of the House, fifty thousand for the use 
of the Senate, and twenty-five thousand for distri- 


| bution by the Commissioner of Agriculture. 


REPORT OF INDIAN COMMISSIONERS. 
The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before 


| the Senate the following concurrent resolution 


from the House of Representatives ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved hy the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 
ate concurring,) That there be printed five thousand 
extra copies of the report of the board of Indian 


| commissioners for 1871, of which thirty-five hun- 
| dred copies shall be for the use of the House, and 


fifteen hundred copies for the use of the Senate. 
REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 
The VICE PRESIDENT also laid before 
the Senate the following concurrent resolu- 
tion from the House of Representatives ; which 
was referred to the Commfttee on Printing: 
Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 


| ate concurring,) That there be printed twenty thou- 


| 
] 
U 


sand copies of the second volume of the report of 
the Secretary of the Lnterior containing the report 
of the Commissioner of Education; five thousand 
copies of which shall be for the use of the Senate, 
ten thousand for the use of the House of Represent- 
atives, and five thousand for the use of the Bureau 
of Education, 
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TAXES ON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 


The VICE PRESI DENT also laid before the 


Senate the amendments of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 881) to pro- 
ee . for the abatement or repayment of taxes 
on distilled spirits in bond destroyed by 
casualty ; and on motion of Mr. SHERMAN, the 
amendments were referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received from the House 
of Representatives, were read twice by their 
titles, and referred as indicated below: 

The bill (H. R. No. 2093) to grant an Ameri- 


can register to the Hawaiian bark Florence—to | 


the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2682) authorizing the 
construction of a public building at Iall River, 
in the State of Massachusetts—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


of certain measures by the Congress of the 
United States to provide ways and means for 
collecting and disbursing the charities of the 
benevolent who may wish to remember the 
suffering Persians in their adversity; which 
was referred to the Committee Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. BLAIR presented the petition of Daniel 
Duffy, a pilot of the Mississippi tleet during the 
late war, praying additional pay for his ser- 
vices; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. LEWIS presented the petitions of P. H. 
Trout, of Staunton, Virginia, and of James 
W. T. Allen, of Hardy county, West Virginia, 
praying the removal of their political disabili- 
ties; which were referred to the select Com- 


on 


miltee on the Removal of Political Disabilities. 


The bill (H. R. No. 2690) defining and limit- | 


ing the appropriation of certain moneys for 
the preparation, issue, and reissue of the 
securities of the United States, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2691) to amend an act 
entitled ‘* An act to reduce internal taxes, and 
for other purposes,’’ approvedJuly 14, 1870— 
to the Committee on Finance. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. KELLOGG. At this stage of the ses- 
sion I notice that there is very little morning 
business. Thereis a_ bill that is upon its pas- 


sage that I think there can be no objection to, | 


Senate bill No. 58. It is desired by respect- 
able parties all over my State. It is a matter 
of public concern universally, and there is no 
party question about it atall. I should like 
very much to have that bill passed. It is very 
short. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Louisiana asks unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill 
(S. No. 58) to prescribe the time for holding 
the election of electors for President and Vice 
President in the State of Louisiana, and for 
other purposes. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLAIR. I object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have a little 
change:the spelling of the name of a vessel. 
I hope the Senate will consent to pass it. It 
is reported from the Committee on Commerce. 
It is Senate bill No. 1062, to change the name 
of the schooner La Pette to La Petite. 

Mr. TRUMBULL.  Isthe morning business 
through? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
go through with it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
from I}linois objects, this bill cannot be con- 
sidered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think it is time we 
bad some way of doing business here that 
would enable business to be called up. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thisis to enable a vessel 
to be put in service. 
_ Mr. TRUMBULL. 
Is any objection to it in the world. 1 certainly 
have no objection to the measure, but [ insist 
on the regular order of business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Illinois demands the regular order of business, 
which is the presentation of petitions and 
memorials. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WILSON presented three petitions of 
late soldiers and sailors of the United States 
volunteer Army and Navy in favor of the 
passage of a bill to provide industrial homes 
and training schools for the orphans of the 
soldiers and sailors who served in the Army 
or Navy of the United States during the war 
of the rebellion; which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


It is not. 
I think we had better 


bill to | 


Mr. CONKLING presented two petitions 
very numerously signed by soldiers and sailors 
of the State of New York, praying that they 
may be permitted to sell, assign, and transfer 
their right, title, and interest in and to the 


lands granted them under the homestead act; 


I do not suppose there | 


which were referred to the Committee 
Military A ffairs. 

Mr. CONKLING. I present a memorial 
of the Chamber of Commerce of the State of 
New York, which, if 1 were presenting at an- 
other moment,I would state more at length 
than I shall do now. It relatestothe coinage 
of the country, giving facts and making a very 
strong argument in regard to some matters to 


on 


| which I beg to call the attention of the Com- 


mittee on I‘inanee. I move its reference to 
that committee. 


The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. SAWYER presented the petition of 


| James H. Holmes, attorney for Samuel B. 


Watrons and others, praying for authority to 


| test their rights to certain lands in Mexico 


before the proper courts; which was referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am directed by the 
Committee on Finance to report back the bill 
(H. R. No. 2629) amendatory of an act set- 
ting aside certain proceeds of internal revenue 
for the erection of penitentiaries in the Terri- 
tories of Nebraska, Washington, Colorado, 
Idaho, Montana, Arizona, and Dakota, ap- 
proved January 22, 1867, and to ask that the 


ay 


| committee be discharged from its further con- 


sideration. If the penitentiaries provided for 
in this bill need an appropriation, the bill 
ought to go to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions; but I simply ask that the Committee 
on Finance be discharged from its further con- 
sideration. 

The Committee on Finance were discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill, and 
it was referred to the Committee on Appro- 


priations. 


Mr. HITCHCOCK subsequently said: I 


| desire to ask that House bill No. 2629, from 


which the Committee on Finance has been 
discharged this morning, be referred to the 
Committee on ‘Territories. It relates to a 
matter in Washington Territory, and properly 
belongs to that committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection at 


| all, provided they do not make a special fund 


out of which the money is to be appropriated, 
The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 


objection the bill wiil be referred to the Com- 


| mittee on Territories. 


Mr. BOREMAN. I am directed by the 


Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 


the bill (H. R. No. 639) for the relief of Jane 


A. Green, to report it back without amend- 


|| ment, and to ask for its immediate consider- 


Mr. PRATT presented a petition of citizens | 


of Lafayette, Indiana, praying the adoption 


ation. It is merely to authorize the issuing 
of a bond to this lady in lieu of one destroyed 
by fire. It will not take a moment to pass it. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from West Virginia asks unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of this bill. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 
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sary for a Senator to rise to object to every 
one of these requests. Afier i 
have just objected to the Senator from Ohio 
asking the same thing, and after the re quest 
of the Serator from Louisiana was objected 
to by a Senator across the way, how can the 
Senator from West Virginia expect, when Sen- 
ator afier Senator has asked the same thing 
and it has been objected to, that he can now 
be permitted to pass his bill in this way ? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The 
from Illinois objects. If the Senator states 
that he makes the objection for the whole 
morning hour and remains in his seat, the 
Chair will entertain it without requiring him 


unanimous 


Senator 


| to rise on each oceasion; but when a Senator 


asks unanimous consent it is the duty of the 
Chair to propound that request to the Senate 
unless some other Senator states thai he ob- 
jects to all such requests for the whole morn- 
ing hour, and remains in his seat during the 
hour. 

Mr. BOREMAN. This is not a matter per- 
sonal to myself. The bill is rather morea 
matter of formthan anything else, and I believe 
such a bill has not been reiused in any similar 
case, The lady is a constituent of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, and if he chooses to object, 
let him do so. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It requires unani- 
mous consent to consider the bill, and objec- 
tion is made. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mili- 


| tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. 


RK. No. 2567) to authorize the issue of a supply 
of arms to the authorities of the Territory ot 
Montana, reported it without amendment. 

He also, trom the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Harmon Kk. Went- 
worth, late second lieutenant fourth New York 
artillery, reported a bill for his relief. 


Mr. FENTON. 


If unanimous consent is 


| not granted for the consideration of that bill, 


as I presume from what has been said it will 
not be, lL ask the Senator from Mussachusetts 
to withdraw the report until after the morning 
business is completed. 

Mr. WILSON. IL withdraw the report. 

Mr. SUMNER, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. No, 2247) giving the approval 


| and sanction of Congress to the termini and 


route of the Anacostia and Potomac river 


| railroad, and to regulate its construction and 


operation, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 818) to allow the 
Orange, Alexandria, and Manassas Railroad 
Company to run trains and transport passen- 
gers and freight within the corporate limits 
of Washington city, reported it with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. NYE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom were referred the bill (S. 
No. 927) for the relief of the children of 
Otway H. Berryman, deceased, and the bill 
(S. No. 899) for the relief of the children of 


| O. H. Berryman, and others, reported them 
without amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. CLAYTON (by request, as he stated) 


asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introducea bill (S. No. 1083) toamend 
the various acts relating to agents and attor 
neys prosecuting claims or demands before 
Congress and the Executive Departments of 
the y for other purpose 
which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SAWY Ek asked, and by unanimous con 
sent obtained, leave to introduce abill (S. No. 
1084) authorizing Samuel Watrous and others 
to have their rights to certain land in New 
Mexico adjudicated in the propercourts; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 


Government, and 


| Committee on Private Land Claims. 


He also asked, and by unanimous consent 


I hope it is not neces i obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
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1085) for the relief of P. O'Donnell; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claim 


Mr. SUMNER asked, and by 


consent obtained, leave 


unanimous 
oduce a bill (S. 
location of the Rail- 
f Lowell, 
Boston, M issachusetts ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine, asked, and by 
unanimous consent obtained, leave to introduce 
a bill (S. No. 1087) for the relief of Thomas 
I. Tutt & Co.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


to att 
No. 1086) to change the 
road National Bank. o 


setts, to the city o! 


Massachu- 


KQUAL RIGHTS IN SCILOOLS, 


Mr. VICKERS. I offered an amendment 
yesterday to the bill of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, which I desire to have printed. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Maryland desires to have an amendment 
which he offered yesterday to the pending Dis- 
trict echool bill ordered to be printed, The 
Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 
Senate resolutions are now in order. 


CONSIDERATION OF 


Mr. VICKERS. Mr. President, it must be 
very unpleasant to any member of the Senate 
to object to the consideration of private bills, 
when it is asked almost as a special favor to 
have them considered. In order to obviate 
all difficulty | submit the following order, and 
ask for its present consideration : 


BILLS. 


Ordered, That during the present session no bill 


shall be considered till afterthe usual morning busi- | 
ness shall have been disposed of, and that no motion | 


to take up bills shall be entertained by the Chair 
until after the morning business shall be ended, 


Mr. BOREMAN. I object to that, 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The resolution 
lies over, objection being made to its present 
consideration. 

RIVER AND HARPOR BILL. 

Mr. SPENCER. 
amendment to the bill(H. R. No. 2208) making 
appropriations for the repair, preservation, 
and completion of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 
The amendment is in line one hundred and 
eight, page 9, in the clause making appropria- 
tions for the improvement of Mobile bay and 
harbor of Alabama, to strike out ** $50,000"’ 
and insert ** $100,000,"’ 

The proposed amendment was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


SURVEY OF ISTHMUS OF DARIEN, 


Mr. HAMLIN submitted the following reso- | 


lution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be re- 
quested to furnish the Senate with Commander 
deltridge’s report and maps of the survey of the 
Isthmus of Darien for an interoceanic ship-canal. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
tions are still in order. 

Mr. BLAIR. 
ness is concluded, to ask to take up a bill. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It is not econ- 
cluded until the Chair announces its conclu- 
sion. [After a pause.] The morning business 
is now concluded. 

Mr. KELLOGG and others addressed the 
Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
from Louisiana. 

Mr. KELLOGG. 
58 be now taken up. It is upon its passage. 

Mr. CAMERON. Task the Senator from 
Louisiana to allow me to make a motion that 
will not take a moment. 

Mr. KELLOGG. If theSenator will allow 


me first to have this bill taken up, I will do 
so 


Senate resolu- 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 


is on the motion of the Senator from Louisi- 
. 


I ask leave to offer an | 


The Senator | 


[ask that Senate bill No. | 
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ana, to take up what is known as the Louisiana | 


election bill. 
The motion was agreed to. 


POTOMAC KAILROAD DEPOT, 


Mr. CAMERON. I now move that House 
bill No. 2187, to confirm the action of the 
board of alderman and 
the city of Washington, designating a depot 
site for the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad 
Company, and for other purposes, be taken 
up. I will state that I submit the motion 
merely for the purpose of agreeing upona 


day when the Senate shall discuss it, and I | 
do it after consultation with the Senator by | 


my side, [Mr. Morrii., of Vermont, ] who is 
opposed to the bill. 
The VICK PRESIDENT. 


sent that the bill in regard to the depot for the 


Baltimore and Potomac railroad be taken up, | 


not for discussion now, but to fix some time 
when it shall be discussed. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I think it 
but fair that some day should be fixed when 
that bill may be disposed of, and if the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania is disposed to fix it for 


a day when it will not interfere with business | 


that is now pending, or immediately expected 
to be pending, say next Tuesday, | shall make 
no objection. 

Mr. VICKERS. Tuesday will not suit me; 
Wednesday will suit me. 
the city ou Tuesday. 


Mr. CAMERON. 


agree now to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Maryland, and say Wednesday next. 

Mr. SUMNER. It seems to me that would 
be entirely fair. If the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania will consent to a day next week, I 


think we ought all to unite in bringing the bill | 
forward at that time, for I agree with him it | 


ought to be disposed of, and I will unite in 
that most cordially; but | do think that the 
bill ought to go over until next week. There 
are reasons why it should go over until then. 

Mr. CAMERON. I will say Wednesday 
next. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the biil alluded to by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania in regard to the depot of 
the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Com- 
pany will be assigned as a special order for 


Wednesday next at twelve o’clock, subject to | 


the unfinished business, and the Chair at that 
time will recognize the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, with the consent of the Senate, to 


move to lay on the table whatever unfinished | 
business may then be pending so that a major- || 


ity of the Senate may, if they desire, go on 


with the bill or may refuse to go on with it. | 
+ Is there objection to the proposition? 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia ? 
appears to be fair, and I agree to it. 


he VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair hears 


. . . - |i iectic 
I desire, if the morning busi- || "° objection. 


ISLAND OF YERBA BUENA. 


Mr. STEWART. I ask the Senator from 
Louisiana to give way for a moment. | 
should like to have House bill No. 1553, re- 


| lating to the Central Pacific Railroad Com- 


pany, read a second time and referred. Its 
second reading was objected to the other day. 

Mr. KELLOGG, 1 will yield for that 
purpose. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 


mittee on the Pacifie Railroad? 
Mr. COLE. 
Mr. BAYARD. Iam aware that the Sen- 
ator from California on my left [Mr. Cas- 


. SERLY] desires to be in the Senate when that | 


motion is made, 


Mr. STEWART. Then I will make the 


common council of 


The Louisiana | 
election bill being before the Senate, the Sen- | 
ator from Pennsylvania asks unanimous con- | 


I shall not be in | 


I have been very good- | 
natured about this matter, and all I desire is | 
that the Senate shall take it up at some time, | 
and enable us to dispose of it, and I will | 


| a departure; and, in the second 





No; it | 


| not be changed. 
tion to the bill in regard to Goat Island being | 


read the second time and referred to the Com- | 


It will lead to some discussion. | 
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motion immediately after the conclusion of 
the pending bill. 


ELECTIONS IN LOUISIANA, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole. 
resumed the consideration of the bill (S. No, 
58) to prescribe the time for holding the elee- 
tion for electors of President and Vice Presj- 


| dent in the State of Louisiana, and for other 
| purposes, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. When the bil] 
was last under consideration, the Senate agreed 
to an amendment reported by the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections, striking out the 
greater portion of the bill, and the Secretary 
wili report the bill as it now stands. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows : 

That in the State of Leuisiana the election of 


Representatives to the Forty-Third Congress and 
the appointment of electors of President and Vice 


| President for said State shall be onthe first Monday 
| of November, in the year 1872; but thereafter such 


elections and appointment shall be on the day desig- 
nated by law for the other States. 

Mr. SUMNER. I am not ready to say that 
I am against this bill; indeed, I want to be for 
it; but I confess a remark made by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. TrumBuLi] when it 
was last up has-at least drawn my attention to 
the importance of the question. As I under- 


| stand it, it proposes to make the presidential 
election in Louisiana on a day different from 


that in other States. There may bea sufficient 
reason for that, but it ought to be a strong 
reason. I[ had supposed that when the elec- 
tion was made uniform throughout the coun- 
try we had reached an important point in the 
administration of our Government. It seems 
to me that the rule should not be departed 
from excent for cause. Now, 1 wish to know, 
first, whether there is sufficient cause for such 
place, I 
should like to know whether, if there be such a 
cause, a remedy cannot be found in some 
other way? 


Mr. CARPENTER. The cause is that the 


| day for the election of presidential electors 
|| is next to the day when there must be an elec- 


tion under the State Jaw, so that there must 
be two elections on two consecutive days, 
which of course will be expensive and incon- 
venient. and result in a great portion of the 
people not being present at both elections. 
There can be no other remedy than this because 
there is not time. I[ understand the day of 
election in Lonisiana is fixed by the consti- 
tulion of the State, 

Mr. KELLOGG. Yes sir. 

Mr. CARPENTER. There is not, of course, 
time to amend their constitution for the pur- 
pose of reaching that election. This bill is 
therefore to cure the inconvenience for this 
one election. It is very easy tosee that where 
you are to have the whole people of a Siate 
out at an election on Monday you will hardly 
get them all out at an election on the next day, 
Tuesday. It would be far better ifthere was a 
month intervening ; but ifthese elections occur 


| on consecutive days, it will be a great hardship 


and inconvenience. This bill only makes the 
change for one year, and after that they must 
change their State constitution. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, by the con- 
stitution of Louisiana, the State election is to 


| be held on the first Monday of November. It 


seems to have been a mistake in engrossing 
the constitution, It was intended to make it 
on the first Tuesday of November, the day 
that the presidential election was to be held 
by law, but it is put on Monday, and that can- 

By the law a congressional 
election is to be held on the same day with the 
State election. As stated bythe Senator from 


Wisconsin, the presidential election coming 
on the next day after the State and congres- 
sional election, it will be a great hardship, 
requiring two days instead of one, taking two 
days from labor where it should take but one, 
and many poor-people who have to travel some 
distance will perhaps be unable to attend both 
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elections. 
the other. 

I will state another reason that will com- 
mend itself to the judgment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. By the law of Congress 
we have now certain provisions to protect the 
voters at congressional elections, securing in- 
spectors to prevent frauds, and making certain 
provisions to favora fair election. ‘Those pro- 
visions will operate on Monday, but they will 
not operate on the next day, the day of the 
presidental election; so that the force and 


violence which have prevailed in the South, | 


and which it was intended by two laws that 
we have passed to prevent, can operate on 
Tuesday, the day of the presidential election. 
If. however, the presidential election shall 
come on Monday, the same day with the con 
gressional election, then the protection thrown 
around congressional elections by the act of 
Congress will also go to the benefit of the 
residential election. I see no objection to 
it, IL think the bill ought to pass. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think the reason last 
given by the Senator from Indiana should be 
conclusive against the passage of the bill. He 
admits that the object of changing this day, or 
one great object, 1s so that Congress can con- 
trol the election for electors of President and 
Vice President of the United States indirectly. 
We know that direetly Congress has no busi- 
ness to interfere in any shape-or form with the 
election of electors of President and Vice 
President, none whatever. The ouly thing it 
can do is to fix a time when the election shall 
take place ; but the Senator from Indiana says 
we have gota law by which Congress under- 
takes to supervise other elections, and now we 
want to put the presidential election on the 
same day, so that we can supervise the election 
of electors of President and Vice President, 
which is a direct violation of the spirit of the 
Constitution of the United States. 

What you cannot do directly in a matter of 
this kind, you cannot do indirectly; but now 
the Senator from Indiana avows that the ob- 
ject. of changing this time is that he may bring 
to bear on the election of electors the action 
of Congress through its legislation. The Con- 
stitution of the United States has said in so 
many words that electors of President and 
Vice President shall be chosen in each State 
in such manner as the Legislature thereof shall 
provide; and Congress has no business to in- 
terfere in any shape or form with that elec- 
tion; and if the object of this bill be, as the 
Senator from Indiana now avows, to control 
the State of Louisiana in the election of its 
electors, then it is certainly a violation of the 
spirit of the Constitution. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, did Iadmit 
that it was the object to allow Congress to 
control the election? 1 admitted no such 
thing, but what I said was that if the elections 
were held on the same day and the votes 
should go into the same box, the presidential 
election would indirectly have the benefit of 
the security for fair elections that has been 
thrown around congressional elections. Now, 
what does the Senator want? Does he want 
the scenes of 1868 to be renewed in Louisiana ? 
Does he want the presidential election to be 
held under such circumstances that it can be 
controlled by the Ku Klux, as it was in 1868, 
when perhaps one half of the Union voters 
were Griven from the polls throughout the 
Siate of Louisiana; when in some towns there 
were scarcely no votes cast except upon one 
side? If the Senator wants those scenes to 
be renewed: if he wants this election to be 
held there without the protection of the law, 


so that what was done can be done again, then | 


he ought to oppose this bill. Sir, the boot is 
on the other foot. It is not that Congress 
may control the election, but it is that there 
may be a fair election, that there may be in- 
Spectors appointed in the city of New Orleans, 
one man on each side, who shall be present 


If they go to one they will omit | 


| and never to leave the ballot-boxes until they 


are counted. If the Senator is in favor of an 


honest election, then there is nothing in his | 


objection; but if he prefers that the scenes of 
1868 shall again be renewed in the State of 
Louisiana, he ought to oppose this bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator has not escaped, by his statement, from 
the position which his first declaration placed 
him in. 


| to control the election, and then admits that 


| of Congress ! 


the object is to place this election under the 


passed. 
Indiana or the Congress of the United States 
to place the election of electors of President 
and Vice President of the United States under 
the protection of an act of Congress? The 
Constitution reads: 


“Each Stateshall appoint, in such manner as the 
Legislature thereof may direct, a number of electors 
equal to the whole number of Senators and Repre- 


He says the object is not for Congress | 


What business has the Senator from | 


sentatives to which the State may be entitied in the 


Congress.”’ 

That is what the Constitution says, and yet 
the Sevator proposes to place the election 
of electors under the protection of an act 
! Where does he get the author- 
ity to place the election of electors of Pres- 
ident and Vice President underthe protection 
of an act of Congress? I understand, Mr. 
President, what this protection may mean— 


| the protection that is to be afforded by the sus- 


pension of the writ of Aabeas corpus, and a 
military power stationed in the States to super- 
vise elections. 

The Senator asks me if I am not for an 
honest election. Certainly I am for an honest 
election; and because | am for an honest elec- 
tion by a free people, I am opposed to con- 
gressional supervision where there is no right 
to supervise. I want an honest election; bu- 
1 shall have very little hope of an honest elec- 
tion with a military force stationed at every 
precinct under an act of Congress to super- 
vise when the presidential election comes off. 
I want the people to be free to vote for whom 


| they please, and not that sort of freedom which 





Louis Napoleon gave to the subjects of France 
when they voted for him as emperor. 

Now, sir, it having been avowed by the 
Senator from Indiana that the very object 
and purpose of this change, of holding an 


election for President on one day in one State | 


| and in another State on another day, is to place 


this election of electors with which Congress 
has no right to interfere under the protection 


| of an act of Congress, he admits that he is in 


favor of doing that which the Constitution of 
the United States gives him no right to do. 
The only thing that the Constitution of the 
United States authorizes Congress to do is to 
fix the time. | agree that we may fix the time, 
though I think it somewhat questionable (1 
will not express a decided opinion about that) 


| whether when the Constitution says that Con- 


gress may determine ‘‘the time’’ of choosing 


|| electors, we can determine times, and fix one 


day in one State and another in another, | 
am not clear about that; I think it would be 
a question of very considerable doubt. But 
when the avowed object of fixing different 
times, if Congress has the authority to fix dif- 
ferent days, is to place the election under the 
supervision of Congress, then I say it is an 
attempt to control a free people by a power 
that has no right to intervene. 

Mr. MORTON. ‘The Senator says he is in 
favor of au honest election ; but he is opposed 
to the use of the means by which it can be 
obtained. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I did not say that. 

Mr. MORTON. That is quite as consistent 
as the man who was in favor of the Maine liquor 
law, but was opposed to its execution. The 


| Senator has not forgotten what transpired in 
| the city of New Orieans, in 1868, at the last 


and see the votes cast, and see them counted, || 


presidential election. He has not forgotten 
the murders, reported at three thousand, that 
occurred in the State of Louisiana before that 
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election took place, and only a few weeks be- 
fore. And now he is opposed to this change, 
because what? Beeause under a law of Con- 
gress the judge of the circuit court of the Uni- 
ted States could appoint one man on each side, 
a Democrat or a Liberal Republican, if you 
please on one side, and a Republican, on the 
other, to be present and see that there is a 
fair election. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 

Mr. MORTON. 


Is that all they can do? 
That is all that would be 


| allowed, and the Senator says—— 
protection of a law of Congress that we have || 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Doesthe Senator know 
that beyond that, under your election law, 
there may be appointed, as there were in the 
city of New York, escaped convicts from the 
penitentiary ad libitum ? 

Mr. MORTON. I have heard that said, but 
[ never heard it proved, and I do not believe 
it. Itis one of those innumerable calumnies 
that have been told. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Does not the law 
authorize the appointment of deputies ad 
libitum ? 

Mr. MORTON. The law authorizes the 
marshal of the United States to preserve order, 
and that is all it does do. 

But now, Mr. President, one word further. 
The Senator says we want thiselection held on 


the day before, so that the President may sus- 


pend the writ of habeas corpus. Does not the 
Senator know that the Ku Klux law isone that 
operates on every day as well as election days ? 
‘The question of the power of the President to 
suspend the writ of Aabeas corpus where rebel- 
lion may exist is one that has nothing to do 


with the election, and does not refer to the 
| election law at all. The Senator's ideas are 
somewhat confused upon this subject. Hehas 


got another law in his mind that has no reter- 
ence whatever to elections. 

I made the statement, first, that it was desir- 
able that the people should not be kept away 
from their business for elections for two days, 
instead of one day, thatthe State of Louisiana 
might be saved the expense of fifty thousand 
orone hundred thousand dollars for a second 
election; and second, that it might have the 
benefit of protection from those acts of murder 
and violence that dishonored our nation in the 


eyes of the whole world only four years ago. 


‘The Senator is in favor of fair elections, but 
opposed to the means by which they may be 


| obtained. If he wants a renewal of the scenes 


that took place in 1868, he should oppose this 
bill. If he wants murders and violence to 
prevail throughout the whole South, he should 
have been opposed, as I believe he was, to the 
enactment of the Ku Klux law only a year 
ago. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, the Sena 
tor from Indiana has sought to retresh the 
memory of the Senate and of the Senator 
from Illinois by what occurred in New Orleans 
in 1868. Would it not be also well to remind 
them of what occurred in 1871, when the I'ed- 
eral authorities, the military authorities ot 
the United States, deliberately interfered 
with the councils of one party in the State of 
Louisiana by force of arms? Let me further 
remind the Senator from Indiana that when 
the proposition was made in the committee On 
investigation, as appears by their journal, to 


| have those affairs in the city of New Orleans 


investigated, that there might be a committee 


| or even a sub-committee appointed to go to 


Louisiana, they voted itdown. When it was 
proposed to have these affairs in New Orleans 


| investigated, and to know by what right the 


armies of the United States were paraded 
there for the purpose of terrorism, of intimid- 
ation of the free action of men within even 
the ranks of the Republican party itself, the 
records will show that the committee by a 
party vote refused to have that investigation 
made. It will not do for the Senator here to 
raise his cry of Ku Klux in regard to Louis- 
iana. His party and bis party friends upon 
that committee, by a strict party vote, voted 








down the proposition to let that State be 
investigated; and so of the State of Texas. 
We will meet the issue at the right time, and 


the country will see, if it be in the power of 
the minority of that committee, the 


precise 
truth without extenuation, without palliation, 


as to what the ery of Ku Klux does amount 
to, and what it is intended to cover. But 
when the Senator from Indiana talks of what 


has occurred in New Orleans, | think he had 
better in the statement what has 
oceurred divectly within the ranks of his own 
party, and what has the action of the 
Kxecutive of this country by interfering there, 
without shadow of warrant or law, in 
interparty matters in the Republican ranks. 

Mr. MORTON, Will the Senator allow me 
a word? 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON, There were probably some 
disturbances in Loutsiana last fall or the ear ly 
part of the winter; but | believe the authors 
of them have now joined the ranks of the Sen- 


embrace 


been 


one 


ator’s frien and I suppose he will have but 
very little to say on that subject hereafter. 
Mr. BAYARD. Do I understand the Sen- 


ator to refer to my friends—my party friends 
or personal friends ? 

Mr. MORTON. Ido not say the Senator’s 
personal friends, but bis political friends, 

Mr. BAYARD. If he speaks of my polit- 
ical friends, my answer to the Senator is that 
he must be very ignorant of what my political 
fellows did, or else he is exceedingly reckless 
in his charges—one or the two. A _ revenue- 
cutter of the United States was used for the 
purpose of breaking upaquorum of the Louis- 
jana Legislature by the collector of the port, 
a gentleman who holds othice now, and bolds 
personal relations with your Executive also. 

Whatever may have been the difficulties last 
fall and winter in New Orleans, a committee 
of the other Llouse was appointed to investi- 
gate them, and they have not yet made their 
report. Ido not know more than this, that 
they existed solely and entirely within the 
ranks of the party of which the distinguished 
Senator from Indianais so great an ornament. 
It was among his friends, men who bold their 
power because of the influence of him, and of 
such as he is in the country, that the diflicul- 
ties there occurred; and the solution for all 
these difficulties was the very prompt and 
simple one of military force. ‘That is the doc- 
trine that is to supplant the checks and bal- 
ances of the American Constitution! That 
is to be the solution of all political questions 
and of all difficulties ; and that, forsooth, is to 
procure honest elections ! 

No, Mr. President, the discussion this morn- 
ing in regard to this Louisiana bill has let the 
cat out of the bag completely. It is not the 
innocent bill to save the cost and trouble of 
the community of Louisiana being compelled 
to meet atthe polls on two different days to 
cast their votes first for their State officers and 
then again for l’ederal officers. That is not it. 
The object and intent simply is to rope in the 
State election of Louisiana and place it under 
the same military machinery that has been 
devised by the Senator and his party friends to 
control elections throughout the United States. 
That is the object of it; not that the people 
of Louisiana are to be allowed to exercise 
their own will in their own way in regard to 
their elections, but that it is to be secured by 
military foree, and the scene, I suppose, re- 
evacted there, with whatever additions may be 
found necessary, that was enacted in the fall 
of 1870 in New York, when the spectacle was 
presented to the world and to the American 
people of armed ships moored at the foot of 
ihe streets of that city in time of profound 
peace, decks cleared for action, guns loaded 
ready for what? ‘To sweep the streets of that 
city of political opponents, of those who de- 
sired to have the will of the people expressed 
by legal methods instead of under the authority 
of the military ! 


| The Senator says the object is to ** 


| ought to know that now, as the law stands in | 


| gressional election are to be 


ditions marched to the center of that city, 
under regular military orders issued, with so 
many days rations cooked and uncooked, and 
so many rounds of ammunition; as regular a 
military expedition as ever was ordered during 
the late war carried out against the city of 
New York in 1870, in a time of profound 
peace. 

1 am reminded by my friend from California 
[Mr. Casserty] that he proposed here and 
proposed in vain a resolution of inquiry to 
Saee precisely by whose authority and under 
what details this order was carried out, and 
the Senate choked the resolution and never 


permitted the facts to appear before the people | 


of the country. 


Now, we all know that this | 


game is proposed to be repeated and intensi- | 


fied, and intensified at a time when the Exec- 


utive of the nation is to be the direct recip- 


ient of the benefit of his own violent action. 


I am not sorry that this question is brought | 
_up to-day, and | hope it will be kept up until | 
the people of this country are aroused to the 


true condition of the facts. 
enough at any time; it was unconstitutional at 
any time; it was shocking to the sense of a 
civilized people who propose to live under a 
Government of laws at any time. 
it is proposed to be revived, and these meth- 
ods reproduced, when the candidate himself 
is to begin these measures of violence that 


may tend to secure his success, surely the peo- | 
ple of this country had better arouse and had | 
better see to their liberties, for undoubtedly 
'| they are in great danger. 


Mr. MORTON, Mr. President, one word. 


rope in,’’ 
to use his own elegant phrase, the State elec- 


tion and bring it under the military supervision 
I suggest to the Senator | 


of the Government. 
that his ideas are somewhat confused. 


He 


Your law was bad | 


When now | 


Ie 


eee 


Louisiana, the State election and the con- | 


day, and the State election does have the ben- 


| efit of any protection that Congress may have 
| thrown around the congressional election. 


Now, what the President of the United 


States did do there was to preserve order and | 
| to prevent bloodshed, and he has the thanks | 
| of every honest man in Louisiana for having 


| done it. 

In 1866 the power of the Government was | 
so managed that a riot was allowed, and three | 
hundred colored Republicans were shot down | 


| says that I am ignorant of his position. 


| is that those who have gone into this Liberal | 


Nay, further, military expe- || this country. 


in the streets of New Orleans. Does the Sen- 


held on the same | 


ator want those scenes to be renewed? I sup- | 


pose so, because he complains so bitterly of 


the means used by the President to prevent | 


the repetition of that bloody massacre. 

But the Senator, when | suggested to him 
that the author of these recent disturbances 
had joined the ranksof his Liberal friends, 


we are to infer anything from his remarks, it 


movement are not his political friends. We 
shall understand by and by, in the course of a 
month or two, whether that is the Senator’s 
position or not. We know what hopes have 


been held out to those who went to Cincinnati, | 


If | 


that the Democracy would father their little | 


enterprise, would adopt their candidates. We 
are to infer this morning that the Senator dis- 
claims that. Whether he will do so a few 
weeks hence we shall know better then than 
now, 

Mr. BAYARD. Yes, sir; the Senator 
from Indiana may be a great deal wiser three 
weeks hence than he is now, and I trust by 
that time he will be able to do two things: in 
the first place, to know the position of the 
great Democratic party, for whom I make no 


pretense to speak, but of my place in whose | 


ranks I am exceedingly proud. He may learn 
then, and only then, when their accredited 
representatives have spoken, what that great 
organization intends to do for the benetit of 
Perhaps by that time he will 
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May 


learn better to appreciate the motives of gq 
| political opponent whose only object in legis. 
lation is, not that laws shall be made to bene fit 
| by indirection and by wrong the party with 
whom he acts, but that laws shall be made 
which shall conserve the liberties of the entire 
people, whether they are his political oppo- 
nents or not. It seems to be almost impos- 
sible nowadays to hear the Senator trom 
Indiana discuss any question here upon the 
basis of constitutional principle. With him 
there is but one idea, as it seems to me, and 
that is party and party success ; and he cannot 
appreciate the fact that a man may go fora 
law because it is right, whether itshall happen 
at the time being to run with the success of 
the party to which he is attached or not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask my friend 
from Delaware a question ? 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He speaks of unconsti- 
tutional laws. If he is willing, | wish he would 
inform the Senate whether in his opinion the 
bill now under consideration is unconstitu- 
tional? 

Mr. BAYARD. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
going to vote for it. 

Mr. BAYARD. It is not as it now stands. 
I was speaking more of the course pursued 
by the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. BLAIR. + It is proposed by this bill to 
change the law of the United States fixing the 
time for the election of members of Congress 
so as to make it conform to the time fixed by 
the State Legislature of Louisiana for the elec- 
tion of State officers and the electors of Pres- 
ident and Vice President. The Legislature 
of Louisiana fixed that time with a full knowl- 
edge that Congress had fixed a different time. 
They must have had some reason for fixing 
the time differently. If they had desired to 
have their election on the same day and 
escaped the inconvenience which is now com- 
plained of, they would have conformed to the 
time previously fixed by the action of Con- 
gress; but they saw proper to fix a different 
time, and now they ask Congress to change 
the time for the election of members of Con- 
gress, and thus make a different day in Louis- 
iana from that which has been fixed for the 
elections throughout the country. 

This argument is much stronger in the case 
of other States where different times for State 
elections are fixed than that which is fixed for 


Not as it now stands. 
That is the way we are 


‘| the election of members of Congress and of 


electors of President and Vice President of 
the United States. I believe Indiana, Penn- 
sylvania,; Ohio, and other States have different 
days of election, and yet their Senators and 
Representatives do not ask Congress to change 
the time to conform to that of the States. 
They do not complain of the additional ex- 
pense and inconvenience. ‘They do not ask 
Congress to vary it, because they know this 
time was made the same and uniform through- 
out the country for the purpose of preventing 
voters from going over from one State to 
another, as it was alleged was the habit in 
former times. 

That is a danger quite as great as the one 
to which the Senator from Indiana alluded. 
I will not say that this bill is offered here for 
that purpose, but in my judgment it certainly 
opens the door for that kind of fraud. It was 
to prevent that fraud that the uniform time for 
the election was fixed by the Congress of the 
United States. I hope it will not be changed 
to suit the convenience of a State which had 
it in its power to make its election on the same 
day as that which had already been ordained 
by Congress for the congressional election. 

The Senator from Indiana alludes to the 
riots that took place in 1866. Does he not 
know that the military commander in New 
Orleans, New Orleans and Louisiana being 
then under military government, before = 


regular civil government had been organized i 
telegraphed to Secretary Stanton and aske 
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him if he should use the troops to prevent a 
riot? And does he not know that the Secre- 
tary of War suppressed that telegram, that he 
did not communicate it to the President, that 
he made no response to the military com- 
mander in New Orleans, and the riot grew out 
of his criminal negligence? The Secretary of 
War, the constitutional adviser of the Presi- 
dent, took the responsibility of suppressing 
the telegram which notified him that a riot 
was imminent, and it was believed by many 
that he did it on purpose that the riot might 
occur, and that it might make a justification 
for the harsh measures contemplated by the 
party then in power. It certainly was an oc- 
currence which stimulated the passage of those 
harsh measures. There never has been any 
explanation given to the country of the crim- 
inal neglect of the then Secretary of War to 
communicate with the President and give 
proper instructions to the commander in New 
Orleans when Louisiana was under military 
control and had no civil organization to pre- 
serve the peace. When the Senator is throw- 
ing his accusations widespread against the 
Democratic party, he should remember that 
thet riot, which he has dragged into this de- 
bate, was traced directly to the then head of 
the War Department, who failed to communi- 
cate these facts, so momentous, to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, and in so failing, 
failed of his highest duty. ‘That was the cause 
of that riot. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 


from Missouri will please suspend. The morn- 


ing hour has expired, and the Post Office | 


appropriation bill is before the Senate, the 
pending question being on the amendment of 
the Senator from Nevada, (Mr. Nye,] upon 
which last night no quorum voted. 

Mr. NYE. I hope we shall take a vote on 
this question. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Task the indulgence of 
the Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. Wixpom, ] 
who I believe has this bill in charge, to let it 
be passed over informally for the time being 
to allow the Senator from Missouri to finish 
his remarks, and then I shall ask a moment in 
reply, and [ will then ask a vote. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Louisiana asks unanimous consent that 
the appropriation bill be passed over inform- 
ally so that the Senator from Missouri may 
conclude his remarks. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will continue my remarks 


at some other time when the bill comes up 
regularly. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
ator object? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes, sir: I object. 

Mr. KELLOGG. [ask that the appropria- 
tion bill be passed over informally. 1 cannot 
permit this matter to be disposed of in this 
wav. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. Nye] is entitled to the 
floor on the pending amendment to the appro- 
priation bill. Does he yield to the Senator 
from Louisiana? 

Mr. NYE. I yield. 

The VICE PRESIDENT The Senator from 
Louisiana now moves that the Post Office ap- 
propriation bill be laid upon the table for the 
purpose of resuming the consideration of the 


bill which has occupied the most of the morn- 
ing hour. 


Mr. WINDOM. 
laid on the table. We were within a few min- 
utes of reaching a vote upon it last night. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I only wish it to be passed 
over informally. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Missouri objects to its being passed over in- 
formally, and the Senator trom Louisiana can 
only attain his object by moving to lay the 
appropriation bill on the table. 

_ Mr. KELLOGG. Very well; I move that 
it be laid on the table. 


Does the Sen- | 


I hope the bill will not be | 


| 


| 


Mr. WINDOM. If it was to be passed over 
informally | would not object; but this polit- 
ical debate will doubtless take all the after- 
noon, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is 
not debatable unless Senators ask and obtain 
unanimous consent to speak upon it. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from 
Louisiana, to lay the appropriation bill on the 
table, for the purpose of following that with a 
motion to continue the consideration of the 
Louisiana bill 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. 
the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Lam importuned on all 
sides to withdraw this motion, and I will do 
so. I wish it understood, however, that I do 
so out of deference to the request of two or 


Let us have 


three Senators, and now I ask unanimous 
consent——— 

Mr. BLAIR. That is not in order. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The yeas and 


| nays have been ordered, but the Senator from 


| tion. 
| the motion? 


Louisiana asks consent to withdraw his mo- 
Is there objection to his withdrawing 
[**No!” “No!’’] The mo- 
tion is withdrawn, and the Post Office appro- 
priation bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I ask the indulgence of 


'| the Senator from Minnesota and of the Sen- 


| ate for a single moment, and I hope they will 
| accord it to me unanimously. I will occupy but 


a few moments. 


I desire to put myself in a 
correct position. It is due to me and due to 
my constituents. Iam unwilling to occupy a 
false position regarding this matter. 

I introduced this bill more than a year ago; 
that is to say, I introduced it as I recollect 
during the second session of the last Congress ; 
and I did so at the request of many of the 
people of my State without regard to color 
and without regard to political predilection. 


| The object of the bill I have already explained. 





No one can mistake it. The constitution of 
the State of Louisiana unfortunately provides 
that the State election sball be held on the first 
Monday of November, and the law of Cou 
gress provides that the presidential electors 
shall be chosen on the first Tuesday of Novem- 
ber, the day following. The object of this 
bill is simply to provide for the choosing of 
presidential electors at the coming fall elec- 
tion on Monday, the day of the State election, 
and after that time the law of Congress is to 
operate as it does at the present moment; in 
other words, to give the State the opportunity 
atter the next Legislature is chosen to amend 
the constitution of the State so as to provide 


| that the election for State officers may fall 


uponthe same day as the choosing of electors. 

lhat, sir, was my sole object, and I stand 
here to-day to protest in the name of the peo- 
ple of my State against this rawhead and 
bloody-bones discussion being dragged in here 
on every conceivable occasion. It has noth- 
ing to do with this question. As the Senator 
from Indiana has well said, the law of Con- 
gress to which such reference has been made 
applies to the election on Monday, thé choos- 
ing of Representatives in Congress. Sir, the 
principal object of this bill is that the choosing 
of electors may fall upon the same day in 
order to obviate the expense and inconven- 
ience of an election running through two days 
in the very heart of the sugar season. Any- 
body who knows anything about the great 
interests of Louisiana, the sugar-bowl of the 
nation, knows that thirty or forty days, com- 
mencing about the 20th of October, are con- 
sumed in turning out and grinding and pre- 
paring for market the whole sugar crop of that 
country, and the same may be said of the cot- 
ton crop. ‘The people on the Teche and of 
the Red river country and all through the 
State have petitioned for this measure. The 


| simple statement of these facts are sufli- 


cient to suggest to any Senator, | can but be- 
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lieve, the necessity and the justice of this 
measure. 

Sir, Lhave letters from prominent members 
of the Democratic party favoring it. | might 
specify them with propriety, and if | were to 
mention their names Lthink their reeommend- 
ation in this regard would commend this bill 
to the judgment and good will of our friends 
on the other side. ‘Those I represent in part 
have asked me to press this bill. 

At the last session this bill was reported 
favorably from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
ot which, as every one knows, my honorable 
friend from lilinois [Mr. PRuMBULL] is chair- 


| man; but there was ro pressing necessity at 
| that time, and it went over at that session. 


Now, sir, it comes from another committee of 
eminent lawyers of the Senate, | believe re- 


| ported with unanimity; Ido not believe, and 


[ think | can venture to say, that no Senator 


| upon that committee objected to it. 


rhe Ku Klux law has nothing to do with it. 
[ admit that one of the acts referred to in this 
discussion, the enforcement law, approved 
February 28, 1871, applies on the day of elec- 
tion to a certain extent in cities of more than 
twenty thousand inhabitants, and consequently, 
in Louisiana, in New Orleans alone; and, sir, 
[ believe it would go far to promote order, to 


| secure peace, and insure a fair election, the 


once more, representing the 


great desire of every honorable citizen. 

{ cannot understand why there should be 
this opposition constantly on a local question 
of this nature, when | come here, as | repeat 


people ot my 


| State irrespective of party, and throw myself 


upon the indulgence of the Senate and ask for 
the passage of a bill of universal concernment, 
which cannot be said to contlict with one prin- 


| ciple of common justice, and certainly with 
| no single clause of the Constitution, no sylla- 


| known. 


ble of recorded law. ‘There is and can be no 
objection to it. Lam thus earnest because I 
desire that the true state of this case shall be 
It is not to control the election so 


| much as it is to subserve and promote the 


| that the election shall be upon one day, and 


material interests of the people by providing 
not compel them to undergo (which | shall 
not dwell upon in detail) the great expense 
and inconvenience of an i 
through two days. 


election running 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Horace Porrer, his Secretary, 
announced that the President had this day ap 
proved and signed the act (S. No. 973) to fund 
certain liabilities of the city of Washington 
existing June 1, 1871, and to limit the debt 
and taxation in the District of Columbia. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which it requested the coneurrence of the 
Senate : 

A bill (H. R. No. 1467) to amend the thirty- 
first section of an act entitled ‘An act 


| enrolling and calling ont the national militia, 


and for other purposes,’’ approved March 3, 
1863 ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1343) supplemental to an 
act entitled ‘*An act for the apportionment 
of Representatives to Congress among the 
several States according tothe ninth census ;’’ 

A bill (H. R. No. 2227) to regulate the em- 


| ployment of engineer soldiers on extra duty ; 


} 


A bill (H. R. No. 2692) to provide for the 
establishment of a military prison, and for its 
government; and 

A bill (H. RK. No. 2693) to provide for an 
additional term of the district and cirenit 
court of the United States at Syracuse, New 
York. 

The further announced that the 
House had agreed to the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 1776) declaring 


inessage 
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the lands constituting the Fort Collins mil- 
itary reservation, in the Territory of Colorado, 
subject to preémption and homestead entry, 
as provided for in existing law. 

‘The message also announced that the House 
had passed, without amendment, the bill (S. 
No. 671) to authorize the West Wisconsin 
Railway Company to keep up and maintain a 
bridge for railway purposes across Lake St. 
Croix, at the city of Hudson, in the State of 
Wisconsin. 

‘The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills, with amend- 
ments ; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill (8S. No. 448) to establish a system of 
deposits, to prevent desertion, and elevate the 


condition of the rank and file of the Army; 
and 
A bill (S. No. 607) to establish the pay of 


the enlisted men of the Army. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. No. 1070) making appropriations 
for the service of the Post Office Department 
for the year ending June 30, 1873, the pend- 
ing question being on the amendment of Mr. 
Nye, which was to add to the section adopted 
on the motion of Mr. CaSSERLY relative to the 
of the 
New York and San Francisco via Panama: 

Provided, That said requirement shall in all re- 
spects apply to any party contracting for theservice 
hetween San Francisco, China, and Japan, as well 
as to the Pacific Mail Steamship Company. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. ‘This refers toa 
previous amendment adopted by the Senate 
yesterday afternoon. 

Mr. NYE. Lunderstand that was ace 
by my triend from California. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 


state that the 


continuance 


Senator from California witi- 


epted || : 
1] Clayton, Corbett, 


= 2 -y) || Flana ran, 
The Chair will | . 


| 


] 


| sent is now asked that without further debate 


| i. Was not so important as at first stated. 


steamship line between || 


| Rice, 
| ‘Tipton, 
Wright—29., | 


drew his objection, but a Senator not now in || 


his seat renewed the objection, and on the vote 
being taken no quorum voted, after which the 
Senate adjourned, 
Mr. WINDOM. 
objection. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 


I think there is no other 


The Chair will 


again state, and then possibly there may be no | 


further objection, that this follows the amend 
ment agreed to on the motion of the Senator 
from California, and after debate the Sena- 
tor from California last evening withdrew his 
objection to the amendment. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 


reconsider the vote if possible on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from California. I do 
not regard it as very important, but I will 
suggest to him the idea that occurred to me 
when I read it in the Globe. 


IDAHLO AND WASHINGTON ELECTIONS. 


Mr. NYE. I ask the Senator to give way 
one moment. I desire to appeal to the Sen- 
ate to do one other thing. I gave notice 
yesterday that I should ask for a vote this 
morning on the question of the elections in 
Idaho and Washington Territories. I see the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. Corsetr] who is 
opposed to the bill in his seat. The subject 
has been fully discussed. I hope, therefore, 
we may be allowed to simply take the vote 
on that question, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Pending thecon- 
sideration of the Post Oflice appropriation bill, 
the Senator from Nevada asks unanimous con- 
sent to allow the vote to be taken on the pas- 
sage of the bill in regard to elections in Wash- 
ington and Idaho Territories, previously dis- 
cussed in the Senate. Is there objection ? 

Mr. CORBETT. 
vote on thatquestion. I have heretofore stated | 
my objections to the bill, but I do not wish to 
preveut a vote and a decision upon it, 


The VICK PRESIDENT. That is what 





I shall not object to a/| 


I was not present when | 
the debate occurred and the vote was taken. | 
My intention was this morning to move to | 








| tion for this service. 


the Senator from Nevada asks, simply to have 
a vote as it has been discussed and explained, 
without superseding the Post Office appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. WINDOM. If it gives rise tono dis- 
cussion, | will not object. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the bill will be reported, after which 
the Secretary will call the roll on its passage. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear what it. is 
first. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator | 


from Vermont reserves the right to object. | 
The bill will be reported subject to objection 
or to a demand for the regular order. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (H. R. No. 
1030) to regulate elections in Washington and | 
Idaho Territories. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the passage of this bill. It was previously 
passed and reconsidered, and unanimous con- 


the vote be taken on its passage. 

Mr. CORBETT. 
some one has said to me that he was informed 
that | had withdrawn my objection or thought 


wish simply to say that I stated fully my ob- 
jections to the bill, and that I still adhere to 


those objections. 1 am opposed to the passage 
of this bill. 


‘Lhe question being taken by yeas and nays, | 
resulted—yeas 29, nays 18; as follows: 

Y EAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Caldwell, 
Cameron, Casserly, Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, 
Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, Hitchcock, 
Johnston, Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Norwood, Nye, 

Saulsbury, Sawyer, Stevenson, Sumner, | 
Vickers, West, Windom, and 


Trambuil, 
NAYS—Messrs. Boreman, Carpenter, Chandler, | 
Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Hamlin, Goldthwaite, Harlan, Morrill 
of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Osborn, Pool, Pratt, 
Sherman, and Sprague—18. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Brownlow, 
suckingham, Cole, Conkling, Cragin, Davis of 
Kentucky, Frelinghuysen, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Howe, Keliogzg, Morton, 
Patterson, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Ransom, Robertson, 
Schurz, Scott, Spencer, Stewart, Stockton, Thur- 
man, and Wilson—27. 

So the bill was passed. 

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senate | 
resumes the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 1070) making appropriations for the ser- 
vice of the Post Office Department for the | 


year ending June 30, 1873, the pending ques- || 


tion being on the amendment of the Senator | 
from Nevada, [Mr. Nye. } 

Mr. SHERMAN. In my judgment theamend 
ment of the Senator from California, with 
the amendment of the Senator from Nevada 
attached, would defeat the very object the Sen- 
ator from California had in view. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from California provides 
that the China Mail Steamship Company shall 
also run aline from Panama to San Francisco. 
That is all right enough. They ought to be 
required to run that line. Then the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Nevada requires any 
other company bidding for this new service to 
undertake to run the same line. The result 
of these two amendments together will be to 
give to the Pacific Mail Company the abso- 
lute, exclusive right to bid on this contract. 
That is the effect of it, because, as a matter of 
course, no new company could undertake for 
this subsidy of a million to run both lines, 
The effect of this amendment will be to defeat 
the amendment offered by the Senator from 





Vermont, [Mr. Morriiu,]} which invited com- 
petition and gave to the lowest bidder this new | 
service. 
I have no special knowledge about it, except | 
that we can see very well that these two amend- | 

ments combined defeat anything like competi- 
You might just as well | 


| insert the name of the present company, the 


|| Pacific Mail Steamship Company, 
'| them the contract in so many words. 


and give | | 
That is | 
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the effect of these two amendments. I simply 
wished to call the attention of the Senate 
to it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I have but a word ortwo 
to say on this subject. There is no possibility 
of any competition now, without my amend- 
ment, on the part of any other man or body 
of men with the Pacific Mail Steamship Com- 
pany for the new service. Why is there no 
Because there is no body 


| of men that has at command at this moment 


a sufficient number of first-class American 
sea-going steamships of not less than three 
thousand tons each. ‘That is what your law 
of 1865 requires, and that law is now in 
operation. 

In addition to that, the new steamships, 
according to the amendment of the committee 


| adopted by the Senate, are to be American 


‘| would be 
_ there would be none; and if with my amend- 


1) 





' 


! 


steamships of not less than four thousand tons 
register. The Senator from Indiana [Mr., 
Morton] was perfectly right when he said 


| that though according to the form of words 
I simply wish to state that | 


there was to be acompetition, yet in fact there 
none. Without my amendment 


ment and with the amendment of the Senator 
from Nevada added there will be none, then 
it does not alter the situation so far as compe 
tition is concerned, while it does confer a very 
great benefit on the coast and on the whole 
country in insuring the continuance of the 


|| steam line between New York and San Fran- 


cisco, which no longer ago than this very year 
demonstrated its essential usefulness to the 
commerce of the country in a very signal man- 
ner. 

] withdraw my objection to the amendment, 
and I hope it will be adopted if we can thereby 
end the debate. 

Mr. HARLAN. I concur in opinion with 
the honorable Senator from California, and in 
stating that concurrence, | desire to call the 
attention of the Senate to an additional fact 
on this subject, particularly of the honorable 
Senator from Minnesota, who seemed to have 
some doubt in relation to the fact that this 
company had already provided for a semi- 
monthly service. I have in my hand now a 
newspaper published in California, the Daily 
Alta California, in which I find an advertise- 
ment that I desire to read: 

‘* For Japan and China.—Steamers leave on the 
first of every month, punctually at noon, for Yoko- 


bamaand Hong Kong, connecting at Yokohama with 
me company’s branch line for Shanghai, via Hiogo 
and Nagasaki. 

**May 1.—America, Captain Doane. 

‘* From May to October, inclusive, an extra steamer 
will be dispatched on the sixteenth of ev ery month. 
When the sailing date falls on Sunday the steamer 
will sail the preceding Saturday. 

‘Apply at the Pacific Mail Steamship Company’s 
office, at their wharf, corner of First and fae 


streets. ELDRIDGE & IRWIN, Agents.” 


This advertisement appears to be dated April 
19; [find the letters ‘*April19.’’ The paper 
itself is published on the 29th of April. This 
advertisement is signed by parties that claim 
to be the agents of the company, dated April 
19, inviting the public to apply at their oftice 
for passage and an opportunity to send freight 
across the Pacific on semi-monthly steamers. 
Now, take this in connection with the market 
news report that was read yesterday, and 
the advertisement of an earlier date, caused 
to be read by the honorable Senator from 
Oregon, [Mr. Ke.ty,] and it does seem to 
me that there can be no doubt on the mind 
of any Senator that this company have already 
procured the ships, that they will begin to run 
on the 16th day of the present month, and 
that the appropriation of five additional mil- 
lion dollars is not necessary to secure this 
service. 

Mr. WINDOM. AIII have to sayin answer 
to that is that I stated the other day that 
during the tea season for two or three months 
they do run an extraship. I do not wish to 
reargue the question. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Nevada. 

lhe amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be en- 
grossed and the billto be read the third time. 
‘The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. SCOTT submitted an amendment in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the bill (H. 
R. No. 2208) making appropriations for the 
repair, preservation, and completion of cer- 
tain public works on rivers and harbors, and 
for other purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. j : 

Mr. STOCKTON. I wish to give notice of 
an amendment to the river and harbor bill, | 
which I desire to have printed and referred to | 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Avy- | 
THoNY in the chair.) That order will be made. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I should like also for 
my own convenience and that of other Sen- 
ators to inquire whether it is necessary to pur- | 
sue this course in regard to amendments to the 
river and harbor bill. That billdoes not come 
from the Committee on Appropriations, and I 
had relied on that fact and supposed it was not 
necessary to submit the amendments in advance 
for reference; butI find that it is the common | 
practice of the Senate to submit such amend- 
ments in this way. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is not at all neces- | 
sary; that bill is not a general appropriation | 
bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The river 
and harbor bill has not usually been consid- 
ered a general appropriation bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will state to the Sen- | 
ator from New Jersey that | have not so con- || 
sidered it, and 1 intend to propose several 
amendments which | have not yet submitted. | 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ‘The practice that has 
grown up is entirely unnecessary. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Several such amend- 
ments have been offered to-day, and that is | 
the reason why | thought it safer to pursue 
that course. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa- 
tives by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced | 
that the House asked a conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill | 
(H. R. No. 1192) making appropriations for | 
the current and contingent expenses of the 


Indian department, and for fulfilling treaty || 


stipulations with various Indian tribes for the | 
year ending June 30, 1873, and for other pur- | 
poses, and had appointed Mr. A. A. SarGenr | 
of California, Mr. Joun P. C. Suanxs of In- | 
diana, and Mr. Tuomas Swann of Maryland, | 


managers on the part of the House. | 


The message also announced that the House | 
had agreed to some and disagreed to other 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
No. 1654) making appropriations to supply 
deficiencies in the appropriations for the ser- 
vice of the Government for the fiscal year | 
ending June 30, 1872, and for former years, | 
and for other purposes, and had agreed to 
other amendments of the Senate to the said 
bill, with amendments ; that it askeda confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. James A. | 
GARFIELD of Ohio, Mr. Luke P. PoLanp of | 
Vermont, and Mr. Samuet S. MarsHa.t of 
Illinois, managers at the same on its part. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message further announced that the | 
Speaker of the House had signed the following | 
enrolled bill; and they were thereupon signed | 
by the Vice President : 

A bill (S. No. 696) to authorize the con- 
Structionof abridge across the Missouri river 
at Booneville, Missouri; 
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A bill (H. R. No. 1030) to regulate elections 
in Washington and Idaho Territories ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 1776) declaring the lands 
constituting the ort Collins military reserva- 
tion, in the Territory of Colorado, subject to 
preémption and homestead entry, as provided 
forin existing laws. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate proceeded to consider its amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. No. 1192) making ap- | 
propriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian department, and for 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various In- 
dian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1873, 
and for other purposes, disagreed to by the 
House of Representatives, and the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to 
other amendments of the Senate to the said 
bill. | 

On motion by Mr. COLE, it was 


Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amend- | 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 


| and disagree to the amendments of the House to 


other amendments of the Senate, and agree to the 
conference asked by the House of Representatives 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the 
Senate be appointed by the Vice President. 


The VICK PRESIDENT appointed Mr. | 


Coie, Mr. Haruan, and Mr. Srevenson, 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Senate proceeded to consider its amend- | 
ments to the bill(H. R. No. 1654) making ap- | 


propriatious to supply deficiencies in the ap- 
propriations for the service of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, and 
for former years, and for other purposes, dis- 
agreed to by the House of Representatives, 
and the amendments of the House to other 
amendments of the Senate to the said bill. 

On motion by Mr. COLE, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 
and disagree to the amendments of the House to 
other amendments of the Senate, and agree to the 


conterence asked by the House of Representatives | 


on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 


Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the | 


Senate be appointed by the Vice President. 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 


Coxe, Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, and Mr. ALcorn. 


POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 
Mr. BOREMAN. Mr. President, in the 


absence of the chairman of the Committee on 
the Removal of Political Disabilities, the duty 
is devolved on me of moving to take up the 


House bill for the removal of political disabil- | 


ities, ordinarily called the amnesty bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1050) for the 
removal of legal and political disabilities 
imposed by the third section of the fourteenth 
article of amendments to the Constitution of 
the United States. 


Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimous consent | 


that the bill (H. R. No. 1553) relating to the 


Central Pacific Railroad Company have its | 
second reading, for the purpose of making a | 


| motion to refer it. 

Mr. COLE. I shall have to discuss that 
question somewhat. 
remarks when the bill is up for reference. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will | 
state to the Senator from California that by | 


the usage of the Senate a bill is not a subject 
of discussion at its second reading. It is only 
after that time, either when it is reported back 


or when it is to have its third reading, that it | 


is usually discussed. 
Mr. COLE, 
it is certainly open for debate. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. This bill has | 


not been read the second time. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. There can be debate on 
the question of reference, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair has 
not stated anything inconsistent with what the 
Senator from Illinois says. On the contrary 





I wish to make some 


On the question of reference | 
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the Chair has said, and again repeats, that until 
the bill is read a second time it is not subject 
of debate. It has only been read the first 
time; it has not been read the second time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is it not in order to dis- 
cuss the question whether it ought to be read 
a second time? I should like to know the rule 
there is against that. 

Mr. MORTON. Leall for the regular order. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Indiana demands the regular order. The Chair 
will, however, answer the Senator from Ver- 
mout that is not within the recollection of otli- 
cers near the Chair, nor of the Chair himself, 
that a bill bas been discussed previous to its 
second reading; but he will examine the pre- 
cedents. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam not onthe question 
of what has been done; I am on the question 
of the right to debate the question whether a 
bill ought to be read a second time, which I 
think is sometimes important, 

the VICK PRESIDENT. It is objected 
to at this time, and therefore the amnesty bill 
is now before the Senate. 

Mr. STEWART. I think this bill ought to 
be considered ; and therefore | move to lay 
the pending order on the table for the purpose 
of having this bill referred. It seems to me 

|| it is unusual to treat a bill in this way. 
Mr. MORTON, If it can be referred with- 
out debate nobody will object. 

Mr. STEWARL. Senators do object. 

Mr. COLE. Ll want to make some remarks 
on the question of reference. 

Mr. CASSERLY. What is the question 
before the Senate ? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The amnesty 
bill is before the Sevate, which requires a two- 
thirds vote for its passage. 

Mr. COLE. When a motion is made to 
refer the Goat Island bill, I shall move to 
refer it to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and | shall discuss that question. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Secretary, 
as soon as this debate ceases, will read the 
amnesty bill, which has been taken up by vote 
of the Senate. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
fore the Senate? 

| The VICE PRESIDENT. It is before the 
| Senate, but has not yet been read. 
|| Mr. CONKLING. Upon that | begto make 
|, one remark before it is read. I think the bill 
|| to which the Senator from Nevada has just 
alluded ought to be referred to a committee 
and examined; yet I think it so extraordinary 
| for Scnators to object to the second reading of 
| the bill, and to everything which can lead to 
| its consideration by a committee, that I say to 
| the Senator from Nevada, wbo is interested in 
| it, that I will stand by him in taking up the 
| bill atany proper time, aud acting on it finally 
without reference—a very exceptional course, 
and one to which 1 think the Senator may 
fairly resort if a measure which has passed the 
House, which once passed this body, is so 
confronted on the threshold that its opponents 
will not allow it to go toa committee to be 
examined. 

Mr. COLE. Ithought the honorable Senator 
from New York was ready for that, but I will say 
to bim that I want this bill referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, as it relates to 
matters that are under the charge of the War 

| Department exclusively. It is a proposition 
| to give away a portion of a very important 
| military reservation, and ought to be consid 
|| ered in reference to that and in reference to 
| its influence upon the harbor of San Francisco, 
| as to which information must come from the 
|| War Department. 

|| Mr. CONKLING. The honorable Senator 

remarked —— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
order. 

Mr. CONKLING. Thisis the regular order. 
This is the amnesty bill. The Senator from 


! 


Is the amnesty bill be- 


| 
| 
| 





Let us have the regular 
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California remarks that he expected to find 
me ready. I infer from this that the Senator 
was conscious himself of the extraordinary 
course he has pursued in regard to this mat- 
ter, not only heretofore, but to some extent 
now. And, as the Senator seems to mean 
offense by his remark, | remind him that there 
was atime when he did not oppose a like bill, 
when [, in common with others, voted for it 
before | bad ever seen the island in qnestion, 


and knowing that the Senator from California | 


was well acquainted with it and with the facts, 
and that he did not oppose its use as proposed. 
Mr. COLE. 
record, not by any means, | assure him 
Mr. EDMUNDS. LI eall for the regular 


order if there is one. 





The Senator can show no such | 


bill was considered by a certain committee of 
the House, the committee of the same name 
in this body ought to have charge of it here; 
and I suppose the motion will be to refer it to 
that committee. 

which committee 


of opposing its reference at all. lam quite 
willing that it shall have consideration at the 
hands of some committee, but in my judgment 


| it ought to go to the committee that [ have 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont interrupts the Senator from | 


California to demand the regular order. 
regular order is the amnesty bill. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. And the reading of it. 
Mr. COLE. I think [ may say something 
upon the amnesty bill. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 
the bill is read, according to the rules of order. 
Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator from New 
York was allowed to proceed with a reply to 
my which was in fact an attack 
on my colleague. I trust my friend will not 


colleague, 


interpose, 

Mr. CONKLING. 
pardon; it was simply repelling an offensive 
remark which was applied to me. 

Mr. COLE. The Senator from New York 
arose in the first place—— 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California, if the point is made, must 
suspend until the amnesty bill has been read. 
Several Senators, in their anxiety to debate 


another proposition which is not now before | 


the Senate, have prevented the reading of the 
bill pending. 
can obtain the hearing of the Senate, will 
read this bill; but he eannotdo it while Sen- 
ators are occupying the floor. 

Mr. COLE. If the Senator from Vermont 
objects to a single remark from me, I will 
give way. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
recognize the Senator from California as soon 
as this bill is read. Its reading has been 
demanded by the Senator from Vermont. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (H. R. No. 


1050) for the removal of legal and political 


disabilities imposed by the third section of the | 


fourteenth article of amendments to the Con- 
stitution of the United States, as follows: 


Be itenacted hy the Senate and [House of Represent- 
atlives of the United States of America in Congresa 
assembled, (two thirds of each House concurring 
therein,) That all legal and political disabilities 
imposed by the third section of the fourteenth 


You eannot say it until | 


‘The Secretary, as soon as he | 


The | 


No; [beg the Senator’s | 


indicated, and I think I can give very cogent 


reasons why it should go there when it is up. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 


state to the Senator from California, if he may 


| be allowed to do so, that he has not intimated 
| that the bill should go to any particular com- 


mittee; he has only intimated that the par- 
liamentary usage is to recognize the Senator 
who represents the committee in this body 
corresponding to the committee from which 
the bill originated in the other House. After 


| that the motion to refer is open to amendment. 


Any Senator can move to amend the motion ; 


or if he obtains the floor first, he can make a | 
motion in derogation of the right of that com- | 


mittee, if there is any such right in it. 

Mr. COLE. I made no reflection on the 
Chair at all; so far as he has gone he is 
wrobably right ; but when the bill came in here, 
recollect that was stated by the Chair, prop- 
erly, of course. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair sim- 


ply recognized the chairman of the committee | 


from which the bill came originally in the other 
House. 
Mr. STEWART. Can we not have that 
question disposed of now by general consent? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. By unanimous 
consent it ean be. 
Mr. CASSERLY. 
considerable debate. 


The VICK PRESIDENT. 


I think that will lead to 


The amnesty 


| bill is before the Senate, and the Senator from 


Nevada asks unanimous consent that the Goat 
Island bill be taken up for reference. 


Mr. SUMNER, _ If it causes debate, I must 


1] object. 


The Chair will | 


| given 


Mr. CASSERLY. If the Senators from 
California can have the weight that is always 
to the two Senators from a State, 
especially when they belong to opposite par- 
ties, on a question of reference, there will 


| probably be no very prolonged debate; but 


article of amendments to the Constitution of the | 


United States on persons therein mentioned, be- 
cause of 
rebellion against the United States, or given aid or 
coufort to the enemies thereof, be, and the same are 
hereby, removed: Provided, That this act shall not 
apply to, or in any way affect or remove, the dis- 
ability of any persou included in either of the fol- 
lowing classes, namely: first, members of the Con- 
gress of the United States who withdrew therefrom 
and aided the rebellion; second, 
Army or Navy of the United States who, being 
above the age of twenty-one years, left said Army 
or Navy and aided the rebellion. 

Seo. 2. That before any person shall be entitled 
to the benefit of this aet, he shall, within the dis- 
trict where he resides, before a clerk of some court 
of the United States, or a United States commis- 
sioner, take and subscribe an oath or affirmation to 
support the Constitution of the United States, and 
to bear true faith and allegiance to the same; which 


oath or affirmation shall be forwarded by said officer | 


to the Secretary of State of the United States, who 
shall cause a list of all persons complying with the 
provisions of this act to be laid before Congress at 
the opening of each session thereof; and the officer 
before whom such oath or affirmation is made shall 
give to the person taking it a certificate of the fact, 
under such forms and regulations as the Secretary 
of State shall prescribe. 


Mr. COLE. I did not oppose the reference 
of the Goat Island bill, and shall not oppose 
its reference. It has, however, been intimated 


their having engaged in insurrection or | 


officers of the | 


| 


| 
{| 
| 


if the Senator from Nevada is to control this 
question in the Senate, it will lead to some 
debate. 

Mr. BOREMAN. It is evident that unani- 
mous consent cannot be had for the considera- 
tion of that subject. I insist on the amnesty 
bill being proceeded with. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The amnesty 


bill is before the Senate, open to amendment 


or debate. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I give notice that to- 
morrow at one o’clock I shall ask the atten- 
tion of the Senate to consider the Military 
Academy appropriation bill, which has been 
confided to me. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Mr. President, I have no 
disposition to discuss at any considerable 
length the subject of amnesty or the removal 


ee . | 
by the Presiding Officer that inasmuch as that 


It is upon the point as to | 
should have control of it | 
that | wish to be heard briefly, not in the way | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





May 8, 


uu 
——e 


by Congress all the citizens of this country, 
| with some exceptions probably that might be 
| suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
| [Mr. Sumner,] have been restored to their 
civil rights, privileges, and immunities ; and 
those persons who are under the disabilities 
prescribed by the third section of the fourteenth 
amendment, so far as exercising the right of 
suffrage is concerned, and all other matters 
appertaining to Government except the holding 
of ottice, have been restored to their relations 
to the State and national Governments. Their 
position is an anomalous one, and it seems to 
me that the time has come, under all the cir- 
cumstances, when it is better that these dis- 
tinctions should exist no longer. 

In the second place, I shall support the bill 
on the ground that Congress has passed a4 
number of bills relieving several thousands 
of persons in a similar condition, some of 
whom, at least in my judgment, are as objec- 
tionable as any of those who are now laboring 
under these disabilities ; and while it may be 
said that the fact that some of the worst of the 
late rebels have been relieved of their disabili- 
ties is nota good reason for relieving others, yet 
there is something in iteven if there was objec- 
tion to the general bill. Itengenders unkind 
feeling that some gentlemen in particular States 
are relieved of their disabilities while others 
are still subject to them. It seems as if we 
were not treating these persons all alike when 
the behavior, the conduct of the latter, is as 
good as that of the former. ‘That is another 
reason. Where the conduct of these people 
has been equally fair, good, and submissive to 
the laws, | do not think we should relieve a 
portion of them and not relieve others. 

A third reason why [ shall vote for the bill 
is that it will remove a pretext for complaints, 
and for the disturbances that are existing in 
the South. The tact that these disabilities 
| exist ismade use of for the purpose of stirring 
up bad feeling, for the purpose of keeping up 
a state of excitement in the southern States, 
a state of unrest. Although this ought not to 
be so, it is nevertheless the fact, and these 
| people, many of them, say, ‘Although we are 
citizens of the United States, although we 








. ‘ “ae . | 
of political disabilities from those who are | 


laboring under such disabilities by reason of 


the provisions of the fourteenth amendment to | 


the Constitution of the United States. I have 
charge of this bill simply as the organ of the 


| committee on this subject, in the absence of 
the chairman. 


I expect, however, to vote for 
the bill if it shall be put upon its passage in 
its present form or without any marked amend- 
ments to the provisions as they now exist in 
the bill. I shall do this for one or two con- 


siderations. 

In the first place, the war has been over, 
declared at an end, for some five or six years, 
and under the reconstruction measures passed 





have all the other privileges and immunities 
| of citizens of the United States, yet we are 
marked, we are deprived of aspiring to offi- 
cial positions which the citizens around us 
are allowed to do;’’ and they are thus con- 
tinued in a state of irritation, and they make 
their disabilities a pretext for not pursuing 
that course which they otherwise would do; 
and they have also the sympathy of a great 
mauy of those who are around them and can 
exercise some influence on account of their 
condition. 

Another reason with me is that [ regard the 
party to which [ belong as committed, not to 
universal amnesty, but to the relief of the 
masses of those in the South who are now 
under the disabilities prescribed by the four- 
teenthamendment. ‘The National Republican 
convention which assembled in 1868, to nomi- 
nate candidates for President and Vice Presi- 
dent, passed a resolution, the latter part of 
which I[ will read: 

** And we favor the removal of the disqualifications 
and restrictions imposed upon the late rebels in the 
same measure as the spirit of disloyalty may die out 
and as may be consistent with the safety of the loyal 
people.” 

That is not an unconditional committal, it 
is true. Nevertheless the idea is held out in 
that resolution to these people that if they 
will conduct themselves as good citizens they 
will berelieved from the disabilities prescribed 
in the fourteenth amendment, as I understand 
it. That resolution was passed for the pur- 
pose of conveying that idea to the people of 
the United States; and in conformity, no 
doubt, with what the President of the United 
States understood as being the spirit of the 
resolution and the policy of the party with 
which he was connected, he in his last annual 
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message recommended to Congress that they || for this bill. 


carry out what has been supposed to be the 
‘oliey of the party. I will read what the 
President said in that message on this subject: 


‘*More than six years having elapsed since the 
last hostile gun was fired between the armies then 
arrayed against each other, one for the perpetua- 
tion, the other for the destruction of the Uni yn, it 
may well be considered whether it is not now time 
that the disabilities imposed by. the fourteenth 
amendment should be removed. That amendment 
d es not exclude the ballot, but only imposes the 
disability to hold offices upon certain classes. When 
the purity of the ballot is secure, majorities are sure 
to elect officers reflecting the views of the majority. 
I do not see the advantage or propriety of excluding 
men from office merely because they were, before 
the rebellion, of standing and character sufficient to 
be elected to positions requiring them to take oaths 
to support the Constitution, and admitting to eligi- 
bility those entertaining precisely the same views, 
but of less standing in their communities. It may 
he said that the former violated an oath, while the 
latter did not. ‘Lhe latter did not have it in their 
power to do so, If they had taken this oath, it ean- 
not be doubted they would have broken it as did 
the former class. If there are any great criminals, 
distinguished above all others forthe part they took 
in opposition to the Government, they might, in the 
judgment of Congress, be excluded from such an 
amnesty.” 


Then follows this sentence to call the atten- 


tion of Congress particularly to this subject— 

“This subject is submitted for your careful con- 
sideration.” 

This is what the President said to us at the 
beginning of the present session ; and, sir, in 
accordance with what seemed to be the policy 
of the party, in accordance with the recom- 
mendation of the President of the United 
States carrying out that policy of the party, | 
think now itis proper to pass some bill on this 
subject, but, as the President says, not a bill 
for universal amnesty. ‘The greater offenders 
against the laws and the Constitution of the 
country may well be excepted, and I think 
should be excepted, for | have no hesitation 
in saying that [ will not vote for universal 
amnesty. I thirk it well to say that I do not 
vote for this bill as a matter of magnanimity, 
nor do I vote for it for the reason the Senator 
from Massachusetts not now in his seat [ Mr. 
WILSON ] some weeks since gave for supporting 
a similar bill, that he voted forit on the ground 
of mercy. Nordo I vote for it as a matter of 
right due to those whoare about to be relieved. 
Notat all. But with me (although it seems to 
be treated very lightly by those who have hereto- 
fore discussed this subject) it is simply a ques- 
tion of policy and expediency, not a question 
of right, not a right that these men can demand 
at our hands, but a matter of policy and expe- 
diency for the purpose of quieting the country, 
and of bringing about a better state of feeling; 
to bring about a state of homogeneity, if I may 
so speak, in the political and civil relations of 
these people to the Government. In that 
view, | think it is right and proper now that 
the people of this country shall be put upon 
an equal footing in relation to these different 
offices; not that I abate one jot or uttle of my 
condemnation of the great offense these men 
committed against the country, against the 
Constitution and laws of the country, and 
against the civilization of the age. But, sir, 
the war has passed; years have gone by; and 
it seems to me now as a matter of good policy, 
as a matter of propriety and expediency, that 
these disabilities, so far as the great mass 
of these people are concerned, should be 
removed ; that the sources of irritation that 
exist should be removed, and that the people 
of the southern States should select their otfi- 
cers from those in whom they wish to confide. 

Many of the persons who are laboring under 
disabilities are guilty of great indiscretion, 
even up to this time. There is no question 
about that; and if we allowed such considera- 
tions to control, it may be that we should pass 
no bill of a general character. But, sir, we 


must look beyond that; we must look to the 
peace, quiet, and harmony of the country. 
Not as being an enthusiastic advocate of 
amnesty, for I make no such pretension, but 
for the reasons I have stated, 1 expect to vote 
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I should like to see it put on its 
passage as it came from the House, as it isa 
House bill, without subjecting it to any mate- 
rial amendment, without having it encumbered 
with amendments that may endanger or ob- 
struct its passage, Or prevent us from carrying 


| out the spirit of the measure as it is now 
| before us. 


This, I believe, sir, is all I have to say on 
this subject at this time. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I have no 
desire to discuss the general question of am- 
nesty, nor to discuss any other question ; but 


| as 1 am about to make a motion | shall state 


| in one word why I do it. 

| I propose to move to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and insert what is generally 
known as the civil rights bill, being the bill 
on which the Senate has already voted several 
times, and which, as is known, is now pending 
in the other House, but owing to the rules of 
the House no decision upon it there has yet 
been reached. I shall take the form of the 


which in substance and almost precisely in 
language is that on which the Senate acted. 
There are one or two verbal changes, but not 
important in principle or in any way affecting 
any principle of the bill. 

I do this, sir, intending to follow it up by a 
second motion to strike out the enacting clause, 
| which requires atwo-thirds vote, and insert the 
| ordinary enacting clause ; and then, in the third 
| place, to strike out the title and to insert the 
title of the civil rights bill. 

I do this as a practical way of giving to our 
| friends in the other House an opportunity of 
| acting 6n the civil rights bill when they shall 
be on an equality with those in this Chamber 
who are in favor of amnesty. 

As is well known, the amnesty bill has 
already passed the other House and only waits 
| a vote in this Chamber, with the signature of 

the President, to be alaw. My anxiety isthat 
the civilrights bill shall, so far as possible, be 
in the same situation, that it should pass the 
Senate, and I hope then that it will pass the 
other House, and I cannot doubt that it will 
receive the signature of the President. 

With this brief explanation, and without 
one word of argument, content as [ am with 
what has been said already during this session, 
I send to the Chair the substitute which I| ask 
to have come in after the enacting clause. 

Mr. MORTON. Before the question is 

| taken on that, is it in order to pertect a sec- 
tion in the bill proposed to be stricken out? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. ‘Then I offer an amend- 
ment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
will first be reported. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I wish to 
make a point of order, and the point of order 
is that the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts is out of order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair can- 
not entertain that point until the amendment 
is read. ‘The Chair does not know yet what 
1t 1S 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of 
Mr. SuMNER, which was to strike out all after 
| the enacting clause of the bill, and in lieu 
| thereof to insert the following : 
| Src.—. That no citizen of the United States shall, 

by reason of race, color, or previous condition of 
servitude, be excepted or excluded from the full and 
equal enjoyment of any accommodation, advan- 
tage, facility, or privilege furnished by innkeepers ; 
by common carriers, whether on land or water; by 
licensed owners, managers, or lessees of theaters or 
other places of publicamusement; by trustees, com- 
missioners, superintendents, teachers, and other 
ohicers of common schools and other public institu- 
tions of learning, the same being supported by 
moneys derived from general taxation, or author- 
ized by law: by trustees and officers of cemetery 
associations and benevolent Institutions incorpor- 
ated by national or State authority. But private 
schools, cemeteries, and institutions of learning 
established exclusively tor white or colored persons, 
and maintained respectively by voluntary contribu- 


tions, shall remain according to the terms of the 
i) original establishment. 


bill which is now pending in the other House, | 


The substitute |) 
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Src. re That ary person violating any of the pro- 
Visions ot the foregoing section, or aiding mn their 
Violation, orjaciting thereto, shall, for every such 
offense, forfeii and pay the sum of $500 to the per 
son aggrieved thereby, to be recovered in an action 
on the case, with full costs, and shall also, for every 
such offense, be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and, upon conviction thereof, shall be fined not less 
than $900 nor more than $1,00), or shall be impris 

| oned not less than thirty days nor more than one 
year: Provided, That the party aggrieved shail not 
recover more than one penalty; and when the 
offense is a refusal of burial, the penalty may be 
recovered by the heirs at law of the person whose 
body has been refused burial. 

Sec. —. That the same jurisdiction and powers are 
hereby conferred and the same duties enjoined upon 
the courts and officers of the United States in tho 
execution of this act as are conferred and enjoined 
upon such courts and officers in sections three, four, 
five, seven, and ten of an act entitled “An act to 
protect all personsin the United States in their civil 
rights, and to furnish the means of their vindica- 
tion, ’’ passed April 9, 1866, and these sections are 
hereby made apart of thisact; and any of the afore- 
said officers failing to institute and proseeute such 
proceedings herein required shall, for every such 
offense, forfeit and pay the sum of $500 to the person 

| aggrieved thereby, to be recovered by an action on 
the case, with full costs, and shall, on conviction 
thereof, be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
be fined not less than $1,000 nor more than $5,000. 
|  Sxe.—. That no citizen possessing all other quali- 
| fications which are or may be prescribed by law 
shall be disqualified for service as juror in any 
court, national or State, by reason of race, color, or 
previous condition of servitude; and any officer or 
other persons charged with any duty in the selection 
or summoning of jurors who shall exclude or fail to 
summon any citizen for the reason above named 
shall, on conviction thereof, be deemed guilty of a 
misdemeanor and be fined not less than $1,000 nor 
more than $5,000, ait ae : ; 

SEc. —. That every diserimination against any 
citizen on aecount of color by the use of the word 
“white,” or any other term in any law, statute, 
ordinance, or regulation, is hereby repealed and 
annulled. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Connecticut makes a point of order that 
this is not, under the usage of the Senate, an 
amendment which the Presiding Officer ean 
entertain. The Chair would like to hear the 

| Senator on the point of order. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I wish to 
make a remark in the first place as to my rea- 
son for raising this point of order. lt was 
made on a former occasion, and decided by a 

very small vote of the Senate. ‘That, I think, 
| is the only oceasion upon which the point has 

been raised. It is a matter that may be of 
| grave consequence in the future, and I think 
it should be determined upon somewhat more 
deliberation than it was on the former occa- 
sion by the action of the Senate itself, 

It is obvious that ifan amendment requir- 
| ing a mere majority to attach it to the bill can 
be attached to a bill requiring a two-thirds 
vote, so that the whole bill as amended would 
have to be passed by a two-thirds vote, this 
mode of attaching such an amendment could 
be effectually employed to destroy all chance 
of the passage of such an original bill ; because 
every such amendment would require for its 
final passage the two-thirds vote required by 
the original bill. It seems to me, therefore, 
that the intent of the fourteenth «amendment 
of the Constitution or of the Legislature in 
| reference to any act that may require a two- 

thirds vote may be at all times euurely frus- 
trated by this species of parliamentary ma- 
| chinery, attaching to the bill, by a simple 
| majority, an amendment which is incapable, 
| under the circumstances in which the Senate 
is placed, of obtaining atwo-thirds vote; and, 
therefore, where the question is so nearly new 
| as this, the most appropriate and the wisest 
decision to make upon the point of order 
raised would be to decide that such an amend- 
ment cannot be received to be attached to the 
original bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. The 
make his point of order under any particular 
rule of the Senate or under any particulas 
provision of the Manual, I think, but only 
on the common law practice of deliberative 

i bodies. I do not care to discuss the question ; 
| only want to say that under our rules all 
amendments to treaties or anything that re- 

|, quires a two-thirds vote, anything short of the 


Senator does not 
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final vote is carried by a majority; and this 
would come under that general provision that 
any amendment to a bill or treaty that requires 
a two thirds vote to pass it can be placed upon 
it by a majority. ‘That is clearly established. 
A two-thirds bill can read three times by a 
majority vote, but on its final passage it re- 
quires a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. CONKLING. Lest somebody may fol- 
low my friend, I should like to inquire whether 
the point of order is debatable before the de- 
cision has been made ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis not. The 
Chair was about to decide it, but disliked to 
ask Senators to stop 

Mr. CONKLING. Can I relieve the Chair 
from that unpleasant necessity by expressing 
the hope that my friend will not debate the 
point of order? 

fhe VICK PRESIDENT. 


The Chair de- 


sired the Senator from Connecticut who pre- | 


sented the point to explain it, so that it should 
formally come before the Senate and be re- 
corded in its proceedings. 

Mr. POMEROY. I only desired to say a 
word, as the Senator from Connecticut did. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
notified that the 
on this proposed amendment, and that is the 


The Chair was | 
point of order would be made | 


reason why the authorities are upon his table | 


now. The Chair may say, in reply to the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Connecticut, by 
which he enforces this 
constitutional law and parlis mentary law are 
often quite different. 


point of order, that | 


The Chair will not state | 


what his own opinions would be if he were a | 


voter upon the bill presented by the Senator 
from West Virginia, though they are probably 
known to the Senate; but the Chair decides 
this question solely upon the parliamentary 


law applicable in this body; and upon that. | 


although the decision may appear strange to 
the Senator from Connecticut and to other 
Senators, there appears to the mind of the 
Chairto be no question whatever. 


The Chair | 


would like to have Senators follow him as he | 


reads from the Manual. On page 255, 
thirty-fifth section of Jefferson’s Manual de- 


clares: 


** Amendments may be made so as totally to alter | 


the nature of the proposition; and itis a way of get- 
ting rid of a proposition, 
different trom what it was intended by the movers, 
so that they vote against it themselves. (2 IHats., 79, 


4,82, 54.) A new bill may be ingrafted, by way of 
amendment, on the words * Be it enacted.’” (1 Grey, 
190, 192.) 


Which assimilates to the proposition made 
to-day. Now, the Chair desires to add to this 
that by the parliamentary law as practiced in 
the House of Representatives, which is the 


parliamentary law as generally understood by | 


Legislatures and parliamentary bodies in the 


by making it bear a sense | 


the | : . 
‘| ators then present in the Senate, 


United States, this amendment would be to- || 


tally out of order. The Chair will read from 
Cushing's Manual, because that is even bet- 
ter authority than to read from the rules of 
the House, in reference to the rule of the 
House of Representatives which absolutely 
forbids an amendment of this kind in ae 
House ; Cushing, paragraph thirteen hundred 
and SIXly-SIX, Says: 

‘This rule, adopted in March, 1822, reaffirmed by 
every succe eding Congress, and extensive ly adopte rd 
in other legislative assemblies, is as follows: * No 
motion or proposition on a subject different from 
that under consideration shall be admitted under 
color of amendment.’ 

But the Senate have refused always to adopt 
any such rule. 
it as a rule nor as usage aud practice, and 
the Chair, in confirmation of that, will read 
further from Cushing's Manual, paragraph 
thirteen hundred and sixty-three: 

‘Tho inconsistency of a proposed — 
with the proposition to be amended, either in idea 
or in words, is, as has already been seen, no objec- 
tion to it in a parliamentary sense, or as a matter 
of order,” 

It would be in the House of Representatives 
because they have a specific rule to that effect; 
but itis no objection to it in a parliamentary 


amendment 


| tion or restraint,”’ 


tion to be amended. 


‘Anditis ordinarily no objection to a proposed 
amendmentthat it is inconsistent with the meas- 
ure to beamended. This is verycommonly, though 
not universally, the case in the American 
tive assemblies; as, for example, in the House of 
Sapna, but not in the Senate, of the Uni- 
ted States, 


Cushing draws the clear distinction which 


legisla- | 


the Chair has made between the specific rule | 
forbidding amendments of this kind in the | 


other House and the absence of it and the 


egy Pro hain “8 the oes = weet | ion of the Chair, in order under the parlia- 
1e€ lair, however, does not rest his || mentary law. 


ate. 
decision upon that, but he has gone back to 
the authority of Mr. 
The 


was pending in this very body in 1849. 


| Army appropriation bill was pending in the 
| Senate, and Mr. Baldwin, of Connecticut, one 
| of the predecessors of the Senator who makes 


this point of order, moved to add to the 
appropriation bill; 

“And be it further enacted, That the inhabitants 
of the Territories of New Mexico and California 
respectively shall be entitled to the benefits of the 
writ of habeas corpus in all cases of unlawful deten- 
auc. 

The Chair need not read the whole of it. 
**Mr. YuULEE. 


Senator moves an amendment in relation to the 
government of the people of California. J can con- 
ceive of no two subjects more dissimilar.’ 


Which seems to be like the present case. 


“The Prestpine Orricer. The rule in the House 


of Representatives is not to 


incongruous to the subject- matter of the bill. There | 
is, however, nosuch rule here.’ 
After debate this amendment, which was 


distasteful toa majority of the Senate, but was 
ruled in by the Presiding Officer because, he 
said, there was no rule forbidding it as there 
would be in the House, was rejected by nearly 
two to one, by a vote of 27 to 17, showing that 
the amendment was rejected in spirit and in 


its terms by nearly two thirds of the Senate; | 


and yet in accordance with the rule prevail- 
ing here it was admitted. 
none of 
whom appealed or questioned the opinion of 
the Chair thus positively stated, were Mr. 


| Corwin, Mr. John Davis, Mr. William L. Day- 


ton, Mr. Hamlin, Mr. 


Daniel Webster, Mr. 
Johnson, Mr. Mangum, and others. 

The Chair could read from Hatsell, but he 
does not desire to weary the Senate ; but he will 
read one precedent from page 84 of the second 


volume of Hatsell, which is the standard 


| authority in Great Britain, and also here, in 


regard to parliamentary law generally, where 
there is no restrictive rule: 


ae 


The other mode of avoiding a question is by 


altering it by amendments till it bears a sense dif- | 


ferent from what was intended by the proposers. 
This perhaps is not quite fair, but has been often 
done, and the instance relating to the Duke d’Arem- 


| berg, of the 10th ot April, 1744, is a very remarkable 


'} one, 


They have neither adopted || 


moved by Sir Wiliiam Meredith, relating to general 
warrants, the opposers of the question amended it in 
such a manner that it was impossible for any one to 


| agree to it.’’ 


These are the precedents. Coming back, 
however, to Jefferson's Manual,the Chair reads 
from page 255. The Chair has only alluded 
to these precedents of Cushing, Vice Pres- 
ident Dallas, and Hatsell as confirmatory of 
this parliamentary law, not in the House, 
where they have a specific rule to the con- 
trary, but in the Senate where there is none: 


“‘Amendments may be made so as totally to alter 
the nature of the proposition; and it is a way of 
getting rid of a proposition, by making it beara 
sense different from what it was intended by the 
movers, so that they vote against it themselves. (2 
Hlats., 79, 4, 82, 84.) A new bill may be ingratted, by 
way of amendment, on the words * Be it enacted,’ 
&e. (1 Grey, 190, 192.)”’ 


The Chair desires to add one thing further 
in making this ruling, that the argument of 


This I understand to be an appro- | 
priation bill for the support of the Army, and the | 


admit amendments | 


Vice President Dallas | 
| when a matter of a great deal of excitement ' 





Among the Sen- | 
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sense that it is inconsistent with the proposi- | another proposition of a different character; 
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but the Chair could read other authorities, 
which he does not consume the time of the 
Senate in reading, showing how jealous the 
House of Commons, as well as this body, have 
felt in regard to presiding officers suppressing 
important amendments upon a question of 
order, when by parliamentary law proper, or 
by the usage of the body, the body have a 
right themselves to determine as to whether 
they should or should not be agreed to. 

The amendment, therefore, is, in the opin- 


But the Senator from Indiana 


| [| Mr. Morton] moves, previous to the vote on 





| this, to perfect the original bill, which is first 


in order and has 7 of the substitute. 
Mr. MORTON. I offer the following 

amendment to come in before the word ‘‘said,”’ 

in the sixth line 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire to take an 
appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair recog: 
nizes the Senator from Illinois then in prefer- 
ence to the Senator from Indiana. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois appeals from the decision 
of the Chair. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. As I understand the 
Chair and the authorities read, they do not 
affect what seems to me to be the point before 
the Senate. The question is not, as I view it, 
one of relevancy or irrelevancy in the charac- 
ter ofthe amendment. The objection to the 
amendment, and the reason why it is out of 
order, if out of order at all, is because by the 
Constitution of the United States the matter 
pending must be passed by a different vote 
from that which is proposed in the amend- 
ment. 

The Constitution provides that treaties can 





| only be ratified by two thirds of the Senate, 


and it was deemed necessary, in order to allow 
an amendment to a treaty to be adopted by a 
majority, to make a rule to that effect. It 
would be competent, doubtless, for the Senate 
to adopt a rule that an amendment may be 
made to a bill that requires two thirds of the 
Senate to pass it, just as it is to make a rule 
that a treaty may be amended by a majority 
vote. But in the absence of that rule of the 


|| Senate authorizing a treaty to be amended by 





So on the 29th of January, bt on a question | 





| the Senator from Connecticut is a very strong | 


argument as to the merits of the proposition 


}, and as to the proposal to substitute this for 


| vote. 


m |a@ majority vote, | apprehend that a treaty 
Benton, Mr, Berrien, Mr. Hunter, Mr. Reverdy || could not have been amended except by avote 


of two thirds of the Senate. 

The philosophy of the thing is, the reason 
of it would seem to be, that a bill which could 
only be passed by atwo-thirds vote should not 
be amended by anything less than a two-thirds 
The question is not as to the character 
of the amendment any further than this: that 
the character of the amendment must be one 
that does not require a two-thirds vote. It 
would be competent to amend the bill un- 
doubtedly by adding to it another clause to 
relieve somebody else that is not relieved by 
the bill, because that would be an amendment 
in harmony with the bill. But it seems to me 
that there is great force in the suggestion of 
the Senator from Connecticut, that you may 
destroy 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will my friend allow 
me to ask him a question for information at 
that point? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Suppose an amnesty 
bill is pending here, and an amendment is 
offered to it to add disabled persons in another 
State or of a different class from those already 
in the bill, could that be incorporated on such 
a bill by a mere majority vote? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think perhaps it might. 

Mr. SUMNER. ‘The habit has been so. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Does not that surren- 
der the point? 


Mr. TRUMBULL, 





No, I do not think 


does, because that isa matter which can only 
be passed by a two-thirds vote. I should think 
that the test would be that you could add any- 
thing that it required a two-thirds vote to pass 
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to a bill which could only be passed by a two- 
thirds vote, and that you could not add any- 
thing that could be passed by a majority vote. 
Otherwise, you may amend a bill by a majority 
vote in such a way that two thirds would not 
then vote for it. We have hadan example of 
that on this very amendment offered by the 
Senator from Massachusetts to a similar bill. 

It was very evident—I assume now what 
perhaps I have no right to assume, though | 
think every Senator will agree with me—that 
but for the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, which was offered to an am- 
nesty bill pending in this body some months 
ag .. if the Senate could have been brought to 
a direct vote on the amnesty bill, it would 
have been passed by a two-thirds vote; three 


fourths a Senator says; and yet it was defeated | 


because a majority succeeded in putting upon 
it an amendment that would not command a 
two-thirds vote of the Senate. 

There is an illustration of how this rule 
works. The point to my mind is not the one 
upon which the Chair has passed, as to the 
relevancy or irrelevancy of the amendment 
proposed, but as to the fact asto whether that 
awendment can be passed by a different vote 
from the main bill. Is it not absurd, if | 
may use so strong aterm, to put two things 
together which can be passed by different 
votes? Does it not strike every one, at the 
first blush, that a measure which requires a 
different vote from another measure should 
not be mingled with that other measure ? 

Mr. SCOT. I would like to suggest to 
the Senator from Illinois, (for I desire to get 
at his views upon it,) for his consideration, 
whether the present proposition does not alter 
the nature of the question we formerly had 


before us, in that it proposes to substitute a | 


measure which will leave nothing of the 
original measure requiring a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That may bring up 
another question. That is not exactly the 
question [ was discussing. The Senator 
irom Pennsylvania is asking the question 
now whether you cannot substitute for this 
a bill that can be passed by a majority vote. 

Mr. SAWYER and Mr. SUMNER, 
is the pending motion. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is another sug- 
gestion, not by way of amendment, but by way 
of substitute, as it were, whether you may not 
by a majority vote lay aside this bill and take 
up some other, I have no doubt you may do 
that; but I question very much whether you 
can strike out a portion of this bill, which can 
only be passed by a two-thirds vote, for you 


That 


have to do that to adopt the Senator’s amend- | 


ment, by anything less than a two-thirds vote. 
The Senator will see that it is coming right 
around to the same point. 

Mr. SCOTT. IL asked the question for the 
purpose of getting the views of the Senator 
from Illinois, with whose opinion I think I 
am in accord on this question as to that very 
point. 
tute another bill for the pending bill, and if it 
were to prevail, there would be nothing left of 
the measure which requires a two-thirds vote. 
hen if we were to do that, and the Senator 
from Illinois, or any.other Senator, were to 
propose to add the amnesty bill, we should be 
back again to the question which he is dis- 
cussing. But the point which strikes me is 
whether it does not totally change the nature 
of the question which we had before us upon 
the pendency of the bill before, when the meas- 
ure is to substitute a bill which can be passed 
by a majority, and the substitution of which 
leaves nothing that requires a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from 
Pennsylvania does not quite understand me, 
{ think. Perhaps my answer is not satisfac- 
tory to him; but lam sure he did not com- 


prehend the idea which I had in my mind. | 


bis amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
Chusetts proposes to strike out the whole of 
the pending bill. Suppose he were to move to 


The pending proposition is to substi- | 


' no doubt. 


| 


il 


| betore the body. 
| it, and it removes it, in my judgment, from any 
| technical parliamentary objection which the 
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strike it all out without offering any substitute 


at all, and that we had a division of the ques- || 


tion, first on striking out, and then on adding 
a substitute, it being an amendment to strike 
out the bill just as much as it would be an 
amendment to add to the bill, [ insist that a 
majority vote cannot strike out the bill. Does 
the Senator get my idea? It must take a two- 
thirds vote to amend the bill by striking out a 
part of itor by striking it all out, just as it 
would to add to it; and when you come to 
the final passage of the biil it can only be 
passed by a two-thirds vote. If there is any- 
thing in the suggestion that the bill cannot be 
amended except by a two-thirds vote, it does 
not alter it, because this amendment proposes 
to strike the whole of it out. 

I took the appeal with a view of presenting 
the point which it seemed to me was the real 


one in controversy here, not that I have any || 


feeling one way or the other about the decis- | 
ion, or any other desire than to have the ques- 
tion decided correctly. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Lam individually glad that 
the Senator from Massachusetts has presented 
his amendment to this bill in the precise form 
in which he has done it. I think it obviates, 
i know indeed it obviates to my mind, what 


was a parliamentary objection in the bill which | 


was before the Sevate some time since. The 
Senate then decided that it was in order to 
amend a bill by adding to one which it required 
a two-thirds vote to enact a provision which 
simply required a majority vote. I did not 
believe the amendment then in order, and I 
think upon an appeal taken I so voted. ‘That 
is my judgment now. I do not care what may 
be the authorities, nor do I care what may 
have been the action of this body. I know 
the parliamentary law very well that we may 
amend a bill and make it as obnoxious as pos- 
sible to its friends by matters that are improper 
and not germane, and put the bill into a posi- 
tion which will prevent its original friends 
from voting for it. That is parliamentary law; 
that is parliamentary practice; but I thought 
then, and I think now, that in that practice 
the body should confine itself to classes of 
legislation that were alike and distinct, each 
by itself, and that it was not competent for the 
body to put upon a bill reguiring a two-thirds 
vote that which would require only a majority 
vote to pass it. 

That was my idea, and that being my idea 
now, | am glad that the honorable Senator 
has seen fit to offer his amendment as a 
substitute for the bill. I think that presents 
the simple question to us only whether we will 
strike out all of the bill that is now before the 
Senate and change its form into another sub- 
stance—change the question from one charac- 
ter to another; andupon that point I can have 
It isproper, and if the Senate shall 
see fit to adopt the amendment by a majority 
vote, it is perfectly competent to do so. It is 
simply equivalent to changing one question 
now before the Senate and bringing another 
question different in its character, and requir- 





| Sng a different number of Senators to enact it 


I think that is all there is in 


other phrase of it presented; and in that view, 
being in favor of the amendment, I shall vote 


| to sustain the Chair in its ruling, and then vote 


for the amendment when we shall reach that 
point. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, 
Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the 
judgment of the Senate? The Chair has made 


the decision upon the two lines on the two hun- | 


dred and fifty-fifth page of Jefferson’s Manual: 


““A new bill may be ingrafted by way of amend- 


ment on the words ‘ Be it enacted,’”’ &e. 

The question being put, it was declared that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to have the 
yeas and nays on this question. 

Several Sevarors. No! No! 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Nevada insist on that demand ? 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, sir, I should like to 
have them. 

he yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to make a single 
remark. If it is not the rule or the precedent 
now, could we not make a rule that when 
there is a question before the Senate requir- 
ing a two-thirds vote, matters requiring but 
& majority vote shall not be mingled with 
that? If we could keep them distinct for con- 
venience it would be better. 

Mr. CARPENTER. My friend will allow 
me to make one suggestion to him. ‘There is 
no possible trouble or difficulty about such a 
case. If two thirds of the Senate want to pass 
the amnesty bill, and want to pass it without 
any amendment, you certainly cannot get a 
majority at the same time to amend it. When 
you are considering a bill which requires two 


| thirds to pass it, if your bill has got any chance 


any way you have got a Senate which controls 
the whole subject. 

Mr. STEWART. That will apply to every 
bill. Of course they may exclude any amend- 
ment or make anything irrelevant, because 
of course no amendment can be made at any 
time without a majority. It always requires a 
majority to accomplish that purpose. But it 


| seems to me there ought to bea plain rule that 


matters requiring a majority vote should not 


| be commingled in the same bill with proposi- 


tions requiring a two-thirds vote. IL want to 


vote for such a rule. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to remind my 


| friend from Nevada, because I will not occupy 


the time of the Senate, that the question is not 
what the rule oughtto be. The Chair is bound 
by his duty to declare what the law of this body 
is as it stands; and the question is whether he 
has decided rightly upon that. That is all the 
question now. We might, perhaps, a majority 
of us, agree with my friend from Nevada, that 
the law is wrong, and that we ought to rectify 
it by legislation, so to speak, thatis, by a posi- 
tive enaciment; but we are now bound to pro- 
nounce judgment on the appeal from the decis- 
ion of the Chair as to whether he has decided 
the parliamentary law as it is now. 

Mr. STEWART. We are a body who are 
capable of making precedents, and of course if 
that be the case we shall pay proper respect to 
all precedents that we consider should have 


' weight; but when we find one so palpably out 


of the way as this is, I think it the duty of the 
body to overrule that precedent, just the same 
as it istheduty of a courtto overrule a decision 
which is palpably wrong. It seems to me that 
this is palpably wrong. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. A court never under- 
takes to overrule its decision when it has to 


| confess in the same breath that that decision is 


according to law. ‘The only decision that a 
court overrules is a decision which it finds to 
be contrary to the course of law. «Now, then, 
my friend from Nevada asks us to overrule 
the course of law from the very foundation 
of parliamentary proceedings, as has been 
stated by my friend from Maine, and by the 
Chair. That is asking too much. I might be 
quite willing, and [ rather think I should be, 
to unite with my friend to make a change in 
the rule which shall insert a positive statute in 
place of common law, and have it different. 

Mr. STEWART. Is there any case where 
| amendments have been allowed that required 
a different vote; where that precise question 
come up and was decided ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the Senator 
could be shown hundreds of them if he could 
go through the various States where more 
than a majority in various cases is required 
for the passage of bills. I have them not at 
my hand, but you can find hundreds of soch 
vases, no doubt, if you choose to apply for 
them. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Sen- 
| ator from Nevada allow the Chair to read a 
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precedent confirming the point made by the 
Senator from Maine exactly? 

Mr. SHEWART. I should like to hear a 
precedent of that kind. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair only 
desires to administer the rules as they stand. 
Of course, if the Senate determine to amend 
the rules, he will be very glad to administer 
the rules as thus amended. 
sition familiar to all the members of the Sen 
ate. 


| 


| bill and insert something totally foreign tothat || Congress may by a two-thirds vote of each 


Here is a propo- | 


Prior to the war of the rebellion, in the | 


year 1860-61, an amendment to the Constitu- | 


tion was proposed as one of the means by 
which it was supposed that perhaps the re- 
bellion might be avoided. . It came up in the 
Senate. The Chair will read from the one 
hundred and sixth page of the Journal for 


which is to be stricken out. That is the ques- 
tion, and that the Chair has decided, and that 
he has maintained abundantly by authority, I 
submit, as he could do upon principle. 

Mr. President, when the other question 


shall be made, whether you may amend ina 


1560-61, the second session of the Thirty-Sixth |) 


Congress: 

“The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the joint resolution 
(Ss. No. 54) proposing certain ameodments to the 
Constitution of the United States.”’ 

That required by the Constitution a two- 
thirds vote. Mr. Clark, of New Hampshire, 


moved to strike it all out, and to insert the | 


following resolutions of the Senate in its place: 


“Resolved, That the provisions of the Constitution 
are ample for the preservation of the Union,” &c. 


Which was determined is the affirmative, | 
yeas 25, nays 25, the yeas and nays being here | 


recorded, The Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
‘TrumBvULL| voted in the affirmative to change 
this constitutional amendment requiring a 
two-thirds vote into a series of resolutions 
requiring ouly a majority vote. After being 
thus changed— 

** On motion of Mr. Pugh, 

** Ordered, That the resolution lie upon the table.” 

Mr. TRUMBULL and Mr. STEWART. 
Was the question of order raised there ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It does not 
appear to have been, but it was a case involv- 
ing great feeling at that time. 

Mr. SUMNER. ‘That isa historic case. 

Mr. STEWART. 1. still claim that that 
would not be authority unless the point was 
there raised and passed upon. 

Mr. CONKLING. I wish to say a single 
word about this matter, and partly in defer- 
ence to the Chair, whose decision, it seems 
to me, is discussed upon an entire misappre- 
hension. The Chair decided here the point 
involved in the precedent last read; and I do 
not wonder that no point of order was made 
upon that, because | humbly conceive there 


is no serious point of order to be raised there | 


or here. 

Now, what has the Chair decided? 
that you may amend a proposition which re- 
quires a two-thirds vote by something which 


requires less than that, and have them go to- | 


gether. I have no doubt myself you can do 
that, and I have no doubt the Presiding Offi- 
cer of this body would so decide; but there is 
no such question before the body now. What 
is the proposition ? 
chusetts rises and proposes to strike out of the 
bill everything whatever, whether it requires a 
two-thirds vote or a majority vote, or any 
other vote, and to insert in lieu of it an ordin- 
ary legislative proposition. 


Chair decide? That that is in order; in other 


Not | 


What does the | 


words, that, in the language of one of the pre- | 


cedents that has not been read, you may not 


only turn a bill upside down, but make it by | 


amendment mean precisely the contrary of 
that. which it meant when it was introduced. 
Now, it happens, to be sure, as one of the 
facts, (and I conceive it to be a mere accident 
and incident, not a governing fact at all,) that 
the matter which the Senator from Massachu- 
setts proposes to strike out requires a two- 
thirds vote, and it happens that that which he 
proposes to insert could be consummated by a 
majority vote. What of it? The governing 
question is the other question, without respect 


| want to put on an amendment they will put it | 
on, and it is merely the form in which the 
_ question shall be taken. 


State Legislature, for example, by adding to a 
bill which requires a two-thirds vote a provis- 
ion requiring only a majority vote, or whether 
you may amend here by adding and incorpor- 
ating something which a majority can pass in 
a bill requiring a two-thirds vote, I think 


many precedents, to which the Chair has not | 


adverted, and which would not be applicable 
here, can be read to show the truth of that 
proposition. I have no doubt of that either, 
for one, foreign as I conceive it to be to this 
question, and entirely immaterial and paltry 


as I think the question to be for the reason | 


which the Senator from Wisconsin has stated. 


|| Itis all within the control of the body, and you 
gain nothing when you say that the body ought | 
_to rule on an appeal from the Chair that you | 


cannot put on acertain amendment. It be- 
comes a mere question of numbers; and in 
every legislative body, in every case, if they 


As my friend from 
Wisconsin says, if the majority want to keep 
it off they can do it, and a majority cannot 
put it on; so that I think that question is not 
a very important one. 

But my purpose was to call the attention of 
the Senate to the fact that the Chair has not 
ruled and has not been called upon to rule 
that question. 


| 
| 





The Chair has confined his | 


ruling strictly to the question now before us, | 
which is, whether the Senator from Massachu- | 
setts may move to strike out the whole of this | 


bill after the enacting clause and propose to 
insert a different bill in its place? 

Mr. STEWART. I do not care to occupy 
the time of the Senate by insisting on calling 
the yeas and navs on this question. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I suppose the Senate 
will be able to understand what the Chair has 
decided ; the Chair was very clear and distinct 
in his statement; and the repetition of the 
Senator from New York, that the Chair has 
decided something else, | suppose will deceive 
nobody unless it does himself. 


There is one other suggestion which I desire | 
to make in regard to this question of order. | 


_ Before doing so, however, I will refer to the 


The Senator from Massa- | 


case that occurred in the Senate when a prop- | 
osition was pending to amend the Constitution | 


ofthe United States, and where an amendment 
was adopted by a majority vote. In that case 
the question was not raised as to whether it 


was in order or not in order; so that that | 


would settle nothing. 
But there is another feature of this subject 


to which attention was called when this bill | 
was before the Senate previously, which | | 


think should exercise a governing influence in 
the decision of the question before the Senate. 
The proposition of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts can only pass asa law. It must have 
the approval of the President. The bill must 
be read three times. The proposition that is 
now pending before the Senate needs but a 
two-thirds vote of Congress; it does not need 
the approval of the President ; nor need it pass 
in the shape of a bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How do you make it out 
that it does not need the approval ofthe Presi- 
dent? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Because the President 
has nothing to do with it. He cannot veto a 
vote of Congress relieving political disabilities. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have you 
prove that How do you maintain it? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Constitution says so. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘** But Congress may by 


to that, whether it is in order to move tostrike || a vote of two-thirds of each House remove 


That is all thatis necessary ; 


out everything after the enacting clause of a || such disability.’’ 


ee 
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| House remove the disability, and the President 
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| cannot veto it. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask my friend g 


| question ? 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Illinois yield ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Oh, yee; Ialways yield 
to the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If 1 disturb my good 
friend I will not ask it. The Constitution also 
says that Congress may declare war by a ma- 
jority vote; and I wish to ask if Congress can 
declare war without the approval of the Presi- 
dent, constitutionally? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Another clause of the 
Constitution connected with legislation pro- 
vides, in reference to legislative matters, that 
the approval of the President is necessary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Must you pass a bill 
through three readings to declare war? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think you must pass 
a bill or a joint resolution, which is the same 
thing, and that you cannot doit by a single vote. 
There is no such language in the Constitution 
in regard to declaring war as there is here. 
Congress may declare war; but how does 
Congress act? Other portions of the Consti- 
tution prescribe the mode by which Congress 
acts ; but the Constitution itself prescribes the 
mode of action in relieving political disabili- 
lies ; and how is it? ‘But Congress may by : 
vote of two thirds of each House remove such 
disability.’* Now, I hold it is as clear as any- 
thing can be that the President cannot veto 
the vote of each House removing a political 
disability. He has no control over it. He 
might as well undertake to veto our appoint- 
ment of a committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. MayI ask my friend what 
this clause of the Constitution means, which 
of course has not escaped his observation, 
being the seventh section of the first article? 

““Every order, resolution, or vote to which the 
concurrence of the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives may be necessary (except on a question of 
adjournment) shall be presented to the President 


of the United States, and t:cfore the same shall tako 
effect shall be approved by him,” &e. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. This is an old question 


| that we have often discussed here, and if we 


were to argue it now | suppose it would only 
be a repetition of the discussion which we 
have had here heretofore, and the Senator 
from Vermont I suppose took part in it. 
There is a clause in the Constitution of the 
United States, as it was originally drafted, 
authorizing amendments to be proposed to it, 
and how does that read: 

“*The Congress, whenever two thirds of both 
Houses shall deem it necessary, shall propose 
amendments to this Constitution.” 

Now, when they do propose amendments to 
the Constitution, did anybody ever suppose, 
or any considerable number of persons, that 
the President had anything to do with it? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Mr. Lincoln did. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No, Mr. Lincoln inad- 
vertently signed a resolution proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution and sent a 
message afterward apologizing for it. It was 
taken up there inadvertently by our Committee 
on Enrolled Bills, not thinking anything about 
it, and he signed it. But on the very first 
amendment that was ever proposed to the 
Constitution of the United States, soon after 
it was adopted, before 1800, the question was 
raised whether the President could veto a res- 
olution of Congress or proposition submitted 
by Congress to the States for their ratification 
as portions of the Constitution, and it was 
discussed in this body, and it was decided that 
the President had nothing to do with such a 
proposition. It was not an order or a reso- 
lution or a bill of a legislative character with 
which he had anything to do. But there were 
some critical gentlemen, like my friend from 
Vermont, who always looks closely to the 
critical bearing of every question, who were 
not satisfied with the decision of the Senate 
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and of Congress, and when the constitutional 
amendment thus submitted without the signa- 
ture of President Washington had been rati- 
fied by three fourths of the States, a case arose 
under it in the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and a critical lawyer insisted that the | 
amendment to the Constitution was not valid ; 
i+ had never been proposed by Congress, be 
eause the President had not signed it; and 
the Supreme Court of the United States would 
not hear an argument in opposition to him. 
They said surely there can be nothing in that | 
suggestion; the President has nothing to do 
with propositions submitted by Congress for 
the amendment of the Constitution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That very word * propo- 
sition’ is the test. That makes the distince- | 


tion. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not know why the | 
word ‘‘proposition’’ makes the test any more 
than any other word. | 
“The Congress, whenever two thirds of both | 
Houses shall deem it necessary, shall propose amend- | 
ments to the Constitution.” 


The word ‘* proposition’’ 


Mr. EDMUNDS. It was on your lips. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I did not perhaps quote | 
it exactly right, but inasmuch as it is not in | 
the Constitution the Senator will not put much 
stress on the word ‘‘proposition.’’ ‘They may 
propose amendments, and they do it by reso- 
lution. I have tried to satisfy the Senator, | 
and lam making these remarks more for the 
benefit of the Senator from Vermont than any- 
body else, for I think the rest of the Senate is 
familiar with this history 

Mr. EDMUNDS. lam very much obliged 
to you. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. And I thought he was 
familiar with it before. 

Now, Mr. President, I come back again to 
the proposition, if | may be permitted to use 
that word, by which Congress may relieve any 
person from political disabilities; this propo- 
sition that is now pending. It is not a law. 
The President has nothing to do with it. It 
ought not to be taken to him for his approval. 
He cannot veto it; and all that is necessary is, 
in the language of the Constitution, that Con- 
gress by a vote of two thirds of each House 
remove such disability. To say that you can 
amend a proposition of that kind by putting 
on it a bill that is to be a law on some other 
subject seems to me incongruous, and that it 
ought not to be done. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to have the 
enacting clause of the bill read. As it is pro- 
posed to strike out all after the enacting 
clause I should like to hear the Clerk read 
that enacting clause. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts has given n5tice that he will move 
to strike out the enacting clause by way of 
amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is not pending yet. 

Mr.STEWART. I want to hear that enact- 
ing clause read as part of my speech. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, (two thirds of each House concurring 


is not there. 








therein.) 1 


Mr. STEWART. Now, Mr. President, you 
have passed a law prescribing what shall be 
the enacting clause of your other laws, and it 
does not contain that last clause, ‘‘ two thirds 
of each House concurring therein.’’ Suppose 
this amendment prevails and the bill goes 
back to the House of Representatives, what is 
itthere? It is a House bill with a Senate 
amendment. How much of the House bill is 
left? You have destroyed it entirely by this 
substitute, which is not germane to it at all. 
You cannot even leave the enacting clause. 
Now, there are plenty of bills that are returned 
there from this body in which everything of 
the original bill is eliminated but the enacting 
Clause. They go on the Speaker’s table as | 
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the enacting clause is preserved; but here is 


acase where you cannot even preserve the 
enacting clause of the original bill. You say 
it is germane, it is parliamentary, to annex 
this to the bill and send it back to the House || 
without leaving in it any sentence that the 
House put in it at all. It seems to me that 
that is carrying the principle entirely too far. | 
it is a different subject altogether. You have || 


not got anything lett of the original bill. You || 
have not got even the enacting clause. You y 
\ : | 
have not got anything to hang an amendment | 


upon. It seems to me that such a practice 
cannot be sanctioned by parliamentary law. 
It would lead to such contusion of business 
that it should not be in order in the Senate. | 
| have not seen anything to make me believe | 
that itis in order. As to the point that this 
is an amendment just the same as adding to 
the end of the bill, L see nothing in that, be- 
cause if the amendment is made and it gets 
back to the House it leaves no part of the 


House bill, not even the enacting clause. You | 
have got to destroy the enacting clause. Your |! 


enacting clause would be out of order and 
contrary to your law and your rule, which 
requires a two-thirds vote to pass the bill. That 
is out of order. Either the motion is out of 
order or the enacting clause is out of order, it 
is very plain. 

I can see no difference between this and a 
concurrent resolution. Suppose a concurrent | 
resolution on some subject should come from 





should put a bill upon that concurrent reso- 
lution and send it back; would that be in 
order? It would be according to the Senator 
from Wisconsin. ‘Then it would be in order 
in that way and evade the rule that requires a 
bill to have three separate readings. A con- 
current resolution does not have to have three 
readings on different days. It seems to me 
that it leads to confusion to substitute a matter 
here that has no relation to the other; and it 
is very doubtful, as suggested by my friend 
from Illinois, whether this is required to go 
through the processes of the other proposition ; 
whether it is required to be signed by the Pres- 
ident. I regard that as exceedingly doubtful. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I am surprised at two 
points which my friend from Nevada has made 
in the discussion of this subject. First, he 
says that in the case of the precedent referred 
to, because nobody thought proper to raise 
the question of order, therefore no question 
of order was decided. I recollect very well 
the amendment offered by Mr. Clark to the 
resolutions of Mr. Crittenden for amending the 
Constitution. ‘Those resolutions were debated 
for more than a week in this body. I was 
here and voted uponthem. No person raised 
a question of order. It was a very exciting 
debate, indeed. ‘The galleries were so full 
that it was impossible to preserve order in 
them. The whole community, the whole coun- 
try was excited on the subject, and the debate | 
was long, there were late sessions, the subject 
was very fiercely contested, and no person 
raised a question of order, and there were the 
best parliamentarians in the country in the 
Senate at that time. 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to ask the Senator 
a question. A person gets up here and asks | 
to consider a bill out of order, nobody objects, 
and itis done. Does that decide any question 
of order? 

Mr. ANTHONY. Bat if that bill should be | 
debated a week, if it should be finally passed 
by only two majority, as this was, by 25 to 23, 
and it should interest the whole country, and 
a question of order would have stopped it in a 
moment if it was not in order, I should think 
it was very remarkable if the question of order | 
was not raised if there was any question about 
it. I should conclude that the question of order | 
was not raised because there was no question 
to raise. 


Mr. 
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STEWART. lc frequently happens || 
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| order would stop, and they involve debate for 


weeks, and the point is passed over. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Lean recall no instance 
in which a bill has been debated here fora 
week, calling out general discussion, calling 
out all the Senators who are in the habit of 


| participating in debate, exciting the whole 


country, and yet susceptible of being put aside 
on a point of order if one were raised upon it. 
I knowof no such question. It is possible but 
very improbable. 

| am also surprised at the argument of so 
good a lawyer as the Senator trom Nevada, 
that if this is not the law it ought to be, and 
therefore we should make it so by our vote. 
That is what I wish to address myself to very 
briefly. I think it is important to decide our 
rules as they are, not as Senators wish them to 
be. We have several times of late decided 
questions of order, not as the rules prescribed 
but as it is for our present conveniences to have 
them. It isa very dangerous thing to do. 

Mr. STEWART. Does this depend upon 
precedents, or does it depend upon a written 
rule? 

Mr. ANTHONY. It depends upon the rule 
as itis; the precedent is merely an illustra- 
tion. It depends on the fair interpretation of 


| the rule which the Chair has decided; and it 


seems to me there can be no doubt whatever 
of the correctness of the decision. We decided 
& question yesterday which I presume no Sen 
ator here will sersously say that we decided 
according to parliamentary law, but we de- 
cided to suit the present convenience of the 
majority. A Senator who is not now in his 
seat said when he voted, ‘‘I vote on the merits 
of the case, not on the parliamentary law,” 
although the parliamentary law was the ques- 
tion under discussion. 

If a majority of the Senate desire to reject 
this amendment, it is very proper that it should 


| so do; but it should not reject it on the ground 


that it is not in order; it should reject it on 
the ground of its own merits or demerits. | 
hope we shall decide the question of order as 


| we believe the parliamentary law to be, and 


then decide on the amendment as we believe 
the interests of the country demand. 

Mr. BAYARD. 1 would like to attract the 
attention of so eminent a parliamentarian as 
my honorable friend from Rhode Is!and to one 
point. By the fourteenth article of amend- 
ments to the Constitution certain disabilities 
are imposed upon certain named classes of cit- 
izens, but it is provided that Congress may by 
a vote of two thirds of each House remove 
such disabilities. The nature of the present 
proposition, then, is an amendment to the 
Constitution. ‘The present proposition, which 
has passed the House of Representatives and 
awaits the assent of the Serate, provides for 
an amendment to the Constitution of the Uni- 
ted States by removing certain disabilities im- 
posed by the fourteenth article of amendments. 
Now, it is claimed that upon such a proposi- 
tion as that you can ingraft a measure requiring 
but the vote of a majority, one of those meas- 
ures which by the seventh section of the first 
article of the Constitution must be presented 
to the President of the United States, and 
which he has the constitutional right to veto, 
and thus compel, in order to have it become 
a law, a repassage of it by the two Houses. 
Let me ask’the honorable Senator from Rhode 
Island if you have one measure which dis- 
tinctly does not require the President’s assent, 
and you ingraft upon it or commingle with it 
a measure which does require his consent and 


| may be controlled by his veto, what incon- 


gruity have you arrived at by your legislation 
when the same measure shall contain within 
itself a part which does not require the presi 


| dential assent and a part that does require it, 
|| & part that he may defeat and a part that is 
| beyond his reach? 


What kind of legislation 
would it be? What will you term it? The 
bill is in point of substance, in its very nature, 


House bills with Senate amendments, because || here that bills are called up iuai questions of || as the House has sent it to us, an amendment 
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to the Constitution which the President of the 
United States affect, provi jed it shall 
be passed by the requisite vote of two thirds 
of each body. Now, if you ingraft upon it a 
measure 


cannot 


which the Constitution does give him 
the right to You have 
one provision tha he cannot veto, and one that 
veto. ( “an 


ad 


velo, you have What: 


he can such incongruity as that 


have been contemplated by an orderly consti 


} 


tution of government? Will the honorable 
Senator be kind enough to explain to me where 
he finds his authority under the Constitution 
for it? 

Mr. ANTHONY. If the Senator asks me 


whether | think this incongruous, I certainly 
th nk if wou d be. If he asks me whether | 
think it is good ieCgisiaiion to pul together bills 


that two-thirds vote and bills that 
require only a majority vote, | say Ido not; 
| Buy IL 18 Vicious legislation, 

Mr. BAYARD. It 
yout levislat mn. 


Mr. ANTHONY. But if he 


oe 
whether we have a right to do it, 


req ilire i 


is not the question of 


asks me 
whether the 
; allows us to do it, I have no 
sort of question that we have the right to do it. 


Mr. BAYARD. You 


Iningie up these two que 


pariiamentary law 


have the right to 
tions which the Con- 
your country requires to be passed 

different by different 
majorities, and then to the President 
of the | a measure a part of 
which is within his veto ang a part of which 
is now! 

Mr. ANTHONY. Have not disability bills 
always been submitted to the President? 

Mr. BAYARD. 
mitied, there was no necessity for their being 
submitted. 

Mr. ANTHONY. [ think they will all be 
found in the siatute- books approved by the 
President. 

Mr. BAYARD. There was no necessity 
for it whatever, and | presume if the Presi- 
dent’s attention was called to it he would re 
turn the 
done in @ prior case. 


Mr. ANTHONY. 


never been 


titution of 


through by methods, 
present 


nited States 


It they have been so sub- 


bill or excuse his signature, as was 

lor my own part | have 

able to understand, and I| have 
parliamentarians than 

myself who bave never b 

that 


section 


talked with much better 
en able to explain 
under the last 


article of the 


to me how il 18, clause 


of the seventh of the first 


Constitution any order, resolution, or 


which requires the concurrence of the Senate 


vote 


and House of Representatives, except in rela- 
tion to an adjournment, can become valid with- 
out being presented to the President. Phe 
Senator Perhaps he is going to en- 
| never have been enlightened on 
I do not believe we have a right 
to pass a concurrent resolution for the print- 
unless it is submitted to 
and receives the assent of the President. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask the honorable Sen- 
ator whether his opinion embraces the action 
of Congress under article five 


smiles. 
lighten me, 
that point, 


ing of a document 


“The Congress, whenever 
Houses shail deem it 
amendments to this Cons 


Mr. ANTHONY, The first amendment to 
the Constitution that was ever proposed since 
I have been in Congress was submitted to the 
President received signature. The 
question was raised here of the right of the 
President to pass upou it, or of the duty of 
Congress to send the proposition to him; and 
it was decided in this body, | think without 
any division and without much 


thirds of 
shall 


two 
necessary, 
titution.”’ 


both 
propose 


) 
ana 


His 


ground that as the objection of the President 
could be overruled by a two-thirds vote, and 
as a two-thirds vote had been given for the 
But in my 
Opivion a resolution proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution should be submitted to the 
President; and I think the last clause in the 
seventh section of the first article of the Con- 


proposiuon, it Was unnecessary. 


' discussion, | 
that it should not be sent to him, and on the | 
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It is too plain for me to construe it or inter- | 
May I ask my honorable 
matter of history, whether his 
judgment on this subject has not been re- 
versed by the action of Congress, not only 
before the thirteenth amendment, but since 
the thirteenth amendment? 

Mr. ANTHONY. I thinkitwas. I under- | 
stand from Senators who are much better con- 
versant with the history of constitutional law 
than | am that it has been customary to send 
to the State Department propositions of amend- 
ment to the Constitution without submitting 
them to the President; and | know we con- 
stantly pass upon what we call concurrent 
resolutions, which require the assent of both 
Houses. and do not submit them to the Pres- 
ident; but I think that is a violation of that | 
clause of the Constitution. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, contempo- 
raneous exposition of a law or of a constitu- 
tion is always high authority in construction. 
By common consent ever since March, 1868, 
when the fourteenth amendment went into 
effect, every proposition to relieve from dis- 
abilities under that amendment must take the | 


Mr. BAYARD. 


friend, as a 


_form of a bill and go to the President ; show- 


ing what was the general understanding, be- 
cause if any member of either body had had 
a different understanding, it would have been 
suggested. 


lhen, so far as the constitutional provision 


is concerned authorizing two thirds of each | 
House to propose amendments, by common | 
consent from the very start they were not to | 


be sent to the President. On the 10th of 
September, 1789, during the first session of 
the First Congress, ten amendments were sub- 


mitted by Congress to the States for ratifica- 


tion, and | am advised that those propositions | 
| were not sent to the President; showing that | 
by common consent from the very first a prop- 
the Constitution need not | 


Osition to amend 
go to the President. But, sir, the seventh 
section of the first article provides that— 

* Every order, resolution, or vote to which the 
concurrence of the Senate and House of Represent- 


} atives nay be necessary (except on a question of 
adjournment) shall be presented to the 


resident.” 

Now, if you turn to the fourteenth amend- 
ment you find that is in the very language of 
the other clause: 

* But Congress may by a two-thirds vote of each 
House remove such disability.” 

be other clause provides that every ‘‘ vote,”’ 
using the very word, which requires the con- 
currence of both Houses, shall be sent to the 
President. 


But, sir, there is another reason why the | 
position taken by the Senator from Illinois is 
| not true and cannot be maintained, and that 


reason is to be found in the subject-matter 
and the very character of that provision which 
authorizes Congress to propose amendments. 

Any one at ail familiar with the history of 
the Constitution and the Convention of 1787, 


knows that it was not the intention that the | 


President of the United States should have 
anything to do with proposing amendments to 
the Constitution of the United States. The 


discussions in that Convention show that it was | 


reserved to both Houses of Congress to pro- 
pose amendments. To propose an amendment 


| is not to pass a bill, a resolution, or to make 


a vote within the meaning of the seventh sec- 
tion of the first article. But it was understood, 
and we can gather that from the section itself, 
and the discussions in the Convention show, 


that it was the distinct understanding that the | 


President was to have nothing at all to do with 
proposing amendments to the Constitution. 


it isa mere proposal, and the States are to | 


vote. Itis notin the nature of a resolution 
or of a bill or of a vote, but it is a mere pro- 
posal by Congress; and the subject-matter of 
the section and the history of it as it passed | 
through the Convention clearly disclose the | 


stitution caunot be fulfilled in any other way. || fact that thé President has nothing to do with 


| it. That has always been the understanding ; 
yret it away. | 
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and so far as this question is concerned in re- 


| gard to the removal of disabilities, the under- 


standing has always been just the other way. 
The vote by two tuirds is final; it is the dis- 
tinct action of Congress, and that is the end 
of it when it is signed by the President; but 
like every bill and every resolution it must go 
to the President. It was so understood in the 
beginuing, and now more than four years after 


| the fourteenth amendment has gone into oper- 
| ation, and after we have passed hundreds of 


bills that by common consent must take the 


| form of bills and must go to the President, the 


question is raised that it need not be done by 
bill at all, but by a simple vote, and need not 
be signed by the President. 

Mr. BAYARD. Do I understand as the 
result of the Senator’s argument that the 
President of the United States can prevent 
the removal of disabilities by his veto if 
two thirds of Congress have voted for their 
removal ? 

Mr. MORTON. He ean, unless the bill is 
again passed by a two-thirds vote afierward, 
clearly, because ‘‘every order, resolution, or 
vote to which the concurrence of the Senate 
and House of Representatives may be neces- 
Sary (except on a question of adjournment) 
shall be presented to the President.’ How 
can you take this out from the operation of 
that provision of the Constitution? The char- 
acter of the subject-matter does not do it. 
The history of its passage will notdo it. The 
discussion at the time upon it will not do it. 
lhe understanding at the time will not do it. 
The understanding at the time was the other 
way. ‘The practice has constantly been the 
other way. 

But when you come to that clause of the 
Constitution authorizing Congress to present 
amendments and the history of it, the under- 
standing at the time was that so far as the 
proposing of amendments was concerned the 
President should have nothing to do with it; 


|| and at the very first session of the First Con- 


gress, when ten amendments were proposed to 
the States, they were not sent to the Presi- 


| dent; showing that the very men who made 


the Constitution understood that from the 
subject-matter and the character of it, such a 
measure was not to goto the President. 

Mr. BAYARD. 1 expect the truth is that 
in those days they werein the habit of consid- 
ering the Constitution a good deal more than 
has occurred of late, and therefore were very 
strict in regard to their action; but I confess 
I cannot see a great deal in the argument of 
the honorable Senator from Indiana, that a 
subject-matter must have a history before it 
can receive construction. The contempora- 
neous history of the passage of any law is ex- 
ceedingly valuable in elucidating the great 
matter of discovery, which is the intention of 
For that reason we have 
been permitted by all jurists, consults, and 
construers of law to go back and maintain the 
historical account of what occurred at the 
time, in order that we might understand the 
spiritand meaning of the words used. 

Congress has certainly been very unfortunate 
in the Janguage used in this fourteenth amend- 
ment if it has not retained for itself, without 
any regard to the President of the United 
States or any other branch of the Government, 
the complete control over this matter of the 
The language is just 
as plain, the delegation of power is just as 
complete and unrestricted to Congress by the 
third section of the fourteenth amendment to 
remove these political disabilities as it is by 
the fifth article of the Constitution to propose 
amendments. The language used is almost 
identical; and the honorable Senator cannot 
point to one word that gives an increase of 
power to Congress, or gives a less restricted 
grant of power to Congress in the fifth article 
of the Constitution than is given by the third 
section of the fourteenth article of amend- 
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ments. I am surprised to hear it said, in the 
face of the plain, simple English terms, ‘* Con- 
gress may by a vote of two thirds of each House 
remove such disability ;’’ that it means that 
Congress may, by and with the approval of the 
President, remove these disabilities. 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator allow me 
to ask hima question ? 

Mr. BAYARD. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. lL ask, because the provis- 
ion of the Constitution requires that it shall 
be a two-thirds vote instead of a majority, is 
it any the less a ‘‘vote’’ within the meaning 
ofthe seventh section of the first article?) What 
has that gotto do with it, because it says ‘‘it 
shall take a two-thirds vote?’’ If it did not 
use the phrase *‘two thirds’’ a majority could 
doit. Suppose it had read ‘* Congress may 
remove such disability,’’ would the Senator 
pretend fora moment that it would not have 
to goto the President, and would not come 
under the op ration of the seventh section of 
the first article?) A majority could do it in 
that case, but does the insertion of the phrase 
‘‘two thirds’ take it out from the operation 
of the other clause? Certainly not. 

Mr. BAYARD. This would be simply re- 
viving the argument which has already been 
settled in favor of the power of Congress under 
the fifth article to amend the Constitution by 
a two thirds-vote without reference to the 
President at all. I take it that argument has 
been settled by the approval not only of one 
Congress, but of all Congresses since the first 
amendment was offered in favor of the fact 
that two thirds of both Houses by the filth arti- 
cle of the Constitution may propose amend- 
ments without reierence to the President at all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask a questiou 
right there? 

Mr. BAYARD. 
ator from Indiana, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. You have answered him. 
I merely wish to ask my friend whether this 
settlement he speaks of under the constitu- 
tional amendment provision has by any writer, 
or by the court that decided upon that ques- 
tion, ever been made to turn upon the number 
of votes that were required to put the amend- 
ment into the form of a proposal tothe States? 
Was that ever alluded to? 

Mr. BAYARD. | do not speak of the num. 
ber of votes, but | think the Supreme Court 
of the United States referred to that in regard 
to the question of two thirds in proposing an 
amendment. 

Mr EDMUNDS. No. 

Mr. BAYAKD. I had that impression. I 
thought the honorable Senator from Illinois, 
whose kvowledge of the historical facts of this 
case is more accurate than my own, stated 
such to be the case, that there had been a 
judicial decision upon that very point. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So there has; but my 
question to the Senator was whether that judi- 
cial decision was made to turn in the slightest 
degree upon the number of votes that that 
article of the Constitution required to be 
given in order to propose an amendment ? 

Mr. BAYARD. My impression was that 
the decision was vrobably based upon that 
fact. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It was based upon quite 
a different view of the case. 


I want to answer the Sen- 


Mr. BAYARD. I do not deem it necessary || 


to revive that question, which I consider settled. 

am surprised to hear in the Senate of the 
United States the doubt expressed to day 
whether Congress can by a vote of two thirds 
amend the Constitution without regard to the 
wish of the President on the subject. I had 
supposed that to be settled beyond peradven- 
ture. 

But I wish to answer the honorable Senator 
from Indiana further upon bis question to me 
in regard to the word *‘ vote,’’ 
section of the fcurteenth article of amend- 
ments, which he referred to. By the sev- 
enth section of the first article it will be 


in the third | 


i 
| 


observed that ‘‘every order, resolution, or 
vote to which the concurrence of the Senate 
and House of Representatives may be neces- 
sary (except on a question of adjournment) 
shall be presented to the President of the 
United States.’’ What is meant by that? 
How do Congress concur? They concur by 
majority votes; and whenever two-thirds votes 
are referred to it is not by the ordinary phrase 
of concurrence, but it is referred to especially 
as by a concurrence with two-thirds votes, 
which is a special concurrence, not such a one 
as is intended in the seventh section of the 
first article, which means concurrence by a 
majority; and the language that follows in 
association with this phrase would completely 
establish it. It reads: 

*‘ Every order, resolution, or vote to which the 
concurrence of the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives may be necessary ’’— 

Which means a concurrence in the ordinary 

and usual way by a majority— 
‘shall be presented to the President of the United 
States, and before the same shall take effect shall be 
approved by him, or being disapproved by him, shall 
be repassed by two thirds of the Senate and House 
of Representatives, according to the rules and limit- 
ations prescribed in the ease of a bill.’ 

Now, what do we find? That two thirds 
shall override the veto of the President. If 
you require, in the first place, two thirds fora 
certain vote, and you provide that whether 
the President approves or not in the case of a 


common bill requiring but the ordinary con 


currence, which is the concurrence of a major- 


ity, it may be repassed over his veto by a two- 
thirds vote, then you have removed these two 


| thirds votes required by other provisions of 


the Constitution from the effect of the seventh 


| section of the first article. 


article of 


There can be no doubt, therefore, that it is 
straining the meaning of words, it is departing 
from the plain effect of the Constitution, when 
you undertake to interpret the same language 
in different wavs which occurs in different 
parts of the Constitution. The fourteenth 
amendments distinetly gives Con- 


| gress, and Congress alone, the power to amend 


this fourteenth article by removing the dis- 
abilities. The tifth article of the Constitution 


| in the same language gives Congress similar 


power, no moreandnoless. Uponthat power 
it has acted; the country hasacquiesced in it; 
and | am now surprised to find thatin a meas- 
ure in its nature amending the Constitution of 
the United States Senators will state that the 
assent and approval of the President of the 
United States is requisite in one case, when 
the history of the country and the constant 
decisions of Congress have settled it is not 
necessary in anoiber, 

Mr. CARPENTER. As human life is so 
brief, and debates in the Senate, ‘* like linked 
sweetness, long drawn out,”’ 
this appeal on tbe table. 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hav- 


ing decided that he has not the right under the 


I move to lay 


| usage of the Senate and the parliamentary law 


to refuse to receive thisamendment offered by 
the Senator from Massachusetts, the Senator 
from Illinois appeals from that decision, and 
the Senator from Wisconsin moves that the 
appeal do lie upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Indiana desired to perfect the original 
proposition before the vote should be taken 
upon the substitute. 


Mr. MORTON. I move to amend the bill 


| by inserting in section two, line six, alter the 


| stitutional Union Guard,”’ 


l 


word ‘‘ same,”’ the following: 


That he is not, and has not been at any time 
within two years preceding the passage of this act, 
a member of either of the organizations commonly 
known by the names of the “Invisible Empire ot 
America,’’ the ** White Brotherhood,”’ or the ** Con- 
respectively, nor of any 
branch of the organization commonly known as the 


**Ku Klux Kian.” 
So that 1f amended the section will read: 
That before any person shall be entitled to the 
benefit of this act, he shall, within the district where 
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he resides, before a clerk of some court of the United 
States, or a United States commissioner, take and 
subseribe an oath or affirmation to support the Con- 
stitution ot the United States, and to bear true faith 
and allegiance io the same, and that he is not, and 
has not been at any time within two years preceding 
the passage of this act, a member of either of the 
organizations, &c. 

Mr. HILL. ILIoffer an amendment to the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana, to 
strike out all of the bill, after the word ** re- 
moved,’’ in line nine of section one, so that 
it will have no qualification whatever. It will 
then read: 

That all legal and political disabilities imposed by 
the third section of the fourteenth article of amend- 
ments to the Constitution of the United States on 
persons therein mentioned, because of their having 
engaged in insurrection or rebellion against the 
United States, or given aid or comfort to the ene- 
mies thereof, be, and the same are hereby, removed. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. An- 
THONY in the chair.) The proposition of the 
Senator from Georgia is not in order now, 
because there is another amendment pending. 
It will be in order afterward. 

Mr. HILL. I offer this as an amendment 
to that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Georgia touches a 
part of the bill that the amendment of the 
Senator from Indiana does not reach. It can- 
not therefore be anamendment to that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HILL. I thought I might move it as 
an amendment to the amendment. | know the 
adoption of my amendment would prevent the 
adoption of that. Perhaps, however, I bad 
better wait. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. — It will bein 
order after the amendment of the Senator from 
indiana is disposed of. The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will it be in order to 
strike out those very words if they are inserted ? 
he Senator from Indiana, as I understand, 
moves to insert certain words. The Senator 
from Georgia wants to strike those out. Wall 
that be in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
when the amendment of the 
Indiana is disposed of. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [| wish to makean inquiry 
whether or not there is more than one bill trom 
the House of Representatives now pending in 
relation to amnesty ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
is advised that there is only one general 
amnesty bill. There are, however, several 
bills removing disabilities from persons named 
therein. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think we ought not to 
prolong by discussion the action of the Sen- 
ate on this bill, which will undoubtedly come 
before us again. ‘The proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts now is to strike out 
the amnesty bill and insert the civil rights bill, 
as I understand it. 

Mr. SUMNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Under the decision of 
the Chair, and it is a correct decision, be has 
aright to move that. Now, without wasting 
time to debate this matter, I wish to state 
the course that I shall pursue. 1 wantto vore 
for an amnesty bill; but I want, if I can, by 
proper legislative steps, to compel by proper 
parliamentary motions a small minority of 
the House of Representatives to allow a vote 
upon the pending proposition. There is pend 
ing in the House of Representatives a civil 
rights bill similar in character to the one now 
offered as an amendment to this bill. A mi 
nority of the House thus far have been able to 
prevent a vote on that bill. It seems to me 
the majority of the House ought to be allowed 
to vote on it; and if | can by any parliamentary 
way devise a mode of compelling a Vole in the 
House of Representatives upon that bill, | 
certainly will resort to it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I inquire of the Chair if it is 


It will be 
Senator from 


proper to discuss the action of the House of 
i, Representatives here. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. TIthink I have not vio- 
lated the rule. 
Mr. BLAIR. IL ask the opinion of the Chair 


in regard to that. 
ator from Ohio is 
referring to the 


I ask the Chair if the Sen- 
violating the rule in 
the House of Rep- 
resentatives upon a bill pending before them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks the question is a pretty close one, but 
that the line of the from 
Ohio so far is hardly objectionable to the 
rule 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
sourt had 
seen that I 


House at 


not 
action of 


remark of Senator 


If the Senator from Mis- 
moment he would have 
am not discussing the action of the 
all. I am simply discussing a fact 
shown by the records of the House, and 
fact shown by history. I can discuss 
other citizen may. 


LAIR. I 


waited a 


pubhe 
itl, aS any 

Mr. B 
has 


that the Senator 
reflected on the action of a minority of the 
members of the House and their refractory 
conduct in preventing a vote being taken on 
a bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 
refractory conduct.”’ 
tion their motives. 

Mr. BLAIR. I cannot be mistaken in the 
fact that the Senator from Ohio stated that a 
minority in the House had prevented a vote 
being taken upon a particular bill, and that he 
desired to take some course of action here 
which would compel them to act upon the civil 
rights bill 


submit 


said nothing about 
I did not call in ques- 


ae 


Mr. SHERMAN. To secure a vote. 
Mr. BLAIR. I submit that it is notin order 


to refer to the House of Representatives, and 
the action ofa portion of the House of Kepre- 
sentatives in the manner in which the Senator 
from Ohio has done it. I submit to the Chair 
whether it is in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
thinks the remarks are not strictly in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 am not calling in ques- 
tion the action of the House, or of any mem- 
ber of the or reflecting on them in the 
language of the rale. I simply state a histor- 
ical fact known to us, shown by our records, 


The Chair 


Hlouse, 


that a bill similar to the proposition now 
ollered has been pending in the House ; that 
thus far, on several votes that have been | 


taken, it appears that a majority of the House | 


is in favor of taking up the bill. That isa 
matter of fact which I can refer to, and that a 
minority of the House have been able thus far 
under the parliamentary rules of the House to 
defeat a vote on that bill. The fact is a mat- 


ter of notoriety and is a fact of history that I | 


may properly allude to, that though several 
efforts have been made in the House which 
have indicated and proved that a majority of 
the House are desirous to take up and pass a 
certain bill, yet thus far under the rules of the 
House a minority have been able, as they 
have the right to do, to prevent a vote on that 
bill. 

Now, with my conviction that the civil rights 
bill and the amnesty bill ought to go together, 
ought both to pass, both being kindred in 
character, although somewhat 


matter of the bill proposed by the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 
majority of the House are opposed to the bill, 


then | am in favor of passing an amnesty bill | 


separate and distinet, because I would not 


force the majority of the House to adopt a | 
civil rights bill in order to secure an amnesty | 


bill; but | would certainly, if IL could, force 


a minority to allow a fair vote on the civil | 


rights bill before | would vote for the amnesty 
bill, because these two bills, in my judgment, 
ought to go together, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks, as the question has been raised, it is 
the duty of the Chair to rule that this line of 
remark is not in order. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 


dissimilar in | 
their parliamentary form, all | desire to secure | 
is afair vote in the House on the subject: | 


If that is done, and a || 


‘is ‘this: 


| vote for the amnesty bill. 


| bills for you to pass. 





The course I will pursue in regard to the pend- 
ing proposition, so far as my vote is concerned, 
I do not see any object in the Sen- 
ate wasting any time in amending the bill—— 
Mr. SUMNER. I was about to make that 
very remark. 
Mr. SHERMAN. 


in the Senate wasting time in acting on amend- 


ments to the bill when a proposition has been | 


made to the Senate to strike it all out. 
amendment now offered by the Senator from 
Indiana can be just as well offered afterward. 
If the Senate should refuse to strike out this 
bill and insert the civil rights billin lieu of it, 
the bill will then be open to amendment, and 
the proposition of the Senator from Indiana 
will receive my vote, as it did before. But at 
present I think it is better for us to have a 
vote upon this subject which has been dis 

cussed several days in the Senate, upon which 
every Senator must have made up his mind; 

and | state my purpose (and I can do that 


without violating the rules) to be to send the | 


civil rights bill to the House of Representa- 
tives in such form that a majority of the House 


may, if they choose, pass it. 


‘| culty at all. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. I will state further that 
the whole subject- matter is within our power, 
as shown by the fact that there are several 


| bills here relieving disabilities from one or 


I do not see any object || 


The || 


more persons. It takes the same vote to pass 
one of those bills relie ving a single individual 
as to pass & bill relieving the whole southern 
people. We can take up any one of those 
bills, and at any time amend it in the proper 
way to make it a general amnesty bill, and 
certainly it will meet the concurrence of the 
House. 
Mr. 


BOREMAN. I hold in my hand a 


| general amnesty bill reported by a committee 
of this body of which | am a member, which 


is on the Calendar, Senate bill No. 5. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Then there is no diffi- 


Mr. CASSERLY. I should like to ask the 
Senator from Ohio, in case the bill of the Sen- 


'| ator from Massachusetts should be adopted by 
| this House as an amendment, why the amnesty 


If they do, or | 


whether they do or not, if they have a fair | 


chance to pass it, 
liberal amnesty bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. How do you gain in 
that view by voting for this amendment? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will tell the Senator 
how we gain. If you send this bill in the 
nature of an amendment upon a House bill 
it goes to the Speaker's table, and a majority 
can then reach it and act on it. The Senator 
from New York and | were both members of 
the House, and we know that that is the proper 
way; that a Senate 


and under their rules may be reached at any 
time by a majority voting to go to the Speak- 
er’s table and disposing of the amendment. 
They can either reject it or adopt it. Ifa 
majority reject the civil rights bill, then I shall 
If a majority adopt 
the civil rights bill, | shall then vote tor the 
amnesty bill. In answer to the question of 
the Senator from New York, I say that the 
reason why | vote for this amendment is to 
enable the House of Representatives, in ac- 
cordance with their rules, to act on the subject- 
matter. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Allow me 
to ask a question. If the amendment of the 
Senator trom Massachusetts prevails and is 
substituted for the bill, what becomes of the 
amnesty bill? Have we then an amnesty bill 
before us? 

Mr. SHERMAN, 


This particular amnesty 
bill is defeated ; 


but there are other amnesty 
There are two or three 
amnesty bills here, either of which we can 
amend and make it as general or as special as 
we please. That whole subject-matter is be 
fore us in three or four different bills. That 
is the answer. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Is there 


| an amnesty bill before us other than the one 
y 


now up? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
is advised that there are certain bills provid- 
ing for amnesty to particular individuals which 
might be amended. 

Mr. SAWYER, 
bill. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 
House bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am told that there 
is a general Senate bill pending, and several 
special bills from the House which can be 


There is a general Senate 


No general 


| amended. 


Mr. SUMNER. And let me remind the 
Senator that we know from the votes of the 
House of Representatives during this session, 
to which it is proper to refer, that the House, 
by a two-thirds majority, is in favor of am- 
nesty, so that any day it can send us such a 


Then I will abandon it. |j bill. 


amendment to a House | 
bill comes to the House of Representatives, 


1 will then vote for a very || 
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bill cannot be moved as an amendment to that ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would vote for it in 
that form with great pleasure; but the trouble 
is if you send the bill to the House with two 
subjects together, according to the statement 
made by Senators on the Democratic side, the 
House then cannot pass the civil rights bill 
without a vote of two thirds, and that would 
defeat the bill; and the objection made to the 
proposition of the Senator from Massachusetts 
before was that it compelled a vote of two 
thirds of the House in order to pass the civil 
rights bill. Therefore I voted for that amend- 
ment with great doubt, and expressed my 
doubt at the time whether an amendment 
requiring only a majority vote ought to be put 
on a bill that required a two-thirds vote. It 
seemed to me rather forcing the civil rights 
bill on the attention of the House. But it is 
perfectly proper for the Senate, if it desires 
to pass a civil rights bill, to take up any prop- 
osition on our table, it makes no difference 
upon what subject, and substitute that for it. 
There is no rule which limits the power of the 
Senate to amend any bill sent by the House. 
All the debates on the subject have not shown 
any rule or precedent of the kind. If we 
desire to pass a civil rights bill it is perfectly 
competent for us to take up one of these 
amnesty bills and amend it, and send the 
amendment to the House. If they concur in 
the amendment it becomes a law; if they 
reject it, it is defeated. In either event we 
accomplish the object the Senate desires to 
accomplish; that is, to get the vote of the 
House of Representatives upon the civil rights 
bill. 

I again appeal to Senators who are opposed 
to this civil rights bill whether it is not better, 
all things considered, to allow this civil rights 
bill to be sent to the House, and let the House 
take a fair vote upon it. Every gentleman 
opposed to the civil rights bill who believes 
it unconstitutional or impolitic can vote against 
it, and if the majority vote against it, it is de- 
feated and there isthe end of it. Then no 
Senator can claim that we ought to postpone 
amnesty until justice is done to the colored 
people of the South, because the House of 
Representatives have the right to reject the 
civil rights bill. But if there is a majority of 
the House of Representatives agreed that the 
civil rights bill ought to pass, it is not right for 
the minority to prevent a vote on the subject 
so as to defeat action on that question. 

Senators might as well look the matier 
squarely in the face. There is not much 
probability of an amnesty bill passing the 
Senate by a two-thirds vote until there is a 
reasonable opportunity for a fair vote in the 
House of Representatives on the civil rights 
bill; and I have no doubt at all that if the 


civil rights bill was out of the way, or we 
could reach a fair vote on it in the House of 
Representatives, the amnesty bill would pass 
by three fourths of all the votes of the Senate 
That is my judgment. 


of the United States. 
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linfer that from the various votes that have 
been taken. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I should like 
to ask the Senator from Ohio a question. Has 
ever an amnesty bill come here from the 
House upon which the Senator from Indiana 
and other Senators have not moved two or 
three restrictive amendments? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the fact stated 
very prob ble. The question as to the de 
gree of amnesty, how far we will go, is a ques- 
tion of dispute in the Senate. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. And with 
that existing dispute between the two Houses, 
will not 
advocates inevitably defeat the 
avy amnesty bill at this session? 


Mr. SHERMAN. 


passage of 


L think so. 


with the amendment now proposed by the 
Senator from Indiana, would relieve ninety 
out of one hundred of the people who are 
ander disabilities. The exceptions in any 
amnesty bill that has been proposed are very 
limited. According to my recollection the 
exceptions proposed in the bill reported by 
the Senate committee would not exclude two 
hundred people in all the southern States. It 


excludes oflicers of the Armyand Navy. How | 
It excludes those | 


many of them? Very few. 
who were in Congress. How many of them 
Very few. Itexclades prob- 
ably persons who were in the State conven- 
tions and voted for ordinances of secession. 
How many of them are left? Very few. 

Mr. BOREMAN. This bill does not exclude 
them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, Mr. President, it 
is perfectly obvious that if the Senate is will- 


are living now? 


ing, without consuming time over this question | 


that has been debated so often, to allow a fair 
vote on the civil rights bill, and let that go to 
the House of Representatives, giving the 
majority there an opportunity to pass the bill, 


or reject it at their pleasure, it will secure | 


what all seem so much to desire, a practical 
general amnesty bill. 


certain classes shall be excepted or not, is a 


question on which every Senator is entitled to | 


his opinion. My own judgment is that no one 
ought to be excluded from the amnesty except 
three classes. 1 have voted and am perfecily 
willing to vote for an amnesty bill that will 
allow everybody to be relieved from disability 
except those men who were here in Congress, 
aud eleven years ago abandoned their seats 
to join the rebellion, and the officers of our 
Army and the officers of our Navy, who were 


educated by the Government of the United || 


States, who took an oath of allegiance, and 


violated that oath by entering into the service | 


of the rebellion. With these exceptions I am 
perfectly willing to vote for an amnesty bill ; 
and iu my judgment, neither the House nor 
the Senate will go beyond that; and there is 
no difference between the House and the Sen- 
ate on the general subject of amnesty. There 
is a desire on the part of some Senators here 
to secure civil rights in their broadest sense to 
all men, without regard to race, color, or pre- 
vious condition of servitude; and this done, 
or with a fair opportunity given to present the 
question to the House of Representatives in 
such a way that a majority can decide it, there 
will be no difficulty about a general amnesty. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President, when this 
subject was before us early in the session, and 
the Senator from Massachusetts 
supplementary civil rights bill as an amend- 
ment to the amnesty bill, | voted against the 
amendment, and I did it in the belief that the 
bill could not pass as thus amended. ‘The re- 
sult of the vote upon the bill at that time jus- 
tified that prediction which I made. I am sat- 


ished now that it is impossible to pass the 
amnesty bill so called with the civil rights bill | 


attached to it in the shape of an amendment 


the course which the Senator now | 


On the contrary, | have | 
no doubt thatan amnesty bill will pass, because | 
any amnesty bill of a general character, even 


| setts will be adopted ; 


Whether the amnesty | 
shall be universal or only general, whether | 


|| when 
gipia, who started out this day in this noble 


|| SAWYER] rising here to vote to 


moved his | 


|| them; it considers what it pleases ; 
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in the same form in which it was placed before. 
When another amnesty bill was before us here- 
tofore, I was for doing the work which was 
then before us, for passing a bill for the relief 
of political disabilities; that was the work in 
hand; and I therefore thought it was our duty 
and our policy to do that work,and not attempt 
to do two things, which seemed to me some- 
What incongruous, at the same time. 

But, Mr. President, I am perfectly satisfied 
that we ought to pass both these measures, 
both the bill for the removal of political dis- 
abilities, and the bill forthe securing of equal 
civil rights to all our fellow-citizens. I am 
now, therefore, put under the necessity of de- 
ciding whether I will vote to substitute the 
civil rights bill of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts for the pending bill, or whether I will 
let the bill take the course which it took 
fore, to meet, as ] believe, precisely the same 
defeat which it met before. 

I believe now that no amnesty bill can pass 
the Senate until a civil rights bill has passed 
it also, and as I amin favor of both measures, 
with the light of the experience at the early 
part of the session on this subject I propose 
to vote for the motion of the from 
Massachusetts to substitute the civil rights 
bill in its substance for the amnesty bill which 
is before us, knowing as I do, or believingas I 
do, that there will be no practical difficulty 
alterward in passing the amnesty bill within 
the next thirty days. I hope, therefore, that 
the motion of the Senator from Massachu- 
that we shall pass the 
civil rights bill in such a form as seems best 
to the Senate; let it go to the House, have a 
fair vote there, and whether they agree to it or 
or disagree to it, we shall be left then free and 
independent to act upon the amnesty measure. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I was 
much gratified this morning when the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. Borneman] rose to 


be- 


Senator 


ca!l the attention of the Senate to the amnesty | 


bill, and gave reasons why it ought to be 
I was congratulating myself that the 
day of illiberality, of hate, was passing away, 
and that even the Senator from West Virginia, 
who had perhaps as persistently opposed am- 
nesty as anybody else, rose in his place and 
read the resolution of the Republican national 
convention of 1868 in favor of amnesty, and 
went on to make an argument to show why a 


general amnesty bill should pass. I hailed 
] 


massed. 


' that as the light of a better day, as an act that 


should restore social intercourse and kindly 
feelings throughout the country. But I con- 
fess my mortification and my disappointment 
[ now see the Senator from West Vir- 


course of generosity, liberality, and kindness 
to all the people of the country, abandoning 
his position to give the measure that he advo- 
cated but two hours ago the go-by; and when 
I see the Senator from South Carolina [ Mr. 
strike 
whole amnesty bill out, to give it the go-by, 
and to be satisfied that his constituents should 
labor under the disabilities still; and, above 
all, I felt disappointed when the Senator from 


| Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] rose in his place and 


appealed to the Senate as if it was a matter 
of course that it should lay aside the amnesty 
bill and adopt what he calls a civil rights bill 


| for the purpose of coercing the House of Rep- 
that | 


resentatives to vote upon a measure 
should be sent to them. An independent 
branch of this Government, the House of Rep- 
resentatives, is not to be left toact as it thinks 
proper. It makes its own rules; it unmakes 
it disposes 
of measures before it as it pleases; but the 


| Senator from Ohio, backed up by the Senator 


from South Carolina, who has abandoned am- 


| hesty, proposes to coerce the House of Rep- 


resentatives to act upon a measure that he will 
send to them! 
I knew that this question of amnesty had 


| been trifled with; I knew that by one sort of | 


the || 
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device and another it had been postponed; 
that more than a year ago the House of Rep 
resentatives had sent us an amnesty bill, and 
that the Senate could not be brought to act 
upon it; I knew that the Senator trom Ohio 
had united te prevent action upon it; but he 
had professed that he was friendly to amnesty; 
and now he proposes to defeat the amne sty 
bill of the House, and the only general amnesty 
bill of the Heuse before us. He says we can 
pass anotber bill. Of course we cau; but we 
can make amnesty a law by passing the bill 
which is now betore us from the House of 

Representatives. But the Senator does not 
propose to do that. Why not? Because he 
says he wants a civil rights bill passed, and he 
will adopt such measures as will compel the 

House of Representatives, an independent 
branch of the Government, to act according 
to his wishes in this body! That is his prop 
osition ; and to pass what? A civil rights bill! 

Mr. President, it is a misnomer; and | now 
| ask the Senator from Ohio, and I wouid be 
glad to give way for an answer, if he will tell 
me one single civil right that he has or | have 
that the colored people of this country have 
not. Whatis it? What civil right do I have 
or has he that is denied a colored man? | 
want to know what it is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I answered that question 
the other day in debate here, but I will, if 
necessary to enlighten my honorable friend 
from Illinois, answer it again after he gets 
through. 
| Mr. TRUMBULL. Ishall be happy to hear 
the answer. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not want to be put 
under cross-examination in the midst of the 
Senator’s speech. When the Senator gets 
through, if it is necessary, I will read him the 
speech | made on the subject the other dag, 
| which I think very clearly pointed out certain 
rights which were denied to colored people in 
the southern States, and which | think they 
ought to have, and | call them civil rights. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I shall be glad to know 
one of them. The Senator, of course, will pur 
sue his own course. 

I know of no civil right that | have that a 
‘colored man has not, and I say it is a misno 
| mer to talk about this being a civil rights bill. 
| If the Senator from Ohio means social rights, 

if he means by legislation to force the colored 

people and white people to go to church to 
| gether,or to be buried in the same grave-yard, 
| that is notacivil right. I know of no right 
to ride in a car, no right to stop at a hotel, no 
right to travel possessed by the white man 

| that the colored man has not. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. How about the right to 

go to a public school ? 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 


The right to go to 


|| school is not a civil right and never was. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. What kind of a right 
| is it? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is it? 

| Mr. TRUMBULL. It is a privilege that 
| you may have to go to school. Does the Sen- 
ator from Vermont mean to force everybody 
to go to school? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, but I mean to force 
everybody to let anybody go to school who is 
| a citizen of this country who wants to go. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Well, I think you Can 
not do any such thing. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 

of trying soon.. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator may try. 
I deny his right as a member of Congress to 
force anybody into a school, or to force any 
body to take anybody into a school. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Here in the District of 
Columbia? That is what I am speaking of. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Ohio 
| is not speaking of the District of Columbia ; 

he is speaking of a bill for the country. 
| Mr. FERRY, of Connecticuf. There is no 


It is not a right. 


I shall have the pleasure 


| right denied in the District of Columbia. 
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Mr. TRUMBULL. is no right 
denied in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. I BERRY, 
the same 
trict 

Mr. TRUMBULL 
here in the District. | am 
Senator from Connecticut for 
there is nothing in that 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But my friend was say- 
ing that he did not know of a single right that 
ua white 


There i low 
ot Conne cue it 


It is precisly 
for blacks 


as for whites in this Dis- 
y the same even 
indebted to the 
that fact. So 


Precisel 


man had in this e 


yuntry thata black 
man had not equally. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Yes. 
Mr. EUMUNDS. Now, supposing the Dis- 


trict of Columbia was in this country, and sup 
poue ng that under the existing condition of 
thin ‘olored children are not permitted to 
Zo to the public schools District, where 
other citizens of the UJ d States are per- 
mitted to go, which schools are supported by 


a part of the Govern 


in this 
nit e 


public taxation, and are 
ment, lask the § 
replies 


18 bO Tight atatl 


enator the q iestion, and he 
by saying that the right to go to school 
Very well. The people will 
be glad 10 know that 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr 


. ’ 
ator from ¢ 


President, the Sen- 
has answered the Sen- 
ator from Vermont that in the District of Co 
lumbia the colored and the white 
person have the riyht in reference to the 
achoolx. So that when he depar s from the 
inatter which the Senator from Ohio and my- 
self were discussing, and undertakes to narrow 
it down to the District of Columbia, he is met 
by the fact that there is no discrimination in 
the respect 'o which he refers. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 


neecticut 


person 
Same 


(hatis an entire mistake. 
Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Now, | will 
state wha! exactly is the fact. 
. EDMUNDS. 
Mr. FERRY, of 
facilities, the same advantages, the same op- 
port education are given to the white 
child and the black child in the District of 
Columbia to-day. The only difference is that 
they do not receive those equal! facilities and 


Very well. 
Connecticut. 


ublties of 


advantages in the sare school-room; and you 
might as well deny that equal facilities and 
equal aivantages exist in the northern States 
to the two sexes where the sexes are by the 
action of the authorities tuught in di fe reut 


THE 


The same | 


school-rooms or school buildings, as to deny | 


it here. Such [I am informed is the fact. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Does the Senator from 
Connecticut mean to say fact that the 
ed children of this District are entitled to 
go into the highest grades of schools that are 
provided for white children—schools of equal 


a5 a 
coll 


grade, Lmean? 

Mr FERRY, of Connecticut. I state as a | 
fact that they sia all. So their trustees 
report, and the report was read here the other 
day; | thought | bad it on my table, but | 
have not. There is a lengthy report of the 
trustees of the grades of the schools now being 
erected or that were at that time being erected 
for the colored children on a scale exceeding 
auy of the schools in one half the towns of 
Ne V Kugl snd to-day. 


Mr. ELUMUNDS. 


Ifmy friend from Illinois 
will pardon me 


a mMoment—— 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think I cannot give 
way for debate here between Senators. 

Mr. EDMI INDs. No, but | would be glad 
to have fair play; and if my friend from 
Connecticut is coming to the aid of my frend 
from lilmois, which he preity lmdly needed, I 
wish to have a word with my friend from Con- 
necticut before my friend from Lilinois 
on, if he will let me. 

Now, we get at what is said to be the fact; 
and that is that under the public-school system 
of the District of Columbia, as established by 
law, it is declared that white children shall go 
into one school-house and black children shall 
go into avothr, and that is what is called 
equality before the law! Well, suppose it is 
for a moment, 


roes 
-xoes 
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equality before the law by declaring that the | 
man shall go to one poil to vote and | 


black 
the white man shall go to another, and by 
declaring that the black man shall go to one 
hotel to stay and the white man shall go to 
another, and that the colored 


when he wants to go to the west end of the 
town, and the white man shall take Massachu 
setts or some other avenue where it is proper 
for white people to go? 

Mr. President, if there is anything in that 
equality of right under the law, if it be admit- 
ted or established that a public school is a 


man shall go | 
into Pennsylvania avenue or Maryland avenue || 


part of governmental regulation, designed for | 


| the benefit of the whole people, then you can- 


not get out by saying that there is an equality 
of right when you declare that vou will put the 


black shee pin one place and the white sheep 
in another, 


Mr. FERRY, 
ask a question. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Is ita denial 
of right in New England that the females of a 
school district are by the authorities compelled 
to be put in one school-room and the males 
in another school room, and that the females 
are forbidden to go into the room where the 
wales are to-day ? Is that a denial of right ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not know whether 
it is or not. [Laughter] Inasmuch as | 
never considered the female question I will 
not undertake to. illuminate = good friend 
from Connecticut on that subject 


of Connecticut. Allow meto 


turn. Would it not be adenial of right to 
declare that white men, or men with a hair, 
or native citizens only should be entitled to 
travel in a particular horse-car, and that every 
other class of people should only be allowed 
to travel in another? 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. We were 
talking about schools. I came into this dis- 
cussion in an iuquiry with regard to the schools 
in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. And I as 
serted that so far as rights are concerned the 
two races have equal facilities, opportunities, 
and advantages by law in this District now. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes. 
Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. The Senator 
from Vermont insists that it is a denial of 


equality of right to have different rooms for 
the education of the races 
not a denial of equality of right 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That | understand; and 
so the Senator is very careful not to auswer 
iny question, although he is very handy in pat- 
ting questions. Now, [ say it is impossible for 
him to distinguish, (speaking to the question 
of race and not following our naturally galiant 
disposition to ran off on to the question of sex 
where I cannot follow my friend,) and I defy 
him to point out any distinction between the 
right of Congress under the Constitution in 
this District, tor illustration, to declare that a 
white child shall not go to a particular public 
school and that he shall go to another if he 
goes at all, and the power to declare thata 
white man shall not ride iu a particular horse- 
car that has a blue stripe across it. andthat if 
he rides at all be shail ride on a different one. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I have to 
speak on that matter to-morrow, and I will 

explain it then. 

YDS. 


Mr. EDMUN 


that subject. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, when I 
gave way for a question, | did not expect that 
the Senator from Vermont, who is always so 


; but let me | 
usk the honorable Senator a question in re- | 


I hope my friend will | 
tuke time to think a little before he speaks on | 





I assert that it is | 


zealous to run to the defense of somebody who | 
is not attacked, and who is so astute in con- | 
founding things that are unlike, would have | 


iusisted in occupying the time to 
_ speech, and two or three speeches at that, in 


then why can you not ‘also have \| reply to the Senator from Connecticut. 


make a | 








Mr. President, I said that going to school 
was not a civil right, and that so far as I knew 
the colored people of this country had all the 
civil rigbts that the whites had, and it is a mis. 
nomer to call this a civil rights bill. The col- 
ored people of the country have been excited 
about a civil rights bill, as if there was some- 
thing that was denied them. Why, sir, we 
passed years ago a civil rights bill conferring 
upon the colored people all the civil rights 
which white people have, and they have them 
to the same exient; and, when the Senator 
from Vermontgetsup here now and undertakes 
toescape from the position that the Senator 
from Connecticut put him in when he showed 
that his position about the schools was inde- 
fensible, by talking about riding in a car, and 
the color of people’s hair, and wanting toknow 
if they are to be kept out of a car on account 
of the color of their bair, let me ask him, is 
there any such law? It will be time enough 
for the Senator from Vermont to raise his ques- 
tion about the right of people to ride in the 
cars whose hair ix of « particular color or who 


| have no hair at all upon their heads when a 


law is passed to that effect. But until the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, by reason of his old age 
and baldness is kept out of the cars, he need 
not complain that there is danger of a law 
being passed to keep him out. [Laughter.] 
1 know that his fine appearance and venerable 
age will always entitle him to entrance into any 
car, and the best of cars at that. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I did not mean to hit 
the Senator from South Carolina; and I hope 
he will not be disturbed at what I am saying. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Now, Mr. President, the truth is that the 
colored man has just the same right of action 
against a railroad company or a hotel-keeper 
that a white man has for a refusal! to receive 
or entertain him or to transport him on the 
cars. ‘he rights are the same to all; and 
this ery that has gone out to the country of a 
supplemental civil rights bill, which has ex- 
cited the colored people of this country, and 
induced many of them to think that they 
are entitled to some rights that they have not 
got, has only tended to produce mischief and 
excitement throughout the land. I do say, in 
reply to the Senator from Vermont, that the 
right to go to school is nota civil right, and 
that the schoo!s are regulated all over the 
land, and must be, for the advancement of 
education. We have graded schools. Boys 
ot one class are kept in one room; of another 
class in another ; the girls are confined to one 
room and the boys to another; but this is not 
a denial of civil rights to either. If the facili- 
ties for education are the same nobody has a 
right to complain, This which the Senator 
speaks of asa civil right is no civil right at all. 

Mr. MORTON. Wiil the Senator allow me 
to ask him «a question? 

Mr. TROMBULL. Yes; I am willing to 
be questioned 

Mr. MORTON. I ask the Senator if the 
right to go to school is nota civil right, what 
kind of aright is it, or is it avy right at all? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is not any mght at 
all. It is a matter to be regulated by the 
localities. It depends upon whar the law of 
the locality is. Lhey may afford facilities for 


'| going to schools to the children between ‘our 


| aud eighteen, and may provide tree schools 


| for them. 


We may regulate it ia the District 
of Columbia as we have; and such a mght as 
we should give the people by our statute they 
would be eutitled to. But, in speaking of 
civil rights | have reference to those rights 
which belong to the individual as a citizen. A 
person may have aright as a member of a 
corporation. Suppose » a fire insurance com- 


pany is created in the District of Columbia, 
that is a very proper thing to have here; the 
Senator from indiana is a member of that cor- 
We have certain 
They are not what | understand 


poration; [ am a member. 
rights in it. 
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by civil rights. The term civil rights, as I 
understand it, applies to the rights pertaining 
to the citizen as such. There may be no 
in the State of Indiana or the 
District of Columbia; and would there then 
be any right appertaining to the individual as 
en to go to school? Am I understood 


schools at all 


a Cillz 
by the Senator from Indiana? 

I understand by the term ‘civil rights,’ 
rights appertaining to the individual as a free, 


independent citizen ; and what are they? The 
right to go and come; the right to enforce 


contracts; the right to convey his property; 
the ‘ight to buy property—those general rights 
that belong to mankind everywhere; and not 
a privileg ve that is conferred by a corporation, 
as a college for ex amp ple. We have colle ges 
in the country, and a student who applies 
there and pays his tuition fees, you may say, 
bas certain rights there; but they are not 
what I understand to be embraced in the gen- 
eral broad term ‘‘ civil rights.’ 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, we do not 
intend to lose sight of the substance in a mere 
play upon words. The Senator says the right 
to go to school is not a civil right. Let us see 
how it stands. The substitute proposed by 
the Senator from Massachusetts does not pro- 
vide that free schools shall be taught; it does 
not say that schools shall be kept at all, but it 
contemplates this: that where there are free 
schools kept at public expense, where schools 
are supported by taxes levied upon everybody 
without regard to color or previous condition, 
upon the black as well as upon the white, 
upon the red as well as upon the colored, in 
such cases there shall be an equal right to par- 
ticipate in the benefit of those schools created 
by common taxation. Thatis the point, and 
that point is not to be evaded or dodged by 
saying that the right to go to school is not a 

civil right. 

I 8: y this: 
and supported by money collected by taxation 
upon everybody, there is an equal right to 
participate in those schools. You may call it 
a civil right or a political right; and 
be adistinction, if a right to participate in 
these schools is to be governed by color or 
any other distinction, | say that is a fraud 
upon those who pay the taxes. 

Mr. President, 
consider the question whether the right of a 
child to go to school is a civil right or a natu- 
ral right. It is not necessary to consider the 
question whether a parent has a civil right to 
send his child to school; I should say he had, 
independent of the other question. ‘| should 
assume it as an abstract proposition that a 
parent has a civil, a natural, and a religious 
right to send his child toschool. But my pro- 
position is this—and that is the one to which 
the Senator from Lilinois must address himself, 
and there is no possible evasion of it—that 
where there are public schools supported by 
common taxation upon everybody, white and 


black, there there is a civil right that there 


shall be equal participation in those schools., 


That is the point. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Well, Mr. 
[ deny that a right thus obtained is, properly 
speaking, a civil right in any sense. Itis a 
right growing out of a privilege created by 
legislation. Schools do not exist natural ly ; 
they are artificial. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Neither do railroads. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. * But the right to ride 
upon a railroad, to be conveyed over the gen- 
eral lines of travel, the Senator from Vermont 
knows very well is a common law right, re- 
garded as a right appertaining to the individual 
as a Citizen. 

Mr. CARPENTER. 

Mr. MORTON. I must resume the floor. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let us hear the Senator 
fror m Wiscons in. 

Mr. MORTON. I am yielding to the Sen- 
ator from Illinois at this time. 


President, 


Mr. President—— 


that where schools are maintained | 


if there 


it is wholly unnecessary to | 


| thing. 
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Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Wis 
consin will wait then for the Senator from 
Indiana. Now, Mr. President I do not propose 


to be drawn away from a question of amnesty 
by going into a question about schools in the 
District of Columbia, which the Senator from 
Vermont is very happy in interposing and ob- 
truding into this debate by way of diverting 
attention from the subject under consideration. 

The point to which | desire to call the attea- 
tion of the Senate—and I| was sorry that the 
Senator from West Virginia was not present 
when | commenced my remarks—and to which 
I wish to call the attention of the country is, 
that amnesty, this measure of peace, and that 
was, as I had hoped, to restore kindly feelings 
between all the people of 


the country, | am 
mortified to find at last 


is to be tampered 


with, killed off by indirection, and [ am sorry 
that the Senator from West Virginia, who 
started so nobly this morning, is ready to 


the 
asure 
Senator 


killed for 
ace a me 


Che 


his bill, and let it be 
substituting in its pl 
misnamed a civil rights bill. 
from OQhio—— 

Mr. MORTON. I had not yie Ided the floor 
I submitted to an interruption. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I thought the 
interrupted me. 

Mr. MORTON. No, sir. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I had the floor 
gave way to the Senator from Indiana. 
been giving way first to and 
another. 

Mr. MORTON. 
Il had it 


abandon 


sake of 


Senator 


and | 
I have 
one then to 
I had not yielded the floor. 
and had not yielded it 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, [to Mr. 
TrumBuLiL.}] You sat down and he began. 
TRUMBULL. I sat down because the 


Senator from Indiana tried to interrupt me. 

Mr. MORTON. I did not seek the floor 
until after the Senator had yielded. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Very well; I will give 
way to the from Indiana. I never 
struggle for the floor. 

Mr. MORTON. Intheremarks just spoken 
by the Senator from Illinois, I think he seeks 
to change the venue. The proposition that | 
made was that where schools were supported 
by taxation upon everybody, there must be 
—, rights to everybody in those schools. 
The Senator states in substance that the right 
to send a child to such a school is not a civil 
right. Now, the substance of the Senator’s 
position is this, and it needs but to be stated 
to be understood, and [| think universally 
ecrated, that there exists a right to levy a tax 
upon everybody, white and black, for the sup- 
port of common schools, and at the same time 


Senator 


to deny to everybody an equal right to partic 


ipate in the benefit of those schools. The 
mere statement of that proposition is as strong 
as it can be made. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
statement. 

Mr. MORTON. That was 
of it, I think very clearly. 

Mr. SAWYER. I desire to say a word, and 
only a word, in reference to the remark of the 


I never made any such 


the substance 


Senator from Illinois, who says that I have 
abandoned amnesty. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Illinois knows just as well as I 


know, and just as well as everybody on this 
floor knows, thatif we take up the amnesty 
measure the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, known as the supplementary 
civil rights bill, will be attached to it by a vote 
of the Se We know that it had a very 
decided majority to attach it to the bill before. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not know any such 
I know it was defeated once, and then 
adopted by a very small vote afterward. | 
think the Senator’s vote alone would be sufli- 
cient to defeat it. 

Mr. SAWYER. I had the impression that 
it was adopted by a considerable majority. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. By the cast- 
ing vote of the Chair. 


snate. 
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Mr. SAWYER. At any rate, our experi- 
ence at that time was such as to justify us in 
supposing that the passage of the amnesty bill 
will be resisted in the unless this is 
attached to it, and resisted to the last degree. 
There is no possible hope of passing the am 
nesty bill before the passage of the civil rights 
bill, unless they are put together in this body, 
and when they are put together, in my opinion, 
they will be defeated as they were defeated 
before. : 


Senge ate 


Now, instead of having abandoned amnesty, 
Il am for taking that step which I believe is the 
next step to take in order to pass an amnesty 
measure 
i want the 


chusett 


| want both these measures passed. 
measure of the S 
8 passed, 


trom Mas 
debate on 
this oecasi: | want the amnesty bill 
passed. I believe that they can both be passed 
separately. 1 believe the civil rights bill can 
be passed prior to the passage of the amnesty 
measure. I do not believe the amnesty meas- 
ure can be passed prior to the passage of the 
civil rights bill, and all the experience of the 
Senate that it cannot be The 
knowledge of the character of the Senator 
from Massachusetts shows us that it cannot be 
done. You know, Mr. President, andl know, 
that the Senator from Massachusetts, who has 
stood here hour after hour, and day after day, 
and week afier week in persistent attempts to 
fasten the supplementary civil rights bill upon 
the amnesty measure, and at last in successful 
attempts to do it, will not allow the amnesty 
bill to pass without having attached it; that 
there are a hundred ways besides those of 
votes to defeat a bill if it comes alone in 
way unaccompanied by what he very 
estly, | have no doubt, certainly very ear 
nestly, maintains as being anatural and proper 
associate to the amnesty 
| differed from him 
thought the measures 
ered separately. The 
thought the measures were better considered 
separately. But I say | want both these 
measures considered ; | want both these meas- 
ures enacted into a law. ‘The Senate 
taken one course, and that course 
sulted in defeat to both measures, as I pre- 
dicted it would, lam ready now to take the 
other course, pass the measure of the Senator 
from Massachusetts first, knowing full weil 
that there is no question about the passag 
of an amnesty measure in the nd of 
this Capitol, but that they will pass any bill on 
that subject that and that we 
have a clear two-thirds majority for u 


Senator 
as I suid in the 
mn before. 


shows done. 


that 
hon 


measure, 
upon that 
were better 
Senator from 


point. I 
cousid- 
lilinois 


naving 
having re 


other e 


we send them, 


here. 


Mr. SHER MAN. I wish very brie fly to 
answer my honorable friend from Illinois, 
(Mr. TrumBu...] 1 did not wish to interrupt 


him while he was going on, but | think I can 
answer his question very satisfactorily to my 
self if not to bim, and I think the answer 
ought to be satisfactory to him because he was 
the author of what is called the 


civil rights 


bill, or at least had charge of it on its pags: ige 
and defended it with great ability. There is 


word in the 


not one bill that we are about to 
pass, | hold, that is inconsistent with the civil 
rights bill. The whole purpose of the pend 
ing measure is to enforce the civil rights bill 


Now, what is the bill to which this is an amend: 
ment? The Senator from Illinois defended 
so ably that he certainly will not dispute any 
of the powers asserted in this In 1866, 
before the passage ofanye -onstitutional amend- 
ment, when yout fundamental law was the old 
law of the framers of the Constitution 

Mr. TRUMBUI After the 
the thirteenth amendment. 

Mr. SUMNER. After the passage 
amendment abolishing slavery. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thathad no effect except 
to abolish slavery. 


Mr. FERRY, 


bill. 


passage of 


of the 


of Connecticut. It made 


everybody a citizen and gave him aill civil 
| rights, 


too. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Notatall. On the 9th 


of April, 1566, under the able leadership of 
the Senator from Illinois, we passed Luis pro- 
sion 
‘= tall perso born in the United States and 
notsubjectto ! iv f xcluding Indians 
! taxed f 1 ito lt titizens of the 
( ted t ‘ u n f y race and 
olor, wit it regard to prey us mndition of 
ivery orig bul Liry s¢ me,excepta a punish 
I itt r I hail have been 
duly cor i ll havet me right in every 
f t md ‘Terr n the United States to make 
nel i iK par ind give 
evider t pu isc, lease ell, hold, and 
convey real and personal property, and to full and 
equal. benefit of li law ind proceedings for the 
| n and property as i« enjoyed by 
7 ull be *t to like punish 
ment ' vl penalti ind to none other, any 
law tute ‘ i t ec I rulaution, or custom, to 
the contrary po wi bus 1 
Vhi yeening provision was followed by 
sections providing civil and criminal remedies 
and penalties rong and full and effective. 
That v the civil mgh bill about which we 
had the ftamou eontest and tor which j had 
the pleasure of voting under the lead of the 
honorable Senator from Illinoi Now, sir 
how the Senator ym Illinois,who aided us in 
passing th nosl sweeping and effeetive meas 


ure, cun object to a measure which simply 


carrmes out the intent, object, and purpose of 
this act, 18 for him to explain, not for me, 
At thi time the fourteenth and fifteenth 


amendments had not been adopted, but the 


powers of Congress have been reénforced since 
the « 


nactment of the eivil rights act by the 


fourteenth amendment, the first section of 
which 1S as follows 

“All persons born or naturalized in the United 
tates, and subject to the jurisdiction thereof, are 
citize t the United States and of the State 
wherein tl re i¢ 

This was the first proposition which in so 
many words declared who should be eitizens 


ited States, 


it had been previously 


a ubject of judicial and legal dispute. \t 
is true that then the slaves had been made 
free; but here was the first express provision 
declaring who should be citizens: 

All persons born or naturalized in the United 
States, and ibject to the jurisdiction thereof, are 
citizens of the United States and of the State wherein 
they reside. No State shall make or enforce any 
law which shall abridge the privileges or immunities 
of citizens of the United States; nor shall any State 
deprive any person of life, liberty, or property 
without due proce of law, nor deny to any person 
within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the 
laws.”’ 

We have that supplemental power to the 


civil rights bill. ‘Then we have also this pro- 


vision in section five of the fourteenth article: 
“The Congress shall have power to enforce, 
by appropriate legislation, the provisions of this 
article.’’ 
Then we 
teenth 
that 
‘The richt of citizens of the United State 
shall not be denied 
or by any Siat« 
condition of 


have upplementary still the fit- 
amendment, which declares further 


to vote 


on account of race, color, or previous 
ervitude,”’ 


So that we not only have the Constitution 


as it stood when the civil rights bill was 
passed, but we have the two later amend- 
ments to the Constitution reénforeing and 


the power of Congress over the 
subject of protecting persons in the enjoy- 
ment of their rights 

Under these circumstances it is alleged that 
the civil rights act which was passed before 
the passage of the amendments is not sufficient 
to a certain extent; that is, it does not pro- 
tect the colored people in their right to travel 
in the cars; it does not protect the colored 
people in their right to have some of their own 
race, if necessary, sit in the jury; they claim 
that their own race should not be discrim- 
inated against in the selection of jurors. Fur- 
ther, it is said that it does not protect them in 
their right to the enjoyment of money collected 
from them and from other citizens of the Uni- 
ted States for the education of their children, 


adding to 


as citizens, 





1r abridged by the United States || 


but that discriminations are made on account 
of race, color, and previous condition of serv- 
itude, not only in the right to travel, in the 
right to be tried by a jury of one’s equals, but 
in the right to have one’s children educated at 
the common school. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask him if there is any such inhibition 
in regard to the rightto travel as he speaks of? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will come to that. 1 
do not believe that any lawyer denies the right 
of colored people to travel in the cars; but 
the right is denied practically in many of the 
States. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator allow 
me to ask him if he has any doubt that a col- 
ored man has the same remedy that I have if 
I were denied, or that any other white person 
would have if he were denied such a right? 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘The answer to that is 
that the remedy is not sufficient. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is the 
not? It is equal? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Certainly, it is the same ; 
and this makes no distinction on that account. 
he extended remedies by this supplemental 
bill extend to whites as well as blacks. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Not at all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They oughtto. If there 
is any amendment necessary to give all these 
additional securities here proposed, it ought 
io be offered. 

Mr. CARPENTER. It does give the same. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I thought so. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. No; and if 
you will examine it you will see that it is not 
so. The point is this: 
colored man is excluded from the cars on 
account of color, then these remedies inter- 
vene, criminal and civil both; but if a white 
man is excluded trom the cars for any other 
reason than color, it is no misdemeanor at all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. White is just as much 
a color as black, but I believe according to 
chemistry neither is a color; so that the dis- 
tinction is as broad as itis long. Under these 
circumstances we know the fact that black 
people are excluded from the public convey- 
ances; that they are excluded from steamboats 
in many that they are excluded from 
railroad cars, and from various other facilities 
provided by the publie for public use. 
the common law of England steamboats and 
railroads and all modes of travel, including 
hotels, are a part of the rights and immunities 
of the people. They are made for the conven- 
ience of people; they are made for the com- 
mon convenience; and under the common 
law of England, which is a part of the im- 
munity of every citizen of the United States, 
no man decently dressed could be excluded 
from any public conveyance who chose to con- 
form to the rules prescribed for all. 

The first clause of this amendment of the 
senator from Massachusetts simply declares 
‘that no citizen of the United States shall, by 
reason of race, color, or previous condition 
of servitude, be excepted or excluded from 
the full and equal enjoyment of any accom- 
modation, advantage, facility, or privilege fur- 
nished by innkeepers.’’ Is there anything 
wrong in that? Is not that in exact accord- 
ance with the spirit and language of the civil 
rights bill? There some of the immunities of 


cases ; 


oF 


|| citizens are defined: the right to enforce con- 


tracts, to sue, to give evidence, to inherit, pur 
chase, lease, sell, hold, and convey real estate. 
Are these rights any more important or any 


| than the right to travel in a public conveyance 


| 
i 


on the highway? Is the right of a man con- 
fined to the place where he is so that he can 
only buy and sell, sueand be sued there? The 
right to travel all over this country is just as 
much a right and privilege and immunity of a 
citizen as the right to make a contract, or to 
sue and be sued, to plead and to be impleaded. 
There can be no distinction. 
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'| on accountof his color, exercise these rights ; 


| States and of the civil rights act. 
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But the honorable Senator from Illinois 
says that nobody denies this right, and that 
the same remedy is now open. But that the 
remedy is not sufficient is shown by the fact 
that these people have been excluded under 
local laws still alleged to be in force; and | 
believe that some of the courts have held that 
those local laws are not repealed by the pro- 
visions of the Constitution of the United 
So that now 
| we know as a matter of fact that in many 

States, in many communities. & man cannot, 


, 


|| and this merely supplements and gives him an 


i| o.' 
|| additional remedy. 


| 
| 
| 


same, is it | 


This does not assert a 
| new right. This does not aflirm that a negro 
shall have now what he has not a right to 
before the passage of the act. It only supple- 
ments the oid remedy by giving him an addi- 
| tional remedy. 
| Mr. President, the Senator from Illinois 
and [ do not disagree about the right of 
every person to travel in a publie conveyance. 
He says that is not disputed. | do not see how 
| it can be under the Constitution ofthe United 
| States. Butthatit is denied is admitted, and 
| there is practically at present no remedy. 
| A mere right without a remedy is a wrong, and 
itis the business of the courtsand the business 


| 
| 


|| of law-makers to provide a remedy for every 





|| insufficient for that purpose. 
if a white man or a }| 


1] 


| 
| 
1) 
| 


Under || 


|| to travel in a public conveyance? 


| right that is given. If we merely declare the 
| rights of acitizen and give him no remedy, 
| we simply give him the law without giving him 
| the sanctions of the law. 

| It is said that the fact is that the law is now 
If all the com- 
munities throughout the United States would 
| enforce the Constitution as it is and the pres- 
ent civil rights law it would be sufficient; but 
unfortunately it is not enforced in this particu- 
| lar. What can be the objection, then, to assert- 
| ing this right conceded to belong to the colored 
people and making proper provision for its 
enforcement? I cannot see any reason for it. 
| The nextis the clause after ‘innkeepers,”’ 
| ““by common carriers whether on land or on 
water.’’ That is to say, a colored man shall 
have a right to have his property transported 
and his person transported on land or on 
| water. If that is denied, and it is alleged 
that it is, why should it not be enforced, and 
why should this discrimination be made? 
Why is not the right of free transit just as 
much an immunity of a citizen of the United 
States as the right to make a contract ? 

| What meaning is there in the term ‘ civil 
| right??? How do you define and limit it? 
| How do you say that the right to make a con- 
tract is a civil right and not a right to enforce 
| a contract? How can you say that it is a 
| civil right to make a lease and nota civil right 
These dis- 
tinctions are too refined for me. I cannot 
draw them. If the honorable Senator from 
Illinois, whois a better lawyer, can draw the 
distinction between the civil right to make a 
lease, to make a contract, to sue and be sued, 


| 





| 


and the civil right totravel ina public convey- 

‘ance, | cannot do it; and I do not think the 
people of the United States can do it. All 
these rights are essential to the equality of 
citizens before the law, and the equal and just 
protection of the law. The next is: 

By licensed owners, managers, or lessees of the- 
aters, or other places of public amusement; by 
trustees, commussioncers, superintendents, teachers, 
and other officers of common schools and other 
public institutions of learning, the same being sup- 
ported by moneys derived from genera! taxation, or 


2 * . °,¢ i} . 7 
more privileges and immunities of the citizen | authorized by law. 


Aud then there is a provision that private 
schools expressly dedicated either for the edu- 
cation of whites or blacks, or on account of 
other distinctions, are not interfered with. 
‘This does not interfere with the right of citi- 
zens to appropriate their money according to 
their own limits. I may establish a school for 


the education of colored people and exclude 
all whites, or for the education of whites and 
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exclude all blacks. All it declares is that the 
children of negroes shall have an equal and 
fair share in the enjoyment of that which is col- 
lected by public tuxation. : 
The supreme court of the State of Ohio 
have recently passed upon our own law in that 
State, which does in certain cases provide for 


| 


separate schools for colored children, and have | 


held it to be constitutional, and | believe they 
are right. There, in certain cases defined by 
the law, the colored people may have, when 
they are of a certain number, separate schools, 
and provision is made in such cases as that 
for a distribution pro rata of the funds. In 
ordinary cases, by the common consent and 
custom of every one there since the war was 
over, the whites and the blacks go to the same 
Aithough it was at first supposed 
that this would almost create a revolution, 
though it was supposed that the white boys 
would drive all the darkies away, and that this 
idea of social equality would be feared by 
parents and children, all dithculty bas entirely 
disappeared. The darkey boys and darkey 
girls go to the same school and sit on the same 
benches with the white children. 


} ) 
schools. 


They are 


not any more socially equal than they were | 


before. There is no more social connection 
than before. They play together at ballas they 
have always done at the South from time 
immemorial. 

The distinction in the South never occurred 
until the boys and girls grew up into men and 
women. Then the law of slavery began to 
operate and brought the line of demarkation 
to separatethem. So the law of social caste, 
the law of social habit will draw the line be- 
tween the white and black at a later period of 
life. Experience has shown that in all the 
northern States, so far as the general going 
to school of the children has been carried out, 
the distinction soon disappears, not the social 
distinction but the distinction of rights, and 
that no evil has resulted from that. I my- 
self feared that the streng instinet of caste, 
the feeling of prejudice, would make it 
difficult to get white and black to go to the 
same school. But boys and girls are much 


much more tolerant than men and women, 
and on the whole I have thought thatthe white 
boys at school rather liked to have the darkies 
with them, not perhaps in accordance with the 
notions that have prevailed time out of mind, 
because they are generally better humored, 
generally kinder. They get along very well 
together, and so faras | have heard from those 
who have taught school, I have never heard 
that there is any practical difficulty in the few 
blacks of the State of Ohio mingling in com- 
mon schools with the whites. Ihave never 
heard from any school teacher that such has 
been the case. 

In the southern State my opinion would be 
that for a time it might be a matter of muni- 
cipal regulation, it might be a matter of con- 
venience assented to both by whitesand blacks 
to keep them in separate schools. When the 
right is once asserted ; when the right of the 


parent of every child to have that child share | 


on equal terms and equal facilities with all 
others in participating and sharing in the 
school fund is acknowledged, we cannot logic- 
ally dispute that right when we have secured 
them all the rights, immunities, and privileges 
of citizens. When we have made them voters 
we cannot by our laws stamp them with astain 
of degradation. 

Now, Mr. President, that is all there is in 
this civil rights bill. Ido not know whether 
it will do much good or not. if it will secure 
to these people their equal and fair enjoyment 
of the same rights that are secured by law to 
white people, it will accomplish a good pur- 
pose, and in my judgment the passage of this 
bill and its fair enforcement will do as much 
to preserve kindly feeling in the southern 
States as the passage of the amnesty bill. The 


. ’ . . . | 
time has come when all distinctions that grew || f 


| 


out of slavery ought to disappear, when all the 
turmoils and troubles that grew out of the war 
should disappear; but. sir, as long as you 
have distinctions and discriminations between 


white and black in the enjoyment of legal rights || 


and privileges—not social privileges, but in the 
enjoyment of legal rights and privileges, you 
will have discontent and parties divided be- 
tween black and white. 

Wipe out all legal discriminations between 
white and black, give the white men amnesty, 


let them be voters and officeholders, and 


|| enjoy whatever offices may be conferred on 


them by their fellow-citizens, make no distine 
tion between black and white, and then you 
have a division in the southern States between 
parties; it will not be the black vote and the 
white vote against each other ; but men of the 
two races will mix and mingle in parties ac 
cording to their interests. In my judgment 
there are two measures of peace that we ought 
to confer on the people of the United States, 
one for the benefit of the black race, which 
would secure them every right, immunity, and 
privilege that is conferred by law upon a white 
man; and another upon the white race, with 
ouly a few marked exceptions, to restore to 
them all the civil rights and privileges which 
they lost by participating in the rebellion. 

i trust now that | have answered the Sen 


| ator from Illinois, and | think that this bill, 
| in securing the right of free transit, the right 


to participate in the law of common carriers, 
the right to participate in the enjoyment of 
the school fund, provides for civil rights fairly 


and fully defined by the first section of the | 


civil rights bill, which the Senator so ably 
supported, and for which I most cheerfully 
voted. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I am very 
anxious to secure the passage of an amnesty 
bill. Lbelieve that itis necessary to the peace 
and good government of the country. On 
looking over the debate previous to the pas- 
sage of the fourteenth constitutional amend- 
ment I find that | expressed some views at 


|| that time, six years ago, upon this question 





|| of disabilities. 
more sensible, and much more logical, and | 


| fied degree. 


; Source, 


[ expressed the opinion then 
that their imposition would accomplish no 


good purpose, that the only way to protect the 


negro was to give him the ballot, and that he 
would then have plenty of friends. He has 
got the ballot, and it has produced the result 
that | supposed it would, and in a most intensi 
He has got the ballot, and it 
brings him advocates and friends from every 
I said six years ago, in addressing 
the Senate : 

**One thing is certain, that the negro must have 
the ballot or have no friends; and being poor and 
friendless, and surrounded as he is by enemies, his 
fateis extermination. But give him the ballot, and 
he will have plenty of white friends, for the people 


| of the United States love votes and office more than 


they hate negroes. I need not allude to the kindly 
feelings the ballot secures for the poor, for you have 
plenty of illustrations at every election. There are 








many classes of poor people in the North who would | 
be little better than slaves but for the power of the || 


ballot, betore which notonly politicians but merchant 
princes and millionaires tremble; and the mighty 
Executive of forty million people bows in bumble 
submission to the omnipotent power of the ballot.”’ 
* * - + + * * aS os 7 
**Give him the ballot and he will secure his own 
freedom, which includes all the balance. 
‘*Freedmen’s bureaus, civil rights bills, are all 


very well in their way, but very expensive in their | 


operations. ‘hey can effect very little in protecting 
or governing four million people. ‘The government 
of a Freedmen’s Bureau is not self-government, 
and the sooner we commence to give these people 
self-governwent the better.’’—Congressional Globe, 
first session Thirty-Ninth Congress, 1865—66, part 
three, pages 2799 and 2800. 


In another place, in the course of the same 


| speech, { had occasion to remark further upon 


the same subject. Speaking against putting 
in the disabilities in the fourteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution, I said: 


‘But I am asked, would you allow the leaders of 
the rebellion to return to Congress to insult the loyal 
North with their odious presence in the councils of 
the nation, there to plot treason and revile loyalty? 
I answer. no. I would take the proper measures to 
sreventit. [ would chain them to the ballot of the 
oyal blacks, and hold them in the strong grasp of 
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aloyal people. They will not send them here. You 
may frame all the exclusion bills you please, but if 
you exclude loyalty from the ballot-box and allow 
none but rebels with a small portion of loyal whites 
to vote, disloyalty will find expression in your na- 
tional Legislature in the persons of lower and meaner 
men than the intellectual chieftains of the rebellion. 
rhe desire to exclude a few from office as an excep: 
tion oran expression of a sentiment can accomplish 
no great good. It is not worth serious consideration. 
It is like disputing about an old whip in a negotia 
tion for a first-class six-horse team. Exclusion from 
It is too difficult to 
accomplish, and no good results can possibly follow, 
We do not wish to punish the South, It has already 
been sufficiently scourged and humiliated by the 
inevitable results of a bloody war.’’—Congressional 
Globe, first session Thirty-Ninth Congress, 1865-66, 
page 2802. 

I like that illustration which I made about 
the negotiation as to a whip. I think our 
attempt at exclusion is illustrated by that 
homely figure which I used on that occasion. 
I think the whole thing has done us more harm 
than good from the beginning. | believe every 
sensible man who looks over the field to-day 
and looks over the history of the South is satis 
fied that good government has lost all the 
time by this disability section of the fourteenth 
amendment, and it has been the great drag 
upon’ the success of our reconstruction meas 

res We did by »xclude : body fr 
ures. e did not by it exciude anybody [rom 
the ballot so as to get any political power 
really; we excluded a few from office ; all 
persons vote. 

Is it not perfectly clear that that exclusion 
from office has worked injury rather than 
good? It has certainly produced a great deal 
lt certainly 


has not protected the loyal element in the 
South. It certainly has not protected the 
negroes. It has not deprived any person of 


the power of entering Ku Klux Klans, but it 


has furnished excuses for them. It has got 


| them sympathy from the whole United States 


| you are in favor of amnesty. 


| they knew the consequences. 


all the time. That sympathy was so strong 
that it forced you at your last national conven- 
tion, aud will again at your next, to declare that 
You carry that 
load without any results in good government. 
Now mark what I say: in Philadelphia you will 
have to declare in favor of amnesty as you did 
before, if you do not pass the bill before that 
time. You are carrying this load without 
accomplishing any good result. 

It is claimed on the one hand that to this 
cause are due the misfortunes in the southern 
State governments. We expected that there 
would be some misfortunes, because we had 
to place the ballot in the hands of inex 
perienced persons; we did not expect they 
would have perfect governments at once, and 
everybody that expected such a thing was out 
of his senses. They have done as well on the 
whole as anybody had aright to expect under 
the circumstances. But it is charged that if 
these who have been excluded from office had 
not been excluded, some of these evils might 
have been avoided. It has not added in any 
one State a vote in favor of the loyal side of 
the issue or on the side of equal rights. It 
has been used to create sympathy and draw 
off votes North and South from the party that 
wished to enforce the laws and 
government. 

Now, I am not here to say one word on be 
half of those men who are excluded. They 
have no right to complain. I claim that sym 
pathy for them is misplaced. As far as they 
are concerned, they forfeited not only these 
rights, but further mghts if the Government of 
the United States had felt disposed to enforce 
its authority. When they went into rebellion 
The Govern 
ment of the United States might have pursued 
a much harsher course and violated no prin 
ciple. We have been very much more mag 
nanimous than any other country ever was, 
but in our magnanimity we made this exclu 
sion. That these parties who were excluded 
have no right to complain is perfectly evident 
to any person who refleets ‘They have How 


good 


have g 


|) been punished according to their deserts. 
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T here no point in that They have been 
liberally dealt with, nodoubt about that. But, 
notwithstanding that, been dealt 
with differently those with 


whom has been a discrim- 


they have 
from the 
they reside. 


ination made 


inass of 
Chere 


against them which was not made 


aguinst their re iwhbors 


who were equally 
engaged with them 
Many men who were foremost to bring on 


the rebellion, who had not held an office before 


1 + f 


the ret 


vellion, do not fall under disabilities, 
and are eligible to office; a few men are 
selec ted no more guiity than the others; nt d 
natura nose who were engage dinthe rebel- 
hon and who sy npathize with them, although 
the y might under o her circumstances be d 8 
posed to support your laws an 1 come over to 
your side and help to enforce the law and put 
down the Ku Kiux, still have this feeling of 
sympathy which we know is natural, which we 
knew would exist, which « sensible man 
knew beforehand would be excited by this 
exclusion from office, and it ha pr duced just 
the resuill we might expect The quicke rnow 


we pet ! ease to carry 
this | rad he bet fer: not because the partie 


that are exc re have a right to snanislilen; 


> pial Ker we ¢ 


but because it ive them a power to infli lence 


their rie ivhbor be because it e xcites sympathy, 


and because we have dealt so generously with 


others a em all out 
always be a large 


to entoree all 


sto wine tl 
There will 
ROrTis 


nut mber of ne r- 
who are wiliing your laws 


for the ‘curity of life and property, for the 


security of equal rights, an | to pre tect every- 
‘* While we are doing 
eve eve rybody of political 


has been 


body, but who still SAY, 
that we want to re 


That 


disabilities a sentiment from 


the beginning; nothing has been made out of 
this; nothing ever will be made out of it. Po- 
litically, it has been a blunder from beginning 


to end, in my have 
exclude d, not 
they have anv right to desiah iin, but 
because it is and vot tend to 
secure the endsot good government, and never 
has. 


opinion; not because I 


sympathy with those who are 


because 


impotiitic does 


hat two thirds of both Houses of 
Congress will pass a general amnesty bill, and 
they will exclude 


| believe t 
from that no person except 
the few limite d classes of cons picuous charac- 
ters who will find it very difficult to excite any 
sympathy. They do not exclude any justice 
judges, or any 
ronsplcuous 
able to excite 
is well enough to exclude 
much differ 
But | 


believe two thirds of both Houses 


of the peace or any probate 
only 


never be 


men of that kind, but an few ¢ 
»} 


characters who will 


any sympathy. It 


them, perhaps; it does not make 


ence: it does 1 not affect the principle. 


say that | 


have come to the conclusion that so far as the 
mass of those now excluded from office are 
concerns whatever they may have thought 


heretofore, the tim 
their d 
believe thai 


S has now come 
Taking that for 
whenever the 
} , 
will be the result in 
favor of disine: 
other proposition, 
So far as legisla 


to remove 
granted, | 
vote is taken such 
each House, and | am in 
imbering the bill from any 


sabilit es, 


and passing it. 

ion for the colored man is 
id to say that the ballot has 
everything else. Lat glad I 
» give him the ballot. I am glad 
that I labored hurd for the fifteenth amend 
ment, Lecause | believe that gives the negro 
the power to demand his rights. He will be 
heard, and slation that is necessary 
for his purposes you willgrant no matter what 
party isin power. It 


cone erned, | “aio vi 
secured for him 


worked hardt 


all the leg 


will not be long before 
the two parties will be vying with each other 
to look afier his interests to see that he is not 
oppressed He has got the ballot secure. It 
makes him respected the same as the ballot 
makes the man at the North re- 
spected, 


poor white 


He ha 


no difficulty in getting up at any time a bill 
and considering his case, 
Mr. HILL. 1 inquire of my friend, how 


were they taken care of at Ciucinnati ? 


got that secure, and there is | 


| 


| bill—— 


| shall 
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Mr. STEWART. 


How were they taken 
care of at Cincinnati ? 


Cincinnati had to have 
a platform in favor of civil rights, and every 
convention that meets will make one in favor 


of civil rights. We sball all be in favor of 
civil rights, because civil rights have ballots 


behind them. We 


that. The 
negro is bound to have all proper and just 
legislation, and [ am in favor of it; but I am 
not in favor for any reason, and never have 
been in favor of coutinuing these disabilities, 
because out of them I see growing palpable 
and coustunt evils 


need not fear 


Out of them | see an argu- 
ment that is calculated to excite sympathy, an 
argument that is calculated to do the country 
an injury, and which is an excuse for bad men 
inthe South. I see in them political evils, 
political disorders, and obstruction to good 
yovernment, and a wrangle over these disa- 
bilities. lam not able to see any good results 
affirmatively from them. Cousequently | am 
opposed to laying aside that bill which we 
have got here regularly before the Senate in 
regular order, and displacing it for any other 
oe and I shall vote, not against giving the 
negro his rights whenever that proposition 
comes up, but I shall vote against putting any 
amendments upon the amnesty bill, and vote 
for the bill as it came from the House, and 
hope it will pass. 

i do not believe that I shall be misunder- 
stood by the colored people; but if so, I can- 
not help it. I say now that I will vote for the 
pending measure, and will not displace it for 
any other, because | am in favor of it, and I 
am willing to take up the other and pass it in 
its order; but I have not yet examined it par- 
ticularly, though I presume I am in favor of 
it. I am willing to pass any bill that is proper 
forthe colored man, and send it to the House 
and let the House take the responsibility of 
defeating it, und the negro has his remedy at 
the ballot-box. Hewill remember it. He has 
got the protection of the ballot, the best in the 
world, which will secure all his other rights. 

[ do not wish to occupy time in discussing 
this matter. My notions are too well under- 
stood to make it*necessary to go further. I 
vote against the amendment to the 
amnesty bill. 

Mr. HILL. I believe, sir, we have made 
such a departure here that we hardly know 
where we are; but if I recollect aright the 
immediate question before the Senate is the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana, | 
propose to amend that amendment by strikiug 
out. 

SUMNER. I would ask whether that 
amendment is not withdrawn. I understood 
the Senator from Indiana was going to allow 
the vote to be taken on my motion. 

Mr. HILL. I did not hear him say so. 

Mr. SUMNER. I suggest that that would | 
be economical in the way of time. May Lap- 
peal to the Senator from Georgia to allow a 
vote to be taken on striking out? Should that 
prevail, then there is no occasion for the 
amendment; andshould that be lost, thea the 
amendment will be in order. 

Mr. HILL. I will yield to the Senator from 
Indiana, of course. 


Mr. MORTON. I will say that inasmuch 


as any consideration that might be given to the 


amendment | offered would be entirely lost if 
that offered by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts should prevail, I will for the present with- 
draw my amendment and let the vote first be 
taken upon his. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen 
ator from Indiana withdraws his amendment. 

Mr. HILL. Then I move, in as short a 
way as any other to test the sense of the Sen- 
ate, to lay the amendment of the Senator from || 
Massachusetts on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ries the bill with it. 

Mr. HILL. Then I will not make that 
motion. Now, I offer this amendment to the 


That car- 


| granted that there is hardly 


Mr. SUMNER. May I appeal to the Sen- 
ator to allow us to come to a vote? 

Mr. HILL. This will be avery short motion, 
and I do not think it will lead to discussion. 
[ move to amend the bill, to perfect the bil] 
by striking out in the first section all after the 
word ‘‘removed’’ in the ninth line, the effect 
of which is to declare general amnesty aud 
not to exclude any class whatever. I do not 
say that there are not some reasons why there 
should be distinctions between classe s, but I 
do not like the distinction that is made by this 
bill. The excluded classes are members of 
Congress at the time of the rebellion and who 
afterward aided in it, and such oflicers of the 
Army and Navy of the United States as were 
over the age of twenty-one years that partici- 
pated in the rebellion. 

I can see no very good reason myself why 
young men who were here in the two Houses 
of Congress should be excluded because they 
were here, and because they retired when their 
States took position against this Government 
and participated in the rebellion, while no ex- 
clusion is made of older men who were re- 
siding in the States, who were controlling the 
movements in the States, directing the con- 
ventions that proclaimed the secession of the 
States, and called upon the citizens of the 
States wherever they were to join in the move: 
ment. I think they were quite as guilty of an 
impropriety as those who were here and who 
may have yielded their assent to what was done. 
[see no reason why a man who has once taken 
an oath to support the Constitution of the 
United States, if it were ten years before 1860, 
is any more relieved from the obligations of 
that oath than if he had taken it only two 
years before, and [ do know, of my own per 
sonal knowledge, that there were many mem- 
bers of Congress from the South who left these 
Halls with the very greatest reluctance to go 
home at the bidding of the conventions to par- 
ticipate in what they believed would be a harm- 
less and useless contest. It terminated, how- 
ever, in bloody war to the surprise and aston- 
ishment of a great many, because secession 
was commended to the people as a peaceful 
remedy, and the people were deluded with it as 
such. 

So, too, of the 
and Navy. 


young officers of the Army 
How many of them, through sym- 


pathy with kindred and with section, with- 
drew from their respe clive services, went 
home, and afierward participated in the re- 


bellion? Shall it be said that a man who 
sailed under the flag for twenty years, and was 
retired from the service by age, if you please, 
was released from all obligation and all r 

spect for the Government because he had 
retired, and that he, though he participated in 
the rebellion afterward, is less guilty than the 
young man who from sympathy such as | have 


| spoken of went to the South and took service 


| the 
| excluded from 


under the new government? 
sufficient reason for this. 
But another reason influences me. If we 
are to have this general amnesty, let it be as 
nearly universal as possible. | take it for 
any member of 
ihe Senate belonging to the majority party who 
would be willing to accord amnesty to Jefferson 
Davis. It is true,a very distinguished candidate 
for the Presidency goes that far—he would ; 
but such is not the general feeling. Mr. Davis 


I fail to see any 


| does not expect it, and he could not obt: ain it 


if he did. Butis it simply because Jefferson 
Davis was a Senator of the United States in 
Thirty-Sixth Congress that he is to be 
i amnesty; or is it for some- 
thing else that Jefferson Davis did? Is it not 
rather because he became the head and front 
of the rebellion by occupying the foremost 
office that it had in its gift? I take it that that 
is so. Butif it were not for the fact that he 
was a member of the Thirty-Sixth Congress 
he would not be excluded by the terms of this 
bill. It is wholly accidental that he hap- 


|| pened to be a member of that Congress. He 
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had been Secretary of War, he had been an 
officer of the United States Army, but all that 
a count for nothing; and if it had not 
been that he was here a member of this Senate 
and retired in 1861, this bill would not exclude 
him. 

I am not willing to en sucha 
if itis the pleasure of the 
gene ral bill and to att ak to it these oaths, to 
which I attach very little importance. With 
all deference to the Senator from Indiana, the 
one that he proposes [ think of very small 
consequence. O iths are but air. I neverknew 
aman in my life who would deliberately lie 
who would not swear to it when it became 
necessary. It would not commend anything 
to me because a man made an oath. | do ean 
want any oath. I am opposed to oaths gen- 
erally. I have ceased to administer them. I 
would pros secute for a perversion of the truth 
without compe hi ing &@ man to commit perjury 
first. 

This would make this bill simply a general 
act of amnesty, according to the proposition I 
have presented, without any exception. | 
kpow that some friends of the bill say that 
they are willing to goto the extent of the bill, 


ce 
ce 


large class 
iary Ciass 


Senate to nake a 


and no further. 1 do not think tbe bill dis- 
criminates very wisely; but I wiil take the 
bill if [ ean get nothing better. I would rather 
the discriminations were different from what 
they are; but that is not for me. I will test 
the sense of the Senate, however, by the 


amendment, which intaues general 
in terms, and that is amenduble, it 
chooses to it, by presenting a 
shape than the bill now does. 

the PRESIDING OFFICER 
tion is on the amendment of the 
Georgia. 

Mr. BOREMAN. | regret that a friend of 
amnesty who must i see that there is a good deal 
of difficulty in getting any bill on that subject 
passed here, after the committee has reports d 
formally as they have on the bill which has 
passed the House, should underiake now to 
put in a condition that will make it impossible 
to pass the bill; for, although I have brought 
myself to the point that I will vote for this bill 
it stands, | can say the Senator from 
Georgia, and to the triends of amnesty gener- 
ally, that if these exceptions are stricken out 
I shall not vote for it at all. If the y are not 
ripper, to take this bill with the exceptions in 
t, the conse quence, iu my apprebension, 
that the biil will be defeated entirely. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator trom West 
Virginia allow me to say to him tha: I do not 
wish 10 lose his support Lo the bill? Lam 
merely giving my views to the uniairness 
of the bill as it now pre sents itself to me. 

tather than lose the Senator's support for the 
bill as it is, since I have said that if 1 can do 
no better [ will take the bill it is, I with- 
draw the amendment | have offered so as to 
give the Senator an opportunity of having the 
bill as it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Georgia is withdrawn. 

Mr. SUMNER. Now, my 
motion. 


Mr. BOREMAN., 


amnesty 
e.. alia 
auyoouy 
do different 
The ques- 


Senator trom 


as to 


is 


as 


as 


question on 


I 


think I have the floor. 


Mr. SUMNER. Ibeg the Senator’s pardon. 
Mr. BOREMAN I do not think Senators 


ought to be so exceedingly anxious to have 
voies taken on these propositions while other 
gentiemen are addressing the Chair; but I can 


pardon the ardor of my friend from 
chuseits 


Massa 
He has been pressing this measure 
for sever: ral years, and he wants to see it con- 
summated, [ suppose. 

While I am up | desire to say a word or two 
in regard to something that fell from the Sen- 
ator a n [ilinois, (Mr. fruMBULL.] He com- 
ee that I was absent this morning whil 
1¢ was addressing the Senate on this aldests ’ 
and he was undertaking to congratulate me 
and himself and the fri “nds of amuesty upon 
the course I had taken and he regretted ex- 


ceedingly that I was absent. The fact is that 
1 was not absent. I was listening to that con- 
gratulation, not in my seat, however ; but from 
some cause or other in a subsequent part of 


his remarks he saw fit to charge that I had 
abandoned the bill for which | had spoken 
this morning. Upon what he based that 
charge I do not know, except possibly that I 


was not present to hear his intended eu'ogy 
upon the course I had taken. I am inclined 
to think that a good deal of what he said in 
regard to my support of this bill might have 
been omitted, it was rather a waste of time 
and breath, for 1 confess that my support of 
this bill is not one that is very ardent. How- 
ever, | intend to vote for it, as I said this 
morning, as a question of expediency and of 
go rd policy. 

L think that it is 


order 


inappropriate, 
probably, as has 
Senate, but 


not out of 
been decided by the 
that it is inexpedient at this time 
to offer what is styled here the supplementary 
civil rights bill as a substitute 
the subject 
Ought 
upon lis OWn merits ? 
was 


for this bill on 
Why is thi 


questions to stand 


of amnesty. s done? 


not each of these 
Itis not now proposed, 
since, to put these bills 
gh part passu in one and the same meas- 
ure—to pass Ul together, so that with the 
reliet from disabilities ie one hand, what 
are called eivil rights should go on the other; 
but now while it is admitted, I believe, that 
there is the requisite number of this body who 
will vote for tl bill to pass it as itis, it 
to substitute bill upon a 
different question, thereby supplant- 
ing and defeating this proposition entirely. I 
repeat, that I of these measures 
ought to stand upon its own merits. 
lf there is a majority of the Senate, as has 
been said here time and again, that will vote 
for the civil rights bill, why is it not taken up 
and passed ? ‘Tt can be taken up any day and 
passed during the morning Inve sry day 
there time after the morning business is 
gone through with when it could be taken up 
on motion; but it is antagonized to the bill on 
the subject of amnesty, for what purpose I do 
not pretend to say. It not for me to say. 
Now, sir, | do not know that I am opposed, 
indeed I am not opposed to many things that 
are contained in this civil rights bill. I have 
no constitutional scruples whatever ‘about many 
provisions in the bill; but I cannot vote for 
it nor can I vote for that bill as it now 
tands at all, whether itis put upon its passage 
| as a subsiitute for the pending bill or 
an independent proposition. There are some 
that I think ought not to be incor- 
porated into any lawof Congress. In the first 
pl ice, aS a question of expr edien icy, not one of 
constitutional right, and not one probal nly that 
[ might take somuch exception to under some 
circumstances, but it is one that [ cannot vote 
is provision in regard to schools. 
That is the first to which I take ex xcept ion. 
It is suid here ao are de nying € ql Us il rights 


as i some di iys 
hrou: 
em 


on t! 


11S is 1s 


proposed another 


totally 


think each 


hour. 


is 


is 


here, 


ulone as 


things in it that 


the 


to the colored and white people in the schools. 
[deny it. ‘The same provision in regard to 
schools exists in selene to the white and 


colored children of the country in most of the 
States. It in my State. It is true that 
there are separate schools, schools for white 
children and for the colored; but 
nevertheless the provisions of the school laws 
from beginning to end apply precisely t 
one as they do to the other; and it is just 
much a violation of the right of a white child 
to keep him out of a black school as it is of a 
black child to keep him out of a white school, 
if we are narrowed down to such a proposition 
as that. Jhe time will come, I have no doubt, 
when these distinctions will pass away in all 
the States, when school laws will be passed 
without this question appearing upon the face 
of those laws; but itis notso now, and for the 
present I am willing to allow the laws of the 
State to remain as they are where they pro- 


is so 


schools 


» the 


as 


| vide schools for both classes. 
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But, sir, there are provisions in this civil 
rights bill that follow the one in regard to 
schools for which I cannot vote, and if they 


are retained in the 
as an independent 
for the pending bill. 

and officers of cemetery 
and benevolent instituti incorpor- 
ated by national or State authority to accom- 
modate all alike. The whole of 
this is made to depend upon the question as 


bill I shall not vote { 


pre positton 


or it 
sub 
the 


associa- 


or as a 


stitute It compe! 
trustees 


i10ns 


ous 
p ersonus 


to whether these associations are incorporated 


by national or State authority. Now, sir, 
many of the cemetery associations and the 
numerous benevolent associations that we 
have in the Sates, have acts of incorpor 
ation ; many of them are incorporated under 
general laws; but they are for all practical 
purposes, and to all practical intent private 
establishments. A few gentlemen come to- 
> || gether and buy fifteen, twenty, or thirty 
acres of ground for a cemetery. It is so 


l 


in my State, and I presume in other States, 
Vhey go and get an act of incorporation as 


a matter of convenience simply so that they 
can transact their business in their corpor- 
ate name. It is nevertheless ‘heir private 
property. Nobody has a right to invade 
that property, to enter any person there 
without their permission, und aT the existing 
laws of the States The only thing that 
makes it even a quasi public establishment 
is that they have got this act of incorpor 
ation as a matter of coOnvenieuce. 


So it is with the benevolent institutions that 
might be named. I apprehend this bill will 
invade the precincts of the secret societies. 


Here is your Masonic fraternity, your Odd 
Fellows, and other organizations. I[f this bill 
18 passed into a law, cannot these persons 
claim the right to go into these secret societies, 
and, if they are refused admission, go into the 
courts and indict the officers and send them 
to the penitentiary and fine them? For one, 


sir, | am not willing to invade, nor shali I, by 
the passage of such a law as this, invade the 
private rights of the people of this country 

There is no bound to this; there is no hh 

[ say I have the right with my friends to buy 
property where their friends and mine shall 
be interred when they go to their long home, 
and that nobody has aright to invade it. It 
is as sacredly private as my own homestead, 
as any other ame of property I may own. 


So it is with these benevolent instiiutions to 
which I have referred. These people associ 


ate themselves together for convenience. They 


have to go to the law to get their act of ineor 
poration, to avoid the use of so inmany names 
in the transaction of business, in the buying 
and selling of property, or in the exercise of 
the rights which they have and that are nec¢ 
sary for carrying on whatever is to be in the 
establishment. But simply because they have 
to apply to the State auth rity for this refe 
to State authority, to get this matter of co: 
venience, therefore by an act of Congress th 


private property of myself and others is to he 
thus invaded by anybe is and everybody! 
Why, sir, some of smetery 


the se ( ‘ 
a . yt ¢ le ¢ \] hit > »Ooleto he 
tions do not allow all white people to he 


ur i 
there. They have bought their fifteen or 
twenty acres and improved them in whic 
themselves and those to whom they sell may 
participate, in which ground they my bury 
their dead; but they do not allow the eutside 


world to come 


in. They allow no white per 
sons to come in except those who are stock- 
holders, and who are permitted by the organ- 
ization. And yet under thi bill you ww ll 
allow colored people to go in there despite of 


private rights, while you do not « ny | 
to admit white people. 


them 


The provisions of the bill to which T bave 
referred cannot be sustained, in my judgment, 
upon any ground of reason or right. hore 
fore, | say that in my Opinion it is inexpedient 
and improper to propose the h ll as a subst 


tute for the one we have nnder considers 


= 
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and, in the next place, if the provisions of 
t tare retained, | 


under any circumstances, 


this bill as they now eX 


ili not vote tor it 
whether it is offered as a substitute for the 
independent proposition 

Mr. TRUMBULL 


of the Senator from West Virginia that [ mis 


| find from the remarks 


understood |} position. | thought from a 
remark or two t i he made alter the proposi 
tion was offered by t Senator from Mussa 
chuset that he was prepared to give up the 
imnesty bill and allow theamen iment to pre 
vail i find | misundet vod the Senator and 
| n et yiad oO find that | did misunder 

and him 

Mr BOREMAN | hould like to know 
from thre Senator from illinois upon what 
ground he hed any such uspicion ¢ 

Mr. TRUMBULL lt was in consequence 
of a remark made by the Senator after the 


vas offered, 
repeat. I drew the inference from what he 


said tbat he was 


amendment which | cannot now 
prepared to sustain the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts and 
give up the amnesty bill. I am very much 
gratifed to find that | was mistaken, and it 1s 
due to the Senator to say that I spoke under 
a misapprehension as to his position, which | 
am sorry that | misunderstood. 


Mr. BOREMAN. 


understood about this matter. I 


1 do not wish to be mis- 
should not 
be, | apprehend, with the Senator from Lilinois 
on this bill if it was here as an independent 
proposition, because there 1s a great deal in 
this bill 1 might vote for: but this provision 
to which | have referred | cannot support 
Besides, I think it is inappropriate, as I said 
before, offered us a substitute for the peuding 


bill 


Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I shall vote 


against the substitution of the bill of the 
Senator from Massachusetts for one reason, if 
for » other; and that is a reason which 

ms to me in good Taith obligatory upon 
every member of the majoritv in this body. 


We have seen Lhnrougn the publie press, aparl 


from our own knowledge of the facts, and we 


have seen trom the course of business here, 
that the majority Of this body has certainly 
understood that here was a deliniie order of 
b ness Which was expe ected t be followed: 


s to be taken up in their order 

ind disposed of, and among those measures 

was the amnesty bill. 
Mr. SUMNER. 


Allow me to interrupt 
my friend just there. 


As he alludes to it. ff 
elieve [ may say that it was equally well un 
dersiood that with the amnes y biil was to 
come up the eal rights bill. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. | shallanswer 
that remark before I get through. 

Now, then, when the amnesty bill comes up 
in its due order, in accordance with that ar 

under the charge of the Senator 
from West Virginia, the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts propos 


rangement, 


s to lay aside the amnesty bill 
entirely, not to offer his civil rights bill as an 
amendment to it; that is not this measure, 
although it assumes that parliamentary form ; 
but in violation of the arrangement, in accord 
ance with which arrangement we have all 
voted in proceeding with the business here up 
to this time, the amnesty bill now is to be laid 
aside and another bill substituted for it. I, at 
any rate, having participated in that arrange 
ment, Shall not consent to lay aside the amnesty 
ball. 

But there is another reason which with me 
would also be conclusive. I believe that if the 
amnesty bill is thus laid aside, and the bill of 
the Senator from Massachusetts substituted in 
its place, it is fatal to the amnesty bill for this 
session ot C What is the actual con- 
dition of things in regard to the amnesty bill? 
Chere is an original Senate measure upon our 
Calendar which it is not expected can be taken 


gress. 


posed of at the present session; but there is 


another House bill, containing one more lim- 
itation than the present bill, which it is said 
we can take up and pass at any time and send 
House. We can theoretically, 
but practically we cannot; because upon that 
very bill, when once formerly it was before 
the Senate, three 


back to the 


other restrictive amend 
ments were placed by theSenate. If you send 
the bill back to the House with these three 
new restrictions upon it, to which the House 
would disagree if their action should be in 
accordance with their subsequent action upon 
amnesty bills, the inevitably 
would be that in 
session which is apparently left, the disagree- 
ment between the two Houses upon these addi- 
tional restrictive amendments would result in 


other result 


the loss of the amnesty bill for the session; 
and I cannot but think that this was the reason 
that in the arrangement of the order of busi- 
ness the amnesty bill was specifically named 
as one of the bills to be disposed of in that 
order. | hope, therefore, in pursuance of 
good faith toward each other, and for the sake 
of having something assured on the amnesty 
question during the present session, the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts 
will not prevail. 

Mr. CRAGIN. 
this subject was 
hesitation | voter 


On a former oecasion when 
yefore the Senate, with some 
for the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts as an addition to 
the amnesty bill, hoping that both measures 
might be passed at the same time; but when 
[ ascertained that that bill failed, [ made up 
my mind that whenever the amnesty bill should 
be again before the Senate, | should vote 
the amendment of the Senator from 


} 
1 
i 


against 
Massachusetts; and although the amendment 
in its present shape is not offered as an addi- 
tion to the amnesty bill, but as a substitute for 
it, I still believe it my duty to vote against that 
amendment, and I shall do so. I shall do so 
for this reason: the bill now before the Sen- 
ate, the amnesty bill, is a House bill. If two 
thirds of the Senators present vote for it, it 
will become a law, and a law at once; but if 
the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Massachusetts is adopted, then it becomes the 
mere action of the Senate, and the amnesty 
bill is lost. 

Sir, | try to be a practical man. [| try to do 
things in their order. I am in favor of this 
amnesty bill, and I am in favor of the bill of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. I should 
preter to have it modified in some respects, 
but | am ready to vote for it even as he offers 
it. But being in favor of both these meas- 
ures, | go for the one that is most likely to 
pass and become a law, and then, when the 
proper occasion arises, | shall go for the other. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Whenthis subject was 
before the Senate during the early part of the 
ession, | was favored by the Senate with an 
opportunity to express fully my views on the 
question. I shall therefore not trespass upon 
your time to-day, but simply state the grounds 
upon which | shall vote. 

[ should voie as cheerfully as the Senator 
from Massachusetts would for the substance 
of his amendment, either as an amendment to 
this bill or as an independent bill; but there 
is one provision in that bill which relates to 
the qualification-of jurors in State courts which 
| regard as clearly unconstitutional. I ex- 
pressed that opinion in the debate in the early 

| part of the session, and since that time I have 
taken some pains, by conversation and corre- 
| spondence, to ascertain the views of some of 
the best lawyers in the country, and | have 
never seen a man who expressed the slightest 
doubt upon the proposition that that provision 
| was unconstitutional. One of the ablest judges 
in this country, a leading judge of one of the 
inost important States, strongly in sympathy 
| with us in politics, wrote me a letter only a 


up by the Senate and passed and sent to the || fewdays ago saying that the only thing he had 
House of Kepresentauves and there be dis- || been perplexed about was to find out upon 
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what ground those who claimed the power 
rested it. 

I shall therefore vote against this amend- 
meut as a whole. Last winter | moved for it 
a substitute, which contained, with some 
change of phraseology that I thought an im. 
provement, the principal features of the 
amendments offered by the Senator from 
Massachusetts. That was voted down by the 
Senate, and | have no hopes that the Senate 
would take a different view of it now. I 
therefore with this explanation of the motive 
for casting this vote shall content myself 
with simply voting against the proposition. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, as I under- 
stand it, the pending question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, to strike out 
all after the enacting clause of this bill and 
substitute his bill in regard to civil rights. The 
bill as presented in the Senate is a bili for the 
removal of disabilities under the fourteenth 
amendment of the Constitution, and as such 
requires the vote of two thirds. The bill pro- 
posed by the Senator from Massachusetts is a 
bill within the line of ordinary legislation, and 
may be passed by this body bya mere majority, 
Iam opposed to his bill on its merits asa 


| question of policy and as a question of consti 


tutional power. I shall not argue either of 
those grounds at any length just now. 

With respect to the question of cénstitu- 
tional power, I have carefully looked through 
the late amendments to the Constitution, and 
I fail to discover in any of them any ground or 
even a colorable excuse for his bill. I shall 
vote against the motion of the Senator upon a 
ground which perhaps may be regarded as 
settled for the purposes of this debate by the 
decision of the Senate upon the recent ruling 
of the Chair; yet | deem the question involved 
to be of such magnitude as to make it not im 
proper for me to state very briefly why I shall 
vote against the motion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, for the simple reason that | 
do not think he has any right to move, nor the 
Senate any right to receive on his motion, a 
majority bill as a substitute for the proposed 
bill for the removal of disabilities. Sir, this 
is avery important question. It is a funda- 
mental question, because it respects questions 
of fundamental consequence in this Govern 
ment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Senator from 
California if he will give way long enough for 
me to test the sense of the Senate either to 
adjourn or take arecess until seven and a half 
o'clock. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Of course; but at the 
same time I suggest to the Senator from Ohio 
whether a recess should be taken to-day. No 


| notice whatever was given early in the day. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Thereisastanding order 
now that a motion for a recess shall always be 
in order. I simply wish to take the sense of 
the Senate. 

Mr. CASSERLY. If the Senator will allow 
me, I think we shall not differ as to the fact. 
Chere is a rule permitting such a motion to be 
made at any time. I understand that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. But not whena 
Senator is upon the floor. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I do notavail myself of 
that objection to his making the motion. But 
I suggest for the consideration of the Senator 
from Ohio and of the Senate that where it is 
intended to take a recess, notice ought to be 
given at an early bour in the day, so as to 
enable Senators to make their arrangements 
accordingly. It takes me by surprise, and | 
have no doubt it takes many other Senators 
by surprise, and greatly embarrasses all of us 


-who are so taken by surprise, to have a recess 


ordered at so late an hour of the day as the 
present. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am willing to change 
the motion to one for adjournment if the Sen- 
ate prefer it. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ifthe Senator will allow 
me, I will make a suggestion that perhaps will 
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me 
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meet the view of both Senators. It is very 
desirable, of course, to take the vote on this 
question as soon as the debate is exhausted, 
and we have already debated it for a great 
while. Certainly no one wishes to take the 
vote except ina full Senate. Now,could we 
not fix a time to-morrow when we shall take 
the vote, and then everybody would be notified 
and prepare d to come here and vote ? 

Mr. SUMNER. I think that would be well. 
Say one o’clock, or any hour that Senators 
overthe way shall indicate. Will Senators 
over the way make a suggestion of the time? 

Mr. CASSERLY. I do not know what the 
Senator from Massachusetts means by ‘* Sen- 
over the way.’’ I do not think the 
over the way’’ altogether have 
spoken more than thirty minutes on this bill 

Mr. ANTHONY. Some of our men are 
over the way, and [ suppose my friend from 
Massachusetts alludes to them. 

Mr. CASSERLY. If the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts means ‘* over the way”’ 
vared with his way, very well. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. SUMNER. I did mean so. | Laughter. | 
Now, if there can be an understanding that a 
vote shall be taken at one o’clock to-morrow, 
then we could adjourn. 


ators 
‘* Senators 


{ Laughter. ] 


as com 


Mr. BLAIR. say five o’ clock. 
Mr. ANTHONY. Well, five o’cloek. 
Mr. SUMNER. If Senators desire really 


to debate it to that 
be uo objection. 
Mr. STEVENSON. Sav four o'clock. 
The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Kentucky suggests four o’clock 


time, of course there can 


amendment of the Senator from Indiana and 
the amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts 

Mr. MORTON There will be another 
amendment offered to this bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN and others. Upon all 


amendments. 
Mr. ANTHONY. I 


finish the whole 


think we had better 
bill at that time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The proposi- 
tion, then, is that at four o’clock 
debate shall cease and the Senate shall vote 
on the amendments offered and that may be 
offered under the rule. 


Mr. MORTON. I 


because there 


three o'clock, 
will be debate on the amend- 
ments, and I want to finish the bill to-mor- 
row. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
osition is to have 
ments except to offer them. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. [I cannot consent to any 
agreement which shall prevent debate on 
amendments which may be new and offered, 
and in respect to which gertlemen might feel 
it their duty to state the reasons briefly why 
they could or could not vote for them. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chairknew 
of that objection, and therefore he stated the 
proposition clearly, so that it might be under- 
stood. There are two amendments now before 
the Senate, one to perfect the text, and another 
to strike out and insert a different proposition. 
Those have been discussed. Several Senators 
then desired the proposed arrangement to ap- 
ply to allamendments. ‘he Chair will again 
state the proposition to the Senate, so that the 
sense of the Senate may be obtained exactly. 
The proposition is that to-morrow at four 
o’clock debate shall cease upon the pending 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana and 
the substitute of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, and the Senate shall vote upon those 
propositions without further debate. 

Mr. CONKLING. I cannot consent to that 
if IT understand it 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
from New York objects. 

Mr. CONKLING. I shall be very glad to 
agree to an understanding by which at four 
o’clock, or any other hour to-morrow, the Sen- 


suggest 


But this 


prop- 
no debate on 


the amend- 


The 


Senator 


ate shall vote on the pending bill and all || doing ; and we have frequently done that. On 


as the | 
time for taking the vote upon the pending | 


| Chair 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


amendments that may then be pending or may | | 
then be offered. 1] 


Mr. SUMNER. That is right. 

Mr. CONKLING. But I shall not be will- 
ing to consent to vote only upon the present 
specific amendments, because, unless some 
other Senator shall anticipate me, | shall offer 
an amendment myself which will take prece- 


dence of one of the pending amendments. 
Mr. SHERMAN. There is only one. 
Mr. CONKLING I understood that there 
were two. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair, being 


out for a time, was not 
the 
amendment. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
amendmen 
tire bill. 
if 


aware of the fact that 
Senator from indiana bad withdrawn his 
Then I speak of the 
t to substitute something tor the en 
i shall offer an amendment myself, 
else does, to pertect the text before 
n out. 


PRESIDENT. 


nobody 
that is strick 
Che VICK 


priority. 


Chat will have 


Mr. ANTHONY. Cannot the Senator offer 
it now? 
Mr. CONKLING. I might, but it would 


be very awkward to do it after the understand 
ing to vote on the pending amendments. 

Mr. STEVENSON. My proposition was to 
take the vote at four o’clock on all the amend- 
ments then pending as well as upon the bill. 

Several Senators. ‘That is fair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state it in tnat suape. ‘TheSenator from Ken- 
tucky asks that at four o’clock to-morrow the 
vote shall be takea on the bill and all amend- 
ments then pending under the rule. The 
has first to ascertain iain there 
unanimous consent to this agreement so that 
it may appear in the Globe. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 

The VICE 


Is 


‘There is not. 


PRESIDENT. It is objected 


| to, and the Senator from California is entitled 


to-morrow | 


to the floor 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senate will par 
don me, I will state why | object. I do not 
object to an understanding to putting an end 
to this debate, but I think it due every 
Senator here that on amendments that may 
be offered—and we cannot tie ourselves up 
against offering amendments; nobody ought 
to be tied up in that way—he should have 
the right to express his reasons briefly and 
to the point, where he has any point, why 
fe can or cannot sustuin a particular amend- 
ment, or the bill with it, in or out. 
fore, | suggest an understanding with it, as 
we have usually done, allowing five minutes’ 
explanation by a Senator in favor of or against 
an amendment that is proposed, or as to its 
effect upon the bill. With that understand- 
ing | am quite willing to consent to the agree- 
ment, and that will bring you to a termination 
in a very short time. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Then I will modify 
the proposition, and say that at four o'clock 
all debate shall cease, and we shall have 
hour of five minutes’ debate on any pending 
amendments. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 

Mr. CONKLING. 


to 


‘There- 


one 


Do not say an hour. 
Make it three o’clock, 


| and let it end at four. 


| amendment 


STEV KNSON, 
it thr 


Mr. 
make 
hours. 

Mr. SUMNER. No; let it end at four. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Ken- 
tucky does not quite comprehend my prop- 
osition. | am not asking an extension of time ; 
but at whatever point the bill reaches when it 
is Open to parliamentary ame ndment, and an 
offered, | think it right 


Very well; I will 
ee o'clock, and end at five—two 


should be 


| that Senators should have the privilege of ex- 
| pressing their opinion upon that amendment 


in the briefest possible period of time; 
within five minutes. 
nine o’clock at 
should, be cause 


say 
If that should run us till 
ht | think it is right it 
understand what we 


cr 
n £ 


we are 
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the other hand, we might finish before five 
oe lock. My proposition is ere at four 
o’clock, to have the g general debate cease-—— 


Mr. AN’ | HONY. Three 0 ‘clock. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Three o'clock if you 
please, or four; and that then, upon any 
amendment which may be offered or which 


may be then pending upou which gentlemen 
have not spoken, if they wish five minutes to 


express their opinion why that amendment 
ought to go in or out, it should be given. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest five minutes 
debate, as under the House rule, and then 


everybody wiil understand it. 


Mr. CONKLING. Then you can debate it 
forever. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope there will be no 
‘rule’’ about it. Ido not know what ‘the 
House rule’? is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The House custom—— 

Mr. TRUMBULL. We uever have any dif 


ficulty in a common 
willing, for one, to 
from Vermont suggests. 
Let us begin to vole 
the 


understanding. l 
ugree 


am 
to what the Senator 
l think that is fair 
to-morrow at four o'clock 
the bill. {f new 
amendments are proposed and anybody wants 
five minutes to explain to show why 
they ought not to pass, let him have it, and we 
will 


ou umendments, and 


them or 


coutinue in session until we dispose of 
the bill. 
Mr. STEVENSON. I suggest the hour of 


three o’clock, then, 


Mr. SUMNER. I think that would. be 
better; three o’ clock to begin. 
Mr. SPRAGUE. | shall be foreed to 


Senator 

to allow me 
pass the 

. No objection Ag } 


as I am concerned 


object to this arrangement unless the 
from Massachusetts will consent 
five minutes after 


Malitary 


twelve o'clock 
Ac ade my bill. l 
Mr. SUMNER. So far 
the Senator shall have that 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It is under 
stood, if there be no objection, that the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island shall have five minutes 
on the Milit ary Acade my app ropriation bill 
Mr. CONKLING. Before this understand 
ing passes away, | want to make an inquiry of 
the Chair. 
The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair un 


derstands that the proposition of the Senator 


from Vermont, which has been taken down 
by the reporter, has been assented to by the 
senate. 

Mr. CONKLING. No, Mr. President, be 


fore | lose my opportunity to object [| wish to 
ask a question. 
ob ye Cc ting v. 


[ have no present purpose of 

] want to know, however, 
o’ clock after four o'clock 
of order is made upon an amend 

may be offered, what is to be the 
fate of that question of order? 

Mr. SHERMAN and Mr. POMEROY. 
will be under the five-minutes rule. 

Mr. CONKLING. If an appeal, for exam- 
ple, taken from the decision of the Chair, 
can it be discussed ad libitum and to obviate 
entirely the understanding; or does the under- 
standing touching a limit of five minutes to 
debate apply to that also? 


suppose 


I 


at four or some 
question 


ment that 


It 


be 


Mr. ANTHONY. Certainly. 
Ihe VICE PRESIDENT. It would if it 
grew up as a subsidiary proposition. Under 


of the Senator from Vermont 
that there shall bea five-minutes rule, the five- 
minutes rule would apply to a point of order, 
which would be incidental to the amendment 
itself. 

Mr. CONKLIN 


Several a 


the suggestion 


Then I do not object. 
There is no objection. 
Mr. CONKLING. ‘Then we are to vote on 

allamendments andthe billat that time, three 

o'clock, subject to five minutes’ debate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Sena- 
tor from Vermont vow restate his proposition 
precisely? The Chairdid not exactly hear it. 

KDMUNDS. My proposition is this: 
that to-morrow at three o’clock—— 

Several Senators. Four o’clock. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. 


men please ; 


Whichever way gentle- 
Is ty three o'clock ; 


objection? [** No.’’] Then itis that at three 
o'clock general debate shall terminate and the 
vote shall be taken on any pending amend- 
ments according to their order, of course 
under parliamentary provision, and that if 
any other amendments are offered, the gen- 
tlemen offering them or anybouwy else may 


have five 
amendment 


minutes to ipport or Oppose any 


which may be proposed, and that 
any questions arising in connection with the 
progress of the bill and amendments shall be 
subject to the same understanding of five min 
utes, and that we terminate the bill. 


fhe VICK PRESIDENT. 


heard 


The Senate has 
stated in full, and it is 
understood that it is to be 
obeyed by Senators themselves, and of course 


the proposilion 


recorded. It is 

not to be entorce | by the Chair. 
Mr. WILSON. 

now adjourn, 
The 


| move that the Senate do 


motion was agreed to; and (at 


adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, May 8, 1872. 

The House met at o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Bur.er, 
D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

WEST WISCONSIN 


Mr. RUSK. I unanimous consent to 
have taken from the Speaker's table and con- 
sidered at this time Senate bill No. 671, to 
authorize the West Wisconsin Railway Com- 
pany to keep up and maintain a bridge for 
railway purposes across Lake St. Croix, at the 
city of Lludson, in the State of Wisconsin. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, 
after which objeciions to its present consid- 
eration will be in order. 


eleven 


RAILWAY. 


ask 


The bill was read at length. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Has this bill 
been considered by any committee? 

Mr. RUSK. It has been considered inform- 
ally by the Commitiee on Commerce, who 
have no objection to it. 


is there any | 


five 
o'clock and two minutes p. m.) the Senate | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
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term is not to be held until the corporate 
authorities of Syracuse shall agree, by order 
in due form entered upon their records, that 
such corporate authorities will supply, without 
any charge whatever against the United States, 
a suitable court-room in which to hold such 
additional term; and the court is not to be 
held if such room be not provided. 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 
me this bill ought to go to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 
Mr. DUELL. I will say to my colleague 
that it received favorable action from 
that committee. 
expense to the United States. 


has 


The corpor- 


ate authorities of Syracuse are to furnish the | 


court accommodations. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Are the peo- 
ple of Syracuse and the surrounding country 
informed of this measure and in favor of it? 

Mr. DUELL. They are. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 
objection to it among the New York delega- 
tion? 

Mr. DUELL. No, sir. 

There being no objection, the bill was or- 
dered to be engrossed and read athird time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DUELL moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SUPPLEMENTAL APPORTIONMENT BILL. 

Mr. MERCUR. I rise to a privileged ques- 

tion and call up the motion to reconsider the 


vote by which the bill (H. R. No. 1348) sup- 
plemental to an act entitled ‘*An act for the 


It seems to | 
| Alabama, and Florida. 


The bill contemplates no | 


Is there no || 


adds two to that number, making the aggre. 
gate two hundred and ninety-two. As is known 
to the House, the bill passed during the pres. 
ent session, and which has become a law, 
makes the aggregate of members two hundred 
and eighty-three, to which this bill adds nine, 
giving a member to each of tie following 
States: New Hampshire, Vermont, New York, 
Pennsylvania, Indiana, Tennessee, Louisiana, 
The only two States 
whose representation the existing law pro- 
poses to decrease are Vermont and New 
Hampshire. This bill, if it becomes a law, 
will allow to these States their present repre- 
sentation, three members each. P 
There has been a slight departure from the 
general rule I have enunciated, in order to 


| avoid leaving States with too large a fraction 


uurepresented. 

The general rule I state to be to give to each 
State a member that had a fraction greater 
than one half theratio of representation. This 


| supplement. however, gives a member to each 
| one of two States that havea fraction less than 


that, but each of which basa fraction so large 


| that it was deemed more just they should 


apportionment of Representatives to Congress || 


among the several States according to the ninth 
census’ 
on the Judiciary. 


The bill was read. It provides that from 


| and after the 38d day of March, 1873, the fol- 


No objection being made, the bill was taken | 


from the Speaker’s table, read three times, 
and passed, 

Mr. KUSK to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 


moved 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
CREEK ORPHANS OF 1832. 
On motion of Mr. SARGENT, by unan- 
imous consent, the Committee on Appropria- 
tions was discharged from the further consid- 


eration of a communication from the acting | 


Secretary of the Interior relative to an appro- 
priation required to the 
orphans of 1832 certain funds to which they 
are entitled under the treaty of March 24, 
1832; and the same was referred to the Com- 
mittee of Claims. 


restore to 


UNITED STATES COURT AT SYRACUSE. 

Mr. DUELL, by unanimous consent, intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 2693) to provide for 
an additional term of the district and circuit 
courts of the United States; which was read 
a first and second time. 

Mr. DUELL. I ask unanimous consent 
that this bill be considered and passed at the 
present time. It has received the favorable 
action of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill was read. It provides that in ad- 
dition to the terms of the district and circuit 
courts of the United States for the northern 
district of New York, a term of said court 
shall hereafter be held annually at the city of 
Syracuse, at such time as the judge of the 
district court shall appoint. But the additional 


Creek | 


lowing States shall be entitled to one Repre- 
sentative each in the Congress of the United 
States, in addition to the number apportioned 


to such States by the act entitled ** An act for | 


the apportionment of Representatives to Cen- 


| gress among the several States according to 


the ninth census,’’ approved February 2. 1872, 


| to wit: New Hampshire, Vermont, New York, 


Pennsylvania, !ndiana, ‘Tennessee, Louisiana, 
Alabama, and Florida. In the election of 
Kepresentatives to the Forty-Third Congress 
in any State which by this law is given an 
increased number of Representatives, the 
additional Representative or Representatives 


| allowed to such State may be elected by the 





State at large, unless the Legislature of said 
State shall otherwise provide before the time 
fixed by law for the election of Represent- 
atives therein. 
Mr. MERCOR. 


lowing amendments: 


I desire to offer the fol- 


After the word “ Florida,” in line twelve, insert 
the words ‘‘and be elected by separate districts as 
in said act directed.” 

After the word ‘* Congress,” 
insert “ only.’’ 

In line fifteen, strike out ** or Representatives.” 

Mr. BURCHARD. 
privileged report? 

The SPEAKER. It is a privileged ques- 
tion. The bill was some days ago printed 
and recommitted, a motion to reconsider was 
entered, and the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [ Mr. enous) now calls up the motion 
to reconsider. 

Mr. MERCUR. If members will give me 
their attention for five minutes [ will endeavor 
to explain the bill, so that all may understand 
it. The ratio of representation adopted by 
the bill is 131,425, which, by allowing an ad- 
ditional Representative to each State that has 
a fraction greater than a moiety, would make 
this House consist of two hundred and ninety 
members. This supplemental bill, however, 


in line thirteen, 


Mr. Speaker, is this a 


wus recommitted to the Committee || 





Qe 


Guteeseeaen 


have a member than they should be deprived 
of a member. Those two States are New 
Hampshire and Florida, and under this sup- 
plementary bill Florida gets a member for a 
traction of 56,323, New Hampshire gets a 
member for a fraction of 55,450. Thus it will 
be observed that each of those States which 
gets a member has a very large fraction over 
fifty thousand representative population. 

The whole representative population of the 
United States under the recent census was 
88.203,210. The total number of Indians not 
taxed within the States—those sustaining tribal 
relations—was 89,957. Deducting that from 
the total population of the States it leaves a 
representative population of 38,113,258, and 
itis by dividing that by the ratio taken here, 


| 181,425. the resultis arrived at as I have stated 


| to the House. 


jt is found by the bill prepared at the Cen- 
sus Bureau, submitted to the House when the 
question of apportionment was before it dur- 
ing the winter, as well as by the report of the 
Committee on the Judiciary which accom- 


| panies this biil, that this supplementary bill, 


which gives to these States this additional 


|| member, makes, perhaps, a fairer representa- 


| tion than any which can be adopted, in that it 
| allows larger fractions to be represented, and 





that it deprives of representation a lesser num- 
ber of fractions in the aggregate than any other 


| which can be fixed on as the proper number 


of Representatives. This bill, I believe, was 
unanimously recommended by the Committee 


| onthe Judiciary. 


I desire to read ‘again the number of States 
each of which gets an additional Representa- 
tive: New York, New Hampshire, Vermont, 
Pennsylvania, Indiana, Tennessee, Louisiana, 
Alabama, and Florida; and if no gentleman 
desires to speak on this question, or to ask a 
question, I will call the previous question. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I should like to 
know what the fractions are for which these 
States are allowed each an additional member. 

Mr. MERCUR. Florida, 56,823; Indiana, 
103,537 ; Louisiana, 69,710; New Hampsbire, 
55 450; Pennsylvania, 104,741; Vermont, 
67,701 ; Tennessee, 75,695 ; Alabama, 77,017. 
New Hampshire is the smallest of all, and 
Florida is next. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 


I wish to sug- 


"gest to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that 
| here are at least three of these States having 


| considerably less than a moiety. 


Mr. MERCUR. 
shire and Florida. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 


at this a moment. 


Two, only—New Hamp- 


Let me look 
Suppose we put these nine 


| in, and then take the total population of the 


United States and divide it by the new total 
of the House, and it changes the ratio of repre- 
sentation, and we are then left with other States 
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having fractions which, if these nine be ad- 
mitted, ought equitably to be entitled to addi- 


It 
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thorne, Willard, Williams of Indiana, 
New York, Jeremiah M. Wilson, 
and Wood—104. 


Williams of 
John T. Wilson, 
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TARIFF, 
The House accordingly resolved itself into 


tional members. seems tO me it breaks NOT VOTING—Messrs. Barry, Boles, Bright, Committee of the Whole on the state of the 

down through all system by which representa- Burdett, Roderick R. Butler, Campbell, Carroll, Union, (Mr. Scoriecp in the chair.) and 

. : . ae heretatore heen reached William T. Clark, Cobb, Creely, Croc ao Darrall . s. 

ive arrangement has heretofore been reached. Vitam 2. Ularn, | , ely, & Ker, A Arraii, -esume » eC sderal . | 

u es Sates. these great States it is quit Davis, De Large. Dickey, DuBose, Eldredge, Forker, || ™®S “ ed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 

These nine States, SE preat orares it IS quite || Garfield, Garrett, Goodrich, Hancock. John W. Ha- No, 2322) to reduce duties on Imports, and to 

likely may make a majorily here tor the pur- zelton, Hereford, Holman, Hooper, King, Kinsella, reduce internal taxes, and for other purposes. 

se of carrying through this bill. In referenee Lamison, Lansing, Lewis, Lynch, Manson, May- » CH: ; J i > We 

oe eee dines Mites kad nee | ard. McCrary, McKee, McNeely, Merrick, Miteh- |, 1he CHAIRMAN. The pending question 

to two or three of these Sta 68, 206 lana and | ayy. Moore, Niblack, Aaron F. Perry, Prindle, John || 18 upon the motion to strike out line nine of 

Pennsylvania, which have each a fraction over || M. Rice, W iam R. Roberts, Shanks, Sheilabarger, || the bill, which reads ‘‘on teas of all kinds 
‘ i saat te ar, Sloss, R. Milton Speer, Stevenson, Stowell ’ ' 

hundred thousand, it seems to me Certaiul Shober, Sloss, Rh. Milton Speer, Stevenson, Stowell, || san ee . 
e ity to allow them each an additi y rhomas, Twichell, Van Trump, and Walls—56. com COR pe pound. . 
great equity to allo ach an additional the anh tu lak Gin MEN Ga ths told Mr. DAWES. I would like to call atten- 
° “etere . 2K t > ‘ ag * M7tt ‘ c . 2 Lk ; : : : 
member, but in reference to these other States : tion to a mistake in the printed bill. On page 
ae 1 far below s ty ther was not agreed to. ; & 
which have fractions tar below a movety there o 5 . 3, at line twenty-six of the printed ball, 
is nu equity whatever iu allowing them an addi- The question recurred on seconding the || ghouid begin ‘* section three.” 


tional me mber. , 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I think in every 


demand for the previous cuestion. 
rhe previous question was seconded and the 


lhe CHAIRMAN. 


rected. 


That error will be cor 


case wherea State had a fraction over a moie ty main question ordered; which was first on Mr. DAWES. I desire, on the motion to 
it was given a member for that moiety. Cer- |; agreeing to the amendments reported from strike out tea and coffee, to make a statement 
tainly that is my recollection. I had charge | the Committee on the Judiciary. to the House of the present condition of this 
of the bill, and I believe in eve ry instance The amendments were agreed to. bill. 


where there was a fraction over a moiety an 
additional member was allowed. 
Mr. RANDALL. Would it be in order to 


make a motion to lay this bill on the table? 


Mr. RANDALL. 
amended be read, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


lask that the bill as now 


If this bill shall become a law it will have 
this effect upon the revenue—— 


Mr. SARGENT. 


Permit me to inquire if 


: ‘ 4 Be it enacted hy the Senate and House of Repre- the right has been reserved to fix the date at 

l object to this tinkering with the apportion- sentatives ofthe United States of America in Congress which this bill shall vo into effect ? 

ment. : 1333. “a te from and afte oy d ree March, Mr. DAWES. I will ask unanimous con 
Mr. MERCUR. I yield for a moment to $i3, the following States sha ye entitled to one 


the gentleman trom New York, [ Mr. Cox. ] 
Mr. COX. I see that by this bill an addi- 
tional member is given to the State of Penn- 


Representative each in the Congress of the United 
States in addition to the ae apportioned to 
such States by the act entitled “ An act for the ap- 
portionment 0 f Re presentatives to Congress among 


sent to reserve the right 
from the Ist day ot 
day, at the close of 


to change the date 
January to some other 
the consideration of this 


¥ 
. : the several States according to the ninth census,” bill. A ; 
sylvania and to each of several other States. | approved February 2, 1872, to wit, New Hampshire, No objection was made. 
How is that member to be elected ? Vermont, New York, Pe onsylvania, Indiana, Ten- Mr. DAWES. The bill in its present state 
Mr. MERCUR I will answer the geutle- || BeSssee; Louisiana, Alabama, and Florida, and be 


> 

The bill we have already 
passed, which has become law, provided that 
me mbers should be elected by separate dis- 


man’s questiou. 


elected by separate districts as in said act directed: 

Provided, That in the election of Representatives 
to the Forty-Third Congress only, in any State which 
by this law is given an increased nuinber of Repre- 


makes the following reductions of the duties 
and internal taxes- 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. 





Is this debate under 


sentatives, the additional Representative allowed the hve-minutes rule or the hour rule ? 
tricts and cont iguous territory ; and this bill to such State may be elected by the State at large, The CHAIRMAN. It is under the five- 
provides in general terms that the additional |) unless the Legislature of said State shall otherwise 


members shail be elecied in the same way. 


But it provides that the members to be elected 


provide before the time fixed by law for the election 
of Representatives therein. 


minutes rule. 


Mr. DAWES. The total reduction of duties 


; , and internal taxes effected by this bill will 
5 . 9 . . ° > f snevce ‘ t > a ain! ¢ ° . 
for the Forty-Third Cougress may be elected re DALL. | — suggest another || 5, $40,128,837 16. The items of reduction 
by the State at large, if the State shail not be a in — ee the Sparring 27 asa ne telton 
es ee ee aaa 2 re clear. e en > bi . : 
previously redistric ted. the " as ; : . , 66 F = - , Amount of Reduction. 
Mr. COX. That is, the additional mem- || let the words again be inserted ‘for the Porty- || Coad...sccssssssscsssssee usessesessssssnsersesrene $322,881 00 
ace : P onerr — , : Third Congress.’’ Ball sal secaiatediacedeaceeaatiieacslecieuesini tatiana decom’. 4a 
= . . . : Es 7 IR 1 a ee seather, and manufactures of........ ‘ 29,490 LO 
Mr. MERCUR. Yes, sir; at the first elec- || . Mr. MERCUI hose words are alr ady Cotton manufactures.......... saath 1,077,383 25 
tion if the State shall not have made a new in the bill. I aa not think a second insertion Wooi manufactures.......... cnethdalicesa” “Re a ee 
: nae 7 is necessary l[ron manutactures........., secsivadedsieitsch, ig ROR 
apportionment, but not afterward. I with- || 18 Necessary. hina sea 6 70 58 
draw the motion to reconsider, and move the Ihe bill, as amended, was ordered to be il toda sebher a eae are 53-07 61 
previous question. engrossed and. read a third time; and being || Gutta-percha manufactures............ 510 99 
Mr. RANDALL. I move to lay the bill on engrossed, it was accordingly read the third Straw manufactures AidshGeaiocveuclaaes ay 65, a Si 
the table. time, and passed. Lumber. bide tansosstbegedesacion 761,801 00 
The House divided; and there were—ayes Mr. MERCUR moved to reconsider the || All other SONNE isiisersciajeciatigntaade _ 014,605 00 
"QO ; ae ad oi 1 Free list, (includes tea and coffee) 17,500,976 67 
78, noes 68. vote by which the bill was passed ; and also tad 
Mr. MERCUR. I call for the yeas and || moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 26,140.837 16 
nays. on the table. Eniternial £OV OI WO isk ciccsce cocscicesscess . 13,983,000 00 
rhe yeas and nays were ordered. The latter motion was agreed to. Oa Be tie eh $40,128,837 16 
st Was lakes ¢& ( lL was cide y Twoo » 7 . -n rIVeTv ET a EEE 
The question was taken and i is decided BUSINESS OF JUDICIARY COMMITTEE te 
in the negative—yeas 80, nays 104, not voiing Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Does that 
<n . a, half . ‘ 
56 ; as follows: Mr. BINGHAM. On behalf of the Com- || including the ten per cent. reduction ordered 


Y EAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Archer. Averill, mittee on the Judiciary I ask that by unan- on yeste rday ? 
Beatty, Beck, Beveridge, Biggs, Bird, yams G. |; lmous consent Tuesday evening and W ednes Mr. DAWES. It includes the ten per cent. 
Blae, Braxton, James Brooks Varehrd, Preemas | day evening of next week be assigned for the || reduction and also the placing tea and coffee 
Crebs, Critcher, Donnan, Duke, Dunonell, Farns- consideration ot reports from that committee. || on the free list. 
poten Jarwoll, ¥inkelobars, Charles masher. jpensy Mr. BROOKS, of New York. At night? Mr. MAYNARD. Will the gentleman in 
» ‘oste . ’ a r .]> : . 

notes, iger 0. Somer, Gets, Grifith — lhe SPEAKER. At night. that connection tell us upon what basis he 
man, Hambleton, Hanks, Hurper, George E. Harris, Mr. BRE f ) Y This is ! ; 
Havens, Hawley, Hay, Gerry W. Hazelton, Hern- aa LOOKS, of New York. his is one | makes the calculation of the reduciion upon 
don, Houghton, Kerr, Marshall, McCieliand, Me- || of the most important committees of the || tea and coffee? 
Cormick, McGrew, McHenry, McIntyre, McKinney H rh y . 
Benjamin F. Meyers iin orthia te. eulenen. ,ouse. Mr. DAWES. Uponthe number of pounds 
senjamin F., Meyers, Morgan, Morphis, Orr, Palmer, Mr. BINGHAM I} ; : ; 
Isaac C. Parker, Perce, Price, Randall, Read, Ed- Mr. B a AM. 1ope the gentleman introduced into this country last year. 
za 5 : oe ~lcsie, Bannon, Bhurweed, pinto, will not object. Mr. MAYNARD. The last fiscal year? 
Slocum, John A. Smith, Stevens, Storm, Stoughton, a’ KY — Bice So aa : ee The 1, aera 
Batheriand. Avene, Terry, Waddell, Walden, Wal- Mr. RANDALL. I would rather give the Mr. DAWES. The last fiscal year. 
dron, Wells, Winchester, and Young—80. committee a day’s session for their work. Mr. MAYNARD. The last calendar year 
sole’ wee Bowe eg Meme ee, rere Mr. BINGHAM. I will agree to that. would show considerably more than that. 
arber, arnum, Bell, Bigby, Bingham, Arstin ie ' ee aE s : AWS =e 4 
Blair, George M. Brooks, Buckley, Butlinton, ben- Mr. RANDALL, Ovr experience for the Mr. DAWES. Very likely. 
jamin F. Butler, Caldwell, Cobarn, C »x, Crossland, || past few night sessions has shown us that we Mr. MAYNARD. During the last calendar 
Dawes, Dox, Duell, Eames, Eiiott. Ely, Frye, Gol- |) cannot get a quorum here at night. year the duty on tea and coflee was about 
laday, Hale, Halsey, Handley, Harmer, John T. The SPEAKER ines Lian olteail igk ii loll 
Harris, Hays, Hibbard, Hill. Hoar, Kelle y. Kellogg, he i VAIN. rere being objection || eighteen million dollars. vr 
Kendall, Ketcham, Killinger, Lamport, Leach, || the request cannot be entertained. “Mr. DAWKS. I desire, if I may be sup- 
wre MeJunkin,’ arene, eg iam. pect Mr. BINGHAM. I willchange my request, || ported by the majority, when we reach the 

3 ( s -viey acKard, ucKer, , . +n = ‘ es ?. . 5 
Heoes ‘Ww. Paritee. sb be ig ved adver Eli Perry, || and ask that Wednesday and Thursday ot next | portion of this bill relating to internal rev 
Peters, Platt, Poland, Porter, Potter, Rainey, Ellis || week, after the morning hour, be assigned for || enue, to further reduce it about ten million 
H. Roberis, Rogers, Roosevelt, Rusk, Sargent, |! business from the Committee on the Judiciary. || dollars upon stamps and those small provis 
Sawyer, Scofield, Seeley, Sessions, Sheldon, Shoe- ha . ee ; ; ° 
maker, H. Boardman’ Smith, Worthington ©. Mr. DAWES. Lobject to that proposition. || ions of law exacting taxes without any sufhi- 
Baith, Snapp, Snyder, ae ‘J. Speer, Sprague, || I now move that the rules be suspended and || cient remuneration to justify the annoyances 
tarkweather, Strong, St. John Sypher, oo 


wight Townsend, Washington Townsend, Turner 
Tuthill, Tyner, Upson, Vaughan, Voorhees, Wake 


the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole upon the special order. 


to trade. That would bring the total reduc 
| tion up to about fifty million dollars, the point 


man, Wallace, Warren, Wheeler, Whiteley, Whit- i The motion was agreed to. il to which the committee and the members of 
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the House, so far as I understand the senti- 
ment of the House, generally desire to bring 
the reduction. I have nothing further to say 
upon that subject. 

Mr. BROOKS, 
question pe nding? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ninth line, relating to tea. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Mr. 
man, | am obliged to go for that proposition 
House and the Senate have al- 
greed to it, and it has become a law. 
But | hope that measure will be followed up 
by the hke abolition or reduction of other 
parts of the tariff. When under the cry of a 
** free table’ 
cotlee those 


of New York. What is the 


Chair- 


be ause the 
ready it 


break fast 


was 


abolished, who carried that 


measure seized hold of the key of the position 
who wished to liberate the country | 


of those 
throughout the 


~ 


whole tariff; and they who 
held that key have had control of this bill. I 
propose now to show that in order to carry 
out the idea of a ‘* tree breakfast table’’ we 
great deal further than merely 
admitting tea and coffee free of duty. 

I have in my hand a list of articles necessary 
‘* free breakfast table.’’ Inthe 
first place you must have atable ; that table is 
generally of wood, sometimes partly of iron. 
It may be of marble, and then it will be avery 
dear table On the 
made the duty is thirty per cent. ad valorem. 
Tables generally havea little varnish on them, 


must go a 


to Constitute a 


and the duty on varnish is fifty-seven per cent. | 


ad valorem. ‘here are screws in the table; 

is not held together entirely by iron; and the 
screws, especially the wood-screws of Rhode 
Island, are *‘ protected’? by a duty of 
forty to one hundred and fifty per cent. ad 
valorem. ‘There is very often brass in a table, 


the duty on brass is forty five per cent. ad || 


valorem. Then you must have a table-cloth | 
which, if it be of linen, pays a duty of forty | 
per cent. ad valorem. Those who indulge in 


napkins for their table, must pay on them a 
duty of forty per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. KELLOGG. The gentlemaa willallow 
metocorrect him. On brass the duty is thirty- 
five per cent. 

Mr. BROOKS, of 
understand. 


New York. Ido not so 
Now, it is of no use to havea 
table and table-cloth unless you have dishes, 
and the people 
higher duty upon their crockery-ware for tabie 
use than they do upon their tea and coffee. 
duty on crockery—plates, tea-cups, saucers, 
milk-pots, &c.—is from forty to sixty per cent. 
ad valorem. On glass-ware, in which some 
indulge, the duty 1s forty-five fer cent. ad 


valorem, or if it be cut glass fifty per cent. ad | 


valorem. On casters and caster-stands the 


duty is thirty per cent. ad valorem, or if plated |) 


forty per cent. There is no use in having a 


table without spoons and knives ; and spoons | 


pay the enormous duty of forty-five per cent. 
ad valorem. 
thirty-five per ad valorem. Now, look 
at the tea-pot, from which we are to drink our 
tea. What duty does the tea- pot pay ? If 
of metal, forty-five per cent. ad valorem ; if of 
crocke ry, only forty per cent, ad valorem. 

Thus far we have the outfit for a ‘‘ free 
breakfast table,’’ but nothing upon it to eat. 
A ‘‘ free breaktast table ”’ 
to eat would be of very litile benefit to any- 
body. 
ions to supply this ‘* free breakfast table.’ 
if your bread has any lightening in it, or is 
made by the use of any preparation for raising 
bread, whether it be corn bread or flour bread, 
the tariaric acid used in making these ** bread- 
powders,’’ as they are called, pays tor the 
benefit of some of our manufacturers a duty 
of sixty-seven per cent. ad valorem. Then 
comes sugar; scarcely anybody uses tea or 
coffee without using sugar. 


Mr. MAYNARD. 
would put the duty on tartaric acid into spe- 


cent. 


It is to strike out the | 


| not necessary elements of life; 
| almost an essential element of life. 


the duty on tea and | 


wood of which the table is || 


from | 


| per pound, 


of this country pay a much | 


The | 


On knives and forks the duty is | 





without something | 


Now, let us look at the cost of provis- | 


wish the gentleman || 
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precisely how much that item costs us every | 


day. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Mr. Chair- 
man, the duty on sugar is ten times as enorm- 
ous as has been the duty on tea and coffee; 
yet no proposition for the reduction or aboli- 
tion of this duty on sugar has come from those 


| gentlemen who are so earnestly i in favor of a} 


‘* free breakfast table.’ 


Tea and coffee are 
but sugar is 
It enters 
into a great variety of articles of consump- 


tion. 


I see, Mr. Chairman, your gavel is about to 
fall. ‘* Strike, but hear’’ hereafter. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the 
motion to amend by striking out the clause 
imposing a duty of ten cents per pound on 
tea. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I move to 
amend so as to make the duty on tea nine 
cents a pound. Mr. Chairman, in order to 
constitute a ‘‘free breakfast table’’ it is 
necessary to have free sugar. Butthe duty on 
sugar is one and three tourths to four cents 
per pound; an enormous duty solely for the 
protection of the interests of one State, Louis- 
iana. ‘This is one of the very highest duties 
levied on any import. And yet the friends of 
the ‘‘free breakfast table’’ propose to leave 
the duty on sugar where it is. Even my col 
league from the city of New York, who is in 
favor of free tea and coffee, has not lifted his 
voice yet in favor of free sugar. 

What is the duty on provisions coming from 
Canada, coming across the line? On beef, on 
pork, on chickens, on a stray turkey, even 
from St. John coming over into Maine, or 
coming from Canada into any of the border 
States, the duty on those articles is one cent 
On butter it is seventeen and 
three fourths per cent., on cheese twenty-six per 
cent., ou vinegar fifty-two per cent., on pep- 
per one hundred and thirteen per cent., on olive 


| oil, which is a most unnecessary duty, and 
|| which is somewhat used at the breakfast table, 
| there is a duty of fifty per cent. 
| the duty is forty-six per cent; 


On mustard 
and on salt, 
which everybody uses, whether on a “ free 
breakfast table’’ or not, it now stands between 
one hundred and sixty and three hundred per 
cent., which it is proposed now to be allowed 
to remain. 

Mr. AMBLER, I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Let me run on. 

Mr. AMBLER. I object that it is not in 
order to discuss the general principles of this 
paragraph under the pretense of an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Youwill not 
gain any time by this process. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the point of order is 
insisted on, the gentleman from New York will 
be obliged to confine his remarks to his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. AMBLER. 
order. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I propose to 
insert these other articles upon the free list, 
so that we may really have a free breakfast 


1 insist on my point of 


| table. 


Mr. AMBLER. 
order. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I give notice 
that gentlemen must confine themselves in 
their remarks especially tothe pending amend- 
ment until | am allowed to go on. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I| believe 
the House has abolished all duty on tea and 
coffee, that the two Houses, together with ti 
Executive, have abolished the duty on teaaud 
coffee, and this amendment I understand to 
be on the part of the gentleman trom New 
York to restore those duties. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. No; 
reduce them to a lower rate. 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman’s motion is 


I insist on the point of 


cific dollars and cents, so that we may know || to put a duty on tea of nine cents per pound. 


’ 
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Tea free! Tea the Democratic party, when- 
ever it had power, made free, tea—which goes 
into the consumption of every farmer’s and 
laborer’s family—and yet the gentleman comes 
here and talks about the duty on marble tables 
and silver and cut glass and plated ware that 
garnish them. The farmers and laborers do 
not enjoy those luxuries, and do not pay the 
duties on them. Sir, by their well-paid labor 
they are able to enjoy comfortable meals and 
healthful subsistence for their families. If the 
gentleman from New York were to have his 
way there would be millions here as to tea and 
cotfee as the Irishman was who boasted that 
things that cost a dollar here might be bought 
in his native country for sixpence. 
why did you not stay there?’’ asked an inquis- 
itive bystander. ‘‘ Because a man could neéver 
get the sixpence.’’ [{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Is it in order 
to tell stories? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. The difficulty was that the 
man could not get the sixpence. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I make the 
point of order that the gentieman is telling 
stories. + 

Mr. KELLEY. It is better to tell a good 
story than a downright fib. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. It is not in 
order to tell a downright fib. 

Mr. KELLEY. I thought it was from what [ 
heard this morning. 

Mr. GARFIELD, 
tobacco ? 

Mr. KELLEY. If the gentleman from New 
York could have his way, the workshops of the 
country would be closed, or wages would be 
reduced to such a point as would not enable 
us to exclude the productions of Belgium, of 
Austria, of Germany, of France, or of Eng- 
land, where laborers are paid only about ove 
half or one third of the wages received by 
American laborers. There would be no break- 
fast tables, as | have said, for millions of the 
men who to-day are prosperous American cit 
izens. 

The millions who have come to us in the 
last decade, and are coming at the rate of 
nearly four hundred thousand this year, would 
not be coming, would not have come here, 
would not be American citizens, either in fact 
or in embryo, but would be starvelings and pau- 
pers, dying onthe streets of the richest city 
of the world, London. They would be with 
their children carrying from six to ten tons of 
clay per day and walking twenty miles to earn 
from sixpence to tenpence a day in the pot- 
teries of England, trom which the gentle- 
man would have us draw the furniture for our 
free-breakfast tabie. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BECK. I move to amend the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Brooks] by making the rate five cents, 
instead of nine. I desire to say, in answer 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. 
KELLEY, | that he is mistaken about the Dem 
ocratic policy in regard to free tea. From 
1792 to 1842, under all the Democratic ad- 
ministrations, a tax was kept upon tea. In 
1792 a duty of ten, eighteen, and thirty-two 
cents per pound was imposed. 

Mr. KELLEY. Does the gentleman claim 
Washington as a Democrat ? 

Mr. BECK. I believe he was not a Radical. 
But was not Jackson a Democrat? It was 
taxed during his whole term. AsI have said, 
by the tariff of 1792 the tax was ten, eighteen, 
and thirty-two cents per pound. During the 
war of 1812 it was twenty-four, thirty-six and 
sixty-four cents. Under the tariff of 1824 
it was twelve, twenty-five, and fifty cents. In 
the tariff of 1832, and under Jackson’s whole 
administration, it was ten cents a pound. So 
it remained until the high Whig tariff of 1842 
was passed, when they wanted just what is 
wanted now, protection on the same articles 
as those on which the gentleman from Peun- 
sylvania [Mr. KeuLey] wants protection. 


Then 


of Ohio. How about 
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Mr. WOOD. Willthe gentleman state what 


Mr. BECK. The gentleman will have plenty | Globe, they will see that the Committee of 


was the duty on tea when imported in American || of time afterward. I cannot yield. Ways and Means have offered a bill whieh 
bottoms? I chiefly rose, however, for the purpose of goes a great length in the interest of the 


Mr. BECK. The tariff was sometimes in || laying before the Housea table which members | people, and which reduces taxes, while net to 
one and sometimes in another form. I am not || ought to see, since the bill of the committee | the extent they ought to be 
going to argue that point, but I will say that || has been killed by striking out the enacting 
ths it was a partalsoof the system of monopoly. 
And I desire to say tothe gentleman from New 


reduce d, yet in 
the right direction, against monopolies, and in 
| clause. It shows what the Committee of Ways) favor of revenue. As the gentleman from Ohio 


| and Means propose to do in regard to the arti- || [Mr. Stevenson] said the other ds Ly, 


it is an 
York that I am sorry he has gone into this || cles enjoying high protection. honest bill as far as it goes. 
league to destroy whatever brings revenue that | The table shows the present rate of duty, The table I have referred to I ask to 


will interfere with the high protection pig iron || the proposed rate of duty, both rates reduced || have printed in the Globe as part of my re- 
is seeking to secure. \| to the ad valorem form, and the percentage of || marks. : 

Mr. McNEELY. Will the gentleman yield || decrease. When gentlemen come to read this There was no objection. The table is 
to me for a moment? | table, which I will ask to have printed in the || follows: 


as 


Statement of articles, with present and proposed rates of duty, amount of reduction, and percentage of decrease in the bill H. R. No, 2322, 


reported April 16, 1872. 
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iF t pery ind | | | a 
N O eent 20 cents per th, and 35 per et..| - | 16 cents per tb. and 30 per ct.. - 0 | 16 2-3 | 
) ndn ents cents per tb. and 35 per ect..| - 24 cents per lb. and 30 per et.. : 0 | 16 2-3 | 
0 lt 8 nts 40 cents per tb, and 35 per et.. 96 32 cents per Ib. and 30 per ect..| 79 7 | 171-8 |} : 
0 { ; souie keer esuabapncbed 0 cents per lb, and 5o per et.. 57 4-7 | 40 cents per tb. and 30 per et..| 48 50,870 | 161-2 | 
rawers, and other knit goods, value per. | 
to | i i | 
N POET GP IRI. secs corse oecunsnssheitipnaeanmansaneiat 20 cents per th, and 85 per ot. 88 | 16 cents per tb. and 30 per ct..} 72 1-10 48 | 173-4 | 
Over 40 and nt over 60 cents....,,,... 80 cents per lb, and 3 per et..| 86 6-7 | 24 cents per tb. and 30 per et..| 71 2-7 | 116 | 17 2-3 
() andl NOt OVEFT RO CONLS..........ceccceccssseesees 10 cents per lb. and 35 per et.) 32 cents per th. and 30 per ect. . 4 - 17 | 
) SO cent 50 cents per th, and 35 per ct.| 56 1-2 | 40 cents per tb. and 30 per et.) 47 1-2 | 1,914 | 16 1-2 5 
| il Value ype I u i | F 
Not over 4d NEON ees we rca at capheeooal acaba oan 20 cents per th. and 35 per ct. 59 3-7 | 16 cents per th. and 30 per ot.| - - 16 2-8 
Over 40 and not Over G0 CeNnts.........cccccecsecccereess 380 cents per lb, and 35 per et. | 93 1-5 | 24 cents per Ib. and 30 per ct.) 76 5-8 64 | 18 | 
i) i) ar r Ver 80 CONLS.....cccocccccccsce {0 cents per th. and 35 per ct | WwW 32 cents per tb, and 30 per ct.| 81 4y 18 
SOE BO BeNOR is cicccnrse nus svinvnsnsentasenesl wintdbucktheldestevinss 50 cents per I), and 35 per ot.) 72 1-2 | 40 cents per tb. and 30 per ct.) 60 330 | 17 1-4 
dat i pert i j | | 
Not r4 nts cael taisidildmadaianemaadal 20 cents per tb. and 35 per et. 91 1-8 | 16 cents per tbh. and 30 per et.) 80 { 3 16 2-3 
() Wand not over 60 cents as 30 cents per fb. and 35 per et. v4 24 cents per tb, and 30 per ct.) 77 1-4 | 306 | 17 7-8 
0 ind not over 50 cents 40 cents per fb. and 35 per et.| 89 1-5 | 32 cents per tb. and 30 per et.) 73 1-3 523 | 17 5-7 
Oy ente sana bali veabpeaeedsot W cents per lb, and 35 per et, 81 1-4 | 40 cents per tb. and 30 per et.) 67 | 39,847 | 17 1-2 
i W ed manutactures, not otherwise provided, } 
| value per poun | | | | Ss] 
Not over 40 cents at 20 cents per Ib. and 35 per ot. 87 1-3 | 16 cents per lb. and 30 per et.) 73 1,060 | 17 4-5 
| Over ind not over 60 cent 30 cents per Ib. and 35 per et. 5 24 cents per tb. and 30 per et.) 78 1-2 | 3,381 | 18 
| (by Hv and not over SU cents 40 cents per tb, and 30 per ct.) 87 2-5 32 cents per th. and ou per ct, 71 7-3 82,080 } 7 2-3 : 
235 Oy ‘ DR iis ssc <accacisecassacnddskaliienalindiani dD taht 50 cents per tb, and 35 per ct, 97 1-8 | 40 cents per tb. and 30 per ct.) 74 358,047 | 17 1-2 2 
236 | Endless belts, & an uateseal 20 cents per !b, and 35 per et. 56 1-8 | 16 cents per tb. and 30 per ct.! 46 7-8 | 8,815 | 16 2-5 7 
239 ( Buntu : ciieiinc hie sini 20 cents per th, and 35 per et. 117 1-2 | 16 cents per Ib. and 30 per ect.) 96 | 896 | 18 1-4 
t Wome snd children’s dress goods, value; | 
244 ( Not exceeding 20 cents..............ccsrsscocs-eeeces eedpleotd 6 cents per Ib, and 35 per et..| 69 1-8 | 5cents per th. and 30 per ct..) 58 5-8 | 687,427 | 15 1-2 
17 Exceeding 20 Gents............00....0.-ccecessees | Scents per Ib, and 40 per ct..| 65 1-8 | 6.5 cents per Ib. and 35 per ct.! 55 5-8 | 1,111,145 | 14 7-8 
9 Gray or uneolored, duty shall be 10 ‘per cent. ‘less | | 
‘ f i em j { 
: Wi ug 4 ounces and over per square yard..,........ 50 cents per Ib. and 35 per ct, 65 1-3 | 49cents per tb. and 380 per et.) 54 1-4 | 416,111 | 17 
0) { { ing j 
Rendy-made.., Seles p vcvsuntacsdiiuushayech@uiieesbused 1 00 Beat Ger and 40 nat oti 53 40 cents per Ib. and 35 per et.) 45 1-2] 10,160 | 14 1-3 
{Articles of wear onsen vosees seovseseotesowtecs wooee | 2 OONtS per ID. and 40 per ot, 63 1-2 | 40 cents per th. and 35 per et.) 46 1-2 | 154,065 | 13 1-2 
264 \ ! RG wis sins cquauens sienios efiaiind npakaiamieemamee 60 cents per tb. and 50 per et.| 94 7-8 | 40 cents per th. and 45 per ect.) 86 i 31,562 | 13 3-4 
Car) , Aubusson, & RO IES, i inccstniatecunianions SAEN 50 Be ONO I Ciccsiscics congenic iene 50) | - | - 
i Saxony, & 70 cents peryard and 35 pere 72 2-5 | 70 cents per yard and 30 pere.| 67 1-2 | 13,010 | 14 2-7 
: Brussels, (Jacquard M 44 cents per yard and 35 pere, 70 8-4 | 44 cents per yard and 380 per 2. 65 3-4 | 80,249 | 14 2-7 
J am velvet 40 cents per yard and 35 per e. 63 3-8 40 cents per yard and 30 perc.) 58 1-3 | 21,842 | 14 ei | 
, Tapestry Brussels 28 cents per yard and 35 perce.) 70 1-2 | 28 cents per yardand 30 per ¢.| 65 3-4 | 94,401 | 14 2-7 
s Treble ingrain 17 cents per yard and 35 pere. 53 9-10) 17 cents per yard and 30 pere.,) 48 7-8 | 1,050 | 14 2-7 
8 Venetian, two-ply, &e .| 12 eents per yardand 35 pere., 53 1-2 | 12 cents per yard and 30 per e,| 48 1-2 | 2,570 | 14 2-7 
Ny) Druggets, bockings, &e . | 25 cents per yard and 3 pere, v | 29 cents per yard and 30 perc.) 83 1-3 | 1,423 | 14 2-7 
Cotton mManutactures | } 
" Unbleached | 2) cents per yard............. ar 87 1-8 | 2 cents per yard........... peseqencesl GT G04 331 | 20 
Bleached ~ 3 cents per yard 47 5-8 | 24 cents per yard.................. | 39 3-10) 15,941 | 16 2-3 
208 Colored, &e......0 .. | 3¢ cents peryard and 10 perce. 51 7-8 | 24 cents per yard and oer es 40 | 54,562 | 28 4-0 
7 Unblea i we | & CONES PEF YArd.........ceccce ose 50 7-8 | 4 cents per yard..............00000./ 40 3-4 | 483 | 20 
7 B hed .| 5} cents per yard 39 5-8 | 4) cents per yard.. 32 2-5 | 226,210 | 18 2-11 
O- ot) Colored, & | 54 cents per yard and 10 pere. 55 1-2 | 4 cents per yard and 10 per C. “| 88 2-3 | 1,525 | 27 3-11 
L-314 Unbleached 5 CONS POF YALA .......cceescee vereee - | 4cents per yard... cece. Ba» - 20 
Bleached .| dbeents per yard - | 4 cents per yard...........cscccer - | - 18 2 I] 
LO- S17 Colored, & .| 5) eents per yard and 20 per e. 60 7-8 | 4 cents per yard and 20 pere,| 49 7-10 220,998 | 27 3-11 
‘ Unbleached | § cents per yari.............00..000+ - | 4cents per yard... enokieskel btiseet - - 20 
Bieached | 5$ cents per yard.. a - 1 4$ cents per Yard...........0...csse00 - - | 18 2-11 
cone ae XC... -srererenne sevens sessanesnecesnarsgenesee sets atesesnones ss eents per yard and 20 perc. - | 4 cents per yard and 20 per “| mal - 27 3-11 
ent enims, A« j 
, Unbleached wa... | 6 Gents per yard........... -| 34 | 5 cents per yard........0.....000008 | 28 1-2} $403 | 16 2-3 
} Bleached... 6} cents per yard... - | 5} cents per yard..................4 Pe - 15 5-13 
‘ hy GEC... coccrsevcesescecveces coccnvece ne cngessbeennges Sibiinetowen | 6} eents per yard and 10 p er ¢. ‘| 48 1-2 | 5} cents per yardand 20 per ¢,! 39 7-10 | 389 | i 
i Unbi ied one 6 CONtS Per VAard........cccereeesores - 5 cents per yard... seen} = a 16 2-3 | 
Bien i 6f cents per yard........ all 201-8 | 5) cents per yard............. 00000 | 17 | 34 | 159-15 
’ U DOG, BO reneinnitasonnn swiss atsnnnnte cis sepy aciieehboliaiivokhtnes 65 cents per yard and ib per c.} 63 5) cents peryard and lo pere’} 53 | 85,733 | 23 1-13 
Unbleached 7 cents per yard a 56 3-4 | 5b cents per yard.....cccccceseses| 444-5 28 | 213-7 
i Blk i ‘ | 7) cents per yard | 64 1-2 | 6 per cent....... 51 3-4} 55 2) 
a ' ST MOON. cnihcdibsbiesesacdsnsecnsanibensaidibeRiieniaebadiien ako 2 | 7} cents per yard and 15 he + 54 cents per yar i and 15 per eG. am > | 26 | 
S44 (No change ad ‘a wx. | BD POT CONL,,...cceeecerens covey papererced 35 | 3S POF COMte....ccrverserrsveveeeseereeee) SO . ms 
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STATEMENT—Continued. 
| - ) ~— — rary ——-—-—~_ 
Present tariff. Proposed tariff. é 3 | 
|___—_ ab} 3 
; S3 3 ” 8 
= Articles. | 5 2 Ss ° 
a ~ a2 os 
tot Rate of duty. és Rate of duty. | o§ a. oe 
= 5 Ss Bq & a 
& | | B38 33] ea | G6 | 
4 ” ms <q {| & | 
——— area tr ee ere | re nenee —_——_—_——| — memerees femme | ieee | ee -| 
855 | Spool-thread, 100 yards or less................ccssessssesesesers 6 cents perdozen and 30 perc. 711-8 | 5cents perdozen and 24 — 58 | 49. 870 | 18 
358 | Spool-thread, not over 200 yards..........s..0....cscececeeses 6 cents per dozen and 35 perc.| 76 5 cents per dozen and 28 pere.| 623-8 | 64,904 | 143-4 
Cotton thread, yarn, X&e.: | 
861-366 Value not over 40 cents per pound...............ecseeeees 10 cents and 20 per cent......... 46 1-4 | 8 cents and 16 per cent...........) 381-4} 1,479 | 20 
367 | Value over 40 and not over 60 cents per pound...... 20 cents and 20 per cent......... 58 1-2 | 16 cents and 16 per cent... 46 7-8 | 12.476 | 20 
368 | Value over 60 and not over 80 cents per pound...... 30 cents and 20 per cent......... | 69 1-4 | 24 cents and 16 per cent... | 481-4 R.OSL |! | 
870 | Value over 80 cents per pound,...............ccceceeseeeneee -| 40 cents and 20 per cent......... 44 3-8 | 32 cents and 16 per cent..,......) 35 1-2} 13.973 | 
373 | { Burlaps, &c., oil-cloth foundations or floor-cloth BE) BP OTs cacctisennsibaveseucctenese | 40 a 
canvas, not given separate in the home-con- | 
to sumption statement; no estimate can be made.... a ha a a - i} epebehl Wikcc iki ee | ~ é 
| Flax, &c,, not given separate; no estimate can be | | 
386 | SORRIED. sens oneae cat ON rE EE - | 
390 | pe TBR Hee SRC. A, SEG <BR AA A SS PRS oe ge PNM ONE Buiticcsaces oc oucinan cecevines 2) 10 per cent.. 10 761,801 | 50 
SO kD OOD Bik RET OG UOTE RO Dik cccecegntindssceveccests |Lesecsccescvecvessesveccneseéeceséccndcnscusdsens | - { 25 percent pe ae | - | | 
BOG | BP reemtOe, BO..0ps0 ser 9s serene pqeevepecaccsegspeveces sueuesinet wt OU per ton. 15 15 COWES DOR BO Dis css nese sccccisienece | 71-2] 1,001 | 50 | 
3u8 | Not separate; no estimate can be ™ ade. ° | 25 percent..,. 25 | - } 
400 | Not separate; no estimate can be made. be Sia at - |. cent per fb......... ; ‘ ; ; 
403 | Corks, manufactured, GD ncadarnsceemaledbsedinidackah proves abaed’ | Cl WOR MG concetecs savedes 50 30 per cent...... | 380 28,915 | 40 
405 Ave tic acid.,,........ ssdesaiiopakaracdeaeeed sclidpnathanesiulpeiesbinehue dvs . | 2) cents perlb.; 80 cents per Ib..| ~ | 6 cents per tb........ sell - ° | 
406 | Carbolic liquid.. FO DGRER DOP Diss ssveeeserscsrsercaces 10 1 1D: DOE BONG sscissieospaconsgercesanesed 10 
406 | Ch illic acid.......... $1 50 cents per ID...........000-c0se0| 107 Mee | 7 1-3 95 lan 1-3 | 
407 | Sulphurie acid, (1 1 cent per ib 31-4 | 1 cent per th. indicekewoeleeunel <a e - - 
408 | Tannie acid.. i BO UD DD 0. cc Jack sadhaudesteeseumaasus 169 Oe gia soe cieds cen taervaaitdi SO | 10 | 50 
403 | Tartaric acid... eee | 20 vents per ea nciasebaniieinconensins 67 | ES) CORED TGP WY co ccceccswosseecaesaties| OO 7a 28,853 | 50 | 
| Acetates: 
409 DMR MANIIIED, ic52éciscitsticepdbited ce Creimecdabdbedschecsbboncqgesivectdd | 10 GORON DOE Biscs ives sopeluscbbeseien 23 25 centa per fb... | 1/165 5-7 | 
410 | Baryt cc.ccerseeessseccceseereeren cneeesneesseeaneonens easebirednnegerpe 40 CONtS POF 1D... repceccescesceecerees - L 25 Gente Der TD éccscceccccocsaccccce - | 7 1-2 
410 a dae gee RP GETKAM TOS TDs sis oscin ssresseoteswnees - 25 cents Se) are ie » 0 | 
411| Lead, (brown)............ 20 cents per pt a 1{5cents per fb. | 1 (5 | 
411 Lead, (white). aoe 20 cents per Ib. § "*"""""""? on 110 cents per th. } renerreeepenegoets =, Mo yy } 
412 Magnesia. ..........e00 DU COMES POF TD vosspapenspicegyeacssnns - | 25 cents per Ib ~ . 1 50 
413 co ee picciditithinnnaiinndedidigémeavensscctehediptebnaneieene 20 BONES DOT DO vedkescinentasesesswes 50 | 25 cents per [b.,. 16 2-3 | 2 | 66 2-3 
413 TS | 50 cents per th . | 25 cents per tb oo" 0 ) 
414 Strontia | 50 cents per tb re - | ¥5 cents per Ib a je 0 
415 Zine., 50 cents per Ib pidercieeit 00 25 cents per Ib.. | 25 » 5) 
416 | Blue vitriol, (see ‘line 181). ae COMED DOE ID. .c. csciacspossavacqesonct a adic ir la le il ee arwedi ieee - - - 
MT FWRI NE IRD, ceca cascnpeseevanpeaseabsrantéecebboscessd gasees'gisecn FO CUTE DOP WO secedecipiccccveviccsass 202 3-4 | 15 cents per th. 101 3-8 | 93.628 0 
418 | Camphor, refined.. 40 cents per Ifb.... 172 20 cents per tb... 8&6 | 05 | 50 
419 | QUIDIG......0.00,-c000 - Ser NE MRE i cencnthacceuccteccstetite | 45 25 per cent ...... 25 } 2.452 | 44 
UEP | RRMA EIS MSRLEN oe nics eisen Sapagnnsinabqueiehsvesigeeeg geen L) BP COMER MOF UD i scsescnssnssuces séeoes 55 1-2 | 5 cents per fb...... 18 1-2] lo 6 
421 | Saltpeter, TERME -....200 .esccecccesces | 3 cents per fhb..... 511-4 | 3 cents per ID ...........cccccces ses rt 1-4) 0 *) 
22 | Saltpeter, partially refined 2 cents per tb... IS BE {BS Conte DOR TW vinci ccccsccscnsvevsacace | 73 | - } ) 
Sak A SOME COLD. cc cdesidtas chs resgcemysoanates | ¢ cent per tb.., | 521-4 | 4 cent per tbh | 261-8 | 74,270 | 50 
424 | Soda ash.... FB OGRE, OP DE cnscsecn sieasevecentones 301-2 | ¢ cent ae iio cn ; 151-4 36.3.576 0 
425 | Santonine BE GTB ssovenuxcosgenpssaecesedesn vagy 813-8 | $3 per scicpnapcnateducagiedeaciickisedt, SER Cee | 1,965 | 40 
420 | Strychnia os $1 50 per ounce 621-2 | $1 aor DUO tines sdeithccscccivieclsl “ER 8} 331-8} 
427 | Medicinal preparations.... a OP BOE cc cscnyece 40) 30 per tt at | 80 18,583 | 25 
Oe FBO POI 6 MO x sexs scaceiyes > coeiene , $150 per gallon... 195 Sl perg rallon ..... 130 52 | 33 le 
432) Rum essence or bay-rum esse nce or oil. Be OE OOD cvcnancieviacesscessacuass 800 | $1 per ounce 400 160 ) 
432 | Books printed, DOWNAL......060 100000 sccces sassssee Weenies pcubidnd 25 per cent 25 P ELE COMES POE DO ikii chives cccevcvvesss - - | 
437 | Newspapers, Xc., unbound] 25 per cent... 25 | 6 cents per th | - - 
439 | Sized printing papery}.. a - | 28 per cent : 
Silk ribbons, part of cottons. A sae a | Ts 
BED Mie ick viens ndddedbseysbiisduccns Siscanpcshie bshidneabbeiagvennsiedacs - | at 1,607.13 0 | | 
eee 
ORIEN ci cncneidis eisai Riei a cataunna Ne Manieee hin adsaewanatibeucubs ie lana Rawatuasonddiehdendyvanplitsedasiieeomaines } - sad vscchahancsaeideasdebaenensneremnennanies - | $15,348, 704 - 


* No change. + Increase, 

Summary of leading articles and their reduction. 

$2,348 639 
2,949,309 






88] 

615 9,522 
Leather, and manufactures of. eee 20,490 
STOD, SOG. WSN ULACCBPCS Of, y0<cgsss-epcccepec peeves 2,175,191 
Steel, and manufactures Of,...,...,..c00.ccecceseee 747,950 
Copper, and manufactures Of..........00..2see0ee 57,763 






Wool, (raw).... 
Woolen manut 





Me EN ois vScpnieis scvthiwesb evaderekostiones 214,545 
COLLOM GARI MIMORUALON, 050550505 ceccces cadcsces <odocoees 778,075 
Pee eee ie a sea 761'8 l 
Chemicals, drug 684,556 
All other articles be nas ae Be 30,219 
PMI Fab ecdencclocsc sdecckesesebvakinavects sasatnc tie tuewvetes 1,607,130 





ROGid edi ba nism inne ancqo eet ee 


Internal revenue. 


I cctacs sccotenriat eke et .cs eh se secsgautitad $6, 720,000 
RUINS hcdea tude b dvbes hksavsaconebeas Gdighan Gioe set abdepeugivkty 2,573 

RA AOR MAREN iss 6s sing insdcanbi eve od4erer<atp ised 2'250,000 
Bank checks, (stamp).......9.-.c++-++9- we 1,250,000 





Agreement stamps, (estimated).. 100,000 


BN 5h tht cael ade. chet Bali ees cack cues $12,893, 23 
Semen OR CMMI ge arece  e Sk. 2 818,34 704 


12,803,123 


12 1, $27 





Reduction on internal revenue.... 


ees is 


Notse.—The above reductions made on acl of 
quantities under the present tariff; if on amount of 
duties received, there will be to add on the above 
additional on tea $1,277,077, on coffee $2,021,170, and 
big iron $137,211—total, $3,435,458, 


t No quantities 


il 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I rise to op- 
pose the amendme nt. Ido not want to ae 
the rate of duty cut down to five cents. I asl 
the attention of the committee and espec ially 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. 
KeLLey,| who has spoken very pathetically 
this morning, to a few questions. Ilask, what 
is the use of giving the people of the country 
free tea and coffee, if for the benefit of the 
people represented by that gentleman you 
keep up the duty on ranges and stoves on 
which you boil your tea and coffee at seventy 
per cent. ad valorem? What is the use of 
giving them free tea and coffee if you keep up 
the duty on the kettle and hollow ware at 
forty-six per cent. ad valorem? What is the 
use of giving them free tea and coffee if on 
the tin cup from which they drink it you keep 
up @ duty of thirty-five per cent. ad valorem? 
What is the use of giving free tea and coffee 
if upon the copper kettle you keep up a duty 
of forty-five per cent. ad valorem? What is 
the use of giving free tea and coffee if for the 
toasting-fork, the toasting-fork you 
for toasting your bread, a duty is kept up of 
seventy-two per cent. ad valorem ? 

Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Hush 
[ Laughter. ] 


very 


use 


W hat is the use of giving free tea and coffee || which is used in your kitchen, if not 


now returned; no estimate can be made. 


@ No estimate can be made of reduction. 


if upon the pan in which the poor man fries 
his cakes you keep up a duty of forty-six per 
cent. ad valorem? What is the use of free tea 
and free coffee if upon the hollow ware you use 


| in your kitchen you keep up a duty of forty-six 
| and ahalf percent. ad valorem? Talk notto me 


of free tea and coffee when upon the 
the poor people use to kindle their 
keep up a duty of forty-three per 


very coal 
fires you 
cent. ad 


valorem, and upon the very fire-wood in 
ported across the line from Canada and New 
Brunswick you keep up a duty of twenty per 


cent. ad valorem. 
Mr. PETERS. Fire-wood is on the free list. 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York. ‘There is a 


duty of twenty per cent. ad valorem on fire- 
wood 

What is the use of 
upon the very 
your plates and ¢ ips 


free 
soap with w 


and 


coffee if 
you wash 


you keep 


tea and 
hich 


saucers, 


up a duty of forty-five per cent. ad valorem? 
If upon the very woolen rags with which you 
wash your iron dishes and kettles you : CVD & 


duty of twelve cents per pound and one hun 
dred and eighty per > If upon 
your towels, with which you dry your dishes 
if of linen, you keep up a duty of forty | 
cent., and if of cotton a duty of from sixty- 
five to seventy per cent.? Upon the very water 
agrawn 


cent. ad valore mn 


3204 


out of wells, if in the cities it runs 


through 
and three 
per pound on the lead of the 
thirty-five per cent 


pipes, you keep up a duty oft two 
quarte! 
pipe, and of 


brass taucet 


cents 
upon the 
draw it; and 
which you bring 


through which you 
upon the very water-pall in 
water, upon the } 
you levy a duty of from one and a quarter to 
oue and three quarter cents per pound, ‘That 
will do for the pre ent; more hereafter. 

{ Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. KELLEY W hat 
iron mines? What is the use of having coal 
beds? What is the use of 
forges, rolling-mills, and 

is the use of 

the way of developing the 


country W hat 


iron hoops upon those pails 


is the use of having 
having furnaces, 
workshops of any 
kind? What doing anything in 

resources of the 
is the us 


e of keeping public 


chools, and having children go to them, and 
paying their parents such wages for their work 
Lihat the y can Keep them there ? Why, sit, they 


do not do that in 


Kengland. 


itin Treland, with which the 


They do not do 
gentleman from 


New York [Mr. Brooks] draws contrasts. 
Why should you have your working people 
well clothed and well housed? What is the 
use of it, asthe gentleman says about all these 


W hat is the use of rais 
ing the laboring people above the idle, 
ployed, and ragged bog-trotter ? 


use Of having them at work, 


Various pl tections? 
unem- 
W hat is the 
when they could 
in your work-houses and alms- 
fourteen hundred thousand British 
to day i 


be living idle 
houses, us 
citizens are 

l ask again, what is the use of allthis? If 


that it is to make your 
country great and powertul, 


you will answer me 
to make her citi- 
zens prosperous, then you answer all the ques- 

tions put by the New York, 
imposing the 
to which the gentleman refers is pre 
cisely that of enabling us to develop our re- 
to people our country by bringing 
hither the oppressed of all lands, bringing 
here their hopes, their aspirations, their skill, 
their genius, and under our 
becoming men themselves, and making en- 
lightened American citizens of their children ¢ 
making our country what this decade, when it 
shall close, will show it to be, the foremost 
nation of the world in productive industry, in 
and also, at the rate our 
imports and exports have increased and are 
now increasing, and with the decadence of 
(rreat Britain going on rapidly as it is, fore- 
most in foreign trade, 


gentleman from 
| Mr. Brooks. | The use of 


duti 


surces, 


free institutions 


internal commerce ; 


lhese are the uses of free tea and coffee, 
and high duties upon those articles in which 
the ill-paid laborer of Europe could compete 
with tue American artisan in any department 
of life. Ithink | have shown the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Brooks] that there is 
some use in some thing, at any rate. 

Mr. WOOD. IL had supposed that we had 
discussed this question of free tea and free 
coffee, that we had acted upon, and that it was 
entirely dispose dof. Both Houses have 
passed a bill making tea and coffee free, and 
the President has approved the bill; and there- 
fore it is really not a proper question for dis- 
I have not risen, there- 
fore, for the purpose of rediscussing a ques- 
tion which | thought was disposed of by Con- 
gress. I desire to say a word in reply to my 
triend Pathe Kentucky, [Mr. Bre 7 who ex- 
pressed very great cag at find ng me, as 
he says, with the protectionists of 
Pennsylvania in favor of protecting their pig 
Iron. 

Now, sir, [am really and in fact but follow- 
ing the example of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, who 1s upon the record as having in the 
month of March, 1869, voted directly with me 
upon this question on a re solution introduced 
by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Morgan, } 
proposing to put these articles on the free list. 
But because | believe, and have so stated to 
the House, that in reducing imposts we should 
look to the interests of the great body of the 


cussion at this time, 


acting 


THE CON 


it bushel, 


oppression Bry yet 


consumers of the country; because I have in 
followin these articles, tea 
and coftee, as proper to be place d upon the 
free list, the gentleman t hinks lam ae ling in 
the interest of the Well, sir, 
if | were unkind enough to retort in that same 
spirit, I could say that the motive 
aa him is to protect a cert 


a2 } } ‘ 
gy this rule seiecte d 


protectionists. 


which 
ain class of 
articles imported by English importers in the 
city of New York, who are very great free- 
traders provided the duty is taken off the arti 
cles they import. They care not how high the 
duty may be upon everything else that comes 
into the country, provided the duty on their 
particular articles be reduced so as to enhance 
their profits and increase their enormous 
wealth. I do not represent any such people. 
J am here to represent LO the best of my ability, 
upon a question of this character, the people 
of the whole United States. I am not to be 
controlled, nor frightened, nor coaxed from 
the discharge of my “whole duty according to my 
understanding and ace -ording to my conse lence 
‘The importers of New York cannot influence 
my vote, The people of my own district can- 
not influence my vote against my own sense 
of right and justice and duty to the whole 
American people. Therefore, | say again that 
while | beleve the gentleman from Kentucky 
| Mr. Beck] has upon this question discharged 
his duty in the same spirit of independence as 
I have discharged mine, 
assailed me, retort by sé 
agent of English importers, but I am the rep- 
resentative of the whole people, whose inter- 
ests are at stake in this question. 
Mr. COX. J make a 
‘ly to what has fallen from my honorable 
sale ague, |Mr. Woop.] He has made a sort 
of attack upon the importers of New York. 
| do not represent them any more than he 
does. I represent a class of people whose 
commodities are cheapened by having less duty 
on imported articles ; and whenever we make 
a fight here for importers we make a fight for 
the body of the peop m= who, so far as we re 
duce the tariff, are enabled to buy cheap goods. 
I bave no coneern in the quarrel between the 
gentleman from Kentacky and my honorable 
colleague, because I have consistently voted 
against taking off the duties upon tea and 
coffee. Why? Why have gentlemen from 
Pennsylvania circulated petitions ail through 
the iron and coal districts for the abolition of 
the duty on tea and coffee? Why is it that 
the protectionists always come forward in favor 
of tree coffee and free tea? Itis because, 
Mr. Chairman, as we all know by this time 
through the which 
here, that wherever we 
revenue—wherever we take off a duty every 
dollar of which goes into the Treasury—it gives 


desire to 


discussions have arisen 


these cormorants of protection a greater show | 


hereafter to keep up their large tariffs upon 
iron and steel, and such articles. 

Just look for a moment at the effect of this 
abolition of the duty upon tea and coffee. It 
is especially pertinent to discuss this in view 
of what fell from the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Dawes, ] in opening the debate. 
He said that over seventeen million five hun- 
dred thousand dollars of revenue had been 
dispensed with by reason of the abolition of 
the duty on tea and coffee. 

Mr. DAWES. I gave that as the amount 
of the reduction by the proposed free list, in- 
cluding tea and coffee. The amount on tea 
and cotfee alone is $15,800. 

Mr. COX, That is enough for my purpose. 


The $15,800 which we have been de riving as | 


I] might, if [ wished | 
to reply to him in the spirit in which he has | 
aying that [ am not the | 


remark in | 
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scheme for a ‘‘free breakfast table!’’ He 
would keep up the duty on wheat and barley 
The only articles which he would put on the 
free list are sauer-kraut and bologna, and very 
little of these seems to be imported. [ Laugh- 
ter. | 

Sut the main point in this debate is that 
these men from Pennsylvania (I will not say 
my colleague from New York) propose to con- 
tinue to collect $60,000,000 annually upon 
iron, hammered and unrolled—railway iron. 
Sixty-eight million dollars is the amount of 
the enhanced price paid by consumers of such 
iron under the present tariff; on steel, $6,750,- 
QUO; on copper, $4.200,000; on wool and 
woolen fabrics, $94,000,000 ; on cotton fab- 
rics, $75,000,000 ; on materials for boots and 
shoes, $18,000,000; on printing paper, over 
twelve million dollars; on salt, $4,200,000; 
on coal in the New England States and New 
York alone, some eighteen or nineteen million 
dollars; making in all $306,340,000 paid to 
these monopolists in order to get some sixty- 


| eight, million dollars into the Treasury, and the 


gentleman from Pennsylvania proposes to keep 


| up that system, and in order to keep it up more 


effectually, he would strike down pure eco- 
nomic revenue coming from tea and coffee. | 
have been all the time in favor of retaining the 
tax on those articles. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Penusylvania, in that vein of argument 
which always clings to him and characterizes 
all he says, has undertaken to inquire of this 
House, in a spirit of ridicule, what use there 
is in this country for iron ore, for steel, for 
furnaces, for forges, for wills of any kind? 
Why does the gentleman ask a question of 
this sort? Is it because he wants the House 
to gather from what he says that the country 
is indebted for all these things to protection, 
to bounty, to robbery of the “people, in order 


' to enable a few men in Pennsylvania or some 





reduce the actual || 





an annual revenue from tea and coffee ‘has | 


goue into the Treasury. 
Peunsylvania [ Mr. 
talks about the Irishman and about this land | 
of ours which receives all men ‘‘flying from 
he would vote to keep the 
potatoes at twenty-five cents a 
[Laughter,] That is a part of his 


The gentleman from 


tax upon 


KELLEY] Comes here and | 


| 
| 
| \ 


where else to open coal mines, or iron mines, 
or a bed of ore of any kind? It is time the 
Representatives of the people should let the 
people know that to protection they are in- 
debted for none of these things. They exist 


| by the generous gift of God Almighty, and 


their development is due to the labor, toil, 
sweat, and energy of the people of the United 
States, and that development has come in 
spite of protection; not because of it, but in 
spite of it, and but for the burdens imposed 
by protection would have been tenfold greater 
to-day than itis. And for this [| can refer to 
the experience of other nations, which expe- 
rience he attempts to ignore, or to belittle, 
or to keep concealed. But he cannot suc- 
ceed. The people read and reflect. They 
are not mere gudgeons, to be used to pay trib- 
ute toa few. They know that the successful 
experience of any naiion in a great matter of 
publie policy is worth a thousand-fold more 
than the interested outery of bounty-fed om- 
nopolists. I intend for myseif to be honest 
with my people, with all the people, and to 
know no favorites in making laws. 

Mr. Chairman, what it is that disturbs the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KeLiey] 
and those who coUperate with him is not that 
we are unwilling to take any tax from the peo- 


| ple, but it is because we want to take the 


bounties from the backs of people. We are 
willing they shall pay tax, and all honest men 

want to pay tax to support the Government ; 
but they do not want to pay bounties. They 
do not want to make contributions to the rich 
men of the country, who are rich enough 
already. We do want to make our country 
great and powertul. We want to make it 
great and powerful by developing the greatness 
| of our resources, capacities, and institutions. 
But we do not wish to make it great by com- 
pelling its oppressed sons of toil to pay both 
taxes and tribute. We want to repeal tribute, 


That 


bounty, and to continue honest taxes, 
is what the intelligent people want. 


Fy 
x 








an 


— ——_ 


7 a < 
Pehe apt nae a a 


1872. 


Mr. Chairman, the gentleman talks to-day, 
as it is bis chronic habit to do here, about 
the laboring men of the country, but when he 
utters one word for the laborer of the country 
he utters nine at least for protection, for the 
rich and the monopolists. When he utters 
one word in the interest of the toiling millions 
he utters nine in favor of bounty to protec- 
tionists, men who by the aid of his laws are 
able to appropriate more than ninety per cent. 
of the earnings of the toil and sweat of the 
people. 

Now, why did the gentleman antagonize the 
bill offered by the majority of the committee? 
The bill offered by him made pretty large reduc 
tions, but almost every one of his reductions 
was made oun things on which the taxes are for 
revenue alone, not one being for protection, 
not one of his proposed reductions being for 
the purpose of reaching these bounties. 

| wish to reduce taxes where the reduction 
will not only reduce the tax, but the bounty 
too. Thusl would save to the people of the 
country, and to the labor of the country, four 
dollars in bounty for every dollar I save in 
taxes on protected articles. ‘Taxes for protec- 
tion are not for revenue, and they never 
reach the Treasury. They are gathered by the 
favorites of the Government. The Govern- 
ment of Great Britain, the abused and (by pro- 
tectionists) hated Government of Great Britain, 
has no favorites, imposes no tax on part of 
her people for the use of other portions, 
but treats all alike, taxes all in reasonable 
proportions for revenue alone. ‘That is the 
reason protectionists hate England. But that 
is the reason why | have respect for her and 
for the sturdy honesty and equality of her 
laws. 

‘There is no need of protection in this coun- 
try. Everybody who is not an idiot knows 
that the wealth of this country needs no pro- 
tection. It rules labor already with absolutely 
autocratic sway. And I ask, why should we 
go further in giving aid to capital? Let us 
look toward the poor, and the people, and 
make laws that will do them justice. That is 
what we should do. 

{ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to say a word or 
two in regard to this abolition of the duty on 
tea and coffee, the bill effecting which was 
adopted, I am glad to say, by both Houses of 
Congress, and which was quickly signed by the 
President. ; 

[ maintain, sir, that there were two good 
reasons for taking off this duty. It had per- 
haps been justifiable as a war necessity, but 
it wasa tax which reached every man, woman, 
and child. ‘The benefit, therefore, of the abo- 
lition of the tax extended everywhere. In ad- 
dition, it reduced the revenues of the Govern- 
ment to an extent exceeding fifteen million 
dollars, and thereby decreased the temptation 
to Congress to waste the public revenues, 

Now, I wish to tell the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Kerr] a few facts connected with 
the city which I have the honor in part to rep- 
resent. The presenting of these facts may 
assist the intelligence of that gentleman, or if 
not his intelligence, that of some other mem- 
ber of this House. What do we find by the 
census? Why, sir, the census of 1870 devel- 
ops the fact that there were 361,000,000 of 
wages distributed in that city among one hun- 
dred and thirty-seven thousand men, women, 
and children. And was | to cast my vote so 
as to impair the prosperity of those people? 
Never ! 

Moreover, there are eight thousand three 
hundred large and small manufacturing estab- 
lishments in the city of Philadelphia employ- 
ing capital to the amount of $200,000,000. 
And in the year 1870 there were $18,000,000 
worth of raw material used ; and the indusiri- 
ous people whom | have the honor in part to 
represent produced $34,000,000 worth of 
manufactures. And yet gentlemen who stand 


down such interests as that. I am glad that 
I have nerve and courage sufficient to resist 
them, whether they are inside or outside of 
my party. 

{Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Chairman, the people of 
this country are quite as competent to decide 
this question of the duty on tea as we ourselves 
can be. Gentlemen on the other side of the 
House speak as though they were the oniy 
persons who had judgment to decide this ques- 


| tion. Now, the people know just as much about 


this question as we do. Asa matter of fact, 
| think the constituency of any gentleman on 
this floor is just as competent to decide this 
question asthe Representative himself is. lor 
my own district, | can say with a great deal 
of satisfaction that the one hundred and sixty 
thousand people whom I represent are wiser 
on the questions we decide here than | am, 
or than any other Representative they ever did 
elect or ever can elect can be. If other cou- 


| stituencies do notstandin the same relation to 


| and taxation. 


their Representatives, | am sorry for the con- 
stituency. 

Now, as to the matter of fact, the people 
of this country are more unapimous upon the 
question of the reduction or the abolition of 
the duty on and coffee than upon any 
question connected with the subject of tariff 
Kverybody agrees there shall 

(he people are united upon 
the question of reducing or abolishing the 


tea 


be a reduction. 


| duties on these articles; and wisely so, be- 


cause, as the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{Mr. Ranpauu| has said, the tax on these 


| articles reaches more people than any other. 


There is not a class; there is not a section ; 
there is not an individual; there is no one 
young or old who is not affected and benfited 
by the aboliuon of this duty; not one. The 
benefit is extended in a greater degree by 
bringing tea and coffee within the reach of 
every family, of every member of every family 
throughout the whole country, than it can be 
by any other change of the tariff in any manner 
or way Wuatever. 

Gentlemen on the other side talk about pro- 
tection as robbery; but, sir, there cannot be 
oue dollar levied on any imported article that 
is not protection to somebody in some degree. 


| The alternative of what they call protection, 


when you come to the abstract principle, is 
direct taxation according to the numbers of 
the people. If gentlemen want to protest 
against protection in any form they must, upon 
the abstract principle, take the only alterna- 
tive, which is direct taxation. That is pro- 
vided in the Constitution. It was intended 
that the Government should be supported by 


| one or the other of those principles—either by 


direct taxes or else by the duty on imports. 
I charge upon the Democratic party of this 
country, by their continued warfare upon the 


abstract principle of protection, the continu- 


here pretending to be patriotic would strike i 


ance of these high tariffs. If they were ready 
to accept a moderate tariff, such as the inter- 
ests of the country demand, they would find 
the people ready to accept such a tariff, but by 
trying to do away with everything that bears the 
form of protection, they compel all men who 
are in favor of reduced taxes and a moderate 
tariff to join themselves to tuose who, like the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Ke.ey, | 
go protection wild on what they call a prin- 
ciple. 

Let them accept a reduction of taxation. If 
they will accept the principle of protection 
which hecessarly accompanies the imposition 
of one dollar or one dime or one cent on im 
ported articles, then let them accept the prin 
ciple as an alternative for direct taxation, and 
there will be then no difficulty in establishing 
a tariff which will be acceptable to all sections 
of the country. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

the CHAIRMAN. Debate 1s 
upon the pending amendment. 


Mr. BECK. 


exhausted 


I withdraw my amendment to || 
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oll 


the amendment, and move to 
amendment so as to make 


amend the 
the duty on tea two 
lam not , 
this debate, and | would not 
because | know that 


cents per pound. going to prolong 


linve risen now, 
tree tea 
that | 


rise _ to 


and coffee is a 
foregone conclusion ; admit, 
reluctantly. But I say to my friend 
from New York, [Mr. Woop,] who replied to 
me, that while | admit that 
fee is a foregone conclusion, | made the ailu 
sion to him which | did because 
as a blunder for him, 


however 


tree tea and cof 


| regarded it 
and men who teel as he 
does, to unite with the high protective tariff 
men who are anxious to accomplish that result, 
hat is the only intimation | 
him. if he can eall that one; 
ished to see him, with all his sagacity, unite 
with those gentleman when that was their pur 
pose. Inreply to what the gentleman intimates, 
that he could if he would show that ] was 
operating in the interest of some ring in New 
York, | rise to say Lo this House that | am 
in the interest of no ring. 

Mr. WOOD. Permit me to the 
gentleman. I stated that were | to reply in 
the same spiritin which he assailed me | could 
say that he was acting in that interest, as he 
had charged me with acting in another in 
terest. 

Mr. BECK. Precisely; I said I regretted 
him unite with 
was their purpose ; 


made 
but | was aston 


against 


correct 


to see men when that 
is all Ll sa d, { want 
the House and the country to understand that 


no intimation, direct or 


those 
that 
indirect, which sug 
gests that it could be shown that | was in the 
interest of anybody is entitled to the | 
sideration. 


‘ast con 
My object was to reduce taxation 
where | could, and to reduce bounties at 
same time, 


tne 
When IL was for free tea and co! 
fee in 1869, there was a high protective tarii 
Committee of the Way and Means in this 
House, which it would ores! 

nothing, and the result showed it. At this 
session for the first time the majority of the 
Committee of Ways and Means were known 


was Known 


to be in favor of revenue reform. And it 
was when that committee were deliberating, 
with their known sentiments, that free tea 


and coffee was pushed through this House. 
The commitiee therefore were compelled to 
recognize the fact 
fee bill would be passed, and they were unable 
| would 
done, the bounties on other article . 


that the free tea and col 


to reduce, as tney otherwise have 
i desire 
merely to say this further, that the little bill 
we did introduce that while reducing 
the revenue $8,000,000 we reduced the boun- 


$45,000,000. 


Shows 


ties Our great complaint was 


against the bounties. aud our aim was jv strike 
them down, as the following table taken from 
the bill shows: 
Reduction on 
Reduction coat of d 
revenue, mestte pro- 
duction, 


BG is ancesidaed $615,522 $1,175,000 
Leather i 329,208 5 ROO UM) 
| ) , ’ 
Iron 2.135,223 ! 0 
Steel : od ‘ 749.959 | O00 
W oolens.......... sivovdeiacses ~ Ol ae A af) 
Cottons...... iiticnnand elecdbun 788,724 OO 000 
] ital Th] ~ 


{ Here the hammer fell. | 


Mr. MORGAN, There 


nected with this discu 


mone su pore con 


s10n which iS not beet 
referred to, | believe, by either the 
who favor free tea 
insist that those artic! 
the tariff list. It was the ui 
of most 
with the 


yentlienen 


and colfes or those who 


should be placed on 
a yubted purp 20 
of the gentlemen from the great citi 


xceplion OF my h morable coneague 





from New York, [ Mr. Woop. | to keep the 
tariff on tea and coffee in order that the income ¢ 
tax might be abo ned, Such was the objec 


and purpose of the honorable gent 
New York Mr. Brooks. | 
Mr. Brooks. ol 
Mr. MOKGAN. The gentleman shakes bi 
head, yet such is the fact. ‘Lhe New York 
Post is the leading free-trade journal of the 


feman bios 


‘ ' } 
syew York, SHOOK tS 





cere = oe 
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lly; coneur in ita views 
When the bill passed the | 
House placing tea and coffee on the free list, 
the New York Post came out the very next 
day and attacked the members upon this floor 
who voted tor that eaid the 
Post, ‘*if you place tea and coffee upon the 
free list, you will be compelled to continue the | 
present And it was because | 
was unwilling to have the income tax repealed, 
that 1 voted to put tea and coffee on the free 
list. 

Now, sir, | have one word more to say in 
this in regard to this much dis- 
In consequence of the action 
of Congress during the last five months, the 
business interests of the country have been 
seriously prejudiced with reference to these 
articles of tea and coffee. Those gentlemen 
who have constantly opposed the recent action 
upon tea and coffee have caused embarrass- | 
mentto the trade in those articles. [received 
but a d ay or two ago a letter from a leading 
dealer in tea and coffee, who said that those 
gentlemen had cost the dealers in those articles 
in the United States more than twenty-five 
per cent. of their entire profits by the embar- 


country, and I 
upon that 


genera 


: ubject. 


bill, because, 


income tax.’’ 


connection 


cussed question, 


rassment occasioned by vexatious delay and | 


unstable legislation. 
lam in favor of free tea and free coffee, 


and | am willing to vote to place upon the | 


free list each one of the articles enumerated 
by the gentleman from New York, [ Mr. 
brooks.| 1 am willing to go as far as any 
gentleman on this floor for practical free trade. 
lam in the fullest sense of the term a free- 
trader as far as free trade can be practically car- 
ried out. Tea and coffee oughtto be onthe free 
list, and I hope they will ever continue free. 

{ ere the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Chairman, I am one 
of those alluded to by my friend from Qhio 
{ Mr. Morgan | as having been in favor of the 
abolition of the income tax and opposed to 
the abolition of the duty on tea and coffee. 
But my desire to retain the duty upon tea and 
coffee had nothing whatever to do with my 
desire to abo My oppost- 
is not because itis a 
tax upon income, but because, as levied under 
our law, it is, | conceive, a tax upon industry, 
not upon capital ; and because also ] conceive 
it to be a tax essentially demoralizing in the 
nature of the return that is demanded of the 
tax-payer. Tam, therefore, under all cireum- 
stances, and without reference to what may be 
the duty upon any article, opposed to the in- 
come tax; and if the retention of the duty on 
tea and coffee might have led to the abolition 
of the income tax, I should regard that as only 
another argument for ret uning it. 


sh the income tax. 


tion to the ineome tax 


But, quite independently 


of any question 
with 


to the income tax, | was for 
retaining the duty on tea and coffee because 


relerence 
its collection, as has been said over and over 
t in the nature of a protection 
to the manufacturers of the country. 

Mr.,. MORGAN. Is the income tax inthe 
nature of protection? If the $17,000,000 of 
revenue collected as duty upon tea and coffee 
goes directly into the Treasury, does not also 
he seventeen or eighteen million dollars col- 
lected as income tax go directly into the 
Treasury ? 

Mr. POTTER. True, they both do go into 
the Treasury; and if the question were which 
of the two should be abolished, the dilemma 
which my friend from Ohio [Mr. Morean] 
seeks to put me in would exist. But with 
hundred million dollars 
usin the Tre asury, we are reduced to no 
such alternative. We could very well afford to 


abolish either or 


again, Was ! 





something bke one 


Tc 


retain either, Because we 
t | am in favor of abolishing the 
tax for the reasons I have indicated ; 
and because | am opposed to the collection of 
duties which operate in the nature of protec- 
tion to raise the price of goods manufactured 
in the country, [am in favor of retaining the | 


ean afford 
mcome 


| 


| duty upon tea and coffee. 
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Those gentlemen 
who believe in protection are right in seeking 
to get rid of that duty, and to levy duties upon 
manufactured articles such as they desire to 
have protected. But those who believe, as I 
do, that the true interest of the people is not 
generally in protecting home manufactures, 
ought to agree with me in seeking to retain 
the duty upon tea and coffee. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I 
had supposed that everybody in this House 


| knew that the bill which was recently carried 


| ally voted against it. 


| States securities. 
| rich men only, and for whom the war was 


through Congress abolishing the duty on tea 
and coffee was carried by a combination of 
the votes of high protective tariff men and the 
free-traders. I'he revenue tariff men gener- 
This is the fact, and it 
is, I think, pretty generally understood by the 
country. 

Mr. WOOD. The gentleman will allow me 
to say it is not the fact. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The measure was 
moved by a Pennsylvania high protective tariff 
man ; and the yeas and nays will show that | am 
right in my statement. ‘There may be excep- 
tions, but as a general statement what I[ have 
said is correct. 

[ voted myself to repeal that duty. I did 
so because it is atax so evenly and so lightly 
distributed to all the people of the United 
States, felt so little by them, and which yields 
so large an amount of revenue, the whole 


| enhanced prices going into the Treasury of 
| the United States. 


it seems to me it was 
not wise to take $16,000,000 out of the 
Treasury in that way. 

At the same time, Mr. Chairman, I have 
been opposed to repealing the income tax 
for the reason it is a tax which affects rich 
men alone. Itstrikes many men not reached 
by any other tax in the United States, reached 
by no other tax except this income tax. It 
reaches men who invest their money in United 
States bonds and live upon coupons. It 
reaches the men who live upon their divi- 
dends from money invested in the United 
It is a tax which reaches 


made as much as it was made for you and 
me, and for whom the Government of this 
country was as much maintained as for the 
poor man, the laborer, or the manufacturer. 
Therefore | was in favor of retaining both 
those taxes. One hits everybody, but hiis them 
lightly ; and the other hits the rich man where 
no other tax reaches him. The duties on tea 
and coffee have been repealed. ‘That propo- 
sition received a large majority vote in this 
House and I believe in the other House, and I 
am disposed toacquiesce init. It is useless to 
undertake not to acquiesce. ‘lea and coffee are 
placed upon the free list, and I hope, there- 
fore, we willnow have an end to the discus- 


| sion on that subject, and then that we may go 


to other articles which now pay a high duty, 
in order that we may put them also on the 
free list. Let us go on with these other arti- 
cles, and try to hit something if we can, if 
possible, which will find a majority of votes in 
this House. Let us try to hit something which 
does not go into the Treasury, but which 
goes in the way of bounties into the pockets 
of monopolists. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DAWES. Lhope we shall now have 
a vote. 

The amendments to the amendment were 
withdrawn. 

Mr. Dawes’s amendment to strike out the 


| 
| paragraph about tea was agreed to. 


Mr. DAWES. I now move to strike ont 
the next paragraph, ‘* on coffee of all kinds 
two cents per pound.’’ 

Mr. BROOKS. of New York. Mr. Chair- 
man, a word further in reference to the mo- 
tion to strike out coffee, in order to make out 
my argument already commenced in reference 
to what is necessary to constitute a free break- 
fast. Now, what is the use of free coffee if on 














every bushel of potatoes, on good potatoes, 
coming from Nova Scotia to Maine—what ig 
the use of a Massachusetts man having fish 
and potatoes, fish on Saturday, as it used to 
be when I[ was in New England—what is the 
use of having tea and coffee free at breakfast 


when we have to pay twenty-five cents a bushel 
| or forty-seven and three quarters per cent. ad 


valorem on potatoes? Why is it that tea and 


| coffee are placed on the free list, when to the 











| a herring. 
| per cent., the duty on mackerel eighteen per 
| cent., on salmon nineteen per cent., and on 


consumer in New England there isa tax of 
forty-seven and three quarters per cent. ad 
valorem on potatoes coming from Nova Sco- 
tia? If my constituents desire to have for 
breakfast some early potatoes from the happy 


| island of Bermuda, what sort of a free break- 


fast is it when they have to pay twenty- 
five cents a bushel on them? If I wish to 
have some early potatoes for breakfast from 
Bermuda somewhere in the month of March 
or April, what sense is there in telling me [ 
have free tea and coffee, when on every bushel 
I have to pay a tax of twenty-five cents? 

Mr. KELLOGG. Why did not the gentle- 
man include a provision in the bill reducing 
the duty? 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 
reduce it. 

Suppose we want buckwheat cakes for 
breakfast ; well, on buckwheat cakes the duty 
is ten percent. ad valorem. What is the use 
of telling me tea and coffee are free when, if 
I want buckwheat cakes for breakfast, I have 
to pay a duty of ten percent. ad valorem? Nor 
can we have any free rice. I cannot have free 
rice for my breakfast table; and what is the 
reason? You tell me I can have free tea and 
coffee, but on rice I have to pay a duty of one 
hundred and fourteen per cent., and oncleaned 
eighty-six per cent. What is the use of talk- 
ing of free tea and coffee? Suppose I| want 
The duty on herrings is seventeen 


I could not 


sardines fifty per cent. If I have free tea and 
coffee Lam obliged to pay a duty on herring 


| of seventeen per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
are free. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Under the 
treaty ? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. They 
are free provided they are fresh. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. if they are 
salted, the duty is double almost, and there is 
three hundred per cent. onthe salt. If I want 
salmon which comes from the North, from the 
St. Lawrence, or the river St. John, in New 


Herring 


|| Brunswick, I am obliged to pay fifty per cent. 
| ad valorem on that salmon. 


Now, what is the use to the people of this 
country of free tea and coffee when you keep 
up the duty on sugar, and on everything you 
place upon what you call your free breakfast 
table? 

MESSAGE FROM TIE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose, and a 
message from the Senate by Mr. Sympson, 
one of its clerks, informed the House that the 
Senate had passed, without amendment, a bill 
of the House of the following title: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1030) to regulate elec- 
tions in Washington and Idaho Territories. 

THE TARIFF. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its 

session. 


Mr. MAYNARD. It is perfectly legitimate 


‘for the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 


Brooks, ] as well as the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, [Mr. Kerr,] to oppose making tea and 
coffee free. Two years ago in June, 1870, 


| this same question was before the House in the 
form of a proposal to reduce the duty on tea 
from twenty five cents a pound to fifteen cents 
a pound, and the duty on coffee from five cents 
a pound to three cents a pound; and I find 
from an examination of the record that both 
those gentlemen voted against it. 


Among 
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other propositions submitted to reduce the 
amount of our customs duty nearly twenty-five 
million dollars, they thought proper to oppose 
that proposition by their vote ; and on the 
final passage of the bill, which reduced the 
amount of duties within a fraction of eighty 
million dollars, I found those gentlemen con- 
sistently voting in the negative. 

I do not complain of their vote. I do not 
object to it, although it is one in which I did 
not concur, and do not now concur. They 
had a right to give what vote they thought 
proper. I refer to it in order that we may see 
the uniformity they maintain in their line of 
policy of keeping up taxes where they fall 
directly upon our own people, the 
classes of our country, the men who toil and 
pay their taxes in some shape from the wages 
they earn. 
tax upon the men who come in here from 
abroad with their products to sell, who come 
in here seeking the benefit of our market, 
when it is a question of imposing a tax that 
willinterfere with what they cali commerce, 


laboring 


But when it comes to imposing a | 


then we hear a wail beginning in Manchester | 


and Shetheld, 


the Hall. 
Now, my policy is to collect our taxes from 
those who come here to make profit, to make 


gain, by their trade with us; to exact from 
them a part of the profits which they make 
from our people and put it into your [reas- 


ury. But when you tax such people, either 
by what is called direct taxation, or by an 
indirect taxation that necessarily reaches them, 
such a law meets the approbation of those 
gentlemen. ‘That is the difference between 
gentlemen who advocate what is sometimes 
called protection, and those who advocate 
what is ealled free trade. 

Gentlemen on the other 
deal about monopoly. They are opposed to 
monopolies. But when you analyze 
Opposition you find it is to what they call 
monopoly on this side of the water, and not 
to monopoly on the other side of the water. 
Why, two years ago, it will be recollected, we 
had the subject of Bessemer steel for railroad 
iron very much discussed in this House. It 
was said to be a monopoly because it was a 
process that was patented, and to that extent 
the right was in the patentee, But the objec- 
tion was that the patentee on this side of the 
water should make money by the process, 
and not that the operator abroad should not 
be remunerated. lam opposed to any scheme 
of taxation which looks to burdening our own 
people and leaving all the rest of the world 
free and untrammeled to profit by our mar- 
kets, and then to carry their profits into other 
lands for the building up of other communi- 
lies. 

The question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. Dawes, to strike out the paragraph, it 
was agreed to. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to come in at this part of the bill. I 
propose to insert, ‘on chiccory, unground, 
one cent per pound.’’ We have taken the 
duty off tea and coffee, and chiccory is the popu- 
lar substitute for coffee. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. 
tion of order. 


side tell us a great 


I rise to a ques- 
I would like to know whether 


itis in order to insert new articles in this bill? | 


In the last Congress amendments of that 
character were ruled out. 
should understand now precisely what is the 
rule, for many of us may have amendments to 
propose, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
the amendment of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania {Mr. Ken.ey] is in order. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. In the last Con- 
gress I offered an amendment in regard to 
salt, which article was not in the bill, and it 
was then ruled that I must wait until the end 
of the bill was reached before I could offer 


my amendment. Now,I think this amend- 


I desire that we | 


and coming across the water | 
until it is reverberated upon the other side of 


their | 


|; tion 


ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania | 
[ Mr. Kest.cy] is of a similar character. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the point of order; 
ment is in order. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. _ I only desired to 
get a ruling of the Chair upon that subject 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. My recollection 
is precisely like that of the gentleman from 
Missouri, [ Mr. HINKEL. NBURG,] that it was 
ruled that any new y subject- matter must be 
introduced at the end of the bill. 


and rules that the amend- 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I object 
to debate 
Mr. KELLEY. Chiccory is not a new sub- 


ject-matter ; itisakin to coffee and a substitute 
for it, 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Coffee is not 
in this bill. 
Mr. KELLEY. It has jast been acted upon 


by the Committee of the Whole, I 
reduce the rate of duty on chicory to one cent 


| per pound, forthe purpose of making it occupy | 
Chiccory 


a relative position to tea and coffee. 
is a plant 

Mr. DAWES. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman that his motion is a proper one when 
made at the proper time. If he will make it 
at the end of the bill L will join with him. 

Mr. KELLEY. [ understand the Chair to 
rule my amendment in order at this point. 

Mr. DAWES. That may be; butl ask the 
the gentleman to reserve it until we reach the 
end of the bill. 

Mr. KELLEY. Very well; I 
with the understanding that 
opportunity to move it. 

Mr. DAWBS. I think the gentleman ean 
have that opportunity at the end of the bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will not ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair, but | am 
sure that if it is insisted upon it will add ten 
days to the consideration of this bill, 
under it every possible article can be added by 
way of amendment. 

Mr. KELLEY. Why does the gentleman 
lecture me when I have withdrawn my amend- 
ment? Did he not hear me withdraw it? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I did not. 

Mr. KELLEY. 
seat? 

Mr. 
not. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I move to 
amend by adding a proviso at the end of the 
tenth line of the bill to the effeet that all 
duties on sugar, refined and unrefined, shall 
be repealed. 

Mr. DAWES. I rise to a point of order. 
The amendment of the gentleman should be 
offered at the end of the bill. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I under- 
stand that the amendmentin regard to chiecory 
was offered here. 

Mr. DAWES. 
withdrawn. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Very well; 
I will withdraw sugar if chiccory has been 
withdrawn. 

The Clerk read the following: 

On all bituminous coal and shale, fifty cents per 
ton of twenty-eight bushels, eighty pounds te the 
bushel. 

Mr. RITCHIE. I move to amend by strik- 
ing out ** fifty cents’’ and inserting ‘* one dol- 
lar per ton on all bituminous coal and shale 
of twenty-eight bushels, eighty pounds to the 
bushel.’’ I do not object to an attempt at a 
reduction of the tariff; | am in favor of it as 
far as it is practicable; but | submit that the 
reductions should bear some 
each other, that the amount of protection 
inseparable from a tariff should be equitably 
distributed. 

it is proposed to reduce the duties upon the 
great staples of production, upon cotton, iron, 
woolen, hair goods. &c., ten per cent. But 
when you come to bituminous coal the reduc- 
is sixty per cent. IL cannot understand 





will do so 
[ shall have an 


GARFIELD, of Ohio. Certainly I did 


That amendment has been 
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The Chair overrules | 


move to |} 


for | 


Did he not see me take my | 


just relations to | 


] 
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why both the majority and the minority of the 
Committee of Wavs and 
in this common massacre. 


Means have united 

Ata dollar 
the duty on bituminous coal will be 
that on several 


a ton 
equal to 
articles which are protected. 
A dollar a ton would be a reduction ot twenty 
per cent, upon the present rate ol duty, which 

$1 25 perton. | do not understand how, 
1 Justice and equity, an interest which is just 
in the infancy ot its development in my State, 
should be singled out by both 
sacre. 


is 


sides lor mas- 

The demand for free coal upon the ground 
of extortionate pri ‘es 18 disingenuo is, he 
complaint with regard to the high price ef 
coal comes tromthose who use anthracite coal, 
They are two different articles, and cannot be 
substituted for each other. The history of the 
imposition ot this duty of $l 26 perton shows 
that it has, so tar from increasing the price to 
the consumer, really reduced the price. ‘Take 
the five years preceding the expiration of the 
reciprocity treaty, and the five years subse- 
quent thereto, and it will be found that the 
average reduction in the price of coal in con 
sequence of the imposition of this duty has 
been eighty: five cents per ton; and the increase 
of production bas been remarkable. 

ln 1866, when the reciprocity treaty expired, 
there were but two million tons of bituminous 
coal produced in this country. Now, four 
million five hundred tons are shipped to the 
\ilantic sea-board, and the cost of the article 
is lower than it ever was under the 
treaty. 


reciprocity 
lt gets lower every day. So tar is 1 
from being the fact that this duty tends to cau 
exorbitant prices ou the part of our people, 
| submit that there was net a company in 
Maryland last year that was able to declare 
six per cent. dividend upon its business; and 
1 allege that those companies cannot to-day 
realjze for their coal in New York or Boston 
a profit of fifteen cents a ton. Now, then, 
strike down this duty of $1 25 a ton for the 
benefit of the Nova Scotia interests, and you 
place it in the power of those people again 
to run up the price of coal to filteen dollars a 
ton, as they did during the war, when 
transportation irom our 
pende od. 

{ Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania. I move to 
amend by striking out lines eleven and twelve 
ot the bill, the effect of which will be to leave 
the duty, as now fixed by law, at $1 26 per 
ton. In 1842 the duty imposed upon bitumin 
ous coal was $1 and to-day the price of 
coal to the consumer is less than it was when 
that duty of $1 75 was levied. This reduction 
of price has been caused by the increased pro- 
duction of the article. 

In addition to what has been said by the 
gentleman from Maryland, [|Mr. Kircuie, | | 
wish to say that there is not a colliery in west 


the 
coal fields was sus 


iv, 


| ern Pennsylvania that divides to day six per 
cent. annual profits upon its eapiial. The gen 
tlemen who talk so much about the oppres 


| to day buy any colliery there 


sion of the duty upon bituminous coal can 
upon guaran: 
capitalists who own it seven pet 
upon their investment. 

Mr. Chairman, upon this question | do not 
speak in the interest of capital. I desire to 
keep the duty up on the ground that it is for 
the protection of labor. | have listened to 
some of the eloquent speeches here about pro- 
tection to the labor of the country. My friend 
from Indiana, [Mr. Keer,} my friend from 
Kentucky, |Mr. Beck. | and other gentlemen, 
have vied with each other in declaring what 
had better be done for the labor of the coun 
try. I may s Mr. Chairman, that it 
interests of labor are not protected, the labor 
ing men have power to make themselves heard 
in the administration of the Government, 


tying to the 
cent. 


e 


ny, the, 


as 
they will do betore very long. 
Mr. BIRD. Wiilthe gentleman give us the 
number of laborers employed in this ayoca- 
tion? 
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Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
about eighty five thousand. 

Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania. 
continuance of the 


ous coal for the 


There are 
I ask the 
present duty upon bitumin 
the 
industry. 


labore rea en- 
And [ may 


say here that there is a very important distine- 


ae ction of 


gaged in that branch ot 


tion between the character of labor in our coal 
and the ordinary labor of the country. 


iwonot 


coal Mines 


a laborer to-dav in the bituminous 


of western Pennsylvania who gets 


more than two dollars a day. How does he 
earn it? He earns it by spending almost his 
life-iime away from the light of the sun and 
breathing noxtous vapors his is the char- 
acter of labor | propose to protect. I do not 
regard this duty as a protection of capital. 
What | am seeking is protection to those who 


spend the greater part of their waking hours 
iW the and 
exposed not only to influences destructive to 
health, every hour to the peril of 
disaster and of life. Yet none of these 
more compensation than an or- 
dinary laborer employed about this Capitol. 


anthracite bituminous coal mines, 
but subject 
logs 


men receive 


Sull, gentlemen ask why this branch of labor 
needs protection, Sir, can they point me to 
a single miner in all those coal regions who 
makes more than a bare subsistence? My 


district pre 


and 


\luces very largely 
among 


bituminous coal, 
all the people 
mining 111 do not know one who is able to do 
more than earn a bare subsistence and educate 
his family. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, my judgment 
is that coal should be placed upon the free list, 
but I voted to pnt it where it is in this bill at 
fifty cents perton. It is well known by every 
gentleman in this House that anthracite coal 
does not come into this country from abroad 
at all, There is no competition trom any gther 
country with ouranthracite coal. ‘That, there- 
fore, is entirely out of this debate. 

Coal is one of necessities of life and 
enterprise that ought to be as free as air from 
all taxation for protection. Then it is a sub- 
ject that cannot be madea source of revenue, 
because the great body of what is consumed 
in the country 1s mine d in the country. 

But the reduction of this daty from $1 25a 
ton to fifty cents a ton is said to be excessive. 
Ihe duty on is $1 a ton. It is pro- 
posed to reduce fifty cents. In addition 
to this duty now existing upon coal, it ought 


those 


coal 25 


it to 


to be remembered by every gentleman here 
that this article has a natural protection 


amounting to at least thirty-three per cent. of 
value. The cost of its importation from 
the islands from which alone it can come in 
competition with American coal is more than 
thirty-three per cent. of its value at the mine. 
Thirty-three per cent. natural production on 
coal is more than equal to the difference in 


its 


the cost of labor at those foreign mines and in 
thiscountry. The clamor, therefore, for duty 
on coal is selfish, not for revenue, but for 


bounty, and that only in the interests of a few 
mine-owners, 

Mr. GRIFFITH, Does not the gentleman 
from Indiana know that it is a great deal 
cheaper to bring coal trom Nova Scotia on 
board vessels to New York than take it 
there from our mines by railroad ? 

KERR. If it that is a conclusive 
argument why they should be ailowed to im- 
port their coal from those mines instead of 
paying bounty to these gentlemen who own 
these Pennsylvania railroads, in order to bring 
coal from the coal mines of that State. 
poor and honest people are entitled to that 
advantage. 

Mr. GRIFFITH, 


Indiana think 


to 


is, 


Does the gentleman from 
that thirty-three per cent. will 
tion in behalf of our coal mines 


cover the protect 


by reason of the distance of foreign coal mines ? 
Mr. KERR They have thirty-three per 
cent. of netural production between our sea- 


boards and foreign mines. 


engaged there in 


and it is true. I know it is true. It costs 
thirty-three per cent. of its value at the islands 
to import itto our sea-board. ‘That is natural 
protection. 

Then, Mr. Chairman, I insist, in addition 
to what I have said, that coal is an article 
on which there ought never to be protection. 
It exists all over the country. It 
manufacture at all. It is part of the earth 
itself, and requires but little except labor and 
the law of gravitation to bring it from the 
mines to the uses of men. It ought, there 
fore, to be free everywhere. The duty on 


1S 


this article now existing does not injuriously | 


affect coal in the West, and only on the sea- 
board and in the New England States. But 
its effect there oppressive, 
be removed. 

1 am not willing to take a sectional view 
of this subject or any other view than I take 
of all these questions, and that is a practical 
and national view. I protest against the con- 
tinuance of any duty on coal. I want to give 
it cheap as possible to all sections and classes. 
lhe revenue it pays is a trifle, about half a 
million, and the amount it compels consum- 
ers to pay to the protected mine-owners is 
at least three times as much, or more. If 
these owners think it does them no good, why 
do they not vote for its repeal? If they think 
the duty does not raise the price of their coal, 
why do they not vote to repeal it? If they 
are honest in their pretense that the duty 


18 


'| makes coal cheaper to the people, why do they 





Lhe | 


| monopolists, 


want it? 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chair- 
man, my district is largely interested in the 
mining of bituminous coal, and hence I feel 


it my duty to raise my voice here against this | 


assault made here upon this industry. Of 
course, | expected to hear from my honorable 
friend from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] on this sub- 
ject, because, although perhaps he never saw 
a coal mine, he knows all about the mining of 
coal; he knows the number of persons en- 
gaged in the business, the amount of money 
invested, and what it costs to deliver the coal 
in market; and knowing all these things, the 
House is entitled to his information. 


Mr. Chairman, there are facts known to 


those engaged in mining coal, and proved by 


their every day experience, which may not be 
within the knowledge of the free-trade the- 
orists of the East and West. When we, as 
representatives of the State of Pennsylvania, 
raise Our voices against this enormous reduc- 
tion of the duty on coal, we are charged by 


|| the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Kerr} and 


the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] 


| with defending monopolies and monopolists, 


with serving the interests of the rich against 
the poor. Sir, | was not sent here by the 
if by the term are meant the 
coal-dealers and iron-masters in my district. 
| am here not by their choice, but in spite of 
them. Iam not their creature, but | will do 
them justice. 

And when I oppose the reduction of the 
duty on coal I speak not tor them, but for the 
sixty five thousand laborers who support them- 
selves and their families in the American 
mines. Their hope and prayer is that the 
present duty will not be disturbed. Many of 
these miners are unfitted for any other em- 
ployment ; 
upon their daily toil for their bread, and they 
have just claims upon us, They represent all 
nationalities; they have come, at the invita- 
tion of our Government, to seek a home in 
free America, and with willing hands and 
honest hearts they have 
us and are becoming useful citizens. I speak 
for them, to whose interests | am devoted, and 
in behalf, here and everywhere, my 
voice shall be heard. 

American bituminous coal can be bought at 
the mine for less than the present duty; but | 


whose 


not a | 


and ought to | 








they have large families dependent | 


cast their lots among | 
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necessarily so great that it cannot successfully 
anaes there with the Nova Scotiacoal. The 
freight on the latter, delivered in Boston, is 


| not more than half as much as the freight on 





| ever. 


| the House in relation to this matter 


American coal. And the fact that Americans 
have lately engaged in the mining of the Pictou 
coal may explain the bitterness of the assault 
made here upon this interest. 

I do not question the motives of gentle. 
men; but I claim the right to vindicate my 
people and my State, without being insulted 
by those who represent the capital of our 
eastern cities, drawn largely om the coal 
fields of Pennsylvania. Let us be just and 
even generous to those hardy sons of toil who, 
down deep in the earth, away from the sun- 
shine and the comforts of social life, contrib- 
ute so largely to the prosperity of our country 
and the real progress of the world. They 
deserve our sympathy and protection, and as 
for me, I can never forget them. 

Mr. CROCKER. I have listened, Mr. 
Chairman, with no little interest to the remarks 
which have been made on the other side of 
of coal. 
| heard my excellent and eloquent friend from 
Indiana [Mr. Kerr] while he expressed his 
views onthe subject. That gentleman informed 
the House that all parts of this country were 
blessed with coal. I can tell that gentleman 
that there is one part of the country, that part 
of the country to which | belong, although a 
very small part of it, which has no coal at all 
or any expectations of ever finding it as long 
as we live. It is a primitive formation there, 
and I tell the gentleman that we have no hope 
whatever of ever finding coal. 

In connection with another portion of that 
gentleman’s remarks I| beg leave to tell him 
that with the duty as it is they can bring coal 
from New Brunswick and Nova Scotia into our 
country, where we consume more than twenty- 
five thousand tons a year, more cheaply than 
from any coal field in this country. I care not 
about monopolies who are charged with com- 
mitting a great and startling plunder upon the 
pockets of the people, but [ go for a dollara 
ton on coal, and | go for it for this reason: 
I take the eloquent words of the gentleman 
from Indiana that there is coal enough ia this 
country. I take him upon his own ground, 
that there is coal enough in this country for 
all of us for years and years to come, and for 
that reason I go forthe dollar. Avy, sir, and [| 
would go for a dollar and a quarter if necessary. 
I look ahead. I am not looking merely for 
the present. I know that if we occupy that 
ground it will be as every other thing that is 
produced in the country, the price will be 
reduced in the end. 

If the gentleman is right in his premises, 
and I agree that he is, and I honor him for his 
statement; if he is right in his premises, and 
we have coal enough, ay coal enough to last 
until the tramp of resurrection shall sound, 
then let us encourage the production of it 
here, the bringing of it out of our mines, and 
not give that benefit to any outside party what- 
I am an American in every sense of the 
word. I will cheerfully give protection to coal 
until we get the price of it down below where it 


| would be if we imported it from abroad. I 


am, myself, using it in great quantities, and 
yet I will give cheerfully a dollar a ton protec- 
tion until we can get it at home cheaper than 
from Nova Scotia. I talk against my own col- 


| league, I know; I talk against my own State. 


But | hope this amendment will prevail. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. COX. I propose to amend by adding 
a proviso to this effect: 


Provided, That all windows, skylights, inside and 
outside shutters, curtains, and blinds shall be per- 
manently closed, as also all openings, holes, chinks, 
clefts, and fissures through which the light and heat 
ofthe sun have been allowed to enter houses te the 
prejudice and injury of meritorious miyers and 
dealers in gas coal. 


Mr. DAWES. What is the pending amend- 


lhat is what | say, || the cost of transporting it to the sea-board is |; ment? 
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The CHAIRMAN. The pending amend- 
ment is one moved by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to the amendment of the 
man from Maryland. 

Mr.COX. Very well; I will move to amend 
the original text by striking out the last word. 
] do so for the purpose of replying to certain 
remarks made here. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts who has just spoken, [Mr. 
CrocKER, ] in my estimation does not repre- 
sent the prevailing ideas of Massachusetts as | 
gather them from the public journals. 


gentle 


Mr. CROCKER. No, I do not. [Laugh- 
ter. | 
Mr. COX. Then, in cne sense of the word, 


the gentleman is not a Representative of Mas 
sachusetts, and the reason why he does not 
represent the sentiment of the Strate is that 
New England does go for the dollar, for 
the almighty dollar, and she believes that the 
larger the market the cheaper will be the 
article that she desires to purchase. There- 
in New England, where there is no cecal 
to be found, they are in favor of the Pictou 
and Nova Scotia coal being brought in free of 
duty. ‘The larger the market, the cheaper the 
coal, the easier your machinery can be run, 
the cheaper will people obtain the commodities 
which you manufacture. Therefore, from an 
honest, fair stand-point, they should go for 
cheaper coal. 

I do not 


fore, 


as my friend from Indiana 
[Mr. Kerr] has well said, why there should 
be any tax whatever on this article. We in 
the great cities are taunted beeause we happen 
to be in favor of free trade in these articles. 
Somebody has said that New York city owns 
these coal mines in Pennsylvania. Then wedo 
not represent capital and monopoly and hence 
we denounce this tariff on coal | suppose. In 
my city I have seen these hard-fisted miners you 
speak of, after being smothered by the greed 
of capital, by New York and Pennsylvania 
railroads, by the mean arrangements of the 
owners of the mine—I have seen them come 
to New York and beg to be helped by the 
charities of that city. Gentlemen speak to us 
here as if we wanted something from the Gov- 
ernment. Sir, we make no demand of that 
kind. We ask here to withdraw the tax from 
the manufacturers who use caloric, from the 
poor sewing women who freeze in winter, 
because of the high price of coal. 

We do not speak for the importers, although 
the importers ask nothing. We want the 
largest market possible, because it will reduce 
the price. Gentlemen say that sixty thousand 
people are employed in this mining interest. 
Sir, there are ten million people who consume 
coal, and forty million who are more or less 
interested in it. Talk about legislating for 
sixty thousand people! Sir, we should legis- 
late for forty million; that is the true basis for 
our legislation. Pennsylvania, to be consist- 
ent with itself, should adopt the amendment 
I first offered, and which I will again read, as 
a proviso to this clause : 

That all windows, skylights, inside and outside 
shutters, curtains, and blinds shall be permanently 
closed, as also all openings, holes, chinks, clefts, and 
fissures through which the light and heat of the sun 
have been allowed to enter houses to the prejudice 


and injury of meritorious miners and dealers in gas 
coal to protect domestic industry. 


see, 


ie 





For the sun is a foreigner; he comes from 
abroad, and we must shut out the light of the 
sun in order to gratify these Pennsylvania gen- 
tlemen who have a monopoly of this article 
of coal. 

Mr. BIRD. Mr. Chairman, Iam as much 
devoted as any one to advancing the interests 
of the laboring men of this country. They 
have every sympathy of my nature. But I 
wish to call attention tothe fact that of all the 
manufacturing interests of the country, none 
except the great coal and salt interests have a 
business that pays exceeding seven per cent. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. los- 
TER] has stated that collieries in Pennsylvania 





can 


} 


| apprehend there are bu 
r } 


F 


1 


West 
cent. 
there is no laborer 
in 


be bought upon guarantying to their 
resent Owners an interest of seven per cent. 
t few farmers who 
alize anything like seven per cent. on their 
ibor. | apprehend there are but few laboring 
nen in the country, North or Sonth, East or 
white black, who realize per 
their investments. I apprehend 
n any mountain district, or 
valley, except those employed 


es 
seven 
upon 


any broad 


by wealthy corporations, or monopolists, who 
receive anythin; gz like seven per cent. 


| appre hend there is no d: aily laborer in the 


employ of any ailroad company or other cor- 


poration, | apprehend there is no daily laborer 
in any foundery who receives anything like 
seven per cent. upon his toil, upon what he 
actually invests. Sir, ifthere be any argument 
which would induce me to vote for the reecom- 
mendation of the committee it is the suggestion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, that these 

eat establishments engaged in the coal busi- 
ness would be willing to sell out upon a guaran- 
to their owners of seven per cent. upon 
their capital. | care not what may be the cost 
of production, I take the gentleman’s broad 
statement, unqualified and uncontradicted by 
any of - colleagues, that these interests to-day 
could be purchased upon the terms s stated. 
That enough control my vote; it 
enough to satisfy the laboring interests of this 
country that this particular monopoly is now on 
the road to wealth, though it asks Congress 
for further protection and support. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CROCKER. I rise to a question of 
privilege. I have been asked by some friends 
whether | do not own about two thirds of a 
coal mine. I never owned anything of that 
| Laughter.] Ihave no interest in any 
shape in the production of coal; on the con- 
trary, | have paid Peunsylvaniaand Maryland 
thousands and thousands of dollars, which Iam 


tee 


18 to is 


sort. 


ready to continue to payif we can only induce 


ton a single charte 


competition so as to bring down coal to a 
proper level where it ought to be. 

Mr. STE VIENSON. Mr. Chairman, since 
the Representatives from Pennsylvania ask 


us to keep up the high tariff on coal for the 
sake of their State, will they explain to this 
House, if they can, how it is that Pennsylvania 
herself lays special taxes on coal? If this be 
indeed interest which requires fostering 
care and tender consideration, why do they tax 
it? Here is an official document of the State 
of Pennsylvania. Iixecutive Documents’’ 
for 1870, containing the report of the Auditor 
General for the year ending November 80, 1870 
showing thatin that year Pennsylvania levieda 
direct tax on coal amounting to $251,000. In 
addition to that she taxes the production of 
coal in seven different ways, ieabineciahitell 
special taxation. First, if a company wishes to 
mine coal it must pay an enroliment tax. In 
one case, according to this report, the charge 
er was $500. A premium is 
charged upon the charter, amounting in one 
to $5,000. The State taxes the gross re 

ceipts of the company, and this tax in a single 
exhibit, 


an 


Case 


case, according to this amounted to 
$11,000. The receipts in one year from this 
tax were $592,000. She taxes net receipts. 


[his tax in one case amounted to $2,000. The 
total receipts from this tax were $396,000. She 
taxes loans, money borrowed by a company ; 
and that tax amounted in one case to $42,000, 
and the receipts for tne year were $548,000. 
She taxes corporation stocks. ‘The Lehigh 
company paid in this form of taxation $32,000, 
This tax for 41.000. She 


the year yielded $1,2 
taxes the transportation of coal, having raised 


from tonnage in a single year $401,000, and 
from commutation of tonnage $360,000. And 
to crown all there was the direct coal tax 
of $251,000. Here are special taxes which 


three million dollars. 
By these special taxes on coal and iron, and 


amounted in 1870 to over 
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State government, and yet the vy come here and 
ask us to continue bountie s in their interest. 

Mr. FOSTER, Pennsylvania. 
gentleman mean to say 
doe S not lay 


of LYoes the 


that the State of Ohio 


any tax upon corporations or for 
the purposes specified ? 
Mr. STEVENSON. The State of Ohio 


taxes all property equally ; she has no special 
taxes, but the State of 
tax all property. 


Pennsylvania does not 


Mr. FOSTER, of Pennsylvania. Do you 
not in the State of Ohio tax corporations 
higher than what you have stated as the tax in 


Pennsylvania ? 


Mr. STEVENSON. We tax their property 
only, and that no higher than any other prop- 
erty. Pennsylvania does not tax lands; her 


taxes on personal property are but a trifle and 
those on a small part t of that kind of property. 
| The whole property tax amounts to only about 
seven hundred thousand dollars a year. | call 
the attention of the House to the tact that the 
State of Pennsylvania supports her 8 


tate gov- 
ernment by special taxes on production, on 
interests which we favor, at her request, and 


upon her statement that they need protection. 
She asks us to discriminate favor of them 
while She 
comes to us and asks us to pour bounties from 
the yee kets of the people of the country into 
| the laps of her manutacturers, and then she 
turns the bounties into her own tre asury, and 
pleads for more. It is an instance of hypoe- 
risy and imposition unexampled in the world. 

Mr. SPEER, Pennsylvania. What tax 
is there on coal? 

Mr. STEVENSON. Ihave shown in one 
year it amounted to $251,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Ohio 
is an antediluvian. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I have the 
for 1870 here to prove all the facts 
in reference to the State of 
| Mr. RANDALL. 
ing of 1869. 

| Here the hammer fe = j 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman, I hope 
will now have a vote on a pending question, 

The CHAIRMAN. 
is onthe amendment of 
sylvania. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Chairman, I desire 
to call attention to the fact that the tax on coal 
has always been nearly as high as at this time, 
and a good portion of the time much higher. 
rom 1794 to 1842 the tax was from five to six 
cents a bushel, there being twenty-eight bush- 
to aton. The tariff of 1842 made the 
duty $1 75 a ton. In 1846 it was thirty per 
cent., and by act of March 3, 1847, it was thirty 
four per cent. The proposed bill would reduce 
it to something less than twenty per cent. 


in 


she discriminates against them. 


document 
| have stated 
Pennsylvania. 

lhe gentleman is speak- 


we 


The pending que stion 


* Mr. Foster, of Penn 


els 


Mr. FINKELNBURG. Was there not 
an internal revenue tax on coal since that 
period? 

Mr. MAYNARD. Certainly not. [I am 


speaking of a period before we had any inte: 
nal revenue tax in this country. 
Mr. FINKELNBURG. And was there not 


an internal revenue tax on coal ? 


on coal that I am aware of. 
Mr. FINKELNBURG. 


a tax on coal in the way 


| Mr. MAYNARD. What for? 

| Mr. FINKELNBURG. For internal rey 
| enue. 

| Mr. MAYNARD. There wasno direct tax 
| 


And was there not 
of internal revenne ? 


| Mr. MAYNARD. Not to my recollection. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. [ am certain 
about it. 

| Mr. MAYNARD. My*friend from New 


York read a paragraph about sun-light, wh ch, 
if | remember correctly, was taken from 
speech he made on the tariff during the last 
I listened to that speech then with 
interest. I thought it was an and 
adroit illustration, and abounded with his usual 


ce 


a 


Congress. 


ingenious 


other industries, Pennsylvanians support their I felicitous humor and fun, and when he pro- 





nt en ae ee = = 
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duced it to-day, quoting from himself, I listened 
fe) iif nN A i re 

M COX Decau in still shine 
ind I th ght 1 y id y min ie lorm 
oO i pt ) 

Mr [AY iD | g nan is st 
{ it yua i i I hye ti i ‘ i ( 
lion 8 mh F) ian ti e one two years 
ago. 

Bat i connection with 
our ¢ il t y I i by the gentle- 
mal irom J liana belore me tor the fret 
time, w loes not represent his own local 
ntere rut 4 of New Iingland and 
the sea 1, that this product of coal 1s 
met I iit of labor bringing it from the 
eu bhat is tru Lion al represents 
lat aud labor only, tor without labor it is 
ulle riy Value ; It i iif protection and 
encouragement ot oul labor on the part of 
( ig TT beginning of the Govern 
ment w ch $ Kept ib ati present rate, | 
am awal ery fashionable and very easy 
lo use and dgenoun gentlemen in that as 
weil us in any ole interest, but why do we 
not hear denunciations at the ame time ol 
men who go to Nova Scotia and engage in 
mining Coal there, paying taxes to 8 ipport 
the Ne . ia Government, and paying an 
export ix i Coal to Our markels to come 
into compe 1 with coal produced from our 
own mine Why do we not hear denuncia- 
Liols aga tthem as well as these denuncla- 
Lions aga he miners of Pennsylvania 7 

{ Ede re the hammer I | | 

Mr. GRIFFITH. The leman from Ohio 
| Mr. i ‘| has said that the people of 
j’ do not encourage their own In- 
aust! : lt is the right of the States and the 
pr Stiate » do that, and there 
Certa iy can be no Objection to it. 

My friend from Indiana | Mr. Kerr] had the 

fortune or good tortune to be born in my 

‘ ric bul happens d to move to the West 
\ y mad hh been fed, | ippose, with 
d chills until be has grown some- 

wk mare Ll will say to him that those 


en Whom he attacks were his own school- 


mates, poor lke himself, poor like myself. 
bie y \ not mon LISTS they are no 
ro lerers, but high-minded, pure, 
honorable men like him his equals in every 
res} is he is their equal; and by in- 

y attention to busmess, by close, con- 

i imbvor, they are to-day what they are, and 
Pent ivania 18 Whatshe is, one ot the proud- 
‘ and noblest States in this country. 

My friend from New York city (Mr. Cox] 
has kindly referred to u He says he does 
not represent the commercial interests in this 
matter. | ask that gentleman if we can in- 
crease the commerce of thiscountry a hundred 
million dollars without his constituency in 
New York realizing five or ten per cent. upon 


' ’ 
tha bor nowt 


he gentleman represent and 

aid that inte: 

Mr. COX, 

them, and they do not ask any; 
Mr. GRIFFITH Is not 

t omote the interests of that com- 

, though he 


ldo not vote any protection to 
that 1s all. 
the gentleman 
ready‘to pr 
mercial cla icrifice the interests 
ot every other commercial portion of the coun 
try? That is the question I rejoice that 
another gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Woop] takes a comprehensive view of the 
interests of intry. What do we want? 
We do not want commerce to be the leading 
interest of the country. 


the ci 


\vriculture and man 
ufactures must be the foundation of all pros- 
perity. Commerce is noth ug but the outgrowth 

others. It is not the leading. 
trolling interest, and never has been, in any 
prosperous country. 

Mr. Chairman, | hold in my hand a state- 
ment showing the amount of coal brought into 
this country during the two last fiscal years. 
For the year ending 80th of Jane, 1870, we 
imported 420,083 tons, 


ot these con 


of the value of Hi 


6, on which duties were paid amount- 
75 lor the year ending 30th 
there were imported into this 
country 443,956 tons of coal, of the value of 
p1,132,775, on which the duties paid amounted 


$1,110,31 
ing to 3525.8 > iv”. 


of June, 1871, 


to $554.945, more than half a million dol- 
lars. That was the revenue at a duty of 
$125. Now, do these gentlemen wish to 


comy el our peopie to import seventy five per 


cent, more coal, in order that they may get 
the same revenue from that article? The 
result would be that they would transfer just 


that amount of money to Nova Scotia for Nova | 


Scotia labor, and take it from Pennsylvania, 
and from Maryland, and from Virginia. I ask 
gentlemen are they friendly to a policy which 
will thus crush the laboring men of the coun- 
try? Are they ready to transfer the money 
of this country elsewhere and apply it to buy- 
ing her coal from Nova Scotia, produced by 
the labor of the people of Nova Scotia, to the 
injury of her own workmen? 

(his isa question of revenue as well as of 
protection. I say to every gentleman here, I 
do not care from what section of the country 
he comes, if he wishes to see this country 
develop and prosper he will see that every 
branch of industry is taken care of. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Will the gentle- 
man allow me to ask him one question? 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Certainly. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I want to ask here 


whether this duty on coal was not given in 


part as a compensation for the direct duty 
placed upon coal during the war, which has 
since been taken off? 


Mr. GRIFFITH. 1 
is quite correct in that remark, and I say, as 
one who is in favor of protection, who is in 
favor of the interest of my own country, and 
of every section of it, that 1 am willing, if 
necessary, to have this duty reduced in com- 
mon with duties; provided there isa 
fuir and reduction all round, for I 
am in favor of economy in the administration 


other 
honest 


believe the gentleman | 


of the Government, and I am willing that this | 


duty, if necessary, shall be redueed like the 


articles, but that no greater 
reduction shall be made than on other articles. 
[ Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. KERR. In reference to this article, it 
is my judgment that there is nothing in it 


duties on other 


worth wasting ve ry much time over by the | 


not believe that the 
foreign coal that can enter into ef- 
fective competition with domestic coal amounts 
to very much; and the receipts of the Treas- 
ury from this source indicate that result. It 
can only compete to some extent in New Eng- 
land and a little in New York; nowhere else. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Allow me to ask the 
gentleman if he knows how much coal from 
Maryland, Virginia, and Pennsylvania is con- 
sumed in the Atlantic sea-board States? 

Mr. KERR. IL do, because | have just 
heard one of the gentleman’s colleagues state 
the amount. ‘The amount, compared with the 
total consumption in the country, 1s a mere 
trifle. But that trifle, if kept out by a dis- 
honest duty, will enable the domestic owners 
to extort millions in tmbute. Sir, I insist 
that the whole object of this tax is to con- 
fer a bounty. That is all that my excellent 
friend from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Grirrita] and 
his friends here want. Ido not say that re- 
proachfully, but I say it truthfully. And I 
say to him, and to my excellent friends upon 
the other side, that during my seven years’ 
experience in this House [ have never cast 
one single vote for bounties, and, with the help 
of God, I never will. I will vote for equal and 
honest laws, for laws that impose taxes prop- 
erly. If you want anything but bounty, what 
is it? The tax pays but little revenue. If it 
does not enable you tocharge more to the con- 
sumers for your coal, why do you want it? 
You pay no duty, not a cent, on what you sell ; 


protectionists. | do 
amount of 
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the tax continued. 








| the vicious resulis of protection. 


| 
| 
| 
i 
} 


not a cent ever gets into the Treasury from |! 








your pockets. That is the reason 


1 you want 
You do not pay it. The 
consumers of your coal do. ‘They do uot pay 
it to the lreasury ; they pay it to you. lhere- 
fore you want it. You like it, and raise your 
lamentations against its repeal. ; 

‘There is coal in my district, and I have con- 
stituents who are mining coal; but they do 
not come here and ask me forany bounty to be 
taken from their neighbors and put into their 
pockets. They are honest men, and content 
with fair dealing. They do not beset your 
lobbies here in person or by agents, 
ask no tribute from their fellow-citizens. Yet 
that is what this means. ‘That is all there is 
in this idea of protection. Do not deceive 
yourselves, gentlemen, or attempt to deceive 
us. You want to make the other people of 
this country pay something to you over and 
above what they would have to pay under 
free trade to somebody else. It is extorted 
bounty; itis robbery, and nothingelse. You 
ought to call it by its right name. It is a 
blow at personal liberty. I have a right to 
purchase where I please; you have no right 
or just power to forbid me to do it. If you 
have any such power, you should only so exer- 
cise it as that my Government shall gain what 
I lose. You cannot lawfully or honestly make 
my loss your individual gain. ‘That would be 
confiscation, taking from one for another, 
resorting to the brutal sophism that ** might 
makes right.”’ . 

Under free trade, which has been tried in 
many countries of the world, on this subject of 
coal laborers’ wages have always advanced. 
Labor has always been benefited by free 
trade. It is soin England to-day ; it is so in 
other countries, and it will be so here. It is 
not labor that comes here and raises this wail. 
The wail comes fromthe protected gentlemen, 
who own the coal mines of this country, and 
who want to gather profit and bounty beyond 
what is reasonable and honest from the pro- 
ceeds of these mines; that is what protection 
means. Do not let it be glossed over by call- 
ing it protection of American labor. It is 
protection to American monopolisis ; it is pro- 
tection of the few, but robbery of the many ; 
it is taking from labor that which belongs to 
it and giving it to the monopoiists. 

That is my objection to the whole thing. I 


They 


| am in favor of an equal, honest, national law. 


My friend from Massachusetts [ Mr. Crocker | 
over the way can weil say that he is iu favor 
of continuing this duty on coal, because he 
is protected on the paper which he manu- 
factures to a very great extent; he is pro 
tected on iron, in the manufacture of which 
he is also interested. He is interested in 
bounties obtained trom the hard earnings of 
labor in this country, and therefore be can 
afford to get up here and say that he is in favor 
of a bounty to the owners of coal mines, 
whether he owns any himself or not. He col- 
lects his bounties from all the people of the 
country, the rich and the poor, who read the 
daily newspapers, who read the books pub- 
lished in this country, and from the children 
who use the spelling-books, from the poor 
young man who struggles under poverty to gain 
an education or an honest profession. Yes, 
sir; he collects his bounty from those who use 


_ the Holy Bible itself; and he can well afford 


to continue the payment of this bounty to a 
few coal-mine owners in Pennsylvania. But 
[ see no merit in his boast. It may seem to 
him to be praiseworthy for him to keep this 
tax on others who enjoy none of his bounsies. 
But it seems notso tome. This is one of 
It leads to 
conspiracies among interested parties. Wealth 
and capital combine for extortion from the 
people. This | denounce as a crime against 
the people and against good conscience. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman from Indi- 


ana [Mr. Kerr] speaks as though the sole 


ee ee 


ol 


8¢ 
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obj ject of the duty on coal was to put money in 
ome body’ S pocket. 

Mr. KERR. So it is. 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman had his 
ive minutes, and [claim mine without inter- 
ruption, Sir, there never has been a day since 
we had a tariff in this country that there has 
not been a duty on coal for revenue. In 1869 
we derived a revenne from the duty on coal 
of $546,535 43; in 1870, $519,661 19; and in 
1871, $538,185 72. 

Now, sir, that money went into the Treas- 
ury. This duty is a revenue duty; it has 
always been collected as such. The ge ntle- 

in proposes to remit according to last year’s 
receipts $322,581. The ge ntlems an proposes 
to take this amount out of the Treasury, and 


give it—to whom? ‘To the owner of the 
Acadian coal-mine and the owner of the Eng- 
lish mine. The gentleman talks of ‘' rob- 


bery.”’ 


} 


If he had applied the epithet person- 


the Treasury $822,000 to give it to his pets in 
Nova Scotia or Great Britain. 

The gentleman knows very well that New 
England’s capital, instead of going to Virginia 
and opening the coal-fields upon the James 
and other rivers, instead of going to North 
Carolina and opening the tide water coal- 
fields there, has gone to Nova Scotia and 
opened mines; and if the gentleman does not 
know, I do, that during our late war one of 
those companies declared an annual dividend 
of one hundred and seventy-five per cent. The 
gentleman would give this money now received 
I 


y the Government as revenue to the owners 
of those coal-fields at the cost of the tax-payers | 
of the country. He would prevent the devel- 


opment of war-stricken and prostrate eastern 
Virginia and North Carolina. Pennsylvania 
need not care for thisduty. From 1869 to the 
present time I have argued before this House 
that this duty on coal is not a question of pro 
tection, but a question of revenue. Only look 
at the consumption of coal east of the Alle- 
ghanies and north of the Potomac; more than 
twenty million What influence upon 
the current rate can four hundred or six bun 
dred thousand tons of bituminous coal have? 


tons. 


Gentlemen talk about the effect upon the 
price of coal in the West. No gentleman 
from that section, no constituent of gen- 


tleman here, ever saw a @ar-load of f tik ia a ater 
bituminous coal carried to the other side of 
he Alleghany mountains. Go into the Alle- 
ghany mountain region, either at Altoona or 
Johnstown, and you can buy coal at the mouth 
of the mine for ninety cents or one dollar a 
ton. How, then, can it be said thatthe duty 
of $1 25 is added to the price of each ton 
of coal? No, sir; this is simply a question 
whether Nova Scotians and certain gentle 
men New England, who own mines in 
Nova Scotia, shall poc ket between three ot 
four hundred thousand dollars now received 
by the Government as revenue, or whether 
that money shall go into the Treasury of the 
United States. Thereis no question of pro 
tection in the matter. 

Mr. HIBBARD. Mr. Chairman, there is one 
view of this question which I have not heard 
presented while I have been present during this 
discussion. Ido not regard this as aque stion 
of protecting American labor. A controversy 
between protection and free trade might arise 
in acase where you could gotoa foreign country, 


trom 


purchase an article there, transport it to this | 


country, and in the home market undersell the 
corresponding native production. But this 
cannot be done in the case of coal. There is 
probably no cval imported into Philadelphia 
or any sea-port which is neara c yal-producing 
region. The question, therefore, is, shall New 
England, shali New York, shall San Francisco, 
pay for useless, burdensome, and costly traus- 
portation? This is the whole question. 

I hold in my hand the report of the chief 
of the Bureau of Statistics, which shows that 


there is practically no coal imported anywhere | 
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a ly, we might say that he would filch from | 


} country requires it, 





near a coal-producing region. It is all im- 
ported into New England or New York or 


San Francisco. No other place in any por- 
tion of the United States imports any consid 
erable amount of coal. ‘The question, then, 
is, shall we pay these great bounties to the 


railroads for 
waters, and 
as it would cost 


transporting ¢c yal to 
then pay as much for s 
it from Wada Back a 





us to sh lip 
to Boston or other norts? 

Mr. BANKS. Mr. Chairman, | 
say a word on this coal question. I have lis- 
tened with great Ssatistaction to the gentlem n 
from Indiana, [ Mr. Kerr 
earnest, and to my friend from Pennsylvania, 
because I do not quite understand him. 
{Laughter.] But neither of these gentlemen 
has given the reason why I shall vote for this 
proposition? In regard to this duty on coal, 
| do not know whether the gentleman on the 
other side [ Mr. Kerr | is right his doctrine, 
or whether the gentleman on this side {Mr. 
KELLEY] is right in his philosophy ; it is more 
than Lean understand, whether other gentlemen 
understand itor not. But this fact | do know: 
I vote for the duty on coal because I find it 


want to 


, | because he is so 


here. It has been here for half a century or 
more. Large industries of this country are 
founded upon this duty. Many thousands of 


honest men are dependent upon this branch 
of industry for their bread from day to day; 
and whatever may be the philosophy of the 
matter, | hold that it would be a crime, and 

done for that purpose an infamous crime, 
to strike down the duty without sufficient 
reason, and without a moment’s 
warning W hatever. 

Now, sir, tha 
we find the chal question, we sustain the prin 
ciple of duty on coal the country 
requires it, and because the industry of the 
and because the Treasury 
But t believing as we do, it 
ought to be reduced, we propose, as the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Mean 
proposes, a reduction of ten per cent. 

Mr. KILLINGER. ‘he reduction here is 
sixty per cent. 

Mr. BANKS. So muchthe better. [Laugh 
ter.] Igo the entire question, first, bec 
there is a duty, and ought to be; and second, 
because it is reduced sixty per cent., and ought 
to be duced. What do | care whether that 
corresp: nds with the phi le SOP hy of t other 
side or th 


notice or 
being the condition in which 


be cause 


demands revenue. 


on coal. 


suse 


side, for itis not 
a question of philosophy, but of fact. 
Lhe eman from New York 
Brooks } to be sure he 
coffee free: but 
tea kettle and all other 
willing to take that. 
the reduction we can get 
strike for more. The 
York protests against the reduction on coffee 


» doctrinaires of this 
rent { Mr. 
and 
he does not get his 
things 
lam 


says gets tea 
because 
free he 18 not 
willing t 
now, and afterwards 


tal ‘ 
J) LaAnC a 


gentleman from New 
and tea because he ec 
else. Let us take what we can get, and 
take more when we can get it. | 
pose to hold the floor any longer. 

Mr. KILLINGER. 1 wish to ingui 
friend from Massachusetts, to state why he 
in favor of a reduction in a revenue bill on 
every other article excepting bitumi 
of ten per cent., and on bitumi 
of sixt per cent. ? Why di 
diseri aioation? 

Mr. BANKS. Address that to the chair 
man of the Committee on Ways and =e 
I did not do this. { Laug rhy ter. | [f t gt 
anything wrong to be accounted for in "tbl 
bill, the gentlen 
appes 
subje ct 


do not 


re ol my 


nous coal 
nous coal ony 


yes. he make that 


D> ; 
lan from Fennsylvania cannot 


ii toany one who deserves to Spr ak on th 


than the gentieman from Massa 


nore 
moO Z 


chusetts, the chairman ol 
Ways and Means 
Mr. KILLINGER. The 


one way, while 


+ 


gentieman looks 
' he rose another. {[ Laughter. | 

Mr. BANKS. That is the constant example 
in this House [Laughter 


Mr. KILLINGER. 


innot get it on everything 
t 


Mr. Chairman, in the || tee of 
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course of this discussion it has been asserted 
by those in favor of 
bituminous coal 


striking off the duty on 
that the move 
in the interest of 


taken off 
Pennsylvania. 


ment is entirely 
monopoly, that the 
goes into the pockets of the mon 


hat is the arguime 


liet ‘ 
OLSTS O 


and that is the conclusion of the argument. | 
rise to call the attention of the House and 
the country that during this Congress | have 


in my own person presented memorials trom 


t ten thousand of the laboring 


at least men, the 
working men, the miners, the machinists, of 
the persons who are dependent on their daily 
labor, praying this Llouse to stay its hand and 
to allow this duty lo remain. Can gentle men 
on the other side, who ask that it be taken off, 


point to a single petition coming here from the 
laboring classes asking that the duty } 


be taken 
off? Notone! If the people of the country 


were to be benefited by the taking off of this 
duty, why, therefore, have we not had petitions 
from them on that subject ? 

Aside from the question of revenue, it has 


been well shown by my colleague, then we 


have heard from them. 
heard from the laboring men, 


would Bat we have 
from the 
but from Mary 
land and Virginia, and other parts of the 


try, not to take the duty 


miners, 
not from Pennsylvania alone, 
Coun 
off bituminous coal. 
lherefore [ make the point that it is in 
terest of the working men we are calling upon 
the House to allow this duty to remain 

In the billnow re ported from the 

Ways and Means there is a reduction of 
sixty per cent. on bit 
the general scale of 
to every other 
it has not 


thein 


Committee 


uminous coal, whereas 
reduction in reference 
artic le is ten per 


been shown why there should be 


such a discrimination against bituminous coal. 
| Here the hammer feil. ] 

Mr. RITCHIE. Mr. Chairman, the q 
whether the the ry ol 
pr ytecti n 18 C¢ in the abstraet 


but whether you h 


still remains, not 


trade or yrrrect 


ave dealt with coal equi 





ably compared with the other arti th 

bill. | was glad to hear my friend lana 
[Mr KERR | Say he was favor ual 
bill. Lask him why, when he agreed with the 
~ rt = the majority of the committee, he 
re ed ecott n, yielded to iron, bowed before 
wool 2 id took out all of his free-trade zeal on 


yal ? 


Let him raise the 


rland Cl 

cry of fre e cotton, tree 

, and we 
} > 

» coal also. uf we 


rdant songs for 


will unite 


do objeet to the dis- 


ron, free wool 
free coal when the 


manisnot consistent by m inifesting the 


these other articles. There is no 


reduc ing the 
nd the other 


zeal LOT 
i » tariff on cotton and 
ten 


| 
interest to the ex 


staples 


friend from 
why it 1 
board should not alon @ 
ynsideration in this matter, There 
thousand articles taxed, from the pro 
which New England 


(he West is not 


New H LITL] hire 
that the interests of 
the Atlantic sea 
taken into c 
are 1oul 
tection of 


¢ | . 
chiet Denelt. concerned in 


this assault on coal. And I ask the attention 
Oot the gentleman, and [also call t ie attention 
of the House to the fact that this b mike 
gas free. While the framersof the bill have 
reduced the duty on coal, and while they have 
increased the b irdens on the product f 
the article in which we are interested, they 
have relieved the monopolists of New York, 
the gas companies, which seem to have such 
zealous defenders on th floor 

[ Say. Sir, 1b 1 a sorry signt to see the gal 
lant knights of ft le shrink from tt ( 
ried rat that d 1 the citadel of pr yt S 
und atitemy their discomfi y 
massacring a fee L1dversary 

{ LLe hammer fell. | 

Mr. HOAR | desire to make : ry 


of th entleman from Pennsylvania Mr. 


KELLEY, | vyho is a member of the Commit- 


Ways and Means, and has studi 








question very thoroughly. I desire to ask him 

the existence of a duty on coal is of any 
henehit whatever to the coal miners of his dis 
ty 

Mr. KELLEY I have no hesitation in an 
Wet v the gentlieman jue ion as regards 
my own igmentin the matter In the course 
of an elaborate discussion of the question in 
i869 | took the ground that the duty was in 
no sense rote« ve, nor did it affect the price 


of coal in any market of the country; that it 


was a question of revenue, pure and simple, 
having no effect upon the market price of the 
article or upon the wage of labor employed 
in al mine | en stated, as I do now, 
that this agitation arose with several compa 
nies of gentlemen in the eastern part of New 
Mngland, who organized compani sand opened 
Nova Seotia mines. Itis a question whether 
the £000 “all go a | have already rated 
into the Ire iry of the United States or into 
the treasury of those coal companies. 

Mr. HOAKR Then, Mr. Chairman, as I 
understand, if the House reduce this duty, 
although some gentlemen think it is not right 
oO diminish the revenue in this way, it cannot 
be claimed that it any respect an un 
friendly act toward the coal miners of the coal 
producing State 


| speak for myself. Those 


who more immediately represent the miners 
| do may differ from me. | give the 
entleman merely my own judgment. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Without 
entering into the question of protection or tree 
trade, which has been so el quently treated 
by the gentleman on the Committee of Ways 


and Mean , | wi say that | think the amend- 


ment of the gentleman from Maryland [ Mr. 
Rircnuie| is entitled to consideration. — I 
know of no authority that should have more 
weight, or more entitled to it in regard to the 
question of the tariff on coal at the present 
time than the consumers of the State of New 


York, which, as a State, is the largest coal 


cousumer in the country, and I ean only say 


that within the past six months | have observed 
that coal has been sold at four dollars a ton 
delivered i that city, which isa lower price 
than betore the war, although wages are far 


hivher. And as an American, without refer 
ence to the question whether the laborer is 
the farmer in Indiana, who complains that 
he Ccaunot get coal cheaper, or the coal miner 





who complains that wages are 
too low, | can only say as one, taking a liberal, 
thoughtful view of the whole question, that 
coal delivered in the « ily ol Ne W York at four 
dollars a ton yte lds litthe enough profit to the 
producer or transporter l shall therefore 
ote cheerfully for the amendment of the gen 
tleman from Maryland. 
Mr. COX. I ask my colleague [Mr. Town 
di VD | to yield to me the rest of his time. 


Phe CHAIRMAN, 


The Chair understood 


that th yy man from Massachusetts | Mr. 
Dawes] had the floor, and yielded a portion 
of his time to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from New 
York | Mr. Townsenp] took the floor in his 
awti I 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
New York | Mr. Cox] is recognized by the 
Chair. 

Mr. COX I want only ») prote st against 
he proposition made by my colleague, [ Mr. 
lowNSEND,] who says that coal has recently 
been delivered in New York at four dollars 

s; but we are in the power 
of railroads that transport it from the 
mines, aud of the corporations that mine it. 


Coal hus been, as the gentleman well remem 
bers, as high as twelve and thirteen dollars 
! ton, where it was delivered in small 
qu il 1 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. Inexcep 
al Cases. 

Mr. COX. Not at all exceptional; that 
price continued all winter. We are at the 


Uo 


. _ 


mercy of these very owners of the mines; 
they are all monopolists. What is a monop- 
olist? A man who does not allow fair com- 
petition. Where we cannot get a full, fair 
competition in respect to any article, then 
there is a monopoly. That is the definition of 
the term by all true economists. I do not 
care whether you call them free-traders, or 
yrotectionists, or what not. 

Mr. DAWES. 
upon coal, as proposed by this bill, from 
$1 25 to fifty cents per ton has not been made 
with any intention or expectation that it will, 
in any way, affect the price of coal in Penn- 
sylvania, or the employment of the miner 
there, or the return of a dollar of income to 
any owner of a ccal mine in that State. It is 
a greater reduction than the general reduction 
proposed in the bill. And if it were to have 
the effect which my friends from Pennsylvania 
in their zeal here seem to think it will have, 
| would not for one moment lift my voice in 
behalf of the proposition. 

But I do not think any man can go into the 
coal fields of Pennsylvania, or for a moment 
reflect how much hangs upon the success and 
prosperity of the mining interest there ; how all 
the steam commerce of this country depends 
upon it, how every machine-shop and every 
forge in the land depend upon it, how the 
comforts of the fireside, and all the ways, mul- 
tiplied as the sands upon the sea-shore, in 
which that coal is used, depend upon that 
prosperity ; | do not think any man can seeall 
that and in any way lift his hand by legisla 
tion and impair that prosperity; or if any 
would do it, it seems to me he must be beside 
himself, 

Four years ago I went among those coal- 
fields; it was then after the war. I went 
within twenty miles of where rebel armies 
came and amused themselves with burning 
bridges and taxing the inhabitants of cities in 
round sums, levying contributions; and I 
was amazed at their stupidity. A few hours’ 
work of the rebel armies in those coal mines 
would have put an end to the war. Had they 
but set fire to the machinery over the mouths 
of those coal mines, in thirty days every 
steamship in this country upon the ocean sup- 
plied by coal would have been stopped and 
the blockade would have been raised; every 
forge would have died out, every machine- 
shop m the land would have been stilled. 
lherefore, as a matter of self-defense, the 
coal mines of Pennsylvania are to be cher- 
ished by this nation. 

But the question whether you shall here take 
off the duty upon coal is another question. 
he cost of coal at the mine to the miner and 
the owner of the mine is about the same every- 
where all over the world. The difference 
between that cost and what it costs the con- 
sumer is in the freight, and every mile of 
freight adds to that cost; and upto a certain 
limit, therefore, in this country the length of 
the chain is a protection. My distinguished 
friend from Indiana, [Mr. Kerr,] with the 
magnificent coal beds of his State, is hedged 
in by a protection a thousand miles long from 
any interference by any competing coal-fields 
in the world. Now, sir, along the coast and 
up to the coast the coal of Pennsylvania can 
go, and no coal from any other source can 
compete with it. And along the coast coal can 
be brought from Nova Scotia and elsewhere 
and put down, but the competition is not be- 
tween the coal mines, but between the carriers 
ofthe coal. The question is whether we shall 
pay to the freighters of the coal the additional 
cost to the consumer, not to the owner of the 
coal mine, not to the miner who nicks it out, 
but tothe freighters of the coal. Thatis the only 
reason why we propose in this bill to reduce 
the duty on coal to fifty cents per ton instead 
of leaving it at $1 25 per ton, its present rate. 
It is a question between freighters up to a cer- 
tain line along the coast. It is because the 


The reduction of the rate | 
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down on the coast which they pay for in Nova 


| Scotia as the freighters from Pennsylvania pay 


for their coal in Pennsylvania; itis a question 
whether the freighters of Nova Scotia can bring 
the coal cheaper than the freighters from Penn- 
sylvania can do it. 

Putting on this coal a duty of $1 25 a ton 
is just so much tax upon the consumer, and it 
goes into the pockets of the railroads that run 
between the coast and the mines of Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr. KELLEY. Cannot coal be brought as 
cheaply from the tide-water mines of Virginia 
io the ports of Massachusetts and Maine as it 
can be from Nova Scotia? 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly not. 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir; it can. 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly not; because you 
cannot take your vessel up to the very mine in 
Virginia and throw the coal into the vessel, as 
you can al Pictou. 

Mr. KELLEY. You can take the vessel 
within five miles of the mine, and there is a 
railroad for that distance. 

Mr. DAWES. And those five miles add 
$1 25 to every ton. 

Mr. RITCHIE. The tolls of the Chesa 
peake and Ohio canal are cheaper than the 
rates for any other mode of transportation. 

Mr. DAWES. The coal costs just as much 
either way to the owner of the mine; and 
whether the duty be fifty cents or three dollars 
a ton, it will not make one penny’s difference 
to the owner of the mine, to the miner, or to 
anybody in Pennsylvania who has any interest 


| in mines separate and distinct from the rail- 


roads. But it will make adifference to the 
railroads; it will make a difference in the 
freightage, nothing else. If I can be con- 
vinced to the contrary of this, I will withdraw 
my advocacy of the proposition, 

Mr. RITCHIE. The wages of miners, 
which used to be forty cents a ton, are now 
sixty-five cents a ton. 

The question being taken on the amend- 
ment of Mr. RircHig, it was not agreed to, 
there being—ayes 61, noes 100. ; 

Mr. RITCHIE. I give notice that I shall 
call the yeas and nays upon this question in 
the House. 

Mr. COX. 
tunity. 

Mr. MeGREW. 1 move to amend by strik- 
ing out ‘‘fifty,’’ in line eleven, and inserting 
‘** seventy-five.’ 

The question being taken on the amendment 
of Mr. McGrew, there were—ayes 67, noes 
84. 

Mr. McGREW called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered and Mr. McGrew and 
and Mr. Dawes were appointed. 

The committee divided ; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 81, noes 78. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurring on the motion to 
strike out the paragraph, it was not agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. 1 do not know whether it is 
in order now or at the end of the section, but 
as it isa part of this subject-matter, i move to 
ameud by adding ‘‘On coke and culm of coal 
fitteen per cent. ad valorem.”’ 

Mr. MAYNARD. Mr. Chairman, is this 
proposition germane ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is germane to the 
clause under consideration. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Then it seems to me 
anything is germane. I would like to un- 
derstand in what respect coke and culm of 
coal are germane to bituminous coal. 

Mr. JAWES. Cuim is what is left after 
you have screened the coal. 

Mr. MAYNARD. Then I suppose diamonds 


would also be germane, as they are composed 


You will not have an oppor- 


of carbon. There is just about as much anal- 
ogy in the one case as in the other. 

Mr. DAWES. Culm is the screenings of 
coal. Coke is that portion of the coal which 
is burned over. I suppose the Chairman 


il freighters from Nova Scotia can drop coal || understands this matter better than I do. 





— 


pr 
fel 
Pi 
or 
he 
tir 
m 
to 


se 





The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the 
proposition germane. On an amendment of- 
fered some time ago by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania the Chair ruled that it was in 
order. Though somewhat doubtful at the time. 
he has since become satisfied, upon examina- 
tion of the rule, that while all such amend- 
ments are in order it has hitherto been cus 
tomary to bring them in at the close of the 
section. 

Mr. DAWES. I think this is a proper place 
for my amendment. 

Mr. SARGENT. 
here in its order. 

Mr. DAWES. On the articles named in my 
amendment the present duty is twenty-five per 
cent. With coal at fifty cents, Lhad proposed 
to fix ten per cent. as the duty on these articles. 
As the rate on coal has been fixed at seventy 
five per cent., [ think fifteen per c@nt. on coke 
and culm of coal preserves the same propor- 
tion. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out “fifteen ’’ and 
inserting ‘‘twenty.’’ The gentleman from 
Massachusetts has put together in his amend- 
ment these two articles, coke and culm of 
coal. Coke, as every one Knows, is a manu- 
facture of coal, produced by burning it and 
expelling the sulphur. It is an article upon 
which more labor, more capital, more cost 
enters into, and certainly the rate of duty on 
coke ought not to be less than the duty on coal. 
The duty on coal, as now fixed in this bill, is 
about twenty-five to thirty per cent., and it is 
now proposed to make the duty on coke not 
more than one half of that. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee mistakes the kind of coke to which reter 
is made. ‘The coke around the Pennsy]- 
vania mines and blast-furnaces is one thing 
and the coke of commerce is that which is lett 
afier making gas, and is really good for noth- 
ing except for being used in open forges. Very 
little of it is brought into this country from 
abroad, and it cannot come into competition 
with anything here, because there is nothing 
like it on the face of the earth. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I should like to make 
an inquiry of the gentleman, whether coke is 
produced in the manufacture of gas alone? 

Mr. DAWES. I do not object to that, but 
I suspect there are some other ways the thing 
is produced. ‘The fact that it is produced in 
the manufacture of gas does not make any 
difference if the result is the same. It hag 
nothing to do with coke around the furnaces 
of Pennsylvania. it is a light, feathery stuff, 
produced at small cost, and used in open forges. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I must inform the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts that I know as 
much about coke as he does, because it is pro- 
duced in my neighborhood in large quantities, 
and is used in the manufacture of iron largely. 
And if we put a duty on coal, it seems to me 
we ought to put the same duty on coke. 

Mr. DAWES. I admit that kind of coke is 
so used, but none of that kind of coke is found 
along the sea-board nor until you get to 
Great Britain. There you find it, and there 


It had better come in 


ence 


they use every particle of it, besides going | 


down into the earth for thousands of feet for 
more coal. They never send a pound of it 


here. But very little can be brought into our 
country. 
Mr. MAYNARD. Why cannot coke be 


imported from Nova Scotia and furnished to 
the iron establishments, as in Pennsylvania 
and Maryland ? 

Mr. DAWES. Because the chief value is 
gas, and to expel the gas to make coke and 
send the gas into the atmosphere, and then to 
take the coke to bring it in here, is taking the 
little end of the horn and leaving the big end 
behind. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thetime of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania has expired. 

Mr. DAWES. [am willing to withdraw 
the coke part of the amendment. 


| 
} 
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Mr. STEVENSON. None has been brought 
in here for two years. 

Mr. KERR. I move to amend by making 
it eight cents, instead of five. None has been 
imported. It i humbug. It was never 
heard of before in any tariff bill until two 
years ago, when gentlemen threw a drag-net 
to bring in everything to pay duty. The whole 
thing is a piece of humbuggery. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to 
say to the House that the gentleman is entirely 
mistaken in regard to this matter. Culm of 
coal pressed into the form of bricks is used 
in the English navy and in the French navy 
almost entirely to the exclusion of coal in any 
other form. It is the most compact form in 
which coal can be used, imported or exported. 
Culm, have said, is pressed into the 
form of bricks, and is not only used in the 
English navy and in the French navy, but | 
believe to a very large extent is also used in 
our Navy. 

Mr. DAWES. Nineteen thousand five hun- 
dred and twenty-eight dollars was the value in 
full of all that was imported. 

Mr. CONGER. But the gentleman must 
recollect that imported by the Government is 
not charged with duty at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana, 
{Mr. Kerr 

Mr. RITCHIE. Culm of coal, as I under 
stand it, is fine coal. 

Mr. DAWES. If the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Rrrceure] will permit me, | will say 
that unless you have some duty on culm of 
coal, everything that is brought in in the form 
of coal will be entered as culm 
the revenue will be defrauded. 

Mr. KERR. I think the revenue officers 
can be trusted to protect the country against 
that kind of fraud. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I desire to 
make an inquiry of the Chair. Was the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
Kerr] in order? Were there not already two 
amendments pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] withdrew his 
amendment, and that of the gentleman from 
Tennessee fell with it. And then the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts renewed so much of 
his amendment as reiated to culm of coal. 

Mr. RITCHIE. The danger to which the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] 
has referred must have been in the eye of the 
committee when they proposed a duty on 
bituminous coal of fiity cents perton. I ask 
them why it is that the amendment is now 
proposed? [understand culm of coal to be 
nothing but coal fined, and I would suppose 
the generic term would embrace all varieties. 
I may be mistaken, however. 

Mr. DAWES. I will tell the gentleman why 
this is offered now. The Printer by mistake 
left out culm of coal in printing this bill. It 
was in all the other tariff bills that have been 
printed, but by mistake was omitted from this 
one. 


is a 


o 


as | 


of coal, and 


Lhe question being taken on Mr. Kerr's 
amendment, it was disagreed to. 

The question was next taken on Mr. Dawes’s 
amendment, and it was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph : 

On salt in bulk, eight cents per hundred pounds. 

Mr. DUELL. I move to amend that par- 
agraph by striking out ‘‘eight’’ and inserting 
in lieu thereof ‘* twelve.’’ 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to amend the amendment of the gentleman 
from New York. [Mr. Due t. ] 

The CHAIRMAR. The gentleman from 
New York has the floor. 

Mr. DUELL. ‘The present duty on 1m- 
ported salt in bulk is eighteen cents per one 
hundred pounds. When imported in bags 


twenty-four cents per one hundred pounds are || millions, or eight times the present popula 
charged—eighteen cents for the salt and six |i of the United States, and geological research, 
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cents for the bags. The duty on a barrel of 
salt containing two hundred and eighty pounds 
is therefore fifty cents and four mills. 

The Committee of Ways and 
to reduce the duty on salt in bulk to 
eight cents per one hundred pounds, a redue 
tion of more than sixty per cent. The amend 
ment which | propose is twelve cents per one 
hundred pounds, amounting toa reduction of 
thirty-three and one third per cent. from the 
present duty. 

The annual consumption of salt in the Uni 
ted States is now about 82,000,000 bushels, of 
which about 12,000,000 are imported, and 
about 20,000,000 are domestic salt. Of the 
home production about 8,500,000 busheis are 
made in the State of New York, about 4,000, 
OOO at Saginaw, in the State of Michigan, and 
about 6,000,000 in Ohio and West Virginia, 
and one or two millions in smaller quantities 
in Kansas and other the United 
States. 

The production of salt in the United States 
gives employment to fifteen thousand persons 
and $20,000,000 of capital. 

The American manufacturers of salt II 
their annual product at a price not exceeding 
two dollars per barrel, averaging the sales at 
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all points in the United States, however near 
or however distant from their works. ‘This is 
the fair average price, with all the cost of the 
article, including barrel, package, transporta- 
tion, commission to agents, computed or reck 
oned upon it. I think I may sately assert that 
of all the articles of our internal commerce, 
salt is relatively the cheapest. 

Salt is produced in the United States either 
by boiling or by solar evaporation from brine 
pumped from wells four to eight hundred feet 
in depth. It requires the expenditure of a 
large sum of money for erections in which the 
salt is made and for working capital. Lor 
example, at Syracuse, New York, where eight 
million five hundred thousand bushels of salt 
are made annually,the manufacturers have built 
three hundred and sixteen fine-salt blocks, 
costing $2,250,000; forty-four thousand coarse 
salt vats, $2,500,000 ; they use an actual cash 
capital of $1,250,000 ; making a total perma 
nent investment of $6,000,000. In addition 
to this they employ directly and indirectly five 
thousand laborers, whose average compensa 
tion is $2 06 per day, and consume annually 
two hundred thousand tons of coal. 

The cost of producing a barrel of salt at 
Syracuse, New York, (including the barrel, 
is $1 61, and at Saginaw, Michigan, $1 54. 
There is probably no manufactured article in 
which the ingredient of labor enters so largely 
as in thatof salt. The water itself isof no par- 








ticular intrinsic value. At Syracuse the State 
sinks the wells, pumps and distributes the 


water, inspects and weighs the manufactured 
article, all for one cent per bushel. It will be 
seen, therefore, that salt fitted for use is pre 
eminently the result of combined capital and 
labor; of capital applied in the erection of ex 
pensive manufactories, and of labor employed 
in the process to which the crude material 1s 
subjected. The cost of salt in the market 
simply the cost of the capital and labor used in 
the production ; and the protection offered to 
it by revenue and tariff laws is precisely the 
same in principle and in fact as that afforded 
to any other branch of manufacturing industry. 
It has been said that the resources of the 
United States are not sufficient to supply the 
wants of our people. This is a great mis 
take. Salt exists in native forms in nearly 
all the States and ‘lerritories of the Union. 
The manufactured pro 
duced from strongly impregnated brines in 


alt of commerce is 


New York, Ohio, Michigan, and West Vir 
ginia. The known resources of these four 


States, if taxed to their limit could annually 
furnish salt sufficient for the consumption of 
a population of over three hundred and fiity 


on 
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is every day strengthening the proof that hardly 
any known material substance is so widely and 
tnibuted over the country 4&8 the a! 


cie Ol Bait. Lhe follow ng Sstalement will 
Khow more in detail the resources of our 
country in the articie of gait: 

‘New Yor!) oan upply annually if required, 
124,000,000 bushels; Olio can upl annually il 
required, 25.0 ) ishels; Virginia can supply 
itty d 000,000 bushels; Michigan 
cun eupt nt y if required, 100,000,000 bushels. 

Pie ' id tot mituble in Louisiana, 
Kan p Dbraska, la ) i | Lexue. 
ire to-day found in New York, Penn 
' a, Ona + cau Lili , Indiana, West 
’ ii \ b i, Kansa Net ka, California, 
lL, if ‘) Is N ‘ Me Aico, Ari pTath. 
t f i 1 eor?t } Louisiana, Texa 


New Mexico, Kansas, California, Virginia, M tana, 


] it seait producing lerrite r) ol the United 
Sha i pwidely a ributed, that it precludes 
the possi iy olany monopoli by combination 
of capital, Ib insures to consumers in every 

i ¢ he ¢ ntiry ich ¢ petition Lo sup- 
py their Watis Or LeCessilles @8 Wil always 
Keep prices in any «al d every section of the 

ita reasounble standard. In addition 


to this, nearly two hi ha of the salt used in the 
{ nited Stutles is import d from abroad under 
the present tariff, showing a lively competition 


] ' | t . 
pelLweell tiie horeigo and do Hesiic producer, 


which will always kee p down the price to a rea- 
That best for 


the consuiners when there is a sharp competi- 


sonable figure, state of affairs 1 


tion between the foreign and domestic pro- 


either a monopoly of the 


ducer, tor | 


oO ive 
, 
market would tend to raise 


ent tanith 1 


prices. 


ipte d lo produce precisely that 


The pres 


state of things, and for that 
no other, it ought not to be materially reduced. 

The present duty on salt is not prohibitory, 
forifat 
not annually be imported into the United 
states 


was, twelve million bushels of salt would 


It is simply a revenue duty, and as 
support ot every true 
reformer in this House. The an- 
nual revenue to the Government from salt is 
$1,250,000 This revenue is collected with 
litthe cost and absolute certainty, and is paid by 
foreign Capitalists, for our people get their salt 
as cheaply under the present tariff as they did 
duty was merely W hen 


such should have the 
revenue 


when the nominal. 
the toreign 
monopoly of the markets of the United States, 
he put up the price to a high figure, and put 
into his own pocket enormous profits. To 
how the effect of the present duty upon the 
price of salt, | read from an affidavit made in 
February last by William Bumm, of the city 
of Philadelphia, a member of the firm of Wil- 
iam Bumm & Sons, who are large dealers in 
toreign and domestic salt ; 


‘That under the tariff as it now is the quantity 
of salt annually imported into Philadelphia is con- 

it i yin excess of the d smestic salt sold there. 
That the mpetition between the two keeps the 
prices down to low figures, and that he has no doubt 
thatil either the toreign or domestic article were 
rexpelled trom that market the prices 
would be higher than they now are; andhe adds 
that from all the information in his possession he 
verily believes that a repesl or any material reduc- 
tion of the tariff on f ign salt would inevitably 
result in the exclusion of domestic salt from the 
market aforesaid.” 

ne the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BURCHARD obtained the floor. 

Mr. DULL. 
more, 

Mr. BURCHARD. 
the gentleman. 

Mr. DUKLL. As to the quality of our 
domestic salt, [have this to say, that it is equal 
to any in the world either for curing and pack- 


| would like a few minutes 


reason, if for 


| 
| 


| 


producer had nearly the entire | 


| 
| 


I will yield my time to | 


ing of meats, for the dairy and the table, or | 


Our Government at 
domestic manufacturers 
instituted the most rigorous test of the com- 
parative virtues of Turk’s Island and Syracuse 


for any other purpose. 
the request ot the 


solar salt, respectively, as preservers of bare | 


reled pork in all climates and under every 


by officers who did not know which of the 


| 


| 


burrels were cured with Turk’s Island, which | 


with Syracuse solar) was decidedly favorable 
to the latter. The most rigorous chemical 
analysis confirms this demonstration, 

Foreign salt is brought here from Liverpool 
from the ports on the Mediterranean,from the 
West Indies, and from Goderich, Canada. 
With cheap labor and fuel, the foreign manu- 
facturer is able to make salt at half the cost 
of the American producer, I have before me 
a statement showing the prices of labor at the 
different points where salt is manufactured, 
and I will barely remark that while the daily 
wages of the laborer engaged in making for- 
eign salt is from thirty to sixty-five cents per 
day, the wages of the American laborer engaged 
in the same business is $1 574 per day. 

There is a very large salt manufacture at 
Goderich, on Lake Huron, and at several 
points on the line of the Goderich and Buffalo 
railroad. It is based on a bed of fossil salt of 
the purest quality, from twenty-five feet to one 
hundred feetthick. The extraordinary dimen- 
sions of this deposit may be estimated from 
the fact that it has been penetrated at Kincar- 
dine and-at Seaforth, points in the dominion 
filty miles apart. Salt is produced at Gode- 
rich, with cheap labor and fuel, at eighty-five 
cents per barrel, and the Canadians them- 
selves say the selling price is eighty five cents 
to one dollar. There is now a large wheat 
trade down the lakes to Goderich. 

The return vessels would take the Canadian 
salt in ballast io Chicago, Milwaukee and Du- 
luth, because it would be put aboard by the 
shippers, and the cost and delay of gravel bal- 
last would be saved to the vessels. Now, the 
demand made by the British importers that 
salt shall be put on the free list in our tariff or 
vreatly reduced is simply a demand that the 
Americans shall legislate themselves into entire 
dependence upon foreign salt, shall destroy 
the vast interests embarked in the salt busi- 
ness in New York, Michigan, Ohio, and West 
Virginia, and shall give to the Canadians a 
monopoly of supplying half the United States, 
and the manufacturers of Liverpool and Turk’s 
Island the remaining half, with this article of 
useful need; for so cheap is labor in those 
places, so abundant and cheap is fuel there, 
und so vast and so rich are its deposits of salt, 
that competition with it upon the sea-board and 
the lake ports by our salt will be simply im- 
possible. Our factories must close, the expen- 
sive erections built for its manufacture must go 
to decay, and the fifteen thousand laborers 
now engaged in its production must find other 
employment. If such a calamity should fol- 
low, compelling all the workmen and capital 
employed in making salt to remain idle, what 
would be our condition in case of a foreign 
war ? 

Where would our thirty or forty million 
bushels of salt come from? What would be 
the price of salt? Does any one suppose that, 
even in time of peace, a foreign monopoly 
would furnish it as cheap!y as our own manu- 
facturers do, with both home and foreign 
competition to keep down the prices? Is it 
not the part of wisdom for the United States to 
keep on manufacturing a portion at least of 
the salt they use, so that in the event of a war 
they would not be entirely dependent on for- 
eign nations? 

It is said the salt manufacturers make 
enormous profits, and I have seen a circular 
issued by a foreign importer of salt which 
states that the people of the United States pay 
into the hands of the salt monopolists 
$10,000,000 per annum increased cost of salt 
caused by the present duty. The following 
statement will show how much truth there is 
in this assertion : 

“The price of domestic salt to-day in all of the 
markeis of the country, deducting the actual cost 


of barrel or package, of transportation and expenses 
of sale, does not exceed twenty-three cents per 


| bushel; and inasmuch as the whole quantity pro- 
trying ordeal. The general result (as reported || duced in the United States is not more than twenty 


willion bushels, the salt monopolists receive only 
the sum of $4,600,000 for manufacturing all the do- 
mestic salt annually consumed inthiscountry. From 
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this statement, which we are prepared to verify at 
any time or place, it will be seen that the whole peg- 
ple of the United States pay for the actual manufag- 
ture of American salt consumed by them less than 
one half of the sum which the circular aforesaid 
assures them that they pay for the mere increase of 
cost produced by the tariff alone,” 

In answer to the oft-repeated charge that 
the present tariff on salt is a grievous burden 
to the people of the United States, I submit 
the following statement to show what this bur- 
den is. I ask the Clerk to read what I send to 
the Chair. 

lhe Clerk read as follows: 

“The average annual consumption of salt in the 
United States is about forty-four pounds to each 
person per capita, This includes all the salt used, 
whether for household purposes or manufacturing, 
The average price of a barrel of salt in the different 
markets of the United States is two dollars, and ag 


| a barrel of salt contains two hundred and eighty 
| pounds, it follows that the cost of salt to each per- 


son yearly is thirty-one cents and four mills. Now, 
conceding that the consumer pays the duty upon 
salt, let us see what this burdensome tax is. The 
amount of revenue derived by the United States 
for the year 1870 upon foreign salt was $1,250,000 in 
The population of the United 
States being about forty millions, it follows that the 
tax imposed upon the consumers of salt by reason 
of the tariff on that article is three cents and one 
mill to each person annually! But further, each 
person consumes about eight pounds of salt per 
year, the cost of which is six cents. If that person 
should pay the increased tax caused by the present 
duty, it would amount to less than one cent per 
annum! ‘The increased expense to a family of eight 
persons for the salt they consume, caused by the 
duty on salt, amounts to the enormous sum of seven 
cents per year! 

** What an oppressive burden to carry, to be sure ! 


| This, too, is the ‘crime against civilization’ we 


hear so much about. This is the ‘odious,’ * infam- 
ous,’ and * pernicious’ tax which keeps the people 
from consuming as much salt as they would do if 
salt were admitted free of duty.’”’ 


Mr. McINTYRE. I move to strike out the 
paragraph relating to salt, and add that article 
to the free list. 

I believe that the feeling in this House is 
that everybody should have a free breakfast. 


| Coffee has been added to the free list ; tea 
| has been added to the free list; but there are 


other articles which enter into the comsump- 
tion of every family. Some families use tea 
and coffee and some may not. But salt enters 
into the consumption of every family, all 
through the land, among the high and the 


| low, the rich and the poor. If you eat a bit of 


ham in the morning it has salt in it. When 
you take a piece of bread at breakfast it has 
salt in it. Put this article on the free list and 
you will benefit every man in this country, and 
particularly the laborers of the country. 
Congress, | think, Mr. Chairman, might 
make this concession, because of the simple 
fact that the amount brought into the Treasury 
by the tariff laid upon salt is very inconsider- 
The amount brought into the Treasury 
derived from the duty on this article during 
the last fiscal year amounted to about twelve 
hundred thousand dollars. That amount, as 
compared with the receipts of the Government 


| during the last fiscal year, it occurs to me, 


might very readily be surrendered by the addi- 
tion of salt to the free list, as well as tea and 
coffee. 

I therefore move to strike out lines thirteen, 
fourteen, and fifteen of the bill, and to add 
salt to the free list. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion to strike 
out will be confined for the present to line 
thirteen, which alone has been read. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I was very much sur- 
prised, Mr. Chairman, to hear my distinguished 
friend from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] say that he 
was going to vote for the bill as originally re- 
ported from the Committee of Ways and Means, 
especially since he has claimed in various 
speeches he has delivered in this House on the 
subject of the tariff to be opposed to all monop- 
oly, and has stated that he wishes a fair and 
equitable distribution of the various charges 
that are made upon the peopie for the support 
of the Government. 

In this bill it is proposed to reduce the 
tariff upon salt to eight cents per bushel, the 
present rate of duty being from eighteen to 
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twenty-four cents. So far as the people whom 
] represent, and who ship about five million 
bushels of salt per annum, are concerned, 
they desire no more protection than is given 
to other people in the United States. The 


| 


constituency which | represent is opposed to | 


rotection. ‘They are opposed to monopoly. 
The y are Oppose j,as | also am op posed, to 
bounties, to use the expre ssion of my friend 
from Indiana, [Mr. Kerr.] Bat if this Con- 
gress is going to dispense bounties, if other 
pt ople aud other interests are to have boun- 


ties, then the people of West Virginia desire | 


to have a portion of those bounties. When 
the iron interest and the manufacturing inter- 
est of the New England States are to have 
bounties, and are given bounties by this very 
bill, then the people who are interested in 
raising salt, including the people of West Vir- 
ginia, desire to have a share in the bounties 
which are bestowed. 


If you will take away the bounties from all | 
the interests in all the States, then the State | 


that | represent will say amen to it. But | 
have never seen, I have never read a more in- 


equitable tariff bill than the one that i is now 


prese nted to this body. What are the facts in 
regard to it? We see here that one article 
alone, and that article produced almost exclu- 
sively by the South, the article of tobacco, 
produces by the tax upon it an internal rev- 
enue which last year amounted to $33,578, 
47 18, or mens one fourth of the entire in- 
ternal revenue of the United States. That is 
taken from the impoverished South, and yet 
will gentlemen teil me that this is a fair and 
equitable tariff bill? 

Mr. FINKELNBURG 
tobacco tax, the 
turer? 

Mr. HEREFORD. 
ally pays it, it is true. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. 
alone does not pay it? 

Mr. HEREFORD. The South alone does 
not pay the entire tax. But any gentleman 
who will go upon a tobacco plantation and 


Who pays that 
consumer or the manufac- 


The consumer eventu- 


Then the South 





raise tobacco will know that the tax is a very | 


damaging one to the interest of the tobacco 
raiser. If you doubt it, go there and raise 
tobacco and you will see it. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG, 
not show that. 

Mr. HEREFORD. The facts 
whether the statistics do or not. 

| Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. FARNSWORTH obtained the floor. 

Mr. HEREFORD. L ask the gentleman to 
yield to me for a few minutes longer. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It may be difficult 
for me to obtain the floor again. The gentle- 
man can get another opportunity to speak. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I will ask the com- 
mittee to indulge me for a few minutes more. 
This is the first time I have troubled them 
upon any subject. 

lhe CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
from Illinois yield to the gentleman from 
West Virginia? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I cannot yield the 
floor, for fear I may not obtain it again. But 
| will ask unanimous consent that he may be 
allowed to proceed for five minutes longer. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. HEREFORD. In addition to what I 
have said, I will say that we see from the 
reports made to this House that ont of the 
233,000,000 of internal revenue derived from 
the tax on tobacco, the States of Virginia and 
West Virginia alone pay directly more than 
6,000,000, And then there are annually 
shipped in bond to New York, Philadelphia, 
Boston, and other sea ports, 2 ,960,000 pounds 
of tobaceo, upon which there is an additional 
internal tax, which virtually comes out of those 
two States, of $7,027,000. 
total amount paid by the States of West Vir- 
ginia and Virginia more than one third of this 
$33,000,000 tax.upon.tobacco. 


The statistics did 


show it, 


That makes the | 


| 
| 








|| district of New York [Mr. 


Now, I ask gentlemen of this House if this 
is a fair tariff bill? And what 
in this bill? First, there is 
lected from tobacco alone, Then the bill says 
to eastern monopolists, ‘* Although last 
you paid $19,000,000 into the 
U nited States in the 


more is there 
$33,000,000 col- 


year 
lreasury of the 
way of income tax, this 
year we will wipe out all of thattax.’”’ This 
tariff bill does not propose to reénact the income 
tax, which last year yielded $19,162,650 75 
And from what sources was that tax collected? 

Principally from the wealth of the cities of 

New York, Massachusetts, and Pennsylvania, 
| and the large and wealthy ‘corporations of the 

Kast. You propose to take off all that tax, 
and yet you tax the tobacco interest of the 
South $33,000,000a year. I say that this isan 
iniquitous bill, and | here den 
tariff bill as unfair and unjust—as a bill which 
will not receive the sanction of the people of 
the United States. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Did not the 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Here 
FORD | vote yeste day to instruct the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means to report this very bill 
back to the House? 

Mr. BURCHARD. Allow me to say to the 
gentleman from West Virginia that this bill 
reduces the tax on tobacco instead of putting 
it on, 

Mr. HEREFORD. It takes off apart of the 
tax from tobacco, and it takes off all the tax 
on incomes. 

Mr. BURCHARD. This bill does not do 
anything in regard to the income tax. 

Mr. HEREFORD. It does 
as it ought to do. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I rise for the pur 
pose of saying a word or two on the subject of 
salt. ‘The income tax has nothing to do with 
the paragraph under consideration. Nor, in 
deed, has this bill anything to do with the in- 
come tax, which expires this year 
of existing law. 

Sir, we have repealed the duty upon tea and 
coffee because, as has been said, these articles 
enter into the consumption of the people uni- 
versally. It is said that tea and 
among the necessaries of life. 
to be accepted as true, though it is not strictly 
true; for they are not necessaries. 
do without tea and coffee ; for some of them 

| do. But salt isa necessary. People cannot 
do without salt. Men, women, and children, 
even ‘‘the cattle upon a thousand hills,’’ must 
have salt. Yet here we propose to tax the salt 
of the earth—that which we must all have. 

It is said by the gentleman from the galt 
Due] that salt 
will be higher if we take off the duty. I have 
heard that argument so often that I confess | 
am losing my respect for it. Whenever a high- 
tariff man gets up to clamor for more duty, 
for a higher tariff in order to increase the 
price of the article, he always puts his appeal 
upon the ground that if you repeal the duty 
the price of the article will be gre atly en- 
hanced. 

Mr. DUELL. I have asked for a reduction 
instead of an increase. 

Mr. FARNSWOKTH. But the gentleman 
does not ask for such reduction as the bill 
gives; and he claims that to reduce the duty 
as much as the bill proposes will increase the 
price of the article. I say if it will, so much 
| the better for the men who produce it; that 
| is what they want. And we are willing to take 
the risk of that. 

It is claimed that there are twenty million 
| bushels of salt produced in the United States 
annually. If that is true, then the people of 
the United States, besides the $1,250,000 that 
go into your Treasury as duty upon the salt 

imported, are paying in the 
of their salt a bounty of two million dol- 
lars to the salt monuufacturers. For every dol 
lar you put into the :reasury by means of this 
salt duty, you tax the people two dollars for 
|. the benefit of the manulactarers, 


1 
yunce any such 


not reénact it, 


by limitation 


cotfee are 
That has come 


People can 
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Sir, salt is one of those things which ought 
to be on the free list. The production of salt 
does not require skilled labor; it develops 


no industry; it calls for no skill. Like 
the production of raw lumber, like the pro- 
duction of stone cut from the mountain, like 


the production of coal dug from the earth, it 
does not require any skill. The article is 
one which every one must have. It is like a 


raw material which enters into unive rsal con 


sumption and into the manufacture of almost 
every commodity. You can have no ‘free 
breakfast table’” withoat free salt, Yor ean 


have nothing free without free salt. Salt is 
like the air or the water—it is necessary to 
man’s existence, and it ought to be free. 

Mr. CONGER,. Me. 
think from the 
Iklinois, [ Mr. 
made 
pense = 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
but without skilled labor. 

Mr. CONGER. One would think from the 
gentleman’s remarks that salt is an article pro 
duced spontaneously, that it comes almost at 
call; that salt in great and beautiful propor- 
tions will, like Lot's wife, stand up ready for 
consump ition merely 


Chairman, one would 
remarks of the gentleman from 
lanNsworrh,] who says that 
without and without 


salt is labor 


GX 


Not without labor, 


from looking back a pil 
lar of salt for the work 1 to p luck from and use. 
{ Laughter. | 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. You 
the west a huge pillar of salt. 

Mr. CONGEK. The gentleman wants to 
enlarge upon the subject inerely because | have 
alluded to Lot’s wife. L hope he will not take 
the subject from me on that account, 

Mr. Cha rman, the principal part of the 
sult is labor, and only labor, and this 
bill proposes to reduce the duty on salt from 
eighteen cents a bushel to eight ce 
and on salt in 
from twenty 


have now in 


1 
value of 


nts a bushel, 
barrels and in casks and bags 
-four cents to twelve cents a bushel 
or a hundred pounds; that is, from eighteen 
cents to eight cents, and from twenty-four cen! 

to twelve cents, a greater reduction than ou any 
other article proposed in this bill. | have an 
amendment which | propose to make here, and 
l ask the a House to it, which | 
think will compromise this question in refer 

ence to salt, which will be fair and just to all 
concerned. My amendment is to insert, before 
‘© salt,’’? in line thirteen, the word ° 
the duty we apply here shall be on rock salt, 
which is the main portion of the salt imported 
from across the ocean, and that will give pro 
tecilon to our 
manufact 


ttention of the 


“rock, &0 


manufacturers against the 
urers across the 


salt 
nada which 
comes . 1to competition with our labor. 
Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the a 
of the committee in the few minutes 
me particularly to this subject; and | wish, in 
the first place, that gentlemen would make 
their speeches to the chairman- 
tleman from Ohio, and others who speak so 
frequently, will give their attention, instead 


ive rin: 


ttention 
awilowe d 


that the gen 


of engaging io discussion while | am up and 
entitled to the floor, 
Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman, there is so 


much confusion in the House that it is utterly 
impossible to hear what is going on. 

Lhe CHAIRMAN. ‘The House 
to order, and gentlemen will 
seats. The chairman of the 
Ways and Means 
possible for him to hear, 
confusion in the House. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Chairman, by the rules 
of the House, and ordinarily by the 
courtesy of gentlemen, 
the floor for five minutes he is allowed to 
occupy that time, and not be interrupted by 
fifty others making speeches without being 
entitled to the floor. If it is ereditable for 


w 1] come 
resume their 
Committee ot 
states that it is utterly im- 


there being 80 much 


common 
when a member has 


gentlemen of the House as gentlemen and 
members of the House so to do, it is at least 


very uncomfortable to the speaker who is en- 
titled io the floor. 
I wish, Mr, Chairman, to call the attention 
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of the committee to this fact, that ten years 
ago in the State of Michigan there was no salt 
produced 


barre 


In 1860 there were four thousand 
only produced ipply the markets 
of the West In 1870 there were 732,437 
barrels, or almost a million barrels of salt. 
That pr duction has increased from 1860 to 
1S70, until now. in the heart of the continent 
almost, a million barrels of salt is produced 
where none was produced ten years ago, to 
supply the whole West with the article of salt 
cheaper than they ever had it before. And 
while this production has gone on increasing, 
the price of » down, although dur- 
ing the whole time it has been protected by this 
duty In 1866 the price of salt in the western 
markets around the lake ports was $2 11; in 
Is67, S82 15; 10 1868, $1 GOS; In 1869, $1 54; 


until 1870 the price was 


alt has gone 


reduced to $1 88; so 
that in four years it was reduced from $2 11 
to $1 38, the duty still 
remaining. That, | say, is proof that the 
protection of that interest by the duty on salt 
has had the tendency year by year, during 
those four years, to re duce the price of salt to 
all western consumer from $2 11 to only 
$1 38. The price was still lower in 1871. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired 

Mr. POTTER obtained the floor. 

Mr. CONGEL. | hope the gentleman from 
New York will let me do what I said I would 
lo, and that is to move to insert the word 
‘rock’’ before salt. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of 
rock where you split. 

Mr. CONGER. No; that is the rock 


ages where I stand. [{ Laughter. ] 


all over the lake ports 


The gentleman’s time 


‘ 


Ohio. That is the 


Mr. POTTER. Mr. 


article of 


Chairman, salt is an 
prime necessity. As the gentleman 
from Illinois said, it enters into every man’s 
bread and every man’s life. It exists in this 
country and in every country. It requires to 
fit it for consumption in this country and in 
every country nothing but labor. It is pro- 
tected not for the purpose of securing its 
creation, but solely for the benefit of the labor 
that enters into itand the companies that pre- 
pare it for use. 

Now, what is the proposition of my col- 
leage, | Mr. Duei.?] It is that the duty upon 


salt shall be increased from eight cents per 


hundred pounds to twelve cents per hundred 
pounds. But what is its first cost in other 
countries? Why, sir, coarse salt can be pur- 
chased in Liverpool at four cents a bushel, 
and can be put on board ship there at six cents 
a bushel 

Mr. DUELL. The committee reduces the 
duties from eight: en to eight cents. 

Mr. POTTER. True, but 1 am not merely 
advocating that reduction. | am calling at- 
tention to the fact that this article of prime 
which exists in every country of 
the world, and can be purchased in Liverpool 
at four cents and put on board ship there at 
six cents, will, even at the reduced rate of eight 
cents per hundred pounds proposed by this bill, 
be taxed about one hundred per cent., although 
the duty should not be raised sixty per cent. 
more as proposed by the amendment under 
consideration. Surely, gentlemen should not 
usk more in the way of protection than a duty 
of one hundred per cent, 


necessity, 


lt is urged that salt producing is a great 
industry in my State. I know that it is; and 
in my desire to benefit my State [| am nat 
urs ally willing to support any duty to protect 
the great salt interest in the State of New 
York which can be justified with any fair re- 
gard for the interest of the consumers. But 
when we have a biil to protect salt to the extent 
of one hundred per cent. | am compelled to say 
that in my judgment that is at least protection 
enough to any industry of my State. Indeed, 
whatever the duty may have been heretofore, 
lam bound to say the duty proposed by this 


bill seems to me a great deal too much.. When | 
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| tective duty of one hundred and fifty or two | 


a toad of only some fifteen per cent. on salt, 

» had salt che ap all overthe country. When 
A shisha r duty was put on salt, so far from dimin- 
ishing the cost of the article, as according to 
the argument of the protectionists it should 
have done, the price increased correspond- 
ingly. 

rhis bill, I repeat, proposes to levy a duty 
on this article of one hundred per cent., which 
I think is more than sufficient protection; and 
when it is proposed, as it is by the amendment 
in question, upon the top of all that to put up 
this duty some sixty per cent. more, I can only 
say that | am utterly opposed to any such 
‘roposition, even if for the benefit of New 
Vork. And I will say further that I am not 
only opposed tothe amendment, but I am dis- 
posed to vote to put salt on the free list. It 


is one of those necessaries of life produced in || 
all countries, and natural to all, which should || 


be one of the first articles to go upon the free 
list, where, as the gentleman from I|linois [ Mr. 
laRNSWORTH | well says, it ought long since to 
have gone. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

the CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amend- 
ment is exhausted. The pending amendment 
is that offered by the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Duet, } to strike out ** eighteen ”’ 
and insert ‘* twelve.”’ 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. 
by striking out the last word. 

I will not repeat the argument which has 
been so often made in regard to the general 
principle of the tax on salt. All that has been 


I move to amend 
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so eloquently said on the subject of tea and | 


coffee by the —— from Pennsylvania 
| Mr. Keuiey | and others will apply with equal 
force, ay, with greater force, to salt; for while 
a man may dispense with tea and coffee he 
cannot dispense with salt. 

But I wanted to call attention to one of the 
points which has been raised in the course of 
this debate. The gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Duew,] ani I think the gentleman from 
Michigan, [Mr. ConGer,] told us that the 
chief cost of producing salt was in the labor. 
Now, I have here a statement by the president 
and secretary of the Saginaw Salt Company, 
showing that the cost of labor in making salt 
is but twenty-four cents out of $1 38 per barrel, 
or less than twenty per cent. of the total cost. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
state to the gentleman 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. The gentleman 
from Michigan refused to be interrupted when 
he spoke, and I decline to be interrupted. | 
say the labor accounts proper of the salt man- 
ufacturers who claim protection here includes 
but twe nty per cent. of the total cost. The 
balance is represented by other items. 

But gentlemen tell us that here is a salt 
company in Goderich, Canada, which pro- 
duces salt at a cost for labor much less than 
in this country, and therefore the salt manu- 
facturers in this country must have this pro- 





hundred per cent. But 1 find from their own 
statistics, which we have had presented to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, that at Gode- 
rich they pay the laborer $1 25 a day in gold, 
and in this country the salt manufacturers pay 
them $1 75 a day in currency. Now, any- 
body can see that that difference is not very 
great, and that when you take in connection 
with that the fact that labor represents but 
twenty per cent. of the total cost, there is no 
oceasion whatever for a tariff of anything like 
that which is now upon this article. There is 
a difference of about thirty-three per cent., 

according to my calculation, in the cost of 
labor, while the whole cost of labor is, as I 


| have said, but twenty per cent. of the cost of 
| the article. 


I desire next to advert to what has been 


| stated here that the duty on salt has not been 


prohibitory ; that we have imported a consid- 
erable quantity during the last fiscal year. 


before the war we had no substantial duty, or |) Why, Mr. Chairman, we cannot get aloug with- 





| out foreign salt. I hold in, my hands a state. 
ment made in answer to an inquiry, and 
directed to me, from a pork-packer in St, 
Louis, who represents one of the largest pork 
packing establishments in the West. He states 
that they prefer foreign salt for certain kinds 
of pork-packing, because it has more curing 
qualities in it. Whet her that is correct or not, 
1 am no judge; but they who ought to be 
judges consider it so. ‘They say they must 
import the Turk’s Island salt for certain pork- 
packing purposes, and they do import it, 
Before this tax was put on they imported it, 
_and in St. Louis they paid about one dollar 
| per sack for it. Since the present tariff has 
been put on the price has been raised to over 
two dollars per sack. 

When gentlemen appeared before the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means and argued against 
the report of the tariff on salt, I looked at the 
St. Louis papers, and I found that domestic 
salt was quoted at three dollars per barrel. [ 
know not what it is to-day, but it ranged from 
$2 60 to $2 70 last year, lremember. Before 
this tariff was put on, domestic salt sold at 
about $1 70 per barrel. Therefore, so far as 
the southwestern markets at least are con- 
cerned, this tariff has raised the price of salt. 

Mr. CONGER. What tariff? 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. The tariff on salt. 

Mr. CONGER. ‘The tariff on salt has not 
been less than three cents per bushel since 
1842, 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I say that before 
the present high tariff on salt domestic salt 
sold in St. Louis for $1 70 per barrel; while 
this winter it sold for three dollars per barrel, 
and last year it ranged from $260 to $2 70 
per barrel. I have the figures here. The 
tariff on salt has not been changed, I believe, 
since 1862; but [ am referring to the price of 
salt in 1860. 

Mr. CONGER. 
in Michigan. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. The gentleman says 
that salt has become cheaper in Michigan. | 
have no doubt of that; it ought to be cheaper 
right - o in the locality where it is made. 

Mr. NGER. And it is cheaper in all 
the a 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Yes, because in 
the first place foreign salt must be freighted 
| across the ocean and then carried by rail to 
| the point of destination—-not so, near the 
| places where the salt is actually made; those 

places, perhaps, do not have to bear the bur- 
| dens of this tariff. But because one district 
| may not feel the weight of this tariff the gen- 
tleman ought not to ask that the balance of 
the country should be made to feel it. 

{| Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I have not felt 
disposed, nor do now feel disposed to take 
much part in the discussion on this tariff bill, 


Salt has become cheaper 


|| because I am against the bill from the first 





| 


line of it to the last, and I shall demonstrate 
that when we come to the final vote on the 
| bill. This interest of salt, which is now under 
| discussion, I suppose is to be treated like 
other interests in this bill, though the question 
in the first place is one of revenue. When 
| you seek to raise revenue, perhaps the first 
consideration is as to what articles you can 
raise it on with the least inconvenience to the 
people of the country who have it to pay. 
And I submit that this article of salt is one 
upon which the burden is as light, is as widely 
distributed, and as little felt by those who pay 
it as the burden upon any one article that can 
| be named. 
| hear discussions going on constantly among 
gentlemen as if the question of revenue was 
| not in the case at all, as if these duties were 
levied not to put money in the Treasury but to 
put money somewhere else. And I hear gen- 
| tlemen, some upon the other side of the House 
| and some upon this, say that it was all wrong 
| to take the duty from tea and coffee, because 
| the revenue derived from those articles went 


‘ 
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into the Treasury. 
right to take it all off coal and salt and those 
things which are produc ed by tke industry of 
the country. Why? Because, forsooth, some 
body in this country produces those things, nal 
therefore the -y get nota direct benefit, but an 
incidental benefit therefrom. And I suppose 
that gentlemen on the other side, if anybody 
should be unlucky enough in California or 
elsewhere to find out how they could raise tea 
and coffee so as to supply the amount demanded 
for the consumption of this country, upon their 
theory would be in favor of striking the entire 
duty from tea and coffee because some rascal 
or other had been wicked enough to invent a 
plan by which those articles could be produced 
— sre, and therefore they would be benefited by 
- he would be a monopolist, and therefore 
Be must hunt him out of the country be- 
cause he is getting what he had no business to 
have. To my mind there is no nonsense that 
can beat that. But, as I said before, I do not 
desire to discuss this question of tariff at large. 
[ merely want to say a word or two about salt. 

As to the remarks of the gentleman from 
Missouri [ Mr. FinKELNBURG] in regard to the 
statistics from the State of Michigan, I must 
say that, with the one-sided wrong-headedness 
of all those gentlemen upon that side of this 
question, he could not state the facts as they 
were. With these statistics right before him 
he deliberately deceived the committee. He 
said that they showed that only a certain per 
cent. of the production of salt was labor, and 
then he quoted a single item, which is simply 
the labor in boiling salt. But look at the re- 
mainder of the items going to make up the 
cost of this article. I submit that even a free- 
trader ought to be able to statea thing as it is ; 
but unfortunately men of that class very rarely 
are. 

Here are the statistics to which the gentle- 
man referred. The first is the cost of the 
brine, which is largely labor, but not entirely, 
for in it is embraced the capital which went to 
sink the wells; but it consists largely of the 
iabor employed for that purpose, and the 
pumping of the brine, for which laborers are 
constantly employed. So that a large share 
of the cost of the brine, which is here marked 
at thirteen per cent., is labor. Then comes 
the cost of the fuel, fifty nine per cent. in 
1866, forty- one per cent. in 1867, thirty- eight 
per cent. in 1868, thirty-nine per cent. in 1869, 
and thirty-one per cent. in 1870. What is 
fuel? Why, sir, it is almost entirely labor. 
At Saginaw, whence these statistics come, the 
fuel employed is wood. It is cutin the forests 
and brought there. The wood as it stands in 
the forests at a distance from Saginaw is worth 
scarcely anything at all. The farmers fre- 
quently cut down the trees and burn them upon 
the ground. The cost of fuel, therefore, is 
labor, and almost entirely labor. The cost 
of barrels is stated at thirty-six per cent. 
Now, according to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, there is no labor in barrels; but accord- 
ing to my idea a barrel is all labor. Then 
there is the cost of inspection. Inspectors 
have to beemployedand paid. ‘There 1s labor 
in that. Then there is the cost of repair of 
kettles and other materials. This item is ten 
per cent. I wonder whether there is any 
labor in that. 

{Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. BECK. Mr. Chairman, in April, 1871, 
this House voted to make salt free. At this 
session the Committee of Ways and Means, 
believing, as they did in other cases, that per- 
haps some protection was necessary, determ 
ined to report the duty at eight and twelve 
instead of eighteen and twenty-four. The 
minority of the committee reported in favor 


of fixing the duty at nine and twelve, but the | 
majority, following in this matter the action || 


of the Senate, fixed the figures at eight and 
twelve. It seems to me that the present at- 
tempt to increase the duty beyond the recom- 


42p Cone. 2p Suss.— No. 202. 


| to the 


| your committee and this company, 


| since your committee was here, 


| about one hundred 


| us to keep up a 
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But they say it will be all | mendations of the majority or the minority of 


the Committee of Ways and Means and be “yond 
the duty fixed by the Senate ought not to 
prevail. As has been said already, our rec- 
ommendation leaves the duty over one hun- 
dred per cent. 

The gentlemen engaged in carrying on this 
manufacture have resorted to all sorts of de- 
vices in the endeavor to show some necessity 
for the protection they ask. The gentleman 
from West Virginia [ Mr. Hererorp] has made 
some complaint on this subject; but it was 
stated before our committee, it has been pub- 
lished as a fact by Mr. Wells, forme rly spe- 
cial Commissioner of Revenue, aud | believe it 
to be a fact, that the Ohio consolidated com- 
panies have rented the Kanawha salt works 
ut a rent of $75,000 a year, in order 
them up, because those works can make salt 
cheaper than it can be made anywhere else, 
the reason being that not only the salt water, but 
the gas to boil it is immediately at hand. 
Hence, those combined companies rent those 
works at $75,000 a year that they may be able 
to keep up their prices by closing up those 
works. And it was proved before the com- 
mittee that a contract was entered into between 
the Onondaga Salt Company of New York 


to close 


and the Goderich company of Canada, whereby 


certain tracts of country were to be given up 
Canadian company and certain other 
tracts to the Syracuse men, uniform charges 
being fixed by agreement in order to keep up 
the present high prices of salt. The letter 


which was produced before the committee by 


Mr. Hawley, who was himself interested in 


| the manufacture of salt, is as follows: 


Syracuse, New York, August, 14, 1871. 

DeaR Sin: The letters of Messrs. Coleman and 
Ransford of the 9th instant, and yours of the 10th 
instant, have been duly received and contents noted. 

The verbal arrangement entered into between 
when they were 
here a few days since, wassubstuntially as follows: 

It was understood that with the exception of two 
thousand barrels, which you had already agreed to 
ship to Mr. Shaw at Milwaukee, you should allow 
none of your salt to be sent into our western mar- 
kets; in consideration of which we were to hold no 
induc ements to Canada parties to purchase from us. 
This we have done in good faith, and we do not 
believe one barrel of our salt bas gone into Canada 
We have bad num- 
erous applications trom parties at Hamilton, ‘l'o- 
ronto, Kingston, and other points, and could have 
placed a large quantity of salt in your markets had 
we been disposed to discriminate in price; but we 
have in all cases refused to make any concessions 
from our home prices in any case. As soon as the 
arrangement was made we put the price at $1 95 at 
Buffalo and Oswego, have since advanced it to two 
doliars, and it is now held firmly at the last-named 
price. 

We shall continue this policy (which, 
are concerned, gives you all of the Canada market) 
so long as you carry out the agreement on your 
part. Butif there should be any influx of your salt 
into our western markets, we should be compelled 
in self-detense to open our ports to the Canadian 
trade 
much larger quantity of our 
expect to dispose of in the western markets now 
supplied by us. We should have been glad to have 
tuken some of your salt and dispos d of it for your 
account at Milwaukee and Chicago (as suggested by 
your committee) had such a course been at all pos- 
sible; but in the present state of these markets it 
would have been impossible to do so without utterly 
de moralizing pt ices ns d reducing them to absolute 
ruinous rates. The facts are that the western mar 
kets are very largely overstocked, and will continue 
so during the present year. Our company have now 
thousand barrels lying at the 


salt than you could 


ports ot 
All of our lake stations are also full to 
overflowing, and we have searcely room for a cargu 
of salt at any lake port at the present moment. The 
Saginaw and Ohio river 
same situation. Withthis state of things it 
difficult to foretell what effect any 
present surplus from outside 
upon the market. 

Trusting that you may deem it for your interest 
to keep your salt within your own borders, we 
agreeing to keep your entirely out of your market, 
we remain, yours truly, 

W. BARKER, Secretary. 


Tuomas SuHort, Esq., President, 


is not 
addition to the 
parties would have 


Goderich, Ontario. 


These are the means resorted to to induce 
tariff of one hundred and 
thirty-nine and six teuths per cent. upon salt. 

In 1861 the tariff upon salt was only four 


| as far as it was possible to do so. 
| endeavored honestly and fairly to protect every 


so far as we | 


at such prices as would insure us the sale of a | 


man, that salt needs protection. 
Butfalo and Oswego awaiting orders for | 
| shipments, 


manufacturers are in the | 


| the country. We 
|| my State. 
ll entirely for the present. 
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cents a bushel. We propose to make it 
eight cents per hundred pounds. In this 
article, as in many others, the manufacturers 
are seeking to continue a hi igh duty, although 
the internal taxes which induced the im posi- 
tion of that high tariff bave been removed. 
Why not return at least to the tariff of 1861, 
which was four cents a bushel? We have 
made it in this bill eight cents per hundred 
pounds, a bushel being, as | understand, fifiy- 
six pounds; so that = duty we propose is 
higher than the tariff of 1861. 

Now, Mr. Suede I wish to say, gentle- 
men complain of our action in reference to 
the internal revenue provisions of this bill 
which will come up hereafter and be consid- 
ered in their proper place. Gentlemen com- 
plain we have not done justice in the internal 
revenue part of this bill. I say we have re- 
duced taxes on tobacco $6,000,000 and have 
made those taxes uniform, gratifying in that 
respect the wishes of everybody. We have 
taken off the penalties compelling men to pay 
$500 fine and imprisoning them for six months, 
Wherever we have found anything which looked 
like ajob or anything which looked like an 
outrage in the internal revenue bill, we have 
stricken it out. Wherever we have been told 
of an outrage or a wrong in the internal 
revenue system, we have provided the remedy 
We have 


man in every business so that he may carry 
it on successtully. We have removed all ob- 


| structions from any business of whatever char- 


acter. These complaints, therefore, have no 


| foundation in fact. 


[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, I propose 
to occupy but a few minutes during this dis- 
cussion of the tariff, no matter how long it 
may continue. I have discovered thus far, in 
the speeches made before the bill was taken 
up and since then, a good deal of the selfish 
enters into this discussion. 

There are certain things herein enumerated 
which are of interest to my constiiuents. | 
believe with the gentleman from Illinois that 
salt should be on the free list. I have ever 
believed that the necessaries of life should be, 
all of them, just as far as possible, on the free 
list, and be put on that list as promptly as pos- 
sible. I do not believe there is a single article 
which should go on the free list any quicker 
than the article of salt. It is true it is of 
prime necessity. Mr. Chairman, it should be 
recollected that this article in the farming 
district which | have the honor to represent 
is an article needed at every fireside, on every 
table, on every farm. It cannot be got along 
without. 

Now, it should be recollected by gentlemen 
in the House that this article to us is an 
article almost of luxury. It is both a neces 
sity and a luxury. The high cost of transport 


ation we have to submit to brings salt to a 


| high figure in the State 1 have the honor in 


part to represent. Therefore I insist my con 


| stituents ask of me this article be placed on 


the free list. 

I do not believe for a moment, Mr. Chair- 
It does not 
need any bonus; it calls for no protection ; 
it does not need it; it can live alone; it is 
an industry which does not call for it. What 
we should do is to make the tariff in tye inter 
est of the masses. Whatever we may say about 
statistics, the wealth of the nation 1s in the 
strong arms and hands of the laboring masses 
of the country, and our statistics for years to 
come will witness, not as to our splendid 
diplomacy and legislation, but to the strong 
mén who work upon the soil and in the work 
shops of the country. 

We cannot n egle ct the farming interests of 
have no mavuutactories in 
Weare an agricultural State almost 
The articles of iron 


) 
| 
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and s e m I am g that 1 and 
coflee have | i ed ni ee |i 
lro i ese t ‘ tit d 

be rive »>u the f ‘ 

Now ) Mr. ¢ i I i e are 
to regard the t t ft iubor of ul e who 
are inter ed and at work J 118 ranch ot 
mau ry i ] i les pe Li 
lntere ‘ y if lnber 
orn } I i cc note is this 
Giae yr. wi yet Lore rik WE 
Willi iit l i 1 hu 1 large } ypu 
illon t he cen We hea 
seven live aud engaged in the bitumin 
Ous Con! ter f *® have intolid millions iu 
iron, and now we have many thousands in 
sal { we ouly to keep notes of the 
large numberot ep engaged in these eparate 
Classes O isin Wwe hould find hat we 
would bave @ population I upward Ol eixty 
hhbibtotu 

|i I nam r fell 

Mr. BURCHARD. So tar as salt is an article 
of necessity, | agree with the gentlemen who 
have spoken upon th ubject that it ought 
i © | { ra Ubae ( \ bb Ll belie it 1s 
u | meer I ii Vv reve ic iuly WV ¢ 
have always had, or at least for a great Many 
years bave had, a duty on 


Mr. MAYNAKD. Will the gentleman state 


” 


the time when there was no duly on § 


Mr. BURCHAKD. I belheve there was no 
lime when i 4 ree Some of the tables 
report that from L846 to 1857, and trom 1857 
to LSb1 i bb i bell hat under 
the tarill ft 1S4 ere as u duty on it of 
twenly | iva m id in 1857 there 
wasa duly o {ot hiteen per ce ni ad valorem. 

Mr. MAYNARD 1 think the genileman 
will tind that under the tariths of 1846 and 1857 
Sall Was Iree 


M BURCHAKD. The Treasury reports 
irticles in the 
tariff of 1846 at twenty per cent., and in the 


’ 
ine ude if mmonyg the Gdullavie 


tariff of LSos at filleen per cent, Chat, how 
ever, Was perhaps merely the [Treasury con- 
Struction of the law. 


But | wish to call the attention of the com- 
Inmlitee to the tact hat when the duty on salt 
Was Ligrhat he price Wa hign, and when the 
duly On sait was reduced the price of salt fell. 
| have submitted to the committee already 
some tabl: ‘ howiloy theexces 


sive b yunity paid 
LO the men engaged in the pro fluction ol salt, 


be ing over six hundred dollars per annum for 
each map I call this a bounty, because the 
Treasury report of 1863, giving the prices ot 


salt for a number of years, shows that under 
the tariff of 1832 the average price of lurk’s 
Island salt, when the duty was ten cents a 
bushel, wa hirty-seven and a half cents. Ln 
ls42 the duty was reduced to eight cents per 
bushel, and the price leill ) thirty Iwo cents 
Under the low tariff of 1846 and 1857 it fell to 
nineieen cents. Now, forthe last seven years, 
under a duty of eighteen cents per bhundfted 
pounds, it has been thirty-eight, torty, forty 
two, aud forty-four cents. The uverage I 
believe may be stated at thirty-six cents a 
bushel, 

l ask the committee to look at this table, 
which conclusively proves that the consumer 
pays the duty, and the price is inereased by 
Ils CONntTMUAnCe, 

l take the average wholesale price for Liver- 
pool sack avd Turk’s Island salt during each 
of the dilferent tariffs since 1825. 

Note the reduction in price tollowing the 
reduction in duty, and subsequent increased 
price upon increase of duty to present rate: 


Turk’s 

Duty per Liverpool, Island, 

Year. ushel, per sack. cla, f°; 

Guenheil, 
1825 to 1830 20 cents. $2 34 U3 
1831... 15 cent 1 92 oUF 
183l to 1842 seers LAU CONES. l 77a sie 
1542 to 1846 - Scents, 1 393 vas 
1846 to 1857 ...... ...U per cent. 1 24) 26 
1857 to 186] ........ «15 per cent. 7 ly 


Mr. MAYNARD. From what report does 
he gentleman take those facts? 
Mr. BURCHARD From the Treasury 
report published in 1863, containing a state- 
mnent of the wholesale prices in New York of 


articles in general use from 1825 to 1863. 


Mr. MAYNARD Who is the author of 


that report 7? 
Mr. ao CHARD., It is an official report, 
ied by a Administration, and it 


is entitle d to confidence unless disy u ted. It 


Repu blican 


published by those having no interest in 
giving any but the facts. When gentlemen 
come here with partial statements by manu 
facturers and others, who are personally inter- 
esied, you may question their statement; but 
when you find the official report taken from 
your ollicial records, which are open to exam- 
ination by any man, | think you can safely 
accept such testimony. 
ard to this bounty. It 
I have said, $600 per annum. This 
is shown by the official census report, which 
gives as the number of men employed in 1860 
two thousand. Dividing the product of the 
number of bushels of salt manufactured iu 
1860, (12,190,993 bushels,) as shown by the 
census returns by the presentaverage duty per 
bushel (eleven and three quarter cents) by the 
number of men emmy loyed, it is evident that 
present rates give a bounty of $600 per man. 
A similar result is shown even if we take the 


® T 
statement of the salt company themselves. I 


Now, one word in reg 
is now, as 


have here a statement from the Onondaga 
Salt Company which gives the number of men 
mployed as less than three thousand, includ- 
gy coopers and other employés. 
ie amount of salt manufactured by that com- 
pany at eight million bushels, which is con- 
firmed by the statement made by the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Duetu.] The aver- 
ive duty at eleven cents a bushel would make 
S880.000 as the increased cost resulting from 
the tariff, giving : ion unty of $3800 per annum 
to each man. I submit that this is a higher 
neta than the salt-makers are entitled to. Is 
not half that amount, $150 per anoum, all that 
Is not ten dollars permonth 
yutribution from the general wealth for each 
man employed all that these corporations 
ougt Hl to ask? 
LH ere the hammer fell. ] 
M G ARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to say 
ouly a few words in regard to the pending 
paragraph. I have taken no part thus far this 
session in the antagonism on this floor on the 
subject of the tariff, [ do not sympathize 
with either of the extremes that I find de- 
ployed here on this question. 

It is clear to my mind that no violent change 
wi!l be made or ought to be made in the tariff 
this session, and yet it is clear that this House 
de sires to muke some reduction in our inte 
nal and tariff taxation, and that this is the 
expectation of the country, the recommenda- 
tion of the President and the Secretary of the 
lreasury. 

Liow shall that reduction be made, so far as 
the tariff is concerned ? 

Sut there are two things it seems to me 
to which every reasonable protectionist and 
every reasonable free-trader—and I hope 
there are some reasonable men of both classes 
in the House—ought to agree. If they mean 
that we shall reduce the tariff at all, 1 say they 
ought to agree to two things, which | will 
name, 

In the first place, when Congress put on an 
increased tariff rate to make up for the in- 
crease of the internal revenue tax, amounting 
to ten per ceut. on the whole body of dutiable 
articles, it was agreed at the time to be a tem- 
porary increase to compensate for the interual 
tax and only toremain while the tax remained. 
| say, then, that gentlemen ought to agree to 
fulfill the promise then made to the country 
and take off that extra compensatory increase. 
lL bat is the first thing. 


It states also 
| 


ought to be paid? 
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ee 
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The mre: is, they ought to go through the 
tariff list. and when the y come to anyone daty 
that towers away up like a jynountlain above 
the line of perpetual frost, beyond all reason- 
able protection on any man’s theory, unless 
he be a prohibitionist, they ought then to scale 
ich mountain peaks as those. Now, 
if there be any such peaks at all, 1 think we 
have one of them here in this article now 
under consideration 

In the first place, let it be known that much 
of he salt product ot this country has been 
sent into Canada for two years past an¢ 1 sold 
in successful competiti yn with the free galt 
made there, and imported, ou which no duty 
whatever is levied, and no man willdenyit. It 
proves suc cessfully that the pr -oducers of 


aqaown si 


American salt can gell it even in a free-trade 
market, and that the rate of duty provided in 
the bill is ample for all reasonable purposes. 

Mr. DAWES. Permit me to ask the gen- 
tleman if he knows under what circumstances 
that salt was so sold? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I believe I 
know the circumstances under which it was 
sold. And I know moreover that for nearly 
two years the wholesale price of American salt 
in Toronto, Canada, was a dollar lower per 
barrel than the same salt was selling for from 
the New York side of the lake. ‘That is, we 
produced it, shipped it across, paying what- 
ever portage, freights, and transportation were 
required, and then sold it to our Canadian 
neighbors at a dollar a barrel less than it was 
sold to American people on our own shores. 
Certainly gentlemen do not want a duty con- 
tinued that enables that thing to be done. 

I hoid in my handa copy of a contract made 
between the Onondaga Salt Company and a 
Canadian salt company, signed and dated, and 
aliuding to an arrangement made between 
them. The arrangement was this: if you will 
not send any of your Canadian salt into our 
western States we will not send any of our 
American salt into any of the Canadian prov- 
inces, and we wiil also both put up prices. 
The language of one paragraph of the letter is 
this: 

**As soon as the arrangement was made we put the 
price up to $1 95 at Buffalo aud Oswego, and have 
since advanced it to two dollars, and it is now held 
firmly at the last-named price.” 

Now, | ask gentlemen of this House whether 
an industry standing on such ground as that, 
with its mountain peaks rising into the skies, 
cannot bear some reduction and leave it still 
with about one hundred per cent. protection? 
All that can be done, and then not affect the 
principle of protection. I stand by the com- 
mittee against all attempts to increase the 
duty. 

Mr. DAWES. It is evident that we cannot 
get a vote on this paragraph this afternoon. 
As there is to be an evening session, | will 
move that the committee now rise. 

ihe motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Sco- 
FIELD reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had 
under consideration the Union generally, and 
particularly the bill (H.R. No. 2322) to re- 
duce duties on imports, and to reduce internal 
taxes, and for other purposes, and had come 
to no resoiution thereon. 

Mr. DAWES. I now move that when the 
House shall again resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole upon this subject of the tariff 
all debate on the pending paragraph shall be 
closed in twenty minutes. 

Mr. CONGER. I hope that motion will not 
be adopted. 

Mr. HAY. 
on that subject. 
| Mr. RANDALL, 
| now take a recess. 


Mr. DAWES. 


I hope not; I want to be heard 
I move that the House 


Let us first settle this ques- 


tion of closing debate. 


on 








1872 


Mr. CONGER. 
not insist upon that. 


Mr. DAWES. Well, 


I hope the gentleman will 


I will say thirty min 


utes. 
Mr. CONGER. | may not even then be 
able t o obtain the floor. 


Pending the motion to close debate, 


DEFICLENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER announced the : ap pointment 
of the following 
of conference on the part of the 
disagreeing of the two Houses on the 
Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. No. 
1654) making appropriations to supply defi- 
ciencies in the appropriations for the service 
of the Goverument for the fiscal year ending 
June 80, 1872, and for former years, and for 
other purposes, namely: Mr. Garrieip of 
Ohio, Mr. Po.anp Vermont, and Mr. 
MarSHALL of Illinois. 


members as the committee 
House on the 


votes 


ot 


GEORGE 

Mr. ARCHER, by unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 2694) for the relief 
of George Andrews; which was read a 
and second time, and referred to the 
tee on Military Affairs. 

ENROLLED SIGNED 

Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that they had exam 
ined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the 
Same: 

An act (S. No. 696) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the 
at Boonville, Missouri: 

An act (H. Rt. No. 1080) to regulate elections 
in Washington and Idaho Territories ; 

An act (H. ht L776 declaring the lands 
constituting the Fort Collins military reserva- 
tion, in the Territory of Colorado, subject to 
preémption and homestead eutry, as provided 
for in existing laws, 

LAY’S TORPEDO 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a communication from 
the Secretary of the Navy aud the chief of 
ordnance, in relation to Lay’s torpedo plan ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ANDREWS 


fii st 
Commit- 


BILLS 


Missouri river 


ed 
INO, 


PLAN 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment 
of Mr. Sancent, Mr. SHANKS, and Mr. SWANN 
as the committee of conference upon the part 
of the House on the Indian appropriation bill. 


EXECUTION OF LAWS IN UTAH. 
Mr. BINGHAM, by unanimous consent, 
reported back from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, a bill (H. No. 2695) to aid the 


execution of the iawsin the Territory of Utah ; 
which was read a first and second time, 
ordered to be printed, and recommitted, uot 
to be brought back by a motion to reconsider. 


WILLIAM A. SHIMONECH 
On motion of Mr. COBURN, 


consent, the Committee Military Affairs 
was discharged irom the further consideration 
of the petition of William A. Shimonech, ask- 
ing bounty as a soldier in the late und 


the s 


by unanimous 
on 


War ; 


same was referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 
Mr. TERRY, by unanimous consent, intro- 


duced a bill (H. R. No. 

political disabilities; which was read a {first 

and second time, referred to the Committee 

on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 
DEBATE ON TARIFF BILL. 

Mr. DAWES. I now ask a vote on my 
motion that when the House shail again go 
into Committee of the Whole on the tariff bill 
debate on the subject of salt terminate in 
half an hour. 

Mr. CONGER. 
not be agreed to. 


2696) to remove 


I hope that motion will 


THE CONGRES 


li 


The motion was agreed to, there being 
ayes 91, 
Mr. DAWES. 
take a recess 
The motion \ 
(a! fou 


noes 5. 
1 now move that the House 
and a cordingly 


p.m. ) 


wus ugree rd to; 
and forty 


ty 
House took a recess ti 


the 
seven p. m. 


o’ clock Ininmutes 
li half past 
RVENING 

Agreeably to order, tl 
at half past seven 0’ 


SESS] 


LON. 
House 


clocK p. m. 


reassembled 


OKDER 

The MAKER Che 

for this evening's session is the consideration 
of reports from the Milita 

Affairs 
Mr. 


last nis 


UF BUSINESS 


SPE business assigned 


Committee on 


STOUGHTON. 


At the adjournment 
oht 


dividing on the previous 

land bounty bill. 
tlemen now absent who 
eon the 
that 


we were 
the 


some 


question upon soidiers 


As there 
wou 


are gen 
ld probably like 
unanimous 
luid aside, 
pre bably at the 
the mean time 


to vot que stion ] 
bill may a 


the evel ing, 


} } 
asn this 


consent 
to be taken up later i 
close of the evenin: and Lik 
we may proceed with 
about which there is no 
Mr. BURCHARD. 
bill goin 
unfinished business. 
The SPEAKER. 
finished kn 


controversy. 

] . 1 
| should opjeet to th 
to-morrow morning as 


over t 
g ovel ) 


It would go over as un 


isiness, 1f under consideration at 
the adjournment. 


Mr. BURCHARD. 
because the Military 


to th 


I sh noe a) ae 
Committ hi 


ave two 


sessions besides their re; 


evening gular Morning 
hour. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs is the next to be ealled in the 
morning bour. If the bill goes over it might 
be agreed that it should go over till the next 
call of that committee during the morning 
hour. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I should have no ob 


jection to that. 

TheSPEAKER. The bill might 
recommitted as it can be ed 
the committee has a morning hour 

Mr. STOUGHTON. 
ee Bite , 

Mr. BURCHARD. 
ing that it shall not 
motion to reconsider. 


as well be 


report whenever 
that 1t be 


l ask, then, 


With 


be brought | 


the understand- 


ack on a 


The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair hears no ob- 
jection to that understanding; and it will be 
so ordered. 

NATIONAL CEMETERIES. 


Mr. COBURN, from the 
Military Affairs, reporte d baek, with a recom 


mendation pass, the (H. RR. No 
7) ) 


Committee 


on 


that it » bili 


272) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
jiu’ sh and protect na ionul cemeter es,’’ 
apy rroved iv bruary Zin: AON. 

Che bill, which was read, provides that sec 
tion one of an act entitled ** An act to estab- 


lish and to protect national cemeteries,’’ ap 
22, 1867, be 
ot War shail 
marked with a small he 

of the soldier and the 


cribed there 


February amended us fol 
Secretary 
. ; 
yrave Lo pe 
with the nams 


his State 


proved 


| 
lows: the Cause each 


aad stone, 
name of 


in when the sane 


bli, 


are known, in addition to the number re q lired 


: . ; 
to be inscribed by said section; and he shall, 
thin nine ly days from the passage ol th 


act, advertise for Sé sale ] propo ais ot bid tur 


the making and erection of such head-stones, 
which advertisements shall be made for sixty 
days successively in at least twenty news 
papers of general circulation in the United 


States, and shall call for bids for the d 


ing of 
said work, in whole or in part and upon the 
of such bids, Secretary 
without delay, award 
said work to the lowest responsibie bidder or 
bidders, in i 


opening the of War 
shall, 


tne contracts tor 


whole or in part; and said bidders 
ion for the faith- 


shall give bond to his satisfacr 
ful completion of the work. 
Mr. Speaker, I wish to say 


Mr. COBURN. 


SIONAL GLOBE. 
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a word on this bill. The law at present re 


quires the head-boards we now erect, and the 
ine 
name of the 
» should be pul uponthe head 
atford to do 
anything we can afford to put on the name of 
the man who died tor his country. The pres 
ent boards cost from seventy five cents ta 


name to be put on them and registered. 

} 1 1 } . 
only Cuange in the law is that the 
man and his Stat 


stone, It strikes me if we can 


two 
doilars and a hall apiece. Good stones can be 


erected, twenty about 


have estimates from 


seven by ten inches, at 
three dollars apiece. | 
men engaged it the business. | shall ask LWo 
papers to ead. We will have to renew 
these boards by the thousands in a few 


be 1 
years 
Little iron blocks put upon the graves as the 
(Juartermaster General would be 
Che only way is to put head 
stones which will only cost a little 
oard, and they will be 
endure for all time. 


The ¢ 


sugyvests, 
stolen for old iron. 
than 
permanent and 


more 
these b 


‘ierk read as follows: 
War Depart 
QUARTERMASTER GENERAL’ 


MENT, 
+ UPFICE, 








WASHINGTON, D. C., January 9, 187 
GENERAL: Ln reply to yours of the 6th instant, re 
juesting information reiative to erecting wooden 
id-boards at soldiers’ graves in natior ceme- 
ries, re] g those decayed by wooden stakes, and 
inviting stions as to legislation and statement 





of facets necessary in the consideration of the subject, 
L have the honor to report as follows: 

The cost of the wooden bead-boards originally 
placed at the gray of deceased Union soldiers was 
trom seventy-five cents to $2 50, or at an average of 
$1 55 each. From the Ist of July, 1870, to January 1, 
Is7Z, thirty thousand six hundred and fifteen bead 
tukes were erected lo rep e decayed w rodeen be id 
boards, atan average cost of Lhirty-four ond one third 
cents each, or an aggregate cost of $10,419 

Che act of Congress of February 22, L867, “to es 
tablish and to protect national cemeteric pre 

ribes that the Secretary of War shall “cause each 
grave to be marked with asmall bhead-stone or block 
with the number of the grave inscribed thereon, 
corresponding with the number opposite to the name 
of the party in a register of burials to be kept at 
each cemetery, and at the office of the Quartermas 
ter General, which shall set forth the name, rank, 


ompany, regiment, and date of death of the officer 


or soldier: or, if unknown, it sball be so recorded,’ 

During the month of November, 1866, proposals 
for zinked cast-iron head-blocks, with name, rank, 
coupany, regiment, date of death, and number of 
grave Gast thereon, were largely advertised tor trom 
this office; the bids were received and openedin the 
presence of the bidders on November 30, 1866 

Ihe lowest bid was that of Messrs. Strong & 
Donoho , ot this city, who offered to deliver at the 
cemeteries the whole number, 318,000, tor $367,60 
or at an average of $1 15 317-330 each. 

All the bids, together with a calculated schedule, 
ind atubular statement ol the various prices, were 


transmitted to the War Department December 17, 





but no action was had in the matter for about 
one year. 

On December 19, 1867, the acting Quartermaster 
General (Brevet Major General D. H. Rucker) for 
warded tothe War Department a report on grave- 
marks, walls, and lodges. In regard to head-blocks 
he reported the action of this office as above detailed, 
ind continued as tollows: 

**T have the honor further to state that a board to 


consider the subject of head-stones o1 l-blocks, 


consisting of General U. 8S. Grant, Brevet Mojor 
Generals M. Meigs, Quastermnsetes General; J. 
<. Barnes, Surgeon General: A. Bb. Dyer, chief of 
ordnanee, and A. A. enmainen . chief of engi 

neers, United States Army, was appointed by 
Special Orders No. 235, Adjutant General's Office, 
ot May 7, 1867, and reported to the Secretary of 
War May 9, 1867, that the board is of the opinion 
that the cast-iron bead-block referred to above is 
the best, most cacebie most ecouom ind most 
appropriate form of head-block; and that their 
average cost is $1 15 317-530, being the lowest of one 
hundred and five bids received by the Quarter 

master General, and that the aggregate cost of the 
318,000 required is $367,602. 

*Brevet Major General A. B. Dyer, chief of ord- 
nance, in a separate report, annexed ft th above, 
gives it as his opinion that where wooden head 
hoards have been put over the graves it will be an 
unnecessary expense to replacethem with the cast- 
iron head-blocks, and that it is not at all important 
that each grave should have a head-} es k. 

‘The same board was convened Mi 13, 1867. (by 
an indorsement. by order of the Seeretary of War, 
on a letter of Messrs. Nessle and Taylor,) and re- 
ported to the Secretary of War, May 16, 1867, that 
none of the various propositions of Messrs. Nessle 
and Taylor, or others, a a bead-block superior 


in durability and economy to the one recommended 


for adoption int str saaaetal May 9. 1867 

“The same board was reconvened May 24, 1867, 
to examine and report upon all propositio ps which 
should be submitted to it, and reported to the Sec- 
retary of W ar, June J. 1867, that it adhered to the 


conclusions previously arrived at; nd reported 
further that the blocks of hot cast porcelain are as 
good and durable as those of castiron ; but the board 
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is not.informed of the least cost at which head- 
blocks made of hot cast porcelain could be fur- 
pnisneda, 

* The board further recommends that where paint 
ed head-boards already mark the graves, the new 
blocks should not be substituted, until the wooden 
marks are decayed, 

‘That where the graves ar not thus marked 
the quurtermaster’s department proceed to mark 
them with the blocks recommended in the former 
reports; but the ntract be subject to annulment 
at iny time, ar i that new contracts be entered 
into for head-block other material whenever it 
lf Qhown to be desirable. 

* Brevet Major General M. C. Meigs, Quartermas- 
ter General United States Army, ina note addsthat 
he is of the opinion that the process of marking all 
the grave with pertnanent marks should at once be 
begun and steadily pro uted to completion; and 
that contractsshould be made tor all the head-blocks 
needed, based upon the specifications and condi- 
tions already published, 

With the report General Rucker also forwarded 
new sample fca iron head-blocks, zinked, with a 
number on'ty thereon, estimated to range in price 
frow fifty cents to one dollar each, and marble head- 
stones with a number only thereon, estimated to 
cost about one dollar and fifty cents each, and rec- 
ommended tbat the cast-iron head-blocks, with 
number thereon, large size, at one dollar each, be 
adopted, provided it shall be deemed too expen 
sive to erect stone blocks, after definitely ascertain- 
ing (he true ¢ tof the same.’’ 

The greater portion of that report referred to 
permanent fences and lodges. It was returned to 
this office on January 3, 1868, with the following in- 


dorsement 


KEreet the fences and lodges, but do nothing 


about the head-stones, 

*By order of the Seeretary of War. 

‘ED, SCHRIVER, lnspecte r General. 

* January 3, 1868.”’ 

ln a report tothe Secretary of War of December 
22. 18 4. the Quartermaster General (General M,. C 
Mei \ 

: 7 do not concur in the recommendations of the 
acting Quartermaster General, (above cited.) I 
haveseen no pattern of cast-iron bead-blocks so suit- 
able us those upon which the advertisement and 


specifications of 1866 were based; and I think 
the monument placed at the head of 
hould bear the name of the occupant 


that 
each grave 
as well as the 


number of the grave 

“Tdo not believe that those who visit the graves 
of their relatives would have any satisfaction in 
finding them ticketed and numbered like London 
policemen, or convicts. Every civilized man desires 
to have his friend’s name marked on his monu- 
ment.” 

In the annual reports of the Quartermaster Gen- 


eral t 1869 


has been 


rthe vears 1Sb3, 
invited to the 


1870, and 1871, attention 


subject of marking perma- 


nently the soldiers’ graves, without eliciting, how- 
ever, any instructions to carry into effect the law of 
I ’ », 1867. 

\ variety of samples of iron blocks, zinked, 


painted, and erameled, and of marble, granite, 


limestone, sandstone,*slate, and concrete blocks, 
have been filed in this office, marked at informal 
prices in at instances, varying from one to three 
dollars each. No definite price can be furnished 
except in case of the zinked cast-iron head-blocks 
nivert for in L866, 


In a discussion in the Senate of the United States, 
(Congressional Globe, 1867, page 540,) Senators Wade, 
Ramsey, and Conness opposed the form and mate- 
rial adopted by the War Department. 

lt will thus be seen that no further legislation is 
except to provide an appropriation to 
that part of the act of February 22, 1867, 
which requires permanent head-blovks, the balance 
of the appropriation made by that act having 
reverted to the Treasury, under the provisions of 
act of Congress of July 12, 1870. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

ROB. ALLEN, 
Acting Quartermaster General. 
Hon. Joun Copurn, M. C., Chairman of Committee on 
Military Affairs, House of Representatives. 


pecessary 
curry out 


Boston, March 7 f 1872. 
To we h ymat may ce 
We will 


stones, Say 


mcern - 


furnish, of light blue marble, the head- 
2310 inches, one inch thick, oval tops, 
nine inches of same to be wedge-shape to set in the 
ground, lettered, (number of letters not to exceed 
thirty on an average to a stone,) face polished, let- 
ters unpolished, for, each................. ee $2 85 

2310, two inches thick, oval tops, otherwise 8 same 
as first mentione “dd, each pp decnenncnseeeeee ae 

2310, one inch thick, ‘Otherwise same 
as first mentioned, each.. nS $2 65 

23<.10,two ine hes thick, squi ire tops. otherwise same 


square ‘tops, 








as first mentioned, each.......... --e-3 25 
_ 2710, one inch thick, oval top, ‘otherwise same as 
CPC RL RELI LEE 53 00 


2710, two inches thick, oval tops, ‘otherwise e same 
as first mentioned, each......... 
aa 


2710, one inch thick, square ‘top, otherwise same 


as abor e mentioned, each : $2 80 
< 10, two inches thick <, Square e top. ‘otherwise same 
as ‘firs RRR EEE. $3 50 


These prices are deliv war on beard cars or wanes 


at Boston. S. & J. GEAR & C 


Mr. COBURN. I now cana the previous 
question. 





| subdivisions as shall, in 
| greatest 


| at Rome, 
| ville, 





ad 75 {I 


| of War into the Tr 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read athird time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. COBURN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


| table. 


lhe latter motion was agreed to 
AUGUSTA ARSENAL, GEORGIA, 


Mr. SLOCUM, from the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs, reported back a bill (S. No. 626) 


to authorize the sale of certain public property 
Augusta, Georgia, with a substitute. 
The Senate biil, read, provides 


which was 


| that the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 


authorized to effect the sale of a tract of 
hundred and sixty-eight acres of land, more 
or less, situated about two miles and a half 
from the present United States arsenal at 
Augusta, Georgia, which comprises the site 


one 


| of the old United States arsenal and the ad- 


joining land purchased by the so-called con- 
tederate States, which fell tothe United States 
as captured property, and of all the material 
and buildings of the powder-works, erected by 


| the so-called confederate government thereon, 


ou the most advantageous terms to the United 


| States. 


The first section of the substitute, which 


| was read, provides that all after the enacting 


clause be stricken out, and the following 
inserted in lieu thereof: 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to sell, in whole, or in such 
his opinion, secure the 
umount of money, either by pubiic auction, 
or by inviting proposals for the purchase thereof, 
and in either case to the highest bidder, all the 
lands and tenements belonging to the United States 
New York; Vergennes, Vermont ; Fayette- 
North Carolina; Mount Vernon, Alabama; 
and Chattahoochee, Florida, now or heretofore used 
for arsenal purposes, and kuown, respectively, as 
Rome arsenal, Champlain arsenal, North Carolina 
arsenal, Mount Vernon arsenal, and Appalach- 
icola arsenal; also the cuptured lands and tene- 
ments belong ing to the United States at Shreve- 
port, Louisiana, Marshall and Jefferson, Texas, and 
in Marion and Davis counties, Texas, and a 
tract of one hundred and sixty-eight acres of 
land, more or less, situated about two and a half 
miles from the present United States arsenal at 
Augusta, Georgia, which comprises the site of the 


| old United States arsenal and the adjoining land 


purchased by the so-called confederate States, 
which fell to the United States as captured prop- 
erty, and all of the material and 
powder-works erected by the so-called confederate 


government thereon: Provided, That no sale shall 


be made under this act until the time, terms, place | 


and mode thereof shall have been published in one 
of the principal newspapers in the city of Washing- 


| ton, in two of the principal papers printed at the 


capital of the State, and one paper printed in 
the county in which the arsenal or lands to be sold 


| are situated, for the space of sixty days prior to the 


sale. If no newspaper is printed in the county 
where the property to be sold is situated, then the 
notice shall be published in a newspaper printed in 


| any adjoining county. 


The second section of the substitute pro- 
vides that the terms of payment for the prop- 
erty above directed to be sold shall bein all cases 
not less than one fourth cash, and the remainder 
on a credit of one, two, and three years, with 
interest at six per cent. per annum, secured 
by bond and surety from the purchaser or 
purchasers, and the Secretary of War is em- 
powered and required, on receiving the pur- 
chase-money in full, to execute all necessary 
deeds of said property to the purchaser or 
purchasers thereof on behalf of the United 
States. 

The third section of the substitute provides 
that the proceeds of said sales, after paying 
the necessary expenses thereof, shall, upon 
receipt of the same, be paid by the Secretary 
sasury. 

The substitute was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be read 
a third time ; 


buildings of the | 


| ber, A 


|| credit said 
commissary of subsistence of United States 


and it was accordingly read the | 
| third time, and passed. 
| Mr. SLOCUM moved to reconsider the vote | 
\| by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
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that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I move that the title be 
amended by striking out the words ‘‘at 


| Augusta, Georgia.’’ 


‘Lhe motion was agreed to. 
INSPECTOR GENERAL'S DEPARTMENT. 
Mr. SLOCUM also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back, with the recommendation 


that it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 2136) to 
authorize an appointment in the Inspector 


|| General’s department. 


The bill, which was read, authorizes the 
President to nominate, and, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint, 
Nelson H. Davis, of the Inspector General’s 
department, to the rank and place therein to 
which he is entitled, and which he would have 
held had the law of promotions by seniority 
under the act of March 8, 1851, and the Army 
regulations of 1863 been carried out; pro- 
vided that no officer in said dey artment shall, 
by this act, be reduced from his present grade, 
nor shall any pay or allowance be made to 
any officer under it except from the date of 


| his confirmation; and provided further that 


no promotion to the grade of Inspector Gen- 
eral shall hereafter be made until the number 
of inspectors general is reduced to four. 

‘lhe bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SLOCUM moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MAJOK ABRAM BEELER, 

Mr. SLOCUM also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back, with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 1829) 
for the settlement of the accounts of Ma- 
jor Abram Beeler, late paymaster of United 
States volunteers. 

The bill was read. It authorizes the ac 
counting officers in the Third Auditor’s office 
of the Treasury Department to settle the 
account of Major Abram Beeler, late pay- 
master of United States volunteers, and credit 
him with such amount and items as stand 
charged against him, and which they may 
reasonably believe he could have accounted 
for and had credited to his account had he not 
been suddenly killed by guerrillas, while in 
the discharge of his duty, on the 27th of Octo- 
D. 1864. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SLOCUM moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN L. BULLARD. 


Mr. SLOCUM also, from the same commit 
tee, reported back, with the recommendation 
that it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 1428) for 
the relief of John L. Bullard. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs 
the proper accounting officers of the Treasury, 
in settling and adjusting the accounts of John 
L. Bullard, late captain and commissary of 
subsistence of United States volunteers, to 
John L. Bullard, late captain and 


volunteers, with the sum of $9,690 50, being 
the amount of Government funds which was 


| disbursed by him, without his default, on 


forged certificates for commutation of rations 
of prisoners. 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
according read the third time, aad eee 

Mr. SLOCUM moved to reconsider the vote 


! by which the bill was passed; aud also moved 
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that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. 
[he latter motion was agreed to. 


MAJOR JOHN W. TODD. 


Mr. SLOCUM also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back, with the recommendation 
that it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 1709) for 
the relief Major John W. Todd. 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs 
the proper accounting officers of the Treasury 
Department in the settlement of the accounts 
of Major John W. Todd, of the ordnance de- 
partment, U miter § St ates Army, to credit him 
with the sum of $3,000, upon production by 
said officer of satis factory proof that said 
amount was stolen from him by a clerk as- 
signed to duty under him by competent mili 
tary authority, and that such loss oecurred 
t] hrough no fault or negligence on the part of 
said oifie : . 

The bill was ordered 
read & third time ; 
was accordingly 
passed, 

Mr. SLOCUM moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


to be engrossed and 
and being engrossed, it 
read the third time, and 


ADVERSE 


Mr. SLOCUM also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a‘lversely on petitions and bills 
of the following titles; and the 
erally laid upon the table: 

Petition of Lieutenant B. 
tieth Kentucky infantry ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 156) to place Lieutenant 
Oliver Lumphney y on the retired list of Army 
officers, with like pay as other officers of the 
same grade upon the retired list ; 

A bill (H. R. No, 2140) creating a profes 
sorship of dental surgery at the United States 
Military Academy at West Point and the 
Uniied States Naval Academy at Annapolis ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1826) for the relief of Jacob 
Dice, of Fountain county, Indiana; 

A bill (H. R. No. 241) to relieve ail per- 
sons engaged in the volunteer military ser a. 
of the Unite d States at the close of the war of 
the rebellion from the disability of 


REPORTS. 


Same were sev- 


B. Waller, 


twen- 


desertion 
on account of absenting themselves from their 
respective regiments aud companies without 
leave; and 

Petition of Schuyler Hamilton, of New York, 


| 


| Vice, repealing 


to be placed on the retired list of the Army, to | 


date from February 27, 1863. 

Mr. SLOCUM moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the above-named petitions and bills 
were laid on the table; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RETIRED ARMY 

Mr. SLOCUM also, from the same commit- 

tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2697) relative 

to retired officers of the Army; which was read 
a first and second time. 


OFFICERS. 


The question was upon ordering the bill to | 


be engrossed and read a third time. 
The bill was read. The first section provides 


that all officers of the United States Army who | 


may hereaiter be retired sha!l be retired upon 
the actual rank held by them at the date of 
retirement. 

The second section provides that hereafter 
all retired offivers shall be paid the amount 
prescribed for retired officers of the rank held 
by them in the regular Army at the date of 
their retirement; ‘and that the thirty-second 


section of the act to fix the military peace | 


establishment of the United States, approved 
July 28, 1866, is hereby repealed. 

Mr. SARGENT. Does this bill increase 
the pay of retired officers ? 

Mr. SLOCUM. No, sir; it decreases the 
pay of all of ther 


Mr. HOAR. Is this a substitute for the 
Senate bill on that subject ? 

Mr. SLOCUM. It is not; this is a bill that 
originated in the House Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR. Is there not a Senate 
before the committee relating to this 
general subject 

Mr. SLOCUM. 
any. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. There is none. 

Mr. DUELL. Does this bill repeal the exist- 
ing provision of law upon this subject ? 

Mr. SLOCUM. 
section of the act 
establishment. 


Mr. DUELL. 


bill 


same 


| have no recollection of 


It repeals the thirty-second 


fixing the military peace 


I have received letters from 


two or three officers who are retired under the 
present act to which my colleague [Mr. Sto 
mM] has referred, and who are very strongly 


opposed to the passage of this bill. It seems 
to me that we shall do injustice to a very mer 
itorious class of officers who served their coun 
try faithfully, many of whom lost limbs in the 
service, and who have been retired under the 


present act. It seems to me that act ought 
not to be disturbed, but ought to remain in 
force. 

Mr. PETERS. Does this bill take the 


emoluments and pay from oflicers who have 
already received it, and also cut them down in 


their emoluments ? 
Mr. SLOCUM. I will state the effect of 
the bill. Some three months ago I introduced 


a bill repealing that section of the law of 1866 
which allowed officers to be retired at a rank 
above that which they ever held in actual ser 
the law under which captains 
were retired as major generals, and lieutenants 
as brigadier gene rals, but not disturbing them 


up to the present time. When that subject 
came before the Military Committee for con- 
sider ration, that committee, with entire unan- 


imity, agreed upon a bill that should apply to 
those now on the retired list, putting them all 
upon the same under the same 
which has prevailed in our Government since 
its foundation to the present time. 
was one which ret 


footing law 
Phat law 
ired officers according to the 
actual rank held by them at the time of their 
retirement. 

This is not my bill; but it is 
am instructed by the Committee 
Affairs to report. I believe it is a just and 
proper measure and that it should pass. It is 
very well for gentlemen to say that it will 
injurious to certain individuals. That is true ; 
there is no question aboutthat. But all through 
our country there are men who are now draw- 
ing no pay whatever; in every town and vil 
lage throughout this land there are crippled 
officers and soldiers who are 
bounty whatever from the Government. It is 
a glaring injustice to have some favored few 
who have never held any rank above that of 
captain drawing pay as general officers. We 
propose to stop all that; [ think it is right and 
proper to do so, and I believe no gentleman 
can rise on this floor and offer any reasonable 
objection to it. 

Mr. PETERS. Does this bill take from 
retired officers what has already been received 
by them ? 

Mr. SLOCUM. 

Mr. PETERS 
future. 

Mr. SLOCUM. From andafter the passage 
of this bill, young men who held the rank of 
captain, and under the provision of the present 
law have been retired as general officers, will 
have their pay brought down to that of captain, 
as it ought to be. 

Mr. PETERS. I think when the invitation 
has been given an officer, and he has accepted 
it and has been retired upon larger pay, and 
has received it to the present time, he 
to continue to receive it. 


Mr. SLOCUM. I introduced a bill pro- 


which I 
Military 


one 


on 


be 


receiving no 


It does not. 
It affects their pay for the 


ought 
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viding for exactly what the gentleman desires; 
but the committee overruled me unanimously, 
1 think there was not a disse ‘nuting voice in the 
committee. 

Mr. PETERS. Will the gentleman allow 
me to offer an amendment which will test the 
sense of the House uponthe proposition which 
was embraced in his bill? 


Mr. SLOCUM. Certainly. 

Mr. DONNAN. My colleague on the com 
mittee, the gentleman from Ne »w York, [ Mr. 
SLOCUM, ] states that this bill ts the un wmiimous 
report of the committee. [In yes he is mis 
taken; it is only the report of the majority of 
the committee, and in my opinion it ouglit not 
to pass. In cases where oflicers, for merito 
rious Sea in the volunteer service, Have 


been retired upon the rank which they 
at the cost of a leg, or an arm, or an 
fatal wound, it will take 
pay we have heretofore granted them. To 
that I object; and I so voted in the committec 

Mr. SLOCUM. Itake back what I have 
said about the bill being unanimously reporte ed. 
l was under that impression ; I find that 
was mistaken. 

Mr. HALE. 1 have an amendment to offer 
which will embody the proposition indicated 
by the gentleman from New York, [ Mr. Sito 
cuM.] By his leave I wish to 
support of that proposition. 

[he House will bear in mind that all our 
legislation upon the Army and Navy has been 
upon the basis of not cutting down ranks pre- 
viously established. Of course there have 
been done, with regard to both Army and Navy, 
many things which upon exact scrutiny might 


eu ned 


ilmost 
from such men the 
} 


but 


say a word in 


not perhaps have been done. But wherever 
deserving men have gained a position, and 
have made their plans in life dependent upon 
it, we have always caretul that they 
should not be injuricusly affecte d by any new 
legislation. We have provided, | " instance, 
that certain ranks and certain pay should ex 
pire with the lives of the persons holding the 
rank or drawing the pay. But in all our legis 
lation we have cakaoudie provided that no 
deserving man who has gained a position, or 
rank, or pay, should have that taken away 
and all his calculations and prospects in life 
disappointed. 

Now, there are certain officers who, as has 
been said by the gentleman from Lowa, [{ Mr. 
DonNAN,] gained in the volunteer by 
meritorious and gallant conduct certain pro 
motion—gained it perhaps at the loss of u leg 
oranarm. Iknowa very gallant soldier and 
gentleman in my own State, who, 
home and luxury and friends, went 
vice in a subordinate position and gaine d pro 
motion there. He lost a leg, and is to-day a 
cripple, carrying about with him constantly an 
unenvied and unceasing burden of pain. He 
was promoted for his gallant conduct ; his 
rank entitled him to it, and his meritorious 


been 


service 


giving up 


to ser 


conduct added to the desert of his rank. He 
was promoted to the rank of brigadier gen 
eral, and retired upon that rank. 

Mr. SARGENT. Then this bill dos not 
affect him. 

Mr. HALE. At any rate, my proviso will 
settle that. He is now drawing pay for the 
rank in the volunteer service upon which he 
was retired. I hope members of the House 
will consider well before they discriminate 
against men who in the volunteer service, not 
as regular officers, gained distinction. Is it 


right, is it fair, that an officer such asl have 
referred to—and | refer to him only because I 
know of his case; he is not alone—should be 
cut down to the pay for instance of a captain 
after he hav formed all his plans and expecta- 
tions in life upon the action already had in his 


cause ? 


The gentleman from California [Mr. Sar 
GENT] says that this bill would not affect 
such acase. It might or it might not. At 


any rate, the amendment which | propose to 
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offer will certainly guard against any such re 
sult. and | h pe the House vill not 


) adopt it, 


hesitate 


The Clerk read as follows 


Provided, Nothing in this act shall affect the rank 
or pay of any officers heretofore retired aber aoe 
vision of law 

Mr. LYNCH l ask for the reading of the 
original bill. 

lhe original bill was again read 

Mr. SARGENT. If the gentleman will yield 
to me for a moment I will suggest, if the con- 
struction of the cond section can b - given 80 
astoneed a provi Oo, then the proviso is incon- 
sistent with the second section The object, 
of course, | to apply this to officers hereafter 
ret ed | 1 tranap f th first three words, 

0 as to make apply to officers hereafter to 
hey ad. ll acc ynplis! the object. I sug- 
gest e amendm 

Mr LOCUM. Mr. Speaker, I propose to 
allow an hour's debate on this bill. fhe Com 
mittee on Military Affairs have a great amount 
of business, and if the previou question be 
then seconded, Iw etogive three fourths 
of the time to the opponents of this bill. 


Mr SARGENT rose 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia 
tlerman will now eall the pri 

Mr. SARGENT. I hope not until we 
had an opportunity to perfect the bill. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia Yi 
is pending. 

Mr. SARGENT. Consider it 
and] have no objec tion. 

Mr. HALE The 
tleman f 
yore | sought to reach. 

Mr. MERCUR. Iw 
ment also, 

The SPEAKER 


side ring these 


[ hope the gen- 
vious questi ym. 


have 
suramendment 
as offered, 
amendment of tl 


e gen 


j 
ym California accomplishes the pur 


sh to offer an amend- 
ction to con- 
pending, and the 
seconded and the 


Is there obj 
amendment 
previous question main 
question ordere d? 

Mr. MOREY. As a member of the 
Affairs I desire {Oo Say a 
bill and pending amendments 


Com- 


mittee on Military 


word on the 


IL wish to call attention to the working of the 
present law. We have on our retired list sev 
enty « flies from the grade of general down. 
Som {those officers have the rank of briga 


dierand major general. They came here afier 
the war was over, and in many cases they 
nted to the Army in the 
heutenant aud captain, and 
retired under the 


dre Ww pay as 


were re pp 
then 
and 
major generals. 
practice ot law in New 
Washington, receiving com 


they were 
operation of the law, 
brigadier and 
Some went into the 
York and some in 
ensation at the 


iy like 


same time to the extent of 
five thousand six hundred dol 
jars a year, while the highest rank they ever 
held in the United States Army was that of 
lieutenant and captain. 

Mr. DONNAN. Do they receive any pay 
for any higher rank than that which they held 
in the Umited States Army? 

Mr. SLOCUM. 
the names of very 


mnerh 


~n 


1 could, if necessary, 
many such. The 
the gen from Maine [Mr 
referred to is the case of 
retire d as 


give 
very case 
Hae] has 
a captain who was 
briga vd er general, a man who 
never did six years for the country, 
while there are men upon the retired list, offi- 
cers who served the country faithfully and 
well for forty years, who have been re tired as 
major or colonel. There is not a case of 
more glaring injustice than that to which the 
yentleman from Maine has referred. Because 
c lost a leg he has been retired as a brigadier 
general, while there are fifty who lost legs get 
ting no money at all. The man referred to 
1s getting double the pay of any rank he ever 
held in the field. 

Mr. MOKEY. Officers of volunteers who 
lost legs, aud who bad their health destroyed 
forever, but who were not fortunate enough 


tiem 


service 


rank of 
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the regular army and retired, can draw but a 
pension of thi irty dollars. What becomes of 
those gentlemen? They have to trust to their 
own energies and powers. 
I would be glad if the nation could afford 
officer who lost a limb $5,000 
a year. But we can dono such thing. Let 
however, do justice. 
Do not let u oy out 
them on the pay of 
and allow others just 


to pay every 


a few and retire 
33,000 or $5,000 a year 
as gallant, who did just 
, to remain at only thirty dollars 
a month. This principle of discrimination is 
wrong, and it is time we should correct it. 

We provide in this bill that officers here 
after retired shall only be retired on the rank 
they held, and that men appointed as captains 
and lieutenants shall not be retired as colonels 
and generals. It is time we should stop mak- 
ing any discrimination between officers in the 
regular and officers in the volunteer Army. 
it is time we should put a stop to one or two 
a score of individuals who happen to 
influence coming in here and being reap- 

point ‘das lieutenants and captains, and then 
being retired as officers of high rank. 
Mr. LYNCH. I ask -_ the amendment 
which the gentleman from California | Mr. 
| SanGentT] offered be again re ‘ak 
ong amendment was again read. 

» LYNCH: 7 hope the bill will be so 
amended as to apply only to officers hereafter 
retired ; for if the bill is passed without such 

| amendment great injustice will be done to 
rs who occupied the positions of 
captains and lieutenants in the regular Army, 
and having gone into the volunteer service, 
wou high rank, have been wounded, and have 
been retired from the service, on account of 
the disabilities they have received. 

I know a case ii my own 
great injustice would be done by the passage 

of this b ll. A young man, a captain in the 
regular Army, wuo rose to the rank of a brig- 
adier veneral in the volunteer service, was 
severely wounded in one battle and lost a leg 
| in another, and for his distinguished g vallantry 
was retired on the pay of the rank heid by 
him when wounded. By this bill his pay 
would be reduced to that of a captain, which 
lyunjust. There are 


as ¢ od service 


or half 


have 


1h 
many once 


appears to meto be Zrossiy 
inany similar cases. 

think those officers who have done merit 
| orious service, who have been wounded and 
services have been recognized, ought 
not to have their pay cut off. 

l understand the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. Stocum] to say that this bill as it would 
read with the amendments offered by my 
colleague would be precise!y the bill which 
he has offered himself, which is satisfactory 


whose 


| to him and which he would accept but for the 


amendment will b : 


committee. I[ 
adopted, 

Mr. MERCU desire to say a word, not 
upon the the officers of the regular 
Army, nor to take from them in 
the credit to which they are j 
but it does seem to me to be 
anomaly in the law, that 
should receive a larger compensation by far 
than they would be entitled to if they 
remained in actual service. 

Such I understand to be the operation of 
the law of 1866, which the bill now reported 
by the Committee on Military Affairs seeks to 
repeal. It strikes me that there never was 


instructions of his hope the 


ait of 
any degree 
tly entitled ; 
a very strange 
when retired they 


any justice or any propriety or any wisdom in 


provi ling that an officer when retired should 
receive pay so far beyond the rank which he 
actually held in the service of his country. 
While in the service he might receive some 
two thousand dollars perannum, when retired 
he will receive some four or five thousand dol- 
lars per annum. It appears to me to be an un- 
just and an unwise discrimination. That was a 
law that was passed just atter the close of the 


to be appointed as captains or lieutenants in |] war, in 1866, and which I think must have 


district where | 





| been passed without the attention of the Honse 


having been called to its practical operation 


and etfect. 


It is said now, admitting that it was unjust, 
yet inasmuch as they have been suffered to re- 
ceive it for some six years, therefore they hay, 
acquired a right to it through all time to come, 
It strikes me that the reasoning is unjust and 
unsound ; and that if they have been suffered to 
receive it so long, this bill is none the less right, 
because it does not propose to take from them 
that which they have actually received. But 
it proposes to start anew, and to put these 
officers where everybody else would be put 
under similar circumstances ; and to adopt the 


| amendment of the gentleman from Californi ia, 


[Mr. SarGent, ] would, I think, be creating 
an unwise and an unfair discrimination. ‘That 
those men who have been 


retired during the 
last six years should receive two or three 


times as much pay as officers who may here- 


| after be retired, 


occupying the same posi- 
tions, would certainly strike the mind of any 
gentleman as an unfair and an unjust dis 

crimination. I trust the amendment of she 
gentleman from California will not prevail, 
but that the bill reported from the Committee 

. > © ‘ 1 . 
on Military Affairs will receive the sanction of 


| this Honse. 


| are two amendments pending: 


{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SLOCUM. I will now yield to the 
gentleman from California, [Mr. SarGenr. ] 

Mr. SARGENT.  Isend to the Clerk’s desk 
to be read the section of the present law which 
it is proposed by the pending bill to repeal. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

‘ “Suc. 32. And be tt further enacted, That officers of 
the regular army entitled to be retired in conse- 
quence of disability occasioned by wounds received 
in battle, may be retired upon the full rank of the 
command held by them, whether in the regular or 


volunteer service at the time such wounds were 
received.” 

Mr. SARGENT. As I understand, there 
one offered by 
the gentleman from Maine, [ Mr. Have,] and 
one offered by myself. The amendment which 
| have offered [ designed to effect this object 
that persons who have been heretofore retired 
on account of disabilities. and who are receiv- 
ing a certain amount from the Government in 
consideration of their retirement and former 
services, shall not by this legislation be de 
prived of receiving that amount hereafter. I 
consider that that is justand necessary. And 
while Lam willing to provide that for the future 
persons who are in the service in the regular 
Army when retired shall be retired as of the 
rank they then held,and upon proportionate 
pay as retired officers, still I will not, so tar 
as I am concerned, consent to cut olf those 
who have heretofore been retired from the pay 
they now receive. Ido not think the amend- 
ment I have offered fully covers the point [ 
intended. I believe the amendment of the 


| gentleman from Maine [Mr. Haute} does cover 


had || 


that point. I therefore withdraw my amend- 
ment and shall support the amendment of the 
gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I now yield to the gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. Copurn.] 

Mr. COBURN. The question arises upon 
these amendments, in the mind ofevery sensible 
man, as tu what is the reason why we should 
draw a distinction between the officer who may 
be retired hereafter and the officer who has 
already beenretired. Is he who has been re- 
ured a better man than he who may be? Sup- 
pose that in consequence of jcbne, or of 
wounds, or of loss of health, an officer shall 
hereafter be retired who is just as faithful, just 
as honorable, and just as true as any officer 
who has heretofore been retired; why should 


we cut his pay down; why should we pay him 
less as a retired officer than one heretofore 
retired under a provision of law that gave him 
more than he deserved ? 

Sir, the clamor throughout the country has 
been to equalize the bounty and pay of the 








deserving men in the Army. By some strange 
levice, in 1866, this remarkable provision was 
put into @ law: 

~ “ That officers of the regular Army entitled to be 
retire i on account of disab ility occasioned by 
wounds received in battle may be retired upon the 
full rank of the command held by them, whether in 
the regular or volunteer service at the time such 
wounds were received.’ 


By this provision several officers were at 
once enabled to get higher pay as retired 
ficers than they had up to that time been 


receiving as officers on active duty. He who 


was a captain or lieutenant on duty at once 


obtained the retired pay of a general or colonel. 

A few men who were in the Army at the 
passage of the law gotthe advantage of this; but 
the main body, the greater proportion of those 
who had earned the gratitude of the country, 
and made their names illustrious inthe service, 

.dalready been mustered out. There [point- 
gto Mr. StouGutTon] sits a member of this 


House who. on the 4th of July, 1864, lost his 
leg at Marietta. He cannot claim retired 
nay. | is service expire d be fore the law was 


enacted ; and if the peer" »had not sent him 
here as a member of Congress, and he had 
been un ble to make a living by his pi ofession 
law is con- 
the davs of 


} } 


of the law, he might, so far as th 
cerned, eat the bread of penury a 
his life, and would be entitled to a p' nsion of 
only thirty dollars a month, while it may 
happe that the young gentleman re ferred t 

ae who was in the Army when ria 
retiring law was passed, will get $5,000 a 


year. A more monstrous piece of injustice 


e 
| 


as never been embodied in the shape of a law 
this country. And when I say this I wou!d 


letract nothing from tl ej ist dues of the gallar it 
men whose names grace the retired list of our 
Army. They deserve much; and let nothing, 


by the remotest implication, be said against 


Hundreds, and I may say thousands of 
officers of the volunteer service, who stood 
puereny high for courage and for good 
conduet, every splendid attribute for which an 
officer may be proud, were mentors out before 
the passage of that law; and they do not get 
of retired pay, though they may be 
going down the hill of life, suffering the pangs 
of poverty, or irom wounds or disease con 
tracted in the service. The great majority 
must go forever unpaid and unrewarded 
retired officers, and they do not complain. 

If you talk now about doing justice, go back 
and count up the long roll of wounded and 
disabled volunteer officers, who in every part 
of this land are row eking out a bare subsist- 
ence, laboring for their daily bread in the 
shop, the field, or the office. Such cases can 
be found by the hundred and by the thousand ; 
yet we forget or pass them by and pick out 
seventy officers from the regular Army and 
retire them upon the pay of the very high 


one Cent 


est rank that they may accidentally bave held 
in the volunteer service. I say this is an out- 
rageous piece of injustice. These men ought 


to be pa d as forthe position they held when 
they were retired from the Army. ‘There is 
no injustice in this. Ifa captain is retired on 
a Captain’s pay, he ought to be salished. It is 
a very large pension for him; and he can add 
to it honorably by practicing a profession, or 
working in some other capacity. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I now yield five minutes 
to the gt ntleman from Massachusetts, { Mr. 
But er. | 

Mr. BUTLER of Massachusetts. Ih: a 
seen the injustice of the present system of pay y 
for retired «officers, Mr. Speake r, aud the wo a 
part of it is that it is still going on. Officers 
vow go to the President or Secretary of War 
and by personal solicitation or through their 
friends procure appointments in the regular 
Army ; then as soon as the appointment is ob- 
tained they show that they have been disabled 
in the volunteer service, and get themselves 
retired within two or three months upon the 
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highest rank that the volunteer 


ixty days after he was app. 


us see how operates. 


ie Army Regis- 


give if anybo who at the date 
of his retireme 0 t 
i He V¥asabd 


during the war, and was 


list was fern 32.200 a year. 
SLOCUS Chere are thirty 


* Massachi 


and unless his 


at is called 


examined a 


rae — a House. 
The Committee on Military 
Affai rs ‘eon a i large amount o 
this bill. 


f business, and | 
(here seems to be 


CONGER. 
yield to me. 

I will yield 
Michigan three minutes, 
time e oonex 
CONGER. There may be some injus- 
rmer acts of Congress in regard 
laced on the retired |i 
the House to 


to those offic 
e to eall the atte 
this one fact, that as every si 7 
y si has passed every session of 
Congress has been zeal 


former Congresses have done for | 
be acts of inj inequality ou the retired 


committe 








would be to pl: 
Ada mi nistr 


Pre ~ de: t 


l referto G 


yromises to our sted in behalf of 


this most 


When our sold 


Sake lal othicer. 
‘sand officers go to bed at 


eae 
ning them to 
e law whicl 
1 » last evidence 

of the grati ude 
il passes to-night, it will pa 
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any of these men to appear before the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to speak in their 
own behalf. It will pass without ar opportun- 


ity being afforded to them to be heard. I 
hope some gentleman will move to lay this 
bill on the takle, so that our soldier. ayains 


whom this bill is directed, may have an Oppor 
tunity o be heurd. 

Mr. MOREY. How will this affect the off- 
cer to which the gentleman has referred if he 
was retired on the rank of colonel? 

Mr. CONGER. l refer to General Heint 
zelman, who has served as a brave and gallant 
officer in the Army for more than forty years, 

nd who was wounded while a major general 
f volunteers 

Mr. MOREY. 
on Lhe will receive g 

Mr. SLOCUM. The time of the gentleman 
from Michigan has expired; and | now yield 
ir five minutes to the gentleman from Ms aine, 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Speaker, | thought on 
ie first reading of the amendment of the 
gentleman from California [Mr. Sarcent] 





1d with the rank of col- 


} 
tl 





that it would accomplish the purpose I have 
in view; but I now see it will not: and I 
therefore insist on my own amendment 

lin the early part of the war let us look at 





ho was an officer in the 


regular Army. The ranks were not uumer- 


the case of & man W 


ous ; promotions were not rapid in the regular 
Army; that is to say, they were not compara- 
tively rapid. Almost all of our officers in the 
regular Army were appointed to higher posi 
tions in the volunteer forces; aud in that way 
they subserved the Z and purpose of suppress 
ng the rebellion. Men who were only cay 
tains in the regular Army in a little while 
became colonels and br gadier generals and 
major generals. With each new promotion 
came additional responsibility. A battle comes 
on, and that man commands a division or an 
army corps with all the responsibilities of that 
vast command. In the course of that battl 
at the head of his men, at the head of a divis 
ion or corps, he is wounded. He loses a leg 
oranarm. He is wounded because he is in 
command of a corps. He is disabled while 
undergoing all the responsibilities of his com 
mand, W hat the gentleman from Massachuo 
setts (Mr. BurLer} says amounts to nothing 
in comparing him with the men who had gone 
out of the Army. After the war he still re 
mains inthe Army. His rank is higher, and 
his pay should be more. Another may leave 
the Army and go to commercial pursuits, and 
make his money elsewhere. his commander 
of a corps, who has had fifteen or twenty thon 
sand men under his command, who, while in 
command, has been wounded, and who remains 
in the Army, the question is, how shall we 
pay him when he goes upon the retired list? 
Will you pension that man simply as a cap 
tain when acting as a major general in a major 
general's command, wiih a major general's 
responsibility, and who as a major general lost 
his leg or his arm? Will you pension such a 
man as a captain, the rank he had left far 
behind because of his desert? “That 1s all the 
question that is involved here. In certain cases 
they have been pensioned according to their 
merit, according to their desert, according to 
the rank they have gained, Is it fair or just 
that weshould put these men back tothe ineager 
pension they would have had as captains in the 
Army? Are we to go back to-day on the 
record of the volunteer service? Why, sir, if 
we had held men simply to the rank they held 
in tne regular At my during the re bellion, or if 
we had relied upon the regular Army alone 
during the rebellion—and 1 say it without 
meaning any disparagement to them—the re- 
bellion would never have been suppressed. I 





aay that men who attained the rank of major 
general in the volunteer service, aud who were 
disabled while holding that rank, should be 


rewarded according to their rank, or there is 


s without requiring || no justice in the American Congress. 








UM. 


ahow the 


Mr. SLO‘ 
order to 


word in 
the 


J desire to sav a 


fallacy of erything 


gentleman from Maine [ Mr. Have] has uttered. 
In standing up as the advocate of the volun 
teer olhcer he fi t ( I cuse Ol a geutic 
man who was in the rant Captain in the 
regular Army, and who took a volunteer com- 
mission and rose to ink Of major gen 
eral. J, too, might vive a case, that ofa young 
man who wen nto the service as a volunteer, 
rose t be umn ree il ind was wounded 
side Dy side WN (He ¢ th eT lerre d tO by the 
gentleman from Maine his man goes off 
with a ye ion Of twenty dollars a month, 
While ‘ iGr man ge »,U00 in virtue ol 
nis rut nthe reyguiar Army 

Mr. DONNAN Gentlemen have spoken 
on tl pyect 3 though it ineluded all the 
othecers n the regular Ar 1y who held posi 
tions 1 the vo ‘ el lhe law is not 
so wide lt only covers that class of ofhcers 
who wel ‘ ned t wounds received in Lue 
geTrvice of country Guring the rebellion 
Now we are retiring year afte: year our olf 
cers in the regular Army according to the 
rank ey got inth \r vy, olhicers wuo never 
drew a Ol rr swelled powder, but merely 
held necure positior 

It is not fa eX pec ut the law affecting 
a tarye nutober of md duals Can Operate 
eq Mni im every « t i cannot possibly do 

) Fe it’ toe slime ich a laW Operates badly ln 
n lew instane 1 isnot lair to 8s Ly that you 
Wil we widean enti Cla and to claim that 
Congre I be governed by those excep- 
or ca ‘ repeal he iaw,. | insist, if 
as yenutiemen lave suid Cor yress has dealt in 
a ply I \ anner Vv 1 our volunteer ofl 


cere, of which we have had an illustrious ex- 


ample set before us so eloquently to-night; if 
Cougress has dealt lu a niggardly and ub] ist 
wanner with vo.unteer officers, that is no rea 
son why we should revoke our past a tion, our 
just and none too liberal action, In my judg- 
ment, to those ollicers of the regular Army 
who served with such merit as to win high rank 
in the volunteer service during the days of dan 
ger to the Wepublie, 

lam willing that the bill shall be so amended 
as that no othcer hereatter iil be retired but 
upon the rank he now hold But | appeal Lo 
Congress it it is not entirely unfair that those 
men who sacrifice almost life uself for their 
country should be placed back by your acuon 
prec sely on a footing with oflicers of the reg 
ular Army who have not drawn a sword for 
their country 

Mr. SLOCUM. I yield five minutes to the 


gentleman trom L[liinois, { Mr. l’ARNSWORTH, | 


and shall then eall the previous question. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to refer to 
the declaration made by the gentleman trom 
Michigan, {| Mr. Concer,] that each succeed- 
ing Go ess has been disp wed to undo wha 
the preceding Congress has done for our sol 
diers. That allegation is not true; it is not 
historically tru: On the contrary, each suc- 


ceeding Congress is disposed to Outsirip its 


predecessors in this respect, and do more 
for the soldiers than they have done; and | 
trust and believe it will always be so, as Con 
assemble here ° We 
nsions, we extend their boun- 
laws more 


gress after Congress shall 
increase their pe 
ties, the 
in more of disabiliuies, 
we endeavor 


we make liber 


the and in every way 


to soothe their passage through 


lite. 

But there is a question of justice in this 
matter. The gentleman who last addressed 
the House [ Mr. Donnan] says that he will not 
object to have the bill so amended that here 


atter ail officers shall be retired with the pay 
ot the which they actually beld when 
protests against making 
who have been retired 
Llow unjust that would be. That 
create a distinction, a privileged class 


TAUK 
retired, 
that rule 


although he 
apply to those 
heretotore, 


would 


l, we take | 


i 


| and the oflicer? 


at which their pensions began, rather than ac- 
cording to the nature of their wounds or the 
dignity of their Again, do we retire 
oflicers, do we raise the pay of the retired offi- 
ceras a pe nsion for the rank that 
it for the 


rauk 


he held, or is 
incurred? lam not 
ing what the law is, but what should be our 
ct. We should give this pension, for your 
retired pay is nothing but a pension, because 
of the disability, because of the extent of 


e disabilit ty that he 
“aSK 


Ole 


the 
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1} 


sacrifice that the man made, and not because | 


ie held. 

Now, this bill proposes to give every officer 
that has been retired the pay of the rank he 
held inthe regular Army when he was retired. 
That is going a great way; that is going 
further than any nation under the sun ever 
went before. No other nation ever retired an 
officer upon the pay of the rank that he held. 
Suppose an officer holds the rank of a colonel 


of the rank that 


or # Captain in the regular Army, you retire | 


him upon the pay of that rank; but it isasked 


that we shall retire him upon more pay than | 


he is actually getting according to his rank. 
ln speaking upon this subject, | am as dis 


interested as any man can be. There is an 


officer in my district whose retirement I have | 


succeeded in getting, who has been retired 
the pay of a brigadier general. The 
rank he held in the volunteer service was that 
of colonel, and his rank in the regular Army 
was that of captain. But I know that he will 
be satisfied when all are treated alike, and 
that he will not ask to be one of a privileged 
class to receive more pay than those that may 
come after him, 


upon 


Mr. SLOCUM. I now ask for a vote on 
the bill. 
The SPEAKER. The question is upon the 


amendment of the gentleman from Pennsy!- 
vania [Mr. Mercur] to the amendment moved 
by the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Hate. ] 


Mr. DUELL. I desire my a { Mr. 
Stocum] to yield to me to ask a ae of 
the gentleman from  Lilinois, [\ FaRNS 


WORTH. | 

Mr. SLOCUM. 
time for discussion. 

Mr. DUELL. I merely wish to ask a ques- 
tion: whether, ander theact of July 28, 1866, 
which that officers of the regular 
Army entitled to be retired on account of dis 
abilities occasioned by wounds received in 
battle may be retired upon the full rank of the 
command held by them, whether in the regu- 
lar or volunteer service at the time when the 
wounds were received—whether that does not 
create a contract between the Government 


[ cannot yield any more 


provide 8 


| have in my mind. 

Mr. SLOCUM. I yield for a question only 

Mr. FAI INSWORTH. [ can say in reply 
that | do not think it amounts to a contract. 
But if it the ier can appeal to the 
courts and have it enforced. 

he question was upon the amendment of 
Mr. Mercur, to add to the amendment of Mr. 
Hae the following: 


does, 


And provided also, That every officer of the Army 
retired on account of disabilities caused either by 
wounds or sickness shall be subject to the same 
annual or biennial physical examination as now 
required by law for volunteer officers and scldiers 
upon the pension-rolls. 


The amendment to 
agreed to. 


the amendment was 


The question was upon the amendment as 
amended, which was as follows: 


Provided, That nothing in this act shall affect the 
rank or pay of any officer heretolore retired under 
provision oflaw: And prov ided also, That every officer 
of the Army retired on account of disability caused 


either by wounds or sickness shail be subject to the | 


same annual or biennial physical examination as 
aow required by law for volunteer officers and sol- 
diers wpon the pension-rolls. 


Mr. SLOCUM. 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 


of men drawing pensions according to the date |} vania [Mr. Mexcur] as a part of the bill, but 


Jam willing to accept the | 


(See eeeeeeeeeeneeseeeeennenenesseenennnnnn om —— 


I hope the amendment of the gentleman from 
Maine will not be adopted. 

The SPEAKER. They are incorporated 
together, and so stand before the House. 

Mr. SLOCUM. Then I hope they will both 
be voted down together. 

The question being taken on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Hate, as amended on motion of 
Mr. Mercur, there were—ayes 27, noes 85. 

Mr. CONGER I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. LYNCH. 
on the table. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


I move that the bill be laid 


The question recurring on the demand for 


the yeas and nays, they were not ordered. 


| on motion of Mr. 


So the amendment of Mr. Hae, as amended 
Mercur, was not agreed to, 

Mr. MERCUR. I understand the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Siocum] is willing 


| to accept my amendment. 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. BUTLER, of 


He cannot do go. 


Massachusetts. Cannot 


| the previous question be reconsidered ? 


‘There is one instance which || —~ - 
| report, 


| by which the bill was passed ; 
| that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


The SPEAKER. It cannot, because it has 


been partly executed. The gentieman from 
Pennsylvania | Mr. Mercour] asks unanimous 
consent that the proviso offered by him may 
be incorporated in the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. I object. 

The bili was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 


| accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. SLOCUM moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
CAMP MOHAVE MILITARY RESERVATION. 


Mr. SLOCUM, from the Committee on Mil 
itary Affairs, reported a bill (H.R. No. 2698 
to provide for payment for certain property 
taken by the Government for the extension of 
the military reservation at Camp Mohave, in 
the Territory of Arizona; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, appropriat 
$14,219, to be paid under the direction of the 
Secretary of War to the claimants for private 
property taken by the Government in the 
extension of the military reservation at Camp 
Mohave, in the Territory of Arizona, uoder 
General Order No. 74, Adjutant General’s 
Office, November 2, 1869, that sum being the 
total amount awarded by a board of military 
officers, convened by proper authority at said 
camp, in September, 1870, as appears by their 
duly approved by the War Depart- 
ment. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time; and being e ngrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SLOCUM moved to reconsider the vote 
and also moved 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
ENLISTMENT OF MIN 
Mr. HAY. The Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 838) to 


YORS . 


| provide that minors shall not be enlisted in 


the military service of the United Siates with- 

out the consent of parents or guardians, have 

directed me to report back the amendment 

with a recommendation that it be concurred in. 
The amendment was read, es follows: 


Before the word “‘ consent’’ insert ‘‘ written.” 


The amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. HAY moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment was concurred in ; and 
also moved that the motion to retonsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 











1872. 








SOLDIERS’ 


Mr. HAY also, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported back with an amend 
ment the bill (S. No. 309) to prohibit the re- 
tention of soldiers’ discharges by claim agents 
and attorneys. 

The bill was read. It provides that any 
_— agent, attorney, or other person engage 2d 

the collection of claims for pay, bounty, 
r other allowances for any soldier, 
or marine, or for any commissioned 
officer of the military or naval forces, or who 
may have been a soldier, sailor, marine, or 
officer of the regular or volunteer Army forces, 
who shall improperly retain or refuse to de- 
liver the disch: arge papers of any such soldier, 
sailor, or marine, or commissioned officer, 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
shall, upon conviction, be punished by fine 
not exceeding $500, or by imprisonment not 
exceeding six months, or both, at the discre- 
tion of the court, and shall thereafter be de- 
barred from prosecuting any such claim in any 
executive Department of the Government. 

The amendment reported by the committee 
was read, as follows : 


DISCHARGES. 


F nsion, Oo! 


sailor, 


Strike out the words ‘‘ improper 
to deliver the discharge papers of any such soldier, 
sailor, Or Marine, or commissioned officer,” and 
insert in lieu thereof the following: 

Retain without the consent of the owner or own- 
ers thereof, or shall refuse to deliver or account 
jor, upon demand duly made by the owner or own- 
ers thereof, or by their agent or attorney, the dis- 
charge papers of any such soldier, sailor, or marine, 
or commissioned officer, which may have been placed 
in his hands tor the purpose of collecting said claim. 


ly retain or refuse 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill, as amended, 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third 
time, aud passed. 

Mr. HAY moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PROTECTION OF NATIONAL CEMETERIES. 


Mr. HAY also, from ~ same committee, 
re ported back a bill (S. No. 446) to am end an 
act entitled ‘*‘ An act to establish and to pro 
tect national cemeteries,’? approved February 
22, 1867, with an amendment. 

The bill, which was read, in the first section 
provides that the Secretary of War is hereby 
authorized to select the superintendents of the 
national cemeteries from meritorious and trust- 
worthy soldiers, either commissioned officers 
or enlisted men of the volunteer or regular 
Army, who may have been disabled for active 
field service in the line of duty. 

The second section provides that the super- 
intendents of the national cemeteries shall 
receive for their compensation from seventy- 
five to one hundred dollars per month, accord- 
ing to the extent and importance of the ceme- 
teries to which they may be respectively 
assigned, to be determined by the Secretary. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

Section two, line three, strike out “seventv-five to 


one bundred” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
sixty to seventy-five.” 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill, as amended, was ordered toa third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. HAY moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
COMPANY B, FOURTEENTH REGIMENT. 


Mr. HAY also, from the same committee, 
reported back a bill (S. No. 449) authorizing 
the issue of clothing to certain enlisted men 
of company B, fourteenth regiment infantry, 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill, which was read, provide s that the 
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was ordered to a third 


ized to issue clothing in lieu of and equal in 
value to that lost by 
company B, four : 
quar Fort D. A 
Wyoming Territory, were dest 
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f +} 


*,] > 1 
the Oth a iy ot Ke yruary, 


enlisted 
gimentinf 


those men ot 


eenthnre antry wnose 
; 2 ; 
ters in the Russell, 
royed by fire on 
1871. 
was ordered toa third reading; and 
accordingly read the third 


‘ ’ 
ATTACKS al 


the morning 

The bill 
it was time, and 
passed 

Mr. HAY 
which the 
that the m: 
table. 

The latter 


moved to reconsider the vote by 
bill was passed; and 
yion to 


; 2 
also moved 
reconside 


motion was agreed to. 
ADVERSE REPORT 


Mr. HAY 
reported 2 K A 
the Secretary of 


the 
(S. N 
War to 1 
listed men in place ot 

accident, 


committee 
». 647) to authorize 
sue clothing to en 

clothing destroyed by 
:mmendation that it be 


, from same 


bill 


oe 
with the ree 
7 . ; 

laid on tne tabdie. 


The bill was accordingly laid on the table 


NATIONAL 

Mr. HAY also, 

reported a bill (H. 

*’ An act to establish 
cemeterie 3,” approved 

which was read a fir 


CEMETERY. 


fron m the same committee, 
to amend an 
and protect 
national February 22, 
1867 ; st and second time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that from 


ail ‘ 
#6 
o1dmers 


434+] 
act entitled 


L 

nd afte r the passage of this act ail 
and honorably 
service of the United St 


sailors discharged from the 


ates who may die in 


a destitute condition shall be 


the pation: 


allowe d | burl ali 1n 
United States. 
engrossed and 
and being engrosse d, 
y read the third time, a 

Mr. HA x moved to 
which the bill was 
that the mot 
table. 

The latter moti: 


il cemeteries of the 

Tne bill was ordered to be 
read a third time; 
accordingly 


it was 
nd passed, 

reconsider the vote by 
passed ; and als moved 
ion to reconsider be laid on the 


yn was agreed to. 
ARMY APPROPRIATION 


Mr. HAY also, from the same committee, 
reported back the bill (H. R. No. 1909) to re- 
peal section six of an act entitled ‘‘An aet 
making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the fi ending June 30, 
1870, and for other purposes,’’ and moved 
that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the and that it 
be laid on the table. 

The motion was a 1g Tree d to. 

Mr. HAY also, 
reported las 
repeal the sixth 
act makin; 


BILL OF 1870. 


Same, 


rom the same committee, 
vil (H. R. No. 1602) to 
section of an act entitled ** An 


ck the 


g appropriations for the support of 
the Army tor the fiscal year ending June 380, 
1870, and for other purposes,’’ and moved 


that the committee be 
further conside 


from the 
and that it 


discharged 
ration of the same, 
; 

labile, 


The motion was agree l to. 


be laid on the 


MESSAGE FROM TIE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr 
one of 


SYMPSON, 
informed the House that 


had passed the bill H. R. No. 


its clerks, 
the Senate 


1070) making appropriations for the service of 
the Post Office Department for the year end 
ing June 30, 1873, with sundry amendments ; 


in which the ec 
requested. 


° tT 
yucurrence of the House was 


‘The message further announced that the 
Senate insisted upon its amendments to the bill 
(H. R. No. 1192) making appropriations for 


the 1 


irre aud contingent expenses of the 
Indian departmen and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the 
year endiag Juve 30, 1873, and for other pur- 


poses, disagreed to by the House of Kepreser la- 


tives; that it disagreed to the amendments ot 
the House to other amendments of the Sen- 
ate to said bill, and agres d tothe conference 
asked for by the H yuse on the disagreeing vot 
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Mr. Coie, Mr. Hartan, and Mr. Srevenson, 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

Ihe further announced that the 
Senate insisted on its amendments to the bill 
(H. RK. No. 1654 appropriation for 
deficiencies in the appropriations for 
vice of the Government ow hs 
ending June 80, 


message 


making 
the ser- 
year 
years, 
agreed to 


fiscal 
1872, and for former 
other purposes, and that it 
conference asked by the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. Coie, Mr. Fre.ine- 
HUYSEN, and Mr. ALcorN, conferees cn the 
part of the Senate. 


and for 
the 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. PALMER, by unanimous 
consent, the bill (H. R. No. 1070) making 
appropriations for the service of the Post Office 
Department for the year ending June 80, 1878, 
with Senate amendments, was taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations; and it was ordered that 
the bill be reprinted, with the Senate amend- 
ments numbered. 

BOUNTY 

Mr. DONNAN, 


LAW. 

from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported back the bill (H. 
R. No. 1589) amendatory of existing bounty 
laws and granting bounty to persons of color 
who were slaves previous to the 19th of April, 
1861, and who enlisted and 
Army of the United States; and moved that 
the committee be discharged from the further 
consideration of the same, and that it be laid 
on the table. 


served in the 


The motion was agreed to. 
DONATION OF 
Mr. DONNAN also, from the same 
mittee, reported as a substitute for sundry 
b‘lls which had been referred to the commit 
tee a bill (H. R. No. 2700) donating con- 
demned cannon and cannon balls to certain 
organizations for monumental purposes. 
the bill was read. It authorizes the 
tary of War to deliver, if the done 
without detriment to the Government, four 
condemned cannon and sixteen cannon balls, 
to each of the following-named organizations, 


CONDEMNED ORDNANCE, 


com- 


Secre 
same can be 


for the purpose of ornamenting burial grounds 
for deceased soldiers: to the Kussell 
Lowe!l Encampment, Post No. 7, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Boston, Ma Suchusetts: 


Jobn 


Lo the 
second regiment infantry, National Guards, 
of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; to the Philip 


H. Sheridan Post, No. 
Republic, of Salem, 
chairman of the 8 
ot Worcester, 


34, Grand Army of the 
Massacl usetts; to 
oldiers’ 


the 
Memorial Committee 
Massachusetts: to the State 
Kencibles of Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; to 
the commis the State of New York 
for erecting a monumenton the grave of Baron 
Steuben, in the town of Steuben, as w York; 


sioners of 


to the trustees of Riverside cemete W ater- 
bury, Connecticut; to the Soldiers Monu 
ment Association, Middletown, Connecticut; 
to the Soldiers’ Monument Association of 
Meriden, Connecticut ; lo the Soldiers’ Monu- 
ment Association at Lebanon Pennsylvania; 
to the Post No. 146, Grand Army of the Ke- 


public, at Shenandoah, Schuylicill 
Pennsylvania; to the Soldiers’ 
Association, Kane county, Illinois. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. How many 
to donate ? 


Four cannon and six balls 


county, 
Monument 


cannon does this bill propose 
Mr. DONNAN. 


to each association. 


Mr. McCORMICK of Missouri. How many 
pleces in the aggregate ? 

Mr. DONNAN. There are some ten or 
twelve monuments to which donations are 


made by the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to amend the bill by 
providing that one of the donations be to the 
mayor ol the city o f Worcester, Massacl usetts, 
in place of the chairman of the "Memo- 
rial Comm 'ttee of Mussachusetts. 

Mr. DONNAN. | accept that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


oo miers 
W orcester, 
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The bill, as amended. was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
d, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


snyross 
enyro 


Mr. DONNAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MAJOR SAMUEL ROSS 

Mr. DONNAN also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back, with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass, the bill (S. No. 867) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to correct an 
Army ollicer’s record. 

lhe bill was read. In its preamble it sets 
forth ihat in December, 1870, M yor Samuel 
inited States Army, unassigned, was 
examined by a retiring board at San Fran 


4 


civeo, California, and found disabled for active 
duty on accountof wounds reeeived in battle ; 
that no othcial action having been taken to 
retire from active service the said Ross on the 
proceedings of said retiring board, and tne 
said Loss being a supernumerary officer, was 


honorably mustered out of Service as such 


on or about January 2, 1871; and that on or 
March 2, 1872, the said Ross was re- 
rrofthe United States Army, 
as second heutenant, with a view of being re- 


avout 


apt Oils d iti offic 


tired from active service on account of said 
disability. 

(he bill therefore authorizes the Secretary 
of War to place the name of Samuel Ross on 
the | ot officers retired from active service, 
according to the proceedings and report of 
8 th i ret ny board, Lo take etleet for rank and 


pay from the Ist day of January, 1871, and to 
correct the Army records and register so that 
the name of said Ross will appear as continu- 
ously in service; provided that any and all 
money ae p ry or emolume nts received by said 
Ross, on account of being declared mustered 
out as aforesaid, shall be deducted from his 
pay as such retired officer, accruing from, on, 
and after the said Ist day of January, 1871. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
we ought to pass this bill. 
the House knows anything in favor of it, | 
would | k »to hear it. 

Mr. PETIERS 1 am in favor of it. 

Mr. DONNAN. I do not think there is any 
explanation necessary for this bill. It is a 
Senate bill. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH It does not follow 


that it should pass because it is a Senate bill. 


I do not see why 
If any member of 


I desire some information in regard to the 
merits of this bill. Here is a bill providing 
for restoring to the service an officer for the 
purpose of retirement. 

Mr. DONNAN., He has been restored to 
the service, and the reason he has not been 
retired is that he was not ordered before the 
retiring board in time for the report in his case 
at the Department in season for action by that 
Department. I call for the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the opera 
tion thereof the bill was read the third time, 
and passed 

Mr. DONNAN moved toreconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid om the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
DETENTION OF SOLDIERS’ DISCHARGES 

Mr. HAY. The House has just passed a 
bill to prohibit the detention of soldiers’ dis- 
charges by claim agents and attorneys. An 
amendment was directed to be made by the 
Committee on Military Affairs, which has been 
accidentally omitted. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the amendment may now be made, 
It is to insert after the word ** papers ”’ the 
words ‘* or land warrants.”’ 

No objection was made ; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 
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PAYMASTER GENERAL, 

Mr. DONNAN, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported back, with an amend- 
ment, Senate bill No. 463, to enable the Presi 
dent to appoint a Paymaster General of the 
Army. 

he bill was read. It provides that the 
ixth section of the act of March 3, 1869, 
making appropriations for the support of the 
Army, shall be so far modified that the Presi- 
dent may be authorizedto appoint a Paymas- 
ter General to fill the vacancy now existing. 

The amendment of the committee was to 
insert after the words ‘* Paymaster General ”’ 
the words *‘ with the rank, pay, and emolu- 
ments of a colonel.’ 

Mr. STOUGHTON. It is due to the Mili- 
tary Committee to say that in this case there 
is @ minority report; that a portion of the 
committee believe that the Pay mast r General 
of the Army ought to be a brigadier general 
In support of this L have only to refer to the 
statutes of the United States. Section eight- 
een of the act of July 28, 1860, provided that 
the pay department should thereafier consist 
of one paymaster with the rank, pay, and emol- 
uments of a brigadier general, &c. That law is 
still iu force; it has uot been repealed. There 
is no reason why we should now establish a 
different rule. 

Gentlemen may say that a law was after- 
ward passed prohibiting promotions in the 
staff departments of the Army. Such was 
But I will call the attention of the 
gentleman to the peculiar language of that 
it provides ‘that, until otherwise 
directed by law, there shall be no new appvint- 
no promotions in the Adjutant 
General’s depariment, inspector General’s 
depariment, the pay department, quartermas- 
ter’s department, commissary department, 
ordnance department, engineer departm ont, 
and medical department.’’ That is, ‘ until 
otherwise directed by law.’’ Since that time 
we have promoted an Adjutant General of 
the Army of the United States to the rank 
of brigadier general; we have also made pro 
motions in the medical department. 

Now, why should this unjast discrimination 
be made against the pay department? Dur- 
ing the war the pay department of the Army 
of the United States paid $11,000,000,000 
with a deficiency so small that it is periecily 
astonishing. At the present time they are 
paying out nearly twenty million dollars a 
year. The responsibility of the pay depart- 
ment is very great. And yet you propose by 
this bill to cut down the Paymaster lower than 
the head of any other department of the Gov- 
ernment. There is no justice in it, there is 
no right in it; it is an unfair and unjust 
claim. 

Now let me call attention to another thing. 
It will be the strangest anomaly in the world 
if we pass this bill. There are to-day two full 
colonels in the pay department. You pro- 
pose that the chief, the head of that depart- 
ment, shall be of less rank than two of his 
subordinates. That certainly would be a 
strange state of things, and yet such would 
be the case if this bill should pass. The Pay- . 
master would be promoted to the rank of a 
colonel, but he would be the junior in rank of 
other officers who have long been colonels. 
Now I do not believe that the House intends 
to sanction anytbing of that kind. 

It may be said, indeed, that the heads of all 
these departments ought to be only colonels. 
If that be so, then you must reorganize the 
whole staff. Whether that ought to be done 
is w new question, which we are not now dis- 
cussing. Until that is done, we must keep 


the fact. 


statute. 


ments and 


the different branches of the staff upon a fair | 
and just equality. I submit that the Senate 

bill ought to be passed without amendment, 

aud I ask the Chair whether the question | 
should not properly be first taken upon con- 
curring in the proposiiion of the Senate ? 
The question will be ii 


The SPEAKER, 
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first upon agreeing to the amendment reported 
by the committee. 

Mr. DONNAN. I ask that the report of 
the committee be read, and I desire to call 
the attention of the House to it that members 
may vote intelligently upon this question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom wags 
reterred the bill (S. No. 463) authorizing the ap- 
pointment of a Paymaster General of the Army, 
havinghad the same under consideration, respect 
fully submit the following report: 

The pay department, in its present organization, 
has been in existence since 1821. At no time prior 
to 1864 had the Paymaster General higher rank than 
that of colonel, and the only chief of this depari- 
ment who has held the rank of brigadier general 
was B. W. Brice, recently resiguc d, who Wis 
appointed in October, 1864. The bill, as it comes 
from the Senate, invoives the question whether the 
chiefs of the staff departments shall retain the pres- 
ent amount of rank attained during the late war by 
reason of the enormous increase of departmental 
oflicers, and of the necessarily enlarged duties and 
responsibilities devolvcd upon such ofiicers; or 
whether the policy already inaugurated shall be 
maintained of a return to the grade of rank rela- 
tively held by the chiefs of the staff departments 
prior to 1861. 

Ihe act of July 28, 1866, provides the rank of brig- 
adier general forthe chief of each of the staff corps 
with the exceptions of the Lospector General and 
chief ol signal Corps. This law has not in terms, 
but in effect, been repealed. The Committee on 
Military Affairs of the Fortieth Congress, aiter hear- 
ing Opiniens irom many prominent military ollicers, 
and athorough examination of the organization of 
the Army, reported, on February 26, 1869, among 
other things, that the long-continued tendency to- 
ward increase of rank in the staff dep irtwenats ought 
to be checked, This recommendation was based 
upon thetestimony of such officers as Generals Han- 
cock, McDowell, and Thomas, who each explicitly 
stated that they knew no reason why the present 
amount of renk should be kept at the heads of the 
different staffs of the Army, but advising, instead of 
depriving present officers of their rauk, that reduc- 
tion should be made by absorption. 

On the 3d of Mareh following Congress passed an 
act (16 Statutes-at-Large, page 318) “that until other- 
wise directed by law there shall be no new ap- 
pointments and nv promotions in Adjutant Gen- 
eral’s, Inspector General's, pay, quartermaster, 
comipissary, ordnance, engineer, and medical de- 
partments, 

Also, on July 15, 1870, Congress passed an act, the 
eighth section of which provides, (16 Staiutes, 
page 318) “that no appointment to the grade of 
brigadier general shall be made untilthenumber of 
officers of that grade is reduced below six, alter 
which the number of brigadier generals shall not 
exceed six.” 

Manitestly, the intention of Congress by these acts 
was to bring about a reduction of rank, especially in 
the staff departments, to the standard prior to the 
war, Without disgrading the present incumbents, 

The highest rank given to the chief of the pay de- 
partment was that of brigadier generai, during the 
late war, when be had some five hundred officers 
under his charge, and the annua! disbursements of 
that department reached from three to four hundred 
million dollars. Now that there are required less 

ban fifty officers in his department, and his annual 
disbursements are less than twenty millions, the 
committee believe that (a vacaucy now existing) 
a reduction of one grade of rank in the chief ot that 
department is both in accordance with the spirit of 
existing law and of moderate economy. 

It is claimed that the rule here followed has been 
violated in the appointment of the Adjutant Gen- 
eral of the Army two years since. In that case, 
however, the vacancy existed prior to the passage 
of tho act of March 3, 1869, prohibiting further 
promotions in the staffcorps, and the act author- 
izing the appointment of the Adjutant General so 
recites the fact. 

If, in the face of recent enactments, Congress now 
fills this first vacancy among the chiets of staff 
corps with the continued grade of brigadier gen- 
eral, we may bid good-bye to the proposed reduc- 
tion, as it could not be accomplished without the 
disgrading of officers, which would be next to an 
impossible undertaking; wherens if Congress now, 
in pursuance of the spirit of existing law, limits the 
chief of this pay department to the grade held prior 
to the war, it is quite probable that as vacancies 
occur in the otber staff corps they will in like man- 
ner be limited, : 

The committee therefore recommend that the bill 
be amended by inserting in the seventh line, after 
the word “ general,”’ the words ‘‘with the rank, pay, 
and emoluments of a colonel.” 

And as so amended thatthe bill do pass. 


Mr. STOUGHTON. Task that the minor- 
ity report be now read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The minority of the Committee on MilitaryA ffairs, 
to which was referred Senate bill No. 463, providing 
for the appointment of a Paymaster General of the 
Army, submit the following report: ’ 

‘Lhe act of July 28, 1866, provides that the chief 
of each staff corps shall be appointed by selection 
from the corps itself, and shall have the rank of 
brigadier general. 
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1872. 





This law has never been altered or amended. 
Brigadier General Brice, the Paymaster General ot 
the Army, was retired from active service on the 
gist of December, 1871, and the senior major of the 
s has since that Lime discharged the duties 
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ney cannot be 
the sixth section of the ot March 
hibits any promotion in the staff of the 
i n was intended to be temporary in its 
ope us. Th ‘lute prohibition of 
ny promotion would destroy notonly the eflicieney, 


reason that 
o, 186, pro 


Army. That 


filled, for the 


ae 


this provis! 


ration is obvi abse 








but the very existence of any department of the 
Army. Cougress has expressly recognized this prin- 
ciple by subsequent legislation. Theaet of April 
10, 1869, authorized the appointment of an Adjutant 
Geuer of the Army, aud other bills of a similar 

icter have since been passed to meet the wants 


f the wilitary service. 

Toe act of July 28, 1866, fixed the number of Army 
payimasters at sixty, but uuder proviso of the 
ret of March 3, 1859, this number has been reduced 
to forty-nine. ‘Lhis was doubtless the full effeet 
intended. Lt certainly was never intended to leave 
the puy or any Oluer Gepartinent wiluouta 
lief or head, with the rank corresponding to 
his position and duties, 

A vacancy at the head of a department is an 
anomaly, and likely to cause confusion and impair 
the efliciency of the service. 

The chief of the pay department is no 
During the iate war there were five huodred 

nal paymasters appointed under the July 
5, 1838, which authorizes an expansion of this depart- 
ment to the extent of one payinaster tor cvery two 


regiments of voluntecra, This cor ps disburs« 1over 


Lhe 


respon 


sibli C 


sinecure 











eleven hundred million dollars, and its eutire ex 
penses, including pay of the officers of the rps 
losses, and detaications, was only three fourths of 
one per cent. of the amount disbursed. Ln the war 
of 1812, and up to 1821, when the exper ut was 


unWw tried of rupn yx this ds 
clerks and oflicers of low rank, the corresponding 
expenses were four and thirty-six lis per 
cent., Or 51X times as large. In the matter of deial 
cations the contrast i till more apparent. During 
and subsequent to the late war the detaicat 
including the Hodge deticienc 
tenth ol one per cent, oi (tis 
the war of 1812, aod up to 1821, 
cent., or thirty times greater. 

It is believed that this iiaprovement is owing to 
the law giving the officers of this ec 


isely 


partment with 


muUbnadrea 


ivts, 
y, are les Luan One 
ments, while in 
they were three per 


A Lie uts 





ssuflficient rank 
and pay to secure ability, character, and fidelity. 

The present organization of the Aruiy requires an 
aunual expenditure of over eigtiteen million dol- 
lars, for which the Paymaster Genera! of the Army 
ile is required to interpret the 
laws relating to pay. bounties, and mileage, to super- 
tntend the distribution of funds, to exvimine all pay 
accounts of regiments and officers, to keep a record 
of all payments for bounty, and the reason for their 
rejection, and to furnish infortnation to Congress 
and all other departments of the Government. 

In addition to this he is required to reside at Wasl 
ington, to be constantly on duty, and to incur ex- 
petses equal to those of the head of any other staff 
department. The minority committee is theretore 
of the opinion that the rule probibiting the proimo- 
tion of the Paymaster General of the Army of the 
United States to the rank of brigadier geveral is 
injudicious and contrary to the principle of true 
ecouomy; and recommend the passage of this biil 
without amendinent, 


Mr. DONNAN. Speaker, it is the 
opinion of the majority of the Committee on 
Military Affairs that there is now greater rank 
in the staff corps of the Army than is nec s- 
sary; and in c of that opinion I 
have here the testimony of General Hancock, 
General McDowell, and 
taken before the Committee on Military Aff.irs 
of the Fortieth Cooyvress, and re; 
House by 


ig responsible. iso 








Alp 
ail. 


mobrmation 


General Thomas, 
mOorted to tne 
the distinguished gentleman trom 
Ohio, [Mr. GARFIELD. | 
Citly state that there 1s HO Occasion In 
world for the present amount of 
exists in the staff of the Army. 

Up to 1864 there was never a brigadier gen 
eral at the head of the pay department of the 
Army. At that time, when your Army con- 
sisted of upward of amillion men, a brigadier 
general was made the chief of that department. 
He resigned lessthan ayearago. ‘lie Senate 
bill, if passed without amendment, will fill his 
place with another brigadier general. Since 
that officer was appointed in 1864 your Army 
has been reduced trom over a million men to 
thirty thousand. In the Fortieth Congress, in 
pursuauce of the report to which I have re- 
ferred, a law was evacted that there should be 
no further promotions in the staff corps, thus 
unequivocally looking to a reduction of the 
grade in this corps; and there 
promotious since that time. 


Phese officers 


have been no 
Now, when the 


stion arises 


he pt ll ciple 





) 
tben 


} ‘ . ° 
cl Le ¢ staff the same in 
wer 
rauk as before the war, or whether you will 
] 


eral, 
inciple which | have no 


chief of staff a brigadier gel 


ques wed us rapidly “us Vacali- 
cies shall occurin the other statf corps. Thus 
we s i have a brig idier general at the head 
of seven, eight, or nine different staff corps in 


ihe Arnay. 
Auother Cong 


be- 


ress—the Forty-First, | 
-passed a law providing that no more 


eve 


} 


I rig dic r genherais sovouid be appointe gd until 


the number should be reduced to six; and that 
should be no greater number 


Army. 


LUCT CAL Lucie 


of brigadier gene:als in the My eol 


Jeague on the committee, the gentleman from 
Michigan, | Mr. StouGHTON, | says this does not 
mean t siaff corps; that it means simply the 
line of the Army. Sir, isit possible that the last 
Congi , ln this action, meant that you should 
bave in COmmand of thi y thousand menu no 
more ia x b igadies ire nerals; and yet that 
i Vv olnce ac yo pring pally cierical duties 
S 11d have ¢ them a greater nuinber ol 
brigadier generals? For you have to day more 
brigadier generals in the staff ¢ rps than you 
wave % Wie . Army prope + 


[ insist the iptentio as 1] 


here should be a 


t 


ICLioNn es Loe 


peclaily in 
, aud to where it existed 


d that precisely and ex- 


piicitly according to the testimony of these 
three distluguished genera! i have the testi- 
mony ail here, and 1 would be glad to have 
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lerk’s desk but for the fac 
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Lois late evening, 


OTOUGH- 
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ON ys the reason why we shouid make this 
othce a brig 1.dier gen ral is because it i 
unjyusi that there should be a colonel at the 
head of th pity ue} artinent whlie tuere are 

rigadier generals at the head of other staff 
corps. My answer is that this is the first 
vacant sth @XistsS In reference to which we 





lt issaid the rule 
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re a vacancy existed at the time, 
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present rule. 
Late d ln relerence to 
erai, Dut the 
by special law making him a 


general. it 


recited in 
that a vacancy existed at the time in reference 


adepartmen 


brigadiel Was the act 


I say there is no ipjustice ln this, but on the 


coutrary 1t is only carrying out the spirit of the 
iaW that there shall not be the sume grade 
hereafter existing lu the various staff corps 


d at 
normous army in the field. 
this would give the Paymaster 


. ; 
rece ived prior t 


which existe the time of the rebellion when 
we had ane 
It is said 


pay than he 


the rebellion he pay since 1799 has been 
+ aS ee BA . 
less than tbat Which We uow propose to give 
to the Paymaster General. Under the act 
of 1799 his y was eighty dollars a month 


tof 1801 it was $120 





which as act of 1802. Under 
the a rf il salary was $2,500. 
Under th 2, 1849, he had the 


rank of colonel. ‘Then 
time the Paymaster General of the 
Army obtained the 
never obtained 
of the land 
received the 
rations at thirty cents, making $240 more. 

Again, it has said these oflicers 
tained brevet and obtained larger pay 
on that account. That is a mistake. Under 
the act of 1812 the President was authorized 
to coufer brevets, provided nothing therein 
should be so construed as to entitle the ofh- 
cers liiional emoluments, except where 
commanding separate posts or detachments. 
Under the act of 1818 all such officers who 
had brevet rank received pay accordingly,when 


ame salary, with the 
rank of colonel, and he 


are 
ne reveilion,. 


a higher rank under the law 
until In 1857 he 
f 


1acommutation ol 


same pay, Ww lt 


been ob- 


rank, 
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first vacancy has occurred in the position of || they had command according to their brevet 
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rauk. Under the et f Murch 8, 1889, it 
Was especially provided \ int General 
should receive the pav proy l ito oder the 
act of 1818. Sothe Pay General had 
neve r received prev us tol rebellion high I 
pay, or inde t d i ihigrt as i Wot | I th 
amendment of the comuittee, which ; oses 
he shall have the rank of colone 


] +) wes fry < 
A heretore a 


amendment of 


mimitte 

vacancies oecur in other stail corps they can 
be provided for in the same way as we provid 
ior the Payma ter Gene ral, and w can give 
them the rank which officers of the highest 
rauk in the Army have reeommended they 
i yuld b place 1on;: hat is, to the same rank 


vbich they held before the rebellion. 


| } 
amendment of the ttee the 


Paymaster General at 


will receive $4,500 « year, 


which 18 aimost the pay of a member « Lon 
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of well q talified men to fill that 
1 } 
wouid ve 


One word more 


po l j i wha 
with that compensation 

he 
acts as Paymaster Gene 
this pos 


Che 
states that it woul 


coutent 


} 
present olcer 


rai expects to receive 


} \l, } 
gentlieman trom ct 
1 


leave the 


ition. Nean 


payma ters 


} } ] 

department w thout a head. lhe amendment 

of the House provides there shall be head 
f the paymaster’s department with the rank 


‘ 


1 
i 
pav oO Cc l 


insist the amendment 
of the House is in th Sp rit. of eXistl 


onel 


emand the previous question, 
I 


Lhe previous question was secon led and the 
main que ordered, 

fhe question recurred on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Commuttee on 
ar} . 
Mil ary Affa rs. 

1 “ ° . * , : 

Vhe House divided; and there were aye 
4. noes 10. 


STOUGHTON demanded tellers. 


lellers were ordered; and Mr. SrovucuTon 
aud Mr. DoNNAN were appointed 

Che House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 77, noes 60. 

Mr. STOUGHTON demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered 

So the amendment was agreed tu 


} 


’ .. 30 ) 
he bill, as amended, was order: 


reading; and it was acc ordingly read Lie 
time, and passed. 
Mr. DONNA N moved to rec sider the 


vote by which the bill WLS passed ; and aiso 
moved that the 


the table. 


motion to reconsider be laid 
on 
Lhe latter motion was agre d to. 
And of Mr. YOUNG, (at 


nine o clock and forty live ininutes | LL6 


then, On motion 


mM.) 
House adjourned, 
PETITIONS, ETC 


T he following petitions, Ke., were preset ted 


under the rule, and referred tothe appropria 
committees: 

By Mr. CALDWELL: The memorial of ci 
zens of west Tennessee, in favor of the removal 


of the Federal court from Memphis to Hu 


boldt, Tennessee. 


Also, a memorial of citizens of Lake count: 
Tennesss e, for au approy riatio 'oO 1eve thie 
Sst pe , : 
Mississippi river from Hickman, Ke cky, to 


a point opposite Island N , 
By Mr. COBURN: The petitic 
soldiers of Phaenixville. Penn yivania, and 


ilwood., New Jerse ° askit rr, a 





industrial home for fers j lO! 
orphaus. 
By Mr. ELY: Three petitions of soldiers, 


sailors, and marines, to 
assign, aud transfer their right, title, 


to land. 


interest i 

By Mi FOSTER, of Ohio: The petition 
of George Keber, of Sandu ky, Ohio, a Ling 
compensation for use and damage to his prem 


ises, used and occupied by the one hundred 





and twenty-second New York volunteers in 


the winter of 1863-64 
By Mr. FRYE: The petition of Sally E. 
Herrick, for relief . 
By Mr. MERKCUR: The petition of 88 eit 
izeus ot Lowanda, Bradford ¢ int Pennsyl- 
vania, praying tl passage of House bill 
No 173 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


PHURSDAY. May 9, 1872. 

The Ho met at eleven o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Bur Ler, 
D. D 

The Journal of yesterday was read and 
yy ( ] 

h V SMALLEY 
; 
Mr. LY I ask unanimous consent to offer 


the following preamble and resolution: 


Whereas the New York Tribune of yesterday 


asserts that Kk. V. Smalley, for seven years clerk of 
Soe Military Comenitess of this Hoess, hes been te- 
moved by General Joun Cornvurn, of Indiana, chair- 
nan of said committee, fort assigned reason that 
the editor of the Tribune was nominated by the 
Cincinnati conventio Therefore, 

Resolved, Thatthe Committee on Military Affairs 
of this House be directed to report to this House 


the reasons for the removal of KE. V. Smailey from 


his position of clerk to said committee. 

Mr. PERCH. 1 object, and demand the 
regular order. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DAWES. 
pe nde d, and that the Hi use resolve iiself into 
Committee of the Whole for the considera- 
tion of the tariff bill 

Mr. PERCE. I appeal to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts 


I move thatthe rules be sus 


to let us have a morning 


hour. When the Llouse agreed, at the request 
of the gentieman from Massachusetts. to com- 
mence it ons at eleven o'clock, it was for 
the purpose, as stated by the gentleman him 
Kelf, of allowing amorning hour. If we have a 
morning hour to-day, there is time for fifty or 


sixty speeches on the tariff between the morn 
ing hour and the adjournment. 
Mr. L. MYERS. We agreed to meet at 


eleven o' el CK for the avow? | purpose of giv 
ing commattes the morning hour. 
Mr. BUCKLEY. That was the distinet 


understanding, 

Mr. DAWES. I want very much that we 
ghoul im ike progress with Lune tariff bill. But 
if the House preters to have a morning hour, 
it is for the House so to decide 

I'he question being taken on Mr. Dawes’s 

otion, that the rules be su pended and the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole for the 


order, it was not agreed to 


consideration of the special 


SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 


Mr. BINGHAM, by unanimous cons: 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2701) to facili 
tate the control of suits, causes, and proceed 
ings, the taking of depositions, testimony, 
bonds, the issuing of processes and expedit- 
ing the proceedings in suits at lawor in equity, 
in the district court of the United States for 
the southern districtof New York; 
read a first and secon? 


which was 
time, referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 


LIGHUT-ITOUSE AT PASSAGE ISLAND. 


Mr. CONGER, hy unanimous consent, from 
the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
vapers relative to the establishment of a light- 
te at Passage Island, Lake Superior, and 
moved that the committee be discharged from 
the further consideration of the same, and 
that they be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Lhe motion was agreed Lo. 

Mr. PERCE. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. 
called for, the morning hour begins at eighteen 
minutes past eleven o'clock, and reports are 


The regular order being | 


in order from the 
Affairs. 
SUPPLY OF ARMS TO MINNESOTA, 

Mr. MOREY, from the Committee on Mili 
tary Affairs, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2702) 
to authorize the Secretary of War to furnish 
he State of Minnesota with five hundred stand 
of arms; which was ordered to be read a first 
and secor d time, 


Committee on Military 


Ihe bill, which was read, authorizes the 
Secretary of War, if in his judgment it is judi 
cious, to furnish to the State of Minnesota 
five hundred stand of arms and accouterments, 
for use in that State in preparing for contin- 
gent frontier attacks, and to supply the loss 
caused by fire of the same number of arms and 
accouterments in the year 1870. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOREY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

Lhe latter motion was agreed to. 

DUPLICATE CERTIFICATES OF DISCHARGE, 

Mr. MOREY also, from the same committee, 
reported as a substitute for House bill No. 
2308 a bill (H. R. No. 2708) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to furnish a duplicate cer- 
tificate of discharge where the same has been 
lost; which was read a first and second time. 

The bill was read. It provides that when 
ever satisfac ory proof shall be furnished to 
the War Department that any non-commis 
sione d otficer or private soldier who served in 
the Army of the United States in the late war 
against the rebellion has lost his certificate of 
discharge, or the same has been destroyed 
without his privity or procurement, the Secre- 
tary of War shall be authorized to furnish on 
request to such non-commissioned officer or 
private a duplicate of such certificate of dis- 
charge, to be indelibly marked so that it may 
be known as aduplicate. The second section 
provides for modifying the Army regulations 
now in force in accordance with the provisions 
of this act. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
bill? 

Mr. MOREY. It isa general bill; itisa 
bill authorizing the Secretary of War, in his 
discretion and under such regulations as the 
War Department may prescribe, to issue these 
duplicates. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. This may be a very 
good bill if properly guarded, but if not it 
would be very dangerous and liable to abuse. 
I presume the committee have taken measures 
to have the matter properly guarded. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time; and being engrossed, it was 
aceordinely read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MOREY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Is this a general 


VILARF PROPERTY IN NEW ORLEANS. 


Mr. MOREY, from the same committee, 
also reported back, with a recommendation 
that the same do pass, Senate bill No. 936, 
relinquishing certain wharf property to the 
city of New Orleans. 

(he question was upon ordering the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Sec- 
retary of War and the Secretary of the Navy 
to relinquish possession of the wharf and land- 
ing now occupied by the Government of the 
United States in the city of New Orleans, and 
to turn over the same to the authorities of said 
city. 

Mr. KERR. There should be some explan- 
ation of this bill. 


Mr. SHELDON. This wharf property was 
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captured by the United States in 1862, and 
has been held by the Government ever since. 
It'is the property of the city, and there is no 
other claim against it on the part of the Uni- 
ted States, except that it was rebel property 
when captured. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading ; 


and it was accordingly read the third time, 


and passed. 

Mr. MOREY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAPANESE STUDENTS AT WEST POINT. 


Mr. MOREY. from the same committee, 
also reported back, without amendment, Sen- 
ate bill No. 454, authorizing the Secretary of 
War to admit six Japanese students to the 
West Point Military Academy. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the 
Secretary of War to receive for instruction at 
the Military Academy at West Point not ex- 
ceeding six persons, to be designated by the 
Government of the empire of Japan, provided 
that no expense shall thereby accrue to the 
United States. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I do not 
think this bill should pass; I think it is all 
wrong. Are the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs unanimous in recommending its passage? 
I think it a very dangerous thing for us with- 
out much reflection to give a military educa- 
tion to any youths of any other nation. 
Though I feel very friendly to the Japanese, 
yet Ltbink it extremely dangerous for us to 
put in their hands our science in the matter 
of arms. | am willing to educate them in 
everything else but the science of arms. I 
hope the House will ponder a great while 
betore they pass this bill. 

Mr. KERR. I desire to inquire of the gen- 
tleman who has this bill in charge whether 
or not this bill proposes that the Government 
of the United States shall pay the expense of 
these cadets? 

Mr. MOREY. The bill provides that it 
shall be without expense to the United States. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. That may be 
so in the mere matter of education, and yet it 
may result in an expense of millions upon 
millions to the United States. 

Mr. MOREY. It provides for the military 
education of six Japanese. The friendly rela- 
tions now existing between the Japanese Gov- 
ernment and this country are such as to justify 
any reasonable amount of courtesy that we can 
extend to them without cost to the United 
States. 

Mr. KERR. If these cadets from Japan 
may be admitted, why not from any other na- 
tion? How can we with consistency close the 
doors of the Military Academy against all the 
nations of the earth but one? I can see no 
just grounds for discrimination in favor of 
Japan. I think we ought not to open the 
doors of purely national schools to any people 
except our own. It seems to me that the 
precedent will be a very dangerous one, one 
not called for by any circumstances existing 
at this time, and not necessary for the public 
welfare or even the welfare of the nation 1n 
I hope this bill will not be passed. 

Mr. YOUNG. As a West Point man my- 
self, and one who feels a great deal of pride in 
that institution, | am opposed to this bill. I 
believe the Military Academy at West Point 1s 
the very best institution of the kind in the 
worlds I believe that none of the nations of 


the earth are thoroughly acquainted with our 
system of military education, and I think it is 
very important that they should not be. « 
hope that the members of this House will vote 
against this bill. o > 
I am surprised, sir, that the Military Commit- 
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tee entertained this proposition for a moment. 
Bi it I regret to learn that the committee are 
unanimous in its favor. This institution is 
becoming more thorough each year in its dis 
cipline and mode of instruction. There is no 
nation of the earth so thorough in the prepa- 
ration of its officers for the Army as our own. 
The Government of the United States, since 
ablishment of the Militar y Acad emy, 
has from time to time sent boards of officers 
and men of science to the different foreign 


the esi 


countries to examine into and report upon 
their respective systems of military instruc 
tion. From these investigations we have 


much valuable information which 
has enabled us to reach a proficiency in our 


gathe red 


system at West Point far more thorough than 
that of any foreign nation. Now, sir, if our 
system of military instruction has advantages 


and excellences over all other countries, 


(and I maintain that it has.) then let us our 


selves reap and enjoy those advantages. Let 
us keep out strangers. Let us go on im- 
proving and perfecting our system, in the 


hope that we shall soon become the great- 
est military Power of the world. I 


am, sir, 
and I have ever been in favor of throwing 
open the doors of all of our scientific irsti- 


tutions to the nations of the earth, and giving 
them the benefit of our experience in all the 
branches of science, except those of war, on 
land and sea, and to these I shall ever oppose 
the admission of persons not citizens of the 
an ed States. I am opposed to this bill in 

all of its bearings. and I believe I shall have 
ca pact ition of nine tenths of the officers 
of the Army for my opposition to it. I hope 
it will not receive the sanction of this House. 
I move to lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. MOREY. Ido not yield for that mo- 
tion. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Morcay. ] 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Spe 
that at first blush | was opposed to the propo- 
sition to allow Japanese to be appointed to 
cadetships in the Military Academy at West 
Point. Upon reflection , however, | am satis- 
fied the measure is wise. I think that when 
my friends reflect upon the subject they wiil 
see it is almost absurd to suppose that any in- 
jury can result to the United States from such 
ameasure. We already have Japanese stu- 
dents at the Naval Academy. Lhe position 
we occupy with reference to Japan is that ofa 
friendly ally, and our relations are becoming 
closer every day. It appears to me wise that 
those relations should be fostered and en- 
couraged. 

Mytriend from Georgia Mr. YounG] speaks 
of our military syste m as beit ig unknown to 
the nations of the earth. On that point I beg 
leave to differ with him. The military 
tems of all civilized nations are known to 
civilized nations. We ourselves derive the 
principles of our military orgavization mainly 
from France and Russia. ‘hey are embodied 
in published works, and are known and under- 
stood by the military men of all countries. I 
trust, therefore, that the House will approve 
this measure of wise liberality which will not 
take one dollar from the pubiic Treasury, for 
the proposition is merely to allow the Govern- 
ment of Japan to maintain at its own expense 
atour Military School a certain number of 
Japanese young men, that they may enjoy the 
advantage of learning, not any peculiar system 
of wartare, for our system is substanti: ally the 

furopean vystem. 1 can see no objection to 
the bill, and trust it will be passed. 


aker, | confess 


Mr. MOREY. I now call the previous 
question. 

Mr. YOUNG. I move to lay the bill on 
the table. 


The question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. Youna, there were—ayes 59, noes 53; no 
quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. Morey and 
Mr. Youne were appointed. 


THE CONGRES 


iI 





Mr. MOREY, (while taking his place as a 
teller.) I wish to eall atrention to the fact 
that these students are to be educated without 


expense to the Government of the United 
States. 

ihe SP ‘I AKER. The gentleman is out of 
order. ‘Tellers are not apy ated to debate 
the bill 

The House again divided; and the telle rs 
reported ayes 78, noes 55. 

So the motion to lay the bill on the table 
was agreed to. ; 


Mr. YOUNG moved to reconsider the 


just taken: ar d 


vote 
also moved that the motion to 
the table 

ter motion was agreed to. 


aca 
reconsider De 


Che la 


114 On 


Ss. P. JOCELYN. 

Mr. MORE “4 also, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported, with a recommenda 
tion that it pass, a bill (H. R. No. 2704) for 
the relief of S. P. Joce lyn : which was read a 
first and second time. 

Che bill, which was read, provides that upon 
the occurrence of a vacancy in the grade of 
first lieutenant in his regiment Second Lieu 
tenantS. P. Jocelyn, twenty-first infantry, shall 
be entitled to pr ymotion to th grade of first 


hd 


lieutenant, lute of commission and relative 


rank in the ‘hind held by him December 31, 
1870; but the bill is not to be construed as 
granting back pay or additional pay in any 
Inanner whatever 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I rise to ask an ex- 
planation of the bill. do not like the prin 
ciple of special acts of Congress directing the 


Secretary of War to appoint or reappoint this 
or that man to a certain position in the Army 

[ think it a very bad principle. 
ing about 
of 


| know noth 
this particular Case, but the 


of C 


prac tice 
procuring an acl 


ongress, when some 
man has been dismissed or hus retired or re- 
signed, in order to get him back or to get him 


into some 
wise hold, 


better position than he would other 


is a practice which I must protest 


against. 


Mr. MOREY. 1 will explain in a very few 
moments the scope ot this bill. ihe gentie- 
man from Illinois {Mr. Farnsworrn] is no 


yse if 
\ ffairs to sue h 
T his otheer was on d ity W ith General 


more op pose cd than my 
on Military 
dicates. 


Hazer 


or the Committee 


measures as he in- 


1 in the Indian territory at the time of 


the general muster out of ofticers in January, 
1871. By the fault of General Hazen, who 


lett for Kurope, 


this officer was not reported 
as being on 


duty. and the divi 
mander sent up his name to be 


thal ion com- 
slaeed on the 
list of officers to be mustered out. As s¢ 
the error was discovered haste was made to 
correct it. General Hazen attempted to have 
it corrected by the Secret iry of War. The 
application for the correction of the error was 
indorsed by General Pope and by General 
Hancock, well as by some others of the 
best officers service. On the facts be 
coming the President, ke imme- 
diately reappointed Lieutenant Jocelyn in the 
Army as a second lieutenant, that the 
only vacancy to which he could be appointed. 
This bill provides that when 


sOn as 


a8 
In Our 
known to 


being 


there shall be a 


vacancy in the rank of first lieutenant in hi 
regiment—the rank which held when he 
was mustered out—Lieutenant Jocelyn shal! 


fill that 


take Pp 


be promoted to 
motion 1s 


vacancy. This pro- 
until a vacancy 
occurs; and it Cannot Operate to the detriment 


not to ince 


Ot any othe! otheer It only places this otheer 
in the same rank he would have held if this 
error had not occurred. It is a case of great 


merit. I demand the 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the opera- 
tion thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read 
it was 
passed. 


previous question. 


a third time; and being engrossed, 
accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. MOREY moved to reconsider the vote | 
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by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

lhe 


latter motion was agreed to. 
BOUNTIES FOR 
BOLES. I ask 
the vote by 


1589) amendatory of 


COLORED SOLDIERS. 
to 
which a 


Mr. 
reconsider 


No. 


enter a motion to 


bill (H. R 


existing bounty laws, 


and granting bounty to persons of color who 
were slaves previous to the 19th day of April, 
1861, and who enlisted and served in the Army 


ot t 
lL enter this motion _ 

TheSPEAKER,. I 
ing the morning hour; 


he United States, was laid upon the table 


cannot be debated dur 
the gentleman can only 
enter his moton, 

FORT STANTON, NEW MEXICO 


Mr. TERRY, from the a ttee on a 


tary Affairs, reporte d back bill (S. No. )9) 
to reduce the limits of ee military reserva 
tion at Fort Stanton, New Mexico, with an 


amendment. 
Phe bill, which was read, provides that the Sec- 
\\ ar be, 


retary of and he is hereby, authorized 


and instructed to reduce the limits of the mili- 
ary reservation at Fort Stanton. in New 
Mexico,toatract not exceeding sixteen square 


miles Lhe new 


n shall 


ength, 


limit of said reservati 
land eight 
and shall extend one 
the Rio Bor ito 


embrace 


a strip of miles in 


mile from each bank of 


- the boundaries thereot to be 
determined by the Secretary of War, and the 
balance of the reservation to be thrown open 


to settlement and occupation under the home 
stead luws of the United States. 
(he amendment of the 
LOllOWS: 


committee was read 

as 
Strike out the words “ settlement 

under the Lbomestead,”’ and in lieu 
entry and settlement under the.’ 


ind occupation 
thereol insert 


lhe amendment was ugreed to. 


was ordered 
was accordingly read 


Ihe Senate bill, as amended, 
to a third reading: 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TERRY moved the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to 
table. 

Lhe latter 

FORTIFICATIONS 

Mr. TERRY from 
tee, reported back a bill 
ot Wa 


and it 
to reconsider 


reconsider be laid on the 


motion was agreed to 
AT LAWRENCE 


the same 
S. No. 807) 


rto pay cer! 


KANSAS. 
also, commit- 
author- 


izing the Secretary tain cer- 


tificates issued for fortification purposes in 
Lawrence, Kan 3as, With the re commendation 
that it do pass, 

Che bill, which was read, provid: s that the 
Secretary of War is hereby authorized and 
directed to cause to be p aid certain certificates 
or vouchers issued pursuant tO Military au- 
thority at Lawrence, Kansas, in the year 1864, 
for services performed in the erection ot 
fort ifie: uations at that point, as recommended 
by General James H. Hardie, Inspecto xr Gen- 


eral of the United States Army, of his investi 
of citizens of 
reported to the War Department, and that the 
paid out funds under 
the War Department. Said 
rtificates shall be paid upon presentation to 


gation tuto the c 


ia1ms Kansas, 


amount thereot be of any 


the control ol 


the Secretary of War, or such disbursing 
officer as he shall appoint for that purpose ; 
and such payments shall not exceed in the 


aygregate 
lhe 
if was 


the sum of 33,000. 
and 
and 


bill was ordered to athird reading 
accordingly read the third time, 
assed, ; 

Mr. TERRY moved 
by which the bill was and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
ARTIFICIAL LIMBS FOR 


Mr. TERRY also, from the same commit 
tee, reported back a bill (S. No. 471) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act supplementary 


to reconsider the 
passed ; 


vote 


DISABLED SOLDIERS 
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to an act to provide for furnishing artificial 
limbs to disabled yidiers,’’ approved June 
+0, 1870 ha i 

Phe . Which was read, in the first section 
serovides that the henefi the act approved 
June 30, 1870, entitled *‘Ana upplementary 
to an act to pr le for fu shing artificial 
limbs to disabled soldiers,’ hall be extended 
to major generals, brigadier generals, colonels, 
lieutenant colonels, majors, and all officers, 
soldiers, seamer ind marines disabled in the 
military or naval service of the United States, 
as fully a ime are provided for in the 
acts approved July 16, 1862, July 28, 1866, 
and July 27, 1868, in » far asthe said acts 
relate toa ficial limbs and to transportation 
for procuring said limb Phe second section 
provides that all act nd parts of acts incon 
sistent with th ct hereby repealed he 
third section provides that this act shall take 
efter t and be in force ft yim and after its Das 
bage. 

Mr. TERRY fhe bill is a literal e py of 
the act of June 30, 1870, and does not accom 
plish the object desired. lhe committee 
Rael ore report a A esi covering the 
ground 1 which the original ut was intended Lo 
cover. 

The substitute is read It provides that 
the acts approved June 17, 1870, and June 30, 
1870, for Ipply ng artificial limbs, or com- 
mutation for the same, to officers, soldiers, and 
eamen, shall apply to all ollicers, non-com 
missioned ollicers, enlisted and hired men of 
the land and naval forces of the United States, 
who, in the line of their duty as such, shall 
have lost limbs or sustained bodily injuries, 
depriving them of the use ol any of tie ir limbs, 
to be determined by the Surgeon General of 
the Army. 

In its second section the substitute provides 
that the transportation allowed for having ar- 
tificial limbs fitted shall be furnished by the 
Quartermaster General of the Army, the cost 
of which shall be refunded from the appro- 


prations for invalid pensions. 
In itsthird section it pr vides that the term 


of five years, specilie d in the first section of 
the act approved June 17, 1870, shall be held 
to commence in each case with the filing of 
the applic lion under that act 

ihe substitute was agreed Lo. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
read a third time ; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


Mr. TERRY 
by which the 
that the 
table. 

The latter motion was ag 


the vote 
and also moved 
motion to reconsider be laid on the 


reconsider 
bill Wis passed ; 


moved to 


rreed to. 


FORT WALLA-WALLA. 
Mr. TERRY also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2705) to amend 
an act entitled ‘* An act to provide for the dis- 


position « f useless military reservations,’’ 
proved Ine bru ry 24, 1IS71; which was Tr 
first and second time 

The bill was read. It authorizes and directs 
the Secretary ot War to transfer to the cus- 
tody and Secretary of the In- 


ap- 
sad a 


coutrol of the 


terior, for disposition for cash, according to 
the existing laws of the United States relating 


to the public lands, after to the 


highest bidder, 


appraisement, 
and at not ik the an the 
appraised value, nor at less than $1 25 per 
acre, the United States military reservation at 
Fort Watla- Walla, in the Territory of Wash- 


Ss 


ingion; provided that the Secretary of the | 


luterior shall, whenever in his opinion the 
public interests may Bes rei it, the fore- 
going reservation, or part or parts thereof, to 
be subdivided into tracts of less than forty acres 
each, or intotown lots, with the necessary street 
or streets to make the same accessible ; and pro- 
vided also that each subdivision, together with 
the buildings, building materials, or other prop- 
erty which may be thereon, shall be appraised 


cause 


i rea 


and offered separately at public outery, to the 
highest bidder, as hereinbefore provided, but 
not in subdivisions of more than forty acres 
after which any unsold land or Jot shall be 
subject to sale at private entry for the appraised 
value at the proper land office. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a thirdtime; and being engrossed, it was 
iccordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TERRY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table 


each, 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
FORT D. A. 


Mr. TERRY 


KUSSELL RESERVATION 


LY also, from the same commit- 
reported back, with the recommendation 
that it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 1518) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to expend 
certain moneys for the purpose of sinking an 
artesian well on the Fort D. A. Russell military 
reservation, in Wyoming Territory. 

Che bill was read. It authorizes the Secre- 


tee, 


tary of War to expend the sum of $10,000, or || 


so much thereof as may be necessary, for the 
purpose of sinking an artesian well on the Fort 
D.A 
ritory of Wyoming. 

Ihe | 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. TERRY moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

FORT BRIDGER RESERVATION, 

Mr. TERRY also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported back the joint resolution (H. R. 
No. 124) for the relief of certain settlers upon 
the military reservation of Fort Bridger, 
Wyoming Territory, and moved that the com- 
mittee be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the same, and that it be laid upon 
the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LHOMESTEADS FOR SOLDIERS AND SAILORS 
Mr. STOUGHTON 


Military Affairs, reported back, with a recom- 


, BTC. 


Russell military reservation, in the Ter- | 


i Duell, 


, from the Committee on | 


mendation that it pass, the bill (H. R. No. | 


1665) to enable honorably discharged soldiers 
and sailors, their widows and orphan children, 
to acquire homesteads on the public lands of 
the United States. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. This is the bill which 
was before the House on Tuesday evening, 
and which was recommitted to the committee 
yesterday. I ask unanimous consent that the 
reading of the bill be dispensed with. ‘There 
are no amendments. It is precise ly as it was 
reported on Tuesday evening. 

fhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Michigan asks that the reading of the bill be 
dispensed with. 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. STOUGHION. I move the previous 
question. 

Mr. SARGENT. 
upon the table. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Would it 
be in order to ask to have the bill reported. 

Mr. SARGENT. I think if the House is 
to vote upon the bill it had better be read. 

The SPEAKER. The reading of the bill 
has been dispensed with by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. SARGENT. When the reading was 
dispensed with | had no idea that the gentle- 
man was to call the previous question, and to 
shut off all discussion. I ask that by unani- 
mous consent the bill be read before we vote 
upon it. 

The SPEAKER. 
be no objection. 
mn was no objection; and the bill was 


I move to lay the bill 


It will be read if there 


May 9, 





Mr. ARCHER. 





I move that this bill be 


| laid upon the table. 


The SPEAKER. That motion has already 
been made by the gentleman from California, 
[Mr. Sarcenrt. } 

The question was taken; and upon a divis- 
ion there were—ayes 71, noes 48; no quorum 
voting. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. SarGenr and 





Mr. SrouGuTon were appointed. 


ill was ordered to be engrossed and || 


Mr. HAY. Is it in order to state what the 
question is before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the 
motion to lay this bill upon the table. 

Mr. HAY. And it is a bill in favor of 
homesteads for soldiers? 

Mr. SARGENT. It is a bill in favor of 
land speculation. 

Mr. SEOUGHTON. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to make a statement in regard to this 
bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. The gentleman called the 
previous question to cut off debate, and now [ 
object to any debate. 

The House again divided ; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 88, noes 43. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. COBURN and Mr. STOUGHTON 
called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were— 
yeas 66, nays 112, not voting 62; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Archer, Arthur, Averill, 
Surber, Beck, Bell. Bigby, Bird, James G. Blair, 


Braxton, George M. Brooks, Buckley, Caldwell, 
Carroll, Freeman Clarke, C oghlan, Comingo, Con- 
ner, Critcher, Crossland, Dawes, Dox, Du Bose, Duke, 
Ely, Farwell, Hambleton, Hancock. Handley, Har- 
per, Hawley, Hloar, Houghton, Kendall, King, 
Leach, McCormick, McHenry, McIntyre, Merriam, 
Orr, Palmer, Peters, Price, Read, Ritchie, Ellis H. 
Roberts, Roosevelt, Slater, Slocum, Sloss, Worth- 
ington C., Smith, Snapp, Thomas J. Speer, Swann, 
Taffe, Washington townsend, ‘Turner, Vaughan, 
Wallace, Warren, Whiteley, Whitthorne, Winches- 
ter, and Young—66. 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Beatty, Beveridge, Biggs, 
Bingham, Austin Blair, Boles, Buffinton, Burchard, 
Burdett, Rodcrick R. Butler, Campbell, Coburn, 
Conger, Cotton, Cox, Crebs, Darrall, Davis, Donnan, 
Eames, Elliott, Farnsworth, Finkelnburg, 
Henry D. Foster, Wilder D. Foster. Frye, Getz, 
Goodrich, Griffith, Haldeman, Hale, Harmer, George 
kK. Harris, Havens, Hay, Gerry W. Hazelton, Jobn 
W. Hazelton, Herndon, Hibbard, Hill, Ketcham, 
Lamison, Lansing, Lowe, Marshall, Maynard, Mc- 
Clelland, McCrary, McGrew, McJunkin, McKinney, 
McNeely. Mercur, Benjamin F. Meyers, Monroe, 
Morey, Morgan, Leonard Myers, Niblack, Packard, 
Packer, Hosea W. Parker, [saae C. Parker, Peck, 
Pendleton. Aaron F. Perry, Eli Perry, Piatt, Prindle, 
Rainey, Edward Y, Rice, John M. Rice, William 
R. Roberts, Rusk, Sawyer, Scofield, Seeley, Shanks, 


| Sheldon, Sherwo sd, Shoemaker, H. Boardman Smith, 


| John A. Smith, 


Snyder, R. Milton Speer, Sprague, 


Starkweather, Stevens, Stevenson, Storm, Stough- 
ton, Strong, Sutherland, Sypher, Terry, Tuthill, 
Twichell, Tyner, Upson, V ‘oorhees, Waddell, Walden, 


Waldron, Walls, Wheeler, Willard, Williams of 


| Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, John . Wilson, and 


W ood—112. 

NOL VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Banks, 
Barnum, Barry, Bright, James Brooks, Benjamin F. 
Butler, William a Clark, Cobb, Creely, Crocker, 
De Large, Dickey, Dunnell, Eldredge, Forker,Charl es 
Foster, Garfield, Garrett, Golladay, llalsey, Hanks, 
John T. Harris, Hays, Hereford, Holmaa, Hooper, 
Kelley, Kellogg, Kerr, Killinger, Kinsella, Lamport, 
Lewis, Lynch, Manson, McKee, Merrick, Mitchell, 
Moore, Morphis, Negley, Perce, Poland, Porter, 
Potter, Randall, Robinson, Rogers, Sargent, Ses- 
sions, Shellabarger, Shober, Stowell, St. John, 
‘Thomas, Dwight ‘Townsend, Van Trump, Wake- 
man, Wells, and Williams of New York—62. 


So the motion to lay on the table was not 
agreed to. 


Mr. DAWES. As the morning hour has 
expired, I move that the rules be suspended 
and the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the special order. 

The question was taken; and upon a divis- 
ion there were—ayes 85, noes 38. 

So the motion was agreed to. 


Pending the going into Committee of the 
Whole, 


MISCELLANEOUS APPROPRIATION BILL 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, by unanimous 
consent, from the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2705) making 
appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 








1872. 


Government for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1873, aud for other purposes, together 
special report in reference to the signal 
and telegraph company. 

[be { ill was read a first and second time, 


with a 
service 
and, withtne report, ordered to be pr inted, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole, and 
made the special order for Tuesday next after 
the morning hour, and from day to day until 
disposed of. 

Mr. SARGENT. I reserve the point of 
order on the Metropolitan police appropri- 
ation. 

Mr. DICKEY. I reserve all points of order 
upon the bill 

Mr. PERCE. And I reserve Friday for the 
consideration of private bills. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Was not Tuesday next 
after the morning hour assigned for reports 
from the Committee on the Judiciary ? 

The SPEAKER. It was; but this will not 
conflict with that order. 

LIMITATION OF 


Mr. COX. consent to 
enlarge the time for debate in Committee of 
the Whole on the subject of salt. 1 under- 
stand from the chairman of the committee that 
he has had requests for one hour and a half of 
debate. I think that by assenting to this prop- 
osition we shall really save time. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER.,. I object. We 


wasted an hour or two yesterday in discussing 


DEBATE ON SALT 


I ask unanimous 


the duty on tea and coffee, and we are wast- 
ing time every day. 
six lines of the bill in a whole day. 
people demand action. 


We have gone over only 


The 


ACROSS 


BRIDGES MISSOURI RIVER. 


On motion of Mr. TAFFE, by unanimous 
consent, the bill (8. No. 681) authorizing the 
construction of a 
river, at 


bridge across the Missouri 
Broomville, Nebraska, 

from the Speaker’s table, read a first and sec 
ond time, and referred to the Commiitee 
Commerce. 

On motion of Mr. TAFFE, by unanimous 
consent, the bill (S. No. 828) authorizing the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri 
river Opposite to or within the corporate 
limits of Nebraska City was taken from the 
Q, 


peaker’s table, read a first and second time, 


and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


was tukenu 


on 


SAMUEL D. HAYSLIP. 


Mr. McGREW, by unanimous consent, in 
troduced a bill (H. RK. No. 2707) for the retiet 
of Samuel D. Hayslip, of Wyandotte, West 
Virginia; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. 


TARIFF AND TAX BILL. 

The House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Wholeon the state of the Union, (Mr. 
SCOFIELD in the the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2322) to 
reduce duties on imports, and to reduce inter- 
nal taxes, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending paragraph 
will be read by the Clerk : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On salt in bulk, eight cents 
pounds, 

On saltin bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages, 
tweive cents per one hundred pounds. 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon these two clauses 
debate is limited to thirty minutes. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
foll wing amendment to the two paragraphs 
In relation to salt : 

Amend line thirteen so as to read as follows: 

Un rock salt and salt in bulk, twelve cents per one 
hundred pounds. 


Amend line fourteen so as to read as follows: 

On salt in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages, 
eighteen cents per one hundred pounds. 

Mr. Chairman, the amendment which I now 
Offer is believed to bea fair compromise be- 
tween those who are in favor of reducing the 
duty on salt and those who desire to secure 
proper protectionto this branch of labor. The 


per one hundred 


\| two thirds. 
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first proposition reduces the duty from eighteen 


cents, the present rate, to twelve cents; and 
the second proposition reduces the present 
duty of twenty four cents to eighteen cents. 


It each Case, 
| desire 


iat the duty includes also the duty on 


tion, 
to Say i 
the bag, sack, barrel, or whatever else m Ly 
make the package. There is no other du y 
provided for the inclosure of the salt than that 
here embraced. 

Mr. Chairman, whatever the House may be 
inclined to do in regard to this matter, it must 
be clear to examine it that 
expense in the production of salt is 


ove who will 
the main 
labor. W he the r it be in raising the brine, in 
boiling, in drying, in packing, in putting the 
salt 


1 
! 


in barrels, in handling, or in shipment, 
1€ Main expense is labor; and this is a class 
of labor which, I submit, ought to be pro 
tected, 


tT 


he proposition | submit embodies a 
fair division of the duties on this subject. Itisa 
greater reduction than is proposed on coal and 
other articles. On all other articles the pro 


posed reduction is but ten per cent. of the 


present duty. 


On this there is a reduction on each of these 


items of one third Everybody in the House 
is talking to each other “ag iin. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
to order. 

Mr. CONGER. 
tion of the House 
man from Mint 


Gentlemen will come 

call the atten- 
to the remarks of the gentie- 
esota, [ Mr. DuNNELL, ] in which 
Is no protection to the farmer. 
Che duty on flour is twenty-five cents a barre] 


on 


) ‘ 
I desire to 


1 
he says there 


: ; 
outs ten cents a bushel, on beef one cent 


per pound, on pork one cent per pound, on 
butter fifteen per cent.; on everything which 
we along the border consume, and which these 


buy, the duty is higher than 
article. We are compelled in 


salt-making to lorego the 


Sall Manuuiacturers 


on any other 


markets of Canada 


and to take the productions of the western 
States, and their e ittle, their rraln, their bee Sa 
their pork, all of which are prote cted by high 
duty and yet this committee proposes to 
permit Canadian salt, made across the border, 


where we can buy farm products cheaper than 


in the States, to come into competition with 
out salt almost free ot duty. 
| desire to say to the committee that d ring 


the last year more than one half of the salt 

manufactories of Saginaw have been lying 

idle because the price of salt is unremun 

erative. he only salt- 

valley for the last two ys 
1 


productiou of sa 


works in the Saginaw 
j ‘ad in 
t are those which can use the 


ars engag the 
waste steam and refuse materials of saw-mills 
in the manufacture of salt. 
and without fear of contradiction 


b dy, that one half of the 


1 assert publicly, 
from any 
ilt manufactories 
of the Saginaw valley have been lying dle for 
the past year, unless where they have been 
connected with saw-mills and where they can 


use the waste steam and use the refuse of saw 


mill ials for heating power, and this is 


because the manufacture 


mater 
of salt is not remun- 
erative. 


| ask the committee, in making this experi 


mil 


ment on suit, to be Sat shied with a reduction 
of one third Let it be tried at that. Le 
this labor and this industry have that 


protec- 
tion avulnst tae salt piled up on the Canada 


shore like great w | 


irehouses the 


now awaiting 
will permit it to come 
n with salt 


But | 


ask 


passage of a 


bill which 
into competi manufactured by 
will not enlarge on 
He use to the 
reduction I propose, and not by one fell swoop 
destroy Lhis interest entirely. 

{ Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. Chairman, it is clear to 
me that salt should be wholly free. This 
House was lately of that view. Oneyear ago, 
on the yeas and nays, the House voted to put 
salt on the free list by a vote of more than 
I have the record here. The vote 


our OWn lavorers 


this subject. | the tuke 
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was 147 in the affirmative and 47 in the nega- 
tive. I see no reason now why the members 
of the House should go back o1 


£ nh the record 
which was then made. Nothin has 
occurred which ought to change their views. 
Indeed, Mr. Chai n 
ndeed, Jr. luirman, Wwe can reduce the 
tax to-day better than we could one year ago. 
We have since that time paid off the national 
debt to the extent of over one hundred million 


agoitlars, 


g since 
t 
{ 


We have succeeded in estublis 
a better credit abroad. It is now 
tled in the minds of the people that taxes in 
the can be taken off, 
lhe whole people, witb a few local exceptions, 
desire free salt. I do not believe, Mr. Chair- 
man, that there are twenty congressional dis- 
tricts in the United States which, if they were 
to vole instructions in conventions, would fail 


ning 


better sel- 


form of customs duties 


to instract their members on this floor to vote 
for free salt. 

L need not statements 
and arguments already made why Wwe should 
have free salt. It affeets the whole people of 
the country, men, women, and children. It 
also bears heavily 
all parts ol 
in the West 


repeat threadbare 


Ou Important 
country. The pork-packers 
lurk’s Island salt, the 


only salt that can be safely used in packing 


interests in 
the 
who use 
pork, are oppressed with this excessive duty. 
The fishermen on the coast of New England 
are obliged now by law, if they take salt out 
of bond, to use it on bourd of their vessels or 
pay the duty They cannot use it 
elsewhere in curing their fish. 


upon it. 
Lhe restriction 
in the law as to the place of its use on ship- 
board in a great degree neutralizes the intended 
benefit of the how | Lhese 


law as it stands 
fishermen are oO} pressed by the duty on salt. 


There 1s another reason why we should 
act—the duty 1s enormous. 
lurk’s island salt, the best salt, can be 


bought at the island tor nine cents a bushel, or 
eleven cents per hunare d pounds. Lhe duty 
is eighteen cents in buik, or Lwenty-lour ceuts 
in sack. It does not take much arithmetie to 
figure trom that that itis nota duty ofone bun 
dred per cent., but an average of nearly two 
hundred per cent. [tis an enormous protec 
1 shall 


tion, and for the benefit i 

iage of the gentleman trom Pennsylvania, 
Mr. KEeLLey, | the advocate of extreme pro 
tection upon this floor—tor the benetit, in the 
main, or greatly at least, of the 


ust ne lan 


(ry 


Onondaga 


monopoly.’ I repeat the words used by the 
gentleman here upon this floor last spring 


when he admitted that the duty could be re- 
duced. 

{hat monopoly, sir, to my mind, stands to 
day as the most offensive before the American 
people It smacks of the old times when mo 
nopolies were granted arbitrarily and interests 
and persons were allowed to grow rich at the 
expense ot the people The people, L believe, 
demand the duties salt, 
and let it be placed on the tree list, or if we 
cannot that, let us at least keep the rate 
which the Committee of Ways and Means has 
reported. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. In the course ot 
some remarks yesterday of the gentleman 
from Michigan, | Mr. Buatr,| who | am sorry 


is not now in his se at, he took occasion to eriti- 


abolition of all on 


get 


t 
very severely some statements which | 


cise had 
made concerning the proportion of labor in 
the cost of making salt. 1 did not happen to 
be listening to the gentleman in the early part 
of his argument, and the Globe report bas not 
yet come up to that point of the debate. But 
| am told that the gentleman displayed a good 
deal of virtuous indignation at what he chooses 
to call the unscrupulousuess and unfairness of 
the free trade arguments. 

Now, sir, before a man hurls his vitupera 
tion at others he ought to be entirely certain 
that he is right himseif. The gentleman said 
to this House, Why, there is the cost of the 
barrel in which the salt is put; is not that 

| labor, and ought not that to be protected ? And 
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there is the fuel with which we boil the salt; 
is not that labor, and ought not that to be pro 


tected ? That, Mr. Chairman, sounds very 
plausible, but if the House will be so kind as 
to listen to me for one moment while I read 
from the report on the salt ind istry of Michi- 
gan, &@ report | shed by the friends of the 
gentlemen in his own State and written in 
the interest of protection, ge ntlemen will see 
who make fair statements and who do not 
After reviewing the whole industry of Michi- 
gan, the report say 

*The facts ex ited in thisreport give a fair op- 


portunity for msidering 
as affected by the c« 


i manufacturing industry 
nditions growing out of the 


wages of American labor as compared with those 
of Canada. For this is the only essential difference 
between the tw ides of the lake It may be ad- 
mitted that the Canada brine is more abundant and 


easily manipulated than that of Saginaw, and also 
that in relation to the supply of the upper lakes the 
commercial position of Goderich is superior.” 
Now mark these words. The report adds: 
“These advantages, however, are more than made 
up by the greater cheapness of fuel and barrels at 
Saginaw, [he only question of importance 1s the 


decision of that rests 
the manufacture of salt 
Northwe st for the future, in 
is to be. 


labor question, and uj 
the fixing of the point where 
which is to supply the 
great part or the 


Now, Mr. Chairman, we 
authority of this report, from the State of 
Michigan itself, that fuel and barrels are 
cheaper at Saginaw than at Goderich. And 
yet the not hesitate to come 
here and claim protection upon those barrels 
and upon that fuel. Is that 
protection arguments? Why, 
man should turn his virtuous indignation upon 
himself, instead of turning it upon me. 

Mr. CONGER. 
and the refuse for heating purposes. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Exactly so. 
tthe gentleman did not state. 


mum the 


whole, 


have it upon the 


gentleman does 


the fairness of 
sir, the gentle- 


| hey use the waste steam 
But 


that is wha 


Now, 


instead of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. Buatr] having convicted me of 
an unfair statement, I say that | have fairly 


convicted him of having tried to mislead this 
House and obtain protection upon talse pre- 


tense; but | am glad he afforded me the 
opportunity of showing, in support of the 
argument | made a few days ago, that this 


system of double materials, 
labor, &c., is a perversion of a true system of 
protection as it was intended by the founders 
of that Though | differ from those 


gentlemen in regard to the merits of protec- 


protect ion on 


system. 


tion itself, yet 1 think | may say that if we 
must have it, let us have it legitimately 
applied. 


Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor 
of avery considerable reduction of our present 
burdensome taxes. I am will- 
ing to go as far as the farthest upon this floor 
shall vote for all reduc- 
tions contained in this bill of the present high 
protective duties. But with reference to the 
question now under debate, | have this to say : 
the bill as it now stands affords protection to 
the article of salt to the extent of ninety-six 
and a half per cent. on an In sup- 
port of this, | call attention to the following 
figures, showing what a duty of eight cents per 
one hundred poands, as provided in the bill, 
on bulk salt, amounts to: 


unnecessarily 


for that purpose, | 


average. 


Per centage. 
Cost of salt: 


In Liverpool, cight cents per one hundred 
pounds, duty eight cents.....................008- a ae 
In Turk’s island, ten per cent. per one bun- 
dred pene, duty eight cents........... 80 
In St. tin’s, eleven cents per one hundred 
ae outs cight cents...... 73 
[n Sicily, six cents per one hundred ‘pounds, 
duty etght cents.. 3 


Average duty at eight cents per one hundred 
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Indeed, I believe that salt should be made 
free. As was stated by the gentleman from 


Maine, [Mr. Have,] three fourths of this body 
no longer ajo than last spring voted to put 
salt on the free list. And the proposiuon 


THE C 


| the 


‘it. What 


by only one or two votes. 


now upon our Statute b oks shows that salt 
ought to have no other place in our tariff than 
on the free list. We have a law to-day which 


provides that all salt used in New England for 


the purpose of curing fish shall be exempted 


from the payment of this duty. I ask any 
New England gentleman upon this floor why }| 
that special legislation in favor of the fishing 


should be ( 


should 


why 
special privilege? I 
understand that your law is defective, and yet 
that is the law. 

Mr. HALE 
ment, for J 
intentionally 


be the general 


interest ‘ontinued ; 


terest have any 


Allow 


know the 


me to correct a state- 
gentleman would not 
misstatement? 
that salt used in 
fishing 1s admitted but that is not the 
The from duty is confined 
to salt used for curing fish upon vessels, not 
to sult used outside ot vessels. 

Mr. HAY. That is not new to me; that 
is merely a defect in the law. Probably be- 
fore we get through this discussion we will 
have a voice raised here from Massachusetts 


make a 
impression 
tree; 


case. exemption 


asking that that law shall be changed, because | 


should there be a law 
one interest, one industry 
of the alone? Why should not the 
other great indusiries of the country which 
largely consume this commodity of salt have 
same benefit? Indeed, why should not 
the whole country have it? Are the great pork 
and beef-packing interests of the West inferior 
to the sof New England? Not 
at all. The very fact that we have such a law 
upon our books shows that this great 
life should be upon the free list. 
Onondaga company, as was _ stated 
the whole country, and as was 
uncontradicted anywhere, sent out their cir- 
culars all along the route of the Grand Trunk 
railroad in Canada, proposing to sell their salt 
for less than half the price they charged their 
own fellow citizens in Syracuse, New York. 
They to-day furnish New England men with 
salt to the exclusion of foreign importers in 
the country. Indeed, I do notknowofa single 
argument which can be urged in favor of the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York, 
{Mr. Duetu.] This great corporation has 
grown richer in a shorter time than any other 
having an equal amount of capital invested in 
the country in any enterprise or business. 
The truth about the matter is that this 
article of salt would not to-day have a place 


itis defective. W hy 


pa ssed to ‘advance 
country 


fishing interes! 


statute 
necessary of 
Phis 


throughout 


upon the tariff if it were not that those who 
are interested in its manufacture, and who are | 


trying to extend this protective system all over 
the country, have linked it with iron and steel 
and lumber and thousands of other articles 
which are included in the tariff, in order to 


| form a combination to succeed with this sys- 


No more fair, no more can- 
the fact that these high tariff 


tem of bounties. 
did statement of 


| duties are aoe but bounties was ever made 


than that made by the member from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Crocker] yesterday in advocat- 
ing the retention of a high duty on coal. 

{ Here the hammer fe I. 

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Chairman, I propose to 
submit a few remarks against the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from the State of Mich- 
igan,{Mr.Concer. ] Itseemsto me strange that 
anarticle of such prime necessity as that of salt 
should have any tax whatever imposed upon 
is salt? It is something which 
enters into the food of every man, something 
which enters into the consumption of the 
family of every man, poor or rich. Salt is 
life itself; and yet, as was shown by the gen- 
tlemen from Maine, [Mr. Hate,] the daty 
now imposed upon it amounts to nearly two 
hundred per cent.; that is, eighteen cents 
in bulk, and twenty-four cents per hundred 
pounds in bags, or from one hundred to three 
hundred and fifty per cent., according to 


failed in the other branch of Congress, I believe, |! quality. 
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Sir, the legislation | 


that in- 


| the country? 


[t may || 


|| Quarter. 


| been dissolved, 


| faciurers? 











Now, sir, let us read a statement of a few 
importations into the United States showin 


|| the cost of the cargo and the amount of duty - 


Cost Amount 
“ of duty. 

. 2 > ae . 

Cargo from Liverpool Secuiaacinenek cate ++091,637 $3,291] 
COPSO FPO BORIC. «cccrcrecssencssccnsses 642 1,600 





Cargo from Trapani.. seb siceun LOD 6,865 


Now, [| would like to ask any intelligent 
gentleman in this House why a duty amount- 
ing to nearly three times the original cost of 
the article suould be paid by the people of 
And paid for whose benefit? 
For the benefit of one or two salt-manufac- 
turing establishments in the United States, 

It 1s estimated that we in this country 
consume about forty million bushels of salt 
annualiy. Putting the tax on an 


aver age ot 
twenty five cents per bushel, the aggregate 


} sum taken from the people amounts to near 
| ten million dollars a year, and the Govern- 


ment receives only about one million and a 
The balance is collected from the peo- 
ple, and goes into the pockets of salt-makers, 

Let me read a short extract from a western 
paper to show the enormous profits of the 
Onondaga company in New York: 


‘The Onondaga (New York) Salt Company has 
but whether tor effect or for real 
causes isnot known. The history ot this company 
is remarkable. The State of New York owns the 
brine, and salt, and pumps, and delivers the water, 
receiving therefor a tax of onecent perbushel. Pre- 
vious to 1861 the wells were leased and operated by a 
number of individuals. In that year these various 
persons united, each putting in bis lease, at a high 
valuation, as so much capital. The aggregate val- 
untion made by the owners of these leases was 
$160,000. This company soon absorbed all the works 
at Syracuse, and in 1868, the officers, being put upon 
oath, ac knowledged that the aggregate of their prof- 
its in the first five years was $5,858,000, on a nominal 


capital of $160,000.’’ 


Sir, are we here to protect a few salt manu- 
We are here to legislate for the 
people, the great mass of the people of this 
country. Let them have free salt as well as 
free cotfee and free tea. Why, sir, the freights 


| on salt are from fifteen to twenty cents per 


bushel. Is that not sufficient protection ? 
That amounts to over one hundred per cent. 
on the cost of the salt. which, added to the 
tariff duty, makes it as much more. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DAWES obtained the floor. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Will my 
colleague yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BU TLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 


| to move that the committee rise for the pur- 


pose of extending for a short time the limita- 
tion of debate. 1 wish to offer an important 
amendment to the law, in regard to whicha 


| mistake has been made which it is necessary 


to explain. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Let time be taken now 
by unanimous consent. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Unless 


| unanimous consent be given to my occupying 


five minutes, I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not seek to force a 
vote upon any question; but I desire to hasten 
along with this bill as much as possible. It is 
not in order to extend the time until after the 
expiration of the time already allowed. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts.” I ask 
unanimous consent to occupy five minutes for 
the purpose of explainiag the motion | desire 
to make. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the 
Whole cannot enlarge even by unanimous 
consent the time to which the House has lim- 
ited the debate on this subject. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move, 
then, that the committee rise for the purpose 


| I have stated. 


Mr. DAWES. I understand that by the 
rules the time cannot be extended till the 
expiration of the half hour already fixed as 
the limit of debate on this subject. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
well; I will defer my motion. 


Very 
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Mr. DAWES. 
things may be taken for granted in the discus- 
sion of this question. In the first place, it 
may be assumed that what has been stated by 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. FINKELN- 
purG] and other gentlemen is true—that, 
while we may live without tea and coffee, we 
cannot live without salt; that itis an article 
of prime necessity, the absence of which is 
almost as fatal to the continuance of human 
life as the absence of the atmosphere. Upon 
the statement of such a proposition the query 
arising in my mind is whether it does not 
become us to so establish the production of so 
necessary an article that in no contingency 
shall we be deprived of it. 
that in so far as this article is essential to our 
comfort and well-being it becomes us to see 
to it that we shall under no circumstances be 
deprived of it. 

The history of nations in war and other 
circumstances, where they have been deprived 


of this article, is fresh in the minds of all || 


those who can remember the condition of 
things in the rebel States during the war. 


It occurs to me |! 


| the ground. 


With inexhaustible beds of salt under their | 


feet, with mountains of it before their eyes, 
they had been in the habit and custom of 
depending on others for salt, and when by 
untoward events they were cut off from that 


supply, the distress of the rebel States in all || 


other respects did not compare with the dis- 


tress which the absence of this prime necessity | 


brought upon them. That is one condition of 


things. 


Another condition of things was stated by | 


the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GarFieLp] yes- 
terday. If we so legislate as to secure under 
all circumstances a home supply of this article, 
then we should not have the condition of 
things to which he has referred. It will be 
impossible for that condition of things to be 
true which the gentleman from Ohio stated, that 


is, where two manufacturing establishments | 


of salt, one in this country and one in a for- 
eign country, could so arrange matters by con- 
tract that they could control the price of salt 
in our markets and the price of salt in foreign 
markets. Under no circumstances whatever, 
when an article of prime necessity of life, 
when its supply depends on the cupidity and 
avarice of a monopoly like that which the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania 

The CHAIRMAN. 
tleman from Massachusetts has expired. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I take the floor, and 


I will yield whatever time I am allowed under 





the rules to the gentleman from Massachu- | 


setts, so he may continue and conclude his 
remarks. 

Mr. DAWES. Now, sir, I desire such legis- 
lation that under no circumstances can that 
ever be true that the cupidity and avarice 
of monopolies shall control the supply of 
this article of prime necessity. But | want 
to know whether we accomplish that end by 


The time of the gen- || 


crushing out that monopoly on this side and | 
surrendering it entirely to another monopoly | 


on the other side? 
the other side of the line, and there is one 
at Onondaga, New York. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. DveE.u] stated the 
condition of the production in this country 
was such that they were not able to make 
it give at the end of one year with another 
but the very smallest profit in each barrel of 
salt manufactured. I do not wish to see such 
a condition of things. 

[do not wish to crush out the manufacture of 
salt on our side of the line for the purpose of 
surrendering it to a monopoly on the other side 
of the line. The only remedy is to so legislate 
as to multiply production here until in this 
country under all circumstances, adverse or 
prosperous, peace or war, it shall render us | 
independent of any such combination hereafter | 
like that of one monopoly here and another 
foreign monopoly, fixing the price of salt in 
both markets. ‘hat production can only be | 


42p Cone. 2p Szss.— No. 203. 


There is a monopoly on | 








| 


| on the part of our own manufacturers. 


Mr. Chairman, two or three || realized by just putting this where a fair re 


munerative profit and uo more can be yielded 
to the production of salt in this country where 
ever it may be. 

At Syracuse, New York, with sixty square 
miles; in Michigan; in the Kanawha valley, 
Virginia; at Lynchburg, Virginia; down in 
Louisiana, everywhere almost over this coun- 
try, salt is as abundant almost and as free as 
air, but it is six hundred or a thousand miles 
below the surface, and it requires labor, 
although free to all of God's people. There 
it requires labor to lift it up to the surface ot 
Let us have it. If we are not 
disposed tu strike down aliefforts to manufae 
ture salt, let us multiply its production in this 
country, so that no monopoly shall rule the 
price, that no condition can hereafter happen 


by which we may be without the largest supply | 


of salt at the most reasonable prices. In 
order to do that, we must see to it that those 
who lift the salt shall have fair compensation 
for it. 

Mr. Chairman, I voted for free salt two 
years ago. Lust summer, on nobody’s invita- 
tion, and on no suspicion I should occupy the 
condition I now do, I went on my own motion 
among these salt-works. I[ wentthrough them, 
examined the works, and inquired in reference 
to the production and profit of the manufac- 
ture of salt. I think I know the condition of 
things. ‘The manufacture of salt barely pro- 
duces compensation to the men employed in 
it, and no more. With sixty square miles in 
Michigan, as fine as anywhere in the world, 


gentlemen came before the committee and | 


tendered it in ten acres, free, to anybody who 
would go there and produce salt. 

You perhaps think you are going to have 
cheap salt on the sea-board by withdrawing 
competition at the sea-board with foreign salt 
Now, 
do not gentlemen see that when you withdraw 
competition of American salt with foreign 
salt on the sea-board, that instant the price 
of foreign salt will go up? 

Nothing has kept it down in this world; 
nothing can keep it down but competition. 
He who has a free field will put his own price 
upon the article, as we have been told was 
done by the Onondaga company and the 


|| Goderich company when they combined, the 


one to have a free field here, and the other to 
have a free field there. When they did so, 


| they set their own prices upon the articles. 


So all along the sea-board; so all along on 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time allowed by 
the House for debate on those paragraphs has 
expired, but atter the pending amendments 
are disposed of, other amendments will be in 
order, to be offered and voted 
debate. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 1 wove 
that the committee rise, for the purpose of 
extending the time for debate on 
paragraphs thirty minutes. The 
very important one, and, as | 


said, there is a mistake in the clause which | 
wish to have correcte d. 


upon witho ct 


Luose two 


is & 


Subject 


have alre ady 


lhe question being taken on the motion 
that the committee rise, there wert 


ayes 02, 


noes 59, 

So the motion that the Committee rise was 
agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Sco 
FIELD reported that the Committee of the 


Whole on the state of the Union had had under 


consideration the Union generally, and pat 


ticularly the bill (H. R. No. 2822) to reduce 
duties on imports, and to reduce iuternal 
taxes, and for other p irposes, and hi id come 
to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 


that the rules be susp nded, and that the 
House itself into Committee 
Whole on the state of the Union to proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (H. KR. No. 2322) 
to reduce duties on imports, and to reduce 
internal taxes, and for other purposes. Pend 
ing that motion I move that the time for de 


resolve of the 


| bate on the two paragraphs relating to sa 


the Mississippi river, if you take away the | 
| competition between the foreign salt and the 


American salt, you that instant are at the 
mercy of the importer, and he puts on just 
what price he pleases. You cannot escape 
that result. And he who asks free salt can 
only have free salt by competition. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I would ask 
gentleman if there is only one importer of 
salt? 


Mr. DAWES. There are thousands of 
importers. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. Is there not com- 


| petition among themselves ? 


Mr. DAWES. No, sir. There will be the 
same combination among them which there 
was between the Goderich company and the 
Onondaga company. Does not the gentleman 
know that when the Onondaga company 
reached the Atlantic with their salt they 
brought down that instant the price of foreign 
salt twenty-five per cent.? Does not every- 
body know that it is only by competition the 
world over and in everything that prices are 
heid down? We should not surrender our in- 
dependence in this respect. Lt would be bet- 
ter that the Government, as it provides pow- 
der in its magazines and fills its arsenais to 
meet great exigencies of war, should absorb 
and pack away this article for such exigencies, 
than that we should be left without it, as the 
rebel States were during their contest. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


: 
the 


i 


| proceeded to the consideration of 


|(H. R. No. 


{ 
and the amendments thereto be extended 
thirty minutes. 

‘The motion to extend the time for debate 
was agreed to—ayes 64, noes 61 

‘The motion that the rules be suspended, 
and that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of the special order, was 
also agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state ot 
the Union, (Mr. ScorteLp in the chair,) and 

the bill 
2322) to reduce duties on imports, 
and to reduce internal taxes, and for other 
urposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House, 
the time for debate on the paragraphs relating 
to salt has been extended thirty minutes. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 


to amend, by adding after the thirteenth line 


the proviso which | send to the Clerk’s desk 


| was taken off tisheries, instead ther 


to be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. No further amendment 
now in order. But the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [ Mr. Bor_er] can explain now 


18 


the amendment which he proposes to offer 
hereafter. , 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. | desire 


to offer as an amendment this proviso : 


Provided, That salt actually used in the preserv 
ing or curing of fish shall be admitted free of duty 
under such regulations as the Secretary of the Treas 
ury may prescribe. 


Mr. FINKELNBURG. Will not the gen 
tleman add the words ‘‘ and pork?” 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I am 
content that pork shall be inserted. [| go for 
free salt. I wil! read the law, so that every 


body may understand it. When bounty 
f this was 


given them: 


** Provided, That from and after the date of the 
passage of this act vessels licensed to engage in the 
fisheries may take on board imported salt in bond to 
be used in curing fisb, under such regulations as the 
Secretary of the Preasut shall preseribe; and on 
proof that the said salt has been used in curing fish, 
the duties on the same may be remitted. 

Now, the men who construed that law held 

| that the fish were to be cured on board ship. 
Now, fish are never cured on board ship, and 
consequently we never have had free sali All 
fish are cured on shore, and this law has there- 


| fore been rendered entirely nugatory by the 


eee 





i 
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construction put upon a We have done the 
best as fishermen to evade it, but it was of no 
usé it here nd in order to get the 
duty remitted they all had to swear that the 
Ri wi ed on board ship in curing fish. 
J ‘ ( i I ‘ ; had been 
willing lo hey w ! had to laugh 
in exch other's faces lherefore the law has 
really been nugatory 

Now, what | desire is to so amend the law 
thai iit d ( ing sh hall be free as 
was intended. I avree that salt ought to be 
{re | \ iculty in my mind is, what 
wi | } | {Ti { our salt-works were to 
be b ! But | want to state one fact 
t vy that we need never be afraid of a 
m of salt When Jefferson purchased 
| isiana, one of the controlling reasons that 
hye ive for that purel e was that the island 
of Petit Ainse, which is an island in Loutsi- 
ana two miles in circumlerence and tour hean- 
dred feet high, was one pure bed ot salt, and 
it} ) Phere itis to-day, an island two miles 
in creumtference and four hundred feet high, 
ot rock it Of ninety-seven per cent, in fine 


ness. Well, gentlemen may say, why has not 
that salt been worked? It was worked during 
the rete on, and | sent down a force to cap- 
ture ib and prevent its being worked. So I 
know ail about it. Why was it not worked 
before? some may ask. This is the reason: 
sult was literally brought in free, without 
price, by the cotton-ships of New Orleans as 


ballast they would almost give it away to 
yet rid ot it 


¥ 
Mr. CONGER. That was in violation of 


law, for there was never a time when there 
was nota duty on salt, 

Mr. BUTLIER, of Massachusetts. Iam not 
talking of daty : it was free of freight and free 
ol price | or that reason they never worked 


the salt on the island of Petit Ainse. 
Mr. MeCORMICK, of 
work it under the present tarifl? 


Missouri. 


Do they 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. They do | 
not. ‘Then, again, it is very remarkable that 
on the l’acitic coast there has been found al- 
most preciscly another such formation, and 
it} being worked for salt. Theretore, we 


have in th country depos ts of salt imper- 
ishable and inexhaustible forever, so far as 
that is concerned Salt is an object of prime 
Lecessily 


Llowever, I desired, when I took the floor, 
to explain first the amendment which I pro- 
t the fair intention of the 
carried out; and secondly, to ex- 
plain the fact that from physical reasons there 
need be no fear there will be. salt 
country, not one thousand feet 
surface of the earth, but 
surface. 


pose to ole r, SO LDA 


law may be 
that not 
enough in this 
below the 
dred teet above the 
Mr. COX. I do not propose so much to 
antagonize the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Borer] in regard to making salt partly 
tres i should like to see it entirely free. I 
speak on this side of the House [standing 
Mr. Dawes} because my side of the 
fouse is somewhat demoralized on the tariff, 
{iaughing,| Judging from some of the votes 
given on coal there yest day. 

Some cut . ; 


terday. ‘Thi 


tour hun- 


heat 


ous arguments were made yes- 
ley go far to disturb some cf my 
principles, if not control my vote. A gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Gaurriri ap- 
pealed to my friend from Indiana [Mr. Kern} 
not to Oppose the coal lax, because he was 
born above a coal formatjon [laughter] in 
Pennsylvania, and his playmates were honor- 
able men. l teel the force of that ad hominem. 
1 was born near the salt-wells of the beautiful 
Muskingum,in Ohio. Before that stream had 

‘Kk water, before it was considered hardly 
orth adam, | laughter, ] its banks spouted sait 
Water like a Massachusetts member of Con- 
gre lt was evaporated by bituminous coal— 
{ mean nothing personal to the gallant mem- 
ber from Massachusetts, { Mr. Banks |—I mean 
the salt water, not the banks. 


Ww 





| undefiled, it is petit larceny. 
| steal 


Around the wells and 
river 


kettles of my native 
cluster those sweet saline associations 
which have preserved me ever young! They 

hard to resist. 
Anotherargument has still more force. 
from Maryland { Mr. | 
not to throttle the infantile coal 
interests of his beloved Cumberland. [ Laugh- 
ter. | 

Although that unhealthy baby has been fos- 
tered by a ** paternal Government”’ on ‘‘ pap,’’ 
or, as | ought to say, by a maternal Govern- 
ment on milk, [laughter,] for so many years, 


The 
gentleman RircHie | 


peut d ous 


its power of suction is at least forty thousand | 


horse-power. [Laughter.] These are sta- 
tistics. [Laughter.] Yet with rare economic 
genius, followed by the eloquent fiscal mem- 
ber from the Kanawha salt-works, he appealed 
to us to let himsteal, so long as other sections 
from him. Was there ever such an 
illustration as that just made on the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. BurLer?] The 
gentleman from Missouri | Mr. FINKELNBURG] 
wanted to be so honest as to help the people 
to keep pork by cheap salt. The gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. BurLer] wants to 
cheat the Treasury by free salt for cod-fish. 
Vhis is all lareeny. [Laughter.] What could 
be more reasonable or ethical? Let us be to 
each other instruments of reciprocal rapine. 
[Laughter.] Michigan steals on copper; 
Maine on lumber; Pennsylvania on iron; 
North Carolina on pea-nuts; Massachusetts on 


+ 
Stole 


| cotton goods; Connecticut on hair pins; New 


| 
and 50 On. 


| licians, rewrite the eighth 


Jersey on spool-thread ; Louisiana on sugar; 
Why not let the gentleman trom 
Maryland stealcoal from them? ‘True, buta 
comparative few get the benefit, and it comes 
out of the body ot the people ; true, it tends 
to high prices, but does not stealing encourage 
industry? Let us as moralists, if not as poli- 
commandment: 


| ** Thou shalt steal; because stealing is right 


| murder, a fine art. 


when common.’’ 
As Lama Representative of New York, and 


Onondaga, with the aid of the foreign solar | 
artisan, evaporates salt, ought [ not also to | 


steal to help Onondaga? Stealing by tariffs, 
Mr. Chairman, is, as De Quincey proved of 
lf everybody stole from 
everybody, is there any reproach to anybody ? 
| Laughter. ] If everybody isa burglar, is there 
any need for anybody to lock up houses? 

The mining companies out West send their 
ores to Wales to be so refined as to get more 
wealth. Jtoughttobe stopped. Letthem steal 
capital out of Government! Why not pilfer 


| something out of somebody else’s earnings and 


| build 


Colorado and Nevada like 
How happy we should all be 


works in 
those in Wales? 


| when the reproach of Goat Island is removed 


from the Pacific, and from the gentleman 


How 


a grander steal for wool and blankets! 


| happy we should be when we can look each 


other in the face here, clasp hands, as now | 
look into the face of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Dawes,] and say, ‘* God 
bless you, my brother; you have stolen trom 
me, and I from you; let us love one another.” 
{ Great laughter. ] 
pigs, who are crowded by the big pigs, quietly 





shall be fed by swallowing each other’s food ; 


and when all are fed, no one loses, and we 


shall be happy. 

This principle commends itself to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, {Mr. Banks, ] who 
has made the speech on this subject that de- 
lights my heart. It has so much moderation 
and wisdom. It has no nonsense; no doctrine 
in it. It is based on the principle of pure and 
He would not 
as much as others, but to steal into 
good company—he would steal less. ‘There is 
then not so much motive for detection and 


| punishment. Other gentlemen are overdoing 


from California [Mr. Sarcent] [laughter] by | 
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others; say on coal. But whether petit or 
grand larceny, the results are such that when 
every ‘‘cove’’ has an equal chance at the 


swag, William Sykes becomes as honorable 
as the Artful Dodger, whom the papers liken 


| tomy friend trom Massachusetts, [ Mr. Dawes. ] 
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Then the little unprotected | 


° . . | 
eating out of the trough, will squeal no more | 
to be let in, [laughter:] for on this idea all | 





of the House to the fact 


[Laughter.] And even Oliver Twist, like my- 
self, could ‘‘ask for more’’ without affecting 
the innocence of his simple nature! [Laugh- 
ter. ] 

A few more ‘* statistics,”’ 
[ Laughter. } 

How beautifully this thought is illustrated 
by the well-laid breakfast table of my colleague, 
{|Mr. Brooks.] ‘The happy tamily gathers 
around it; grace is said; God is asked to 
‘** protect us’’ in our joint and several efforts 
to steal! One guest pockets the knives and 
forks; another the salt and salt-cellar; another 
the cream-jug, plates, and sugar-bowl; an- 
other the cloth; another the bread; another 
the potatoes; another the platedware; another 
the mutton-chop; a brauny Robert Macaire 
from down Kast lifts out the table; whilea sly 
Jean Jacques, to encourage domestic cookery, 
slips into the kitchen, puts out the fire, and 
carries off the stove and coals. [Laughter. ] 
The guests look at each other innocently 
and say, ‘* We have done all this to increase 
the general comfort and to make free with 
the breakfast table. [Laughter.] Are not 
our wolfish appetites assuaged? Though we 
have not each a general glut of nourishment, 
are we not happy? Is there not left coffee 
unground and unburned, and tea undistilled, 
sweetened by the memories of sugar upon an 
absent cloth, and covering an invisible table !”’ 
i was about to produce some more statistics. 
They are so powerful here. 1 willask leave to 
print one thousand copies of this speech at the 
expense of the Industrial League of Philadel- 
phia, to which I hear no objection. [Laugh- 
ter. | 

Mr. BUCKLEY. Mr. Chairman, would an 
amendment to the second paragraph on the 
subject of salt be in order at this ume? 

The CHAIRMAN. No amendment to that 
paragraph is in order at present. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. If I could offer an 
amendment now | should propose one fixing 
the duty on salt in bags, sacks, barrels, and 
other packages at six cents per bushel, or 
11 5-7 per cent. 1 desire to call tbe attention 
that the southern 
States, situated remote from the places where 
salt is manufactured, receive no benefit what- 
ever from the competition of the domestic 
manufacturers of this article. As the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts has very well said, 
in the ports of Charleston, Savannah, Mobile, 
and New Orleans, Liverpool sack salt was 
before the war placed upon the wharves and 
sold by the cargo at fifty cents per sack. That 
same salt was transported two hundred miles 
into the interior and sold for one dollar or less 
per sack. At the present time such salt is 
sold in the interior at three dollars per sack— 
sometimes more, seldom less. Before the 
war this salt was brought from Liverpool by 
vessels which carried out cotton and brought 
back salt in ballast, so that, as has been said, 
it was imported almost freight free. 

Now I wish to call the attention of gentle- 
men from Michigan and New York to the 
fact that in the Gulf States you cannot find a 
barrel of Michigan or Onnodaga salt. | have 
never seen such a thing in avy one of the 
Gulf States. But if the tariff on salt were now 
reduced to what it was before the war, all that 
section of country would be provided with 
salt at the same reasonable rate as formerly. 

In addition to the various uses of salt in 
different portions of the country, this article 
enters very largely into the fertilizers which 
are now so extensively used in all the States 
of the South, especially upon the older and 
worn lands. In this way the high tariff upon 
salt becomes @ serious burden to every raiser 


and I subside. 


(La: suter,) | it. He would steal sixty per cent. less than || of cotton, to every laborer in its production in 
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the Gulf States—to every man who in any | tion, closes a letter on the power of Congress | Our fathers laid the foundations of our Gov- 


way makes his living from the production of 
cotton. Upon this subject of fertilizers [ | 
desire to invite the attention of the House, 
especially members from the South, to the 
fact that during the four months from Decem- 


ber 


railroads in the Carolinas and in Georgia, to 
be used upon the cotton lands of the South. 

Mr. CONGER. Why did not the gentle- 
man get rock salt from the rock mountain, 
one hundred aud fifty miles distant, referred 
to by the gentleman from Massachusetts, [ Mr. 
BctLER oy 

Mr. BUCKLEY. I will say to my friend 
from Michigan that before the war, when there 
was a reasonable and moderate tariff upon salt, 


we could buy salt in Charleston, Savannah, | 


Mobile, and New Orleans cheaper than we 
could get it even from that mountain of salt. 
Salt was brought over from Liverpool and put 
down at fifty cents a sack of three bushels. 

Mr. CONGER. You would get it now if 
your ships brought back salt in ballast after 
carrying out cargoes of cotton. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. We send abroad almost 
as much cotton nowas weeverdid. The trouble 
is that if we bring back salt now we have to 
pay this enormous duty of one hundred and 
twenty to one hundred and sixty per cent. The 
result is that every farmer, no matter whether 


he be a stock raiser or a cotton raiser, suffers | 


by this enormous tariff. 

In reply tothe remarks of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes, ] the honor- 
able chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, I wish to say that if we have such vast 


resources in this country for producing salt, the | 
energies of the American people, whenever the | 


time shall come and it shall be necessary to de- 


pend exclusively upon the home production of | 


salt, will be able to meet the emergency. I 
@m not afraid at all of any foreign country 
monopolizing the salt market so jong as we 
have such abundant means of production in 
our own country. The suffering in the South 
during the war on account of the scarcity of 
salt was but temporary. I will give the 
southern people credit for that energy which 
very shortly after the breaking out of the war 
provided them all the salt they needed. 

Mr. STEVENS obtained the floor, and 
yielded to Mr. H1BBarb. 

Mr. HIBBARD. Lam only able to get an 
opportunity to address the committee fora 
moment. As has been already stated in this 
debate, salt is produced in the 
States, and exported and sold abroad in 


competition with salt produced in foreign 
countries. We export considerable quantities 


of domestic salt to Canada, and some to other | 


countries. We also, to some extent, reéxport 
foreign salt. The following tables, which have 
been kindly furnished me by Edward Young, 
the efficient chief of the Bureau of Statistics, 

will show whether the manufacturers of salt 
need the high and unjust protection they so 
persistently demand: 


Domestic exports and foreign reéxports of salt from | 


the United States, and its value, for the fiscal years 
ending «as follows. 








Years. Domestic exports. Foreign reéxports. 
Bushels, | Value. | *Bushels. | Value. 
S37.40L | $144,045 | 124,024 $17 532 
397 506 228,109 81,457 22.166 
584,901 277.833 127,751 | 43.662 
635.519 296,083 | 78,510 | 44,924 
582.803 | 355.469 | 134,646 | 79,197 
670.644 300,980 80.445 | 31,889 
605,825 324,030 | 47,088 | 36,691 
624.970 | 289.936 | 314,469 68,254 

| 442.947 190.076 | 208.368 23 584 
veel 208,142 | 119.582 | 234.780 | 42.714 
ves} 112,978 | 47,115 | B84,86L | 15,948 








* Computed at fifty-six pounds to the Leshal, 


Mr. STEVENS. Mr, Chairman, President 
Madison, one of the fathers of the Constitu- 


r, 1869, to April, 1870, over seven million | 
dollars’ worth of fertilizers passed over three | 


United | 


j 











| exorbitant duty. 
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to encourage domestic products by regulations 


| of Congress in these words: 


‘In the exercise of this power they are respon- 
sible to their constituents, whose right and duty it is 
to bring their measures to the test ofjustice and the 
general good.’ 


In the State which I in part represent in 
this House the inhabitants are nearly all 
agriculturists. Our surplus products of cern 
and wheat, pork and beef, after supplying thé 
demands of the home or eastern market, are 
sent abroad to foreign nations. 

It is a well established principle that the 


| price of the part exported regulates the price 


of that sold in the home market. Our 
cereals have to compete with those from 
the Baltic, the Black and Mediterranean 


seas, with the natural advantage of cheaper | 


transportation in their favor. The labor of 
our yeomanry, with this natural disadvantage, 
has to compete with the cheap labor of the 
Laps and Finns, the serfs of Russia, and the 
sclaves of Hungary and the lazzaroni of 
southern Europe. On almost every article of 
comfort or necessity we purchase abroad in 
exchange for our pre ducts we have to pay an 
The price of our d& ymestic 
salt, of the iron for our agricultural imple- 
ments, and of our lumber, articles of prime 
necessity and extensive consumption, are 
largely enhanced by the protective monopoly 
bestowed upon their producers. We are com- 
pelled to sell our products ina market regu- 
lated by the cheap prices of foreign labor, and 
to buy our necessary articles of consumption 
in amarket made unreasonably and unnatur- 
ally dear by the favors and bounties granted 
to most every branch of manufacturing indus- 
try. Isthis right? Will it stand Madison's 
test of equal justice? 

The agricultural interest thus discrimin- 
ated against, is suffering all over our country. 
The past summer I had occasion to visit my 
early home in the old Granite State. I found 


| 


| 








in my native town, where formerly there was a | 


saw and grist mill, a large manufacturing vil- 
lage. I saw with much satisfaction the fine 
mills vocal with the hum of manufacturing 
industry, the neat and capacious school houses 
filled with tidy scholars, the elegant churches 
and the elegantly dressed worshipers, so well 
described by the eloquent gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. banks,| and I rejoice 
with him at the prospect. | also saw with 
much pleasure the beautiful cottages of the 
mechanics of the Keystone State, furnished 


with rich carpets, elegant furniture and gas- 
lights, and all the little comforts of life, so 


happily alluded to by the eloquent gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. I also saw some things 
the eloquent gentleman forgot, | presume, to 
mention. I saw the elegant and stately man- 
sions of the lordly owners of these manufac- 
turing establishments made rich by the protec- 
tive bounties wrung from the sweat and toil 
of western agriculturists, 
from early morn to 
fourteen hours a day. 
Such advantage is given by protective law 
to the mechanic interests that the agricul- 
tural interests in New England are dying out ; 
the lands once cultivated with p vrofit are being 
abandoned to grow up to bushes. Many farm- 
houses are closed up, their occupants having 
been ¢ ompe lled by these unji ust laws to q Lit 
the healthful labor on the hill-sides, which de- 
veloped their manly forms, to swelter in the 
heated and confined atmosphere of the manu- 
factory. 


dewy eve, from twelve to 


‘The census returos too clearly show 


| the physical deterioration consequent upon 


this policy. 

Does this showing, Mr. Chairman, meet the 
requirements of President Madison’s second 
test, the public oer Certainly not. An in- 
telligent and well-to-do agricultural yeomanry 
is the hope sake glory of all lands, and the 
strongest bulwark for the protection and per- 
petuation of republican liberty. 


working in the fields | 


| been 


j istice 
||} were so jealous of the ri 


hard-earned rewards of honest labor. 
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ernment deep and strong in the principles of 
and individual They who 
' lt-govern- 
ment certainly never designed to surrender to 
individuals or corporations a monopoly of the 
I trust, 
Mr. Chairman, that the members of this 
House, perceiving how very little the dwellers 
ou the prairies share in the fav: protec: 
tion, will not deny to them their just claim, free 


libert ly. 


— tr 
ghis of se 


irs of 


| galt. 


The committee rose informally, and the 
Speaker resumed the Chair. 


MESSAGE FROM TIE SENATE, 

A message was re ceived from the S 
by Mr. S SYMPSON, one of its cle rks, notifying 
the House that that body had concurred in 
amendments of the House to Senate bills 
the following titles: 

An act (S. No. 607) to establish the pay of 
enlisted men of the Army; 

An act (S. No. 448) to establish a system 
of deposits and to prevent desertions and ele 
vate the condition of the rank and file of the 


Senate, 


| Army; 


An’act (S. No. 
Sarah McEnany; and 

An act (S. No. 955) granting a pension to 
Mary Ann Montgomery, widow of William W. 


17) granting a pension to 


| Montgomery, late a private in the Texas 
volunteers. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed a bill (H. KR. No. 1661) 


making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy for the fiscal year ending 
June 1873, with sundry amendments 3 in 
which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested. 

The message further announced that Mr. 
SHERMAN had been appointed in the place of 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, excused, as a manager 
on the part of the Senate of the conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the deficiene y appr ropri ation bill. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. DUELL. Mr. Chairman, 
amendment I have had the honor to offer 

under consideration a variety of argu 
ments have been advanced why this amend- 
ment ought not to prevail. The gentlemar 
from Illinois who addressed the ¢ 
yesterday made the assertion that 


80, 


the 
h is 


since 


nan 
rmmittee 
inh 


conse- 


| quence of the tariff on salt it added $2,000,000 


of cost tothe consumers. ‘The gentleman from 
Delaware, who addressed the House this morn- 
ing, made au extraordinary statement, that it 
increased the cost to the consumer of $10,- 
000,000. Now, Mr. Chairman, when we take 
into consideration the fact that twenty million 
bushels of salt only are manufactured in the 
United States, and this is sold at thirty-three 
cents a bushel, we find the manufacturers of 
salt actually receive only $4,600,000 for all 
the salt they manufacture. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that is on a par with 
many of the assertions and 
which have been made in the 


representat ons 


presses of the 


| country in order to create a prejudice against 


the manufacturers of salt. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr, Farns- 
WORTH] says that because salt is a ity 
it ought to be admitted free, an ! this interest 
crushed out in the United States. 1 
Mr. Chairman, that that argument is too large. 
If that is true, then the 
and the 


necess 


Ss submit, 


cloth from which our 


leather 


coats from which our shoes 
are made should come in duty free, because 
these are articles of prime necessity, ‘The 
argument then proves too much, and | assert 
that we ought to Cultivate the prod iction of 
salt in this country in the same way as we do 
any other industrial interest. 

In order to show what effect will be pro 


duced on the salt manufacturers of this coun 
try if the bill of the committee is adopted by 
the House | send to the Clerk’s desk and ask 
to have read an extract froma letter received 
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from an intelligent and honorable manufac- 


turer of salt in my own district. 

Phe Clerk read as follows: 

Ye ua k me what eff: t will be produced upon 
the salt interest it Syracu by the adoption of the 
Waysund Means amendment reducing salt to eight 
and twelve cents. I answer: 

“ Under the present duty of eighteen and twenty 
four, we produ eighty-five hundred thousand 
bushels annually, and send our salt to nearly 
all the mark on the sea-board, where we keep up 
usharp cotapeti with foreign salt. For the past 
year we have not been able to pay seven per cent. 
Interest upon the investment, because we had three 
million bushels of salt unsold on the Ist of January 
last 

‘If the duty is reduced to eight cents, we should 
be obliged to retire trom all the markets on the 
kea-bourd and in the interior, except for one or two 
hundred miles in the vicinity of our works. We 
eould not tind a market in that territory for more 
than one million bushels of salt, and consequently 
the manulacture would fall off withus at least seven 
‘ ghth ° 

If salt should be placed on the free list, or below 
eight cents. we sould be compelled to stop en- 
tirely, as we uld not compete anywhere in the 
United States with foreign salt.”’ 

Mr. DUELL. That is not only the evidence 
furnished by the manufacturers of salt who 
have addressed letters to members of this 
House, but it is the sworn evidence given to 
the Committee of Ways and Means whide this 
subject was under investigation before that 
committee. And I can say, Mr. Chairman, 
from personal knowledge of the subject, that 
the statement contained in that letter is true, 
and that if the amendment of the committee 
upon this subject is carried and adopted the 


Bull producin 
be de stroye d 

If, therefore, it is of any importance to the 
eople he United St he alt should 
peopl Lhe nited } that sait shoul 
be produced herein ourown country, [ appeal 


g interests of this country must 
and crushed out. 


ot ates 


to members to vote down this amendment of 
the committee, and to make the duty twelve 
cents inaccordance with my amendment. That 
reduces the present duty thirty-three and a 
half per cent. Let the reduction be gradual, 
if itis to be made at all. 

{Were the hammer fell. ] 

fhe CHAIRMAN. The time allowed by 
the House for debate upon the paragraphs 
relating to salt has expired. The question 
will first be on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from New York, [Mr. Due..,] which 
the Clerk will read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line thirteen strike out the word “ eight’? and 
insert the word “twelve; so that it will read, “on 


salt in bulk, twelve cents per one hundred pounds.”’ 


The committee divided ; and there were— 
ayes 54, noes 54; no quorum voting. 

the Chair, under the rule, ordered tell- 
ers; and Mr. Durtt and Mr. Farnsworrs 
were appointed, 

lhe committee again divided; and the tell- 
lers reported—ayes 44, noes 90. 


So the amendment was disagreed to. 


The CHAIRMAN. The next amendment 
is that offered by the gentleman from Michi- 
gan, | Mr. Concer, ] which the Clerk will read. 


‘| he Cle: kK read 


Amend the paragraph so that 
rock salt and salt 
hundred pounds.’ 


“8 follows: 


it will read, **on 
in bulk, twelve cents per one 


he amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. DUELL. I move to amend the para- 
graph by striking out the word ‘eight”’ and 
inserting in lieu thereof the word ‘‘ten. 

The question being taken on the amendment, 
it was disagreed to—ayes 45, noes 95. 

Mr. McINTYRE. 1 offer the following 
amendment: 

Strike out these words: “ 
dred pounds,”’ and insert the following: “ 
shall be colleected:” so it will read, 
no duty shall be collected.” 

Mr. CONGER. I raise the point of order 
that that amendment is not germane. 

the CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order, for the reason that there is a 
free list in this bill; and the gentleman from 
Georgia [| Mr. Melyryre] will have an oppor- 
tunity to oiler an amendment wo that free list 


eight cents per one hun- 


*‘on salt in bulk 


no duty | 





i 
i} 
| 


| 


when it is reached. The motion the gentle- 
man formerly indicated, to strike out the para 

graph, was the correct and if that mo- 
tion be agreed to when the free list is reathed, 
it will be in order for him to move to insert 
salt as one of the articles. 

Mr. McINTYRE. If the Chair will recog- 
nize me for that purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course every mem- 
per will have an opportunity to move amend- 
ments. 

Mr. McINTYRE. Then I will renew my 
motion to strike out the paragraph. 


ones 


The CHAIRMAN. That motion is in 
order. 

Mr. CONGER. I move that the committee 
now rise, 

Mr. DAWES. I hope not. 

Mr. CONGER. I think we have gone far 


enough in this matter. 

Mr. DAWES. 1 do not think the Commit- 
tee the Whole will strike out this para- 
graph; I think it will leave it just where it is. 

Mr. CONGER. At the request of the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
{Mr. Dawes,] I withdraw my motion that the 
committee rise. 

‘The question was taken upon the motion 
to strike out; and upon a division there were— 
ayes 53, noes 69. 

before the resultof the vote was announced, 

Mr. YOUNG called for tellers. 

‘The question was taken upon ordering tell- 
ers; and there were eleven in the aflirmative 

So (the affirmative not being one fifth ofa 
quorum) tellers were not ordered. 

Accordingly, the motion to strike out was 
not agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following : 

On salt, in bags, sacks, barrels, or other packages, 
twelve cents per one hundred pounds. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 


of 


I move 


to amend that paragraph by adding thereto | 


the following : 
Provided, That salt actually used in the preserving 


or curing of fish shall be admitted free of duty, un- | 


der such regulations asthe Secretary of the Treasury 
shall prescribe. 
| 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. move to amend 
the amendment by inserting after the 


‘‘fish’’ the words ** butter and meats of all 
kinds.’’ 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 


amendment is merely to correct an error in 
the law; that is all. 


Mr. DUKE. Is it in order to move to 


further amend by inserting the words ‘‘or to | 


be used as a fertilizer?’’ 

The CHAIRMAN, It is not; 
amendment is in order. 

The question was taken upon the amend- 
ment to the amendment; and upon adivision, 
there were—ayes 77, noes 55. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. DAWES called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Hoar and 
Mr. FarNswortu were appointed. 

The committee again divided ; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 68, noes 65. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The question was upon the amendment as 
amended. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
now to withdraw my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman cannot 
withdraw it, the Committee of the Whole 
having amended it. 

Mr. McINTYRE. I movete furtheramend 
by inserting the words ‘‘and for all other pur- 
poses.’ 

Mr. CONGER. I raise the same point of 
order that I did upon the former amendment 


no further 


I propose 


| of the gentleman. 


The CHAIRMAN, 
point of order. 

Mr. DUKE. I move toamend by inserting 
‘‘ or as a fertilizer’ after the amendment last 


The Chair sustains the 


i adopted. 


word | 


My | 


a 
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| Mr. CONGER. If I remember the book 


| on farming, Mr. Greeley nowhere recommends 





the use of salt as a fertilizer. (Laughter. } 

The question was taken upon the amend- 
ment moved by Mr. Duke ; and upon a divis- 
ion there were—ayes 75, noes 40; no quorum 
voting. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. Concer and 
Mr. Duke were ap pointed, 

The committee again divided ; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 70, noes 53. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
to further amend by adding the following: 

Provided further, That all laws for collecting the 
duty on salt are hereby repealed. 

Mr. DAWES. 
this amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I do not 
propose to make salt free. I leave the duty as 
it now is, but propose to repeal the law pro- 
viding for its collection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

The question was taken upon the amend- 
ment as amended; and upon a division there 
were—ayes 56, noes 73. 

Before the result of this vote was announced, 

Mr. DUKE called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered; and accord- 
ingly the amendment, as amended, was not 
agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following: 

On bend or belting leather, and on Spanish or 
other sole leather, fifteen per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. KELLEY. I move to strike out the 
paragraph just read. The present duty upon 
this article is but thirty-five per cent., being 
below the average of our import duties. The 
article is one of very large native production; 
and [ can see no reason why we should invite 
competition from abroad by striking off sixty 
per cent. of the existing duty. I would like 
to hear from some of the friends of this bill 


I raise a point of order on 


| the reason why that should be done. 


Mr. DAWES. The Committee of Ways and 
Means gave a long hearing—I regret that | 
am unable to remember whether the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. KeLuLey] was 
present or not—to the tanners and the dealers 


'in leather, one party seeking to have hides 
| free, and the other to arrange in conformity 


with that proposition the duty upon leather. 
These parties were heard together; they con- 
ferred together; and they all agreed that if 
hides should be free, this ‘leather could be put 
at fifteen per cent. After this hearing of those 


| interested in the question, especially from the 
| city of Philadelphia, the committee at their 


thirty per cent. instead of thirty-five. 


suggestion fixed the duty at fifteen per cent., 
that being stated as all they would ask if hides 
should be free; and in this bill hides are put 
in the free list. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. KELLEY. I move then an amend- 
ment to the amendment, to make the duty 
I re- 
member to have heard the delegations to 
which the gentleman from Massachusetts 
refers; and [| remember that the assurance 
given on all sides was that the admission of 
hides duty free would not affect the American 
market for hides; that hides came in salted 
and dried so that they could be useful only in 
connection with certain kinds of sole leather. 
Now, though we may have reduced the actual 
cost of certain qualities of sole leather to the 
extent of the duty upon salted or dried hides, 
we make no change that will justify so large a 
reduction of duty as this. Nor did I under- 
stand from the representatives of shoemakers 
and other users of leather that the admission 
of dry or salted hides would affect the price 
of leather generally. Therefore I withdraw 


Chairman-—— 


my second amendment and ask for a vote on 
the first. 
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Mr. KERR. I rise mainly to say that what 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means has stated in regard to the representa- 
tions made before the committee corresponds 
precisely with my recollection on that subject. 
But in addition to what he has said, and 
in addition to what has been said by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Kevuey,} [| 
want to call the attention of the House to the 
very remarkable fact that during the last year 
there was collected upon leather called bend, 
or belting, less than $1,000 in gold. Hence, 
this proposed reduction will take only $281 
out of the Treasury. It is to mea matter of 
amazement that any gentleman 

Mr. MAYNARD. Will the gentleman tell 
us how much was the amount of duty received 
on imported sole leather? For this item 
strikes down the duty on that article also. 

Mr. BURCHARD. The whole amount of 
revenue received during the last fiscal year 
from the articles named in this paragraph was 
$497. 

Mr. KERR. I am right in my statement. 
The whole reduction made by this provision 
of the bill is but $281. Now, if so little of 
this article has ever come into competition 
with the domestic product of like character, I 
ask, why shall we continue the duty at all? 
This article ought to be as free as any in the 
world. The best evidence that an article has 
no business in the tariff is the fact that it pro- 
duces no revenue to the Government; that, 
in other words, the duty is simply prohibitory 
of importation. But beyond all that we have 
the fact that if these articles were free there 
would still be no importation, because this 
country in every part and section produces all 
these things; and the natural protection en- 
joyed by the domestic producer is so great 
that the foreign product can never come into 
successful competition with our immense na- 
tive production. Toa large extent every com- 
munity in this land produces its own leather. 
I think, therefore, that instead of increasing 
the duty above the recommendation of the 





I] 


committee, these articles ought to be made | 


free. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I move as an amend- 
ment to the amendment to strike out ‘ fifteen’’ 
and insert ‘‘twenty-five.’’ Mr. Chairman, the 
arguments coming from a certain quarter in 
this debate invariably and instinctively are to 
keep on the duties, to retain them on all those 
articles which we do not produce in this coun- 
try and cannot produce, which we bring in 
from other countries where the climate and 
other conditions are such they can alone fur- 
nish them, while every product of our own 
soil, of our own looms, mills, and shops is to 
be admitted, they tell us, free. It was salt; 
and now leather isto be brought into competi- 
tion with our own tanners scattered all over 
the country from the sea-board to the mount- 
ains. 

I ask gentlemen interested in any of the 
industries of this country to look at this one 
fact. It would open our markets to the whole 
world in competition with our own skill, our 
own industry, and it would close them and 
place heavy duties on them when we seek to 
bring in the products of other soils which can- 
not be produced here. Why is it gentlemen 
instinctively, as if by inspiration, whenever an 
article is to be brought from Liverpool, Man- 
chester, Birmingham, or anywhere else in the 
British kingdoms, or from Canada across the 
line, make it free and let it come in without 
any restriction whatever? If they were their 
legal representatives in this House, they could 
not more instinctively and truly represent those 
Interests than they do. I[ submit our own 
labor is to be considered before the labor of 
England, of Belgium, of France, or of any 
Other nation of the world. 

We are told we enrich our own people. I 
trust in all conscience they do get rich. lam 
glad to build up all parts of my country. Lam 
hot one of those holding narrow and con- 


tracted views who would look at the pros- 
perity of my neighbors as so much taken out 
of my own pocket. With those who look by 
comparison upon the prosperity of their neigh 
bors as so much taken away from them | have 
no sympathy whatever, and [ trust | have no 
other desire than to hail the prosperity of all 
classes of our citizens in every section of the 
country. Itis an argument addressed ad in- 
vidiam when we hear the argument addressed 
on the tariff that somebody somewhere in this 
country is making a livelihood by the produc- 
tion ofa certain article, and therefore we are 
to admit it free of duty. 

Now we have the cry for free leather. Are 
we to go to the tanner, and the men engaged 
in preparing the barks for tanning, and those 
engaged in the various preliminaries to the 


| great work of making leather, and tell them 


we will allow to come into competition with 
them the whole world and so crush out their 
industries? Are we totell them that free leather 
is to come into competition with them from 
Canada and elsewhere ? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Mr. MAYNARD. But one word more. 
There are two distinct sides to this discussion. 
[ advocate one and the gentleman from In 
diana another. It is a question for the House 
to determine which shall prevail, whether the 
American policy of protecting American in- 
dustry shall prevail, or the policy of protecting 
the industries of all the world except only the 
industries of our own people. IL now withdraw 
my amendment. 

Mr. BURCHARD. The statement made by 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means [Mr. Dawes] is a suflicient answer to 
the remarks of the gentleman from Tennessee. 
There is no industry in this country which asks 
for a continuance of the present duty. The 
tanners themselves told us that if the duty on 
hides were reduced, or hides were made free, 
they would be satisfied with ten or fifieen per 
cent. on leather. The committee put in this 
bill the duty at the highest rate which the 
tanners asked. ‘The present rate of duty is 
absolutely prohibitory. The whole production 
of the country amounts to millions of dollars, 
while the duty paid into the Treasury is in- 
considerable. But I think it is unnecessary to 
consume the time of the committee discussing 
this subject. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I merely desire 
to add a word or two to what I have said 
already, and mainly in reply to the suggestions 
of the gentleman from Tennessee. He com- 
plains that by some kind of inspiration or in- 
stinct I always raise my voice here against 
bounties demanded by protectionists. 1 con- 
fess I do instinctively oppose everything of 
this kind, and I do it, i believe, because it is 
the result of an instinctive love for honesty 
and equality on my part. In this I make no 
invidious distinction against anybody else, but 
I have an instinctive hatred of bounties, an 
instinctive dislike of everything which tends 
to build up special privileges, or to give par 
ticular advantages to any class of the commun- 
ity, or to have any favorites in making laws. 
The gentleman i 
respects differs from me. From some motive, 
whether instinctive or otherwise, | do not care 
which, he always rallies to the support of 
monopolies and to take the part of favored 
classes against the people. ‘That is what I 
complain of. He does not like to pay taxes any 
more than other people. 


The gentleman’s time 


Then, why does he 
so zealously insist on imposing these taxes on 
others ? 

I want to give the people of this country, 
forty millions of men, women, and children, the 
cheapest leather that it 
get. I want, f 
the markets of the whole world. 


is possible for them to 
ir that purpose, to open to them 


I contend that there inheres in the very idea 
of personal liberty a right in every human 


|| being to buy these things wherever he can buy 
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trom Tennessee in ail these || 


9n0" 

OLol 

them cheapest. And therefore it is that I 
oppose this idea of bounties under all circum 
stances. It is wrong, it is oppressive, it is 
unjust to the people. Why should | be com 


pelled tO pay some man on the 


twenty-five cents more 


sea board 
mm &@ pound of 
leather than | would have to pay hin if there 


SO. 


were no duty atail? Why should L be com 
pelled to pay him one peuny more for it 


Ll could buy it for if the 


than 


re were no protection | 


: 
lf L always paid that additional twenty-tive 


cents, Or slugie penny, to the breasury as 


honest tax tor revenue, | would not co ti poten, 
But | do not. 


as this to pay it as bounty to my fellow-cilizen, 


Lam compelled by such a duty 


or neariy ali OF tb, al least more than four 
fifths of it. lt is to this Outrage tha | object, 
lL want to protect the whole peopie against the 
payment of anything but honest tax, 

lt becomes then w® ques!lon Of silnple hon 
esty, of fair dealog, of common mght, whieh 
goes right back to the very foundation of the 


have no right to tm 
\\ hae i 
i 


this has failed, 


Government. 1 say you 
pose any such duty, excepttior revenue. 
it fails Lo pro luce revenue, as 
and the public records show that it has taried 


lor 


anys 1 r 
ehnavilug 


why sbould we coultinue lis operation the 


mere purpose of ebabling somebody, 


a few men interested 


ha monopory, to charg 
an additional price for those articles of um 
versal consumption and demand? Thatis the 


ground on which | object to the amendment. 
Lt is ho a que 


Vhis tuX Wiil Hot 


| hope | am understood. 
ot 


add 


Lion 


‘ 
reS Ot 


labor or Wa 
a penny 


imbor 


to wages of a siugle laborer 


America, but it will augment the incomes of 
some wealthy protected manulacturers. Other 
wise, Why do they want the tax? 

Mr. DAWES. I eall tor a vote. 

Mr. KISLLEY. L would like simp Lo say 
to the gentieman trom Indiana t iat the tan 
neries are nol, aS he supposes, On \ 
poara, 

Mr. KERR. Lhe protected tunneries are 

|} On the ea-board; those in the interior are not 
yrotected, 

Mr. KELLEY. I renew the amendmen 
which | withdrew for the purpose of saying 
that the great slaughter-houses 

Mr. DAWES. Is any turther amendment 


in order ? 


The CHAIRMAN. 
is in order 


Mr. MAYNARD. I 


No further amendment 


withdraw my amend 


ment. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. lL object to the 
amendment being withdrawn. 

The CHAIRMAN. Lhe question is on 


agreeing to the amendment of the gentleman 


from Lennessee, | Mr. Maynanrp. | [he 


gen 
tleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. KeLiery 
moves to strike out “*fitleen’’ and insert 
‘twenty.”” The gentleman from ‘Tennessee 


moves to amend that by striking out ** twenty 
aud inserting ‘‘ twenty five.’’ 

. : 
Lhe question being pub on Mr. M AYNAKD 


amendment, 1b Was disagreed to. 


he question was next taken on Mr. Ki 
LEY S amendment, and it was disagreed to 

The question was next on Mr. Iki y's 
motion to strike out the paragraph. 

Lhe motion was disagreed to 

Mr. KELLEY. | now move to rike ou 
the word ** fifteen ’’ and insert the word ** sev- 
énuteen.”’ 

1 offer that amendment that I may have 
an Opportunity of telling the gentieman trom 
Indiana | Mr. IN i RR} that ibis nol at the se 


board that the il her ol Catlie are raised 
Ib is not at the sea mrad tia the bark 1 
found tor the American tanneries | hie atthe 
and the bark are found in the western ana 
soulbern States, and the tanneries are there 
aud not upon the board, 

Mr. KERR iL iS at the sea-bouard that the 
peu itl collected, 

Mr. KELLEY. So blinded is the yen! 
man by bis theory that he forgets the m 


obvious faces, those Ww hich surround him, aud 
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which are familiar to him in his daily life in 
his Indiana home. Sole leather which is pro- 
tected by this duty is a product of the West, 
and a reduction of the duty will be felt by the 
western people I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. KERR, The tatement of the gentle- 
man from Ps yivania is without any found- 
auion in truth at all I can show by the 
records that not a bitof western leather is pro- 
tected by this tariff 

Mr. BURCHARD. Lrenewthe amendment 
of the rey eman trom Ve nnsylvania for the 
purpose Of sa ra single word 

[here appeared before the Committee of 


ns one of the most intelligent 
largest tanners of the West, 
Milwaukee. te appeared before 
ommittee of Ways and Means of the last 
Congre yi avo and madeastatement 
to that committee, which was pul lished. And 


Mr. Allan, of 


, \Wwo irs 


when | saw his statements in favor of hides 
being made free and the duty on leather re- 
duced, | wrote to a very intelligent tanner in 
my own district, and asked him what he had 
to say to these statements. He said that the 
statements of this Milwaukee gentleman were 
correct, and that it was the interest of the 
tanner, the interest of the consumer, and the || 


interest of the people of the country that hides 


should be iree an i the duty upon leather re- 


duced. If we can give credence to what these 
men say, we can judge what will be for the 
interest of the western farmers. I withdraw 
the amendment, 

Mr. MAYNARD. I renew the amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. I raise the point of order 
that the committee having voted down all the 
amendments offered to this paragraph, and 


having also voted down the motion to strike 


out the paragraph, itis not now in order to 
offer further amendments to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair overrules 
the point of order 


Mr. MAYNARD. It may be properly said 


that the Lanning interest is not on the sea- board, 
but in the interior where the bark is to be 
found, | much easier to take the hides 
from the coast to where the bark is produced 
and there tan it into leather, and take the 
leather back to the coast, than it is to take the 
bark » the coast and tan the leather there. 


Bark for tanning purposes ia produced in my 


a t 1) vreat 


g indance and of good quality. 
‘Lhe lea er thats tanned there does not come 
int 1withthat which it is proposed 
to admit at this reduced rate of duty. It may 
be that the country represented by the gen- 


leman trom Indiana, [Mr. Kerr,] being 
praine country, and with 


a 
ut forests, can have 


i supers and no tanning interest. But it is 
not >in ner reg ons, wl ere the oak grows 
In na forests, and the means of tanning are 
80 a int that it is found easier to bring 
hides fi South America and Mexico and 
from ( the world to those places and 
tan them into leather than itis to carry the 


ard, 


bark to ne Sea-v 


lhe gentleman says that a tanner is a mo 
nopolist. Sir, it would surprise the tanners 
of my country, scattered about there in the 
h , to be told that they are monopolists. It 
would be the first time probably that they ever 


had a clear idea of what a monopolistis. They 


have probably heard of him but did not know 


that a monopolist meant a tanner, a man who 
with a few hundred dollars had built a parcel 
ot val had collected a quantity of bark, and 


was engaged in tanning the hides brought to 
him by his neighbors, and also those brought 


from abroad. 


Sir, the gentleman is perfectly insane, he is 
perfectly infatuated with something like mad 
Hess, 1 reference to every Man Who engages 
mM anything cea productive industry in this 
country ; he looks upon him as his natural 
enemy. W sir, the great statesman of 


Virginia, who avowed himself so great a foe 
to a sheep that he would go on foot I do 
not know how many yards to kick, one was 





May 9, 








hardly a circumstance to the gentleman from 
Indiana, 

It is suggested to me that I am unparlia- 
mentary in using the term ‘‘insane’’ in con- 
nection with my friend from Indiana. I beg 
to be understood as using the word in refer- 
ence only to whatever relates to the industrial 
policy, to the industrial interests of this 
country. [am sure that either his mind is 
unhinged or else mine is, so utterly diverse are 
our opinion upon this question. 

| Here the hammer fell. } 

‘The question was taken upon the motion to 


| strike out ‘* twenty ’’ and insert ‘‘ seventeen ;’’ 


| skins are offered and find buyers. 


| mistake in reporting this paragraph. 


and it was not agreed to. 
The Clerk read the following: 


On upper leather of all kinds, and on skins tanned 


and dressed, of all kinds, twenty per cent. ad 
vaiorem, 
Mr. L. MYERS. I move to amend this 


paragraph by striking out the: words ** of all 
kinds, twenty per cent. ad valorem’’ and’ in- 
serting in lieu thereof the words * or finished, 
twenty-five per cent. ad valorem ; and on goal 
skins tanned and not dressed or finished, ten 
per cent. ad valorom.”’ 

The Committee of Ways and Means have 
undoubtedly, perhaps unintentionally, madea 
I object 
to it for two reasons. First, they have placed 
the same duty on goat-skins tanned and unfin- 
ished as upon those tanned and finished. In 
other words, they protect the labor of this 
country to no greater extent when these 
articles are finished abroad and come into 
competition with us, than when the finishing 
is done here. 

These goat-skins, chiefly from the East In- 
dies, tanned very cheaply there with the native 
gambier, are imported into England free of 


| duty, and they are there made up at less than 


half the cost of the labor here. At the public 
sales in London, held monthly, eight hundred 
thousand to one million tanned East India goat- 
The trade 


| say that ten per cent. protection is enough on 


these tanned and unfinished skins; that much 
being necessary to give work to our tanners 
and foster the production of American sumac, 
of which we have not enough, being compelled 
to import from Sicily. 

But there is a greater objection to this para- 
graph. It is that the duty on goat-skins dressed 


and finished is reduced twenty per cent. It is 


| twenty-five per cent. by the present tariff, and 


| 


this paragraph proposes to reduce it to twenty 
per cent., which is a reduction of twenty per 
cent.; while even the articles in the succeed- 
ing sections, against the reduction of which 
there is so much objection, are reduced but 
ten per cent. 

he gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] 
says a great deal about what articles the 
people of this country want free. Let me tell 
him that in this country there are fifty thou- 
sand operatives employed in the manufacture 
of morocco from goat and sheep-skins, and 
that this interest, which in the past ten years 
has doubled, yields $4,000,000 of revenue 
annually. What is said on 
by the men interested in the business who 
appeared here, and in whom my friend of 
the Committee of Ways and Means [Mr. 
BurcuarD] has confidence, asI have? ‘They 


say that on account of the decline in gold | 


there has been a largely increased importation 
of dressed leather, amounting in the city of 
New York to two or three hundred thousand 
dollars a week; and that the profits of the 
manufacturers during last year were not more 
than five per cent, 

Now, whom does the reduction strike? In- 
asmuch as we give to our unskilled laborers, 
the beamers of leather, fourteen to seventeen 
dollars a week, while in Mentz laborers of the 
same class get but one florin and a half, equal 


this question | 


to sixty cents, a day in gold, or about four | 


dollars a week; inasmuch as our skilled work- 
men and finishers receive twenty dollars a 








| duty on those articles. 


| dressed of all kinds, fifteen per cent.’’ 





week, while throughout Germany and France 
the price paid for such labor is but about six 
dollars a week; inasmuch as it costs us $2 60 
to finish a dozen of these skins, while in Kng- 
land it can be done for half that sum, the 
reduction of twenty per cent. on the article 
of finished leather falls upon the American 
laborer. In fact, this whole question of pro- 
tection is very largely one of a difference in 
wages. [ am not for high duties to favor 
monopolies and enrich employing manufac- 
turers; but I do urge that protection which 
does justice equally to employer and em- 
ployed, whose interests 1 consider identical, 
and which, fostering: new arts, maintains 
those we have in their full vigor, and elevates 
labor by giving it a just compensation. Pros- 
tration to this manufacture would bring sorrow 
to the homes of fifty thousand men, women, 
and children employed in it, not to speak of 
the thousands linked to them by ties of busi- 
ness or kindred. And what is true of one 
industry against which there is a foreign com- 
petition is true ofall. I hope the amendment 
| have suggested will be accepted by the com- 
mittee. 

‘The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. KELLEY. Imove to amend by strik- 
ing out the paragraph. I make this motion 
because of the incongruity of the provision, as 
set forth by my colleague, [Mr. L. Myenks, ] 
and because of the fact that while it prostrates 
a great industry it proposes a very heavy blow 
at the revenues of the country. The gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. Kerr, ] in replying to 


| me on the subject of bend and sole leather, 


pointed to the insignificant sum received as 
Sir, from the articles 
named in this paragraph we received last year 
$451,000, which amount it is proposed to re- 
duce twenty per cent. by cutting down the 
duty from twenty-five per cent. to twenty. 

As my colleague has well said, this para- 
graph imposes upon upper leather of all kinds, 
that is, finished leather, the same rate of duty 
which it imposes on skins tanned and dressed 
the raw material of which upper leather is 


| made. It will strike down the duty on the man- 


ufactured article and maintain at the same 
level the duty on the raw material, My atten- 
tion has been called to this inequality and in- 
justice by skin-dressers from Boston and its 
vicinity who are in the habit of importing skins 
tanned or dressed and converting them into 
upper leather. ‘They say that this would bea 
blow at the whole business of manufacturing 
the finer leather in this country. I would 
press upon the attention of the House the in- 
congruity of the provision as embraced in this 
bill, and also the impropriety of giving up one 
fifth of the present revenue from this source. 

Mr. DAWES. I believe that the object 
which the gentlemen from Pennsylyania are 
striving for is attained by the provision as it 
stands; but if there be any doubt about the 
language, I will move—— 

Mr. KELLEY. I suggest to the gentle- 
man to strike out the words ‘‘on leather of 
all kinds’? and insert ‘‘on skins tanned and 
This 


will make something of a reduction in duties 


| and something of a discrimination in favor of 


home labor and manufactures. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to amend the para- 
graph so as to read as follows: 

On upper leather of all kinds, and on skins dressed 


and finished of all kinds, twenty per cent. ad valo- 
rem, 


Mr. L. MYERS. Before this passes, I de- 
sire to make a suggestion. It is right as far 
as it goes. I sayto the chairman of the Com- 
inittee of Ways and Means the duty in this 
amendment is right as far as it goes. It fixes 
it at twenty per cent. Has he thoughtof the 
fact that that is more than a reduction of ten 
per cent.; that it is mach more than the reduc- 
tion on the articles which follow, where it is 
provided the reduction shall be only ten per 
cent. ? 
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Mr. DAWES. 


The reason is we brought 
in hides free. 


Mr. L. MYERS. Raw goat-skins nowcome | 


in free. It does not protect that interest at 
all, but only protects other interests. ‘Twenty 
thousand persons are employed in finishing up 
raw goat-skins. This interest is not benefited, 
but seriously injured by the reduction pro- 
posed. I suggest to the gentleman to make it 
twenty-two per cent. instead of twenty per 
cent., 80 as to correspond with his own argu- 
ment. 

Mr. BURCHARD. In the Morrill tariff it 
was raised to twenty per cent. By the tariff 
of 1862 a duty was placed on hides, which 
were up to that time free, and on skins of 
all kinds, whether dried or salted, ten per 
cent. In the tariff of 1870 the duty on 
skins was repealed, at least so far as those 
mentioned by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
yvania. We propose now to take off the duty 
on hides and skins of all kinds, ten per cent. 
and make them free. We propose at the same 
time we take off this duty on hides and skins, 
ten per ceot., to make the duty as it is pro 
posed in this bill. Taking off the duty on 
hides and skins put on them by the Morrill 
tariff, of ten per cent., and only deducting five 
per ent. from the previous duty of twenty-five 
per cent., | think the manufacturers, at least 
in this respect, have no cause to complain of 
this reduction. 

Mr. Dawes’s amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DAWES. I now move to insert ** on 
all skins for morocco, tanned and unfinished, 
ten per cent. ad valorem. 

he amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On calf-skins, tanned, twenty per cent. ad valorem, 

Mr. KELLEY. I move to strike out 
‘twenty’? andinsert ‘‘thirty.’’ 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest that he say on 
skins curried and dressed, thirty per cent., and 
for those tanned twenty per cent. 

Mr. KELLEY. ‘The figures to which I 
alluded before, of $1,319,663 69, are the 
amount of duties collected last year on tanned 
calf-skins. 
cent. It is now proposed to reduce it to 
twenty per cent., a reduction of thirty-three 
per cent. Why should this article be reduced 
so far below the general average of our tariff? 
What interest is to be benefited by it? Is 
the Treasury to be benefited by it? Are the 


The rate of duty is thirty per | 





tanners of the country to be benetited by it ? | 


No, sir; nor will the consumers of shoes be bene- 
fited by it. 
the foreign tannerand exporter. You will have 
stricken about four hundred thousand dollars 
a year out of our income; you will have 
damaged a great industry; you will have 
somewhat diminished the price of calf-skins in 
the country. There is no one demanding any 
such reduction; there is no good reason 
assignable for this reduction, and therefore | 
hope it will not be made. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I think this 
reduction ought to be made. As I have re- 
peatedly said, it ought to be lower than the 
bill makes it. I wautall the reduction the bill 
proposes. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania inquires 
who will be benefited by reduction? | say 
all of the consumers of this leather which is 
affected at all by the tariff will be beyond all 
question benefited. If this duty does not 
increase the price of leather for somebody, in 
the interest of somebody, why does not he vote 
to make it free? If it does not increase the 
price, why do you wantit? You are ignoring 
and Stultifying your position. It is the en- 
hanced prices which duties give that you 
want. If duties did not enhance your prices 
you would not give a fig for them. The 
country knows, and the world knows, that you 
icrease the price of these things by reason of 
it. ‘Take off the tax, then, and let the people 
have these things free and cheap. 


it will go at once to the benefit of | 


| and will alter his language 


|, dollars. Therefor 





‘ai @ my voice here alone for the forty 
million imers in this country. They are 
entitled to be heard on this floor. Monopoly 
is heard here too much:-and too often, and 
from nobody’s mouth so often as from that of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, | Mr. Ket- 
LEY, | and that of the other gentleman from 
Pennsylvania on my right, [Mr. L. Myegrs. } 
That gentleman very flippantly makes com- 


parisons of the cost of wages in this country | 


and abroad. ‘The gentleman does not know 
what those wages are to-day. His statements 
are wild and most unreliable, and made in the 
interest of protection, not of labor. 

Mr. L. MYERS. I am ready to have my 
statement on that subject placed against that 
of the gentleman from Indiana, [ Mr. Kerr. ] 


Mr. KERR. And | am most willing to | 


assume just such a relation toward the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, and allow my state- 
ment to go to the country alongside of his; 
and I have no fear for the comparison of my 
statement with his among all honest men. 

Mr. L. MYERS. 


order. 


1 call the gentleman to 
What does the gentleman mean by 


'| that? 


Mr. KERR. Just what I say. 

Mr. L. MYERS. ‘The gentleman shall not 
use such language on this floor or elsewhere. 
I made no statement against the gentleman. 
I combated his arguments, as | had a right to 
do, on this floor; and 1—— 

| lhe close of the sentence was not heard 
from the noise made by the knocking of the 
Chairman’s gavel. 

the CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will come to order. ‘The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania calls the gentleman 
from Indianato order. He will state his point 
of order. 

Mr. KERR. I did not reflect on the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. | asserted a prop 
osition of my own, and I did not make it 
applicable to him at all. I repeat my state 
ment. 1 do not take it back, because it is 
true. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will state his point of order. 

Mr. L. MYERS. If the gentleman from 
Indiana states that he meant no reflection, 





Mr. KERR. I will make no alteration. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Then I object to the 
gentieman from Indiana proceeding except in 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania will state the language of the 
gentleman from Indiana to which he takes 
excepulon, 

Mr. L. MYERS. The gentleman stated 
that he left honest men to judge between us. 
That seemed to convey an intimation or reflec- 
tion objectionable to me. If he withdraws it 
| withdraw my objection to his proceeding. 

Mr. KERR. I do not withdraw a word | 
have said, tor I have not said a word that I do 
not believe to be true and right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules that 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] was 
not out of order in stating what the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has just repeated. The 
Chair did not observe himseif the language 
which has been objected to, but the language 
just repeated by the gentleman from Pennsy| 
Vania is not out of order in the judgment of 
the Chair. ‘The gentleman from Indiana will 
proceed In order. 

Mr. KERR. The reduction that will be 
made inthe duty by this paragraph is $430,000. 
That is a reduction which I think above all 
others proposs d in this bill ought to be made, 
because it is in the interest of the consumer: 
It is a reduction made from a 
protective duty, not from a revenue duty. By 
that | simply mean that while the duty on this 
kind of leather pays to the Treasury now a little 
over a million do!lars, 11 pays to the protected 
classes in this country more than four million 


of the country. 


| the Whole what to me appear to be eithe 
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the revenue from this source we save to the 
people of this country, in my judgment, more 
than one and three quarter m lhon dollars of 
unjust and unlawtul exactions in the interest 
of afew, of aclass, and notof the whole. Pro- 
tective duties pay a little to the Treasury and 
much more in enhanced prices to the protected 
classes. Duty is only paid on the litth quan- 
tity of leather that is imported; but the exist- 
ence of that duty enables the domestic m nu 
facturer in certain sections of the eountry to 
raise the price of his leather, which pays no 
duty, as high as if it did pay duty. 

l want our taxes to be imp ised for revenue 
alone. IL bhold always that the supreme duty 
of the people’s Representatives is to tax the 
people tor revenue and nothing else. Under 
no circumstances have youa right to put your 
hand in my pocket and take a part of my 
money for the advantage of any particular 
interest or person and not for the advantage 
of the revenue. ‘That is my ground of objec: 
tion to this kind of duties. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. KELLOGG. I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out ‘thirty’? and in 
serting ‘twenty five.”’ | make this motion 


for this reason: L believe it is an interest that 
not even my friend from New York, { Mr. Cox, | 
or anybody else on the other side, acquainted 
with my district, will say we are particularly 
interested in. 

{ find that under the tariff of March 2, 1861, 


the duty was twenty-five per cent. 5 under the 


| old tariff of 1842, it was thirty-five per cent 


, while we take $430,000 off || 


Now, if we reduce it from thirty to twenty-five 
per cent. we are taking otf one sixth of the 
present duty, or reducing it sixteen and two 
third percent. I think that is as large a re 
duction as ought to be made on so large an in- 
terest as this, and one which produces so large 
a portion of the revenue. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I rise simply for 
the purpose of getting the ear of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Keviey], so that he 
may explain to me and to the Committee of 

‘ra 
mistake or a very great inconsistency. He 
asks, if you reduce the tarnff on calf-skins— 
I give that simply as an illustration—who gets 
the benefit of it? The American consumer 
No, sir. ‘The foreign producer will immedi- 
ately add the difference to the price, and he 
will get the benefit of the reduction. 

Sir, the gentleman has argued in favor of a 
reduction of the duties on tea and cotfee ; he 
has argued to us in favor of the reduction of 
the duty upon tin. Now, I ask him if his 
principle is true, why does it not apply to tea 
and coffee, and why does it not apply to tin ? 
Why does it not apply to all the articles in 
regard to which he is willing to make a reduc- 
tion of duty, and not to this article alone upon 
which he is unwilling to make a reduction ? 
Why does not the foreign consumer of tea and 
coffee and tin add the amount of duty to his 
price for those articles ? 

Mr. KELLEY. I shall be very happy to 
enlighten the gentleman from Missour, | Mr. 
FINKLENBURG. | and [| hope that | can make 
him perceive the difference, and perceive 1 80 
efllicaciously that it will control bis vote. Large 
as our importations of calf-skins 1s, that 1s, 
large relatively to the amount of duty, it 18 so 
small relatively to the large quantity of calt- 
skins consumed in the country that if you were 
to reduce the duty upon that article slightly 
you would not affect the general price of the 
market. It is like coal, as | argued the ques- 
tion yesterday. | said that the duty upon e ral 
was a mere question of revenue, because the 
four hundred thousand tons that you imported 
did not affect the price of the twenty million 
tons of domestic coal that was consumed eust 
of the Alleghanies and north of the Potomae ; 
that the foreign arucie took its price, being 
the minor quantity, and very largely so, from 
the price which ruled the major quantity, the 
domestic production. 


Vheretore, either the 
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foreign exporter or the American importer 
would buy at current foreign prices, bring the 
goods into this market, and sell them at eur 
I \ rican prices, thereby making a protit 
a he ¢ ol tt produ 0 he United States, 
it i without advantage to the American Gill 
Zen 

Ne is to tin and tea and coffee. Willthe 
genticwan tell me that we produce so much 
mor \merican tin than we import of foreign 
Lire tliat ¢ ! e@ pl luction regulates the 
marke Will he tell me that the American 
pen msume more American tea than they 
do of ( and Japanese tea; and so much 
m the home supply regulates the price 
ot the market, as is the case with coal, and 
ih wi be the case with call skins? Will he 
telio ou that our poe Ople can produce nineteen 
twentieths of the coffee they consume, and 
that therefore the American supply being so 
\ in Comparison with the q lautitly imported, 
it re ale he price in the market? If he 
cannot answer these questions aflirmatively, 
then | ask him to beleve that nature’s laws 
are inflexible, and that man takes advantage 
of them wherever he can. When our own 
enorme production Of call-skins fixes the 
prices which the importers sell for, and the 


amount inported is relatively small compared 


with the amount produce d in this country, 
then the foreign exporter or the American 
importer w take the advantage which the 
inflexible laws of trade will give him, 


Mr. FINKELNBURG. ‘Then the gentle- 
t t} : 
among the importers. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope we shall havea vote. 
At the proper time 1 wish to introduce a single 


man assumes tha bere is ho 


competion 


amendment 
which has been made in the language of this 
paragray th, 

CHAIRMAN. 


amendme 


Tha The question is on the 


ut of the gentleman trom Connecticut 


{| Me. KELLOGG | to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. KELLEY. | 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Mr. Chair- 
man 

Mr. DAWES. It is unnecessary for the 
gentleman to discuss it. The amendment will 
not be adopted. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Are you 
sure of that hen I have nothing to say. 

The amendment of Mr. KeLLOGG to the 


amendment ot Mr. KeLLEY was not agreed to. 
The of Mr. KeLury was not 


ore ed Lo. 


amendment 
a 

Mr. DAWES. In consequence of the change 
which has been made in the phraseology, it 1s 
necessary to insert the following: 


rendered necessary by the change | 


| system which coffee had. 


Mr. KELLEY. 


end of 


We have now come to the 
the section, and | believe, in accord- 


ance with the ruling of the Chair, new articles | 


may now be introduced as amendments to the 
section. I therefore move to amend by insert- 
ing after line twenty of section one, 
chiccory root unground, one cent per pound.’’ 
Chiccory, as gentlemen know, is a substitute 
for coflee, and is preferred by many people to 


coffee. It is recommended by physicians in 


On | 
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many cases of nervous disease as a substitute | 


for coffee for the use of those for whose nerves 
coffee is too violent, yet who are accustomed 
to that beverage when in health. ‘The present 
duty upon this article is one hundred and 
ninety-three per cent., a prohibitory duty. 
The article is one of enormous consumption 
in all the countries of Europe; and as we have 
made coffee and tea free, | should feel that we 


ought to make chiccory free but that my theory | 


of developing the resources of the country in- 
tervenes ; andas in Californiacliccory is being 
cultivated, | would leave a duty of one cent a 
pound upon it, which would be in the neigh- 
borhood of thirty-five per cent. 

Mr. BANKS.  L rise to oppose the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. | 
do not understand that chiccory is used gener- 
ally here or in other countries as a substitute 
for coffee. | understand it to be used as a 
material for adulteration. 

Mr. KELLEY. The pure article is used by 
many in preference to coffee; and, as lL have 
said, it is frequently prescribed for nervous 
patients who are accustomed to the taste of 
coffee but require something less powerful in 
its effects upon the system. 

Mr. BANKS. My impression is exactly the 
1 undertand that the bulk of the 
chiecory used in this country is used for the 
adulteration ot coffee. So general has this 
adulteration become in Great Britain that 
legislation has been necessary to check it. 
At one time the sale of coffee in which there 


opposite, 


| was chiccory was prohibited; and afterward 


it was provided that coffee whenever adulter- 


ated with chiccory should not be sold unless | 


stamped as coffee mixed with chiccory. 

Mr. DAWES. My colleague is mistaken. 
His colleague and mine, who sits here, com- 
municated to the committee the fact that in his 
own district it was used largely as the substitute 
for coffee and preferred by families to drink, 
because it kad not the effect on the nervous 
{t is an article of 


| merchandise. 


On calf-skins tanned and finished, thirty per cent. 
aa l tcarein, 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York. What is the | 


duty on other classes of calf-skins ? 

Mr. DAWES.  Calf-skins untanned and 
raw are Calf-skins tanned pay a duty 
of twenty per cent. ad valorem. My present 
amendment does not alter the rate. The 
object is to keep up the distinction between 
tanned skins and those tanned and finished, 
so that the article upon which the most labor 
is performed may not pay the same rate of 
duty as that upon which the least labor is 
pertormed, 

Mr. BURCHARD. It appears to me that 
the amendment of the gentleman would make 
a distinction not made in the existing law. I 


ree, 


do not see that there is any reason for making | 


the distinetion. 
Mr. DAWES. 


new distinction ; 


I do not desire to make any 


but 1 think there is such 


a 
distinction already made. I withdraw the 
amendment for the present. I will offer it 
hereafter if | find there is reason to do so. 


The CHLALK MAN. Does the gentleman 
reserve the right to go back? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be 
tion, that will be the understanding. 

Jhere was no objection. 


no objec- 


Mr. BANKS. It is an article of merchan- 
dise used universally tor the adulteration of 
coffee. 

Mr. DAWES. I know all that is true. 

Mr. BANKS. And, Mr. Chairman, if we 
take off the duty on this article we extend the 
adulteration of coffee, and it will go on until 
there is as much adulteration of cotfee in this 
country as there is in other countries. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The duty on chiccory in 
England is 6s, 6d., which is something over 
two hundred and thirty-eight per cent. 

Mr. BANKS. That high duty is because it 
is used in England for the adulteration of 
coffee. Tea and coffee are free in England; 
at any rate, chiccory is taxed because it 1s used 
for the adulteration of coffee. 

Mr. MAYNARD. And the high duty is for 
the purpose of discouraging the use of it. 

Mr. BANKS. Precisely for that purpose ; 
and we ought not to change the duty on this 
article, for know it will be used in the 
adulteration of coffee. I never heard before 
of its being used very generally as a substitute 


we 


for coffee. 
{Were the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I think this 


article ought to be placed on the free list. l 
desire, in as few words as possible, to state 
why. We have made coffee tree. Coffee will 





be used by everybody who is not too poor to | 


use it; and the people who use chiceory will 
use it because they are too poor to purchase 


| averaged 
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coffee. It is a substitute for coffee, and has 
been used for nearly a century past by the 
poor in Germany, Belgium, and Holland, and 
in a few of those northern European coun- 
tries. It is imported into this country in very 
small quantities. During the last year there 
were imported into the country only three mil- 
lion three hundred thousand pounds. We 


| imported of coffee during the same _ period 


three hundred and twenty-eight million pounds. 
To be more exact, the duty on ground or pre- 
pared chiccory is five cents per pound, and on 
root four cents per pound. 

The reports of the Bureau of Statistics of 
the Treasury on commerce and navigation 
present the following as the importations, 
values, and duties paid on chiccory, in root or 
prepared for use: 


» 
¥ ounds “on em Duty 
tmported,. collected, 
1867— Ground or 
prepared..2,907,375 $94,942 00 $145,368 75 
ROE - - o 
1868 — Ground or 


prepared.. 2,656,003 89,075 00 132,895 45 


Ps iccitscexe 03 O4 
1869— Ground or 

prepared..3,054,864 126,794 31 166,743 20 

BOOt.......... 36,846 1,195 00 1,453 84 


1870— Ground or 
prepared 


2,715,970 97,741 00 135,798 50 


DE conietaubaly 40,241 918 00 1,609 64 

|} 1871— Ground or 
prepared..3,315,822 70,324 00 115,791 10 
pe spaiiatecbe 8,243 171 00 329 72 


The same reports give the duty on chiccory, 
in both forms, at one hundred 
and sixty-four and three eighths per cent. ad 
valorem. 

Chiccory is esteemed useful and nutritious 
in the countries where it is most used. It 
is shown by chemical analysis to contain ex- 
celleat qualities. It is at least esteemed fit to 
use. 

Now, chiccory is used in this country only by 
the poor, and chiefly by the poor who emigrate 
to this country from the foreign countries | 
have named, who during the previous parts of 
their lives were accustomed to the use of chic: 
cory. | say it is a gross discrimination against 
that class of our poor people to continue the 
high duty on chiccory after you have made 
cotfee free. It is unjustifiable and cruel. 

It is true the duty on chiccory is for revenue 
and not a cent goes to protection, and there- 
fore under ordinary circumstances the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania would be for making 
it free, because it protects no one. What he 
wants to reduce is chiccory unground, or the 
root. Why does he not move to reduce itall? 
Because, in the interest of American manufac- 
ture, that is, in the interest of protection or 
bounty, he wants to compel the poor in this 
country to employ some of his neighbors to 
grind the chiccory. He wants to buildup a 
little one-horse monopoly in Philadelphia, or 
somewhere else in the country I do not care 
where. Then, making the unground chiccory, 


| or the root—the raw material—tree, and leav 


ing a high duty on the ground ehiccory, he 
enables his friends who grind it up to charge 
as much for it as if it had all paid the duty. 
That is his way of aiding the poor. It sim- 
ply means to aid a few at the expense of the 
poor, 

I am against all that sort of legislation, and 
if we must have free coffee, then, in common 
decency, let us have free chiccory. It belongs 
to the poor. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Banks] says it is used for adulteration. Is it 
the business of Congress to prevent adultera- 
tion in this country? If it is, and we enter on 
that wide field of legislation, | wish to say to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts he is willing to 
undertake what no human power can accom- 
plish. Let the people protect themselves. 
‘They have more sense about these things than 
Congress. ‘They are more sagacious in their 
private affairs than Congress, and a great deal 
more honest than Congress. Let them pro- 
tect themselves, 


That is all they ask. Give 
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them that permission, and, my word for it, 
they will not drink chiccory tor coffee any more 
than they will drink coffee for tea. There is 
no danger of it atall. Simply give them per- 
sonal liberty, ‘Their mother. wit is their surest 
guide and protection in such matters. The 
vice of all systems of protection is that they 
assume greater wisdom in law-makers than 
the people possess. They are wrong, and 
their systems are notorganized in the interests 
of the people at all. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. MAYNARD. I move to amend by 
making the duty three cents. 

I hold in my hand a paper which forms the 
substratum of the speech of the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Kerr, ] who has so much to say 
about monopoly, and who speaks so eloquently 
and touchingly on behalf of the people. I will 
read a sentence from this paper, and I ask the 
gentleman’s attention and the attention of the 
House. Speaking of chiccory, it says: 

‘All that is imported goes through two houses in 
New York city. Thesetwo houses have sent Mr. H. 
M. Williams here to present their case before the 
Committees of Ways and Means and Finance.” 

Those two importing houses in New York 
city, | presume, are not the monopolies of 
whom the gentleman from Indiana speaks. 

sy no manner of means. 

Mr. KERR. They are not. 

Mr. MAYNARD. The gentleman from Indi- 
ana can advocate the interests of those houses 
so that they may be entitled to bring chiccory 
into this country and sell it to the people as 
genuine coffee, and pay no duty upon it. And 
that is in the interest of the people! And 
when we stop at our wayside houses along our 
railroads, we are treated to this miserable 
article, chiccory, and made to pay for it as 
coffee. And all that is to be done by the anti- 
monopolists! Thatis standing up for the mil- 
lions! 

These houses have sent Mr. H. M. Wil- 
liams here to present their case. They are 
the parties for whom the gentleman from 
Jndiana is standing up, that they may be 
enabled to get this article into the market 
and palm it off as a substitute for coffee. | 
am opposed to this. 
it is now. In the last Congress we refused 
to reduce the duty on chiccory, because every 
one Knew that it was a substitute for coffee, 
that it was used as an adulteration and sold 
for coffee. 

Mr. BANKS. I desire to say to the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] that | made 
no proposition that we should adopt proceed- 
ings against the adulteration of coffee. 
is a matter for State legislation. 
States to provide against the adulteration, the 
criminal adulteration of the necessities of life. 
But if we reduce the duty on this article we 
encourage that adulteration. It is used, as I 
believe—and since I first spoke I have had 
what I consider to be good confirmation of the 
truth of my statement—if not entirely for the 
adulteration of coffee, yet generally for that 
purpose. ‘hat is the testimony that I have 
received. Thatis the almost exclusive use that 
is made of it. 
the duty which is now imposed upon it. 

This, Mr. Chairman, is no drink for the 
poor, it is no food for the poor; there is no 
sustenance, there is no advantage in it. And 
if it has been used to adulterate coffee, it has 
only been because the price of coffee has been 
exorbitantly high in consequence of the duties 
imposed uponit. We have now taken off the 
duty on coffee, and there is no reason which 

can understand why we should reduce the 
duty on an article that is imported for the pur- 
pose of adulterating a drink which we believe 
to be healthful and beneficial to all classes of 
the people. 

My friend from Tennessee [Mr. Maynarp ] 
has told us why it is sought to make this 
article free. ‘Lhere are but two houses, it 
seems, which importit. There is certainly 


Let the duty stand as | 


| adulterating and injuring 


| anybody 





| yield. 


here a distinct and direct monopoly, the only || of Tammany at a time when it was pure and 


one which has been chased out in the whole of 
this discussion. We have the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Kerr] as the strongest and 
only defender of this monopoly in the chiecory 
trade. We are informed that there are but 
two houses on this continent which import 
this article, which is used for the purpose of 
a drink which 
have made free it is beneficial for 
the people. But making chiccory free would 
injure that drink, and thus circumvent our 
own legislation. 


ve 
because 


{[Mr. Kerr] is the only man who stands up 
and demands that it shall be put upon the free 
list for the benefit of these two commercial 
houses. 
Mr. KERR. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts ought not to make a statement of 
that kind. Iam sure he knows in his heart, 
as well as he knows that he lives, that I have 
never cast a vote in this House for monopoly. 
Rather than do so, | would resign my seat 
and retire to private life for the balance of 
my days. ‘There is no monopoly in this thing. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts takes the 
assertion of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
which is baseless. I say to him that whenever 


Mr. MAYNARD. 
Mr. KERR. 
Mr. 


| 
Mr. Chairman—— 
I do not yield. 
MAYNARD. The gentleman must 
He cannot say I made a baseless mis 
statement and then refuse to yield. I 
from the paper which he holds in his hands, 
if he has the paper | think he has. 
Mr. KERR. I have not that paper. 
[ repeat my statement, that this outery 
against the importers of this country is all an 
after-thought; it is strategic and cunning, 
and that is all there ‘is in it; it comes from an 


interested motive. 


is 


It to 
monopolies. 


divert attention from your own 


Let me tell you, and the people 


| of this country, that every man who comes 


That | 
It is for the | 


If so, we ought not to reduce 


here and advocates a reduction of taxation is 
a friend of the people; he is my friend; he 
is a friend of mankind. Importers come here 
and advocate a reduction of duties ; they do 
not put into their pockets the reduction on 
duties ; but those reductions go to the benefit 
of the people of this country. It 

people that taxes are reduced. Is taxation so 
desirable and precious a thing that these pro 
tectionists should want to continue it? They 
do not pay it; the people do. The people 
pay but little of this sort of taxation into the 
l'reasury ; they pay most of it to the protec 
tionists. Thatis the secret of their anxiety 
to keep it up. ‘That is the reason I want to 
take it off. 

The reduction of those duties does not give 
any plunder to importers. Why, the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania and his friends over 
there are willing to reduce the duties on tea 
and coffee. They do not act in the interest 
of the monopolizing importers of tea and coffee, 

I suppose. Of course I would not insinuate 
any absurd theory like that. ‘They mean noth- 
ing of the kind, and they knew there was no 
foundation for any such assumption, and there 
never was. All these importations come in 
the country under the natural laws of trade 
and traffic. And the people of this country 
have the right, original and God-given, to buy 
where they please and of whom they please. 
‘This outery is simply to compel them to buy | 
of those that the protectionists want them 
to buy of; that is what it all means. ‘They 
deny the right to personal liberty of exchange ; 
I defend it; I say it can only be justly with 
held or abridged when it is necessary for rev- 
enue. ‘The Government may limit my liberty 
of exchange when it gains what Il lose thereby, 
but not otherwise. It is not right or honest to | 
do so for my neighbor's advantage. 

Mr. DAWES. I think here would be a good 

place to read a little Scripture. 


The gentleman from Indiana }} 


read | 


And 
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powerful and ruled the Democratic party. It 
was issued in the day of its power and purity 
when it sent forth the true doctrine of Demoe- 
racy. What they then said was ‘‘thus saith the 
Seriptures.’’ Now 1 will read from the address 
of that society to its absent members in 1819: 

“The almost total absence of our own fabrics has 
caused the introduction of those of the most spuri- 


ous kind from other countries; and it is a notorious 
fact that articles to a serious amount are manufae 


| tured abroad tor the express purpose of being sold 





| the prohibition. 


| be aroused on the subject of chiccory. 


at auction in the United States. By this our own 

manufacturer is undersold, and, what is as mortify 

ing, he is a sufferer from the frauds of strangers. 
“The remedy against our being surcharged with 


foreign goods, and the means of introducing manu- 
| facture, is 


to forbid entirely the importation of 
articles which can be onany tolerable terms, manu- 
factured by ourselves. This would not only apply 
the cure, but from the identity and stamps of the 
domestic fabrics, prevent its being evaded by smug- 
gling. Congress should not be afraid of their too 
much favored system of indirect taxation upon the 
consumer by impost and tonnage. It is often a 
golden pill to the people, and destroys the responsi- 
bility of Government. This revenue, from changes 
in the objects of commerce, would soon find its 
wonted level; andif it did not, for a tew yeurs let 
the public lands supply the deficiency.”’ 


Now, this is what the scripture says, and 


| this is the answer which I give to the gentle- 


man from Indiana, [Mr. Kerr,} coming from 
Tammany when Tammany was pure and pow- 
erful and ruled the Democracy. 

Mr. KERR. I want to ask the gentleman 


| af he indorses that doctrine? 


Mr. DAWES. 


No, sir; it is a great deal 


| steeper than | can go. 


Mr. COX. Why do you not join Tammany 
to help them on? 

Mr. DAWES. Oh, it has got corrupted 
down there in New York so that the very 
vernacular of a Representative from New 
York is about thieving; he talks about thiev- 
ing all the time. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I did not 
suppose that with all the latent eloquence of 
this House so much eloquence could possibly 
One 
word in reply to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Dawes.] One of the charac- 


| teristics of all parties, and doubtless one of 
| the characteristics of Tammany, certainly a 


is for the || 


characteristic of the Democratic party, is as a 
party of progress; not a dead party, a para- 
lyzed party, a party which learns nothing from 


| past history. 


Sut there is one thing Tammany Hall has 
learned. In 1819 when Tammany Hall ruled 


| the whole country, more or less, the duties on 


the 
if they ever went up 


all imported articles were 
about twenty per cent. ; 


on average 


| to thirty under the policy of the Whig party, 


that was the extreme limit of protection at 
that time. Our importations then were com 
paratively gmall. Buta large portion of the 
Republican party—not that portion called 
‘‘revenue reformers,’’ or that portion which 
is for the reduction of taxation, but a large 
portion of the Republican party—hold now to 
the theory that the higher the duty the greater 
But what are the facts? 
Since 1860 Congress has been levying tax upon 
tax, duty upon duty. We have piled Pelion 
upon Ossa. We have made our duties exces 
sively high in order to prohibit the importation 
of British, Irish, German, and Italian goods. 
The consequence has been that the more the 


duties are piled on, the greater are the import- 


i] 
[ Laughter. ] ; 
|| 1 hold in my hand an address of the society || to say, Mr. Chairman, that as you reduce thig 


ations. As has been stated in the Senate by 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance, 
though taxation in this country is heavier than 
upon any other people in the world there 
never was a period when our importations 
were so great as now. 

Our experience since the beginning of the 
war has reversed the whole argument of gen- 
tlemen on the other side. Tammany Hall, if 
it has learned anything, has learned that it is 
not enormous duties that stop importations ; it 
is revenue duties, rational moderate taxation, 
that stops irrational importation. I will venture 





mode of taxation you will encourage all classes 
‘ \ f ( manu turer Lhe che aper y l 
I <¢ V¥ mat ial. le I j coal, the 
more u cre e our power to manulacture 
In Competition if tt there I turers 
of ihe i (on ( i | 4 j i 
toll Lh f yoty | for the 
BAKE OF ect t ( equeé eis enorm 
ou ! i n, the f ding of our country 
with fore { American 
industry i I la 

Mr. DAWES. Without any personal offense 
to my ! id ft } New York | Mr. Br IOKS | 
I must say I tl he isa better defeuder of 
Tammany now than of Tammany in 1819. 
Lun r.] 

Mr. BANKS I rise to Ippo e the pending 
amendment. The gentleman from Indiana 
{ Mr Mi } < ‘ Lik ni 1] nh omy | it 
pose in tl rvations | | e made Il have 
no inte t whatever in this que It is 
net »>muc | mol d ity high « lo 
of which | i is the m r of fraud 
| l posed to placing th article in the 
free t beea it used to deceive and to 
injure the people of this country by folsting 
u n themafraudulent and injurious beverage. 
So tar ni being the tact that it is an arti- 
cle used byt poor; so far from its being the 
fact that it is beneficial to any class of people, 
3 e the authorities will justify me in 


ma i ! that in its general use it is am 
chievous article. I protest against the aboli 
tion of the duty on this article because it is 


used for these raudulent purposes. 
considering the question of revenue or pro 
tection lf we abolish the duty, and allow 
this article to be brought into the country by 


these one or two houses for the pl rpose of 


adulteration of coffee, we stultify ourselves, 
and undo in great part the good we have done 
by the abolition of the d ity upon ce ifee, 

I do not mean to urge so large a duty per- 
haps as that which is now imposed ; but I do 
believe that we ought not to abolish the duty 
altogether. Lhe analysis which the gyentie- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] has is the 


analysis of the importers who want the duty 


t 
» here better authority, which 


is not introduced with reference to the duty 
al | ! move to make the duty on this 
arti ne hundred per cent. That is a re- 
du m ot ninety-three per cent, 


Phe CHAIRMAN, hat motion is notnow 


1 am not | 


1 rder 

Mr, BURCHARD. he motion of the gen- | 
tleman from Pent ylvania | Mr. KELLI Yj} isto 
reduce the duty upon unground chiccory, upon 
W 1 the dutv is now four cents. 

ir, KELLEY (he gentleman has not 
he i iy proposition correctly, 

Mr. BURCHARD. IL heard it so read. 

Mr. KisLLEY. There bas been none un- 


ground made by me. I propose to do it pr&® 


wrhonately on what is unground. 
Mr. BANKS. Let me read a line from the 
Ame rican Kineye!) ped ik. 


Mr. BURCHARD. 
take up all of my time. 

Mr. BANKS. Iwillnot. It is 
American Eney 


is used for 


[ am afraid you will 


stated in the 
cases where it 


along time us effect 


iopedila thatin 
S are often 
deleterious, ¢ per al yon the 
Mr. STEVENSON, 
‘} 


nervous system, 
So it has been said of 
coffee. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I eall the attention of 
the committee to this fact. The gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Maynarp] denounces 
1 from Indiana [ Mr. Kerr} that 
h tion is in the 
Why? bi I 
gentleman from |] 
started the 


one cent an 


the gentiemar 
interest of monopoly. 
suse he proposes to reduce. The 
ennsylvania [|Mr. WKeLLey] 
motion. He moved to 
i the gentleman from Jl'ennessee 
to three cents. 
says he thinks it ought to be free. 
in the interest of monopoly, then they all are, 
They all point in the same direction. 


reduce Lo 


Che gentleman from Indiana | 
If one is | 


| 
| 
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Now, sir, all we should care for is the inter- 
est of the consumers and of the Treasury. If 
the consumers will be benefited by the reduc- 
tion and the Treasury will not be harmed by 
the reduction I agree with 
ought to vote for this. 


the gentleman we 


This isa high duty. I 
am willing to vote iora reduction, a reason- 


tion on both kinds, and not 


able redu upon 
lhe cost of unground is only 


twoand ahalfcents, according tothe commerce 


unground alone. 
and navigation re port, and the price ol ground 

| The only difference then should 
half cent. You should not make a dis- 


1s | 


iree cents. 


be one 


crimination of duty greater than the difference | 


in the value of the articles. I therefore hope 
the proposition of the gentleman from Ten- 
{Mr. Maynarp] to reduce it to three 


cents on 


nessee 
unground will be amended so as to 
reduce it on ground to three and a half cents. 
The difference is only one cent, the duty being 
1 four cents, and with that duty 
is none imported of the unground. I 


five cents an 
there 
to insert atterthe word 


shall move ground,”’ 


or unground,’’ and so let them both stand at 


the same price, being a reduction to three 


cents, which would not be unreasonable, unless | 


indeed the proposition of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts | Mr. Banks] should have weight 
with the 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
say but little of this is imported ? 

Mr. BURCHARD. It is not imported in 
any large quantities as | understand, for dur 
ing the last fiscal year the revenue on chiccory 
was only $362,000. 

Mr. DAWKS. I hone now we shall have a 
vote, and debate on chiccory will be closed. 

Mr. POTTER, I hope not, as I desire to 
say a word. 

Mr. DAWES. On this matter? 

Mr. POTTER. Yes, on chiccory. 

Mr. DAWES. Oh, no. 

The CHAIRMAN. No further amendment 
is in order, and debate on the pending amend- 
mentis exhausted. The question now is on 
the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
[Mr. MAyYNARD,] to strike out ‘‘one cent,”’ 
and insert ‘‘ three cents.”’ 

Mr. MAYNARD. May I be permitted to 
say the duty is now four cents, and | propose 
to reduce it to three cents. 


committee. 


Does my colleague 


fhe committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 30, noes 70, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BANKS. I desire to move an amend- 
ment. I move to make it two cents. That is 
a reduction of one hundred per cent. 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Chairman, I think the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, who has just 
spoken has put the defense of any duty on 
chiccory under existing circumstances on the 
ouly ground upon which it can be put with 
any plausibility, It is in itself a mere substi- 
tute for colfee, if coffee is to be free, then, 
as a matter of tariff regulation merely, chic- 
cory ought to be free also. 

ut the gentleman from Massachusetts says 
that it is deleterious, and that its importation 
into this country ought to be restricted so 
that it should be prevented from coming into 
Well, if it be so deleterious then it ought 
to be prohibited from coming in at all, not 
merely made subject to duty. There is nota 
great deal of it brought into the country from 
any quarter. I am told that if all that is 
imported were taken by one mill it would not 
give employment to three men to grind it. 

But as regards the importation and use of 
this article, it does seem clear to me that the 
American people ought to be allowed to judge 
for themselves what they should drink and 
what they should not drink in theircoffee. A 
great many people think that coffee is delete- 
rious; I think it is for myself, and do not gen- 
erally drink it. Butit has never occurred to 
me that coffee should be excluded from the 


use, 


country on that account. 
Many drink chiecory with their coffee be- 
cause they think it improves it. A gentleman 











sitting at my left says he always drinks it with 
his coffee, and insists that the coffee is made 
better by it. I think the American people are 


| competent to judge for themselves what they 


should put into their coffee and what they will 


keep out of it. 


I submit that if Congress attempts to im- 
pose a duty onan article used for ordinary pur- 
poses of life, because we think it ought not 
to be used, we undertake legislation which 
does not properly belong to us. And if we 
do this now for the first time, I say we still do it 
altogether too soon. I insist, therefore, that 
chiccory should be put whe re coffee has already 
gone, much against my will—that is, on the 
free list. , 

Mr. WALLACE. I presume, Mr. Chair- 
man, that gentlemen who have talked so learn- 
edly in regard to the matter of chiccory, have 
not had the experience which some of us had 
during a certain period of time within the 
recollection of the House. I regard chiccorv as 
not only worthless, but as positively injurious 
as a substitute for coffee. No intelligent set 
of men who may be reduced to it as we were in 
the South during the war will long continue its 
use. For myself I would prefer that it should 
be excludedaltogether. lam satistied it would 
be better for the American people if this were 
done. 

Mr. POTTER. Let me ask the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. WatiLace] whether 
chiccory is not a variety of the dandelion root, 
which is also used as a substitute for coffee, 
and whether he would have the dandelion root 
prohibited also ? 

Mr. WALLACE. I believe the gentleman 
from New York knows very little about it. [ 
speak from experience. 1 speak from what, 
in the South, we ali knew to ourcost. I hope 
the duty will not be reduced below two cents, 
and | would prefer to see it going over that 
figure. 

The question being put on the amendment 
of Mr. Banks to the amendment of Mr. Ket- 
LEY, to insert two cents, instead of one cent 
per pound, as the duty on chiccory, there were— 
ayes 40, noes 59; no quorum voting. 

lhe CHAIRMAN, under the rule, ordered 
tellers, and appointed Mr. Banks and Mr. 
Porrer. 

‘The committee again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 48, noes 73. , 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
disagreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is next 
on the amendment of the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. Burcuarp] to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. Kev- 
LEY. | 

Mr. BURCHARD. I will modify my amend- 
ment, by inserting the words ** ground or,’’ so 
that it will read, **on chiccory root, ground or 
unground, one cent per pound.’’ 

Mr. KELLEY. In moving to insert chiccory 
at one cent per pound, it was my purpose, if 
that should be agreed to, to move next a duty 
of twocents per pound on chiccory root, ground 
or prepared. ‘This article yields a consider- 
able revenue. While from imports of chie- 
cory root unground we derived $362 of duty, 
we derived from ebhiccory ground or prepared 
$115,874. It isin that form that the article 
comes in for adulteration, and we derive that 
revenue from a duty of five cents per poungl. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Burcnarp] 
would by his amendment increase the import- 
ation and yet diminish the revenue; for, 
unless the amount ran up fivefold, the reve- 
nue would not be increased. I propose while 
making the duty on the unprepared article one 


| cent, to make the duty on the other two or two 


and a half cents, as the House may determine. 
I therefore oppose the gentleman’s amend- 
ment. 
Mr. BURCHARD. If all thechiceory now 
imported were ground at one place it would 
not employ one man half the year. 


Mr. KELLEY. I have not spoken of it as 








as 
ni 


tm 
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a prot ective duty. I do not regard it as such. | 
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] have spoken of it as a duty which yields || 


$115,000 a year. 
"Mr. BURCHARD. There are only eight 
hundred thousand pounds of the root imported, 
and nearly all of that is imported ground. 
Now, if the gentleman says that we cannot 
spare that amount of revenue, that one 
thing. But if he proposes to put coffee and 
tea on the free list for the benefit of the people 
of the country, and there are poor people who 
use chiccory, why should he not make chiccory 
free for the benefit of those poor people who 
cannot afford to buy tea and coffee, when 
chiccory can be bought at three cents a pound 
without a duty and with the duty that he pro- 
poses to place upon it it can be sold at four 
cents a pound, wholesale prices? 

Ihe question was then taken upon the 
amendment offered by Mr. Burcuarp, to in- 
sert the words ‘‘ ground or,’’ before the word 
‘unground,’’ inthe amendment moved by Mr. 
KreLLey; and upon a division, there were— 
ayes 62, noes 53; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. KELLEY and 
Mr. BuRCHARD were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 70, noes 58. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
ag reed to. 

[he amendment, as amended, was then 


is 





agreed to, upon a division—ayes eighty-eight, 
noes not counted. 
Mr. MAYNARD. 
mittee now rise. 
Mr. DAWES. Lhope the committee wi 
till half past four o’clock. 
Mr. MAYNARD. There has been an even- 
ing session ordered for to-night. 
Mr. KELLEY. I desire to give notice that 
] have two or three more amendments to offer 
to this first section. 


I move that the com- 


ll 


sil 





Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I rise toa 
question of order. In the printed bill be- 
fore us 

Mr. MAYNARD. Whathas becomeof my 


motion that the committee now rise? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Brooks] rises to a point of 
order. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. In the ori- 
ginal bill the duty on iron in pigs is fixed at six 
dollars perton. The House ordered—— 

Mr. MAYNARD. That is not a question 
of order that will take precedence of the 
motion that the committee now rise. 

Mr. BROOKS, ot New York. I have the 
floor and you have not. 





Mr. MAYNARD. [had the floor to make | 


the motion, and the gentleman could not take 


me off the floor by bis point of order. i 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman can 
raise his point of order when the Committee 
of the Whole again resumes its session, but 





accounting officers of the Territory of the Dis- 


trict of Columbia for the expenses of such 
a as have been sent to the school by the 

proper authorities from the cities of Washing 
ton and Geor getown and the county ot Wash 
ington, and tor which the cities and county 
are respectively, liable to pay $1 50 a week, 
which is hereafter to be $1 75 a week: and 
| the amount due from the cities and county, 





| form School, 


respectively, is to be paid on demand; and if 
not paid within ten days after the amount shall 


be audited, the amount due is to draw interest 


| at the rate of three per cent. per month until 


paid. 

The second section provides that hereafter 
any boy under sixteen years of age who is des- 
titute of a home or means of support, or who 
is idle and incorrigible, or wandering about 
uncared for by relatives or friends, and whose 
parents, if he has any living here, are unable 
oO pay the expenses of his support in the Re 
may be sent to the school at the 
expense of the city or county in which he may 
be found by the judge of the police court, the 


| Governor of the Lerritory, or the president of 


the board of trustees of the school. 
rhe third section provides that every boy 
sent to the Reform School is to remain therein 


until he is twenty-one years of age, unless || 
sooner discharged or bound as an apprentice | 


| to some proper person by the board of trus- 


| tees 


| concealing, 


; but no boy is to be retained after the 
superintendent shall have reported him fully 
reformed. 


The fourth section provides that whenever 


there shall be as large a number of boys inthe | 


school as can be properly accommodated, it 
is to be the duty of the president of the board 
of trustees to give notice to the criminal and 
police courts of the fact, whereupon no boys 
are to be sent to the school by the courts until 
notice shall be given them by the president of 
the board that more can be received. 

The fifth section provides that if any person 
shall entice, or attempt to entice, away from 


| the school any boy legally committed to it, or 


or aid in DRED OINE Oe 
any boy who shall have es aped 
from the school, such person is, upon convic- 

tion, to be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
and pay a fine of not less than ten nor 
than one hundred dollars, which is to be paid 
to the treasurer of the board of trustees; and 
any trustee, or the superintendent of the school, 


shall harbor, conceal, 


| and any policeman, is to have power, and it is 


| tendents, 


it will not take precedence of the motion that | 

the committee air rise, ] 
The motion of Mr. Maynarp was then 

agreed to. \ 
The committee accordingly rose ; and the | 


Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Sco- 
FIELD reported | that, pursuant to the order of 
the House,the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had under consider- 
ation the state of the Union generally, and 
more particularly the bill of the House (No. 
2322) to reduce duties on imports and to 
reduce internal taxes, and for other purposes, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 


REFORM SCHOOL. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, from the Com- 


Mittee on Appropriations, reported back with 
amendinents Senate bill No. 354, relating to 
the Reform School of the Distric t of Columbia. 
The bill was read. The first section provides 
that the board of trustees of the Reform School 
of the District of Columbia shall cause 
monthly accounts to be rendered to the proper | 


made their duty, to arre st any boy, when in 
their power so to do, who has escaped from 
the school, and return him thereto. 

The sixth section appropriates the sum 
$10,000 to pay the annual salaries of the 
superintendent, $1,500; two assistant superin- 
$750 each; and the matron, $600; 
and the incidental expenses, including clothing, 
fuel, servant-hire, &e. 

‘The seventh section authorizes the Secretary 
of the Interior to purchase a new site for 
said school, to be selected by himself and the 
board of trustees, on which buildings for the 
accommodation of three hundred boys shall be 
erected, under the supervision of the said sec 
retary, the board of trustees, and the architect 
of the and for purposes 
sum of $100,000 is hereby appropriated. 

lhe amendments were to insert in section six 
the words ‘‘and for assistant teachers and 
others;’’ also to add to section seven the fol- 


of 
1 
} 
I 


Capitol ; these 


| lowing: 


Provided, That befor 


> any part of this appropria- 


| tion shall be drawn, plans and specifications of the 
building to be erected shall be made by the archi 
tect of the Capitol, and approved by the Secretary 
ot he Int rior; and the amvuunt expended tor the 
purpé of said te and erection ot said building 
shall not exceed the sum hereby appropriated. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill, as amended, was ordered toa third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third 


| 
| 


time, and passed. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 


¢ 
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more | 


the | 


| 


| unanimous consent, 
| the 
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sider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
an d also move d th: at the mot ion to re consider 
be luid on the table. 


lhe latter motion was agreed to. 
LOYAL CITIZENS, LOUDOUN COUNTY 
On motion of Mr. BLATR, of 
unanimous bill (S. 
izens of 
named, 


, VIRGINTA, 
Mi hig in, by 
No. Zou for 


Loudoun county, 


consent, the 
the rehef of loyal cit 


therein 


Virginia, was taken from the 
Speaker's table, read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of Claims, not 
to be brought back on a motion to reconsider, 


On motion of Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, by 
unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 850) pro 
viding for the payment loyal citizens 
Loudoun, Virginia, therein named, for their 
property taken by the military authorities of 
the United States, was taken from the Speak- 
er’s table, read a first and second time, and 
referred to the Committee of Claims, not to be 
brought back on a motion to reconsider. 


to of 


JOSEPH SEGAR, 


On motion of Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, by 
unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 889) for 
the relief of Joseph Segar, of Virginia, was 
taken from the Speaker’s table, read a first 


and second time, and referred to the Commit- 
tee of Claims, not to be brought back on a 
motion to reconsider 


CUILDREN OF JOUN M. BOTTS, DECEASED. 


BLAIR, of Michigan, I 
the bill (S. No. 
Beve rly M. Botts, Rosalie S. 
Lewis, McLean Lewis, and Mary 
Minor Holsey, children and heirs-at-law of 
John M. Botts, deceased, was taken from the 
Speaker’s table, read a 


On motion of Mr. 'y 


760) for 


of 
Isabella 


relief 


first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of Claims, nut 


to be brought back on a motion to recon- 


sider. 


DISTRICT BOARD OF HEALTII. 

f Mr. STARKWEATHER, by 
unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 74) to 
further define the duties of the Board of Health 
of the District of Columbia, was taken from 
the Speaker's table, read a first and second 
and referred to the Committee for the 
District of Columbia, not to be brought back 
ona motion to reconsider, 


FROM T 


On motion o 


time, 


MESSAGE "IIE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Symp- 
SON, of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had agreed to the report of the co i 


one 


mittee of conference on the bill . hR. No. 
2042) for the relief of Fannie M. Jackson, of 
‘Tennessee. 

ELECTION CASE—wM’ KISSICK VS. WALLACE. 


Mr. HAZELTON, of [ rise to 


a privileged question, and call up the resolution 


Wisconsin. 


reported by the Committee of Elections with 
reference tothe case of MckKissick vs. Wallace. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wis 


consin [ Mr. 


Hazevron | desires to eall up for 
iction at the 


ent time the unanimous 
port of the Committee of Elections upon 
contest trom the 


pres re 


he 


fourth district of South Caro- 


lina. He expects to dispose of the question 
without any debate. 
Mr. STEVENSON. I understand that this 


proposition includes compensation to the con 


testant, who, in my humble judgme nt, ougot 
not to have compensation. I wish tobe heard 
on this question. 

The SPEAKER. If the House should not 
seeond the dem: 0 * the previous question 
the Chair will hear the gentleman, 

Mr. STEVENSON. 1 would prefer not to 
be heard this evening, because I want to look 
over the testim 

The SPEAKER If the gentleman from 
Wise mMsin insists on ¢ illing up thi $ priv ue 
report, it is of course the duty of the Ch ul 


to entertain it. 
Mr. HAZE L TON, of * Wisconsin. I 


pre fer 
to call it up now, and close the c 


case to hig rhit, 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 
resolution reported by the committee. 

The Cl rk read as follows 

Resolved, That ALEXaNpER S. WALLACE is en ti~ 
tled to retain the seat he now occupies as Repr 

ntative from the fourth distri if South C saolian 
in the Forty Second Congres 


Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. I desire 


also to present a resolution for compensation 
to the contestant. 

Several Members. One at a time. 

Mr. HAZELIVON, of Wisconsin. I de- 
mand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on sec- 


onding th previous question upon the resolu- 


tion which has just been read. 


Mr. KERR. Will the resolution for com- 


pensation be in order as a question of priv- 
lege? 
The SPEAKER. The rulings are diverse 


upon that point, 


oO} the 


Whenever the compensation 
has included in the 
confirms the right of 


contestant been 


same resolution which 


the sitth y member to his seal, it has been held 
to be included within the question of privilege. 
If the Committee of Elections desire to have 


this matter all doubtful 


compensation 
ated with that declaring the 


presented clear of 


the 


q lestions, 
should be assoc 
righ to the seat. 

Mr. HAZKLTON, of Wisconsin. | was 
instructed by the committee to report both 
resolutions and to present them at the same 


resolution for 


time 

the SPEAKER. The gentleman should 
move them together. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. So I do. 

rhe SPEAKER. Is it the report of the 
committee ? 

Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin. It is. 


Phe SPEAKER hen itis a question of 
] ivilege, the two being included together. 
‘| he Ch rk Ww 1] read the second resolution. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolred, That the above-n 
G. Mekisesick, be allowed $ 
gent fund of the louse, 
ments incurred by hi 
seat in the Forty-Second Congress. 


Mr: HAZELTON, of 
the previous question. 

Phe SPEAKER 
are divisible 

Mr. STEVENSON. I 


On si conding the 


imed contestant, Isaac 
2,154.86, out of the contin- 
for expenses and disburse- 
m in prosecuting bis claim to a 


Wisconsin. I demand 


lhe resolutions, of course, 


demand a division 
the previous ques- 
1 understood | would have an oppor- 
tunity to be heard. 


call for 
tion, 


lhe House divided ; and there were—ayes 
84, noes 11; no quorum voting. 

Phe SPEAKER appointed Mr. 
of Wisconsin, and Mr, 

Mr. SEEVENSON. 1 wish to say a word 
to the gentleman from Wisconsin-—— 


Phe SPEAKER. 


HAZELTON, 
STEVENSON tellers. 


to debate, but to count the House. 
Mr. STEVENSON, I decline to act. 
The SPEAKER. Some other gentleman 


who voted adversely will act. 

Mr. BANKS. 1 believe no further count is 
asked. 

rhe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
asks for a further count. 

Mr. SLEVENSON. 
to be heard on this 
resolutions are 


I understood we were 
matter, and now these 
being forced through under the 
previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated if the 
previous question was called it would be for 
the determination of the 


Mr. STEVENSON, 


House. 


disposition of the House to adopt these reso- 

lutions now, | withdraw my demand for a fur- 

ther count. [tis only throwing away $2,000. 
So the previous question was seconded. 


he main question was ordered. 
The resolutions were adopted. 


Mr. HAZELTON, of Wisconsin, moved to | 


reconsider the vote by which the resolutions 





lellers are not appointed 





As it seems to be the 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





May 9, 


te 








were adopted; and also moved thatthe 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


motion 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
On motion of Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, by 


unanimous consent, the amendments of the 
Senate to a bill (H. R. No. 1661) making ap- 
propriations for the support of the Military 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1873, were taken from the Speaker’s table and 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
CENTENNIAL INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITION, 
Mr. L. MYERS, from the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, reported a bill (H. No. 2708) 
relative to the Centennial International Exhi- 


| bition, to be held in the city of Philadelphia, 


State of Pennsylvania, in the year 1876; 
which was read a first and second time, or- 


dered to be printed, and recommitted. 
PRINTING OF BOUNTY ACT, 

Mr. PRICE, from the Committee on Print- 

Mr. PRICE, from the Cor tt Print 
ing, reported the following resolution ; which 
was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, There be printed for the use of the 
Hlouse five thousand copies each of the act in rela- 
tion to bounties, approved Apri! 22, 1872, and the 
act to extend the time for filing of claims for addi- 
tional bounty under the act of July 28, 1866, approved 
April 22, 1872. 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Is it in order 


to move to take a recess ? 
TheSPIEAKER. It is. 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 
that motion. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move to ad- 
journ. We are all over-worked, and ought at 
least to have one evening for rest. 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent, 


Then I make 


| this evening was set apart for the considera- 


tion of business reported from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. DICKEY. Have we not 
adjourn? 

lhe SPEAKER. 

Mr, GARFIELD, 


a right to 


Certainly. 


of Ohio. We can give 


| the committee another hour. 


INTERNATIONAL PENITENTIARY CONGRESS. 

Mr. KERR, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which, under 
the Jaw, was referred to the 
Printing: 

Resolved by the House, (the Senate concurring,) 
hat there be printed five thousand extra copies of 
the preliminary report of the commissioner of the 
United States to the international penitentiary 
congress, held in London, with the accompanying 
documents, twenty-five hundred for the use of the 
Senate and the House, and twenty-five hundred for 
the use of the State Department. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from New 
York [ Mr. Brooks] has moved that the House 
take a recess. ‘The gentleman from Ohio 
{ Mr. GARFIELD] moves that the House do now 
adjourn. ‘lhe motion to adjourn takes prece- 
dence, 

The question being taken on the motion to 
adjourn, it was agreed to—ayes 83, noes 39. 

And accordingly (at four o’clock and thirty 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


Committee on 


PETITIONS, 


The following petitions, &c., were presented 


ETC, 


| under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 


committees: 

By Mr. BECK: The petition of O. S. Pres- 
ton, J. W. Cardwell, A. L. Walden, and 
large number of the citizens of Mercer county, 
Kentucky, protesting against all such proposed 


| amendments to the Constitution of the United 
| States as seek to overthrow the 


principles of 


religious liberty by anything that tends to 


| unite Church and State. 


By Mr. CHIPMAN : The petition of Brown- 
ing & Middleton, and other tobacco dealers of 
Washington city, asking that there be a uni- 


| form tax on tobacco. 


By Mr. COBURN: 


Petitions of soldiers of 


i! North Easton, Massachusetts, of Portsmouth, 


| which were on page 


 aticer tail, 


Virginia; of Bangor, Maine; and of national 


asyli ums, Milwaukee and Greenfield, Wiscon- 
sin; Chicago, Illinois; Washington, District 
of Columbia, and Buffalo, New York, asking a 
law providing for industrial homes for orphans 


| of soldiers and sailors. 


By Mr. HAZELILON, of New Jersey: The 
memorial of citizens of Salem county, New 
Jersey, protesting against a change ci the 


| Constitution allowing foreign-born citizens to 


be eligible to the office of President of the 
United States 

By Mr. M AYN YARD: The memorial of W. 
Godfrey Hunter, praying that by act of Con- 
gress his name may be placed upon the pen- 
sion roll, 

By Mr. MERCUR: The petition of 117 
citizens of Towanda, Bradford county, Penn- 
sylvania, praying the passage of the House 
bill No. 1738. 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of John A. 
Parker, of Lumpkin county, Georgia, praying 


| the removal of his political disabilities. 


sy Mr. SEELEY: The petition of soldiers 
praying permission to sell or transfer their 
rights in public lands. 

Also, the petition of soldiers and sailors of 
Cayuga county, New York, for the same pur- 
pose. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: The memorial 
of Judge C. B. Davis and others, officers of 
the county of Lawrence, State of Tennessee, 
for compensation for the destruction of the jail 
of said county by United States forces. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, May 9, 1872. 

The Senate met at eleven o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. E. D. Owen, of W ashing- 
ton, District of Columbia. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 
read and approved. 

PAY OF ENLISTED MEN. 

The VICK PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendments of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 607) to estab- 
lish the pay of the enlisted men of the Army. 

Mr. WILSON. I move that the Senate con- 
cur in those amendments. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let them be read first. 

‘Lhe Chief Clerk read the amendments, 
1, line three, to strike out 
‘*March’’? and insert the word 
‘July ;’’ on the same page, line twenty-eight, 
to strike out ‘*twenty-three’’? and insert 


‘* thirty-four; ’’ and also to strike out the fifth 
section of the bill. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have 
that second amendment read in connection, so 


the word 


| that we may know what it means. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
ordnance sergeants at posts. 
will report it. 

The Cuter CierK. The bill reads: ‘‘ ord- 
nance sergeants of posts, twenty-three dol- 
lars;’’ and the amendment of the House is to 
strike out ‘* twenty-three’ and insert *‘ thirty- 
four.”’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now what is the section 
that the House propose to strike out entirely? 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 5. That it shall not be obligatory upon the 
enlis ted men of the Army to draw their pay at each 
payment of the troops; and that whenever a sol- 
dier has several months’ pay due he may be paid 
the whole or a part at his option; but when he draws 
only a part, it shall be for the part longest due, leav- 
ing the remainder in the hands of the Government, 
for which he shall receive interest at the rate of six 
per cent. per annum: Provided, That whenever a 
soldier has pay thus standing to his credit on the 


muster-roll of his troop or company, it shall not be 
subject to forfeiture except for desertion. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that is a good 
section; but the chairman says it ought to 
go out. 


Mr. WILSON, 


It is in regard to 
The Secretary 


It is provided for in an- 


The amendments were concurred in. 





ue 





DEPOSITS OF SOLDIERS. 
The VICE PRESIDENT 


Senate the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 448) to estab- 
lish a system of deposits to prevent desertion 
and elevate the condition of the rank and file 
of the Army. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which 
was to strike out all after the word ‘ pro- 
vided,’’ in line sixteen, down to and including 
the word ‘* further,’ : 
first section, in the following words: 

That every paymaster in the Army, before receiv- 
ing on deposit any money under the provisions of 
this act, shall give tothe United States a bond, with 
two or more sureties to be approved by the Secre- 


tary of the Treasury,in such sum as he may deem 
sufficient, with the condition that the money by 


in line twenty-five of the || 


| morning at the expiration of the morning 
hour. 

Mr. HAMLIN. After the morning busi- 
ness. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 


from Maine objects until the morning business 
is concluded. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Very well, sir. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SCOTT. I present the petition of sun- 
dry owners of landin the city of Buffalo, front- 
ing on Lake Erie, 
passage of a bill which they are informed has 
already passed the House of Representatives, 


|| authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury and 


such paymaster received as aforesaid shall be faith- | 


fully accounted for as other public moneys in his |} 


bands. Such bonds shall be joint and several, and 


may be sued upon in any district or circuit court 


of the United States: And provided further. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. How does that leave it? 
What is the objectof strikingthat out? Where 
is the security if that is out? 

Mr. WILSON. It is stricken out because 
jt was not deemed necessary to have it in. 
The bonds of the paymasters are full and com- 
plete now and cover everything. The Pay- 
master General of the Army thought this pro- 
vision was unnecessary. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If that is the reason, it 
is probably a good one. 

‘The amendment was concurred in. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills received from the House | 


of Representatives were read twice by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs : 

A bill (H. R. No. 1467) to amend the thirty- 
first section of an act entitled ‘An act for 
enrolling and calling out the national militia, 
and for other purposes,’’ approved March 3, 
1868 ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 


9997 


mammal 


) to regulate the 


employment of engineer soldiers on extra | 


duty; and 
A bill (H. R. No. 


2692) to provide for the 


establishment of a military prison, and for its | 


government. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2693) to provide for an 
additional term of the district and circuit 
court of the United States at Syracuse, New 
York, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. RK. No. 1343) supplemental to 
an act entitled ‘‘ An act for the apportionment 
of Representatives to Congress among the 
several States according to the ninth census’”’ 
was read twice by its title. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
from the Committee on the Judiciary in the 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not think that 
subject was considered by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly it was. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Did we have charge of 
the apportionment bill? 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Certainly we did. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Very well; let this go 
to the Judiciary Committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
read : 

“‘Mr. Mercur. I rise to a privileged question 
and call up the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill (H. R. No. 1343) supplemental to an 
act entitled ‘An act for the apportionment of Rep- 
resentatives to Congress among the several States 
according to the ninth census’ was rec»ymmitted to 
the Committee on the Judiciary.” 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let the bill go to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
referred. 


The Chair will 


It will be so 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


_Mr. KELLOGG. Now Iask for the con- 
sideration of the bill that went over yesterday 


This bill came | 

















| asks for an amendment to the 


| ferred to the ( 


the Secretary of War to lease low or swamp 
lands in the city of Buffalo. They state that 
their information is that the object of the bill 
is to authorize the lease or sale of a portion of 
the bed of Lake Erie directly 
land owned by these remonstrants. Against 
this they protest, and they accompany it with 
a large map showing the injustice that will be 
done to them. I move the reference of these 


| papers to the Committee on Commerce, which 


I believe has that bill in charge. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VICKERS presented the petition of 
Henry Barrett, a soldier of the war of 1812, 
and also of the Mexican war, praying to be 
allowed a pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON presented eleven petitions of 


in front of the |! - 
|| in land. 
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laid before the | 


| ment. 


remonstrating against the | 


late soldiers and vie of the United States | 


volunteer Army and Navy in favor of the pas- 


sage of a bill to provide industrial homes and | 
training schools tor the orphans of the soldiers | 


and sailors who served in the Army or Navy 
of the United States during the war of the re- 
bellion; which were referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the memorial of 
Lizzie M. Mitchell, widow of the late Captain 
John Mitchell, forty-third United States in- 
fantry, praying to be allowed a pension ; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I present the memorial of 
Henry W. Palmer, a disabled soldier, who 
law approved 
April 4, 1872, entitled ‘‘An act to enable 
honorably discharged soldiers and sailors, 
their widows and orphan children, to acquire 
homesteads on the lands of the United States.”’ 
The scope of that act provides that there shall 
be certain settling duties performed. Now, 
a soldier who is entirely disabled, that 


and it was considered that that provision was 
rather equalizing the thing, inasmuch as the 
class of soldiers who are totally disabled are 
now onthe pension-roll. Those who have 
lost arms, legs, eyes, or are otherwise total lly 
disabled, and thus prevented from locating 
and settling on the lands, are placed on the 
pension-roll and sustained by the Govern- 
This law was enacted to encourage 
the settlement and improvement of the public 
land, and it was thought best to give it to 
those who were able to settle on the land. If 
you give it to those who are totally disabled, 
it would be a better plan to increase 
pensions, because it would amount to nothing 
more in the world, for if you allow them to 
settle the land, and then when the time ex- 
pired to sell the land to somebody else, that 
would be the meaning of it lt would be 
merely increasing their pension, but giving it 


their 


I think where they are disabled to such an 
extent that the present pension is not suffi 
cient, it would be better to give them a larger 
pension. ‘That was the view I took of it, hav 
ing had charge of the bill in committee and 
here. I thought that was an equitable adjust- 
ment of the matter; and so did a committee 


| of soldiers who conferred with me in reference 
| to it. 


They thought that was the best adjust- 
ment that could be made, and that if anything 
was to be given tothem aside from that, if the 
pension was not sufficient to the totally dis- 
abled, it should be increased. I will state 
further that my friend from Indiana [Mr. 
Pratt] has now ready to report a bill in com- 
‘liance with this view from the Committee on 
Direieee: 


Mr. EDMUNDS. He has reported it al- 
| ready. 
Mr. LOGAN. Very well; it covers this 


very point, giving an increase of 
totally disabled soldiers. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petition 
will be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the petition of 
Thomas S. Winslow, agent for Gerhard 
Wessels, a merchant of the city of New York, 
praying Congress to pass an act granting an 
American register to the British brig Balear 


pensions to 


| which was referred to the Committee on Com- 


to | 
1S | 


making a promise to the ear and breaking it | 


to the hope. He cannot from physical dis- 
ability perform those settling duties. The fifth 
section of that act provides— 

‘That any soldier, sailor, marine, officer, or other 


person coming g within the provisions of this act may, 


as well by an agent as in person, enter upon said 
homestead.’”’ 


Now, whatthe memorialist in this case asksis, 
that where a soldier is totally disabled, he may 
enter by his agent to perform this service that 
an able-bodied person may do by means of 
his agent, he being physically disabled from 
so doing. It does seem to me that it is emi- 
nently just that that amendment should be 
made, that the totally disabled soldier shall 
be put upon footing of equality with the one 
who is not disabled at all. 

Mr. WILSON. I have received some papers 
and letters asking for the same thing. Il will 
say to the Senator from Maine that that bill 
came from the Committee on Public Lands, 
and not from the Committee on Military Affairs, 


| and therefore this petition should go to the 


Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Very well; let be re- 
Sommittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. LOGAN. For fear there may be a 
misapprehension about this matter, it may be 
proper that I should state the reason why it 
was done. ‘There are not very many of the 
soldiers mentioned by the Senator from Maine, 





merce. 

Mr. CALDWELL presented a report of the 
commission appointed under authority of the 
Legislature of Kansas to audit the claims of 
settlers on the frontiers of that State for losses 
from Indian depredations ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. LEWIS presented the petition of Wilson 


| Watts, of Monroe county, West Virginia, pray 


ing the removal of his political disabiliues ; 
which was referred to the select Committee on 
the Removal of Political Disabilities. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I presenta petition of 
citizens of Wilmington, Delaware, praying an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States providing that no candidate shall here- 
after be eligible to any Federal office who is 
addicted to the use of intoxicating liquors as a 
beverage ; and that drunkenness in any incum- 


| bent of such office shall be deemed at any time 
| sufficient cause for 


immediate impeachment 
and deposition; and also asking Congress by 
law to prohibit within the jurisdiction of the 
Government of the United States the manufac- 
ture, importation, and sale of all intoxicating 
liquors to be used as a beverage. While | do 
not indorse the prayer of the petition, | move 
its reference to the Committee onthe Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONKLING presented a petition of 


| soldiers and sailors of the State of New York, 


praying that they may be permitted to sell, 


| assign, and transfer their right, title, and inter- 
est in and to the lands granted them under 


the homestead act; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
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PAPERS WITUDRAWN AND REFERRED 


of Mr. HAMLIN, it was 


() motion 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Agnes 
k i Kieiss be taken trom the files ot the Senate 
and referred to the Committee on Pensi 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 
7 —_ ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. l am instructed by the 

Committee on Appropriati ns, to whom was 


referred the bill (HL. KR. No. 178) in relation 
to estimates Of appropriations and appropria- 
tion ace its, to report the same favorably 
with amendments, I will state that this isa 
bill of a good deal of importance in respect 
to the business of the Treasury, although 
there is very little that 1s absolutely new in 
it, and I shall hope the Senate will take it up | 
presently and pass it 

lhe VICK PRESIDENT. The bill will 


be p i the Calendar. 

Mr. CALDWELL, trom the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. RK. No. 2854) to confirm to the Great and 


Lattle Osage Indian 


aced uy 


a reservation in the In- 
dian territory, re ported it with amendments. 
lie also, fromthe same committee, towhom 

1 


ferred the bill (S. No. 
to the Great and Litthe Osage Indians a res- 


Was r¢ 976) to contirm 


ervation in the Indian territory, reported it 
ndversely, 


and moved its indefinite postpone- 
ment, it being similar to House bill No. 2834, 
reported favorably ; and the bill was postponed 
jndetinite ly. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R,. No. 872) to pro- 
vide for the sale of certain New York Indian 
lands in Kansas, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas, from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, to whom were referred the 
following petitions, asked to be discharged 
from further consideration; which was 
agreed to: 

Lhe petition of Henry W. Golder, second 


thew 


lieutenant company K, twenty-ninth regiment 
Maine volunteers, praying to be allowed a | 


pension , 
lhe petition of citizens of Indiana, praying 
that a pension be granted to Elizabeth Sisson ; 

Ihe petition of Levin Lank, of 
county, Delaware, asking fora pension tor his 
services in the war of 1812; 

The petition of William McDaniel, of Cul- 
peper, Virginia, praying for a 
services in the war of 1812; 

The petition of Jane W. Brent, widow of 
Captain Brent, late of the United States Army, | 
praying for a pension, 

Mr. LLAMILTON, of Texas. 


tee on Pensi 


Sussex 


pension for 
and 


The Commit 
ns, to whom was referred the bill 
(HI. Kk. No. 1203) granting a pension to Martha 
kiwell, on account of the death of her son, 
who was a lieutenant in a regiment of Maine 
volunteers, have instructed me to report it | 
back without amendment and recommend its | 
passag l ask for the immediate passage of 
the bill, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unani- 
mous consent to consider the bill at this time. 
ls there object n? 


Mr. KELLOGG, 


j 

I shall have to object. | 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
plac d on the Calendar. | 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM, from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No. 1469) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to open negotiations with | 
the Indian nations, tribes, or individuals, for | 
the purpose of commuting all annuities now 
payable in kind, and to report his doings | 
to Congress for its adoption, and for other | 
purposes, reported adversely thereon, and | 
moved its indefinite postponement; which was 
agreed to. 

lie also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Durfee & Peck, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill (5. 
No. 1088) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to settle the claim of Messrs. Durfee | 
& Peck, and EK. H. Durfee, for supplies fur- 


The bill will be || 


nished the Indiansin Montana in the winter of 
1869. 

Lhe report was ordered to be printed, and 
the bill was read and passed to a second 
re ading. 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the petition of 
Clark Hall, of Ohio, praying that he be paid 
arrears of pension, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration; which 
acreed to. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom 


| 
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pension to Mrs. Melinda Brooks, reported «- 
versely thereon, and moved its indefinite pusi- 


| ponement; which was agreed to, 


Mr. HITCHCOCK, from the Committee on 


Territories, to whom was referred the bill 


(H. R. No. 1735) to provide for holding ad- 


was | 


was referred the petition of Mrs. Mary Ann | 
Davis, praying to be allowed a pension, asked | 


to be discharged from its further consideration ; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 2025) for the relief of Ruth A. Maxiner, 
reported adversely thereon, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. LOGAN. 
cases that the committee were favorable to, 


and to ask action at once, but I see that 


objection has been made to one bill reported by | 


the committee, by the Senator from Louisiana. 
Mr. KELLOGG, 
the bill I have in charge has been .pending 
in the morning hour and I want to get it up. 
Mr. LOGAN. I do not make the state- 


| ment by way of criticism. 


Mr. KELLOGG. 
Mr. TIPTON., 


mittee on 


I dislike to object. 
I am instructed by the Com- 
Pensions to recommend the indefi- 


I intended reporting some | 


I made objection because | 





nite postponement of the bill (H. R. No. 557) | 


granting a pension to Elizabeth York. 
already by act of Congress receiving a pension 
of twenty-five dollars a month. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. What do the House 
propose ? 

Mr. TIPTON. To give her arrears. 

The bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. TIPTON. ‘The Committee on Pensions 
ask to be discharged from the further consid- 


She is | 


eration of the petition of Judith Williams, | 


praying a pension, as she was not married to 
the deceased soldier within the time required 
by law to entitle her to a pension. 

The committee was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the petition. 


Mr. CRAGIN, from the Committee on Naval | 


Affairs, to whom the subject was referred, sub- 
mitted a report accompanied by a bill (S. No. 
1098) to establish an iron ship-building yard 


on the waters falling into the Atlantic, and an | 


iron ship-building yard on the Mississippi river 
or one of its tributaries, and to afford facilities 
to the Navy. 

The bill was read and passed to a second 
reading, and the report was ordered to be 
printed. 

He also, from the committee, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 1027) to restore Laza- 
rus L. Reamey to the Navy of the United 


| States as a midshipman, reported it with an 











amendment. 


Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on 


| Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 


No. 677) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
accept the peninsular in Lake Erie opposite 
the harbor of Erie, in the State of Pennsylvania, 
reported it without amendment. 

Mr. SAULSBURY, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the petition 


| of B. S. Kerr, praying passage of an act per- 


mitting the children of Michael O’Conner to 
receive a pension, which is now denied them 
in consequence of the neglect of their guardian 
to secure the same within five years, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration ; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Lucinda H. Lyon, 
praying to be paid arrears of pension, asked 
to be discharged from its further considera- 
tion; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 977) granting a 





journed terms of the supreme court of Arizona, 
reported it without amendment. 

Mr. HARLAN, from the Committee oy 
Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bil] 
(H. R. No. 1914) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to negotiate with the chiefs and 
head men of the Shoshone and Bannock tribes 
of Inaians for the relinquishment of a portion 
of their reservation in Wyoming Territory, 


|| reported it without amendment. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 620) for the gale 
of the Black Bob Indian lands, in the State of 
Kansas, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 1535) to 
abolish the tribal relations of the Miami In- 


| dians, and for other purposes, reported it with 








an amendment. 

Mr. CORBETT, from the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 2341) to allow the pleasure-yacht Red 
Hot to take the name of Addie Parker, and 
be registered under that name, reported it 
without amendment, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2116) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide 
for the better security of life on board of ves- 
sels propelled in whole or in part by steam, 
and for other purposes,’’? approved February 
28, 1871, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. CORBETT. The same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 1072) for the 
better preservation of harbors, havens, roads, 
channels, navigable rivers, lakes, and other 
navigable waters within the United States, 
have directed me to report it without amend- 
ment, and recommend its consideration at the 
present time, as it is a matter of importance 


| pertaining to all the rivers and harbors of the 


United States. The bill is short, and I pre- 
sume there will be no objection to its consid- 
eration. I havea letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, which can be read, 

Mr. KELLOGG, I object to the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

The VICK PRESIDENT, The Senator 
from Louisiana objects, and the bill will be 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. COOPER, from the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 1178) to grant the right of way to the 
Laramie Water and Ditech Company over the 
public lands in Albany county, Wyoming Ter- 
ritory, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. WEST, from the Committee on Appro- 
priations, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No. 1541) making appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the year ending June 
30, 1873, reported it with amendments, 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, from the 
Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the petition of the State of Nevada, asking an 
appropriation for payment of claims of the 
State against the United States, reported a 
bill (S. No. 1089) to reimburse the State of 
Nevada for expenses incurred, while a Terri- 
tory, in the purchase of a prison and in support 
of United States courts ; which was read, and 
passed to the second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 357) for the 
relief of Horace B. Shepard, of Indiana, re- 
ported it without amendment, 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask leave to call up a 
resolution of inquiry which I offered some days 
ago. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I object. Let us get 
through with the morning business. 

Mr. CASSERLY. It is simply for inform- 
ation. 
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Mr. HAMLIN. I simply want to offer a 
pill when it is in order. 

Mr. HOWE, fromthe Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the memorial of William 
L. Utley, ae aying to be relieved from the pay- 
ment of a judgment, reported a bill (S. No. 
1090) for A relief of William L. Utley ; which 
was read, and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 2398) granting a pension to Martha G. 


olnyh. reported it adversely, and moved its | 
vue | I y 


indefinite ka ; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No, 2399) grant- 
inga pension to Ada H. McDonald, reported 
it adversely, ond moved its indefinite post- 
onement; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2400) grant- 
ing g a pension to William B. Taylor, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PRATT. The same Some, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 2401) grant- 
ing a pension to M: aa Gol ieaalt have di 
rected me to re ‘port it without amendment, 
and recommend its passage. I do not makea 
formal written report in this case, as there is 


a written report of the House committee which | 


states the tacts fully. 
the VICE PRESIDENT. 


placed on the Calendar. 
SARAII M’BNANY. 


The bill will be 


Mr. PRATT. 
to whom were referred the amendments of the 
House of Representatives to the bill (8. No. 
347) granting a pension to Sarah McEnany, 
have directed me to report the same back to 
the Senate with the recommendation that the 
amendments of the House be eoncurred in. 

fhe VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the amendments of the House of 
Representatives will be acted on now. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendments of 
the House of Representatives, striking out 
‘‘nany’’ and inserting ** Nana;’’ also, to 
strike out ‘‘eleven’’ and insert ‘‘first;’’ strike 
out ** Maine’’ and insert ‘* Vermontartillery ;’’ 
so as to read: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
hereby, authorized and directed to place u 
pension-roll, 


and he is 
upon the 
subject to the provisions and limit- 
itions of the pension laws, the name of Sarah 
MeNana, widow of James MceNana, late 
company GC, tirst regiment Vermont artillery volun- 
teers, and the names of their children under sixteen 
years of age, and pay them a pension from the pas- 
sage of this act. 
And to amend the title so as to read ‘fAn 
. : ’ m Y 9? 
act granting a pension to Sarah McNana. 
The amendments were concured in. 
MARY ANN MONTGOMERY. 


Mr. PRATT. The Committee on Pensions, 
to whom were referred the amendments of the 
House of Representatives to the bill (S. No. 
955) granting a pension to Mary Ann Mont- 
gomery, widow of William W. Montgomery, 
late a private in Texas volunteers, have in- 
structed me to report the same back to the 
Senate with the recommendation that the 
amendments of the House of Representatives 
be concurred in. 

The amendments were read, being to strike 
out the word ‘‘ private’’ wherever it occurs 3 in 
the bili, and to insert the word ‘‘ captain ;’’ 
and also to amend the title by striking out the 
word *‘ private’ and inserting * ‘aptain,’? 

The amendments were concurred in. 


BUSINESS OF NAVAL COMMITTEE, 
Mr. CRAGIN. Mr. President, the Commit- 


tee on Naval Affairs has been reasonably in- 
dustrious this session ; and having a curiosity 
to know how I should feel if a single bill 
reported from that committee should pass this 
body, I ask the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate that next Monday evening be given to the 
consideration of business from the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, 


The Committee on Pensions, 








aprivatein | 





ca ——— 


- 





The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from 


~ ; 
New Hampshire asks unanimous consent that 





| day. 


| asked, 


| morning 
| have that resolution taken up now. 





| taken up, 
| consent. 

| as Senators all do, 
| morning business a number of Senators desire 


Monday evening, commencing at half past 
seven o'clock, be assigned tor the consider- 
ation of reports from the Committe eon Naval 
Affairs, the unfinished business of the after- 
noon to be the unfinished business of the next 
Is there objection to that proposition? 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. NYE asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introducea bill (S. No. 1091) 
to aid in the construction of the Nevada Cen- 
tral railroad,in the State of Nevada; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Pacific Railroad, and ordered to 
be printed, 

Mr. HAMLIN asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1092) for the relief of Agnes Ellen Kleiss; 
which was read twice by its title, referred to 
the Committee on and ordered to 
be printed. 

He also asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
1093) for the relief of Lizzie M. Mitchell; 
which was read twice by its title, referred 
the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. BLAIR. 


) 7 ‘ 
J eusionus, 


Is the 


| through ? 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning r 
business has not yet concluded. The Senator 
can ask unanimous consenttotakeup any bill. 

Mr. SCOTT asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
1094) restoring the pension of Frances C. El- 
liott, widow of Commodore Jesse D. Elliott, 
deceased; which was read twice by its title, 


| and referred to the Committee on Pensions 
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morning business | 


Mr. STEVENSON asked, and by unanimous | 


| consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 


| No. 1095) 


for the relief of Samuel Black and 
Albert R. 
its title, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printe od. 

Mr. WRIGHT (by request, as he stated) 
and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1096) for the 
relief of Joseph Nock; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the (¢ 
Claims. 


Jommittee on 


Mr. WINDOM, (by i st, as he s tated) 
asked, and by unanimous consent obtained, 
leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1097) to 


authorize the issue of patents to lands in any 
State or Territory in certain cases; which was 
read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

ISLAND OF YERBA BUENA, 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
tions are now in order. 
ate resolutions, 
cluded. 

Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Srewarr] first 
addressed the Chair. 

Mr. STEWART. I simply want to ask the 
second reading of House bill No. 1553, relat- 
ing to the Central Pacific Railroad Company. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I asked the Senate 


awhile ago to permit me to call up a resolu- 


Senate resolu- 
If there are no Sen- 
the morning business is con- 


| tion of inquiry relative to certain railroads. 


I understood it was deferred until after the 
business was concluded. I ask to 
The VICK PRESIDENT. 

pending this motion, 
The Senator from C 
that at 


Jt can now be 
by unanimous 
alifornia 
the 


sees, 


to call up bills, and the Chair has announced 
it each day formuily. and then recognizes that 
Senator who first addressed him, or at least 
whose address he first heard. ‘l'o-day the Sen- 


ator from Nevada, he thinks, addressed him 


Cooper; which was read twice by 


close of the | 
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first after the word *‘concluded”’ had fallen 
from the lips of the Chair. He is therefore 
entitled to the floor and has moved to take u Pp 
— bill No. 1553 for its secord reading. 

. CASSERLY. Let the title of that bill 
be aa 

Mr. STEWART. 
information, 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
second reading of the biil. 
proceed to the consideration of the bill forthe 
purpose of having it read a second time, and 
a call is now made to have it read for in 
formation. 

lhe Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill 
but was interrupted by. 

Mr. COLE. Ido not suppose the Senator 
desires the whole bill to be read. 1 believe it 
is to be read a sec ynd time by its title 

The VICK PRESIDENT, The Senator's 
colleague, the Chair thought, desired it to be 
read in full for information. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I expressly asked to 
have the bill read by its title. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair did 
not hear the last words of the sentence. ‘The 
motion is to proceed to the considerat we - 
this bill for the purpose of its being read ¢ 
second time, after which, under the twe a 
seventh rule, it can be committed or amended. 

Mr. COLE. ILI move that it be referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Nevada has called it up, and the Chair 
inust recognize the Senator from Nevada as 
occupying the floor for the which he 
supposes is to follow the parliamentary motion 


Let it be read in full for 


This is not the 
he motion is to 


motion 


to take it up. 

Mr. COLE. Has the bill been now read a 
second time? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It has not. 

Mr. STEWART. Let it be read a second 
time by its ttle. 


= “CONKLING, 
of the Chair? Am I 
no motion is in order 
second time? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
Ositive on that subject. 

Mr. CONKLING. So I supposed ; and until 
it is read a second time the Senator from Cali- 
fornia Cannot s 


May I ask a question 
right in Supposing that 
until the bill is read a 


The 


rule is 


ubmit a motion to refer 

Mr. COLE. I supposed it was read a first 
time the other day. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
being read for information solely 
there be no objection it will be reg 
read the second time, 

Mr. STEWART. 
referred to the 
road. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 

ead in full. 

The VICK 
state to the 
80 Ul lers 
Secretary 
senator 


It was, anditis 
now. If 
irded iis 


Now I move that it be 
Committee on the Pacilie Rail 
I ask to have the bill 
PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
Senator from California that he 
tood him betore, and requested the 

have it read in full, when the 
rose and stated to the Chair that he 
said he only wished it read by its title. The 
Chair may have misunderstood him, but he 


| desired to have his views carried out 


Mr. CASSERLY. My language in the first 
place was to have the bill read by its title. 
Chen the Senator from Nevada asked to have 
it read in full. Subsequently, the Senator from 
Nevada withdrew that demand. 
the demand which the S 
made for the reading of the bill in full. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair un- 
derstans 7 that the Senator now de mands that 
on the second reading the bill be read in full. 
Is that the desire of the Senator? 

Mr. CASSERLY. I renew the demand 
made by the Senator from Nevada, to have the 
bill read in full for information. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. There appeared 
to be no objection to its being read a second 
time, after which the question of reference 
could be taken up and voted upon, and the 


Now J renew 
from Nevada 


enator 
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Chair was about to have it read for informa- 
tion; butil the Senator asks that it shall be 
read in full prior to its being taken up, the 
Chair supposes that may be done, although it 
18 not in accordance with the usual parlia- 
Inentary usage. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I suppose my original 
demand was strictly according to parliamentary 
that have the bill read a 
secoud time by its title. I made that demand 
the from Nevada 
have the bill called up by number. 

Tbe VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair ander- 
stands the Senator now, and he withdraws 
what he has said. The Senator from Califor- 
nin now desires to have the bill read a second 
time in full, as he has a right to do. 


usage, and was to 


because Senator 


Mr. CASSERLY. Yes, sir, for inform- 
ation 
The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 


now changes it, and it is to be for information. 
‘| hi is 
the bill. 
for information, after which the question will 
be on the that it be read the second 
time, after which it can be referred. 

The Chief Clerk read bill in 
information, 

Mr. STEWART. Now, I ask that the bill 
have its second reading. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Nevada moves that the bill now have its 
second reading. 


therefore not the second reading of 
The Senator desires it read merely 


motion 


full for 


the 


‘The motion was agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
be read the second time by its title, unless some 
Senator again demands that it be read in full. 


The bill was read the second time by its 
title. 
Mr. STEWART. I now move that it be 


referred to the Committee onthe Pacific Rail- 
road, and I will state in making that motion 
that if there is any opposition to this reference, 
or discussion, | shall withdraw the motion and 
allow the bill its chances without a 
reference. I will state that the Pacific Railroad 
Committee have heretofore considered a prop- 
Osition to give one half of this island to the 
Central Pacific railroad, and the bill was 
reported by them and passed the Senate in 
1868. I now have that bill in my hand. I 
repeat, sir, if there is to be opposition, if there 
must be a debate on this question of reference, 
1 do not wish to have the debate repeated and 
occupy the time of the Senate, and I shall 
withdraw the motion to refer which I now 
make. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question 
of reference is before the Senate, and the 
Senator from Nevada moves the reference of 
the bill to the Committee on the Pacific Rail- 
road. 

Mr. COLE. I move to amend that motion 
by providing that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia, to refer the bill to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not wish to have the 
time of the Senate occupied on this subject, 
and if it is to be I do not care about the ref- 
erence, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. STEWART. If the Senator is not will- 


to take 


ing to allow the original motion to be made, if 


this discussion is not to drop here, I will with- 
draw it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
from California insists on the floor, no other 
Senator can take it from him to withdraw a 
proposition, but if he yields the floor the Sen- 
ator from Nevada can withdraw the propo- 
sition; but the bill will still be before the 
Senate. 

Mr. STEWART. I will inquire if the Sen- 
ator is willing to let all these motions drop? 


chose to | 


The bill will |) 


| uses other 


| small proportion of the Senators 


| let the bill stand. 
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If there is to be a motion to refer, then I shall 
make my motion. 

Mr. COLE. The Senator does not make 
any modifying motion at all. So I will goon. 

Mr. CASSERLY. With the permission of 
my colleague, I ask the Senator from Nevada 
what is it he proposes to do? If I understand 
him his proposition is to withdraw his motion 
to refer to the Railroad Committee. 

Mr. STEWART. ‘To any committee. The 
understanding is that we shall take it up with- 
out a reference to any committee. 

Mr. CASSERLY. In other words, the bill 
is to stay here until it is taken up at some 
other time when it may be more convenient 
for the Senator to call it up. I do not think it 


° ° . . . | 
is desirable that the two Senators from Cali- 


fornia should be kept here day after day in the 
morning hour watching this bill and the move- 
ments in regard to it. 


Nevada is desirous to avoid discussion and 


| debate on this subject, he can do so in a mo- 


ment by yielding to the motion made by my 
colleague who represents the State of Cali- 
fornia in this body ; in which I heartily concur. 


| I believe I also represent that State in this 


body. 


Mr. COLE. The question is upon the ref- 


| erence of this bill, I believe. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. It is first upon 
the amendment of the Senator from California 
to the motion to refer. 

Mr. COLE. This bill is virtually a propo- 
sition to give up the half, and to all intents 
and purposes the whole of the island of Yerba 
Buena, in the harbor of San Francisco, for 
than defensive. The harbor of 
San Francisco has been seen by some of those 
who are now present, but I suppose by only a 





Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will allow 
me, in furtherance of the public business, as 


I see that time is being consumed, I will move | 


that the pending motion lie on the table, and 
This contest at some time 
or other is going to occupy time, and there is 
no use of wasting time now. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 


motions ranking in the order of priority that 
cannot be properly laid on the table. The 


| bill itself can be laid on the table, and if that 


were done all motions connected with it would 
go to the table. 

Mr. COLE. I do not yield to that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the bill lie 
on the table, then. 

Mr. COLE. 
that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
from California is on the floor. 

Mr. COLE. I am very much constrained 
in point of time, as only a few moments are 


The Senator 


| left, but I wish to state here and now that I 
| do not know what the opinions of the Com- 
| mittee on Military Affairs are on this bill, buat 
| it relates not to the building of the Pacific 


railroad, or any other railroad; it is not to 


| build a railroad at all; it is simply to build a 


bridge for a railroad to the extent of about a 


| mile from the end of a wharf that now exists, 


across navigable waters, to this island, and to 
occupy the isiand. It is not a proposition that 
pertains to the construction of a railroad at 
ail; but it does pertain directly and essentially 
to matters of very great moment to the War 
Department, and I am anxious that the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs should have the 
investigation of this matter, and that they 


| should get the full information that will have 
| to be obtained from the War Department, and 


from nowhere else, because I believe | know 
pretty well what the opinions entertained in 
that Department are on this subject. 

This island lies just in front of the city of 
San Francisco, and about a mile from the 
wharves of that city. It is the last point of 
defense that can be relied upon in case of war 
or a necessity arising out of war. 


If the Senator from | 





The Chair will | 


; ene > || tional cemeteries,’’ approved Febru: 22, 
state that a motion to refer is one of those — er eee, oe ed February , 


I would rather not yield to | 
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I wish to state here, in reply to the remark 
made by my friend from Nevada a moment 


|| ago that this bill had passed the Senate once 
|| before, that a very different bill was before 


the Senate once before, in 1868, a bill in ref. 
erence to another railroad company, and the 
proposition was not then like this in many 
respects; it was different in many essential 
particulars; and besides, that was before the 
Pacific railroad was completed, and when we 
knew less about it from experience than we do 


| now. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California will suspend. The morning 
hour has expired, and the amnesty bill is 
betore the Senate, the pending question being 
on the amendment of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetis, [Mr. SuMNER. ] 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, an- 
nounced that the House had passed the fol. 
lowing bills, in which it requested the concur- 
rence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. BR. No. 1272) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘ An act to establish and protect 
national cemeteries,’’ approved February 22, 
1867 ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1428) for the relief of 
John L. Bullard; F 

A bill (H. R. No. 1709) for the relief of 
Major John W. Todd; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1829) for the settlement 
of the account of Major Abram Beeler, late 
paymaster of United States volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2136) to authorize an ap- 
pointment in the inspector general’s depart- 
ment; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2697) relative to retired 
officers of the Army; 

A bill (H. Kk. No. 2698) to provide for the 
payment for certain property taken by the 


| Government for the extension of the military 


reservation at Camp Mohave, in the Territory 
of Arizona; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2699) to amend an act 
entitled ‘* An act to establish and protect na- 


1867; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2700) donating condemned 
cannon balls to certain organizations for mon- 
umental purposes. 

The message also announced that the House 
had agreed to the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. No. 888) to provide that 
minors shall not be enlisted in the military 


| service of the United States without the con- 


sent of parents or guardians. 

The message further announced that the 
House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. No. 449) authorizing the issue of 
clothing to certain enlisted men of company 
B, fourteenth regiment of infantry; and 

A bill (S. No. 867) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to correct an Army officer’s record. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills of the Senate, 
with amendments, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (8. No. 309) to prohibit the retention 
of soldiers’ discharges by claim agents and 
attorneys; 

A bill (S. No. 446) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to establish and to protect national 
cemeteries,’’? approved February 22, 1867; 

A bill (S. No. 463) to enable the President 
to appoint a Paymaster General of the Army ; 
and 

A bill (S. No. 626) to authorize the sale of 
certain public property at Augusta, Georgia. 

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. By unanimous 
consent of the Senate yesterday the Senator 
from Khode Island [ Mr. Sprague] was to have 
five minutes for the Committee on Appropri- 
ations to present the Military Academy bill, 
pending the unfinished business, Does the 
Senator desire that now? 
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Mr. SPRAGUE. Yes, sir, 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to take up my resolution now and put it 
on its passage. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 
road—— 

[he VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being 
made, it cannot be considered at this time. 

Mr. CAMERON. I was out when petitions 
were called, and I should like leave to present 
a petition. [*' No objection.’’] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
receive it. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the memorial of 
John McKnight, deceased, praying indemnity 
for spoliations committed by the French prior 
to the year 1801; which was ordered to he on 
the table. 

Mr. SUMNER. I present petitions from 
the heirs of persons who originally suffered 
from French spoliations, in which they ask 
Congress to pass the bill now pending on that 
subject. I move that they be laid on the table. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SUMNER. At the same time I venture 
to ask the Senator from Pennsylvania when he 
proposes to call up the bill. 

Mr. CAMERON. I have made so many 
attempts that [am not now able to say when, 
but I hope to get it up in time to pass it here. 
I will make the motion immediately after we 
have disposed of the question which the Sen- 
ate has been kind enough to allow me to fix 
for next Wednesday. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator is not apt to 
despair of anything he takes hold of —— 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I object to discussion. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATIONS, 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill (H. R. 


No. 1661) making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Military Academy for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1873, is now before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole, pending 
the unfinished business of yesterday, whieh is 
the amnesty bill. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I ask that the sense of 
the Senate be taken on the amendments of 
the Committee on Appropriations as they are 
reached. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection that order will be made. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

l'he Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

I'he first amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations was to strike out line 
thirty-six, as follows: 

For clerk to adjutant, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


I object. 
It is in regard to a rail- 


The next amendment was in lines eighty- 
three and eighty-four to strike out the words 
‘‘magnetic and thermal,’’ and to insert 
‘pneumatic and thermic;’’ so as to read: 


Repairs and additions to pneumatic and thermic 
apparatus, $150. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line one hun- 
dred and eight, to reduce the appropriation for 
the expenses of the Board of Visitors from 
$5,000 to $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line one bun- 
dred and forty-one, to reduce the appropriation 
‘*for coal-house’’ from $10,000 to $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the 
following item at the end of the bill: 

For asurvey and estimate for a system of sewerage 
and drainage, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendments were con 
curred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be en- 
rossed andthe bill to be read athird time. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair ap- 
pointed yesterday upon a conference commit- 
tee upon the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 1654) making 
appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the service of the Govern- 
ment tor the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, 
and for former years, and for other purposes, 
a Senator who is absent trom the city, [ Mr. 
FRELINGHUYSEN.] If there be no objection, 
the Chair will appoint in his place the Senator 
trom Ohio, [Mr. SHerMan,] as the committee 
desire to meet this atiernoon. 


POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the cousideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 1050) for the removal of legal and political 
disabilities imposed by the third section of the 
fourteenth article of amendments to the Con- 
stitution of the United States, the pending 
question being on the amendment of Mr. 
SUMNER, which was to strike out all after the 
enacting clause, and substitute in lieu thereof 
certain sections known as the supplementary 
civil rights bill 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
will read the order in regard to the business 
for to day ; it is very brief, but a few lines, 
trom the Globe. 

Lhe Chiet Clerk read as follows: 


The Secretary 


“Then it is that at three o’clock general debate 
shall terminate and the vote shall be taken on any 
pending amendments according to their order, ot 
course under parliamentary provision, and thatif 
any other amendments are offered, the gentlemen 
offering them or anybody eise may have five minutes 
to support or Oppose any amendment which may be 
proposed, and thatany questions arising in connec- 


| tion with the progress of the bill and amendments 
| shali be subject to the same understanding of five 


| all 


minutes, and that we terminate the bill.” 

lhe VICEPRESIDENT. That wasagreed 
to unanimously by the Senate yesterday; and, 
therefore, at three o'clock voling will com- 
mence. [he Senator from Calitornia [ Mr. 
CASSERLY] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask unanimous consent 
to have my resolution of inquiry taken up. 

Mr. SLEWARIL. I shall have to object. I 
believe we have all the information here that 
is needed. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Very good, sir. It is 
simply a resolution calling for information as 
to the condition of aceounts—— 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It requires unan- 
imous consent, except by laying the amnesty 
bill on the table and then calling up the reso 
lution by a majority vote. 
make that motion. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Does the Senator from 
Nevada object to the resolution to obtain in- 
formation on this subject ? 

Mr. STEWART. No; but we have got it 


The Senator can 


Mr. CASSERLY. We have not got it all. 
We have not got important elements of it. 

Mr. STEWART. Allow the resolution to 
be read. I think we have got it all. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. ‘The resolution 
will be read for information, after which the 
Senator trom California reserves his right. 

The Chiet Clerk read the resolution of Mr. 
CASSERLY, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is, directed to transmit to the Senate a state- 
ment of the following particulars in regard to cer- 


| tain railroad companies respectively, namely, the 
| Central Pacific and Western Pacific railroads, the 


Union Pacific railroad, the Kansas Pacific, the Cen- 
tral Branch Union Pacific, Sioux City and Pacific: 
1. The whole amount of bonds of the United States 
issued to each company, and for what number of 
miies, and of theinterest paid thereon by the United 
States. 
2. The credits allowed to each company on inter- 


| est account, and for what services rendered, together 


with the arrears of interest unpaid, and the percent- 
age of credits allowed to each company on the whole 
amount of interest due by the company. 

3. The total sum due to the United States on ac- 


| count of principal and interest of bonds. 


4. The total amount of principal and interest ac- 
cruing on such bonds at meturity, at the rate of 


‘he bill was read the third time, and passed. || payments thus far made ou account of interest. 
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5. The amount of bonds or other obligations issued 
by each company constituting a mortgage or lien on 


its road and other property prior to the claim of the 
United States. 


Mr. MORTON. If that can be 
| 


ai passed 
without discussion I shal 


not object, Other- 
wise, | shall call for the regular order. 

Mr. STEWAR L shall object to it, be 
cause I think the information is here in re 
ports we already have. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Nevada objects. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia must move first to lay the amnesty bill 
on the table, and then to take up the resolu- 
tion in order to reach it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. That is a course I am 
very reluctanttotake. Theamnesty bill is per 
haps one of more immediate importance than 
this is. I regret that the Senator from Nevada 
has seen fit to Oppose it, especially ona ground 
But that, 
| suppose 
there will be no objection to allowing me to 
amend the resolution by substituting the fifth 
section instead of the one in print. I ask 
leave to propose an amendment to my resolu- 
tion in place of its fitth section. 

Mr. MORTON. If this is to lead to diseus- 
sion, I call for the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution 
has not been taken up, being objected to, and 
it can only be reached, as the Chair stated, by 
moving to lay the amnesty bill on the table. 
lhe Senate have unanimously resolved that the 
amnesty bill shall be debated (with the excep- 
tion of five minutes for the Military Academy 
bill) until three o’ clock to day. 


that | do not understand to exist. 
of course, is his right as a Senator. 


The Senator 
trom California, however, can move to lay the 
amnesty bill on the table. 

Mr. CONKLING. The honorable Senator 
from California merely wants to send up his 
amendment so that his resolution may be modi 
fied accordingly when he calls it up again. 
Nobody will object to that. 

Mr. SUMNER. Why cannot that be done 
by unanimous consent? 

Mr. CASSERLY. I thought everything I 
prop ysed was obje ected to, 

Mr. STEWART. Not at all. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
Indiana has demanded the regular order. If 
the Senaior from California desires this pro- 
posed modification to be printed, subject to 
be called up hereafter, the Chair supposes 


} there will be ho obje cLlion, 


Mr. MORTON. If that is all that is desired 
I do not object 

The VICK PRESIDENT. That is not ob- 
jected to; but there is objection to ealling the 
resolution up until the order made yesterday is 
disposed of. 

Mr. CASSERLY. That I understand. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution as 
the Senator proposes to modify it will be 
printed. The Senator from California is en- 
titled to the floor on the amnesty bill. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I commenced to address 
the Senate on the pending motion shortly be 
fore the adjournment yesterday. I should have 
concluded in a few minutes longer if the ad- 
journment had not cut me off. 

In what | have to say now I shall not discuss 
the insuperable objections to the unconstitu 
tionality of many of the leading provisions of 
the bill moved by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts as an amendment to the disabilities bill 
of the House, or, second, to its extreme im 
policy. 1 will state shortly, however, that | 
know of no warrant in any part of the Consti 
tution, new or old, for the attempt which this 
bill makes to assume to Congress the entire 
police powers of the States upon subjects 
which have always been regarded as solely 
within the police jurisdiction of the States. 
The objection that | propose to discuss is to 
the admission ot the motion of the Senator 
from Massachusetts to substitute his bill by 
way of amendment for the bill which came 


\| from the House of Representatives. 
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The bill wt 1 came from the House was a 
bill to ve ‘ } ‘ nposed by the four 
teenth amendment to the Constitution. Ir 
requ j : i ‘ two thirds of 
each Hou rf ¢ to pa Phe bill 
prop 1 by the Senator ym Massachusetts 
ne 2% Su f he entire bill of the H 

auoral Vblil, atl tso tara respects the 
vole requir to pa t It becomes a law by 
‘ ny I 1 House 

] } | ‘ e detain the Senate by 
a d ission of tl TL ym with which I 
propos \ i did yt regard it as of 
the very | msequence It is a funda- 
met idyment, in regard to 
the exe e of power by the Senate and by 

[louse over olutions proposing amend 
ments to the C titution, or bills removing 
disubilities, both of wl 1 require a two-third 
vole 

In the { place, | do not agree that a two 
thirds b Ley fourteenth amendment is 
one requiring tol t »>the President for 
his signature or his veto, as he shall see fit 
Such a bill requires that proceeding no more 
than does a resolution proposing an amend- 
ment to the Constitution to the several States. 
Indeed, as to this bill, the case is very much 
clearer I may be confident overmuch; but I 
think a very few considerations, if the Senate 
will give me their attention, will at least make 


cleat rounds upon which | stand, even if 


I 
they do not carry conviction to the Senate 
the reasons 
hed that a 
resolution of Congress proposing an amend 
ment to the Constitution need not be 
the President; tha 


required Vo third ot 


I never was satisfied with one ot 


given tor the ground so we ll establis 
sent to 
. that as the 
each House pass it, 
would overrule the veto ot 


the President, it was an idle 


resolution 


and as two thirds 


form to send the 


lL think that reason not a good one. It 


never was satisfactory to my mind One ob- 


yect of ser ding a bil to the President and of 
giving him the power to veto it, if he sees fit, 
189 that it may vo buck to the two HLlouses for 


ideration, so that, il they see fit, 


they may reconsider their 


In some of the 


informed, the same 


States, if I am correctly 

majority in each House 
which passes a bil in the may over 
ride the G In that case the 
argument of the coneurrence of the number of 


first place 
overnor’s veto. 
votes req ured to pass it over the veto in the 
second place been held to obviate 
the necessity ol sen ling the bill to the Gov- 
ernor, 

The true ground upon 


of Congress proposing an 


has never 


which a resolution 
amendment to the 
should not be sent 
President, is that it is not 
It is not 


Constitution need not, nay, 
to the legislation 
>of the law-making power. 
ji say so because the act of the two Houses of 
that it 
amendment. It 
offers an amendment to the Constitution to be 
acted upon by the States. Lt they accept it 
imbers it becomes a consti- 
There- 
exercised is a power to 
legislation in the sense in 

a bill by the concurrent 
two Houses of Congress and of 
the Executive ts le gislatl ym. 

Now, can there be al distinetion 
in this respect between a resolution proposing 
an amendment to the Constitution and the 
action of Congress in removing disabilities 
by a two-thirds vote? none what 


an exercise 


Congress has this extent and no more, 


is merely a proposition of 


by the requisite 
tuuional law. 

fore the 
propose, 
which the 
action of the 


If they do not, it tails. 
only power 
lt is not 


passage ol 


iny substanti 


Lhere is 
Indeed, it is most clear that the action 
of Congres 


ever, 
Ss in such a case is not and cannot 
be legislation. It is simply the exercise by 
Congress of the pardoning power reserved to 
it by the fourteenth amendment. This will 
become extremely plain if we consider where 


the pardoning power as to the disabilities of 


the fourteeuth amendment would bave been |, 


lodged but for the express reservation of the 
power to the two Houses of Congress made in 
the amendment itself. Clearly it would have 
been lodged in the President It is an execu 
tive power, and before the fourteenth amend 
ment was | rdged wholly in the executive head 
of the Government. By virtue of the four- 
teenth amendment, and not otherwise, Con 
gress, and not the President, has the pardon- 


Ing power. 
Now, you may say that the action of Con 
gress in removing disabilities must be by a 


two-thirds vote of both Houses. The answer 
is, because it is a power to be exerted by the 
Legislature, and must therefore be exerted 
through the forms of legislation. It is a neces- 
sity arising out of the constitution of Con 
Congress can act inno other way. The 
that 


Congress for 


gress. 
result is, propositions originating with 
amendments to the Constitution 
ires removing disabilities under the 
fourteenth amendment are 


and meas 
in the same class. 
Congress as to these exercises no law-making 
power in any proper the word. It 
does not in the case of amendments to the 
Constitution. Most certainly and most indu 
bitably it does not when it removes disabilities 
under the fourteenth amendment. 

Now, sir, trom all this it follows that the 
congressional power which acts upona bill 
moving disabiliies is of a different order 
entirely from the legislative authority which 
acts upon ordinary biils in the course of legis- 
lation. When Congress removes disabilities, 
it pardons. It exerts an executive function 
to which it could never lay claim but for the 
express warrant of the Constitution. To say 
that the exertion of such a power by Congress 
bears any similitude to legislation in its meth 
ods, or that it should be regulated in any 
degree by the same rules of order or of action, 
seems to me absolutely inadmissible. 

(here is still another ground. Iasked the 
Senator from Ohio [ Mr. SHE! RMAN | yester- 
day whether he saw any objections in case 
the amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts should prevail to add to it the very 
bill which had been struck out; that is, the 
House bill removing disabilities. ‘he Sen- 
ator from Ohio saw no objection. T asked him 
the question simply to try how far his own 
logic led him. It seemed to me that my ques- 
tion exposed completely the vice of the Sen- 
ator’s present position. It is absolutely 
impossible to contend that you can unite in 
one act the measure requiring but a majority 
to pass it and the other measure requiring two 
thirds to pass it. If such a hybrid as that 
should get through both Houses of Congress 
without being deservedly killed, and should 
reach the President, and he should return it 
to this body with his veto, upon what part of 
it would his veto operate? In every such 
case, one part of such a bill would consist 
of a measure to remove disabilities, and 
another part of it would be the bill of the 
Senator from Massachusetts ; it would not be 
proper as to one part to send the act to the 
President, as to the other it would be. Yet, 
sir, it goes to him as a totality; he deals with 
it as a totality; as a totality he vetoes it. 
Kither his veto operates upon the whole or it 
operates upon noue, - 

Yet, sir, the President has no right to inter- 
fere, not the slightest in my judgment, with 
the pardoning power which the fourteenth 
amendment vests in Congress; and the only 
way, of course, in which he could interfere 
would be by his veto. The pardoning power 
is as absolute in Congress, under the four- 
teenth amendment, as it would have been in 
the President but for the provision in the 
fourteenth amendment vesting it in Congress. 
The only limitation in the worid on the exer- 
cise of the power by Congress is that it shall 
be by a two-thirds vote in each House. 

Let me give the Senate a further illustration. 
The Senate has the power to consent to trea- 
ties sent to it by the President with such | 


sense of 
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amendments and changes as it sees fit. Jy 
must act, however, by a two-thirds vote. By 
arule of the Senate treaties are discussed iy 
secret session, in a session whiich is con waed 
to executive bu ess, excluding 
Now, the Senate 


le gis! ; liv 
has the most com 
plete right to change iis rul@s as to treaties, 
and to hold its session for the consideration 
of tre “alles in public. Now, sir, insuch a ease 
of the Senate meeting in Open session to con- 
sider a treaty, could any Senator, wi h even 
the thinnest pretense Of areasonu for his action, 
move to stiike out the treaty and substitute 
for itan ordinary bill? Of course he could 
not. Why could he not? Not by reason of 
incongruity; not by reason of a want of ger- 
maneness, because that is a subject with which 
the rules of the Senate have dealt in such 
manuer as to reduce the objection on either 
of these grounds almost toa nullity. Thereason 
and the only reason 1s that it requires the 
exercise of a different order of power in the 
Senate from that which is required to deal 
with ordinary legislation, 

A treaty is legislation, undoubtedly, and it 
is legislation of the highest character, because 
itis the making of laws which shall regulate 
not the relations of man with man, bus the 
relations of a Government witha Government, 
of a State with Yet it never could 
be pretended that the Senate being in o pen 
session to consider a treaty it woul t be com 
petent for any Senator to move, or for the 
Senate to perr iit him, to strike out the treaty 
and insert in lieu of it a measure of ordinary 
legislation. It is not a question of incongru- 
ity; it is not a question of the application of 
the ordinary rules of legislative acuion, because 
it is not legislative action. 

The objection is that it is a different order 
of congressional power, different in its orde 
in its sphere, in its nature, so different th: ut 
this perhaps is the first time in the history of 
this country that the executive power of par 
don has been taken away trom the Chief Mag 
istrate and vested in Congress. At least I think 
of no such case. 

The objection I have argued is, to my mind, 
amply sufficient. If the bill of the Senator 
from Massachusetts were as acceptable to me 
ov its merits as it is repugnant, I must vote 
age 1inst it in eve ry stz ge of is progress through 
this body for the reason that it has been sub- 
stituted by the action of the Senate for a bill 
which it had no right to displace. The bill 
which came here trom the House was a bill 
which invoked the pardoning power of the two 
Houses of Congress, a power that must be ex- 
ercised by a vote of t-vo thirds in each House ; 
a power not of legislation, but of pardon. It 
Was a measure of executive power reposed in 
Congress by the express language of the four- 
teenth amendment. My objection is one which 
the Seua'e cannot waive by a vote. 

When a bill comes here from the House 
which is a bill of pardon, the Senate has not 
the least right, in my humble judgment—I 
speak of course with the greatest respect for 
Senators who think otherwise—to step out of 
the sphere of executive power, of the pardon- 
ing power which that bill invokes, and which 
alone it does invoke, to engage in a different 
order and sphere of power—ihat is, the order 
and power of making laws. 

Upon the grounds which I have stated some- 
what imperfectly, which perhaps I might have 
stated beiter had I been able togo on when I 
rose yesterday afternoon, and without reference 
even to what | regard as the manifest uncou 
stitutionality of material paris of the meas- 
ure, and the immense impoiicy of the whole, 
| shall vote against the measure of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts in every stage of | 
progress. We must keep our pardoning paver 
separate from our legisiative power. Noma 
can foresee the embarrassmentin which we iene 
involve ourselves if we permit the two to be 
brought into collision or to be mingled with 
each other. 


business 


a 


a State. 
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Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, judging from 
the votes which have been taken in the Senate, 
it is easy to perceive that there is a majority in 
this body for the measure proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts. It was decided 
by a vote of the Senate in the early part of 
the session, when the amnesty bill was under 
consideration, to adopt the measure of the 
Senator from Massachusetts known as the civil 
rights bill; but it was known that there were 
many Senators on this floor who voted against 
it at that time who were in favor and who 
avowed themselves to be in favor of the bill of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. I cannot 
now recall exacily who they were, but | think 
both of the Senators from South Carolina an- 
nounced that they would vote for the measure 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts 
as a separate and distinct bill, but could not 
support it as an amendment to the amnesty 
bil. Other Senators on this floor announced 
that they were in favorof it, but as a separate 
and distinct measure. So it seems that trom 
the beginning of this session there has been no 
time when a majority of this body were not iu 
favor of this amendment or this bill of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. Having control 
of the business of the Senate, that majority 
could upon any day of the five months which 
have elapsed since the Senate began its ses- 
sion have taken up that bill and passed it. 
They have neverseen proper to do so. It has 
always been reserved for the purpose of ob 
structing, delaying, and defeating the amnesty 
bill. That seems to have been its only mission. 

lam not prepared to say that the Senator 
from Massachusetts designs it for this purpose, 
that he has this motive: but it has always 
occurred that whenever the amnesty bill bas 
been brought forward in the Senate it has 
beeu conironted by this supplementary civil 
rights bill. As the Senator from Georgia[ Mr. 
HILL] says, it is a remarkable coincidence. It 
defea'ed the amnesty bill when it was under 
consideration in the early part of the session. 
It was saddled upon it and the amnesty bill 
sank beneath its weight. Now, when the 
amnesty bill is brought forward again, it is 
again Offered as a substitute for it, and we are 
told that there are still other amnesty bills 
upon the table of the Senate upon which we 
can act afier we have passed this bill. 

Now, Mr. President, if this bili having a 
majority of the Senate tor its friends could 
pass at any time, as is evident from the vote 
of the Senate on the former oceasion, and the 
declarations of numerous Senators who did 
not then vote for it; if it could have been 
passed heretofore and can be passed now 
standing alone and upon its own merits, | ask 
why is it that those Senators who profess to 
be its friends, who see so much of good in the 
measure, have failed to bring it up at any time 
except when it was convenient to confront it 
with the amnesty bill to destroy the amnesty 
bil, and array all the friends of amnesty 
aguinst it? 1 believe that question will be 
answered in the hearts of the people of this 
country. It will be answered in the only way 
in which it seems to me practically an answer 
can be given, that this bili has been reserved 
to du this oflice, to delay, cripple, and destroy 
the amnesty bill. 

Mr. President, I am opposed to the supple- 
mentary civil rights bill and to all legislation 
of that character. I have no doubt that the 
Senator from Massachusetts inteuds by this 
bill to benefit the colored race; | have no 
doubt he thinks it will secure to them rights 
which would advance and elevate them; but 
my judgment is that no measure could be 
passed by Congress now calculated to injure 
the colored men more than this same supple- 
mentary civil rights bill. This nation has been 
gorged with discussion about the colored men 
and their rights. They have had every right 
conferred upon them, even to the right of 
suffrage wheu their best friends who voted for 


that measure did not claim that they could || 
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appreciate or intelligently use the right of suf- 
frage, and when a Senator who voted for the 
measure upon the floor yesterday avowed that 
they bad used it igrorantly, that they had 
injured themselves and injured their triends 
and the country by the way in which they had 
used it. To prove that they have done so, it 
is only necessary to go to the southern States 
where the suffrage has been given to the blacks, 
where they have dominated the whole coun- 
try, and see the character of men whom they 
have put in ollice, and the destruction they have 
brought upon those States, the robbery and 
plunder which has grown up by negro suffrage ; 
how they have been made the instruments ot 
rapine and of pluoder and of demoralization ; 
how they have destroyed those who gave them 
employment, and robbed all the people of 
property of the South by legislation in the 
Siate Legislatures and by officials in the various 
counties throughout the southern States. They 
have pulled down the temple of prosperity 
upon their heads as well as the heads of those 
of the race. They have saddled the 
South with two hundred and fifty millions of 
debt for which they have nothing on earth to 
lhese fruits of the suffrage 
conferred upon a mass of ignorant, unedu- 
cated, semi-barbarous people. 

The Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] 
declared that he urged that they should be 
endowed with this right for the purpose of 
protecting me that 
the conferring of this rigbt and the ruin and 
devastation which have followed the exercise 


white 


SuUOW,. are the 


1 i 
themseives It seems to 


of it on their part have brought down upon 
them at the South more hostility than ever 
before existed toward them. It has in no 
sense benefited or protected them. It has in 
every sense injured them and retarded their 
progress. In my belief it was not conferred 
upon them for the purpose of protecting and 
de‘ending themselves. It was conferred upon 
them in order to give a party majority to those 


who conferred that right, to maintain them 
in Office and in power, and for no other pur- 
pose. 

Sir, I feel as kindly toward the black 


people as does any Senator upon this floor. 1 
do not yield to any one in frieudship toward 
that race of people. I have been an emanci- 
pationist ever since [ came to the years of dis- 
cretion, and in a slave-holding State. I took 
upon myself their advocacy when it was dan- 
gerous to do so from the passions and preju 
dices which existed against them or against 
the measure. 1 believe I have vindicated my 
right to be considered a friend of these people 
If | have not gone to the length of some Sen 
ators on this floor in conferring upon them 
rights for which they were totally unprepared, 
which they were utterly incapable of.exercis 
ing for their advantage or for the advantage 
ot the country, | have simply refused to do it 
from my conviction of what was due to the 
country itself, and not from any hostility to 
the colored people. I have never felt any 
hostility 10 them; but I never believed it for 
their interest, nor for the interest of the coun 
try, that they should have rights of this des 
cription conterred upon them when they were 
admittedly incapable of their exercise. There 
is no Senator upon this floor, and uo person 
throughout the country, the hardi- 
hood to assert that men have the re- 
quisite education and experience to exercise 
the franchise conferred upon them intelli- 
gently and judiciously. It was simply a low 
and mean political trick to keep power in the 
hands of those who conferred the suffrage 
upon them, knowing that they were incapable 
of its intelligent exercise. 

it is not my purpose to go into this question 
at length, but to speak somewhat to the par 
ticular phase of the bill offered as a substitute 
for the amnesty bill by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts. that bill goes a step further. 


who has 


these 


| Afier we have secured to the negroes by pre- 
vious bills the right of suffrage and all the | 
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civil rights which belong to any man, it is now 
proposed to give them social rights, to impose 
upon the whites of the community the neces- 
sity ¢ fa close association in all ts tters with 
So far trom this being a benefit 
a, | consider it aS a Measure cal 


the ne groes. 
to the negro 
culated to inspire still greater distrust and an 
tipathy between them and the whites 

measure which is calculated to irritate 


ltisa 
these 
two classes against each other, when it is for 
the highest interest of the country that that 
feeling of irritation should be effaced alto 
gether. 
his is a measure to compel the black and 
the white to stop at the same hotels, to ride 
in the same conveyances, to go to the same 
schools, to go to the same churches, and even 
in the last act of humanity, in going to the 
grave, to be buried side by side. I can see 
notbing in this that gives any substantial ben 
efit to the blacks. Upon the railroads pro- 
vision is made, or might be made, for separate 
for them. ‘They can have their own 
hotels, and separate schools. The white chil 
dren ean no more be compelled to enter 
schools in whieh black children are being 


cars 


taught than the blacks can enter those in 
which the whites are being taught, and the 
discrimination is as much against one as the 


other. But | believe itis in accordan: e with 
good policy to keep them separate and apart. 
i do not believe in associating these two races 
together auy more closely than they ure or 
have been. 

Why, sir, let me refer to the policy of the 
Government with respect to the Incians as late 
as 1866. We find by solemn treaty, which was 
confirmed by two thirds of this body, that a 
certain portion of the country was set apart to 
ceriain of the Indian tribes to be held inviolate 
them. ‘The presence of white 
residents was totally prohibited. 
not allowed even to trade 


for nen as 
Chey 
with them except 
by sanction of the Government of the United 
States itself. 
ried out and maintained even to the present 
day, that these Indians, the Cherokees, Click- 
who had slave 
holders, were authorized under that treaty to 
sel apart a particular portion of the territory 
assigned to them for the use of their 
if they 


were 
So tur bas this policy been car- 


“uSaws and Choctaws, been 


negroes 
declined to have them incorporated in 
They 
were authorized by the Government of the 
United States under this treaty to set upart & 
portion of the territory which had been as 

gued to them for the separate and sole 


the same community with themselves. 


use 
of the negroes who had formerly been their 
hey should see proper to decide for 
themselves that they should be separated from 


j i 
them instead of be 


Slaves if 


ng iucorporated in the same 
body with themselves. Recently the In tians 
have made that decision and have dee.ded that 


a part ot the country should be set apart for 
the negroes. It is a singular circumstance 


that those very Indians were themselves in the 


confederate army. If the emancipation and 
elevation of the negroes belonging to the 
southern people was intended as a punish 


meut for their erime in making the war of the 
rebellion, as it 1s called, the Congress of the 
United States Saw proper to act very differ 
ently toward the Cherokee and Choctaw In- 
dians, alihough they were as much involved in 
the crime of rebellion as the white 
people were. 

{ refer to this simply to show that thatis the 
poliey acted upon by Cor gre uy 
ent moment with regard to the Indians in set 


soutnerno 


to the pres 
ting apart a country for them, and allowing 
them to set apart a portion of that country for 
the negroes who had belonged to them as 
slaves. So that the policy which seems to 
find favor with a majority of the Senate, the 
policy of having mixed schools, of drawing 
closer and closer the association of the neyvro 
with the white people, does not seem to bethe 
policy which it is thought proper to pursue 
toward the Indians, who are ailowed to 1 
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main in separate communities, nor even toward 
the negroes and Indians, 
themselves and 


who are allowed to 
have different com- 
munities and different territories set apart for 
them, 


separate 


Now, Mr. President, with respect to this 
policy, I confess that so far from being in favor 


of this supplementary civil rights bill, so called, 
80 far from believing it to be any advantage 
either to the negroes orto the white people, I 


firmly believe the best thing we can do for 
these negroes is gradually to separate them 
from the white people entirely. 1 think if the 


people of this country would do for themselves 


what they have allowed the Indians to do for 
themselves, separate the negroes from the 
whites, they would confer the greatest pos- 
sible blessing upon this country. Whether 
this Congress decrees it or not, or the next 
Congress, or the next one after that, the 


great. laws of nature will at some time execute 
themselves, and these races will be separated, 
and with the consent of that party of men here 
now who will in a very time find no 
further for their votes. That was the 
motive in my judgment for conferring these 
rights, as they are called, upon them. That 
is the motive for keeping them here; and 
when that motive has no longer any operating 
power, when that to be efficient 
for the ends and objects which that party has 
in view, they will consent to the execution of 
that law of nature which bids us to separate 
the two races. 

It we 


short 


vote ceases 


the face of the world we 
see there are lines drawn upon its surface for 
the habitation of different races, and that the 
climates of these different portions of the 
earth's surface forbid the intrusion of the 
races who are native to the other climates. 
It is distinctly announced by our knowledge 
of the laws of nature that the negroes belong 
to the tropical regions of the earth as much 
the tropical vegetation. ‘They are so 
formed as to resist the diseases of the tropics. 
lhey are formed to resist the climate and are 

capi able of unde ‘rgoing laborunder the tropics, 
while the white race is known to be incapable 
of sustaining its vigor beneath the torrid heats 
of those regions. ‘This temperate zone belongs 


look over 


BO AS 


to the white race, and it will vindicate its title | 


to it | hope with no hardships and no cruelty 


toward the other race. Itrust that that race 
\ 


has advanced so far in civilizationand wisdom | 


that it will be enabled to deal wisely and well | 


in Carry out the decrees of nature in re- 
spect to this race, which has been intruded 
upon them, and that intrusion has carried its 
own punishment along with it. 

I believe it was a crime against the laws of 
God to bring this race of people here when 
they were brought among us. I believe that 
crime brought with it its own punishment in 
the trouble which it entailed upon the people 
of this country, and which culminated in the 
bloody catastrophe of the late war. I believe 
that instead of passing this supplementary civil 
rights bill, which only tends to irritate the two 
races against each other, the wisest course to 
pursue would be to give these people a country 
under their own tropics, to which they are 
native, to gradually build up with them an 
empire within the tropics of America, to place 
them where they could be of the greatest ad- 
vantage to themselves and to us, by conform- 
ing to the laws of nature. It is ‘impossible 
that any power, stable, and permanent, can be 
built up in the tropics of this or any other 
country with any other population than the 
negro population; and we have ready to our 
hand the material now with which we may 
build up within those regions a great empire 
with these people, educated as they have been, 
in our midst, or to some extent educated at 
least, and who perhaps will remain among us 
until they are sufficiently educated for tne mis- 
sion for which they are intended. 

But I do not think that they can be kept in 
this country. Ido not believe that any meas- 


lng 


THE C 


ures of legislation such as are proposed by the 


Senator trom Massachusetts are appropri- 
ate to their condition or calculated to advance 
their interests. I believe, on the contrary, 


that we should at once initiate measures with 
a view of fitting them for the task for which 
they are so eminently adapted, and to reclaim 
the tropics of this continent by their energy, 
by their ability to resist its deadly climate. 

This Senator’s bill may pass and become a 
law, but it will amount to nothing. It will be 
a dead letter. It cannot execute itself, and 
can never be executed; and no law and no 
legislation, except that which changes a black 
man into a white man, can ever effect the ob- 
ject sought to be effected by the Senator from 
Massachusetts. It is vain legislation; it is a 
delusion, and so far from advancing the object 
sought to be advanced by it, it will retard and 
delay the good understanding which should be 
brought about between these two races, with 
a view of building up by their means and 
through them a great empire in the tropics of 
our continent. 

These are the views that I hold in regard to 
this legislation by which it is sought to reverse 
the decrees of the Almighty, to make white 
people out of black, to take away from people 
those instincts implanted by the Deity and 
intended to keep these races apart and preveut 
their amalgamation and degradation. The ne- 
groes have these instincts as well as the whites. 
They areimplanted by nature; they are intended 
fora good purpose. Nor can the power of the 
Senator from Massachusetts nor the power of 
the Senate efface the instinets which God has 
implanted within us. These races should be 
kept apart for their own good; for the good 
of the white man and for the good of the black 
man. It was intended that they should be 
distinct and separate races, and different por 
tions of the earth’s surface were intended for 
their occupancy, and they were not intended 
to be mingled; and whenever you do mingle 


| them, you make a mongrel race, which becomes 





| Squeers’ 
| bill before the Senate sought to be supplanted 


demoralized and « degrade d ; like the people of 
Mexico, incapable of maintaining any sort of 
Government or any kind of civilization. 

The attempt of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts is futile. He may believe, and perhaps 
does believe, that he is vindicating a great 


right, that he is fighting for that which is good | 


for the country and for the people of the coun- 
try; but itis my deep conviction that he is 
contending for that which is evil aiike for all. 
which does no good to any, and which will 
simply fail to do any harm, because it will be 
made ineffectual by the laws which govern the 
world, and which neither he nor all the radical 
Congresses that ever sat can alter or change 
or modify. 

Mr. BRATT. 


Mr. President, | wish very 


briefly to state to the Senate the reasons why | 


I shall vote for this amnesty bill and against 
the substitute offered 
Massachusetts. As to this last measure, the 
supplementary civil rights bill, [ shall probably 
vote for it when the time comes for its consid- 
eration, though there are provisions in it that 
I shall take with the same grace that old 
pupils took his treacle. But the 


is the House bill for the removal of legal and 
political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth 
amendment to the Constitution. 


by the Senator from | 


I believe the time has come for the removal | 


of these disabilities. The House of Repre- 
sentatives has spoken the voice of the people 
on that subject. I do not vote for the removal 
of these disabilities as an act of justice to the 
men disabled, nor yet from motives of com- 
passion. It was, in my opinion, a righteous 
judgment pronounced by the voice of the 
nation, that the men who had once held office, 


| taken an oath to support the Constitution, and 
| violated that oath by voluntarily going into the 


! 


rebellion, should not be intrusted again with 
| political trusts. They had broken faith with | 
the Government; 
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emn vows to God. Instead of supporting the 
Constitution at all times and under all cireum- 
stances. as their oath obliged them to do, they 
sought to overthrow it, and to destroy the Union 
it formed. [ am not able to see why the men 
who once took that oath and violated it will 
not be ready to violate it again when occasion 
offers or invites. 

I do not vote for amnesty, therefore, in the 
vain belief that the men whom this bill will 
relieve are cured of their heresy or are to be 
trusted in the future to observe their vows. 
No, Mr. President, I do not believe the heart 
of the rebel has been changed, or is capable 
of being touched by an act of amnesty or 
grace on the part of the Government. He 
regrets ‘‘ the lost cause to-day ’’ as much as he 
did on that sad day at Appomattox, when he 
rms. Hedoesnot acknowledge 
that he has been guilty of any crime. He de- 
nies that he committed treason in rebelling. 
He glories in the battles he fought and the 


| injuries his arm inflicted on the Guvernment. 








| remove them. 


He honors those who most distinguished them- 
selves in the bad cause. He commends as 
heroes those who fell in the rebellion, and 
yearly he pays visit to the graves of his fallen 
comrades in arms and strews them with flowers 
and moistens them with his tears. While he 
never fails to lament the impoverished con- 
dition of his country, and prates of his losses 
and poverty and the hard times throughout 
the South, he has no reproaches for himself 
or his people; least of all, for that remorse- 
less government he helped institute, which ate 
out his substance, laid hold of his property, 
and involved his whole countryin ruin. With 
him Jeff. Davis is a hero, and Lee and Jack- 
son are saints. ‘There is no repentance for 
what he has done, and his great grief is that he 


| and his coadjutors did not succeed in establish- 


ing the independence for which they strove. 

And how has he behaved since? Most 
ungraciously has he acquiesced in measures 
the country demanded for the sake of peace, 
and to secure the rights of the freedmen. | 
am speaking in general terms. Of course there 
have been notable exceptions; but asa general 
thing those who rebelled have submitted to 
the Constitution and laws simply because they 
were compelled to, and not from any reverence 
or respect. They have not kept the peace; 
their land has been filled with violence and 
bloodshed, and thousands of men who were 
loyal to the Government through the civil war 
have suffered outrages in their persons, prop- 
erty, and lives because of their loyalty. The 
leading influential men of the South whom 
this bill wili relieve, whose voice could have 
stopped these outrages, have remained silent 
and let the work of death go on. 

No, sir; these men have not done works 
meet for repentance ; and it is in no spirit of 
charity or as an act of justice to them that | 
shall vote for this bill. My reasons are wholly 
different. I favor the measure as one of ex- 
pediency, and as probably demanded at this 
time by wise statesmanship. When these 
disabilities were imposed it was not contem- 
plated that they should continue always, for 
Congress was invested with a discretion to 
There was but one limitation, 
that the act should be done by a two-thirds 
vote. I shall vote for this bill, therefore, 
because the Congress which proposed and the 
States which ratified this article in the Con- 
stitution, contemplated that the time would 
come when we could with safety, and should 
as a matter of policy, exert this power. | 
vote for it because it is better to make a clean 
thing of it than to dribble amnesty out in the 
fashion that was done during the Fortieth 
and Forty-First Congresses, frequently to the 
most undeserving. Looking over the statutes 
of the last five years, you can scarce count 
between sunrise and sunset the names of those 
who have been relieved by special acts. ‘This 
thing will go on from session to session. 


they had violated their sol- || Indeed, we have on our Calendar at this 


ens 
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moment a House bill which relieves of their | 
disabilities, [ do not know how many; 
thousands I should think. We relieve all who 
ask it, seemingly without much inquiry into 
their antecedents. Why, then, not finish the 
business at a single stroke? 

But principally shall | vote for this bill be- 

cause the exclusion of these men from office 
is a fruitful source of discontent, and is made 
the plea for the bad condition of government 
ro These disabled pe ople are constant 
grumblers. They parade their griefs every day. 
The y say they are no worse than the rest of the 
community which rebelled ; no worse than the 
housands whose disabilities have been taken 
off by Congress. They even cite the fact that 
- once held office, as proof of their supe rior 
merit and the confidence felt in their talents | 
and integrity. They argue that if they were | 
invested with the power of magistracy again, | 
some respect would be felt for the laws, and 
they could arrest the violence and bloodshed 
which abound there. It is claimed, and I 
think with a good deal of truth, that many men 
of talent, experience, and moral worth, in- 
deed some of the very best men in the South, 
are still kept back, by reason of this amend 
ment, from sharing in the responsibilities of 
office, their pride forbidding them to appeal to 
Cong: ess. 

lu is urged that there would be a real acces- 

sion of experience and merit in the adminis- 
tration of the local governments if they were 
made eligible to office again. As it is, they 
do not consider themselves responsible for the 
disorders there, nor, l fear, make much effort 
to stop them. They are regarded as marty 
and the magnanimity of the Government 1s | 
impeached for keeping on foot such distine- 
tions. 

Now, sir, to put a stop to this clamor, and 
to test whether there is any thing in the pre- 
tense given for the Daas in the South, I 
am willing to try the experiment. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, I desire 
very briefly to call attention to the reactionary 
and | must say extraordinary speech just made 
by the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Buair.] 
He took the ground that suffrage was conterred 
upon the colored people tor mercenary and 
selfish purposes, that they were unfit for it, 
and that they have used it to their own detri- 
ment and to the detriment of the while people. 
He further took the ground that the races 
ought to be separated, that the colored people 
belonged to the tropics, that the temperate 
zone belongs to the white race and that they 
will ultimately vindicate their title to it, and | 
he went on to say that measures ought to be 
initiated without delay to bring about the sepa- 
ration of the two races, and to return the col- || 
ored people to the tropics of our continent or 
send them to some other country than this. 
He says the inclination and the temperament 
of the colored pe ople adapt them and attract | 
them to hot climates. If that is true, they | 
will probably go South when they find a coun- 
try to suit them; if it is not true, they will 
stay here. The Senator did not say that he 
was in favor of driving them out of this coun- 
try by force, or that they were only to go vol- 
untarily ; but his logic is that they ought to be 
sent to the South, ought to be sent away 
whether they are willing to go or not. 

I simply desire to say that this is the coun- 
try of the colored people as much as it is ours. 
They were born here. They have the same 
moral and legal right to stay here as we have. 
The fact that their ancestors were brought 
here against their own will, that they were 
brought here as slaves, does not take away 
their moral and natural right to live here and 
make this their home; it should rather 
strengthen that right if it needed any strength- 
ening. 

These notions I had hoped had passed by. 
I had hoped that the country had grown en- 
lirely beyond them, they may ‘fairly be denom- 
inated antediluvian in a political sense, but 


THE CONGRESS 


has been frank 
advocated 
country by force; but 
of my p< sition. 
he bas not advocated putting 
children in the same school by force 
is the lo gic of his position. 
1 


the human race, 
high to be 
those laws which separate the 1 
to each one its appropriate place 
continent, and there is not a man of education 
in the world who does not 
mate of the tropics and the temperate climate 
adapt themselves to different races. 


nature and the 
that the 


should bring here 


| this law of nature operate ; but 


| and rights that belong to humanity. 


|| the God of nature, that he should not 


| America— 
| globe, he will go there; 
| remains here, so long as this land shall be his 














when they are gravely brought forward by the 
distinguished Senator 
proper 
reactionary 
certain party in this country. 
himself is a 
know, and perhaps he represents better than 
any other man upon this floor or in Congress 
the character of a new party just struggling 
into existence, and what is it? 
backward, up the stream of time instead of 
down. 
osition renewed and presented to the Ameri- 
can people 
country ought to be 
ought 
although the Senator has not 
done by force, 
know where the warrant for this bill is found. 
be said. 


from Missouri, it is 
to call the public attention to them as 
and to show the tendency of 

lhe Senator 


representative man, as we all 


It is to press 
We now find the extraordinary prop- 
that the colored people of this 
taken out of it, that they 
sent to a warm climate, and 


said it should be 
that is the logic really of what 


to be 


his is all L desired to say. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Indiana 
enough to say that | have not 
sending these people out of this 
he says that is the logic 
I will say to the Senator that 
white end black 
but that 
Chat is the logic 


of all this business, to bring the races together 
by coercion—as much the logic of it as my 
logic leads to taking the 
country by force. 


negroes out of this 
1 referred to the great laws which govern 
and those laws which are too 
perverted by Radical legislation, 
aces and give 
upon this 


know that the eli- 


Mr. WILSON. I believe, Mr. President, 


in spite of the remarks which have been made 
by the Senator from Missouri, that the God of 
nature is the 
| revealed Word we find the doctrine laid broadly 
| down that applies 
| tions of men, the perfect law of equality and 
the perfect law of 
I care not who is in the country, to what race | 
he belongs, 


God of revelation, and in His 
to all the races and condi- 
love. 


where he came from, what be the 


color of his skin or anything that pertains to 
him; I consider 
man, and that he should stand on the plane of 
absolute and perfect equality, and be protected 


him the equal of any other 


| believe that this is the law of 
law of Almighty God; and 
nearer the nation approaches it, the 
nearer we are to establishing on earth human 
brotherhood 

Iam sorry that the 


by the laws. 


Senator from Missouri 
what seems to me to be the 
brutal and bloody ideas and codes of a time 
that I had hoped had passed away. He asserts 
doctrines that the old Colonization Society 
was wont to proclaim of separating men, send 
ing one race of men out of the country. We 
have again these doctrines that a portion of 
the globe was made tor one race of men and 
auother portion for another. If that be so, let 
in whatever 
globe a man shall be, let him be 
d as a man with all the attributes 
Give the 
black man here in the, United States the same 
rights we possess; andif he wants to go to any 
other portion of the globe, if he wishes to 
emigrate, if it is the divine law, the law of 
dwell 
here, but should go to other lands—to Central 
and build up other portions of the 
but so long as he 


portion of the 
recogniz 


home, let him have perfect and absolute equul- 
ity, and let him be protected by the laws of 
the land. I believe this to be the doctrine of 
our institutions, and in perfect harmony with 
the fundamental ideas of the country. I be- 


| lieve it to be the law of Christianity, the law 
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that God has revealed to govern us here inthe 
world. 

The Senator talks to us about the doctrine 
of amalgamation and forcing people together, 
of mixing races. I| have heard it betore. 
We heard it im this Chamber in the years that 
in the good old times. We heard 
it before the war, during the .war, and sinee 
the war. Whenever u proposition has 
made in these Halls (o secure liberty, equality, 
justice, humanity, to throw the shield of the 
protection of the law over men, we have bad 
this doctrine proclaimed. | 
just in proportion as you have done justice, 
just in proportion as you have lifted up the 
colored race and put them on the plane of 
equality, justin that proportion you have sep 
arated the races and maintained the social 
virtues. I believe that under 
is not a tenth part of the improper &associa- 
tious between the races that existed before 
the war. There is less, far less mixing of 
races now than before the war, and | am sure 
the Senator from Missouri must see and admit 
this to be so. 

The Senator tells us that in giving the right 
of suffrage to the colored race we acted from 
‘low and mean motives.’’ Mr. President, | 
regret that the Senator should make that accu 
Every step we have takeu for the last 
eleven years in concerning the 
colored race we have been forced to contend 
against the prejudices, the passions, the low 


are past; 


been 


Muititain that 


treedom there 


sation 
legislation 


and basest prejudices and passions of our 
countrymen. 
the degradation of the colored race, their low 
condition, everything about them and con 
nected with them, brought them down ; and in 
trying to liftthem up we have been sneered at, 
jeered at by the and brut: ality of 
this nation. I had hoped that the time had 
come when all that had passed away, and that 
we had been educated in the terrible 
through which we have passed, and taught by 
the bloody lessons that we in the years past 
had violated the laws of nature and the laws 
of revelation, that we had been punished for 
it, and that we had conquered these passions 
and these prejudices, and that now and here- 
after all were to be equal, all were to be pro 
tected by law, and that we were to go along 
together iike brethren of acommon humanity. 

Sir, | know that in giving the black man 
the right of suffrage we were not governed by 
‘*low or mean motives’’ that we 
acted from high motives and lofty fe 8 33 
and I believe that this work has vindicated 
itself, and is vindicating itself, and will do ) 80 
in the years to come. 

Ihe Senator gives us to understand, in fact 
he asserts, that this right which we have given 
is worthless, that it will be taken away when 
we ‘‘have no use for it, as will be the case 
soon.’ Sir, I cannot tell what is to become 
of any of us. I do not know what is to hap- 
pen, but one thing | am sure is not to happen. 
‘Lhe men who gave liberty to four and a lal! 
millions of the human race, who lifted them 
up, who made them citizens of the United 
States, clothed them with civil rights and 
political rights, and have striven to put them 
under the law of perfect and absolute equality, 
are not to disown their work. We may be 
defeated, we may be driven from these 
and from power by old combinations or new 
combinations, but one thing 1s sure: if we go 
down, we will go down with our doctrines. 
We will maintain them when out of power as 
we have maintained them in power. We will 
not be false or recreant to our past. We will 
stand by it, and though dishonored and di 
graced, our principles shall never be betrayed 
by us. 

Sir, I shall vote for this amendment, not to 
kill amnesty, for there is no contest in Co: 
four fifths of 


lhe ideas associated with slavery, 


ignorance 


SCCnES 


or purposes ,; 


Seals 


HOLL 


about 


gress amnesty ; 
Houses are in favor it—— 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Why not pass the bil 





\| then? 





2 basen i ai a mane ba ne 


\I WILSON \\ shall pass a bill before 
we adjour But, sir, there 1 desire in 
Congyre and out of it to pass a bill giving 
more s curity, giving civil mghts, and it 1s 
believed by tho who desire this that these 
two measure hould go along together, or if 
they do not go along together, that the one 
which is in peril shall go before the other; 
aud | intend to gove 1 myse [ nm tin vot 
to-day for the purpose, not of def ating am 
pesity, for Ia not believe itis to be deleated, 
but ‘for the purpose of securing civil rights 
The other will foilow, and follow immediately, 
too, I believe, at d {| have furth and hope that 
both will come before an adjournment, and | 
shall labor to that end 

Mi BLAIR Mi Pre dent the Senator 
from Mussachusetts who hus just taken his 
seat says that he will vote for this amendment 


or subst \¢ but not for the 


purpose of de- 


feating amnesty I say to him and to the Sen 
ate that tl amendment has never been used 
for any other purpose than to defeat amnesty. 
The amne | has never been here but what 
it has been coufronted with this measure. 


While it is 
Senate 


known to the Senator and to all the 
that the majority had the 
power at any time to bring up this civil rights 
bil , 80 ¢ illed, andt ) pass il upon its own merits 
or demerit they 


cou d 


here have 


have never named it except 


when they antagonize it with the amnesty 


measure, Has always confronted this meas- 
ure: it has “alway been saddled upon this 
measure; it has always destroyed the am- 
nesty bill. Yet the Senator from Massachu 
Felts tel us that four fifths of both Houses are 


has been in- 
destroying 


in favor of amnesty, when he 


Btrumental m every occasion in 


amnesty whenever it has been proposed, by 
bringing forward this measure and defeating 
amnesty by tacking it upon it. 


the Senator may be sincere in that declara- 


tion; lis mind may be so formed as to be 
incapable of seeing that he is destroying the 
menusure that he pretends to be in favor ot; 
but nobody else will accept it in that sense ; 


nobody else will be convinced that this meas 


ure which has been the destruction of am 
nesty, the rock upon which it has split, has 
not been use d on every occasion to deteat the 
measure which the Senator professes to be in 


favor ot. 
Mr. P 
najority 


ment u 


resident, as I said before, there was a 
of the Senate who voted this amend- 
the amnesty bill on the previous 
i when it was discussed in the Senate; 
reas 
to the 


pon 
occas} 
and by no of its being voted as an amend- 
ment amnesty bill the amnesty bill was 
det and that alone defeated it if we can 
believe the professions of gentlemen upon this 
floor. Now, again, the amnesty bill is 
brought up, this is moved as a substitute, and 
gent lemen tell us they will vote for it and sub- 
stitute it for the measure and leave the Senate 
eral amnesty bill of any kind 

pass so as to complete the 
restoration ot our people throughout the coun- 
try to theirrights. I say that the Senator may 
be convinced of the truth of his own assertion, 
and he may be able to some few 
persons of it, but the mass of the country will 
believe from the action of the majority of this 
Senate that — purpose is to destroy the 
amnesty 


ated, 


when 


Without a ge 


j } 
which we Cran 


convince 


y bill by contronting it and deteaung it 


by } lac ing this as an amendment upon it. 
Mi: STEVENSON. Mr. President, a higher 


than human authority has stated that a man’s 
faith is to be judged of by his works. If sev- 
eral honorable Senators of the dominant party 
in this Chamber were to be tried by that stand 
ard in regard to a sincere advocacy of this 


amnesty bill | very much fear that they would * 


be found wanting. If the dominant party bad 
desired to carry out the recommendation of 
the President of the United States in giving 
to the country this long-needed meed of justice 
and of mercy, demanded by the best interests 
of the country, they could long since have 


done so. The country demands to know why 


THE 


if the 
party In 
accomplishing 


and the Democratic 
this Chamber desire amnesty, a bill 
that purpose has not been 
pa sed? Itis a meet and pertinent question, 
the House of Representatives have passed 
various amnesty bills and sent them to this 
Chamber. Before the Christmas recess we 
speut hours and daysin discussing one of those 
bills, and it was defeated by placing upon it 
an amondenent not germane, known as the civil 
rights bill, so zealously pressed by the Senator 
from Massachusetts farthest from me, [Mr. 
SuMNER.| The dominant party of this Senate 
could long since have passed the civil rights 
bill. There is no necessary connection be- 
tween the amnesty bill and the civil rights 
bill, and I press the question upon both the 
Senators from Massachusetts to tell me why, 
if they are in favor of amnesty, do they at- 
tempt to kill it indireetly bya bill not germane 
to it, and which they know by absolute expe- 
rience cannot obtain that vote of two thirds 
which is required when it is thus attached to 
the amnesty bill. Can any sane man doubt 
that it is an indirect measure to kill amnesty ? 

Bat, Mr. President, the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. SumNeER] has again, when 
this amnesty bill comes regularly before the 
Senate, attempted to strike out the enacting 
clause and to substitute his civil rights bill, 
| think that legislation. I think it 
legislation unworthy of the high character of 
this Chamber. I think it is a new mode of 
legislation, for the first time atte — in this 
body. IL look back in the past of America to 
the glorious memories which cluster around 
the Senate of the United States, and [ have 
yet to learn that any such attempt has been 
made, upon any two-thirds bill which has re- 
ceived the sanction of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, to strike out the enacting clause 
and to incorporate upon it a bill wholly un 
germane, which cannot 
receive the votes of two thirds of this Cham- 
ber. 

| say it is vicious legislation. I use 
broad Anglo-Saxon word, and I mean just 
what that term conveys. We are not allowed 
to refer to what took place in the other branch 
of Congress. Why? Because those who have 
rules deemed it right and proper 
that all wise and conservative legislation in 
the different branches should be couducied 
without any outside influence of one upon the 
other. | do not charge the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts with any purpose of 
dragooning the other House. I wiilnot say that 
such a thonght entered into the mind or im- 
agination of that distinguished Senator; but 
| do say, and I say it with all confidence, 
that whether he intended it or not, the coun- 
try has aright to infer and we have a right | 
to deduce that such will be its consequence. 
he House of Representatives have passed 
various amnesty bills. They have had 
also before them a civil rights bill, so called. 
Now, instead of action, either by passing or 
by rejecting one of the bills of the House of 
Representatives, a Senator, distinguished not 
less for his talents than tor his long experi- |) 
ence in this body, rises, and for the first time 
attempts to strike out the legislarion of the 
popular branch as reflected in this bill, and to 
put upon it and in its place a wholly distinet 
and incongruous subject.of legislation, which, 
although he has had a bill to accomplish, pend- 
ing for many months, has never been pressed 
upon the consideration of the Senate. His 
civil rights bill is the first bill upon the Cal- 
endar of the Senate. I appeal to him to know 
why during four long months no effort has been 
made by him to pass that bill? His zeal and 
assiduity in regard to the District school bill | 
is fresh in the mind of every Senator; and yet 
with the civil rights bill, the first bill on the 
Calendar, we have not heard one word from 
the lips of that earnest aud eloquent Senator 
in favor of the passage of this, his oe 
measure. Why such silence? Why such de- | 


dominant party 
r 


vic ious 


experience shows 


the 


framed our 
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lay? Why put it off until when, in the course 
of the regular order of business in the Senate 
a House | bill havin ig tor its obje cl the rem: val 
of disabilities is here, the Senator promptly 
rises and moves to strike out all ufier the 
enacting clause, and to insert that bill which 
has been so long pe di ing as the first upon our 
Calendar? 

Sir, | am avery plain and humble man, and 
I shall speak plainly. I can look upon this in 
no other light than as saying to the House of 
Representatives and to the Senate, ‘1 am 
afraid to bring up my civil rights bill lest it 
fuil, and I will atiempt to force the House of 
Represent stives to pass my civil rights bill, or 
[ wiil deny to them the passage of all amne sty 
bills.’’ Ido not think that such a deduction 
is a violent one, and when | look at what has 
taken place in this Chamber I can but con- 
clude that nine men out of every ten will agree 
with me that such is the logical consequence 
of the action of the senior Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts. 

If that be true, then I say it is a noxious 
aud vicious mode of legislation, now for the 
lirst time attempted in the Senate, by moral 
duress to exact from the Representatives in 
the popular branch of the Congress of the 
United States a measure which they, in their 
own judgmects and their own convictions, do 
not believe to be a meritorious one. I was 
amazed, | was mortified to hear my friend 
from Ohio [Mr. SHerman] with whom | served 
years ago in the House of Representatives, 
and who has been so long in this Chamber, 
rise in his place and openly avow that he 
would vote tor the substitute of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, because he believed that 
was the only way he could get ic, and when he 
did get that, then he was willing to give aim- 
nesty. Has it come to this, that in the Senate 
of the United States’ propositions are to be 
made and the doctiiue is to be asserted that 
bills of the highest importance, meusures 
going to the very perpetuity and peace of this 
Republic, are to be passed by indirection und 
by a sort of moral duress? 

Mr. }RUMBULL. Will the Senator from 
Kentucky allow me to interrupt lim for a 
moment? 

Mr. STEVENSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ido not see the Sen 
ator from Ohio in his sext, and I presume the 
Senator from Kentucky does not wish to state 
him incorrectly. 1 have before me the Globe, 
from which itwill appear that the Senator from 
Ohio did say that he would vote for an am- 
nesty bill atter this bill had passed this body, 
but not until he had coerced the House of 
Representatives to vote on what he calls a civil 
rights bill, but which [ call a social equality 
bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
from the Giobe 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
speech what he sal K 

Mr. STEVENSON. I shail be very much 
obliged to the Senator from Illinois if he will 
a8 it. 

. TRUMBULL. I will: 
uy pins l certainly, if I could, force a minority to 


allow a fair vote on the civil rights bill before I 
would vote for the amnesty bill.” 


That is his language. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I am obliged to the 
honorable Senator from Illinois for the sug- 
gestion. I thank him for having read the 
precise utterance of the Senator from Ono. it 
will thereiore be seen that | did that Senator 
no injustice. It will be seen that he openly 
avows his purpose, as one of the leaders of the 
dominant party of the Republic in this Senate, 
to coerce legislation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, Mr. President ; the 
Senator misstates the Senator trom > aa 
again. What the Senator trom Ohio said, 


You are not reading 


I will read from his 


the Senator from I}iinois bas just read in uid r 
my honorable friend from Kentucky. in read- 
ing from his speech, was not that he would 
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coerce the passage of any bill, but that he 
would not be in favor of passing an amnesty 
hill until a minority in another branch of the 
Legislature should be willing totakea fair vote 
upon a question connected with it. That was 


Mr. STEVENSON. And what is that but 
J Who has the right to say that there 
} en a fair vote in the House? Who 
h he right in this Senate to asperse the 
motives of Khepresentatives in the other branch 


when thev re fuse to pass any matter of 


9) 


as not be 


an, 


jJation. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Let me suggest to the 
Senator that the Senator from Ohio did use 


the word ‘* force.’ His langu ige Was: 


“T would certainly, if I could, force a minority to 
allow a fair vote on the civil rights bill before I 
would vote for the amnesty bill,” 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
Jat on. 

Mr. TRUMBULL 
House. 

Mr. STEVENSON. from 
Vermont says that is not forcing legislation. 
Pray, whatisit? “If you will for my 
bill, LT will vote for your bill; but if you will 
not Vv for such a measure; if you 
willing to let the Senator from Massachusetts 
introduce his eivil rights bill, then IL do not 
intend to let vou have any amnesty.”’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; that is not what the 
Senator from Qhio said at all. He did 

that if the House would not pass the eivil 
rights bill he would not go for amnesty; but 
that he would insist upon fair play. 
and that if a minority of the other body, who 
are engage d in legis ating upon a subject that 
is intimaiely connected with this, refuse to act 
upon the mea he did not feel obliged to 
was what he said. 
My honorable friend, I 
ry astu eand very subtle. Heis like 
the lapwing th al aliempts to persu: ide you that 
j ken in order to take you from 


That is not forcing legis- 

It is forcing the other 
The Senator 

voie 


are not 


not 


Say 


} ee 
he Sala 


sure, 
act upon one here. ‘That 
Mr. STEVENSON. 


know, 1s vé 





its nes But, sir, he cannot take me from 
this issue | assert the fact that the honor 
able Senator from Ohio virtually said: ‘I 


tend to vote, and I want eve rybody to vote 


fo the elv | rights bill, and if you do not vote 
for the civil rights bill, then I will attempt to 


check the aaivena of the House of Represent- 
atives by preventing their wishes, the wishes 


} 


ot the popular branch of this Government, an 
Independent branch of the Congress of the 


United Stares, from having effect by using the 
power of the majority here to check it; but if 
you give usa civil rights bill, then the major- 
ity of the ot House can have their way, 
and their bill may become a law.’’ Is not 
that a bargain? Is not that quasi coercion? 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator allow me 
a moment? 

Mr. SHEVENSON. With pleasure. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, it is not 
just to present the Senator trom Ohio as s Say- 
ing that he woald not vote for an amnesty bill 
until a minority elsewhere had voted = the 
civil rights bill. He did not say that, but he 
said he would not vote for such a bill until 
minority there would allow a majority to vote 
for a civil rights bill. Does the Senator mean 
to stand here in defense ofa minority that may 
by filibuste ering or by the consumption of time 
prevent a vote from being taken? Can such 
action as that be justified here or elsewhere ? 
That is all the Senator from Obio meant to 
say: that he would not vote for an amnesty 
bill until a minority should not vote for a civil 
rights bill, but allow others to do it who wanted 
au Opportunity of doing it. That is all; 
if the Senator will consider it 
think he cannot make 
against it. 

Mr. STEVENSON. 
tlemen cannot escape this issue. Able, elo- 
quent, ingenious, astute as the distinguished 
Senators from Vermout and Indiana are known 


her 


and 
in that light, I 
much of an argument 


Mr. President, gen 


0 be, they cannot explain away the language || they are not germane to one another. 
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of the Senator from Ohio. [have not intended 
to do him any injustice. I have quoted his 
language, and the country will judge whether 
lam right or whether his distipg ruished apol 
ogists are right. The Se Ohio said 
yesterday : 
“Now, with 


bill and the 
ought both t 


nator from 


my conviction that the civil rights 
amnesty bill ought to go together, 
) pass, both being kindred in character, 
although somewhatdissimilarin their parliamentary 
form, all I desire to secure isa fair vote inthe House 
on the subject-matter of the bill proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts. ”’ 


There is no misunderstanding that; there is 
no explaining that away. 

Mr. MORTON. It is not very hard to justify 
that, either 

Mr. STEVENSON. Yes, I think it would 
be very hard to justify it anywhere, because the 
Senator from Indiana that his party 
with the large three majority they 
have in Chamber have passed a 
civil rights bill at Why have they 
not done it? They have had the civil rights 
bill on the Calendar since the first day of the 
WW hy have they not passed it? Why 
have they do iged it | 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May Lanswer the Senator? 

Mr. SEEVENSON. Lyield. It interrupts 
my argument somewhat, but [ yield with 
ure. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 


to disturb 


knows 
fourths 
this could 


any time. 


Session. 


pleas 


I certainly did not intend 


my honorable friend; but the 


seemed 


answer to be pretty easy. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I yield. Jf shall be 
glad to hear the Senator’s answer. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not wish to inter- 
rupt the course of my friend's argument, 


I know he is sincere. Lhe answer to 
that is just simply this: that when we see pre 
cisely the same bill in substance hanging in 


the House of Representatives by 


because 


the 


opera- 
tions of a minority resisting a vote, not refus 
ing to vote for it, but preventing a vote being 
reached, where is the use of this body, with 


its thre e 


fourths. wasting its own time and 
that of the country in passing one just like it, 
und sending it over there to meet 
fate? 

Mr. STEVENSON. That argument did not 
apply to the tariff. That argument has not 
applied to various other matters of legislation, 
It is curious that this single act of leg 
is the only one which embodies those 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The cause of that is that 
the tariff does not meet the treatment from a 
minority that this measure of justice and equal 
rights seems to meet, and for 


the same 


le vislati On 
views, 


a reason that is 
very obvious to everybody who has studied the 
history of parties in this country. 
Mr. STEVENSON. 1 
met worse treatment. 
tariff bill it was not considered by the 
House. It was laid ee ee he table. 
But now I come back to the question, and 
I want the Senator from Indiana and the Sen- 
ator from Vermont me; why 


think the tariff has 
When we passed a 


even 


to answer aid you 
not, with your three fourths majority in this 
Chamber, pass that civil rights bill more than 


? We could not 
it. Your President was in 
have attempted to 


that you are the exc! 

equality. \W ny have you been as dumb as the 

tomb on that question? When your President 
House 


recommends an amnesty bill, and the 


a year ago have prevented 


favor of it. 


peo} le 


usive ndvoca tes of colore d 


Ou 


make the believe 


of Representatives, fresh from the people, pass 
several amnesty bills and send them to this 
Chamber, the moment one is reached you 


attempt to put upon it this slumbering biil for 


civil rights, hoping thereby to kill amnesty, 
and then the honorable Senator from Ohio, 
with large legislative experience, rises and 


SaVS; 
‘But [ would certainly, 


, a minor- 
ity to allow a fair vot 


| before 


if I could, force 
e on the civil rights bil 


I would vote for the amnesty bill, pecuuse th se two 
bills, in my judgment, ought to go together. 
| say the bills have no connection I say 


GLOBE. 


I say that | 
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a two-thirds vote isrequired to pass one, while 
a maj rity vote only is required to pass the 
other. I say 1f gentlemen are really sincere 
in their attempt to pass a civil mghts _ it 1s 
a curious devotion to such a measure, when 
it by a majority, to wait ‘until 
you can tack it toa measure which requires 
two thirds. And when betore did the 
able Senator from Indiana, or the honorable 
Senator from Vermont, ever hear the proposi 
tion advanced in this Chamber by a leader that 
he would force a measure by atten 
tack another to it? 
| have not had much legislative experience, 
bat I lways heard that log-rolling in 
legislation was immoral, was unwise, and was 
icious. I have heard men who in former 
times graced the Supreme bench of the United 


you could pas 


honor 


ipting to 


have a 


‘ 


States in judicial opinions intimate that such 
log-rolling was disreputable. But now we 
ear it boldly advocated. The Senator from 


Ohio says that amnesty, r quiring a two thirds 

rights, requiring but a m ‘jority 
hall go pari passu through 
ber. If they do 


says they sha 


vote, and civil 


vote, this Cham- 
go as Siamese twins, he 
ll not goatall. He says further, 
*l avow my purpose in voting for th 

tute to be to coerce the minority in the Llouse;”’ 
and my distinguished friend from Indiana say$ 
that is to break up filibustering ! 

Mr. President, Lhad no ideaof taking any part 
in this discussion. 
vole 
whenever it 


hol 


3 substi- 


1 have no objection to meet 
l , ] 
civil rights bill, so 
up. | have desired 
we should have a fair vote on 
dominant party in 
meet this question 


with my the called, 
that 
The 


have zyot to 


comes 
amnesty. 
this Chamber 

If they are Oppo ed to 
amnesty let them say so. The I 
new party 
to w 


ader of that 
y which is just in its swaddl 

hieh the Senator 
proclaims that he is 
always 


bands, 
from Indiana referred, 
for amnesty, that he 
amnesty. If 
manhood to meet the 


has 
been for you have the 
put your 
this bill; kill it openly and squarely 


issue hoot upon 
and let 
us go before the people and perbaps we shall 
have an 

Mr. President, 


lation 


issue, 
wise and conservative legis 
in this enlightened day demands now, as 
that, 
classical phrase 
own bottom.’ 


to use a homely and not 
, ‘* every tub should 

\W henever you altem pt 
any measure by tacking another to 


in the past, very 
stand on its 
» kill 
il, when 
you say ‘* I] will go for this billif you wil 
go for that,’’ the and conservative spiri 
that in the past has marked the deliberations 
of this Chamber and sanctified it in the mem 
ories of all the great men in this and in other 
lands will have taken its flight, and the 
of the United States will 
that low level where human and hu 
man instinct and human interest shall regulate 


’ 


ever 


wise 


Senate 
have come down to 
passion 
our deliberations and regulate our action, in 
stead of that high and enlightened intelligence 
and patriotism which alone should guide us in 
our deliberations and in our action upon all 
public measures. 

Mr. FLANAGAN 
not my ion to detain the Senare 
minutes. Indeed, I had no idea of par 
pating in this debate at all; but hings 
have dropped out in the course of it that 


Mr. President, it is 
inten! many 
tic 


some 


ure 

so rich, that I am prompted place them 

before the Senate in a forcible light, if lam 
able to do so. 

The distinguished Senator from Missoun, 


[ Mr. Biair,] who speaks eloquently and learn 
edly upon all oceasions, distinguished himself 
I was 
expressed by 
him, particularly if they were his candid 
ments, and I have no hesitation in saying 
were. Thor 
widely with 


occasion, 


particularly upon the present 
yratified to hear the sentiments 
sent 
they 
iwh I do not indorsethem. and differ 
him, yet | am gratified that he 


has the candor to avow them; for it is known 


to the Senate and it is known to the American 
people that he spe tks from a high stand point. 


The distinguished the 
resent, as heretofore, makes 
known that conclusion. 


position of gentleman 


abundantly 
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He announces at th pecunhar per od just 
ail i I yor th Fi I i or rion upon 
t i i i at ( ( nat W i Lhe 
I ( of Ut party that | ect y con 
vene ner ) ) 1@ tu t ex 
{ nado A, e@ are Oo be 
f yhtened i i é y rd i it the 
Oh ot Ju Da I i I pe no 
I ik 0 ‘ lt ed here J 
meet } und | am gratified t ive an oppor 
lunity to ao Hie sa ‘*‘Away with the 
colored pe | ‘ i his remarks he 
im eve ) i accord to them the 
tith f I f Dut “* away with 
Lie v’ yy ‘ ial sounds very well 
Ww his people; it very pretty, all under 

consistent, and ntirely honest 

But, . lam reminded it it has been but 
a lt U f have eard the word 
bse rine ’ nuaily used here. Com- 
merce ha mid ug 1 the Senate, every 
man ral price right auspices of that 
g { rd Let my friend from Missouri 
ret iect when he a Le fo commerce or 10 
dors iany sense of the word again, that 
comn has a ight interest also in the 
} position th he so broadly submits to the 
Amet | mle, What have the colored 
pe i i ‘ uthe last year and in the pre- 

ul \ i in 1 previous yeal the cotton 
Sta produced neat five million bales of 
co Who prod d them ? The whit 
i N Lhe wl man, to his credit 
be it nd, did participate ; hem ide a portion 
OE at + put hel uueht to the cotton fields only 
i Hall porua of that great extended labor 
that t he American nation nearly five 
mil ali cotton worth perhaps $300,- 
000.000 Wiha e they done in the last 
year? | the last year the crop 18 a sbort 
one ; { only about three millions bales 
all told. What i vorth At one hundred 
dollars a ba 300,000,000, and that is a 
l pderule ¢€ ] 

Then there are Q 1),000,000 that the col- 
ored race has « ributed to the commerce of 
your country l ask whether in the absence 
of that s>oV0,000,000 you could ever ~~ 
to repeal he duty on tea and coffe Y« u 
could not have done so, Decause aes is a 
debt due bythe American people which sprang 
qirectiy i noot be said that this 18 not ger- 
maneto this subject, tori ssirict y germane— 
from tl rebel n of the South that caused 
that debt, and we as honest men have to meet 
it hus it is that we could not do without 

hat commerce, 

But let me iy a lew words further to my 
friend trom Missouri upon that branch of ihe 


subject, and 1b may to some extent relieve 
lt seems there is a difliculty pre- 
ing itself as to the matter of the disposi 


tion of the colored race. It is rather a late 
per i, 10 Say the least of it, to dispose of the 
colored race, to get the races separated. The 
Iriction uliready has been pretty close, and it 
has made its marks, and they cannot be blotted 
out. But, sir, if he is tired of them in Mis- 
souri, and they are as tired of him and his 


party as I take for granted they are if he 


does not retrace his ¢ eps, or they for him, 


I J 

taking the matter intotheir hands, just let him 
int mate to them that it they will come down 
to Texas each and every man will be provided 


with one hundred and sixty acres of land. 
Gur constitution authorizes me to say that. 
We will receive them, and I will give them 
the right band of fellowship upon any and all 
occasions a thousand timesin preference to 
one of your Ku Klux, that I hope y ou will 
keep at home if you have got any of them 
there. [Laughter.] There is the difference 
I see between those two classes. 

Sir, | do not want to drive the colored race 
from the country. What sins have they com 
mitted? Are we not liberal here now in the 
proposition of general amnesty to white rebels 
With afew exceptions? The black man has 
not sinned. 


ls there a man here who can say | 


conscientiously that they whom we are pro- 
posing to amnesty have not sinned? The 
colored people will-compare very well with 
them on that line, either at this moment or at 
any other 

While I am on the subject of amnesty. what 
am I authorized to say? That which I have 
heard declared here time and again by learned 


“eT 


ators who are familiar with the subject, 
and fe ebly I have stated it myself, that they 
are not all entitled to amnesty; yet upon 
liberal principles we are dispos ed to give it : 
Lnem, [ heard it aii by the di dinenishe 


Senator from Indiana [ Mr. P RATT } this morn 


L 

ing in his address that the time had arrived 
for amnesty That is liberal in itself. What 
are the metes and bounds, except the good- 
ness of his own heart, inviting him to say that 
that time has arrived? Are there any evi- 
dences of r pe tance aside from those who 
have petitioned? And tell me to whom the 
auswer has been given, °° Depart ye wicked, 
I know ye not,”’ after having petitioned ? They 
have always been well received, and they will 
continue to be. ¥ 

Again, it is stated that those of us who ad- 
vocale the measure of the distinguished Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts have no intention 
ultimately to vote relief to those who claim to 
be opy ressed, or rather their p litical friends 
who wish to use them proclaim that for them, 
because they scorn the idea of asking for 
amnesty. Am I authorized to say so? I think 
| am, and to prove this let me read a very 
short paragraph which I find in this morning’s 
Chronicle 

‘In arecent letter Jeff. Davis says that whatever 
the future may bring, the heroic struggle of the 
southern people in the rebellion will fill a bright 
and glorious page in history; * provided they do not 
disgrace, dishonor, and bri an i themselves as crim 
inals by accepting amnesty. 

Thus speaks Jeff. Davis, and it is known 
who Jeff. Davis is. He asks no reliet, and says 
those who have sympathized with him hereto- 
fore brand themselves as criminals, degraded, 
debased to the lowest degre e, if they accept 
that which gentlemen here say we are bound 
to accord to them. I say that I am not ex- 
tremely anxious to accord it to them; but 
when I do so, | will on all occasions see to it 
that justice 1s done to the colored race. I fear 
not the respo isibility. l was born and raised 
ina southern State, and never expect to live 
outof one; yet | fearlessly maintain that this 
is the true policy, it is honesty ; and those are 
the polar stars that shall govern me in the 
present action on the part of the Senate. I say 
justice to the colored man demands it. Justice 
does not demand it on behalf of the rebellious 
spirits whom it is now intended to benefit. 

All these things considered, it is clear to me 
that it is proper we should take up the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts and 
dispose of it. As to the charge hurled against 
us here of insincerity, that we do not intend to 
vole for amnesty, we need not be alarmed 
when we know what our motives are. I know 
mine are pure, and I have no right to sup pose 
that the motives of any other Senator are im- 
pure. ILhave not consulted with others, nor 
had any concerted action as to anything per- 
taining to this matter, first or last. 1 repre- 
sent myself; but | have the charity to sup pose 
that each Senator occupying a like position is 
similarly situated. In due time, sir, after 
securing the colored man the rights that are 
proposed to be guarantied to him in this bill, I 
have no doubt all will be right 

But, says my distinguished friend from Mis 
sourl,. it 1s unnecessary to urge and pass this 
bill; it never can go into« fect ; the Lord of 
heaven and Creator of all will control that mat- 
ter. [in my humble position will never raise 
au issue wiih anything that pertains remotely to 
the will of the blessed God, if | am aware of 
it. I meet the Senator upon that proposition, 
and say they are in good hands, and will be 
well taken care of ; but we have a duty to per- 
form at the same time. 
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I recollect that the great Cromwell,on one 
occasion, when surrounded by his courtiers, 
and | presume by such distinguished ones as 
my friend from Missouri, and they were telling 
him that the God of nations was upon b's sid ” 
and that he would blessed and victorious 
replied, ‘* Allthat may be very true; but, boys. 
keep your powder dry ; — it dry.”’ Now, 
I say to American Senators, let the Lo: lis- 
pose of this matieras He may please, and rae. 
done, it will be correct; butin the mean time. 
sO far as you are concert d, keep your pow der 
dry. 

Let us do the. colored people justice while we 
have it in our power thus to act. 


I will vote 
for amnesty after that at any moment, leaving 
out the distinguishe d gentleman whose opinion 
I have just read and some others, with some 
little amendments that are spokenof. [ shall 
vote for this amendment with a great deal of 
pleasure. I am under no obiigation to rebels to 
cometotheir reliet. Idoso, though, inasmuch 
as il seems to be thes Sp yirit of the great Repub 
lican party. I willthen go into the canvass that 
we are inaugurating and likely to participate in 
very warmiy. We do not know whether we 
are going to fight one or two, and so far as | 
am concerned it does not matter. Let them all 
come; liberate them ail, if you will, and we 
vill only have the greater host to ride over, 
and victory will be ours if we conduct ourselves 
right. 

“Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I suppose the precise question now is 
upon the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts to the original bill. 

lhe PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Car 
PENTER in the chair.) ‘That is the pending 
que Suion. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Is it in ordex 
now to move to amend the amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. — It is. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Not until three o’clock. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. 1 can move 
to amend now. We are to vote at three 
o clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is clearly 
in order. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I move, then, 
to amend the amendment in the first section, 
line nine, by striking out all after the word 
‘*amusement,’’ down to and including the 
word ** law,’’ in the thirteenth line, the words 
thus struck out being: 

By trustees, commissioners, superintendents, 
teachers, and other officers of common schools and 
other public institutious of learning, the same being 
supported by moneys derived from general taxa 
tion, or autborized by law. 

The object of my amendment is to exciude 
schools and institutions of learning from the 
scope of the amendment “ the Senator from 
Massachusetts. Before 1 address myseif to 
the amendment | wish to be a few words upon 
ihe general provisions of the bill offered us a 
substitute, not at any great length, because on 
u former occasion | stated to the Senate the 
general objections which | had to this bill as 
it was presented at that time by the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHerman] yes 
terduy stated, and stated almost jor the first 
time in the course of the numerous debates 
on this subject, the real fact in regard to the 
scope of this bill of the Senator trom Massa 
chusetts. It is not a bili to give new rights. 
No new rights will exist after it shall have be- 
come a law. The ‘civil rights’’ spoken ot 
in its tithe are rights which we all, | think, 
agree appertain to every American citizen ; al 
any rate so far as regards the two branches 
first mentioned in the first section of the bill, 
a right not to be ‘‘ excepted or excluded ou 
account of race or color from the fuil and 
equal enjoyment of any accommodation, 
advantage, facility, or privilege, furnished 
by innkeepers’? or ‘*by common Carriers, 
whether on land or water.’’ Every citizen 
now has that right, no matter what his color, 


\\ race, or previous condition ; ond the Senator 
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from Ohio further stated accurately that the 
obiect of the amendment in reterence to this 
right was to provide a remedy further than 
existing remedies for any denial of or injury 
to that right. 

Ibe Senator stated further, as a fact admit- 
ted, that the right to ride on the cars and the 
right to paruicipate in the accommodations of 
jnus is now denied in some portions of the 
country. Now, as a fact, 1 do not agree to 
that statement. | have no information—and 
I listened some months since to the speech 
of the Senator from Massachusetis upon that 

subjec t—which shows, or tends to show, that 
aiaee people any more than white people 
are by law or by custom denied the accommo 
dations furnished by innkeepers or by com 
mon carriers; or if there does -occur occa 
sionally a case where a colored person is 
excluded from the cars or excluded from an 
inn, itis a fact also that occasionally a case 
occurs where a white man is excluded from 
an inn; and in both instane es the Jaw as it 
now stands i to each identical] y the 
sume remedy. 
two races in their action upon this subject is a 
difference which has been created practically 
by operations here in Congress, and which is 
encouraged by such attempted legislation as 
this. If a white man is wrongfully excluded 
from a railroad ear and he feels himselt 
injured thereby, he brings his civil action 
against the corporation for damages, and if he 
makes out the case he recovers his damages 
by the verdict of a jury, and is content. Sut 
if a black man is excluded from the ears, in- 
stead of betaking himself to the remedy which 
you and | possess, and to which the white man 
betakes himself, he rushes to a newspaper 
office and makes a statement of it for publi- 
cation, and then sits down and writes a letter 

» the Senator from Massachusetts. [Laugh- 


So, too, with regard to exclusion from an inn. 
I observed during the course of the autumn 
a statement that certain colored citizens 
from Teunessee, | think, were excluded from 
an iun in New Jersey, or refused enteriainment 
there, and subsequently that they were retused 
entertainment in Connecticut. If those inns 
had the means of accommodation, those col 


ored citizens had precisely the same right to 


bring their action in the courts for a remedy 
for that injury that any white man had, but 
vot one of them thought of betaking himself 
to that remedy. ‘he fact was published 
broadcast in the newspapers, and if the Sena- 
tor from Massaclusetis had another history to 
relate of wrongs suffered by colored people in 
the deprivation of this class of accommoda- 
tions, he undoubtedly would recite this; and 
yet if these persons had brought their action, 
ihere is no reason to believe, “certainly not in 
my State, that bad they made out that they 
were wrongfully excluded from the accommo- 
dations that they sought, they would not have 
received an ample remedy at the hands of a 
jury. 

But the present bill, as is truly said by the 
Senator from Ohio, proceeding upon the 
ground that the present remedy by a civil 
action for damages is insufficient, proceeds to 
create a new remedy, sending the aggrieved 
party to the Federal courts to seek damages 
in a civil action, and making it the duty of 
grand juries and district attorneys in the 
Federal courts to prosecute the parties com- 
mitting the injury for a misdemeanor, and sub- 
jecting them to fine and imprisonment; and 
in doing this the bill takes a matter which is 
under, and always has been under the ordin 
ary jurisdiction of the States, and brings it 
into Federal jurisdiction; thus, so far at any 
rate, subverting the principle of local self- 
government, upon which all our institutions 
are based. 

And, sir, in reference to this, in addition to 
what I said on a former occasion, I may say 


that I am tired of hearing men perpetually | 


But the difference between the | 
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prating of their advocacy of the colored race 
and of their insisting upon the rights of the 
colored race, as if it were the duty of a Sen- 
ator here to do other than stand up tor the 
rights of men, the rights of the citizens of 
the United States, no matter what their color 
is, nO matter what their race. I stand here 
for their rights and the rights of all. Not 
because a man is a black man, or because a 
man is a white man, do | narod ite the preser- 
vation of his rights, but bee 


ause he is a man. 
But there is one peculiarity in the condition 
of the colored race in this country which cer- 
tainly would induce me to lift up a warning 
voice to the intelligent men among them to 
beware how they encourage such legislation 
as is now upon our table. A distinguistied 
colored citizen has recently published an ac 

count of his visit to a colored convention at 
New Orleans, and in the concluding remarks 
of Mr. Douglass in that publication he states 
that the colored citizens assembled there felt 
that they had hitherto received little or nothing 
from the States, but had received all from the 
Federal Government, and they were disposed 
to uphold avd strengthen the Federal system, 
little regarding what became of the State sys 
tem. No more fatal doctrine for the colored 
race of this country could be promulgated by 
any man. 

Ihe colored race in the United States is in the 
minority to-day ; italways will bein aminority, 
and the very life ‘blood ot the rights of minorities 
in this country is local self-government through 
our State systems. It may be weil for colored 
men to-day to think that upou every fancied 
grievance they may come here to Congress 
and by legislation, constitutional or unconsti 
tutional, receive what they term redress; but 
the time is coming when the colored men wi! 
find that only through the authority of the 
States will they be able to receive that protec 
tion which minorities must have against ma 
jorities. Make of this nation one great, con- 
solidated people, and the rights of the colored 
men before two generations have passed 
away will be crushed into the dust. 

‘lhere are fifteen States of the Union in 
which the colored men by their votes hold the 
balance of power, and I say 
man everywhere, 


y to the colored 
‘*Hold on to your rights in 
those States; hold onto the authority which 
by the old system that our fathers gave us in this 
land is now yours, and by which you can pro- 
tect your rights against tyrannical majorities 
through all coming time.’ 
part of the people of this country who stand 
in such danger from the centralizing tenden 
cies of the present day as the colored people; 
and this bill, instead of being a bill to protect 
and preserve their civil rights, upon the prin- 
ciple on which the bill is based and advocated 
is a bill full of danger to them and their pos- 
terity. 

Now, sir, a word as to the amendment it- 
self, for my time is very limited. I have moved 
to strike out from this bill all that relates to 
schools. From my childhood I have been 
trained in a community where, next to the 
church ot God, the school house was the de iYr- 
est object to the hearts of the people. Lhe 
school system, maintained by the pe ople, cor 
trolled by the peo 


le in their separate 10Cail- 


| 
ties, and according to their separate and special 
le piory, but it ha 
been the great preserving influence of the com 


munity in which I have resided. It has gon 
out over the land 


wants, bas been not simply tl 


; it is going further now. It 
is spreading, thauk God, all over the southern 
Siates tothe borders of the Guif; and wherever 
it goes, unless you keep that school system in 
tbe coutrol of those wbo are immediately and 
locally interested in the particular special 
schools, you endanger the whole sysiem You 
cannot establish it and attach the hearts of the 
people to it by power [rom the outside. You 
must interest the parents, the guardians, and 


the supporters of the schools themselves in all 


| that pertains to the sch ols, and keep up and 


Sir, there is no | 
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maintain that interest undiminished, and your 
school system will thrive, and the generations 
to come will grow up as have the generations 
ot the past grown up in the more northerly 
sections of the country under us inf ence. 
And hence, when an etlort is made directly by 
lederal legislation to dictate to the loeal e yun 
muvilies what is most expedient as to the man- 
agement ol the p* irticular schools under their 
care, you are commencing a species of legisla- 
tion whose principle is, in my judgment, fatal 
to the school system of the country. 

Now, sir, as | remarked the day before 
yesterday, in the community where I reside 
there is no objection to mixed schools, as they 
are termed; and if [ were called upon to vote 
there, ! should vote for them. 1t would be a 
useless expense to establish separate schools 
for the few colored people in that community. 
But | cannot judge other communities by that 
community. Ll cannot judge the community 
ot the Distriet of Columbia by it. | believe 
the Senator’s bill relating to the District of 
Columbia, for instance, would utterly destroy 
the school system in this District. 1 believe 
it, because there are continually pouring into 
this District ot Columbia colored laboring 
classes trom Virginia, from Maryland, and from 
Lhe surroundin: y¥ country; the population of 
that class is ine reasing, as statistics show, with 
unparalleied rapidity every year; and their 
chiidren, just emerged trom the influences of 
slavery, naturally are feit by the parents and 
guardians of those who have been long edu- 
cated and cultured in schools as Daving & 
tendency, at any rate, to endanger those who 
are thrown into association with them in the 
common daily lite of the common school. It 
may be true, or may be untrue, but the fact 
pxists ; and the tendency of compelling the two 
races to assemble in the same building 1s to 
drive out the very class of the community 
whom you wish to attach to your schools, by 
whom the schools are to be built up and fos 
tered ; 


whereas, what you need is to have the 
entire Comimuuity interested in their Support 
aud preservation. 

lake, for instance, the State of Ohio, where 
1 understand the law permits the districts to 
have mixed schools or separate schools, 
according as they shall vote in their several 
districts. In some they vote for mixed 
schools; in some they vote for separate 
schools; and | observe a decision of the 
supreme court of Ohio, reported in yester 
day's newspapers, bearing upon the very point 
suggested in this bill; for it has been the 
assertion of those who support this bill with 
regard to the schools that compelling the 
separation of the races into different buildings 
was a violation of the fourteenth amendment, 
notwithstanding that both races, in their sep- 
urate buildings, enjoyed the same or equal 
accommodations, facilities, and advantayes. 
Tha question bas just been before the supreme 
court of Ohio, and that court, as | understand, 
1s composed, the majority of it, of judges 


whose poll ic al Opinions are like ibose of the 


majority of this body, and let us see what it 
has adoue: 
‘“*CoLumpus, Oun10, May 7. 

* The supreme court to-day refused to issue a man- 
damus against the directors of asub-school district in 
Norwich township, Franklin county, tor the admis 
sion of colored children into scheels lor Willle li |- 
dren, a3 there is a separate school in said township 
for colored youth. The court sustained the consti- 
tulionality of section thirty-one of the colmmon- 

hool law et this State, and held that the orgauniza- 
tion Of sepurate schools tor colored children is bot 
in conflict with the provisions of the fourteeuth 
umenudment to the national Cov*tiltution, 


I believe that that decision of the 


supreme 
court of Ohio is good law. 


There is n thing, 
then, in the establishment by ditferent com 
munities, as each may think it expedient f 

itself, of separate schools, in couflict with the 
fourteenth amendment; and the proposition 
with respect to schools therefore is simply by 
legislation by Congress, without any coustitu 


tional provision demanding it, acung compul- 
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sorily upon all the school districts in the 


United States 


i hope, sir, that at any rate so much of the 


amendment as relates to schools may be 


Blricken out 


fhe PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Car 


PENTER 10 the chai lhe hour of three has 
aniived, at which, by the general understand- 
ing of the Senate yesterday, the vote was to 
be taken Lhe firs! question 1s on the amend 
iment moved by the Seuator from Connecticut 
[Mr bir -Y) to the amendment moved by the 
Senator from Massachusetts, {Mr SUMNER 

Mr. POMEROY I on y desire to say a 
single word, not by way ot irgument. | under 
took yesterday to make an « xplanaiion, when 
the Senator from Connecticut got through, in 
regard to the bill, and in regard to its position 
asito the question of order; but as the ques 
tion Of order had to be decided without de 
bate, | could not say what | wanted to. | 
want now merely to make one remark and 
buve Ll go nio thre Griobe 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is 
no Obj ion, the Senator will proceed 

Mr. POMEROY his is House bill No. 
LOSU, and comes to us as a House bill; and 
the provisions ol the Constitution adhere to 
this bill, and no amendment made in the Sen- 
ate, vO Matter what we do to it, can change 
ts character in that respect. lhe words **two 
thirds of both Hous« s concurring therein ’’ in 
parenthes¢ In the @nacting Cause are not 
nece ary there, because that vote is required 
by the Const hon lherefore We may amend 
the bill by striking out all afier the enacting 
clause, and then amend it by siriking out 
‘two thirds of both Houses cone urring there 
in,’ and itis stilla House bill, and the pro 
visions of the Constitution adhere to it, and we 
canvuot change it by any act of ours. It will 


require two thirds to pass it before it can ever 
: ' 
vyecotbe a luw, 

Mr. TRUMBULL Do I understand the 
Senator from Kansas to hold that we cannot 
pass this bill, evenif the whole of the original 
bill is stricken out, withouta two thi rds vote ? 

Mr. POMEROY Phat is my opinion, 

Mr. TRUMBULL.  Itwould certainly then 
be so in the House ; it being a House bill, and 
having originally passed that body by two 
thirds, our amendment cannot be concurred in 
there without a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. POMEROY. Noaction of the Senate 
whatever can change that requirement. It is 
a HLlouse bill, and 


ie pr Visions of the Consti- 


tution udhere to it Amending itin other lan 
, , . } ) 
guage does not stop it from being a House bill 
in all events thal can never pass except by a 
two-thirds vote Phat is my opinion. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. If it is inorder, I shouid 
like to SHY word 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is in 
order; but it isin violation of the understand 
Ing come to yeste rday. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to speak five 
miautes on the 
from ‘: mech 

Phe PRIE SIDI NG OFFICER. That amend 
ment was pending at three o’clock, and the 
understanding appiles to that. 

Mr. EDMUNDs. ldo not wish to violate 
any understandings. I will wait for my five 
minutes 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
can defeat the understanding by offering an 
amendment. The Secretary will report the 
pending amet dment. 

lhe Cuter CLerx. The amendment to the 
amendment is to strike out of the amendment 


amendment of the Senator 


ot the Senator from Massachusetts the words 
‘* by trustees, commissioners, superintendents, 
teachers, and other officers of the common 
schools and other public institutions of learn 
ing, the same being supported by moneys de- 
rived from general taxation or authorized by 
law."’ 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. 
yeas and nays 


Iask for the 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SUMNER. Is not that open to discus 
sion under the five- minutes rule? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The President decided 
as to methat it was not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands the understanding to have been 
this: that al three o’e] eckt »-dav debate was to 
close upon the bill and the then pending amend 
ments; that amendments subsequently offered 
were open to five-minutes debate. That is the 
understanding of the Chair. The Chair will 
read the understanding trom the Glebe: 

‘That at three o’clock general debate shall term- 
inate and the vote shall be taken on any pending 
amendments according to their order, of course under 
parliamentary provision, and that if any other 
amendments are offered, the gentlemen offering 
them, or anybody else, may have five minutes to 
support or Oppose any amendment which may be 
proposed,” 

lhe five-minutes debate is clearly confined 
to amendments offered afier three o'clock. 

Mr. SUMNER. ‘Then let the amendment 
be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of 
Mr. Ferry, of Connecticut. 

Mr. SUMNER. Now, Mr. President, I 
move in that amendment to strike out the 
word ** commissioners.’’ 

rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. That would 
be an amendment in the third degree, which 
is out of order. On the pending question the 
yeas and nays have been ordered, and the 
Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. SFOCKTON. I am paired with my 
colleague [Mr. FrReLINGHUYSEN] on all ques 
tions connected with this bill. He was obliged 
to go home to New Jersey on account of the 
| do not know 
eon this immediate amend 
ment; but | paired with him on all questions 
connected with the bill, and therelore | decline 
to vote. Permit me to add, that there may 
be no mistake, that | am for the amnesty bill 
as it came from the House of Represent 
atives, and should vote for that and against all 
amendments to it if at liberty to do so. 

Mr. BLAIR. I am paired with the hon 
orable Senator from South Carolina, { Mr. 
Sawyer,] who is for the amendment ot the 
Senator from Massachusetts. If he were pres 
ent | should vote ‘* yea’’ on this question, 


death of a family connection. 
how he would vot 


and he would vote ** nay.’’ 

Mr. NYE. I do not know but I ought to 
decline to vote. Atthe request of the Sen 
ator on my right, | agreed to pair with the 
Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Scucurz.} and 
he suggests to me thal he thinks he would vote 
differently from the side on which | should 
vote if | voted. | therefore decline to vote. 

Lhe question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulied—yeas 25, nays 26; as ljoilows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Casserly, Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, 
Fenton, Ferry ot Connecticut, Goldthwaite, Ham- 
iiton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, Hill, 
Hiteheock, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Pratt, Sauis- 
bury, Seott, Stevenson, Tipton, Trumbull, and 
V ickers—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Cameron, Car- 
penter, Chaudler, Clayton, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry 
ot Michigan, Flanagan, Gilbert, Hamlin, Howe, 
Kellogg, Morrill of Vermont, Morton,Osbora, Pome- 
roy, Ramsey, Rice, Sherman, Spencer, Sumner, 
Wilson, Windom, and Wright—26. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Biair, Brownlow, Caldwell, 
Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Davis of Kentucky, Fre- 
linghuysen, Lewis, Logan, Morrill ot Mi aine, Nye, 
Patterson, Pool, Ransom, Robertson, Sawyer.Schurz, 
Sprague,Stewart, Stockton, Thurman, and West—23 


So the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BLAIR. I offer the following proviso, 
to come in at the end of the first section of 
the amendment: 

Provided, however, That the people of every city, 
county, or State shall decide for themselves, at an 


election to be held for that purpose, the question of 
mixed or separate schools for the white or black 


i people, 
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Mr. ALCORN. I believe I am entitled tg 
five minutes on that proposiiion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
entitled to five miuutes. 

Mr. ALCORN. I wish to say that I can- 
not support tha! amendment as I understand 
its effect, though | am opposed to the priuci- 
ple of foreing the people in the different States 
to provide any other class of schools than 
those which suit their wants. In the State 
in which | live, and which | in part represent 
here, the Legislature has fixed the relations 
of the schools; aud the colored pe pie them- 
selves controlling that legislation, have provid 
ed for separate schools under certain cireum- 
siances. By the provision of law the repre 
sentatives of twenty-five children in a loeal- 
ity can have a separate school and be enti- 
tied to their pro rata amount of the sehool 
fund. We do not wish any other election upon 
this subject, or any other trouble with regard 
to it. We have passed that ordeal ina way 
entirely satisfactory to the people of Missis- 
sippi, white and colored. We have estab 
lished a colored university in the State of 
Mississippi under the direction of colored 
citizens, and it is endowed for ten years wiih 
a sum of $50,000 a year. We have a uni 
versiiy for the whites, endowed with precisely 
the same sum. Weare going forward there 
in the education of the youth ot the State 
without trouble, in a way satisfactory to the 
people of that State, aud 1 do not wish to have 
any other vote upon the subject, inasmuch as 
in Mississippi at least the vote has beeu had, 
and that question for us is setiled (if our set 
tlement is allowed to stand) until we shail 
change our way of thiuking. As we go for- 
ward, it may be after awhile that we shall 
find it more economical to bleud the schools, 
but for the peace and harmony of the peopie, 
lor the prosperity of the country, we have 
allowed separate schools in 


lhe Senator is 


Mississ ppi, f 
speak ofthe law itself, passed DY the Legisia 
ture and reaffirmed by the Leyisiature recently 
adjourned. We have setiled that question in 
Mississippi, and if our settlement is permiited 
to stand, we shall have no more trouble 
about it. 

lhe PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Car- 
PENTER.) ‘The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Missouri to the 
amendment of the Senator from Massachu 
setts. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, if I can, I 
always like to have «a colored person answer 
the arguinents made against his race, and [ 
Say let Frederick Douglass answer the Senator 
from Missouri. I have in my hand his last 
paper, containing an article entitled ** Equal- 
ity in Schools,’’ in which he says—— 

Mr. BAYARD. May I ask the honorable 
Senator what is the race of the person he has 
just spoken of ? 

Mr. SUMNER. 

Mr. ALCORN. 
me a word? 


Mr. SUMNER. 


rhe colored race. 
Will the Senator permit 


I bave but five minutes 

Mr. ALCORN. Ltbink | did not consume 
all my five minutes. I will call upon Senato 
Revels to answer the Senator from Massa 
chusetts. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well; he never at 
swerved me when he was in his seat. 

Mr. ALCORN. When I get to Mississipp. 
I am ready to discuss that matter with him. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. Douglass says: 


‘‘This measure is now met with a proposition to 
submit the question to the people, to be by them 
decided by a vote at an election to be held some 
time in July. This, to our mind, is simply coward- 
ice. The measure is as just as was the bestowal of 
the right to exercise the elective franchise upon the 
colored people of the District of Coluinbia contrary 
to the expressed wish af the white people. Cong 4 gS 
abolished slavery in this District against the wishes 
of its white inhabitants. Why should it not abolish 
the teaching of caste, which had its foundation in 
slavery, whether the peopleof the District would 
have it done or not?” 


I do not say that, though I agree with it. It 


li 


is 

to 
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is a colored orator who says it, and I am glad 
to read these words on this floor. Let the 
from Mississippi and the Senator 
He 
his 
that 
He 
knows that a'l these great measures have been 
lle knows 
hamber were obliged, 
when aboli of slavery, to 
encounter this same proposition, and so when 


Senator ; 
from Missouri answer them if they can. 
speaks with the natural 


jnsulied race, and he speaks also with 


sensibilities of 
knowledge which comes from experience. 


met precisely in the same way. 
that we bere in this C 
pressing the ion 
pressing the colored suffrage we encountered 
Sir, 1} isa com- 
hope the 


again this Same proposiilon, 
mon device of the enemy, and | 
Senate will treat it so. 

a h Ss, sir, is no common question. 
called to decide whether you will git 


Pive 


You are 
your 
sanction toa system of caste which so long as 
it endures will render your school system a 
nursery of w rong and injustice, when it ought 
to be of right. How can you ¢ xpect the col 
ored child or the white child to grow up to those 
relations which they are to have together at the 
ballot-box if you begin by degrading the col- 
ored child al the school and by exual ing the 
vhite child at the school ? 
in the way he should go. 
here who would train children in the way they 
sbould not go. 

In another article Mr. 
sented this point very s 


Drain up the child 


There are Senators 


Douglass has pre- 
r mngly: E 

“ Throughout the South ali the schools 
mixed. 


should be 
From our observations during a trip to the 
South we are convinced that the interests of the 
poor whites and the colored people are identical. 
Both are ignorant, rnd both are the tools of design- 
ing, educated white men, and the poor whites are 
more particularly used to further schemes opposed 
to their own best interests.” * 4 % : 

* Educate the poor white children and the colored 


cbildren together, let them grow up to know that 
color inakes no ditference as to the rights of a min, 
that both the black man and the white man are at 


home, that the country is 28 much the country of 
one us of the other, and that both together must 
make ita valuable eountry. Now, in the South the 
poor white man is taught that he is better t 
black man, and not as good as the ty 
filry thousand slave holders of former days; the 
result is that the slaveholders command the poor 
white man to murder the black man, to burn down 
his school-bouses, and to in every conceivable man- 
ner multreat him, andthe command is obeyed.’’ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
aior’s five minutes have expired. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, when I first 
offered myamendment I did notdeewm it neces- 
sary to say anything in favor of a proposilion 
80 palpably just and proper, I did not 
pose there was any one who would deny tothe 
people of any of vur communities the right to 
arrange their schools as best suited them. I 
did not suppose that even the, Senator from 
Massachusetts would deny that the people of 
the several communities of this country had 
theright tO arrange for themselves their schools 


ban the 
0 bundred and 


Sen 


sup 


as suited them; and, therefore, | did not 
think it necessary to address to the Senate 
any argument in favor of a proposition so 
pa'lpabiy just. But it seems that | was mis- 


iaken 3 that the right of local self-goverement, 
the right of those who establish and pay tor 
these schools out of taxes on their property to 
control them is denied ; are 
to be controlled by a central power here in 
everything; that this Government is to set 
itself up to control the people of this country 
in the minutest matters of their social inter- 
course ; that we are to have this power of 
Government driven home to our very fire 
sides, aud that the associations of our chil- 
dren are to be dictated by a central oligarchy 
seated here in Washington. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. ALcorn] 
tells us that the people of Mississippi have 
decided this question. ‘heir decision is over- 
ruled by this bill. In order that the people 
of Mississippi may retain the right to control 
their own schools, he must vote for my amend- 
ment. Otherwise, what has been done by the 
people of Mississippi, and by the negroes of 
Mississippi, in ordering that there shall be sep 
arate at ae in that State, is overridden here 


that the people 


'] 


il 
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in the Senate and by the Congress of the Uni 
ted States. It is well known that throughout 
the South and everywhere in this country the 
white pre ople pay practically all t 
and it they 


hout that 


ue money for 
made mixed 
whole cou 


these schools; ure 


schools throu 


white children will be withdrawn from them: 


th ho pay for the e 
will withdraw their children, 
benefit from that for 
ca ly th eutire 

I suppose 


se W lucation ol 


the p ople 
mid rec: ive no 
which they pay practi 
sum. 

there is nota fraction of atax col 


South 


lected throughout the entire from any 
the maintenance of public schools; 
and yet the peo- 
to be devoted entirely to the education 
of negroes. The wealthy people of the South 
nd their children to select 
schools, to private schools; but the public 
closed i people if 
ot Massa 
uld pass and should maintained 
as constitutional. I do not believe tl 


be ¢ 


the couris. 


nevro for 


taxes levied upon the white 


pie are 


cau, | erhaps, Sé 


} } 


schools wiil be to the while 


this amendment the Senator from 


chusetts sh be 





it Wiil 


onsidered constitutiona Inaintained by 


1 ’ 
i do not be | eve tial 


or 


our people 


have sunk yet to that degradation that the 
Congress f the United States can dictate to 
them in thes natters. | think there are some 


things which they can control for themselves 


despite the resolutions of this Congress, and 
that this 
not so decided, 


no p iblic schools 


I believe that » courts will decide 
ion is a nullity; butifiti 
a ae ; 1 
then | tell you there Will De 
at allin the southern States, unless they are 
walntained by C Che 


' 
people of the south will not tinh SChHOOIS 


set up and ongress. 
maint 
which they are denied the benefits. 
Gentlemen need not flatter them 
there will any public 
throughout that whole 
ment 
passed and 
Kivery Sr! 
North 
the em of common schools if this measure 
is pas ed, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
state to the Senator from Missouri that his 


of 
elves that 
be schools im tintained 
region if this amend 
of the Senator from Mass 


it shall be upheld as constitutional. 


in the 


ichbusetts 1s 


ate South and many in the 
will wilharaw and overthrow entirely 


SY S 


five minutes have now expired. 
Mr. BLAIR. Iam obliged to the Chair. 
Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, | have not 


said a word in the course of this debate, and I 


would not attempt tO Say a word now if | 


were not limited in time by a rule to five min 
utes. Ihat 


agalnst 


is a protection which the Senate 


has Laughter. | 


me inthis case. | 
L } 


he amend- 
ym Missouri, as | voted 
against tae amendment moved by the Senator 


l shall be obliged to vole against | 
meut of the Senator fri 


from Connecticut, and I have two reasons for 


doing so. First, I think the reason urged by 
Massa nusetts ought 
ought to be 


there is 


the Senator 
oft 
that p 


from to be 
for 
an imperative n¢ 


itsell suthcient, suthcient 


irpose, that 


cessity resting upon us, as | think, to put an 
end, once and forall, to what that Senator 
calls, and what others have calle 1, | think 


ri rhtly, Lhe SDI of caste. 
for good or for evil, have at 
American ¢1 


1@an Citizens, 


rit Men of all colors, 
to be 
Amer 


responsi 


last e 
Now, if they 

are to share the same 
offices, I do how 
we can possibly help giving them the same 
privileges and the same rights. 


ine 


zens. are 


same not see 

hat is one 
reason why | shail vote against this amend 
ment. 

Another reason is that, in my judgment, you 
cannot, if the amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri is adopted, have a system, of educa- 
tion fit to be called a svstem, for the Simpy 
reason that out of the same funds you will be 
compelle a you do xed 


schools, toa lovpt a double system ot schools. 


| 
ne 
\ 


not 


agree to ml 
Che great necessity of the time is for money 
to maintain system of 


eudcation of all the people. If 


one schools for the 
you will not 
let boys and girls of both colors go into the 
same houses, you have to provide two 


school-houses for thesame number. You can 


rot 
5 


|| him that there was profit in being 


o209 


maintain one system of se 
at a great 


? 
Knows, then 


ols for the whole 
deal less « Xpense, as eve ry body 


you Can maintain two, IL shall 
to enlarge 
The Senator t 


tral oligarchy 


not stop upon thi 


rom Misso of a cen- 


here, and it beard the Se} 


ator 
from Connecticut, Justas | came t sen 
ate Chamber not long since, allude to e cen 
tralizing tendencies ot these times. Ll want to 
say, in reply to both these Senators, that I 
have Hol discovered any cell | olga chy 


here, aud l do not know what 


from Connecticut means when he speak ol 
the centralizing tendencies of th » Lime I 
deny the existence ot the olig rcny. L de ny 
the existence of any such tendency. he 


Senator from Missouri is certainly m 


] 1 } 
when he speaks of an oligarchy 


lLiere 


stuken 
lhere 
1tes of the 


he re, 


is no such thing. ure the St 


Union represented in these two Llouses lhe 
representatives of the people of the United 
States, we are here, and we speak. ‘There is 


bo centralized oligarchy here at all, When 
ever these forty million people do not hke 
what we say, they can take us away one by 


You i) 


lature as you always had; a President as 


one i nd send Ol he eC, 


Leg 


ner men ive a 


you always had—better than you have often 
had—you have courts as you have always 
had; they are appointed by the same authori 


ties that they have always been uppoiite d by. 
then, Mr. 


rated 


Ido not see any occasi 
President. It is 


into the Constitution three new 


nioraarm 


true we have lucarpo 


articies which 


do confer upon the Congress of the United 


States legislative authority which they did not 
N WwW, | pewev 


exercise before. e the authority 


; ; 
which we are culied 


upon to exercise lo thi 
part cular bill IS COVE ed by One ot hese 
amendments. if l am mistaken, or the Sena 


tor from Missouri thinks | am and the Sena 


aor 

from Connecticut thinks so, I shall be cor 

rec ed in due time; but believing the power is 
there, I shall act upon that belief. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, as it has been a 

favorite method of the Senator trom Massa 


\ 


has charge ot this 


chusetts who 


amendmen! 


to reply to his adversaries by quoting 


j Lue Sy 
ings of colored men, | propose to answer his 
quotation fiom a half colored man by a con 
versation I had with a whole colored man 


within the last ten days, 2 man who can com 


pare in Africanism wi h any man in thee 
try, or in Atrica even; and in inteliigence and 


character, | undertake to say, with any white 
man. Falling in with him casually in the cars 
within a few days past, (and he is a mau 
cherished tor his virtues in W ( j 
he begged me as his trieud ' 3 il 
futher of a large lan ind i blelilyet 
man to internose as tal 3 I ¢ l to pre 
vent the passage of tl 18 mischievous measure 
of the Senator trom Massachuset He kre 
what he was talking about. He is a ma 
who sits in the grand jury box of this D 
trict, cherished by the white p ople of is 


t worthy ot high} 


Dis rict and though il 
trict. He suid it was the death knell 
j 


; 
in the Dis 


of common schools if this measure ceed 
here, and that you might as weil |i NAY 
the whole sy tem at once He told m Lnat 
the colored schouls here were prosp is aud 
were well conducted, and the coloured peo 
needed no amendment ot the law tut rd to 
them, and « very bouy would be b ippy if it Were 
not for the d mavgogues ol the land LI asked 
me how it was ii my own Sia i Ll told 
him that there the greatest! acitator [ knew o 
Was & Man who bau so i1itl | i bi 1 
him that the Democra i the Geo 1 Legi 
lature could not exclude hin aid if { | 
had as much as « elrhth he 

been turned out He } L pro hi 
vidual, and an espe al pet of ‘ 

from Massachusetts, through him hotding bigh 
postion in the State bl has be nit ) 
going to hotel rnd passliuy ilw 1yS a 4 W 0 
man, until these trouviou im upy ed to 


a colored 
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man, and he takes that position. He, 
than seven eighihs white 
individual! Hee 


Now, I ium 


more 


as a colored 
aims everything tor his race! 


s 


» agitates 


LO sensible men whether aman 


who has seven eighths white blood and one 


eighth co.ored upon a fair estimate, has many 
rights as a colored lividual—one to seven! 
Jha’ is a class who are very much aggrieved 
in Georgia and elsewhere, aud they deiude the 
great wnass of colored men by pe: suading them 
that by coming to er hington and having some 
such legislation as this proposed here, mighty 


goood } ocome to the race everywhere ! 

Will Go one pa y colored Manh,anc a nan 
of intelligence, the justice heard 
ied also in this Dis 
deliver a leciure to 


O say that 
hing (and he 1s distinguisl 
colored men in 
Georgia upon their assumption ot fitness for 
ollice, advising them to stand aside 


trict) once 


and not to 
aspire tor place, that the day had not come 
when they were fitted for it, but to wait and 
not presume too much lhe black man to 
whom 1 Orst referred, (lor he is apure Diack, 
said to me the other dav: “* Mr. SUMNER and 
Fred. Douglass say | will join the Democratic 
party; I know i will not; but they say so 
because Iwill not yield my judgment on this 
mixed school question; | never wiil yield ; 
and | encouraged him to go on and to make 
his influence feit, and it is a great influence in 
this District, in behalfot the course he thought 
proper to pursue. | know he 1s a firm man 
and an intelligent man, and he 1s entitied to 
the respect of everybo ly who knows him. 

| merely mention this to show that, like 


doctors. colored pe ople may disagree. | hold 
my witness to be quite as good a one as that 


ot the Senator trom Mas achusetts, Mr. red 
Douglass, because he 1s about four times as 
black. [Laughter. ] 

ihe ViCk PRESIDENT. 
tine has expired, 


Mr. LOGAN. Mr. 


know Lhal | can say 


The Senator’s 


President, I do not 
what | desire in five 
but I am sure | can say as much as 
is de sirable to be he 


minutes 5 
ard at this late hour. 

that | am as good a friend 
the colored race as any gentleman in this 
Senate Chamber, though | may not make so 
loud professions as some lam willing thata 
colored nun should have every right that | have, 


| believe, sir, 


or l may say every right that gentiemen have 
in this Senate Chamber who are ot lighter 
All the 
guarantied to onel am willing 
should be tinea ied to the other. 
never, by any act of mine 


complexion than lam. [ Laughter. | 
rights that are 
i certainly 
, would deprive the 
colored people of any right that | slnieaia d for 
myself. But we are sometimes mistaken when 
we undertake to do that which we believe to 
be proper and right for individuals, tor asso- 
clations, or for races; and we are 
mistaken in the 
take to do it. 

| know my friend, the Senator from Massa 
chusetts, will ce 


sometimes 
manver in which we under- 


rtainly believe me when I say 
that | will not impute to him anything but the 
best of motives. | believe that he is one of the 
best friends the colored men have; | am satis 
and | believe they think so. 
but he will pardon meif | say to him now that 
the course of management of this bill is not 
for the interest of the colored people ; that the 
management of this bill is in the interest of 
nobody but its own certain defeat. We are 
all mistaken sometimes in the modus operandi 
which we may adopt for the purpose of bring- 
ing about certain results. 
at times. 


tied he thinks so; 


We are all deceived 


from Massachusetts, that quite a number of 
colored people in my State a short time ago 
signed a call to indorse the Cincinnati move- 
ment l hey said in (heir resolutions that they 
did it because they believed the Senator from 
Massachusetis was their best friend, and they 
were led by him in that direction 


They were | 
dec e ive “di, 


because no man to-day knows | 


whe the r he sympat hizes with that movement | 


or with the one which is to come off at Phila- || to the citizens in every State equal rights as | 


i can say to my friend, the Senator 


| souri is so much disple sased at, 
an oligarchy, it is an oligarchy which for the 


delphia. These colored people were deceived. 
They believed he was going in a certain direc- 
tion, when, in fact, they do not know to-day 
whether he is or not. ‘They believe he is their 
friend to-day, and they believe 
this civil rights bill. 
um their iri 


it because of 
The *y ao not he lie ave | 
snd so much as they do that he is, 
and yet no act of mine will defeat anything in 
reference to their rights. But I bel:eve the 
action On the part of certain Senators here 
will defeat what they believe are their rights 

Now for a moment let us examine the his- 
tory of this affair. Tor several months this 
bill has lain upon your table. There has not 
been a time that it co ild not have been passed 
by a majority of this Senate if you would 
take it up wlone; and yet it has been kept as 
a lion in the pathway of an amnesty bill. 
l'o-day the only issue made by a candidate 
nominated for President with the Republican 
party, having indorsed everything they have 
done heretofore, is the question of amuesty ; 
and to day the Republican party can storm 
and take the citadel of that organization with 
one vote. But the bill of the Senator from 
Massachusetts stands in the way of that action 
on the part of the Senate. 

lhe time has come when every one believes 
it should be done; but this bill is kept in the 
way day after day, for what purpose? Tor the 
purpose of giving rights to the colored people 
that they have not? No, sir, but for the pur 
pose of antagonizing a bill that is before the 
Senate, and that is the only purpose it has 
performe ‘d here for months. And yet the col- 
ored people have been calling meetings, calling 
conventions, eulogizing my triend from anen- 
chusetts for his energy in trying to obtain for 
them rights which they have been made to be- 
lieve theydonotenjoy! Therefore, they believe 
to-day that this attempt here 1s to pass a bill for 
them. Let them be undeceived. It is, in my 
judgment, to keep it betore the senles ag an 
exciting question upon which to make politica! 
capital. Lt performs no other office, and the 
friends of this Administration to day, who con- 
tinually antagonize this measure with the am- 
nesty bill, although at heart and by intention 
they are the friends of amuesty, are at the 
sume time only kindling the fires in another 
direction—— 

Ihe VICK 
time ts ont? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I am 
very sorry to occupy five minutes of the time 
of the Senate, quite as sorry as the Senate is 
possibly; but | wish to say as to political 
platforms that the Cincinnati platform, so 
called, in respect to amnesty is merely stolen 
from the platform of the President of the 
United States, who has been recommending 
what is called amnesty, or removal of disabil- 
ities, to after session. 
Cherefore so much is stolen property, so that 
i do not think the people of the United States 
wiil desert their President upon the ground 
that a body of very respectable people and 
so on at Cincinnati have chosen to adopt one 
of his doctrines. You might as well reject 
St. Paul on the ground that the Gentiles 
finally came to believe in his preachings. So 
much for that. Now for the oligarchy which 
iny friend from Missouri is so much fright- 
ened at—— 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam not frightened at ail. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg my friend’s par- 
don; | know he is not frightened at anything. 
As to the oligarchy that my friend from Mis- 


PRESIDEN 


Congress session 


first time in human history has devoted itself 
to the extension of human rights instead of 
to the diminution of them. It bas devoted 
itself to making every citizen in this land equal 
in rights. It has not quite succeeded, I am 
sorry to say, but I hope it will and IL think it 
will. The idea of fear of a ceatralized gov- 
ernment which only devotes itself to securing 
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between themselves and the citizens of a com 
mon nationality is one that honest people are 
not atraid of, and are not greatly displeased at 
when they come to understand it. 

So much for oligarchies. Now, as to schoois, 
The simple question is just here: if color is a 
distinction which is fit to be left to the Siates 
and to the communities to decide upon as the 
test of rights, absolutely equal and common 
rights, then we ought not to interfere; we 
ought to leave it to every State to say, and if 
we do leave it to every State to say, then you 
must leave it to every State to say whether 
color shall be a test or not as to the right to 
hold land, as to the right to sue in a common 
court, as to the right to travel in a common 
car, to go upon a Common highway, to vote ut 
a common ballot box, to meet at a common 
assembly. ‘ihere is no distinction that can be 
made. If color is a test which you may sub- 
mit asa distinctive mark between the rights 
of citizens or the methods by which they are 
to redress their rights, then it is universal; 
and if you agree that it is, you have gone back 
to the old slave doctrine, and that is just what 
is the matter. 

Mr. President, if color is a test so is race, 
and therefore you must remit it to every com 
inunity to say that as between American citi- 
zens the foreign born shall be taught in one 
house by one teacher and the native boru in 
another. You mustremit it to the community 
to say that the child of Catholic parents must 
be taught in a separate school from the child 

Protestant parents, the ctild of Methodist 
parents cannol be periiited to goto the school 
where the Congregationalist sends his children 
if the people in that particular community 
according to their prejudices think that is a 
right thing to do. 

Now, Mr. President, the question is can you 
stand that. You cau go further, and say that 


' the child of no Republican, shall be allowed 


io go to the school where the Democratic 
ehildren go, and vice versa. Why, Mr. Pres 
ident, the sense of all mankind would cry 


shame at such a thing, and yet this is precisely 
| the same principle, unless you can maintain 


The Senator’s | 


if you cail it | 


| 





that this old notion of race—because it is 
really race and not color that this thing de 
pends upon—is one in which it is fil, under 
the constitutional principles of a free country, 
to base a distinction upon. The notion of 
sex or age, which the Senator from Connecti- 
cut alluded to, has nothing at all to do with the 
question; that depends upon questions of fil 
ness and decency, as to cleanliness and good 
order and degree of education, and all that. 
That is a test which everybody can under 
stand, and which you must leave to the local 
jurisdic:ion; but this is a maiter of inherent 
right, unless you adopt the slave doctrine that 
color and race are reasons for distinction 
among citizens. My time is up. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, history but 
repeats itself; and the course of power, whether 
of the autocrat or of the oligarch, is marked 
very much by the saine features. They at 
first are slow and.stealthy, but as they gain 
strength they become bold and rapid. And 
here we have just heard trom the lips of the 
Senator from Vermont very much the same 


| arguments for governing this country as Louis 


Napoleon used when he sought to liberalize 
the institutions of France! He says, was 
there ever seen a centralized power bent upon 
extending liberties! When, sir, were there 
fairer words used in the interests of despotisin 


than when Louis Napoleon would have made 


universal suffrage the law of France, and when 
he put that nation through the mockery of the 
forms of an election for the purpose simply 
of consolidating all the reins of power in his 
own hands? It is just that which this present 
| party governing this Senate and this country 
are in my opinion seeking todo. It is, under 


the guise of giving rights to one class, that 
they are seeking to take into their hands the 
reins of power over every class. 





I 
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And pray, sir, what powers under the Con- 
stitution can be found to authorize the Con- 
gress of the United States to enter the States 
and take into their hands every domestic in- 
stitution which is covered by this bill? The 
school, the house of public entertainment, the 
means of common carriage, the place 
amusement, even, sir, the grave itself, is 
kept sacred for individual wish and for the 
desire of the community; all is to be held 
in the grasp of Federal power, a all to be 
controlled! Why, sir, itis the old argument; 
— is as insatiable as the grave; itis al- 

yays seeking to strengthen itself, and always 
most danger ously when it proposes under the 
cover of law to grasp the liberties of a people 
and by a plausible excuse to advance itself 
upon positions of power from which it cannot 
again be moved. 

Why, Mr. President, under this Govern- 
ment of ours, where is the power delegated to 
Congress to perform these acts? ‘here is 
none expressed; there is none justly to be 
implied. The ninth article of amendments 
to the Constitution expressly declared that 
these powers, because they were not delegated 
to Congress, were reserved to the States and 
to the people. But what matters that in the 
heat of party? We have already in 
this Chamber an act become a law by the will 
of the Chamber which by the unanimous 
opinion of the Supreme Court of the United 
States was absolutely invalid, and which they, 
to make their language as courteous as possi- 
ble under the circumstances, declared must 
have been passed inadvertently. Well, sir, 
my vole can never be given inadvertently. I 
do not Mean to impugn the motives of Sen- 
ators. I would give them the same respect 
that [ demand for myself. But here standing, 
the Constitution of my country before me, 
whieh | have sworn to support, I should hold 
myself a perjured man if | attempted to exer 
cise a power not delegated to me and so ex 
pressly and necessarily vested in the people 
of the States. 

Mr. President, what is the very well-spring 
of power? What is the very fountain-head 
from which our institutions draw their force? 
It is in the school of local self-government. 
It is there that you have the nursery from 
which springs your power of self-government, 
the opportunity and capacity to appreciate our 
institutions. if you still that by your strong 
grasp, where will your people ever have the 
education to enable them to comprehend the 
necessities of the government of a great coun- 
try? No, sir, local self government is the 
very germ from which anything like purity 
of Our institutions can be expected; and this 
bill is intended to strike directly at that fount 
ain. It is intended as it now stands to take 
from the people that control over their domes- 
lic institutions which is necessary for their 
salety. You are seizing into the hands of the 
Federal power the entire police control of the 
States. You do not know the necessities of 
the various communities. They understand 
them themselves; they will apply the remedy 
themselves; and in that struggle to ascertain 
and then apply the remedy wiil come the exer 
cise of the powers of self-government which 
are essential to maintain the institutions of 
this country. 

Mr. President, I hope the citizens of this 
country wiil understand that this is the quick 
est and the longest stride toward centralized 
power which yet has been presented to our 
people 

The ViCE PRESIDENT. The Senator's 
time has lt The question is on the 
amendment of the Sena a from Missouri to 
the amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetis. 

Mr. BLAIR called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, I do not 
know where the warrant for this bill is found. 


ot 


not 


seen 
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| guished Senator from 


it has 
where 


None of the Senators who support 
ventured on the experiment of stating 
in the Constitution 1s the power of passing this 
bill. I know of no place where it can be pre 
tended to be found except that part of one of 
the new amendments in which the citizens of 
one State are placed on an equality with the 
citizens of every other State in regard to priv- 


ileges and immunities, and that provision ivi 


nishes no warrant for the legislation in this 
t in regard to scho ls. | speak, ot course, 
with reference to those States where under 


their school system the power 1s now exercised 
and has usually exercised of 
the children ol parents from the 
dren of black parents, of separating 

from old, of bovs 


been 
white 


separatit av 

chil 
young 
girls, of 


separating from 


separating the less advanced from the more 
advanced. ‘Those privilegés and immunities 
of white children in those States are limited 
in respect to education as | have described. 


No white parent has a right to claim for his 
child that he shall be educated in a particular 
school-house to the exclusion of all 
He is oblige d tot 
house school officers have desig 
nated. 

Lhe Senator 


others. 
i to send his chu 100l- 


which the 


1e SC 


from Massachusetts that 
of custe. | 
to discuss with that Senator 
It is 
word 


says 
that is keeping up an odious spirit 
have not the time 
what meaning he att 
a dangerous word because it 1s 
in his mouth. Che very first case which 
brought the distinguished Senator from Massa 
chusetts before the public eye 
with the subject of separate schools for black 
children and for white 
in 5 C ot 


aches to that word. 
a vague 


In Connection 


children was the case, 


ushing, Roberts vs. the City of Bos 


ton, in which the entire ground of this bill was 
covered by the decision of the court. 
I wish there were time for me to present 


even the leading features of that ease, 
the great ision 1 
Shaw himself, 
this country 


aad of 
endered by Chief Justic 
of the greatest pee 
' ever boasted, and he al 
ing for a bench of judges not his inferiors in 
integrity, and hardiy his inferiors 
That decision is conclusive as to this bill be 
cause it recognizes in the largest sen that 
under the Bill of Rights in Massachusetts col- 
ored persons stood precisely where itis claimed 
they stand under the recent amendments to our 
Constitution; and the court then go on to dis 
cuss the alleged grievance in tual 
was that the father of a colored chi 
send his child_a tew blocks further 


der 
one sts oe ul 


has 


in abilit y. 


se 


case, wh ch 
id had to 


tou school 


set apart for colored children. 

Ihat great court, (and there is no greater in 
this world administering the common law, 
taking the whole body of its decisions to 
gether,) after the fullest examination, held 
that there was no such right as is claimed by 
this bill and as was claimed by the distin- 


Massachusetts for bis 
client that ‘The court say that the 
question of education is like any other question 
of government; the details must be lett to the 


in case. 


discretion of the othcers who administer the 
system; and if, in their judgment it is for 
the best interests that there should be a 8ep- 
| aration founded upon any ground whatever 
whether color, or age, or fitness, or advance 
ment, that is a lawful distincuon which the 
court will uphold; and on page 209 of 5 
Cushing the very argument as to caste urged 
here by the Senator from Massachuset' 

which seems to have been urged also in that 


|} changed by law. 


} COmmMunity, 


Case, 18 net 

‘It is urged that this 
schools tends to de epen 
distinction of cas 
dice in publi 
is not 


and disposed of by the court. 


maintenance of separate 
and perpetuate the odious 
te, tounded in a deep-rooted preju 
opinion. ‘This prejudice, if it exists 
created law, and probably cannot 

Whether tuis distinction and prej- 
in the opiniou and feelings of the 
would not be as effectually tustered by 
compelling colored and white children to associate 
together in the same schools, way well be doubted; 
at all events, itis a fair and proper question tor the 
committee to consider and decide upon, having in 
view the best interests of both classes of children 


DY be 


udice, existing 


|. It is not in their interest, and not dem 
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placed under their superintendence. and we can- 
not say that their decision upon itis not founded 
on Just grounds Of reason and experience, and in 
the results of a discriminating and honest judg- 
ment.’’—5 Cushing's Reports, pages 20) and 210. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ax 
THONY in the chair. The Senator’s time 
is up. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I was about to ask 
whether my time was up. [| commend that 


decision to the consideration of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 
of the Senator 
upon which the yeas and 


| he gq ies 


Missouri to the amendment 
from Mussachusetts, 
nays h ive been ordered. 

Mr. STOCKTON. 1 
meudment reported. 
The Chief Clerk read the 
Mr. SFOCKTON. Me. 


oce when the bill rel 


should like to have 


t} 


tne a 
amendment. 
President, I 
sion ilive to 
in the District of Columbia was up 
my views about this matter. But before 
question is voted upon, [| desire simply tu say 
that if any Senator many Senators in this 
body state that this civil ni 
a proper me L think it 
that the a be 

to 


des re it. 


took 
the schools 
» LO eXpress 


this 


or 


rights amendment is 


sasure, 1s quite proper 
to the 
ther the y 
[t isa singular interference un doubt. 
edly with the social rights of the people 
was never contemplated in the Constitution 
It is certainly a very singular change 
tutions, and one which the 
to be consulted about. 
But, Mr. President, it not that, and per 
haps the purpose for which I rise is to call the 


submitted 
the “mse lve * whe 


should 
for 


uestion 


} 
people vote 
which 


» Of insti 


people huve u right 


Is 


attention of the Senate to the fact that that is 
not the worst of it. You may say to me 
that pract cally pe rhaps this evil will never 
arise, hi sis not the worst evil, Mr. Presi 

dent. This bill is ten thousand times worse 
In its principles than any act that has been 
ever proposed. This bill violates the very 
spirit of personal liberty which brought our 
ancestors to this country. lt isa s ngular 
thing that coming trom that very soil where 
the Pilgrim fathers lauded we should have a 


bill to break down the very spirit otf personal 
liberty and personal independence. It is a 
tyrannous bill, Do Senators from 
Massachusetis remember that night when— 


sir. the 


‘The heavy night hung dark 
The hilis and waters o’er, 

When vw band of exiles moored their bark 
Ou the wild New Engiand shore, 


‘Not as the conqueror comes, 
They, the true-hearted came, 

Not with the roll of the stirring drums, 
And the trump that sings of fame, 


* Not as the 
lu silence and in fear— 

They shook the depths of the desert’s gloom 
W ith their hymns of lofty cheer. 


flying come, 


“Amidst the storm they sang, 
And ird and the sea; 
And the sounding aisles of the dim woods rang 


the stars he 


lo the anthem ot the free! 
* © * * * * + - = 
‘What sought they thus afar? 


Bright jewels of the mine? 
The wealth of seas, the spoils of war? 
They sought a faith’s pure sbrine!”’ 


And that personal liberty wiich they came 
here to ucross the 
ocean, you break down, tear to pleces, utterly 


secure, which drove them 


ce stroy, not only in your chool-houses, but in 
your homes and at your altars your sacrilegious 
hand sirikes at the very Lares and Penates 
you go to the grave yard, you absolutely go 


» the ashes of the dea 
your right to 
libert 


d, and there you enforce 
interfere with men’s individua:l 
y and every sacred right and every saer d 
tie that binds men to the past, or to the presen 
or to the 
I insist uponit, Mr. President, that this bill, 
‘tends to assist the colored peo 
ple and give them ¢c vil libe rty, doe 3s one iCil 
lt springs trom the spirit of agitatior 


future. 
sO far as it pre 


thing. 
auded 











3262 


by them except by the successful arts of the 


agitate It springs from the same spirit that 
gave the colored people the right of suffrage. 
When the Senator trom M sachusetts first 
proclaimed on this floor the idea of manhood 
& iffrage, hat the right to vote, the right to be 
one ot the governors of this country, was a 
right inherent in man, a natural right, a civil 


right, he proc:aimed what was not true asa 
prim pie of aw lhe right to bea governor 
of this country depends upon a man’s intelli 
gence, upon his abili lhe Republican party 
when the war was over did not dream (and so 
announced in their Conventions) of giving the 
right of suffrage immediately to four millions 
of colored people, ume lueated for that pur 
poss Vhy did ey doit? What drove them 


to it?) Vhey were driven to it from party ne- 


Cessity lhey were driven to it for the pur 
pose of keeping power hat is what drove 
them to it, and they knew it was wrong 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. SEOCKTON. Lam very sorry; I was 
about to make a good speech, and had gone 
just far enouvh to begin. ! |L.aughter | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 


Lhe Sen 


The ques 


Missoun to he amendment of the Senator 
from Mussachusetts. 

Mr. BLAIR | am paired with the Senator 
from South Carolina, | ir. SAWYER | 

Mr. NYI Ll am paaire d with the Senator 
from Missouri, [Mr. Scuurz.] If he were 
here he would vote ** yea,’’ and I should vote 


nay. 
Mr. STOCKTON. I am paired with my 
colleague lf he were present he would vote 


se ‘ 


nny, ’ and I sh yuld vole * yea. 
Mr. OSBORN. The Senator from South 
Carolina [ Mr. Sawyer 
that he had been sudde ly called from the cily 


re quested me to sa 


t 


ov account of illness in his family. 
Phe que being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeus 23, u ys 30; as follows: 


leorn, Bayard, Boreman, Cas- 


Y EAS—Meesrs 


geerly, Cooper, Davis of West Virgiaia, Fenton, Ferry 
ot Connecucut, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hamilton of Texas, Hitchcock, Johnston, Kelly, 
Norweod, Pratt, Saulsbury, Sprague, Stevenson, 
Tipton, Trambull, Viekers, and West 23. 

NAYs— Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Caldwell, Cam- 
eron, Curpenter, Chandler, lnyton, Conkling, Cor 
bett, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flana- 
gan, Gilbert, Llumlin, Howe, Kellogg, Morrill of 


Vermont, Morton, Osborn, Pomeroy, Ramsey, Rice, 
Seott, Sherman, Speneer, Sumner, Wilson, Win- 
dow, and Wright A, 


ALDSEN'I Messrs. Blair, Brownlow, Bucking 
ham, Cole, Davis of Kentucky, Frelinghuysen, Har- 
lan, Hill, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Nye, 
Patterson, Pool, Ransom, Robertson, Sawyer, 


Schurz, Stewart, Stockton, and Thurman—2l. 


So the amendment to the amendment was 
re ie cled, 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Isend up an 
amendment, to come in as an additional sec 
tion, section six, 

Phe Chief Clerk read the proposed amend- 
ment as follows: 

Sec. —. That all legal and political disabilities 


imposed by the thir ‘tion of the fourteenth arti- 
cle of amendments to the Constitution of the United 





States on persons therein mentioned, because of 
their baving engaged in insurrection or rebellion 
against the United States, or given aid or comfort to 


the cnemies thereotl, be, and the same are hereby, 
removed: /rovided, That thi. act shall not apply 
to, or in any way atfect or remove the disability of 
any person included in eithberot the following classes, 
namely: first, members of the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States who withdrew theretrom and aided the 
rebellion; second, officers of the Army or Navy of 
the United States who, being above the age of twen- 
ty-one years, left said Army or Navy and aided the 
rebellion. 


Mr. MORTON. Isthat offered as an amend- 
ment to 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It is as an 
additional section. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Icall for the 


yeas and nays. 


the substitute? 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. EDMUNDs. If I can have the atten- 
tion of my trieud from Connecticut a moment, /! 


I should like it on this amendment. It pro- 
vides in the exceptions— 

First, members of the Congress of the United States 
who withdrew therefrom and aided the rebe.lion. 

There are some who stayed here and acted as 
spies, and did not in the technical sense with 
draw, but took the people’s money, and gave 
information to the enemy, until the 4th of 
March, 1861. It he will modify his amend- 
meut—because | cannot move to amend it, it 
being now in the second degree—so that it 
will read ** members of the ‘Lbirty-Sixth Con- 
gress’’ (which is the only Congress to which 
this applies) ‘‘who aided the rebellion,’’ 
whether they withdrew or whether they stayed, 
I will vote for it. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. I prefer the 
amendment as I offered it. It is the House 
bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Sol supposed from the 
Senator’s statement. I say that I shall vote 
for it, much as I disbelieve in the notion of 
anything being deserved in the way of amnesty 
by these people, and as much as I believe in 
the impropriety as a matter of principle and 
right of restoring this privilege to hold office to 
these people, fur the question may well be 
asked: 

**Is the vice president of the rebel confederacy, is 
his colleague, one of the senators in the rebel con- 
gress, to come here to legislate for the loyal people 
of thiscountry? Arethe men who organized a gov- 
ernment that carried on a four years’ war against 
us, as the result of which this nation has had to 
expend more than three thousand million dollars, 
and as a consequence of which more than a quarter 
of a million of patriotic heroes have laid down their 
lives upon the battle-field and in Army hospitals— 
are those men to come bere to legislate for the loyal 
people of this country ?” 

These are not my arguments. They are the 
arguments of my honorable friend from Iili- 
nois [Mr. TRumBULL] which I adopt. Now, 
then, if we can exclude these men, I will go for 
the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 
Connecticut to the amendmeut of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. SCOLT. My attention was directed other- 
wise, and | simply wish to make an inquiry 
whether the amendment mow pending is the 
amnesty bill offered as an amendment to the 
civil rights bill. Is that the form of the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. CONKLING, Let me answer the Sen- 
ator. The amendment is just that, except that 
the amendment consists not of the whole am- 
nesty bill, but only of the first “section of the 
amnesty bill precisely as it came from the 
House. 

Mr. SCOTT. Then it is an offer to add to 
the civil rights bill, which can be passed by a 
majority, the amnesty bill which will require 
two thirds. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to take up any 
time; but having stated my views at more 
length than | am in the babit of doing on such 
questions, when this bill was before the Senate 
heretofore, although lami. favor of an amnesty 
bill L shall have to vote against adding it as 
an amendment to this amendment. 

Mr. CONKLING. I am not troubled by 
any such scruples as vex my friend. That 
question was made once in the Senate, elabor- 
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ately argued, decided by the Chair, and the | 


decision of the Chair sustained by the Senate. 
I think, therefore, we may consider that set- 
tled as part of the law of this case. 1 would 
like to inquire, Mr. President, supposing this 
amendment prevails, whether the amendment 
itself will be amendable afterward except by 


addition ? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
does not comprehend the question. 

Mr. CONKLING. I will repeat it. Sup- 
pose the amendment of the Senator from Con- 
necticut now pending shall be adopted, will it 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Notin Com. 
mittee of the Whole: but when the amend. 
ment comes into the Senate, then it will be in 
order to concur with an amendment. 

Mr. CONKLING. I thought | was not mis. 
taken about that; but | wanted to be sure of 
it. I shall vote for the Senator’s amendment, 

Mr. SHERMAN. I avail myself ot my 
privilege merely to state that during the de- 
bate awhile ago, when, as I understand, the 
honorable Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Sre- 
VENSON |] made some comments upon my posi- 
tion of yesterday, I was absent, by order of 
the Senate on a committee of conlerence on 
the deficiency bill. I shall vote against this 
amendment, because, as I then announced, [ 
desire to send this civil rights bill pure and 
simple to the House of Representatives in 
such form and in such way that a majority 
of the House may, under the parliamentary 
rule of the House, reach a vote upon it, and 
then I shall vote for the amnesty bill. [| 
desire to see the two measures separated if 
possible, and to see this civil rights bill sent 
to the other House in such form that it may 
be acted upon there, when it will entirely 
relieve us from embarrassment as to the 
amnesty bill, and an amnesty bill, I have no 
doubt, will receive more than two thirds of 
the votes of the Senate. 

Mr. CAMERON. Before I vote, I desire 
to say that [ shall vote for this amendment 
only with a view of having it amended when 
it comes intothe Senate. Ifitis not amended 
then, I shall vote against the whole affair. 

Mr. ALCORN. Mr. President, I shall vote 
for the amendment of the Senator from Con- 
necticut, but, whether adopted or not, shall 
vote ayvainst the substitute offered by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, for several reasons, 
the chief among which is the fact that the 
features of the substitute already passed on 
by the Senate are such as, if carri-d out, will 
destroy the school system in the State which 
l represent. In that State, as I stated awhile 
ago, the questions of the public schools have 
been passed upon, settled in a manner satis 
factory to both races. The question of the 
education of the children of the country is one 
paramount to that of amnesty. Amnesty will 
come by and by; but a blow fatal to educa- 
tion under a common-school system will con- 
tinue. Inthe State of Mississippi the races 
are so nearly divided that some compromise 
was necessary to perpetuate the cause of edu- 
cation. Inthe recent election in Mississippi 
the majority for the Republican party in the 

| house of representatives was nine. Had we 
|| lost the county of De Soto. which we carried 
by the help of southern Republicans by one 
hundred and fifty votes, the majority for the 
Democrats would have been one. On a con- 
test between the two parties in that State, 
should the election be, by unwise legislation, 
made to turn on mixed schools, there is no 
doubt in my mind as to how the State would 
go. That it would break down the school 
system I very well know. 

I am not here to be dictated to by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts; he fights the battles 
of the colored people from afar off, at a safe 
distance. I have fought their battles in a 
hand-to-hand conflict. I hold my place here 
under their authority. I speak by authority 
when I say the colored people in that State 
wish no such legislation as this. The white 
people wish no such legislation, and I speak 
for them all. I was voted into my seat here 
by the vote of every colored man in the Legis- 
lature of my State, and by the vote, too, of 
every white man in that Legislature. Demo- 
crat and Republican, white and colored, all 
voted for me. I repeat, I speak for both 
races ; I speak that their friendly relations may 
not be thus unwisely disturbed. I, sir, whose 
childbood was nursed in the lap of the negro, 


be in order to amend it or alter it afterward, |} who in his boyhood shared every playground 
ll with the negro, a coworker in his youth with 


except by adding to it? 


ni 


a ia ae 
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the negro. in whose manhood he has found the 
negro his friend; J, sir, have ne snobbish 
prejud lice against the colored people ; I feel it 
no dishonor to travel side by side with him in 
the cars: have no pre) idice against sharing 
with him ihe hos pital wy of the hotel . No, sir, 
1 hold myself ss this; | am here to speak 
for, and do speak for the friendly intercourse 
of the races so necessary to the future 
pe ace and h: appine Ss 0 f the pe op le of my State. 

The VIC E PRESIDENT lhe yeas and 
nays have been ordered upon the amendment 
of the Senator from Connecticut to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massuachuset 
the Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. COLE. I am paired on all questions 
that probably will arise on this bill with the 
Senator from North Carolina, [ Mr. Ransom, | 
unless it be possibly the last one in reference 
to the question of umuesty itself pure and 
simple. 

Mr. BLATR. Iam paired with the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. Sawyer] upon the 
civil rights bill, but as he is in favor of am- 


two 


ts, and 


nestv, [ feel myse If at liberty to vote tor this 
amendment which is for amnesty. I vote 
‘ yea. 


[he question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeus 38, nays 14; as follows: 
YEAS— Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Bayard, Blair, 
Boreman, Buckingham, Caldwell, Cameron Car- 
venter. Casserly, Clayton, Cooper, Corbett, Davis of 
Vest Virginia, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Goldthwaite, Hamil- 
ton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Harlan, 
Hircheock, Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Norwoed, Os- 
born, Pomeroy, Pratt, Saulsonury, Sprague, 
venson. Stewart, Tipton, Trumbull, Vickers, and 
Wes!—38, 
NAYS—Messrs. Cragin, Fenton, Gilbert, 
Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Pool, Ric 
man, Spencer, Sumner, Wilson, 
ABSEN t—Messrs. Anthony, b ( 
Jer, Cole. Conkling, Davis of Kentucky, Freling- 
huysen, Lill, Howe, Lewis, Logan, Morritl of Maine, 
Nye, Patterson, Ramsey, Ransom, Robertson, Saw- 
yer, Schurz, Stockton, Thurman, and Wright—22 
So the 
agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts as amended, 
Mr. BOREMAN., = i,pffer this as an 
a 
tional section to the amendment, to 
afier the section just inserted : 


Ste- 


Ilamlin, 
+, Scott, Sher- 
and Windom- i4 

Browniow, Chand- 


amendment to the amendment was 


addi- 


come in 


Sec. —. That before any person shall be entitled 
to the benefit of the preceding section of this act, ke 
shall, within the district where he resides, before a 
clerk of some court of the United States, or a United 
States commissioner, take and subscribe an oath or 
atirmation tosupportthe Constitution of the United 
States, and to bear true faith and allegiance tu the 
same; which oath or affirmation shall be forwarded 
by snid officer to the Secretary of State of the United 
States, who shall cause a list of all persons comply- 
ing with the provisions of this act to be laid before 
Congress atthe opening of each session thereof; 
and the officer before whom such oath or affirmation 
is made shall give to the person tuking it a certifi- 
cate of the fi ict, under such forms and regulations as 
the Secretary of State shall prescribe. 

Mr. MORTON. Is it in order to offer an 
amendment to perfect that section ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not; it is 
now an amendment to an amendment, and no 
further amendment can be received. 

Mr. MORYON. Will it be in order in the 
\ ‘ 

Senate? 

Ihe VICE PRESIDENT. It will be in the 
Senate when the question comes up On Con- 
curring if this should be adop'ed now. 

Mr. FENTON. Mr. President, I voted 
against the amendment of the Senator from 
Connecticut, because I am in favor of amnesty. 
Sitting by the side of my friend from New 
Hampshire, [Mr. Craaty,] after the defeat of 
the amnesty bill a few weeks ago, he and I 
agreed that we would not thereafter vote so 
as to imperil the succes ae re amnesty bill. 
H: aving that purpose still j view, I determ- 
ined not to vote to- day for the amendment, 
whatever its merits, of the Senator from M AS- 
sachusetts; for I believe that by voting for it 
and attaching it to the amnesty bill, the result 
would be not only to defeat amnesty but it 


also. 


For this reason, 1 was opposed to the || 


amendment of the Senator from Connecticut, 
because if these two measures were put to- 
gether they would share the same fate that 
they received upon a previous occasion ; and 
lam not certain now that I shall vote for the 
two measures combined. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
West Virginia to the amendment of the Sen 
ator from Massachusetts. which is the second 
section of the original House bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL ealled for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered; and being taken, 
resulied—yeus 31, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Aleorn, Ames, Anthony. Boreman, 
Buckingham, ¢ gs lwell, Cameron, Clayton, Conkling, 
Corbett, Crag Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Michi- 
gan, Flanagan, “G ilbert, Hamlin, Harlan, Lliteheock, 
Morton, Osborn. Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Seott, Sher- 
man, ar neer, Sumner, West, Wilson, and Win 


con i—3 1 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of Connecticut. Gold- 
Hamilton of Texas, 


thwaite, Hamilton of Marvland, 
Kelly, Logan, Morrill ot 


Hill, Johnston, Kellogg, 
Saulsbury, Sprague, Ste- 


Vermont, Norwood. Rice, 
venson, Stewart, ‘Lipton, Trumbull, and Vickers— 
») 


24. 

ABSENT—Messrs. B roared Carpenter, 
dler, Cole, Davis ot Kentucky, Frelinghuysen, Howe, 
Lewis, Morrill of Maine, ey Patterson, Ramsey, 
Ransow, Robertson, Sawyer, Schurz, Stockton, Thur 
man, and Wright—19. 


So the 
agre ed to. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I move to amend 
the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Massachusetts by striking out its fourth sec- 
tion. 


Chan 


amendment to the amendment was 


The words proposed to be stricken out were 
read, as follows: 

That no citizen possessing all other qualifica- 
tions which are or may be prescribed by law shall 
be disqualified for service as juror in any court, 
national or State, by resson of race, color. or pre- 
vious condition of servitude; and any officer or 
other persons charged with any duty in the selec- 
tion or summoning of jurors who shail exclude or 
fail to summon any citizen for the reason above 
named shall, on conviction thereof, be deemed 
guilty of a misdeweanor and be fined not less than 
$1,000 nor more than $5,000, 

Mr. SUMNEI That 
Senator from Wis isconsin 
this measure was before the 
months ago, and voted on, and voted down. 
1 think it opinion of the 
friends of the measure that there was no more 
important part, or none of 
te re agi, 


prop sition of the 
was discussed when 
Senate some 


was the general 


more practical in- 
than that which secured to the colored 


peop sle comple te equality on juries. The Sen- 
ator doubts the consti utional power. if it is 
not constitutional, then it cannot be in force. 


I thiuk it is constitutional, and | think, there- 
fore, if 1s Our dul y to provide this rem edy. 
Our colored fel llow- -ciuizeus should be saanand 
against the outrage to which they are now 
exposed. I know no better way than by Con- 
gress in these declaratory words to 

Mr. CASSERLY. I congratulate the Sen 
ator from Massachusetts. He is a man of 
learning and of unusual ability. He has just 
discovered the only reason I ever heard given 
that I thought soundness in it for 
passing an une ‘onstitutional law, namely, that 
when it is passed it will be void; that is to 
say, it will be unconstitutional. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. SU MNER. I do not Say that it is un- 
constitutional. My friend very well 
that I insist that it is constitutional; but | 


ussert it. 


had any 


knows 


| appeal to my friend from Wisconsin on that 


point. Even suppose this is unconstitutional, 
as he assumes, then, as | say, it 
enforced; it will fail. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The difficulty about 
that is that | have sworn to support the Con- 
stitution, which, as I understand, 
not to vote for anything 
unconstitutional, 

Mr. SUMNER. I have also sworn to sup- 
portthe Constitution, and it binds me to vote 
for anything for human rights. 

The ViCE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendmeut of the Senator trom Wis- 
cousin to the amendment of the Senator from 


will not be 


binds me 
that | believe to be 


| 


| 
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Massachusetts, to strike out the section which 
has been read. 

Mr. SUMNER ci alled for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered; and bei ing taken, re 
sulted “yeas 16, nays 33 as tollows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bavard, 
penter, Casserly, Davis of West 
thwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, ILamilton of Texas, 
Hitecheock, Johnston, Keily, Logan, Saulsbury, Ste- 
venson, aud Vickers lo. 

NAYS— Messrs. Ames, Anthony, 
Caldwell, Cameron, Chandler, 
Cooper, Cragin, E dmunds 
igan, Flanagan, Gilbert, 


Morrill of Vermont, M 


Boreman, Car- 
Virginia, Gold- 


Buckingham, 
Clayton, Conkling, 
Fenton, Ferry ot Mich- 
tlarlan, Hill, Kellogg, 


orton, Norwood, Osborn, 

Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Sherman, Spencer, 
Sprague Sumner, West, Wilson, and Windom—33. 

ABSEN [—Messrs. Blair, Brownlow, Cole, Cor- 


bett, Davis of Kentucky, Ferry of Connecticut, Fre- 
linghuysen, Hamlin, Lowe, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, 
Nye, Patterson, Pool, Ransom, Robertson, S wwyer, 
Schurz, Scott, Stewart, Stockton, Thurman, Tipton, 
Trumbull, and Wright—25. 

So the amendment 
not agreed to. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I believe the amend 


ment as amended is still open toamendment. 


to the amendment was 


The VICKi PRESIDENT. | It is. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Then I move to strike 
out the first, second, third, fourth, and fitth 


sections of the amendment as amended, My 
object Mn making that motion is to bring the 
Senate to a direct vote on the amendment of 
the Senator from Massachusetts, and | trust 
the Senate will vote 1: down, andthen we shal! 
have the amnesty bill, and let us pass it. 

Mr. WILSON. What sections? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. My motion is to strike 
out all of the amendment as proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts from the amend- 
ment as amended. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. l ask for the 
nays on that motion. 
Mr. HARLAN 

in order, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
ground of the point of order? 

Mr. HARLAN. 
been put into the 
the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 

The VICK 


been voted in. 


yeas and 
[ inquire whether that is 
What is the 


‘This is matter 


amendment 


that has 
by a vote ot 


It has not been voted on. 
PRESIDENT. It has not yet 

The original amendment con- 
sisted of five sections. beeu 
added. Lhe question is on striking out the 
tive sections first proposed 

Mr. SUMNER. Those first 
being the original amendment, 

Mr. MOKION, I 
that motion is put, Inove 
un amendment section of the 
amnesty bill just adopted, for the purpose of 
verfecung it? 

Ihe VICE PRESIDENT. 
affected by this motion of the 
illinois. He proposes to strike out oniy the 
first five what is generally known as 
the civil rights bill. ‘The from Ver 
mont has asked for the yeas and nays on this 
amendment to the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will say one word, 
that it may be understood what my 
and the effect of this motion. I 4m in favor 
of an amnesty bill. The House of Represent 
ative a bill. | regard this 
atlempt to put something else upon it as an 
effort to deteat the amnesty biil; that is the 
effect of it; and whatever influences Senators 
may vote under Cems 
Ohio may undertake to force the 
ey resentaltives to come to a 
other measure by his action here, the 
country and the world will understand 
that this is an effort to defeat amnesty. 


‘Two se ctions have 


five sections 
inquire whether before 
itis not in order to 


to the second 


That is not 
Senator from 


sections 


Senator 


object is 


has sent us such 


the Senator trom 
House ot 
vole on some 
whole 
whole 
Now, 
let us have a direet vote on the 
the Senator from 
whether amnesty 
white and 
schools, and by 
State 
res ate 


proposition ol 
Massachusetts. 
is to be 


aud kKuow 
defeated by furcing 
children into the same 
undertaking to force in the 
certalu persons upon juries and to 
the ju iry systems of the v 


colored 


courts 


Vurlous States, 


an goats provisions of that kind. 
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I have stated once before that the bill which 
the Senator from Massachusetts ealls a civil 
rights bill is not a civil rights bill at all, and 
I think it has been shown in the Senate, and 
admitted by the Senator from Ohio, that a 
colored person bas the same right to travel, 
the same right to be entertained at a hotel, 
the same rights in these respects exactly as 
a white person, and has the same remedies 
for their enforcement. It is nota bill to secure 
person iti equal rights in any sense, because 
the rights of the white people and of the col- 
ored people are now the same in all these 
respect 3 , 

I trust the Senate, if it is in favor of am- 
nesty, will so vote and let us understand it. 
I hope, Mr. President, that we may have that 
vote, trat the expressions throughout the 
country are such as will bring the Senate up 
at last to vote for this measure of peace and 
for the restoration of good feeling through- 
out the country. 

Mr. SUMNER. Did I understand the 
Chair to rule that the motion of the Senator 
from Llinois was in order? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair does 
not see how he could rule that it was not in 
order. ‘The seven sections of the amendment 
as ainended are now before the Chair as one 
amendment; and previous to taking the vote 
upon that, certainly a Senator can move to 
strike out what has not been put in by a direct 
vote of the Senate; and this motion is to strike 
sections, which have been 
pending all the time, and to which two addi- 
tional ReCLIONS have been added. 

Mr. SUMNER. I did not mean to question 
anything the Chair had said, but,] had heard 
no decision from the Chair. 1 wish to say one 
word now. The Senator from Illinois says 
that the measure I brought forward is to defeat 
amnesty. 1 say that his course to-day is to 
defeat equal rights throughout this country. 
Thatis what I say 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
and for what ? 

Mr. SUMNER. 
race. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 

Mr. SUMNER. 
in the bill 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Has not a colored man 
the same right to go anywhere that I have? 

Mr. SUMNER. He is exposed to insult 
wherever he goes. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
man, 

Mr. SUMNER. No, he is not. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Just as much. 

Mr. SUMNER. My friend ought not to 
say that. He knows a white man may travel 


out the first tive 


Equal rights in what 
Equal rights for the colored 


In what? 
In the matters specified 


And so is the white 


from one end of the country to another, and || 


be is exposed to no insult on account of his 
color. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I say to the Senator 
that I do not know of any right by law that a 
white man has to travel that a colored man 
hasnot. Andif he will show me where any 
white man has any right to travel that a col- 
ored mau has not, I will vote with him to cor- 
rect it. There is perfect equality now. 

Mr. SUMNER. Perfect equality ! 
the Senator listen to Mr. 
as he reports his experience? 
Senator 


I wish the 


experience on his recent visit to New Orleans ; 
how he was insulted on all the railroads, shut 
out from equal rights, and when he stopped 

Mr. ALCORN. Lask the Senator, was Mr. 
Douglass insulted anywhere in the South? 

Mr. SUMNER. He was. 

Mr. ALCORN. Whereabouts? 

Mr. SUMNER. At what precise stopping- 
place I know not 

Mr. MORTON. On the Potomac river. 

Mr. SUMNER. ‘That was at an earlier date ; 
on the Potomac river, within sight of the flag 
floating over the Capitol was he insulted ; and 





Will | 


Frederick Douglass || 





colored man can travel between here and Mis 
sissippi now without being insulted. 

Mr. ALCORN. I say that colored men can 
travel in Mississippi and do travel in Missis- 
sippi in first-class cars, and that there is no 
insult offered them anywhere. 

Mr. SUMNER. Then Mississippi is in a 
happier condition than [ had supposed; but 
the colored man cannot get to Mississippi with- 
out being exposed to insult. 

Mr. ALCORN. Then let your legislation 
come up tothe line and leave Mississippi alone. 

Mr. SUMNER. We must legislate gener- 
ally; there must be one law for every part of 
the country, the law of equal rights. The 

| great principlesand promises of the Declara 
tion of Independence must become a living 
reality, and that can be only through an act 
of Congress. I am astonished at the insensi- 
bility of my friend, the Senator from Illinois, 
when he says that a colored man may travel 
through the country in the enjoyment of equal 
rights. I deny it. He cannot; heis exposed 
to insult, to contumely, to exclusion from 
those facilities and advantages which the Sen- 
ator from Illinois enjoys wherever he travels ; 
and is not a colored citizen entitled to those 

| same advantages just to the same extent as 
the Senator himseif? He can claim nothing 
for himself which he must not accord to his 
colored fellow-citizens. 

I hope, therefore, that the Senator will take 
notice that his effort is to defeat equal rights 
for the colored race. I wish to remove their 
disabilities, the relics of generations of slavery. 
He is seeking only to remove the disabilities 
of a few persons who drew their swords against 
their country. I wish to remove the larger 
disabilities which now attach to the much 
larger number of people. But I will not 
stand in the way of amnesty. Let both go 
together; or if one must precede the other, 
let it be the bill for equal rights : 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts has spoken with em- 
phasis of the insult offered to Frederick Doug- 
lass in some part of the South recently while 


traveling as a reason for the passage of the | 


bill. Will that Senator inform me what law 


|| gives a remedy toa white man inthe same 


| the Senator from Illinois answered it. 


would listen to him reporting his || 


situation and for the same kind of insult ? 
Mr. SUMNER. The common law. 
Mr. CASSERLY. Very well, sir; 


does 


| not the common law stretch its broad -shield | 


as much over Mr. Douglass as over the Presi- 
dent of the United States, if he had been so 
aggrieved? And surely, sir, a law that is suf- 
ficient to protect the President, and is good 
enough for him, ought to be good enough for 
Mr. Frederick Douglass. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The argument of the 
Senator from Illinois and the Senator from 
California is exactly the argument that Mr. 
Andrew Johnson made in his veto message 
against the civil rights bill of the honorable 
Senator from lilinois, and this is the way that 
John 
son said, ‘* Here is the common law; there are 
no rights that belong to a citizen which do not 

belong to a black man as well as to a white 
-man;’’ and now hear the Senator from Iili- 
| nois put him to shame: 


| “If,” says the President, 
| all persons wi 





, ‘as isclaimed by many. 
are native-born already are, by 
virtue of the Constitution, citizens of the United 


States, the passage of the pending bill cannot be | 


, 


necessary to make them such.’ 
Then, in another place, he speaks of their 


| having rights also. I have not time to read 


it al!. Now, answers the Senator from IIli- 
nois, who seems to have talked out on that 
occasion and spent all the love for equal rights 
that he had: 


“That is true; butis the President to learn now 
for the first time that rale to be found in the very 
horn-books of the law, that an act declaring 
whatthe law is is one of the most common of acts 

| passed by legislative bodies? When there is any 
question as to what the ‘aw is, and for greater cer- 
tainty, it is the most common thingin the world | 
|; to pass a statute declaring it. My Opinion is, such 
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opinion of the present Secretary of State, such the 
opinion of Mr. Lincoln’s administration in all its 
departments, such I believe to be the prevailing 
opinion in the United States, that all native-born 
persons not subject to a foreign Rae sr are by virtue 
of their birth citizens of the United States. But 
some dispute this; and hence for greater ec ertainty 
itis proper to pass this law, and the fact of its being 
a declaratory act is now made a reason for disap- 
proving it by a President.’’—¢ ongressional Globe, 
first session Chirty- Ninth Congress, 1865-66, part 


two, page 1756. 


All that can be applied (and I[ have plenty 
more when some other ae ae is offered) 
to the argument that these gentlemen press 
with such great stringency that colored men 
have now got all rights, and we are wasting 
time in undertaking to declare on the statute- 
book immunities for colored men and remedies 
for colored men, because they have them al- 
ready. That was the argument which those 


| who are determined that they shail not have 


| equal rights always make. 


When they are 
driven into a corner they say, ‘ There is the 
common law, let him help himself.’’ 

The real trouble is, as is evinced by this 


| debate, that the honorable Senator from Iili- 


| at the same time, 


nois does not believe that the right to go toa 
State school or to a District of Columbia 
school is a right that belongs to a citizen of 
the United Siates independent of color. He 
does not believe that it is a right belonging to 
a citizen of the United States to travel in a 
car if he is a citizen and conforms to all other 
conditions if his color happens to be oue way 
rather than another; and so on through the 
whole list. But I need not spend time about 
that; it is ** too thin.”’ 

Now the honorable Senator says this is a 
design to defeat amnesty. He is mistaken. 
It is a design to give amnesty a little more re 
spectability than it would have without; it is 
to put a litle color of gold and of truth upon 
this act of grace to traitors by saying to traitors 
‘* If you are relieved from 
disabilities that you have justly incurred, you 
shall so conduct yourselves as to give equal 
rights to those whom you have oppressed for 
centuries ;’’ and that is all. The Senator says 
this is to defeat amnesty, and it has been once 
defeated. If he will take the trouble to look 
at his own votes and*those of two or three 
other gentlemen who acted with him, he will 
find that he could have had amnesty two or 
three months ago; only he would have had to 
take it with what he was so fond ofa few years 
ago, and that was to declare that citizens of 
the United States should have equal rights ; 
and that is what is the trouble. Lverybody is 
for equal rights in the abstraet ; but when you 
come to name what they are, when you come 
to say that a man independent of his race shall 
have the same right that another man has to 
go toa school or into a car, or a right toa 
trial by jury, or whatever it may be, oh, it is 
something else. It is always something else ; 
there is the trouble. So that instead of this 
being an attempt to defeat amnesty, as | say it 
is an attempt to give it some life, and some 


| verity, and some equality; and I might retort, 


I think with greater truth, that here is an at- 
tempt to defeat equal rights, and to go back- 
ward in the progress of this nation instead of 
forward. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment to the amendment, offered 


| by the Senator from Illinois, to strike out from 


this amendment, now containing seven sec- 
tions, the first five sections. 

Mr. SUMNER. The civil rights bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. [ am paired with the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, [ Mr. SAWYER. } if 
he were present he would vote “ nay,’’ aud | 
should vote *‘ yea.”’ 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 29, nays 29; as tollows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aleorn, Bayard, Boreman, Car- 


penter, Casserly, Cooper, Corbett, Cragin, Davis 
of West Virginia, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, 


| Goldthwaite, Hamilton of "M: iryland, Hamilton of 


| Texas, Hill, 


Logan, 
Norwood, 


Saulsbury, Scott, Sprague, Ste- 


Hitchcock Jolnston, Keliy, 
Pratt, 


the Senator over the way must know that no || was the opinion of the Attorney General, such the ie venson, Stewart, Tipton, Trumbull, and Vickers—29. 








1872. 


NAYS—Messrs. Ames, 


Anthony, Buckingham, 
Caldwell, Cameron, 


Chandler, Clayton, Conkling, 


Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Gilhert, 
Hamlin, Harlan, Howe, Kellogg, Morrill of Ver- 
mont, Morton, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, 
Rice, Sherman, Spencer, Sumner, West, Wilson, 
and Windom—29. 


ABSENT—Messrs. Blair, Brownlow, Cole, Davis of 
Keutucky, Frelinghuysen, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, 
Nye, Patterson, Ransom, Robertson, Sawyer, $ Schurz, 
Stockton, Thurman, and Wright—16. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. On this ques- 
tion the Senate are equally divided. The 
Chair votes in the negative, and the first five 
sections are not stricken out. [Manifestations 
)f applause in the galleries.] Order in the 
ralleries ! 


Mr. MORTON. 


I wish now to renew the 


amendment I offered yesterday to the second 


section of the amnesty bill, to come in 
the word *‘same,’’ in the sixth line. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That will have 
to be reserved until the bill is reported to the 
Senate. That section has been inserted by a 
direct vote of the Senate, and cannot now be 
amended in Committee of the Whole; but 
when it comes into the Senate the question 
will be on concurring in it, with or without the 
amendments to it. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I believe that the Sena- 
tor from Indiana can move that as an amend- 
ment to the original bill. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Certainly; if 
he moves it as an amendment to the original 
bill it is in order. 

Mr. MORTON. I prefer to move it as an 
amendment to the larger bill. 


after 


Mr. POMEROY. I hope the bill will now 
be reported to the Senate. 
Mr. COOPER. I move to amend the 


amendment by inserting after the word ‘ ser- 
vitude’’ in section one, line four, the words 
‘or pecuniary condition ;’’ so as to read: 

That no citizen of the United States shall, by rea- 
son of race, color, or previous condition of servitude 
or pecuniary condition, be excepted or excluded 
from the full and equal enjoyment of any accom- 
modation, advantage, facility, or privilege fur- 
nished by innkeepers, &c. 

I simply wish to say that as it seems to have 
been determined by the Senate that the rights 
guarantied by this bill are equal to the in- 
alienable rights of life, liberty, and the pursuit 
of happiness, I do not see any reason why 


Virginia, Hamilton of Maryland, Hill, Kelly, and 
Tipton—7. 

NAYS — Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Bor 
man, Buckingham, Caldwell, Cameron Carpenter, 
Casserly, Clayton, Conkling, Corbett, Edmunds, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan Flana 
gan, Gilbert, Howe, Kellogg. Morrill of Vermont, 
Morton, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey 
Scott. Sherman, Spencer, Stevenson, Sumner, Vick 
ers, West, Wilson, and Windom—35. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Brownlow, 
Chandler, Cole, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Fre- 
linghuysen, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of ‘Texas, Ham- 
lin, Harlan, Hitcheock, Johnston, Lewis, Logan, 
Morrill of Maine, Norwood, Nye, Patterson, Ran- 
som, Rice, Robertson, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Schurz, 


Sprague, Stewart, 
and Wright—32. 


Stockton, Thurman, Trumbull, 


So the amendment the amendment 


rejected. 


Mr. HILL. I move to amend the first 
tion of the amendment, line fifteen, 
ing after the word ‘‘authority’’ the words 
‘*provided he or she is properly clothed ”’ 
My reason for offering this amendment is that 
a Senator yesterday, in the course of the 
debate, said there was no reason why colored 
citizens should be denied any privileges 
accorded to other pe op le provided they bh: ap 
pened to be properly clothed. The idea struck 
me and I have embodied it in this amendment. 
‘That will make it a question of inspection upon 
going on railroad trains, into hotels, churches, 
cemeteries, schools, and everyth'ng of the sort. 
There will be somebody to inspect the indi- 
viduals and whether they are properly 
clothed, and if not they will be excluded. For 


to was 


sec 


by insert- 


see 


| the sake of common decency it is proper, if 


they should be denied to the poor if they are | 


so great and important. ‘The amendment that 
I offer is that no man sha!l be deprived of 
them because he is unable to pay for them. 
I therefore offer the amendment, and ask for 
the yeas and nays upon it. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. ANTHONY. Of course there is no 
warrant in the Constitution for this. Suffrage 


cannot be limited by conditions of race, color, 
or previous condition of servitude 

Mr. COOPER. This does not refer to suf- 
frage, but to boarding at a hotel and the like. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Then [I am rather in 
favor of the amendment. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. STEWART. 1 was requested last even- 
ing by the Senator from South Carolina [ Mr. 
SAWYER] to announce that he was compelled 
to be absent from the Senate to-day on account 
of sickness in his family, which he regretted 
very much, and he desired to have that state- 
ment made. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. KELLOGG, (after first voting in the 
affirmative.) As I am stopping at a hotel, 
and it is a question whether | am not an inter- 
ested party, I will change my vote and vote 





** nay. 
Mr. CALDWELL. desire to change my 
vote. As Iam a boarder at a hotel, and not 


the proprietor of it, I desire to vote ‘‘ nay.’’ 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I voted to stand by my 
friend from Kansas, but I will follow him and 
change my vote too. I vote ‘* nay.”’ 

The result was then announced—yeas 7, 
nays 35; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Cooper, Cragin, Davis of West 
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for not hing e lse; for a person who 1 Is Improp 
erly clothed ought not to go anywhere. [ Laugh- 
ter ] 

Mr. ALCORN. Iam opposed to establish 

ing any dress circle, upon the same principle 
that [ was opposed to some of the amendments 
that have been adopted to this bill ; 
gest to the honorable Senator from Georgia 
that as his constituents and mine are rather 
poor, and are not able to dress in the maguili 
cent style of the constituents of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, if we were to vote here to 
establish a dress circle [ am afraid none of 
us would be able after awhile to travel in the 
State of Massachusetts. [Laughter. } 
The VICK PRESIDENT. The - question 
on the amendment of the Senator from 
Georgia to the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 


but I sug- 


is 


The amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 

Mr. VICKERS. I move to amend the 
amendment in section one, lines fourteen and 


fifteen, by striking out the words * or 
My object is to confine the operation of this 
bill in regard to cemetery 
benevolent institutions to 


State 


associations and 


such as are incor- 


|| porated by national authority, not by State au- 
| thority. 


[ know of no power in the General 


| Government to interfere with State corpora 





tions, forthey are contracts between the State 
and the corporators, and being in the nature 
of a contract, the General Government has no 
right to interfere with it. Even the State can- 
not interfere after the contract is once made. 
I desire to confine this to institutions incor 


porated by the national Government, and not 
to any incorporated by State authority. I ask 
for the yeas and nays on this proposition. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Mr. President—— 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll, 
and Mr. ALCORN responded to his name. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Ithink this amendment 
should prevail. 

Mr. POMEROY. 
There has been a response. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


there was a response. 


It is too late for debate. 


The Chair thinks 
He is informed by the 
Secretary that he received a response. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the 


Senator from 


West Virginia rose to address the Chair before || 


the response was given. 
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Mr. ALCORN. To enable the Senator to 
go on, | withdraw my vo'e. 

Tne VICE PRESIDEN |] If be no 
obj ection, it will be wi lrawn 

Mr. BOREMAN | think this ame: dme 
should prevail, and | will state my r vn \ 
moment. It seems to me Mal this pr ' 
if allowed to remain as it is, is an invasion of 
private right. It is a declaration cem 
tery companies and benevolent instituty 
incorp rated by State or national aut 
shall not be allowed to manage their own ” 
erty. That is the effeet of it Now, what are 
cemetery associations ? As L stated yesterday, 
some fifteen, twenty, or thirty private g 
men buy as many acres of ground for a ceme 
tery. It is their private property, Kor the 
sake of convenience simy ly they go to the 
State authority, and under general laws get a 
charter of incorpor: tion. dt is their private 
property. It is no publie institution. They 
sell lots in that cemetery toothers, who there] 
become under the law stockholders. — It is just 
precisely like a bank, like a bridge company, 
or any other private establishment of that sort 
Itis not a publhe corporation at all it is 
true they seek the name of a charter as a mat 
ter of convenience; but the property owned 
and to be invaded is, neverthels SS, priva 
property. The land belongs to these persons 
angie ly as much as a house does, as much as 
a horse does, or any other property. — Lt is not 
a public institution in any sense. 

It may be said that because they go to the 
law to get a charter therefore their rights 
should be invaded ; but we all live under aw 

| Were it not for law the weaker portion of us 
would not be allowed to live or breathe at all; 


should be at the of the 
This provision is a direct invasion of private 
right, and a violation, if not of theletter, ofthe 


spirit of the Constitution of the country. 


we mercy 


strongel 


So in regard to benevolent institutions. 
W hat right have we to say that a benevolent 
institution, simply because they get doz 
lines of a charter to allow them to transact 


business ina chartered name, 
house in which to 


owning a private 
benevolent 


meet for pur 
poses, shall be compelled to allow anybody 
and everybody to come in there? Lhe bill 
makes no t xcep!ion in re gard to secret asso- 


ciations. It applies to them as well as to 
others. It does seem to me that this 1s going 
too far, and that this provision, if it is to be 
retained at all, ought to be limited to those 


organizati*ns that are incorporated by national 


authority. Im Ly be wrong about this matter ; 
but as | remarked yesterday, it seems to me 
an invasion of private rights that | cannot 
support by my vote. | 
Mr. MORTON. I should like to hear the 


ed again. 

vad the amendment. 
Doe git refe 
maintained : 


amendment report 

The Chief Crerk r 

Mr. MORTON. 
and benevolent inst 
public expense ¢ 
The Corer CLerK. The clause 
By trustees and officers of 
sociations and benevolent institution 
porat ted by national or St 
1b 1s propos sed to strike 
State.’’ 


‘rto cemeteries 


itut it ms the 


id 


cemetery His 


now ! 
Cor 
AuULhorily 5 lie 
the 


ate 


out words ‘** or 


| Mr. CONKLING. May I inquire by whom 
| this amendment was moved ? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Maryland, [ Mr. Vickers. | 
| Mr. CONKLING. ‘Then | wish to suggest 
ito the Senator from Maryland that anoth 
amendment would, I think, accomplish the put 
pose which he seek to accomplish by thi 
and accomplish it more fally ; and | wish 
suggest to the Senator from Ma rcehuset 
that there is apparently here a dislocati 
words, or a tran position or wrong 
ol words i | i he will | ok at the fi! } 
of the bill be will see what | mean. it rea 
By truste commissioners, superir lent 
| teachers, and other ollicers of common scl ind 
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other public institutions of learning, the same be 
ne eu rted by tm eys derived Irom generai tax - 
tulhorized law 

Now, the Senate will see that those words 
were deemed nece iry for an unmistakable 
purpose, namely, tO nuke mghts and the pay 
ment of taxes go tovether, to observe and 
establish the reciprocal things growing out of 
thal. fact. | ibmitto the Senator trom Mas- 
SachHUseltS Lhal Lhnose words il piace of occur 
ring there, °'the ime being ipported by 
mone a 4 mm genera taxation, or 
nuthorzedi tb iw she itd occur two lines 
helow, alte the words ** State autbority;’’ 50 
isn tol i 

Other public institutions of learning; by trus- 
te tod officers of Cemetery associations and benev- 

1 Liu | rated national or State 

i ' , the »b ig roported by moneys 
derived trom general taxation, or authorized by 
law. 

Mr. MORTON, That is the way it ought 
to read 

Mr. CONK LING. That is the way it should 
read, (he Senator from Massachusetts will 

that all the reason he had for putting in 

those words (which | presume have been mis- 


placed by the Printer) as applicable to trus- 


tees, COMmMMIissionera, 8 per intendents,teachers, 


and other ollieers of Common schools, appli 3 
precisely the same to cemeteries and other 
benevolent msetitublions, 

Mr. SUMNER. Yes. Allow me to ask the 
Senator, tl ivh Ltuke his idea whether the 
term ‘incorporated ’’ is not equivalent to 
* authonmzed by law ?’’ 

Mr. CONKLING. It is equivalent to * au 
thonzed by law:’’ but the Senator will observe 


that be or l, in his State or mine, may under 
goon and 


organize an iustitution which heand his friends, 


a general act or a spec il charter 


a little group of individuals, ladies perhaps, 
Many such exist in my own State. 
Nobody else has 
anything in the world to do with it. lt is just 
“a venture ot their own, 80 much bread which 
they cast upon the 

Mr. SUMNER. But the Senator sees the 


point he is now spe 


endow, 


lt is their private property. 


waters -- 


“aking to is provided for in 
the neXt cinuse, 
Mr. CONKLING. No, I 


pardon, if he w 


veg the Senator’s 
il excuse me, I will come to 
that in one moment: 

tut private schools, cemeteries, and institutions 
of learning, established exclusively, &e. 

Ihati precisely what these schools to whieh 
I direet his | will take tor 
hed for the 
| have one 
ininy mind now for persons whose minds are 


utliention are now, 
illus'ration an institution establis 
benefit of those ansound of mind. 
dgis@ased, It is established by private 
to b sure; 


funds, 
but itis established under law. It 
Is nota private institution. Itis open to any- 
body who chooses to go and pay, but is in no 
lt is a mere vol- 
untary private adventure of humanity, if 1 may 
80 say, of those engaged in it. . ; 

Mr. KDMUNDs. 
sonal establishme: t. 


Mr. CONKLING., 


sonal ‘ 


sense sustained by taxation. 


Just as if it were a per- 


Just as if it were a per- 
Now, the eriticism, the 
Massachusetts will see on the 
language as it stands, is just 


stablishment. 
senator trom 
as broad as it 
might have been before in reference to the 
school question. Some Senator on the other 
side has said, if you establish equality of rights 
inreferenceto all benevolent institutions mere ly 
because they are incorps rated you invade pri- 

vate rights, without any reference to color at 
all, That question does not come in, but it 
Is am intrusion. You thrust people into it 
who do not belong there at all. lherefore, I 
suggest to him if be will consent to transpose 
the words which occur now on page 2, lines 
eleven and tweive, ‘*the same being supported 

by moneys derived from general taxation, 

if he will just move them down two lines, so | 
as to let them apply to benevolent institutions 

and cemetery associations, it cuts the whole | 


THE CON 


from Maryland willing to allow this to be a 
substitute for his proposition, or does he insist || 


T 
knot and obviates the whole difficulty. That 
| hope he will do. 

Mr. SUMNER. Does the Senator think 
with that transposition the words will be ap- 


licable to the first part of tk 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Chair give us some 

nderstanding of the five-minutes rule ? 

Phe VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
New York has one minute more of his five 
minutes. He has spoken four minutes only. 

Mr. MORTON. I think the Senator from 
Massachusetts ought to accept that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SUMNER. I merely 
stand it 

Mr. CONKLING. If the 


loubt about it 


clanse ? 


wish to under 


Senator has any 

, let him repeat the words im 

place of transplanting them, I submit there 
| ' , ‘ } . sf at 9 

would not be any doubt about it if it read this 

Way: 


Or other public institutions of 
trustees and oflicers of cemetery 
benevolent institutions incorporated by national 
or State authority, the same being sapported by 
moneys derived trom general taxation. 


learning; by 
associations and 


The Senator can either transpose the words 
or repeat the words below, and then there can 
be no question about it. 

Now, if the Senator from Maryland will give 
me his attention, | think the Senator from 
Massachusetts will not object to a broader 
amendment than his to strike out the words 
‘or State,’’ and that is, to repeat in the fif- 
teenth line, on the second page, the words *‘the 
same being supported by moneys derived from 
general taxation, or authorized by law.’ 

Phe VICK PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator’s 
five minutes have now expired. 

Mr. SUMNER. Do I understand the Sen 
ator from New York to propose to strike out 
in the fourteenth line the words *‘ by national 
or State authority ?”’ 

Mr. CONKLING. No. 

Mr. SUMNER. He proposes to leave those. 
Atter the explanation made by the Senator 
from New York | have no objection to the 
amendment suggested by him. 1 see we are 
aiming at the same point. 

Mr. CONKLING. 

The VICE 


however, 


Entirely so. 
PRESIDENT. The amendment, 
of the Senator from Maryland, to 
strike out the words ** or State.’’ is still pend- 
ing, and the yeas and nays have been ordered 
upon it. The Senator from Massachusetts has 
accepted the suggestion made by the Senator 
from New York to him to change the phrase- 
ology of the first few lines on the second page, 
attaining perhaps the object desired by the 
Senator from Maryland; but the amendment 
of the Senator from Maryland is still pending ; 
the yeas and nays have been ordered upon it, 
and if he insists upon it the Secretary will call 
the roll, alter which the larger amendment can 
be offered. 

Mr. VICKERS. If the Secretary will read 
the clause as prope sed to be eh: unged by the 
Senator from New York, perhaps | might 


agree to it, | 


Mr. CONKLING. If I may do so without 
being out of order, I will furnish the Senator 
with the very words. Here they are in print. 


The ViCk PRESIDENT. Is the Senator 


on the original amendment ? 

Mr. CONKLING. TI suggest to the Sen- 
ator, if this does not make it as strong as he 
desires it should be, he ean then renew his 
amendment in any form afterward; but this 
certainly covers a part if not the whole of 
his suggestion. 

Mr. SCOTT. I ask the attention of the 
Senator from New York and the Senator from 
Massachusetts to a question started by the col- 
loguy between them; and that is, whether or 
not to make this amendment acceptable the | 
words *‘or authorized by law’’ ought not to 
be stricken out? | 
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Mr. CONKLIN I agree with the Sen. 
ator entirely, and a is more important, the 
Senator from Mas: achusetts agrees with him 
also. and is pertectly willing, | understand, tq 
out those words, which would be sur: 
plusage. 

Mr. SUMNER. It would read ** by trustees, 
and officers of cemetery associations and be. 
the same being supported 
by moneys derived from general taxation or 
authorized by law.”’ 

Mr. CONKLING. That is what the Sena- 
tor from Maryland wants. 

Mr. SUMNER. ‘That strikes out the words 
‘‘ incorporated by national or State authority,” 
and brings the other clause, *‘the same being 
supporte d by moneys derived from gene ral 
taxation or authorized by law,’’ down to line 


strike 


nevolent associations, 


' fourteen, as a substitute tor the words ‘‘ incor- 


porated by nations il or State authority.” 


Mr. SCOTT. Very well. Now, if the words 
‘or authorized by law” still remain, I submit 
if there be a private corporation endowed by 
an individual who comes to Congress and 
gets it incorporated in this District, or any 
place else, then this clause would govern the 
reguiations of that private individual, and 
make his institution open to the admission of 
all persons, whether he had prohibited them 
by his rules or not. Those words, ** or author- 
ized by law,’’ ought to be stricken out in either 
event. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The pending 
question is on the amendment of the Senator 
trom Maryland, if he insists upon it, to strike 
out the words ‘‘ or State,’’ so that it will read 

national authority.”’ 

Mr. VICKERS. I am anxious to accom- 
modate the gentlemen on the other side if I 
ean only get their amendment written down 
by the Secretary so that [ can understand it. 

rhe VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts has repeated it as he pro- 
posed it, but the Senator trom Pennsylvania 
has intimated that the objection hes to it still. 

Mr. SUMNER. I do not think that the ob 
jection of the Senator from Pennsylvania—he 
will excuse me—does lie to itafter the amend- 
ment that I accept. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will it be in order to strike 
out those words alter the amendment has been 
adopted ? 

Mr. SUMNER. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
course. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator will see that 
the termsare applicable to ‘* common schools 
and other public institutions of learning, the 
same being supported by moneys derived from 
general taxation or authorized by law.’’ | 
think they are needed, and I propose to bring 
them down to the end of the clause, to come 
in immediately after ‘ benevolent institu- 
tions,’’ instead of the words ** incorporated by 
national or State authority.’’ 1 hope there 
will be no objection to that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will now report the clause as the Sevator from 
Massachusetts desires it to be; andif the Sen- 
ator from Mueryland does not accept it, the 
question recurs on his amendment, on which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to strike 
out in lines fourteen and fifteen the words 
‘incorporated by national or State authority,” 
and to transpose the words in lines eleven, 
twelve, and thirteen, as follows: ‘‘the same 
being supported by moneys derived from gen- 
eral taxailon or 3 authorized by law,’’ to foilow 
the word ‘‘institutions,’’ in line fourteen; so 
that the clause will read: 

By trustees,commissioners, superintendents, teach- 
ers, and others officers of common schools and other 
public institutions of learning; by trustees and offi- 
cers of cemetery associations and benevolent institu- 


tions, the same being supported by moneys derived 
from general taxation or authorized by law. 


Mr. SUMNER. Thatisright. Ibope there 


] hope they will not be. 
Jt would be in order, of 


will be no objection to that. 
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Mr. HAMILTON, of Marvland. I eall for 
a vote on the amendment offered by my col- 
league, on which the yeas and nays have been 
or de red. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
M: fet and objects to his colleague withdrawing 
his amendment, on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. The yeas and nays will 
now be taken on the amendment to the amend- 
ment, offered by the Senator from Maryland, to 
strike out the words *‘ or State.’’ 

Mr. SUMNER. I hope that will be voted 
down, in order to enable me to make the cor- 
rection which I have stated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
pending. The Senator from 
theet from the Chair [Mr. Hamitron] objects 
to-its being withdrawn, 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BAYARD, (after first voting in the 
affirmative.) Perhaps I had better withdraw 
my vote. I am paired with 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHerman] on all mat- 
ters relating to the civil rights question, and I 
therefore ask leave to withdraw my vote. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the vote will be withdrawn. 


Tt is, however, 


9) 


~ 


1; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Alcorn, Boreman, 
Cooper, Corbett, Davis of West Virginia 
Connecticut, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Ne aryland, 
Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Hitebeock, Johnston, 
Kelly, Norwood, Pool, Saulsbury, Sprague, Steven- 
son, Lipton, and Vickers—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, 
Cameron, Clayton, Conkling, 
Michigan, Flanagan, Gilbert, Harlan, Morton, Os- 
born, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Spencer, 
Sumner, Wilson, and Wright—21. 

\ BSE NT—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Brownlow, Cald- 
well, Carpenter, Chandler, Cole, Cragin, Davis of 
Kentucky, Fenton, Frelinghuysen, Hamlin, Howe, 
Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Maine, 
ot Vermont, Nye, Patterson, Ransom, 
Sawyer, Schurz, Scott, Sherman, Stew 
Thurman, Trumbull, West, and Windom—32 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate be- 
ing equally divided, the Chair votes in the 
allirmative. The amendment to the amend- 
ment is agreed to. 

Mr. SUMNER. Now I move to strikeout, 
after the word ‘‘institutions,’’ on page 2, line 
fourteen, the words ‘* incorporated by national 
authority,’’ and to transfer from lines eleven, 
twelve and thirteen the words ‘‘ the same be- 
ing supported by moneys derived from general 
taxation or authorized by law,’’ following the 
suggestion of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. VICKERS. I suggest to the Senator 
from Massachusetts that he insert the word 

‘and’? in place of the word * or’’ before the 
words ‘‘ authorized by law.”’ 


Goaveelz, 
“erry of 


Buckingham, 
Kdmunds, Ferry of 


Robertson, 


Mr. SUMNER. ‘That would weaken the | 
clause. ‘The object is to protect common 


schools and other public institutions, whether 
supported from moneys derived from general 
taxation or authorized by law. Now the Sen- 
ator proposes to insert ‘‘and ”’ instead of *‘ or.”’ 
That would limit the protection afforded by 
the act. I think the word ‘‘or’’ there is 


essential, and I hope, as I consent to strike | 


out the words ‘‘incorporated by national 
authority,’’ there will be no objection to put- 
ting in the other words. 
no objection to this amendment. 

Mr. VICKERS. ‘There may be institutions 
of learning authorized by law, but supported 


by private contributions, and they would be | 
Now, | suppose 1] 
the intention is to include only those that are | 


included in that sentence. 


authorized by law and supported by taxation. 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BOREMAN. There is a marked differ- 
ence between institutions of learning and cem- 
elery companies. ‘To institutions of lea 
authorized by law all persons are invited. 
a cemetery company owned by private stock- 
holders ail persons are not invited, nor can 
they go without permission, unless it is given 
them by this law. ‘here is an entire aiffer- 


ruing 


Maryland far- | 


the honorable | 


Morrill | 


art, nen. | 


I think there can be | 


| 
} 














lo | 


take Harvard College 


ence legally and inpractice. So itis with the 
other matters that are mentioned in the bill 
preceding ¢ the subject of schools. In regard 
to innkeepers, they invite the public ; com- 
mon carriers invite the public; theaters in 
vite the public; schools invite the public; 
but cemetery companies owned by 
stockholders:do not invite the public. They 
control their own property as any private in- 
dividual does. That the same rule ought not 
to apply to those different institutions seems 
to me so plain that it does not need any argu- 
ment. 

Mr. SUMNER. Will the Senator from 
West Virginia allow me to remind him that 
the next clause meets his point. It says: 


But private schools, cemeteries, and institutions 


| of learning established exclusively for white or col- 


ored persons, and maintained respectively by vol- 
untary contributions, shall remain according to the 
terms of the original establishment. 


Mr. BOREMAN. I understand what 
lows very well; but unfortunately the phrase 
ology that we are now talking about includes 
that which follows The mere declaration 
afterward that private establishments of this 
sortare not to be affected by this law does not 


7 | exclude private institutions or organizations 
fhe result was announced—yeas 21, nays | f Te — 


from being included in the prec eding portions 
of the law. The penenne phraseology in- 
cludes es proper: 

Mr. SUMNER. This is in the nature of a 
proviso, ye Senator will notice, limiting the 
previous language. 


Mr. BOREMAN. 


I will make asuggestion 


|| of this sort, which, it seems to me, will prob- 
|| ably 


cure the difficulty: to insert the word 
public’’ immediately preceding ** cemetery,’’ 
so as to read, * 


ee 


trustees and officers of public 
cemetery associations and benevolent institu 
tions.’’ Thatis a mere suggestion. I have 
no right to offer an amendment now. 

Mr. CORBETT. 


It seems to me the Sen- 


| ator from Massachusetts ought to accept the 


suggestion of striking out the word ** or’’ and 
inserting ‘* and,’’ so that the clause will read, 
‘* the same being supported by moneys derived 


| from general taxation and authorized by law.’ 


Mr. SUMNER, I have already explained 


that those words—I wish my friend would bear 
it in mind—qualify the previous provision with 
reference to common schools and other public 
institutions of learning. ‘Take my own State; 
it is not an institution 
supported by ‘‘ moneys derived from general 
taxation ;’’ butitis an institution ** authorized 
by law.”’ 


Now, I 


wish under this law to make it im- 


rivate | 


“ 
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Mr. SUMNER. No; it would not. 
other institutions of learning.” 
phrase that is introduced in ¢ 
Mr. CORBEIL ‘ute 
change the word * 
the case. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Massachusetts 


It is 
‘That is the 
he eleventh line. 
to me that to 

would cover 


se 


seems 
*to** and” 


The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 
Mr. VICKERS. I move to amend the 


amendment by adding at the end of the third 
section the following words: 

And that the right of appeal as in other casos 
shall be allowed to any party aggrieved. 

So as to read: 

And 


tute 


any of the aforesaid offic 


g to insti- 
and prosecutesuch pri 


ceedings herein required 


ers failing 


shall, tor every such offense, forfeit and pay the sum 
of $500 to the person aggrieved thereby, to be reeov- 
ered by an action on the case, with full costs; and 
shall, on conviction thereof, be deemed guilty of 
a misdemeanor, and be fined not leas than $1,000 
nor more than $5,000; and that the right of appeal 
as in other cases shall be allowed to any party 
aggrieved, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I see no objections. to 
that; but that is the law now—*‘ the right of 
appeal as in other cases.”’ 

rhe amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I move to insert after 
the word ‘institutions,’ on the fourteenth 


line, the words ‘of a public character ;"’ soas 


to read: 
Ly trustees and officers ofcemetery associations and 
benevolent institutions of a public character, X&e 


Mr. SUMNER. I make no objection to 


| that. 


The amendment 
agreed to. 


The VICE 


to the amendment was 


PRESIDENT. If no farther 


| amendment be proposed, the bill wiil be re- 


possible for Harvard College to close its gates | 


against a colored person. Amherst Col- 


l'ake 


lege in Massachusetis; it is the same. ‘T'ake | 
all our great institutions of learning. They are 


not sustained by ** moneys derived from gener: al 
taxation,’’ but they are ‘‘ authorized by law. 
The Senator would make it possible for all 
those great institutions to 
against a colored person. 
is right. 

Mr. CORBETT. Common schools, I sup- 
pose, = authorized by law. 

Mr. SUMNER. They are, and so is Har 
vard Callers authorized by law. 


their 
I do not think that 


close gates 


Mr. CORBETT. What exception is there, 
then ? 
Mr. IMNER. Ihave already stated that 


wee College is not supported by moneys 
derived from general taxation, nor is Amherst 
College, nor is the great theological institution 
t Andover, nor any of great 
of learning in Massachusetts. 


the institutions 


They are not 


| supported by moneys derived from general 
| taxation, 


luw, [ 
the S 


but they are authorized by 
want to ich those eases, and 


favors an amendment which leaves those great 


senator | 


institutions with full power to close their gates 


against colore d per sous. 


Mr. CORBETT. 
‘commor and 
objection? 


Would not the language 
public schools’? meet the 


i] 


| do 
} . 7. 
agrees with the statement made 


| stitute 


ported to the Senate. 
Mr. COOPER. Has the vote been yet taken 
on the amendment offered by the Senator trom 
Massachusetts | Mr. SuMNeR] as amended? 
The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Tennessee demands a vote upon agree- 
ing to the amendment of the Senator trom 
Massachusetts, as amended, as a substitute 
for the original bill. 
Mr. COOPER. 
the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. CASSERLY. I may not have 
stood the announcement just made 
Vice President; butif I did unde 
not know that the condition 


On that question I ask fous 


under- 
by the 
‘rstand it, I 
of the bill 
by the Vice 
President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Inwhat respect? 

Mr. CASSERLY. | understand that as tho 
whole matter now before the Senate stands, 
the amnesty bill of the House was adopted sub 
stantially and also the bill offered by the Sen 
ator from Massachusetts with certain changes. 
The VICK PRESIDENT. That 

been agreed to. The question now is on 
to this amendment of the 
from Massachusetts as amended by the Senate, 
which now embraces seven sections, as a sub- 
for the original Llouse amnesty bill. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I do wish to cause 
the delay of having it all read over, but I 
merely desired to know whether L understood 
it as the Chair does. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
agreed to, probably the 
to the Senate the amendment 
all through as various amendments 
posed to be made to it in the Senate, 
cannot by pe ry law be ma 
now in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I underst 
we vote down this amendment 
before the bill as 


vas 


has not 
yet 


agreeing Senator 


not 


d 


If it shall be 
bill is reported 
ead 
pro 
which 
{ it 


( 
LO 


when 
shou d be I 
ure 
laments 


iT 


de 
and tl if 
then 
it 


iat 
we have 


us amnesty 


passed the 
. EDMUN 


YDS, 


Yes, sir 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. 
further debate or amendment. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. But if we vote 
this amendment that leaves the 
it passed the 


And subject to 


down 
ty bill 


Hou e ot ‘Rep- 


amnes 
before us just a 
resentatives 

Mr. KLDMUNDS. Yes, Mr. Pre 


I understand that if we vote in 


ident, and 
favor of this 
to the 
rights to the colored men; 

together, So we all 


hand 


amendment we vote amnesty disabled 
traitors and equal 
they go hand in 
understand 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 


that this term 


ly to that, 
seek Nendin’ 
from Vermont and the 
achusetts till perhs aps they 


I wish to re 
‘equal rights’” ha 
Hout by the Senator 


ai 
Senator from Mass 


be levee there 18 some uch que ate in the 
b Lave put the question to the Senator 
ies Massachusetts, to tell me wherein the 
right of the colored man and the right of the 
white man was different in traveling or ata 


hotel. and he cannot do it, and he does not 


prete nd to do it. 
Mr. SUMNER, I hav 

and have done it. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. 

he cannot do it. | 


ight to travel is the 


e pretended to do it, 


Ile has not done it, and 
say that the colored man’s 
the Sen- 
and his right to be 


ame as that of 


4 
ator from Massachusetts 


entertained the same; and 1 challenge the 
Senator here and now to tell me, if he can, 
any right that a white man has got to travel on 


a car or to be entertained at a hotel that a 


colored man has not. He cannot do it. 
Mr. SUMNER. Yes; but the Senator- 
The VICK PRESIDIENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts will please suspend one 


moment. ‘The Senate have heard the colloquy 
Senator from Vermont on the one 
side and the Senator from Illinois on the 
therefore, may be in- 
duiged in saying that by the agreement of yes- 
terday, unless some Senator moves an amend- 
now 


between the 


other, and the Chair, 


ment, the be taken, because 
there were to be five-minute speeches on amend- 
hat was the express ruling; it was 
so ruled by the Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. 
CanPENTER.| Occupying the chair at three 


vote must 


ments, 


o'clock. ‘The Senator from Massachusetts is 
now entitled to the floor; but an amendment 
must be moved before debate can proceed 
under the order, unless the Senate sees fit 
to suspend the rule. 

Mr. SUMNER. I have nothing to say, 
then. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us give the Senator 
from Illinois the benefit of his speech. 
Ihe VICK PRESIDENT. 
will call the roll upon agreeing to the amend- 
Senator from Massachusetts as 
y the Senate, as a substitute for the 
original House bill. 
‘Lhe Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. BAYARD. On this subject Lam paired 
with the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. SHERMAN. | 
If he were here he would vote in favor of this 
amendment, and | should vote against it. 
The result was ethan 
as follows: 
YEAS Messrs, 


Caldwell, Cameron, 
Edmunds, Ferry of 


hei of the 
amended by 


yeas 27, nays 28 


Ames, Buckingham, 
Clayton, Conkling, Corbett, 
Michigan, Flanagan, Gilbert, 
liarlan, Howe, Kel Morrill of Vermont, Mor- 
ton, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, Rice, Spencer, 
Sumover, West, Wilson, and Windom—27. 

NAYS Messrs. Alcorn, Boreman, Carpenter, 
Casserly, Cooper, Cragin, Davis of West Virginia, 
Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Goldthwaite, Hamil- 


Anthony. 


logg, 


ton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Hiteh- 
cock, Jolinston, me ily, Logan, Norwood, Pratt, 
Saulsbury, Seott, rague, Stevenson, Stewart, 
Tipton, Trumbu Vj ickers, and Wright—28. 
ABSENT — Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Brownlow, 


Chandler, Cole, Davis of Kentucky, 
Hamlin, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, 
Ransom, Robertson, Sawyer, 
Stockton, and Thurman—1%. 


Frelinghuysen, 
Nye, Patterson, 
Schurz, Sherman, 


The amendment, as amended, was rejected. 

Mr. SUMNER. | now move what is known 
as the civil rights bill as amended, as an addi- 
tion to the pending bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 


That is just what we 
have voted upon. 





lhe Secretary | 


Mr. SUMNER. Not at all. 
different proposition. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. There is a spe- 
cific declaration in the rules that a motion to 
strike out and insert being rejected, as has 
been the case in the present instance, shall 
not preclude a succeeding motion to add or 
to strike out separately. This is a motion to 
insert. The Senator from Massachusetts now 
moves to add to the amnesty bill the five sec- 
tions known as the civil rights bill as they were 
just now amended by the Senate. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President—— | 

Mr. CASSERLY. I rise to apoint of order. | 
It is a thing | very rarelydo. Perhaps I ought 
not to do it now, but the result will show. Is 
it in order for the Senator, after having moved 
his bill as a substitute and having 
that motion, now to offer it as an amendment? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The previous 


motion wes a motion to strike out and insert, 


It is a very 


which is of the highest character of amend | 
ment. That has been disagreed to. It is now | 


in order for any Senator to move to add tothe 
amnesty bill any section which 
order under the law of this body, one section, 
two sections, three five sections, 
but not the particular amendment which has | 
been rejected. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Massachusetts to add to 
the amnesty bill the five sections known as the 
civil rights bill. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I must have misunder- 
stood then the motion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 


sections or 


jut on in committee. 


Mr. SUMNER. No; 


| emendations. 


The VICK PRESIDENT. 
point of the Senator from California. The 
Senator supposed that the Senator from Mas 


sachusetts offered exactly the same proposi- 


| tion which had been rejected just now. 


Mr. SUMNER. Not at all—my original 


| eivil rights bill. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts, instead of moving to 
strike out and insert, has now moved to add 
to the amnesty bill the five sections known as 


| the civil rights bill. 


| five minutes p. m.) 


| with an amendment proposed by the Senator | 


Mr. CAMERON, (at six o’clock and twenty 


I move that the Senate 
adjourn. 

lhe motion was not agreed to. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
nays. 

‘The yeas and nays 
Mr. EDMUNDsS. 
this question at all. [I merely wish to make 
an inquiry of the Chair, that] may understand 
what | am voting for oragainst. [understand 
the bill of the House to be now before us, and 


were ordered. 


| from Massachusetts, to add to that the pro- 


| question. 


| visions for civil rights—if | may say that with- 


out offense to the Senator from Illinois, who 
is very touchy on that subject—as those pro- 


visions have been modified and perfected by 


the previous action of the Senate on the other 
That is the question as I under- 
stand. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
state that he speaks of these measures as *‘ civil 
rights’ and ‘*amnesty’’ only in accordance 
with the nomenclature in use in the Senate, 


| (without saying whether they involve those ideas 


| 
\ 


or not,) to save circumlocution. The Senate 

have refused to strike out the House amnesty 
bill and insert the amendment of the Senator 
from Massachusetts, as amended. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts now moves to add to 
the amnesty bill, so thatif agreed to it shall go | 


to the House as an amendment, the five sec- || 
|| tions popularly known as the civil rights bill. | 


Mr. BOREMAN. I wish to know i in what || 


I supposed he offered those | 
sections with the amendments which had been | 


° ! 
I mean with the verbal 


That is not the | 
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failed on | 


vould be in || 


I ask for the yeas and | 


I do not wish to debate | 
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form these five sections are proposed, whether 
they have the verbal amendments agreed to 
betore. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
the Senate. 

Mr. BAYARD. I desire to state that on 
this question I am paired with the Senator 
from Ohio, [Mr. Suerman.] If he were 
present I should vote ‘‘ nay,’’ and he would vote 
se yea. ” 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 28, nays 28; as follows: 

Y EAS—Messrs. 
Caldwell, 
Edmunds, Ferry of 


As amended by 


Ames, Aationy, 


Buckingham, 
Cameron, 


Clayton, Conkling, Corbett. 
Michigan, Flanagan, Gilbert, 
Harlan, Howe, Kellogg, Morrill of V ermont, Mor. 
ton, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, Rice, Spencer, 
Sumner, West, Wilson, W indom, and Wright—28 

NAYS— Messrs. Alcorn, Boreman, Carpenter, Cas- 
serly. Cooper. Cragin, Davis of West Virginia, Fen- 
ton. Ferry of Connecticut, Goldthwaite, Hamilton 
of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Hitcheock, 
Jobnston, Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Norwood, Pratt, 
Saulsbury, Scott, Sprague, Stevenson, Stewart, Tip- 
ton, Trumbull, and Vickers—28. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Brownlow, 
Chandler. Cole, Davis ot Kentucky, Frelinghuyse n, 
Hamlin, Morrill of Maine, Nye, Patterson, Ransom, 
Robertson, Sawyer, Schurz, Sherman, Stockton, and 


Thurman—ls. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Upon agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, to add the five sections known as 
the civil rights bill to the House amnesty bill, 
the yeas are 28, and the nays are 28. The 
| Chair votes in the affirmative, and the amend- 
ment is agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended. 

Mr. MORTON. I now move to amend the 
second section of the amnesty bill by inserting 
the amendment which | send to the Chair. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The first ques- 
tion will be on concurring in the amendment 
_ reported from the Committee of the Whole to 
the House amnesty bill. Afterward the Senator 
from Indiana will have an opportunity to move 
to amend that. The first question is on con- 
curring in the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. STEWART called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. BAYARD. [am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, [Mr. SHermMaNn,] who would 
vote ‘tyea’’ if present, and I should vote ‘‘nay.’ 
| Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. On this ques- 
_ tion | am paired with the Senator from Penn- 
| sylvania, [Mr. Cameron.] If he were pres- 
ent he would vote in the affirmative, and I 
| should vote in the negative. 
| The question being taken by yeas and nays, 

resulted—yeas 27, nays 25; as follows 

YEAS — Messrs. Ames, Anthony, 


ala 


|| Caldwell, Clayton, Conkling, Corbett, Edmunds, 
Kerry of Michigan, Flanagan, Gilbert, Harlan, 


Howe, Kellogg, Lewis, Morrillof Vermont, Morton, 
Osborn, Pomeroy. Pool, Ramsey, Rice, Spencer, 
Sumner, Wilson, W indom, and W right—27. 
NAYS— Messrs. Alcorn, Boreman, Carpenter, 
Casserly, Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hill, Hitchcock, Johnston, Kelly, Logan, 
Norwood, Pratt, Saulsbury, Scott, Sprague, Steven- 
son, Stewart, Tipton, Trumbull, and Vickers—25. 
ABSENT — Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Brownlow, 





The Chair will | 


Cameron, Chandler, Cole. Cragin, Davis of Ken- 
tucky, Frelinghuysen, Hamilton of ‘texas, Hamlin, 
Morrill of Maine, Nye, Patterson, Ransom, Robert- 
son, Sawyer, Schurz, Sherman, Stockton, Thurman, 
and West—22 


So the amendment made asin Committee of 
the Whole was concurred in. 


Mr. MORTON. I now move to amend the 
second section of the amnesty bill by inserting 
after the word ‘‘same,”’ in line six: 


That be is not, and has not been at any time 
within two years preceding the passage of this act, 
a member of either of the org Zaunizations commonly 
known by the names of the ‘ Invisible Empire of 
America,”’ the “White Brotherhood,” or the * Con- 
stitutional Union Guard,” respectively, nor of any 
branch of the organization commonly known as the 
‘Ku Klux Klan.” 


So that if amended the section will read: 


That before any person shall be entitled to the 
benefit of this act, he shall, within the district where 
he resides, beforea clerk of some court of the United 
States, or a United States commissioner, take and 
| subscribe an oath or affirmation to support the Con- 





" ? 


~ wet re 8s 


an 


1872. 





stitution of the United States, and to bear true faith 
and allegiance to the same, and that he is not, and 
has not been at any time within two years preced- 
ing the passage of this act, a member of either of the 
organizations, &c. 


Mr. CASSERLY called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. 
as I stated before. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 30, nays 17; as follows: 


Blt merry Alcorn, Ames, Boreman, Buck- 
gham, Caldwell, Clayton, Corbett, Cragin, Ed- 
ee Ferry of mentee Flanagan, Gilbert, Har- 
lan, Hitehcock, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, 
Morton, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, 
Rice, Seott, Spencer, Sumner, W ilson, Windom, and 
Wright—30. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, C 
Davis of West Virginia, Goldthw: rite, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hill, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood. Sauls- 
bury, Sprague, Stevenson, Tipton, Trumbull, and 
Vickers—17. 

ABSEN T—Messrs. Anthony, 
Carpenter, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Davis of Ken- 
tucky, Fenton, Ferry of Cranes ticut, Frelinghuysen, 
Hamilton of Tex: xas, Hamlin, Howe, Kellogg, Morrill 
ot Maine, Nye, Patterson, Ransom, Robertson, Saw- 
yer, Schurz, Sherman, Stewart, Stockton, Thurm: un, 
and West—27. 


I am paired 


ooper, 


3rownlow, Cameron, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move 
first section by inserting in the twelfth line, 
after the word ‘‘the’’ and before the word 
‘‘Congress,’’ the words ‘* Thirty-Sixth ;’’ and 
in the thirteenth line, by striking out the words 
‘‘withdraw from and;’’ so that that proviso 
will read : 

First, members of the Thirty-Sixth Congress of 
the Untted States who aided the rebellion. 

My object in moving the amendment is to 
have the classes to whom this act of grace is 
not extended by this bill embrace those mem- 
bers of Congress (and it is only members 
of the Thirty-Sixth Congress to which this 
applies) who, instead of on a certain sense of 
honor withdrawing, bravely and boldly going 


|| the rebellion ; 


out to fight against us, stayed here until the | 


end of the session through the winter, draw- 
ing their pay, embarrassing the action of Gov- 
ernment, and giving information to the enemy. 
| think they are a much less deserving class 
than those who from a mistaken sense of State 
rights or duty, or whatever they might call it, 


told us flatly they could not abide by the Union | 


any more and bravely went out, leaving another 
class of people here. ‘There were several—I 
do not remember their names at this moment— 


who stayed through, as | say, for the purpose of | 
embarrassing the Government all they could | 


aud giving information to the enemy, and the 
moment their time was up on the 4th of March 
went into the ranks ot the rebellion. My 
ameudment is designed merely to include them 
with those other members of the Thirty-Sixth 
Congress who are already excluded by this 
bill as it stands. 

Mr. HILL. I move to amend the amend- 


to amend the || 


ment proposed by the Senator from Vermont | 


by striking out the words ** Thirty-Sixth,’’ so 
as to read *‘ members of Congress,’’ and it will 
embrace them from the beginnin; g of the Gov- 
ernment. I think we might as well include all 
who were ever members ‘of Congress as those 
who were in that particular Congress. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont moves to amend the first sec- 
tion so as to read ‘‘members of the Thirty- 
Sixth Congress who aided the rebellion ;’’ and 
the Senator from Georgia moves to amend 
the amendment by striking out ‘the Thirty- 
Sixth,’ so that it will read ‘*‘ members of the 
Congress of the United States who aided the 
rebellion.’’ The question is first on 
amendment of the Senator from Georgia to 
the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
rejected, 

The VICE 
recurs on the 
Vermont. 

Mr. HILL called for the yeas and nays, and 
they were ordered. 


PRESIDENT. The question 


amendment of the Senator from 





} 


the || 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. I merely wish to add, so 
that there shall be no mistake, that the Thirty- 


Sixth Congress ended on the 4th of March, 
1861. 
Mr. STEVENSON. [I shall vote against 


this amendment, because some of the 
| bers of that 


| amnesty. 


mem 
Congress have already received 
lhe degree of guilt cannot be meas 


ured. If one did wrong, then all were wrong 
I do not see how this Senate, after having 


extended amnesty to some of the members of 
| the Thirty-Sixth ¢ 
| it to any. 

| The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted —yeas 23. nays 94: 


Jongress, should now refuse 


as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Boreman, Buckingham, 

| Clayton, Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flan- 

| agan, Gilbert, Harlan, Morrillof Vermont, Morton, 

Osborn, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Scott, Spen- 
cer, Sumner, Wilson, Windom, % W right—23 
NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Caldwell, || 

Casserly, Cooper, Davis of West Vv irginia, Ferry otf 


Connecticut, Goldthwaite, 
Hill, Hitcheoek, Johnston, 
Norwood, Saulsbury, Sprague, Stevenson, Tipton, 
Trumbull, Vickers, and West—21. 

ALBSEN T—Messrs. Anthony, Brownlow, C 
| Carpenter, Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Cragin, 
ot Kentucky, Fenton, Frelinghuysen, Hamilton of 
Texas, Hlamlin, Howe. Logan, Morrill of 
Nye, Patterson, Pool, Ransom, Robertson, 
| Schurz, Sherman, Stewart, Stockton, and 

man—v27. 


Hamilton of Maryland, 
Kellogg, Kelly, Lewis, 


ameron, 


Sawyer, 
Tbhur- 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. _ I move now toamend by 
making it read ‘* members of the Thirty-Sixth 
and Thirty-Seventh Congress of the United 
| States who aided the rebellion.’ I am told 

by my friend from Illinois that some members 
| of the Thirty-Seventh Congress participated in 
it did not oceur to me at the 
moment, as | was not here. ‘This is the same 
amendment with the addition named so as to 
include both Congresses. I presume Senators 
do not wish to have this relief 
apply to two 


from disability 
classes of 


those 


persons; at 

any rate, | move the amendment. 
Mr. HILL. I renew my amendment, to 
embrace all who were ever members of Con- 


gress who aided in the rebellion. 
The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Georgia moves to amend this amendment by 
striking out ‘* Thirty-Sixth and Thirty-Sev- 
enth,”’ so as to read ** all members of the Con- 
gress of the United States who aided the re- 
bellion.’’ 
| Mr. CASSERLY. That amendment has at 


ment in the same direction as the amendment 
of the Senator from Vermont, the only differ- 


| logical than his. The next recommendation 
is that it will be a great economy of time, be- 
cause we be here adding Congresses by pairs, 
and by threes, and one at atime, for an incon- 
venient period all this evening. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As the Senator 
California is so much in favor of this 
| ment of the Senator from Georgia, I 
for the yeas and nays upon it. 
| Mr. CASSERLY. What i say is that I 
| think itis a much better amendment than the 
| amendment of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I will not accom 
modate my friend by asking for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I 
them very desirable. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen 
ator from Vermont accept the amendment to 
the amendment? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; because that will 
have the effect probably to defeat it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The adoption of an 
amendment that will end this hanging, draw- 
ing, and q iartering of Congresses, as | said, 
by twos and threes and 
this hour of the eve 

Mr. HILL. stice 
to myself, that | am not seeking to embarrass 
| anybody by this amendment, and I think it 


from 
amend- 
W ill ask 





consider neither of 


ones, is desirable at 


hind. 


L me rely wish to say, in ju 


| simple justice if you are going to visit pen- | 


Davis | 


Maine, | 


least this to recommend it, that it is a move- | 


ence being that it goesa little furtherand is more | 


3269 


alties upon those who occupied seats in the 


Phirty-Sixth and Thirty--eventh Congresses, 
who entered into the rebellion afierward. 
that o hers who bad occupied seats in pre 
vious Congresses should also as wi ll be ex 
cluded. 1 cannot see uny difference in the 
enormity of guilt. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Georgia to the amendment of the Senator 
from Vermont. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the 
from Vermont, to exclude members of th: 
Phirty-Sixth and Thirty-Seventh Congresses 


who aided the rebellion. 


Mr. BOREMAN. I should like to Inquire 
why the Thirty-Seventh Congress is included ? 
he Thirty Sixth Congress was the one that 
ended in 1861. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It ended on the 4th of 


March, 1861; but Lwas told after I had moved 
the amendment L did not hold the pup » be 
fore me—that some members of the [hirty- 
Seventh Congress aided the rebellion, to wil, 
Mr. Breckinridge and Mr ght, and perhaps 
some other notable ¢ XM ples, 

Mr. BOREMAN. (hose were members of 
the Thirty-Sixth Congress, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Bree 
Lhirty-Seventh Congress. 
Mr. STEVENSON 


was a member of the 


kinridge was in the 


General Breckinridge 


Phirty-Seventh Congress 


and so was Mr. Henry C. Burnett, of Ken 
tucky. They were two to whom this would 
| apply; 1 know of no others; but Mr. Burnett 
1s dead. 
Mr. KDMUN Ds. lam told that one of the 
Senators from Arkansas, Miteh 1, We homem 


ber of the Thirty-Seventh Congress, and atte 


ward a member of the rebel senate at Rich- 
mond. 

Mr. STEVENSON. R. W. Johnson was 
Senator from Arkansas in the Thirty-Sixth 
Congress. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. ae was the Sena- 
tor, as | am informed on the best authority, 
whotook M r. art 5 place lrom Arkan sibs, hth 
Mareh, 1861, and then left the Thirty-Seventh 


. ; 
Congress and went into the vebel congress. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the Senator from Ver 
mont. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 22, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Ames, Boreman, Buckingham, 
Caldwell, Clayton, Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of 
Michigan, Flanagan, Gilbert, Harlan, Morrill of 
Vermont, Morton, Pomeroy, Pratt, Ramsey, Seott 
Spencer, Sumoper, Wilson, Windom, and Wri ht 

NAYS—Mesers. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Casseri 
Cooper, Davisof West Virginia, Ferry of Connects 
eut, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland Lill, 
Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Norwood, Riee, Saul 
bury, Sprague, Stevenson, ‘Lipton, Vickers, and 
W est a 

ALS I Messrs Anthony, Brown ¥, Cameron, 
C srventet, Ghaniiak Gales Cenk irigr, ¢ rin, DD i 
of Kentucky, Fenton, Frelinghuysen, Hamilton ot 
Pexas, Hamlin, Llitehcock, Llowe, Lewi-, Logar 
Morrill of Maine, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Pool 
Kansom, Robertson. sawyer, = urz erman, 
Stewart, Stockton, Thurman, and Trumbull—l. 

So the amendment was ugreed to. 

Mr. POMEROY. I move to insert the lan 
guage of the House bill, which is ** any Con 
gress Our friends can all vote forthe Hou 
bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Ser 
from Kan as moves further to amend c- 
ing out the first c:ause, as amended, and 
insert ‘‘members of the Congr 
Ur fed Stafes wno a ded the rebellion. 

Mi WILSON. J hope that will not pl 
Vall. 

Mr. ALCORN, Why not say ‘* Governors 


of States,’’ also? 
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Mr. POMEROY, It takes out any man 
who left Congress, 
My WILSON. This further, and 
ides those who served in Congress at any 


yoes 


Mr. POMEROY. } 
] withdraw it. I thought it would 
the bill. 


the VICK PRESIDENT. The 


If t} ere ig anv oO jection 


improve 


amen 1- 


nendment onght 
to be adopted in the first and second lines of 
{ tit Phe word ‘‘all legal and political 
Gisabilbityve re used, 1 move to strike out 
the words ‘‘all legal and pout al’’ and insert 
“the,’’ so as to read, ‘*the disabilities im- 


third section of the fourteenth 
There is no class i- 
ndment. 

Phat will probably obviate 


imendment 
lication ot disabilities in the ume 
Mr. PRAT ’ 
it | was about to 
which I 
wi read for the information of the Senate: 


athe ndme 


offer at the end of the second section, 


Provided, That the removal of such disabilities 
shall not have the ef f giving the persons re- 
lieved the atanding tn irt or elsewhere of loyal 
person >A »assert any claim against the United 
State which they do nol now possess ior or on ace 
count f the appropriation of or injury to their 
property during the late war by the Army and Navy 
of the United States 


(One ol these 
to be adopted 


} 


amendments ought obviously 
If that suggested by the Sen- 
Pennsylvania is adopted it will 
probably obviate the necessity ol this, 

The Vil PRESIDIENT. The amend 
mentof the Senator from Pennsylvania is now 
pending. 
was agreed to. 


lhe amendment 


The amendment were ordered to be en- 


prosse i, i lL the | lto be re id a third time. 
Phe | was read the third time. 
The VICK PRESIDENT. The question 
; hall this bill pass ? whi by the Constitu- 


tion re puires a two-third vote, 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia, and others, 


called for the yeas and nays, and they were 
ordered, 

Mr, POMEROY. The Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Anrnony] is paired with the 
S ulor trom Wiseonsin, [| Mr. CARPENTER | 

Mr. SCOTT On the tinal passage of this 
bill I am paired with my colleague, [ Mr. 
Camenon.] He would vote * yea,’’ if present, 
and I should vote ** nay.”’ 


M RAMSI “¢ The Senator's colleague is 
paired wit the Senator trom lexas, | Mr. 
Haminron. | 
Mr. TRUMBULL. He pairs w 
Mr. SCOTT. It that is the case, 


; but he 


th two. 

I suppose 
lam at liberty to vote paired with me 
» he 


| l 
Mr. SCOTT. Has the Senator from Texas 


1 1+ ‘ 
at ed vote 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. TI have not 
voted nee | ed with tl] Senator from 
Py \l (CAM ON | 

| i Set ul } ee ed » call the roll. 

Mr. SCOUT, (when his name was called. ) 
The Senator from ‘Tex informs me that he 
has voted. and he vo y, | will keep the pair 
with n ( rut [M CAMERON, | who if 
present would vote ** yea,’’ and | should vote 
S maw.’’ 

The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 
2. ' i Ws: 

YEAS Messrs. Ames, Buckingham, Caldwell, 
Clavt Conkling, Corbett, ¢ r Edmunds, Fen 

n, | y ot Michigan, Flanagan, Gilbert, Harlan, 
ii mek, Llowe Kellogg, Lewis, Morrill of Ver- 
mont, Mon (st n, Pomeroy, P Pratt, Ram- 
§ lt , Ban Sprague, Stewart, Sumuer, 
Wi \\ md W | ) 

NAY S—Messrs. A rn, Boyard, Blair, Boreman, 
C \) West Virginia. Ferry ot 
‘ Ilam f Maryland, 
Ihay Lex | } n, K L, t 
N . i ~ nsen, | i, Lrumbul! 
\ 

»UsiNT—A \ . Brownlow, Cameron, 
Carpenter. Chandi ( . Davis of Kentucky, 
Frei bu jllamlin, Morrill of Maine, Nye, 
Patterson, Ransom, Roberts Sawyer, Seburz, 
Scott, Sherman, Stockton, and Thurman—20, 





The VICE PRESIDENT. On the passage 


of this bill the yeas are 32 and the nays 





| A bill (H. R. No. 


are 22. Twothirds not having voted in the 


l Wyoming 


allirmative , the bill is rej cted. 
FANNIE M. JACKSON, 
Mr. HOWE submitted the following report: : 
The committee of conference on the a eeert e Bing 


yotes of the two IHouses on the bill ( Il. N ». 4 


entitled “* An act for the relief of Fannie M. J i k- 
son, of Tennessee, having met, after full and free 
conference have a ars ed os » recommend to their 
respective Ilouses le : 

That the House recede "tr m its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate and concur with an 
amecndmentstriking out $698 50, and inserting $1,400; 
and that the Senate ree to the same 

» HOWE, 


TIMOTHY ¢ 
JOHN SCOTT, 
HENRY COOPER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
AUSTIN BLATR, 
JOUN T. HARRIS, 
E. McJUNKIN, 
Managers onthe part of the House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have 
that explained in a word for the sake of hav- 
ing it on the record. 

Mr. HOWE. There was a difference of 
opinion between the House Committee and 
the Senate Committee on Claims upon two 
points: one was as tothe quantity of cotton 
to this lady that the Government 
had received, and the other was as to the price 
that we ought to account for. Both were 
agreed that we had no business with any of it ; 
it never belonged to us; it was taken in viola- 
tion of all orders and of all law. The testi- 
mony was not entirely satisfactory upon either 
of those points. Phe Senate committee were 


belonging 


quite averse to paying more for the cotton per 


pound than went into the Treasury, although 
we were perfectly satisfied that that was much 
less than the cotton was worth. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. She would have a pri- 
vate action against the party who took it. 

Mr. HOWE, That is not so clear. The 
dispute was finally settled. If the view of the 
[louse committee had prevailed, she wouid have 
tled to about nineteen hundred dol- 
lars. There was a mistake in figuring made 
by myself when the claim was before me. 
Upon my own principle, it should have been 
between seven and eight hundred dollars. But 
we finally compromised the matter by agreeing 
to report in favor of $1,400. 

Mr. EDMUNDs._ I do not wish this to be 
taken as a precedent in 


been ent 


paying any more money out of the Treasury 
than has been got into it. 

Mr. HOWKL. We do not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then it is all right. 

The report Was conc urred in. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk. announced 
that the House had passed tl 

A bill 5. No S07 


tary of War to pay certain certi 


1e following bills: 
authorizing the Seer« 
icates issued 
for fortification purposes in Lawrence, Kansas ; 
and 

A bill (S. No. 936) relinguishing certain 
wharf property to the city of New Orleans. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills, with amend 
ments; in which it 
of wae enate : 

A bill (S No. 171) to amend an act ate 
“An act supplem: nt ry to an act to provide for 
furnishing artificial limbs to dis: ibl ed soldie a 
approved June 30, 1870 ; and 


requeste 1 the Coucurrence 


A bill (S. No. 609) to redace the limits of 


the military reservation at Fort Stanton, New 
Mex CoO, 

The message further annonnced that the 
cate eee | wing b lls ; in whiit h 
» concurrence ot the Senate 

No. 1513) authorizing the Sec- 
to expend certain moneys for 
th e aii of sinking an artesian well on the 
Fort D. A. Russell eee reservation, in 
Territory 


ary of War 


cases of this kind for 


1 


2702) to authorize the 
Secretary of War g Geanieh the State of Min. 
nesota with five hundred stand of arms; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2703) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to farnish a duplicate certifi- 
cate of discharge where the same has been lost; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2704) for the relief of g’ 
P. Jocelyn; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2706) to amend an act 
entitled ** An act to provide for the disposition 
of useless military reservations,’’ apprcved 
February 24, 1871. 

AMENDATORY ENFORCEMENT ACT. 


Mr. MORTON. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
No. 791. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 

Mr. MORTON. 
election law. 

The VICE PRESIDENT 
bill will be read. 

The Cuier CLerk. A bill (S. No. 791) to 
amend an act entitled **An act to amend an 
act approved May 31, 1870. entitled ‘An act 
to enforce the rights of citizens of the United 
States to vote in the several States of the 
Union, and for other purposes.’ ”’ 

Mr. CASSERLY. What is the bill about? 

Mr. BLAIR. Let us have it read, that we 
may understand what it is. 

Mr. MORTON. I can state the substance 
of the bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [I suppose it is only 
desired to take it up and then adjourn. 

Mr. MORTON, I want it taken up, and 
left as unfinished business for to-morrow. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Is there any objection 
to that? 

Mr. MORTON. As soon as it is taken up 
I will yield for a motion to adjourn. 

The motion to take up the bill was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 
the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at seven 
o'clock and fifieen minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned, 


What is the bill? 
It is in regard to the 


The title of the 


IT move that 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, May 10, 1872. 

The Senate met at eleven o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. EK. D. Owen, of Washington, 
District of Columbia, 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal 
of yesterday's proceedings. After fifteen min- 
utes had been consumed in the reading, 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is now a very full 
Senate, and | move that the further ree ading of 
the Journal be dispensed with. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. and Mr. HAM- 
ILTON, of Maryland. I object. 

lhe Secretary continued and concluded the 
reading of the Journal of yesterday’s proceed- 
ings. 

ELECTIONS IN LOUISIANA. 


Mr. KELLOGG. Task the Senate to take 
up Senate bill No. 58, on which we have had 
se much trouble, so as to have a vote. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator 
from Louisiana asks that the Louisiana elee 
tion bill be taken up subject to morning busi- 
ness. Is there objection? 

Mr. CASSERLY. I do not think any bill 
ought to be taken up subject to morning busi- 
ness. It embarrasses those of us who have 
morning business to present. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I do not desire to embar- 
rass business. I propose to give way to morn- 
ing business and take my chance. I do not 
wish to antogenize with any bill of my friend 
from Californi It **vexes my righteous 


soul’? from hag. to day to antagouize my will 
against all others; but { want it understuod 
that | propose that it be taken up subject to 
morning business; that is all. I do not want 
to take it up against the morning business. 

i hope the Senator from 


Mr. CASSERLY. 





o> ted 


Pe ae Te, 





Louisiana will pardon me, but I must object 
to taking up any bill in this way. 

BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous con- 
Senate to take a recess on Tuesday 
next from half past four to half past seven 
o'clock for the purpose of considering bills 
from the Committee on Commerce at the even- 


sent of the 


ing se SS!ion. 

fhe VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Michigan asks unanimous consent that 

re be an evening session at half past seven 
o’clock on Tuesday evening to consider busi 
ness from the Committee on Commerce, the 
unfinished business of the afternoon to be the 
unfinished business for the nextday. Is there 
ol jection ? 

Mr. COLE. What bills 
tee on Commerce back? 
long ago. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There are two long bills 
which it will take some time to read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I rose to say that if it 
would do any good as arule I should object 
to these propositions, J do hot think 
it a good way to do business to set apart days 
for particular committees; but we have 
it, and | suppose it would not do an ly g od to 
object, except to assert my mere personal will, 
for I dare say the Senate would agree to it; 
and so, under protest, I do not object. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Therea 
bi ri ighty- -elg rit pages eac h—one upon ship - 
ping commiss’ oners, and the other upon steam- 
bi vat inspecti ns, &e.—that [ should like to 
h: 
hia 


have the Commit- 
They had a day not 


because 


iretwove ry long 


ve considered. It will take three or four 
1ours at least to read them. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
objection; and the order asked by the Senator 
from Michigan is made. ‘The Chair will state 
also that the unfinished business of the afier- 
will be by these understandings the 
unfinished business for the next day. so that 
bills undisposed of at the evening session will 
go upon the Calendar 


ELECTIONS IN LOUISIANA, 


Mr. KELLOGG. I am informed that it 
was supposed by one or two Senators that the 
bill taken up last night just before the Senate 
adjourned, upon the motion of the 
from Indiana, was the bill that I have 
ored to get up. 

fhe VICK PRESIDENT. 

Mr. KELLOGG. 
,and | do not 
objection now to my 


noon 


Senator 
endeav- 


It was not. 

I have so informed Sen- 
think there will be any 
request; and I therefore 
that Senate bill No. 58 be 
taken up, subject to morning business. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair must 
ask unanimous consent, though objection was 
made before. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 
election bill? ° 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
ana election bill. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I do not wish 
onize it against morning business. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 


as the morning business is over 


ator 


renew my reque st. 


Is this the 


Itis the Louisi- 


to antag- 


As soon 
the Senator 
from Louisiana can eall up the bill. 
The VICK PRESIDENT. He desires to 
call itup and then yield for morning business. 
Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I insist 
on the morning business. 
The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Maryland objects. 
ORDER OF 
Mr. POMEROY. Subject to the same con- 


ditions and limitations granted tothe Se ni itor 


BUSINESS. 


from Michigan tor the Committee on Com- 
merce, | ask that the aes on Publie 
Lands may have Thursday evening of next 
week, 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Kansas asks that Thursday evening of 
next week be assigned, under the same con- 


ditions and limitations as have been made in |, have disposed of, 


THE CONGRES 


done | 


There is no || 


| other Senators. 


rererd ‘9 the assignment to the Committee on 
Com ( for the 
on Pub le lu 


the Committee 
we a day for which was assigned 
betore and su; »ded by other 


business of 
publie busi- 
ness. 


Mr. EDMU 


business is s 


NDS. 


ich tha 


Che state of the public 
t we go to promising all 
shall 
selves in au unpleasant position, 
I must 


the evenings next week we find our 


Therefore 
sav that |, for one, cant 


9 1ot consent. 
Ihe VICE PRESIDENT. The 
from Vermont oO 
mous consent, 

Mr. POMEROY. Then I object to 
assignments already made. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair 
that objection is very late now. 

Mr. P OMEROY. [ want to say, for the 
Committee on Public Lands, that we have not 
a bill that we have reported which will be dis 
Cusseé d 


senator 


hjects, and it requires unani 


the 


thinks 


a moment, I suppose; there is not one 


land grant reported. 


measures granting the 


fhose bills reported are 
right of way to certain 


companies, and creating certain land districts, 


which will pass on their reading. We had 
one day assigned to us, but we were super- 
seded by the unfinished business of the day 
before. Now, the Committee on Public Lands 
will not report any bills, or else if they do 
report them they want them to have oue 


east for passing them 
PRESIDENT. Lbe Senator from 
| and it req 


ywever, objects, j 


opportunity a 

Vhe VICI 
Vermont, hi 
unanimous eonsent 


Mr. MORRIL r. of 


dire 5 


Vermont. I believe it 
was considered generally that we should have 
Saturday for these 

Mr. POMEROY. 
of next week. 

Mr. MORRILL, of 
desire to have Saturd ay set apa 
stand that Saturday was, 
agreement, to be 
business. I think the Senator from Kansas 
will stand as good a chance on that day as 
I trust he will bring up his 


vo } 
i 


x a 
miscellaneous subjects. 
sh At + } , 
Then [ will say Saturday 


Vermont. I do not 
‘'t. but I under 
aecording to general 


appropriated { 


. 1 
yIMISCelaneous 


bills on Saturday 
Mr. POMEROY. If I can 
day — 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
to have it set apart. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. 


his conversation seems to be going on by 


have Satur- 
] do not de sire 


I think this is all wrong 


| wish to raise my 
whole 


consent, and 
protest against 


think it is unprecedented 
is against the pi 


unanimous 
this arrangement. = | 
in he Senate, and 
iblic interests and all wrong, 
that the time of the Senate is apportioned out 
here, and Lhat done Ou side of the Senate 
Chamber at that, and only certain measure 
:up. Itis known that [ have 


charge Of some measures of public import 


are to be taker 
ance. | have no Opportunity to get them to 
the consideration of the Senate. It is unde: 
stood in ads 
up in this body but certain mea 
I th ink we have had enough of it. I 
country ought 


ance that nothing shall be taken 


to know that it is only certain 


business that ean be cons dered in the Senate 
of the Unite 


Mr. ANTHONY. 


suffic ently intot 


od States 
If the country has been 
upon that po I will 


make a suggestion, not for the country, bu 


he | 


inl, 
for the Senate. [here are upon out Calen 
unobjected 
committees. ‘There is un 


grave Ob }e 


dar a great bills that cams 
from the 
doubtedly a 
particular e 


business Of a 


many 
various 
‘hon to assizyuing a 
vening Or @ parti ular time for the 


particular committee, because 


only those who are interested in that business 
appear here, and the legislation loses the ben- 
Plit of the supery ion of the whole senate 
Now, if you would set apart a day or two for 
the Calendar ot iobjected cases, then every 


committee would be 
Calendar, and the 
interest in it, and we 

wl ‘ch 


represented upon that 
whole Senate would have an 
iould dispé se of a great 
Willing to 


e to busi 


deal of business 


every one 1s 


10 pre} idk 


and do 


SIONAL GLOBE. 


ness passed over. I think if we could set 
apart some two or three days next week when 
we would take up the Calendar of unobjeeted 


cases. we could pass hity or sixty 
everybody desires to have pas 

Mr. POMEROY. (hat is my juden 
and | ask for 
on Luesday next 


bills that 


a general unders anding that 
shall take up the Calen- 
dar and proceed with the unobjeeted eases 

Mr. ANTHONY. You cannot do that until 
some more pressing business is disposed of. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Friday 

Mr POMEROY. I move, 
day next we proce 
order. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I 
make no such 


The VICE 


irom {I Ith 


say 
then, that on Fr 
od with the Calendar in its 
think we had better 
arrangement 
PRESIDENT. 


is oO} Lye et 


Che Sepator 
s to the proposition of 
Senator from Kansas 


Mr. TRUMBULL, 


Kansas knows that he 


tae 


I think the 
bound 


Senator from 


has himself to 


proceed with certain measures and none oth 
in this Chamber. Let him stand up to his 
agreement, if he chooses 

Mr. POMEROY. If the Senator from Hii 


that, he knows than the 
Senator from Kansas does. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
committed to certain mea 
in a certain order 

Mr. POMEROY. TheSenator from Kansas 
is not committed at all. If the Senator from 
l| Lene 13 is cow nitted, he 
mittal. 

Mr. WINDOM. I rise for the pur 
adding my request to that of 
Kansas. Ihe ¢ 
had 


tee on the 


nois knows more 
As | understand, be is 


} ) 
ures being taken up 


can stand to his eom 
ose of 
the Senator from 
Sommittee on Publie Lands have 
this s 
Judi ‘ary 
It seems to me il 





no chance at SiOn. Che Commi 
had anh eh ire uay. 
does not come with a good 
from the chairman of the 
the Jud Clat Ve 
day, to object to 
heard. 

Mr. POMEROY. It 
for the Cx 
had a whole 


have 


grace Committee on 


had ah 


CcoOuMlplitees 


which consnittee entire 


other vein’ 
may sound very well 
» have 


from Mint 
another c 


yMmittee on the Judi lary, wh 


day, aS the Senator 
Sota Says, how to say that 
shal] yt have a day. 


Mr. BOREMAN, 


log iyis going Ou 


inmitles 


Perhaps while this col 
upon the other le of the 
hamber, | may have permission to pass a bill! 
for Dakota Verritory | | gy 
fhe VICE PRE SIDENT. It is 


of the Chair first to 


sughter. | 
the duty 


ubmit messages from the 


House of Re presentatives on his table, which, 
under the tw nhy-lourth rule, have Priority of 
| other business at this time. 

Mr BOREMAN. We have had 4 bill up 
three OT { ir time fi Dak a | rr ry, ii! d 
| it mich ed hile t collo 
juy W roing on upon the othe le, 

the VICK PRESIDEN) Pending the 


execution of the twenty rule the Sen 


asks unanimous con 


-Tourta 
ator frou West Virginia 


sider a bill the title of which will 


ut » CO 
be reported Lhe Chair cannot object. lhe 
title will be reported if no Senator objee 

The Cuter Cierk. A bill (S. No. 617 
approving the act passed by the Legislative 
Assembl f Dagohe Lerritory authori r the 
peoy ote aid to railroads 

the VICE. PRESIDE NI. Is there objec 
tiun to the present consideration of the bill c 


Mr. EDMUNDS That will lead to debate. 
The Vit Ie PRISE LDke NE. bhi 


from Vermont object 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I believe that is the 
| f a fa 
samme Dil ve had up i@ 0 ly ‘Tr Gay 1 Ge 
to look a e if it has been properly 
al dead 
PUBI PROPERTY AT AUGUSTA, GBORGIA 


PRESIDENT laid before the 


Senate the amendment of the Hou ‘ Kt 
resentative to the bill 3. No. 62 to aulthor- 
ize ti) ile of certain public prot y t 
Aus ta. Georgia 
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Phe VICK PRESIDENT. This is a sub- 
stitute for the original bill. 

Mi WILSON, | move that it be re ferred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs 


fhe motion was agreed | 
SOLDIERS DISCHARGES 


The VICK PRESIDENT | before the 


MS the amendment of the llouse of Rep- 
resentatives tothe b S. No. 309) to prohibit 
the retention of soldiers’ discharges by claim 
nad at rie 
I endine {the House of Represent- 
i i ia a j OW 
word mproperly retain or refuse 
t | e papers of any such ldier, 
r ‘ or COMM EST ned otlicer = and 
} tj ent reoft the following 
without the consent of the owner or own- 
‘ f ! hall refuse to deliver or account 
{ demand duly made by the owner or own 
‘ f by their sgwent or attorney, the dis 
my ich soldier tilor, or marine, 
1 lofficer, which may have been placed 
In hie hand rthe purpose of collecting said claim. 
Mi WILSON I move that the Senate 
‘ t fhe am ndme nt. 
. a oh 
Ir. SHERMAN. Let the bill be read as 
if will nd if amended 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
That any claim agent, attorney or other person 


‘ wed in the collection of 1ims 
,or other allowances for 


for pay, bounty, 
any soldier, sailor, 


irine, or for any commissioned officer of the 

i ‘ naval forees, or who may have heen a 

lie tilor, marine, or officer of the regular or 

infeer f ce of the United State and honor- 

! red, wh hall retain without the con- 

t ner or owners thereof, or shall refuse 

tod ! unt 4 upon demand duly made 
by theow ror owners thereot, or by their agentor | 

re the discharge paper of any ich soldier, 

or marine, or ommissioned oflicer, which 

may ha en placed in his hands for the purpose 

ting said claim ill be deemed guilty of 

pisdemeanor, andshall, upon eonviction, be pun- 

ished by fine not exceeding $500 or by imprisonment 

ling six monts, or both, at the discretion 

surt, at d shall thereafter b d rred from 

i iting any such claim in any executive de- 


partment of the Government, 
ndment was concurred in, 


PROTECTION O}1 


NATIONAL CEMETERIES. 


The VII PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of Rep 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 446) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to establish and to pro- 
tect national cemeteries,’’ approved February 
22, 1867 


fLheamendment of the House of R ‘present 


atives was in section two. line three, to strike 
out “*seventy-fi to cne hundred’’ and insert 
in lieu thereof the words ‘sixty to seventy- 
live ;”’ »as to read 


ifthe national ceme- 
impensation from sixty 


[That the superintendents « 
teri hallreeeive for their es 
eventy-five dollars,’’ &e. 
Mr. WILSON. I move that the Senate con- 
imendment. - 
agreed to. 


cu n that 
The motion was 
APPOINTMENT OF PAYMASTER GENERAL. 
the VICK PRESIDENT laid before the 
mate the amendment of the House of Rep- 
(S. No. 463) to enable 
the President to appoint r General 


resentatives to the bill 
a Paymasie 
Army. 

rhe Chiet Clerk 


ofrthe 
read the 


ine seven, after the 


amendment, 
word ‘‘gen- 
with the rank, pay, 
and emoluments of a colonel.’’ 

Mr. WILSON. I move that the Senate 
disagree to the amendment of the House and 
-a committee of conference on the dis- 
two Houses, the com- 
mittee on the part of the Senate to be ap- 


which was in 


eral toinsert the word 


agreeing votes of the 


pointed hy the Chair. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Vice 
President appointed Mr. Witson, Mr. Morton, 


ha) 4) 
he 


NEW MEXICO 


| \ iy PRESIDENT laid before the 
peniat i bth hnent of the Louse of Rep 
resentati to the b S. No. 609) to reduce 
the lima t the mnmbiary reservation at Fort 


Stanton, New Mexico. 


entitled 
| tional 


The amendment was to strike out the words 
settlement and occupation under the home- 
stead,’’ and in lieu thereof insert ‘‘ entry and 
settlement under the ;’’ so as to read, ** and 
the balance of the reservation to be thrown 
open to entry and settlement under the laws 
of the United States.’’ 

Mr. WILSON. | 
that amendment. 

Ihe motion was agreed to. 


oe 


move a concurrence in 


ARTIFICIAL LIMBS FOR DISABLED SOLDIERS 

The VICE PRESIDENT lsid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 471) to amend 
an act entitled ‘‘An act supplementary to an 
act to provide for furnishing artificial limbs to 
disabled soldiers,’’ approved June 30, 1870. 

Mr. WILSON. I move that the bill and 
amendment be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 


The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills, received from the House 
of Kepresentatives, were read twice by their 
titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

A’ Oil CH. B. 1272) to amend an act 
entitled ‘*An act to establish and protect 
national cemeteries,’’ approved February 22, 
1867 ; 

A bill (H. R. 
John ae 


A bill (HL. 


retary of 


No. 1428) for the relief of 


. 1513) authorizing the Sec- 
’ War to pick nd certain moneys for 
the purpose of sinking an artesian well on the 
ort D. A. Russell military reservation, in 
Wyoming Territory ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1709) 
Major John WwW. Todd : 

bill (H. R. No. 1829) for the settlement 
of the account of Major Abram Beeler, late 
paymaster of United States volunteers ; 

A bill (H.R. No. 2136) to authorize an ap- 
pointment in the inspector general’s depart- 
ment ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2697) 
officers of the Army ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2698) to provide for the 
payment for certain property taken by the 
Government for the extension of the military 
reservation at Camp Mohave, in the Territory 
of Arizona; 


A bill (H. R. No. 


for the relief of 


relative to retired 


2699) to amend an act 
‘An act to establish and protect na- 
cemeteries,’’ approved February 22, 
1867 ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2700) donating condemned 
cannon balls to certain organizations for 
monumental purposes ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2702) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to furnish the State of Min- 
neso'a with five hundred stand of arms ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2708) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to furnish a duplicate cer- 
tificate of discharge where the same has been 
lost ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 
Pp. Jocelyn ; and 

A bill = R. No. 
entitled * 
of use lesa 


2704) for the relief of S. 
2706) to amend an act 
An act to provide f 


military 
February 24, 1871. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. WILSON presented two petitions of 
late soldiers and sailors of the United States 
volunteer Army and Navy, in favorof the pas 
sage of a bill to provide industrial homes and 
training schools for the orphans of the soldiers 
and sailors who served in the Army or Navy 
of the United States during the war of the re- 
bellion ; which were referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Lhe VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair de- 
sires to state that yesterday he received a peti- 
tien by telegraph from the chairman and sec- 
retary of a committee of one hundred of San 
Francisco, on the subject of the bill in regard 


or the disposition 


reservatious,’’ approved 





| that 
| which has the signatures in writing of Richard 


| secretary, but 


| dred 





May 10, 


to Goat Island, objecting to it, and protesti ng 
against some non-publication in the ne -wspapers 
of protests they have heretofore sent. 

Mr. COLE. I ask that it be read, and pub- 
lished in the Globe. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California desires this to be laid on the 
table, and printed in the Globe. 

Mr. CAMERON. I object to that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The 
from Pennsylvania objects. 

Mr. CAMERON. [think it would bea very 
wrong precedent to have telegrams read here 
to operate on the proceedings of this b: ndy. 

Mr. COLE. ‘Then it had better be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If objection is 
made, the Chair will reserve it, for he does 
not desire to obtrude petitions sent to him, 
upon the Senate. In his opinion, they should 
be sent to the Senators representing the States, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. | am directed 
by the Committee—— 

Mr. CASSERLY. Allow me to ask the 
Chair what disposition was made of that peti- 
tion? 

The VICE PRES 


he had 


Senator 


SIDE N 7, 2a Chair stated 


received a telegraphic dispatch 


G. Smith, chairman, and Albert Wheeling, 
written of course by the tele- 

graph operator, complaining of the non- pub lic- 

ation by certain newspapers of the Associated 
Press of some protests sent on by telegrap yh an 
opposition to the bill in regard to Goat Island, 
and also opposing that bill, and asking the 
Vice President and the Speaker of the House 
to lay this before the Congress of the United 
States by order of the committee of one hun- 
The Chair has always doubted whether 


| telegraphic dispatches could be regarded ag 


petitions; but as he was requested to lay this 
before the body, he asked consent to do s 
There was objection to that; and the Chasis 
stated that these petitions should be sent really 
through Senators when the States are repre- 
sented. There appears to be objection, the 
Chair understands, to this petition being thus 
transmitted through the Chair. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I regret the objection. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cameron] objected, 

Mr. CASSERLY. The course has been 
frequently followed since | have been in the 
Senate, at least several times, of having a 
memorial by telegraph read as though it had 
been regularly forwarded by mail. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The objection is not to 
the presentation in the form of a telegram, 
because that has been done many times; but 
by the Vice President, who is not a member 
of this body. The Vice President can hand 
it to either of the Senators, and they can 
present it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will, 
with great pleasure, hand the petition to either 
of the Senators from ( valifornia; and they cau 
test the question before the Senate, as the 
Chair could not, because he cannot debate 
questions of that kind as a member of the 
body, which he is not. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN presented the 


| memorial of the Presbyterian society of Dal- 


ton, Georgia, praying compensation for a 
church building alleged to have been de- 
stroyed by U nited States troops ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented the petition of William 
H. Hendrickson, president of the board of 
visitors of the agricultural coilege of New 
Brunswick, New Jersey, praying Congress to 
bestow a furthe rgrant oF land to certain scien- 
tific and polytec hnie institutions in the various 
States of the Union which received the ben 
efits of the congressional act of July 2, 1862, 
for the promotion of coll leges of agriculture 


and the mechanic acts; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
protesting against any 


the United States, 
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1872. 


amendment to the Constitution by which for- 
eign-born persons may be eligible to the office 
of President ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. RICE, from the Committee on Mines 
and Mining, to whom was referred the Dill 
(S. No. 716) to incorporate the Utah Rail- 
road, Mining, and Land Company, reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. No. 885) to reimburse George 8S. 
Fisher for losses sustained in the building and 
burning up of the consulate of the United 
States, at Kanagawa, Japan, November 26, 
1866, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the petition of 
Rey. J. W. W. Bolton, of West Virginia, late 
chaplain in the Army, praying to be allowed 
a pension, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that the petitioner 
has leave to withdraw his petition and papers ; 
which was agreed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT FALL RIVER. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds have 
instructed me to report back two House bills 
providing for public buildings, one at Rock- 
land and one at Fall River, Massachusetts, 
one bill making no appropriation and one 
making an appropriation of $25,000; and as 
these are the only bills of the kind from the 
House of Representatives, which has been ex- 
ceedingly economical, | ask to have them con- 
sidered at the present moment. I think they 
will give rise to no debate. 

Mr. KELLOGG, If I let this pass I shall 
have to let others pass. 

Phe VICK PRESIDENT. 
ator object or not? 

Mr. KELLOGG. No, sir. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 2682) authorizing the 
construction ofa public building at Fall River, 
inthe State of Massachusetts. ‘The bill is a 
direction to the Secretary of the Treasury to 
purchase at private sale or by condemnation, 
in pursuance of the statute of the State of Mas- 
sachusetts, a lot of ground in the city of Fall 
Ktiver, Massachusetts, suitable for a site for a 
publie building in that city, for the accommo- 
dation of the post office, custom house, and 
other offices of the United States, and to erect 
a building thereon, at a cost not exceeding, 
including the cost of the ground, $200,000, the 
plans for the building to be approved by the 
Secretary of the Treasury and the Postmaster 
General. But no money which may hereafter 
be appropriated for this purpose is to be used 
or expended until a valid title to the ground 
for the site of the building shall be vested in 
the United States, and until the State of Mas 
sachusetts shall cede its jurisdiction over the 
site, and shall also duly release and relinquish 
to the United States the right to tax, or in any 
way assess, the site or the property of the Uni- 
ted States that may be thereon during the time 
that the United States shall be or remain the 
owner thereof. 

Mr. MORRILL of Vermont. This makes 
no appropriation, but merely authorizes the 
selection of a site. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The other bill 
reported by the Senator from Vermont is the 
bill (H. R. No. 2616) authorizing 

Mr. KELLOGG. I object and I ask unani- 
mous conseut to take up Senate bill No. 58. 

Mr. SUMNER. I wish to introduce 
bill. 

Mr. MORRILL of Vermont. 
the last report. 


Does the Sen- 


a 


I withdraw 


TRANSIT OF ANIMALS, 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Idesireto take 
up the bill in reference to the transit of cattle 
if there be 
House. 

Mr. SUMNER. 
which ought to pass. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 1 
occupy very little time. 

Mr. SUMNER. But I wish to introduce a 
bill merely to have it printed. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The call is still 
resting at reports of committees. The Senator 
from New Jersey asks consent to consider the 
bill in regard to the transit of cattle. 
objection ? 


Mr. BAYARD. 


no objection. It has passed the 
That is an excellent bill, 


think it will 


Is there 


I have a Senate resolution 


to offer. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That has pri- 
ority; but resolulions have not yet been 
reached. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I will, if the 
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bill is taken up, consent to lay it aside for | 


morning business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec 
tion to its being taken up with that condition? 

Mr. HAMILVON, of Maryland. I object. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I move, then, 
that the bill be set down specially for Monday 
evening. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Monday even- 
ing has been assigned for the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
ing with the 
Affairs. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New Jersey asks that the bill moved by 
him be set down for next Monday’s evening 
session, not to interfere with the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 
proposition ? 

Mr. BAYARD. Does the Senator propose 
to ask the consideration and passage of the 
bill at that time? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Yes, sir. It is 
a bill that has passed the House, and I think 
there will be very little if any objection to it. 

Mr. BAYARD. 
House. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I haveno 


objection to setting this bill down for a partic 


Not interfer- 
bills of the Committee on Naval 


Is there objection to that 


[ know it has passed the 


ple of the 


of attention a few years ago. 


| know that the 
kindlier people of the 


country in 
terested and excited on this subject. | beheve 
also that the bill which has passed the House 
of Representatives meets the approbation of 


whole are 


all the transporting compantes in the country. 
Ihe railroads and owners of cars are anxious 
that the question should be settled, and | am 
satished that there not a member of the 
Senate who, if he will study the subject for a 
few moments, will oppose the bill. It is on 
the one part a humanitarian question, exciting 
very much many people of the country, and 

) 


Is 


the bill is also agreed to by the business pe¢ 
country. = | that some early 
day or evening will be assigned for the dispo 
sition of the subjeet. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


mittees are still in order. 


trust 


Reports of com 


KEPORTS 


Mr. PRATT. The Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill( H. R. No. 23897) 
granting a pension to Margaret C. Gibson, have 
had the same under consideration, and direct 
me to report it back without amendment, and 
ifthere is no objection | should like to have 
the bill passed now. 

Mr. SUMNER. | wish to introduce sy bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That the 
nature of an objection. 


Mr. PRATT. 


OF COMMITTEES. 


in 


is 


| submit a report to accom 


| pany the bill, and I move that it be printed, 


ular day; but it is an important bill, involving || 


no inconsiderable interests, as well as great 


| principles, and a night session is not partic- 


ularly adapted to such a bill. On Monday 
night we are to consider other measures of 
public importance, I think coming from the 
Naval Committee, and we may have a very 
thin Senate by the time we reach the consider- 
ation of this question. I object, therefore, to 
its being assigned for a night session unless it 


be a night session devoted to this bill alone. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Then I give no 
tice that I will call it up to-morrow in 
morning hour. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I wish to say before 
that matter passes from our consideration that 
while | think itavery desirable thing to do to 


ne 


| provide some way against cruelty to animals 
that are being transported on the cars, the 
Senator from New Jersey must know that that 


involves the whole question of congressional 
authority over all the railroads of the United 
States, and whether we have a right to take 
charge of them. 


g 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Before the Sen 
ator takes his seat | must say that | do not 
think it involves any question upon which 
there will be any differerice of opinion among 
Senators in this Chamber, that Congress has 
the undoubted right to regulate commerce 
between the States, because the Constitution 
says sO in so many words. I do not see that 
there is any room for argument. 


Mr. CAMERON. I desire to say a word 


i} upon this subject, to which I paid a good deal 


Lhe motion was agres d to. 


Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Pen 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
858) granting a pension to John B. Rose, of 
Indiana. reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon ; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. PRATT. The same committee, to 
whom were referred sundry petitions from 
citizens of lowa, citizens of Philadelphi t, and 
citizens of Wyandott, Kansas, praying for the 
passage of House bill No. 1738, allowing 
totally and partially disabled soldiers and sea- 
men increased pensions, have had the same 
under consideration, and have directed me to 
report them back with the recommendation 
that they lie upon the table. 1 wish to say tn 
this connection that the committee some days 
since directed me to report a bill upon the 
subject, a bill which inereases the pen- 
sions of those who lost both eyes or both hands 
inthe military or naval service to thirty dollars 
a month, and the pensions of those who lost 
both feet or one hand and one foot to twenty- 
four dollars a month, and of those who lost 
one hand one foot to eighteen dollars a 
month. 


same 


or 
It is a measure of great justice, and 
I have once before appealed to the Senate for 
its consideration. It is a Senate bill, and it 
is necessary that it should go to the House of 
Representatives ; and there should be early 
upon it that reason. I am 
quite sure that not a member of the Senate 
will object to the provisions of the bill when 
it comes to be consi lered. 


action here for 


I now ask unani 
mous consent that it may be taken up. 

Mr. VICKERS. 
to present. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The 
from Maryland has been on the floor for some 
time with morning business. The Chair 
gests to the Senator from Indiana that perhaps 
he can obtain unanimou 
early day. 

Mr. PRATT. I will ask for the consider 
ation of this bill to-morrow morning. 

Mr. VICKERS, fi the Committee on 
Commerce, to whom was referred the petition 


| have morning business 
Senator 
sug- 
consent 


at some 


ym 


of Gerhard Wessels, reported a bill (S. No. 
1099) to grant an American register to the 
British brig Balear; which was read, and 


assed to a econd re ading. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2093) to 
grant an American register to the Hawaiian 








bya i lorenc ported it without amend- 
ri irom t ime committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (IL. RB. N 1672) grant 
rto th Davenpo ind St. | | Ka vad 
Com y I tw reported it wiihout 
ame linet 
Mr STIEVIENSON, from the Committes 
on lian Atla yas referred the 
iF i. Rh. No e relief of Red 
[ben L ¢ { |’ i ind of Chippewa 
Indians, reported it adversely, and moved its 
indefinite 4 mement; which was agreed to 
Mi rro CIVIL RIGUTS ACT 
M MR I send to tl] Chaira bill 
. | ‘ ‘ 
Lb hiet beluyg ’ iol leave was granted 
{ Ss. NO. Lid ipplemenutary 
t { \ ) ‘ 
‘ hie ed i f ( | and 
to fu h ment for the indication, 
passed \ ; 3.3 which was read twice 
by l ‘ 
Mr (iMNER Let it tuke its place on the 
Cale lnr and te rinted 
fhe VICK PRESIDIENT. The bill will be 
| ! The Chait 
} ra none i ( is made hic 
inftrods not iin order 
\I BA ARD lav IL .be npermitte d toa k 
how tl | rust of ed by Senator from 
Massact { in go on the Calendar without 
a 
1 | ViICk PRESIDENT. The rule do 
not ab elv require i bill to be referred 
It Lies tha fter the second reading it can 
be referred or can be amended : so that a bill 
can be placed on the Calendar or 1 1 be re 
lerred i Seng I i M issa a tls: sl ed 
CO i pint buce 1 
Mr. SUMNER. [ will simply explain this 
tothe Sena the Senator is aware tbat there 
already on the Calendar the first bill, one 
oduced by me, with the same title, which 
high ‘ ¢ cussed much: butthere have been 
Vial chia ~and the bill now introduced 
ibstantially that mtroduced at the begin 
I 0 Line ‘ jon with th emendati hs ¢m- 
Lb ‘ ‘ an) my main object was 
to have printed so that could be betore the 
penal iid it be the & yeet Ol aiscuss!on 
| tel iat the priut should be within the 
reach ot ¢ 
Mt bAY RD ha b MAY loft ‘ourse con- 
ti } own busine : but the usual method 
Has been, and the proper one certa uly, that 
Lh he i De w relerence Loa Commu tee, 
i ‘ iy ol balls ¢ Aven sl cl acier of this 
lam aware that a bill touching the 
I t ‘ | ct was discussed and acted 
\ \ yt oO ite last night 
it ‘ it ) vy Vv‘ y I vVulAl lil 5 
sliou miss directly feom the hands of the sen 
ou f tuem upon the Calendar of the 
Senate’ ) } s 
The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
tate t Lhe Set r from Delaware, so as to 
V¥ tO Lil (fat bo advantage Can be taken 
y i , tial, aS In je Case ye ster d iy of the 
regard to G Is!and, if it should 
be he it t of deba is bo what com 
mittee this bill should be referred to, at the 
eXpirahon ot the morning hour it would then 
by the « perauon $< { the rules go upon the 
Calendar where the Goat Island bill has gone 
from the failure of the Senate to refer it 
guripg the morning hour. So that noting 
has been st from the stand } int of the Sen- 
‘ in Delaware nseil it, however, the 
S had r 1 al ( loment when the 
| i. < ed ( ir would have enter 
{ j s yecUuon ag us Ss Sec id read 
lng i At ule day LWiial il had had its rst 


I do not care to object, but 
merely toexpress ny sense Of Lae entire iIrregu- 





the hands « f a committee before the Senate 
are Called act pont 

J VICE ] SIDENT. If the Senat 
I O ( ( n e Chair will recognize th 
Ss r { Dela as ent 1 to the floor 
tot to reler U ) stuling to him att 

ne t fthe ref uce is not disposed 

ot atts eo ¢ < will go upon the Calen 

d Phe Chair es nl lesire to deprive 

Ser rights [he Senator trom 

1) iwu ( i h t bj cle i to th Secor d 

gy ol the i 1], but the Chair did not 
notify him of that at the time. 

Mr. MORTON. That bill has been dis 
cussed first and last at this session over ten 
days. 

| DIENT But the Senator 
Tron not to have interposed 
at thi is done, and he may ap- 
prel this right. The Chair 
W f ma motion to reter. 

M fhis bill is in principle 
1 | with one already on the Calendar, 


{1 | have introduced it simply as a con 


nience lo myst La lL othe r Senators, sO that 
it may be print ¢ and be in the same place on 
the Cale ran with the first bill. 


Phe KE PR BESIDES NT. The ¢ 


v1 ° *1) 
nair wii 


recognize a Senator from Delaware to move 
the reference ot this bill the same as if he had 
risen, as | did th mom nt after the Chair 
had ited it w ld be laced on the Calendar; 
Dut at twelve acl iOcK it wills goon the ¢ ‘alendar 
if the motion to refer shall not be acted upon. 


Wi Senator name the committee he de- 
sires to 1 ve it referred to? 

Mr. BAYARD | move that the bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SUMNEI { hope it will not be re- 
ferred ; it is already on the Calendar. Why 
does not the Senator move that the bill stand- 
ing number one on the ¢ tlendar bereferred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary ? 

Mr. BAYARD. hat bill, I believe, has 
gone through the usual course of business of 
the S bi re{i 

} 


ie } ed, and been reported. 
ine honora 


je Senator from Massachusetts 
there are many 
members of this body, especially on this side 
of the House, 
with him int views of the Constitution. 
Mr. SI MNE l understand that. 
Mr. BAY ARD And as to a measure of 
this character, so very 


must, of course, know that 


who find it impossible to agree 


grave and far-reaching 
in its effeets, itis but mght that the minority 
who generally oppose him here on such sub- 
jt cts should have the benefit of the examina 


tion and report of the ee, committee 


to consider bills of this kind. 

Mr. SUMNEI ! hope the bill will not be 
referred, lhere seems to me no oeeasion for 
it. The subject has been amply considered 


inthis Chamber; the Senate is already a great 


a pl 


committee, a Committee of the Whole on the 


yect. It has eport ed on the subject sev 
eral times, and Gro sale, Why, then, should 
we reter if » one of our committees ? A com- 


mittee, we are told, 
Senate 


is eyes and ears to the 
; but the Senate has eyes and ears of 
id by eyes it bas 
it has heard. 


is Own, al seen and by ears 
| know no occasion for such a 
reference as this; or why did we discuss it so 
amply yesterday ? Why have we listened, as we 
have, to Senators over the way, among others 
to my excellent friend, the Senator from Del- 
aware? Only the other day for 
two he 


more than 
Murs hi discuss¢ | the school bill, involv- 
ing the same question; and yet he now asks 
that this shall be referred to a committee, to 
what end? Does he suppose that the com 
mittee will impart new hght? 


ciently imstructed ? 


{s he not suth- 
Does he suppose that we 
on this side of the Chamber are not? I cer- 
tainly do not admit that l am not instructed 
on the que stion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts will please suspend. The 


larity of a bill of this kind not passing through || morning bour has expired and the bill will go 
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on the Calendar. The amendment to the 
enforcement act, called up as the unfinished 
business last evening, is before the Senate. If 
there be no objection, the Chair will receive 
routine morning business to which there is no 
obj ctl Th. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. T should like to inquire 

* when the bill comes up on the Calendar the 
motion just made to referit will then be pend- 
j g. or will it require a new motion? 

» VICK PRESIDENT The motion to 
ia may be made then or it can remain 
attached to the bill now. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Does it remain attached ? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly. If 
that should not prevail, it would be subject to 
amendment under the eleventh rule, a motion 
to refer having priority of a motion to amend, 
DR. NINIAN PINKNEY, 

Mr. V IC KERS ; J desire to intfoduce a 
bill, which J nuk: io have read, printed, and 
laid on the table. It is to be used in connec 
tion with a report from the Naval Committee, 
when it shall be called up- 

There being no objection, leave was granted 
to introduce a bill (S. No. 1103) to fix the 
position of Dr. Ninian Pinkney on the Navy 
Register; which was read twice by its title, 
and also in full, as. follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That Dr. N 
to his original position on the Navy Re gister at the 
head of the list of his date, us ordered and direet ed 
by the examining board of February 13, 1843; and 
that the Secretary of the Navy be, and beis hereby, 
directed to place the name ot Medical Director N. 
Pinkney on said Register, at the head of the list of 
surgeons of his date as it stood in 1843 and 1844. 

Mr. VICKERS. The committee bave made 
a report, but have offered ho bill or resoluti m 
on the subject, and therefore I propose this bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be ordered 
to be printed. 


. Pinkney is entitled 


SURVEY OF HOORNKILL CREEK, 

Mr. BAYARD. I offer the following reso- 
lution relating to a preliminary survey: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and 
is hereby, direeted to have a survey of the Hoornkill 
creek, at Lewes, Deluware, made by acompetent olli- 
cer of engineers, who shall report as to the naviga- 
bility of the said creek, with estimates of cost of 
restoring it for commercial purposes, 

There being no objection, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the resolution. 

Mr. CORBETT. I suppose that would go 
into the regular surveys. 

Mr. BAYARD. This is not for a regular 
survey, but a preliminary survey. It is, I be- 
lieve, the ordinary and customary method of 
obtaining information on which to base an 
appropriation hereafter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not think we have 
the power to direct an executive officer of the 
Government to perform any particular duty in 
the line of his administration, because that 
would have the foree of law. We have the 
power to direct him to furnish us any inform- 
ation he bas on another ground. I do not 
object to this survey being made, but I suggest 
to my friend to say ‘*requested’’ instead of 
‘* directed.’’ IL have no donbt it would have 
the same effect ; but I should have some diffi- 
culty as to our power to direct an officer in 
the Army to go and perform a particular duty. 
I suggest to the Senator to make that modiii- 
cation, and then | shall have no objection. 

Mr. COLE. I suggest to my friend from 
Delaware that he can accomplish his object by 
an amendment to the river and harbor bill in 
the section wuich provides for these surveys, 
and he will be more apt to accomplish it in 
that way. 

Mr. BAYARD. I had thought that I was 
adopting the usual course. 

Phe VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Delaware that the 
usual custom in Congress is to refer these 
propositions to the Committee on Commerce, 
and in the last section of the river and harbor 
bill surveys preliminary to further action are 


i incorporated as matter of law. 
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Mr. BAYARD. Then I move that the res- 
olution be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

lhe 

DEBATE ON RIVER AND HARBOR BILL 


Mr. ANTHONY. I offer the following 
resolution, and ask its present consideration : 
Peav 


Resolved, That the order of the Senate of the 29th 
of April, limiting debate upon amendments to 
al pr ropriation bills, be extended to the bill making 
appropriations for rivers and harbors, when the 
sae te shall be acted upon by the Senate. 


motion was agreed to. 


For some reason, I do not know what, the 
river and harbor bill is not considered an ap 
propriation bill, and is referred to another 
committee than the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and I suppose the rule that was passed 

ve ring all appropriation bills would not cover 
at; but I presume it was the intention of the 
Senate that the same rule should apply to all 
these appropriation bills. 

Mr. COLE. 
thoroughly discussed. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I supposed that the Sen- 
ator from California, of all men, would want 
such a resolution as this passed; but inasmuch 
as he objects, 
another time, 

[he VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 

e to Senators that if they will examine the 
language of the new rule adopted on the 29th 

April, it will be seen that there is a differ 
ence between it and the thirtieth rule in this 
respect: the thirtieth rule speal s of * gen- 
eral’? appropriation bills; the river and har- 
bor bill is not a ‘‘general’’ appropriation 
bill: but the restrictive rule of the 29th of 
April says ‘‘ pending an appropriation bill,” 
lt ‘a yes not say *‘ general appropriation bill.’ 
The Chair will submit the question of that 
difference to the Senate when it properly arises 
in the Senate. 

Mr. ANTHONY. If the Chair i opin- 
ion that this rule is already embraced in the 
other one, of course I do not insist upon i. 


Phe VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 


ee 


1s of 


submit that question to the Senate when it 
comes up. 
Mr. CHANDLER esubsegently said: The 


Senator from California has withdrawn his 
objection to the resolution offered by the Sen- 
ator from Rbode Island, and I ask that that 
hay LOW be act ted upon, 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
from California has withdrawn the objection 
to the proposition of the Senator from Rhode 
Island, that the same rule shall apply to the 
river and harbor bill that applies to general 
appropriation bills in regard to debate. 

Mr. POMEROY. That rule was not writ- 
ten with any idea of having it confined simply 
to general appropriation bills, but to all appro 
priation bills, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
thinks this is already covered by another rule; 
but the Senator from Michigan asks by con- 
sent that it shall be so ordered that the river 
and harbor bill shall be classed, with regard 
to debate, the same as other appropri: ation 
bills. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
resolution is agreed to. 


The Chair 


ADDITIONAL PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SCOT r presente 2d the petition of Pres- 
ley T. ¢ of Ripley, Tennessee, praying 
the removal of his politic ‘al disabilities ; which 
was referred to the select Committee on the 
Removal of Political Disabilities. 

Mr. COLE. 1 hol 1 in my hand a memorial 
signed the chairman and secre tary of an 
executive committee of hundred very 
influential citizens of San Francisco, appointed 
by the people of that city with wonderful un 
imity, to protest 
Island to the Central Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany,or any othercompany. This committee 
were formed on the 17th of April last, and 
have been on duty in reference to this matter 


Glass, 


| Vv 


one 


an 


ever since, and have endeavored to present ji other purposes; which was read twice by its 


against the cession of Goat 


I think that bill ought to be | 


| will withdraw it and offer it at | 


The Senator 


their wishes to Congress; but they complain 
that for some reason they have not been able to 
be heard before the other House of Congress. 
I therefore ask that this memoriai be printed in 
the Globe. 


I think the names of the officers 
are: of the president, Richard G. Sneath, 
tead of **Smith,”’ and Alfred Wheeler, see 
retary, inste: id of ** Wheeling.’’ That is the 
misspelling of the operator. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 


from California asks 
memorial and have it 
without further action 
tion, it will be so ordered 

The memorial is 


EXECUTIVE 


consent to present this 

printed in Globe 
If there be no obj Cc 
, and itis so ordered. 
lows: 


the 


as fol 


Rooms Commirrer Ong Hunpren, 


San FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA, 
March 8, 1872. 
To the President of the United States, the President 
of the Nenate and the Speake r of the louse of Rep- 
resentatives, Washington, D. ( 

On the 17th of April last the people of San Fran- 
cisco chose a committee of one hundred of their 
number charged to guard their rights against the 
aggressions of the Central Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany. That committee on the same day adopted res- 
olutions setting forth the evil results to flow from 
the proposed cession of Goat Island to that com- 
pany, showing by the opinions of the most compe 
tent "engineers that a causeway or bridge to the 
island would surely endanger the shoaling of the 
waiter in our harbor and outer bar, and protesting 
in the name of the good people of this city against 
such an outrage instigated by. a ring of speculators 


for their selfish personal benefit. These 


proceedings 


were telegraphed to New York and Washington to 
the Associated Press and delivered in the usual way, 
but by the interference of the agents of the ring 
were excluded from publication in all the newspa- 
pers, with the singleexception of the Washington 
Patriot. By this means the House of Representa- 
tives, then about to deliberate on the bill, was pre- 
vented from hearing the voice of our people ina 


question best understood by them, 
portance to all, and passed the bill under misrep- 
resentation. A cause which needs the support of such 
nefarious means cannot be good nor honest. The pro- 
ject of constructing Goat [sland with the main shore 
has been condemned by all Government engines 


though of im- 


rs 
who have examined it an connsonre to the harbor, 
The exclusive use of the island for the defense of 
the port has been declared eosenti a by all military 
authorities of the Government. No decent pretext 
of public good ean be truly assigned for the pro- 
posed grant. Itis simply a proposition to give an 
important piece of public property to a ring ot 
unscrupulous speculators, already enormously en- 
riched by Government bounty. ‘They constitute the 
Erie ring of the Pacific coast, only worse than that 
of Erie, because more concentrated, more powerful 
and more selfish, and operating in a smaller com- 
munity. It ¢ ‘rrupts every branch of the Govern- 
ment, our Legislature, local boards ezscative offi 
cers, and courts. It keeps inits employ bands of 
practical wire-pu lers and lobbyis ts akan legisla- 
tion and controle ms. Itnow even muzzles the 
| Associated Press of the country, and prevents the 
public voice from reaching the ears of Congress and 
the country,and allthisto procure the passage of a 
measure involving, according to the best judgment 
of scientific men, the Jasting injury of the only good 
harbor on this coast fora distance of over a thou 
sand miles; a harbor created by nature for the com- 
merce of the world, and by the bill devoted to de 
truction for the paltry temporary interests of ind 
viduals. In be name of the people of San Fran- 
cisco We earnestly entreat your efforts against this 
wanton and selfish outrage, and that this, our pro 
test against it, be laid before the Congress of the 
United States. 
By order of Committee of One Hundred: 


| tion for 


Char 
Neere 


RIK ne ARD G, SNEATH, 
ALFRED WHEELER, 


Mr. HILL presented the petition and papers 
of Rebecca Francis Bailey, praying remunera- 
s rendered 


rman. 


f 
ty ‘ 


vice 


ser by her father in the 
revolutionary war asa soldier in the regular 
Army of the United States ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 


BILLS INTRODUCED 
Mr. A? N | HONY asked, and by unanimons 
| consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 


No. 1100) to repeal certain provisions of the 


laws of the United States relating to advance- 
ment in the Navy; which was read twice by 
its title. and referred to the Committee on 
Naval A 1 iis. 

Mr. POOL asked, and by unanimous econ 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
1101) to relieve certain persons therein named 


from the legal and political disabilities im 
posed by the fourteenth amendment of the 


Constitution of the United States, and for 


NGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





title, 


and need to the select Committee on 
the os al of 


a cal ee 


Mr. K BLOGG ked, and by nuanimous 
consent obta red, leave to introd cea bill €S, 
No. 1104) to cael the provisions of a joint 
resolution of December 23, 1869, relati: gr to 
steamboats and other vessels owned in the 
loyal States; which was read twice by its title, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


and ( rdert d to be printed, 

ORDER OF 
CLE. 
Senate 


BUSINESS. 
Mr. SC Ihave frequently heard it said 
in the that all that was necessary 
secure consideration for a bill was to announce 
that it was to make a land grant. I havea 
bill my hand which contains a grant of 
twenty-four hundred acres of land to the Uni- 
ted States, and | hope there will be no objee- 
tion to its consideration. It is Senate bill No. 
677, to authorize the Secretary of War to ae 
cept the peninsula in Lake Erie, opposite the 
harbor of Erie, inthe State of Pennsylvania. 
The VICE PRESIDENT, The morning 
hour has expired, and the Senator from Indi 
ana, who has charge of the unfinished business, 


to 


in 


has yielded to allow routine morning business 


only, to which there is no objection. 


PUBLIC BUILDING ROCKLAND, 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Senator 
from Louisiana has withdrawn his objection, 
and the Senator from Indiana consents that 
the bill which I reported this morning may be 
Cc ynsidered now, 

Mr. KELLOGG. 
obtain now. 

The VICE 


done is done 


IN MAINE, 


My objection does not 


RESIDENT. All that is now 
by unanimous consent. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It is the only 
bill pending from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of * M hole, proceeded to cone 
sider the bill (H. No. 2616) authorizing the 
erection of a bli building in Rockland, 
Maine. It directs the Seers tary of the Treas 

to purchase at private sale lot of land 
situate in the city Kockland, Maine, suit- 


able for a site for a public buil ling Lo acconm- 
modate the custom house, post office, and any 
] ot the eral 
that city; and to erect thereon a building for 
pury st of the site and build- 

ing g¢ being limited to $50,000, of which amount 
the bill appropriates $25,000; but money 
appropriated to be expended until a good 
suid, and the 


other ofhees Ge Government 


iu 


those tne c 


no 
is 
title is obtained to the site afor 
State of Maine shall cede jurisdiction over the 
same to the United States. 

Mr. POMEROY, 


out of the bill the clause 


have left 
that 


Lhe committee 


providing the 


State shall not tax Un d States property. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont l am aware 
that it is left out, but [ think there will be no 
ditheulty on that ground. 


Mr POMEROY. It has been put in all the 


other bills of that sort, and 1s now left out of 
this one. I call the attention of the Senator 
to that fact. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Ido not ob 
ject to its being inserted. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Kansas moves to amend the bill by add- 
ing— 

Mr. POMEROY. The usual language ig 
that the State shall reline quish its right to tax, 

The VII PRESIDENT. That amend- 
ment will be regarded us agree d toif there be 
no object n 

lhe bill was reported to the Senate as amend 
ed, and the amendment was concurred in. It 
was ordered that the améndment be engr sed 
and the bil i a third time. I hie Lil Wa 
read the third time, and passed. 

MIAMI RESERVATION IN INDIANA 

Mr. H ARLAN. The Committee or Indian 

Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. KR 


li No. 183) to authorize the Secretary of the 
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Interior to make partition of the reservation to 
Me-shin-go-me-sia, a Miami Indian, have di- 
rected me to report it back with amendments. 

Mr. PRATT. 1 ask for the present con- 
ideration of that bill, and I appeal to my col 
league to give way for a moment that it may 
be considered. Jt provides for a partition of 
an Indian reservation situated in the counties 
of Grant and Wabash, in the State of Indiana. 
Jt will o¢ cupy but little time. 

by unanimous consent the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill, 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior, on 


written application of the chief of the band | 


being first filed in his office, to cause partition 
to pe made of the reservation in trust for the 
band of Me hin-go-me sia, of ten sections of 
land made by the seventh article of the treaty 
between the United States and the Miami tribe 
of Indians, entered into on the 28th of No- 
vember, 1840, and by the Senate amendment 
and the United States release to the 
band all right of purchase of the reservation. 
‘The expenses of the partition are to be paid 
by the band, and the amount to be deducted 
by the Secretary of the Interior from any an- 
ruitye 


thereto; 


or other moneys due or to become due 
the several persons to whom partition shall 
be made; but any costs or expenses made by 


claimants who shall not be found entitled to 


hare in the lands are not to bea lien thereon, | 


but are to be paid by the claimants, to be 
retained by the Secretary out of any moneys 
that may be due or become due them from 
the United States; and if from any cause the 
chief of the band shall fail to make this written 
application within six months next after the 
any person or persons 
mterested in the lands may make it. 

The Secretary of the Interior is to ascertain 
by name what persons constituted the band of 
Me-shin-go-me-sia on the 28th of November, 
i840, and then shall proceed to make partition 
of the reserved land per capita, in quantity, 
to the survivors of the band, and to their 
descendants, and to the deseendants of those 
who were members of the band at that date, 
but who have since deceased. He shall also 
include in the partition list those persons of 
Miama bloéd not of the band, but who have 
intermarried with a member of the band, and 
who may be living at the date of the partition. 

The Committee on Indian: Affairs reported 
the bill with amendments. The first amend- 
ment was in section one, line five, after the 
word ‘*band,’’ to insert the words ‘‘and ¢ 
majority of the adult male members of said 
band ;’’ so that the clause will read: 


pussauge of the acl 


That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed, on written applica- 
tion of the chiet of said band, and a majority of the 
adult male members of said band, first filed in his 
ollice, to cause partition, &e. 

Mr. POMEROY. I suppose this bill only 
relates to Indians in Indiana. 

Mr. IIARLAN. 

Mr. POMEROY, 
in my State. 

Mr. HARLAN. Iis merely to enable them 
to divide the lands among themselves. 

Mr. POMEROY. Cannot they become citi- 
the Constitution of the United States 
without a law of Congress ? 

Mr. PRATT. The supreme court of Indi- 
ana have recently decided to the contrary. 

Mr. POMEROY. Then they have decided 
against the fourteenth amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No; not necessarily. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


None others whatever. 
A part of this tribe are 


Zeus by 


The next amendment was in section two, 
lines three and four, to strike out the words 
‘*on the 28th day of November, A. D., 1840,”’ 
and insert, ‘* according to the recognized laws 
and usages of said Miami Indians;’’ so that 
the clause will read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior shall ascertain, 
by name, what persons constituted the band of 
Me-shin-go-me-sia, according to the recognized laws 
and usages of said Miami Indians, &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was in section two, line 
five, after the words ‘‘ per capita,’’ to strike 
out the foliowing: 


In quantity to the survivors of said band, and to 
their descendants, and to the descendants of those 
who were members of said band at said date, but who 
have since deceased. He shall also include in said 
partition list those persons of Miami blood not of 
said band, but who have intermarried with a mem- 
ber of said band, and who may be living at the date 


| of said partition. 


And to insert, ‘‘to said persons share and 
share alike in value ;’’ so as to read: 
And then shall proceed to make partition of said 


reserved land, per capita to said persons, share and 
share alike in value, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendments were concurred in. 
It was ordered that the amendments be en- 
grossed and the bill read a third time. The 
bill was read the third time, and passed. 

GOAT ISLAND. 

Mr. COLE. 
tion: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to furnish to the Senate as soon as practicable any 


I offer the following resolu- 


| information in his possession bearing upon the an- 


| nexed 


Hlouse bill, No, 1553, relating to the use of 
Goat Island forrailroad purposes, including inform- 


| ation relating to the expediency of reserving said 
| island for military purposes exclusively, and also 
| relating to the effects, if any, upon the harbor of 


lhe next amendment of the Committee on 


Indian Affairs was to strike out the proviso 
at the end of the first section, in the foilowing 
words: 

ln 7 vided 
chiet ot said band shall fail to make said written 
application within six months nextafter the passage 
ot this act, any person or persons interested in said 
lands may make the same, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


urther, That if from any cause the | 


| move the objection, as the proposition in rela- | 
| tion 


San Francisco of approaching said island from the 
main land with railroad structures. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
states that it is unusual to send a bill not yet 
passed to an executive department. 

Mr. COLE. It is only sent for information. 
If you will read the language of the resolu- 
tion, the purpose is stated there. 


The VICK PRESIDENT. If there be no 


| objection, the resolution is before the Senate || 


for consideration. 

Mr. STEWART. 
reported again. 

Che Chief Clerk read the resolution. 

Mr. STEWART. We have got all that in- 
formation here now in areport. I object to 
the present consideration of the resolution. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair will 


suggest to the Senator from California, to re- 


I should like to have it 


to Goat Island is referred to, that the 


| Senator can himself inclose the pending bill 


to the department. It is a little unusual to 


send a pending bill to a Department in this | 


way. 
Mr. COLE. 
that particular. 
Mr. STEWART. 


consideration. 


I will change the resolution in 


The VICK PRESIDENT. It requires unani- | 


mous consent, 
Mr. COLE. I should like to change it in 
the respect suggested by the Chair. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. That change 


I object to its present | 
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will be made, and then the resolution will lie | 


over. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Dol understand that the 
Senator from Nevada objects to taking up this 
resolution ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
in the modified form. 

Mr. STEWART. Ido, unless the bill can 
be referred, so that the whole matter can be 
considered by the committee. 

Mr. CASSERLY. That is a most singular 
bargain for any Senator deliberately 

Mr. MORTON. 1 call for the regular 
order if this matter is to be persisted in. 


He does, even 





a 


May 10, 


ae 


ELECTIONS IN LOUISIANA. 


Mr. KELLOGG. Now, I wish to ask the 
indulgence of the Senator from Indiana. [ 
believe he has a bill before the Senate as un- 
finished business, and I appeal to him to allow 
me to call up Senate bill No. 58, the bill in 
regard to which [ have had so much trouble, 
It is purely a local measure, and I desire to 
appeal again to the Senate to dispose of it. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I desire to get a little bil] 
passed to allow the change of the name of a 
vessel, but I will not interfere witn the Senator 
from Louisiana. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Louisiana asks consent that the bill in 
regard to the Louisiana election may be taken 
up, subject to a demand for the regular order 
if it gives rise to extended debate. 

Mr. MORTON. This matter must stop 
somewhere or these little bills will take up all 
the afternoon. I give notice that after the 
Senator from Louisiana gets through I shall 
call for the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the bill referred to by the Senator 
from Louisiana will be taken up, subject toa 
demand for the regular order. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
from Maryland objects. 

CHANGE OF NAME OF A VESSEL. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Now, [ ask the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate to take up Senate 
bill No. 1062, merely to correct a misspelling 
in the name of a vessel. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. No. 


I object. 
The Senator 


| 1062) to change the name of the schooner La 


Pette to La Petite was read a second time, 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It directs that the name of the schooner La 
Pette, Huron, Erie county, State of Ohio, be 


| changed from its present name to that of La 


Petite. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representa 
tives, by Mr. McPHerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the bill (S. No. 
354) relating to the Reform School of the Dis- 


| trict of Columbia, with amendments; in which 


it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message further announced that the 


| Speaker of the House had signed the following 
| enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
| by the Vice President : 


A bill (S. No. 449) authorizing the issue of 
clothing to certain enlisted men of company 
B, fourteenth regiment of infantry ; 

A bill (S. No. 867) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to correct an Army officer’s record ; 

A bill (S. No. 347) granting a pension to 
Sarah McNana; 

A bill (S. No. 448) to establish a system of 
deposits, to prevent desertion, and elevate the 
condition of the rank and file of the Army; 

A bill (8. No. 607) to establish the pay of 
the enlisted men of the Army ; 

A bill (S. No. 955) granting a pension to 
Mary Aun Montgomery, widow of William W. 
Montgomery, late captain ‘l'exas volunteers ; 

A bill (S. No. 671) to authorize the West 


| Wisconsin Railway Company to keep up and 


maintain a bridge for railway purposes across 
Lake St. Croix, at the city of Hudson, in 
the State of Wisconsin ; 

A bill (Hf. R. No. 1666) to establish certain 
post roads ; and 

A bill (H.R. No. 838) to provide that minors 
shall not be enlisted in the military service 
of the United States without the consent of 
parents or guardians. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, from the Com- 

mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 









t 


a 
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reported amendments intended to be proposed 
to the bill (H. R. No. 2706) making appropri- 
ations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 380, 
1873, and for other purposes, when it shall 
have reached the Senate; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JOHNSTON submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill 
(H. R. No. 2208) making appropriations for 
the repair, preservation, and completion of 
certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. CLAYTON submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the amend- 
ment reported by Mr. TRumMBULL, from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, to the bill (S. 
No. 628) authorizing terms of the United 
States district court to be held at Fort Gibson, 
in the Indian territory; which was ordered 
tobe printed. 


ARMS FOR MONTANA. 


Mr. WILSON. I ask unanimous consent 
to take up a small bill of a few lines, granting 
a thousand stand of arms to Montana for 
defensive purposes. I hope the Senator from 
Indiana will allow it to pass. It is very im- 
portant if it is to be done at all that it should 
be done now. 

Mr. MORTON. If there is to be no debate 
I will yield, as I think tbat is rather an im- 
portant bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. Has nota bill just come 
fromthe House in regard to which there should 
be some action ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
submit that after the proposition of the Sen- 
ator’s colleague is considered, if it shall be, 
unless the Senator antagonizes his colleague. 

Mr. SUMNER. Qh, no; I do not. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 2567) to authorize 
the issue of a supply of arms to the authori- 
ties of the Territory of Montana. It instructs 
the Secretary of War, without delay, to cause 
one thousand effective breech-loading rifled 
muskets and two hundred thousand cartridges 
to be forwarded to and placed at the disposal 
of the Governor of the Territory of Montana, 
delivered at Virginia City, for distribution 


among the settlers of the Gallatin valley and | 


other exposed localities in the Territory for 
home detense against Indian raids; and the 
Governor of the Territory, in making the dis. 
tribution, is to take from the parties to whom 
they may be distributed good and sufficient 








| 


Mr. SUMNER. I move that the Senate 
concur in those amendments. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Massachusetts, the acting chairman of the 
Committee onthe District of Columbia, moves 
a concurrence in the amendments of the 


| House. 





| 





security for the return of the arms to the || 


United States after the necessity for their use 
has ceased. 

The bill was reported without amendment, 
ordered toa third reading, read-the third time, 
and passed. 

DISTRICT REFORM SCHOOL. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 

Senate the amendments of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 354) relating to 
the Reform School of the District of Columbia. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendments, 
which were in section one, line fifteen, to 
strike out ‘‘three’’ and insert ‘“‘one;’’ in 
section two, line five, to strike out the word 
‘*here’’ and insert ‘‘ within this District ; 
In section six, line seven, fo strike out the 
words ‘‘and the’’ and to insert ** and for as- 
sistant teachers and others,’’ and at the end 
of the section, to strike out the words “and so 
forth;’’ and at the end of the bill to add the 
following proviso : 


Provided, That before any part of this appropri- 
ation shall be drawn plans and specifications of the 
building to be erected shall be made by the archi- 
tect of the Capitol and approved by the Secretary 

of the Interior, and the amount expended for the 
purchase of said site and the erection of said build- 
ing shall not exceed the sum hereby appropriated. 





| 


Qe 


| this bill to be passed before 
| there will be no objection to it. 


| order 


The motion was agreed to. 
SALARY OF CONSUL 

Mr. CAMERON. I ask the Senate to give 
me two or three minutes to pass a little bill, 
and I do so only because lam going home 
to-morrow for a couple of days, and I desire 


I go. I know 


AT TIEN-TSIN. 


By unanimous consent, 
Committee of the Whole, 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 1055) to regulate the 
salary of the consul at Tien T’sin, China. It 
provides that the salary of the United States 
consul at Tien-T’sin, China, shall, from and 
after the passage of the act, be $3,500; and the 
laws regulating the duties of sal: ried consuls 
are to govern him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


the Senate, in 
proceeded to con- 


as 


CEMETERY FOR DENVER 

Mr. POMEROY. I hold in my hand a 
House bill which allows thecity of Denver, in 
Colorado Territory, to purchase a quarter 
section of land adjoining the town for a ceme- 
tery. The city has used thisfora cemetery and 


OITY. 


about two thousand persons are said to be buried | 


there. I have a memorial from the city au- 
thorities on the subject. But the title to that 
quarter section is in the Government and the 
city authorities wish to have the title to the 
land vested inthe city. ‘The House has passed 
a bill to that effect, that the city may have the 
title to the ground that they occupy for a 
cemetery. I ask that the bill may now 
taken up and passed. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 2627) to enable the 
city of Denver to purchase certain lands in 
Colorado for a cemetery. 

Mr. MORTON. What has become of the 
of the day? 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 


be 


The 


order is 


| still pending, but unanimous consent is asked 


to the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. MORTON. This thing must come to 
an end, and after the termination of this bill 
[ shall insist on proceeding with the regular 


| order. 


The bill was read. It proposes to authorize 
the mayor of the city of Denver, in Colorado 
Territory, to enter through the proper land 
office, at the minimum price per acre, the 
following lands belonging to the United States: 


| the northwest ee of the southwest quar- 


| Colorado, 


ter of section No. 1, and the southwest quarter 
of the southeast oe arter and the north half of 
the southeast quarter of section No. 2, in town- 
ship No. 4 south, of range No. 68 west of the 
sixth principal meridian, in the Territory of 
being one hundred and sixty acres 
of land lying adjacent to the city of Denver, 
to be held and used for a burial-place for 
that city and vicinity. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered toa third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ELECTIONS IN LOUISIANA. 


Mr. KELLOGG. Now, inasmuch j 
friend from Indiana will not object, I ask that 
a vote be taken on Senate bill No. 58. | am 
sure it is understood. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Louisiana asks unanimous consent that 
the present business be informally passed over, 
so that the Senate may vote on the Louisiana 
election bill, subject to a demand for the reg- 
ular order. 


Mr, STOCKTON. 


as my 


I object. 
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Mr. KELLOGG. I move, then, to lay the 
pending order on the table temporarily for the 
purpose of getting a vote on this bill; and it 

can be resumed afterward. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Louisiana moves that the pending busi- 
ness, being the bill to amend the enforcement 
act, be laid on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Now I move to take up 
Senate bill No. 58. 

The motion was agreed to, there being, on a 
division—ayes 24, noes 14; and the Senate, 


as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the 
consideration of the bill (S. No. 58) to pre- 
scribe the time for holding the election for 


electors of President and Vice President in 
the State of Louisiana, and for other purposes, 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, a mem- 
ber of such a minority that to which I 
belong in this body is in duty bound to present 
his views, at least by his vote, upon every 
measure before the body for passage. It is 
sometimes his duty, in addition, to express 
his opinions as to the merits of the measure. 
That is a duty which has really no essential 
reference to the result. Linfer from the indi 
cations that the passage of this bill is a fore- 
ordained fact by one of those conventions out- 
the law which nowadays are so com- 
monly used to control legislation. and to that 
end, as far as may be necess: iry, to force the 
consciences and the will of Senators. That 
has become so much an accepted thing that 
to be charged with it, however truly, is 
scarcely felt as a reproach any longer in this 
Chamber. 

What I shall have to say, sir, will be very 
One thing which occurs to me is that 
here is a bill which undertakes to change the 
day of holding the presidential election in one 
State so that it shall fall on the same day with 
the State election. For a long time it has 
been agreed among right-minded, intelligent 
men, that uniformity of elections, especially 
with regard to so important a subject as the 
Presidency, was highly desirable in various 
ways. By the action of Congress and the con- 
curring action of the States uniformity in that 


as 


respect has been pretty generally secured. 
That it is a desirable thing will not be dis 
puted. That it is, in faet, if not vital, very 


healthful to honesty in elections, is so obvious 
that it requires merely to be stated. 

It seems to me that at this time, above all 
others, on the very eve of an exciting contest 
for the Presidency, when you have placed in 
the hands of the present Chief Magistrate, 
who will doubtless be a candidate himself for 
reélection, such powers as never were reposed 
in the hands of one man in time of peace in 
any Government having the slightest pretense 
to be free, much less to be republican, it is 
exceedingly objectionable, exceedingly 
picious, that this bill should be brought for 
ward to break down, so far as the State of 
Louisiana is concerned, the uniformity of the 
day for the presidential election throughout 
the country. The re given for it is 
weak as to suggest at once the irresistible con 
clusion that there is some other reason which 
cannot well be made public. Senators will 
have to judge as to that for themselves. ‘The 
exposition of that branch of the subject made 
the day before yesterday by the Senator froim 
Illinois [Mr. TrumBu.] was ample. I do not 
desire, nor perhaps could I, if | wished, 
anything to what he said so strongly. ‘The 
Senator from Indiana {Mr. Morton] under 
took to answer the Senator from Illinois; but 
I do not think the usual success which attend 
that Senator in debate followed him upon that 
occasion. 

Mr. President, as in the case of most impor! 
| ant political ideas, besides the aspect of right 
and justice there is an aspect of high sen 
| ment, of grandeur connected with uniformity 
| of the day for the presidential election. [1 is 
one of the finest things conceivable that forty 


Sus- 


as80ni SO 


ada 








m of people upon the same day sha 
together unde the law for th purpose 
j eT ning 6c 1 a gel rai adm 
) irs » COME At least it 
i d spect d it must bea 
sid spectacle ut our 5 ious are leit to 
if batlura ‘ wary y ! ! if iif ha d 
) j in to det ye 
te rd hea af moot such an 
Io i 1180, that | do not 
» ¢ nt for marring the 
| ( ; il 4 speciacie to the w rid “a 
‘ i eB ul iy ( 1, | sliali regret 
i | if D 
| ft) Aprece el | ha e no doubt. 
e reasou which ex 3 for changing 
1 | of tl preside il election to the 
ill y wi He SLA ) l Lou siana, 
‘ he State of Senator trom Indi 
iit i] Stale e lad on comes betlore thi day 
‘ he election for President; and if any po- 
jiLiICHL eCALYE tith | arise now or hereaiter, 
y party y with reference to the result 
oO i, Whal argument can be given 
for the change in Lou ana which will not 
ipply with equal fore nu tudiana? 
It iid that the expense of two elections 
will be ery great, and that argument has 
been heard here in this Senate trom the 


mouths of Senators who constructed a system 
of election in the South under which the 
monusts pectacle Was presented to the 
wor! 1 eles | Ke pt open for the peri rd ol 
veive to illeen, and in one Case Lwenty-one 
days! lherelore, ir, the question of expense 
not the controlling question. There is some 
oll i l ill be found, it seems.to me, 
pun Ubie izgesulions which | have thrown out. 
It is one more slep toward a general con- 
gressionua foreibi control of the State elec- 
Lions. SO long as the State election was kept 
Apart | no your} sidential election, or from 
\ elections for members of Congress, there 
wus some freedom, some time at least once in 


the year for the people of the United States 


to be tree in casting their suffrages. I his 
Louisiana bill marks # new stage in the 
eme, It marks a prec edent established by 


Congress tor hitting the day of election tor 
presidential electors to the aay tor the State 
elecuion whenever it suits a purpose, whenever 
it 1 necessary to accomplish @ partisan re- 
suit; and upon our table now, to be called up 
directly after this bill, is another bill which 
| nis in the same direction of congressional 
luterlerence, Ol Col vressional control, of conu- 
gressional power exercised from beginning to | 


nd over State registrations 


Lhicat 


» over State 


elec- 


tions, over whole system tor 


Institutions, State and nauion al, were 


rest upon the votes ol the citi Zeus. 
‘or these reasous | shall vote against this 
bill. AsI said, | presume its passage is fore- 


satisfac- 
my voice and by my 


least have the 
that by 


ordained, | shall at 


tion of Knowing 
L have plac 
most mischievous and danger 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr, 
frieod from California | 
that | 
pres 


same 


Vole 
us precedent, 
President, like 
very little idea 
shall atfeect the vote of the Senate by 
nting any obj bill. At the 
time | think itis my duty to make known 
the objections which L entertain to it, 

Lhe and laws of the State of 
Louisiana fix the tirst Monday in November as 
the day for boiding their 


hav e 


clions to the 


constitution 


elections. 


lhe gen- 


eral law of the United States, passed by Con- 
gress in 1845, under the tirst section of the 
second article of the Constitution, fixes the 
luesday nextalter the first Monday in Novem- 


ber as the time for choosi g presidential elect- 
(he only authority that the Congress 
of the United States ections by 
he people of the States is expressly defined by 
the Constitauon. The only legitimate con 
trol delegated to Congress over the elections 
for Senators aud Representatives is to be found 
in the 


ors 


h ive over ¢ 


lirst artic le, seclion four: 


which our 
made to | 


d myself on recor d as gainst a | 


my | 
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| to interrupt him? 


the fact 


tions fo r Senators and Representatives shall be pre- 

lin each State by the Legislatures thereof; 

Congress may at any time by law make or 

alter such regulatious, except as to the places of 
choosing Senators,”’ 


The present bill touches the election of 


Representatives to the Forty-Third Congress. 
If it st Py} ed there, | caunot doubt that there 
constitut power in Congress to fix the 
nes of holding elections of Senators and 
> ‘4 1 . } ’ 
lvepresentatiy under the clause of the Con- 
ef ‘ae ; 
itution which I have just read ; that is to say, 
Congress can make re gu tions or alter the 
yulations of the States in all respects except 
sto place. But the present bill rides fur 
) place sult the present bill provides fur 
ther for the fixing a day for the appointment 


ol electors—a phrase that [submit to the hon- 
Indiana who has the biil 
lape of the Constitu- 


ords of the bill are ‘* appoint- 


orable Senator from 
| 1 i 
In Charge 18 not toe lang 


tion. Lhe w 


ment of electors [he Constitution terms 
the process ‘‘ choosing electors.’’ The pres- 
ent bill, however, embraces the appointinent 
or the choice of ( lectors for President aud 


Vice Pre sident 


ores 
v : 


Now, what power has Con- 

None but what is found in 
of the first section of the sec- 
ond article, which provides: 
* The Congress may determine 
ing the electors and the day 
give their votes, which day 
throughout the United States.” 

What does that mean? Congress has acted 
On the 23d of January, 1845, the 
the United States, following the 
ower given them by the Constitution, fixed 
the Tuesday next after the first Monday in 
November as the day for choosing electors, 
and that is the law for all of the United 
States. 

Mr. MORTON. 


that ? 


3S over 


i 


he third clause 


the time of choos- 
on which they shall 
shall be the same 


unon it. 
Congress of 


Will the Senator allow me 
The Senator criticised the 
the bill, and said it used the 
appointment ’’ inst tead of the word 
choosing,’’ in speaking of the election of 
presidential electors. I refer the Senator to 
that the statute of the United States 
in reference to the electors uses the word 


ee 


appointment rr 


language of 
word * 


se 


‘That except in case of an election of President 
and Vice President of the United States prior to the 
ordinary period, as hereinafter specified, electors 
shall be appointed in each State for the election of 
President and Vice President of the United States.”’ 


rhis simply follows the language of the 
statute. 
Mr. BAYARD. Perhaps it may be; but I 


was under the impression that in the State of 
Louisiana there would be 
by some parties than there would be choice by 
the people, and therefore it was that the word 
struck my eye more impre- sively. 
Nevertheless, Mr. President, 
power and the only power given to the Congress 
of the United States in respect to the question 
of choosing or appointing electors for President 
and Vice President ; and what was it? That 
you should determine the time of choosing 
them, and the day on which they should give 
their votes. Congress did determine that time, 
and by the subsequent language of the same 
clause that gave them the power to fix the 
time, they were compelled to make that time 
the same throughout the United States. When 
you look at the particularity ofthe law of 1846, 
providing that the choice of electors shall occur 


on the Tuesday next after the first Monday of 


Novembs rs if you can change it so as to make 
it in the State of Louisiana, orany other State, 
the day ae vious, you can make it the year 
previous or the month previous, and you are 
unfettered as to the time at which this choice 
of electors shall be regulated by Congress 
under the power given them by the Consttu- 
tion. 

Sut this proposed act does not undertake 
only to assume # power which is not delegated 
to Congress by providing that the appointment 
or choice of electors for President or Vice 
President in the State of Louisiana shall be on 


**The times, places, and manner of bolding elec- \ a day different from that fixed for the choice 


here was the | 


\| alter 


.AL GLOBE. 


| an examination of them, 


more appointment | 
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elsewhere ; it does not only goto that exten: 
which to my mind is utterly unwarranted, uyt 
it goes further, and in the same law it fixes two 
dates for the election. It says by law first j; 
Shall be on the first Monday of November jy 
1872, and after that it shall be on the Tuesday 
the first Monday. It does not fix the 
, but it fixes times; it is making a distr; 
bution of dates, and if Congress have this power 
it would be equally competent for them to ex. 
ercise it by saying that it shall be held upon 
Monday in 1872, upon Tuesday in 1873, u :pon 
Wednesday in 1874, and so on, according to 
the caprice of Congress, or according to what 
may be sup yposed to bethe exigencie 8 of party. 
The election laws of Louisiana have been 
considered here, and | donot care to go into 


time 


I cannot speak of 
them with respect, for | believe, after havin g 
read and examined them, that the election 

laws of the State of Louisiana were conceived 
for the purpose of procuring a traudulent decla- 
ration of election; and that that has been {ol- 
lowed out, and that it is almost essentially the 
result of the present frame of those laws, | can- 
not doubt. Bat thatisnotthe question now, It 
is whether the Congress of the United States 
have the power to appoint different dates for 
the choice of electors in the different States, 
‘To say that they have, seems to me the clearest 
assumption of power not delegated by the Con- 
stitution, and on the contrary a direct violation 
of the power that is given, and which alone can 


rightfully be exercised. 


(he Senator from Indiana a day or two ago 
found fault with a careless phrase of mine, in 
which I spoke of the disposition of Congress 
to ‘frope in’’ the State elections and put 
them under Federal control. Well, sir, it was 
not a very elegant phrase, perhaps not very 
senatorial; but it was true, and it was gor d 
English. This bill is not simply to avoid the 
effect of calling on the man who has cast his 
vote at the State election on Monday to go 
over to repeat the process by voting for elect- 
ors of President and Vice President on the day 
following, for that trouble is very slight to a man 
who values the privilege ; and as we are told it 
can but occur on this single occasion, it is not 


| the expense, for that is after alla very slight 


matter. But both the inconvenience that a man 


| shall walk to the polls on two consecutive days 





for the purpose of casting his vote at totally in- 
dependent elections, and the expense, forsooth, 
of having the election officers paid for two 
days hand-running are to be weighed against 
a deliberate grasp of unwarrantrd power by 
Congress, and to my mind a clear breach of 
the Constitution of the United States. No, 
sir; the Senate will notice and the country 
will notice that this bill will prove to be but 
part of a system ; it is but one feature of the 
plan marked out. 

Cougress are to fix a time for holding the 
election in Louisiana on a different day trom 
that on which it is held in other States, a 
thing that they have no right to do, as I have 
tried to show, and that will have the effect to 
bring the State elections and the election for 
electors of President and Vice President on 
the same day, and it will subject the election 
to the supervision and control of the same 
machinery which has been provided by Con- 
gress under the pretextot power of controlling 
the manner of election; and I expect to-day 
to be compelled to discuss in the Senate this 
question as to what was meant by the delega- 
tion of the power to control the manner of 
election in regard to Representatives. 

The object of this bill is to bring the people 


| of Louisiana in the performance ot their rights 
| as citizens of that State at an election held tor 


| State purposes under the strong arm of the 


| 


Federal Executive, of his appointees, of the 
military power that bas been called in hereto- 


| fore, and is intended now only to be intensified 


for the purpose of controlling elections of 
members of Congress and of electors for Pres- 
ident and Vice President, Thatis the object. 
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Mr. KELLOGG. I understand my friend 
to say that the object of the bill is to bring 
un ler ion of the Federal law the 
oosl wor election ot members of Congress ? 
Mr. BAYARD. Yes. 

Mr. KWLLOGG, i will inform my friend 
th il the members of Congress are now chosen 
by law upon Monday in Louisiana. 

“Mr. BAYARD. I said ** members of Con- 
eress’’? because up to this time | have heard no 
i etext for Congress interfering in any other 
‘ oetion than that for electors of President and 
Vice President and for Senators and Re 
sentatives in Congress. 

Mr. KELLOGG. That may be; 
is not “*the pretexv”’ of this bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. [am not saying what the 
pretext 18; but the honorable Senator from 
indiana admitted pretty much what his object 


tne opera 


cu 


‘pre- 
but that 


was, to have both elections on the same day 
so that the same machinery which gives to-day 
the Federal power an influence that never was 
intended by the framers of this Government it 
should possess to control and affect the free 
elections in the different States, may operate 
equally upon the choice of State officials and 
upon that of electors for President and Vice 
President as upon the election of members of 
Congress. That is the object. 

Mr. KELLOGG. It does operate now. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator from 
Delaware will indulge me one moment, | beg 
leave to remind him that the Constitution is 
express that the electors of President and Vice 
President shall be chosen according to State 
regulations. Although the Senator from Louis- 
jana reiterates that the congressional law now 
operates upon the election of Congressmen, it 
cannot operate on the election of electors of 
President and Vice President, because the Con- 
stitution of the United States has said in refer- 
ecce to them that they shall be appointed in 
such manner as the States shall direct, and 
the only possible thing Congress can do is to 
fix the time when the electors are to be 
chosen. 

Mr. KELLOGG. That is all the bill pro- 
fesses to do. ‘The law of Congress that the 
Senator has reference to applies to the election 
of Representatives to Congress, and not to the 
choosing of electors; but by the statute of 
Louisiana now, Representatives to Congress 
are chosen upon the day that the State othcers 
are chosen, the first Monday in November. 
Consequently the law applies and can be used 
in reference to the election of State officers in 
Louisiana, because it applies to the choosing 
of Representatives to Congress who are elected 
at the same time. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. But the point is this: 
the Senator from Indiana admitted when this 
matter was up before that one object in putting 
the day of the election of electors in Louisiana 
on the same day with the election of members 
of Congress, was to bring the election of elect- 
with which Congress has no right to in- 
terfere,) under the supervision of an act of 
Congress. ' 

Mr. KELLOGG. I most respectfully trav- 
erse the allegation of the Senator from I\linois, 
and lappeal to the record. The Senator from 
Indiana said, as an additional reason, that it 
would extend protection around the election, 
to have the time of choosing electors on Mon- 
day, and it would insure peace and tranguillity 
in the State of Louisiana, and | would like to 
know if the Senator from Illinois objects to 
that. ? 


ors, 


Does he want violence? 

Mr. [('RUMBULL. Ido object to the Con- 
gress of the United States attempting in any 
Way whatever to interfere with the election of 
electors of President and Vice President, and 
[ say itis an unconstitutional act if you at- 
tempt to do it, and | say to the Senator from 
Louisiana, that so far from having a fair elec- 
tion it will result in having an election under 
the control of the bayonet and under the con- 
trol of officers who have no business to inter- 
fere with it. 





| and the other thirty six States 


I want a fair election by a free || District of Columbia without its bein 
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people and not an election controlled by the 
Inited States or a law of the 
Inited St 


Congress of the 
e | 


onstitution 


; 


ates in defiance of 


( ugress of tt 


the C 
Mr. KELLOGG. 
same emphasis that t 
1 


And 


ere is nothing in this 


[ assert Ww 1) the 


mtesthe 


by Federal in- 


choosing of electors; neither 


contro 


bill that contem 


} 
terierence witht the 


is there anything init to iu any manner con- 





travene or interfere with the right of the State 
of Louisiana, 
ute book, 
ing the electors. 
what 


Congress the right to do is implied in this | 


t 


rted upon her stat- 


ermine the manner of choos- 


already ass 
lat 


to a 


lause of the Constitution gives 


lhe only pol itis that just 
the « 8 


namely, to designate the time of choo 


electors othing else. 
Lhe senator said the other day, and he takes 
now to the face of the 


self does not pretend to give 


occasion reiterate in 
fact that the bill 1 
anv such authority, that the object of this bill 


is to givetothe Federal offi 


ersa night to inter 
fere with the manner of cho log electors, 


Not at all, 
clear constitutional right we 


Ihe bill is based upon the 
by the ex- 
press provisi mn of the Constitution to deterin- 
i the time ot the electors. lhe 


ine 
State statute is upon my desk which determ- 


sir. 
have 


choosing 
ines the mai ner, which determines and points 


out in detail all the appliances by which the 
votes are to be deposited and are to be counted 


and the returns made, and there is nothing in 
the bill that contemplates anything other than 
designating thetime ot 

Mr. BAYARD. 
the question suggested by the Senator from 
lilinois. TheC 
State shall appoint, in 
Legislature thereof may direct, a number ot 
‘That isthe whole control of it; 
there is no power of regulation in the Congress 
over that 
electors is left to the pr Vision made in each 
State by the Legislature thereof. 1 do not pro- 
pose to waste the time of the Senate by reit 
erating the argument on this pt int. The sole 
power given to Congress in reference to the 
choice of electors is thut ‘*Congress may de- 
termine the time of choosing the electors, and 
the day on which they shall give their 
which day shall be the same throughout the 
United States.’’ Congress has by 
under that 1845 it has 
appointed the the first 
Mon lay in November tor this purpose. { 
is the law to-day for all the States of the 
Union, and that is your direct 
pursuance of the power delegated to Congress; 
but now it is propose d for some reason, which 
was suggested by the Senator from Indiana, 
and I think is plainly perceivable by any 
man of ordinary intelligence, to say that Louis 
lana 


choosing the electors. 
The re is ne doubt about 
onstitution provi les that ** each 
such manner as the 


electors,’’ &e. 


subject. The manner of choosing 


VOLes, 


law acted 


grantol power, since 


law made in 


shall choose her electors on one day, 


shall choose 
them on another day. If that be within the 
power of Congress, | do not understand the 
Constitution. 

Mr. CARPENTER. 
President, when the | 
subject than at others to } 


There are times, Mr 


Iman system 18 


more 


articular 

That is as true of the mind asitis of the] 

We are j i j 
° 


this year when the tendency of 


GIS@ASE 
dy. 
bow just entering into @ Season of 


every mind is 


to run everything into a political discussion. 
Here is a bil what? Simply provid- 


| doing 
ing that the tf Louisiana shall not 


Sul jec ted to the 


pe Op S « 


» l } 
expense of holding two elec- 


t10ns on two consecutive days, when the y can 


just as well be held on the same day. ‘Thatis 
all. ‘The power of Congress to fix the day 
upon which the election of presidential elect- 
ors shall be held can! ye contested, tor it is 
given by the word tf the Co itution Now 
that is all the iS al it tl nD and yet ich 
is the ter sency 1 the part of all men a 3 
particular juncture of affairs to run everything 


into political discussion 


' 
we could pass a bill her locating 





ted |, lnstead O! 






by one half of this Chamber that there was a 
on the part of the President of 
iole Dem- 


deep design 


the United States to imprison the w! 
ocratie party in it. | 


Why, sir, this question coming up last year 


wo d not have de ta eda the Senate memo 
ment lhe plain common sense of the ineon 
venience to which the people of tha Sta ' 

to be subjected wi ild have settled the iestion 


inamoment. Itis only because we have had 


a convention at Cineinnati, and are to have 
another at Philadelphia and another at Balti 
more, that this bi l has any importance what 
ever. Now | 


hould have 


propose to vote on It just us | 
voted last year, Phe equ ty, the 
ice, the convenience of the thing, determ 
ine me to vote for the bill, and that is all I 
know about it 


Mr. MORTON, 


theS ates the ¢ lection of electors 


and Vice Pres 


hee rs a id 


Mr. President, 
of President 


State 


n most of 


ident, and the election of 


of members of Congress take place 


dav; | believe in the Srate olf 


Delaware, in the State of Illinois, and in facet 


) 


on the same 


in all 


Northwest. 
} ul 
dition precise 


nearly all 


the States except four or five it 
Now, this bill. if it ig passed, 
the State of Louisiana in the ime con 
ly that [llinois and Delawure and 
states 


the other are in; that is to 


say, that the election of members of Congress 
and of electors of President and Vice l’res- 
ident shall be held on the same d ty. 

Mr. BAYARD. They are by their own 
mo n, however, in those States. 

Mr. MORTON Can there be any bugbear 


made out of thisthing because it is proposed 


now that the election in Louisiana for Pres 
ident and for members of Congress and for 
State oflicers shall be held just as itis in Del 
aware, on the same day? ‘That is all there is 
of it. That it shall be held the day before it 


is held in other States, amounts to nothing 
will have no influence, cannot be to the bene 


fit of either party. If the State could « hange 


the time of holding the election, from Mor 
day to Pus sd Ly, it woul | be be er f i to 
have done so; but it cannot do so without a 
change in its constitution, which is a work of 
time; but it is very easy for Congre oO pro 
vide that the presidential election shall take 
pluce just one day sooner, and have in Lo 
lana one day’s election instead of two days, as 


Now, thi sol 


y out of pothing 


is the casein the other States. 


attempt to make somethin 


he other day in alittle discussion that took 
’ ‘ ! ‘ ‘ 
place on this bill the Senator from De wire 
I 
chose toimpugn my motivesand chose to arreigaa 


the course that I have pursued on this floor 


I might have retorted in kind, but I can call 
the Senate to bear witness that I have never 
yet impugned the personal motives of a Sen 
ator, and my political discussions off this, floor 


as well as on it have been of the same chat! 


acter. I have dealt with parules, but | have 
never dealt with the personal motives of my 
gene ra y given 


he same credit for patriotism that | 


nolitical opponents. I have 
i af 
t t 


») them 


have claimed for my self. 

lhe Senator says 1 seek to convert every 
thing to party purposes. When I see that a 
thing has a yx litiga bearing [am at libe rity to 
mention it, but I think I might appeal to the 
senate to Say that the Senator himself never 


} } 
A41:I0WS any Occasion to pass Ulblmproy 1 in 


which something can be 


' 


OCralic | irty ; and he 


Casion arraigne 1 the motives of those who 
advocate this bili. a d the motlve of the party 
in the majority, and thisis @ part Of @ By 
tem by whi 1 le rig of the State are ) 
be subverted and t ( ou are to be cor 
trolled by Fed ithority. I might retort 
uy} it ae i vith juiteas mu pro 
Has | J if Charges aga vu 

I can aff 24 let em) pass. 

Now, Mr Pre lent, does it ne¢ ] i! argu 
ment to yw that the vould be great pr 
pri tyin having one day’s elect on in Lou iit 


having two, both in regard to 
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saving of time to men of labor and of business 
as wellas the saving of expense? If the effect 
of it is to throw around the presidential elec- 
tion that incidental protection which Congress 
has thrown congressional elections, 
what is that more now than is thrown around 
elections in Del New Jersey, lilinois, 
New York? T het elections are held there 
upon the same day, and the incidental protec- 
tion is thrown around the presidential election 
that is given to the congressional election, be 


around 


aware 
and 


cause the elections take place at the same time 
and the are pul in the same boxes and 
they have the same inspectors. Does anybody 
object to it upon that ground? If it is not 
objectionable in New York or Delaware, why 
should it be objectionable in Louisiana? 

Mr. President, if I disposed to im- 
pute motives to Senators upon the other 


vote 


were 
side, 
suppose [ should take up the charge made by 
the Senator from Delaware 
laws of Iouisiana are 


that the election 
monstrous, and have 
placed extraordinary powers in the bands of 
the Governor to control elections. Suppose 
I should admit that these powers have been 
abused, or are If | were 
call motives in question, I might 
say now that the Governor of Louisiana, hold- 
ing these extraordinary powers, has separated 
himself formally from the Republican party, 
and proposes to join the ranks of its enemies. 
| might say that they are now desirous to have 
the benefit of the exercise of these extraor- 
divary powers placed in his hands. 

Mr. BAYARD. It would be very curious, 
Mr. President, that | should stand here and 
denounce those laws, and that the Senator 
should say because | denounce them that I am 
in favor of their application. Ido not care 
whether the Governor of Louisiana may be 
party or another. I agree that laws 
to recommend themselves should be advan- 
and I am not in favor of giv- 
ing powers that may be abused into the hands 
of any man, nor does it make any difference to 
me who the man is if the power is wrongful 
and unconstitutional; L seek to putit no more 
in the hands of my friends than L would of my 
foes. 

Mr. MORTON. 


motive 


likely to be abused. 
di posed to 


ot one 


tageous rigat. 


[am uot imputing this 
to the Senator from Delaware; but | 
am simply saying that if I were to follow his 
bad example I might do it. And I will say 
one thing further: thatif the law for the pro- 
tection of congressional elections should bein 
force on the day of this election it might pre- 
yent the abuse of those extraordinary powers 
of which he bas complained; and he ought to 
be thankful for any 
thrown around those extraordinary powers. 
Mr. President, inasmuch as it has been 
alleged that itis the main purpose of this bill 
to throw around the presidential election the 
safeguards and protection that Congress has 
thrown around congressional elections, and I 
said myself that it “would incide ntally have 
that effect, although it was not the main pur- 
pose of the bill, and the Senator from Illinois 
has commented somewhat severely upon that, 
] beg leave to refresh his recollection as to 
what occurred in Louisiana only three years 
and a half ago, and what mty probably occur 
again if this bill shall not pass. Three years 
and a balf are a long time, but the outrages 
committed three years and a half ago may be 
repeated. The men are there, nearly all of 
them, who perpetrated those outrages, and the 
inducements may exist to perpetrate them 


again. I think I have the right to call upon 
him and to call upon every honest man to 


unite with me in providing any means that 
may be provided to prevent the repetition of 
those bloody and extraordinary scenes. Let 
me refer to a statement that I find in the Tri- 
bune Almanac in regard to the election for 
President in Louisiana in 1868, 

[ find that in the city of New Orleans at the 
State election in the spring of 1868 there were 
14,224 votes cast that may be called Repub- 


restraint that might be | 











| election was carried by the Democracy. 


|} vote. 


record, 





| the Democratic 


| four. 


so. I 


| from Missouri does 


lican votes, those in favor of reconstruction, | we took in the States of Mississippi and Ala. 
called | 


and 14,604 votes against, which may be 
vote; and that represented 
something like the condition of parties in the 
city. But in the fall following, General Grant 
received in the city of New Orleans 1,178 votes 


| and Mr. Seymour received 24,608 votes, show- 


ing that Grant got about one out of twenty- 
What brought about that remarkable 
change? At the spring election the Rte pub- 
lican party carried Louisiana by a handsome 
majority, a majority of over 8,000; but Sey- 
mour carried the State against Grant by about 
50,000. How were those results produced? | 
beg leave to refresh the memory of Senators 
and of the country upon that subject. It be- 
comes perfectly legitimate that I should do 
will read an extract from the 
of the Committee to Investigate Southern 
Outrages, an extract embodied in the report 
of a committee to investigate a contested elec- 
tion for member of Congress in Louisiana in 
L868: 


“The testimony shows that over two thousand 
persons were killed, wounded, and otherwise injured 
in that State within afew weeks prior to the presi- 
dential election; that half the State was overrun 
by violence; midnight raids, secret murders, and 
open riot kept the people in constant terror until 
the Republicans surrendered all claims, and then the 
The parish 
of Orleans contained 29,910 voters, 15,020 black. In 
the spring of 1868 that parish gave 13,973 Republican 
votes. Inthe fall of 1868 it gave Grant 1,178, a fall- 
ing off of 12,795 votes. Riots prevailed for weeks, 
sweeping the city of New Orleans and filling it with 
scenes of blood, and Ku Klux notices were scattered 
through 
In Caddo there were 2,987 Republicans. In 
the spring of 1868 they carried the parish. In the 
fall they gave Grant one vote. Herealso there were 
bloody riots. 

**But the most remarkable case is that of St. 
Landry, a planting parish on the river Teche. Here 
the Republicans had a registered majority of 1,071 
votes. In the spring of 1868 they carried the parish 
by 678. Inthe fall they gave Grant no vote, not one; 
while the Democrats cast 4,787, the full vote of the 
parish, for Seymour and Blair. 

‘Here oceurred one of the bloodiest riots on 
in which the Ku Klux killed and wounded 
overtwo hundred Republicans, hunting and chasing 
them for two days and nights through fields and 
swamps. Thirteen captives were taken from the 
jailand shot. A pile of twenty-five dead bodies 

was found half buried in the woods. Having con- 
quered the Republicans, killed and driven off the 
white leaders, the Ku Klux captured the masses, 


report 


the city warning the colored men not to | 


marked them with badges of red flannel, enrolled | 
them in clubs, led them to the polls, made them vote | 


the Democratic ticket, 
cates of the fact.”’ 

Mr. BLAIR. 
word? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to make one statement 
in connection with that report. That is the 
report of the Committee on Southern Out 


and then gave them certifi- 


Will the Senator allow me a 


rages, the same committee that refused, by a 
party vote, to allow a single witness to be 


called from the State of Louisiana; the same 
committee that refused to take any testimony 
in regard to the State of Louisiana, as sy 
journals of the committee will show, by 
strict party vote. Motions were made on te 
part of the minority to take testimony in Lou- 
isiana, and they were refused; motions were 
made to eall witnesses from Louisiana, and 
they were refused, the majority preferring to 
reproduce in their report the lying extract just 
read than to take testimony from the State. 
They did not dare to encounter an honest in- 
vestigation of affairs in Louisiana. So much 
for the Senator’s authority. 

Mr. MORTON. ‘The Senator from Penn- 
sylvania and my colleague can perhaps answer 
that charge. I am sure that statement will 
not invalidate the sworn testimony in repeated 
investigations that | have before me, testimony 
| piled mountain high. 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, the Senator 
not state all the facts. He 
was a member of the sub-committee, with my- 
self, which took testimony in the States of 
Alabama and Mississippi, and we were com- 
missioned also to take testimony in the State 
of Tennessee, but found it utterly impossible 
todo so. So large was the volume of testimony 
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bama, that seven weeks, or nearly seven weeks 
were consumed in taking it. If there was any 
other motive for not prosecuting the investi ga- 
do 
not know it. That was the only considera. 
tion that influenced my vote in the committee 
I cannot answer for the motives which jn- 
fluenced other members of the committee; but 
a little testimony, as the Senator is aware, 
was taken in the State of Georgia. There was 
a sub-commitiee that was sent into Georgia, 
Florida, and South Carolina, and perhaps’ an 
additional State, and they gleaned but a small 
portion of the evidence in those States, and 
partly for want of time. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to say. in reply to that, 
if the Senator from Indiana will permit me to 
do so, that while certain members of the com- 
mittee were investigating in the States of 
Georgia and Florida and Alabama and Mis- 
sissippi, there were wany other members of 
the committee who might have been dele- 
gated to investigate elsewhere that were at 
home doing nothing. It was not want of 
time, but want of inclination. 

Mr. PRATT. Butis not the Senator from 
Missouri aware of the fact that the other 
members of the committee complained that 


| they had beeu on duty here all summer in ihe 





city of Washington, aud ought to be excused 
from further duty ? 

Mr. BLAIR. There were others who had 
not been on duty here any part of the time. 
I had been on duty here all the summer my- 
self, and still ] went to Alabama and Missis- 


| sippi, butthe committee voted down directly 


a proposition to investigate either Louisiana, 
Arkansas, or Texas. They selected the States 
to be investigated, and refused to investigate 
the other States. They had ample time; they 
had means enough; but they did not dare to 
confront the facts. That is my judgment. 

Mr. PRATY. I have only to repeat the 
statement I made before, so far as my own case 
is concerned; I cannot answer tor the motives 
of other members of the committee; but it 
was understood that so far as Louisiana and 
Arkansas were concerned, recently there were 
not many Ku Klux troubles in those States, and 
our object was to ascertain what was the pres- 
ent condiuion ia the late insurrectionary States 
that we were commissioned to visit. We were 
sent, therefore, tothose States where the Ku 
Klux outrages within the last year or two were 
reported to have been most numerous. 

Mr. BLAIR. I produced before the com- 
mittee at the time the proclamation of the Gov- 
ernor of Texas, showing that he had declared 


| martial law in Texas, and I asked that l'exas 


might be investigated to see if there was any- 
thing that authorized this declaration of mar 
tial law by the Governor. 1 brought to the 
minds of the committee the fact that General 
Grant had taken possession of a political con 
vention in the State of Louisiana with arms 
and with soldiery, and invoked the committee 
to go there and investigate that. It was not 
thought proper to do it. 1 called attention to 
the facts in regard to the State of Arkansas, 
the turbulence which had existed there and the 


| charges that the elections had been carried by 


fraud, one of which is now being investigated 
before a committee of this House. The com- 


| mittee voted by a strict party vote not to in- 


| 


vestigate either of these Siates, and yet they 
come here and report upon them, and this is 
the result of their report upon a subject which 
they did not dare to investigate and give us 
the opportunity of confronting these state- 
ments. 

Mr. PRATT. Allow me to inquire of my 
friend from Missouri why, inasmuch as he 
was on the committee, and it was in session 
all the summer last year in the city of Wash- 
ington, if he wished to obtain information as 
to the condition of affairs in the States of 


Louisiana and Texas and Arkansas, he did not 
make application for subpenas for witnesses ? 


re 


Pp! 
m 


i, Ln a Get aw luce el lCUlUeee lee CO 





1872. 


Mr. BLAIR. I did. 

Mr. PRATT. The committee was clothed 
with abundant authority to bring witnesses 
before it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did make the application, 
and the subpenas were refused. I applied 
for subpenas for more than a dozen witnesses 
from the State of Louisiana and the applica- 
tion was refused. I applied also fora number 
from Arkansas. I secured a few, three ! think, 
only two of whom were examined ; the third 
the committee refused to examine. That is 
the fact. I produced before the committee the 
declaration of martial law on the part of the 
Governor of Texas, who declared martial law 
at the time the election was to be held, and 
invited the committee to investigate Texas. 
They refused to do it, and after that I should 
be surprised at no report they would make on 
the subject. 

Mr. MORTON. Allow me to say that the 
Senator from Missouri evidently misunder- 
stands the report from which I read. This 
committee does not report these facts as the 


result of its own investigation, but as quoting | 


from a former investigation made in Louis- 


jana in regard to what took place before the | 


presidential election in 1868 by another com- 
mittee. 
Mr. SCOTT. 
aua allow me? 
Mr. MORTON. Certainly. 
Mr. SCOTT. 


Will the Senator from Indi- 


I was not in when this con- | 


troversy about Louisiana originated, but from | 


what I am informed as to what has ‘been said, 


aud from the closing remark of the Senator 


from Missouri, which I just heard, 
necessary to say a few words in reference to 
the action of the committee which he, it seems, 
has been arraigning. IL learn from his state- 
ment that he charges that he made application 
for subpenas for witnesses from the State of 
Arkausas, and succeeded in having several 


I deem it ! 


Ku Klux outrages in the southern States ; that 
that was the leading motive for raising the 
committee. The committee organized. It sat 


here during the month of June. In the latter 
part of Junea sub-committee was sent to South 
Carolina for that purpose, another portion of 

the committee remaining in session here and 
sitting during the month of July for that pur- 

pose. At the close of the month o f July the 
committee adjourned to meet again in Septem- 
ber, if my memory serves me aright. We met 
in September, perhaps in the latter part of 
September, | am not certain as to dates, and 
when we came together the question came up 
how much work could be done. Here were 
the States of Georgia, Mississippi, Alabama, 
and Florida, in all of which itwas alleged these 
disturbances had taken place, and in some of 
which it was alleged they were continuing 
down to that time. It was perfectly evident 
that if the investigation was to be carried on 
in the States in which the evil existed, and to 
investigate which the committee was raised, 
those States were the ones to be visited, and 
that it would be utterly impossible, even if 
there were collateral questions to be investi- 
gated, that sub-committees should be sent into 
all the States. 

My recollection is that when this subject 
came up, and it was determined that sub-com- 
mittees should go into those States in which 
the Ku Klux were carrying on their operations, 
the resolutions which were offered to carry on 
their investigations did not stop with Louis- 
iana and Arkansas and Texas, but they even 
included Virginia, in which it was not alleged 
that there was any disturbance. I think a 
reference to the Journal will verify that fact. 

Mr. BLAIR. That was done in a resolu- 
tion offered by a member of the House. The 
resolution as moved including Virginia came 


; from a member of the House, who then voted 


witnesses brought here; that two were exam- || 
ined; that there was a refusal to examine the | 


remainder. I do not remember how 
witnesses were asked for, but ail who were 
asked for from the State of Arkansas were 
sent for. Two of them appeared; two did 
not appear ; and one did not appear, I think ; 
but after two witnesses were examined, i 
was apparent to the whole committee that 


we were asked to investigate a subject that | 
and the | 


had not been committed to us at all; 


many | 


result of that investigation so far as we did | 


proceed with it is already before the Sen- 
ate, and was reported to the Senate with the 
concurrence of the Senator from Missouri, and 
| never heard that there was the slightest 
complaint on the part of any one that the 


committee did not proceed further in that in- | 


vestigation. My recollection is that we had 
the assentof the Senator from Missouri in dis- 
pensing with further investigation into those 
affairsin Arkansas, and in the report that was 
made to the Senate, upon which action was 
taken by the Senate. So much for Arkansas. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let me remind the Senator 


| the majority 


against the whole. 
Mr. SCOTT. As it has been 


alleged that 
the committee refused to 


to Louisiana 


or 
xo 


| because they were afraid to investigate there, 


and the motive is attacked, I wish to state, so 
far as I know, (and I feel that I can be sure 
what my own motives were,) what the motive 
was. ‘The Ku Klux were to be investigated, 
and the majority of the committee were determ- 
ined that they should be investigated. We 
thought the minority of the committee desired 
that they should not be investigated, and that 
they preferred that the investigation should 
spread itself over other States where they 
were not operating, and go off upon collateral 
questions, instead of directing our application 
to the very question for which the committee 
was organized. 

I would not state this were I not informed 
that the Senator from Missouri had stated that 
refused to goto Louisiana be- 
cause they were afraidto gothere. I say that 


|| no such motive actuated us, but that from the 


that I was perfectly satisfied with the course | 


taken by the committee with reference to the 
particular investigation into the alleged elec- 
tion of the Senator from that State in report- 
ing it to the Senate for its action. I was not 
satisfied, and never was satisfied, with the 
refusal on the part of the committee to include 
the State of Arkansas ir its investigation, and 
I made the motion in the committee, which 
was voted down by a party vote, to ‘send @ 
sub-committee to the State of Arkansas for 
the purpose of making investigation. I did 
not consider it necessary to express any dis- 
satisfaction with the vote of the majority of 
the committee. 

Mr. SCOTT. I was coming to that part of 
the charge that has been nfade also. It is made 
now, I understand, with reference to Arkansas, 
Texas, and Louisiana. It is well known that | 
that committee wasraised for the express pur- 
pose of investigating what were termed the 
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| 


resolutions which were offered in the commit- 
tee we came to the conclusion that our primary 
purpose w 
the committee was raised—to investigate Ku 
Klux outrages where they existed, and where 
they had been perpetrate d since 1868. So far 
as Louisiana is concerned, if the report has 
been quoted correctly, | remember very well 
the extract. I suppose it is from a report of 
the committee of the House in 1869, of which 
Mr. Stevenson, of Ohio, was chairman. There 
is an extract frot n that in our report, not as 
stating what the present condition of Louisiana 


| is, but as giving the history of the Ku Kiux | 
| organization from 1866 down to the present || i 
| time, 


I only rose to make this explanation in 
consequence of what I have 
has occurred during my 
Chamber. 

Mr. BAYARD. I regret exceedingly that 
because the honorable Senator from Peunsy]- 
vania conceived that an implication unjust to 
himself and the majority of the committee | 


absence from the 


fas to carry out the object for which | 


been informed | 
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with whom he acted with regard to investi- 
gating the affairs of Louisiana had been made 
in his absence, state to the 
Senate that it was the opinion of himself and 
his colleagues forming the majority of that 
committee that it was not the wish or inten- 
oo of the minority that outrages committed 
by the Ku Klux, so called, in the southern 
States should be investigated. I am surprised 
that he should fee] himself warranted in ecom- 
ing to such an opinion; I am surprised that 
he should express it, and I only can say, as to 
the action taken by the minority in this case, 
that the testimony, voluminous as it is, is the 
best answer to the fact that, so far as I know, 
there was no truth kept back at any time or 
sought to be kept back and remain undevel- 
oped by those who acted on the part of the 
minority upon that committee. 

I do not choose, and it is not necessary for 
me, to enter into a comparison either of mo- 
tives or conduct on that committee with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, or any one else. 
The record must speak for itself as to whether 
or not there was a full and fair and honest 
attempt at investigation, coupled with much 
labor on the part of the minority. If 1 knew, 
or if I ever have known yet of a wrong 
against the right of any citizen or the violation 
ot any law by any man, and sought to conceal 
it, I call on the Senator or any other man 
within the sound of my voice to suggest it, to 
name it, for when it is examiued it will be 
found to be false. 

Mr. SCOTT. I certainly would be the last 
person to impugn the motive of the Senator 
from Delaware, or any one else with whom I 
had the pleasure of being associated upon that 
committee; for while its duties were disagree- 
able, | may be permitted to say that through 
the courtesy of the members of all parties I[ 
think they were made as pleasant as the nature 
of the subject would permit. But when in- 
formed that the motive of the majority of the 
committee had been arraigned and attacked, 
I could not, in justice to myself and the other 
members of the committee, do less than give 
our motive for doing as we did. And now let 
me ask the Senator from Delaware in all can- 
dor, at the time those motions were submitted 
to examine into the affairs of Arkansas and 
Louisiana, would it have been possible for 
those sub-committees to enter upon those in- 
vestigations, and also proceed with the invest 
igations of Ku Klux outrages in the other 

States to the extent that they did be ‘tween that 
time and the meeting of Rekaeie ss ? 

Mr. BAYARD. Of course not to the ex- 
tent that they did; but I mean to say that 
there was before the minds of the committee, 
so far as I know, as much knowledge that 
Louisiana, Texas, and Arkansas needed exam- 
ination by the committee as any other of these 
States. Nay, more than that, it would have 


he should here 


been exceedingly easy and required ver 
B+) J j 
little time; because the chief outrages in 


‘Texas were by the officials upon the peo- 


ple, doing all they could to destroy every- 
thing like government or security and to 


turn the whole State back into anarchy and 
confusion. All that might have been done, 
in my honest belief, and it should have been 
done. 

Mr. BLAIR. And there were other mem- 
bers of the committee who were unemployed. 

Mr. BAYARD. I never have impeached 
and do not impeach the motives of gentiemen 
who act with me, whether they agree with me 
or not. I merely refer to facts, and | do say 
it was by the vote and by the choice of that 
majority, of which the honorable Senator from 
Pennsylvania is the head, that the outrages in 
Louisiana were not brought before Congress, 
although they may eay that if they had been 
examined time would have been occupied and 
it would have prevented the development of 
testimony elsewhere. 


Mr. MORTON. I beg leave 


to read a fur 


\| ther extract from the report of Mr. Steven 
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BON In the House in regard to the city of New 


Orleans itself I'his is in reference to the 
election in L868: 

‘Inthis part, including that part of Orleans com 
prised in this district, and St. b trd and St. Hel 
epaund Washington, the Republicah party had a 
majority in ISOS of over one thousand, reeciving 

ghty- five hundred ind xty-tive voles Over 
three hundred leading and active RKepublicans, 
white and colored, were killed, ounded, or other 
wise cruelly maltreated by Ku Klux and other in- 
struments of violence and intimidation within 
sixty days preceeding the election. 

* Terror and dread took poss ion of the unpro- 
tected people thousands of colored Republicans 
and some whites voted the Democratic ticket from 


compulsion and fear, and the great inass rewained 
away from the polls, and the cighty-five hundred 
and sixty-five Republican votes were reduced to 
eighty-tour, eighty of which were received in Or- 
jeans, twoin St. Bernard, two in St. Llelena, (out of 
Amite,) and in Washington none,” 

N OW, l iu 
report of the 
other case, the 
election he ld at the 

The Chiet 


Secretary to read from the 
Committee 


‘the 
on Klections in an 

Mann, an 
in 1868, 


case of Jones vs. 
Same tine, 
Clerk read as follow 

fhe State Legislature had called ineffectually 
upon the national Executive fortroops to uphold the 
law, to put down lawlessness and crime, and to pro 
tect loyal citizens in their persons and property. 

** Meanwhile a systematic course of intimidation 
violence, plunder, robbery, assassination, and mur- 
der, was practiced in many portions of the State to- 
ward the loyal Union citizens, especially the citizens 
of color; their property and lives were in jeopardy 
on account of their loyaity, and a large portion of 
the State, and particularly the city of New Orleans, 
was controlled by lawless partisuns ofthe late rebel- 
lion, many of them armed, rendering it unsafe and 
perilous for loyal citizens to freely speak their sen- 
timents, participate in political meetings, orto at 
tend upon and vote at the election; and on the 2oth 
of October, 1808, the Governor of the Stateannounced 
to the department commander that the civil author- 
ities in the parishes of Orleans, Jefferson, and St. 
Bernard were unable to preserve order and protect 
the lives and property of the people; and the condi- 
tion of the city immediately thereafter may be in- 


ferred from a statement made in a communication 
from the Governor to one of the United States Sena- 
tors from that State, of December 20, 1568, which 
was laid on the desks of the members of the louse 
in the early part of this session, wherein he says 
that ‘armed white men patrolled the streets nignt 


and day, sacking Republican 
dences of Union citizens, 
houses. During the week 
over sixteen persons were killed in New Orleans.’ 
lle further adds that, notwithstanding an orde r of 
the commanding general to the contrary, * Demo- 
cratic clubs did have processions, and armed bands 
continued their violence up to the day of election, 
I he week preceding the election was one of intense 
excitement; the whole city was filled with alarm. 
My parlor was constantly filled with men who 
brought reports of outrages upon their persons and 
property. A constant stream of men ran from the 
gun stores of thecity with arms and ammunition, 
and every evidence of general tumult and rioting 
was apparent. During this time 1 was in daily com- 
munication with thecommanding general, who ex- 
pressed great concern and lamented the meager 
force at his disposal. It was so small that General 
Buchanan stated, in General Rousseau’s presence, 
that he (General R.) would be as much justified in 
retiring with his troops as he would before aun enemy 
of superior force, 


club-rooms, the resi- 
ehurches, and school- 
preceding the election 


These statements give a sufficient explanation of 


the vote returned from the parish of Orleans, and 
as to this parish would seem to justify the conclud- 
ing statement made by the Governor in said com- 
munication as to the election generally, *‘ that the 
result was attained by the most shameless resort to 
murder, assassination, tumult, and intimidation, not 
tospeak of proscription, that was ever known in 
this country.’’ Said letter of Governor Warmoth, 
with the reply of General Buchanan, of January 20, 
1869, and the rejoinder of Governor Warmoth, « 
January 26, areappended to this report, and marked 
A, B, and C.”’ 


Mr. MORTON. This evidence shows that 
the murder, assassination, and violence that 
occurred in Louisiana just betore the late pres- 
idential election, and that controlled that elee- 
tion, amounted toa war. Lhe same motives may 
exist to bring about the same scenes again ; 
and | ask where there is any man who desires 
peace, who desires honest elections and abhors 
bloodshed, who can object to the use of the 
means to prevent the repetition of these dread- 
ful scenes? ‘The same combustible material 
exists there now that existed then, and may 
be put in motion by the same instrumentali- 
lies. 

I might go through with theehbistory of the 
elections in several of the States in 1868, but 
I shall content myself with a brief reference 
to the election in Georgia. In June, 


1868, |) 


the Republican party carried the State of 
Georgia by about nine thousand majority. 


Mr. NORWOOD. 1 suppose the honorable 


Senator reters to the election in April. ‘| here 
was no election in June, 

Mr. MORTON. I should say April. I refer 
to the spring election. The Republican party 
carried it by : bout seven thousand majority. 
They lostit in the November following by 


In seven 
shown by the 
»-—] think I have counted 


about forty-live thousand majority. 
of the ¢ Georgia, as 
statement [have here 


yunties of 


them accurately—there was not a vote cast for | 


General Grant. 
were 


In eight other counties there 
votes cast not to exceed twelve for him, 


showing the influence of the reign of terror in | 


that State. 
instance—— 
Mr. NORWOOD. Will the honorable Sen- 
ator please call over the names of the counties 
where no vote was cast for General Grant? 
Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir; [will oblige the 
Senator. It will take but a moment, I think. 
The county of Bartow, [ think, is the first one ; 
that isput down 1. The county of Bullock is 
the next one. In the county of Chattahoochee 
there were 3 votes for Grant; in the county of 
Clinch, 75; in the county of* Coffee, none ; 
in the county of Columbia, 1; in the county 
of Colquitt, 25; in the county of Dade, 18; 
in the county of Dooly, 32, in the county of 
Karly, none; inthe county of Elbert, 34; in 
the county of Emanuel, 29; in the county of 
Glascock, 10; in the county of Irwin, none; 
in the county of Jones, none; 
Lineoln, none; 
in the county of 
of Montgomery, 


I refer to this simply as a striking 


Miller, none; in the county 
none; in the county of Rich- 
mond, 1; in the county of Schley, 693; in the 
county of Tatnall, none; in the county of Tel- 
fair, none; in the county of Ware, 6; in the 
county of Wayne, 10; in the county of Wilkes, 
7; and in others small numbers that I do not 
enumerate. 

Mr. President, | had not intended to say any- 
thing on #his subject in addition to what was 
said the other day in reference to it; but what 
was said this morning by the Senator from Del- 


| aware and the Senator from California made it 


proper that I should advert to what took place | 
in 1868 in Louisiana and what might transpire | 


again. Now, lrepeat the question, what consti- 


in the county of | 
in the county of Madison, 91; | 


tutional reason or objection can be made to | 


placing Louisiana, so far as these elections are 


concerned, and so far as giving the presidential | 


election the incidental protection of the law 
protecting the congressional elections is con- 
cerned, in the same condition with IlIlinois, 
Georgia, Delaware, New Jersey, New York, 
and in fact over twenty-five States in this 
Union? 

Mr. HILL. I was about to interrupt the 
Senator from Indiana with a question, upon 
which I should like to hear his views. It may 


not be improper that he and I should talk a | 


little about this bill, though we have talked it 
over elsewhere. I notice ([ do not know that 
my attention has been called to it before) the 
particular language of the Constitution in 
regard to the power of Congress in choosing 
the time for the election of electors for Pres- 
ident and Vice President. This is the grant 
of power to Congress: 


* The Congress may det ermine the time of choos- 
ing the electors, and the day on which they shall 
give their votes, which day shall be the sume 


throughout the United States.” 


Turning to the Constitution this morning, it | 


occurred to me for the first time that it was 
not very clear that it was within the power of 
the Congress to name different days upon 
which electors might be chosen. For exam- 
ple, if we can say that in Louisiana the first 
Monday in November shall be the day of 
c -hoosing electors instead of the first Tuesday, 
we might say that the State of Vermont might | 
choose on W ednesday, New York on Thase. | 
day, Pennsylvania on ['riday, and another 
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| the election in different months. 





May 10, 


The obj. et 
seems to have been to have a uniform day of 
choosing electors. 


Mr. KELLOGG, No, sir; if the Senator 


| will permit me—— 


Mr. HILL. Iwillcometo thatin a moment. 
I see that it isin the disjunctive. I reads in 
this way : 

‘*The Congress may determine the time of ch) «- 
ing the electors, and the day on which they shal] 
give their votes ;"— 

Then comes a semicolon, and the disjunct- 
ive part of the sentence occurs— 

“which day shall be the same throughout the Uni- 
ted States.” 

Mr. KELLOGG. Now I will ask the Sen. 
ator what that *‘day’’ relates to. 

Mr. HILL. | answer the Senator, it relates 
to the day on which the Electoral College shalj 
assemble and give their votes; there is no 
doubt about that. But it will be observed 


that it is in the singular number; the word 


‘*time’’ is used. ‘The Congress may de- 


| termine the time of choosing the electors.” 


| tudinous powers that I have 


lf it had been the intention of the framers of 
the Constitution to give to Congress the lati- 
adverted to, of 


| selecting different days for different States, 
| would they not have expressed it by using the 


word **times’’—the times of choosing? 
it is limited to ** the time.’ 
time spoken of, 


But 
There is but one 
‘That under the word ‘‘time”’ 


| you may discriminate and choose two different 


| different periods. 


days, 1 am not clear by any means, for cer- 
tainly it follows, as a matter of course, that if 
Congress can preseribe a day for Louisiana 
different from the general day it has pre- 
scribed for the choosing of electors, it may pre- 
scribe any variety of time for other States. 
‘That is too clear for question. 

What, then, was meant by the framers of 
the Constitution in using the word ** time?” 
It isa specific designation, as it strikes my 
mind, and is limited to one period, not to two 
It occurs to me that it is 
pot within the power of Congress to have 
thirty-seven different days upon which elect- 


' ors for President and Vice President may be 


chosen. I know that the expediency question 
is the only one that has presented itself here- 
tofore to my own mind as of any moment. I| 


| know that | have suggested that the only ob- 





jection to this particular measure that pre- 
sented itself to me was that it put it in the 
power of voters to vote on Monday in Louisi- 
ana and of going into the adjoining States on 
Tuesday, if they chose to do so, and casting 
votes there, thereby fraudulently increasing the 
vote of one party or another party in an ad- 
joining State. ‘'hat was the gravest objection 
that occurred to me before. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator 
from Georgia a question? ° 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish toask him whether 
itis not within his knowledge that the first 
provision of law made by the fathers who 
made the Constitution, under that clause of 
the Constitution, did not provide a variable 
time running over thirty-four days? 

Mr. HILL. Let me understand that ques- 
tion. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The inquiry is, whether 
it is not within the knowledge of the Senator 
from Georgia that the same men who framed 
that Constitution framed a law under it giving 
it a practical construction on the very point 
he is talking about, allowing the election of 
electors to run over a var iable time of thirty- 
four days? 

Mr. H{LL. No 
knowledge. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
of Mareh 1, 1792, 
thing. 

Mr. HILL. Read that statute, if you please. 
I only want light. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator will find 


that was not within my 


I have here the statute 
which does exactly that 


State on Saturday, and we might even have | the same law in the Manual which he holds in 





hi 


a 


ar 
or 





his hand ; 

at-Large : 

“That except in case of an election of President 

and V ice President of the United St: ates prior to the 
ordinary period us herein specified ” 

That 1s, 

€ le cuons— 


but I will read it out of the Statutes- | 


this act relates to the regular 


shall be appointed in each State for the 
election of a President and Vice President of the 
U t ited States, within thirty-four davs preceding the 
firsts Wednesday in December, 1792, and within 
t 
J 
4 


“ electors 


irty-four days preceding the first Wednesday in 

) ember in every fourth year succe eding the last 

lection, which electors shall be equal,’’ &c. | 

_ HILL. That still does not come up to | 

ar ide a that while the time shall be within a 
given pe riod of days, it is not the sanction of 
the framers of f the Constitution who sat in 
that early Congress of the principle that they 
might designate different ios for different 
States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Was not that a delega- 
tion of power to the different States to regu- 
jate it within that time according to their own 
wishes, and does not the Senator know as 
matter of history that they did not vote on 
the same day ? 

Mr. HILL. No; I did not know that. I 
have not paid attention to that particular fact. 
If that be so, it would seem that the question 
is settled. That was the only question that 
was pressing upon my mind. 

In view of what had occurred on former oc- 
casions, and the great question of peace, X&c., 
in Louisiana, I rather gave my assent to this 
bill. While I do not like the idea of having 
two days upon which the election of presiden- 
tial electors may occur, or one day in one 
State and a different day in all the other States, 
I] was willing to yield it for the convenience 
of the people of Louisiana on this particular 
occasion, but I was not very sure that under 
the grant of power in the Constitution it was | 
within the power ot Congress to give them 
this relief. I do not know but that it would 
be better, I think it would, to have separated 
these elections of the States and the Federal 
elections anyhow. 1 think instead of this sort 
ofcompulsory process with a ticket made with 
a particular name for President and a partic- 
ular name for member of Congress and the 
usual routine of party, it would have contrib- 
uted more to the treedom of elections to have | 
had two days, one for the Iederal election 
aud for the State election; and were it left to 
myself I would to-day infinitely prefer having 
sepurate elections. 

in the State of Georgia, as I have elsewhere 
stated, we have this peculiarity in our election 
laws: for the sake of puritying the ballot-box 
and preventing fraud we number the ticket of 
the voter with the same number as the name 
bears upon the election list. This facilitates 
the scrutinizing of an election and arriving at 
a correct conclusion as to whether it is a fair | 
or unfair election very accurately, and hence 
the regulation was made. ‘hat was the pur- 
pose of it. Now, lam not willing myselt for 
uny body of men created by act of Congress, | 
appointed either by the judiciary or by any | 
other functionary of the Government of the | 
United States, to supervise the ballot-box ot 
the States, so far as the officials of the States 
are concerned in the election. I do not deny 
the power, and the expe ediency even, of doing it | 
in relation to the election of Federal officials ; 
but I do not like the rule when it involves | 
an examination into the tickets upon which | 
appear the names of the candidates for the 
Legislature of the State and county officers, 
and other persons who may happen to be 
elected on the same day. I was willing 
though in the main to waive any particular 
objection in the case of Louisiana for this one 
year for the sake of general convenience. | 
do not know,-I have not studied very dili- 
geatly the great frauds and interventions of 
lawlessness to prevent a popular vote in the 
State of Louisiana that bave been referred to. | 





1 am not familiar with that subject. | 





eines 


| 
r 
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It is but justice to some of the communities 
in the State of Georgia that have been referred 

0 that I should say a word in regard to them, 
I will mention the county of which has 
been referred to. ‘There was no election poll 
at the court-house in Jones county at the 
November election in 1868. They did not open 
any polis whatever. lhe voters went almost 
Bibb, only 
to the city of Macon, 
It will be found that in the 
county of Jones there was a very small 
vote, and that was a small number who went 
to a remote precinct in the county near the 
Jasper line. Iam familiar with that locality, 
because | live there. 1 know this was done 
for the purpose of avoiding the large colored 
vote that was in the county. They did not 
open the polls at the town of C linton, aud the 
colored voters were compelled to go to Macon, 
where they augmented the Republican vote, 
as will be seen by comparing the two elec 
tions, the spring election and the election in 
the fall. 

There is a mistake in the table read by the 
Senator from Indiana in regard to the county 
of Richmond, where there is but one vote put 
down as having been polled for the Repub- 
licans. The Republican party polled a very 
considerable vote in that county in 1868 in both 
elections. I know that 
in a great many counties there were very few 


je Sy 


€n masse over 
thirteen miles distant, 
and there voted. 
whoie 


into the couaty of 


| persons who voted, and it was said at the ime 


it was because of apprehensions of violence. 
I do not know whether they were well grounded 
or ill-grounded apprehensions. 

My only purpose in rising was to elicit in- 
formation in regard to this. particular point. 
[ would have preterred that there should be no 
departure from the general rule of selecting all 
the electors on a particular day, just as | would 
prefer in the States that every election should 
occur in all the counties contemporaneously 
instead of on differentdays. But probably in 
this case the game is hardly worth the candle. 
If Louisiana were as great a State as New 


York, and the result of the election there 
might affect the result elsewhere, it might be 


As it is | am rather indit- 
do not care much whether 


of greater moment. 
ferent about it. 1 
it is adopted or not. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I shall vote against 
this bill, and | desire to state the reasons why 
I shall do so. I can well imagine that it might 
perhaps avoid some expe »nse and i inconvenience 
in Louisiana to have the two elections held 
on the same day. That is the evil which it 1s 
said it is proposed to remedy by this bill. It 
strikes me as somewhat singular that other 
States similarly situated are not included in 
this bill. The State of Pennsylvania, the State 
of Ohio, the State of Indiana, and several 
other States hold their elections for State olli- 
cersand tor Congressmen on different days {from 
that on which the presidential election is held. 
If the only evil to be remedied in this case is 
that there shall be but one election heid, I 
cannot conceive why the law should not have 


| been made a general law extending to all the 
8 || States similarly situated. 


But I fear there is something behind this. 
I will not charge that there are improper mo- 
tives actuating gentlemen who have introduced 
this measure; but we know the influence which 
party feeling has upon us all. Ido not claim 
to be exempt from it, and when [ say that 
other Senators on this floor are actuated by 
party feeling I attribute to them nothing but 
that which | admit is true of myself. But it 
leaked out in the debate on this bill yesterday, 
I believe, that one of the objects was to extend 


| the protection of lederal authority to the 


| elect 


! 


ions in Louisiana. As soon as I heard 
that, my mind was made up that it 
improper bill to pass. 

Now, sir, the President of the United States 


is to be a candidate, as is generally conceded, 


Was an 


| candidate, 
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at the next election for reélection, and itis pro- 
posed in this bill to place in his hands the means 
by which he may carry the election in the State 
of Louisiana for himself in op position to the 
wishes of the people of that State if the y desire 

to vote against him, that a dangerous 
power in the hands of any mau? [ 
am making no charges against Genered Grant; 
lam not saying that General Grant will use 
that power; but L say it is a suflicient objec- 
tion to this bill that it proposes to place that 
powerin the hands of the President. Whether 
he exercises it or not is a matter resting in his 
discretion, but it is a dangerous thing for Con- 
gress to invest him with such fearful power 
that he may carry the State of Louisiana in 
favor of himself against all competitors. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Willthe Senator from 
Delaware allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CARPENTER. ‘This bill, as I under- 
stand it, provides for the election in Louisiana 
the day betore the general election. Now, 
with the existence of the telegraph all over 
this country, | wish to ask my friend if he does 
not believe that an attempt on the part of 
lederal othcers in Louisiana to use this law 
for any unlawful, or fraudulent 
purpose would be telegraphed all over the 
country in six hours aud would defeat General 
Grant ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. So far as conveying that 
information all over this country is concerned, 
if it was designed by the President of the 
United States to use the power with which 
you propose to Invest him for the purpose of 
carrying the election of electors in that State, 
he would take the prevent that in- 
formation being spread in any quarter where 
it might affect the election. Now, | submit 
to the Senator from Wisconsin if he does not 
lane: that itis unwise legislation to invest 
in the hands of the President of the United 
States a power by which he can affect a single 
vote in reference to the presidential election 
if he himself is a candidate? 


Is hol 
lo place 


op pressive, 


means to 


Mr. CARPENTER. Certainly; but there 
is no such power placed in the hands of the 
President by this bill. The only power con- 


ferred upon the President 
gress 1s Lo ory serve order. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Ah, sir, 
make a decent and call it peace !”’ 
In my own Stare 
ing order.’’ | have seen a military commander 
deprive citizens, qualified under the constitu- 
tion of the State, from voting by attempting to 
prescribe additional qualifications by a military 
order, and through that very means | myself 
was driven from the polls because | would not 
recognize the right of a military commander 
to determine my right to vote in my own 
State. ‘This matter of ‘* preserving order’’ is 
the exeuse. 1 would tuke from the President 
the power to make any order; | would even 
take from him the power to send the military 
to any polis at a time when he himself was a 
because that will be made the ex- 
cuse for an interference with the elections in 
order to carry the elections. Such a fearful 
power ought not to be placed in his hands 
unless he is something beyond common 
humanity. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Will the Senator from 
Delaware allow me to read from a report that 
is lying on our tables this morning to show how 
power is used to preserve order? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Yes, sit 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I read as follows: 

“On the day of election the town where the elee- 
tion was he!d was occupied byan armed force under 
command of one Captain Richardson. Pickets were 
stationed on all the roads leading into town, and 


persons coming in to vote were obliged to obtain a 
pass from the military authorities,” 


by any law of Con- 


“you may 
Ihave seen 


sumnething of this ‘* preserv- 


That is the way they were permitted to vote 
at the last election in ‘Texas, as it appears 
from a report laid on our tables this morning. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Yes, sir; and that was 
the way they were permitted to vote in my own 


em gn CE 


* 
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State in the year 1862. Why, sir, I saw the 
military force that was sent into the State of 
Delaware, ostensibly for the purpose of pre- 
serving the peace atthe polls, when there was 
no occasion whatever for the appearamce of a 
single military officer or soldier there, charge 
upon the polls in my own town and drive the 
citizens from the polls. I saw man 
knocked down by the point of a Federal bay- 
onet, who was taken up and brought into my 
own office. Talk notthen to meabout ** preserv- 
by the presence of military power 
at elections, when | have witnessed its opera- 
tion in my own State and felt it in my own 
person! If you propose to carry the election 
by military power say 80. 

‘The Senator from Indiana, I believe it was, 
this morning referred to the dissensions inthe 
Republican ranks in the State of Louisiana. 
Why: was not your measure proposed before 
Governor Warmoth seceded from his alle- 
President Grant? May there not 
be something in the fact that Governor War- 
moth, with a strong party at his back, was 
represented in the Cincinnati convention, and 
is there not a fear that because of that fact 
that State may not cast ber electoral vote for 
President Grant? 

Mr. CARPENTER. Allow me to inter- 
rupt the Senator once more, for the purpose of 
quieting bis fears, for | know he is distressed 
on this subject. Let me say to him that my 
recollection is that this bill in substance was 
reported from the Judiciary Committee months 
ago, with the honorable Senator from Illinois 
chairmac of the committee. It never occurred 
to him, it did not to me, it did not to any other 
member of that committee, that there was any 


one 


ing peace”’ 


giance to 


‘‘cat under the meal,’’ or *‘nigger in the 
fence.’’ It seemed to us te be a perfectly 


reasonable proposition, and I believe we were 
unanimous in favor of it. The bill was moved 
in December. So that I can say to my friend 
the Cincinnati convention has not had the 
slightest effect on the friends of the bill. It 
does seem to have distressed the Senator from 
Lilinois in some way. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. 
agreed to this bill. 
Mr. CARPENTER. I think you did. I 
may be mistaken; but | understood there was 
no dissent in Committee, 
Mr. TRUMBULL. 
agreed to it. 
Mr. CARPENTER. 


you reported it, 


I do not think I ever 


I do not think I ever 


My impression is that 
Il may be mistaken. I know 
it was discussed in committee, and I never 
heard any Opposition to it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I reported the bill 
back and had it referred, according to my rec- 
ollection, to the Committee on Privileges and 
Klections. 

Mr. KELLOGG. That was at this session. 
The Committee on Privileges and Elections 
was not in existence at the last session. 

Mr. CARPENTER. At the last session I 
understand this bill was reported by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary but never acted on. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not remember it. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I may be mistaken, 
but that is my recollection. 

Mr. KELLOGG. = It was. 

Mr CARPENTER. So that my friend 
from Delaware need not be alarmed on the 
particular point which is distressing him at 
present. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I confess to the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin | have my fears excited 


Senators that something was necessary to be 
done or Warmoth would carry Louisiana for 
Greeley and not for Grant. 

I have stated my fears in reference to this 
measure. I shall wateh during this campaign, 


| as the honorable Senator seems to think that 


aS a Campaign approaches men’s fears are 
excited—l shall watch with a strict vigilance 
every movement of the friends of the Presi- 
dent, when | see them attempting to fix elec- 
tions so that, if they have a disposition to do 
it, they may control them in the interest of the 
President of the United States. 

Mr. CARPENTER. It is written in some 
old book (I forget now exactly what) that 
innocence is unsuspecting. If there be any 
truth in that maxim, the suspicions that are 
disturbing the Democratic party at present 


,are exceedingly discreditable to that party. 


| reposed in him? 


All the power that General Grant has to-day 
he has had for months. ‘This bill proposes to 
give him no power whatever for any purpose 
whatever. Now, in what instance has General 
Grant abused the trust that Congress has 
Why is it that my honor- 
able friend who has just taken his seat is 
alarmed for fear that this election in Louisi- 
ana is to be carried by military force? It is 
an election that must precede the general 
election, if this bill should pass, and the news 
of any fraud or intervention on the part of the 
Army, or of any military force except in such 
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-acase as would be justified by every man in | 
the land, would be telegraphed all over this 


Union, and if anything could defeat General 
Grant’s reélection, that would be certain to 
do it. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I ask the honorable 
Senator if he does not suppose that any action 


| of the President of the United States in that 


regard would be apologized for, excused, pal- 
liated, justified by his adherents, and denied 
if necessary? 

Mr. CARPENTER. No, Mr. President. 
The Senator from Delaware is losing his con- 
tidence, not only in General Grant, but in the 
intelligence of the American people and the 


| rectitude of human nature, as my friend from 


Indiana [Mr. Morron] suggests. I appeal to 


/my old Democratic friends not to give up 


everything that was characteristic of the Dem- 
ocratic party. Do not give up your confidence 
in the sense of the people. The American 
people are notin any danger of being deceived 
or fooled. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I willsay to my friend 
from Wisconsin that I have not lost all my 
faith in the doctrine of the final perseverance 
of the saints, politically, and | hope the day 
may still come when he will be back among 
his old friends. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CARPENTER. If it ever does, it 
will beat a time when the Democratic party has 
passed through such an absolution of the past 
and opened its eyes to such glories in the 
future as we can hardly conceive for it just 
now. [{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. EDMUNDs. The baptism of fire. 

Mr. CARPENTER. ‘The baptism of fire 
it is now passing through. What effect that 


|| may produce upon it in future years I will not 


whenever | see an attempt made to interfere | 


with the fairness of elections by interposing 
military power at the polls, and let me say to 
him that his statement has not proved a sooth- 
ing sirup. Ido not propose to accept as a 
sutlicient explanation the fact that this bill was 
introduced in December, and was suffered to 
he here still-born until after Governor War- 
moth seceded trom the Republican party and 
identified his fortunes with the candidate of 


predict, but it does seem to me that nothing 
in this world but a chronic determination 
that no business shall be done in this Senate 
without a political discussion could ever have 
started this discussion upon this bill. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Will the Senator allow 
me a word? 

Mr. CARPENTER. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 


Always. 
I have remarked in the 


Senator a considerable degree of care and of | 


fairness in his discussions. I ask him who it 
was that gave a political character to the dis- 
cussion ot this bill? I ask him if it was not 
the Senator from 
upon this floor that one effect of it, perhaps he 
said the object of it, was to give, as he said, 
indirectly the protection of the Federal laws 


Cincinnati. Then it must have occurred to || and the Federal power to a State election? 


Indiana when he avowed | 
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Mr. CARPENTER. The drift of that ques. 
tion would rather indicate that I was pursuing 
an improper line of remark, and perhaps [ 
am. It would look as though I was blaming 
some Senators, and my friend desires to locate 
it somewhere. I have no such purpose. I am 
as fallible in this particular as any other man, 
{ do love a row just as well as anybody, 
whether it be political or any other kind, and 
Iam just as easily switched into a political 
discussion. I was rather apologizing for my- 
self than blaming anybody else when I was 
deprecating my own political remarks upon a 
mere business question. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is On concurring in the amendment made as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Before this question is 

taken I wish to call the attention of the Sen- 
| ate and of the country, so that I shall oblige 
my friend from Illinois, to this alleged inter- 
ference by force in an election in Texas and 
to this military surveillance of it which he 

referred to in reading from a House report. I 
| do not wish to occupy time, but I wish to read 
the whole upon that subject, which makes the 
horse of a slightly different color so far as the 
effect goes from that seen by my honorable 
friend from I\linois. The report says: 


**The colored voters generally failed to vote, so 
that only 28 votes were cast for Clark, to 1,153 for 
Giddings. That a state of excitement and fear ex- 
isted in this county about the time of the election 
isclear. Acollision occurred between some colore 
policemen and certain white men, which resultedin 
the death of one of the latter, and the wounding of 
one of theformer. This produced great excitement, 
and was followed by a general uprising and arming 
of both whites and blacks. On the day of election 
the town where the election was held was occupied 
| by an armed force under command of one Captain 

Richardson. Pickets werestationed on all the roads 
| leading into town, and persons coming in to vote 
were obliged to obtain a pass from the military au- 
thorities. Although the witnesses say that all voters 
were permitted to come and go in peace, and that 
the freedinen were urged to vote, yet it is clear that 
they abstained from doing so for reasons which most 
men would consider good and suflicient.”’ 


That seems to be brought forward by the 
honorable Senator from I|linois to show that 
the President of the United States, or some- 
body acting under his real or supposed author- 
| ity, direct or indirect, had taken possession 

of the voting place and set pickets around it, 
and undertook to regulate who should come 
in and who should go out; whereas when you 
read the whole context you perceive that there 
was a somewhat not infrequent action of a 
State riot in Texas between the citizens of 
Texas preceding the day of the election by a 
little while, which resulted in a general up- 
rising and arming of blacks and whites, and 
in the necessity of the intervention, under the 
Governor of the State, of the State militia for 
the preservation of order. The militia occu- 
pied that town, and in the course of their 
occupation this operation took place. Now, 
what has that to do with this bill or any other 
act that Congress has ever passed ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, I re- 
ferred to it to show what a condition of things 
there was in Texas, and that the military had 
been interfering there, and I understand that 
the military authority there was upheld by the 
United States, that Governor Davis, the Gov- 
ernor of the State was sustained by the Fed- 
eral Government in his action there, and in 
giving certificates. I do not know what the 
Federal Government had to do with giving cer- 
tificates, but | understand that the Governor 
down there gave certificates to men whose vote 
was less by many thousands than those who 
were elected. I read from that report to show 
what a condition of things existed, and how in 
some localities the military had been used. I 
care not whether it is used by State authority 
or by Federal authority, no people can be said 
to be free in the exercise of thé elective fran- 
chise that have to walk through bayonets and 

obtain passes from the military before they can 
| vote. Iam as much opposed to it on the part 


|| of a State, if I had any power to control it, as 


a a a ee ee ee ee ee 
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I would be on the part of the United States. 


And inasmuch as it had been avowed in this | 
case that one object of changing the day was | 


tu bring the election under the supervision 
of an act of Congress which provides for super- 
vising the elections by Federal authority, un- 
constitutionally as 1 thought, that seemed to 
me an objection to this change of the day, 
because | do not think the Federal Govern- 
ment should have anything to do with the 


election of electors of President and Vice | 


President of the United States; and I referred 


to this as much for the purpose of answer- | 


ing what had been said by the Senator from 
Jndiana as anything else. 

He confined his remarks to elections which 
occurred in 1868. If he had brought his 


examinations down a little later, he would | 


have found that the election in Louisiana two 
years later was quite as bad as the one in 
1868, but on the other side, I think; but it is 
immaterial to me on which side it was. | 
have nothing to say about sides in regard to 
honest and tair elections, and I do not care 
where the cheating is so far as our institu- 
tions are concerned and our Government is 
concerned ; if we mean to maintain an elect- 
ive and representative Government we must 
have pure and fair elections upon all sides, 
and the fact that one party in Louisiana prac- 
ticed fraud in 1868, and another in 1870, does 
not change it at all. 
as anything to show the disordered state of 
things, and that the military power was being 
used in reference to elections. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from IIli- 
nois was a little unlucky, then, in his first 
observations if he did not mean to have the 
Seuate understand and the country understand 
(because I never wish to make a reply to one 
of his speeches without using that word) that 
there had been a Federal interference by mili- 
tary power in the election in one ot the coun- 
ties in l'exas in October, 1871. If so, he was 
very unfortunate indeed, and I confess I was 
shocked when I heard him make the state- 
ment out of this report which I had not then 


read, at the idea that any officer of the Uni- | 


ted States should have undertaken to inter- 
fere and do what he read he did do; but I 
observed when | came to read it that he had 
only read one or two lines, and therefore the 
impression (which I am sure he did not intend 
to produce, because he would not wish to mis- 
represent anything even to the country, much 
less to the Senate,) was produced upon my 
mind, and I think upon every Senator who 
heard him who had not read the report, that 
there had been this kind of interference that 
has been talked about upon the other side of 
the Chamber, Federal interference under the 
dangerous powers of a dangerous President 
to do something about elections in Texas. 
Now he says that he understands not that 
this particular thing to which he referred was 
done by any Federal officer or any Federal 
troops, or that they had anything to do about 
it, but he understands that Governor Davis 
was sustained by the authorities of the United 
States. In what? He could not quite say 
what, except he believesin granting certificates 
to men who were not entitled to certificates. 


If the honorable Senator has any specific || against the other, even if it had to result for 


information upon that point, 1 wish he would 
tell us what it is. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. You will find it in the 
very report before you; in that very case the 
certificate was given to Clark. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My honorable friend is 
extremely unlucky in understanding me, or else 
lam in understanding him. 1am notnow onthe 
point as to whether a certificate was given to the 
wrong man, but whether the Federal authorities 
sustained Governor Davis in doing it; that is 
what I challenge the honorable Senator to pro- 
duce the proof of, and there is nota particle, and 
itis not true. If he has any proof lethim bring 
it forward, 


l referred to this as ‘much 


It is very easy to assail the Presi- | 








| right; 


| in preserving order 
| of every State have done from the foundation 
_of the Government; 


| dent of the United States or any other official 


by assertions of misconduct, if you are not 
particularly scrupulous about the amount of 
proof that you have to sustain them. I could 
almost do it myself, as humble as I am, but I 
do not choose to. 

Therefore, I say, I deny that there is any 
evidence for, or any truth in the proposition 
that the Federal authorities have sustained 
Governor Davis in the supervising of elec- 
tions by military power mentioned in this 
report, or so far as | know in any other case. 


| Who have sustained him in granting certifi- 
| cates to men who received the minority of 


votes? If the Senator will read this very 
report upon which he stands he will see 
that the Iederal authorities, if they are the 
Republican House of Representatives, instead 


| of sustaining the granting of this certificate 
; condemned it and have reported against it. 
| There is the difference. 


Then, if setting aside a certificate of the 
Governor is sustaining it, then the Senator is 
but if setting aside a certificate is not 
sustaining it, then the Senator is wrong. 
Neither the President of the United States 
nor any other Federal officer, as the Senator 
well knows, has anything to do with the cer- 
tificate which a Governor furnishes of the 
election of a member of Congress. It is not 
sent to any Federal officer except to the Clerk 
of the House of Representatives. It being 
sent to that Federal officer, it is laid before 
the House, and the House of Representatives, 
instead of sustaining Governor Davis in this 
case, inquire into his conduct, inquire into 


| the truth, and report that the certificate ought 


to be set aside. 
question. 
Now, the Senator says you cannot have good 
elections without freedom. So you cannot. 
That is a proposition which everybody agrees 
to. Butthe question is what the honorable 
Senator himself would have done 
that is nothing to the case we have in hand, 
but it is pertinent to what he has said—had 
he been Governor of Texas on the day pre- 
ceding this election, and had been notitied 
of there having been a collision between the 
policemen on the one side and other men upon 
the other, resuiting in wounding and death, 


There is the fact on this very 





followed by great excitement and a general up- | 


rising and arming of both whites and blacks. 
W hat would he have done if he had been the 


| Governor of the State? If he had obeyed his 


duty, as I have no doubt he would have done, 


| he would have exercised the executive au- 
| thority vested in him, and which he 


was sworn 
to exercise, to exert the power of the State 
just as the Governors 


Democratic Governors 


| quite as often as Whig or Republican Gov- 





ernors, because generally the Governors of 
the State, of whatever party, have striven to 
do their constitutional duty manfully and fear- 
lessly. 


The Governor of any State under any cir- 


|| cumstances, if he should have performed his 


duty, would have occupied that town by mili- 
tary force in order to keep the people of that 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1} 


| man was prevented from voting, 


3285 


tion to the fact that that report says that no 
and every- 
body was allowed to vote. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I know th: at, but I am 


| going on the supposition that everybody was 


| whether 


prevented from voting. The question is 
it would have been the duty of the 
Governor on an occasion of that kind to turn 
the two races loose, armed and excited on 
both sides, to goto the ballot-box. Iam sure 
I am safe in appealing to my friend, for whose 
judgment and prudence I have great respect. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. If the Sen- 
ator will allow me, I will tell him what caused 
the principal excitement that existed there at 
thattime. The killing was bythe police force, 
and it is not the first time, I believe, in the 


| history of the police there that parties have 


been killed. 1 will not undertake to say any- 
thing about the merits of the difficulty. Ido 
not know much about that. But the fact is 
that a prominent man in the community was 
killed by two policemen. ‘They were of no- 
toriously bad character, and had been bad 


| characters known in the country twenty years 


| or Creek Indian negroes. 





| chief and daring when they were slaves. 


| dreds, 


before their freedom. They were Cherokee 
1 knew the family 
in Alabama, and they were celebrated for mis- 
These 
men were attached to the police force, and [ 
believe one of them was putin command of 
the police force of that county, and the opinion 
was that he was whoily unjustitiable in the 
attack he made upon a citizen of the place 
there. Be that as it may, the man was killed. 
The excitement was caused because the police- 
men who did the act were not surrendered to 
the civil authority. They defied the civil 
authority, banded themselves together, and 
the police gathered themselves around them, 
and with the negroes, to the number of hun- 
ensconced themselves in houses and 
would not be arrested. The Governor of the 


| State, instead of arresting those parties and 


satisfying the community, put the country 
under martial law and gave the support of the 
State authority to the men who had committed 
the murder. That is the fact of the case. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That was a very unhand- 
some thing inthe Governorif that was his mo- 
tive in interfering in this general uprising and 
arming of both blacks and whites for the pur- 
pose of sustaining the murderer. I[ am not 
here to defend the Governor of Texas; I know 
nothing about him. | am only speaking i in re- 


| ply to my friend from Illinois, and statung my 


| the facts as they 


town from going into a butchery of one race | 


that occasion that there should be no election 
at all; because, imagine for a moment what 
would have been the result but for military 
interference, as far as we can understand 
it from this report. The whites were armed, 
the blacks armed, in about equal numbers; 
there was great excitement; men were going 


that condition of affairs. 
try would have cried out shame to any Gov- 


| with arms in their hands to the ballot-box in | 
Why, sir, the coun- | 


| ernor who did not exert the whole power of | 


reply to his misreading of this report as to in- 
terference in elections, and I say that upon 
are stated here, in a town 
where there were twelve hundred voters it ap- 
pears who did go to vote, and where there 
were probably two thousand men capable of 
bearing arms, with both sides excited, both 
sides arming and going to the polls, it would 
be the duty of a just Governor everywhere 
(and it has been done by Democratic Govern- 
ors many a time; I think I could soon refer to 


| the instances) to interfere for the preservation 





the State to preserve order on that occasion, || 


/even at the expense of making the election | 
| void, and setting it aside. 


Mr. MORTON, 


| 


of order; not for the purpose of controlling 
elections ; butif the prevention of a great riot 
which isimminent, where the parties are arrayed 
against each other with arms in their hands, is 
to be accomplished, it must be accomplished 
by prompt action. He cannot wait until the 
day after the election to prevent a riot; and 
if you fail to elect on that occasion, thatis one 
of the misfortunes of having a riot. ‘That is 
all there is to it. But as I say the point under 
discussion is not the question whether the 
Governor of Texas had agood motive ora bad 
one, 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. Ifthe Senator 
will allow me, | would say that if the Governor 
of the State was not authorized aud could not 
suppress threatened hostilities in any other 


| way, | would justify even the course he took; 
|| but the opinion of his own officer, who was 
I call the Senator’s atten- || sent up there to investigate the matter, was 


A em te TOOT 





that there was no necessity whatever for mar- 
tial law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the Governor abused 
his power. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I think the 
Governor himself was satisfied of that after- 
ward. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I did not say 
about the President of the | 
make any attack upon him at all. But there 
are always persons to be found who are swift 


a word 
Tryite d St ites, nor 


to recommend themselves to favor by placing 
themselves, if possible, in the position of de- 
It seems to be a delight 
to some persons to rus sh to the defense of those 
high in authority, I suppose by manifesting 
their zeal for them, and to seize hold of any 
thing that they can which shall show their 
devotion, at least to persons to whom they 
think it is agreeable or pleasant to rec ‘ommend 
themselves to. Of course the Senator from 
Vermont was not 


fending Some one 


governed by any such con 
sideration as that; but he supposes that the 
reading ofa part ofa report which was read 
was an attack upon the President. He must 
have understood so, or else, not being gov- 
erned by any desire to recommend himself to 
favor, he would hardly have voluntarily made 
such a speech as he has made. Therefore I 
am ready to excuse him for flying to the rescue 
of the President, supposing that he must have 
thought that what | read from the report 
related to the President, whereas it was, as I 
believe I stated, a report laid upon our table 
this morning made in the House of Repre- 
sentatives in regard to the election in the 
State of Texas, trom which it appears that 
military power had been used at an election, 
and that the voters, before the y were permit- 
ted to vote, were re qi tired to obtain a pass, I 
thought that was ve ry obje ctionable. 

The Senator from Vermont is no more for 
preserving the peace than | am, and no more 
for preventing riot and bloodshed than I am, 
and he wants to know if I had been Governor 
of the State if | would not have exerted the 
whole power of the Executive to prevent blood 
shed and riot. If I had done the duty incum- 
bent upon me, doubtless | should; but I do 
not think I should ever have required voters 
to obtain a pass from the military before 
yoting, and I do not believe the Senator from 
Vermont would. TheSenator from Delaware 
was spenking of military interference with 
elections atthe time I interrupted him merely 
to read a sentence from the report, and the 
Senator from Vermont thinks I did not read 
enough. I read aportion of the report for the 
purpose of showing that it had become no un- 
usual thing for military authorities to interfere 
with the elec tions. The Senator from Dela- 
ware was commenting upon the interference 
of Federal authority in his own State. As 
I understood him, his remarks related to 
the interference of the Federal authority by 
United States troops, so that there was a case 
where there was an interference, and I have 
understood, although it is not necessary to 
bring it into this debate, that in the State of 
Louisiana there has been some interference 
of Federal authorities with political conven- 
tions. Perhapsthe Senator trom Vermont never 
heard of that. He would seem not, from his 
remarks, to have heard anything about this 
interference. What I read was to show the 
danger to arise from these interferences by 
military authority, that they will become com- 
mon, and our elections, instead of being the 
free expression of the people, will become by 
and by but the expression of those in power, 
whether as Governors or Presidents I care 
not. I am equally opposed to interference 
of the military power with the freedom of 
elections by Governors or by Presidents, by 
one party or by another party. Order should 
be preserved, undoubtedly ; bat J think when 
the time comes, as it is stated in that report, 
that the electors in order to deposit their votes 
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have to obtain passes from soldiers, the free- 
dom of elections is gone, because then they will 
exercise the power of giving passes to such 
persons as they ple ase, and I think then we 
may bid farewell to anything like free elections 
among our fellow-citizens. 

Mr. EDMUNDs. My friend from Illinois 
has done me the compliment to suggest that 
some people, not I of course, fly to the defense 
of executive authority and of the President 
of the United States in order to curry favor, 
to gain advantages. Well, I am afraid that 
some people do. But, whatever my disposi- 


| tion to fly may be to gain advantages, I think 


I can safely say that so far [ have never flown 
to the defense of the President of the United 
States or any of his Departments to be paid 
for in cash, whatever other favors | may get. 
There are two ways of doing things in respect 
to executive authority. Of course this does 
not apply either to my friend from Illinois or 
myself. One is to be an extremely good friend 
of executive authority as long as you do get 
something about once a month of one kind or 
another in the way of executive patrouage 
or control; and when you have drained the 
fountain dry to turn around and curse the 
rock that gave you drink. Of course my 
friend from Illinois never did anything of 
that kind. We know that from what has 
taken place in the Senate. So that we stand 
equal no doubt on that ground. 

Now, sir, | have to say, as to the President 
of the United States, that I shall continue to 
defend him whenever, by insinuation or other- 
wise, he is attacked, and I find it convenient 
when I think he is attacked unjustly. And | 


. *-* . . . ! 
| will say to my friend from Illinois that L have | 


| been as often, perhaps a little more often since || 


my short experience in this body, opposed to 
measures which the President of the United | 
States has recommended and desired under 
his constitutional privilege, as the Senator from 
Illinois has, and that I have exerted myself 


as fearlessly as he has, not with the capacity, 


| he would have, but as fearlessly and as faith- 


| fully as he has to defeat them. 
| have succeeded ; 


Sometimes I 

sometimes I have failed; | 
sometimes I have succeeded against the honor- 
able Senator; sometimes I have succeeded with 
him, and sometimes I have failed with him ; and 
lam glad tosay as I do say (forthe benefit of the 


country again) that I have not observed that 


dispensed upon my application to my friends || 


it made any difference respecting the conduct 
of the President of the United States toward 
me. I owe him nothing; he owes me nothing. 
Ihave asked him nothing; he has asked me 
nothing. We therefore stand upon entirely 
independent grounds. Patronage has not been 


| by the President of the United States outside 


| cancy in an office. 
I do not mean by that to say that the Senator || 


| designed, to be made as imputing to the gen- || 


of the State of Vermont, where the delega- | 
tion, according to the usual course, make | 
formal recommendations when there is a va- | 
Ido not think it will be. 


from Illinois in pursuing a different course, if¢| 
it is different—lI do not say that he does—has 
done anything wrong; but [ dosay that itcomes | 
with rather a poor grace from a Senator of so || 
much experience as he is reputed to have in | 
that particular line of public service to impute | 
to me (for saying what I did in repelling an 

insinuation which was fairly calculated, if not 


eral commander of the Army of the United | 
States interference in this election) a selfish 
and a base motive on the ground that I had 


| received or expected to receive favors as a 


compensation. 
ator disclaims any such imputation, but it is || 


To be sure the honorable Sen- 


one of that species of disclaimers that of 
course are very well understood. 
willing, although I know the great disparity | 
between us, to have even the beloved country 
in which we believe so much rake us over from | 


beginning to end, and balance the scales upon | 


| that branch of the subject. 


| tee of the other House. 
| the correctness of that report, though I might 
| well do so in some instances; but it is not my 
| purpose to do that. 


lam quite } 
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the subject of our relations with the Chief 
Magistrate of this country or with any of its 
Departments. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I regret that I feel it to 
be my duty to say something, particularly 
when my State is arraigned here to be thrown 
into the scale to weigh down the Republican 
party, thereby giving the preponde rance to the 
Democrats ; for, sir, it is clear to every Sen- 
ator that it has not been spoken of with any 
other view. I have not the ability nor the 
vanity to suppose that I could portray the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Illinois as he has 
ably presented the other distinguished Sena- 
tor, our friend from Vermont, from time to 
time; but the Senator from Illinois speaks to 
him with that bappy natural smile of his that 


| is always present and so elegantly used; and 
| so softly does it move into you that it is almost 


irresistible. [Laughter.] I kuow he feels 
kind; it is his very nature to do so; but this 
style of his bursts forth upon all occesions ; 
but I would just as lief he had not thought 


proper to place ‘lexas in a false position on 


this oceasion. He is the encyclopedia, if you 
please, of political lore about this time, and I 
Sears that he has a peculiar fondness for 
the other side of the House. [Laughter.] I 
raise no issue with him for that. Surely this 
is right; he is entitled to compliment for it, 
perhaps ; but whenever there is a little matter 
wanting on the part of our friends on the other 
side of the House in their arguments, the Sen- 
ator from Illinois rises and says, ‘* Will the 
Senator be so kind as to let me interrupt him 
for a minute ?’’ and then a document is handed 
up directly, and he says, ‘‘ Here is the au- 
thority; this nails them ;’’ [laughter; ] thus prac- 
tically saying, ‘* Hit the Republican party.’ 
For what? Thathe leavesit? Well he may 
smile upon that; he does it beautifully on 
i understand him, 
{ Laughter. ] 

What does he say, further, when it is inti- 


| mated that this election bill implied a desire 
of course, not with the effect, of course, that || 


on the part of the Senators from Louisiana to 
enable the President of the United States 
through his military to influence this election ? 
Why, says he, ‘* Most assuredly it has been 
done;he re isa precedent, and I give you T'exas,”’ 
Now, it happens that | know something about 
Texas myself. Surely [ know something about 
the difficulty that the Senator alludes to. He 
has presented to us the report of the commit- 
I raise no issue as to 


I may safely say that it 
isan ex parte report; it is only one side of 
the question. That | say in my place; and if 
the facts were all known, the report would be 
different, or there would be oue that would 
clear up this matter to a great extent. 

But, sir, so far as the United States troops 
were invoked or employed on that occasion, 
I have this to say: [ happened to be in the 
city of Austin at that time. There was great 
excitement throughout the State of Texas. I 
felt a deep interest in it. I deplored the cir- 
cumstances very seriously. While I was there, 
General Reynolds in his vigilance went down 
and visited this ground, he was upon ihe 
ground to investigate the subject, and upon 
his return from that investigation he visited 
me at my room in the city of Austin at night, 
on his way to his headquarters at San Anto- 
nio. There he told me what the facts were, 
and said that he hoped it would all be satis- 
factorily adjusted at an early period, and he 
did not think there was any necessity to bring 
to bear the power that he had under him as a 
United States commander. I say without fear 
of contradiction that there was no intimation 
of the use of the Federal troops there emanat- 
ing from General Grant or from any other 
source upon that occasion, because I had it 


|| directly from the general in command. 


So far as the Governor of my State is con- 


i il ae ee i a. a, ae 








cerned and the charges that are made against 


him, there has been serious difficulty between | 


Governor Davis and some of the citizens of 
Texas. ‘That is not very remarkable. It is 
only what has pertained unfortunately since 
the rebellion in most of the States with their 
Executives. It was impossible thatan exec- 
utive officer, I care not though he may have 
been Solomon with all his wisdom, could have 
been placed down there and have given satis- 
faction to all. There was a rebel spirit there 
that could not be satisfied. It is there yet, I 
regret to say. 
that my colleague in speaking of the matter 
does not attribute anything improper to either 
the Federal orthe State authorities. He does not 
even condemn Governor Davis for his action, 
yet he may arrive at the cone lusion, and from 


his remarks I think he does, that it would have | 


I am gratified on this occasion | 


been better had the Governor not gone so | 


far in the transaction as he did. Sufficient it 
is to say On my part that I verily believe Gov- 
ernor Davis did nothing on that oceasion that 
he did not feel bound to do from necessity, and 
if there had been occasion for lederal inter- 
vention President Grant would have acted. 
Every man knows that he will promptly dis 
charge his duty upon alloccasions. You may 


lug him in from time to time and charge him || 


| 


the witness is truthful, or he would not in- 
troduce him on the stand. Now, if he be 
lieves him to be truthful in this instance, I 
presume he will not attack his witness upon 
any other ground or upon any ot her statement. 
I would ask the honorable Senator if he be- 
lieves all that this witness his says in ref: 
erence to the present Administration to be 
true? Ifthe believes all that Mr. Greeley says 
in reference to the Democrats who were his 


| political opponents at that time, why should 


the Senator not believe all that he says about 
his political opponents at this time? I ask 
him, therefore, most respectfully if he expects 
us here in the Senate and the country to take 
this compilation of statistics from the mouth 
of this witness and believe them to be true, 


| and that we shall discard all that the same 


witness says in reference to his own adminis- 
tration, in reference to his own candidate for 


' the Presidency as false ? 


with this, that, or the other; but I bave not | 


seen anything yet that bas adhesiveness enough 


in it to stick when you throw it against the | 
It all falls harmless at his feet. But | 


wall. 
upon that occasion he did nothing improper. 
I have full knowledge of that fact, for I par- 
ticipated in the matter so far as I have inti- 
mated to the Senate. 


There was a police force inaugurated by 


Governor Davis’s efforts and sent broadcast | 


throughout the State, not directed to interfere 
with elections or to have anything to do with 
them one way or the other. 
established many months previously. They 
were distributed throughout the State, how- 
ever, at the elections, and what were the con- 
sequences ? 
speak from what I saw and what I know. I 
know that in that State, particularly as far as 
I saw, and I traveled through the State directly 
afierward, the police were appropriated by 
the rebel spirit, and instead of protecting the 
ballot-box in its purity they 


They had been | 


| speak now not at random; I | 


| able Senator 


| statistics are 


Now, Mr. 


President, it happens that upon 


| an examination of these statistics I find that 


I know that the honor 
from Indiana did not intend to 
produce anything here that he did not believe 
to be true as a statistical statement; but he 
knows himself, and he wiil find by looking at 
these very statistics, that the statement is con- 
tradicted. The Legislature of Georgia was 
overwhelmingly Republican in 1868, and yet 
the very compilation from which he makes his 
quotation gives the Democratic party in the 
Legislature of Georgia, in that year, twenty- 
nine majority. In the senate alone, the Ke 

publicans had a majority of ten, and they had 
a very large majority in the house. If these 
false in any one particular, we 
have no reason to believe that they are true in 
any or in the main. 


they are not correct. 


Again, the honorable Senator from Indiana, | 


in pointing out the counties where no vote was 
cast for General Grant, gave us the county of 
Bartow. Why, sir, there was no vote cast in 


| that county, according to this table, either for 


Bullock or Gordon, in the election in April. 
‘There was no vote cast for Seymour and there 
was none for Grant. It would appear from 


| this table that there was no election held in 


were used. [|| 


have a report in a paper or two in my trunk | 


that | have carried with me going to show 


that rebel newspapers were speaking in praise | 


of the police, saying how well they had con- 
ducted themselves, particularly after they had 


|| from which the Senator 


suffered themselves to be appropriated and 


made the tools of the party that was in op- 
position to the Federal and State governments. 

These are the facts. 
things. I regret that they exist, but they do, 
and 1 have no idea that there was any inter- 
ference in any way, manner, or shape. either 
directly or remotely, to prejudice the election 
there by either Federal or State troops. 


Mr. NORWOOD. Mr. President, I do not 


They are stubborn 


rise to discuss this question, but simply to | 


muke a remark in reference to some election 
statistics that the honorable Senator from 
Indiana quoted from touching my own State. 
I find by casting my eye upon the heading of 
the little book he used, which the Senator was 
kind enough to lend me, that these statistics 
are compiled from the Tribune Almanac for 
1869. Now, I would ask the honorable Sen- 


ator from Indiana in all kindness whether he | 


desires the Senate to take the statement of 
facts as true that is contained in this Tribune 
Almanac? Are we to rely upon it, and is 
his statement as to the election in Georgia 
to go to the country as true based upon the 
Statistics that are given here in this lribune 
Almanac? I believe the editor of that paper 
is now a candidate for the Presidency of the 
United States; and if the honorable Senator 
himself relies upon his statements as correct, 
he must introduce the witness as his own, as 
a truthful character. 


| sources, and ought. to be, 


| are not collected from 


He must believe that |! 


Bartow county at all, which is not the fact. 
The county of Bartow was represented by 
members of the Legislature who were elected 
at the time this election was held. 

Then the conclusion to be arrived at, Mr. 
President, is merely this: that the statistics 
from Indiana has 
quoted are incomplete in the first place, and 
where they purport to state facts they are 
untrue. Now, is it necessary to go further 
in discussing the statistics in that compila- 
tion? I take it the Senator from Indiana 
will not urge the statements contained in that 
document to be facts in reference to anything 
that occurred in the elections in Georgia. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President. if | under- 
stand my friend from Georgia his argument 
amounts to this: that if 1 take the ‘Tribune 
Almanac as being reliable in regard to election 
returns and mere matters of statistics, which 
we may suppose are collected from official 
| therefore ought to 
take all that Mr. Greeley says about his opin 
ion in regard to the present Administration ! 
I think that is clearly a non sequitur. 

Mr. NORWOOD. 1 simply state that they 
official data, because 
the statement is palpably untrue as to the 
Legislature. We know, everybody knows that 
that was largely Republican; and yet twenty- 
nine majority is given here to the Democrats. 

Mr. MORTON. The Senator argues that 
the figures given here in regard to the vote in 
Georgia, county by county, cannot be relied 
upon, because there was a Kepublican major- 
ity elected to each branch of the Legislature. 
Now, I will say to my friend that I have the 
understanding thatthe L egislat ure was elected 
in the spring at the time the S 
Was organized, 


ate government 
when they elected their Gov 
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ernor and Lieutenant Governor, and elected 
members of the Legislature and put the ma- 
chine of the State government in operation, 
The Legislature was elected then, and was not 
elected at the presidential election. 

Mr. NORWOOD. That is correct. 

Mr. MORTON. So that there was no Legis- 
lature elected at the time the vote was given 
for Grant and Seymour, and no inference can 
be drawn that the figures in regard to the 
presidential election are incorrect because a 
Republican Legislature had been elected in 
the spring before. I repeat the fact that in 
the spring election the Republicans carried 
the State by seven thousand, and lost it by 
forty thousand in the fall, showing that some 
extraordinary causes had been to work. The 
Senator says that the figures in the Tribune 
Almanac cannot be relied upon, and he proves 
it by showing that a Republican Legislature 
had been elected in the spring. Let me ask 
the converse of the proposition. If these 
figures in regard to the election and the vote, 
county by county, cannot be relied upon, I 
ask the Senator how he can rely upon the 
opinions of Mr. Greeley in regard to the 
present Administration ? 

Mr. NORWOOD. I do not understand the 
Senator. 

Mr. MORTON. Iam putting the converse 
of the Senator’s proposition. The Senator 
thinks if I rely on the figures in Greeley’s 
almanac as being correct, I must also take 
the opinions of Mr. Greeley in regard to the 
present Administration. He says these figures 
are incorrect. I put this question to him: if 
he cannot rely on the figures of the almanac, 
and they are incorrect, how can he rely on 
Mr. Greeley’s opinions of the Administration? 

Mr. NORWOOD. He is not my witness; 
I do not rely upon Mr. Greeley. 

Mr. MORTON. The Senator says he does 
not rely upon Mr. Greeley. That is another 
witness. We had one yesterday from Dela- 
ware substantially to the same purport; now 
we have got one from Georgia. 1am afraid 
he is going to be disappointed in regard to his 
support. [Laughter.] It is giving me deep 
concern! But itis very clear thatif 1, because 
I take his figures in an almanac as being true, 
must also take his political opinions in his 
paper about the Administration, if the Sen- 
ator refuses to take his figures as correct he 
cannot take his opinions about the Adminis- 
tration. I leave the argument right there. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Car- 
renter.) ‘The question is on concurring in 
the Senate in the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, and was read the third time. 

HAMILTON, of Maryland. I call for 
the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 
lhe yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BLAIR. 1 am paired with the Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. LoGan] on this question. 
If he were present | would vote against the 
bill, aud the Senator from Illinois would vote 
for it. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 33, nays 16; as follows: 


Y EAS- Messrs. Ames, Anthony, 


eron, Carpenter, Chandler, C! 
munds, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamilton of 
‘Texas, Hitchcock, Howe, Kellogg, Morrill of Ver 
mout, Morton, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ram- 
sey, Rice, Scott, Spencer, Sumner, West, Wilson, 
Windom and Wright—33. 


Boreman, Cam- 
ayton, Corbett, Ed- 
Ferry ot Michigan, 


NAYS—Meesrs. Bayard, Casserly, Cooper, Gold- 
thwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Johnston, Kelly, 
Norwood, Ransom, Saulsbury, Stevenson, Stockton, 
Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, and Vickers—16. 


ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Brownlow, 
Buckingbam. Caldwell, Cole, Conkling, Cragin, 
Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West Virginia, 
Fenton, Hamlin, Harlan, Hill, Lewis Logan, Morrill 
of Maine, Nye, Patterson, Robertson, Sawyer, 


Schurz, Sherman, Sprague, and Stewart—25 
So the bill was passed. 


‘The title of the bill was amended by striking 
purpos jes, 80 


out the words ‘' and for other 
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asto make it read, ‘‘A bill to prescribe the 
time for holding the election for electors of 
President and Vice President in the State of 
Louisiana.’’ 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORTON. I move that the Senate 
now resume the consideration of Senate bill 
No. 791. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I was going to ask the 


Senator from Indiana if, before taking up that 
bill, he would have any objection to allowing 
me to call up the bill to establish a court in 
the Indian country ? It is a matter that ought 
to be attended to. Ido not think it will take 
long. I have tried to get it up several times. 
The bill that he desires to take up will take 
some time probably; Ido not know whether 
it will or not, but if he willlet me call this bill 
up I think we can dispose of it probably in 
twenty minutes, and then it will be out of the 
way. Itis abill that oughtto pass. | have no 
other interest in it than the public service. It 
is a bill that should be acted on, and it is not so 
material whether his bill is disposed of to-day 
or not. 

Mr. MORTON. 
the Senator 
refused similar requests made by a number ot 
other Senators 
be taken up, and then if the Senate choosesto 
go on with other business it can do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
is toproceed to the consideration of Senate 
bill 791, which was laid on the by the 
Senate a few hours ago. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 


I should be glad to oblige 


from I[)linois, 


table 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. SUMNER. I wish to ask the Senate 
to be good enough to go into executive ses- 
sion for about five minutes. There is some 
business on which it ought to act, which re- 
lates toa committee with which lam con- 
nected. I therefore move that the Senate pro- 
ceed tothe consideration of executive busi- 
ness, 

Mr. MORTON. With the understanding 
that the doors shall be opened again directly 
I make no objection, the election bill being 
pending. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of executive 
business. After twenty minutesspent in exec- 
utive session, the doors were reopened, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills ; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H.R. 
to Hugh T, 
of 1812; 

A bill (H. R. No. 
pension-roll Nancy Cloud, widow of 
Cloud, a revolutionary pensioner; 

A bill (Hi. R. No. 1492) to take away the 
circuit court jurisdiction of the district court 
of the United States for the northern district 
of Georgia, to create a circuit court in said 
district, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. No. 2712) for 
Jesse McCoy; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2130) granting a pension 
to Simeon Farnsworth, of Danville, Vermont ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1576) directing 
bounty-land warrant for one hundred and sixty 
acres of land be issued to Elisha Franklin for 
military services in the war of 1812; 

A bill (H. R. No. 
to Sarah Pond; and 

A bill (H. R. No, 1671) making appropria- 
tions for the construction, preservation, and 
repairs of certain fortifications and other works 
of defense. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the resolution of the Senate for 
the printing of additional copies of the report 


No. 652 


) granting a pension 


William 


the relief of 


sone 


2339) granting a pension 





1243) to restore to the | 


| the relief of Fannie M. 


but | have already | 


| therefore ask that the bill | 


of the Smithsonian Institution for the year 
1871, with amendments; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the 
House had concurred in the resolution of the 
Senate for the printing of additional copies of 
the report of the proceedings of the conven- 
tion of delegates from agricultural colleges, 
State agricultural societies, &c., held in the 
city of Washington on the 15th, 16th, and 17th 
of February, 1872, and communicated to the 
Senate by the Commissioner of Agriculture. 

The message also announced that the House 
had concurred in the report of the committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 2042) for 
Jackson, of Tennessee. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker 
of the House had signed the following enrolled 
bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
Vice President: 

A bill (S. No. 807) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to pay certain certificates issued 
for fortification purposes in Lawrence, Kansas ; 

A bill (S. No. 936) relinquishing certain 


wharf poopety. | to the city of New Orleans ; 


A bill (H. R. No. 2042) for the relief of 
Fannie M. —— of Rea ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2682) authorizing the con- 
struction of a public building at Fall River, in 
the State of Massachusetts. 


AMENDATORY ENFORCEMENT ACT. 


Mr. WRIGHT. I ask the Senate to take 
up the House bill relative to holding terms of 
the circuit court in the eighth circuit. 

Mr. MORTON. I hope we shall go on with 
the bill regularly before us. I think we can 
finish it this evening. I should be glad to ac- 
commodate my friend, but if I yield to him I 
shall have to yield to others who will make 
similar requests. I ask the Senate to proceed 
with the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
before the Senate, and will be read. 

The Senate, as in Committee - the Whole, 
proc ‘eeded to consider the bill ( 
amend an act entitled ‘ 
act approved May 31, 
to enforce the rights of citizens of the United 
States to vote in the several 
Union, and for other purposes.”’ 

The bill 
on Privileges and Elections with amendments. 

The first amendment of the committee was 
in section one to strike out the word ‘* circuit’? 
wherever it occurs and insert ‘* district ;’’ so as 


| to make the section read: , 


Ferguson, a private of the war | 
5 


that a | 


| 


Beitenacted,&c, That section two ofan act approved 
February 28, 1871, entitled “‘An act to amend an act 
approved May 31, 1870, entitled ‘An act to enforce 
the rights of citizens of the United States to vote in 


the several States of the Union, and for other pur- | 

” shall be, and the same is hereby, amended | 
‘that whenever || 
in any congressional district there shall be two cit- | 


sae ? 
poses, 


so as to read as follows, 


to wit: 
izens thereof who, prior to any registration of voters 
for an election for Representative or Delegate in 
the Congress of the United States, or prior to any 


| election at which a Representative or Delegate in 
Congress is to be voted for, shall make known, in | 


writing, to the judge of the district court of the 


United States for the district wherein such congres- 
sional district is situate, their desire to 


The bill is | 


. Ne. 791) to | 

‘An or to amend an | 
1870, entitled ** An act || 
States of the | 


yas reported from the Committee | 


have said | 
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day of the election, be always open for the trans- 
action of business under this act; and the powers 
and jurisdiction hereby granted and conferred shall 
be exercised as well in vacation as in term time: 
and a judge, sitting at chambers, shall have the 
same powers and jurisdiction, including the power 
of keeping order and of punishing any contempt 
of his authority, as when sitting in the court.” 


Mr. CARPENTER. The amendinent ree- 
ommended by the committee is really unne- 
cessary, in consequence of a section in the 
original act which was not before the com- 
mittee and not called to their attention at the 
time, and which provides that in case the judge 
of the circuit court is unable to act he may 
assign a district judge to perform the duties, 
I hope, therefore, the Senate will not concur 
in this amendment. I say this because I was 
on the committee that considered the bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It seems to me it would 
Why not 
let each district judge do it? The circuit judge 
has a very large jurisdiction, and it seems to 
me the amendment is a proper one. It sim- 
plifies the machinery. I do not wish to dis- 


| cuss it, although the law as it stands, the Sen- 








| the duty of such special deputies, 


|| shall commit, 


registration or said election both guarded and scru- || 


tinized, it shall be the duty of the said judge of 
the district court, within not 
prior to said registration, if one there be, or, if no 
registration berequired, within not less than ten days 
prior to said election, to open the said district court 
at the most convenient point in said district ; and 
the said court when so opened by said judge, shall 
proceed to appoint and commission, from day to 
day and from time to time, and under the hand of 
the said district judge, and under the seal of said 
court, for each district or voting precinct in said con- 
gressional district, as shall, in the manner herein 
prescribed, have ‘applied therefor, and to revoke, 
change, 
time, two citizens, residents of said district or vot- 


| ing precinct in said congressional district, who shall 


be of different political parties, and able toread and | 
write the English language, and who shall be known | 
| and designated as supervisors of election; 


or renew said appointment from time to 


and the | 


ator from Wisconsin says—I have not looked 
at it—allows the circuit judge to assign this 
duty. The circuit judge cannot be present in 
all the districts ; he has half a dozen States. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Hecan make the as- 
sigument under the law as it is. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It strikes me that the 
amendment is a good one. Ido not see any 
possible harm in it. 

The amendment was rejected. 


The next amendment was to strike out 


the second section of the bill, in the following 
words: 


That section eight of an act approved February 
28, 1871, entitled ** An act to amend an act approved 
May 31, 1870, entitled ‘An act to enforce the rights 
of citizens of the United States to vote in the sev- 
eral States of the Union, and for other purposes,’ ’’ 
be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read 
as follows, to wit: “‘that whenever an election at 
which Representatives or Delegates in Congress 
are to be chosen shall be held in any congressional 
district, the marshal of the United States for the 
district in which said congressional district is sit- 


|| uated shall have power, and it shall be his duty, on 


the application, in writing, of at least two citizens 
residing in any such congressional district, to ap- 
point special deputy marshals, whose duty it shall 
be, when required, as provided in this act, to 
aid and assist the supervisors of election in the 
verification of any list of persons made under the 
provisions of this act who may have registered or 
voted, or either to attend in each election district 


| or voting precinct at the times and places fixed for 


the registration of voters, and at all times and 
places when and where said registration may by 
law be scrutinized, and the names of registered 
voters be mark ed for challenge; and also to attend 
at all times for holding such elections at any ward 
or voting precinct in said congressional district 

and the marshal and his general deputy and such 
special deputies shall have power. and it shall be 
to keep the peace 
and support and protect the supervisors of elections 
in the discharge of their duties, preserve order at 
places of registration and at such polls, prevent 
fraudulent registration and fraudulent voting 
thereat, or fraudulent conduct on the part of any 
officer of election, and immediately, either at said 
place of registration or polling-place, take into 
custody, with or without process, any person who 
or attempt or offer to commit, any 
of the acts or offenses probibited by this act or 
the act hereby amended, or who shall commit any 
offense against the laws of the United States : Pro- 
vided, That no person shall be arrested without 
process for any offense not committed in the pres- 
ence of the marshal or his general or special 
deputies, or either of them, or of the supervisors 


| of election, or either of them; and, for the purposes 


less than ten days || of ; ) 4 
| visors of election, and each of them, 
| absence of the marshal’s deputies, or if required to 





said district court, when opened by the said district | 


judge as required herein, shall, therefrom and there- 
after, and up to and including the day following the 


of arrest or the preservation of the peace, the super- 
shall, in the 


assist said deputies, have the same duties and pow- 
ers as deputy marshals: And provided further, That 
no person shall, on the day or days of any such 
election, be arrested without process for any offense 
committed on the day or days of registration.”’ 


And to insert in lieu thereof the following : 


That where any State is divided into two or more 
judicial districts and a congressional district is situ- 
ate partly in one and partly in another judicial dis- 
trict, the judge of each district shall have jurisdic- 
tion ‘for the performance of the duties provided for 
in the preceding section over that part of the con- 
gressional district included within his judicial dis- 
trict upon the filing before him, as provided in the 
preceding section, of an application by two citizens 
in said congressional district resident within his 
judicial district, 


2a ef 


ee ee ee ee 





1872. 





the most proper thing that the Senator who 
introduces a bill of this kind should explain 
first what changes are proposed in the existing 
law, and next what is the necessity supposed 
to exist for those changes. I suggest to the 
Senator from Indiana, as he appears to have 
charge of this bill, whether he will not oblige 
some of us at least by making such a state- 


ment. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President there is a 
law on the statute-book now authorizing the 
judges of the circuit ccurt of the United 
States to appoint inspectors of elections in 
cities having twenty thousand inhabitants or 
more; these inspectors to be of opposite poli- 
tics, to be present at the registration, if there 
be aregistration law in the State, to be present 
at the election of Representatives to Congress, 
at the reception of the votes; not to leave the 
ballot-box until the votes are counted, and to 
put their statement upon the certificate of the 
result of the election. That law also author- 
izes the marshal of the district to appoint 
deputy marshals in such cities to a number 


necessary to preserve public order and to insure | 


a fair and free election. 

The object of this bill is to extend the first 
provision of that law, of which I have spoken, 
to every voting precinct in the United States, 
to authorize the circuit judge, or to allow the 
circuit judge, in case he cannot serve himself 
to direct the district judge to appoint inspect- 


ors of election in every voting precinct, to | 
serve without pay, to be present at the regis- | 


tration, at the voting, to remain with the box 
untilthe votes are counted out, and to be of 


opposite politics, to belong each to one of | 


the great parties. In case there should be 


three parties | suppose the duty would be to | 


appoint one from the two principal parties. 
That contingency is not provided for. The 
object of the bill is simply to secure a fair 


and honest election, to give nobody the ad- | 


vantage. ‘The bill is in the interest of liberty, 
in the interest of good government, in the 
interest of justice. It is not in the interest of 
any party or of any faction. It was presented 
for the purpose of preventing the wrongs that 
have been complained of in some of the States, 
and to insure fair elections. This is the whole 
purpose of the bill so far as I know. 

Mr. THURMAN. I had intended to call 


the attention of the chairman of the commit- | 


tee to the fact that the Senate having refused 


to make the other amendment, striking out | 
‘*circuit’’ and inserting ‘‘district,’’ this amend- | 


ment is not now consistent with the first sec- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. MORTON. 
correct. 

Mr. THURMAN. There is no doubt about 
it. The truth of it is that if the Senate intends 
to have a bill that means anything, and if it 
intends to have the most competent man to 
make the appointments, who knows best who 
would be the most suitable persons, then the 


I think the criticism is 


Senate ought to have concurred in the amend- || 


ment to the other section and let the district 
judge make the appointments, who lives there, 
aud who is much more competent than a man 
who lives perhaps six or seven hundred miles 
off in another State. But the Senate did not 
see fit to let the man make the appointments 
who is best qualified to make them, and if the 


Senate shall remain of that opinion then the | 


chairman had better modify this amendment. 


But we can take another vote on that in the || pen th 
| their emoluments might give them a certificate 


Senate. 

Mr. MORTON. Inviewof the fact that the 
Senate declined to concur in the first amend- 
ment submitted by the committee this becomes 
unnecessary. However, there 
amendment. 


Mr. THURMAN. 


You can have another 


vote on the amendment striking out ‘‘circuit’’ || 


and inserting ‘‘district.’’ 
mittee now. 


Mr. MORTON. 


The bill is in com- 


That is true. 





is another | 


Mr. CASSERLY. It seems to me that it is | Mr. THURMAN. 





You can have another 
vote on that. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ay- 
THONY in the chair.) The question is on the 
amendment to the second section. 

Mr. MORTON. Suppose we go back to the 
first amendment submitted by the committee. 
Let us take the vote again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Indiana moves to reconsider the vote 
by which the first amendment was rejected. . 

Mr. MORTON. I do not make any motion. 
It can be acted on again when we come into 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
amendment stands disagreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to inquire whether 


Then that 


| the amendments on the second page of the bill 
| striking out ‘‘cireuit’’ and inserting ‘* dis- 
| trict’’ have been agreed to or disagreed to. 








|| for the bill with that section in. 
reported to strike out the second section and | 


| the use of giving these clerks a dollar. 
| get fees enough. 





_ 


| 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. They have 


| been disagreed to. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Then whatis the pend- 


| ing amendment ? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pend- 


ing amendment is to strike out the second | 
|| section and insert what has been read. 


Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. This second 
amendment is now entirely inconsistent with 
the first section. 


Mr. MORTON, 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Then I understand it. 
The amendment was rejected. 


The next amendment of the committee was | 


to insert as section three the following: 

Sec. 3. That the several clerks of the districts of 
the United States shall be entitled to receive the 
sum of one dollar, to be paid by the United States, 
for each certificate of the appointment of the super- 
visors of election, as provided for in the preceding 
section, and affixing the seal of the court thereto: 
Provided, That they shall not receive pay for more 
than one certificate for any voting district or pre- 
einct. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. It was in- 
tended that the whole of the second amend- 
ment should be disagreed to. ‘That was an 
amendment striking out and inserting. I sup- 
pose the chairman of the committee intended 
to strike outthe second section. I can never vote 


The committee 


insert a substitute ; and the part to be inserted 
being inconsistent with the first section as it 


now stands, the Senator having the bill in |! 


charge wished the Senate to disagree to the 
insertion of the part in italics. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. We cannot divide it. 
Mr. MORTON. The second section 
stricken out by the report of the committee. 


is 


This amendment now be- | 
comes unnecessary—inconsistent in fact. 


| strike it all out. 
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Mr. CARPENTER. The better way is to 
It is unnecessary. 


Mr. MORTON. It involves a heavy labor 


to the clerks. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 

tion is on agreeing to the amendment to 

insert what has been read as section three. 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. CARPENTER. 


I offer an amendment 


| to the bill—— 


Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. 
Senator agree to have the 
stricken out? 

Mr. MORTON. That the committee re- 
yorted to strike out. 


Mr. THURMAN, 


Will not the 


second section 


As I understand it, all 


| the amendments reported by the committee 


have been disagreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
been. 

Mr. THURMAN. But they can all 
moved in the Senate again? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 


They have 
be 


They can. 
1 move to strike out the 


| second section, in accordance with the sug- 


gestion of the Senator from Connecticut. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CARPENTER. Now ]offer this amend- 


| ment: 


That section thirteen of the act to which this is an 
amendment shall be so construed as to authorize 
and require the circuit court of the United States 
in said section mentioned to name and appoint, 
immediately after the passage of this act, the court 
commissioners provided for in said section in all 
cases where such appointment has not heretofore 
been made in conformity with said section. 


I will explain the object of the amendment. 


| The thirteenth section of the original act pro- 
| vides that the court may make this appoint 


| thereafter fill vacancies which shall occur. 


ment prior to a certain day, I think May 1, 
1871, or some other day named, and may 


In 
those States where the appointments have not 


| been made at all, it is doubtful whether they 


can be made; and this is simply to say that 
in those cases where they have not already 
made the appointments, they may make them 
just as though one had been made and the 
man had died, putting it on the footing of a 
vacancy. 

Mr. THURMAN. I submit to my friend 


that that is a singular provision, to say that 


| that section shall be construed to mean that 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion | 


was to strike out and insert. 
greed to. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 


That was disa- 


That leaves the second 


| section to stand, and it will require a separate 


motion to get it out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now as to the amend- 
ment moved asa third section. Ido not see 
They 
If they cannot perform this 
service for the United States without getting 
a special fee, with all the emoluments that 
these district equrt clerks have, I think they 
should be ashamed of themselves. My friend 
from Maine | Mr. Hamuin] suggests that the 
persons who are appointed serve without com- 
pensation, and I think these clerks with all 


without compensation. 
agreed to. 

Mr. BOREMAN. The clerks will be clerks 
of the circuit court, as | understand it, under 
the preceding part of the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; and that is another 
reason for not agreeing to it. 

Mr. BOREMAN. If so, this print is inac- 
curate in calling them ‘‘clerks of the district 
court.’’ 


I hope it will not be 


\ 


| move them at pleasure, or not. 


when it does not mean that. 

Mr. CARPENTER. It is 
make it so. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Let it be ‘‘so amended.”’ 

Mr. CARPENTER. Then say ‘* shall be 
so amended as to authorize and require,’’ &c,. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The amend- 
ment will be so modified. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Imovetoadd ‘and that 
the said court shall have power, in their dis- 
cretion, to remove said commissioners and 
appoint others.”’ 

rhere is a question, I understand, about 
the power of the courts over these commis- 
sioners, whether they have the power to re- 
It is claimed 


a fair way to 


| that they may not remove them without some 


| applied therefor, 


| 
| 


proceeding againstthem. In our State courts 


| I believe commissioners of this sort are subject 


to the pleasure of the courts that appoint them, 
but it is not so in regard to these commis- 
sioners. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I suggest to my friend 
that it is wholly unnecessary. I think jit 
now provided jor by the second section of the 
act of 1870: 

‘And thesaid court, when so opened by said judge, 
shall proceed to appoint and commission, from day 
to day and from time to time, and under the hand 
of the said eireuit judge, and under the seal of said 
court, for each election district or voting precinct in 
each and every such city in said congressional dis- 
trict, as shall, in the manner herein prescribed, have 


and to revoke, change, or renew 
said appointment from time to time.’’ 


Mr. BOREMAN. That is very clear. I 
withdraw my amendment to the amendment. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 
Wiscor nsin. 

lhe amendment was 
Mr. HAMILTON, of 
an amendment to the 
This bill is 


tion of the 


agreed to. 

Maryland. J pro} ose 
first section of the bill. 
a substitution for the 
act of 1871. 
for the appointment 


second &eC- 
That section prov ides 
of supervisors where citi- 
zens of cities having twenty thousand inhabit 
ants shall apply therefor. 
videsthat whenever in any 
trict there shall be two citizens thereof who, 
prior to any registration of voters for an elec: 
tion for Representatives, shall apply, &c., the 
supervisors shall be appointed, 

I desire 


construed in thi 


J his section pro- 
; } 
congressional dis- 


this section can be 
that wherever in any 


to know whether 
wise: 
congress 
for the appointment of supervisors, 
judge shall be obliged 
for every voting pre 
district? lf you 
closely I 


ional district two persons may apply 
then the 
to appoint supervisors 
inctin that congressional 

examine this section 
will discover that that 
might be the construction of it, so that when- 
ever ina whole sional district any dis- 

t'sfied or discontented or 


will 
think you 


congres 
suspicious persons 
amounting to the hould ask 
the judge for the oa of supervisors, 
uld be oblig to appoint two 
supervisors for every voting precinet in that 
sional district. Would 
right? In the special part of the district ap- 
plied for by those two, it might be right so far 
idea of this bill is though I 
am opposed toitentirely; but take such a case 
as 1 have 
hundred voting 


number of two 
that judge wi 


whole congres 


as the coucerned, 


suggested. There are nearly one 
precincts in the congressional 
which | live. 


with few voters 


district in 
very small, There 
ficulty in any partof that district in respect to 
there has been none in the past and 
] do not apprehend any in the future. And 
yet if any inone of the leading 
towns in either of the counties in that con- 
gressional district should apply for the ap- 
pointment of supervisors, the judge may be 
required to appoint two for every voling pre- 
cinet, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ithink the twenty-seventh 


one on the second page shows 


is no dif- 
elections; 


iwo persons 


to appoint for the precincts in respect to which 
application is made by the 


Mr. HAMILTON, 


a 


. residents. 

of Maryland. But there 
as herein described.’’ If 
Senator from Vermont will 
show where it is prescribed thatthe judge shall 
appoint for the special district or precinct for 


is ho prescription 
the honorable 


that be | 


Some of them are | 


that he is only | 


which application is made, then there will be | 


no difficulty about the construction of this act. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. The clause to which I 
referred Lam not very familiar with, as the 


bill did not come from a committee of which | 


I am a member; 
twenty-seven, it says the judge shall appoint, 
from time to time, ‘‘for each district or 
voting precinct in said ennmeiaaa’ district, 
as shall, in the manner herein prescribed, 
have applied therefor.’’ I suppose that is 


but on the second page, line | 


intended to mean that he only appoints for 


those voting districts and precinets in which 


two citizens have applied to him to have it | 


done. 
Mr. HAMILTON, 
by no means clear. 
Mr. SCOTT. That might be obviated by 
striking out the word ‘each ”’ 


a 


of Maryland. But it is 


so as to read ‘‘ for such district or 
voting precinct.” 


Mr. THURMAN, 


such ;"° 


That would make it 


clear. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think itis plain enough 
now, but | make no objection to the amend- 
ment. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tion ison the amendment, substituting the word 
‘such’’ for ** each’ 
line of the first section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


and inserting | 


+. 
The ques- |, 


in the twenty-seventh | 


Mr. CASSERLY. 
through the form 
two citizens of 


of an application by some 
a congressional district, which 
found in the original bill, seems to be 
retained here. What merit it has, I think it 
would puzzle the most acute observer to dis- 
cover 


was 


pretense of popular demand for these appoint- 
ments. " Now, sir, that is so evidently a pre- 
tense that it is hardly worth while, and illy 
comports with the dignity of the Congress of 
fhe United States to keep it up. There will, 
of course, always be found some two citizens 
in every congressional district who, either 
because they want the appointment them- 
selves, or want it for some triend or relative 
within the recognized degrees of kindred to 
entitle relatives to such favors nowadays, will 
be certain to make the application. 

It strikes me that it would be much more 
fair and manly and direct for Congress to 
come to the point at once, and lay down the 
law without relying upon this hobbling inter- 
vention of these two citizens in each congres 
sional district. I think that your law should 
read substantially that in any congressional 
district prior to the 
it shall be the duty of the district 
judge within whose district the congressional 
district is situated to go on and make these 
appointments at the time spec tified. My opin- 
ion is that there would certainly be found 
two citizens in every congressional district 
to make such an application. I think it is 
scarcely possible to conceive a case where 
there will not be two men who are uneasy 
enough, or partisan enough, or so fond of the 
position and the advantages, real or supposed, 
of these offices for themselves or their friends, 
to make the application; and therefore my 
idea is that the bill ought to be amended in 
that particular so as to simply enjoin upon the 
district judge within whose district the con- 
gressional district lies the duty which this act 
imposes upon him on the demand of two citi- 
zens in the congressional district. 

Mr. THURMAN. The objection to the idea 
of my friend from California is that then the 
district or circuit judge would make these ap- 
pointments without any application being made 
to him, and he would have to make them for 
every election precinct ina whole congres- 
sional district, although the people did not 
want it at all, and although there was no ne- 
cessity for it; or else he would have to select 
in his own discretion this precinct and that 
precinct, and appoint supervisors for them ; 
aud as the Senate leaves it here, the circuit 
judge may be not only a non-resident of that 
district, but a non-resident of the State in 
which the election is held. For instance. 
Judge Dillon would make an appointment of 
his own mere motion for the district of Ark- 
ansas, Judge Dillon living in Iowa. That 
will not do. 

I think it is going far enough, and a great 
deal too far in my judgment, to allow the ap- 
pointment to be made on the application of 
two citizens. I think there ought to be a bet- 
ter showing than that; for what is it that the 
appointment of these supervisors implies ? It 
implies that the State officers are dishonest in 
that precinct; it impliesthat the State officers 
in the particular precinct need watching ; that 
they cannot be trusted ; that they are ready to 
violate their oaths which they take, and that 
therefore it is necessary for the Federal Gov- 
ernment to interfere and put supervisors over 
them to watch them, to keep them from vio- 
lating their oaths and disregarding their sworn 
duty. I think it isa pretty severe thing to put 
such supervisors over these men on the appli- 
cation of two citizens. Certainly I would not 
do it when no citizen at all applied for it. 

Tam notin favor of the bill at all. I am 
opposed to it as | was to the original bill, and 
for the reasons I gave when the original bill 
was under consideration; but if | were to 


voling, 


| amend it in this particular at all, instead of | 


This feature of going | | striking out the two citizens I would require ten 


It probably was meant to put in a | 


registration, or to the | 
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or twenty citizens instead of the two, and that 
would be some safeguard about it. Even as 
it is With two Citizens it is some safeguard, for 
two respectable men are not easily found to 
sign their names to a paper which implies that 
their neighbors, the judges of election in their 
own precinct or township are a set of villains, 
and ready to violate their oaths and to violate 
the law. It is not so easy to get two respect- 
able men to do such athing. I know it will 


| be answered that the men who make appli- 


cation to the judge need not be respectable, 
That is very true; but yet men hesitate a little 


_ before they make such imputations on their 


neighbors. I may mention it as a fact, and 
one which is pretty creditable to my State, that 
I believe not one single application was made 
in the State of Ohio for the teeeieees of 
any officers under the act of 1870. e had 
an election there, and nobody, I aioe pro- 
posed in any town in Ohio that there should 
be any Federal interference with the election. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I should like to make a 
suggestion to the Senator from Ohio. He has 
called attention to the fact that it is not re- 
quired that the two citizens shall be respect- 
able. In the thirty-second line it is said that 
these supervisors shall be of different political 
parties. Now, I suggest that if that expres- 
sion is proper for the supervisors, it is cer- 
tainly proper for those making the applica- 
tion; and by having them of two different 
political parties we should be sure to have 
one respectable man; that is, one respectable 
in the eyes of his own party. Therefore, I 
suggest to the Senator to insert after the word 
‘** thereof,’’ in the eleventh line, the words *‘ of 
different political parties.’? I wish also to 
inquire of the Senator from Indiana who is to 
determine whether the parties are different? 
Suppose there are three or four parties ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is a question that 


| must be troubling my friends on the other 


side a good deal just now. [Laughter.] I 
syinpathize with their difficulty. 

Mr. THURMAN. Not the slightest in the 
world. 

Mr. CASSERLY. My friend from Ohio 
has not been here in the trying ten or fifteen 
days past. I think the Senator from Vermont 
scarcely spoke on any subject for longer than 
twenty minutes during that period without 
some reterence to the Cincinnati convention. 
That seemed to have troubled his daily utter- 
ances, and undoubtedly must have equally 
troubled his nightly dreams ; and that specter 
is not rid yet; it still haunts my friend from 
Vermont. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. EDMUNDs. I am glad my friend calls 
it a specter, for that is what | suppose it is; 
but as to my alluding to it whenever I have 
spoken more than twenty minutes, I have no 
doubt the Senator is mght, for I have not 
spoken on any occasion over ten this week or 
last week. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I leave that to be judged 
by the Senators around me who know the habits 
of that Senator so well. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It seems a good deal 
longer to you, I have no doubt. [Laughter | 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, in aces 
to the suggestion of the Senator from New 
Jersey, | “do not propose to offer any amend- 
ments to this bill at all. I leave it in the 
hands of its friends to move the amendments 
that they see fit. Ll would say, however, that 
if the bill has any value at all, it ought not 
to be amended in the way he suggests by 
requiring the application to be made by mem- 
bers of two different political parties, because 
it is exactly because one party has all the 
judges of election in a precinct that the mi- 
nority party there may want to have them 
watched. 

Mr. BAYARD. 

Mr. THURMAN. 


time. 


Where can that be done? 
It occurs in Ohio all the 
Where the Democrats are in the ma- 


| jority in a township they have all the judges, 
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and where the Republicans are in the majority 
they have them all. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Itis not so in my State. 

Mr. LHURMAN. Itisin Ohio. The town- 
ship trustees are the judges of election there. 
Therefore that would not do. My objection 
to the whole bill is that which I had before 
to the original act, that it is based upon the 
idea that here is an election for Representa- 
tives in Congress, and that Congress having a 
certain power in regard to the manner of elect- 
ing Representatives, it is assumed that that 
power shall be exercised in the mode provided 
by this bill. Now, the Representatives are 
elected by the States; they are apportioned 
to the States, and each State is interested 
in sending men here who will represent their 
constituents, for, however much a Represent 
ative may consider himself when he gets 
here to be a representative not of his district 
and not of his State, but a Representative in 
Congress of the whole United States, how- 
ever that may appear in theory tosome men, 
in practice the man sent here is a representa- 
tive of his constituents of the State from 


! 


! 
; 


| district judges, instead of the circuit judges. 


Indeed, from the manner in which the debate 
has been running, I do not know that there 
will be enough antagonism to the bill to in- 
volve any very extended discussion, such a 
discussion as I had hoped might be had upon 
this subject. I think it would have a very sal 
utary effect if there were ample discussion 
upon this bill—as full discussion as there was 
upon the bill which has just passed fixing the 
time of choosing electors in Louisiana. 

As the Senator from Ohio has well said, 
this bill conveys upon its face clearly, as the 


| original law to which it is an amendment did, 


that its intent is to secure a fair election where 
Representatives or Delegates in Congress are 
to be chosen. He well said that the people 


|| had a great interest in seeing to it that they 
| were represented by men who were legally and 


which he comes, or of congressional district | 


of the State from which he comes, and the 
State is interested in seeing that that the peo- 
ple have a fair election there. 

I grant that if this law could be properly ex- 
ecuted, without improper interference with the 


State authorities, it might have a good effect 


in some places. I have an idea that some of 
the frauds which have been committed in 
some of the southern States that I could men- 
tion could never have been committed if there 
had been proper officers of election there. I 
do not think thatthis bill, if it should pass and 
become a law and go into operation, is likely 
to benefit one party more than the other, so 
far as L[can see. What I object to is the prin- 
ciple of interference on the part of the Federal 
Government in elections held under State au- 
thority, where there does not appear to be any 
such great flagrant outrage as requires such 
interference, and the exercise of that power 
which is vested in Congress in regard to the 
election of members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. I think we ought to be very care- 
ful how we exercise that power. Certainly in 
my State there is no necessity for any such in- 
terference; nobody asks it, and the proof is 
that under your law, although there are a 
number of cities and towns in that State of 
more than twenty thousand inhabitants, not 
one single officer was appointed under this law 
that you passed 3; hot one precinct or ward in 
the whole State asked for any such thing. 

I will say a word further while | am on my 
feet, for 1 do not want to make a speech on 
the bill. I have already manifested my oppo- 
sition to it at large when the original act was 
up. If the Senate mean this bill to be any- 
thing, they ought to have concurred in the 
amendment reported by the committee insert 
ing ‘‘district’’ instead of ‘‘ circuit ;’’ and when 
the bill is reported to the Senate that amend- 
ment ought to be moved, and ought to be 
adopted. Take my own circuit, where the 
circuit judge lives in Michigan; is he to ap- 
point these men for.southern Ohio right over 
the district judge who lives in that very part 
of Ohio? So ‘Texas and Alabama are in the 
same circuit, and the judge living in Alabama 
is to appoint for western J’exas when there is 
a judge living right there, and a judge too, if 
you want him to be Republican, who is a Ke- 
publican, appointed by you; and so of every 
one of them. There seems to me to be noth- 
ing more impolitic or unwise or unjust than 
that a judge living in another State, living 
perbaps six or seven hundred miles off, shall 
make these appointments, instead of the dis- 
trict judges. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. President, I do not 
know that I have anything to say in regard to 
the amendment reported trom the commitiee, 
and which has been disagreed to, giving the 
power to appoint supervisors of election to the 


fairly elected, and who would fairly represent 
them and their interests. 
I myself introduced this billsome time since, 


'and the press of New Orleans very generally 


commented upon it, especially that portion of 
the press which coincides in political senti- 
ment with my honorable friend from Ohio. I 
have before me several extracts from Demo- 
cratic journals regarded as ‘‘dyed in the wool,”’ 
and I shall ask the indulgence of the Senate 
while I read a few extracts from one or more 
of them. Before doing so, however, let me 
say that [ believe the people of the State which 
I have the honor in part to represent will very 
generally hail not only the amendment to the 
act of February 28, 1871, to protect all citi- 
zens in the right to vote, which is proposed by 
this bill, but even an extension of the eighth 
section of that act, which would give to the 
Federal officers, the marshal and his deputies, 
appointed in conformity with that act, partial 
supervision of the elections, even putting into 
the hands of the Federal Government such 
control as will insure a fair count, and they 
will cheerfully abide by the result. 

Sir, permit me to read an extract from the 
New Orleans Bee, a journal of prominence and 
influence, and generally regarded as the organ 
of the Democratic party. I ought here to say 
that the Bee has latterly taken ground against 
the Cincinnati movement, and would incline, 
I think—though I admit I[ speak without au- 
thority—to favor the present Administration, 
rather than the so-called Liberal movement, 
believing it better, so far as the Federal Ad- 
mibistration is concerned, to 

** Bear those ills we have, 
Than fly to others that we know not of.” 

Now, sir, the original bill as | introduced it 
proposed to extend not only the provisions of 
the original act in respect to the appointment 
of supervisors of election, but also the eighth 
section, giving the marshal the right in cities 
of twenty thousand inhabitants and upward 
authority to appoint deputies, as the Senator 
from Lilinois said yesterday, with great dis- 
cretionary powers. It hardly goes so far, | 
think, however, as the Senator stated. Now, 
let me read the comments of the Bee on the 
bill as I introduced it originally : 

‘*The original bill became a law on the 28th of 
February, 1871.” 

Section one declares— 

‘That all persons guilty of unlawful acts in and 
concerning the registration of voters for an election 
for Representatives in the Congress of the United 
States shall be liable to prosecution and punish- 
ment, as provided in section nineteen of act of May 
31, 1870.” 

This section also declares— 

“That every registration made under the laws of 
any State or Territory for any State or other elec- 
tion at which such Representative or Delegate in 
Congress shall be chosen, shall be deemed to be a 
registration within the meaning of this act, notwith- 





| standing the same shall also be made for the pur- 


poses of any State, territorial, or municipal elec- 
tion.” 


Section two provides: 


“That in cities of over twenty thousand inhabit- 
ants, upon written application of two citizens, the 


| circuit judges ofthe United States courts in the cir- 


cuits where such cities are situated, shall appoint 
two supervisors of eleetion.’’ 
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Section eight and other sections provide for 
the appointment of deputy marshals to aid and 
assist In securing a fair and peaceable election 
in cities of twenty thousand inhabitauts and 
upward. 

The New Orleans Bee, after giving a synop- 
sis of a portion of the bill, says: 

_ * Theobject of Senator KELLOGG’s late amendment 
is to remove the restriction as to population, and te 
extend the power of the marshals overall congres- 
sional elections witbout regard to population. 

_ “Although the original billand the amendment are 
in conflict with the doctrine of State rights, we do 
not think it is the interest of the southern people in 
their present circumstances to object to the inter- 
ference of Federal officers in our State elections, 
which this law authorizes. We have not advised 
our citizens to sign the petition, nor to ask that any 
such law should be enacted; but no good southern 
man is likely to find fault with the measure, if it 
shall keep in check such men as Governor Warmoth 
and his officers, and shall secure fair and honest 
elections, It is a law of the conqueror, like the 
fourteenth and fifteenth amendments and the re- 
construction acts, which we have always held to be 
destructive of the fundamental principles of the Con- 
stitution as formerly understood; butift we acknowl- 
edge the latter to be the settled law of the land’— 

And I believe our Democratic friends now 
admit this to be the case— 

“we do not see the sense of making a wry mouth at 
laws carrying into effect and enforcing these amend- 
ments.” 

| - “13 } ? say 

In the same article the Bee goes on to say: 

“We have not had a fair and honest election in 
Louisiana since Governor Warmoth came into 
power; and we think that relief against his mis- 
government and oppressive rule should be ac- 
cepted from Congress, if that department is willing 
to giveit. There is nothing left to us of State inde- 
pendence that we can see. Our present State gov- 
ernment has stood only because it was protected by 
Federal bayonets, Why should not the people of 
Louisiana accept the measure of relief now proposed 
to be given them under the bill and amendment 
which we cite above?” 

I might read an extract from another issue, 
stronger still, if possible, more in detail and 
more elaborate. I read especially from the 
Bee, and will confine myself to this journal 
because it is the only accredited official organ 
of the Democratic party in the city. ‘The 
country pressin many instances take the same 
position substantiaily. Sir, what the people 
of Louisiana ask is a fair and honest election. 
The planters, the colored men, the people 
irrespective of race or condition, ask it, and 
petitions signed by hundreds are to day before 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
asking that this bill be passed. I stand here 
to speak only for Louisiana, Other Senators, 
I think, will make the same representation, 
and I doubt not can truthfully say the same 
regarding the desire of their people in this 
regard. 

It has just occurred to me that an hour or 
two since, pending the passage ef the Louisiana 
presidential electoral bill as it is called, my 
honorable friend from Delaware [ Mr. Savu.s- 
BURY] took oceasion to speak of the evident 
intent, as he denominated it, of that bill, to- 
gether with the Federal machinery in force 
now, alluding to the laws on the statute- books 
and those likely to be enacted looking to the 
same end, to so manipulate and control the 
elections in Louisiana that the result should 
be in the interest of the Federal Administra 
tion; and he said in substance, if I recollect 
him aright, that the bill was a new measure 
and had only been moved since the Executive 
of our State and certain gentlemen who were 
at his back, whom the Senator denominated his 
supporters, attended the recent convention 
held at Cincinnati. 

I do not like to speak disrespectfully of any 
of the officers of my State, but candor com- 
pels me to say, and I speak for nine tenths I 
believe of the people of the State, white as 
well as black, that a portion of the delegation 
that appeared at Cincinnati were entiiled to 
the appellation of Liberals, and in their name 
and on their behalf I claim the blue’ ribbon 
for them as such. Some of them have certainly 
been ve ry iiberal with the people S$ money. 
And, sir, I give it as my opinion that if ever 


ian honest government ts fairly established in 
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> ; 
Louisiana they will upon short notice make 


their exit from the State. [ Laughter. ] 
These are facts well known. 


venture to say that as a whole they were the 


Why, sir, [ | 


dearest delegation that went from any State to | 


the Cincinnati convention. Nort 
of respect, affection, or gratitude, 
they cost the State millions of dollars. 
sir, they are very dear to Louisiana! If gentle- 
men who sympathize with the 
vention plume themselves upon the delegations 
that went from the State of Louisiana and 
some other southern States, I can say to them 
in the name, | believe, of nine 
people of those States, ‘‘ You are weleome to 
them, costly though they be,’’ [laughter ;] and 
if I had time | could read extract after extract 


by the 


but because 


ties | 
Oh, | 


Cineinnati con- | 


tenths of the | 


from the papers showing the estimation in | 


which the people of the city of New Orleans 
and the State of Louisiana hold many of the 
gentlemen who professed to represent (1 
should say misrepresent) them in that con- 
vention. 

Sir, 


I should not have said this much were | 


itnotthat I feel that Lam amply justified by what | 


was said by the honorable Senator from Dela- 
ware, when he said that the object of this kind 
of legislation was to prevent a fair election 
because certain State officials had recently 
identified themselves with the Liberal move 
ment, as it is called. 

Sir, | repeat, all that we ask is a fair election, 


and wherever there is a thief in office in the | 


guise of Republicanism, or wherever any man 
or set of men under color of law, calling them- 
selves Republicans, Liberal or otherwise, pro- 
pose to take from the people their right to the 
elective franchise, their right to be represented 
by honest officials, I say, in the language of 
the Bee, and of the majority of the people of 
Louisiana, let us, if we cannot remedy these 
abuses otherwise, have Federal interference. 
So it is, sir, that lam thus concerned regard- 
ing the people | represent, to the end that they 
may secure an honest government. I say to 
Senators here, give us all the law you can to 
secure this result, and the people of Louisiana, 
and [ believe of other southern States, will 
hail such action with gladness. Give them a 
fair election; if you will do so, rest assured 
the people now will have honest officers. 

And right here let me say, do not get the 
idea that the people of Louisiana are intol- 
erant. No, sir; in all this broad country 
to-day there is not a State where the people 
are more loyal, more generous, and more hos- 
pitable than they are in the city of New 
Orleans and in the State of Louisiana. Louis 
jana is without a Ku Klux, aud peace reigns 
in her borders. 
grievances considered) a full acquittal and for- 
giveness for whatever they may have done in 
violation of law heretofore. ‘The chariot of 
Mars had swept over them. 
lay in ruins. Their gin-houses and their sugar 
houses were in ruins. Many of them were 
imbued with that sort of despair and reckless- 
ness engendered by the war. But, sir, not- 
withstanding the burdens that have since and 
are still oppressing them under the guise of 
outrageous laws, their plantations are begin- 
ning to show the result of industry. The din of 


Charity should plead (their | 


Their p lantations 


commerce and the hum of industry are heard 


in the city of New Orleans and throughout the 
State. The State, struggling under terrible 
difficulties, has begun, | am glad to say, its 


march of progress, and the people do not want | 
any more riots; they do not want any more 


violence ; 
course as will invite northern capital and 
northern immigration, which has stood so 
long upon the borders of the State and said, 
‘There is a grand arena, a grand field for 
investment, and we desire io go thither, but 


but they desire to pursue such a | 


|| **Go back, thieves.’’ 


first let us be assured of peace and an honest | 


government.” 
peace. What they want is good laws, honestly 
administered ; but the »y know well they cannot 
have this without a fair and honest election. 





Sir, what the people want is | 


——. 


Last Monday night the people of N 
leans met en masse under a call embracing, it 
is said, a large majority of the capitalists and 
tax-payers ot the city, protesting against the 
paymentof any more taxes, because the taxes 
imposed upon them were illegal, unjust, and 
oppre ssive. 
by the legal opinion of many of the best law- 


vew Or- | 


And in this they are supported | 


yers of the city, who have pledged themselves 


to defend them in resisting the payment of 
such taxes without ** fear or reward.’ 
Sir, one reason why so many of the white 


people of New Orleans and throughout the | 


State are favorably disposed toward the present 
Federal Administration is largely owing to the 
fact that they believe that it trowns upon that 
class of men who have done so much to bur- 
den them with a load of debt and taxation 
under which they are reeling upon the very 
verge of bankruptcy. 


Why, sir, | think it is permissible for me to | 


state that during the discussion to-day on the 
presidential electors’ bill, a Democratic mem- 
ber of the other House, who was a member of 
the investigating committee which recently 


visited New Orleans, spoke to me approbatively | 
of that bill which met with so much opposition 


from some of our friends on the other side. I 
think I may say he gave me an assurance that 
he would give any measure looking to securing 
a fair election in Louisiana his most earnest 
support. He will doit because he isa southern 
Democrat and has their interests at heart. 
And, sir, I cannot believe that any true friend 
of the people of Louisiana desires to see them 
tied to the tail of the kite of the northern 
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within the walls of the Liberal convention 
recently held in Cincinnati. (Laughter. ] 

But other States that I might mention were 
also represented by Liberal Republicans of the 
same sort. Perhaps one of my honorable 
friends from Georgia will tell the Senate who 
the three men were that cast the twenty-two 
votes of that State in the Cincinnati conven- 
tion ? 

Mr. HILL. I do not wish to interrupt the 
Senator, but as he has asked the question, | 
will ask him, who were those men? [Laugh- 


er. | 

Mr. KELLOGG. 
the Senator. 

Mr. HILL. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. KELLOGG. And yet my friend from 
Georgia is intimately acquainted all over his 
State. 

I might ask my honorable friend from Flor- 
ida [Mr. OsBorn] who the men were that rep- 
resented Florida. Who were the men that rep- 
resented Mississippi? Who were the men who 
represented Texas? Sir, | believe they were 
men in buckram for the most part, and some 
of those of whom I can speak three years ago 
would not have been able, without borrowing 
the money from some dupe, to have paid for 
their ticket, even at half fare the round trip, 
to go to Cincinnati as delegates. (Laughter. | 
But, sir, those were the men who, when it ap- 
peared that a majority of the votes were in 


That is just what I ask 
Who were they? [Laughter. ] 
I do not know who they were, 


| favor of a certain candidate in the Cincinnati 


Democracy to help them, irrespective of their || 


own local interests. No, sir, | believe, as I 


| have already said, that the Federal adminis 


| condition of 


tration has ina very large degree the sympathy 
of the whole people of Louisiana, because it 
has done so much to frown down and dis- 
countenance those in the State who have con- 
trolled it so long and done it so much injury. 

Mr. President, I did not intend to occupy 


| more than a moment or two, but I have been 


led in this desultory manner to speak of the 
my State. If I had time and 
opportunity, and felt justified in presuming 
upon the patience of the Senate, 
portray such a picture of the condition of 


|the people of that State and of the wrongs 


_inflicged upom them as would ‘‘stir a fever || 
_in the heart of age and make infant sinews |, 


strong as steel.’ 
Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 


honorable Senator from 


Will the 


Louisiana tell me 


| what party has control of the State of Louis- 


iana? [Laughter.|] I should like to hear an 
answer to that question. I have been waiting 


| half an hour to hear that. 


Mr. KELLOGG. The Liberal Republican 
as they call themselves under the auspices of 
the recent Cincinnati movement. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. CASSERLY. I will ask the Senator 
from Louisiana whether those Liberal Repab- 


licans whom he has been condemning so se- 


|| verely committed the outrages upon the people 


of Louisiana before they were liberalized, or 
since. [| Laughter. } 

Mr. KELLOGG. Beforeandsince. [Laugh- 
ter.] It is because they did it before, that as 
soon as they were discovered they were de- 
nounced, and the Republican party, as an 
organization, set its face against them, and in 
the language of Horace Greeley, in a lecture 
delivered just after his return from his famous 
tour through the southern States, and who 
said to the people of the South and the honest 
Republicans, that they should say to all these 
men when their dishonesty was discovered, 
when their true character was made manifest, 


of Louisiana said to these men, * Begone, 
thieves.’’ The Democratic party of Louisiana 
said the same. The newly inaugurated reform 
movement said the same. Denounced thus on 
all sides, there remained no city of refuge, no 


| place of safety, until they found themselves 


The Republican party | 


I could | 








| 


convention, like sheep followinga bell-wether, 
went where they thought success lay, and con- 
sequently the spoils of office. They can fol- 
low that scent with the avidity of the sleuth- 
hound. It was those men, representing that 
kind of constituency, all imaginary, professing 


|to represent Florida, Mississippi, Louisiana, 


| and other States, self-elected, 


| self-constituted, 


as my friend 
from Alabama [Mr. Sprenc ER] reminds me, 
without any constituency, 
without any proprietary interest, paying no 
taxes, having no part or parcel in common with 
the people. It was through the numerical 
strength represented by just such adventurers 
as referred to that the present paradoxical 
ticket of protection and free trade was given to 
the American people to discuss through the 
recent Cincinnati convention. 

Sir, I will occupy but little more time, but 
I cannot forbear calling attention to a portion 
of a letter written a short time before his 
death by Oscar J. Dunn, late Lieutenant Gov- 
ernor of the State of Louisiana. I think I 
risk nothing in saying that he was par excel- 
lence a noble representative man of his race ; 


/a most able executive officer, and in every 


sense of the word an honest man. 


Once an 
apprentice, with no education except that 
which he acquired by hard and assiduous ap- 
plication, he came to be universally respected 


| in the State of Louisiana. 


Just before he died, this representative col- 
ored man wrote a letter to the editor of the 
New York Tribune. Of the portion that I 
have marked I might now and then omit a 


| sentence; but I will venture, with the indul- 


|| who sympathized with their action. 


gence of the Senate, to ask the Secretary to 
read it all. Let itbe bornein mind, however, 
that this letter was written after what is pop- 


ularly denominated the 9th of August conven- 


tion, when it was said the military interfered 
to uphold one party and break down another. 
The New York Tribune, honestly and sin- 
cerely, I doubt not, took occasion to animad- 
vert severely upon ‘the course of the Federal 
authorities and of that portion of the people 
It was 
because of those animadversions that Governor 
Dunn penned the letter to Mr. Greeley of 
which | will ask the Clerk to read a portion. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows : 


In your lecture, delivered to the citizens of New 
York, after your return from Texas, you refer . - 
class of men, found in all the southern States, 
elements of the Republican party, hurtful to its 
integrity and dangerous to its safety ; and you were 


sc 


sh 


Ol 
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pleased to characterize their conduct as ‘‘carpet-bag 
seoundrelism.” You stated that the good name and 
safety of the party demanded that when these men 
hould press to the front and assame leadership of 
our hosts we should say to them, “Go back, thieves |” 

We have in our midst, from the North, East, 
and West men who have come among us to be citi- 
zens; they have invested their enterprise and their 
capital in our State, and have brought their house- 
bold gods with them, and they, with us, are con- 
cerned to have good laws enacted, and honest pub- 
lic servants to execute them. Such men are not 
only welcomed cordially by the native population, 
but are esteemed by them as a most healthy and 
important element in the body-politic. Wearesure 
that you do not refer to this class in your lecture. 
But there is a class in our midst of new-comers, who 
came without money and withoutany fixed political 
principles, adventurers in character, and political 
brokers by profession, with a single axiomatic maxim 
as the basis of their lives, which they always with 
the pertinacity of the sleuth-hound follow, “ Put 
money in thy purse,” without being overscrupu- 
lous as to whose money it is or how the transfer 
is accomplished, 

Your description of these men is so life-like that 
it must have been drawn from nature. 

We recognized them as we read and felt that a “‘chiel 
had been amang us takin’ notes, and, faith, he’d 
prent them.”” Would you be greatly surprised, Mr. 
Greeley, to be informed that, inthe judgment of the 
good people of this State, irrespective of party, 
the young msn who now occupies the executive 
chair of Louisiana, whose crimes against his party 
and his people you charitably ignore, and whose 
championship you so boldly assume, is preéminently 
the prototype and prince of the tribe of carpet-bag- 
gers, who seem to be your pet aversion ? 

Well attested fects, from the official history of 
bis Excellency will show that the people are not 
mistaken in assigning to him the leadership of the 
class you denounce. 

In all candor, we believe that his Excellency Gov- 
ernor H. C. Warmoth is officially derelict and polit- 
ically untrustworthy. He has shown an itching 
desire, as manifested by repeated negotiations with 
certain leaders thereot, to secure the personal sup- 
port of the Democracy at the expense of his own 
party, and an equally manifest craving to obtain a 
cheap and ignoble white respectability by the sac- 
rifice of theconfidence and support of colored Repub- 
licans, and he is much more concerned to have the 
entré into good southern society than he is to do 
the arduous but honorable work of elevating the 
masses of that race who elected him, and to perfect 
harmony between the races by an impartial and 
honest enforcement of the law. He has so fre- 
quently violated the Constitution he has sworn to 
obey and maladministered the laws he has sworn 
faithfully to execute that he has succeeded in de- 
stroying public confidence, not only in himself, but 
in officials generally. He has so deceived the pub- 


lic faith and disappointed the public hope by the |} 


facility with which he makes and the recklessness 
with which he breaks his pledges, that we, in self- 
defense, have been compelled to withdraw our con- 
fidence from him, 

We cannot and will not support him even though 
the New York Tribune should remain his champion, 
for such support would inevitably involve the dis- 


astrous deteat of the Republican party in the State | 


of Louisiana. 

Respectfully, OSCAR J. DUNN. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. 
sire to say in reply to the inquiry of the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana, about who represented 
Texas at Cincinnati, that there was not a soli- 
tary carpet-bagger among them—not one. 
{ Laughter. } 
gentleman while he was on the floor. 

Mr. KELLOGG. That is, from Texas? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. Yes. sir. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I ask the 


honorable Senator from Louisiana whether he | 


will yield to a motion to adjourn ? 

Mr. KELLOGG. In a moment; I am 
nearly through. I desire only to read another 
extract, and then [ am done. 

Mr. President, I would that I had been able 
to say what I have felt it my duty to say omit- 
ting any allusion by name to any person; but 
I found it utterly impossible to do so. I wish 
to read an extract which mentions the present 
Executive of Louisiana by name, emphatically 
disavowing, however, any personal feeling on 
my part toward him or others. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will my friend allow 
me to make a suggestion to him? For the last 
half hour he has been making a speech here, 
partly on Louisiana politics and partly pitch- 
ing into the Liberal Republicans. Now, I 
have no deubt it has escaped his observation 
that his colleague, who I think is not always 
in accord with him on the subject of Louisiana 


politics, was absent, and I believe is absent | 


yet, and that all the Liberal Republican Sen- 
ators, all those who uphold the Cincinnati 


I simply de- | 


I did not wish to interrupt the | 
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convention, are also absent, and he is hiring 
his gun in the air. I submit to him that he 
had better wait until his foes are before his 
face, and not strike them behind their back. 
Mr. KELLOGG. I had not noticed the 
absence of Senators, as | beg to assure the 
Senator. I supposed they were all present. 
Mr. THURMAN. Not one of them; nor 
has there been one of them here for some 


time. I think the Senator had better let us 
adjourn. 
Mr. KELLOGG. I most cheerfully give 


way for a motion to adjourn, and will not 
trouble the Senate with the extract I have 
referred to. 
Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 
Mr. MORTON. I desire to 


I 


move 


ask whether 


| we cannot have a vote and get through with 


this bill to-day? No one wishes to debate it 


| further. 





Mr. THURMAN, Mr. CASSERLY, and 
others. Oh, no; you cannot do that. 

The motion was agreed: to; and (at five 
o’clock and ten minutes p. m.) the Senate 


| adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Fripay, May 10, 1872. 

The House met at eleven o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Bur_er, 
D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

DIGEST OF ELECTION CASES. 
Mr. McCRARY. Iask unanimous consent to 





| offer a resolution for consideration atthis time. 


I think there will be no objection to it. It 
has the approval of the Committee of Elec- 
tions, and is most just and necessary. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the clerk of the Committee of Elections 


| has been instructed to prepare adigest of contested- 
election cases since 1864, including the cases in the 
|} present Congress: 

Resolved, That he be paid during this Congress, as 


he was paid during the last. 


There was no objection; and the resolution 
| was agreed to. 

McCRARY moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was agreed to ; 
| and also moved that the motion to reconsider 


Mr. 


be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA. 
“Mr. POTTER. 


Mr. DAWES. 
that causes debate. 


The SPEAKER. 


Mr. DAWES. 
object to it. 


I will 


In that case, 


court jurisdiction of the district court of the 
United States for the northern district of 
Georgia, to create a circuit court in said dis- 
trict, and for other purposes. 

‘The bill was read. It providesthat so much 
of any act or aets of Congress as vests in the 
district court of the United States for the 
northern district of Georgia the power and ju- 
risdiction of a circuit court be, and the same 
is hereby, repealed; and there shall hereafter 


sided over as the circuit court now is or here 
afier may be in the southern district. 

The bill in its second section provides tha 
all actions, suits, executions, pleas, process 
and other proceedings, relative to any cause 





civil orcriminal, which might have been brough 
and would have been originally cognizable it 


I ask unanimous consent 
to report a bill from the Committee on the 
| Judiciary, for present consideration. 

I must object to any matter 


The impression of the 

| gentleman from New York [Mr. Porrer] is 

| that this bill will give rise to no debate. 

not 
Mr. POTTER, by unanimous consent, from 

the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back, 


with the recommendation that it do pass, the 
bill (H. K. No. 1422) to take away the circuit 


be acircuit court held for said district, pre- 


@ circuit court, or removed thereto, under any 
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act of Congress, pending in or returnable to 
the district court for the said northern district 
| of Georgia, at the time appointed for hold- 
ing the next term thereot, are hereby de- 
clared to be transferred and made returnable 
to the circuit court constituted by this act, to 
be holden within the said district, and shall be 
heard, tried, and determined therein, in the 
same manner as if originally instituted in or 
removed to such cireuit court. And the said 
circuit court shall be governed by the same 
general laws and regulations as apply to other 
circuit courts of the United States, and the 
clerk of said court shall perform the same du- 
ties, and shall be entitled to receive the same 
feesand emoluments which are by law estab- 
lished for the clerks of the other circuit courts 
of the United States, and shall be appointed 
by the circuit judge of said circuit; provided 
that the present clerk of the district court for 
said northern district shall be the clerk of 
the circuit court of said district ull another 
appointment be made in his place or he be 
otherwise removed, 

The bill provides in its third section that 
|| there shall be two terms of the district court 
for the northern district of Georgia, held in 
Atlanta, in each and every year, to begin on 
the first Mondays of March and September ; 
and there shall also be two terms of the cireuit 
| court for said district, held in Atlanta, in each 
| and every year, to begin on the second Mon- 
| days in March and September. 
| The bill in its fourth section provides that 
| 
| 


| all suits hereafter to be instituted in the dis- 
| trict or circuit court of either the northern or 
| southern district of Georgia, not of a local 
|| nature, shall be commenced in a court of the 
| district where the defendant resides; but if 
there be more than one defendant, and they 
|| reside in different districts, the plaintiff may 
sue in either, and send duplicate writs to the 
other defendants, on which the plaintiff or his 
| attorney shall indorse that the writs thus sent 
are copies of writs sued out of the proper dis- 
trict; and the said writs, when executed and 
returned into the office from whence they 
| issued, shall constitute one and thesame suit, 
and be proceeded in accordingly. 

The bill in its fifth section provides that the 
rules of court heretofore adopted and now of 
force in the district court for the northern dis- 

| trict of Georgia be, and they are hereby, de- 
| clared to be adopted and of force in the cir- 
cuit court for said northern district; but the 
same may be altered, modified, amended, or 
annulled by the said courts, and new rules may 
be added thereto, in the same manner as in 
other district and circuit courts. The return- 
days for writs and executions returnable to the 
said district and the said circuit courts shall 
be the first days of the terms of said courts, 
respectively, but the time for the return of 
writs may be, by rule of court, changed to any 
rules-day. 

The bill in its sixth section provides that the 
grand and traverse juries which have been or 
which may be drawn for the first term, after the 
passage of this act, of the district court for 
| the northern district of Georgia, shall be the 
juries for both the circuit and the district 
court, and all their acts as such in either court 
shall be valid, as if said juries belonged ex- 
clusively to the court in which they are acting 
for the time being. 

The bill in its seventh section provides 
that it shall lawful for the requisité® 
jurors, grand and petit, for eitber or both of 
said courts to serve at the first term thereof, 
to be drawn at any time by the judge of the 
said district court, or by either of the judges 
of said circuit court. 

The bill in its eighth section provides that 
the ninth and tenth sections of the act of 
August 11, 1848, organizing the district court 
of the northern district of Georgia, and all acts 
and parts of acts militating against this act, 
be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
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read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. POTTER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
SECURITY OF BANK RESERVATIONS. 
Mr. MERRIAM. I ask unanimous consent 


to report back from the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency, tor present consideration, 
the bill (H. R. No. 1869) for the better se- 
eurity of bank reservations, and to facilitate 
bank clearing-house exchanges. 

The SPEAKER. This bill was debated 
The gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Merriam] is under the impression 
that it will not cause further debate, but that 
If not, it 
The bill will be read 
for information, after which objection, if any, 
will be in order. 

The bill was read. 

Several 


some time ago. 


it will pass by unanimous consent. 
will not be entertained. 


members objected to its present 
consideration 
BARK AZALEA, 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I ask 


unanimous consent to introduce a bill grant- 


ing an American register to the American 
built bark Azalea, with a view to its being put 
on its passaye, 

Ihe bill was read for information. 

Mr. CONGER. Does this bill come from 
a committee? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to make a single statement, which I think will 
obviate any objection. ‘This bill would come 
under the general law except that it is an 
American-built bark and was transferred to 
foreign register since it was wrecked, and 
rebuilt. 

Mr. CONGER. 


There are two or three 
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withdrew his objection, and no other objection 


being made, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 2710) granting an American 
register to the American-built bark John 
Matthews ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed, 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, also intro- 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 2711) granting an 
American register to the American-built bark 
Azalea; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ENKOLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Kurolled Bills, reported that they had exam- 


ined and found truly enrolled, bills of the | 


following tithes; when the Speaker signed the 
same : 

An act (S. No. 347) granting a pension to 
Sarah MeNana; 

An act (S. No. 448) to establish a system of 


deposits, to prevent desertion, and elevate the | 


condition of the rank and file of the Army; 

Aun act (S. No. 449) authorizing the issue 
of clothing to certain enlisted men of company 
b, fourteenth regiment infantry ; 

An act (S. No. 671) to authorize the West 
Wisconsin Railway Company to keep up and 
maintain a bridge for railway purposes across 
Lake St. Croix, at the city of Hudson, in the 
State of Wisconsin ; 

An act (S. No. 867) anthorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to correct an Army oflicer’s record ; 

An act (S. No. 955) granting a pension to 
Mary Ann Montgomery, widow of William W. 
Montgomery, late captain in Texas volunteers ; 

An act (H. R. No. 838) to provide that 
minors shall not be enlisted in the military 
service of the United States without the con- 


| sent of parents or guardians; and 


hundred such cases before the Committee on |! 


Commerce. I do not see why a special excep 
tion should be made in favor of this bill. 1 


object to its present consideration, 
GENERAL BAKER. 


Mr. SARGENT. I ask unanimous consent 
to report back from the Committee on Appro 
priations, with the recommendation that it do 
pass, the bill (H. R. No. 2586) providing for 
a life-sized marble statue of the late Senator 
Kdward Dickinson Baker. 

(he bill was read. It appropriates the sum 
of $10,000 for a life-size marble statue of the 
late Senator Edward Dickinson Baker, from 
a marble model in the possession of the family 
of the deceased Senator, and directs the Libra- 
rian of Congress to make a contract with 
Horatio Stone to carry out the provisions of 
this act. 


Mr. SLATER. 
JAPANESK MILITARY CADETS. 


Mr. L. MYERS. I ask unanimous consent 
to introduce a bill authorizing the Secretary 


I object. 


of War to admit six Japanese youths to the | 


West Point Military Academy for reference 
to the Committee on Voreign Affairs. 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I object. 
CONNECTICUT AND OTHER CLAIMS. 


Mr. KELLOGG, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill (H. R. No. 2789) for the 
relief of the State of Connecticut and other 
tates; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

AMERICAN REGISTRY FOR VESSELS. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. The gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. ConGer] says he 
will not object to my iptroducing for reference 
to the Committee on Commerce a couple of 
bills to grant American registers to some ves- 
sels. 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I object. 

Some time subsequently Mr. W. R. Roberts 


An act (H. R. No. 1666) to establish certain 
post roads, 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. PORTER was granted leave of absence 
from yesterday until the 22d instant. 
Mr. NEGLEY was granted leave of absence 
for three days. 


Mr. HALSEY wasgranted leave of absence || 


for one week. 

Mr. MERCUR was granted leave of absence 
for ten days. 

Mr. McHENRY was granted leave of ab- 
sence for ten days. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS . 

Mr. McKINNEY obtained leave to have 
withdrawn from the files of the House the 
papers in the application of Job 3S. Goff fora 
pension. 

Mr. ARCHER obtained leave to have with- 


drawn from the files of the House the papers | 


in the case of Catharine Barry, for reference 
in the Senate. 

Mr. L. MYERS obtained leave to have 
withdrawn from the files of the House the 
pension papers in the case of Isabella Swan. 

SMITHSONIAN REPORT. 

Mr. PRICE, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, reported back, with a recommendation 
that the same be adopted, the tollowing con- 
current resolution of the Senate: 

Resolved, (the House of Representatives concur- 
ring,) Tuat twelve thousand five hundred additional 
copies of the report of the Smithsonian Institution 
for the year 1871 be printed; two thousand five hun- 
dred of which shall be for the use of the Senate, five 
thousand for the use of the House, and five thou- 


sand for the use of the institution: Provided, That | 


the aggregate number of pages of said report shall 
not exceed four hundred and fifty, and that there 


shall be no illustrations exeept those furnished by | 
the Smithsonian Institution. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I hope there 
will be an increase of the number of these 
reports to be printed. I move that the sey- 
eral numbers be doubled. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think five thousand 
copies will be enough for the institution. 


| 
| 


I 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Weli, I wij 
moveto doubie the number for each House of 
Congress, but not for the Smithsonian Instity- 
tion ; that is, to have five thousand copies for 
the use of the Senate, and ten thousand for 
the use of the House. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the 
resolution, as amended, was adopted, 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the resolution wag 
adopted ; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

AGRICULTURAL CONVENTION, ETC, 

Mr. PRICE also, from the Committee on 
Printing, reported back the following reso- 
lution; which was read, considered, and 
agreed to: 

_ Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representa- 
tives concurring,) That there be printed twenty-one 
thousand additional copies of the report of the pro- 
ceedings of the convention of delegates from agri- 
cultural colleges, State agricultural societies, Xc., 
held in the eity of Washington on the 15th, 16th, 
and 17th of February, 1872, and communicated to 
the Senate by the Commissioner of Agriculture, of 
which five hundred copies shall be for the use of the 
Senate, six thousand for the use of the House, and 
fourteen thousand five hundred copies for the use of 
the Commissioner of Agriculture, of which one bun- 
dred copies shall be supplied to each delegate to the 
convention, 


Mr. PRICE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was agreed to; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MRS. FANNIE M. JACKSON. 
Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, submitted the fol- 


lowing report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 2042) 
entitled *‘An actfor the relief of Mrs. Fannie M. 
Jackson, of Tennessee,’’ having met, after a full 
and free conference le:ve agreed to reeommend to 


|| their respective Houses as follows: 


That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate and concur with an 
amendment striking out ** $628 5U”’ and inserting 
**$1,400;”’ and that the Senate agree to the same. 

AUSTIN BLAIR, 

JOHN 'T. HARRIS, 

Kk. MeJUNKIN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

TIMOTHY 0. HOWE, 

JOHN SCOTT, 

HENRY COUPER, 
Managers onthe part of the Senate. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the report was agreed 
to; and aiso moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the tariff 
bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] 
whether he will not consent to an arrangement 
by which one hour, some time during the time 
we are in Committee of the Whole, may be 
given to carry through the fortification bill? 
That bill really has precedence in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, this is private- 
bill day; and if the House will waive the 
mourning hour and go into committee now, | 
shall be willing that about three o’clock the 
tariff bill may be laid aside, that we may pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the fortification 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. Would it not be better to 
take up the fortification bill first and give one 
hour to it? 

Mr. DAWES. I should be content with 
that; but the gentleman from Indiana, [ Mr. 
Nib.ack, ] who has charge of the fortification 
bill, is not here. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move that 
the House go into Committee of the Whole 
on the fortification bill. I see the gentleman 


from Indiana [Mr, Nis.acx] is just coming in. 








hou 
mitt 
to h 
one 





Mr. WILLARD. I asked for the morning 
hour one week ago, but it was given tothe Com- 
mittee of W ays and Means. ‘| think we ought 
ty have a morning hour. There has been but 
one morning hour for private biils within the 
last five weeks. 


Mr. RANDALL. The morning hour was 
promised to us last Friday, but it was not 
given. or os 3 ‘ 

fhe SPEAKER. The matter is for the 


House to decide. The question is on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, [ Mr. 
Dawes, ] togo into the Committee of the Whole 
to consider first for one hour the fortification 
bill, and afterward the tariff bill. 

‘The question being taken on agreeing to the 
motion, there ayes 49, noes no 
quorum voting. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not know whether it 
is understood by the House that this is nota 
contest between the Committee of Ways and 
Means and the Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. The question is simply 
whether the House will have a morning hour 
or whether it will go into Committee of the 
Whole at once. No quorum having voted on 
the question, the gentleman from Massachu- 





me). 
Ves 


setts, Mr. Dawes, and the gentleman from 
Vermont, Mr. WiLLarp, will act as tellers. 
Mr. RANDALL. If the motion to go into 


Committee of the Whole be agreed to, it cuts 
off the morning hour? 
The SPEAKER, 

course. 
The House agi iin divided ; and the tellers re- 
porte d—ayes 52, noes 78. 
So the motion of Mr. 
agreed to. 


It does, as a matter of 


DAWES was not 


ORDER 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour now 
begins at twenty-three minutes before twelve 
o'clock, and reports are in order from the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions and 


OF BUSINESS. 


War of 1812. 
SIMEON FARNSWORTH, 
Mr. WILLARD, from the Committee on 


Revolutionary Pensions and War of 1812, re- 
ported back a bill (H. R. No. 2130) granting 
a pension to Simeon Farnsworth, of Danville, 
Vermont. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Sim- 
eon Farnsworth, of Danville, Vermont, under 
the provisions of the pension act of February 
14, 1871, and to pay him a pension at the rate 
of eight dollars per month from the date of 
that act, Farnsworth having served as a pri- 


vate in the war of 1812 for more than sixty | 


days. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILLARD moved to 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JESSE M’COY. 

Mr. WILLARD, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2712) for the relief 
of Jesse McCoy; which was read a first and 
second time. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay 
to Jesse McCoy, executor of the last will of 
Susan McCoy, of Jefferson county, Kentucky, 
lately deceased, the amount of pension due 
on pension certificate No. 7155, issued by the 
pension department in July, 1863, to said 
Susan McCoy as the widow of Jesse McCoy, 
a revolutionary soldier, the said Susan McCoy 
having deceased on the 17th of July, 1863. 

The bill was ordered to be e ngrossed and 
read a third time; 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILLARD moved to reconsider the 


reconsider the | 


and being engrossed, it was | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 


vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
| moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SARAH POND. 


Mr. WILLARD, from the same committee, 
reported back a bill (H. R. No, 2839) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah Pond, with the reeom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

rhe bill, which was read, provides that the 
Secretary of the Interior be directed to place 
on the pension-roll of the U nit ed States the 
name of Sarah Pond, widow of Adam Pond, 
who served as a private soldier in the war of 
| the Revolution, the said Sarah Pond to receive 
a pension at the rate of eight dollars per 
mouth from the passage of this act during her 
natural life. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILLARD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
| moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ELISILA 

Mr. COMINGO, from 
Revolutionary Pensions and War of 1812, re- 
ported back a bill (H. R. No. 1576) directing 
that a bounty land warrant for one hundred 
and sixty acres of land be issued to Elisha 
Franklin for military services in the war of 
1812, with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to issue Klisha 
Franklin a bounty land warrant for one hun- 
dred and sixty acres of land for military 
vices rendered by said Franklin in the war of 
1812. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
in this case ? 
|| The SPEAKER. There is. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. These bills seem 
to be going through very rapidly without any- 
body paying attention tothem. Task that the 
report in this case be read. 

It appears from the report, which was read, 
that from the evidence before the committee 
in support of this claim, the claimant’s correct 
name is Elisha Franklin; that he was a soldier 
in the war of 1812; that he was a member of 

| Captain Thomas Burrwell’s company, Virginia 
militia; that he served from the 3d to the 

| 27th of September, 1814, and that the appli- 
cant is the person” who served as aforesaid. 
It further appears that the said Franklin ap- 
plied to the Commissioner of Pensions for a 
bounty land warrant, and that the same 
refused because of his inability to establish 
his identity to the satisfaction of that officer. 
The muster-rolls show that one Elijah Frank- 
lin served in said Burrwell’s company, and as 
the claimant’s real name is Elisha, his appli- 
cation is suspen led. The committee find that 
| Franklin served in said poy that he 
served for the term alleged by claimant, and 
they further find that claimai : was known by 
the name of Elijah, and was called by that 
name by his neighbors, although his correct 
name is Klisha, and therefore they recommend 
the passage of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COMINGO moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The lat 


FRANKLIN. 


Lo 


sef- 


: 
Is there any report 


was 


ter motion was agreed to. 


HUGH T. FERGUSON. 

Mr. COMINGO also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back a bill H. R. No. 652) 
granting a pension to Hugh T. Ferguson, a 
|| private soldier of the war of 1812. 

‘| The bill, which was read, provides that the 


the Committee on 


il Mr. MOORE. 
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Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pen- 
sion-roll, subject to the provisions a limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name o Hugh 
I. Ferguson, late a private soldier in the war 


of 1812, and to pay hima pension from and 


alter the passage of this act at the rate of eight 
dollars per month. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Let the report in 
this case be read. 

The report was read. It states that the 


claimant was a private in Captain George W. 
Lightner’s company, forty-ninth regiment 
Maryland militia, in the war of 1812; that he 
served in said company for more than sixty 


days; that he entered the service in the month 
of August and was discharged about the mid- 


dle of November, 1814; and that he was at 
the battle of Baltimore on the 12th of Septem- 
ber of that year. ‘The committee find that the 
records of the War Department and of the 
re rior afford no evidence of the service of 

Captain Lightner’s company. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. What, then, is the 
evidence upon which this pension is to be 
given? 

Mr. COMINGO. The evidence 
records of the State of Maryland. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It seems a very 
suspicious circumstance that these claims are 
left until this late day. 

Mr. WILLAKD. I will state to the gentle- 
man from Illinois (Mr. Farnsworrn] that the 
otice of the Pension Committee of the House 
to examine cases where the evidence of 
service or of injuries is defective. ‘This is just 
a case of delective or imperfect evidence of 
service. ‘This man served in the Maryland 
militia in the last war. ‘There is no record 
evidence of his service inthe War Department 
the Pension Bureau. and no evidence in 
fact of the service of the company in which 
he alleges that he served. 

There is, however, official evidence in the 
records and archives of the State ot Maryland 
of the service of this company and of the ser- 
vice of this man, and also evidence of one of 
his comrades of his service which was satis- 
factory to the committee. ‘There is also evi- 
dence that he participated in one of the en- 
gagement of the last war. 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


is in the 


is 


or 


Mr. COMINGO moved reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 

NANCY CLOUD. 

Mr. COBB, from the same committee, re- 
ported back, with the recommendation that it 
do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 12438) to restore 


to the pension-rolis, Naney Cloud, widow of 
William Cloud, a revolutionary pensioner. 
The bill was read. It directs the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Nancy Cloud, widow of William 
Cloud, a revolutionary pensioner, and. he 
hereby directed to pay her any sum which 
may be due heras such from the United States. 
‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. COBB moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the biil was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider laid on the 
table. 
Lhe latter motion was agreed to. 


be 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WILLARD. ‘There are no further re- 
ports from the Committee on Revolutionary 
Pensions and War of 1812. 

The SPEAKER Reports are now in order 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PENSION LAW, 


I desire, on behalf of the 
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Committee on Invalid Pensions, to make 
request of the House. If the House will con- 
sent, | will send to the desk the general bill 
consolidating and amending the laws relating 
to invalid pensions, which is a bill of very 
great importance. It was to have been re- 
ported last evening, if the House had had an 
evening BeSsiou. I ask that by unanimous 
consent the committee be allowed to report it 
now. 


There was no objection. 
Mr. MOORE, from the Committee on In- 


valid Pensions, reported back, with amend- 
ments, the bill (H. R. No. 


2312) to revise, 
consolidate, 


and ameud the laws relating to 
invalid pensions, 

Mr. MOORE. I ask that the first reading 
of the bill be dispensed with, and that the 
House proceed to consider it by sections. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 

The Clerk read the first section, as follows: 


Thatif the ability of any officer of the Army, in- 
cluding regulars, volunteers, and militia, or any 
officer in the Navy or Marine corps, or any enlisted 
man, however employed in the military or naval 
service of the United States, or in its Marine corps, 
whether regularly mustered or not, disabled by 
reason of any wound received or disease contracted 
while in the service of the United States, and in the 
line of duty; any master serving on a gun-boat, or 
auy pilot, engineer, sailor, orother person, not regu- 
larly mustere’!, serving upon any gun-boat or war 
vessel of the United States, disabled by any wound 
received or otherwise incapacitated, while in the 
line of duty, tor procuring his subsistence by manual 
lubor; any person not an enlisted soldier in the 
Aruiy, serving for the time being as a member of the 
militia of any State, under orders of an officer of the 
United States, or who volunteered for the time 
being to serve with any regularly organized military 
or naval force of the United States, or who other- 
wise volunteered and rendered service in any en- 
gagement with rebels or Indians, disabled in conse- 
quence of wounds received in the line of duty in 
such temporary service; any acting assistant or 
contract surgeon, disabled by any wound received 
or disease contracted in the line of duty while actu- 
ally pertorming the duties of assistant surgeon or 
acting assistant surgeon with any military force in 
the field or tn transifu, or any provost marshal, 
deputy provost marshal, or enrolling officer dis- 
abled by reason of any wound received in the dis- 
charge of his duty, to procure a subsistence by 
manual labor: has been sincethe 4th day of March, 
1461, or shall hereafter be impaired, he shall, upon 
making due proot of the fact, according to such forms 
and regulations as are or may be provided by and in 
pursuance ot law, be placed upon the list of invalid 
pensioners of the United States, and be entitled to 
receive, for a total disability ora permanent specific 
diss ibility, such pension as is hereinafter provided in 
such cases, and tor an inferior disability, except in 
cases of permanent specific disability for which the 
rate of pension is expressly provided, an amount 
proportionate to that provided for total disability 
to commence as hereinafter provided, and to con- 
tinue during the existence of the disability: Pro- 
vided, That noclaim of a State militiaman, or non- 
enlisted person, on account of disability from 
wounds received in battle with rebels or Indians, 
while temporarily rendering service, shall be valid 
unless prosecute xd to a succe ssful issue prior to the 
4th day of July, I874: 
person shail be entitled to a pension by reason of 
wounds received or disease contracted in the ser- 
vice of the United States subsequent to the 27th 
day of July, 1808, unless the person who was wounded 
or contracted the disease was in the line of duty; 
and, if in the military service, was at the time actu- 


ally in the field, or on the march, or at some post, | 


fort, or garrison; or, if in the naval service, was at 
the time borne on the books of some ship or other 
vessel of the United States, at sea or in harbor, act- 
ually in commission, or was at some naval station, 
or ou his way, by direction of competent authority, 
to the"United States, or to some other vessel or naval 
station. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
ask the gentleman from Lllinois why the title 
to a pension is limited to the date of July 27, 


1868? It is for wounds received or diseases 


I desire to | 


contracted only down to that date that the bill | 


proposes a man may be pensioned. 

Mr. MOORE. That is just what the law 
was before. We have made no change in the 
law in this regard. The law was enacted in 
1868, and this restriction was dated from the 
passage of that act, unless the person was 
in the line of his duty when the wound was 
received or the disease contracted. There is 


no change in the lawatall. The provision | 


to which the gentleman from Ohio refers 


reads as follows: 


That no person shall be entitled to a pension by 
reason of wounds received or disease contracted in 


ers to any considerable extent. 


And provided further, That no |} 


the service of the United States subsequent to the 
27th day of July, 1868, unless the person who was 
wounded or contracted the disease was in the line 
of duty. 


In order that the restriction may not apply 


to a person, he must have been absolutely in | 


the line of duty when he was wounded or 
incurred the disabilities. 
Under other acts passed prior to 1868 there 
yas a greater liberality in reference to their 
being on posts of duty. For instance, when 
they were injured while in transitu, while on 
the cars, or if they met with an accident under 
such circumstances, they were considered en- 
titled to a pension. This bill more partic- 
ularly restricts the operation of the pension 
law to those who are in the service, on the 
march, or at some military post when the dis- 
sase was contracted or the injury was received. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I know the 
House would like to have an explanation of 
the provisions of this bill now. 
ask the gentleman whether this isa mere mod- 
ification of the laws in regard to pensions, or 
whether it materially changes the laws in any 
of its provisions? 
Mr. MOORE. As 


I stated when I ob- 


tained the order to have this bill considered | 


last night, it is principally a codification of 
the pension laws, and a revision of them with- 
out introducing any new legislation, with the 
exception of atew amendments. Thereis but 
one amendment I believe that affects pension- 


amendments are merely for the purpose of 
explaining the law and aiding the Pension 
Bureau in discharging its duties in the way of 
settling pension claims. However, there is an 
amendment in relation to the organization of 
the pension department with a view of prevent- 
ing fraud. That will be for consideration 
when that portion of the bill is reached. The 
only change made by this first section is in 
reference to some otlicers in the Army and 
Navy who under the present laws are not en 
titled to pensions. 
Affairs have made a change in the rank of 
midshipmen, so that cadet midshipmen are 


mentioned in this section; they were not in | 


the former law. The provisions in relation to 
the Navy are precisely similar to those affect- 
ing military officers and officers of the regular 
Army. 

Mr. STORM. I would inquire if in the 
existing law there is any provision for pen- 
sioning contract surgeons or deputies provost 

marshals ? 

Mr. MOORE. 
leftas itisnow. I have stated the only changes 
proposed by this section. 

Mr. PERCE. I observe that by this section 
no person is to be entitled to a pension unless 
in the field or on the march, or at some post 
or garrison, when the injury is received. I 


would inquire of the gentleman why a pension | 
| should not be granted to a soldier who was 


injured while in transitu ? 

Mr. MOORE. The bill provides that it 
shall apply to those on the march, which will 
cover that part of it. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I desire 
to move to amend line forty nine by striking 
out ‘*1874’’ and inserting ‘*1875.”’ 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I would 
inquire if this bill makes provision for a very 
meritorious class of persons who were engaged 
in the service, and to whom we were greatly 


indebted ; | mean military telegraph operators? 
Mr. MOORE. It makes no provision for 
them. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Then I 
move to amend by inserting after the words 
** contract surgeon”’ the words * military tel 
egraph operator. Many of 
service, on the front, 
wounded. 

Mr. MOORE. I shall object to that amend- 
ment, for the reason that if it is made we shall 
be asked to include men engaged in running 


under fire, and were 


Therefore, I | 


The other | 


The Committee on Naval 


In that. respect the law is | 


them were on | 
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| military railroads. Many of them, both tele- 
| graph operators and men engaged in runnin 

|| military railroads, have made application for 
| special acts of Congress to give them pensions, 
They were employed by the Government on 
| salaries which were calculated from the dan- 
gerous positions they occupied, and which 
positions they could have left at any time they 
| chose. There has been no instance of a spe- 
cial act of Congress granting a pension to a 
person of that class, and we do not propose to 
make provision for them in this bill. 

Mr. DICKEY. Does the gentleman have 
any objection to inserting the words * or in 
hospital’ after the words ‘* in transitu ?”’ 

Mr. MOORE. I have no objection. 

Mr. DICKEY. ThenI1 move that amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be first 
upon the amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, which is to insert 
after the word ‘‘impaired’’ the words ‘* by 
reason of such disability ;’’ so that it will read, 
‘*or shall hereafter be impaired by reason of 
such disability.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next question was upon the amendment 
moved by Mr. Dickey, to insert the words * or 
in hospital’’ after the words ‘‘ in transitu.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. ARCHER. In order to perfect the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Dickey] I move to amend by 
adding at the end of the section, after the words 

‘vessel or naval station,’’ the words ‘or 
hospital.’’ 

Mr. DICKEY. That is all right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MeCORMICK, of Missouri. I move 
to amend by striking out in line forty-nine 
**1874,’’ and inserting ‘*1875;’’ so that the 
-t proviso of the section will read as fol- 
OWS: 








Provided, That no claim of a State militiaman or 
non-enlisted person on account of disability from 
wounds received in battle with rebels or Indians, 
while temporarily rendering service, sha!l be valid 
unless prosecuted to a successful issue prior to the 
4th day of July, 1875. 


My object is to allow one year more for the 
prosecution of these claims to a successful 
issue, 

Mr. MOORE. This House passed a bill 
extending the time in which pensioners might 
make their applications; but the bill, when it 
went to the Senate, was laid on the table. 
There is no sort of probability of any favor: 
able action being taken by the Senate on this 
proposition. All these parties have been al- 
lowed tive years in which to prosecute their 
claims, and we do not propose to extend the 
time. I hope the gentleman from Missouri 
will not urge his proposition, because it can- 
not be passed in the other braneh of Congress. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I am not 
disposed to urge the amendment if there is no 
possibility of it being passea by the Senate. 

Mr. MOORE. There is none in the world. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. Then I 
withdraw it. 


The next section was read, as follows: 


Sec. 2. That the pension for total disability shall 
be as follows, namely: for lieutenant colonel and all 
otlicers of higher rank in the military service and in 
the Marine corps, and for captain, and all officers 
of higher rank, commander, surgeon, paymaster, 
and chief engineer, respectively, ranking with com- 
mander by law, lieutenant commanding and mas- 
ter commanding, in the navalservice, thirty dollars 
per month; for major in the military service and in 
the Marine corps, and lieutenant, surgeon, paymas- 
ter, and chief engineer, respectively, ranking with 
lieutenant by law,and passed assistant surgeon in the 
naval service, twenty-five dollars per month; for 
captain in the military service and in the Marine 
corps, chaplain in the Army, and provost marshal, 
professor of mathematics, master, assistant sur- 
geon, assistant paymaster, and chaplain in the 
naval service, twenty dollars per month; for first 
lieutenant in the military service and in the Mariuve 
corps, acting assistant or contract surgeon, and 
deputy provost marshal, seventeen dollars per 





month ; for second lieutenant in the military ser- 
vice and in the Marine corps, first assistant engin- 








eer, ensign, and pilot in the naval service, and en- 
rolling officer, fifteen dollars per month; for cadet 
midshipman, passed midshipman, midshipmen, 
elerks of admirals and paymasters, and of other 
officers commanding vessels, second and third as- 
sistant engineer, master’s mate, and all warrant 
officers in the naval service, ten dollars per month; 
aud for all other persons whose rank or office is not 
mentioned in this section, eight dollars per month ; 
and the masters, pilots, engineers, sailors, and 
crews upon the gunboats and war vessels shall be 
entitled to receive the pension ullowed herein to 
those of like rank in the naval service, and every 
commissioned officer of the Army, Navy, or Marine 
corps shall receive such and only such pension as is 
herein provided, forthe rank he held at the time he 
received the injury, or contracted the disease which 
resuited in the disability, on account of which he 
may be entith d toa pension; and any commission 
or presidential appointinent, regularly issued to such 
person, shall be taken to determine his rank from 
and after the date, as given in the body of the com- 
mission or appointment conferring said rank: Pro- 
vided, That a vacancy existed in the rank thereby 
conferred; that the person commissioned was not 
disabled tor military duty; and that he did not will- 
tully neglect or refuse to be mustered. 


Mr. MOORE. 
the word ‘ office,’’ 
word ‘for.”’ It is simply superfluous. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COGHLAN. I move to amend by 
striking out, in linesthirty-four and thirty-five, 


the words ‘* contracted the disease which re- | 


sulted in the disability,’’ and inserting in lieu 
thereof the words ‘*the time he became dis- 
abled through disease contracted in the line 
of his duty.’’ ‘The section will then provide 


that the pension ofan officer shall be in accord- || 
ance with ‘the rank he held at the time he | 


received the injury or the time he became dis- 
abled through disease contracted in the line of 
his duty.’’ The bill as reported by the com- 


mittee provides that a pension for disease con- | 
tracted in the service shall be in accordance | 
with the rank held at the time the disease re- 
Now, it 


sulting in disability was contracted, 
is possible that a disease like consumption may 
be years in advancing to the point where it 
constitutes disability and entitles the party to 
a pension. I propose that in such cases the 


I move to strike out, after | 
in line twenty-seven, the | 





peusion shall be for the rank held at the time || 


when the disability commenced, not at the 


time when the disease was contracted, which | 


may have been four or five years earlier, when 
the man held perhaps a subordinate rank. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, there is no 
point in the amendment. Provision is made 
in the law that no man shall be pensioned for 
any disease he did not contract while in the 
line of duty. The bill is all right as it stands. 

Mr. COGHLAN. Under the bill as 


stands a man may have contracted, while 


simply a lieutenant, a disease which after- | 


ward disables him; yet disability may not 


occur until he becomesa colonel several years | 


afierward. During all this time he may have 
been serving the country, though the seeds of 
the disease (consumption, for instance) have 
been gradually developing. Under the biil, 
such a man will draw pension only for the 
rank he held when the disease was contracted. 
According to my amendment, he will draw 
pension according to the rank held by him at 
the time he is disabled by the disease. This 
is all the amendment contemplates. 
can be, it seems to me, no misconstruction 
about it. 


Mr. MOORE. I think the gentleman from 


it | 





There | 





The argument of the gentleman signifies 
this and nothing more: to-day he is a pri 
vate aud contracts a diseas » to-morrow is a 


captain, and the disease becomes violent 


amajor and it is more violent still, and the 


next day a brigadier, and it is still more violent. 
The argument amounts to that, and nothing 
else. | trust the amendment will be rejected. 
This is in accordance with the practice of the 
Government. It is wise and just, and brings 


no hardship on any class whatever. 

Mr. COGHLAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to 
have a vote on the amendment, and if the 
House understands it they will vote for it. It 
is said in effect in the report of the committee, 
in the words of the bill now before the House, 
that a man may fight for the Government for 
ten years, and during the whole time he may 
have in his body the seeds of consumption 
or some other disease, and when retired for 
disease he shall not have a pension according 
to the rank which he earned bv gallant service, 
but his pension shall be of the rank he held 
ten years before, when the disease was con 
tracted. ‘here must be 
a time in reference to which the pension mnust 
be fixed, and that time when the disability 
occurs, and it should be no other time. It is 
the time when he is retired from the Army or 
from the Navy for disability. He may have 
had the seeds of disease in his body for years 
and years. 

Mr. MOORE. Then he could 
pension at all by the present law. 
Mr. COGHLAN. Why not? 

Mr. MOOKE. If he had in his system the 
seeds of disease when he entered the Army or 
Navy, he could not get any pension for dis- 
ability. 

Mr. COGHLAN. The gentleman does not 
understand, or he does not want to understand 
this precise case. A man may have cont racted 
disease in the line of bis duty, but when he 
remained in the service and after years became 
disabled his pension should not date back to 
the rank when the disease was contracted, but 
it should be of the rank held the 
disability occurred. 

Mr. BIRD. In view of all the difficulties ] 
trust the gentleman from California will with- 
draw his amendmest and yield to the line of 
action adopted by the Committee on Pensions, 


[I think it is injustice. 


not 


get a 


he when 


and leave all cases of special hardship as they 
are at present to come for relief to Congress. 
The amendment was again read. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 


| seventeen, noes not counted. 


So the amendment was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read the next section, as follows: 

Sec. 3. That the pension for a permanent specific 
disability named or described in this section shall 
be as follows, namely: the loss of both hands, or 
total and permanent disability of the same; theloss 
of the sight of both eyes, or the loss of the sight of 
one eye, the sight of theother eye having previously 
been lost; the loss of both feet, or total and permiua- 
nent disability rendering the person utterly help 
less, or s0 nearly so as to require the constant per 
sonal aid and attendance of another person, forty 
dollars per month; the loss of a hand and foot, or 
total and permanent disability of the same; ortotal 
and permanent disability, incapacitating for the 
performance of any manual labor, but not such as to 
require constant personal aid and attendance, thirty 
dollars per month; the loss of a hand or foot, or 
total and permanent disability of the same; or any 


| disability rendering the inability to perform man- 


California [Mr. CoGHLanj is mistaken in his | 


view of the law. ‘The application of a meas- 
ure like this must necessarily be general and 
universal in its application. If it should apply 
in the case suggested, it must necessarily ap- 
ply in every case. The difficulty arises not 
80 much from what a single individual may be 
supposed to suffer as from what the great mass 
of pensioners will necessarily suffer from the 
impossibility of making any other application 
than that proposed inthe bill. There must be 
some detinite point forthe person investigating 
the case to stand upon. Where shall he com- 
mence the investigation ? 

the disease was contracted, or the time when 
it makes its most violent appearance ? 


42p Cone. 2p Sess.— No. 207. 


Shall it be the time | 


ual labor equivalent to the loss of a hand or foot, 
twenty dollars per month; and the loss of the hear- 
ing of both ears, or any disability to a degree for 
which there is no other provision in this act, shall 


be entitled to a pension of thirteen dollars per 
month: Provided, That the pension for the loss of 
both feet, both hands, or the sight of both eyes, 
| shallnot commence prior to the 4th day of July, 
1864; that the pension for the loss of one foot and 
one hand shall not commence prior to the 3d day of 
March, 1865; and that the pension for any other 
disability herein designated shall not commence 
prior to the 6th day of June, 1866; and that the 
pension for loss of bearing of both ears, or other 


I 


} COlMMmissioned ollicer shall receive 


equivalent disability 
the approval of this 


y, Shall not commence prior to 
act: Provided furthe ,. That 

@s much pension 
for the specific disability herein provid 
private disabled in like manner: 


any 


{for as a 
And provided /ur- 


| ther, That in no case shall the additional increases 


of pension provided for in this section take effect 
prior to the passage of this act. 
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ome 


amend by strik 


Mr. DUELL. I move to 


ing out **forty’’ and inserting ‘* fifty ;’’ so it 
wiil read: 

That the pension for a perman specific dis- 
ability named or deseribed in this section shall be 
as follows, namely: the loss of both hands, or total 
and permanent disability of the same: the loss of 
the sight of both eyes, or the loss of the sightof one 
eye, the sight of the other eye having previously 
been lost; the loss of both feet, or total and perma 
nent disability of the same; or other total and 


permanent disability rendering the person utterly 
helpless, or nearly so require stant 
personal aid and attendaace of an rson, filly 
dollars per month, 


lL submit to the 


s0 us to the «x 


other pr 


House the sum of fifty dol 
lars is not under the circumstances out of the 
way for that class of persons, and I hope the 
amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. MOORE. I will remark that we found 
on considering this subject a universal desire 
to raise the pe nsions of these ver 
men. Atter cons 


bers of the House 


V unfortunate 
illing extensively with mem 


and ascertaining what the 


ge neral view was upon the sub ect, we settled 
upon three grades of forty, thirty, and twenty 


dollars. I think those liberal rates. 


course they are not full compensation f 


ure Of 


rr what 


these men suffered ; but to think of fully com- 
pensating all the men who suffered in behalf 
of the country in dollars and cents 


| hope the Llouse will 


} 
i make uv 


is out of 
the question, 
change in it in this respect. 

Mr. DUELL. I will to the House 
that | am informed, by good authority, that 


state 
the number of persons who would be b nefited 
by this proposed amendment would not ex 
ceed twenty in number. It seems to me that 
we ought to confer this benelit on this small 
class of persons by the adoption of the amend 
ment I have offered. 

Mr. STORM. I desire to call the attention 
of the chairman of the committee t i 
lar contradiction in this 
tion provides that the 


>a SloULUs 
| he see- 
shall 


Sé ction. 


pension colo 


mence from certain dates in 1864, 1865, and 
1866—— 

Mr. MOORE. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. Srorm] that 


an amendment is now pending, and it will b 
better to settle one question at a time. 

Mr. BIRD. The House will observe the 
very great importance of this proposed amend- 
ment. 


he] 


If we increase the pension from forty 
to fifty dollars, as proposed in this particular 
instance, it must be remembered that there are 
two other grades, which will necessarily require 
to be advanced also. I trust the gentleman 
from New York will not forget that considera- 
tion, and I trust the House will not forget its 
importance, in considering the propriety of 
taking this first step in advancing these pen- 
sions. 

This is the second step proposed by the 
cominittee in advancing pensions of this grade. 


A tone 


ime the pension was twenty-five dol 
lars; 


then it was made thirty dollars; 
18 proposed by the committee to be pl ice d 
lorty dollars. 


now tit 


It strikes me, while | have a 
great deal of sympathy with this class, and 
while | would like very much to advance their 
pensions to the extent sugyveste d by the gen- 
from New York, 


yet it strikes me we 
should move slowly, especially when we r 
member the immense number of applicant 


for pensions still, both those at the bureau and 
those having special claims for regara 


part of this House. 


ou the 


I would simply suggest the importance of 
remembering that there are two or three 
other grade s which we propose to advance, 
and whose claims are as strong as those of 
the grade in regard to which the gentleman 


from New York has offered an amen 
and that tl 


yniner dations of thee pit 


he re 

tee, if agreed to, will take an additional amoun 
from the Treasury of over six hundred thou 
sand doll irs | his | would sugevest to tl 


House, isa derath 
The question being taken on Mr. DUELL’S 


very impor tant cor 


il amendment, it was disagreed to. 
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: i ike out “ thirty 
dollars ind insert “forty d 


‘The amen iment was disagrs ed to. 
Mr. DUELL. 


ment: 


J offer the following-amend- 


In line eighteen, sectiont ree, strikeout “ twenty 
dollarrs”’ aud insert “thirty dollars.’’ 


he amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. STORM. I move to strike out the last 


proviso « f tha ection, as follows: 

And provided further, That in no ease shall the 
addit ilinerea | pension provided for in this 
me jon tuke el] L prior to tbe passage of this act, 

1 offer this amendment with a view to mak- 
ing. the section Consistent with itself, It is 
provided in the first proviso that the pensions 


therein named shall Commence at certain 
aales And in this last proviso it is provided 
thatin no case shall the additional increase 


Of pension pi vided for in this sed¢tion take 
elect prior lo the passage of this act. Hither 
this proviso should be stricken out, or else 


the limitation of time in regard to the dates at 
which the increased pensions should com- 
mence should be changed. The two provisos 
cannot stand in the bill together consistently 
with each other 

I should like to hear some member of the 
commilice give an explanation in regard to 
Lhis inatter 

Mr. BIRD. rhe first two provisos of this 
Reclion are Very Clear and distinct, They re- 
lhe last proviso relates 
particularly to those who are benefited by the 
advance given in the first, second, and third 


yrades referred to in the section, so that 


lute tO Certain Cases. 


there may be no ine qu ility whatsoever in the 
aap pli ition of the law. Pensions which come 
under the first, second, and third grades of 
the section will take effect precisely as those 
of similar grades took effect in the law as it 
stood, asit stands now, and as it has stood for 
year 

here is no desire on the part of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and I presume 
there is none on the part of this House, to 
oners upon a different foot- 
elng, or to give one class the benefit of this act 
lt is barely possible that 


some ot these three classes, soine without 


and not the other. 


either foot, some without either arm, some 
Without one foot and one arin, may not have 
applied for pensions, If they have not ap- 


pire a, and yeb ap} ly to the Pension Oflice for 
their peusious, it will be very unjust that they 
should take forty doll irs, Or thirty dollars, or 
twenty dollars a month from the commence- 
ment, while those who have applied and have 
had their filleen, twenty, or thirty dollars 
should not be allowed to get the larger amount. 
The last proviso is designed to reach those 
cases, und those only, and as I read the 
section it Cannot be tertured into any other 
construction whatever, 

Mr. SEORM. The gentleman will see that 
the word ** pension’’ in line twenty two does 
not mean the pensions provided for in this act, 
vided for under existing law. 
Theretore it is ambiguous, and I say it should 
not be expressed in the first proviso. 

lhe question was taken upon the amend- 
ment, and it was not agreed to, 


but those pri 


The Clerk read the following: 


Sec. 6. That if any person embraced within the | 


provisions of the first section of this act has died 
since the 4th day ot March, Is il, or shall hereafte r 
die, by reason of any wound or disease which, under 
the conditions and limitations of said section, would 
have entitled him te an invalid pension bad he been 
disabled, his widow, or if there be no widow, or in 
case of her death, without payment to her of any 
part of the pension hereinafter mentioned, his child 
or children, under sixteen years of age, shall be en- 
titted to receive the same pension asthe husband or 
‘ 


father would have been entitled to had he been 
to 


OtMHty (is ed, to commence trom the death of the 
husbas ior father, to continue to the widow during 
her widowhood, and to his child or children until 


they severally attain the age of sixteen years, ant 
ho longer, and that uf the widow remarry, the child | 
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or children shall be entitled from the date of re- 
Wmurriage, 


Mr. PARKER, of Missouri. I move to 


amend the section just read by adding thereto 
the following: 


Provided, That the provisions of this section shall 
be so interpreted as to apply to the widow or widows, 
ehild or children, of officers and privates of the Mis- 
souri State militia and the enrolled Missouri militia, 
if the husband or father was wounde { or contracted 
the disease of which he died while in the service of 
the United States, 


| propose this amendment for these reasons: 


it will be remembered that in the State of Mis- | 


souri during the war we had three military 
organizations; one called the Missouri State 
militia, which consisted of twelve regiments. 
Under an agreement between the Governor 
of the State at that time and the President of 
the United States those twelve regiments 
were mustered into the service of the United 
States, to be paid and oflicered as other 
soldiers, with the exception that they were 
not to be required to go beyond the limits dof 
the Siate of Missouri and perform duty, except 
in the pursuit of an enemy. 


Another organization is one mentioned in | 


this amendment. While I believe that the 
provisions of the first section of this act, 
being the same as the provisions of the pen- 
sion laws now in existence, apply to the wid 
ows and orphans of the soldiers and officers 
of these military organizations, the Pension 
Bureau has held differently. These men were 
in the service of the Government of the Uni- 
ted States—I mean the twelve regiments of 
the Missouri State militia. ‘They were officered 
and paid by the Government of the United 
States. They are to-day receiving bounty, or 
have received bounty from the Government 
through the Second Auditor here, and they 
have been treated in all respects by every 


Department of the Government, except the | 


Pension Bureau, as soldiers of the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

The other part of this amendment applies 
only to the widows and orphans of these soldiers 
while they were directly in the service of the 
Government of the United States. They were 
frequently While in service placed under the 
command of officers of the Goverament of the 
United States and perfarmed duties as sol- 
diers of the Government of the United States. 
Therefore, they ought to be upon the same 
footing precisely as the widows and orphans 
of officers and privates of any other class of 
our soldiers. 

I therefore have moved this amendment. 
While I believe that the law now applies to 
them, while | believe the Pension Bureau is 
misconstruing the law on this point, in order 
that there may be no misunderstanding about 
it, and that the widows and orphans of these 
men who did more severe military service 


than any other class of privates in any of the | 


border States shall be put upon the same foot- 
ing precisely as the widows and orphans of 
other soldiers, | have moved this amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. As the morning hour has 
expired, I will move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG, I hope the gentle- 
man will not insist upon that motion until this 
amendment is disposed of, 

Mr. DAWES, 1 will reserve my motion if 
the vote can be taken at once. 

The amendment moved by Mr, Parkgr, of 
Missouri, was agreed to. 

ELECTION CONTEST——GIDDINGS V8, CLARK. 

Mr. McCRARY. _ I had intended to call 
up this morning the contested-election case of 
Giddings vs. Clark, from the State of Texas ; 
but owing to the indisposition of the sitting 
member, who wishes to be heard, I have con- 


sented to postpone it until Monday next after 
the morning hour. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. DAWES. Iunow move that the rules 
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| be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. With the under. 
standing that we shall proceed to the consid- 
eration of the fortification bill? 

Mr. DAWES. On condition that it will not 
give rise to anv extended debate. 

The SPEAKER. If there is any debate 

| upon it the commiitee can rise and have the 
question determined by the House. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL 


The House resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole, Mr. Scorie.p in the chair. 

Mr. NIBLACK,. I move to lay aside the 
tariff bill and take up the fortilficauion appro- 
|| priation bill. 

Mr. DICKEY. That motion is not neces: 
sary. The fortification bill has precedence. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the 
| Whole proceeds to the consideration of the 
| bill (HL. &. No. 1671) making appropriations 
for the construction, preservation, and repair 
| of certain fortifications and other works of 
defense. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I ask unanimous consent 
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed 
with, 

There being no objection, it was ordered 
accordingly. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I rise to a point of 
order. I believe the tariff bill was made a 
special order in Committee of the Whole for 
every day after the morning hour. Does not 
that bill take precedence of the fortification 
| bill? 

Mr. DAWES. It was proposed before we 
had the morning hour to-day, that we go into 
Committee of the Whole upon the fortilication 
bill. Upon that understanding the gentleman 
trom Indiana {Mr. Nipiack] sent for his 
papers and got ready for the consideration of 
that bill. But the House preferred to have 
the morning hour. I thought, however, that 
afier the gentleman from Indiana had got all 
|| ready, it was not quite fair to insist upon the 
consideration of the tariff bill to the exclusion 
of the fortification bill, which L understand will 
|| take but a short time. Hence, | waive the 
tariff bill tor the present. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It is not a 
question of waiving. We are in Committee 
of the Whole, and the fortification bill being 
first on the Calendar, has precedence. The 
| Committee on Appropriations have hitherto 
waived the prior right of this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The fortification bill 
was made a special order in Committee of the 
Whole, and it is now in order, 

Mr. NIBLACK. Mr. Chairman, when the 
war closed we found our fortifications prac- 
tically worthless for the mounting and support 
of the elass of guns invented, developed, and 
brought into use during the war. They were 
all too small. While the old structures afford 
a foundation upon which to build, and are 
capable of being enlarged and modified so as 
to suit the guns that we now desire to mount 
upon them, yet considerable money must be 
expended betore they can be available for the 
purpose of defense. For two or three years 
afier the war—some four years perhaps—we 
made no expenditure at ail for fortifications. 
During that time the War Department was 
engaged in preparing plans and specifications 
for the remodeling and reconstruction of 
these fortifications according to the more 
modern plans, and to meet the uses for which 
they are now needed. Two years ago we made 
an appropriation for fortifications, and again 

last year. Now, for the third time, the Com- 
| mittee on Appropriat ons has reported a bill for 
the purpose of carrying on and extending the 
‘| works thus begun. The committee has recom- 
| mended appropriations for such works only as 
| oa consultation with the proper authorities are 














regarded as of the most urgent importance ; and 
while this bill proposes to appropriate about 
| two million dollars, we felt that we could not 


— TP 
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make any less appropriatiation which would 
be of real benefit to the whole country. We 
have taken pains to be informed in regard to 
the particular merits of each work; and | 
trust, therefore, there will be no contest over 
the mere detail of the bill, but that the House | 
will be disposed to accept this as the best bill 
which could be prepared under all the cir- 
cumstances, it having received very consider- 
able and very careful attention in the com- 
mittee. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill for 
amendment, and read the following: 

For fort on the site of Fort Tompkins, New York 
harbor, New York, $32,000. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York. I move 


to amend by inserting after the words just read 
the following; 





For completing the earthwork of the 
slopes in and about Fort Tompkins, New 
bor, $51,000. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Mr. Chairman, at the time 
we considered and reported this bill the com- 
mittee supposed the work named in this amend- 
ment to be one which might be postponed for 
another year; but since the bill was reported 
certain documents have been brought to our 
attention, and we concur with the officers of 
the War Department, as well as with the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Townsenp] 
representing the district in which this work is 
located, as to the propriety of this amendment. 
1 by the committee to say that 


lacis and 
ork har- 


J am instructed 
we think the amendment a proper one, and 
one which ought to be adopted. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For a new fort opposite Fort Delaware, Delaware | 
river, Delaware, $42,500, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Is this anew work ? 

Mr. NIBLACK. It is a work which has 
been appropriated for before for several years 
This is a mere continuation of the work, and 
it is strongly recommended, and is of those 
works considered by the War Department as 


first class. | 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. The word | 
‘“‘new’’ is used here to designate this par- 


ticular work. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is to distinguish this 
from the old fort, which is near the same 
lace. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It is not that 
we are beginning a new work here, but we | 
are only continuing a’work which has been 
in course of construction for some years, and 
it is called ‘‘new’’ here to distinguish it from 
the Other. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I will move to strike 
it out for the purpose of saying a few words | 
on this subject. Mr. Chairman, | hone no 
new work of this kind will be commenced 
unless there is the greatest necessity for it. I 
verily believe that two thirds of the appropri- 
ations of money for the repairs of these old | 
forts, for their extension and improvement, as 
well as for the erection of new works, is sim- 
ply money thrown away, except that it gives 
employment to men who otherwise would not 
have anything to do. So far as any use to the 





Government is concerned they are perfectly 
worthless, I believe that is the opinion of 
almost every one in and out of military life | 
except those having charge of these works. 
If we are ever attacked by a foreign foe we 
will find what I say to be true, that these forts 
we have spent so much in erecting, ornament 
ing, and beautifying, and making very pleas- 
ant, easy places to send oflicers to—we will 
find them, I say, to be perfectly useless. They 
will not select those places to attack, and if 
they do, your brick and your stone forts will 
not be able to resist the armaments brought 
against them, as has been shown in the recent 
war. It was then shown these old forts were 
worthless, They could not at all withstand 
the improved guns brought against them. A 
little earth-work thrown up iu the night by the | 


| two 


spades of the soldiers in many instances is 
worth more than the fort which cost $1,000,000. 
I now withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I find I am mistaken in 
what I have stated in reference to this work. 
The one to which the gentleman from Illinois 
refers is a new fort. We have not reported 
any new forts except in cases strongly urged 
on our attention by the War Department. We 
are often placed inthis position. During the last 
years, as gentlemen will recollect, there 
were some unpleasant rumors in regard to our 
foreign relations. We do not in the public 


| discussions wish to expose the weak points of 


|as a miter of course by any means. 


}} OF any 


Ai 


defense along our sea-coast, and there are 
many communications in reference to exposed 
points in our fortifications upon the sea-coast 
we do not feel at liberty to have read. On 
these appropriations we do not state all that is 


said to us in the committee by the officers of 


the engineer corps. I can assure the gentle- 


man, however, as I have assured the Louse || 


heretofore, that in these recommendations we 
have only made 
strongest necessities of the case. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Gentlemen of the 
House very well know how these 
and recommendations are made. 
year after year making appropriations for re- 
pairing old fortifications and commencing new 
ones. Iam glad to know but few new ones 
are being begun. But we do go on year after 
year making appropriations to repair some of 
these old forts. ‘The amount is usually from 


| fifty thousand to one hundred thousand dollars 
‘| hese | 


annually on every one of these old forts. 
estimates are made by some young officer. He 
takes a pencil and paper and estimates it will 
cost $20,000 to resod in a handsome 


manner 
the parade ground. He then estimates it will 
cost $20,000 to rewhitewash the walls. He 


then makes up the sum total and sends his 
eStimate to the War Department. Of course 
the chief of the engineer corps cannot spend 
his time going upon the ground to verify all 
of these estimates. He takes them up and 
sends them to the Treasury Department. 
Treasury De partment indorses Shen. and they 

come to the Committee on Ap pp ropriat ek 
The Committee on Appropriations tind when 
these estimates go to them that the amount 
generally ranges from one hundred thousand 
to two hundred thousand dollars, and they 
make a guess of what is necessary and scale 
down the estimates about one half and report 
in the bill which goes to us trom fifty thousand 
to one hundred thousand dollars in each case. 
The appropriation is then made, and the new 
sods are laid and the new whitewashing done. 

A little ornament takes place, and the “money 
is expended, 
day in reference to the tat iff, when the appro- 
priation is made everybody is prosperous and 
happy. 
Mr. NIBLACK. 
not taken within 
appropriating for 


We do nottake, and have 
the last few years when 
fortificat ions, the estimates 
On the 


contrary, we have not only summoned the 
proper officer, oe we have summoned each 
year several of the officers of the Engineer 


As the gentleman said the other 


them upon what seems the 


estimates | 
We go on | 
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sympathize with it myself, that we do not 
want any great standing army, or any very 
greatly exte : ded system of fortitic ations, and 
especially of the expensive kind of fortifica- 
tions, such as have been constructed in certain 
places some years ago under the old system. 
But I assure the gentleman from Illin« vis that 
the policy of the Government, and I mean by 
that the policy of that branch of the War 
Departme - which has charge of this matter 
the Engineer Bureau, is to abandon the old 
brick-works and stone-works for the purpose 
of making our fortifications consist of a system 
of earth-works, which they think of much 
greater value to the country than the old sys- 
tem of stone and brick works. 

‘l’o illustrate how detenseless our condition 
is on some points of the Atlantic coast, | may 
state that one month ago—and I desire to get 
the attention of the gentleman from Iliinois 
{Mr. Farnswortu] to this statement—one 
month ago a single armed vessel, an iron-clad, 
could have come into the port of Charleston 
and placed that whole city under tribute, levy- 


| ing upon it whatever they saw proper to de- 


mand. [am glad to say that since attention 
was called to it this condition of things, by the 
energy of the Department, and particularly of 
the Engineer Bureau, bas been changed, and 
now no longer exists. But this state of things 


does exist in regard to many other points of 


very considerable importance on the sea-board; 
and | say that that condition of things should 
not be permitted even in a time of most pro- 
found peace. 

We have only in this bill recommended 
appropriations which, under all the circum. 
stances, seemed to the committee to be abso- 
lutely demanded. We have gone upon no 


| mere arbitrary rule of appropriating a certain 


per cent.; and we have not been contented 
with taking the estimates merely, but we have 


| required the personal explanations ofthe gen- 


tlemen in charge of these works in every sin- 
gle case which is included in this bill. 
The Clerk read the following paragraph : 


For contingencies of fortifications, $250,000, 


Mr. RANDALL, I desire to make an in- 
quiry in regard to this appropriation ; $250,000 
tor contingencies of fortifications seems 10 me 
to be a large sum when considered in connec- 
tion with the aggregate amount app jropriated 
in this bill, 

Mr. NIBLACK, This is a matter that was 


very carefully considered. We have appropri- 


| ated a similar amount, I think, for the past 


Bi ureau, whic . iS espe cially chi irged with these | 


matters, au d gone over every appr 


VO} riati Ju in 
detail. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Has not the com- 
mittee generally gone upon the principle of 
cutting down the estimates @ certain per- 
centage? 

Mr. NIBLACK. The committee have re- 
quired of those officers the reasons why th 
recommended the appropriation for a particu- 


lar work rathe other work 
they wanted the particular am money 
for which imated. We have not re- 
duced their estimates one half, or one quarter, 


any Case. We 


than tor $s, and why 
sunt of 
they €s 


other percentage 1n 
been governed in 
simply by its necessities. 


have each paruicular Case 


| know that an impression prevails, and I |, 


two years. There are a great many small 
repairs, which are required from time to time, 
which cannot well be foreseen. Sometimes a 
little explosion will occur, sometimes a tire will 
occur, and something be burned up. ‘There is 
continually happening some coutingeney or 
other which makes a small expenditure of 
money necessary, It is impossible to estimate 
for these in advance; and we haveagreed upon 
this as being what we considered a fair amount 
to meet these contingencies ; and we agreed 
upon it, | will assure the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, after considering the subject 
very carefully. 

Mr. RANDALL, I must confess that lhave 
very mueh confidence in this 
the. management of General Humpureys with 
regard to the 


bureau under 


disbursing of this money, but 


at the same time | think Congre should not 
make such large appropriations without details 


being given. 
No turt 
bill. 
Mr. NIBLACK. Imo 


aside, to be 


her amendment was offere 


ve that the bi 
Llo ist. 


The motion was agreed to. 


reports | Lo the 


TARIFF AND TAX BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Committee of the 
Whole will now resume the considera of 
House bill No, 2322, to reduce duties 
port ind to reduce internal taxes, aud for 
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y ine twenty, chion one, the 
“W t ; I ti | y ‘\ d ' 1 nm . 
\ 
) ‘ i i Line iLy i i co 
mel r | I f em con 
a | y i ‘ wa Vv ¢ ha ‘ 
reauced dut is] »tO nty 
{ ( i vel I lthe duty 
on t tr hl x ij pre t. down 
X 
to one half o it th \ re Now] 
| pose tha i i¢@ duly On pig iron 
and other fort iron 

\ ' 4 : : 

Mr. KELLEY. I w nm to interrupt the 
gentieman bef ve proceed to the consider 
i l gn NH ( sterday 

' j ¢ ‘} 
t i} i i Lh amend i to oulet 
to 

\ r) . . 

Ir. J RCHARD Iv amendment is pro 
posed to section one, and 1 bn y the pentieman 
! Lo take » Hy ( Phe eems to me 
to be no more iv Lole time tor there luction 
ot the duty mirou than the pt sent Iti 
the ny i yol Co ‘ to reduce it. 
Phe wp ol nh ab id is now twenty-five 
to thirty per cent. higher than if was a year 
ayo in ( I y the wholesale price ol 
bar iror r eC from Sixty to seventy dollars 
nt hy e hundered dollars a fon. Lhat 
meren iprce has resulted trom three causes 
that are, to ie extent, permanent, One is 
{ l 1 dem itor the Consumption ol 

on abroad on the contineut of Europe, to 
repair the waste « Vial mother is the mcrease 
lh Wag reid the continent for labor; the 
third | ) extent. of the 
curreney, the circulating medium in that coun- 
try. by the release of money that was locked 
ye oan Iran » Inliiions Upon miitons have 
been thrown into circulation in Germany, and 

: : 
much of it has gone abroad to England. The 
demand } (raerinany to ipply the wastes ol 
' 

War ha ent much of this lucrease ol circula 
1, and it las increased the price ot 
| I mn the continent. Those three Causes 
hive ¢ vied an advance in the price of iron, 

ll 1e} is in foreign markets, 

iy iron was made free, the 

cture! f this country would receive a 

grenuler pr it than the have reeeived tor a 

long series of yea Hence | say that we 
ought now to reduce the duty on ron, 

lhe last House while in Committee of the 
Whole voted reduce the duty on pig iron to 
liv l rs a ton 1 call attention of gentle 
mento the action of that House on this sub 
yen vi n Committee of the Whole upon 
thi tarill | he fo pwitig rates were adopted 
ou me of the leading classes of iron: 

0 1 pi fi 1 rs pert s ‘ 

*{ cast rap iron of every deseription, five dol 
Jars 4 to yn ig ipaironol every descriy 
tion ix a irs per ton: f’ro /, That nothing 

deemed rap iron «xeept waste or reluse 
nu lthat ha in actual use, and is fit only 
to b mnutactured 

“Va tron bars, rolled or hammered, (comprising flat 
bar not Man anda half, nor more than four 
i hes wide, ir less than half an inch, por more 
than two inches t K, twenty dollars per ton. 

“On irou rs, ro tor hammered, (comprising flat 
bars,) le than o mda half inches, or more than 
i rinches wide, and tha me halfand not less 
Lhanthreee! ths of an inehthick, and on Lron bars, 
Y lt or hammered, more than two inches thick, 
ss 
u . . 1 

{iron made topattern, and fitted to be 
lai rixt nts per one hundred pounds. 

{ uny Z ra ription, not otherwise 
re 2Oon per pound: Provided, That 
iol form ordescription, charged withaduty 
urdder thi all not be changed from its classi 
lication be muse Of aAnDY partial or ¢ Hpietle mhanu- 
factur to any article not d rnated, unless it 
Shatl be a of som huished taaoutacture, com- 
posed inchiet part of other metal, or of which other 
metal shail be a component part of chief value.” 


There can be, so faras | can see, no more 
favorable time for this reduction than the 


Is Lhe Imperative duty ot Con- 
ner fell. ] 


t(D. Lhope the Chair will 
rom my time that which was con- 


sumed by interruptions. 


not ded 


l rise toa point of order. | 


order in time ? 


The CHAIRMAN. 


The gentleman from 
ya point of 


order 
My point of order is that 


nSyivanla risest 


i 
Mr. RANDALL. 


we are now in Committee of the Whole under 
i! ructions trom tine H juse, The House 
i it referred this bill to the Committee of 


the Whole referred it with instructions, and a 
instructions was to reduce the 
lhis amend- 
ment is notin accordance with the instructions 
of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair 
the point of order. Ihe instructions referred 
to by the gentleman were given to the Com- 
and Means. The bill reported 
under those instructions was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole tors 


that committee might see 


part Ol those 


duty on pig iron ten per cent. 


overrules 


mittee of Ways 


ich amendments 
and aiterauions as 
fit to make. 

lhe committee rose informally and the 
Speaker resumed the chair. 


MESSAGE FROM TIE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Symp- 
its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had rejected a bill of the House of the 
following title: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1050) for the removal of 
the legal and political disabilities imposed by 
the third fourteenth article of 
amendment to the Constitution of the United 
slates 


SON, One ot 


ection of the 


he me further announced that the 
Senate had passed, without amendment, a bill 
of the House of the fullowing tile: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2682) authorizing the 
construction of a public building at Fall River, 
State of Massachusetts 


save 


lhe message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed with anamendment, in which the 
eonucurrel ce of the House was requested, a bill 
ofthe House of the following title: 

A bill (HL. R. No. 2616) authorizing the 
erection of a public building in Rockland, 
Maine. 

Ihe message further announced that the 
Senate had passed and requested the concur- 
rence of the House in a bill of the following 
title: 

A bill (S. No. 1062) to change the name of 


the schooner La Petite to La Petite. 
TARIFF AND TAXES, 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its 
session. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York, obtained the 
floor, and yielded to Mr. Burcuarp. 

Mr. PACKER. I rise to another point of 
order. My point of order is that in another 
poru m of this bill there is a provision made 
for the duty upon pig iron; and this is an 
attempt to introduce that subject as an amend- 
ment-to a different part of the bill from that 
in which the original proposition was con- 
tained. ‘The amendment will be germane to 
that portion of the bill when reached. 

Mr. STEVENSON, I rise to a point of 
order, e 

Mr. DICKEY. There cannot be two points 
of order pending at the same time. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Well, I suggest that 
the point of order raised by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Packer] comes too 
late after we have discussed the amendment, 

the CHAIRMAN. If the point of order 
had been made in time, the Chair would Lave 
sustained it, 

Mr. PACKER. I understand the question 
on the amendment has not been decided. 

Mr. DICKEY. It has not been. 

Mr. DICKEY. Then, is not the point of 


> 
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fhe CHAIRMAN, The Chair overrules the 


voint of order at this stage. 

Mr. BANKS. When can the point be made? 
There must be some proper time for members 
to present questions of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. This point was not raised 
till alter the amendment had been discussed. 


| 
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According to the uniform ruling a point of 
order on an amendment must be made imme. 
diately after it has been read by the Clerk. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Mr. Chairman, I desire 
to call attention to the price of pig iron in 
New York from 1856 to 1860. I take thege 
figures from a report on finance, page 36, as 
given in Senate document, first session Thirty- 
Sixth Congress, volume five. By this report 
it appears that the prices of pig iron for the 
years indicated were as follows: 


eoc 
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Now the price. is from forty-five to fifty 
dollars a ton. Look at the difference: twenty- 
five dollars in 1858; forty-five dollars at least 
in 1872. What enormous profit to owners of 
the ore beds and to the manufacturers. 

The gentleman from New York, [Mr. E. H, 
Roperrs,}] my colleague on the Committee of 
Ways and Means, referred the other day to 
the dividends and profits made by the manu- 
facturers of iron. I had the day before stated 
to the committee that these enormous bounties 
secured by the tariff laws, though claimed to 
be for the benefit of labor, went really to the 
manufacturers. The gentleman from New 
York produced the next day a table exhibiting 
the dividends of manufacturing companies 
from 1820 to the present time. He proves my 
assertion. The table shows that under the 
compromise tariff of 1832 the profits of man- 
ufacturing were at that time thirteen per cent., 
and diminished as rates of duties diminished 
under that tariff, till in 1842 they were but 
three per cent. During the period from 1843 
to 1849, under the high tariff of 1842, these 
dividends averaged thirteen and a half per 
cent. Under the tariff of 1846 they averaged 
six per cent. Under the tariff of 1857 they 
were a little higher, on account of the infla- 
tion of the currency, but since 1862 they have 
averaged twelve and three eighths per cent. 
[he table in detail is as follows: 

The Profits of Manufacturing.—The following table 
is condensed from Martin’s Tables of Manufacturing 
Dividends, a work of undoubted authenticity: 


Average dividend 
per cent, 





High 
tariff, 
average 
135 p. ct. 


Low 
tariff, 
average 
6 p. ct. 


Low 
tariff, 
average 
8) p. ct. 


High 
tariff, 


average 





2j p. ct. 
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These large bounties secured to manufac- 
turing corporations should be reduced by our 
legislation. The necessities of manufacturing 
establishments in the country do not re 
such excessive rates. 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. I 
geutleman from Illinois whether the rate of 
{nterest upon landed property in the city of 
Chicago has not averaged higher than the 
yrofits of manufacturers, as shown by the 
table he has just submitted ? 

Mr. BURCHARD. I do not 
that may be. 

Mr. KE. H. 
ought to know. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I believe that the aver- 
age rate for loans upon real estate, taking the 
bad investments with the good, has not 
equaled the profits of those manufacturers. 
There have doubtless been successful specu- 
lations in land when men have made 
profits ; but there have been other invest- 
ments where men have lost largely after pay- 
ing their taxes. So that, taking the average, 
I do not believe that it will be found that the 

vrofits for that form of investment have been 
equal to the dividends of these manufacturing 


wish to ask the 


} 
a 


know ] Ow 


ROBERTS. The gentleman 


b 


large 


corporations. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KELLEY obtained the floor. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. In regard to 
the question of order which has been raised, 
] desire to know when it is to be decided ? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no question 
of order pending. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I raise a 
point of order. Line twenty one, reading 
iron in pigs, six dollars a ton,’’ left in 
the original bill. It was not struck out nor 
alluded to in the motion of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] reducing 
the rates ten per cent. 

Mr. RANDALL. But it was struck out by 
the action of the House. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. There is an 
error in point of fact. I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the House toit. If there is any doubt, 
I move the committee rise in order to put the 
Speaker in the chair to ascertain what is the 
of 
the bill the duty on iron and steel stands at 
six dollars a ton. 

Mr. DAWES. I will state the facts in refer- 
ence to this matter. The original draft of the 
instructions made by myself, as the House 
is aware, somewhat in a hurry at my desk, 
included line twenty-one, and the House will 
see the language in reference to iron covers 
all iron. ~The intention was to bring all iron 
under one reduction of ten per cent., but the 
Clerk in the hurry of transcribing, or not being 
able to read my handwriting, wrote twenty- 
two instead of twenty-one; so thatin point of 
fact the instructions as they were sent to the 
Clerk’s desk read in the Clerk’s handwriting 
twenty-two instead of twenty-one. My design 
was to eall the attention of the House to it if 
the question arose and have the correction 
made to agree with the copy which was sent 
up to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. The question is, 
what really did the House do? 

Mr. DAWES. Jt is a fact 
stated. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Let it 
placed in here, then, pig iron six dollarsa ton, 
and whoever desires to change that must move 
an amendment. 

Mr. KELLEY. Then I wish to go back to 
the first section and move my amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘To conform this to my 
amendment which went up to the Clerk’s desk 
line twenty-one should be inserted here. It 
was a mistake made in transcribing. If that 


was 


effect; because if it were not struck out 


has bes n 


as 


be 


line be placed iu the bill now, I will move to 
strike it out in order to conform to the instruc- 
tions of putting all iron at a ten per cent. re- 
duction. 
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Mr. DICKEY. 
mentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
be governed by the Journal of the House, in- 
stead of the Atten- 
tion was called to this to day by the gentleman 
New York, [Mr. Brooks, ] and the Chair 
examined the Journal together with the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
and it was 


I desire torise to a parlia 


The Chair will have to 
member. 


memory of any 


fron 


ascertained that line twenty-one 


should be inserted here. Therefore, accordi: gf 
to the Jour: al, the paragraph in eference to 


pig iron should have been inserted in this bill. 
Mr. DA \ kes, If the Clerk will re ad itnow 
I will move to strike it out. 


Che Clerk read 


i 
as follows: 


On ir six dollars a ton. 


pig, 
Mr. DAWES. 


on that lw 


min 


I move to strike it out, and 


sh to have the floor for five minutes. 
Mr. Chairman, I wish to. strike it 


out just 


M . ae ap ‘ 
because itis here by mistake. The intention 


was to contk ron to a generat reaquction 


{ wish to say in 


two years ago 


rma 
of ten per cent 
we 


took off two dollars a ton, and to reduce pig 


ron below any gz neral re d ction WouU d ye to 
single ont pig iron for an unusual reduction, 
and notto conform ittoany general reduction. 

My opini s, aud it is the basis of the in- 
struction the House adopted, that inasmuch as 
we have to nuke a reduction to reduce revenue, 

¢ l nd salest way toall bu INneSSes ¢ 

cerned in the country is to make it general 
and an even reduction on all manufactured 
articles. l'o s ngie Out any one, though that 
one may in the opinion of some gentlemen 


} ° ° ? 
have had un isual protection, to single it out 


and make a reduction of per cent. 


when all others are reduced only ten percent 


is totr 


twenty 


al from-that business 
to frigl 
from that in 


anster all 


n+ 


into another, iten all employ- 


ment of all labor istry to other 
ries. If we make our reduction a ger 


indust 
eral reduction, aff cting ali interests, the resu 
will be very different from what it would be by 
+ 7 
of revenue against any one 
here 


Mr. BURCHARD. 


discrimination where the d 


ecificand discriminating reduction 
particula: interest 
ought to be a 


ty on one partic \- 


lar article 1s excessive. 
Mr. DA WKS. in making a reduction ol 
$18.000,000, distributed alike among all the 


Indnet t tha annuntry 
Indusirves O ne country, 


+ 
entailed 


3s of an excessive impor 
. ! 


no one industry can 


hav upon disastrous conse- 


tation, 
» | 


> 
quences Because 


the reduction is alike to them all, no particu- 


lar industry can have its capital or its labor 
filled with distrust and driven from it. ‘The 
whole will come down gradually and easily 
without disaster to theultimate level. Although 
we may not reach that level by this ten pet 
cent. redu ion, yet we provide for their com 
ing to the ultimate level without any disa 

which would certainly fall upon them if they 
were all brought down to a level at onee. 

That is the theory, and therefore [| wish the 
House would put pig iron where the instrue 
tions re quire it to be put, so that It may have 
this ten per cent. ‘reduction with the other 
ndustt iddition to the fact tha two 
years ago we took two dollars off it: and so 
let all these industries have the reduction 
together wit] it any conflict between them 

Mr. BANKS | yield a portion of my ¢ 
to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Burcu 


ARD. | 
Mr. BU 


] 
the gentieman from 


RCHARD. I wish to suggest to 
Massachusetts that these 


reductiol elong only to three industries, 
manufactures of iron, cotton, and wool, and 
In case Ol ot them, the iron imdustry. to 
? 1> 
OULY a | b the nan 
he we :. 2 ( tH re ClLion COVE wil 
] . ‘ ‘ , 
LNGUSLries O he Country, 
AT \ ’ } : 1 } 
Mr. DAWES. I think the gentleman ha 
not yet under ood the ph iosophy ot the in 


structions. ‘lhe instructions were to take cer- 


S201 


tain things out of his nt hem 
to r his re LB n 
toi men sth \ wea 
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Was Lhe Lil tT a& major ‘ ch WwW con 
SLANLLY varyl hy Aly Or more hWeth Vi ny 
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| fib l ill i yi A L tie 
aa jyus bie pl } Cul dl il¢ t) l i t y re 
ported by the ! Wa it ben 
Mr. BANKS Chairman ’ ich 


m ite ti Lite n 

\ 2 LNIAS i | Wil { é 
OF} ) \ ) ( (i { \ ) 
pee bin i LHe 

I Kn litht. I Lit \ I ! ) 
1 »tore ce th luty to fiv ado 1. 1? 

lhe CHAIRMAN. That amendment would 
t ql t 

Mii Ix | ih. i i move t 
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tion; the gen 


they are not secret 
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But without any reference to what they show 
or what they fail to show, I assert before this 
House that the duty upon iron to-day ought 
not to be one half of what it is. W hen this 
duty was imposed the demand for iron through- 
out the world was not one half what it is now. 
The supply then was ahead of the demand; 
now the demand everywhere is far in excess 
of the supply. The price has advanced more 
rapidly than the supply can be furnished, 

Kvervwhere abroad, in the manufacture of 
ron the 


’ wages of 


] labor are advancing. I 
hol Lin my han | 


from 
gent gentleman who has 


here a communication 
an exceed vy ntel 
lately made a complete survey of all the indus- 
: road. In that communication 
he states the advances that have been made 
during the last year and a half in the wages 
of labor. Yet the advance in the price of the 


{ it interests : 
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the wages. Everywhere, in the building of 
railroads, in ship-building, in the building of 
houses, in the extension of industrial interests 
of all kinds that use iron, the demand for iron 
is so great that it is impossible for the mills 
to furnish a supply. Hence the great advance 
in the price of iron all over the world, not 
abroad alone, but in this country. In this 
country there has been no material advance 
during the last year and a half in the price of 
wages or the cost of producing this article of 
Iron} no advance worth nam- 
ing at all in this respect in this country. 

Mr. BURCHARD. The cost of production 


there has been 


is 
fallen. 

Mr. KERR. Yes; coal has fallen in price, 
and in many other respects the cost of pro- 


duction in this country is less than it was a | 


year andahalfago. Yet the producers in this 
country, just as fast as there is an advance of 
a penny in Liverpool, Manchester, or any- 
where else abroad, rush up the price here, 
and then come to Congress and demand that 
this enormous protective duty shall be con- 
tinued. 
basis of all the enormous consumption of iron 
in the world, I say the continuance of this 
duty is wrong, that it involves gross injustice. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

‘The committee rose informally, and Mr. 
WALLACE took the chair as Speaker pro tem- 
pore. 

MESSAGE FROM TIE PRESIDENT. 


Two messages in writing from the President 
of the United States were communicated to 
the House, by Mr. Horace Porrer, his Private 
Secretary, who also informed the House that 


the President had approved and signed bills || 


of the House-of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. No. 106) tor the relief of 
purchasers of lands soid for direct taxes in 
the insurrectionary States ; 

An act (H. R. No. 112) for the relief of 
G. 8. Baker, of Maryville, Missouri, for the 
reissue of a certain bond; 

An act (LH. RK. No. 286) to perpetuate testi- 
mony in the courts of the United States; 

An act (H. RK. No. 501) authorizing the 
appropriation for the employment of surfmen 
at alternate life-saving stations on the New 
Jersey coast, for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1872, to be expended in employing crews 
at such stations and for such periods and at 
such compensation as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may deem reasonable, not to exceed 
forty doilars per month for each 
employed ; 

An act (H. R. No. 859) to change the time 
for holding the circuit and district courts of 
the United States for the western district of 
Wisconsin at La Crosse; 

An act (H. RK. No. 864) to extend the time 
of payment for their lands by persons holding 
preémptions on the public lands in the States 
of Minnesota, Wisconsin, and Michigan, and 
Territory of Dakota; 

An act (H. RK. No. 1030) to regulate elee- 
tions in Washington and Idaho Territories ; 
and 

An act (H. R. No. 1943) for the relief of 
Robert Williams, jr., collector third district, 
Ohio. 


person 


TARIFF AND TAX BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its 
session. 

Mr. KELLEY. It is sometimes well to 
know what the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Kerr] says, and on whose behalf he speaks. 
On yesterday he declaimed here in favor of 
the ¢ hiccory monopoly, of the two merchants 
who import it. Lam that he does not 
speak for the great leader of revenue reform, 
Mr. Horace Greeley, nor does he speak for 
the protectionists of the Republican party. 

1 hold in my hand a paper which shows that 


sure 


less now, because the price of coal has 


And as this article of pig iron is the | 


| 
' 








product has been greater than the advance in || he does not speak for the Democracy of Indi- | 





ana, nor for the Democracy of his own town, 
New Albany, Indiana. As a part of my re- 
marks, I ask the Clerk to read an article 
from the Weekly Standard, published at New 
Albany, Indiana, of date April 3, 1872. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


“Whatisa Democratictariff? One ofthe most diffi. 
cult problems in political economy isthe tariff. Since 
the early organization of our Government this prob- 
lem has been a prolific subject of discussion with our 
statesmen. Those who favored or opposed the prin- 
ciple of tariff have been able to fortify their posj- 
tions with plausible and cogent, if not convincing 
logic. The history of the forensic struggles provoked 
by this vexed and vexing question in our national 
legislature and in our national politics is both 
thrilling and instructive. After nearly a century of 
experimental legislation on the tariff question, it ig 
to-day an unsettled principle in our Government, 
and will doubtless always remain so. Statesmen 
and the students of political economy disagree how 
upon this question as much as they did when the 
first tariff was proposed, 

** It is admitted that the idea and practical result 
of atariif are selfish. If it be a tariff for revenue 
merely it is selfish in the fact that it is a tax levied 
upon foreign commodities to sustain an alien Gov. 
ernment. If it be for the purpose of protection, it 
becomes a discriminating, selfish tax in favor of 
home producers and makers. 

** Disinterested and unselfish motives in the con- 
duct of government have never yet been the rule 
among the nations of the earth, and untilthe advent 
of the millennium need not be expected. Nations 
like individuals generally take care of themselveg 
and then of others. ‘The doctrine of free trade, 
based upon disinterested and unseltish motives like 
the golden rule, is beautiful and correct in theory, 
but not susceptible yet of being put into practice. 

“So longas nations like men, strive forthe ascend- 
ency the principles of government will be shaped 
by no nice ethical discrimination. This being so, 
each nation adopts such laws as will best subserve 
its own interest and advancement. ‘Tariff is the 
rule among nations, differing only in each in its ap- 
plication. England boasting of her free trade, col- 
lects a large part of her revenue by menuns of a 
tariff, and by a system of imposts has become the 
work-shop of nearly the whole world. [tis no longer 
a disputed fact that our Government must have 
a tariff system, the only question being, how shall 
this system be adjusted? Shall it bea tariff for rev- 
enue, shall it prohibitor shall it afford only inci- 
dental protection? These three propositions open 
a wide field for discussion. 

“The protectionists would insist that in order to 
encourage home industry a prohibitory tariff should 
be adopted. But such a tariff yields no revenue 
and tends to build up and sustain monopolies until 
healthy competition forces them to divide profits, 

** Were our nation just beginning the race of life, 
in order to stimulate and encourage home mwanu- 
facture, for a prudent nation, like a pradent man, 
ought not to employ another to do what it can do 
itself, if necessary, a probibitory tariff should be 
resorted to until home enterprise could sustain itself 
against foreign competitors, Lt is true, at first sight, 
this seems to bea hardship on the producing class, 
compelling them to pay home manufacturers greater 
prices than they could purchase toreign commodi- 
ties for. Yetreverse the scale and let foreign pro- 
ducers come into our market and undersell the pro- 
ducts of American fields, and they would demand 
protection. 

“All men eannot be producers. If all men were 
tillers of the soil its products would be almost value- 
less for want of a market. There would be no con- 
sumers of the surplus, 

** According to our social economy and civiliza- 
tion, there will be and must be all kinds of arti- 
sans, and they must be employed and fed. Destroy 
the workshops, and the mechanics will in time be- 
come a charge upon the almshou-e, or else must dig 
aliving out of the ground, and thus the tarmers 
would have not only more competitors, but also less 
customers to consume their surplus products. Ly 
permitting the commodities of foreign workshops 
to undersell those of our own, they will be bank- 
rupted and closed againt home mechanics. Could 
England land upon our wharf iron rails cheaper 
than our own rolling-mills could make them, it is 
plain that the English rails would sell in this mar- 
ket, while our own would be anable to find a pur- 
chaser. How long could our mills stand such com- 
petition? There is no danger cf our mills monop- 
olizing the business of making iron by reason of 
the tariff. So soon as itis understood that rolling- 
mills pay, other capitalists will invest in them, 
until a healthy competition and reasonable profits 
will be the result. With rolling-mills, so it will be 
with every other branch of mechanic industry in 
the land. Then the true policy of Government is 
to so adjust the tariff as to prevent the cheap labor 
of other countries from underselling American 
sweat and muscle. Beside this, Government owes 
another duty to American toil, and that is to lay no 
tax upon those foreign commodities which do not 
compete in our market with like commodities ol 
our own, thus enabiing the laboriug men of America 
to have cheap living, steady employment, and go 
wages. Having this viewof the tariff question, we 
indorse the last Democratic platform of the State 
which declared in favor of free tea and coffee and 
incidental protection, and also indorse the votes of 
the majority of the Democratic members of the 
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house and senate who recently voted in good faith 
to carry out the declared wishes of the Democracy 
ot In ana. 

{ Here the hammer fell. } 

DUNNELL. Mr. Chairman, I cannot 
see why the amendment offered by the gentle 
man from Indiana [| Mr. Kerr] may not be 
I shall vote for it, and shall do so 
because of my belief that if the time is ever to 


adopted. 


come in the history of iron when we may 
make a reduction of duty, that time is now. 
The amount of reduction we now ask by the 
amendment to the report of the committee is 
very small, yet the opposition to it is very great. 

lhe district which I represent is an agricul- 
tural district ; and hence the importance of this 
Gentlemen are unwilling to give up 
the large profits that they have been maki ig 


i 


- iestion, 


out of iron and these various manufacturi ng 
interests which are here seeking for higher 
and opposing less duties. [ am not intend- 
ing to discuss the question of protection or 
free trade. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, [ Mr. Dawes, ] chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, says that we should 
ew this matter; that we should reduce 
uniformly, adopt the horiz yntal principle. I 
shines, to that style ot redue tion. The argu- 
ment of protectionists is that we should furnish 
protection so that our industries may take care 
of themselves and compete with foreign pro- 
When they have acquired the ability 
to take care of themselves, then let us lessen 
this protection. Why give protection year 
after year, when an industry has acquired 
strength enough, not only to stand alone, but 
to compete successfully with every rival, and, 
indeed, declare immense-dividends? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, who are the prosper- 
ous men to-day in America? Who are the 
well to-do men, the men who are getting rich? 
‘The men who are amassing wealih to-day are 
these very men who are here pleading for us 
to give them larger protection, and conse- 
quently larger profits. Among them are the 
lumbermen in my State. I cannot vote to 
give them one cent of protection. They do 
not need it. The iron-men, the men who rep- 
resent these wealthy interests, beg of us more 
and more protection. 


aucers. 


1 will not here discuss the abstract question 
of protection. Here is an immense interest. 
Look at this question of iron as it affects the 
farmer. Here are his plow, his harrow, his 
seeder, his mower, his reaper, an: ihis thresher. 
From 
morning till night almost everything he touches 
has iron largely entering into its construction. 
Besides that, you tell the farmers of my State 


Al lihese are la rge ly constructed of iron. 


that they must continue to pay an enormous 
price for iron employed in the construction of 
their railroads. When wheatis $1 40 in New 
York we get but seventy cents for it in Minne- 
sota. One half of the New York price, when 
$1 40 per bushel, is for transportation. ‘The 


cost of this transportation is enhanced by the 
price of iron, which we are asked to keep up 
when the world is calling for iron both at home 
and ; ibroad, 

The honorable gentleman from Missouri, 
[Mr. FiInkeELNBURG,] in a recent and able 
spe ech, stated two facts as they exist on the 
question of iron 


“Consumers are scrambling for supplies which 
they cannot obtain quick enough at any price, and 
yet gentlemen insist on keeping up an artificial bar- 
rier tocheck and embarrass the march of improve- 
ment and progress. Sir, I believe that our tariff on 
ironis asuperfluous bounty this day, and if there 
Was any security that things would remain in the 
presente alii it might be taken off altogether. 
Talk about toreign competition! There is no com- 
petition to-day in iron except among those who 
Wuntto buy. Yet for reasons before stated we pro- 


pose to goslow. The committee put pig at six dol- 


lars, though I think the House should make it five 
dollars, 

* What [ have said of pig iron is relatively true 
of bariron and the advanced produets of iron, as 
the following extract from a commercial newspaper 
will she ws: 

** Engl J Advance on Jron.—Merchant bar iron 
has advanced in England from £7 10s. in August 
last to £12 10s., and manufacturers will not receive 
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at the advance, or to contract for any 
as their orders on hand are sullicient 


U 


t bs y can make up to July next. It is 





estimated that Sweden and Norway will not produce 
more tha t balf supply of iron foe the present 
year. The condition of affairs abroad has ¢ la 
Ste ly iva ( Ay im iron for some I 
past, which has been followed by ar ivan i! 
copper, brass, and er metals. 1 efi f all 
this has been to auvance American hardware eom- 
posed chiefly iron from ten to twenty pet ty 
Articles mar ifactured of ste advanced n 
five to twelve and a halt per ‘cent. here and in 
kurope.’ 


Where is there any need 


protection to 
iron in view of the above facts ? 


If six dollars 
a ton on pig iron be needed for revent 
Say So, and we can then discuss the amend- 


le 
it's 


ment on that basis. This interest does not 
need protection at all A reduction of ten 
dollars per ton on pig iron should be made, and 
{ theretore vote for the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Indiana, [ Mr. Kerr. ] 
Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, | do 
not rise to advocate high protective duti¢ 3, 
But if there 
is any interest within the range of American 
productions in favor of which the principle of 
restrictive duties 


although I live in Pennsylvania. 


1 be tole ral ed | cor fi lent 
claim iron as shat sasetenk. It stands upon 
higher and more national grounds than any 
her. It is the great element of offensive 
and defensive warfare. Large capital, much 
time and labor are required in its production 
[t cannot be established to meet the demands 
of the country in the hour of threatened dan 


ger. Itis urged that iron being a necessary 


of life, entering into and in every department 
of agricultural and mechanical life, should 
left as free as the immediate wants of the rev 
enue will permit, 

But iron is an article of national necessity. 
one absolutely essential to the defense and 
safety of the whole country; and it ought to 
be produced in the country | agree that the 
proposed tariff will benefit a class to some 
extent: but its manufacture in the country is 
for the safety and prosperity of the whole 
nation. 1 would place the iron interests of 
the country upon this high, national ground, 
and | appeal to the patriotism and good sen 
of gentiemen to stand by it. | would not 


blend the great iron interests of this people 
with the manufacture ot brass kettles or tin 
pans. Ll appeal to gentlemen that it is not 
tor the interests of Missouri alone. Alabama. 
lennessee, and many other of the States are 
iron-prod icing. With steady and s ithcient 
restrictive duties many ot the States where ore 
is found in large quantities and excellent 
qualities would embark large sums of money, 
which combined with skiil and enterpri 
would soon rival Peansylvania in the produe- 
tion of iron. ; 

he demands of this eo intry are so great 
the construction of 


‘aAllWays, engines, and 


agricultural Sciieaniaiie are increasin 
rapidly at this time, that there is great de- 
mand for it; butit may be that in atew year 
it may sil k as it has done betore LO a Ve y l »wW 
price, kor myself, 1 donot sympathize with 
the friends of a high protective tariff, although 
I do live in Pennsvivania. I have long be 
lieved thatad ity of 31 25 per ton upon coal 
Was no protection whatever, and that the coal 
interests of my State did not need protec 
tion. But when distinguished members of this 
House undertake to charge all the iniquity 
of protection upon my State, | think itis time 
for me to speak. It is popular to make Penn- 
sylvania the scape-goat of high protective 


duties, and call her and her membersthe n 


nos 
ObDnOX1IOU names. But we find that each 
State is rallying around its peculiar interests ; 
Indiana and Kentucky want he mp, 1d that 
hich is manufactured from it, protecte 
a Mmselvs wants her wo lens protected, 


and in fact it is one uniform claim of nearly 


every State to have her particular pr duction 
protected. Pennsylvania is the second State 


in population, and the first in material wealth 
in this Government. Her vast coal-fields, her 
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agricultural prod los, place her at the hend 
of ull these Stare 1 mar ul we li She 
has the second cilyo e | Hion in pOvulation, 
ana tire lirs t mManulactures Chat ec ip Pitts- 
burg, has no riva nh this country 1 the tman- 
ufacture of irot id steel She is the key- 

ne ot the arch amo othe States of this Gov- 


eroment. Lying, as she does, amongthe central 
f the Union, she is always conservative 
inher policy. Behold how she is stretched across 
trom the ocean to the lakes; her coal warming 
the firesides of the nation, het 


homes, her iron and her enterprise banding 


lighting « ir 
together in one arterial line the States from 


is at the forge, in the 
ield, and the mines, with firm-set limbs and 
ruddy cheeks, dignitied by labor and rewarded 
with an atmosphere of independ- 
ence, happiness, and health all over our 
tate. We may well be proud of her past 
and we cannot forget the great names 
from this State that have aided by their wis- 
fom, courage, and patriotism to build up and 
defend our Union. If we are only true to 
ourselves this Commonwealth is destined to 
in intelligence, in wealth, and ina 
power. Her German population may be t und 
sweeping westward with the star of empire. 
From her cities and villages, from the rugged 
Penu- 


mountain side, from the qui farms, 


yivania pours her migratory hordes along the 
path of every progress, and the kind old 


l 


nother need not be ashamed of them in their 


ad ypted homes, Our free-school system. our 


clustering churches. and thousand newspapers, 
have lett their influence upon the resolute 

German heart 
oe ly mania hus poured her rich young 
blood 1 every field of enterprise and energy 
I and in the 


ree air and under the boundless horizon of the 


1s < een developed for years ; 


prairies her sons have been the leaders in 
pioneer life. Whether inthe far frontier, in 
ie commercial capitals of the country. be- 


neath the wv ig groves of the South, or 
westward on the shores of the fair Pacific, her 
sons are found crowding the avenue sof every 
pursuit, conquering its obstacles, and wringing 
reluctant suceess from the most untruittul 
lands What a a lou 
monwealth has had! 

Now we have five hundred miles of canal 


growth our old Com- 


uniting the great e aaa rcial business of this 
und otner States wilththel | il dy tions of the 
State. Our rallroads are the most numerous 
of any State in the Union, skirting our rivers, 


pushing through the valleys and around the 
mm intain ide int ) the very wi lt rh 4. The 
obedient lightning earries our messages from 
th capital to the humblest vill pt Within our 
borders, and to the far corners of the world 
abrond, We have about ten thousand sehool- 
house cattered over our Commonwealth, in 


which every year nearly one million of our 
children are taught the rudiments « fa £ vod 
education 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Ch Lirman, just one word 
in reply to my friend from Pennsylvania | ir. 


Suerwoop.| I want to say to him and to all 


gentlemen who feel as he does, that all I say 
on this great subject said in no offensive 
but under the oemn dictation of d ep 
and eontrolling ynvietion. I do not say it to 
wound any one’s feelings or to offend any 
State, but in pursuance of my duty here, and 
| intend to do that duty without fear or favor 
toward mortal man in any part of this coun 
try Id twantto do harm to Penne : 
nia, Id t 1 » do more tha 0 
ny ow But | do want to y 
le erate t, Indiana, K t { 

i 1 l 1 rs Lit im il i 
ire on ] ed b he protec V { 1 hey 
J 

ve! ver been benefited to the « ent 


le penny by any ta iff for protection, and 
they never will be while this Government or 
this world stands, 
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WV I th eOnDIe Oo} iat n ghty alley 
“ na Lia ou ( i La SECO 
bie 1 | f 
‘ i then i 1 ‘ i es 
‘ i ( right 
} i j ( \ i lmanade 
elr owl \ { bial 
l I ( i | i gover! 
i hi I e payment 
i juire them oury 
to i l they will be con 
le i ‘ v yur lobbue 
\ ! Ast to cou i 
| 1} y ( ) nly prote 
1 in eata of 
f bhey ial every cilizen 
1la ¢ juai j ern yt), vor, and 
| ‘ I (OV nimen They do not 
a }) i sé lonuwiismn Oo ol ness he 
| ce oni no mort ner yu Loan 
the { i Who | Lut wheal, ¢ 1, or other 
} ( 1 | han woo make Sp iy 
row ) ter ¢ enthanthe one who raist 
} i Cs. fhe one neither needs nol deserves 
bounty from | neighbors nu ethan the other. 
Now M Chairman, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, (Mr. Ketiey,| | am sorry to 
y t i | t i f i litthe while ago 
yi r i by the ( u wail that he 
lou fom r upon inl e of the news 
| | it | Li y such me } 
\ ina \ rit ! ym th proper a d 
ma i i ) f \ ibject, let me 
\ 7) 1 One ) i i hie Ih Lite Ihit 
| | ; Vv it cit \ \ | iO POSSI 
hb he might divert me ra moment at iea 
Lb ) i i wngand impera 
tive innot be unfaithful to them. I must 
I urd ti niere alike of all the people, 
i ea ¢ illol tothe C nstitutiou 
Lie latter forbids sectional or class legislation. 
j rives! ( Intenance to bounty or exXtoruon; 
evards alone the inierests of the whole 
{ y 
i Wil I e my peace with my own con- 
he iny ald from the gentleman 
from Peunsylvania, |Mr. Kevuey.| It may 
D iat we of e good people ol the West 
| e been misled mewhat by his selfish and 
t ‘ Bu yare being rapidly 
leceived. The great body of ayriculturists 
ntelligent and just men. The people en 
{ ; i 1 Oolher mausiril “an aiso go rd and 
e Ciliy ) hey only ask for Just and 
honest laws. jhey neither want bounty nor 
to pay | But if by possibility any of 
them want these things, then I confess | am 
not the proper person to represent them here. 
The yen in from Pennsylvania may be, for 
he | ves in bounty lor the tavorites, | do 
not lf one entitied to bounty, then all are. 
But a on as you make your bounty equal to 
all it « es to be useful to any. Protection- 
ists do not want it distributed. They would 
absorb it for themselves. 
it there su yihit rint ie wide range of our 
products that is more indispensable to industry 
apd progress than any « r, itis iron, and es- 
pecially in its erude form It is sold now in 
thisand every other country at very high prices 
1} iia | ers ln our ry wire Lo lay 
realizing more generous profits from it than 
those of any other country, and more than 
they themselves ever did before. Its produ 


tion costs no more now than it Gid a year or 


two years ago. Its manufacture is a firmly 


and powerfully t stablishe d business. It needs 
to-day for its most vigorous, profitable, and 
coutinued growth, not a cent in bounty. lt 
there were not a custom-house on our sea- 
beard th industry ¢ vuld de ty competliuio 

aud yet the citizens engaged in it m ike more 
rapid ftortu sthan those in most oloner pul 
suits They have always realized magnificen 


incomes as compared with the net earaings ot 
agriculiure orany other unprotected industry. 
The estab! shment of absolute free trade tn 


Great Britain in all these great industries has 
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proved to be most beneficial to all classes and 
All have gone on in prosperity and 
development. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say that dur- 
ing the last year there were produced in this 
country nearly two million tons of pig iron, 
imported only two hundred and ten 
thousand tons he importation was very 


pursults. 
i 


small compared with the home production. 
IXver since the great advance in the progress 
of the world in all material developments there 
has been an ncrease ih the demand for iron. 
Its price has been advanced everywhere; and 
here | wish to state a fact I know, that within 
the last seven months there have been paid in 
this country on railroad iron twenty-five dol- 
lars a ton more than was paid on the same 
kind of iron one year ago; and yet the cost 

that ton of railroad iron has not increased 
one penny, not one penny! Tell me that is 
lell me that is 
not protection runintorobbery! Tell me that 
is honest toward the people of this country who 
want to build railroads, who want cheap trans- 
compelled in ten thousand 
ways to use the produets of iron! Yet after 
all these things you insist, you gentlemen who 


not protect ion gone to seed! 


portation, who are 


have had the benefit of bounty so long, insist 
to day, in the yaig Ty of the nineteenth cen- 
tury, that you are still ina condition of infancy. 
God protect the people against your manhood 
if this is your infancy 

{ Heré the hammer fel | 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of 


Chairman, | marvel 1 


Pennsylvania. Mr. 
mon that the gentleman 
from Indiana [ Mr. Ke rr} should have fallen 
into the gross error he has committed while 
endeavoring to impress on the mind of the 
House that the rate of duty on pig iron to-day 
is forty-two per cent He is but a poor arith- 
metician if such has been his ecaleulation. If 
the net market price is fifty dollars in New 
York, it would only amount to fourteen per 
cent, atthe present duty ofseven dollars per ton. 
If he be no more correct in his figures in regard 
to other matters than he isin regard to that, his 
statements ought not to have any weight here. 

The argument of gentlemen in favor of re- 
duction of duty or iron is that it will decrease 
the price to the consumer. 1 want to call the 
attention of the revenue reformers to the fact 
that their free-trade leader, the man in whose 
footsteps they are following to-day, less than 
a — ago, in a letter he wrote and pub- 
lished the other day in the Tribune, tells you 
em aa cally as his conviction thatif the tariff 
of seven dollars a ton on pig iron be taken off 
not a dollar will result in benefit to the people 
of America, but the price will go up to that 
amount in England and to the benetit of the 
manulacturers there. That is the solemn opin- 
ion of'a free-trader, and itis an effectual answer 
to ge nilemen on the other side that areduction 
of duty is necessarily a reduction of price. 


| 


Art | Price 


icles. } 


Pepper, per pound ee a ae ae 
Nutmegs, per pound............................| $1 00-to $1 
Liverpool salt, per sack. pennies 2 
Lurk’s Island salt, per bushel............ 
lron, Seoteh, pig per ton.................... 34 50 to 36 
Pig lead, per hundred poun ids deceees 630 to 6 
Molasses, Porto Rico, per gallon......... oo) to 
Carolina ri pes. hundred pounds,.... isa. to 7 
Coffee, Br asil. per pound. nba Reed 11} to 
Cottee, Java, a r ‘pound... = sini 22 to 
lea, young hyson, per pound.,....... 82 to | 
Pea, Souchong, per pound......... a 10 to |] 
lea, gunpowder, per pound. a 100 to J] 
Wools, merino, per pound...... swe 320 to 
Wools, tull blood, per pound............ 17 to 
Wools, pulled, No. 1, per | und........ 33 to 
Vhis ex s the falla ‘y ot the whole the ory 
of the revenue 1 urmers, that a reduction of 
the duty will insure cheaper commodities to 


the people, and demonstrates that prices are 
the result of other causes, such as demand 
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The gentleman from Indiana wants to know 
whether Kentucky received any benefit from 
a protective tariff. I can avuswer him in the 
words of the speakers who took part in the 
great discussion of 1842, when that protective 
tariff was about to be enacted. When that 
was up for consideration, Calhoun contended 
that he had provedthatthe duty on hemp and 
iis manufactures would be a tax on the cotton 
interest of $1,422,222 a year. Whey the tariff 
of 1846 was under debate, l‘oombs, of Georgia, 
proved by figures that Calhoun was wrong, ‘and 
that the protection to hemp and cotton bagying 
had wast red prices more than Calhoun had 
said they would be raised. Mr.Toombs said: 


Since the introduction of the business of making 
cotton bagging ih Kentucky, since our countrymen 
have come into competition in producing it, the 
price of bagging has fallen to less than one third of 
its average price beforethat period. We now muke 
good bagging in Kentucky more than five cents per 
yard less than it cost in Dundee in 1842, and for 
three or four cents a yard less than the present price 
in Scotland. The price of cotton bagging in 1838 
ranged from eighteen to twenty cents per yard: in 
1841, from twenty-five to twenty-seven cents, and in 
1846, from eight and a half to nineand a half cents. 
Bale rope in 1838 from seven to cight cents per pound; 


in 1841, from eleven to twelve cents; in 1846 from three 
to four cents.” 

This, Mr. Chairman, is an effectual answer 
to the gentleman from Indiana as to what 
benefits Kentucky realized from a protective 
tariff. The gentleman from Minnesota, [ Mr, 
DuUNNELL,] who spoke a few minutes ago, 
wanted to know bow this protective tariff bene- 
fited agriculturists. I live in an agricultural 
and manufacturing community. The manu 
facturing interest consumes the products of 
the agricultural, and when I go into the ree- 
ords of the county courts, and look at the money 
loaned out on bond and mortgage by the peo- 
ple, 1 find nine tenths of it is loaned by the 
farmers to manufacturers and others. ‘They 
are the men who to-day are reaping the bene- 
fits from the duty on iron. 

The gentleman spoke in regard to railroad 
iron, and he said the duty raised the price. | 
wish him to recollect before the duty was put 
in 1856 upon Bessemer steel the importation 
price was over two hundred dollars a ton, and 
after the duty was imposed it fell down to 
$100 a ton and even less. And I want gentle- 
men to answer this question; if the duty in 
this bill is an oppressive duty on the manufac 
turer of iron and on the consumer, why was it 
that some seventy or eighty railway compa- 
nies came to the Congress ot the United States 
a few years ago and wanted a higher duty or 
tariffon iron than we granted under the tariff 
of 1870? They knew their own interests well, 
aud that such protection would reduce the 
price to all consumers. ‘That the difference in 
prices is greatly independent of tariffs is 
shown by the following table of prices as they 
existed in December, 1869, and in December, 
1871, after the tariff of 1870 was in operation: 


7 


Amount of duty increased Price 
or diminished by act of 1870. | December, 1871. 


25} No change. 19 


- 
15 Reduced 30 cents. 97; to $1 02 

50 No change. $2 80 to 3 UU 
45 No change. 2 to 26 
OU Reduced $2. 34 00 to 39 00 
10 No change. 590 to 5 9 
70 Reduced, per gallon, 3cts. 30 to 15 
62 No change. | 825 to 8 75 
12 | Reduced 2 cents. 17 to 7a 
22+ | Reduced 2 cents. 23 to 25 
70 | Reduced 10 cents. | 40 to 1 30 
50 Reduced 10 cents, 45 to 115 
90 pipe ete 10 cents. 60 to 1 45 
38 No change. | 32 to 36 
53 No change. 55 to 60 
oO No change. Pe of. to 42 


and supply and the condition of wages and 
the currency, 

Mr. COX. Me. Chairman, is it in order to 
move to strike out this whole section ? 
I would suggest to my friend 


Mr. KERR. 











from New York that he should rather move 
to reduce the amount. 

Mr. COX. I move to amend 
ment by striking out ‘*six’’ and 
lieu thereof ‘‘three and a half.”? 

| have occupied the attention of the House 
on many former occasions in discussing this 
matter of iron. I desire to say that there is 
one thing which does not seem to 
House of Representatives, though perhaps they 
will heed it after they hear something more 
from the people on this subject. This matter 
of revenue reform, or free trade, or whatever 
you choose to term it, is pretty well under 
stood among the people. Parties are being 
dispartied by it. Men on both sides of the 
House, representing localities, irrespective of 
parties, seem to be defending loeal interests, 
while men of larger economies are striving to 


the amend- 
inserting in 


strike the 


be just to the whole country on this subject. 
We have to meet this matter squarely, Mr. 
Chairman, and in order to meet it 


squarely we 
have to see what Just now 


, to-day, is the con- 
dition of the iron tradein this country. [stated 
the other day in debate that the Seotch iron, 
which was bought at thirty-three dollars per 
ton was selling here at fifty-three dollars; so 
that large profits were being made out of this 
article. And if Pennsylvania were wise, 
had not concluded to 
damned,’ 


if she 
‘believe a lie and be 
she would come forward and ask a 
reduction of the duty on pig iron to five dollars. 
When we cut it down before from nine dollars 
to seven dollars our importations increased, 
our revenue increased, and the result was, as 
| can show by reliable evidence, which I have 
on my desk before me, that wages went up in 
Kngland, and protection was given in one sense 
by that reduction of the tariff. 

But gentlemen from Pennsylvania come here 
with an enchanting picture of the condition 
and of the riches of their State. We were 
treated yesterday by one of the Democratic 
wembers from Pennsylvania to such a picture, 
in which he showed how much wealth was dis- 
tributed among one hundred and thirty-eight 
thousand of the people of Philadelphia. And 
we had a picture to-day of how Pennsylvania 
was prospering, because of the peculiar parti- 
san or favoring legislation of this Congress. 

Why is it, Mr. Chairman, that Pennsyl- 
vania is So prosperous? It is because she has 
taken tribute from the industries of other parts 
of the country. My friend from Ohio [Mr. 
STEVENSUN] is now looking up some statistics, 
and | would reeall his attention to some which 
he produced in the last Congress, in which 
he showed that in the Lehigh and other val- 
leys in the State of Pennsylvania there had 
been an enormous increase in their values, 
while in the commercial cities, in the ship- 
building towns of Maine, in the city of New 
York, and on the Delaware, where ‘ships are 
built, there was a loss of value, a loss of em- 
ployment, andadestruction of industries. If 
I had the time, | could show by figures that 
every dollar of this increased prosperity which 
Pennsylvania now arrogant ly boasts, has be« 
robbed from industries elsewhere. ‘The pro 
tection given toiron has destroyed our shipping. 

Mr. RANDALL. 1 would s say to the gen- 
tleman that the idea that Philadelphia—— 

Mr. COX. I do not yield to be interrupted 
by my friend, this old line Whig of Pennsyl- 
Vania, who has not got over his “old doctrines 
yet. 

Mr. RANDALL. And never will. 

Mr. COX. Thenso long will the gentleman 
and his friends not learn. | know the time will 
come when this hot-bed growth of 
in Pennsylvania will disay pear. 
not mock her when her calamity comes, and 
her prosirated. But I would 
tell her not to allow herself to be ruined by 
her greed; but to take three dollars, to take 
one dollar, to take anything instead of grab 
bing at eve rything, and pretending to do it in 
the 1 interest of industry. 


Mr. DICKEY. I deny at the start the as 


prosperity 


But Ll wil 


indnstries are 
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sumptions of the gentleman from New York 
[ Mr. Cox] which he is so much in the habit 
of making; his familiar assumption of 
ing for the people of the United States. 

New York never 
ie@ss thar n the 


gentleman from 
United States. 





Speak- 


i . 
Lhe 
undertakes 


re ee : ; 
to talk for | whole people of the 


Mr. COX. I am a Representative of that 


country. 

Mr. DICKEY. 
a Repre 
were to listen to him 


gentleman says he is 
that country, and if you 
you might think he was 
United States. 
account of my size 


The ren 


ntative of 


the sole Re itive of the 
Mr. COX. That is on 
(Laughter. ] 


reset! 
re th 


Mr. DICKEY. I do not know but he 
is an outside heprese ntative. Lhe gentle- 
man from Indiana always talks for forty mil 


1 : 
1on pe ple, 


? 


as he did yesterday. ‘The 
man from 


New York never speaks but for the 
and the gentle Indi- 


} 
gent , 


from 


uw | } . } 
Wiloie } eopie, 


‘mnhan 


ana always speaks for forty million people, 
and the other gentleman from New York 
{ Mr. Brooks] speaks for the universal world, 
‘*from Greenland’s icy mountains to India’s 
coral trand.’’ No ** pent-up Utiea’’ con- 


tracts their powers. 


They care nothing for 
State boundaries. 


The gentleman from New 

York [Mr. Cox] not only undertakes to speak 

for the people of the United States, but he 
) 

volunteers the 


one 


to give advice to 
of Pennsylvania, not only to party, but 
to all parties. He not gnly advises her, but 
he prophesies all manner of evil for her. Sir, 
the State of Pennsylvania mocks at the gen- 
tleman’s advice and despises his attempt at 
prophecy. 

The gentleman talks about her having rubbed 
other portions of the United States 
she has d: her industries by her own 
he Almighty planted the coal 
in her mountains, the iron in her valleys, and 
the limestone upon the banks of her streams. 
With the strong hand of her | 
developed | industries and she 


oir, 
] 
veloped 


trong hand 


has 
bas marked 
and kept step with the progress of the 


ibor she 


age. 
And for such as the gentleman from New 
York to undertake to advise her or to proph- 


esy for her! Sir, she it, and burls it 


aeserves. 


despises 


back with the cont empt it 


. ; <s tad 
Now, the gen tleman from Indiana | Mr. 

S oie : . 

KERR | this morning wants to be mathematical. 

He gets the g itleman from Illinois oo 


SURCHARD] to say that pg iron is worth fift 


dollars a ton; and thed ly ont bye ing seven 

dollars per ton, the gentleman then informs 
1 ° ! ie 

us that that duty is forty-two and half per 


cent ad valore Mm. 
Mr. BURCHARD. No, sir; 
a half per cent. on the foreign cost. 


_ Mr. DICKEY. No; on the 


Mr. KERR. That is not my statement. 
Mr. DICKEY. What is it, then? 
Ir, KERR. On the foreign Che 
tl knows that that is what the per: 
centage is always calculated on. 

Mr. DICKEY. Very well; I will take him 
at his own statement. He says that iron is 
in New York fifty dollars aton. De- 
duct the duty of seven dollars per ton from it, 
and that will leave forty-three dollars. Then 
rty-two and a halt cent. of 


per 
dollars, and you will have $17 37. 


cost. 
eman 


worth 


calculate to 
forty-three 


The gentleman says that the profits of the 
importers and the cost of freight must be 
added to the amount of duty. Does it take 
$25 63 to pa that? The gentlen an must 
take into consideration the enormous profits 
of the men in New York who import this 
article and the men abroad who send it here 
to be sold, 

{ Here th » hammer fell. | 

Mr. BURDETT. Since this debate has 
begun upon the tariff bill | have felt myself 


foundly miserable. 
both side 


robbed. 


to be pro 
from 
that 


I have learned 
the House 
Robbed in the 


gentiemen on 13 of 


l have been 


. |l morning, and robbed in the evening; that my i 
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constituents are robbed at the 
and are robbed when they 


break fast-table, 
allempt to sleep 


under the ordinary country coverlet which 
adorn our humble beds in Missouri: that 
from daylight to darkness some man has been 
robbing them. I have set myself to discover 
to what extent it has rone. I have nerved 
myself to look the awful facts in the face, and 


find from the statisties which are laid be 
us from competent 
able than the census returns for 1870) that the 


ore 


sources (nO less respect- 





extent of our wrong has been something like 
this: l refer to the States ot the West, which 
more than the other States have been so 
amazingly robbed, and robbed always for the 
benefit of the monopolies of the East. I dis 
covered that the State of Missouri, which | 
have the honor in part to represent, in 1850 


possessed of real and personal estate $137,- 
247.707: that in the next deeade, 1860, we 
had only reached the sum of $501,214,398, 
Krom that period down to 1866, 


and almost to 
L868, we 


were in a State ol 
outbreak of the war until months alter its 
our State rent from side to side 
Ruins marked the spot where habitations had 
stood. Yet I di y S 
of the census that notwithstanding six years 
of war and ten years of ‘robbery ”’ 
under the protective system we have advanced 
from $501,000,000 valuation in that delectable 
period of 1860 when tree trade was rampant 
to a valuation of $1,284,922,807 
have suffered ! 

Why, Mr. Chairman, 
Indiana, ays 


tire who, 


war. trom the 


ciose Was 


cover by the official figure: 


sO calle d 


Llow we 


if the gentleman from 
Ink RR, ] who does not seem to 
d, seems to find re 
his nijualares will look at his own 
will find by the official figures that property 
wn, wealth men have 
rich and happy there in the same 


Now, 


ndee freshment in 


State, he 
has gro has increased, 
be come 
proportion, ar d yet he 1s not happy! 
Mr. Chairman, | here showing 
the value of manufactures at three different 
periods, and | want to refer to it for the bene- 
fit of my colleague, { Mr. INKELNBI RG, | who 
of Ways and Means, for 
is not happy.” | desire to show 
that he has reason to be joyous and proud as 


have a table 


is on the Committee 


se 


he also 


a citizen of the State of Missouri. By this 
table | find (and 1 believe it is set down 
truly) that in 1850 our gross production in 


manufactures in the State of Missouri was, in 
round numbers, $24,000,000; in 1860 it was 
but $41,000,000; but in 1870, spite of the 
war and almost of pestilence, it had risen to 
3215, 000,000, Whether my colleagues are 
happy or ore I am happy and proud of it, and 
stand here to pros laim it. 

| Llere the hammer fell. 

HOAR obtained the floor, and yielded 

Burpert. 

ae BURDETT. Mr. 

Forty-First 


almost 


Chairman, in the 
Congress I stood upon this floor 

from the West and demanded 
the continuance and extension of the pro 
poucy. | saw to my satisfaction that 
if we of the West were wise we would not 
have long to complain, as the gentleman from 
Minne { Mr. DUNNELI |} complains, that 
we have to pay out all our substance in send- 
ing our productions to the sea board, but that 
we would build up within ourown State those 
great industries 


alone 


tective 


sola 


home 
market for relieve us 
the taxation of transportation. I have 
lost no faith whatever in the postion | then 
took. Since that my State and 
within my own district, in places where form- 
erly there was no m ory beyond that 
hop in a country town, we 


would make a 


procuct 


which 


Ou! 1Ons and 


from 
time, W ithin 


nulac 


y 1 | ! 
ot the shoemaker 


have built up furnaces where within a few 
months the iron will be running forth. Every 
day new discoveries of mineral wealth are 
made in our State; new lead mines are 
opened, new smelting furnaces are erected. 


Our pe ple are beginning to perceive in what 
direction their true interest lies. 


Mr. Chairman, | believe it is true that @ 
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i | st fupon that as an : ym 
I 
‘ Ti¢ | | t} ‘ ( de i | 
‘ , i re \ ‘ ha 
eve ng ne 1 ty t l { A i 
i ] hi 
‘ } j i , ; ’ 
rd 

| ,ANI ir. ( 1 belief is 
( i ert ! her en 9 
! ! to | nos 
{ ef ! ! ! to two ot the 

C rnitte ) 
W a { ' 
‘ | ~ é€ no right to 
‘ I  b Lise 
| 1 ap [ voted 
‘ , ‘ hyy y ’ 
Lie nt i \I KI j is 
( ot the “A i f ot 
the Co ! | Via 1 M by i f 
] | f which I 
{ ( e 4 ( » a la and | 
\ j | | ese! i my 
‘ | l) bys ight it 
: | } 
} I i yt tread yr ia iid 
not} on A " 

Ir. DA ks \\ my ¢ eague be k l 
{ 1 | e diffe t bye ween the two 

9 

| BANKS 1 will " | what 
1 bey eXAl f} ( In th 
i Do | I there was a 

i { { | j iti | ho ri ( ita 
be irr.ed | Lhe » House ot ¢ \ 
gre 

Mr. DAWES. Will my colleague tell the 
difference between my |, which he voted 

nst, and the f the gentieman from 
er yivani Mr ELLEY 

Mr. BANKS. I will ep n the question 
in v . ey 

M DAWES \ not my colleague be 
1 i ¢ 1 { { i! Terence ? 

Mr. BANKS | alwa ter »> my col 
| ie with tt I t pie ire hut | wo | 
I f iwK mvseill { tie | rhnter | 

Ww a greater red tion than 
] ’ ( iid be passed rough the two 
ii { ’ | ) } rt ) ru 
{ nitter \ und Mea 
i ‘ } f ten per cent 
( ia mck to tl House 

1 1 ! f ( sume ut 
I e tin ‘ hey w ive I Dill and 
I i l { tt ‘ { eems to be 
i I i LW) ( pitt t 

I ( ‘ ( mn Lee ) Wa Ss 

! Me i s speech the other day i 
\ he t » the ] Cly dea that te 
| Cut redue which 
va ed i! t I i ot } gyentlieman 
I ni i i 3 Wout ten per 
i i 1 | 1 peen } edged to the 
Pi i | would have gone with hi 
( iL prop Laughter. |} He has re 
yr | i | 1 i I norning and 
wi | have know? thirty years, and 
olte ws i have received « iS In regard 

to \ res fhe he has rived me rain 
| Laughter i b ve he w i deceive the 
very elect Renewed la er.| He led me 
Lo be ve fi 1 What he stated son ng 
tha his general purpose was a horizontal 
reduction of ten per cent And yet what are 
some of the chiet features of this bill? When 


1 come to a provision in which my own people 


i 


are interested, in reference to an industry on 
whic ‘ ve vod depends, regard to 
ama auc I vy themst es created, all the 
pr sotw ( they invente or discovered, 
and I { i my colleague puts a duty on it of 
something like four hundred per cent. 

Mr. DAWES W hat is 1t? 


Mr. BANKS Coal tar. 

A Mewerer. It is not cold tea. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BANKS. I callattention to the fact, | 
not only to the statement he made, but to| 


| 
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1e fact it was that very statement made hy 
the i nmittee ot Ways al j Meat 8 whic h 
placed the pending hill before the House. 


Now, it possible when gentlemen cry for 


Mi 3 id y fron hat we see and hear, is 
, py ns ( ! hundre 1 tac 

tio this qu bon grea \ ter | -when 
tt f é » ( g e floor is 
on red » og WaV almost 1 antly. tye is 

son ne of e many chairmen of the Com 
mi f ( Way id Me nS Wat 31 »> be he ird 

how is it poss , | say, when the whole coun- 
t w hie oth Houses of Coners and every 
I moring prot on, that here 
in bill upon the fundamental substance 
necessary to t » carry ng on of the ope rations 


ofthe few manulactures engaged inthe business 
in this country, we find the duty raised from 

er cent. to nearly four hundred per 
cent.? The raw material is imported from 
With all :oftransportation, 
with allthe cost of handling, with all theinei- 
dental charges in bringing itfrom abroad to this 
country, you can nevertheless buy it here for 
$5 62; and that is under the existing law. My 
colleague, one of the chairmen of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, [laughter ]—1 forget 
which one he is, [renewed laughter:] 1 am 


sure heis one of them, forthey are on the floor 
all the time, {laughter ] -my colleague is one 

chairmen of \he Committee of Ways and 
ins; and what does he propose in this 


When, sir, this material can be bought in 
ier countries and brought here, all charges, 
freight, and everything included, and sold here 
{ 5 62, the bill reported by the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means proposes 
a duty on that very article which amounts to 
SO 61 : 

Mr. DAWES rose. 

Mr. BANKS. Do let me have the floor. 
If my colleague will not allow me to speak for 
the remaining portion of my time, then I will 
resign my seat in this House. [Laughter.] I 
wish to know how he could have reported this 


bill with this increase of duty on this material 
In whieh people in my d strict are so deeply 


interested in view of the statement by which 
he obtained posse ion of the House. His 
{ t de even this morning was that 


i 
there was to be a general reduction of ten per 


cent I hav listened to the speeches of the 
gentleman with the greatest pleasure in the 
world Undoubtedly they are excelient ; but 


what | com; n of is, not of his words, but 
the injustice of his acts, that the Committee 
of Ways and Means do not follow their own 
theory. 

lire gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. KERR ] 
says his people have nothing to gain by a tariff 
system. I think they have one thing to gain. 


lhey rain the money to defi Vv the expenses 


ff this Government without p.ying it them- 


} 1 

seives ecliv, elther in Nara Coin or in cur- 

renev, outotl t el! pockets, If that gentieman 

had e power, instead of getting money as we 
i 5 . 


do now by means of the tariff, he would make 


the people of Indiana pay their proportion of 
the expenses of the Government by direct taxa 
tion. Andthereisno alternative between direct 


taxation and the pr 





neiple of protection upon 
arevenue system based upon duties on im- 
ports. There is no percentage in robbery. 
the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. KERR ] pro 
poses five dollars a ton on pig iron. If 
$5 50 is robbery, is not five dollars robbery 
in proportion? Whatsort of church does the 
gentleman attend, and under what preaching 
does he sit, if he can make that honest at 

ich would be piracy and rob- 
bery and murder and rape and burglary at 
$5 50 reat laughter. } 

Now, gentlemen have been misleading me. 
hey bother me. Iam hke the old man in 
the western part of the State where I live, who 
amid the confusion of conventions gone and 
conventions coming, and tergiversations of || 
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every side, said he had lost faith even in the 
thing he sat on. [Laughter.] I say, Mr. 
Chairman. I haveno faith. Perhaps I have ag 
much faith and confidence as I ever had, b it 
I do not know where to pl ice it. 

| will give to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox] an illustration of my con- 
dition trom a story I heard of something tha 
took place in the Empire City of New York, 
One triend was visiting another. Unluckily, in 
consequence of the treble duties and tuxa ion 
heaped upon everything by the Government, 
there was for two persons Only one chair. If 
the tariff had been lower, the man would no 
doubt have had two chairs | Laughter | ‘The 
host occupied the single chair. He said to 
his friend, ‘*Sit down, sir; why don’t you 
sit down? Can't you find anything to. sit 
upon ?”’ 


**[T have enough to sit upon,’’ said 
his visitor, ‘* but I don’t see any place to put 
it.’’ [Great laughter. ] 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Banks] is ex- 
hausted. 


Mr. BANKS. 
out yet. 


[ think my time is not quite 
l want just one minute more. I have 
just as much confidence as | ever had, but I 
do not see any place to put it. [Laughter. ] 

_ [listened with great satisfaction and great 
instruction to the speech of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. E. H. Rosertrs] who 
sits on my left, and with all due deference to 
all other gentlemen who have spoken, I will 
say that the speech of that gentleman was 
perhaps the best speech which has been 
made on the subject since this debate on the 
tariff commenced, unless I except one I made 
myself when nobody was here. [ Laughter. ] 
That gentleman went so far in detending our 
system of protection—and that was going a 


| great way—as to say he thought we would 


do better if we followed a little more closely 
the example of China and Japan. ‘There was 


searcely any length the gentleman would not 


vO in defense ot this vlorious ind immaculate 
| & \ So p! iS « he iaALe 


system of protection which he supported with 
so much wealth of illustration, and with so 
much wisdom and power. But what was my 
astonishment to see that gentleman. on the 
very first vote we took upon this bill, going 
down into the vacant space in front of the 
Chair, and passing between the tellers give 
his vote in favor of reducing the duty on coal, 
| think one hundred and twenty-five per cent. 
With such examples, what can a fellow do that 


does not know anything? [Great laughter. ] 


g 

Now, the gentleman from New York on the 
other side of the House [Mr. Cox] tells us 
that the capitalists and employers of England 
are reducing their labor several hours a day, 
and paying more wages than they ever did 
before. And he thinks that that is on account 
of the free trade they have established there. 
But my friend from New York knows perfectly 
well that these workmen of England and other 
European countries are coming here. I hada 
photograph—I looked among my papers for it, 
but | have so many that I never can find any- 
thing that [ want, [laughter]—I had a pho- 
tograph of one of the emigrants who have 
come to us from Sweden, an iron country; 
and I feel sure that if | could show that pho- 
tograph, it would mukea protectionist of every 
man on the other side of the House. 

Now, if we look at the fact that the laboring 
men are leaving Englaud, and that those that 
remain are rebelling against the system of 
things there, we will see exactly why in Eng- 
land the hours of labor are being reduced and 
the compensation increased. And if gentie- 
men want another reason outside the condi- 
tions that exist there, I will find it in this 
country, with the advantages that industry has 
in this country over all other countries to take 
the people of every Government on the face of 
the earth and place them here to share in our 
riches and in our power. That is the reason 


public opinion, and the constant outcries on |i of that. 
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And now, Mr. Chairman, you may knock 
me down. [Laughter. ] 

{ Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. DAWES. There isa field in which my 
colleague [Mr. Banks] is so inimitable that 
no one will attempt to follow him, if for no 
other reason than because nobody would ever 
know where to begin. There is an old maxim 
which warns peop dle not to jump before they 
get to the stile; it is said not to be safe to FA 
so. Now, if anybody could safely jump be- 
fore he got to the stile, I think it is my col- 
league; and sometimes I think he can jump 
better before he gets to it than he can when 
he does. He says I have deceived him. 

Mr. BANKS. No, sir, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. DAWES. After having refused me the 
floor, | trust my colleague will not take it from 
me. Nobody is such a perfect gentleman as 
my colleague ; and having refused to yield. to 


| 
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The question was upon the amendment of 


Mr. 


Kerr, to strike out the words ‘‘six dollars’’ 
li} and insert ‘‘five dollars’’ as the duty on pig 
iron ; and being taken, upon a division there 


me when he had the floor, he cert: ainly will | 
not endeavor to take it from me when I have | 


obtained it. 

Mr. BANKS. I want to say that I did not 
charge the gentleman with having deceived 
me, for I voted the other way. 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, I know; and I was just 
going to allude to the fact. {Laughter.] I 
cannot be mistaken in what my colleague said, 
and the peculiarity of it, [ thought, was that 
when I deceived him it led him to vote against 
me. 


Mr. BANKS. Oh, no, I was not deceived. 
Mr. DAWES. Iam sure my colleague said | 


he was; but I cannot be further interrupted. 

Mr. BANKS. Oh, no, I said he might 
deceive other people. 

The CHAIRMAN. When a gentleman 
declines to yield he ought to be allowed to 
proceed without interruption. 

Mr. BANKS. Well, I will rise toa question 
of order. It is not right for the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means to say that 
I have charged him with deceiving me, for that 
would not have been in order for me to say ; 
it would be a violation of order. I do not do 
those things if I can help it; though the force 
of example here is not as good as it might be, 
yet it has not led me so far from propriety as 
that. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam not surprised that my 
colleague says he did not Say So. He however 
did warn the House that sometimes I spoke 
as if I thought that I could deceive the very 


elect. Of course that aa not include him. 
[Laughter.] I want to say that I have not 
deceived him, and that I have not deceived | 


the elect. He says that I deceived him and 


made him go against my bill and for Mr. 
Ke.iey’s bill, because I had put in my bill 


a duty of four hundred per cent. on coal tar. 
Sir, the truth is that the 
to coal tar is precisely the same in all three 
bills. He says I put a duty of four hundred 
per cent. on coal tar, and thereby have almost 
ruined the business in his district. Why, I 
supposed that it would build it up if anything 
in the world would. 

That is pretty much all I wanted to say, to 
show the House that my colleague went against 
everything that he compl: iins of finding in this 
bill, and then got up here and said I deceived 
him. Sir, I could not deceive him; I could 
not have had it in my heart any more than [ 
could have had it in my power. 

Now, in regard to this matter of pig iron, 
from which my colleague has led the House 
off after coal tar, with which it had no con- 
nection whatever, when the time comes, and 
when it isin order to discuss the question why 
this duty is placed upon coal tar, my dis- 
tinguished collea; gue on the committee from 
Pennsylvania now walking in front of me, [ Mr. 
Ketiey,] and whose bili my colleague (Mr. 
Banks] voted for, will show him that it is in 


provision in relation | 


| : 
| chair, ] are the chief, and she 





| sylvania, whereby she has be Some so rich 


| expense of the States of Maine, 





| special privilege 


} tent. 





the bill which he voted for as well as in my || 


bill and in that of the majority of the commit- | 


tee. That is all that I desire to say. 


were—aves 86, noes Sv. 
Before the 


Mr. Kerr 


result of the vote was announced, 
called for tellers. 
Tellers were order d; an d Mr. 
Mr. SHERWOOD were appointe d. 
The committee again divided ; 
reported that there were 
So the amerdment was not agreed to. 
The question recurred upon 
Mr. re. to strike out the 
pigs, six dollars per ton. 


KERR, and 


llers 
noes 83 


and thete 
-ayes 66, 


the motion of 
line **on iron in 


Mr. DAWES. That leavesthe duty at $6,30 
under the ten per cent. rule. 
Mr. KELLEY. I understand that this ques- 


tion will be open to discussion again when we 


reach the provision relating to all kinds of 
iron. 
Mr. DAWES. Exactly. 
Mr. COX. [ move to amend by making the 


duty $350. I beg at this time to read astate- 
ment to which I referred a moment ago, which 
was given by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr 
STEVENSON] in a former discussion : 

“As an example of her (Pennsylvania’s) 
prosperity under the protective policy, 
page 18 of the Miners’ Journal, where 
of Schuylkill, one of the richest mining regions, 
sets herself forth. That paper says that in 1820 
there were ten townships in Schuyikill county the 
assessed value of the property of which was $2,227, 
521, and that the value of property in the same 
county now is $40,000,000.”’ 

I say it can be proved beyond doubt that this 
increase of valuations in the State Penn- 
in 
material wealth, being first in the Union in 
that re spect, and in populs ation the second, is 
owing to this system of bounties. She has 
been paid like a pauper from the public l'reas- 
ury ; and this, outside of her nat ad resources, 
is the reason she has grown so rich at the 
of New York, 


ural and mechanical 


amazing 
[ refer to 
the county 


of 


and generally the agricult 
industries of this country. 

Mr. Chairman, in this iron ageironis used for 
almost everything—for 


needles, 


machines, for 
for steamships, for plows, and other 
agricultural implements ; 


implement 


sewing 


for chisels; oa every 


used by the mechanic or the farmer. 


he argument is urged here that iron is the 
great de mand of this age. Now, if that argu- 
ment is used in order to keep up the high 
price of iron, | say the proper deduction is 
that we should cut down the price 1 in ores to 
meet this great and increasing demand of the 
century. If that argument be used for the 
purpose of showing that iron should not be 
high in pEee because of the general demand, 
then Is ay we should cut down the tariff on 
iron and give the largest market possible to it 
throughout the whole world. 

Gentlemen on the other side argue con 
stantly that our market should be restricted 


tothiscountry. ‘They say there are no monop- 


olies here. Why not? What is a monopoly 
as defined by the very best economists? 
If you give a man anywhere on this star a 


by which he can undersell 
another man, that is a monopoly to that ex- 
When you impose high taxes or tariffs, 
or give bounties, you a monopoly. I 
care not whethe r the market be between Penn- 
sylvania and Ohio, or between New York and 
Canada, or between Pennsylvania and Canada, 
or between Scotland and the United States, 
the economic principle involved is the same. 
Every man ought to know that an enlarged 
market must reduce the price of the commodity. 


creale 


Now, what is the result of all this? Penn- 
sylvania comes here by her distinguis hed, 
able, and cunning representation, of which 
you, Mr. Chairman, [Mr. Scorie.tp in the 


saystothe United 
States, **Do not undertake to interrupt our 
industries.’? She puts a pistol to the breast 
of the nation and says, ‘‘We demand more | 
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and more bounty: 


we must have nine dollars 
a ton duty 


upon our great product.” 
do not consent t be 


Id to her and g 


, 
Because 
we robbed 


ant 


oO 


, because we 


ao not Lhese 


Vit eXcessive 
icuiture from Lilinois 
Maine aut d Ne W 
this pointed pistol, 
ys, ‘*Oh, you are making an 

he idea is that because 
ack of the 
to the ec 


bounties, because 
and commerce 
fight back 
sylvania su 
upon us 
this att 
disservice 
omy. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Chairman, I have 
always admired the ingenuity and research of 
my friend from New York, [Mr.Cox.] I have 
always listened with interest to his speeches in 
this House on the question of free trade; and [ 
must say that he isa faithful and able represen- 
tative of the great commercia! interests of the 
country. But 1 would reminu that 
that while we accord to him intel! 
honesty, he must not 


agi 
irom 


against 


’ 
York 
Penn- 
attack 
We resist 
robber we are do 4 
wber we are Going some 


suse of morality and econ- 


re 


zg nileman 


and 
assume a monopoly of 
these great qualities. Other gentlemen on this 
floor his } by law, if they are not in 
fact; and they ( ive the same right to their con- 
victions of duty in regard to the interests of 
this country that he or my distinguished friend 
from Indiana [ Mr. Kerr] has to his. 
We differ from those gentlemen as 
the pole, and point with pride, gen- 
tleman from Missouri [ Mr. Burperr | did, to 
actual facts, (the census returns read by him. ) 
‘These answer all the free-trade 
ever written from Adam Smith 
Cox. [Laughter. ] 
The gentleman trom 
whole question of the 
said in this de »bate that 


ea ‘eo 
lence 


are eers 


wide as 


as the 


theories 
down to 8. S. 


Indiana touched the 
iron interest when he 
in 1860 the demand was 
not equal to the supply, or there was a surplus 
of product in the market. ‘The Congress of 
the United States imposed then a tariff whicl 
was a tariff for protection for the manufac- 
turers of Pennsylvania and of the United 
States, as wellastorrevenue. The gentleman 
to-day says that now the demand is far in ex- 
cess of the production—that the production 
cannot come up possibly to the demand for 
If that be so, then I de fy you 
to pa a tariff for protection, on that 


At 


years to come, 
arvicie. 


riff the n would be a tariff for revenue and 


revenue alone. If the gentleman is correet 
in that statement, Is bmit to the honest con- 
viction of every man in the House that the 
tariff on iron now is a tariff for revenue and 


revenue only, and every dollar you reduce the 


duty on iron to-day is a dollar out of the 
Treasury of the United States. Pe nnaylvania 
to-day could then bid defiance to all tariffs 
in Congress. Itisa duty now for revenue, 
and the man who takes the duty off takes it 
out of the Tre sasury Of the United States, and 
permits iron to come in duty free from abroad. 

The gentleman trom Indiana [Mr. Kerr] 
says the demand exceeds the supply, and it 


willtake two years to bring them to an equ 


librium. Why do we wish to kee p this tariff 
up? We wish to keep it up to bring money 
into the ‘Treasury of the United States as 
revenue. All the mills in the United States, 
all the furnaces can produce will find a mar 
ket here, and we will of necessity import for 


one or two years. What more do we desire? 
We desire to give stability to the manufactur- 
ing interests of the United States. We desire 
to encourage manufactures out in Missouri, 
outin Indiana,down in the South, and through- 
out the country. As was well said b tne 
gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Burverr,] 
the wealth olf the « ntry 18 measured by r 
power of copsumption, and we wish still to 
increase that wealth. 

Ihe distinguished gentleman from New 
Y ork [ Mr. Cox | aii the time spe “aks of com- 


W hat does th : CO 
ates amount to? About 
of the annual productions of 


merce, Ct 
of the Un 
er 


yIntmnerce, IntmMerce 


ted sts BRIX 


cent. the 


United States; and you will sacrilice all the 
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other yreat material interests of the country 
to « nerce, and yet that amounts to only 
about one x Ol the annual productions of 
the intry 

{Hi re the hammer fell j 

Mr. EK. H. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I 
desi: » to call attention to the fact that the 
difference between the two propositions now 
before the committee is tl rty cents a ton, and 
that only One proposition 18° to make the 
{ Guty on pig iron ix dollars, and the other 
| propositi mis to make that duty six dollars 
jand thirty cents a ton. It is about this differ- 
rence that my « engue from New York, | Mr. 


' Cox, thegentleman trom Illinois, [ Mr. Burca- 
Anv,| and the gentleman from Indiana, [ Mr. 
Kener, | grow so eloquent. 

Up mm tais text of thirty cents a ton, my col- 
league from the city of New York, [Mr. 
Cox, | protests against the 


proposition Lo give 
‘bounty to manufact 1 


‘ and he makes 


thre plea in tl interest of commerce, and in 
the interest of commerce against manufactures 
hie a ails i nnsvyivanla Dor s he forget that 
| is in manufactures, New 


FrTeAL it ania 
York is greater ? New York is to-day the 


greatest m ifacturing State of this Union, 
as it} greatest in agri ulture and the greatest 
mm commerce, Qur total imports last year 


amounted to $518,759,518, and the manufac- 
{ } amounted to S790.000.000 


i of ‘ ; 
If ‘*bounties’’ are paid, if this tariff is a 
bounty, then bounties go more than to any 
other Stat mt Union 1o the impire State. 
What are these ** bounties’’ about which 
gentlemen rail ? Phe gentleman from I]linois 
{Mr. Burcuanp] has just cited the table given 
by me early in this debate, and which shows 
the dividends in favored New England in cot- 
ton and woolen manufactures for fifty years. 
Upon those figures he repeats his cry of 
‘ bounties.’’ hose figures place the divi- 
d nd i thes« { 
Per ce if, 
rom 1820 1830, a shade over ne 8 
From 1830 to 1840, just | 
From 1840 to] ) lly . 53 
I iSolh to PSo0, a fraction ov as 
bk rom 1560 to 1S70, not quite snikeadelinae 12 
If these are “*bounti or are affected by 
‘bounties, vhat are the retut upon land 
Investments in all par s of the country? They 
much greater than the earnings of capital 
invested in manufactures. ‘Those earnings are 
ls than the average interest on mortgages on 
real estate at the West. I do not reter to 
exceptional rates. Ihe current, honorable 


chara for moue y loaned on land at the West, 


exceeds the dividend of 
alleged to be enriched by ‘* bounties.”’ The 
) 


rate of interest permitted by law is in Illinois, 


astern manufacturers 


which my friend [Mr. Burcnarp] represents, 

per cent, per annum; in Indiana, which 
my friend [Mr. Kerr] represents, ten per 
cent.:; in Minnesota, which my friend [ Mr. 
DUNNELL] represents, twelve per cent. ; and 
Now, the high 
est average profi ached by manufacturers 
in prosperous New England in any decade tor 
half a century never exceeded twelve per cent. 
per annuna Any “‘bounties”’ 
then, are 
New Eng! 


nre bounti ~~ oe 


in Nebraska, twe lve pr rceent. 


che 


s 7 


’ that are paid, 
paid not to the manufacturers of 
und and Ni w York al me, They 
hey are bounties, which go to 
the land-owners and farmers of the West. 
The y go to every man who has part and parcel 
in the prosperity { this great country. 


But gentlemen protest against the high price | 
i they going to put down the | 


price of iron by statute? 
The law of 


\ They cannot do it. 

pply and demand 

If they would try to keep down 
I 


stronger 


n they must stop the building 

. Lhe annual increase in the num 
ber of miles of railroad in this country from 
615 miles in 1861. and 1,846 miles in 1860, 


2 | 
has run up to 1.990 miles in 1869, to 6,145 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


miles, as this table shows. It is made up 
from Poor’s Manual of Railroads in the United 





ite 
Miles Increase over 

) tw hu lt Previous vear. 

1850 9 ()?] 1.656 

ind ict ge cack 10,982 1,761 

1852 12,908 1,26 

bod js. Saaiehd Seeawees oevee ht) OU 2,402 

1554 ; ee 16,720 1,560 

18595 18.374 1,654 

| SESE caebabiaaead soveeen, VLG 3,642 

SD tidaduidgackeadk oe ee hs 153 2,487 

1858 Suteaanees ; os ove +0 00, 900 2,460 

1859 his ieaicaevslvalt Racine: an we nih sas Soca 1,821 

a cee ve eee DU, O30 1,846 

reir an.gisk duds toca niaeeinere 31,286 651 

SEIS sihcts, Weksucienelemera ee ees 32,120 83 

1863. 33,170 1,050 

Rapin hs dascuiha-odsabeipaed cadinmdicdinakswenenen 53,908 

ER adurea ok uses URS 

1866. 36 827 

NOT tensscbnakien cowiess 39,276 

EEA Ze TORRE Ae MENA 12.259 

1869, 17.254 

pe ere eee sia - 7,000 

Spe te MIG ck Secie vacscuuneasdsnneemy - 8,000 


Marvelous as is the extension of railroads, 
the new uses for iron are even more wonderful. 
Architecture leans upon it; mechanism re- 
joices in it; comfort and luxury have made it 
their ally; costly structures are built of it, and 
it is the furniture of rich and poor. ‘The 
blacksmith toils upon it, and it is a part of 
ambition’s works of art. You measure the 
progress of civilization by the advance in the 
demand for iron. 

When gentlemen can stop this building of 
railroads, and all this demand for iron, they 
will be able to keep down the price of iron. 
They cannot do it by assaults on our manu- 
facturers. They can do it by building furnaces 
and increasing production; not much by med- 
dling with duties. 

And yet, Mr. Chairman, we can concede 
the proposed reduction of ten per cent. on pig 
iron. We can afford it. Our home demand 
for iron will sustain all our furnaces, and 
inany more to be built. This country is to be 
the great iron producer of the world. Already 
this duty has only become arevenue duty. It 
1s to-day not needed for protection, lron is 
independent. Let it continue to bave a fair 
field and it will always be se. All we want 
is to develop our own ores, and learn to pro 
duce from them better iron and more of it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I| move to amend the 
amendment by striking out ** three and ahalf”’ 
and inserting in lieu thereof *‘ six anda half.”’ 

In my remarks the other day in showing 
what I deemed to be the solid reasons which 
should govern me in my treatment of this 
question, and my vote upon it, I pictured the 
prosperity of my native city by a statement 
of facts in connection with her manufactures. 
lhe gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox,] 
in answer to that picture, which | thought a 
proper one to present. has told this Honse that 
the prosperity of which I spoke is the result 
of robbery. | 

l ask the gentleman, for I know he is well 
versed in history, to look for a moment at the 
history of that city. Like the New England 
States, Philadelphia at one time possessed 
much commerce; but circumstances have 
stripped New England, as they did also Phil- 
adelphia, of that commerce, in a very great 
measure. Like a frugal and honest people, 
following somewhat the example of New Eng- 
land in that particular, when we saw com- 
merce disappearing we directed our energies 
and our labor to other pursuits. As we ceased 
to bea city of commerce we grew up as it were 
into manhood a city of industry. And yet 
the gentleman from New York—although 
surely he must have spoken in a Pickwickian 
sense when he said that -charged that indus- 
trious people with being robbers. Sir, such a 
» against Pennsylvaniaand Philadelphia 
of being robbers comes from a hard place. 
But the slander carries with it an antidote in 





char 


miles in I870, to about 7,000 miles in 1871, || the history, the very recent history of New | 
and in 1872 it is estimated that it will be 8,000 || York city. I 
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Moreover, the gentleman, seeking perhaps 
to break the influence of my vote here, charged 
that my position on this question was one of 
the remnants of my Whiggery. Sir, I tell the 
gentleman that I represent what was formerly 
a large Whig constituency. And I say further, 
that whenever he wants to strip his party of 
the old Whigs of Philadelphia he will find 
if he succeeds that it will be less than it is 
now. Instead of its being any cause of regret 
{ am proud of the education | received in 
that school, becanse lam enabled to ingratt 
upon legislation and thereby make conserva- 
tive some of the radicalism which there is in 


| the only constitutional party now in existence 


in this country. 

Nor am ], sir, different from the Democratic 
party of my own State in this particular, [ 
have here a resolution of the Democratic 
State convention of last year, which came from 
the committee on resolutions as their unan- 
imous verdict, and which was unanimously 
indorsed by that convention. Gentlemen will 
see by reference to it that we are not, in our 
course upon this subject, different from the 
judgment of the Democracy of that State. 
‘The resolution I will read: 

‘That the present tariff is in many of its features 
oppressive, and should be revised; and that we 
herewith request our Representatives in Congress, 
when the tariff shall be the subject of readjust- 
ment, to see that the immense products of the State 
and its industries are properly cared for,” 

I am glad at ail times to see New York 
prosperous. I never have cast an envious eye 
toward her; it was never in my mouth to say 
ill of her. She has pursued her course aud 
we have pursued ours. But I say to the gen- 
tleman that when he cites here the statistics 
of Schuylkill county to show what Penn- 
sylvania has obtained, it is but fair that he 
should state that of that great interest ninety 
per cent., so far as | am informed, should be 
credited to labor. Therefore we are not pro- 
tecting the monopolists who own the land at 
all, but we are doing everything to increase 
the wages of labor so as to make people hap- 
pier and more prosperous. 

I also might qualify my former statement a 
little further inthis respect: I think the census 
willshow the fact that in the city of Philadel- 
phia there are but about six or seven persons 
to each house, while in the city of New York I 
fear that it will run as high as twelve or four- 
teen to each house. Sir, in Philadelphia every 
honest mechanic, every industrious man can 
have a home of his own. He can buy land 
and pay for it gradually ; hecan build his house 
upon it, and have something left for his chil- 
dren. For one I am not ready to strike down 
or impair in any degree that prosperity which 
gives to industry and honesty a habitation, 
with alsothe means to support and bring up a 
family in comfort. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I rise for 
the purpose of making a word of reply to my 
colleague from the State of Missouri [ Mr. 
Burpetr] in reference to his statements in 
regard to the wonderful increase of wealth 
of the State which he and I in part repre 
sent. Like my colleague, I am proud of the 
past achievements of the people of the State 
of Missouri; and I am proud of her future 
greatness as a State and as a mighty Com- 
monwealth of this Republic. 

But if this House supposes that the figures 
read by the gentleman represent all the peo- 
ple of the State of Missouri have accumulated 
by their own industry and energy within the 
last twenty years, they will be greatly mis- 
taken; they will be greatly misled by those 
statements. First, the returns of the census 
for 1850 and 1860 of the property of the State 
of Missouri were upon a gold basis. The last 
computation for 1870 was made upon a cur- 
rency basis. That will account for a consider- 
able difference. In addition to that the same 
quality of real estate in the State of Missouri 
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is now probably fifty per cent. higher in price 
than it was ten years ago. In addition to that 
also there have been since the close of the 
war hundreds, and I might say thousands of 
enterprising men who have come to our State, 
and who have brought with them large amounts 
of capital for investment there, which is all 
taken into the general account. 

Prosperous as the gentleman seems to think 
our State has been (and I admit that we have 
done a great deal) it must not be supposed 
that all this increase of wealth is owing to the 
industry, the energy, and the enterprise of the 
people of Missouri. We have achieved a 
In spite of all the legislation 
adverse to the interests of our State, in spite 
of the invidious distinctions made against the 
western people and in favor of the eastern 
manufacturers, our State has grown and pros 
pered. It is true that the distriet which | 
represent contains the Iron mountain, and 
other very large deposits of iron, but | do not 
understand, nor do I think the gentlemen 
engaged in the manufacture of iron under- 
stand, that the tariff as now adjusted is a 
very great protection to the iron interests of 
Missouri. ‘lhe tariff as now adjusted through- 
out the United States has increased the price 
of woolens; cotton, and leather goods; of 
groceries, and everything necessary for the 
subsistence of labor. ‘The result is that the 
price of labor is enhanced. At the Iron 
mountain there are aboutone thousand opera- 
tives employed. It is a reasonable estimate 
to suppose that wages have been increased 
fifty cents a day, owing to the tariff as now 
adjusted. Hence that company is required to 
expend for labor $500 a day more than it did 
formerly; and this expenditure for labor is 
not compensated by the protection given to 
pig iron. It is true that all the labor there 
employed is not engaged in the production of 
pig iron, but a great deal of it in the produc- 
tion of the raw material for the pig iron fur- 
naces of other portions of the country. 

Mr. RANDALL. I withdraw my amend- 


great deal. 


ment. 
Mr. BURDETT. Irenewthe amendment. 
Mr. FINKELNBURG. Will my colleague 


allow me to make a few supplementary remarks? 


Then he can answer both of us. | only want two | 


minutes. 


Mr. BURDETT. I yield two minutes to my 


colleague. 4 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I wish to say that 
I take great pride in the prosperity of my State, 
so elo quently described by my colleague [ Mr. 


Burpert ;} but | want to suggest to him, as he | 


is going to follow me, that for ten anxious 
years we Republicansin Missouri told the peo- 
ple of our State that it was the curse of slavery 
which was keeping Missouri back and placing 
us behind our sister States; that the emigra- 
tion from Europe, from New England, and 
from the central States of the Union avoided 


Missouri, while it went into Kansas and other | 


western States; that into our State neither 
men, women, nor capital would come to add 
to our prosperity till the curse of slavery had 
been removed. ‘That is what we told the peo- 
ple for ten long years. Finally, the Repub- 
lican party of Missouri succeeded in abolishing 
slavery, long before the thirteenth amendment 
of the Constitution of the United States was 
adopted. 

The fruits of that policy soon became ap- 
pe: immigration came pouring in from 
{urope, from New England, from Ohio, and 
from other States. 
sister States, immigrants settled down in 
Missouri. Capital also sought investment there. 
Thus were realized the results which we had 
promised the people of Missouri if they would 
only get rid of the curse of slavery and become 
a iree State. But my colleague [Mr. Bur- 
DETT] to-day would take from us all the credit 
for that, and maintain that it is the tariff to 
which we owe our increased prosperity. I 


suggest this point for his consideration, 


1 


Instead of going to our | 


| 
} 


| 


| 





Mr. BURDETT. Mr. Chairman, I have | 
but three minutes to reply to both my col- 
leagues. I will therefore in the briefest way 
say what I have to say in answerto my col- 
league who has just taken hisseat. It is true, 
sir, that the curse of slavery hung on the 
skirts of Missouri and largely retarded her 
prosperity up to 1860. But | beg, in that con- 
nection, to remind my colleague that the 
curse of slavery was the curse of free trade, 
and that to-day those who take the place of 
the order of men who fifteen years ago were 
hurling their anathemas at the free, thriving, 
manufacturing States ot the North and East 
are but wearing the discarded garments of John 
C. Calhoun and his followers. I understand 
that the essence of free trade is slavery. 

A Member. Prove it. 

Mr. BURDETT. Prove it! Why, Mr. 
Chairman, the proof is this: free trade means 
profit out of the blood and bone and soul and 
spirit of the laborer ; and so did slavery. That 
is my proot. 

Now, a word in reply to my colleague from 
the Iron mountain district, [Mr. McCormick, 
of Missouri.] I find that 
ined not to be happy. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. 
happy. 

Mr. BURDETT. He desires to have us 
understand that the figures to which | have 
referred but tell a lie when they testify to the 
great prosperity of Missouri. 

He says, ‘* Well, they who lived in Missouri 
in 1860 have not by their united efforts made 
all this great increase of wealth ;’’ but let me 
tell him in exact reply to his argument and 
those of the {re this floor, that 
Missouri have 
been seeking out and are to-day seeking out 
this tax-ridden and tax-robbed West. If your 
argument be true that the Kast is robbing us 
of our substance, that we are miserable from 
morning to night, why is 1t that more than five 
hundred thousand stalwart arms within five 
years have poured from New Kngland, have 
poured from Pennsylvania, have rushed be- 
yond the Mississippi, and are the constituents 
of my colleague and myself? 


he also is determ- 


I am very 


+ 


e-traders on 
these men who have come to 


] It seems they 
have left their part of the country where men 
are monopolists, where labor is paid largely by 
bounties to go to tax ridden and tax-bedeviled 
Missouri. 

This is my answer to my colleague; and to 
both of them I further say, if they will not 
have Missouri for example, if they will have 
excuse within our own borders for overshad- 
owing the grand factsof the protective decade 
just closed with the thin shadow of their im- 
ported theories, then look at our neighboring 
sisters as they are illustrated by the census 
lowa, with her two hundred and forty- 
seven millions in 1860, increases toseven hun- 
dred and seventeen millions in 1870. LIilinoia, 
great in 1860, with a then valuation of eight 
hundred and millions, survives 
her subsequent associations with the ** pi 
and owns there is left 

Mr. Chairman, the 


tables. 


seventy one 
Ice 
pockets ot | rotection,’’ 
to her $2,121,680,579. 
conjurations ot trade may interest the 
theorist. Against their thin gruel I hurl the 
eloquence of facts alone. I have no fears for 
the verdict. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed 
to reducing the duty on pig iron. From the 
remarks made here we would be led to 
pose this duty is very high. ‘This is a great 
mistake. The duty has never been so low as 
it is now in sixty years, except for a short 
time. By the tariff of 1816 the duty was ten 
dollars; of 1824, thirteen dollars; of 1828, ten 
dollars; of 1842, nine dollars; of 1846, about 
seven dollars; of 1857, five dollars; of 1861, 
nine dollars ; and of 1870, seven dollars. Now, 
during the years when the duty on pig iron 
was at five dollars a ton it is well known to 
those who resided in the iron districts of our 


free 


sup- 
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tirely prostrated. 


Our forges, our iron mills, 
our blast-furnaces, 


and our iron mines were 
all, or nearly all, closed; work was not to be had. 
In many portions thousands and thousands 
of people were out of employment ; and men, 
women, and children were roving through these 
districts seeking employment, and could find 
none. Many were begging from door to door, 
and many sought asylum in the alms-houses 
throughout those districts. If this House, as 
some gentlemen seem to desire, shall take off 
this duty, or bring it down to five or to three 
dollars a ton, I fear we shall see such a state 
of things in this country as we have never seen 
before. [hope the present duty will remain, 


so that we may have stability in our tariff 
laws, and manufacturing continue in our iron 
districts, and not only in the iron distriets, but 


industries the con 
| have here a remonstrance 
from over seventeen hundred workingmen ot 
my district against the reduction of this duty ; 
and I ask that it be read. 
Che Clerk read as follows: 

To the Honorable Senate and House of Representatives 
oj the Unite tl States of America ? 


all throughout 


country 
tinue to prosper. 


The undersigned, citizens of the iron region of the 
fourth district, in the State of New Jersey, respect 
fully represent that they learu that an effort is being 
made to reduce the daties on imported merchan 
dise. Believing that it is the duty of the national 
Government to encourage and defend the various 
branches ot American industry against theaggressive 
policy of toreign Governments, they remonstrate 
against any change in the existing tariff that will 
withdraw a proper andeffective protection from any 
branch of such industry. ‘They therefore pray that 
in laying a tariff of duties for revenue on imported 
merchandise, the duties shall be adj usted 
to afford adequate protection to similar articles of 
merchandise manutactured 


sO 


in the United States in 
such a manner as not to burden any branch of 
American industry, and to foster the honor and 
interest of the American laborer; and that as to 


those imported articles which do not come into com- 
petition with articles manufactured or produced in 
the United States, they should be admitted free, or 
at low rates of duty. 

Mr. HILL. It is the workingmen more than 
the manufacturers who are disturbed in regard 
to the reduction of tariff duties, as indicated 
by this remonstrance. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Mr. HILL. But one word further in expla- 
nation. I have taken but little of the time 
of the House heretofore in this debate, and, 
with the consent of the House, I will soon con- 
clude what I have to say. The gentleman 
from Minnesota [ Mr. DuUNNELL] remarked we 
were here to ask for more protection tor New 
Jersey. 


lhe gentleman’s time 


We are not here to ask for more pro- 
tection for New Jersey, but only to ask that the 
tariff shall be allowed to remain where it is. 
As regards at least this great interest of 
iron, if the duty is reduced it will affect us 
very seriously in ourState. The gentleman 
complains that the manufacturers and citizens 
generally ot New Jersey are rich. W 
not help it, sir. And if the gentleman 
Minnesota [Mr. Dunne.u] will 


wt 


go into his St 


e can 
from 
atl dite int be 

get « bprile 


ite, if he can get capitalists with 


courage to go there and build iron-mills and 
factories, and provide a home market for the 


products of the soil, he will find that Minne- 
sota will soon perhaps be as great and pros 


perous as the State of New Jersey, aed be 
possessed of quite as much wealth. If the 
gentleman will,come to New Jersey we will 
show him how she obtains her wealth and 


riches, and that not only are riches to be found 
among who and 
merchants, but alsoamong our working classes 
the State, with their neat 
purchased from their own savings, and 
living contented and happy, brought about in 
part by proper protection to our ind 
fair wages paid for labor. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. Mr. Chairman, an hor 
orable a member of this House, 
remarked that he was very miserable when he 
reflected on the position he occupied in refer- 


those are manulacturers 


scattered all over 
homes 
ust! 


eS auu 


tlems: 
iLieman, 


wer 
a 


country that the whole iron interest was en- || ence to the tariff bill, He said that if he voted 
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n the morning he was accused 


of stealing, and if he voted for another in the 


eventing he was convicted Ot it. | Laughter. | 
We air, | feel a sincere syinpathy for that 
genulieman, tor I know how unpleasant these 


+, although I have tre- 
rom this side of 
the House to the other. But at the same time 
I} claim that | um still more miserable than 
full extent 
of hy iffering, for 1 know how unpleasant 


that gentiemar | “apy ciate the 


it ig not only to be ealled a robber, but to 
be proved one too. [Laughter.] But still I 
do not think he feels » badly as 1 do, lor 
unto! ely, Mi Chairman, there is nothing 
wa ‘ ! e that lam able to steal for my 
people. [ Laughter.) And I assure the Chair 


House that if 
resented on his floor need 


those | represent. 


man and this “uy people rep- 


tealing for, it 1s 


| have seen a ¢ ombi mtlon formed between 


the iron men of the North and the tobacco 


raising men of the South. My people had no 
part r parcel i it. | bave seen the Repub- 
lican woolen manufacturer of New Kugland 
combined with the Democratic Repres ntatives 


from the 


duc ed: 


southern States where coal 1s pro 
but there was nothing there for us. I 
have even seen them put salt on the tails of 
Representatives from my own 
jlaughter;| but that did not inure to 
the benetit of my ¢ mstituents. 

And not only that, Mr. Chairman; not only 
do we see nothing to steal, but everybody 


steals from us. It is but a few years ago that 


Rome OL oul 


Siate, 


we had in the city of New York a magnificent 
industry. You might have walked down our 
wharves from the upper part of the city four 
or five miles to the Battery and heard the 
steady hum of commerce all along from one 
end to the other Chey were 
and you heard the singing of 
biows of the Caliking-maliet, 


building ships, 
the saw, and the 

You saw men 
at work with the adze and with the plane. 
You may go there now; and what is 1? A 
desert, All that activity has disappeared. 
love rylhing has been di stroyed, 
And yet we are taunted by 
when it 
to make us so, 


from Pennsylvania that we are poor, 
is his votes that have tended 


ind the votes of other gentlemen on this floor 


who think like him. ‘The gentleman tells us 
that while there are in Phil idelohia only four 
persous to a tenement, we in New 
York have twelve or fourteen in our tenement 


or five 


houses. 
Mr. RANDALL. I said on an average. 
Mr. ROOSEVELT. Yes; and the gentle- 
man might have said that there were as many 
as one hundred and fifty or two hundred per- 
sons in a teuement in my district. 


the gent leman | 


is it? Because money has been drawn from 
us and gone to Pennsylvania to build up there 
a fictitious wealth. 

The gentleman has taunted us that we have 
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| cle, which is a lower rate of duty than we im. 
— »d upon any article that I know of in this 


i" Mr. STEVENSON. Fourteen per cent. of 


all our property on the ocean, and that it is - || the present foreign cost. 


unstable 


as the element on which it rests. f || 


Me. DAWES. Yes, sir. By striking out 


the gentleman had studied history as ae || this clause, pig i iron would be left subject to a 


as he has the tariff bill, he would have found 


that the wealthy and powerful nations of the || 


world were the commercial nations. Without 
going back to olden times, look at the power | 
of little Venice, a little city, with no territory 
to sustain it, and nothing but a shipping inter- 
est to make it one of the wealthiest and most | 
powerful nations on the earth. Next, turn to 
the free cities of the Rhine. 

Look at Spain when it governed the whole 
world. Look at Holland, a little place built 
under the sea, you might say, dug out of the | 
bottom of the sea; yet carrying ..' the mast- 


head of her admiral’s ship a broom w -' snify | 


that it swept the ocean ot its foes. 

Gentlemen onthe other side have sometimes 
taunted us when we have complained wiih the 
fact that it was our Democratic friends at the | 
South that destroyed 


was the confederate cruisers that drove our | 
ships from the sea and burned them in foreign | 
ports. [tell gentlemen that the piracies of Con- 


gress have been worse for us than the piracies of || 


the rebels. If that had been the one cause, 
no sooner had the war closed than our inter- 
ests would have been revived and we would 
have had to-day, as we had then, a greater 


activity in ship-building than ever before. LI | 


am informed that during the last year but two 


vessels stood upon the stocks in our city where | 


we used to turn out hundreds. Can gentlemen 
wonder, therefore, that we sometimes com- 
plain, and that we are, perhaps, even a little 
thankful to them when they take our coats 
and leave our pantaloons; in other words, that 
we do not appreciate the fact that when they 
| steal but five dollars they are a little more 
merciful than when they steal five and a 
half? 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon 
the amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 
| souri. 

I'he amendment was withdrawn. 

The question was upon the motion of Mr. 
Dawes, to strike out the line relating to pig 
; iron. 
| Mr. DAWES. If my motion should pre- 
vail to strike this clause from the bill, it would 
| then leave pig iron subject to a reduction of 
ten per cent. of the duty. I have from the 
sureau of Statistics some figures which show 
that the duty then remaining 


our commerce, that it || 








x would be four- 
And why /l teen per cent. of the foreign. cost of this arti- | 


| duty of but fourteen per cent. of the foreign 
cost, and I know of nothing in the tariff bill 
which has so low a rate of duty. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire before the final 
vote is taken to move that the duty on pig 
iron shall be seven dollars per ton, and | have 
some arguments to make on that proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. Such an amendment 
would be now in order as the pending motion 
is to strike out the clause. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. If westrike 
| out this clause. how do we know that we can 
get anything in the bill in relation to pig iron? 

Mr. DAWES. We do not want to get any 
thing more in, as the gentleman will see if he 
« 'vead the bill. It was drawn with the ex- 
pectation that the duty on iron and all man- 
ufactures of iron would be reduced ten percent. 
from the present rate; that includes pig iron. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Before the vote is 
taken on striking out I want to say one word 
in regard to aremark made by the ’chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means in 
reference to the rate per cent. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted, 

Mr. BURCHARD. Then, forthe purpose 
of making my remark, I will move to makethe 
duty $6 50 perton. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
order. 

Mr. BURCHARD. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts again informs us as to the rate 
of duty upon this article. I desire to say that 
| gentlemen will find in the report on commerce 
,and navigation, which can be obtained from 
the document-room, a percentage statement 
of duty upon the different articles embraced 
in this bil, calculated from the imports of the 
preceding fiscal year. For the year ending 
June 30, 1871, pig iron, with a duty of seven 
dollars per ton, has an average protection of 
forty-four per cent. upon the foreign valua- 
tion. The proposed reduction to six dollars 
iper ton would leave it thirty-nine per cent. 

upon that valuation. The gentleman says 

that it would not be so high as that upon the 

price of ironto day. That-is probably true. 
| But it shows that this article does not need 
| even so much protection as this proposed rate 
would give. It certainly is no reason why we 
should not reduce the duty upon iron. While 
on the floor, I wish to submit, in answer to 
the remarks of the gentleman from New Jer- 
| sey, [Mr. HILL,] the following statement: 


That amendment is in 


Statement of mines or furnaces that commenced operations in the United States after 1847, taken from the report of the Secretary of the 








Name. Location. menecd, 
Port Henry Furnace ®.,,.....c00eee — ..| Essex county, New York........ 1853 
New Jersey Zine Compan) | Newark, N@W d erseyyeurpeegeeerees 1855 
NI ROO os ei occa semi niaecaeane Blair county, Pennsylvania... ... 1856 
I eet Blair county, Pennsylvania,.......cccscccsses 1856 
BT ih Wall Tron Compawy Toreseccscrosessceses yenesseses Secale | Clinton county, Pennsylvamia.,....cooeseceee 1856 
Voleano ia a a a tae DEMRIIIO: CIRUD cucsdavecsatbetccisieinien e eoue 1855 
I ET aka 1 a eit chalk vnchon ensmnediindelilehibeaes Seioto county, Ohio.... singel 1853 
i a li eine ientestoabebi nates Jackson, Ohbio.........00+ sega 1850 
Elba...... Sykesville, Maryland..........0008 ~~ 1850 
John W.J Rockbridge county, Virginia... ceeessees 1850 
Australia Alleghany county, Virginia... iced Genel 1854 
Cripple Cre Wythe coun ty, Virginia. eanieenie Hnpresenel | AMLOIZ. 
)) l Fowl Preston county, Virginia.. 1857 
| ra Furnace lrieg, Kentucky bakubeidaiistetepeden 1855 
Dt Grit DOUOmm. .... o...--cccssicneeienteaiemenieasliaein hebebnbhe Carter, Rentucky.........0000 obi 1849 
SORES ET TRIBE. cccnceniesivnnuntis sostintialiaiilinitcealceasttialbdaibitaibbaamtine | Montgomery, Tennessee.. ........ccccossssseeses 1858 
A mtumla Furi B.cccscctsmes accenepenecenen seen «»| Montgomery, Tonnessce.crscoccocscese-cocvccees 1854 
John G. Newler,,....c00 i aaiinaias cccisiiimaianoan sgestemiinansinee Claiborn county, Tennessed,,,.cccccorss 1852 
SEARS, FOCI E vccencsecsdesicsnntnduneet ari ecceveesovsoeess| SULLIVAN COUDLY, TONNESSCE, ...cccccomseceoees 1855 





* Resumed 1853. 








t Stopped July 5, 1857. 


Treasury in 1860-61, a 180. 


Year com- 
















t Cost to make, $20 


Produced last year. 


10,825 tons. 

40 tons per week. 
3,450 tons. Prices from $$ to $30 
foundery, 20 to 

3,000 tons. { Mill, 95to 27 
AG7 tons, Prices, 25ta 30 
§,000 tons. 23to 33 


) » 


2,200 tons, 1857, 27 
¥ { lot, 
Cold, 
1,000 tons. 
1,100 tons. 


30 tons | per week, 
1, 400 tons. 


2,010 tons, 
1,350 tons. 


1,500 tons, 


120 tons. 
200 tous, 





| Cost to make, $15. 
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] wit hdraw my amendment, dollars a ton, iron selling then at thirty ‘seven Mr. STEVENSON took the floor. 

HALE. As there seems to be some | dollars, why should we now refuse to make the Mr. BECK. With the permission of the 
ae hension I wish to ask whether, if the ty five dollars or five d enetel lahalfwhen || gentleman from Ohio | desire to eall atten- 
pending motion b adopted, it will not reduce || there is such an immense demar d« everywhere | tion to the fact, as the gentleman fr Penn- 
the duty on iron from seven dollars per ton, || for iron and when the average price has gone | syivania has referred to land grants as being 

present rate, to 56 380, in accordance with up to over fi lollars? ‘This reductionis ren one of the causes for the increased demand 
the ten per cent. reduction. dered still more reasor le Dy the fact, shown for railroad iron, that in every one of those 

DAWES. LExacily, unless the House || in papers furnished tothis House, that the duty |! bills a provision was ee that those rail- 
should change the duty when we get to line || on pig iron was in 1862 put up three dollars roads should be built of American iron, and 


fifteen. 


M Pr. BE ; Ix. 


a ton be cause of Internal revenue tax Ol 


of course Pennsylvania iron. Therefore th 


] move toamend so as tomake two dollars aton; and fifty percent. was added importation of foreign iron could not affect 
the duty $5 25 per ton. I ask the chairman of || to that by the act of 1866 the price of that iron. 
the Committee of Ways and Means to restate Chere is now not one dollar of internal rev- Mr. KE I LEY. But they created the de- 
r 1 did not hear him distinctly) what percent- || enue tax paid by the producers of pig iron. || mand for this iron. 


he present duty of seven dollars per ton is? 
Mr. DAWES. I said thatif this clause were 
the duty would stand at $6 30, 
upon the present costof iron abroad, 


pLisciwt 


n out 


and that 


Why should we 
advanced from thirty 
lars, and when 


now, has mtwovears 
»hity dol- 
smand exceeds th 


ply, insist upon continuing the ex 


“seven dollarst 
the ade 


sting rate of 


Mr. STE VIENSON. 


other day, when 


Mr. 


: . 
| called attention to the 


Chairman, the 
fuct 
that Pennsylvania, by her internal system, lays 
manifold taxes 


special coal and 


on iron, wa 
ex lusive of ire ‘ight , that duty would be equiv- duty—a rate so excessive that when the peo being then on the subject of coal, the genile- 
alent to fourteen percent. 1 will tell thegen- || ple of the country understand it they will || man from Pennsylvama on the Committee ot 
tleman how I arrive at that percentage: iron || surely put their hand upon it and demand the || Ways and Means, [Mr. Keuuey,} thought it 
sold last week inthe New York market at fifty- || dise ontinuance of such exorbitant ‘‘ protec- || expedient not to answer the point, because he 
four dollars a ton, the general price being, I |} tion ?”’ admits that Pennsylvania does not need any 
understand, about fifty dollars. I learned Why not take a reasonable protection now, || tariff on coal. 

from those engaged in the business that the || which the duty of five dollars a ton surely Mr. KELLEY. Permit me to answer you 
freight is about four dollars, but I call it five || affords? I think three dollars would afford it, || now. 


dollars ; leaving forty-five 


dollars as the price || and then be much higher than anything else in Mr. STEVENSON. Not now; he can do 
abroad. consequence of the ‘scarcity abroad, and that, |! so in his own five minutes. 
Mr. BURCHARD., I have hereastatement || too, when only one tenth of all we use comes Mr. KISLLEY., 


¢ 


of the cost as published in the Iron Age of 


» 


into the Ire asury 


l had better game to pur- 


sue than the gentleman’s queer hypothesis 


february 22. The price is stated at from Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, when it Mr. STEVIENSON, = It may be well for the 
forty-one to forty-five dollars. shall be good policy for the wagoner to load || gentleman to evade this subject; but if he 
Mr. DAWES. I spea ik of the price to-day. his wagon for smooth pl ices on He road and cannot see its imp riaunce, Olhbers Can. rhe 
I have the figures of the Baer vi clerk of the || strong places in the bridge, and not for th: cost of coal is a material element of the pro 
Bureau of Statistics, making the present price || rough places and weak piaces in the bridge, || duction of iron, and special taxes on coal are 
forty-five dollars. then it would be good policy for the nation to | indirect taxes on iron, 
Mr. BECK. I caused to be published in || make its tariff laws adapted to special seasons But let me eall attention to the policy of 


the Globe of yeste rda ad a table prepared at the 

Tr reasury Department for the use of the Com- 

Ways and to thag showing that the 

pcoes nt duty of seven dollars per ton upon 

iron in pigs is equivalent to forty-four and 

cent. Reducing the duty to 
0 


three fifths per 
six dollars per ton would make it thirty-nine 


ittee of 


of prosperity or exceptional periods, It is 
true that is high now. Why, tl 
ous system of land ys to rail 
the demand, and a | ed othe 
causes have conspired to put up iron. 
Mr. BI JOCK. And we have required ine 


one ol ees land-grant bDilist 


iron e enorm 





oads made 
r except 


’ 
pronal 


hat the raiiroads 


Pennsylvania on the subject of iron 


us. he gentleman will hardly 
) protection 18 needed on iron. 

+ pleading fur it on pig iron with his 
tomed zeal. It appears from her ollicial 
State papers that Pennsylvania taxes iron in 
FRCRE 


ii progucilon v§ levying special burdet even 


per cent., the proposed reduction being four- || shall use Pennsylvaniairon, everyone of them. || fold on that industry, while she exemy 

teen per cent., as that table shows. This was Mr. KELLEY. By reducing the d ity al property from the burdens of taxatl h, taxing 

my reason for asking the question. || the present time you will put your ironindustry | only about one twentieth of all property, and 
Mr. Chairman, while I do not presume that || beyond the power of sustenance when we come iyvlug special taxes on the production In 

’ ; | - 
we are going to approach at the present time || back to the abnormal condition of trad Executive Documents for 1870 it appears that 
anything like free trade, we surely ought || ‘There has never been a d: Ly when the duty on || the only property tax for that year was about 
iniive ; 


not to protect articles beyond what is neces- 


pig iron, calculated ad valorem, was as low as 


sary. While something is due to the de- || to-day. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. |) sonal property, va 1 for taxation at $17] 
mands of the Government for revenue, and || Kerr] spoke in the present tense when he | 686,918, while the true value by the census 
something due perhaps to protection in the uoted the figures from the report of the of property in the State was $3,808,340,112, 
present condition of affairs, yet surely we || Bureau of Stat abies. lhey represented from |) showing that not one twentieth of the property 
ought to aim to reach a fair average. June, 1870, to y 18% l. At the first date |) is taxed—— 

Now, sir, the cost of producing iron in this || iron was from thi rty-five tothirty-nine do Mr. KELLEY. I ask t gentleman to 
country has not increased within the last two || a ton, and at the ie part of the year the || point to the act of Assembly which taxes 
years. Nobody claims th: it wages are higher increase had been slight. It is to day irom either iron or coal directly 
now than they were several years ago ; the cost || forty-seven to fifty-three dollars a ton, and Mr. STEVENSON. I need not point to 
of the various articles necessary for the sub what is the result? The ores of Alabama, of || an act of Assembly. Here is the official re- 
sistence of labor is certainly no more than it || Georgia, of Kentucky, of Missouri, of all the || port of the auditor general of the State for 
was. Yet in 1869, when Mr. Wells, then || western States nearly, are being worked into || 1870, showing the taxes collected in that 
Special Commissioner of the Revenue, made || iron. The people are endeavoring to make || year. ‘There is a tax on corporations which 
his report, he stated that he had made inquiries || money out of the abnormal condition of trade, || produce and transport iron and coal, which 
at all the different iron manufacturing estab- |} and in two years you will have iron in abun- || cannot be produced or transported without 


lishments of the country ; that at that time the 


dant supply and downto low rates. ‘Then if 





ASS CLA ion. 





cost of producing a ton of iron in ‘Tennessee || your duty shall have been reduced your iron Mr. SPE IR, of Pennsylvania. Read what 
was nineteen doliars, in St. Louis $22 60, and || industry will have been prostrated. What |) you have got there. 
that the highest amvuunt claimed as the cost of || effect will it have onthe revenue? We reduced Mr. STEVENSON, Certai: ‘* Tax on 
producing a ton of pig iron anywhere was || the duty from nine to seven dollars. Gentle- || corporation stocks, $1,241,2 
twenty-five dollars, and that was in some por- || men speak of the duty as prohibitory. Mr. DICKEY. ‘That is, stocks of banks, 
tions of Pennsylvania. Atthattime Mr. Wells | We imported in 1869, 133,307 tons; 1870, || insurance companies, Xe. 
recommended a reduction of the duty on pig || 179,802 tons; 1871, 188,008 tous. Is that a Mr. SELEVENSON. Yes; and on all other 
iron a a ton, iron then selling at || prohibitory tariff which admits an article to || corporations alike, coal, iron, and a ix on 
about thirty-seven dollars per ton. || the extent of nearly two hundred thousand || personal property, $702,165. And oh! how 
The price has now advanced to fifty dollars. |} tons? What effect had the reduction on the || the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. K 
In view of the immense bounty which, even at || revenues of the country? They can only be || Ley] denounces the ome tax! It seemsa 
the price two years ago, was received by theiron || calculated for six months, and of the importa- || thing his soul abhor ind yet Pennsylvania 
manufacturers, Mr. Wells recommended a re- || tions for 1871, for the six months ending || taxes incomes derive 1 productio | 
duction of the duty to three dollars a ton, || Decentber 31, 1870, there were 89,901 tons, || and iron. Her nm net inco : ~ 
Stating that he believed himself ‘* sustained || and for the six months ending June 30, 1871, 193,’ and ** tax on ¢ receipts, $302,809,”? 
by a majority of the prop rietors of rolling- || there were 119,402 tons, showing an increase |! making a income tax i yi 
mills, and other workers in iron who are not of the quantity for the last six months over |) vania lays upon industries, making no Gs 
at the same time interested in the production || the first six of 29,501 tons, or thirty-two and | t in ofiron or coal. Tax on coal, an 
of pig metal.’’ If there was ground for that || four fifths per cent., and an increase of duty | element of iron, making $251,000; enrollment 
recommendation two years ago, when the iron | of $26,708, or t per cent. tax, and premiums on charters; 


tax on 4 ’ 


manufacturers were making a profit of twelve || [Here the hammer fell. ] 


tax On lLounage, & Most portant item in the 





dolZ 


of 


. 5 _ 
plac ing coal and iron in market. The 
tonnage tax was $401,495, and the commuta- 
tion of tonnage S460,000, 


hese are all bur- 
den m coal and iron pro luction, and on the 
Capital and labor employed in that business. 

When | produced this 


“executive docu 
ment’ of 


1870, the other day, 


from Penn YiValhla | Mr. 


the gentleman 
RaNbDALL| called me 
‘an antediluvian It seems he did not 


know that the flood had subsided some cen 


turies ago. ‘There has been such an overflow 
of bowtie in Pennsylvania that her Repre- 
Bentative may suppose the flood has risen 
apiuin. 


Buthereis another State document, ‘ legis- 
lative document’’ tor 1871. 
tleman from Pennsylvania produce a later one? 
| hould like 
ments tor 


’ 


Will some gen- 


to see it. In Legislative Docu 
S71, page 136, is a comparative 
itement for three years, which shows that the 
State of Pe nousylvania has gathere d her chief 
income for 1868, 1869, and 1870 trom industrial 


® 


prec lu 


sources by 


axation, nolexempting such 
corporations as are the means by which coal 
and iron enterprises are conducted. 

rom these special taxes she received in 
over $10,000,000, and in the last 
$15,000,000, with no tax on 
Jand, and but little on personal property. 
Hlere is a statement prepared from legislative 


document of Pennsylvania for 1871, page 136; 


three years 
five years over 


1868 1869, 1870. 

Tax on corpora 

tion stock... .$1,064,068 OS $1,037,172 05 $1,241,278 24 
‘I ux nn het 

earning 122,80 1 10,895 38 396,193 92 
Tax ou 

inning ; $4,161 96 73,420 71 392,809 79 

I ix ol ton 

nage 307,537 78 203,901 42 401,493 58 
Commutation otf 

tonnage.. . 860,000 00 300.000 00 860,000 00 
Tax on coal 192.433 89 159,577 50 2&2,193 22 
License . 614,751 74 711,859 O02 738,770 45 


Thus the State has raise d revenue by spec ial 


and coal and other in- 
dustries while she asks us to protect her iron 
juterests by discriminating tariffs. 


_ 


taxation on her iron 


| ask again whether some learned gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania will not explain to 
this House how it is that in honesty and good 
faith that great and prosperous State, second 
In Wealth and population, can lay special bur- 
dens on these interests and then come to us 
and say they must have special bounty and 

protection 7? 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SARGENT, and Mr. 
sylvania, rose, 

The CHAIRMAN. The 
Cal fornia i Mr. 
Chair. 

Mr. SPEER of Pennsylvania. I would like 
the geutleman to yield to ne for a moment. 

Mr. SARGENT. My object was to move 
that the I yield to the gen 
tleman from Pennsylvania for a moment, 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 1 desire to 
say just a word in reply to the 
speech of the gentleman from Ohio, [ Mr. STE- 
venson.}] In doing so, | do not wish to in- 
dulge in any reflection on any section of the 
country. | claim no special favors for Penn- 
, l Simply ask tor her justice. And 
1 wish to remove whatever false impressions 
may have been produced in this House by the 


SPEER of Penn- 


gentleman from 


committee rise. 


sylvania. 


roaring sound, the thundering noise of my | 


frierd from Ohio. 

Pennsylvania lays no special tax upon the 
production of coal, or upon the production 
of iron or upon the production of anything 
else. She taxes corporations, whether they 
are local or foreign, whether they are engaged 
in the mining of coal or in any other enter- 
rise. 

Mr. STEVENSON, Will the gentleman 
allow me to send him this document, an offi 
cial record of his own State, showing that for 
three years coal has been taxed $251,000 in a 
year? 





buncombe | 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I ask the 
gentleman to read from his document, instead 
of giving his own inferences. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I ask you to read it 
yourself, if you doubt my reading. Here it is. 
Legislative Documents, 1871. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
man - 

Mr. SARGENT. I must resume the floor. 
The gentleman will probably have another 
opportunity of speaking in his own time. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I thought 


Mr. Chair- 


the gentleman bad yielded his five minutes 


to me, 

I wish tosay, Mr. Chairman, that the taxes, 
of which the gentleman gives statistics, are 
derived not only from domestic corporations, 
but from foreign corporations —insurance cor- 
porations, bank corporations, and all kinds of 
corporations, whether they are local or foreign. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Coal or iron. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. The divi- 
dends of all -bank, insurance, 
oil, railroads, mining, &c., are taxed—but no 
discrimination whatever is made against coal 
and iron corporations. Merchants, traders, 
and dealers pay a license or tax in Pennsyl- 
vania, as they doubtiess do in other States. 

It is the merest nonsense, the most glaring 
humbuggery, and the most transparent dema 


corporations 


| gogism for any man worthy of a seat in this 


| or in Ohio, or in other States. 


House to rise on this floor and attempt, by | 


means so shallow, to excite prejudice against 
the greatand noble State of Pennsylvania, rich 
and beneficent and just to all the citizens ot 
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tion of Mr. Beck, to reduce the duty on iron 
in pigsfrom six dollars to $5,25 per ton and 
upon a division there were—ayes71, noes 838. 

Before the resultof this vote was announced, 

Mr. BECK and Mr. COX ealled for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Beck and 
Mr. Dickey were appointed. 

lhe committee again divided; and the tell- 
ers reported that there were—ayes 71, noes 81, 

So the amendment was not agreed to, 

The question was then taken upon the mo- 
tion of Mr. Dawes, to strike out the line * on 
iron in pigs six dollars per ton;’’ and upon a 


division there were—ayes 72, noes 85, 


the land, whether they live within her borders | 


It is most fla- 
grantly unjust for the gentleman to seek to 
injure and cripple a great industry like the 
manufacture of iron, when his own State ranks 
second or third in the production of iron 


| among the States of this Union. 


SARGENT | is recognized by the | 


Mr. STEVENSON. Does the gentleman 
deny that there was a direct tax on coal in 
Pennsylvania for three years? [Cries of 
‘*Order!’’? and rapping of the gavel by the 
Chair. ] 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Ido; and 
the gentleman is not dangerous, though he 
roars like a lion. 

Mr. SLEVENSON. 
roars like a lamb. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
will lie down together. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Very well; and I will 
not devour you. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SARGENT. If we take as much time 
on the rest of the bill as we have on this single 
line, we will not be able to get through tor 
months. I had intended to move that the 
committee now rise, but I understand from 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 


And the gentleman 


Then we 


be taken upon the pending paragraph in ten 
or fifteen minutes at the outside, he will bim- 
self move that the committee rise. It seems 
to me that if we propose to dispose of !egis- 
lation so as to adjourn at some early time, we 
ought to be more concise in our debates than 
we have been upon this subject. 

Mr. DAWES. LIL hope that we will now 
take a vote upon iron, and then | will move 
that the committee rise. I ask unanimous 
consent that debate may be considered as 


| closed. 


Mr. BURCHARD. 


Does the gentleman 


| ask unanimous consent to close debate on this 


il 


paragraph only? 

Mr. DAWES. 
ject of iron, 

Mr. BURCHARD. I understood th® prop- 
osition to be to close it upon the paragraph 
relating to pig iron. 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposition is to 
close debate upon the pending paragraph. 

No objection was made; and debate was 
closed accordingly. 

The question was then taken upon the mo- 


I wish it closed on the sub- 


Before the result of this vote was announced 

Mr. DAWES ealled for tellers. 

‘Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Dawes and 
Mr. STEVENSON were appointed. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to make a par- 
liamentary inquiry. I understand that if this 
motion prevails to strike out the clause which 
placesa duty of six dollars per ton uponiron in 
pigs, we would remit iron to the ten per cent. 
reduction clause, which would be $6 30 per 
ton. 

Mr. KERR. I object to debate. 

The committee again divided ; and the tell- 
‘s reported that there were—ayes 84, noes 82, 
So the motion to strike out was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Sco- 
FIELD reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had 
under consideration the Union generally, and 
particularly the bill (H. R. No. 1671) making 


’ 


e 





I move that the committee 


|| appropriations for the construction, preserva- 


tion, and repairs of certain fortifications and 
other works of defense, and had instructed him 
to report the same back to the House, with an 
amendment. 

Also, that the Committee of the Whole had 
had under consideration the bill (H. R. No. 
2322) to reduce duties on imports, and to 
reduce internal taxes, and for other purposes, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. NIBLACK. I move that the House 


concur in the amendment of the Committee 
of the Whole to the fortification appropriation 
bill. 

Che amendment was read, as follows: 


Insert after line twenty-two the following: 
And tor completing the earthwork of the glacis 


| and slope in and about Fort Tompkins, in New York 


| 





| debate they may cause. 


harbor, $51,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill, as amended, was then ordered to 
, 


| be engrossed and read athird time; and being 


Means [Mr. Dawes] that unless the vote can || engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


time, and passed. 

Mr. NIBLACK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LIMITATION OF DEBATE ON TARIFF, 


Mr. DAWES. I move that when we again 
go into Committee of the Whole upon the 
tariff bill debate upon the present section be 
closed in ten minutes. 

Several Members. 

Mr. KELLEY. 
I desire to offer. 


Mr. DAWES. 


Oh, no. 
I have several amendments 


They are not amendments 


| that will cause any great debate. 


Mr. KELLEY. Ido not know how much 
Some of them are 
amendments recommended by the Treasury 
Department. 

Mr. DAWES. 
upon this section. 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York. We are now 
approaching, in the consideration of this bill, 


We have spent two days 
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a most important question—the principle of 
a horizontal tariff. 

Mr. DAWES. That question is not in- | 
volved in this section, but the second. It is | 
the preceding section on which I propose to 
close debate. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Will the adoption of 
this motion cut off amendments ? 

The SPEAKER. It will not; it will only 
terminate debate. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Dawes] proposes that debate | 
on the first section of the tariff bill terminate 
in ten minutes after the House shall again 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. That will prevent | 
our debating any amendment which may be 
offered before we proceed to the second 
section. 

Mr. DAWES. Any amendment that is in 
order to the first section will also be in order 
to the third section. My only desire is to | 
hasten along with this bill, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. If the statement of 

the gentleman from Massachusetts is correct, 
: that any amendment which might be offered | 
to the first section will bein order as an amend- | 
ment to the third section, I have no objection. 
The question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. Dawes, there were—ayes 84, noes 46. 
Mr. KERR. I call for the yeas and nays. 
On ordering the yeas and nays, there 
were—ayes twenty-two, noes not counted. 
Mr. COX. 1 call for tellers on ordering || 
the yeas and nays, 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Is it in | 


order to move to adjourn? 
The SPEAKER. 
in order. 

Mr. DAWES. I think the House will bear 

me witness that I have never attempted to 

choke off debate; but we have never had such 
Zz a debate on any previous bill as we have had | 
on a few lines of this. I desire that we shall 
press on as fast as we can. When the third || 
section is reached any amendment which would 
have been in order to the first section will be 
in order. || 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York. The first 
section, as [ understand, involves the whole | 
principle of a horizontal tariff. 
Mr. DAWES. That is the second section. | 
The SPEAKER. The motion does not 
apply to the second section. Inu order that | 
the House may vote understandingly, the Chair 


That motion is always || 





’ will state that the second section of the bill | 
} begins on the second page, after line twenty 
} of the printed bill; and the third section be- 


gins at line twenty-six, on page 3. The motion 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts does not 
affect the second section of the bill. It could 
not do so. ‘the Chair could not entertain 
such a motion. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Will it be 
in order to move as an amendment the duty 
on bar iron, &c., as embraced in the bill 
originally reported by the Committee of Ways 
and Means? | 

The SPEAKER. The original bill is not | 
before the House atall. — - 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Can we insert | 
that amendmentafter we reach the second sec- | 
tion ? 

The SPEAKER. That has nothing to do 
with this question. That is a question which 
the Chair will not undertake to decide, because 
the rules forbid it. The Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole must decide such ques- 
tions. The pending question is upon the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, { Mr. 
Dawes,] to terminate debate on the first sec- 
tion of the bill in ten minutes after the House | 


shall again resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole. 


Mr. BURCHARD. I desire to ask a ques- | 
tion. | 
\ 












Mr. SARGENT. I object. 
Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Let us under- 


stand each other, and you will save time. 


Mr. BURCHARD. 
42p 


Will it be in order to 
Jone. 2p Sess.—-No. 208. 
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offer any independent proposition in reference 
to bar iron or any other subject before the sec- 
ond section is reached, and to debate it? 
text of the bill having been completed in the 
| Committee of the Whole, all future debate 
| shall be closed in ten minutes, and then the 
committee shall proceed to the second sec- 
tion. 
bate on any proposition submitted. 
and now says so for the third time. 


now adjourn. 


adjourns, it adjourn to me2t on Monday morn- 


| then take that. 


| two gentlemen over there get into a fight. 


| Speaker’s table certain Senate bills for refer 


| second time, and referred to the Committee 


| the erection of a public building at Rockland, 
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Enrolled Bills, reported that they had ex- 
amined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: : 

An act (S. No. 807) authorizing the Secre- 
tary of War to pay certain certificates issued 
for fortification purposes in Lawrence, Kansas ; 

An act (S. No. 936) relinquishing certain 
wharf property to the city of New Orleans; 

An act (H. R. No. 2042) for the relief of 
Fannie M. Jackson, of Tennessee; and 

An act (H. R. No. 2682) authorizing the 
construction of a public building at Fall 
liver, in the Siate of Massachusetts, 


The SPEAKER. 


The proposition is, the 


Mr. BURCHARD. It will cut off all de- 


The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair said so twice, 


Mr. BECK. I 


move that the House do 


Mr. KELLEY. I move when the House || wae alehartadionidee vate 

A message from the Senate by Mr. Gor- 
HAM, its Secretary, informed the House that 
the Senate disagreed to the amendment of the 
House of Representatives to the bill (S. No. 
463) to enable the President to appoint a Pay- 
master General of the Army, asked a confer- 
ence with the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses, and had appointed Mr. 
Witson, Mr. Morron, and Mr. Brair the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed a bill (S. No. 58) to prescribe 
the time for holding the election for electors 

of President and Vice President in the State 
of Louisiana, in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed, with amendments, in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested, 

| the bill (H. R. No. 183) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to make partition of 
a reservation to Me-shin go-me-sia, a Miami 
Indian. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed without amendment bills 
of the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. No. 1055) regulating the sal- 
ary of the consul at Tien-T'sin, China; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2627) to enable the city 
of Denver to purchase lands in Colorado for 
a cemetery ; and 


ing next. 

Mr. DAWES. I want my friend from the 
Committee of Ways and Means, in reforming 
the tariff, to stand by me. If the majority is 
in favor of the committee’s bill, then take it, 
and if it is in favor of the gentleman’s bill, 


Mr. KELLEY. I wish to offer an amend- 
ment. I have one that is recommended by 
the Treasury Department. 

Mr. COX. Is debate in order? 

The SPEAKER, It is not. 

Mr. COX. Then I object to debate. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I had the floor 
when interrupted for a parliamentary ques- 
tion. 

Mr. COX. I withdraw my objection. I 
made it because I did not wish to see those 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Would it be in order 
to move any new paragraph about bar iron? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot answer. | 
If the bill were in the House the Chair would 
answer; butit isnot. He might come to cross- 
rulings with the chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole, which he does not desire to do. | 
It is not his province to rule on what takes 
place in the Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. BECK. I have moved the House 
adjourn. > oe 
Mr. KELLEY. And I, when the House || A bill (H. RB. No. 2567) to authorize the 
adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. | issue of i supply of arms to the authorities of 
COMMITTEE OF CLAIMS. || the Territory of Montana. 
|| ‘The message further announced that the 
Senate had agreed to the amendments of the 
House of Representatives to bills of the Sen- 
ate of the following titles : 

An act (S. No. 809) to prohibit the retention 
of soldiers’ discharges by claim agents and 
attorneys ; 

A bill (S. No. 609) to reduce the limits of 
the military reservation at Fort Stanton, New 
Mexico; and 

| <A bill (S. No. 446) to amend an act entitled 
‘An act to establish and protect national 
cemeteries,’’ approved February 22, 1867, 


Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan, by unanimous 
consent, the Committee of Claims having had 
set apart Saturday week next for the considera- 
tion of its business, moved to take from the 


ence to that committee. 
The motion was agreed t9. 
The following Senate bills were taken from 
the Speaker’s table, severally read a first and 


of Claims: 

A bill (S. No. 526) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Ambrose Morrison ; 

A bill (S. No. 514) for the relief of Albert | 
Weiland ; and 

A bill (S. No. 685) for the relief of B. C. 
Presley. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, ROCKLAND, MAINE, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. A motion is pending sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Dawes,] the chairman of the Committee 

of Ways and Means, to limit debate on the 
| first section of the tariff bill to ten minutes, 
pending which the gentleman from Kentucky 
|Mr. Beck] moves that the House do now 
adjourn; and pending that motion the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ke_Ley]| moves 
that when the House adjourns to-day it be to 
meet on Monday next. 

The question being taken on Mr. Ketiry’s 

And shall also duly release and relinquish to the || motion, that when the House adjourns to-day 
United States the right to tax or in any way assess || 1t be to meet on Monday next, there were— 
such site or property of the United States which || 
may be thereon during the time the United States | 
shall be or remain the owner thereof. 

Mr. HALE moved to reconsider the vote 
I i e Senate endme ‘ ee * 
by which the Senaie amendment wat greed | Coe ity af quorva 
sider be laid on the table. ‘Bisy potorn noen ordered ; and Mr. Kriiry 

The latter motion was agreed to and Br, Dawae, mare sppateted. 

5 ; The louse again divided; and the tellers 


ENROLLED BILLS. reported that there were—ayes 91, noes 74. 
Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on ||} Before the result of this vote was announced, 


On motion of Mr. HALE, by unanimous 
consent, the following amendment from the 
Senate to a bill (H. R. No. 2616) authorizing 


Maine, was taken from the Speaker’s table 
and concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of the billinsert: 


ayes 65, noes 77. 

Mr. KELLEY demanded tellers. 

The question being taken on ordering tell- 
ers, there were—ayes twenty-five, more than 
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Mr. DAWES and Mr. FI 
called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was again taken ; and there 
were—yeas S82, nays 90, not voting 68; as fol- 
lows: 

Y EAS—Measrs. Adams, Ambler, Barnum, Biggs, 
Austin Diair, Boles, Buckley, Burdett, Campbell, 
Carroll, Coghlan, Comingo, Conner, Crossland, 
Dickey, Dox, Du Bose, Eames, Eldredge, Elliott, 
Getz, Golladay, Griffith, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, 
Harmer, Harper, JohnW. Hazelton, Hereford, Hoar, 


NKELNBURG 


Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, Kendall, Lamison, | 


Leach, Lewis, McClelland, McJunkin, McNeely, 
Merrick, Benjamin F. Meyers, Morgan, Morphia, 
Leonard Myers, Niblack, Packard, Packer, Pendle- 
ton, Platt, Rainey, Randall, Read, John M. Rice, 
Ritchie, William R. Roberts, Robinson, Roosevelt, 
Seotield, Seeley, Sherwood, Shober, Shoemaker, 
John A. Smith, R. Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, 
Stevens, Storm, Strong, St. John, Sutherland, ‘laffe, 
Dwight Townsend, Washington Townsend, Turner, 
Tyner, Waddell, W hiteley, Williams of New York, 
jt i. Wilson, and Winchester—s2. 
NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Arthur, Averill, Banks, 
Barber, Leatty, Beck, Bell, Beveridge, Bigby, Bird, 
James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, James Brooks, 
Butlinton, Burchard, Caldwell, Coburn, Conger, 
Cotton, Crebs, Critcher, Dawes, Donnan, Duell, 
Dake, Dunnell, Farnsworth, Farwell, Finkelnburg, 
Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, Hale, 


George E. Harris, Invens, Hawley, Hay, Gerry W. || 


Hazelton, Herndon, Hibbard, Hill, Kerr, Ketcham, 
King, Lansing, Lowe, McCormick, McCrary, Me- 
Grew, Melptyre, MeKinney, Merriam, Monroe, 
Moore, Palmer, Hosea W. Parker, Isaac C. Parker, 
Peck, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Eli Perry, Peters, 
Potter, Price, Edward Y. Rice, Ellis Hl. Roberts, 
Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, Sessions, Shanks, Slater, 
Worthington C, Smith, Snyder, Sprague, Steven- 
son, Terry, Twichell, Upson, Vaughan, Wakeman, 
Walden, Waldron, Walince, Wells, Whitthorne, 
Willard, and Williams of Indiana—90, 

NOT VOTING Messrs. Acker, Archer, Barry, 
Bingham, George M. Brooks, Benjamin I. Butler, 
Roderick RK. Batler, William I. Clark, Freeman 
Clarke, Cobb, Cox, Creely, Crocker, Darrall, Davis, 
De Large, Ely, Forker, Henry D. Foster, Garfield, 
Garrett, Goodrich, Haldeman, Halsey, Hambleton, 
Jobn T. Harris, Hays, Holman, Hooper, Killin- 
ger, Kinsella, Lamport, Lynch, Manson, Marshall, 
Maynard, MeHenry, McKee, Merecur, Mitchell, 
Morey, Ne gley, Orr, Poland, Porter, Prindle, Rogers, 
Sheldon, Shellabarger, Slocum, Sloss, H. Board- 
man Smith, Suapp, Starkweather, Stoughton, Stow- 
ell, Swann, Sypher, Thomas, Tuthill, Van Trump, 
Voorhees, Walls, Warre n, Wheeler, Jeremiah M. 
Wilson, Wood, and Young—ts, 


The question recurred upon the motion of 
Mr. Brox, that the House adjourn. 

(he motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at four o'clock and forty-five minutes p.m.) 
the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, KETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, ‘and referred to the appropriate 
committees : 

By Mr. ARCHER: The petition of Samuel 
Jackson for relief, 

By Mr. BECK: The petition of A. W. 
Blair, of Nicholas county, Kentucky, a gauger 
in the seventh district, praying for relief in 
consequence of the destruction by fire of 
a number of stamps in his possession as 
gauger. 

‘By Mr. NIBKLAC: The petition of W. H. 


Nunnemaker, of company A, twenty-fifth Illi- 


nois volunteers, for @ pension, 

By Mr. PRICE: ‘The application of Mr. 
Jahn Simpkins, of Sisdoaan county, Georgia, 
for the removal of his political disabilities. 

By Mr. RICE, of Illinois: The petition of 
James A. Cameron, of Macoupin county, 
I}linois, a soldier of the late war, for a pen- 
Sion, 

By Mr. SPEER, of Georgia: The petition 
of C. H. M. Howell, of Lowndes county, 
Georgia, asking the removal of his political 
disabilities, 


POST ROUTE BILL INTRODUCED. 


The following was introduced, and referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads: 

By Mr. SLOSS: A bill to establish the fol- 
lowing post roads in Alabama: from Filor- 
ence to Lexington; from Florence to C. W. 
Wesson’s; from Florence to Lauderdale Fac- 
tory; and from Florence to Oakland. 











IN SENATE. 
Saturpay, May 11, 1872. 
The Senate met at eleven o'clock a. m. 


Prayer by Rev. E. D. Owen, of Washington, 
District of Columbia. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal 


of yesterday’s proce epi 
Mr. RAMSEY. Is i 


Journal should be read this morning ? 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Yes. I |) 


think it is. 


Mr. RAMSEY. Ifthe Senator from Mary- | 
|| land desires to hear it [ will not move to dis- | 


pense with the reading. 


The Secretary continued and concluded the | 


reading of the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills received from the House | 


of Representatives were read twice by their 


| titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- | 
| sions: 
A bill (Hl. R. No, 652) granting a pension | 
Hugh ‘T. Ferguson, a private of the war | 


of 1812; 


A bill (H. No. 1243) to restore to the | 
pension- roll shcoes Cloud, widow of William | 


Cloud, a revolutionary pensioner ; 


A bill (H. R. No. 2712) for the relief of | 


Jesse McCoy ; 
A bill (H. R. No, 2130) granting a pension 


| to Simeon Farnsworth, of Danville, Vermont ; 


aud 


A bill (HU. R. No. 2339) granting a pension 


| to Sarah Pond. 


The bill (H. R. No. 1492) to take away the 


| cireuit court jurisdiction of the district court 


of the United States for the northern district 
of Georgia, to create a circuit court in said 
district, and for other purposes, was read 


twice by its title, and referred to the Com- || Oppose ée amr ! 
|| civil rights bill or the civil rights bill to the 


mittee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. No. 1576) directing that 
a bounty-land warrant for one hundred and 
sixty acres of land be issued to Elisha Frank- 
lin tor military services in the war of 1812, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


‘The bill (H. R, No. 1675) making appropri- 


| ations for the construction, preservation, and 


repairs of certain fortifications and other works 


| of defense, was read twice by its title, and | 
| referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


BUSINESS OF POST OFFICE COMMITTEE. 
Mr. RAMSEY. 


o'clock for the purpose of considering at the 
evening session bills from the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it will not do for 
us to agree to that at this time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is 
made, and the motion cannot be received. 
The presentation of petitions and memorials 
is in order. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 

Mr. SAWYER 
to say a word on a matter of a personal nature 
with reference to the vote which was taken on 


| the civil rights bill, so called. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Tie Senator 
from South Carolina asks consent to make a 
brief personal explanation in regard to the 
vote on the civil rights bill. If there be no 
objection he will proceed. The Chair hears 
no objection. 

Mr. SAWYER. I would not trouble the 
Senate with this matter but for the fact that I 
have been very considerably misrepresented 
among my friends in regard to my votes on 
the subject to which I propose to refer. I was 


suddenly called away trom the city on account | 
_of the illness of a relative, and was obliged to 


pair on the civil rights bill, The pending 
motion at the time | went away was that of 


\| the Senator from Massachusetts [| Mr. Sumyer] 


desirable that the 











Will it be in order for me | 
to move that on Wednesday the Senate take a | 
recess from half past four to half past seven | 


I ask leave of the Senate | 


Neer rere ees eer ea 
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| to substitute in place of the amnesty bill, so 


called, the civil rights bill. I was in favor of 
that substitution, and I paired on all questions 
in relation to that with my friend from Mis- 


/souri, [Mr. Buare.] [ did not anticipate, 


however, that the old question would come up 
in the old form; that is, the attachment of the 
civil rights bill to the amnesty bill, or vice 
versa. 

I supposed that both bills having been de- 
feated once by that sort of tacties we should 
be safe against their repetition. I therefore 
made no preparation for that contingency. 

My policy in the early part of the session 
with reference tothis matter was to keep these 
bills separate, being an earnest and sincere 
friend of both of them, and believing that 
their union was fatal to both. At the timethe 
amnesty bill was under consideration before, [ 
was for keeping thatseparate, because I wished 
to have it pass. I was for considering the 
civil rights bill by itself, because | wished to 
have it pass and become a law. Therefore, 
when the question came up on the motion of 
the Senator from Connecticut, of attaching the 
amnesty bill, or the substantial features of the 
amnesty bill, to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, which was what is 
known as the civil rights bill, and which was 
then before the Senate, had I been present | 
should not have voted as was indicated by 
a remark of my friend from Missouri, [ Mr. 
Buatr,} who said: 

**Lam paired with the Senstor from South Caro- 
lina (Mr. Sawyer) upon the civil rights bill, but as 
he is in favor of amnesty, I feel myself at liberty to 
vote for this ameudment, which is for amnesty.’’ 

Had my friend from Missouri listened to the 
remarks which I had the honor to submit on 
the day preceding the one upon which this 
vote was taken, he would have seen that I was 
opposed to attaching the amnesty bill to the 


amnesty bill, believing that it was sure to de- 
feat both ; so that he would not have assamed 
that | should have voted with him on that 


| occasion. His misunderstanding unquestion- 
| ably arose from his knowledge of my general 


views on the amnesty question. I should not 
have voted to attach the amnesty bill to the 
civil rights bill on that occasion. I wish to 
have that fact go upon the record, though had 
I been present and voted it would not have 
changed the result. 

1 repeat once more that I am for passing 
the civil rights bill. I was for substituting the 
eivil rights bill for the amnesty measure which 
was before the Senate, because | thought we 
had the votes to pass it then and there in that 
form, and because [ believed it must be passed 
before we could hope to pass the amnesty bill. 
It was good in itself, and its passage would 
smooth the way for the passage of another 
bill good in itself. 

I was not for coupling it with amnesty any 
more than I was when we had the amnesty 
bill under consideration before. I regarded 
the policy as fatal to them both. It has proved 
so on two occasions. I hope every friend of 
amnesty on the one hand, and every friend of 
equal civil rights on the other, will take warn- 
ing aud resist in future any attempt to embar- 
rass the passage of either of these important 
measures by saddling it with the other. 


AGRICUTURAL COLLEGE LANDS, 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a report of the Governor of Alabama, 
made in pursuance of law, in relation to the 
Alabama agricultural and mechanical college ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Kdu- 
cation and Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. WILSON presented five petitions of 
late soldiers and sailors of the United States 
volunteer Army and Navy, in favor of the 
passage of a bill to provide industrial homes 
and training schools for the orphans of the 


\| soldiers’ and sailors who served in the Army 
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or Navy of the United States during the war || morial of citizens of New Jersey, remonstrat- || No. 771) for incorporating the United States 


of the rebellion; which were referredto the 
Committee on Military A ffairs. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I present a 
petition, numerously signed, from the State 
ef Massachusetts, in behalf of an additional 
grant to the scientific schools which have been 
already partially endowed by Congress. They 
respectfully memorialize Congress to consider 
favorably the immense advantages which will || 
accrue to the wealth, industry, and social hap- | 
piness of the people of the United States, by | 


| ing against any amendment of the Constitu- 
birth eligible to the office of President of 


Committee on the Judiciary. 

| Mr. PRATT presented the petition of Reu- 
ben W. Opp, of Lafayette, Indiana, praying 

compensation for the occupation and use of 


the late civil war, and for the destruction of 


bestowing a further grant of land on the insti- || certain buildings, fences, pavements, Xe. ; 
tutions already referred to, for their more com- || which was referred to the Committee on 
plete development and endowment. Claims. 


As this petition is rather a remarkable one 
for the weight of the names attached to it, [ 
will venture tor ead some of them, for I hardly 
think there is a city in the whole country other | 
than the one in which this petition was gotten 
up that could in so brief a space present names 
of greater consideration. It is signed by Wil- 
liam B. Rogers, John Amory Lowell, Alex- 
ander H. Rice, J. Ingersoll Bowditch, F. W. | 
Lincoln, E. B. Bigelow, Charles L. Flint, 8. | 
kK. Lothrop, John D. Philbrick, Marshall P. 
Wilder, James M. Beebe, Henry B. Rogers, 
J. Baxter Upham, Thomas T. Bouvé, S. P. 
Ruggles, Edward Atkinson, and J. D. Runkle. 
lam sure that if any names were ever pre- | 
sented to Congress that ought to receive con- 
sideration, by reason of scientific culture and 
liberality in behalf of educational interests, 
these are among them. I move the reference 
of this petition to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. | 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I present the me- 
morial of the Presbyterian church at Cam- 
bridge, Wisconsin, asking Congress to devise 
means by which the benevolent may relieve 
those who are suffering from famine in Persia. 
In connection with this memorial I will state 
that [ have in my hand what purports to be a 
statement from a missionary on the ground, | 
Rev. Dr. Van Norden, who says, writing from | 

' 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I now ask that 


the bill of which I gave notice yesterday may 
be taken up, to be laid aside until the business 
of the morning hour is concluded—the bill in 
reference to the transit of animals. 


imous consent. Is there objection? 

Mr. CASSERLY. We have had so much 
embarrassment on this side of the Chamber 
arising out of that practice that the Senator 
from New Jersey will excuse me for objecting. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
California objects. 

SENATOR DAVIS, 


Mr. STEVENSON. It is known to the 
Senate that my colleague [Mr. Davis] has 








OF KENTUCKY. 


serious illness. Iam sure the Senate and the 
country will be gratified to know that his 


ington during the latter part of this week. He 
has been informed, however, by his physician 
that owing to the extreme heat of the weather 
it would be unsafe forhim to do so. I there- 





remainder of the session. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 
from Kentucky asks leave of absence for his 
colleague during the remainder of the session. 
Is there objection? 
and leave is granted. 


REPORTS OF 


Hamadan: 


“The famine at this place is terrible. As you go | 
to the markets the streets present asad spectacle | 
of the dead and dying; men, women, and children 
crying out for bread and fighting with one another | 
over the last morsel or for a few coppers.” 

By the same mail he says: 

“The famine in Teheran is terrible, and the suffer- | 
ing in Tabuez Captain Jones (British consul) rep- | 
resents as fearful. There is a great deal of distress | 
in Oroomiah, though there is grain enough in the | 
granaries of the land-owners, but ths people are 
impoverished, and there seems but little strength 
left. The people of the villages flock to us for 
relief, but we have but a pittance and that must | 
go to relieve the strangers that have come from 
Hamadan, Ispahan, and other places, who are | 
naked, hungry, homeless, and friendless. Sixty are 
reported as having died in one company of those 


who were fleeing hither, and many have died | 
since. 


I move that this memorial be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. WINDOM. I present a memorial of 
citizens of Minneapolis, in the State of Min- | 
nesota, who represent that they are extensively 
engaged in various and important branches of 
domestic manfacture, with a very large demand 
and market for the products of their mannfac- | 
tures in the immense territory west of the Mis- | 
souri river, and they state that their business | 
ig very seriously affected by the excessive 
charges of the Union Pacific railroad over the 
bridge at Omaha. They therefore ask Con- 
gress to require the company to operate its 
road as one continuous line to Council Bluffs 
and at that point to make its connection with 
other railroad lines, free from the oppressive | 
tolls and charges uow imposed, in violation of 
law, upon the trade and travel extending west | 
of the Missouri river. I move the reference | 
of the memorial to the Committee on the 
Pacific Railroad. 

The motion was agreed to. | 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN presented a me- 


COMMITTEES. 


Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 978) for adjusting the claims of the 


amendment. 

Mr. WILSON. 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the 
bill (S. No. 626) to authorize the sale of cer- 
tain public property at Augusta, Georgia, have 


that the Senate concur in the amendment of 
the House, which is a substitute for the bill. 
I ask for action upon it now. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is so long, and in- 
volves so large an amount of property, that I 
suggest it had better lie over for a day and be 
printed, so that we can all see what it is. 

Mr. WILSON. Very weil. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
be made. 

Mr. WILSON. 


same committee, to whom was 


” ——__-—_—_—— seaside tities iaasitaamiaceaiinl 


referred 
to the bill (S. No. 471) to amend an act en- 


provide for furnishing artificial limbs to dis- 
abled soldiers,’’ 
report it back, and move that the Senate con- 
cur in the amendment of the House. 





}- TSS 





tion which may render a person of foreign | 


the United States; which was referred to the | 


his houses in Helena, Arkansas, by the officers | 
and soldiers of the United States Army during | 


The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unan- | 





been for some time contined to his home by | 


health has been almost completely restored, | 
and that he had proposed to return to Wash- | 


fore ask leave of absence for him during the | 


The Senator 


The Chair hears none, | 


State of New Hampshire, reported it without | 


The Committee on Mili- | 


| smelting-works. 


directed me to report it back, and to move | 


That order will 


Iam also directed by the 
the 
amendment of the House of Representatives 


Metallurgical Company, reported it with an 
amendment. 
Mr. OSBORN, from the Committee on 


Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the me- 
morial of Mrs. F. Salina Buchanan, asking 
remuneration for the losses of her husband 
while purser in the Navy, in the years 1838, 
1839, and 1840, submitted a report accom- 
panied by a bill (S. No. 1106) for the relief 
of Mrs. F. Selina Buchanan. 

The bill was read and passed to the second 
reading, and the report was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. OSBORN, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of George R. Wilson, praying compen- 
sation for the use of his invention for an im- 
provement in gun-carriages by the Govern- 
ment, submitted a report, accompanied by a 
bill (S. No. 1108) for the relief of George R. 
Wilson. ‘The bill was read and passed to a 


| second reading, and the report was ordered to 


be printed. 
HARMON E. 


Mr. WILSON. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to report a bill (S, 
No. 1105) for the relief of Harmon E. Went- 
worth, late second lieutenant fourteenth New 
York heavy artillery. It is a billof only three 
or four lines, and I should like to have it put 
On ils passage at once. 

By unanimous consent the bill was read 
three times, and passed. It directs the Pay- 
master General to pay to Harmon KE. Went- 
worth, late second lieutenant company D, 
fourteenth regiment New York heavy artillery, 
the full pay and emoluments of a second lieu- 
tenant of heavy artillery from the 7th of June, 


WENTWORTH, 


| 1864, to the 16th of April, 1865, and also to 


allow him what he may have refunded of the 
three months’ pay proper paid to him under 
the act of March 8, 1865, deducting there- 
from all pay he may have received from the 


Government as an enlisted man for that 
period. 
AMERICAN FORK RAILWAY. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK. The Committee on 


the Pacific Railroad, to whom was referred the 


| bill (S. No. 1031) granting to the American 
Mr. WILSON, from the Committeee on | 


Kork 


Railway Company the right of way 


| through the publie lands for the construction 


of a railroad and telegraph in the Territory 
of Utah, have instructed me to report it back 
with an amendment. I desire to say that 
this is a short road in the Territory of Utah, 
a road of seventeen miles, owned by Mr. 
Aspinwall of New York, up a cafion to his 
He is now constructing the 
road. This bill grants the right of way sim- 
ply, and | desire to have it put on its passage. 
rhe bill was read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think that will have to 
go over. I see it contains a provision about 
mortgaging, which is a matter I think we ought 
not to go into where we merely grant the right 
of way. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. It is a matter of a pri- 
vate nature more than anything else. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is the reasan why 
we ought not to interfere with it. 

Mr. HITCHCOCK. It is to enable Mr. 
Aspinwall, really, to build a railroad to his 
smelting- works. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is 





titled ‘‘An act supplementary to an act to 
approved June 30, 1870, to 


The | 


amendment is a substitute, and perhaps it 
would be as well to have that printed also. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be printed 
and placed on the Calendar. | 
Mr. RICE, from the Committee on Mines 
and Mining, to whom was referred the bill (8. 


objected to, and it will go on the Calendar. 
B. H. 
The Committee on 


RANDALL. 


Mr. AMES. Military 


| Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
|| 747) for the relief of B. H. Randall, have in- 


| 
| 
| 


structed me to report it back and recommend 
its passage. I ask that it may be now con- 
sidered. 

The bill was read. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. It seems to me, if thia 


practice is to obtain, we shall never do avy 
business. 
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Mr. RAMSEY. 
allowed to pass. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
objects, that removes the bill from the con- 


I hope this bill will be 


sideration of the Senate. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have stood here morn- 
ing afler morning objecting; and it is a 
very disagreeable duty. One Senator asks 


unanimous consent, and though objection is 
made, another forcing Senators to 
here and object to each bill that is asked. 
‘The Senator from California objected to the 
bill offered by the Senator from New Jersey. 
Then another asked consent, and objection 
was nade. It places Senators in a very awk- 
ward position. I think, after such a request 
by one Senator has been objected to, as was 
the case this morning, it places the objecting 
Senator in a very awkward position for other 
Senators to get up and ask unanimous con- 
sent. Now, with what propriety would the 
Senator from Minnesota, if he has charge of 
this bill, ask unanimous consent when he has 
just seen it objected to? 

Mr. RAMSEY. This bill has just been 
reported from the committee. 

rhe VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair sup- 
oses the Senator from Illinois objects; but 
« does not yet understand whether he does 
or does not object. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
will object. 

The VICE 
does object. 
Calendar. 


leu ' 
ASKS lb, 
I Se 


Well, Mr. President, I 


PRESIDENT. The Senator 
The bill will be placed on the 


AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RICK and Mr. WRIGHT submitted 
amendments intended to be proposed by them 
to the bill (Hd. R. No. 2208) making appro- 
priavions for the re pair, preservation, and 
completion of certain publie works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed, 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CORBETT 
consent obtained, 
No. 1107) for 
Bowlly, collector of internal revenue for Ore- 
gon; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

KANSAS SENATORIAL ELECTIONS. 

Mr. MORTON. [ submit a report from the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections in the 
nature of a resolution, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
considered now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
Jt can be read and afterward the Chair will 
ask whether there is objection to its present 
consideration if the Senator from Indiana 
desires its present consideration. 

Mr. MORTON, I desire its present con- 
sideration. 

The Chief Clerk read the 
lows: 

Resolved, That the ¢ 
Blections be authorized to investigate the election 
of Senator 8S, C. Pomeroy by the Legislature of Kan- 
sas in 1867, and the election of Senator ALEXANDER 
CALDWELL in I871; that the committee have power 
to send for persons and papers; that the chairman 
or acting chairman of said committee, or any sub- 
committee thereof, have power to administer oaths; 


that the committee be authorized to sit in Wash- 
ington or elsewhere during the session of Congress 


and in vacation, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion? The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. MORTON. 1 am instructed by the 
committee to say that in offering this resolu- 

tion they express no opinion in regar d to the 
charges made against either of these Senators, 
and that no inference can be drawn in regard 
to their yuilt or innocence trom the presenta- 
tion of this resolution. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. 
law authorizes any member of a committee to 
admivister an oath, or it does not. If the law 


asked, and by unanimous 
leave to introduce a bill (S. 


I suppose it cannot be 


resolution as fol- 





‘ommittee on Privileges and | 


President, either the | 


does so, it is all very well; but by a resolution 
of the Senate alone, | suggest to the Senator, 
we cannot confer that authority. It must be 
an authority of law. My recollection is that 


| the statute anthorizing investigations confers 
| only upon chairmen of committees the power 


the relief of William Wilson || 


It is now reported. | 


| 
| 


to administer oaths. If 1 am right in my 
recollection of the law, certainly we cannot 
change it by a resolution of the Senate. If I 
am wrong in my recollection, and the present 
law does give the authority to any member of 
a committee, then the resolution is unne- 
cessary. I think that phrase ought not to 
be in it. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Without examination, 
I will say that I understand the law to be pre- 
cisely as the Senator from Maine states it ; 


but [ differ with him in the opinion he has | 


expressed upon the other point. I understand 
that as a matter of parliamentary law either 
House may take testimony itself and administer 
oaths at its bar, or it may appointa committee 
with power to do so. ‘The power to send for 
persons and papers is generally understood to 
include the power to administer oaths, bat for 
the purpose of having no doubt upon it, that 
phrase is put in the resolution. 


Mr. THURMAN, If my friend from Maine 


were right, the Senate could not make an in- | 


vestigation upon testimony without the leave 
of the House of Representatives, and the con- 


verse would be true that the House could not | 


enter upon an investigaton on testimony with- 
out the leave of the Senate. That cannot be 
so. The Senate has ample power to confer 
upon its committees, and upon any one of them, 
the power to administer oaths, Without looking 
at it my impression is that there is a general 
rule or a law that authorizes the chairmen of 
all committees, I believe it is of standing com- 
mittees, and this is a standing committee, to 
administer oaths ; but this resolution reported 


| by the Committee on Privileges and Elections 





contemplates the taking of testimony by sub- 
committees, and it is necessary therefore to 


provide that the sub-committees may have the | 
power to take testimony and administer oaths ; | 


otherwise we shall have exactly the same 
questiion that we had up in regard to the Ku 
Klux committee. 

Mr. 


Mr. HAMLIN. 


President, I have no 


very certain Opinion upon this question ; but | 


on referring to the statute, I think the Senator 
will find that the action of Congress has been 
predicated on the idea that there must be a 
power conferred by statute, not by parliament- 
ary law, to enable the chair man of acommittee 
to administeran oath. By the statute of May, 
1798, it is provided— 

“That the President of the Senate, the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives, a chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole, ora chairman of a select 


| committee of either House, shall be empowered to 


administer oaths or atflir mations to witnesses in any 
case under their examination,” 


And by the act of February 3, 1817, it is | 


further provided— 

_* That the chairman of any standing committee, 
either of the House of Representatives or of the 
Senate of the United States, shall be empowered 
to administer oaths or affirmations to witnesses in 
any case under their examination.” 

‘The action of Congress heretofore has been 
based upon the idea that there must be a 
statute to authorize the chairmen of the va- 








rious committees to administer an oath, not | 


that it was a power inhering in us, and one 
which we derived by parliamentary law. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator allow 
me to interrupt him there one moment ? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Certainly. 

Mr. THURMAN. 
simply this: you cannot indict a witness for 
perjury and convict him, without a statute 
declaring what is perjury. It would be per- 
fectly competent, 
declare that if any 
falsely before a committee raised by the Sen- 
ate alone, and authorized by the Senate alone, 
to administer oaths and take testimony, that 
should be perjury. 


The reason for that is 


however, for Congress to | 
witness should swear | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





May Il, 





Mr. HAMLIN. 
to declare ? 


Mr. THURMAN. 


For the Senate alone so 


No; for Congress to 


| declare that that should be perjury, and that 
| the persons should be subject to indictment, 


But if, without any such statute being in ex- 
istence, a witness should swear falsely before 


| an investigating committee of the Senate, or 
|| before the Senate at the bar, he would be lia- 








| law ought to be changed on that subject; 


/ court, or a circuit court, 


_ to punishment under the parliamentary 
aw. 

Mr. HAMLIN. If Congress should pro- 
vide by law that a witness thus swearing 
should be punished for perjury, he could be so 
punished; but if no such law exists, I submit 
to the Senator whether it would be perjury 
legally to testify falsely before a committee 
who had authority only by virtue of a power 
given to it from this body. 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly not. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Very well. I have only 
suggested the point. It is a mere matter of 


| form, perhaps; but then putting it precisely in 


the position which the Senator from Ohio de- 
sires, though you can authorize some one 


|| besides the chairman to administer an oath, 


you cannot convict a man for testifying falsely 
under it. 


Mr. CARPENTER. As I recollect the old 
authorities upon the subject, they are these: 


| fur a great many years, for about a century [| 


think, it was a mooted question in the House 
of Commons whether oaths could be adminis- 
tered by committees. Finally it was directed 


| by a resolution of the House of Commons, and 


has been the steady practice since under that 
order of the House, upon the ground that it 
was a delegation of the power which the House 
itself passed to administer an oath at its bar. 
Undoubtedly, if a witness who was called here 
to the bar of the Senate and sworn by the Vice 
President, committed perjury, he could not be 
indicted in the judicial courts without a statute 
punishing it; but if he committed perjury at 
our bar, he would be guilty of a coniempt of 
this body. 

Mr. SHERMAN. May I remind the Senator 
that there is a statute punishing witnesses for 
perjury in testimony given either before the 
Senate or before a committee of the Senate. 
This is one of those omissions of law that 
ought to be corrected at once by law. I think 
if the Senator from Indiana would introduce 
a bill now, authorizing any committee of the 
body to invest any of its members with the 
power to administer an oath in any matter re- 
lating to a subject before them, there would 
then be no difficulty about it, and it seems to 
me that ought to be done. Such a law could 
be passed by unanimous consent, because both 
Houses have been involved in this difficulty of 
attempting to divide the powers of a commit- 
tee among sub committees, and where there 
has not been the sanction of law to administer 
oaths by its sub-committees. 

Mr. CARPENTER. There is no doubt the 
but 
the Senate cannot cha ange it this morning, and 
for that reason this resolution was offered. 
do not recollect that there is any statute of 
Congress authorizing the judge of any judicial 
court, either the Supreme Court, a district 
to administer an 
oath. The law in fixing the duties of the 
clerk provides that be shall administer oaths ; 
but nobody doubts, I take it, that a judge 
holding court may administer an oath. It is 
one of the incidental, implied, inherent 
powers of a judicial tribunal, and it is equally 

so of a legislative tribunal making an investi- 
gation; and when a committee is sent out by 
the Senate to make an investigation, they go 
in the name of the Senate, and may be 
authorized by the Senate to do in that matter 
whatever the Senate may do. 

Mr. SCOTT. . The remark of the Senator 


from Ohio reminds me that the bill has already 
been introduced, and is now before the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, intended to cure the 
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defects in the present law onthissubject. But 
upon the case we now have before us it strikes 
me that it differs from the other cases which 
have heretofore arisen, from the fact that this 
is an exercise of the power vested in it to 
judge of the elections, returns, and qualifica- 
tions of our own members. If we have that 
power vested in us by the Constitution, we 
have the right to take the necessary means to 
give us the information upon which we are to 
act, just as we have a right to acquire inform- 
ation for legislative purposes; and in doing 
that we may authorize either the chairman 
or any member of this committee to adminis- 
ter oaths for the purpose of procuring that 
information. 

But still the queston would come back as 
has been already suggested, if a witness were 
to swear falsely before that committee upon 
an oath administered in that form, would he be 
guilty of perjury? Clearly not, I think, be- 
cause it does not fall within any of the defiui- 
tions of perjury upon our statute-book, and 
certainly would not be perjury at common 
law. Perhaps we might punish a witness for 
contempt before a committee of the body 
organized for this purpose; but that we may 
authorize the committee through its chairman 
or by any of its members to administer an 
oath, [ have no doubt, though they might not 
have the right to follow a witness and pros- 
ecute him for perjury if he were to swear 
falsely. 


Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, [ rise to make 


a single remark in reply to a suggestion that I | 


understood the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. Tuur- 
MAN] to make. I understood him to say that 
although there might not be a statute author- 
izing the conviction of a man for perjury for 
false swearing before a committee without a 
provision of law authorizing it, yet that the 
Senate might proceed against such a man and 
\unish him for false swearing. Ido not know 
a that such is the law. I rise to say, how- 
ever, that if it had not been asserted by the 
Senator from Ohio, I should not have sup- 
posed it to be the law, and I do not want 
the remark to pass unquestioned. IL should 
myself doubt very much whether the Senate 
has authority to try the question of false swear- 
ing; and if it has the right to try and finda 
witness guilty of false swearing for testimony 
before a committee of the body, how is he to 
be punished, and what is the duration of the 
punishment? 

Mr. THURMAN. I am very glad the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin calls my attention to what 
I said on that subject. I did not say positively 
that such was the law; I only threw out the 
idea that it might be. ‘Lam in as much doubt 
about that as he is. It may be that | am quite 
wrong even in the supposition. ‘The idea just 
passed through my head that possibly it might 
be acontempt. I am not atall clear that that 
impression is right. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Allow me to interrupt 
my friend. Ifa witness refusing to appear and 
testify is in contempt, it must certainly be a 
greater contempt to appear and swear falsely ; 
and the objection that there is no limitation by 
law to our punishment is just as fatal to our 
right to punish for contempt as that. 

Mr. THURMAN. I know that. 


Mr. HOWE. Allow me to say that I think | 


not. As I understand the law of contempt, 
the Senate is restricted in its power in the 
duration of punishment by the duration of the 


disobedience, but it is a power vested in the | 


body to enforce the performance of a duty. 
When the witness answers, then he obeys the 
command of the Senate, and then the power 
to punish is at an end. 


Mr. THURMAN. 


concerned, whether a witness who 
falsely can be punished for a perjury by indict- 

ment or whether he cannot, although | grant 
it would be an evil example to clothe a com- 
misee with power to take testimony when the 


It does not matter, so | 
far as the resolution now before the Senate is | 
swears 








| 





| 





their oaths in the way of punishment in case 
they swore falsely. ‘There is no question that 


| in all the testimony taken before the Com- 





| ask him right 


mittee on Privileges and Elections anybody 


| who swears falsely will be subject to punish- 


ment by indictment. That is completely cov- 
ered by thestatute. The only question, there- 
fore, is whether the statute is broad enough to 
cover testimony taken before a sub-committee 
of that committee. That is the only question 
so far as punishment is concerned. It is 
taken for granted that there is no punishment 
in such a case; but that is not clear to my 
mind at all, and strict constructionist as I am 
in regard to all penal statutes, 1 submit to 


those who think there is no liability to indiet- 


ment in such a case that the statute will bear 
the construction which makes the person 
liable to indictment. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Will the Senator let me 
there, if the oath must not be 
administered by the person named in the law, 


whether it can be administered by anybody 


| else? 


Mr. THURMAN. 
quite clear. 


Ido not think that is 
However, I do not want to take 


! 
| 


up the time of the Senate with that, because | | 


do not think it is material to this investigation, 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will the Senator allow 
me to read the general statute in this connec- 
tion? 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The general statute 
defining perjury is as follows: 

‘If any person, in any case, matter, hearing, or 
other proceeding, when an oath or affirmation shall 
be required to be taken or administered under or by 
any law or laws of the United States, shall, upon 
the taking of such oath or affirmation, knowingly 
and willingly swear or affirm falsely, every person 
so offending shall be deemed guilty of perjury.’’ 

Now, then, J think under the Constitution 
we have the right to proceed to investigate 
the election of one of our members, and we 


| are proceeding under that law, and | am in- 
| clined to think that false swearing in such a 


case would come within the general provisions 
against perjury. 

Mr. MORTON. I think, in view of the con- 
trariety of opinion here, which we are not 
likely to settie, it will be safe to pass the reso- 
lution in its present form, and I therefore ask 


| for a vote upon it before the morning hour 


expires. 
The resolution was adopted. 
GOAT ISLAND. 

Mr. COLE. 


I wish to call up for action 


i| 


| witnesses would swear without any sanction to | 
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miles, and of the interest paid thereon by the United 
States, 

The credits allowed to each company on inter- 
est account, and for what services rendered, together 
with the arrears of interest unpaid, and the percent- 
age of credits allowed to each company on the whole 
amount of interest due by the company, 

The total sum due to the United States on 
account of principal and interest of bonds. 

4. The total amount of principal and interest 
accruing on such bonds at maturity, at the rate of 
payments thusfar made on account of interest. 

5. The amount and nature of bonds or other obli- 
by each company, or of obligations 
created by operation of law, and constituting a 
mortgage or lien on its road or other property prior 


| tothe claim or lien of the United States during the 


| the Chair will take the vote of the 


two periods, one ending with the completion of the 


road, and the other ending with the date of the 
report made in pursuance of this resolution. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning 


hour has expired; but if there is no objection 


Senate on 


| this resolution. 


Mr. CASSERLY. I perceive by a recent 
report that some of this information is exclu- 
sively with the Secretary of the Interior, and 


| [ask to have the resolution modified, so as to 





the resolution introduced by me yesterday || 


asking information from the War Department. 


The VICK PRESIDENT. If there be no 


| Senate resolutions, the Senator from California 


| moves that the Senate proceed to the consider- 


ation of the resolution offered by himself yes- 
terday, calling for information in regard to 
Goat Island. 

The motion was agreed to; and the resolu- 
tion was adopted, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 


to furnish to the Senate as soon as practicable any 
information now in his posse ssion relating tothe ex- 


| pediency of reserving the island«f Yerba Buena or 


Goat Island for military purposes exclusively; and 


| also relating to the effects, if any, upon the harbor of 


San Francisco, of approaching said island from the 
main-land with railroad structures. 


PACIFIC RAILLROADS, 
Mr. CASSERLY. I ask leave now to take 


up the resolution I offered some days since in 
regard to the accounts between the United 
States and certain railroad companies. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
proceeded to consider the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is, directed to transmit to the Senate a state- 
ment of the following particulars in regard to cer- 
tain railroad companies respectively, namely, the 
Central Pacific and Western Pacifie railroads, the 
Union Pacific railroad, the Kaneas Pacific, the Cen- 
tral Branch Union Pacific, Sioux City and Pacific: 
_ L. The whole amount of bonds of the United States 
issued to each company, and for what number of 


\} 


| district in Mississippi, which | reported 
| time 


get that information also. | propose to modify 
it by adding: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
is hereby, directed to comply with this resolution 
so far as relates to information, if any, exclusively 
in his possession; and that a copy of this resolution 
be transmitted to him. 


The VICK PRESIDENT. 
will be so modified. 

Mr. MORRILL, Vermont. 
objection to the resolution—— 

the VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont will be entitled to the floor upon it 
when it comes up again. The morning hour 
has expired, and the bill amending the en- 
forcement act is now before the Senate. 

Mr. CASSERLY. lam sorry that the Sen- 
ator from Vermont objects. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I do not ob- 
ject, but I merely desire to say a word in 
relation to it. My only objection is that it 
imposes a large amount of labor upon the 
Department, and I do not see particularly what 
the information is that the Senator requires 
that we have not already got in our posses- 
sion, 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator is mis- 
taken. Whatever is printed comes down not 
later than 1866 or 1867, except under one of 
the heads of my resolution. Most of it is six 
or seven years old. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 

objection, the Chair will put the question on 
the resolution. If it gives rise to further 
debate, the bill amending the enforcement act 
is before the Senate. 


Mr. CASSERLY. 


The resolution 


I have no 


I do not think there 


| will be any further debate. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
on the resolution as modified. 
The resolution was adopted. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SCOTT. I reported a few mornings 
ago a bill of a class winch have generally been 
acted upon when reported, authorizing the 
issue of bonds in lieu of those burned and 
destroyed. Iask the consent of the Senator 
from Indiana to take up that bill now. It will 
require but a moment to pass it. It is Senate 
bill No. 1074, for the relief of A. Gordon 
Mullin. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Penaing the 
unfinished business, and without displacing it, 
the Senator from Pennsylvania asks unant- 


The question is 


| mous consent to consider the bill indicated by 


him. 

Mr. MORTON. If it leads to no debate and 
this is the only one, 1 will not object. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I was going to ask unan- 
imous consent, as soon as that was disposed 
of, to take up a little bill relating to a judicial 
Some 
since, and also some pension bills 

Mr. STEWART. I believe I have got the 
oldest request for unanimous consent. 


~ et 
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Mr. MORTON. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. SCOTT. I was going to say that I 
will not embarrass the Senator from Indiana 
by having my request before him. This bill 
was reported the other morning, and under 
unusual circumstances, and objection was made 
to it. It is of a class to which objection is 
hardly ever made; but [ will not pat my 
friend from Indiana in the position of being 
compelled to object. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 


The request is 


withdrawn, and the amendatory enforcement | 


bill is before the Senate. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Represent- 
atives by Mr. McPnerson, its Clerk, an- 
nounced that the House had concurred in the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R 
No, 2616) authorizing the erection of a public 
building in Rockland, Maine. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The message also announced that theSpeaker | 


of the House had signed the following enrolled 
bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
Vice President: 
A bill (S. No. 
tion of soldiers’ 
and attorneys ; 


A bill (S. No. 


discharges by claim agents 


446) to amend an act enti- 


tled ‘‘An act to establish and to protect | 
national cemeteries,’’ approved February 22, | 
1867 ; 


A bill (S. No. 354) relating to the Reform 
School of the District of Columbi & 5 

A bill (S. No. 609) to reduce the limits of 
the military reservation at ort Stanton, New 
Mexico; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1055) to regulate the 
salary of the consul at Tien-Tsin, China; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2616) authorizing the 
erection of a public building in Rockland, 
Maine; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2627) to enable the city 
of Denver to pure hase certain lands in Colo- 
rado for a cemetery ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2567) to authorize the 
issue of a supply of arms to the authorities of 
the Territory of Montana. 


AMENDATORY ENFORCEMENT ACT. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole. 
resumed the consideration of the bill (S. No. 
701) to amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to 
amend an act approved May 31, 
‘‘An act to enforce the rights of citizens of 
the United States to vote in the several States 
of the Union, and for other purposes.’ 

Mr. WRIGHT. I desire to call the attention 
of the chairman of the committee who reported 
this bill, and of the Senate also, to the first 
section which was under consideration at the 
adjournment yesterday, and to what was sup- 


posed to be a correction of a possible error in | 
the language as found in the section itself. It | 


occurs to me that the difhiculty suggested was 
not remedied by the amendment made, and 
therefore I call the attention of the chairman 
and of the Senate to it, 


it as perfect as possible. 

Now, | understand that so far asthe provis- 
ions of this bill are concerned it is the inten- 
tion of the bill to confer power on the Federal 
judges to appoint these supervisors in the sev- 
eral election districts and precincts ; that is to 
say, their power is invoked and action is taken 
when application is made by two citizens of 
any congressional district. But am I to un- 
derstand that when this application is made by 
any two citizens of a congressional district 


then the power obtains to appoint in all the | 
election districts and precincts whether appli- | 
cation is made from such precincts and dis- | 


tricts or not? 
the chairman. 


Mr. MORTON. According to the con- 


I withdraw the request. | 


309) to prohibit the reten- | 








| ticular precinct or district. 
| but that Lam right on tnat subject. 





|| ment would not answer the purpose: 
| whenever in any election precinct or voting 


| shall be two citizens thereof,’ 
1870, entitled | 


lor the most part I | 
may say that | am entirely satisfied with the 
bill, and I only desire to correct it and make 
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struction which was yesterday given to the.| 


section, commencing in line twenty-three: 

And the saidcourt, when so opened by said judge, 
shall proceed to appoint and commission, from day 
to day and from time to time, and under the hand 
of the said circuit judge and under the seal of said 
court for each district or voting precinct in said con- 
gressional district as shall in the manner herein 
prescribed have applied therefor. 

I believe there was some verbal amendment 
made. 

Mr. WRIGHT. That was to change ‘‘ each’’ 
to ‘‘such;’’ so as to read * for such district or 
voting precinct.’’ The criticism I submit to 
the chairman is this: that the only ‘‘ manner 
herein described”’ is found in the first line of 
the section of the amendment: 

That whenever, in any congressional district, 
there shall be two citizens thereot who shall, &c. 

And as it stands now, if you leave it as it is, 
whenever application is made by any two citi- 
zens of a congressional district, it shall be the 
duty of the judge to appoint an election super- 
visor in each election precinct or district. I 
suggest to him, therefore, whether it would 
not be better to strike out the words ‘in the 
manner herein prescribed,’’ because they refer 
to what precedes, and there is no other ‘‘ man- 
ner herein prescribed,’’ except as I have sug- 
gested, where the application is made by two 
citizens of a congressional district. 

Mr. MORTON. I understand the effect of 
the section as now amended to be this: when- 
ever any two citizens of a congressional dis- 
trict shall make this request in writing to the 
circuit judge, the court shall be opened, and 
thereupon he shall appoint two citizens of 
opposite parties in each election district where 
they ask it. 

Mr. WRIGHT. That is exactly what I 
understanc it to mean; but as it stands now 
it is not necessary that it should be asked by 
the citizens of the voting precincts or district 
in order to appoint, but the power is given to 
appoint whether it is asked or not for that par- 
There is no doubt 
Now, I 


suggest to the chairman that he strike out the 


| words ‘*in the manner herein prescribed,’ 


and insert ** by two citizens thereof.’’ 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I suggest 
tothe Senator from Lowa whether this amend- 
** that 


district in any congressional district there 
’ &e.? 
Mr. WRIGHT. How is that? 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I suggest 


in the first line on the second page to incor- 


porate an amendment, so as to make it read : 

That whenever in any election precinct or voting 
district in any congressional district there shall be 
two citizens thereof,”’ &c. 

That will make it sufficiently distinct, I 
think, and accomplish the object of both the 
gentlemen and myself. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I do not know but that 
would be suflicient. { am very sure that 
something of that kind ought to be done, and 
| think the chairman of the committee will 
see the necessity of it when he comes to look 
at the language. I understand that there is no 
such intention. It is not contemplated that 
there shall be an appointment of a supervisor 
in an election district or precinct unless it is 
asked for in that district or precinct. A re- 

uest from two citizens of a congressional 
district is necessary in order to set the ma- 
chinery of the !aw in operation, and when you 
get the machinery in operation, then the judge 
appoints in such districts or precincts as ask 
it, and not in those that do not ask it. 

Mr. MORTON. Yes sir. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I am very certain as the 
bill stands, with the words ‘‘in the manner 
herein prescribed,” it will make it his duty to 


appoint in the various precincts, when the 
That is the inquiry I suggest to ;| power is once invoked, whether it is asked by 


all the precincts or not. In order to get the 
question before the Senate | move to strike 
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out in line twenty-eight the words ‘in the 
manner herein prescribed”’ and insert ‘by 
two citizens thereof ;’’ and then it will read: 


For each district or voting precinct in said con- 
gressional district as shall, by two citizens thereof, 
have applied therefor. 


Mr. MORTON. 
improvement. 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Car- 
PENTER in the chair.) The question is on the 
ameudment of the Senator from lowa. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. THURMAN. I suggest that in that 
same line the words ‘district or’’ before ‘‘vot- 
ing’’ might as well be stricken Out so as to 
read ‘‘for each voting precinct in said con- 
gressional district.’ The word “ district” has 
really no proper meaning there as the section 
is now framed, and might lead to some mis- 
construction or ambiguity. 1 move to strike 
out the words ‘‘ district or ;’’ so as to read, ‘‘ for 
each voting precinct in said congressional dis- 
trict.’ 

Mr. SCOTT. I hope that will not be done, 
for the reason that in some of the States, [ 
know it is 80 in mine, the territorial divisions 
in which the elections are held are in the law 
called ‘‘ election districts’’ and not ‘‘ voting 
precinets.’’ It is a mere name. 

Mr. MORTON. Insert ‘‘ voting’’ before 
‘* districts.’’ 

Mr. SCOTT. Insert ‘‘ election’’ before ‘‘dis- 
trict.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That will do. 

Mr. THURMAN. I move to insert the word 
** election ;’’ so as to read, ‘‘ for each election 
district or voting precinct.’’ 

Mr. CASSERLY. The same thing should 
be done in line thirty-one. 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamend- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio isin line twenty- 
seven and line thirty-one to insert before the 
word ‘ district’’ in each line the word ‘ elec- 
tion.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CASSERLY. The amendment offered 
by the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. Wricut] and 
adopted by the Senate, meets in part the ob- 
jection which I suggested yesterday in a few 
remarks. ‘Therefore I shall not act upon the 
matter, so far as | am concerned, further. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. On page 
2, line eleven of section one, I moveto strike 
out the word ‘‘two’’ and insert ‘‘ ten ;’’ so as 
to read: 


That whenever, in any congressional district, 
there shall be ten citizens thereot who, prior to any 
registration of voters, &c. 


I think that in a matter of that kind, which is 
to call upon the power of the Federal Govern- 
ment to interfere in our local election matters 
(for most of the elections are held on the days 
appointed for electing members of Congress) 
the application ought to have the sanction 
of at leastten citizens. You will have in every 
district persons desiring to avoid respons- 
ibility who would bring upon you all kinds 
of officers to administer the laws, if you leave 
it to two persons of irresponsible character 
unknown to the judge. As [I understand the 
frame of this bill as it stands—it may be 
altered when we get into the Senate—it pro- 
poses that the circuit judge shall appoint these 
supervisors. Where does the circuit judge 
live, and what does he know about these 
people? Two unworthy citizens of a district 
may not only call for the exercise of this 
great Federal power, but may also make a 
ane of the very persons to act 

as supervisors, and I think really that there 
ought to be ten citizens in good standing in 
the district required at all events. 

Mr. MORTON. As the clause which the 
Senator proposes to amend is the one that 
makes it obligatory upon the court, I see no 
objection to the adoption of the amendment. 
If there is an emergency and a probable con- 


I think that would be an 
I am willing to accept the 
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dition to require this, there will be no difficulty 
in getting ten citizens to apply, and if it will 
make the bill more acceptable, I see no objee 
tion, so far as I am concerned, to making it 
‘ten’? instead of ** two.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Maryland. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I move to 
insert the words ‘‘ of good standing’’ after the 
word ‘‘ citizens.”’ 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The committee reported 
an amendment striking out ‘ cireuit’’ 
inserting ‘‘ district,’’ and it was not agreed to. 
I wish to call the attention of the Senator 
from Indiana now to the condition in which 
the bill is left. I was a little surprised that 
the Senate did not agree to that recommenda- 
tion of the committee. It seems to me it 
could not have been considered. 
but one circuit judge in acircuit. Take for 
example the southern circuit, of which Judge 
Woods is the judge. I think his residence is 
in Alabama. That cireuit extends from Texas 
to Florida. Florida and Texas are both in 
the circuit of which Judge Woods is the judge, 
who resides somewhere in Alabama. Sup- 
pose they want these supervisors in Florida ; 
it is utterly impossible to get at the judge in 
Alabama. Suppose they want them in ‘Texas. 
Take another case in the West, with which the 
Senator and I are familiar; take the circuit 
that embraces Michigan. The judge of that 
circuit resides, I 
Emmons. Michigan, Ohio, Kentucky, and 
Tennessee are all inthat judicial cireuit. Sup- 
pose at an election in Nashville it should be 
thought necessary to have supervisors ap- 
pointed. Judge Emmons lives in Detroit. 
Suppose at an election in Memphis, or some 
other large city, to which the law originally 
applied, it should be desirable to have two 
inspectors or supervisors appointed, you have 
to apply to this judge whose home is Detroit, 
or if he should happen to be at the time down 
in Tennessee holding court at Memphis, then 
how could you apply to him for supervisors in 
Detroit? 


The suggestion which was made by the | 


present occupant of the chair [Mr. Carpen- 
TER] that the circuit judge could designate a 
district judge to act for him does not fully 
meet the case; that is a very limited designa- 
tion. I see on looking at the original law 
the third section of it provides: 


“That whenever, from sickness, injury, or other- 
wise, the judge of the eircuit court of the United 
States in any judicial circuit shall be unable to per- 
form and discharge the duties by this act imposed, it 
shall be his duty, and he is hereby required, to select 
and to direct and assign to the performance thereof, 
in his place and stead, such one of the judges of the 
district courts of the United States within his cir- 
cuit as he shall deem best; and upon such selection 


ond assignment being made, it shall be lawful for, | 


and shall be the duty of the district judge so desig- 
nated to perform and discharge, in the place and 
steadof thesaid circuit judge, all the duties, powers, 
and obligations imposed and conferred upon the said 
circuit judge by the provisions of this act.” 


So that the Senate will see he can only | 
That does not | 


designate one district judge. 
help it at all. You would not have but one, 
then; and it would not make any difference 
whether you had the circuit judge to perform 
the duties or a district judge, in case of his 
sickness or disability to act; it is still one 
judge in a region of country extending nearly 
@ thousand miles in the southern circuit. The 
law is utterly inoperative ; you cannot avail 
yourself of it. Suppose supervisors were 
wanted at Galveston, in Texas, it would not 
be known until probably a few days before the 
election took place whether there would be 
any occasion for these supervisors, and if it 
was supposed there was likely to be trouble 
at the election in Galveston, Texas, how in 
the world are they going to apply to the circuit 
judge to have these persons appointed? 

The object of the wong is to have a fair elec- 


We have | 


think, at Detroit—Judge | 


tion. That is the intent of it, of course. 
machinery of it ought to be so arranged as to 


|| enable the people to take the advantage of it. 
| If it is to serve any good purpose, it seems 


and | 








| at once, and let the district judges do it, be- 





application is made in such districts as I have 


| the suggestions I propose to make in regard 


to me that it would have been greatly better 
to have adopted those amendments of the 
committee. 

I do not know what answer there is to the 
suggestions I have made. I have taken very | 
little part in reference to the bill; but if the 
bill is to pass, it seems to me it should be such 
a one as will be practical in its operations, 
and such a one as the people can avail them- 
selves of; for | can readily see, and every 
Senator will see that this bill would be almost 
nugatory if you confined this power to a single 
person in so large a district of country as one 
of the judicial circuits of the United States. 
It would be impracticable, and I may say it 
would be impossible, for ten citizevs or two 
citizens, whichever it now is, to make this | 
application to the judge—utterly out of the | 
question. It would be a bill that you could 
not carry out generally throughout the circuits, 

Mr. MORTON. ‘The third section of the 
law to which this bill is an amendment pro- 
vides that— 


* Whenever, from sickness, injury, or otherwise, 
the judge of the circuit court of the United States 
in any judicial circuit shall be unable to_perform 
and discharge the duties by this act imposed, it shall | 
be his duty, and he is hereby required, to select and | 
to direct and assign to the performance thereof, in | 
his place and stead, such one of the judges of the | 
district courts of the United States, within his cir- | 


This provides expressly for the difficulty 
suggested by the Senator from Illinois. He, 
however, intimates that there may be an ob- 


scurity in the construction of this third section; || 


that the circuit judge can select but one dis- 
trict judge to perform his duties in case he is 
not able to do so. If there be an obscurity on 
that subject 1 will endeavor to correct it by 
offering as an amendment that he shall be 
authorized to appoint one or more district 
judges to perform the duties that he is unable 
to perform. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 


While the Senator is 


| preparing that amendment, I would suggest to 


him that that would have to be done in ad- 
vance; and as it has to be done in advance, 
why would it not be better for the law to fix it 


cause there will be no time to do it after the 


suggested. Clearly the law, as the Senator 
sees if he will look at it, confines it to one dis- 
trict judge. Thecircuit judge may merely sub- 
stitute a district judge in his place. I do not 
see what possible objection there can be to 
adopting the committee’s amendment, and why 
it would not be better just at once to authorize 
each district judge to do this, or each district | 
judge in the absence of the circuit judge if you 
please, so that in case the circuit judge was not 
there he could do it. I think it would be bet- 
ter to do this than to amend in the way the 
Senator proposes. However, I have made all 





toit. _ 
Mr. BOREMAN. These officers, if they 
may be so called, are appointed upon recom- 


The ] 


cuit, as he shall deem best.”’ | 
| 
| 
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| knowledge, 


previously inserted, 
| standing.”’ 
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am wee 


— 


Mr. CASSERLY. I regret that the Sena- 
tor from West Virginia should Oppose placing 
this power, given in the first section of the bill, 
in the hands of the district judges rather than 
in those of the circuit judges. He thinks no 
inconvenience can arise by reason of the dis 
tance or the difficulty of bringing to the inform 
ation of the circuit judge the qualification 
of the parties to be appointed. 

The circuit in which | live on the Pacific 
coast is nine hundred miles long, and a large 
it from six to seven hundred miles 


wide. It is simply out of the question to say 


| that in a circuit of that extent, comprising 8v 


many remote, outlying precincts, the circuit 
judge can know anything in the world of the 
large number of persons with whom he will 
have to deal in the way of appointment. In 
the same circuit we have three district judges, 
and as it so happens allof them old residents, 
all of them | may say—although | am almost 
ashamed to speak of such a thing—members 
of the Administration party. They are really 
the persons who are best fitted, from their 
from their long residence in the 


localities in which they live, to deal with the 


| subject of these appointments. I am quite cer- 


tain that in such a circuit as that which we 
have on our coast (and I believe there are 
others not quite so large, but still large and 
extensive in the number of States which they 
embrace and in the number of remote precincts 
which they include) it will be impracticable 
for the cireuit judge to exercise these powers 
in such a manner as to do justice to the subject 
and carry out the design of the law. 1 really 
think that imposing this function on him is 
practically to defeat the very proper words 
‘ften persons of good 
To call upon the circuit judges, 
in addition to all their other business, to ex- 


| amine into the qualifications of so many per- 


sons as there must be in a circuit of the size 
of ours before making the appointments, will 


| result in three fourths of the cases in the ap 


pointments being made without any reliable 
information whatever. Itisan embarrassment 
really to which we ought not to subject the 
circuit judge. 

Mr. BOREMAN. The Senator probably 
did not hear the suggestion | made, that in 
most instances these persons would be ap- 
pointed on the recommendation of others; 
not on personal knowledge even by the dis- 
trict judge if he were vested with the power. 

Mr. CASSERLY. What knowledge will 
the circuit judge have of those who recom- 
mend? He will not have any. I know that 


| in our Circuit it is simply inadmissible to say 
| that the circuit judge can discharge the func- 


tion imposed upon him with any intelligence 
whatever in a large number of cases; and 
what will happen? The thing will happen 
which it is alleged happened in New York— 
most unfit and in many cases most disgrace- 
ful persons will be imposed upon the circuit 
judge. 1am sure that is not the purpose of 


this bill, nor the object of any Senator. It 


mendation, | apprehend, or will be in most | 


instances, not upon the personal knowledge 
of the judge; and it may be well perhaps to 
have a judge as far removed as possible from 
the local influences that may operate in regard | 
to these elections; and that consideration, no 


original draftsman of the bill. The circuit 
judge is accessible within any reasonable time | 
preceding the election. 
every case where it will be necessary to have | 
officers of the character described in this bill, 
it will be known in a due time in advance suf- 
ficiently so as to get to the circuit judge any- 
where within the circuit; so that no detriment 
will result from that cause on account of his 
distance from the point at which the appoint- 
ment of supervisors may be desired. 


I apprehend that in || 


seems to me there is no way to avoid that, and 
to allow the appointing power to act intel- 
ligently, and, therefore, fitly in this matter, 
except by leaving the appointment to the 


| district judges. 


Mr. MORTON. In order to meet the objec- 
tion raised by the Senator fom Illinois and the 
Senator from California, and to remove any 


| obscurity in the third section of the law of 
doubt, had its weight upon the mind of the || 


1871, I offer the following amendment as an 


| additional section to this bill: 


| appoint one 


That the third section of the act to which this is 
an amendment be so amended as to authorize each 
judge of the circuit court of the United States to 
or more of the judges of the district 
courts of the United States within his circuit to dis- 
charge the duties contemplated by this act and the 
one to which it is an amendment. 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. That still 


| does not obviate the difficulty, in my judg- 


| ment. 
\| ginia and myself live in the same judicial cir- 


The honorable Senator trom West Vir- 
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cuit. Our judicial circuit comprises the States 
of Maryland, West Virginia, Virginia, North 
Carolina, and South Carolina. The circuit 
judge resides in Baltimore. We have in this 
judicial cireuit a great many large towns. I 
suppose this power will hardly be called upon 
to be exercised except in large towns. We 
have Baltimore, Frederick, and Cumberland, 
in my State, and Wheeling in his State. We 
have large towns in Virginia, like Richmond 
and Nortolk. Now the thing is to get at the 
appointment of the proper men. They are to 


be selected ten days before the election or | 


registration, in order that knowledge may go to 
the people ; but how are they to communicate 
with the judge? The judge may be in the 


State of North Carolina; he may not deem it | 


proper or expedient even to designate the dis- 
trict jadges to act for him, and if he did, when 


1} 


the people know it it may be too late to make | 


applieation. 


Maryland and has made his appoin'ments for 
the interior of North Carolina or South Caro- 
lina, or for both States together, and he may 
have made very objectionable appointments. 
The people have no opportunity to go to Balti- 
moreto see him; they have no mode of redress 
in order to secure Letter appointments. 

I presume if we are to have good appoint- 
ments, knowledge ought to be given to the peo- 
ple of them. ‘These men are to be appointed 
ten days before registration or election. For 
that purpose they are to be recommended by 
individuals who are not known to the judge, 
and the judge desiring to discharge his duty, 
will wish to be informed as to them. I can 
see no objection to giving the power at onée 
o the district judges, because if they are at 
home we can communicate with them daily, 
almost hourly, by means of the railroad com- 
munication; butat far distant point sit will be 
utterly impracticable to communicate with 
the circuit judges. This amendment does not 
remedy that. It may remedy other matters. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, 


The ques- 


tion is on concurring in the amendments made | 


in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I wish to except the 


amendment just adopted by the Senator from | 


Indiana {Mr. Morton] for a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Car- 
renter.) The Senator from L[llinois saves the 
last amendment offered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to sub- 


mit the question in some form to the Senate || 


on adopting the bill as the committee first 


reported it, giving this power to the district || 


judges. | do not know how | can get at that. 

Mr. THURMAN. It is perfectly in order 
for the Senator to move to amend the bill in 
the Senate, as 1 understand it. He can move 
again that amendment which was disagreed 
to in committee. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
it would be incongruous. IL only wish to get 
ata vote. Perhaps the Senator from Indiana 
will consent to withhold this amendment until 
we take a vote in the Senate on leaving these 
appointments to the district judges. 

Mr. MORTON, Lhave no objection to that. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Letall the amendments 
to the first section be reserved. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
he done. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Is there any under- 
standing about the amendments? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The under- 
standing of the Chair is that the amendments 
to the tirst section and the amendment just 
adopted on the motion of the Senator from 
ludiana have been reserved, and the question 


That will 





He may be away down in the || 
State of North Carolina, and he has made his | 
appointments for Maryland ; or he may be in || 


But if we adopt this 











is to be put on concurring in the other amend- 
ments. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 
of the Senator from Indiana necessarily should 
go with the other amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
served with the others. 

Mr. KELLOGG, | I discover on examining 


It is re- 


the bill as it is reported from the Committee | 
|| of the Whole that an amendment which [ had | 


given notice of some time since, under date 
ot May 6, and which hasbeen printed forsome 


| days, was not moved as I intended to move it. 


I desire to move it in the Senate. I ask the 
Secretary to read it, and then I will state 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend: 
ments to the first section and the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Indiana adopted 
in Committee of the Whole being reserved, the 
question is on concurring in the other amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Now, with a view to 





getting at the direct question, I move to strike | 


out the word ‘‘ cireuit’’ and insert the word 
‘*district,’’ just as the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections originally reported it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois moves to strike out the word 
‘*circuit’’ and insert the word ‘ district”’ 
before ** judge,” 
occurs in the first section of this bill. 

Mr. MORTON. I have simply to say that 
upon reflection and further consideration | 
hope that the change proposed by the Senator 
from Illinois will not be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 
Lilinois. 

Mr. BOREMAN ealled for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. CASSERLY. There are sixty or seventy 
district judges, all of them, of course, ap- 
pointed for their ability and integrity. There 
are nine circuit judges, of whom I[ do not 
wish to say anything different. The great ques- 
tion is, when you are dealing with a body of 
appointments so great as that provided for by 
this bill, amounting to, L will say, speaking now 
within limits, (of course a great deal by guess- 
work) not less than six or seven thousand men, 
taking the whole country through, whether 
you will give the power to appoint that great 
number of officers to sixty or seventy men or 
to nine? It is a question whether the nine 
men could have the time, the information, or 
the opportunity in any shape to make these 


appointments as efficiently as the sixty or 


seventy district judges. It is an enormous 
addition to the labor and_ responsibilities 
already imposed upon your circuit judges, 

Mr. MORTON. I desire to say but one 
word. The object is to give to this law as 
high a character and inspire as much confi- 
dence on the part of the country as may be 
possible. I think it important, therefore, for 
these considerations, that in the States where 


| the circuit judges live they ought to perform 


| men than the district judges. 


ing the circuit jadge the power to name a dis- | 


ll 


these duties, and perhaps in other States; and 
the provision that has just been adopted en- 


_ ables them by calling upon the district judges 
| to require them to perform the duties where | 


they themselves cannot. It seems to me there 
can be no objection to the bill as it now 
stands in this respect. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I think it is 
better to repose this power in the circuit 
judges, because they generally would naturally 
be expected to be a rather higher class of 


bill at this session from the Judiciary Com- 
mittee amending the existing law, which I[ 
think passed the Judiciary Committee unani- 
mously, which imposed this duty upon the 
cireuit judges, just as the bill here does, giv- 
trict judge to discharge the duty. That wasa 
supplement to the original bill, and I sup- 
posed the original bill which applied to towns 


Because the amendment | 


wherever the latter word | 


I reported a 
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| of twenty thousand inhabitants, when it passed 
the Judiciary Committee, met with the ap- 
proval of that committee; and in that bill 
this duty was imposed on the circuit judges, 
instead of on the district judges, so that this 
distinction has twice had the approval of the 
| Senate and of the Judiciary Committee. [ 


'| hope, therefore, that we shall not change the 





| 





law at this time. 

Mr. THURMAN. If thecircuit judge makes 
these appointments, it is very obvious that he 
must make them upon the representations of 
some other person or persons. He cannot 
have personal knowledge in respect to every 
election precinct in the three or four States 
composing his circuit. Indeed, the district 
judge cannot have that personal knowledge in 
respect toa great many precinets in his district, 
although that is usually only about the half 
of a State; and yet the district judge will 
have much greater personal knowledge than 
the circuit judge can have; and the district 
judge will also have more knowledge of the 
persons who recommend individuals to him 
for appointment, a much better knowlege than 
the circuit judge can have. 

To say, then, that the cireuit judge shall 
make these appointments, because he is a 
a more independent judge or because he is not 
under any particular local influence, is no an- 
swer atall, for he will not make them upon 
his own knowledge of the men, he must make 
them upon the recommendations of some pcr- 
son to him, and we know what these recom- 
mendations will generally be. The appoint- 
ment may be made at any time so that it is 
ten days before the election. He has no time 
whatever, then, to make inquiry. It is per- 
emptorily made his duty to make the appoint- 
ment” if the application is made to him ten 
days before the election. He then has not an 
hour to make the selections, not one hour 
to make any inquiry as to who shall be 
the persons who shall act as supervisors, but 
in nine cases out of ten he must take the 
very men as supervisors who may be recom- 
mended to him by the persons who ask for 
their appointment. ‘That will be the case in 
nine cases out of ten, perhaps ninety-nine 
times out of a hundred. So that in point 
of fact it will not be the circuit judge who 
makes the appointment, but it will be the ten 
citizens who ask for the appointment, who will 
at the same time require the appointment and 
name the men who shall be appointed. That, 
practically, will be the operation of the whole 
thing. It, however, you left it to the district 
judge, he would have some knowledge of the 
men who asked for the appointment, some 
knowledge of the value of their reeommenda- 
tion, and over a large part of the district he 
would have some knowledge of the persons 
living in the election precincts ; but by leav- 
ing this to the circuit judge you make it, prac- 
tically, absolutely necessary for him to appoint 
the men who are dictated to him by the per- 
sons who demand the appointment. 

Take the case, for instance, of Judge Em- 
mons, in Detroit. He is there, and he is asked 
to make appointments in Tennessee; he is 








asked to do it ten days before the election. 
A paper is presented to him signed by ten 
men, citizens in an election precinct, asking 
him to appoint two supervisors for that pre- 
einct. e says ‘*I do not know two men in 
the precinet; I do not know anybody who 
does know a man in the precinct.’? What 
then must he do? The law is mandatory; he 
shall make the appointment. 
cretion; he must make it. 


He has no dis- 
How then can he 
| get two names out of that precinct except 
| from the men who present to him at Detroit 
the paper demanding their appointment? The 
consequences of the law as it now stands, 
therefore, is simply this: that the men who 
demand the appointment also make the 
appointment. That is the fact. 

hat reason is given forthat? There is no 
reason in the world given for it other than 
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this: that it is supposed the circuit judge | cuit judges as better entitled to this trust, to | son with any circuit judge in the United States 


will be more independent of local influences 
than the district judge. Why, sir, if you are 
to devolve this power ona judicial officer at 
all, can you devolve it more safely upon any 
one than the district judge, who holds his 
office for life, and who is supposed to be re- 
moved from any such local influences? If 


the district judge i is not competent, by preju- 
dice or passion or local influence, to appoint | 
a supervisor of an election, | pray you, how | 


is be competent or fit to hold the office of 
district judge at all? Is he fit to administer 
justice there if he is so subject to local influ- 
ences? Is he fit to try the prosecutions that 
may arise under this very law? Yet most of 


them are to be tried by this very same district | 
judge, whom you remove and set aside upon | 
the idea that he is the victim of or subject to | 
local influences, and that therefore it is neces- | 
sary to go seven or eight hundred miles to | 


finda man who is not subject to local influ- 
ences. 


Then here again is the inconsistency of the | 


thing, that the circuit judge is to appoint them | 


in the State in which he lives where the 
same local influences that would bear upon 
the district judge would bear upon him. 

I say, Mr. President, if this bill is to pass at 
all, and if it is to be anything like a fair bill, 
to accomplish the purposes that are professed, 
the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Illinois ought to prevail. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I am surprised 
that the Senator from Ohio should question 
the fairness of this bill because it names the 
circuit judge instead of the district judge, when 


he has once, if not twice, had such a bill pass | 


under his supervision in the Judiciary Com- 
mittee without raising that objection. 

Mr. THURMAN. Because | was opposed 
to the bill out and out and opposed it in com- 
mittee, if I may be allowed to say that, as the 
Senator refers to committee matters, which he 
ought not to have done, and I opposed it in 
this Senate until the Senate got very tired of 
hearing me. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I do not think 


there was any opposition made in the Senate 


to the passage of the bill to which I refer at | 
all; certainly none on the ground that it named | 
the circuit judge instead of the district judge, 


and it passed at this session. 
Mr. THURMAN, 

Senator refer? 
Mr. FRELI} 


to the original act. 


Mr. THURMAN. The Senator knows I 


was opposed to that bill. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN 
tion was made to it in the Senate, and no 
objection anywhere on account of the circuit 
judge. All the argument that the Senator 
uses against the circuit judges applies equally 
against the district judges; and we are going 
to select one or the other. As to the cir- 
cuit judge being under the imperative neces- 
sity of appointing just who the citizens call 
upon him to appoint, that applies to the dis- 
trict judge just as well. A circuit judge who 
wants to perform his duty will see that he is 
not placed in any such strait; and that is a 
matter which any number of citizens can in 
time prevent by making application twenty or 
thirty days before the time the appointment 
is to be made, so as to leave abundant time 
to make this investigation. It is perfectly 
apparent that these circuit judges, it we are 
going to impose an important trust, are, as a 
general rule, without saying anything to the 
disparagement of the district judges, better 
entitled to this trust. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Will the Senator allow 
me? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Certainly. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I wish he would state, | 
because I intend to say something about shat | 
point, upon what grounds he regards the cir- | 





| 





To what bill does the 
NHUYSEN. The amendment | 


I say no objec- | 





use his own language, than the district judges. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The ground is 
that they are a higher grade of officer. They 
| are so recognized for the same reason that 
more important questions are by the law of 
the land submitted to them than to the dis- 
trict judges. That isa sufficient reason. It 
is nothing to the disparagement of the charac- 
ter of the district judge to say that the cir- 
cuit judge is his superior, and ‘the justice of 
the Supreme Court is superior to the circuit 
judge, and the most important duties we 


suppose that these district judges and circuit 
judges are personally strangers to us all, and 
therefore we can ouly judge of their trust- 
worthiness for a delicate duty by considering 
the grade of office to which we have elevated 
them. 


Mr. CASSERLY. 





So far as the main ques- 


it further. 
in regard to the ground assumed by ‘the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey who has just sat down. 
He said awhile ago, as his reason for wishing 
this power in the hands of the circuit judges, 
that they were generally a better class of men 
Just now when I challenged his attention to 
the point he put it on the ground that they 
were a higher class of officers. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. If I spoke of 
the men it was a slip of the tongue, for I do 
not know the character of the men. I should 
be very sorry to be represented as speaking to 
the disparagement of the district faloes or the 
circuit judges as men, and I trust the Senator 
from California will not so represent me. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I do not know what 


language. Now, if the Senator wishes to 
qualify that, | of course shall not object. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 


it was a slip of the tongue. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 
stands me. 
explanation closes my mouth. Still [ repeat 
a hope tbat I would not so represent him, to 


Senator in the haste of debate used any lan- 
guage which he wishes to recall or to qualify 
he will meet from no one a more cheerful 
assent than he will from me. 
me, however, that there was an implication, 
an undertone running through this debate, as 
though the circuit judges were by reason of 
their personal qualifications better fitted to 
perform this duty than the district judges. 
Now, sir, it has been my fortune during the 
many years of my practice at the bar to know 
something of the circuit judges and the dis- 
trict judges in this country, either by my prac- 
tice before them or by my examination of their 
decisions. Ido not think it can be said with 
justice by any one that the district judges as 
a body will suffer by comparison with the cir- 
cuit judges as a body. Some of the most 
illustrious names that we have in our juris- 
prudence are the names of district judges. In 
admiralty they hold almost undisturbed sn- 
premacy. I have only to speak of such names 
as Sprague of Massachusets, of Lowell, his 





Betts in New York, of Smalley in Vermont— 
all of them men whose memories will always 
live in the hearts of the profession for their 
learnirg, for their ability, for their spotless 
integrity. On my own coast it may be that 
we are fortunate—I think not more fortunate 
than our fellow-citizens are elsewhere—but 


we have three district judges there, with re; | 


|| gard to two of whom I speak from personal 
] knowledge, and I believe [ may include the 
third in what [ am going to say. They are 








habitually repose in the: highest officer. I | 


tion is concerned, I do not propose to diseuss | 
I wish to saya few words, however, | 


the Senator means by trusting that I will not | 
so represent him, because I used his express | 


I stated what I | 
meant by saying that i* I used that expression | 


I trust the Senator under- | 
So far as that is concerned, his | 


I do not know why the Senator should express | 


use his own language, when, of course, if the | 


It seemed to | 


successor, of Ingersoll in Connecticut, of | 


r by compari: | 








to-day. 


Two of them are judges of long ser- 
vice ; 


one of them has gone through an ordeal 


| that few judges could have gone through and 


come out of it not only with reputation andi- 
minished, but greatly inertened for every 
quality which a judge should have. I draw 
no invidious distinctions between him or any 


| other of the district judges on that coast and 


the cireuit judge. The cirenit judge is a 
gentleman of standing, and of credit, and of 
ability, too, but no friend of his would «nder- 
take to depreciate, by comparison with him, 
any of the three district judges in his cireuit. 

There is nothing in the idea of personal 
unfitness on the part of the district judges as 


| compared with the circuit judges for the dis- 


charge of the trust imposed on them by this 
act; and if you speak of long tenure of 
office, and of great experience, and of inti- 
mate acquaintance with the best people, with 
the good men and true, the lawful and dis- 
creet citizens of the States in which they 
administer justice, the district judges are im- 
measurably beyond the circuit judges in the 
advantages which they possess. Your circuit 
judges are, many of them, if not most of 
them, of new creation. Many of the district 
judges have been in office for a quarter of a 
century, aud have always borne themselves 
so clear in their high office that no touch 
even of the most reckless slander has ever 
reached them. 

I shall regret the adoption of the amend- 
ment as amended in the committee, for the 
reason that it will exclude precisely that class 
of judges who are preéminently qualified 
beyond any doubt or fair comparison to 
discharge the duties imposed upon the circuit 
judges by this bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I did not intend to say 
anything more about this question. I shall 
enter into no comparison between the judges 
of the circuit and of the district courts. [| 
assume, Mr. President, that the judges of the 
circuit court and the judges of the district 
courts are both of too high character to do 
anything but what would be right in the selec- 
tion of two supervisors or inspectors, one from 
each party, to see that an election is conducted 
fairly. I take it that we may trust both of 
them or either of them ; it is a mere question 
of convenience. 

It has been thought by Congress advisable 
to take to some extent the supervision of the 
election of members of Congress. And in 


doing that we have passed a law by which we 
| proposed originally to appoint these ‘super- 
| visors only in the large cities. 


The Senator 
from New Jersey says we confined the ap- 
pointment to the eircuit judges. There might 
have been more propriety for it then. It was 


| only in cities, I think, containing more than 


twenty thousand inhabitants, that any pro- 
vision was originally made for appointing 
these inspectors, and of course there were but 
few such cities in acireuit. Now it is pro- 
posed to extend the law so as to authorize the 


appointment of inspectors in every precinct 


in the United States when a congressional 
election takes places, and it is proposed to 


| confine the appointment of these inspectors, 


one of each party in those precincts, to the 
judge of the cireuit court. There is but one 
judge of the circuit court in a circuit. These 
circuits consist of many States, all of them of 
several States. 

As [ have already stated, the southern cir- 
cuit extends from ‘l'exas to Florida. It takes 
in Florida, Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, 
Louisiana, and Texas. Now, suppose in the 
remote part of Texas it is thought by some 
of the citizens there that they will not have a 
fair election ; they desire to apply to the judge 
for the purpose of having two impartial per- 
sons appointed, one of each party, to supervise 
this election in the western part of ‘lexas ; 
they are required to go to Judge Woods, resid- 
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ing in Alabama, with their application ten 
(lays before the election takes place. Does 
nol every one see the inconvenience of that? 

If you propose to pass a law that is to have 
any practical effect you must adopt such ma- 
chinery as can be used; and I assume that 
either of the district judges in Texas—they 
have two there now, one of whom has just 
been appointed in his district—if applied to 
by the citizens of any precinet in that State 
would appoint proper persons, and would be 


quite as likely to appoint proper persons as | 


Judge Woods would be ap in Alabama, who 
would only know what was told him by the 
applicants. [le could have no personal knowl- 
edge of the different precincts. 
Florida ; just so in the State of Tennessee. 
The State of Tennessee and the State of 
Michigan are both in the same judicial cir- 
cuit. Now, away up, if you please, on the 
mountains of Tennessee, at Chattanooga, or at 
Knoxville, where Judge Emmons never goes, 
never holds a court, and where he knows 
nobody, it is thought by the citizens ten days 


prior to the election that it will be proper that | 


they should apply to have these two officers 
appointed by the United States to supervise 
the election of Congressmen, How are they 
going to get it done? They must go to Detroit 
and make the application. It seems to me 
this would be an inconvenience that would 
reuder the law almost nugatory when you come 
to extend it to all the precincts of the country; 
and so it seemed to me, and so it seemed to 
the committee, because the committee so re- 
ported the bill, you should allow the district 
judges to make these appointments. There is 
something about it that we do not understand. 
Whatis it? Is there a distrust of some dis- 
trict judge ; and if so, who is it? 

Mr. KH LLOGG. Will my friend allow me 
to ask him a question ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. 

Mr. KELLOGG. IL desire to inquire from 
what committee the original law, the law to 
which the pending bill is an amendment, was 
reported? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I think it came from 
the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I see that the original 
law is precisely like the second section as it 
stands now without the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Illinois, and I was in- 
formed by a member hearing it discussed 
very much in the Senate that it was regarded 
as 4 masterpiece of ingenuity, and not pre- 
yared with a view to the predilections or 
interest of any party. 
believe, to be fairly drawn, and was universally 
conceded to be drawn with a great deal of 
fairness and legal acumen, and with a great 
deal of care. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not know who 


drafied the bill; but if the Senator had been | 
noticing my remarks he would have observed | 


that | had stated that that law only applied 


to cities of twenty thousand inhabitants and | 


upward, of which there are but few in a judi- 


cial circuit, and the judge of the cireuit court | 


could better supervise the few cities in his 
circuit than he can all the precincts through 


haif a dozen States; and while the circuit | 


judge might perform this duty for cities of 
twenty thousand inbabitants, it would be much 
more difficult to perform it for a thousand pre- 
ciucts, and there will be at least that number, 
and probably five thousand in some of the 
cireuits. | supposed the Senator from Louis- 
iana would have been able to see that distine- 
tion without calling my attention to the ori- 
ginal law as militating at all against the obser- 
vations | was making. 

Now, Mr. President, 1 suppose there must 
be somewhere, but I do not know who it is, 
some judge whom it is supposed it will not 
do to trust to appoint these persons—I do not 
know what else this can amount to—and who 
that judge is 1 do not know. I presume this 


It was declared, L | 
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| not suppose they will in the State of Indiana. 
|| We have never had any such officers appointed 


| years, most of them by the present Adminis- 


| President, Mr. Lineoln, appointed judges in 
| nearly all these southern States. 
| Louisiana, in Mississippi, in Alabama, South 
| Carolina, Florida, a 

| were appointed by Mr. Lincoln are holding 


| are unfit to exercise such a power as is pro- 


| the circuit judges upon consideration as being 





| more appropriate, if the law is to have any 


| happened to live, and would be therefore more 


| and I find that no Senator on either side of 


law is supposed to be chiefly desirable in the 
southern States, where all the judges have been 
appointed within a few years. 1 have no idea | 
that in the State of Illinois anybody will apply 
to a judge to have any one appointed. 1 do 


in my State hitherto, and I trust there will be 
no necessity for it. Ihe elections in the State 
of Illinois, so far as I know or believe, have 
been fair elections. I do not mean to say that 
an illegal vote was never cast. Probably in 
half a million votes there would be more or | 
less illegal votes cast; but that there ever | 
were any considerable frauds practiced at the | 
elections in my State I do not believe, or any 
frauds that these supervisors appointed by the 
judge of the court would have prevented. 
So that this law is to have its application 
I suppose chiefly in the southern States. 
Throughout the northern States, except in 
some of the large cities like New York or | 
Philadelphia, I suppose it will have no 
practical operation whatever. 

In the South who are your district judges? 
They have all been appointed within a tew 





tration or by that of Mr. Lincoln. Mr. Lin- 


| colu appointed the judges originally in all the 


southern States nearly. The old judges went 
out, as we know, by the war, and as soon as 
we got possession of those States, one of the 
first things done was to reéstablish the courts, 
and Senators will remember that at an early 
day, a8 soon as we got possession, the then 


He did so in 
most of the judges who 
office now. There have been some few ap- 
pointments made by the present Administra- 


tion. Ido not know that any of these judges 


posed to be exercised here; and it certainly 
would be more convenient, and it seems to me 








effect at all, that we should so frame it as to 
make it practical in its application, and I think 
the committee viewed it in that light. Of 
course they did, or they would not have re- 
ported the bill in that way. I am sorry the 
Senator from Indiana thinks it better now to 
change it. However, it is for the Senate to 
determine. 

Mr. EUVMUNDS. I do not wish to waste 
the time of the Senate, but we considered this 
matter I think very fully in the Judiciary 
Committee a year or two ago, and reported 
the bill giving this power of appointment to 


that body of men who would be most removed 
from the intensity of local politics in any par- 
ticular State or town where the district judges 





fair and impartial persons to act independently 
and rightly upon such subjects ; and | thought 
that provision had the approval of my friend 
from Illinois. 

I have looked through the Globe containing 
the Senate proceedings on that bill of 1871, 
which I believe was the first one that con- 
tained this supervising provision as it is called, 


the Chamber made any criticism or objection 
to the bill as reported from the Judiciary 
Committee providing that this function should | 
be performed by the circuit judges and not by 
the district judges. The bill was vigorously 





discussed in all its sections except this par- 
ticular one, which seems to have passed by gen- 
eral consent, as far as the hasty examination 
of the Globe that I have been able to make 
shows. All the other sections of the bill 
underwent the most searching criticism, and 
many of them opposition. So that the whole 
bili was brought under the most careful scru- 
tiny, and, so far as I can find, no Senator 
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raised his voice to make the least objection to 
the way in which the committee had reported 
the bill in respect to this subject of the fune- 
tion to be performed by the circuit judges 
rather than by the district judges; and so the 
bill passed. 

Now, it has been found by experience that 
the bill has worked great benefits to the peo- 
ple, not by Federal interference with the rights 
of the people of the States as such, but by the 
just operation of law under the Constitution 
upon the people by the government of ithe 
people in respect to those topics in which the 
Constitution declares this government of the 
people, and not the State government, may 
make regulations if it chooses. 

Mr. NORWOOD. If the honorable Sena- 
tor will pardon mea moment, was not the bill 
he refers to limited to cities with a population 
of twenty thousand ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir; that isthe only 
law there is on the subject, except this one of 
course. 

Mr. NORWOOD. And this bill applies to 
every precinct in the country. Does not the 
Senator see the vast difference between the 
powers that would be exercised by the circuit 
judges then and the powers that are to be 
exercised now, when, instead of its being 
limited to cities having a population of over 
twenty thousand, it goes into every precinct, 
however small and however distant? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; I do see a vast 
numerical difference, but the difference is not 
one of principle. You mightas well argue if 
it is right for a cireuit judge to try one cause 
when there were twenty to be tried he would 
not be a competent man to try those, as to 
argue that the circuit judge is unfit to perform 
this duty. 

The ground upon which the committee se- 


| lected the circuit judge to perform this duty I 


have stated, and | will restate it ; and that is, 
that he stood before the respective communi- 
ties over which he was to exercise functions 
as a man who would be more likely to be free 
from local prejudice and influence than the 
district judge, whose operations were confined 
to a narrower limit, and who, it might be sup- 
posed in some cases, would be more likely to 
be influenced by partisan considerations than 
the judge of the wider jurisdiction and greater 
That was the ground upon 
which these judges were selected ; not upon 


| the question of how much work they would 


have todo; not upon the question of how much 
information they would have to obtain, but 


| upon the b®oad principle of selecting the best 
| agents to exercise the functions of jurispru- 


_ upon that ground. 


dence under the Constitution and the laws. 
That was it; and that being it, I repeat, | am 
safe in saying it, 1 am sure, for I have gone 
through the proceedings, no Senator thought 
it right to make the least criticism or objection 
It went so far as that sec- 
tion goes, through the Senate by unanimous 
consent. Ido not mean that the bill went 
through by unanimous consent. Almost all 
of its sections were vigorously opposed and 
criticised ; but so far as this section and this 


| particular thing we are now speaking of was 





concerned, it met with the approval of every- 
body, if you are to assume that there is ap- 
proval by everybody from discussing and op- 
posing almost everything else and not dis- 
cussing and opposing this. 

Mr. THURMAN. Of what bill does the 
Senator speak ? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I speak of the bill of 1871 
which, as I understand it, first contained this 
provision about having two persons, one of 
each political party, to attend the polls and see 
what went on. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator will recol- 
lect that was limited to cities and towns of 
twenty thousand and upward. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Soldorecollect. That 


has just been stated by the Senator from 


th: 
e 

to 
its 
in 
in 


eas. ae el hTlUCrelClU l,l 








Georgia; but I should like to know where 
the difference in principle and in justice is be- 
tween allowing the circuit judge to exercise 
this function over a city of twenty thousand and 
over one of ten thousand inhabitants ? 

M. THURMAN. If the Senator wants an 
answer I will give it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do. 

Mr. THURMAN. 
city to make a good appointment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Exactly. 

Mr. THURMAN. And it might well be 
that the circuit judge would have more knowl- 
edge in regard to the very few cities and 
towns in his circuit of twenty thousand inhab- 
itants than he would of every election precinct 
in a whole congressional district, and in fact 
in the whole of five States. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Undoubtedly ; and so of 
a district judge. 
is a human being, has more knowledge of the 
town where he happens to live, or of a few 
towns, if those towns are first selected and 
pointed out to him, and time is given to him to 
study them up, than he has of many; that is 
to say, it is somewhat easier to know a little 
than it is to know a great deal. 

Now, then, I say as the reason why the 
circuit judge was selected was upon the prin- 
ciple that he stood more impartial and inde- 
pendent of influence than the district judge to 
exercise this responsible function. It is no 
argument against its exercise that you are to 
extend the territorial or numerical extent of 
the objects over which it is to be exercised. If 
Senators can make out that it will not be pos- 
sible for the circuit judge, within the time that 
he has, to perform this duty, and therefore the 
law will fail of execution upon the ground 
that it is impossible for any one to do what it 
requires, that would be a forcible argument; 
but no man can make that out. 


trict; and every circuit court in the district 
is held just where and at the same time the 
district court is, and therefore the circuit 
judge is just as apt to know and just as likely 
to know who are the most reputable and 


responsible citizens in the various localities | 


attending as parties, witnesses, jurors, grand 
jurors, and all that, as the district judge is. 

I cannot help suspecting—I know it is a lit- 
tle invidious to suspect—that some how and 
in some way there is something more in 
this objection than has been stated, and that 
it might be found in some district in some 
State—and I can think of one where a judge 
has been brought under reproach; I have 


It is a question of capa- 
volved in this matter? 
| more moved from political influences than the 
| other, because he is a circuit judge. 
| not that imply that the district judge is not so 


Every judge no doubt, if he 


-appoint these supervisors ? 


| are presumed from their localities to know the 


The circuit | 
judge attends every circuit court in the dis- || 
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| the operation of this bill to him or the carry- 


ing of it into effect, very well. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator can state 
his own views; but if he thinks he is stating 
me, he entirely misstates me. I have neither 
said nor intimated any such thing. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Then if the honorable 
Senator does not intimate anything of that 
kind, what becomes of the principle that is in- 
He says one would be 


Does 


capable as the circuit judge, because he comes | 
within those political influences? Is it not a 
direct imputation upon the district judge that 
he would not be so fair as the circuit judge in 
carrying this bill into effect? 


disclaim it as he may, to be put upon his lan- | 
guage than that. 
But, sir, it is not a question of principle; | 
it is a question of practical ope ration simply. 
What are we seeking todo? I assume that 
all Senators who are in favor of this bill desire 
a fair election. Thenif they desire a fairelec- 
tion, they desire the bill to go into fair opera- 
tion; they desire the end to be secured that 
they are aiming at; and what is that? That 
certain supervisors shall be appointed by these 
judges. Why are the judges nominated to 
Simply because 
they are United States judges? No, sir; but 
because they are presumed to know from their 
location what they will be doing. Otherwise 


you might as well give the appointment to the || 


Chief Justice of the United States Supreme | 
Court. He could do it just as well as any of 
the rest if you give him ample time; but they 


parties whom they will appoint. Therefore, 
it is not a question of principle, but it is a 
question simply of practical operation. 

How will this bill operate if it goes into 
effeet? Take the illustration given by the 
Senator from Illinois, the case of Judge Woods. 


to the western boundary of Texas, a distance 
of considerably over a thousand miles, prob 
ably fifteen hundred miles. He has been 


| presiding in that circuit now between two and 


three years only. 


His time has been occupied 
in holding courts. 


I think it fair to assume 


that Judge Woods to-day does not know one 


man in Georgia where Judge Erskine knows 
five hundred. And so of the other States. | 
Judge Busteed, of Alabama; Judge Hill, of 
Mississippi; and Judge Durrell, of Louisiana, 


| 
j 
| 
} 


| in time to hold the election? 


| to make 


| under 
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prevent an imposition upon him in the ap par 


| cations that will be made to him to appoint 
| these supervisors? Can he write from Alabama 


to Texas within ten days and get information 
as to who these parties are and then change 
his appointments, or make his ap pointments 
after he gets his information and then the 
itp pointee s receive their ap pointment in Texas 
rhe proposiuon 
simp rly amounts to an absurdity ; 3 I say it with 
allrespect. It is utterly impossible, therefore, 
in its practical working, for this bill to accow- 
plish any good, and in this view of the ques- 
tion alone do | think the Senate ought to act. 


| Hence it is not a question of principle at all, 
| but it is a question as to whether the bill in its 
| operation will have any good effect. 

There can be no || 
other construction, let the honorable Senator || ; 


Mr. 


ator 


CASSERLY. Mr. President, the Sen- 
from Vermont has come somewhat late 
into the ‘fray, ve vy much astonished as well as 
exceedingly suspicious. I will first refer to 


| his ast nishiment. 


He is astonished that objections now should 
be made to investing the appointment of eight, 


| ten, or twelve thousand ollicers of election all 


over the country, in nine circuit judges, and 


| that arguments should be made in tavor of 
| giving that extraordinary power to sixty or 


of his 
to which 


The source 


the biil 


seventy district judges. 
astonishment is that when 


| the present measure is proposed as an amend- 
| ment was passing through the Senate, 


ho 
objection was made by the opponents of the 
bill to giving the power of appointment to the 
circuit judges. lt would seem, too, that he 
has been looking through the Globe in order 
certain of what he said. Did his 
researches enable him to refresh his memory 
as to the character of the measure—I speak 
now of both measures, the bill of 1870 and 
the bill of 1871—and as to the circumstances 
which they were introduced into this 
body and put through? 

Sir, he knows just as well as anybody in the 


| Senate, and perhaps a great deal better than 


| most, what were the features of those bills, 
His circuit extends from the Savannah river || 


of each of them and of both of them, against 
which the main opposition was presented. 
He knows (whether we were right or wrong) 


that we opposed each of those bilis upon 


grounds of such magnitude as to make the 
question of the power which should appoint 
these supervisors utterly insignificant by com- 


| parison, utterly immaterial as to whether it 
| was reposed in the circuit or in the district 


judges. 
Sir, we dealt with thoge bills as bills that 
struck down, at a blow, the whole power of 


no right to say just reproach, and [ do not say 
it—it might be found in some district and in 
some State extremely convenient for some 
party or other, (probably the Republican party, | 
because that has to bear all the sins) to have a | 
district judges elect some people to make this 


| know more men of both parties in their States, 
one hundred to one, than Judge Woods, 
Now, then, it is a question of practical 
operation. If you want this bill to have a fair 
|| operation in this election, let the supervisors be 
| selected by the judges who know the men whom 


| the State over its own elections; as bills that 
| put it into the power of the Administration 
party of this country to destroy at its will to 
any extent or to the whole extent, the free- 
dom of election in the States. Does he vot 
| know that our judgment was that each of 


observation rather than the circuit judge. 


of course [donot saythat. Iknow no Senator 


would have any such motive; but Senators | 
are sometimes talked to by people who con- || 
ceal their motives, and I suspect that is the | 


motive. 
But, Mr. President, [havetaken more time 


in pointing out to the Senate the solid prin- |, 
ciple upon which this original proposition | 
I hope we | 


rests than I ought to have done. 
shall adhere to it. 

Mr. NORWOOD. The honorable Senator 
from Vermont bases his view of the question 
simply upon the ground of principle, that the 
bill proceeds upon the principle that a circuit 
jadge is purer than a district judge. We do 
not look upon our judges in the South in that 
way. 
men. 
is concerned, to intrust this matter in the 
hands of either one or the other. If the hon- 
orable Senator thinks that one United States 
judge is amore nonorable mau than another, 
and therefore that he would rather commit 


But i] 


| open his court within any time longer than 


| tion, and therefore, unless he sees fit to do it 
| he need not do it, though the application may 
|| be J 


| therefore, will open his court in Alabama ten 


We look upon them all as honorable | 
We are not afraid, so far as their action | thousands of supervisors from Georgia to 
| Texas within those ten days. 
| Judge Woods, (and that would be the case, 


|| for | know him to be an honorable man,) 


they are selecting, and not let it depend, as the 
Senator from Ohio said, upon the presentation 
of the parties who come and make the applica- 
tion for the appointme nt of these supervisors, 


| who will be in effect the appointing power 


of these parties and not the judge. 

Now, look at the time that is limited for 
the operation of this bill; the time for this 
judge to actin. Withinten days he shall open 
this court. He is not required by the bill to | 


ten days prior to the registration or the elec- 


made before that time. Judge Woods, 


days prior to the election of next November, 
and he is then to appoint thousands and 


Now, suppose 







should appoint with all the caution possible, | 
what precautionary measures can be adopted to | 


1 
1 

| manders-in-chief of the Army and Navy to 
| use the Army and Navy with the same power 





those bills was filled not only with uncon- 
stitutional, but with odious and oppressive 
details? Does he remember the objection 
that was made to the original bill, and never 
attempted to be answered, that it put it into 


| the power of any man, though he were a con- 
| vict who had nn come out of State’s 
| after serving 


prison 
lis time, upon an ex parte ath- 
davit, to break up the election at any poll in 
the country? Does he remember that that 
bill contained a provision enabling the Presi- 
dent to appoint any number of deputy com- 


andthe same freedom with which he could use 
them ? 

Why, sir, it was a bill as we regarded it—I 
speak of each of them—filled from the first 


| line to the last, almost, with such provisions 
| as it seemed to us impossible the Senate 
| could ever adopt. 


When we had to deal with 
causes of complaint so pressing and so grave, 
it would have been the height of folly in us 
to pause by the way to discuss whether the 
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appointment of your congressional supervisors 
of election should be vested in the circuit 
judges or in the district judges. 

In the second of those bills the enormous 
power was given to these supervisors to super- 
vise and to overlook the elections for State 
ollicers. There was no pretense, and there 
could be none, that Congress had, under any 
view of the Constitution, the slightest au- 
thority to interfere with those elections; but 
under a mere bald, transparent pretense that 
it might be necessary in order to carry out the 
congressional control of elections for Repre- 
sentatives and Delegates in Congress, these 
congressional supervisors were authorized to 
regulate the polling, to scrutinize the polling, 
and overhaul the ballot-boxes in which votes 
were received and only were received for those 
officers, and only those officers were to be 
voted for under the exclusive authority of the 
State, 

Why, sir, we should have been justly ridic- 
ulousif, when we were dealing with sucha meas 
ure as that, we spent our breath in complaining 
that the appointment of officers armed with 
such extraordinary powers as these supervisors 
were armed with should be given here or 
there. No source of appointmert could have 
purged such a body of men of the despotic 
and unconstitutional powers reposed in them 
by the act. 

Does the Senator remember also the cir- 
cumstances under which the first of those 
bills was put through in the Senate? Does he 
remember that he and his associates in this 
body compelled the minority to sit here from 
twelve o'clock at noon of one day until seven 
o'clock of the morning of the next day? And 
he wants to know why that little jaded band 
of men, to whose eyes even the excess of their 
fatigue forbade sleep to come through all those 
long and weary hours—he is astonished that 
during that session of nineteen hours when 
there was but a handful of us here in all, and 
frequently but two or three, as it were, to 
mount guard againsts the assaults upon the 
Constitution—he wonders now why none of 
us had not anything to say as to why these ap- 
pointments should not be given to the dis- 
trict judges rather than the circuit judges! 
Why, sir, that would have been a very foolish 
undertaking for us! We had matter much 
more serious to deal with. 

Does he not remember also the circum- 
stances under which the second bill was brought 
forward and putthrough? After eleven o'clock 
of one night at the close of a long and weary 
session, under the whip and spur of a call of 
the Senate, and with the Sergeant-at-Arms 
bringing in Senators from their lodgings, the 
Senate was forced to take up that bill. Next 
day it came before the Senate, and that, too, 
was put through at a single sitting; and we 
who had been here until nearly midnight the 
night before were kept until the majority, 
composed of the Senator from Vermont and 
his associates, had put that bill through long 
afier midnight. And yet he wonders why 
under those circumstances we did not spend 
our breath, and those energies which we were 
obliged to reserve for greater things in those 
two battles for the Constitution, upon such an 
utterly insiguificant matter in comparison as 
whether the appointment of these supervisors 
should be in the circuit or in the district 
judges. 

Now, sir, we bave to deal with a bill with 


one, 


biguous words through the country from his 
place in the Senate, if he had specified some 
If there be anywhere a district judge 
who is unfit to be intrasted with the power of 
appointing these officers, the blame of his 
being in ollice lies at the door of the Senator 
and his associates in this Chamber. It does 
not lie at the door of the minority here. The 
Senator should have given us specifications 
of the ground of his suspicion. He under- 
takes to tell us that the district judges are 
less fit than the circuit judges because they 
move in a narrower circle; that the limits 
of their districts are more confined as to 
extent and as to population than the limits 
of a circuit. Sir, what an extraordinary 
ground is that for a Senator of the general 
acuteness and ability of that Senator to take! 
Except in the State of New York, the State 
of Pennsylvania, and some of the larger 
States, a district is coterminus, generally 
speaking, with a State. The argument of the 
Senator from Vermont seriously is that a dis- 
trict judge who lives in Georgia, like the judge 
of whom my friend from Georgia has just 
spoken, is so affected by the fact that he lives 
in Georgia, that he is unable to appoint super- 
visors of election for the State of Georgia 
with as much discrimination and with as much 
judgment as the circuit judge, who lives in 
Alabama, and who cannot by any possibility 


| know one man in Georgia where the district 


judge knows fifty. The narrowness of his 
sphere, says the Senator, disqualifies the dis- 
trict judge by comparison. ‘Then a circuit 


judge with five States in his circuit ought to | 


be infinitely better qualified to judge, as to the 


| fitness of men to be appointed under this law | 


in each one of those States than the district 
judge in each of those States. Why, sir. that 
isan argument, if the Senator made it as an 


| arguinent, which requires only to be stated. 


‘The best answer to it is the statement of it. 


The Senator said something about party | 


He surely did 
That would not be his delib- 


impulses and party biases. 
not mean that. 
erate expression, 


| highest times of party violence anything which 
implicated the district judges as a body, or 
'indeed the district judges individually, with 
| very few exceptions, in any transactions which 


would render them in the slightest degree 


_ amenable to the imputation ofthe Senator trom 


Vermont. 
ator has suspicions. I might suspect; I might 
have suspicions that when a Senator as able 
and as fertile in resoucres as the Senator from 
Vermont fails so utterly in his attempt to give 


reasons and to furnish arguments for selecting || 


'the cireuit judge, with his impossibility of 


knowledge, in preference to the district judge, 


| with all his opportunities for knowledge, there | 


is some reason which cannot be made public 
that is at the bottom of this measure. But, 
sir, Limpute nosuch suspicion. This much 4 
can say: in the failure of an able man to 


furnish a good reason for this action the con- | 


| clusion is inevitable that there is no reason for 


the express subject; now it is proper for as | 


to consider whether the powers contemplated 
by the act should not be reposed in the district 
judges, who have the proper means of inform- 
ation, rather than in the circuit judges, who 
have not and who cannot possibly bave; and 
what does the Senator say? He is very sus- 
picious of those who differ from him. I do 
uot know what he means by reference to a 
eee distriet judge. It would have been 





etter, | think, when he was scattering am- || 


it, good, bad, or indifferent. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 


tion is on the amendment of the Senator from | 


Illinois, upon which the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. 

‘The yeas and nays were taken. 

Mr. SAWYER. 
paired with the Senator from Missouri. 
[Mr. Buarr.] If present he would vote ‘‘yea,’’ 
and I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

Mr. GILBERT. I am paired with the 
Senator from Maryland, [Mr. Vickers. ] 

The result was announced—yeas 19, nays 
25 ; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Hamilton of Maryland, 
Hamiiton of Texas, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, 
Pratt, Ransom, Saulsbury, Sprague, Stevenson, 


Stockton, Thurman, Tipton, and West—19. 
NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Car- 





On this question I am | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Harlan, Kel- 
logg, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Osborn, 
Pool, Rice, Scott, Stewart, Sumner, Wilson, Win- 
dom, and Wright—25. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Blair, Brownlow, Buckingham, 
Caldwell, Cameron, Clayton, Conkling, Cragin, Davis 
of Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, t})|- 
bert, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, Hill, Hitcheock, Howe, 


| Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Nye, Patterson, Pomeroy. 


Ramsey, Robertson, Sawyer, Schurz, Sherman, 
Spencer, Trumbull, and Vickers—3v. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques. 
tion now is on concurring in the amendment 
made in Committee of the Whole, which was 


_ proposed by the Senator from Indiana, [ Mr. 
| Morton, ] to insert an additional section rela- 


tive to the designations of district judges by 
the circuit judges. 
The amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. KEI,LOGG. I now offer the amend- 
ment which I referred to some time since, 
which I omitted to offer in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The Chief Clerk read the proposed amend- 
ment, which was to insert as an additional 
section the following: 


Sec —. That the seventh section of the act to 
which this is an amendment shall be, and is hereby, 
amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 7. Thatif, in any election district or voting 


| precinctin any congressional district for which there 


shall have been appointed supervisors of election, 


| for any election at which a Representative or Dele- 


I never have heard in the || 


The Senator suspects; the Sen- || 








gate in Congress shall be voted for, the said super- 
visors of election, or either of them, shall not be 
allowed to exercise and discharge fully and freely, 
without bribery, solicitation, interference, binder- 
ance, molestation, or violence, or threats thereof, on 
the part of orfrom any person or persons, each and 
every of the duties, obligations, and powers con- 
ferred upon them by this act, and the act hereby 
amended, it shall be the duty of the supervisers of 
election, and each of them, to makea prompt report, 
under oath, within ten days after the day of elee- 
tion, to the officer who, in accordance with the pro- 
visions of section thirteen of this act, shall have 
been designated as the chief supervisor of the judi- 
cial district in which the election district or voting 
precinct wherein they or he served shall be, of the 
manner and means by which they were, or he waz, 
not allowed so to fully and freely exercise and dis- 
charge the duties and obligations required and im- 
posed by this act. And upon receiving any such 
report it shall be the duty of the said chief super- 
visor, acting both in such capacity and officially as 
a commissioner of the circuit court, to forthwith 
examine into allthe facts thereof, to subpena and 
eompel the attendance before him of witnesses, 
administer oaths, and take testimony in respect to 
the charges made, and priorto the assembling of the 
Congress in which any such Representative or Dele 

gate was voted for, to have filed with the Clerk of 
the House of Representatives of the Congress of the 
United States all the evidence by him taken, all in- 
aero by him obtained, and all reports to him 
made, 


Mr. KELLOGG. This amendment changes 
the seventh section of the original law only so 
as to make it conform to the section already 
adopted, changing the second, third, and 
thirteenth sections of that law. In other words, 
the effect of this amendment is only to perfect 
the bill. The amendment recites in hec verba 
section seven that it proposes to amend, 
except that in the place of the words ‘‘ city, 
town, or village,’’ the words ‘any congres- 
sional district’’ are inserted. Just so section 
two is amended; and since that amendment 
has been adopted, to make the bill consistent 
this also should be adopted. I do not sup- 
pose there will be any objection to it. 

Mr. THURMAN. I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out all after the word 
‘‘amended,”’ in the second line, and inserting 
in lieu of the matter stricken out the words 
‘* be, and the same is hereby, repealed ;’’ so 
that if amended it will read: 


That the seventh section of the act to which this 
is an amendment shall be, and the same ig heveby, 
repealed, 


I can conceive of no earthly use for that 
seventh section. It provides that if any super- 
visor is interfered with, he shall make a report 
to this superior supervisor who is one of 
the commissioners of the circuit court, and 
then that supervisor is ‘‘to forthwith examine 
into all the facts thereof ; to subpena and com- 


'| pel the attendance before him of any witnesses; 


penter, Chandler, Cole, Corbett, Edmunds, Ferry of |! administer oaths and take testimony in respect 
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tu the charges made, and prior to the assem- 
bling of the Congress for which any such Rep- 
resentative or Delegate was voted for, to have 

filed with the Clerk of the House of Repre- 


! 
| 


| 


sentatives of the Congress of the United States || 


all the evidence by him taken, all information 
by him obtained, and all reports to him 
made. 

his is a wholly ex parte proceeding, with- 
out one single dollar provided for executing 
the law. What, then, will be the effect prac- 
tically? What will this principal supervisor 
do without a dollar in his hands to pay for any 
of these investigations, to pay for his own ser- 
vices, and to pay for the expenses of summon- 
ing witnesses, or to pay witnesses’ fees? What 
can he do? Nothing in the world but this: he 
will take as much testimony as he may see fit 


to take to support a partisan view of the case | 


and report that, and when he has got to the || 


House of Representatives what of it? It fur- 
nishes no ground for the action of the House 
at all in any way whatsoever. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Lask the indulgence 
of my friend to give me the floor, to enable 
me to make a report. 


Mr. THURMAN. Very well. 


SALES OF ARMS, 
Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President, the 
select committee of the S Senate, to whom was 


referred the Senate resolution of February 29, 
1872, ordering an investigation into the sale 
of certain ordnance stores for a certain fiscal 
year therein mentioned, have directed me to 
make a report in writing, which I now do. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I present the views of 
the minority of the same committee. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I move that the report of 
the committee, and also the views of the mi- 
nority, with the evidence in the case, be printed, 
and that twothousand extra copies ‘be printed. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, must not 
the question of printing extra copies go to the 
Committee on Printing? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
BULL in the chair. ) 
mittee on Printing. The Chair was about to 
put the roe on the motion to print. 

Mr. SU MNER. On that question I have 
one word to say. 

It may be known to Senators that when this 
committee was constituted I was out of my 
seat, being an invalid at bome. I read the 
names of the committee with amazement, and 
regretted much that | was not here to protest 
against its formation. What I was unable to 
do then, I do now, with reluctance, but in the 
discharge of a duty. I protest now against 
the report, believing the committee organized 
in violation of parliamentary law, so that its 
report can be received only as the verdict of 
a jury disqualified to act in the case. 
senting this protest I adopt the language of 
the Manual: 


**Those who take exceptions to some particulars 
in the bill are to be of the committee, but none who 
speak directly against the body of the bill; for be 
that would totally destroy will not amend it, 
(Hakew., 146; Town., col. 208; D’Ewes, 634, col. 2; 
Scob., 47;) or, as is said, 


(Mr. Trum- 


That goes to the Com- | 


In pre- || 


(5 Grey, 145,) the child | 


is not to be put to a nurse that cares nothing for | 


it, (6 Grey, 373.) Itis therefore a constant rule ‘that 
ne man is to be employed in any matter who bas de- 
clared himself against it.’ 


its committee, he ought to ask to be excused. 
Thus, (March 7, 1606,) Mr. Hadley was, on the ques- 
tion being put, excused from being of a committee, 


declaring himself to be against the matter itself. 
(Seob., 46.)” 


And when any mew- || 


» made by the c itt ad eleeted, 
ber who is against the bili hears himseté named of || °° be made by the committee they had eleeted 


the Earl of Danby, Lord Treasurer, in the 


reign of Charles 11, December 21, 1668, where 
it was said: 
‘No man, by the ancient rule of the H: uses, is 


to be of a committee of a thing he is against. 
Mark, sir, the breadth and ene rgy of the 


| language—‘‘ of a thing he is against.’’ 





| basis. 


| the Senator from Massachusetts. 


‘The Senate cannot forget the utterances of 


the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hamuin] daring | 


the debate on the arms question, against the 


movement for inquiry; and yet he was made | 


chairman of the committee 
inquiry 

Mr. HAMLIN. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. SUMNER. IL beg the Senator’s par- 
don; I shall be through in a minute. Nor 
can they forget the utterances of the Senator 
from Wisconsin, { Mr. CanPENTER, ] seeking to 
protect the sale of arms by a new version of 
international law; and yet he now makes the 
report. Sir, unless the rules of parliamentary 
law as set forth in our Manual are a mockery, 
those Senators were disqualified to occupy the 
positions they do as much as a juror who had 
expressed an opinion on the case before trial. 
I protest against their report. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I will not 


at this time be drawn into any discussion with 


to conduct the 





lam aware 
that the committee which has just made its re- 
port was not organized at the suggestion or 
according to the wishes of the Senator from 
Massachusetts; but | shall be ready to show 
tothe Senate and to the country that it was 
organized in accordance with parliamentary 
law. 
morning sought to send to the country an im- 
pee achinent of a report before either he or the 
Senate had read or heard one word of its con- 
tents. It is an assumption unworthy of the 
Senator and it ought not to have been made. 
It was seeking by his bald assertion, unsup- 
ported by truth, to send to the country a dec 
laration that this committee had reported with- 
out the support of parliamentary law as its 
On each of these questions | think | 
shall have no difficulty in satisfying this body ; 
but I willenter into no discussion now. Letthe 


| motion to print the extra numbers with the 


evidence go to the Committee on Printing. 
After that shall have been done, | shall then, 


| or if I may now, submit an additional motion 


that there be ten thousand copies of the report 


I will show that the Senator has this | 


of the committee, and the views of the minor- | 


ity also, printed for the use of the Senate. 
Mr. CARPENTER. Mr. President, the 
protest just read to the Senate by the Senator 
from Massachusetts would be an insult to the 
members of the committee who make the 
report but for the fact that the indignity 
heaped upon them is merged in the higher 
contempt and insult offered to the Senate 
itself. The members of that committee did 
not select themselves. They did not ask to 
be selected. 
ate, aud one member 


of the committee rose 


‘in his place and asked to be excused from 


Observe, if you please, the words of Mr. 


Jefferson i in this extract: 


“And when any member who is against the bill 
hears himself named of its committee, he ought to 


ask to be excused.” 

Sir, the words of Mr. Jefferson, the illus- 
trious Vice President who once occupied the 
seat which you now fil, are applicable to all 
inquiries as well as to bills. 1 have before 
me the note of a case of inquiry or investiga- 
tion, being the appointment of a committee 


to prepare articles of impeachment against i lay his own preamble on the table? 


serving upon it, aud the Senate by a vote re- 

fused to excuse him; thus expressing their 
determination not ouly by their election, but 
by their refusal to excuse a member of the 
committee, that they desired the investigation 


What was said or done by the Senators who 
went on that committee had been said and 
done in open Senate, and was known to the 
Senate, aud with that knowledge the Senate 
elected that committee and commanded them 
to do the duty which they bave performed. 
One word more, because | do not intend at 
this time to anticipate a general debate which 
I have no doubt will follow the publication 
of this report, aud I trust it may. It is said 
that this ‘* maiter,’’ or ‘‘ thing,’’ as itis called, 
was not committed to its friends. Sir, is there 
a member of that committee who did not vote 
for the investigation? Notone. Did not the 
Senator from Massachusetts himself vote to 


‘They were elected by the Sen- | 
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| and so did all the members of the committee. 


Not a vote was cast by a member of the com- 
mittee that-he did notconcurin. Ev ery mem- 
ber of the committee demanded an investiga- 
tion of the facts, impartial and searching. No 
Senator in the Chamber was more emphatic 
in expressing a belief that an investigation 
was necessary and in demanding it to be 
made than the men who formed that com- 
mittee, 


What is *“‘the thing?’’ Is it to have a fair 


| investigation of the facts of the case? ‘Then 


‘*the thing’’ was committed to its friends. 
however, *‘ the thing *’ is an intention to 


if, 


pro- 


| duce an impression upon the country without 


regard to truth or justice, 
was not committed 


then ‘the thing”’ 
to its friends; aud the 


| committee in their report discussing this ques- 
| tion say they desire to have it distinetly under- 
| stood that they are not the friends of any such 


** thing.” 


Mr. President, I had not supposed that there 
would be any debate upon this question now, 
andl do not propose to be drawn into it. Ihave 
made this reply to the formal protest of the 
Senator from Massachusetts that the two things 
might go upon the record together, and when 
the debate proper shall come upon it, | expect 
to be at home. , 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I have no 
desire to precipitate any debate nor to avoid 
it. IL stated that | was not in my seat when 
this committee was organized. Had I been 
here, | should have been a taithless Senator 


| if with my convictions | had not solemnly pro- 


; own, 


tested against it. I now, sir, seize the earliest 
opportunity to do what, through illness, | was 
unable to do at the earlier time. And I am 
told that I offer an insult to the commitiee 
and an insult to the Senate! The committee 
must be very sensitive and the Senate, too, if 
they find an insult when I read a paragraph 
from the Manual, not adding a word of my 
Is the paragraph so strong, it 
biting, that even to read i [ will try 
again. Jefferson : 


1s so 
stings? 
Here are words ot Mr. 

“And when any member who is against the 
hears himself named of its committee, 
ask to be excused.’’ 


bill 


he ought to 


Sir, it is no apology that the Senate did, in 
their good nature, or in pursuance of some 
outside arrangement or understanding, nowin- 
ate the two Senators or any other disqualilied 
Senator. According to parliamentary law, 
they should have risen in their places and 
asked to be excused. 

Mr. CARPENTER. 
allow me one remark? Speaking for myself, 
not for the other Senator, who is in the habit 
of speaking for himself, I may say that one 


Will the Senator 


| great distinction between the Senator from 


| would have done better 


Massachusetts and myself is that | am not 
accustomed to interpose my will ay yainst the 


will of the Senate, and condemn them for 
their choice. 
Mr. SUMNER. Very well; the Senator 


had he followed 
mandate of parliamentary law rather than the 
dictate of, | know not what, but the newspa 


the 


| pers say of an outside arrangement commonly 


| B10n 


He did, |; my opinionis of little value; 


The words are: 


‘And when any member who is against 
hears himself named of its committee, he 
ask to be excused.” 


called a caucus, 


the bill 
vugbt lo 


Now, sir, I shall insist from this time for- 
ward that those words of parliamentary law 
shall have some recognition in this Chamber. 
We have seen them set aside habitually, not 
for the first time in the creation of this com- 
mittee ; but at an earlier day during this se 
were they set aside. I insist that they 
shall be recoguized as of some value; nor am 
Ito be answered by being told that because I 
read a chapter of purhamentary law | insuit 
the Senator from Wisconsin! No, the Senaior 
must find something else against that positive 
mandate. It is not enough to say that it is an 
insult. Why, sir, it is not I who 


Bay LIB 4 


it is parliamentary 
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law that says it. Nor am I now, as the Sen- 


ator from Maine says, seeking to anticipate | 


any judgment on the report he has made. 


Pubhe ramor has already announced the char: | 


acter of that report; | say nothing about it. 


My present purpose is to help the country | 


understand that there is such a thing as 


parliamentary law, and that the committee | 


was organized in violation of it. Such is 
my solemn judgment. Nor am I to be ter- 
rified because the Senator from Maine says 
that hereafter in debate he shall meet the 
question I present. Let him meet the law. 
‘That is all. I would not add to the law, not 
a word; the law ia enough; but I do insist 


that hereafter, and from this time forward, the | 
L insist that when | 


law shall be recognized. 
inquiries are moved they shall not be handed 
over to tbeir enemies. I insist that that old 
parliamentary language which even finds its 


place in our index taken from the text shall | 


be recognized. 


“The child should not be put to a nurse that cares 
pot for it.”” 


llow expressive. As good asaspeech. Does | 


not everybody after debate know who the 
nurses are that care not for a child ? 
Now, sir, itis no answer to say that after 


protracted debate, during which Senators made || 
insulting to those who | 


speeches studiously 
brought forward this proposition, they at last 
recorded their names in favor of the inquiry, 
so that they gave a formal asseat. But thatis 
lithe more than moonshine! I mean to be 
pariiamentary. The practical question is 
whether those Senators were not throughout 
that whole discussion against what the old 
cases call ‘the thing,’’ what they eall ‘the 
matter.’’ 
fuile, let the conscience of every Senator testify 
who has not forgotten that debate. 

One of the best parliamentarians who ever 
sat in cither House was a gentleman whom I 
remember with respect, though I seriously 
differed from bim, Robert M. T. Hunter, of 
Virginia. He was Speaker of the other House, 
and in his valedictory remarks, March 3, 1841, 
took occasion to explain the principles gov- 
erning the formation of committees; and I 
think no one can hear what he said without 








Let the Globe testify, and if that | 


admitting that he did it with a clearness and | 


philosophy not surpassed in parliamentary 
history. According to him, and mark you, 
he spoke with experience as well as with 
reflection, those having the athrmative of a 
proportion should have the direction of the 
committee, Speaking generally, he says: 

“The party upon whom it naturally devolves to 
propose a question ought to have the power, it would 
seem, to present its proposition in the shape for 
which itis willing to be responsible, and, as the 
different parties hold the affirmative, according to 
the natureof the question, so ought the constitu- 
tion of the committees to be varied, 

Then, in language precisely applicable to the 
present case, the speaker said : 

**In committees of investigation ’’— 

This was a committee of investigation— 


“In committees of investigation it is equally 
clear that the Opposition, who hold the affirmative, 
should have the majority or the power.”’ 

When Mr. Hunter declared that rule, he 
followed the teaching of philosophy as well as 


| inajority, and that they were, in many instances, a | 








of experience; nay, sir, he explained and || 


illustrated that early rule of parliamentary 
law; and yet, contrary to this philosophy and 
in defiance of that early rule, we have seen a 
committee organized to sustain a negative | 

Mr. MORTON. Willthe Senator read that 
passage ngain? I did not hear it fully. 

Mr. SUMNER. ‘‘In committees ot invest- 
igation it is equally clear that the Opposition, 
who hold the aflirmative, should have the 
majority or the power.”’ 

Mr. MORTON, Lask the Senator this ques- 
tion: if, so far as this rule of parliamentary 
law is concerned, it would require that a bill 
being submitted to a special committee a ma- 
jority of that committee should be generally 
friendly to the bill? As you apply that to an 


investigation, does it not mean simply that 
there should be a majority on the committee 


who are favorable to an investigation; not re- | 


quiring @ majority who in advance had com- 
mitted themselves to the guilt or to the in- 
nocence of a party, but simply that a majority 
should be in favor of the investigation? ‘The 
investigation is ‘* the thing,’’ there. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very well. ‘I'he investiga- 
tion is ‘‘the thing;’’ and the two Senators 
were really against it. The Senator from Wis- 
consin——— 

Mr. CARPENTER rose. 

Mr. SUMNER. Pardon me a moment. 
The Senator from Wisconsin put forth a new 
version of international law in order to cover 
the sale of arms. You listened tohim; we all 
heard his speech, pressing that strange impos- 
sible doctrine so fruitful of trouble if adopted, 


| 80 inconsistent with correct practice, and so 


little creditable to our country as a guardian 
of international law, and yet rumor says the 


|| Senator has been authorized to embody that 
abnormal ultraism in the report of this commit- 


tee, and thus, so far as the committee can ac- 
complish it, put our country in the wrong; for 
insistance upon bad law is wrong. 

But, sir, that very ultraism was an excuse 
for the conduct of the War Department, and 
yet the Senator who had thus barricaded him- 
self in favor of the War Department was 
allowed to conduct the business of the com- 
mittee and make its report. Where is parlia- 
mentary law? 1 speak with feeling. J, sir, 
am for fair play in this Chamber. I wish 
those who differ from me to have fair play, and 


I cannot consent that a majority, even that | 


with which | have the honor of being associ- 
ated, shall depart from this rule,which is sane- 
tioned by morals as well as law. Mr. Jeffer- 
son has given us a lesson on this head in the 
opening chapter of his Manual, 


Onslow: 


** That these forms, as instituted by our ancestors, 
operated as a check and control on the actions of the 


shelter and protection to the minority against the 
attempts of power.”’ 

But this very rule of parliamentary law 
which I now invoke was intended as a shelter 
and a protection of the minority against the 
attempts of power; and yet it 
brushed aside as if it were nothing. 


has 


Sir, the report of this committee will not | 
have been in vain if it brings the Senate to its 


sense of duty on this question, so that here- 
after the precedent shall be fixed that never 


again shall this fundamental rule be set at | 


naught. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, I repeat 
what I said a few moments since, that I do 
not propose to be drawn into a lengthy dis- 
cussion on this question at this time. It is 
out of place; it does not belong to the occa- 


_sion; and surely I am the last person on earth 
'who would attempt to frighten the Senator 


from Massachusetts. The Senator may quiet 
his nerves; I shall never make any such at- 
tempt. I can equally assure that Senator that 
he will not disturb me in the equanimity of 
my own position. Notwithstanding the man- 
ner in which these subjects were originally 
brought before the Senate, notwithstanding 
all that has taken place, to the outside wor! 


| I think the judgment would be that the action 


of those presenting indicated that they would 


| regard revenge as the highest duty of a states 


man und the sweetest of all pleasures. 
I do not, | say aguin, mean to be drawn into 


_any extended discussion, but [ mean to state 
thatthe Senator from Massachusetts in his own 


peculiar way has again made his broad decla- 
rations here of what is parliamentary law, has 
read that parliamentary law, and in my judg- 
ment it has no earthly application to the case, 
but it goes to the world as applicable. When 
the proper time shall come, we will investigate 
it carefully and see whether parliamentary law 
has been violated in any particular. 


when he | 
quotes these words from the famous Speaker 


been | 
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I only wish to state that from the com. 
mencement up to the present time I was in 
favor of a full, free, and unlimited investiga. 
tion of this subject. I entered not into the 
discussion of the question except to speak a 
few words upon the preamble, against which | 
did not vote; I did not vote upon the question. 
I was absent from the Senate when the ques- 
tion was taken; but for ‘the thing’ I wags 
most assuredly in favor of it from beginning 
to end, ay, in my judgment, vastly more in 
favor of it than the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. Now, fearing that the calamitous re- 
sults which he had hoped are not to be wit- 
nessed, like an adroit special pleader he comes 
to divert public attention from the general 
issue to a particular one not involved in this 
ease at all, as I think we shall be able to 
show. 

I hope, sir, that the motion to print the 
extra numbers may go to the committee and 
let them determine what number shall be 
printed. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, F must con- 
fess that this proceeding this morning is rather 
of an extraordinary character. I have no dis- 
position to discuss parliamentary law or prece- 
dents in reference to the manner in which this 
committee was constituted; but if I were to 
search for parliamentary precedents to find 
one on which the action of the Senator from 
Massachusetts this morning could be based, I 
think I should search in vain. Where will he 
find a precedent for an attack being made 
upon a report from a committee of investiga- 
tion prior to that report being received or one 
word of it listened to by any member of the 
Senate? I have no disposition to discuss the 
merits of the report of the majority or of the 
report of the minority ; but, sir, as a member 
of that committee, I take it that I should be 
false to myself, having signed one of those 
reports, if [ permitted a Senator from any- 
where to cast the insinuation upon myself as 
a member of the committee, which is plainly 
inferrible from his remarks. The Senator 
shakes his head. 

Mr. SUMNER. 
my mind at all. 

Mr. LOGAN. TI understand the Senator to 
say that he had not myself in his mind. 

Mr. SUMNER. Not at all. 

Mr. LOGAN. But his remarks are that 
this committee was packed for a purpose. 

Mr. SUMNER. I used no such language. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very well. I do not say the 
Senator used the term, but the words used 
imported that this committee was packed for 
a purpose, 

Mr. SUMNER. I have not said that. I used 
the language of the Manual. That was all. 

Mr. LOGAN. That it must be given to its 
friends. Therefore that the two Senators 
named in his protest, deemed by him as un- 
friendly to this investigation, should not have 
been in the committee. I ask what conclusion 
is deducible from that, except that the other 
five on that committee were improperly in- 
fluenced by the two who he charges with 
having been improperly put upon that com- 
mittee ? 

Mr. SUMNER. Allow me to ask my friend : 
suppose there were two jurymen who before- 
bund had declared an opinion on a case, 
would not the Senator insist that that was a 
reason for setting aside the verdict? 

Mr. LOGAN. Yes, sir, where they ex- 
pressed an opit.ion as tothe merits of the cas», 
as to the issue between the parties that was to 
be tried, but not*where they expressed un 
opinion as to whether it was proper to In- 
vestigate or not to investigate. he only 


I had not the Senator in 


question before the Senate was that question, 
and not the question of the guilt or innocence 
of the parties accused. If a man is arraigned 
for a crime or for an offense the jurors are 
asked the question, ‘‘ Have you formed and 
expressed an opinion as to the guilt or inno- 
cence of the party at the bar ?’’—not as to 
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! 
whether the party ought to be tried, not 
whether the indictment should be presented 
to the jury upon which he might be arraigned, 
but as to the guilt or innocence of the party 
charged. That is the question which is put to 
jurors. But, sir, the part of the protest I 
dislike is the part to which I| referred a mo- 
ment ago, which implies that a majority of 
this Committee was mere putty in the hands 
of the two men that he dislikes so much. 

Mr. SUMNER. I used no such language. 

Mr. LOGAN. I state here in the presence 
of the Senate that four members of that com- 
mittee went upon it without ever having 
lisped a word to the Senate as to the merits 
of the case. A majority of the committee had 
never opened their mouths in reference to | 
this case, either one way or the other, when 
they were chosen as members of the committee. 
‘These four men are indire sctly charged as either 
having perverted the testimony or deviated | 
from the path of their duty or done injustice 
to their country by forfeiting their judgment | 
and yielding to that which was an improper | 
one. | 

When I went upon that committee I was 


selected by the Senate of the United States | 
and I am free | 


without having said one word; 
to confess that when I was chosen, in my own 
mind and judgment, although | had said not 
one word, { thought that [ was an improper 
Senator to be on that committee; and why? 
1 will state the reason. Tor the reason that 
I was once a member of a committee 
investigated one of the very ollicers of the 
Army who was to be subjected to this 
investigation, and from that I had probably 
a prejudice against that man, and in my 
own mind I felt as though [ was probably 
prejudiced in the direction opposite to that 
which the Senator himself would desire preju- 
dice. I went upon the committee feeling that 
way myself. But, sir, 1 say here that | went 
upon that committee not to be made putty of 
either by the chairman of the committee or 
by the Senator from Massachusetts. | 
have been ever so much his friend, but at the 


that | 


same time on a committee, | am the friend | 


of no man except the duty that | have to per- 
form, and that | will do irrespective of friend- 
ships one way or the other. 


If there had been anything improper on | 


this committee during this investigation, it 
then might have been well to bring it betore 


i} 


may || 


| of the committee, 





the Senate ; but, sir, | demand of the Senator | 


from Massachusetts to point out one single act 


of one man on that committee who did any- | 


thing to which objection could be takeu through- | 


out the whole investigation. Tor thirty-one 
days no question was refused to be asked that 
was suggested by the Senator from Missouri, 
{ Mr. Scuurz,] who appeared there at the in- 
vitation of the committee to ask questions. 
He was there every day. His questions were 
answered ; no objection was made to them; 
and the committee conducted the i inquiry until 
it was said that there were no more witnesses 
to be brought forward, 
unfair, anything improper in the conduct of 
the committee, 


it would be well to arraign | 


lf there was anything | 


them; but because the judgment of the com- | 


mittee is different from the judgment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, its arraignment 
is made. 


Why? Because they do not happen | 


to take his views; that is to say, because that | 


committee have 


not been induced to report | 


corruption where corruption did not exist ; be- | 
cause that committee have not been induced | 


to report wrong where wrong was not proven; | 
because that committee failed to blacken the 
reputation of any man when the proof failed 
to asperse the character of a solitary man; 
because that committee failed to bend to the | 
whims and prejudices of certain men, and do 
violence and wrong to their own conscience to | 
appease the wrath that has been aroused from 
prejudice in the bosoms of some men; because 
that is the case the committee is arraigned here 
to-day for improperly conducting that which | 





United States! 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator will pardon 
me. Ihave not said aword about the conduct 
of the committee; I have simply spoken to 
the original constitution of the committee, and 
have read the text of parliamentary law. 
There L stop. When I have read the report 
then, if the oceasion shall 
I may observe on it; but meanwhile 
{ say nothing, making no reflection upon it; 
least of all have | ever intended to make any 
suggestion affecting in the most remote degree 
my honorable friend. I simply spoke to the 
original constitution of the committee, which 
{ humbly submit was inconsistent with 
requirement of parliamentary law; and let me 
say here that I do believe the establishment 


require, 


of that requirement of parliamentary law much | 


the | 
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i 
| has been confided to it by the Senate of the || one single purpose ? 
| I said, 


more important than any report that that com- | 


mittee can make. I had rather that old safe- 


guard should once more be recognized in this | 


Chamber than have any report that that com- 
mittee could draw up. 

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, I must say, 
in response to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, that his protest to the organization of 
this committee was made before the commit- 
tee, and appears in the report of the com- 


mittee and in the evidence much more at 


| length than the protest made here this morn- 


ing. Why not wait untilit can be read? Why 
not wait until the report is read? Why not 
wait until the examination of that report is 


| made by the Senate of the United States with 


the protest of the Senator ? 

Mr. SUMNER. May I answer my friend 
there? My reason is this, (though I may have 
erred; and as my friend differs from me I 
express myself with distrust:) believing this 
requirement of parliamentary law of infinite 
value, thinking it one of the safeguards of lib- 
erty in this Chamber, and of correct proceed- 
ing, 
pass without entering my protest against what 
[ thought its open defiance. I stated that had 
| been in my seat, from which I was unhappily 
absent on account of illness, I should at all 
hazards have made that, protest when the com- 
mittee was constituted. 
this earliest moment to enter my protest 
against the constitution of the committee, and 
there I stopped; I did not proceed one word 
further. I make no remark about the report, 
which I have not read. 
that [ may have to say on that until the report 
is printed. 1 confine myself simply to a pro- 
test against the original formation of the com- 
mittee, and I do it on grounds which leave my 
honorable friend entirely untouched. 


Mr. LOGAN. 


at length than the one this morning, would 
have appeared before the Senate in proper 
time, would have appeared then in stronger 
language than it even appears now, and the 
question I asked was, why not wait? Why so 


Failing then, L seized | 


I have only to repeat that | 
the protest made by the Senator, much more || 


I was not willing to allow a moment to || 


[ reserve everything | 


nervous, why so anxious to have the protest | 
of the Senator go along the wires trembling | 


over the land to be read. prior to the reading 
of the report, it being of such great length 


that the country will not probably read it? | 


Why this hot haste, if it is not for the purpose 


of forestalling the report that is coming from | 


the committee? It does seem to me this must 
be the purpose, and the. only one. I[f it is 
not, | certamly feel as though I should beg 
the Senator’s pardon for imputing to him that 
which was not just. 

Mr. SUMNER. [I think the Senator ought. 

Mr. LOGAN. I say if that is not the case, 
I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. SUMNER. I say itis not thecase. I 
have stated the case. 

Mr. LOGAN. ‘Then, if that is not the case, 
Task the Senator what was his purpose ? 

Can it perform any office before this coun- 
try save that single one? What purpose, | 
what object can be accomplished aula that 


|} pose. 


| not see the value of this rule 
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None other, becanse, as 

same protest, only much stronger, 
authorities in it, appears in the 
report. If, then, there is any object to have 
the law stated to the Senate, it is stated 
stronger in his protest before the committee, 
which will soon be in print, than he has stated 
it this morning. I then came to the conelu- 
sion that this was the object from the facts 
that came to my mind pointing in that diree- 
tion and innoneother. Hence, I say if that is 
not the object, | beg the Senator’s pardon ; 


the s 
with the 


, 


but if it is not, please tell me what object there 
is in it? 


Mr. SUMNER. Shall I tell the Senator? 
Mr. LOGAN. Certainly. 
Mr. SUMNER. 1 want to make it impossi- 


ble for such a committee as that ever to be 
appointed again in this Chamber. I want to 
set up this old rale of parliamentary law. | 
do it forthe benefit of minorities, and, accord- 
ing to the language quoted by Mr. Jefferson, to 
keep a protection against the wantonness of 
majorities. That is my object; and with such 
an object I think my friend can well pardon 
me if | am in earnest, and if I do not miss the 
opportunity presented. ‘The Senator does not 
feel strongly on the question asldo. He does 
as Ido. Sir, | 
have been in minorities. I know the protec- 
tion which parliamentary rules are intended to 
supply to minorities; | wish to preserve them ; 
and when I 


see such a rule overthrown | ven- 
ture simply to make my protest against the 
overthrow. I failed to make it when the com- 


mittee was formed; | muke it now at this first 
moment. It is not enough to tell me that I 
| made a protest also in the committee-room 
| and that my protest is printed. The Senator 
knows very well thatthat isnotenough. Where 
such an act has been done and a parliamentary 
rule like that set aside, there ought to be a 
protest every day until the rule is restored to 
its original force. 
| Mr. LOGAN. In other words, the protest 
comes to this, that no man ought to be put 
upon a committee who votes in favor of the 
committee, but every man ought to be on a 
committee that would be certain to report 
against the party charged with an offense. 
That is the effect of it, for if this committee 
was not made up of friends of the investiga 
| tion, the record proves nothing, for that is the 
record. Whether they were or not, that is the 
record, and you cannot go behind it. It was 
made up of a majority of members in favor 
of investigation. If the rule is worth a cent, 
the committee was properly organized. If 
the contrary of the rule is to be taken in this 
body, then the enemies of the parties to be 
investigated are the only ones that are to be 
selected; and I presume the Senate would 
certainly not do that. 
| Now, Mr. President, I have detained the Sen- 
ate much longer than | intended when I[ rose. [ 
was only actuated to make these remarks, as | 
| said, because | felt sore, too, under the remarks 
of the Senator from Massachusetts. | should 
much have preferred if the Senator had charged 
the whole committee with being biased and 
prejudiced than to have charged two of the 
| committee with bias and prejudice, when we 
| have all, saving one, signed the same report. 
It was acharge against those two men, but also 
a severe charge against the rest of the com- 
| mittee ; in factit was severer aguinst them ; for, 
_asI said, they were charged indirectly with 
baving bee n men who were merely in the hands 
| of those two to be wielded and used for a pur- 
To refer to this was the object | had, 
| and none other. I hope that the Senate will 
| each and every one examive both reporis, and 
my opinion is that there will be nothing found 
| in either the report of the majority or minority 


1 
| Massachusetts. 


| that will give consolation to the Senator from 
| ‘The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Tro. 
| BULL in the chair. ) The order to print Lhe 


| report and the views of the minority, togetber 
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with the evidence, will be 
motion to print the 
understand to be ten thousand 

Mr. HAMLIN. ‘Ten thousand of the report, 
and two thousand of the evidence. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
to print ten thousand copies of the report, to- 
gether with the views of the minority, and two 
thousand of the report and views with the evi- 
dence, will go to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I will add one other mo- 
tion: ‘‘and thattwo hundred additional copies 
be printed for the use of the War Depart- 
ment.”” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That mo- 
tion also will go to the Committee on Print- 
ing. 

Mr. THURMAN. In the long debate that 
took place on the resolution for the appoint- 
ment of the committee on investigation that 
has just reported, I took no part, and I think 
no member on this side of the Chamber took 
any part. IL had determined, after examining 


made, and the 





that testimony for myself, to make up my mind | 


on it whether there was anything that needed 
the observation of the Senate or the country. 
The report is now made; all the tesuumony 
with it; and it isto be printed for the use of 
the Senate. The motion is made to print 
extra copies for distribution among the people. 
What | wish to say is that before that motion 


T 


extra copies, which I | 


shal! be acted upon | hope sutlicienttime will be | 


given for examining the report and the testi- 
mony. It will be printed for the use of the 
Senate, and | hope that the Committee on 
Printing will not call up any resolution they 
may report for the printing of extra copies 
unul a sullicient time shall have elapsed for 
every one to investigate the report and the 
testimony. Itis possible that on that motion 
to print extra copies a debate will arise. If 
there are matters that demand observation 
before the Senate or that demand the attention 
of the Senate in these reports and in this testi- 
mony, the proper time to notice them will be 
when that resolution for the printing of extra 
copies shall be before the Senate. I hope, there- 
fore, the Committee on Printing will not call 
up any resolution, if they should report one, 
for the prinung of extra copies until we have 
all had time to examine the report and the 
testimony. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I say to the Senator from 
Ohio that I will coUperate with him precisely 
in the line he has suggested. 

Mr. THURMAN. | desire that because, as 
I stated, we said nothing on this side of the 
Chamber upon this subject while it remained 
simply in assertion and denial. We waited 
for the proof. Now we have the evidence and 
we want time to examine it. If we find upon 
that evidence that there should be a verdict 
of acquittal, no matter whom it may affect, 
whether they are our personal friends or our 
politcal friends or political foes, we shall be 
ready to pronounce that verdict of acquittal. 
If we find, on the other hand, that there is 
matter to coudemn, | hope that no one will 
hesitate to do his duty by condemning. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Represent- 
atives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, an- 
nownced that the House insisted on its amend- 
ment to the bill (S. No. 463) to enable the 
President to appoint a Paymaster General 
of the Army, agreed to the conference asked 
by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. Wittiam G. Donnan of Iowa, Mr. Joun 
Copnvurn of Indiana, and Mr. Henry W. Sio- 
cum of New 
iis part. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed a bill (H. R. No. 2713) to estab 
lish a mail route; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

AMENDATORY ENFORCEMENT ACT. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of 





York, managers at the same on | 


the bill (S. No. 
‘‘An act to amend an act approved May 31, 
1570, entitled ‘An act to enforce the rights of 
citizens of the United States to vote in the | 


| several States of the Union, and for other 
| purposes.’ ’’ 


Mr. THURMAN. Thisinterlude is so much 


more interesting than the play in which we are 


| engaged, and has diverted the attention of the 
| Senate, | fancy, so much from the bill before | 


them, that they have quite forgotten what is 


the subject now under consideration, and it | 
will make it necessary for me to repeat in a | 


few words what | had before said. 


The Senator from Louisiana moves to amend | 


the bill by inserting the printed amendment 


| which is upon our table; that is to say, by 


amending the seventh section of the original | 


act so that it shall read as is provided in this 














amendment; in other words, to extend the 
seventh section of the act to all the election 
precincts that are provided for in the bill that 
is now before the Senate, instead of its being 
confined to cities and towns of twenty thousand 


| inhabitants. 


Mr. KELLOGG. Is the Senator upon the 
amendment now pending to amend the seventh 
section? 


Mr. THURMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. KELLOGG. 1 had lost sight of it in | 
the discussion that has ensued. [{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly; and | have 


no doubt everybody else in the Senate did but 
| myself, and I should have lost sight of it if I 


had not been compelled to speak to it. [Laugh- 
ter.] That is the pending amendment, and I 


| move to amend that amendment by striking 
| out all after the word 
second line, and inserting ‘* be, and the same 


‘‘amended,’’ in the 


is hereby, repealed ;’’ so that if my amend. 


ment prevails it will be a repeal of the seventh || 
|| section of the original act. 


Now, sir, once more, let us see what this 


seventh section is, which it is now proposed 
| to extend to every election precinct in every 


congressional district in the whole Union, or 
it may be so extended in case supervisors are 
appointed. It provides that if any supervisor 
shall be hindered or obstructed in the discharge 
of his duty, or bribed or attempted to be bribed, 
or attempted to be hindered or obstructed, or 
in any way interfered with, he shall report the 
facts to the principal supervisor, an officer 


_appointed by the circuit court, and one of its 


owu commissioners ; and thereupon it is made 
the duty of that principal supervisor to do 
this: 


And upon receiving any such report, it shall be 
the duty of the said chief supervisor, acting both in 
such capacity and officially as a commissioner of the 
circuit court, to forthwith examine into all the facts 
thereof, to subpenaand compel the attendance before 
him of witnesses, administer oaths and take testi- 
mony in respect to the charges made, and prior to 
the assembling of the Congress in which any such 
Representative or Delegate was voted for to have 
filed with the Cierk of the House of Representatives 
of the Congress of the United States all the evidence 
by him taken, all information by him obtained, and 
all reports to him made, 

The first thing that I ask is, cui bono? 
What good is to come of this action of this 
chief supervisor? Suppose that he goes on, 
makes an investigation, takes testimony ever 
so voluminous, and files it with the Clerk of 
the House of Representatives, pray of what 
value is that evidence? Not one word of it 
ean be read in a contest of the election of a 
member of Congress. We havea law in regard 
to taking testimony in contested elections, 
The House, at this very session, passed an act 
amending thatlaw. Your Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections reported the House bill 
back to the Senate with additional and carefully 


prepared amendments, and in that amended 


form it has passed the Senate, I believe. It | 


will undoubtedly become a law, and will make 
a very perfect law for the taking of testimony 
in all cases of contested elections, and no tes- 
limony, except testimony thus taken, pursuant 
to the provisions of that law, can be used in 
the case of a contested election in the House 


791) to amend an act entitled | I 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| bill does not give him a dollar to do it. 





May 11, 


| of Representatives. Of what use, then, is this 
provision that this chief supervisor shall go 
| to work and, ex parte, make an investigation 
in regard to the election of a member of Con- 
gress, and lay all that testimony before the 
House of Representatives, when it will not be 
worth the paper upon which it is written? 

Again, the whole thing is impracticable un- 
less you are prepared to make larger appro - 
priations forthe purpose. How can this chief 
supervisor take this testimony; how can he 
make this investigation ; how can he summon 
witnesses, bring them from a great distance 
to the place where he shall take the testi- 
mony, keep them here for days, pay all their 
expenses, all their witness fees, and all the 
expenses incident to such an examination as 
that—how can he do that without money? And 
you do not give him a dollar to do it. The 
The 
section to which it is an amendment does not 
give him a dollar to do it. The consequence 
is, that no man will do any such thing unless 
he is paid by a party to make a party report 
for a partisan purpose. The whole effect of 
the section, if it stands in’ the bill, is this: 
that where a party for partisan purposes, for 
the purpose of creating a prejudice, shall see 
fit to get up such a report as this, and pay the 
expenses, then they can get it up to influence 
public opinion, or to influence and bias the 
minds of members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives; but, as I said before, the testi- 
mony thus taken is wholly useless, for not one 
word of it can be read on the contest of an 
election. 

The whole section, therefore, is unneces- 
sary. It never ought to have been in the 
original bill. There never was any reason for 
it in the original bill, and instead of amend- 
ing it, and extending it as wide as this bill 
proposes now to extend that law, it ought to 
be stricken out. I hope, therefore, the motion 
I make, which is to repeal that seventh sec- 
tior, will prevail. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I have not examined the 
section especially heretofore with reference to 
other parts of the bill; neither do 1 think 
it is of very great importance ; ; but it has oc- 
curred to me that the principal object prob- 
ably the framers of the original bill had was 
to accumulate and perpetuate the testimony 
at the time when it was easily obtainable, and 
not wait until a lapse of weeks and months, 
and until in the mean time, after a consider- 
able interim, Congress shall have assembled. 
I, for the life of me, cannot see any very great 
objection to it; but after hearing what the 
Senator says 

Mr. THURMAN. Allow me to show the 
Senator that thatis noreason at all. Under the 
law in regard to contested elections, notice of 
contest must be served within thirty or sixty 
days ; it is not more than sixty days after the 
member elect receives his certificate of elec- 
tion; and the testimony must all be taken 
within a very short time after that. Only 
about sixty days are allowed to take the tes- 
timony. So that the testimony must be taken 
upon a contested election quite as soon as it 
could be taken under this bill. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I think I will venture, 
without having consulted with the chairman 
of the committee, inasmuch as I offered this 
amendment, to withdraw it. But I think we 
had better leave the section of the act that it 
proposes to amend, the seveuth section, stand 
as in the original bill, and I hope the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator to repeal that 
section, it he should insist upon it, will not be 
agreed to. I think that is the safest course. 
‘The committee must have had some very good 
reason at the time for inserting the section, 
and | think evidently the intention was to fur- 





|| nish and perpetuate testimony at the time, so 


| 
| 
| 
| 
‘ 





that they could at least put the witnesses upon 
the record, and the fair presumption is, in such 
a case, when Congress assembled, that having 
once been put upon the record, ‘if not in an 
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available form So that it could be used, they 
would at least have some sort of security that 
they would not otherwise have, 

Mr. BAYARD. I should like to ask the 
from Louisiana how he can term 
such a report as is intended to be obtained by 
this amendment of his, ** testimony?’ It is 
nothing but an ex parte statement, an afh 
davit ex parte, without notice, an i which can 
affect no man’s rights and no man’s title to a 


Senator 


seal. 

| submit tothe honorable Senator and those 
who agree with him, that if this section should 
remain in the law and be amended as he has 
proposed, in case there should be irregulari- 
ties and such frauds as call for a remedy, 
the very best inducement you could have to 
correct them is the inducement to the oppos- 
ing candidate to contest the election; and as 
my honorable friend from Ohio has already 
shown, the laws amply provide for the imme- 
diate taking of testimony and its perpetuation 
inaform that will make it available for use 
before Congress. 

Therefore it does seem to me that the prop- 
osition to fake this ex parte examination 
before the chief supervisor in every one of 
hese election districts or voting precinets 
would be a most elaborate and expensive 
method of arriving at nothing. If the testi- 
mony is worth preserving it must be for the 
purpose of determining the question of the 
party's seat in Congress, and in order to make 
it available for that purpose it must be 


taken 
on notice, as is required by the laws of the 
United States. I therefore entirely agree 
with the Senator from Ohio, who spoke upon 
that subject, that this would simply be labor 
lost and expense for nothing, because the pres- 
ent law relative to contested elections pro 
vides for taking testimony, and for preserving 
the facts in such form as may be useful, and 
in the form only in which they ought to be 
used if they are meant for the benefit of the 
eople of the country. 

Mr. SCOTT. ‘The objection which the Sen- 
ator from Ohio and the Senator from Delaware 
make to this section seems to be founded 
entirely upon the idea that the only use to be 
made of this information or of the testimony 
taken, 1s to affect congressional elections, the 
right of one or the other of the contestants toa 
seat; butif they will read the language of the 
section, it seems to me it also contemplated 
prosecution of the parties who might attempt 
bribery, interference, hinderance, molestation, 
or violence at the election. It is made the 
duty of the supervisor upon receiving such 
report, acting both in the capacity of super- 
visor and officially as a commissioner of the 
circuit court, ‘‘to forthwith examine into all 
the facts thereof, to subpena and compel the 
aitendance before him of witnesses, administer 
oaths, and take testimony in respect to the 
charges made ;’’ so that 1t subserves the pur- 
pose of bringing to justice the parties who 
may have attempted interference at the elec- 
tion, and not simply that of preserving the 
means of following evidence that might be 
useful to either party in a contest. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask the honorable Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania whether there is not 
abundant machinery in the other sections of 
that law for the purpose of the prosecution 
and conviction of persons who may offend 
against its provisions ? 

Mr. SCO'rT. There may be. 

Mr. BAYARD. In haif a dozen different 
sections ; and evidently the object of this sec- 
tion was for the perpetuation of testimony 
and its return to Congress, and it is perfectly 
plain, as the honorable Senator himself will 
admit, that if you do perpetuate it in this 
form you make it worthless as testimony to 
affect the seat of anybody. The other sections 
of the law give ample machinery for the im- 
mediate aud ve ry severe punishment of any 
person who shall infringe the provisions of 
the law. 
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Mr. SCOTT. It may be that there are other 
penal provisions in this act of Congress which 
may enable prosecutions to be carried on 
against those who mi Ly otfend as rail ist 1ts pro- 
visions ; and it is also apparent that the clos- 
ing words of the section do contemplate that 
information should be filed with the Clerk of 
the House of Representatives. While we all 
avre ° that the information filed in this manner 
would not be testimony to be received by the 
committee, yet | submit that imposing the 
duty upon the supervisors of making this 
return to the United States commissioner may 
be, and doubtless will be, an effectual means 
of bringing to justice those who may attempt 
the offenses enumerated in this section, and 
it ought to be retained for that purpose, if for 
ho other. 

Mr. THURMAN. That cannot be the idea 
atall, for several reasons. In the first place 
if that had been the idea of the section, pro- 
vision would have been made for laying the 
testimony belore the district attorney. There 
is no such provision. The district attorney 
is the proper person to bring the matter to the 
attention of the grand jury, and without its 
being brought to the attention of the grand 
jury and a bill found by them, no prosecution 
can take place in the torm of an indictment. 
[ think | counted up sixty or eighty different 
offenses that were made by this bill, and which 
were indictable ; but there 
as that in this seventh section, nor any such 
thing contemplated at all. On the contrary, 
the bill provides for prosecutions that are to 
be had, and provides how they shail be had. 
It provides how persons who commit the of- 
fenses that are named in this seventh section 
shall be prosecuted, before whom they shall 
be brought, and how they shall be prosecuted 
by indictment, and punishe d upon conviction. 

‘Vhis kas nothing at all to do with that, and 
does not touch it. 

Now, I put it tothe Senator himself. Take 
a congressional election in which there may 
be perhaps a thousand voting precincts, or 
if not so many as that, at least 
hundred voting precincts. There are some 
congressional districts that cover a whole 
State, where the whole State is but one dis 

trict. There are a multitude of election pre- 
cincts in that. I suppose in a large number 

of these precincts there are supervisors ap- 
pointed under this bill which you have now 
before you if it shall become a law, and some- 
body sees fit in a large number of those pre- 
cincts to get up a complaint and send it to 
the supervisor—a thing very likely to be done 
by the party that is defeated in the election. 

What is he to do? To go on and make an 

examination at fifty, one hundred, or two hun- 
| dred places, or to summon people from those 

places to some point which he may designate, 

for this law does not fix any place where he 

shall make his investigations? He is to go on 
and take ex parte testimony. He gives notice 
to nobody. Le does not even publish a notice 
that he is going to make an investigation or 
that he is going to take any testimony. Every 
word of testimony that he takes may be in 
| seeret. Every word of it may be a perfectly 
star-chamber proceeding—no examination at 
all in any sense that may be called judicial, 
no cross-examination of witnesses, no attend- 
ance of parties interested in the contest on 
either side, but wholly on ex parte proceeding 
from beginning to end, conducted in secret if 
he sees fit todo it—a regular star-chamber pro- 
ceeding; and then in the end it is not worth 
the paper it is written upon. 

Nothing of the kind is necessary for the 
purposes of justice. Why, sir, if a s iper- 
visor is interfered with in the disch: urge of his 
| duties, will it not be publicly notorious? Can 
| there be such a thing as an interference with 
@ supervisor in a popular election, in the dis- 
charge of his duties, without that thing being 


is nosuch provision 


several 


1} 7 ; : : 
| public and notorious; and will not that be 


sufficient to bring the offender to justice? 
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Your very law provides for taking him ri; ght 
there, on the spot. Even if one of the ji id ge 

of election should interfere with a supervisor, 
your law provides tor takin: g¢ that judge trom 
he seat where he is receiv ng the votes, and 
dragging him before a United States eom 

missioner, even though it should pat an end 
to the election. Youhave machinery enough, 
Heaven knows, in this bill for bringing people 
to justice who violate the law. You want no 
such Star-Chamber ex parte examination as 
this. 

Sir, the whole of this business, from first to 
last, is simply this: you are to have a partisan 
investigation, conducted in secret, without the 
nan who is interested to show the falsity of 
the charges that are made ever having a day 
in courtt ever having an opportunity to cross- 
examine a witness, ever hay Ing an op portunity 
to present a witness of his own; you are to 
have a Star Chamber. ex parte, ‘inh n in 
vestigation simply for partisan purposes; and 
when you have got it before the House of 
Representatives, not one word of it ean be 
read in evidence ; and this proceeding may 
continue up to the time of the sitting of the 
House of Representatives, although your law 
in regard to the taking of testimony in con- 
tested elections requires that testimony to be 
taken within the limited space of ninety days. 

There is no reason whatever, | submit, for 
retaining this section. | have no doubt it was 
inadvertently put in. have no doubt if the 
attention of the Senate had been called to it 
it would never have Cade enacted into a law; 
but now, that the attention of the State is 
called to it, | hope it will be repealed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. (Mr. Mor- 
RILL, of Vermont, in the chair.) The ques 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator 
from Ohio to the amendment of the Senator 
from I.ouisiana. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I certainly hope the 
Senate will not, upon the imperfect considera- 
tion that is being given to this comparatively 
unimportant bill, attempt to revise or amend 
the original law. That was passed upon great 
consideration and met the views of all those men 
who were friendly to any such measure; and 
to go now to amending it by striking out sec 
tions here and there, without a careful exam- 
ination of the effect they might have on the 
law at large, is simply a very dangerous pro- 
ceeding. i hope the Senate will vote down 
the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. BAYARD. 
comment 
from 


I cannot forbear making a 
upon the remark of the 
Wisconsin that*this law was very care- 
fully considered when it was before the Senate, 
and that this amendment might mar its sym- 
metry. Let me recall to the Senate some- 
thing of the history of the adoption of the 
law. Itwasa House bill. It came here from 
the House. It wasreferred to a committee. 
During thetime itlay in committee it under 
went the investigation of that higher body, 
known as a caucus, of the majority party of 
the Senate, and it was reported to the Senate 
as the result of that deliberation, and when it 
came in here, we were told it was to become a 
law before the Senate adjourned. I remem- 
ber the scene well. It was not a creditable 
scene for the Congress of the United States 
I remember very well when the Senator from 
New York, not now in his [ Mr. Cowx- 
LING, ] made a party call in this Chamber, and 
desired Senators to remain here until that bill 
became a law; and how was that to be ae 
complished? It was by 
feeble indeed in 
might talk themselve 


Senater 


seat, 


telling the minority 
numbers, that they 
hoarse, and when from 
debate should fail, 
would vote upon il; and so 
presented to the country of 
upon a measure of the importance 

and gravity of this continued only on one side 

of the question. It was the decree of the 
| Caucus thal no member of the majority should 
| open his mouth, and they sat here asdumb as 


here, 


mere physical fatigue the 
then the majority 
the spectacle was y 
a debate 1 


oooU 


sheep and never said one word in défense of 
tne ineasure. No criticism 


was answered. 
None Was made ex spt by the Oppone nts of 
the measure, Che majority were tongue ‘tied 
by order of the caucus and all amendments of 
every kind were voted down. Even amend 


ments to correct ypograph cal errors in the 


bill, small mistakes in spelling—everything 
was voted down. ‘here was no debate. There 
was not a single echo from the majority of 
the Chamber on that measure; and that is 


called ** careful consideration!’’ Surely the 
from Wisconsin must have 


history of the 


Senator 
forgotten the 
measure 

The amendment propo ed by the Senator 
from Ohio | think 
that good sense and a reasonable consideration 
I think the remarks made by the 
wv from Pennsylvania, which 
were that the had a different 
intent than that suggested by my friend from 
Ohio, must on reflection seem to him now to 
tion in the 


honorab ( 


the passage of 


has eve ry rec ommendation 
can give it. 


| 


honorable Senat« 


seventh section 


there is 
that this stimony 
which is now sought to be perpetuated is for 
any other purpose than for that which, legally, 


be incorrect; for no sugge 


seventh section so-called te 


it never can be used, and thatis, to be used 
in case of a contested election. If it was in- 
tended as a basis for arrest and prosecution it 
would have said so, and would have called 


ioner taking 
it all the way to 
locality where it 


upon the commiss 
Lhe te 


Wa 


ie 
ipervisor, the 
stimony, not td send 


hington away from the 


was nee me oO be used, but to file it in the 
State forthe use of the prosecuting officers of 
the United States. There was no other intent 


iD ihe event section, apparently, than that it 
should perpetuate certain facts of this order for 
irregularities. — It plainly 
shown to the Senate that the means for perpet- 
uating this any useful and lawful 
purpose is found in our law permitting 
of elections. 


alleged has been 
testimony lor 
contests 
But, sir, as to supposing that this measure 
was considered at the time of tts 
the Senate, I merely remind the Senate and 
the honorable from Wisconsin that 
there was no consideration except by the mi- 
nority, and 
to the 


occasion 


passage in 
Senator 


their consideration when presented 
Senate met with every 
without any re being given for 
it. It was a mere triumph of numbers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Car- 
reNTER in the chair.) The question is on the 
offered by the Senator from Ohio 


a hegative on 


“son 


amendment 


to the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Louisiana. 
Mr. NORWOOD. I ask for the yeas and 


nays on that question, 

The yeas and nays were ordered; 
taken, resulted—yeas 17, nays 32; as follows: 
Y EAS~Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hamilton of ‘Texas, Kelly, Norwood, 
Ransom, Saulsbury, Stevenson, Stoe kton, ‘Thurman, 

‘Lipton, and Trumbull—17. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Car- 
penter, Chandler, Corbett, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry 
ot Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, 


Ilamiin, Harlan, Kellogg, Morrillof Vermont, Mor- 
ton, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, 
Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, Spencer, Stewart, Sumner, 
West, Windom, and Wright—32. 


ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, 
ham, Caldwell, Cameron, 
Davis of Kentucky, 
hill, Hitebcock, 
Morrillof Maine, 


Sprague, Vickers, 


Lrownlow, Bucking- 
Clayton, Cole, Conkling, 
Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, 
llowe, Johnston, Lewis, Logan, 
Nye, Patterson, Robertson,Schurz, 
and Wilson—2) 


will inform the Senator that that amendment 
will be in order after the passage of the bill. 
Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I move to 
amend the inserting at the end of the 
first section the following proviso : 
Provided, That no compensation shall be allowed 
to the supervis ors herein authorized to be appointed. 


L'il 4 
bill by 
t 
| 


[ hope the chairman of the committee who 
has charge of the bill will accept this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Unless some fees are 
provided in the law creating these officers, they 
will be entitled to no compensation anyhow, 
and therefore this amendment is unnecessary. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. Will the Sen- 
ator speak louder? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from West Virginia suggests that there 
are no attached to these officers by the 
bill, and therefore the amendment is_ not 


fees 


| necessary. 


So the amendment to the amendment was 


rejected, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. KELLOGG. IT will 
amendment and offer another. 


withdraw that 


Che PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Louisiana withdraws his amend- 
ment. 


Mr. KELLOGG. I desire, however, to move 
an amendment to the title of the bill. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, 


The Chair | 


and being | 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. But I under- 
stand there are fees fixed by the original act 
have not examined it myself, but ¥ inquired 
of Senators, who informed me that five dollars 
a day was allowed to supervisors in the original 

act. 

Mr. MORTON. I see no 
amendment. It is in my 
understanding. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I think it is 
important that it should be adopted. It cer- 
tainly will do no harm, 

‘Mr. I ae AN, I meee that ame ‘ndment 


harm in 
accordance with 


ae 

Mr. MORTON. There is no objection to it. 
It is in accordance with my understanding of 
the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 
Texas. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It seems to me that 
amendment ought to be a little broader. It 
ought to read: 

Provided, That no compensation be allowed to the 


supervisors herein authorized to be appointed, or by 
the act to which this is an amendment. 


Mr. MORTON. No; letit stand as it is. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. 
amendment. 

Mr. KELLOGG. 
not accept it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator 
from Texas states that he accepts the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Illinois, 
and tbe question is on the amendment as 
modified. 

Mr. MORTON, If it isin order I will move 
to strike out that part of the amendment 
which has just been added. There may be a 
reason for allowing the compensation for 
service in cities of over twenty thousand in- 
habitants provided in the original bill. I do 
not propose to disturb that; but it is in ac- 
cordance with my understanding that the addi- 
tional supervisors authorized to be appointed 
by this bill are to serve without pay. I am 
willing to accept that amendment. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Texas. That is the 
reason I offered my amendment in its original 
shape. Ithought it might be proper to pay 
the supervisors in the large cities, but when 
the question was raised here to amend my 
amendment, I did not oppose it. 

Now, I apprehend if this amendment is not 
adopted, this bill will be very much abused in 
the southern States. ‘There is a large section 
of country where it is impossible for the circuit 


I hope the Senator will 


this | 


I accept that | 


earth about the men who apply to him to be | 


appointed supervisors. There 1s a large num 
ber of floating individuals all through the 
southern States who are ready to take any 
position by which they can make a few dollars. 
Probably such persons would apply to be ap- 
po inted supery isors ; andin States where there 
is a registration authorized by law their pay 
would continue over a period of two wellin 
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and five dollars a day for fifteen or twenty d: ays 
is quite a compensation for a man who has 
nothing else to do. 

But that is not the worst feature of it. In 
all probability parties would seek the position 


for a baser motive than that; for the purpose 


of selling certificates at the polls, a thing 
which has been done. I doubt. seriously 
whether any great benefit will result to the 


country from this measure; but still if it is 
guarded in this way, I think it is hardly likely 
that any man will seek a position of this sort 
uniess from patriotic motives, for the purpose 
of securing a fair election. 

Mr. MORTON. I move to strike out that 
part of the amendment which repeals the pro- 
vision for compensation under the original 
bill in cities of over thirty thousand inbab- 
itants. 


Mr. KELLOGG. Ido not understand the 


| Senator from Texas as accepting that. 


judge to know anything on the face of the || 


Mr. HAMILTON, of 
wish to make an 
objection to it. 

rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be read as it now aaa. as modi- 
fied, as the Chair understands, by the Senator 
from Texas. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That no compensation shall be allowed 
to the supervisors herein authorized to be appointed, 
or authorized to be appointed by the act to which 
this is an amendment. 


Mr. MORTON. 
the latter part? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I am willing 
that the amendment should be put on or should 
be rejected. 

‘he PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion willthen be on the amendment as origin- 
ally proposed by the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I regret to find it 
necessary to differ with my colleague. I hold 
that the laborer is worthy of his hire, and 
the idea of passing a bill creating officers 
without compensation seems to me very objec- 
tionable indeed. The presumption would be 


Texas. I 


issue upon it. 


did not 
I have no 


Did the Senator accept 


|a very broad one that bad men only would 


seek those appointments. [ know not whether 
any will seek them. I will say, however, that 
there are not many offices where the pay is 
reasonable that cannot be filled. But the 
object is tosecure good oflicers. If you want 
good ones rather than bad, it is a very clear 
and unmistakable fact that you will not get 
those who will give up their business to attend 
to the duties of the country without remuner- 
ation. It is not to be supposed that such will 
be the fact, and I do not think the amendment 
ought to be adopted. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire to eall the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the fees that are allowed 
by the original bill, and we shall see that this 
bill would provide as the Senator from Texas 
who last spo&e desires to have it for taking 
several millon dollars out of the Treasury of 
the United States. I venture to say it would 
amount to several millions. I will read the 
original act. The fourteenth section of the 
act declares: 

“That there shall be allowed and paid to each 
chief supervisor, for his services as such oflicer, 
the following compensation, apart from and in ex- 
cess of all fees allowed by law tor the pe rforman: @ 
of any duty as circuit court commissioner; for filing 
and caring for every return, report, rec cord, docu- 
ment, or other paper required to be filed by him 
under any of the provisions of this act, ten cents; 
tor affixing a seal to any paper, record, report, or 
instrument, twenty cents; for entering and indexing 
the records of his office, fifteen cents per 
for arranging and transmitting to Congress, as pro- 
vided for in section seven of this act, any report, 
statement, record, return, or examination, for each 
folio, fifteen cents; and for any copy thereof, or of 
any paper on file, a like sum. And there shall be 


| allowed and paid to each and every supervisor ot 


election, and each and every special deputy mar- 
shal who shall be appointed and shall perform his 
duty under the provisions of this act, compensation 
at the rate of five dollars per day for each and every 
day he shall have actually been on duty, not exceed- 


| ing ten days.”’ 
| 


Now, it is proposed by this bill to provide 


s; || for the appointment of two supervisors at 





folio; an d . 





- 


<< -_ ae 


os aa tm Gee om ats oO oo aft cue ae 
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every election precinct throughout the United 
States. That would amount, I presume, to 
one hundred thousand. I presume there are 
one hundred thousand places of voting in the 
United States. The Senator from Vermont 
'Mr. Epmunps] thinks that is too high an esti- 
mate. Of course I am making an estimate 
upon my feet without time to make a ecaleula- 
tion. We have in the State of Illinois one 
hundred and two counties. I should think 
that we had at least twenty-five places of vot- 
ing in each county. There would be twenty- 
five hundred voting places in the State of Illi- 
nois, perhaps more. Other States may have 
more places of voting and some may have less. 

Mr. MORTON. We have about athousand 
in Indiana. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator thinks 
about a thousand in Indiana. I suppose there 
are fifty thousand places of voting in the 
United States; I am sure that would not be 
an extravagantestimate. ‘Two personsat each 
place of vouung would be one hundred thousand 
persons to be appointed, and they will be ap- 
pointed for the purpose of getting the five 
dollars a day. You will find persons who will 
apply for the appointment probably for the 
purpose of getting this pay. They will be 
entitled to five dollars a day for ten days. 
That would be one bundred thousand persons 
at five dollars a day; or $500,000 a day for 
ten days, which would amount to $5,000,000. 
In addition to this the marshals are authorized 
by this law to appoint deputies ad libitum. 
You may remember the number that were 
appointed in the city of New York at the last 
election. 

Mr. MORTON. Which law does the Sen- 
ator refer to—the old law or this bill? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I refer to the old law 
authorizing the United States marshals to ap 
point deputies. They are to have five dollars 
aday. The class of the deputies who were 
appointed in the large cities at the last election 
the country has some knowledge of. Now, it 
is proposed to extend this appointment of 
supervisors and inspectors all over the United 
States, to every precinct, and to authorize and 
require these persons to be appointed on the 
application of ten voters, I think it is now; it 
was two originally, but I believe that has been 
altered to ten. 

Mr. MORTON. I will state to the Senator 
that on the application of ten persons the judge 
is required to open his court and appoint the 
inspectors in every voting precinct where two 
persons request it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Where two persons in 
that precinct request it ; so that on the applica- 
tion of ten persons the judge opens his court, 
and he-is required to appoint at the request 
of two persons. Now, see what is provided for 
by this law. Is it proposed to pass a bill that 
may lead to such expenses as these and that 
may be thus abused? There is no discretion 
on the part of the judge; he is bound to ap- 
point these persons. 
ized to appoint deputies ad libitum, and they 
are all to have five dollars a day. 

It seems to me that the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Texas is a proper 
one, and it ought to be extended to the old law, 
so as to repeal so much of it at any rate as re- 
lates to the extravagant pay that is allowed to 
the deputy marshals and the inspectors. There 
should be some limit upon it. I think it 
proper that parties who make copies of papers 
should be allowed some sort of compensation, 
and perhaps the compensation fixed by the 
Original statute may not be extravagant in that 
respect. But certainly we ought not to pass 
the bill with this section of the old law stand- 
ing, allowing five dollars to be paid to all the 
persons who may be appointed under this 
amended bill. 

Mr. MORTON. In reporting this bill we 
had the distinct understanding that the super- 
visors to be appointed under its provisions 


The marshal is author: | 


| 
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of the Senator from Texas that they may be 
entitled to pay under the old bill, I have pre- 
pared an amendment to this effect: 

Provided, That the supervisors to be appointed 
under the provisions of this act shall serve without 
pay. 

But that is anticipated by the amendment 
of the Senator from Texas, which | accept so 
far as I am concerned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 
Texas. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to amend the 
amendment by adding ‘‘or to the supervisors 
or special deputy marshals authorized to be 


| appointed by the act to which this is an amend- 


ment.’? 

That will leave the chief supervisor who 
makes the records, and so on, to receive his 
compensation as provided. 

Mr. MORTON. Upon that amendment I 
ask the vote of the Senate, and hope it will 
not pass. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Illinois to the amendment of the Senator from 
Texas. 

Mr. TRUMBULL ealled for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. THURMAN. What is the question? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. My amendment is pre 
cisely this: it proposes to extend the amend 
ment offered by the Senator from Texas, so as 
to repeal so much of the former law as allows 


five dollars a day to be paid to special deputy 


| it. 


for the preservation of order. 


marshals and to supervisors, leaving the law 
as it now stands, providing for payment of the 
chief supervisor for making copies of papers, 
Xe. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. | That law was 
carefully considered at the time, and | hope 
the Senate will not in this hasty way change 
It applies to cities of twenty thousand, 
where the duties to be performed are very dif- 
ferent from the duties which are required by 
this supplement in the rural districts. 

Mr. STOCKTON. | wasabout to rise when 
my colleague got the floor, for the purpose of 
expressing my opinion on this subject, and I 
regret to say that it is not precisely the same 
as his. 

The object gentlemen have in view, we must 
believe, we are bound to believe, is to try and 
preserve order and have fair elections. So 
they tell us, and I do not dispute it. If that 
is so they want to get the best class of men 
they can get. They do not want a police on 
one side or the other, as the case may be in 
the particular district, to prevent the people 
going to the polls, to overawe the citizens, or 
to exercise any influence themselves except 
rherefore the 
object is to get the best possible men. 

Now, I appeal to Senators outside of party, 
after the example we have had of the appoint 
ments made in the great cities that my col 
league speaks of, the city of New York espe 


| cially, whether we should not get a better 


class of citizens if the judge should select men 


who did not want five dollars aday. I take 


| it to be absolutely certain that the ranners and 


bummers of both parties who hang around 
elections for the purpose of making a little 
money, who like to spend a little of some- 
body else’s money in treating and drinking, 
and corrupting in various ways, are the class 
of men who will seek to have these little offices 
in order to get five dollars a day for ten days, 
or so as to have ‘‘a good time”’ during the 
election. A gentleman of position like the 
Senator from Indiana, I fear, will have many 
friends of this character who will go to him 


| and say, *‘I did all I could for you; recom- 


should not receive pay, but on the suggestion |) 


mend me to the judge for this appointment.”’ 
I think it is a great deal better that they 
should be high-minded, high-toned, intelligent 
men. I think the amendment of the Senator 
from Illinois, if gentlemen here are really in 


earnest, as | give them credit for being in || 


doo L 


introducing this bill, will be adopted as an 
eminently good amendment. 
tend to securing fair elections. 
: Mr. SCOTT. The remarks of the Senator 
from New Jersey, as well as those of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, would convey the idea that 
this bill authorizes the appointment of deputy 
marshals in the rural districts as wellas in the 
cities and towns. I have looked it throngh, 
and find that that is a mistake. It only 
authorizes the appointment of supervisors and 
not of deputy marshals. 

rhe question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 18, nays 28 ; 

YEAS-— Messrs. Bayard, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Kelly, Norwood, 
Ransom, Saulsbury, Schurz, Sprague, Stevenson, 
Stockton, Thurman, and Trumbull—l1s. 
_ NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buek- 
ingham, Chandler, Corbett, Kdmunds, Perry of Con- 
necticut, Flanagan, I relinghuysen, Gilbert, Hlamlia, 
Hlarlan, Hitcheock, Kellogg, Morton, Osborn Pom 


It will certainly 


as tollows: 


eroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Riee, Seott, Spencer, 
Stewart, Sumner, West, and Wilson—28. 
ALSENT—Messrs. Aleorn, Brownlow, Caldwell, 


Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Cole, Conkling, Cra- 
gin, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, 


Hill, Llowe, Johnston, Lewis, Logan, Morrill of 
Maine, Morrillof Vermont, Nye, Patterson, Robert- 
son, Sawyer, Sherman, Tipton, Vickers, Windom, 


and Wright—2s. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques 
tion recurs on the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Texas, [Mr. Hamivron, ] 

Mr. CASSERLY. 1 to hear 
that read. 

The Cuier Ciernk. The amendment pro- 
posed is atthe end of the first section to insert : 

Provided, That no compensation shall be allowed 
to the supervisors herein authorized to be appointed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I offer the following 
amendment as an additional section: 


should like 


Sree. —. That if any person having any duties to 
perform under the provisions of this act, or the aet 
to which this is an amendment, shall use the power 
upon him conferred in such manner as to prevent 
any person from voting entitled to vote, he shall be 
guilty ofa misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof 
shall be imprisoned not less than three months and 
shall be liable to the party injured in a civil suit. 


{ understand that there is no provision in 


the bill to which this is an amendment or in 
the bill under consideration providing forthe 
punishment of these officers in any manner 
for the oppressive use of the powers conferred 
upon them. The bill under consideration pro- 
poses to ada to the long list of supe rvisors and 
other officers provided tor in the original law, 
and there is no provision in it punishing those 
men in case they use the power conferred 
upon them oppressively or injuriously to the 
voters of the country. My amendment 1s 
simply to provide that if any ollicer having 
power conferred upon him under the original 
act or under this act shall so use it as to de 
prive any person entitled to vote of the exer- 
of that right, in such case he shall be 
guilty of a misdemeanor and punishable by 
fine and imprisonment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The original act of 1870, 
and on that very point which seems now to 
give rise to this amendment, was resisted by 
our friends on the other side. The whole 
scope of the original act is to prevent any 
unlawful interference with the right of any- 
body to vote who is entitled to vote, whether 
that interference is under color of law or with- 
out color of law; and therefore if one of these 
people unlawfully and wrongfully interferes 
with any person’s ri to vote, the most 
sweeping provisions are made against it just 


cise 


right 
as against inspectors of election, and the pun- 
ishments are all provided. This would only tend 
to produce confusion instead of advantage. 

Mr. MORTON. I would remark that the 
supervisors appointed by the provisions of this 
bill will come under all the provisions of the 
original act, except that special provision is 
made as to the case of pay. <A punishment 
is already provided in this respect. 





Mr. SAULSBU 
will not do any harm. 

Mr. THURMAN. I think if the Senator 
from Vermont and the Senator from Indiana 


RY. Then the amendment 


will look at the law it will trouble them to 
find any that offered by 
the Senator from Delaware, unless indeed | 


oked it. 


provision similar to 


have ove rl 


Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator from Ohio 
permit me to read the section which | think 
covers it ¢ 

Mr. THURMAN. What section is it? 

Mr. SCOTT. The fourth section of the 
oriviu il act 

‘That if any person, by force, briberv, threats, 
intimidation, or other unlawful means, shall hinder, 
lelay, prevent, or obstruct, or shall combine and 
confederate with others to hinder, delay, prevent, 

ruct, a tizen from doing any act required 

rt lone to qualdy him to vote or from voting at 
any elections as aforesaid, such person shall for every 
such offense forfeit and pay the sum of $500 to the 
pe n rrieved thereby, to be recovered by an 

t the case, with full costs and such allow 
ance for el tees as the court shall deem just, 
and ill aleo for every such offense be guiity of a 
™ lew inor, and shall,on conviction thereof, be 
firmed not | than $500, or be imprisoned not. less 
than one month and not more than oneyear, or both, 
at the discretion of the court.” 


hat covers it as broadly as it can be 
covered, 


Mr. THURMAN. I 


amendatory act of 1871 


had before me the 
. which is the main aet 
really, and I found in it no such provision as 
that referred to by the Senator from Pennsyl- 
1870, 


that it 


vania., which I see now is in the act of 
and | think 
goes cover the case, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, and it is much more 


valuable than this seetion, because it is a more 


upon a fair construction 


specie and a more swe: 

Mr. THURMAN. 1 every 
construction it covers every possible case. 

Mr. SEOCK TON. I do not agree with the 
Senator from Obio. I have not had time to 
rend the section relied upon ; but it seems to 
me that the explanation made by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, as well as the Senator from 
Vermont, does not reach the poirt that the 
amendment of the from Delaware 
aimsat. It does reach the point of punishing 
any person who interferes with an election or 
but it does not 


ping one, 


think on fair 


Senator 


prevents a man from voting; 


reach an officer who, clothed with your au- 
thority, clothed with power given to him by 


your act, armed by you with powers which are 
much more dangerous than the 
that exist between one individual and 
another, exceeds his authority and abuses the 
trust ’ impose in him. The very 
reason on which I sustained the amendment 
of the Senator from Illinois providing that 
these persons should not be paid, so that they 
might be men whom you could trust, men who 
would not your trust, 
support the amendment of the Senator from 
Delaware, for that is a safeguard. You should 
inflict punishment upon your own officers if 
they violate the powers you have given them 
for protection and make them powers to 
and constrain free elections. 
amendment of the Senator from Delaware is 
in the very spirit of the bill itself, if the spirit 
of the bill is what these gentlemen insist that 
it is. 

Mr. President, every lawyer knows the dif- 
ference between a constable armed with the 
process of the court or not armed with the pro- 
cess of the court, an officer of the court ap- 
pointed to discharge a particular duty, and an 
individual and the powers of an individual 
under similar circumstances. An individual 
may arrest on his own authority where a capi- 
tex offense has been committed or a felony at 
common law. An individual may, upon hue 
and ery, pursue and take aman; but he takes 
him at his own risk. Ifit turns out that there 
is no felony, he is not protected, not being 
clothed with any official power. But when you 


dangerous, 


pow? rs 


which you 


abuse 


coerce 


make a man an officer of the law, a marshal || 


The | 


induces me to || 


powers. he is clothed and protected with your 


armor, as if he had the armor of Achilles upon 
him. You make the penalties for assaulting 
an officer, for interfering with an officer, so 
heavy and severe that no private citizen dare 
do it; and under the authority you give this 
man he can go, and by threats and denuncia- 
tion prevent hundreds and thousands of peo- 
ple from voting. I do not speak of it ina 
party point of view; he may not be a man in 
the interest of your party; but men who will 
be appointed for five dollars a day will have 
the power, in the great cities, to do this thing. 

Now you are asked by the Senator from 
Delaware to put in a clause that simply says 
ifthey doit; that is, if the courts of the United 
States say they have done it—for they must be 
tried by a jury before your own courts—if the 
courts say that the very men they themselves 
have appointed have abused the trust that 
through yourlaw and through their instrument- 
ality was imposed uponthem, and have abused 
it so as todo what it was the purpose of this 
act to prevent individuals from doing—it they 
have so abused the great power which you 
have clothed them with, if they have flown in 
the teeth of your own act and made the act 
itself oppressive—that if they do this, and your 
own jurors in the United States courts and 
your own judges say they did it, they shall be 
punished. That cannot he answered, for there 
is no punishment, no penalty except for guilt 
decided to be guilt, and guilt which is aimed 


at the corruption and destruction of the ballot- | 


box, which you say this act is intended to pre- 
serve and protect. I trust the amendment of 
the Senator from Delaware will prevail. 


Mr. BOREMAN. Mr. 


President, if an | 


officer appointed under this law exceeds his | 


powers as such, as a deputy marshal or as a 
supervisor, he is no longer protected by law 
as such officer. He then acts upon his re- 
sponsibility as a person, and comes within the 
terms of this section. This section says that 
‘* if any person by threats, force, intimidation, 
or other unlawtul means,’’ shall hinder or 
delay or prevent any person exercising the 
right of suffrage, he shall be punished. The 
very,moment he steps outside of his official 
duty he is no longer protected by his official 
character, and he is then a person acting upon 
his own responsibility. So long as he is in 
the direct execution of law, so long as he is 
performing the duty that is imposed upon him 
by this law, he is protected. 
that particular purpose. When he steps be 
yond that, and interferes with the right of any 
person to vote, either by threats, intimidation, 
or otherwise, then he simply is acting upon 
his individual responsibility as a person, and 
is within the terms of this law, and punishable 
by it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 
Delaware. 

Mr. THURMAN. I suggest to my friend to 
insert the words ‘* knowingly and willfully ’’ 
before the word ** use.’’ 

Mr. SAULSBURY. 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ment will be so modified. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As the thing now stands, 


The amend- 


He is there for 
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a lighter penalty than the original act imposes, 
and I submit that we ought not to make 
a discrimination. 

Mr. THURMAN. The penalty of the ori. 
ginal act isa fine not less than $500 or lm pris- 
opment not less than one month or more than 
one year, or both, at the discretion of the 


such 


| court. 


I accept that amend- | 


it seems to be satisfactory to my friend from | 


Delaware and his friends. I believe | am in 
favor of that amendment, although I think it 
unnecessary, and I wish to ask for the yeas 
and nays on its adoption. 

lhe yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SCOTT. NowT submit that we ought 
not to adopt the amendment for this reason: 
the fourth section of the act of 1870 is so 
broad that it covers ‘all persons.’’ This 
section will impose penalties upon officers, for 
committing those very offenses, which are 
lighter than are imposed upon citizens. That 


section imposes a penalty of $500 and impris- 


onment for six months. This section imposes 


or a constable, when you give him any of these |i upon officers for committing these offenses 


Mr. CASSERLY. I should like to hear 
the amendment read as it stands. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

ment will be reported. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Thatif any person having any duties to perform 
under the provisions of this act, or the act to which 
this is an amendment, shall knowingly and willfully 
use the power upon him conterred in such manner 
as to prevent any person trom voting who is entitled 
to vote, he shall be guilly of a misdemeanor, and 
upon conviction thereof shall beimprisoned not less 
than three months, and shall be liable to the party 
injured in a civil action. 


Mr. CASSERLY. With the consent of the 
Senator from Delaware, | would lke to amend 
his amendment by striking out ali after the 
word ‘‘misdemeanor,’’ and then inserting 
‘‘and shall be liable civilly and criminally as 
provided in section four of the act of May 31 
1870.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Delaware accept that amend- 
ment? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. All I want to do by 
this amendment is to secure every man the 
right to vote without the interference of these 
officials, who are now provided for supervising 
and attending to the election. We all know 
that under the provisions of the act to which 


The amend- 


this is a supplement, or amendment, persons 


were appointed in different States of this 
Union who did interfere with the citizens’ 
right to vote. Can any Senator tell me of a 
single case where any man so interfering with 
the rights of others to vote has been punished 
under the act to which this is an amendment? 
You provide amply for the punishment of 
every man who interferes with these parties in 
the exercise of the powers you confer upon 
them; and if it is true that the act does pro- 
vide that the officers themselves shall be pun- 
ished, it is very singular that after they have 
interfered with the rights of persons they 
never have been punished. I want to make it 
clear. 

And now I say, if the object of the Senate 
in the passage of the original act and of this 
amendatory act is to secure fair elections, 
let us have it fair on all sides. Let us say to 
these men who obtrude themselves upon the 
electors of the different States, ** Beware how 
you use the power conferred upon you, 
because if you exceed your power, if you 
deprive any man, white or black, of exercising 
the elective franchise who is entitled to it, by 
color of the authority conferred upon him, 
you shall be liable,’’ and say to him in what 
manner he shail be liable. 

I say in regard to the section of the original 
act to which this is an amendment, which has 
been read, I should never put upon it the 
construction put upon it by the Senator from 
Ohio. Ido not believe it reaches the ease of 
these officers. In the spirit of the enactment, 
I do not believe it was contemplated at the 
time to apply to them; and a jadge sitting to 


| determine the construction of this act, with a 


view to the evil intended to be remedied, and 
the machinery put into operation, would come 
to a different conclusion from that to which 
the Senator from Pennsylvania and my friend 
from Ohio have come. I do not believe that 
the fair construction of that act will extend to 
the officers appointed under it; or if it does, 
it certainly leaves the matter questionable and 


| doubtful; and now to place that question dis: 
| tinetly before these officers and before the 


I 


country, while you are attempting to provide 
for fair elections, I have proposed to add this 
amendment so that your bill may go out and 
say ** if any man attempts to interfere with the 
rights of these officers to supervise and con- 


—_—t 


ee ee ee 
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trol elections, he shall be punished, and inturn || color of authority, who misuses his authority 





\ who violates this section,” shall, for every fach 
the officers shall deprive any man of theex- to Oppress a person whom it 1s his duty to |, offense, be liable to ind nem “ for a misde 
. . a ee i 2s ? Sa . 2 ; es . ; . 3 : al i he meanor in any courtot the nited States bavi 
ercise ol the elective franchise who is entitle d protect. A man appointed to protect people jurisdiction to hear, try, and determine cases of 
to it. they shall not escape the punishment ot in their rights, who uses his authority to de misdemeanor; and on conviction thereof shall pos 
the shal prive them of their rights, is, of all other pet 1 fine not exceeding $0,000, and suffer impri 
” 12a tors are anxi 3 for fair elections, let sons. th 1a } t deserves t be 1 ment in the peoitentiary not less than three 1 
lf s ators are anxious [or fair ele ons, { sous, the one who most deserves to De pun more than five years, at the discretion of 6 sen 
them say so by their votes on this amendment, | ished. trying the same, vi any person convieted 
heeause if you vote down this amendment and I therefore symp: ithize entirely with the atoresaid sh ull moreover be disqualificad uh 
; th off hall = i Te ms al ep ‘ 7] a ’ ing any office of honor, profit, or trust unde 
declare that these officials sha not De punishes object. ol his ame ol nent, an a3 there Government of the United States. tle shallalse 
in case they interfere with the peopie S rig ohts, seems to be some doubt whether the original linble ina civil suit to the person injured tna per 


what will be the judgment of the country? |! act is sufficiently broadto cover the case 


i 


| alty of $500, which, with any dumavges aceruin 


Sarai . . ca ook oe nc } : be recovered in any circuit court having jurisdictic 
Will it not itself be # declaration of what was shall vote tor the amendinent. | understand Provided, Tiat nothing herein contained shall p 
intended by the original act? Will it not be it will be modified as to the penalty so as to vent any oflicer, soldier, sailor, or marine trom exe 
itself a construction upon the original act, and || make it conform to the fourth section of the || ¢ising th a See tt ehh annine caniaenin. 
ite “ ; stele at ; - 407 to which he may long if otberwise qualified a 
will it not say to the country that you are pro- act of 1870. re ; is : : cording to the laws of the State in whieh he shall 
viding machinery here by which an interfer- Mr. CASSERLY. There is just enough || offer his vote. 
; : Ph S) ail im ewer he militar 
ence may be made with elections, and that |} about the construction of this act to make it Skc.—. That n ee r person in the mititary 
. 7 . . 4 } ° , 1 '] 1 or nuval service of ) hited States shat raer r 
otheers so interlering under color of law shall entirely proper that we should clear up the advise, or shall directly or indireetiy by force, threat 
not be punished? doubt. l take it that we must be all a rreed menace, Or intimidation, or otherwise, prev 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair || that where any person armed with such powers of the I to po ey A bed \ rn of anys 
aa ‘ ° 1 } ’ . . ‘ . : 0 ie nite States ol iberics rom of 
will inquire whether the Senator from Dela- || as this act bestows uses them in bad faith, he |! freely exercising the right of suffrage a i 
1 j 
ware accepts the amendment proposed by the || deserves to be punished severely. IL have |, lawat any general or special eleetion in any Stat 
Senator from California? looked at section four of the original act after o pont — ~ 7 ao aa loon a aerated es 
’ ,OAT r ’ . e . . ' , or a emp oOo Ccolnp any otlicer o rh © at 1 ul 
Mr. CASSERLY. I shall ask the Senator hearing the suggestion of the Senator from any such State to receive a vote from a per not 
from Delaware to pause a little before that. I Penn ylvania. ‘the amendment which [ pro- legally qualified to vote,or shall impose or attemy 
think it requires some turther amendment. pose is very much in the direction of hisviews. || 0 !mpese any rules or regulations for conductt 
xT e. : ; : such election, either as te the formof the ballots, 
Mr. MORTON. As the amendment now || It reads inthis way. Tirst of all, sectionfour |) the mode of voting, or otherwise differ from those 
stands it provides that if these supervisors || begins. ‘‘ If any person by foree,’’ &e. My || prescribed by law, or interfere in any manner wit 
' ei): ’ . ¢ . ’ : ° .* ; Baar of @ Ninh ia » o? Ai tu mitten eed . 
shall knowingly and willingly prevent a man || amendment is, or rather my substitute for the aut of i: aoe a H in to fu Smeaton tien 
° < . . . ’ . . . ” > ( t1es, nh case Oo my wolation « His st tion ic 
from voting who is enti tled to vote, he shall be |! amendment of the Senator from Delaware, || person offending shali be liable in all respects a 
il ible, | submit to the senator that upon the wh eh l ask him to accept, 1s: in the last preceding s« ion provided 
plainest and best-recognized principles of law, Sec. —. That the words “‘any person,’’ in section Mr. MORTON. | hope that entire amend 
that amendment in that form is wholly un- || fou a the act of May 31, 1870, to which this is |) ment will be rejected. 
necessary and superfluous. amendatory, shall be held to include any officer or Ta] RESIDING OFFICER. The Senat 


: y ; + , ant ‘ Pa other person having powers or duties of an official ; 
Mr. SAL LSBI RY . Then it will do ho character under this act or the act to which this from Califormia is entitled to the { 
harm, I say to the Senator from indiana act ils amendatory, 


1 
loor if he 
desires it. 


Mr. MORTON. To say that a superfluous The PRESIDING OFFICER. (Mr. Bore- Mr. CASSERLY. I regret that the lead 


law will do no harm does not make it proper || Man in the chair.) Does the Senator from ing friends of the bill have determined to have 
to pass it. iNo man can defend himself inthe |! Delaware accept this as a substitute? all amendments rejected merely because the) 
performance of an act under color of his office, Mr. SAULSBURY. Yes, sir. are amendments. The Senator from Wiscon 
when that act was wrongful, if it was done Mr. EDMUNDS. Nowthe yeas and nays n awhile ago protested against an amend 
knowingly and willingly. [do not care whether || are ordered on the amendment. : ment of the most obvious necessity, as it seemed 
he is a sherilf or a marshal, a judge of elec- Ihe PRESIDING OFFICER. This will to me, because he did not know in what way 
tion or a supervisor under this bill, wherever || be substituted for the original amendment of it might interfere with the original act. ‘That 
an officer performs an illegal act knowingly || the Senator from Delaware, on which the yeas || amendment dealt with a me re excrescence on 
and willfully he may be sued and treated as a |! and nays have been ordered. ; that act which bad so little to do with it that 
private person in all cases; he cannot justify Mr. SEEVENSON. Lam paired with the || it not only could be cut out child impairing 
himself by pleading his ollice in such a case. || Senator from Massachusetts, (Mr. Sumner. ] || the general scope of the act, but very much to 
a one of these supervisors knowingly and || Jf present he would have voted against this the benefit of the act. I fear that the same 
wilifuily prevents a man from voting who is || amendment. and I should bave voted for it. policy is to be pursued throughout in regard 
ace 1d to vote, he is liable under the fourth The question being taken by yeas aud nays, || to the bill, that every amendment is to be | 
section of the act of 1870. If you intend to |) resulted—yeas 41, nays none; as follows: posed merely because it Is an amendment. 
make him liable anyhow, whether he does it Y EAS— Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Blair, Boreman, || On the very eve of a presidential election 
knowingly or willfully or not, then you can |; Buckingham, Casserly, Chandler, Cooper, Corbett which promises to be sulliciently exerting of 
have a new provision; but as the amendment of Con he seal gg or t Michie aan, Ferry itself, it becomes us all as good citizens, and 
stands now, offered by the Senator from askcaeaes Gol ithe rite, H satis “4 oF Moriens. it especially becomes us here, who are charged 
Delaware, requiring that the act shall be done || Hamlin, Harlan, Hitchcock, Kellogg, Kelly, Morton, || with the duty of making Jaws, to avoid with’ 
knowingly and willfully, it certainly amounts Fad Sauilsburs roy, Pool, Pratt, R bmaey, Ransom, our best endeavors the bringing of any wen 
to nothing. What is the use of it? Even the wean, West, Wilson, Window. ant. Wright—41. |, elements of trouble or discord into the cont 
Governor of a State in the execution of his N \YS- U. . ; It seems to me that in sucha point of view 
office, if he does an illegal act knowingly and || q ener te Messrs. Alcorn, Amn S prow low, | as that, in which ail must agree, at least 
willfully cannot det fe nd himself for 4a moment ~ gown bode of Routh a. lair Gil ert, Hi  endhdite abstractly conslaere i, it 1M very desir ible 


under Ser of his authority. The President |) of ‘exes, Hill, lowe, Johnston, Lewis, Logan, Mor- 


Ml i v “ ; indeed that the bill with which we are now 
: Fan . ° . } , t ne orriiiot ar } NY ) T at- 
of the United States cannot defend himself ip rill of Maine, itl ermont, Nye, n. Pat 








P ; beri heerlen it terson, Robertson, Sawyer, Schurz, Sherman, Spen- dealing, and the bills to which it is amenda 
the performance of an illegal act, if it is done || cer, Stevenson, Sumner,’ Tipton, Trumbull, and tory, ought to be praned of all features of 
knowingly and willfully, under color of bis | Viekers—33. needless offense. A cousiderable part of 
authority; no officer in the country can, and So the amendment was agreed to. what I have sent up to the desk is copied 
as the amendment now stands it is clearly Mr. THURMAN. I do not wish to say any- || from statutes already in existence. I had a 
unnecessary. thing more on this bill. [am oppose ed to it special idea in offering the amendment be i 
Mr. CARPENTER. I desire to state that for reanace | have already stated. ‘Tes ask of the recent most uoju stifiable transacty 
on this bill | am paired with the Senator fron for the yeas and nays on the passage of ise ‘Dill, || at the polls connected with the navy-yard in 
Virginig a, { Mr. JOHNSTON.] If he were have Mr. CASSERLY. I have Se eee California. ‘Those transactions were of a ehar 
he would vote against the bill and I should |! to offer—two additional sections. acter to bring the blush to the cheek of every 
vote for it. The Chief Clerk read the amendment, a man who understands what free institution 
Mr. THURMAN. I expressed the opinion follows: are, who comprencnda v it the freedom of 
awhile ago that the fourth and fifth sections That it shall not be lawful for any civil, military, || elections means, and who has a reg ird for the 
of the original act were suflicient to cover the || or naval officer of the United States, or any other || dignity inal rican workmen. 
case contemplated by the Senator from Dela- || person engaged in the civil, military, or naval ser Mr. p recom , at the last State election in 
ware. Iam still of that opinion; but there siren Ok Tae Neste’. aha oe ee ee coe i California unusual efforts were made by the 
ought not to be any doubt on such a question; || armed menat the place where any general or ape il || friends of the Administration to carry the 
and the very fact that as good | lawyers as the | election is held in any State of the United States ol Siate. So far as those were legitimate and 
Senat wr from Delaware and the Senator from seni. and as N eee : Sg eye — within the reasunable limits of party action, I 
New Jersey are of a dilferent opinion from prescribe or fix, or attempt to prescribe or fix, by | have no cause of complaint, and | make no 
that which I « evinagil is a sufficient reason proclamation, order, or otherwise, the qualthca- complaint; but what I desire to call the atten 
with me for favoring the aine ndment offered nets ae te cay aa a cor = pacer ag ad tion of the Senate to is the transactions of 
by the Senator trom Delaware. Every one will | freedom of any election in any State, or with the | certain oflicials at the navy-yard, both befor 


admit that if anybody in the world deserves | ¢Xercise of the free right ot suffrage in any State of 


the United States. Any officer cf the Army or Navy . 
punishment for unlawfully preventinga person | ofthe Uniel su a+ Dee lanes Remy, linth facts which are so notorious and so generally 
l States, or other per gag 
from voting, it is a person who does so under |, civil, military, f the United States, ., admitted—— 


and at the election. { shail submit. sir. the 





Mr. SPENCER. ‘I understand that the 
Senator from California will speak some time; 
it is Saturday evening,and | move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of execu- 
Live business. 

lhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Alabama moves that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Lask to have my amend- 
ment printed, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order 
willbe made, if there be no objection. 

Mr. MORTON, 1 hope the motion will 
not be agreed to let us finish this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
if NOL debatabie, 


The motion 
ion being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes 18, noes 20 

Mr. SPRAGUE, 


7 hie que “1 
1 call for the yeas and 


he yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 22, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Blair, Casserly, 
Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of Connecti- 
cut, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Kelly, 
Logan, Norwood, Ransom, Saulsbury, Spencer, 
Sprague, Stevenson, Stewart, Stockton, Thurman, 
Tipton, and West—22. 

NAYS—Me . Anthony, Boreman, Buckingham, 
Cole, Corbett, Cragin, Hdmunds, Ferry of Michigan, 
Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Hamlin, Harlan, Hitch- 
cock, Kellogg, Morton, Osborn, Pratt, {amsey, Rice, 
sawyer, Scott, 
Wright—25 

ABSENT—Messrs. Ames, Brownlow, Caldwell, 
Cameron, Carpenter, Chandler, Clayton, Conkling, 
Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Gilbert, Hamilton of 
Texas, Hill, Howe, Johnston, Lewis, Morrill of 
Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Nye, Patterson, Pome- 
roy, ool, Robertson, Schurz, Sumner, Trumbull, 
and Vickers—27. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from 
California, 


Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, I feel || 


somewhat embarrassed in my present position. 
l regret very much to keep Senators waiting ; 
I trust Senators will understand that—— 

Mr. STEVENSON. I suppose the Senate 
does not desire to compel the Senator trom 
California to go on to night. | therefore move 
in deference to him, and according to the 
courtesy of the Senate, that we adjourn. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Senator to 
withdraw the motion for a moment. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Certainly, if I do not 
lose the right to make it again. 

Mr. SHIERMAN. I wish to state the rea- 
son why I voted against an executive session. 
‘I would not force a Senator to make a speech 


Sherman, Wilson, Windom, and | 


of any length at this hour on Saturday night; | 


but I knew very well that the Senator’s amend- 
ment could just as well be moved to other 
bills that will be pending and that we all 
know will come up. 

Phis bill, which has been debated a day or 
two, seems a simple matter. I thought the 
amendment would come in just as well and 
more appropriately on another bill when the 
Senate would be less fatigued. 


I submit that to the Senator’s own good | 


It is a matter for him to decide. 
Chere does not seem to be much Opposition 
to this bill. It is a plain, simple proposition. 
But the amendment he now offers, in regard to 
the employment of the military at the polls, | 


judgment. 


think can come up very properly on another | 


bill which will probably be considered next 


week, when the Senator will have ample time | 


to address the Senate when it is less fatigued 
than now. lappeal to Senators whether we 


ought not to conclude this bill, that is com- | 


paratively unimportant, after two days’ de- 
bate. [donot mean any discourtesy to the 
Senator from California, but he will have 
another opportunity to discuss this question 
before long. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I feel the force of mach 
of what the Senator from Ohio has said. It 
occurred to meawhile ago, and | so expressed 


myself in conversation, that I had no strong | 
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that it seemed to be the proper place to offer 
it. I said also that | was perfectly willing to 
defer offering the amendment and say what I 
had to say upon it when the bill which it is 
understood will be shortly before the Senate 
comes up, which is an amendment I think to 
the law known as the Ku Klux act; but the 
difficulty about that is that probably my 
amendment might be successfully objected to 


as not being germane there, or upon some || 


other ground. Ido not know what the extent 
of that objection is in the Senate; in the 
House of Kepresentatives | believe it is fatal. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There will be no objection 
to offering it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. THURMAN. Allow meto make a sug- 
gestion. 
ator from California offer his proposition as 
an amendment to the Ku Klux bill, as I un- 
derstand. That assumes that that bill will 
pass the Senate—a very violent presumption 
| think, and one that ought not to be indulged 
in fora moment. Here is a billthat will pass 


the Senate, as we ail know; and here is an | 


amendment proposed that is perfectly germane 
to that bill, and if put on the bill it will be- 
come a part of the law, and | hone my friend 
from California will not be seduced into hitch- 


ing his car toa train that will never have steam | 


to run through. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Lask my colleague if he 


is quite so sure that this amendment will be 


adopted as an amendment to this bill? If a| 


large majority of the Senate are so decidedly 
in favor of the pending bill, to which there 
seems to be no objection, are they likely to 


pertinence to the subject-matter of the bill? 
1 doubt in the first place whether the Senator 
from California, after debate, will get his 
amendment on this bill. I certainly cannot 
vote for any amendment that has no more 
pertinence to this billthan a proposition about 
the employment of the military forces; but 
as to the passage of the Ku Klux bill, thatisa 
matter to be tried next week. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California, is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, I do not 
wish to occupy any time in this preliminary 
matter of explanations; but I certainly should 
greatly prefer not to go on this evening. If 
my amendment shall be printed by Monday, 
or whether it is or not, I can have it then in 
such a shape as may remove some objections 
to it on the part of the majority. I think 
| when the Senate understand as I do what took 

place under the apparent sanction of this Gov- 
ernment at the polls at Vallejo, which is the 
poll for Mare Island, where the navy-yard is 
in California, they will all agree with me; I 
shall not put any qualification. It was such 
an outrage on the tranchise and on the free- 


dom and dignity of laboring men that what- | 


ever legislation is necessary to prevent the 
recurrence of it ought to be had. I do not 
believethere is one decent man in the Senate 
or out of it, who, if he knew the facts con- 
nected with that outrage, would differ from 
me as to the absolute necessity of the speediest 
remedy. Now, my amendment may not be 
just the right remedy; but that some remedy 


is due to the American name and the charac: | 


ter of the Government to prevent the recur- 
rence of what took place there, there can be 
no doubt. You are legislating a great deal 
here for the protection of the colored people 
of the South; a great deal has been said about 
intimidation in the South directed against that 
class of people. If one half of the iniquity 
charged and generally believed, and I think 
substantially known to have taken place at the 
poll where the votes from Mare Island were 
zast, had been committed at a poll in the 
South, there would be one general feeling of 


| indignation in this Senate, and it would be a | 


wish to offer my amendment to this bill except || justifiable indignation. 


My colleague suggests that the Sen- | 


load down that matter to which nobody ob- | 
jects with extraneous matter which has no || 
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Mr. COLE. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
| ator yield to his colleague? 
Mr. CASSERLY. My colleague will pardon 
|} me. I state that as my apology to the Senate 
for presenting this amendment at this late hour 
and desiring to say something in reference to 
it; of course it will have tobe at some length, 
and | repeat I feel the embarrassment of my 
position very much, because I know that | 
appear to keep the Senate here at a late hour 
in further discussion upon this bill. 

Mr. STEVENSON. After what has passed 
from the Senator from California, as he desires 
to address the Senate on this subject which he 
has considered, I think it is a fair presump- 
tion that the Senate might be enlightened and 
might be induced to change its vote. It isa 
courtesy rarely refused. I therefore move that 
the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. COLE. Will the Senator withdraw 
that motion for a moment only? 

Mr. STEVENSON. I have withdrawn it 
and lost my place to move it again. If the 
Senator will renew the motion to adjourn, [ 
will withdraw it again. 

Mr. COLE. I will give place immediately 
| to the Senator from Kentucky to renew the 
motion. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Will you renew it? 
Mr. COLE. I do not think I ought to be 
required to do it, but I will yield to somebody 
who will. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Very well. 

Mr. COLE. [am not certain that I know 
what my colleague refers to in speaking of 
proceedings at the polls near Mare Island, in 
California. I know this, however, that [have 
heard of no complaint on account of anything 
pertaining to or connected with the elections 
there. I think he probably may be laboring 
| under some delusion in regard to the election 
at that place. I think I should have heard of 
some complaint if there had been any cause 
of complaint; and yet I am very certain I 
have heard no complaint from any single per- 
son in regard to anything that has taken place 
there at the last or any preceding election. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I move an adjourn- 
ment. 

Mr. MORTON. Before the motion to ad- 
| journ is put [ wish to ask unanimous consent. 
{| ‘* Agreed !’’] I ask unanimous consent 
that the vote shall be taken on this bill and 
amendments at two o’clock on Monday. Is 
there any objection to that ? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 
objection to that. 
| The VICK PRESIDENT. If there be no 
| objection, the agreement will be made that 
the vote be taken on the bill and pending 
amendments, and amendments which may be 
offered, at two o’clock on Monday without de- 
bate after that hour. There appears to be no 
objection. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to have one under- 
standing about this: that no amendments 
are to be offered after two o'clock. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is not the usual 
understanding. , 

Mr. THURMAN. Because they might 
amend this bill by sticking something entirely 
new on it after we had agreed to vote. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I suggest that any mem- 
ber offering an amendment shall have five 
| minutes to speak on it. 

Mr. THURMAN. Let us have it under- 
stood that no amendments are to be offered 
after two o'clock. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The usualrule is that as 
to new amendments there may be five-minutes 
debate. Is that the understanding? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
West Virginia suggested, as an addition to the 
proposition of the Senator from Indiana, that 
in regard to amendments offered after two 
| o'clock the five-minute rules should apply. 
Mr. THURMAN. I suggest for the consid- 





Does the Sen- 





I see no 


|| eration of the Senate another rule that I think 





is better than that. That five-minutes rule does 
not operate, J think, very well always. You 
can always avoid it by offering an amendment, 
then another amendme snt, and 80 a Man may 
prolong his speec *h for an hour and a half by 
simply offering ame -ndments. Let us have a 
unanimous under standing that no ame ndments 
to this bill shall be offered after half past one 
o'clock or a quarter to two, and that we vote 
ov the bill at two. 

Mr. MORTON. That may be the under- 
standing, unless somebody should occupy the 
floor until that time. 

Mr. THURMAN. Let uscometothis under- 
standing, that no amendment shall be offered 
after half past one. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I suggest to my friend 
from Ohio thatthe proposition as it came from 
the Senator in charge of the bill is the best 
one, that debate on the bill and present amend- 
ments shall close at two o’clock on Monday, 
and that five-minutes debate be allowed on all 
amendments offered after that. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate have 
heard the suggestion of the Senator from Cali- 


fornia. Is there objection to that proposi- 
tion? ee 
Mr. CORBETT. The five minutes should 


be allowed to the person offering the amend- 
ment. I think it ought to be confined to him. 
mel * Bor’ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state the proposition of the Senator from 
Indiana and the Senator. from California, 
which is that at two o’clock on Monday the 
Senate proceed to vote on the bill and amend- 
ments which may be pending, and that on 
amendments offered after that time there shall 
be five minutes debate thereon by any Sena- 
tor; that is, oné five-minutes speech on each 
amendment by any Senator. Is there any 
objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I move that the Sen- 
ate adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and (at five 
o'clock and four minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned. 


Ol REPRESENTATIVES. 





HOUSE 


Saturpay, May 11, 1872. 
The House met at eleven o’clock a. m. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. 


Db. dD. ‘ 

The Journal of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

FORT GRATIOT RESERVATION. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask unani- 
mous consent to report from the Committee 
on Appropriations, for consideration at this 
time, House bill No. 1287, to provide f for com- 
pleting the survey of the Fort Gratiot military 
reservation at Port Huron, in the State of 
Michigan. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, 
after which it will be in order to object to its 
consideration. 

The bill, which was read, appropriates the 
sum of $2,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, to complete the survey and stake 
out the blocks and lots heretofore sold and 
hereafier to be sold in the Fort’ Gratiot mil- 
itary reservation at Port Huron, in the State 
of. Michigan, to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. COBURN. Ll object. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 
now adjourn. 

The question was taken ; and upon a division 
there were—ayes 17, noes 52. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. ELDREDGE said: There is no quorum 
voting, and I ask the Chair to appoint tellers 
under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. 
to be appointed, when no quorum appears on 
@ volte by a division, does not apply to the 


BUTLER, 


I move that the House 
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| Sprague, Stevens, Stowell, St. 


shortly be placed in the hands of 


The rule requiring tellers 


| 


LES 





motion to adjourn, which can be decided with- 
out a quorum. 

So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I move that when the 
House adjourns to-day it be to meet on Tues- 
day next. 

Mr. DAWES. Allow me to inquire of the 
gentleman what is the particular object of his 
motion ? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I object to debate. 

The question was taken upon the motion of 
Mr. ELDREDGE, and upon a division there 
were—ayes 11, noes 42; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Dawes and 
Mr. ELDREDGE were appointed 

The House again divided ; and 

Mr. DA \W ES, as one of the teller ‘ s, reported 
that there were —ayes (4, hoes 72, and 1 doubt 
ful. (Laughter. ] 

Mr. ELDREDGE. The ‘one doubtful ’’ 
must be the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means. As there is no quorum 
voting, | move that the House adjourn. 


The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. that there 
of the House. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes 63 


l move be a call 
, noes 13. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when 
the following members failed to answer to their 
names. 


Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Archer, Banks, Barnum, 
Barry, Bigby, Bright, George M. Brooks, Benjamin 
F. Butier, Roderick R. Butler, William T. Clark, 
Freeman Clarke, Coghlan, Comingo, Cotton, Creely, 
Crocker, Davis, De Large, Dickey, Duell, Ely, For- 
ker, Lienry D. Foster, Garre Ut, Goodrich, Haldeman, 
Halsey, Hambleton, Hancock, Hanks, Harmer, John 
T. Harris, Hays, John W. LH: izelton, Hill, Holman, 
Hooper, Houghton, Kellogg, Killinger, Kinsella, 
Leach, Manson, Maynard, Mellenry, McKee, Mer- 
eur, Merriam, Merrick, Mitchell, Morphis, Orr, 
Packer, Aaron F. Perry, Peters, Platt, Porter, Potter, 


Prindle, 
Sheldon, 


John M. Rice, 


Shellabarger, 


Ritchie, Robinson, 
Shober, Slocum, 
John. Thomas, 
‘Townsend, Washington Townsend, Tuthill, Twichell, 
Van Trump, Voorhees, Waddell, Whiteley, Whit- 


thorne, Williams of New York, Jeremiah M. Wilson, 
Wood, and Young —55. 


Before the result 

} } } » 
declared, the fc 
made: 


Sargent, 
Snyder, 
Dwight 


of the roll-call had been 
pllowing announcements were 


Mr. BECK. My colleague, Mr. McHenry 
absent by leave of the House. 
Mr. PERCE. My colleague, Mr. McKer, 


is absent by leave of the 
league, Mr. 
away. 

Mr. HOAR. My colleague, Mr. Brooks, 
has gone home to enter upon the exercise of 
another public duty, and his 


House, and my col- 
Morpnis, is unavoidably detained 


re signat ion will 


the = eaker. 


Mr. 


order—whether 


ELDREDGE. 


the 


I rise to a question of 
clerks any right to 
record names after the roll-call is concluded. 

The SPEAKER. Strictly they have not; 
but as largely more than a quorum is present, 
the Chair presumes that-no further 
ings will be required under the call. 


have 


proceed- 


Mr. BRAXTON. Mycolleague, Mr. Har- 
RIS, is absent by leave of the House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I understand that my col- 
league, Mr. Van ‘TRump, is absent by leave of 


the House. 

Mr. DAWES. I eall for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The roll eall the 
presence hundred and fitty-two mem 
bers more than a quorum. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that all further pro- 
ceedings under the call be dispensed with. 


The 


} 
SHOWS 


of one 


nouUon Was agreed to. 
LIMITATION OF DEBATE ON TARIFF. 
Mr. DAWES. I have been requested by 


gentlemen all around me to modify the motion 
| made yesterday, and to move minute 
instead of ten minutes as the limitation of 
debate in Committee of the Whole upon the 
first section of the tax and tariff bill. 


one 


Mr. MOORE. We insist upon a morning 
hour. 
The SPEAKER. That question will be 


determined by the House. 


| 
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or 


OVO 


Mr. MOORE. I think most cert: uitily that 
we ought to havea morning hour. 


lhe question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. Dawes, it was agreed to. 


Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote 
just taken; and also moved that the motion to 
‘onsider be laid on the table. 

Che latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. 


ret 


DAWES. I now m ve that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union to resume the econ- 
sideration of the tariff and tax bill. 


The 


motion was not agreed to, there being 
ay bb, noes bi. 
Mr. DAWES. I do not want to struggle 
with one half of the House, that number 


appearing desirous of having a morning liour. 
ORDER 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour 
begins at twenty minutes before 
first business in order is t 


OF BUSINESS, 


now 
The 
he bill reported from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
a bill (H. No. 2312 


Lwe lve. 


entitled 


to revise, consolidate, 
and amend the laws relating to invalid pen- 
sions. 

Mr. MOORE. Before the Clerk resumes 
the reading of that bill, | ask the House to 
adopt the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the clerk of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions be paid for the present Cougress 
the saine compensation as that authorized to be 
paid to the clerk of the Committee of Elections. 

Mr. NIBLACK. ‘This is a most vicious 


system of adopting resolutions in this House. 
We ought to know in many words how 
much is proposed to be paid. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The resolution can only 
come in by unanimous consent, and if the 
gentleman from Indiana objects it is not before 
the House. 

Mr. NIBLACK. do not object to the 
resolution if the amount be fixed. 

Mr. DAWES. 1 object. 

AMENDMENT OF PENSION LAWS. 

The SPEAKER. The House 
consideration of the bill (H. R. ») to 
revise, consolidate, and amend the laws rel: ating 
to inv: am pensions, and the Clerk will read the 
pe nd ing section. 

Mr. GARFI LD, of Ohio. Irise toa point 
of order, and that is whether this being private 
bill day that bill is in order? 


80 


resumes 


the 
No. 2312 


The SPEAKER. It was admitted yester- 
day by unanimous consent as a private bill, 
the gentleman from Ohio himself consenting, 


and having been so admitted it holds its place 
until itis disposed of. 


The Clerk read the seventh section of the 
bill, as follows: 

Sec. 7. That the pensions of widows shall be in- 
creased from and after the 25th day of July, 1866, at 
the rate of two dollars per month for each child 
under the age of sixteen years, of the husband on 
iccount of whose death the claim bas been, or shall 
be, granted. And in every case in which the deceased 
husband has left, or shall leave, no widow, or where 
his widow has died or married again, or where she 
has been deprived of her pension ander the provis 
ions of the pension law, the pension granted to such 
children ‘shall be patel bone fig same punt per 
month that woul i be allowed under the foregoing 
provisions to the widow, if living and entitled to a 
pension: Provided, That the additional pension 
herein granted to the widow on account of the ehild 
or children of the husband by a former wil hall 
be paid to her only for such per od of her widow 
hood us she has bee li. OT he s hall be i eh ire dw ith 
the maintenance of such child or children; for any 
period during which she has not been, or she shall 
not be, <o charged, it shull be granted and paid to 
the guardian of such child or children: Provided 
further, That a widow or guurdian to whom increase 
of pension has been, or shall ine reatter be, grants d 
on account of minor children, shall not be deprived 
thereof by reason of their being maintained in whole 
or in part at the expense of a State or the public 


Mr. MOORE 


Pensions recommend two amendments 


Invalid 
to that 


The Committee on 


section. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

In line ten,after the word “such” and before 
the word “children, ” insertthe words “‘childor BO 
it will read: ‘‘ the pension granted to such child or 
children’ &e.: and at the end of the section insert 
these words: ‘in any educational institution, or in 





any institution organized for the care of soldier 
mrpuati 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr’ ROOSEVE]I Mr. Speaker, I rise to 

pariiamentary inguiry. I nendment 
now open for genera mend ( 

The SPEAKER Ih bi now being 
considered by ( is, and as i Lion 1s 
read il is open ran uiment 

Mr. ROOSI Vi ul. lhen | it r the fol 
lowing amendment t he pending se n 

Phe ( rig “nd aS luillOow 

Phat the widow shall not forfeit ber pension by 
mMarryitip } 

The SP] KER Where does the gentle 
man propose to have his amendment come in? 

Mr ROOSEVELT, At the conclusion of 
the paragraph 

Phe SPEAKER. In the shape of i proviso 

Mr. ROOSEVELI Ye so it will 
read : 

ind provided fSurth That the widow ill not 
forteit ber pe hon by Lal 

Mi Bilt! 1 tr th Hou e will not 

lopt that amendment, as it is in entire Oppo 
pilion » the preser ! id pension laws, 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. Mr vwaker, | should 
like ) valewv Is im favor the amend 
ment I offer ind only a few words, it seems 
to me, are ne iry to satisfy the Ho 
its perfect ju ce If the widow of a soldier 
who has died of disease or wounds in the ser- 
vice is entitled to a pension, as all are by the 
universal pl ( not only of to but of all 
other countries, why should she be mee 
of it by marrying again ? ‘The wisdom of such 
alaw | cannot understand. The policy af 
th und ot a other nations has been In favor 
ol marriage, Celibacy has been discouraged, 
aud the bearing of children approved. 

The SPAKE! There is so much con 
fu min the H l that itis utterly Im possi 
ble to |} i hat tl gentieman 18 saylug. 

Mi QOSEVELI To be sure, onthe re 
n riage tf the widow there is a} bility of 
her | y ppor 1 by her second husband. 
Phat is true i not affect the question 
un re than in cases where there is a possi 
bility of the widow being ipported by outside 
re ree r by change of circumstances. A 
widow pecul ly under the protection of 
the ¢ itry iwho ‘ ce her husband sac- 
rificed life, 1 to deprive ane of the pen- 
sion which she enjoys und the law because 
she marr) ivain, and to transfer ite benefits 
Lo her child el as this bill would do, is to 
reverse the ] lievy of the law and the dictates 
of justice 

Mr. MORGAN. Does theage of the widow 
make any diflerence? 


Mr. ROOSEVELT. 


My friend from Ohio 


asks me ifthe action of the widow makes any 
ditlerence. 

Mr. MORGAN. Lasked if the age of the 
widow made any difference. 


Mr ROOSEY VELT. 


| thought the question 


was whetber the action of the widow made any 
odds: It certainly would not seem to me that 
the action of a widow or any other woman, in 
accepting & man as her companion for life, 


should make any difference against her in that 


particular under discussion. My wonder is, 
when | look around this House and see as- 
sembled here the representat ye men of all 
parts of the country, the beauty, the wisdom, 
the strength, the manliness, the talent of the 
rnling sex, and observe how unattractive man 


is at the best, 
trom the 


Wonae) 


even when specially selected 
in the land ily 
married or single, old 
marries un if I 


‘ 


= Cer 


highest type ny or 


Is Lhatl a WOIMAR, 
hands 


imst 


or young, me or ugly, 


tuinly 


any core Lmces 


we should n any induce- 
a bad day lor 


to have not 


t deprive che sex of 
ment totake that siep. 
us when they detera 
to de with us, and the country will suffer as 
badly as ourselves. 

lbere is no provision of law forbidding an 
invalided and pensioned soldier from getting 


forit will be 


rimine hing more 
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a 


married; the man drawing an income from 
the bounty of the Government can divide it 
vith a woman. He may have as many wives 


as he pieases. OF course I do not mean all at 
once, for evenin Utah that is becoming difficult 
and troublesome now, but one after another, 
though, like Blue Beard, he take them “ona 
regular railroad of matrimonial velocity,’’ and 

Lunate pen ioner does not forfeit 


Wy 


yet this for 
| Why 


uld widow be 
Is she notas lon ly? Does 
need company and support as much 
? Is there any public interest which 
uld he endangers d by all wing he r 
the honored state fron 
of the enemy had red 

In tead ot that, 


present restricuion 


sh 


ton. not a 


eCquairy 


i 


favored ? 
“ne not 
or more 
wo to reas- 
which the bullet 
? 


sume 
iced her 
of the 
not old 

I to love; she 
will seek consolation for the past in a happier 
fut legitimately and honorably, if she can, 


for thatis her but, unfortunately some- 


effect 


are 


what is the 
t All widows 
Or ugiy. It is woman’s nature 


ure, 


imstinet, 


times, otherwise if she must. ‘The action of 
the Government should encourage the former 
relation, and repress the latter. But this law 
as it stands puts a premium on crime and a 
penalty on honor. Many cases exist where 
improper relations have arisen from the ne- 


of sacrificing all mean 
pensions d widow remarried. 
vent these | offer my amendment. 


Mr. MOORKKE. 1 


CeSSILY 


s of support if 


Aud to pre- 


the 


have been a little 


sur- 
prised to hear the remarks of the gentleman 
trom New York, [Mr. Rooseveit.] <A few 
days ago, in a speech he addressed to the 
Ilouse, he gave gentlemen the advice to ‘* be- 
ware of the widows.’’ And now he places 
himself in the front rank in taking care of 
them. What influence they may have exer- 


made that 
the House | am not prepared to say. [ Laugh- 
ter.] I think, however, the House is ready 
to vote down the amendment. 


The question being puton Mr. Rooseve.r’s 


cised over him since he speech in 


i 


amendment, there were—ayes 32, noes 60; 
no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER, under the rule, ordered 
tellers; and appointed Mr. Moore and Mr. 


ROOSEVELT. 
Lhe House again divided ; 
reported noes 71. 
I demand 


and the tellers 
ayes DO, 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. 

and nays. 
Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
in order for me to say a word? 
The SPEAKER, It would not, when the 
House is dividing on the question of ordering 
the yeas and nays. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and 
nays there were—a not a sufli- 
client number. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT called 
ring the yeas and nays. 

On the question of ordering tellers there 
were- twenty- five. So (more than one 
filth of a quorum having voted in the affirm 
and Mr. Moore 
ap pointed, 
again divided on the question 
yeas and nays; and the tellers 
reported—ayes thirty-two, noes not counted. 

So (the aflirmative being more than one 
fifth of the last vote) the yeas and nays were 
ordered. 

The question was on agreeing to Mr. Roose- 
VELT’S amendment. 
Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I wish to 
say that under the law as it now stands, when 
a widow remarries, the pension goes to the 
children. It is not forfeited. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I obje ct to debate. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the not voting 
Sl; as 


the yeas 
Would it 
be 


yes seventeen ; 
for tellers on 
orde 


ayes 


ative) tellers were nate 2d: 
and Mr. Rooseve.Lt wer 
Lhe House 


of ordering the 


negative—yeas 67, nays 92, 
follows: 

Y EKAS—Messrs. Acker, Banks. Beatty, Beveridge, 
James G. Blair, Buflinton, Caldwell, Conger, Crebs, 
Darrall, Dox, Eames, Eldredge, Farwell, Frve, Getz, 


Golladay, Griffith, Hancock, Havens, John W. Hazel- || 
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ton, Hereford, Herndon, Kelley, Kendall, Ketcham, 












King, Lamison, Lansing, Lyneh, Mars hall, MeClej- 
land, McKinney, McNeely, Monroe, Le onard Myers 
Pendleton, Aaron F. Perry, Eli Perry, Read, Edward 
Y. Rice, John M. Rice, William R. Roberts, Roger 

Roosevelt, Scofield, Seeley, Sessions, Sheld: ee ; 
John A. Smith, Suapp, Thomas J. Speer, Stark- 
weather, Stevenson, Storm, St. Jolin, Suther and 
Sypher, Turner, Tyner, \ vughan, Voorhees, Walls. 
Williams of New York, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and 
W inchester—67. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ambler, Ames, Arthur, Averil] 
Barber, Barry, Beck, Bell, Bb goy, Bu { ham, Bird 
Loles, Br ““uxton, Conner, Cox, Critcher Cre Fer. 
Crossland, Dawes, Donnan, Du Bose . Duke , Dun 
Elliott, Farnsworth, Finkelnburg, Charles Foster, 
Wilder D. Foster. Gartield, Handley, Parner 
George E. Harris, Hawley, Gerry W. Haz n. Hib- 
bard, Hoar, Houghton, Kello ve, Kerr, Lamport 
Lewis, Lowe, McCormick, McCrary, McGrew. Me- 
Intyre, McJunkin, Beniamin F, ‘Meyers. Moore 
Morey, Niblack, Orr, Packard, Packer, Palmer. 
Hosea W. Parker, Peck, Peters, Poland, Price 
Rainey, Randall, Ellis H. Roberts, Rusk. Sargent 
Sawyer, Sherwood, Shoemaker, Siater, LL. Board. 
man Smith, Worthington C. Smith, Snvder, R. Mil 
ton Speer, Stoughton, Strong, Swann, ‘Taff [wich- 
ell, Upson, Waddell, Wakeman, Walden, Waldron 
Wallace, Warren, Wells, Wheeler, Whiteley, Wii- 
lard, Williams of Indiana, John T. Wilson and 
Y oung—92. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Archer, Barnum, 
Biggs, Austin Blair, Bright . George M. Bri ks, 
James Brooks, Buckley, Burchard, Burdett, Benja- 
min F. Butler, Roderick KR Bu tes Campbeli, Car- 
roll, William T. Clark, Freeman Clarke, Cobh, 
Coburn, Coghlan, Comingo, Cotton, Creely, Davis, 
De Large, Dickey, Duell. Ely, Forker, Henry D. 
Foster, Garrett, Goo lric h, Li: ale ie man. il tle, lialse 7. 
Hlambleton, Hanks, Harmer, John ‘T. Harris, Hay, 
Hays, Hill, Holman, Hooper, Killinger, Kinse ie, 
Leach, Manson, Maynard. McHenry, McKee, Me 


cur, Merriam, Merrick, Mitchell, Morgan, Morphis, 


Negley, Isaac C. Parker, Perce, Platt, Porter, Pot- 
ter, Prindle, Ritchie, Robinson, Shanks, Shell: 
barger, Shober, Slocum, Sprague, Stevens, Stowell, 
Terry, Thomas, Dwight Townsend, Wa hington 
‘Townsend, futhill, Van Trump, Whitthorne, and 
W ood—81, 


Mr. WHEELER. Willthe gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Moore] permit.me to 


following amendment: 


offer the 


And provided further, That whenever a widow 
shall forfeit her pension by reason of marriage, ber 
pension shall revive upon the death of her second 
husband, whenever it shall appear to the satista 
tion of the Pension Bureau that she is in ind nt 
circumstances ? 

Mr. MOORE. I do not know that I have 


anv objection to that amendment. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Wilithe gentleman 
modify his amendment by puttin ¢ in the words 
‘*or any subsequent husb: and ? 

| Mr. SPEKR, of Pennsylvania. 1 move to 
amend the amendment by inserting after the 
words *“‘upon the death of the words *' or 
divorced from.’ 

Mr. MOORE. My conviction is that the 
more we undertake to tinker with these pen- 
sion laws the more likely they will be misun- 


derstood. I hope no amendments of the kind 
will be adopted. 

Mr. MOREY. [rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state 
his point of order. 

Mr. MOREY. It is rathe 
ing! uiry. 1 would like to inquire if it would 
be in order at this time to amend the title of 
the bill by adding ** ot worthless 
or supernumerary sala inds ? {Laughter ] 

The SPEAKER. ‘That would be in order 
after the bill is completed. 

Mr. WHEELER. I think if this House will 
give afew moments reflection to the subject 
they will adopt this amendment. It is cer- 
tainly for the pecuniary interest of the Gov- 
ernment to permit widows of soldiers to re- 
marry, for while they are married the pens 
are saved to the Government 
ment simply provides that where a widow re- 
marries and oe reby forfeits her pension, and 
her second husband sball die and an 
show that she in indigent circums 
the pension shall revive. As gentlemen are 


ra parliamentary 


rto dispose 


ions 


This amend- 


she Cc 


is tunces, 


well aware, we are all the time passing special 
laws reviving pensions for those who have 

; ce 
remarried and again become widows. My 


proposition is simply to put in the general law 
a provision to the same effect. 

Mr. MOORE. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman a different wording for his amendment, 


Mr. WHEELER. Ido not care anything 
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about the wording particularly, provided the 
object is accomplished. 
MOORE. I would 


Mr. 
amendwent read to this effect: 


that the 
** that nothing 


in this section shall prevent any widow of a 


suggest 


deceased soldier from applying tor a pension 
again, vrovided she has remarried and 
again become a widow.”’ That is the word- 
ing of law that formerly existed, that any 
widow of a soldier who has remarried and 
is again a widow can make application fi 
pension Lo be renewed and receive it if 
in indigent circumstances. 

Mr. WHEELER. Was ther 
that? 

Mr. MOORE. That was always the law 
until the fall of 1862. Until that time the 
law provided that if the widow of a soldier 
married again, and again became a widow after 


has 


the 


Lil 


yr her 


she 18 


e such a law as 


the second marriage, or the third marriage, or 
the fortieth marriage, if she was again in in- 
digent circumstances her claim was considered 
and her pension revived. That was the law 
down to 1862, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Was it repealed then? 

Mr. MOORE. It was then repealed by a 
provision declaring that in all cases where a 
widow remarried she should first forfeit ber 
yension. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Why not revive that law? 

Mr. MOORE. Lam willing to revive it. 

Mr. WHEELER. | do not see that it will 
be any better than the amendment I have pro- 
pose d. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
amendment be again read. 

The amendment moved by 
was again read. 


Mr. MOORKE. 


Let the 


Mr. WHEELER 


I think it should read *‘ that 


her pension shall revive on her again becom- 
ing a widow, provided she is in indigent cir- 


cumstances.’ 

Mr. WHEELER. 
any obje ction to that. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I hope that 
suggestion will not prevail, that a woman 
must be poor to be entitled to a pension. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. There is a misunder- 
standing as to the effect of this amendment. 
Some gentlemen about me have suggested that 
it is &@ provision giving a premium to a widow 
who bas remarried, if her husband is worthless 
or poor, to kill him in order to get her pen- 
sion revived. Is that the effect of the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
such provision in the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I desireto offer the 
following substitute for the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. WHEELER: | 

Provided, That no widow of a deceased soldier 
shall forieit, or be considered to have forfeited, her 
right toa pension by a subsequent marriage or mar- 


riages except during the existence of such subse- 
quent Marriage or marriages, 


I do not know that I have 


There is no 


I think that covers the whole question and 
will relieve the law of all ambiguity. 1 ask 
consent that it may be entertained. 

Mr. WHEELER. I object to that. 

Mr. MOORE. The amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. WHEELER] will, 
I have no doubt, when properly uuderstood, 
be satisfactory to the House. 

The SPEAKER. There are two amend- 
ments pending to that amendment, one otfered 
by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Farns 
WorTH, | and the other by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Speer. ] 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I withdraw 
my amendment for the purpose of enabling 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Biair] to 
offer his, if that wil give him the right. 

The SPEAKER. it will. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 1 think his 
amendment preferable to that of the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I will withdraw my 
amendment if that of the gentleman from 
Missouri will take its place. 


The SPEAKER. It will. The gentleman 
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from New York has offered an amendment in 
the nature of a proviso to be added to the 
Section. Lh S proposed proviso will be read 
by the Che rk. 

The Clerk read as follow 


iS: 


Provided further, That whenever a widow shall 
forfeit her pension by reason of marriage, her pen- 
sion shall revive upon the death of her second hus- 


band, 

Mr. MOORE. I want to amend that so as 
to provide that ‘** the pension shall revive on 
her becoming a widow, provided it isapparent 
to the Pension Bureau that she is in indigent 


circumstances.’’ This will cover the whole 
case, and will conform to the law as it now 
stands. I understand the gentleman from 


New York is willing to accept this as a modi 
fication of his amendment. 

Mr. WHEELER. Personally I would be 
glad to support the amendment of the gentle 
man from Missouri, [Mr. Biarr,] but | am 
satisfied that even if the House were willing to 
vo to that extent, the Senate is If we 
make the step in advance proposed by my 
amendment, it will be so much gained. My 
object is to provide for a class of widows in 
indigent circumstances. 


not. 


Mr. KING. I object to any amendment 
that contemp ates giving 4a pension on the 
ground of divorce. There are too many di 


vorces now. lf am in favor of repressing 
rather than encouraging them. 
Mr. SPEER, of Pennsvivania. 
not involve the 
Mr. BECK. I desire to ask, for informa- 
tion, whether this is the last morning hour the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions will have ? 
The SPEAKER. The Committee on In 
valid Pensions being reached yesterday dur- 
ing the morning hour on the call for private 
bills, obtained leave by unanimous consent to 
It is in 
the morning hour on private bill day, and will 


so continue until disposed of. 


This does 
question of divorces at all. 


report this bill—a public measure. 


Mr. BECK. Perhaps there may be so many 
amendments as to cut off any chance of doing 
anything else. 

The SPEAKER. The bill goes over from 
one private bill day to another until disposed of. 
he amendment of the gentleman from New 
‘ork [ Mr. WHEELER] as modified will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
And provided 


shali fort 


‘ 
’ 


further, That whenever a widow 


¢ 


t her pension by reason of marriage, her 
pension shall revive upon her again becoming a 
widow whenever it shall appear to the satisfaction 


of the pension department that she is in indigent 
circuinstances, 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. The pension 
law now does not require that a widow, in 
order to obtain a pension, shall prove that she 
is in indigent circumstances. It does require 
parents to make such proof when applying 
for pensions on account of the death of a son 


in the service; but that does not apply to a 


widow. I think that we ought not to require 


ota widow after a second marriage any more 


than we require of a widow after a first mar- 
riage. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 


e* . . } * 0) . a 
Missouri offers the following amendment as a 
substitute : 


Provided, No widow of a deceased soldier shall 





forfeit or be considered to have forfeited her right to 
a pension by a subsequent marriage or marriages 
except during the existence of. such subsequent 


murriage or narriages 
Mr. MOORE. I 
amendment. 
Mr. ELDREDGE. 


gestion ; 


demand tellers on that 
I desire to make a sug: 
that is the proposition which I stated 
a few minutes ago offered a premium for wives 
who wished to draw pensions to take the lives 
of their busbands. 

A MemBer. Poison them. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Yes, poison them, or 
cut their thr lt they are indigent it offers 
id of their husbands. I do 
not believe we should adopt either, for while 
one amendment offers a premium to celibacy 


the other offers a premium to murder. 


JALS. 


a premium to gett 


ooo 


Mr. ROOSEVELT. 


That is the reason why 
heshould vote for it. 


He hus voted to encour 
age prostitution, why nol how encourage mur- 
{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I voted entirely on the 
gentleman's moon and through his “solicita- 
tion. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. T[risetoa parliamentary 
explanation. I have said the gentleman voted 
in favor of prostituti yn. 


aer 


lt appears he voted 
with me in the minority of the House against 
prostitution, instead of in its favor, and | am 
glad he did so. 

he House divided; and there were 
noes 69. 

Mr. RANDALL 


Mo : 
lellers Were not 


“ayes 43, 


demanded tellers. 
ordered. 

So theamendment of Mr. Buatr, of Missouri, 
to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LAMISON. I 
amendment: 

Provided, The provisions of this act shall be held 


to include teamsters enlisted in the of the 
United States. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
the pending question ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not germane to the 
pending amendment and will be withheld for 
the present. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
New York 


the words * 


TOLOW ing 


l 
move the 


service 


Is that germane to 


| hope the 


gentleman from will strike out in 
his amendment 
stances.”’ 

Mr. MOORE. I wish to have a vote on the 
pending amendment. 


que stion, 


indigent circum 


[ demand the previous 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I wish merely to 
say one word in reference to the pending 


amendment, and [ hope it will be voted down. 
We now pension a widow because she iost her 
husband in the service of the country, and 
this amendment extends the same privilege if 
she lo 
adopt the amendment isto extend the pension 


did not lose a husband in the service. 


system to widows who have not lost their bus- 


bands in the service. Where a widow of a 


soldier afierward marries, and the case is one 
of yreat hardship, Congress has never yet re- 
fused to pass a special act, and all such special 
cases of hardships ought to be remitted to Con 
gress for its action, leaving the general law to 
stand as it is. 

Mr. MOORK. I insist on my demand for 
the previous question, 

The 
the main question ordered, 


previous question was seconded and 

The question recurred on Mr. WuHeeELER’s 
amendment as modified. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as modified, 
as follows: 

And provided further, That whenever a widow 
shall forfeit her pension by reason of marriage, her 
pension shall revive upou her again beeoming a 
widow, whenever it shall appear to the satisfaction 


ot the pension department that she is in indigent 
circumpstances,. 

(he House divided ; and there were—ayes 
59, noes 56; no quorum voting. 


The SPEAKER appointed Mr. Wuerecer 
and Mr. E.prepcGe tellers. 

The House again divided; and the 
reported—ayes 73, 50. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


tellers 
noes 


The Clerk read the eighth section, as fol 
lows. 


Sec. 8. That in the administration of the pension 
laws, children born before the marriage of their 
parents, if acknowledged by the father before or 
after the marriage, shall be deemed legitimate, 


Mr. DAWES. 
expired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. DAWES. Then I move that the rules 

and the House resolve itself 

into the Committee the 
of the Union to resume the consideration ot 
the tariff and tax bill. 


Has not the morning hour 


be suspen led, 


of the Whole on tate 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 


| Enrolled Bills, reported that they had exam- 





ined and found truly enrolled bills of the | 


following titles ; 
the same, 

An act (H. R. No. 1055) to regulate the 
salary of the consul at ‘Tien-T'sin, China; 

An act (H. R. No. authorize the 
issue of a supply of arms to the authorities of 


when the Speaker signed 


to 


2067 ) 


the Territory of Montana; 

An act (H. R. No. 2616) authorizing the 
erection of a public building in Kockland, 
Maine: 

An act (H. R. No. 2627) to enable the city 


of Denver to purchase certain lands in Colo- 
rado for a cemetery ; 

An No. 309) to prohibit the reten- 
tion of soldiers’ discharges by claim agents and 
attorneys ; 

An act (S. No. 354) relating to the Reform 
School of the Distriet 


act (S 


of Columbia; 


An act (S. No. 446) toamend an act entitled 
‘* An act to establish and to protect national 
cemeteries,’ approved Iebruary 22, 1867; 
and 

An act (S. No. 609) to reduce the limits of 
the military reservation at Fort Stanton, New 


Me K1ICO. 
SALES BY THE WAR DEPARTMENT. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, in answer to a resolu- 
tion of the House of February 28, 1872, in re- 
lation to the amount of money paid into the 
Treasury of the United States from the sales 
of property by the officers of the War Depart- 
ment since the 30th of June, 1865; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CALEB §. GREEK. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secret 


Michigan volunteers; which was referred to 

the Committee on Milit ary Affairs. 
WADDY THOMPSON, 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
commissioners of claims, transmitting their 
report in case No. 27. ot W addy Thompson : 
which was referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

FORT GRATLOT LIGHT-HOUSE RESERVATION, 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
laid bef the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in relation to the 
sale of reservation at Tort 
Gratiot, Port Lluron, Michigan. 

Mr. CONGER. 


‘ 


cal 


sent, ore 


the light-house 


ion be referred to the Committee of Ways 
and Means, which has this matter now under 
consideration. 

The letter was referred to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
ALABAMA AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE, ETC, 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a communication 
from the Governor of Alabama, transmitting, 


ary of War, in relation to the charge of | 
desertion agains Caleb S. Greek, of the first | 


bodies and property of the persons lost in the 
United States ship Oneida, in the bay of Yeddo, 


| in 1870. 


Mr. BANKS. I move that the message and 


' papers be referred to the Committee on For 


eign Affairs, and that they be ordered to be 
printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 
AFFRAY AT GOING-SNAKE COURT-HOUSE, 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House 


| the following message from the President of 





enennndimmnen 


‘ 
| 


I move that the communi- | 


|| the route. 


' time, and ordered to be engrossed and read a | 
| third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- | 


in compliance with the act of July 2, 1862, || 


the report concerning the establishment of 
the Alabama agricultural and mechanical col- 
lege; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 

THK ONEIDA, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House 


) 


LOSS OF 


the following message from the President of 
the United States: 
To the House of Represe natives: 


In answer to a resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, the 15th of March last, I transmit 


ol 


the United States: 


Executive Mansion, May 10, 1872. 
To the Speaker of the House of Representatives: 

I herewith communicate to the House of Repre- 
sentatives a report of this date, from the acting Sec- 
retary of the Interior, in auswer to the resolution 
ot that body, adopted on the 2¥ch ultimo, calling for 
information relative to the recent affray at the 
court-house in Going-Snake district, Indian terri- 
tory. 

In view of the feeling of hostility which exists 
between the Cherokees and the United States au- 
thorities the western district of Arkansas, it 
seems to 
such measures as will tend to allay that feeling, and 
at the same time secure the enforcement of the laws 
in that territory. | therefore agree with the acting 
Secretary of the Interior in suggesting the adoption 


| of apending bill for the erection of a United States 


district within the Indian territory, as a measure 
which will afford the most important remedy for the 


existing troubles. : os 
U.S. GRANT. 


The communication, with accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on the 


| Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


NEW POST ROUTE. 
Mr. HEREFORD. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to introduce and have put upon its pas- 


| sage a bill to establish a post route, to which I 


think there will be no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read for 
information, after which objections, if any, 
will be in order. 

The bill was read as follows: 

A bill to establish a mail route. 


_Be it enacted, &e., That the following be estab- 
lished as a post route: from Winfield, in the 


; county of Putnam, State of West Virginia, to Scott | 
depot, on the Chesapeake and Ohio railroad, in the 


sume county. 

Mr. TWICHELL. I think it would be bet- 
ter that this bill should go to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. We have 
a great many post route bills before us, which 
have come in since the last general bill was 
passed. 

Mr. HEREFORD. I spoke yesterday to 
the chairman of that committee, and he said 
he supposed there would be no objection. The 
necessity for this arises from the railway hav- 
ing been completed to that point, and the citi- 


zens of the locality have sent a petition that | 
After it has || 


this route may be established. 
become a law there must be service put upon 
We do not know when the general 
bill will be passed. I do not think there can 
be any objection to it. 


No objection being made, the bill (H. R. | 


No. 2713) was received, read a first and second 


ingly read the third me, and passed. 
Mr. HEREFORD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 


|| moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 


herewith a report of the Secretary of State, and the || 


papers which accompanied it. ’ ™ 

. U. 8. GRANT. 

Wasuinarton, D. C., May 7, 1872. 

The SPEAKER. The report and papers 
have reference to the claim of the owners of 
the steamer Aroostook, used by the United 
States legation in Japan to search for the 


| 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


ELECTION CONTEST——BOWEN V8. DE LARGE. 


be necessary that Congress should adopt | 
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The SPEAKER also laid before the House | 


additional papers in the contested-election case 
of Bowen vs. De Large, from the State of 


South Carolina; which were referred to the | 


Committee of Elections. 
SOPHIA SCHILINGER. 
Mr. SWANN obtained unanimous consent 


to have withdrawn from the files of the House | 


the papers in the case of Sophia Schilinger. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. BIGGS was granted leave of absence 
until Wednesday next. 
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Mr. TUTHILL was granted leave of absence 
until Thursday next. 

Mr. RITCHIE was granted leave of absence 
for one week. 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, was 


| granted leave of absence for to-day. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Tennessee, was granted 
leave of absence for ten days. 

Mr. WOOD was granted leave of absence 
for one week from Monday next. 


BENJAMIN W. REYNOLDS. 


Mr. DUNNELL, from the Committee on 
the Public Lands, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted a report in writing to accompany House 
bill No. 1634, for the relief of Benjamin W, 
Reynolds; which report was ordered to be 


| printed and recommitted. 


MEXICAN MAIL STEAMSHIPS. 


Mr. SAWYER, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported back from the Committee on Com- 
merce, with a substitute, House bill No. 1188, 


| to authorize the establishment of ocean mail 
| steamship service between the United States 


and Mexico; which was ordered to be printed 
and recommitted, not to be brought back into 
the House by a motion to reconsider. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
Mr. DONNAN. I ask that the Senate bills 


on the Speaker’s table relating to business of 
the Committee on Military Affairs be now 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referréd 
to that committee, not to be brought back into 
the House by motions to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER, That will require unani- 
mous consent. 

No objection was made; and accordingly the 
following bills were taken from the Speaker’s 
table, severally read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs : 

An act (S. No. 451) for the relief of Jeffer- 
son W. Davis; 

An act (S. No. 604) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of War to sell the west pier at Oswego 
harbor, New York, and for other purposes; 

An act (S. No. 765) for the relief of the 
heirs of the late Captain B. R. Perkins, of the 
United States Army ; 

An act (S. No. 829) granting the Fort 
Kearney military reservation to the State of 
Nebraska, for the use and benefit of the 
Nebraska State deaf and dumb and insane 
asylums ; 

An act (S. No. 996) to repeal so much of 
section six of an actentitled ** An act making 
appropriations for the support of the Army for 
the year ending June 30, 1870, and for other 
purposes,’’ approved March 3, 1869, as pro- 
hibits promotions in the staff department of the 
Army ; and 

An act (S. No. 968) to authorize the inter- 
ment of honorably discharged soldiers, sail- 
ors, and marines in the national cemeteries of 
the United States. 

The following bill was taken from the Speak- 
er’s table, and read a first and second time: 

An act (S. No. 228) for the relief of James 
Murphy. 

Mr. STOUGHTON. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to make a single statement in reference to 
this bill, I think it can then be disposed of 
right here in one moment. 

The SPEAKER, If the bill is unobjection- 
able, the gentleman can get leave to report it 
any time. The House is now proceeding by 
unanimous consent. 

The bill was accordingly referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


PAYMASTER GENERAL. 


The SPEAKER. The Senate have sent a 


message that they disagree to the amendment 
of the House to Senate bill No. 463, to 


enable the President of the United States to 
appoint a Paymaster General of the Army, 
and request a committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 
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If there be no objection, the request will be 
gre ante od. 


No objec tion was mad 
ac cordingly. 
PUBLIC 


>; and it was ordered 


BUILDING AT MEMPHIS, 

Mr. VAUGHAN obtained leave to have 
printed in the Globe some remarks he had 
prepares touching the necessity of a publie 
building in the city of Memphis, Tennessee. 
[See Appendix. ] 

CODIFICATION OF 

Mr. DAWES. I 
that the session of Monday evening next be 
set apart for the consideration of the bill 
codifying the pension laws, in order that it 
may be taken out of the morning hour. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I object, and call 
for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is to 
go into Committee of the Whole. 

TARIFF AND TAX BILL. 

The House accordingly*resolved 
Committee of the Whole, and resumed the 
consideration of House bill No. 2322, to re- 
duce duties on imports, and to reduce internal 
taxes, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House, 
all debate oa the first section of the bill will 
close in one minute. 

Mr. BURCHARD. 
section the following : 

On steel in ingots, bars, coils, chains, and steel 
wires not less than one fourth of one inch in diam- 
eter, valued at seven cents per pound or less, one 
and three quarter cents per pound. 

Mr. DAWES. Is that amendment now in 
order? Steel is in the next section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 
that the amendment is not in order at this 
Slage, 

Mr. BURCHARD. I offer it as an inde- 
pendent proposition, to come in “i ter the first 
section and before the secoud. Is it not in 
order in that form? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
the proposition of the gentleman, but is of 
opinion that the committee having placed the 
subject-matter in another portion of the bill, it 
should be considered in that place. 

Mr. BURCHARD. 1 would suggest to the 
Chairman that I do not see steel in the second 
section, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes it 
would be included in the clause relating to 
‘all iron, and all manufactures of iron of 
which iron is a component part;’’ or the next 
clause, which speaks of ‘‘ all metals.”’ 

Mr. BURCHARD. As [ understand, the 
Treasury Department does not hold that steel 
is a manufacture of iron, or a manufacture 
of which iron is a component part. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then it would cer- 
tainly come under the eighteenth line, ‘on 
all metals not herein otherwise provided for.’’ 
The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read the first paragraph of sec- 
tion two, as follows: 


Src. 2. That on and after the day and year when 


this act shall take effect, in lieu of the duties 
posed by law on the articles in this section enum- 
erated, there shall be levied, collected, and paid on 
the goods, wares, and merchandise in this see- 
tion enumerated and provided for, imported from 
foreign countries, ninety per cent. of the several 
duties and rates of duty now imposed by law upon 
said articles severally, is being the intent of this 
section to reduce existing dutie 3 on said articles ten 
per cent. of such duties; that is tosay. 


Mr. BECK. I move to amend by striking 
out from line one to line twenty-five of the 
second section and inserting in lieu thereof 
what I send to the Clerk. 

Lhe substitute of Mr. Bec 
read, is as follows: 

That on and after the day and year when this act 
shall take effect, in lieu of the duties imposed by 
law on the articlesin this section enumerated, there 
shall be levied, collected, and paid on the goods, 
wares, and merchandise in this section enumerated 
and provided for, imported from foreign countries, 
the following rates of duty, to wit: 


PENSION LAWS. 


ask unanimous consent 


itself into 


I move to add to the 


iln- 


K, which was not 


On bar iron, rolled or hammered, comprising flats || 
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not less than one inch or more than six inches wide, 
nor Jess than three eighths of an inch or more than 
two inches thick ; rounds not less than three fourths 
of an inch nor more than two inches in diameter; 
and squares not less than three fourths of an inch 
nor more than two inches square, three tourths of 
one cent per pound. 

On bar iron, rolled or hammered, comprising flats 
less than three eighths of an inch or more than two 
inches thick, or less than one inch or more than six 
inches wide; rounds less than three fourths of an 
inch or more than two inches in diameter; and 
squares less than three fourths of an inch or more 
than two inches square, one cent per pound: Pro- 


vided, That all iron in slabs, blooms, loops, or other 
forms, less finished t} _ iron in bars, and more ad- 
vanced than pig iron, except castings, shall be rated 
as iron in bars, and a a duty accordingly: And 


pr pide t furthe 
pay a rate 
valore m. 

On all iron imported in bars for railroads and in- 
clined planes, made to patterns and fitted to be laid 
down on such roads or planes without further man- 
ufacture, sixty cents per one hundred pounds. 

On round iron in coils, three sixteenths of an inch 
or less in diameter, whether coated with metal or 
not, one and three fourths cents per pound. 

On insulated wire, whether of iron or copper, and 
covered with gutta-percha or other insulating ma- 
terial, and on stibmarine and other telegraph and 
electric cable of every kind, for use exclusively in 
telegraphy, thirty-five per cent. ad valorem. 

On iron wire, bright, coppered, or tinned, drawn 
and finished, not more than one fourth of an ineb in 
diameter, not less than No. 16 wire gauge, one and 
three fourths cents per pound; over No. 16 and not 
over No. 25 wire gauge, $3 50 per one hundred 
pounds; over No. 25 wire gauge, four dollars per 
one hundred pounds: Provided, That wire cov- 
ered with cotton, silk, or other mi iterial, shall pay 
five cents per pound in addition to the foregoing 
rates: And provided further, That all wire rope 
and wire strand, made of iron wire, either bright, 
coppered, galvanized, or coated with other metals, 
shall pay the same rate of duty that is now levied 
on the iron wire of which said rope or strand 
is m: ide ; and all wire rope and wire strand, made 
of steel wire, either bright, coppered, galvanized, or 
coated with other metals, shall pay the same r: 
of duty that is now levied on the steel wire of which 
said rope or strand is made, 

On spiral iron-wire springs for furniture, one and 
three fourth cents per pound. 

On sheet iren, common or black, not thinnerthan 
No. 25 wire gauge, onecent per pound; thinnerthan 
No. 25 wire gauge, one and one fourth cents per 
pound, 

On tin plates and iron 
any metal by electric 
cents per pound, 

On all band, hoop and scroll iron, 
inch to six inches wide, not 
wire gauge, onecent per pound. 

On all band, hoop, and scroll iron thinner 
No. 20 wire gauge, one and one-fourth cents 
pound. 

On slit rods, one and one fourth cents per pound; 
and | hammered 


Chat none of 
of duty 


the above iron shall 
than thirty per cent. ad 


less 





galvanized or coated with 
batteries, or otherwise, two 


from 


thinner 


one half 
than No. 20 


than 
per 


on all other descriptions of rolled or 


iron, not otherwise provided for, one cent per pound, 

On locomotive tire, or parts thereof, two cents per 
pound. 

On mill-irons and mill-eranks of wrought iron, 
and wrought iron for ships, steam engines, and 
locomotives, or parts thereof, weighing each twenty- 
five pounds or more, one and one half cents per 
pound, 

On anvils, two cents per pound 


On iron cab) 
one andthree fo 


sor cable chains, or parts 
urths cents per pound. 
On chains, trace-chains, halter-chains 
chains, made of wire or rods, not less 
fourth of one inch in diameter, one and 
cents per pound; lessthan one fourth 
in diameter, and not under No.9 wire gauge, 
cents per pound; under No. 9 wire gauge 
per cent. ad valore me. 

On anchors, or parts thereof, one and one 
spe und. 
b! 


, 
pac heaniahe 


thereof, 


ind fence- 
than 


one 


one 
half 
inch 
two 
thirt 


of one 


half 


‘On hammers 
parts thereof, and malls 
otherwise provid { 1 

Un wrought-iron 
iron nuts and wa 
half cents per pound. 

On bed-secrews and wrough 
one half cents per pound. 

On wrought board nails 
one and three fourt 

On horseshoe 

On cut tacks, 


and sledges, 
iron in casting 
vo cents per pound, 
railroad chairs, and wrought- 
shers, rea ly puncie d, one and one 


axles, or 


able » hot 





} 
na 


t-iron hinges, one : 
spikes, 
hs cents per pound, 
nails, four cents per pound. 
brads, or sprigs, not exceeding six- 
teen ounces to the thousand, one and one halt cents 
per thousand; exceeding sixteen ounces to thet 
sand, Loree cents per p und. 

On steam, gas, and water tubes and flues, of wrought 
iron, two and one fourth cents per pound. 

Onscrews,common|y called wood screws, two inches 
or over in length, three cents per pound; less 
two inches in length, six cents per pound. 

On vessels of cast iron, not otherwise provided fer, 


riv ets, and bolts 


hou- 





than 


and on andirons, sadirons, tailors’ and hatters’ irons, 
stoves and stove-plates, of cast iron, one cent per 
pound. 

On cast-iron steam, gas, and water pipes, one cent 


per pound, 


On cast-iron butts and hinges, two cents per 
pound, 
On hollow ware, glazed or tinned, two and three 


fourth cents per pound. 
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ii ounces and over per square yard, the duty 
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On all manufactures of iron, not otherwise 
vided for, thirty per cent. ad valorem, 

On steel railway bars, one cent per pound; 
all railway bars made in part of steel, three 
of one cent per pound. 

On steel in ingots, bars, coils, sheets, and steel 
wire, not less than one fourth of one inch in diam- 
eter, valued at seven cents per pound or Jess, one 
and one half cents per pound; valued at above seven 
cents and not above eleven cents per pound, three 
cents per pound; valued at above eleven cents per 
pound, four cents per pound. 

On all skates, thirty-five per cent. 

On all handsaws, not over twenty 
length, seventy-five cents per dozen, 
tion thereto, twenty 


pro- 


and on 
fourths 


ad ralor 4 

four inches in 
and, in addi- 
-five per cent. ad valorem ; over 


twenty-four inches in length, one dollar per dozen 
and twenty-five per cent. ad va/orem, 

On all back-saws, not over ten inches in length, 
seventy-five cents per dozen, and, in addition 
thereto, twenty per cent. ad ralores over ten 
inches in length, one dollar per dozen, and, in addi- 
tion thereto, twenty per cent. ad valorem, 

On tiles, file-blanks, rasps, and floats ofall deserip- 


tions, not exceeding ten inches in length, ten cents 
per pound, and, in addition thereto, twenty per 
cent. ad valorem; exceeding ten inches in length 
six cents per pound, and, in addition thereto, fifteen 
per cent. ad valorem. 

On needles for knitting 


or sewing-machines, one 


| dollar per thousand, and, in addition thereto,twenty- 


five per cent. ad valorem. 

On iron squares, markedon one side, three cents 
per pound; and on all other squares of iron or steel, 
five cents per pound, 

On all manufactures of steel, or of which steel 
shall be acomponent part, not otherwise provided 
for, thirty-five per cent. ad valorem: Prorided, 
That all articles of steel partially manufactured, or 
of which steel shall be a component part, not other- 
wise provided for, shall pay the same rate of duty as 
if wholly manufactured. 

On iron ores, ten per cent, 

On all wools of the first « defined by law, 
known as clothing wools, the value whereof 
last port or place whence exported to the 
States, excluding charges in such port, shall be 
thirty-two cents or less per pound, eight cents per 
pound, and, in addition thereto, nine per cent. ad 
valore mn, 

On wools of the same class, the value whereof at 
the last port or place whence exported to the United 
States, excluding charges in such port, shall exceed 
thirty-two cents per pound, ten cents per pound, 
and, in addition thereto, eight per cent. ad valorem. 

On wools of the second class, defined by law and 
Known as combing-wools, and upon all hair of the 
alpaca goat, and other animals, the value whereof 
at the last port or place whence exported to the 
United States, excluding charges in such port, shal! 
be thirty-two cents or less per pound, eight cents 
per pound, and, in addition thereto, nine per cent. 
ad valorem, 

On wools of the same class, the value whereof at 
the last port or place whence exported to the United 
States, excluding charges in such port, shall exceed 
thirty-two cents per pound, ten cents per pound, 
and, in addition thereto, ten per cent. ad valorem; 
Provided, That upon washed and seoured wools of 
the classes herein enumerated, in addition to the ad 
valorem duty herein imposed upon such wool, if im- 
ported unwashed, the specific duty upon washed 
wool of the first class shall be twice, and upon 
scoured wool of all classes three times the specific 
duty to which such wool would be subjected if im- 
ported unwashed: And provided furt That no 
yvools imported from countries east of the Cape of 


ad ralorem, 
lass, and 
at the 


United 


her, 


Good Hope shall pay a higher rate of duty than like 
wools if imported from any other part of the worid, 
On woolen cloths, woolen shawls, and al! manu- 


factures of wool of every description made wholly or 









in part of wool, not herein otherwise provided for, 
forty cents per pound, and, in addition thereto, 
thirty per cent, ad valorem, 

On flannels, blankets, hats of wool, knit goods, 
balmorals, woolen and worsted yarns, and all man- 
ufvetures of every description, composed wholly or 
in partof worsted, the bair of the alpaca goat, or 
other animals, except such as are composed in part 
of wool, not otherwise provided for, valued at not 
exceeding forty cents per pound, sixteen cents per 
pound; valued at above forty cents per pound and 
not exceeding sixty cents per pound, twenty-four 
cents per pound; valued at above sixty cents per 
pound and not exceeding eighty cents per pound, 
thirty-two cents per pound; valued at above eighty 
eents per pounc, forty cents per pound; and, In 
addition thereto, upon the articles named in this 
paragraph, thirty per cent. ad valorem. 

On endless belts or felts for paper or printing-ma- 

hine ixtecen cents per pound, and, in addition 
thereto, ‘thi rty per cent. ad valorem. 

On bunting, ixteen cents per square yard, and, ij 
addition tnereto, thirty per cent ad valore mm. 

On wowen’s and children’s dress goods and real or 
imitation Italian cloths, composed wholly or in part 
of wool, worsted, the hair of the alpaen goat, or other 
animals, valued at not exceeding twenty cents per 
square yard, five cents persquare yard, and in addi 
tion thereto thirty per cent. ad ralorem; valued at 
above twenty cents per square yard, 
one halt cents per square yard, and, in 
thereto, thirty-five per cent. ad valorem ; Provided, 
That on all merinoes, popling, and delaines, com 
posed wholly of worsted or wool, imported in the 
gray or uncolored condition, the duty shall be be ten 
per cent. ad valorem less than the above rates: And 
provided further, That on all goods weighing four 


shall be 
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forty cents per pound, and, in addition thereto, thirty 
percent. ad rulorem, 

On clothing ready made, and we 
every deseription, and balmworal le 
and goods of sitmilir deseription, or used tor like 
purposes, composed wholly or in part of wool, 
worsted, the huir of the alpsea goat, or other ani- 
mals, made up or manufactured wholly orin part by 
the tailor, seamstr pt knit 


aring apparel of 
Kirting, 


Kirts an 


ormanulacturer eXeE 


good forty cents per pound, and in addition 
thereto, thirty-five per cent, ad va * 

On webbing beltings, bindings, braids, galloons, 
fringes, gimps, cords, cords and tassels, dress trim- 
mings, head nets, buttons, or barrel buttons, or 
buttous of other forms for tassels or ornaments, 
wrought by hand or braided by machinery, made 
of wool, worsted, or mobair, or of which wool, 


worsted, or mohair is a component material, un- 
mixed with silk, for cents per pound, and, in 
addition thereto, forty-five per cent. ad valorem. 
On Aubusson and Axminster carpets, and carpets 
woven whole fer rooms, fifty per cent. ad valoren. 
On Saxony, Wilton, and Tournay velvet carpet 
wrought by the Jacquard machine eventy cents 
per square yard, and, in addition thereto, thirty per 


cent. ad valorem; ou Brussels carpets wrought by 
the Jacquard machine, forty-four cents per square 
yard, and, in addition thereto, thirty per cent. ad 
valorem; on patent velvet and tapestry velvet car- 


pets, printed on the warp or otherwise, forty cents 
per square yard, and, in addition thereto, thirty per 
cent. ad walure , on tapestry Brussels carpets, 
printed on the warp or otherwise, twenty-eight 
cents per square yard, and, in addition thereto 
thirty .per ent, af vaforemys on treble ingrain, 
three-ply, and worsted chain Venetian carpets, 
seventeen cents per square yard, and, in additiou 
thereto, thirty per cent. ad valorem; on yarn Vene- 
tiun and tWwo-ply inpgrain Carpets, tWelve cents per 
eguare yard, and, in addition thereto, thirty per 
eent, ad valorem, and on druggets and bockings, 
printed, colored, or othe rwise, twenty-five cents per 
square yard, and, addition thereto, thirty per 
cent. ad palorem, 

On all manufactures of cotton, not bleached, col- 
ored, stained, painted, or printed, not exceeding one 
hundred threads to the square inch, counting wrap 
and filling, and not exceeding in weight live ounces 
per square yard, two cents per square yard; if 
bleached, two and one half cents per square yard; 
if colored, stained, painted, or printed, two and one 
half cents per square yard, aud, in addition thereto, 
ten percent, ad valorem, 

manufactures of cotton, (except jeans, 
drillings, bed-tickings, ginghams, plaids, 
cottonades, pantaloon stuff, and goods of like de- 
scription.) not bleached, colored, stained, painted, 
or printed, and not exceeding one bundred threads 
to the square inch, counting the warp and filling, 


On all 
denims, 


and exceeding in weight five ounces per square yard, 
four cents per square yard; if bleached, four and 
one halleents per square yard; if colored, stained, 


painted, or printed, tour cents per square yard, and, 
in addiiion thereto, ten per cent. ad valorem, 

On finer and lighter goods of like description, ex- 
ceeding one hundred threads and not exceeding two 
hundred threads to the square inch, counting the 
warp and filling, unbleached, four ceats per square 
yard; if bleached, fourandone half cents persquare 
vard; if colored, staimmed, painted, or printed, tour 
eeonts per square yard, and, in addition thereto, 
twenty per cent. ad valorem, 

Ou goods of like deseription, exceeding two hun- 
dred threads to the square inch, unbleached, four 
cents per square yard ; it bleached, four and one half 
cents per square yard ; colored, stained, painted, 
or printed, tour cents per square yard, and, in addi- 
tion thereto, twenty per cent. ad valorem, 

On all cotton jeans, denims, drillings, bed-tick- 
ings, ginghame, plaids, cottonades, pantaloon stuffs, 
aud goods of like deseription, or tor similar use, if 
uubleached, and not exceeding one hundred threads 
tothe square inch, counting warp and filling, and 
exceeding five ounces to the square yard, five cents 
per square yard: if bleached, five and one half cents 
per square yard; al colored, st iined, painte i, or 
printed, five cents per square yard, and, in addition 
thereto, twenty per cent. ad valorem, On finer or 
lighter goods of like description, exceeding one 
hundred threads, and not exceeding two hundred 
threads to the square inch, counting the warp and 
filling, unbleached, five cents per square yard; if 
bleached, five and one halfcents persquare yard 7 
colored, stained, painted, or printed, five cents per 
square yard, and, in addition thereto, fifteen per 
On goods of like description 
exceoding two hundred threads to the square inch, 
counting the warp and filling, if unbleached, five 
und one half cents per square yard; if bleached, six 
cents per square yard; if colored, stained, painted, 
or printed, five and one half cents per square yard, 
and, in addition thereto, filteen per ceut.ad valorem: 
Provided, That upon all plain woven cotton goods, 
included or not included in the toregwoing schedules, 
unbleached, valued at over sixteen cents per square 
yard, bleached, valued at over twenty cents per 
square yard, colored, valued at over twenty-five 
cents per square yard, and cotton jeans, denims, 
and drillings, unbleached, vaiued at over twenty 
cents per square yard, and all other cotton goods of 
every description, the value of which shail exceed 
twenty-five cents per square yard, there shall be 
levied, colleeted, and paid a duty of thirty-five per 
cent. ad valorem, 

On spool-thread of cotton, containing on each 
spool not exceeding one hundred yards of thread, 
five cents per dozen spools, and, in addition thereto, 
twenty-four per cent. ad valorem; exceeding one 
hundred yards, 


cont. ad ratorem, 





for every additional one hundred | 


yards of thread on each spvol, or fractional part 
thereof, in excessof one hundred yards, five cents 
per dozen, and twenty-eight per cent, ad valorem. 
On cotton thread, yarn, warps, or Warp-yarn, not 
wound upon spools, whether single or advanced be- 
yond the coudition of single by twisting two or more 
siugle yarus together, whether on beams or in bun- 
dles, skeins, or cops, or in any other form, valued at 
not exceeding forty cents per pound, eight cents per 
pound; valued at over forty cents per pound and 
not exceeding sixty cents per pound, sixteen cents 
per pouud; valued at over sixty cents per pound, 
and not excceding eighty cents per pound, twenty- 
four cents per pound; valued at over eighty cents 
per pound, thirty-two cents per pound; and, in 
additiou to said rales of duty, sixteen per ceut. ad 


valorem. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I suggest that the read- 
ing of that substitute is not necessary. 

Mr. BECK. It is unnecessary to read it. 
It is simply the bill of the majority of the 
Committee of Ways and Means with reference 
to iron, wool, and cotton, and manufactures 
thereof. In other words, | propose this por- 
tion of the old bill asasubstitate tor the prop- 
osition of the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means. . 

Mr. COX. Is that amendment in order 
now? 

The CHAIRMAN. How much does the 
gentleman from Kentucky propose to strike 
out? 

Mr. BECK. Lines one to twenty-five of 
the second section ; the whole section. 

Mr. DAWES. I wantto put on record my 
admiration of the consistency of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [ Mr. Beck, | after he has voted 
that it should not be in order for me to do 
what he now proposes to do. 

The CHAIRMAN. On the point raised by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] 
the Chair rules that a motion to strike out the 
whole or any portion of the second section 
and insert other matter would be in order, 
but the text of the bill must first be considered 
before the question cau be taken upon such a 
motion. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Motionsto perfect take 
precedence of a motion to strike out and insert. 

Mr. BURCHARD. As I understand the 
ruling of the Chair, it is that the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] 
is in order, but must be held in abeyance in 
order that motions to perfect the text may be 
first considered, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules that 
the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky 
is in order. 

Mr. COX. 


question. 


I wish to ask the Chair one 
Is the substitute of the gentleman 
from Kentucky now open to amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be open to 
amendment when it comes to be considered. 

Mr. COX. ‘Then, with all deference to the 
Chair, it seems to me that the Chair was in 
error in allowing the substitute to come in 
before we perfected the original text. 

Mr. BURCHARD. It is in order; but it 
is held in abeyance until the text has been per- 
fects d. 

Mr. COX. Then I desire to make a motion 
to perfect the original text before the substi- 
tute is voted on, 

The CHAIRMAN. The first nine lines of 
the second section are now under considera- 
tion. As the Chair understands, the gentle- 
man from Kentucky moves to strike out those 
lines and insert a substitute. Is that the 
motion? 

Mr. BECK. My motion was to strike out 
lines one to twenty-five; but if that motion is 
not in order, then I move simply to strike out 
the first nine lines. 

The CHAIRMAN, The motion is in order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On all manufactures of cotton of which cotton is 
the component part of chief value. 

On all wools, hair of the alpaca goat, and other 
like animals, and all manufactures wholly or in part 
of wool or hair of the alpaca, and other like animals, 

Mr. COX. I rose in time for the purpose 
of moving to strike out the two lines with 
reference to manufactures of cotton, and insert 
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that portion of the bill of the majority of the 
committee relative to cotton. 

he paragraphs proposed to be inserted 
(which were not read) are as follows: 


On all manufactures of cotton, not bleached, eo]- 
ored, stained, painted, or printed, not exceeding 
one hundred threads to the square inch, counting 
warp and filling, and not exceeding in weight five 
eunces per square yard, two cents per square ya rd: 
if bleached, two and one half cents per =qu uare yard: 
it colored, stained, painted, or printed, two and 
one half cents per square yard, and in addition 
thereto, ten percent. ad valorem. 

On all manutactures of cotton, (except jeans, den- 
ims, drillings, bed-tickings, ginghams, plaids, cot- 
tonades, pantaloon stuff, and goods of like di oe 
tion,) not bleache d, colored, stained, painted, 
printed, and wot exceeding one bundred threads | to 
the square inch, counting the warp and filling, and 
exceeding in weight five ounces per square yard, 
four cents per square yard; if Wleached, four aud 
one half cents per square yard; if colored, stains d, 
painted or printed, four cents per square yard, and, 
in addition thereto, ten per cent. ad valorem. 

On finer and lighter goods of like description, 
exceeding one hundred threads, aud not exceeding 
two hundred threads to the square inch, counting 
the warp and filling, unbleached, four cents per 
square yard; if bleachgd, four and one haif cents 
per square yard; if cotored, stained, painted, or 
printed, four cents per square y ard, and, in addition 
thereto, twenty per cent. ad valorem. 

On goods of like description, exceeding two hun- 
dred threads to the square inch, unbleached, four 
cents per square yard; if bleached, four and one 
half cents per square yard; if colored, stained, 
painted, or printed, four cents persquare yard, and, 
in addition thereto, twenty per ceut. ad valorem, 

On all cotton jeans, denims, drillings, bed-tiek- 

ings, ginghams, plaids, cottonades, pantaloon stuffs, 
and goods of like description, or for similar use, if 
unbleached, and not exceeding one hundred threads 
to the square inch, counting warp and filling, and 
exceeding five ounces to the square yard, five cents 
per square yard; if bleached, five and oue haif 
cents per square yard; if colored, aaa, painted, 
or printed, five cents per square yard, and, in addi- 
tion thereto, twenty per cent. ad valorem. On 
finer or lighter goods of like description, exceeding 
one hundred threads, and not exceeding two hun- 
dred threads to the square inch, counting the warp 
and filling, unbleached, five cents per square yard; 
if bleached, five and one half cents per square yard; 
if colored, stained, painted, or printed, five cents 
per square yard, and, in addition thereto, fifteen 
per cent. ad valorem. On goods of like descrip- 
tion, exceeding two huudred threads to the square 
inch, counting the warp and filling, if unbleached, 
five and one half cents per square yard; if bleached, 
six cents per square yard ; it colored, st; nined, painut- 
ed, or printed, five and one half cents per square 
yard, and, in addition thereto, filteen per cent. 
ad valorem: Provided, That upon all plain woven 
cotton goods, included or not included in the fore- 
going schedules, unbleached, valued at over sixteen 
cents per square yard, bleached, valued at ovet 
twenty cents per square yard, cared. valued at over 
twenty-five cents per squié ure yard, and cotton jeans, 
denims, and drillings, unbleached, valued at over 
twenty cents per square yard, and all other cotton 
goods of every description, the value of which shall 
exceed twenty-five cents per square yard, there 
shall be levied, collected, and paid aduty of thirty- 
five per cent. ad valorem. 

On spool-thread of cotton; containing on each 
spool not exceeding one hundred yards of thread, 
five cents per dozen spools, and, im addition thereto, 
twenty-four per cent. ad va/oren; exceeding one 
hundred yards, for every additional one hundred 
yards of thread on each spool, or fractional part 
thereof in excess of one hundred yards, five cents 
per dozen, and twenty-eight per cent. ad valorem, 

On cotton thread, yarn, warps, or warp-yarn, not 
wound upon spools, whether single or advanced 
beyond the condition of single by twisting two or 
more single yarns together, whether on beams or in 
bundles, skeins, orcops, or in any other form, valued 
at not exceeding forty cents per pound, eight cents 
per pound; v alued at over forty cents per pound, 
and not exceeding sixty cents per pound, sixteen 
cents per pound; valued at over sixty cents per 
pound, and not scameadiner eighty cents per pound, 
twenty-four cents per pound; valued at over eighty 


'| cents per pound, thirty-two cents per pound; and, 


in addition to said rates of duty, sixteen per cent. 
ad valorem, 

Mr. BURCHARD. I make a point of 
order that the lines to which the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] offers his amend- 
ment have not yet been reached. 

The CHAIRMAN. Those lines, as well as 
the next succeeding clause, have been read; 
but the Chair understands that the gentleman 
trom New York [Mr. Cox] rose in time to 
offer an amendment to the clause in reference 
to cotton, but failed to obtain the attention of 
the Chair. 

Mr. BURCHARD. 


I rose to move an 


amendment to the first paragraph, but sup- 
posed the gentleman on the other side rose 
tor the same purpose. 


oan ef oo wile tal 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Illinois bad every opportunity if he sought 
it. The Chair inquired particularly of the 
committee if there was any amendment to 
the first nine lines, and receiving no response, 
after some little time directed the Clerk to 
proceed. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I] 
hear that, though I listened. 

Mr. COX. 1 ask that my amendment be 
read. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Jt was not under 
stood on this side of the House these nine lines 
were bevond all power of amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment is pend- 
ing in the nature of a substitute to the first 
twenty-five lines, and when that isreached any 
amendment can be proposed to that. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I refer -to the text 
of the bill. As I understand the Chair the tirst 
nine lines can be amended. 

The CHAIRMAN. They have been passed, 
and are not now amendable. 

Mr. BURCHARD. That was not generally 
understood in the House. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 
understood the fact. 

Mr. DAWES. Iso understand it. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. Did anybody 
else understand it? 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not know. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 
man’s understanding is peculiar. 

Mr. DAWES. My friend understands every- 
body’s but his own. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I rise to a point 
of order. No proposition has yet been read. 
The first nine lines are only introductory to 
the paragraph, and lines ten and eleven mean 


did 


not 


None of us 


The gentle- 


nothing without the introductory part, and the | 


introductory part is therefore necessary for a 
substantive proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
the only paragraph before the House is that in 
the tenth and eleventh lines. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Does the 
understand those nine lines to be a paragraph 
by themselves? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would be 
glad to have phe first twenty-five lines read 
and open to amendment, but the rules re- 
quire amendments to be made to each para- 
graph as it is read, and the first paragraph has 
been passed. 


Mr. BURCHARD. I presume no one desires 


to take advantage of the misunderstanding in 
reference to this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The pending question 
before the committee at this time is the 
amendment of thegentleman from New York. 

Mr. COX. [I insist on avote on my amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read the amendment as follows: 


Strike out these words: ‘ : 5 
On all manufactures of cotton of which cotton is 
the component part of chief value, 


Mr, COX. I movetostrike out those words 
and in lieu thereof to insert what the Clerk 
will read, which is taken from the old bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On all manufactures of cotton, not 
colored, stained, painted, or printed, not exceeding 
one hundred threads to the square inch, counting 
warp and filling, and not exceeding in weight five 
ounces per square yard, two cents per square yard; if 
bleached, two andone half cents per square yard; 
if colored, stained, painted, or printed, two and one 
half cents persquare yard, and, in addition thereto, 
ten per cent. ad valorem. 

On all manufactures of cotton, (except jeans, 
denims, drillings, bed-tickings, ginghams, plaids, 
cottonades, pantaloon stuff, and goods of like de- 
scription.) not bleached, colored, stained, painted, 
or ; rinted, and not exceeding one hundred threads 
to the square inch, counting the warp and filling, 
and exceeding in weight five ounces per square 
yard, four cents per square yard; if bleached, four 
and one half cents per square yard; if colored, 
Stained, painted, or printed, tour cents per square 
yard, and, in addition thereto, ten per cent. ad 
valorem, 

On finer and lighter goods of like deseription, ex- 
ceeding one hundred threads and net exceeding two 
hundred threads to the square inch, counting the 
warp and filling, unbleached, four cents per square 


Chair | 


bleached, | 


oe a 


yard: if bleached, four and one half cents persquare 
yard; if colored stained, painted, or printed, four 
cents per square yard, and, in addition thereto, 
twenty percent. ad valorem 

On goods of like description exceeding two hun- 
dred threads to the square inch, unbleached, tour 
cents persquare yard; if bleached, four and one half 
cents persquare yard; if colored, stained, painted, or 
printed, four cents per square yard, and, in addition 
thereto, twenty percent. ad valurem, 

On all cotton jeans, denims, drilling?, bed-tick 
ings, ginghame, plaids, cottonades, pantaloon stuffs, 
and goods of like deseription, or for similar use, if 
unbleached, and not exceding one hundred threads 
to the square inch, counting warp and filling, and 
exceeding five ounces to the square yard, five cents 
per square yard: if bleached. five and one-half cents 
per square yard; if colored, stained, painted, or 
printed, five cents per square yard, and, in addition 
thereto, twenty per cent. aa valorem. On finer or 
lighter goods of like description, exceeding one 
hundred threads, and not exceeding two hundred 
threads to the square inch, counting the warp and 
filling, unbleached, five cents per squore yard; if 
bleached, five and one half cents persquare yard; if 
colored, stained, painted, or printed, five cents per 
square yard, and, in addition thereto, fifteen per 
eent. ad valorem. On goods of like description 
exceeding two hundred threads to the square inch, 
counting the warp and filling, if unbleached, five 
and one half cents per square yard; if bleached, 
six cents per square yard: 1f colored, stained, paint- 
ed, or printed, five and one half cents per square 
yard, and in addition thereto, fitteen per cent. acd 

lorem: Provided, that upon all plain woven 
cotton goods, ineluded or not included in the fore 
going schedules, unbleached, valued at over six- 
teen cents per square yard, bleached, valued at over 
twenty cents per square yard, colored, valued at 
over twenty five cents per squure var l, and cotton 
jeans, denims, and drillings, unbleached, valued at 
over twenty cents per square yard, and all other 
cotton goods of every description, the value of which 
shall exceed twenty-five cents per square yard, 
there shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty of 
thirty-ltive per cent, ad va/orem. 


Mr. EAMES. 
ary inquiry. 

Mr. COX. 
amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
New York has the tloor. 

Mr. EAMES. Mr. Chairman, 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Rhode Island will state his point of order. 

Mr. EAMES. ‘The committee, Mr. Chair- 
man, have already agreed to the first nine 
lines of the second section of the bill. I 
state that as my understanding of the action 
of the committee. Now, this first part of the 
second section of the bill provides that the 
duties on the goods, wares, and merchandise, 
named in the sneceeding portion of the see- 


valores 


I rise to makea parliament- 
Do I not have the floor on my 
The gentleman from 


I rise toa 


| tion shall be reduced to ninety per cent. of the 


existing duties. My point of order is this: 
that though it is in order to moye to change the 
list of goods, wares, and merchandise con- 
tained in this paragraph, it is not in order 
to reduce the per cent. that has already been 
agreed upon, orto substitute anything different 
from that in the place of it. 

Mr. KERR. J have been trying to get the 
attention of the Chair ever since the commit- 
tee entered upon this business, in order to 
move an amendment to the first portion of 
the section. 

Mr. COX, 

Mr. KERR, 
to say a word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
from Indiana wish to make any remarks on 
the point of order? 

Mr. KERR. Yes, sir; what I have to say 
relates to the point of order. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. My proposition is 
that the whole of the first twenty-five lines of 
the second remain open to amend- 
ment. I think that is the proper way to treat 


I believe I have the floor. 
Let the gentleman allow me 


section 


the paragraph. 


i} 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will 
the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. KERR. I was saying that ever since 
the committee entered upon this business this 
morning I have been trying to get the atten- 
tion of the Chair, in order that 1 might move 
to amend line nine by striking out ten per 
cent. and inserting fifteen per cent. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. So have I. 

Mr. KERR. 


hear 
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Chair that the ruling which is insisted upon 
by the chairman of the committee and the 
gentieman from Massachusetts, seems to meto 
involve a surprise upon the committee, and to 
be entirely outside of any reasonable applica- 
tion of parhamentary rules. It denies to us 
the privilege of proceeding with this business 
in anything like intelligent order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
New York | Mr. Cox] moves to strike out the 
tenth and eleventh lines, and to insert what 
was read by the Cierk. The point of order 
made by the gentleman from Rhode Island 
{ Mr. EAMES | is that that is inconsistent with 
what the committee have already adopted. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. 1 submit that the 
committee have adopted nothing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will direct 
the Clerk to read the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“Tf an amendment be proposed inconsistent with 
one already agreed to, it is a fit ground tor its rejee- 
tion by the House, but not within the competence 


of the Speaker to suppress as if it were 


against 
order.”’ 


The CHAIRMAN. 
overrules os 

Mr. DAWES. I trust the proposition of 
the gentleman from Missouri [| Mr. Finke 
BURG] will be adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules 
the pointof order made by the gentleman from 
Khode Island, |Mr. Kames.] The gentlewan 
from New York [Mr. Cox] now proposes to 
strike out the tenth and eleventh lines, and to 
substitute therefor what has been read. Pend- 
ing that, the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
Kerr] offers a motion. Will the gentleman 
from Indiana state what his proposition is? 

Mr. DAWES. I would suggest that by gen- 
eral consent the whole of the first twenty 
five lines of the section be treated as one para- 
graph. 

Mr. KERR. Oh, no. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
mous consent. 

Mr. EAMES. I object. 

Mr. KERR. I object. I hope the Chair 
will allow me to say that | do not objeet be- 
cause | want to be captious about this matter, 
but beeause I want to understand what it 
means. Ido not object to anything that will 
facilitate action on this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair cannot ex- 
plain what it means. ‘The gentleman from 
Missouri, [Mr. inkeLNBure, | who proposed 
it, perhaps can explain it. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. My idea is this: 
a substitute isnow pending for the first twenty 
five lines of this section. I want to retain the 
ordinary privilege ot amending the text of the 
bill as long asthe committee may choose to 
consider amendments to that text, and then 
we can proceed to consider and act upon the 
substitute. 

Mr. DAWES. That is just exactly what I 
asked for last Monday, and | congratulate the 
committee upon seeing the propriety of it. J 
desire that it may be adopted ; I want it to be 
adopted ; it is the only fair way of considering 
the bill. 

Mr. COX. It is not the same propgsition 
as the gentleman made last Monday. 


The Chair therefore 


That requires unani- 


Mr. DAWES. Well, it is the same with a 
difference. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state 


that he understands that to be the rule already 
the text will be open to amendment, and after 
ward the substitute moved by the gentleman 
from Kentucky [ Mr. Beek] will be voted upon. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] 
proposed an amendment, and the gentieman 
from Indiana [ Mr. Kerr] proposed an amend 
ment. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. The only difficulty 
is that the Chair has ruled that the first nine 
lines have been read and passed. 

Mr. KERR. My amendment is in line six, 


Now I desire to submit to the || to strike out ‘‘ninety’’ and insert ‘eighty 


Ss 
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and in line nine, to strike out **ten’’ and 


‘5 


five ;”’ 
insert ‘‘ fifteen, 

Mr. HOAK. Allow me to state a fact, 
which is this: that I understood, and I know 
some other gentlemen in my neighborhood so 
understood, that when first nine lines 
were read the Clerk was not reading the sec- 
tion of the bill but ane thing growing out of 
the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky. 
I would myself rather have the other thing 


these 


done, so far as my own opinion goes, but it | 


certainly seems to me to be but fair to 


begin again with this section by unanimous | 


consent. 

Mr. DAWES. 
be considered, 

The CHAIRMAN, 
going back to the beginning of the section ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. | object. 

Mr. DAWES. Pending the motion of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] I desire 
to a for the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky, { Mr. 
BECK, | to have it pending when his 
ndment shall come up for consideration. 


Let the whole paragraph 


, 


propose substitute 


ain 


The amendment of Mr. Dawes was as fol- 
low 

Sec. — That on and after the Ist day of July 
next.in lieuwof the duties imposed by law on the arti- 
clesin this section enumerated, there sifall be levied, 
collected, and paid on the goods, wares, and mer- 
chendise in this section enumerated and provided | 
for, imported from foreign countries, ninety per 
cent. of the several duties and rates of duty now 
imy l by law upon said articles severally, it being 
the intent of this section to reduce existing duties 
on said articles ten per cent. of such duties; that 
is to Say. 

On all manufactures of cotton of which cotton is 


the component part of chief value. 


On all wools, bair of the alpaca goat, and other 
like animals, and in all manutactures wholly or in 
part of wool or hair of the alpaca, and other like 
animals. 

Mn alliron, and on all manufactures of iron, 
which such metal is the component part of chief 
value, excepting cotton machinery and steel rails, 

On all manufac tures of India rubber, gutta-percha, 
or straw, and on oil-cloths of all descriptions: Pro- 
vided, That the rate of duty upon umbrellas, para- 
sols, and sunshades shall in no ease be less than is 
imposed upon goods of the same material and qual- 
ity as the coverings thereof, 


On all sized paper. 

On lumber and manufactures of lumber. 

Src. That the provisions of section six of the 
act approved March, 1865, entitled ** An act amend- 
atory of certain acts imposing 
importations,”’ were not intended 
held to apply to the 
approved March 2, 
revenue 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] is 
the amendment immediately pending before 
the committee. Upon that amendment he is 
entitled to the floor for five minutes. The 
gentleman yielded to the gentleman from Indi- 
ana {[Mr. Kerr] to propose an amendment 
to the text, which the Chair decides to be out 
of order. 

Mr. KERR. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts proposes that we begin again on the 
section, 

Mr. BINGHAM. I object to that. 

Mr. DAWES. Then I will move that the 
committee now rise and obtain an order from 
the House upon that subject. 

Mr. COX. I claim the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion for the 
committee to rise will be in order as soon. as 
the gentleman from New York [ Mr. Cox] has 
concluded his remarks. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
state it. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. Can the gentle- 
man from New York hold the floor for five 
minutes or for five hours, as he pleases? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
New York is entitled to his five minutes under 
the rule. Other matters have intervened and 
consumed time which will not be taken out 
of the five minutes. The gentleman from 
New York will now proceed with his remarks, 


and shall not be 
articles mentioned in the act 
1867, entitled ** An act to provide 
from imported wool, and for other pur- 


The gentleman will 


I rise to a point | 


duties upon foreign | 





| 


| 
| 


| ment that I sent up, 


after which the Chair will recognize the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts to submit a motion 
that the committee rise. 
Mr. COX. 1 propose this amendment for 
the purpose of testing the sense of the House 
as to the reduction of twenty per cent. on cot- 
ton. That is what | proposed in the amend- 
the reduction averaging 
about twenty per cent. If my amendment be 
adopted, the first nine lines will need amend- 
ment to make them sensible. The gentleman 


| from Indiana, [Mr. Kerr, ] I believe, proposed 


Is there objection to || 


| way between those two reductions and testthe | 








| pending in Committee of the Whole a propo- 


fifleen per cent. reduction. 
Mr. KERR. My ideais this: the House has 
already negatived a proposition for a twenty 
per cent. reduction. It then resolved that it 
would consider a proposition for a reduction 
of ten percent. Now I want to come half 


sense Of the House on five per cent. 
Mr. COX. 
cotton singly and alone, but upon @ general | 
proposition embracing cotton in connection 
with various other subjects. I want the prop- 
osition with reference to cotton considered 
separately. ‘The duty upon cotton goods ought | 


certainly to be reduced twenty per cent. 
Mr. KIERR. I agree to that. 
Mr. COX. I do not propose this as the 


utmost which I would be in favor of. I would 
like to see the duty cut down thirty per cent. 


or forty per cent. 
Mr. DAWES. One hundred and twenty- 

five per cent. 
Mr. COX. Yes, sir; I know that on some | 


of these goods the duty has been as high as 
one hundred and fifty, and in some cases more 
than two hundred per cent. This tariff ought 


certainly to be amended for the benefit of the || 


|| cotton consumers of the country. 
of || 


Ifthis propo 
sition should be voted down, let the question 
be taken afterward on the amendment of my | 
friend from Indian, [ Mr. Kerr, ] which is better | 
perhaps than mine, I insist on a vote upon 

my amendment in order to disentangle the | 
House from its present trouble by reason of 
these various motions and substitutes. I move 
that the committee rise, so thatthe House may 
adopt an order for the settlement of this dith- 
culty. 


Mr. BIN 


NGHAM. I desire to say 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] waive his motion | 
that the committee rise? 

Mr. COX. [I insist upon my motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Sco- 
FIELD reported that, pursuant to the order of 
the House, the Seauaielen of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had had under consid- 
eration the state of the Union generally, and 
particularly the bill (H. R. No. 2822) to re- 
duce duties on imports, and to reduce internal 
taxes, and for other purposes, and had come 
to no resolution thereon, 

Mr. DAWES. I move that section two be | 
considered in Committee of the Whole as one 
paragraph open to amendment. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. That being anew 








proposition, | move that the House adjourn. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
proposition of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Dawes] as he understands it. The 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] has | 


sition in the nature of a substitute for the sec- 
ond section, which embraces twenty-five lines. 
A misunderstanding has arisen as to whether 
the first nine lines of the section were under- 
stood as having been passed over, and there- 
fore beyond the power of amendment. The 


| Chair, as a member of the committee, knows | 


| 


| 


that the understanding of the committee was 
that those nine lines were not passed; the 


| apprehension of the committee was that they | 


were still open to amendment. Had the | 


Speaker been in the chair he would have | 
entertained as within the rules the proposition | 
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The House has not voted upon || 
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of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Finx- 
ELNBURG]| to consider the first twenty-five 
lines, which constitute the entire second see- 
as one proposition. They 
plate a single rate of percentage, and that 
method of considering the question would 
subserve the convenience of the House and 
preserve the rights of every member of the 
committee. After all amendments designed 
to perfect the text had been voted down the 
proposition of the gentlem: in from Kentucky 
would be voted on asa substitute. Is there 
any objection to having this understanding 
adopted as instructions to the Committee of 
the Whole? The Chair hopes there will be no 
objection. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 


Mr. DAWES. Inow move that the rules be 
suspended and the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union on the bill (H. R. No. 2322) to re- 
duce duties on imports, and to reduce internal 
taxes, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House 
accordingly resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 


contem- 


| SCOFIELD in the chair,) and resumed the con- 


de 
23 


sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2322) to re- 


| duce duties on imports, and to reduce internal 


taxes, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the instructions 
of the House, the Clerk will now report the 
second section of the bill, in reference to any 
part of which amendments are now in order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 2. That on and after the day and year when 
this act shall take effect, in lieu of the duties im- 
posed by law on the articles in this section enumer- 
ated there shall be levied, collected, and paid on 
= goods, wares, and merchandise in this section 

numerated and provided for, imported from foreign 
comatielen, ninety per cent. of the several duties and 
rates of duty now imposed by law upon said articles 
severally, it being the intent of thissection to reduce 
existing duties on said articles ten per cent, of such 
duties; that is to say: 

On all manufactures of cotton of which cotton is 
the component part of chief value. 

On all wools, hair of the alpaca goat and other 


| like animals, and all manufactures wholly or in part 


of wool or hair of the alpaca, 
mals, 

On all iron, and on all manufactures of iron of 
which iron is the component part of chief value, 
excepting cotton-machinery. a 

On all metals not herein otherwise provided for, 
and on all manufactures of metals of. which either 
of them is the component part of chief value. 

On allmanufactures of India rubber, gutta-percha, 
or straw, and on oil-cloths of all descriptions: Pro- 
vided, That the rate of duty upon umbrellas, para- 
sols, and sunshades shall in no case be less than_ is 
imposed upon goods of the same material and quality 
as the coverings thereof. 

Mr. KERR. I now repeat the amendment 
I made this morning. 

Mr. COX. Wait until I get my amend- 
ment in. 

Mr. KERR. I withdraw my amendment 
for the present, and will yield to the gentle- 
man from New York. 

Mr. COX. I move to strike out ‘ ninety’’ 
in line six and insert ‘eighty ;’’ so it will 
read : 

That on and after the day and year when this 
act shall take effect,in lieu of the duties imposed by 
law on the articles in this section enumerated there 
shall be levied, collected, and paid on the goods, 

wares, and werchandise in this section enumerated 
and provided for, imported from foreign countries, 
eighty per cent. of the several duties and rates of 
duty now imposed by law upon said articles sev- 
erally, &c. 

And in line nine strike out 
insert ‘*twenty:’’ so it will read: 

It being the intent of this section to reduce 
existing duties on said articles twenty per cent. of 
such duties; that is to say, Xe. 

And, in addition, I move to strike out all 
after line nine and to insert in lieu thereof 
what was read by the Clerk when we were in 
committee before, which was taken from the 
majority bill reported by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [ Mr. Daven’ and which [ 
suppose there is no necessity to have again 
read. 


Mr. EAMES. 


and other like ani- 


7? 


‘‘ten’’ and 


I ask that the amendment 
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be again read, 
stand it. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was read once already 
when offered in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. EAMES. I ask it to be again read, 
for we certainly ought to know on what we 
are voting. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I beg leave toask whether 
it is not an amendment to the text, and not 
in the nature of a substitute? That is the 

proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky. 
As I| understand it, the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York is limited to the 
original text. The substitute moved by the 
gentleman from Kentucky is still pending, 
and not to be voted on until the original text 
has been perfected. 

Mr. COX. The amendment is limited to 
the subject of cotton. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
read is limited to the subject of cotton. 

Mr. BECK. «I desire to say a word on the 
amendment of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. KELLEY. As I understand it, the 
gentleman from Rhode Island has called for 
the reading of the amendment of the gentle- 
man from New York, because it has not yet 
been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
gentleman from Rhode Island whether he in- 

sisted on his demand for the reading of that 
part which had already been read, and which 

was taken from the old bill, and as he did not 
receive any answe 
man from Rhode Island did not insist on his 
demand. 

Mr. EAMES. I asked to have the amend- 
ment read, in order that | might understand 
precisely what were its provisions. The Chair 
inquired whether I insisted on the reading, and 
I said that I did, but in the confusion | pre- 
sume the Chair did not hear me. My only 
object is to know precisely what it is we are 
voting on, and if any gentleman in the House 
will state what it is the gentleman from New 
York proposes to insert, I will withdraw my 
demand for the reading. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Kentucky is on the floor to debate the amend- 
ment. It is the same amendment moved by 
the gentleman from New York when the | 
House was in committee before. ‘The amend- 


so we may be able to under- 


The amendment just | 


The Chair asked the | 


r, he supposed the gentle- | 
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striking out all after the ninth line in the pend- 
ing section. If the gentleman, however, de- 
sires to have it read, the Chair will direct the 
‘Clerk to read it. 

Mr. EAMES. I do. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I| suppose 
the gentleman from Rhode Island does not 
want really to have this read, but he merely 
wants to waste the time of the House. 

Mr. COX. Of course he does, and he will 

| get enough of it before he gets through. 

The Clerk continued the reading. 

| Mr. EAMES. I withdraw my request for 
any further reading, as I do not wish to delay 
the House. I merely made the request to 
have the matter proposed to be inserted read 
that we might know exactly what it is on 
which the gentleman from New York proposes 
a reduction from ten to twenty per cent. 
| Mr. BECK. If it is the object of any gen- 
tleman on the other side by delays and calling 
| for constant reading from the C lerk’s desk to 
| prevent the consideration of this bill, L think 
| he will find that he commits a mistake. The 
bill may as well be considered now when it is 
before us for that pursose. 

My reason for introducing a substitute for 
the first twenty five lines of the section, is, in 
the first place, because a uniform reduction 

| of ten per cent. does not and cannot 
approach doing justice. I offer as a substi- 
tute the bill of the committee, because that 
bill, in regard to iron, cotton, and woolen 
manufactures, does attempt to discriminate 


1! intelligently, and while it does not reduce the 


| 
| 


ment was read excepting the portion taken | 


from the old bill, which he proposes to insert, 




















duties as low perhaps as they ought to have 
been reduced, still it takes off only small per- 
centages where the articles will not bear a 
large reduction, and it takes off large percent- 
ages where it is obvious that large reductions 
ought to be made. 

In other words, instead of applying a uni- 
| form leveling scale, without rhyme, or 
reason, the committee, after full investigation, 
and afier hearing all parties interested, en- 
deavored by moderate reductions to do justice 
to all interested, and if gentlemen will turn to 
| the table which [ had published in the Globe 
of last Thursday, and will look over that por- 
| tion of the ti able relating to cotton manutfac- 
| tures, in regard to whic h the gentleman from 
| New York [ Mr. Cox] now proposes to restore 
the provisions of the bill of the committee, 


sense, 











even } 


3343 


|| 

'| they will find that on manufactures of cotton 
the bill reduces unbleached from thirty seven 
to twenty-seven per cent. ; colored, &e., 
fifty-one per cent. to forty per cent. ; 

others from sixty per cent. to forty-n 
cent. ; 
cent. 


from 
some 


nine per 
and some others from seve nty-six per 


to sixty-two per cent., the average re- 
duction being about twenty ve r cent. as now 
propose od by the gentleman from New York, 

{| Mr. Cox.] On some of the articles, however, 

the reduction is not over fifteen per ‘cents ; on 
some it is sixteen per cent.; on some it is 
fourteen, depending altogether upon what the 
committee were made to understand, by the 
proot before us, ought to be done in each par- 
ticular case. 

| Itis known to the Committee of the Whole 
that it is impossible in any tariff to arrange 

everything so as to reach exact justice by any 

uniform descending seale. 

But the committee designed by intelligent 
action, without seriously interfering with any 
of the interests sought to be protected—for 
there is protection in the whole of it—so io 
reduce the duty in each case as to 
approximate to what it should be. 
appear from the table to which I 
ferred, and which shows what 
done intelligently, and I think done well, to 
the extent we have gone. + 

I therefore offered the provisions of the bill 
as a substitute, that we might consider together 
the whole question of iron, woolen, and cotton 
manufactures. And the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox] proposes to take it up in de- 
tail, by offering as a substitute the portion 
relating only to cotton manufactures. I sub- 
mit that the Committee of the Whole, in order 
to act intelligently, should look at the action 
of the Committee of Ways and Means. They 
will see that, while we have made no serious 
reductions, while we have not reduced to the 
extent we ought to have gone, in my judgment, 
still our reductions are made far 
gently than can be 
reduction 
cent. 


make it 
This will 
have re- 
has been done, 


more intelli- 
the result of any uniform 
taking off ten or any other per 
That is all I desire to say, in addition to 
submitting as part of my rem: irks the port ion 
of the table relating to cotton 
that members of the committee may see what 
will be the effect of the propositions of the 
Committee of Ways and Means. It is as fol- 

i} lows: 


manufactures, 








| Present tariff. Proposed tariff. b i 
| 1 3 3 
—— fon : a ee > im? 
m ns 
= ° | a o i and eo 
= Articles. 2 ee | o 
= Late of duty. | Lato of duty. | of a. | & 2 
° | 2s 8 | 88 
a } = oo a= ee 
4 = < ou 
——|— es = ia aneninaatdietnasd wlidhditonal - si lado ied 
293 | Cotton manufactures : | 
296) Unbleached............... Gs teil anata taananssnaiaatgneuata .| 2} cents per yard 37 1-8 | 2cents per yard...........0ccc0cces. 27 1-2 331 | D 
297 | Bleached ............ Seat hanten te sik aera aubagaedeAescan Siesauh 3 cents per yard.. ‘ t7 5-8 | 2) cents per yard.. 39 3-10 15,941 | 16 2-3 | 
298 | Colored, &e.... 3¢ cents per ys urd and 10 pere. 51 7-8 | 2) cents pery ard and 10 pere. 10) | 54,562 8 4-5 
301-307 | Unbleached 5 CONLS POF VAL ...cccccccesces secce A) 7-8 | 4 cents per yard.. a ; j 2) | 
Sa a casncmasusbamslenssusbonaicines 5+ cents per yard ...... ms 39 5-8 | 44 cents per yard...... ; 10 | 18 2-11] 
308-310 | Colored, &e.... 5) cents per yard: and 10 perc. 59 1-2 | 4 cents per yard and 10 pere. 1,525 | 27 3-i1] 
311-314 | Unbleached 5 CentS POF VaArd..z.....ccc. cee ccrees - {cents per yard 20 
Neen ee nn ne i abacsensas seccis 5i cents per yard..............0 - 4; cents per yard - 18 2-11] 
315-317 | Colored, &e 5} cents per yard and 20 perce. 60 7-8 | 4 cents per yard and 2 perc. 19 7-10 220,998 | 27 5-11] 
318 | Unbleached D CORES DOF BORG scscccsccccncsscseces - 4 cents per yard............00... 20 | 
320 | Bleached........ Sccdtasese dee dn denn ci sasestineoantvinscmraiitessesasiveiea 53 cents per yard. .......0c.seiecsee - 1; cents per yard................000 - - 18 2-11 
$31 | - Colored, &6..........0... Srey sued nnseaniaciamestiverbestceuak casein 54 cents per yard and 2U perce, - 4 cents per yard and 20 perc. - - 27 3-11} 
323 | Jeans, denims, &e.: 
328 Sa ae 6 CONES POF VATC.01000 sce ese secccens od S conts per yard.................0.| 23 1-2 $403 | 16 2-3 
329 | Bleached a 6) cents per yard..............0.00 - 5+ cents per yard............ - - 15 5-13 
PF) MURINE, DOr, ccencessnovecsvecsevs avveisdegvurentseddéavemesiscnccese | OF CODLE POE FaCA ana 0 per c, 48 1-2 i cents per yard and 20 perce.) 59 7-10 JSY 
304 Unbleached............. sadbdeuwvaunshdddsocle onal mealisccniaes 6 CONUS PEF VAI ......cccssesscessece - D CONES POF VAId...,..ce se-reeeeees . - 16 2-5 
335 | Bleached....... 6i cents per Yard......cccccocccccoes 20 1-8 od cents oe yard.. 17 4) 155-15 
30 Colored, &e 64 cents per yard and 15 pere. 63 54 cents per yard an d 15 pere , 85.733 | 231-1 
| Unbleached FOOTE DOE FGI vires exiecesntenas 56 3-4 | 54 cents pe : WONG stu reinceacesscueh, ee 28 | 213-7 
| Bleached....... 74 cents per yard........ hi 641-2 | 6 per cent.......... 0000 ssecesh Gh OPE 55 | 20 
| Colored, &e. 7i cents per yar rd and 19 pere. i; cents peryardand1]5 pere.| — - - 
I hs rensia eebadenEee regs Guiles 35 per cent...... as “ Jo 35 per cent....... ; -| 3D 
Spool-thread, 100 yards or less........ 6 cents perdozen Sand 30 perce. 711-8 | 5cents per dozen and 24 perce.| 58 | 19.870 | 18 j 
Spool-thread, not over 200 yards 6 cents per dozen and 5o perc, 76 5 cents per dozen and 2 per c., 62 3-8 | 4,004 | 145-4 | 
Cotton thread, yarn, &e.: 
361-366 Value not over 40 cents i CARRETERA, Scctidisicbicesasseee 10 cents and 20 per cent......... 45 1-4 | 8 cents and 16 per cent........... 38 1-4 | 1,479 | 2 
367 Value over 40 and not over 60 cents per pound...... 20 cents and 20 per cent......... 58 1-2 | 16 cents and 16 per cent.........| 46 7-8 | 12,476 | 20 
368 | Value over 60 and not over 80 cents per pound...... 30 cents and 2) per cent......... 69 1-4 | 24 cents and 16 per cent......... 18 1-4 $,65]1 | 2 
370 Value over 80 cents per pound.............ccseeseeeeeeeeeees 10 cents and 20 per cent......... 143-8 | 32 cents and 16 per cent.........| 35 1-2 453,973 | 20 
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The 


are ndment 


Mr. 


noes 


Cox's 
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taken 


were 


being on 


30, 


question 
there -ayes 
no quorum voting. 

The CHAIRMAN under 
tellers; and Mr. Eames 
appointed, 


Ihe 


the rule ordered 


and Mr. Cox were 


committee again divided; and the tell- 


ers reported—ayes 47, noes 74 

So the amendment was disagre ed to 

Mr. KERR. I offer the following amend- 
ments: 

In line six, section two, strike out “ninety” and 
insert ecighty-five:’’ and in line nine, strike out 
“ten ’ and insert “ fifteen ;” it will read 

That on and after t day i 1 ye when this act 
shalitake etl t. in hhenotthed les imt ed by law 
on the arti im tha ection ¢ merated, there 
shall be levied, collected, and I } on the goods, 
wares, and merchandise in th n enumerated 
and provided for, imported trom foreign countries, 
eighty-five per nt. of the eral dati and rates 
of duty now imposed by law upon said articles sev- 
eraliy, it b ithe intent of th tion to reduce 
existiy i duties said articles fifteen per cent. of 
such duttes. 

Mr. KERR Mr. Chairman 

Mr. DAWES. let us have a vote. 

Mr. KERR lhe gentleman will have a 
vote when | get through. 

Mr. DAWES | do not wart to cut the 


gentleman oll, ot course, 


Mr. KERR. It may be that it is a waste of 
time to talk about this or any other bart of 
this billany more. But for my part I desire 
to say that I make this motion in good faith, 
because | believe that this Llouse onght to con- 
sider this question, thatit ought not to mani- 
fest such profound indiflerence to these ques- 
tions as it does, It does not become this 
House, it may not become me to say so, but I say 


of duty, 
ecome this House 
with much in- 


it with all respect and under a sense 


In my judgment it does not! 
to treat these pr 80 


ONOSTLIOLUS 


difference amounting almost to unmanuly tri- 
fling. 

J want to saythat I do not approve the 
policy of reductions of the tariff by a sliding 
seale, and for this obvious and most sufficient 
reason: that the tariff as it now exists was 
never adjusted nee any principle of consist 


lity at all. 

out reference to princip le 
tariffs for pr 
combination of 


ency It was adjusted with- 
it was adjusted as 
by a 
that is the 
made. It is not therefore 
this Committee of the 
and miser 
in this way. 


or ¢ q hi 


rotection are always adjusted, 
interests and jobs; 
way this tariff! was 
intellive nt 
Whole to 


},] ' 
Hobie sy em 


action for 
roto work tinker 
this 


Gentlemen may Inquire of me why I propose 


up a 


like 


to amend a bad system by seeking greater re- 
lief again fala siaudnatnealian I doit, as I said 
before, in good faith, because it does seem to 
me from what has already transpired in this 
House that the Llouse is resolved that it wiil 


detail, 


not take up and consider in properly, 


Statement of articles, with present and proposed rates of duty, amount of reduction, and percentage of decrease 


| the 
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logically, and intelligibly, the existing law, with 
all its defects and inequalities and excesses, and 
reduce the rateson arational principle. [ want 
some relief; a reduction of fifteen per cent. 
is better than a reduction of ten per cent., 
although it leaves all the existing inequalities 
in the bill. 

It is therefore that I make this motion, and 
I hope gentlemen will at least consider it. 
Nothing less will answer the demands of duty. 
I make no reflection upon any gentleman for 
any motion he may make here, or any opin- 
ion he may entertain. All I ask is that 
Committee of the Whole will come to a fair, 


the 


widid, and deliberate consideration of the 
subject. That has not yet been done. exce,- 
with regard to the first section of the bill. 


That of which | now complain, and which 
is that there is most appa 
rent an entire disinclination to gr: app ile with 
the investigation, to master its details, or 
become acquainted with the true and rational 
principles of tariff adjustment. The existing 
law is full of gross inequalities and absurdi- 
ties, having no sensible relation to either rev- 
enue or protection, 

Some of the duties embraced in this part of 
the law are absolutely enormous; for 
ample: on locomotive tire, one hundred and 
sixteen per cent. ad valorem; on miil irons, 
&ec., one hundred and five per cent. ; on iron 
squares, one hundred and seven per cent. ; on 
wrought iron railroad chairs, nuts, &c., ninety- 
two and one half per cent. ; on women’s and 
children’s dress goods, seventy per cent.; on 
bunting (for national flags) one hundred and 
seventeen and one half per cent. ; on flannels, 
worth not over forty cents per pound abroad, 
one hundred and thirteen and one half per 
cent.; but on those worth eighty cents per 
pound abroad, only sixty-five and two thirds 
per cent. ; the lowest duties on the finest arti- 
cles, thus giving scandalous preference to the 
rich over the poor. Altogether, I say to the 
House that such a schedule of duties does 
not prevail in the tariff of any other nation in 
world. In oppression of this kind our 
country enjoys an unenviable preéminence. 

lhe paper L hold in my band will show that 
many of the reductions proposed by the bill 
of the Committee of the Whole would not take 
from the Treasury any appreciable amount. 
Some of the reductions we propose would not 
reduce revenue a penny. They are’ simply 
prohibitory of all importations. They were 
never imposed for revenue, but for protection, 
and most unconscionable and dishonest pro- 
tection at that, solely in the interest of 
to keep out all competition, and to guard the 
doors against —— tions of any sort. 

I do not think it befits the vast importance 
of the subject to attempt in such a manner to 


gives me sadness, 


1o 


ex- 


jobs, 
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perpetuate gross and outrageous impos itions 
like these in the existing laws. This substi- 
tute of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
{Mr. Dawes] only proposes to reduce these 
rates by taking olf a pitiful ten per cent. of 
their amount. For example, the duty on pig 
iron is now seven dollars per ton. His sub- 
stitute will leave it $6 30 per ton. The duty 
on certain kinds of blankets is now one hun- 
dred and uive and three fourths per cent. 
His substitute leaves it at nearly ninety-nine 
percent. But the reductions proposed by the 
bill of the committee, which is itself too low, 
on the aruicles embraced in this substitute, ex- 
ceeds on an average thirty per cent. on exist- 
ing duties. 

If we reduce these duties to a revenue 
tandard, which, in my judgment, would not 
exceed twe nty five to Siew per cent. On any- 
thing, the result would be that every one of 
them would produce some revenue, and all 
of them together would produce more in reve- 
nue than they all do now, and would reduce, 
in the interest of the consumer of the coun- 
try, the cost of these commodities and save them 
from the payment of untold millions of dollars 
in bounty, or in enhanced prices. This would 
be a great measure of justice to the people, 
and would work no injustice whatever to the 
bounty-fed protectionists and manufacturers. 
But to this appeal in the interest of the con- 
sumers of this country too many men in this 
house aredeaf. If the people understood how 
this tariff law was made, and how it is pro- 
posed now to be perpetuated, it is my convic- 
tion (bat in that I may be mistaken) that they 


| would rally from their own indifference and 


lethargy, and thunder in the ears of their Rep- 
resentatives, their demand for justice and the 
removal of the gross wrong, inequalities, and 
oppressions in the tariff laws as they stand to- 
day. 

Mr. Chairman, I call attention again to an 
extract from an analysis of the bill of the com- 
mittee which I hold in my hand. In it the 
present duties are given and the rates pro- 
posed by the committees’ bill. Those rates 
exceed an average of over thirty per cent. on 
existing duties. Yet they are moderate, and 
leave the duties to remain too high. ‘They 
would not depress or disturb a single industry. 
But they would relieve the people most effect: 
ively against exorbitant prices, and :t the 
same time give greater revenue than is now 
received from these articles. This would 
occur because all these present duties are 
above the revenue standard and simply pro- 
tective, and very many of them also prohib- 
itory. 

| incorporate in my remarks a part of this 
analysis for reference and to give the facts to 
the people: 
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amy 


in the bill i. ie. No. 











| Present tariff. Proposed tariff. } | 
~ailicapasiea sg dicmncie eee ie Rs = 
re : ‘a wri en ae | 
: | | $¢ Se | me 
= | | = | & ~ ® 
as Articles. eed = 3 . 
= |} 8 eS $2 E¢ 
S Rate of duty. | s& Rate of duty. Ze na. | ge 
2 | wy =n os | o2 
S | os os: a's ov 
po fa} fa} < ay 
4 Tea. oe RS) Seance an ap ee BD 1-5 | 20 Camte DOL TD vi necccesscccsnccccscess 32 9-10 $2,348,639 | 13 1-3 
10 |) Cotlee 3 cents per fb............ 30 ee ee 20 2,949,309 | 33 1-3 
ll | Coal an shale $1 25 per ton 48 OU cents per ton.... 322,881 | 60 
L3 Salt, Sea BORE EE c2cacearenseatteakaandsritidtehoneandelin eedivkta Mansnobeiok 18 cents per 100 Ibs... 18Y 1-6 Scents per 100 Ibs 274,730, 56 
14 Salt. in bags the sd 24 cents per 100 Ibs &5 1-8 12 cents pe I ica 340,792 | 50 
16 Leather, bend or belting 3) per cent.......... oD 15 per cent............... 281 6b 
Iss hUO&L her, all upper, XeC............0000. 2 percent... ...... 25 betes csectiinmnaadld | 89.525 | 20 
“) Leather, ealf-skins tanned, Xe 30 per cent......... ; . 3u 20 per cent.. aha 20 439,684 | 33 1-3 
Bt Retan, Cee hed... «i asnics sci yuevene epee Nidbuec | SS eS Es De anes ewes 39 188,C08 | 14 
2-28 Tron, in bars.. 5 COOP POE Bi. kiki iae 5) 1-8 | ?eent per Th Atecib uacaiactn Al aT Ga 434.986 | 25 | 
29-54 Lron, in bars.. BE CGMP MOE DD kta iciisicees 64 3-4 Eek OR Tisai is nckint sod 43 48,885 | 33 1-3 
0-40 Lron, in bars. indian inkasebieninbiebaininat hipidinn teed wieaeaesieaan 35 per cent.. = ciiiecaeeitacettied 35 ov per cent,.... See 46 Io 
41-44 iron, railroad bars nil tna ket pac aetnekdl ena: 70 cents per "100 ths... id Abadiekashobes 43 60 cents per 100 ‘ths. shed sénddde Ae 900,18) : 
45-47) iron, round, in coils, 3-16 ineh or less,. .... 2 cents per tb, and 15 perct.... 62 7-8 | 12 centa per B........... .ccccd.ceese 44 9-10 10,480 | 33 1-3 | 
48-52 | tron, not separate in home consumption. wee) = 2eents perth. and 15 per ct.... - BD ON Dain nis Sicches teceedinis antic 35 - ae 
53-56 Tron wire, bright, &e., not less than No. 16............./ 2eents per tb. and 15 per ct.... 66 12 cents per ID.............00.sscecees 44 5-8 9,384 33 1-3 
57 | Lron wire, bright, &c., not over No. 25......-....0 eS 3i cents per fh. and L per ct....| BT Lak | SE COREE OE Wace. ceccccescccccncccees 32 1-4 663 331-3 | 
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STATEMENT—Continued. 
| : 7 a ] 
Present tariff. Proposed tariff. | ; ’ 
- = e = oe 
— S Z > Be 
3 Articles. ; ~s -e i 2 
S Rate of duty. eS | Rate of duty. ae ae el 
°° | | 58 | Se 28 } » | 
a Ss | 5 i o 
a | ol = 
| | i 
| | 
68-59 | Iron wire, bright, &c., over No. 25...........ccc0cccceeeeeee | 40¢ents per th. and li peret.... 44 7-8 © COREE WOE Diccscckcccccke | 203.9 115 | 33 1-3 
(| Iron wire, covered, not less than No . 16................... | @cents per fb. and 15 per ct.... 29 6? cents per fb......... 7 13 1-2 1 45 
§9-614 | lron wire, covered, not over No. 25, secececcesssecceeee | S4 CONS per tb. ans15 per ct... 28 7-8 | 8i cents per tb 14 7-8 a> | 50 
[ron wire, covered, over No. nh. Ycents per ID. and oan ot:. 22 7-8 | Ycents per ib a 14 7-8 >} 33 1-8 
62-69 | Not given separate; no estim: ute can be n made......... Hoe cenanle : - . — 
TAF MAPS WITAMIIOE voce caccanvona sont cccddandathat sivtacede tidess thecadecsne:| 2 Genta DOET and 15 } pe rcen 74 3-4 | 12 cents per fb.......... ‘ 2 1-3 912 3 1-3 
(1 . . 
72 | Sheet iron not thinner than No. PUGS iis Ma uauteacchdekun i Li a ee P} sateen 7 leent per Ib.... 13 3-5 35 25 
ie | Soeet tron thinner than NO. 2. .............cccecsccosccecvesece | 12 COTEE POE Oi. cccerecccavsses ad 60 4-5 | 1é cents per fb......... veoee fe 6.00 5 
76.78 | Lron, galvanized, meted oh TE DOME OE Bois icovsccici<itets cones 15 3-4 2 cents per tb sclebakedeeuauaae 7 3-8 441 
79 | Band, hoops, &c., not thinner than No. 20............... ; i eee “ : rm RS. 65 PSE BOF Woscscieccicccescnl 42-8). 1123 
82 | Band, hoops, &c., thinner than No. 20.....................) 14 cents per Mins taasisusteobesbeneyees 59 1-4 | 1} cents per Ib...... {2 3-1 13,811 
84 Slit rods... ce ae catalan tne eaoha eae Chee aah Goch c colubunidie a5 eee Spensisn Se Ee sen Sa cacy aicchedacnse 68 5-8 | 1é cents per Ib . me i 1-5 YS : 
85 | IIammered iron........................... eee tence Ren 1¢ cents per Miva: stcsaessaned eteaaee 56 leent per Ib......... Sad 44 4-5 60 
BY | BOOOMOCIVO C1 Gicciscces ssscessiscieseces Se id eaeais = 1 ORION RIOT BIDE kes Sosecuasccandepeee 116 2 cents per MD... . ....cce 77 1-3 | 
88-92 | Mill-irons, Ke............... BASAL AR SE OREN TERNS Ce 2 cents per th. once sevencosese 10t 1-2 | 1$ cents per id : siseenl 10 Oe8 165 | 
RR a i a es Fe eae oo.) en MN NI Raa aunassess 44 2 cents per ID..............ccccss » 1-5 7,829 | 20 
94 | Cables and cable-chains..... van. | Se CORBLS DOP TD. cisciceces saeten (2 3-4 |} 18 CONE POT WDxpi.ccecccccesceses | 9,539 | 33 1-3 
9) | Chains, trace, &ec., not less tha in one . fe purth inch. 23 cents per ID............ i aaerot GO BoD} 20 COREG DOP Te Kiciinciccecccddccace 5 3-10 84, 52 0 
9 | Chains, trace, &e., less than one fourth inch............ OTIC APOE Be os peunseesceece vavcucies 49 1-2 | 2cents per bh................ és 3 8,705 | 33 1-3 
10L | Chains, trace, de., No. 9.......0-sse0e0 pect ntiecconees 3) per ct Bs caseeee aati 35 30 per et vt ld | 1 
102 Auchors. MD sos cecs once sueGeUsica babs cktbkaccdweeoucbabustcldecncuuscan 1 12a Me ION Wi cakishenstecscene 57 2-3 | 1} cent oa as ss 8] 74 1-3 
104 | Hammers, sledges, &e.. Se eae ee ee a. Th. tA are et ee easmoos 38 Z2cen $ pe P PGacvcxr vcs ) 2-5 2,05) | 2 
105 | Malleable iron, (castings)...... ee Be GURUS DOP Ti sic coieencc<cewes 27 3-4 | 2 cents per tb 2 1-5 105 | 20 | 
i Wrought-iron rail ‘oad chairs, nuts, Ke. RI a ee 92 1-2 | 14 cent per ib W oS 11,470 | 25 
0 ,ed-screws and wrought hinges, } 9 ) {1i cent,pertb. ) ina . ia 
112 | Wrought nails, spikes, rivets, de, f vt ais SE COREE DOE TGs iciaseiansicsdendisinn 62 H ecan wikiiesiele tute 10 3-10 8,75 x 
114 | llorseshoe nails.............000..0000 Sete a cclat Rate cane nose uo als 1 I Ns inai as aos ca gue ois 34 1-4 | dcents per Ib rarer , 27 3-10 412) 20 
115 | Cut tacks, not exceeding 16 oz. to M...............ecceeee0e. | 23 CeNtS per thousand ie ov 1) cent per thousand........ 0 6 
DEE} ScARe RR, DCMU AI BG GE GO i occas cscs oasnncesiccdocsc | GONE DOE MD) nckehcccsessvasevececs 25 Scents per tb eats osc oe 0} O 
119 | Steam, gas, &e., wrought.................000 Seca ees cbcca: 1 Se eA OL Tilanisrnkcacss xoncee ass 55 1-4 | 23 cents per fh...............00 » 1-2 21,943 | 36 
PEE | SIOOWES TOP WOO, OV GE S SIOUOG ooo coses ncn cdc coscccconcencccecs, | COMES DUT TD i cicc ccccasesecscacccsis 67 7-8 | 3cents per ib. sited ahiye 2) 3-8 1.194 | 63 
123 | Screws tor wood, not over 2 inches.... 11 cents per fb......... Spahaaawine 39 3-4 | Gcents per Ib................. 21 2-3 6,615 | 45 1-4 
Bee PF AGMG ANON WRB URS es ooo Seo dce evened coccecssceotes a li cent per tb....... eee eeeseeees 67 1-3 leent per th. } 447 »arn | J 33 1-3) 
125 | Andirons, sad, tailors’, and hatters’........00-..s000 Je PROM IED seia cen icescsccssee cease A Cone per idsp reer ener me | (33 1-3) 
127 | Steam, gus, and water-pipes, (cast).............06.ccoee coeee 1h cent per f....ccsccsceseceesoees G7 1-3 | 1 cont per ID... ccccccccccoccocccssesse] 44 7-8 : | 33 1-3 | 
123 | Cast butts and hinges...........ccoccossecoce eas eek Se 5 | a OBIE ths aa oo) oe anc a8 § 3-4, 2 cents per Ib.. hi iekidih thicnaanel ae 3 | XO 
130 | Mlollow-ware, glazed or tinned..................ccccesecoeeecoee De COTTE DEE Wiisiice:ccacccecue 5 5-6 | 2} cents per Ib...... 3 | 36 wy 1} 
132 | Ail manufactures of iron not otherwise provided.... | 35 per ct.......... y ee i) RF WOO Ohivssics Cascsrcctacaten 1) 153.656 | 14 
134 | Steel raiiway bars...... PEE) tS EA Pe suitiesria ae - l cent per Ib aepiniied ‘acesiea - 2,509 | 20 i 
135 Rai lway bars in part of aa. sccossseee | 2 CONE per ID Sere ha $2 i cent per Wha k suet vaiet dave 31 1-2 1,322 | 25 | 
137 | Stee! in ingots, value 7 cents or less a a 2; cents per tb ye 18 1-8 li cent per ! 7 : ‘eal 3? 190. 371 33 1 3 | 
140 | Steel in ingots, value above7 and not above ll cents, | 3 cents per Ib............. cs 31 1-8 Scents per th. iicusiuersacicsteuckacdl ae oe 0} 0 | 
per ib. i 
142 | Steel in ingots, value above 11 cents......... .............. | 34 cents per fh. and 10 per ct. > 3-8 4 cents per tb............. ....| 24 1-3 14,119 | 33 1-3 
DE DAMME 55 se cgunksdnascee sh secnuensieneesoocbaantedekereattasssaie cégduvcce, | ODE DOF Pair SNG oo per Ut. 42 5D DEP Cl... cece 0 ) 156 | 16 2-3 | 
144 Handsaws, not OVER 24 INCHES..........-cecccccceccecscseeseeee. | (0 CeNtS per doz. and 30 perct. 39 1-2 75 cents perdoz and 2) p ret.) 34 1-2 426 | 16 2-3 | 
146 Hundsaws, over 24 inches........... Te ee Sie ea $1 per doz. and 30 per et........ $1 3-4, $1 per doz. and 25 per et........; 37 1-4 1,142 | 16 2-3} 
149 Sacksaws, not over 10 inches...............ccececeee eoceee ne 75 cents per doz. and 30 per ct. 15 3-4 75 cents per doz. and 20 per et.) 35 3-4 § 3-2 
151 | Backsaws, over 10 inches....... secccccccecsee | SL POY doz. and 30 per ct...... 9 3-4 $l per doz. and 20 per 0 169 | 331-3 
154 | Files, rasps, and floats, not over -10 ine hes. aa ee kee 10 cents per th. and 30 per et. 50 lO cents per tb. and 2 0) per et.| 40 32,123 | 33 1-3 
157 | Files, rasps, and floats, over 10 inches......................, 5cents per ib. and 30 per et 57 1-2 | 6 cents per tb. and 15 per et 42 1-2 14,09 0 
159 | Needles tur knitting and sewing-mac hines. ele ean $1 per thousar id and 35 pet cl 16 1-2, $l per thousand and 15 per ct.| 34 5-8 $017 Ss 
162 | Iron squares, marked on one side .....................e002e. | 0 Cents per tb. res Hae t 80 s cents per [b i 1 1-3 lI] 0 
163 Squares, all other aaa ad a a aad 6 cents per tb. and ) per ct... ]06 5-6 »cents per oe cau . 64 100 16 2-3 
165 | Manufactures of steel, not otherwise prov jded......| 45 peret oad cbeacas PO ne 45 BO DO GBs. cascckcccsemtwaceia BO 208.336 | 24 1-2 
Oe © BOURS OWOB a iccavacescnanconee ee ea ee ieee a TEA OR rains wcrc sicee ten avecvidoneus 20 DOD Ob ic cacscaswccashisewssents lv 853 | OO 
172 Emery COE GO axctncecuesepeceadss eonneet OC Oneee! seccessrevecse seccee cecese é ° Now irec..... teen wees <: DU per ton « ee . 2 pret. 0 j 
173 | Copper ores...... Sanmunan cole aatneads takradecanaaieratncmers eves [in Sena Cae keith 29 2icents per fb...... 24 1-6 2,057 | 16 2-3 
175 | Copper, regulus ‘of... Saute av epupumeisabonse Sacks maaiaes Soctsstabeeiana 4 eens Rare i ee 33 1-3 | 3 cents per fh................ 25 yi, Z 
177 | Copper, old........ en eae we eee Cunt Ste eg SOULS RPI a occa eis vecernscsts'scece 32 1-3 cents per tb..... ‘ 28 3-10 1,848 | 12 1-2 
BER | CROMUOL, DIMUOS, MATU cncsccossccca cisconocsccvcsnce cauacieek tame 5 cents per th . oe seeees 33 3-8 | 4 cents per tb " 20 7-10 3 | 20 
181 Copper, sulphate, (blue WN Foss c nats ccdsaccnsoeus ae NE ON se 98 4cents per tb aay 78 2 158 | 20 
Be t AIO DEL, TOUCH PIDEOE CEG oo nics csdcisacecss: ccensesesannccs<cccnecs ee ENN Oiancteddsedcnscescustedecceasen 45 10 per ct...... — 1) pret. 370 | 11 1-3 
183 | Copper,all manufactures of, not otherwise provided. , 45 per ct 45 RO DOR Ob ieccse'scnccvnseosssve' 40 pr ct 445 | 11 1-3 
187-191 | Wool, first class—clothing : 
187-19] Value, 32 cents or less per 1D...........cc00c.ssccccccces cases 10 cents per th. and 11 per et. 61 1-8 | 8 cents per th. and 9 per ct.. 19 3-8 140,206 | 19 1-2 
Wool, first class: 
192-196 Value, over 32 cents per pound........ Daepustiatacs neuen 12 cents per ib. and 10 per ct.. 121-8 | 10 cents per th. and 8 per ct...{ 34 2-3 2.265 | 16 2-3 
Wool, second class—combing: 
197-203 Value, 32 cents or less per pound.............csseeeeeeees 10 cents per ih, and 11 per ct.. 67 3-5 | 8 cents per th. and 9 per ct. 41-4 £10,268 ) 5-8 
204-208 Value, over 32 cents per pound................ccccececeeee 12 cents per th. and 10 per et.. 421-2 | 10 cents per th. and 8 per ct 7 1-8 $677 > 17 
2)2 Washed........ bie eae ..... | 20 cents per Ib. and 22 perct.. 881-8 | 16 cents per Ib. and 9 per ct 611-7 29 2-3 
213 PIOMIEIOME. « ccncveceseccoss sipadanditiekia: usasdiata cssseseseeeeeeseeee | OU CentS per Ib. and 33 per ct 115 2-3 | 24 cents per Ib. and 9 per et.. | 745-6 
218 { Woolen cloths seca ae ba tuke ec te ic eS vs... | 00 cents per tb. and 35 per ct.. 68 7-8 | 40 cents per th. and 30 per et..| 5 1,102,208 | 17 1-7 
to a seen 50 cents per Ib, and 35 per « st. 535-8 | 40 cents per tb. and 30 per ct..| 44 6-7 $ 6 7-8 
222 | Woolen, manufactures of, not otherwise provided. | 50 cents per tb. and 35 per ct. 66 3-4 | 40 cents per tb. and 30 perct..| 55 1-2 907 | I 
223 | { Flannels, value per pound: 
| Not over 40 cents....... PS eepte per DD. £NG o> OT Gt. 113 1-2 | 16 cents per tb. and 30 per ect i) 38 | 183-4 | 
Over 40 and not over G0 Cent..............s0s.......-..... | 30 cents per tb. and 35 per et 100 1 24 cents per fh. and 30 per et..| 83 4;1 5 
| CUVEE GU AU NOL OVEF BU COU... ...ccccccvcceoccsoesscscse ces 40 cents per lb. and 35 per ct.. 85 32 cents per th. and 30 per ct 70 24 17 7-8 | 
NN MRI cin sind anche ld ecesecrddddccs sco caneien sbaves 50 cents per fb. and 35 per ct 65 2-3 | 40 cents per tb. and 30 per ct..} 5445-8 88 17 
|| Blankets, value per pound: ce 
I i vcwensis 20 cents per fb. and 35 per ct.. 109 3-4 | 16 cent pers th. and 30 per et..| 858 2-7 157 | 17 
| Over 40 and not over 60 cents............c0cccceeceeees ... | # cents per tb. and 35 per ct.. 100 1-4 | 24 cents per tb. and 30 per et..| 80 176 | 18 
| Over 60 and not over 8U Cents..........0...ccceeseeeees .... | 40 cents per fb. and 35 per ct.. 88 1-2 | 32 cents per lh. and 30 per et..| 725-7 127 | 17 5-8 
Over 80 cents......... see ere ee ee ee Po? 50 cents per tb. and 35 per ct 87 2-5 | 40 cents per Ib. and 30 per ct.., 75 1-2 2,069 | 157-8 
to |} Hats of wool, value per pound: ae . 741 
ene nO -9 '. s sc accceasapaephensoenenieeas .| 20 cents per Ib. and 35 per ct.. - 16 cents per th. and 30 per et.. 17 1-2 
Over 40 and not over 60 Cents...............ccceecescsecssees 30 cents per Ih. and 35 per ct.. 101 24 cents per th. and 30 per ct..| 32 2-4 60 | 18 | 
| Over 60 and not over 80 CeMtS..............ccscccreereseseres 4) cents per Ib. and 35 per ct 97 5-7 | 32 cents per tb. and 30 per ct... 561-4 6 } 
Oe) RAE EE cniaici carnsonigesctcosinsratgssmnctuanees sb dees 50 cents per tb. and 35 per ct.. 61 5-8 | 40 cents per lb. and 30 per ct.., 511-4 13,508 | 16 3-4 
Ilosiery, value per pound: 
PN gO eee eee j wahecdeunduie 20 cents per Ib. and 35 per ct.. - 16 cents per tb. and 30 per ct.. - 6 | 162-3 
Over 40 and not Over 60 CeNES.......cccceceeceeeeeceeceeens 30 cents per Ib. and 35 per ct.. - 24 cents per Ih. and 3v per ct.. - 0 | 16 2-3 
Over 60 and not over 80 Cents............cccecescereee ences . | 40 cents per tb. and 35 per ct. 96 22 cents per th. and 30 per ct..; 79 76 1171-8 | 
Ee a he csamsdibaeboneeen 50 cents per tb. and 35 perce ot. 57 4-7 | 40 cents per Ib. and 30 per ct..| 48 50,870 | 161-2 | 
Shirts, Nee and other knit goods, value per 
poun 


235 l Not IE i cissticnnicnbpstoratiee niaasdiesionstiaieidiiidin | 20 cents per th. and 35 per ct.. 88 | 16 cents per tb. and 30 per ct... 721-10 48 | 173-4 | 
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223 | Shirts, drawers, and other knit goods, value per | | 
und: | 
Over 40 and not over 60 cents.... 30 cents per fh. and 35 per ct.. 866-7 | 24 cents per th. and 30 perct..! 71 2-7 | 116 | 17 2-3 
| Over 60 and not Over FO CODLS.........cccccccesssceecee covers 40 cents per th, and 55 per ct. 32 cents per th. and 30 per ect. mae - 17 
acre r W ce nts a oesces wosecesnsssocnesescco eserves | OF CONS per ID. and 35 per ct. 56 1-2 | 40 cents per th. and 30 per ct.) 47 1-2 | 1,914 | lu 1-2 
| Datu rals, value per pound: | | 
| Not over 40 cents shsnbdalad Gib cuataaceab abel itaievetvassied 20 cents per th. and 35 per ct. 59 3-7 | 16 cents per th. and 30 per ct.! a - 16 2-3 | 
| Over 40 and not Over 60 CONE ...cccccccceceocecocoosorees., 30 cents per th. an 35 per ct. 93 1-5 | 24 cents per th. and 30 per et.) 76 5-8 $84 | 18 
Over 60 and not over 80 CeNts..........cccceceeseeeeeee 40 cents per tb. and 35 per ct 99 32 cents per th. and 39 per ct.! $l 49 | 18 
oo" er 80 cents a cies shad atc Se ae ats ae eae 50 cents per Ib, and 35 per ct. 72 1-2 | 4u ceuts per th. and 30 per et.) 60 335 | 17 1-4 
to 4 imns, Value per pound: | | 
i OUI a Na 20 cents per Ib. and 35 per ct. 91 1-8 | 16 cents per th. and 30 per ct. 80 3 | 16 2-3 | 
| Over 40 and not over GU CeUtS.......ccccccccccsccseceee 30 cents per th. and 35 per ct. 94 | 24 cents per th. and 3U per ct.| 77 1-4 306 | 17 7-8 
| Over 60 and not over 80 cents....... 40 cents per th. and 35 per ct, 891-5 | 32 cents per fh. and 30 per ct.) 73 1-3 523 | 17 5-7 
Over 80 cents...... . | 50 cents per tb. and 35 per ct. $1 1-4 | 40 cents per th. and 3U per ct. 67 39,847 | 17 1-2 | 
|} Worsted manutactures, bot otherwise ‘provided, 
| _ value per rund | 
Not over 40 cents " piste aalbidainianniaien 20 cents per th. and 35 per ct. 87 1-3 | 16 cents per th. and 30 per ct. 73 1,060 | 17 4-5 
Over 40 and not over 60 CeNts..........cccesccsececceceeeres 30 cents per fh. and 35 per ect 95 24 cents per th. and 30 per et. 78 1-2 3.381 | 18 
y Over 60 and not Over 80 CeNtS.........00.eeeeeeereseeeee | 40 cents per tb, and 3) per ct. 87 2-5 | 32 cents per tb. and 30 per et. 71 7-8 82.030 | 17 2-3 | 
235 Sos PW Wt ONIN is ud sacapos nani eouanis sieteniie ge deinnets Moadionee Aeieensrn 50 cents per tb. and 35 per et 97 1-8 40 cents per th. and 30 per ct.| 74 b. 308 U47 17 1-2 | 
UNS OU nn spitatln ei unsaneatreesidl 20 cents per tb. and 35 per ct. 56 1-8 | 16 cents per fh. and 30 per et. 46 7-8 8,815 | 16 2-5 | 
vd ( panting fe soe nnersicccemnenennenn nse presente 20 cents per tb. and 35 per ct. 117 1-2 | 16 cents per th. and 30 per ct.| 96 896 | 18 1-4 | 
0. |* men'sand ec sildren’s dress goods, vaiue: 
244 * my excee ling Be A cists cece acc benieiSeeddctabhcintasavs 6 cents per tb. and 35 per ct.. 69 1-8 | 5cents per lh. and 30 per ct..| 58 5-8 687,427 | 15 1-2 
247 Exceeding 20 cents ....-. | 8 cents per tb. and 40 per ct.. 65 1-8 | 6.5 cents per tb. and 35 per ct.) 55 5-8 | 1,111,145 | 14 7-8 
249 | Gray or uncolored, duty shall be 10 per cent. léss | | 
on ad valorem. j | | | } 
253 | Weighing 4 ounces and over per square yard.......... 50 cents per tb. and 35 per ct.) 65 1-3 | 40cents per tb. and 30 per ct. 54 1-4 416,111 | 17 | 
256 | (Clothing: | | | | 
to |< Ready OID i ndocliahsniciininbicbdenstumseeuttppeiseseiediaysotes 50 cents per th. and 40 per ct. 53 | 40 cents per th. and 35 per ct.| 45 1-2 10.160 | 14 1-3 | 
26 OI TN a ae 20 cents per Ih. and 40 per ct. 53 1-2 | 40 cents per th. and 35 per et. 46 1-2 154,065 | 13 1-2 | 
264-271 Veb dings, Xe Pens Fe ee Hi 7-8 40 cents per Ib. and 45 per ect.) 86 31,562 | 13 3-4 | 
BEE 1 MOMEIOCR, AUD URBOR, BG e vivscas vorececoceverecccuvsostescves. ccsccsees ee UN I eos Gain ac acsa ate enann 5 | 50 per cent.. | DO - . 
27 RIN UO os ek 70 cents per yard and 35 perc. 72 2-5 | 70 cents per yard and 30 pe re. 67 1-2 | 13.010 | 14 2-7 
277 Brusse Is, ( J ac qui urd M. ). 44 cents per yard and 35 perce. 70 3-4 | 44 cents per yard and 30 per 65 3-4 | 80,249 | 14 2-7 
279 CO ERR ES ES 40 cents per yard and 35 per ce. 63 3-8 | 40 cents per yard and 30 per c.| 58 1-3 21,842 | 14 2-7 
282 Tapestry Br ce ee 28 cents per yard and 35 perce. 70 1-2 | 28 cents per yard and 30 perce.) 65 3-4 94,401 | 14 2-7 
285 Treble ingrain 17 cents per yard and 35 perc. 53 9-10) 17 cents per yard and 30 perc.) 48 7-8 1.050 | 14 2-7 
238 | Venetian, two-ply, ie eZ 12 cents per yard and 35 perc. 53 1-2 | 12 cents per yard and 30 pere,.’ 18 1-2 2,570 | 14 2-7 
x) PPOMMBOLE, DOGKINGE, BG .00000ssevesesserisicvn coves 25 cents per yard and35 perce 89 | 25 cents per yard and 30 perc.) 83 1-3 1,423 | 14 2-7 
293 | Cotton manufactures: | | 
296 | I raced eaamecaiaelabe Zh CONTE POF VAG ...9 ccocesecvcceecs 37 1-8 | 2 cents per yard... sckakenaael at oe 331 | 20 
297 | SO IRINNEL .  cciscsckahccdecudanscmnkspaehumpebiehaibeiadticdioka insect an NEE cela iasaetanen 47 5-8 2h CONS POT VAI. ....00 00000 crore 39 3-10 15.941 | 16 2-3 
, 298 reree. ici cuikcsisshasbeanasisnannedbhunsadabaiedaaentabiniiusveniade 3t cents per eae and 10 pere. = .. 2% ceateper gant i and 10 pere.| 40 4 ae 23 4-5 
301-307 | ESSERE RY LLL EEN Oe RS A 3 c onts per yar cealleeceieeaies 0 7- 4 cents per. Yard.........-.ccccoce «| 40 | $3 | Ww 
307 b le NE ac &- vehbbeinsenntssbsbiteipourvttiexedss doabdusehicnucenionch $ cents per yard.. es 39 5-8 44 cents per yard.................00 32 2-5 226,210 | 18 2-11) 
308 a0 I re 54 cents aval ea and 10 per c. 55 1-2 oe oon toa and 10 perc.) 38 2-3 1,525 | 27 3-11) 
311-3 | U wile ached. 5 cents per yard.............. eininniie - cents yer yar wisiebanedibe - - | 20 } 
315 I leached FN a Ane ae St cents per yard... oa - | 44 cents per yard... : md - | 18 2-11] 
315-317 Colored, > anata ia a a a Ee Ot cents per a ha and ‘20 perc. 60 7-8 | ee per yan ai 20° per ¢.| 49 7-10) 220,998 27 3-11 
318 SN INIIIERINGL, «his simentethereniniiaadndobehiahl va sladea uabneiidbacnabileasouas- 1” ai anrnnaan aan en sbisedeinit CORES POT FTG vo ccce sesescece coses - | - | 20 
320 | Bleached ne ak ee aoe Sb Cents POF FAIA .......cese-sescceee - BE COREE HOF VOT Govesnccavnnsnsonccce - - | 18 2-11 
= UN Al olen nace ace ee ee 5) cents per yard and 20 perc. - 4 cents per yard and 20 per c.| - - 27 3-11 
323 | Jeans, denims, & | | 
328 I 6 cents per yard.. 34 | B Gents POr VEPA.........cccsscsscess | 28 1-2 403 | 16 2-3 
ES SRR a A PE RSIS FNS Gt cents per yard... ss - | 5t cents per yard... a - er 15 5-13) 
330 | yotered, Tecate teas eek tC aie a 6} cents per ys ~y and 0 perc. 48 1-2 | 5} cents per yard and: 20 per ec.) 39 7-10 389 | - : 
834 RINNE is di cals Sitsla eee aeleipadas antamanelemianaatone GOODS MOF VAIG. .ncsscvc scsi cavcce - PO OOO BOT FOIE ..oscecccsescccssces - | - | 16 2-: 
335 | a 6} cents per yard.. mA 20 1-8 | 5$ cents per yard................000 17 34 | 15 5-13) 
336} Colored, &e esseaseeressereeee | 64 Cents per yard and15per. ¢. 63 5} centsper yard andld perce.) 53 $5,733 | 23 1-13) 
339 | Unbleached ITER eae ere 56 3-4 54 CONS PET VaArd...........cccccccccs 44 4-5 | 28 | 21 3-7 
841 | Bieacbed. Sa et a cage acta elle ee TE COMES DOT PAI... cecscvecrsccccese 641-2 6 Per cent.. . ol 3-4 55 | 20 | 
$42 | I I I alee Te . 7 cents per yard and liper c. oe 53 cents per y ard and 15 per ¢ . - - 26 2-3 
I SOT SO ade 35 per cent. a 5 | 35 per cent........ 5 | - | - 
355 | Spool-thread, 100 3 y PAPAS OF LOSS «00... cccecssesce nese seeeeeeee | OCONEE per dozen and 30 pe re. 71 1-8 | 5cents per dozen and 24 per "c.| 58 49,870 | 18 
358 | Spool-thread, not over 200 I a a 6 cents per dozen and 35 perc. 76 | 5 cents perdozen and 28 per c.! 62 3-8 54,904 14 3-4 
Cottou thread, yarn, Xe. } i | 
361-366 | Value not over 40 cents IRIE RI io cin sacsas akin . | 10 cents and 20 per cent......... 46 1-4 | 8 cents and 16 per cent........... 38 1-4 1,479 | 20 
367 | Value over40 and not over 60 cents per pound..... | 20 cents and 20 per cent......... 58 1-2 | 16 cents and 16 per cent......... 45 7-8 12:476 | 20 
a4 | Value over 60 and not over 80 cents per pound..... | 50 cents and 20 per cent......... 69 1-4 | 24 cents and 16 per cent......... 48 1-4 | 8,681 | 2 
wah Value over 80 cents per pound..........c.cccceccseees soeee 40 cents and 20 per cent.........| 44 3-8 32 cents and 16 per cent......... 35 1-2 | 43,973 | 20 
1 





Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman, no one, so |! from himself and others. 
far as I recollect, has doubted the sincerity of 
the convictions ofthe gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Kerr;] and hence it is altogether a 
work of supererogation on his part to insist 
upon it so often that he is sincere. It is, how- 
ever, passing strange to me that the gentle- 
man, his own rectitude in this 


the condition of things which during his travels 
last summer filled his eyes with such admira- 
tion all over the continent of Europe and the 
| kingdom of Great Britain. Sir, I nev-r was 
| there. I have a love and admiration for my 
country, a partiality for its institutions and its 
identity. This leads me—perbaps it is ignor- 
ance of what the gentleman has seen and I 


He cannot under- | 
stand why it is that the people look about and 
test all this by the practical results all around 
them. That is the whole answer which the 
people give to this constant outcry coming 
| from the gentleman and his associates, based | 

upon convictions the sincerity of which I 
| never doubted. 





conscious of 





matter, persists in devouncing the motives of 
all who differ with him upon this floor, and 
declaring that theiraction is in the interest of 
plunder and jobs—of theft and robbery. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, since the foundation | 
of the Government gentlemen who believed 
as the gentleman from Indiana believes, have 
continued this cry in the ear of the people || 


| know that. 


until the thing has become as a ‘‘sounding | 


brass and tinkling eymbal.”’ 
man, the gentleman is astonished at the indif- 


Yet, Mr. Chair- | 


ference of the people to this outcry that comes | 


|| Mr. Chairman, the gentleman says this pro- 


| posed reduction is not enough; he would like | 
|a reduction of twenty or thirty percent. | 
1 know the gentleman would 
prostrate the entire industries of the country 
at the feet of foreign producers and collect—if 
| he could have his way, for I have often heard 
him say so—all the expenses of this Govern- 
ment by direct taxation of the people of the 
| country. That he could not get; and there- 
fore he comes as near to itas he can. He 
desires to approximate all our legislation to 





have not—but it certainly leads me to feel 
that ** ignorance is bliss’? under such circum: 
stances. I would rather have our growth; [ 
would rather have our history; I would rather 
have our means of development, our condition 
of society, our prosperity, whatever may be 
the gentleman's theory. 

Now as to this question of ten per cent. 
If gentlemen desire any success in tariff legis- 
lation during this Congress they must accept 
this ten per cent. proposition. It is the only 
thing that can become a law. Take our ex- 





1872. 








perience on a single page of details, two whole | 


days being spent upon ten lines, and then 
answer the question how we are going to 
et through with three or four hundred lines. 
ts addition to that, the other branch of Con- 
gress has decided to take, instead of legisla- 
tion by details, the ten per cent. reduction ; 
just what we propose here. Hence, Mr. 
Chairman, if we desire to relieve the Treasury 
of its surplus, if we desire to take off duties 
at all, if we desire to be practical rather than 
theoretical, we must adhere to this ten per 
cent. reduction asthe only attainable measure. 

It is asked will this proposition relieve in- 
equalities, which I admit exist in the tariff. 
But, sir, do we expect to be more success- 
ful in details than any otner House of Repre- 
sentatives ever has been? Can we relieve 
inequalities without making inequalities? If 
we entertain such expectations we arrogate to 
ourselves the ability to dothat which no House 
of Representatives ever attained. We neces- 
sarily make inequalities at the same time that 
we undertake to relieve them. 

Leet the hammer fell. } 

Mr. KERR. I modify my amendment so 
as to make the reduction fourteen per cent. 
instead of fifteen per cent. Sir, the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
in pursuing a line of discussion not at all 
uncommon with him in this House, has un- 
dertaken to brush aside all that I 
said, and to treat it as of no value, demand- 
ing no refutation, and entitled to ne consid- 
eration. He undertakes to state to the House 
that in spite of all my theories about the 
oppressive rates of the tariff this country has 
always prospered under it; that it has grown 
rich and great and powerful under the protec- 
tive system. Sir, the gentleman knows as 
well as I do that no such disgraceful tariff as 
this ever burdened an American statute-book 
before 1861. He knows that this system 
grew up during the late civil struggle in our 
country, and that it had its birth and origin in 
a spirit of insatiate cupidity which took advan- 
tage of the country’s extremities, and enacted 
these laws for bounty, not revenue. He 
knows that the existing tariff law exceeds in 
its inequalities, excesses, and enormities, every 
tariff that ever befure existed in the history 
of this world. It never had a parallel. In 
1861 the average of all duties under our tariff 
was nineteen and three fourths per cent. ad 
valorem on dutiable imports. 

On ail imports, duitable and free, only four- 
teen andahalf percent. Now itis forty-eight 
per cent. on dutiable imports, and forty-two 
on allimports. Meanwhile every burden im- 
posed on domestic production during the war 
under our excise system has been removed, 
and removed in the interest of the protected 
gentlemen who are growing rich and powerful 
under the tariff. 

It is trifling with the intelligence of the 
country to assert that its prosperity is the re- 
sult of these abominable laws. It is the mar- 
vel of thinking men throughout the world that 
we are as prosperous as we are in spite of this 
system. ‘I'he youthful vigor and irrepressible 
energies of our people are so great that we are 
able tu live, and grow, and increase in wealth, 
in spite of these burdens and injustices. But 
the dangerous and rapid tendency of the times 
under this system is to make the few im- 
mensely wealthy and powerful, at the expense 
of the many; to give aggregated capital special 
privileges and grinding control over labor; to 
make **the rich richer and the poor poorer.’’ 

The gentleman cannot impose on the coun- 
try or on the House by saying that I am will- 
ing ‘io prostrate all the industries of my 
country.’’ Mr. Chairman, I love the indus- 
tries of this country and the people of this 
country quite as much, and as faithfully and 
unselfishly as the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts. I think my love embraces as nearly all 
the country, every section and citizen in it, 


as his ever did or ever will. My section has |; Before her union with England she had her | 


- 


have | 





never fattened and grown rich on bounty 
extorted from all other parts and people. 

Now it is true, Mr. Chairman, in the fiscal 
policy I would establish in this country I 
would not build up in Massachusetts, or in 
New England, or in any part or portion of this 
country, a combination of power and wealth 
and mouopoly which should gather tribute in 
untold millions from the other portions of the 
country. Ido not love my country that way. 
I oppose all such systems of fiscal legislation 
They are not conceived, begotten, er per- 
petuated in the interest of this country at 
all, but in the interest alone of sections and 
classes, in the interest of particular favored 
industries, at the expense and to the neglect 
of others, which others are in all respects as 
worthy, meritorious, and honorable, as much 
entitled to Government favor and protection, 
and much more in need of it. ‘This is the 
way in which the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts illustrates his love of our country. It 
isnot my way. I have never yet cast a single 
vote for bounty to friend or foe. 


Mr. Chairman, a word more. The gentle- 


| man intimates to the House that I was abroad 


last summer, and that I there saw the practi- 
cal workings of some of the fiscal systems of 
the Old World. I did go abroad, and [ did 
witness, Mr. Chairman, the practical workings 
of free trade in Great Britain, the greatest 
nation on the earth to-day in the development 


| of its material resources and in its commerce, 


aud I saw and studied with care and instruc- 
tion the effect of free trade on the interests, 
commerce, agriculture, and mechanic indus- 
tries of that country, and on the welfare of 
its labor classes, and in all respects I found the 
system to be most useful, excellent, and benefi- 
cent, alike on the country and the people of all 
classes. It gave new life and power and vigor 
to every one of their industries. They grew 
apace. They became more powerful than 
ever, and at the same time the interest of 
lajor was advanced, the wages of labor in- 
creased, the hours of labor shortened—in 
every respect the condition of the poor im- 
proved. It will not do at this late day for the 
gentleman to attempt to ignore or to belittle 
the practical experience of great nations in 
favor of free trade. It is worth his study and 
the study of his country. It were well for the 


| statesmanship of our country if it were more 


willing than it is to gather wisdom from the 
practical workings of wise fiscal laws abroad. 
If the experience of Great Britain, Belgium, 
and Prussia, tends to establish any one propo- 
sition more clearly than another, it is that the 
highest development of national and individual 
prosperity, success, and power, can only be 
attained under freedom of exchange, with 
taxation for revenue alone. 

{ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I take issue 
with the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Kerr} 
on his assertion that Great Britain is the great- 
est nationofthe world. Sir, the UnitedStates 
is the foremost and greatest nation of the world, 
foremost and greatest in territory, in geograph- 
ical position, in the prosperity and intelligence 
of her people, in the freedom and expansive 
adaptability of her institutions, and in the 


bright, broad, and long future which lies before 


the country andthe people. Great Britain, sir, 
is inher decadence. Her institutions are effete, 
her Government decrepit. Her landed property 
is being absorbed by a tew wealthy monopolists. 
Her workshops are being extinguished by the 
policy of her new nobili:y whose titles do but 
evidence the fact of suddenly acquired wealth ; 
and her work-houses swarm with skilled work- 
men and their families who are fed on the bitter 


bread of pauperism. 


Sir, the gentleman, two days ago appealed 
to the condition of the free-trade countries 
of the world in support of his baneful theo- 
ries. Where is the one that is nota warn- 
ing rather than anexample? Ireland is one. 


|| protected industries. 
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She was distinguished 
among the nations of the world by the supe 
riority of her paper, her silk, her flax, and 
other fabrics and wares. Where are her fac 
tories now, and where her skilled artisans? 
Ali! free trade has exterminated the one and 
exiled the other. Free trade with England 
has ruined Ireland. India, before Great Brit 
ain forced free trade upon her, had factories 
for the production ofthe rarest and most costly 


| fabries known to the world, and the ships of all 


nations sought her ports to buy her unequaled 


| productions, but British free trade bas van 


quished her manufactures, and the stench 
which pervaded the wide district of Orissa 
was raised by a million people starving and 
rotting in the foetid air; the famine that per- 
vaded that fertile district having equaled tbat 
which a few years ago more than decimated 
the sturdy people of Ireland. These horrors 
were but the legitimate effect of British free 
trade upon nations which were prosperous 
while they defended and protected their na- 
tive industries. Yesterday the gentleman spoke 
of Venice and Spain and Holland as countries 
whose condition attested the beneficence of 
free trade. Where are the glories of Venice or 
Spain or Holland? 

Mr. COX. In Europe. 

Mr. KELLEY. While Holland manufac- 
tured and England sold raw material, while 
the Dutch taunted England with the fact that 
she sold her skins for a sixpence and bought 
back the tails dressed for a shilling, Hiolland 


| was great and Britain was poor, and without 


commercial or naval prestige. 

Sut when Holland, presuming upon her 
commercial supremacy, sought to become the 
carrier for the world and established free 
trade, and England, to develop her resources 
and promote domestic manufactures, adopted 
the protective system, Holland became a 
nation of the past, without hope, without 
aspiration, whose governing classes are a body 
of wealthy people who live on incomes derived 
from investments made by their ancestors. 
Need [ pause to speak of Venice or Spain? 
Sir, what appreciable part does either impart 
to the grand impulses and movements of the 
era for which we legislate? History would 
still speak-of them, but the American people 
would not miss them were they blotted from 
the map of the world. 

Where can the gentleman point to a pros- 
perous free-trade nation? Look at liitle Por- 
tugal. At the beginning of the last quarter of 
the seventeenth century she was growing and 
prospering as no other nation of her size and 
population, and was vying to some extent with 
England in the export of her woolen goods. 
Her flocks of sheep were upon every hiil-side 
and her factories in every vale. But free trade 
was to blast this prosperity! Kngland sent 
her court Mr. Methuen to make a treaty, by 
which the wines of Portugal should be admit 
ted to British markets at a low rate of duty, 
provided British woolens should be admitted 
into Portugal. Mr. Methuen succeeded, and 
reciprocal free trade was established between 
Portugal and what the gentleman from Indi- 
ana holds in his heart of hearts to be the 
greatest nation in the world, and the sole ex- 
emplar for American statesmen. When that 
free trade came, the treacherous nation, more 
than a million of whose working people are 
paupers, and whose manufacturers are princes, 
reduced Portugal as all other free-trade wa- 
tions had been reduced to a mere dependency 
of England. As a consequence of the diplo- 
matic free-trade juggle, the manufactories of 


| Portugal have ceased to exist, and her people 


have been dependent upon the spindles, the 
looms, the furnaces, and the forges of what, 
till a quarter of a century ago, was protective 
England. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BURCHARD rose. 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate is exhausted on 


| the pending amendment. 
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: = 
[ will withdraw my amend- 
gentleman from Illinois 


Mr. KERR. 
ment that the 
renew it. 

Objection was made to the withdrawal of the || 
amendment. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Would it 
to debate the substitute offered by 
man from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
the substitute of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
[ Mr. Beck ?] I rise to oppose the substitute 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not pending. 

The question taken on Mr. Kerr’s | 
amendment, it was disagreed to—ayes 41, 
noes Bw, 

Mr. KERR. 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
Illinois [ wr 
be en reco 


Mr. LB (7 


inserting ‘' 
ee 


may 


be in order 
the gentle- 
Dawes] for 


being 


I desire to move another 


The gentleman from 
sSunCHARD | has the floor, having 
gnized to offer an amendment. 

RCHARD. 1 move to amend by 
eighty-seven per cent.’’ instead of 
ninety per cent. ’ and ** thirteen perceni. , 


which shows that the duty on bar iron is sixty- 
four per cent. on the cost in foreign markets. 

If you reduce it ten per cent. you will leave 
fifty-eight per cent., which is enormously high. 
And while it is proposed to reduce the duty on 
pig iron to six dollars a ton, which is but two 


| thirds of what the duty was when this tariff 


was enacted, why should you leave the duty 


| on bar iron at one and a half cents per pound? 
|| Why should not that be reduced, in the same 
| proportion, to one cent per pound? 
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If that | 


could be done then those who are engaged in | 


the 
and other manufactures into which iron enters 
to a greater or less extent, would be able to 
manufacture tools, implements, and machinery 


| for exportation, as well as to furnish them 


more cheaply for home consumption. 
There are not half a million people en- 
gaged in the production of all the articles 


| which are protected by tariff legislation ; and 
| yet in order togive them the benefits resulting | 


instead of ** ten per cent.’ 1] 

It is unnecessary to discuss the abstract || 
questions of free trade and protection. Prac- | 
tical men will agree, no matter what their | 


theories are upon those questions, that reduc- | 
tions In rates duties should not be made at 

heavily as to disturb the vested 
disarrange or paralyze the indus- 
country, and in proposing reduc- 
bill of the committee we have had 
considerations in view. ‘The reductions 
proposed by the original bill of the Committee | 
of Ways and Means on the article of cot- 
tons would take less from the Treasury than 
the proposition in this bill. This takes away 
over a million dollars; that would take away 
only about seven hundred thousand dollars. 
But there is this difference in the application : 
that on the rates where the present law fixes 
the duty on goods at thirty-five per cent. ad 
valorem the committee make no change; but 
as regards those specific rates which when 
enacted were lower than thirty-five per cent., 


of 
this time 
capital or 
tries of the 
tions in the 
those 


gO 


but by the change of values, by the reduction | 
in the price of cotton, and by the reduction in 


the price of cloth, instead of being twenty or 
twenty-five per cent., as then, have now be- 
come higher than thirty-five per cent. on the 
high-priced goods, ranging from thirty-seven | 
to seventy-six per cent. on the cheaper and 
least expensive goods to manufacture. As 
regards those the bill of the committee pro- 
poses to reduce them in the interest of con- 
sumers and without injury to the manufac- 
turers themselves, and even in the interest of 
some classes of manufacturers. 

I have a letter here from a manufacturing 
company in Rhode Island, engaged or formerly 
engaged in printing cotton goods. The presi- 
dent of that company states that their industry 
is prostrated because unbleached plain cotton 
goods bear an enormous rate of duty, while 
the high-priced printed goods which are made 
by them, using the unbleached colton goods as 
their raw material, are admitted at thirty- 
five per cent. ad valorem. ‘The present tariff 
on cotton goods actually disc aalaiies against 
their industry bye harging a less duty upon the 
more finished and costly product than upon 
the same goods in an incomplete stage. 


[f gentlemen will examine this bill, they 
will find that in regard to cottons, irons, 


woolens. and other classes of articles dealt 
with, our reductions are moderate, are intelli- 
gent and rational, and would not harm asingle 
industry. If you adopt the proposition ‘of 
the committee's bill as it was originally re- 
ported, and as.presented in the motion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. Beck,] you 
will make a reduction that is in the interest 
of the industries of this country, many of 
which are burdened by the existing tariff. 
Many large manutfactories use iron in its vari- 
ous forms on which the duty now is over 
sixty per cent. I call attention to the state- 
ment published in the Globe of last Thursday, |) 





| 


; ment. 


from excessive and prohibitory duties, millions 
of those engaged in the manufacturing and 
other industrial pursuits are made to feel the 
burdens thereby imposed. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DAWES. I rise to oppose the amend- 
I now move that the committee rise in 
order to obtain from the House an order to 
close debate on this paragraph. 

Mr. BURCHARD. 1 withdraw my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. AMBLER. 
of the amendment. 

Mr. KERR. I desire to move an amend- 
ment to this paragraph. 

the CHAIRMAN. A motion 


does not take precedence of 


I object to the withdrawal 


to amend 
2&2 motion tor the 


| committee to rise. 


| that the committee rise: 


| Whole 


Lhe question was then taken on the motion 
aud it was agreed to. 


manufacture of agricultural implements | 


| The commiitee accordingly rose; and the | 
Speaker baving resumed the chair, Mr. Sco- 


FIELD reported that the Committee of the 
on the state of the Union had 
under consideration the Union generally, aud 
particularly the bill (H. R. No. 2322) to re- 


at et 


had | 


| duce duties on imports, and to reduce internal | 


taxes, and for other purposes, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 


Mr. DAWES. I now move 


that when the | 


House shall again resume the consideration | 


in Committee of the Whole of the bill to re- 
duce duties on imports, &c., all debate upon 
the pending paragraph 
thereto shall be closed in ten minutes. 


Mr. KELLEY. Does that include iron? 
Mr. DAWES. It does. 
Mr. AMBLER. Does that include the | 


whole of the second section? 
The SPEAKER. It does; for the House 


to-day ordered that the entire second section | 


of the bill should be considered in Committee 


' tion to limit debate ; 


of the Whole as one paragraph. 

The question was then taken upon the mo- 
and, 
there were—ayes 85, noes 41. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. BINGHAM ealled for tellers. 

Mr. BEATTY called for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The call for the yeas and 
nays takes precedence of the call for tellers. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 


and amendments 


upon a division, | 





I do not think the House | 


understood that the motion to limit debate to | 


the pending paragraph applied to the whole of 
the pending section. 
The SPEAKER. 
tion. 
The question was then taken on ordering 


The paragraph isthe sec- 


_ the yeas and nays; and upon a division there 


were—ayes 9, noes 85. 
So (the affirmative not being one fifth of the 
vote) the yeas and nays were not ordered. 
Mr. DAWES. I now move that the rules 
be suspended, and the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the special 


| order. 


The SPEAKER. The motion to limit de- 
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bate on the pending paragraph in Committee 

| of the Whole has been agreed to. 

| Mr. BROOKS, of New York. 
the House now adjourn. 

| Mr. BINGHAM. Is it not in order to ascer- 

tain whether the House will order tellers on 

the motion to limit debate? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. The House 
refused to order the yeas and nays on that 
motion, and since then the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] and 
the motion of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Brooks] have intervened. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I call for the 
yeas and nays on my motion to adjourn. 

The questién was taken on ordering the yeas 
and nays; and there were, upon a division— 
ayes 26, noes 86. 

So (one fifth voting in the affirmative) the 
| yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there 
were—yeas 43, nays 115, not voting 82; as 
| follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Beatty, Beck, Bingham, 
sird, James Brooks, Caldwell, Campbell, Carroll, 
Coghlan, Comingo, Cox, Crebs, Crossland, Darrail, 
Dox, Du Bose, Eldredge, Getz, Llandley, Hereford, 
Herndon, King, Lamison, Leach, Lewis. McCor- 
mick, MeNeely, Niblack, Price, Read, Edward Y. 
Rice, John M. Rice, Shober, Thomas J. Speer, Ste- 
vens, Storm, Terry, Waddell, Wells, Whitthorne, 
Winchester, and Young—43. 

NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Ambler, 
3anks, Barber, Barry, Bell, 
Braxton, Buckley, Builinton, Burchard, 
Cobb, Conger, Critcher, Crocker, Dawes, 
Donnan, Duell, Duke, Dunnell, Eames, Elliott, Far- 
well, Finkelnburg, Charles Foster, Henry D. Foster, 
Wilder D. Foster, fan Goodrich, Griffith, Hale, 
Iiarper. George LK. llarris, Havens, llawley, Hay, 
Gerry W. Hazelton, Jobn W. Iiazelton, Hill, Hour, 
Kellogg, Kerr, Ketcham, Lamport, Lansing, Lowe, 
Lynch, McCleliand, McCr: ary, McGrew, McIntyre, 
McJunkin, Merriam, Monroe, Moore, Leonard 
Myers, Orr, Packard, Packer, Paimer, Hosea W. 
Parker, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, 
Aaron F. Perry, Eli Perry, Peters, Rainey, Ran- 
dali, Ritchie, Ellis IH. Roberts, William kh: Rob- 
erts, Rogers, Rusk, Sawyer, Scofield, Seeley, Ses- 
sions, Shanks, Sherwood, Slater, Uf. Boardman 
Smith, John A. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, R. Milton 
Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Stevenson, Stough- 
ton, Strong, Sypher, Taffe, Turner, Twichell, Tyner, 
Upson, Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, Wallace, Wallis, 
Warren, Wheeler, W hiteley, Willard, Williams of 
Indi: ae a, Jeremiah M. Wilson, und John T. Wil- 
son—115, 

NOL VOTING—Messrs. Archer, Averill, Barnum, 
Biggs, Austin Blair, James G. Blair, Boles, Bright, 
George M. Brooks, Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick 
R. Butler, William T. Clark, Freeman Clurke, 
Coburn, Conner, Cotton, Creely, Davis, De Large, 
Ely, Farnsworth, Forker, Garfield, Garrett, Golla- 
day, Haldeman, Llalsey, Hambleton, Hancock, 
Hanks, Harmer, John T. Harris, Hays, Hibbard, 
Holman, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, Kendall, Kil- 
linger, Kinsella, Manson, Marshall, Maynard, Me- 
Henry, McKee, McKinney, Mercur, Merrick, Ben- 
jamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Morey, Morgan, 
Morphis, Negley, Platt, Poland, Porter, Potter, 
Prindie, Robinson, Roosev elt, Sargent, Sheldon, 
Sheilabarger, Shoemaker, Slocum, Sloss, Worth- 
ington C. Smith, Stowell, St. John, Sutherland, 
Swann, Thomas, Dwight Townsend, Washington 
‘Townsend, Tuthbill, Van’ Trump, Vaughan, Voorhees, 
Williams of New York, and Wood—82. 

So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. MeNEELY. I move that when the 
House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet at 
twelve o'clock m. on next Monday. 


The SPEAKER. That motion ig not in 
order. 

Mr. MeNEELY. I move that when the 
House adjourns to-day, it adjourn to meet on 
‘luesday at seven o’clock p. m. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in 
order. 

Mr. MeNEELY. I move that at the close 
of this afternoon’s session the House take a 
recess until half past seven o'clock p. m. 

The SPEAKER, Thatrequires unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. DICKEY. LI object. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Dawes] rises to submit a 
motion which is in order, that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole. 

On agreeing to the motion of Mr. Dawes, 
there were—ayes 92, noes 31. 


Mr. ELDREDGE. I demand the yeas and 


I move that 


Ames, 


Arthur, 
Beveridge, 


Digby, 
Burdett, 
Dickey, 











nays. 
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On ordering the yeas and nays there were 
ayes fifteen, noes not counted. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I demand tellers on 
ordering the yeas and nays. 

On ordering tellers there weré ayes eigh- 
teen. 

So tellers were not ordered ; 

nays were not ordered ; 
DaAwWEs was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Scorie.p in the chair,) and re 

sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
9322) to reduce duties on imports and to re- 
duce internal taxes, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House has ordered 
that all debate on the pending section be 
closed in ten minutes. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move to amend by strik- 
ing outin line twelve the words ‘‘on all wools.”’ 
Mr. Chairman, two antagonistic principles 
divide the House on the subject of that system 
of taxation known as the tariff. 
side it is claimed, and such is my belief, that 
to levy a tax for any other purpose than for 

revenue is unconstitutional. On the other 
side it is maintained that Congress has the 
right to levy a tariff tax for the especial pur- 
pose of what is called protection; that is, to 
compel a purchaser to pay for an article more 
than itis worth. It is upon the first principle 
that | have moved to amend the second para- 
graph of the second section of this bill, This 
section proposes to make a reduction of ten 
per cent. on the present rates *‘ on all wools, 
hair of the alpaca goat, and other like ani- 


and 


Mr. 


the yeas 
and the motionof 


‘| on the manufacturer. 


On the one | 


mals, and all manufactures wholly or in part | 


of wool, or hair of the alpaca, and other like 
animals,’’ and I have moved to strike out the 
words ‘all wools,’’ so that the duty on that 
article will remain unchanged. 

During the last fiscal year the revenue col- 
lected from the duty on wool amounted to more 
than fourand a half millions, a greater sum than 
was ever before raised upon that article during 
one year. Hence, unless this bill is advocated 
in the interest of what is called protection, if 
it is supported on the doctrine that no tariff is 
legitimate which is levied for any other pur- 
pose than revenue, then, inasmuch 
present rate of duty on wool has produced 
the largest revenue ever raised on that article, 
it conclusively follows that the present is a 
revenue rate and should not be changed. In 


proposing to reduce the duties ten per cent. on | 
enumerated articles, it is assumed | 


certain 
that the present duties on those articles are 
equitable. For, if the duty on some articles 
be too high and on others too low, a general 
reduction of ten per cent. would ‘only con- 
tinue the abuse. 


as the | 


This I claim to be the case. | 


For instance, when the manufacturer buys | 


four pounds of wool at thirty cents per pound 
at the custom -house, he pays on the wool a duty 
or tax of fifty-one cents, but when the four 
pounds of wool are manufactured and sold to 
the farmer the farmer pays a duty of $5 95, 
which is included in the price of the goods, 
and is that much more than their value. Itis 
claimed that this fifty-one cents is a protection 
to the farmer on four pounds of wool; then it 
follows that on the four pounds of wool made 
up the manufacturer is protected $5 95; that 
he receives abouttwelve times more protection 
than does the farmer. 

To be more specific, at the present rates the 
tariff on clothing wool at thirty-two cents or less 
per pound is ten cents per pound, and eleven 
cents on every dollar’s worth of wool imported. 


This wool is bought at thirty cents per pound; |) 


then four pounds of wool at the custom-house 
costs $1 20; the specific duty per pound is ten 
cents, and on four pounds is forty cents; the 
ad valorem duty is eleven per cent., and on 
four pounds is eleven cents. For the four 
pounds of wool at the custom-house the manu- 
facturer pays $1 71, and that amount includes 
the fifiy-one cents duty on the wool, which is 


this raw material, which cost the manufacturer 
$1 71, he makes fourteen yards of women’s 
and children’s goods worth eighty cents per 
yard, $11 20. On these goods there is a spe- 
cific duty of fifty cents per pound, which, on 
four pounds amounts to two dollars; also, an 
ad valorem duty of thirty-five per cent., making 
$3 95; total price of goods, $17 15; these four- 


| teen yards of goods were made of four pounds 


| of wool, 


which cost the manufacturer $1 
and which he sold made up to the farmer 
for $17 15, of which sum $5 95 is a bonus 
which the farmer was and is forced to bestow 
lhe eighty cents per 


42, 


| yard on the goods covers the cost of material, 


| orating. 


labor, original profit, and loss by wear and 
tear of machinery. It would be unjust, then, 
to apply the rate of reduction to the 
wool-grower who is only protected fifty-one 
cents on four pounds of wool, and to the 
manufacturer who is protected twelve times as 
much on the same quantity. 

It is plain, then, that as a 
revenue, the tariff on 
daced, and that the 
woolen goods is much too small. lhe duty 
is so high as to check healthy competition, 
and, in the language of one of the best-in- 
formed business men in the country, *‘ the 
present tariff offers the highest premium for 
the use of cotton and poor shoddy ia goods 
for men’s use, such as coatings, beavers, cas- 
simeres, and doeskins, and the quality of Ameri- 


same 


question of 
wool should not be re- 


| can goods of these kinds is constantly deteri- 


| and law-abiding, 


| hired lobby. 








said to be the protection of the farmer. With U 


Many, very many goods are now 
made and sold as woolens which range from 
twelve to forty per cent. wool, the rest jute, 
cotton, and poor shoddy.”’ 

No class of our people deserve more watch- 
ful care over their rights than do the farmers. 
Their toil is the original source of all 
wealth; in peace they are frugal, industrious, 
and in war they form our 
country’s strongest bulwark. ‘They never in- 
fest these Halls to beg for alms, nor a to 
corrupt legislation through the agency of a 
Reduce your tariff toa cies 
revenue standard; secure low freights by the 
repeal of the navigation laws so that our 
hardy seamen may buy ships where they can 
be bought cheapest, and the farmer will make 
and save more money than he can do under 
the blighting influence of any tariff inaugu- 
rated in the name of protection. 

Mr. DAWES obtained the floor, and yielded 
three minutes to Mr. BincHaM, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, if I can 


ever have a hearing on this proposition in the 


| House, I desire to be heard longer than three 
I wish now to say that while I favor | 


minutes. 
the amendment offered by my colleague, [ Mr. 
MorGan, | | would extend it so as to strike out 
the whole of this clause, and thereby maintain 
the existing tariff upon wool and woolen 
manufactures. I will state in brief to the 
House that a question more directly affecting 
the body of the American people has not been 
before the Congress of the United States with- 
in the last ten years. Within that period this 
interest, under the operation of our law, has 
increased one hundred and fifty per cent. 


| both as to the production of wool and its 
| manufacture. 


Under the operation of our tariff law woolen 
fabrics, which enter into the general consump- 
tion of the people, are to-day, upon a gold 
standard, from sixteen to fifty per cent. below 
the price in 1860; and the people of America 
know it. The price of wool has been increased 
so that it has become an article of prime pro- 
duction in America, and is to-day second to 
no other agricultural interest in this country. 
The clip this year will not be less than one 
hundred and fifty million pounds. The propo- 
sition pending before the committee, if the 
logic we hear from day to day be true, is to 
take directly from the owners of the wool grown 
in America this yeartwocentsa pound. Upon 
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year than twenty million pounds, it would take 
out of the pockets of the farming population 
$400,000. 

| ask gentlemen to meet these issues before 


the people. All | desire is when 


the time 
comes to move my proposition to strike out 
the paragr: ph from line twelve to line four 


teen inclusive, so that the ee law in regard 
to wool and woolen 
unchanged. 


manufact 
Gentlemen 


“will 
Say hier’ that 
primary object is to reduce the amount 
into the ‘Treasury by way of import 
But, sir, everybody knows that to-day no im 
port duties worth talking about are paid into 
the Treasury of the United States upon woolen 
fabrics, except upon those 
used only by the rich. Fifty-two imiilion dol- 
worth of fabrics are now im 
ported annually into the United States, upon 


stand 
one 
paid 


| Lies. 


fabrics which are 


iar § woolen 


|| which there is paid a duty of $33,000,000; 


but not one in five hundred of the American 
people uses one dollar’s worth of those goods. 


Mr. DAWES. I yield one minute lo the 


|| gentleman from Connecticut, [Mr. Kevuoaa. ] 


|| duty on wrought 


proposed reduction on || 
| last word of the 


our | 


| the manufactures of 


Mr. KELLOGG. I move to strike out the 
pending amendment for the 
saying that | propose at a proper 
time hereafter to make a motion to reduce the 
scrap iron. When the duty 
on pig iron was reduced two years ago, the duty 
on wrought scrap iron was lett at eight dollars a 
ton. I shall move to make the duty upon this 
article precisely the same as upon pig iron, for 
it is a raw material, no further advanced for 
the purpose of manufacture than pig iron, 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman, I will take 
the remaining minute to say that at the proper 
time | shall propose—— 

Mr. BEATTY. I desire to speak for five 
minutes to the amendment which | sent up to 
the Cierk’s desk. 

Mr. DAWES. 


purpose ot 


I propose to put lumber and 
lumber into the schedule 
of ten percent. reduction. That was the orig- 
nal intention, but slipped out in writing the 
amendment. ‘That will bring them under the 


| same general reduction, and not treat them 


| the production in Ohio, which is not less this |) 


auy more severely than anything else. 

Phe CHAIRMAN. The pending question 
is on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Bearry. ] 

Mr. BROOKS, ot New York. I 
amend the ninth line previous to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. That will be in order, 
but thvre are two amendments to an amend- 
ment now pending. 

The Clerk read Mr. Bearry’s 
as follows: 

Amend lines twelve and thirteen, page 2, by strik- 
ing out “all wools, hair of the alpaca goat, and 
other like animals, and;” so it will read," on all 


manufactures wholly or in part of wool or hair of 
the alpaca, and other like animals,’ 


Mr. BEATTY. Mr. Chairman, may I be 
allowed to speak on that amendment? 


wish to 


amendment, 


The CHAIRMAN. All debate has been 
closed on this paragraph by order of the 
House. 


Mr. BEATTY. Ithink unanimous consent 
will be given me to speak to my own ameud- 
ment, 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimonus 

cannot a srride an order of the House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If that is voted down, 
will not my amendment be in order to strike 
out the wool paragraph ? 

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment is 
now in order, and will be voted on at the 
proper time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move the amendment 
to strike out the whole paragraph. 

Mr. BEATTY. Is it in order to move the 
committee do now rise? 


The CHAIRMAN. It is. 


consent 


Mr. BEATTY. ‘Then make that motion. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish we might get through 
with this to-night. 

The committee divided; 
ayes 54, noes 73. 


Mr. BEATTY demanded tellers. 


and there were— 


a 
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Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. BEATTY and 
Mr. Dawes were appointed. 

The committee again divided; andthe tellers 
reported—ayes 52, 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The question then recurred on Mr. Beatry’s 
amendment, 

The committee divided; and 
Ay ¢ 3 55, rn 

The Cl 
poi ted 4 


in 
noes 65, 


there were— 
54; no quorum voting. 
AIRMAN ordered tellers; and ap 
ry and Mr. McCLeELLAND. 
livided; and the 
ayes 41, noes 71. 

1 was Tt 


He: 


-_ 


I BEAT 


the committee again 
tellers report 
So the ndment 


aie ejected 


The question next recurred on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Mor- 
GAN, ] to tthe 


strike out 


words ‘‘all wool ;’’ soit 


will read 
On hair of the alpaca goat, and other like ani- 
mals, and all tnanutactures wholly or in part of 
wool or hair of the alpaca, and other like animals, 
The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 40, noes 73 


“Mr. AMBLER demanded tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Beatty and 


Mr. WALLACE were appointed. 
The committee again divided ; and the tell- 
ers reported—ayes 47, noes 72. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


next recurred 
of Mr. BiInGuam, to strike out these words: 

On 
like animus 
part of wool, 
animals. 

Mi 
word 


| he quesi 


ion 


all wools 


, hair of the alpaca goat, and other 
. und on all manufiectures wholly or in 
or hair of the alpaca, and other like 


BANKS. I 


where 


the 
para- 


strike out 
in that 


move 
it 


Lo 
‘“hke’’ occurs 
rra yh. 


Mr DAWES. 


the revenue, 


That is to prevent frauds in 


Phe amendment was agreed to. 


The question next recurred on Mr. Binc- 
HAM’S amendment. 


| 


on the motion 


lhe commirtee divided; and there were— 


ayes 41, noes 74. 
Mr. BINGILAM demanded tellers. 
Tellers were ordered: and Mr. Brooks, of 


The committee again divided; and tbe tell- 
ers reported ayes 4, noes 72. 
So the amendment was rejected. 


MESSAGE FROM TUE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and a mes- 
fage was ived from the Senate, ®y Mr. 
SyMPson, one of its clerks, notifying the House 
that that body had passed and requested the 
concurrence of the House in a biil of the fol- 
lowl my titie: 

A bill (3. No. 1105) for the relief of Har 
n Kk. Wentworth, late second lieutenant 
fourteenth New York heavy artillery. 


rect 


me 


TARIFF. 
The committee again resumed its session. 
Mr. BEATTY. I move that the committee 
do now rise tor the purpose of asking the 


House for one hour to discuss the paragraph 


under consideration. 


The question be ing taken on Mr. Beatty's 


motion, there were—ayes 59, noes 76. 


| 
Before the result of the vote was announced, | 


Mr. BEATTY called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered: and Mr. Bearty and 
Mr. Dawes were appointed. 

Che committee again divided ; and the tell- 
ers reported—ayes 58, noes 63. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. BEATTY. 
rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the motion 
which has just been made and lost. 

Mr. BEATTY. I beg your pardon. My 
former motion was to rise for the purpose of 
having the time extended, and this is to rise 
for the purpose of adjournment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion that the 
committee rise, no matter for what purpose, 
bas just been uegatived, and cannot be iame- 


I move that the committee | 
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diately repeated. The question is on the sub- 
stitute offered by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Beck] for the pending paragraph. 

Mr. DAWES. 
substitute. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I move to 
add at the end of the ninth line the following 
proviso: 


Provided, That no higher rate of duty shall be 
exacted or collected than sixty per cent. ad valorem, 

Mr. BINGHAM. On what valuation ? 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. On the val- 
uation of the invoice, of course. 

Mr. DICKEY. ‘Then any one can make 
his own valuation. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. 
mittee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not now 


I move that the com- 


To which I have offered a 


in order, as no business has transpired since | 
it was formerly made. The question is on the | 


amendment of the gentleman from New York, 
{ Mr. Brooks. ] 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the gentleman’s question of order. 

Mr. ELDREDGE 
my question of order. ‘The Chair decided 
agaiust my motion without hearing my ques- 
tion of order. My question of order has reter- 
ence to the statemeut of the Chair that other 
business had not transpired. 

he CHAIRMAN. 
the point of order, and has overruled it. 

Mr. ELUREDGE. I submit that business 
had transpired. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Brooks] had submitted a motion, 
and the Chair had received it. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


I rise to a question of 


[ Mr. Brooks. } 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 10, noes 80; no quorum voting. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the committee 
now rise. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Sco- 
FIELD reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had 
under consideration the Umion generaliy, and 
particularly the bill (H. R. No. 
duce duties ov imports, and to reduce internal 
taxes, and for other purposes, aud had come 
to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. DAWES. 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly 


(at three o'clock and fifty minutes p.m.) the 
| House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions, &c., were presented | 


under the rule, and referred tothe appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. COBURN: The memorial of the 
Governor of Indiana, the trustees of the agricul- 
tural and mechanical college, and other citizens 
of Indiana, asking the passage ofa law making 
additional grants of land for the agricultural 
and mechanical college. 

Also, the petitions of soldiers of Booneville, 
New York; of soldiers and sailors of Wil- 
liamstown and Berrysburg, Pennsylvania; of 
soldires of Culpeper, Virginia; ot soldiers of 
Kast Boston and Charlestown, Massachusetts ; 
of soldiers of Billerica, Massachusetts; of sol- 
diers and sailors of Attleboro, Massachu 
setts; of soldiers and sailors of Stoneham, 
Massuchusetts ; and of soldiers and sailors of 
‘Taunton, Massachusetts, asking for a bill to 
provide industrial homes for the orphans of 


_ soldiers and sailors who served in the Union 


Army. 


By Mr. DOX: The memorial of a Board of | 


The Chair has decided | 


‘Tbe Chair has not heard 


The Chair has ruled on || 


The question is on the | 
amendment of the gentleman trom New York, | 


2522) 10 re- | 


1 move that the House do | 


Trade, in relauion to American tonnage inter- | 


ests. 


By Mr. 





rial of Lieutenant P. H. Breslin, of the fourth 
United States infantry, asking his restoration 
to the rank of captain in the Army. 

By Mr. HOAR: The petition of Newell E. 
Lamprey, of Salisbury, Massachusetts, for a 


| pension. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, May 13, 1872. 

The Senate met at eleven o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. E. D. Owen, of Washington, 
Disirict of Columbia. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday 
last was read and approved. 

IIOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (A. R. No. 2718) to establish a mail 
route was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Post Offices and Post 


| Roads. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. WRIGHT. I ask the consent of the 


Senate to have passed this morning a bill pro- 
viding for a bridge across the Mississippi river, 


| at ort Madison, a bill precisely similar to a 


number of others that have been passed at this 
session. I do not propose to take it up now, 
but L ask the consent of the Senate to take it 
up immediately after the morning business 


shall be disposed of. 


| ness. 


The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Iowa asks that a bridge bill reported by 
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads 
may be taken up subject to the morning busi- 
Is there objection? ‘The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. The Senator now 


| yields to the morning business. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting, in compliance with a resolution 
of the Senate of the Ist ultimo, reports from 
the commandant of the armory at Springfield, 
Massachusetts, and the commandant of the 
arsenal at Rock Island, Illinois, giving com- 


parative statements in regard to the opera- 


tion of the eight-hour law in respect to the 
amount of labor performed and expense in- 
curred in the manufacture and repair of arms, 
and the general working of those establish- 
iments, as compared with the former system of 
working ten hours per day ; which was reterred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. WILSON presented five petitions of 
late soldiers and sailors of the United Srates 
volunteer Army and Navy, in favor of the pas- 


|| sage of a bill to provide industrial homes and 


training schools for the orphans of the sol- 
diers and sailors who served in the Army or 
Navy of the United States during the war of 
the rebellion; which were referred to the 
Committee on Miliary Affairs. 

Mr. LOGAN presented a petition of citizens 
of Champaign, Lllinois, praying Congress to 
bestow a further grant of land to certain scien- 
tific and polytechuic institutions in the various 
States of the Union which received the ben- 
efits of the congressional act of July 2, 1862, 
for the promotion of colleges of agriculture 
and the mechanic arts; which was referred to 


_ the Committee on Education and Labor. 


He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Chicago, Illinois, remonstrating against the 


| extension of the Wilson sewing-machine pat- 


ent; which was referred to the Committee on 
Patents. si 
He also presented a petition of citizens of 


| Chicago, Illinois, praying the passage of the 


bill introduced in the Senate for the relief of 
William H. Akins, of New York, and Jacob 
D. Felthousen, of Chicago, Illinois, for invent- 


| ing improvements in sewing-machines ; which 


GARFIELD, of Ohio: The memo: || 





was referred to the Committee on Patents. 


Mr. SPENCER presented the petition of 
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Joseph W. Taylor, of Tuscaloosa, Alabama, 
praying the removal of his political disabili- 


ties; which was referred to the select Com- | 


mittee on the Removal of Political Disabilities. 
Mr. COLE. I bave had putin my hands 
what purports to be a copy of resolutions 


passe d by the Legislature of California, and | 


which I believe to “be a correct copy, alihough 


a 


the resolutions themselves have not come to | 


me officially, for some cause or other, [| know 
not what. They are resolutions instructing 
the repre sentatives from that State to secure, 
if possible, the passage of an act of C ongress 
appropriating under proper regulations a sum 
of money suthcient in amount to reimburse 
the preémption settlers on the land known as 
the Soscol ranche, lying in the counties of 
Napa and Solano, in the State of California, 
fur expenses incurred and damages sustained 
by them in having their land surveyed for the 
Government, proving up theie claims in the 
Land Office, and prosecuting the same before 
several inferior courts and finally before the 
Supreme Court of the United States, in resist- 
ing the claims of M. G. Vallejo to said land. 
I move the reference of this copy of the reso- 
lutions to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

lhe motion was agreed to. 

Mr. POOL pre sented the petit ion of Jose ph 
L. Britt, praying assistance from the Govern- 


nent to prosecute a subject that has engaged || 
at 7 eee Jeet , = O°“ || amendment. 


»* 


his attention for the past two years, 
that perpe tual motion can be 
water, and stating that the incalculable bene- 
fits arising from his invention cannot be esti- 
mated to mankind; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents, 

Mr. ANTHONY presented a resolution of 
the Grand Army ot the Republic of Rhode 
Island, setting forth that they recognize the 
amendments to the homestead laws as offered 
in Congress by Senator Pomeroy, and the 
amendment for an increase of pensions and 
equalization of bounties as offered by General 
STOUGHTON, us simple acts of justice to the 
Jate svidiers and sailors of the United States 
duiing the war of the rebellion, and respect- 
fully requesiing the Senators and Represent- 
atives from that State to give their support 
to and use their best endeavors for the pas- 
save of these umendments; which was relerred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. POMEROY. 
the Senator from Rhode Island has just pre- 
sented a petition, provided that the Secretary 
of the Lluterior should make all needful rales 
aud regulations for garrying into effect the 
soldiers’ homestead bill. I hold in my hand 
& communication on that subject from the 
Secretary of the Interior, addressed to me as 
chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, 
and | move that it be printed for the inform- 
ation of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WEST presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of Louisiana in favor of a refund 
of ihe tax on sugar and cotton for 1865, 1866, 
and 1867; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Iinance. 

Mr. GOLDIUWAITE presented a memo- 
rial of the Board of ‘Trade of Mobile, Ala- 
bama, in relation to the American tonnage 
interest; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. MOLWLON presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Indiana, praying the passage of the 
bill for ithe relief of William H. Akins and 
Jacob D. Felihousen, inventors of a sewing- 
machine; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 

Mr. MORTON. TI also present a memorial 
from Marcus J. Parrot, S. J. Crawford, and 
others, citizens of Kansas, asking an invest- 

igution into the election of ALEXANDER CaLp- 
WELLas Senator from Kansas. As this invest 
igation has aiready been ordered, I move that 
the memorial lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


believing 


Ihe bill relative to which | 


attained on | 


| eral to pay to Robert L. D. 
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Mr. COOPER presented the petition of | 


Murray A. White and others, and the Boat- 
mans’ Insurance and Trust Company, praying 
the passage of an act referring their claims to 
the Court of Claims; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


ADDITIONAL LAND DISTRICT IN 
Mr. POMEROY. I 


KANSAS, 
am instructed by the 
Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S..No. 877) to create an 
additional land district in the State of Kansas, 
to report it back without amendment; and | 
ask that it be put upon its passage at the pres- 
ent time. It isa bill of but a few lines, merely 
creating another land district in the State. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It proposes to constitute all 
that portion of the Republican land district in 
the State of Kansas, lying and being situated 
west of the first guide meridian west of the 
sixth principal meridian, a new land district, 
to be called the northwestern land district ; 
and the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, is authorized to appoint 


a register and a receiver for the district, who 


| are to discharge like and similar duties, and 


receive the same amount of compensation 
allowed to other officers discharging like duties 
in the other land offices of the State. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT L. D 

Mr. WILSON. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. No. 207) for the relief 
of Robert L. D. Burchfield, to report it back 
without amendment; and | ask that it be put 
on its passage now. 


BURCIIFIELD. 


pending 


3351 





The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
| ed, and the amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, “and passed. 


RAILROADS IN THE 


Mr. STEWART. I am instructed by the 
Committee eu the Pacific Railroad, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1067) to provide 
for the creation and regulation of railroad com 
panies in the Territories of the United States, 
to report it without amendment. This is a 
bill prepared by the Committee on the Pacific 
Railroad, being a general incorporation law 
for railroads in the Territories. I will state 
that there are now some fifteen or twenty bills 
for special corporations and the right 


TERRITORIES. 


| of way, and this bill is to cover all those cases. 


It has been carefully considered by the Com- 
mittee on the Pacific Railroad, and I should 
like to have it acted on at this time, because 
there are a great many of these special bills 


|| pending, and this will dispose of the whole of 


them. I should like to have it read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
reported, subject to objection. 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘This subject bas also been 
before the Committee on Public Lands, and 
that committee thought it was impossible to 
make a general law to cover all these cases. 

Mr. S'tEWARL. Will the Senator hear the 
bill read and see if it does not? I think it 
covers them all. 


Mr. POMEROY. 


There are a great many 


of those bills pending, and this will not re- 


The being no objection, the Senate, as in | 


Committee of the 


Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. 


It directs the Paymaster Gen- 
surchfield, late 


| second lieutenant of company D, third North 


| appropriated for the pay of the Army, the { 


Carolin: 4 mounted infantry, out of any mone v 
ful 
pay and allowances of a second lieutenant of 
infantry from the Ist day of January, 1865, to 
the 8th day of August, 1865. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT A. 


Mr. JOHNSTON. LIask the Senate to take 
up House bill No. 2048. It is a brief bill, re- 
ported by the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Commiitee of the W hole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 2048) in favor of 
Robert A. Mayo, of Richmond, Virginia. It 
directs the Secretary of the Navy to pay to 
Robert A. Mayo, of Richmond, Virginia, 
$1,507 59, to be in full of balances due him 
on account of reservation bills fur tobacco 
furnished the United States Navy Department, 
under contract existing during the years 1860 
and 1861 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 


MAYO. 


| amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 


| that Mr. 


the third time, and passed. 
TUOMAS B 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to take up the bill (S. No. 569) 
for the relief of Thomas B. Wallace, of Lex- 
ington, Missouri. It is a private bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘That bill has been up 
once or twice before, and it is ve ry important 
Wallace should be relieved. 
it will be acted upon. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Theamendment 
reported by the Committee on Claims was 
agreed to when the bill was last considered. 
It is open to further amendment or debate. 


WALLACE 


I hope 


lieve one of them. 
Mr. STEWART. 

every one of them. 
TheVICE PRESIDENT. 
Mr. POMEROY. 
Mr. WRIGHT. I 


I think it will relieve 
Is there objection? 
I shall not object. 

am very weil satisfied 


| that it will take the whole morning hour to have 


that billread, and as | have already had consent 


| to take up a bill during the morning hour, I 
| shall be compelled to object. 


The VICK PRESIDENT. The 


Senator 


| from lowa objects to the consideration of the 


bill at this time, he having hud unanimous con- 
sent to take up a bill as soon as the morning 


| business is concluded. 


| stop this squabble. 


|| committees. 


Mr. SCOTTY. If that bill cannot be consid 
ered, | wish to state that 1 have in my hand 
a bill relating to one of the corporations 
affected by it, which, under the supposition that 
the company had a right to organize under the 
territorial legislation, has built cne hundred 
miles of railroad,and needs this legislation to 
enable it to complete negotiation for money 
in the market. If that general bill cannot be 
taken up, [ will ask consent of the Senate to 
consider this bill this morning. It is a bill 
granting the right of way through the public 
lands tothe Denver and Rio Grande Railway 
Company. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I shall not object to the 
request of the Senator from Pennsylvania as 
soon as the bridge bill is read and passed. It 
can be passed us soon as it is read. It is in 
the usual form. 

Mr. SUEWART. There are several rail 
road companies in the same condition with the 
one mentioned by the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania. I am satisfied the quickest way is to 
pass a general law serving them all alike and 
Special acts are very dan- 
gerous; we had better pass a general ball. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Is the morning business 
through? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
ing business. 

the VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Illinois demands the regular order of 
morning which is now reports of 
Previous to that, however, the 
Senator from lowa had consent to take up 4 


It is not. 
Then I call for morn- 


business, 


| bill. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 


I object to ull unani- 


i) mous requests, 








ey 


cs SOAS 


dod02 


VICE PRESIDENT Before the Ser 
ator m ] came inte it, the Sen 
ale g ed u im consent tothe Senator 
frou rtot e upa bmdge bil ibjeect to 
m y busine which v re at report 


Mr. TRUMBULL | ne unanimous con 
sent h been g I do not object to the 
rest, 

Phe VICK PRES IDENT. The Senator 
fr bitin pt objection. Is there 
objer yum the Senator from Lowa, or any 
othe senator, to the pr position of the Sena- 
tor n Pent ivatila 

| WRIGHI Y es, iW 

rAXKS O DISTILLED SPIRITS 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee on Fi 
nai to whom were referred the amendments 
ot ul Llou ot Repre entatives to the bill(S 
No | » provide | he abatement or re- 
payme ) i son tilled spl in bond, 
destroved b casualty, have directed me to 
rey em bac h tl recommendation 
that the Senate disagree to the amendmen 
é ! ii ‘ { te entatives, and ask for 
a ¢ I ite Tt contere e. 

nents were disagreed to; and 
a cont ce requ do House of Kepre 
‘ i 

PREPARATIO F NATIONAT ECURITIES. 

M: SHERMAN, 1 am directed by the 
( ee onl nee » whom was referred 
t li. R. No. 2690) defining and limiting 
the uppropr { certain moneys for the 
prey Mion, 1 ie, and reissue of the securi- 
Lies « e | ted State and for other pur- 
p i ick with an amendment 
in nature of a substitute. As it is a mat 
ter consideral e Importance, it ought to be 
acted on now, and every Senator will under- 

ind, from reading the brief substitute, what 
ib I ask that it be read now and acted on. 
I think there is no objection to it. A letter of 
the Secretary of the Trea isury accompanies it, 
how the sssity for it. 

(here being no objection, the Senate as in 
Comm e ot the Whole ‘préseeded to con- 
Bid é \ 

he amendment reported by the Committee 
on Finance was to strike out all after the 
enacting clause, and to insert in lieu thereof 
the how y 

Chat the exy of the issue, reissue, transfer, 
delivery, redemption, and distribution of securities, 
legal-t ler notes, fractional currency, checks, cer- 
tilicate nimnissions, and for any plate and steel 
engravil ind printing required by the Treasury 
Departmer sha » paid rom aud shall not exceed 
the appropriation of one per cent. of the amount of 
legal-tender notes, fractional currency, and securi 
tic ied during each fiseal year: Provided, That 
nothing herein contained shall be construed to in- 
crease or enlarge the appropriation contained in the 
second ion of theact entitled ** An act to author- 
ize the refunding of the public debt,” approved July 
14, iSi0, 

lhe amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Ishould be glad to have 
the Senator from Ohio, who of course under- 
stands all about this subject, explain to some 
of us who know very little of it what is the 


benefit which he regard 
aS his \b il. 
HERMAN. 


veneral act : 


as to be accomplished 


I ecandothatin a moment. 

suthorizing the redemp 
baestéenl currency, &c., 
priation not to exceed one 
ses of what are called 
and the issue bureau 
Chere is a doubt 
y one of the Comptrollers as to whether 
law passed a year ago carrying all 
luses te the ire does not put an end 
act. It is to remove 
any a ity on that subject that this biil is 
proposed. It does not change the existing 
law, that it relieves the appropriation 
tor the issuIng an i reissuin: vy of notes in a 
forms from the difficulties that are created by 
the passage of the law to which I have alluded. 
‘The bill passed the House, but the Secretary 


Uad ir the 
smail notes, 
* was an appro 
per ce ri 
redempption 


in the lreas 


-» LO pay the expen 
the bureau 
ury Department. 
raised | 
thé : neTul 
surp isury 


io the operation of this 


Inbigu 


except 


little different form, more 
in character, and we have concluded 
to adopt that and report it from the committee. 

Phe bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendment was concurred in. It 
was ordered that the amendment be engrossed, 
ind the bill read a third time. The bill was 
read the third time, and passed. 


preferred it in a 
restrictive 1 


ORDER OF 
SUMNER. There is a House 


it will be a convenience to the 
of lambia to have acted on—House 
No. 2247, giving the approval and 
of Cons gress to the termini and route of the 
Anacostia and Potomac River railroad, and 
to regulate ruction and operation. I 
wish the would good enough to 
take that up and ac upon it. It will require 
only the reading of the bill. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I will say 
to the Senator from Massachusetts that that 
bill can hardly pass in the morning bour. 

Mr. SUMNER. ‘The Senator, I understand, 
has looked at it. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 


at it and desit 


BUSINESS. 
Mr. 

wh ich 

3 { 


bill 


bill 


sanction 


its const 


Senate be 


I have looked 
eto make some comments On it. 
Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. President—— 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The 
from Iowa also has risen to object. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to make inquiry 
in regard to a bill, No. 320 in the order of 
business, House bill No. 1048, supplementary 
and amendatory to an act entitled ** An act 
to prescribe the mode of obtaining evidence 
in of contested elections,’’ approved 
February 19, 1851. That bill came from 
the House of Kepresentatives; was referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
and reported back to the Senate with amend- 
ments. J saw in some paper that the biil had 
passed. If it has not passed—— 

The VICK PRESIDENT.  Itisstillon the 
files of the Secretary. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then I ask the Senate 
totake itup. Itisa bill that ought to pass, 
and I am sure there will be no objection to it. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Iowa has the morning hour for a bridge 
bill. 

Mr. THURMAN. I have no speech to 
make onit. If the Senator will withdraw his 
objection, I am sure the bill can be passed in 
five minutes. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Iam sure the bill I am so 
anxious to pass will not occupy five minutes. 
[f we can have it out of the 
object. 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, on Friday 
last | gave notice to the Senate that I would 


Senator 


Cases 


on Saturday morning move to take up the bill | 


increasing the rates of pensions to certain per- 
sons therein described. It applies to the pen- 
sions of those who have lost their eye-sight or 
both arms or both legs. It is a bill which I 
dare say will encounter no opposition, and I 
would be very glad if the Senate would take 
it up now and dispose of it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Indiana asks consent, pending the morn- 
ing business, to take up the bill increasing the 
rates of pensions for totally disabled persons. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I dislike very much to 
object to this bill, and would not do it under 
any other circumstances, but I will state to 
the Senator that the company interested in 


the construction of this bridge have sent a | 


dispatch to me that it is of vital importance 
that the bill pass to-day. 
out of the way I shall not object. 

fhe VICK PRESIDENT. It requires 
unanimous consent pending the morning busi- 
ness, and objection is made. 


Mr. PRATT. Then I will ask the unani- 


mous cunsent of the Senate that this bill be 
taken up to-morrow morning during the morn- 
ing hour. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
i, the Senator suggest ? 


What time does 


way, I shall not || 


If I can get that | 
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District | 


—_— 


| 


| in the South Pacific ocean, 


| proceeded to consider the bill (H. 


Mr. PRATT. Half past eleven o’ clock. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair sup- 
poses that by unanimous consent an order of 
this kind can be made. 


Mr. SUMNER. I shall be obliged to object 
until the school bill is disposed of. . 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on 


Finance, to whom was referred the petition of 
Edward Berry, John McFall, and William H. 
Judd, praying that certain internal revenue 
taxes paid by them for sales made while act- 
ing as State agents for the inspection and sale 
of tobacco, be refunded, reported a bill (S. 
No. 1109) for the relief of Edward Berry, 
John McFall, and William H. Judd; which 
was read, and passed to a second reading. 

Mr. SPENCER, from the Committee on 


Commerce, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 1082) to change the name of the pilot 
boat Three Brothers to Adaliza, spotted it 


moved its indefinite 
which was agreed to. 

NYE, from the Committee on Terri- 
tories, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 2630) to donate the military reservation 
at Fort Steilacoom to the Territory of Wash- 
ington for the use of the insane asylum, re- 
ported it without amendment, 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM, from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. RK. No. 2290) regulating the mode of 
making private contracts, reported it without 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1045) to quiet 
the title to certain lands in Dakota Territory, 
reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 

vas referred the bill (S. No. 1022) relating to 
the claim of John B. Chapman, reported it 


adversely therin, and 
postponement; 


Mr. 


| with an amendment. 


3ED 


BILLS INTRODUC 
Mr. LOGAN asked, and by quanti con- 


| sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 


1110) to amend an act therein specified ; which 
was read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. WILSON asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1111) to authorize the opening and work- 
ing of the iron mines located on the Govern- 
ment land at West Point; which was read 
twice by its title, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN aslkted, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 


| No. 1112) for the relief of Captain Lyman J. 


Hissong, of Henry county, Ohio; which was 


| read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
| mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
| printed. 


PROTECTORATE OVER NAVIGATORS ISLANDS. 


Mr. COLE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
and policy of the United States Government afford- 
ing protection to the independent group of islands 
known asthe Navigators 
Islands, such protectorate being desired by the in- 
habitants of said islands. 


BRIDGE AT FORT MADISON, 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 


IOWA. 
If there be no 


further Senate resolutions, the Senate will 


proceed to the consideration of the bridge bill 
called up by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
Wricut] by unanimous consent at the open- 
ing of this day’s session. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
R. No. 
2207) to authorize the construction of a bridge, 
and to establish the same as a post road. 

The bill was reported from the Comunittee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads with amend- 
ments. 





1872. 


The first amendment of the committee was 
in section two, line three, after the word 


*pullt to insert the word * either, and be- 


e word ‘‘draw bridge’’ insert 


vate:’’ in line seven to strike out the word 
‘‘extreme’’ before ** high-water; in line 
fourteen to insert the word ** pivot’’ before 


‘+ draw-bridge;’’ in line fifteen, after the word 


ed,’’ to strike out the words ‘Sas 


‘Feonstruct 


a pivot drawbridge;’’ at the end of line 


twenty to add the words ‘if the proper loca 





tion of the draw over the channel will admit 
epans of this width between it and the shore ;” 
. } ] Pe l ‘ lA *. 

and at the end of the section to add, and 


. 1 } 
In no case shall unnecessary delay occur in 


opening the said draw during or afier the pas 


; I 
sage Of tralus, so as to make the section 
read 

Sec. 2. That any bridge built under the provisions 
of this act way, at toe option of the company build- 
ing the same, be built either asa pivot draw-bridge, 
with a pivotor other form of draw, or with unbroken 
or conuuuous spans: /rovided, That if the said 


idwe slull De nade With uobroken tnd continuous 
spuus, it Shall not be of less elevation in any case 
y teet above high-water mark, as under- 
, to the bottom chord 
nor shall the spans of said bridge be 





jess than two Lundred and filty feet in length: and 





y ta) . 
ibe pl sot said bridge shall be paratiel with the 
curreul of the river, und the matin spanshall be over 
themuin Channel ol luerivel ind not less than three 
buudred teetin length: And, yided also, Thatif 
y bridge built under this ae iall be constructed 
as a pivot draw-bridge, the same shall be eonstruct- 


ed with au draw over the main channel of the river 
at an accessible and navigable point, and with spans 
of not jess than one hundred and sixty feetin length 
in the clear on each side of the central or pivot pier 
of the draw, and the next adjoining spans to the 
draw shail not be less than two bundred and fifty 
feet, if the proper location of the draw over the 
chanuel will admit spans of this width between it 
aud the shore; wud said spans spall not be less than 
thirty feet above low-water mark, and not less than 
ten wubove extreme high-water tmmark, Neasuring to 
the bottom chord of the bridge 1d the piers of 
suid bridge shall be parallel witl surrent of the 
river wliere said bridge nay be erected: And pro 
vided also, That said draw shall be opened promptly 
upon reasonuble signal, for the passage of | 

and in no case sbull unnecessary delay oecur in 
opening the said draw during or after the passage 
of trains. 






The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert after the 
word ‘* prescribe,’’ in line four of secuon five, 
the following: 

And to secure that object the said person or per- 
sons, coNpany or corporation, shall submit to the 
Secretary of War, for hisexamination and approval, 
a design and drawings of the bridge and piers, and 
amap of the location, giving, forthe spaceot atleast 
one mile above and one mile below the proposed 
location, the topography of the banks of the river, 
the shore-lines at high and low water, the direction 
and strength of the currents at all stages, and th 
soundings accurately showing the bedof the stream, 
the location of any other bridge or bridges, and shall 
furnish such other information as may be required 
for a full and satisfactory understanding of the sub- 
ject; and until the said plan and location of the 
bridge are approved by the Secretary of War, the 
bridgeshall not be built; and if any change be made 
in the plan of construction of said bridge during the 
progress of the work thereon, or before the comple- 
tion of said bridge, such change shall be subject to 
the approval of the Secretary of War. 


So as to read 









e 


That the structure herein authorized shall be 
built and located under and subject to such regula- 
tions for the security of navigation of said river as 
the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure 
that object the said person or persons, Xe. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendments were concurred in. 
It was ordered that the amendments be en 
grossed, and the bill read a third time. The 
bill was read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES F. JOY. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I ask the Senate to 
proceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 
554 for the relief of James F. Joy. Itis a 
private bill which I[ think will take but a 
moment. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Comunittee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. 

The Committee on the Judiciary reported 
an amendment to the bill, to strike out all 








rt will explain 





to be sold. 








} 
e amendment was ci 


was read the third Lime, 





KANSAS SENATORIAL ELECTIONS, 





tee on Pri 


by unanimous ¢ 
nin regard 
apher will be regarded as agreed 


lhe first resolutio 


i| to the stenog 
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to. I he second resoluti n is beforethe Senate, 


and must have three ré adings like a bill: and, 
ess by unanimous consent, must be referred 

to the Committee on Contingent Expenses. 

Mr 


no ovnyection £oO lt 


( 


Y tt» ‘ 
TRUMBULL. l assume ther in be 


! hoe } . 
(he resolution was read three times, and 


passed. 
INCREASE OF CERTAIN PENSIONS 


Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, I now make 


an appeal for the fourth time to t S e to 
take up the bill for the rehet of the cripples 
of the wal 1 bi forthose who have iO heir 
eye sight, or their legs, or theirarms. It has 


been some three weeks since I first made this 
applica ion. 
The VICK PRESIDENT. A 


now take up the bill indica ed by the Se nator 





from Indiana tle moves to take it up. 
Mr. PRATT. Yes, sir 
the motion was agreed to: and the | it (S. 


‘ 1 - ‘ . fr. 
WO. 1Ui0) lNCreaslnNg he rates ol ensions to 


certain persons therein described, was read 


the second time, and considered a 1 4 nmit 
tee ot ne Wh le it proposes to } i the 
act «en t aS An acl ippleme i Lo the 
several ac relating to pension roved 
June 6, 1866, ») that hereatter Lt | sons 


enti led by law LO a less pension than erein 


alter specihed, who, while im the mi iry or 
haval service of the United States snd in line 
ot duty, shall have lost the sight of both eyes, 


or shall have lost both hands, or been perma 


nently and totally disabled in the same, or 








otherwise so perm rnently and to aliv disabled 
as to render them utterly helpless, « oO nearly 
SO a8 to requ re the constant personal a Land 
attendance of another person, shal! be entuled 
to a pension of thirty dollars per month; and 
ail persons who under like circumstances shall 
have lost both feet, or one hi: Land one Ot, 
or been Lotally an 1 permanently da ibled in 
the same, or otnerwise SO disable d as to be In 


capacitated for performing any manual labor, 


t } 


put not »much as » require con tan ner 
sonul aid and attendance, shall be entitled to 
gm pension OL twenty lve dollar per month; 


au | ail persons who under ike Circumstances 


Shall bave iost one ob ind, or one 


LOtally and permane ntiy disabled in the ime, 


or otherwise so disabled as to render their in 


capacity to perform manual labor eqguivaient 

to the ioss of a hand oral t. shall be entitled 
: ; : \ 

to a pension of eighteen dollars per month, the 


intent of the act being to increase the rates of 


pension to the pel 1S severally described 


{ 


Lwenty per cent. on the present rates from and 
alter the passage of the act. 


Mr. PRATT. ‘There is an error in printing 


the bill on the twentieth line, second page. It 
should read ** twenty-four dollars per month”? 
instead of ** twenty-five dollars,’ sous to make 
it I 


1 Increase of just twenty per cent, 
ie VICE PRESIDENT. ‘That correction 
Will be nade, 

Mr. RAMSEY. I ask the Senator from 
Indiana how wucnh this will increas¢ e pen- 


sion list? 


Mr. PRATT. I will state for the informa 


tion of my friend from Minnesota that, by 


direction of the committee, 1 co! pol led 
with the Pension Office to ascertain how 
Inany pensioners there were of t! t ive 
rrades benetited by this Dil e | have the 
tter of General Baker, the Co loner, 
betore me. Hle states. under date of M 


4, 1872, that the number on the rolis 
first grade—that is to say, ot those 


lost both eyes or both hands in the n 





or naval service—is five hundred and 
Six. ‘Lhey are in the receipt, under 

ent law. of a pe! m at the rate of 
year. his bill increases that rate twe 
cent.. and the increase on the pet n 


from this bill will be S178,800 to this cinss. 
Jelonging to the second class there are six bun- 


dred and sixty-one pensioners, who, under the 





3354 





law, are drawing $240 a year. The 
increase per year to these will be $158,640. 
Mr. HAMLIN. Will the Senator state 
what de eripuion of persons come within the 
second class? 
Mr. PRATT Yes, sir. Tl 


to the seco 


pre sent 


ose belonging 


id class are the soldiers and sailors 


} j 
who have lost both feet or one hand and one 


imber otf these 


fool Phe persons 18 six 
hundred and sixty-one, and under the present 
law they are drawing pensions at the rate of 
$240 a year This bill increases that rate 
twenty per cent , making the sum total of the 
incrense $158.640. 

The third class embraces those who lost one 


hand or one foot, and by the present Jaw they 


draw pensions at the rate of fifteen dollars a 


month. This bill increases that rate to 
eighteen dollar a month, just twenty per 
cent., and the sum total of the increase which 


this bill allows to all the persons drawing pen 
B1lOuUs lye long ng to the se 


164 80. The 


three different gri ades 


is $600 third class, uubren ‘ing 


those who have lost one hand or one foot, 18 
large It amounts to filteen thousand and 
BIX!¥ Under the present law they are draw- 


ie 
ing but fifteen dollars per 
year Lhis bill 
month The 


$180 a 
the pension to eighteen 


month, or 
Incrense 
total, as | have 
already «aid, hundred 
thousand dollars per year Does that answer 
the inquiry of my trv nd from Minnesota? 


sum 


isatraction above six 


Mr. RAMSEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr.SUBRMAN,. If there isany duty which 
Is more unpleasant than another it is to object 
to uw bill for the relhet of the class of persons 
described in this bill. But, sir, Our pension 
list is now larger than that of any nation in 
the worid Our rates of pension are higher 


than have ever been granted in this or any 
other country before. The amount proposed 
by bia Innoce bill is only $600,000, to last a 
number of years. istimating the average of 
per mers’ live at ten years, it would be 
$6,000,000. ‘The individual relief will be but 
Binal! 


! simply wish to remind Senators that we 
bave during this session, unconscionsly, in 
increased the ex- 
Government about five milion 
n find out. We 
jurisdiction of the 
refusal to limit the 
decision of the Supreme 


this character, 
peuses ot the 


bills of just 


is l CA 
extended the 
Court of Claims by our 
operation of the 
Court, 
crensed tne 
$5,000,000. 


dollars a year, as near 


have nire ady 


and in othe have in- 
the Government fully 
$600,000 more. I dis- 
like to deny to any individual pensioner the 
grante d 


r quiet 
expenses 0 


Lhis is 


WwHys we 


mcrease by this bill; but our present 
carefully framed, and higher 


rates were given than were ever given before, 


pension inw was 


and given ata time when money was much less 
valuable thanit isnow; and | haveat least the 
ermination to vote against 
although it may be a very un 
gracious and very unsatisfactory duty to per- 
form. 

Mr. PRATT. 


commiitiee was 


disposition a id det 


this increase, 


The 


very 


testimony before the 
satisfactory that it was 
utterly impossible for these unfortunate people, 
who bave lost their lost their limbs, 
pension which the 
present law gives them, and complaints against 
the law have come up from every part of the 
country. The highest rate of pension allowed 
to those who are totally disabled is $300 
a year, and most of the persons whom this 
bill will relieve are men of families. 
not only their support, but the support of 
their wives and children that is involved i 

this bill. The committee 
were very slow to act upon these complaints, 
but the evidence was so overwhe lming of the 
insufliciency of the present pensions to sup port 
these persons totally disabled that they felt it 
their duty to recommend to the Senate an 
increase of the present rates of twenty per | 
cent. 


sight or 


to live upon the meagre 


the provisions ot 





It is | 


if 
it 


Mr. THURMAN. I was ont of the Senate 
when the bill was taken up, and I should like 
to hear it read again. I suppose it is a short 
bill. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. THORMAN. I should like to inquire 
of the Senator from Indiana where he got his 
statistics showing what number of persons 
would fall within the provisions of this act, 
and whether those statistics are entirely reli- 
able? 

Mr. PLATT. 


Senator 


I will state to the honorable 
from Ohio that I obtained my sta 
tistics at the Pension Bureau. Ihave a letter 
from the Commissioner of Pensions, the sub- 
stance of which I have already communicated 
to the Senate, in which the precise number of 
persons in each grade is given and the sum 
the pensions paid to them under the 
existing Jaw. 

Mr. MORTON. I suggest to my colleague 
to send that letter up to the desk and have it 
read. 

Mr. PRATT. I will send the letter to the 
Secretary’s desk and ask that it be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
PENSION OFFICE, ; 
Wasuinoron, D. C., May 4, 1872 

Sir: Lhavethe honor to acknowledge the receipt 
of yours of the 3d instant, requesting to be informed 
of the amount paid to that class of pensioners 
enumerated in section one of the act of June 6, 
1866, during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1871, 
which is as follows: 

The number on the rolls of the first grade is five 
hundred and ninety-six, at _ per year, 
SS eee a seeses $178,800 

The number on the roiis ot the secon or grade 
is six hundred and sixty-one, at $240 per 


total of 


year, paid......... ‘ 158,640 
The number on the rolls ot ‘the third grade 

is fifteen thousand and sixty, at $180 per 

WR SDI cacianiniaconneis mitenarscbunsenkinieaasnnebee 2,710,800 





Total amount paid for one year.. 0083 048,2 240 ) 


I am, very respectfully, your obedient very ant, 


.H. BAKER, 


Commissconer. 


IIon. D. D. Pratt, 


United States Senate, Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. THURMAN. 


That gives the informa- 
tion | wanted. 


Ihe total increase, as | under- 


stand it, is about seven huudred thousand dol- 


| entitle all of them to a pension. 


}Spereeees $4.000,000 tor 


lars. : 
Mr. PRATT. No, sir; a fraction over 
$600,000, less that $601,000. 


Mr. THURMAN 
said $695,000. 


Mr. PRATT, 


I thought the Senator 


Oh, no, sir; a fraction over 


$600,000. 
Mr. THURMAN. 1 made this inquiry not 
in the way of opposition to the bill, aithough I 


concurin much that was said by my colleague, 

butitis impossible to vote against such a bil 

as this, and | only wished to be informed in 
regard to it. I shall vote for the bill. 

Mr. SUERMAN.,. I wish also in this con 
nection to remind tbe Senator and the Senate— 
I have no doubt the Committee on Pensions 
will look to it—that there are several bills now 
pending in one House or the other that will 
very largely increase our pensivn list. lor in- 
stance, there is the bill removing the restriction 
in the present law as to the timeof the marriage 
of widows of soldiers of the war of 1812, so asto 
The statistics 
upon which we have based pension laws have 
always proved unreliable. For instance, it 
was promised to us that the pensions granted 
to the soldiers of the war of 1812 could not 
by any possibility exceed $1,000,000, and a 
report was made to this bill proving very con- 
clusively on the data given that it could not 
exceed $500,000 a year; and yet last year we 
that purpose. 
these statistics are therefore unre 
l know very 


N any of 


liable. well that the statistics 


now presented are more reliable, because the 
| present pension-roll no doubt contains the 


been disabled in this 
Theretore we may rely upon it that 


names ot all who have 
way. 


iL $600,000 might cover the amount. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senato, 
from Obio will please suspend. The morning 
hour has expired, and the bill amendatory of 
the enforcement act is before the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not wish to inter. 
rupt the passage of this bill. 

‘The VICK PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the bill will be proceeded with. 

Mr. PRATT. 1 hope the regular order wil] 
be laid aside until this bill is disposed of, 

Mr. THURMAN and others. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
to Say. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 








; Let US Vote, 
I will waive what | have 


If there be no 


| further debate, before calling up the enforce. 


|| ment act, the Chair will take the vote oun the 


passage of this bill. 
The bill was passed. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 
A message from the President of the United 


| States, by Mr. Horace Porter, his See Cretary, 


announced that the President had, on the llth 
instant, approved and signed the act (S. No, 


| G96) to authorize the coustruction of a bridge 


across the Missouri river at Boonville, Mis. 


; Sour .. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 
Mr. SCHURZ. I ask the indulgence of the 


Senate for a moment to make a brief personal 
stutement. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the Senator from Missouri wiil pro 
ceed. 

Mr. SCHURZ. I see it stated in several 
papers of my own State that when the vote 
was tuken ou the amnesty bill | was not present 
in the Senate. and as several questious con- 
nected with that measure were decided by a 
tie vote, my vole might have decided them. [ 
wish to say that 1 was absent on account of 
sickness ; that, however, I had taken the pre- 
caution, inorder not to lose my vote, tli: ough 
the intervention of a friend to secure a pair 
with the Senator from Nevada, [Mr. Nye. } 
who was kind enough to pair with me. Le 
would have voted against the amnesty bill and 
in favor of those amendments unfavorable to 
it, while Ishould have voted for the amnesty 
bill, and against those amendments calculated 
to embarrass it. 

I merely wish to make this statement for the 


| purpose of having my constituents understand 
|| that my vote was by no means lost on account 


| reported irom the 


of my absence from the Senate. 
MOBILE RIVER BRIDGES. 


Mr. GOLDIHWAITE. I should like to 
have the consent of the Senator irom Ca itornia, 
whois entitled tothe floor on the unfinished 
business, and of ihe Senate to cousider u bill, 
Post Olice Committee unan- 
imously, relative to bridges in mv Srate, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Comunittee ot if t the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. No. 819) to establish certain 
post roads in the State of Alabama, and for 
other purposes; which grants the consert of 
Congress to the Mobile and Montgomery Ltail- 
road Company to erect one or more draw- 
bridges over the Mobile river and other navi- 
gable streams tributary to Mobile bay, in ac- 
cordance with the acts of the Legislature of 
Alabama incorporating that company. 

The bill was reported from the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads with amend- 
ments. 

‘The first amendment of the committee was 
in section one, line nine, after the word ‘now’ 
and before the ‘‘ words ‘‘to materially’’ to 
insert the words ‘‘to interfere with,’’ and at 
the end of the section to add: 

Beyond what is necessary in order to carry into 
effect the rights and privileges hereby granted; aud 
iu case of any litigation arising from any obstruc- 
tion,or alleged obstraction,to twe tree navigation of 
said river, the cause may be tried betore the district 
court of the United States ot the State of Alabama 
in which any portion of said obstruction or briuges 


|| touches: And provided also, That said draw-bridges 
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shall be be opened promptly,upon reasonable signal, 
for the passage of boats, and in no case shall unne- 
cessary delay occur in opening the said draw during 
or after the passage of trains. 


So that the proviso will read: 


Provided, That the said draw-bridges shall be 
so construc ted as not to interfere with or to mate- 
rially or substantially obstruct the free navigation 
of said stream beyond what is necessary in order to 
carry into effect the rights and privileges hereby 
granted, & 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out the 


second and third sections of the bill in the 
following words: 

Src. 2. That Congress reserves the right to with- 
draw tle assent here given, in case the free naviga- 
tion of said stream shall be at anyt ime materially 
or substantially obstructed, 

Src. 3. That the said bridges, when completed in 
manner specified in acts of incorporation, shall be 
deemed and taken to be Jegal structures, and shall, 
with the railroad of which they are parts, be post 
roads for the trasmission of the mails of the United 
States. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 

Src. 2. That any bridge constructed under this act, 
and according to its limitations, shall be a lawful 
structure, and shall be known and recognized as a 
post route, upon W hich, also, no higher charge shall 
be wade for the transmission over the same ofthe 
mails, the troops, and the munitions of war of the 
United States than the rate per mile paid for their 
transportation over the railroads or public highways 
leading to said bridges. : 

Src. 3. That all railway companies desiring to use 
anid bridges shall have and be entitled to equal 
rights and privileges in the passage of the same, and 
in the use of the machinery and fixtures thereof, 
and of all the approaches thereto, under and upon 
such terms and conditions as sball be prescribed by 
the Secretary of War, upon hearing the allegations 
and proofs of the parties in case they shall not 
agree. : 3 y : 

Sec. 4. That the right to alter or amend this act 
£0 as Lo prevent or remove all material obstructions 
to the navigation of said river by the construction 
of bridges 1s hereby expressly reserved; and that 
any bridge or bridges constructed under this act 
shall be built under and subject to such regulations 
for the security of the navigation of said river as 
the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and the said 
bridges shall be at all timesso kept and managed as 
to offer reasonable and proper means for the passage 
of vessels through and under them; and the said 
bridges shall be changed, at the cost and expense 
of the owners thereof, from time to time, as Con- 
gress muy direct, s0 as to preserve the iree and 
convenient navigation of said river; and the 
authority to erect and continue said bridges shall 
be subject to revocation by law whenever the public 
good shall, in the judgment of Congress, so require. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I desire to ask simply 
whether this bill contains the provisions gen- 
ervlly adopted, perhaps universally, in these 
bills by the Senate—I speak in regard to the 
jurisdiction of the district court in case of 
obstruction ? 

Mr. RAMSEY. Yes. sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It contains the 
provision reported from the Post Office Com- 
inittee, but not as amended by the Senate, 
giving jurisdiction to the district court *‘in 
which any portion of said obstruction or bridge 
touches.’’? ‘There was some change in the 
verbal construction made by the Senate. 

Mr. RAMSWY. ‘And in case of any liti- 
gation. arising from any obstruction, or al- 
leged obstruction, to the free navigation of 
said river, the cause may be tried before the 
district court of the United States of the State 
of Alabama, in which any portion of said ob- 
struction or bridges touches.’’ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘* Opposite ” 
was the word substituted by the Senate, the 
Chair thinks 

Mr. CASSERLY. My friend, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads, was a little disposed to find fault 
with me the other day for criticising the fuil- 
ure of his committee to insert the amendment 
in the precise language in which it was adopted 
by the Senate after full discussion. I hope he 
will pardon me if | again eall his attention to 
the fact that this provision is not in the exac 
language adopted by the Senate. It should 
be ‘‘in or opposite to which the obstruction ”’ 
exists. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I will say to the Senator 
that this bill was reported betore the debate to 
which he refers occurred here.. 





i} 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. CASSERLY. 
the language there. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The cause may be tried before the district court 
of the United States of the State of Alabama, in 
which any portion of said obstruction or bridges 
touches, 

Mr. CASSERLY. I understand that these 
bridges and the judicial district in which they 
are situated are all within the State of Ala 
bama. ‘That may make some difference. I 
am really not sufficiently acquainted with the 
precise merits of this case to be able to say 
whether the provision is all that it ought to be. 
I rely upon the Senator from Alabama, [ Mr. 
GOLDTHWAITE] who is a lawyer of distinction 
himself, that it is all right. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, andtheamendments were concurred 
in. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; was read the third time, and 
passed. 

Che title was amended so as to read: 

A bill authorizing the construction of rail- 
road bridges across the Mobile river and other 
navigable streams tributary to Mobile bay, in 
accordance with the acts of the Legislature 
of the State of Alabama, and to establish 
them as post roads. 


I ask the Clerk to read 


SALE OF COAL LANDS. 

Mr. STEWART. I now ask fora vote on 
the coal bill. I do not think there is any 
objection to that. 

fhe VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Nevada asks that the Senate may vote 
on the coal bill andthe amendments pending 
thereto, 

Mr. THURMAN. I dislike to object to 
that; but I really want to understand that bill 
betterthan Ido. I think that bill ought to be 
discussed. I want some questions answered. 
1 do not know that I am opposed to the bill at 
allif | once getto fairly understand the sub- 
ject; but I do not now understand the sub 
ject well enough to vote for the bill without 
some explanation. I do not wish to inter- 
pose an objection because the Senator has 
been trying a long time to get the bill up, but 
Ido not think the bill ought to pass without 
some explanation more than has been made 

Mr. STEWART. Let us have five minutes, 
then. I think it will be sufficient. 

Mr. THURMAN. I think we had better 
wait until after the pending bill is passed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ohio objects. It requires unanimous 
consent; and the Senate is acting now under 
an order made by themselves on Saturday 
evening which the Chair will read as soon 
as the debate commences on the amendatory 
enforcement bill. 

ASSIGNMENTS OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HARLAN. The Committee on Indian 
Affairs have instructed me to ask the Senate 
to set aparta day or part of aday for the con- 
sideration of bills reported from the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. lf the Senate would 
do it, | would be glad to have some day this 
week, either Wednesday or lhursday 

The VICK PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair will 
ask unanimous consent, 

Mr. RAMSEY. I have asked for Wednes- 
day for the Post Office Committee. 

Mr. HARLAN. 1 will suggest Thursday, 
then. 

Mr. POMEROY. Asthe Senator says ‘** part 
of a day,’’ | suggest that the residue of that 
day be tor the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HARLAN. I bave no objection to 
that. I donot think the Committee on Indian 
Affairs will occupy the whole day; I think 
two or three hours will enable us to dispose of 
our bills. 

Mr. POMEROY. I want an hour for the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Iowa asks unanimous consent that Thurs- 


——ee 
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consideration of bills from the Commitiee on 
Indian Affairs, and the remainder of the day, 
if they do not consume it, to the Committee 
on Publie Lands. 
proposition ? 

Mr. CASSERLY. I want to know whether 
the understanding is that until those two sets 


Is there « bjection to that 


c 


of bills are disposed of no other business will 
be taken up on those days, 

Mr. POMEROY. 
ing. 

fhe VICE PRESIDENT. That could be 


marked out by naming that as part ol the con 


Chat is the understand 


i 


dition; but the Chair cannot refuse to submit 

© e 
The Senator from 
California now asks to have this 


the question of unanimous consent at any 
time a Senator asks lit. 
rs signment, 
coupled with unanimous consent, that no other 
business shall be introduced that day except 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs and the 
Committee on Publie Lands. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Until their business is 
disposed of. 

the VICE PRESIDENT. 
tion? 

Mr. MORTON. I do not desire to interfere 
with the wishes of the Senator from low: 


Is there objec 


and am perfectly willing to see the day devoted 
as he desires; but there are certain other 


i come up Le tore 


that time that [ hope will be disposed of, and 


measures which probably wil 


the consideration of which will not be atlected 
by this order. 

fhe VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Indiana, as he has 
stated when all these requests are made, that 
they are subject to the unfinished business of 
the day previous, and they can oulry ‘ pt rate 
by the Senate at twelve o'clock of the day 
named, laying on the table by a majority vote 


whatever comes over as untinished busin 
from the evening before. ‘They are sui ject to 
the unfinished business, under the fitieeut! 


rule. 


Mr. MORTON. But they are not consid 
ered as implying an obligation that the unin 
ished business shall be laid on the table. 

The ViICk PRESIDENT. ‘That remains 
with the Senate whetber it shall lay Lhe unto 
ished busine ss on the table or not, it 1t does 


not lay the unfinished business on the table 
it has priority. Js there objection to the prop 
osition made as to thesetwocommittres? Lhe 
Chair hears nove. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I request the evening of 
that dav tor business from the Committee or 
Post Offices and Post Roads after a 
froin ha { past {i ur to halt past seven o cloci 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator fi 
Minnesota asks that the evening of Thursday 


be as gned for the cor leration of bills from 
the Post Office Committee, the business re- 
maining unfinished at half past four o’c¢l 
that day going over as untinished business 
until the next day, giving the Committee on 
Post Oth es and Post jiouds simply Lue cvel 
Ing Session. 


Is there objection? 
Mr. SCOTT. The applications jor the as 


signment of these days and evening must 
bring before the Senate the importance of 
having some time devoted to general business 
Now. | have perbaps the mistortune of tavit gZ 


as large a number of constituents behind me 
as any other Senator on the floor, except per 


haps those trom New York; and iu proportion 
] ! 


to the number of constituents every Senator 
feels himself charged here with a number of 


private bills, bills relating to private interests. 


6 


I bave been struggling in vain during th 
morning hour for more than a week to get a 
number of these bills considered, and unle 
we can have at least two or three du 

vote to the Calendar it will be neces ary to 
stop this praciice ¢ f giving days to p 
committees; otherwise that class ot 


will get con ideration, whereas geii 
I do not wish to objec 
to the request of the Senator from Minnesota, 


ness will get none. 


day, after twelve o’clock, be assigned for the || however. 


nett 


4 
4 
: 
; 
3 
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Mr. RAMSEY. The Senator will remem- 
ber that [am not asking for a day, but only 
for an evening 

Mr. SCOT] Very well; that is the same 
t! ig. | \ ito call the attention of the Sen- 
i O the fact that we must not go too far in 
this? ceeding, or we shall not get 
our general busine tended to at all. 

Phe VICK PI IDENT. Is there objec- 
tion to the proposition of the Senator from 
Minne \ lhursday evening with the con- 
Gilior ned 

Ir. SCOTT I make no ol jection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair hears 
none Dur the Senator from California 
desire that the ime condition shall be im- 
posed upon the proceedings of Thursday even- 
ig hat no other business shall be acted upon 
except b ness reporte d from the Post Office 
Comm} ef 

M CASSI mars I think it would be best. 

The ICE PRESIDENT. Then, whoever 
presides that evening will understand that he 
is not unanimous consent for any other 
busine id Thorsday, day and evening, 1s 
“Ss ried ibjyect to the unt iished business, 
and the unfinished business at half past four 
o'clock, whatever it may be, the Senate will 
resume on | I day. 

NAILKOADS IN DAKOTA. 

Mr. BOREMAN. If it will not interrupt 
the Senator from California, I wish to make 
an effor to get the Senate to pass the bill in 
regard to a railroad in Dakota which is in pro- 
cess of construction, a matter of very great 
importance to that Territory, and I think it 
can be passed in a very few minutes. 

Ihe VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from West Virginia asks unanimous consent 
that the Senate consider, subject to a demand 
for the regular order, the bill legalizing a rail 
road in Dakota Territory which was under de- 
bavea few days since. If there be no objec- 
tion the bill will be reported, as amended at 
that time, subject to a demand for the regular 
oraer, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee ot the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. No. 617) approving 
the act passed by the Legislative Assembly of 
Dakota Territory authorizing the people to vote 
aid to railroads. 

POMEROY. Let the bill be read as it 
will stare a the amendments be concurred in. 

The V ic { PRESIDENT. ‘The impression 


of the Chair 


agree d Lo. 


POMEROY. 


is that the 


I suggested several, but 


I supposed they were not agreed to. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I have some amend- 
ments to offer that have not been agreed to. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
will send them up, they will be incorporated 
in the bill, and the bill will be read as thus 
amended, if there be no objection. 

Mr. BOREMAN. They are reported by the 
committee. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair is 
informed that the previous amendments were 
agreed to. ‘The Secretary will report the bill 


us proposed to be amended by the Senator 
from West Virginia. 


amendments were all | 


Che Cuter Clerk. Itis proposed to amend 
the amendment by striking out in line nine- 
teen the words ** the organization of said com- 
pany,’’ and to insert ** the said Dakota South- | 


era Railroad Company as organized under and 


in conformity to the acts of the Legislative 
Asseinbly of said Territory, is hereby recog- 


nized and declared to be a legal and valid cor- 
poration ;"" and also to insert as an additional 
section the tullowing: 

Src. 2. That for the purpose of enabling the said 
Dakota Southera Railroad Company to construct its 
said railroad through the public lands between the 
termini aforesaid, the right of way through the said 
public lands is hereby granted to the said company 


to the extent of one hundred feet in width on each 
side of said road, 


| Mr. BOREMAN 


THE 


Si 


» that the bill, if amended as ici 
will read: 


That theact passed by the Legislative Assembly of 
the Territory of Dakota, and approved by the Gov- 
ernor on the 21st day of April, 1871, entitled 
ict to ena organized counties and townships to 

te any railroad, and to provide forthe pay- 
” be, and the same is hereby, dis 
approved and annulled, exceptin so far us is herein 
otherwise provided. But the passage this act 
shall not invalidate or impair the ganization of 
the company heretofore organized for the construc- 
tion of the Dakota Southern railroad, leading from 
Sioux City, Lowa, by way of Yankton, the canital of 


bie 
aid to 


ment of the same, 


‘ 
Or 


said ‘Territory, to the west line of Bon Ilomme 
county, or any vote that has been or may be given 
by the counties of Union, Clay, Y ankton, and Bon 


llomme, or any township granting aid to said rail- 


road, Or any subscription thereto, or anything au- 
thorized by, and that may have been done in pursu- 
ance of, the provisions of the aforesaid act of the 
Legislative Assembly of said Territory toward the 
construction and completion of said railroad; and 
thesaid DakotaSoutbern Railroad Company, as or- 


ganized under, and in conformity to, the acts of the 


Legislative Assembly ofsaid Territory, is hereby rec- 
ognized and declared to be alegal and valid corpor- 
ation; and the provisions of said act of said Legisla- 
tive Assembly, so fur as the same authorize, and for 


the purpose of validating any vote of aid and sub- 
scriptions to said company tor the construction, 
completion, and equipment of the muin stem of said 


ri ilrod ul, between the termini aforesaid, are hereby 
declared to be and remain in full force, bat no 
furthe r, and for no other purpose whatsoever, 

See. 2. That for the purpose of enabling the said 


Dakota Southern Railroad Company to construct its 


suid road through the public lands between the 
termini aforesaid, the right of way through the said 
public lands is hereby granted to the said company 


to the extent of one 
side of said road. 


Mr. STEWART. 
the 


hundred feet in width on each 


I do not wish to obstruct 
passage of this bill. I know the necessity 
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uader which this road and many others labor ; | 


but [| believe that the general bill which Il 
reported this morning will relieve them all, 
and therefore I will move that 
for this bill, striking out all after the enacting 
clause. 


Mr. BOREMAN. I trust the Senator will 
not do thar. 

Mr. POMEROY. If the Senator insists | 
upon that amendment 1 shall move to refer | 
the bill and amendment to the Committee on 


Public Lands. ‘This practice of having three 


as a substitute | 


or four committees to report on the same class | 


of bills makes confusion. I am willing that 


this bill should go through because it has been. | 


up two or three times and has been examined. 
We have looked at it and put our amendments 
upon it. Butif there is to be substituted for 
this bill the bill from the Committee on the 
Pacifie Railroad, 
that to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not care what com- 
mittee considers it. There were some eight 
or ten of this same class of bills before the 
Committee on the Pacific Railroad. This 
general bill was reported by the Committee 
on the Pacific Railroad with a view of reliev- 
ing the difficulty, and I am certain it does. 
I believe in general legislation. I say here 
that special legislation is very dangerous. It 
is impossible to scrutinize a great ‘number of 
special bills; whereas if we could have one 
general law, they would all be served alike. 
If we continue to pass special bills, some will 
contain such restrictions that they cannot go 
on; others will proceed with such indorse- 
ments of the United States will impose 
upon those who purchase their bonds. It is 
not becoming to have a large number of pri 
vate corporations incor pore ated by the Govern- 
ment of the United States. It is a very dan- 
gerous thing. It would be said in such cases, 
‘The Government of the United States has 
guarantied the bonds; it is a United States 
corporation.’’ Now, let us have a general 
bill. If the one we have prepared with a 
great deal of labor and care is not right, let 
us have some other general bill. I should 
like to have the substitute that I offer read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
has a right to have it read before the motion 
to refer is put. 


As 


I trust the Senator from 
| Nevada will not insist upon that amendment. 


then I shall move to refer | 
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Mr. STEWART. Well, I will withdraw it, 
but I insist upon it that this special legis slation 
is the most vicious in the world. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection, the amendments of the committee 
wiil be regarded as agreed to, and they 
agreed to. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senat: us 
amended, andthe amend: a were concurred 
in 


are 


. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for 

a third reading, was read the third lime, und 
ps asse d, 

The committee proposed to amend the title 


it read : 


A bill approving and vi tlidating the organization 
of the Dakota Southe rn Railroad Co: npany, and the 
voting of aid and subscriptions thereto, in pursy- 
ance of an act of the Legislative Assembly of the 
_ rritory of Da kot 1, approved by the Governor April 


of the bill so as to make 


.1S71. entitled “An act to en: ible organized eoun- 
s and townships to vote aid to any railroad, and 
to provide for the payment of the same.” and disap- 
proving and anuulling said last-mentioned act for 
any further or other purpose. 

Mr. POMEROY. That is a tremendous 
title for sucha small bill. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I think that title ought 
to be amended. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 


suggest that the title be amended so as to read, 
An act in relation to the Dakota Southern 
Railroa? Company.”’ 
Mr. BOREMAN. 
The VICE 
amended. 
DENVER AND RIO GRANDE 


Mr. STEWART. Now, I desire to give 
notice that when any other of these bills shall 
come up [ shall move to substitute for it this 
general bill. I hope, therefore, those who are 
interested in the matter will look and see it 
this bill reported from the Committee on 
Pacitic Railroad does not cover all these cases 
SCOTT. I hope the Senator will no: 

insist upon that until the bill to which I have 
referred is passed. It is exactly of the same 
character as the one which has just been 
passed. It is Senate bill No. 984. 

Mr. STEWART. I will wait for one more, 
then. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
from California yields, the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania asks unanimous consent to call up 
Senate bill No. 984. 

Mr. CASSERLY rose. 

| The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator object? 

Mr. CASSERLY. No, sir. I am sorry to 
see that the Vice President seems to take it 
for granted that when I rise I rise to object. 
[Laughter.] I cannot object now, although 
it ought to be kept in mind by Senators that 
voting on the amendatory enforcement bill and 
| pending amendments is to commence at two 

o'clock, and of course these discussions lessen 
| by so much the time for debate in the mean- 
| while. 

Mr. POMEROY. I was about to say that 
| whenever the general bill to which the Senator 
from Nevada has alluded does come up before 
the Senate, I shall move to refer it to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, because that com- 
mittee was organized for that department of 
labor and business of the Senate. I do not 
know but that the bill may be right as it is; 
but that committee have not yet considered 
| the subject; and now the Committee on Ter- 
| ritories have finally got hold of the railroad 
' question and the right of way through the 
| public lands. 
| Mr.STEWART. I willsayin reply to that, 
that the Committee on Public Lands never 
was organized to create corporations, and one 
or two that have gone through from that com- 
mittee admonish the Senate to be careful of 
corporations from that committee. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Committee on the 


Very well. 


PRESIDENT. It will be so 


RAILWAY 


’ 
the 





Pacific Railroad certainly have no more to do 
| with this subject than the Committee on Pab- 
They are a distinctive organiza- 


| lic ands, 
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tion, and when they operate within their sphere 
I sustain them. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam willing that any 
committ2e that will make a good corporation 
shall report a bill on this subject, but I must 
object to any more corporations formed by the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SCOTT. I believe the motion is to 
pre ceed to the consideration of my bill, and 
not the general territorial bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. This debate is 
going on by unanimous consent. The ( Yhair 
supposed that these Sen: Mor s rose incidentally 
to oh ject, although the d ebate passed into a 
colloquy about the two committees. The 
Chair hears no objection to the request of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. No. 984) granting the right 
of way through the publi c lands to the Denver 
and Kio Gri ande Railway Company. It ed 
poses to grant the right of way over the pub- 
lie doania. one hundred feet in width on each 
side of the track, together with such publie 
lands adjacent thereto as may be needed for 
depots, shops, and other buildings for railroad 
purposes, and for yard-room and side-tracks, 
not exceeding forty acres at any one station, 
and not more than one station in every five 
miles, and the right to take from the public 
lands adjacent thereto stone, timber, earth, 
water, aud other material re quired f 
struction and repair of its railway and tele- 
graph line to the Denver and tio Grande 
Kiailway Company, a corporation duly created 
under the incorporation laws of the 
of Colorado, 


or the con 


lerritory 
and assigns; and 
all the rights, powers, and franchises conferred 
by those laws on coporations created under 
them for constructing and operating railroad 


its successors 


and telegraph lines are ratified and confirmed 
to the company, its successors an¢ d ASSIZNS ; 


1 


and the same rights, powers, and franchises 
conferred by the general incorporation laws of 
the Territory of Colorado for the construction 
of railroads and telegraph lines are granted 
to the company, its successors and assigns, for 
the extension and operation of its railway and 
telegraph line in and through any contiguous 
Territory of the United States to the northern 
boundary line of Mexico, subject to compli- 
ance with the conditions and requirements of 
the general it ncorpors ation laws of such Terri- 
tory so far they are applicable and not incon- 
sistent with the laws of the United States; 
and the same rights. powers, and privileges 
conferred upon the Union Pacifie Railroad 
Company by section three of an act approved 
July 2, 1864, are conferred upon the above 
named company, its successors and assigns. 

Mr. SCOrT. There is an amendment which 
it has been deemed necessary to put on as a 
protection at the end of the bill requiring the 
application for damages to be made in certain 
counties. 

The Chief Clerk read 


the amendment, as 
follows: 


Provided, That applications for the assessment of 
amages shall be made to the court or any judge of 


a court having jurisdiction in the county in which 
the lands or premises lie. 


Mr. POMEROY. This bill provides that 
the same rights, powers, and privileges that 
are contained in the third section of the Pa- 
cific railroad act shall be enjoyed by this com- 
pany. I do not know what those are. 

Mr. SCOTT. That third section simply pro- 
vides for the mode in which damages shall be 
assessed where private property is taken. 

Mr. POMEROY. I did not know but that 
it related to grants. 

Mr. SCOTT. Not at all. 

Mr. POMEROY. It merely relates to the 
manner of condemning private property. 

Mr. SCOTT. That is all. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


_ Mr. TRUMBULL. It strikes me that this 
is very dangerous legislation. If Lunderstand 


| this bill, 


i 


having only heard it read at the desk, 
it makes valid a corporation cre: ated by the 
Territory of Colorado; makes it, in fact, a cor- 
poration created by the Congress of the United 
States. The Senator from Pennsylvania may 
know, and | suppose does know, what that 
varter is; I am sure the Senate does not. ] 


do not like this species of legislation by whicl 


Cc 


, 
a te . ‘ 
bil S are caiiead up DY unanimous cons it and 
} ‘ - . c si. 7Yy + ‘ ‘ } > 
the Congress of he United States deciares 


valid an i corporation creat | by some tt 
torial Legislature of which we 


and created without auth y of law, for I pre- 
sume the territor . Legislature of Colorado 
had no authori yu ler ils Organic act to create 
Lois corporation. i ye not know how that is, 
but I assume that that power is not conterred 


upon the territorial Legislature. Now, 
we pass bills of this kind without 
what they are? I 
before us this charter, and know what it is if 
we are going to passsuch lawsatall. Llregard 

dangerous io be enact ng 
haracter. Ido not think we 


O pass one O f them. 


shall 
knowl y 
think we ought to have 


1t as extremely 


statutes of this 
ought t 

Mr. SCOTT. If the Senator from [linois 
will give me bis attention | think a very brief 
itisfy him. In 1867a law was 


passed by Congress providing that 


explanation wil 


territorial 


Leg slatures should not rrant specia | charters 
of incorporation, but that they might pass 
general laws for the incorporation of man- 


mining, and other industrial cor- 
porations. The ‘Territory of 
many other Territories, in pursuance of that 


act, did pass general laws; and they, sup 


uf; acluring, 


Colorado, as 


posing that that act of Congress, under the 
term ‘other industrial corporations,’’ em 
braced railroad corporations, passed also a 


general railroad law. Under the supposition 
that that general railroad law conferred the 
power, an association was formed fo 


pose ot building a nit 


r the pur- 
rrow-gauge railway from 
Denver southward to the northern 
boundary ot Mexico, and they have proceeded 
and built one hundred miles of it. 
procured capital 
their 





the city 


They have 
upon the supposition that 
charter was valid, and are still pro- 
gressing with their road. The question now 
arises whether that charter is valid or not, 
and they come here to have it legalized. So 
far as the law which was passed by the Terri 
tory of Colorado was concerned, it was based 
upon the general railroad law of New York 
and upon a careful examination of the pro- 
visions of that law nothing objectionable was 
found in it. This bill will only have the effec 

of legalizing that corporation, which has 
already expended a large amount of money, 
and of giving it the right to have the da 
for private property assessed in the manner 
provided by that third section referred to. 
That is the whole of it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. ‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third 
passed. 


mages 


time, and 


WILKIN BIES 


Mr. SPRAGUE. I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Kansas to some rail- 
road bills, which I think will take but three 
or four minutes. There is no land grant in 
them. hey let our people out from El 
Paso east and south, and the parties interested 
are very anxious to have them disposed of. 

Mr. POMEROY. I was very anxious to 
get them as the Senate gave us part 


next tor 


TERFELDT, 


up, but 
of the day on Thurs Jay 
the Committee on Pub Lands, I thought I 
woul l not cail the 2-m up untl Lh irsday. | am 
very pos em Senator has spoken of it, and 
on Tht urs ce next I hope to pass them. 

The VICK PRE SIDENT. The Senate re- 
sumes the consideration of the amendment to 
the enforcement law. 


Mr. SHERMAN. 


bills from 


Before 


the Senator from 


California proceeds, there is a bill reported |] 


dood 


from the Committee on Finance at the request 
of the German Government, in behalf of one 
of its citizens who lost some bonds by fire, 
which presents a very clear and positive ¢ 
and if the Senator will allow me | should like 
to have it disposed of. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (S. No. 1071) 
for the relief of the heirs of Wilken Bi 
feldt, late of Spitzendorf, 


the second time, 


ase, 


Sster- 





Germany. was read 
and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It directs the Sex 
Treasury to issue and deliver to the 
envoy and plenipotentiary of the 
German empire to the United States, for the 
se of the le gal representatives of Wilken Bies- 
ter ‘ dt, late ot Spitzendorf, Gr rm any, dup! 
cate bonds ¢ f the Ur ited States of series 
two, No. 23043 tor S1L,000 ; series two, N ) 
10575, for $500; series two, No. 73 


ot the 


minister 


i for 
$100; series four, No. 11050, for filty dollars ; 
series two. No. 35518, for $1,000: two, 
No. 7753 to 7756, (each fifty dollars,) $200 ; 
which bonds were destroyed by fire in Spit 
zendorf on the Sth of Apri , IS70, and he is 
to pay to such envoy in gold, for the same, the 


interest accruing on the bounds since tl 
ment of the last e upons presented. 
he bill was reported to the Senate with- 
out amendment, ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
AMENDATORY ENFORCEMENT ACT. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of 
the bill (S. No. 791) to amer | 
‘An act to amend an act 
1870, entitled ‘An act to enforce the rights of 
citizens of the United States to vote in the 
several States of the Union, and for other pur- 


1d an act en 
approved May 383i 


poses,’’’ the pending question being on the 
umendment of Mr. Casser_y, 
sections to the bill 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
read the unanimous order of the Senate 
adopted pending the adjournment on Satur- 
day evening: 


! 
to add additional 


That at two o’clock on Monday the Senate pro 
ceed to vote on the bill andamendments which may 
be pending, and that on amendments offered atter 
that time there shall be five minutes debate thereon 
by any Senator; that is, one five-minut 
each amendment by any Senator.”’ 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, I should 
be very glad to yield further, but really the 
time now remaining is so short as greatly to 
interfere, if not with my 
subject now before the Senate, at least with 





discussion otf ihe 


the discussion by any other Senator. 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator allow 
me to suggest an informal amendment to this 
bill to be voted uponafiter two o'clock ? 

Mr. CASSERLY. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. There was an amendment 
offered by the Senator from Texas, [ Mr. Ham- 
ILTON, ] which was accepted and adopted, pro- 
viding oe the supervisors to 
under the ¥ 
hout ee The vote of the Senate, 
decided that it was not intended to 
extend that to those who were appointed in 


} 


cities having twenty thousand inhabitants or 
more. It turns out upon eXaminatbon that 
this amendment virtually repeals the second 
section of that act, so that all supervisors will 
be appointed under the provisions of this bill. 
Therefore, to carry out the vote of the Senate, 
| devire to add to the f 

from Texas the words ‘‘except those 
authorized to be app 

this is an amendment in cilles 
thousand or more.’ ‘That will 
simply carry out the wishes of the 
expressed on the motion of the Senator from 
Ohio. 

Mr. PHU RMAN. As I understand it. the 
amendment of the Senator from Texas only 
applies r 
this bill, and 
pointed under tke original act to receive their 
yay. 


Mr. MORTON 


be appointed 
ovisions of this bill should serve 


W 


ever, 


amendment of the Sen- 
ator 
inted by the act to which 
h ting twenty 
inhabitants 


Senate 


a th enatinde ners appointed unde 


jeaves th e comm) S 


yners aD- 


The difficulty is this: this 


a 
? 
z 
é 
; 
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bill will affect the second section of that act, 
and all supervisors will, in fact, be appointed 
under this | ls and us the matter now stands 


those appointed in cities having twenty thou 


sand inhabitants or more will not get any 
pay. The Senate did not intend to do that, as 
was shown by the vote on the amendment on 


Saturday. ‘Therefore, | desire 
amendinent the words, **except 
ized to be appointed by the act 


i 


to add to that 
those author- 
to which this 


is an amendmer having twenty thou- 


sand inhabitants or more.’’ That will carry 
out the purpose of the vote of Saturday. 

Mr. LHURMAN. The Senator gives notice 
of that amendment? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir, I give notice of 
it; that is all 


Mr. THURMAN. When it comes up I hope 
it will be defeated 

Mr. CASSEIERLY. 
serntto the desk on 
ment of two sections. 
section I have sent up a 
will ask the Cierk 
I regard it as much better adapted to carry out 
the purpose for which I 
of my two sections 


The ViCk 


The amendment which I 
Saturday was an amend- 

In plac e of the second 
substitute which | 
to reud. After some study 
otfered the second 
PRESIDENT. The 


Senator 


from California modifies his amendment, and | 


the amendment will be read as modified. 
Che Coier Cer. 


add us add 


Lhe amendment is to 


ional sections the following: 
Src Phat it shall not be lawfal for any civil, 
milmtary,« navaltoth erotthe United States, or other 
person engaged in the civil, military, or naval ser- 
vice of th Lnited States, to order, bring, keep, or 
have under ithority or control, any troops or 
ormwed wen at the place where any general orspecial 
clection is held in any State of the United States ot 
America; and that it shall not be lawful for any 
officer of the Ariny or Navy of the United States to 
prescribe or Ux, or attempt to prescribe or fix, by 
proclamation, order, or otherwise, the qualifications 
of voters in any State in the United States of 
America, or in uny manner to interfere with the 
freedom of any election in any State, or with the 


exerci t the free right of suffrage in any State of 
the United States. Any oflicer of the Army or Navy 
of the United States, or other person engaged in the 


civil, military,or naval service of the United States, 
who violates this section shall, for every such of- 
fense, be tiab'e to indictment as fora misdemeanor 


in any courtin the United States having jurisdie- 


tion to hear, try, and determine eases of misde- 
meanor, nnd, on conviction thereof, shall pay a 
fine net exceeding $5,000, and suffer imprison- 
ment in t penitentiary, not less than three nor 
wore than five years, at the discretion of the court 


tryingthe same; and any person convicted as afore- 
said shall, moreover, be disqualified from holding 
any ollice of lLonor, profit, or trust under the Gov- 
ernment of the United States; he shall also be liable 
jn n-civil suit to the person injured in a penalty ot 
$500, which, with uoy damages accruing, may 


be recovered in any cirenit 
hiction lrovided, That 


court 
nothing 


having juris- 
herein contained 


shall prevent any ollicer, soldier, sailor, or marine 
from exercising the right of suffrage in any election 
distriet to which he may belong, if otherwise quali- 


fied aceording to the laws of the State in which he 
shail offer lis vote. 


Mr. CASSERLY. That section I propose 
to retain, but in place of the second section I 
offer « new one which the Clerk will be good 
evough to read. 


The Chiet Clerk read as follows: 


tary, or naval service of the United States shall, 
directly or indirectly, order or advise, or directly or 
indireetly, by foree, intimidation, coercion, prom- 
isecs, rewards, or any Unducor improper influence or 
inducewent, or in any other wanner wrongtully in- 
teriere with, hinder, influence, or control any quali- 
ficd voter of any State of the United States in or 
about the tree exercise of his right of suffrage accord- 
ing to lawatany gencrat or special election in any 
State, or attempt so todo, or to that end contrive, 
make, distribute, or circulate tor the use of voters at 
such clection auy ballot or paper ticket for voting 


different trom that required by law, or baving upon 
it avywhere any mark, number, device, design, 
color, or other peculiarity or thing intended or eal- || 


culated to ascertain how the voter using it voted, or 
otherwise in any wauner to interlere with or embar- 
rass hii in the iree exercise of his right of suffrage, 
or to destioy or impair the secrecy of the ballot, or 
being of suc 
be intended or calculated to have the samme result; 
norshball any such officer or person ewploy any one 
inor upon any work, labor, or serviee of the United 
States tor the purpose or with the view of having 
him vote at any such clection, whether at the place 
of such employment or elsewhere, nor with or upon 
any such understanding express or implied. Any 
oflicer or person violating any of the provisions of 


) unusual size, shape, or color as might | 
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this section shall be liable in all respects as provided 


in section —— of the said act of May 31, 1870, to | 


which aet this act is amendatory, and upor judg- 
ment civil or criminal against him, shall also be dis- 
qualified from holding any office or employment of 
honor, trust, or profit under the United States. 


Mr. CASSERLY addressed the Senate. [His || 


remarks will appear in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. COLE. ‘he time is very near for taking 
the vote; but it wiil be remembered by the 
Senate that a large portion of the time which 
was allotted to this discussion this morning 


was consumed in the passage of bills with the | 


consent of my colleague, who has occupied 
nearly all the residue of the time which was 


to elapse before the voting was to begin. I | 


should like to offer a few remarks in reply to 


what my colleague has said, but I cannot do || 


it in the two minutes that remain. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I hope the Senator may 
have unanimous consent to go on. 

Mr. COLE. I would not have asked this 


privilege but for the manner in which the time 
bas been oecunied. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
time does the Senator desire? An arrange- 
ment has been made that at two o’ clock, unless 


otherwise ordered, the Senate would proceed || 


to vote. 
Mr. COLE. I 
enough for me. 
The ViC& PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California desires ten minutes to reply 
to his colleague. 
Mr. SUMNER. 


objection to that. 


think ten 


Mr. STEWART and Mr. SPRAGUE. Say 
twenty minutes. 
Mr. COLE. I do not wish that. Ten or 


fifteen minutes will do. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The 
from California asks fifteen minutes. 
objection? The Chair hears none, and the 
time fortaking the vote is therefore extended 
until fifteen minutes after two o’clock. 

Mr. COLE. Mr. President, I was absent on 
Saturday on a conference committee during 


Senator 


the greater part of the day, and therefore did 
not know all that was said by my colleague un- | 


til I read it in the Globe since he commenced 
the speech which he has just concluded. I 
heard a little of what he said at that time, to- 
ward the close of the day’s business; and 
knowing not what he was referring to, I made 
the remark that | thought he was laboring 
under some delusion in regard to certain elec- 
tions that had taken place at Vallejo, stating 
at the same time that no single person or in- 
dividual had made any such complaint to me, 
and that I did not know what ground there 
was forit. ‘To-day he sets forth his reasons 
for the statement he then made, by showing 
some ballots that were used or allegeito have 


| been used at an election or elections at the 


town of Vallejo. Neither my colleague nor 


| any other person will lead me into the delu- 
‘| sion of defending anything that is not fair, 


‘| open, and above-board in elections taking 
Src. —. That no officer or person inthe civil, mili- | 


place anywhere in this country. So far as 


| there has been anything unfair or unmanly in 


the election at Vallejo, [ will join with him in 
its denunciation. If what he says is true, 
there was ground of complaint; but I think 
in some respects he was in error as to the facts. 
In this I am sure he is in error: he alleges 


| that the State was scoured for men to be em- 


ployed at Mare Island prior to the election——- 
Mr. CASSERLY. I should have said ‘ the 


| principal cities in the State.’’ 


Mr. COLE. Well, the principal cities in 


| the State; | take the amendment. 


Mr. CASSERLY. 
Francisco chiefly. 

Mr. COLE. I controvert that proposition, 
because | was clearly in position to know that 
such was hardly the case. I was then living 
in San Francisco, and knowthat there was 
great demand for labor at the yard for months 
prior to the election, and there were from 
time to time large discharges of hands from 


Sacramento and San 


What length of || 


minutes will be | 


I hope there will be no | 


| two years of some sort. 


Is there | 











a 


—— 


| labor upon the yard, which-caused a great deal 


of complaint. Having many applications 
made to me by persons who wanted eniploy- 
ment there, and who wanted my intercession 
with officers of the yard to obtain them em- 
ployment and with the Department at Wash- 
ington by letter to obtain for them orders for 


| employment, I certainly was ofthe impression, 


and am still, that there was no necessity for 
scouring the cities of the State for laborers, or 
for any fureman or officer at Vallejo, or on 
the navy-yard making application to persons 


| desiring employment to be employed on the 


yard. [remember distinctly that under their 
frequent importunities I did communicate 
with the Department at Washington, asking 
that some relief be afforded to the laboring 
population there, who were placed in distress 
by reason of the discharges just about that 
time, those discharges taking place buta short 
time prior to the election. 

My colleague alludes to the number of votes 
cast in the county of Solano for three years. 
He mentions the vote in 1867, then that in 


| 1868, showing a very considerable growth in 


the voting population in that year; and then 
he skips over the two following years and gives 


| the vote of 1871, showing that in that year it 


was considerably larger than it was in 1867 
and 1868. 

Mr. CASSERLY. My colleague knows 
why I skipped over 1869 and 1870. ‘There 
was no general election in either of those 
years. He knows that. I took the three gen- 
eral elections for 1867, 1868, and 1871, as a 
fair test. 

Mr. COLE. An election takes place every 
So we could not have 
passed over 1869 and 1870 without an election. 
My colleague must certainly know that. But 
I am not to be diverted from what I was about 
to say. 

He shows that in 1871 the voting popula- 


| tion of that county had increased over what 
|} 1t was in 
| had reflected for a moment, it would have 


1867 and 1868. If my colleague 
occurred to him that there was a good cause 
for that increase of population in that county. 
During that time the town of Vallejo had 
become the terminus of the Pacific railroad 
and was growing very rapidly. In those years 
it had increased in population from, | think, 
probably not more than a thousand or two to 
some six thousand. ‘That will readily account 
for the increased number of voters in that 
county in 1871 over the number three or four 
years prior to that. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I should like to ask the 
Senator from California a question before he 
sits down. I ask him to account for the fact 
that the whole increase was Republican. The 
increase was over a thousand as | recollect, 
but it appears that the Demogratic vote did 
not increase at all, but every new man who 
came in was a Republican. 

Mr. COLE. I can readily account for that 
on the ground of the better judgment of the 
people there. [Laughter.] They had seen, 
no doubt, the error of their ways, and many 
of them were coming over to the Republican 
cause. The increase of population of the 
county will account undoubiedly for the in- 
crease of votes in the time alluded to. 

[t is alleged that the elections of the last 
year were carried on under the direction of 
Government officials. Mr. President, if that 
is the case, I have never heard of it before. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 1 said the proceedings 
in regard to the vote on Mare Island were 
under the eyes and with the apparent sanction 
of the administration of the yard. 

Mr. COLE. Under their eyes, of course! 
Everybody can look on at an election, and 
everybody who does not attempt to break it 
up is presumed to sanction an election, but I 
think my colleague must draw very largely 
upon his imagination if he supposes that the 
Government officials proper, at Mare Island 
or at Vallejo, interfered at all with the elec- 





ee OT 





1872. 








tion that was goingon. I never heard before, 
certuinly, that anything of the kind took place, 
and if any charge of that kind has been made 
it has escaped me entirely. I think the elec- 
tion that was conducted there at that time was 
conducted in the usual way; thatis, under the 
State authorities, and without any interven- 


“tion on the part of the Ilederal officers. If 


there was anything like intervention, my col- 
league ought certainly to be able to name some 
persons who did interfere improperly, and so 
make his charge specific. It may be so; but 
I do net know that there was any one holding 
any official position whatever who in any man- 
ner whatever interfered with the election. 

As to what took plice at the polls, my col- 
league has inquired into that, I presume, with 
great.cure, and states something ubout the tear- 
ing down of some protection that was afforded 
in the form of a frame-work to the voters. 
Such things occur not infrequently at polls 
where there is a great crowd and great strife 
as to who shall vote frst. If there had been 
anyi hing like a disturbance or a row or a mob 
at this time it would have been generally 
known. J think it will not be alleged by my 
colleague but that everything was carried on 
jin an orderly manner, because if it had not 
been I think [ should have heard of it. 

Astothe form of the.ballot, if there were 
many ballots of that kind cast, or if there was 
any atrenipt made to compel persons to vote a 
bailut of a particular form, 1 would condemn 


{| 
1 


it as heartily as would my colleague. But who | 


tle parties were who were chargeable with any 
misconduct of the kind [ am ata loss to know. 
The idea that the ballots were prepared in this 
city | have no doubt is a delusion. 

Mr. President, my colleague has spoken 
very freely of military interierence with the 
elections in the city of New York and Phila- 
delphia in 1870. He has shown that during 
peaceful times, while there was no cloud of 
war, no commotion of any sort, the military 
authorities were appealed to and _ soldiers 
brought near the ground of election on election 
day in those large cities. IL would ask his 
attention—and I know his memory will readily 
recur to it—to what took place in California 
in that connection some years ago, while Gov- 
ernor Haight, a Democratic Governor, was 
chief magistrate of that Commonwealth. As 
we were approaching an eleciion, a peaceful 
election, an election at which no disturbance 
Was anticipated by the people generally, and | 
presume no ground for the apprehension of 
disturbance by anybody, this sane Governor 
communicated with the then Administra:ion, 
(Andrew Juohnson’s,) and appealed to him to 
put military forces, subject to his (Governor 
Haight’s) orders, in San Francisco on election 
day. 

then the President of the United States 
responded. He did issue his orders to General 
Halleck, and troops were put subject to the 
orders of the Governor, directly or indirectly, 
and orders were issued by which the troops 


were to be mustered in the heart of that city | 


On that peaceful day, the right resting on 
Karney street and the left on Clay street, with 
all the array that might be expected to attend 
@ military display of the sort; the naval armed 
vessels were, in pursuance of such request of 
Governor Haight, placed at certain positions 


in front of the city, | suppose with the cannon 


charged, ready for action at any time upon 


notice by the Democratic Governor of that | 


State. This is the only instance we have ever 
had on the Pacific coast of any interference 
on the part of the Federal authorities or mili- 
tary forces in elections there. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Does my colleague 
speak of this martial array as though he had 
seetr it himself ? 

Mr. COLE. No, sir; I have read the orders, 
and | remember them distinctly. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I must say that I was 
in the city of San Francisco on tbat election 
day, and in all parts of it, and I saw nothing 
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of that kind. I will not say that my colleague | 
is under a delusion, but he is under a very 
great mistake. Nothing of that kind hap- 
pened in the way of a parade of armed men in 
San Francisco. 

Mr. COLE. Does my colleague remember 
that orders such as I have alluded to were 
issued in pursuance of Governor Huaight’s 
demand upon President Johnson ? 

Mr. CASSERLY. Afier you get through I 
will speak about that. 

Mr. COLE. I| want to know if my col- | 
leagne’s memory is good upon that point. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I have a pretty good | 
memory, but | am not able to remember | 
things that | never saw. 

Mr. COLE. I am only referring to the mili- 
tary orders that were issued. I do not say that 
the troops were actually called out, or pre- 
sented arms, or anything of that sort; but I 
do know that the orders were issued at the in- 
stigation and by the request of a Democratic 
Governor of that State, and that that was the 
ouly instance in which there has ever been an 
attempt to use the military there to keep peace 
or quiet on an election day. There was no 
oceusion for it then; but it was thought to be 
convenient under a Democratic Administra- 


| tion for the purpose of perhaps wielding some 


influence upon the then pending election; and 
all the eloguent remarks that my colleague has 
indulged in about the condition of affairs in 
New York, the peaceful condition of affairs | 
there at that time, and the moving to and fro 
of industrious women and men, applied with 
equal force in this case that arose in San 
Francisco upon an application for military 
torces to be used on an election day. 

Mr. President, i cannot detain the Senate 
further, as I see the time that was allotted me 
has expired. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President—— 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Thetime granted 
to the Senator from California [Mr. CoLe]} by 
unanimous consent having expired, the time 
has arrived for voting on the bill and pending 
amendments without further debate, after 
which there will be five-minutes debate on 
amendments that may be offered—five minutes 
to any one Senator. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CASSERLY. I hope the Senator from 
Indiana will allow me five minutes to reply to 
the statement of my colleague. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California desires to have five minutes 
further time granted to reply to the remarks 
of his colleague. ‘The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, my col- 
league seems to have overlooked one statement 
made by me, that thirteen hundred of the 
tickets which | exbibited were found in the 
box at that poll at which the men from Mare 
Island vored; gnd that is about the exact 
number of the increase of the vote of Solano 
county as compared with the vote of the same 
county at the two next preceding general elec- 
tions. It will not do, therefore, for my col 
league to put off the wonderful increase in the 
vote on the ground of the increase of the pop 
ulation of the town of Vallejo, which is a dif- 
ferent affair. 

Now, Mr. President, with regard to Gov- 


Is there objection ? 


ernor Iaight and his requisition on the Presi- 


dent of the Unired States for troops in case 
he should need them, let me say, in the first 
place, that I have the advantage of my col- 


league in regard to the state of things in San 
Francisco. { was there and he was not. 


There was very serious menace of a disturb- 


ance on the day of the election, growing out 


| of a most shameful attack made by some of 


the ruffians who haunt sea-port towns upon the 
Grant procession a few nights before the elec- 
tion. I say there was serious menace of a 
very great disturbance there. In reference 
to that the Governor of the State communi- 
cated with the President, and inquired of him |. 
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whether he could have the services of United 
States troops. of course under his own author- 
ity, incase of need. Does not my colleague 
see the difference between the employment of 
lederal troops upon the requisition of the 
State authorities and the employment of them 
by the Federal Government in spite of the 
State authorities? 
fhe VICK PRESIDENT. 
now expired. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. MORTON. There isan executive mes- 
sage on the table which I think makes it im- 
portant for the Senate to go into executive ses- 
sion for a few minutes ; and if that can be 
done without abrogating the arranyement in 
regard to voting on this bill, I will make that 
moron, 

Mr. SUMNER. I suggest whether we had 
not better proceed with this vote and then go 
into executive session afterward. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Very likely there will be 
no further debate, 

Mr. SUMNER. The debate, I understand, 
is closed, and we are only to vote. 

Mr. MORTON. Wecan probably vote with 
in a few minutes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Debate has closed 
on the bill and pending amendments, but there 
is to be five minutes debate by each Senator 
on new amendments that may be offered. If 
the Senate go into executive session now it 
will have the same effect as an adjournment 
would have; as soon as the legislative session 
shall be resumed this agreement would oper- 
ate 1f the Senate saw fit to stand by the under 
standing they have agreed to, and they would 
commence voling then as they would now, 

Mr. MORTON. If there is no objection to 
that, having the agreement to stand so as to 
operate when we come out of executive ses- 
sion, | will make the motion for an executive 
session. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Indiana moves that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. THURMAN. If we are to vote on this 
bill, why not vote on it and then go into exee- 
ulive session? 

Mr. MORTON. 
few minutes. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. If an exec- 
utive session would suit the Senator from 
Indiana as well afteward, it would save the 
trouble of clearing the galleries now. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Senators appear 
to desire to vote now. Does the Senator from 
Indiana withdraw the motion? 

Mr. MORTON. No, sir; I do not with- 
draw the motion. 


The time has 


We shall come out in a 


The motion was agreed to—ares twenty- 
one, noes not counted; and after one hour 


and twenty minutes spent in the considera- 
tion of executive busivess the doors were 
reopened. 
AMENDATORY ENFORCEMENT ACTS. 
The 


PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Avy- 
THONY in the chair.) The Senate resumes 
the consideration of the bill (S. No. 791) to 


amend an act entitled ‘* An act to amend an 
act approved May 31, 1870, entitled ‘An act 
to enforce the rights of cilizens of the United 
States to vote in the several States of the 
Union, and for other purposes,’’’ under the 
understanding that was come to on Saturday. 
The Senate will now proceed to vote on the 
amendments. The first amendment is the 
amendment of the Senator from California, 
{Mr. Casseriy,] which was under discussion 
at the time the Senate 
session. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I will ask to have each 
section of that amendment voted upon sepe- 
rately. They are quite independent of each 
other. 

The PRESIDING GFFICER. The ques- 
tion then will be on the first section off the 
amendment. 


weut into executive 


a RLS 


} 








a 
= 


Mr. HILL. 
ported. 

The Chief Clerk read 
amendment, as fol 


I should like to have it re- 


the first section of the 
lows: 

Sec.—. That it shall not be lawful for any civil, 
military, or naval officer of the United States, or 


other person engaged in the civil, military, ornaval 
service of the United States, to order, bring, keep, 
or have under his authority or control, aay troops 


orarmed men at the place where any general or 


special election is held in any State of the United 
States of America; and that it shall not be lawful 
for any oflicer of the Army or Navy of the United 
States to preseribe or fix, or attempt to prescribe or 


herwise, the quali- 
ate of the United States 
inanner to interfere with the 
freedom of any election in any State, or with the 
exercise of the free right of suffrage in any State of 
the United States. Any officer of the Army or Navy 
of the United State r other person engaged inthe 
civii military, or naval serviceof the United States, 
who violates thissection shall, for every such offense, 
be liable to indictment as for a misdemeanor, inany 
court of the United States having jurisdiction to 
hear, try, and determine cases of misdemeanor, and, 


fix, by proclamation, order, or ot 
fications of voters in any dt 
of America, or in any 


on conviction thereof, shall pay a fine not exceed- 
ing $5,000, and suffer imprisonment in the peni- 
tentiary not less than three nor more than five 
years, at the discretion of the court trying the same; 
and any yp m convicted as aforesaid shall, more- 


over, be dine qualified 
honor, profit, or trust 
the United States; he 


from holding any office of 
under the Government of 
shall also be liable in a civil 
suit to the person injured in a penalty of $500, 
which, with any damages accruing, may be re- 
covered in any circuiteourt having jurisdiction: 
Provided, That nothing herein contained shall pre- 
vent any oflicer, soldier, sailor, or marine from ex- 
ercising the right of suffrage in any election district 
to which he may belong, if otherwise qualified 
according to the laws of the State in which he shall 
offer his vote. 


Mr. STOCKTON. 
navs 
‘The yeas 


lask for the yeas and 
on the amendment. 

and nays were ordered. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Wisconsin, [ Mr. 
Carventen.}] I should vote for this amend- 
ment, and he would vote against it. 

Mr. SUOCK TON. Lought to have stated 
when the name of the Senator from 
{Mr. Bayanp] was called that he was obliged 
to go home on account of an engagement with 
his —- physician, and he is paired with 
the § Michigan [Mr. CHanpLer] 
on all ‘estate of tnis character. 

Mr. WEST. On this question I am paired 
with the Senator from Delaware, { Mr. SAULS- 
pury.] He would vote *‘ yea,’’ and I should 
vote ‘*hay,’’ 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. My col- 
league [Mr. Vickers] is absent, but I believe 
he is paired off with some Senator on this 
question. 

The result was then 
nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Alcorn, 


Senati from 


announced—yeas 18, 


Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Goldthwaite, Llamilton of 
Maryland, llamiltonof Texas, Kelly, Norwood, Ran- 
aom, Schurz, Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, Thur- 
man, Tipton and Traumbuall—18, 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, 
ingham., Caldwell, Clayton, Cole, Corbett, Cragin, 
Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gil- 
bert, Hamlin, Kellogg, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, 
Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey. Rob- 
ertson, Sawyer, Scott, Spencer, Stewart, Wilson, 
Windom, and Wright—3)1. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Bayard, 
Carpenter, Chandler. 
Edmunds, Fenton, 
Hill, lliteheock, 
Morrill! of Maine, 
man, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
now is on the second section of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from California. 

Mr. CASSERLY.  Lask to have it read, as 
it is some time since it was last read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. — That no officer or person in the civil, mili- 
tary, or naval service of the United States shall, 
directly or indirectly, order or advise, or directly or 
indirectly by force, intimidation, coercion, prom- 
ises, rewards, or any undue or improper influence or 
inducement, or in any other manner wrongfully in- 
terfere with, hinder, influence, or control any qual- 
ified voter of any State of the United States in or 
about the free exercise of his right of suffrage ac- 
cording to law, at any general or special election in 
any State, or attempt so to do, or to that end con- 


3oreman, Buck- 


Brownlow, Cameron, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Harlan, 
llowe, Johnston, Lewis, Logan, 
Patterson, Rice, Saulsbury, Sher- 


Suwner, Vickers, and West—25. 


| trive, make, distribute, or circulate for the use of 


| voting different from t 


Delaware 


Conkling, Davis of Kentucky, | 





filled. 
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voters at such election any ballot or pape r ticket for 
iat required by law, or having 
wark, number, device e, design, 
or color, or other peculiarity or thing intended or 
calculated to ascertain how the voter using it voted, 
or otherwise in any inanner to interfere with or em- 
barrass him in the free exercise of his right of suf- 
frage, or to destroy or impair the secrecy of the bal- 
lot, or being of such unusual size, shape, or color as 
might be intent led or cale ulnted to have the same 
result. Norshall any such officer or person employ 
any one in or upon any work, labor, or service of the 
United States for the purpose or with the view of 
having him vote at any such election, whether at the 
place of such employment or elsewhere, nor with or 
upon any such understanding expressed orimplied ; 


upon itanywhere an 


and any officer or person viol: iting any of the pro- | 


visions of this section shall be liable in all respects, 
2s provided in section - of the said act of May 31. 
1870, to which this act is amendatory, and upon 
judgment civil or criminal against him shallalso be 
disqualified from holding any office or employment 
of honor, trust, or profit under the United States. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Iask for the yeas and 
nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. THURMAN. There is a blank there 
in reference to a section in the original act. 

Mr. CASSERLY. It should be section 
four. 


Mr. THURMAN. 





The blank ought to be 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The blank will 


be filled by inserting the word ‘* four.” 


| resulted—yeas 19, 


|} moved: 
| orin any way affec 


|} one years, 


Mr. ALCORN. I ask if 
that has been read has been 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
not. 

I'he question being taken by yeas and nays, 
nays 26; as follows: 


the amendment 
yrinted. 
[he Chair thinks 


YEAS — Messrs. Alcorn. 
Davis of West Virginia, 
Maryland, Hamilton of 
wood, Runsom,Sprague 
man, Tipton, Trumbull, and West—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Clayton, Cole, Cragin, Ferry of Connecti- 
ent, Ferry of Michigan, Fianagan, Frelinghuysen, 
Hiteheock, Kellogg, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, 
Pratt, Ramsey, Robertson, Sawyer, Seott, Sherman, 
Stewart, Wilson, and et 6. 

ADSEN'IT—Messrs. Bayard Brownlow, Caldwell, 
Cameron, Carpenter, Ch indler r, Conkling, Corbett, 
Davis of Kentueky, Edmunds, Fenton, Gilbert, 
Hamlin, Harlan, lowe, Johnston, Lewis, Logan, 
Morrill of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Patterson, 
Pool, Rice, Saulsbury, Schurz, Spencer, Sumner, 
Vickers, and Windom—29, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move toamend the bill 
by inserting the following as a new section: 

Sec.—. That all disabilities imposed by the third 
section of the fourteenth article of amendments to 
the Constitution of the United States on 


therein mentioned be, 
Provide i, 


Blair, Casserly, 
Goldthwaite, H milton 6 f 
Texas, Hill, Ke lly, Nor- 
Stevenson, Stockton, Thur- 


Cooper, 


and the sameare hereby, re- 
Tai ut this act shall not apply to, 
tor remove, the disability of any 
person included in either of the following classes, 
namely ; first, members of the Congress of the United 
States who withdrew therefrom and aided the rebel- 
lion ; second, officers of the Army or Navy of the 
UnitedStates who, being above the age of twenty- 
left said Army or Navy and aided the 
rebellion, 


Mr. President, that is the first section of the 
amnesty bill as it passed the House of Repre- 


| sentatives, except that I have changed the 


phraseology a little by striking out the words 
‘‘all legal and political’’ and simply saying 
‘all disabilities imposed,’’ which I think is 
beiter phraseology: and I have left out the 
second section of the bill as it passed the 
House. ‘This isthe bill precisely as it passed 
the House for the removal of political disabili- 
ties, removing the disabilities of those and 


| only those that the bill as it passed the House 


removed ; it contains the same exceptions. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. What was the 
second section? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The second section re- 
quired the parties whose disabilities were 
removed to go before a court and make oath. 
I have left that out; but this removes the dis 
abilities of precisely those persons that the 
House voted to remove them from, and none 
others. 

Mr. NYE. Is it in order to move to amend 
the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Lilinois ? 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis. 


persons | 


——— a 








ee —_ 


—— 
es, 





Mr. NYE. I move to add the second gee. 
tion of the House amnesty bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment 
to the amendment will be read. 

The Cuier Cierk. Itis proposed to amend 
the amendment by adding: 


Sec. —. That before any person shall be entitled to 
the benefit of this act, he shall, within the district 
where he resides, before a clerk of some court of the 
United States, or a United States commissioner, 
take and subscribe an oath or affirmation tosupport 
the Constitution of the United States, and to bear 
true faith andallegiance tothe same; which oath or 
affirmation shall be forwarded by said officer to the 
Secretary of State of the United States, who shail 
cause a list of all persons complying with the pro- 
visions of thisact to be laid before Congress at the 
opening of each session thereof; and the officer be- 
fore whom such oath oraflirnation is made shall give 
to the person taking it a certificate of the fact, under 
such forms »nd regulations as the Secretary of State 
shall prescribe, 


Mr. SUMNER 
now? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is not; this 
is an amendmentto an amendment. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 
Nevada to the amendment of the Senator from 
Illinois. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. MORTON. This is the vote on the 
amendment of the Senator from Nevada. I 
hope that will be adopted. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 36, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aleorn, Ames, Anthony, Bore- 
man, Buckingham, Caldwell, Carpenter, Chandler, 
Clayton, Cole, Corbett, Cragin, Ferry of Michigan, 
Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamlin, Harian, 
IHliteheock, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of Vermont, 
Morton. Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ram- 
sey, Robertson, Scott, Sherman, Spencer, Sumner, 
Windom, and Wright—36, y 

NAYS—Messrs. Blair, Casserly, Cooper, Davis of 


Isthat open to amendment 


I call for the 


West Virginia, Ferry of Connecticut, Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, 
Johnston. Kelly, Norwood, Ransom, Rice, Sawyer, 


Schurz, Sprague, Stevenson, Stewart, Stockton, 
Thurman. Tipton, Trumbull, and Wilson—24. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Bayard, Brownlow, Cameron, 
Conkling, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Fenton, 
Howe, Lewi-, Morrill of Maine, Patterson, Sauls- 
bury, Vickers, and West—2l1. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 


Mr. BOREMAN. Mr. 
sons given 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from West Virginia that 
by the agreement made, an amendment must 
be moved or there can be no debate. When 
an amendment is moved the Senator can speak 
five minutes. 

Mr. MORTON. 
pending. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Illinois has a pending amendment, and 
the Senator from West Virginia can speak on 
that five minutes. 

Mr. BOREMAN. [For reasons stated some 
days since, | expect to vote for the removal of 
politica: disabilities to the extent compre- 
hended by the amendment now proposed ; but 
it must be evident to every friend of the ori- 
ginal bill reported by the Senator from Indiana 
that if this amendment is put upon this bill,the 
Senator from Massachuseits will then come on 
with his civil rights bill, which, as the votes 
heretofore had shown, will be attached, and 
that will defeat the original proposition. That 
will be the result. Now, it may be well for 
the friends of the original bill to consider this 
matter before they "cae their votes on this 
amendment, for if this amendment is carried, 
we have the other struggle which we have 
passed over twice heretofore at this session ; 
and it will result, aa I have said, in the defeat 
of the original bill. 

This is all I have to say. I merely rose to 
call the attention of members to it. lam a 
friend of the amendment now submiited if it 
were offered as an original proposition; but 
attached to this bill, which must resulé in its 
defeat, I am opposed to it. 


President, for rea- 





There is an amendment 
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Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, concurring 
in all that the Senator from West Virginia has 
said, I wish to add that without reference to 
the effect of this amendment upon the original 
proposition, I shall vote against it upon the 
ground which I have all along maintained: that 


j 


| 
| 


it is improper to tack together legislative | 


measures one of which requires but a majority 
yote, and the other of which requires a two- 
thirds vote. It seems to me it is about as 
vicious in legislation as it would have been 
in the old Jews to have violated the Levit- 


ical law which said to them, ‘** Thou shalt not | 


plow with an ox and an ass yoked together.’’ I 
shall vote against all such propositions. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I was of the same 
opinion as the Senator from Pennsylvania; but 
the Senator from Pennsylvania and myself, I 
trust, are both practical men. 
has decided differently, and in our action 
here we must conform to the decision of the 
majority in establishing its rules. The ma- 
jority of this body has said that it is proper 
to annex a bill which can be passed by a major- 
ity to a billthat can only be passed by a two- 
thirds vote; that it isin order and a proper 
thing todo. That being so, the Senator from 
Penusylvania, if he is in favor of amnesty, 
cannot avoid the responsibility by saying, ‘* I 
will not vote for it; you do not bring it in at 
the right time and in the right way,’’ for am- 
nesty has been defeated in the Senate twice 
by attaching to it things that do not belong to 
it. Now the Senator from West Virginia, I 
regret to see, is disposed to abandon amnesty. 
If there is a majority of the Senate for am- 
nesty, as I believe there is, let us stand by it; 
let the country be no longer decéived by these 
professions for amnesty and votes to kill am- 
nesty. Here is the very bill 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. May I ask 
the Senator from Illinois a question? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly, though I 
have got but five minutes. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Will the 
Senator vote for the bill if this is attached 
to it? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will vote for the bill 
with amnesty on it certainly; and I ask will 
the Senator from Vermont vote for it? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I should 
vote for any amnesty bill on the principles of 
the House bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. This is the very House 
bill. Then I understand my friend from Ver- 
mont is committed? I will vote for the bill 
with amnesty upon it. 
much that I will vote for almost anything that 
is not unconstitutional to get it. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator permit me 
a question? Suppose, then, that following 
out his practical ideas and his suggestions, the 
civil rights bill gets on bythe same process? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I know of no civil 
rights bill. 





Mr. SUMNER. I know of one. [Laughter. ] |} 


Mr. TRUMBULL. There is a bill that has 
been misnamed a civil rights bill, proposing to 
establish social rights which is unconstitutional 
In its provisions, and which I shall not vote 
for. But the Senator from Pennsylvania and 
myself agreeing, and the Senator from West 
Virginia, I believe, agreeing, let us unite to- 
gether and vote down this misnamed civil 
rights bill, this monstrosity that has got aname 
that does not belong to it, that seeks under 
false pretenses to impose upon the country 
and upon the colored people of the country by 
giving it a name. You cannot make a mule 
a horse by calling it a horse. Let us vote it 
down. If there are in this Senate a majority 


of the friends of amnesty, let them evidence | 


their faith by their works. By their votes ye 
shall know them ; and if they are not for am- 
nesty and vote to put on it bills misnamed civil 


rights—called bills to establish equal rights | 


when they establish no equality—if they are 
for that and for defeating amnesty, let us un- 


The Senate | 


pepe — 


| tunity to pass the bill which the House passed ; 





I want amnesty s0 | 





and let the friends of amnesty stand by it; as 


| we have got the whole bill on by the motion 


| the second section, so 


of the Senator from Nevada, who has added 
that we now have the 
precise House bill, I hope every friend of am- 


| nesty will vote against further amendment to 


it, however plausible. Let us hold on to this 
bill and pass it. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I propose, 
in spite of the earnest and almost menacing 
language of the Senator from Lilinois, to vote 
against this amendment 

Mr. MORTON. That is right. 

Mr. WILSON. The House of Representa- 





| tives has passed to-day an amnesty bill; it 


| will be here soon. 


They gave thirty-six ma- 
jority for a civil rights bill in the House 
to-day. 
Mr. SUMNER. 
Mr. WILSON. 
Mr. SUMNER. That is good. 
Mr. WILSON. But it was not enough to 
pass it, it requiring a two-thirds vote. Now, 


They did to-day? 
Yes, sir, they did to-day. 


Ir, é nes ill is its we » There 
| sir, an amnesty bill is on its way here. There 





derstand it. But, sir, I think here is an oppor- || 


42p Cone. 2p Suess.—No. 211. 


is no contest in Congress about amnesty and 
has not been for months. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. But we cannot pass it. 

Mr. WILSON. ‘Then 

Mr. KELLOGG. Allow me to say that it 
goes further to the satisfaction of the Senator 
from Illinois than this bill. 

Mr. WILSON. 
about civil rights and not about amnesty. I 
expect a civil rights bill from the House in a 
very short time, and 1 want to see the amnesty 
bill and the civil rights bill both here, and 
then we shall 
against each other. 
separately and pass both bills, and have both 
of them become a lawat this session. There- 
fore, sir, I shall vote against this amendment 
to put amnesty on this bill. 

I have a word to say as to what the country 
well understand. The country knows quite as 
well what is going on here and what has been 
going on all winter and what has gone onat one 
convention and what will go on at others as 





the rest of us do, and the country is quite as | 


cool and quite as calm as we are about it. I 
hope the Senate will vote down this proposi- 
tion, pass this bill, and then take up the 
bill that comes from the House of Repre- 
sentatives at the proper time. I hope further 
we shall have a bill for civil rights and we will 
consider both and have them both pass sep- 
arately during this session. 

Mr. SUMNER. 
tice that should the motion of the Senator 
from Iilinois prevail, and the amnesty bill be 
fastened upon the pending measure, I shall 
try to attach a much superior and more im- 
portant measure, which, notwithstanding what 
he says, | shall insist upon calling the civil 
rights bill. The Senator says my bill is for 
social equality. Now, I have often s‘d in 
this Chamber that I preferthata colored ator 
should answer a Senator like the Senato: from 
Illinois. I read from Mr. Frederick Doug- 
lass’s speech only the other day. I hope the 
Senator will not go because [ wish him to hear 
how Mr. Douglass answered him. Mr. Doug- 
lass anticipated the speech this day. You 


| 


The controversy has been | 


not have them antagonized | 
We can take each up | 


| 


| to drink the same water? 








Mr. President, I give no- | 


would think he had the gift. of second sight, | 


Mr. President, or second hearing or something, 
of the kind: 


“We are here to-night to urge equality in our 
common schools, because there of all other places 
isthe place tostart right. The common school is 
the basis of our whole system, and without it the Uni- 
ted States would be little better than uneducated 
Jamaica. We are met with an objection at once. It 
is urged that our zealous white friends are endeav- 
oring to force social equality in the country.’’ 


There it is ; 
Senator from Illinois, ** social equality.’’ 
Douglass proceeds: 


the very objection made by the 


Mr. 


**Wedo not aim at any suchthing. The colored 
people desire nothing sointangible. It is unknown 
to the laws of this country or any other country. I 
understand what is meant by equality belore the 
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| when I was a boy playing with my fellows. 
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law, but social equality Lam entirely ignorant of. 

know there are little rings and coteries where men 
are equal, but there is no such thing as social equal- 
ity in a nationalseale, What is social equality ? Ls 
it to walk the streets with others, to ride in the cars, 
Lt these constitute soci il 
equality, then Lam forit. T don’t think that even 
the editor of tae Pilot, if he drank at the same pump 
with Fred. Douglass, would consider him his social 
equal, and [don’t know what Fred, Douglass would 
think on the other side. (Laughter.] But if it be 
understood that we are endeavoring to force our 
white neighbors to invite us to their drawing-rooms, 
to allow us to marry their sons and daughters—if 
this is social equality, then [ contend that it is 
wrong to confound the common-school subject with 
thisidea. There was no distinction between color 
It waa 
only when the black man asserted himself a man 
and endeavored to be aman among men, that the 
line was drawn. I desire, and the gentlemen on this 
platform desire, that the colored child have the 
same common-school right’’— 

Mr. Douglass uses the term that the Sena- 
tor from Illinois discards: 

“the same common-school right’’— 

I wish my voice was much louder, that I 
might make that word thunder through this 
land— 

‘*‘as any other child has, and [I say until this is 
done there will be no such thing in this country as 
a common-school system.”’ 

That is the answer which I make to the 
Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. TRUMBULL and Mr. MORTON. Mr. 
President—— 

The VICK PRES{DENT. The Senator 
from Illinois first addressed the Chair, and 
the Chair of course awards the floor to him; 
but by the agreement there is to be only five- 
minutes debate by any Senator on any one 
amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to strike out 
the second exception in the pending amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MORTON. 
order. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Indiana rises to a question of order, 
which he will state. 

Mr. MORTON. I rise to this question: 
whether upon a fair construction of the rule, 
and its fair and equitable administration, its 
effect can be dodged in that way ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks 
the word ‘*dodged”’ is scarcely parliamentary. 

Mr. MORTON. It may not be parlia- 
mentary 

Mr. SCOTT. 
{ Laughter. | 


The VICE PRESIDENT, 


I rise to a question of 





But is very expressive. 


The Chair will 


| rule upon the point without expressing an 


Opinion upon that matter. By the rule of 
amendments, amendments to amendments are 
in order, and a Senator has a right to move 
an amendment to an amendment. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois, now moves to amend this 
amendment as it has been amended by the 
Senate. The Chair thinks he has the right 
under parliamentary law to do so. ‘The 
Chairthinks that, under this five-minutes rule 
as stated on Saturday, he believes by the Sena- 
tor from Ohio [Mr. lHuRMAN] or some Sena- 
tor on the right of the Chair, debate can be 


| prolonged for a long time by moving amend- 
|| ments. 


Sull the parliamentary law allows the 
Senator to move the amendment, and it is now 


| in order. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I shall occupy but a 
moment, and would have been through before 
this if I had been allowed to proceed. I sup- 
pose it is competent to answer the high 
authority of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
being that of a colored man, by the same high 
authority, being that of acolored man, no less a 
distinguished person than Professor Langston. 
Now, out of the words of a colored man, | pre 
ferto answer the argumentof the Senator from 
Massachusetts. Let a colored 
that Senator. 

Mr. SUMNER. 
thorizes me—— 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I shall be through in a 
The Senator will please wait until 
| I am through. 


man answer 


Professor Langston au- 


moment. 


“nae 


} 
‘ 
{ 
f 





cae 


rw POR ser 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
from Illinois dee lines to vie ld, he cannot be 


interrupted without his ex 


Mr. TROMBULL. 


hpeec§n 


neent, 

Pre { . | . onaat i = 
rofessor Langston’s 
paper printed in the 

, 

culy of Washington, which | believe is known 

us the Daily Morning Chronicle. Now, we 

What he Bays: 


is reported in a 


Wiil See 


‘I am in favor of civil rights and e 
and social « yuatity [ sis alll 
take nothing leas than that.” 

Mr. SUMNER. Now, I conversed 
with Professor Langston on that very point, and 
he told me he ported. The Senator 
ithority which is no aathority. 


i | 


Laughte r. | 


ymmon schools 
ask, and I will 


have 


was mise 


ives an 


Mr. BOREMAN. The course of the Senator 
Inolsin regard to myself seemsto me a 


litle singular, I care nothing for the faet 
elf or tor the course imputed to me, except 
that he repeats to-day what he said in regard 


the 


he had to make an explanation and withdraw 


to my course other day. On that occasion 


the statement which he had made. ‘To-day, 
however, because | do not choose to follow 
his lead and deteat the original bill introduced 


hy the Senator from Indiana, he has repeated 


the statement that Lhave abandoned amnesty, 
and t any Fi 


without foundation whatsoever, fo| 
lowing tmmediately upon the statement which 
{ had made, that if this bill were here by itself 
f should vote for it, and for it for the 
reasons which [ had given heretofore, and that 
{ opposed it here simply because it must result 
in the defeat of the bill under consi leration 
as originally introduced; that it would be fol- 
lowed, as now have it stated it will be, 
by the effort to tack on to it the civil rights 
bill, as it is ealled bill of the Senator 
Massachusetts—which, if it meets with 
as many friends as it did a few days since, will 
become a portion of it, and must ultim itely 
defeat this bill, becanse it cannot get a two 
thirds vote. Now, sir, why the Senator from 
I}linois should to-day repeat the charge that I 
have abandoned amnesty when | have ex- 
pressly stated that I was in favor of it and 
would vote for it if it was here separately, I 
cannot underst ind, 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Before the Sen- 
the Chair will state that at half 
past four o'clock, by order of the Senate, the 
Senate takes a recess until half past seven 
the evening session to be devoted to 
reports from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and the business now pending to be the unfin- 
ished business at the meeting to-morrow at | 
twelve o'clock, after the morning hour. 

Mr. COLE. Tshould like tosubmita report 


from a conference committee now or after the 
recess, 


The VICE 


vote 


we 


—-the 


from 


ator proces das, 


o'clo k. 


PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
Mr. SHERMAN. 
the time half an hoar. 


The 


[ suggest that we extend 


VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 


from Ohio asks that the time for the afternoon || 


session be extended until five o'clock. 
Mr. TRUMBULL and others. Oh, no. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 


from Illinois objects. Doe 8 the Senator yield 


Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
first receive a message from the House of 
Liepresentatives. 


to the conference report? | 


MBSSAGE FROM THUR HOUSR. 
_A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills, ! 


in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 


A bill 


constr 


(H. R. No. 2313) to authorize the 
ichion of a bi dge over the tide-water 
of Dunstan river, in the State of Maine: and 
A bill (H. R. No. 2761) to remove political 
disabiliues impesed by the fourteenth article || 


ator trom Indiana yield or decline to yield? i 
| 


of the amendments of the Constitution of the 
United States. 
DEFICIENCY 

Mr. COLE. J now submit a report from a 
conference committee, 

My. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
time be extended for ten 
cousider this ré port. 

Mr. PRUMBULL. I think wecan get through 
with the report by the time fixed for the recess. 
My objection is simply this: tf we areto meet 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Lask that the 
MLBULes, S80 as LO 


at half past seven o’eloek this evening we || tion of all claims against the United States 


} on account ef the seizureof said cotton; and a sut- 
| ficient sum for such payment i 


certainly shoald not sit here pow until five 
o’ clock. 
lhe VICK PRESIDENT. 
will read the report. 
Mr. SHERMAN, 
five minutes. 
Mr. TRUMBULE. 
Mr. SHERMAN. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. 


‘The Secretary 
It will take more than 


To read the report ? 
¥ es, sir. 


I will make no objec- 


| tion to extending the time so as to allow the 


report to be read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
not then announce the elose of the afternoon 
session until a quarter to five o’clock, unless 
some Senator demands it or a vote be taken 
on this question in the mean time. 

The Chief Clerk read the conterence report, 
as foliows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment to bill 
(il. R. No, 1654) making appropriations to supply de- 
ficiencies in the appropriations tor the service ofthe 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, 
and for former yeers, and for other purposes, hav- 
ing met, alfterfall and free conference have agreed 


| to recoumend, and do recommend, to their respect- 


ive ILouses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from their amendments 
numbered 20, 27, and 57. 

That the Lhouse of Representatives reeede from 
their disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 2, 5, 7, 28, 30, 35, 37, 58, 56, and 62, and 
agree to the same. 

The Senate recede from their first amendment, 
and agree to the amendment of the House to said 
amendment. 

‘That the Llouse recede from their disagreement to 


the third amendment of the Senate, and agree to | 


| the same with the following amendments: tm line 


| two of said amendment strike out the words 





oe 
| five; 


“to 
pay the’’ and insert in liea the following words: 
‘that the payment of;’’ andin the same line, alter 
the word “for,” insert the word “‘actual;’’ and 
strike out of said amendment all after the word 
* President,”’ in line five down to the end of line 
six, and insert in lieu the following words: “is 
hereby authborized;’’ and the Senate agree to the 
sane. 

‘That the tlouse recede from the first clause of 
their amendment to the sixth amendment of the 
Senate; and thatthe Senate recede trom their dis- 
agreement to the second clause of the amendment 
ot the House to said amendment, and agree to the 
same, 

That the Senate recede from so much of their 
twenty-fifth amendment as proposed to insert words, 
and the Llouse agree to said amendment as_so 
modified, 

That the House recede from their amendment to 
the twenty-sixth amendment of the Senate, and 


| agree to the same with the following amendment: | 
in line five of said amendment, strike out the word | 


’ 


“‘one’”’ and insert in lieu thereof the word ** two,’ 


| and the Senate agree to the same. 


That the louse recede from their disagreement to 
the thirty-first amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with the following: restore the word 
“three’’ to the bill; and in line seven, on page 13 
of the bill, strike out the words “ and fifty;’’ and 


| the Senate agree to the same, 


That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the thirty-second amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendment: 
in lieu of the words stricken out by said amendment 
insert the words “and twenty-five;”’ and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the thirty-third amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendment: 
in lieu of the words inserted by said amendment 
insert the following words: ‘six hundred and twenty- 
and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the Senate recede from their forty-second 
amendment, and ugree to the amendment of the 
Llouse to said amendment. 

That the Ilouse reeeds from their disagreement to 
the fifty-eighih amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with the following amendment: in 
lieu of the words stricken out by said amendment 
insert the following words: “Provided,” That this 
appropriation shall continue available until the 
30th of Jane, 1873, and the Senate agree to thesame. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the several amendments of the House, to the 
eleyenth, twenty-fourth, thipty~sixth, thirty-eighth, 


| 
| 
| 
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| or their legal representatives, 





ee 


| instructions, the net proeeeds, without 
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forty-first, forty-third, forty-sixth, forty-ninth, and 
fiitieth amendments of the Senate; and agree to the 
sauie, 

That the House recede from their amendment to 
the sixty-fourth amendment of the Senate and agree 
to the same with the following amendment, substi- 
tute tor said Senateamendment the following: “‘that 
the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is héreby, 
wuthorized and direeted to pay tothe lawful owners, 
of all cotten seized 
after the 30th day of June, 1565, by the agents of the 
Government unlawfully and in violation of their 
interest, of 
the sale of said cottonactnatly paid into the ‘Treas- 
ury of the United States: Provided, That the receipts 
thereof shall be taken and received in full satistac 
for or 


hereby appropriated 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 


| propriated: And provided further, That the forego 


ing provisions shall not apply to any claim now 
pending before the Court of Claims, nor to any claim 
not filed in the Treasury Department within six 
months after the passage of this act; and thesum of 
320,000 is hereby appropriated for the payment of 
the necessary expenses of defending the United 


| States in respect to claims for said proceeds, to he 


| expended under the direction of the 








Secretary of 
and the Senate agree to the same. 
C. COns 


45s, 


J. L. ALCORN. 


Managers on the part of the Senate, 


JAMES A. GARFIELD, 

LUKW P. POLAND, 

S.58. MARSHALL, 
Managers onthe part of the House. 


I concurin the recommendations of the conferees 
except to that on thesixty-fourthamendment of the 
Senate, to which l respeet fully dissent. 

JOUN SHERMAN. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If | can get the attention 
of the Senate | will state in a word 

The VICK PRESIDENT, The Senate will 
come to order. ‘The Senator from Onio de- 
sires to explain the conlerenee report. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 do not rise to explain 
the conferenee report, because I dissent from 
the action of the committee on the sixty- 
fourth amendment, or what is known as the 
Morrill amendment. I was not able to agree 
with my colleagues on the committee in regard 
to that amendment. As to the Morrill amend- 
ment itself, the House having rejected it, | 
did not feel bound to insist upon it, because the 
rule in conference committees, as [understand 
it, is always where one House rejects an inde- 
pendent proposition the other House ought 
not to foree it upou them against their consent. 
Therefore, when the House by a very large 
vote rejected the Morrill amendment I did not 
consider myself bound to insist at the hazard 
of the bill upon that amendment. 

Mr. POMEROY. And did not see the folly 
of putting it on? 

Mr.SHERMAN. No,sir; I didnot, But 
the House attached to the Morrill amendment 
an independent proposition authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay claims for 
cotton seized after the 80th of June, 1865, 
The total amount of these claims was about 
five million dollars.. The amount that would 
have been covered by the amendment of the 
House was said to be from one to two mil- 
lions. After considerable controverery, this 
was modified so that the amount was somewhat 
reduced. ButI never will sign a conference 
report where a proposition is made by either 
Honse that has not been discussed in the other 
House, that cannot be discussed under our 
rules, and that would involve the large sums 
of money involved in this amendment. 

This amendment authorizes the payment by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, upon his own 
examination, of claims to the amount of five 
hundred thousand dollars and upward; how 
much I do not know, depending entirely upon 
the judgment of the Secretary, That subject 
has never been presented to the Senate. Lhe 
Senate cannot now take a vote upon it. There 
is no way in which the Senate can amend the 
proposition. It is the introduction of new 
matter under color of an amendment to an 
amendment, and I think it is a very vicious 
practice. It carries the doctrine of conference 
reports far beyond what I think is right and 
proper. he } 

Now, sir, there is no difficulty in either 


” 


the Treasury; 











ecahieneeaie eee 
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House in presenting this subject at any time ; 
and my objection to this conference report is 
that this proposition was not abandone d with 
the Morrill amendment. Then if there is 
really a sum of money due to any portion of 
our ciluzens for lawful claims, the subj ect may 
be presented to the Committee on Claims, or 
in some other form, in such a way that the 
Senate may have action upon it, It strikes 
me, however, as the controversy between the 
two Houses is on this amendment, that the 
better way would be for the Senate, unless the 
body is so thin now that they cannot act upon 
jt, to non-concur in thisre »portand the n recede 
from the Morrill amendment, and that ends 
the controversy, because if the Senate recede 
from the Morrill amendment, the House 
amendment to that amendment falls with it, 
and then the whole matter is disposed of with- 
out entering into this, as I think, dangerous 
legislation. [therefore felt bound to make this 
statement, and to give the reasons why I could 
not concur in this report. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair de- 
sires to ascertain how the Senator from Indi- 
ana yielded to the report, whether it was by 
unanimous consent to be superseded if it was 
not finished before fifteen minutes to five 
o'clock. 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If this matter is 
not concluded then, the Chair will call up the 
enforcement bill at that time. 

Mr. COLE. It will be remembered that 
the House rejected the Morrill amendment 
and substituted for it an amendment to which 
the Senate probably would not acquiesce. 
‘That was modified by the committee in four 
particulars. In the first place, it was restricted 
to cotton seized in violation of law; the tak- 
ing of cases from the Court of Claims and 
presenting them to the Department was pro- 
hibited ; the time forthe presentation of these 
claims to the Department was limited to six 
mouths after the passage of the law; and an 


appropriation was provided for the use of the | 


Secretary of the Treasury, to be used as he 
sees fit, to resist claims of that kind. 

These amendments | can properly state 
were prepared by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, and [ hold in my hand a long letter from 


THE:-CO 
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Senate disagree to the amendment they will 
have to aska new conference, or ask the House 
to recede themselves, 
Mr. SHERMAN. There will be no diffi- 
culty, then, because the Senate can recede from 
this amendment, and that drops this disputed 


question out of the Dill. 


The VIC ls 





PRESIDENT. If this report 
were disagreed to, it could be recommitted to 
the same Sain ce committee. 


Mr. SHERMAN. The purpose was to pre- 
sent distinc uly to the Senate whether the y de 
sired the conference to add this new item tothe 
appropriations. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
test-vote on this question, 

Mr. BOREMAN. I simply rise to ask the 
Senator presenting this report whether the 
Morrill amendment was agreed to by the con- 
ference ? 

Mr. COLE 


[That would bea 


No; 


that was stricken out by 


the House; that is to say, they disagreed to 


that amendment, and proposed a substitute 
for it which prob: L bly is pretty we ll unde rst ood 
on the part of the Senate. Ihave it here. It 
is as follows: 

Th ut the Si cretary « 
hereby, tuthorize 
tul owners, 


if the Treasury be, 
Land directed to pay to the law- 
or their legal representatives, of all cot- 


ton seized after the 30th day of June, 1855, by the 
agents of the Government, the net procee ron wrree. 
interest, of the sales of such ecott yn actus lly p linto 
the Treasury of the United States: Provide F That 
| the receipt thereof shall be taken ar 1 ‘eived in 
full satisfaction of all claims against he United 


that officer on this subject which I should like || 


very much to have read if there was time, 
I rather think there is not, as it is quite lengthy. 
In this letter he states that the amount that 
will probably be paid under this amendment, 
as modified by himself, would be not to exceed 
$500,000, aud that is the amount that is prob- 
ably involved in the amendment. The sub- 
ject has been before the conference committee 
a long time, and it will be inferred that there 
has been a good deal of effort on the part of the 
committee to reach some conclusion in regard 
to it. We submit this report for the purpose 
of taking the judgment of the Senate on the 
question. If the judgment of the Senate is 
that this ought not to be accepted, of course 
the Senate branch of the conference commit- 
tee without any hesitation will at once accept 
that as the instruction of the Senate on the 
subject. I thought it due to the Senate to 
state so much as I have with regard to the 
action of the Secretary of the Treasury upon 
it, the proposition being satisfactory to that 
officer, who will have the administering of 
that part of the law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to ask a question 
as to the effect of a vote of the Senate non- 
concurring in the report of the committee of 
conference. The papers being here, the bill 
and the amendments of the House being before 
us, itis perfectly in order, as | understand, to 
recede from the sixty-fourth or Morrill amend- 
ment, which carries with it this disputed propo- 
silion. 

‘the VICE PRESIDENT. It would be in 
order to recede from the Morrill amendment, 
so called, if it had not been amended by the 


House; but having arrived at that stage, if the || by the Senator from Liliuois 


but | 


States for or on account of the seizure of such cot- 
ton; and a sufficient sum for such payment is hereby 


appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not 


otherwi ippropriated; and the Secretary of the 
Treas iry isbereby authorized to preseribe rules and 
res tions for the ascertainment of all necessary 





facts { n thereof, 
Mr. BOREMAN. 
on the subjec tz 
Mr. COLE. No, sir; that aoe been mod- 
ified by the conference committee by adding 


rr the execullo 


And that is all there is 


several propositions. In the frat place, we 
insert the words ‘‘seized unlawfully and in 


violation of the instructions of the Depa 
ment.’’? Then we provide that no cl 
be taken from the Court of Cl 
sented to the Department for payment. We 
further provide that all anes that are to be 
pa id under this provision shall be pre sented 
within six months from the passage of the bill 
and then we bray de : a fund of $20,000 for the 
use of the Secretary of the Treasury in di fend 
ing cl aa ot tks 3 kind in his Departmen 

Mr. BLAIR | can see no propriety 
ing down this conference r 
idment made by the 


sentatives. 


5 } 
alms 8 iall 


1ims and pre- 


, 


In Vot- 
a. i eason of 

a )posi- 
ken DY the 
unlawfully and the proceeds of 
which have been in the possession of and used 
by the Government for now nearly seven years 
and it pays no interest. I think the sense of 
j istice in the Senate will lead us to vote to 
concur and not 


the amet 
[t isa plain and sim; 
tion to pay for cotton that was ta 
Government 


to vote down this conl 


‘rence 
repo I shall vote for it because it is an act 
of justice to people who have been wronged 
clearly and equivocally, as has been decided 
by the Supreme Court of the United States in 
a case which has gone before it. ‘here is no 
possible q iestion that after the war ceased 
it was illegal to take these peoy le’s property, 
and | believe the Senate wril doan act of ny is- 


tice and will do what is creditable to the Gov- 


ernment in agreeing to this conference re port. 


Mr. ALCORN. Mr. President—— 


Mr. SHERMAN. Ifthe Senator from Mi 
sissippi will allow me, | wish to state one fact 
only that I omitted ; that is, that if th \ 
any claim of thi id which ¢ i prey 
be paid by t Govern f the Ur | 
States, there was mt ne oft uniaw 
ful seiz ire up to \ igu ] S¢ 5, ape i mi ol Over 
two years, during which these claimants might 
have presents d ti claims to the lreag iry 
Department and ae id. In August, 1865 


after a long debate, which w: 


is pa 
[ Mr. TRUMB LL} 
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ny 





and he is 


i} so as to leave it 
|} Senate 





and the Senator from Maine (Mr. Fessenden,) 
this money was carried into the Treasury for 
the very purpose of putting an end to the pay- 
ment of these claims, it being # en believed 
that all claims which could fairl 

against the cotton fund 


and then by the act 


be made out 
submitted, 
ion of Congress, aftera full 
de bate, y was carr d to the surplus 
fund. This is to reopen the door as to the 
claims that arose out of seizures alter July 1, 
1865, 

Mr. ALCORN. 


h id hes en 


this mone 


T do not propose — 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that there are but two minutes of the 
afternoon session now remaining, 

Mr. COLK. I move that 
tended to five o'clock. 
matter. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. lt seems to me there 
is no probabilit y of getting through with this, 
if Is going to be discussed. 
nail to sitting here until 
then meeting half past 

Mr. MORTON. I should like to make an 
inquiry. Will anything be in order to night 
but bills from the Naval Committee? 

The VICK PRESIDENT, Ne but 
bills from the Committee on Naval Affairs, by 
the understanding of the Senate. ‘The Sena- 
tor from Neva Nyr] is to occupy the 


the time be ex- 
It is an important 


This must be 


and | obj “et 
five o’clock and 


seven, 


thing 


la {| Mr. 
chair during the evening session, and the Sen- 
ate have instructed the Chair not to en 
unanimous conse 
he Senator 


te rtain 
t for anything but naval bills. 
from » Mississippi [Mr. ALcorn } 
id the Chair 
call up the amendatory enforcement bill, 
as unfinished business. ‘T he 
resumes the consideration of Senate 
bill No. 791. The hour of four o’clock and 
forty-five minutes having arrived, the Senate 
] a recess ull 


has risen to debate this report, ar 
must 


1OW takes tilh ilf past seven o'clock, 


to consider at the evening session bills from 


the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


EVENING SESSION, 
The Senate reassembled at half past seven 


| ‘ } 
o'clock p. m. 


WIDOW OF ADMIRAL FARRAGUT. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. 
in the chair.) The Senate 
evening for the ec 


Nyx 
has assigned this 

ynsideration of bi 
ginating i the Committee on Nav A fYairs, 
and no other business can be entertained by 
the Chair. 

Mr. CRAGIN. 
Jersey [ Mr. 
up a bill 
Naval 


wishes to leave, 


mal AG ort 


The Senator from New 
I RELINGUUYSEN ] desires to call 
which reported from the 
Committee, and as he is unwell and 
| have consented that he shall 
this time. Itis understood that if 
occupies any time it will be with- 


has been 


do so at 
12 bill 
drawn. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYS 


the Senate 


IEN. I move that 
proceed to the consideration of 
bill No. 746, granting a p: 
widow of the late Admiral l‘arragut, re} 
by the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
will be considered as before the 
there be no objec tl mn. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. No. 746) 


Sena e to the 


orted 


nsion 


That bill 
Senate if 


granting a pension to the widow of the late 
Admiral I’arragut. 

Phe Com e ( Nav Affairs reported 

the iil Wilh Iment, to insert in ling 
9 

{0 rt j \ L Ly 9) | | 
ea @ BIX, alte the 4 
: i ) he wi rd { ‘ ti 
‘ ‘\ , ' ‘ 

i vik } islon Tuna ; at ie 
bill Viil Te 1; 

Dew ena fec., That the Secretary of the In- 
t¢ r be, and } erenpy, wutborized t | ) 
name ot Virginia L. Furragut, widow of D. dU. | . 
ragut, decea Ll, late Admiral of the | fed q 
Na on the pension-roll, and allow nd pa er 

| from the interest on the Navy pension fund a pen- 
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gion at the rate of $2,000 per annum, from and after 
the passage of this act. 

(he amendment was agreed to 

The bill was reported tothe S teas amend- 
ed. a | the amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be envrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE F. CUTTER 

Mr. CRAGIN. I move that the Senate 
proces 1 to the consideration of Senate bill 
No. 171. 

lhe motion was agreed to: and the Senate, 
n n Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
co ler the bi S. No. 171) for the relief of 
Pa er George F. Cutter It proposes to 
nut / ne acco ting officers of the ‘l'reas- 
ury Department to credit George IF, Cutter, 
| I ter in the | ed States Navy, with the 
sum of S254 in coin, now checked against him 
on the be s of that Department, being the 
amount stolen from the funds of the United 
State on ird the ship Pi catagua, in the 
harbor of Yokohama, Japan, in September, 
LSG8 

Mr. POMEROY. Is there a report in that 
Ct f 

Ilr. CRAGIN. There is no repoct, but I 
} a statement in regard to it here. This 
i passed the House atthe last Congress, and 
| will read what was said very briefly at that 


ne by eve who reportedit from the 
( imittee on Naval Affairs in the House: 

Mr. Sre\ It is a ver mall matter, and if 
t} entleman will ve me bh itt ion [Twill state 
it pole ct in & noment, ln S ptember, 1868, 
the Treasury ston board th teamet Piscataqua 
was broken into and 3254 of Mexiean coin stolen 
from tl teamer The parties who committed the 
th were tried, convicted, and sent to the peniten- 
tis fhe paymuster was exonerated by the court 
froma blame, and, according to the usual custom 

ich eases where the loss otherwise would fall on 
tm nt party, we have recommended that this 
hioney ould be pa d: 

Mr. HAMLIN. What is the amount? 


Mr. CRAGIN Iwo hundred and fifty-four 


dollars, The board exonerated the paymaster, 
earicd Lbve hieVes were irrested and punished, 
fhe bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engro sed tor a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HARKIET B, PENDLETON, 


Mr. CRAGIN. I move that the Senate now 
proceed to the consideration of Seuate bill 
Ni 259 

he m n was agreed to; and the bill (S 
No. 259) for the reliefof Mrs. Harriet B. Pen- 
diet widow ol George H. Pendleton, lute 
of the United States Navy, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It provides that 
Mi Llarric l Bb Py udle tou, widow of Get rge 
Li. Pendleton, late acting master of the Uni- 
ted States Navy, who was captured January 
7, 1864, 0n the coast of South Carolina. in the 


cha ‘ ! duties, shall be entitled to re- 
ceive the share of all prizes captured by the 
United States eamer Montgomery during the 
time of his imprisonment, to which vessel 
George LH. Pendleton was attached at the time 
of his capture, and that his name shall be con- 
idered as being borne 1} n thre ship's books 
the same as though he had been temporarily 
absent. Ifthe money for these prizes, or any 
ot them, has diready been distri yuted, then 
the Seeretary of the Navy is authorized to 
order the payment to be made from the moiety 
thereot belonging to the United States. 

Mr. POMEROY. ls there any amount 
provide i for toa be] uid, or is 1t indefinite? 

Mr. CRAGIN (he bill explains itself as 
well a ca This man was captured and a 
prisoner, and while he was a prisoner and 
His bame not be eon the roll, the vessel to 
which. | W ed took certain prizes 
lhis is to give him hisshare of the prize- 
money as though he had been temporarily ab 
sent. Whatthe amount is, | know not lt 
voes not come out of the Lre asury, | will say 


ing to the crew. IT have no doubt there is a 


balance moiety remaining. 


Mr. SHERMAN. The moiety of the Uni- 
ted States goes into the naval pension fund; 


that is, it comes out of the Tre 
United States, in point of 
for aman to bea prisoner if he gets his 
share of the prize-money and is relieved from 
the burdens and toil of the day. 

Mr. CRAGIN. ‘The bill is admitted to be 
entirely just. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


sasury of the 
fact It is lucky 


PROFESSORS OF 


Mr. CRAGIN. 


MATITLEMATICS. 
I move to proceed to the 
consideration of Senate bill No. 417, fixing 
the rank of professors of mathematics in the 
United States Navy. 4 
‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
the bill. It proposes to amend the 
ninth section of the naval ap pro priation bill, 
approved March 38, 1871, inserting, after 


the clause relating to the chaplains, the “follow- 
7 ) 
Ing c 


“as in 
Cc onside r 


by 


uuse : 
There shall be three professors of mathematics, 
who shall have relative rank of captain; four 


that of commander; and five that of lieutenant 
commander or lieutenant.”’ 


Mr. SHERMAN, 
bill. 

Mr. CRAGIN. Allow me to explain. In 
the bill fixing the rank of staff officers a few 
years ago, in the committee of conference 
agreed to, but the clerk in 
making out the report omitted this provision. 
It is simply to correct that error that this bill 
is Introduced. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A professor of mathe- 
matics is merely a staff oflicer, | presume, at 
the Naval Academy. 

Mr. CRAGIN. Some are there, and some 
are at the Observatory here. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It isa 
getting increased pay. 

Mr. CRAGIN. It does not affect the pay 


the 


I think that is a singular 


this clause was 


mere mode of 


at all. Itis relative rank only—a mere matter 
of ceremony. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does it not affect the 
pay at all? 

Mr. CRAGIN. Not at all. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They may put on all the 


fuss and 
affect the pay. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
of that kind in? 

Mr. CRAGIN. Itis simply that they may 
have the relative rank of captain ; not the pos- 
itive rank, but the relative rank. I am per- 
fectly willing to pat on a proviso if the Sen- 
ator from Illinois desires it, but this does not 
affect the pay. 

The bill was reported to the Senate with- 
out amendment, ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

W. B. CUSHING. 

Mr. CRAGIN, 
ate bill No. 173 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 
No. 173) extending the provisions of the act 
of July 16, 1862, granting ten years’ additional 
active service to certain officers, to Lieutenant 
Commander W. B. Cushing, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. The bill ex- 
tends the provision, of the act approved July 
16, 1862, granting ten years’ additional ser- 
vice on the active list to those officers of the 
Navy who had received or should receive the 
thanks of Congress, to include Lieutenant 
Commander W. B. Cushing, who received the 
thanks of Congress when a lieutenant, in a 
resolution approved December 20, 1864. 


Mr. CRAGIN. This bill simply extends 
the existing law to this officer, Lieutenant 


| Cushing, who blew up the rebel ram Albe- 


marle, 


very short time longer. 


j 
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active list ten years longer than he would 


otherwise be entitle dtodo. Thatis the effect 
which the passage of this bill so long in ad- 
vance will have on Mr. Cushing. He is a 
young man now, and I know no reason why 
the law should not apply to him as well as to 
any other officer who received the thanks of 
Congress. It does not affect the pay at all. 
The committee thought he was a deserving 
and very gallant officer. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LAZARUS L. REAMEY. 


Mr. CRAGIN. I move now to proceed to 
the consideration of Senate bill No. 1027. 

The motion was agreed to and; the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill ( No. 1027) to restore 
Lazarus L. Reamey to the Navy of the United 
States as a midshipman. 

The Committee on Naval Affairs reported 
the bill with an amendment, to strike out all 
after the enacting clause and in lieu thereof 
to insert the following: 

That the President of the United States be, and 
he is hereby authorized, if in his opinion the good 
of the service will be promoted thereby, to restore 
Lazarus L. Reamey to the Navy of the UnitedStates 
as a midshipman at the foot of the class of 1870, of 
of which he was a member at the time of his resig- 
nation, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed,and the amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, was read the third time, and 


passed. 
PAY OF RETIRED REAR ADMIRALS. 
Mr. CRAGIN. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 
595. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 595) to fix the pay of 
certain rear admirals on the retired list of the 
Navy. It provides that from and after the 
13th of June, 1870, rear admirals on the retired 
captains 
when the highest grade in the Navy was cap- 


|| tain, at the age ot sixty-two years, or after 


feathers they choose if it does not 


Why not put a clause | 


I move now to take up Sen- 


| forty-five years 


service, and who, after their 
retirement, were promoted to the grade of 
rear admiral, and performed the duties of that 
grade in time of war, shall, when not on duty, 
be entitled to and receive the pay of rear admi- 


|rals on the retired list. 


Mr. CRAGIN. ‘There are standing at the 
head of rear admirals on the retired list four 


ollicers, relics of the war of 1812. At the 
beginning of the war of the rebellion the 


highest grade in the Navy was captain, and 
at the age of sixty-two every officer in the 
Navy must be retired, and these officers were 
retired. When the grade of rear admiral was 
established, the law provided that the Presi- 
dent might select nine captains on the retired 
list to be promoted as rear admirals, in these 
words: 

“That there shall be allowed on the retired list 
nine rear admirals and eighteen commodores. The 
rear admirals shall be selected by the President, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, from 
those captains who have given the most. faithful 


| service to their country.” 


These men were retired as captains and now 
draw the half-pay of captains only. Since the 
passage of the law of 1862, creating the grade 
of rear admiral, many men who were juniors 
to these four rear admirals have been promoted 
to the grade of rea admiral‘on the active list 


/and retired as rear admirals, and now draw the 


half pay of rear admirals. All four of these 
men have been in service over sixty years, and 
they can in any event incumber the list but a 
At the head of them 
is Rear Admiral Shubrick, who is eighty-two 
years old. The next is Joseph Smith, eighty- 


Now, by law an officer who receives || two years old. Then there is Paulding, and 


to the Senator, but out of the moiety belong: || the thanks of Congress is to remain on the || one other that I do not remember. They were 
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all continued in active service all through || Stevens, of the United States Navy, was con- 
the late war because they were men of great | sidered as in Committee ofthe Whole. It pro- 
ability and officers of superior knowledge. It || poses to authorize the President of the United 
is simply to give them for the few remain- || States to appoint, and, with the advice and 
ing years of their lives the half pay of rear || consent of the Senate, to commission George 
admirals that this bill is proposed. It seems || A. Stevens to such rank in the United States 
to me to be j just, and is recommended by the Navy as the circumstances of Stevens’ case 
Department, al is the unanimous report ofthe || may, in his judgment, seem to justify. 
committee. Mr. CRAGIN. 1 will explain in a word 
The bill was reported to the Senate without || this bill. George A. Stevens has been ia the 
amendment. |} naval service over thirty-one years. Some 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Ii inquire how much this |} time during the war there was a rebel cruiser, 
increases their pay | by the name of the Tallahassee | think, that 


Mr. CRAGIN. The half-pay of a captain || appeared off the coast of New England and 


is $2,250. || Stevens was ordered to take a United States || 
Mr. T(RUMBULL. What will they get after || vessels and attempt to capture her, although 
this bill passes? || nobody knew where she was. He went to 


Mr. CRAGIN. They will get $3,000. Forty- || Portland, Maine, it being supposed that she 
five hundred dollars is a captain’s pay. ‘They || had taken that direction. He weut to Port- 
get half of that; that is, $2,250. lhe sea pay || land and called there to see if he could get 
of a rear admiral is $6,000; half of that entire || any information concerning the vessel; but 
pay is $3,000. It gives ‘them about seven || he did not succeed in doingso. He then went 
hundred and fifty dollars a year additional. || to Kastport, Maine, and there he found Alex- 
Mr. POMEROY. Many of them? i ander H. Rice, chairman of the Naval Com- 
Mr. CRAGIN. Only four; the four sur- |} mittee of the House, and Mr. Rice advised 
vivors of the nine; the five others are dead. him to telegraph to the Department for in- 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a || structions. He obtained no information in 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. || relation to the vessel; but before leaving 
CECILIA BARR. Kastport he learned that the vessel was or 


- | had been at Halifax. He started at once for 
Mr. CRAGIN. I now move that the Senate || pajifax. When he arrived there the Talla- 
proceed to the consideration of Senate bill Scilla: Neiasl Vall saat: Neat aiieeneeeemahlnl, ton 
a neers | has ‘i he wi Ss! in | 
No. 855. , os 3 his e ons 
[he motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. he Navy Department thought that he did 
T oO m Ss 
No. 835) for the relief of Mrs. Cecilia Barr, || not perform his ste properly, had him court- 
widow of William Barr, was considered as in martialed, and p!aced on the retired list. Lhe 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay || court-martial was very mild and did not go 
31,000 to Mrs. Cecilia Barr, widow of W iam |) quite so far as the Secretary of the Navy thought 
Barr, in consideration of the valuable in- A year ago Sait placed on the 
formation and services of W illiam Barr, ren- |! active list, but placed at the foot of lieutenant 
dered to the forces of the United States 10 || commanders; he had been in service thirty- 
the harbor of Savannah in the winters of || nna Seare Ge woke. and: all. the: other officers 
1861 and 1862 tal, : sccidii i 
. oa that grade had been in the service only ten 
eee ea ie alas § Or teah gnane Bee Reem coe ae 
ee at ley 4 ee dae ; years. His friends felt that this was a degra 
report in that case, which explains the bill. | dation to him and thought he ought to be 
Ihe Chief Clerk read the following report | 
submitted by Mr. CraGin on the 10:h of April: 


higher up on that list, if not at the foot of 

|| the commanders. ‘The committee are satisfied 

The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was || that if he erred at all, it was in judgment. 
referred Senate bill 835, for the relief of Cecilia 


they ought. 


Barr, widow of William Barr, have examined the | L bere is not a particle of evidence going to 
same and accompanying papers, and submit the | impeach him as being wanting in courage or 
following report: | anvthin “that kind. The bill s: ly at ’ 
- : oy to | auything of that kind, ie bill simply author 
William Barr, husband of the said Cecilia Barr, J ph 


. . ) > area re » 
in 1861. at the breaking out of the rebellion, was a || !ze8 the J resident to place him whe re the 
resident of Savannah, Georgia, and was, in com- circumstances Of the case seem to justily. 
mou with many others, dratted into the insurgent Mr. STOCKTON. Ldo not recollect this 
service. After many efforts, he succeeded in escap- a porns , ait Eile aes : ’ 
ing from Fort Pulaski, where he was stationed, to || C@Se 11 Committee probably was not at tae 
Tybee Island, then under the command of General || committee when it was acted on, and I should 
Wright, December 22, 1861. ‘The night, previous to like to ask the chairman of the committee 
deserting, he cut adrift two large rafts of timber, saath weet eta i eth hath 
consisting of two hundred andsixty-one logs, whic h whether there is any precet ent tor —_— ether 
fell into the possession of Captain Missroom, then such a bill has ever passed before, authorizing 
in command of United States guu-boats at that || the President to put an officer of the Navy 
point. This fact is corroborated by Captain Miss- 1 ae . 9 . 
room. The logs afterward assisted materially in || Wherever he sees ht to pat him ¢ as ae 
the attack and capture of Fort Pulaski. || Mr. CRAGIN. This isa House bill. There 

On the same night of his desertion he gave the |} was a bill passed at the last session of Con- 
information to Captian Missroom which prevented || md ; ; : 
the Fingal from putting to sea, by way of Warsaw gress authorizing this ofhcer’s restoration to 
sound, with a large cargo of cotton, the active list as lieutenant commander. This 
The said Barr was immediately sent by Captain 
Missroom to Admiral Du Pont, flag officer com- aa + leet a 
manding south Atlantic blockading squadron, to if he sees fit, to advance him in that grac e. 
whom he gave important information concerning || | am not sure that a bill ever passed exactly 
Forts Jackson and Pulaski, and the rebel strength : his language 
in and about Savannah. Th haracter and value in this Janguage. 
and apnot epavannanh, e Characcle é al > vir ‘ Yr ° - ° 
of this information will more fully appear from the Mr. SLOCKTON, I do not think it au- 
reports on file at the Navy Department, and from thorizes the President to advance him in that 
papers in the bands of this committee. way. but as 1 heard it read it authorizes the 
The said William Barr died July 16, 1865, hisdeath || \8Y), 90! ieard it read it authorizes the 
being caused by exposure in aiding the search for President to put him in any place he pleases. 
the assassins of President Lincoln. Besides his || He can make him an admiral. 
patriotism, he jis represented by Captain Missroom Mr. CRAGIN. 
to have been | particularly intelligent and anxious 
to be useful.’ 
It is apparent to this committee that the services 
of said William Barr were very valuable to the Gov- 7 = gc . 
® t nf Ty ie I ao y 2 }) a 
ernment, and his family being in destitute cireum- || UC Canger we ought not to giv him the 
stances, they recommend the passage of the bill. | authority ; it is establishing wrong legislation. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without || [ really do not like the bill. 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a || Mr. CRAGIN. : I Will say that it was sup- 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. pose d when the first bill passed at the last 
Congress that it would place him at the foot 
of the list of commanders; if he had remained 
< Sea ‘ : 
Mr. CRAGIN. I now move thatthe Senate || in the service he would have been very well 
ry to the consideration of House bill || up in the list of commanders; but by some 
o 903. oversight or mistake he fell to the foot of the 
The motion was agreed to, and the bill || lieutenant commanders. 
(H..R. No. 903) for the relief of George A. | Mr. STOCKTON. I should like also to ask 


is a House bill now authorizing the President, 


lhere is not much danger 
| of his putting him very high. 
Mr. STOCKTON. 


GEORGE A. STEVENS. 


Because there is not | 
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whether the resolution introduced by the Sen- 
atorfrom Rhode Island, | Mr. Anruony, } from 
the Naval Committee, ln reference to changes 


in the list, does not cover this case’? Is not 
sucha bill excluded by the rule w have adopt- 
ed for our perm: | nt action? 

Mr. CRAGIN Chis bill passed the House 
in the early part of this session, and was re- 


ported he re sOme montus Delore the reovort 
alluded to by the Senator from New Jersey. 
[do notthink that would coverthis case exactly. 
rhis is an exceptional case, this officer having 
tallen far below his original grade by the circum 
stance that | have alluded to. 

Mr. SLOCKTON. Every attempt that has 
been made since | have been on the Naval 
Committee to rectify litle Injus ices that may 
have been done by boards has resulted in 
doing a much greater injustice to other gen 
tlemen on the list. Lhe Naval Committee, as 
l understand it, are perfectly satisfied that that 

the fact, and that itis verv dangerous for us 
to be tampering with individual cases | 
understood the report piace by the Senator 
from Rhode Island to meet the unanimous 
view of the committee. Lhat report would 
prevent us from taking up an isolated case of 
this kind, and would certainly prevent us from 
giving the President of the United States the 
power here delegated. 
would use it; but in our legislation we should 
act in such a way as not to give permission to 


do not suppose he 


anybody to do what is wrong, because we sel 
a bad precedent by it. My impression is that 
the report of the Senator from Ri le Island 
covers this case; and while the report was 
made subsequent to the presentation of the 
case, it Was made be {i re the case came up for 


the action of the Senate; and if we are going 


to stand by our own report and the views we 
have expressed we cannot pass this | Hl. Phat 
report was made to satisfy the Navy. Hun 
dreds of petitions came to us from officers of 
the Navy telling us the effect this special legis 
lation was having on the Navy, the uncer 
tainty that existed as to whether men were to 
be degraded by others being put over their 
heads for no earthly reason. ‘They have recom 
mended the repeal of the law which authorized 
the President for gallant and meritorious set 
vices to recommend to Congress the promo 
tion of a man anda ¢ hange of his rank, because 
the war having been over so many years, that 
leaves these gentlemen very uncertain iu their 
positions. 

lhe question whether men should be pro- 
moted fur merit, or whether they should be 
promoted for seniority, has been a question 
discussed in the English navy, and in all 
navies and armies for generations. On theory 
it may well be said that men ought to be pro- 
moted for merit; but in practice it has been 
found in eve ry country of the world that whe 
that is the rule, men are promoted not for 
merit, but because they have somebody who 
has got the ear of the court. I do not speak 


of this case. ! know nothing about the case, 
as | mentioned when I got up; but I do say 
that in time of peace the best rule und Hledly 
is to let every man know that he gradually to 
rise; that it is a profession With him; that no 
man will be placed over his head unless there 
is some good reason which Congr can be 
informed of, and | can ee no reason in what 


the chairman of the committee 
this gentleman should be placed over the 
heads of others who have worked up while he 
was under disability 

| Mr. CRAGIN. Did the Senator from New 
|| Jersey hear me state that this man had been 


in service thirty-one years, and that every man 


over him in the grade to which he now belongs 
has been in service only about ten years ? 
[his bill practically is to correct a n uke 
made in the act of the last session of Co ‘ : 
and this case comes within the spirit of the 
report made by the Senator from Khode Island, 
for at the jast Congress it was recommended 


ii by the executive department; it was recom- 
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mended by the Secretary of the Navy that | Mr. CRAGIN. 


this man be retired; but as I stated, by some || the report of the House committee, I will 
means or other a mistake was made in the bill || state that this is a machine for bending large 
by which he was placed at the foot of the | cable links and hooks for cables and tackles. 
heutenant commanders, when it was intended | A board of officers examining the matter have 
to place him at the foot of the commanders, || estimated that that machine at this navy- 
and that is all there is in this bill. yard for the last four years has saved the | 
Mr. STOCKTON. There may have been a |! Government $40,000 in labor alone. This 
mistake monde; but ever since I have been on || bill proposes to pay this man $10,000 for his 


the comruittee, whenever a man has applied, 
from any dent or or fault of his 


ACC mistake 


own, to be restored, we bave restored him at 
the foot of the list, because although he may 
not have been to blame, if he got out of the 


service in anv way it was thought not proper 
to place him over the heads of other men. I 
think the chairman of the committee has taken 
upon himself a pretty heavy task if he advo- 
cates these special bills for taking up individ- 


ual cases on account of the merits that they 


present to him, and changing their position 
on the list. This bill, which tells the Presi- 
dent of the United States to put him wherever 


he pleases, I think hag no precedent whatever 
in the congressional legislation in 
regard to the Navy. I regret that I have not 
seen the bill before, and have not had the op- 


history ot 


portunity of speaking to the chairman about 
1 before it came into the The bill is 
& surprise to me, but that no doubt is my own 
fault. I move that the bill be postponed for 
the present. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 


senate, 


R. M. GREEN’S PATENT. 
Mr. CRAGIN. I move that the Senate 
to the consideration of House bill 


hey eed 
No. 2206. 


or alltime to come, to beused in 
all the yards or for other Government purposes. 
It is a very excellent machine. 

Mr. LOGAN. I should like to ask the 
chairman if the patent is sold absolutely to 
the Government: or is it only the use of it by 
the Government for its own purposes, that is 
to be paid for, while this person owns it out- 
side of the Government shops? 

Mr. CRAGIN. From the reading of the 
bill itself | cannot answer. The bill passed 
the House at the last Congress, and was re- 
ported by the Committee on Naval Affairs of 
the Senate. The patent, as | understand it, 
goes absolutely to the Government. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That depends on the 
bill, of course. If the bill does not so pro- 
vide, it does not go to the Government. 

Mr. CRAGIN. The language of the bill is, 
‘*as payment in full for the use by the Gov- 
ernment of his patent machine for bending 
chain-cable links, connecting-shackles, and 
tackle-hooks.’”’ 

Mr. LOGAN, Then it is only for the use 
of the machine, not for the patent at all. 

Mr. CRAGIN. It is for the use of it dur- 
ing the life of the patent, of course. He 


entire patent f 


might sellit to individuals, 


The motion was agreed to: and the Senate, 


as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 2206) for the 
payment of RN. M. Green for the use of his 
patent by the Government. It directs the 


Secretary of the Navy to pay to R. M. Green, 
of any surplus from appropriations or other 
moneys belo the Government and at 
his disposal, the sum of $10,000, as payment 


out “ar 


ying to 


|} reason, | 


Mr. LOGAN. I ask the chairman to amend 
the bill in that respect, and I will state the 
remember some difhculty that has 
occurred about this matter, not in this particu- 
lar instanee, but in the case of a number of 


| patents in the different armories where ma- 


in full for the use by the Government of his | 


patent machine for bending chain-cable links, 
connecting shea kles, and tackle hooks. 

Mr. CRAGIN, There is a report from the 
House committee which | wish the Secre lary 


would read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I must object to the 
form of hat bill. If we are to pay $10,000 
for the patent right, | do not want it tobe paid 
by the Secretary of the Navy out of funds in his | 
possession, but it should be paid by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury out of any funds in the | 


lreasury not otherwise appropriated, and I will 


move that amendment. I should like also to 
ir an explanation of the bill. 
Mr. CRAGIN. I think the Senator from 
Ohio is right about that. This is a House bill. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Uow doesthe bill read 
now ? 

Mr. CRAGIN, It reads as follows: 

That the Secretary of the Navy be, and is hereby, 
directed to pay to R. M. Green, out of any surplus 
from appropriations or other moneys belonging to 
the Qovernment and at bis disposal, the sum of 
$10,000, bs paymentin fall for the use by the Govern- 
ment of lis patent machine for | ling chain-cable | 
lin! cout ting shia kles, and tackle h oks. 


Mr. SUERMAN, The Secretary of the 
Navy cannot} \y it. 

Mr. LOGAN. Is this man an officer of 
the Government? 

Mr. CRAGIN, Heisamechanic ofthe navy- 
yar laut \W asbus gton, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Tetary 
amended by the Senator from Ohio. 

The Cuier Cirnk. It is proposed to amend 


The Se C- 


hve 
the bill so as to read as follows: 

That tho Secretary of the Navy be, and he is 
pereby, directed to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to R. M, | 
Green, the sum of $10,000, as payment in full for the | 


use by the Government of his patent machine for | 
bending chain-cable links, counecting-shackles, and | 
tackle-hooks, 


will read the bill as proposed to be || 





chines have been invented by mechanics, per- 
sons who are at work there, with reference to 
guns and the like. If the inventor is merely 
a mechanic or a laborer, they almost unt 
formly make him assign his patent to the Gov- 
ernment for the consideration of one dollar, 
and that is for the useof the Government. If 
he happens to be an outsider he has the full 
use of the patent; but if he happens to work 
for the Government he assigns it to the Gov- 
ernment for one dollar. Thatis the universal 
practice. 

If this man isto get $10,000, I want to know 
whether the Government is to own the patent 
and not merely have its use, because that is 
outside of the nsual course that is adopted by 
the Government in reference to all mechanics 
in the different Government workshops. 

Mr. CRAGIN. If the Senator will move 
any amendment covering that matter I shall not 
object to it. It occurred to the committee, 
considering the value of this patent, that the 
sum proposed here was a very small one. 


This board estimated that the machine was 
worth $50,000, and so reported. This bill 
proposes to give only $10,000 for it. The 


committee having reported the bill at the last 
Congress did not scratinize it very carefully 
at this Congress as to its wording, it being a 
House bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. I will move an amendment, 
and will say a word in continuation of what I 
have said on this point. My attention was not 


| called to it here a short time ago when a bill 


was passed in reference to paving a royalty. 
I will not mention the case, but I was very 
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If the Secretary has not | the reason that it was considered that the time 


of the officer belonged to the Government, 
and that while he was being paid his salary 
by the Government for the performance of the 
duties of his office, any invention made by 
him belonged to the Government so far as the 
necessities of the Government were concerned, 
He might use it outside himself and sell it, but 
the use of it belonged to the-Government, and 
such a thing as paying royalty to an officer of 
the Army or Navy was never known until a 
short time ago. I understand a bill passed 
here paying a large amount of royalty to a 
widow for the invention of her husband in 
reference to guns while he was a naval officer. 
Such a thing is unprecedented. 

‘That is the reason why I call the attention 
of the chairman of the committee to this fact, 
that this man being an inventor employed ina 
shop in the employ of the Government desireg 
to sell his patent tor the Government use; hig 
labor belonged to the Government at the time 
and he was paid for it, and if he is to receive 


| $10,000 for it, it must absolutely belong to the 


(sovernment. 
desire to make. 
Mr. CRAGIN. 


That is the distinction that I 


I will suggest to modify the 


| language in line seven so as to read: 


The sum of $10,000 as payment in full for his 
patent machine for bending chain-cable links, con- 
necting-shackles, and tackie-hooks. 


Mr. LOGAN. 
machine,”’ 


is. 


“For his patent on the 
whatever the name of the machine 
1 do not know what itis. That language 


| only applies to the machine, and I do not 


| for a few moments. 


think it would be worth that. 

Mr. CRAGIN. Let the bill be laid aside 

[ hope the Senator from 
llinois will prepare an amendment covering 
his views. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tf no objec- 
tion be made the bill will be laid aside inform- 
ally. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. With the per- 
mission of the chairman of the committee } 
should like to call the attention of the Senator 
from Illinois to the position which he takes 
and its influence upon the mechanics of the 
country. As I understand the Senator, the 


| proposition that he advances is that, so far 
| aS inventions and the patents for those inven- 








much surprised at the passage of that bill for | 


this reason: that the universal practice has 
been at the different Government shops where 
a mechanic made an invention, that the Gov- 


| ernment received the use of it, and he deeded 


it to the Government for the consideration of 
one dollar, or something of that kind. If the 


invention was made by an Army ollicer or a 
naval officer, then the Government had the 
use of the patent without paying a royalty, for 


tions are concerned, it becomes the duty of 
a mechanic, because he is employed by the 
Government, to make over that patent to the 
Government. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the Senator will allow 
me, he evidently misinterprets or misunder- 
stands what I said. I said that such was the 
universal practice of the Government. I said 
not one word about the justice of it, and in 
applying that principle to this bill according 
to the practice of the Government, I stated 
what should be done—not that I justified it 
by any means. I only state that the universal 


| practice in the different yards, so far as my 


knowledge extends, (and I once investigated 
the question very thoroughly,) has been that 
mechanics have been required to assign. not 
their patents, but the use of them to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States for the consider- 


' ation of one dollar; and I could state several 


| instances and name the individuals right here 


| in the city of Washington. 


I also stated that 
Army and Navy ollicers were not entitled to a 
royalty from the Government for any inven: 
tion or patent of theirs, and then I mentioned 
a case which has occurred recently in contra- 
diction of that principle. I only meant to say 
this: that according to the rule of the Goveru- 
ment requiring the use of patents or inven- 
tious made by mechanics and officers in the 
different yards and shops of the Government, 
this bill violates that principle, and this being 
an appropriation of $10,000 for such a patent, 
it should be a sale absolutely to the Govern- 
ment. ‘That is what I said, or meant to say, 
at least. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. Then if the 
ruling of the department of the Government 
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is not founded on justice, it seems to me that 
now isthe time for us to correct that ruling 
and found it upon justice. lake a mechanic 
who 18 employed by the day’s work by an 

dividual or by @ corporation, Cert: inly it 
be argued that because he has invented 
a machine by which much labor and « xpense 
is saved, he to be de prive d of the benefits 

t 


wi } not 


is 


of that machine or that patent on account of 
that employment. Neither should the Gov- 
ernment because it employs an individual— 
and, in the language of the Senator, sub- 


s antially his labor belongs to the Govern- 
ment—deprive him of the benefits 
f his mind and his lhe result 
of such a policy, if pursued, will that 
mechanics will follow in the old ruts; in other 
there will be no stimulus to invention, 
and their employment will be just such as 
those who preceded them. 

in th a board of officers who exam- 
ined the work that has been performed by this 
mechanie through his invention for the 
four years states that the Government 
been benefited to the amount 
Now, it is proposed not only 

this machine, but for all 
during the life of this patent 


of the exer- 
cise oO genius, 


be 


words, 


Is Case 


last 
have 
of $40,000. 
the past 
future use 
, to give 
but $10,000, thus giving not its value, 
but as it were a royalty for 
Government. 


jor use 
it 
this me- 


of o! 


its use on the part 
Now, ig it just im this 
connection to attempt to deprive this mechanic 
of the his machine elsewhere? The 
Government should not step in and become 
the beneficiary of the invention of an employé 


of the 


use of 


of the Government. Uf so far as the Govern- 
ment is concerned it derives all the benefit 


growing the 


invention 

has got 
full right and to the full extent of all the 
relations pertaining to an employé of that 
Government, 

Now, sir, | believe the just course would be 
to fix a tair, moderate compensation to the 
mechanic, that you may stimulate him to in- 
vention, and thus make the Government the 
great beneficiary of the genius of your laborers, 
aud then Open to the whole world the benefit to 
be derived from the invention, giving the ben- 
efit ot it mechanie. The Government 
is not the sufferer, for it is benefited and saves 
in eXpense and labor. I call the attention 
of the Senator trom Illinois to this matter. 1 
know his mind has run in the military line so 
far as this subject is concerned, and what he 
has stated may be the practice in th: A _Depart- 
ment, but if it has been go in the } Navy De- 
partment, 1 hope that he, with other Senators, 
will now coUperate in changing it, and fixing 
a rule that will be based upon justice, and 
thus open a stimulus to the mechanism of the 
country, 

Mr. LOGAN. I did not expect to get i 
any discussion on this subject. As | 
stated, | have nothing farther to say in ret- 
erence to the practice of the Government, 
whether it be right or wrong. But, in answer 
to the argument of the Senator from Michigan, 
I will say that if the course now proposed is 
calculated to stimulate inventions, it should 
be calculated then to put brains in 


out ot suceess of the 


of its employé, then the Government 


its 


to the 


into 
befi ore 


men’s 


heads. | suppose if a man is of an inventive 
mind, has a genius that way, it naturally stim- 


ulates itself. The natural desire to work out 
problems is sufficietit to stimulate it. 

My objection is not because this 
mechanic; that is not the reason, 
myself onee, when 1 was going through an 
investigation of this subject, to have the Gov- 
ernment pay @ man emp roped in the navy- 
yard here for an invention of his in reference 
to shells, which they failed to do, and they bad 
for one dollar, 
sed afterward 


man is a 
for 1 tried 


the use of his invention 
fitial y he was dism 
made complaint, But the objection { nave 
this: most of the inventions im ordnance that 
are necessaty tor wartaré which are in use to 
day are said to be the inven of officers 
of the Army and Navy. Whether they are or 


and 


anse he 


on aur, 


pe 


lions 


not. 1 do not know; but the patents are in their 


names, and they ee ee 
The usual conrsé after they make an inven- 
tion of this kind is to still remain in the Army 
or Navy, have the Government make use of 
their patent without any consideration, 
ceive their pay the time they 
out this invention, use their ti 
and then sell their patent to some party 
a large amount money; or if not, transfer 
it that it may be used, and then 
require a royalty to be paid. the 
usual course which has been adopted hereto 


re 
al are working 
me in this wav. 
for 
ot 


to some one so 


This is 


fore. Now, i do say that when any officer in 
the Army or any officer in the Navy or any 
officer in the Government employ, imvents 


anything that is necessary for the perfecting 
or carrying on of the business to which he is 
attached at the time, and receives his pay for 
his services while he the in 
vention, ed to the use 
of that invention, 


Mr. F ERR Y 


does not 


is bringing out 
ow: Government is entit! 


of Michigan. The Senator 
understand me that I am arguing 
here that the Government should not be bene- 
fiied by this invention to a larger extent. 1 
think ¢ before the Senate proves that 
while this cover the life of the patent, 
four years’ of this invention has been a 
benefit to the Government of over forty thou- 
sand dollars. We propose to him bat 
10,000 for the whole use. It shows that the 
Government beneficiary, and 
that the mec! ; only paid a very small 
moiety of t which has been derived 


e case 
is to 
use 


rive 


is the greatest 
lanie | 
the bene 


fit 


by the Government. 
Mr. LOGAN. I have no donbt of that 
but if this prine iple is established that every 


person in the employment of the Government 
is to receive pay for the use of his inventions 
by the Government, you will have ay 
by the hundred for payment for 
that have been invented Army 
There are not less than a half dozen 
the Capitol to day at least 
Within a few days, with their 
ot guns of different kinds, 
to take them. 


iplic ations 
batag guns 
officers. 
around 
there have been 
different patterns 
the Gov 


by 


wanting 
ernment 


But establish the principle once that a per- 
son in the ¢ ty loy of the Government shall be 

raid : larg » amount for the use of an inven 
tae that this | ingenuity caused him to produce, 
and you will be paying, not ten thousand dol 
lars, but you will be } ying millions of doll is 
in a few years; for all your inventions to-day 
of the machinery of war are claimed by men 
who belonged to the Army or the Navy. Whe n 


ever you adopt the pring 1} le that you Ww) 1] pay 


them for the use of their inventions, you will 
be paying hundreds of thousands of dollars 
just as you did in a case not long ago, as |] 


read the bill; 
yay a royalty 


—{ never 
passed — 


understand l was not 


here when it toa widow 


for the use of guns invented by her husband 
while he was receiving pay from the United 
States as an officer. 1 cau say to you that a 
majority of the shells that were used during 
the late war were claimed (whether truly or 


iou ot 
yuns, 
they 


not) as the invent 


the 


Army otlieers, and so 
of nearly all if you are to act upon 
that prin have much right to 
come in and ask that you pay them for the use 
of their inventions by the Government as you 
‘to pay this man for the use of his patent 
yy the Government, you pay him for 

take it. If his patent is worth 
$10,000, pay him the worth of it; 
pay him $10,000 for the use of it 


pie, as 


Liv 


i UnLeSS 
his patent and 

more than 
but do not 


by the Government, letting him have posses 
ston of the patent outside. 

Mr. NY. Would the gentleman have the 
Governm tL sé ‘ling patents. 


yuld not have the Gov 


» LOGAN. _tw 


ernment go to selling patents; but I say that 
the pt wciple is not correct forthe Government 
to pay for the use of any patent, My thee ry 
would be that the Government should pay for 
the use of no patent. Every man who receives 


Government as a protection 
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to his invention should give the Government 


so far as its purposes are concerned, the use of 
that patent without pay, | would am lv this to 
all patents, not to those obtatned by men in 
office particularly, more than anybody else. 
fhe Government gives all patentees its pro 
tection; and for the Government's purposes 
it ought to have the wse of any patent thar it 
needs, letting the patentee have the use of it 
as avainst anvbody but the Government. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. Mr. Presi- 
dent ~ 

(Mhe PRESIDING OFT IC ER, (Mr. Pome 
roy in the chair.) The Chair must remind 
the Senate that the bill was laid aside by unan- 
imous consent and is not now before the Sen- 


It ean be resamed if the Senate des 
to consider it farther. 


Mr. CRAGIN. In 


ate, ire 


order to get our bills 


along, 1 move to resume the consderation 
of the bill. 

The Motion Was avreed to, and the Sen: rte, 
asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2206) for 
the payment of R. M. Green for the use of his 
patent by the Government 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Sena 
tor from Michigan is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CRAGIN. | will offer an amendment 


prepared to meet the view of the 
11] nois, and | will Fay that | for one do 
see any particul irr why this inve 
who is now in the employment of the ¢ 


Senator from 
not 
ASON ntor, 


rovern 


ment—I am not sure that he was when he 
obtained this patent, bat I think he was 

should not be allowed to sell his machine to 
others than the Government. It is nothine 
that should belong to the Government excla 
sively, being a machine for bending chain 
cable links; but 1 see no good reason why he 
might not hav the privilege of selling to 
parties outside of the Government. But we 


shall probably never reach this b i acAain if it 


18 passed over. | move to strike out of line 
seven all up to the word ‘*his,’’ and after the 
vord ‘*patent’’ to insert ‘‘his patent on a 
machine.’’ If that leads to any further dis- 


cussion I shall ask to lay the bill aside. If 
the Senator from Michigan desires to debate 
it, it ean be laid aside now. 
Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. 
habit of taking up the time of 
the discussion ot que stron 


: act not in the 


he Senate in 
. but inasmuch as I 
amnam ember of the committee, L think I will not 
take the remark of the chairman apply to 
me, beeause | feel at this time, far as my 
own action is concerned, as a member of the 
committee, that I ion of the 
senate, and 


Lo 


desire the instruct 
their vote 


upon t i q restion, to 
guide me in my future action upon questions 
similar to this. It is for that reason that f 


presume to occupy 4 little of the attention of 
the Senate. 

In relation to the remarks made by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, it is well known that these 
mechanics who are taxing their brains by 
these inventions for the benefit of the Goverr 
ment while they are in the employ of the 


Government, are paid only the wages of daily 
; } 


labor z they are gt tting no preat alary > and 
ifthe Government treatsthem in this wise 
there is no real stimulus to them to try to 
economize time or money. 

1 wanted, while the Senator from Illinois 


1 his feet, to call his attention 
prize law. When your seamen are upon the 


waters ; when the officers are in your Navy for 


was 


life, and are paid higher rates than common 
laborers are paid, why is it that you pat upon 
your statute-books a law giving to the sera- 
men and officers of a vessel that makes a 
capture one half of the amodunt of the net 
proceeds of that canture? It is to stimulate 
activity, courage, al d inven me n, foinduce them 
to invent methods of outwitt ng and ¢€a f 
ing your enemy. It is on that bugis that the 
iw is enacted, and fur that object 

In the en loymen of men by the ferent 
departments of your Government, if the rule 
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is to obtain now that the mechanics are not to 
be paid for their inventions, you give public 
notice to mechanics that when they come into 
the employment of the Government they must 
place a quietus upon theactivity of their brain, 
That brain is not particularly necessary to any 
great extent in doing their mere work ; that 
is done more by habit and by repeated blows 
of the But, sir, many 
works pertaining to the Government where 
brains can be exercised to a profit; and a 
mechanic not commissioned, paid but daily 
Wages, may save to the Government in econ- 
omy of labor and money more, ten times over, 
than the money value of his mere labor for a 
life-time by some small invention. If because 
you give him a small royalty, you are to de- 
prive him of the right of using or having his 
machine oc invention used outside of the wants 


muscles. there are 


of the Government, where it does not compete 
one particle with the interests of the Govern- 
ment, you then say to him, ‘* When employed 
by the Government you shall not exercise 
your brain; but when employed by individuals 
outside of the Government, then we give you 
stimulus to that brain.’’ 

Mr. ALCOKN. It occurs to me that there 
is a distinction to be taken, in regard to this 
question, between officers of the Government, 
who are commissioned by the Government, in 
the pay of the Government, and whose widows, 
should they die, are pensioned by the Govern- 
ment, and mechanics employed at daily wages. 


The officers are the children of the Govern- | 
ment, and whatever they may do in the way of | 


invention should properly go to the Govern- 
ment for the uses of the Government, because 
the Government has already provided for such, 
and when they die their widows are cared for. 
But with the daily laborer the case is different. 
Lie works in the Government departments as 
a laborer; his muscle, his sweat is the depend- 
ence of his family for bread. Should he die 
to-morrow, his widow is left without that mus- 
cle and without that sweat. Now, practical 
legislation is something we should look to. If 
you establish the principle that the laborer is 
not to be paid for any invention he may dis- 
cover, he has but to withdraw from the Gov- 
ernment service when he apprehends a dis- 
covery. When he sees it within his grasp he 


| 





has to withdraw from the Government service | 


and the invention is his. 


be paid for his invention? Why not continue 
him in the Government service? You have 
had the benefit of his muscle, and he pro- 
oses to give the Government the benefit of 
eee 

Another distinction I may mention. The 
ofticer of the Government works out his inven- 
tion at the expense of the Government. He 
is furnished and supplied by the Government 
with all that is necessary in applying the tests 
and for working the changes necessary to 
develop his discovery. It is in truth and in 
fact property of the Government, unquestion- 
ably and unmistakably. I say with the 
laborer, his inventions are inventions that he 
works out in periods of time that do not 
belong to the Government; in the hours of 
the night, in the hours of recess, he applies 
now his brain and his muscle in concurrence 
to bring outa result. It occurs to me that 
he should be entitled 

Mr. LOGAN, Will the Senator allow me 
to make a suggestion right there ? 

Mr. ALCORN, Certainly. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator speaks of the 
laborer not being paid for his invention. He 





certainly misapprehends what I have said. I | 


have no objection to paying him for his in- 
vention, because I am willing to go for the 
$10,000 for his invention; but my objection 
is to paying for the use of it by the Govern- 
ment. ‘There is the distinction. Let me put 
a case to show where you will place the Gov- 


Then why would you | 
establish here a precedent that he is not to | 





ernment, and we ought at least to guard the | 


rights of the Government as well as the rights 


\ 


| chanic. 


| myself, 
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of the individual. As I said before, I am not 


opposing paying this man because he is a me- 
i | am as good a triend of the laboring 
man as anybody. I labored pretty hard once 
Mr. Allin, at the Springfield armory, 


| invented what is called Allin’s patent gun, 
| which is the breech part of what we call the 





breech-loading musket that is now in the 
hands of our troops. He is a mere mechanic 
employed by the Government of the United 
States. It is cailed Allin’s vatent, invented 
in 1866, I think. The Government of the Uni- 
ted States has made probably three or four 
hundred thousand of these muskets ; at least 
two hundred thousand. Anyhow, they are 
used by our troops. ‘The royalty on a musket 
is one dollar. Now, if Mr. Allin is entitled 


|| to pay, as he would be under the theory of this 


bill, originally for the use of his invention, and 
he can prove that the royalty ought to be one 


| dollar a gun, (for that is the royalty the Rem- 


ingtons charge and all the other gun men,) 
you will have to pay him two or three hun- 
dred thousand dollars for the use we have 
made of his patent. Hence I say the prece- 
dent you are going to establish by this bill is 
one that will mulct the Government in mil- 
lions of dollars. I have no objection to pay- 
ing this man for his patent, but 1 do object 
to paying him for the use of his patent. That 
is the distinction. If you do, you will have to 
pay a great deal more money than you think. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I move to lay this bill 
aside for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator 
from New Uampshire moves to postpone until 
to-morrow the further consideration of the 
bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ASSISTANT ENGINEERS. 


Mr. CRAGIN. I move now that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of House bill No. 
2055. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. 
R. No. 2055) for the relief of H. C. Chris- 
topher, G. W. Beard, C. A. Uber, Edward 
Sules, and N. H. Lamdin was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. The bill pro- 
vides that H. C. Christopher, G. W. Beard, 
C. A. Uber, and Edward Stiles shall, from and 
after its passage, be entitled to and receive, 
while on the retired list, the pay of retired 
second assistant engineers in the Navy. It 
also proposes to authorize the President of 
the United States to appoint N. H. Lamdin, 
at the foot of the active list, a second assistant 
engineer in the United States Navy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOUN SWANSON AND L. R, CITESTER. 


Mr. CRAGIN. I move that the Senate 
yroceed to the consideration of House bill 
No. 2053, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to consider the bill (H. R. No. 2053) author- 
izing the nomination and appointment to the 
retired list of the Navy of certain volunteers 
on the active list of the Navy who are disabled 
in consequence of wounds received during 
the late war. It authorizes the President of 
the United States to nominate, and, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
to appoint, upon the retired list of the Navy, 
with the rank of master, L. R. Chester, form- 
erly an acting ensign in the Navy. 

The Committee on Naval Affairs reported 
an amendment in line six, to strike out ** L. 
R. Chester, formerly an acting ensign in the 
Navy,’’ and insert: 

John Swanson, a mate, who has been in the naval 
service for nearly twenty years, and who was dis- 


abled in the line of his duty; and Louis R. Chester, 
woo was disabled in the attack upon Fort Fisher, 


| while an acting ensign in the Navy. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the- Senate as 





amended, and the amendment was concurred 

in. It was ordered that the amendment be 

engrossed and the bill read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed, 
CREW OF THE VICKSBURG, 

Mr. CRAGIN. I move now that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
No. 1026. 

The motion was agreed to ; and the bill (S. 
No. 1026) for the relief of the officers and crew 
of the United States steamer Vicksburg was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to authorize the Secretary of the 
Navy, in conjunction with the Secretary of 
the Interior, to draw from the Navy pension 
fund the moiety of the proceeds of seventy- 
eight bales of cotton picked up at sea by the 
officers and crew of the United States steamer 
Vicksburg on the 31st day of May and 1st day 
of June, 1864, that moiety having been erron- 
eously credited to that fund, and to direct the 
proper accounting officers of the Treasury to 
distribute and pay the same to the officers and 
crew of the vessel as provided by law. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CORRECTIONS IN PRIZE LISTS. 


Mr. CRAGIN. I move to proceed to the 
consideration of Senate bill No. 849. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 
No. 849) authorizing corrections to be made 
in errors in prize-lists was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It provides that in all 
“ases where corrections in the distribution of 
prize-money have or may become necessary, 
and in all cases where the names of parties 
entitled to share in prizes have been or may 
by error be omitted from the prize lists the 
Secretary of the Navy is authorized to direct 
the proper accounting officers of the Treasury 
to correct and pay the same, the former upon 
the principle that the provisions of the act in 
force at the date of final adjudication govern 
distribution, and the latter to receive their 
proportion of the prizes claimed, the same as 
all others of like rank and pay who have been 
paid, using for such purposes any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I will state that this bill 
was drawn by the Fourth Auditor of the Treas- 
uryand is recommended by the Treasury De- 
partment and also by the Secretary of the 
Navy. It is merely to correct errors in prize 
lists. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES W. WILITNEY. 


Mr. CRAGIN. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
No. 329. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 
No. 829) tor the relief of Charles W. Whitney 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to appropriate $61,000 to pay 
Charles W. Whitney forthe enlargement of the 
iron-clad battery Keokuk, upon the execution 
and delivery by him of a receipt in full for all 
demands against the United States on account 
of the construction of that vessel. 

The Committee on Naval Affairs proposed 
to amend the bill by striking out in line three 
the words ‘‘ sixty-one thousand dollars’’ and 
inserting ‘‘ fifty thousand dollars.’’ 

Mr. CRAGIN. Charles W. Whitney took 
the contract to build the iron-clad Keokuk at 
certain dimensions. He made a verbal con- 
tract here in Washington. He went to New 
York and employed some engineers there, 
and ascertained that the vessel must be en- 
larged, but the contract was made with the 
Department according to the understanding 
when he was here in Washington, but the en- 
largement was approved of by the Depart- 
ment, and the vessel was completed aud ac- 
cepted, and did good service. He simply 
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asks pay for the extra pounds of iron he put 
in for this enlargement. He enlarged it more 
than twenty-five per cent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is there a report? 

Mr. CRAGIN. Here it is. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it had better be 
read. 

Mr. CRAGIN. Very well; 
I could state it in briefer time. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, 
submitted July 13, 1870, by Mr. Cragin, from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs : 


That the memorialist, on or about the 16th day of 
March, 1862, contracted to build for the United 
States Government an iron-clad vessel one hundred 
and fifty feet in length and thirty feet in breadth, to 
draw eight feet of water, and to cost $220,000. This 
contract, though verbal, was explicit in its terms, 
and was regarded as binding on the parties. 

Rear Admiral Smith. chief the Bure au of Yards 
and Docks in the Navy Department, on being asked 
by the memorialistif he should wait in Was shington 
to sign the contract, replied in emphatic language: 
*Wait for nothing; go forward with the work; 
the contract will follow you.’ And Mr. Fox, the 
then Assistant Secretary of the Navy, urged, in the 
strongest terms, that the vessel should be pressed to 
completion at the earliest possible ioment. 

‘Iron-clads’ were at tals juncture, in great de- 
mand. The country needed their services, Within 
the ten days previous the memorable b: ittle betwee n 
the Monitor and the Merrimack had electrified the 
people, and the public mind was impressed with the 
belief that the Monitor, with her gallant commander 
and crew, had saved our fleet in Hampton Roads 
from destruction. 

Without delay, Mr. Whitney, 
structions, immediately left 


but I thought 


in obedience to in- 
Washington for New 


York city, and commenced preliminary arrange- | 


ments for building the iron-clad Keokuk. 

The construction of iron-clads was then in its 
infancy. The most experienced ship-builder at that 
time had comparatively very little experience in 
this branch of naval architecture. 


Though his plans ie proposals had been before | 


the Bureau of Yards and Docks for many months, 
and had been carefully examined and thoroughly 
approved of by officers of known ability, yet Mr. 
Whitney, ‘to make assurance doubly sure,’’ after 
receiving the contract, but before laying the keel of 
his vessel, employed two of the most skillful and 
reliable men he could find to go over the figures 


again before he commenced the work, and to esti- | 


mate as closely as it was possible all that the ship 
would be required to carry in the way of coal, pro- 
visions, armor, and munitions of war. From the 
investigations of the two gentlemen employed, Mr. 
Whitney became satisfied that sufficient leeway had 
not beenallowed forall the vessel would be required 
to carry to make her a success; and without stop- 
ping at the time to bargain with the Department 
for extra compensation, he at once determined to 
increase her size, and added one hundred and sev- 


enty-two tons—overtwenty-five percent.—to theori- | 


ginal capacity of the vessel he had contracted to 
build, and on which the contract price had been 
based. 
Department at Washington, and was fully approved 
of in the Bureau of Yards and Docks. 

The verbal contract, made on the 16th day of 
March, 1862, provided for a vessel one hundred and 
fifty feet long and thirty feet broad. The written 
contract, bearing date March 25, 1862, subsequent to 
the suggestions of Mr. Whitney as to increase of 
size, provided for a vessel one hundred and fifty- 
nine and one half feet long, and thirty-six feet 
broad, with a corresponding increase of steam- 
power. But we find in this written contract no in- 
crease of compensation whatever to the contractor. 
He claims to be allowed the value of extra materials 
furnished and extra work performed in making the 
enlargement of the vessel, and this constitutes his 
claim now pending before Congress. 

An increase of one fourth in the size of a vessel 
must necessarily very largely enhance its cost. 

Mr. Mara, who superintended the construction of 
the work, in his certificate made under oath, and 
which will be found on the seventeenth page of the 
printed memorial of Mr. Whitney, estimates the 
increased and proportionate amount of iron required 
for the enlargement at 307,957 pounds; and Mr. 


ise 


Wheeler, the constructing engineer, as will appear || 


from his certificate on the eighteenth page of the 
same memorial, estimates the cost of constructing 
such enlarged steam machinery, over and above the 
cost of the machinery of the dimensions originally 
designed, at $10,000. 


The iron alone (307,957 pounds) at fifteen cents per 


pound, the price allowed to the contractor forsome | 


extra work done by direction of the Government, 

OE Cie sinchcelbdecch be a tab batts ieensveicebinis $46,193 55 
And the cost of the en larged machinery 

OO iatae hahacnvinseaiaed idadeienia Sciadaieanlineia «. 10,000 00 


ONO sinha ciicccceRsliati lets 


sescccccecs $56, 193 55 


seen eee 


It is conceded that Mr. Whitney did not, he n 
the contract was about being reduced to writing, 
demand an increase in the contract price Pecun- 
iary considerations did not at that time engage 
his attention. ‘*Hismind,’’ as Rear Admiral Benita 
in his letter to the Secretary of the Navy, which 
will be found on the seventh, eighth, and ninth 
pages of the accompaning memorial, well expresses 





Thisdetermination was communicated to the | 


| 
| 


contract would justify. 


i} 
| 





the idea, ‘‘seemed to be wholly absorbed in his 
vessel.”’ His pride and zeal were in her success, 
and led him to ineur heavier expenses than his 


He embarked his private 
fortune in the enterprise, and has lost all he was 
worth. The Government has had the benefit of his 
expenditures, and he now seeks redress through 
Congress. There is unquestionably much merit in 
his application. 

The career of the Keokuk, though brief, was emi- 
nently successful and highly creditable. When 
ready for service she was ordered from New Yerk to 
Charleston harbor, and arrived there some nineteen 
hours in advance of the vessels sent as her convoy. 
Though the convoy was driven to shelter by a severe 
storm,the Keokuk continued her course and reached 
Charlestonin good order,and thus established her fit- 
ness for sea service. Shewas regarded by the rebels 
as the most formidable of the fleet at Charleston, 
and participated in the heaviest of the engagement 
then in progress. When in range,every battery was 
directed against her. Out of the ninety-odd shot 
which thundered against some portion of her surface 
(many of them being at short range and of the 
heaviest caliber) not one penetrated ber side armor 
or her forward turret; two only penetrated herafter 
turret, and every man who went into the conflict 
under her iron-clad protection came out of it alive. 
But the serviceshe was required to perform proved 
more formidable than a vessel of her size could en- 
dure, and she sunk at her anchorage the next day 
atter the battle. Favorable mention has been made 
of her services by her commander in his report to 
Admiral Du Pont, and she was justly regarded as 


one of the most useful and handy vessels of the 
Navy. 
Mr. CRAGIN. I suggest that the Secre- 


tary may omit reading the other part of the 
report, which refers merely to prices that have 
been paid for other vessels. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
reading of the report will be dispensed with. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I will state that in the 
House of Representatives for three successive 
Congresses this bill has been reported from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs unanimously. 
They have reported it at this session giving 
him $60,000. He never was allowed any extra 
pay. 
creased price of labor or materials. He 
simply claims the cost of the iron that went 
into the vessel and machinery over and above 
the original size of the vessel as contracted 
for. 

Mr. LOGAN. 
me | will offer an amendment, which I think 
he will accept. I would not offer it if it were 
not for the fact thatan amendment has already 
been offered to the bill, and it will have to go 
back to the House. It is toadd atthe end of 
the bill ‘* including all extra labor, material, 
and all damages.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
question will be on the 
committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The 


amendment 


first 


The ques- 


The further 


He does not claim anything for the in- | 


| Mr. PRATT. I desire to ask the chairman 


of the 


tion now is on the amendment offered by the | 


Senator from Illinois. 
Mr. SHERMAN. 
that here is a large appropriation for the in- 
creased cost of building a vessel under 
bal contract. The contract must have 

in violation of law to commence with. 

Mr. CRAGIN. I think the Senator is mis- 
taken. The contract was afterward reduced 
to writing, and reduced to writing in the form 
of this enlargement, but the original contract 
was made verbally for a vessel of a particular 
size. Afterward the size was increased, but 
the price was not increased. 

Mr. SHERMAN, Then it seems that this 
party entered into a contract afterward with 
full knowledge of the change. Besides, the 
increase in the value of iron did not 
until a year after the vessel was built. 
if the bill is passe d, it ought not to be passed 
on the pretense of any increase in the price 
of iron. 

Mr. CRAGIN. It is not. It is for the 
actual price of the quantity of iron that he 
put in on account of the extra size. ‘That is 


a ver- 
been 


| all the bill proposes to give him, and it does 


| 


not give him even that. By the estimates of 
| the engineers you will see that three hundred 


thousand pounds of extra iron went into this 
vessel, 


I wish only to observe 


occur | 
So that | 
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of the committee why it was that this contractor 
consented to the change in the plan of the 
vessel, increasing the cost of it so mueh with- 
out some safeguard for an increase of com- 
pensation { 

Mr. CRAGIN. That was his fault. He 
proposed this change himself, as he believed, 
after the examination of his engineers, that it 
was necessary to make the vessel a success. 
The Department accepted his proposition, but 
he did not say a word about extra compensa- 
tion. He was so anxious to complete the 
vessel, and the Department was pressing him 
with such foree that he did not think to have 
put in the contract any provision tor compen- 


| sation for increased work, and this simply is to 


pay him the additional money cost of the iron 
that he was put to by this increased size of the 
vessel. 

the PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment moved by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reporied to the Senate ag 
amended, and the amendments were con- 
curredin. The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, was read the third time, 
and passed. 

CHILDREN OF OTWAY H. BERRYMAN. 


Mr. NYE. I now move to take up the bill 
(S. No. 929) for the relief of the children of 
Otway H. Berryman, deceased. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill. It directs the proper ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury to allow and 
pay to Mrs. Columbia N. Payne, Mrs. Alice 
Bromwell, Calvert O. Berryman, and William 
M. Berryman, mix iren of Otway H. Berry- 
man, deceased, $2,160 02, bei ‘ing the amount 
of losses pealetand: by him while commanding 
and acting as purser of the United States 
schooner Onkahye ; but it is not to exceed the 


||} amount which a purser would have received 
If the chairman will allow 


for performiug the same duties on board of the 
vessel. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reg ding, read the third time, and passed. 


PRIZE-MONEY 


Mr. NYE. I now move to take up Senate 
bill No. 899, for the relief of the children of 
the same man and some other parties. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 899) for the relief of 


OF SCHOONER ONKAHYE. 


the children of O. H. Berryman, deceased, 
and others. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to Mrs. C race a N. Payne, 


Mrs. Alice Bromwell, 
and William M. Berryman, aie of Otway 
H. Berryman, deceased, and the other officers 
and crew of the United States schooner Onka- 
hye, $20,664 69, being the balance of the 
prize-money obtained by the capture of the 
bark Laurens by the schooner in the year 


Calvert Dewvaunn. 


1848; and this sum is to be distributed among 
the officers and crew in such proportion as 


shall be designated by the Secretary of the 
Navy, according to the provisions of the sixth 
section of the act of April 23, 1800, entitled 
‘‘An act for the government of the Navy of 
the United States.’’ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BESTOR, 
i now move to take up Senate 


GEORGE C. 

Mr. NYE. 
bill No. 107. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 107) for the relief 
of George C. Bestor. It proposes to direct 
$125,000 to George 


Jogt 
Bes or, 


| of Peoria, Illinois, in full satisfaction of all 
jt his claim for compensation for extra work 





done, delays, and damage and exnpens 

cnused by auch delays on the part of the Navy 

1) f oiyt the completion of his contract 

p { f J e,. 18 tl construc 1 of 
clad eam ba 

| LEQ 1 the bill 
Ww Ce ef er ot ne Sse rr » N da 
I ise r ti wot se), hei r legal 
repre nin Ve 

Mr. NYJ Certai - Tint led to makes 
that mot to in eH } heirs or 
legal rey rh or 1 man 
d 1 tl ! ’ 

Phe PRESIDING OFFICER The Sena 
t¢ from Ne Li esto am ! the bill 
b rling | "* his ne or legat 
rey i { 0 that it wi read ‘that 
there shall be paid to George C. Bestor, of 
Peoria, Ill is, | i" eC} ta 
ti 

{r. LOGAS | tachange in that 
ut dment, t iy ‘* to the y repre ila 
I (5 ( 1) rT 

| COMI | rest that there had 
he ter be yme eertaintv about this matter 
If you put in the word ** heirs,’’ it may go to 
1 children and may go into wrong hands. | 
know nothing about the circumstances of the 
Mian or | estute, but it ight to go into the 
hands of his legal representatives, his exec 
tors o j I rators, 80 that if there be Cred 
} hey may b } i ] think the words 
= iid be llcient 
Vv if Hew 

Mr, LOGA His h r legal repre 
RK ilive i usual y re ol th aw 
Ut course it wiil go to the adm I on 


auyh Ww, 
fhe PRESIDING OFFI hat amend 
ment will be considered as agreed to. 
Mr. SUMUMAN, 1 sh 
report read, 
lhe Chief 
submitted by Mr. 


ould like to hear the 


following 


Clerk read the 
Ny! 


report, 


irom the Commiitee on 


Naval Affairs on the 12ih of February last: 

This petitioner, on the 24th day of June, 1863, 
‘ cred ‘ ! W » th G erument, 
{ l i Navy D iriment, to construct one 

i m , of yn and wood com- 
bined, to be eompleted in ¢ ht months fromthe date 
! snd he Was to b puid therelor the 
i he leor it wa |— 
| par t i part iall ha 
t priv aot ma j tions and iditions to 
{ i mud sp he tLany tiu juring the 
| f the 1 is t yd no ssury 
! } ind ad aite s A ida < 
i extra expense tothe parties of the fi 
pe they will pay for the same at tair and reason- 
re - aud should such « nces cause less work 
x 1 hey t { ie f part, a corre- 
8} hiv reduction to be made trom the eontract 
ain each ise the costot th Literatlions to 
CT mca when Lae « “al Cs rt iirected to be 
1 

| i urs in idenee that imm ebay ifter this 
1 r had comet need the bu bin the bat- 
ter { Na Dey ment in muke aiter- 
atior it nd additions to the original plans and 
specifications upon which the contract was founded, 
and cor nued such alterations till October 16, 1805, 

These change { plans proposed and required 
by the Navy Department to be executed by the 
petitioner were quite numerous, and the local in- 
speetor, David D. Wel ‘tutes that “‘the general 
plan was not altered, butt details w , through- 
out the vessel: and Mr. Alban C. Stimers, who was 
ther hie engineer ia the N iVV, Says: 

‘Acts, therefore, which I per ned, which af- 
fected Mr. Bestor and affect hi , Were to direct 
him to uiake a different el from the one he con- 
tra ted to do.’ 

| effect of these alterations and additions was 
to delay the completion of the battery till Novem- 


Mississippi being the n 
vesse) having been in- 


ber, 1865. ‘Phe water of the 
so low, the draught of the 


creased some two feet by the said alterations and 
additions, above what was originally intended, t) 
contra r was abliged to keep the same on s 
! is t ©! t water in the following spring, 
and ecald not deliter the vessel at Cairo, the a; 
j iy M , 1866, when the same was 
inspected and pted, some two years beyond the 
time fixed forthe deliv yin the contract. 
his delay was in no part the fault of the eon- 

tra or, and Chief Bogineer Stimer says: 

**In my opimion, if the contracter had known that 
he wasto have compicted his vessel in aecordance 


specifieations 
cou 


with the eontract and 
changes whatever, h: 


the expiration of his centra 
to supposethat be 


witheut any 
t have had it done before 
t.and I have no reason 
would not have had itdone.” 


THE CON 


There seems to he 


no question but the work was 
well done, and the materials satisfactory, as the 


local inspector, Wells, says, “The quality of the 
mate 1Jand workmanship was first class, as [ had 
I tructed to pass none other: and that he 
ex ithe work act g to the specifications 

I wt, 
i petitioner elaims $171,762 50 as justly due him 


yf changes, delays, rise in matertals 


mad labor after the time when the battery would 
been completed under his eontraet, and indi- 
lamages resulting therefrom, to which he was 
necessarily subjected by the action of the Govern- 
ment. 
in the examination of the schedule of such losses 


ini damages as the petitioner claims to have 
tnined, the eommittee are not prepared, on the ev f 
lenee turnished, to reeommend the payment of the 


sus- 


entire claim, but cannot avoid the conclusion that 
thi mtractor has suffered severely trom causes 
herein stated, 

Nhevy have accordingly agreed upon the sum of 
$125,000 as the amount which this petitioner may 
justly ask from Coneress, and they therefore report 
the accomt ving billand reeotumend its passage, 
provided it shalt bein full satisfaction of all claims 
and demands on this contract. 


he bill was reported tothe Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendment was eoncurred in. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 1 will ask the committee 
why this c} been sent to the Court 
of Claims like other claims of a similar echar- 
acter? 

Mr. NYE 


send this el: 


sim has not 


It has never been proposed to 
iim there, and the committee have 
recommended the passage of a bill for its 
payme nt 

Mr. SHER MAN. 
tleman in Cincinnat 


df know there is a gen- 

i who built one of these 

steam vessels and hae been waiting here for 

years * 

Mr. HAMLIN. 

here until he has died. 
Mr. SHERMAN. 


which L reter was fin 


And this man has waited 


I know: but the ease to 
ally sent to the Court of 
Claims. Now | want to know why this claim 
is not sent to that court also? 

Mr. NY BK. Fort ie reason 
until 1866. 
his hands for two years. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ‘That 
th n other cases, 

Mr. NY. The committee thought it was 
one of that class of cases which should be con- 
sidered by Congress entirely different 
sent to the Court of Claims. ‘There 
e package of papers on the sub- 
ject which have been thoroughly examined 
during the past two or three years. 

Mr. LOGAN. bill has passed 
both Houses at different times. 

Che bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed ; 
and its title was amended so as to read: A bill 
lief of the legal represent- 
of George C, 

DAILLGREN GUN 

Mr. SYOCR fON. I 
Senate bill N 1059. 

The PRE SIDING OFFICER. Is it re- 
port d by the Committee Naval Affairs ? 

Mr. STOCKTON, Yes, sir. IL move to 
take if up. 

lhe motion was agreed to; and t 
No. 1059) authorizing a 
claim of the estate of the late Rear Admiral 
John Dahlgren was read the second time, 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill pro} s to refer the claim of Made- 
lene Vinton Dahlgren, widow of the late Rear 
Admira Dahlgren, and administra- 
trix of his estate, to the Court of Claims, 
which is vested with jurisdiction, 
duty it is to be to hear and determine: first, 
whether Admiral Dahlgren was the original 
inventor of the Dahlgren gun and rifled pro- 


that the vessel 


was not accepted We kept it on 


makes it no worse 


“a case 
from those 
is an 


immen 


rhis same 


for the re heirs or 


alives Bestor. 


PATTERNS. 
should like to eall up 


he bill (S. 
settlement of the 


John A 


amount of 
justly en- 


What 
estate 


Seve ral secon ily, 
compensation, if any, is his 
tled to receive for use of his inventions 
and patents as claimed, up to the time of ad- 
judieation, for a fall and entire transfer of bis 
several patents to the United States. In de- 
termining the amount of compensation to be 


patent 


the 


linthes 
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Dahlgren guns and rifled projectiles, the court 
is, in connection w&h the evidence in the ease, 
to take into consideration the facts if proved, 
that, while Dahigren was engaged in pe rfect 
ing the inventions tor which the patents 
granted, 


were 


he was in the service of the United 
States as an officer of the Na ivy, and that 
while bolding such cfficein the Navy, his time, 
services, and skill were due to the United 


States, and that theexpense of making experi- 
ments, trials, and tests for the purpose of per- 
fecting such ventions was paid by the Umted 
States. Kither party may appeal to the Su 
preme Court of the United States upon any 
such question where appeals now lie in othe: 

cases arising during the progress of the ear 
ing of the claim, and from any judgment in 
the case at any time within ninety days after 
the rendition thereof; and any judgment ren- 
dered in favor of the elaimant is to be ie i 
ame manner as other judgments ot the 
Court of Claims, and the payment of such 
judgment is to vest the full and ibeshion right 
to the patents, and each of them, in the United 


| States. 





| many of those inventions. 








and whose | 


jectiles, or either of them, as described in his | 


| of the Government 


Mr. LOGAN. I did not hear the reading of 
the bill. What is it for? An appropriation? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be 
again reported, 


Mr. STOCKTON, Perhaps I can explain 


| it in less time. 


Mr. LOGAN. Very well. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I think this bill, if it 
had been drawn for the very purpose of meet- 
ing the objection that the Senator from Iili- 
nois madé to a case of a somewhat similar 
character thas came up this evening, could 
not have been drawn more perfectly. 


Rear Admiral Dahlgren, as every one 
knows, made very important inventions in 
| artillery and obtained valuable patents for 


I'he United States 
not only used these guns, but they are the 
only gunsin use in the Navy atthe present time, 


and these guns have absolutely been sent 
to Japan, and my friend, the Senator from 


Pennsylvania, showed me to-day a letter from 
J ’ y 
Iwakura, alluding to the fact of the receipt of 


these guns. ‘They have been sent all 


| the world. 


Mrs. Dahlgren simply asks that the Court 


| of Claims shall say what her hushand’s estate 


is entitled to, and to that request of hers the 
committee has added that the Court of Claims 
shall take into consideration the fact that he 
was an officer of the United States Navy, that 
his time and services and skill were due to the 
Navy at the time, that the means by which he 
tried his experiments were at the expense of 
the Government, and shall award any sum 
which after that consideration may be due to 
Mrs. Dahlgren. 
In addition to that the objection that t! 

Senator from Illinois made to the last bill is 
met directly. We are not to get the use of 


|| these patents merely, but the absolute patent 


for all these inventions is to be handed over to 
the United States. These patents l| 
before the committee, and all the papers. | 
may state that a bill I think was brought up 
in the House, appropriating a considerable 
sum, and [ do not know but that it passed the 
House. If any Senator knows I should be 
glad if he would tell me. But it was in the 
course of passage when it oecurred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs here, the matter 
being before us, that this was the most proper 


were a 


| course for it to take 


Now, in reference to inventions made 
persons inthe employ of the Government, it has 
seemed to me that the proper and just ¢ 
is this: the fact that they are in the employ 
and that their time and si 
are due to us should be taken into considera- 


Nurse 


| tion, and they have no right to make the same 


| claims that outside 


| 


people might make. But 
then it must be remembered that if we want 
to encourage their ingenuity and their ability 


W paid the estate for the use and transfer of the |i in making inventions, and making inventions 


over 
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which in nine cases ont of ten are of no earthly | 


value to them or to anybody but the United 
States, which they sell to nobody else unless 
they sell to a foreign Government, which we 
would not like to permit, we must give them 
some reward and encouragement. 

There was a case before us, | remember, at 
the last session of a man who invented a lift, 
a hydraulic pump, which raised the turret of a 
monitor. ‘The invention to our Navy, so far 
as monitors were concerned, was invaluable. 
It took the place of Blty men. With one sin- 
gle hand that man coul ld pump a turret right 
up in two orthree minutes where fifty men 
would be enperer with a battering-ram to 
force itup by the old process, and in nine 
cases out of ten would not get it up then, for 
it would be clogged in trying to get it up. 
You rewarded that man. You gave him at 
the last session a handsome compensation—I 
forget the exact amount—for that invention, 
and he was in the service of the Government. 

The just and proper principle, in my judg- 
ment, as I said before, is not to pay a man 
who isin our employ as we would a stranger 
who brought a patent to us and we adopted it, 
but to take the fact of his employment by us 
into consideration and yet in some way to en- 
courage ingenuity in making these inventions. 

{ do not know myself but that the whole pat- 
ent system is wrong. In the latter years of 
my professional life I have been inclined to 
think that patents are a great nuisance. I 
read with a great deal of interest a short time 
ago a little book published by Longman, in 
which the debates that have taken place on 
this subject on the continent are collected to- 
gether and my judgment is rather against pat- 
euts anyhow ; but while we do grant patents, 
while we retain the system, it is our duty to 

neourage the eed of our own mechanics. 





We certainly ought not to deprive ourselves | 


entirely of the: services and the ingenuity of 
our own men, the only men in the United 
States who have their attention directed to 
these minutia, who stand day after day and 
look at the trouble, the toil, and the labor that 
are being expended, and weary their brains 
with thinking how they can manage to do it 
easier and better and save money to the Gov- 
ernment, and when they have perfected an 
invention of that sort, they certainly cught 
to be encouraged in some way. 

I think every difficulty that the Senator 





from Illinois made to the other bill is obviated 


in this. Can there be any better way to fix 
the sum that Mrs. Dahlgren or Admiral Dahl- 
gren’s estate ought to be entitled to from this 
Government? What that sum should be I 
think would puzzle almost anybody to determ- 
ine. If you gave the estate a royalty on the 
guns hereafter to be made, it would be a mag- 
iificent fortune, as fur as we can see, 
s0ine new 


unless 
improvement is made, for there is 
no other gun, as | understand it, in use in the 
Navy. ‘The main point of his principal in 

vention was, as | understand it, to strengthen 
the gun at the point where the greatest strain 
comes upon it, to leave it lighter in weight 
than other guns, and strengthen it where the 
main strain comes on. and it has been adopted 
everywhere. Now, if Admiral Dahlgren’s 
estate is entitled to compensation, as we can- 
not settle the matter, as it is utterly impossi- 
ble for the committee to fix the sum, we have 

no way of estimating it, | can see no earthly 
means of adjudicating this matter better than 
by referring it to the Court of Claims, and that 
is all that this bill does. It refers the case to 
the Court of Claims, telling the Court of Claims 
at the same time, which they probably would 
have considered without its being i e the bill, 

but it is putin the bill to avoid all mist ake, 
that they must take into seauiiniation the 
fuct of his position in the Navy, that the ex- 
periments were made at the expense of the 











| 


Government, and all other matters of that || 


character. 


If we cannot trust the Court of || 


| thies are to 


| erned. 


Claims in a matter of this sort, I do not see 
where we can intrust so delicate an exercise 
of power. 

Mr. LOGAN. Inasmuch as the Senator 
from New Jersey referred to me, | will state 
to the Senate, if they give me their attention, 
the reasons that will actuate me at least in my 
vote, 

I am very certain that [have as much sympa- 
thy for the widow of an officer decased, or the 
widow of a person who has not been an officer, 
as any one In the Senate; but if our sympa- 
“arry us beyond a principle that 
ought to be laid down in this Government for 
its guidance in matters of this kind, there is 
no telling where we shall end. ‘This proposi- 
tion, as | understand it, is to refer this ques- 


tion to the Court of Claims, for what? The | 


mere reference of itto the Court of Claims to 
adjudicate upon the 
an admission by the Government that we owe 


something, and that we refer it to them for the | 


purpose of ascertaining the amount. We are 


thereby establishing the principle that the use | 
| of everyinvention used by the Government of 


the United States shall be paid for. 

Now, let us see what hardship there is in 
this case. Admiral Dahlgren was a gallant 
officer, a gentleman beyond all question, a 
man that our country honored; but the fact 
that he was a gallant man and that we honored 
him is not sufficient to cause ns to deviate 
from that rule by which we ought to be gov- 


ever, she does, 
Mr. STOCKTON. No, 


receive any ; 


sir; she does not 
and | will say, while | am on my 
feet, that at the commencement of the Sen- 


governed by sympathy, for he said that on ac- 
count of sympathy to the tamily of a deceased 
officer we should not deviate from principle. 
I made no appeal to any sympathy for Mrs. 
Dahlgren at all; | simply advocated a bill 
which [ considered just 

LOGAN. I said nothing of that kind 
as tothe Senator. Let us see as to the justice 
of it. I will show that injustice will arise 
from this very thing. 

Admiral Dahigren belonged tothe Navy of 
the United States. Where an invention is 
made of -a gun by an ollicer of the Army, if 
that invention is considered worthy of a test, 
itis tested by the Government at the Govern- 
ment expense. There is no expense to the 
inventors attending the testing of inventions 
made by persons belonging to the service of 
the Government of the United States 


done at the Government expense, 
I 


; it is 
rhey are 
employed in advancing the interest of the Gov- 
ernment, itis true, by inventing a better gun. 
his gun isa good gun, it is true. I have 
used myself the Dahigren gun or had it used 
under me by my men at Vicksburg. I know 


| the value of the gun, and | could state to 


the Senator why it is valuable. But the 
fact that we use it in the Navy and use it 
to-day in earth-works in the Army, does not 
justify us in paying an amount of money if 
that payment is in violation of a principle that 
the Government ought to establish. Now, 
what is that? That where persons in the em- 
ploy of the Government oftlicially, drawing a 
salary, performing no duty whatever at the 
time they are perfecting this invention, except 
in connection with the Government service, 


devote their time to the purpose of bringing | 


out an invention, it ought to be the invention 
of the Government and the property of the 
Government. 
to have the nse of it, but it ought to be its 
property. Othicers are not put in the Army 
or in the Navy merely to make inventions and 
then have the Government pay them in excess 
of their salary for that 7 purpose. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Will the Senator permit 
me to ask him a question? 


amount to be allowed, is | 


| do not know whether Mrs. Dahlgren | 
Pp 


. | 
| receives a pension or not. I presume, how- 
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| ator’s observations he intimated that I was | 


he Government ought not only || 
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Mr. LOGAN. Certainly, 

Mr. SLOCKLTON. Why then does the Uni- 
ted States at that very time grant hima patent 
for his invention, securing to him the exclusive 
right to use it? 

Mr. LOGAN. Because the Government of 
the United States grants 
inventor, 

Mr. SLOCKTON. Why should it not be 
a cause of caveaé that the invention was the 
invention of a man in the serviee of the Gov- 
ernment and only useful to the Government? 

Mr. LOGAN. I maintain the correet doe- 
trine to be that the Government of the United 
States should never pay forthe use of a patent 
invented by one of its own citizens, aud in wy 
judgment that isthe correct principle. Where 
the Government grants a patent for a prineiple 
oran invention, the protection the Govern- 
ment gives the inventor by defending him 
against any infringment from anybody else, 
by allowing him to be the only one who can 
use the invention, should secure to the Gov- 
ernment the use of the invention for its own 
purposes. Lhatis,in my judgment, the correct 
principle. 

Mr. SPOCKTON. If IL understand, the 
Government, then, could go into the sewing 
machine business. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the Government is en- 
gaged in sewing it should use the sewing-ma- 
chine, but it is not engaged in that busimess. 
| say where the Government uses the article 
patented for ils purposes, it ought to have a 
right todo so. ‘the purposes ot the Govern- 
ment are not to enter into making shirts and 
trowsers for Senators or anybody else; but 
when the Government is engaged in war, it is 
apart of the purpose of the Government to 
use im iple ments of war, and it should be free 
to use all warlike inventions without any im- 
pediment whatever, and without any payment 
theretor, 

lf the Government protects individuals, the 
Government itself ought to derive some benefit. 
(he Government in the protection of its citi- 
zeu, and the citizen in being protected, should 
derive mutual benefit. Lhe Government is 
entitled to receive support from the citizen in 
all times of trial and of danger. In reference 
to matters of this kind, 1 say to the Senate to- 
night, thatif you pay a royalty on the inven- 
tion of Admiral Dahlgren, you will pay a roy- 
aly on every gun that the United States b: 
ever used. How much will you pay the bales 
of Rodman for the invention of the Rodman 
gun, a gun almost universally In use to-day 
Rodman died but a few months ago, down at 
the Kock Island arsenal, an ollicer of the Army 
of high rank, drawing a large salary. How 
much royalty will you pay bim for his inven- 
tion? How much royalty will you pay Gen- 
eral Dyer tor the invention of the Dyer shell 
used during the war? How much will you 
pay the heirs of Parrott for the Parrott gun ? 
Liow much the heirs of General James for 
the James rifles used in the beginning of the 
war? You will goon and you will pay mil- 
lions of dollars by establishing a precedent 
that has never been established in the (roy 
ernment before. It never was thought ot till 
recently, It has never been peenens by the 
officers of the Army or the Navy until very 
recently that they sh ldever a | lire one'cent 
for an invention bro ale about by them during 
their service, while they were drawing a salary 
from the Government. 1! stated awhile ago 
that they required the mechanics while work 
ing in their shi yps to transfer the use of their 
inventions to the Government for a no 
sum. ‘That ha practice of the Gov- 
ernment Vhy? Beeause ot the 
have stated that 


to the use of su 


“ patent lo every 


? 


"nin 7 
been the 
priue | ic | 
the Government was enti led 
ch patents as they gave proiec- 
tion to, especially those that are produced by 
men inthe employment of the Government. 
What is an Army officer employed for? He 


i} 
ll is employed to driil troops, he is employed to 
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} 
eaut 


ate them in discipline and in drill, to 
march them to the field; to invade the country 
ofthe enemy; to defend his own country; to 
ascertain the best arm and the best manner of 
use Ofthatarm. And everything that advances 
the interests of the Government in the <yree 
of wartare, is the duty of an officer of the 
Army. If a musket is rusty, you burnish it; 
why? To prepare it for use. If you can make 


the musket better than it 
duty as an officer of the 
you see 
inv 


was before, it is your 
Army to do it. If 
how you can improve that gun by 
‘nting a different breech, ora rifle, or any- 

tion with it, it is your duty 
interest of your Government, if 


thing else in connec 


to do it in the 


you are receiving its money as an officer of the 
Army. Itisa part of the officer’s duty, and 
it has airways been considered so. No man 
ever thought of being paid a royalty for an 


invention, while he w: *, an officer of the Army 


or Navy, until recently. 


Why, here is an old gentleman, without 
mentioning his name, who has served the 
Government for forty years, who invented a 


gun years ago, one that I consider a good gun, 


too, a rifle for the use of infan try or for cav- 
alry, by changing it to a carbine. He has a 


patent on it. A board of officers a few years 


for the use of the troops, and they did report. 
hey reported four or five different guns as 
the best patterns ar nd re qi uired a trial of these 
different guns. The Government was to make 
five hundred of each; they were to be tried in 
the hands of troops to see which was the best 
yun, sothatthe Government could adopt which- 
ever gun proved to be the best. But although 


that was the report of this board, they never 
have been tried save one. This old officer 
has been put off time and time again. Why? 
I will not say why; and yet he has, in my 
judgment, one of the best guns that have 
ever been invented for the use of infantry. 
He asks no royalty from the Government; 
he a none. His profit he expects to 


derive by the Government adopting his gun, 
and then having it made. Men have always 
done so, and never expected any royalty ; 
never thought of anything of the kind; but 
if you giving royalty on guns in- 
the Army or Navy, what 
No man’s gun would ever 
be adopted unless he belonged to the Army 
or Navy. 

Mr. NYE. Will the Senator from Illinois 
allow me to ask a question? 

Mr. LOGAN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. NYE. Does he not think there is a 
distinction between a man who invents heavy 
ordnance and a man who invents a musket? 
‘The musket passes into the hands of every 
one; 


commence 
vented by men in 


will be the 


result? 


anybody’s hands but the Government’s hands. 
In that case nobody would derive any benefit 
from it save the Government itself. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator is certainly 
very much mistaken. The difference is not as 
he states it. He says the musket is used by 
everybody, but the heavy ordnance only goes 
into the hands of the Government. Does he 
mean of our Government? If so, he is 
very much mistaken. ‘The man that invents 
a gun makes it for all Governments that will 
buy it. 

Mr. NYE. That isthe very thing I ask the 
honorable Senator. He makes it for 
Governments; but is it wise to let it pass into 
the hands of other Governments? 

Mr. LOGAN. How will you help it? 

Mr. NYE. Help it by our Government 
holding the patent. 


own 


Mr. LOGAN. But will that affect them in 
England? Will they not make the gun there? 
Mr. NYE. Only one patent is taken out. 

Mr. LOGAN. They will make them, and 
do make just the same kind of guns we do, 
but call them by different names. The Arm- 


strong gun, the best gun England has to-day, 


but this heavy ordnance never goes into 


all | 


| was copied from an old gun that lies at the 


arsenal down here, aud I can prove it to any 
man, and improved on by Mr. Armstrong. 
So it is in reference to gunseverywhere. They 
are made to be sold to everybody, to every 
Government. The patents that you have 


| used are of muskets, though the principle is 


the same as to pieces of heavy ordnance. 
‘Take Allin’s patent, Remington’s patent, and 
so on, do they not sell these guns to Europe ? 
Is there any reason why if Remington makes 


| . . . 
| a heavy piece of ordnance he cannot sell it to 
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|| ciple. 
avo were ordered to report on the best arm | 


Kurope the same as he does a musket? It is 
simply absurd. ‘They are sold everywhere. 
But, as | said, if you pay an officer of the 
Army or the Navy a royalty, I tell you the 
Government of the United States will never 
use any gun e - ept that which is made by an 
officer of the Army or Navy. 


I did not want to go into this discussion. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL G™.OBE. 





May 13, 





There is a report now in print that 1 will refer | 


the Senate of the United States to. I refer to 
the report on ordnance made by a joint com- 


mittee of the House and Senate, and I ask | 
them to read that and see whether they think 


there is any chance for any one outside to ever | 


have a gun adopted if you admit this prin- 
‘There are reasons that I do not wish to 
give, at least in a discussion of this kind, why 
it should not be done, other than the mere fact 
of its violating principle. 1 know it is the 


| hardest thing in the world for an outside man | 


to get a shell that is to go into a gun adopted 
by the United States. It costs a great deal 
of money on trial and experiments in order 
to get it done. Ido not say why; but it is a 
fact; and the evidence has been before Con- 
gress to show that to be true. 


1 venture the assertion to-day that if you | 


refer this case to the Court of Claims with the 
principle established (and you establish that 
doctrine by the bill) that the Government will 
pay for the use of patents, you will not stop 


short of $10,000,000 in less than five years | 


for the use of guns that you havealready made 
use of, as just too asthis would be. ‘There is 
a gun in use, the best gun that we have in the 
way of heavy ordnance. ‘The 
what? 
from the interior instead of from the exterior. 
lhat is the patent, and on that patent you will 
pay hundreds of thousands of dollars if you 
ugree to this proposition. All the.changes 
that have been made in ordnance in reference 
to rifling ordnance, changing the manner of 
cooling the matter so as to prevent quick exX- 
pansion and quick contraction, are subjects 
of different patents. Will not all these patent- 
ees be entitled to the very same thing that 
you vote here? 

All that I have said in reference to this is 
merely to put my protest on record against 
establishing this principle, so that it may be 
seen when the time comes that the Govern- 
ment is called upon to pay millions of dollars 
which it will be if this precedentis set. I will 
to-morrow, or to-day, or any time, vote for a 
law saying that the protection that Govern- 
ment gives to patentees shall be a guarantee 
that the Government shall use their patents 
for its use when the article is necessary in 
anything the Government proposes to do, 
without pay or emolument whatever. That 
principle, in my judgment, ought to be estab- 
lished in this Government, and ought to be 
inserted in a statute, 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, my former 
position on the Committee on Naval Affairs 
led me to have some knowledge of the ques- 
tion involved in this pending bill. I do not 
propose to go into any discussion of the merits 
of the several guns, the patents for which are 
involved in this bill; but 1 will say a few 
words upon the question that has been started 
by the Senator from lilinois. He takes the 
ground that where patents are granted by the | 


invention is | 
It is the mere fact of cooling the gun 
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owned by the Government. That is the 
logical effect of the position which he takes. 
Now, Mr. President, the very converse of that 
is the truth, for when you come to look at the 
original provision which gives rise to all these 


| questions of patents, we find it reads thus. 


rhe Constitution in enumerating the powers 
of Congress gives authority— 

‘“To promote the progress of science and useful 
arts, by securing for limited times to authors and 
inventors the exclusive right to their respective 
writings and discoveries.” 

‘*The exclusive right.”’ Now, Mr. Pres 
ident, when we remember that no right of this 
character can be granted until after an ap pli- 

cation has been made to the Government it- 
self, and the evidence laid before it of the 
originality of the invention and of the merits 
of the invention, when letters-patent are issued, 
those letters-patent give to the patentee an 
exclusive right as against all parties, whether 
private individuals or the Government. The 
only difference between the Government and 
private individuals is, that if the private indi- 
vidual uses the patent, the patentee has arem- 
edy at law againsthim; when the Government 
steps in and uses the patent, the patentee has 
no remedy as against the Government, unless 
he comes and makes his appeal to Congress. 
That is the only difference between the private 
individual and the Government, and I do not 
think that it would be good policy to hold that 
all persons in the employ of the Government 
should be discouraged from exercising their 
ingenuity in inventions in the particular line 
in which they are engaged, upon those par- 
ticular subjects to which their thoughts are 
directed ; but if it should be the policy of the 
Government, that ought to be declared, and 
the letters-patent which are issued to any pat- 
entee ought to have in them the reservation 
of the right to the Government to use that 
patent, instead of saying upon its face that it 
does grant the exclusive right for the limited 
time of fourteen years to the patentee of that 
invention. 

Now, sir, what have we in thiscase? Here 
is an officer, a gallant officer, a meritorious 
officer, as the Senator from Illinois admits, 
who during the time of his employment by 
the Government directed his attention to the 
improvements which could be made in ord- 
nance, and made these improvements. He 
made his application to the Government; the 
Government did not demur to it. If there 
has ever been any rule such as the Senator 
from Illinois refers to, of requiring a mechanic 
to assign to the Government any invention 
which he makes before the letters-patent are 
issued to him, I have never heard of it; and 
if that rule applies to the mechanics simply, 
it seems to me it has been an unwarranted 
exercise of power in their superiors to demand 
the assignment. 

Mr. LOGAN. I did not say they were 
required to assign the patent, but the use of 
the patent to the Government; and that is the 
rule, and I can refer the Senator to a docu- 
ment that will show it by plenty of evidence 
given by Army officers. That is the rule in 
the Army in reference to officers or mechanics, 
and so it is in the Navy. 

Mr. SCOTT. A rule established by whom? 

Mr. LOGAN. By the Departments of the 
Government. 

Mr. SCOTT. Is there any such rule laid 
down in the War Department or in the Navy 
Department, or is it a rule simply of the shop 
in which these mechanics have been at work? 

Mr. LOGAN. There is no law laying down 
such a rule, but it is the rule in both the De- 
partments; and it has been over and over test- 
ified to before committees here, by ordnance 
officers, and other officers of the Government, 
| that itis the rule. Mechanics who have made 
inventions have testified the same. I can tell 


Government to those who have been in the || you, too, some of them who testified recently. 
employ of the Government, they should be || Mr. Taylor, a mechanic in the navy-yard in 
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this city, who invented the base of a shell, or 
the composition of metal, | believe it was, which 
was of a very superior quality, was required to 
assign the use of that patent to the Govern- 
ment, and he did so. So Mr. Allin. of the 
Springfield armory, testified before a commit- 
tee but a few days ago that the Government 
pe aid no royalty to mechanics; that where they 
invented anything while they were at work for 
the Government they were allowed no royalty, 
but the Government was entitled to the use 
of the invention. That is the understanding 
throughout all the Government Departments. 
] know there is no law on the subject, and I 
only spoke of it as a rule. 

Mr. SCOTT. As L have already said, 
such a rule is imposed on our mechanics, it is 
a usurpation of authority. There is no law 
authorizing it, but on the contrary the Govern- 
ment expressly ignores any such rule when it 
grants its letters-patent, and gives the exclusive 
right to the patentee. 

But | was remarking that this officer, Ad- 
miral Dahlgren, having made these inventions, 
permitted the Government to use them. He 
made no claim during his life. He was con- 
tent that they should be used. But after his 
death, after cha Government has used them, 
and not only used them, but, as my friend from 
New Jersey has said, sent these gun to foreign 
Governments; sent them to Japan, and sent 
them, as I have the evidence here to show, 
also, or at least they were sent with the con- 
sent of the Government, to the Russian Gov- 
ernment—after all this, ‘and after he is dead, 
his widow comes here, stating her limited cir- 
cumstances, and asking that Congress give to 
her at least money enough to erect a suitable 
monument to the memory of that husband, 
and to the memory of the equally gallant son 
who gave up his life during the rebellion. 
does not come saying that the Government 
ought to pay a royalty, as the Senator from 
lilinois says. No such thing. She does not 
ask to have fixed by this Government, as 
there is fixed upon the Rodman gun, as I un- 
derstand, a royalty of so much per pound upon 
every gun that is made; but she says: ‘*The 


Government has had the use of this patent. It | 


isacknowledged to be avaluableinvention. It 
has not only had the use of it, but has made 
generous use of it by sending it abroad to other 
Governments; and here, with the patents yet 
to run for some six or eight years, instead of 
asking you for a royalty, | say to you, ‘Give 
me this reasonable sum, and the whole patent 
shall be assigned over to the Government.’ ”’ 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. LOGAN. If the object is to erect a 
monument to Admiral Dahlgren and to his 
son, why not say so, and ask the Government 
to give the money for that purpose? I will 
vote for it, and let us not dodge around the 
bush and try to establish a principle that will 
cost the Government millions of dollars. If 
Admiral Dahlgren’s widow is in indigent cir- 
cumstances, vote her a pension; | am ready 
to do it, and a good one, too. That will vio- 
late no principle. That is according to a 
principle established, and one that is proper 
aud right. I do not care for the sum of 
money. It is not the amount of money to 
pay her or to erect a monument, but it is the 
peers that will cost the Government mil- 

ions of dollars, that I object to. 

Mr. SCOTT. I was stating not that I 
wished money to be appropriated for that pur- 
pose, but the substance of the petition which 
was presented in this case stated that she was 
in limited circumstances, and that it was her 
desire to appropriate at least a part of this 
money for the purpose which I have mentioned. 

Mr. LOGAN. Let us vote it then without 
dodging around the bush. 

Mr. SCOTT. I have already argued the 
principle upon which this is involved, and say 
that the Guvernment stands in such a position 


| 


She || 
| tions of that character 


| away and say, 


that a private individual standing in the same 
position would be estopped from denying this 
claim. If I make a grantto the Senator from 
Illinois, that grant is construed most strongly 
against me. 
issaidinit. Hereisa grant by the Government 
of the United States to Admiral Dahlgren of 
the exclusive use of these inventions for the 
term of fourteen years, and the next day—he 
could not prevent it—the Government ‘urn 
around and makes use of his invention, wheels 
if a private party were to do he would sub- 
ject for doing. Now, 
standing in this particular instance upon a 
legal right, if a party can have a legal right, 
against the Government, the Government has 
that which if done by a private indi- 
vidual would subject that private individual 
to an action; and if there is to be a policy 
of this kind declared, it ought to be enacted 
in the statute, and, as I have said, it ought to 
be a part of the letters-patent which every 
man would see when he takes them into his 
hand that the Government claims the right to 
use this invention, for there are some inven- 
tions (and that involved in this bill is one of 
that character) which are of very little use to 
any other party than to the Government; and 
if this rule is to be applied, it would be saying 
to those in the Government employment, 
‘*Do your work and get your wages, but do 
not think of improving the ordnance or any 
of the other machinery that is in use in your 
department by the Government.”’ 

Now, sir, this bill is not without precedent. 
I remember a case which was before the 
Naval Committee when | was a member of it 
in which a private individual had invented a 
safety-fuse, Mr. Hubbell, of Philadelphia. 
Probably the Senator from New Jersey will 
remember it. He had made several inven- 
which the Government 
used during the late rebellion. They were in 
use, I believe, upon the Kearsarge at the very 
time the Alabama was destroyed. He claimed 
that by means of that very invention that ves- 
sel was successful in that action. When he 
came to the Government they did not turn him 
‘* Here is an invention which 
but which we had the right to use.’ 
They turned him over to the Court of Claims, 
and he recovered his money, not as much as 
he thought he ought to have, but some two 
hundred thousand dollars, I think, against the 
Government for the use of that safety-fuse. 

Here the bill which we propose to send to 


| cannottake back anything that 


himself to an action 


done 


we used, 


| the Court of Claims puts into it all the cir- 


cumstances that the Senator from 
relied upon. They are to consider that the 
admiral was an officer, that his time was due 
to the Government, that the inventions which 
he tested were tested probably at the expense 
of the Government; and, considering all this 
they are to determine what ought to be paid 
to his widow, and that the payment of that 
sum shall vest absolutely in the Government 
the remaining life of the patents, as well as 
be a discharge for their former 

I can see no such danger 


llinois has 


use. 

as the Senator 
from iNinois anticipates trom the passage of 
this bill; and I think, considering what is 
urged in the petition, considering the services 
of Admiral Dahlgren, considering the services 
of his family to the country, we shall be doing 
but little toward discharging the debt that is 
due to them by pe rmittin g his widow to gointo 
the Court of Claims and “the sre have her right 
as a suitor against the Government which she 
would have against any private individual who 
had used the inventions of her husband. 


Mr. WINDOM. Mr. President, I do not 
propose to discuss this question, but as the 
Senator from Illinois has stated, as I under- 


stood him, that this was without precedent, 
and that the Government has universally 
claimed the right to use these patents, I send 
to the Clerk the opinion of a much better law- 
yer than myself on this subject. I ask the 
Clerk to read the parts that 1 have marked. 
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The question was decided by the chief of ord- 
nance, General Dyer, and decided as held by 
the Senator trom Illinois. That question was 
referred to Jud; ge Holt, Judge A Advocate Gen- 
eral, and I desire that the Senate shall bear 
his opinion on that point. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


*On the contrary, the opinion is entertained that 
the tact that an invention has been perfected by a 
Government employé at a public workshop, and 
with the tools and materials in use there, as well 

ta period when the time and labor of the pa.ry 
were at the disposalof the Government by virtue ot 

its contract with him,should notot itself be deemed 
conclusive against a claim interposed by him to be 
paid by the United States for the permanent use 
of such invention, especially where (as is proposed 
in this instance) the putent-right is upon such pay 

ment wholly transferred. It in experimenting, 
traming his models, &c., the party has availed him 
self to any extent of the (me, materials, or labor of 
the Government, or its operatives, the value ot 

these should be taken into account in determining 
what may be a reasonable price for the use and 
transfer of the invention and patent; but because 
of bis so availing himself, it cannot justly be held 
that the entire productof the labor of bis hands aod 
brain should accrue of right to his employer. He 
was employed, indeed, not to make this invention, 
butfor other and ordinary labor, and if he properly 
performed the latter, while at the same time per 

fecting the tormer, the Government, while if bas 
no cause to complain, should, it is thought, deem 
itself fortunate that it has atforded an opportunity 
to its skilled employé to exercise his genius, espe 

cially when exercised, as here, for its own imme 

diate benefit. And in such a case the Government, 
if desiring to secure a permanent property in the 
invention, should not be unwilling to remunerate 
the inventor in such asum as—considering how far 
it may have itself contributed to the result—imay be 
just and reasonable. If an opposite view, indeed, 
should prevail, the inventive talent of public oper 

atives, instead of being stimulated, would be ¢dis 
couraged, or, if exerted at all, would be placed in 
the first instance at the command of private indi 
viduals or compa with whom, perhaps, in the 
end, the Government would be forced to contract at 
a greatly advanced price. 

**ITt may be observed, also, that under our patent 
laws, it is only the inventor, the person in whose 
brain the new form or method has been conceived, 


ies, 


who ean be invested with the patent-right. ‘lo one 
who may have turnished the labor or materials 
necessary to its completion, a patent cunnot be 


issued, tor the subject of the patent is regarded as 
the property of the inventor only. In this instance, 
therefore, the property of Wright in bis linchpin is 
recognize ‘d by law, and the United States for merely 
using the same for public purposes, (in-the absence 
of any contract,) would be obliged to render bim a 
proper compensation, 

“It remains only to add that 
been diseovered in which the* principle’ understood 
by Genera! Dyer to be an ‘admitted’ one—that the 
United States is entitled to use an invention per 
fected under circumstances similar to those reported 


no precedent has 


in the ease of Wright without the payment of royalty 
or any compensation tor the patent—has been tn 
uny Inanner acknowledged. On the contrary, there 
are believed to have been repeated instance in 
which the opposite view has been taken by the Gov 

ernment; and of these the case of Captain Rodman 
is perhaps the most conspicuous. ‘The invention of 
that oflicer was pertected by him while in the United 
‘sates service, and was the result of experiments 


made in Government tounderies; 


moreaver, the tu 
vention was tested at avery heavy public expense 
before being adopted; but while it was held that, 
being an officer in the military service, he could not 


legally sell his patent to the United States; bis right 
to be suitably recompensed for the same as private 
property, upon its being taken and used by the 
Government, was treated nobody a question. (See 
Report of C omimission on Ordnance and Orduanuce 
Plores, pages odY, o71. _ 

Mr. LOGAN. That does not rovert 
the proposition | made at all. Thatwas where 
the patent was absolutely sold to the Govern- 
ment of the United States or taken. by the 
Government of the United States. 

Mr. WINDOM. ‘The question was whether 


the Government was bound to compensate an 


cont 


inventor for his patent when he was in the 
employ of the Government. 
Mr. LOGAN. For his patent—not for the 
use of it. 
| Mr. WINDOM. For the use of his patent. 


Mr. STOCKTON. If the from 
Illinois does not see that that Opinion of Judge 
Holt controverts 
useless in me 


Senator 


his position, it would be very 
to attempt to satisfy him that he 
was wrong in the legal position he took. 

Mr. Presi if the Government furnished 
the men it employed with brains as 
with tools, there might be 

| claim the absolute 


jent, 
well as 
some reason for itto 


use of all their inventions, 





on” 
ovl4 
to these men, and these brains are not abso- 
lutely, entirely employed by the Government. 
You bave limited the hours of labor to eight 
hours a day; and it a man chooses to use his 
brains i the other hours, has he not some 
Claim to Compensation ¢ 
lhe Senator trom Iilinois said to the Senate 
that the rule was in the Army aud inthe Navy 
that men in the service of the Government 
suould not be compensate dfor their inventions. 
Mr. LOGAN. IJsaid nosuchthing, 1 said 
the rule was that they should not be com pen- 
anted fur the use of their inventions. ‘There 
is very great difference between an invention 


and the nse ot an invention. 
Mr. SHOCK TON, Then the Senator, like 
Don Quixote, has been the whole of this even- 


ing fighting a windmill. He said first that 
this bill contained a royalty - 
Mr. LOGAN, ‘lhe Senator will allow me. 


His courtly language is such that | must admit 
the | | have to some extent in that 
direction beeu fighting a windmill. [Laugh- 
ter. | 

Mr, STOCKTON. 
ingly willy. 

Mr. LOGAN. Very, indeed. 

Mr. SLOCKTON. He has been fighting a 
windinill. He has insis ed that this bill coh- 
tains a royalty, when, if he had read the bill or 
listened to it when it was read, he would have 
seen that it contained no royal y ul all. There 


ré posit mn. 


The Senator is exceed- 


in no payment whatever for the use of the in- 
vention, ‘The payment in this case is for the 
absolute transfer of ali the interest the Admi- 


ral had in it, and all that his family bave. What 
I arose to say was that the rule he speaks of 


is undoubtedly true, Why the necessily of 
this bill? Can a Department say to a man, 
‘You have made a valuable invention, and 
we will compensate you for it?’’ Certainly 
not; but the Government of the United States, 
which gives to a private vine by virtue 


by the Constitu 
tion of the United States to grant patents the 
exclusive use of his inveution lor sixteen years, 
is protected from any claim on the part of any 
of 18 employés for the reason that its employés 


of the powe r conterred on it 


cannot go into courtand make a claim against 
it. Therefore they come to Congress. 
say to Congress, ** | have invented this; | can 
sell this to a foreign country; it may or it may 
not be an invention which is useful outside of 
the m litary arm Governmeut ; but if 
you want it | think you ought t me some 
reasonable compensalion, tuking into cousid- 
eration that my time as well as my means ot 
experimenting were granted ime by you.”’ This 
Is pre cisely thal Case. 

Ihis bill — no royalty, money; it 
merely says to a tribunal that you have con- 
siituted for no other purpose in the world than 
between the United States Govern- 
ment and claimants upon it, that it shall have 
the power, taking into consideration the posi- 
tion of this gentleman in the service, and that 


of the 


' 
ti ) give 


ho 


to decide 


he made his experiments with the money of 
the Government, to say whether he ought to 


have any claim or not. If the law as 
down by the Senator from Lilinois be correct, 
the Court of Claims cannot graut one dollar 
under this bill. 

Mr. LOGAN. The Senator will allow me 
right there. I have not laid down any law, 
because there is no law on the subject. I was 
laying down what | thought ought to be a cor- 
rect principle. ‘The Senator says that this bill 
does notask for royalty, nor does it ask for pay 
for the use of the arm, bat merely to determ- 


ine the price of the patent, Am I correct? 
Mr. SUOCKTON. Very nearly correct in 
that; bat it would be very well if the Senator 


had read the bill or heard it read belore he 
got up and pitched into it. 

Mr. LOGAN. I had heard it read. I ask 
the Senator if the statement | have just made 
is correct? 

Mr. SFLOCKTON., 


( To the best of my rece 
ollecion if is. 


laid | 
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Mr. LOGAN. I take the gentleman’s rec- 
Now, if the Senator’s statement is 
correct, and | think it is, that it is for the sale 


ollection. 


of the patent, let me ask one question. Let 
me as Kk who is making this bargain? Mrs. 
Dahlgren has memorialized Congress; but 


department memorialized 
Congress? Has the President of the United 
Siates? Has the head of the Army? Has 
the Navy Department? Have they said to us 
that they want to buy this patent? Certainly 
not; and yet Congress is going on to make a 
contract in its own right with Mrs. Dahigren 
to have the value of a patent determined with- 
out the Government through its officials asking 
for the purchase of that patent. That is the 
position the Senator pats himself in. 

| know it is very hard to oppose measures 
like this. I have bad a great many troubles 


has the ordnance 











. . . . i 
in Opposing some of these things in reference 


to the Army and Navy. I have had a great 
many fights over them. I know nearly every- 
body has a sympathy for anything that is asked 
by a widow or an Army oflicer or Navy officer, 
and it is criminal almost to oppose it. They say 
that you are opposing the Army, you are 
opposing the Navy, unless you give them every- 
thing, pay for guns, and time, and service, 
pensions, and everything else! Now, the 
Government of the United States have not 
asked the purchase of this patent. Nobody 
has asked for the purchase of the patent; but 
Mrs. Dalghren proposes to sell it, and that is 
ali there is in it. 

Now, if Mrs. Dahlgren proposes to sell this 
patent, let Mrs. Dahlgren and the ordnance 
department agree upon the value of the pat- 
ent, and then ask Congress to pay her for it. 
Would not that be better? But you must 
refer itto whom? ‘To the Court of Claims, to 
determine the value of a patent on a gun? 
What do they know about a gun? ‘The Court 
of Claims are to decide the value of a patent 


|} on heavy ordnance by merely referring it to 


They 


| any damage. 


them. lask if it would not have been the 
most sensible, just, and proper way for the 


| ordnance de partment to have said, ‘* We want 


| they want. 


this patent for the use of the Government ; 
and if so, sayto Mrs. ae ‘+ How much 
will you take for it.’’ If she says they may 
value it, let them do it, and then ask Congress 
to appropriate the money. 

But now, since the gentleman has brought 
himself down to the mere point of purchasing 
the patent, let us have it purchased in a differ- 
ent way. In Heaven’s name, does the Con- 
gress of the United States have to refer a bill 
to the Court of Claims to ascertain the value 
of a patent? I think this Naval Committee 
might have done that themselves if that is all 
W hy did they not ask Congress to 
do it, and let us have the fight over the value 
of it rather than to refer 1t to the Court of 
Claims, and there is a finality? They may 
value it at $5,000,000, and Congress is bound 
by it, because you have referred it to them 
to determine the amount. 

I did say the principle was wrong. I say so 
yet. Awhile ago | opposed the previous bill 
because it was for the use of a patent of a 
mechanic for an invention during the time he 
was receiving pay from the Government. 

Now, | should like to put a question to the 
Senator. I know he is a great friend to the 
Navy. SoamlI. He is more of a naval man 
than lam. He knows more about it, a great 
deal more than | ever shall know, I presume ; 
and yet he might learn more and not do him 
Suppose an officer of the Army 
or Navy is spending two or three years on one 
of these inventions; some of them have spent 
more than that in perfecting guns; it takes 
time to invent a gun, and test it and try it at 
the expense of the Government, costing hun- 
dreds and thousands of dollars. It is said 


that it costs about sixty thousand dollars to 


try one gun of large size; that is, it costs that 
amount of money for the shell and powder 
and all the expeuse connected with it, While 


LT 





a 
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all this is being done by the Government for 
the benefit ofan individual's invention, which it 
takes two or three years’ time to perfect, and 
test, and try, and have it so that it is adapted 
to the Government of the United States, 
would it not be well enough for him to knock 
off his pay for that time, while he is drawing, 
say, his $4,000 a year from the Government 


| while making an invention and then getting a 
large amount of money from it hereatter? [ 


ask what justice there is in such thing? 
[t is not the duty of the ollicers of the Army 


_and Navy to perform this service for the pur- 


pose of making a large fortune out of it while 


| they are drawing money trom the Treasury of 


the United States. It is unjust and unfair, 
There is no equity in it. As I said awhile 
ago, if Mrs. Dahigren wants a pension, I do 
not care how large a one, | will vote it; or, 
if you want to erect a monument to the mem- 
ory of the Admiral, 1 will vote for the money. 
But when you want to refer this question to 
tue Court of Claims to determine the value of 
this patent, | do not think I can establish any 
such precedent by my vote. 

1 expected when 1 made the opposition to 
the first bill to find somebody attacking on the 
lett, in the center, and on the right; I ex- 
pected to be flanked out in the front and rear 
aud everywhere else, for | never made an 
objection to anything that belonged to the 
Army or Navy thatI did not get it ali around, 
as if there were a nest of hornets turned 
loose. You find only about one or two men 
who will ever stand up in the House of Kepre- 
sentatives or the Senate and oppose anything 
that these men or their families ask. 

Mr. STOCKTON, Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Iilinois was kind enough to pay me 
a compliments; he said 1 knew more about 
naval matters than he did, for which lam very 
much indebted to him. 1 can return the com- 
pliment by saying that he knows a great deal 
more about Army matters and many other 
things than Ido. But he added to this very 
beautiful compliment the remark that I might 
know more about it yetand notbe hurt. The 
difference between the Senator from Illinois 
und myself is simply this: that I do not 
know much about it, and I am conscious that 
1 do not know much about it; he does not 
know much about it, and I do not think he is 
conscious of it, ‘hat is the precise differ- 
ence. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is first rate for you. 

Mr. SLOCKTON. Let me tell the Senator 
from Illinois in all kindness, because I do not 
want to consume time, that he misunderstood 
this bill wnuen it came up and I tried to 
correct him. He thought it was for the use 
of apatent, and he turns around and says to 
me, ‘*Now you have come down to this, that it 
is Only for the purpose of buying a patent.’ 
The bill was read to buy a patent, | said 
originally it was simply to buy the patent; 
it is not to pay anything for the use of the 
patent; it is to ask the Court of Claims, taking 
into consideration all the facts he states, which 
are all in the bill, that this man was in the 
naval service, that he used our money for his 
experiments, to decide whether anything is 
due, and if so how much. 

Now, the Senator from Illinois certainly 
ought not to arrogate to himself the decision 
of this question. He says he has laid down 
no points of law, and yet he will not allow it 
to go before a court. I certainly would not 
take that upon myself. He says, ‘* Why does 
not the Naval Committee determine this thing, 
and say how much she shall have?’’ W hy, 
sir, as an humble member of the Naval Com- 
mittee myself, | should not know how to determ- 
ine the question. From the opinion sent up 
to the Chair by the Senator from Minnesota 
{Mr. WinpoM] it is manifest that in the view 
of Judge Holt and many others, and that [ 
believe is the rule maintained, a man having 
the absolute right to a-patent, the exclusive 
right to a pateut from the Government, is not 
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oo ey because he happens to be in the em- 
the Government. 

asks me whether the officer’s 
eT not he Certainly not, 
pecause ne had not done some service, if he 


par 
had not ‘lad claim founded justice, 
f 
) 


ploy « 
ihe "eewibe 


deducted. 


some 


il th din law, the Court of Claims, which is 


} } : 
our own tribunal, will give him nothir 


! 
Senator said in the course of his re- 


rhe 
he very reference to the C 





C them to give ¢ ‘te 
Cer ae not. “hh is ‘red to them with 
these very suggestions for the purpose of de 
termining that question. Let me read a line 
ortwo from the bill: 


That the claim of Madeleine Vinton Dahlgren, 


widow of the late Rear Admiral John A. Dahlgren, 


and administratrix of the estate of said Rear Ad- 
biirai Jolin - Dablgren, deceused, be reterre i to 
{ Court of Claims, whieh is hereby vested with 
j liction, and whose duty it shall be to hear and 
determine: first, whether said Admiral Dahlgren 
was t riginal inventor of the Dahlgren gun— 


fhat can do no harm— 


and rifled projectiles, or either of them, as de- 
scribed in his several patents; secondly, what 
amount of compensation, if any, is his estate justl) 
entitled to receive for the use of his inventions and 
patents as claimed, up to the time of adjudieation. 
+ * * 4 * * + * * * 
And in determining : 1e@ amount of compensation 
to be paid said estate for the use andtranster of the 
Dahlgren guns and rifled projectiles, the said 
( t shall, in conneetion with the evidenee in the 
case, take into eonsideration the facts, if proved, 
that, while the said Dahlgren was engaged in per- 
fecting the inventions for whieh said patents were 
the said Dahigren was in the service of the 
States as an officer of the Navy and that 


granted, 
United 


vhile holding such offiee in the Navy, his time, ser- 
vices, nnd skill were due to the Unit ed States, and 
that the expense of making experiments, trials, and 


tests for the purpo of perfecting such "\nventions 


y the United St 
And either part 


ates, 
y may appeal to the Supreme 
Court. | said when [| first started that the 
reason | called the attention of the Senator 
from Illinois to this bill was that he objected 
to another bill before the Senate to-night that 
it was only the use that was granted, and I de- 
sired to call his attention to the fact, and stated 
it openly, that if this bill had been drawn to 
meet the objection which the Senator from Illi- 
nois made to the other bill, it could not have 
been drawn more explicitly and clearly. Not 
one dollar can ever go out of the United States 
easury into the hands of the widow of Ad 
itive’ Dablgren unless the Court of Claims 
pass upon the f that led to it in 
| and then, sitting as they do to determine 
lactS a8 a jury, determine wh: it. the y think the 
proper amount is, and from that decision the 
Governmeut can appeal to the Supreme Court 
of the United States. 
Mr. LOGAN. I think I am not so much 
mistaken. I think I have understood all the 
time what I was saying; at least 1 understand 


she is entit 


inyself if the Senate does not, Congress make 
the contract here with Mrs. Dahlgren; it is 
referred to the Court of Claims to ascertain 
the amount. My objection was,.as I said, that 


J 
the ordnance departmet it had not asked 


purchase this patent. You your: elves force 
the purchase upon the Government without 
their asking it. Nobody has asked for it. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Tf understan 1, and if I 
am mistaken | hope the chairman of the com- 
inittee or some other member of the commit- 
tee will correct me, that there is no other gun 


in use in the Navy. There are hundreds and 
thousands of ‘them in use to-day all over the 
country, all over the world where ships float, 


even to the little gun-boats, even to the boats 
that go with small vessels. For gentlemen to 
say that the ordnance department has not 

we shall appropriate anything when 
we bave the fuet that they are using the gunand 
all that is asked is that the Court of Claims 
shall say is entitled to any com- 
pensation Will the 
ernment of the United States take the position 
with the Senator that they will not let their 
own Court of Claims, after adoptingan inven- 
tion of this kind, after using it, after spread- 
ing it throughout the world, pass on the single 


ced that 


whether she 


seems very singular. Gov- 


| 
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tl 
tled to remeneration 
is not mght. 


understand this 


resident, tha 





case if it propo 
Mr. MORRILL, Mr. President, 


interest In this 


I take no very great matter, 
and certainly | am not competent to say much 
in regard to it any way. One thing has oc 
curred to me in listening to the remarks of 
gentiem nm On eitner side. i do not quite 
agree with my honorable triend from tllinois 
that because a man 1s in the employ of the 
Government, and the Government is entitled 
to his services in a particular way, he may 
not be entitled to the exercise of his genius 


outside of any duties which the Government 
of the United States in such employment has 
» right to demand of him. But at the same 
time | do agree with the honorable Senator 
from Illinois that it is worth while in a ques 
tion of this kind to exercise very great caution 


Lhe 
reference of such a question @s this than 
would be like y to produce 
the party who presents the clain. 


that no more latitude is given in 


] 
absolute justice to 


l his refer- 


ence to the Court of Claims is in the nature 
of a claim from Mrs. Dahlgren. I believe the 
bill proceeds to declare that they are to 
consider her claim. What is her elaim for 


If she has a claim, what is it tor? It is for 

the use of the gun patented by her late hus- 

band. i 
But it will rved ther 


panying t another proposition, 


; ; ‘ 
be obse that eis accom- 


oo Pa 
lat Claim tor UuSe 


and that 1s the value of the patent to the end 
of its duration. ‘That is not in connection 
with the claim, as | yasider, it may be that 
we are perfeetly willing and that it is perfectly 


just that she shout 
the value of the claim for the 
Government has had of this arm in the public 
ervice, and lam very strongly impressed with 
the idea that that 1s right; whe 
willing to to the 
Senator from illinois suggests, the other ques 
tion of purchasing the patent and having 


5 
right to 


1 have fromthe Government 


use which the 


but ther we are 


submit court, aS the honorable 
Lhe 
the patent transferred to us, Or not, 
seems to me to be another question 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will my friend from 
Maine allow me to ask a question? = ‘This bill 
the idea that the Government 
the Dahlgren Vhat 

If there wet 


is based upon 


will continue to use gun. 


ssumed as a fact. 


Is a @ any doubt 
about it, there might be a@ question whether 
we ought to buy the patent ; but it is assumed 


as a matter of course that the Government 
having used the Dahlgren gun, and using it 
now, and in all probability wili use it during 
the residue ot the patent, the Government, 1 


it takes it at all, ought 80 as to have 


for 


to take it 


a complete use, because trom this time 


ward Mrs. Dahlgren undoubtedly will have a 
just claim upon the Government for the use 
of this patent. Dahlgren is dead and is no 


longer in the pay of the United States. There- 
fore if the Government of the United States 
use this gun now, clearly, as in favor of Mrs. 
Dahlgren, she has a perfect right to demand 


pay from the Government for the use of thi 
invention, because the use of Dablgren’s in- 
vention by the Government could not extend 
| nger than his employ in the service or tne 
Government by any possibility. ‘The Gov- 


ernment is in use daily of this property, rec 
ognized as prope rty by the Government itself, 
her r 


in violation of The Government 


ights. 
ought to pay ior that use. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. 
at all improbable that the 


I 
continue to use it; and if the 


her 
It may not be 
Government will 


Government 


should so continue to use it, then, of course 


j ist in pr 


exercise that right of use 


opor 1 Aas the Government should 


over toils 1nstrument 


she would have a furtherclaim, Butthis prope 
Oosilion proces is upon the submission of a 
question to the Court of Claims in the nature 


of a claim. It is incongruous its t 
you will connect 


for the use of an instrument 


to say that 
st10n ot a claim 
& proposilioen tor 


with that que 
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il 


the purchase—for that is what it.is—how much 


shall the Government of the United States 
pay for the use of this arm, and how much 
will the court determine they shall pay for 


the purchase of the thing itself? | rose, there- 


fore, to suggest to the Senator tram New 
Jersey whether it would not answer the ob- 
ject he has in view, and that the committee 
has in view, to strike out all alter the word 


in the thirteenth line, to the end of 
page. It will be seen that 

tion then submitted will be simp!y 
it anything, Admiral Dahlgren’s estate is 
eutitied to tor the use by the Government of 
this arm in the public service, leaving out the 


claim,’’ 


the first the prop: 


What, 





question of the purchase of the patent, and 
the transfer of it to the Government. I do 
not know whether the Senator from New 
Jersey will accept that. 


Mr. SPOCK LON. 1 was just going to say 
that | have no objection to it at all, that 
is exactly the ditheulty which the Senator 


but 


from Illinois, as | understood him, found fault 
with. ‘That did not exist in the bill, and does 
not exist without this amendment. Let him 
correct me if | am wrong. It reads now, 


‘* what amount of compensation, Wo oany, 18 
his estate jus ly entitled to receive for the use 


o! his invention and as cluimed up to 


You 


patent 
the time of 


adj idication. stop there 
and do not provide **for a full and ent 
transter of his several patents to the United 
States, You propose that the Court of 
Claims shall pay a certain sum for the use 


up to the present time, leaving the patent- 
right still im the widow or the administrator 
If | understood the Senator from Lilinois, he 
objects to payin ¢ for the use of it. 

Mr. LOGAN. That does not affect the 
judgment of the Senate. ‘They can put in 
the bill what they 

Mr. 


one ov 


please, 
MORRILL of Maine. But it 
tion that the Senator from 
raised, sad that was that we were refe 
q iestion of the 
Court of C 
force. 
Mr. SHE] 


but a moment 


relieves 
Lilinois 
rring ti 

purchase of a pateut to the 
laims, and which struck me with 


tMAN. I shall detainthe Senate 
in regardto this matter. 1 econ- 


fess my interest in the passage of this claim, 


first, from my long acquaintance with Admi- 
ral Dahlgren and my very high regard for him, 
but chietly from my longer acquaintance with 


to the benefit of t} Is 
When the bill 


proposing rto givean 


See 
who is entitled 
p TOV } mm, and also his family, 
Wa oO rina ly 1 intr yi iced 


large sum in gross for the benelit of Mz 


: 
his widow, 


Dahlgren for this claim I thought that bill 
was wrong in principle. I thought Congress 
could hardly treat this in the nature of a 
gratuity to be given to her or Admiral Dahl- 


gren’s estate; that Congress was not the proper 
tribunal to fix the value of this property right. 
lherefore, when the bill assumed this 
setting out the precise relations of Admiral 
Dahlgren to the Government and the use by 
the Government of his property, | 
that it was in a form that no one could 
to who studied the question. 

Now, that Admiral Dahlvren had a property 
right in the use of his invention, I think 
can call in question. | 
called in question until the Senator from Iih- 
nois called it in question. When the Govern- 
ment grants a patent it recognizes 
property right in the for a ce 
invention, and the Government 
right to appropriate that right than any in- 
dividual has. Ad Dahlgren pre- 
as if he head of some great 


‘ 
manufacturing concern employed for so much 


form, 


ho 


one eard it 


never nh 


an existing 


patentee riain 


has no more 


iniral stood 


cisely he were at 


a year to manage that concern. If, in addi- 
tion to the management of that concern, he 
invented a machine to increase the ee of 
the concern, a8 a matter of course the Drm 


ipelled to pay him, in any tribunal, 
that invert mn if they used 


vement. 


Ww yuld be « tl 
for the value ot 
Lone Col 


thal impro Phat } pl cisely 


dition of Admiral Dahigrea, 
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Sut to come to the point, the honorable 


Senator from Maine is wiiling to pay for the | 


use up to this time or to the death of Admiral 
Dahlgren a certain sum, to be left to the Court 
but the Government 
United States is using, and will continue 


of Claims to determine ; 
of the 
to use 
pirauion of the patent, the Dahlgren gun. We 
know it is 80. What gentleman here can deny 
and the right of Mrs. Dahlgren to 
claim as the property, and indeed the only and 
chief property of Admiral Dahlgren left to his 
widow and his children, the property right in 
this gun which the Government alone is using, 
and which from the nature of the invention the 
alone can use ? 
not better, therefore, 
should 


the equity 


Government 
Is il 
ernment 


that the Gov- 
acquire this right, full and 

by the payment of some sum, and 

thus end the controversy? Because unque S- 
tionably from the date of Admiral Dahlgren’s 
death no man would deny to his widow the 
right to claim for the use of this invention of 


complete, 


in all human probability until the ex- | 
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| 


simply } 


Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. 
withdraw it. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be ens grossed tor a 
third reading, and read the third time. 

Mr. LOGAN. I ask for the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Ii the Senator insists on 
calling the yeas and nays, of course that is 
weventing the bill from passing to- 
Tt is mauitest that there is no quorum 


Yes, sir; I 


night. 


| in the Senate, and has not been for a long 


| at all. 


his, and | do not think any lawyer would 
deny the right of Admiral Dahlgren during 
his life-time to appeal to the Government for 
some compensation for the use of his inven- | 
tion. It seems to me the Court of Claims is | 
the proper tribuual to settle this question, 
‘They would take into consideration all these 
facts. ‘They would treat it precisely as they 


would a contract between private individuals, 


by one individual of the 
another individual; and it seems 


or rather as the 


invention of 


use 


to me they would make a just and equitable 


award that would be satisfactory to the widow, 
which must be satisfactory to her, and secure 
to the Government of the United States the 
undisputed use of this invention, and which I 
think the Government of the United States 
could pay with great propriety. It strikes me, 
that the 
and carefully drawn ought to pass. 

Mr. LOGAN. I desire to say one word in 
response to the Senator from Ohio. He says 
he does not think any lawyer will pretend that 


therelore, 


Adwiral Dahlgren was not entitled to pay for | 


the use of his patent—— 

Mr. SHERMAN, I say as between indi- 
viduals. As against the Government, as a 
matter of Admiral Dahlgren could 
do nothing unless the Government authorized 
I did say, or intended to say, 


course, 


him to sue. 


that as between individuals under like circum- |} 


stances, no lawyer wouid deny that he was en- 
titled to compensation. 


Mr. LOGAN. ‘Then I misunderstood the 
Senator. As to his right to compensation, if 
the case were one between individuals, there | 


is no controversy between us. 1 was speaking, 
and have been speaking all the time as to his 
right to claim from the Government, accord- 
ing to the usage of the Government hereto- 
fore. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I said if Admiral Dahl- 
gren were employed by a private individual 
under these circumstances, undoubtedly that 
person would be compelled to pay him tor the 
use of his invention; but as against the Gov- 
ernment, the Government has the power to 
say it will not pay anybody. Nobody can sue 
the Government, and it is a simple question 
of power, not a question of right. 

Mr. LOGAN. It is not only a question of 
power, but it is a principle established by the 
Government and acquiesced in by all inventors 
in the employ of the Government up to this 
time, and agreed to without any controversy 
whatever, 

The PRESIDING 
the chair.) The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I do not care 
to divide the Senate on the question. I sug- 
gested the amendment to the consideration of 
the committee without desiring to divide the 
Senate upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Senator withdraw the amendment? 


Does the 


bill as it is framed here | 


OFFICER, (Mr. Nye in || 











! 


| time. 


1 appeal to him whether it would not 
be proper to have a division first. If he pro- 
poses to use it, he has the power of preventing 
the passage of the bill to-night. 

Mr. LOGAN, I am not using any power 
| believe it requires a quorum to puss a 
bill. That is the law. 

Mr. SLOCKTON. That is the law; but 
mauy bills are passed without a quorum. 

Mr. LOGAN. I know many are; but I 
do not propose that this one shall be with my 
knowledge of what has been done heretofore. 

Mr. ALCORN. I was going to make a 
motion which | think perhaps the hour will 
justify, and that is, to adjourn. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let us take a vote on 
this bill, and then, if there is not a quorum 


present, we shall have to adjourn as a matter | 


of course. 

Mr. ALCORN. I was instructed that there 
was nol a quorum present, and that was the 
reason why | made the motion. 

Mr. CRAGIN. There is evidently not a 
quorum present, and I suggest that this bill 
be laid aside, and let us take up one or two 


| others that we may pass. 


Mr. SHERMAN. It is too late. Let us 
take a vote on this bill, and if there is no 
quorum here, let us adjourn. 

Mr. NORWOOD. [| should like to inquire 
of the Senator from New Jersey the necessity 
of referring this matter to the Court of Claims? 
What peculiar facilities have they to determ- 
ine the question that the Committee on Naval 
Affairs have not? What information can they 
derive that this committee cannot derive? And 
how are they better adapted to acquire that 
information? 

Mr. STOCKTON. It was to meet just such 
exigencies that the Court of Claims was or- 
ganized. 


of the multitudinous claims that come 
before them. It was found impracticable, and, 
as business increased, impossible, for commit- 
tees to do justice to the suitors and justice to 
the Government, and the Court of Claims, as I 
had occasion to say a short time ago during 


| the debate on raising the salaries of the judges 


of the Court of Claims, was established tor 


| that very purpose. As | said on that occasion, 


they had one of the most delicate duties ever 
intrusted to men to perform, to staud betore 


| their Government protecting its honor and its 


credit, and protecting it from repudiation, and 
at the same time standing before the creditor 
whose claim was an unjust one and adjudicat- 
ing upon it against him. They were placed 
there for that very purpose. It is a proper 
tribunal for a case of this sort, and a much 
better tribunal than a large body of this kind 
to fix the exact amount. 

If the Committee on Naval Affairs had 
come in here and reported a bill to give to 
Mrs. Dahlgren $50,000, or any other sum, 


| every Senator would have had some sugges- 


tion to make as to the precise amount. It 
is a question of unliquidated damages. 
@ matter that is not capable of direct and per- 
fect ascertainment. it is an unascertained 
debt, and the judgment of those gentlemen 
whose specific duties are to decide questions 
of law and fact in reference to these claims 
was considered iu the formation of the court. 


lt isimpossible for a committee of 
| Congress to hear both sides, take all the testi- 
| mony, examine into these patents, and the 
| rights under them, and to actin fact in every 
| case 


It is | 














| Cc ooper, 


| ton, Ferry of Connecticut, 








As I understand it, it has the very best means 
of having this thing done honestly and prop- 
erly between the Government and its Credit- 
ors, and all there is in this billis simply giving 
jurisdiction to the court, which it does not 
have now in a case of this kind, to consider 
the case. That is everything that is in the 
bill except the limitations calling upon them 
to consider also the position of Admiral 
Dahlgren as an officer of the Navy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secre- 
tary will call the roll on the passage of the 
bill. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Before the result was announced, 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. Is there aquo- 
rum present? 

’ The PRESIDING OFFICER. That can 
only be determined by the announcement of 
the result of the vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 7; 
as follows: 

Y EAS—Messrs. Anthony, Boreman, Casserly, Cole, 
Corbett, Cragin, Davis of West Virginia. 
Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Howe, Kelly, Morrill 
of Maine, Nye, Osborn, Saulsbury, Sawyer, Seott, 
Sherman, Stevenson, Steckton, Trumbull, and Win- 


dom—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Caldwell, Hamil- 
ton of ‘Texas, Harlan, Logan, and Pomeroy—7. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Ames, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, C: imeron, Carpenter, Chandler, Clay- 
ton, Conkling, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Fen- 
Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, 
Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamlin, Hill, 
Hitchcock, Johnston, Kellogg, Lewis, Morrill of 
Vermont, Morton, Norwoed, Patterson, Pool, Pratt, 
Ramsey, Ransom, Rice, Robertson, Schurz, Spencer, 
Sprague, Stewart, Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, Vick- 
ers, West, Wilson, and Wright—44. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan. 
Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no 
quorum voting. It is moved that the Senate 
do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at ten 
o’clock and thirty- -five minutes p- m.) the 


Senate adjourned. 


I move that the 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Monpay, May 18, 1872. 


The House met at eleven o’clock, a. m. 
Prayer by Rey. G. F. Sreniine, of Harris- 
burg, Pennsylvania. 

‘The Journal of Saturday last was read and 
approved, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the 
first business in order will be the call of the 
States and Territories, beginning with the 
State of Maine, for the introduction of bills 
and joint resolutions for reference to their 
appropriate committees, and not to be brought 
back by motions to reconsider. Under this 
call memorials and resolutions of State and 
territorial Legislatures are in order. The 
morning hour now begins at fifteen minutes 
past eleven o’clock. 


WILLIAM M,. HENRY. 
Mr. TWICHELL introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2714) for the relief of William M. 
Henry ; which was read a first and second 


time, referred to the Committee of Claims, 
aud ordered to be printed. 


ELECTION OF POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. SEELEY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2715) providing for the election of postmas- 
ters; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office 


/ and Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


‘resolution (H. 


FENIAN PRISONERS IN CANADA, 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS introduced a joint 
R. No. 150) requesting the 
President to intercede with the authorities of 
the Domision of Canada for the release of the 
American citizens who are held as prisoners 
for complicity in Fenian raids in Canada; 
which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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IRON SHIP-BUILDING YARDS. 


Mr. BROOKS, of New York, introduced a 


bill (H. KR. No. 2716) to establish an iron ship- 
building yard on the waters falling into the 


| Point Military 


Atlantic and an iron ship-building yard on the || 


Mississippi or its tributaries, and to afford 


facilities to the Navy; which was read a first | 


and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
INTERNAL TAXES 

Mr. L. MYERS introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2717) to amend the thirtieth section of 
the act entitled ‘‘An act to reduce internal 
taxes, and for other purposes,’’ approved July 
14, 1870; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be priuted. 

JOUN WAUGIIL, 


Mr. B. F. MEYERS introduced a bill (H. 
R. No. 2718) for the relief of John Waugh; 
which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CANCELLATION OF TOBACCO BONDS. 


Mr. DUKE introduced a bill (H. R. No. 


2719) for the cancellation of bonds for manu- 


factured tobacco lost in the steamer George | 


rE. con between the cities of Richmond 


and New York; which was read a first and | 
referred to the Committee of | 


second time, 

Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 
TAXES ON MANUFACTURED TOBACCO. 

Mr. DUKE also introduced a bill (H. R. 

No. 2720) to provide for the abatement of 

repayment of taxes on manufactured tobacco 


in bond destroyed by casualty; which was || 


read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered 
to be printed. 
REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 
Mr. TERRY introduced a bill (H. R. No 
2721) to remove the political disabilities of F. 
Johnson, James H. Logan, and R. H. Logan ; 





which was read a first and second time, and | 


referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
CYRUS P. MENDENHALL. 

Mr. HARPER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2722) for the relief of Cyrus P. Mendenhall, 
of De tees. North Carolina; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee of Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 

Mr. PRICE introduced abill( H. R. No. 275 28) 


mle 
to remove the political disabilities of Hosea C. 


Giddens, William J. Wyley, and Richard Mar- | 


tin, citizens of the State of Georgia, and Wil- 
liam R. McConnell; which was read a first 


| in the State of Louisiana; 


| jroo . . V4. 
|| 2733) granting a pension to Eliza B. 


| okee treaty of July 19, 1866; 


Mr. MOREY also introduced ao bill (H. R 
No. 2728) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to admit six Japanese youths to the West 
Academy; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 


MOUTH OF TITE MISSISSIPPI. 
Mr. SYPHER introduced a bill (HH. R. No. 


IFO 


| 2729) to clean and deepen the channel over 


the bar at the mouth of the Mississippi river, 
which was read a 


| first and second time, with the accompanying 


papers referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


DISTRIBUTION OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS 
Mr. BEATTY introduced a bill (H. R. No. 


| 2730) to provide for the distribution of public 


documents; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Printing, 
and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS BEFORE THE DEPARTMENTS. 

Mr. BECK introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2731) to regulate the prosecution of claims 
before the Executive Departments of the Gov- 
ernment; which was read a first and second 
time. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 
of the bill in full. 

The bill was accordingly read in fall, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


I call for the reading 


ETHAN A. SAWYER, 

Mr. CALDWELL introduced a bill (H. 
No. 2732) for the relief of Ethan A. Sawyer ; 
which was read a first and second time, with 
the accompanying papers referred to the Com 


| mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 


printed, 
ELIZA B. ANDERSON. 
Mr. HOLMAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 


Ander- 
son; which was read a first and second time, 


|| referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


and ordered to be printed. 
CHEROKEE TREATY OF 1866. 
Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2734) to recognize the validity of the Cher- 
which was read 


a first and second time, referred to the Com- 


| mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 


and second time, referred to the Committee || 


on the Judiciary, after having been read at the 
request of Mr. ELprapce. 

Mr. YOUNG introduced a bill (H. R. No 
2724) to remove the political disabilities of 
Corry W. Styles, of Georgia; which was read 


a first and second time, and referred to the |) Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 


Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. SLOSS introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
725) to remove the political disabilities of 


liek M. Downs, J. B. Cox, and Daniel Ben- 


son, of Franklin county, Alabama; which was | 


read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MOREY introduced a bill (H. R. No 
2726) to remove the political disabilities of 
persons therein named; which was read a 
first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


JAPANESE AT TUE MILITARY ACADEMY, 

Mr. MOREY also introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2727) authorizing the Secretary of War 
to admit six Japanese youths to the West 
Point Military Academy; which was read a 
first and second ume, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


42p Conga. 2p Sess. —No. 212. 


| 


| bill = R. N 


| the same at St. 


| printed. 


MARY E. FOSTER 
Mr. me of Missouri, introduced 
2735) granting a pension to 
Mary I 4. ta of Chillicothe, Missouri; 
which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 
MISSOURI STATE MILITIA 

Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, also introduced 
a bill (H. R. No. 2736) to provide for the pay- 
ment of a bounty of $100 to the proposed fifth 
regiment Missouri State militia; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the 


be printed. 
SUPREME COURT. 

Mr. WELLS introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2737) changing the time of holding the 
supreme court, and providing for a session of 
Louis; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

MISSOURI CAVALRY VOLUNTEERS. 

Mr. HAVENS introduced a bill (H. R. No 


2738) to provide for the payment of bount y 


| to the fifteenth and sixteenth regiments Mis- 
| souri cavalry volunteers; which was read a 
| first and second time, 


referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
|| printed. 


MRS. SUSAN C. RHEA. 
Mr. CLARK, of Texs 
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i} 
i} 


No. 9740) to 


Sod 


(H. R. No. 2739) forthe relief of Mrs. Susan 
C. Khea, widow of Dr. J. Burrows Gardner; 
which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

PAYMENT OF CONTRSTANTS., 

Mr. McCRARY introduced a bill (H. R. 
prohibit the payment of ex- 
penses to elt a p: irty to a contested-elec tion 
case in the House of Representatives ; which 
was read a first and este at time, referred to 
the Committee of Elections, and ordered to 
be printed. 

PERU, TOWA, 
Mr. DONNAN introduced a bill (H. R. No. 


2741) to provide for the appraisement and sale 
of lots in the town of Peru, Dubuque county, 
lowa; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. LTeall for the 
of this bill at length. 

lhe bill was accordingly read in full, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 
ordered to be printed. 


reading 


li. C. VAN LOUVAN, 


Mr. DONNAN also introduced a ball (HL. 
R. No. 2742) for the relief of H. C. Van Lou- 
van; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Let this biil be read 
in full. 

The bill was accordingly read at length, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, and ordered to be printed. 


TAXATION AND MONOPOLY 


Mr. ELDREDGE introduced a bill (H. 
No. 2743) to increase taxes and encourage mo- 
nopoly without producing revenue ; 
read a first and second’ time. 

Mr. BECK. That seems to be 
able bill. I ask that it be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, begin- 
ning at eleven o'clock and thirty five minutes 
a. m. 

Mr. DAWES (when the Clerk had read some 
time) said: It seems to me we might dispense 
with the reading ofthis bill. Imfitis the settled 
purpose of the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
ELDREDGE] and those who act with himto pre 
vent the passage of any civil rights bill—— 


which was 


remark- 


Mr.COX. I object to debate. The gen 
tleman has no more right to debate than 
I have. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not desire to debate 


the matter ; but if it is the settled purpose of 
the gentlemen on the other side to prevent the 
passage of any civil rights bill, 
something else. 

The SPEAKER. 
The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. DAWES, (at twelve o’clock m.) Ifthe 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Ev_preper} 
will listen a moment, I wish to make a prop 
osition. If the fifteen minutes remaining of 
the morning hour be consumed in reading this 
bill, it will afterward take that much time 
additional to receive by unanimous consent 
bills, &c., which could not be intr 
ing the morning hour. 


let us pass to 


Debate is not in order. 


uced dur 
Might we not as well 
receive those bills during the morning hour as 
afterward by unanimous co 

Mr. ELDREDGE. [supposed that 
Clerk had read this bill the from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] would want to 
pass it this morning. He is und 
in favor of a tariff ball in some 
thought this might meet his 

Mr. DAWES. Ionly made my proposition 
in order to save time, 

Mr. COX. I object to debate 

Mr. DAWES. I thought the fifteen minutes 
remaining of the morning hour might as well 
be occupied in receiving bills. 

Mr. COX. Debate is not in order 

Mr. ELDREDGE. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts had better have the civil rights 
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ciary. I have asked that ever since the bill 
was introduce d. 
Mr. DAWES Iam willing the bill shonld 


be referred. 
are unwiilin 


other side 
e the bill passed, I am will- 


If gentlemen on the 
g to hav 


ing to do the next best thing. 
Mr. ELDREDGE. Your colleague {Mr 


Hoorer, of Massachusetts’ 
have it referred, 

fhe SPEAKER. This 
debated during the 


it willing to 


matter 


morning hour. 


[he Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, 
which was concluded at ten minutes after 
twelve o'clock p. m 

The SPEAKER. lo what committee does 
the gen leman from Wiseon n| ir. ELDREDGE | 
desire this bill to be referred 

Mr. ELDREDGE, Not to the Committee 
of Ways and Means, unless they have another 


chairman. 
The SPE 

debated. 
Mr. Te iS. 

Committee of the 


The SP 7 


AKER. The question cannot 


Must not the bill go to the 
Whole? 


AKER. It need not go to the 


Committee of the Whole on the first refer- 

ence. When considered it must receive its 

first consideration in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. DAWES. 1 move the reference 


bill to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SWAMP LANDS IN CALIFORNIA 

Mr. SARGENT introduced a bill (H. R. 
2744) relati: 
California: which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Commitee on the Public 
Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


No. 


g to swamp lands 


LANDS IN OREGON. 
Mr. SLATER introduced a bill (H. R. No. 
2745) to authorize the State of Oregon to 
change the list of lands selected by said State 


under the act of September 4, 1841; which 
was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and 


ordered to be printed, 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF JOUN SCOLLY. 
Mr. GALLEGOS introduced a bill (H. 
authorizing the legal representa- 
tives of John Scolly and others in the Terri- 
tory. of New Mexico, to institute suit against 
the United States in the supreme court of 
New Mexico; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the committee on Pri- 
vate Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
MILITARY ROADS IN NEW MEXICO, 


Mr. G AL, L, BGOS also intros luced a bill | H. 
R. No. 2747) providing for the completion of 
the military road from Santa Fé to Taos, in 
the Territory of New Mexico; which was read 
a first ‘ond time, referred to the Com. 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed 

Mr. GALLEGOS also introduced a bill (H. 


No. 2746) 


and se 


R. No. 2748) providing for the construction 
of a military road from Tort Union to Las 
Vegas, San Miguel, Mesa de Pecos, Rancho 


de San Carlos, via Santa Fé, (Fort Marey,) to 
Albuquerque, in the Territory of New Mex 
ico; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGES OVER BIG SIOUX RIVER, 

Mr. ARMSTRONG introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2749) to provide for the construction of 
Government bridges over Big Sioux river be- 
tween the Territory of Dakota and the State 
of lowa; which was read a first and second 
time, referred tothe Committee on Commerce, 
und ordered to be printed. 


VERMILLION VALLEY, ETC , RATLROAD., 


Mr. ARMSTRONG also introduced a bill 
(H. R. No. 2750) granting the right of way to 


the Vermillion Valley and Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the 


Pacific Railroad, and ordered to be printed. 


cannot be 


of the 


in the State of 


CIVIL RIGHTS BILL. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
consent of the House that the bill known as 
the civil rights bill, which is now an obstruc- 


' tion to business, be taken out of the morning | 


hour. ‘There is no necessity of its remaining | 
there. If the Senate pass a bill it will come 
here, go upon the Speaker’s table, and can be | 


taken up by a majori \ 

Mr. RANDALL. 

The SPEAKER. 
expired 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. If there be objec: | 
tion I will move to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The bill was Ri | 
by the gentleman from Maine, but it 
the motion of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [| Mr. Hoorer] who is now absent. 

Mr. DAWKS. 

sagne from one of the Boston districts, [ Mr. 


vote. 


Is this in order? 
The morning hour has | 


the House by sickness, or otherwise he wouid 
be present in the discharge of his duties. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I withdraw my mo- 
lion, then, until the gentheman from Massa- 
chusetts is present. 

ORDER OF 

The SPEAKER. 
tion, bills and joint resolutions will be received 
for reference only, not to be brought back by 
a motion to reconsider, by gentlemen who were 
not present when their States were called. 


BUSINESS. 


There was no objection; and it was ordered | 


accordingly. 
JAMES A. SANDERS. 

Mr. HAY introducedabill(H. R. No. 2751) 
granting a pension to 
which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF 


Mr. 


POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 
WALLACE introduced a bill (H. R. 


No. 2752) to relieve from legal and political | 


disabilities the persons named therein ; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 


FRANKLIN J. WALKER. 
Mr. McINTYRE introduced a bill (H. R. No 


release from political disabilities 
. Walker, of Colquitt county, Geor- 
which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 


2753) to 
Franklin J 
gia; 


WESTERN DISTRICT OF ARKANSAS. 


Mr. BINGHAM introduced a bill (H. 
No. 2754) to facilitate the trials of criminal 
causes and reduce expenses in the western dis- 
trict of Arkansas ; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

HENRY CLAY WOOD. 

Mr. AVERILL introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2755) for the relief of Henry Clay Wood, 
major and assistant adjutant general United 
States Army; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 


Mr. McKEE introduced a bill (H. R. No 
2756) to remove a disabilities from 
certain citizens of Mississippi; which was 


read a first and second time, referred to the | 
Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to | 


be printed. 
SOLDIERS’ MONUMENT, SYRACUSE, NEW YORK. 


Mr. DUELL introduced a joint resolution, 
(H. R. No. 151) donating cannon for the 


/ erection of a soldiers’ monument at Syracuse, 


New York; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


GLOBE. 


I ask unanimous | 


was on | 


i desire to say that my col- | 


|| the name of 

| the same to consist of such number of members as 
| other standing committees, the 

|| sideration of all subjects rel: iting to the propagation 
| and preservation of fish in the navigable waters of 
| the United States. 


There being no objec: | 


James A. Sanders; | 


| unfinished, 
| determined, an entirely different complexion 
| may be given to the business of the House. 


May 13, 








POSTAL ROUTES. 
Mr. COGHLAN introduced a bill (H. R. 


No. 2757) relating to postal routes; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, and ordered to be printed, 

ELIZABETH HARDING 


Mr. MeJUNKIN introduced a bill (H. R. 
No. 2758) for the relief of Elizabeth Harding ; 
which was read a first and second time, re 
ferred to the Committee of Claims, aud ordered 
to be printed. 

PENNSYLVANIA STATE ASSOCIATION. 

Mr. L. MYERS introduced a bill (H. R. 
| No. 2759) donating cannon for the Penusyl- 
| vania State Association of Washington, District 
of Columbia; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military 


| Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
Hoover, ] at whose suggestion the civil rights || 
bill was brought in here, is still detained from || 


FISH AND FISHERIES. 
Mr. LAMISON submitted tie following 
resolution; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rules: 


Resolved, That in additien to the committees now 
authorized by the rules of this House there be cre- 
ated an additional committee, to be designated by 
“Committee on Fish and Fisheries,” 


same to have con- 


PENSION 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from Illinois, 
[Mr. Moore, ] chairman of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, desires me toask the House 
to assign this evening for the consideration of 


BILL. 


|| the pension bill which is now in the private 
| business of the morning hours of Friday and 
Saturday. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. The gen- 


| tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Bixcuam, ] the chair- 


man of the Committee on the Judiciary, de- 
sires to ask leave for the Committee on the 
Judiciary 1o report to-night and to-morrow 
night. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would sug- 
gest that when gentlemen are asking for even- 
ing sessions the point had better be determ- 
ined whether the business shall go over as 
because, as that point may be 


Mr. DAWES. The gentleman at whose 


| request I asked that to-night be assigned for 
| the consideration of the pension bill can say 


whether he will give way to the Committee on 
the Judiciary or not. 


Mr. BINGHAM. 


I ask the House to assign 


| to-morrow evening and the evening following 


after half past seven o'clock to the considera: 
tion of reports from the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. DAWES. Let it be with the under- 
standing that the business shall not go over as 
unfinished. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to make the fur- 
ther request that next Monday evening be 
assigned to the Judiciary Committee, which 
wishes to have a further hearing at that time 
on account of the necessary absence of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Mercur. ] 

Mr. BANKS. I think two evenings is as 


| much as should be assigned to one committee. 


There are other committees which desire to 
have evening sessions assigned to their busi- 


| ness. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I would suggest that 
when we meet at eleven o’clock each day and 
sit until five it is quite enough for the reporters, 
the clerks, and everybody else. 

Mr. BANKS. It is necessary that the public 
business shall be done. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Thecommittees ought 
to have pushed their business during the win- 
ter when we were meeting and adjourning for 
weeks, doing very little. 

Mr. MOORE. I dislike very much standing 
in the way of other gentlemen who have rights 











- 
: 


eee 


ed 





Be ore, oo 


Poteet 


§ 
r 
e 
: 

















1872. 








bere on the floor. But I desire that the pen- 
sion bill reported from my committee shall be 
considered and acted upon. An evening was 
assigned for its consideration last week, but 
the House saw fit to adjourn, and I should like 
very much that this evening be granted for its 
consideration. I think we can finish it up this 
evening. I move that this evening be assigned 
for the consideration of the pension bill. 

The motion was agreedto; and it was so 
ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands 
that in all the assignments made for evening 
sessions the business which is pending at the 
close of such a session, unless the previous 
question has been seconded on it, does not go 
over as unfinished business. 


BUSINESS OF THE JUDICIARY COMMITTEE. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I renew my motion that 


to-morrow evening and the following evening 
bev assigned to receiving reports trom the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Banks] also desires that an 
evening shall be assigned for reports from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. The gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Kercaam] has a 
similar request to make on behalf of the Com- 
mitiee on Public Lands. 

‘Tbe question is on agreeing to the motion 
of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Brxcuam, } 
that to-morrow evening and the following 
evening be assigned to reports from the Com- 
mitiee on the Judiciary. 

the House divided; and there were—ayes 
97, noes 25. 

So the motion was agreed to. 


COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS. 


Mr. BANKS. I move that Monday evening 
and ‘Tuesday evening of next week be assigned 


to reports irom the Committee on Foreign 


A ffuirs. 


The motion was agreed to; and it was so 


ordered. 
COMMITTEE ON TIE PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. KETCHAM. Iask that the evenings 
of Thursday and Friday of next week be 


assigned for the consideration of reports from | 


the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. COX. 
strong. 1 object to so many assignments of 
evening sessions. 

Mr. DAWES. 
so many assignments for next week. No one 
cun tell what contingencies may be upon us 
then. 
have been assigned now? 

The SPEAKER. Monday and Tuesday eve- 
nings of next week. 

Mr. DAWES. 
from New York [Mr. Kercuam] ask for the 
a-signment of some time this week? I would 
suggest to him that he ask for Thursday and 
Friday evenings of this week. Noone can tell 
what the contingencies of next week may be. 

Mr. COX. 1 must object to that. 

Mr. Ki tCHAM. 
evenings of Thursday and Friday of this week 


be set wpart for the business of the Committee || 


on the Public Lands. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. Allow me to make 
a suggestion. If the Committee of Ways and 


Means and the Committee on Appropriations | 


expect to get through their bills they had bet- 
ter not be devoting all the remaining evenings 


of ihe session to the business of other com- | 


mittees. 

Mr. DAWES. Let me say, in reply to the 
gentleman, thatthe effort is to relieve the House 
so that the business of the Committees of Ways 
und Means and Appropriations can be attended 
to. | think myseit the House will work with 
more content, if that is a proper expression to 


apply to it, if it can get off other business at | 


these evening sessions. 


I think weare running it rather | 


I think we should not make | 


What ware the latest evenings which | 


| be mv apology for the request | make. 
¥ a} £) 1 


Why cannot the gentleman | 


Tben I will ask that the | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


: . : 
So the evenings of Thursday and Friday |) 
next were set apart for business from the | 
Committee on the Public Lands. 1] 
TARIFF. 
Mr. I desire 
lution. 
The Clerk commenced the reading of the 
resulution, and read as follows: 


BEATTY. 


to offer a reso- 


Resolved, That when the House shall again resume 


bill to reduce the duties on imports—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest 
to the gentleman that when a motion is made 
to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union the gentleman’s resolution 
will then be in order and cannot be cut off, 
and it would require then oniy a majority vote, 
whereas now it requires a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. BEATTY. Very well, then, I will with- 
draw my motion. 


PERSONAL 


Mr. VOORHEES. I ask the Clerk to read 
a paragraph in a newspaper which | have sent 
up to him, and | shall not occupy the attention 
of the House more than twenty minutes. 

No objection was made. 

The Clerk read the marked paragraph, as 
follows: 

‘Hon. D. W. Voorhees.—Various rumors in re 
gard to the political attitude of Hon. D. W. Voor- 
HUES are greatly exercising the uuterrified Demac- 
racy of Indiana, whose ecbief spokesman he has 
long been. It is said that be was willing so far to 
waive his strict party allegiance as to accept Judge 
Davis at the hands of the Cincinnati convention bad 
they presented him. But as to Greeley, he halts and 
hesitates. His Democratie colleagues are all said to 
fuvor Greeley, and Mr. Voorukes is likely to lose 
favor in the district where his voice has long been 
so potential.” 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. Speaker, the cir- 
cumstances by which we are surrounded must 
l fully 
appreciate the delicacy of my position, and | 
assure the House that I speak for nobody but 
myself. I do not assume to speak for the 
Democratic party. I do not claim to be the 
spokesman of the Democracy of my State any 
more than any of my Democratic colleagues 
on this floor. If this article had been the 
only one | have been favored with on the same 
subject, perhaps | should not have noticed it 
at all. I do not, however, acquiesce in the 
Opinion prevailing in some quarters, that 
because I am a member of Congress my mouth 
must be closed and a position may be assigned 
to me which I do not occupy. 

1 was a member of this House when there 
were not more than fifteen who voted and 
spoke for the principles and organization of 

the Democratic party. 1 did not halt or hesi- 
| tate then. Had I ever been tempted to aban 
don the principles of my political life, how- 
ever short or humble it may have been, then 
would have been the time, and not now. | 
| did not halt or hesitate then, nor do I at this 
| hour. My political career has been one of 
| conviction. It may have been wrong and full 
| of error; possibly it has been. But the best 
evidence of my sincerity is that I have abided 
by my convictions under all circumstances. 
1 shall do so now. 
So far as the nomination recently made at 


EXPLANATION. 


| Cincinnati is concerned, it is entitled to the 


support of those gentlemen who believe in the 
principles it has so long represented. Who- 
ever is for a high protective tariff oppressing 
the labor of the country-—— 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
point of order. 

The SPEAKER. 
his point of order. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. My point 
of order is that the gentleman’s remarks are 
not in the line of a personal explanation. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I will now leave the 
point that affects the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Speer.] I do not speak for 


l rise to a 


The gentleman will state 


| 
| 


‘The question was taken on Mr. Ketcnam’s || him, and do not seek to represent his views. 


motion; and there were—ayes 88, noes 36. 





\| But lam not beyond the uaual custom upon , 


| this House? 


| friend of the 
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this floor in giving the reasons that actuate me 
in the line of conduct for which I have been 
criticised in the public press. 

Am I expected to support Mr. Greeley be- 
cause he has been a lile-long champion of a 
doctrine that 1 have always opposed? Am I 
expected to sustain him, voting here as a west 
ern man, representing a western laboring con- 
stituency ground down by a high protective 


at wher : : 2 ' | tariff? Am I expected to support him for that 
the consideration in Committee of the Whole of the |} f PI e - 


reason on behalf of a constituency that hag 
honored me long and lovingly with a seat in 
Am I expected to support him 
because he was the loudest and harshest ad 
vocate in all the land of the present Ku Klux 
law that ravages and desolates the homes of 
the southern people? 

Possibly I have some right to speak as a 
South; I avow myself such 
friend. If his nomination promised relief to 
that blasted and downtrodden section, there 
is not much that 1 would not do or forbear to 
do to subserve so holy and benign a purpose. 
But when I see him the earnest advocate of 
legislation which has paralyzed and prostrated 
the South, is that a reason for my support? 

I am told that this Administration has been 
crueltothe South. Sir, it has simply executed 
the laws which the Cincinnati nominee asked 
this Congress to enact. That is the simple 
difference between them. ‘I'he one is an ex 
ecutive officer, bound by his oath to execute 
the laws of his country. He has merely 
executed bad laws which another man, who 
had no oath on his conscience, demanded. 

Am I expected to support this man because 
within a recent date he demanded a still fur- 
ther extension of that law en point of time, 
empowering the President to suspend the writ 
of habeas corpus? Am | expected to support 
him because he was the earnest and urgent 
advocate of the present force, bayonet elec 
tion law, that subjects every voting precinct of 
over twenty thousand people in the United 
States to ederal supervision, and in certain 
contingencies to the control of the military? 

Am I expected to support him because two 

years ago this very mouth he clamored and 
raged in favor of a law of Congress placing 
the local elections of the State of New York 
under Federal jurisdiction and Federal con 
trol, and under certain circumstances also 
under military control, under the control of 
Federal arms? Js such a man fit to receive 
my vote for President of the United States? 
Is he a proper person to fill that high place? 
Is his the voice of statesmanship called for in 
this great and perilous hour’? Is this the 
reform that is promised? Has this ticket 
been nominated as a reform ticket? 

And going back over the issues that divide 
me from him as deep as the gulf of old, going 
back to the past, I call the attention of this 
House and of the country to his position upon 
another great and vital question. Am | to go 
before the country, the Union sentiment of 
the country, and appeal to it for the man who 
stands recorded without revocation in favor 
of the ‘inalienable right’’—I use his own 
words—of a State or acommunity to dissolve 
this Union? 

Am I called upon to vote for a man who, 
commencing on the 9th of November, 1860, 
and continuing during that entire fall and 
winter, wrote with all hisacknowledged power 
in favor of the inalienable right of any dis 
satisfied portion of thiscountry to break it up 
and form another Government for themselves? 

He said the South had no cause of com 
plaint; that they had not been oppreseed by 
the Federal Government ; but still he claimed 
that the declaration of American independ 
ence guve them the inalienable right to set up 
for themselves whenever they desired to do 80 ; 
and what was the inalienable right of uny one, 
no one, be said, had the right to oppose. His 
logic on this point at least was true. 

Has he recanted those opinions? On the 
10th day of April, 1864, when war Lad wasted 
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{ 
this land for three bloody years, he published | and with bated breath, to beg pardon for his || 
in which, in |} 


ithe book which [ hold in my hand, i 


explanation and analysis of his opinions as | 
published in 1860, he stated that what he | 
inmeant was substantially this: that if upon 
consultation, convention, and the like, the 
outh still desired, with any considerable 


upproach to unanimity, a separate existence, 


then they hould be allowed to go 
Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I rise toa 
point of order. I submit that this is nota 


personal explanation, but a political speech. 
The SPEAKER. The House granted leave 
to the gentleman to make an explanation per- 
sonal! to himself. 
Mr. STEVENSON. 


he ff nile 


The que stion which 
man from Pennsylvania raises was 
settled in the 
tion of the 
Bok. | | 

Mr. 
Chau hold 
from Indiana is an explanation personal to 
himself? 

The SPEAKER 
the Chair could abridge 
under ircum 
ground of interference 
other member. 

Mr. careers ( 
right of 


case of the personal explana 
gentleman from Kentucky, [ Mr. 


of Pennsylvania. Does 


The only 


be on the 
right of any 


stances would 
with the 


these ¢ 


Pennsylvania. 
re ot man to make 
harangu satan den aeainn ola personal explan- 
ation. 


he 


Mr. VOORHEES. It is just as disagreeable 
to me to make these remarks as it isto the gen- | 


tleman from Pennsylvania 


but | believe it to be my duty todo so, and I 


have 


never faltased in the line of my duty | 
heretofore. Looking over my brief career in 
the past, no one can say that | haveever com- 


saat ed my political principles ; and it is in 
obedience to a feeling of public duty that I 
stand here and speak as I do this morning. 

| repeat, then, that after three years of war, 
the 


suine sentiments stand reiterated by Mr. || 
Greeley in bis History of the American Con- | 
flict. It is for the American people to con- | 
sider whether a man shall be elevated to the | 
Presidency of the United States who stands 
committed to the doctrine that who ever | 


desires to dissolve connection with this Govern- 
ment bas the inalienable right to do so. 

Such views might possibly commend Mr. 
Greeley to some people in this country. They 
will not, however, when his subsequent course 
is called mind. 
have spoken, when these sentiments were pub- 
lished by Mr. Greeley, the southern people 
read them as coming from the organ of a vic- 
torious political purty—a new Administration 


to 


coming in bearing its principles to the front— | 


and the great organ of that party told our dis- 
satisfied southern countrymen that they could 
go, and there would be no war. 

Sir, since the war many of those people 
from the highest to the humblest have told me 
with deep emotion, and calling God to wit- 
ness, that more than any one thing the declar- 
Mr. 
could have a separate existence under a form 
of government to suit themselves. Yet when 
the southern people did what this man told 
them they had the inalienable right to do, no 
wild beast hungry for blood ever screamed 
for his prey as he shouted ‘‘On to Rich- 
mond ;’’ as he clamored to kill every one of 


ations of 


had the right to do. 


That is a solemn page of history that can | 


never be reversed. 
cannot wash it out. 


The waters of the ocean 
Mortal man cannot gain- 


say it. A red sea of blood was not enough to | 
satisfy him. He shouted incessantly, piti- 
lessly, and remorselessly his war cry, ‘*On to 


Richmond.’’ No general was swift enough, 
no army moved fast enough. When disaster 
overtook our arms, he had been so blood- 
thirsty that the public sentiment of the North 


j bellion, 


i} tl 


the ii 
that this speech of the gentleman | 


point on which | 
the latitude of debate | 


I deny the | 
a political 


to listen to them; | 


i field. I 


| all the 


. 4 . || will find nine tenths of their master s pirits active 
At the period of which I , 


Gxecley satisfied them that they | 


/one man could prevent it. 


ee RR 
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sanguinary and inhuman ferocity. 


And when, in 1862, Congress passed the act | 


which, by its terms, confiscated the homes and | 
the lands of all the men, women, and children 
in the South who had sympathized with the re- 
(and who in that section did not?) 
gloried in and lauded it. Not 
he lives of the people, their prop- 


Mr. 
content with ¢ 


( treeley 


| erty us well was a welcome sacrifice to him. 


Sir, others may do as they choose. As forme 
and my household, I aie at no such shrine 
as has been erected to this man. 

Parties to be suc ‘cessful must be bound to- 
gether by principle. I am told we need suc- 
cess. I d it as much as any one, but 
there is something which is better tar—higher 


sire 


lan success and- sweeter to my heart. Once 
| the leader of a great cause, whose name | 
mnmention with veneration, said it was better 


right than to be President. 
me to say that it is better to be right than to 


to be 


| succeed. 


lhe Democratic party has three million 
votes, and to-day, in behalf of this noblest and 
truest band of men the world ever saw, I enter 
my protest against any attempt to transfer 


‘them toa ¢: amp) where they have nothing to 


gain and everything to lose. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT, Let me ask the gentle- 
man from Indiana » question. Will he sup- 
port the candidate of the Democratic national 
convention to be held in Baltimore, whoever 


| that candidate may be? 


Mr. 


voling 


VOORHEES. 
for Democratic 


{ am in the habit of 
nominations, but the 


_gentleman from New York will have great 


difficulty in answering that 
unless ] am 
Olitical career. 

But, 


cess. 


do, 
own 


question as | 
mistaken in regard to his 
{ Laughter. | 

Mr. Speake r, | do not despair of suc- 
The disaffections in the Republican 
party are known to all men. I have defined 
my position. Jam in favor of standing by the 
Democratic party. I shall vote for the man 
who represents them when I find him in the 
shall not vote for any man who 
speaks of me and my party in the following 
language: 


‘** Point wherever you please to an election district 


| which you will pronounce morally rotten—given up 


in great part to debauchery and vice—and that dis- 
trret will be found at nearly or quite every election 
giving a large m: jority for that which styles itself 
the Democratic party.” — * * * “Take 
haunts of debauchery in the eis and you 


” 


pi urticip: ints of thatsame Democracy. 
* **May it be written on my grave that I never 
was a follower, and lived and died in nothing its 
debtor.”’ 


{ Laughter. ] 

This is the voice of the Cincinnati nominee. 
Sir, it is sometimes said, and [ regret to 
hear it, that this nominee went bail for Jeffer- 
son Davis. Its too narrow a platform for a 
presidential campaign. [Laughter.] It is a 


| most dangerous appeal, a most mischievous 
| issue to raise between the man who put Mr. 


Davis in jail and the man who bailed him out. 
It would not be a prudent issue, and as a 
friend of the southern people [ implore them 
not to make it. It willarouse a feeling which 
is rapidly passing away, for the soldier ele 


| ment of the Norih is magnanimous and just 
It will, in other respects, provoke | 

| a comparison not favorable to the nominee of 
|| the Cincinnati 


them for doing what he had told them they |! lions of property stood ready to bail Mr. Davis. 


and good. 
convention. A hundred mil- 


He was not helpless; he did not need support ; 


the whole South would have bailed their own } 
But there was a time when Andrew || 


prisoner, 
Johnson and his administration, especially 
guided by his Secretary of War, desired to 
arrest Robert E. Lee and Joseph E. Johnston 
and other prominent leaders of the South. But 
That man is now 
the Chief Executive of this nation. General 


| Grant at that time stepped forward and told 
| the authorities that he had taken the paroles of | 


required him, as it were upon bended knees li those distinguished confederates as soldiers | 
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and those paroles should be respected. [Ap- 
| plause. } 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. The ap- 
| plause comes from gentlemen on the cther 


side, and it is fitting that it should do so. 
Mr. VOORHEES. I fear, Mr. Speaker, that 
if I should be driven to take the stump and 


| press the claims of Mr. Greeley, [ should find 


a candidate opposing him who had done more 
and kinder things for the South than he had, 
In response to the gentleman from Penusylva 
| nia [Mr. SpPeer] I regret to say anything. In 
passing, however, I will obs serve that his re- 
mark in regard to the applause does not very 
well become one who steadily votes on the 
Republican side on the subjectof the tariff. 

Mr. RANDALL. My colleague is acting 
in accordance with the interests of his con- 
| stituents, which the gentleman from Indiana is 
| not doing in the interest of his party. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The gentleman hag a 
right to his conviction, and I to mine. But if 
| gentlemen in the interest.of a high protective 
| tariff think to drive me out of my position 
they are very much mistaken. I assail nobody, 
| but I shrink from nobody. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. The gentle- 
man should hasten to the White House tor his 
reward. 

Mr. SHERWOOD. I believe the speech 
of the gentleman is made in the interest of 
the Republican party. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. It has been rumored 
that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 
HEES]} has been to the White House. 

Mr. VOORHEES. In response to the re- 
mark of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
RoosevELT] and all others who indulge in a 
| similar strain, Isay that I have not crossed the 
threshold of the White House for more than 
three years, and whoever says otherwise utters 
a foul calumny and an infamous falsehood, 
and I cram it down his throat. I presume 
that will not be repeated. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. I made that statement 
upon the information of others. It was stated 
to me two days ago that an interview had oc- 
curred between the gentleman from Indiana 
and the occupant of the White House, and it 
|| was upon that [ made the statement. 

Mr. VOORHEES. ‘Then he consorts with 
men who do not tell the truth. Nointerview 
| of any kind has occurred between General 
Grant and myself for over three years. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. ‘hat is for the gentle- 
‘|| manto say, as he is accused of consorting 
| with him. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I have made the re- 
marks which I felt due to myself. I arraign 
no man’s motives for differing from me. I 
allow no man to arraign mine. If my polit- 
ical grave yawns at my feet [am content. [ 
have been here for some years. I have never 
belied my conscience, and I do not intend to 
do sonow. I speak for myself, and not by 
way of arraigning anybody else. I shall en- 
gage in no personal controversies unless they 
are forced upon me. I thank the House for 
its courtesy in listening to my remarks, and 
I am done. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to ask the gen- 
|| tleman whether he would have voted for Judge 
Davis, and advocated his election to the Pres- 
idency, if he had been nominated at Cin- 
cinnati? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Judge Davis represents 
many sentiments in accord with my own. 

Mr. RANDALL. He is a Republican. 

Mr. VOORHEES. That is not the point. 
[ cannot join a combination which represents 
nothing | am for. The gentleman from Penn- 
| sylvania [Mr. RanypaLu} and | have been too 
| long together in this House to now become 
irritated because of a difference of opinion. 
| Mr. RANDALL. Do not suppose that I 
| am irritated. 











Mr. VOORHEES. Certainly I hope not. 


But, in reply to the gentleman, | would answer 
i that on the great questions of constitutional 
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law Judge Davis stood in troublesome times | 
where I stood. He stood up in behalf of the | 
rights and liberties of the people when such | 
men as Greeley trod them to the earth. There 
js much in Judge Davis’s position to command | 
the respect of the whole country; and the | 
strong probabilities are that if he had been 
nominated at Cincinnati he would have been 
accepted by a majority of the Democratic 
party. ; ae 

I am only expressing my individual opinion. 
But it is quite a different thing whether [ 
should vote for a Republican who has much 
in common with my own feelings or with one 
who has nothing 

Mr. RANDALL. I beg to say that I would 
not vote for either of them unless the Demo- 
cratic nutional convention indorsed him. But 
if it shall indorse either of them, | shall vote 
for him. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The gentleman has, of 
course, a right to his own opinion. 

Mr. BIRD. I would not vote for Mr. Gree- 
ley if nominated at Baltimore. 

Mr. KERR. I ask one moment. All I 
desire to say in reference to the article pro- 
cured to be read by my colleague is that so far 
as it attempts to classify me its statements are 
simply untrue. That is all I desire to say. 

Now that my position as 


Mr. NIBLACK. 
a member of the Indiana delegation is also 
involved, it is due totruth and frankness that 
I should say that as now advised nothing short 
of the power of the Democratic organization 
will compel me to vote for Mr. Greeley as a 
presidential candidate. I am deeply disap- 
pointed at the result of the late Cincinnati 
convention, and have made no concealment as 
to that disappointment. Any one who classes 
me as personally sympathizing with the move- 
ment which seeks, either directly or indirectly, 
tomake Mr. Greeley the candidate of the Demo- 
cratic party, misrepresents my position. In 
this matter, however, asin all other great polit- 
ical movements where policy alone is mainly 
to be consulied, I intend to be governed by 
the uliimate action of my political friends. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I only desire to say that 
I repudiate the article which my colleague 
[Mr. Vooruezs]} has caused to be read so far 
as it refers to me. I do not propose to fore- 
stall the action of the Baltimore convention. 
‘The Democratic party will alone, in their 
national convention, determine what the true 
interests of the country may in their judg- 
ment demand. 


BRIDGE OVER DUNSTAN RIVER, MAINE. 
Mr. LYNCH. I agree with all these gentle- 


men, but | want to introduce a bill for action. 

Mr. LYNCH, by unanimous consent, re- 
ported back from the Committee on Com- 
merce, with the recommendation that it do 
pass, the bill (H. R. No. 2313) to authorize 
the construction of a bridge over the tide- 
water of Dunstan river, in the State of Maine. 

The bill was read. The first section pro- 
vides that the inhabitants of the town of Scar- 
borough, in the county of Cumberland and 
State of Maine, are hereby licensed to build, 
and to authorize to be built, as in their judg- 
ment may be or become necessary to facilitate 
intercommunication, a bridge or bridges, either | 
for railroad or ordinary travel, over the tide- 
water of Dunstan river, at or above the Steep 
Banks, so called, on said river, without any 
draw in said bridge or bridges. 

The second section provides that the act 
shall take effect and be in force from and after 
its passage. 

Mr. LYNCH. 
bill has been before the Committee on Com- 
merce, and I am authorized by them to report 
it back. 

Mr. CONGER. I simply want to make this 
statement, that | think there is no precedent 
whatever for the construction of a bridge by | 
an act of Congress in any of the old thirteen | 
States which reserved the right of eminent | 


| 
| 
I only desire to say that this | 
| 
| 


domain and of bridging their rivers and streams 
to themselves, while in the new States the 
Government takes everything. 

Mr. LYNCH. I understand that that is not 
correct. 1am informed so by my colleague 
near me on the committee, [Mr. Houtman. | 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

BUSINESS OF SATURDAY NEXT. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. I desire to make 
a parliamentary inquiry. The House has as 
sigued Saturday next for business of the Com- 


mittee of Claims. Some of that business is 


already on the Private Calendar. I desire to 


|| know if it would be competent for the House 


to go into Committee ot the Whole on the 
Private Calendar and censider only those bills 
reported from the Committee of Claims t 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would rule 
so, if the House goes into Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar to take up the 
bills reported from the Committee of Claims, 
because the whole day, whether in Committee 
or out of it, is assigned to that committee. 


FIRE AT SOMERSET, PENNSYLVANIA. 
Mr. B. F. MEYERS. I move to suspend 


the rules and put upon its passage a bill for the 
relief of the sufferers by tire at Somerset, 
Pennsylvania. 

The bill was read. The preamble recites 
that the town of Somerset, Pennsylvania, was, 
on the 9th of May, 1872, almost totally de- 
stroyed by fire, and many of its inhabitants 
rendered houseless and homeless. ‘Ihe bill 
directs that there be allowed and paid to the 
sufferers by said fire, under such regulations as 
the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, a 
sum equivalent to the import duties on all 
materials used in buildings to be erected on 
the ground burned over by the said fire ; pro- 
vided that the same materials be used within 


two years from the Ist of July 1872. 


Mr. B. F. 


MEYERS. I ask unanimous 


| consent to have read an extract from a news- 


paper giving an account of the fire. 
There was no objection; and the Clerk read 
the extract as follows: 


‘* Every business house is destroyed except Hol- 
derbaum’s grocery, every hotel except the Barnett 


| House, both the printing offices, and the Presbyte- 


rian and Lutheran churches. 

** Incidents.—In a large number of cases the stores 
were used at the same time as residences, and many, 
in tact the majority, of the losses represent all the 
owners had. 

**Goods were removed from the houses to be de- 
stroyed in the streets, or in sume cases to be carried 
off by miscreants to the country. 

**Searcely anything was saved, the complete de- 
struction etiected being one remarkable feature. 

‘Said a young man who forgot that he bad lostall, 
My old father, rich at noon yesterday, hadn’t a 
dollar at night, and with his two daughters had to 
beg a floor to lie on last night—and he eighty-four 


| years old.’ 


*‘Another said, “*‘ Beside Chicago this will appear 
small, and we won’t get help, but God knows we 
need it—it was all we had.’ Yet there was no 
needless complaining, and all tried to smile and talk 
cheerfully and hopetully of the future. None can 
uppreciate the scene unless they stand with a father 
looking on the ruins with his family, not a dollar or 
a mouthful to eat in the world, and cheerfully say, 

- * * 


“it will all come right.” * 





“* The total amount of insurance is placed at $60,000. 
The loss will not be less than $1,000,000 in all. The 
estimates given are rather below than above the 
mark.’’ 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I must 


| object unless the gentleman will add the town 


of Ayr, in Massachusetts, which was burned 
down. 

Mr. BIRD. 
cluded? 

Mr. RANDALL. 
humanity and charity. 

Mr. B. F. MEYERS. The bill is based 
upon the same principle as the bills passed 
for the reliefof sufferers by the fire in Chicago, 
but as objection is made to it, I will ask that 


it be referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 


1 would inquire if iron is in- 


This is a question of 


+LOBE. 


The bill (H. R. No. 2760) was read a first || 
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and second time, and referred to the Commit 
tee of Ways and Means. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
lowa [Mr. McCrary] gave notice last week 
that to-day after the morning hour he would 
call up the contested-election case of Gid 
dings vs. Clark, from the State of Texas Che 
Chair will ask the gentleman to give way fo 
such other business as may be disposed of 
without a call of the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MeCRARY. I will yield for that pm 
pose 


GENERAL AMNESTY 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. The 


House instructed the Committee on the Judi 
ciary toreportan amnesty bill containing the 
names of all the persons for the removal of 
whose disabilities application has been made 
to Congress. The other day the committee re 
ported sucha bill, containing some fifieen or six 
teen thousand names. The bill was ordered to be 
printed and re committed. Since then ame nd 
ments have been proposed, including some 
twenty five more pages of additional names 
{ have also been instructed by the committee 
to report a general amnesty bill instead, whieh 
I now do. 

rhe bill was read as follows: 

A bill to remove the legal and political disabilities 
imposed by the fourteenth amendment of ti 
Constitution of the United States. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, (two thirds of each House eoneurring 
therein,) That all legal and political disabilitie 
impesed by the third section of the fourteenth arti 
cle of the Constitution of the United States are 
hereby removed from all persons whomsoever, ex 
cept Senators and Representatives of the Thirty 
Sixth and Thirty-Seventh Congress, officers in the 
judicial, military, and naval service of the United 
States, he ids of Departments, and foreign ministers 
of the United States. 

Mr. YOUNG. Why not pass both bills? 

Mr. COX. I hope we will have a general! 
amnesty bill passed at once. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. As it 
must take atwo thirds vote to pass the general 


i@ 


| bill I have reported, I will move to suspend 


the rules and pass it now. 

Mr. COX. [rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state 
his point of order. 

Mr. COX. My point of order is that there 
is so much noise and confusion here that we 
canuot hear what is going on. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chatr sustains the 
point of order most emphatically. Mowday, 
which of all days should have the most perlect 
order, on account of the amount and character 
of the business usually transacted, is nearly 
always a day of the greatest disorder. Gentle 
men will resume their seats, and refrain from 
conversation. ‘The Chair will not entertain 
avy business whatever until order has been 
restored. 

After some time, 

Mr. COX said: I desire to inquire if this 
bill comes before us as the report of the Com 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. If the 
House will bear with me I will make a brief 
statement. 

Mr. COX. I have asked the question, 
whether it comes from the committee under 
the instructions of the House? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. It does. 

Mr. COX. If that is not the case | will 
raise a point of order on the bill. 

Mr. SARGENT. I suppose this debate is 
by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. SARGEN I. I will not object to a 
brief debate. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. There is 
no more necessary business to be transacted Dy 
Congress thanthis. The Committee on the J udi- 
ciary, in obedience to the instructions of the 
House, have reported a bill which covers some 
sixteen or seventeen thousand names, ‘hat 


ae 


ji 
J 
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bill has been amended with twenty-five addi- 
tional pages of names. So far as the commit- 
tee are aware, of those names 
within the classes which have been objected 
to upon the floor of this House. Under these 
circumstances the committee have instructed 
me to report a general bill, removing disabili- 
ties from all persons, with the exception of 
four classes, 
and three hundred men only in the whole land. 
1 hose classes are members of the Thirty Sixth 
and Thirty Seventh Congresses, judicial and 
diplomatic officers of the United States, and 
those in the Army and Navy who resigned and 
went Let me say to gen- 
tlemen that this is done with a desire to pass 
a bill which will remove disabilities from as 
mary as can be done in the present juncture 
of affairs. 

Mr. COX 
question? 

Mr. BUTLIER. of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. COX Hus there not already been 
passed by this House a bill precisely identical 
with this ? 

Mr. BUTLER. of Massachusetts. Not quite. 

Mr. COX Wherein is the difference ? 

Mr. GU!LEER, of Massachusetts. There has 
been a bill passed by the House and sent to 
the Senate, but it contained more exceptions 
than this 

Mr. McINTYRE. Will the gentleman allow 
me toask hima question ? 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Certainly. 


none come 


which will embrace between two 


into the rebellion. 


Will the gentleman allow a 


Mr. MeINTYRE. Does this bill except 
the State judiciary t 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. No, sir; 


it excludes from amnesty none but members 
of the Thirty-Sixth and Thirty-Seventh Con- 
gresses, judicial and diplomatic officers of the 
United States, and officers of the Army and 
Navy of the United States who left to go into 
the rebellion. It excludes nobody else. I 
now ask for a vote. 

Mr. PERCE. I ask the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to allow me to offer an amend- 
ment to his bill, 

The SPEAKER. A motion to suspend the 
rules is not amendable. 

Mr. PERCE. 
bill goes over to the Senate the Senate will 
tack on to it a civil rights bill; so we may as 
well pass such a bill, if we expect this to 
become a law. 

Mr. YOUNG. 
from the committee containing specific names 
may also be considered and passed after this 
bill has been disposed of, so that both bills 
may go to the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
willing that both bills should be passed. 

Mr. COX. I understand from the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts that this bill is wider 
in its scope than that which the House has 
already passed, and which is now before the 
Senate. I understand that it covers all those 
whose names are embraced in the specific biil. 

Mr. BUTLER,of Massachusetts. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX. Jf that is the case I think there 
onght to be no objection to the passage of this 


bill. It is perhaps one of the resulis of Mr. 
Greeley’s nomination at Cincinnati. [Laugh 
ter. ] 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Oh, no; 


it is the result of the speech of the gentleman 
from Indinna, [Mr. Voornees. } 

Mr. HOAK. 
the language of this bill? It does not appear 
from itsterms whether it is intended to include 


It is well known that if this | 





fication. 
cifically that amnesty is withheld from those 


| who committed acts of rebellion while mem- 


bers of Congress, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Some of them resigned. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. [rise to a question 
of order. I understand that the original bill 
was reported from the Judiciary Committee 
under special instructions from this House. 
lt was a special bill. It is nottherefore, 1 sub- 
mit, in order for any other bill to be reported. 

The SPEAKER. It would not be in order 
under the rules; but this is a motion to sus- 
pend the rules. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to say that it 
conforms to the purpose of the committee; 


and [ am very sure that it will conforni to the | 


wishes of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 


| who reports the bill, that after this general 
| bill is passed we should take up and pass the 
specific bill. 


Mr. ELDREDGE. I desire to say that this 
is the best and most liberal bill on this subject 


| that has ever been passed by this House. 


Mr. HALE, 


Let me suggest to the gen- 


* 


say *‘fourteenth article of the amendments 
of the Constitution ’’ instéad of ‘* fourteenth 
article of the Constitution.” 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. The dif- 
ference is immaterial; but I do not object to 
the modification. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, 
the modification will be made. 

There was no objection. 

The question being taken on the motion to 


| suspend the rules and pass the bill, it was 


I ask that the bill reported | 


agreed to; two thirds voting in favor thereof. 
So the bill (H. R. No. 2761) was passed. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I now 


report back from the Committee on the Judi- || 


ciary the bill (H. R. No. 2564) containing 
specific names. It is entitled ‘*A bill to 


relieve certain persons named therein from | 
the legal and political disabilities imposed by | 


| the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution 
| of the United States.”’ 


i 
1] 


| 
| 


Is there notan ambiguity in 


We are || 


Mr. COGHLAN. 
I submit that 
Committee on the Judiciary were instructed 


I rise to a point of order. 


1 think the bill should show spe- 


| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 


to report; that they have left out the name of | 


nia, which they were instructed to report. I 
ask leave that that name be inserted. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
no objection. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. 
have several names inserted. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 


I have 


I desire to 


| Massachusetts yield for amendments inserting 


additional names? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I do. 

The SPEAKER. Members will then send 
to the desk the various names they desire 
inserted. 

By unanimous consent additional names 
sent up by various members were inserted in 


the bill. 


Mr PERRY, of Ohio. I move to amend 


| by adding at the end of the bill ‘‘and all 


_ other persons.’ 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I do not 
yield for that amendment. I do not want to 
be amnestied myself. [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. There isso much confusion 


| John G. Pressley, of Sonoma county, Califor- | 


in the House, and such an apparent indispo- | 


sition on the part of members to attend to any 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


May 13, 








from the Committee on the Jadiciary, is the 
bill which the House authorized that commit- 
tee to report at any time. It embraces the 
names of all persons the removal of whose 
disabilities has been asked for on the part of any 
member of the House. ‘The privilege accord- 
ed to the Committee on the Judiciary was 
limited to one report, and that was done on 
the motion of the gentleman from Wisconsin, 
(Mr. Evprepce.] Since then the Chair has 
declined to entertain motions for special am- 


| nesty on Monday afternoon, and he would 
| continue so to decline. 


Mr. ELDREDGE. It will be bornein mind 
I made the suggestion in order that all the 
names might come before the House in one 
report. 

I'he SPEAKER. Sothe Chair understands, 
that the privilege accorded to the Committee 
on the Judiciary was limited to one report, in 
order to embrace the names of all persons 


| whose disabilites were desired to be removed. 


| 
} 





/on them any disabilities whatever, 


this is not the bill which the || 


Mr. ELDREDGE. My motion was made 
in order to prevent the Committee on the 


|| Judiciary from reporting on this question by 
tleman from Massachusetts that the phrase- 
ology of the bill should be amended so as to || 


iece-meal, 


The SPEAKER. Certainly; and the Chair 


| desires to enforce that understanding on the 


part of the House. 
Mr. BUILER. of Massachusetts. And I 
desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that | have held 


| this bill back to afford opportunity for the 
| introduction of the names ol all persons whose 


disabilities were asked to be removed. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The bill includes the 
names of everybody but about one hundred 
and fifty persons. 

Mr. SHELDON. I notice there are some 
fifty from Louisiana named in this bill whose 
disabilities have already been provided for, 
who were relieved by previous acts. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Well, even if that be so, 
do not let it be an obstruction in the way of 
the passage of this bill. 

Mr. SHELDON. Very well. 

Mr. RAINEY. I desire to make a few 


|| remarks before the vote is taken on this bill. 


A MEMBER. 
want? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I hope we will take a vote 
on this bill without any discussion. Tbe Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary have taken up no time 
to discuss it. 


Mr. RAINEY. 


How long does the gentleman 


I do not want more than 


| five minutes. 


The SPKAKER. If there be no objection, 


| the gentleman will be allowed to proceed for 


| those lately in rebellion. 
| who are 


five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RAINEY. Mr. Speaker, there is no 
member on this floor who hails with greater 
satisfaction and gratification than myse'f a bill 
of this description, having for its avowed pur- 
pose the removal of those disabliities imposed 
by the fourteenth article of the amendments 
to the Constitution of the United States upon 
There are many 
under these disabilities for whom 
I entertain the highest respect and esteem. 
[ regretted that their course of action in tho 
past made it necessary for Congress to impose 
It is not 


| the disposition of my constituency that those 
| disabilities should longer be retained on them. 
| Weare desirous, sir, of being magnanimous; it 
| may be that we are so to a fault; nevertheless, 


'| publie business, the Chair would be obliged to || 


in the exemption persons who merely held the | 


offices named or those who held them at the 
time the rebellion broke out. 

Mr. BULLER, ot Massachusetts. That ques- 
tion came up in committee, and we thought 
that the meaning of the bill, considered in 
connection with the constitutional amend- 
ment, was clear, 


Mr. DAWES. I ask my colleague [Mr. 


Burier]} whether he will not admit a modi- 


| 


i} 


| 


some gentleman to move to adjourn, as it |) 


seems to be impossible to preserve order. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I make that mo- 
tion, Mr. Speaker, and move that the House 
do now adjourn. [Laughter. ] 

The motion was disagreed to. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chairinfers what he 
could not before, that the members desire to 
do business by refusing to adjourn. 

The bill now before the committee, reported 


| 


} 


i 


we have open and frank hearts toward those 
who were our former oppressors and taskmas- 
ters. We foster no enmity now, and we desire to 
foster none for their acts in the past to us, nor 
to the Government we love so well. But while 
we are willing to accord them their enfran- 
chisement, and here to-day give our votes that 
they may be amnestied; while we declare our 
hearts open and free from any vindictive feel- 
ings toward them, we would say to those gen- 
tlemen on the other side, and also to those on 
this side who are representing more directly 
the sentiment and wishes of our disfranchised 





—_" 
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16 fellow citizens, that there is another class of | hand with the righteousness of the Govern- Mr. ELLIOTT. I call for the yeas ard nays. 
it citizens in this country who have certain dear | | ment in protecting its own citizens. The yeas and nays were ordered, 

18 rights and immunities which they would like || To day, sir, when this bill for the removal | The question was taken; and there were- 
~ you, sirs, to remember and respect. 1 of politic al disabilities has been presented | yeas 112, nays 76, not voting 52; as follows: 
1y The Republican members of this House will || here again, I intend to vote for the measure. || YEAS—Messrs. Ambler, Ames, Averill. Banks. 


give their votes for the passage of this amesty || But I desire at the same time to test the sin- | 


Barber, Barry, Beatty, Beveridge, Bigby, Bingham, 
aS bill. The majority of them are also in favor || cerity of those who claim that they are patri- | 


Boles, Buckley, Buflinton,Burehard, Burdett, Ben 
jamin F, Butler, William I. Clark, Freeman Clarke, 


na of civil rights, which my people, the colored || otic in this matter. I wish to see whether the |} Gobb, Coburn, Conger, Cotton, Darrall. D: Lwes, 
: people, are desirous of having. We are in || gentlemen who claim that they desire the re- | Grassy. eames. Duell, anaes) Eames, biliott, 
r . . *,° . e.e . | k re r ‘hy Pe Woste der ) ‘oste 
AS earnest about this matter. We are earnest in || moval of the political disabilities of those who || ji0e*QNtes “3 sidiekabs ae oa m. z oC 
, | | ye, i i¢id, OOK “hh, nie, arimer, George hk, 
e our support of the Government. We were || labor under them, and who sit upon the other || Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, 
Id earnest in the hour of the nation’s perils || side of the House, really mean what they say; || pone W. peat, Hill, Hoar, Hooper, Kelley, 
and dangers; and now, in our country’s com- || for they know as well as I do that no bill for || (eee eee ee ne one 2 =e 
id parative peace and ne we are in || the removal of political disabilities can pass || Morey, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negiey, Orr, Pack- 
© earnest for our rights. We now invoke you, || the Senate until this House shall have acted || ard, Packer, Palmer. Isaac CU. Parker, Fos k, Foodie 
18 , . ‘ > sons wus ctv a hy . yy. ea = i ai ton erce, Anron I, Perry, Poland, Nainey, uilis 
gentlemen, to show ‘the same magnanimity | upon the bill for the protection of all citizens || Roberts, Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, Scofield, Seeley, 
and kindly feeling toward us—a race long || in their civilrights. If, therefore, they desire || Sessions, Shanks, Sheldon, Shoemaker, H. Board: 
S; oppressed; and in demonstration of this || that the men who labor under political dis- || man Smit. Fone. A. Reale. Wy orn natom ly. Smith, 
. nase: . 1} Sn: Snyde omas J. Speer, Sprarue, Stark- 
” humane and just feeling give, I implore you, || abilities shall have amnesty, they will not || Yaitier Stoushton, Strong, St.John Se 
0 give support to the civil rights bill, which we |! filibuster, as they have been doing, but will || Taffe, Turner, Twichell, Tyner, Upson, Wakeman, 
r ave been asking at vour hands, lo! these || allow the majority of the House —which has Me a aldron, Ws alls ace, y 1 ~ ler, wits 
c - Saad . : ; 5 Ses ° ine sae ol ey. lilara, LilaAmMmSs oO nalana, Jeremiah J 
) many days. Ae Be || the right under all parliamentary rules to de- | Wilson. and John ‘T. Wilson—112. 
e You will observe that when a bill is intro- || cide upon such questions—to act upon the || NAYS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, Archer, Beek, 
” duced for the purpose of removing political.|| civil rights bill, and let both bills go before ne in ees So. eer Braxton, James Brooke, 
. bites : : . . , aldwell, Campbell, Co go, Conner, Cox, Crebs, 
y disabilities, no parliamentary maneuverings || the Senate for the sanction of that body. || Gtx hey Crossland, Davis, Dox. La Bowe Kidredge 
ure resorted to by the Republicans to impede || And I feel assured if the civil mghts bill || Neary D. Foster, Getz, Golladay, Griffith, Hamble- 
ir the passage of such a bill. | should pass the House along with the am- Wag aeneoe™. pantie? : aks, atper ec a 
8 2 . ne Giew ~ rats > +1 F > 7 “ne . » law arris, eretord, erndon, Hibbard, Holman, 
I want the Honse further to understand, nesty bill, both of them will become ie 000 TF ke Wukell Reon Baines tae tae 
and especially the gentlemen on the other || before Congress shall have adjourned. Manson, MeCielland, McCormick, Melntyre, Me- 
[ side, that this apparent indifference and reti That is the reason why | submitted the res- || hays he, 4 ere nk ee 
. . om j Niblack, osen . arker, rice, nhidiatl, Nead, 
d cence on our part is not from an y want of the olution at this stage of the proceedings, and I Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, Robinson, Roose 
e . knowledge of parliamentary tactics by which || hopeit will be adopted after the gentlemen from || velt, Sherwood, Shober, Slater, Sloss, R. Milton 
e } legislation is often retarded, and salutary || Massachusetts [Mr. Butter] has had his bill vo otis pn ai Ww tema, eS —— 
° j * . ra oornees, Nadel, irren, eis, ni lorne, 
naan s™ hindered, but it o because we are passed. ie —e : : Williams ef New York, Winchester, and Young—76. 
e disposed to fucilitate and assist the furtherance || Mr. BUCKLEY. lIask thegentlemenfrom |} NOT VOTLNG—Messrs. Arthur, Barnum, Biggs, 
$ 7, ‘ . : 6 . A vee lai Dnt ol lancom MA. Berane MAdariak 
d of those measures we believe equitable and | South Carolina (Mr. Eviiorr} to modify his || Se ee M; Br ro ks, Ri di t ck 
. } “2 : } 2 . butler, i onl, oghian, reely, rocker, @ 
just to our fellow-man ; thus doing unto others resolution so as to require the reportto be made Large, Duke, Ely, Farnsworth, Farwell, Forker, 
6 as we would they should do unto us. Now, in |; on a day certain. Garrett, Haldeman, Halsey, Hay, Kellogg, King, 
8 respect to the action of the Democrats, I re- Mr. BINGHAM. The resolution is not be- || Kinsella, Lynch, Marshall, Maynard, McGrew, Me 
| ; ; , Hlenry, Mereur, Mitchell, Morgan, Eli Perry, 
' gret very much to say that whenever a bill || fore the House. || Peters, Platt, Porter, Potter, Prindle, Ritchie, Wil 


Mr. BUTLER of Massachusetts, I desire to || liam R. Roberts, Rogers, Shellabarger,Slocum, Ste- 

benefit the outraged and oppressed negro pop- || explain in a word or two, for the information || Yenson, Stowell, Sypher, Thomas, Dwight Town- 
oe Perna 5 P| as ; es ; send, Washington Townsend, Tuthill, Van Tramp, 

ulation of this country, those whom I may || of the House and the country, why I, for ene, || ang Wood—52. 

strictly call my con: = iency, their apparent || and my as: ociates on the een ommittee | So (two thirds not voting in favor thereot 

eagerness to defeat suc i desirable measures 1s have not yielded for an amendment to put .o || the rules were not suspended. 

perceptible on every hand, and is known toall. || the civil rights bill. It is because we think 


‘ -f : : ate : ; During the roll-call the fotlowing announce 
No vigilance or efforts were nad on their || the civil rights bill should pass, and can pass, Bir = ae aed 
ients sre made: 


comes up here which is d-signed to relieve and 


A I ie ma oa " 


: part to defeat the civil rights bill whenever it || by amajority, that we do not believe it is right Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Upon 
. . ° ° ° *y : I ° NOP é a. 
came up in its regular order. I hope, in the || to peril that bill by fastening it upon a bill which tite wuestion' St ane paired with Mr eden 
. . . . Lisis ¢ 5 ri < 4 . ’ nee 
3 future, gentlemen, you will deal with us justly || requires a two-thirds vote. It should stand wis : ta a4 5 
» J oor 7 ; ype who would have voted **no,’’ and I should have 
: ; and generously as we now propose to deal with || by itself, and for one, 1 propose to labor dili - mr . 
* . or ee ‘ ote av 
3 the late rebels. I hone you will assist us in || gently to see that a civil rights bill is passe d, and Mr. DUKE. Upon this question I am paired 
securing our civil rights. I need not say to || that can be done by a majority of the House. os a Hl a = Sonate Sade eee ee sh 
, . A > a? ° wit ir. SEY, ( ( ave vote @ 
l you that we fought for the maintenance of || 1demand the previous question. we . . 
; es ae : : affirmative, while | should have voted in the 
this Government while those who are about to | ] he previous question was seconde d and the ala sig 
° ° e ° ° neg ec. 
, be amnestied fought to destroy it. I thank || main question ordered. The result of the vote was announced as 
. ° ? } "yy . ° ‘ 3 Bs { ie 3 § 76 f 
‘ ° the House for this courtesy. lhe question was put; and (two thirds voting cies ataniedl 
ren . . ° . . ° i} ADOV recorded, 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I yield || in favor thereof) the bill was passed. I 
r, 1 P . . wets eure a : STATUE OF THE TE SENAT CER 
for a few moments to the gentleman from South || Mr. FARNSWORTH. I ask unanimous STATUE OF THE LATE SENATOR BAKER. 
) Carolina, [Mr. Exurorr. } consent that the following bill may be put upon Mr. SARGENT. I ask unanimous consent 
. ry wy ° ? ° ® - . . e 
} Mr. ELLIOTT. I submit the folowing res- || its passage : to introduce and put upon its passage a bill 
olution, and ask to have it read now, although Be it enacted, &c., That all political disabilities pending for a life-sized statue of the late Sen 
not for present action. imposed by the fourteenth article of amendments || ator Edward Dickinson Baker. 
| Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee be. and =: coe renee of the United States are hereby The bill was read for information. It ap- 
. . 1 . emov et . > 
is hereby, directed to report upon the next call of sb ‘ propriates the sum of $10,000 to procure, to 
their committee a bill supplementary to the act to Mr. PERCE. I object. We have passed he placed in the Canttol. o iife-eieed marble 
protect all citizens of the United States in theircivil yO PEREOS Pe om Spiol, & Hicmeer Weary 


two amnesty bills, and now I want acivil rights 


rights, and to furnish the means for their vindica- statue of the late Senator Edward Dickinson 


tion, commonly known as a civil rights bill. bill. ' i ao a Baker from the marble model for such statue 
Mr. BINGHAM. That cannot be allowed Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to suspend |) ow in the possession of the family of the de 
to intervene here. the rules. “ARED , ea ceased Senator; and the Librarian of Con- 
; Mr. ELLIOTT. Ido not want this resolu- || The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot enter- gress is authorized and directed to make a 
tion acted upon until the bill of the gentleman || ‘4!" that motion, for the gentleman from Lowa || Contract with Horatio Stone to carry out the 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Bur_er] has passed. | holds the floor. provisions of this act. 
I desire simply, Mr. Speaker, to state my || CIVIL RIGHTS Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I call forthe 
reasons why [ introduce the resolution now. || Mr. ELLIOTT. I move that the rules be || regular order of business. What is the regular 
I know full well that I have fallen under the || suspended, and the following resolution be || order, I would ask? 
ban of opprobrium, and tbat certain gentlemen || adopted: | The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Lowa 
in this House, have attempted to class me Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary {Mr. McCrary] has the floor to bring a con- 
among those who are immodest, because on a || be, and it is hereby, directed to report, uponthe next || tested-ele:tion case before the House. 
former occasion I declined to give my vote || Call of their committee, a bill supplemental to the Mr. SARGENT. I trust that the gentle 
for amnesty, while at the same time other citi- || their civil rights andl Ge Hapa aaa tee their vin_ || man from New York will not object to this bill. 
zens of the United States were deprived of || dication, commonly known asthe "‘civilrights bill.” Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I should be 
their rights under the Government. I acted || The question was put, and there were—ayes || very glad to welcome astatue of Senator Baker 
as | did in that regard not because I had any || 9, noes 69; two thirds not voting in favor |! if sent here either by the State of California 
feeling against those who were laboring under || thereof. or the State of Oregon. 
political “disabilities, but because I ‘desired || Mr. ELLIOTT. I should like to have the Mr. SARGENT. Mr. Baker belonged to 
that the magnanimous action of the Govern- yeas and nays upon this question. the whole country. He was not a Semator 
ment on behalf of those who were untrue to|) Mr. McCRARY. I will give way for that | from my State, and therefore my State, ander 
the Government in the past should go hand in || purpose. i the terms of the general law of Congress, 
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ede 


not furnish this st I think there 


could atue. 

can be no objection to placing the statue of 
this sage, orator, soldier, and statesman in the 
old Hall of the House, entailing, as it does, 
buta ght expenditure 

Mr. HOAR Will the gentleman tell the 
House why he ects the sculptor, and allows 
no Opportunity for competition { 

Mr. SARGEN as Because there is the most 
perf { "ep! entation if the late Senator 
Baker made by Horatio Stone now inthe pos 
‘ or i the fa nily i was familiar with 


him, aud | cun al lim in the flesh, as 


m L see 


it were, when I look upon that representation. 
[do not want it marred; [ want a copy of 
that statue in the Hall. I move the previous 


que Hou on the bill. 
Lhe SPEABER. 
[Mr. McCrary | } 


The gentleman from lowa 
ias the floor. Does he yield 
1 the gentleman from California { Mr. SAR- 


GENT | tor tbe purpose he has indicated ? 

Mr. MeCRARY. ] cannot yield for that 
purpo « 

Mi SA RGEN | give notice that | will 
offer this again as soon as I have the Oppor- 
Lully. 

OKDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WILSON, of Indiana. I ask unani- 
mous consent to report from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, tor action at this time, House 


bill No. 1982, to provide for holding a circuit 


court of the United States in and for the west- 
ern district of Missouri. 

Mr. BROOKS, of New York. I eall for 
the regular order. his is no way to do busi- 
ne 


Phe SPEAKER. The regular order being 
ealled for, the gentleman from lowa { Mr. 
McCrary | will proceed. 


ELECTLON CONTEST -GIDDINGS VS. CLARK. 
Mr. MeCRAKY. I now call up the resolu- 
ons report d trom the Committee of Klec- 
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1} 
seat, and he was, as already stated, sworn in || 
on the 10th of January last. 

The House on the 12th of January, in pur- 
suance of an agreement between the parties, | 
and in order to give ample time for the tak- 
ing of testimony, adopted a resolution that 


| the time should commence on the lst of Feb- 


| ruary, and end on the Ist of April. 


The sit- | 


| ting member has taken no testimony except 
| the ex parte testimony which he exhibited here 


| ever that is material to the case. 


tions in the contested-election case of D. C. 

Giddings vs. W. ‘lt. Clark, from the third | 

covgressionual district of the State of Texas. | 
lhe resolutions were read, as follows: 

Re fbat W. T. Clark is not entitled to a | 
featin thi louse trom the hird congressional dis- 
trict of the State Texas, 

liesolved, That D. C. Giddings is entitled to a seat 
in this Llouse from the said third congressional dis- 
trict of the State ol CXius. 

Mr. MeCRARY. I now yield forty-five 
minutes to the sitting member, after which [ 


il he I revious quest 


Mr. CLARK, of 
Louse. { Hi 
the Appendix. ] 
Mr. McCRARY. Ido not know that [ ought 
to detain the House with any discussion of this 
case, and yet, 


Wiil ca on. 


ar 


lexas, then addressed the 


remarks will be published in 


perhaps, a brief statement in 
bebalf of the committee 1s proper, in order 
tha! its action may be distinctly understood. 

It will | 1 that there was a dis- 
cussion in House when the question of the 
prima Jace t oh under the Gov- 

was presented. The certifi- 


ha 


the 


reme mberex 


to the s« at 


ernor’s Certificat 


cate of the Governor showed that by the returns 
made to him by the proper county officers the 
contestant Was apparently elected by a major- 


ity of 3,016 votes, but that the votes cast in 
several co and voting precincts had been 
reasons set forth in the certificate. 
arose as to the right of the sitting 
prima facie, tothe seat under this 
certificate, which was decided in his favor by 
ihe House, and he was sworn in on the 10th 
day of January last. 


untie 
rejected for 
A question 


member, 


The House will also remember that in that 
discussion it was shown that the board of State 
canvassers authorized by the law of 
‘Texas to revise the returns and to reject them 
for certain s, and that it was in the ex- 
ercise of this authority that they rejected votes 
enough to overcome the apparent majority of 
thegontestant. Upon a discussion of the ques- 
tion in the House it was decided that the sit- 
ting member had a prima facie right to the 


were 


CAUSE 





| the court of justice against alleged wrong-doers 


in the course of his remarks, This testimony 
was taken without notice to the contestant. 
It was stated in a paper attached to it that 
notice was sent through the mails to the con- 
testant. The contestant denies that he ever 
received it, and the law provides for no such 
mode of giving notice. The committee, how- 
ever, desiring to treat the sitting member | 
with all possible indulgence, and to take care 

that no injustice be done bim, examined that 

testimony, and discovered in it nothing what- 


Tbe time for taking testimony having ex- 
pired on the Ist day ot April, the sitting mem- 
ber on the 24th of April came before the com- 
mittee with a motion for an exteusion of time 
in which to take testimony on his behalf. This 
motion was based upon the affidavits of the 
sitting member and numerous other persons. 
These affidavits state in substance and in gen- 
eral terms that a combination was formed 
among the friends of contestant to indict the 
vtlicers of election in the several counties upon | 
charges of a violation of the election laws, and 
thus to inaugurate a system of persecution 
against the sitting member’s friends and wit- 
nesses, and deter the latter from testifying. 

They also state that, in pursuance of this 
combination, indictments were found against 
the Governor and secretary of the State of 
‘Texas, and against some of the election off- 
cers and others in the counties of Hill, Na- 
varro, Grimes, Harris, and Washington. It is || 
averred that the finding of these indictments 
produced such a feeling of alarm and danger 
in the district that it was impossible to take 
testimony on behalf of the sitting member, 
but no overt act of violence is mentioned. 
Lhe only specific fact given is the finding of 
the indictments aforesaid. ‘Fhe affidavits are 
exceedingly general in their terms, and in- 
stead of stating facts, deal largely in the opin- 
ions or conclusions of the affiants. 

After hearing arguments of counsel and 
carefully considering the question, the com- 
mittee came unanimously to the conclusion 
that no further time ought to be granted to the 
sitting member for taking testimony. 

Ihis decision was rendered imperative by 
several considerations. it was shown that in 
only five counties have indictments been found. 
it was insisted before the committee that these 
indictments were found for the purpose of 
creating a reign of terror there and preventing 
the possibility of calling and examining wit- 
nesses on behalf of the sitting member. The 
committee thought they could not presume 
from the single fact that indictments were 
found that there was such a reign of terror as 
to prevent the examination of witnesses. The 
finding of indictments in the regular way to 


is not generally an indication of lawlessness 
and violence, but the reverse. However, the 
the purpose in this case may have been unlaw- 
ful. I will not say it was not, because it is 
immaterial, and therefore need not be decided. 

Besides that, it appeared with reference to a | 
number of those persons who were indicted 
that they were brought to trial, that witnesses 
appeared and testified in their behalf, and that 
in every case where they were tried they were 
acquitied. It seemed to the committee that if 
witnesses could be found to go into court and 
testify in behalf of those election officers, who 
were indicted for alleged offenses in connec- 
tion with this very election, committed as was 
claimed in the interest of the sitting member, 
the same witnesses or others could be found || 








| them. 


| nineteen counties 
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to go before the officers and testify in behalf 
of the sitting member in this case. 

Another reason why we could not extend 
the time was this: no diligence whatever 
was shown on the part of the sitting member 
in attempting to take testimony. It was not 
shown that a single witness had been subpe- 
naed, that a single notice to take testimony 
had been served, that a single step was taken 
by the attorneys who represented the sitting 
inember with a view to obtain testimony on 
his behalf. 

It must be borne in mind that this applica- 
tion is made by the sitting member, and if we 
should grant him the extension of time asked 
for it will be a precedent for all future cases. 
It musi be remembered also that to extend 


| the time in this case would be virtually to 


decide the merits of the case in favor of the 
sitting member, for of course no further action 
could be taken at this session of Congress, 
and the ninety days of the next session would 
be mainly consumed before a decision could 
be reached. Ina case of this kind the com- 
mittee think that we are bound to adhere to 
the rule, which requires that the party should 
use the time given him by the statute with 
diligence, and 1 will say here with great dili- 
gence, in order to justily the House in extend- 
ing the time under circumstances of this char- 
acter. How can the sitting member know 


'that ail his witnesses were afraid to testify 
| when he did not cail or attempt to call a sin- 


gie one of them? How can he know that 


|| they would have refused to appear when they 


were not summoned, or that they would have 


| refused to answer questions, when no ques- 


tions were putto them? ‘There is no diligence 
shown upon which the House can properly 
grant an extension. 

But there were indictments found in only 
five of these counties. ‘Lhere are twenty four 
counties in that district. “he allegations of 
the sitting member apply I think to twenty of 
There was no reason at all shown why 
there was no testimony taken in some of the 
in which no indictments 
were found. If the statement is true that it 
was not possible to take testimony in the 
counties where the indictments were found, 
yet under the law he could summon his wit- 
nesses to any portion of the district, and it is 


| not to be supposed that in all these twenty- 


{our counties there was no place where it would 
be safe for him to gather his witnesses together 
and take their testimony. 

These affidavits state that better feeling now 
exists in the district in question, insomuch 


that, if time be given, the testimony can be 


obtained ; that the friends of the sitting mem- 
ber are no longer intimidated. If such is the 
fact, the sitting member should have produced 
the affidavits of some of these witnesses them- 


| selves, stating not only that during the sixty 


days for taking testimony in this case they 
were afraid to testify to facts within their 


|| knowledge, but also stating what facts are 


within their knowledge. ‘The affidavits, how- 
ever, which are relied upon are not the affida- 
vits of the witnesses themselves, but those of 
attorneys and others, who undertake to state 
what, in their opinion, the witnesses know, and 
why they have heretofore been unwilling to 
testify. If these witnesses were, as is alleged, 
free trom intimidation at the time these affi- 
davits were prepared, the affidavits of some of 
them should have been produced. 

I need not refer to some other reasons which 
seem to the committee to be very conclusive 
on this point. We deemed it to be our duty to 
refuse the motion for the extension of time, 
and to proceed to the examination of the case 
on its general merits. 

On doing so we found that the contestant 
had taken the testimony of one hundred and 
thirty-four witnesses, of whom more than half 
were Republicans ; that he had taken the tes- 
timony of nearly all the officers who held the 
election in question, and who were, most of 


1872. 


———— 


them, appointed by Governor Davis. We 
found th: ut their testimony did not sustain the | 
action of the board of State canvassers in re- 
fusing to count the votes cast in the counties 
of Bosq\ ie, Freestone, Brazos, and at one of 
the boxes in Washington. In the case of the 
in the opinion of the 
a a of the committee the action of the 
board was sustained In that county there 
wus a very serious difficulty immediately pre 


county of Limestone, 


ceding the election, in which one man was 
killed and another wounded, and martial law 
was prov lia imed. In my opinion such a con- 
dition of thing rg existed in this county as to 
prevent a fair eleciion. In that county only 


cast for the 
and 1,153 for the contestant. 

But the exclusion of the vote of Limestone 
county is not at all material to the decision of 
the case, because the majority of the contest- 
too la:ge to be by such ex- 
The whole case, as the sitting mem- 
ber has well said, turns upon the action of the 
board of State canvassers in rejecting one of 
the boxes in the county of Washington. Now, 
[ wish to state the facts in relation to that mat- 
with a little particularity, because, as the 
gentleman has said, it must have controlling 
influence in the determination of the 
The testimony of the officers of the ele 
I believe all of them, as well as that of some 
twenty or twenty tive other witnesses, has been 
taken with regard to the election in Washing 
ton county. Letit be remembered that these 
election officers are Republicans ; that they are 
appointees of Governor Davis himself; and 
that they all concur in their testimony to 
the facts. 

The law requires all the voters of the county 
to cast their votes at one place, namely, atthe 
county seat. It has been the practice in that 


28 votes were sitting member, 


ant 1s overcome 


clusion. 


’ 


case. 


chion, 


as 


county ever since that law has been in force 
to have two ballot-boxes, in order to facilitate 
the voting, for the reason, as claimed, that 


there is not time to receive the ballots of all 
the electors at one box. This has been the 

uniform practice ever since 1865. At the pre- 
vious election, when the sitting member was 
elected, the same thing was done. I do not 
say, however, that the practice is in entire con- 
formity with law. Ihe statute of ‘l’exas is silent 
upon the subject ; it does not say whether there 
shall be one or two boxes; but I apprehend that 
where there is no provision to the contrary one 
box is all that can be allowed at any one poll. 
This point, however, was not decided by the 
committee, because in our view of the case it 
was wholly immaterial, and I do not under- 
take to decide it now. 

But, Mr. Speaker, both these boxes were in 
the same room; they were both presided over 
by the same election officers; they were both 
presided over by the oflicers of the law. 
was presided over by the regular officers as 
well and as much as the other. There were 
no irregular otlicers there. The two boxes 


were within twelve or fifteen feet of each 
other; and the same judges presided over 
both. So that it is manifest beyond all doubt 


that whatever affects the validity of one of 
those boxes affects equally the validity of the 
other; that both must be counted or both re- 
jected. But the Governor and the board of 


ys ss 


| 


One 1] 


returning officers rejected one and counted the | 


other. The one rejected contained 64 ballots 
cast for the sitting member and 2,322 for con- 
testant, while the one which was cada con- 
tained 2,535 votes fur the sitting member and 
110 for contestant. 

Whether this election was valid or void is 
wholly immaterial, and therefore need not be 
decided, for if the vote of this county is all ad- 


|| sixty four pages. 


mitted orall rejected in either event it is fatal to | 


the case of the sitting member. 
vote cast at both boxes be admitted it increases 
the vote of contestant over the number counted 
for him by the returning officers 2,258; if the 
vote cast at both boxes be rejected, the con- 


If 


the whole | 


|| having now 
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him by said board 2,425 votes. The certified 
majority for the member, being only 
1,325, is largely more th in Overcome in either 


Case. 


sitting 


[ will not detain the House with any further 
discussion of this case. I have thought it 
proper to make this statement in order that 
the action of the Committee of Elections 
might be understood by the House That 
commit Mr. Speaker, is at least a quasi 
judicial body. It has endeavored to conduct 
itself in this case and in others as such. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him one question? I cannot hope to 
add anything to the admirable statement 
which he has made ; | wish to put to him 


pose we grant to the sitting 
11m that he has made in re 
gard to this case and simply allow to the con 


testant votes rejected ona 


this inquiry: sup 
member every eli 


ceount of little tech- 


nicalities, such as the numbering of the bal- 


lots or the signing of the returns by wrong 
cfheers, there any doubt in the mind of any 
member of the committee that the contestant 


is elected? 
Mr. MecCRARY. 
if 


I th ink not; at least there 


is not, we speak only of the counties where 
it is claimed that by means of these indict 
ments there was such a state of things that no 
testimony could be taken. ‘There are allega- 
tions in regard to other counties, but we might 
concede all that the sitting member claims in 
regard to these particular counties, and yet 
the case would stand clearly in favor of the 
contestant. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will ask the 
| gentleman what difference there is between 


the prima facie case which was 
the House several months ago and the 
upon merits which we to act to 
| day? In other words, has anything transpired 
| within four or five months past which shows 
that there was any 
the trial in this 


acted on by 
case 
the 


on are 


nec tor 
case? 


SSLLY 


) ra a 
I rolouging 


Mr. MeCRARY. There is this difference 
| the one was a prima facie case merely; the 
other is a case upon the merits, Upon the 


prima facie case 
that the cer 


the law raised a presumption 
ite issued under the great seal 
of the State was true, and that the votes which 
were excluded ive been excluded. 
When the prima facie case was acted on, 
had not all the fact hence, adopt- 
ing the presumptions of the law, we admitted 
the sitting member upon his certificate. But, 
taken the testimony and invest 
| igated the merits of the ¢ we have ascer 
| tained the facts and report a different conclu 
sion. 


ive 


ought to h: 
we 
s before us; 


ase, 


The presumption in 
| holding the 
| proof. 

I now call the previous question. 


favor of the party 


certificate has been overcome by 


Mr. BANKS. IL hope not before I have 
the opportunity to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I wish to ex- 
press the hope we shall as soon as possible 
do away with this kind of cases and proceed 
always on the merits. 


Mr. DICKEY. I hope we never will. 

Mr. BANKS. I mest to ask the gentle- 
|} man from lowaa ques It impossible 
for the House to examine vibe testimony, which 
in this case covers some two h red and 

I understand from what the 
sitting member said that his case rests mainly 
on the disturbed condition of the 
composing the district, and which he 
to this di iy re pre senting on this floor. 
the evidence in point certainly presents a 
strange character. There is a letter published 
on page 94 of the testimony in this case which, 
if true, Governor of ‘l'ex with 
very grave crimes, indeed in favor of sustain- 
ing the election of the sitting member. If 

false, then there has been the gravest outrage 
| upon jusiice and law. The real letter sent to 
\| the Governor of the State, of which a copy pur 


on. is 
ind 


! PD 


counties 
has been 


Now, 


charges the as 


testant thereby gains over the vote allowed || ports to be published on page 94, was read at 





different from 
py of at 
committee 
report, 


the Clerk’sdeek, and itis entirely 
the one which 
What I want to know of 
and I understand it is a 


purports to be uw co 


the 18 


hanimous 


which of course will have great wht with 
the House—what I wish to know of the com 
mittee is, how far this letter printed on page 
94 has entered into the judgment of the case? 
If it has entered into it at all, it is disproved 
by the letter read at the Cierk’s desk If not, 
then how far have they gone into the disturbed 


condition of the district? 


Mr. McCRARY. he letter to which the 
gentleman refers has not entered into the con 
sideration of the case at ail. lt does not pur 
port to be an exact Copy. He states it to be 
as neur a true copy as he can re collect The 
letter produced shows that he in no manner 
proposes even in substance to give a copy I 


had endeaved not to say i would 


anything whic 

reflect on Governor Davis. He, of ¢ 

sted conscientiou ly upon the 

were presented to him. So far that 

is concerned it bas had nothing to do with 

decision of 
Mr. 


it has not. 


urse, has 


ac lacts which 
etter 


the 


as 


this case. 
b ANKS. It is a serious question why 
Here is which chs 
the State of Lexas 


st ieiler iryes Lhe 


Gove rnor of 


that he caused 


to be instructed this man that be might com 
mit frauds upon the election and if tound 
guilty he would pardon him. Now the real 
letter of the Governor is produce ad which shows 
there was no such understanding it seems 
there should not be @& unanimous re pt ri on this 
subject without some consideration of so grave 
a matter as this. If the testimony is false in 


this regard, it must be taken to bef 
respects. 


ulse in other 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I wish to ask the 
chairman of the Committee of LTlections 
whether his committee were trying the Gov 
ernor of T’exas? 

Mr. McCRARY. O! course not. 

| Mr. BANKS. Thatis not an answer. We 
are not trying the Governor at all, but if the 


fact as stated on page 94 of the testimony is 
false, it me it would far to 
break down confidence in other statements in 
Lhe question is, how far 
can we trust the report at ail if we fiud so gross 
a misstatement ? 

Mr. McCRARY. It 


material if the letter of 


seems to go very 


the same testimony. 


all 


tricken 


would not be 


Hurlets were 


at 


out. I now ask for a vote 
The SPEAKER. he question is on agree 
ing to the following resoluuons reported by the 


Committee of Elections. 
he Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That W. T. Clark is 
in this House from the third 
of the State ot Texas, 
Resolved, That D. ¢ 
in this louse 
trict of 


1ot entitled to a seat 
congressional district 


). Giddings is entitled to a seat 
from the said third congressional dis- 


he State olf Lexas. 


Che resolution was adopted. 

Mr. McCRARY moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolutions were adopted; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid upon the table 

rhe latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. D. C. Gippines then pre ented himself 
and was duly qualified by taking the oath pre- 

scribed by the act of July 11, 1868 
| LIMITATION OF DEBATE 
Mr. DONNAN. I to suspend the 
rules for the purpose of passing the following 
resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That all 


ON TUE TARIFF BILL. 


move 


debate on the pending tariff 


bill and amendments thereto shall close on Thurs- 
day, the 16th instant, at three o’clock p. m., further 
amendments being still in order. 

Mr. BEATTY. I ask permission of the 


gentleman to amend that by offering 


send to the Clerk’s desk 


what I 


Mr. DONNAN. I decline to admit the 
amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The resolution is not 


|| amendable. 





t 
. 
: 
. 
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NS See 


The question being taken on the motion to 
suspend the rules, there were—ayes 95, noes 25. 

Nr. BEATTY and Mr. COX demanded 
tellers. 

On ordering tellers, there were—ayes eight- 
een. 

So (one fifth of a quorum not having voted 
in the affirmative) tellers were not ordered. 

Mr. BIA TTY demanded the yeas and nays. 

On ordering the yeas and nays, there were— 
nyes 27. noes 94 - 

So (one fifth having voted in the affirmative) 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. KELLEY. I desire to make a parlia- 
mentary inquiry. Does this resolution include 
both the terdf and tax clauses of the bill? 

The SPEAKER, It includes both. 

Mr. BEATTY. I that the resolution 
may be again read. 


ask 


The resolution was again read. 

Mr. SYEVENSON. I desire to make a 
par liamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear it. 

Mr. KILLINGER. I hope the gentleman 
will not make astump speech in the belly of it. 

Mr. SUIEVENSON. Perhaps it will not 
agree with the gentleman’s stomach. I would 
inquire whether, if a part of the bill should 
not be gone over by the committee before the 
time for debate closed, that would prevent 
amendnrents being offered to that portion ? 

The SPEAKER. It would prevent discus- 
sion, but not amendment. 


lhe question was taken; and there were— 


» 


yeas 127, nays 60, not voting 53; as follows: 
YEAS — Messrs. Acker, Ames, Archer, Averill, | 


Bell, Beveridge, Bigby, James G. Blair, Boles, But- 
fiaton, Barchard Burdett, Campbell, Coghlan, 
Conger, Cotton, Criteber, Crocker, Darrall, Davis, 
Dickey, Donnan, Duell, Duke, Elliott, Farnsworth, 
Farwell, Finkelnoburg, Charles Foster, Wilder D. 
Foster, Frye, Garlield, Getz, Griffith, Hale, Llamble- 
ton, JLandley, Llarper, George E. Harris, John T. 
Harris, Havens, Lawley, lays, Gerry W. Llazelton, 
Hereford, Llerndon, Hill, Hoar, Hougbton, Ketchain, 
Killinger, Lamport, Lansing, Manson, McClelland, 
McCrary, McGrew, Melotyre, McKee, McKinney, 
Merriam, Merrick, Benjamin F. Meyers, Monroe, 
Morey, Morphis, Negiey, Niblack, Orr, Packard, 
Palmer, Isaac C. Parker. Peck, Perce, Eli Perry, 
Peters, Poland, Prindle, Rainey, Randall, Bilis H. 
Roberts, Robinson, Rogers, Roosevelt, Rusk, Sar- 
gent, Sawyer, Scofield, Seeley, Seasions, Shanks, 
Sheldon, Sherwood, Sloss, H. Boardman Smith, 
Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, R. Milton Speer, 
Thowas J. Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Storm, 
Stoughton, Strong, St. Jobn, Suthgriand, Swann, 
sypber, Taffe, Turner, I'wichell, Tyner, Upson, 
Vaughan, Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, Wallace, 
Wallis, Warren, Wells, Wheeler, Whiteley, Willard, 
Willinma of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and 
Jolin T. Wilson—127. 

NA YsS—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Arthur, Beatty, 
Beok, Binghaw, Bird, Austin Blair, Braxton, James 
Brooks, Buckley, 
Conner, Cox, Crebs, Crossland, Du Bose, Dunnell, 
ames, Bidredge, Golladay, Hancock, Hanks, Har- 
mer, Jobo W. Hazelton, Libberd, Holman, Kelley, 
Kendall, Kerr, King, Lewis, Marshall, MeJunkin, 
McNeely, Morgan, Leonard Myers, Hosea W. Par- 


ker, Pendieton, Auron F,. Perry, Price, Read, 
Bdwerd Y. Rice, John M. Rice, William R. Rob- 
orts, Shober, Siater, John A. Smith, Stevens, Ste- 


vepson, Washington Townsend, Voorhees, Waddell, 
Whitthorne, Williams of New York, 
and Young—60, 
NOL VOtiNG—Meesrs. Banks, Barber, Barnum, 
Barry, Biggs, Bright, George M. Brooks, Benjamin 
F: Buatier, Roderick KR. Batler, 
Creety, Dawes, De Large, Dox, Ely, Forker, Henry 
D. Foster, Garrett, Giddings, Goodrich, Haldeman, 
Ualsey, Uay, Hooper, Kellogg, Kinsella, Lamison, 
Leach, Lowe, Lynch, Maynard, McCormick, Me- 
Hevry, Mereur, Mitchell, Moore, Packer, Platt, Por- 
ter, Potter, Ritebie, Shellabarger, Shoemaker, Slo- 
cum, Snyder, Stowell, Terry, Thomas, Dwight 
Towusend, Tathill, Van Trump, and Wood—S3. 


So (two thirds having voted in favor thereof) 
the rules were suspended, and the resolution 
was adopted. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to say that I did 
not vote on the question just decided, prefer- 
ring to leave it entirely tothe House. After 


the vote which has just been announced it || 


Caldwell, Carroll, Cobb, Comingo, | 


W iuchester, | 


Clarke, Coburn, | 


! 


| 


was 


| requested; 


A bill (S. No. 554) for the relief of James 
F. Joy; 

A bill (S. No. 1073) increasing the rate of 
pension to certain persons therein described ; 

A bill (S. No. 877) to create an additional 
land district in the State of Kansas; 

A bill (S. No. 1071) for the relief of the 
heirs of Wilken Biesterfeldt, late of Spitzen- 
dorf, Germany ; 

A bill (S. No. 569) for the relief of Thomas 
B. Wallace, of Lexington, in the State of 
Missouri ; 

A bill (S. No. 984) granting a right of way 
through the public lands to the Denver and 
Rio Grande Railway Company ; 

A bill (S. No. 819) authorizing the construe- 
tion of railroad bridges across the Mobile river 
and other navigable streams tributary to Mo- 
bile bay, in accordance with the acts of the 
Legislature of the State of Alabama, and to 
establish them as post roads ; and 


A bill (S. No. 617) in relation to the Dakota | 


Railroad Company. 
The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed bills of the House of the 


| following titles : 


A bill (H. R. No. 207) for the relief of 
Robert L. D. Burchfield ; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2048) for the relief of 
tobert A. Mayo, of Richmond, Virginia. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed bills of the House of the 
following titles, with amendments ; in which 
the concurrence of the House was requesied: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2690) defining and limit- 
ing the appropriation of certain moneys for 
the preparation, issue, and reissue of the secur- 
ities of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses; and 


A bill (H. R. No. 2207) to authorize the i] 


construction of a bridge, and to establish the 


| same as a post road, 


STATUE OF SENATOR BAKER. 

Mr. SARGENT. I move to suspend the 
rules and put upon its passage the bill (H. 
Kt. No. 2762) providing for a life-size marble 
statue of the late Senator Edward Dickinson 
Buker. 

The biM was read. It appropriates the sum 
of $10,000 to procure, to be placed in the 
Capitol, a life size marble statue of the late 


| 
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| in which the concurrence of the House 


The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That when the House shall again re- 
sume the consideration, in Committee of the Whole 
of the bill to reduce duties on imports, &., all debate 
upon the first paragraph from the first line of sec- 
tion two down to and including the twenty-fifth 
line, inclusive, of section two, shail be extended for 
and closed in half an hour. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
for one hour. 

The SPEAKER. Upon this paragraph all 
debate has been closed, and now the gentle- 
man from Qhio desires to extend it for half 
an hour. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. 


Let it be extended 


I would ask the 


| gentleman to make his motion cne hour. 


Mr. DAWES. This resolution must be de- 
cided in view of the limitation which has been 


| put upon the whole debate; whatever is ex- 


tended here, is taken out of the rest of the 
debate. 

Mr. BEATTY. Allow me to test the sense 
of the House on half an hour first. 

The question was put on Mr. Beatry’s mo- 
tion, and there were—ayes 75, noes 54. 

So (two thirds not voting in favor thereof ) 
the mution was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has twice 
notified the gentleman that he can carry his 
motion by a majority vote when the question 
comes up of going into Committee of the 
Whole, and will give him an opportunity to 
make that motion. 


REDEMPTION AND SALE OF LANDS, 


Mr. KERR. I am directed by the Com- 
mitice of Ways and Means to report back the 


| bill to provide for the redemption and sale of 
| lands held by the United States under the 


Senator Edward Dickinson Baker, from the | 


marble model for such statue now in the pos- 
session of the family of the deceased Senator ; 
and the Librarian of Congressis authorized and 
directed to make a contract with Horatio Stone 
to carry out the provisions of this act. 

lhe question was put, and (two thirds voting 
in favor thereof) the bill was passed. 


UNITED STATES CONSUL AT LIVERPOOL. 


Mr. COX, by unanimous consent, submitted | 
read, | 


the following resolution; which 


considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested 
to communicate to this House copiesof all papers as 
may be on file in the Department of State relative 
to and embracing complaints of alleged grievances 
of merchants, ship-owners, navigators, eod other 


was 


| persons with respect to the administration and man- 


will be my duty to ask the House to go into || 


Committee of the Whole to-morrow immedi- 
ately after the reading of the Journal. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


one of its clerks, informed the House that the 


Senate had passed bills of the following titles; | 


| 
i| 
| 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, | 


| 
i 


agement of the affairs of the United States consulate 
at Liverpool, Eugland. 


TARIFF. 
Mr. BEATTY rose. 
The SPEAKER. 


The Chair supposes that | 


the gentleman rises to renew his resolution in | 


relation to debate on the tariff bill. The 
Chair has already informed the gentleman 
that it would require a two-thirds vote to adopt 
the resolution now, while it would only re- 
quire a majority when the House reaches the 


bill. 
Mr. BEATTY. 


The House has already 


| payment of direct taxes. 


| proper and germane matters in the bill. 


several acts levying direct taxes, with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest 
to the gentleman that it would perhaps be 
better to have it printed, as the substitute is 
very long. 

Mr. KERR. Ido not think there wiil be 
any objection to the bill. It is a Senate bill, 
which has been redrafted and put into a more 
legal and regular form and shape. There are 


|| now being prosecuted many actions in the late 


insurrectionary States for the recovery of pos- 
session by the Government of lands heretotore 
sold and bought in by the Government for non 
It is matter of 
simplest justice and of emergency that this 
relief shall be speedily granted. The bill 
ought to be passed at once. It comes from 
the Treasury Department, approved by that 
Department and by the Bureau of Internal 
Revenue, and drafied after careful consulta- 
tion with a very intelligent officer of the latter 
bureau. It only proposes to permit the re- 
demption of lands bought at direct tax sales 
by the United States in the name of the 
United States, and that only on condition of 
the payment of all such taxes, and of ali costs 
and charges, with ten per cent. interest. 

There are two or three other but entirely 
The 
bill is in substance the same as the Senate 
bill, but extends the time for redemption to 
two instead of one year. 

Mr. L. S. Emery, of the internal revenue 
office, has furnished to the committee, under 
the direction of his superior officer, a very in- 


| structive historical statement of the legislation 


and proceedings for the collection of direct 
taxes, from which I obtain the following facts : 
: By the provisions of an act of Congress entitled 
‘An act to provide increased revenue from imports 
to pay interest on the public debt, and for other pur- 
poses,’’ approved August 5, 1861, a United States 


|| direct tax of $20,000,000 per annum was apportioned, 


passed a resolution similar to this, and [ de- | 


sire to understand now whether the additional 
time will be given. 

The SPEAKER. 
the resolution. 


The Chair will entertain 


i 


pro rata, to the then existing States, Territories, and 


| District of Columbia. 


The actitself fixed theamount of tax apportioned 
to each, and provided that each State, &e., might 
assuwe payment, and pay the same in its own way, 
by and through its own officers, but that notice 
should be given to the Secretary of the Treasury of 
the United States, on or before the second Tuesday 
of February next thereafter, of its intention to as- 
sume and to pay its quota, and that fifteen per cent, 


| should be deducted on the amounts actually paid 





1872 








jnto the United States Treasury on or before the last 

day of June in the year to which such payment 

related, and ten per cent. on the amounts actually 
aid be Lween that date and the last day of Septem- 
er in each year to which such payment related. 

A subsequent act, approv ed May 13, 1862, provides 
for the deduction of fifteen per cent. on ile pre- 
sented to the United States Treasury Department, 
for the liquidation of said tax, on or before the 
of July, 1862. 

Tne uct of August 5, 1861, makes it the duty of the 
Secretary of the Treasury to collect all or any part 
of this tax, in case any State, &c., fails to pay the 
same after giving notice of assumption, the same as 
though no such notice of assumption had 
given. 

Aguin it provides ‘that should any of the people 
of any of the States or Territories ofthe United States 
or the District of C -lumbia. bein actual rebellion 
ugainst the authority of the Government of the Uni- 
ted States, at the time this act goes into operation, so 
thatthe laws ofthe United States cannot be executed 
therein, itshall be the duty ofthe President, and he 
js hereby authorized, to proceed to execute the pro- 
visions of this act within the limits of such State or 
Territory or District of Columbia, so soon as 
authority of the United States therein is reéstab- 
lished, and 'o collect the sums which would have 
been due from the persons residing or holding 
property or stocks therein, with the interest due, at 
the rate of six per cent. perannum thereon until | 


30th 


been 


the 
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paid, in the manner and under the regulations pre- 


scribed in the foregoing sections of this act.’ 


Most of the northern States and Territories form- 


ally assumed 
and gave 


payment ot their respective 


quotas 
notice of their intention to pay the same. 


Some of them have liquidated the amounts charged 


against them in full, 
h ven 

In consequence of 
surrection, and a prospect of too 
proceedings under the provisions of this ret, 
gress, by an act approved June 7, 1862 
the collection of this tux in the 
States by and through 
commissioners, 

In pursuance of the 


some only in pa 


some of the States being 
long 


Insurrec 


rt, while ot 
eglected to pay any part of their quota, 


hers 


in in- 


a delay of 
C 
provided fer 
sliohary 
United States direct 


on- 


tax 


provisions of this new act 


commissioners were appointed for each of the eleven 


insurrect 
tax, Wal 
the lands and collected 
with an addition of fifty 
amount of tax charged 

[his tax, act 
been an 


ionary States, to and collee 


assess 


from the owners 
per cent. penalty 


t 


this 


ch it was provided should be charged against 
thereof, 

to 
against each tract or lot. 
ording to the original act was to have 


the 


annual tax, but Congress by an act ap 
proved July 1, 1862, limited the collections to one 
annual tax until April 1, 1865, and by an act ap- 
proved June 30, 1864, limited it to one year, until 


further legislation. 


W hile the tax commissioners, appointed under the 


June 7, 1862 


act ot 


, Were actively engaged in making 


assessments and collecting this tax, and had already 


. 


Dee after de- Amount paid 








Amount s 
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collected about one half of the total amount appor 
tioned to these eleven States, Congress, by an act 
approved July 28, 1866, authorized the suspension 
oft further collection in these States until January 1], 


1868, and collections were for 
order of the Secre 


hwith 
tary of the Treasury. 





A pended by 


The timespecified in the act expired, but the eol- 
lections were not resumed: meanwhils ost of the 
commis me ners had been relieved from daty. 

Again, Congress by an act approved Jaly 23, 1868, 
provided heaee further suspension of thi llection 
of this tux in these States until January 1, 1869; 
since which no action has been take y Congress 
further suspending said collections, nor have llee 
tions been resumed in any of these States. 

In pursuance of the provisions of the ‘tof June 
7, 1862, the tax commissioners seized ala rs a ntity 
of lands in some of the States and sold the same fo 
non-payment of the taxes charged aguinst them; 
considerable of this land was bid in by the commis 
sioners for the United States, and has never been 
redeemed, to which I will hereinafter refer more 
specifical , 

Tie tollowing table will show the amount appor- 
tioned to each State, Territory, and the District of 


Columbia, the deduction of fifteen per cent., the 


amount due after deducting the fifteen per cent., the 
amount paid into the Treasury direct, the amount 
satisfied by the allowance of claims presented, and 


the amount now 
this office 


due, as appears by the records of 


Total 


amount 


- eal ae e- ts TT ; atis- 9 “i 3 
States. Quota nee a duction o af aes fied by allow { mi sal States Amount due, 
teen per cent, direct.* ance of claims. Treasury.* 
Se Oe eal —_ a all 
a cae $420,526 $63,123 90 $357,702 10 - $357,702 10 $ OTT 2 10 Assumed 
New llampshire.................. 218, 406% 2.761 00 185,645 66 185.645 66 185.645 66 Assumed, 
IID ca castanricsacbas vaventeeacan 211,068 1,660 20 179,407 80 179,407 80 179.407 80 Assumed, 
ERAGE UROTEG cc0c tice cscceeseeces $24. 5814 123.687 20 700,894 13 - TOO R94 13 TWO.804 13 Assumed 
SEMAAMNE, BENIRG | dscensosnkscacie novese 116.9634 17,544 55 99,419 11 : 99.419 11 99.419 11 Assumed, 
ENING ia cc ncncsvasseuecntaves 308.214 15.232 10 261 981 90 - 961.981 90 961,981 90 Assumed 
TOO BOE cssiccees 2,603,918} 390,587 80 2,213,330 86 $400,000 00 1,459,413 59 1,859,413 59 Due $853.917 27 
New Jersey........... snaeieetuevs 450.134 67,520 10 332.613 90 . 382.613 90 382,613 90 Assumed, 
Pennsylvania.,....... cuseaieniih nee 1,946,719; 292, 007 90 1,654,711 43 390,000 00 1,304,711 43 1,654,711 43 Assumed, 
BAL yWD.. cescecssesesore secre ceeses 436,823 69,523 50 371,299 83 371,299 83 371,299 83 371,299 83 Assumed, 
aise ac acn ieee 74, 68357 - - 68,136 85 $6,546 98}. 
REET pikcccise aoenane aa iguaealenaansons 1,567,089 235.063 40 1,332,025 93 1,146,896 94 185.128 99 1,382,025 93 A-suimed, 
RIN oa. oa cancer ede aaedator 713,695 107,054 3 606,641 03 - 606,641 03 606.041 03 Assumed, 
a 904,875} 135,731 30 769,144 03 68,701 700,442 43 769.144 03 Assumed 
SE et acc a ccabhinsnesateoneneial 1,146,551 171,982 70 974,568 63 - 974.568 63 974.568 63 Assumed. 
Missouri. csiccene inane baie 761,12 114,169 10 646,958 23 - 646,958 23 646,958 23 See act of April 17. 1866 
WO WARM OUDivciinececs cosncevees . 208,479 65 27,172 72 181,306 93 153,978 75 1Si,3U6 93 Assumed, 
Kansas. aise) 71,7433 - . 9,360 82 9.300 82 Due $62,382 514. 
Michigan .......s.0 sutcaceensenees SUL. 7634 4 50 83 - 426.498 83 126,408 &3 Assumed, 
lowa.. on 452.088 § 20 ; 80 : 384.274 80 384.274 80 Assumed, 
MIU 6 occcctisi csseinogexes couse 519.6884 77,953 30 41735 36 219,742 05 219,742 06 Due but assumed $300,446 604 
Ns oo onan icace apacseoonibi 254,538% - - - O47 445 4] Due #7,093 2 
teat 108, 52+ 16,278 60 92,2 5 40 7,430 17 | 42,215 > B 92,245 40 Paid 
i - 35,1403 - - . . Due ¢ 1) G64. 
New Mexico ... 62.648 - - | - i . 62.648 00 See act of July 1, 1862 
Utah © SSeccces cocccesee seccoccer esos ecce | 26,982 - - } - | - Due? » YRZ 
Washington Territory......... | 7.755} - - | - ‘ 4.268 16 Due $3,487 17 
UNNI so co bendndtonsebate | 19,312 - - | . } - 19,312 00 See act of Congress, 
Nevada.. | ovZ 24 = =; | - | - 4,502 664 Sce act of Congress, 
Dakotw.... | 3.241} - | - | - 3,241 33} See uct of Congress. 
Colorado . | 22.905} . a | - - Due $22,905 33+. 
District of Columbia......... ‘ 49,437¢ | - | o i - . 49,437 33} Paid. 
*Not in last year’s report. {Partially collected by internal revenue officer . 


The following table will show the quotas of the several insurrectionary States, 


the amounts | 


collected in each as tax. and the amounts collected from other sources, namely, penalty, 
interest, costs, proceeds of sales, rents, &c., and the amount of tax now due from each. 








States. Quotas. 





cial 


North Carolina.......... 
South Carolina.... 
(ZOOrBis........0000- 
Alabama... 
Mississippi 
Louisiana 
Tennessee 
Arkuneas... 
Florida 
Texas..... 


NS ci cecauses 


















From other 
sources, tax, 
Collected as| penalty, inter- 


tax.* est, aud costs; 
proceeds ot 
, aC. 


sale 


S468 6 


~!I 
- 
nm 


403,050 65 
222,693 96 
52.200 OO 


000 64 


* Not in last year’s report. 


The propriety of arranging the data relative to the 
Jate insurrectionary States 1s obvious from the fact 
tbat an entirely different wethod of collections was 
adopted whereby the amountscollected were charged 
agaiust sepurate tracts or lots of land in the several 
States, and the amounts uncollected are charged 





Amount now 
due. 


50 


against the tracts or lots of land upon which the tax 


hus not been paid. 
Again, the amount of tax, &c., 


callected, and the 


amount due from these States, is given with approx 


iin: ate accuracy. 


Sales of lande for non-payment of the 


taxes 


charged against them were made by; 
sioners, from which the following 
amounts, as pro thereol, have 


the commis- 
ipproximate 
mh received ;: 
amounting to..$113,130 57 
is of sules amount 


ceeds Dee 


Virginia, 
South ¢ 


proceeds of sales 
‘arvlina, procee 


t 


BIN BIA siicheho<ntinsiethnwmeias ‘ suite 340,000 00 
Florida, proceeds of sales amounting to 64,705 87 
Arkansas, proceeds of sales amounting 

GR Nidideritbubias Scindasathile Gans ; 18,( $ 
Tennessee, proceeds of sales amounting 


to... havc neisndestineededbpdancuntteen tment 101,970 52 


L inds were bid in by the corntmi ner it Lhes¢ 
sales for the United States, still unredeemed, with 
the tollowing valuations: 

In Virginia: 

By the assessment of 1860 valued at $75,000 
In South Carolina: 

By estimates of the late commissioners...... 300,000 
In Florida: 

By the assessment of 1860.........0.c.-ccseesceeseeee 20,000 
In fennessee: 

By the assessment of 1860......... . seveese 09,000 

Making a total of........ ll aaterl $709,000 

In Tennesse he lands have been ver muc Im 
proved, and ¥ im informed that the present valua 
tion of the lands owned by the I ited te under 
the direct-tax lawin that State will exceed =] M) 

For several years after the suspe I 
lection of these taxes, the lands w rad | i bid 
in for and atill owned by the tinited > ‘ ned 
to be lost sight of, except in South Ca 1, where 
the commi yners were retained until O yt l, 
1870. The resultisthat parties took 
seumned ownership, and conveyed i vul tit _and 


parties now in possession, when notified to surrender 
possession to the United States, aiieg Luat they 
were innocent purchasers, ignorant of the fact that 





i 
j 
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the United States had any title to the lands what- 
Foever, 

[un many cases these alleged innocent purchasers 
have made extensive improvements on the lands by 
building houses, &c., thereon, making these places 


their hom 


{ refer to this as an additional reason for some 


Immediate action in relation to these lands whereby 
further complie ind difficulties in obtaining 
possession minay be avoided, 

In South Caz na there was alarge quantity of 
land bought in bythe United States which bas been 
resold under what is known as "Army and Navy,”’ 
“head of fami ’ and iool-fund sal Under 
the Army aud Navy sale ne fourth was paid 
down, and the rem der Ww to be paid in three 
years Ahout ove liandred and sixty thousand dol- 
ars of these deterred payment ‘main unsatisfied, 
and thet e ha xpired when the whole amount 
should ha OC! i. “ee section eleven, act of 
Congress J ved June 7, 1862.) 

Pre ] t Lincoln, in his instructions to the South 
Car ima nin if , dated September 16, 1863, 
dire ithatinca purchaser failedto pay the 
resiiue within th limited tio it was lawtul for 
the id commissioners to enter upon these lands 
ind sell the same ft the payment of the purchase- 
money due the United States, returning the over- 
plus, if any, to » purchaser, his heirs or assigns, 

These instru is are specified in the certificates 
of ani ied to this clas if purchasers 

The comm ners did not sell these lands at the 
expiration of the limited time, nor have they or 
their successors done so since, 

: 10 of t purchasers have tendered the re- 
minit thr fourt due since the expiration of 
1 i year and it bas been received by the 
( n ' tie 

Do lands upon which the three fourths has not 
been puid are w in possession of the United 
Brates, and are being rented under the direction of 
n rofinternal revenue, The purchasersare 
now in doubt as to whether they ure sate in paying 
th iwainder due, and are waiting some action by 
which y may be assured of the validity of their 
titie if they pay the remainder due, 


1 nds are 


ese | located in the town of Beaufort, 
Bouth Carolina, i 
" 


cluding a large part of that town, 


and upon the islands adjacent thereto, comprising 
some of the most prominent places in that section 
of the country 

Prom knowledge of the depressing influences 
and paralyzing effects upon the prosperity of this 

ofthe country, occasioned by the unsettled 

titles to so large an amount of lands, [ deem a spe- 
cial notice in this connection justifiable, and early 
action ont part ot Congress, by which these titles 
ebalit ettled beyond reasonable doubt and con- 
troversy, liinportant, 

from the statements herein set forth, it will be 
secon t t the amount of taxes apportioned’ by act 
of Congress, approved August 5, 1861, remaining | 
uncollected, is $3,480,081 51%, of which $2,661,782 62 
remains charged against the everal traets or lots of 
land in the eleven late insurrectionary States, upon 
which the taxes which were assessed and charged 
have not been paid; and that there is authority 
\ ed in the President and Secretary of the Treas 
ury for compile r the corrections. 

Also, that there is quite an amount of lands 


owned by 
' 

oltthe Unite 

} tant ¢ 


the United States, under the provisions 
| States direct-tax , which it is im- 
should take early eetion in rela- 

one hundred and fifty thousand 
deferred payments in South Carolina, 
which Lam ot the opinion should be collected at an 
early date, or the lands upon which these three 
fourths payments are due resold in pursuance with 
the conditions of sale set forth in the President's 
instructions and the certificates of sale herein re- 
ferred to. 

The SPEAKER. The the Chair 
made the suggestion was that there are several 
gentlemen pressing for the floor, and this bill 
may take a long time to dispose of it. 

Mr. DAWES. I want to say in addition to 
what bas fullen from the gentleman from Indi- 
ana, that the bill has been prepared with great 
care, and it came down in all its essentials 
originally from the Senate. It is a peace meas- 
ure which everybody desires to have adopted, 


ucts 
res 

tion to; and about 
dollars due 


reason 


and is so guarded it can trench on no right. 

Mr. HALE. Allow me to suggest that this 
substitute be ordered to be printed, and then 
recommitted to the committee, so that we can 
go on with other matters essential to the trans- 
action of the business of the House, and not 
have the time taken up which will be occupied 
by the reading of this bill. The Committee 
of Ways and Means is privileged to report at 
any time. 

The SPEAKER. The committee is not 
privileged to report such a bill as this at any 
time. But the gentleman can ask to have it 
printed and recommitted, and then can enter 
® motion to reconsider, if no objection is made, 
which motion can be called up at any time. 

Mr. KERR. Very well; I will ask consent 
that that order may be made. 
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No objection was made, and accordingly 
the substitute was ordered to be printed, the 
bill and substitute recommitted to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and a motion to 
reconsider entered upon the Journal. 


CIRCUIT COURTS LN MISSOURI. 


Mr. WILSON, of Indiana. I movethat the 
rules be so suspended that I may report from 
the Committee on the Judiciary and have 
passed at this time House bill No. 1982, to 
provide for holding a circuit court of the 
United States in and for the western district 
of Missouri. 

The bill was read. The first section pro- 
vides that a circuit court of the United States 
in and for the western district of Missouri, 


shall hereafter be held at the city of Jefferson, | 
at the place of holding the district court of || 


the United States for the said western district 
of Missouri on the third Mondays of April and 
November in every year. 


The second section provides that the said | 


circuit court of the United States in and for 
the western district of Missouri shall in all 
things have and retain jurisdiction of all mat- 
ters arising therein ; that a circuit court of the 
United States in and for the eastern district 


of Missouri shall be held at the same time and |! 


place (at the city of St. Louis) as now pro- 
vided by law for holding the circuit court of the 
United States in and for both the districts of 
Missouri; that the 


of Missouri shall in all things have and retain 
jurisdiction of all matters arising therein ; 


and that the said circuit courts of the United | 


States hereby established in and for the east- 
ern and western districts of Missouri shall 
respectively have and exercise the same ori 


ively, as is vested in the several circuit courts 


of the United States as organized under ex- | 


isting laws, and shall also respectively have 
and exercise the same appellate jurisdiction 
over the district courts of the United States 
for said eastern and western districts, respect- 
ively, as by existing laws is vested in the said 
several circuit courts of the United States over 
the district eouts of the United States in their 
that said circuit courts 
shall be called, respectively, the circuit court 
of the United States in and for the western dis- 
trict of Missouri, and the circuit court of the 
United States in and forthe éastern district of 
Missouri, and shall be composed, respectively, 
of the justice of the Supreme Court of the United 


respective Cireculls 5 


States allotted to the eighth judicial circuit, the |) 
judge ofthe eighth judicia! circuit, and the judge | 


of the district court for the western district of 
Missouri, in the said western district; and of 
the said two first-named judges, and the judge 
of the district court for the eastern district of 
Missouri, in the said eastern district; but may 
be held by any one of said three judges in the 
absence of the remainder. The clerk of the 


circuit court for the present districts of Mis- || : a 
|| making appropriations for the service of the 


souri shall remain the clerk of the circuit 


ourt : United States in and for the east- || ee 
court of the nited ites ‘ | June 30, 1873. 


ern district of Missouri; and the district attor- 


ney and marshal for said eastern districi of || 
, accordingly. 


Missouri shall act as such district attorney 


and marshal in said circuit court in and for | 


the eastern district of Missouri, as now pro- 
vided by law; that the circuit court in and 
for the western district of Missouri shall ap- 


point a clerk of said court, who shall keep | 


his office in the city of Jefferson aforesaid, 
perform its duties, and receive its fees and 
emoluments, subject and in conformity to 


existing laws regulating the duties, fees, and | 


emoluments of other clerks of circuit courts 
of the United States; and that the district 
attorney and marshal for said western district 
of Missouri shall act as such district attorney 
and marshal in said circuit court in and for 
| the western district of Missouri. 
| The third section provides that the United 
| States circuit court for said eastern and west- 


said circuit court of the | 
United States in and for the eastern district | 








| ern districts of Missouri shall have power at 


any time to order adjourned terms of said 


|| circuit courts, respectively, at which adjourned 
| terms any business may be transacted which 


could be transacted at any regular terms 
thereof; that a copy of said order, in the 
eastern district of Missouri, shall be posted 
ou the door of the court-room, and advertised in 
some newspaper printed in thecity of St. Louis ; 
and that a copy of said order, in the western 
district of Missouri, shall be posted on the 
court-room door, and advertised in some news- 
paper printed in the city of Jefferson, twenty 
days at least before said adjourned terms shail 
be holden. 

The question was taken; and (two thirds 
voting in favor thereof) the rules were sus 
pended, and the bill was passed. 


MINES AND MINING. 
Mr. WALDRON. I move that the rules 


be suspended, so as to assign Wednesday 
evening of next week for the exclusive con- 
sideration of business reported from the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. DAWES. I wishthe gentleman would 
wait for a day or two before he asks for that 


| order. 


Mr. WALDRON. If I do not get it now I 
will have to wait until next Monday. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘That will be before Wed- 
nesday. 

Mr. WALDRON. 
if | can get it. 

The question was taken; and (two thirds 
voting in favor thereof) the rules were sus 
pended, and the order was made accordingly. 

NAVAL 


Mr. HALE. 


I prefer the order now, 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


I move that the rules be so 


ete ro oar cae Te || suspended as to order that when the amend 
ginal jurisdiction in the said districts, respect- 


ments of the Senate to House bill No. 1191, 
making appropriations for the naval service 
for the year ending June 30, 1873, and for 
other purposes, are reported from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and come up for 
consideration, they shall be considered in the 
Hlouse as in Commitiee of the Whole under 
the five-minutes rule. 

The question was taken; and (two thirds 
voting im favor thereof) the rules were sus- 
pended, and the order was made accordingly. 

DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask unan- 
imous consent to have a similar order made 
in regard to the Senate amendments to the 
bill (H. R. No. 1323) making appropriations 
for the consular and diplomatic service of the 
Government for the year ending June 80, 1873, 
and for other purposes. 

No objection was made; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PALMER. I ask unanimous consent 
to have a similar order made in regard to the 
Senate amendments tothe bill (H. lk. No. 1070) 


Post Office Department for the year ending 


No objection was made ; and it was ordered 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT MEMPIIIS. 


Mr. SESSIONS. I move that the rules be 
so suspended that I may report from the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
have passed at this time, a bill to provide a 
building suited to the use of the custom-house, 
post office, the pension and revenue officers, 
and the judicial officers of the United States, 
in the city of Memphis, Tennessee. 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to cause to be constructed 
a suitable building, fire proof, at Memphis, 
Tennessee, for the accommodation of the cus- 
tom-house, post office, United States circuit 
and district courts, pension and internal rev- 
enue officers; and that for this purpose there 
shall be appropriated, outof any money in the 
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Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum 
of $200,000, to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury, who 
shall cause proper plans and estimates to be 
made, which shall be approved by the Secre- 
tary of the Treas iry, Postmaster General, and 
A.torney General; provided that no money 
hereby appropriated shall be used or applie d 
for the purpose until a valid title to the land 
for the site of such building shall be vestedin 
the United States, and until the State of Ten- 
nessee shall also duly release and relinquish 
to the United States theright to tax, or in any 
way said site, or the property of the 
United States that may be thereon, during the 
time that the United States shall be orremain 
the owner thereof. 

The question was taken upon suspending 
the rules; and upon a division there were 
ayes 104, noes 22. 

Betore the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. FAR) NSWORTH said: Here is a bill 
appropriating $200,000 without any limitation 
whatever upon the building. 1 call for the 
yeas and nays. 

The question was taken upon ordering the 
yeas and nays, and there were eleven in the 
affirmative. 

So (the aflirmative not having one fifth of 
the last vote) the yeas and nays were not or- 
dered. 

Accordingly (two thirds voting in favor 
thereof) the rules were suspended and the bill 
(H. kt. No. 2763) was passed. 


assess, 


IIOSPITAL 


Mr. WELLS. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, so that I can report from the Com 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
have passed at this time, with amendments, 
House bill No. 2764, making an appropriation 
for the erection of a marine hospital at San 
Francisco. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I thought it 
was understood that the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds should only report in 
favor of erecting buildings without reporting 
any appropriations. It was understood 
between that committee and the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. SARGENT. 
the regular report of the committee. 

Mr. WELLS. This building is very much 
needed, and the amount proposed to be appro- 
priated is but small. 


IN SAN FRANCISCO 


SO 


That applied simply 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Oh, yes; it is 
a very little baby. 
Mr. SARGENT. The patients whom this 


hospital is designed to accommodate are now | 


let out on contract to a regular 
Hall,”’ a regular Squeers’ 
grace to the country. The Treasury Depart- 
ment year after year has been calling for the 
erection of a wooden hospit: ilon Ange 1 Island, 
in order to rescue these patients (who pay 
their own expenses) from the misery and hard- 
ship of their situation. The appropriation 
for this purpose has been recommended in 
two annual reports of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. He has specially pointed out the 
absolute necessity of erecting a hospital at 
that place. It is to be only a wooden hos- 
pital, and the cost will be but small. It is in 
the interest of humanity that the appropria- 
tion should be made; and I hope there will 
be no objection to it. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I did not hear 
in the first instance where this building was 
to be located, and of course | had no hostility 
to it on local grounds; but I do not think we 
ought to adopt this method. 

Mr. SPEER, of Peunsylvania. 
debate. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I would like to 
know how many more bills for public build- 
ings are to be presented in the wake of this. 
I know that my friend from Michigan [Mr. 
Concer] has one, and I would like to know | 
how many more there are. 


‘Do the-boys 
institution, a dis 


I object to 


Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. 
House adjourn. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I 
House take arecess till ! 
The SPEAKER 
recess is not in order. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Why not? 

The SPEAKER. Because a motion to sus 
pend the rules is pending. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. 

The qu stion being t: 
Mr. SPEER, 
there were “AVeS noes OS 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
and nays 

Lhe SPEAKER The Chair must state to 
the House that last : week, | by the adoption of 


a motion to adjourn under circumstances sim 
] 


I move that the 


move that the 
ialf past seven o'clock 
The motion to take a 


Chen let usadjourn. 
the mot 


House 


ion of 
adjourn, 


iken on 
of Georgia, that the 
5d, 
the 


Ll call for yeas 


ilar tothe present, the Pension Committee, for 
whose business an evening session had been 
assigned, were deprived of that session. ‘The 


adoption of this motion to adjourn would re 
peat the same tl with reference 
session which has been ordered this 
for the business of that committee. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. If the Chair will 
entertain a motion for a recess, we will adopt 
that. 

Ihe SPEAKER. The Chair would be 
very glad to entertain that motion; but the 
rules provide that pending a motion to sus 
pend the rules but one other 
in order, and that is to adjo 
doubt about the motion to 


lng to the 


evening 


motion shall be 
urn. Thereis no 
adjourn being in 


order, but as the gentleman from Lilinois 
{Mr. Moore] is not now in his seat, the Chair 


thought it proper to make this explanation. 

Mr. COX. Is it in order for the Chair to 
debate this question? [ Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. No; butit isin order for 
the Chair to be heard first on questions of order, 
and the gentleman from New York [ Mr. Cox] 
next. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I withdraw my 
motion to adjourn, and move that the House 
take a recess. 

Mr. SARGENT. That motion is notin order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would be glad 
to entertain a motion for a recess, but it is out 
of order. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then it will be 
utterly impossibie for the House to take a 
recess so long as anybody moves to suspend 


the rules. IJ submit that a 


motion to take a 


\ 


recess is equivalent, according to the spirit of 


the rule, toa motion to adjourn. A recess is, 
in fact, an adjournment for a time. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair appre hends 
not. Motions to suspend the rules will be in 
order at any time during to-day Jut the 


House can adjourn; there is nothing to pre- 
vent its do! ng so it so d is} osed. 


Mr. I ARNSWORL H. 

Mr. WILLARD. If the Honse should now 
adopt a to adjourn, would it not be 
obliged to meet at half past seven o’clock this 
evening? 

The SPEAKER. 
House should 
will meet 


Then let us adjourn. 


' 
notion 


It would not. If the 
adopt a motion to adjourn, it 
to-morrow at eleven o'clock. But 
the motion to adjourn has been withdrawn. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Lrenewit. I would 
not insist upon the motion if the regular busi- 
ness of the House could be proceeded with. 
Mr. SARGENT. I object to debate. We 
are proceeding with regular business. 

The question being taken on the motion to 
adjourn, there were—ayes 44, noes 79. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I call for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

lhe question was taken; and it was decided 
in the negative 


—yeas 39, nays 130, not voting 

71; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Archer, Barber, 
Beatty. Beck, Austin Blair, Assumed dead Brooks, 


Campbell, Comingo, Criteber, Crossland, Eldredge, 
Farnsworth, Henry D. Foster, Hambleton, Hanks, 
Hereford, Hoar, Holman, Kendall, Lewis, Marshall, 


ii MeCrary, McNeely, Merrick, Aaron F. Perry, Read, 
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John M. Rice, 
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Scofield, H. Boardman Smith, R 


Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Storm, Swann, 
Ws alison, Williams of New York, and Winches- 
ter—3s 

NAYS— Messrs. Acker, Arthur, Averill, Banke, 
Bell, Beveridge, Bigby, Bingham, Bird, James Q. 
Blair, Bright, Buckley, Buthnton, Burchard, Bur- 

. Benjamin F. Butler, Caldwell, Cobb, Coburn, 
os whian, Conger, Cotton, Crebs, Crocker, Davis, 
Donnan, Dox, Du Bose, Duell, Dunneli, Eames, 
Finkelnburg, Charlies Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, 
Garfield, Getz, Golladay, Goodrich, Griffith, Llale, 
Hancoek, Handley, Harmer, Harper, John tt. Harris, 
llavens, Hawley, Hay, Hays, Gerry W. Hazelton, 
llerndon, Hibbard, Hill, Loughton, Kelley, Kerr, 
Keteham, Killinger, Lamison, Lamport, Lansing, 
Leach, Lowe, Met Velland, MeCormick, McGrew 
Melntyre, MeJunkin, McKee, McKinney, Merriam, 
Benjamin EF. Meyers, Monroe, aketehe Morphis, 
Leonard Myers, Negley, Orr, Pa card, Packer, 
Palmer, Hosea W. Parker, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, 
Pendleton, Peres, Eli Perry, Peters, Price, Prindle, 
Rainey, Edward Y. Rice, Ellis H. Roberts, William 
R. Roberts, Rogers, Roosevelt, Rusk, Sargent, Saw- 
— Seeley, Sessions, Sheldon, Sherwood, Shober, 

emaker, Slater, John A. Smith, Worthington OU. 
Smit bh, Starkweather, Strong, St.John, Latte, Lerry, 
Washington Townsend, Turner, Twiebetl, Tyner, 
Vaughan, Waddell, Wakeman, Walden, Warren, 
Wells, Whiteley, Whitthorne, Willard, Williams of 
Indiana, John T. Wilson, and Young—1380. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Ame Barnum, Barry 
Biggs, Boles, George M. Brooks, Roderick R-. Bu 
ler, Carroll, Clarke. Conner, Cox, Creely, Darrall, 
Dawes, De Lar Dickey, Duke, Eliiott, Biy, Par 
well, Forker : irrett, Giddings, Llalieman, Halsey, 
George KE. Harris, John W. Hazelton, Hooper, Ke 
logg, King, SC ienatin: Lyoch, Manson, Maynard, 

{cHenry, Mereur, Mitel il, Morey, Morgan, Nib- 

k, Platt, Poland, Porter, Potter, Randall, Ritebie, 
Robinson, Shanks, Shellabarger, Slocum, Sloss, 
Snapp, Snyder, Sprague,Slevens, Stevenson, Stoagh- 
ton, Stowell, Sutherland, Sypher, Thomas. Dwight 
Townsend, Tuthill, Upson, Van Trump. Voorhees, 
Wallace, Walls, Wheeler, Jeremiah M. Wilson, aud 
W ood—71. 

So the House refused to adjourn 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asks the fol 
lowing two rules to be read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

**Pending a motion to suspend the rules, the 
Speaker may entertain one motion that the Louse 
do now adjourn; but after the result thereon ts an- 
nounced, he shall not entertain any other dilatory 
motion till the vote is taken on suspension. 

**Pending a motion to suspend tue rules so us to 
take an immediate vote Ona proposition, a motion 
for a recess is not in order.—Journal, 2, 39, page ) 


uges 572, 
573. [This decision of the Speaker was sus ion 
appe al by the very decisive vote, by yeas and nays, 
of yeas 173, nays 4; and would seem to have settied 
the question that pending a similar motion, dilatory 
motions, such as had been previously tolerated, 
would not be entertained hereaiter.’’} 


The SPEAKER. The Chair also, though 
not connected with this subject, directs the 
sixty-fifth rule of the House to 
the information of the members. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Rule 65. Smoking is prohibited within the bar of 
the House or in the galleries. 


wine 


be read for 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
Mr. STARKWEATHER,. 1 


mous consent 


unani 
rt and testi- 
the District 


goverament 


ask 
to submit the repo 
fommiuttee tor 
of Columbia in reference to 
of the District, in that they may 
ordered to be printed and recommitted, 

Mr. CREBS. I also ask the minority re 
port be ordered to be printed, and tout a time 
be fixed when this subject may be taken up 
and considered. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER Let us 
through with this first, and we cun fix thetime 
afterward. 

The SPEAKER. The Committee 
District of Columbia have the right 
four weeks 


mony taken by the ( 
the 


order ve 


get 


for the 


to report 
ae 
ruie 


once under 


every the 3s, & 
greate r privilege than any other committe 
Mr. STARKWEATHER, Let the report 
be printed and recommitted, 


Mr. DAWES Not 
a motion to rec ynsider 


Mr. ROOSEVEL! 


to be brought back by 


And the minor 


ity report take the same Course ; thatis, ordered 
to be printed with the majority report 
The SPEAKER, The Chair hears po 
objection, and it is ordered accordingly. 
HOSPITAL, CALIFORNIA, 
Mr. FARNSW ORTH. I now move the 


House adjourn. 
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The SPEAKER. 
been voted down 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
has intervened 

The SPEAKER. 


been done has 


That motion has just 
But other business 


The business which has 
been done by unanimous coa 
sent, and would not have been done if the 
gentle man had object« d. The rule is positive, 
that pending a motion to suspend the rules 
and pass bill the Chair can entertain but 
If the gentleman will 
unanimous consent, 


one motion to adjourn 
move to ask to ad irn by 
the Chair will entertain it. 

Mr. SARGENT. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
on the motion to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill 

Mr. WELLS I ask the bill be again 
reported, so the House may know what it is. 

he bill was again read. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker 
deciared that the ayes had it. 

Mr. COX. 1 would like to say a word about 
this bill. 

Mr. WELLS. I object. 

The SPEAKER he gentleman can only 
be heard by UbAanihous consent. The Chair 
prot ounced that the ayes had it. 


Mr. COX. I desire only to say that I have 
seen that hospital on Mare Island. 

Mr. SARGENT. It isnot on Mare Island. 

Mr. COX. 1 know this is not; but there is 


} 


one on Mare Island which is never filled. It 
costs twenty-five dollars a day to keep those 
people there 

Mr. SARGENT. That is underthe marine 
service. ‘This is the hospital for sailors gen- 
erally under the United States ; and they are 
now let out by a contract system in the State 
of California, 

Mr. COX. Why do they not use the build- 
ings they have? 

Mr. SARGENT. The United States hos- 
pital was shattered in the earthquake and has 
been in that coadition for several years. 

Mr. COX. ‘The city of San Francisco has 
been shattered by the earthquake and so has 
the gentleman himself. 

‘The rules (two thirds having voted in favor 
thereof) were suspended, and the bili was 
passed. + 

BRIDGES ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I am instructed by the 
Commiitee on Commerce to report back the 
bill (S. No. 845) to authorize the construction 
of ceriain bridges across the Mississippi river, 
and to establish the same as post roads, with 
an amendment; aud | move that the rules be 
suspended and that the amendment be agreed 
to, and the biil, as amended, be passed. 

Phe bill was read. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I hope that bill 
will not be passed. It provides, I understand, 
that there shail be a second bridge at Quincy, 
where there is one already. 

Mr. MceNELLY. I object to debate. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Two bridges along- 
side of each other would necessarily obstruct 
the navigation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
ported by the Committee on Commerce be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the seventh section this proviso: 

Provided, That the construction of the bridge 


mentioned in this section shall be commenced with- 
in eighteen months from the passage of this act. 


Mr. McCRARY. 


order. 
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Let the amendment re- 


I rise to a question of | 
Would it be in order now ito move to | 


refer the billtothe Committee on Commerce? || 


The SPEAKER. 
motion to suspend the rules, 

Mr. McCRARY. Then I desire to have the 
unanimous consent of the House to state my 
objecu ms to the bill. 

Mr. MeNELLY. 

Mr. McCRKARY. 
be suspende d. 

‘The question being taken on suspending the 
rules and passing the bill with the amendment 


I object. 
I trust the rules will not 


It would not, pending the | 





ayes 70, noes 19: no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER under the rule ordered || 
tellers; and Mr. Hotman and Mr. McCrary || 
were appointed. | 

The House again divided; and the tellers | 
reported—ayes 105, noes 24. i 

Mr. McCRARY. I demand the yeas and 
nays. I want to know if anybody here cares | 
anything for the commerce of the Mississippi 
river. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and 
nays there were—ayes ten. 
So (one filth not having voted in the affirm- 
ative) the yeas and nays were refused ; and the | 
rules having been suspended (two thirds hav- 
ing voted in favor thereof) the bill was passed 
with the amendment reported by the Commit- 


of the Committee on Commerce, there were— 








ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move that the 
House take a recess until half past seven | 
o'clock this evening. 


The SPEAKER. 


tee on Commerce. 
| 


The gentleman will ob- 


serve now that the difficulty he suggested as || 


arising from the ruling of the Chair does not 
exist. The House can take a recess if a motion | 
to suspend the rules is not pending. If the mo- | 
tion to adjourn is made before the motion to 
suspend the rules it takes precedence. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. | make that motion. 

Mr. KETCHAM. I ask that certain bills 
of the Senate now on the Speaker's table, the 
titles of which I ask the Clerk to read, be | 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, | 
not to be brought back by a motion to recon- 
sider. 

The Clerk read the titles of the bills. 

Mr. COX. I object. 


JAMES F. JOY. 


On motion of Mr. PARKER, of Missouri, | 
by unanimous consent. the bill (S. No. 554) 


for the relief of James I. Joy was taken from |) 
the Speaker’s table, read a first and second |, 


time, and referred to the Committee of Claims. | 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT asked and obtained the 

leave of the House to print in the Globe some 


remarks on the subject of fish culture. [See 
Appendix. ] 





IION,. GEORGE M. BROOKS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the | 
following communication : 


Wasuincton, May 13, 1872. 
Sir: Ihave the honor to inform you that I have 


half past seven o’clock, Mr. Wire ter occu 
pying the chair as Speaker pro tempore 

The qnestion was taken upon Mr. Farys 
WorTH’s motion, and it was agreed to; and 
the House (at four o’clock and forty-three 
minutes p. m.) took a recess. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The hour of balf past seven o'clock having 
arrived, the House resumed its session, Mr. 


| WHEELER occupying the chair as Speaker pro 


tempore. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. By special 
order, the proceedings of this evening are 


| devoted to the consideration of the general 


pension bill. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. PECK. In the absence of the chair- 


| man of the committee, I desire to offer a few 


pension bills for private pensions. 
JULIA COSGROVE. 


Mr. PECK, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2765) 
granting a pension to Julia Cosgrove ; which 
was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read. authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of Julia Cosgrove, widow of Edward 
Cosgrove, latea private in company K, twenty- 
fourth veteran reserves, the bill to take effect 
from its passage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read athird time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARY WUALEN 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. RK. No. 2766) granting a 
pension to Mary Whalen; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and 
directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the provis- 


| ions and limitations of the pension laws, the 


name of Mary Whalen, widow of Michael 


| Whalen, late a private in company B, twenty- 
| eighth regiment Kentucky volunteers, from 
| and after the passage of the act. 


tendered to the Governor of the Commonwealth of | 


Massachusetts my resignation of the office of Rep- 
resentative of the seventh congressional district 
in the Congress of the United States, to take effect 
on the date hereof. 

I am, with great respect, your obedient servant, 

GEORGE M, BROOKS. 
Hon, James G. BLaine, 
Speaker House of Representatives. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The evening session is 
devoted to the consideration of the pension 
bill reported by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions; and the understanding is that it 
cannot go over as unfinished business unless 
the previous question is seconded on the bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to 
make an inquiry of the Chair. Have not the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions the right to 
take up other bills if the general bill is dis- 
posed of in sufficient time? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair presumes 
there will be no objection to that, but the 
Chair does not remember that was stated when 
the order was made. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I hope then it 
will beunderstood that the Committee on Pen- 
sions may take up and dispose of other pen- 
sion bills if they get through with the general 
bill before the evening session closes. 

The SPEAKER. If the motion for a recess 
prevails, the House will meet this evening at 


——— 





The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 


|| reada third time; and being engrossed, it was 


accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ARDELLA D. AND LINDSEY N. WARFIELD. 


Mr. PECK also, from the same committee, 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 2767) granting a 
pension to Ardelia D. Warfield and Lindsey 
N. Warfield; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
to place upon the pension-foll, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the names of Ardella D. Warfield and Lindsey 
N. Warfield, only surviving minor children of 
Andrew W, Wartield, late a private unassigned 
in the fifteenth regiment of New York volun- 
teers, and acting as hospital steward of such 


| regiment, who died at Raleigh, North Caro- 


lina, of disease contracted in the service; the 
act to take effect from and after its passage. 

The biil was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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MARY A. DODD. | 


Mr. PECK, from the same committee, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. No, 2768) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary A. Dodd; which was read a first 
and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time 

The bill, which was read, directs the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place upon the pension- 
rell, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pens.on laws, the name of Mary A. 
Dodd, widow of Matthew M. Dodd, late a car- 
penter in the United States Navy, at the rate 
of eight dollars per month from and after the 
passage of this act. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 

Mr. PECK moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAMES M’MORROW. 


Mr. PECK, from the same committee, re- 
yorte 1 adversely upon the petition of James 
Me Morrow for a pension; and the same was 
laid on the table. 

AUGUSTA FOX. 

Mr. PECK, from the same committee, also 
reported adversely upon House bill No. 981, 
granting a pension to Augusta Fox. 

Mr. HOLM AN, | hope the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Peck] will allow this bill to be 
recommitted. 

Mr. PECK. 
the bill. 

CODIFICATION OF PENSION LAWS. 


Mr. MOORE. I now eall up the bill to 
revise, consolidate, andamend the laws relat- 
ing to pensions. 

fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The House 
resumes the consideration of House biil No. 
2312, to revive, consolidate, and revise the 
laws relating to pensions. 

The Clerk read the following: 

Sec.9. That the widows of colored soldiers and 
sailors who have died, or shall hereafter die, by 
reason of wounds received, or disease contracted in 
the military or naval service of the United States, 
and in the line ot duty, shall be entitled to receive 
the pension provided by law, without other evidence 
of marriage than satisfactory proot that the parties 
were joined in marriage by some ceremony deemed 
by them obligatory, or habitually recognized each 
other as man and wife, and were so recognized by 
their neighbors, and lived together as such up to the 
date of enlistment, if he died in the service, or it 
otherwise, to date of death; and the children born 
of any marriage so proved, shall be deemed and 
held to be Jawfal children of such soldier or sailor: 
Provided, Thatif the condition or residence of the 
parties was such that no barrier existed to the 
solemnization of the marriage, the usual evidence 
shall be required: Provided further, That this sec- 
tion shall not beapplicable to any claims on account 


Very well; 1 will withdraw 


of persons who shall have enlisted atterthe passage | 


of this act. 


Mr. MOORE. The committee have in- 
structed me to move to insert after the word 
** colored,’’ inthe first line of this section, the 
words ‘‘or Indian.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MOORK. I move further to amend 
this section by striking out the first proviso, 
and also the word *‘ further,’’ in the second 
proviso. This section provides that the rigid 
proofs of marriage that are ordinarily required 
shall not be required in the case of colored 
persons or Indians. The proviso states ** that 
if the condition or residence of the parties was 
such that no barrier existed to the solemniza- 
tion of the marriage the usual evidence shall 
be required.’’ It will at,once be perceived 
that this would impose upon the bureau the 
necessily of inquiring into every particular 
case, what circumstances surrounded the par 
ties, or the laws of the State where they 
resided. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Would it not be proper to | 
apply this principle to all persons? 


| 
| 


Mr. CONGER. Why does the gentleman 
include Indians in this section ? 

Mr. MOORE. A number of them enlisted 
during the late war, as clearly so as colored 
men, and numbers of them served in regiments 
and companies. A committee of these Indians 
came and asked that they might have that 
same provision in reference to themselves, as 
the regulations in reference to marriage were 
not so fixed among them as among us, and we 
consented to their request. 

Mr. CONGER. So far as I know the cus- 
tom of marriage among Indians is as strict and 
regular and well recognized as among any 
people in the world. 

Mr. MOORE. It is different from ours. 

Mr. DICKY. The ceremony is performed 
in a different manner. 

Mr. CONGER. But it is a civil contract, 
and they regard it as such. 

‘Lhe amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ARCHER. I move to amend the first 
portion of this section by inserting after the 
words ** by reason of wounds’’ the words ‘‘or 
injuries ;’’ and immediately following that to 
insert the words ‘‘ casualties or’’ before the 
word ** disease.”’ 

Mr. MOORE. Ido not know that I have 
anv objection to that amendment. 

Mr. NIBLACK,. I want to move an amend- 
ment or two to a former section. 

Mr. MOORE. If the gentleman will waive 
that matter for the present—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Che section 
having been passed, it can be returned to only 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I hope there will be no 
objection to going back to it. 


Mr. MOORE. I would prefer that the 


gentleman should wait till we get through with 


the bill. 

Mr. NIBLACK. With that understanding 
I will not press the request. 

Mr. MOORE. I shall be very happy to 
accommodate the gentleman by returning to 


' the section again. 


The Clerk began the reading of the tenth 


; section. 


i 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. In view of 
the adoption of the amendment offered by the 
gentieman from Maryland, [Mr. ArcHer, | it 
seems to me a further change of language is 
necessary in the ninth section. 

Mr. MOORE. We have already passed that 
section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk 
had coramenced the reading of the next sec- 
tion. 

Mr. SPEER. of Pennsylvania. 
gentleman understand my point? 

Mr. MOOKE. I understand the point; but 
the section had been passed. 


Does ihe 


If necessary we 
can return to it hereatter. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. As the sec 
tion now stands, the word ‘*contracted’’ fol 
lows the word ‘*‘ casualty.’’ 
man object to going back ? 

Mr. MOORE. | doat the present time, unless 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania insists. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Ido not. 

The tenth section was read, as follows: 


Does the gent le- 


Sec. 10. That if any person has died, or shall 
hereafter die, leaving a widow entitled to a pension 
by reason of hisdeath, and achild or children under 
sixteen yeurs of age by such widow, and it shail be 
duly certified, under seal, by any court having pro- 
bate jurisdiction, that satisfactory evidence has been 
produced betore such court that the widow afore- 
said has abandoned the care of such child or chil 
dren, or that she is an unsuitable person, by reason 
ofimmoral conduct, to have the custody of thesame, 
then no pension shall be allowed to such widow 
until such child or children shall have attained the 
age of sixteen years, any provisions of this act or of 
any previous act to the contrary notwithstanding; 
and the said child or children aforesaid shall be 
pensioned in the same mannerand from the same 
date as if no widow had survived such person, and 
such pension shall be paid to the guardian of such 
child or children: Provided, That if in any case 
payment of pension shall bave been made to the 
widow, the pension to the child or children shall 
commence from the date to which her pension has 
been paid. 


i} 
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Mr. HOAR. I move to amend by inserting 
after the word ‘‘court,’’ in the sixth line of 
the section just read, the words ‘on due 
notice.”’ The object of this amendment is 
to provide that the hearicg shall be upon 
notice. I may take occasion to say in this 
connection that one of the principal faults in 
the administration of the Pension Office to- 
day is the fact that parties are frequently de 
prived of their pensions upon secret charges, 
and on investigations of which the accused 
party has no notice. ‘Two or three such in- 
stances have come within my knowledge, 

Mr. MOORE. I will state, for the informa. 
tion of my friend from Massachusetts, [ Mr. 
Hoar,] that in a subsequent part of the bill 
is a section covering this very thing. 

Mr. HOAR. Lam happy to heur that; but 
[ presume the gentleman will not object to my 
proposition, that before the court shall be per- 
mitted to find the fact as established notice 
shall be given to the person charged. 

There being no objection, the amendment 
was agreed to. 


The eleventh section was read. as follows: 


Sec. 11. That if any person embraced within the 
provisions of the first section of this act has died 
since the 4th day of March, 1861, or shall hereatter 
die, by reason of any wound or disease which, under 
the conditionsand limitations of said section, would 
have entitled bim to an invalid pension, and has 
not left or shall not leave a widow or legi:imate 
child, but has left or shall leave other relative or 
relatives who were dependent upon him for support 
at the date of his death, such relative or relatives 
shall be entitled in the following order of prece- 
dence to receive the same pension as such person 
would have been entitled te had he been totally 
disabled, to commence from the death of such per 
son, namely: first, the mother; secondly, the futher; 
thirdly, orphan brothers and sisters under sixteen 
years of ave, who shall be pensioned jointly: Pro- 
vided, That if in any case said person shali bave 
left father and mother who are dependent upon 
bim, then, on the death of the mother, the father 
shall become entitled to the pension, commencing 
from and after the death of the mother; and upon 
the death of the mother and father, or upon the 


| death of the father and the remarriage of the 


mother, the dependent brothers and sisters under 
sixteen years of age shall jointly become entitled 
to such pension until they attain the age of sixteen 
years respectively, commencing trom the death or 
remarriage of the party who had the prior right to 
the pension: Provided, That a mother shall be as- 


sumed to have been dependent upon her son, within 


the meaning of this act, if at the date of his death 
she had no other adequate means of support than 
the ordinary proceeds of ber own manual labor and 
the contributions of said son or of any other persons 
not legally bound to aid in her support; and if, by 


| actual or intended contributionsorin any other way, 


the son had recognized his obligations to aid in sup 
port of said mother, and that a father or a minor 
brother or sistersball in like manner and under like 
conditions, be assumed to have been dependent, ex- 
cept that the income which was derived or derivable 
from bis actual or possible manual labor shall be 
taken into account in estimating a father’s means 
otindependentsupport: /’rovided, That when minora 
have heretofore been pensioned by reason of any pro- 
vision of law then in force, on account ot the service 
and death of a brother upon whom ther were de- 
pendent for support, upon theirattaining the age of 
sixteen years, or upon their death, the dependent 
father shall become entitled to the pension from the 
date at which their titled ceased, if his claim be filed 
within five years from said date; otherwise from the 
completion of the testimony: Provided further, That 
the pension allowed to any person on account of his 
or ber dependence as hereinbefore provided shall 
not be paid for any period during which it shall not 
be necessary as a means of adequate subsistence, 


Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the 
just read by inserting after the word 
in line sixteen, these words: 


section 
‘* jointly,” 


Provided, That where orphan children of the aame 
parents have different guardians, or a portion of 
them only are under guardianship. the share of the 
joint pension to which each would be entitled shall 
be paid to the guardian of each ward. 


This amendment hds been submitted to the 
chairman of the committee, and has received 


his approbation. As the law now stands, a 


case like this may arise—indeed has arisen 


of three minor orphan children of the same 
parents, two of them are under guardianship, 
being supported by a very poor relative, and 
they need pensions; the third, having been 


| adopted by a relative in another State, declines 


|| steps to obtain @ pension. 


to have any guardian appointed, and will take 
his is a condition 


| of things very apt to happen where children 
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are of different mothers and there is adifficulty 
in the family. ‘The Pension Office has found 
no way under the existing law of solving the 
diflicuity, though I believe the Commissioner 
has finally determined to stretch the law a 
But 


such an amendment as this 


little and pay the pension in such cases. 
it is desirable that 
should be adopted. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CONGER. I move to amend by in- 
serting alter the word 
line, the 


** disease,’ 


oe 9 
words or other causes. 


The 


| 


inthe fourth | 


amendment which has been made to the ninth | 


section renders this amendment necessary. 
Mr. DICKEY. Why not insert ** injury or 
- and ‘* casualty or’ 


99 


wounds,”’ 


yo) 


before 
* disease 
amendment made in the ninth section, 

Mr. CONGKEK. The amendment | propose 
amounts to the same thing, and is shorter. 

Mr. DICKKY. According to the construc- 
tion of the Pension Office a man may receive 
an injury: which is not a wound, and if he dies 
in the service from drowning, for instance, the 
office calls that a casualty. I therefore move 
to insert the words ‘‘or injury or casualty”’ 
after the word ‘** wound.”’ 

Mr. MOORE, I have no objection to that 
amendment. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to call attention of 
the chairman of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions to the first section of the bill, to 
which 


before | 
lhis will correspond with the | 


this section refers back, to the fact that | 


the same amendment should be made in that | 


first section. 
Mr.. MOORE. 
the first section of this bill ? 
Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. MOORE. My attention has been called 


to that, and the amendment will be made in due |! 


ume, 

Mr. HOAR. I| move in the thirty-fourth 
line, after the word ‘*mother,’’ to insert ‘‘or by 
law bound to such support.’’ By our law the 
son is bound to support the mother in distress. 


Does the gentleman refer to | 


If the son is killed who was bound by law to | 


support the mother in distress there is no rea- 
son why she should not be entitled to the pen- 
sion under the bill. 

Mr. MOORE. Ido not see any objection 
to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPEER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, 
{ move in line forty-seven, page 12, to strike 
ont ** from the completion of the testimony,”’ 
and to insert the words “from the time of the 
filing of the application. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it will be observed by 


this section that all applications for pension | 
filed within five years shall date back to the 


time when the pension occurred. 
which I propose to strike out make the pension 


These words | 


begin at the time of the completion of the | 


testimony on the part of the applicant. Some- 
times, by mistake of a clerk in the Pension 
Office, the application for a pension is tied 
up for two or three years when 


the fault } 


does not rest with the applicant, but originates | 


entirely through some inadvertence or mistake 
in the Pension Office. I think the time of the 


commencement of the pension should not be | 
later at least than when the applicant files bis | 


application. Itis not his fault if the Pension 
Commissioner delays granting it. I have 
known cases of this kind where the declara- 
tion made and sent to the office and the 
receipt acknowledged by’ the Commissioner in 
a printed circular which stated that the papers 
seemed to be right und would be attended to 
in due form. After a year or two, on further 
inquiry being made by the applicant or his 
attorney, the Commissioner has forwarded an 
additional circular stating that such and such 
things were wrong in the original application. 
That is information which ought to have been 
communicated to the applicant at first, but | 
because the Pension Office has delayed for a | 
year or two it ought not to work to the disad- 


was 


vantage of the applicant. Under this section 


| as it now stands that delay, occasioned by no 








| ent mother, 


fault of the applicant himself, works to his 
serious injury. ‘lhe pension should date back 
to the making of the application. 

Mr. MOORE My colleague on the com- 
mittee must remember that it his amendment 
were adopted to this bill it would change 
almost the entire bill. The matter was fully 
discussed in the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. This House passed a bill extending 
the time for making applications for pension, 
which was sent to the Senate and there laid 
upon the table. The law as it now stands is 
that any person who shall, within five years, 
make good his claim, shall have his pension 
date back to the time when the rightaccrued. If 
these applicants filed there applications within 
five years, then their pension goes back to the 
date when the pension accrues; but if they 
have not filed within five years, then the pen- 
sion takes date from the filing of the last and 
final proof. We are not at present making a 
new law, and if we were to adopt the pa 
ment of my honorable colleague on the com- 
mittee we would have to go back and rearrange 
this whole bill. 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. The chairman 


of the Committee on Invalid Pensions entirely | 


misapprehends the object Lhavein view. The 
bill which passed this House and went to the 
Senate and was laid upon the table has nothing 
at allto do with the amendment | now pro- 
pose. ‘The effect of this section of the bill as 


| 1t now stands is that where an applicant has 


had his application delayed through the fault, 
inadvertence, or mistake of the Pension Office, 
he shall not be entitled to his pension except 
from the date when the last and final proof 
was made in his case. I think it is simply 
naked justice to the applicant that the amend- 
ment | have proposed should be adopted. 

Mr. BIRD. Ifthe amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania be agreed to it will 
change the character of the bill, and I object 
to it. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
15, noes 18; no quorum voting. 

Phe SPEAKER. If no further count be 
demanded the amendment will be considered 
as rejected. 

No further count was asked. 

The Clerk read the twelfth section, as follows: 

Sec. 12. That on the marriage of any widow, 
dependent mother, or dependent sister receiving a 
pension, such pension shal! cease, and shall not be 
renewed should she afterward become a widow: 
Provided, That the marriage of any widow, depend- 
or dependent sister entitled to pension 








shall not debar her right to such pension to the date | 


of her marriage, whether an application therefor 
was filed before or after such marriage. 

Mr. MOORE. I offer a substitute for this 
section, and I shall at the same time ask the 
House to reconsider the amendment that was 
made on Saturday in reference to pensioning 
a widow after sbe has remarried. That amend- 
ment, if it were proper at all, came in at the 
wrong place in the bill. 
to this section. I now send to the Chaira 
substitute for the twelfth section, which also 
includes the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. WHEELER] on Sat- 
urday. I think it will be satisfactory to those 
who sustained that amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 12. That the remarriage of any widow, de- 
pendent mother, or dependent sister, entitled to 
pension shall not debar her right to such pension to 
the date of her remarriage, whether an application 
therefor was filed before or after such remarriage; 
and that on the remarriage of any widow, depend- 
ent mother. or dependent sister, securing a pension, 
such pension shali cease: Provided, That the pen- 
sion law shall not be so construed as to deprive any 
widow from the benefits therein granted for the 
services of her husband though she may have mar- 
ried again: Provided, however, Thatthe applicant is 
a widow at the time of m aking the claim, and fur- 
nishes such evidence to the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions that she is in indigent circumstances, provided 
that such party shall not receive pension during 
coverture or during the minority of any child or 
children of the soldier entitled. 


The substitute was agreed to. 


It properly belongs | 














_ evidence necessary to establish the same, 


Mr. MOORE. I also move that the proviso 
added on Saturday to the seventh section be 
stricken out. 

The Clerk read the proviso proposed to be 
stricken out, as follows: 

And provided further, That whenever a widow 


shall forfeit her pension by reason of marriage, her 
pension shall revive upon her again becoming a 


widow, whenever it shall appear to the satisfaction 
| of the pension department that she is in indigent 


circumstances. 


The motion was agreed to, and the proviso 
was stricken out. 


The Clerk read the following section : 


Sec. 13. That all pensions which have been, or 
which may hereafter be, granted in consequence of 
death occurring from acause which originated in the 
service since the 4th day of March, 1861, or in conse- 
quence of wounds received or disease contracted 
since said date, shall commence from the death or 
discharge of the person on whose account the claim 
has been or shall hereafter be granted, or from the 
termination of the right of party having prior title 
to such pension: Provided, That the application for 
such pension has been, or shall hereatter be, filed 
with the Commissioner of Pensions within five years 
after the right thereto shall have accrued; other- 
wise the pension shall commence from the date of 
filing the last evidence necessary to establish the 


| same: Provided further, That the limitation berein 


prescribed shall not apply to claims by or in bebalf 
of insane persons or persons under sixteen years. 


Mr. DICKEY. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 


In line five, after the. word “‘ wounds,” insert the 
words “ or injuries.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. LOWE, 
ment: 


Add to the section these words: 


Or to persons not heretofore entitled to pensions 
under any law. 


I desire to say just a single word in support 
of this amendment. ‘There are a few classes, 
not large, and the persons in them not numer- 
ous, under this bill, who have not been entitled 
under the pension laws as formerly existing. 
The limitation of five years, which has pre- 
vented many from filing applications under 
existing laws, of course raises a natural pre- 
sumption that the applications may not have 
been presented, in consequence of negligence 
or otherwise. But in respect to a small class 
of claimants in the Missouri militia and the 
militia of some other States, including that of 
my own State, who served in the war of the 
rebellion for short periods, who lost their lives 
on the field of battle, who are now introduced 
into this bill, they are in small numbers, and 
it seems to me just that this limitation of five 
years should not apply to them. It strikes 
me that as the cases arising under those cir 
cumstance are now for the first time entitled 


I offer the following amend- 


| under this bill, their pensions ought to take 
| effect as though they had been entitled under 


former laws. 

That is the only effect of this amendment. 
It seems to me eminently proper and just, and 
I hope it will be accepted by the committee. 

Mr. MOORE. I will state, in reply to my 
friend from Kansas, [Mr. Lowe, } that if this 
bill extends the liberality of the Government, 


| Ido not know that it is necessary for it to go 
|| back and do anything more than simply admit 


persons to draw pensions who have not here- 
tofore drawn them, without giving them the 
privilege of going back. In every special case 
which comes before Congress, whatever may 
be its merits, the pension given by special act 
is made to date from the passage of the act. 
Now, if by this act we give any additional 


| favors, it should be from the date of the pas- 
| sage of this act. 


I therefore hope the amend- 
ment will not be adopted. 

The question was taken upon the amend- 
ment, and it was disagreed to. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I move to 
amend the section by striking out in lines thir- 
teen and fourteen the words “filing the last 
‘and 
inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘‘the appli- 
cation for a: pension ;’’ so that it will read, 
‘otherwise the peusion shall commence from 
the date of the application for a pension.’’ 
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I want to say a word in behalf of this amend- 
ment. I offer it from a conviction of the 
injustice which it amends, and | want to test 
the sense of the House upon this question. 


The law provides that if the application be | 


made within five years, then the pension shall 
go back to the date of the death or discharge, 
but if made after five years, then the pension 
shall begin, not from the date of the applica- 
tion, but from the issuing of the pension cer- 
tificate. It may be two or three or four years 
after the application is filed before the pension 
certificate issues. Now, whose fault is it that 
there are delays in the issuing of pensions? 
At the time the applicant made his application 
and filed his proots it was for the Committee 
on Pensions to examine the proof and grant a 
pension without delay. Perhaps on account 
of the multiplicity of cases this delay must 
oecur, but the injury is suffered alone’ by the 
applicant fora pension. Now, that should not 
be the case at all. IL iusist on a vote on the 


amendment, and if the bill shall require a | 


little remodeling in other sections in couse- 
quence of the adoption, that is a matter of 
small importance. 
of justice, and I hope the House wiil adopt it. 

Mr. MOORE, 1 regret that the gentleman 
did not urge these radical changes in the biil 
while it was pending in the committee. 1 yield 
a moment to my colleague on the committee 
from New Jersey, [ Mr. Brrp. } 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. Will my 
friend from New Jersey allow me a word ot 
explanation ? 


Mr. BIRD. Certainly. 


rhis is a simple matter | 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. During most 


of the time this bill was before the committee 
for consideration 


I was necessarily absent | 


from the city, and was not able to meet the | 


committee. 1 was at home on business. 
Mr. BIRD. Mr. Speaker, [sympathize very 
heartily with the motives which actuate my 


honorable colleague in suggesting this change | 


in the law; but perceiving the importance of 
the change, the great inequality which will 
necessarily follow if this change is made here 
without a change in the entire provisions of 
the bill, | must necessarily oppose by my voice 
and my vote the proposed amendment. I 
would suggest to the gentleman that if he 


be desirous of testing the sense of the House | 


on this principle he wait until this bill, as 
presented by the committee, has been read 
through and disposed of, when he can by a 
separate and distinct section effect what the 
House desires. ‘The effect, if the House 
desires it, of this change would be to change 


all the sections of the bill for pensioners who | 


are entitled to pensions. They will all be 
affected by this proposed change. The com- 


good his claim, from the date of filing the evi- 
dence which makes good the claim of the 
applicant. The certificate may not issue for 
a year afterward. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Very well; admit the 
suggestion of my friend, and there is still this 
inequality: one person may have the proof at 
his hand and may file it when he files the ap- 
plication. Another person may have to write 
to different States to obtain proof that would 
justify the Department in granting the pen- 
sion. Now, why should the pension in the 
second case commence six months or a year 
later than in the first case ? 

Mr. BIRD. I will tell my friend. If the 
applicant is allowed to delay with his proof, 
with the understanding that whenever his 
proof is made his pension shall date back to 
the time of application, he will make no haste 
to complete his proof. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. I think there is no force 
in that objection. We know that all who 
make application for pensions are persons 
who are in actual need, who require assistance, 
and whose necessities demand that they shall 
receive assistance; and they will make all the 
effort they can to obtain a pension. I[ know 
acase that has occurred within the last two 
months, where it required three years before 
the testimony was completed. The young 
man was suffering from want all that time, and 
made efforts timeand time again to find a wit- 
ness to prove a certain fact, and finally ob 
tained that witness and got his pension. Now 
under this bill the pension would not begin 
until he had filed his last testimony. I hope 
the House will adopt the rule that the pension 
shall commence from the time the application 
is made. ‘There is nothing unjust, unfair, or 
inequitable in that. When a person does all 
he can to obtain his pension, if he has a 
case, he should be entitled to it. 

Mr. MOORE. [ think thatduring this session 
of Congress, if the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions has erred at all, the impression has gen- 
erally been that it has erred upon the side ot 
liberality. I want to say to the House that 
we donot propose by this bill. to change ex- 
isting laws. We have satisfied ourselves that 
we have a law now just as good as we can by 
any possibility make it. I now call the pre- 
vious question on the pending section and all 
amendments thereto. 

The previous question was seconded and the 


good 


| main question ordered. 


| cation for ;”’ 


mittee have considered this as a very import- | 


ant matter, and not desiring and not feeling 
it to be their duty. indeed, to attempt to change 
so radically the law after the practice of the 
House for so many years, and after the per- 


The question was onthe amendment moved 
by Mr. Speer, of Pennsylvania, to the first 
proviso Of section thirteen, to strike out the 
words ‘‘last evidence necessary to establish,”’ 
and to insert in lieu thereof the words ** appli- 
so that it will read: 

Provided, That the application for such pension 


| has been, or shall hereafter be, filed with the Com- 


sistent resistance on several occasions of this | 


branch of Congress as weil as the other 
branch tu this innovation, deemed it their duty 
to adhere to what is known to be the setled 
practice of the land. I trust, therefore, that 
this provision will be rejected. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. 1 hope, Mr. Speaker, 
that the amendment suggested by my colleague 
[Mr. Speer] will be accepted by the House. 
As I understand the posidion assumed by the 
gentleman, it was opposition to having the pen- 
sion go back where it had not been granted 
already within five years, 
the proposition of ny colleague, [Mr. Speer. ] 
The proposition is that the date of filing the 
application shall be the date at which the 


Now, that is not | 


pension shall commence, and that the pension | 
shall not commence from the date at which it | 


is issued, as is now the case. 

Mr. MOOK. Allow me to correct my 
friend. ‘The pension does not commence to 
run from the date of issue of the commission, 
but from the date that the applicant makes 
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| 
| 
| 
| 
} 


il 


missioner of Pensions within five years after the 
right theretoshall have accrued ; otherwise the pen- 
sion shall commence from the date of filing the 
application for the same. 

The question was taken upon the amend- 
ment; and upon a division there were—ayes 
17, noes 52; no quorum voting. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MOORE. I hope the gentleman will 
not insist upon the veas and nays. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I regard 
this amendment as one of great importance to 


I call for 


| a large class of poor and deserving people. 


Mr. MOORE. I most earnestly appeal to 
my friend and colleague on the committee not 
to urge the yeas and nays in this case, 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I would do 


| anything possivle out of courtesy to the dis- 


tinguished chairman of the committee, { Mr. 
Moore, } for whom I have the highest regard; 
but this is a matter of justice to a class of 
people whom | have indicated. 

Mr. MOORE. I desire to say to the 
House- 

Mr. BECK. Let me ask the gentleman a 
question. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is 
not in order pending the operation of the 
yrevious question. 

Mr. MOORE. I hope the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. Beck] will be allowed to ask 
& question. 

Mr. BECK. TI understand that this bill, as 
proposed by the chairman of the committee, 
only allows the pension from the time it is 
granted. 

Mr. MOORE. 

Mr. BECK, 
is completed. 

Mr. MOORE. § Yes, sir. 

Mr. BECK. And the amendment proposes 
to allow the pension from the time the appro- 
priation is made? 

Mr. MOORE. § Yes, sir. 

Mr. BECK. Now, this is the question I 
wish to ask: if a man files his application in 
good faith, and makes it good by proof, why 
should he not have his pension from the time 
his application was made? 

Mr. MOOKE. I will state to my honorable 
friend from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] that we 
have already given to persons making these 
applications five years to complete their cases. 
Now, afier five years have expired, the law 
requires that the pension shall date from the 
time of filing the last essential proof in the 
case. 


No, sir. 
Well, from the time the proof 


lhe provision is designed to meet cases 
that have run on for years. My friend from 
Kentucky will understand that during all these 
years the papers have been accumulating, and 
if we provide that these pensions shall date 
back, we hold out inducements for prosecuting 
bogus cases, unfounded claims, by reason ot 
the accumulated pension which parties would 
hope to draw in such cases. We hold that the 
Government, having given five years for the 


completion of these cases, has exercised a 


| sufficient degree of liberality toward all claim- 


ants. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Have not the five years 
long since expired in all cases? 

Mr. MOORE. That does not make any 
difference, The parties during all that time 
have been at liberty to complete their proof. 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. There 1s 


| no force in the position of the chairman of 


the committee, [Mr. Moore,] for if the ap- 
plicant does not tle his proof, the pension 
department can reject his claim at any time. 

Mr. NIBLACK. Ifthe case is a meritorious 
one, but the party from delicacy or indisposi- 
tion to tax the Government, as long as he can 
possibly avoid it, defers his application, and 
if thus the Government has for more than five 
years the use of the money to which the soldier 
or his heirs are properly entitled, why shonld 
we complain of that? 

Mr. MOORE. I will say to my friend from 
Indiana that to change this section in the 
manner proposed would superinduce the ne- 
cessily of revising the entire bill ; it would be 
a complete deteat of the bill. We could not 
carry it through either in this House or in the 


' ‘ 
|; Senate. 


Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. By what 


‘authority does the gentleman make such a 


statement ? 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Did not the House vote 
that these pensions should all date back? 

Mr. MOORE. I hope the House will not 
undertake to override the committee and goto 
work to change the pension laws. That has been 
no part ofthe aim ofourcommittee. The object 
was to make a consolidation of these laws, so 
that they might be more easily comprehended. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ques- 
tion 1s upon ordering the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I withdraw 
for the present the call for the yeas and nays, 


| and ask tellers on the amendment. 


| 
| 


‘Tellers were not ordered. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I will not 
insist on the call for the yeas and nays, as 
there 1s evidently not a quorum present and 


i, as I do not wish to defeat the further cousid- 


e 


sence os Fw A 
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eration of the bill. IT shall endeavor at a sub- 
sequent stage of the bill to test the sense of 
the House on this proposition, 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

The twenty-first section was read, as fol- 
lows: 

See. 21. Thatno money on account of pension shall 
be paid the widow, children, or heirs of any de- 
ceonsed person who in any manner voluntarily en- 
gaged in or aided r abetted the late rebellion 
against the authority of the United States. 

Mr. MeCORMICK, of Missouri. I wish to 
ask the gentleman having charge of this bill a 
question with reference to the construction 
of the section just read. There were a great 
many persons who enh ted in the rebel army 
and afterward enlisted in the Union Army: 


does this twenty-first section deprive such per- 
eons or their survivors of the right to a pen- 
son? 

Mr. MOORE. 
having 


ving 


Oh, sir. The fact of 
their soldiers of our Army and 
ha wounded or killed in the 
vice would bring them within the provisions 
of the pen ion laws. 

Mr. McCORMICK, Missouri. I sup 
posed that was the intention of the committee. 

Mr. MOORE. That was u tood, 

The next section was read, as follows: 


no, 
been 


been ser 


rc 
oi 
nders 


Sec. 22. That no pension claim heretofore filed, or 
which may hereafter be filed, unless the same shall 
have been prosecuted to a successful issue within 
five years ot the date of such filing, shall be admit- 
ted without satisfactory record evidence from the 


War or Navy Department establishing that the 
cause of death, or the wound or disease which 
caused the disability of the person on whose ac- 
count the pension is claimed, originated in the ser- 
vice and line of duty: Prorided, That upon pre- 


sentation of parol evidence regarded by the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions as satisfactorily showing that the 
record evidence is probably erroneous or insuflicient, 
he shall submit the same to the War Department, 
and upon change of the record, though the term 
of limitation shall have expired, the claim shall be 
reopened: Provided further, That upon the recep- 
tion of evidence of service in any claim hereafter 
filed in the Pension Office, 
for the claim shall be at once notified of every defi- 
eiency in said claim; and in all claims heretofore 
filed and now pending the same notification shall 
be made, 


e 


Mr. STORM. I move to amend by insert- 
ing after the word ‘‘wound,”’ in the sixth line 


of the section just read, the word ‘‘injury.”’ 


This is in conformity with amendments which 
have been adopted in a previous section. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk 


30. That in all cases where reasonable doubts 
arise respecting the right of any claimant to a pen- 
sion from statements of any kind under oath or 
otherwise, it shall be the duty of the Cominissioner 
of Pensions to tmmediately, by letter, notify the 
said claimant, his agent, or attorney, of the name 
or names of the person or persons furnishing the in- 
formation upon which such doubts are founded, and 
ulso of the facts alloged against the said claimant. 


Mr. MOORE, 
Pensions 
this place, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sac. 31, That the President shall appoint in the 
Department of the Interior, by and with the advice 
of the Senate, a competent person who shall be 
called the Deputy Commissioner of Pensions, with 


in annual salary of $2,500, who shall be charged with 
uch duties in the Pension Bureau as may be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Interior, or as may 
be required by law; and in case of the death, resig- 
nation, absence, or sickness of the Com: nissioner, his 
duties shall devolve on the Depaty Commissioner 
until a successor shall be appointed or such absence 
or sickness shall cease, 


lhe amendment was agreed to. 


read as follows: 
SKC. 


lhe Committee on Invalid 
report a new section to come in at 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Sree. 31. That the Commissioner of Pensions is 
hereby authorized and empowered to detail, from 
time to time, clerks in his office te investigate sus- 
pee ted attempts at fraud on the Government of the 

nited States, through and by virtue of the provis- 
ions of this or any other act of Congress providing 
for pensions, and to aid in prosecuting any person 
so offending, with such additional compensation as 
is customary in cases of special service; and that 
any person so detailed shall liave the power to ad- 


minister oaths and take affidavits in the course of 
any such investigation, 


Mr. MOORE. 


THE CONGKES 


now numbered thirty-two, 
ing sections should be numbered one ahead. 


Phe SPEAKER. hat will be done. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Sr . That no agent or attorney shall demand 


| or receiv eany other compensation for his services in 


| ment, 


the claimant or attorney | 


| is 


That section ought to be || 


prosecuting a claim for pensionor bounty land than 
such as the Commissioner of Pensions shall direct to 
be paid to him, not exceeding twenty-five dollars; 
and any agent or attorney who shall wrongfully 
withhold froin a pensioner or claimant the whole or 
any part of the pension or claim allowed and due 


such pensioner orclaimant shall be deemed guilty of 


a high misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof 


shall for every such offense be fined not exceeding 
$500, or imprisonment at hard labor not exceeding 
two years, or both, at thedisecretion of the court. 


Mr. HALE. I offer the following amend- 
which I have no doubt there will be no 
objection to. 
of the section, after the word ** attorney,’’ the 
words ‘*or any other person instrumental in 
the prosecution of any claim for pension and 
bounty land ;’’ and also in line eight, after the 
word ‘**claimant,”’ the words *‘ or land warrant 
issued to any such claimant.’’ The idea is to 
complete the sense of thesection. It provides 
for punishment in the cases of bounty or pen 
sion claims, but does not provide for punish- 
ment in the cases of bounty land warrants. 

Mr. MOORE. I have no objection to that 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. 
Committee on Invalid Pensions why should a 
fee of twenty-five dollars be allowed for pros- 
ecuting the claim to a pension for eight dol- 
lars a month? 

Mr. MOORE. This has been the law fora 
considerable period of time. Previous to that 
the law was still more liberal toward claims 
agents. Under the administration of the 
former chairman of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions this law I!miting the fee was passed 
providing it should notextend beyond twenty- 


or 


| five dollars ; and it was so enacted for the pur- 


; 810ns. 


pose of protecting these claimants for pen- 
The ruling of the Department has been 
generally to award ten dollars; butsometimes 
tbere are cases of exceeding intricacy, which 
require an unusual amount of effort to secure 
a pension atall. In these cases where there 
much intricacy and a good deal of labor 
required to work up the claim, although the 
claim is a just one, the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions has the discretion to allow the fee to 
extend as high as twenty-five dollars. There 


and all the follow- | 


| ask the chairman of the | 


I move to insert in the fifth line | 
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| secure persons do an amount 


|| the amount of pay. 
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| might have the floor, and I yield it to the chair- 


man of the committee, that he may make his 
remark. 

Mr. MOORE. While it is trne that there 
are many wrong things done by claim agents, 
and while I have no disposition at all to enter 
upon their defense, I wiil state here that there 
are thousands and tens of thousands in this 
country who never would have hada pension 
but for the enterprise of claim agents. And 
very frequently the claim agents in se eking up 
the evidences of the claims of poor and o} 
of work that an 
attorney would not in other cases do for double 
The Commissioner of 


| Pensions is exceedingly strict, and so is the 


Department of the Interior, in awarding the 
amount. ‘This section requires that he shall 
not allow any claim agents, under any circum- 
stances, to have more than twenty-five dollars : 
and under ordinary circumstances he rules 
them down to ten dollars. I do not think it 
would be proper to make a change in this pro- 
vision. It was inserted after due examination 
of the whole circumstances of the case, and 
in accordance with the provisions of a previous 
act of Congress. I hope thatthe amendment 
will not prevail, and I trust the gentleman from 
Michigan himself will see that my view of the 
case is a correct one. 

Mr. CONGER. Having yielded to the chair- 
man of the committee, as I am always ready 


|| to do on proper occasions, I wish to make a 


is no danger of the Commissioner of Pensions | 


ever permitting the fee granted to these 


| claims agents to be too much. 


Mr. CONGER. I will not make a motion 
in regard to it, but I desire to say to the chair- 


| man of the committee and to the House that 


| quarter 


| law granting these pensions. 


it seems to me where the provision of law is 
plain and clear, and the forms prepared so 
carefully, there should not be permitted by the 
order of the Commissioner one half or one 


given the pensioner to go to the claims agents. 

These claims agents are a nuisance to the 
pensioner and to the country, as well as to the 
It bas gone on 


from year to year tosuch an extent that these 


or one eighth of the small pittance | 


pensioners, whose relief is intended by Con- | 
gress, do not get more than one half of what 


the law allows them, the balance going to the 
benefit of these claims agents. 

Now, I had hopes that such a provision as 
that would specity exactly the particular cases 
in which the highest compensation would be 
allowed, and not leave it to the discretion of 
anybody. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
does not understand that the gentleman from 
Michigan {Mr. Concer] is speaking to any 
motion, 

Mr. CONGER, I move to strike out the 
words ‘‘ twenty-five.”’ 

Mr. MOORE, 1 desire to make this remark, 
that 

Mr. CON 





‘GER. I made the motion that I 


remark or two myself. 

Mr. Speaker, even during the last winter I 
have in twenty-five or thirty cases received 
letters from persons claiming pensions calling 
my attention to the fact that their agents, with 
whom they had left their claims, had not only 


neglected their duty, had not only negiected 


to present their claims, but had in several 
instances refused to proceed further without 
payment. And on my writing a letter to the 
Department, inquiring into the condition of 
the claim, or going myself, as I have fre- 


| quently done, to the Department to ascertain 


its condition, | have found in a great many 
cases that the very last communication on the 
subject has been one from the Department to 


the claim agent notifying him that some par- 


ticular portion of evidence was lacking in that 
ease; and that letter still remaining in the 


hands of the agent, months in some cases 


| have elapsed while the claim has been lying 


| within the next two 


idle; and on presenting the matter to the Com- 
missioner and sending to the claimant himself, 
or three weeks the proof 
has come and the claim has been allowed. 

In my judgment, the agent who has charge 
of the claims of pensioners in nine cases ont 
of ten has been the cause of the delay and of 


| the neglect of the Department in not having 


| 
| 


the claim passed and the pension granted, 
while the claimant has been waiting, wearily 
waiting, for months and for years, blaming 
the Department and blaming the Government 
because a just claim was not allowed. 

I withdraw my amendment. 

The Clerk read the following section : 

Src. 38. That the Commissioner of Pensions be 
authorized to organize, at his discretion, boards of 
examining surgeons, not to exceed three members, 
and that each member of a board thus organized 
who shall have been actually present and made, in 
connection with the other members or member, au 


ordered or periodical examination, shall be entitle d 
to the fee of one dollar, on the receipt of a proper 


| certificate of said examination by the Commissioner 


| 


ye Pensions. 


Mr. HALE. I offer the following amend- 
ment to come in at the end of that section. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


And from and after the Ist day of July next the 


salary of the Commissioner of Pensions shall be 
$4,000. 


Mr. HALE. I only wish to say a word in 


favor of this amendment, which I hope will 
commend itself to the justice of this House, 
and that is that we are all the time adding to 
the burdens of the Commissioner of Pensions ; 
he has more work and more responsibility to- 
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day than some Cabinet officers. The very re- 
vision ot ‘the pension laws adds to his resp NSI- 
bilities and duties. I hope the amendment 
will be adopted by the House. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I would 
inquire if the amendment offered does not 
propose to raise the salary of the Commis- 
sioner $1,000 a year. 

Mr. HALE. ‘That is it. 

Mr. MeCORMICK, of Missouri. This bill 
provides a new officer in the Pension Bureau 
to be known as the deputy commissioner, 
which would seem to bea relief to the Com- 
missioner of Pensions in the discharge of his 
duties, and it seems to me that although the 
duties of the Pension Office may be increased 
—e 7 provisions of this act and former 
t from the fact that this law providesa 
de ale commissioner, it is scarcely proper now 
to increase the compensation of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions $1,000 per annum. 

Mr. HALE. The appointment of a deputy 
Commissioner of Pensions wili undoubtedly 
relieve the Commissioner of certain clerical 
work, but everybody having business with the 
Departments knows that the final responsi- 
bility in contested cases comes upon the head 
of the bureau or department. ‘The creation 
of this new office does not relieve the Com- 
missioner of any of bis responsibilities. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


acts, 


The Clerk read the fortieth section, as fol- 
lows: 

Sec. 40. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
is hereby, authorized to appvuint a duly qualified sur- 
geon as medical referee, who, under the control and 
direction of the Commissioner of Pensions, shall 
have charge of the examination and revision of the 
reports of examining surgeons, and such other duties 
touching medical and surgical questions in the Pen- 
sion Office asthe interest of the service may demand; 
and his salary shall be $2,500 per annum. And the 
Secretary of the Interior is further authorized to 
appoint such additional qualified surgeons (not ex- 
ceeding four) as the exigencies of the service may 
require, who may perform the duties of examining 
surgeons when so required, and who shall be borne 
upon the rolls asclerks of the fourth class, 


Mr. STORM. I desire to offer as an addi- 
tional section, to come inas section forty-one, 
the following: 

Sec. 41, That in all cases where the Commissioner 
of Pensions shall receive any letter or letters, or 
evidence referring to any claim and adverse to it, 
from any person other than the claimant or his 
attorney, said Commissioner shall on the receipt of 
such letter, or letters or evidence, furnish a copy of 
the same to the claimant or his attorney. 

Mr. MOORE. I would say to the gentleman 
that he is not probably aware that there is 
already a provision in the bill which provides 
for that very thing. 

Mr. STORM. 1 
the amendment. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I would 
inguire of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Moore] what these additional qualified sur- 
geons, not exceeding four, provided for in 
section forty, are required for? 

Mr. MOORS. They are examiners and 


yas not, and I will withdraw 


clerks of the fourth class. They are borneon 
the rolls, and it is only adding additional 


strength to the bureau. 
Mr. McC ORMICK, of Missouri. All right. 
Mr. MOORE. 1 offer the following as an 
additional section, to come in after section 
forty: 

Sec. 41. And be it further enacted, That the Com- 
missioner of Pensions is hereby authorized to cause 
to be published, on or about the Ist day of July, 
biennially, in such newspaper as he may select in 
the loc ality of each pension agency, a list of the 
pensioners payable at that agency, and the expense 
of said publication shall be payable out of the gen- 
eral fund, upon the order of the Commissioner of 
Pensions. 

lhe amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. NIBLACK. I desire to move an 
amendment to section three of this bill. 

Mr. DICKEY. I ask the gentleman from 
Ijlinois [Mr. Moore] to go back to section 
one of this bill in order to amend it so that 


it will correspond with other sections that 
have been amended. 


Mr. MOORE. 


| verity, 


| during co 


| ance of 


, of total or equivalent disability the 


| shall be 


The SPEAKER pre 
man from Indiana | Mr. 
some time since that he 
ments to offer. 

Mr. NIBLACK. 


three by striking 


ais 
he: rhe gentle- 
NIBLACK | gave 

had some amend- 


notice 


I move to amend section 
out the first words of the 
section, “‘that the pension for a permanent 
specific disability named or described in this 
section shall,’? and to insert in lieu thereof the 
words ‘‘that the pension for permanent spe 
cifie disabilities, and others of equivalent se 
shall, during continuance in the degree 
specified ;’’ so that it will read: 


That the pension for 


permanent specific disa- 
bilities, and others of 


equivalent severity, sball, 
nutinuance in the degree specified, be as 
follows, &e. 

According to the present law a full pension 
can be granted only in cases of permanent 
dis sability which is usus ally construe d to be the 
loss of a limb, or some wound upon the body, 
from which it is physica 
person to recover. But it ex 
persons injured during their service in the 
Army, and who are just as much disabled and 
just as much entitled to the bounty and assist 
the Government, 
continues, 


lly impossible for a 
cludes a class of 


while the disability 
ins who are totally dis 
abled beyond all possibility of recovery 

I will refer more particularly toac ase whie h 


nd are pe rs 


has been brought to my attention, and which 
| think the gentleman from Illineis [ Mr. 
Moore| will concede is a very strong one. 


In 1868 a disabled soldier applied for a pen 
sion. Both of his lower limbs had been par 
alyzed from the effects of a fall from his horse 
while in the service. He could not lift hi 
feet from the ground, and he has not been 
able to do so since that time. He has to drag 
himself about, or be helped from pl ice to place 
He is as helpless almost as an infant for many 
purposes. And yet because the examining 
surgeon reports that persons who are paralyzed 
sometimes recover, and that this is a case where 
there may possibly be a recovery, his claim fora 
pension of twenty-five dollars per month is 
rejected, and he is remanded back to a pen- 
sion of eight dollars per month, he having 
been pensioned at a time when eight dollars 
per month was the highest pension allowed to 
those of his rank and position in the service, 
he having received but six dollars per month 
at first. Instead of being allowed twenty-five 
dollars a month for total disability, as any- 
body must say he would be entitled to, he is 
allowed only eight dollars per month. Yet he 
is perfectly helpless—more so than if he had 
lost both his feet. 

Now, my amendment provides that in ease 
pens ion 
the same during the continuance of 
the disability as in the case of one who is per- 
manently disabled. I think it is but a matter 
of common justice and humanity, whenever 
there shall be cases of that sort, to give the 
paee so long as the total disability exists. 

t ought to beat the highest rate, just as much 
as if the man’s head had been taken off, if it 
were possible for him to continue 
that condition. 

Mr. MOORE. I think I can relieve my 
friend from any apprehension in regard to this 
section, which | am of opinion cannot be im- 
proved. Ifthe gentleman will notice, it pro- 


live in 


vides— 
_ That the pension for a permanent specific disabil- 
ity named or described im this section shall be as 


follows, namely: the loss of both hands, or total 
and permanent disability of the same; the loss of 
the sight of both eyes, or the loss of the sight of one 
eye, the sight of the other eye having previously 
been lost ; the loss of both feet, or total and perma- 
nent disability of thesame; or other total and per- 
manent disability rendering the person utterly help- 
less, or so nearly so as to require the constant per- 
sonal aid and attendance of another person, forty 


dollars per month, &e. 


Mr. BARBER. Change it so as to read 
‘for other total or permanent disability. 


Mr. NIBLACK. The word ‘ ‘permanent ”’ 


in the first line is what I meant to get rid of. 
There will be time for that. || Why not make it “total specific disability ?’ 
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Mr. DIC mi Y. 
nent disability. 

Mr. MOOI If the ¢ gventl man from indi- 
ana | Mr. Nipiack] will give me his attention, 
L will say that if the person, asin the ¢ 


Make it ‘total or perma- 


»he 
States, 1s tots ally paral ly; ed in both of his lowe r 
limbs, he is for the time totally disabled. This 


bil! makes provision for the Commissioner 
Pensions to examine every case, whenever hy 
may see fit to do so, even those cases passed 
upon by special acts of Congress. The to 
of both feet or equivalent disability is intended 
that is what is meant by the bill—the loss of 
both feet, or total or permanent disability 

Mr. NIBLACK. Let us amend the first 
two lines as | propose, and we can afterward 
discuss the other point. 

Mr. MOORE. 


my friend is mi 


8 


’ 


I wish to say further that 
taken when he speaks of these 
pensions dropping back to ¢ whtdotlars a me nth. 

Provision has been made for pensions at the rate 
of thirteen, twenty, thirty, 
month, the pensions 
the disability, sO 
tice in 

does nat 


and forty dollars per 
being graded according to 
as to do equal and exact jus 

every case. kor instance, if a Inan 
appear to be sutheiently disabled to 
justify his drawing twenty dollars a month and 
yet the case is severe disability, the 
pension may be fixed at thirteen dollars a 
month, instead of eight dollars. 
iny Opinion that the 
manent disability’ 


one ol 


I am clear in 
total or per- 
meet the whole case 
and | will readily assent to that amendment. 

Mr. NIBLACK. What is the objection to 
accepting the amendment which | have offered 
to the first two lines? | ask the Clerk to read 
the amendment again. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the 


language ‘ 
will 


: 


first two lines of section three down 


to and including the word “‘shall’’ and insert the 
following: 

That the pension for permanent specifie disabili 
ties and others of equivalent severity, shall, during 


continuance in the degree specified, be 
Mr. MOORE. 1 will assent to that amend- 
ment. | see no spe cial objection to it. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. NIBLACK. I move further to amend 
by striking out in the third line the words 
‘and permanent,’ so that the provision shall 


refer simply to ‘‘ total disability.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I move further to amend 
by striking out in the seventh line the 
‘and permanent.”’ 

Mr. MOORE. I do not object to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. NIBLACK. | 


striking out in line 


word > 


move to amend by 
nine the word ‘‘ cor 
regular’’ where the provision 
disability requiring “the constant 
personal aid and attendance of another per- 
son.’’ In several cases which 
within my knowledge, where 
pract ically total disability for 
business, where a person 


stant’ 
and inserting ‘ 


1 
Speaks 


have 
there 
any purpose of 
has even been con 
fined to his bed, it has been held by the exam- 
ining surgeon that because the person did not 
require some one to be with him constantly 
day and night he did not come with 


come 
has been 


n the con- 


templation of this provision. I have there- 
fore moved to amend by inserting ‘ regular”’ 
in place of ‘‘constant;’’ so that the phrase 


will read, *‘regular personal aid aud attend 
ance.’’ 


Mr. MOORE. Why not say simply ‘ per- 
sonal aid and attendance ?”’ 
Mr. NIBLACK. Phat vill be satisiactory 


I accept the 
The amendment as 


Mr. NIBLACK. | 


modification suggested. 
modihed was agrecd to. 
move further to amend 
the third section by striking out the word 
#6 permanent ’? where it occurs in the eleventh 
and twelfth lines. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I ask the Clerk to read 
the first proviso of the third section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the pension for the lo both 


an: 





H*¢ ; 
ow 
f both hands, or the sight of both eyes, shall not 
r to the 4th day of July, 1864; that 
r the loss of one foot and one hand 
| pier prior to the 3d day of March 
J amdt tthe pension for ahy other disability 
ein Gesianated shall o commence prior to the 
Oth da j «, | and that the pengion for loss 
hi ur r other equivalent dis- 
a lity,# ll not commence prior to the approval of 
tin ‘ 

Mr. NIBLACK. I ask the Clerk also to 
read the last proviso of the same section, 

Lhe ( ierkK rend AS fol] Wa: 

And p ed furth That in no case shall the 
add i nerea 1 pension provided for in this 
gectio \ t prior to the passage of this act. 

Mr. NIBLACK. The point I make is that 
these two provisos are inconsistent. I move 
to amend by striking out the last proviso. 

Mr. SPORM. | attempted to do that, but 
Ob) ell Wis nade. 

Mr. BIRD. his brings up a question 
which we discussed the other day, and the 
Jtlouse decided not to strike out the provision, 
I hy ype the question will not be mooted again. 

Mr. CONGKR. I raise a point of order 
hat the H has alread “d his 
that the ouse has already voted upon this 
que lion, 

ihe SPEAKER pro tempore. The point 
of order is well taken. 

Mr. DICKEY. I move to amend the first 

tion by inserting the words * or injury,’ 
after the word ‘* wound,’’ wherever it occurs. 

Che amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER There are several other 


places in the bill where the same amendment 


ouvht to be made. 
Mr. DICKKEY. 


wound’? « 


I move wherever the word 


ccurs in the bill in the same con- 


nection to insert the words *‘or injury. 

Lhe amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MOORE. Inow demand the previous 
question on the bill as amended. 

fhe previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the bill was ordered to be 


engrossed and read a third time; and being 
eng d, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 

Mr. MOORE moved to reconsider the vote 


by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reeonsider be laid on the 
table, 

Ihe latter motion was agreed to. 
RETIREMENT OF JUDGES OF SUPREME COURT. 


POI] 


oduced 


AND, by unanimous consent, in- 
bill (H. R. No. 2769) relating to 
ie retirement of judges of the Supreme Court; 

which was read a first and second time, re- 

ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
printed, 


ty 
ty 


oraere d Lo be 


MARY E. SHELTON, 
Mr. BIRD, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, re p wrted a bill (H. R. No. 2770) 


granting a pension to Mary E. Shelton; which 
was read a tirst and second time. 

lhe bill, which was read, provides that the 
Secretary of the Interior shall be authorized 


and directed to place on the peusion-roll the 
name of Mary kk. Shelton, widow of Samuel 
Shelton, late private of Company I, first regi- 
ment of cavalry, at the rate of 
eight dollars per month, and also the minor 
children of said Mary EK. Shelton and Samuel 
Shelton at the rate of two dollars per month 
until they reach the age of sixteen years, re- 
act to take effect trom aad 


lennessee 


this 


Hprec 
alter its passage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time ; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BiD moved to recousider the vote by 
w¥ich the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DELILAU KELLEY. 


lively; 


Mr. 
ported adversely on the petition of Delilah 


BIRD, trom the same committee, re- | 


] 
| 
' 
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| longer to read the 


| 
| 


widow of Daniel Kelley, second Ten- 
volunteers, for a pension; and the same 


was laid on the table. 


Kelley, 


nessee 


SPRINGFIELD ARMORY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous 
consent, laid before the Housea letter from the 
Secretary of War, in answer to aresolution of 
the House of February last, in relation to the 
operations of the United States armory at 
Springfield, in reference to the working of the 
eight and ten-hour systemsthere, &c.; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor, and ordered to be printed, 

And then, on motion of Mr. DICKEY, (at 
nine o’clock and forty-five minutes p. m.,) the 
House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. BURCHARD: The memorial of 
Richard Gregg, of Peoria, Illinois, for relief 
on account of spirits consumed by fire while 
in transitu. 

By Mr. CHIPM AN: The petition of Alex- 
ander Ray and others, praying that the draws 
on Long Bridge be kept open so as not to 
impede or obstruct navigation. 

By Mr. MOREY: The joint resolution of the 
Legislature of Louisiana, memorializing Con- 
gress to refund the amount of the cotton and 
sugar collected throughout the southern States 
duringthe years 1865, 1866, and 1867. 

By Mr. WHIT?THORNE: The petition of 

’, H. Lumpkin, D. M. Tidwell, and L. Mino 
Bently, of Lawrence county, Tennessee, for 
removal of their political disabilities. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVE 
Turespay, May 14, 1872. 

The House met at eleven 
Prayer by Rev. Dr. Rank. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal 
of yesterday. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move the 
further reading of the Journal be dispensed 
with so that the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. 
Hate] may have an opportunity to report 
back from the Committee on Appropriations 
the amendments of the Senate to the naval 
appropriation bill for action at thistime. They 
will consume but a few minutes, and we might 
as well dispose of them at once 

Mr. KERR. I object. 

The Clerk continued the 
Journal. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the objection to dis 
pensing with the further reading of the Journal 
may be withdrawn so that the gentleman from 
Maine may have a few minutes to dispose of 
the amendments of the Senate to the naval 
appropriation bill, and we may then go on with 
the tariff. 

Mr. BROOKS. Yesterday the House lim- 
ited the debate on the tariff bill in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and that bill is much more important than the 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of 


o’clock a. m. 


reading of the 


Ohio. It will take 
Journal than the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the naval appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. BROOKS. I do not object to dispens- 
ing with the res ading of the Journal. 

(he SPEAKER. | Is there objection to dis- 
pensing with the further reading of the Jour- 
nal? 

There was no objection ; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Appro- 


priations, reported at ‘amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 1191) making ap 
propriations for the naval service for the year 
ending June 30, 1873, and for other purposes. | 
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ISABELLA ORANGE, 


Mr. MORGAN, a unanimous consent, in- 
troduced a bill (H. R. No. 2771) for the re 
lief of Isabella Orange; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report 
the amendments of the Senate, and will indi 

cate whether concurrence or non- concurrence 
is recommended by the Committee on Appro 
pri ations. 

The Clerk read the thirteenth amendment 
of the Senate, as follows: 

In lines one hundred and twenty-one, one hun- 
dred and twenty-two, one hundred and twenty 
three, and one hundred and twenty-four, page 6, 
strike out these words : “Provided, That the mechan- 
ies and laborers shall be employed on the selection 
of the heads of the several mechanical departments 
in the several navy-yards, without the interference 
of any naval oflicer: And.’ 

The committee recommended concurrence. 

Mr. BROOKS. I should like the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. Have] to give some explana- 
tion in regard to this amendment. 

Mr. HALE. I will explain the effect not 
only of the thirteenth, but of the fourteenth 
and fifteenth amendments, which are con 
nected with it, so that the whole effect of 
the proposed Senate amendment may clearly 
appear. In the House bill the provision stood 
thus: 

Provided, That the mechanics and laborers shall 
be employed on the selection of the heads of the sev- 
eral mechanical departments in the several navy- 
yards, without the interference of any naval oflicer 
And provided further, That laborers shall be em- 
ployed in the several navy-yards by the proper 
officers in charge without dictation from political 
committees, and without regard to their political 
sentiments. 

Now the Senate, as a matter of good taste 
while conforming to the idea, makes a change 
in the language and leaves it in this way: 

Provided, That laborers shall be employed in the 
several navy-yards by the proper officers in charge, 
with reference to skill and eflicency, and without 
regard to other considerations. 

Mr. LYNCH. Which my colleague very 
well knows does not mean anything. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not know if anything we 
> ave done in this regard would operate prac 

cally; but as a m: ster .of good taste | hike 


as langus ige used by the Senate better than 
the language of the House. Ido not suppose 


that we can infuse a great deal of life into the 
operation of this thing, any way. It issimply 
a matter of taste, and gentlemen will see that 
the Senate expresses it more briefly and more 
in accordance with the dignity of legislation. 

Mr. BROOKS. I would prefer bad taste 
with good sense, to the opposite of that. 
The object, I suppose, is to prevent the em 

J 
ployment of men as laborers in the navy- 
yards solely for political purposes. 

The thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth 
ameudments of the Senate were concurred in. 

The Clerk read the twenty-first amendment 
of the Senate, as follows: 

On page 17, line four hundred and six, strike 
out the words “‘and forty-seven thousand and six 
hundred” and insert the word ‘thousand; ” so 
thatit will read: : 

Bureau of Provisions and Clothing: 
For provisions for the officers, seamen, and ma- 


rines, $1,500,000. 
The committee recommend non-concur- 
rence. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Thisisavery large amount 
by which the Senate proposes to reduce this 
appropriation, and I should like to hear some 


explanation of it. 


i 


Mr. HALE. When the bill was being pre- 
pared by the Committee on Appropriations, 
the estimates of this bureau were gone over 
very carefully, and the amount reported tothe 
House was got by cutting down the estimates 
between $200. 000 and S300, 000. We did not 
consider it prudent to cut them down further, 
but ifthe Senate committee can show that the 
appropriation can be cut down further, without 


Me aw A 





Pee eS 


2s hacks ae ge 


mh OBI “Glo I We 


a 


. “7 
saiuior 


1872. 


injury to the public service, I shall be very 
elad. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the amendment of the 
Senate makes so large a reduction as to be, in 
he judgment of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, imprudent, the House ought to know 
their reasous for arriving at the conclusion. 

Mr. HALE. I hardly believe that the com- 
mittee of the Senate, which does not originate 
these appropriations, has looked into the mat- 
ter as carefully as has been done by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of the House, where 
the whole responsibility hes. 1 can only re- 
peat what I have said already, that the House 
committee went over the estimates carefully 
and eut them down to the extent they thought 
they would bear reduction. We did not think 
it prudent to cut them down further. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman thinks 
that this should goto aconference committee, 
1 will not object. 

Mr. HALE. I may also state that in the 
consideration of the bill House, 
before it to the Senate, we added an 
extra ration which was not estimated for. 
My impression is that that would cover an 
amount of more than fifty thousand dollars. 

Mr. ARCHER. That give each 
and seaman the outtit as was 
given in the Army, allowing each one about 
SIXLY dollars. 

Jhe amendment was non-concurred in. 


before the 
went 


was to 


Saline 


The Clerk read the twenty-fourth amend 
ment of the Senate, as follows: 

After line five hundred and four, page 21, add the 
following: y : : 

For the purchase of a license to use in all the 
works of the United States Gorman and Siegtried’s 
process of tempering steel, for the term of their 
patents, $10,000. 

The committee recommend 
with the following amendment : 


add the following : 


concurrence, 


At the end of said amendment 

And tor the purchase of the right to manufacture 
and use on 4tovernment vessels the Kmery and 
Cheney patent elastic chain stopper and surge re- 
liever, $12,0U0, 

Mr. STORM. I desire to know something 
about these patents, and whether they do not 
belong to men employed by the Navy Depart- 
ment? 

Mr. HALE. Notatall. I would say that 
the Government is paying a royalty, and this 
is recommended by the Department as a more 
economical mode of securing the use of these 
patents. 

Mr. STORM. What is the royalty? 

Mr. COGHLAN. ‘Two hundred and fifty 
dollars for each, and it is proposed to allow 
the Government to buy the right. 

Mr. SPORM. And with regard to the other 
amendment proposed by the committee? 

Mr. HALE. This is a similar case. Both 
of these articles are largely used in the Navy. 

The amendment, with the amendment pro- 
posed by the Committee on Appropriations, 
was concurred in. 

The twenty-fifth amendment was read as 
follows : 

Under the head of “ Naval Academy ’”’ 
the words “‘clerk to commandant ot 
and,”’ 

The Committee on Appropriations recom- 
mend non-concurrence. 

Mr. LYNCH. I desire to ask my colleague 
if that would not cut off a clerk? 

Mr. HALE. That is all. 

Mr. LYNCH. [hope that in every instance 
where there are reductions the House will 
concur with the Senate, for to my certain 
knowledge there are in the navy yards a 
great many sinecure clerks employed, not 
because the Secretary of the Navy desires 
to have them employed, but because they 
are pressed upon him by members of Con- 
gress. | know that in of the navy- 
yards there are many sinecures, and many are 
included in this bill which ought not to be. 
I called my colleague's attention to this fea 
ture of the bill at the time it was reported. 
if | had been here when the bill was before 


strike out 
midshipmen 


somne 





the House I should have tried to have some 
clerkships stricken out. I hope that wherever 
the Senate have made reductions of force in 
any of the navy-yards the House will concur 
in the reduction. ‘There is already in this bill 
more than twenty-five thousand dollars appro- 
priated for sinecure clerks at navy yards that 
the Secretary of the Navy does not desire to 
employ, and would not but for the pressure 
brought to bear on him by members of 
gress. 

Mr. HALE. I would simply say that | 
should be very glad if this can be done, but 
the Senate struck out this provision and sent 
over no papers, and we have no information 
on the subject. We recommend 
concurrence because no reason has been given 
by the Senate for striking out. 

Mr. LYNCH. I knownothing about this 
particular clerkship, but Ido know that some 
of the clerkships provided for here are sine 
cures. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Commander 
Worden, whose eyes were nearly destroyed in 
that famous fight in Hampton Roads, came 
betore the committee and showed the neces 
sity of this clerk. ‘The 
were that in his case it was fully 


yy 
Von 


therefore 


havin committee 


o 
g 
satishe d 
necessary. 


Mr. LYNCH. 


but I desire to say that in « very Instance where 


That may be so in this case, 


achief accountant and receiver are employed 
they have no duties to perform, and the receiver 
has simply to receive his pay. ‘The Secretary 
of the Navy told me that he would not have 
appointed them but for the pressure brought 
to bear on him by members of Congress. I 
say thatall these simecure officers ought to be 
stricken from the bill. 

Mr. HALE. I hope 
taken. 

he question was put; and the amendment 
of the Senate was non-coucurred in. 


the vote will now be 


The Clerk read the thirty-first amendment, 
as follows: 

In section two, lines twenty andtwenty-one, strike 
out the words ‘all net proceeds of,’’ and insert in 
lieu thereof “the total amount received on;”’ so that 
it shall read: ‘‘ and the Secretary of the Navy shall, 
at the opening of each session of Congress, make a 
full report to Congress of his acts under the author- 
ity given by this section, which report shall contain 
a stutement of all vessels and materials sold, the 
parties buying the samme, and the amount realized 
therefrom, together with such other facts as may be 
necessary to a fall understanding of his acts; and 
the total amount received on such sales shall be 
covered into the United States Treasury.’’ 

The Committee on Appropriations recom 
mend non-concurrence. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 1 hope if that amendment 
is not to be concurred in some reason will be 
given forit. It seems to be a clear proposi- 
tion that the total amount received shall be 
covered into the Treasury. 

Mr. HALE. I think | can explain it to the 
gentleman so that he will see very clearly that 
the amendment ought not to be concurred in. 
lhese private sales are so regulated as that a 
full report is made to the Depariment as to 
what was the value of the property sold, but in 
every instance where a private sale has taken 
place the expenses have been paid out of the 
money received as the Department goes along ; 
otherwise the Secretary would’ have no fund 
to pay the expenses of thesesales, and would 
have to makea regular estimate in advance ot 
what it would cost. The provision isso guarded 
that the whole net amount is to go into the 
Treasury, and the reports will show the total 
amount to Congress and the country. 

Mr. HOLMA N. It seems to me still that 
this amendment ought to be considered as pre- 
venting an appropriation of money here by the 
Department of the Government without any 
authority of Congress to the amount of the 
sum expended in making the sale. I see no 
reason why estimates cannot be made for all 
these expenses just as well as for the other 
expenses of the 


Government. ‘This question 


has beeu before Cougre; sion, and it 
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has created more bitter feeling than almost any 
other. 1 ask that the portion of this secti 
affected by this amendment be now read, so 
that we may know just exactly the connection. 

lhe Clerk read the portion of the section 
referred to; the part to be stricken out is in 
dicated by being in brackets, and the part to 
be inserted being in italics: 

And the Secretary of the Navy shall, at the 
ing of each session of Congress, make a full 
to Congress of his acts under the authority given by 
this section, which report shall contain a statement 
of all vessels and materials sold, the parties buyi 
the same, and the amount realized” theretrom, 
together with such other facts as may be necessary 


} 


to a full understanding of his acts; and (31) (all vet 

proceeds of | the total a int received on such sale 

shall be covered into the United States rea ury 
Mr. HOLMAN. | do not propose to be 


captious over this matter, but | do desire that 
the question may be understood For that 
purpose I ask that the first part of this section 
may be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 2 


2. That the Seeretary of the Navy be, and is 
hereby, authorized and directed to sell, at public 
sale, such vessels and materials of the United States 
Navy as in his judgment cannot be advantageously 
used, repaired, or fitted out: Provided, That betore 
any such sale shall be made, public notice shall be 
given by advertisement in some leading newspaper 
or newspapers in at least four of the principal cil 

of the United States, which advertisement shall 
state the number of vesse! 


lsand the amount 
rials proposed to be sold, with a description thereof 


so far as the same shall be practicable, together with 
the time and place when and where such vessels and 
materials can be seen and examined. 


Mr. HOLMAN. The power here is con 
ferred upon the Secretary of the Navy to 
make these sales and to pay the net proceed 
into the Treasury. The Senate 
amend so as to require him to pay the gross 
proceeds into the Treasury. ‘The question 
before the House is whether the net proceeds 
or the gross proceeds shall be paid into the 
Treasury. If we require him to pay only the 
net proceeds, what power has Cougress to 
control the expenditure of the money thus 
received? I still insist that when any prop 
erty is sold the total proceeds shall be covered 
into the Treasury; and if money is to be ex 


oft uate 


propose to 


pended it shall be appropriated according to 
the Constitution, and that any other course is 
in violation of the spirit of the Constitution, 

Mr. HALE. I 
tleman has in his mind. 
so hedged in and carefully guarded that nothing 


see the point which the yen 


But the Seeretary 


improper can be done. 

The question was upon concurring in the 
amendment of the Senate; and it was con 
curred in. 

The fifteenth amendment of the 
in the following clause : 


That laborers shall be eraployed in the several 
navy-yards by the proper othecers in charge without 
dictation from political committees, and wi it 
regard to their political sentiments, 


senate was 


The amendment was to strike out all af; 


the words 


and 


ee 


proper officers in charge, 
insert in lieu thereof the 
ence to skilland efficiency, and without regard 


words ‘* with refer 
to other consideration 

The Committee on Appropriations recorn 
mend eoncurrence, with an amendment ada) 
the following: 


To enable the Secretary of the Navy to carry on 


his experiments toward converting heavy st Lo 
bore guns into rifled guns, witha view to obtain a 
combiuation gun ye ng t pualitic f | i 


smooth-bore and rifle, $40,000; and for enabling | 
‘ 


Secretary of the Nuvy to secure etlective u ne for 
projecting, guiding, and operating torpedo: | r 
distances from the ship or shore, $150,000, ne mor 
to be paid except for means found to be suce ful 
on trial. 

The amendment to the amendment was 


agreed to; and the amendment, as amended, 

concurred in. ! 
Mr. HALE moved to reconsider th: 

the amendments of the 


motion reconsluel 


Various 
votes upon Sena 
and also moved that th 
be laid on the table. 
‘] he latter motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSIN 


Mr. DAWES. | move 


that the rul be 





3398 


suspended, and the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the special order. 
Mr. BINGAM. I hope not. We have a 
special order for the morning hour of to day. 
Mr. COBURN. When the proposition was 
made to have i the House 


stood 


the daily sessions of 
commence at cleven o’ clock it was under 
that it was to enable us to have a morning hour 
each day. 

Mr. DAWES. Thi 
of the evenings of thi 
morning 
tariff bill 
of this week. 


[louse has assigned most 
week and next week tor 
hour business. And debate on the 
has also been limited to Thursday 
Now it is apparent that if we 
are to have any con ideration of the merits of 
the tariff bill we must go into Committee of the 
Whole immediately. 


Mr. BINGILAM. 


I hope the special order 


for the morning hour of to day will not be 
overt laughe din this wily. 

Mr. DAWES. The House will recollect 
that when the vote was taken yesterday, term- 


inating all debate on the tariff billon Thursday 
next, [| yave notice that I would be compelled 
to move to go into Committee of the Whole 
immediately after the readit 4 of the Journal. 

Mr. BEATTY. Pending the motion to go 
into Committee of the Whole, | move that de- 
bate upon the pending section be extended for 
hulf an hour. 

The question was taken on the motion to 
extend the time for debate ; and upon a divis- 
lon there were ’ 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. BEATTY called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH called tor tellers. 

The SPEAKER. The call for yeas and 
nays takes precedence of the call for tellers. 

Ihe yeas and nays were not ordered, there 
being but nine in the affirmative; not one filth 
of the last vote. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Let us have tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, there being six- 
in the atlirmative; not one fifth of a 
quorum, 

Accordingly motion to 
debate was not agreed to. 


uyes 47, noes 74. 


teen 


extend time for 


The question recurred upon the motion to 


suspend the rules and go into Committee of 
the Whole; and being taken, upon a division 
there were—ayes 54, noes 36. 
Before the result of the vote was announced, 
Mr. BLNGHAM called for tellers. 


Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Dawes and | 


Mr. BincuaM were appointed. 


The House again divided; and the tellers | 


reported that there were—ayes 86, noes 42. 
So the motion was agreed to. 


Pending the resolving of the House into | 


Committge of the Whole, 
UNITED STATES COAST SURVEY. 

Mr. PRICK, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, by unanimous consent reported back, 
with a recommendation that the same do pass, 
the following concurrent resoluuon of the 
Senate : 

Resolved by the Senate, (the House of Representa- 
tives concurring,) That there be printed thirty-five 
hundred extra copies of the report of the Superin- 
tendent of the United States Coast Survey for 1871, 
of which fifteen hundred shall be for the use of the 
House of Representatives, one thousand for the use 
ot the Senate, and one thousand for the use of the 
Superintendent. 

Mr. BEATTY. Has the gentleman from 
Georgia, | Mr. Price,] my colleague on the 
committee, the floor? 

The SPEAKER. 
sent. 

Mr. BEATTY. Has he not the right to 
report this resolution ? 

The SPEAKER. The House is really in 
Committee of the Whole, but if there be no 
objection the Chair will entertain this resolu- 
tion. 

‘There being no objection, the resolution 
Was considered, and agreed to. 


Only by unanimous con- 


GHOLOGICAL SURVEY OF TERRITORIES. 
Mr. PRICE, 


l ask unanimous consent to 
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report also from the Committee on Printing 
the following resolution: 

Resolved hy the , 
Senate concurring,) That there be printed 
bound, with maps and other illustrations, fifteen 
thousand copies of Professor Hayden 5 


Territories for 1871, of which nine thousand copies 
shall be for the use of the louse of Representatives, 
three thousand for the use of the Senate, 


sonian Institution. 


Mr. BROOKS. Can the committee tell 
what is to be the cost of this publication ? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Brooks] object to the recep- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. BROOKS. I do,unless I can have a 
satisfactory answer to that question? 

The SPEAKER. 
not be received. 

INTERNATIONAL PENITENTIARY CONGRESS. 


Mr. PRICE, by unanimous consent, sub- 


mitted the following resolution; which was | 


read, considered, and agreed to: 
Resolved hy the 


sand extra copies of the preliminary report of the 
commissioner of the United States to the interna- 
tional penitentiary congress of London, with accom- 
panying documents; one thousand copies to be for 
the use of the Senate, two thousand for the use of 
the House, and two thousand for the State Depart- 
ment, 


THOMAS B. WALLACE. 


On motion of Mr. COMINGO, by unani- 
mous consent, the bill (S. No. 569) for the 
relief of Thomas B. Wallace, of Lexington, 
in the State of Missouri, was taken from the 
Speaker’s table, read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee of Claims, not 
to be brought back on a motion to reconsider. 


ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE. 
On motion of Mr. BUTLER, of Massachu- 


setts, by unanimous consent. the bill (S. No. 
473) to further the administration of justice 


| was taken from the Speaker’s table, read a 


first and second time, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, not to be brought 
back on a motion to reconsider. 


TARIFF AND TAX BILL. 


Mr. BINGHAM. 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is.to 
go into Committee of the Whole, the House 
having agreed to a motion for that purpose. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union, (Mr. Scorievp in the chair,) and 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 2322) to reduce duties on imports, and to 
reduce internal taxes, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BROOKS. I believe, Mr. Chairman, 
that an amendment of mine is pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk informs the 
Chair that the amendment offered by the gen- 


I call for the regular 


tleman from New York [Mr. Brooks] was |) 
voted down. 


Mr. BROOKS. There was no quorum vot- 


ing, and the committee rose without deciding || 


the question. 

Mr. DAWES. The 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The recollection of the 
Chair agrees with that of the gentleman from 
New York; but the Journal shows that the 
amendment was voted down. 

Mr. BROOKS. IL wish the Journal would 
be more careful in its record. 

Mr. BEATTY. I move to amend the 
pending section by inserting after the word 


Journal settles the 


| **animals,’’ in line fourteen, the following: 


Provided, That on all wools of the first class, de- 
fined by law, and known asclothing wools, the value 
whereof at the last port or place whence exported to 
the United States, excluding charges in such port, 
shall be thirty-two cents or less per pound, the duty 


shall beten cents per pound, and, in addition thereto, 


eleven per cent. ad valorem; And provided further, 
That on all wools of the same class, (he value whereof 
at the last port or place whence exported to the Uni- 


House of Representatives, (the | 
and | 
. || the amendment, there were—ayes 24, noes 
annual | 
report of the United States geological survey of the || 


Then the resolution will || 





House of Representatives, (the | 
Senate concurring,) That there be printed five thou- | 

















| ted States, excluding charges in such port, shall ex- 


ceed thirty-two cents per pound, the duty snall be 
twelve cents per pound and ten percent. ad valorem. 


The question being taken on agreeing to 


55; no quorum voting. 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Brarry and 


| Mr. SraRKWEATHER Were appointed, 

fifteen |} 
hundred for the use of the Secretary of the Interior, 

' and fifteen hundred for distribution by the Smith- | 


The House divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 36, noes 87, 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I desire to say that on 
all questions touching the tariff I am paired 
with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. 
Mercor. This willaccount for my not voting. 

Mr. DUKE. I am paired with the gentle- 
man from New Jersey, Mr. Hatsey. 

Mr. BEATTY. I move to amend by insert- 
ing after the word ‘‘animals,”’ in line four- 
teen of the second section, the following : 

Provided, That all wools of the first class, defined 
by law, and known as clothing wools, shall be 
excepted from the provisions of this act, and there 


— be paid thereon the duty imposed by existing 
aw. 


The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 16, noes 80; no quorum voting. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed Mr. Bearry and 
Mr. KILLInGer tellers. 

The committee again divided ; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 33, noes 88. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. BEATTY. [submitthe following amend- 
ment: 


Provided, That on all wools of the first class, de- 
fined by law and known as clothing wools, there 


| shall be levied, collected, and paid ninety-nine per 


cent. of the duty now imposed by law. 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 32, noes 100. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. BEATTY. “I move the following amend- 
ment: 

Insert after the word “animals,” second section, 
line fourteen, the following: 

Provided, That on all wools of the first class, de- 
fined by law and known as clothing wools, there 
shall be levied, collected, and paid ninety-eight per 
cent. of the duty now imposed by law. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out the word “ eight,’’ 
so as to leave it ‘* ninety.”’ 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is what it is now. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The amendment, as amended, was then 
rejected. 

Mr. BEATTY. I move the following amend- 
ment: 

Provided, That on all wools of the first class, de- 
fined by law, and known as clothing wools, there 
shall be levied, collected, and paid ninety-seven and 
one half per cent. of the duty now imposed by law. 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 17, noes 105. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BEATTY. 
now rise. 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 2, noes 101. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. BEATTY. 
ment: 

Provided, ‘That on all wools of the third class, 
defined by law and known as carpet wools, there 
shall be levied, collected, and paid double the rate 
of duty now imposed by law. 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 1, noes 93; no quorum voting. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed Mr. Bearry 
and Mr. Krné tellers. 

The committee again divided ; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 10, noes 96; no quorum voting. 

Mr. SARGENT. Is a further count insisted 
on under the circumstances? 

Mr. BEATTY. It is. 

Mr. SARGENT. Then it is only for the 
purpose of delay. 

Mr. BEATTY. 


I move the committee do 


I offer the following amend- 


I have not been allowed 


to debate thesewpropositions, and I object to 
debate on the part of other gentlemen. 
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Mr. PLATT. 
House. : 
Mr. BEATTY. Debate is not in order. 
The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, and 
the following-named members failed to an- 
r to their names: 
Messrs. Adams, Barnum, Beveridge, Bigby, Biggs, 
James G. Blair, Bris ght, Roderick R. Butler, Camp 
il, Coburn, Creely, Darrall, De Large, Eldredge, 
ticiy, Farwell, norne ‘r, Garrett, Giddings, Haldeman, 
Halsey, Lays, Hooper, Kendall, Kinsella, Marshally 
Maynard, McHenry, Mercur, Mitchell, Moore, Mor- 
phis, Peck, Porter, Potter, Price, Prindle John M. 
Ri W. R. Roberts, Robinson, Shellabarger, 
Slc scum, Snyder, Storm, Stowell, Dwight Townsend, 
futhill, Walden, and Wood. 


It is only trifling with the 


The committee then rose; andthe Speaker 


having resumed the chair, Mr. ScorieLp re- 
ported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had, according to order, 
had the Union generally under consideration, 
and particularly a bill (H. R. No. 2322) to 
reduce duties on imports and to reduce inter- 
nal taxes, and for other purposes, and finding 
itself without a quorum had caused the roll to 
be called, and directed him to report the names 
of the absentees to the House to be entered 
upon the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The report of the chair- 
man of the Committee of the W' >le shows the 
presence of one hundred and ninety-one mem- 
bers, which is more than a quorum. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the House now 
resolve itself into the committee to resume 
the consideration of the tax and tariff bill. 

Mr. BEATTY. 1 should hke to have a 
division on that. 

Mr. DAWES. Does it require a motion for 
the committee to resume its session, it appear- 
ing that more than a quorum of the members 
have answered to their names? Do we not go 
back into the committee without a motion ? 

The SPEAKER. 
will not entertain any demand for division. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, notifying 
the House that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House to a bill (S. No. 
354) relating to the Reform Schoolof the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed an act (H. R. No. 2053) 
authorizing the nomination and appointment 
to the retired list of the Navy of certain vol- 
unteers on the active list of the Navy who are 
disabled in consequence of wounds received 
during the late war, with an amendment; in 
which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed " act (H. R. No, 2055) 
for the relief of H. Christopher, G. W. 
Beard, C. A. Uber, i iward Stiles, and N. H. 
Lamdin, without amendment. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House 
requested : 

An act (S. No. 107) for the relief of the 
heirs or legal representatives of George C. 
Bes stor ; 

An act (S. No. 595) to fix the pay of certain 
rear admirals on the retired list of the Navy; 

An act (S. No. 171) for the relief of Pay- 
master George I. Cutter; 

An act (S. No. 1026) for the relief of the 
officers and crew of the United States steamer 
Vicksburg ; 

An act (S. No. 849) authorizing corrections 
to be made in errors in prize lists; 

An act (S. No. 927) for the relief of the 
children of Otway H. Berryman, deceased ; 

An act (S. No. 329) for the relief of Charles 
W. Whitney ; 

An act (S. No. 1027) to restore Lazarus L. 
Reamey to the Navy of the United States as a 
midshipman; 


An act (S. No. 259) for the relief of Mrs. 


was 


That is so, and the Chair | 


THE CON 


tee. The 


| out the words * 


Harriet B. Pendleton, widow of George H. 
Pendletor ‘ late of the United States Navy ; 
S. No. 173) extending the provis- 
act of July 16, 1862, granting ten 
gr sain service on the active hst to 
s, to Lieutenant C ider W. 


An act 
ions of the 
years 
cert Lin offi 
B. feats... 

An act (S. No. 899) for the 
children of QO. H. 
others ; 

An act (S. No. 417 
fessors of 
Navy ; 

An act (S. No. 746) granting a pension to 
the widow of the late Admiral Farragut; and 

An act (S. No. 835) for the reliet of Mrs. 
Cecilia Barr, widow of William Barr. 

The message further announced 
Senate asked for a committee of 
on the disagreeing votes of 
on an act (S. No. 881 
abatement or repayment of taxes on distilled 
spirits in bond destroyed by casualty, 
had appointed as managers of said 


Mma 


relief of the 
Berryman, deceased, aud 
fixing the rank of pro- 
mathematics in the United States 


that the 
conference 
the two Houses 


and 


conterence 


on its part, Mr. Sderman, Mr. Wricurt, and 
Mr. SAuLSBuRY. 
TARIFF BILL. 
The committee again resumed its session. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
mittee of the Whole 
ation the tariff 
committee last 


The House is in Com- 
and kas under consider- 
and tax bill. When the 
rose it was dividing on an 
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, [ Mr. 

Bearry. | 
DAWES. I would like to inquire of the 
gentlemen from Ohio if there are any 
tions on which he would allow the 

ss to sroceed. 

Mr. BEATTY. My understanding was that 
ae we came to debate this bill by para 
graphs—— 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. [rise to a point of 
order. I submit that debate is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] inquires of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Bearry] if there 
are any terms upon which he will agree to let 
the public business proceed in this commit- 
gerttleman from Ohio was 
to respond to that interrogatory. 

Mr. CONGER. I objecttoany arrangement 
between the gentleman trom Ohio and the gen- 
tleman from Massachusett 

The CHAIRMAN. 
The tellers will resume their places 

Mr. DAWES. I should hke the gentleman 
from Ohio just to state what will be satisfactory 
to him. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I 
committee rise for the 
this dead-lock. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Farnsworrn] is not 
in order, as the committee is now dividing. 
The Clerk will again report the amendment of 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Bearvy. | 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the paragraph the following: 

Provided, That on all wools of the 
defined by law and known as carpet wools, there 
shall be levied, collected, and paid double the rate 
of duty now imposed by law. 

The tellers then resumed their places, and, 
the committee having again divided, they 
reported—ayes 8, noes 122. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move that the 
committee rise. I make this motion for the 
purpose of asking the House to extend the 
time for debate. 

The motion that the committee rise 
agreed to. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. I 


amendment: 


condi- 
publie busi 


about 


Objection is made. 


move that the 
purpose of breaking 


third class, 


was not 


offer the following 


In lines sixteen and seventeen, section two, 
excepting cotton-mac 


strike 
hinery ;"" soit 
will read: 


On all iron and manufacteres of iron of which 


| iron isthe component part of chief value. 


to provide for the | 
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Mr. PERCE. 
of the manufact 

The committee 
ayes &4, noes 53. 

Mr. LYNCH. 1 eall for tellers. 

On ordering tellers there were—aves fifteen, 

So one filth of a quorum not having voted 
in the affirmative, tellers were refused, and 
the amendinent was agreed to. 

Mr. BROOKS. 
nent: 


The amendment is in favor 
urers of the South. 


div ided : 


and there were— 


loffer the following amend 


_ After the line nine, section two, insert the 
ing: 

Provided, That no higher 
levied, collected, or paid, 
ad valorem, 

Mr. R ANDALL, 
ment apply? To iron? 

A Member. To everything. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope it will be 
down. 

Mr. BROOKS. | I hope it will be voted up. 

Che question being taken on the amend 


follow- 
duty shall ever be 


than sixty-five per cent. 


To whatdoes that amend 


Vote d 


meut of Mr. Brooks, there were—ayes 54, 
noes SO, 

Mr. BROOKS ealled for tellers. 

Te He rs were orde re “dd. 

The committee again divided ; and the tell 
ers reported ayes 56, noes dv, | 


So the ame ndme ‘nt Was not agreed to. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I move to strike out from 
line ten to line twenty, inclusive, the following 
words: 

On all manufactures of cotton of which cotton is 
the component part of chief value. 

On all wools, hair of the alpaca goat, and other 
like animals, and all manufactures wholly or in part 
of wool or hair of the alpaca, and otherlike animals, 

On all iron, and on all manufactures of iron of 
which ironis the component part of ¢ hiet value, 

On all metals not herein otherwise pr ovided for, 
and on all manufactures of metals of whic h either 
of them is the component part of chief value. 

Mr. COX. I rise to a question of order. 
I desire to ask the Chair whether I will be 
allowed to move to perfect this portion of the 
section before the question is taken on strik- 
ing it out? 

The CHAIRMAN. The House Rie 
that the committee should treat the whole of 
this as one paragraph. A sietinin to strike 
out several lines or clauses is therefore as 
much in order as a motion to strike out a 
word. 

Mr. COX. If I wish to amend by 
proviso at the end of the seve nteenth line, 
would [ not be cut off from making such a 
motion if that of the gentleman from Ohio, 
should succeed ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
New York [ Mr. Cox] can offer an amendment 
to that offered by the gentleman from Ohio, 
[Mr. Binenam. ] 

Mr. COX. 1 offer, then, as a proviso, to 
come in at the end of the 
the following: 

Provided 


less tt 


adding a 


seventeenth line, 


That bar iron, rolled or hammered, not 
ian one fourth inch thick, and not less than 
one inch normore than six inches wide, and round 
and square not less than one half nor more than 
three inches in diameter, shall pay three fourth 
of a cent per pound. 

The question was Cox’ 
amendment; 
ative. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unless a further count 
is demanded the amendment is rejected and 
the question recurs on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio, [ Mr. Bincuam. | 

Mr. BEATTY. I call for further count. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is too 
late. 

Mr. BEATTY. Iam not too late. I ro 
before you made your decision. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs 
upon the amendment of the gentleman fro 
Ohio. 

Mr. COX. I claim my rights here before 
that amendment is passed upon to still 
perfect the amendment. 
I do not think we 


put upon Mr 


and twelve voted in the affirm 


further 
That is in order, and 
can be crowded down here. 


ee ee ee 
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The CHAIRMAN, 
position Io 
yu red if 
aud no ans 

Mr. BE 
the Chair 
and was re 


The Chair has no dis 
gentlemen down. He 
further ¢ was demanded 


trample 
any 
wer Was 
ATTY. 
lor the 
fused 
iny rights 


inh punt 
made, 

I rose twice and addressed 

purpose of asking 


Now | 
intend 


recognition insist 


upon here, and I 
them 


Mr. COX. 


to have 


Before the vote is taken upon 


the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio | 
i Mr. Bincuam] I move to insert at the end of 

line seventeen, ‘‘ provided that on screen-wire 

the duty shall be reduced to twenly tive 


per 
cent. ad valorem.”’ 

The question was put on the amendment; 
ayes 44, 


and there were noes G6. 


Mr. COX called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, only nine rising in 
favor thereof, 

So the amendment was rejected. 


recurred on Mr. BinGuam’s 


wud being put, there were 


The question 
aArMbet dine nt; 
, noes 87 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. KELLOGG. I offer 


amendment: 


Amend by 
the words: 
Avudwreaght serap iron of every description shall 
iy thesame duty perton only as pigiron; Provided, 
[hat nothing shall be deemed serap iron except 
waste or refuse iron that has been in actual use 
is fit tmanutactured, 


ayes 


the following 


adding to the end of seventeenth line 


ouiy lo be re 

That is a reduction of $1 

Mr. DICKE) 
revenue, 

Mr CONGER. I rise to a point of order, 
and I wish to state it. It is that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, upon motion, refused to 
strike out these paragraphs, so that it decided 
that they should stand as they are. 


70 per ton. 
It is a mere fraud upon the 


The gen- 


a div ision 


and | 


tleman moves now to amend, and I rise to the | 


point of order that that cannot be done after 


the House has refused to strike out the par- | 


agraph., 


Mr. KELLOGG. That is no point of order 


at all, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules | 
the point of order. It has been repeatedly so | 
ruled, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. There is a special 


rule providing for such amendments. 

The question was put on Mr. KELLOGG’s 
amendment; there were—ayes 54, 
12; no quorum voting. 

Mr. KiLLINGER called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. KeLLoge 
and Mr. RANDALL were appointed, 

Ihe committee divided; and 
re ported 


and noes 


the tellers 
70, noes 75. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. COX, 
ment, 

Provided, That on iron in coils three sixteenths 
of an inch or less in diameter, whether coated with 


metal or not, the duty shall be one and three quar- 
ters cent per pound, 


ayes 


I offer the following amend- 


to come in at the end of line seventeen : 


That, of course, is telegraph wire. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘The amendment is for the 
benefit of the great telegraphic corporations. 

Mr. COX. It is in favor of cheap tele- 
graphs. 

Mr. L. MYERS. It is in the interest of 
telegraph corporations, 

Mr. COX. They do not ask anything; only 
that you will not steal so much from them. 

The question was taken upon the amend- 
ment; and it was disagreed to. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to amend 
by inserting, after the word ‘ value,’’ 
sixteen, the words ‘‘not otherwise prov.ded ;”’ 
so that it will read, ‘‘on all iron, and on all 
manufactures of iron of which iron isthe com- 
ponent part of chief value, not otherwise pro- 
vided.”’ 

Mr. DAWES. 
and impracticable. 

Mr. PARNS WORTH, 


That is entirely unnecessary 


Why? 


Mr. DAWES. If we add-—— 

Mr. BINGHAM. Is debate in order here? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 

The question was taken upon the amend: 
ment; and there were—ayes eleven, noes not 
counted, 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. DAWES. I move to strike out lines 


eighteen, nineteen, and twenty, which are as 


follows: 

On all metals not herein otherwise provided for, 
andon all manufactures of netals of which either of 
them is the component part of chief value. 

This clause involves 
ters, amounting to about six thousand dollars 
in all. 

The question was put; and there were—ayes 
78,1 noes Ol, 

Mr. STEVENSON. I call for tellers. I 
do not think the House understands that it is 
striking out all metals but iron. 

Mr. DAWES. I will explain it if gentle- 
men will permit me, 

Mr. COX. You would not allow debate 
from other gentlemen, and I object. 

Mr. DAWES. I will state just what it is 
if the committee will permit me. 

Mr. BEATTY. 1 object to debate. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I hope the gentleman 
will be allowed to state what the amendment is. 

Mr. BEATTY. I object. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I ask that the 
amendment be again read; I do not think it 
was understood. 

‘The amendment was again read. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the gentleman. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the effect of this 
amendment, if adopted, be to keep up the 
present rate of duty onall metals exceptiron ? 

Phe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 1s aware 
that the Chair cannot answer such a question 
as that. 

Mr. STEVENSON. 
Chair knew 


The CHAIRMAN. 


desire to make a 


The Chair will hear 


I thought that the 


The Chair may have 


only some little mat- | 


an Ovinion, but it is not a parliamentary one. | 


The 


tellers, 


question 
and tellers 


was taken upon 


ordering 
ordered ; 


and Mr. 


were 


| Dawes and Mr. STEVENSON were appointed. 


in line | 


a 


Mr. KING. Before the vote is taken by 
tellers, | ask unanimous consent that the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means 
{Mr. Dawes] be allowed twenty minutes to 
explain his amendment. 

Mr. BEATTY. I object to debate. 

The committee again divided; and the tell- 
ers reported that there were—ayes 51, noes 76, 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. BEATTY. 


I move that the committtee 


now rise for the purpose of extending the time | 


for debating this section for half an hour. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] 
wanted to say something about metals, and I 
want to say something on wool, 

The motion was not agreed to, upon a divis- 
ion—ayes 14, noes 119. 


Mr. DAWES. I move to amend by insert- 


ing after line twenty *‘ on all sized printing- | 


yaper,. 
' Mr. BURCHARD. I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out the word ** sized.’’ 

The question was taken upon the amendment 
moved by Mr. Burcuarp; and upona division 
there were—ayes 60, noes 54; no quorum 
voting. 

Tellers were ordered ; 
and Mr. Dawes were appointed, 

The committee again divided; and 
there were—ayes 


the 


ib, 


tellers reported that 
noes 60. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The amendment, 
agreed to. 


and Mr. Burcuarp 


as amended, was then || 
i! lumber. 
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Mr. BEATTY. I move to amend by in- 
serting after line fourteen the following: 

Provided, That on all wools of the first class, 
fined by law and known as clothing wools, there 
shall be levied, collected, and paid ninety-seven 
per cent. of the duty now imposed by law. 

The amendment was not agreed to; upon a 
division—ay 1, noes 125 


Mr. BROOKS. I move to amend this bill so 
ag to make it what the bill was as reported 
from the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
what Mr. Schenck reported last year. I move 
to insert afier line fourteen the following : 

Provided, That on all merinos, poplins, and de- 
laines compound wholly of worsted or wool, imported 
in the gray or uncolored condition, the duty shall be 
ten per cent. less than the above rates. 

if 1 cannot be allowed to say anything, | 
hope gentlemen will look at the piece of goods 
| hold in my hand [holding up the piece} and 
see what it is. 

The question was taken upon the amend 
ment moved by Mr. Brooks; and 
division, there were—ayes 49, noes 80. 

Betore the result of the vote was aunounced, 

Mr. BROOKS called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, 
enteen in the aflirmative; 
quorum, 

So the amendment 

Mr. DAWES. I move to insert after line 
twenty ‘‘on all lumber and mauutactures ot 
lumber.”’ 

Mr. BROOKS. Does the order of the House 
forbid all debate on lumber ? 

The CHAIRMAN. By the order of the 
House all debate is closed on the pending 
section. 

Mr. BROOKS. The object of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes } is very 
obvious, to move ail these amendments and 
have no debate upon them. 

Mr. DICKEY. I object to debate. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move that the 
committee rise. The course of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] is a plain 
perversion of the order of the House. 

The question being taken on the motion of 
Mr. Farnswortn, there were—ayes 24, noes 
70; no quorum voting. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
insisted upon? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. 
parliamentary question, 

The CHAIKMAN. The House is now 
dividing on the motion that the committee 
rise. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. But in order that 
we may vote intelligently, I desire to make an 
inquiry. 

Mr. BEATY. I object to debate. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Iwill givethe Chair 
the assurance that I shall not say anything on 
the merits of the proposition at all. 1 only 
want to know whether, by such motions as 
these, debate is not practically stopped on the 
whole bill by moving the balance of the bill 
as an amendment to this section ? 

Mr. BROOKS. That is the object. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG., In that way debate 
is virtually shut off on the whole bill. 

Mr. DAWES. Nothing is further from my 
intention than that. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Ido not know what 
the fact is, but that is the effect. 

Mr. BEATTY and others objected to debate. 

No quorum having voted on the motion 
that the committee rise, tellers were ordered ; 
and Mr. FarnswortH and Mr. Sawyer were 
appointed. 

The committee divided: 


de- 


upon a 


there being sev- 
not one fifth of a 


yas not agreed to. 


Is a further count 


Yes, sir. 
1 desire to ask a 


and the tellers re- 


ported—ayes 40, noes 83. 


So the motion that the committee rise 
not agreed to. 

The question then recurred on the amend- 
ment ot Mr. Dawes, to add to the section the 


words ‘‘on all lumber and manufactures of 
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yas 


27 sot Ma 


Cs Reevee: 


iitetes 


2 er 





ate 


Punting act 


Pacman iavier 


roa eke 


SORE tah oe Sew, Le 


FEN Rt SPIN NC, Naan tee NARI 


1872. 


Mr. COX. I propose to amend that. 

Mr. BROOKS. I rise to a question of 
order. The order of the House was that de- 
pate should close on that portion of the bill 
downto the end of the twenty-fifth line on the 
third page. Under that order it was the in 
tentiow of the House that debate sbould be 
continued upon subjects embraced in other 
parts of the bill. ’ 
the bill - 

Mr. PE rERS. [ object to debate. 

Mr. BROOKS. This is not dk bate. 
stating my point of order. 

Mr. PETERS. The gentleman is making 
an argument, and ] obj ct to de bate. 

Mr. BROOKS. I must state my point of 
order, that it may be decided upon; | have a 
right to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the 
gentleman from New York on the question of 
order, 

Mr. BROOKS. The gentleman from Maine 
(Mr. Peters] ne ed not be so sensitive in re- 
gard to pine and spruce. [Laughter.] On 
the fourth page of the bill, in lines forty-three 


Now, on the fourth page of 


I am 


to forty-five, | find the following provision: 

On boards, planks, staves, laths, scantling, spars, 
hewn and sawed timber, and timber used in build- 
ing wharves, ten per cent. ad valurem, 

Now, my point of order is that the House, 
by omitting that item from those upon which 
there was to be no debate, intended, until fur- 
ther order, that debate should run on upon 
the subject of Jumber; and consequently it is 
not in order for the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts to move that proposition here. 

Mr. DICKEY. ‘The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Brooxs] can debate the paragraph 
he has just read when we reach it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
point of order. Although thesame subject- 
matter may be in another portion of the bili, 
il may still be inserted here 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I rise to another point 
of order. Irose before to make the point. It 
is that the amendment of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts is not germane to the paragraph. 
Lumber is in another section of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will sustain 
the point of order made by the gentleman from 
Illinois. The amendment would have 
offered at the end of the section. 

Mr. DAWES. 
shall come in. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was informed 
differently by the Clerk. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I ask the Chair to 
hear me. I understand the rule to be that in 
Committee of the Whole, where a particular 
subject is embraced in another section than the 
one pending, it is not in order to move that 
subject to the pending section ; that it is not 
germane till the subject is reached. ‘Ibis has 
been the ruling upon all appropriation bills. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is obliged to 
overrule the point of order, because the prin- 
ciple stated by the gentleman trom Lilinois 
would make the Chair the judge of incon- 
gruities. , 

Mr. KERR. I should like to make an in- 
quiry of the Chair. Is it in order to offer the 
part of this bill in reference to the internal 
revenue law as an amendment at this place ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will rule on 
that when it is offered. 

Mr. KERR. That is all in this bill, and 
would it be in order to offer it as an amend- 
ment at this place? 

The CHAIRMAN. If offered, the Chair 
will rule on it. The amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes, | and 
the amendment to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Cox,]} will be 
read by the Clerk. 

Mr. DAWES. My amendment is to come 
in at the end of the twenty-fifth line, which is 
the end of the second section. 


Mr. COX. And my amendment to the 


to be 


‘That is where I propose it 


amendment is to come in at the end of the 
amendment itself. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
tion been passed ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I rise to a 


order. 


Has the second see 


point of 
Lumber is now in the third section, 
page 4, of this bill. The Chair ruled on me 
in the first section that I could not 
amendment in regard to steel 


was in the second section. 


offer an 
bec auuse ste el 
Now lumber is in 
the third section, and is it in order to move an 
amendment including itin the second section? 


Vhe CHAIRMAN. 


made 


Phat point of order was 
by the gentleman from New York a few 
moments ago, and overruled. The Clerk will 
now read the pending amendment and amend- 
mentto the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment of Mr. Dawes: 

Add at the end of the twenty-fifth line, “ 
lumber and manufactures of lumber.’’ 

Mr. Cox's amendment to the amendment: / 

Ad tothe amendment, “Provided, The existing 
duty thereon be reduced at the rate of fifteen per 


ceut., a tiorem, 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Is it in order to put 
in asan amendment the provisiOus in re ference 
to distilled spirits ? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is nosuch amend- 
ment before the committee. 

Mr. BROOKS. — If this is in 
will be many such amendments. 


on all 


order there 


he question recurred on the amendment 
of Mr. Cox to the amendment. 
divided; and there 
ayes 45, noes 60; no quorum voting. 

the CHALKRMAN appointed Mr. Dickey 
and Mr. Cox as tellers. 

The committee again divided ; and the tellers 
reported 


lhe committee were— 


ayes 63, noes 72. 
So the 
rejected. 
Mr. BECK. I move the following as an 
amen iment to the amendment. 


amendment to the amendment was 


lhe Clerk read as follows: 


Agates, unmanufactured; 
Almond shells; 
Aluminum; 
Amber beads; 
Bath brick and Bristol stones ; 
Birds, stuffed ; 
Bulbs and bulbous roots; 
Chalk—white, French, and all other; 
Chemicals, drugs, dyes, and medicines: 
Angelica root; 
Ginger root; 
Annotto extract; 


\rseniate of aniline; 
Aquafortis ; 
Assatetida ; 
Acid: 

Boracic, (crude;) 


Chromic; 
Sulphurie ; 
Saint John’s beans; 

Bezoar stones; 

Black salts; 

Biack tares; 

Lrazil paste; 

Burgundy pitch: 

LB Sui : 

Copaiva; 

Kir; 

Peruvian; 
holu; 

Borax, (crude ;) 

Borate of lime; 

Cinnabar, (native ore of mercury ;) 

Calomel: 

Cobalt, (ore;) 

Charcoal: 

Copper, acetate of; 

Cow or kine pox, or vaccine virus; 

Curry and curry powders; 

Cinchona root; 

Cc thar, dry, or oxide of iron; 

Coltstoot, (crude drug 3) 

Contrayerva root; 

Cowage down; 

Cyanite, or kyanite; 

Dried ugs;: 

Klecampane root; 

Fiowers, leaves, plants, roots, and seeds, (medi- 
cipal,) in a crude state, not otherwise provided 
for; 

Galanga, or galangal; 

Gentian root; 

Guinea grains, or grains of paradise; 

He lebore root: 

Carmine, (crude;) 

Lron, liquor of; 

Matico ieaf; 


il 
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Musk, (crude;) 
Marsh-mallows; 
Milk, sugar of: 
Murexide, (a dye:) 
VOrange buds and flowers; 
Pellitory root; 
Polypedium ; 
Palu; 
Potash, erude; 
Seneca root; 
Stavesacre, (crude drug;) 
Storax, or stvrax;: 
Strontia, or protoxide of strontium ; 
Suceinic acid; 
Spunk; 
Sulphate of magnesia, (Epsom salts ;) 
Sulphate of soda, or salt cake; 
Sulphurous ore; 
Salicine, (medical preparation ;) 
Sassafras; 
Snake root; 
Tie ', crude; 
Tripoli; 
Turkish red salts : 
Tyrian dye; 
Lale: 
Tin crystals; 
Uranium, oxide of; 
Venice turpentine; 

Coir; 

Diamonds, 
dinmonds ; 

Dried blood; 

Dried and prepared flowers; 

Flints; 

Fish-skins, raw or unmanufactured ; 

French sand; 

Fruits, perishable, not dried or preserved, and not 
otherwise specified ; 

Goldbeaters’ skins; 

liair of bogs, curled, for beds and mattresse 

Harness liquid ; 

Hides of cattle, raw or uncured, whether dry, 
alted, or pickled, and skins ; 

llones, (Ayr stones;) 

Hlorn strips; 

Josstick, or josslight; 

Lard; 

Lime; 

Leather, old scrap; 

Loadstones; 

Magnets; 

Miea; 

Milk, not condensed; 

Bologna sausage; 

Sauer-kraut; 

Venison; 

Oils: 

Amber, (crude;) 
Ambergris; 
Anthos, or rosemary ; 
Cajeput; 
Cedrat; 

Civet; 

Fennel; 
Juglandium; 
Lavender; 
Poppy; 

Thyme, white; 
Valerian; 

Oil-cake: 

Paper-stock, crude, of every description, includ 
ing all grasses, fibers, rags other than wool, waste, 
shavings, clippings, old paper, rope ends, waste 
rope, waste bagging, gunuy-bags and gunny-cloth, 
old or refuse, to be used in making and fit only to 
be converted into paper and unfit for any other 
invnutacture ; 

Palladium metal; 

Paraffine ; 

Pebbles for spectacles, rough 

Phanglien ; 

Rennets, raw or prepared ; 

Sand; 

Seeds: 

Anise; 
Anise star; 
Chia; 
Rape-seed; 
Sugar-cane; 
Sesamum; 

Soapstone; 

Sparterre, for making or ornamenting hats: 

Spermaceti; 

Split pease; 

Straw, unmanufactured ; 

Tallow; 

‘lar and pitch, of pine; 

Teasels; 

Teeth, manufactured; 

W afers; . 

Wax of bees, and manufactures of; 
Wax; 

W halebone; 

Y east-cakes, 


Mr. BECK. Ihave moved this amendment 
in order to have the question tested whether 
such amendments are legitimate. 

Mr. CONGER. This is taking articles from 
the free list and taxing them. 

Mr. DAWES. Unquestionably the gentle 
man has the right to take them out of the free 
list if he so desires. 


Mr. BECK. Ido not think it is in order; 


rough or uncut, including glaziers’ 


shoenrakers’ 
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but I move tl amendment to test the ques- 

Mr. DAWES. It is in order to move the 
free list be reduced ten per cent. from what it 
now is 

Mr. BEATTY. I object to debate 

Mr. KERR M y point of order is that it 1s 
not inorder to move the free list as an amend- 
ment to th ection. 

Mr. BECK. So I think. 

The CHAIRMAN. Ihe Chair overrules 
the point of order. The Chair understands 


anything germane to the purposes of the bill 
or to the purposes of the tariff portion of it 
would be in order, for when we come to the 
free list the co may decide to strike 
out all of the now in the bill, when it 
would be to go back to the second 


mirnitte e 
item 
IM po lie 
section 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. = 1 


question. Is 


desire to ask a 
tly manifest to every 
when de bate was closed 
upon this paragraph it was not intended to in 


ib not pertes 


fair-minded man that 


clude lumber or any of the articles placed on 
the free list? And if not, how ean it be in 
order to put on this gag? 

The CHAIRMAN The gentleman from 


Kentucky | Mr. 
to perfect the original text. 


Beck] moves an amendment 
The Chair knows 
no limit to that, except that it must be ger 
mane. The fact that the item mentioned in 
the amendment may be in the free list, 
not prevent its being in order here. Lumber, 
placed here, might be put on the free 


does 


if not 
list. 
Mr. BECK. 


the molion was 


The object j 


to obtain the 


had in making 
decision of the 


Chair, as now given, in order to appeal from 
it, believing, as I do, that the House never in- 
tended to at debate on such articles as 


were not embraced in the twenty-five lines on 
which debate wis limited, | therefore appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state in 
eply to what has been said by the gentleman 
from Kentucky | Mr. Beek} that the decision 
of the Chair slop de those 
articles, they can be debated when the 
‘omes to considsr another 
they are. 


does not ‘hate on 
be CaUFC 
section 
But when they are proposed 
asan amendment to this section they cannot 
be debated. The Chair will state further that 
his decision is in accordance with rulings found 
on the Journals of the House. 

Mr. BECK. Then I withdraw the amend- 
ment. lL offered it merely as a test. 

DAWES. Mr. Chairman, a good deal 
has been said very freely -—— 

Mr. BEATTY. I object to debate. 

Mr. DAWES. I did not intend to debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts | Mr. Dawes] will state for what 
purpose he rose, 

Mr. DAWES. 
auion, 

Mr. BROOKS. — I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. ¢ Ibjection being made 
a personal explanation 1 uot inorder. The 
is on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes, | 
which the Clerk will again report. 

The Clerk read 

After line twenty-five. add the following: 

On all lumber and manufac mo of lumber. 

Mr. BROOKS. I move to amend the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Massachusetts by 
adding the words ‘‘on pickets and palings and 
laths.”’ 

lhe question being taken on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Brooks, there were—ayes 47, 
noes 36; no quorum voting. 

The CHAIRMAN, under the rule, ordered 
tellers; and appointed Mr. Brooks and Mr. 
ConGen. 

Mr. BROOKS. 
for wheels.”’ 

Mr. LYNCH. Trise to a point of order. 
The House was dividing on the amendment of 


committee ¢ 
where 


I rose for a personal explan- 


q restion 


as follows: 


I desire also to add ‘** hubs 





the gentleman from New York, [ Mr. Brooks, ] 
and it is not in order for him at this stage to 
offer another amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 
their places. 

The committee again divided ; 
reported—ayes sixty-eight. 

Mr. CONGER. 1 withdraw the demand for 
further count. 

Mr. BEATTY. I insist on further count. 

The CHAIRMAN, The tellers will com- 
plete the count. 


tellers will take 


and thetellers 


The division was completed, and the tellers | 


reported—ayes 78, noes on 
So the amendment s agreed to. 


Mr. DUKE. I offer ‘a following amend- 
ment to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes: ] 

Strike out all after the word “‘on’’ 
following: “‘all incomes over $3,000, there shall be 
assessed and collected five per cent. per annum.” 

Mr. DAWES. I raise the point or order 
that that is not germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
yoint of order. 


Mr. DUKE. Internal tax forms a part of 


the bill as much as tariff. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Massachusetts, as 
amended, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I 
hear it read as it now stands. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add after the twenty-fifth line the following: 


On alllumber and manufactures of lumber ; on 
pickets and palings and laths 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to add the 
words ** there shall be no duties levied.’’ 

Mr. DAWES. I raise the point of order 
on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


point of order. 


| Mr. 


should 


The Chair sustains the 
The gentleman from Illinois 
Farnsworti] will have an opportunity 


of moving that amendment when the free list || 


| is reached. 


Mr. COX. I offer the following amend- 
ment to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, ‘* provided that all timber used 
in ship-building shall be exempt from duty.’’ 


Mr. PETERS. 


list 

Mr. COX. Well, why cannot it go in here? 

Mr. DAWES. It is the law of the land 
now. 

Mr. COX. Never mind that. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Let us put it in 
again. 

Mr. COX. Iwantitin again. The gentle- 


men from Maine will all sustain my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DAWES. Well, no one objects to it. 

Mr. COX. I want to carry something here 
iff can. [Laughter. } 

‘The question was put on the amendment of 
Mr. Cox, and it was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee rose informally; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, a message 
from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had agreed 
to the amendment of the House of Represent- 
atives to the bill (S. No. 845) to authorize the 
construction of certain bridges across the 


Mississippi river, and to establish the same as 


post roads. 


TARIFF, 


The Committee of the Whole then resumed 
its session. 

Mr. KERR. I move to amend the section 
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
by adding thereto the following: 

On all copper imported in the form of ores, two 
cents on each pound of fine copper contained therein; 
on all regulus of copper, and on ail block or coarse 
copper, two and a half cents on each pound of fine 
copper contained therein; on all old copper, fit only 
for remanufacture, two and one halt cents per pound; 


| on all copper in plates, bars, ingots, pigs, and in 


The Chair sustains the | 


like to | 


. 1 
and insert the | 





That is already on the tree |} 
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other forms not manufactured or herein enumer- 
ated, including sulphate of copper or b} ue Vitriol, 
two and onehalf cents per pound; on copperin rolled 
plates, called braziers’ copper, sheets, rods, pipes, 
and copper bottoms, and all manufactures of cop- 
per, or of which copper shail be a component of 
chief value, not otherwise herein provided for, 
thirty per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. DAWES. I raise the point of order 
that this is not germane to this amendment of 
mine. Let us dispose of that first. 

Mr. KERR. My amendment 
reduction of about thirty per cent. 

Mr. DAWES. But it is not germane to a 
lumber amendment. 

The 


proposes a 


The CHAIRMAN. 
point of order. 


Mr. KERR. 


Chair sustains the 


Is this not germane to the 


|| pending section which relates to the subject of 


metals generally. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment now 
pending is one relating to lumber, and this 
ameudment is not germane to that amend- 
ment, although it might be in order as an 
independent proposition. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. amend 
Massa- 
adding, alter the word ‘ ship- 
the words ‘* and fencing ;’’ so that 
it shall read: 


On all lumber and manufactures of lumber; on 
pickets, palings, and laths: Provided, That all 
timber used in ship-building and fencing shail be 
excmpt from duty. 


Mr. CONGER. Lrise to a point of order. 
Timber is not used to make fence. It is some 
manufacture of timber that is used. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. We use timber. 


The question was taken onthe amendment ; 


I move to 


chusetts by 


i and there were—ayes 64, noes 57. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH ealled for tellers. 


Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Concer and 
Mr. FarNswortu were appointed. 
The committee divided; and the tellers 


reported—ayes 68, noes 55, 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. COX. I move further to amend by 


the words 
‘** all houses, barns, and stabling.’’ 


The question was put upon the amendment, 


| and no quorum voted. 


Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Cox and 
Mr. PErers were appointed. 

The committee divided ; 
reported—ayes 59, noes 
voling. 


The CHAIRMAN directed the roll to be 
called and the names of the absentees noted, 


tellers 
quorum 


and the 
54; no 


| when the following members failed to answer 


to their names : 


Messrs. Adams, Ames, Barnum, Biggs, Bright, 
Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, 
Clarke, Coghlan, Comingo, Creely, De 
Farwell, Forker, Charles Foster, Gar- 
field, Garrett, Giddings, Goodrich, Haldeman, 
Halsey, Havens, Hawley, Hays, Herndon, Hoar, 
Hooper, Ketcham, Kinsella, Lans sing, Marshall. 
McHenry, Mitchell, Moore, Morphis, 
Orr, Platt, Poland, Porter, Potter, Prindle, Rainey, 
Thomas J. Speer, 
Sutherland, Thomas, Dwight 
Walden, Wells, Jeremiah M. 


Caldwell, 


Sprague, Stowell, 
Townsend, ‘Tuthill, 
Wilson, and Wood. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. BANKS said: My colleague; Mr. 
Hooper, is absent from the House on account 
of sickness. 

Mr. COTTON said: My colleague, Mr. 
WALDEN, is absent from the House on account 
of sickness. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the 
committee rose, and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. WHEELER reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union had, according to order, had under 
consideration the bill to reduce duties on im- 
ports, and to reduce internal taxes, and for 
other purposes, and finding itself without a 
quorum had caused the roll to be called and 
hereby reported the names of the absentees to 
the House. 

The SPEAKER. The roll shows the pres- 
ence of one hundred and seventy-six members, 
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and the Committee of the Whole will resume 
its session. 

Lhe Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union then resumed its session, (Mr. 
WHeEELE® in the chair. ) 
is upon the amen lment moved by the gentle- 
man irom New York | Mr. Cox | to the a neud 
ment moved by the gentleman from Massa 
chusetis, [Mr. Dawes. } 

Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent 
to withdraw my amendment as amended. 

Mr. COX. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
their places. 

Mr. COX. As we will have a chance to 
debate this subject upon a subsequent section 
of this bill, 1 will withdraw my amendment to 
the amendment. : 

Mr. DAWES. I again ask leave to with- 
draw my amendment. 

No objection was made, and the amendment 
was accordingly withdrawn. 

Mr. KERR. I now offer the amendment I 
indicated a few minutes since, to insert after 
line twenty what I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read as follows: 


The pending question 


The tellers will resume 


On all copper imported in the form of ores, two 
cents on each pound of fine copper contained therein ; 
on all regulus of copper, and on all block or coarse 
copper, two and one half cents on each pound of fine 
copper contained therein; on all old copper, fit only 
for remanufacture, two and one half cents per 
pound; on all copper in plates, bars, ingots, pigs, 
and in other forms not manufactured or herein 
enumerated, including sulphate of copper or blue 
vitriol, two and one half cents per pound; on cop- 
per in rolled plates, called braziers’ copper, sheets, 
rods, pipes, and copper bottoms, and all manutac- 
tures of copper, or of which copper shall be a com- 
ponent of chief value not otherwise herein provided 
tor, thirty per cent. ad valorem. 

The question was taken upon the amend- 
ment; and upon @ division, there were—ayes 
56, noes 63; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Biycuam 
and Mr. Kerr were appointed. 

Mr. CONGER. I raise the point of order 
that the amendment of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Kerr] is not germane to the 
pending section. 

The CHAIMMAN. The point of order is 
too late; the amendment has been entertained, 
and the committee are now dividing. 

The committee again divided ; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 61, noes 71. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The committee rose informally, and Mr. 
TwicHELL took the Chair as Speaker pro tem- 
pore. 

MESSAGE FROM TILE PRESIDENT, 


A message in writing from the President of 
the United States was communicated to the 
House by Mr. Porter, his Private Secretary ; 
who also announced that the President had 
approved and sigued a bill of the following 
title : 

An act (H. R. No. 1666) to establish cer- 
tain post roads. 


TARIFF AND TAX BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its 
session. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to move a new 
section, to come in after the pending section, 
to correct a misconstruction at the Treasury 
Department. The whole Committee on Ap- 
propriations are agreed to the amendment. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I desire to move an 
amendment to the pending section. 

Mr. DAWES. Very well then; I will with- 
hold my amendment for the present. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I move to amend the 
paragraph relating to iron by adding to it the 
tollowing: 

On all steel and on all manufactures of steel of 
which steel is the component part of chief value. 

The question was taken; and upon a divis- 
ion there were—ayes 38, noes 72; no quorum 
voting. 

Tellers were ordered: and Mr. Burcuarp 
and Mr. RanpaLu were appoixted. 


The committee again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were- 
S 


-ayes 67, noes 66. 
the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend by add 
ing to the amendmeut just adopted the fol 


That there shall in no case be collected 
am iess rate ot luty tad thorem on @ 


i LLon Ihachinery 
than is provided for steel. 


Mr. BROOKS. I move to amend the 
amendment by adding, *tand on cotton six per 
it. ad valorem.”’ 

The CHAIRMAN. Theamendment is not 
germane, and therefore 1s not in order. 

upon the 
amendment moved by Mr. Lloar; and upona 
division there were—ayes 32, noes 40; no 
quorum voting, 

lellers were ordered; and Mr. Buck.ey and 
Mr. Hoar were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and thetellers 
reported that there were—ayes 63, noes 70. 

So the amendment was notagreed to. 

Mr. KERR. 1 move to amend by inserting, 
after line twenty, what I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

lhe Clerk read the proposed amendment as 
follows: 


cel 


The question was then taken 


Provided, That on all copper imported in the form 
of ores, two and one half cents on each pound of 
fine copper contained therein; on all regulus of 
copper, and on ali block or coarse ex pper, three 
cents on each pound of fine copper contained there 
in; on all old copper, fit only for remanufacture, three 
and one half cents per pound; on all copper in 
plates, bars, ingots, pigs, and in other forms not 
manufactured or herein enumerated, including sul 
phate of copper or blue vitriol, four cents per pound ; 
on copper in rolled plates, called braziers’ copper, 
sheets, rods, pipes, and copper bottoms, and all 
manufactures of copper, or of which copper shall be 
a component of chief value, not otherwise herein 
provided for, forty per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. KERR. That amendment is in aceord- 
ance with the bill of the committee. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I move to amend the 
amendment by inserting ‘* five ’’ after ‘‘ forty,”’ 
so as to make the rate of duty forty-five per 
cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. KERR. Forty-five per cent. is the 
rate of duty under existing law. 

Mr. DAWES. 1 suggest to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] to withhold his 
amendment for the present, and offer it to the 
third section rather than in connection with 
the percentage provision. 

Mr. BEATTY. I object to debate. 

Mr. KERR. If it is understood that this 
amendment belongs to the third section of the 
bill, and may properly come in under that sec- 
tion, 1 withdraw it. 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment being 
withdrawn, the amendment to the amendment 
falls with it, 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend by inserting 
after the amendment just adopted the follow- 


ing: 


Provided, That no manufacture of iron or steel 
pay a less rate of duty than the materials composing 
the same. 


Mr. BEATTY. Is it in order, Mr. Chair- 
man, to move that the committee rise? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. BEATTY. I make that motion. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the 
motion of Mr. Bearry, there were—ayes 18, 
noes 80; no quorum voting. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is a further count in- 
sisted upon? 

Mr. BEATTY. Yes, sir. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Bearry and 
Mr. Dawes we appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers 
reported—ay 1, noes 100. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The committee refuses 
to rise. 

Mr. BEATTY. 
rum vote? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that 
it is not necessary a quorum should vote on 
|| this question unless the gentleman from Ohio 


Mr. Chairman, did a quo- 
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(Mr. Bearry] desires to show that a quorum 
of the House is not present, 

Mr. BEATTY. 1 do. 

Lhe CHAIRMAN. Then that ean be shown 
on the next vote. The pending question 18 
upon the amendment offered by the 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hoan. } 
Mr. PERCE. As an amendment to the 


amendment of the gentleman fvom Mass 


gentle 


achu 
' 


setts, l move to substitute the foliuwing: 

Provided, That the duty upon cotton machinery 
shall not be less than the duty imposed on the 
material of which such machinery is censiructed 

Mr. HOAR. TI accept that amendment as 
a modification of my own. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman 
rom Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] withdraw 
his amendment? 

Mr. HOAR. I do not withdraw my amend 
ment, but accept the amendment of the gen 
tleman from Mississippi, [Mr. Perce,) which 
is offered as a substitute for mine. 


{ 


The question being taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Hoar, as modified by the substitution 
of the amendment of Mr. Pence, it was agreed 
to; there being—ayes 84, noes 45. 

Mr. KELLOGG. 
serting the following: 

Provided, That no reduction upon manufactures 
of such metals shall be made upon which the duties 
do not exceed torty per cent. ad valorem under ex 
isting laws, 


Mr. BROOKS. I desire to submit an 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. KELLOGG. The proposition I have 
offered is precisely the same as that reported 
by the majority of the Committee of Ways and 
Means. 

Mr. BROOKS. I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out, *‘ forty’’ and in- 
serting ‘* sixty.’’ 

The amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to amend by insert- 
ing after line twenty the following: ‘* except 
ing watches, jewelry, and other articles of 
ornament.’’ ‘Ibis will save these articles from 
reduction. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SARGENT. I 


inserting the following: 


I move to amend by in 


move to amend by 


And all wire rope and wire strand made of iron 
wire, either bright, eoppered, galvanized, or coated 
with other metals, sball pay the same rate of duty 
that is now levied on the won wire of which said 
rope or strand is made; and all wire rope und wire 
strand made of steel wire, either bright, ecoppered, 
galvanized, or coated with other metals, shall pay 
the same rate of duty that is now levied on the steel 
wire of which said rope or strand is made, 


Mr. KELLOGG, 


serting after the word 


‘ 


I move to amend by in 
**straud,’’ wherever it 
occurs, the words ‘*and chain.’’ 


Mr. SARGIN 


that amendment. 


I have no objection to 
I accept it, and modify my 
amendment accordingly. 

The question being taken on Mr. Sancent’ 
amendment, as modified, there were—ayes 55, 
noes 65; no quorum voting. 

‘Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Cox and Mr. 
BANKS were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the 
reported—ayes 73, noes 51. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I move to amend by 
inserting before the amendment just adopted 
the following: 


tellers 


On iron wire, bright, coppered, or tinned, drawn 
and finished, not more than one fourth of an inch in 
diameter, not less than No. 16 wire gauge, one and 
three fourth centsper pound; over No. 16 and not 
over No, 25 wire guage, $5 50 per one hundred 
pounds; over No. 2 wire guage, four dollars per 
one hundred pounds: Provided, That wire covered 
with cotton, silk, or other material,shall pay five 
cents per pound in addition to the fore going rates. 


Mr. DAWES. Mr. Chairman, | raise tke 
point of order that it belongs to the third sec- 
tion of the bill and is not germane to the 
pending section. 


Mr.COX. I was about to propose an amend- 
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ment in connection with the amendment 


. . 
aiready adop'ed, 


Mr. DA W ks 
that thi 


I make the point of order 


snotLgermane to the pending section. 


Mr. BURCHARD It is germane to the 
matter which has just been considered. 
the CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair overrules 


the pomt of order. 


The question re¢ urred on Mr. Bure HARD’'S 


amendment, 


The amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. COX. I propose to add the following 
to the amendment just ad ypte is 
Provided, All wire rope used in mining, or in the 


rigging of ships, shall be exempt from all duty. 


The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 45, noes 60; no quorum voting 

fhe CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
from New York ask for a further count? 

Mr. COX No, sir. 

Mr. BEATTY. 1 do; there is no quorum 
voting, 

The CHAIRMAN appointed Mr. Cox and 
Mr. STARKWEATHER a 

The committee again divided ; and the tellers 
reported , 


teller 
nVECS 1, noes 75. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. DAWES. Ihope I may be permitted 


to offer an additional section. 
lhe Clerk read as follows: 
That the provisions of section six of the act ap- 


proved March 5, 1865, entitled 


“An act amendatory 
of certain acts imposing duties on foreign importa- 
tions,”’ shall not be held to apply tothe articles men- 
tioned in the act approved March 1867, entitled 
“Anact to provide revenue trom imported wool, 
and for other purposes,”’ 


Mr. DAWES. Mr. 
construction of the 
Mr. BEATTY. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not care if you do. 
Has debate been closed on this subject ? 

fhe CHAIRMAN. Debate 
closed on this section. 

Mr. DAWES. This has been agreed to by 


allthe members. 


Chairman, by a recent 
lreasury Department - 
| object to debate. 


has not been 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BEATTY. 


#¢ ond Se'¢ 


Have we passed from the 
‘tion of this bill? J claim we have 
not. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


from the second section of this bill, as thereare 


We have not passed 


two substitutes pending. 

Mr. BEATTY. I move the following amend 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That on all wools of the first class, de- 
fined by law and known as cloething wools, there 


shall be levied, collected, and paid ninety-tour and 
a half pereent. of the duty now imposed by law. 


Mr. BECK. 
one half, so as to ’ 

Mr. DAWES. That leaves it as it is in the 
bill. 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. 

The committee divided ; 
ayes 120, noes 5, 


I move to strike out four and 
make it ninety. 


and there were— 


Mr. BEATTY demanded tellers. 


Tellers were not ordered. 

Mr. BEATTY. 
do now rise 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 15, noes 115. 
“Mr. DAWES. 
not rise until we 
Let the committee make it as it chooses, but 
let us go through with it, and see whether one 
man can obstruct the business of the country. 

Mr. BEATTY. 1 object to debate. rf 

‘| he CHAIRM AN. Lhe question now re- 
curs on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Bearry,] as amended, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


I hope the committee will 
beyond this section. 


pass 


Mr. BEATTY. | move the following amend- 
ment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That on all wools of the third class, 


defined by law and known ae = wools, there 
shall be levied, collected, and paid a duty twenty- 


‘ 


five per cent. higher than that now imposed by law. || 





1 move thatthe committee | 


The committee divided; and there were— 


ayes 2, noes 23. 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. BEATTY. 


ment. 


I move the following amend- 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Provided, That on all wools of the first class, 
defined by law and known as clothing wools, there 


shall be levied, ed,and paid ninety-eight and 
one ball per cent. of the duty now imposed by law. 


collect 





The committee divided; and there were 
ayes 2, noes 152. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BEATTY. 
do now rise, 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the committee will 
not rise under such an operation as this. 

The committee divided; and there were 
ayes 15, noes 136. 

So the motion that the committee rise was 
disagreed to. 

Mr. BEATTY. | 


amendment: 


I move that the committee 





offer the following 


After line fourteen, section two, insert the fol- 


lowing: 

Provided, That on all wools of the first class, de- 
fined by law and known asclothing wools, thereshall 
| - levied, collected, and paid ninety-four and one 
fourth per cent. of the duty now imposed by law. 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 1, noes 126. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment, to come in after the 
amendment adopted on the motion of my col- 
league, | Mr. KeLLOGG : | 

Provided, That all wire and wire rope used in the 
rigging of vessels,in mining, and in feucing shall be 
free of duty. 

Mr. DICKEY. That has already been voted 
upon, 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. Notin this form. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 
53, noes 84. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER demanded tellers. 

‘Tellers were not ordered, and the amend- 
ment was disagreed to. 

Mr.. BEATTY. 
do now rise. 

The committee divided ; 
ayes 14, noes 140. 

So the motion that the committee rise was 
disagreed Lo, 

Mr. BUCKLEY. I offer the 
amendment, to come in after the last one that 
was adopted : 


1 move that the committee 


On ail band, hoop, and scroll iron, thinner than 
No, 20, wire gauge, one cent and one quarter cent 
per pound, 

Mr. DAWES. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. BuckLey] that 


he should keep that amendment until the third || 
It will be more germane | 


section is reached. 
to that section. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. I thought it would be an 
advantage to get it in here. 
gestion of the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means | withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. BEATTY. 
of the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
right to object. 

Mr. BEATTY. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

Provided, That on all wools of the first class, de- 


fined by law and known as clothing wools, there 
shall be levied, collected, and paid ninety-six per 


cent, of the duty now imposed by law. 
move to amend the amend- 


Mr. COX. I 
x’? and in- 


meut by striking out ** niuety-six 


serting in lieu thereof ** seventy-five.’’ I offer 
that amendment in good faith. I want 


cheaper wool. 

lhe question being put on Mr. Cox’s amend- 
ment tothe amendment, the committee divided; 
and there were—ayes 83, noes 102. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
disagreed to. 


The CHAIRMAN, 


and there were— 


following | 


But at the sug- | 


l object to the withdrawal | 


The gentleman has no 
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the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Ohio, { Mr. Bearry. | 

Mr. HOA. | rise to a question of order. 
On the seventy-third line, page 9, I find that 
the article ** spunk ’’ is expressly provided for. 
] submit that all the amendments of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Bearry] would come 
in as germane to that portion of tbe bill. 
[ Laughter. ] 

The question being put on Mr. Bearry’s 
amendment. the committee divided ; and there 
were—ayes 2. noes 128. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. I move that the commit- 
tee proceed to the consideration of the next 
section of the bill. 

Mr. DAWES. 
stitute. ; 

Mr. BEATTY. 
do row rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is first on 
the motion of the gentleman from Obio, [ Mr. 
Bearry, | that the committee rise. 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 9, noes 130. 

So the motion that the committee rise 
disagreed 10. 

Mr. BEATTY. I demand tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s re- 
quest comes too late, the Chair having an- 
nounced as the result of the vote that the 
committee refuses to rise. 

Mr. CONGER. I now insist on my motion 
that the committee pass to the consideration 
of the next section. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


I call for a vote on the sub- 


I move that the committee 


was 


That motion is not in 


| order, 


sachusetts 


Mr. CONGER. Does the Chair rule that 
we cannot pass over this section and proceed 
to the consideration of the next? 

The CHAIRMAN, 
that cannot be done except by unanimous 
consent. The question now is upon the sub- 
stitute offered by the gentleman from Mas- 
{Mr. Dawes] for the substitute 
offered by the gentleman from Kertucky, 
[| Mr. Beck. } 

he Clerk read Mr. Dawes’s substitute, as 
follows: 


Sec. —. That on and after the Ist day of July 
next, in lieu of the duties imposed by law on the 
articles in this section enumerated, there shall be 
levied, collected, and paid on the goods, wares, and 
merchandise in this section enumerated aud pro- 
vided for, imported from foreign countries, pinety 
per cent. of the several duties and rates of duty now 
imposed by law upon said articles severally, it being 
the intent of this section to reduce existing duties 
on said articles ten per cent. of such duties; that is 
to Say: 

On all manufactures of cotton of which cotton is 
the component part of chief value. 

On all wools, hair of the alpaca goat, and other 


| like animals, and in all manufactures wholly or in 


part of wool or hair of the alpaca and other like ani- 
mls. 

On all iron, and all manufactures of iron of which 
such metal is the component part of chief value, ex- 


| cepting cotton machinery. 


On all metals not herein otherwise provided for, 
and all manufactures of metals of which either of 
them is the component part of chief value. 

On all manufactures of India-rubber, gutta percha, 
or straw, and on cil-cloths of all descriptions : Pro- 
vided, That the rate of duty upon umbrellas, para 
sols, and sunshades shall in no case be less than is 
imposed upon goods of the same material and qual- 
ity as the coverings thereof. 

On all sized paper. 

On lumber and manufactures of lumber. 

Src. —. That the provisions of section six of the 


| act approved March 3, 1865, entitled ** An act amend- 


The question recurs on || 


atory of certain acts imposing duties upon foreign 
importations,’’ were not. intended and shall not be 
held to apply to the articl mentioned in the act 
approved March 2, 1867, entitled ** An act to provide 
revenue from imported wool, and for other pur- 
poses,” 

Mr. DAWES. I will modify that substitute, 
in obedience to the vote of the House, by 
sinking out the words ‘ excepting cotton 
machinery.’’ 

Mr. BURCHARD. 
objected to? 

The CHAIRMAN, 
been taken on it. 


Mr. BURCHARD. 


Is that in order if 
oa . 
It is, as no action has 


I hope, then, he will 


The Chair rules that 


wR Wits 
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modify it so as to make it conform with the 
other amendments which have been adopted 
by the committee. 

"The question was put upon Mr. Dawes’‘s sub- 
stitute, and there were ayes 110, noes 50. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I eall for tellers. 
I desire to ask a question. If this substitute 
is adopted will not the amendments heretofore 
adopted fall, excepting those which the gen 
tleman has ingrafted in his substitute ? 

The CHAIRM AN. That will depend unon 
whether the substitute of the gentleman from 
Kentucky, as amended, shall be adopted. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. ‘Then I| withdraw 
the eall for tellers. 

Mr. Dawes’s substitute was agreed to. 


The question recurred upon agreeing to Mr 
Becx’s substitute as amended, 

Mr. BURCHARD. Wiilthe Chairman state 
what the proposition before the House is? 

The CHAIRM AN. It is whether r the com- 
mittee will substitute for the original text of 
the bill the substitute of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. COX. 
now rise. 

The question was put; and there were— 
ayes 56, noes 110. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I desire to amend 
the substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
by addition. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. And the way I pro- 
ose to amend it is by addition. 

The CHAIRMAN. It isamendable in that 
way. 

Mr. KERR. I would inquire of the Chair 
in the hearing of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means whether his substi 
tute just adopted embraces all the action of 
the Committee of the Whole to this time? 

Mr. DAWES. I am not able to answer 
positively. The substitute was made when 
the bill was last up, and the steel proposition 
adopted to-day is not in it. 

Mr. KERR. Is that left out in your sub- 
stitute ? 

Mr. DAWES. 
Mr. KERR. 
Mr. DAWES. 


the following: 


) 


I move that the committee do 


It is only amendable 


I am willing to put it in. 
Then put it in. 
1 will add to my substitute 


On all steel and all manufactures of steel of which 
steel is the component partof chiefvalue: Provided, 
That the duty upon cotton machinery shal! not be 
less than the duty imposed on the material of which 
such machinery is constructed; and all wire rope 
and wire strand made of iron wire, either bright, 
ecoppered, galvanized, or couted with other metals, 
shall pay the same rate of duty thatis now levied 
on the iron wire of which said rope or strand is 
made; and all wire rope and wire strand made of 
steel wire, either bright, conppered, galvanized, or 
coated with other metals, shall pay the same rate 
of duty that is now levied onthe steel wire of which 
said rope orstrand is made. 

Mr. KERR. I desire to inquire, now, if it 
may not be understood by the Committ eof 
the Whole that this substitute does in effec 
embrace everything that has been done by the 
Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. = And nothing else. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not make that siate- 
ment, because the substitute was made when 
the bill was last before the Committee of the 
Whole. It can be read at the Clerk’s desk, 
and then the gentleman can determine for 
himself, 

Mr. KERR. I desire to suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. Dawes] and 
to the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. Beck] 
that each of those gentlemen withdraw his 
substiture entirely, and the action of the 
House will stand as it is. 


Mr. DAWES. 








I have no objection. 

Mr. CONGER. | object to that. 

Mr. BECK. Have I the right to withdraw 
my substitute now ? 

The CHAIRMAN, (Mr. Wueeter.) The 
Chair thinks the substitute can be withdrawn 
only by unanimous consent. 


Mr. LYNCH. I object. 
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Mr. DAWES. As there is objection to the 
withdrawal of the substitute, I will modify it, 


as suggested by several gentlemen, so “us to 


make it correspond with the action of the com- 
mittee to-day. 

fhe CHAIRMAN, (Mr. WueEe ten. The 
present occupant of the chair was not in the 
Hall when either the substitute of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [ Mr. Beck] or the substi 
tute of the gentleman trom Massachusetts { Mr. 
Dawrks] was submitted. He will therefore 
request the regular chairman of the Commit 
tee of the Whole [Mr. ScorreLp] to resume 
the chatr. 

Mr. SCOFTELD accordingly resumed the 
chair and said: ‘1 he pending question is upon 
the substitute offered by the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Beck,] as amended by the 
Committee of the Whole on motion of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [ Mr. Dawes. ] 
hat substitute, as amended, is still open tu 
amendment by way of addition, and the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] has 
moved to amend it by*the addition of what 
has been read by the Clerk. The question is 
upon the amendment to the amended substi 


The amendment to the amendment was 
] 4 
A 


ree¢ LO. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move further to 
amend by inserting after the word 
and before the word *¢ 


ag 
‘ sized,”’ 
paper,’’ the words 
and other printing ;”’ so that it will read, 
‘*on all sized and other printing-paper.’’ 

The que stion was taken upon the amend- 
ment moved by Mr. FarnsworrH; and _ it 
was not agreed to, upon a division—ayes 45, 
noes ds 


‘The question recurred upon agreeing to the 
substitute, as amended. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the com- 
mittee now rise. 

Mr. DAWES. 
section. 


Mr. RANDALL. Ido not see that we are 


[ make the motion in good 


Let us get through with this 


getting on at all. 
faith, 

Mr. DAWES. Iam aware of that. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I hope the com- 
mittee will rise so that we may ascertain what 
has been done. 

The CHAIRMAN, (Mr. Scortetp.) The 
Chair will state the condition of the business 
before the committee. The second section of 
this bili is under consideration, and many 
amendments have been made to it. ‘The gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] moved to 
strike out all of the second section as amended 
and to substitute therefor certain paragraphs 
which have been re ported. The gentieman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] moved to 
amend the amendment of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts by substituting certain 
other paragraphs in lieu of those proposed by 
the gentleman from Kentucky. The motion 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts has been 
agreed to by the Committee of the Whole, so 
that the substitute of the gentleman from 
Kentucky has been amended as proposed 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts. The 
amended substitute has been still further 


amended on motion of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. If the motion that the com 
mittee rise be withdrawn, the question wi 


| 

be upon the amended substitute in place of 
the second section, as amended, of the or iginal 
bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will withdraw my mo- 
tion until that question can be taken. 

Mr. KERR. I wish to make an inquiry of 
Chair in the hearing of the 
Massachusetts, [ Mr. Dawes, } 


stitute as it now stands embrace a 


gentleman from 


Does the sub- 
l the action 


of the Committee of the Whole to lay ipon 
the second s ion of the bill? 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. I object to debate. 
Mr. BURCHARD. I will answer tiie que 
tion of the gentleman from Indiana | Mr 


re 


ii Kerr] by saying that the amended substitute 





amendment f 
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does not embrace all the action of the Com- 


mittee of the Whole to day. 
Mr. BECK. 


, 


Is the substitute still open to 


Phe CHAIRMAN. [tis not open toamend 
ment by way of striking out any portion of 
it; but it is open to amendment by way of 
adding any thing that is germane the reto. 

Mr. BECK. 
so as to make it conform exactly to the action 
of the Committee of the Whole to day on the 


I desire to move to amend it 


second section of the bill, and as no one ean 
tell what that action has been unul he can see 
the record in the Globe of our proceedings, 
I will move that the committee now rise, in 
order that before anything further is done we 
may ascertain what has been the action of the 
committee to-day. 

Mr. SARGENT. Let me inquire of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Beck) if bi 
object will not be accomplished by our voting 
down the substitute as amended and leaving 
this second section to stand as amended to-day 
by the Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. BECK. ‘That is what | want. 

Mr. SARGENT. Then let us vote down 
the substitute. 

Mr. BECK. That will suit me, and I there 
fore withdraw the motion that the committee 
rise, in order that that may be done. 

Mr. RANDALL and Mr. FARNSWORTH 
renewed the motion that the committee rise. 

‘The question was taken ; and upon a division 
there were—ayes 72, noes 82. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. BROOKS ealled for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. RANDALL and 
Mr. Dawes were appointed. 

‘The committee again divided ; and the tellers 
reported that there were ayes 70, noes 76 

So the motion that the committee rise was 
not agreed to. 

The question recurred upon the substitute 
as amended, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to further 
amend the substitute by inserting after the 
words, ‘‘on all sized paper,’’ the following 
proviso : 

Provided, That no greater duty than twenty per 
cent. ad valorem shall be levied or collected upon 
any printing paper. 

Mr. DAWES. I raise the point of order 
that the text of thesubstitute has been adopted 
by a vote of the Committee of the Whole, and 
connot be changed, and therefore the proposed 
amendment is out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Lhe Chair overrules 
the point of order. The amendment proposed 
is to add to the text of the substitute. 

The amendment moved by Mr. Farnsworrn 
was not agree d to; upon # division 
noes 78. 


uyes 45, 


lhe question recurred on the substitute for 
the second section as amended: 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I offer the following 
amendment to the substitute, so us to make 1 
conform to the action of the Commitiee of th 
Whol 

Provided further, That no duty shall be levie 
collected upon lumber and timber tmported t 
used in building ships or for fence 

Mr. PETERS. I raise the point of order 
that this amendment is in conflict with the 
text of the substitute already adopted, 

the CHAIRMAN. The Chatrman cannot 
rule that the amendment is out of order it 
is admissible as a qualification of the provis 
ions of the text. 

Mr. KERK. 
do now rise. 

Mr. DAWES. 
rise. 

Mr. RANDALL. 


us to rise before ? 


I move that the committee 
I hope the committee will 
Why did you not want 


The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. SCO- 
FIELD reported that, pursuant to the order of 
the House, the Committee of the Whole on 
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the state of the Union had had under consid- 


eration the state of the Union generally, and 
particularly the bill (H. R. No. 2322) to re 


duce duties on imports, and to reduce internal 
taxes, and for other purposes, and had come 


to no resolution thereon. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was 
granted to Mr. Hazenron of Wisconsin, Mr. 
LANSING, and Mr. Sessions for one day; to 
Mr. McCie..anp fortwo days; to Mr. MekKun- 
NLY indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family ; and to Mr. 
account of busine 
the State of New York. 


Porrer for two weeks, on 


JOHN A. 
On motion of Mr. 


consent, the 


PARKER. 
HOLMAN 
Committee of 
charged from the further ¢ a? ration of the 
petition and papers of John A. Parker ; and 
the same were referred to the Committee on 
loreign Affairs, 


by unanimous 
Claims was dis- 


LAND BILLS. 
Mr. KETCHAM asked unanimous consent 
that bills of the following titles be taken from 
the Speaker's table, read a first and second 


time, and referred to the Committee on the 


ss in the court of appeals of 


THE CON 


Publie Lands, not to be brought back on a | 


motion to reconsider 

A bill (S. No. 617 
Southern railroad ; 

A bill (S. No. 754) granting the right of 
way through the public lands forthe construc- 
tion of a railroad and telegraph in Florida; 

A bill (S. No. SOL) granting the right of 
way to the Mobile and Alabama Grand Trunk 
Railroad omens through and land 
owned by the United States ; 

A bill (S. No. 877) to create an additional 
land district inthe State of Kansas; 

A bill (S. No. 984 


vay through the 


)in relation to the Dakota 


over 


granting the right of 
public lands to the Denver 
ind Rio Grande Railway Company ; 
bill (S. No. 918) 

of the road author 
dune 1856, 
of Michigan, to the Wisconsin State line, and 
for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. No. 998) 
of new land districts. 

Mr. STORM. I object. 

VRESIDENTIAL ELECTION IN LOUISIANA, 

Mr. SHELDON. Task unanimous consent 
that the bill (S. No. 58) to prescribe the time 
tor holding the election for electors of Pres- 
ident a Vice President in the State of 
F Outs 


to change the direction 
med by the act approved 


and re fi rred to the ( 
ciary. 

Mr. RANDALL and others objected. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move that the House 
tuke a recess till half past seven o'clock p. m., 
this evening having been assigned to business 
from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. RANDALL. I eall for the 
order, 

Mr. BINGHAM. That isthe regular order. 

Che motion of Mr. Bixeu AM was agreed to ; 
and accordingly (at five o’clock p. m.) the 
House took a recess till half past seven o’ clock 
p.m. 


Judi- 


Committee on the 


regular 


EVENING SESSION. 

Agreeably to order, the House reassembled 

at half past seven o'clock p. m. 
CORRECTION, 

Mr. WALDRON. Mr. 
correct the record of the proceedings of Tues- 
day last, as publishe sd in the Globe of the day 
following. I notice that my 
among the nays on a proposition to reduce 
certain tariff duties. | gave no such vote. I 
was not in the city during that day, having 


been called home to attend the funeral of a 
relative, 


from Ontonagon, in the State | 


relating to the creation | 


ina, be taken from the Speaker’s table | 


name appears || 


l}and Mark Antoine Touquet; 


| copies 


| introduced a bill 
| the time for the completion of the Atchison, 


ABRAIIAM P. EYRE 


On motion of Mr. DONNAN, by unanimous 
consent, the Committee on Military 
was discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill (H. R. No. 1233) for the relief of 
Abraham P. Eyre, of Philadelphia; and the 
same was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

N. AND M. A. FOUQUET. 

On motion of Mr. DONNAN, by unanimous 
consent, the Committee on Military Affairs 
was discharged from the further eonsidera- 
tion of the petition of the heirs of Nicholas 
and the same 
was referred to the Committee of Claims. 

CLAIM OF C. W. DENNISON. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a communication from 
the Se : “4 tary of War in relation to the claim 
of C, Dennison for compensation for ser- 
vices re an d the United States in England ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 


|| tary Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 


DRAKE'S PATENT FUSE. 

TheSPEAKER also, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, in relation toa bill (H. R. No. 
880) authorizing the Secretary of War to pur- 
chase Drake’s patent fuse ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

NINTH CENSUS, 
The SPEAKER also, 


sent, 


twelve thousand 
of the report of the ninth 
which was 
Printing. 
ATCIIISON, 


publication of 
census; 
referred to the Committee on 


TOPEKA AND SANTA FE 


Mr. TWICHELL, by unanimous consent, 
(H. R. No. 2772) to extend 


Topeka, and Santa Fé railroad, and to secure 
lands to actual settlers; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REILEF FROM CHARGE OF DESERTION. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House a letter from the Sec- 


'retary of War, in relation to a bill (H. R. 


No. 816) authorizing certain soldiers and 
sailors to be relieved from the charge of de- 
sertion; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
SURVEYOR GENERAL OF NEW MEXICO. 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 


| sent, laid before the House a letter from the 


Secretary of the Interior, in compliance with 

the act of July 22, 1864, 

of the surveyor general of New Mexicoon the 

private land claims in said Territory ; which 

was referred to the Committee on Private 

Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
EXTRA MEDICAL OFFICERS. 

The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War in relation to a bill (H. 
No. 2709) for the relief of the State of Ken- 
tucky and other States for extra medical officers 
furnished during the late war; which was re- 
ferred tothe Committee of Claims, and ordered 


|| to be printed. 


Speaker, I rise to | 


| 


CONTESTED ELECTION——BOWEN VS. DE LARGE, 
The SPEAKER also, by unanimous con- 
sent, laid before the House additional evidence 
in the contested election of Bowen vs. De 
Large; which was referred to the Committee 
of Elections. 
COMMERCE WITH VICTORIA, ETC. 


Mr. SAWYER, by unanimous consent, sub- 
mitted the following resolution; which was 
read, considered, and agreed tu: 

Resolved, That the President is hereby requested, 


by unanimous con- | 
laid before the House a letter from the | 
| Secretary of the Interior, recommending the 
additional | 


transmitting a report | 
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if not incompatible with the public interest, to 
transmit to this body copies of correspondence with 
the British colonial OF pene ne nts of Victoria, Aus- 
tralia, and New Ze aland, relating to the encourage- 
ment of commerce between those colonies and the 
United States, and also copies of correspondence 


| relating to the establishment of a naval station in 


the Pacific ocean. 
IMMIGRATION. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimons consent, 
laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States : 

In my message to Congress at the beginning of 
the present session, allusion was made to the hard- 
ships and privations inflicted upon poor immigrants 
on shipboard and upon arrival on our shores, and 
a suggestion was made favoring national legislation 
for the purpose of effecting a radical cure of the evil. 

Promise was made that a special message on this 
subject would be presented during the present ses- 
sion should information be received whieh would 

warrant it. I now transmit to the two liouses of 
Congress all that has been officially received since 
that time bearing upon the subject, and recommend 
that such legislation be had as will secure, first, such 
room and accommodations on shipboard as is 
necessary for health and comfort, and such privacy 
and protection as not to compel immigrants to be 
the unwilling witness to so much vice and misery ; 
and second, legislation to protect them upon their 
arrival at our sea-ports from the knaves who are 


| ever ready to despoil them of the little all which 


| they are able to bring with them. 


| change his residence at will, 
| of a protecting Government, where all are equal 


| much before leav ing his native land. 


Such legislation 
willbe in the interests of humanity, and seems to be 
fully justifiable. The immigrant is not a citizen of 
any State or Territory upon his arrival, but comes 
hereto beconie a citizen of a great Republic, free to 
to enjoy the blessings 


before the law, and to add to the national wealth by 
his industry. 

On his arrival he does not know States or corpor- 
ations, but confides implicitly in the protecting arm 
of the great, free country of which he has heard so 
It is a source 
of serious disappointment and discouragement to 
those who start with means sufficient to support 
them comfortably until they can choose a residence 
and begin employment for 1a comtortable support to 
find themselves subject to ill treatment and every 
discomfort on their passage here, and at the end of 
their journey seized upon by professed friends claim- 


| ing legal right to take charge of them for their pro- 


tection, who do not leave them until all their 
resources are exhausted, when they are abandoned 
in a strange land, surrounded by strangers, without 
employment, and ignorant of the means of securing 


| it. Under the present system this is the fate of 


thousands annually, the exposures on shipboard 
and the treatment on landing driving thousands to 
lives of vice and shame, who, with proper humane 
treatment, might become useful and respectable 
members of society. 

I do not advise national legislation in affairs that 
should be regulated by the States; but I see no sub- 
ject more national in its character than provision 
for the safety and welfare of the thousands who leave 
foreign lands to become citizens of this Republic. 
When their residence is chosen they may then look 
to the laws of their locality for protection and guid- 
ance. 

The mass of immigrants arriving upon our shores, 
coming as they do on vessels under foreign flags, 
makes treaties with the nations furnishing these 
immigrants necessary for their complete protection, 
For more than two years efforts have hous made on 


| our part to secure such treaties, and there is now 





oo 


| States. I have 


reasouable ground for success. cae : 
U.S. GRANT. 
Executive Mansion. May 14, 1872. 


Mr. BROOKS. 


I wish to say one word. 
I understand the 


document of which the 


Clerk has just finished the reading to be a 


President of the United 
only to say in regard to the 
statements of that message, that so far as the 
treatment of emigrants by the city where I 
reside is concerned the President must have 
been sadly misinformed. I regret, deeply re- 
gret, that a document should go forth from 
our Chief Magistrate throughout the whole 
world calculated to discourage rather than 
promote emigration. The exhibition of such 
a lugubrious picture as is displayed in the 
message is certainly calculated to discourage 
emigration. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It must be apparent 
that if the Executive had such information in 
his possession it was his duty to call the 
attention of Congress to it. 

Mr. BROOKS. I have myself as good 


message from the 


means of information as to the treatment of 
emigrants and their reception in this country 
as the President can have, and better, too, 


saree seer 


er 





because I live on the spot where so large a | 


sroportion of them land. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Perhapsthe Chief Magis- 
trate had not the benefit of the gentleman’s 
instruction and information. But having re- 


ceived such information as he got, it was || 


undoubtedly his duty to bring it to the atten- 
tion of Congress. That is all that he has 
done, and the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
Brooks] should thank him for doing it. In- 
stead of discouraging immigration to the coun- 
try, it will only notify all the world that those 
bound for the American shores will be taken 
notice of by the Chief Magistrate of the nation, 
and that complaints made of their ill treatment 
or anything else will be attended to. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
leave to say that the State of Massachusetts, 
by its legislation, has abolished all head-money 
or capitation tax for the landing of emigrants 
on our shores, and that they will be there 
hospitably treated, as they always have been, 
and taken care of whether in sickness or in 
health. And I am very glad that the Presi- 
dent of the United States has directed atten 
tion, both abroad and in this country, to the 
fact that hereafter the emigrant to the United 
States will become the ward of the nation, and 
will be taken care of by the nation, instead of 
being left to be the victim of any wrong-doing 
on the part of individual States. 

The messuge, with accompanying documents, 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BIRD, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported that the committee had exam- 
ined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

An act (H. R. No. 2048) for the relief of 
Robert A. Mayo, of Richmond, Virginia; 

An act (H. RK. No. 207) for the relief of 
Robert L. D. Barchfield; and 

An act (S. No. 845) to,authorize the con- 
struction of certain bridges across the Missis- 
sippi river, and to establish the same as post 
roads. 

COMMITTEE ON THE PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. KETCHAM. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to have several Senate bills now on the 
Speaker's table referred to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. The House yesterday 
assigned Thursday and Friday evenings of this 
week for the consideration of reports from 
that committee, and I desire to have these 
bills referred that they may be considered at 
a meeting of the committee to-morrow morn- 
ing. 

The SPEAKER. The titles of the bills 
which the gentleman from New York desires 
to have referred to his committee will be 
read. 

The titles of the bills were read, as follows: 

A bill (S. No. 877) to create an additional 
land district in the State of Kansas; and 

A bill (S. No. 617) in relation to the Dakota 
Southern Railroad Company. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before consenting that 
that bill shall be referred, I ask to have it 
read. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isee no objection to that. 

A bill (S. No. 984) granting a right of way 
through the public lands to the Denver and 
Rio Grande Railway Company. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let that bill be reported. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is no objection to 
that, so far as I am concerned. 

A bill (S. No. 918) to change the direction 
of the road authorized by the act approved 


Jane 3, 1856, from Ontonagon, in the State of 


Michigan, to the Wisconsin State line, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. HOLMAN, 
that bill. 

The bill was read. 


I ask the reporting of 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
of that bill. 

A bill (S. No. 754) granting the right of way 
through the public lands for the construction 
of a railroad and telegraph in Florida. 


A bill (S. 


I object to the reference 


No. 801) granting the right of 


| way to the Mobile and Alabama Grand Trunk 


Railroad Company through and over lands 


| owned by the United States. 


Mr. COX. 
bill. 

Ihe bill was read. 

Mr. COX. I object to that bill. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Then the bill will retain 
its place upon the Speaker’s table. 

The next of the bills upon the Speaker’s 
table was a bill (S. No. 998) relating to the 
creation of new land districts. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. I would ask if the bill 
in relation to the Denver and Rio Grande 
railroad was objected to? 

The SPEAKER. The 
Indiana [Mr. Houman] had i 
objection was made. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
to ail our ime being taken up. 

Mr. POLAND. t desire also to object to 
the Denver and Rio Grande railroad bill. 

The SPEAKER. Then the Chair will re- 
gard the objection as having been made at the 
time, andthe bill willremain upon the Speaker’s 
table. 


1 ask for the reporting of that 


gentleman from 
t read, and no 


I obje ct 


The several bills to which no objection was 
made were referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 


I insist upon the regular 


i ness being called for, this evening is devoted 


to the hearing of reports from the Judiciary 
Committee. 
ELECTIONS IN LOUISIANA, 


Mr. BINGHAM. I am instructed by the 


| Committee on the Judiciary to report back, 
| with the recommendation that it do pass, the 


bill (H. R. No. 351) to prescribe the time for 
holding the election for choosing electors for 
President and Vice President in the State of 
Louisiana for the year 1872. 

The bill was read. It provides that the 
electors for President and Vice President shall 
be chosen by the State of Louisiana on the first 
Monday of November, in the year 1872; pro- 
vided that said State may by law provide for 
the filling of any vacancy or vacancies which 
may occur in its college of electors when such 
college meets to vive its electoral vote. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have but a word to say 
in relation to this bill. I explained it to the 
House when it was before it some time since. 
The annual election in the State of Louisiana 
takes place on the first Monday of November, 
being the day before the day appointed under 
the general law for the choice of electors in 
the several States. Now, the constitution of 
the State of Louisiana does not change the time 
for the general election. The Senate deemed 
it important to pass @ bill similar to ours, but 
without the proviso. The Committee on the 
Judiciary annexed the proviso because by some 
unforeseen influence it may happen that no elec 
ion will be held on that day, and in that event 
it is impossible that the people of Louisiana 


| should be allowed under the law to choose 


electors. Gentlemen will observe that the 


| proviso is, if not precisely, literally in the words 


| 


of the law of 1845. 
Mr. COX rose. 
Mr. BINGHAM. If the gentleman wishes 

to object to the reporting of the bill, I will 

yield to him, but retain the floor. 
Mr. COX. 
about it. 
Mr. BINGHAM, 
Mr. COX. I do not think this is a very 
heavy bill. I will not talk about it. 
Mr. ELDREDGE. 


Lhe gentleman seems very sharp 


Not at all. 
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argument on both sides, and I am balanced 
by it. 

Che bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PRACTICE IN FEDERAL COURTS 

Mr. BINGHAM also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported back with an amendment, 
and recommendation that it do pass, the bill 
(S. No. 468) to regulate criminal practice in 


| the Federal courts. 


The bill was read. It provides that in every 
case where a demurrer is interposed to an 
indictment, or to any count or counts thereof, 
or toany information in any court of the Uni- 
ted States, within the limits of any State, Ter- 
ritory, or District, and such demurrer shall 
be overruled by the court, no peremptory or 
final judgment in the ceuse shall be rendered 
thereupon, but only a judgment of respondeat 
ouster; but this act shall not have the effeet 
to entitle the defendant to a continuanee of 
the case beyond the term at which such shall 
be overruled. 

The committee recommended an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after the worda ‘ re- 
spondeat ouster.”’ 

Mr. NIBLACK. I move to strike out the 
words ‘‘ respondeat ouster,’’ and put it into 
English. ‘This is an age of progress, and we 
ought to adhere to our own langnuge. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. It seems to me to be 
common English, since the gentleman from 
Indiana comprehends it. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. NIBLACK. Since we have taken a 
new departure, we ought to adhere to our own 
language. [Laughter.] I move to strike out 
‘*respondeat ouster,’’ and to insert in lieu 
thereof ** answer over.”’ 

The question was put; and there were 
twenty-seven, noes not counted. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


ayes 


The bill, as amended, was ordered toathird 
reading, and was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was was passed ; and 


| also moved that the motion to reconsider be 


That is a very heavy |! 


laid on the table. 
‘The latter motion was agreed to 


PRESIDENTIAL ELECTORS, 
Mr. BINGHAM also, from the same com 


mittee, reported back, with a recommendation 
that the same do pass, Senate bill No. 816, to 
amend an act entitled ‘* An act to establish a 
uniform time for holding elections for electors 
of President and Vice President in all the 
States of the Union,”’ 
1845, 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
read a third time. 


approved Janua ¥ Zu, 


The bill, which was read, provides that if 
by the now existing laws of any State the 
elections commencing on the Tuesday next 
after the first Monday in November, 1872, for 
the purpose of choosing electors of President 
and Vice President in such States shall be re- 
quired to be continued for more than one day, 
then such elections shall be continued the 
number of days required by the laws of such 
States. 

Mr. COX. Iwould like to hear some ex 
planation of this bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. In several States of this 
Union, by existing laws, the elections com 
mence on the same day for State purposes 
that appointed by existing law for choosing 
the electors of President and Vice President 
in the presidential year, and by the State laws 
the election continues from day to day for 
several days. ‘This bill proposes to enable 
the people in the States in which such pro 


; 
* 
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visions exist by local laws for the continuance 
of the State elections, which State elections 
begin on the same day appointed by existing 
law for the choosing of electors, to vote from 
day to day during the time prescribed by State 
law for the choice of electors. And it will 
oceur to the House that under certain circum: 
stances this would be needful to enable the 
people to have a fair and full election, other- 
wise they will be burried and interfered with 
by the local business at the same poll, by the 
election of State ofticers it may be. The 
object of this bill is manifestly to secure to 
the people # fair and full election. Thatis all 
the tis is of it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to ask the gen- 
tletnan two questions: first, whether there is 
anything in any of the laws of those States to 
prevent a fair vote being cast in a single day ? 
Secondly, whether the tendency of this con- 
tinuing of elections from day to day has not 
been found to be a fruitful source of fraud? 

Mr. BINGHAM. | understand that in sev- 
eral of the States by existing law there is pro- 
vision preventing the closing of the general 
State election on one day, 
for several days. 


but it is to coutinue 
I only speak from general 


recollection, bat my impression is that such is | 


the case in the State of New York. At all 
events, such is precisely the condition of things 
in the State of Texas. Now, will the House 
say that the choice of presidential electors shall 
be closed on one dav, commencing on the same 
day on which the State election commences, 
which State election is to continue for several 
days? It must oceur to the House without 
my suggestion that to do so would compel all 
the voters in the State in which such provision 


of kaw exists to appear on the first day of the | 
Tuesday next after the | 


lection, to wil, the 


first Monday in November. It must be appar- 
ent to the House that this biil is simply in the 
interest of a fair election by the people of elect- 
ors inthe States where such a provision exists. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 
my colleague on the committee, (Mr. Bine- 


HAM, | and also for the benefit of the gentleman 
from Indiana, [ Mr. I 


e 


the voters all to get together on one day. 

Mr. BINGHAM. ‘That is what | suggested 
al the outset. 

Mr. ELDREDGE, It is an absolute ab- 
surdity to require it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why? 

Mr. BINGHAN. They 
the polls. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
number of precincts? 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 


same number of 


are remote from 


They might have the 
precincts and as frequent, 


and have the districts as small as they do in | 


wiber States, but that is not the fact, and 
therefore the necessity for this law. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield to the gentleman 
from Kentucky | Mr. Beck] for afew minutes. 

Mr. BECK. 1 desire to say this in behalf 
of the passage of this bill: | know from invest- 
igations into the subject that in the State of 
‘Lexas under the Jaw as it now exists there can 
be but one polling placeinacounty. The Legis 
lature cannot meet until after the next presi- 
dential election, and under those circumstances 
it would be impossible for all the voters in one 
county to cast their ballots in one day. In 
the county of Washington, one of the counties 
to which our attention was called in the con- 
test decided yesterday from the State of Texas, 
there were over six thousand voters. To com- 
pel six thousand voters to vote at one ballot- 
box in one day is, as this House must kuow, 
an impc sibility, To require it would neces- 
sarily result in one party driving the other 


Allow me to suggest to | 


JouMAN,]} a stiil further | 
reason; that is, that it is an impossibility for | 


Cannot they have agreater | 


many portions of the United States where 
there have been allowed so great embarrass- 
ments in the exercise of the elective franchise. 

Mr. BINGHAM. By the revised constitu- 
tion of Iowa, according to my recollection, 
the State election in the presidential year is 
held on the day fixed by national law for the 
presidential election. 

I yield to the gentleman from New York, 


, (Mr. Cox. } 


Mr. COX. I desire to say that never until 
there was a change in our suffragans, 
until the colored people became voters, did 
we ever have an election held in this country 
continue for more than one day. 

Several Members. Oh, yes. 

Mr. COX. At any rate, such must have 
been the case but very rarely. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. ‘Three days were form 
erly allowed for elections in the State of New 
York, the State of which the gentleman is a 
Representative. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
1830. 

Mr. COX. Weare more enlightened now. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. ‘The people of New 
York were quite as intelligent then as now. 


A representation ewbracing such men as Silas || 


Wright and Preston King might, I think, be 
considered equal to the preseut representation 
from the State of New York. 

Mr. COX. Well, sir, the gentleman from 
Wisconsin, [Mr. ELprepGe,] who lett New 
York for the benefit of the State, need not be 
so sharp upon me. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. The gentleman went 
there, I presume, to lend the effulgence of his 
intellect to that people. 

Mr. COX, If the gentleman from Wiscon- 


never || 


And that was as late as | 
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sin could only get a little of that effulgence || 


he might make a better-mannered speech here 


| this evening. 


Mr. Speaker, I never knew in the western 


| country or in the eastern country any State 





| compelling them to be uniform. 
| for the largest liberty on the part of the local 
| governments in this 


where an election was required to be held 
during more than one day. 


our politics, it was never considered necessary 
that four, five, or six days should be allowed 
for the purpose of voting. Of course in 
Texas they have had three days for an elec- 
tion; and we had a beautiful ijlustration of 


Until this new | 


— a il a t > | 
element—Il will not Say what—entered into \| courts mn each judicial district : also the ateiie ties of 


that mode of voting in the contested-election |) “ : te 
time, asthey may be pubished, a sufficient num- 
| ber of the copies of the Statutes of the United 


case decided here yesterday. I do not propose 
to legalize any such proceeding by Tederal 
legislation. 

More than that, Mr. Speaker, I do not pro- 


pose by any vote which I may give here to || 


override by Federal legislation the State laws, 
which ought to regulate this matter of suffrage. 
This measure seems to be part of a system by 
which it is contemplated to bring to bear upon 
the States a sort of coercion in this matter, 
lL would go 


matter of suffrage. If 
gentlemen choose to pass this bill, very well; 


presidential election. 


Mr. BINGHAM. 


I yield three minutes to 


| the gentleman from Texas, [Mr. GippinGs. } 


Mr. GIDDINGS. Mr. Speaker, the passage 
of this bill, so far as the State of Texas is 
concerned, is an absolute necessity. By the 


law of the State, as now in foree, but one 


from the polls, and would involve great con- | 


fusion and conilict. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This statement, of course, 
shows the ubsolute necessity for the passage 
of this bill; but it has not been known, | pre- 
sume, to most gentlemen here that there were 


place of voting is allowed in 
The connties are large. Some voters have 
to travel in some of the frontier counties 
from thirty to seventy-five miles to get to the 
voting place. The Legislature of our State 
cannot convene until after the next election. 
There is no legislative body at present in ex- 
istence there. An election held :n one day in 
the State of Texas under the present State law 
would be simply a farce. It is a matter of 
impossibility to poll at one place the entire 
vote of a county, even if the people could be 
gathered at the place in one day. 


each county. 


they will see the result, perhaps, in the next | 


The old | 


For the last five years but one place of voting 
has been authorized in each county, and four 
days have been allowed in which to poll the 
votes. 

The passage of this bill is an absolute neces- 
sity in order to secure a full and fair election 
in Texas. No legislative change can be made 
in the State law between now and that time 
from the fact no Legislature can convene. 
The time allowed the Legislature has expired. 
There is no legislative body in Texas, and 
none can convene until one is elected in 
November next, and by the State law that 
election shall occur at the same time as the 
election for presideutial electors. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and 
it was eccordingly read the third time. 

Mr. COX. 1 demand a division on the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

the House divided; 
84, noes 7. 

The SPEAKER. No further count being 
demanded, the bill is passed. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and aiso 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


and there were—ayes 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 

Mr. BINGHAM, from the same committee, 
reported back a bill( MW. R. No. 1891) to amend 
an act entitled *‘An act to establish the De- 
partment of Justice, and for other purposes,’’ 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill, which was read, amends the twelfth 
section of the act to establish the Department 
ot Justice, and for other purposes, approved 
June 22, 1870, so as to read as follows: 

That it shall be the duty of the Attorney Gen- 
eral to make to Congress, at the commencement of 
each regularsession of Congress, a report of the busi- 
ness of said Department for the last preceding fiscal 
year, and of any other matters appertaining thereto 
that ‘he may deem proper, including a statement of 
the several appropriations now, or which may here- 
atter be, placed under its control, the amount ap- 
propriated, anda detailed statement of the amounts 
used for delraying the expenses of the United Scates 


crime under the laws of the United $ 
tar as practicable, 
States. 

The second section authorizes and requires 
the Secretary of the Interior to furnish to the 
head ofthe Department of Justice, from time to 


States, and, a 
under the laws of the several 


| States, and the Reports of the Supreme Court 


of the United States, t» be by him distributed to 
such officers of the courts of the United States 
as are now or may hereafter be by law entitled 
to receive them ; and all laws or parts of laws 
authorizing the distribution of such Statutes 
and Reports of the Supreme Court to the otli- 


cers of the courts of the United States by the 


head of any other executive department of the 
Government be, and the same are hereby, 
repealed. 

The third section provides that a register of 
such books shall be kept, under the authority 
of the head of the Department of Justice, 


| showing che quantity of each kind received by 


him in pursuance of this act; and it shail be 
his duty to cause to be entered i in such register, 
and at the proper time, when, where, and to 
whom the same, or any part of them, have 
been distributed and delivered, and to report 
the same to Congress in his annual report. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to add the follow- 
ing words to the first section, ‘* and the num- 
ber of causes, civil and criminal, pending dur- 
ing the proceeding in the several courts of the 
United States.’’ 

Mr. BINGHAM. I do not see any objec- 
tion to it. If it occurs to any member of the 
Committee on the Judiciary there is objection 
to it I should like him to suggest it. Ido not 
see there is any. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 


system of precinct voting has been broken up. |, engrossed ‘and read a third time; and being 
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engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARSHALL O. ROBERTS. 


Mr. BINGHAM, from the same committee, | 
also reported back a bill (H. R. No. 1396) for 
the relief of Marshall O. Roberts, with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to pay to Marshall O. 
Roberts, out of any moneys in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $7,075, 
the same being money paid by said Roberts 
into the Treasury of the United States for real 
estate purchased by him at Government sale, 
the title to said rea! estate having failed. 

Mr. HOAR. I raise the point of order that 
this bill contains an appropriation and must | 
have its first consideration in the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is aspecial appropria- 
tion of a specific fund paid into the Treasury 


of the United States by the petitioner, Mar- || ; 


shall O. Roberts, in purchase of property 
sold by the United States, the title to which 
has failed by judicial proceedings. The return 
from the Treasury Department is that the pre- 
cise amount of money provided in this bill 
has been paid by the petitioner into the Treas- | 
ury, and it strikes me, from a sense of justice 


and equity which | know has weight with my || 


friend from Massachusetts, it might be well 
enough to waive that point of order. I respect- 
fully refer it to my friend. 

Mr. HOAR. lam satisfied the distinguished 
chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary 
will persuade the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar when he gets 
before that committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the 
point of order, and the bill therefore goes to 
the Committee ofthe Whole House. 
WASHINGTON NATIONAL MONUMENT SOCIETY. 

Mr. BINGHAM, from the same committee, 
also reported back a bill (H. R. No. 1600 ) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘ An act to incorporate 
the Washington National Monument Society,”’ 
with amendments. 

The bill, which was read, in the first section 
provides that there shall be elected annually, 
on the second Tuesday of March in each year, 
from members of said corporation, a board 
of directors consisting of five in number, in 
addition to the secretary and the treasurer, 
who shall also be directors, whose duty it shall 
be totake a general supervision of all the in- 
terests of the society, the work to be done, 
materials furnished, &c., and all contracts for 
work and materials, and approve or reject the 
same, as to them may seem just and proper. 
The second section provides that any per- 
son who shall hereafter pay to said corpora- 
tion the sum of five dollars for the purposes 
named in the charter shall receive trom the 
secretary thereof a receipt for the same, and 
shall be eligible to hold any office in said 
corporation save that of president, and shall 
be entitled to vote on all questions, including | 
the election of officers, a 
enjoy all the rights and privileges granted to 
the original corporators of said corporation. | 

The following amendments were reported 


by the committee: 


Add as a new section the following: 

Sec. 3. And the said board of directors and officers 
shall report annually, on or before the lst day of 
January, to Congress the whole amount of money 


received for said purpose, and a full account of the 
expenditure the reof, 


After the word ‘“ members,’ in line four, section 


one, insert the following: “of the Washington 
National Monument Society.’ 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to know if this bill is | 
printed ? 


42p Cone. 2p Suss.— No. 214. 


The SPEAKER. It is. 


The amendments reported by the committee | 


were agreed to. 


Mr. HALE. As we cannot find this bill 
upon our files, I should like the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Brnenam] to make some 
explanation in regard to it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is simply a bill to 
incorporate the National Washington Monu- 
ment Association, and to require them to 


| report annually the amounts that may be con- 


tributed from time to time by the people, and 
the appropriation of the same. 
the amount of it. 

Mr. HALE. Will the gentleman inform 
the House what isthe present condition of the 
association which now has the Washington 
monument in charge, and also whether this bill 
makes any change in the law? 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
this change: that under the authority of law 
the people of the United States shall be noti 
fied of the amount of money which this cor- 
poration receives and the use they make of it 
in the completion of the monument. I have 


The bill contemp late s | 


That is about | 
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engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider 


the 
vote by which the bill was passed ; 


and also 


| moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
i} on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

CIVIL, ETY., APPRUPRKIATION ACT OF 1841. 

Mr. BINGHAM also, from the same commit- 
tee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2773) to amend 
section five of an act entitled ** An act making 
appropriations for the eivil and diplomatic 
expenses of the Government for the year 1841,”’ 
approved March 3, 1841, and to authorize the 
proper construction thereof; 
a first and second time. 

lhe bill was read. It provides that the pro- 
visions of the fifth section of the act entitled 
‘*An act making appropriations for the civil 


which was read 


| and diplomatic expenses of the Government 


not looked beyond that to inquire what change || 


it makes. My own impresssion is that there 
is no corporation now existing. 

Mr. HALE. Does the bill create a new 
corporation ? 

Mr. BINGHAM. 


It does, and the corpora- 
tion it creates 


{ suppose will be the only 


existing corporation after the bill shall have | 


passed. 
Mr. HALE. Iunderstand that there is some 
kind of an association now in existence. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I understand that it is | 


an association which is not required to report 
to anybody. This bill, as I have stated, re- 
quires the corporation to report annually to 
Congress a detailed statement of the money 
they receive and the use they make of it 

Mr. HALE. In whom is the title now? 

Mr. BINGHAM. [cannot answer the gen- 
tleman anything further about it. [La iwhte r. | 

Mr. HALE. If there is any gentleman on 
the committee who does know something about 


| it 1 should like to receive some further explan- 


ations. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts 
ago, as is well known, a volunteer association 
of gentlemen got up a grant of land from one 
of the public reservations to build a monu- 
ment to Washington, and they collected money 
and monumental stones from the various States 
and benevolent associations and built the mon- 
ument so far as we uow see it. The sudden 
burst of patriotism which started the matter 
went out and the monument came to a stand- 
still. It is now proposed to revivify the work, 
but there is no organization that can carry it on. 
They have therefore asked that they 
organized under the laws of the United States, 
and made responsible to Congress, being re- 
quired to report to Congress, and they are 
asking Congress to aid them in building the 
monument. 

Che ground on which they put their call 


| for aid is that in 1799, the year of Washing- 


shall be entitled to || 


| enough to finish the monument; 
| will then be an organization by which it can be 





ton’s death, there was a resolution passed 
through Congress to build the monument for 
him, and fixing a very considerable sum of 
money—l forget nowexactly how much. That 
money never has been appropriated ; 
resolution stands now as it stood ever since 
the year of his death. 

Now, this association proposes to become 
incorporated, and become responsible to Con- 
gress; and then, when there are responsible 
hands into which to put the money, they pro- 
pose to ask Congress to appropriate money 


| finished. That is the position of the matter. 


I would ask that for the information of the | 


House the bill, as amended, be again reported. 
The bill was again read. 
The bill, as amended, was jédided to be 


Years 


but the | 


may be | 


and there | 





for the year 1841,’’ approved March 3, 1841, 
which established and limited the compensa- 
tion of collectors of customs, shall be amend- 
ed and shall be construed to apply to all sur- 
veyors of customs ports performing or having 
performed the duties of collector of customs, 


|| who shall be entitled to receive the same com- 


pensation as is allowed to collectors by the 
said act for like serviced, provided that the 
fees, commissions, and emoluments prescribed 
by law and collected by them shall amount to 
such maximum allowance. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I] hope I may be allowed 
to enter a motion to commit this bill to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. It seems to 
me that this is a matter of legislation which 
more appropriately belongs to the Commit 
tee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 


I hope the gentleman 


| will not press that motion when he comes to 


| consider this is a question merely of construc- 


amendment declaratory of the true construct 


tion of existing law upon which the judiciary 
has already put aconstruction. The Treasury 
Department have hithe rto construe od the law, 
in the judgment of the committee, erroneously, 
and the report of the committee sustains ex- 
actly the conclusions of the committee. J ask 
that the report be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the memorial of R. H. Stephenson, sur 
veyor of the port of Cincinnati, Obiv, praying an 
ion of 
the fifth section of an act passed March 3, 1841, reg- 
ulating the compensation of surveyors ol customs, 
entitled ““An act making appropriations for the 
civil and diplomatic expenses of the Government 
for the year 1841,” having considered the same, 
report: 

That the eighth section of an act pnssed March 3, 
1857, entitled ‘An act making appropriations for 
certain civil expenses of the Government for the 
year ending June 30, 1858, (see 1] Statutes-at- Large, 
page 22),) provides that section five of the act of 


| 1841, ** which established and limited the compensa 
|| tion of collectors of customs, shall be construed to 


apply to surveyors performing or having performed 
the duties of collector of the customs, who shall be 
entitled to thesame compensation as is allowed to 
collectors for like servie¢es in the settlement of their 
accounts.”’ 

This language, plainly, would seem to apply to all 
surveyors performing, or having periormed, the 
duties of collector of the customs,” and to have the 
force of giving to them “‘the same compensation 
for like services ’’’ as is allowed to collectors, and 
which would seem to be manilestly just. 

The construction of this section, however, and 
the allowances made under it by the accounting 
officers of the Treasury Department have hitherto 
peen limited as applicable only to the surveyors of 
the principal ports of Boston, New York, Philadel 
phia, Baltimore, Charleston, Savannah and New 
Orleans, under the ninth section af the customs act 
of 1822. 

Other surveyors, including those of the large inte 
rior ports of Cincinnati, Louisville,St. Louis,Chicago 
and Detroit, have been excluded from its benefits by 
reasonof this construction of the law. ‘Theee are 
ports ofextensive importation and commerce 


. where 


| the duties and responsibilities of the customs offi- 


cers are equally laborious and important. They 
discharge the duties of surveyor, collector, and of 
Government depositary for their ports 1 ré bap ectivel 

Theattention of the committee has b calle 
the fact that in a litigation involving the constra 

tion of this section, in the southern district of Ohio, 
in 1866, United States wv. McLean, surveyor, tho 
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circuit court held that the surveyor of the port of 
Cincinnati, when performing the duties of collector 
of customs, was entitled, underthe law, to the same 
compenesntion as provided sllectors, 

lt therefore seems equally important that the legal 

onstruction of the statute should be established for 
the guidance of the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury a8 to do Justice to the surveyors of the interior 
ports mentioned. They have heretolore, in sowe 
instane } n deprived of the um compen- 
gation to which they were by law entitled. The 
business of other ports, itis believed, is not sufhi- 


rent to bring additional o 
of the section, so that it 
sion will be confined to the 
others of the same 


within the purview 
and exten- 
mentioned or to 


flicers 
mendment 
a0 ports 


clus 


To reform, therefore, this misconstruction of the 
law, to-« it hauniform practice in the settle 
ment of sury r’a accounts, and to award just com- 


pensation to those officers, the committee report the 


vilowing bill, and recommend its passage. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would be glad to know 
what effect this bill would have on the salaries 
of the surveyors of these ports. It is a ques- 
tion really of salaries, and I trust the gentle- 


man from Ohio will explain the provisions of 


the bill and the extent to which the salaries 
of these surveyors will be increased by the 
operations of the bill, and also whether the 


bill is retrospective as well as prospective in 
its operations. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
that the 
construction ot 


I answer the gentleman 
more nor less than the 
a statute that is recited in the 
report, and which is the authority for paying 
surveyors of ports. The bill recites in 
body of it the words of the statute itself, and 
the report notifies the House that the Treasury 
Department have construed this statute hith- 
erto to the exclusion of such ports as Cincin 


bill is neither 


nati and Chicago. The bill simply provides 
that the statute shall be construed as it has 
already been construed by the circuit court 
of the United States for the southern district 
of Ohio. In further answer to the gentleman 
| have this to say to him, that the bill has this 


further limitation in it, 

Provided, That the fees, commissions, and emolu- 
ments prescribed by law and collected by them shall 
amount to such maximum allowance. 


to wil: 


Mr. HOLMAN. And how much is the 
maximum ? 
Mr. BINGHAM. I eannot recollect the 


amount, but it is the precise amount intended 
by the statute and none other. Now the 
veyor at the port of Cincinnati, as is 
known to the Secretary of the 


sur- 
well 
Treasury, comes 
within the express provision of the law as an 
officer discharging the duties of collector, and 
he is entitled tothe pay under the judicial con- 
struction which bas been put upon the act by || 
the circuit court. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the Secretary of the 
lreasury holds that the surveyor of a port is 
under any circumstance entitled to the 
same puy as a collector, 

Mr. BINGHAM. I refer the gentleman to 

language of the statute: 

* That the cig shth section of an act passed March 
3, 1857, entitle An act making appropriations fer 
certain civil e aero of the Government for the 
year ending June 30, 1858, (see 11 Statutes-at-Large, 
page 220,) provides that section five of the act of 
1841, which established and limited the compensa- 
tion of collectors of customs shali be construed to 


not 


the 


apply to surveyors performing or having performed | 
who shall be | 


the duties of collector of the customs, 


entitled to the same compensation as is allowed to 


collectors for like services in the settlement of their I] 


accounts,” 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is very desirable that 
we should know what will be the effect upon 
the salaries of these surveyors. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The 
to five or six thousand dollars at the highest. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is impossible, from 
hearing the report read, to form an accurate 


salaries of this large body of officers. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. It does 
not affect them at all, but only provides that 
when they are performing the daties of col- 
lector they shall receive the salary and com- 
pensation of collector. 

Mr. HOLMAN. They perform the duties 
of collectors in all these ports. 





THE 


the || 


amount is limited | 
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Mr. BUTLER, 
unless the 


Mr. 


of Massachusetts. 
collector is absent. 


HOLMAN. 








'! se 
No, sir, 1 timony entirely satisfactory to them. I think 
|| it is sufficiently guarded. If the gentleman 


that would depend upon || thinks he can make it better, I have no objec- 


whether there was simply a surveyor in a port, || tion. 


| or @ surveyor and a collector. 
Mr. BUrLER, of Massachusetts. Those 
| two offices are never held by the same person. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Of course I do not oppose 
the passage of this bill. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I now call the previous || 


que stion, 

The previous question was seconded and 
| the main guestion ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the bill was ordered to be 


| engrossed and read a third time; and being | 


engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
| time, and passed. 

| Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 


| ‘The latter motion was agreed to. 
JOUN K 


ILANNAY. 
Mr. BINGHAM also, from the same com- 
mittee, reported, with a recommendation that 


| the same do pass, House bill No. 714, for the | 


| relief of John K. Hannay. 


The question was upon ordering the bill to | 


be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill was read. The preamble sets forth 
| that John K. Hannay, of Chicago, Illinois, 
| was the owner 
| United States Government coupon 

commonly known as five-twenties: 
of the first series of bonds of 1862, dated May 

1, 1862, for $100; 

45793, (wamber of series unknown,) act of 

1862, for $100 each; also No. 22129, act of 

June 30, 1864, for $100; also Nos. 19793, 20280, 
|} and 20282, act of March-3, 1865, for $100, 


bonds, 


| each coupon payable in May and November, | 


which said bonds were destroyed by tire in the 

city of Chicago aforesaid, on the 9:h of Octo- 
| ber, 1871. The bill therefore authorizes the 
| Secretary of the l'reasury to redeem all the 
| above-described bonds which he can identify 
| by the above description, and to issue to the 
| said John K. Hannay for the remaining bonds 
| which he cannot identify by the above descrip- 
| tion, certificates of their dates, amounts, and 
| numbers, which certificates shall be redeem- 
/able by the Treasury, with interest, if the | 

| bond or bonds of the number they represent | 
| is missing from any one alphabetical letter or 
| series, or does not appear at the Treasury for 
| three months afier the corresponding num- 
| bered bonds of all the other outstanding alpha- 
| betical letters or series of the same date and | 
| issue are redeemed. 
| Mr. HOLMAN, 
tions to this bill. The first is that we have 
passed a general bill on this subject, and that 
| bill is now before the Senate. 
| very carefully eonsidered first by the Committee 
| of Claims of this House, and afterward by the 
Committee of Ways and Means. I submit 
| that if it is proper to pass any law on this sub- 
ject, it should be a general bill. I wish to 
call the attention of thechairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary [Mr. Bincuam] to the 
| fact that a general bill came from the Com- 


‘| mittee of Ways and Means a short time since. 
| So important was it considered by the House 





| that they declined to passituntilit was printed 
and could be properly considered. 


| pending a general bill on this subject. 


|| My second objection is that if there were 
judgment of the effect of this bill upon the || 


no general bill, this bill shows upon its face 
that some of these bonds cannot be identi- 
fied, or do not admit of description, 
| to me altogether impossible that duplicate 
bonds should be issued for bonds which it is 
impossible to identify. Those are the two 
| objections I have to the passage of this bill. 

Mr. BLNGHAM. This bill is reported 


i 


\| from the Committee on the Judiciary upon tes- 


| can identify by the 
\| to 


Mr. HOLMAN These bonds cannot be 


| described so as to be identified. 

| Mr. BINGHAM. I ask the attention of 
| the gentleman to what this bill does provide ; 
' 

| 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be authorized 
to redeem all the above-described bonds whieh he 
ubove description, and to issue 
the said John K. Hannay for the remaining 
| bonds which he cannot identify by the above de- 
| scription, certificates of their dates, amounts, and 
| numbers, which certificates shall be redeemable by 
| the Treasury with interest, if the bond or bonds of 
the number they represe nt is missing from any one 
alph: ibetical letter or series, or does not appear at 
|| the Treasury for three months ‘after the correspond- 
ing numbered bonds of all the other outstanding al- 
phabetical letters or series of the same date and 
| issue are redeemed. , 


In the preamble, which is a part of this bill, 
and which becomes part of it by relation, by 
reason of the very words incorporated in the 
text which I have just read, the bonds are 
described as follows: 





of the following described | 
| 
No. 40659 


also, Nos. 41383, 45792, and || 


I think there are two objec- | 


That bill was | 


My first | 
| objection, therefore, is that there is already | 


It seems || 


| 
| United States Government coupon bonds, com- 
monly known as five-twenties, described as follows, 
\| to wit: No, ' 1659 of the first series of bonds of 1862, 
dated May 1, 1862, for $100; also, Nos. 4133, 45792, 
|| and 45793, BR woh series unknown) act of 1862, ee 
| $100 each ; also, No, 22129, act of June 30, 1864, for 
$100: also, Nos. 19793, 20280, and 20282, act ot March 
3, 1865, for $100, each coupon payable in May and 
November, which said bonds were destroyed by fire 
in the sity of Chicago aforesaid, on the 9th of Octo- 
ber, 187 
Now, all I have to say is that if the gentle- 
man thinks the general bill will cover this 
\| case—I have no recollection of such a bill—I 
have no objection to allowing this maiter to 
| lie over till to-morrow. But I think the gen- 
|| tleman will find, when he refers to the proof 
before the committee, that there is not the 
least doubt in the world that the party named 
in this bill was the rightful owner of the bonds 
| described in the preamble, and that they did 
perish in the fire at Cuicago as prescribed in 
the preamble. 
Mr. FINKELNBURG. That general bill 
| certainly does cover just such cases. 
| Mr. BINGHAM. If it does, I have 
| objection to withdrawing this bill. 
| Mr. FINKELNBURG. It was intended 
| to cover just such cases. Besides, sir, it does 
|| not appear from this bill that there is to be 
| any bond to indemnify the Government in 
| case any of these coupon bonds should ever 
|| turn up. 
|| Mr. BINGHAM, Such abond is not neces- 
|| sary when you consider the words at the end 
of the bill. But [ am willing the bill shall be 
| passed over until to-morrow evening; and 
| meanwhile I willlook into the maiter. Prob- 
| ably the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hot- 
| MAN] and the gentieman from Missouri [ Mr. 
FINKELNBURG] are right in their recollection 
of the provisions of the general bill, though 
I had forgotten such a bill had been passed. 
Mr: HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will 
|| withdraw the bill. 


|| Mr. BINGHAM. I do withdraw it. 
REPEAL OF TENURE-OF-OFFICE ACT. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I am 
|| instructed by the Committee on the Judiciary 
to report back, with a recommendation that it 
| pass, a bill which has already passed this House 
| fourtimes. It is House biil No. 908, to repeal 
several acts relating to ‘the tenure of civil 
offices. 

The bill was read. It provides that the act 
entitled ‘* An act regulating the tenure of cer- 
tain civil offices,’’ passed March 2, 1867, and an 
act entitled ** An act to amend an act regulating 
the tenure of certain civil offices,’’ approved 


no 















April 5, 1869, be repealed ; provided, that the 
repeal of said acts shall not affect the suspen 
sion or designation of any civil officer hereto- 
fore made bythe President, except so far as to 
prevent the restoration to office or pay by vir- 
tue of such acts of any person suspended under 
their provisions. 
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Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I wish 
only to say that this bill, in substantially the 
same language, and I believe the identical 
words, has passed the House three times cer- 
tainly. and | think four. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, this seems 
to be a bill similar i in character to bills hereto- 
fore passed by the House, on motion, | believe, 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. The bill 
has certainly been passed three times before 
by the House. 

“Mr. HOLMAN. BuatI think the former bill 
was an unconditional repeal. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
it was in the same words as this. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now that the general 
impression exists in the country that execu- 
tive patronage should bein some form reduced 
rather than increased, there would seem to 
be some reason, if there be no constructional 
objection in the way, why this fragment of the 
original law should remain in force. I am 
aware that the House has heretofore favored 
the passage of this bill in this form; and | 
suppose it will again. And yet, after three 
efforts have been made on the part of the 
House to secure this repeal, it seems to me well 
enough that we should let this matter rest 
until the Senate thinks proper to inaugurate 
a measure for repeal. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I differ 
with the gentleman. I think it the duty of the 
House of Representatives to do their part 
toward relieving themselves, and the Execu- 
tive, and the country from a law which, if not 
unconstitutional in its provisions, yet takes 
away a large portion of the proper power and 
responsibility of the Executive. The Senate 
have appeared unwilling to pass this bill be- 
cause it takes away a portion of their power. 
That I suppose is the reason why the Senate 
have not acted upon the subject. But I want 
the Representatives of the people to keep the 
question before the Senate at each session. 
No measure of this kind is now before the 
Senate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But does not the bill still 
more clearly and fully relieve the Executive 
from all restraints in the disposition of exec- 
utive patronage; and, so far as it is constitu- 


No, sir; 


tional to do so, is it not desirable that the | 


executive patronage should be rather dimin- 
ished than increased? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. The act 
which this bill proposes to repeal does not 
relieve the Executive of a single appointment 
in any form. The passage of this bill will 
restore the Government in this respect to 
where it was from the time of Washington 
down to the time of Andrew Johnson, when 
we had to pass, or supposed we had to pass, 
laws to restrain him. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then the gentleman thinks 
that the legislation designed to restrain Mr. 
Johnson was properly enacted, however un- 
constitutional it may have been, but that it 
should now be repealed. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I think 
it necessary to restrain a mad dog in any way 
you can; when you have bim restrained, you 
can then come to a normal condiuon of things. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Under such circuinstances 
as existed in Mr. Johnson's time the gentle- 
man has no objection to violating the Consti- 
tution of the United States. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I have 
not said that the act which we now propose to 
repeal is unconstitutional, but only that it is 
of doubtful constitutionality. I call for the 
previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 


operation thereof the bill was ordered to be | 
engrossed and read a third time; and being | 


engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


Mr. BULLER, of Massachusetts, moved to | 


passed ; 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion wasagreed to. 

OFFICERS ACTING AS ATTORNEYS 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, also, from 
the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. No. 
2774) to prevent certain officers of the United 
States and Territories from practicing as attor- 
neys or solicitors in the courts of the United 
States in certain cases ; which was read a first 
and second time. 

The bill, which was read, in the first section 
provides that no clerk, assistant, or deputy 
clerk ofany territorial, district, or circuit court, 
or of the Court of Claims, or the Supreme 
Court of the United States, or marshal or dep 
uty marshal of the United States, within the 
district for which he is appointed, shall act as 
solicitor, proctor, attorney, or counsel in any 
cause depending i in either of said courts, or in 
any district for which he is acting as such 
officer. The second section provides that 
whoever shall violate any provision of this act 
shall be stricken from the roll of attorneys by 
the court upon complaint, upon whic h the 
respondent shall have due notice and be heard 
in his defense; and in the case of a marshal 
or deputy marshal so acting, he shall be 
recommended by the court for dismissal from 
office 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third 

assed. 


time, 


and also moved that the motion to 


| for other purposes,’ 


and | 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, moved to | 


reconsider the vote by which the bill 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NEW TRIALS IN COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, from the 
same committee, also reported back a bill 
(H. R. No. 630) in relation to new trials ip 


| the Court of Claims. with an amendment. 


| court or judge may at the 
| deemed necessary and proper, grant an order || 
staying the payment of the judgment unti il || 
after the final determination of a new trial, or | 


| mence from the 


i! 


j 


| 


| Claims, and for other purposes 


| evidence and proofs upon which 
is founded, 


The bill, which was read, so alters and 


amends the second section of the act of Con- 
gress approved June 25, 1868, entitled **An 
uct to provide for appeals the Court of 
,’ that here- 
after every motion for a new trial in any case 
decided by the Court of Claims shall be pre- 
sented to said court if in or to a 
judge thereof in vacation, together with the 
said motion 
within six months after the rendi- 
tion of judgment in said case by said Court 
of Claims, aud not afterward. And if upon 


from 


Session, 


| said evidence and proofs the said court or 


judge shall be of opinion that fraud, wrong, 


| or injustice has been done in the premises, the 
said court or judge shall order said motion || 


and proofs to be filed of record in the case, 
and a rule shall be granted to show cause why 
a new trial should not be granted. 


same time, if 


until further orders in the premises. 


Ihe said | 
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|| seven and the Government three 


| a fair trial, 
was || 


| there should be 
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R. No. 631) to amend an act entitled ** An act 
regulating proceedings in criminal cases. and 
’ approved March 3, 1866, 
with the recommendation that it pass. 

The bill, which was read, provides that see 
tion two of the act entitled ‘ 
proce eedings in criminal cases 
purposes, 


An act regulating 
s,and for other 
’ be amended to read as follows 

When the offense charged be treason or a cap 
ital offense, the defendant shall be entitied to 
twenty and the United States to five peremptory 
challenges. On the trial of any other felony the 
defendant shall be entitled to ten and the United 
States to three peremptory challenges; and in all 
other cases, civil and criminal, each p: +4 shall lp 
entitled to three peremptory challenges; and inall 
cases where there are several defend sot or sev- 
eral plaintitfs the parties on each side shall be 
deemed a single party for the purposes of all chal 
lenges under this section. All challenges, whether 
to the array or panel, or to individual jurors, for 
cause or favor, shall be tried by the court without 
the aid of triers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I do not 
know to what extent the bill changes the pres 
ent law. In capital cases for treason the num 
ber of challenges the defendant is to have is 
»,and in other 
eases, such as for this provision 
the Government is to have three challenges 
and the defendant ten. My recollection of 
what the Government is entitled to is different 
I believe in most of the States of the Union 
the number of challenges the Government is 
entitled to is greater than is here provided, 
Can the gentleman from Massachusetts recall 
any instances where it is desirable that the 
Government shall, for the purpose of securing 
have such a number of challenges? 
There does not seem a very good reason why 
any discrimination. I de not 
press that. But there does seem a very good 
reason why the difference should not be so 
great. | hope the gentleman will! state what 
is the object of making the reduction. 

Mr. BULLER. of Massachusetts. 
not made a reduction. 
law : 


murder, by 


We have 
This is the state of the 
in treason there are allowed to the de 


| fendant twenty and to the Government five 


peremptory challenges. In other cases this 
bill allows the Government three peremptory 


challenges, and in trials for felony we give the 


defendant ten. We enlarge the right of chal 


| lenges of the Government because we have got 


| sO many 


crimes besides treason in 
which the Government is interested, 

In the great right of trial by jury it was not 
originally provided that the Government should 
have any right of challenge. A man had a 
right to be tried by his peers. But it was 


other 


| found necessary to modify that in many of 


the States, and this is a much more liberal 


| provision than exists in some of the States. 


Che bill provides, further, that where either 
party has a peremptory challenge in civil 
cases, the Government shall have three, and 
the other side shall have three. If, as some 
times happens, it should be the case of a dis 


| tiller, for instance, a distiller might ger on 


The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: || 


Provided, That in any case wherein the judg- 
ment in the Court of Claims has been already ren- 
dered the above limitation of six months shall com- 
passage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill, 


as amended, 


yas ordered to be | 


| sary to get him off the jury. 


i} 


engrossed and read a third time; and being || 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third || 


time, and passed. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, moved tb | 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed ; 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REGULATION OF CRIMINAL PROCEEDINGS. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, 


reconsider the vote by which the bill was I same committee, also reported back a bill (H. | 


and also moved that the motion to | 


from the | 


| the jury who might be in the same position 


as the defendant. In civil cases in cities, 
where frequently we get a merchant on the 
jury, he may be as much interested as the 
man whose case is being tried, and itis neces 
We therefore 
amend the law by entitling each party in such 
cases to three peremptory challenges. 

We have also provided, what is not now pro 
vided for, who upon the chal- 
lenges for cause or favor. We provide that all 
challenges shall be decided by the court, and 
not by triers. In some circurs they are tried 
by the court, in other circuits by tiers. We 
| attempt to simplify all that. 

We have given greater liberty to the citizen 


shall decide 


for challenge, so as to preserve all lis rights. 
We have endeavored to preserve the rights of 
the Government, and at the same time to pre 


serve the great right of trial by t 
lor one, 


have 


jury lotac 
if there is anything | reverence | 


been taught from my youth up to 


reverence this right of trial by jury 


ihere 


ee eens 
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faults in the system, bot there 
thing else so faultiess, for the purpose of 
ecuring justice, in the world. What we aim 
at here is to get a,fair jury. And after discuss- 
matter withthe judges the committee 
to the conclusion to make the 
number of challenges as they are in the bill. 
We give the defendant more because the 


have been 
is ne 


ing the 


have come 


defendant is sometimes oppressed by the whole | 


power of the Government; sometimes he has 
the whole of the Government down 
upon him. 

Mi gerne I should like to ask the 
ge ntle man question. I should like to hear 
his opinion as to the matter of trial by mil 


power 


itary commissions which was 80 much in vogue 
some years ago. 

Mr. UTLER, of Massachusetts. I am 
always glad to answer any such questions 
which may be put to me, When there was a 
time of war, and the life of the nation was at 
stake, then I believe it was proper to have 


trials, by military commissions, of spies, and 


of men who were acting the part of traitors. | 


‘The first man in this country who everissued 
a commission for a military trial was George 
Washington, who instituted the military com- 
mission for the trial of one André. 

Mr. NIBLACK. We have had military 
coimmissions since the war closed. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Notexcept 
as arising from a state of war. We had mili- 
tary commissions while the war existed, where 
they were required precisely as we are bound 
to have fire-engines where there is a fire. 

Mr. NIBLACK. If military commissions 
are so much more efficient for 


dinary occasions, I would ask the gentleman | 


why we should not use them on ordinary 
occasions in order to secure justice ? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I would 
not use a twenty-four pounder to demolish a 
pig-sty. [1 mughter. | 

Mr og ACK. If 
etheiently by the fire of a large gun than a 
small one why not? [Langhter.] The principle 
is the same, The question turns upon the 
efliciency of the tribunal. I would also ask 
the gentleman how it is that he can. pay so 
high atribute tothe right of trial by jury, 
when he approves of its being suspended on 
great occasions? 

Mr. BUTLER, 


of Massachusetts. Ah! it 


is to be suspended when the country is in such | 


an abnormal state that all the jurors may be 
confederates of the man to be tried. 
the previous question, as I do not want to dis- 
cuss military commissions now. 


rhe previous question was seconded and || 
under the | 


ihe main question ordered; and 


[s 


these extraor- || 


| for by the 


Speaker knows what that is, I withdraw my 
| objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
no further objection, the bill will be acted on 
section by section. 

Mr. ELDREDGE, I 
will explain what he means by acting on a 
bill section by section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


the section shall 


It is that 
be read, and if no amend- 


hope the Speaker | 


ment is offered to it it shall be passed over | 
‘|| and the next section read, and then when all 


the sections have been disposed of the bill 
itself is to be acted on. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Gornam, 
its Secretary, announced that the Senate had 
passed a bill (S. No. 791) to amend an act en- 
titled ** An act to amend an act approved May 
81, 1870, entitled ‘An act to enforce the rights 
of citizens of the United States to vote in the 
several States of the Union, and for other pur- 
poses.’”’ 

ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE. 


The Clerk resumed and completed the read- 
ing of the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
was some misunderstanding among the mem- 
bers of the committee as to the seventh sec- 
tion of the bill; and | will therefore move 
that it be stricken out for reasons which I will 
state. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
will first be read. 

The section was read, as follows: 


The section 


Sec. 7. That in causes other than equity and ad- 
miralty in the circuit and district courts of 


ier process against 
which are provided 
‘in which such court is 
surts of such State; and 


the property of the defendant, 
laws of the Stat 


held, applicable to the 


| the party recovering judgment in such cause shall 


it could be done mare | 


[ call | 


operation thereof the bill was ordered to be | 


engrossed and read a third time; 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, also, from 
the same committee, reported back with an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute the 
bill (S. No. 473) to further the administration 
of jus! ice. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 


and being | 


that the substitute be read, and considered sec- | 


tion by section for amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. 
FIELD, of Ohie, in the chair.) Is there 
tion? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 
the kind, 

The Clerk proceeded to read the substitute. 

Mr. LLDREDGE- 


setis proposed when he suggested that the bill | 
should be acted on section by section. If the 





Gak- | 
objec: | 


I object to anything of | 


L did not understand | 
precisely what the gentleman from Massachu- | 


| courts shall be held in like causes: 


be entitled to similar remedies upon the same, by 
execution or otherwise, to reach the property of the 
judgwent debtor, as are now provided by the laws 
of the State within which such district or circuit 
Provided, That 
similar preliminary affidavits or proots, and sim- 


| ilar security as required by such laws, shall be first 


furnished by the party seeking such attachment or 


| other remedy. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire to 


say that there is a difference of opinion in the 


committee about this seventh section, in this: 
we all agree that it would be a good section, 
but we are alittle doubtful whether being so 
good a provision, it will not load down the 
courts of the United States too much. It as- 
similates the whole proceedings in the circuit 
and district courts of the United States to the 
proceedings in the highest courts of the State, 
giving the. writ of attachment and other pro- 
cess provided by State laws. It was supposed, 
however, that that would overload the Federal 


| courts, and for that reason | desire that this 


| section may be stricken from the bill. 





Mr. ELDREDGE. It was agreed in com- 
mittee this morning, on my motion, that this 
section should be stricken out. 

Mr. BUI'LER, of Massachusetts. I so be- 
lieve ; it must have got into the bill by a mis- 
prision of our Clerk. 

The motion to strike out was agreed to. 


Mr. COMINGO. I move to amend the 
substitute by adding thereto the following 


| section: 


I willask || 


That in all cases, either civil or criminal, that 
may be tried in any of the circuit or district courts 
of the United States, the judge thereof, when re- 
quested by the attorney or attorneys on either side, 
shall give written instructions to the jury, embracing 
the law of the case, before the argument to the jury 
ky the counsel in the cause. 

I have offered this at the request of gentle- 
men who have been practicing in the courts. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. We can- 
not accept that amendment. In another bill 
passed by this House, and now before the 
Senate, it is required that the judge in any 
case in the circuit or district courts of the 
United States shall, at the request of either 


There | 


the | 
United States, the plaintiff shall be entitled to sim- | 
| jlar remedies, by attachment or ot! 
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party, certify any question of law that may be 
raised, so as to give the party his rights before 
the Supreme Court, or for further revision, 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is confined. how- 
ever, to criminal cases of the grade of capi- 
tal or penitentiary offenses. ‘Lhis proposed 
amendment would extend it to civil cases, 

Mr. PETERS. It is too lumbering a pro- 
vision. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I object to it myself. 

Mr. COMINGO. The object of this amend- 
ment is to enable attorneys to understand the 
court's view of the lawof the case before the ar- 
gumentismadeto the jury. It very frequently 
happens, I may remark, that members of the bar 
take one view of the law of the case and the court 
takes a very different view in giving instruc- 
tions to the jury after the argument is made. 
In many courts it is the practice that the law 
shall be declared to the jury before the argu- 
ment is made. ‘That is the object of this 
amendment; nothing more. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. BECK. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Borer} a 
question. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. BECK. Much of this bill as read is 
not the original Senate bill as printed, and 
therefore | have understood it but imperfectly. 
As I understand the reading of the bill, where 
a man is only constructively summoned, exe- 
cution issues against him and his property is 
was personally summoned, 
and no time is given him afterward to open 
that judgment or revise it. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. He has 
the same right to appeal for two years that 
anybody else has. But this is only to enforce 
a civil lien against property, not against him 
at all; it only touches the property on which 
the lien is found. It is like a proceeding in 
rem. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. There is no personal 
judgment whatever entered in the case unless 
there is a personal service. 

Mr. BULLER, of Massachusetts. No, sir. 
By the original text of the Senate bill there 
was a personal judgment; we have struck that 
out and left simply the lien on the property. I 
now call the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the substitute as amended 
was agreed to; and the bill, as amended, was 
ordered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massaehusetts, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MARSHALL O. ROBERTS. 


Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Hoar,] who objected to the 
consideration of the bill for the relief of Mar- 
shall O. Roberts, has been good enough to 
say to me that he withdraws his objection, so 
that the bill may pass. I beg leave to repeat 
to the House that the bill proposes simply to 


| repay to Mr. Roberts without interest his own 


money paid into the Treasury of the United 
States for and on account of property sold 
under an order of the United States for the 
non-payment of taxes and redeemed in pursu- 
ance of our own law. ‘Tliis money remains in 
the Treasury to the precise amount stated in 


| the bill, and is so certified from the Treasury 


Department. The bill proposes to pay no in- 
terest. I should think that this man, afier 
having been deprived of the use of his money 
thus long, ought now to have it back. We 
have always passed such bills without objec- 
tion. There is no mistake about the facts in 
thiscase. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar] having withdrawn his objection, 
i agaia report from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, with a recommendation that it pass, 
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the bill (H. R. No. 1896) for the relief of | 
Marshall O. Roberts. 

The bill was read. It authorizes the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to pay to Marshall O. 
Roberts, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $7,075, 
the same being money paid by Mr. Roberts 
into the Treasury for real estate purchased by 
him at a Government sale, the title of the real 
estate having failed. 

Mr. HALE. I raise the point of order that 
this bill makes an appropriation, and must 
receive its first consideration in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
sustains the point of order. The bill must go 
to the Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I appeal to the gentle- 
man from Maine [ Mr. Hae] to consider that 
in every instance heretofore the House has 
passed these bills when recommended by the 
‘Treasury Department. 

Mr. HALE. I withdraw my point of order. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SAMUEL B. ELLIOTT. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, reported 
from the Committee on the Judiciary, with a 
recommendation that it pass, a bill(H. R. No. 
for the relief of Samuel B. Elliott, 
acting purser of the United States vessel-of- 
warthe Flirt; which wasreada first and second 
time. . 

The bill directs the proper accounting offi- 
cers of the ‘Treasury to allow to Samuel B. 
Elliott, late acting purser of the United States 
vessel-of-war the Flirt, in the adjustment of 
his accounts, the sum of $ 
of any money now or hereafter to be appro- 
priated for the payment of officers or seamen 
of the Navy, that beingthe amount due for his 
services as acting purser, after deducting the 
amount paid to him as midshipman in the 
Navy for the same period. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I can state 
in a moment what this billis. Itwas referred 
to us from the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
It is cnly tocorrect a mistake of law. Ido 
not think anybody will object to it. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN GRAITAM,. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, also, from 


2775) 


| passed ; and also moved that the motion to 
| reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


8. F. MARKS. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, also. from 
the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 
No. 2777) for the re Nef of the sureties of S. 
F. Marks, former postmaster at New Orleans ; 
which was read a first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
sureties of S. F. Marks, formerly postmaster 
at New Orleans, Louisiana, be released from 
all claims on their bonds as such sureties ; pro 
vided they shall respectively discharge their 
aliquot proportion of the prineipal, without 
interest, according to the number of sureties 
on said bond. 

Mr. NIBLACK. I hope it will not 
tempted to pass this bill without giving the 
House some explanation of the reason for it. 


be at- 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. ‘The case 
is this: Marks was before the war postmaster 
at New Orleans. He was a detaulter 

Mr. NIBLACK. I do not insist on any 
explan: ition, asl understand from friends here 
that it is all right. ; 

Mr. HOLMAN. I raise objection to the 
vassage of the bill without explan: tl yn. 

Mr. PETERS The ge sntleman’s ot jection 


comes too late. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish an explanation of 
the bill, first, for the reason that it comes from 
a committee which does not seem naturally to 


| have jurisdiction over such subjects 


late | 


3556 53, payable out 


Mr. PETERS. That is all right—it was 
| referred to the committee, and they have acted 
on it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And in the next place 


Greeley man. 


committees of less pretension are expected to 
submit grounds for asking the passage of such 
an extraordinary bill. 

Mr. PETERS. It is a just bill for relief 
which ought to be passed. It is to relieve a 
{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘That makes it the more 
imperative. Weshould have some explana 
tion why this bill should pass. We ought not 
to allow this bill to pass in such improper 
haste and without fair consideration. 


| have not been in the habit of passing bills of 


| this unusual 
| exact facts in each case. 


the Committee on the Judiciary, reported, with || 


a recommendation that it pass, a bill (H. Rh. 
No. 2776) to provide for the adjudication of 
the claim of John Graham; which was read a 
first and second time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that the 
claim of John Graham for the detention of his 
three steamships in the harbor of New York 
by order of the President, under provision of 
the neutrality act, be referred to the Court of 
Claims, to award him just indemnity for such 
loss as he may necessarily have sustained 
thereby ; provided it shall appear to said court 
there was no reasonable ground for the deten- 
tion of said vessels. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, moved to | 


| 


| sureties have died and 


character without knowing 
There is no report 
from the committee accompanying the bill, 
and I trust we shall at state 
ment why such an extraordinary bill should 
ass. 
Mr. HALE. 
insist when he remembers the fate of the ob- 
jection to the Marshall O. Roberts bill. Lam 
told it is outside of the domain of facts, and 
I trust the gentleman will let it go through. 
Mr. HOLMAN. If it is outside of 
domain of facts let us have the 
which it is based. 
Mr. HALE I do not object to that. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I 
state this case in one moment. I have all 
the papers, which I propose to send to the 
Senate with the bill. The case is this: S. F. 
Marks was postmaster at New Orleans before 
the war. He was a defaulter. 
some 


least have some 


1 
the 
theory on 


Some of his 
are bankrupt. 
One or two have some means. One of them, 
Mr. Pike, was sued in 1862 on this bond, and 
he heard nothing more about it until some six 
mouths ago, when the suit was called up and 
he was mulcted in the whole amount of 


bond. What we provide in the general bill 


does not touch this case, but after ten years | 


nearly this bill provides that if he pays his 


share of that bond he shall be relieved. hat 
is all there is of it. i the rest are dead or 
insolvent. We agree he pays his aliquot 


proportion he shall saan We do not 
think it will be fair to ask bim to pay the 
interest during these long ten years, but that 
if he will pay his proportion as a solvent man 


reconsider the vote by which the bill was || he shall be relieved. 





We 


the | 


I hope the gentleman will not || 


can 


the | 
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| tion 


Mr. BINGHAM. Leaving the others where 
they are? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Yes, sir, 
leaving the others where they are, 

Mr. SHELDON, Lhe books ot the post 
office it Ny Ww Ork ans were destroved and Lost 
during the war, and it is impossible to tell 
whether really there is any defsult or not. 

Mr. HOLM AN. Isthis relief to be viven on 
account of the extraordi tary cle iay On the part 
of the (rovernment é 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetis. Without 
accounting for the extraordinary delay, : wiil 
say that Mr. Marks has died and his \ Ow 
cannot find his papers. If ha iduesteneniel 


} 


prosecuted it is more than probable th y would 


not find any testimony, the 


war having inter 

vened. 
Mr. HOLMAN. These laches on the part 
of the Government certainly ought to be eon- 


sidered. In that light this proeeeding may be 
justifiable, but [ donotthink it would be justi 
fiable on any other ground. 

Mr. BUI'LER, of Massachusetts. 
the ground on which I put it. 
vious question. 

lhe previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the 
thereof the bill was ordered to 
and read a third time; 
engrossed, it was accordingly read 
time, and passed. 

Mr. BU 


That 18 
I call the pre 


opera 
be en 
grossed and he ing 


the third 


LER, of Massachusetts. moved to 


| reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
| and also moved that the motion to reconsider 


be 


and other 





| of Congress, heads of Department 


| take a 


be laid on the table. 
I'he latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I now yield to my col- 
league on the committee, the gentleman from 
Maine, [Mr. Perers. ] 

PENALTIES AGAINST 

Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported back, with a recommenda- 
tion that it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 1028) 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act relating to 
members of Congress, heads of Departments, 
officers of the Government,’’ ap- 
proved June 11, 1864. 

The bill was read. 
of an act entitled 


CONGRESSMEN, ETC 


It extends the provisions 
‘*An act relating to members 
8, and other 
officers of the Government,’’ approved June 
11, 1864, so as to apply in all respects to Dele 
gates from the Territories and the District or 
lerritory of Columbia. 

Mr. PETERS. I will explain in a 
that this is a bill which extends the 
making it penal for a member of C 
pecuniary consideration for Services 
rendered at the Departments, 6O a8 tO mMuke it 
applicable Delegates from Territories and 
the Distriet of Columbia. 

Mr. HOLMAN. So much confusion pre- 
vailed in the Hall when the bill was read that 
I must ask to have it again reported. 

The bill was again read. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PETERS moved to recon: 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

lhe latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. AMBLER. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion to 
adjourn, it was not agreed to. 


w yrd 
Statute 


yngress to 


ider the vote 


STENOGRAPHERS YOR CIRCUIT 
Mr. PETERS, 


COURTS 


from the same committee, 


reported a bill (WH. R. No. 2778) to provide 
stenographers for the cireuit courts of the 
United states, which was read a first and 


second time, 

lhe question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill was read. It provides that at 





3414 


any term of the several circnit and district 
courts of the United States, the court shall 
have the authority to anpoint a stenographer 
for such term, who shall be a sworn officer of 


the court, and whose duty it shall be, under 
the direction of the court, to take full notes of 
eli oral testimony and other proceedings in 
the trial of causes during such term, and fur- 
nish for the use of the court a feir, legible, 
long-hand copy of so much of his notes as the 
residing j 1dge shal! direct. 

In the second section the bill provides that 
the said stenographer shall receive compensa- 
tion to be allowed by the court, not exceeding 
eight dollars per diem while employed, and in 


addition thereto six eents a mile for actual 
necessary travel, and ten cents for every one 
hundred words of the long-hund copy of his 
notes furnished for the use of the court, to be 


paid by the marshal on the certificate of the 
judge presiding, to be allowed in the settle- 
eaid marshal’s accounts the same as 
payments to juror , 

The third section provides that said stenog- 


rapher shall furnish to any party to such trial, 


ment of 


upon reque f,a copy 
him on such trial, or 
such part thereof as may be required, on pay 
ment on behalf of such party of ten cents for 
every one hundred words of the copy so fur- 
nished, 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
be ngain reported. 
The first section of the bill was again read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to move an amend- 
ment to that section. 

Mr. PETERS. I did not yield the floor to 
the gentleman to move an amendment ; but 
[ am willing to hear it read. 

Mr HOLMAN. I understand that I have 
the floor. I will yield it again to the gentle- 
inan from Maine [Mr. Perers] after I have 
offered my amendment. 

Mr. PETERS. I have not surrendered the 
floor, The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Houtman] merely rose to ask that a portion of 
the bill be read again and reported. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 


proceed ngs taken by 


I ask that the first section 


man from Maine { Mr. PETERS ] is recognized | 


as having the floor. 

Mr. PETERS. 
amendment, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend by add- 
ing at the end of the first section the follow- 
ing words, **to be taxed against the losing 
party.”’ I hope the House will not 
this bill without attaching this amendment 
to it. 

Mr. PETERS. 
that amendment. 

The object of the bill is to allow a judge of 
a lederal court to employ a stenographer. 
Almost all the States of the Union already 
have statutes upon that subject, authorizing 
the employmentof stenographers in the courts, 


I will hear the gentleman’s 


I do not yield the floor for 


of the working of the system know that it 


saves a great deal of money to the treasuries | 
Counsel do | 
not occupy half the time in the examination || 
of witnesses which they did previous to the | 


of the States where it is in use. 


employment of stenographers. It is of ines- 
timony may be properly perpetuated, and no 
advantage can be taken by counsel of each 
other or of counsel by the court. I believe 
nearly twenty of the States have already stat- 
utes similar to the provisions of this bill. I 
move the previous question. 

‘Mr. BROOKS. Who is to pay the bills of 
the stenographers ? 

Mr. PETERS. They are to be paid out of 
the ‘Treasury of the United States, and money 
will be saved by doing it, . 

Mr. BROOKS. And there will be a stenog- 
rapher to every United States court in the 
country 

Mr. PETERS. Only where the judge deems 
it wise to employ one. 


of the evidence and other 


pass j 
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Mr. BROOKS. The judge willalways deem 


it wise. 
Mr. PETERS. We employ them in the 


courts in every State in New England, in New | 
York, in New Jersey, and in some of the | 
western States, and the universal testimony is | 
that it isa vast saving of money to the treasuries |; 


of the States. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


against the losing party. 
Mr. PETERS. 
cable. I insist upon the previous question. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


to move to recommit the bill? 
Mr. PETERS. 
course, what will be the answer to that ques- 
tion. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
order. 


Tt will be in 


The question was put upon seconding the | 


previous question ; 


noes 32 


and there were—ayes 55, 
; nO quorum voting. 


Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Peters and | 
Tell j 1 1 Mr. Peters and 


Mr. HoLMAN were appointed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I protest against this ont- 
rage on my own constituents, in compelling 
the poor men I represent to pay the fees in 
such cases as these. 

The House divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 105, noes 17. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now move to lay the bill 
upon the table. 

The question was put; and there were—ayes 
18, noes 92; no quorum voting. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

The question was put; and there were—ayes 
65, noes 68 

Mr. CONGER called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Perers and 
Mr. Ho_MAN were appointed. 

The House divided; and 
ported—ayes 44, noes 43. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the House 


the tellers re- 


| (at ten o’clock and fifteen minutes p. m.) 


adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions, &c., were presented 


| under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 


committees: 


By Mr. BROOKS: The memorial of the 


New York Chamber of Commerce that the 


| bill in relation to the tobacco bonded ware- 


houses be passed. 

Also, the petition of E. D. Morgan, John T. 
Johnston, and others, to change the New 
York custom-house from Wall street to the 
Battery. 

sy Mr. COBURN: Petitions of soldiers and 


|| sailors of Newburg, New York; of North 
and those members who have had experience | 


Attleborough, Massachusetts; of Wrentham, 
Massachusetts; of Cumberland, Maryland ; of 
Fabius, New York; of Penn Yan, New York; 
of Bellona, New York; of Dresden, New 
York; of Tremont, Pennsylvania; of Wolcott- 
ville, Connecticut, and of Chicago, Illinois, 


|| asking for the passage of a bill to provide 
timable importance to the parties that the tes- | 


industrial homes, &c., for the orphans of 
soldiers and sailors who served in the Union 
Army. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: The petition of Mrs. 
A. A. Slack, widow of the late Daniel Slack, 
of Batavia, Ohio. for certain relief. 

By Mr. McCLELLAND: The petition of 
E. Morris, James H. Fordyce, Peter A. Hight, 
and 17 others, discharged soldiers. citizens of 


| Greene county, Pennsylvania, praying for the 


passage of a bill allowing $8 334 per month 
to every honorably discharged soldier. 
By Mr. WALDRON: The petition of H. 


H. Baker, S. Fowler, and 70 others, cilizens 
of Amboy, Michigan, asking that Congress 
preserve inviolate the guarantees of religious 
liberty now contained in the Constitution of 


That is utterly impracti- | 


If the House should not || 
second the previous question, will it bein order | 


The gentleman knows, of || -eaq and approved. 
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the United States, and that it resist, all amend- 
ments which would overthrow the complete 
separation of church and State on which it 
was established by its founders. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York: The 
petition of Hon. Millard Fillmore and 180 cit- 
izens of Buffalo, New York, for aid to the 


|| suffering poor of Persia. 
Where stenographers are | 
employed in Indiana the cost is always taxed || 


IN SENATE. 
Tvurspay, May 14, 1872. 


The Senate met at eleven o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. E. D. Owen, of Washington, 





| District of Columbia. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was 


TAXES ON DISTILLED SPIRITS. 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed, as con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate upon the dis- 


| agreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill 
| (S. No. 881) to provide for the abatement or 
|| repayment of taxes on distilled spirits in bond 
| destroyed by casualty, Mr. SHerman, Mr. 


Wricat, and Mr. Bayarp. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am informed that Sen- 
ator Bayarp of Delaware will not be here for 
some days, so that some else should be sub- 
stituted in his place on the committee of con- 
ference. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator from Dela- 
ware was compelled to leave to consult a 
physician about his eyes, and it is not prob 
able he will be here for several days. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
appoint his colleague (Mr. Sav_spury] in his 
place. 

ADMISSIONS TO THE FLOOR. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask.unanimous consent 
to bring upon the floor of the Senate ex Gov- 
ernor Hiland Hall, of Vermont, a very old 
gentleman, who was a long time a member of 
Congress and Governor of our State, a man 
of high position, who bas not been here for 
many years. I should be glad to have the 
Senate permit him to come on the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont asks unanimous consent to introduce 
on the floor of the Senate ex-Governor Hall, 
of Vermont. The Chair hears no objeciion. 

Mr. ANTHONY. I ask unanimous consent 
that Mr. A. H. Rice, of Massachusetts, who 
served so long as chairman of the Committee 


| on Naval Affairs of the House of Representa- 


tives, may be admitted on the floor of the 
Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection it will be so ordered; and it is so 
ordered. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 2313) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge over the tide-water 
of Dunstan river, in the State of Muaine, was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. HAMLIN. That is a little matter, but 
yet important to the parties interested, and I 
hope the Senate will allow the bill to pass. It 
has received the consideration of the House 
committee, and passed that body unanimously. 

Mr. TROMBULL. Has it been to a com: 
mittee here? 

Mr. HAMLIN. No, sir. It is simply for a 
bridge across a little creek that is navigable 
only with boats. ‘They are building a railroad 
oat and all the people of the vicinity ask 
or it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have no doubt it is a 
very proper thing, but I ask the Senator if he 
thinks it is best to establish the practice of 
passing bills without a reference in that way? 
is it not safer to refer all bills? If this is 
done in this case, some one else will ask for 
it; the Senator wiil aislike to object, und I 
shall dislike to object. It seems to me it is 
very dangerous, particularly at this stage of 
the session. A bill comes in; some Senator 
asks to have it passed without a reference; it 
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is unpleasant to object; and bills are passed 
in that way without consideration. I think we 
ought not to doit. Iam not going to make a 
positive objection to throw this bill over on 
the ground of an objection; but I appeal to 
the Senator from Maine, who I think agrees 
with me in regard to the passage of bills in 
this way, whether he had better not let this 
bill gotoa committee. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Let it goto the Committee 
on Commerce. That adds a little tape to it 
and does no good. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that by unanimous consent the Committee 
on Commerce have this evening for the con- 
sideration of their reports. Will there be 
objection to their reporting this bill this even- 
ing ? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Not at all. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 


The bill (H. R. No. 2761) to remove political 
disabilities imposed by the fourteenth article 
of the amendments of the Constitution of the 
United States was read twice by its title. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 


1} 


Mr. WEST. Then I give notice that on 
Friday I will call up the Army appropriation 
bill. 

SALE OF COAL LANDS. 


Mr. STEWART. The coal bill is now, I 
believe, in condition to be passed; the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. Tuurman] has perfected some 
amendments in which | concur, and if after 
the morning hour the Senate will allow it to 
be voted upon, I shall be much obliged. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. We can decide that 
after the morning business is over. 
go through with the morning business. 


The VICK PRESIDENT. The 


Senator 


| from Illinois objects, and petitions are in 


be referred to the select Committee on the | 


Removal of Political Disabilities. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Ido not know whether 
there is any object in referring that, because 
the committee have reported repeatedly. 

Mr. HAMLIN. No, but I think there isas 
much occasion for it as in the other case. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let it go, then. 

Mr. HAMLIN. No. I would not let it go. 
There is no ifecessity in this case, and there 
was not in the other. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
bill. 

Mr. HAMLIN. This is a new bill, and has 
different provisions in it from any bill which 
has come to us before. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 

Mr. HAMLIN. 
sity for referring it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
if it is not referred. 

lhe VICI] PRESIDENT. Certainly; there 
is no objection to the bill going on the Calen- 
dar, and it will be placed there without being 
referred. 


The other was a new 


Then let it be referred. 
There is no earthly neces- 


It goes on the Calendar 


DARIEN EXPEDITION. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, 
transmitting, in compliance with a resolution 
of the Senate of the 8th instant, Commander 
Selfritge’s report and maps of the survey of 
the Isthmus of Darien; and a motion of Mr. 
HAMLIN to print the papers was referred to 
the Commitiee on Printing. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I desire also to make a 
motion to print an extra number of copies. 
The committee can judge much better than I 
can the proper number, and I will not there- 
fore fix any number. I move that a blank 
number of copies be printed, and let that 
motion also be referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

The motion was referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WEST. I desire to give notice that on 
Thursday, after the expiration of the morning 
hour, I shall ask the consideration of the Sen- 
ate to the bill making appropriations for the 
military service of the United States. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair will 
state that Thursday has been assigned for 
reports of the Committees on Indian Affairs 
and Public Lands, and the evening for the 
Post Office Committee. Friday has not been 
assigned. 

Mr. WEST. I made the remark more with 
a view of ascertaining the orders. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Friday bas not 
been assigned. 


order. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


Mr. COLE presented a memorial of the 
Legislature of the State of California, asking 
for the establishment of a signal station at 
the city of Sacramento; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SCOTT. I present the memorial of 
General George G. Meade, James Pcllock, 
Henry C. Carey, George H. Stuart, and a num- 
ber of others, calling attentionto the National 
Homestead at Gettysburg for the orphans of 
soldiers and sailors of the United states, 
stating that it is now sheltering and educat- 
ing soldiers’ orphans who are natives of the 
States of New York, Connecticut, Vermont, 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Florida, 
Tennessee, Ohio, and Michigan, and asking 
that an appropriation of $50,000 be made for 
perfecting the academical and industrial de 
partments and enlarging the buildings of that 
institution. I[ also present another memorial 
from anumber of other citizens on the same 
subject. 1 move that both be referred to the 


| Committee on Military Affairs. 


The motion was agreed to. 


and councilmen of the Shawnee tribe of In- 
dians, praying for the repeal of the fourteenth 
section of an act entitled ‘‘ An act making ap- 
propriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 80, 1871, 
and for other purposes,’’ approved July 15, 
1870, and asking that ail proper conveyances 
of lands from said Indiaus may be speedily 


| approved and patents issued in the premises ; 
|| which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on 
Finance, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
555) regulating the distribution of prize-money, 
reported adversely thereon ; 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The same committee, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. Kk. No. 2565) 
to provide for the issue of bonds in lieu of de 
stroyed or defaced bonds of the United States, 


and it was post 


| have instructed me to report it back with an 


amendment in the nature of a substitute ; and 
as this covers a great number of bills now pend 
ing of a private character I ask to have it read, 
and if any Senator objects to it I will not then 
urge its present consideration. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
bill. Is it printed ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
that bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will say to the Senator 
thatthis is abill ofageneral character, reported 


That is an important 


Yes, sir, it is printed 
I think we ought to see 
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|| if we can safely pass it, as it will save some 


; 


Let us | 


| the bill (S. No. 1086) to change the 


from the Committee on Finance, modifying the 


House bill. It providessimply by general law 
the circumstances under which a person may 
get duplicate bonds in a clear case of the 
destruction of the original bonds. If the 
Senator objeets to it, I will not ask its consid 
eration. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. [do not know that I 
shall object to it; but I think that is a very 
important bill, and it ought to be stricily 
guarded. If it can be so guarded as to protect 
the Treasury I certainly should favor the bill 


| trouble in regard to special bills. 


Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senate will allow 
me, I will state further that this same bill was 
passed by the Senate at the last Congress, but 
was not reached by the House. 
the House have taken up the subject and 
passed this bill. This bill of the House was 
sent to the Secretary of the Treasury, very 
carefully examined, some modifications sug 
gested by him, and adopted by the Commit 
tee on Finance; so that the bill as it now 
stands is as carefully guarded as we can 
guard it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
we passed ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is more stringent. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to look 
at it before it is considered. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Lhe Senator 
objects. The bill will be printed and placed 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mil 
itary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. No. 2700) donating condemned cannon 


Since then 


Is this the precise bill 


balls to certain organizations for monumental} 
purposes, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2136) to au 
thorize an appointment in the Inspector Gen 
eral’s department, reported it without amend 
ment. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Iam directed 
by the Committee on Finance to report back 
location 
of the Railroud National Bank of Lowell, 
Massachusetts, to the city of Boston, Massa 
chusetts. This is a brief bill, and I think 
there will be no objection to it. I ask that it 
be passed at this time. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The bil: will be 


| reported, subject to objection. 
Mr. NYE presented a petition of the chiefs | 


The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘There is no special 
importance in that, and I want to try this 
morning, if I can, after the morning business 
is through, to get up the bill to establish a 
court in the Indian country and see if it can 
not be passed. I think I must object to all 
bills until the morning business is through. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The bill will be 
placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Pen 
sions, to whom was referred the petition of 
Calvin A. Laws, reported a bill (S. No. 11138) 
granting a pension to Calvin A. Laws; which 
was read, and passed to a second rea ling, 

Mr. WRIGHT, from the Committee on 
linanee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
No. 1107) for the relief of William Wilson 
Bowlly, collector of internal revenue for Ore 
gon, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. HOWE, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the petition of Sallie 
Gay, praying for the pay of her late husband, 
Kbenezer Gay, from the 83d June, 1869, to 
Iebruary 7, 1870, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs ; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on 
l’oreign Relations, to whom was referred the 
memorial of William Trevitt, of Ohio, pray- 
ing compensation for services as consul ot the 
United States at Valparaiso, in the republic 
of Chili, from September 30, 1859, to Febru- 
ary 19, 1860, when be was transferred to a 
different consulate, and that the amount paid 
for clerks at Valparaiso and Callao may be 
refunded to him. and that be be allowed for 
extra office rent, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration; which was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. NY 1D asked, and by OnAnimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 1114) 
to reneal section fourteen of an act entitled 
és A ; 


An act making appropriations f sundry 


t 


civil expenses of the Government for the year 


cma tat wana ahi shal intimal 
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ending June 20, 1871, and for other purposes ;”’ 


h wast 


whit ead twice by its title, 

Mr. NYE. I move the reference of the bill 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. | 
Mr. TRUMBULL. That bill ought not to 
go to the Committee on the Judiciary. Its 
title does not disclose whatit is; but it relates 
to Indian matters, and the Committee on the 


Judiciary does not have charge of those mat- 
teres | 

Mr. NYE. I am told that the only question | 
in the bill is a question of the legal construc 
tion of existing laws. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Committee on the 
Judiciary is not organized for the purpose of 
inve iting legal questi ns unless they relate || 

‘udicial matters lhe Committee on Indian 
Afi rs disposes of those matters, bat we are || 
not familiar with them. ay bill ought not to || 
go to the Committee on the Judiciary, because || 
the Judiciary Committee is not familiar with 
these Indian transactions, and it is a great 
deal of labor to examine into the treaties and | 
rights of the Indians by a committee that is 


not familiar with those matters. The Indian | 


Committee’ will understand all about it at || 
once. I think it ought to go to that com- || 
mittee 
Mr. NYE. I .was requested to move the 
reference of the bill to the Committee on the || 
Judiciary. 
The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 


from IHlinor 
refer it to 
instead of the C 

Mr. NYE 


moves to amend the motion and 
Committee on Indian Affairs 
ommittee on the Judiciary. 

| will state the reason why it 


the 


-onght not to go there. As I understand, the 
honorable Senator from Iowa, the chairman } 
of the committee, reported a bill on this sub- | 
ject the other day, and this bill is diamet- 


rically opposed to the conclusion to which they 
have c and the person interested in itand | 
who requested me to introduce it stated that | 
as a reason, and wanted it referred tothe Com 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. 


clusive as to where 


sme, 


That statement is con- 

it ought to go. It seems | 
the subject has been under the consideration 
ot the Commitiee on Indian Affairs, and they 
have reported upon it, but somebody is not 
satisfied with their report aud now wants to 


refer the same subject to the Committee on | 
the Judiciary. 
Mr. NYE. The Senator does not under- |} 


stand me, and I do not propose to be put in 
that light. I do not understand that this bill 
presents a new question, but a simple question 
of law. Iwill move that the bill lie on the 
table for the present. 





The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator | 
from Nevada now moves that the bill be laid || 
upon the table. 

the motion was agreed to. 1 


Mr. CHANDLER asked, and by unanimous | 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S 
No. 1115) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
increasing temporarily the duties on imports, 
and for other purposes ;"’ which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and orde red Lo be printed. 


|| said cireuit court; 


AMENDMENT TO APPROPKIATLON 

Mr. BLAIR submitted an amendment in- | 
tended to be proposed by him to the bill (H. 
No. 2208) making appropriations for the 
repair, preservation, and completion of cer- 
tain public werks on rivers and harbors, and 
for other purposes: which was referred to the || 
Commitice on Commerce, and ordered to be || 
printed. 


} 
| 
| 
COURT IN TIE INDIAN TERRITORY | 

Mr. TRSMBULL. I move that the Sen- | 
ate proceed to the consideration of Senate || 
| 

| 

} 


BLLL, 


bill No. 628, which is a bill to establish a | 
court in the Indian country. | 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, | 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to | 


consider the bilk (S. No. 628) authorizing 


| necessary to read the original bill. 


| triet court 


| territory: 





| amendment, 


| district of Arkansas, 


| carried by appeal to said circuit court. 


| as modified by this act. 


— 


terms of the United States district court to | 
be held at Fort Gibson, Indian territory. 

Mr TRUMBULL. I presume it is not 
The Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary have reported an 
amendment as a substitute. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of 
the committee, which was to strike out all of 
the bill after the enacting clause and to insert 


| in lieu thereof the following: 


That there shall be held by the judge of the district 
court of the United States for the western district of 


|| Arkansas two terms of said court in each year, on 


the first Mondays of April and October, at Fort Gib- 
son, in the Indian territory; and that such public 
buildings at said place as the judge of said court 
shall designate be, and are 


hereby, set apart for the 
use of said court; 


and terms of the circuit and dis- 
shali continue to be held at Fort Smith, 
as now provided by law. 

Sec. 2. That all male persons over twenty-one 
years of age residing in said district shall be com- 
petent to serve as jurors in said court held in said 
Provided, That the judge may, in his dis- 
cretion, strike from the jury list or exclude from the 


| panel any person deemed by bim unfit to serve, either 


on account of bad character or for other cause. 

Sec. 3. That hereaiter the counties of Benton, 
Boone, C arroll, Pope, Newton, Washington, Madi- 
son, Johnson, Franklin, Crawford, Sebastian, Sarbe, 
Scott, Polk, Pike, Sevier, and Little River, in the 
State of Arkansas, and the Indian territory west of 
said State, shall be deemed and be the western dis- 
trict of Arkansas, and the residue of said State shall 
be deemed and be the easte rn district of Arkansas; 
and the judge of the eastern district shall hold the 
terms of the United States district court now required 
by law to be held at the city of Helena, in said State. 


Mr. HARLAN. I wish to inquire of the 
Chair, may not this amendment be treated as 
the original bill for the purposes of amend- 
ment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It would prob- 
ably be better, and that is sometimes done, so 
that the Senate may not be fettered in offer- 
ing amendments to amendments. The Chair 
will state that if this amendment be agreed to 
as an amendment the power to amend it will 
then be restricted, because having been agreed 
to, no part of it can be stricken out until the 
bill is reported to the Senate. It will be 
treated as the original bill if the committee 


_ have no objection, so that it will be subject to 


amendment and amendments to amendments. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have no objection 
at all. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be so 
regarded, and is open to amendment and 
amendments to amendments. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I desire at the proper 
time to offer an amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Suppose the Senator 
presents his amendment now. 

Mr. CLAYLON. I offer the following 
to be inserted as section four: 

Sec. 4. That the circuit court for the eastern and 
western districts of Arkansas shall hereafter be held 
at Little Rock, in said State, at the times now fixed 
by law for holding the circuit court in said eastern 
Said circuit court shall be 
called the circuit court in and for the eastern and 
western distriets of Arkansas, and shall be composed 
of the justice of the Supreme Court assigned to said 


| circuit, the cireuit judge for the circuit of which 
| Arkansas forms a part, and the two judges of the 


eastern and western districts of Arkansas, but may 


| be held by any two or more of said judges in the ab- 


sence of the remainder. Said justice of the Supreme 
Court, or, in his absence, the circuit judge, and in 
tue absence of both the oldest in commission of said 
two district judges, shall be the presiding judge of 
and in case of any division of 
Opinion among the judges o/ said circuit court, the 
opinion of the presiding judge shall prevail and be 
the judgment of the said cireuit court; but on any 
appeal to said circuit court from one of the said dis- 
trict courts, the judge of the district court from 
which such appeal was taken shall not sit in said 
circuit court on the trial or decision of the case so 
The clerk 


| of the circuit court for the eastern district of Arkan- 


sas shall be and remain the clerk of the circuit court 
The district attorney and 
marshal for the present eastern district of Arkansas 
shail act as such district attorney and marshal in 
said circuit court; but the process of said circuit 
court may be directed to the marshal of either of 
said eastern or western districts of Arkansas, and 
shall be executed only by the marshal to whom it is 
directed, or by his duly appointed deputy in his 
district: Provided, That nothing herein contained 
shall affect or alter the jurisdiction of the said dis- 
trict court as now established by law over the Indian 
country, and crimes committed therein. 


The object of this amendment, as shown on 
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i its face, is to establish the circuit courts at 
| Little Rock. Little Rock is not only the geo- 








THONY in the chair.) 


| graphical and commercial center of the State, 
but it is the center of communication. Under 
the present law the circuit court for the east- 
ern district is held at Little Rock, and the 
judge of the western district, I believe, has 
circuit court powers. The court for the west- 
ern district is held at Fort Smith, which is a 
point rather inaccessible, and the circuit ladies 
would not probably be able to visit that point. 
The object of this amendment is to have the 
circuit court held at Little Rock, where the 
circuit judge can preside and participate. If 
this is not done, in case of appeal trom the 
judge of the western district it would be taken 
up before himself. I will state in connection 
with this matter that the leading members of 
the bar of Arkansas have memorialized Con- 
gress for this amendment, and I hope it will 
be adopted. 

Mr. RICE. I wish to say a word on this 
amendment. The amendment is not very 
material to the present condition of affairs, 
the western district having circuit court juris 
diction, and it has been so for nineteen years 
I believe. I have never heard a word of com- 
plaint from anybody living within the western 
district. If anybody has complained at all, it 
is the bar of Litthe Rock who want to consolid- 
ate all the business there. Fort Smith, where 
the court is now held, is central for the west- 
ern portion of the State, and has communica- 
tion with that section more than Little Rock 
has; and as there is no complaint from the 
western district in regard to the circuit court 
powers given to the district judge of that dis- 
trict, I see no reason in the world for making 
achange. There is no change demanded in 
the district. 

Mr. NYE. 
ment in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ay- 
It is. 

Mr. NYE. Then I move Senate bill No. 
653 as an amendment to the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Arkansas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator offer it as a substitute or as addi- 
tional sections ? 

Mr. NYE. I do not care which. 


Is an amendment to the amend- 


Mr. TRUMBULL. It would be a sub- 
stitute. 

Mr. NYE. Very well; I offer it as a sub- 
stitute. 


The bill that I offer as a substitute for the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Arkansas is a bill which reorganizes that 
entire territory where these difficulties have 
occurred. The peculiar circumstances of that 
country and the startling announcements that 
have recently come from there have induced 
me to offer this amendment to this bill with a 
view of presenting the whole subject for the 
consideration of the Senate. In my opinion 
the remedy proposed by the bill introduced 
by the honorable Senator from Illinois is 
entirely inadequate to what the circumstances 
surrounding those tribes demand. 1 know 
that we have got in the habit of justifyiag 
Indian massacres and Indian murders, and it 
awakes no sympathy at all in the hearts of 
many to read in the morning papers of the 
massacre of our public officials in a manner 
most abhorrent and cruel. 

But, sir, the surrounding circumstances at 
the present moment demand at the hands of 
the Congress of the United States more potent 
and more direct legislation. ‘I'he substitate is 
a bill for the reorganization of that Indian ter- 
ritory, and to organize it under the name of 
Oklahoma. In presenting it I ask the candid 


judgment of the Senate and their attention for 
a few minutes. 

Circumstances exist which renderaction upon 
this measure at once important and desirable. 
It is well known that this Indian territory hes 
right across the pathway of commerce between 
It was set apart and 


the East and the West. 
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designated asthe home of the Indian away back 
in the daysof Andrew Jackson and the younger 
Adams. ‘The treaty, l think, was commenced 
under Adams and concluded by General Jack- 
son as President of the United States. At that 
time the eye of the most imaginative of states- 
men did not reach forward to the time when 
the white settlements would intrude or obtrude 
upon that, at that time, distant spot. But, sir, 
in the mighty,rapid progress that has come 
upon us we find ourselves now confronting 
that territory with three great lines of railroad, 
and the Indians stand there as a stubborn 
obstacle to the progress of the age. 

Mr. President, I have too often spoken on 
this subject in this Chamber tq have it under- 
stood for a single moment that I have anything 
but the kindest feeling for the Indians. If 
there has been anything in our history cal- 
culated to impress me as having been wrong. 
it has been our conduct sometimes toward 
the Indian tribes. But, sir, the rule of action 
of the American people is that whether white 
man or black own property that lies in the 
pathway of the good of the whole, he must 
get out of the way. They treat your property 
in the same way, being a natural-born Ameri- 
can citizen. that they do the property of the 
Indian. 

Coupled with this necessity there is at the 
present moment, as I consider, a mistaken no 
tion in regard to whatis humane, and in regard 
to what is our duty in the present emergency. 
At the time of the making of this treaty there 
were almost fourteen hundred miles of un- 
broken forest between the Atlantic coast and 
that great garden of the West where the hon- 
orable Senator who reports this bill resides. 
That has disappeared, and with its disappear- 
ance hus come a flood-tide of progress and of 
improvement which makes it to-day but the 
trip of a few hours to reach that beautiful city 
of the West, Chicago. Improvements have 
leaped over that mighty prairie and over the 
mountains until they have now reached the 
home of these tribes of Indians. I am told 
that the policy of the nation—indeed it is 
shadowed by a bill introduced by the honor- 
able chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs—is that this large territory, about three 
hundred miles across, should be kept for the 
home of the Indians irrespective of the neces- 
sities of the hour and the progress of improve- 
ment. 

Sir, is that best in any humanitarian view in 
which it can beconsidered? I hold that civil- 
ization and Christianization can only be brought 
about and find a lodgment and a home with 
tribes not so well informed as our own people, 
by mingling with and coming in contact with 
them. Sir, the world can never be Christian- 
ized by a single missionary. Away off in dis- 
tant China the experiment has been tried, and 
your coffers and mine have been taxed to sup- 
port a distant missionary among the crowded 
millions of far-off China. What has been the 
result? Never until that heathenism and 
paganism have been reached by the tide of our 
commerce and by the intermingling of our 
people has civilization or Christianization ever 
obtained, or will it ever be able to maintain a 
footing among the pagan millions. 

Sir, there are sixty thousand, in the whole, 
of these half-civilized tribes; 1 think that is 
a liberal estimate ; and they occupy a space 
of country prolific in its character, abundant 


in its productions, most desirable in its locality | 


of any portion of the United States. Improve- 
ments have run up against it. 

This bill proposes to be exceedingly liberal 
with the Indians. Itgives to each Indian, old 


and young, male and female, one hundred and 


sixty acres of land in fee, to be made alienable 
or inalienable as Congress shall prescribe. 
My own notion is that it should be made 
inalienable for a few years until they learn the 
advantages of a home of quiet to a roaming, 
dissatistied existence. Therefore, you see there 


is no idea of taking what this treaty meant to || keep this dark spot unenlightened? Why keep || house. 


give to these Indians, a permanent and abid- 
ing home, but to transform it from the home 
of the roaming savage to the quiet home of 
civilized and Christianized life. 
amorphosis will it work! 


What a met- 
We are told by some 
that in order to do that you must keep them 


in a state of isolation and not allow them to 
mingie Ww th refined, cultivated society. I 
regard that proposition as entirely objection 


Take twenty 
thousand men to-day in the State of Massachu- 
setts and I turn t ) that State becau 1 
notably one of the most cu 
the Union 


able, because it is not true 


e she 1s 
tivated States of 
-put them into the condition of the 
Cherokees where there is no property in sev- 
eralty, no motive or incentive to ambition to 
accuinulate, where the earth is so prolitie that 
it yields, uncultivated, their support almost, 
and knowing that what they lack will be made 
up by a generous Government by donation; let 
them change places with the Cherokees, and 
you will see the inhabitants of Massachusetts 
dwindle to the condition of the Cherokees, and 
the Cherokees will rise to the standard of Mas 
sachusetts enlightenment. 

Sir, the problem is not doubtful. The the- 
ory, in my judgment, is not sound that isola- 
tion ever civilized or Christianized a human 
being. Teach religion by precept! The 





world 
tried that experi nent in Vain unacco npanied 
by the more potent Teacher, the example of 
the Teacher himself. 

Therefore, Mr. President, in behalf of the 
Indian, in behalf of what is due in a humani- 
tarian sense from Congress to these distracted 
tribe s, we should mingle them with enligl ten- 
ment, we should mingle them with Christian 
society, we should plant school-houses where 
now they roam without object, and rear 
churches where now the temple is unknown. 
Our duty to these fifty or sixty thousand 
people of these half civilized tribes is a most 

y, and it 

in a spirit of frankness on the part of the Cen- 
I hold the theorv to be 
entirely untenable that by massing wildness 
together tameness will be the result. I hold 
the doctrine to be entirely untenable that if 
you would make the savage like the culti- 
vated citizen you must keep him a savage in 
order to bring him up to that standard. No, 
sir, let him mingle in this flood-tide of pro- 
gress; let him mingle with civilized and 
Christianized people; let him see their ex 
ample, and learning therefrom, he will soon 
begin to court, love, and learn civilization as 
the last and best boon of his existence. 

Sir, the whole experiment of crowding In- 
dians on to reservations | stand here to-day to 
pronounce a failure. It has cost us more 
blood and more treasure than any other ex- 
periment that has ever been tried. Look at 
your annual Indian appropriations; and while 
we are told by committees and told by com- 
missioners that the Indians are all the time 
improving, yet there is not a mail comes to 
our hands but bears within its pages rumors of 
terrible massacre 


important duty, is time that it was met 


gress of this nation. 


How is that to be pre 
vented? It is by letting civilization step along, 
knowing no boundaries but the boundaries of 
the ocean—and that is not a boundary now 
knowing no boundary, but stepping along in 
its pride and glory to the achievement of the 
redemption of the whole race of mankind. 
lherefore, sir, were I an Indian, were I a 
Cherokee ora Choctaw, L would beg of Con 
gress to adopt this rule that plants civilization 
within our borders never again to be uprooted. 
Sir, were I the wildest Indian of the plains, I 
would ask that | might be brought into con- 
tact with the civilized man. Now, passing 
over their boundary into the State of Missouri, 
they behold there civilization, Christianiza- 
tion, cultivation, and when they step into 
Kansas they see itin its perfection. The day 
is not far distant when looking beyond their 
western boundary they will see the fair fields 
of civilization right up to them. Then why 
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them longer in a position that they do not 
deserve? It is, 1 assert, upon a false theory 
of humanity. It is humane, it is noble, it is 
elevating to see a man taken from the depths 
and degradation of savage ‘ i 


y ilie, Castit 


aside 
the wampum and the blanket and assuming 
the habiliments of civilization. Do that. and 
you will see where now is ruin and mu: 
and destruction living temples as proofs of 
civilization. 

Mr. President, the evil that we complain of 
cannot be cured by any additional spread 
of that spirit which has kept this territory 
isolated. Why, sir, look to the last murder 
of three, four, or five of your Government 
othcials; what purpose had it, in the very 
temple of J istice itself 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
murder ? 

Mr. NYK. It was killing. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They may be quite dif 
ferent things 


Mr. NYE. I confess that there is a dis 
tinction between killing and murder; but the 


Are you sure it was 


man is Just as dead when killed as though he 
was murdered. Let my friend from Vermont 
cipher on that a little. These men were killed 
in the very temple of justice itself, and under 
the jurisdiction ol 
Senator 


the very circuit that the 
honorable from L!linois seeks to en- 
large. Sir, has it come to this, that before the 
Inajesty of the law, and in a temple reared 
for its administration, the public otlicers of 


than 


‘7 


this nation are to be cut down worse 
savages ‘‘and not excite our special we nder’? 
ls there no sympathy left for men who take 
the errand of their Government and are bid 
to go to these distant places? Is there no 
sympathy rising in the human heart for them ? 
| hey h 4 l Luv ide 1, 
we are told, a territory set apart for Indians ; 
but they had invaded the very territory over 
which the United States exercised control. 
Under their own vine and fig tree they were 
cul down. 

'o me, Mr. President, this shows that some- 
thing adequate to the exigencies of the time 
should be done. It is a demand over which 
longer slumber with impunity. 
It is a question whether the means shall there 
be placed to take man away from the ray 


here seems to be none. 


we can no 


ages of the assassin’s blade 


with the 


and cover him 
shield of the law in the temple of 
justice itself. 

Nhe VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Nevada will please suspend. The morn- 
ing hour has expired and the bill amend- 
atory of the enforcement act is before the 
Senate, the pending question being on the 
amendment of the Senator from Illinois, [ Mr. 
TRUMBULL, | upon which the Senator from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Morton] was entitled to the floor 
yesterday aflernoon. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not know how 
long the Senator from Nevada designs speak 
mg, but unless bis remarks should be some 
what protracted, | hope, by unanimous con 
sent, we shall let the other matter pass by. 
| wish to make a statement which will not 
occupy more than five or ten minutes. 

Mr. NYE. ‘This bill will take the rest of 
the day; several want to speak. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I had hoped the Sen 
ator would withdraw his amendment when he 
saw what this purpose and object of the bill 
reported by the committee was—not extend 
ing a new jurisdiction. Lhe Senator from 
Nevada, perhaps, has not examined the bill. 
| hope that by unanimé us consent the Senator 
may be permitted to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. NYE. I understand the bill to be to 
establish a new court there. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. No; it isin this district 
now. 

Mr. NYE. But you propose to pnt the 
court in the Indian territory. propose to 
show that it is not needed at all while the offi- 
cers of the court are cut down in their court- 


oe Hs oe 








Mr. TRUMBULL. 
mistaken. It was not a United States court 
that was being held atall. It was an Indian 
court that he was talking about. 

Mr. NYE. What will the Senator’s court 
be but an Indian court? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to lay the un- 
finished business on the table for the purpose 
of finishing this bill. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 


from I[ilinois moves that the bill amendatory 


{| 
The Senator is entirely || 


of the enforeement act be laid on the table, 
for the purpose of continuing the considera- | 


tion of the court bill. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Ido not see the Senator 
from Indiana in his seat. I hope that will not 
be done. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Jadiana has just stepped out. The ques- 
tion is on the motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. This is a matter that 
ought to be acted upon. 

‘The motion to lay on the table was not 
agreed to, there being on a division—ayes 19, 
noes 26, 

DEFICIENCY 

Mr. COLE. I ask unanimous consent of 
the Senate to take up and dispose of the 
report of the conference committee on the 
deticiency bill. Many Senators have been 
importuning me to bring it up and have it 
disposed of. I think no one will feel like 
objecting to it. 

Mr. MORTON. I hope we shall proceed 
with this bill. I think it is very bad economy 
to lny one bill aside and take up another. I 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


think we can dispose of this bill in a short | 


time, and then take up the report alluded to 
and finish it. 
CANAL NEAR DULUTH. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a report of the Solicitor General and 
acting Attorney General, communicating, in 
compliance with a resolution of the Senate of 
April 23, 1872, information in relation to pro- 
ceedings which have been taken in the judicial 
courts to restrain the digging of a canal across 
Minnesota Point, near Duluth, in the State of 
Minnesota; which, on motion of Mr. Carpren- 
TER, was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the [louse had passed the following bills ; 
in which the concurrence of the Senate was 
requected ; 

A bill (UL. R. No. 2763) to provide a build- 
ing suited to the use of the custom-house, 
post office, the pension and revenue officers, 
and the judicial officers of the United States 
in the city of Memphis, Tennessee ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1982) te provide for hold- 
ing a circuit court of the United S‘ates in and 
for the western district of Missouri ; ° 

A bill (H. R. No. 2764) making an appro- 
priation for the erection of a marine hospital 
at San Francisco; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2762) providing for a life- 
size marble statute of the late Senator Edward 
Dickinson Baker ; 

A bill (H. Rt. No. 2765) granting a pension 
to Julia Cosgrove ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2766) granting a pension 
to Mary Whalen: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2767) granting a pension 
to Ardella D. Warfield and Lindsley N. War- 
field ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2768) granting a pension 
to Mary A. Dodd; and 

A bill (G. R. No. 2770) granting a pension 
to Mary ls. Shelton. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the bill (8. No. 845) to authorize 
the construction of certain bridges across the 
Mississippi river, and to establish the same as 
post roads, with an amendment; in which con- 
currence was requested. 
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The message also announced that the House 
had passed a resolution for the printing of 
extra copies of the preliminary report of the 
commissioner of the United States to the in- 
ternational penitentiary congress of London. 


BRIDGES ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. LOGAN. Senate bill No. 845 has just 
been returned from the House of RKepresenta- 
lives, with an amendment providing that the 
bridge shall be commenced within eighteen 
months. I hope the Senate will allow it to be 
concurred in now. 

Mr. CORBETT. I think that is right. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Iilinois asks unanimous consent that the 
Chair be allowed to submit the House amend- 
ment to the bill in regard to the construction 
of a bridge at Quincy. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLAIR. I object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Missouri objects. The Chair, therefore, 
under the rule, will submit it at the opening 
of to-morrow’s session. 

Mr. LOGAN subsequently said: I believe 
| the Senator from Missouri has consented to 
withdraw his objection to the consideration of 
the amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives to the Quincy bridge bill, and I hope it 
_ will be acted upon now. 

Mr. BLAIR. My attention has been called 
_ to the amendment, and it is not what I sup- 
posed it to be. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unani- 
mous consent to consider it at this time. 

There being no objection, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to cousider the amendment of the House 
| of Representatives to the bill (S. No. 845) to 
| authorize the construction of certain bridges 
| across the Mississippi river, and to establish 
the same as post roads, which was to add at 
the end of the last section the following pro- 
Viso : 


Provided, That the construction of the bridge 
mentioned in this section shall be commenced with- 
in eighieen months from the passage of this act. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
AMENDATORY ENFORCEMENT ACT. 


| The Senate resumed the consideration of 
| the bill (S. No. 791) to amend an act entitled 
| **An act toamend an act approved May 31, 
1870, entitled ‘ An act to enforce the rights of 


several States of the Union, and for other 
purposes, ’’’ the pending question being on 
the amendment of Mr. TrumBULL. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Indiana is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. MORTON. 


will be voted down. 


if it is adopted, the effect 


which we have been engaged some two or 
three days, and which I think it is very im 
| portant to pass. We have had enough votes 
of the Senate, and the experiment has been 


fectly well that if this amnesty amendment is 


| passed and adopted the civil rights bill will 


| be put upon it, and then the friends of am- 


| nesty willagain vote against the whole bill, as 


they have done repeatedly. As I am anxious 
to secure the passage of this bill, which we 
have been engaged upon for two or three days, I 
hope it will not be loaded down in such a way 
as past experience shows will kill it. I there- 
fore hope that the fr.ends of this bill in regard 
to elections will vote down this amendment. 





Mr. TRUMBULL. Lhope not. The Sen- 
ate has never been full when we have taken a 
vote upon amnesty. ‘The votes have been ties 
frequently. There are several members pres 
ent who were not present before, and if those 
in favor of amnesty will stand by it we can put 
amnesty on and carry it, and can keep what is 
called civil rights, or in other words the social 
equality bill, off. 

Mr. MORTON. I will not discuss the ques- 
tion of socinl equality. | have heard the Senator 
from I\Jinois argue time and time again that a 


| citizens of the United States to vote in the || 


I hope this amendment | 


will probably be to defeat this bill, upon | 


tried often enough for us to understand per- | 





| bill which required only a majority vote could 
| not be putas an amendment upon a two-thirds 
| bill. Now the Senator seeks to put upon a 
bill that requires only a majority vote as an 
| amendment a bill that requires a two thirds 
vote. The effect of it will in all probability be 
to kill this bill. Task now that we shall pro- 
ceed and pass this bill in its present form. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It will be very easy, I 
| can tell my friend from Indiana, to get out of 
the difficulty that is suggested about embarrass- 
ing the two measures by having them together, 
because [ have no doubt it is the intention 
of the Senator from Illinois, or some other 
Senator, the moment this amendment is agreed 
to, to move to strike out the first part of the 
bill, and then we shali have amnesty alone, 
and that he thinks everybody will gofor. He 
has not shown such a very strong admiration 
for this election bill during the discussion we 
| have had upon it as to lead me to suppose 

that he is desiring to strengthen it by this 
movement of amnesty. So that I should ad- 
vise any Senator who really believes in the 
election bill and wants to have it become a law, 
| however much he may be io favor of amnesty, 
to keep the two measures separate, when we 
| can take care of them both. I do not want to 
| go into a discussion of the matter of amnesty 
j until I see that it is put in committee, when 
I may have something to say. 
| 
| 
| 


——— 





Mr. ROBERVSON. Mr. President—— 
The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that the pending amendment is now the 
amendment to the amendment offered by the 
Senator from Illinois yesterday afternoon, 
striking out the second exception, which was 
moved by him forthe purpose of enab'ing him 
to speak again on the amnesty proposition. 
Mr. ROBERTSON. I hope the Senator 
| from Illinois will not persist in this amend- 
ment. ‘lo be consistent I shall bave to vote 
| against it. I have been the consistent friend 
of amnesty for over three years; but to attach 
it toa bill which requires only a majority to 
pass would jeopardize both measures. I voied 
against attaching civil rights to the amnesty 
bill for the simple reason that I did not think 
the amendment germane to the bill. Tor the 
same reason I propose to vote against this 
| amnesty amendment to this bill, as much as [ 
| am in favor of amnesty. | hope thatthe friends 
| of amnesty will not vote to attach it to this 
| measure, it not being germane to the bill, 
Mr. SAWYER. rise for the purpose of 
|, asking a question which | would like to have 
|| some Senator who is versed in parliamentary 
law and other law answer. Suppose that the 
| amnesty bill is attached to the bill now pending 
;}as an amendment, and that it passes both 
| Houses of Congress and goes to the President, 





| 

| 

| 

| and the President sees fit to veto it; I want to 

know if the amuesty part of the proposition 

| will not nevertheless be the law? 

|| Mr. EDMUNDS. _ I say no, for one. 

|| Mr. SAWYER. It is not necessary at all 

|| for the President to sign a bill granting relief 

|| from disabilities; that part of it is not neces- 

| sary to goto him; but the amnesty bill is put 

upon this bill ; it passes ; it goes to the Presi- 

‘| dent; he chooses in consideration of some- 

|| thing in some part of the bill to veto’it; I 

want to know if the relief of disabilities is not, 

under the terms of the fourteenth amendment, 

| still effected ? 

Mr. MORTON. The Senator assumes the 
very thing which is denied. He assumes that 

|| it is not necessary that the amnesty bill should 

| go to the President. 

Mr. SAWYER. LTassume, what has been 
asserted here a dozen times, that the propo- 
sition for the relief of disabilities need not go 
to the President for his signature. 

| Mr. TRUMBULL. In reply to the Sen- 
| ator from South Carolina, I wiil say that it is 
my opinion that it would be effective. 1 do 
not think a bill removing political disabilities 
need go to the President at all. I thought 
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Indiana says, to unite a two-thirds bill with 
a majority bill, and I gave that as one of the 
reasons for my course previously but unfor- 
tunately a majority of the Senate did not agree 
with me. and they decided that it was proper to 
put together, and the Senator from Indiana has 
he! ped to put together, legislative bills and bills 
removing disabilities. Now, when he returns 
upon me and says that this is inconsistent with 
my action, I have only to say that I am con- 
forming to the regulations of the Senate. The 
Senate has decided that these bills may go 
toge ther. Of course I have to conform in 
business to the rules adopted by the Senate. 
I was of a different opinion; but the Senate 
decided that a two-thirds bill and a regular 
legislative bill could go together. Having so 
decided, of course I conform to the decision 
and vote in accordance with it. 

I am sorry that my friend from South Caro- 
lina [ Mr. RoBerTSON ] has abandoned amnesty 
on the present occasion and has appealed to 
the friends of amnesty to go against it. The 
friends of amnesty will vote for it everywhere ; 
and if the Senator from South Carolina, who 
has so often been for amnesty, now comes in 
and appeals to his friends to vote against 
amnesty, | do not know when he will get it. 
We must vote for it under all circumstances 
till we get it. If he is disposed to unite with 
those who want to kill amnesty, thatis for him 
todo; but the effect of his vote is to destroy 
amnesty. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President, when an 
amnesty bill was before us early in the session, 
and a motion was made to atiach what is 
known as the supplementary civil rights bill 
to it, those who voted against coupling those 
two bills were charged with being hostile to 
the civil rights bill. It is well known to every 
man who knows anything about it, that such 
was not the fact. It is perfectly well known 
to any Senator who knows anything about it 
that Senators who voted against attaching the 
civil rights bill to the so-called amnesty bill 
on that occasion were the real friends of the 
civil rights bill; and the Senator from Illi- 
nois at that time took that ground. He knew, 
or he believed at that time that the civil rights 
bill was offered to the amnesty bill for a 
double purpose, one of which, and not by any 





| believe, and until Senators rise and correct me | 


| not mean that the Senator from Massachu- 


setts moved it with that purpose; but it was 
put on with that purpose, and the Senator is 
aware of it as well as I am. 

Mr. SUMNER. ‘The Senator is not aware 
of it. 


who voted with that intent, but I am happy to 


I shall hope to linger in the illusion, that Sen- 
ators voted honestly for civil rights ; thai they 


| believe that tbere are civil rights which are yet 
| denied to the colored race, and that they are 


| amnesty bill 


means the least important, was to kill the | 
amnesty bill 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I did. 


Mr.SAWYEK. And now the Senator from 
Illinois repeats the tactics which were adopted 
by the advocates at that time of attaching the 
civil rights bill to the amnesty bill. He desires 
to kill the bill whic 

Mr. SUMNER rose. 

Mr SAWYER. One moment. He desires 
to kill the bill which is before the Senate to 
day, and therefore he seeks to put upon ita 
proposition which requires two thirds of the 
Senate to _ 

Mr.SUMNER. Does the Senator mean to 
say that I moved the civil rights bill in order 
to kill the amnesty bill? 

Mr. SAWYER. I say the effect of that 
motion was well understood to be to kill the 
amnesty bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator’s allegation 
was different; it was broader. He said it 
was moved to kill the civil rights bill. 

Mr. SAWYER. I 
double pares. 

Mr. SUMNER. Now, sir, I am ready to 
move the civil rights bill at any time I can 
get an opportunity, 


Mr. SAWYER. 





If the Senator will move 
it on this bill, I will vote for it, because it can 
pass here by a majority vote. Ido not think 
the Senator meant to kill the amnesty bill; 
his purpose was different. 

Mr. SUMNER. The Senator said it was 
moved to kill the amnesty bill. Now, I | 
moved the civil rights bill. 


Mr. SAWY ER. I do not mean that. I do | 


said it was offered for a | 


ll all (however intended) 


| believe it 
|} country 


| share the illusion with 


| the middle of 


| already 


willing to seize the first opportunity to vote 
forthem. ‘That is my illusion at least. 

Mr. SAWYER. It is not an illusion. I 
him, if it be one, that 
there are rights which ought to be secured by 
the adoption of the bill of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, and I shall vote for it at all 
times when I can help it by voting for it, in 
my Opinion. The attachment of it to any 
proposition which requires a two-thirds vote 
does not help it; it has not helped it in the 
and will not help it in the future, but will, 
on the contrary, imperil its passage through 
the two Houses of Congress at this session. 
Our experience justifies me in making that 
declaration. The Senator cannot have had 
his eyes open unless he has come to that con- 
clusion. And now I repeat, the Senator from 
Illinois pursues—I question not his motives— 
a policy leading to the same end. He pur- 
sues a policy which is calculated, whether so 
intended or not, to defeat the pending measure 
aud not to help amnesty. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I said yesterday, in 
reply to that very question from the Senator 
from Vermont, that if amnesty was put on this 
bill [ should vote for both together 

Mr. SAWYER. But the Senator was well 
aware that there were enough votes in 
Chamber outside of bis own to kill it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should hope not. I 
should hope the triends of amnesty would 
stand by it; but it seems I am mistaken. 
Senator from South Carolina is only for am- 
nesty at some other time. 

Mr. SAWYER. The Senator cunnot throw 
the responsibility for his acuuon upon other 
people. The Senator knows very well that an 
cannot pass coupled with this 
bill, whatever views he may himself entertain, 
however he himself may vote. He cannot 
mislead or deceive the country on that issue. 


past, 


here may have been certain Senators | 


| 
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of it was certain to defeat amnesty, 
defeat the otber bill; that they could not pass 
| together. That, I believe, we ail now recog- 
nize. Now, if we put amnesty on this bill, 
we simply defeat amnesty and defeat tbis bill. 
However ocher Senators may pursue that course 
with regard to putting the ei 
the amnesty bill, | shall not follow that exam- 
ple. I believe it is a bad one. 
how large the majority was; | 
that is the 
ing | 


and to 


vil rights bill on 


{ do not care 
do not believa 
way to legislate ; and notwithstand- 


have been overruled, I still remain of 


| the same opinion, that it is not in order to unite 
| propositions requiring a two-thirds vote and 


this || 


The 


| Carolina just now. I 


propositions requiring @ majority vote. It is 
certainly not orderly. It is not founded on 
any principle, and I shali not follow any such 
example. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I listened to the some- 
what warm remarks of the Senator from South 
should like to ask that 


Senator, who has so much to say about sham 


friendship for amnesty, how he voted on the 


| and was paired with the Senator 
| sourl, 


proposition of the Senator from Massachusetts 
to put the civil rights bill on the amnesty bill? 

Mr. SAWYER. When? 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask how the Senator 
voted when the civil rights bill of the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts was fastened on the 
amnesty bill? 

Mr. SAWYER. 

Mr. CASSIKLY. 

Mr. SAWYER. 


On what occasion ? 

Recently. 

I was out of the Senate, 
from Mis. 
{[Mr. Buarr,}] and I did not vote to 
couple amnesty with civil rights or civil rights 
with amnesty. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I will ask the Senator 
if he knows kow his vote was disposed of on 
that sub ve ct? 

Mr. SAWYER. I made a personal ape 
ation on the morning of my return, ating 
that the Senator from Missouri Since tood 


| meas to my position on that point 


senator 


Mr. CASSERLY. 
what his position was ? 

Mr. SAWYER. My ion was this, if 
the Senator will allow me: 1 was in favor of 
substituting for the amnesty bill pending the 
proposition of the Senator from 


and di pose of it alone. 


Will the 


state 


posit 


Mussachu 


setts, When the Sen 


| ator from Massachusetts subsequenily moved, 


‘There is not an intelligent man in the country || 


who does not know that amnesty and this bill 
cannot pass and become a oy nor ther. It is 
a palpable sham to 
every man of common sense. 

Mr. President, | am for amnesty. I 
important to the interests of this 
that the disabilities under which a 
large portion of our people labor shall be 
removed, I am for the civil rights bill. I 
believe that the colored man should have the 


NT : 
WOW, 


same right to the privileges which belong to | 


citizens of the United States as the white man. 
[ will go as far as the farthest in securing those 
rights to the colored man; but I am not to be 
induced to vote to couple together measures, 
one of which can be passed by a mere majority 
and the other of which requires 
vote, by the threat of being held up to the 
country as Opposed to amnesty and opposed 
to civil rights. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator’s 
five minutes have expired, and a littie bit over, 
as the Chair did not desire to interrupt him in 
a sentence. 

ir. STEWART. I donot care about speak- 
ing on this question ot amnesty, for | have 
spoken sufficiently on the question; 
but I desire to remark that I appreciate the 
force of the consideration presented by the 
Senator from Sonth Carolina, that we cannot 
secure amnesty by putting it on this bill. I 
|| deprecated the putting of the two bills to- 
| gether the other day. I thought the effect 


that motion having been defented, to attach 
his bill as an amendment to the amnesty bill, 
as an addition to it, thus requiring action upon 


both together, I was agaiust that measure, and 
| so expressed myself in the Senate. I have 
been consistent in that throughout. I have 
not given a vote which tended to do that. 
Mr. CASSERLY. I simply asked a ques- 
| tion. Ido not want all this taken out of my 
time. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 


| amnest 
a two-thirds || 


from California has two minutes 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. CASSERLY. The 
that he tavored and had he been here 
have voted for a movement which he kuew, 
which everybody knew, whatever the motive 
of it was, was a flank movement to destroy 
y for this session. 

Mr. SAWYER. Nort at all. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Very well, sir. I was 
here; the Senator was not. I think it was 
pretty well understood on both sides of the 
Chamber that the effect of it was precisely 
that. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I 


vote for the amendment of the Senzu 


remaining, 


Senator confesses 
wo ild 


shall 
tor from 


[ilinois, and I wish to say one word in ex 
planation. I made the question of order that 
the amendment offered by the Senat from 


: ; 
Massacousetis, called the civil rights bill, to 
lhe Chair 


from Rhode 


the amnesty bill was not in order. 
—jhen occupied by the Senator 
Island, [| Mr. ANTHONY J— deci 
point ol order 
was argued. 


ed aguins! wy 
J appea aled to the Se: ate It 
The Senate sustained the de 


ves ati 
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cision of the Chair, and decided that it was in 
order. With great respect for the majority 
who made that decision, I entertain precisely 
the same opinion now that I did then, that 
that amendment was not in order; 
does not settle the question at all whether the 
amendment offered by the Senator from IlIli- 
nois isin order, The amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts to the amnesty bill, 
as [ maintain, out of order because, 
although | admit that the general rule of parlia- 
mentary law which prevails in the Senate does 
not require that an amendment shall be ger- 
mane to the bill, but, on the contrary, you 
may m: the most incongruous proposition 
for the very purpose of defeating the bill, yet 
I maintain that the Constitution itself, the 
law, makes the case of an amnesty bill 
sui generis, and requires that all amendments 
to it shall be germane to that subject. That 
was my proposition. The majority of the 
Senate thought differently. 

But suppose I were right in that proposi- 
tion ; the only effect of it would be that when 
anamnesty billis before the Senate you can- 
not attach to it proposition that is not 
germane to that subject, you cannot attach to 
it any proposition of ordinary legislation. But 
it by no means follows that when a bill of 
ordinary legislation is betore the Senate you 


WAS 


ve 


highe st 


any 


may not attach to it any other measure what- 
soever, for the Constitution does not come in 
there to make that bill of ordinary legislation 


sui generis. ‘That stands on the general par- 
liamentary law of the Senate which admits 
the most incongruousamendments to be made 
even tor 
pending bill. 
petent, 


It is therefore perfectly com- 
in my judgment, to move the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Illinois, and 
I shall vote for it. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I should like 
to ask the Senator from Ohio, for information, 
bill is put on this election bill, 
will it not then require a two-thirds vote to 
pass the bill? 

Mr. THURMAN. It will. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Thenthe friends 
of the election law can hardly be expected, I 


if the amnesty 


take it, to vote for the amnesty bill. 
Mr. RICE. Iam for the bill that is before 
the Senate, and I am for amnesty. I have 


had sufficient experience in putting together 
two bills, both of which I am for, not to 
attempt the same experiment again. Iwas for 
civil rights and I was for amnesty, and I voted 
every time to put them together, and the result 
has been to kill both. I do not propose to 
repeat that experiment here and kill both bills 
that J am for. I prefer rather to take one that 
I can get, and trust to time to get the other. 
Mr. ANTHONY. I donot feel the embar- 
rassment which seems to affect so many mem- 
bers here who find it necessary to apologize 
for voting against what is misnamed the 
amnesty bill. I am in favor, for the reasons 
that were so well stated by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr Scorr] when the bill was 
before the Senate pricr to the holidays, of 
their forefeited rights some few 
persons who are still laboring under disabili- 
and who, under any other Government, 
would have been severely punished, and many 
of whom, under our own laws, if the laws had 
been executed, would have been capitally 
punished. I do not believe, as some Senators 
seem to believe, that the principal object for 
which we are assembled is to pass what is 
called an amnesty bill. Ido not believe that 
restoring unrepentant rebels to their forfeited 
rights is the whole object for which we are 
assembled. the chief end of man, and the glory 


restoring to 


ties, 


of God. [Laughter. ] 
Mr. KELLOGG. I am in favor of am- 


nesty, and as it is quite fashionable to say 
something in explanation of votes, I pro- 
»ose to say only that I prefer the bill that 
bes come from the House, and I intend to 


the very purpose of defeating the 


but that | 








a 





| move it upon the judiciary bill which the Sen- 
ator from Illinois proposes to take up imme- 
| diately after this bill is disposed of. 
very important bill; it has been discussed for 
a good while, and ['want to see it passed. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment to the amendmeut, offered 
| by the Senator from Illinois, to strike out the 

second exception from the amnesty bill. The 


| Chair supposed that the Senator moved that | 


amendment pro forma yesterday in order to 
enable him to speak. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Let a vote be taken 
upon it. Iam in favor of striking it out. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think the country will be 
under obligations to the Senator from lilinois 
for exposing these professed friends of am- 
nesty who have always contrived to defeat it 
while professing to be for it, and who are now 
prepared to vote it down absolutely when it is 
proposed as an amendment, following their 
own example in proposing other amendments 
to the amnesty bill itself when it was before 
the Senate. I rejoice very much that the 
Senator from Illinois has proposed his amend 
ment, and [ shall vote for it. I not only re 





friends of amnesty in this Chamber. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let me ask 
from Missouri, if we should vote for amnesty, 
|} and the friends of amnesty should put this 
amendment on the election bill, would be then 
vote for the election bill? 


Mr. BLAIR. I should do so without any 
sort of hesitation. 
Mr. SHERMAN. That is frank. Now, I 


| will state in a word why, in my judgment, this 
amendment ought not to be thrust in upon 
this bill. 
| is no doubt. Several votes of the Senate have 
shown that there is a large majority honestly 
in favor of amnesty. Senators are not doing 
justice to themselves an’ their associates when 
they impute any doubtful motive. There is 
no doubt that there is also a determination in 
the Senate that the civil rights bill shall be 
voted upon by the Senate, and by the House, 
if possible, according to the rules of parlia- 
mentary law; 
| myself. 


I am ready at any time to vote for 





| but at the same time I will exercise my parlia- 


| mentary power to induce the passage of that | 


| other bill connected with it, that kind of twin 
| sister that ought to go with it, the civil rights 
| bill. I think in doing that we are doing what 
we are perfectly justified in doing, what we 
are justified by parliamentary law in oe 

My opinion is strengthened by a vote taken 
yesterday in the House of Representatives, 
and to that we have a right to allude; a vote 
of 113 to 77 upon suspending the rules to take 
up the bill in regard to civil rights, indicating 
that a very large majority of the House were 
desirous of passing that bill. Under those 
circumstances I think we have a parliament- 
ary right, anditis our duty, to send them the bill 
in such a form thatthe majority may act upon it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that the votes in the other House are not 
by parliamentary law to be referred to to in- 
fluence the action of this House in any way. 
The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment, to strike out the second exception 
from the amnesty bill. 

The amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now 
recurs to agree tothe amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois,[Mr. TRuMBULL, ] asamended 
by adding the second section of the House 
amnesty bill. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I move to amend the 
amendment by adding the following as addi- 
tional Seeons: 


Sec. —. That no citizen of the United States shall 
by reason of race, color, or previous condition o 


joice that he has proposed it, but that he has 
been the means of exposing the professed | 


my friend | 
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servitude, be excepted or excluded from the full and 
equal enjoyment of any accommodation. ady antage, 
| facility, or privilege furnished by innkeepers; by 
common earriers, whether on land or water by 


| licensed owners, Managers, or lessees of theaters or 


other places of public amusement; by trustees, com- 
missioners, superintendents, teachers, and other offi- 
cers of common schools and public institations of 


| learning, thesame being supported by moneys derived 


from general taxation or authorized by law; also of 


| cemetery associations and benevolent associ: itions 


supported or authorized in the same way: Provided, 
‘That private schools, cemeteries, and institutions of 
learning established exclusively for white or colored 
persons, and maintained respectively by voluntary 
contributions, shall remain according to the terms 
of the original establishment, 

Sec. That any person violating any of the pro- 
visions ot the foregoing section, or aiding in their 
violation, or inciting thereto, shall, tor every such 
offense, forfeit and pay the sum of 3500. to tue per- 
son aggrieved thereby, to be recovered in an action 
on the case, with full costs, and shall also, for every 
such offense, be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 


; and, upon conviction thereof, shall be fined not less 


than $500 nor more than $1,000, or shall be imprisoned 


| not less than thirty days nor more than one year: 


Provided, Thatthe party aggrieved shall not recover 
more than one penalty; and when the offense isa 


|| retusal of burial, the penalty may be recovered by 


That the amnesty bill will pass there |) 





. geen SRE NS 


the heirs at law of the person whose body has been 


re fused | burial. 


| hereby ‘eon fer red andthe s 


Src. That thesame jurisdiction and powers are 
same duties enjoined upon 


the courts and officers of the United States in the 


| execution of this act as are conferred and enjoined 


upon such courts and officers in sections three, four, 
five, seven, and ten of an act entitled ‘“‘An act to 
protect all persons in the United States in their 
civil rights, and to furnish the means of their vindi- 
cation,’’ passed April 9, 1866, and these sections are 
hereby made a partof this act; and any of the afore- 
said officers failing to institute and prosecute such 
proceedings herein required shall, for every such 
offense, forfeit and pay the sum of $500 to the per- 
son aggrieved thereby, to be recovered by an action 
on the case, with full costs, and shall on conviction 
thereof be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and be 
fined not less than $1,000 nor more than $5,000. 
Sec.—. That no citizen possessing all other ays al 

ifications which are or may be prescribed by law 


| shall be disqu: alified for service as jurorin any court, 


and lam just mthat predicament || 
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national or State, by reason of race, color, or pre 
vious condition of servitude; and any officer or other 
person charged with any duty ip the selection or 
summoning of jurors who shall exclude or fail to 
summon any citizen for the reason above named 
shall, on conviction thereof, be deemed guilty of a 
misdemeanor and be fined not less than $1,000 nor 
more than $5,000. 

SxEc. —. That every discrimination against any cit- 
izen on account of color by the use of the word 
‘‘ white,” or any other term in any law, statute, 
ordinance, or regulation, is hereby repealed and 
annulled. 


Perhaps I may be a little premature in offer- 
ing thisamendment. I wish to offer this amend- 
ment to the enforcement bill, and not as an 


amendment to the amnesty amendment. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment 


of the Senator from Lilinois is not yet dis- 


posed of. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Then I withdraw this 
for the moment. 

Mr. SUMNER. I suggest to my friend that 
the civil rights bill should be moved after action 
on the amnesty amendment. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
South Carolina was about stating that. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I gave notice yester- 
day that when the vote was finally taken on 


| the amnesty bill, I should be ready to move 


the civil rights bill, Ido not wish to attach 


| it to the amnesty bill, requiring a two-thirds 


vote, if I can attach it to a mere majority bill. 
I thought the amnesty amendment had been 
voted down. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
disposed of. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Then I withdraw my 
amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from 
Illinois. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
state to the Senator from Illinois that in 
accordance with the agreement—— 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire to make a 
motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
has a right to move to amend further. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to amend the 


It is not yet 


present amendment by adding to it the amend- 
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ment just offered by the Senator from 
Carolina. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Illinois moves to amend the pending 
amendment by adding the so-called civil 
rights sections moved by the Senator frqm 
South Carolina. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It is known that I am 
opposed to this social equality bill, but I want 
now who is for it. I want to see 
whether the Senate is for it, or whether Sen- 
ators are simply using it to defeat amnesty. 
This will give us a direct vote on it. Let us 
see now those in favor of this social equality 
bill. On that question I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

Before taking my seat, I wish to say that in 
moving the amendment, I do it for the very 
purpose of seeing who is disposed to vote for 
such a proposition by itself, where we can get 
a distinct vote upon it. I shall vote against 
it. I have merely offered it for the purpose 
of testing the sense of the Senate. 

Mr. SUMNER. And, Mr. President, I too 
shall vote against it—— 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I am very glad to hear it. 

Mr. SUMNER. Because I will not vote for 
a proposition which I know is made with evil 
intent. That is the point. I am in favor of 
civil rights, and | am not going to see them 

sacrificed. Therefore, sir, 1 shall vote against 
this P roposition now; but when the Senator’s 
motion tor amnesty is voted down, then [am 

eady to move the civil rights bill, and I will 
a all who really are in earnest for civil rights 
to record their names in its favor. [ am for 
what is practical. The proposition of the Sen- 
ator is not pract ice al; it is to sacrifice the bill 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Well, Mr. President, it 
is the very thing the Senator has done time and 
again. He has moved it as an amendment to 
tie amnesty bill time and again for the purpose 
of defeat ing amnesty. Now let him vote against 
it and admit what his object was. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. 
motion my object was to get this amendment 
on to the enforcement bill which would become 
a law by a mere majority vote; but I moved it 
as an amendment to the amnesty bill. There 
fore I do not wish to be misunderstood in my 
action. 

Mr. CASSERLY. [was not surprised at 
the objections of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to the motion of the Senator from Illi- 
nois. The Senator from Illinois moves the 
civil rights bill of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetis upon this bill. This billis a majority 
bill; and being a majority bill the two meas- 
ures may pass by the same vote; but more 
than that, it is not the amnesty bill. Hence 
the objection of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. That Senator can correct meif I am 
wrong; but | have watched his course with all 
the attention and interest due to him as a 
prominent and distinguished member of this 
body, and my recollection is that not 
did the Senator from Massachusetts, in the 
course of the long struggle, protracted over 
weeks and months, move his civil rights billon 
any bill but the amnesty bill. 

Mr. SUMNER. Of course I have not. I 
have had no opportunity. 

Mr. CASSERLY. ‘ Of course!’’ 

Mr. SUMNER. I have had no opportunity. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Oh! 

Mr. SUMNER. And I do not move it now 
on the ammesty motion. 
of the Sen&te on that. Ifthe amnesty motion | 
should prevail, my friend from California way 


be sure he will have an opportunity of voting 
on the civil rights bill. 


Mr. CASSERLY. Certainly! 

Mr.SUMNER. I shall move it, and when | 
the amnesty motion is out of the way I shall 
give him also an opportunity of voting upon it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Therefore, sir, he puts 
death upon amnesty; he puts upon amnesty | 
a measure that he knows in this body will || 
destroy it. That is all I have to say, sir. 


to see 


When I first made the | 


THE CO 


South || 


| Mr. 


once || 


I wait for the action || 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is On amending the so-called amnesty propo- 
sition by adding the so-called civil rights 
proposition. [Laughter.] The 
on that amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I call for the yeas and 
nays to show who will vote for this civil rights 
bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
ROBERTSON. I understand the 
| amendment is offered by the Senator from 
Illinois. 

Che VICE 

Mr. CAR 


PRESIDENT. 
PENTER. 


It is. 


I shall vote against 


|| this amendment to add the civil rights bill so 


called upon the amnesty bill so called, [laugh- 
ter,}] and then I shall vote against both of 
them and vote for passing the bill before the 
Senate just as itis, without these amendments. 
If it has come to this that, when a Senator 
gets his face set that a particular measure 
shall he will move it upon every bill 
of ordinary legislation having no connection 
with the subject whatever, then it bas come to 
this, that not another bill can pass here. The 
next bill reported by the Judiciary Committee, 
which the Senator from lilinois offers, for es- 
tablishing a court, 


pass, 


| court, or anything else, will have to encounter 
| all these 
session may be wasted without passing another 
bill. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, | am a 
friend of the civil rights bill, as | have shown 
by a good many votes; but when the civil 
rights bill is offered by one of its enemies, not 
for the purpose of securing its success, but for 
the purpose of securing its defeat along with 
the defeat of the measure we have been en- 
gaged upon for several days, I shall vote 
ayainst that as an amendment to the amnesty 
amendment, and [ hope the bill will be passed 
without having anything of the kind attached 
to it. Itis an important bill. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—ys nays 50; as follows 

YE AS—Messrs. Caldwell, Clayton, 


lan, Pomeroy, and Sprague—6, 
NAYS—Mesers. Alcorn, Anthony, Blair, Boreman, 
Suckingham, Cameron, Carpenter, Casse rly, Cole, 
Cooper, Corbett, Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of 
| Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Freling- 
huysen, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilron of Maryland, 


contested measures, 


as 6, 


Hamilton of Texas, Hamlin, Hill, Hitchcock, John- 
ston, Kellogg, Kelly. Logan, Morrill of Maine, 
Morrill of Vermont. Morton, Norwood, Pool, Pratt, 


Ramsey, Ransom, Rice, Robertson, Saulsbury, Saw- 
yer, Schurz, Scott, Sherman, Stevenson, Stockton, 
Sumner, Thurman, Tipton, Trumbull, Wilson, and 


Windom—50. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Ames, Bayard, 
Chandler, Conkling, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, 
Fentou, Howe, Lewis, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Spen- 
cer, Stewart, Vickers, West, and Wright—18. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDEN The question 
recurs on the amendment e the Senator from 
[ilinois, which is to add the amnesty proposi- 


Brownlow, 


| tion as generally known in the Senate. 

| Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask for the yeas and 
| nays. 

lhe yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. ALCORN. I protest against placing 
| 


the proposition to grant amnesty to the 
southern people on the back of any other bill. 


I do so for the reason on which I should pro- 


test against the introduction of the Lord’s 
Prayer into the Constitation of the United 
States—in deference to the fitness of things. 


lhe fitness is outraged in the case before us 
to the extent of dealing out in a spirit of bar- 
gain and sale the nation’s sovereign grace. 
And amnesty should, I submit, be in the pro- 
priety of things free in fact and in form, so as 
to maintain the condition under which alone 
it constitutes a stroke of statesmanship—the 
to a responsive g'atittude. Up to the present 
time reconstruction has gone on the basis of 
a bargain—it was so with the thirteenth, the 
fourteenth, and fifteenth amendments to the 
| Constitution. 


| 
|| condition of an appeal of gracious generosity 
| 

\| 

| 


question is | 


for changing the terms of a | 


and the whole | 
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granted to the southern people in the form of 
an appeal, which will not have been made in vain 
by a free gift, a royal largess of the nation. In 
behalf of the people I represent | propose to 
receive it in no other form. 

Mr. STOCKTON. The Senator from Del- 
aware [Mr. Bayarp] hasgone homesick. He 
is paired with the Senator from Michigan, [ Mr, 
CHANDLER. | 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 22, nays 33; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Blair, Casserly, 
Davis of West Virginia, 
Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Texas, Hill, Johnston, 
Saulsbury, Schurz, 
Thurman, Tipton, 


Clayton, Cooper, 
Ferry of Connecticut, 
Maryland, Hamilton of 
Kelly, Norwood, Ransom, 
Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, 
and Trumbull—22., 
NAYS—Measrs. Alcorn, Ames, Boreman, Buck- 
ingham, Cameron, Carpenter, Cole, Corbett, Ed- 
munds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuy- 
sen, Gilbert, Hamlin, Harlan, Morrill of Maine, 
Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Osborn, Pomeroy, 
Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Roberison, Sawyer, 
Scott, Sherman, Sumner, West, Wilson, Windom 
and Wright—33. 
ABSENT— Messrs. 
ildwell, Chandler, 
Kentucky, Fenton, 


Lewis, Logan, Nye, 
and Vickers—19, 


Anthony, Bayard, B: 
Conkling, Cragin, 
Hitcheock, Lowe, 


Patterson, Spencer, 


ownlow, 
Davis of 
Kellogg, 
Stewart, 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. SUMNER. I now send to the Chair 
an amendment which I desire to come in at 
the end of the bill. It is known as the civil 
rights bill. Itis the same that has been read 
just now. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that the last 
amendment as perfected the other day? 

Mr. SUMNER. Substantially. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. The amendment 
just now read when offered on my motion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Itwiil not be read 
unless some one Calls for the reading. 

Mr. SAWYER. This seems to me to be the 
first real opportunity we have ever had to pass 
the civil rights bill, and I hope we shall 
ourselves of it, and attach it to this bill 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Heretofore the friends 
of amnesty and civil rights have come in con- 
flict with each otber as to passing those two 
measures. Now, sir, we are to have a fuir 
aud square vote on the amendment as offered 
by myself this morning, and we shall see who 
are the friends of equal rights. © | proposed it 
in order that we might determine the ques 
tion by a majority vote. The friends of equal 
civil rights should support this amendment 
now, put it here, and not put it upon a meas 
ure that requires atwo-thirds vote to become 
a law, and thereby jeopardize it. 1 wish 
simply to express the hope that we shall have 
a fair, square vote, and that equal rights will 
be established. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 
on the amendment of the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, to add the see 


final 


was 


avail 


| tions known in the Senate as the civil rights 


pro ee 
Mr. SUMNER ealled forthe yeas'and nays, 
and “ were ordered. 
Mr. BOREMAN. I 
the first 


move to strike out in 
section all after the word 
ment’’ in the ninth line. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The 
from West Virginia moves toamend the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts by 
striking out the words which will be read by 
the Secretary. 

The Cuigr CLERK. 


‘amuse 


Senator 


[t is proposed to strike 


| out the following words: 


| teachers, and otber officers of common se 


| ported 


By trustees, commissioners, superintendents, 
hoole and 
public institutions of learning, the same being sup 
by moneys derived from general taxation or 
authorized by law; also of cemetery associations and 


benevolent a ns supported or authorized in 


the same way: Provided, That privateschools, cem 
eteries, and institations of learning established ex 
clusively for white or colored persons, and main 


tively by voluntary contributi wns, shall 
»rding to the terms of the original estab 


tained ree pe 

reth iin a 

lishment. 
So that the section will read: 


That no citizen of the United States shall, by rea- 
son of race, color, or previous condition of s#er- 


Amnesty should, ifextended, be |) vitude, be excepted or excluded from the full and 
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equal enjoyment of any accommodation, advantage, 
facility, or privilege turnished by innkeepera; by 
common carricra, whether on land or water; 
licensed owners, 
other places of public amusement. 


Mr. BOREMAN. I but a word or 
two to say in regard to the motion I have 
That poruion of the section which I 
have proposed to strike out includes institu- 


tions of learning and 


have 
made, 


cemeteries and benev- 
Il have no objection to in- 
corporating in this bill a provision authorizing 


olent institutions. 


by | 
managers, or lessees of theaters or 


all persons to have eq ial rights in what are | 


actually public institutions; but 


here it is | 


proposed to require that all iaws in the several | 


Siates providing for common schools and sep 
arating the races shall be nullsfied ; that all 
shall be allowed to associate together in the 
same schools. My sense of right, if I may be 
allowed to use that word in this connection, 
my sense of propriety, will not allow me to 
support the proposition. It seemsto me that the 
opinion ol the members of this body represent- 


ing the southern States, who are as friendly to 


the colored race as any of the professed pht- 
lanthropists of this body or anywhere else in 
this country, sh vuld have some weight on a 
question of this sort. We have been told by 
almost every Senator from a southern State 
(whose professions have been not merely words 
but have been actions; who have borne the 
burden and heat of the day in order that the 
colored people inthe South might be put upon 
an egualiy with the white race of this country) 
that this requirement will be of great practical 
disadvantuge. 1 eay that their counsel and 
their advice should have some weight with this 
body. When Senators representing the south 


ern States, with one or two exceptions, tell you | 


and tell the Senate that the course now pro- 
posed to be pursued will be utterly destructive 
of the common-school system, I think it ought 
to go for something. It will not do to run off 
upon theories. We want something practical. 

You may say, Mr. President, that this is 
prejudice. There is something in that, Il ad 
mit; there is a good deal of truth in it; it is 
prejudice growing out of education; but never- 
theless the fact exists, and our people need a 
little more of this education before they can 


be brought to the point now intended by this | 
it will come around after awhile, per- | 


bill. 
haps. If the friends of this measure will 
possess themselves in patience for a time, our 
people will be educated up to this point, I have 
no doubt, in due time. 

Tie great mass of the colored people of the 
southern States are not demanding this meas- 
ure; and, as my time is limited, I will come 
down to what | know to exist as a matter of 
fact in my own State. We have provided, as 
they have in most of the southern States, that 
the white and colored children shall be edu- 
cated sep rately. 

lhe VICK PRESIDENT. 
time has expired. 

Mr. BOREMAN. A word or two more. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
desires to occupy afew moments further. The 
Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BOREMAN. So far as I know this is 
satisfactory to both races, and not only satis- 
factory but. preferred by them. The colored 
people. with whom I consult frequently, do 
not demand any such thing as this. They are 
proud now that they have their own schools 
to which they can send their own children. 
We provide them teachers, we set apart a fund 
for their education, and they are satistied that 
it is so; they are glad that it is so. 
attend their own churches, and they go to 
their own schools, and they are being edu- 
eated, Itis not because we want to do them 
injustice; it is not because we are treating 
them unkiudly or intend to treat them unkind- 
ly; but we wish to provide for them, and we 
believe two separate schools are a better pro- 
vision for them than one mixed school where 
they might be treated unkindly and receive 
less attention than when they are taught 


The Senator’s 


They | 











separately. I will not trespass on the Senate 
further. 
Mr. SAWYER. I was about to ask the 


Senator a question before he sat down. 


themselves prefer separate schools. Now, 
there are various classes of colored people. 
There is the black man of the pure African 


race; there is the mulatto, or half-breed; | 
|| there is the quadroon, or one who has a quar- || when their youth can gather into the same 


aa and together enjoy educational facil- 


ter African blood, and so on, diminishing down 
to a shade so slight that it cannot be perceived 
by the eye and is not described in the law. 
Now, I want to know why there does not exist 


| the same reason for making a distinction be- 
| tween the mulatto andthe black man as there 








| is for making a distinction between the mulatto 
| and the white man. 


The mulatto is just as 
far from the one as from the other, and just as 
near to one as he is to the other. 

Mr. SUMNER and Mr. BOREMAN ad- 
dressed the Chair. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 


| from Massachusetts. 


Mr. BOREMAN. 

Mr. SUMNER. 
his five minutes? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. He has. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I merely wished to re- 
spond to the question propounded to me by 
the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I wish to 
say that the motion of the Senator from West 
Virginia is one to deprive the bill of a large 
part of itscharacter and usefulness. It is to 
despoil it of the clause which is to expel caste 
from the common schools of the country. Now 
I hope the Senate will to that proposition say 
‘*no,’’? and with such a voice that no one here- 
after will ever undertake to vindicate caste in 
the education of the young. If there is any 
place from which it ought to be expelled, it is 
the school-house. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. Mr. Presi- 
dent, I should like to have the amendment 
reported. 

rhe VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment, 
in brief, is to strike from the first section of 
the civil rights bill that provision relative to 
schools and cemeteries. The whole text will 
be read, if the Senator desires. 

Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. [tis not neces- 
sary. I have buta word to say. The brief five- 
minutes debate which is allowed on a proposi- 
tion of this kind is altogether too short for an 
expression of the brietest argument against 
the proposition of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. 

I shall vote for the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia, because I believe 
from the depths of my inmost convictions that 
the passage of the bill of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, so far as it relates to common 
schools, will be the very destruction of the 
entire system of common school education 
throughout the whole southern portion of our 
country, where that common-school education 
is now most needed. 

I have rejoiced, I have thanked God for 
recent events, if for any cause more than for 
any other, because I saw the northern and 
eastern systems of common-scbool education 
having the highways southward opened to 
them, and because I thought I could behold 
the blessings which descended upon the North 
and the East during the last four or five genera- 
tions coming down upon the people of the South. 
But, in my judgment, the bill of the Senator 
from Massachusetts will blast all these hopes. 
It is nonsense, sir, to talk of the necessity of 
educating youth in the same building in order 
to give them equal facilities, advantages, im- 
munities, rights. What matter whether they 
be in the same building or in different build- 
ings, so that the educational facilities bestowed 
upon them are identical? Butif inattempting 
to bring them into the same building you are 
to dash that system against a rock of prejudice, 
although it be prejudice—a rock which is as 


1 wish to answer—— 
Has not the Senator had 


Much | 
is said about the fact that the colored people 
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stable as centuries can make it—it is not the 
part of any wise statesman to encounter such 
a hazard as that, and the man who will not 
look at a prejudice like that standing in his 


| way, and legislate in regard to it, is unworthy 
_of-the name of statesman. 
_ings, educate the prejudices, if need be, of 


Cultivate the feel 
the people of the South for another generation, 


and the time will come and | believe will come 


ities. But now to force it upon them by con- 
gressional legislation, in my judgment will be 


| fatal to the best interests of both races in the 
| attempt to bestow upon both that which there 


is equally needed by both, a common-school 
education. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Mr. President, when | 
hear it so earnestly said that the South is to 
be ruined, it really causes me to reflect seri 
ously. The zeal, the emphasis, the manner, 
the ability of the distinguished Senator who 
bas just spoken prompt me to canvass in my 
mind to know whether lam upon the brink 
of destruction or not. 

He says it willnot do touse force. It is too 
late, Mr. President, to hesitate upon the banks 
of the Rubicon; you have plunged in, and it 
will not do to undertake to retreat. ‘* For- 
ward!’ isthe word. ‘* Liberty!’’ The distin- 
guished Senator plays upon the word ‘* lib- 
Ah! liberiy in its purity is a jewel, 


whom he seems to invoke on this occasion 
will always stand by. And what does liberty 
contemplate? Liberty contemplates to equal- 
ize, to do only that feebly which God who 
created man did originally, and that was to 
make all free and equal. 

But it is well known to Senators here, it is 
well known to civilized man, that if the decree 
were to go out from high Heaven to-day that 
at ten o’clock to-morrow morning the high 
and the low, the rich and the poor, in a pecun- 
lary point of view, should be equalized, that 
no given sum owned by any oue should be 
made equal and all be uniform, what would 
the consequence be? Why, sir, before noon 
the same day millions would have parted from 
one to another. Brains will tell. It is so 
ordered by nature, and it is practiced and 
known to man. 

‘* Liberty and equality ’’ is the motto so far 
as | am concerned; that has been my rule; I 
propose to adhere to it until some light greater 
than that which has been given to us by the 
iliustrious Senator from Connecticut in his 
brief remarks on the present occasion shall 
show me that I am in error, and the moment 
I ascertain that, I will veer around and try to 
get on the rightside. I understand, however, 
that liberty is not calculated to injure men; 
and if the black man has a right to all the 
privileges known to the white man, is that to 
destroy us? Certainly not. We have no evi- 
dence tending to that point—none under the 
sun; but let them all be equalized, and let 
them take their chances for the future, and 
merit ultimately will tell. It cannot be said 
that we propose to do anything that does not 
contemplate, in the fullest extent, that word 
** liberty.” 

But we are told this is “‘social equality!’ 
I might talk longand say much upon that sub- 
ject. There are a thousand things that 
could be said; but facts are known to be 
such that to those divested of prejudice, 
social equality regulates itself. You cannot 
regulate it to the utmost degree by law. 
What is it that law can perfect? Our penal 
laws that we are enacting here, that have been 
enacted since civilized nations have been organ- 
ized, do not perfect everything. Men commit 
homicide; they are responsible; the conse- 
queuces are upon them ; but still it is neces- 
sary to have penal laws. We only give the 


” 


colored race now in the civil rights bill that 
which they are entitled to as freemen, as free 


They have 


citizens of the United States. 
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sinned not. Whathave they done? It can- 
pot be visited upon them that they have done 
anything improper. Give them an opportun- 
ity. and if tney do not enjoy them we shall 
have a -quitted ourselves weil, 

I will vote for the civil rights bill upon this 
and all occasions. I will vote for amnesty 
upon all occasions. 

f Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I think 
this is another illustration of the danger of 
adopting by unanimous consent what is called 
the five-minutes rule. I do not suppose that 
any Senator, certainly not any half dozen Sen 
ators, supposed when we agreed to take the 
vote at two o’ clock yesterday on the pending 
bill, and the debate was to be limited to five 
minutes on new amendments, that any one 
would attempt to introduce such a measure as 
this civil rights measure to be discussed in 
five-minute speeches, and I do think that the 
introduetion of such an amendment absolves 
every Senator from any obligation to adhere 
to that five-minutes rule, and although I do not 
intend to claim that absolution myself, I shall 
acquit any Senator of any breach of faith or 
of his honorable obligation if he sees fit to 
speak upon the subject just as long as his duty 
inclines himtospeak. I[tis not mght, when we 
make these agreements to limit our debate by 
unanimous consent, to introduce a wholly 
foreign subject and then say that our tongues 
shall be tied. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
@ question? 

Mr. THURMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wishtoask him how 
long it is since, when the Senator from I\linois 
introduced amnesty on this main bill, he voted 
to put it on? 

Mr. THURMAN. I voted for it, but I did 
not seek to limit anvbody’s debate on it, and 
if the Senator from Vermont had said that he 
felt absolved from the five-minutes obligation, 

I should have said, ‘* Yes, you are absolved.”’ 
My vote on that had nothing to do with the 
question of time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Howcould I be absolved 
from the tive-minutes obligation when this very 
circumstance of the possibility of amendments 
of any kind being offered was brought to the 
attention of the Senate, and everybody under- 
stood who read the Globe that people must 
take their chances upon that question? 

Mr. THURMAN. No, sir; 1 quite deny 
that. I remember an instance here in which 
the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. Srewarr] an- 
nounced that he would no longer be bound by 
the five minutes engagement, because of the 
nature of an ameudment that was offered to a 
bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Lam speaking of what 
took place when this particular understanding 
took place. 

Mr. ('HURMAN. There was no such in- 
timation that I ever heard, and I was in the 
Senate. 

Mr. CASSERLY. What does the Senator | 
from Vermont claim took place ? 

Mr. THURMAN. If this ali comes out of 
my five minutes I shall have to violate the 
rule pretty quick. [Laughiter. ] 

Mr. CASSERLY. I should like to 
what the Senator from Vermont claims 
place? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will tell you presently. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I mean to say that no 
such understanding as the Senator from Ver- 
mont seems to have referred to was had, and 
nothing was said that was heard by me, or by 
any One on this side, to warrant or excuse the 
introduction of thisamendment. I agree with 
the Senator from Ohio that no Senator is 
bound by an agreement to confine his debate 
to five minutes, for the simple reason that 
that agreement manifestly had reference to 
such amendments as were within the general 
purview of the measure before the Senate. 


Mr. THURMAN. Ihave only to say that | 


May I ask the Senator 


know 


took 
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I do not pretend, until somebody who is 
bolder and stands more on his rights than I 
do does it, to set the example ot speaking 
beyond the five minutes; | will not say to vio 
late the rule, for it would be no violation of 
rule. 

[ only want to make this remark : when this 
subject was under discussion before I called 
upon the Senator from Nassachusetts to point 
the Constitution that 
au'horized pass such a bill as 
this; | never have received an answer to that 
question yet. I never have found anybody 
who could point out one single line of the 
Constitution that gives Congress authority to 
pass such a measure as this. 

Now, sir, since that debate took place, I 
wish to say to the Senate that the very ques- 
tion has been before the supreme court of my 
State, composed of five judges, every one ot 
whom is a Republican, the question whether 
the law of Olio requiring the schocls for col- 
ored children and white children to be kent 
whether it 
is a violation of any provision of the Consti- 
tution of the United States, and that court 
has just decided by a unanimous vote that 
that law violates no provision whatever of the 
Constitution of the United States, nor any 
law of Congress passed in pursuance of the 
Constitution of the United States. lf that 
sound, and of its soundness I do 
not think any good lawyer can doubt for a 
moment, there 1s an end of all pretense of 
constitutional foundation for this bill. 

fhe question was made in that court directly 
on an application to the court fora mandamus 


provision in 


Congress to 


out some 


separate is constitutional or not; 


decision be 


to compel the directors cf a school for whites, 
a public school supported by public money, 
to receive the child of a colored man living 
within the school district. It was a question 
which the colored pe ople made. ‘The father 


did not send his child to the colored school, 
but demanded his admission into the white 
school. He being a resident of the school 


district, a tax-payer there, made the demand 
for the purpose of trying the question, and 
applied to the supreme court for a mandamus 
to compel the directors to receive the child ; 
and the court, by a unanimous vote, decided to 
refuse the mandamus, on the ground stated in 
a learned and able opinion, that the law of Ohio 
which exeluded that child from tbat school 
violates no provision of the Constitution of 
the United States, or of any law of Congress 
yassed in pursuance of the Constitution. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I will now inform 
Senator from California what I meant in what 
When the ques- 
lion was pending as to this agreement the other 
day, the Senator from Ohio | Mr. ‘THurMan] 
said what I will read, with the colloquy that 
ensued: 
_** Mr. THurMan. 
ing about this: 
offered after two o’clock. 

“Mr Epmunps. That is not the usual under- 
standing. 

“Mr. Tourman. Because they might amend this 
bill by sticking something entirely new on it after 
we had agreed to vote. 

_ “Mr. BorremMan. I suggest that any member offer- 
ing an amendment shall have five minutes to speak 
ou it. 

“Mr. TuurMan. Let us have it understood that 
no amendments are to be offered alter two o’clock. 

**Mr. Casser.ty. The usual rule is that as to new 
amendments there may be five-minutes debate. Is 
that the understanding? 

The Vick PRESIDENT 
Virgiuia suggested, us an 


t he 


I said a few moments ago. 


I wish to have one.understand 
that no amendments are to be 


The Senator from West 
addition 


to the proposi- 
tion of the Senator from Indiana, that in regard to 
amendments offered atter two o’elock the five-min- 
utes rule should apply. 


“Mr. Tuurman. I suggest for the consideration 
of the Senate another rule that I think is better 
than thar. That five-minutes rule does not operate; 
I think, very wellalways. You can always avoid it 
by offering un amendwent,” &e. 


|| There is no further reference to the topic 

| of which I spoke, and that is merely that the 

| Senator from Ohio himself called attention to 

| the fact that amendments entirely new might 

| be stuck on the bill after we had agreed to 
vote. 








While I am ap on the main question, al- 
though Iam sorry the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts has offered his amendment to this bill 
for tactical reasons, not for reasons of merit, 
I wish to call atrention to what is taking place 
in the State of Georgia at this moment on the 


subject of the refusal of equal rights to col 

ored people ; social rights to colored people, 
as the Senator from Illinois calls them; privi 

leges to colored people, as he styled them, 
as distinguished from rights, the other day, 
although the Constitution secures privileges 
in respect to agricultural colleges founded by 
Congress under land grants to support them by 
Congress, scrip, money. rhe president of the 
Atlanta University addressed a letter to the 
president of the agricultural department of 
the State University at Athens, to which the 
State of Georgia had devoted this agri ultural 
college donation, asking him when the income 
of the agricultural college scrip granted to 
the State University was to come in, and 
whether it was understood that the university 
could make provision for the admission of 
colored as well as white students. First, 
however, he addressed a letter to the Governor, 
and [| will first read the reply to that: 


EXxecutivk DEPARTMENT, STATE OF GrRornotla, 
"—o) 


ATLANTA, Apred ll, 1372. 
Sir: His Excellency, the Governor, directs me to 
acknowledge the receipt of your letter_of the 9th 
instant, and in answer thereto to say thatin granting 
the income of the agricultural fund to the Univer- 
sity of Georgia he carefully retrained from any 
action, except such as he deemed absolutely neces 
sary to prevent the grant from ceasing under the 
actsof Congress. ‘lo secure the benefits of the fund 
to the State it was necessary to orgunize a college, 
such as is described in the act granting the dona 
tion, before July 2, 1872; but to organize such a col 
lege, which the university bad authority to dv under 
its charter, it was not required that the Governor 
should determine the question proposed by your 
letter. 
Respectfully, your obedient servant. 
P.W. ALEXANDER, 


Secretary Executwe Depart ment, 
Mr. E. A. Ware, President of Atlantic University. 


Professor Ware then addressed the same 
inquiry to Professor W. Leroy Broun, presi- 
deut of the agricultural department of the 
State University, to which the following reply 
was received : 

UNIVERSITY OF Grorota, 
ATHENS, Aprii 12, 1872, 

Dear Stir: In answer to your inquiry whether 
colored students, if they apply, will be admitted to 
the agricultural department of the State Univer- 
Billy, I bave the honor to reply, they will not be 
admitted under the present provisional organization, 

No income is receivable from the proceeds of the 
sale of the land scrip under a year, and then there 
will beavailable the interest of only » fractional part. 
In about two years and a half from the present time, 
according to the terins of salé inade by Governor 
Conley. the income of the whole fund will be avail- 
able. Llence, you perceive in this preparatory or- 
ganization we are not using funds appropri ited by 
the United States Government, and therefore the 
question you propose does not properly arise at the 
present time. The Legislature or the trustees will 
decide in reference thereto hereafter, and [ have no 
means of knowing what tnis decision will be; there 
fore my individual opinion about it would be of no 
value, 

I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

W. LEROY BROUN. 
E. A. WARE, 


President Board of Trustees Atlanta Univeratty. 


So you see, Mr. President, when we have 


given this money to the State of Georgia and 


& 


] } 
it has organized an agricultural college 


r 


under 
one of its other colleges, an agricultural depart 
ment, and those interested in the high r edu 
cation of the colored race in that State apply 
to have students admitted to this ogriculiural 
department, to be supporied by the 

of the United States, they are met with a pos 
itive and flat refusal, and told that by and by, 
when the income from tbat may come 
in, as they have only got about filry thousand 


hence or so, 10 will be 


Cori gress 


mone 


dollars, two years time 
enough to det srmine, by the Legislature or 
otherwise, What they are going to do about it. 
In other words, as sundry other quotations 
from the Georgia papers show, it is already 
determined that the colored people shall not 
have the benefit of education in that college 
|| founded under the authority of Congress and 
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supported by the funds that Congress provides | doing, I would have scorned to hold on to it, 


for that purpose. ‘To be sure, | suppose that 
is a social right, and they have no business to 
have social nights. LBeing a social right, as 


the Senator from Illinois says, or if it is not | 


that, if it is a privilege, what business has a 
colored man with privileges when white men 
are around? But 1 do think it is time for the 
Congress of the United States at the earliest 
proper opportunity at least to go so far as to 
protect its own grants of money and of lands 
for the purposes of education, and give the 
citizens of the United States an equal right 
in them. 

This shows the great benefit, in the restora- 
tion of good feeling among all the races in the 
South, of making great haste to remove the 
disabilities of people, I may add. 

Mr. HiLL. Mr. President, I will state to 
the Senator from Vermont that the annual 
meeting of the board of trustees of the Uni- 
versity of Georgia takes place in the month of 
August of every year. I cannot undertake to 
eay for that body what they will do any more 
than the Senator himself can. As yet there 
has not been a single building erected nor an 
acre of ground purchased for the University of 
Georgia in connection with the agricultural 
fund. Nothing has been done. They have 
employed Professor Braun to preside over the 
agricultural department. I have a slight ac- 
quaintance with him. He comes into the State, 
and is immediately addressed by the president 
of some colored educational institution at At- 
lauta to know whether colored people will be 
admitted to his department. There seems to 
be a very greatdegree of impatience about the 
matter. 
the Governor to the State University for the 
purposes prescribed in the act of Congress— 
and it wasonly done when it was done by the 
Governor to avoid its lapsing—before this in- 


quiry came. It is remarkable with what | 
promptness the inquiry is made. It is some- 
what akin, [ think, to the movement in the 


State of Ohio, and very nearly akin to that | 


degree of captiousness that marks this whole 
legislation. ‘There is a vast amount of hum- 
buggery about this thing, which 
day or other, be revealed, and if my judg- 
ment of human nature is worth anything at 
all, I venture the prediction it will recoil in 
the North and the Kast of this country upon 
those who agitate it most. There are men 
now living who will lament the extreme and 
wild philanthropy that they now so much 
vaunt on this floor. It will come. Sir, if I 
knew that it would overwhelm and crush me 
forever | would not yield (call it prejudice, 
or call it what you please) my common sense 
to this clamor which has sprung up in the 
country during the last seven years. 

When I meet a southern man, an old slave- 
holder, who has lived to see sixty years of 
life, and hear him say that he rejoices in the 
destruction of the institution of slavery, though 
held on to it to the last day that he was ‘per 
mitted to hold it, he must pardon.me if I ex- 
press some doubts of his candor. I never 
made anything out of the institution of sla- 
very myself. I was always called a negro 
spoiler. I spoiled everything, if indulgence 
could do it, that was around me. It was the 
great weakness of my nature. Personally, | 
do not think | suffered by the emancipation of 
my slaves. I recall a time when they were 
standing around me, while Sherman’s guns 
were thundering upon Atlanta, and some of 
them asked me what it all meant? I told 
them, ‘It means you will be a free people; 
prepare yourselves for it;’’ and that was nearly 
a year before they were free. 

Men are always apologizing for the institu- 
tion of slavery. I make no apology forit. I 
was old enough, matured enough, had reflected 
enough, to know whether the institution was a 
curse, or whether it was a blight upon my own 
conscience and character that [ tolerated it. 
If I had thought that I debased myself by so 


will, one | 


Hardly had the fund been applied by | 
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as I did do. No, sir; with all the evils that 


surrounded slaverv, it had its redeeming fea- | 


tures. Like war, it was a great crucible in 
which character was tried. There was the 
amplest opportunity for the display of many 
of the noblest virtues of the human heart. 
Sir, in my advanced age, I should hate to 
have to go back and become the nurse that I 
have been of the poor dependent people who 
were once my property. It has caused me 
too much pain, too much anxiety, too much 
solicitude, to have so many friends, so many 
human creatures dependent upon me. But 
have l any apology to make to anybody for 
the past? None upon earth. Have I under- 
gone the extraordinary transformation that 
enables me to behold through the acts of this 


Government wrongs I could not see before? | 
Do they convince me that the black man and | 


I sprung from the same great progenitor, and 
that he and I are equals in all respects; that 
I can distinguish no superiority of race on 
my own part above his? 
see all that to-day than I did in the days of 
slavery. 
the white man’s prejudice this world over ! 


There has been a class of men through | 
ages who have sung in beautiful strains | 


all 


the glories of universal freedom. ‘These were 


the poets who have delighted mankind through | 


all time; but for all that, the practical world 


has continued to regard their effusions more as | 
the dreams of enthusiasts than as solid truths | 


to guide philosophers and statesmen. Human 
servitude may change its form, but will soon 
reappear in another shape. 

I shall never undertake to delude the black 


man of my State—and I live in a section over- 


whelmingly black, and am a friend of all that 


| are deserving—by endeavoring to persuade 


him that a new light, as miraculous as that 
which broke upon Saul of Tarsus, has fallen 
upon me ; that the scales have dropped from 
my eyes, and that I now behold Aim an ele- 
vated being, my peer, and the peer of the 
proudest in the land, when the time was that I 
could not see it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair regrets 
to state to the Senator that his five minutes 
have expired. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Mr. President 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Texas that by the 





rule each Senator is to speak but five minutes | 


on any amendment. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I 
speaking that long. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
has already spoken once. ‘The Senator from 
Texas asks consent to speak again upon this 
amendment. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I should not have risen 
but for the fact that my distinguished friend 
from Georgia says that whenever he sees a 
man who owned a number of slaves and ex- 
presses himself as thanking his God that they 
have been liberated, and all that kind of thing, 
he questions his candor. I will state to him 
that it isa matter of very small censequence 
as to his estimate of me. I am over sixty 
years of age; | owned a great many slaves, 
and I have come very near saying what he 
spoke of. Whether he alluded to me or not 
I do not know. If he did not, he drew a very 
pretty portrait. [Laughter.] As to his con- 
clusion, it is a very small matter to me. I 
am responsible for my own sincerity. I have 
been the colored man’s friend first, last, and 
always. I was one when I owned them; I 
was a Henry Clay man in his views upon that 
question. We never disagreed. 

Mr. HILL. Wiil the Senator allow me one 
word right there? 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HiLL. The Senator is aware that 
though Henry Clay was in the abstract opposed 
to the institution of slavery. he died the owner 
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ofaslave. Mr. Clay consented to own a slave 
up to his death. He did not emancipate when 
he could have emancipated. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Do I understand the 
Senator to say he could have emancipated ? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Where? 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Clay could have emanci- 
pated his slave by the laws of Kentucky. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. No, sir; I think not. 

Mr. HILL. I think he could. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. No, sir; I think not in 
Kentucky. 

Mr. HILL. Iwill inquire of the Senator 
from Kentucky; but such is my recollection. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I think [ know about 
that as well as you do. 

Mr. HILL. Ido not see the Senator from 
Kentucky in his seat; but I think that is true. 

Mr. LOGAN. [think the question between 
these two Senators in reference to whether 
Henry Clay could have emancipated his slaves 
or not is not pertinent; for the main question 
is, how many did he own? [ Laughter. } 

Mr. HILL. Iam not particular about that. 
He owned some. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. [I owned enough to 
have made my friend from Illinois tolerably 
rich if he had been there. 

Mr. LOGAN. ‘They would not make any- 
body very rich now. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. No, and I am not 

aggrieved at the loss of their value. But, 
sir, this is a very small matter. 1 am in favor 
of the passage of the civil rights bill. As my 
friend from Illinois says, it does not matter 
how many slaves were owned by individuals 
in the Senate. I was always, as I was remark- 
ing, the friend of the black man, and I am yet, 
and many of those that I owned and who were 
raised with me and by me are upon my lands 
now, free and easy and doing well. ‘hey ride 
where they please whenever they can raise the 
money to carry them, and [ am gratified that 
they have that privilege, and I want to see it 
extended to them to the very fullest extent, 
and [ will give my vote for it upon any and 
all occasions. 
Mr. ALCORN. Mr. President, I do not 
rise to continue the discussion of the slave 
question. That quesion has been decided. [ 
am one of ‘‘the old slavehoiders,’’ barring 
the ‘‘old’’ part, who to-day says in truth, 
(and he thinks he speaks his heart when he 
says it) he is gratified that the institation of 
slavery exists no longer. It was a cancer 
upon the body of the nation. It has been cut 
out. It produced a flow of blood that was 
alarming in the operation, but I am thankfal 
that the patient gives evidences of recovery. 
I held slaves. I was no more responsible for 
holding slaves than was the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts or the Senator from Vermont. The 
nation authorized me to do so. It was an in- 
stitution that belonged to the country. There 
were many in the South who heid slaves who 
would have been glad if that institution had 
been removed, and it was not inconsistent for 
those people to resist what they conceived to 
be an aggression upon the part of the North to 
despoil them of their property, for they be- 
lieved slavery was right of itself. 

I wished, however, to speak with regard to 
the practical operation of that part of the bill 
with regard to schools. You may say to the 
passions of the people ‘‘ lie down,’’ but they 
will not, and they assume the form of facts 
when they are presented before legislative as- 
semblies. The father who brings his son into 
the world and refuses to educate him inflicts 
an injustice upon society; and that Govern- 
ment which does that which will retard educa- 
tion and enforce ignorance does a wrong to 
society and to itself. Every man in this Cham- 
ber and in this nation is interested in the 
education of the children of the land, white 
and colored, and he should pursue that course, 
without regard to party, which is best calcu- 
lated to advance the cause of education. 
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In the State of Mississippi, I stated the 
other day, aud I repeat, with the permission 
of the Senate, the fact, such is the organiza- 
tion of the races, the colored people residing 
in one section of the State upon the rich lands, 
and the white people in the interior of the 
country, that in any election which may be 
had hereafter, under any just apportionment, 
or under the present apport mment, the white 
people, upon @ quesilon of race, will hold the 
ho use of representatives, and the colored peo- 
ple will hold the Executive and the senate. 
Seeing this, it was necessary, in organizing 
that State, to observe the fact and to legislate 
accordingly. A compromise was agreed upon. 
The colored people had their schools. We do 
not say there by law that the white child shall 
not go into the colored school, nor that the 
colored child shall not go into the white 
but we leave that for the local authori- 
ties to regulate for their own convenience and 
in their own way; and that is proper. We 
established a university for the colored youth, 
having one for white youth already. We 
endowed by law that institution with $50,000 
a year, established chairs, and endowed those 
chairs ; and when it came to the question of 
the college land serip we gave three fifths 
of the college land serip to the colored uni- 
versity and two fifths to the white unive rsity. 
That was not in proportion to population ; 
but it was for the reason that the white uni- 
versity at Oxford already possessed lands, and 
the whole of that ten per cent. of the amount 
which Congress authorized to be invested in 
the purchase of land was given to the colored 
university of the State of Mississippi. 

We are now going forward without any con- 
flict between the races in the State of Missis- 
sip pl, and we will go joyously and prosper- 
ously forward if we are not interfered with by 
those who live abroad. As a friend of the 
education of youth, white and colored, | pro- 
test in the name of the people of Mississippi 
against this legislation here to-day ; and I say 
that whenever you establish a system of com- 
mon schools in the State of Mississip pi, you 
will have to legislate by Congress to enforce 
that school system ; and you will have to take 
the bayonet there to keep 1 it in ope ration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ayn- 
THONY in the chair.) The Senator’s time is up. 

Mr. ALCORN. I regret that it is up. I 
wanted to say more on this subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. The effect of this legislation, 
if it be adopted by Congress, will be to de- 
stroy the publie schools throughout a large 
number of the Statesofthis Union. The effect 
will be to prostrate the system of education 
throughout allthose States. I do not believe 
that in any of the western States, or in any of 
the southern States, the public school system 
would stand for one moment if this bill should 
pass and its constitutionality be maintained. 
At any rate, if the system was allowed to 
stand, there would be hundreds and thou- 
sands of white children driven from those 
schools. It would have the effect of depriving 
bundreds and thousands of white children in 
the country of education—aH those whose 
parents could not afford to give them educa- 
tion at private or select schools. 

‘This is the direct tendency of this measure, 
and I am astonished that Senator’s should 
persist in a course which they must know will 
have such a result, because every Senator here 
does know that there is a prejudice against 
mingling the colored and white children to- 
gether. Every Senator is aware of it. None 
of them can possibly disguise it from them- 
selves. Whether they consider that this preju- 
dice is a proper one or not, they know of its 
existence. ‘They know that it will absolutely 
deprive a large number of children of educa- 
tion, because their parents will withdraw them 
from the schools. They will withdraw them 
as quickly on account of colored and white 
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children being mingled in the same schools 
as if there was small-pox or plague in the 
schools. 

Senators may regard this as very unreason- 
able; they may affect to think lightly of it, 
and say, °" We will conquer this prejudice, and 
it is our duty as legislators to put it down, to 
prevent such a prejudice existing ;’’ but they 
know, and if they are men of sense ought to 
recognize the fact that it exists; and it is a 
question whether they will pass a law the 
direct tendency of which is to deprive white 
children of the benefits of the common schools 

When we go further and consider the fact 
that the white people pay almost entirely the 
whole sum by which these schools are main 
tained; that they submit to it as longas the 
children can be educated separately and apart ; 
that they desire it; that they feel it tobe a duty 
to givethe negro education; after they have 
paid forthe Support of the schools; after th 2y 
have contributed ali that goes to make up these 
schools, it seems to me itis going a little too 
far to say to them in effect that they shall 
not have the benefitof the schools which they 
themselves have established and paid for. 
That is the result of this legislation 

As a political movement | do nol fear the 
consequences of this measure, If 1 were 
guided entirely by my political inclinations | 
sho ild like to see Senators ge: this bill and 
force it upon the country; but | profess to be 
guided by very different views and motives 
here. I desire, if possible, that this source of 


| agitation and source of antipathy between the 


/ and the civil 


races should not be pressed. Nobody can 
doubt the political resuit of this movement if 
itis passed intoa law. It will unquestionably 
be adverse to the party which is making the 
movement, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. HA MILI N. [ have voted, [ believe, on 
several occasions to unite the amnesty an 
rights bill so called. I did s 
under the* linpression that perhaps it was the 
wisest and best method of progressing in our 
legislation. Lam, however, satistied that | voted 
wrongly, and | now mean to vote tor each 
measure separately, and to keep the one dis 
tinct from the other on every occasion when 
they are presented here for our action. I shall 
say nothing of the motives of Senators who 
offer the amendments. The effect is Vicious 
in connecting them in any way at all; and from 
this time on I propose to vote to keep each of 
these measures distinct by itself and to vote 
upon each by itself, 

Mr. SUERMAN. Iroseat the same moment 
with the Senator from Maine to appeal to the 
Senator froin Massachusetts to withdraw this 
amendment. I feel precisely like the Senator 
from Maine so faras the adding of this propo- 
sition to whatever bill is proposed in the Senate 
is concerned. The bill now pending is a bill 
that relates to elections, to guard the purity 
of elections. It is a bill that seems to me in 
the interest of that great object, with very little, 
perhaps no political significance in it, none 
tnat L can see. The bill that is now proposed 
as an amendment is entirely different, upon a 
a different subject-matter. 


There is a great deal of force in what my | 


colleague said a moment ago. When the 
members of the Senate make an agreement, 
it must be an agreement made in relation to 


| the subject-matter that is pending before the 


| Senate. 


jt is at least a pretty harsh thing 
(although it is within the parliamentary rule) 
to introduce a new subject and require Sena- 
tors to act upon it without any opportunity of 
debate. I therefore would not myself vote 
for a proposition that was entirely distinct 
and separate from the proposition before the 
Senate, entirely inconsistent with the proposi- 
tion before the Senate, under an agreement of 
that kind. 

The Senator from Massachusetts gains no 
advantage by pressing his amendment to this 
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bill. This, after all, is but a Senate bill. I 
voted for his proposition before as an amend- 
ment to a House bill, and there isa connection 
between an amnesty bill and the civil rights 
bill that Goes not exist between this election 
law and the civil rights bill. L appeal, there- 
fore, to the Senator from Massachusetts not 
to interrupt, as it is clear that this will inter- 
rupt, not only the agreement that has been 
made in the Senate, but the progress of public 
business. - There are three or four bills of an 
Important character that are now waiting the 
final vote of the Senate. One is the deficie ney 
bill, for the want of which the action of the 
courts in many of the States is suspended, and 
this bill which has been debated for two or 
three days, and other bills which have been 
set especially for to-morrow and next day. I 
trust, theretore, the Senator will forego the 
Opportunity of pressing his amendment at 
present. 

Mr. SUMNER. I know the sincerity with 
which the Seuator from Ohio [ Mr. Sugeman} 
has supported the civil rights bill, and how 
effectively he has done it; lL also know his 
familiarity with the rules of both Houses, and 
| cannot listen to his appeal without feeling 
its foree. IL see that by attaching the civil 
rights bill to the pending measure it does not 
obtain the advantage in the House of Kepre- 
sentatives which it would have had if attached 
to the other measure which was under con- 
sideration two or three days ago. Therefore, 
yielding to his appeal, and also to the sugges- 
tions ot other friends in the ( hamber, I how 
withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I thought the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. Roperrson } offered 
this amendment. 

Mr. SUMNER. I offered it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from South Carolina first offered the amend- 
ment, and withdrew it, and it was renewed by 
the Senator trom Massachuseits. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. LI understood the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina to offer it after the 
vote on the amnesty question. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I offered it thinking 
the amnesiy question was disposed of, but 
finding it was not dis posed of, l witl idrew it for 
the moment, intending to renew it after the 
amnesty question was disposed of ; but the 
Senator from Massachusetts renewed it before 
I could get the floor. 

Mr. TROMBULL. 
the Senate. 

Mr. SUMNER. I hope the Senator will 
not dothat. L hope he will allow it to be 
withdrawn, and let us bring it to a vote on 
some other proposition where we shall have 
the cordial support of all its friends 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I always listen witha 
great deal of pleasure to what my honorable 
triend from Massachusetts says. 


I now renew it. 
That brings it before 


L am willing 
to withdraw it if he will only promise to put 
it on some bill where it will require but a 
najority vote to pass it. 

Mr. SUMNEK. My friend, I think, will 
do me the justice to suppose that IL shall not 
fail to put it on any bill where I can. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I hope the Senator 
from South Carolina will not withdraw it. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Then let us put it on 
this bill where it will require only a majority 
vote, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts withdraws the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. | I renew it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understand the Ser 
ator from South Carolina renews the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SUMNER. I hope he will not. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Am I entitled to the 
floor ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Iilinois is entitled to the floor. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I understand the 


|; amendment to have been renewed by the Sen- 





ator from South Carolina, and on that I desire 
to say a word or twoin reply to what was said 
by the Senator from Vermont. 

1 am sure the Senator from Vermont left 
the impression upon the minds of Senators 


thatin (aeorg a the means appropriated by the 
United for educa- 


vere not ay pled to the education of col- 


Government of the States 
Hon 
ored children, or rather that colored children 
were denied the benefit of the appropriations 
made by Congres | 
could have been drawn from his rerharks than 
that such wa The letter which he 
that inference. It ap- 
from the communications which the Sen 


think no other inference 
the case. 
read does 
pe ul 
ator read thatin the State of Georgiathe fund 
is not yet available, and this appli 
k if 


agricultural 


not sustain 


ation of 
ce lored students 
department 
answered by 
e agricultural 
’ Georgia has 
not yet been put into such operation as to avail 
itself of any portion of the fund appropriated 
by the Government of the United States, 

Mr. KDMUNDS. May I interrupt my 
friend? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS My friend from Illinois, 
without meaning it, evidently takes the same 
view which the gentleman did who wrote that 
letter—that the State could take the money 
and avoid the application of it until it actually 
received the benefit; it might sell its lands 
on twenty years’ credit if it pleased; but the 
original act of Congress provides, and they 


some to now 


the 


pet Ons 
be sent to 
the univer 


could 


of sity in Georgia i 
informing the applicant that t 


} 
department of the University of 


stand on the same principle precisely, only 
this runs until July, 1872, that ‘“‘any State 
which may take or claim the benefits of the 
provisions of this act,’’ as Georgia has, ** shall 
provide, within five years at least, not less than 
one college, as described in the fourth-section 
of this act, or the grant to such State shall 
cease,.’”?’ Now, then, this provision of nuh 
agricultural college, as provided in the fourth 
18 where the students shall be 
The law says it shall be maintained 
a8 au Operative and existing inslitution which 
is to give education. Now, the State has set 
up this college end has to carry it on, as it is 
suid, with its own means until it realizes from 
this fund, and in the mean time colored chil- 
dren shall not come in. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The State of Georgia 
may have violated the act of Congress. I am 
not going into that question at all. The State 
of Georgia bas not yet availed itself of this 
fund. The language is— 

**No income is receivable from the proceeds of the 
sale of the land scrip under a year, and then there 
will be available the interest of only a tractional 
part.’ ° . . * “Hence, you perceive 
in this preparatory organization we are not using 
funds appropriated by the United States Govern- 
ment, and therefore the question you propose does 
not properly arise at the present time.”’ 


Section, one 


taught. 


Then all that they have done in Georgi: 
thus faris not to deny to colored persons the 
benefit of the act of Congress, because up to 
the time this letter was written, and according 
to the evidence the Senator from Vermont 
himself furnishes, it appears they are not using 
any portion of this fund for the purpose of 
educating either whites or blacks. Whether 
they ought to have used it or not, is a ques- 
tion | do not propose to go into. In point of 
fact they are not using it, and the Senator's 
own testimony shows that. 

So much for the attempt to create the im- 
pression that there was a distinction made 
between whites and blacks in the State of 
(reorgia in the education provided under any 
appropriation made by Congress. Up to this 
date no such distinction has been made, and 
they have got no means for educating anybody, 
and the statement of the president of the uni- 
versity shows that. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I wish to ask 
the Senator from Illinois whether he thinks 
such a distinction ought not to be made? 


Mr. TRUMBULL. [thinkall persons should 
have the benefit of our appropriation, and | 
think, too, in regard to money raised f »r schools 
by taxation, colored pe ople should have it as 
well as white people. I havealways thought so. 
I entertain no different view about that. But I 
do not believe in legislation forcing them into 
the same schools, or in our undertaking to 
control how they shall go to school by act of 
Congress. I believe myself that you should 
cate white persons exclusively. I have nosuch 
idea as that. 

Now, I desire to correct another misappre- 
hension of the Senator from Vermont. He 
speaks of my having said that the right to go 
to school was not a civil right. Well, I did 
What is meant by acivil right? A 
civil right is the right appertaining to a citizen 
as such, belo 
with him everywhere, that he has a right to 
exercise as a citizen. 
to go to school. 


Say 80. 


For instance, the Senator 
from Vermont has no right to go to one of 
the District schools here. I have no right to 
go to a Distr 


istrict school. 
to me as a citizen. 


But these are rights that 
are created by legislation in the various locali- 


ties and States, it you please, just like the right | 


to situpon a jury. That is not a civil right, 
aud it is a misnomer to call these civil rights, 
because civil rights are the rights which apper- 
tain to the individual as a citizen, and which 
he has wherever he goes. 
PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. EDMUNDs. 
the pending question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending 
question is on the amendment to the amend- 
ment, to strike out all that relates to schools 
and cemeteries. 

Mr. SUMNER. Bat I have withdrawn the 
amendment, I beg the Chair to notice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 


ator from South Carolina renewed it in the 


reve 
she 


position, in which it was before it was with- || 


drawn, 

Mr. ROBERTSON. 
chusetts I will withdraw the amendment and 
permit the bill to pass. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from South Carolina withdraws the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
question now ? 

The PRESIDING 
amendment pending. 

Mr. MORTON. 
ment of which I gave notice yesterday. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I believe [have the floor. 
I wish to speak on this bill for a minute. 

Mr. MORTON, I did not intend to inter- 
rupt the Senator. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
is a bill to protect 


OFFICER. There is no 


This bill 
There is 


I know that. 
civil rights. 


That rightis not a right | 


After a consultation | 
that | have had with the Senator from Massa- | 


What is the pending | 


nying to the citizen, that goes | 
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bate? I have no objection to the Senator pro- 
ceeding ; but as we are acting under a special 
rule, let me inquire whether the bill is open to 
debate? I thought only amendments were to 


| be debated for five minutes. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
is corrected. ‘The bill is not open to debate. 
There is no amendment pending. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I have no objection to 


| the Senator from Vermont going on. 
not tax the colored people for schools to edu- 1 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not want to go on 
in that way. I will allow my friend from 
Indiana to offer his amendment. 

Mr. MORTON. I desire to amend the first 
section of the bill by adding after the amend- 


| ment originally proposed by the Senator from 








I desire to offeran amend- |! 





enough analogy between political and civil | 
rights to enable me to go into a little argu- | 


ment upon that subject, but I do not intend to 
take up the time for that purpose. I only 
wish to show that my friend from Illinois is a 
little wide of the mark in the defense which 
he bas made for these Georgia people. Now, 


| [repeat to him and to the Senate in all sin- 


| cerity that the act of Congress 





| 





Mr. ROBERTSON. 
order. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


1 rise to a point of 


The Sena- 


| tor from South Carolina rises to a point of 


order, which he will state, 

Mr. ROBERTSON. The amendment is 
withdrawn, and debate is not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator is speaking to the bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am speaking to the 
bill, and shall not be long, I assure my friend 
from South Carolina. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 


Is the bill open to de- 


EEE ——————————————— 





| 





Texas [Mr. Hamitron] the words which the 
Secretary will read. 


The Cuier CLerk. It is proposed to add at 


| the end of the proviso to the tirst section the 


words ‘‘except those authorized to be ap- 
pointed by the act to which this is an amend- 
ment, in cities having twenty thousand inhab- 
itants or more ;’’ so that the proviso will read: 


Provided, That no compensation shall be allowed 


| to the supervisors herein authorized to be appointed, 


except those authorized to be appointed by the act 
to which this is an amendment, in cities having 
twenty thousand inhabitants or more, 

Mr. MORTON. I will merely explain how 
this amendment becomes necessary. When 
the Senator from Texas offered his amend- 
ment, which was accepted, it was understood 
that it did not affect the compensation au- 
thorized by the original bill to those supervisors 
appointed in cities having twenty thousand 
inhabitants or more, but on examination of the 
amendment it was found that in effect itrepealed 
the second section of the original bill, so that 
all supervisors, even those in the cities, will be 
appointed under the provisions of this bill, 
this bill taking the place of the other. ‘There- 
fore, to save the compensation of those super- 
visors to be appointed in cities, it is necessary 
to adopt this amendment. Jt is simply to 
carry out the will of the Senate as before 
expressed by a vote. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am in favor of this 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana for 
the following reasons: I wish to say to the 
Senator from Illinois, as I was about to say 
awhile ago, that the act of Congress provides 
that any State which takes this fund that we 
give shall provide within five years an agricul- 
tural college in which there shall be taught, 
not excluding other scientific and classical 
studies, but including military tacties, such 
branches of learning as are related to agricul- 
ture and the mechanic arts. ‘Therefore, the 
State of Georgia was bound by this law to 
provide a college in which teaching of that 
kind should go on within the five years. We 


authorized her to sell her lands on a hundred 


years’ credit if she pleased; but within five 
years from the time her right accrued, she was 
bound to provide a college which should be 
open to those who applied for admission, and 
in which should be taught those branches of 
education so necessary to the people. ‘There- 


| fore, itis no answer to say that she has not 


received any income yet from the fund we 
gave her. She took the fund. She disposed 
of it according to her own will. She was 
aware of her obligation to teach these branches 
within the five years, and therefore under the 
authority of her Legislature, the Governor has 
designated this State university as the ene in 
which these branches should be taught ; other- 
wise, her right to the grant would be forfeited. 
In order to save that forfeiture, she took up 
an existing university instead of founding a 
new one, which could not go into operation in 
season to save the grant. I take it it is her 
duty, or it will be on the Ist of July, when the 
time comes, to provide instruction in the me- 
chanic arts and in agriculture. Now, then, 
when colored people apply she says no, she 
has not got anything yet from the funds of the 
United States. 








Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator from 
Vermont tell us how many of the States had 
agricultural colleges in which they were giving 
instruction within five years from the passage 
of that act? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I 
of one. 

Mr. THURMAN. I think I can name five 
that have not for one that has. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well; I do not know 
that that helps the case any. ‘They had one 
in Vermont; I ean tell the Senator that. 


Mr. THURMAN. There is none in Ohio 


“an tell the Senator 


et. 
, Mr. EDMUNDS. They had one in Ver- 
mont in which, without distinction of race, 
color, or previous condition of servitude, call 
it a social right, or civil right, or political 
right, education was given to all who applied. 
Mr. HILL. If the Senator will allow me 
one word 
Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir, for I have not 
the time; that is my only reason. I have one 





word yet to say in reply to the Senator from | 


Iilinois. 
Mr. HILL. 


little piece of information. 


Worcester and Springfield, if Springfield has 
less than twenty thousand inhabitants, they are 
to work for nothing. 
Mr. CASSERLY. I 
amendment by adding: 


move to amend the 


And the fees or compensation payable to super- 
visors or deputy marshals under the acts to which 
this is an umendiment, are hereby reduced fifty per 
cent. 


Mr. THURMAN. I wish the effect of the 
amendment that has been made to the bill and 
the effect of the bill, should it pass, would be 
to abolish this oflice of supervisors, as the 
Senator from Indiana supposes it will; but I 
do not think that will be the effect at all. I 
am therefore very sorry to say that without his 


| amendment these supervisors in cities will get 


their pay. Why will they get their pay? The 
section that will become the second section of 


| the bill, should the present measure pass, does 


That is 
It provides for supervisors else- 


not provide for supervisors in cities. 
all very true. 


| where than cities, or rather it does not provide 


I wish to give the Senator a |! 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator || 


from Vermont declines to yield. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Senator from Illi- 
nois says he is in favor of having the funds of 
Congress applied to equal education, if I 
understand him, of blacks and whites, and in 
the same institution ; that they are entitled to 
the benefits of these agricultural colleges upon 
an equal footing with white persons; but when 
it comes to the State taxation, then he is not, 
it seems. How he distinguishes them | do 
not know. 

The Senator tells us no man has a civil 
right to goto school. Hasa man acivil right 
to sue in a particularcourt?) Why, Mr. Presi- 
dent, if you can establish separate schools 
you can establish separate courts. You are 


not bound to say that every man shall sue in a | 


particular court. According to the Senator’s 
argument, and under his civil rights bill, he 
ought to have provided that this right to sue 
in every court of the United States, and of 


for supervisors in cities alone. That is very 
true. Then comes the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Texas, that they shall not 
receive pay. But that does not affect the 
other section, unless indeed it be true that the 
supervisors who may be appointed in cities 
will be appointed under the bill which is now 
before the Senate. If that is the case, then 


| the Senator is right, and possibly that is the 


every State, which he says belonged to the | 


black man because he was a citizen, should 


be enforced by providing a separate court for | 
colored men, so that they should not disturb | 


the pride or the prejudice, or whatever you 
please to call it, of white people who choose 
to attend other courts as suitors. If that is 
what is called civil equality, then it is better 
to understand it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I wish to offer an amend- 
ment to that amendment. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. While the Senator is 
preparing the amendment to the amendment, 
I wish to say that I hope that amendment will 
not be adopted. I cannot see why the numer- 


ous supervisors and deputy marshals appointed | 


in the city of Chicago should be paid five dol- 
lars a day and those at Springfield in my State 
should work without any pay. I do not know 
any reason why in the city of Philadelphia 
they should be paid five dollars a day by the 
thousand, if you please, and in the city of 
Harrisburg should work without pay. That is 


the provision that the Senator from Indiana | 


now proposes to put upon this bill, to give the 
extravagant price of five dollars a day to dep- 
uty marshals ad libitum. ‘The marshal is au- 


thorized by this bill to appoint just as many | 
special deputies as he pleases and to pay them | 


five dollars a day for ten days in cities of 
twenty thousand inhabitants and over, and 
supervisors are also to be appointed in cities 


of twenty thousand inhabitants, and they are | 


to be paid five dollars a day, if this amendment 
obtains, while in cities of less than twenty 
thousand they are to work for nothing. In 


case. 

Mr. MORTON. I will say to the Senator 
that the first section of this bill by its terms 
takes the place of the second section of the 
old bill, so that all the supervisors will in effect 
be appointed under this bill. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then the Senator is right, 
and I hope his amendment will not be adopted 
and that these supervisors in the cities will be 
allowed to stand on precisely the same footing 
with supervisors elsewhere. No reason can 
be given why the one should serve without 
compensation, and the other should be com- 
pensated—not a single reason in the world. 
What is the reason that you propose to give 
them no compensation in the country or in 
towns of less than twenty thousand? On the 
theory that you will get better men by taking 


| men who will perform the service without com- 


able men. 


pensation, that you will not get a set of office 
seekers ; that you will get better men, respect- 
if that is true in the country, it is 
still more true and has still greater weight 


when you come to agreat city. No reason 


‘| can be conceived of why you should give these 


men pay in the city, when you refuse to give 
them pay in the country. I hope, therefore, 
the amendment of the Senator from Indiana 


| will be voted down and that the bill, if it shall 


| carried out 


pass, will have the effect of doing away with 
this compensation for supervisors altogether. 
Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator from Ohio 


|| of course is right in his view, and I voted in 


favor of an which would have 
That amendment, 


I suggest to the 


amendment 
that view. 
however, was not adopted. 


| Senator from Qhio that if he wishes to reach 


the point that he has in his mind, it will re- 
quire some express words to be added to the 


measure now before the Senate. ‘There are 


| two sections that relate to this question of 


| supervisors in the former aets. 


| inhabitants or more. 


One of them 
is displaced by section two of this bill. he 
other fixes the compensation of supervisors 
appointed in towns containing twenty thousand 
That is a separate sec- 
tion. It will require, therefore, an amend- 
ment to repeal that section or to repeal so 
much of it as provides for their compensa- 
tion, in order to accomplish the view of the 
Senator from Ohio. Regularly, I presume, 
the course would be to vote down the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Indiana declaring 


| their rightto compensation. He seems to con- 
| sider that necessary to prevent any possible 


in || ambiguity which may arise from the passage 
Boston they are to have five dollars a day, in || 


of this measure. Therefore I will ask the Clerk 
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to withhold my amendment until it is known 
what disposition the Senate will make of the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The Sena 
tor from California withdraws his amendment 
for the present, and the question is on the 
amendment of the Senator trom Indiana. 

Mr. MOR LON. One word, Mr. bre sident. 
It was not the purpose of this bill to change 
the law as it now stands so far as cities of 
twenty thousand inhabitants are concerned. 
We do not propose to disturb the law as it 
applies to them. 

here is a reason, and a very clear reason 
for providing compensation for officers in the 
cities that would not apply to corresponding 
otlicers in the country. You can get a class 
of men to perform these duties in the country 
while the corresponding class in the cities will 
not even go to the polls at all, perhaps. Lhope 
the amendment will be adopted. ‘The simple 
effect is to leave the old law just as it now is 
in this respect 5 it does not propose to change 
that. 
tion, and I see no reason for changing it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. he ques- 
tion igs on the amendment of the Senator trom 
Indiana. 

Mr. CASSERLY. This is a question of 
some importance, and L ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. STOCK LON. ‘The Senator from Dela- 
ware, [Mr. Bayarp,] who is absent, is paired 
on this subject with the Senator from Michigan, 
{| Mr. CHANDLER. ] 

The result was announced—yeas 37, nays 
18; as follows: 

YEKAS— Messrs. Aleorn, Ames, Anthény, Bore- 
man, Buckingham, Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, 
Clayton, Cole, Corbett, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry 
of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Fre- 
linghuysen, Hitcheock, Kellogg, Morrill of Maine, 
Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, 
Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Robertson, Sawyer, Scott, 
Spencer, Stewart, Sumner, West, Windom, and 
Wright—37. 

NAYS—Messrs. Blair, Casserly, Cooper, Davis of 
West Virginia, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Marylaud, 
Hamilton of ‘Texas, Johnston, Kelly, Ransom, 
Saulsbury, Schurz, Sprague, Steveuson, Stockton, 
Thurman, Tipton, and ‘Trumbull—ls. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Bayard, Brownlow, Chandler, 
Conkling, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, Gilbert, 
Hamlin, Harlan, Hill, Howe, Lewis, Logan, Nor- 


That was adopted after great considera- 


wood, Patterson, Rice, Sherman, Vickers, and 
Wilson—19. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask the Clerk now to 


read the amendment just adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amend- 
ment just adopted will be reported. 

The Cuter CLerk. The amendment just 
agreed to is as follows: 

At the end of the proviso to the first section of the 
bill add: . 

Except those authorized to be appointed by the 


act to which thisisan amendment in cities having 
twenty thousand inhabitants or more, 


Mr. CASSERLY. Now I offer my amend- 
ment, and ask the Clerk to read that. 

The Cuige Clerk. Atthe end of the amend- 
ment just agreed to it is proposed to insert: 

And the fees or compensation payable to super- 
visors or deputy marshals under the wets to which 


this act is amendatory are hereby reduced fifty per 
cent. 


Mr. CASSERLY. If I could hope that any 
amendment would be adopted by the Senate 
which would have the effect of rendering this 
bill less oppressive—I speak, of course, from 
my own point of view, not intending to reflect 
upon the motive of any Senator—I should 
feel confident that this amendment would be 


adopted. 


Mr. President, we know that some of the 
worst creatures that ever disgraced humanity 
have been appointed in the large cities of 
the Union supervisors and deputy marshals 
under the acts to which this act is an amend- 
ment. More than once in this body lists have 
been read of those persons by name, with their 
descriptions in full, also the crimes for which 


,, they had been convicted and the terms they 





had served in various penitentiaries and State ' 
prisons throughout the country. That was a | 
list published in one of the leading jour- 
nals in New York for several days. No 
denial of such extraordinary statements was 
ever made. I Gnd here the name of one man 


“Any inted a 
lork, 


i 
tlealing per 


supervisor in the city of New 
who was arrested for 
property, one gold watch 
locket, bracelets, ear-rings, and 
breast-pins, all valuedat $195, 


\ 

Wiliam Lewis, 
Onal 
and Chain, one 


and the stolen 


prope riy four d in his possession, and he was 
committed for trial, but the war being then 
raging he was released on condition of enlist- 


Army 
nould say, 


my ili thie 
tion, | 
then ri 


Another 


not a very valuable addi- 
to the brave men who were 
king their lives for us all in the field. 
ipervisor of the eighteenth ward 
was arrested as accessory to the 


Guernsey, a grocer. Another supervisor was 


a prince pal in a murder in a saloon, aud ran 
oll to escape arrest and punishment. I find 
the name ot a prominent deputy marshal, 


Allen, 
Connect was sentenced 
New Y ork 
but appealed ae 
waiting for the decision of ¢ 
got out on bail and found it con- 
venient to disappear. 

I co 
ten times the five 
reading 


icul. State prison, He 
State of 


there, 


to live years more in the 


to the State prison 
ern , d While 


higher court 


time of the Senate for 
minutes allowed to me in 
similar details. In my own city many 
men succeeded in imposing themselves on the 
judge and being appointed as super- 
visors to whom no man in his 
give five dollars a day; any man who would 
regerd them as worth half that amount would 
thereby esdablish his liability to have a com- 
mission of lunacy appointed on him, 

You do not give your jurors, the men who 


ild Occupy the 


circuit 


are the chosen men of the community, the 
good and true men, the lawful and discreet 
men of your community such compensation 
as is to be paid to these men. You are mak 


ing a job of the whole things you are making 


this law, inquisitorial and extraordinary at the 


best, an instrument for oppressing the people 
by the taxation which it will produce. 


[ hope, sir, that my amendment will be 


a _ ryote d, putting the se people on a level at least || 


ith honest lnborers in their compensation. 
Mr. MORTON. Mr. 
to be compensation allowed at all, [ think that 
allowed in the law as it now stands is not too 


high. The object isto get men who are qual- 


ified morally and intellectually to perform these | 


duties. Therefore, lam opposed to the adop- 
tion of the amendment offered by the Senator 
from California. 


But he says that bad men have heretofore 


been appointed in New York, and he reads | 
some names and describes some characters. 
Why, Mr. President, in the city of New York 


men have been elected by the people, and 
have been appointed by the mayor and com- 
mon council of that city, who in the course 
of about three years stole $120,000,000; and 
the whole world knows it. Is that a good 
argument for abolishing elections by the peo 
ple? Is that a good argument for depriving 
the cil y government of New York of all power ? 
lt would be a — argument if that made by 
the Senator from California is a good argu- 
ment against this law. He cannot impeach 
the excellence of a law by showing that it may 
have sometimes been abused, or that bad men 
may sometimes have been appointed under it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Will the Senator from 
Indiana allow me to ask him a question with- 
oul trespassing on his time? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Does the Senator con- 
sider that because bad men stole millions of 
dollars in the city of New York, as he says, 
graduates of two State prisons in as many dif- 
ferent States should be paid five dollars a day 
as supervisors or deputy marshals to insure 
purity of elections? 


| a good argument against elect 


murder of one | 


who served aterm of five years in the | 


senses would 


President, if there is | 
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Mr. MORTON. Even the graduates of 
State prisons may sometimes go where they 
are not known and be appointed to office or 
be received in respectable society. I have 
heard of that. But what I mean to say is this: 
if these exceptional cases that the Senator re- 
fers to have occurred—wnich, perhaps, he 
cannot prove; they may be entirely apocryphal 
for all we know, and I presume they are, for I 
think they are among the exaggerations of 
polities—even if it were so, it would form no 
good argument against the law any more than 
the existence of lammany thieves would form 


of cities by the people. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The ques- 


tion is up8n the amendment offered by the | 


Senator from California. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I shall vote against 
this whole bill when it comes to the final vote. 
I am opposed to the appointment of these 
supervisors of election, and consequently | am 
opposed to paying them anything. Now, I 
should like to know what business it is of Con- 
gress how the people of any State conduct their 
elections. Are you going tostrike down every 
right of the States? A few moments ago you 
had a bill pending in this House, advocated 
by many Senators, that proposed even to take 
from the parents of children the right to de- 
termine how they should goto school and how 
they should educate their own children. You 
proposed in that bill to take from the people 


|| the right to say where they would bury their 


dead. Now you come here with this ** bill of 
abominations’’ and propose to supervise the 
elections of the people in their own States. I 
am opposed to your whole bill, and conse- 
quently L say | am opposed to any compensa- 
tion whatever. 


If Congress mean to interfere with the rights | 


of the electors, why do they not take a manly 
course and say ‘* Congress intends to usurp the 
powers which the people themselves have 
heretofore exercised to determine their own 
elections and rule at their own polls ?”’ 
do you propose now to come in with congres- 
sional interference, to ay point scalawags to 


| superintend the manver in which honest men 
What the Senator from | 


shall cast their votes? 
California read as being true in the city of 
New York was true in many other States. In 
my own State parties were sent for to Philadel 
phia, as | have understood, to go into one of the 
election precincts and to appear there and claim 
to beappointees of the marshal and superintend 
an election ; but the good people of that neigh- 
borhood said to them, ‘*Sirs, the sooner you 
make tracks the better; there are limbs and 
rope in this neighborhood, and you had better 
leave;’’ and I hope and trust that whenever 
an attempt is made by scalawags to interfere 


with the elections of the people they will read | 
| to them their death warrant unless they 


leave 
the place in short order. 

Sir, the people ought not to submit to it. 
If the people of this country do submit to be 


| divested of all their rights, then their liberties 


are gone, unless to shame the coward spirit 
of their sons, the swords of patriot sires shall 
leap unbidden from their rusty scabbards and 
strike down the despoilers of American liberty. 


For one, | protest against this whole thing 


as an infringement upon the rights of the peo- 
ple, and I shall therefore oppose giving any- 
thing to any of these scalawags that may be 
sent into my State or any other State for the 
purpose of supervising elections. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
California. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That will pay them 
$2 50 a day, if it is adopted, I think that is 
enough. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. On this question I am 


paired with the Senator from North Carolina, 


ting the officers | 


| bill by adding : 


Why || 


I ask for the yeas and | 





May 14, 


[Mr. Ransom,] who would vote yea’ ‘if 
present, and | should vote *‘ nay. I am re- 
quested to state, also, that the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. Ramsey] is paired with the 
Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. Stockroy, ] 
Mr. Stockton would vote ‘*yea’’ if present, 
and Mr. Ramsey ‘ nay.”’ 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulied—yeas 18, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Alcorn, Blair, Casserly, Cooper 
Davis of West Virginia, Goidthwaite, H: vinilton of 
Maryland, Hamiiton of Texas, Johnston, Kelly, Nor- 
wood, Saulsbury, Schurz, Stevenson, Thurman, lip- 
ton, Trambull, and Windom—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
wan im,Caldwell, Cameron, C: irpenter, Clayton,Cole, 
Jorbett,Cragin, Ferry of Connecticut, Ferry of Mie h- 
gun. ianepee 3? relinghuysen, Gilbert, Harlan, Kel- 
logg, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Osborn, 
Pool, Robertson, Sawyer, Scott, Spencer, Sumner, 
and W est—29, 

ABSENT—Messrs. Bayard, Brownlow, 
Conkling, Davis of Kentucky, 
Hamlin, Hill, Hitchcock, Llowe, Lewis, Logan, Mor- 
rill of Maine, Patterson, Pomeroy, Pratt, Kamsey, 
Ransom, Rice, Sherman,Sprague, Stewart, Stockton, 
Vickers, Wilson, and Wright —27, 


So the amendment was rejected, 
Mr. CASSERLY. I 


Chandler, 


Edmunds, Fenton, 


move to amend the 


Sec. —. That all appointments of supervisors of 


election, or deputy marshals, or persons appointed 
by court commissioners to execute process, made 
under this act, or the acts to which it is amendatory, 

shall be made in writing upon the written recom- 
mendation of at least two reputable citizens who 
are qualified as jurors under the laws of the State, 
and also qualified as voters in their respective elec- 

tion or voting precincts; and such recommendation 
shall be filed with the appointment in the office of 
the clerk of the circuit court. 


The amendment is confined to supervisors, 
deputy marshals, and that large body of offi- 
cers denominated ‘* persons’’ in the act, who 
are appointed by the court commissioners to 
execute process. It seems to me that those 
officers are invested with powers so large that 
some special care should be used in the man- 
ner of their appointment. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Will the Senator allow 
me to make a suggestion to him? 

Mr. CASSERLY. Certainly. 

Mr. CARPENTER. 1 suggest that his 
amendment is unconstitational. The appoint- 
ment of every Federal officer must be made 
by the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, by the heads of Depart- 
ments, or bythe courts of law. Now, you can- 
not provide that a court of law shall appoint 
men recommended to them by somebody else. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator from Wis- 
consin is a known friend and champion of 
civil service reform. I am, therefore, nct at 
all equal to the task of coping with him ona 
question of this kind which relates to the con- 
stitutional power of officers charged with the 
duty of appointments to make appointments 
upon the best information or guarantee that 
they can obtain. I do not see how my amend- 
ment, however, conflicts with the Senator’s 
view of the Constitution, 

Mr. CARPENTER, It substantially puts 
the appointing power in the two persons who 
make the recommendation. 

Mr. CASSERLY. No, sir; the provision 
is that the supervisors shall not be appointed 
unless they have such recommendation. It 
does not say that the man who has that recom- 
mendation shall be appointed. 

Mr. CARPENTER. I thought it read that 
he should be appointed upon the recommend- 


ation. 

Mr. CASSERLY. No. 

Mr. CARPENTER. What is the phrase- 
ology? ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER 
ment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. 
follows: 


The amend- 


The amendment is as 


Thatall appointments ofsupervisors of elections,or 
deputy marshals, or persons appointed by court com- 


| missioners to execate process made under this act or 


the acts to which it is amendatory, shall be wade in 
writing upon the written re commendation of at least 
two reputable citizens who are qualified as jurors 
under the law of the State, and also are qualified as 
voters in their respective election or voting pre- 
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cincts, and such recommendation shall be filed with 
the appointment in the office of the clerk of the 
circuit court. 

Mr. CASSERLY. That does not limit the 
appointing power of the court at all. If it 
dos s, of course 1am willing tochange itin any 
way that will make it satisfactory. The pro- 
vision simply is that before any supervisor can 
be appointed by the court he shall have the 
recommendation of two reputable citizens. 
The court is not bound to appoint any man 
who brings that recommendation. It may 
insist on the appointment of some other man 
who will have a like recommendation, or the 
third or fourth man who comes forth with a 
similar paper. 

Mr. CARPENTER. 
suggestion a 

Mr. CASSERLY. The difficulty is, if the 
Senator will allow me just one moment, that 
the civil service reform of which the Senator 
has had oceasion to speak more than once in 
this body did restrict or undertake to restrict, 
the appointing power of the President to such 
and such persons as a board might report as 
or 

Mr. CARPENTER. Now, if my friend 
will permit a suggestion, suppose some dis- 
reputable person gets the recommendation of 
two individuals from a town fifty miles 
tant, takes it to the judge and demands his 
appointment, and the judge knows him to be 
utterly disqualified. By law he must make the 
ieatietebin. He knows fifty men in the 
town fit for it and knows this man is not fit; 
and yet, if the section has any validity, 
bound to appoint this bad man. 

Mr. CASSERLY. No, sir; he is not. 

Mr. CARPENTER. He must make the 
appointment; he cannot make it without the 
recommendation of two persons in writing, 


How 


Allow me to make a 


dis- 


he is 


and this is the only man recommended. 
is he to help himself? 
Mr. CASSERLY. 


be, that, 


The result of that would 
according to the view of the Sen 
r from Wisconsin, the very first person who 
( fered a recommendation of two reputable 
citizens would have to be appointed by the 
circuit judge. He would have neither choice 
in the selection nor could he have any time to 
consider the applications of others similarly 
fortified. I do not think the provision is 
amenable to any constitutional objection. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
on the amendment of the 
fornia, 

Mr. MORTON. I hope the amendment 
will not be agreed to. It would only compli 

ratethe law to no purpose. 

The question was put, and the Chair de- 
clared that the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I regret very mach that 
the Senator from Indiana feels called upon to 
demand the rejection of every amendment. | 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
the Senator is late. When the Chair states 
‘‘the ayes appear to have it’’ or ‘* the noes 
appear to have it,’’ and no Senator challenges 
that declaration, it is not in order to rise to 
debate the proposition and then call for the 
yeas and nays, because, according to parlia- 
mentary law, the Chair pauses s but an instant 
to allow his own judgment to be challenged. 
But the Senator from California asks for the 
yeas and nays, and the Chair will entertain the 
call. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 14, nays 31; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Blair, Casserly, Cooper, Davis of 
West Virginia, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton 
of Texas, Johnston, Kelly, Norwood, Ransom, 
Schurz, Stevenson, Stockton, and Thurman—l4. 

NAYS—Mesasrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Buck- 
ingbam, Coldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, 
Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Fianvagan, 
Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamlin, Harlan, Kellogg, 


Morrili of Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye, 


Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, 


Stewart. Sumner, Windom, and Wricht—3l1. 
ALSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Layard, Brownlow, 


The question is 
Senator trom Cali- 


The Chair thinks 
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Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Corbett, Dayis of Ken- | 


tucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Goldthwaite, 
Hill, Hiteheoek, Howe, Lewis, Logan, Patterson, 
Pratt, Ramsey, Rice. Robertson, yon sbury. Spencer, 
Sprague, Tipton, Trumoull, ickers, West, and 
W ilson—29. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 


ment, as follows: 


I offer another amend- 


Sec. —. That it shall not be lawful for any super- 
visor of election, or deputy marshal, or person ap- 
pointed to execute process by court commissioners, 
to call out or have any authority over any portion 
of the land or naval forces of the United States, or 
of the militia, under this act, or the acts to which 
this act is amendatory. 

Mr. President, whatever may be thought by 
some of the supporters of this measure, who 
seem determined to vote down all amend- 
ments, [ wish to say for myself, that after 
being at the trouble of preparing and offering 
these amendments, it is with an earnest desire 
on my part to do something to make this a 
fair bill. The Senator from Indiana declared 
that to be his purpose in the beginning. I am 
quite willing to test that declaration, but it 
is not for that object alone, or in any great 
degree even, that I offer these amendments. 

Now, I call the attention of the Senate, or 
of such Senators as probably have forgotten 
the fact, that by section ten of the original act 
still in foree the commissioners of the courts 
were authorized to appoint persons from time 
to time to execute proc 288 Issued by the com- 
missioners in the performance of their 
under the act. 
ous provision, 


duties 
Then follows this most enorm- 
I believe perfectly unheard of 
in any civilized Government in this world 
besides this: 

‘“*And the persons so appointed to execute any 
warrant or process as aforesaid shall have authority 
to summon and eall to their aid the by-standers or 
posse comulatus of the proper county, or such portion 
of the land or naval forces of the United States, or 
of the militia, as may be necessary to the perform- 
ance of the duty with which they are charged.” 

Of which they are to be the judge, both of 
the necessity of employing r them and of the 
extent iaane hit is necessary. Now will any- 
body seriously contend that such a provision 
is defensible, or even ex W hat does 
it do? It commits the most critical power 
that the highest officer of this Government can 
wield—that is, the employment of the Army 
and Navy—to the hands of any one, of a hun 
dred, or a thousand, or two thousand, or ten 
thousand irresponsible persons appointed by 
court Commissioners to execute process. Why, 
sir, neither in France nor in Russia, and cer- 
tainly not in the countries of Europe which 
boast free institutions, at least free in some 
measure, could any minister or any ministry 
venture to propose such a provision of law. 

Vhy, sir, consider; the commissioners are not 
infallible ; these - eed ype are very numer 
ous, made in the heat of a 


cusable ? 


contested election. 
Will you commit the peace and the security 
of a whole « community to any one of those men 
who in the execution of such process as is 
given to him is armed with the power of call 
ing to his side the Army and Navy of the 
United States? 

The Senator from Indiana undertook to 
make light of this list of supervisors and dep 
uty marshals appointed in New York for the 
election of 1870; he said it was apocryphal. 
How does the Senator kuow that? It was 
published in a leading journal there not once, 
but twice or three times Where was the con 
tradiction? I never saw any contradic 
it. The specifications are ininute ; 





tou of 
the name 
of each man is given, his occupation, the dis- 
triet for which he was appoint 
he was charged with guilt ; 
of the eure was mentioned. Where he was 
charged with being recently at the State pen 
itentiary or the State prison, all particulars 


d, and where 
the time and place 





were furnished. I repeat, | have seen no de- 
And it is to men like 
these, one of them a graduate of two State 
States, that you 
emendous power, in 

, to call out the Arms 


nial of these ch irges. 


prisons in as many different 
a » give that tr 


gu excitemen 
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and the Navy of the United States according 
to their discretion! It isa frightful thing to 
contemplate, sir, Iam sure it was adopted, 
as some other provisions in the original law 
were adopted, improvidently and without such 
consideration as the subject demanded 
section is section ten of the first law—the law 
of 1870. 

Mr. CARPENTER. That is the bill that 
the Democrats perfected the details of here for 
all one night 

Mr. CASSERLY, No, sir; the Senator 
from Wisconsin and ae es were so much 
in love with their ill-featured progeny that they 
sat here and forbade aay correction or amend 
ment of the production. They 
debate, noted down everything, ar 





stened to our 
id themselves 
{ will say, without at 
tempting to defend, or to apologize, or to ex 


stood like dumb shee Ps 


cuse the deformities of their offspring. 
ae RESIDING OFFIC - R, (Mr. Ferry, 

* Michigan, in the chair. Ihe Set 
time has expired, 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to eall the atten 
tion of the Senate to an incongruity in the 
original act on this subject. I agree with what 
has been said by the Senator from California. 
The proposition is to allow any one of these 
deputy marshals to require the Army to come 
to his aid. Of course, 


under the provisions 
of this act, 


the military officer is bound to 


obey ; otherwise the call amounts to nothing. 


The idea that any deputy marshal may call 
upon General MeDowell, or some subordinate 
of General McDowell's in the city of New 
York, to take away the troops of the United 
States to use as a posse, and that that is all in 
the discretion of any oue of these deputy mar- 
shals, themselves irresponsible, and appointed 
by an irresponsible power, is to my mind as 
shoe ‘king a thing as you can possibly conceive. 

But here is what I want to call the attention 
of the Senate to: that while this power is 
given to these deputy marshals, the law does 
not intrust such power to the President him 
self, but only authorizes him to use the mili 
tary or naval forces when it is nece 
execute judicial process. Those who were 
here when the original act was passed will 
recollect that that was not the way the section 
was originally drawn. 


sary to 


The section as originally 


| drawn gave to the President complete power 


to use the Army and the 

of enforcing any of the provisions of the a 
but upon the fi ght which was made on that 
bill, the bill was apparently too strong even 
for the majority themselves, and it was finally 


Navy for the purpo 


amended so as only to confer upon the Presi 


dent the power to use the Army or Navy in 


order to execute judicial process, and thai is 


embodied in the thirteenth seciion of the act 

Sut while the President cannot exercise thi 
power, cannot call ou the Army or the Navy 
except to execute judicial process, here is the 
tenth section, which provides: 


‘** And the better to enable the said commissioners 
to execute their duties faithfully and efficientiy, in 
conformity with the Constitution of the United 
States, and the requirements of this act, the 
hereby authorized and empowered, within their d 


tricts respectively, toappointin writing, under tl 
hands, any one or more suitable persons, from tt 
to time to executeall such warrants and other pro 
as may be issued by thern in the lawful perforin 

of their respective duties; and the persons so ay 
pointed—” 

That is, these persons appointed by commis 
sioners (for the Commissioners are appoiblea 
by the judges) to execute process— 

‘and the persons so appointed to execute any 
Warrant or proc as aforesaid shall bave aut 


to summon and eall to their aid the by-stande: i 
posse comitatus of the proper county, or such | tion 


of the land or naval forces of the United Sta I 
of the militia at may be necessary to the pert ; 
ance of the duty with which they are churged, a 
to insure a faithful observance of tl filtes 
amendment tothe Constitution of the United 
and such warrants shall run aud be executed by sail 
officers anywhere in the State or Territory withu 
which they are issued.” 

It dos seem to me a most ex'raordit y 
proposition that amereapnointee ¢ , comn 
I I Pr ; 
sioner of a circuit court of the United State 


ney 19 re nine Or eh Rens SE A 





a man who is not a responsible man at all, 


who merery a pecial appointee to serve a 
pr ess, sh j ild have the power whic hy you 
will not confer upon your President himself 
to call forth Army or the Navy of the 
United States to assist him, and to do what? 
lo enforce ‘‘the fifteenth amendment to the 
Constitution.’’ That is a most extraordin- 

y provision in the law. I say that it ought 
to be stricken out. It 1s monstrous that it 


should be 


the Senate 


here at all. | 
that if it amounts to anything, the 
General of the Army and all the Army within 
his re bound to obey the mandate of 
some little petty special bailiff appol inted by a 
commissioner of the circuit 


d States! 


once more remind 


ach are 


' 
little petty pecial 


court of the Unite 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from 
California. 

Mr. THURMAN. On that let us have the 
yea and nays 


he yea and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORTON. I desire to say that the 
provision alluded to does not refer to any duty 
performed by a supervisor under this act, but 
relers to an oflie er appoint e »d to execute pro- 
cess; a different thing entirely. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I did not hear the Sen- 
ator from Indiana. 

Mr. MORTON, 1 
illuded to by the 


the section 
alifornia does 


said that 
Senator from C 


not refer to any duty performed by a super 
visor appointed under the provisions of this 
act; but the duties to be performed by an 


othe er ap pointe d to execute process issued by 
a commissioner appointed by the circuit court 
of the United States, a very different thing. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Doesthe Senator under- 
stand that my amendment does not cover those 
persons 80 appointed by the commissioners to 
execute process? They are specified in my 
amendment. 

Mr. MORTON. 


The Senator from Ohio 


was discussing that section. 

Mr. THURMAN. I ask that the amend- 
ment be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of 


Mr. CASSERLY. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. On this question Tam 
paired with the Senator from Delaware, [ Mr. 
Sauuspury.] If he were here he would vote 
‘yea,’’ and I should vote **nay.”’ 

Ihe question being taken by yeas and nays, 


resulted—yeas 17, nays 30; as follows: 
Y EAS—Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 


Marvland, 
Norwood, 
Thurman, 


Hamilton of Texas, Johnston, Kelly, 
Ransom, Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, 
and Lipton 17. 


NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cam- 
eron, Carpenter, Clayton, Cole, Corbett, Cragin, 
Kdmunds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Freling- 
huysen, Harlan, Hiteheock, Kellogg, Morrill of 
Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Osborn, 
Pomeroy, Pool, Ramsey, Sawyer, Spencer, Samner, 
West, Wilson, and Windom—30. 

ABSEN T—Messrs. Bayard, Brownlow, Bucking- 
ham, Caldwell, Chandler, Conkling, Davis of Ken- 
tucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, Ham- 
lin, Hill, Howe, Lewis, Logan, Patterson, Pratt, 
Rice, Robertson, Saulsbury, Schurz, Scott, Sher- 


man, Stewart, Trumbull, Vickers, and Wright—27. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CASSERLY._ I move another amend- 
ment, toinsert the following additional section; 

Sec. —. That no person shall be appointed under 
this act as supervisor of election who is not at the 
time of bis appointment a qualified voter of the 
election district or voting precinct for which he is 
appointed, No person shall be appointed deputy 
marshal under this act or the acts to which this is 
ainendatory who is not a qualified voter at the time 
of his appointment in the precinct where he resides. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senate has treated 
me so well in adopting that amendment that I 
shall not offer any more amendments. [Laugh- 
ter. | 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We would have compro- 
mised upon that basis some time ago. [Laugh- 
ter. ] 

Mr. SPENCER. 


I hope that last amend- 
ment will be 


reconsidered. In the State 


THE CONGRESSION 


which I have the honor in part to represent, 
itis the law for all voters to vote anywhere in 
the county in which they reside. They are 
not confined to precine ti c 


Mr. COLE. It merely requires him to be a 


voter in the precinet in which he re sides. 
Let it be read again. 
Ihe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sec- 


retary will report the amendment, 

Mr. THURMAN. ‘The amendment has 
been adopted. 

Mr. STEWART. Let 
may see what it is. 

the amendment adoptedon Mr. Casserty’s 
motion was again read. 

Mr. SPENCER. I 


serting the word * 


it be read, that we 


move to amend by in- 
county’’ before the word 
so as to require him to be a res- 
‘*the county, district, or 


election,”’ 
ident of 
precinct.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator trom 
Alabama. 

Mr. THURMAN, 
see that there is no necessity for that. 

Mr. COLE. The impracticable part of the 
proposition is this: that the officer will be on duty 
not in one precinct but oftentimes in several 
precincts. 
uty marshal to duty, for example, in a little 
precinct of the city in which he happened to 
reside. It ought to be allowed to put him 
upon duty in the whole city. 

Mr. CASSERLY. My colleague misappre- 
hends my amendment. In regard to supervis- 
ors the amendment requires the supervisor 
to be a voter of the precinct for which he is 
ap pointe xd; but in regard to deputy marshals 
it simply requires that they be qui alified voters 
of the precinct where they reside, not where 
they are to act. ILesidence and suffrage go 
together under our laws almost universally. 

Mr. COLE. Pe ‘rhaps | may not have un- 
derstood the designation of the officer. Call 
him a supervisor, for illustration, is he to be 
a resident of the precinct for which he was 
appointed ? 

Mr. CASSERLY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COLE. He will be on duty not in one 
precinct but in many? 

Mr. THURMAN. Notatall. The super- 
visor can only act in ove precinct, He is to 
be at the election. 

Mr. COLE. Very well. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I think there is no ob- 
jection to the amendment as adopted. 

Mr. EDMUNDs. I think we ought to in- 
sert the word *‘ county.”’ 

Mr. KELLOGG, I move to insert ‘‘parish”’ 
as well as county. 

Mr. SPENCER. 
ment, 


The PRES 


election 


I hope the Senator will 


I accept that amend- 


IDING OFFICER. 


| hears no objection. 


| the Senator trom 


Mr. CASSERLY. I supposed the amend- 
ment was mine. I may not have any objec- 
tion to the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont or that of the Senator from Ala- 
bama; but I would like to know what it is. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The amendment of the 
Senator from California was agreed to. 


amend by inserting the word ‘‘ county,”’ 
the words ‘‘election district,’’ where they now 
occur in the bill as amended—that is all; 
and the Senator does not see any objection to 
it. The Senator from Louisiana suggests that 
in Louisiana they 


The Chair | 


have no counties, but the | 
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| to be an absolute monopoly, I will withdraw 


‘parish.”’? [‘*No!’? **No!’’] Very weil. 

Mr. CASSERLY. What I wish is to under- 
stand the nature of the amendment now pro- 
posed. Is it an amendment proposed in 
regard to the deputy marshals? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Then I have no great 
objection, although I think it would be much 
better the other way. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. It would make the law 


inoperative in certain States. 


It would not do to confine a dep- ! 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secre- 
tary will report the section as proposed to be 
amended by the Senator from Alabama, 

he Chief Clerk read as follows: 

That no person shall be appointed under this act 
as supervisor of election who is not at the time of 
his appointment a qualified voter of the county, 
parish, election district, or voting precinct for which 
he is appointed. No person shall be appointed 
deputy marshal under this act, or the acts to which 
this is amendatory, who is not a qualified voter at 
the time of his appointment in the county, parish, 
district, or precinct where he resides. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I understood that the 
amendment applied only to deputy marshals. 
When you come to apply it to supervisors it 
seems to me that it becomes quite improper. 

Mr. THURMAN. I can make a sugges- 
tion to my friend from California that he will 
see upon reflection that the amendment is not 
out of the way. In some of the States all the 


votes of the county are taken at one place. 


| from Alabama would properly apply. 





Now 
Alabama moves further to | 
Alabam 1s further to 
before | 


divisions are called parishes, and therefore, as | 


descriptive, the word ‘‘ parish ’’ ought also to 
be in, and I think he is right about it, and 


he moves that amendment to the amendment | 


proposed by the Senator from Alabama, who 
accepts it, so that the pending question is 
on inserting in the bill the words ‘** county, 
parish,’’ so that it will read, ‘* county, parish, 
election district, or voting precinct. 

Mr. KELLOGG. If the idea embraced in 


| this amendment is so exceedingly brilliant as 


| 





| made 





| rule 


| 


Then the amendment offered by the Senator 
The re 
are going to be two supervisors appointed, then, 
for that county. Ido not know how it is in 
Louisiana, but it may be that all the votes in a 
certain parish are taken at one place 

Mr. KELLOGG. I think not. 

Mr. THURMAN. Then there is really no 
necessity for applying the word ‘‘ parish ;’’ but 
that makes no great difference. What I suggest 
to my friend from Californiais that these words 
are to be taken singula singulis, as lawyers say, 
and on any fair interpretation, where the elec- 
tions are all held at one place in the county, it 
is sufficient that the supervisors should be elect- 
ors in the county ; but where the elections are 
held in the precincts of the county the words 
must be taken to mean that the supervisors 
must be electors of that precinct, and not of 
some other partof the county. That would be 
the true interpretation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not think it would. 

Mr. MORTON. It is suggested to me that 
this amendment offered by the Senator from 
Alabama should have a wider scope; that 
it should be sufficient if he was a resident 


| of the county without being required to be 


a resident of that particular voting precinct, 
for this reason: it is said that there are many 
voting precincts where the voters are all of one 
party, and it has happened a great many times 


| in the South in the last two or three years 


that men of a particular party were afraid to 
go to the polis in a partic ‘ular precinct or 
township, and that men of a particular party 
would be afraid to accept such appointments. 
That, perhaps, is one of the reasons that have 
this law a necessity. Therefore the 
amendment suggested by the Senator from 
Alabama should perhaps receive the construc- 
tion that if a man is a resident of the county 
and a voter in the county, it should be sufii- 
cient. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 


| tion is on the amendment of the Senator {trom 


Alabama, as modified. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, and was read the third time. 

Mr. THURMAN. On the passage of the 
bill [ ask for the yeas and nays 

The yeas and nays were orde red. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Does the five-minutes 
extend to this stage of the bill? [‘‘ Oh, 
yes!’’] 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There was only five-min- 
utes debate on amendments. 
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Mr. CASSERLY. WhatI mean is, can the 
bill be debated five minutes at this stage? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks not at this stage. 

Mr. ANTHONY. ‘The bill cannot be de- 
bate d at all. 

(he PRESIDING OFFICER. Sothe Chair 
understands. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 
order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
cannot be amended except by unanimous con- 
sent. It may be laid on the table or post- 
poned, or any motion of that character may 
be made; but the bill cannot be amended. 

Mr. STOCKTON, (to Mr. CAsser ty. ) 
can move to amend the title. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The title 
amended until the bill is passed. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator wants to 
speak five minutes I hope he will be allowed 
to do 80. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the Senator from 
Illinois called me to order for speaking out of 
time. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I merely reminded the 
Senator; but 1 promised not to make any 
( uestion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Except by 
unanimous consent the Senator from Califor- 
nia cannot discuss the bill. 

Mr. CASSERLY. There is one amend- 
ment to this bill that I should liketo hear read, 
and that was the amendment of the 


What motion is now in 


You 


cannot be 


Senator 
from Indiana in regard to the appointment by 
the circuit judge of a district judge or judges 
in his circuit to act in his place under certain 
circumstances. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment referred to will be read. 

The Chiet Clerk read as follows: 

That the third section of the aat to which this is 
an amendment be so amended as to authorize each 
of the judges of the circuit courts of the United 
States to appoint one or more of the judges of the 
district courts of the United States within his cir- 
cuit to discharge the duties contemplated by this 
act and the act to which it is an amendment. 


Mr. CASSERLY. 
that? [‘*No!’’] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not. 
The bill cannot be amended at this stage. The 
question is on the passage of the bill, upon 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. On this bill | am paired 
with the Senator from Delaware, [| Mr. SauLs- 
puRY.] If he were here he would vote ‘‘ nay,”’ 
and I should vote ‘* yea.’’ 

Mr. CHANDLER. On this bill and all ques- 
tions connected with it I have been paired with 
the Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Bayarp.] 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I am requested by the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Scuurz] to say 
that he is paired with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, | Mr. Sumner.] If the Senator from 
Missouri were here he would vote against the 
bill, and the Senator from Massachusetts for it. 

‘Lhe question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulied—yeas 36, nays 17; as follows: 


Is it in order to amend 


Y EAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Boreman, Cald- 
well, Carpenter, Clayton, Cole, Corbett, Cragin, Ed- 
munds, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Frelinghuy- 
sen, Hamlin, Howe, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of 
Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Nye, Osborn, 
Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Rice. Sawyer, Scott, 
Sherman, Spencer, Stewart, West, Wilson, Windom, 
and Wright—36. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aleorn, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Johnston,Kelly, Nor- 
wood, Ransom, Sprague, Stevenson, Stockton, Thur- 
man, and Trumbull—17. 

ABSEN'T—Messrs. Bayard, Brownlow, Bucking- 
bam, Cameron, Chandler, Conkling, Davis of Ken- 
tucky, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Gilbert, Har- 
lan, Hill, Hitcheock, Lewis, Patterson, Robertson, 
Remienarn, Schurz, Sumner, Tipton, and Vick- 
ers—2l. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I move 


title by inserting at the end of the title the 


to amend the | 





fere with it, but I think those long titles are very 
objectionable. It is simply an amendment to 
the act to enforce the right to vote, and to say 
that would be sufficient. 
Mr. MORTON. I 
Mr. TRUMBULL. 


but I merely suggest that a short title saying 


think that is sufficient 


I have no objection, 


that this is a bill amendatory of the various 
acts, if there are several, relating to the 
to vote, would be sufficient. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I will state to the Senator 
from Illinois that that would suit him just as 
well, but it would not suit the friends of the 
bill; for the way the title stands 
bill at all. It is essential 
should be inserted 

Mr. CASSERLY. I think that the sugges 
tion of the Senator from Louisiana is conclu- 
sive about the friends of the bill. They have 
had all that they wanted pretty much thus far, 
and I think the Senator from Illinois ought 
not to interpose any objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The friends of any bill 
generally get all they want if they s 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I did not 


objection. 


right 


now it 
that these 


is no 
words 


Ck. 


make any 


The amendment to the title was agreed to, 
so as to makeit read: ‘‘A bill to amend an 
act entitled * An act to amend an act approved 
May 31, 1870, entitled ‘‘ An act to entorce the 
rights of citizens of the United States to vote in 
the several States of the Union, and 
purposes,” ’ 


tor other 
approved February 28, 1871.’’ 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN, 
On motion of Mr. HOWE, it was 


Ordered, That James M. Ellison have leave to 
withdraw from the files of the Senate his petition 
and papers. 

MARY ANN MONTGOMERY—VETO. 

Several messages were received from the 
President of the United States, by Mr. Porter, 
his Secretary. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following veto message: 

To the Senate of the United States: 

I have the honor to return herewith the bill (S. 
No. 955) entitled “* Anact granting apensionto Mary 
Ann Montgomery, widow of William W. Montgom 
ery, late captain in Texas volunteers,’’ without my 
approval, inasmuch as the concluding phrase, “ and 
in respect to her minor children under sixteen years 
of age,”’ has obviously no meaning whatsoever. 

If it were the intention of the tramer of the bill 
that the pension thereby granted should revert to 
said minor children upon the remarriage or death 
of the widow, the phrase referred to should read as 
follows: “and in the event of her remarriage or 
death, to her minor children under sixteen years oi 
age.’”’ I therefore return the bill for proper action. 

U.s. GRANT. 

ExrcuTivE Mansion, May 14, 1872. 


‘ 


S. 955. 

Forty-Seconp ConGress OF THE 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA. 

AT THE SECOND SESSION, 

begun and held at the city of Washington on Mon- 

day, the 4th day of December, 1871. 

An act granting a pension to Mary 
gomery, widow of William W. Montgomery, late 
captain in Texas volunteers. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre sent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congre 8 (1R- 
sembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to place on 
the pension-roll, subject to the provis 
ations of the pension laws, the nami 
Montgomery, widow of William W. Montgomery, 
late captain of Texas volunteers, and to pay hera 
pension, from the passage of this act as a captain’s 
widow, and in respect to her minor children under 
sixteen years of age. 


ions and limit 


of Mary Ann 


__ J. G. BLAINE, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
| SCHUYLER COLFAX, 
J ice Pre sicle nt of the United Sates, and 
Preside nt of the Se nate, 
I certify that this act did originate in the Senate. 
GEO. C. GORHAM, 
secretary. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I do not see the chair- 
man of the Committee on Pensions in his seat. 
I suppose that bill came from that committee. 


words *‘ approved the 28th of February, 1871.’’ || It had probably better be referred to the Com- 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 


I do not care to inter- || mittee on Pensions. 


Ann Mont- 


' 
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m . 
rhe message Was ordered to be printed and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions 


ISRABLITES IN ROUMANTA, 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid 
Senate the following message: 

To the Senate : 

In answer to a resolution of the Senate of the Bth 
of March last [ transmit herewith copies of the eor 
respondence between the Department of State and 
the consul of the United States at Bucharest, rela- 
tive to the persecution nnd oppression of the Lsrael 
ites in the principality of Roumania. 


U.S. GRANT. 


before the 


W aSuHInGTon, May 14, 1872. 
Mr. MORTON. I move that the message 
be printed and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 
Lhe motion was agreed to. 
PROTECTION OF IMMIGRANTS, 
The VICK PRESIDENT laid 


Senate the following message : 
1 


before the 


» the Nenate and 


Louse Representatives of the United States: 
In my message to Congress atthe beginning of its 
present session allusion was made to the hardships 


and privations inflicted upon poor immigrants on 
shipboard and upon arrival on our shores; 


and a 
suggestion was made 


favoring national legislation 
for the purpose of effecting a radical cure of the 
evil. 

Promise was made that a especial message on this 
subject would be presented during the present sea- 
sion should information be received which would 
warrant it. [ now transmit to the two Houses of Con 
gress ali that has been ollicially received since that 
time bearing upon the subject, and recommend that 
such legislation be had as will secure, first, such 
room and accommodation on shipboard as is neces- 
sary for health and comfort, and such privacy and 
protection as not to compel immigrants to be the 
unwilling witnesses to so much vice and misery; 
and, second, legisiation to proteet them upon their 
arrival at our sea-ports from the knaves who are 
ever ready to despoil them of the little all which 
they are able to bring with them. Such legislation 
will be in the interestsof humanity, and seems to be 
fully justifiable. The immigrant is not a citizen of 
any State or Territory upon bis arrival, but comes 
here to become a citizen of a great republic, free to 
change his residence at will, to enjoy the blessings 
of a protecting Government where all are equal 
before the law, and to add to the national wealth by 
his industry. 

On his arrival he does not know States or corpor- 
ations, but confides implicitlyin the protecting arm 
of the great, free country of which he has heard so 
much before leaving his native land. It is a source 
of serious disappointment and discouragement to 
those who start with means suflicient to support 
them comfortably until they can choose a residence 
and begin employment for a comiortable support, 
to find themselves subject to ill treatment and every 
discomfort on their passage here, and at the end of 


their journey seized upon by professed friends, 


| claiming legal right to take chargeof them for their 


| and 


protection, whe do not leave them until all their 
resources are exhausts d, when they are abandoned 
in a strange land, surrounded by strangers, without 
employment, and iguorant of the means of securing 
it. Under the present system this is the fate of 
thousands annually, the exposures on shipboard 
and the treatment on landing driving thousands to 
lives of vice and shame, who, with proper humane 
treatment, might become useful and respectable 
imembers of society. 

I do not advise national legislation in affairs that 
should be regulated by the States, but I see no sub- 
ject more national in its character than provision 
for the safety and welfare of the thousand 
leave foreign lands to become 
Republic. 

When their residence is chosen they may 
look to the laws of their locality for 
and guidance. 

The mass of immigrants arriving upon our shores 
coming, as they do, on vessels under foreign flags, 
makes treaties with the nations furnishing these 
immigrants necessary for their complete protection, 
For more than two years efforts have been made on 
our part to secure such treaties, and there is now 
reasonable ground to hope for success. 

U. 8 GRANT. 

Executive Mansion, May 14, 1872. 


Mr. COLE. I move that that message be 
printed and lie on the table. ‘Lhe Committee 
on Commerce have reported a bill affording 
the remedy called for in the message. 

Mr. CASSERLY. It may be a question 
whether, to make any regulations satisfactory 
eflicient, conventions with the Govern- 
ments from whose ports the ships sail with 
immigrants might not be necessary. I sug- 
gest that with regard to the reference ot this 
message, whenever it shall be referred I am 
inclined to think it should go to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 


who 
cilizens of this 


then 
proteclion 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. 
ferred to the Committee on For 
but the Chair thinks the 
merce ha 


It might be re- 
eign Rela 
Committee on Com- 
ve had charve of 
gard to immigrants. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 


idea, as it occurs t 


tions, 
legislation with re- 


out the 
that nearly all _ ves- 
sela carrying immigrants are Kurope: 
gailing from Ie irope ili p yrts under Ru: opean 
flags, and it may be whether the 
whole subject ought not to be made a matter 
of regulation 
the respective European Governments. 

The VICK PRESIDIENT. The Senator’s 
colle ague has moved that the message be laid 


Dor s the 


I merely throw 
ome 


1 ships, 
ag restion 


between this Government and 


on the table Seuator insist on that 
motion : 

Mr. COLE. I am not 
It is a great deal of importance; 
and | inquire of the 


particular about it. 
a subject of 
chairman or of some 
members of the Committee on Commerce if 
they have not reported 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. The 
been before that committee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The message ought to 
go to the Committee on Commerce 

Mr. COLE I believe that committee have 
' ahead for the consideration of their 
bills, and probably this very bill will be one 
of those considere d. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 
California changes his motion, and moves that 
the me aud referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 


contest 


a bill on that subject? 
subject has 


a time se 


ssn ge be printed 
| do not wish to raise a 
The Senator 
in when I made the 
suggestion that as this immigration is earried 


refe rence. 
Michigan was not 


about the 


from 


on almost entirely in foreign ships, sailing 
from under foreign flags, i 
might perhaps be necessary in order to muke 
the regulation for the benefit of immigrants 
eflicient all around, to do it by conventions or 
treaties with those Governments. Of 
I feel that the 
[ am glad the 
looking 


foreign ports 


course, 
great interest. 
Commerce are 
What | said was by way of 


i ; 
subject is one of 
Committee on 
into it. 


s 
5u 


iggestion on the hessage. 
Mr. CHANDLER. 1 am willing it should 
go to the Foreign Relations, 
but heretofore all such matters have been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 1 do not wish to make 
any contest about it. 

lhe message 
referred to the 


Committee on 


was ordered to be printed, and 
Committee on Commerce. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill (H. R. No. 2208) making appro- 
priations for the repair, preservation, and com- 
etion of certain public works on rivers and 
reeset and for other purposes; which was 
referred to the Comittee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed, 


AGRICULTURAL 
Mr. MOR RIL LL, of Vermont, submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill (Ss. No. 693) to provide for the 
further endowment and support of colleges for 
the benefit of agriculture and the mechanic 
arts, and the liberal and practical edacation 
of the industrial classes in the several pur 
suits and professions in life as established 
under an act of Congress approved July 2, 
1502; which was ordered to be printed. 


COLLEGES, 


MESSAGE FROM TUE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Represent- 
atives by Mr. McPnerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had agreed to the resolution 
of the Senate to print extra copies of the 
report of the Superintendent of the United 
States Coast Survey for 1871. 

The message also announced that the House 
had agreed to some and disagreed to other 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 


No. 1191) making appropriations forthe naval 
service for the year ending June 30, 1873, and 
for other purposes, and had agreed to other 


amendments of the Senate to the said bill, 
with amendments: that it asked a conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


thereon, and had appointed Mr. Eugene Hae 

of Maine, Mr. G. W. Scoriecp of Peunsyl- 

vania, and Mr. Srevenson Arcuer of Mary- 
land, managers at the same on its part. 

PENITENTIARY 

The VICE 


CONGRESS REPORTS 


PRESIDENT laid before the 


Senate the following resolution from the House | 


of Representatives ; which was referred tothe 
Committee on Printing: 

Reaolred by the Hlouse of Repre sentatire &, (the Sen- 
ate concurring,) That there be printed five thousand 
extra copies ot the preliminary report of the com- 
missioner of the United Siates to the international 
penitentiary congress of London, with accompany- 
ing documents, one thousand copies to be for the 
use of the Senate, two thousand for the use of the 
louse, and two thousand for the State Department. 


NAVAL APPROVKIATION BILL. 


The Senate proceede . 8 consider its amend- 
ments to the bill (IL. No. 1191) making 
appropriations for the n: eal service for the 
year ending June 30, 1873, ‘il for other pur- 
poses, disagreed to by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, 
of Representatives to other 
the Senate to the said bill. 

On motion of Mr. COLE, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 
and disagree to the amendments of the House to 
other amendments of the Senate, and agree to the 
conference asked by the ii suse of Representatives 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Llouses thereon. 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the 
Senate be appointed by the Vice President. 


EXTENSION OF THE KU KLUX ACT, 

Mr. SCOTT. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 
656, to extend the provisions of the fourth 
seciion of the act approved April 20, 1871, in 
regard to extending the writ of habeas corpus. 

Mr. SVEVENSON. Let taat biil be read 
for information. 


amendments of 


and the amendments of the House | 


The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, That the aie pe of the fourth 
section of the act approved April 20, 1871, entitled 
“An act to enforeethe provisions of the fourteenth 
amendmenttothe Constitution of the United States, 
and for other purposes,” shall continue in force 
until the end of thenext regular session of Congress. | 

Mr. STEVENSON. I ask the Senator 


from Pennsylvania does that propose to con- 
tinue the suspension of the writ of habeas 
corpus ? 

Mr. SCOTT. The purpose of it is to con- 
tinue the right inthe President until the end 
of the next regular session of Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is On the motion of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. STEVENSON called for the 
nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am paired with the 
Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Sau_sBury. ] 

The pene n being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 40, navs 19; as follows: 

Y EAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, 
ingham, Caldwell, Cameron. Carpenter, Clayton, 
Cole, Corbett, Cragin, Edmunds, Ferry of Michi- 
gan, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Hamlin, Hiteheock, 
Howe, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of Maine, 
ot Vermont, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Pomeroy, Pool, 
Pratt, Ramsey, Rice, Robertson, Sawyer, Scott, 
Sherman, Spencer, Stewart, West, Wilson, Win- 
dom, and Wright—40. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Hill, Johnston, 
Kelly, Norwood, Ransom, Sprague, Stevenson, 
Stoe ston, Thurman, Tipton, and Trumbuli—l9. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Bayard, Brownlow, Chandler, 
Conkling, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, erry of 
Connecticut, Gilbert, Harlan, Lewis, Patterson, 
Saulsbury, Schurz, Sumner, and \ ickers—15. 


So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COLE. I hope we may have time now 
to consider the deficiency, appropriation bill 
conference report, 


yeas and 


Boreman, Buck- 





Morrill | 
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Mr. STEWART. 
vote on the coal bill. 

Mr. SCOTT. I desire to speak upon the 
bill which has just been taken up, but the 
remarks which I will make would probably 
occupy a longer time—lI feel sure that then 
would—than will intetvene between this time 
and the hour fixed for the recess. The con- 
ference report that 1 understand the Senator 
from Calitornia appeals to me to have 
up, [ suppose, could be disposed of 
time. 

Mr. COLE. Easily, I have no doubt. 

Mr. SCOTT. If I can retain the floor and 
have this remain the unfinished business, I 
will yield for the consideration of that re port. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. At half past 
four o’clock the Senate takes a recess uniil 
half past seven, the unfinished business of the 
alternoon being the unfinished business of the 
day, and the evening session being devoted to 
reports from the Committee on Commerce. 
The Senator from Pennsylvania yields to allow 
the conference report on the deficiency bill to 
be taken up on condition that he shall resume 
the floor at half past four o’clock, so that he 
shall be entitled to the floor to-morrow to open 
the debate on this bill. 

Mr. STEWART. Now I appeal for five 
minutes to pass the coal bill. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. It cannot be passed 
in five minutes. 

Mr. MORTON. The Senator from Nevada 
has requested the Senate a great many times 
to allow him a few minutes to pass the coal 
bill, and whether we favor this bill or not, I 
think he ought to have it. 

Mr. THURMAN. I objected yesterday, 
and was the cause of the Senator from Nevada 
not getting his bill up. 1 did it because I did 
nobunderstand it. | have since studied the 
subject, | believe pretty fully, and now | hope 
that his bill will be taken up. As I was the 
cause of putting it off yesie day, I feel bound 
to say that | hope the biil will ‘be taken Up, 
and, with amendments, it ought to be passed. 

Mr. ALCORN. I wish to say that the deti- 
ciency bill is one of paramount importance. 
The marshals from the various districts in the 
land are erying aloud to Congress, saying that 
they have exhausted their means and their 
credit to sustain the action of the courts. Some 
of them have borrowed as much as $10,000 
and they have renewed their notes at great 
sacrifices. Lverybody is in favor of passing 
the bill, I believe, and it seems to me we can 
dispose of it in a very few minutes, and then 
take up the bill of the Senator from Nevada, 
and pass that also. 

Mr. CORBETT. I think the deficiency bill 
ought to be passed now. The United States 
district judge in my State has written me urging 
it. He says that for the last quarter of 1871 


I wish we could have a 


taken 
in that 


he has not received his pay, and he receives 
asmall enough salary at any rate. I think 


that bill ought to be passed. He urged me 
the first of the session to get it up as a sepa- 
rate bill. It seems to me we ought to concur 
in the deficiency bill, pass it, and then take 


| up the coal bill and pass it. 


| 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The conference 
report on the deficiency bill is before the Sen- 
ate, the Senator from Pennsylvania having 
yielded to allow it to be called up on condition 


|| that he resumes the floor at half past four 


o'clock. The question is on concurring in the 
conference report. The Senator from Missis- 


sippi was entitled to the floor yesterday upon 


it. Does he now claim the floor? 
Mr. ALCORN. If there is no opposion to 


| it. I will not claim the floor. 


| 


Mr. EDMUNDS rose. 
Mr. ALCORN. I will follow the Senator 
from Vermont. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 


I am very happy to have 


such a good follower, I] am sure. { Laughter. | 








- 





eareeh ane SOT Ke 


1872. 


I wish to have the provision the conference 
committee have agreed upon touching cotton 
read. 
fhe VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will read that part of the conference report 
relative to the so-called Morrill amendment. 
[he Chief Clerk read the last item of th 


e 
I 


conterence report as fuilows, on the deficieucy 


bill H. R. No. 1654: 


Chat the House recede from their amendment to 
the sixty-fourth amendment of the Senate and agree 
to the sume with the following amendment: substi- 
tute forsaid Senate amendment the following: “that 
the Seeretury of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized anddirected to pay to the lawfulowne 
or their legal representatives, of all cotton seized 
after the 30th day of June, 1855, by the agents of the 
Government unlawtully and in violation of their 
jnstructions, the net proceeds, without interest, of 
the sale of said cotton aetually paid tato the Treas 
ury ol the | nited States: Provide t, Ti 
thereot shall be taken and received in full satisfa 
tion of all claims against the United State 

unt of the seizure of said cotton; 
clent sum for such payment is hereby appropriate i 
out of any mouey in the Treasury not otherwise ap 
ropriated; And provided further, That the forego- 








bal the receipts 





s for or on 


and a sufli 





} 
ing provisions shall not apply to any claim now 
pending before the Court of Claims, nor to any claim 
not filed in the Treasury Department within six 
months after the passage of this a and the sum 
) is hereby appropriated for the payment 
necessary expenses of defending the United 
States in respect to claims for said proceeds, to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary ot 
the Treasury ;"’ und the Senate agree to the 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 


erit is in orderto move thatthe Senate recede 


of S20. 


slie, 


1 wish to inguire wheth 


from its original amendment upon which this 
proposition of compromise hangs? 

fhe VICK PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair will 
reply that in the present condition of the bill, 
it would not be in order. If the 


House of 
Representatives had made no antendment tothe 
prowgsion called the Morrill amendment, then 
it would bein orderat this stage for the Sen- 
ate to recede; butas they proposed anumend 
ment, the Sena e must act upon their amend- 
ment tothe Seuateamendment, and they must 
therefore disagree to it, or agree to it, oragree 
toit with an amendment, as proposed by the 
committee of conference. 

Mr. EDM UN DS. That being the case, I hope 
the Senate will not agree to this report ol the 
committee of conterence. Here isa proposition 
which was not discussed inthe Senate at all, an 
entirely and totally different subject from the 
vue we spent days upon; as diflerent as two 
subj cts can be, except that they relate to cot 
toun—that is the only connection they have 
failing under entirely different provisions of 
law ; and we agreed to one proposition, which 
we understood on all sides. Of course there 
was a great difference of opinion as to what 
ought to be done, but we all understood what 
we were about. We sent it to the House, and 
they proposed to strike that out and do a to- 
tally different thing. We disagreed to that. 
Now comes the conference, which changes the 
substance of what we passed to an entirely 
different subject, for an entirely different pur 
pose, a subject that we have not had any re- 
port upon from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
au subject that we know nothing about except 
as we get it in debate, that there i 
cause In a certain degree for this or that pro- 
ceeding on the subject, without any investiga- 
tion as to how the facts really stand about it, 
and giving an unlimited draft, as you will per- 
ceive, upon the Treasury for anybody who 
chooses to make a claim, which in respect to 


Stating 


any other claim would not be allowed to come 
into the Treasury at all, but all claims are 
obliged to come here and be considered. You 
ure going to put the people whose property 
was picked up after the end of the war upou 
a fooling that you would not put the citizens 
of any other States of the Union for a mo 
Le ul whose property may have been unlaw- 
ful y taken at any tine during the war or aller 
the war, and give an unlimited draft upon the 
‘j reasury, and leave it entirely to the discre 
tion of the Treasury officers bow much money 
they shall pay out of the Treasury. 

I say it is most dangerous legislation. 


I say || 


it has no precedent, and it never ought to bea 
precedent or have one. No man would think 


of proposing in respect tO Claims arising in 
favor of any other people since the war that 


they should be turned looss up nthe Ire asury 


to g there and prove such claims as th y 
could, and that the Treasurer should pay them 
without any Investigation by the law-making 
power of the Government, or by some court. 
Phe thing was never heard of or proposed betore. 
just as much right to turn over all 
the cases that cometo the Committee on Claims 
to the Treasurerand say, ** You will 


Investigate 
whatever claims may be 


made on the fa 
have unlimited 


vern 


! nt, and you 


wuthority to 
nts in cash on the Treas iry 


draw Wi LO pas 


for them.’’ 


| hope, therefore, the Senate will disagree 
until the House 


’ 
take our 


he report, and stick to it 


ave 1S, they do not 


amendment, where we must 


cnoose to 


staud, and have no 


provision of law on the subject until Decem- 
ber, when we can have a careful inquiry into 


y 
this condiuon of allairs and see where we 


~ Mr. SAWYER. 


to the Senator trom 


In the first place, in reply 
Vermont, | say that the 


Vreasury KOOW 


Department well 


ton, every Dale of i 


pertectiy 
where they got this ¢c 
that the 
aud have an 
the facts. In the next place, this provision 


require that 


took itfrom certain spec ified people, 
accurate and Caretul record ol 
the proceeds ot the cotton shal 
be given up to the lawful owners of the cotton, 
and makes it incumbent on the 
the lrea juiries as to wh »> Were 
the lawful owners, and not 

} 


VOaGYV ese, 


Secretary ot 
sury lO make 1D 
give it up to any 
In the third place, this cotton is 
well understood to have been taken in vivla- 
tion of law and with no more propriety than 
the State ot 
that 21 


it Would be 


taken in Georgia O1 


South Carol 





} 
a to-day; Was tanen In 


absolute violation of the instructions of thi 
head of the Tre asury Department himself after 
the war had ceased, after regulations had goue 
forth forbi any A com 


plete record Of all the circumstances, of the 


iding more taking. 
amounts which the cotton brought, all the 
pal 1c i 
ent 


ilars in every case, is in the Depart 
and the only hardship about it 1s not 
one to the Government, but to the 
whom 


from 
when 


ense oft 


men 
the cotton was taken unlawfully, 





was ho right to take it, no pret 
right to take it, and when 1t was sold for not 
its value in the hands 
of the time. And now, when, 
seven years after the time it was taken, it is 


y per cent, ol 
owner at the 


prop ised to give back not that Lbirty per cent, 
with , but 
thirty per cent. 


interest certainly not exceeding 
of the value at the time it was 
taken, we are met with the assertion that this 
is a raid upon the Treasury. 


Why, Sir, we 
have | this time 


time here, 
lhere are three or four bills now pending in 
the Senate and in 


heard and 


ayvaill 


committees of the Senate 
which have been here not merely this Con- 
gress, but the last Congress, and it is hopeless 


Lo gel consideration of them, | hope the Sen 
e will concur in this report. It is 
matterin any proper sense. 

Mr. COLE. 
a letter 


at 
al 


not new 


| wish to have read at the desk 


trom the Secretary of the 


lreasury 
bearing direcily on this subject, and 


May 10, which 
man ot the 


dated 
addressed to 
Committee on 


was the chair 
Claims, and was 
handed by the Secretary, as | was informed, 
mierence comruiltee, 


' . , 
which throws a good deal of light on the sub- 


to a member Ot the ¢ 
jec ~ aud | think it ought to go lnto the Globe. 
Mr. MORLON. 1 desire to say one word 
before that letter is read, : 
Mr. President, | was in 
rl amendment, and am 
agreed to by the House 


teChNnical Ov) lou 


| know what it is. 
favor of the Mor- 
sorry it was not 
here may be some 
) O this ameudment offered 
here Dy Lbe contlerence COmmilLtee, a8 NOL bav 
ing been Considered; but aside from that it 
seems to me there ought to be a remedy for 
the property taken after the close of the war. 
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When peace was declared and property was 
unlawfully taken, there ought to be a remedy, 
and parties ought not to be subjected to the 
delay and expense of working a bill through 
Congress. Itis 


¢ something of a hardship to say 
propel y Was 
WAS OVer, unlawtully seize 1, the party now 1s 
LILprey wade wed to get the prine 
interest. [ am in 
remedy in a case of that Kind. 


Phe PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr 


that where tuken aller the war 


pul wi hout 


favor, at least, of some 


, FERRY, 
Lt there bo neo 
objection, the Secretary will now report 
letter of the S 

Mr. SU 
to the 


| rave 


sere : 
of Michigan, in the chair. ) 
Lhe 


Secretary of the Treasury. 


YUMAN. i wall simply say in reply 


y 
Indiana, tuat the answer 
to that vesterday was that fi 


senator trom 
two yeurs 


: 
and a half this money was subjeet to any 


claim made by any of these parti and two 
milli mS of it was paid. 
Mr. FLANAGAN. Mr. President. I shall 


be ve ry bri { 
Mr. COLE. 


Before the Senator procee ls | 
des re 


to have that letter read as a part of my 
remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The letter 
will now be read. 

lhe Chiet Clerk read as follows 
May 10, 1872 


ickuowled the receipt 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT 
Str: Lhavetbe honor to 
of your letter of the 27th ultime, concerning a bil 
authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
claims for the proceeds of cotton seized fter the 
Oth of June, 1865, the substance of which bas 
been pul into the deficiency appropriation bill by 
the House as a substitute for the so-called Morrill 
ameudment, although they relate to distinct classes 
of claims, the former almost wholly to claims of 
which the Court of Claims cannot take jJurisdicti 
solely because of the expiration of the time al 
atute for filing such claims; the latte 

to claims properly pending in said court, 
ln respovse to communications from several Sen 
itors and Representatives, [ have expressed the 
opinion, to which I still adhere, that it would be 
preferable to reopen the Court ot Claims for a lim 
ited time to the claimants of cotton seized after the 
1 of June, 1865, by agents of the Government in 
instructions, than to provide for 





lowed by 


the adjudication of such claims in the ‘Lreusury 
Dep ue 

In view of the possibility that such claims may 
be remitted to this Department for adjudication, ] 
leet it proper to sugeest several amendinents t 
the tion as adopted by the Hous in the nutut 


of sateguards tor the protection of the freasury 
agaist tioproper claims, 
Ly inserting the words ‘‘in violation of their in 


structious’’ ufter the words ““by the agents of the 
Government” the Department would be relieved 
froin the consideration of claims forthe large amount 
of cotton sold or contracted to be sold to tbe con 
federate government aud found in the bands or the 
origiual owners or those to whom they bad uttempted 


to dispose of it in fraud of the 
ernment, 

‘ie innumerable controverted questions of law 
and disputed facts that must inevitably ari 
consideration of this linportaut subject volving 
four or five million dollars, render it bighly proper 
that they should be examined and determined by a 
competent judicial tribunal, 

lu compliance with instructions of the President 
and the Secretary of the Treasury, issued after the 
0th of June, | , large quantities of colton were 
also seized as the property of certain corporations 
or orgapizations entitled exporting and importing 
companies which were formed for the pury e ol 
running the blockades 


rights of the Guv- 


, und were mere auxiliaries to 
the called confederate government it eflortes 
to subvert and overthrow the Government of the 


United States. The agents of the Government were 
instructed to take charge of and treat such 
“es property which was used to aid the 
and theretore belonging to the United States by the 
rightoftcapture.” Unlessthes 
is mude, the Secretary of the Tre ry 
quired to allow this class of claime.,. 

As an additional amendwent L should also aug- 
gest that claims now peodinug in the © 
for cotton seized atter the SO0th of June, of which 
there are a evs ler ible numb r, ve excepted from 
the provisions of the section under consideration, 
otherwise it is probable that claims tor a large 
amount would be withdrawn from that tribanal to 
be prosecuted before the Department, where 
the wecessity of the case, it 
the impartial and nec ry 
judicial investigations. 





may be re 


Courtot Clatme 











, irom 
14 linposeible to apply 


rules ol iuw governing 


Diiere ould also be some limitation to the time 
for filing claims in the Department, ar 
‘ irfe eXatntnutiongs, 


dd, at in all 
there is @ possibility that a 


claim may be apparently well founded when in 
ta a claimant baving # better tithe may subs« 

queutly appear, tt seems to be desirable that ail 
claimants should be required to file their claime 
before any awards are made. The interesis of the 


Government and the rights of conflicting claimants 
can thus be best protected. In this view of the 





matter it 18 * gested that six months from the 
Jeu of this act would give ample time for all 
el te to appear 
{1 duty of adjusting these claims is to be de- 
iupon the Secretary of the Treasury, | deem 
i! livxponsable that an appropriation be placed 
t ! direction for the proper defense of the 
{ ead States in resy t to such claims. The sum 
ot 0, l think, would be adequate for the pur- 
i 
| inelose the section as adopted by the House, with 
t iggested amendment added theretoin brackets, 
In addition to the cotton collected asthe property 
{ the confederate government, and thatclaimed by 
blockade-running companies, considerable quanti 
tics of private cotton were ulso seized after the 30th 
of June, in many cases on mere suspicion of being 
tainted or liable » forfeiture, or ou other pretexts 
by over-zeal if not reckless agents or parties 
having contracts for collecting such property, inter- 
extedin making large seizures tor the sake of the 
percentage they were allowed for such collections, 
| ! proceeds of the cotton seized after the 
{ June, 1S tre estimated to exceed $5,003,000, 
f ich y y halfa million would be returnable 
under t ection amended as | have suggested, 
As th im Iments would limit the operation of 
thy tion to « ims for private property seized 
the i ructions of the Government, 
after the rebellion lad ceased, it would be unjust to 
divecriminate arainst such claimants as were disloyal, 
[think the provision to refund the net proceeds 
willamply protect the Government against payment 
for the gross value I desire to eall your special at- 
tention to the debate on the subjeet in the Llouse on 
the ;thinstant, to be found in the Globe of the fol- 
lowing da In the suurse of the debate several 
erroneou atemenuts were made, doubtless through 
inadvertence, which L here refer to so far as they 
are not corrected by the preceding statement. 
By reference to Executive oo ‘ument No, 113, 
Forty-First Congress, third ses n, House of Rep- 
resentatives, it will be seen that the balance of pro- 


ceeds of abandoned and captured property reimain- 
ing in the Treasury on the Sih of February, 187], 
amounted in round numbers to thesui of $22,600,000, 
which included the proceeds of products of insur- 
rectionary States purchased for the 


United States 
under the eighth section of the act of Congress of 


July 2, 1864, amounting to $2,400,000. Deducting 
this last ammount the balance at that date applica- 
ble to claims of every kind against the captured and 
abandoned property fund was $20,200,000, 

The amount since paid on judgments of the Court 
of Claims is $1,300,000, The amount required to pay 
judgments of the Court of Claims rendered at the 
present term will amount to about nineteen hun- 
dred thousand dollars. The probable amount that 
will be required to satisfy future judgments of the 


Court of Claims and awards of the American and 


British claims commission will be about fourteen 
million dollars; leaving, torepresent all other prop- 
erty seized and collected, including the cotton of 
the confederate government, the sum of $3,000,000, 
The statement that “there are now, vot in the | 
Court of Claims, but before the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury, adjudicated claims settled and allowed 
for the proceeds of cotton,’’ merely needing an ap- 
propriation, if intended to mean other claims than 
those adjudicated by the Court of Claims, is cutirely 


erroneous, 

The assertion that the present 
Treasury holds the 
ernment in seizing those cottons was without 
itv of law” should be limited to such of 
seized after the 50th of June, 1865, as was seized in 

jolation of the instruc(ions of the Government. 

Such seizures have not been the subject of adecis- 
ion of the Supreme Court, as intimated. The case 
involving the legality of such seizures to which ref- 
erence is probably intended, (McLeod vs. Callicot,) 
wis decided in the United States circuit court, at 
Charleston, South Carolina, by Mr. Chief Justice 
Chase and a jury, in favor of the plaintiff; but for 
some reason unknown to me the case was not sub- 
mitted to the Supreme Court for revision, 


Very respectfully, aed 

BOUTWELL, 
the Treasury. 
United States Senate. 


** Secretary of the 
action of the age nts of the Gov- 
author- 
the cotton 


GEO. §, 
Secretary af 


Hon. T. 0. Howk, 


Mr. COLE. All the amendments that were 
recommended by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury as safeguards to the ‘Treasury are adopted 
in the report that is recommended by the 
conference committee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. He recommended that 
you should not do anything of the kind. 

Mr. COLE. I say, all the amendments that 
he recommended for the protection of the 
Treasury have been agreed to by the commit- 
tee. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Bat he recommended 
that we should not enter upon this method of 
doing it at all. 

Mr. COLE. At first he recommended that 
all these claims should be sent to the Court of 
Ciaims; but then he proposes certain amend- 
ments to the amendment of the House which 
have been adopted, as [ have said, by the com- 
mittee 


report. 


_ - 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I desire to know 
from the Senator from California whether I 
understand that letter aright. I understand 
the Secretary as advising the Senate and Con- 
gress distinctly not to adopt the measure which 
is now re ported. 

Mr. COLE. The letter speaks for itself. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Lhope we shall 
not adopt it. 

Mr. COLE. I 
extend the time 
minutes 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir. 

Mr. COLE. It is important that-this bill 
should pass as soon as possible. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The trouble about that 
is that everybody will be gone to dinner, and 
we shall only find a ve ry thin Senate here, and 
I think a matter of this importance ought to 
be determined by a full Senate. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator from Cali- 
fornia had better give way to me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Vermont objects to the proposition of 
the Senator from California. 

Mr. SAWYER. I wish to say 
right on this point 

Mr. FLANAGAN. 
through with my remarks, and then I shall be 
happy to hear my friend from South Carolina, 

Mr. SAWYER. I wish to say a word in 


ask 


for 


unanimous consent to 
taking a recess fifteen 


| reference to the closing sentence of the letter 


of the Secretary of the Treasury which con- 
tained an error. 


Mr. FLANAGAN. Very well. 
Mr. SAWYER. The Secretary says in his 
letter that the case of Mcleod vs. Callicott 


was not subjected to the decision of the Su- 
preme Court. It is a fact that that case was 
brought to the Supreme Court, and was dis- 
missed on the motion of the solicitor of the 
United States. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. Mr. President, the high 
regard I have for the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Itrust the time for taking 
a recess will be extended fifteen minutes, to 
see if this report can be disposed of. 

rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 
tor from Vermont has obje¢ted to that proposi- 
tion. Does the Senator from Vermont with- 
draw his objection to the extension of the 
time ? 


| Mr. EDMUNDS. No, sir, I do not. I 
intend that this matter shall be determined, 


if omens by a fall Senate. 
Mr. STEWART. Ifthe Senator from Texas 


has not time to finish his remarks, | will move 


to lay aside this conference report and extend 
the time fifteen minutes, in order to enable me 
to pass the coal bill. 


Mr. FLANAGAN. Iam not going to be 


| tedious. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena- 


|| tor from Texas has the floor, and declines to 


yield. 
Mr. FLANAGAN. Mr. President, I will 
say very briefly that I object entirely to the 


| ideas conveyed to the Senate by the Secre- 


of conterence and are a part of the | 1 bill. 


tary of the Tree asury in the letter which has | 
just 


been read. The line is clearly drawn 
by him that would relieve the Government 
from all responsibility for any bale of cotton 
that they had seized, no matter how unright- 
eously. For instance, aw officer went upon 
the premises of A, B, or C, with his armed 
posse, and by force took the cotton there. 
a matter of course the Government would 
not recognize that that was properly done, and 
would not pay for it. That is the idea pre- 
cisely that is advanced in that letter. That 
will not do. We cannot afford 

Mr. COLE, Let me appeal to my friend 
to allow me to ask the Senate for an extension 





one word | 


1 believe I shall go | 





of the time for five or ten minutes, in order to | 


allow my friend from Nevada, to whom | am 
bound by promise to do so, to pass his coal || 
I appeal to the Senate to do that. 


| before half past four o’clock. 
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from California asks unanimous consent to 
extend the time for the purpose of taking up 
the bill regulating the sale of coal lands. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection 
is made by the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. STEWART. I move, then, that the 
time be extended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
now recognizes the Senator from Pernsyi- 
vania, [Mr. Scorr.] He yielded on condition 
that he should resume the floor one minute 
That time has 
arrived, and the Senator trom Pennsylvania 
is recognized. 


Mr. STEWART. 


I move that the time be 


| extended fifteen minutes in order to allow me 





to dispose of the coal bill. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. I object. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. That motion is not in 
order. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection 


is made, and the motion is not in order. ‘The 
Senator from Pennsylvania is recognized. 

Mr. SCOTT. I resume the floor simply for 
the purpose of having the floor to-morrow at 
twelve o'clock, when the unfinished business 
wiil come up, being Senate bill No. 656. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time 
fixed for taking a recess having arrived, the 
Senate will now take a recess until half past 
seven o'clock this evening. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The Senate reassembled at half past seven 
o'clock p. m. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) By order of the 
Senate, the evening session is devoted exclu- 
sively to reports from the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

DUNSTAN RIVER. 


Mr. CHANDLER. The Committee on 
Commerce have directed me to report back 
withoat amendment, House bill No. 2315, to 
authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
tide-water of Dunstan river, in the State of 
Maine, and to ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It provides that the inhabitants 
of the town of Searborough. Cumberland 
county, Maine, may be licensed to build as in 
their judgment may be or may become neces- 
sary to facilitate intercom munication, a bridge 
or bridges either for railroad or ordinary travel 
over the tide-water of Dunstan river at or 


_ above the steep banks so called on that river 


without‘any draw in the bridge or bridges so 
constructed. 

Mr. POMEROY. That has not got the safe- 
guards that we usually put into bridge bills. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Let me tell the Senator 
that nothing of the kind is necessary. I know 
itis all right. This is a little creek over which 
there is no commerce in the world; but it is 


| tide- water, and therefore the consent of Con- 


gress is necessary. It is petitioned for by the 

people. ‘There is no navigation on the river. 
Mr. POMEROY. That may all be so; but 

if I were to draw a bill I would draw the bill 


| right. 


As i} 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


DAVENPORT AND ST. PAUL RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of House bill No. 
1672. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 1672) 
granting to the Davenport and St. Paul Kail- 


_road Company the right of way. 


The Committee on Commerce reported the 


} bill with amerfdments. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator | 


The first amendment was in section one, 
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line six, to strike out the words ‘* superstruc- 
ture of the’’ before the word ‘ bridge . 
to re ad 

That the Davenport and St. Paul Railroad 
Company, a corporation existing under the laws of 
the State of Iowa, be, and is hereby, authorized, 
upon the payment of one third of the cost of the 
bridge over the mis w channel of the pranerinp: 
river at Rock Island, and shall also be liable for and 
pay one third of the cost of keeping ti ‘in re- 
pair, to pass the cars of the said Davenport and 
St. Paul Railroad Company over said bridge, 
with the same rights and privileges, and subject to 
the same restrictions, that are or may be exercised 
or enjoyed by any otber railroad conmany. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 


SO as 


ie Sam 


The next amendment reported by the com- 
mittee was in section two, line two, after the 
words ‘* United States,’’ to insert the words 
one half of;’’ in line three, after the word 
‘‘aet,’’ to insert the words ‘‘ and the payment 
to the Chicago, Rock Island, and Pacitie Rail: 
road Company of the remaining half of said 
sum of money;’’ and after the word * diree- 
tion,’’ in line eleven, to insert the words ‘* and 
shall continue under the control ;’’ so as to 
read: 

That upon the payment into the Treasury of the 
United States of one half of the money referred to 
in section one of this act, and the payment to the 
Chicago, Rock Island, and Pacifie Railroad Com- 
pany of the remaining half of said sum of money, 
said Davenport and St. Paul Railroad Company 
shall be authorized to construct and maintain its 
own track and bridge from theeast end of the bridge 
first above mentioned to the city of Rock Island, in 
the State of Illinois: Provided, howerer, That the 
same shall be done without any expense to the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, and under the diree- 
tion and shall continue under the control of the 
Secretary of War, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


ao 


The next amendment was in section three, 
after the word ‘‘act,’’ in line ten, to insert: 

And when completed any other railroad company 
or companies shall be permitted, under thedirection 
of the Secretary of War, to pass their trains of cars 
oversaid last-named bridge and track andapproaches 
thereto upon paying to the parties then in interest 
their proportionate share of the cost thereof, and of 
keeping the same in repair: And provided further, 
That nothing contained in this act shall be so con- 
strued as to interfere with any right or claim of the 
United States to control so much of the original line 
or bridge as is located east of the main channel of 
thé Mississippi river. 

So that the proviso will read : 


And provided also, That said track and bridge 
shall be completed within two years from the pas- 
sage of this act; and whenecompleted any other rail- 
roud company or companies shall be permitted, &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 





The next amendment 
four - following: 


Sec. 4. That the Davenport and St. Paul Railroad 
Comp: uny shall have the right to use the approaches 
to said bridge, and in case the parties hereto cannot 
agree upon the terms for using said approaches to 

said bridge, then, and in that case, the same shall be 
fixe d by the Seeretary of War, upon such terms ane 
in such manner as he m: vy deem just and proper 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I should like to inquire 
if these amendments obviate the objections 
that were made by the Chicago and Rock 
Island Company. 

Mr. CH AN DLER. Yes, sir, entirely. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendments were concurred 
in. It was ordered that the amendments be 
engrossed, and the billread athird time. The 
bill was read the third time, and passed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. POMEROY, from the Committee on 
Publie Lands, to whom, was referred the bill 
(S. No. 986) to settle land titles in the State 
of lowa, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1015) to quiet 
the title of certain lands in the State of Iowa, 
reported it with amendments. 


MESSAGE FROM TIIE HOUSE. 

A message from the Housé of Representa- 
tives by Mr. Ciinron Lioyp its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. No. 531) to preseribes the time for 
holding the election for choosing electors for 


yas to add as section 


| 
| 


President and Vice President for the State of 

Louisiana for the year 1872, in which it 

requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announeed that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2048) for the relief of 
Robert A. Mayo, of Richmond, Virginia 

A bill (H. R. No. 207) for the relief of 
Robert L. D. Burehfield ; and 

A bill (S. No. 845) to authorize the con- 
struction of certain bridges across the Missis- 
sippi river, and to establish 


roads. 


the same as post 
\UARANTINE ON SOUTILERN 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate 
now proceed to the consideration of House 
ji int resolution No. 82. 

he motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the joint resolution (H. R. No. 82) 
providing for a more effective system of quar- 
antine on the southern and Gulf coasts. 

The Committee on Commerce reported the 
joint resolution with amendments. 

The first amendment reported by the com- 
mittee was in line six, after the word ‘** Mex- 
ico,’’ to insert the words ‘‘and the Atlantic 
coast.’’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 


COAST. 


The next amendment was in line twelve, 
after the word **towns,’’ to strike out the words 
‘and the proper means to prevent such out- 
breaks,’’ and to insert ‘‘and whether any sys- 
tem of quarantine is likely to be effective in 
preventing invasions of yellow fever, aud if 
so, What system will least interfere with the 
interests of commerce at said ports.” 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 


The resolution, as amended, reads as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is 
hereby, directed to detail one or more medical 
officers of the regular Army, who shall, during the 
coming season, visit each town or port on the coast 
of the Gulf of Mexico and the Atlantic coast, which 
is subject or liable to invasions of yellow fever, and 
shall confer with the authorities of such port or 
town with reference to the establishment of a more 
uniform and effective system of quarantine, and 
who shall ascertain all facts having reference to the 
outbreaks of this disease in such ports or towns, and 
whether any system of quarantine is likely to be 
effective in preventing invasions of yellow fever; 
and if so, what system will least interfere with the 
interests of commerce at said ports; and shall make 
also a detailed report on this subject to the Secre 
tary of War, through the Surgeon General, on or 
before the assembling of the third session of the 
Forty-Second Congress, in December, 1872 


tue 

The joint resolution was reported to the 
Senateas amended, and the amendments were 
concurred in. It was ordered that the amend- 
ments be engrossed and the resolution read 
a third time. The joint resolution was read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HARLAN. Ought not this resolution 
to be changed to an act? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is a House 
jointresolution. It issoreceivedand recorded, 
and will have to be considered as it is. 

PENINSULA IN LAKE ERIE. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I now move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate 
bill No. 677. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the bill 
No. 677) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
accept the peninsula Lake Erie, opposite 
the harbor of Erie, in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It authorizes the Secretary of War 
to receive and accept from the marine hos- 
pital of Pennsy!vania, a corporation duly ineor- 
porated by the Commonwealth of Pennsylva- 
nia, the title to a piece or parcel of land, being 
the penineula lying to the northward of and 
inclosing the Bay of Presque Isle, and contain- 
ing two thousand and tw euty-four acres, more 
or less, to be held by the Government of the 
United States for the protection of the harbor 


| of Erie; but the deed conveying the same is 
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not to be received or accepted until the tide 
is complete and indefeasible, nor unless the 
acceptance thereof shall be recommended by 
a board of officers appointed by the President. 

The Committee on Commerce reported an 
amendment, 
insert 


which was in line fourteen to 
after the word ‘ otlicers’’ the 
‘‘of the corps of engineers.’’ 

Che amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendment was concurred in, The 
bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading, was read the third time, and 


words 


passed, 
COASTING TRADE, 

fr. CHANDLER. I move that the Sen 
ate proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
No. 799. 

lhe motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proc eded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 799) to amend an act 
entitled ** An act to regulate the foreign aud 
coasting trade on the northern, northeastern, 
and northwestern frontiers of the United 
States, and for other purposes.’’ 

(he Committee on Commerce reported an 
amendment, which was to strike out all after 
the enacting clause of the bill and insert the 
following: 


That the first section of an act entitled as above, 
approved July 1, 1870, be, and hereby is, amended 
to read as follows: “That the master of every ves 
sel enrolled or licensed to engage in the toreign and 
cousting trade on the northern, northeastern, and 
northwestern frontiers of the United States shall, 
betore the departure of his vessel from a port in one 
collection distriet to a port or place in another 
collection§ district, present to the ceolleetor at 
the port of departure duplicate manifests of his 
cargo, or, if he have no eargo, duplie ite manifests 
setting forth that fact, which manifests shall be 
subscribed and sworn to by the master before 
the collector, who shall indorse thereon his certifi 
eate of clearance, retaining one for the files of his 
office, and delivering the other for the use of the 
master. And the master of any vessel enrolled and 
licensed as aforesaid, destined from a place in ono 
collection district of the United States, where there 
may be no custom-house, to a port or place in 
another collection district, shall have on board a 
manifest subscribed by himself, setting forth the 
cargo laden at the place of departure, or laden or 
unladen at anyintermediate place, or,if he have no 
cargo, setting forth that fact; and such manifest 
shall be presented for certification to the proper 
officer of the customs at the first intermediate port 
at which such vessel may arrive. And if any vessel 
clearing or departing froma port or p lace toa port 
or place in anothe r district as herein before men- 
tioned shall touch at any intermediate port or place 
in the United States and there discharge cargo taken 
on board at an American port or place, or at such 
intermediate port or place shall take on board cargo 
destined for an American port or place, the master 
shall enter such lading or unlading on his manifest 
obtained or provided at the original port or pla 
of departure; and if such vessel touch at an 
intermediate port, the master shall report such 
lading or unlading to the collector or other proper 
offeer of the customs of such intermediate port, 
by filing with such officer a manifest of the cargo 
taken on board or unladen at such intermediate 
port, or if the master shall neither receive nor de 
liver any cargo he shall so report, certifying to that 
fact, and the collector shall indorse upon the 
original manifest his certificate of clearance, and re- 
turn the sameto the master: Provided, That such 
vessels touching at any intermediate port or ports 
and reporting to the collector as herein provided 
for, shall not be required to pay any additional fees 
torsoreporting. Aud the masterof any such vessel 
sailing as aforesaid shall, within twenty-four hours 
after arrival, deliver the manifest retained by him 
as aforesaid to the proper officer of the customs at 
the port of destination specified in such manifest, 
or at the port atwhich the unlading of the cargo may 
be completed; or if such unlading be completed at 
i place where there may be no custom-house, the 
master shall deliver such manifest to the proper offi- 
cer of the customs at the port at which the vessel 
may next arrive after leaving the place of dcstina- 
tion specified in such manifest: Provided Surther, 
Phat the foregoing requirements shall not apply to 
steain-versels engaged in regular navigation and 
constituting a part of aline between certain port 
where there may be custom-houses, when stopping 
at intermediate ports to take onor discharge par 
sengers, baggage, or goods, wares or merchandise, 
not immediately destined for or reeeived from 
any foreign port or place; but the masterof such 
steamer shall enter such lading or unlading on 
his manifest obtained at the original port of de 
parture, and shall forward a manifest subseribed 
and sworn to by himself, of such lading or unlad- 
ing, to the proper officer of the eustoms at #uct 


intermediate port before his departure there 


from, or within twenty-four hours after arriving at 
the port of destination specified in his original 
manifest: And provided further, That the muster 
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of any veasel with cargo, passengers, or baggage, 
from any foreign port or place, shall obtaina permit 
and comply with existing laws before discharging 


or landing the same: And provided further, That 
pothing in this section contained stall exempt 
masters of vessels from reporting, as now required 
by law, any goods, wares, or inerchandise destined 


for any foreign port: And he it further provided, That 


no permit shall be required for the unladiug of 
eargo broucht from an American port.” 

Sec. 2. That the seeond section of the act above 
referred to, approved July 1, 1570, be, and is hereby, 


amecoded to read as follow “that the master of 
every vessel enrolled or licensed asa foresaid, destined 
from a port or place in a collection aero of the 
United States to another port or place in the same 
collection district, shall bs ive on Seon a manifest, 
subserihed by himself, setting forth the lading of 
what kind soever on board such vessel, which mani 
fest shall be delivered to the proper oflicer of the 
customs at the port at which the unlading of the 


cargo may be completed, orif such unlading be at 
“place having he cusiom house, to the colleetor or 
other proper oflicer of the customs at the next port 
at whieh the vessel may arrive after such unlading. 


And all manitests required by 
on any vessel shull be exhibited by the master for 
the inspection of any officer of the revenue when 
thereunto by him required, And so ma: h ot the act 
entitled ‘An act for enrolling and licens oe ships or 
vessels to been ipl yvedin the cous ting trade and fish- 
eries andforregulating thesame,’ app coved February 
18, 1795, as relates to the manifests ot cargoes of ves- 
acls, is hereby declared inapplicable to the 


this act to be earried 


cargoes 


of vessels enrolled and licensed as aforesaid; and 
the firstseetion of the act entitled * An actto further 
provide for the collection of the revenue upon the 


northern, northeastern, 
and for other purposes,’ 
all acts and parts of 
Visions of this act, 


and northwestern trontier, 
approved July 14, 1862, and 
acts conflicting with the pro- 
are hereby repealed.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill 


was reported to the Senate as 


amended, and the amendment was coneurred | 


in. | he bi | WwHea ordered to be engrossed for na 
third reading, was read the third time, and 
passed. 

PUBLICATION OF MAPS, 


Mr. CHANDLER. I now move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate 
bill No. 888, 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 
No. 888) to provide for the publication of cer- 
tain maps of survey of the upper Mississippi 
and the Minnesota rivers, was read the 
time, and considered 
W hole. 7.000, o1 
so much thereof as may be necessary, for the 
the 


second 
it proposes to appropriate > 


publication of one thousand copies of 
maps of survey of the 
the Minnesota rivers, made under the super 
vision of Major G. K. Warren, corps of en- 
gineers, United States Army, in 1866 and 
1867, under the direction of the War Depart 
mInent, 

Mr. POMEROY. 
the Committee on Printing? Do we not always 
such quesiions to the Committee on 
Printing under our rales? 

Mr. CHANDLER. This is a recommend- 
ation from the War Department. The sur- 
veys have been made and maps drawn that 
have been quite useful for commerce, and we 
wish to order one thousand copies. 

Mr. POMEROY. 
the reference of all such propositions to the 
Committee on Printing? 


send 


Mr. HARLAN. The work ought perhaps 
to be done at the Printing Office. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not think it is 


necessary to send that to the Committee on 
Printing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not 
necessary under the rules. 


Mr. HARLAN. But is it a good thing to 
get our printing done elsewhere when we have 
a vast Government establishment ? 

Mr. POMEROY. It does not come under 
the rales strictly speaking, I see, but I think 


after all should go to the Committee on 
P rinting. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. We have 
some law which provides that any amount 


beyond a certain sum shall be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. I move that the bill 
be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I do not think this has any 
earthly connection with the Committee on 
Printing. ‘This is a direct appropriation fora 
map to be provided by the engineer corps. It 
s where we order printing to be paid for out 
of our own funds that the proposition goes to 
the Committee on Printing; but here is an 
appropriation which takes it away from that 


| rule. 


| go away from the Public Printing Office ? 


Mr. MORRILL of Vermont. I inquire of 
the Senator from Maine, why should this work 
Why 
not have it printed there ? 


Mr. HAMLIN. 


They do not print maps 


| there. 


as in Committee of the | 


upper Mississippi and 


Should not that go to | 


Do not our rules require | 


Mr. CHANDLER. If they do, let it go to 
the Committee on Printing. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘he printing of the | 


usual number need not go to that committee. 


Mr. POMEROY. = It is a question of print- 
ing maps. | have never been able to get 


them printed from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, exeept by sending them to 
Committee on Printing. The Commissioner 
if the General Land Office reports every year 
the necessity of printing a certain number of 
maps,and we always have to send them tothe 
Committee on Printing. Ido not care to make 
the point if the Senator does not choose to 
make it himself, 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment. 

Mr. HARLAN. This makes an appropri- 
ation, as | understand it. 

Mr. POMEROY. Let the bill be read 
again. 


the | 





Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
do. 

Mr. HAMLIN. It goes to another branch 
of the Government, the engineer department, 
does it not? 

Mr. CHANDLER. 

Mr. HAMLIN. 


Oh, yes they 


Certainly. 
I do not think it should go 


| to the Committee on Printing, because it does 


not take any money from our contingent fund. 
That is the object of referring it to our com- 
mittee, 

Mr. HARLAN. 


No donbt Congress can 


pass a law sending any job of printing any- | 


where else. 


It is merely a question of expe- 
diency. If 


this bill passes, of course any 


officer having the work in charge can hire it | 


to be done at any private establishment. I 


suppose the Government Printing Office was | 
established and we are paying the men to keep | 


it up with a view of economizing. It is only 
on that view of the case that | have made the 


suggestion that I did, that this work ought to | 


be done where other work of the kind is done 
under the Government. 
thing at the Government Printing Office. 
course it will have to be lithographed. 
do map printing there. 

Mr. SCOTT. I observe that the bill simply 
provides for the publication of the maps with- 


Of 
They 


out making any provision for their distribution | 


after publication. 
tributed ? 
Mr. CHANDLER. By the engineer depart- 
meut. Let it go to the Committee on Printing. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there by 


How are they to be dis- 


no objection, the bill will be referred to the | 


Committee on Printing. That reference is 


| ordered. 


PROTECTION OF HARBORS, ETC. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
No. 1072. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 


as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to | 


consider the bill (S. No. 1072) tor the better 
preservation of harbors, havens, roads, chan- 
nels, navigable rivers, lakes, and other naviga- 
ble waters within the United States. 

lt provides that no master or owner, or any 
person acting as master, of any ship, lighter, 
steamboat, or other vessel whatsoever, being 
or riding within any harbor, haven, port, 
road, or channel within the United States, 


They print every- | 
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shall cast, throw out, or unlade, or cause to be 
cast, thrown out, or unladen, nor shall there 
be cast, thrown out, or unladen therefrom, 
any ballast, rubbish, gravel, earth, stone, 
wreck, or obstruction whatsoever, whereby 
navigation of such harbor, haven, port, road, 
or channel may be impaired or impeded. Any 


| owner, master, Or person ac ting as master of 


any ship, lighter, steamboat, or other vessel 
whatsoever, violating any of these provisions, 
is to be liable to a penalty of not less than 
fifty dollars and not more than $500 for each 
offense, and in addition thereto to pay the 
expense of removing the ballast, rubbish, 
gravel, earth, stone, wreck, or obstruction 
so cast, thrown out, or caadas from and out 


| of such ship, lighter, steamboat, or other 


| vessel; 


which penalty and expense shall he a 
lien on tke ship, lighter, steamboat, or other 
vessel, her cargo, tackle, apparel, and furni 
ture, and may be recovered, collected, and 


| remitted in hke manner, and under the same 


regulations, restrictions, and provisions as 
have heretofore been established for the recov- 


_ ery, collection, and remission of penalties and 





iI 


forfeitures to the United States by the several 
revenue laws. But nothing in this act con- 
tained is to be construed to either permit or 
prohibit the construction of piers, bridges, 
bulk-heads, or other structures, or the filling 
in of flats on the borders of navigable waters. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for 
third reading, read the third time,and passed. 
BRIG BALEAR. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
No. 1099. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 
No. 1099) granting an American register to 
the British bark Balear was read the second 
time, and considered as in Committee of the 


Whole. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. 
port in that case ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is a letter from 


the Secretary of the Treasury. The facts are 


Is there a re- 


| that more than three fourths of the cost of the 
| vessel was expended in her repairs 


Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Was she » 
foreign-built ship? 
Mr. CHANDLER. No, sir; she is an 


American ship, one of the old ships American 
built, and she is to be taken back. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. Then she is 
under a British register at present ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, sir; she changed 
her register. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 


| amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 


third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
TUNNEL AT BUFFALO. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I now move to proceed 
to the consideration of House bill No. 1958. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1958) to authorize 
the city of Buffalo, New York, to construct a 
tunnel under Niagara river, and to erect and 
maintain an inlet pier therefrom, for the pur- 
pose of supplying the city of Buffalo with pure 
water. 

Mr. POMEROY. Why does it require an 
act of Congress to run under that river? 

Mr. CHANDLER. ‘They have to erect a 
pier. 

Mr. POMEROY. Congress has jurisdiction 
over the navigable waters, | know, but what 
jurisdiction has it got under that river? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The people of Buffalo 
think it important to have the authority of 
Congress for going under there. They have 
to erect this pier to protect their water- works 
out in the lake. 

Mr. POMEROY. 
side, of course. 


Mr. CHANDLER. 


That is the American 


On the American side 


seven hundred and fifty feet from the shore. 


| 
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Mr. POMEROY. They do not have to 
have any act of Congress to erect a pier. 

Mr. CHANDLER. They have to get an 
act of Congress for fear that building this pier 
or bulkhead micht interfere with navigat on. 

Mr. POMEROY. I do not object to the 
bill; I only wonder why it came here, that is 
all. 

Mr. FENTON. The bill is in accordance 
with the request of the common council of 
the city of Buffalo, and approved by the War 
De partment, 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

HAWAIIAN BARK FLORENCE 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move to proces dnow 
to the consideration of House bill No. 20903. 

The motion was agreed to; andthe Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, procee ded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 2093) to grant 
an American register to the Hawaiian bark 
Florence. The bill grants authority to the 


Secretary of the Treasury to issue an Ameri- 
can register to the American-built Hawaiian 
bark Fiorence, wrecked in the waters of the 
United States, purchased and repaired and 
now owned by citizens of San Francisco, 
California, if it shall be proved to the satis- 
faction of the Secretary of the Treasury that 
the repairs put upon the vessel were equal to 
three fourths of its cost when so repaired. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered toa third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

YACHT RED HOT, 

Mr. CHANDLER. TI now m: ve to proceed 
to the consideration of House bill No. 2341. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee ot the Whole, proceeded to 
cousider the bill (H. R. No. 2841) to allow 
the pleasure-yacht Red Hot to take the name 
of Addie Parker and be registered under that 
name, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SHIPPING OF SEAMEN, 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move now to proceed 
to the consideration of House bill No. 2044. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the W hole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 2044) to author- 
ize the appointment of shipping commissioners 
by the several circuit courts of the United 
States, to superintend the shipping and 4lis- 
charge of seamen engaged in merchant ships 
belonging to the United States, and for the 
further protection of seamen. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest that the 
amendments to the bill be concurred in. if it 
be the pleasure of the Sena‘e, as the bill is 
read. It is in charge of the Senator from 
Connecticut, andif it is agreeable to him, | 
suggest that the amendments of the committee 
be acted on as we go on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection, and the amendments will 
be acted on as the bill is read. 

The bill was reported from the Committee 
on Commerce with amendments. 

The first amendment of the committee was 
to insert at the end of section twelve the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

Provided further, That this sectionshall not apply 
to masters of vessels where theseamen are by custom 
or agreement entitled to participate in the profits 
or result of a cruise or voyage, nor to masters of 
coastwise and lake-going vesseis that touch at for- 
eign ports; but seamen may, by agreement, serve 
on board such vessels a definite time, or on the re- 
turn of any vessel to a port inthe United States may 
reship and sail inthe same vessel on another voyage 
without the payment of additional fees to the ship- 


ping commissioner by either the seamen or the 
master. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was at the end of 


section fourteen, to strike out the following 


proviso: 


And provided further, That no captain shall re- 

ive on board of his vessel, asa seaman, any person 
while in a state of intoxication, undera penalty of 
not exceeding $1,000. 


And to insert in lieu thereof the following: 


Provided further, That in ease of desertion, or of 
casualty resulting in the loss of one or more sea- 
man, the master may ship a number equal to the 
number of whose services he has been deprived by 
desertion or ecasu ilty, and report the same to the 
United States consul atthe first port at which he 


shall arrive, without incurring such penalty. 





The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line six of 
section twenty-seven, to insert the word 


‘*shall’’ before the word ‘‘sign,’’ so as to 
read: ‘fin the presence of the shipping com- 
missioner, shall sign a mutual release of all 
claims for wages,’ &c. 

lhe amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to add at the end 
of section thirty-five the following proviso: 


Provided, That this section shall not apply to the 
masters or owners of any vessel where the seaman 
is entitled to share in the profits of the cruise or 


voyage, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


‘The next amendment was in section forty, 
line six, after the words ‘*Good Hope,’’ to 
insert *‘or engaged in the whaie or other fish- 
eries, Or in sealing ;’’ and in line twelve, after 


the words **lemon-juice,’’ to strike out the 


words **or other sach articles atoresaid ;’’ so 
that the section will read: 


Thet every ship belonging to a citizen or citizens 
of the United States, as described in section twelve 
of this aet, shall be provided witha chest of medi- 
cines; and every suiling ship bound on a vovage 
across the Atlantic or Pacific ocean, or around Cape 
llorn orthe Cape of Good Hope, or engaged in the 
whale or other fisheries, or in sealing, shail also be 
peovided with and eause to be kept, a sufficient 
quantity of lime or lemon-juice, and also sugar 
aud vinegar, or other antiscorbutics, as Congress 


may sanction, to be served out to every seaman as 


follows, that is tosay, the master of every such ship, 
as last al@resaid, shall serve the lime or lemon-juice, 
and sugar and vinegar, to the crew, within ten days 
after salt provisions mainly have been served out to 
the crew, and so long afterward as such consump 
tion of salt provisions continues, the lime or lemon- 
juice and sugar daily atthe rate of half an ounce 
each per day, and the vinegar weekly at the rate of 
halfa pint per week for each member of the crew. 


‘| he amendment was agreed Lo. 


The next amendment was in section forty- 
one, line seven, after the words ‘‘lemon- 
juice,’’ to strike out the words ‘‘ or other 
articles,’’ and insert ‘‘and’’ before ** sugar; 
and after the word ‘‘sugar,’’ 1 


in line eight, to 


or’’ and insert *‘and;’’ so that 
the section will read: 


se 


strike out 


That if on any such ship as aforesaid such medi- 
cines, medical stores, lime or lemon-juice, or other 
arficles, sugar and vinegar, as are hereinbefore 
required, are not provided and kept on board, as 
hereinbefore required, the master or owner shall 
incur a penalty not exceeding $500: and if the 
master of any such ship as aforesaid neglects to 
serve out the lime or lemon-juice, and sugar and 
vinegar, in the case and manner hereinbefore di 
rected, he shall for each such offenseincur a penalty 
not exceeding $100; and if any master is convicted 


in either of the last-mentioned pena'ties, and it 
appears that the offense is owing to the act or di 
fault of the owner, such master may recover the 
amount of such penalty, and the costs incurred by 
him, from the owner. 


rhe amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section forty 
two, line nine, to strike out ‘*should’’ and 


insert °* shall 


before the word ‘‘also,’’ and 
at the end of the section to strike out the 
words ‘‘ for the foreeastle use of seamen’’ and 
insert ‘‘and a safe and suitable room in which 


a fire can be kept for the use of seamen ;’’ so 
as to read: 


That every master shall keep on board proper 
weights and measures tor the purpose of determin 
ing the quantities of the several provisions and 
articles served out, and shall allow the eame to be 
used at the time of serving out such proviveons and 
articles, in the presence of a witness, whenever any 
dispute arises about such quantities, and in default 
shall, for every such offense, incur a penalty not 
exceeding fifty dollars. And every vessel bound on 


| any foreign port shallalso be provided with at least 
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one suit of woolen clothing for each seaman for use 
during the winter months, and every such vessel 
shall be provided with fuel and a safe and suitable 
room in which a fire can be kept for the 
Seamene 


use of 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I wish to offer an 
amendment to the bill which was proposed in 
and adopted by the committee, but by accident 
was omitted inthe printing of the bill. It 
is on page 10, section thirteen, line twenty 
five, atter the word ‘‘that’’ to insert while 
‘sober and not in astate of intoxication.” 

Che amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. _ I have two or three 
verbal amendmentsto offer. On page 1, see 
tion one, line six, I move to strike out the 
words ** commissioners ;’’ alsoto strike outthe 
word ‘**the’’ and insert *‘ each ;’’ inline seven 
to strike out the words ‘or ports ;”’ 
read: 


sO as to 


That the several cireuit courts of the United 
States, in which circuits there is a sea-port orseu 
ports for which there is a collector of customs, or in 
which there is a port of entry, shill appoint a com 
missioner for each sea-port within their respective 
circulls. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. On page 2 
three, line two, after the word ‘‘clerk”’ I 
move to insert the words ‘‘ or clerks.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM. On page 3, section 
three, line four, after the word ‘‘clerk’’ [ 
move to insert the words ‘or clerks.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. In the sixth line of 


the same section before the words “ such 


section 


clerk ’’ | move to insert the word ** every,’ 
and in line nine of the same section I move 
to strike out the word ‘‘the’’ and insert the 
word ‘*a’’ before the word ** clerk.’’ 

Lhe amendment was ayreed to. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM On page 9, sec 
tion twelve, line thirty-eight, atier the word 
**coastwise’’ | move to strike out the word 
‘“and’’ and insert ** nor to masters of.’’ 
‘The amendment was agretd to. 


Mr. STOCKTON. Mr. President, the source 
from whence this bill comes assures me as 
well as every other Senator that the object of 
the bill is such as is stated in its title. The 
tiile of the bill is: 

An act to authorize the appointment of shipping 
commissioners by the several circuit courts ot the 
United States to superintend the shipping and dis- 
charge of seamen engaged in merchaut ships belong- 
ing to the United States, and for the further protec- 
tion of seamen, 

I do not rise to object to the bill; I do not 
know that | shall object to it; but it is a bill 
of fifty pages. [ rise simply or the purpose 
of asking the Senator who has charge of it if 


' 


the | ill haus been care fully considered, and il 
we may take it for granted, not having an 


opportunity ourselves of examining it, that 
the members of the committee have examined 
it suffic ently in all its particulars to state thal 
itis really tor the benefit of seamen, and can 


do no injury to our merchant marine ? 

It is fit y pages of a code of laws 
the merchant marine, It is an alteration of 
the rules of courts of admiralty. It is an al- 


to govern 


teration of the contracts between seamen and 
their employers. It is certainly prepared with 
the intention of protecting and benefiting the 
poor seamen; but I have not been able my- 
self, in a hasty reading of it, to ascertain 


g 
whether there may not be matters in it which 
have not been carefully considered, I do not 
intend to object to the bill, but I desire to ask 
& question or two in regard to it. In the first 


place I should like to ask. if it ig not improper 
for the committee to tell me, how this bill 
originated, what was the object of the bill, 
whether it originated from complaints made 
by seamen or anything of that character, 
which would satisfy myself and other Sena- 
turs that this measure came from those who 





really were interested. For example, I find 
on the first page of the bill that it provides — 

That theseveral circuit courts of the United States, 
in which cireuits there is « sea-port or sea-ports for 
which there is acollector of customs orin which there 
is a port of entry, shall appoint a commissioner or 
commissioners for the sea-port or ports within their 
respective circuits, such commissioners to be termed 
“shipping commissioners,” &e. 

The bill, in section four, page 3, commences 
to define their duties as follows: 

And the geveral business of a shipping commis- 
sioner shall be, first, to afford facilities for engaging 
#eeanamon by keeping a register of their names and 
characters: secondly, to superintend their engage- 
ment and discharge in Manner hereinafter men- 
tioned; thirdly, to provide means for securing the 
presence on board at the proper times of men who 
ire so enowaged: fourthly, to facilitate the making 
of apprenticeships to the sea service, and to per- 
form such other duties relating to merchant seamen 
and merchant shins as are hereby or may hereafter, 
under the powers herein contained, be committed to 
him. 

Then it specifies 
certain fees. ‘They are to keep a record of the 
character of the seamen. They are to make 
It is taking the busi- 
ness of hiring the crew of aship out of the hands 
where it always has been and putting it intothe 
hands of officers appointed by the United 
States, who are to have a fee. This may be 
right. It may be right that a record of the 
character of seamen shall be there kept by an 
officer appointed by the Government. It is 
possible, I think, that a great deal of injustice 
wight be done in that way. ‘To register a 
man as an unfit man might do him a great 
deal of injury, and might be very unjust. It 
is possible, it seems to me, that such a power, 
which appears to be the main power of the bill, 
might work unjustly. If the subject has been 
carefully considered, of course | shall make 
no objection to it. [ turn again to page 6, 
section nine and read as follows: 

That every shipping commissioner appointed 
under this act shall, if applied to for the purpose of 
apprenticiong boy sto the sea service by any masters 
or owners of ships, or by any person or persons 
legally qualified, give such assistance ag is in their 
power tor facilitating the making of such appren- 
Liceships; but the shipping commissioner shall is- 
certain that the boy has voluntarily consented to be 
bound, and that the parents or guardian of said boy 


engagements for them. 


have consented to said apprenticeship, and has at- | 


tained the age of twelve years, and is of sufficient 
health and strength, and that the master to whom 
the boy is to be bound is a proper person for the 
purpose, 

The power of apprenticing is given to these 
commissioners until the apprentice arrives at 
the age of eighteen years. I turn again—I 
simply noticed these matters as the bill was 
read—to page 26, section forty-two, beginning 
in the eighth line of that section, as follows: 

And every vessel bound on any foreign port shall 
also be provided with at least one suit of woolen 

othing for each seaman for use during the winter 
months, and every such vessel shall be provided 
with fuel and a sate and suitable room 
fire can be kept for the use of seamen. 


A landsman might have added to that, that || 


whenever the night shall be dark there shall 
be a lantern on the deck of the vessel. 
impression is that a lantern on the deck of a 
vessel would be just about as injurious to the 


seamen as the fire provided for them in some | 


safe place in the ship. The exposure to cold 
weather that seamen have to bear as a general 
thing, if they have good clothing, protects 
them against the necessity of fire to some ex- 
tent, and making a fire may be dangerous to 
the ship, may be dangerous to them, and in 


all human probability will be very injurious to | 


their health, just as a light would make them 
blind. They learn to know where the ropes 
are, and to find them in the dark, and one 


single light on the deck of a vessel would | 
make every member of the crew perfectly | 
| simply ask if this provision has | 
Here is an abso- | 
late obligation on every ship going to sea that | 
it must bave a fire for the use of seamen. This | 


helpless. 
been carefully considered. 


isan absolute change. It is taking the com- 
mand of the ship away from the captain and 
obliging him to do all these things. 


that they are to receive | 


| pardon. 


in which a | 


My | 


| bill. 
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If it has been well considered, if it will be 
for the benefit if seamen have 
examined the bill and approve it, or if the 
committee have sufficient information from 
seamen in regard to it, | certainly do not 


of seamen, 


| object, for I do not know much about it. I 


only suggest that we are changing the whole 
code; we are preventing crews trom being 
hired by the captains or owners of ships; we 
are appointing agents to hire them for them ; 
we are changing the admiralty laws which 
control the contracts and which put the 
responsibilities on the seamen for their con- 
tract, and on those who hire them for theirs ; 
and a code of this kind, changing the whole 
laws of the mercantile marine, a code of fifty 
pages read quickly by the Clerk, and put 
through in a night session without a quorum, 


| may be a serious matter. 


Now here is a clause in section fifty-one, a 
very long clause in reference to the discipline 
of seamen—— 


Mr. CHANDLER. If my honorable friend 


| from New Jersey desires more time to consider 
| this bill, of course I will consent that it may 


lie over, and let us take up some other bill. 
He evidently has not examined the bill. 
friend from Connecticut can answer his ques- 
tions and assure him that the bill has been 


very thoroughly considered; but I should pre- , 
fer to let it go over this evening and enable | 


my friend from New Jersey to have an oppor- 
tunity to give it a more thorough examination 
and allow us to take up some other bill. 

Mr. SHOCKTON. I shall occupy but a 
moment more of the time of the Senate. | 


| appreciate entirely that it is not delicate or 


proper when a gentleman is here at the head 


of a committee, putting through his business, | 


for others to make any objection that is un- 
necessary. 

Mr. CHANDLER, 
I did not mean to intimate anything 
of that sort. IL simpiy said that if he desired 
time to examine the bill | was perfectly will- 
ing to give it to him and let the bill go over, 

Mr. STOCKTON. I stated when I rose 
that I did not rise to object; and if some 
other Senator does not object, I shall not. 

I desire to call attention to one gther clause, 
which will be found on page 49, at the end of 
the bill: 

Substitutes: 

One ounce of coffee, or cocoa, or chocolate, may 
be substituted for one quarter ounce of tea; molas- 
ses for sugar, the quantity to be one half more; one 
pound of potatoes or yams; one half pound flour or 
rice; one third pint of pease or one quarter pint of 
barley may be substituted for each other. When 
fresh meat is issued, the proportion to be 
pounds per man per day, in lieu of salt meat. Flour, 
rice, and pease, beef, and pork, may be substituted 
for each other, and tor potatoes onions may be 
substituted. 

That is of course in the interest of the sea- 
men, It is putin there for that purpose; but 
it is quite likely that it will be a very hard 
task to supply the particular things mentioned 
in this schedule in all parts of the world; and 
then penalties are imposed upon the officers 
if they do not supply them in that way. 


Now, sir, 1 make no motion in regard to the | 
I have simply felt it proper to suggest | 


that it was too important a bill to be hurried 
through. 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. I am very glad that 
the Senator from New Jersey has made the 
suggestions which he has. Many of them I 


think could be answered in such a manner as | 


But I | 


would be perfectly satisfactory to him. 
should be very sorry to have a vote taken in 
the Senate to-night if there is any doubt about 
the passage of the bill. I will simply say that 
it has been well considered by men better 
qualified to judge of its merits than lam. It 
is a bill that passed the Senate during the last 
Congress substantially, and has also been well 
considered by the House. But I would prefer 
to have it go over that Senators may have more | 
time to consider it, 


My 


. e | 
I beg the Senator's 


1 
1} 


two | 








May 14, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be 
no objection, the bill will be considered as 
postponed until to-morrow. 

BRIDGE AT MOUNT VERNON, INDIANA. 


Mr. CHANDLER. 


I now move that the 


_ Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate 


bill No. 662, authorizing the construction of a 
railroad bridge across the Obioriverat Mouut 
Vernon, in the State of Indiana. 

The Cuter CLierk. This bill was amended 
and passed on the 25th March, and on the same 
day a motion was entered by Mr. Scorr to re- 
consider the vote on the passage of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
tion is on the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. SCOTT. The reason I entered the 
motion to reconsider was that that bill, and I 
think another one referring to another bridge 
in Indiana, had omitted one of the provisions 
contained in the general law recommended by 
the engineer department for the regulation of 
bridges across the Ohio ‘river, and also omit- 
ted those portions of that general bill which 
related to bridges above the mouth of the Big 
Sandy. I desired to secure the passage of the 
general law before any special laws were passed 
which omitted the provisions of that general 
law, as | deemed them essential for the pro- 
tection of the navigation of the Ohio river, 
I presume that that general law, if not taken 
up to-night, willbe taken up very soon. It was 
only for that reason that I entered the motion 
to reconsider in this case and another one. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator objects 
to the 

Mr. PRATT. 


The ques- 





I do not understand that the 


| Senator from Pennsylvania objects to the con- 


sideration of this bill. I will state that the 
Committee on Commerce have agreed to amend 
the bill since this motion to reconsider was 
entered so as to confine the provisions of the 


bill to a single bridge across the Ohio river at 


Mount Vernon. 

Mr. SCOTT. If the chairman of the com- 
mittee will say that they have added such 
amendments as to make this bridge conform 
to the proposed provisions of the genere| law, 
I shall withdraw my motion to reconsider. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is the case. I 
only ask the Senate to pass this one bridge 
bill to-night for my honorable friend from 
Indiana; but this bill, as amended, conforms 
exactly to the provisions of the general law. 

Mr. SCOTT. Then let those amendments 
be put on the bill, and I am willing it shall pass. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
to reconsider, the Chair understands, is with- 
drawn. 

Mr. SCOTT. No, sir; it will be necessary 
to put on the amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
is informed that no amendments have been 
made to the bill since it passed. It has been 
pending on the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. SCOTT. That is why I state that if 
the amendments which will make this bill con- 
form to the general bill are now made, as I 
understand the chairman of the Committee 
on Commerce to say are here proposed, I will 
withdraw the objection. But I desire those 
amendments to be added to the bill before it 
passes. I will not withdraw the motion to 


reconsider unless that is the understanding. 


Mr. PRATT. If my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania will attend to the amendments as they 
are reported, he will see that they conform 
exactly to the provisions of the general bill. 

Mr. SCOTT. I suggest that we had better 
let the motion to reconsider prevail, and then 
the bill can be taken up and the amendments 
acted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Pennsy!|- 
vania to reconsider the vote on the passage of 


| the bill. 


The motion was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be 





— 
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no objection, the vote ordering the bill to be 
engrossed fur a third reading will also be re- 
considered. The bill is now before the Senate 
and open to amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let the bill be read as 
the committee propose to amend it. 

The Cuier CLerk. Itis proposed to amend 
the bill so as to make it read: 


That the Cincinnati, Rockport, and Southwestern 
Railroad Company, the Chicago and [linois Rail- 
road Company, and the St. Louis and Southeastern 
Railway Company, or any one or more of them, 
and such other corporation or corporations, if any, 
us may hereafter associate for that purpose with 
said railroad corporations, or any one or more of 
them, be, and are hereby, authorized to construct a 
railroad bridge across the Ohio river, from some 
soint on the Indiena shore, within the city of Mount 
Gores. in the State of Indiana, or within two 
miles of the corporate limits of said city, to the 
opposite side of said river, within the State of Ken- 
tucky: Provided, That said bridge shall 
Jeast one span of a height of not less than one 
hundred feet above low water, and of not less than 
forty feet above highest water, measured to the 
bottom chord of the bridge; that this high span shall 
give a clear opening of at least four hundred feet 
between the piers, measured at right angles to the 
eurrent at every stage, and that it shall be placed 
over the main channel of the river used by boats 
during ordinary stages of water: Provided, Surther, 
That in case this high span is net over the low- | 
water channel, suitable arrangements be made else- 
where to permit the passage of single boats under 
the bridge at low water; that said bridge shall have, 
in addition to the high spau prescribed above, a 
pivot draw, giving two clear openings of one hun- 
dred and sixty feet each, measured at right angdes 
to the current at the average stage of waterin the 
river, and located in a part of the bridge that can 
be safely and conveniently reached at that stage; | 
and that said draw shall be opened promptly, upon 
reasonable signal, for the passage of boats whose 
construction shall not be such as to admit of their 
passage under the permanent spans of said bridge, | 
except when trains are passing over the same; but 
in no case shall unnecessapy delay occur in opening 
the said draw before or after the passage of trains. 

Sec. 2. That the piers of the high span and the 
piers of the draw shall be built parallel with the 
current at that stage of the river which is most im- 
portant for navigation; and that no ripraps or other 
outside protection for imperfect foundations will be | 
permitted in the channel-way of the high span, or of 
the draw openings. That the said companies or cor- 
porations shall submit to the Secretary of War, for 
his examination, a design aud drawings of the bridge 
and piers, and a map of the location, giving, for the 
space of at least one mile above and one mile below 
the proposed location, the topography of the banks of | 
the river, the shore-lines at high and low water, the 
direction of the current at all stages, and the sound- 
ings accurately showing the bed of the stream, and 
shall furnish such other information as may be re- | 
quired for a full and satisfactory understanding of 
the subject by the Secretary of War; and if the 
Secretary of War is satisfied that the provisions of 
the law have been complied with in regard to loca- 


have at || 





tion, the building of the piers may be at once com- || 


menced; but if it shall appear that the conditions 
prescribed by this act cannot be complied with at 
the location where it is desired to construct the 
bridge, the Secretary of War shall detail a board, 
composed of three experienced officers of the corps 
of engineers, to examine the case, and may, on their 
recommendation, authorize such modifications in 


the requirements of this act as will permit the con- | 


struction of the bridge, not, however, diminishing 
the width of the spans contemplated by this act: | 
Provided, That the free navigation of the river be 
not materially injured thereby. 

Src. 4. That all parties owning, occupying or oper- 
ating the said bridge shall maintain, at their own 
expense, from sunset to sunrise throughout the year, 
such lights on their bridges as may be required by the | 
Light. House Board for the security of navigation; 
and all persons owning, occupying, or operating the | 
said bridges shall, in any event, maintain all lights 
on the said bridges that may be necessary for the 
security of navigation. 

Sec. 5. That any bridge constructed under this act, | 
and according to its limitations, shall be a lawful | 
structure, and shall be recognized and known as a | 
post route,upon which, also, no highercharge shall be 
made for the transmission over the same of the mails, 
the troops, and the munitions of war of the United 
States, than the rate per mile paid for the transport- 
ation over the railroads or public highways leading 
to said bridge, and the United States shali have the | 
right of way for postal telegraphic purposes across | 
said bridge; and in case of any litigation arising 
trom obstruction or alleged obstruction to the navi- 
gation of said river created by the construction of said 
bridge, the cause or question arising may be tried 
before the district court of the United States in or 
opposite to which any portion of said obstruction 
or bridge touches; and that all railway companies 
desiring to use thesaid bridges, or any ot them, shall 
have and be entitled to equal rights and privileges || 
ib the passage of the same, and in the use of the 
machinery and fixtures thereof, and of all the ap- 
proaches thereto, under and upon such terms and 
conditions as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of | 
War, upon hearing the allegations and proofs of the || 
parties, in case they shall not agree. 


Sec. 6. That the right to alter or amend this act || 


s0 as to prevent or remove all material obstructions 
to the navigation of said river by the construction 
of said bridge, is hereby expressly reserved without 
any liability of the Government for damages on 
account of the alteration or amendment of this act; 
and the said bridge shall be built under, and subject 
to, such regulations for the security of the naviga- 
tion of said river as the Seeretary of War shall pre 
scribe; and if any change be made in the plan of 
construction of said bridge during the progress of 
the work thereon, or before the completion thereof, 
such change shall be subject to the approval of the 
Secretary of War; and the said bridge shall be, at 
all times, so kept and managed as to offer reason- 
able and proper means for the passage of vessels 
through and under it; and the said bridge shall be 
changed or altered in construction or location at the 
cost and expense of the owners thereof, trom time to 
time, as Congress may direct, so as to preserve the 
free and convenient navigation of said river; and 
the authority to erect and continue said bridge shall 
besubject to revocation or modification by law when- 
ever the public good shall, in the judgement of Con- 
gress, so require, 
The amendments were agreed to. 


Mr. CORBETT. I should like to have that 
provision read again about the change and 
alterations from time to time at the expense 
of the bridge-owners, to see how it is. 

The Chief Clerk read section six. 

Mr. POMEROY. [think that is the usual 
provision. What I notice in the bill is that it 
provides that every bridge which shall be built 
by virtue of this law shall be a high bridge at 
least forty feet above high-water mark and one 
hundred feet above low-water mark. ‘Then it 
provides that every bridge shall have a draw 


in it. You do not want any draw in a high 
bridge. You do not want to build it so high 


that your steamboats can run under it and 
then oblige them to put a draw in it. You 
want a draw in a low bridge; but you make 


| this bill so that you have a high bridge one 


hundred feet above low water and then pro- 
vide that the bridge company shall build a 
draw. 

Mr. BOREMAN. TI understand that this 
bill applies to one bridge alone. It is nota 


| general law. 


Mr. POMEROY. 


I know it applies to but 
one bridge ; 


but it provides that this bridge 
shall be a high bridge and not a low bridge, 
and yet it provides fora draw. You do not 
want a draw ina high bridge. You build it 
high to avoid a draw. You do not build a 
bridge one hundred feet high and then put 
a draw in it, because it is one hundred feet 
A low 
bridge, not to obstruct navigation, must have 
a draw to let anything through ; but this pro- 
vides for both a high bridge and a draw. I 
never saw one betore, 

Mr. CHANDLER It has been in 
bill that has been passed. 

Mr. POMEROY. Oh, no. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I wish to suggest to my 
colleague that the bill only provides that the 
bridge shall be forty feet above high-water 
mark. It is too low for some boats to go under 
without a draw. . 

Mr. POMEROY. There are a great many 
steamboats with pipes not over forty feet high. 

Mr. CALDWELL. But there are a great 
many with pipes sixty feet high. 

Mr. SCOTT. They will need a draw in time 
of high water. 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘Then there is no use of 
putting it up one hundred feet. 

Mr. PRAILT. I will say to my friend from 
Kansas that the companies interested in this 
bridge are satisfied with these conditions. 

Mr. POMEROY. If they are satisfied, 
they may have it. I would not have it if | 
had anything to do with it. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


high to avoid the necessity of a draw. 


every 


STEAMBOAT LAW. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I move now that the 


Senate proceed to the consideration of House 
bill No. 2116. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 


| our western cities 
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consider the bill (H. R. No. 2116) to amend |) 
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an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide 
ter security 


for the bet- 
on board of vessels pro- 
pelled in whole or in part by steam, and for 
other purposes,’’ approved February 28, 1871. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will suggest that if 
there be no objection, the amendments ot the 
Committee on Commerce be concurred in as 
they are reached in the reading of the bill. 

Mr. STEVENSON. There is one amend- 
ment that | hope will not be concurred in. 

Mr. CHANDLER. When we arrive at that 
amendment, the Senator can reserve it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator 
from Michigan proposes simply that, as the 
bill is read, the amendments be acted on as 
they are reached in the reading. 

Mr. NORWOOD. | would inquire of the 
honorable Senator if he has not got 
bill than that to take up? That bill is about 
ninety pages. It will take two or three hours 
to read it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [think we shall be able 
to get through with the bill. It will not take 
more than an hour. We can get through with 
it in an hour. It is very important the bill 
should pass now. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 
does the Senator say ? 

Mr. CHANDLER. An hour [think will do. 

Mr. NORWOOD. Why, itisa bill of ninety 


of life 


a shorter 


How long 


pages. It cannot be read in less than two 
hours, 
Mr. CHANDLER, I am willing to stay 


here until it is read. It 


bill. 


8 @& Very Important 
lhere is almost a revolution in some of 
because their steamboats 
cannot sail, although they are loaded at the 
dock and ready to sail, but await the passage 
of this or some other bill on the subject. 

Mr. SAWYER. I would liketo remind the 
Senator from Georgia that the bill has got to 
be read some time, and [| do not know any 
better time to read it than now. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No time than 
now. I hope there will be no objection to 
going on with the bill. 

Mr. COLE. I should like to inquire of the 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce if 
he has any other bill besides this in bis budget? 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
will answer for to-night. 

Mr. COLE. = If the Senator hasin his budget 
any bill relating to commerce generally, and 
for the benefit and promotion of commerce, | 
think he ought to bring it forward, and | really 
hope he will do so. ‘This is the second even- 
ing spent on bills fromthe Committee on Com- 
merce, and | have not yet discovered any bill 
for the promotion of commerce. 


better 


If we can pass this, it 


All we have 
had thus far relate to mere details of no very 
great national importance. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is the very kind 
of bill l am atter now. ‘This bill is for the 
promotion of commerce. ‘The bill Lnow want 
to take up and pass is for the promotion of 
commerce. 

Mr. COLE. In the judgment of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Commerce it may 
be of that character, but it is not according 
to my recollection of it. | have not examined 
it very closely, but | bave looked at it, aud ldo 
not see in it much by which the commerce of 
the country will be benefited. 

Mr. HAMLIN. 
of thousands and thousands of 
travel and upcounted millions ot commerce 
that floats upon the waters in these boats. If 
it be not a bill in which commerce is interested 
I should be glad if any Senator would tell me 
what that biil is. It is true it is not a bill to 
originate commerce, but it is precisely that 
which has an intimate and direct connection 
with it, and the exigencies of the times demand 
that Congress shall do something. 1 am wiil- 
ing to stay here until midnight to act upon 
this bill. 

Mr. COLE. The provisions of this bill are, 
part of them at least, embodied in the laws 
at present in regard t> steamboats. 


Lhis bill involves the lives 


peopie who 


L again 
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remind the chairman of the Committee on 


Commerce 


that our commerce is constantly 
declining, that so far as it is carried on in 
American vessels it 1s constantly yoing down, 


and those of Kingland 
1 think something ought to be 
country (and the 


are taking their place 
this 


ommittee 


done in 


chairman of the C 


on Commerce is the most responsible man) 
tor the purpose of saving our commerce 

Mr. CHANDLER If the Senator will 
allow me, | will pass a bill in an bour that will 
aid commerce; but [ cannot unless he will 


consent. 


Mr. COLE. We cannotspend an hour better, 
certainly, than to have such a bill passed. 

Mr. CHANDLER Then I hope the Sen- 
ator will allow us to pro eed, 

The PP ESIDING OFFICER. The bill is 
before the meee as in Committee of the 
W gag) and will be read. 

The Chief ¢ le rk proceeded to re ad the bill, 
the amendments reported by the Committee 


on Commerce being stated as they were reached 


in thet order in the re ading 
lhe first amendment of the committee was 
in ction one, lines eight and nine, to strike 


out the words ** complying with the terms of,”’ 


and inserting ** such license, register, or en 


rollment, or without the Inspec ion required 
by;? and in ufter the word * of 


‘+ one half for 


line twelve, 


fense,’’ 


to insert the use of the 


informer :’ so that the section will read: 


[hat no license, register, or enrollment shall be 
granted, or other papers issued, by any collector or 
otber chief oflicer of the customs, to any vessel pro- 

elled in whole or in part by steam, until be shall 


lave satisfactory evidence that all the provisions of 
this act have been fully complied with; and if any 
such vessel shall be navigated withoat such license, 
register, or evrollment, or without the inspection re- 
quired by this aet, the owner or owners thereof shall 
forteit and pay to the United States the sum of $500 
for each offense, one half forthe use of theiuformer, 
and tor which sum the steamboat or vessel so en- 
gaged shall be liable, and may be seized and 
proceeded against by way of libel in any district 
court of the United States having jurisdiction of the 
olfense. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was in line six of sec 


tion two, after the word ** fastened,’ 
“so as to prevent 


to insert 
it from being moved or 
overthrown;’’ and at the end of the section to 
add *‘and belore granting a in- 
spection the inspectors shall require all other 
necessary provisions to be made throughout 
such against danger 


so as to make the section read: 


certificate of 


vessel to guard loss o1 


from hre ; 


That every steamer so pr ypelled, and carrying 
passengers, shall be provided with suitable pipes 
and valves attached to the boiler to convey steam 
into the hold, and the different compartments there- 


of, to extinguish fire; and every stove used on board 


of any such vessel shall be well and securely tas- 
tened, so as to prevent it from being moved or over- 
thrown, and all wood-work or other ignitible sub- 


stances about the boilers, chimneys, cook-houses, 
and stove-pipes exposed to ignition shall be thor- 
oughly shielded by some incombustible material in 
such a manner as to leave the air to circulate freely 


between sach material or wood-work or other igniti- 
ble substance: and before granting a certificate ot 
inspection, the inspectors shall require all other 
necessary provisions to be made throughout such 
vessel to guard against loss or danger from fire. 


lhe amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section three, 
line four, after the word * 
eighty’ = 
line 


than,’’ to strike out 
and insert ‘‘ one hundred ;”’ and in 
the word ‘‘in,’’ to strike out 
and insert ** thorough ;"’ so that it will 


ten, atter 


4s 


good Pr 
read : 

That every steamer, except as hereinafter specified, 
hall be provided with two good double-acting fire- 
pumps, to be worked by hand; each chamber of said 
pumps shall be of sufficient capacity to contain not 
less than one hundred cubic inches of water; said 
pumps shell be placed on suitable parts of the vessel 
tor eflicient neh e, having good hose of suitable 
diameter to each pump, of suflicient strength to 
stand a. pressure of one hundred pounds per square 
inch, and in length at least equal to one halt the 
vessel's length on deck, the whole to be kept at all 
times in thorough working order, and at least fifty 
feet shipped up, ready for immediate use. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


will call the attention of 


The Chair 
the Senator from 


‘ 


| 
| 
‘ 


Oregon to the nineteenth line, ‘* but the capa- 
city of eighty cubic inches.’’ To correspond 
with the amendment made in the fourth line 
‘‘eighty’’ should be changed to ‘‘one hun- 
dred.”’ 

Mr. CORBETT. 
examine that. 

‘The next amendment was in section three, 
line thirty-two, after the word ‘‘all,’’ toinsert 
the word ‘*passenger;’’ in line twenty-four, 
after the words ‘‘equal to,’’ insert the words 
‘‘a single-acting pump of;’’ in lines thirty- 
three and thirty-four, to strike out the words 
“ora pamp driven by the doctor or donkey 
engine ;’’ and at the end of the section to add 
the words **‘ one of which pumps shall be suit- 
arranged to test the boilers :’’ so that the 
remaining part of the section will read: 


Pass that over. I will 


ably 


On every such steamer not exceeding two hundred 
tons burden one of such pumps may be dispensed 
with, and each fire-pump thus provided for shall be 


supplied with water by means of a suitable pipe 
connected therewith, and passing through the side 
or bottom of the vessel so low as to be at all times 
under water when the vessel is afloat, and no such 
fire-pump shall be placed below the lower deck of 
any such vessel; but the capacity of eighty cubic 
inches, as herein required, shall not apply to steam 
ers now in service. And in addition to such hand 
fire-pumps, there shall be provided on all passen- 
ger steamers, except as hereinafter specified, a good 
double-acting steain fire-pump of a capacity equal 
to a single-acting pump of one cubic inch for every 


three tons measurement of vessel: Provided, how- 
ever, That in no ease shall such steam fire-pump 
have a capacity of less than one hundred cubie 


inches, nor is it required to be more than five hun- 
dred cubie inches: said pump to have one pipe of 
suitable dimensions to earry the water to the upper 
decks, fitted with proper valves and nozzles for at 
taching hose, both between decks and the upper 
deck, and with hose as required for each hand fire- 
pump; a rotary pump, when driven by an engine 
independent of the main engine, if of the capacity 
to discharge water as herein specified, or a stphon- 
pump of like capacity, shall be deemed a sufficient 
compliance with the requirement of this section; 
but on all vessels hereatter built, all of said fire- 
pumps shall have their suction-pipes so arranged as 
that they may be operated as bilge-pumpsin case of 
necessity; and it shall be the duty of the engineer 
to see that all feed and fire-pumps are constantly 
kept in order and ready tor immediate service, one 
of which pumps shall be suitably urranged to test 
the boilers. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was in 
line one, after the word ** unless,’’ to insert 
the words *‘when used at stated times ;’" in 
line four, after the word ** benzole,”’ to insert 
** coal-oil,’’ and afier the word ** crude,’’ and 
before ** petroleum,’’ in the same line, to insert 
‘‘or refined;’’ in line five, after ‘* burning- 
fluids,’” to insert the words ‘*or dangerous 
articles;’’ in linesix, afterthe word ** freight,’’ 
to insert ‘‘or used as stores ;’’ after the word 
* passengers,’’ in line seven, to insert ** except 
where there is no other public means of con- 
veyance, and in such cases its transportation 
shall be under such rales 


section four, 


and regulations as 
the board of supervising inspectors may pre- 
scribe, with the approval of the Secretary of 
the Treasury ;’’ so as to read: 

Sec. 4. That except on ferry-boats, no loose hay, 
(unless when used at stated times for feeding stock 
on board.) loose cotton, or loose hemp, camphene, 
nitro-giycerine, naphtha, benzine, benzole, coal-oil, 
crude or retined petroleum, or other like explosive 
burning fluids or dangerous articles, shall be carried 
as freight or used as stores on any steamer carrying 
passengers, except where there is no other public 
means of conveyance, and in such cases its trans- 
portation shall be under such rules and regulations 
aus the board of superv Ising inspectors nay preseribe, 
with the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CORBETT. On line tive of section 
four, after ‘tor,’’ the word ** like’’ ought to be 
inserted; so as to read, *‘ or like dangerous arti- 
cles. aid 

rhe PRESIDING OFFICER. That amend- 
ment will be made if there be no objection. 

rhe next amendment was in section four, 
line eleven, after the word ‘‘ cotton,’’ toinsert 
the words *‘orhemp ;”’ in line fifteen, after the 
word ** baled,’’ to insert the words ‘* cotton 
or ;’’ in line seventeen to strike out ** securely ’ 
and insert ‘*thoroughly;’’ in line eighteen, 
after the word *‘ hay,’ to strike out the words 
‘* that may ;’’ and in the same line, after ‘*‘ on,”’ 


il 
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to strike out ‘‘on;’’ in line nineteen, after 
‘* steamboats,’’ to strike out the words *‘* that 
is’’ and insert ‘Sand; and in line twent y) 
after the word * steamboat,’’ to strike out the 
words ‘*tobe’’ andinsert the words ** without 
be ing ;’’ in line twenty three, after the word 

*navig: ating,” tostrike out the words ** the Mis- 
sissippi river’’ and insert the words ** sounds, 
bays, rivers;”’ in line twenty-four, after “‘and,”’ 
to strike out **its’’ and insert ** their ;"’ 
line forty-two, alter the word ‘‘ writing,” to in- 
sert “and no product of petroleum shall be 
used on any steam vessel for stores or illumin- 
ating purposes that will ignite at a lower 
temperature than one hundred and sixty de- 
grees of Fahrenheit ;’’ so as to make the see- 
tion from line ten to the end read: 


Nor shall baled cotton or hemp be earried on 
such steamer unless the bales are compactly pressed 
and covered with bagging or similar fabric, in good 
merchantable shipping order, and secured with 
good rope or iron bands; nor shall baled cotton or 
bemp be earried on the deck or guards thereof, un- 
less the bales are compactly pressed and thoroughly 
covered with bagging or a similar fabric; nor saail 
hay be transported on steamboats and stowed on 
the forecastle,on the guards,or in the deck-room 
of any steamboat without being baled and securely 
sheltered from sparks with tarpaulins: Provided, 
That this provision shall only be applied to steam- 
boats navigating sounds, bays, rivers, and their 
tributaries; nor shall gunpowder be earried on 
any such vessel, except in case of special license 
granted by inspectors, as hereinafter provided ; 
nor shall oil of vitriol, nitric, or other danger- 
ous chemical acids be carried on such steamers, 
except on the decks or guards thereof. Retined 
petroleum, when in metallic cases, securely packed 
in boxes or casks, or when in iron-bound bar- 
rels, and plainly marked with the manufacturer’s 
name, the name of the article, the temperature 
at which the same will ignite, which shall not be 
less thanone hundred and ten degrees of Fahren- 
heit; oil or spirits of turpentine, mastic and other 
varnishes when in metallic cases or in casks or bar- 
rels well and securely bound with iron; and fric- 
tion matches, when securely packed in strong, tight 
chests or boxes, the covers of which are well secured 
by locks, screws, or other reliable fastenings, may be 
carried onthe decks, guards, or forecastle of any such 
steumer at asecure distance from any fire or heat, or 
in such other part of the steamer as the local in- 
spectors shall designate in writing; and no product 
ot petroleum shall be used on any steam vessel for 
stores or illuminating purposes that will ignite ata 
lower temperature than one hundred and sixty de- 
grees of Fahrenheit: Provided, That the Seeretary 
of the Treasury may grant permission to the owner 
of any steam vessel for the use of any invention or 
process tor the utilization of petroleum or other 
mineral oils or substances in the production of mo- 
tive-power, and he shall have power to make and 
enforce regulations concerning the application and 
use of the same for such purposes, such permission to 
be granted upon the certificate of the inspector of 
steamboats for the district wherein said vessel is 
registered, and othersatisfactory proof that the use of 
the same is safe and eflicient, and upon such proof, 
and the approval of such certificate by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, a special license for the use of such 
process or invention as aforesaid shall issue under 
the seal of the Treasury Department. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section five 
line sixteen, after the word ** same,’”’ toinsert 
‘for shall deliver the same to any vessel as 


stores ;’’ sothat the section will read: 


Sec. 5. That all gunpowder, nitro-glycerine, cam- 
phene, naphtha, benzine, benzole, coal-oil crude or 
refined petroleum, oil of vitriol, nitric, or other 
dangerouschemica! acids, oil or spirits ot turpentine, 
friction matches, and all other articles of like char- 
acter, When packed or put up for shipment, shall be 
securely packed and put up separately from each 
other, and from all other articles; andthe package, 
box, cask, or other vessels containing thesame shall 
be distinetly marked on the outside with the name 
or description of the article contained therein; and 
every person who shall pack or put up, or cause to 
be packedor put up, forshipment, any gunpowder, 
nitro-glycerine, camphene, naphtha, benzine, ben- 
zole, coal-oil, crude or refined petroleum, oil of vit- 
riol, nitric, or other dangerous chemical acids, oil or 
spirits of turpentine, friction matches, or other arti- 
cles of like character, otherwise than as aforesaid, 
or shall knowingly ship or attempt to ship the same, 
or shall deliver the same to any vessels as stores, 
unless packed and marked as aforesaid, shail be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon convic- 
tion thereof by any court of competent jurisdiction, 
shall be punished by fine not exceeding »2,0U0, or 
imprisonment not exceeding eighteen months, or 
both, one half of the fine to go to the informer, 


and in 


and the articles to be liable to seizure and forfeiture. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out sec- 
| tion six in the following words: 


That every vessel so propelled by steam navigat- 
lakes, bays, 


ing gulfs, sounds, or rivers, except 





—— 


ey 





— 


ns 


1872. 


rivers flowing into the Gulf of Mexico, and their 
tributaries, and carrying passengers, when on a pas- 
sage, shall, between sunset and sunrise, keep a 
watchman, other than the officers on duty, in each 
of the cabins and on each deck, excepting only the 
hurricane deck, to guard against fire or other dan- 
gers, and to give alarm in case of accident or disas 
ter, or danger of the same; and all sea-going steam- 
ers, when ona voyage and carrying passengers, shall 
have one watehman, or more, if deemed necessary 
by the supervising inspectors, on duty at all times 
during the night, in each cabin and in the steerage. 
And all steamers navigating the waters flowing into 
the Gulf of Mexico, and their tributaries, and carry- 
jing passengers, when on passage, shall have on duty, 
between sunset and sunrise, two watchmen, whose 
places of duty shall be designated by the officers in 
charge of the steamer: Provided, That ferry- boats 
on such waters carrying passengers shall be required 
to have but one watchman. And for every neglect 
to comply with the requirements of this section the 
license ot the officer in charge of the vessel for the 
time being shall be revoked; and if any owner of 
such vessel shall neglect or refuse to furnish the 
requisite number of men to keep watch, as herein 
required, he shall be fined in any sum not exceeding 
$1,000. And all steamers carrying passengers to be 
provided with not less than one good and efficient 
portable fire-extinguisher for each deck, excepting 
on the upper or hurricane deck. 


Aud in lieu thereof to insert: 


That every vessel so propelled by steam and ecarry- 
ing passengers during the night-time shall keep a 
suitable number of watchmen in the cabins and on 
each deck to guard against fire or other dangers, 
and to give alarm in case of accident or disaster; and 
forevery neglect of this duty the license of the officer 
in charge of the vessel for the time being shall be re- 
voked; and the board of supervising inspectors may 
require every such steamer, and alsosteamers ¢arry- 
ing freight, to be provided with such number and 
kind of good and efficient portable fire-extinguish- 
ers as in the judgment of the board may be necessary 
to protect them from fire when such steamers are 
moored or lying at a wharf, without steam to work 
the pumps; and if any owner of such vessel shall 
neglect or refuse to furnish the requisite number of 
men necessary to keep watch as herein required, he 
shall be fined $1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out the 
seveuth section in the following words: 


That every steamer (except ferry-boats and canal- 
boats, which shall be equipped with boats as here- 
inafter provided) navigating rivers only shall have 
at least one good, substantial wooden working 
boat, with lines and detaching-hooks attached, and 
preperly supplied with oars, and kept in good eon- 
dition at all times ready for immediate use; and in 
addition thereto, every passenger steamer navi- 
gating seas, lakes, bays, sounds, or rivers, (except 
rivers flowing into the Gulf of Mexico, and their 
tributaries,) of less than four hundred tons meas- 
urement, shall have one metallie life-boat, in 
all respects a good, substantial, and safe sea-boat, 
with life-lines and detaching-hooks attached, 
and properly supplied with oars, and so fitted 
as to be at all times ready for immediate use; 


and every such vessel of four hundred tons, and not 


exceeding eight hundred tons, shall, in addition 
to said working boat, have three boats, two of 
which shall be metallic life-boats; and every such 
vessel exceeding eight hundred tons, and not exceed- 
ing one thousand tour hundred tons, shall,in addi- 
tion to said working boat, have four boats, two of 
which shall be metallic life-boats; and every such 
vessel of more than one thousand fourhundred tons, 
and not exceeding two thousand tons, shall, in addi- 
tion to said working boat, have five boats, three of 
which shall be metallic life-boats; and every such 
vessel of more than twothousand tons, and not ex- 
ceeding two thousand eight hundred tons, shall, 
in addition to said working boat, have six boats, 
three of which shall be metallic life-boats: and 
every such vessel exceeding two thousand eight hun- 
dred tons, in addition to said working boat, have 
eight boats, fourof which shall be metallic life-boats; 
and the length of each of such boats, except the 
working boat, shall not be less than one tenth the 
vessel’s length on deck, (but in no case shall such 
boat or boats be less than twelve feet in length.) 
and sball be otherwise properly proportioned and 
well and substantially constructed. Of the boats 
required, at least one half the numbershall be hung 
to cranes or davits, with lines and detaching-hooks, 
ready for immediate use: Provided, That if the 
owners prefer, in any special case, they may sub- 
stitute for the boats herein required a larger num- 
ber of boats of smaller dimensions, (but no boat 
shall be less than twelve feet in length,) so that 
their total capacity shall not be less than herein 
required. All steam ferry-boats of over fifty tons, 
and not exceeding three hundred tons, shall carry 
one good, substantial, wooden boat, not less than 
sixteen feet in length, and otherwise properly pro- 
portioned, with lines and detaching-hooks attached, 
and properly supplied with oars, and kept in good 
condition at all times, and hung to cranes or davits 
ready for immediate use; and all such ferry-boats 
exceeding three hundred tons measurement, and 
not more than eight hundred tons, shall carry two 
such boats of not less than sixteen feet in length 
and so equipped, one of which shall be a metallic 
life-boat; and all such ferry-boats exceeding eight 
hundred tons shall carry three such boats, not less 
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than sixteen feet in length and so equipped, one 
of which shall be a metallic life-boat, and one 
of which shall be a working-boat: Provided, That 
where, from the characterof the navigation or other 
cause, in the opinion of the inspectors appointed 
under the provisions of this act, a part of the metal- 
lic life-boats may be dispensed with, they may 
exempt any such steamer trom carrying the same, 
and substitute therefor wooden boats, metallic or 
other rafts. And every steamer, except ferry-boats 
which are hereinbefore provided for, navigating 
the waters flowing into the Gulf of Mexico, shall be 
equipped wilh one good yawl-boat, at least one 
tenth the length of the vessel, or with two yawls 
equivalent in capacity; but in no ease shall said 
yawl be less than eighteen feet in length, and of 
proportionate depth and width for effective useful- 
ness, provided with oars and life-lines, and one 
metallic life-boat at least one tenth the length of 
the vessel, or two of equivalent capacity equipped in 
like manner: Provided, That all steamers already 
constructed and fitted with yawls and life-boats 
under the provisions of former laws, may continue 
to use the same, conditioned that any deficiency in 
capnueity of the same under this section may be made 
up by additional boat or boats. And every steam- 
vessel navigating the oceans, lakes, bays, or sounds 
ofthe United States shall be provided with a drag 
or floating anchor, strongly constructed. Such drags 
may be connected to the ship’s cable by a bridle of 
iron rods or chains and shackles, and shall be kept 
at all times in good order, ready for eflicient use, 
und accessible in case of emergency. Such drags 
shall have dimensions not less than, for steamers of 
four hundred tons and under, twenty-five super- 
ficial feet; for steamers of over four hundred tons, 
and not exceeding six hundred tons, thirty-six 
superficial feet; for steamers of over six hundred 
tons, and not exceeding one thousand tons, fifty 
superficial feet; for steamers of over one thousand 
tons, and not exceeding one thousand five hundred 
tons, eighty superficial feet; forsteamers of over one 
thousand five hundred tons, and not exceeding two 
thousand five hundred tons, one hundred superficial 
feet; forsteamers exceeding two thousand five hun- 
dred tons, in the proportion of one superficial foot 
to each twenty-five tons measurement. And each 
and every steamer shall be provided with good and 
sufficient anchors and chains, suitable in size, 
weight, and number to the size of the steamer and 
to the trade in which she may be employed. 


And to insert in lieu thereof the following: 


That every steam vessel navigating rivers only, 


| (except ferry-boats, freight-boats, canal-boats, and 


towing-boats of less than fifty tons, ) shall have at 
least one good, substantial boat, with lines attached, 
and properly supplied with oars, and kept in good 


} condition at all times and ready for immediate 


use; and, in addition thereto, every such steamer 
carrying passengers shall have one or more metal- 
lic life-boats, fire-proof, and in all respects 
and substantial boats, of such dimensions and ar- 
rangements as the board of supervising inspectors 
by their rules and regulations sball prescribe, which 
boats shall be carried in the most convenient man- 
ner so as to be brought into immediate use in 
case of accident: Provided, That where the chai 
acter of the navigation is such that in the opin 
ion of the supervising inspector the metallic tife- 
boats can be dispensed with, he is hereby autnor- 
ized to exempt any such steamer from carrying the 
same, Or may require a substitute therefor, at his 
discretion; and everysteamer navigating the ocean, 


vr l 
BUOU 


| or any lake, bay, orsound of the United States, shall 


be provided with such numbers of life-boats, floats, 
rafts, and life-preservers, also drags when necessary, 
as will best secure the safety of all persons on board 
such vessel in case of disaster; and every sea-going 
vessel carrying passengers, and every such vessel 
navigating any of the northern or northwestern 
lakes, shall have the life-boats required by law, pro- 
vided with suitable boat-disengaging apparatus, so 
arranged as to allow such boats to be safely launech- 
ed while such vessels are under speed or otherwise, 
and so as to allow such disengaging apparatus to be 
operated by one person, disengaging both ends of 
the boat simultaneously from the tackles by which 
they may be lowered to the water, And it shall be 
the duty of the board of supervising inspectors to 
fix and determine, by their rules and regulation 

the kind oflife-boats, floats, rafts, life-preservers, aud 
drags that shall be used onsuch vessels, and also the 
kind and capacity of pumps or other appliances for 
freeing the steamer from water in ease of heavy 
Jeakage, the capacity of said pumps or appliaue 

being suited to the navigation in which the steamer 
is employed; andif the owners of any such steams 
neglect or refuse to provide such drags, life-boxt 





a) 
floats, rafts, life-preservers, pumps, or appliances, 
as shall be required by the board of supervising 


inspectors, and approved by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, such owners shall be fined $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

al . . ; 

he next amendment was in section ¢ ign, 


line two, after ‘‘a, 


ol 


insert ‘* sufficient supply 


rm in lin three, to make * lite-preserver ”’ 
read ‘‘life-preservers ;"’ and in line se 


after the word ‘‘arims,’’ to insert 


** and there 
shall be provided at least one such life pre- 
server ;’’ so that the se ‘tion will r sad : 

That every steam vessel, excent ferry 
canal-boats, carrying passengers shall be 


boat at d 
ts, provided 
with asuflicicnt supply of good life-preservers, con- 
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taining not less than six pounds of good cork blocks, 
or other approved life-preservers of equal ellicieney 
capable of sustaining, when immersed in water, 
eimrhteen pounds Of iron, such lite presorvers to bo 
adjustable to the body under the arms; and there 
shall be provided at least one such life-presorver for 
each cabin passenger which, by the certificate, the 
vessel is peitiitted to carry also, a good lile-pre 
server for eachdeck or steerage passenger which tt 
inspector’s certificate shall allow her to earry, a 
including the officers and crew, which life-pre 
ers shall be kept in convenicntand accessible places 
on such vessel in readiness for immediate use in ease 
of accident. And every such vessel of less than one 
hundred tons shall keep at least twelve fire buckets 
and three axes; and every such vessel of one hun 
dred tons measurement, and not exceeding tour 
hundred tons, shall keep at least eighteen fire 
buckets and two barrels, and shall have not | 
than four axes; and every such steamer of over four 
hundred tons, and less than seven hundred tons bu 
den, shall earry not less than twenty-four buck , 
four water barrels, and six axes; and every such 
steamer of seven hundred tons and over shall carry 
not less less than thirty-five buckets, six water bai 
rels, and eight axes. The buckets and barrels shall 
be kept in convenient places and filled with water, 
to be in readiness in case of fire, and the axes shall 
be kept in good order and ready tor immedinte use: 
Provided, however, That tanks of suitable dimen 
sions and arrangement, or one half greater nuwber 
of buekets, may be substituted for barrels. 


na 
ry 


fhe amendment was agreed to. 


‘The next amendment was in section of nine, 
line four, before the word “‘escape,’’ to strike out 
‘*the’’ and insert ** their;’’ in line six, to strike 
out the words *‘ no freight upon such deck ;"’ 
in lines eight and nine, to strike out the words 
‘*there may be passenger cabins’? and insert 
** passengers mav be earried ;”’ in line ien, 
after ‘*foreand aft,’’ to insert ** ample ;’’ and 
in the same line, afier ** passage-way,’’ tostrike 
out **to and from said cabins;’ 
section will read: 

Src. 9. 


so that the 


That every such vessel carrying passen- 
gers on the main deck shall be provided with per- 
manent stairways and other sutlicient means con- 
venient to such passengers tor their escape to the 
upper deck, in case of the vessel sinking or other 
aceident endangering life; and in the stowage of 
freight upon suchdeck, no freightshall be stowed in 
such manner as to interfere with such means ot 
escupe; and on any deck where passengers may be 
earried, there shall beafore and aft ample passage 

way, also an athwartship passage from side to side, 
sufliciently large to allow persons to pass treely 
through them; and it shall be the duty of the cap 

tain, mate, or clerk of such vessel to assign to all 
deck passengers, when taking passage, a suflicient 
space on deck which they may occupy: nor shall 
freight be stowed about the boilers or machinery in 
such manner as to obstruct or prevent the engineer 
from readily attending to his duties; and for every 
violation of this section relating to the carriage and 
accommodations of passengers, the owners of the 
vessel shall pay a fine not exceeding $300, 


v 





The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section eleven, 
line twenty-five, to strike out, after the word 
‘by,’’ the word ‘' the.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the 
clause of the eleventh section, prescribing the 
duties of local inspectors, line seventy-one, to 
insert, after the word ‘‘ arranged,’’ the words 
‘one of which may, if necessary, in the opin 
ion of the supervising or loeal inspectors, to 
safetv, be taken wholly from the con 
trol of all persons engaged in navigating any 
such vessel, and be seeured by the inspeci 
ors;’’ in line seventy-six, to strike out the 
words ‘allow no greater’? and insert ** re 
ieve the boiler at the ;”’ 
after the word *‘ pressure, 


words 


second 


secure 


in line seventy-seven, 


to strike out the 
‘‘in the boilers than the amount;”’ in 
line seventy eigh to strike out the words 


it, 
inspection’? and insert ** inspectors ;’’ and 
in line ninety-seven, to strike out the words 
‘*be disapproved’? and insert ‘‘not be ap- 
proved ;’’ so that the clause will read : 


Secondly. They shall also inspect the boilers of 
all steamers before the same shall be used, and once 
at least in every year thereafter, subjecting them 
to the hydrostatic pressure prescribed by this 
act, and satisfy themselves, by thorough examina 
tion, that the boilers are well made of good and 
suitable material; that the openings for the passage 
of water and steam, respectively, and all pipes and 
tubes exposed to heat, are of proper dimensions and 
free from obstruction; that the spaces between and 
iround the flues are sufficient, and that the flues are 

reular in form and the fire-line of the furnace 
i sttwo inches below the prescribed minimum 
water-line of the boilers; and thatthe arrangement 
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{ ne th eed-water uch that the boil- 
‘ ! niured hereh ind that euch boil- 
‘ ried the mechiner nd the appurtenances, may 
} ifely employed in the service proposed in the 
appl ion without peril to life; and shall 
it ty th ‘ ‘ thatthe ifety-valves are of 
litable dimer me, sufficient in number, and well 
inged, one of which may, if necessary, in the 
f the supervising or loeal inspectors to 
j fet etn wholly from ontrol of 
ersons engaged in navigating any such vessel, 
i ® secured by the inspectors: and that the 
te of the safety ilves are properly adjusted 
to rel e the boiler at the pressure prescribed 
} the inspector certifica that there 1s a suffi 
t number of a ek properly inserted; 
| ined te ie pre i if steam, reliable and 
i { ume neot which is to be placed 
fire-s ind one in the engine-room, and 
hall at all times be subject to the inspection 
f pues : and reliable water-cauges and a 
ent whistie ind that fusible metals are 
my rted, except on sea-coing eamers, &0 
hy the heat of the furnace when the water 
jlers ehall fall below its preeeribed limits; 
i that adequate and certain provision is nade for 
it ny upply of water to feed the boilers at all 
ne whe ey neh ve el in motion or not, so 
i re the water shall not be lesa than 
I " i! ve the toy f the fluc a: and also 
tmenne of blowi out are provided, 80 as to, se 
ticable, thoroughly remove the mud and 
‘ il parts of the boilers when they 
mder J ire of st 0 Provided, however, 
| no kind of inetrament, machine, or equipment 


he better security of life, provided for by this 
! Lon any vessel carrying passengers 
) ill ! ipproved by the boord of super 
iz inspec s, and also by the Secretary of the 
Lremsury 
ihe amendment was agreed to, 
1} next amendment was to strike out the 
use of the eleventh section in the 
{ wine Or | 
rhirdly. Tha subjecting boilers to the lydro- 
th texts, inspectors shall rate the working power 
if all bowlers, whether old or new, according to their 
rength; aud in all cases the test applied shall ex- 
ceed the working allowed in the ratio of one hun 
dred pounds pressure per square inch to seventy- 
jive pounds per square ineli: or the allowed steam 
pressure be three tourtl the number of pounds to 
Lhe square inch on vessel urrying passengers, and 


other boats, to which the boilers 


ur hiithe ou all 


hall have been subjected by the hydrostatic test 
mud found sullicient therefor; but should such in- 
pectors be of the opinion that said boiler, by reason 
oft its construction or material, will not safely allow 


» high a working pressure, they may, 
be sted specially in their certificate, fix the work- 
ing pressure of said boiler at less than three fourths 
of said test pressure; and all boilers used on steam 
vessels Carrying passengers, and constructed of iron 
or steel plates, inspected under the provisions of this 
wet, shall besubjected to a hydrostatic test in the 
ratio ofone hundred pounds to the square inch to 
seventy-five pouuds to the square inch of the work 
ng steam power allowed; and no boiler or pipe, or 


lor reasons to 


any of the ynnections therewith, shall be approved 
which is made, in whole orin part, of bad material, 
or is unsale in its form, or dangerous trom defective 
workmanship, age, u or other cause. 


(nd to mmsert in jileu thereot: 


Thirdly That in 


subjecting to the hydrostatic 

tests boilers called and usually known under the 
designation of high-pressure boilers, the inspector 
ball assume one hundred and ten pounds to the 

juare inch as the maximum pressure allowable as 

a working power for a new boiler forty-two inches 


in diatneter, made in the best manner, of inspected 
iron plates, one fourth of an ineh thick, and of a 


quality required by law, and shall rate the working | 


power of all high-pressure boilers, whether old or 
new, according to their strength, compared with 
this standard, and in all cases the test applied shall 
exceed the working power allowed in the ratio of 
one hundred and sixty-five to one hundred and ten; 
and in subjecting to the test aforesaid that class 
it boilers usually designated and known as low- 
ressure boilers, the said inspectors shall allow as a 
vorking power of each new boiler a pressure of only 
three fourths the number of pounds to the square 
inch to which it shall have been subjected by the 
hydrostatic test, and found to be sufficient therefor; 
but should such inspectors be of the opinion that 
said boiler, byreason of itsconstruetion or inaterial, 
will not safely allow so high a working pressure, 
they may, for reasons to be stated specially in their 
certificate, fix the working pressure of said boiler at 
less than three fourt he of said test pressure; but all 
boilers used on steam vessels, and eonstructed of 

iron or sleel plates, inspected under the provisions 
of section thirty-six of this act, shall be subjected to 
a hydrostatic test, in the ratio of one hundred and 
fifty pounds to the square inch to one hundred 
pounds to the square inch of the working steam 
power allowed; and no boiler or pipe, or any ofthe 
connections therewith, shall be approved which is 
made, in whole or in part, of bad material, or is un- 
safe in its form, or dangerous from defective work- 
manship, age, use, or other eause. 


‘ 
I 
\ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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of section eleven, line one hundred and sixty- 
eight, to strike out the word ‘‘ approval’’ and 


insert ‘‘ disapproval ;"’ so as to read: 

Fourthly. When the inspection is completed and 
the inspectors approve the vessel and her equipment 
throughout, thes shall make and subscribe a certifi- 
cate to the collector or other chief officer of the cus- 
toms of the district inwhich euch inspection 
in accordance withsach form and regalations as the 
board ofsupervising inspectors shall preseribe, which 
certificate shall be verified by the oaths of the in- 
spectors signing it before the chief officer of the eus- 
toms of the district, or any other person compeétent 
by law to administer oaths: and in case the said 
inspectors refuse to grant a certificate of approval, 
they shall state in writing, signing the same, their 
reason for such disapproval. 


ismade, 


lhe amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment wasinthe fourth clause 
of section eleven, to strike out from line one 
hundred and sixty nine to the end of the clause 
in the follow) ig words: 


And sach certificate, when so granted, shall con- 
tinue in foree for one year from the date thereof: 
Provided, That the condition, arrangements, and 
outfit of such steamer shall not have been materially 
changed from that at the time such certificate was 
granted, Wheuever such certificate shall be granted 
us uforesaid, it shall, in any and every court, be 
evidence that each and all the provis- 
ions Of this act réspecting the bailding, condition, 
parts, equipment, tackle, apparel, furniture, or ap- 
purtenances of steam vessels were complied with at 
the timéit was granted, and the production of such 
certificate shall be proof of its own authenticity. If 
in any suit, action, or proceeding, it shall be claimed 
that upon any vessel there hus been any nun-com- 
pliance with any provision of this act, as to any 
matter last aforesaid, while a certificate of inspec- 
tion of such vessel was in force, if the owner or own- 
ers, or any officers of such vessel, shall show that, as 
to the matter or matters complained of, the vessel 
remained substantially in the same condition as 
when the certificate was granted, such non-compli- 
ance st 
dence thereof, nor shall the vessel, or owner or own- 
ers of the same, or any part thereof, or any officer 
thereof, be in any manner liable for loses, damage, 
or injury of or to life, person, or property, for, or on 
account of, or arising from, or caused by, sach non- 
compliance, 


prima faci 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Ihe next amendment was in the fourteenth 
section, line three, after the word * vessels,’’ 
to strike out the words ** carrying passengers ;”’ 
so as to make the clause read: 


That the inspectors shall license and elassify the 


captains, chief mates, engincers, and pilots of all | 


steam vessels, 
lhe amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section sixteen, 
line two, to strike out after the words ‘' steam 
vessels ’’ the words ‘* carrying passengers ;"’ 
and in line four, after the word ** knowledge,”’ 
to insert the word ‘' skill;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

That when any person shall apply for authority 
to be employed as chief mate of steam vessels, the 
inspectors shall require satisfactory evidence of bis 
knowledge, skill, and experience in the manage- 
ment and navigation of steam vessels, and ability to 
perform the duties of the station in which he seeks 
employment, &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section eighteen, 
linetwenty-five, after the word ‘* license,’’ to 
insert the word ** issued.’ 

I'he amendinent was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section twenty- 
one, line sixteen, before the words ‘ local in- 
spectors,’’ to insert the word ** the.” 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section twenty- 
three, line ten, after the word “‘ the,”’ to insert 
‘* inspector general and the ;"’ in line twelve, 
after ‘‘least,’’ to insert *“‘and,’’ and = after 
‘*such,’’ im the same line, to insert the word 
‘‘other;’’ in line thirteen, after the word ** re- 
quire,’’ to insert the words *‘ and the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall direct ;’’ in line twenty, 
after ‘* effective,’’ to strike out the words ** and 
economical ;’’ in line twenty-four, after the 
word ** duties,”’ to insert ** any or all of said 
rules and regulations shall take effect upon re- 
ceiving the official sanction of the Secretary 
of the Treasury ;’’ in line twenty-nine, before 


The next amendment was in the fourth clause i ‘‘ unless,’’ to insert .the words ‘‘ mere than 


iall not be deemed unseéaworthiness or evi- | 
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once in two years ;’’ in line thirty-two, before 
; + 


‘freport,’’ to insert “* written ;’’ and in line 
thir y eight, betore ‘+ fitness,’ to sert * prac- 
tical knowledge ;’’ so that the section will 


read; 


fiat in order to carry this act fully into execution 
the ten supervising inspectors now in office shall 
continue in commission; and whenever a vacaney 
occurs, from death, resignation, or removal, the 
President of the United States shall, with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, fill the vacancy by ap- 
pointing a successor, who shall be selected for his 
knowledge, skill, and practical expertence in the 
tines of steam tor navigatron, and is a competent 
judge of the character and qualities of steam ves- 
sels, and of all parts of the machinery employed in 
steaming. ‘lheinspector generai and the said super- 
Vising inspectors shall assemble together as a board, 
once in each year at least, and at such other times 
and places as the interests of the service may re- 
quire and the Secretary of the Treasury shall direct, 
tor joint consultation, which meetings shall be open 
to atl interested, and shall assign to each of the sup 
ervising inspectors, respectively, the limits of ter- 
ritory within which he shall perform his duties: and 
the said board shall establish all necessary rules and 
regulationsrequired to carry out in the most effective 
manner the provisions of this act for the safety of life, 
also rules and regulations tor theirown government 
and that of the several boards of local inspectors in 
the performance of their official duties; any or all 
of said rules and regulations shall take effect upon 
receiving the official sanction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury: Provided, however, That the supervising 
inspector for the district embracing the Pacific coast 
shall not be under obligation to attend the meetings 
oi the board more than ouce In two years unless the 
exigencies of the service require it; and when he 
does not attend such meetings, he shall make his 
communications thereto, in the way of a written 
report, in such manner as the board shall prescribe. 
‘The supervising inspector general now in officeshall 
continue in commission, and whenever » vacancy 
shall oceur trom death, resignation, or removal, the 
President of the United States shall, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, fill the vacancy 
by appointing asuccessor, who shall beselected with 
reference to his practical knowledge, fitmess, and 
ability to systematize and carry into effect ali the 
provisions of law relating to the steainbost inspec- 
tion service, whose duty it shall be, under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury, to superintend 
the administration of the steamboat inspection laws, 
preside at the meetings of the board of supervising 
ipspectors, receive all reports of inspectors, and 
reeeive and examine all accounts of such officers, 
report fully at stated periods to the Secretary of the 
Treasury upon all matters pertaining to his oflicial 
duties, und produce acorrect and uniform adiminis- 
tration of the inspection laws, rules, and reguia- 
tions; and the said supervising inspector general 
shall be paid for his services at the rate of $5,500 
per annum, and bis actual and necessary traveling 
expenses, not to exceed ten cents per mile, incurred 
in the discharge of his official duties, to be allowed by 
the proper accounting officer upon proper vouchers 
wud verified by oath, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
would suggest, in order to facilitate the read- 
ing of the bill, as Senators have printed copies 
of it before them, that only those sections to 
which amendments are proposed be read. II 
there be no objection that course will be pur- 
sued. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
Secretary will so read tte bill. 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Commerce was in section twenty-six, line 
seven, after the word ‘* boards,’ to insert the 
words ‘as far as practicable ;’’ so that the 
section will read: 

Sec. 26. That it shall be the duty of such super- 
vising inspectors to see that the said several boards 
within their respective districts execute their duties 
faithfully, promptly, and, as far as possible, ani- 
formly in all places, by following out the provisious 
of this act according to the true intent and meaning 
thereof; and they shall harmonize differeuces of 
opinion when they exist in different local boards as 
fiir as practicable. And the said local boards shall 
uniformly earry out faithfully the rules and regula- 
tions of the supervising board of inspectors, except 
the same bein contravention of the provisions of this 
act, in which case the local buard shali appeal 
through the supervising inspector general to the 
Secretary of the Treasury to have such rule re- 
scinded; and the decision of the Secretary shall be 
final and binding upon both the supervising inspect- 


| ors and the local boards. . 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out sec- 
tion twenty-nine, in the following words: 


Sec. 29. That all coasting, steam, and sail vessels, 
and all such vessels navigating lakes, bays, rivers, 
inlets, sounds, and harbors, other than the waters 
flowing into the Gulf of Mexico, or their tributaries, 
shall, when meeting and passing each other, comply 
with the following directory rules already cstab- 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1872. 


3443 4 


i 
lished by the board of supervising inspectors and |) should the signal be given and not properly under- 
now in use, namely: | stood from any cause whatever, both beats shall be 
tuLF 1. When steamers are approaching each || backed until their headway shall be fully checked, 
other ‘head and head,’ or nearly so, it shall be the || and the engines shall not be again started ahead 
duty of each steamer to pass to the right, or on the until the proper signals are made, answere re and 
port side of the other, and the pilot of either steamer || understood. Doubts or fears of misunderstanding | 
may be first in determining to pursue this course, signals shall be expressed by several short sounds otf 
and thereupon shall give, as asignal of his inten- |} the whistle in quick succession. 
tion, one short and distinet blast of his steam-whis- Ru.zx 3. When two steamers are about to enter a 
t!e, which the pilot of the othersteamer shall answer || narrow channel at the same time, the ascending 
promptly by a similar blast of his steam-whistle; steamer shall be stopped below such channel until 
the descending steamer shall have passed throagh 


and thereupon such steamers shall pass to the right, 
or on the port side of each other. But if the course || it; but should two steamers unavoidably meet in 
of such steamers is so far on the starboard of each such a channel, thenit shall be the duty of the pilot 
other as not to be cons side red by the pilots as meet- || of the ascending steamer to make the proper signals, 
ing “ head and head,’ ar nearly so, or if the vessels |) and, when answered by the descending steamer, to 
are approaching eac h other in such a manner that lie as close as possible to the side of the channel the 
passing to the right as above direeted is deemed pe exchange ofsignals may have determined, as allowed 
sufe by the pilot of either vessel, the pilot so firs by rule one, and cither stop the engines or move 


served both night and day. Should any pilot, engi- 
neer, mate, or master of any steam Vv essel neglect or 
willfully refuse to observe such regulations so es- og 
tablished, he shall be liable to a penalty of fifty 3 
dollars, and to all damages done to any passenger i) 
in his person or baggage by suc neglect or refusal, j 
and shall be disqualified from holding any position of 
trust and responsibility on board any steamer in- 
spected under the provisions of this act, for a period 
of not exceeding one year 


And to insert in lieu thereof the following: 


. 29. That it shall be the ‘tuts of the board of 
supervising inspectors to establish such rules and 
regulations to be observed by all steam vessels in 
passing each other as they shall from time to ene 
di ew necessary for safety, two printed copies of whic! 

rules and regulations, signed by said inspectors, 

shall be furnished to each of such vessels, and shall 


SE 


deciding shall immediately give two short and dis. || them so as only to give the steamer steecrage-way, | at all times be kept up inconspicuous plices in sach 
tinet blasts of his steam-whistle, which the pilot of || and the pilot ofthe descending steamer shall cause |! vessels, which rules shall be observed both night 


the other steamer shall answer promptly by 
similar blasts of his steam-whistle, 


two 
and they shall 


his steamer to be worked slowly until he has passed and day. 


Should any pilot, engineer, mate, or master 
the ascending steamer. of any 


steam vessel neglect or willfully refuse to 


pass to the left, or on the starboard side of each RuLe 4. When a steamer isascending andrunning || observe such regulations so established, any delin- 
other. close ona bar or shore, the pilot shall in no ease |; quent so negleeting or retusing shall be liable of a 
Rute 2. When steamers are approaching each |) attempt to cross the river when a descending steamer |) penalty of fifty dollars, and to all damages done to 


other in an oblique direction, they 
right of each other, as if meeting * head and head,”’ 
or nearly so, and the signals by whistle shall be 
given and answered promptly, as in that case speci- 
tied. 

Rue 3. If, when steamers are approaching each 
other, the pilot of either vessel fails to understand 
the course or intention of the other, whether from 
the signals being given or answered erroneously, or 
from other causes, the pilotso in doubt shall imme- from any cause, a steamer approaching in an op- 
diately signify the same by giving several short and || posite direction cannot be seen at a distanee of six 

rapid blasts of the steami-whistle; and if the vessels || hundred yards, the pilot of such steamer, when he 
shall have approached within half a mile of each || shall have arrived within six hundred yards of that 
othe ‘r, both ehall be immediately slowed to a speed bend or point, shall give as a signal a general alarm 
barely sufficient for steerage-way, until the proper || by the steam-whistle as a notice to any stexmer that 
signals are given, answered, and undeistood, or | may be approaching; and should there be any ap- 


shail pass to the shall be so near that it would be possible tor a col- 
lision to ensue therefrom. 

Rute 5. No pilot of descending steamer shall 
run down any island chute which is not the usual 
channel of the river, except such chutes as are 
designated by these rules, or may hereafter be 
designated by the board of supervising inspectors, 

Ru.teo. When any steamer, whether ascending or 
descending, is nearing a short bend or point, where, 


passenger, tn his 
neglect or refusal. 


| 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was on page 52, to 
| . ° . ‘ « . 4 
| strike out section thirty-six, in the following 
| words: 

hat iron or steel plates to be used in the construe- 
tion of steamboat boilers shall be inspected and may 
be tested in such manner as shall be preseribed by 
the board of supervising inspectors and approved by 
the Secretary of the Treasury; and no iron or steel 
plates shall be used in the construetion of such boil 
ers which have been found to be imperfect, rejected, 
or disapproved. 


any person or baggage, by sneh 


until the vessels shall have passed each other. 

Ru.Leé 4. Whenever a steamer is nearing a short 
bend or curve in the channel, where, from the 
height of the banks or other cause, a steamer a 
proaching from the opposite direction cannot he 
seen for a distance of half a mile, the pilot of such 
i steamer, when he shall have arrived within half a 
mile of such curve or bend, shall give a signal by a 
general alarm by the steam whistle; which signal 
stiall be answered in a similar manner by the pilot 
of any approaching steamer that may be within 
hearing. Should such signal be so answered by a 
steamer upon the further side of such bend, then the 
usual signals for meeting and passing shall immedi- 
ately be given and answered. But if the first alarm 
signal of “sueh pilot be not answered, he is to con- 
aioe the channel clear, and govern himself accord- 
wey. 

Rue 5. The signais, by blowing of the steam- 
whistle, shall be given and answered by pilots in 
compliance with these rules, not only when meeting 
“head and head,’ or nearly so, but at all times when 
passing or meeting at « distance within half a mile 
of each other, and whether passing to the starboard 
or port. 

Ru.k 6. When steamers are running in a fog or 
thick weather, and the pilot elects to ‘lay by, or, as 
it is usual to say, drift; or if at anchor, with steam 
up, in the fairway of other steamers, it shall be the 
duty of the pilot to cause three distinct blasts of the 
steam-whistle to besounded at intervals not exeeed- 
ing three minutes: Provided, however, That nothing 
herein shail be construed to, in any way, conflict 6 
section forty-seven, regulating fog-signals whe 
under way. 

RuLe 7. When steamers are running in the same 
direction, and the pilot of the steamer which is 
astern shall desire to pass on the right or starboard 
hand of the steamer ahead, he shall give one short 
blast of the steam-whistle as a signal of such desire 
and intention, and shall put his helm to port; but 
if he desires to pass on the left or port hand of the 
steamer ahead, he shall give two short blasts of = 
steam-whistle, putting his helm to starboard, and 
the pilot of the head steamer shall be required to 
recognize and answer the signals thus given, as re- 
quired by the rules for meeting, and afford every 
facility for the safe passage of the steamer first sig- 
naling. 

Rute 8 When steamers are moving from their 
dock or berth, and other steamers are liable to pass 
from any direction toward them, they shall give a 
long blast of the steam-whistle; but immediately 
after clearing the berth so as to be fully in sight, 
they shall be governed by the regular signals. 

And all steam and sail vessels when navigating the 

waters flowing into the Gulf of Mexico, or their 
tributaries, shall, when meeting and passing each 
other, comply with the f following directory rules now 
established, namely: 

Rue 1. When steamers are approaching each 
other, the signal for passing shall be one sound of 


the steam-whistle to keep to the right, and two 


sounds of the steam-whistle to keep to the left; 

these signals to bem: ide first by the ascendingsteamer. 
If the dangers ot navigation, datkness of the night, 

narrowness of the channel, or any other cause, render 
it necessary for the descending boat to take the ot he r 
side, she can do so by making the necessary signals, 
aud the ascending steamer must govern herself ac- 
cordingly; these signals to be observed by all steam- 
ers, either day or night. 

Ri LE 2, Should steamers be likely to pass near 
each other, and these signals should not be made and 
answered by the time such boats shall have arrived 
at the dis tance of eight hundred yards from each 
other, the engines of both boats shall be stopped; or 


| sissippi river, 


ij} Ous places in such vessels, 


proaching steamer within hearing of such signal, it 
shall be the duty of the pilot thereof to answer such 
signal by asimilar alarm by the steam-whistle,when 
both boats ape ili be navigated with the proper pre- 
cautions, as required by preceding rules. 

RULE 7. W he n a steamer is running in a fog or 
thick whether, it shall be the duty of the pilot to 
sound his steam-whistle at intervals not exceeding 
one minute, 

Rois &. When steamers are running in the same 
direction, and the pilot of the boat which is astern 
shall desire to pass either side of the boat ahead, 
lhe shall give the signal as in rale one, and 


i! the pilot of the boat ahead shall answer by the 
same signal; or if he prefer to keep on his course he 
shall make the necessary signals, and the boat 


wishing to pass must govern herself accordingly; 
but the boat ahead shall in no case attempt to cross 
her bow or crowd upon her course. 


Kou.te 9. When steamers are moving from 


long blast of the ee a but immediately 
after clearing the berth so as to be fully in sight, 
they shall be governed by rule two. 

Rue 10. Steamers descending the Ohio and Mis- 
Sissippi rivers, between Louisville, Kentucky, and 
New Orleans, Louisiana, shall not run down any 
island chute, either by day or night, except those 
herein or hereinafter designated, unless such chutes 
are the usual channel of the river. 

Rue 1l. The following island chutes may be 
navigated by descending steamers on the Ohio river, 
between Louisville, Kentucky, and Cairo, Illinois, 


when the river shall be sufficiently high for them to 
do so with safety, namely: Blue River Island, Dia- 
mond Island, Goleonda Island, Sister tstands, 8 tew- 


art’s Island, an 
or night, and 
only. 

Rue 12. The following island chutes on the Mis 
between Cairo and New Orleans, may 
be navigated by descending steamers during day- 
light, when the river shall be sufficiently high for 

t »bamely : [sli inds Nambers 


them to doso with safety 
Eight, Thirty-four, Thirty-five; Forty, Forty-one, 
orty-six, or President’ s Island, 


called Paddy ’sH n, | 
Sixty-five, Seventy-five, or Ozark Island, Se venty- 
six, Ninety -three, Nine ty-seven, One hundred and 
nine, or Palmyra Island, One hundred and ten, or 
Big Black Island, One hundred and sixteen, or 
Glasscock’s Island, or one hundred and twenty- 
three, a Profit’ s Island. 

Ruut The following island 


1 Cumberland Island, either by day 
Wabash Island chute, daylight 





chutes may be navi- 


gated + des ‘ending steamers during the night, when 
the river may be sutliciently high for themto do it 
with safety, namely: Islands Numbers Eight, Thirty- 
four, Forty-one, or Paddy’s Hen, Sixty-five, Seven- 
ty-six, Ninety-seven, One hundred and nine, or 
Palmyra Island, One hundred and ten, or Big Black 
Isiand, One bundred and sixteen, or Glasscock’s 
Isiand. 

Ruve l4. Ascending steamers are not prohibited 


from running any island chutes. 

The board of supervising inspectors may establish 
such rules and regulations to be observed by steam 
vessels or steam and safl vessels in passing each 
other, not in conflict with any provision of this act, 
or of the act entitied ** An act fixing rules and regu- 
lations for preventing collisions on the water,” ap- 
proved April 29, 1864, as they shall, from time to 
line, deem necessary tor saiety; two printed copies 
of which rules and regulations, as well as of the 
rules and regulations herein described, signed by 
said inspectors, shall be furnished to each of such 
vessels, and shall at all times be kept upinconspicu 
which rules shall be ob- 


their | 
dock or berth, and other boats are liable to pass | 
from any direction toward them, they shall give one | 


And in lieu thereof to insert the following: 


That after six months from the passage of this act 
every boiler-plate used in the construction of boil 
ers to be employed on steam vessels, and which shall 
be subject, when so employed, to a tensile strain, 
shall be carefully examined by one of the inspectors 
appointed under the provisions of this act, and said 
inspector shall see that every plate so examined is 
free from visible defects; he shall also see that the 
stamps required by this act are properly made on 
each plate, and shall keep a record ot the same; and 
it shall be his duty, at reasonable intervals andunder 
such regulations as shall be established by the board 
of supervising inspectors and approved by the See- 
retary of the Treasury, to test the tensile strength, 
homogeneousness, toughness, and other qualities of 
such plates produced by every manufacturer thereot 
so as to enable him to detect badly-manufactured or 
falsely-stamped plates that have been so manufac- 
tured and stamped with intent to deceive; and every 
such plate so tested shall be taken promiscuously 
from any lot of plates made for the construction of 
boilers to be used on steam vessels: Provided, That 
before any such plates shall be shipped to any part 
of the United State where there is no loeal board of 
inspectors, or where it is inconvenient or impracti- 
cable forany inspector to examineor test such plates 
properly, upon application they shall, before 
ehipped, be examined, and if need be the test shall 
be applied by one of the inspectors in the district 
from which they may be shipped; and such inspect 


be ing 


or shall make and subscribe a certificate to the ship- 
per of the same, a copy of which shall be sent to the 
supervising inspector of the district in which such 
plates are to be used, and said certifiaate shall set 


forth a deseription of the quantity of such plates 
and the correctness ot the stumps thereon; and he 
shall keep a record of the same in his office. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I desire to 
inquire of the Senator who seems to have this 
bill in charge about the phraseology of this 
I see that these plates are to be in- 
spected before they are shipped. Now, may 
it not happen that these plates may be carried 
from the coast of the Atlantic to some of the 
rivers, and not be shipped at all? 
How are they to be inspected if they go by 
land? 

Mr. CORBETT. They are to be inspected 
where they are to be used in that case, where 
there are local 
provide for cases where there are no local 
inspectors. There are but few such places 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. For instane e, 
if anything were made, say at Philadelp hia, 
for the Ohio river. Now, it seems to me, in 
getting it from Philade sIphia to the Ohio river 
it would not be shipped at all. 

Mr. CORBETT. There are locai inspectors 
on the Ohio river to test the plates. 

| move to amend the amendment in line 
thirty-six by striking out the word ‘‘ quantity ’’ 
and inserting the word ‘* quality.’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That modifi 
cation will be made, if there be no objection. 


Mr. POMEROY, 1 wishin passing to make 


section. 


western 


inspectors. This section is to 
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ne remark on this amendment, and it applies 
to the bill 


generally. It provides for more 
oflicers and more inspectors than any bill of 


the kind | 


have ever seen. We are to have 
un officer to inspect in evety port, at every 
manulacturing establishment, and at every 
place whi re they make iron, and you have 
taken the resposibility off the steamboat men 
entirely and put it on the in pectors. The 


Government otlicers under this bill have got 


io bear the responsibility 1f there are any 
mishaps. 

Mr. CORBETT. The Senator is mistaken 
in that, This is substantially the old law re- 
stored. The 
and wanted other provisions made, which the 
committee would not agree to. 


Mr. POMEROY. This bill 


teamboat men very well. 


teamboat men objected to this, 


the 
That is my judg- 
Those whom I call steambout 
and men who run them, 
They object to the pro- 


will suit 
ment about it, 
men are the Captains 


Mr. CORBETT. 


vision we have put in here, which we think is || 


a 


better than what they 

Mr. POMEROY. Then, again, you have 
provided that they may substitute wooden life- 
boats for metallic life boats, and that ought 
never They never should be 
anything but metallic life- 
Phe galvanized-iron lite-boats are the 
niv ones tit to be used, and the only ones that 
used; and yet | 
this bill that the Inspector, at his pleasure, is 
to allow 


wanted. 


oO be done 


{ 
ullowed to have 
boat 
ever to be 


ougn opserve in 


them to substitute wooden tor iron 
life-boats. 

Mr. CORBETT. In some cases on the 
rivers that is the ease; but I think on the 


ocean, as a general thing, the Senator will find 
he billis properly guarded in that respect. 

Mr. MORKILL, of Vermont. | my 
friend if he does not think in ease the session 
is prolonged much longer we shall be without 
a quorum? [Laughter. | 

Mr. CORBETT. 

Mr. CHANDLER 
the least danger of that. [ Laughter. } 

Mr. MORKILL, of Vermont. There is a 
large number here now, | know. [ Laughter. } 

Mr. CHANDLER. And a large number 
are coming in. [| Laughter. | 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Iam a little 
apprehensive that there will not be a quorum 
alter awhile. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The ques- 
tion is on the amendment to the thirty-sixth 
section of the bill. 


1, 
“as 


‘There are plenty here. 
1 do not think there is 


lhe amendment was agreed to. 


‘The next amendment was to strike out sec- 
tion thirty-seven m the following words: 


See. 87, That every such plate of boiler-steel or 
Won tbade tor use im the construction of steam 
vessels’ boilers shail be distinctly and permanently 
stamped by the wanutacturer thereof, at the diago- 
nal cornel ita distance of ubout four inches trom 
the edges, and also about the middle of the sheet, as 
follows, to wil: 
the manulacturer and the place of manufacture, and, 
ii desired, the name of the works or trade-mark may 
be stamped; and in addition shall be stamped with 


the tollowing marks, indicating the character and 
tensile strength of the plates per square inch of sec- 
tion: 
io. 6. Bo i0 } (B.S. 10) (8s. 8.-"2 10) 

- - ol _ or —— meee OY 
( WW ) ( 70 ) re et. 


2-10) (S.C. P. 2-10) 


‘ ' ae r on 
( 70 WE Se Ailing, NE a 
the firststamp, C, C.S,, indicating crucible east steel 
having less than two tenths ot per cent. of 
and having a tensile strength of seventy 
theusand pounds (or such other number of thou- 
sunds of pounds as the manufacturer shall guaranty) 
per square inch of seetion with the grain of the 


plate; the other stamps indieating, B.S. tor 1 


one 
earbon, 


> 
JCSSE- 


mer steel, S.S. tor semi-steel, S. M. for Seimens- 
Martin steel, and Cc >. lor corome steel; 5. C. Pp. 
indrenting steel carbonized in and worked directly 
trom the puddling-turnace; the two tenths indicat- 


ing tm each case that Lhe steel contains less than two 
tenths of one per irbon, and the other 
ligures the number of thousands of pounds tensile 
strain, with the grain of the plate, the steel is guar- 
antied by (he manutacturer to sustain priorto actual 
use Inasteam-boiler; and on all iron plates there 
shall be stamped the name of the manutacturer and 


cent. of ¢ 


on all steel plates with the name of 


| 
of the works or trade-mark may be stamped, and in 
addition shall be stamped with the following marks, 
indicating the character and tensile strength of the 
plates per square inch of section, namely: 
{c. RS a. f letters denoting wholly charcoal pig iron 
worked solely under the hammer untilit receives its 
final and only rolling; and the figures indicating 
the number of thousand pounds (fifty-five thousand 
pounds) of such other number of thousand pounds 
tensile stength, wher tested with the grain of the 
plate, which the plates are guarantied to sustain by 
re manufacturer, prior to the actual use in a steam 
oiler. | 
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j . ° 
'| line six, after the word ‘‘ exceed,’”’ to stiike 


| out ‘‘ one fifth’’ and insert ‘ one sixth ;’’ so 
| as to read: 


That after six months from the passage of this act 
no iron or steel plates shall be used in the construe- 
tion of boilers for steam vessels unless they have 
been stamped and approved in secordance with the 
provisions of this act; and the working steam -press- 
ure aliowable on such boilers when single-riveted 
shall not produce a strain to exceed one sixth of the 
stamped tensile strength of the iron or steel plates 


| of which such boilers are constructed; but where 


(c 
} bis Bi a. } letters denoting charcoaliron, double or | 
treble worked, figures indicating as before. | 
‘Cc. H. 8. } 


. letters denoting that the top and bottom | 


of the pile are of charcoal-hammered blooms, and 
the filling of the pile of select scrap iron, figures 
indicating as before. 


fo. H.) Pe : ‘ ' 
1 65 f letters denoting that the plates are rolled | 
eee ; E i] 
from wholly charcoal blooms, or from piled charcoal {| 

| bars, figures indicating as before. 1] 
(co. Pp.) 5 - : : 
} on S letters denoting iron from admixtures of 
charcoal, iron either hammered or piled, and pud- \| 
died iron, figures indicating as before. ] 
JR. P 


i sot letters denoting refined puddled iron, either 


from rolled bars or hammered or rolled blooms, and 
treble worked. 

Whenever the cross 
the letters of stamp, thus: 
(c.+H. H. (C.+H.B.) ( 0.+H. )} (c.+P. ) 


~or ors —- -or SS 7" 


ee ee ae ee ee ee ree 


(plus) is placed between | 








| this additional symbol indicates that coke iron or 


blooms have been used in the place of charcoal iron 
or blooms in the different kinds of iron described 


| above; and whenever the dash —is placed between 


| this 


the letters of the stamp, thus: 
( C-—-H. BH.) (C.—H. 8.) 


Eee) meh foe fey 
U5 Ss I as PU oo 


additional symbol indicates that anthracite 





|| ers made of iron ; 


iron or blooms have been used in the place of char- | 


coal iron or blooms in the different kinds of iron 
described above. No other kind of puddled-iron 
plates shall be used in the manufacture of boilers 
forsteam vessels than indicated by the stamp (R. P.) 
as above; and such other valuable inventions or 
processes of inanufacture of iron or steel suitable 
tor boiler material shall be indicated by a formula 
and stamp corresponding to those provided for in 


| this section, as the Secretary of the Treasury and 


the Secretary of the Navy shall, from time to time, 
prescribe; and all foreign iron or steel plates for 
use in the construction of such steam-vessel boilers 


| shall be stamped in accordance with the provisions 
| of this section, and any importer or dealer in. such 


iron, or steel, or plates, shall be subject to the pen- 
alties imposed by the provisions of this act in re- 
spect to fraud or deception in the character, quality, 


the longitudinal laps of the cylindrical parts of such 
boilers are double-riveted, an addition of twenty 
percent, to the working pressure provided forsingle- 
riveting may be allowed; and if in addition tothe 


| double-rivetiny of such seams the rivet-holes are 


fairly drilled instead of punched, an addition of 
twenty-five per cent.to the working pressure of 
single-riveting may be allowed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the same section, 
line eighteen, to strike out ‘‘three fourths’’ 
and insert ‘* two thirds;’’ in line nineteen, after 


|| the word ‘* pressure,”’ insert ‘‘ applied ;’’ in line 
| twenty-one, after the word ‘‘ exceeding,”’ strike 


out ‘twelve thousand pounds’’ and insert 
‘*nine thousand two hundred pounds on boil- 
;’’ so as to make the proviso 
read: 

Provided, Thatall other parts of such boilers shall 
correspond in strength to the additional allowances 
so made. And in iron boilers already constructed 
with single-riveted seams, the working pressure 
allowed shall be two thirds the hydrostatic test 
pressure applied; in no case, however, shall the 
working pressure allowed produce a tensile strain 
per sectional square inch exceeding nine thousand 
two hundred pounds on boilers made of iron, and 
thirteea thousand pounds on boilers made of steel; 
but in case of double riveting of the longitudinal 
seams an addition of twenty per cent. may be added 
to the working pressure allowed for single-riveted 
seams; and it in addition to the double riveting of 
such seams the rivet holes are fairly drilled instead 
of punched an addition of twenty-five per cent, to 
the working pressure for single riveting may be 
allowed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I ask the 


| distinguished Senator who has this bill in 


charge, as this seems to refer to boilers made 
of iron, what the test is of boilers not made of 


| iron? 


Mr. CORBETT. ‘There is a higher test of 
boilers made of steel plates. That is provided 


| for in the bill 


or grade of the plates so imported. Numerals No.1, | 


No. 2, No. 3, &e., may be added to indicate the 
grade of iron of the several characters indicated 
by the stamp; and all such stamps shall be deemed 
a guarantee by the manufacturer that the plates are 
of the character and quality represented, 


Aud in lieu thereof to insert : 


~~” oT 


Sec. 37. That every such plate of boiler-iron or 


| steel made for use in the construction of boilers for 


steam vessels, and which shall besubjecttoa tensile 


| strain when so used, shall be distinctly and perma- 


the place of manulacture; and if desired, the name ji 


nently stamped by the manufacturer thereof, which 
stamp shall be made upon not less than three places 
of every such plate, giving the name of the manufae- 
turer, the place where manufactured, and the num- 
ber of pounds of tensile strain it will bear to the sec- 
tional square inch; and there shall also be stamped 
upon such plates such other marks, denoting the 
quality of the plates, as may be prescribed by the 
board of supervising inspectors and approved by the 
Secretary of the Treasury; and the inpectors shall 
keep a record in their office of the stamps upon all 
boiler-plates, and boilers made under the provisions 
of this act, which they shall inspect. 


Mr. POMEROY. If you are going to sub- 
ject the manufacturer to all those provisions, 
you have got to protect him with a high tariif. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section thirty- 
eight, line sixteen, after the word ‘‘ fraud,’’ to 
strike out the words ** or deception.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add to section 
thirty-eight the following proviso: 

Provided, That this section shall not relieve the 
owner or owners of any steam vessel from liability 


in damages to any person who may be injured or 
damaged by explosion. 


\ strength?’ 


Mr. POMEROY. It requires a test of 
thirteen thousand pounds on boilers made of 


steel. Inever knew of a steel boiler. 
Mr. CORBETT. There are a few made of 
steel. 


Mr. POMEROY. As the bill stands, it is 
nine thousand two hundred pounds on boilers 
made of iron, and thirteen thousand pounds 
on boilers made of steel. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Thereis another 
term there that 1 do not fully understand. 
What is the exact meaning of ‘*‘ tensile 
I desire the Senator from Oregon 
to explain the exact meaning of the phrase as 


there used. 


Mr. CORBETT. I think the tensile strength 
is a test by which a machine is applied to test 


the strength of the boiler plate and see the 


lhe amendment was agreed to. 


he next amendment was in section thirty- | 


nine. line one, to strike oat the word **two”’ 


before “‘ mouths’’ and insert ** six ;’’ and in jj 


strength of its parts—a machine prepared for 
that purpose. So Lam informed by those better 
acquainted with itthan lam. I can refer the 
Senator to the same gentleman from whom | 
obtained my information and who satisfied me 
that this was proper. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The explan- 
ation is perfectly clear. I am satisfied. 

The next amendment was in section thirty- 
nine, line thirty-four, to strike out the word 
‘or,’ between ‘‘owner’’ and ‘‘ master,’’ and 
insert **and.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the same sec- 
tion, line forty-eight, after the word ‘‘safety- 
vaive,’’ to strike out ‘Sunless the arrangement 


is such as to preclude the possibility of shut- 
ting off the communication of any boiler with 
the salety-valve or valves employed.”’ 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line sixty, sec- 





ene 





OO he 
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1 
tion thirty-nine, to strike out ‘‘thirty’’ and | that we pass over that section until the Senate 


insert ‘‘ twenty-six ; 

And no boiler to which the heat is applied to the 
outside of the shell thereof shall be constructed of 
iron or steel plates of more than twent y-six one hun- 
dredths of an inch in thickness, the ends or heads of 
the boilers only excepted. 


The amendment was agreed to. | 


The next amendment was in line sixty-two 
section thirty-nine, to strike out the word 
‘‘employed,”’ after ‘‘boilers,’’ and insert the 
word ‘*used;’’ and before the word ‘* tribu- 
taries,’’ in line sixty-three, to strike out ‘*the’’ | 
and insert ** their;’’so as to read : 

And every such boiler used on steamers navigat- 
ing rivers flowing into the Gulf of Mexico, or their 
tributaries, shall have not less than three inches 
space between and around its internal flues, and the 
feed-water shall be delivered into the boilers in 


such manner as to prevent it from contracting the 
metal, or otherwise injuring the boilers. 


The amendment was agreed to. | 
The next amendment was in section thirty- 


nine, line eighty-three, to insert the word 

‘“all,’’ before ‘‘ ship-joints.’’ | 
‘The amendment was agreed to. | 
The next amendment was in section forty, 


line ten, after the word ‘ prescribed,’’ to 
strike out ‘or safe ;’’ in line twelve, to strike 
out ‘*such,’’ before ‘‘persons,’’ and after 
‘‘nerson,’’ to insert the words ‘‘ concerned 
therein, directly or indirectly ;’’ so as to make 
the section read: 


That if any person shall intentionally load or ob- 
struct, or cause to be loaded or obstructed, in any 
way or manner, the safety-valve of a boiler, or shail 
employ any other means or device whereby the 
boiler may be subjected to a greater pressure than 
the amount allowed by the certificate of the inspect- 
ors, or shall intentionally derange or hinder the 
operation of any machinery or device employed to 
denote the state of the water or steam in any boile r. 
or to give warning of approaching danger, or sh: uli 
intentionally pe rmit the water to fall below the pre- 
scribed low-water line of the boiler, it shall, in any 
such case, be a misdemeanor, and any and every 
person concerned therein, directly or indirectly, 
shall forfeit $200, and may, at the discretion of the 
court, be, in addition thereto, imprisoned not ex- 
ceeding five years. 

The amendment 


The next amendment was in section forty- 
one, line three, to strike out the word * of’ EP 
and insert ‘‘in;’’ and after the word “ act, 
in line five, to strike out ‘‘ with respect to 


yas agreed to. 


inspection, construction, or equipment ; so as 
to read: 
That all steamers navigating the ocean, lakes, 


bays, inlets, sounds, rivers, harbors, or other naviga- 
ble waters inthe United States, when such waters 
are common highways of commerce, or open to gen- 
eral or competitive navigation, shall be subject to 
the provisions of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section forty- 
one, line eight, after the word ‘‘ or,’’ to insert 

‘“* vessels,’ “and after ‘‘countries,’”’ to insert 
‘nor to boats propelled in whole or in part 
by steam when navigating canals;’’ so as to 
make the proviso read : 

Provided, That the same shall not apply to pub- 
lic vessels of the United States or vessels of other 


countries, nor to boats propelled in whole or in 
part by steam when navigating canals, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section forty- 
two, line ten, after the word ‘‘case,”’ to insert 
‘* both ;’’ in line eleven, after the word ‘‘he,’’ 
to insert ‘‘and the owners of such steamer: 
and in line fifteen, at the end of the section, 
to insert ‘Sor said owners ;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That if the person in command shall, 
after being so admonished by either of such officers, 
elect to pursue such voyage, he may do the same; 
but in such case both he and the owners of such 
steamer shall be answerable for all damages which 
shall arise to the person of any passenger, or his 
baggage, from said causes in so pursuing the voyage, 
and no degree of care or diligence shall in such case 
be held to justify or excuse the person in command 
or said owners. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. STEVENSON. I ask the Clerk to 
read section forty-three of the bill. I have 
an amendment to offer to that section. 


Mr. CORBETT. 


I suggest to the Senator | 


so as to read: l] 


| 
| 
| 
| 








is fuller. 
Mr. STEVENSON No, 
offer an amendment to it now. 
Ihe Chief Clerk read the section, as fol- 
lows: 


sir; I wish to 


Sec. 43. That the provisions and limitations of 
the act entitled “‘An act to limit the liability of 
ship-owners, and for other purposes,”’ approved 
March 3, 1851, except the fourth section of said 
act, are hereby extended and applied to all vessels 
required to be inspected by this act, and the owner 
or owners, charterer or charterers, officers and 
mariners thereof, and shall have the same torce and 
effect as to such vessels, owner or owners, charterer 
or charterers, officers and mariners, respectively, as 
such provisions and limitations now have as to the 
ships or vesse ls, owner or owners, charterer or 
charterers, officers and mariners, respectively, to 
which or whom the said act now applies. 

Mr. SEEVENSON. I move to amend that 
section by striking out the words ‘* except the 
fourth section of said act.’’ The object of the 
amendment is this: as it is proposed to apply 
the act whole of 1851, which is the general 
act under the admiralty jurisdiction, to all 
vessels and steamboats upon the lakes and 
elsewhere, I desire that this section shall not 
be exclusive. If the committee are willing to 
accept the amendment, | shall say no more on 
the subject. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
ment. 

Mr. CORBETT. I doubt 
words ought to be stricken out, 
object. 

(he amendment was agreed to. 


I accept the amend- 


whether those 
but I will not 


The next amendment of the Committee on 
Commerce was in section forty-four, line one, 
to strike out ** steamboat’’ and insert ‘* steam 
vessel ;’’ in line seven, to strike out ‘* steam- 
boat’’ and insert ** steam vessel.”’ 

lhe amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section forty- 
six, line one, afterthe word ‘* barge ’’ 
out the words ** employed for.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


to strike 


The next amendment was in section forty- 
seven, line seven, after the word ** show,”’ to 
insert ‘** both;’’ and in line eleven, 
out ‘*stern’’ andinsert ‘‘ stem ;”’ 


to strike 
so asto read: 


side of the port 
and one green light on the out-board 
side of the starboard smoke-pipe, these lights to 
show both forward and abeam on their respective 
sides; and steamers towing vessels of any kind or 
rafts on said waters shall, in addition to the signal- 
lights already provided for, carry a white light ator 
near the stem of the steamer, to show through an 
angle of not less than ninety degrees, and at such 
height above the water that it may be plainly vis- 
ible to approaching vessels, &c. 


One red light on the out-board 
smuoke-pipe, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section forty- 
seven, in the clause relating to a boats, 
line fifty-eight, to insert the word ‘ before 
ara. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section forty- 
seven, line sixty-one, to 
insert ** nor ;”’ 
not carrying 
sail,’’ &e. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


and 
‘all steamers 
for carrying 


strike out ** or”’ 
so as to read, 
sail, nor rigged 


The next amendment was in section forty- 
seven, line seventy-one, to insert the word 
Pa hand-power ’ betore ** horse-power.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section forty- 
seven, line ninety-one, to strike out ‘‘a’’ and 
insert ‘‘an’’ before the word ‘‘ uniform.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section forty- 
seven, in the clause in relation to steamers 
not carrying sail, nor rigged for carrying sail, 
line nine, 


ninety to strike out the word ‘‘ rig- 
ging’’ and insert ‘‘rigged;’’ so as to read, 
** shall not be construed to * ply to other than 


ocean steamers and steamers 
sail or rigged for carrying sail.” 


am 
rhe amendment was agreed to. 


<< 
going 


The next amendment was in section forty- 


carrying~ 
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seven, line one hundred and twenty-two, to 
strike out ‘*a’’ and insert ‘*at’’ before 
** least.’”’ 
Lhe PRESIDING OFFICER. This verbal 
correction will be made. 
The next amendment was in section forty- 


seven. line one hundred and forty-two, in the 
clause in relation to sailing 
igating rivers, &e., to 
insert or;’’ and in 


torty six. afrer the 


Vessels when uay 


strike out “Sand and 


and 


word *sueh.’’ to iusert 


line one 


vessels ;’’ so as to make it read ; 

Sailing vessels, except when navigating rivers, or 
when laden with hay, wood, or other like eombusti 
ble articles on deck, shall, at all times, on the ay 
proach ot any steamer during the night-time, show a 


lighted toreh, and such vesse when so laden, and 


such vessels when navigating rivers, shall show a 
clear white light in a lnutern not less than eight 
inches diameter, which torch or - shail be ex 
hibited upon that point or quart to which such 
} steamer shall be approaching. 


The awendment was 
The next amend 
seven, under the 


gree 1 to. 

nent waein seetion fort 
heading of ** fog signal 

in the clause in relation to sailing vessels, or 


steamers not having steam on, in line 


one 
hundred and eighty, to insert the rds “a 
long blast of ’’ after the word ** sound ;"’ so is 
to read: 
And all steamers navigating in a fog or thick 
weather shall sound a long blast of their steam 


Whislie al intervais of Dot wore than one Winule, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section forty- 


eight, line ten, after the word **dollars’’ to 
insert the words ‘‘and five dollars for each 
passenger carried exceeding such number ;”’ 
so that the clause will read: 

And for every violation of this provision the 
master and owner, or either ot them, shall be liable 
to a penalty not exceeding $100, and five dollars for 
each passener carried exceeding such number. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert the 


end of the forty ninth section the following 


proviso 

Provided, however, Thata bond may, as preseribed 
in other cases, be given to secure the satisfaction of 
the judgment. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

‘a ‘ 

fhe next amendment was in section fifty, 


line five, to strike out the wor 


“ld ** unreasou 
ably be fore ** reluse, ? 


Lhe amendment was 


rhe 


agreed to. 


next amendment was in seetion fifty- 
one, line seventeen, to rike out the word 
‘annual’’ and insert ‘‘annul.’’ 
lhe amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was in section fifty- 
two, line five, after the word ** shall’ insert 


‘not,’’ and in the 


SHine | ne aiter the w rd 
‘‘he’’ to strike out the word ** di pprove .*? 
and insert ‘approved ;”’ so that clause will 
read : 

That all steamers shall be provided with such 
numbers of life-boats, flouts, rafts, life-preservers, 
Srna See DEAE § as are required by the provisions 
of thisact. Br rind of appliaac or the pre 
ervation of life shall b ed whicl oll not be 
approved by the b« ard of supervi inspe " 
and the Secretary of the Treasury 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to atrike ont the 


proviso to the fifty-second section, in the fol 
lowing words: 

Provided, ' 
additional 


That any such appliance or instrument 


to what is preseribed in th ict shall, be 
fore being adopted or ordered to be used by such 
vesse Is, be fully tested in actual practice, on not less 
than three vessels,during a period of six months, then 
| to be submitted to the supervising inspectors, then 
| tested by a board of officers appointed by the Secretary 
of the Navy, and by him approved, as weil as by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


I 


And to insert in 


lieu thereof: 


Provided, That any such appliance or instrument 
additional to whatis prescribed in this aet fl, 
betore being adopted or ordered to be used b i 
vessels, be fully tested during a period ¢ » 
I ich manner as the board of supery f 

may prescribe and the Secretary of the ‘lreas 


ury approve. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was in section fifty- 


five, line two, to insert the word ‘* steam ”’ 
before **vessel;'’ and in line four, to strike 
out the words ‘‘any steamer’’ and insert the 
words ‘such steam vessels;’’ so that the 
clause will read: 


That if any licensed officer engaged to serve on 
bourd any steam vessel shall, to the hinderance of 
commerce, wrongfully or unreasonably refuse to 
serve in his official capacity on such steam vessel as 
authorized by the terms of his certificate of license, 
or shall fail to deliver to the applicant for such ser- 
vice at the time of such refasal, if the same shall be 
demanded, a statement in writing, assigning good 
and sufficient reasons therefor. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section fifty- 
seven, line three, to strike out the word ‘ as;’’ 
in line five to insert the words ‘‘ safety-valves, 
guuge-cocka, steam-gauges, and fusible plugs, 
attached in conformity to law ;’’ in line seven, 
to strike out the word ‘ already’’ and insert 
‘‘therein ;’’ in line nine, to insert the word 
‘‘anproved’’ befére “ life-preservers ;’’ in line 
eleven, after the word ‘‘ passengers,’’ to insert 
‘except when navigating canals exclusively ;"’ 
and in line sixteen, after the words * life-pre- 
servers,’’ to insert ‘‘ approved by the inspect- 
ors;’’ so that the section will read : 


That the hull and boiler, or boilers, and machinery 
and appurtenances of every ferry-boat shall be in- 
spected as required for passenger steamers in section 
eleven, and shall be furnished with boats and steam- 
pumps, safety valves, gauge-cocks, steam-gauges, 
and fusible plugs, attached in conformity to law, as 
therein prescribed, and shall be supplied with fire- 
buckets and axes as required for passenger steamers, 
and shall also be equipped with such number of ap- 

yroved life-preservers as may be prescribed by the 
ocal inspectors. And all steam canal-boats carry- 
ing passengers, except when navigating canals ex- 
clusively, and every steam-yacht, shall be inspected, 
as respeets hull, boilers and machinery, pumps, 
boats, fire-buckets, and axes, as required for pas- 
senger steamers in sections three, seven, cight, ten, 
and eleven, and shall also carry cork or other equally 
eflicient life-preservers, approved by the inspectors, 
equal in number tothe number of persons carried 
on board such yacht or canal-boat; and no ferry- 
boat shall be navigated without a licensed pilot ard 
engineer, who shall be subject to the same regula- 
tions as officers navigating passenger steamers. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


‘The next amendment was in section fifty- 
eight, line fifteen, to insert the word **ap- 
proved” before ** life preservers. ’ 

Lhe amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. POMEROY. There is just one line on 
the eighty-first page of the bill, at the end of 
the filty-eighth section, which | am going to 


move to strike out. It reads: ‘‘and wooden 
hoats may be substituted for metallic life- 
boats.’”’ Ido not believe we ought to substi- 
tute wooden boats for metallic lie-boats. In 
hot chinates woods n boats will shrink, and 
are hardly ever fit for use. They are not half 
as good as the metallic boats anyhow, and I 
therefore move to strike out that line. 

Mr. CORBETT. That proviso now reads; 


Provided, That on tug, freight, and towing boats, 
navigating waters flowing into the Gulf of Mexico, 
and their tributaries, wire tiller-ropes, iron rods or 
chains shall not be required, and wooden boats may 
be substituted for metallic life-boats, 

Mr. POMEROY. But in that climate the 
wooden boats shrink and are rarely ever fit for 
use. Ifyou are to have life-boats at all, let 
them be metallic boats. One metallic boat is 
worth a dozen wooden boats. 

Mr. CORBETT. | have no objection tothe 
amendment. 

Lhe amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on 
Commerce was in section fifty-nine, line thir- 
teen, to strike out the word ** five’’ and inser 
**ten;’’ and in line fourteen, to strike out the 
word ‘*three’’ and insert ** five;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

And each captain, chief engineer, and first-class 
pilot, licensed as herein provided, shall pay, for 
every certiiecate granted by any inspector or in- 


speciors, the sum of ten dollars, and for every 
renewal thereot the sum of five dollars. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section sixty- 


" 


cnet ECE 


a 


two, line eight, to strike out the word ‘ only’’ 
where it occurs the second time. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section sixty- 
five line three, to insert, after the word ** amend- 
atory,’’ the words ‘‘except as hereinbefore 

| provided ;’’ so as to make the section read : 

That all 


. . . . ' 
fees, penalties, and revenues arising 


under the provisions of this act, and of the act to | 


which this is amendatory, except as hereinhelore 


provided, shall he paid into the Treasury, and all | 
disbursements of money for carrying into effect the | 


| provisions of this act, and of the act to which it is 
amendatory, shall be made only upon specific appro- 
| shall submit annual estimates. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was at the end of 
section sixty-seven, to add the words ‘tone 


section will read: 

That the penalty for the violation of any provis- 
yided for shall be a fine of not exceeding $500, one 
half for the use of the informer. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section sixty- 


eight, line nineteen, to strike out the word 
‘““not’’ and to insert ‘‘nor.’’ 


| The amendment was agreed to. 





The next amendment was in section sixty- 

nine, line seven, to insert, after the word ‘‘ act,’’ 

| the words ‘‘and all fog-horns required by the 

provisions of this act shall be such as can be 

heard at a distance of at least one and one half 
miles in still, clear weather.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the 
seventy-first section of the bill, in the following 
words: 

| 


Src. 71. This act shall take effect on the Ist day 
of May, in the year 1872. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out the 


| Sec. 72. That nothing in this act shall apply to 
| sailing vessels of less than twelve tons burden. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

|| The bill was reported to the Senate as 
| amended, and the amendments made as in 
| Committee of the Whole were concurred in. 
| 


Mr. HARLAN, 


half for the use of the informer ;’’ so that the | 


| ion of this act that is not otherwise specially pro- | 


| priations, tor which the Secretary of the Treasury | 










seventy-second section, in the following words: | 


This is a very important || 


| bill, and the Senate is quite thin now. [ think | 


it would be better to let it go over. I there- 
fore move that the Senate do now adjourn. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Before put- 


ting the question on that motion, the Chair | 


will state that the bill called up by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, prior to the recess this 
afternoon, will be the unfinished business 
after the morning hour to-morrow. 

Mr. STEVENSON. When will 
come up again? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
‘aunot tell. 
Senate. 

Mr. STEVENSON. This is a very import- 
ant bill, demanded by the best interests of 
this country, and if we are going to postpone 
it now, it may bea week before we reach it 
again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator from Kentucky appeals to the Senator 
from lowa to withdraw his motion to adjourn, 


and allow the biil to be passed on account of 
lls lmportance. 

Mr. SLEVENSON, I suggest to the Sen- 
ator that the bill will have to go back to the 
House, and it will probably result in the 
appointment of a committee of conference 

Mr. POMEROY. Some Senators may be 
absent who may wish to offer amendments. 

Mr. HARLAN. The suggestion of the Sen- 
»ator from Kentucky makes it necessary that I 

should state that some Senators who were not 
able to remain during the whole of the session 
| this evening desired to see the bill, as amended, 
before it was finally passed, with a view pos- 
sibly of offering some amendments to some 


this bill 


II The Chair 
Phat will be at the option of the 
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portions of it, and as the Senate is thin, I 
think it would be better to let it go over. It 
will aneer but a few minutes probably some 
morning hour. 

Mr. HAMLIN, Iam afraid those few min- 
utes will never be had. 

Mr. POMEROY. I move that the Senate 
do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator 
from Kansas renews the motion to adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at ten 
o'clock and forty minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepyespay, May 15, 1872. 

The House met at eleven o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Burien, 
D. D. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal, 

Mr. McCKARY. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the further reading of the Journal be 
dispensed with, 

Mr. BEATTY. I object, 

The Clerk resumed and completed the read- 
ing of the Journal. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DAWES. I move to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the tariff bill. 


STENOGRAPHERS FOR CIRCUIT COURTS. 


The SPEAKER. That motion is not in 
order at present, as the pending question is 
upon the bill reported last evening from the 
Committee on the Judiciary by the gentleman 
from Maine, [Mr. Perers,] being bill H. R. 
No. 2778, to provide stenographers for the 
circuit courts of the United States, upon which 
the previous question had been seconded. The 
question was upon ordering the main question 
to be put, pending which the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HoLMay] moved to lay the bill 
upon the table. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Was it not the under- 


| standing, when night sessions were given to 
| the Judiciary Committee and other commit- 


tees, that the business should not lap over on 
to the following day? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think that was the ex- 
press understanding. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it was, 
unless the previous question were seconded. 

Mr. STEVENSON. ‘The Chair so stated. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the 
motion to lay upon the table. 

Mr. PETERS. Oh, the gentleman will 
withdraw that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Inasmuch as this bill ecre- 
ates a number of new officers with large sal- 
aries, | must insist upon my motion. 

The question was put; and there were—ayes 
38, noes 51; no quorum voting. 

Mr. HOLMAN. With the understanding 
that the yeas and nays shall be called upon 
the passage of the bill, 1 will withdraw my 
motion. 

Mr. PETERS. We will agree to that. 

The main question was ordered; and under 
the operation thereof the bill was ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time; aud being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time. 

The question recurred upon the passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
nays. 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the afiirmative—yeas 113, nays 53, not vot- 
ing 73; as follows: 

¥ EAS—Messrs. Ambler, Ames, Arthur, Barber, 
Barry, Beatty, Beck, Bigby, Bingham, Austin Blair, 
Buckley, Butiinton, Burchard, Burdett, Benjamin 
F. Butler, Carroll, Coburn,Coghlan, Conger,Crocker, 
Dawes, Dickey, Donnan, Dox, Duell, Duke, Dunnell, 
Eames, Eldredge, Farnsworth, Farwell, Finkeln- 
burg, Charles Foster, Frye, Garfield, Golladay, Hale, 


Hambleton, Harmer, Harper, John T. Harris, la- 
vens, Hawley, Hay, Hereford, Hoar, Kelley, a 
’ c- 


I ask for the yeas and 


\| logg, Ketcham, Killinger, Lamport, Lyne 
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McJunkin, MeKee, Merriam, Mitchell, Mon- 
roe, Morey, Morphis, Leonard Myers, Negley,. Orr, 
Palmer, Hosea W. Parker, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, 
P ndlet mm, Pe rece, A tron F’. Perry, eli Pe try. Pete Ss, 
Platt, Poland, Ellis H. Roberts, Roosevelt, Kusk, 
Sargent, Sawyer, Seeley, Shel don, Sherwood, A. 
Boardman Smith, John A. Smith, Saapp, Thomas 
J. Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Stevensor Stouch- 
ton, Strong, Sutherland, Sypher, Thomas, Washing- 


Crary, 


ton Townsend, Turner. Twichell, fyner, Upson, 
Vaughan, Wakeman, Walden, Waldron, Wallace, 
Walls. Warren, Wells, Wheeler, Willa Williams 


of New York, Jeremiah M.Wilson, J: 
and W incheste _ >. 

NA YS—Messrs. 
Braxton, Brooks, ( 


ht n "y. Wilson, 


cker, t ll, Bird, James G. Blair, 
ete ibe! 11, Cominge, Cotton, Cox, 
Crebs, Crossland, Davis, Bees. Giddings, Grifith, 
Hancock, Handley, y, Ilanks, Herndon, Lib ird, Llol- 
man, Kendall, Kerr, King, Leach, Lewis. Marshall, 
MeCormick, MeGrew, Me Inty re, McNeely, Benja- 
min F. Meyers, Morgan, Niblack . Randall, Read, 
Kdward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, Robinson, Scofield, 
muy Slater, Sloss, R. Milton Speer, Storm, 
Swann, Terry, Van Trump, ene ee 
W hitthorne, and Williams of Indiana—& 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Adams, Arc! her, Averill, 
Banks, Barnum, Beveridge, Biges, soles, Bright, 
Roderick R. Butler, Caldwell, Clarke, Cobb, Conner, 
Creely. Uriteher, Darrall, De Large, Du Bose, bil- 
liott, Ely, Forker, Henry D. Foster, Wilder D. Fos- 
ter, Garrett, Goodrich, pene Halsey, George 
i. Harris, Hays, Gerry Hazelton, Jobn W. Ha- 
zelton, Hill, Hooper, ae Kinsella, Lamison, 
Lansing, Lowe, Manson, Maynard, McCleliand, Mc- 
Ilenry, McKinney, Mercur, Merrick, Moore, Pack- 
ard, Packer, Porter, Potter, Price, Prindle, Rainey 
Ritchie, William R. Roberts, Rogers, Sessions, 
Shellabarger, Shober, Shoemaker, Slocum, Worth- 
ington C. Smith, Snyder, Stevens, Stowell, St. John, 
Tate, Dwight Townsend, Tuthill, Whiteley, Wood, 
and Young r—73. 

So the bill was passed. 


Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

lhe latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend the title 
of this bill so that it will read: ‘* A bill to cre- 
ate eighty new Federal offices at an ex 
of $200,000 a year.”’ 

Lheame ndme ont of the title was not agree rd to. 

MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRLATLLON BLLL 


Mr. MARSHALL, from the Committee on 
Appropriations, reported back the amend- 
{ the Senate to the bill (H. R. No. 
1661) making appropriations tor the support 
of the Military Academy for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1873, with a recommendation 
that some of the amendments be concurred 
in and others non-concurred in by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments will be 
read, and the recommendations of the Com 
mittee on Appropriations will be regarded as 
agreed to unless objection be made 

An amendment of the Senate was read, to 
strike out **$5.000'’ and insert $38,000" in 
the following clause: 

For the expenses of the 


pense 


ments 0 


Board of Visitors, $5,000. 

The Committee on Appropriations 
bieu led hon-concurrence, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope thisamendment of 
the Senate, and ail others reducing appropri- 
ations, will be concurred i 

Mr. MARSHALL The 
similar amendment last year j 
Academy appropriation bill, and the House 
concurred in the amendment. the result was 
that this year we had to anpropriat + $2,000 to 
supply the deficiency. ‘Therefore the commit 
tee recommend non-coneaurrence in this ane 
ment. It the Senate insist upou it, we m: ay 
recede from our disagreement. 

Mr. HOLMAN. .1 never knew the Senate 
to make a mistake in that respect. 

The amendwert was not coucurred in. 

The amendments having all been aeted on, 

Mr. MARSHALL moved that a committee 
of conference be requested upon the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill making appropriations 
for the support of the Miiitary Academy. 

lhe metion was agre ed to. ; 


recom- 


Senate made a 
to the Military 


DIPLOMATIC 

Mr. SWANN, from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, reported back the Si 
ments to the bill (H. R. No. 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 
‘nate amend- 


1523) making 


annro 


service of the Government for the year ending || 
June 30, 1878, and for other purposes, with a 
recommendation that the House coneur in 
and non-concur in others of the Senate 
amendments 

The SPEAKER. ‘The amendments will be 
read, and the recommendation of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations will be regarded as 
agreed to if no objection be made. 

The first amendment of the Senate was to 
strike out the words ‘‘also accredited to,’’ 
afier the word ‘‘ Nicaragua,’’ and before the 
words ** Guatemala, Costa Rica, and Hon- 


some 


duras.’ 

Mr. BROOKS. Jd would snggest that the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Swann] tell 
us the principal differences between the Senate 
and House on this bill. 

Mr. SWANN. J will ask the Olerk to read 
the report of the Committee on Appropria- 
trons. 

TheSPEAKER. The report simply recom- 
mends concurrence in some amendments and 
non-conecurrence in others, the amendments 
being indicated by numbers. 


Mr. BROOKS. d wish to ask the gentle- 
man, what has been done with regard to the 


Central American missions? 

Mr. SWANN. Weconcur with the Senate 
in retaining all those missions. 

Mr. BROOKS. TI hope the House will not 
tuke the back track in regard to these Central 
American missions. Istated hefore in debate, 
and I will restate it now, that according to the 
Congressional Directory there is not now in 
this city a single representative from any of 
these Central American States, while we are 
sending five or six or seven representatives of 
our country, at an expense wholly unnecessary, 
to those sinall States, not having a population 
Nebraska. There can be 
no object in keeping up those missions except 


so large as that of 


the maintenance of unnecessary oflicials, 

Mr. SWANN. Mr. Speaker, the Senate voted 
to restore all the missions struck out at the 
instance of the honorable gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Brooxs;] and upon conferring 
with the State Depariment on the subject, [find 
the Opinion of that De spartine ut is in aceord- 
that of the Senate of the United 
Some of these missions are important. 
‘There are American interests in 
tries which require protection. In addition to 
that it 1s that our Government 
should have in those States some official to rep- 
resent. as has been done heretofore. 
ciples of this Government. We 
all these Central American States there has 
been interference trom abroad 
Persons are sent there for the purpose of alien- 
ating those different Governments from the 
which 


ance with 
States. 


those coun- 
important 


the prin- 
know that in 


more or less 


relations in 


they stand to the United 

States, which, at this time, are relations of 
cor lia ity. 

Besides, Mr. Speaker, we have other inter- 

ests ther There is the great interoceanic 

canal. OurGovernment has recently appointed 


acomm! officers to de- 
proper route to be taken in case 
of construciing that cana! should be 
adopted. It is ve ry Important to us that we 
should preserve our friendly relations with all 
these Governments. More than that, we 
give protection to American citizens 
their limits. These are important ec 
ich I think should outweigh any con- 
induce my 


ssion of distinguished 

cide upon the 

the po icy 
i 





>» should 
within 
msidera- 
tions wi 
siderations of economy that might 
honorable friend from New York { Mr. Brooks | 
to desire the discontinuance of the 
at the present tin 
consultation wi 
the State Bevei 
Sevate amendment retaining 


se missions 
» We have, therefore, upon 


i the committee and also with 
ment, agreed to concur in the 
missions 
as they stood originally. 1 ask the House to 
concur in the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. BROOKS obtained the floor, and yield- 
ed to 


these 


BANKS. 1 


desire to 


say a word on | 
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priations for the consular and diplomatic || this subject, if there is any question about con- 


curring in the Senate amendment. If it ean 
be concurred in by general do not 
desire to say anything. 
The SPEAKER. 
submit the question. 
Mr. BANKS. Well, Mr. Speaker, I should 
scarcely feel I had done my hy if | did not 
say a word on the subject of this amendment. 
1 am in favor of concurring in the 
the committee of 


consent 1 


The Chair was about to 


report of 
conference reéstablishing 
When the bill was before the 
House [ consented to the amendment moved 
by the gentleman from New York, [M1 
Brooks, ] which reduced our diplomatic rep 
resentation in the Central Americah States. 
I did so because this pr position for reduction 


these missions. 


had been repeated for five or six years, and | 


had grown tired of opposing it. But I belieyv: 
that these missions are necessary. The Cen 
tral American States are a most importan 
part of the American continent; and although 
as the gentleman from New York 
of these Governments have no representative 

here, yet it is nevertheless true that we ought 
to have representatives there, 
rial to Costa Rica and other 
should be rept 
great 


Says, some 


lt is not mat 
States that they 
Washington ; ho 
their existence as 
republics require them to be represented here ; 
and being somewhat limited in their resources 
they find it, perhaps, inconvenient to spare 
from their treasury the expense. But the case 


is not, the 


sented at 


interests touching 


rich and 
powerful country; it has great interests in all 
the Governments of North and South A meriea 
And it would be far better for us to withdraw 
eve ry one of our repre sentatives from Kurope 
than to withdraw our representatives from the 
republiean Governments in Central and South 
America. We wantto know what the Kuropean 
Governments are doing in that part of the 
world. There is uo method of obtain ug that 
information exce ptby having gcape able, patrio ic 
and energelic men to investigate aud 
events there, 
more important. 

L will not we ary the Llouse by auy 
remarks on this matter, except to say that 
notwithstanding my 


same with us. This is a 


re pol 


the course of Nothiug can be 
> 


uw quiesce nee in theamend 
ment ad pred when the 
fore the [louse which reduced these rept 
sentatives, [think we ought 
the report ot the 


bill was originally be 


now to agree to 


committee which reéstab 


lishes them. 

Mr. Spe aker, | abl to read fora momenta 
portion of a dis pate from the minister of 
foreign affairs at cathy Rica, one of the 


is addressed to the 
Was about lo i.eave: 


republies, — It \merican 


minister as he 
Lrapnsiation. | 
NATIONAL Patack, San José, April 18, 1872. 


Qip. « oF 


im the cireumstance 
of the declaration of the House of Represeutative 
of the United States fo euppression of the Aner 
ican legation in Costa Rica, ny Government fears, 
bonorable sir, your return will only be to present 
your letter of recall, 

lL embrace this opportunity to submit to your hig 
cousideration some Observations in case you find it 
conventent to immunicate them t rhe Secretary 
f the United States. The idea of the Nicaragua 
attracts the atten motthe whole word, 

The eanal w iot ouly be of Nienragua, but ot 
Costa Rica. 

[he treaty of limitation of territory between the 
two republics, of which I take the liberty of trans 
mitting you acopy, establishes this faet. 


Buropean capitalists make offers separate to Costa 
Rica and Nirearagua, and at the same 
jOtutiy to the two republics the 


time ofl 


necessary amount 
for the undertaking. The Washington Oabititt ba 
also fixed its illuetr ittention on our isthmus 


and by its order important 


being made 


scientific 


aLudies 


At this time, r these reasons, a legation of the 
United States m Costa Riea is necessary. 

‘I Au | il iwtOo lo oin tue ¥ ! moment 
of itsnee ty. ; ' ° ‘ . 

LORENZO MONTUFAR 

Hon. Jacos B. Bratr Minister Lesident 

United States of America in Unata fiiea, 

Now, sir, here is a statement from th: " 
ister of one of these Governments of the Im 
portance of our having a representative at 


Por pee 
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Costa Rica at this time with reference to the | 


great interests there in which we as a Govern- 
ment are 80 dee; nly concerned, and for the 
purpose of observing if not circumventing the 


movements of Muropean capitalists and Gov- 
ernments, 
Mr. BROOKS. Let me ask the gentleman 
Massachusetts if these are of so much 
irtance to Costa Rica, why Costa Rica does 
not honor the city of Washington with some 
re} resentative? 
Mr. BANKS. I have stated the reasons. | 
They have not the same interests here we have | 
there, Government is not as able to | 
support A minister as we 
Mr. BROOKS. Mr. 
reply, let me say that the House did not pro- 
pose to take away all of the 
tral America. It proposed to leave one to 
Nicaragua. If it is preferred he should be 
located in Costa Rica, then let him be located 
in Costa Rica. The House left one represent- 


from 


binnypo 


and their 


ative, 
bill proposes. 
Amer- 
| propose to leave consuls in all of 
them. ‘There are consuls in all of them now. 
‘They take care of the business of the 
United States there “as We ll as they do in other 
parts of the world. 
Singapore, 


all connections with the smaller Central 
ican States. 


can 


We have only a consul at 
in the East Indies, where we have 
twenty thousand times more commercial inter 
ests than we have in Central America. Why not 
then. have ministers instead of consuls 
at Singapore and Calcutta? Why not as well, 
too, in some other parts of the world asin Cen- 
tral America? Originally, sir, the Central 
American States were but one Government, 
one republic. 


“as well, 


have been divided into six or seven petty re- 
publics. These missions have been established 


apparently for no other purpose than to give || 


places to these gentlemen. Six or seven mis- 
sions have been established in different parts 
of Central America merely for the purpose of 
giving places. I appeal to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Banks] and the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. Swann] whether it is not 
beneath the dignity of the American Govern- 
ment to honor every petty Spanish-American 
State, half Indian and half savage, with a min- 
ister of the United States? I ask whether it is 
not beneath our dignity to recognize every 
revolution there and every little petty division 
as a great republic? 

let me read to you the list of our missions 
to the Central American States as it is to be 
found in the Congressional Directory: 

“Costa Rica, Jacob B. 

San J mee 

“Guatemala, 8 A. 
Gu svtematla city. 

Hon duras, Ilenry Baxter, 
Te ucigalpa, 

* Nic aragua, 
baie pie ; 

‘Salvador, Thomas Biddle, minister resident, San 
Salvador,” 

Now, Great Britain has interests there as 
great as ours, if not greater, in her desire to | 
cut through this continent in some way or 
other, in order to do away with the influences | 


of our Pacitie railroad and to connect her 


Blair, minister resident, 


Iludson, minister resident, 


minister resident, 


Charles N. Riotte, minister resident, 


are | 
Speaker, in further | 


; 1} 
missions to Cen- | 


but not six representatives, as the Senate | 
| do not propose to do away with 1] 


|| before the 


gg 


the distinct understanding, as I thought, upon 
his part and upon the part of others, that when 
we increased our diplomatic expenses in our 
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intercourse with the great Powers of the world | 


we should do something to economize, as in | 
where these missions are totally | 


| this case, 
| unnecessary beyond one in Nicaragua or Costa 
Rica. 
Mr. BANKS. It is true, as the gentleman 
| from New York has stated, ‘that I acquiesced 
| in his amendment when the subject was for- 
|merly before the House. I stated in my 
former remarks that I did so. But since that 
time the Committee on Foreign Affairs has 
received from the Secretary of State the de- 
claration which I have read to the House, in 
| which the minister of foreign affairs of Costa 
Rica stated the necessity of a minister or rep- 
|| resentative of the Government of the United 
States in that republic. 


The gentleman from New York [Mr. Brooks] | 


| 
| asks why we should not establish a mission in 
| every Asiatic country. The gentleman must 
be aware that there is no proper analogy be- 
|| tween the two cases. 
| fundamental American doctrine the declara- 
|} tion that we will not regard with indifference 
| the movements of any European Government 
| on this continent. And it has been held by 
|| every Administration since 1824 that we have 
|| aright, and that it is our duty to sympathize 
| with all the republican Governments en the 
continent, and that it is our duty under some 


| machinations of European Governments upon 
|| this continent. And now, sir, this being the 
|| policy of our Government, 





that we should be represented in those Central 
American States, the minister of foreign affairs 


| European capitalists are bringing influences to 
| bear on those Governments with their money, 
| separately and together, for the purpose of 
obtaining advantages which must be against 
this Government, | ask is it wise for us, for 
the sake of saving a few thousand dollars, to 
| withdraw our representatives from those Gov- 
/ernments? I think not. 

Mr. SWANN. I was sorry on a former 
occasion to be obliged to differ with 
|| orable friend from New York [Mr. Brooks] 
| in reference to these missions. I took the 
| ground that, before taking the action which 
was urged by my honorable friend, it was 


| proper that we should get more information in 


| regard to these various missions than is now 
House. My further examination 
of the subject, in connection with the amend- 
ment of the Senate, confirms me in the belief 
that the action of the Committee on Appro- 
priations as it stood in the original bill was 
| the proper action in reference to this subject. 
Now, sir, 1 am of opinion that if you aggre- 
| gate the whole amount appropriated for these 
| missions, it would not represent the indignity 
that might be offered to a single American 
citizen, who would be at the mercy of the for- 
_ eign interposition which is going on from day 
to day, if we were left without proper repre- 
sentation in these Central American States. 








commerce with the Pacific. Her interests 
there are at least as great as ours. But she 
does not send ministers resident, diplomatic 
representatives, to all these petty Spanish- 
American States. She is content with having 
one minister, and has her consuls represent- 
ing her in those various Central American 
republics. 

Why, then, should we continue this policy, 
when the interests of our country do not re- 
quire it; when, in my judgment, nothing re- | 
quires it but the interests of several gentlemen | 
who hold office there? I trust the House will 
take action upon this question in the interests 
of economy. I went withthe gentleman from | 


Massachusetts, [Mr. Banks,] and he went 
with me, in increasing the salary of the im- 
portant missions to Japan and Russia, with || 





Now, sir, it must be conceded by the gentle- 
} man from New York, in view of the great and 
important interests that are represented by the 
American people in that quarter—for there is 
not one of these Governments that will not be 
more or less affected by the action which we 
may take in this case of the interoceanic 
canal—that it is necessary that the good will 
of these people should be retained, and that 

we should have the coiperation of these Gov- 
| ernments in any measure which may be de- 





termined on in order to carry out American | 


interests in that particular. In this view I am 
satisfied that the 
it was originally reported to the House, an 


action that has been indorsed by the Senate 


on full consideration of the subject, should be 


sustained by the House. Iam further of the 


We have asserted as a | 


circumstances to resist the operations and | 


and when it is | 
| essential to the interests of the United States | 
By numerous revolutions they | 


| of Costa Rica also having notified us that | 


my hon- | 


action of the committee as | 
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opinion that it would be very unwise to under- 
take by summary process to strike down so 
many missions, although commercially they 
may not be very important at this time. Iam 
of the opinion that it would be quite impolitic 
to follow the suggestions of the gentleman 
from New York. I therefore hope that the 
House will concur in the amendment; and [ 
move the previous question. 


The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. COX. With the permission of my 
friend from Maryland 1 will simply say one 
word. I hope the House will stand by its 
own resolution. There is no reason why we 
should not have only one minister there to 
do all the work, and perhaps to do it more 
efficiently. That was the intention of the 
House in passing this economical clause in 
the appropriation bill. If the House will 
recur to our old experience, when we had a 
minister to Turkey who took charge of the 
whole affairs of the Mediterranean, including 
Greece, they will find that we got far more 
efficient services then than we did when we 
had a minister to Greece who had nothing 
to do. So it is in Paraguay, Uruguay, and 
Brazil, where our minister to London, General 
Schenck, made the best treaty ever made by 
any country. There is no reason why we 
should not economize in the South American 
missions; and the interoceanic canal, I will 

say to the gentleman from Massachusetts, {Mr. 
Banks ,] will be better cared for by some one 
able, conspicuous minister, than by half a 
dozen ministers who are never to be found 
when wanted, and who only go there for the 
purpose of spending money and of enjoying a 
little otium cum dignitate. 

The question was put upon concurring in 
the Senate amendment; and there were—ayes 
76, noes 31; no quorum voting. 


Mr. HOLMAN called forthe yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken ; and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 86, nays 92, not voting 
61; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Averill, Banks, Barber, Barry, 
Beatty, Bell, Bingham, Boles, Buflinton, Burchard, 
Burdett, Clarke, Conger, Crocker, Darrall, Dawes, 
Dickey, Duell, Dunnell, Eames, Elliott, Farns- 
worth, Charles Foster, Wilder Foster, Frye, 
Garfield, Goodrich, Hale, Hambleton, Harmer, 
Harper, George Ki. Harris, John W. Hazelton, Hill, 
Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, Lynch, McGrew, Mc- 
Junkin, McKee, Merriam, Monroe. Morey, Morgan, 
Morpvhis, Leonard Myers, Negley, Packard, Packer, 
Isaac C. Parker, Pendleton, Aaron F. Perry, Peters, 
Platt, Poland, Ellis H. Roberts, Rusk Sargent, 
Sawyer, Seeley, Shanks, Sheldon, Shoemaker, H. 
Boardman Smith, Snapp, Sprague, Starkweather, 
Stevenson, Stoughton, Strong, St. John, Swann, 
Thomas, Washington Townsend, Turner, Twichell, 
Tyner, Upson, Wakeman, Waldron, Wallace, 
Wheeler, Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. Wil- 
son, and John T. Wilson—86, 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Ambler, Archer, Arthur, 
Beck, Bigby, Biggs, Bird, Austin Blair, James G, 
Blair, Braxton, Bright, Brooks, Buckley, Benjamin 
Fk. Butler, Campbell, Carroll, Cobb, Coburn, Co- 
mingo, Conner, Cotton, Cox, Crebs, Critcher, 
Crossland, Davis, Donnan, Dox, Duke, Eldredge, 
Finkelnburg, Getz, Hancock, Handley, Hanks, Jobn 
T. Harris, Havens, Hawley, Hay, Hays, Hereford, 
Hibbard, Hoar, Holman, Kendall, Kerr, Ketcham, 
Killinger, King, Lamison, Leach, Lewis, Manson, 
McCormick, McCrary, McIrtyre, McNeely, Mer- 
rick, Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Orr, Palmer, 
Hosea W. Parker, Peck, Perce, Eli Perry, Rainey, 
Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John M. Rice, 
Robinson, Scofield, Sherwood, Slater, R. Milton 
Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Stevens, Storm. Suther- 
land, Terry, Van Trump, Vaughan, Voorhees, 
Walden, Wells, Whitthorne, Willard, Williams of 
New York, and Winchester—92. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Acker, Ames, Barnum, 
Beveridge, Roderick R. Butler, Caldwell, Coghlan, 
Creely, De Large, Du Bose, Ely, Farwell, Forker, 
Henry D. Foster, Garrett, Giddings, Golladay, 
Griffith, Haldeman, Halsey, Gerry W. Hazelton, 
Herndon, Hooper, Kinsella, Lamport, Lansing, 
Lowe, Marshall, M: iynard, McClelland, McHenry, 
McKinney, Mercur, Moore, Niblack, Porter, 
Potter, Price, Prindle, Ritchie, William R. Roberts, 
Rogers, Roosevelt, Sessionsg Shellabarger, Shober, 
Slocum, Sloss, John A. Smith, Worthington C. 
Smith, Snyder, Stowell, Sypher, Taffe, Dwight 
‘Townsend, Tuthill, Waddell, Walls, Warren, White- 
ley, Wood, and Young—46l, 


So the House refused to concur in the first 
amendment of the Senate. 
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Mr. DAWES. 
ments are there? 

The SPEAKER. There are twenty-one. 

Mr. DAWES. I must move then 
into Committee of the Whole on the tariff. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Ido not think 
that there will be any more debate. 

The SPEAKER. 


How many more amend- | 


to go | 


; 
If any further debate | 


arises the Chair will recognize the gentleman | 


to make his motion. 

Mr. DAWES. 
the present. 

The amendments having all been acted 
upon, 

Mr. SWANN moved to reconsider the vari- 
ous votes by which the House concurred or 
non-coneurred in the amendments of the Sen- 
ate; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SWANN moved that a committee of 
conterence be requested upon the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF 
Mr. DAWES. 


BUSINESS. 
I now move that the rules 


Very well; then I yield for | 


be suspended and the House resolve itself into | 


Comnanittee of the Whole on the tariff and tax 
bill. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I rise to 
a privileged question, and submit the resolu- 
tion I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, (the Senate coneurring,) That the Presi- 
dent of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives be, and are hereby, authorized to 
adjourn this session of their respective Houses on 
the 29th of May instant, at twelve meridian, until 
the last Wednesday of November next, at twelve 
o’clock meridian. 

Mr. DAWES. That, of course, will cause 
debate, and I hope my colleague will withdraw 
it for the present. Does this resolution super- 
sede my motion to suspend the rules and go 
into Committee of the Whole? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it would; 


it is of very high privilege, second only to a | 


motion to adjourn finally. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I will 
withdraw the resolution for the present, but I 
give notice that I will renew it to-morrow 
morning. 

Mr. SCGFIELD. I ask the House to gtve 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs Thursday 
evening of next week for the consideration of 
reports from that committee. We have had 
no Opportunity so far to make reports. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Scor1eLp] not to press his 
request at this time. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. LI ask the gen- 
tleman not to press it now. We have a very 
large appropriation bill yet for the House to 
act upon. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. 
ing of next week. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I know; but 
we cannot get the miscellaneous appropriation 
bill up before next week. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. The gentleman knows 


I ask for Thursday even- 


that the House will notactupon appropriation | 


bills in night sessions. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
about that. 

Mr. DAWES. One thing is certain; if the 
resolution of my colleague [Mr. 
should be adopted for adjournment on the 


I do not know 


29th instant, it would be impossible to get | 
through with the appropriation bills and the | 


bill which I have in charge without working 
on them evenings. I insist upon my motion 
to go into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. LI ask the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] to allow 


some time for debate on the pending section 
of the tariff bill. 


Mr. SCOFIELD. 
request? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GarrieLp] 


Is there objection to my 


But er] | 








| 











and the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Dawes ] to object. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I did not understand 
them to object, but merely to request me not 
to press it now. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, I object. 

Mr. HEREFORD. If we are to continue 
in session for some weeks longer, what is the 
use of having night sessions? If we are to 
adjourn soon, | have no objection to meeting 
evenings. 

The SPEAKER. The question before the 
House is upon the motion of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [ Mr. Dawes, ] to suspend 
the rules and go into Committee of the Whole 
upon the tariff and tax bill. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I ask that we may 
have half an hour for debate upon matters 
not contained in the pending section. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘There is nothing in my sub- 


| stitute that I did not give notice beforehand 


Now, I wish to say || ad valorem; on all bags, cotton bags, and bagging, 


of my intention to offer. 
this in reply to the very unkind charge which 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Brooks | 
made against me yesterday, and his unfairness 
in refusing in the next breath to allow me to 
state a fact which probably he did not know. 

Mr. BROOKS. I take it all back. 

Mr. DAWES. Of course I do not want to 
discuss the question of fairness with any gen- 
tleman who does not appreciate the quality of 
fairness any more than that. 


is in my substitute without having given notice 
of it before debate was closed. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH.  Lask the gentleman 
to allow half an hour for debate. I assure 
him it will facilitate actiom on the substitute. 

Mr. DAWES. You can vote down the sub- 
stitute if you do not like it. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
be extended for half an hour. 

The motion to extend debate was not agreed 
to, upon a division—ayes 59, noes 72. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. It will take much 
longer to get through with the pending para- 
graph than to take half an hour for debate. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE was granted leave of 

absence for ten days. 
TARIFF AND TAX 

Mr. DAWES. [ now insist upon my motion 
to suspend the rules and go into Committee of 
the Whole upon the tariff and tax bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House 
accordingly resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
ScoFIELD in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
reduce duties on imports, and to reduce inter- 
nal taxes, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending amend- 
ment is one offered by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. FarnswortuH] to the substitute 
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[ Mr. Dawes. ] 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the words * 
lumber” 


sELL. 


2322) to 


he hah 


on lumber and manufactures of 
add the following: 


Provided further, That no duties shall be levied | 
or colleeted upon lumber and timber imported to be | 


used in building ships or for fencing, 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to press on with 
this bill as much as possible. If we can pass 
from this section I will withdraw my substi- 
tute altogether. 

Mr. KERR. I hope that will be done. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any objection ? 
The Chair hears none. ‘The Clerk wili read 
the next section. 


Mr. KERR. I desire to inquire whether I 


| am right in assuming that we now stand upon 


the action of the committee in its amendments 
to the text of the bill, unchanged by either of 
these substitutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
ing of the Chair. 
Mr. KERR, One other inquiry. 


That is the understand- 


Has the 


I only want to | 
state the fact that I did not offer anything that 


I move that debate | 


The Clerk willread the amend- | 
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item of steel, which was embraced yesterday 
in the provisions of the previous substitute, 
been struck out? 


Mr. DAWES. It is in the bill, as I under- 


stand. 
The CHAIRMAN. All the amendments 
adopted by the Committee of the Whole 


remain in the bill. 
Che Clerk read as follows: 


Sro. 3. That on and after the day and year when 
this act shall take effect, in lieu of the duties here- 
tofore imposed by law on the articles mentioned in 
thissection, there shall be levied, collected, and paid 
on the goods, wares, and merchandise in this section 
enumerated, imported from foreign countries, the 
following duties and rates of duties; that is to say: 

On all burlaps and like manutactures of flax, jute, 
or hemp, or of which flax, jute, or hemp shall be the 
component material of chief value, excepting such 
as may be suitable for use as bagging for covering 


| cotton or for the uses to which such bagging is ap- 


| plied, thirty per cent. ad valorem; on all 


oil-eloth 
toundations or floor-cloth canvas, made of flax, jute, 


| or hemp, or of which flax, jute, or hemp shall be the 














component material of chief value, forty per cent. 


and allother like manufactures not herein otherwise 
provided for and not suitable for use as bagging for 
covering cotton, composed wholly or in part of flax, 
hemp, jute, gunny cloth, gunny bugs, or other mate- 
rial, forty per cent. ad valorem, 

On fine flax, dressed, unmanufactured, suitable for 
shoe-thread and tailors’ thread, valued at twenty- 
five cents per pound or more, three fourths of a cent 
per pound. 

On boards, planks, staves, laths, seantling, spars, 
hewn and sawed timber, and timber used in building 
wharves, ten per cent. ad valorem, 


Mr. LYNCH. I move toamend by striking 
out the last paragraph read by the Clerk and 
inserting in leu thereof the following, which is 
taken from the bill already passed by the Senate: 


On sawed boards, plank, deals, and other lumber 
of hemlock, white-wood, sycamore, and bass-wood, 


| one dollar per thousand feet board measure. 


On all other varieties of sawed lumber, two dollars 
per thousand feet board measure: Provided, That 


| when lumber of any sort is planed or finished, in 


addition to the rates herein provided, there shall be 


| levied and paid, for each side so planed or finished, 


one dollar per thousand feet; and if planed on one 
side and tongued and grooved, two dollars per thou- 
sand feet; and if planed on two sides and tongued 
and grooved, $2 50 per thousand feet. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Why, Mr. Chair- 
man, the amendment of the gentleman from 
Maine [| Mr. Lyncu] increases the duties upon 
lumber. 


Mr. LYNCH. Not upon pine lumber. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. Yes, sir. It pro- 


poses to make the duty upon pine boards un- 
dressed two dollars per thousand feet. The 
present duty is twenty per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. LYNCH. ‘The present duty on lumber 
is lower than upon any other manufactured 
article into which so much labor enters as 
into the production of lumber. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The present duty 
on pine boards undressed is twenty per cent. 
ad valorem. ‘Two dollars per thousand feet is 
more than that, as the statistics will show. 


Mr. LYNCH. Iam willing to modify my 
amendment by inserting pine among the 
classes of lumber paying one dollar per 


thousand feet. The proposition I have sub- 
mitted, which is that of the Senate bill, makes 
a considerable reduction of the present duty 
upon lumber. 

Mr. KERR. I wish to inquire of the gentle- 
man from Maine whether his proposition in- 
creases the duties on any kind of lumber or 
timber. 

Mr. LYNCH. 


does. 


I do not understand that it 
On the contrary, | understand that it 
reduces the duties considerably. The duty on 
lumber under the present tariff is, as I have 
said, lower than on any other manufactured 
article into which so much labor enters. In 
the article of lumber the labor is about eighty 
per cent. The percentage of duty proposed 
by my amendment would not be over fifteen 
per cent., and much less on pine lumber, 
while the duty on coal, a raw material, is, 
even at the reduced rate now proposed, over 
forty per cent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read 
the amendment of the gentleman from Maine 
as now modified. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

On vawed boards, plank, deals, and other lumber 
f ! ‘ W 1, s more, and bars- 
, l,one d ur por thousand teet board measure : 
Provided, FT tw i} lumber ol any sort is planed 

f i, in addition t the rate ierecin pr 

vided, there shall b vied and paid, tor each side 
a» planed or finished, one dollar per thousand feet; 
and if planed on oneside and tongued and grooved, 
t iollare | t iszand feet; and if planed on two 

les and tongued and grooved, $250 per thousand 

Mr. BROOKS. [hope this will not be done. 
lrees, like air, « ught to be free. The bill 


vives ten per cent. ad valorem to cut down 


every tree in our forests, when the true poliey 
18 to give ten pel cent. ad valorem for « very 
piece of lumber which comes from Canada 
and Nova Scotia, to make them cut down their 
forests and preserve om There are only 
three States interested in this, while there are 
thirty-four States interested in having lumber 
as free as air, as free as water. I think the 
duty of ten per cent. ad valorem is enough. 

Mr. BI CKLEY lask the committee to 
give me the privilege of amending the third sec- 
tion of this bill, the paragt aph preceding this. 
I was on my feet all the treme, but was misled. 

the CHAIRMAN. The Chair will give 
the gentleman the floorto ask unanimous con- 

{ { the committee to go back after the 
pending amendment is disposed of. 

Mr. CONGER Mr. Chairman, the gontie- 
man from New York [Mr. Brooks | tells the 
House there are but three States in the Union 
which furnish lamber for the Union, and be 
cause there are but three States he appeals to 
this Hou to pass a bill which shall ruin the 
industries of those three States and bankrupt 
the people of those States by thousands. Such 
an appeal, I venture to say, will not be made 
to gentlemen of the House successfully. Be- 


cause thirty four States may wish to get their 
lumber for the 
three Stat ruined? If I thought such 
a motive would have weight with the House I 

suld turn away in despair of ever having 
But, sir, there are 


mm which bave lumber, 


nothing, 1s vreat interest of 


sto be 


uny just le lation bere, 


filieen States in the Uni 


filieen State in the | nioh whose people are 

terested in having the pl ducts of their 
{ is bring a fair remunerative price and 
not be subject to the fluctuations which the 
influx of the foreiga product may have upon 
them whenever ihe price of lumber may war- 
rant is tatroduction, 

Mr. Chairman, the proposition of the gren- 
tleman from Maine reduces the duty on lumber 
over one third of its present duty, lt is a 
proposition which the gentleman trom Maine, 
bik Thy humble jucgiment, ought not to have 


made bo Lilie liouses 
would 
( in the lu 


li is a proposition which 
ave, if at all, 
States. 

the three 
usin, and Minuvesota the lires 
those States, de- 
forests Ii an absolute 
the lumber there at oace in order 
from being destroyed by worms, to 
from being rendered utterly worthless 


barely the lumber inter 


noer i wish to say to the 
eourmillee that in 
Mi lligalh, W ise 


Ol last 
roying the 


lumber States of 
flail have swept over 
heces- 
ily to make 
LO suve if 


Suave il 


and valueless to anybody. The necessity, 
therefore, compels them to -come to market 
this yer th one half more lumber than would 
otherwise be thrown upon the market. And 
he gentleman proposes at this very time, 


when our States have been swe pi Over DY fire 8S 
and burned, and and blackened ; 
when the fires have swept over our forests and 
our farms, at this very time, | say, the gentle- 
from Maine proposes to revise the duty 
on lumber and to peraat Canadian lumber to 
be thrown into Our market to destroy our lum 
nterest, and to ruin the enga 
it, Is that fair or just, aud espe Clatly atter 
the House has extended iis liberality to a city 
which also suilered by the dire? Shall we so 
act here as to d¢ the interests of these 
States? Should rather in every way 
seek to save them ? 
{ Here the hammer fell. ] 


scorched, 


mat 


Den people aged in 


strov 


we not 


fifty thousand 
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MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The commit 
ting was received 


by Mr. 


ee informally rose; and a mes- 
the Presi- 
PorTEr, 


sage in wri from 


dent of the Unite d States, 


one 
of his Sec retari S. 
TARIFF. 

‘The committee again resumed its session. 

Mr. COX. I wish to move an amendment 
that all lamber used in ship-building, feucing, 
and buildings of all kinds shall be exempt 
from duty. 

Mr. PETERS. LI raise the point of order 
that that subject cannot be reached until we 
come to the free list. 

Mr. COX. That is no poimt of order. 

PETERS. The point of order is that 
the gentleman’s amendment is not in order. 

Mr. COX. If the point of order is sus- 
tained, | will move to strike out the last word, 
to enable me to offer afew remarks. Does 
the Chair rule that the amendment is out of 
order ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment has 
yet bee to the Chaw. ‘he gentle- 
man can make his remarks onthe amendment 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. COX. I offer that amendment. | 
think it is very generally conceded that with 
a view to ithe common interest the body of the 
should have cheap transportation. I 
do not think that this House is aware of the 
immense amount of timber which is now con- 
sumed by the railroads of this country. There 
equal to $88,500,000 used actually in 
and repair of railroad buildings, 

mto the cost of transportation. 
area of one hundred and 
acres is cut every year for the 
purpose of supplying railroad-sleepers alone. 
There is wood to the value of some fifty-six 
lollars per annum consumed by the 
running of locomotives in the form of fuel; 
and that is one of the reasons, I believe, which 
induced my friend trom Pennsylvania [Mr. 
HALDEMAN | to bring in his bill for the protec- 
tion of our 

Moreover, Mr. Chairman, even this ten per 
cent. duty ad valorem on lumberis a tax upon 
every man, woinan, and clild in this country 
a hor and under a roof; and I 
eafter to move to except not only 
but all kinds of 


not n sent 


} 
peaonie 
I 


is a sum 
the erectron 
which 
The timber 


comes 


on an’ 


million 


forest 


who hiv in 


propose her 


timber for houses, fencing, as 


was proposed and as passed the House yes- 
terday. Why should this not be done? If 
we cannot sueceed in that 1 propose to cut 
down the duty to five per cent., and if that 
is adopted every householder will thank this 
House for it. 

Mr. CONGER, Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. COX. Certainbhy. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask the gentleman if he 
knows that fencing is more expensive in its 
manufacture and requires more labor than 
other kinds of lumber? And yet the gentle- 
man would have it tree. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman is speaking of 


} icket fencing, | suppose. 


Mr. CONGER. No, sir; I am speaking 
of strips. 
Mr. COX. I know this, that where you add 


to the tariffon any article you add to its price ; 
| know that is an axiom in political economy ; 
and if | can cut down this duty to five per 
cent. ad valorem, to that extent 1 help the 
people who live in houses. 

Mr. CONGER. No, sir; you will not. I 
will tell the gentleman that if ‘be ‘destroys 
our mills and lambermen, the man -who buys 
fencing or lumber of any kind will have to pay 
double for it in the course of two years’ time. 

Mr. COX. We will not dispute about-that 
just now. Ido not see why these gentlemen 
trom Maine, Michigan, and Wisconsin are so 
solicitous to keep up a high tax, specific or ad 
valorem, on lumber, unless it puts money in 


| their pockets, and where does this money come 
| from ? 
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Mr. CONGER. It keeps an even market; 
that is what it does. 
Mr. COX. I do not propose by congres- 


sional legislation to regulate the prices of com- 
modities in this country. We have enough to 
do to mind our own business. I am in favor 
of allowing Canadian lumber to come in. 

Mr. CONGER. I know it. 

Mr. OOX. And it is as good lumber as 
ours, and must be a good deal cheaper. Our 
forests are being fast cut down, and as my 
colleague from New York [Mr. Brooks] has 
well said, there should be a premium, if we 
legislate at all, on the importati 
for the protection of our f 


yn of lumber, 


iorests. I an 


| opposed to taxing what furmishes as shelter 
i} 


| 
| 
| 
| 
' 


| qu stion of 


from the elements. Gentlemen reduce 
the taxes on tea, coffee, sugar, and the like ; 
why not on the shelter of the root which 
covers our households ? 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, the amend- 
ment offered by my colleague [ Mr. Lynxcw] is 
for the purpose of avoiding a contest on ibis 
lumber. After full examination, 
those interested in this production have come 
to the conclusion that one dollar per thousand 
upon lumber is about equivalent to the ten per 
cent. in the bill, but probably slightly better. 

Now, while the present tariff on all articles 
is on the average about forty-seven per cent., 
the tariff upon jumber is only twenty percent. 
ad valorem. While those who are engaged in 
the lumbering are paying taxes 


CAn 


business of 


| and burdens of all descriptions, we have very 


| grain, to-buy our clothing. 


little protection on this interest in which so 
lange rn of the people of my State are 
engage 

Now, look at it. In a portion of Maine we 
carry on lumbering upon opposite sides of the 
same river with the people of New Bruns 
wick. dhe competition goes on between 
Maine and New Branswick on the ve ry bauks 
of the St. John and its great tributaries. df 
we could go inte that province and buy 
lumbering supplies, which we cannot do, as 
under our ‘tariff we cannot afford to buy a dol- 
lar’s worth there, we would ask no on 
lumber. We cannot.go into that province or 
into ‘Canada to, bay our provisions, to buy our 
Our merchants and 
lumbermen are not allowed to go to Queb« c 
and Montreal to purchase the supplies tor the 
woodson account of our high tarill on the arti- 
cles, but. they have to go through the provinces 
to Chicago and Detroit and other places in 
the West to make such purchases. 

We have heretofore refused to continue a 
reciprocity treaty with Canada and the other 
provinces, and the proposition of the g gentleman 
trom New York [ Mr. ( os and others on the 
floor will be equivalent to giving our provin- 
cial neighbors our markets without a treaty of 
reciprocity, and we to have no reciproeal rela- 
tions with them,.and vo use of their markets, 

Vhy, sir, if you reduce this duty to the 
smallest amount claimed as reasonable on the 
Gther side ot the House, it will be directly 
protec ting the industries and ente rpt ises of 
the provinces, and take all sorts of protection 
from us. Jt seems to me to be a very pal- 
pable thing that while the lambermen are pay- 
img sO large taxes, and in so: many different 
ways, and in such variety of form, under the 
general tariff rates, they ought to‘have some 
protection in return, .Sir, while.we are pay- 
ing Our proportion of the great national debt, 
large State taxes, county taxes, and: corpora- 


our 


tariff 


| Lion taxes, our neighbors of New Brunswiek, 


| not 


our principal ecowpetitor, bardly know what 
taxation means. Their labor is eheaper than 
ours, poorer in all respects than ours. It is 
not fed as well.as ours. ‘Labor there does 
fill the churches and schools like ours. 
I claim that as an equivalent ior all these 
burdens and disadvantages the lumbermen ot 
this country should have a reasonavie protec- 
tion. 

Mr. STORM. In. my opinion the amend- 
Maine | Mr. 


ment of ithe gentleman from 


en 


ea Sgr 29 


ny ea ag 





f 
r 
( 
( 
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x 


rere: 


Adem Bay ~IY 


ei 


Lyxcu] is an improvement oy the text of the 
bill, and I am rather surprised to see any one 
of the friends of the bill of the committee 
seeking to raise opposition to the amendment. 
On all the cheaper kinds of lumber the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Maine isa 
reduction. 

Sawed hemlock, in my district ranges from 
fifteen to eighteen dollars per thousand; the 
committee’s bill, which establishes the duty 
on lumber at ten per cent. ad valorem, in- 
creases such lumber to all who use the same 
for feneing or for building purposes from $1 50 
to $1 80 per thousand, while the amendment 
I am discussing places the duty at only one | 
dollar per thousand. 

Then it is well known that most of our pine 
forests have been cut down ; that pine lumber 
is chiefly obtained in the provinces. The duty 
on pine lumber is really a revenue duty, and 
therefore should not he opposed by the gentle- 
man from |ndiana, [Mr. Kerr,] who has 
argued in favor of a tariff for revenue. We 
manufacture in this eountry very little pine 
lumber; it comes almost entirely to us from 


the provinees, 


Dodge & Co., the largest manufacturers of 
lumber in this country, have almost 
their pine-lumber interests in Penusylvania and 
have gone over into the provinces for the man- 
ufacture of pine lumber. Pine lumber can 
scarcely be said to come in competition with 
that kind of lumber now manufaetured in 
Pennsylvania. ‘Therefore | think the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Maine 
| Mr. Lyxeu] is better than the text of the 
bill. and L hope it willbe adopted. Under the 
present bill the price of dressed flooring wili 
be enhanced to builders about four dollars and 
a half per thousand, while the amendment in- 
creases the price only $2 50 per thousand. 

Mr. HALE. The representatives of the 
lumber interest realize that this bill has for its 
purpose the reduction of duties, and they 
assent to the proposition that the tariff on 
lumber should be reduced. This amendment 
which is offered by my colleague [Mr. Lyncu] 
isin that direction. And when gentlemen look 
at it and see the extent of the reduction that 
it makes | am sure that further opposition to it 
will cease, unless perchance there may be some 
here who will contend that lumber shall be 
placed on the free list. 

Now, judging from what I have heard said 
by gentlemen around me, the reduction pro- 
posed here is more than is generally appre- 
hended. ‘The present rate of duty upon lum- 
her is twenty ae cent. ad valorem. By the 
act. of March, 1857, the duty upon lumber was 
fifieen per cent., by the act of 1846 it was 
twenty per cent., and by the act of 1842 it was 
thirty per cent. ad valorem. Now, this duty 
of one dollar per thousand would not be equal 
to more than ten per cent. ad valorem, a re- 
duction of fifty per cent. of the present duties; 
not a reduction of ten per cent. of the present 
duty, as you provide iu the ten percent. clause 
that we have been considering aud hammering 
upou for the last two days, but it is a reduc- 
tion from the present rate of twenty per cent. 
to what is only about ten per cent. ad valorem ; 
the half of the present rate is taken off. 

Now, will gentlemen of this committee, on 
this concession by the lumber interest, still 
insist that while we have made simply a ten 
per cent. reduction of the present rate of duty 
upon other articles that should be included 
with this upon the same process of reasoning 
und fairuess, we shall cut down the duty upon 
umber more than fifty per cent. of the present 
rate of duty, to reduce the duty from twenty 
per cent. ad valorem to ten per cent. ad valo- 
rem? Could anything fairer be proposed in 
regard to the lumber interest than the propo- 
sition of wy colleague, [Mr. Lyycu? | 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. Chairman, the deep in- 
tenest which my State feels in the subject now 


« 
« 
} 
i 


forsaken | 


Maine delegation. In my action upon the 
question now before the Committee ot the 
Whole, [am governed by no selfish interest 


for my State [ am governed by one single, 
simp! e motive, and that is the equali zation of 
labor = eapital, and | shall rejoice as much 
as any 
be any need of tariff legislation for that equal- 
ization; when the laboring man of Europe 


living man when there shall no lon; ger || 
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man from Illinois [Mr. Burcuarp] that his 
proposition would not allow more than five 
per cent. ad valorem on the dressed lumber, to 
which he proposes to apply it. That quality 
of lumber, dressed and tongued and grooved, 
when brought to market is worth from fifty to 
sixty dollars a thousand, and it would not be 


| invoiced at less than forty dollars a thousand 


| shall be lifted by the advance of civilization | 
| up to the platform upon which the laboring | 





; men. 


man of Maine. of New England, of this coun- 
try, stands to-day; when the capital of those 
old countries shall be where the capital of this 
country is to-day. Sir, on this question of 
lumber [-am governed by that interest, by that 
purpose, and by that motive only. 

Why, sir, how much labor enters into the 
manufacture of lumber? Let me tell zentle- 
men of this House that the stumpage in the 
State of Maine to-day will not average over 
$1 50 for spruce and hemlock lumber, while 
the manufactured lumber will bring in the 
market fourteen to sixteen dollars a thousand. 
Deducting protits and commissions, over eighty 
per cent. of the price of Jumber to-day in the 
United States is made up of the bone and 
muscle of the country; and with my princi- 
ples I never could consent to a vote which 
should reduce the wages of that bone and that 
muscle, 

Sir, where ten thousand men are at work in 
the woods of Maine to-day there are right with- 
in the sound of their axes ten thousand more 
men across the St. 
side wages are two dollars a day; on the one 
side are children and schools; on the one side 
is good food; on the one side are intelligent 
On the other side are no common schools; 
on the other side you have ignorance and mean- 
ness of every description. Sir, I vote not to 
pay a bounty to the men on the other side. I 
vote to keep the wages of our own citizens 
where they are to-day. This principle gov- 
erns me in my action, whether Missouri, Ili 
nois. Indiana, or Maine, be the State immedi- 
ately interested. If [ know my own heart, 
my voice shall be raised, or at least my vote 


| shall be given, every time to keep the dignity 


|} am willing to vote for it. But for 


| thousand feet is too much. 


under diseusgion is my excuse for adding my || 
Voice to that of the other members of the || 


| question before he 


of the laboring man of my country on the plat- 
form it to-day occupies—to raise it, if [ ean; 
and by the influence of our institutions to bring 
up the laboring men of Europe to the same 
platform. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I wonld like to ask 

Maine [Mr. Frye} one 
takes his seat. Why do 
not the men on the other side of the St. John 
river come over and get two dollars a day? 

Mr. FRYE. Thank Heaven, 


ing over by thousands. 


the gentleman from 


they are com- 
[ received yesterday 
a letter from my own State saying that within 
three months five hundred Canadian French- 
men with their families have immigrated into 
the city of Lewiston to earn the wages that are 
p: aid there 

Mr. BURCHARD. I move to amend the 
amendment of the gentleman from Maine by 
striking out one dollar and inserting fifty cents; 
by striking out two dollars and inserting one 
dollar: aud by striking out $2 50 and insert- 
ing $1 50. : 

Mr. Chairman, the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Maine, so far as it proposes to fix 
the rate of duty on pine lamber at one dollar, 
is, it seems to me, fair and reasonable, and | 
lumber 
planed or finished, one dollar additional per 
The duty of two 
dollars additional per thousand feet on lumber 
planed on one 
is also too high, 


and grooved 
the price tor pl ining lumber 
at the mills being only about two doilars per 
thousand feet. ‘lwo dollars additional in the 
way of duty is too large a protection; and 
$2 60 is too much on lumber planed on two 
sides and tongued and grooved. 

Mr. LYNOH. I want to say to the gentle- 


side and tongued 





John river. On the one | 


| dollars a thousand in the 





| of the State of Maine, 


| thousand. 


| considered to be pro forma, and as having 
i} 


on the other side. The duty proposed in the 
bill agreed to by the gentleman himself would 
make a duty of more than one dollar and fifty 
cents a thousand on the average, a rate higher 
than is proposed in my amendmeut, which is 
taken from the Senate bill. 

Mr. BURCHARD. What kind of lumber 
does the gentleman say is worth fifty dollars a 
thousand? 

Mr. LYNCH. Lumber dressed and tongued 
and grooved is selling at from fifty to sixty 
market; and in 
Canada on a fair invoice the price would not 
be less than forty dollars a thousand. In the 
amendment just offered, the gentieman re- 
duces by more that one half the rate proposed 
in the bill which he originally supported. 

Mr. BURCHARD. What is the 
lumber worth? 

Mr. LYNCH. Spruce lumber would prob- 
ably be worth from seven to nine dollars a 
A duty of twenty per eent. would 
be about $1 80. The price of pine lumber, 
taking the average, would probably be from 
twelve to fifteen dollars a thousand, so that a, 
duty of ten per cent. would be about $1 50 
per thousand. 

Pine lumber will enter under the proposi- 
tion submitted to my amendment at a duty 
less than ten per cent. 


Mr. BURCHARD. 


other 


This is an interest 
with which | am not 
familiar. I know western lumber has no such 
difference. 

Mr. LYNCH. If the gentleman from Illi- 
nois will look at the quotations in the news- 
papers of his own State, he will see pine 
lumber quoted at from forty to fifiy dollars. 
Phe pine lamber which is planed and tongued 
and grooved is the very best quality of pine 
lumber. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
from Maine pretend that 
the lumber 
to 1t? 

Mr. LYNCH. I pretend that the quality 
of the lumber which is dressed is the very best, 
and that a duty of only ten per cent. ad valo- 
rem is not the duty which ought to be imposed 
upon that lumber imported into the country. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 


discussing the point. 


Does the gentlemun 
itis the dressing of 
which adds this immense value 


The gentleman is not 
Because lumber comes 
in he says it can come in planed and tongued 
and grooved. 
Mr. LYNCH. 


tages the ( 


Il am referring to the advan- 
Janadian lumbermen have over the 
there 
. 1 

anadian lumbermen have. 
dy dressing it at the mills, by finishing it there, 
by planing and tonguing and grooving it, he 


& 


lumbermen of Maine. 
vantage which the ¢ 


is another ad 


saves iu freight and many other incidental e» 


penses. They have every advantage in bringing 
it toour market. Their lumber comes into shat iv 
competition with our finished lumber. ‘The 
duty L propose is both fair and just. No other 
article on the tariff list which involves the 


same amount and kind of labor for the pur 
pose of producing it is put down at as low a 
duty as that | have proposed in my 
ment. [| 
mise. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 


umend- 
have offered it only as a ce 


ym pro- 
i 


Mr. BURCHARD, by unanimous consent 
withdrew his amendment, 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. { renew it 

Mr. COX. What becomes of my amend 
ment? e 


the CHAIRMAN. 


ment was 


The gentleman’s amend 
to strike out the last word, and was 


? 


been withdrawn. 


sity 


eer 


4 
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Mr. FARNSWOR 
hould lke to support 
gentleman from Maine 
duty specific 
interested, 


(CH. Mr. Chairman, I 
the amendment of the 
so far as it makes the 
lumber in which the West is 
I think it is better for the revenue 
specific than ad valorem. But I think 
the geuntleman’s amendment makes the specific 
duty dre lumber entirely too high. 
ihe price for dressing lumber, for planing and 
tonguing and grooving lumber for flooring is 
twenty shillings a thousand; and he 


to be 


on ssed 


nbout 


proposes to levy an additional duty of over 
two dollars. Of course, it costs something to 
do it there, 

Kut | desire to say a word, Mr. Chairman, 


with reference to the subject of duty on lum- 
her | do not take word | have 
heretofore uttered on this floor on the subject 
ot rem ving duties eutirely lumber. I 
believe we ought to come to tree trade in lum- 


! 
back a single 


on 


ber; that lumber should be as free as anything 
else. | beheve it will be for the interest of 
the whole country. It will be eventually for 
the interest of Maine and Wisconsin and Mich- 
ivan, and all the lumber regions where trees 
are standing. It will be to their interest that 
the trees should be cut down in the British 


possessions, that the forests should be felled 


there and the lumber brought over here while 
our forests are being nursed, except of course 
being cut down for necessary purposes of our 
own. very year, then, these timber lands in 
Michigan and Wisconsin and Maine would be 
increasing in value, 

Now, on the whole subject of the material 
used in the West, | wish to read a letter which 
| have received from a wagon-maker in my 
district. Itis from a firm which manufactures 
a large number of wagons and carriages an- 
nually. What he says in regard to iron is 
applicable also to wood : 

“Dear Generat: I have always been a tariff 
man,and for a’ protective tariff.’ But L confess the 
conduct of the pig-iron men of Pittsburg and the 
West has gone far toward making me go back on 
my former record. IT am now for a revenue tariff 
and no more, and [ think you would meet the views 
ol the manutacturers of your district, as far as [ 
have talked with them, if you would vote for a large 


reduction in the tariff on foreign iron, and urge 
others to do the same. Last W ednesday I met all 


the large manufacturers of wagons at Chicago, (rep- || 


resenting an annual manufacture of over fifty thou- 
sand wagons,) and all were of my opinion.”’ 

Mr. DAWES. That has 
with the pending amendment. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I make this applica- 
ble to wood also. Now, Mr. Chairman, there 
are other interests in this country, other labor- 
ing interests beside the manufacture of pig 
iron and those who are engaged in the cutting 
down of lumber. There are other laborers 
and other mechanics to be fostered. Here is 
the manufacture of fifty thousand wagons annu- 
ally, beside small manufacturers who make 
a tew wagons at the cross-roads. 
the blacksmiths, who shoe horses and mend our 
wagons. 


nothing to 


tailors, who are equally entitled to protection. 
Iiere are mauufacturers and mechanics of 
every kind, 


ments. I have a town in my district 
more agricultural implements are made than 
in any other town in the world. They make 
more reapers and mowers and other agri- 
cultural implements, and they have to pay 
these taxes, these bounties, and get nothing 
back. They ship their agricultural implements 
to Europe and compete with the manufacturers 
there atter paying the high bounties which 
they are obliged to pay on the iron and the 
wood which enter into their manufacture. 

Mr. LYNCH. If the gentleman will allow 
me, | will say that on every pound of iron 
that goes into an agricultural or any other 
implement there is a drawback for the full | 


amount of money paid upon it, under the pres- 
ent law. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. Qh, no! 
Mr. LYNCH. On every article composed 


the house-carpenter and joiner, | 
the men who make your agricultural imple- | 


where | 


do 


Here are | 


llere are the shoemakers and the | 


of foreign manufactures in this country and 
exported, there is a drawback. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Our manufacturers 
use American iron, and cannot keep separate 
accounts of home and foreign materials. 

Mr. LYNCH. For the iron and steel there 
is a drawback, notwithstanding that the manu- 
facturers use American wood. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The point made by 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Lyncu] has 
nothing whatever to do With what I am point- 
ing out. The manufacturers of agricultural 
implements cannot keep separate accounts. 


They buy iron at Pittsburg, the price of which || pro forma, and I wish to say to the commit- 


is enhanced by the tariff. They buy their 





timber, the price of which is enhanced by the | 


tariff. They keep no separate accounts. 
they manufacture a large quantity of reapers 
they do not know which are for export and 
which are for home sale. But orders come 
from abroad and they answer those orders 
with the reapers they may have on hand. 
Still, Ne. Chairman, I am inclined, on the 
whole, to support the amendment of the gen- 


| tleman from Maine, (Mr. Lyncu.] as I stated 
| to gentlemen representing the lumber inter- 


ests, before the amendment was offered, that 


I would do so for the purpose of having this | 


question settled. 

Mr. DAWES. 
committee ; 
when the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. Farns- 
WORTH | was reading what his manufacturer of 

wagons threatened to do. The query was, 
what in the world would he do for a market 
for his wagons? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Our wagon-makers 
do not sell a wagon in Massachusetts or Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not wish to be inter- 
rupted by the gentleman. He would not yield 
to me; and he will not even let me taik in my 
own time. [Laughter.] A predecessor of the 


I do not desire to detainthe 


| gentleman in this House, coming from Chi- 





| knew a 
| the rest of the world was dead he was going 


cago, once got up angrily in this House and 
said he owed it to the interests of the wool- 
grower to garry on a war to the knife on the 
wool manufacturer; and when I asked him 
what then he would do with his wool, he said 
he had not thought of that. 
man once who said that when all 
to keep store. And when the manufacturer 
of wagons wants to put down the men who use 
wagons, and thinks he can prosper in that way, 
all | have to say is that he is purblind. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending 


amendment is exhausted. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I withdraw the 
amendment, 

Mr. CONGER. I renew it. 

Mr. PETERS. Would it be in order to 


offer a substitute for the amendment of my 
colleague, [Mr. Lyncu?] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘There are two amend- 
ments now pending. 

Mr. CONGER. I renew the amendment 
which was withdrawn; aud I wish to make 
some remarks upon it. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I wished toask the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] 
a question before he sat down. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts had some time left. Does he 
yield to the gentleman from Lilinois ? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. _ It might take fifty 
thousand wagons to transport the buttons, 
nutmegs, and other small wares manufactured 
in the State of Massachusetts; but I never 
heard of our wagon-makers selling one of 
their wagons to that State or to Pennsylvania. 

Mr. DAWES. Without the buttons made 
in New England, the gentleman would have to 
run out of this House. [{Laughter. } 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I can get a wagon 
to carry me out. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CONGER. I understand that the gen- 


but a query came up in my mind | 


{Laughter.} [| 


(errr ern en 


When |} 





| 


| 











| tleman from Illinois [Mr. Farnsworts] with- 


draws his amendment, and I[ wish to move an 
amendment. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I cannot withdraw 
the amendment without the consent of my 
colleague, [Mr. Burcuarp,] who offered it 
originally. 

Mr. CONGER. I 
drew it. 

Mr. BURCHARD. Iam willing to with- 
draw it on condition that the gentleman will 
renew it. 


Mr. CONGER. 


understood he with- 


Very well, sir, I renew it 


tee, and I wish the attention of the gentleman 
from Illinois, not the free-trade gentleman, 
{Mr. Farnswortu,] but the liberal gentleman 
from Illinois, [Mr. Burcuarp, } who professed 
to be in this committee and in this House the 
professed especial advocate and friend of labor 
and of laborers, to the fact that he makes an 
amendment which cuts down the duty which is 
for the benefit of labor and laborers. The gen- 
tleman knows that he makes an amendment 
which cuts down the duty which is for the bene- 
fit of labor and laborers. The gentleman knows 
the planing, the tonguing and grooving, which 
is all labor, and nothing but labor, that his 
amendment will affect. He knows that it costs 
here three dollars per thousand at least to do 
this work, and that it is all labor. 

Now, if the gentleman offered this amend- 
ment in ignorance, my people will forgive him, 
but if he did it knowingly, willfully, and with 
malice prepense against labor, let the laborers 
forgive him if they will, but I never will. 

Now, I want the gentleman to know, and [ 
want the House to know, that this advocate 
of labor proposes to cut down the duty which 
protects labor and laborers. His remarks are 
printed, and I call the attention of the com- 
mittee and of the laborers of the country to 
the fact that he reduces to a mere nominal 
sum the protection to their labor, and gives it 
to Canadian labor. I want to spread that fact 
before the country, that the consistency of this 
professed friend of labor may be apparent. I 
will carry the war into Africa on that subject. 
I appeal to his record that he does not protect 
labor or laborers by this amendment. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Let me say to the gentle- 
man that I intend to vote his way notwith- 
standing he was against the letter-carrier. 

Mr. BURCHARD. If the gentleman will 
allow me, I desire to saya word here. In the 
motion that | make [ desire to afford reason- 
able protection to labor. 


Mr. CONGER. I thought the gentleman 
wanted to ask a question. 
Mr. BURCHARD. I will not interrupt 


the gentleman if he does not desire it, but will 
seek an opportunity to reply to him hereafter. 

Mr. CONGER, I tell the gentleman again 
that eighty per cent. of the expense put into 
the manufacture of lumber is labor, and he 
has made an attack upon it. If an attack 
were made on the duties on wheat and flour 
and the beef and cattle and the other products 
of his agricultural constituency, and he were 
to support such an attack, they would drive 
him from their constituency. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. CONGER. By the permission of the 
gentleman from Illinois [ withdraw the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PETERS. I wish to take the sense of 
the House on an amendment asa substitute for 
that of my colleague. It is as follows: 


That on all lumber and manufactures of lumber 
the duty shall be ninety per cent. of the existing 
duties, 

ad 


The existing rate is twenty per cent. 
valorem, and | wish to test the sense of the 
House on a reduction of the duty on lumber, 
like the reductions on articles heretofore voted 
by the House in voting for a horizontal reduc- 
tion of ten per cent. This, if adopted, will 


leave the duty eighteen per cent. ad valorem. 
Now, a single word in reply to the gentleman 
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from New York [Mr. Brooks] and the gen- 
tleman from Lllinois, [Mr. Farnsworru, | that 
we ought to postpone the felling of our forests 
a balf a century, or a longer period of time. 
Let me ask those gentlemen what are the sev- 
eral hundred thousands of population in my 
State who are engaged in this interest going 
to do while they are waiting a half century, or 
a decade even, for our forests to grow, and 
we are using only the foreigu production? 
What would become of our immense invest- 
ments in mills and other property but to allow 
them to fall into rottenness? What will be- 
come of our laborers? We are educated in 
the business of lumbering; our property is in- 
vested in the business ; our lives, as it were, 


soil are only about ten per cent. The duty || t 
upon lumber, that is manufactured in many |} t 
instances by the farmer who owns the timber, |} f 
is now only twenty per cent. ad valorem. Is 
that a farmer's tariff? 

These very protectionists tell us, in advo- || « 
cacy of the doctrine of protection, that by these || t 
high duties upon iron, upon steel, upon woolen |} 1 
and cotton goods, you built up a home mar- || f 
ket for the farmer, that is the theory; that || « 
you built up a home market for the farmer, || 1 
yet you practically give the benefit of that |) t 
market to the farmers of a foreign land. It || | 
has been said that the farmers pay none of |! t 
your taxes. Sir, when you were at war, when || ¢ 
your flag was in danger, when the rebellion |) ¢ 
are in the business. We have not depended || broke out, upon whom did you call to go to 
upon profitable agricultural pursuits. As I || the field of battle and to lay down his life in |) ¢ 
suid before, we goto the West for much of our |! his country’s defense? Who rallied more 
agricultural supplies. Do you want us to post- || readily during the late troubles than did the 
pone all duty on lumber for a decade to come? || farmers of Maine and Michigan? Yet after 
‘Then repeal the duty on iron for a decade; || they have fought the battles necessary for the 
take the duty off of agricultural productions || salvation and preservation of the country, 
for ten years. Let us have ten years during || for the very existence of the Republic, after 
which to go to the provinces for our clothing || they have tought the battles that enable you 
and all else we want without paying duty. Do || to be here to-day to legislate, you propose to 
that, and we will ask no duty on lumber for || strike down their interests by making lumber 
the same period. || free, at the same time pretending, as protec- 

But iron cannot wait a decade without some || tionists do, that you are building upa home 
protection; wool and woolsns cannot wait; | market for the farmers. 


cotton cannot wait. And we who are actively | Mr. Chairman, as I said in the beginning, 
and industriously engaged in this enterprise, ||} you have no more right to select the lumber 
in which we are educated and skilled and || interest and strike it down than you have to 
situated for life, and who have no opportuni- || strike down the iron interest of Pennsylvania. 
ties to engage in other industries and pursuits, | { Here the hammer fell. ] 
cannot wait any more than can these other The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon 
interests wait. I hope, and, if it is not an im- || the substitute offered by the gentleman from 
proper term, I do pray that the Committee of || Maine, { Mr. Perers, ] which proposes to insert 
the Whole will sustain this amendment, and || the following: 
stand by us for the reduction I have proposed 
to eighteen per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Thus far, Mr. Chairman, 
I have remained silent during the very inter- 
esting discussion we have had upon the tariff. 
I did not intend to participate in it at all, for 
the reason that my mind has been rather | 
brought to the conclusion that we shall not be | 
able to pass any tariff bill at all through the 
present Congress. I am favorable to the 
proposition of the gentleman from Maine, [ Mr. 
Lyycu, ] and I will briefly give my reasons. || 

The theory of our Government as [ under- |} 


On all lumber and manufactures of lumber the 
duty shall be ninety per cent. of the existing duties. | 

Mr. COX. 
this time? 

The CHAIRMAN. No further amendment 
is in order. 

Mr. PETERS. I understand my colleague 
is in favor of my substitute. 

Mr. LYNCH. I shall vote for my col- 
league’s substitute in preference to my own 
amendment. Il offered my proposition at the | 
suggestion of several gentlemen as a compro- 

Zs mise. | 
stand it is that its laws shali be equal; that Mr. BURCHARD. Is the proposition of | 
you shall not select any particular branch of || the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Perers] a | 
industry and legislate to its disadvantage, with || substitute for the proposition of the gentleman 

a view to promote the interests of any other || from Maine, (Mr. Lyxcu?] 

interest. Now, so far as my district is con- The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 

cerned, it would be advantageous to it to have Mr. FARNSWORTH. Is it not in order 

lumber free. But | shall not give my vote || to amend a substitute ? 
to make lumber free, simply because it will The CHAIRMAN. It is in order to per- 

redound to the advantage of my constituents, | fect a paragraph proposed to be inserted, as 

when [ feel sure that it will strike down avery || well as a paragraph proposed to be struck out. 

important interest in a very remote part of the || The paragraph proposed to be struck out is 

country. Sir, there are but two States, I || the text. The paragraph proposed to be in- 

believe. that are now largely interested in this || gerted is offered by the gentleman from Maine, 

lumber business, and they are the States of [Mr. Lywneu ;] and the gentleman from Maine 

Maine and Michigan. I feel an interest in (Mr. Perens] proposes as an amendment to 

giving a vote, and in exercising the power of || that his substitute, which is an amendment 

my voice for the protection of their industries, || jy the second degree. If the amendment of 

as I would in the protection of my own con- |! the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Perers] be 

stituents. i voted down, another amendment can be offered 

Now, why should we strike down this lum- |} to perfect the substitute of the gentleman from 
ber interest in Maine? It is to some extent Maine, Mr. [Lyncu. ] ? 
an agricultural interest, because the lumber ‘The question being taken on the substitute 
is the property of the farmer. What have || offered by Mr. Perers. there were—ayes 84 
you done by your tariff to protect the interests || noes 44. ; ie ail , We 
of the farmer in any section of the country ? Mr. KERR called for tellers. 

I hold in my hand the New York Tribune, said Tellers were not ordered. 

to be the ~— of the protectionists - this | So the substitute of Mr. Perers for the 
country. suppose its utterances will have . . 'NCH W2S agree | 
more Seabhenanes just now for the reason that ere eee, LeeE ee arnt te 
one of the Republican candidates for the 
Presidency of the United States was until yes- || 
terday its editor. It says in the beginning of 
an article ‘‘ Our tariff is eminently a farmer’s || from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its 
tariff.’’ ‘*A farmer’s tariff!’’ Sir, I chal- | clerks, announced that the Senate had agreed | 
lege gentlemen on either side of the House to || to the report of the committee of conference 
show me wherein it isa farmer’s tariff. ‘The || on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on || 


May I offer an amendment at 





MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 1] 





The committee rose informally; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, a message || 


a 


average of duties upon the products of the Li the bill (H. B. No. 1654) making appropria- || 
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years, and for other purposes. 


the following titles: 
city of Buffalo, New York, to construct a tun- 


nel under Niagara river, and to erect and 
maintain an inlet pier therefrom forthe pur- 


| stumpage on pine in Canada is forty cents, and 











ions to supply deficiencies in the appropria- 
ions for the service of the Government for the 
iscal year ending June 30, 1872, and for former 


The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had insisted on its amendments, disagreed 
o by the House, to the bill (H. R. No. 1191) 
naking appropriations for the naval service 
or the year ending June 30, 1873, and for 
ther purposes; had disagreed to the amend- 
nents of the House to other amendments of 
he Senate ; had agreed to the conference asked 
y the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
wo Houses, and had appointed as conferees 
on the part of the Senate, Mr. Coie, Mr. Cra- 
sin, and Mr. Srockron. 

lhe message also announced that the Sen- 
ute had passed, without amendment, bills of 


An act (H. R. No. 1958) to authorize the 


pose of supplying the city of Buffalo with 
pure water ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2093) to grant an Amer- 
ican register to the Hawaian bark Florence ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2313) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge over the tide-water 
of Dunstan river, in the State of Maine; and 

Anact(H. RK. No. 2341) toallow the pleasure- 
vacht Red Hot to take the name of Addie 
Parker, and be registered under that name. 

TARIFF, 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I move to insert ‘‘ ex- 
cept on lumber used in ship-building and for 
fencing.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox] has given notice of his 
intention to offer such an amendment, and it 
has been held in abeyance in compliance with 
a suggestion of theChair. The Clerk will read 
the amendment of the gentleman from New 
York. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, A\l lumber used in fencing, ship-build- 


ing, and buildings of all kinds, shall beexempt from 
duty. 


Mr. DAWES. 
on the free list? 

Mr. BURCHARD. Mr. Chairman, I would 
not wish to discuss this question any further 
if it were not for the fact that the remarks of 
gentlemen here seem to be somewhat of a 
personal character. So faras anything | have 
done or said on this floor, | have endeavored 
not to permit personal feelings to interfere 
with my convictions of duty. Insubmitting a 
proposition to reduce the duty on lumber, i 
have felt no desire to make any personal raid 
on any member or any interest or any industry 
of the country. 

‘The admissions of the Representatives of 
Michigan have in some degree, if not in this 
Louse, elsewhere, influenced my judgment as 
to the rate and necessity fora duty. I willsend 
to the Clerk’s desk the testimony of a gentle- 
man whose statements I have here. | think 
they are entitled to great weight from the fact 
that he is one of the representatives of this very 
lumber interest. Mr. Ferry, of Michigan, 
states thatthe duty on lumber should be main 
tained on account of the greater cost of stump- 
age in Michigan. ‘This is for the interest of 
eastern capitalists and land-owners, rather than 
for the laborers in the lumber States. ‘The 
benefit inures to men who own the pine lands, 
and not to the lumbermen. It is to the inter 
est, not of the lumbermen, but of the cap 
talists, that the duty should be high on the 
Canadian lumber. 

Mr. Ferry tells us that there is a great dif- 
ference in the stumpage. He states that the 


Why do you want to put this 


in the States it averages about three dollars 
and a half. It is a question of stumpage, 
therefore, and not a question of protectiou. | 
ask the Clerk to read. 


3464 


The Clerk read as follows: 

“Mr. Fenry, of Michigan. I presume the Senator 
wantsto slate this ease fairly. As it is a fact that 
thi impage on pine in Canada is forty cents, and 
in the States the average about three dollars and 
fifty cents, would he by the removal of the duty of 
twe dollars a thousand on Canadian lumber place 
the manufacturers of Michigan aud Wisconsin at a 
disadvantage in the market?” 


Mr. PETHRS, 
that the gentleman from Lllinois is quoting 
from the debates of the Senate. 

Mr. BURCHAKRD. 1 do not state where 
that was uttered. 
Mr. HOAR. 

This is manifestly an invasion of the rule, 
Ir. BURCHARD. 1 do not state where it 


occurre d, 


| make the pout of order 


lhe CHAIRMAN, The Chair overrules 
the point of order, 
Mr. BURCHARD, When I read that it 


convinced me that a reduction of duty ought 
1o take place. 
ot duty on lumber is only to keep up the price 
the lumber-owners ask for the 
stands forests. 
may be mude without uffeoting labor at all. 

ihe gentleman says it costs three dollars a 
thousand to plane and tongue and groove lum- 
ber, and therefore the additional duty should 
be $2 60 a thousand. 
when he says it costs any such price. Lam 
assured by lumbermen who understand the 
manufacture that it does not cost more than 
two dollars and fifty cents. He puts it at three 
dollars, which would give a duty of nearly a 
hundred per cent. on the additional deloc. 
The point is not whether it is better timber. 
The sume timber can be brought in. Gentle- 
men say this is lumber of a better quality and 
greater Value; it is clear lumber. But lum- 
ber of the best quality could be brought in 
at oue dollar per thousand duty, unplaned, 
while if planed at a cost of not exceeding two 
dollars or two dollars and fifty cents per thou- 
sand the duty is doubled and trebled. 1 do 
not Oppose discriminations in adjusting the 
rates, but I object to such unreasonable and 
excessive protection as this would give. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairinan, [am not com- 
mitted by my amendment to any proposition 
offered either by the majority or the minority 
in the Committee of Ways and Means,’ | am 
not committed to any horizontal tariff, and | 
have the right whenever an item comes up 
here to make my own amendment, notin the 
interest of any class of men, but of the peo- 
ple. And that is our duty here. There are 
not more than one hundred thousand men en- 
gaged in the lumber interest. My honorable 
triend from Qhio| Mr.Cameseit] would give the 
soldiers who came from Michigan and Maine, 
the men who fought so nobly and well, not 


in ihe 


only bounties, and pensions, and lands, but | 


here. | 
1] 


he would also give them something 
That is a new sort of argument it seems to 
me for the purpose of carrying out free-trade 
opinions, or even tariff notions. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman allow | 


me to ask him a question? 

Mr. COX. Certainly. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will he please explain 
to the committee the reason why iron should 
be protected fifty per cent. and lumber only 
ten per cent, ? 

Mr. COX. I cannot do that just now. I 
have already referred to that in the general 
debate. | was much struck by the astuteness 
of my friend from Maine [Mr. Perers] in 
arguing this question. He said, ‘‘ We would 
not ask this high tariff on lumber were it not 
that there is such a high tariff on cotton and 


on iron, and on other articles; so that we must | 


all take something, that we may all be pro- 
tected one with the other; if we are to raise 
the revenue by the tariff, let it be by a fair, 
square tariff, and not by a tariff which dis- 
criminates in favor of one set of men against 
another.’’ Now, fifty thousand lumbermena 


— 


| insist on the point of order. 


umber as it | 
lt is evident reduction | 


| think he is mistaken | 








are not the forty million people of the United 
States. We have all fought for the country 
in One sense or another. 
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| 


But the gentleman from Maine, (Mr. Frye,] | 


who spoke so eloquently a short time ago, 
said, ‘*We do not want to encourage the 
labor across the border; they only pay the 
lumbermen there $1 26; and they are a mean 
set of men anyhow.’’ And yet he thanked 
God that these men were eoming to Maine. 

Mr. PETERS. They will be improved by 
coming to us. 

Mr. COX. I ktiow they will be improved 
by association with my friend from Maine, 
as | know that | have improved since I have 
been with him in this House. 
[ want to make is, that if wages across the 
border are $1 25 in gold, and on this side 


| two dollars in currency, they can bay more of 


lo keep up the present rate |) 


the real necessities of life with $1 25 in gold 
than you can buy with your two dollais in 
paper. That is where the trouble is. 
showed the other day in addressing the House 
on the Clyde, in Scotland, with the same hours 
of labor, workmen can buy more of the neces- 
saries of life than in this country—more of all 
the articles which euter into the consumption 
of every family. 

Mr. CONGER,. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. COX. LI have just about finished, and 
my time is almost exhausted. 

Mr. CONGER. | would ask the gentleman 


| why should we not be allowed to go across the 


border and buy these things as cheaply as the 
laborers there do? 

Mr. COX. ‘The gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. Conger] knows that 1 am opposed to 
all these tariffs which protect. I believe that 
every load of lumber which comes by car or 


_ship, bears on it a label of good will. I 


believe that free trade, whether with the peo- 
ple across the border or between nations, is 


| the shuttle in the loom that makes concord 


and prosperity among the nations of the earth, 
Mr. CAMPBELL, I desire to ask the 
gentleman a question. What sort of tariff 


| 18 that which does not protect to the extent 


of the duty it imposes? If it is only a tariff 


of ten per cent., is it not @ protective tariff ? 


Mr. COX. I have not a half minute left, 


and | cannot go into that question with the 
gentleman. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


I should think not. 
Debate is exhausted 


| on the pending amendment. 





Mr. FARNSWORTH. I ask the gentle- 
mau from New York [Mr. Cox] to withdraw 
it that I may renew it. 

Mr. COX. I desire to lave a vote on my 
amendment. The gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Hererorp] also asks me to with- 


| draw the amendment, that he may renew it, 


} 





and | cannot yield to both gentlemen. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. If I renew it the 
gentleman from West Virginia { Mr. Hergrorp} 
can also speak to it. 

Mr. COX. Then I withdraw the amend- 
ment, that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr 
Farnsworth] may renew it. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Lrenew the amend- 
ment. Mr. Chairman, I do not feel any per- 
sonal interest in this matter of lumber. My 
constituents are no more interested than the 
constituents of other gentlemen around me, 
My constituents are no more interested in the 
price of lumber than are the people of Con- 
necticut, or the people of portions of New 
York, or of large portions of Pennsylvania and 
Indiana and other States. They are no more 
interested in this than are the constituents of 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Campse t, ] 
who is in favor of this high duty on lumber. 
My constituents are not so much interested in 
the subject as the constituents of some of my 
colleagues from my own State. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Campseit] 
agrees with gentlemen from Maine because he 
says that we should put lumber upoa the wme 


But the point | 


As || 








a 


dead level as the other articles upon which we 
have made reductions of ten per cent. Well, 
Mr. Chairman, that is only in the line of this 
agreement, this ring, this arrangement, and 
by the same arrangement the gentlemen from 
Maine dare not vote for free coal or for cheap 
coal. Why? Because if they do the high 
coal men will vote for cheap lumber. On the 
same principle the gentlemen who reptesent 
the salt interest do not dare vote for cheap 
lumber, because if they do they dislodge the 
high-tariff lumbermen, and they will turn 
round and vote for cheap salt; and so it goes 
all around. You go to men of the South, the 
interest of whose constituents is clearly and 
directly in favor of reducing the tariff on some 
of these articles, and you will fix them up 


| and induce them to vote even to the prejudice 


of their constituents, and get them into the 
same ring. 

Gentlemen talk about the lumbermen, and 
the gentleman from Ohio talks about the patri- 
otusui of the soldiers of the lumber interest. 
Why, sit, a high tariff upon lumber does not 
affect the men who chop the wood, does not 
affect the men who run the mills. Reducing 
this to ten per cent., or putting it up to twenty 
per cent., does notaffect in the least these men 
who do the labor; it affects the men up in 
Wisconsin or Michigan who have purchased 
their hundreds of thousands of acres of pine 
lands; it affects the men up in Maine who 
have got a large domain of timber; it affects 
them, and we must put up the tariff on this 
article, not for the purpose of putting motiey 
into the pockets of the men who do the labor, 
not for the purpose of putting money into the 
Treasury, but for the purpose of putting inoner 
into the pockets of those who have large do- 
mains covered with timber. These are the 
only men who are benefited by it. 

‘There would not be the slightest appreciable 
difference in the wages of the men who work 
in the lumber districts. ‘The difference is 
simply in the value of the timber. Why, sir, 
there are lands in Michigan which but a few 
years ago went begging at twenty cents an 
acre, which are now wotth fifty to a hundred 
dollars an acre. Who owns them? The sol- 
diers? No, sir; it is the capitalists who live 
in the cities, and who are able to go and pur- 
chase large bodies of land because of the tariff; 
and, sir, the T'reasury gets but a million and 
a half from the tariff on lumber. 

Mr. PHTERS. Because the duty is too low. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. No, sir; if the duty 
was very low they would import more; but 
they do not. Our Treasury gets scarcely any- 
thing. Why, sir, the cost of manufacturing 
lumber does not exceed from five to seven 
dollars # thousand; and when there is twenty 
per cent. duty on the value of the timber your 
‘Treasury gets nothing, the poor tia gets noth- 
ing ; but the manufacturer who uses wood, every 
man in the United States who builds a house 
or any other building, every man who uses a 
wagon is affected by this boutity which we are 
required to pay to the men who own the tim- 
ber lands. That is the effect of the high tariff 
on lumber. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PETERS. I oppose the amendment, 
and | will only take a moment. I wish toask 
the House whether twemty per cent. is a high 
rate, and whether the gentlemati from Lilinois 
exclaiming and repeating and vociferating that 
it is, makes it a high-tariff duty. I bay, sir, 
that twenty pet cent. is a low-tariff duty, The 
average of the duties proposed is about forty- 
seven per cetit. | presume there is hardly a 
dutiable article imported but what pays over 
twenty percent. ‘There are very few that pay 
ten per cent., some few that pay twenty, but 
inost of the datiable goods pay more than 
twenty per cent. Sir, it is a low tariff; it is 
no more than a mére revenue tariff; it has 
10 tendency to prevent the provincials from 
supplying our market with all the lumber they 
have to spare from their production alter sup: 
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plying their own consumption. And we pro- 
pose to cut down an already low duty, making 
it only eighteen per cent. instead of twenty per 
cent. advalorem. The gentleman from lilinois 
{Mr. FarnsworrH] says that it is the owners 
of the land who will be affected by this. Sir, 
I deny it. I myself know better, 

The price of stumpage has been nearly uni- 
form in the State of Maine for the past twenty 
years, with scarcely any increase beyond the 


general rise in prices. How was it when we had | 


a treaty of reciprocity, under which the prov 
inces introduced their lumber free? Thestump- 
age was then as much in proportion to other 
prices as it is at the present time. Sir, I tell 
you that when distress is felt in this industry 
it first and principally falls most keenly upon 


the laborer, because he is thrown out of an || 


opportunity to labor, while the man who owns 
“the domain” 
from Illinois [Mr. Farnsworrn]} has *‘ the 
domain”’ 
keep him from suffering. Every gentleman 
knows that whenever any industry is struck 


down by temporary misfortune it strikes first || 
and most heavily the laborer, because he has | 


no surplus to support him. 

Now, I| wish to say in addition but one thing, 
and that is that lumber and all lamber mate- 
rials used in ship-building are already on the 
free list, and placed there two years ago. 
Therefore, that portion of the gentleman’s 
amendment is unnecessary, and the ether por- 
tion of his amendment is only a proposition 
in an indirect way to put lumber upon the free 
list. 

[ will yield the remainder of my time to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. Grirriri] 
if | have any left. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
amendment. 

Mr. HEREFORD. Irenew it. The logic 
of gentlemen on this floor who favor a high 
protective tariff is very strange to my mind. 
But the other day we heard gentlemen on the 
opposite side of the House say that we should 
have free salt, because it was a matter of uni- 
versal use. Now, to-day, the same gentlemen 
say they must have a high tariff on lumber, 
which is also of universal use, upon the boards 
and planks and laths and scantiings that shel- 
ter the poor from the pitiless storm. 

Where is your consistency? If salt should 
be made free, because it is of universal use and 
consumption, why should not lumber, if possi- 
ble of more universal use, be also free? Give 


The gentleman’s time 


I withdraw my 


the poor man free boards, free scantlings, and | 
free laths to shield his family from the falling | 


snow in the cold of winter. Give the poor 
man a cheaper plow, a cheaper wagon, and 
such articles as are of universal use. Yet to- 
day we hear those gentlemen say that you 
must have a high protective tariff upon the 
very lumber that is to shield the poor from 
cold and storm. 


rights, and that you want to put a high pro- 
tective tariff upon the lumber i 
shelter them and their children from the eold, 


and they will say, ‘‘God save us from such | 


friends.’’ 
Mr. LYNCH. 
of free coal? 
The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 


Mr. GRIFFITH. 


two modes of raising revenue 
and indirect taxation or tariff, 
defray the expenses of the Government. | 


have heard but one 


spoken of by the gentleman || 


and money and means enough to | 


Sir, go home and tell the 
common people that you are in favor of their 


that is to | 


Was the gentleman in favor | 
The gentleman’s time 


[ understand that under | 
the Constitution of our country we have but 
direct taxation, 
necessary to 


gentleman on this floor 
advocate direct taxation. and I believe there | 
are no others here in favor of that system. 
We then from necessity come back to the sys- 
tem of indirect taxation, or a tariff on imports. 
That has been the uniform policy of this Gov- 
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day. The wisdom of that course has been fully 
illustrated by the different revulsions that have 
come over this eountry daring the different 
| tariffs we have had, when low duties were 
imposed and finaneial and business revulsions 
and distress followed. If any gentleman will 
study the history of his country carefully he 
will draw from that history the most conclu- 


|| sive argument in favor of encouraging home 


industry. The gentleman from New York [{ Mr. 
Cox] has spoken of the condition of England. 
We ate told how much more of the necessa- 
ries of life the poor man ean purchase in a 
|| foreign country, for a given sum, than he can 
| in the United States. Sir, on that one simple 

circumstance, the greater purchasing power 
| of money in Kurope than in this country, is 
based one of the strongest arguments for pro- 
teeting labor here. We are told, ‘* Give the 
poor man cheap fuel, cheap food, cheap lum- 
ber, cheap clothing, cheap everything.’’ Now, 
what has the poor man to give in exchange for 
his fuel, bis clothing, and the other necessaries 
| of lite? Has he anything to give besides his 
labor? Has he anything bat his daily toil? 
Has he anything but the product of his hands ? 
And will you destroy the purchasing power of 
his labor? Will you destroy the market for 
that labor, so that the poor man shall not have 
wherewith to buy food, or lumber, or clothing, 
or fuel, at any price? 1 say no; emphatic- 
ally no. 

I say, Mr. Chairman, thata protective tariff 
is altogether in the interest of labor. You 
may analyze it as you choose; you may take 
the products of the farm, the forest, the fur- 
nace, the forge, or the mill; und | say that 
the man who proposes to reduce the tariff 
strikes at the interest of the laboring man, 
diminishes his meaus of supplying himself and 
family with the necessaries and comforts of 
life, and thereby inflicts upon him a great 
injury, a grievous wrong, and the laboring 
men of this country understand it. 

Tell me, Mr. Chairman, how many petitions 


States against the tariff? Not one; but thou- 
sands in favor of it, and yet we have gentlemen 
here professing all the time to speak in the 
interest of labor and the laboring men, and 
advocating free trade. Yet whenever the 
laboring men speak for themselves, as they 
have in their petitions presented to Congress, 
they say, ** Give us the tariff; protection to our 
industry; to our labor.’’ Gentlemen assuming 
to speak here for the laboring menu do so 
without authority when they urge us to strike 
down the tariff and admit foreign articles— 
goods, wares, and merchandise—com posed, as 
they are almost entirely, of foreign labor, duty 
free; thus destroying and degrading American 
labor and driving it out of market; thus 
depriving the poor man of the only means of 
supporting himself and family. Talk to him 
about cheap lamber, cheap fuel, cheap cloth- 
ing, and cheap food, and then deprive him of 
the only means he has of purchasing these 
nece price, however cheap! 
What the poor man, the Jaboring man needs 
aud must have is pletty of work at fair and 
remunerative prices; and this can only be 
secured to him by encouraging and diversify- 
ing, enlarging and developing American 
industry, and then he will take care of him- 
self. | assure you] am in favor of protecting 
the lumber business because it is protecting 
and encouraging American industry, Amer- 
ican labor, 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr, HAY rose. 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate is exhausted on 
the pending amendment, 

Mr HERKPORD. I withdraw my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HAY. I will renew it. 

Mr. DAWES. I object to the withdrawal 
ofthe amendment. 1 wish to be understood 
as objecting to the withdrawal of any amend- 


ssa ies at any 


ernment trom its organization to the present || ment hereatter. 


have we had from laboring men of the United | 











Mr. FARNSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, is 
if not mm order to amend the original text? ¥ 








the CHAIRMAN. It is. a 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move then to } 
amend the original text by striking out “* five’’ i 
and inserting *‘ten.’’ Lyield to my colleague, ' 

| [ Mr. Hay. ] 


Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
who has just taken his seat [Mr. Guirrirn] 
spoke of nobody here being in favor of direct 
taxation. Now, sir, with the limited opper- 

| tanity allowed us here for debate on the prop 
ositions coming before us, there is no tine to 
be given to the discussion of abstract prinei- 
ples or theories. We are now speaking with 
reference to the present duty of tweuty per 
cent. upon lumber. [lam perfeetly sarprised 
that gentlemen from Maine should stand up 
here and advocate that all duties upon salt 
be removed, and at the same time ask that a 
duty of twenty per cent. be continued upon 
|| the article of lumber. 1 can see no reason or 
consisteney in any such position. There is 
|| scarcely anything of more universal use in 
this country than lumber. Every man who 
|| needs shelteris a consamer of lumber. Indeed, 
|| Mr. Chairman, it is hard to coneeive of any 
thing more universally used than lumber. If 
I could have my way | would make it free. 
All | can do now is to insist that we shall 
| place the present duty upon lumber as near o 
revenue basis as possible. 

Mr. Chairman, this whole question on the 

duty of lumber was up in diseassion in the 
|| other end of the Capitol. Senators represent 
ing lumber-producing States defended that 
iriterest as it has been defended here to-day, 
und one of them had the boldness to state 
before the Senate that if the duty were re 
|| moved it would cost the people of the United 
|| States $20,000,000. When ealled upon to 
state how it would cost the people of the Uni- 
ted States $20,000,000, the admission was 
|| made that the daty paid into the Treasury on 
lumber imported is only $1,500,000. So, 
then, of the duty on this article of lamber 
only $1,500,000 is paid by the great body of 
consumers into the Treasary of the United 
States, while the remaining $18,500,000 of 
| the $20,000,000 spoken of goes into the en 
|| hanced price to these lambermen. ‘This 
enhaneed price goes nearly all to the benetir 
|| of the rich eastern owners of these forests. 
Do gentlemen on this floor know to-day 
that four hundred thousand of their fellow 
citizens are engaged in the manufacture of 
articles from wood? 


Kvery one engaged in 
these manufactures is interested to-day to see 
this duty taken off of lumber. They are not 
here crowding the lobbies, forcing their way 
into the Ways and Means Committee, asking 
that duties shall be imposed for their benefit 
They know full well the manufactures in which 
they-are engaged can derive no protection by 
the imposition of these hgh duties. Livers 
one of them engaged in these manufactures 
from wood is interested in the removal of thi 
duty from lumber. All you derive in the way 
of revenue is $1,500,000 out of $20,000,000, 
and that shows it is as near a bounty as it can 

| well be made. 

Mr. Chairman, in conclusion I wish to say | 
shall vote here at all times to place the duty 
on lumber as near a revenue duty as possible. 
| believe it will be found—and the more every 
member here investigates it the more surely 
he will come to the same conclusion—that to 
the extent we reduce these high protective 
duties the greater will be the increase of rey 
enve. Every cent taken off of these high 
duties increases the revenue instead of reduc 
ing it, as we are constantly reminded will be 
the result. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KILLINGER. Mr. Chairman, | wish 
to oppose the amendment of the gentleman 
from Wlinois, [ Mr. Burcuann. } 
#11 SUCH PrOPOSILIONS; Mute 1 Budli UO BU Ol 

|, the broad principle tuat it is my duty as a pro 
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tectionist to protect the industry of Maine, of 
the laboring men who labor in the forests of 
Maine, equally with the industry of my own 
State. What I wish specially to call attention 
fo in this connection is the strange anomaly 
which the delegation from Maine presents on 

Some of for free salt 
and free coal. They bring in propositions to 
let coal in duty free. ‘They bring in proposi- 
tions to let salt in free. Yet both salt and 
coal represent more than ninety per cent. of 
labor. And while they do this in reference to 
coal and salt, they come here and ask us whoare 


this question them are 


earnest and consistent friends of protection to | 
stand by them to protect the products of their | 


forests, to protect the lumber dressed in the | 
State of Maine. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am going to support 
the proposition to legislate in favor of the 


American laborer rather than the laborer of 
Nova Seotia. I believe in the American 
ystem, which is to build up American indus- 
try atthe « of foreign industry. If I 
thought with the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
FARNSWORTH | that it was a log-rolling system, 
I would say | approve it entirely. Unfortun- 
ately some members seek only protection for 
their section, and do not act from broad, com- 
prehensive principle on this question. 

‘This isa large country, of diversified inter- 
ests, of different climates, of varied pursuits. 
We have coal, we have iron, we have lumber, 
and we have many other productions. In 
order to protect the great industries 
in their production and manufacture we must 
protect them against foreign competition. We 
are justified in doing so to stand together. Our 
identical, and, looking to the 
the whole country, | am for 
them all. I regret gentlemen 
New England do not act consistently, 
and stand together with us. I should prefer 
to see them here acting upon principle, rather 
than 
selfish interest. I 
for protecting the lumber 
affects their people, 
but | would prefer to see them in favor of pro- 
tecting every branch of American industry, It 
is Only by sustaining the great principle that 
underlies this sort of legislation that we can 


Apense 


interests are 
P rospe rity of | 
maintaining 

from 


interest because it 


justils many of these duties. We are not self- 
ish nor exclusive in my State in maintaining 
our positions, and we think we have a right 


Maine to stand here- 
protecuve principle in all its 


to ask our friends from 
alter by the 
arts, 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DAWES. I hope the debate will now 
be closed, 

Mr. COBURN. 
and I renew it, 

I move that the debate be 
gentleman from Indiana has 


the amendment, 

Mr. PETERS. 
closed after the 
been heard. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
gentleman trom Indiana 
heard. 

Mr. DAWES. Very well; then let the debate 
be closed after the speech of the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. COBURN. Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ki_iinGer] has 
been arguing in favor of continuing the tariff at 
ahigh rate upon lumber, upon the ground that it 
afforded protection to American industry. It 
strikes me that if the gentleman had thought 
very long upon the subject he would have come 
to the conclusion that if we have a protective 
tariff that will keep out the lumber sawed in 
foreign countries, 


That is right; the 
has not yet been 


protect. Lf 
dustry of manufacturing lumber | would put on 
a probibitory tariff. Why do I say that? The 
amount of forest in this country is limited. 
You may go out from this point westward, and 


when you strike the Wabash river there is not || 
avy timber worth talking about from there to jl 





involved || 


see them actuated merely by local and | 
would not see them vote | 


and against all others; | 


The gentleman withdraws | 





in a short time we will have | 
no lumber industry whateverin this country to | 
i wanted effectually to ruin the in- | 
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the tops of the Sierra Nevada mountains ; no 
pine lumber, no hard wood. Why, sir, I live 
in a State which had the finest oak, walnut, 
and poplar forests in America. 

We had vast amounts of heavy forests of 
hard-wood lumber, and we have stripped it 
almost all off. It has been burned up, de- 
stroyed, sawed, and the lumber interests of 
Indiana and Ohio are worth very little now. 
Why is this? Itis because for years, not hav- 
ing a supply from abroad, we have cleared it 
off our farms and used our lumber sawed near 
home. Our only supply from a distance came 
after the construction of railroads, made to 
the pineries of Michigan and Wisconsin. 
Most of the building lumber we now use in 
all of the western States is procured from the 
pineries of Wisconsin and Michigan. And 
the price is going up and up all the time, and 
those forests in a short time, like our own, will 
be cleared off. I speak in the interest of 
American industry and of the protection of 
the laboring men of our country, and of the 
poor men, when I say that 1 would throw 
down the tariff on lumber and let it in from 
Canada, where they have inexhaustible forests, 
without any limit whatever. 

I hope that if we cannot do so now, we 
shall within a very few years adopt a policy 
which will preserve our forests. How many 


| days ago was it, sir, that we had here before 


us day after day, and were gravely considering 
a proposition to force men to set out trees, 
and to compel the protection of our forests? 
If the attention of the country has been called 
to anything in connection with this matter 
more than another lately, it has been to the 
enormous destruction and waste of our for- 
ests. They are swiltly melting away, and 
soon we must go abroad for lumber. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Will the gentleman yield 
to me for a question? 

Mr. COBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. How does 


the gentleman 


| expect to protect American labor by bringing || 


in lumber from Canada? 

Mr. COBURN. ‘The labor thatis expended 
on the sawing of lumber is not the whole 
labor connected with lumber. ‘Tens of thou- 
sands of hands in this country are employed 
in the making of furniture, the building of 


of bridges, and in the construction of myriads 
of articles out of lumber, besides those that 
are employed in saw-mills. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. GrirrirH] stands by 
the men employed in the saw-milis, and | 
stand by every other laboring man in 
country. ‘The saw-mill year after year is 
rapidly wiping out our noble forests and soon 
we shall have none to which to resort. 
mills and forests will disappear. 


| hope to see the day when we will have | 
instead of any duty upon it, and | 


lumber free, 
then we will have a better protection upon all 


the branches of industry interested in this || 


matter than we ever had before. I withdraw 
the amendment. 

The question 
amendment, 
as amended the following: 

Provided, That all lumber used in fencing, ship- 
building, or building of any kind shall be exempt 
from duty. 

The question was put; and the amendment 
was disagreed to—ayes 45, noes §1. 


recurred upon Mr. Cox’s 


The question recurred upon Mr. Lyncu’s | 


substitute, as amended by Mr. Perers’ amend- 
ment, which was as follows: 
That on all lumber and manufactures of lumber 


the duty shall be ninety per cent. of the existing 
duties. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move to amend | 
that by adding ‘‘ except upon pine lumber, the 
duty upon which shall be one dollar per thou- | 


| sand feet.’’ 


The question was put; 
was disagreed to—ayes 40, noes 82. 


Mr, FARNSWORTH. I movetoadd “ ex- 





| one. 








| eral par graphs as one. 
| to going back? 


; ' ire, : q | what he 
houses, in the erection of mills, in the making || 


the | 


Both | 


| isfied that thirty or forty per cent. 
|| bagging? 


to add to Mr. Lyncu’s substitute | 


| not debatable. 


|| in the House. 


and the amendment | 
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| cept spruce lumber, which shall be admitted 


free.”’ 


The amendment was rejected. 

The question recurred upon Mr. Lyncn’s 
substitute for the original paragraph of the 
bill as amended; and being put, there were— 
ayes 84. noeg 41. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I call for tellers, 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. Farnsworrn 
and Mr. Perers were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 77, noes 49. 

So the substitute was agreed to. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. I now ask unanimous 
consent to go back to the last paragraph but 
I move to amend it by striking out in 
lines twenty-eight, twenty-nine, and thirty the 
words ‘‘excepting such as may be suitable for 


| use as bagging for covering cotton, or for the 
| uses to which such bagging is applied ;’’ so 


_ the paragraph will read: 


c. 3. On all burlaps, and like manufactures of 
Ph jute, or hemp, or of which flax, jute, or hemp 
shall be the component material of chief value, 
thirty per cent. ad valorem ; onall oil-cloth founda- 
tions or floor-cloth canvas, made of flax, jute, or 
hemp, or of which flax, jute, or hemp shall be the 
component material of chief value, forty per cent. 
ad valorem; on all bags, cotton bags, and bagging, 
and all other like manufactures, not herein other- 
wise provided tor, and not suitable for use as bag- 
ging for covering cotton, composed wholly or in 
part of flax, hemp, jute, guuny-cloth, gunny-bags, 
or other material, torty per cent. ad valorem. 


I want to state the fact that I was on my 
feet ready to offer that amendment when the 
paragraph was passed. 

Mr. KERR. I object to going back. 

Mr. DAWES. I think it but fair that the 
gentleman should be permitted to go back. 

Mr. PERCE. I appeal to gentlemen to 
allow us to go back. I had an amendment 


| prepared to this part of the bill, but was mis- 
| led because the sections are not divided and 


numbered in the printed bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair would state 
that the gentleman from Alabama stated 
the time that he supposed he was still acting 
under the order of the House by which the 
Committee of the Whole was to consider sev- 
Is there any objection 


Mr. FARNSWOR TH. 
wants? 


Mr. DAWES 


I would like to know 


The Chair told the gentle- 


_man from Alabama that after the lumber para- 


graph was through he would admit his amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. No, the Chair informed 
the gentleman from Alabama that he would 
give him the opportunity to ask what he has 
now asked, unanimous consent to offer his 
amendment. 

Mr. BECK. TI object. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. Is not the gentleman sat- 
is on his 


Mr. BECK. Iam satisfied that it is not six. 
Mr. BUCKLEY. It is sixty-one and a 


| fourth per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. PERCE. 


L move that the committee 


| rise, that the House may direct the committee 
| to go back to this section. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The motion to rise is 
The Chair would inform the 
gentleman that most likely the Speaker will 
rule that such a motion cannot be entertain d 
That is a mere guess on the 
part of the chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole. He does not know what the Speaker 
would decide. 

Mr. PERCE. Spe 
to make that ruling, 
motion. 

The question was put; and there were—ayes 
| 29, noes 93. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On insulators made of earthenware, or other 
| materials, except glass, for use exclusively in tele- 
graphy, twenty-five per cent. ad valorem, 


Mr. KELLEY. I move to amend that 


Then I will allowthe Speaker 
and I insist on my 











- 





: 
i 


ae ie te 


} oe 











1872. 


paragraph by striking out the words ‘‘ or other 
materials, except glass,’’ so as to make the 
section read, ‘‘on insulators made of earth 

enware, for use exclusively in telegraphy, 
twenty-five per cent. ad valorem.’’ I make 
that motion because it was brought to the at- 
tention of the Committee of Ways and Means 
that a new insulator made of earthenware had 
been nvented, which is not manufactured in 
this country, on which a duty is laid; but the 
clause, ‘‘or other materials, except glass.’’ is 
inexplicable. We do not know what it will 
admit; we do not know what they may be 
made of; we donot know but what there may 
be some new forms of insulators. Therefore, 
as no gentleman on this floor knows what the 
words mean, I move to strike them out. 

Mr. DAWES. I want to reach the same 
end as the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. 
Keiiey.}] if | remember aright, the difficulty 
in fixing the rate of duty upon this particular 
insulator is because we could not tell exactly 
what it is made of. It is made partly of earth- 
enware, and parily of something else. 

Mr. KELLEY. ‘The earthenware one is 
clear enough; but the other, we do not know 
what it is. 

Mr. DAWES. I would suggest the substi- 
tution of this phraseology: ‘‘ made in whole or 
in part of earthenware.’’ I dislike to put any 
knowledge I have upon this subject against 
that of the geutleman from Pennsylvania, | Mr. 
KeLLey,] but | certainly understood that the 
diticulty about this particular case was that 
this insulator was made of a compound partly 
of earthenware. 

Mr. KELLEY. The insulator brought to 
the committee-room was an insulator of earth- 
enware, and I think that ought to be admitted 
under this duty. But to put in the words 
‘wade of earthenware or other materials’’ is 
to open a door for the admission of what no 
gentleman on this floor can foretell. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not Oppose the amend- 
ment, but | do not think it covers the case. 

Mr. KELLEY. I think it does cover the 
case; | mean it to do so 

Mr. STEVENSON. What would be the 
rate of duty without this paragraph ? 

Mr. KELLIY. L think it would be some- 
thing \ike double the rate proposed here. it 
is a reduction of the duty to admit of an 
improved insulator ; and that L approve of. 
It affects no American industry; but I do not 
want to open a door by which anything, | do 
not know what, may be imported at twenty- 
five per cent. ad valorem. 

The question was then taken upon the 
ainendment moved by Mr. KeLLey; and upon 
a division there were—ayes 70, noes 51 

Betore the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. STORM ealied for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered ; there being twenty- 
ove in the affirmative; not one filth of a 
quorum. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BROOKS. I move to further amend 
the paragraph so that it will read, ‘‘on insu 
lators made of earthenware and other mate- 
rials, tur use exclusively in telegraphy, twenty- 
five per ceut. ad valorem.”’ I desire to say 
that | had hoped the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means [Mr. Dawes] would 
stand by his own bill. 

Mr. DAWES. 1 never was in such a fix, 
like the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Brooks, | that I thought Icould not improve 
upon myseli, 
such a shape as to carry out exactly what the 
committee meant. 

Mr. BROOKS. I never supposed the gen- 
tleman would get into such a fix that he would 
have to unfix himself on every item of the bili 
which he reported. 

Mr. DAWES. 1 never get into such a self 
gatisied condition that I thought I could not 
improve upoo myself, I will say that we had 
before us the president of the Western Union 

Telegraph Company. 
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i am striving to get this bill in | 


| 
| 
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Mr. BROOKS. I have not spoken on my 
amendment yet; but I will take the floor after 
the gentleman is through. 

Mr. DAWES. No; make vour speech now 
in support of your amendment. 

Mr. BROOKS. I did hope that in the 
matter of intelligence, in the circulation of 
knowledge, in electricity, in lightning, there 
would not be this effort to tax for some un- 
known purpose whatever instruments may be 
used for the diffusion of useful knowledge. 
This bill provides in this clause for aduty upon 
insulators used ‘* exclusively in telegraphy.”’ 
and for no other purpose. Suppose some 
insulator or other should be invented not made 
of earthenware; why should it not be ad 
mitted at twenty-five per eent. ad ralorem, if 
used exclusively for telegraphy? Is not that 
rate high enough? Is not that a suflicient 
tax upon the diffusion of knowledge by tele- 
graphy? 

Mr. DAWES. The Committee of Ways and 
Means had before them the president of the 
Western Union Telegraph Company, who ex- 
hibited a particular kind of insulator which he 
said the company was desirous of trying as an 
experiment. The Department could not tell 
exactly what rate of duty it should bear under 
the existing law, but had decided upon a rate 
which would render it impossible for the com- 
pany to import enough for au experiment. The 
company, therefore, asked through its presi- 
dent that the duty might be fixed at twenty 
five per cent.; and we all agreed to have it so. 

But [I do not know exactly what the insulator 
is made of. Itis my impression that it is made 
of a mixture of various materials, wherein con 
sists its peculiar character. But my experi- 
ence in the committee-room has taught me— 
it has not had that effect upon my associate, 
{Mr. Brooks |—that there are a good many 
people among importers who have a way of 
getting round the phraseology of our laws; 
aud | have become a little suspicious of them. 
Ihe effect I know has not been the same on 
my colleague on the committee; but such is 
the case with me. [cannot help it; it is my 
nature, I suppose. This is the reason why | 
acquiesced in the greater experience of my 
other colleague upon the committee, [Mr. 
KeLuey.| I hope | did not commit an un 
pardonable offense in the eyes of my friend 
from New York. I want to reach the same 
thing he does. I want to carry out the wish 
of the president of the Western Union Tele- 
graph Company.’ 

Mr. BROOKS. — I do not. 

he question being taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Brooks, it was not agreed to; there 
being—ayes twenty-three, noes not counted. 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. I move to amend 
by striking out in line forty-six the words 
‘‘made of earthenware.’’ ‘The reason why 

| this paragraph was put into the bill was that 
it was stated an invention had been made 
| abroad of insulators that resembled earthen- 
ware. Insulators of that class have not been 
used in this country by reason of the high cost, 
which is increased by the high duty. The 
telegraph company will probably try the 
experiment of using these insulators, if the 
duty be put down; but the company cannot 
say that the insulator is made of earthenware. 
They do not know of what it is made. If they 
knew how it is made they could make it in 
| this country. It isa fereign invention. ‘The 
phraseology reported in the bill was designed 
to cover this particularcase. If the insulator 
made abroad shall be found upon experiment 
to be successful, it will at once be made in 
this country. The effect of this rate of duty 
is simply to introduce a new article. 

Now, the phrase ‘‘or other materials’’ 
might in some cases lead to fraud, as my 
good friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Kevuey | 
suggests. But these articles, if imported, 
must be for use exclusively in telegraphing ; 
and how can there be any special opportaniiy 
for fraud? If we are not wiiling to give facil- 
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ities for experimenting with new articles, how 
are we ever to advance? 1| would prefer the 
form of phraseology as agreed to, I believe 
unanimously, by the committee. But since 
the amendment of the gentleman from Penn 
sylvania has been adopted the same result 
Will be reached if the phraseology be modified 
in accordance with my amendment, so as to 
provide for ‘‘insulators for use exclusively in 
telegraphing.”’ 

Mr. KELLEY. I agree with the gentleman 
whose amendment we are considering, and 
with his colleague, {Mr. Brooks, | in a desire 
to do all I can to promote cheap telegraphing 
Atthe same time I think the language of a 
tariff law ought to be precise. I heard the 
statement of my friend the president of the 
Western Union Company, and a more intelli- 
gent gentleman | do not know. He held be- 
tore us an earthenware insulator which he told 
us had come into use in England, which was 


| less liable to the effects of frost than glass, and 


which, owing to the slight development of the 
pottery trade in this country, was not produced 
here, nor likely to be produced. The article 
was a cheap, coarse article, and | agreed with 
the other members of the committee that the 
duty should be fixed at the low rate of twenty- 
five per cent. It is not to be tested in this 
country, for we were assured that it had been 
brought into general use in England. 

Now, sir, what I object to is that in doing a 
right and proper thing like this, you may insert 
in your bill phraseology which may be taken 
advantage of. The good Book tells us, at least 
if we accept Eeclesiasticus as part of it, ‘The 
merchant shall not keep himself from doing 
wrong, and the huckster shall not be free from 
sin;’’ and we have learned from the testimony 
taken betore the Committee of Ways and 
Means that there are many tricks known to 
the trade which we consider hardly reputable 
here. When we had the same duty on lead 
we have now Statuary was free, and whole 
cargoes of leaden Franklins and leaden Wash- 
ingtous came in, and they were claimed to 
come in as statuary, although thrown into 
boxes in such a manner that their noses looked 
like juvenile base-ball players flattened down 
Some wanted an ear, and some 
had the ears pressed out into all sorts of 
shapes. ‘The claim was made that they came 
in free because they were statuary, and not 
lead. Here it is provided that it may be of 
this article or other material. What other 
material? What is to prevent them from using 
any other kind of material which may be now 
subject to duty? 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. Does my friend 
from Pennsylvania know what material entered 
into the insulator exhibited before the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means? 

Mr. KELLEY. It was said to me that it 
was common earthenware. If it be true, as 
stated then, ecryolite enters into it; for the 
china made of cryolite is advertised as hot 
rressed stoneware. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. DAWES. Common earthenware pays 
but little duty. It is only twenty-five per cent 

The committee divided; and there were-- 
ayes 57, noes 10; no quorum voting. 

Mr. HOAR demanded tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objec- 
tion the amendment will be considered as 
adopted. 

Mr. DICKEY. 
voting. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
that fact. 

Mr. DICKEY. Then I insist on tellers. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. Kei_ey and 
Mr. E. H. Roserts were appointed. 

Phe committee again divided ; and the tellers 
ayes 80, noes 41. 


There was no quorum 


The Charr is aware of 


reported 
So the amendment of Mr. EK. H. 
was agreed to. 


Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. I move to insert 
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after the word ‘“‘telegraphy’’ the words ‘* ex 
cept those made of glass.’’ 

Che amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as 

On freestone, sandstone, gr 
TT monumental stone, 
cents per ton. 


follows: 


anite, and all building 
except marble, seventy-five 


Mr. UPSON. I move 1 trike that out. 
Under the existing tariff the duty on those 
articles is $150 perton. The duty is a mod- 
erate one, being not more than twenty per 
cent. ad valorem. It was imposed by the 
act of 1870, and has been in existence only 
two yeal It is peages ied to reduce it one 
haif; and | see no good reason why this 
discrimination should be made against this 
interest of Ohio, Virginia, and other States. 

Mr. KELLOGG. If the committee will 
listen to me for a moment they will be satis- 
fied this paragraph ought to be stricken out. 
In the first place il excepts marble from the 
reduction, The duty on other stone now is 
only seventecn per cent. on freestone and 


while on marble it is more 
Marble should be 
if any reduction is made, for 
ibject to a duty of over seventy 


twenty on granite, 
than three times 
reduced with it, 
that ia now 


per cent. 


a3 much, 


Two years ago the parties interested in this 
business went before the Committee of Ways 
and Means and asked for a duty of three dol- 
larsaton. The committee unanimously gave 
them two dollars. In the committee of con- 


ference afterward it was made $1 50, which 
is but seventeen per cent. ad valorem. This 
proposes to cut that down one 


yaragraph 
half leaving it with a duty less than nine per 
‘eut, That will allow an unjust competition 
between the industry engaged in this works 
across the line in Nova Scotiaand New Bruns 
wick with own. Their wages are from 
seventy five cents to one dollar and ten cents 
a day, while here they two to three 
dollars for dressing stone. Besides, they can 
get transportation to New York cheaper than 
we can get it down Connecticut river. 
The duty now stands at seventeen per cent., 
and | trust the committee will strike out this 
paragraph. 

lt singles out an interest, now subject to a 
very low duty, and proposes to strike it down 
by taking off one half of that duty. The 
wages of our own workmen must come down 
to a level with the workmen in Nova Scotia if 


our 


are from 


the 


the free-trade advocates on this floor destroy 
the little protection they have now. They 
may thank the majority of the Democratic 


members here if this protection is taken away 
from them. The cat in the meal-tub is this: 
that a company in New York city own quar- 
ries in Nova Scotia or New Brunswick, where 
they can get cheap labor, and they seek to 
take off this duty, and bring our own labor 
down to the same rate of wages. 

One of the leading and best-informed men 
in my district writes me as follows upon this 
subject 

‘This reduction of duty will most effectually erip- 
ple our business. The New 
Bootle quarsias are close to our doors, and the cost 
of freighting stone from their quarries to our 
Atlantic ports is but a little more than the costof 
freighting our products to the same ports. 
tor lubor in quarrying, from seventy cents to one 
dollar and ten cents per day; we pay from two dol- 
lars to three dollars per day for the same labor. 
Chey pay six dollars per ton for hay; we pay from 
thirty to thirty-five dollars per ton; (we use fifteen 
hundred tons of bay annually;) they pay no duties 


on their iron and steel; we use $10,000 worth an- 
nually, and, of course, pay duties. The taxes on 
the Portland quarries last year were over thirty 


thousand dollars; the taxes on the quarries in the 
British provinces are a mere trifle.’ 


The committee divided; 
ayes 55, noes 48; no quorum vot ing. 

Mr. BROOKS. Isthe subject open for deb: ate? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair appoints Mr. 
Brooks and Mr. Upson tellers. 

Mr. BROOKS. 1 am opposed to striking it 
out. I rise to debate the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee is di- 
viding. 


and there were— | 


Brunswick and Nova || 


They pay | 


Mr. BROOKS. I move to amend by strik- 
ing out ** freestone.’’ 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The committee is divid- 


ing, and debate is not in order. 

Mr. BROOKS. I do not desire to act asa 
teller until 1 know more of the position of the 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair appoints the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] as teller 
in place of the gentleman from New York, 
[ Mr. Brooks. } 

The committee again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 61, noes 71. 

So the motion to strike out the paragraph 


was not agreed to. 


| word. 


Mr. KELLOGG. I offer the following 
amendment to the pending paragraph : 


Strike out all after the word “ stone,”’ in line fifty, 
and insert **‘ ninety per cent. of the existing duties ;’’ 
so that it will read: 

On freestone, sandstone, granite, and all building 
or monumental stone, ninety per cent. of the exist- 
ing duties. 


I simply offer the amendment, and will not 


detain the committee with any further remarks | 


on the subject. 

Mr. BROOKS. I desire to say just one 
I hope the gentleman from Connecticut 
{Mr. Ke_Loce] will be content with this duty 
of seventy-live cents per ton as a protection to 
this interest in his district. We have not 
touched his cutlery. He is all right upon that. 
And we who live in New York, Philadelphia, 
and Albany, and the country surrounding 
those and other large cities, want the privilege 
of building our houses for the rich and for the 
poor with materials made as free as possible. 
i pat it to the gentleman that [ will not seek 
to interfere with his cutlery, if he will let my 


| poor people have stone not heavily taxed. I 


| would cheerfully concede what he asks. 


ask the committee not to lay a high tariff on 
stone. I think that it ought to be made free, 

Mr. KELLOGG. I will reply to the gen- 
tleman from New York in one word. if I 
supposed it would do the gentleman from New 
York or any of his neighbors one dollar's 
worth of good, without injury to otbers, [| 
But 
this paragraph is simply so much in favor of 
the cheap labor of Nova Scotia, and it will 
not make the stone one cent cheaper, but will 
enable them to break our business down, 
and then raise prices. There is now a duty 
of seventeen per cent., not more than one half 
what it should be. And there has been a 
sirike during last winter, as*some gentlemen 
here know, in my district, because the em- 
ployers were not able to pay the men the 
necessary wages they were entitled to, in their 
judgment, consistent with the profits of the 
business. It is no sufficient protection now, 
and it would afford no benefit to New York 
or auy other city to cut down this duty; for 
when vou destroy this business at home, the 


| Nova Scotia companies will have no compe- 
| tition, and will put up their prices. 


Mr. BROOKS, If cutting down the duty 
will not make the article any cheaper it would 
not hurt my friend; and why, then, does he 
resist it? 

Mr. RITCHIE. I object to this system of 
New York free trade that practically takes the 
interests of Nova Scotia under its wing. 


not understand, sir, why this discrimination 


_ should be made, why the marble palaces of 


New York should be protected, or why the 
capitalists of New York interested in New 
Brunswick and Nova Scotia quarries should be 
protected. I would like to see the principle 
of free trade applied equally or the principle of 
protection applied equally. And with that view 
| shall vote against this discrimination in favor 
of Nova Scoua, because | am for equal protec- 
tion upon coal, stone, and everything else. 

Mr. KILLINGER. 
doctrine. 

The question being taken on Mr. Ketioge’s 
amendment, there were—ayes 50, noes 81. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 


That is geod Greeley | 


I do | 


|| suffered to run to wasie. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


On coal-tar reduced, orasphalt, pitch, bitumen, or 
cement, manufactured from coal-tar orits residuum, 
one fourth of a cent per pound. 

Mr. BANKS. I offer the following amend 
ment to this paragraph : 

Strike out the words “‘one quarter of acent per 
pound” and insert in lieu thereof *’ ninety per cent. 
of the existing duty.” 

Mr. Chairman, the present duty on this 
article is twenty per cen!., amounting to about 
seventy-five cents atonu. Lhe duty proposed 
by the committee is $5 50 a ton, a very great 
increase. ‘The articles in this paragraph «re 
nota manufacture. ‘They are strictly speaking 
the result of manufacture. The reduction of 
coal for the purpose of making gas, leaves 
coal tar, and the distillation of coal tar for the 
purpose of getting certain oils, leaves the sub- 
stances enumerated here. These substances, 
then, strictly speaking, are not a manufacture 
but a residuum, a raw material. For several 
years no use was made of it. But of late years 
it has been applied to many uses which are of 
almost universal advantage. It is used in my 
own neighborhood in the manufacture of root: 
ing. It is used also for roads and walks. In 
most of the cities and prosperous towns of 


| New England a bounty is offered to citizens 


| avail themselves 


| labor of some thousands of workmen. 
| compete with the cheap labor of Europe, as 


who will use asphalt, bitumen, &c., in making 
sidewalks or roads, the cities and towns con- 
tributing as much for the improvement of their 
localities in this way as the individuals who 
of the bounty. 

Now, sir, there is enough coal-tar mad 
by the gas companies of this country to satisfy 
all the demands, and, sir, there never has been 
any importation of the article at all until very 
lately, when it appears a combination bas 
been made for the control of the coal-tar pro- 
duced in this country by which the price has 
been advanced something like one hundred 
per cent., and that has affordedan opportunity 
to bring in one or two cargoes of this material 
from abroad. It costs abroad from $3 25 to 
$3 75 aton, and the freight and other charges 
make the entire cost $5 59, so that the ex- 
penses of the importation make a protection 
of from one dollar and seventy cents to two 
dollars, with twenty per cent. duty. Now, if 
you increase the duties, as proposed here, to 
$5 60, you will make importation impossible, 
and it gives to a few individuals in this country 
a power to control the price of thearticle. Of 
course the committee cannot undertake to force 
in such a manner and for such a purpose such 
an increase of duty, and [ hope there will be 
general consent either that the old duty shall be 
retained, or that this article shall be included 
in the reduction of ten per cent. proposed by 
the committee. I move to strike out ‘‘ one 
fourth of one cent per pound ”’ on the articies 
mentioned in this paragraph, and insert in 
lieu thereof ‘* ninety per cent. of the present 


duties.’’ 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. What is the 


present duty? 


Mr. BANKS. Twenty per cent. 
Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairthan, the distilla- 


tion of coal-tar is a comparatively new and 
important branch of industry in this country, 
israpidly developing, and has sprung up ulinost 
wholly since the last general revision of the 
tariff. Ten years ago three fourths of the pro- 
duction of the gas-works of the country were 
To-day, fully three 
fourths of the coal-tar are consumed, employ 
ing over one miilion dollars of capital and the 
kt has to 


the average of wages paid in England 1s five 


dollars per week; average paid in this country, 


fifteen dollars. The cost of raw material in 


| England is at least filty per cent. less than id 


the United States. A large amount of coal is 
used in its manufacture, aud costs much more 
here than in Kurope. Iam informed by one 


} who has manufactured largely, that its pro 
|| ducts enter into the building, painting, glass- 
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making. roofing, paving, India-rubber, varnish- 
making. and malleable-iron manufactures, the 
preservation of wood, and many other promi- 
nent industries. ‘The principal demand, how- 
ever, is for the oils distilled from the coal-tar. 
they being in the proportion of one and a half 
gallons of light oil and eight gallons of heavy 
oil to the barrel of tar. The balance, twenty- 
eight gallons. is termed “‘ pitch,’’ ‘* bitumen,”’ 
or **cement.’’ The latter 1s not all consumed, 
but. on the other band, has accumulated in 
large quantities, a fair selling price for which 
has only been maintained by our manufacturers 
by carrying heavy stocks. 

The contract prices for coal-tar in the United 
States are from one hundred to two hundred per 
cent. higher than in England or on the conti- 
nent ; hence the cost of the products is higher. 
The oils meet with a comparatively ready sale 
in Europe, but here the ** pitch,’’ or * asphalt”’ 
as it is termed by many, has accumulated in 
immense quantities. In a recent visit to 
Europe this gentleman says he saw thousands 
of tous in Dublin, Glasgow. Edinburgh, New- 
castle-on- Tyne, Manchester, Liverpool, Lon- 
don, Paris. and other continental cities. It 
was offered to him then at sixteen shillings 
yer ton, and it is now quoted at thirteen shil 
Sa per ton, which is less than coal-tar costs 


in the tanks at the gas-works in this country. | 


‘The present duty is nominally twenty per cent. 
ad valorem, (** unenumerated articles.”’) It 


is asked by this bill that this be changed to || 


a specific duty, making the foreign ‘‘ asphalt’’ 
or ‘* pitch’’ cost as nearly as possible what it 
costs American manufacturers. A duty of one 
quarter of one cent per pound upon “ asphalt,’’ 
** itch,’ ‘* bitumen,’ ‘**cement,’? or ‘re- 
duced coul-tar,’’ will meet the matter, for by 
these terms the residuum from the distillation 
of coal-tar is knownin commerce. 

It is very clear that this duty asked for in 
this bill is right and justto the American man- 
ufac'urer. 
inthis bill unless it be a few importers, who 
desire it left off that they may realize large 
profits to the detriment of the large manufac- 
turing interests of the country now engaged in 
it as well to the injury of the working classes 
and consumers. Within a few months two 
cargoesof this ** pitech’’ or coal-tar ** asphalt ”’ 
from England have been landed in New York 
as ‘‘reduced coal-tar,’’ entering free of duty, 
and has already entered into competition with 
the American manufacture. 

I hope, Mr. Chairman, the duty proposed in 
this bul will pass, and this industry be pro- 
tected from large importations of the foreign 
production. 1| have two of these factories in 
my district, and if this duty is not imposed it 
will simply close them both and throw out of 
employment many hands, and destroy a new 
and important branch of American industry. 

Mr. BURCHAKD. I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out the last word. I 
believe the motion of tue gentleman from 
Massachusetts ought to prevail. I do not wish 
to occupy time, but I wiil simply say that this 
would be a very material increase of duty 
which was not inteuded to be made by the 
Committee of Ways and Means. I was not 
aware that it was agreed upon. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘The last remark of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois rather surprises me, as 
we had three or four hearings on this subject. 
Gentlemen confound asphalt with coal-tar. 
Coal-iar is just as free as water, abroad and 
here. Asphalt is a manufacture of coual-tar. 
it is one of the many results produced out of 
coal-tur—resulis from experiments in chemical 
Operations which have astonished the mechan- 
ical world. Out of it have come carbolic 
acid and aniline dyes in all the colors of the 
‘rainbow, and various other articles; and every 
year there ure great and material results of 
the labor upon this work. The committee do 
not propose to put any duty upon coal-tar, but 
to admit it us a raw material. It comes in 
free, but on the many results of coal-tar, for 


No one opposes the duty proposed || 


the sake of the labor performed on them here, 
for the sake of the result that here in this 
country as well as abroad, and here in compe- 
tition with those abroad, have been wrought 
out of coal-tar, they have put upon these 
manufactures a simple duty ot $1 25 per tou. 
Coal-tar, so far as this bill is concerned, or 
any desire of the committee is concerned, is 
free. ‘This does not interfere with coal-tar. 
In coal tar in this country there can be no 
| more monopoly than in the water which flows 
down the hill side. It runs waste in England, 
and is utilized in no way, while it can be 
brought here, and nobody would ever under- 
take the folly of attempting to make a monopoly 
of it. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I withdraw the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BANKS. I renew the amendment. I 
am not mistaken in this matter ; | understand 
perfectly well that coal-tar in itself is not the 
subject which we have in view. Coal-tar re- 
duced is the result of the distillation of gas from 
coal; andit is coal-tar reduced we are consid- 
ering. “The distillation of this coal-tar reduced 
for the purpose of obtaining chemical products 
resulting therefrom leaves the asphaltum, the 
bitumen, the pitch; they are the residuums. 
hey are not manufactures in the strict sense 
of the term, but they are residuums. The 
manufacture, in the first place, is the gas. In 
| the second place, the asphaltum and bitumen 
and the pitch are the residuums. The naphtha, 
the carbolic acid, and other things of that kind 
are the results of the manufacture. 

There has been a monopoly in these articles. 
For a long time the gas companies had no use 
for them whatever. But intelligent men have 
applied them now to a great many uses, and 
their use has received encouragement in all 
parts of the country. The increase of this 
duty from seventy-five cents to five dollars and 
sixty cents a ton is for the benetit of the ring 
of men who control these residuums. ‘hat is 
the point of objection which we wake to this 
duty. 

Mr. DAWES. To whom does the gentle- 
man allude when he refers to ** the ring ?”’ 

Mr. BANKS. To those people who are 
urging this. 


Mr. DAWES. 


Who are they? 

Mr. BANKS. I cannot tell you. 

Mr. DAWES. Every manufacturer that 
uses naphtha or asphalt in this whole country 
presented his papers before the committee for 

| this protection of their industry. 

Mr. BANKS. Ido not understand that at 
all. On the contrary, the parties who use this 

| article in my section of the country protest 
| against 1t very strongly. 

Mr. DAWES. We have had this urged 
| upon the committee from Boston, New York, 
Cincinnati, New Orleans, from everywhere all 
over this country. 

Mr. BANKS. It is impossible that any 
such general claim can be made to increase 
this duty from seventy-five cents to $5 60 a 
ton, or more than five or six hundred per 
; cent, 

Mr. DAWES. Five or six hundred per 
| cent upon what? Upon what the coal-tar 
| costs in England, and it is not worth anything 
| in England. 

Mr. BANKS. 
imported. 

Mr. DAWES. I will read to my colleague 
the names of those who have asked tor this pro- 
vision in this bill: Page, Kidder & Fletcher, 
No. 10 Warren street, New York; J. C. Sto 
rey & Co., 10 State street, Boston; Bar- 
rett, Arnold & Kimball, 230 East Monroe 
street, Chicago, Illinois; St. Louis Coal-Tar 
Company, by G. H. Parsons, secretary; Page 
& Co., 98 Camp street, New Orleans; Baliti- 

more Coal-‘Tar Manufacturing Company, by C. 
| Hart Smith, president; Mica Rooting Com- 
| pany, Maiden Lane, New York; Ready Roof- 
| ing Company, 64 Cortland street, New York, 


Upon these very articles 


\| by A. Robiuson, treasurer. 
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Mr. BANKS. My colleague asked me who 
composed the ring—— 

Mr. DAWES. Let me read some more of 
the names that I have here: Scrimshaw Pave- 
ment Company, Brooklyn, New York. by John 
P. Crawford, president; New York Roofing 
Company, 205 Broadway, New York, by H 
A. Cheever, secretary; C. E. Evans, Brook- 
lyn, New York; Evans Concrete Company, 
Washington, District of Columbia; Abbott 
Pavement Company, Brooklyn, New York, 
and Washington, District of Columbia, by H. 
L.. Crawford, superintendent; W. W. Joyce, 
Troy, New York; Jonathan Taylor, pavement 
contractor for New York, Brooklyn, Philadel 
phia, Washington, New Orleaus, Vicksburg, 
&c.; the American Nicolson Pavement Com 
pany, New York. 

Mr. BANKS. Very well; these are the 
men who constitute the ring. I did not know 
who they were before. I thank my colleague 
for giving me their names and addresses. 

Mr. DAWES. Those are the men who buy 
this article. 

Mr. BANKS. No, sir; those are the men 
who controlit inthis country. AsI have under- 
stuod, and I have the papers before me, they 
have made arrangements by which they con- 
trol all this article in this country. And they 
have induced my colleague and his associates 
of the Committee of Ways and Means to 
increase the duty from seventy-five cents to 
tive dollars and sixty cents per ton in order 
that they might make the price of this article 


just exactly what they pleased. They are the 


ring that has done this, and it is only one of 
the rings in the country for controlling the 
necessaries of life. 

Mr. KERR. For one, as a member of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, I desire to 
say that I want the amendment of the gentle 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Banks] fo be 
adopted. I believe all he says to be true. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BANKS. I ask consent to read a 
letter on this subject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no 
objection. 

Mr. BANKS. A letter which I hold in my 
hand states that— 


‘The parties who are asking for an increase 
of duty on coal-tar, reduced asphalt, bitumen, or 
cement, | am credibly informed, wasted last year 
by filling in streets forty thousand barrels of their 
asphalt. Itis known and can be proved, if neces- 
sary, that they proposed to their seniors in business 
that the two concerns should unite in the control of 
all the coal-tar of thiscountry and keep up the prices 
to the consumers, Wasting the surplus, which prop- 
osition was rejected.” 

Mr. DAWES. What is the name of the 
writer of that letter? 

Mr. BANKS. Well, sir; I know his name. 

The question being taken on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Banks, there were—ayes 85, 
noes 40. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On acids, namely: acetic, five cents per pound; 
carbolie, liquid, ten per cent. ad valorem; gali.c, one 
dollar per pound; sulphuric, fuming, (Nordbausen,) 
one cent per pound; tannic, one dollar per pound; 
tartaric, ten cents per pound. 

Mr. KELLEY. I move to strike out in the 
first line of the paragraph just read the words 
‘f acetic, five cents per pound,”’ and to insert 
in lieu thereof the following: 

Acetic, acetous, and pyroligneous of specific grav 
ity 1.047 or less, five cents per pound; acetic, ace- 
tous, and pyroligneous, of specific gravity over 1.017, 
thirty cents per pound. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. 
the present duty? 

Mr. KELLEY. The present duty is twenty 
five cents a pound on one and eighty cents on 
the other. I propose to reduce it to five cents 
on one and thirty on the other. 

Mr. BROOKS. Ido not think this House 
is a proper place to pursue chemical s!udies 
It is impossible to leyislate intelligently up: 

a Matter so obscure. 


What is 
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Mr. KELLEY. I 


will explain the amend- 


met the House 

Mr. BROOKS. The gentleman may explain 
itto the House, but it will be very hard for 
him to explain it to me. 

Mr. KikLLEY. The duty on these acids 
was fixed when the rate of spirit tax was two 
dollar ihat tax having now been reduced 
to fifty cents, it is ff that the duties on these 
acids should be reduced proportionately. A 
proposition wa ibmitied to the Committe 
of Ways and Means to reduce that which now 
pays twenty five cents per p yund to five cents 
1 pound, and that w yhich now pays eighty 
cents to thirty-five cents, which would be ve y 
nearly @ re oration of the duties ex) ting be 
fi he war, allowing simply for the present 


Mr. BROOKS Let me ask the gentleman 
why he did not bring thi matter before the 
Committee of Way and Me i ¢ 

Mr. KELLEY. lt was brou ght bef ‘ore the 
Committee of Waysand Rianne and was agret d 
oOoy that commillee 

M BROOKS. Why, then, was it not 
reported ? 

Mt KELLEY How it happens not to 
have | i reported [| do not know; reference 
to the records of the Clerk would, J appre 
hend, show Che geutleman himself will ree- 
opn he lit pamphlet which [ hold in my 
hand mbodying the reductions which ought 
o be mnade in acids and chemieals in view of 
the reduced rate of spirit’ tax Lhe language 
of my amendment is taken from that pamp yhlet, 


ch member ot the bad 


he rates proposed by me 


committee 
SeVerai ¢ pies, 
rreed to unanimously in Committee. 
| Were the hammer fell. ] 


Were a 


Mr. BURCHARD. 1 suggest to the gen 
tlenjgan tha: he withdraw his amendment, and 
let the proposition be considered by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to-morrow morn- 
ny 

Mr. BROOKS. [concur in that suggestion. 

(he question being taken on the amend- 
ment of Mr. KeLiLry, it was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On acetates of ammonia, twenty-five cents per 
pound; baryta, twenty-five cents per pound; iron, 


wen.y-fivecents per pound; 


lead, brown, tive cents 
! pound: lead, white, 


ten cents per pound; mag- 
nesia, twenty-fivecents per pound; potassa, twenty- 
five cents per pound; soda, twenty-five cents per 
pound; stroutia, twenty-tive cents per pound; zine, 
twenty-live cents per p yund, 


Mr. DAWES. I 


move to amend by strik- 
ing out the word *‘lead*’ before ‘* white,’’ in 
ne sixty four. This amendment is merely 


verbal, making the without 


language clear, 
al all its purport, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


ch mein 


On blue vitriol, three cents per pound. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
it the pars agrap yh just read, 
this motion pring ipally f 


I move 
{ make 
or the p urpse of ask- 
, the chairman ot the Com- 
Ways and Means, why the duty on 
this article has reduced fifths? I 
would be glad know on what ground the 
reduction bas been made. There is here a 
large reduction of forty per cent. There is 
not the same reduction On copper; and there 

ight to be this reduction here, thin being the 
sulphate of copper. 


to strike 


ing my colleague 


mittee of 


been two 


KERR. Ido not understand it to be 
but se ‘en per cent. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Yes, sir, 
if 18 as | 8 ated 
Mr. KERR. [tis but a reduction of twenty 
per cent. 


DAWES. When the bill was reported 
from the Committee of Ways and Means the 
duty on blue vitriol was fixed at four cents a 
pound; but when the bill was reported back 
i. Was put in at three cents per pound. It 
was origivally in the old bill at four cents a 
pound, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I will 
modify my motion, then, so as to strike out 
‘““three’’ and insert ‘‘four;’’ so as to make 
the duty on blue vitriol four cents per pound. 

The committee divided; and there 





were 
ayes 41, noes 20; no quorum voting. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I demand 
tellers. This is what it should be, and what 


the committee originally reported it. 


Tellers were ordered; and the Chair sap- 
pointed Mr. Burter of Massachusetts, and Mr. 
KERR. 


lhe House again divided: and there were— 


aves 55, noes 67. 


So the amendment of Mr. 
sachusetts, was disagreed Lo. 


Botier, of Mas- 


he Clerk read as follows: 
On quinia, twenty-five per cent. ad valorem. 
Mr. CONGER. 


J moveto strike out *‘twenty- 
five per cent’’ 


and insert ‘*ten per cent.’’ 
Mr. Chairman, that is the basis of a medicine 
universally used in this country, and is not pro- 
duced in this country at all. Quinia | say is 
the basis of a medicine in universal use. 

Mr. KIER. Especially in Michigan. 

Mr. CONGER. It is used by the poor of 
our country, and is auniversal necessity where- 
ever there is sickness and disease in the land. 
[ ask that it may be reduced to ten per cent. 
ad valorem. 

Mr. KELLEY. 
not be made. 

Mr. CONGER. In the salubrious and 
healthy region where IL dwell it is immaterial 
to me and my constituents generally whether 
this amendment be adopted or not; but from 
the countenances of gentlemen around me and 
from the region they represent. I know this is 
the basis of a medicine which with them is a 
necessity. Itis the basis of a medicine needed 
in every section of the 


1 hope that reduction will 


the people uffer from sickness or 
It is not produced in this country. I 
desire the constituents of my friends who dwell 


in sickly regions to have this medicine as 


who may 
disease. 


cheaply as possible. 

Mr. KELLEY. 1 was on the floor when 
the gentleman finished bis first speech. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the present duty on 
quinia is forty-five percent. advalorem. The 
bill proposes to reduce it to twenty-five per 
cent. itis one of the most valuable of medi- 
ind one involving a-great deal of care 
in its preparation. It is one which pays very 
heavily the spirit tax, the present rate of 
spirit tax adding about twenty cents an ounce 
to quinia. There are but few houses in the 
world where it is manufactured—two in France, 
two in England, and twointhe United States. 
Gentlemen may speak of its being a monopoly. 
If so it is divided equally between England, 
Franee, and the United States. The article is 
selling cheaper to-day in the country than it 
can be imported; nae as [have said, an ounce 
cannot be produced without paying from fif 
teen to twenty cents on the existing spirit tax. 
[ think, therefore,a ae re duction than from 
forty-five to twenty-live per cent. would be ex 
tremely ssidlinlons: a peril the peédustion 
of one third of the article produced in the 
world by closing up the American establish 


cines, : 


ments and throwing us upon those of France | 


and Kngiand. 


Mr. MeCORMICK, of Missouri. Are not 


the spirits in which Peruvian bark is macerated 


redistilled ? 
Mr. KELLEY. 
the spirits are volatile. 
Mr. MeCORMICK, 
than alcohol. 


Mr. KILLEY. 


of Missouri. Not more 


Oh, yes; I mean to say 


this, that it is the purest alcohol which can be 
obtained, and the alcohol while saturated with 
itis put into heating furnaces or exposed to 
the heat of the sun whenthe wind will permit, 
so that you Cannot 
au ounce of it under the sixty-live or 
i, sixty-eight cents tax paid by spirits, equiva- 


and the spirit is exhaled ; 
produce 


ountry by nearly all | 


To some extent, yes: but | 
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lent to the $1 80 on alcohol, without paying 
spirit taxes eal amount I have described, 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. In all the discussion 
that has taken place upon this bill to-day and 
heretofore one thing is very remarkable; and 
that is the absence “of all allusion to the rey 
enue, and the usefulness of the article which 
itis proposed to tax. ‘The entire discussion 
is directed toward somebody somewhere who 
can make more or less money if the tariff is 
high or low. Whe whole drift of it is in that 
direction. And even when you come to the 
| subject of medicines, of quinine, which men 
|| must have when they have the ague, a medicine 
|| which is as necessary to have as adrink of cold 
| water when a man is parched with fever, the 
only discussion upon it is in regard to the 
|| effect it will have upon some fellow who is 
manufacturing the bark into quinine. Some 
people in this country would levy a tax upon 
fever. ‘They tax ague. 

A MemBer. Could we not have a probibit- 
ory tax ou ague? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. They would tax 
disease, provided only they could thereby fill 
the pockets of some manufacturer somewhere ; 
as if a man -is not shaken enough with the 
chills, bat you must seize him by the throat 
and shake a little money out of him, making 
him pay more for the quinine, which will stop 
the chills, and all for the benefit of some fel- 
low up in Philadelphia who grinds this bark. 

|| tis a pretty commentary upon this whole 
|, system of grab which constitutes your tariff. 
In using that word | only quote the language 
of another, a distinguished member of the 
House. ‘The word ‘**grab’’ is not original 
|| with me. Or it may be described, as the gen 

| tleman from New ‘York called it the other 
|| day, as a system of petty larceny. I do beg 
|| gentlemen, for God’s sake, to keep hands off, 
|| and not steal the quinine from sick men. You 
|| may steal on iron, you may steal on Jumber, 
|| you may steal on salt, you may steal on ail 
|| those things; but, for God’s sake, do not steal 
|, on quinine. Do not puta duty on that. Do 
not enhance the price of an article which the 
cadaverous-looking, yellow-faced, saffron col- 
ored poor devil of a fellow must have in order 
| to stop his chills. 

Mr. McCORMICK of Missouri. I wish to 
say to the committee that | believe that with 
the exception of Rosengarten & Sons, and 
Powers & Weightman, there are no manutac 

|| turers of quinine in the United States. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Where are they? 

Mr. McCORMICK of Missouri. Both of 

| these manufacturers, I believe, have their 
establishments in the city of Philadelphia ; 
one of them may be in New York. 

| desire also to say, Mr. Chairman, that in 
the valley of the Mississippi river, in my opin- 
ion, quinine costs the people more money than 
all the other family medicines used in this na- 
tion, Ofall preparations for the cure of ague 
of which I have any knowledge, the principal 
curative agent, the patent nostrum, is quinine. 
Ithas to bé provided in almost every family 
in all the malarial distriets of this country. It 
is an article of prime necessity, and if it is 
proper that salt should be put upon the free 
list, if it is proper that the health and life of 
this nation should be protected by any action 
of this Congress, they should put this article, 
indispensable to the health and life of the 
American people, upon the free list. I there- 
fore move that quinine be put upon the free list. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That motion will be 
in order when the free list is reached. The 

question is now upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Concer] to 
substitute in this paragraph ‘*ten per cent.” 
for ** twenty-five per cent.’ 

The amendment was ugreed to. 

Mr. DICKY. I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish my friend to wait five 
minutes until half past four o’clock, the regu- 

|| lar time for rising. 
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THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. DICKEY. Iinsistonmy motion. We |! of the report which is about to be read, as it 


have done a great deal of business to-day. 

The question was put,and there were—ayes 
75, noes 70. 

Mr. DA WES ealled for tellers. 

lellers were ordered; and Mr. Dawes and 
Mr DICKEY were app yinted,. 

The committee divided; and the tellers 
reported —ayes 64, noes 54. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

fhe committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. 
WHEELER rep yrted that, pursuant to the order 
of the House, the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union bad had under consid- 
eration the state ol the Union generally, at d 
particularly the bill (H. R. No. 2822) to re- 
duce duties on imports and to reduce internal 
taxes, and for other purposes, and had come 


to no resolution thereon. 
DEFICIENCY BILL 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I rise to a ques- 
tion of privilege, and present the report ot 
the committee of conterence on the deticiency 
bill. 

Ibe Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
bill (LL. R. No. 1654) making appropriations to sup 
piy ae ficiencies in the appropriations for the service 
ot the Government tor the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1872, aud tor former years, and for other purposes, 
buving met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend, and do recommend, to their 
respective Houses us tollows: 

ibat the Senate recede trom their amendments 
putmbered 20, 27, and 57. 

hat the llouse ot Representatives recede from 
their disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 2, 5, 7, 28, 30, 35, 37, 53, 56, and 62; and agree 
tothe same. 

That the Senate recede from theirfirst amendment, 
and agree tothe amendment of the House to said 
amendment. 

Yhat the Ilouse recede from their disagreement 
to the third amendment of the Senate, and agree to 
thesame with the tollowing amendments: in line 
two of said amendment, strike out the following 
words “*to p»y the,’’ and insert in lieu the words 
“that the payment of; and in the same line, insert 
the word “‘actual’”’ after the word “‘for;” and 
strike out of said amendment all after the word 
* President,” in line five, down to the end of line 
61x, and insert in licu thereof the following words: 

‘is hereby authorized;” and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the Tlouse recede from the first clause of 
their amendment to the sixth amendment of the 
Senate, 

Aud that the Senate recede from their disagree- 
ment tothe second clause of the amendment of the 
Houseto said amendment znd agree to the same. 

Iuat the Senate recede from so much of their 
twenty-filth amendment as proposes to insert 
words; and the Houseagree to said amendment as 
s0 inodified. 

That the House recede from their amendment to 
the twenty-sixth amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendment: 
in line five of said amendment, strike out the word 

‘one’ and invsertin lieu thereof the word “‘two;” and 
the Senate sgree to the same. 

That the House recede trom their disagreement 

to the thirty-first amendment of the Senate, and 

agree to the same with the following amendment: 

restore the word ‘‘three”’ to the bill; and in line 

seven on page 13 of the bill, strike out the words 
and filty;’’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the Louse recede from their disagreement to 
the thirty-second amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with the following amendment: 
in lieu of the words stricken out by said amend 
ment, insert the words “and twenty-five;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the Llouse recede from their disagreement to 
the thirty-third amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with the following amendment: in 
lieu of the words inserted by said amendment, insert 
the following words, ** six hundred and twenty-five;”’ 
and the Scnate agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from their fortr-second 
amendment, and agree to the amendment of the 
House to snid amendment. 

That the llouse recede from their disagreement to 
the fifty-ciguth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to thesawe with the following amendment: in lieu 
of the words stricken out by said amendment, insert 
the following words: *“ Provided, That this appro- 
priation shall continueavailable until June 39, 1873;” 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

[hat the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the several amendments of the House to the 
eleventh, twenty-fourth, thirty-sixth, thirty-eighth, 
forty-first, forty-tbird, forty-sixth, forty-ninth, and 
fiftieth amendments of the Senate, and agree to the 
Baie, 


_Mr. GARTPIELD, of Obio. I call the par- 
ticular attention of the House to the portion 





was the subject of chief disagreement between 


the two Houses 
~H ae 
Ihe Clerk read the following: 

That the House recede from their amendment to 
the sixty-fourth amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
substitute in lieu of said Senate amendment the 


following: ‘“‘That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
pay to the lawful owners, or their legal repre- 
sentatives, of all cotton seized after the 30th day 


of June, 1865, by the agents of the Government 
unlawfully and in violation of their instructions, 


the net proceeds, without interest, of the saies of 
snid cotton actually paid into the Treasury of the 
United States: Provided, That the receipt thereot 
shall be taken and received in full satisfaction 
of all claims igainst the United States for or 
on account of the seizure of said cotton. And a 


sufficient sum for such payment is hereby appropri 
ated out of any moneyin the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated: And provided further, Tiat the for 
going provisions shall not apply to any claim now 
pending before the Court of Claims, nor to any 
claim not filed in the Treasury Department within 
six months after the passage of this act; and the 
sum of $20,000 is hereby appropriated for the pay 
ment of the necessary expenses of defending the 
United States in respect to claims for said proceeds, 
to be expended under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Treasury ;”’ andthe Senate agree to the same. 
CORNELIUS COLE, 
J.L. ALCORN, 


Managers on the purt of the Senate. 


JAMES A. GARFIELD, 

LUKE P. POLAND, 

S.S. MARSHALL, 
Managers on the part of the Howse. 


I concur in the recommendations of the con 
ferees except-—— 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. That will do. 

Mr. RANDALL. 1 call for the reading of 
the whole. 

Che Clerk read as follows: 

I concur in the recommendations of the con- 
ferees except to that in the sixty-ftourth amendment 
if the Senate, to which I respectfully t. 

JOHN SHERMAN. 

Mr. DICKEY. I move that that part last 
read be expunged. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I was about to 
arrest the reading of it, because | do not 
believe that it makes any part of the report 
whatever. A conferee may sign or may not 
sign; but it makes no difference in this ease, 
because two names of the Senate conferees 
are signed in full, making it a conference 
report. It has passed the Senate, and ouly 
the action of the House is needed, I will say 
in reference to the chief point that the Senate 
receded from the Morrill amendiment and 
agreed to the House amendment, with modi 
fications suggested by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and which have been heard in the 
reading of the report. They consist first in 
putting in afier ‘‘seized’’ the words *‘unlaw- 
fully and in violation of their instruactio: e? 


second, in limiting the time within which 


se 


claims for this property may be filed; and 
third, in appropriating $20,000 for the pay 
ment of necessary expenses of ce fe nding the 
United States in respect to claims, &e. Unless 
some gentleman wishes to ask a question I 
wiil move the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. | hoy e the House will not 
be asked to act upon a report of a committee 
of conference where so many amendments 
have been in question without more full con 
sideration 


Mr. DICKEY. I rise to a parliamentary 


inquiry, and it is whether if a gentleman 
chooses to prefix a few remarks to his signa- 
t 


ture to the conterence re port they are to go 
into the Globe or be journalized 

Mr. COX. I think we had better leave it 
aione, 

Mr. DICKEY. I make a parliamentary 
inquiry. Ove gentleman ha igned the con 

I wish to 
know if that is to go into the Globe or to be 
jJournalized ? 

Mr. SARGENT. The only difficulty about 
the matter is that it may be used us a prece- 
dent, which ought not to be done. 

The SPEAKER. Neither the House of 

\| Representatives nor the Senate can have a 


, 


ference report with qualifications. 


livision of a conference report; it must be 
accepted as a whole or rejected as a whole. 
lhe Chair, therefore, thinks it is irregular for 
any conferee to sign a report of a committee 


of conference with acondition. It is his right 
to sign it or to decline to siga it; but he hus 
no nght to sign it with a q lalification of his 
signature. Jhat is a right which the entire 
House does not reserve Lo ise lf. | n Li u 

ot he presentatives does not reserve ¢ it if 
the right to receive a report of a committee 
of conterence with a condition. At the same 
time, as this report has come trom the Ser ‘ 
without any objection on this ground, the Chair 


hopes that no point will be made upon it her 

If it were a House member of the commu 

tee of conference who had undertaken to sign 
this report with a qualification, the Chair would 
feel like insisting upon the point. But as it 
has been done by a senatorial conferee, the 
Chair hopes that no further notice will be 
taken of it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A conferee unquestion 
ably has a right to say why he cannot agree to 
the whole or any portion of the report of the 
committee of conference. 

The SPEAKER. That is not the point. 
No conferee has the right in the report to say 
why he does not agree to it or any part of it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. = Itisnot said in the re port. 
It is merely attached to the paper upon which 
the report 1s written. 

The SPEAKER. There is no precedent 
whatever jor any member of a contferenee 
committee attaching to the paper on which 


the report is written the reason why he doe 

not sign it, or does not covcur in any part 1 
lar portion of it. He has the undoubted 
right to state that reason in the body to ch 
he belongs «as a member of that body, but 
he has no right to take to himself pet ally 
a privilege vhich Lobe entire Hou t { . ot 
possess. He must either assent to the 1 ort 


us a whole or dissent from it. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. It wor be 


manifestly improper for me, as one of the 
conferees on the part of the Llouse to stat to 
the Senate my objections to the rep: f a 
committee of couterence That objection | 
can state here in the House of which Lama 
member 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Was 
there ever a parliamentary precedent for a 
report from a minority of a committee of con 


ference? 


Mr. DICKEY. You cannot stick a stump 
speech in a conference report. 
lhe SPHAKER. The report of a commilt 


tee of conference must have the signatur of 
two members of each branch assenting there!o; 
that makes the report. The third member of 


either branch may or may not agree to the 
report. If he does not agree to it, he has the 
right, in the body of which he is a member, to 


state his reasons for his dissent. But bh: 

no right to give his reasons for dissenting on 
the report itself; he has no right to assert to 
one portion of the report and dissent {from 
another portion, for the reason that | ) 
doing he would take to himself what the : re 
gate body of which he is a member has n he 
right to do. ‘The Chair explains this matter 
only because, as was suggested, it might o' her 
wise be taken as a prece dent. It is the un 


doubted right of a couferee to withhold his 
assent. but it must be withheld altogethe 

Mr. HOLMAN. In this case, what the con 
feree has put upon the paper as his reason for 
not signing the report is no part of the renort. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair has had as 
long an experience in this House as the gen 
tleman from Indiana [ Mr. HouMAN | has had, 
But it has never been within the kuowledge 
of the Chair that a conferee has signed a report 
agreeing to a portion of it and disagreeing to 
another portion of it. 

Mr. PETERS. Is it anythin 
than a mere speech? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair considered 


g more or (ess 
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that the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriaty ns was right in stopping the reading 
of the report when the names of the two sena- 
torial signers had been read, because those 
two signatures completed the report, the ma- 
jority of the conferees having agreed to it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I raised the point be- 
cause I knew of the conditional signature, 
and | wanted it settled whether it amounted 
to anything or not, 


Mr. DICKEY. As that conditional signa- 


ture is anuility, | hope it will not go either 
vpon the Jourual of the House or into the 
Globe. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to say, 


in justice tothe Senator whose name is ap 
pended to the report, that it was not put there 
at lis own suggestion. After the conference 
had Leen conciuded and the report signed, a 
request Was sent to us that the report be sent 
back, as there was a desire on the part of the 
chairman of the Senate conferees that the dis- 
senting should write on the report 
that he had no objection to any other than 
that single point. The Senator who has thus 
siyned his 1 informed me that he 
did so upon this request from another Senator. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that 
there is another case arising sometimes upon 
a conlerence report which does not partake 


Senator 


+} 


ame nere 


of the same character as this, though it may 
have been confused with it in the minds of 


some members. It is within the competence 
of a conference committee to report that they 
have agreed upon a certain number of amend 
ments, and have not been able to agree upon 
other amendments. In such a case, if the 
report be adopted, the two Houses are brought 
tovether upon the amendments on which the 
conferees have agreed. But on all such 
amendments the conferees must sign without 
conditions, leaving still to be adjusted those 
amendments on which they bave not agreed. 
But such a case as that presents altogether a 
different phase from the one now before the 
House. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
tional signature is no part of the report, ] ask 


As this addi- | 


that only the names of those who do agree te 


the report shall be printed in our records. 
Mr. DICK EY and others. That is right. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct, 
uniess some ge nileman raises a further ques- 
tion, that the conference report shall be en- 
tered upon the Journal of the House as signed 


by the three House conferees and two sen- 
atorial conterees, which makes a_ perfect 
report. The Chair hears no objection, and it 


18 BO ordered 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
previous question on the adoption 
re port 


of 


I now call the | 
the | 


rhe previous question was seconded and the | 


main question ordered, 
Mr. SLATER. I desired to call the atten- 
tion of the House to one of the amendments, 


and | understood the gentleman from Ohio 
had agreed to yield to me. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. That is true, 
but so much time has already been occupied, 
and it is now so late, that uuless the gentleman 
can proceed by unanimous consent I cannot 
yield. 

Mr. SARGENT and others objected. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House 
now take a recess. 

Lhe motion was not agreed to. 

The question recurring on agreeing to the 
report of the committee of conference, it was 
agreed to. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the report was adopted; 


nud also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 


‘Lhe latter motion was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM TUB SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Syrmp- 
BOY, one of its clerks, announced that the 


} 
| 
| 
! 


! 
i 


\ 


Senate had passed with amendments a bill 


and joint resolution of the following titles; | 


in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested : 

Anu act (H. R. No. 1672) granting to the 
Davenport and St. Paul Railroad Company 
the right of way; and 

Joint resolution (H. R. No. 82) providing 
fora more effective system of quarantine on 
the southern and Gulf coasts. 

The message also announced thatthe Senate 
had passed bills of the following titles; in 
which the concurrence of the House was 
requested; 

An act (S. No. 662) authorizing the con- 
struction ot a railroad bridge across the Ohio 
river at Mount Vernon, in the State of Indi- 
ana; 

An act (S. No. 677) to anthorize the Secre- 
tary of War to accept the peninsula in Lake 
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COMPENSATION OF CRIERS AND BAILIFFS, 
Mr. PETERS, from the same committee, 


| also reported back a bill (H. lt. No. 482) regu- 


Erie, opposite the harbor of Erie, in the Strate | 


of Pennsylvania ; 

An act (S. No. 799) to amend an act enti- 
tled **An act to regulate the foreign coasting 
trade on the northern, northeastern, and 
northwestern frontiers of the United States, 
and for other purposes; "’ 

An act (S. No. 812) to provide for furnish- 
ing trusses to disabled soldiers; and 

An act (S. No. 1099) to grant an American 
register to the British brig Balear. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now move that the 
House take a recess till half past seven o’ clock 
p- mh. 

(he motion was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at five o'clock p.m.) the House took a 
recess till half past seven o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 

The House, at half past seven o'clock p. m., 
resumed itssession, Mr. WHEELER in the chair 
as Speaker pro tempore. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House 
meets this evening in obedience to the order 
of the House to receive.reports from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

OUBSTKUCTION OF JUSTICE 


Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 
1017) to prevent and punish the obstruction of 
ihe administration ot justice in the courts of 
the United States, with an amendment. 

The bill, which was read, provides that if 
any person or persons shall corruptly or 
maliciously, or by threats or force, endeavor 
to influence, intimidate, or impede any grand 
or petit jury or juror, witness, or officer in 
any court in the United States in the discharge 
of his or their duty, or shall corruptly, 
maliciously, or by threats or force, influence, 
obstruct, or impede, or endeavor to influence, 
obstruct, or impede, the due administration 
of justice therein, every person or persons so 
offending shall be liable to prosecution there- 
for, by indictment or information, and shall, 
on conviction thereof, be punished by fine not 
exceeding $3,000, or by imprisonment not 
exceeding three years, or by both, according 


to the nature and aggravation of the offense ; | 


and such offense shall also be deemed a con- 

tempt of court, and may, in the discretion of 

the court be summarily punished as such. 
‘The amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out these words: ‘‘and such offense shall 
also be deemed a contempt of the court, and may, in 


the discretion of the court, be summarily punished | 


as such.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote 





by which the bill was passed; and also moved | 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


lating the compensation of criers of the United 
States courts, with an amendment. 

The bill, which was read. provides that criers 
of the United States courts shall be entitled to 
receive the same compensation for travel and 
attendance which jurors iu said courts are 
entitled to. 

The amendment was read as follows: 


After the word “‘criers,’’ in line threo, insert the 


words “and bailiffs.’’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill, a8 amended, was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and bein 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PETERS moved to amend the title by 
adding the words ‘‘ and for other purposes.”’ 

‘The ameudment was agreed to. 


CRIMINALS TO TESTIFY IN THEIR OWN BEIIALF, 


Mr. PETERS, from the same committee, 
also reported back a bill (HU. RK. No. 21) to 
allow persons accused of crime to testity in 
their own behalf in the courts of the United 


| States, with the recommendation that it do 


pass. 

The bill, which was read, provides that in 
criminal trials the respondent, at his election, 
may be a witness in hisown bebalf in all cases 
tried in the United States courts held within 
auy State where, by the statutes thereof, per- 


| sons accused of crime are allowed such privi- 
lege; and in case such respondent offers him 
| selfasa witness he may also be cross-examined 


by the Government, but in no case shall an 
omission by any such person to testify in his 


| own behalf be regarded as any evidence of hie 


guilt. 

Mr. PETERS. We have passed a bill by 
an overwhelming majority allowing the privi 
lege without qualifications. As there is some 
doubt whether the bill will pass the Senate, 
this provides for extending it only to the Uni- 
ied States courts where the same*privilege is 
allowed in the State courts. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and being engrossed, it was 


accordingly read the third time, und passed. 


Mr. PE VERS moved to reconsider the vote 


| by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 


that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LAKE ERIE PENINSULA, 

Mr. PETERS, by unanimous consent, moved 
to take from the Speaker’s table a bili (S. No. 
677) to authorize the Secretary of War to 
accept the peninsula in Lake Lrie, opposite 


‘the harbor of Erie, in the State of Pennusyl- 
| vania, 


The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
read a first and second time. 
‘The bill, which was read, authorizes and 


empowers the Secretary of War to receive and 


accept from the marine hospital of Pennsylva- 
nia, a corporation duly incorporated by the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, the title to a 
piece or parcel of land, being the peninsula 
lying to the northward of and inclosing the 
Bay of Presque Isle, and containing two thou- 
saud and twenty four acres, more or less, to 
be held by the Government of the United 
States for the protection of the harbor of 
rie, provided that the deed conveying the 
same shall not be received or accepted until 
the title to the same is complete aud inde- 
feasible, nor unless the acceptance thereof 
shall be recommended by a board of oflicers 
appoiuted by the President. 

Mr. CONGER. 1 would inquire whether 
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that implies or requires the necessity of any || 
expenditure on ane part of the Government? 

Mr. PETER Not at all. The land was 
considered seabed and given by the State 
of Pennsylvania to the present corporation. 
It has been feared it might injure the harbor, 
and the Pennsylvania Legislature has taken 
action. ‘Lhe Attorney General saysit is neces- 
sary for us to accept the deed. It will cost 
nothing. 

Mr. CONGER. It may cost nothing, but 
there iscertainly connected with this ac¢ quisi- 
tion by the Gener: il Government the necessity 
of closing a large breach which has been. made 
from the lake into the harbor. 

Mr. PETERS. I understand that this piece 
of land is covered with a grove, and there was 
a proposition to cut it down, but the engineers 
thought it would be injurious to the harbor to 
do so. ‘The idea is to let the grove remain, 
and by resisting the wind it will have the 
effect of protecting the harbor. ‘The question 
is whether we will accept the gift. 

Mr. CONGER. I should wish that there | 
was a distinct understanding on the point to 
which I have referred 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the bill be again re- 
orted. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. CONGEL. I will only further say that 
when there is a demand for an appropriation 
from the Committee on Commerce next win- 
ter | shall call upon these gentlemen to remem- 
ber what has been stated to-night. 

Mr. PETERS. They do not ask for any 
money, and never will ask it. 

Mr. SHANKS. Would it not be well to 
Fay SO in the bill? 

Mr. RANDALL. That would not bind 
anybody. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to inquire of the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. Perers] whether 
there is any objeciion to incorporate in this 
bill a provision that the acceptance of this 
Sich shali ee no obligation upon the 
United States ? 

Mr. PETE RS Not the 
the world. Put it in, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire, then, to add these 
words.to the bill: 

Which acceptance of said grant shall not impose 
any obligation on the United States. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Any lawyer would know 
that it could have no such effect. 

Mr. SARGENT. There is an obligation on 
the part of the Government to receive it. The 
amendment would be meaningless, and if not 
meaningless, it would be mischievous. 

Mr. PETERS The gentlemen around me 
think that the omendment suggested by the 
gen leman from Indiana would be either mis- 
chievous or meaningless. IL hope the gentle- 
man will not insist on offeringit. There is no 
obligation imposed on the United States by 
this bill; but if those words were inserted 
they miy wht be construed to imply something 
that was not intended. Of course there is an 
obligation imposed on the Government to 
receive the gift. 1 call the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question was ordered, 

Ihe amendment offered by 
was ugreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be read 
a thiid time; and it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

OATUS OF OFFICE 

Mr. PETERS. I am instructed by the Com- 

mittee on the Judiciary un: a to report 


os a substitute for the bill H. R. No. 13, and 
the bill H. RK. No. 521, a bili to repeal what 


least objection in 


Mr. Houtman 


is commonly called the iron-clad oath. 
If there be no objection 


The CHAIRMAN. 


the bill reported as a substitute will alone be 
read. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2779) to repeal certain 
statutes prescribing an oath of office was 
received, and read a first and second time. 

The question was on ordering the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

Che _ was read. It repeals an act enti- 
tled ‘‘ An act to pre sc ribe an oath of offic e, and 
for other purposes,” ap yproved July 2, 1862, 
and an act entitled **An act prese ribing an 
oath of office to be taken by persons from whom 
legal disabilities shall have been removed,” 
approved July 11, 1868. 

lhe bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CLAiMS OF MARSHALS, ETC., IN THE SOUTH. 


Mr. PETERS. I am instructed by the 
Committee on the Judiciary to report a joint 
resolution to amend the joint resolution ap- 
proved March 2, 1867, as a substitute for a 
joint resolution referred to the committee 

The SPEAKER pro te mpore. lhe substt- 
tute alone, if no objection is made, will be 
read, 

lhe joint resolution (H. R. No. 152) amend- 
ing the joint resolution approved March 2, 
1867, was received, and read a first and sec- 
ond time. 

The question was on ordering the joint 
resolution to be engrossed and read a third 
time. 

The joint resolution was read. It provides 
that the joint resolution prohibiting payment 
by any ofticer of the Governme ot to any per- 
son not known to have opposed the re bellion, 
and in favor of its suppression, approved March 
2, 1867, shall not be construed to apply to any 
sums due for services rendered prior to April 
1, 1861, under contracts made with the Post 
Office Department for carrying the mail, nor 
to any sums due for services rendered before 
April 1, 1861, by marshals or enumerators in 
taking the eighth census; provided, however, 
no such sums shail be paid so far as compen 
sation for the same may have been made to 
any claimants by the governments of the States 
lately in rebellion. 

Mr. CONGER. [ dislike to oppose this res- 
olution now, becanse I dislike to eall for a 
quorum, but certainly [ do not feel satisfied 
that the resolution should pass. 1 hope the 
gentleman will withdraw it until the House is 
fuller. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, the United 
States owes certain marshals or census euum- 
erators for services prior to the war, and they 
owe certain postmasters and mail carriers for 
services rendered prior tothe war. The confed- 
erate government paid them in part, and per 
haps largely, but there is a balance due them. 
It is for services pertonrnen rie ~ rebellion 
and while they were loyal citiz and the 
Commiitee on the Judiciary ‘a 
conclusion, without dissent, that old score 
ought to be rubbed out; that the time ha 
come to pay the bill which we honestly owe 
whether to foreigners or citizens, to southern 
ers or northerners, or anybody else. It is not 
a large sum that is involved ; 
in a great many instances and in small sums. 

Mr. KILLINGER. What is the aggregate? 

Mr. PETERS. Between one and two hun- 
dred thousand dollars. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. I can inform the gentle- 
man that it willnot exceed $70,000. 

Mr. PETERS. During the war there was a 
resolution passed suspe iding the payment of 
such claims. It was right then and politic. 
It is not right now in the judgment of the com- 
mittee, and I hope no gentleman will oppose 

| the passage of the resolution. It is urged not 


come to tbe 





. . ' 
it is money due | 
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only by our friends on the other side of the 
House, but by all our southern friends on this 
side of the House. 

Mr. CONGER. [have already expressed 
my regret that I feel it necessary to oppose 
this joint resolution ; but I will say to the 
gentleman that if he will make an amendment 
providing that no payment sball be made to 
any person found to be indebted to the United 
States, [ will withdraw my objection. 

Mr. PETERS. Allow me to say that the 
rule of all the Departments is never to make 
payments to anybody without deducting what 
that individual owes the Government. The 
accounts are kept here and the offset is always 
made. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be en 
grossed and read a third time; 
grossed, 


and being en 
it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. PE TERS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the joint resolution was passed ; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

W. W. GRIFFITH, 

Mr. PELERS, from the same 
reported a bill (H. R. No. 
of W. W. Griffith ; 
second time. 

Che bill directs the proper accounting offi 
cers of the Treasury to audit and pay W 
W. Griffith, of Santa Fé, New Mexico, the 
sum of $4,350, for services rendered as cow 
missioner under the laws of fhe United States 

The bill was ordered 
read athird time ; 
accordingly read thethird time, and passed 

Mr. PETERS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to 


comniittee, 
2780) for the reliet 
which was read a first and 


to be engrossed and 
and being engrossed, it was 


ASIATIC COMMERCIAL COMPANY 

Mr. PETERS also, from the same com 
mittee, reported back, with the recommenda 
tion that it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 2209 
to incorporate the Asiatic Commercial Com 
pany. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. WILLARD. I desire to call the atten 
tion of the House to the fact that this is sub 
stantially the same bill that was reported 
the House some weeks ago from the Coin 
mittee on Commerce; was considered by the 
House, and laid on the table by a decided 
vote, I notice that one or two sections are 
either stricken out or modified. The objec 
tions I have are not to the details of the bill 
particularly, although I think some of the 
details are open to objections. I was of the 
opinion then, and it is my judgment now, 
that whether Congress has the constitutional 
power or not to make a corporation of this 
sort, it is exceedingly unwise to do it. This 
is an act incorporating a company simply as 
a commercial company. It may just as well 
under an incorporation from the 
State of California, or the State of New 
York, or any other State, as to act under this 
‘his bill gives them corporate powers; they 
can get those corporate powers by ihe legis 
lation of any State. Now, this 1s a step ip 
the direction of using the Federal power to do 
ail this class of legislation. If it is proper 
for Congress to pass such an act as this, it is 
entirely competent for Congress to pass an act 
to incorporate a railroad company in the State 
of Maine, and running wholly within that 
State. This company has, to be sure, or it 
may have, one of its offices in the District of 
Columbia. It is also provided here that it 
may have one of its offices in the city of San 
Francisco. 

Now, it seems to me obvious that if the 
scope of the Constitution warrants such au 
act as this, it warrants, as I have jusi sald, al 
|, act of incorporation for any purpose whatever. 
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In other words, we are extending, and vastly 
extending, the powers of the Congress by 
the passage of this bill. It will be remem- 
bered that the last Congress a bill was 
brought in lo incorporate an express company, 
which was doing or in- 
tended to do busines between the several 
States of this Union. It was objected to that 
bill, and I 


a business that Congre 


Husiness, ] suppose, 


thought 
sat least ought not to 
Now, the only possible ex 

‘re for such an act of 


take in Charyve. 


cuse that can be given he 


legislation as this 


very properly, that it was | 


is that this is a commercial | 


company, and in connection with other busi- | 
ness proposing to do business abroad. 

Well, any mercantile house in New York 
does business abroad. Mercantile houses in 
New York city trade with China, with Japan, 
with che Kast Indies, with the countries of 


Kurope and Asia They donot need acts of 
incorporation of this sort for that purpose; 
So far 
ug any protection to be given by the Govern- 
meut ot the United States to its citizens trad- 
countries is 
would be or ought to be given just as much 


they get along just as well without it. 


i 
ing vith foreign 


concerned, it | 


without such an actof incorporation as with it. 
In fact, it is an interference, and a decided | 
interference, it seems to me, with the commer- 
cial business of merchants in San Francisco, 
of merchants in New York, of merchants in 


Philadelphia, who are to-day engaged in this 
trade. It gives this company—if it 
them anything some superior right, 
Aud undoubtedly 
shull find if this bill is to pass that in 


foreign 
yives 
some superior advantage. 
we 
subsequent Congresses, and perhaps hereafter 
m thi we will have applications 
from other parties to be incorporated for the 
purpose of carrying on commerce with these 
; know it may be said that 
desirable to cultivate commercial 
with But this bill 
contemplates that this company shall do busi- 


‘ OnUTeSS, 


foreign nations. | 


it is very 
relations these countries. 
ness abroad, that 11 mayin connection with its 
‘‘under the authority of the Govern- 
ments of China, Japan, and of the other coun- 
tries of Asia, engage in public works which 
may be necessary to develop and increase the 


business, 


and commerce thereof, and to facil- 
between them andthe United 


business 
late commerce 
States.”’ 

In the last Congress there was a project 
before the Hous 
mittees, incorporate a 


or before some of its com- 
to 
for the purpose of doing business in Mexico. 
We shall have applications to incor- 
porate do in South 
America, in Russia, in England, in the East 
Indies. i 


soon 


companies to business 


to incorporate a monster commercial 
pany for all the world. 
Mr. PETERS. 
Mr. WILLARD. 
friend trom Maine [Mr. Perers] I will be as 
short 


com- 


Do be short, if you please. 


as | can 
attention of the House to the scope of this bill. 
[t seems to me that we are going very much too 
far; that thiscompany can accomplish all that it 
ought to accomplish by an act of incorpora- 
tion in the State of New York or in any other 
Siate. 

Mr. PETERS. I have a 
of explanation which | 
any member of the House. 


word or two 


This bill in its 


At the suggestion of my 


| simply want to call the | 


monster company 


By and by, we may have a proposition | 


think will satisfy | 


present form was not before the House on | 
a former occasion, but a bill was before the 


House reported from the Committee on Com- 
merce. | have endeavored to subject this bill 
to every criticism made on the tloor of the 
House in the debate upon that bill. In the 
first place, the gentleman from Massacha- 
setts behind me [Mr. Hoar] thought they 
ought not to have any power to deal in real 
estate; I have stricken that provision out 
of this bill. The bill was killed before upon 
the proposition that it appeared in a certain | 
sec ion of the bill that they had banking | 
powers; I have stricken that from this bill. | 


Then the objection was made that they could 
not be sued in the States; I have made this 
company expressly suable in any State and 
upon any notice that a court of competent 
jurisdiction shall say is sufficient. Then it 
was objected that there were some provisions 
in the bill that would be in conflict with some 
of the statutes of some of the States; in this 
bill it is expressly provided that the company 
shall be amenable to all the statutes of all the 
States. 

Mr. HOAR. Where is the provision ? 

Mr. PETERS. — It is substantially in the 
last section of the bill. 

Mr. WILLARD. They are made amen- 
able wherever they are doing business. 

Mr. PETERS. Well, if there is any place 
where they are not doing business, they ought 
not to be made amenable there. The last 
section of this bill is as follows: 

That said company may besued in any State where 
they may do business, and jurisdiction obtained by 
such notice as any court of competent jurisdiction 
in such State may order, and nothing herein con- 
tained shall be construed to grant exemption from 
tuxation in any State wherein said company may 
do business, norshall this act be construed to author- 
a ae in conflict with the laws of any such 
otate, 

In this billthere is no ** cat under the meal.”’ 
A gentleman by the name of Rice, who was a 
consul in Japan for seventeen years, and who 
is a citizen of the State of Maine; a gentleman 
of my acquaintance, (and that has given me 
my connection with this bill;) a gentleman 
known to the gentleman from New York, [ Mr. 
Brooks,] who has been out to Japan and 
knows something of his associations among 
business men; a man of fine business capacity, 
who holds the confidence of that community, 
finds that the business of purchasing teas and 


transferring them to this country has become | 


a monopoly in the hands of some German and 
English houses, and he thinks that by acom- 
bination of American capital he can subvert 
that business and get the possession of it under 
our flag. 

No subsidy is asked forthis company. Bills 
of a much more significant character have 
been passed by this House and Congress since 
I have been here. The proposition is a very 
simple one. These men ask to be allowed to 
do business between this country and that, and 
to do it there with permission of the local Gov- 
ernment. We have been fast becoming the 
friends of the people and mercantile com- 
munity of Japan. Here isa chance for Amer- 
ican enterprise. Will you let this business be 
monopolized by German and English houses, 
or will you let American citizens compete for 
it and get it if they can? The constitutional 
provision giving Congress power to ‘‘ regulate 
commerce with foreign nations and among the 
several States’’ is sufficient authority for the 
passage of this bill. ‘he Committee on the 
Judiciary, as [ understand, had no question 
upon that point. 

I wish to move an amendment in the first 
section to provide that the corporators and 
their successors shall be American citizens. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. The gentleman 
states that he has tried to obviate all the 
objections made to this bill when it was pre- 
viously before the House. 

Mr. PETERS. Yes, sir. 


Mr. FINKELNBURG,. One of the objec- 


‘tions made was that it creates a perpetual 


[ 


corporation. 

Mr. PETERS. I am perfectly willing that 
‘perpetual’ shall be struck out and “for 
twenty years’’ inserted. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I would never, 
under any form of government, create a perpet- 
ual corporation. I think it right that at cer- 
tain intervals of time these questions should 
be submitted to the judgment of the people. 

Mr. PETERS. Let the term of incorpora- 
tion be twenty years. If the company cannot 


get rich in that time, let it be broken up. 
{ Laughter. } 
On the suggestion of the gentleman from 
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Ohio [Mr. Biycuam] I modify the amend- 
ment | was about to offer, so as to read, 
‘* shall be citizens of the United States.” 

I wish to make but a single additional re- 
mark, as the committee is much pressed with 
other business in which gentlemen are inter- 
ested. A charter from the State of New York 
or the State of Maine will not answer the 
purpose nearly so well. The people in tha 
country know that the English houses are in- 
corporated by the British Parliament and that 
the German houses are incorporated under 
German acts. ‘They have no idea of States. 
They would have no confidence in a company 
incorporated by State authority. Let us create 


| a company which shall be sanctioned by the 


authority of the United States, and then see 
whether our flag cannot get a foothold on 
those seas. 

Mr. WILLARD. I know that other Gov- 
ernments are very ready to create corpora- 
tions of this sort; but the Government of the 
United States is constructed on an entirely 


| different principle from any other Govern- 
| ment. 


It exists for specific purposes; and 
whether it be technically true or not that the 
bill comes within that clause of the Constitu- 
tion giving the Congress of the United States 
authority to ‘* regulate commerce with foreign 
nations and among the several States,’’ the bill 
is hostile to the entire spirit of the Constitution 
in every particular. It proposes simply to 


_ineorporate a body of men to do business in a 


foreign country. That is the whole scope of 


the bill. 
Mr. PETERS. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Hoar} wants to offer an 


amendment, after which I shall ask the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend by adding 
to the bill the following: 

Provided, That said corporation shall be subject 
to such amendments of this act or such general |uws 
regulating their proceedings and liabilities as Con- 
gress may prescribe, and that this act may be re- 
pealed at the pleasure of Congress. 

Mr. PETERS. There is no objection to 
that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be 
no objection, the amendment will be considered 
as agreed to. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Speaker, I believe in the 


| object of this bill; but L believe the Judiciary 
| Committee before making a precedent of this 


character ought to very carefully guard the 
public in one particular, and that is against 
the establishment of corporations which may 
acquire a false credit, a large credit, and whose 
stockholders shall not be restrained, or whose 
officers shall not be restrained by any individ- 
A corporation of this kind may 
get itself into debt $1,000,000. The corpor- 
ators may divide that $1,000,000 among them. 
selves and fail, and no law will reach their 
Knowing the character 
of this corporation and the honest reputation 
of the corporators, I do not insist that this 
corporation shall wait until a general system 
shall be enacted by Congress. I will vote for 
the bill, as the amendment reserves the right 
to Congress at any time to complete such reg- 
ulations hereafter. 


Mr. PETERS. Idemand the previous ques- 


tion. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to submit an 
amendment. 


Mr. PETERS. I will bear it read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the first section the following; 

That the stockholders of sa'd company shall be 
jointly and severally liable for all the debts and 
contracts of said corporation as joint partners 
would be. 


Mr. PETERS. I do not admit of that 
amendment. There is no State in the Union 
which exacts such requirements. I insist on 
my demand for the previous question. 

Mr. WILLARD. I move that the bill be 
laid on the table. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 
48, noes 57. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. 
nays. 

Mr. PETERS. I have noobjection to con- 
sider pending the amendment of the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN 
lay on the t ble, 
order. 

lle yeas and nays were ordered; and being 

aken, it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 


I demand the yeas and 


The motion is pending to 
and I demand the regular 


78, nays 54, not voting 112; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Ambler, Beatty, Beck, 
Bird, James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, Buflinton, 
Camphell, Carroll, Cotton, Crebs, Criteher, Dar 
rall, Davis, Donnan, Dox, Finkelnburg, Henry D. 
Foster, Getz, Giddings, Griffith, Haldeman, Han- 
cock, Handley, Ilanks, Harmer, Hay, Gerry W. 
Hazelton, John W. Hazelton. Her etord, Herndon, 
Hibbard, Holman, Kendall, Kerr, Killinger. King 
Manson, Marshall, McCormick. MeGrew. Me [ntyray 
McKee, McNeely, Merriam, Merrick, Benjamin F. 
Moyers, Morey, Morgan, Perce. Eli Perry, Price, 
Randall lward Y. Rice, Eliis H. Roberts, Robin 
Shanks, neta oer John A. Smith, 
Storm, Strong, Terry, Thomas, Turner, 
t's ner, Whitthorne, Willard, Wil liams of Indiana, 

d Young—73. 

“NAYS— Messrs. Barry, Bigby, Bingham, Boles, 
Buekleyv, Coghlan, Comingo, Coneer, Cox, Duell, 
Duke, Dunnell, Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, 
rye, Goodrich, Harper, George E. Harris, Johu T. 
{larris, Unavens, Hawley, Hoar, Kelley, Kellogg, 
Lamport, Lynch, Moore, Morphis. Leonard Myers, 
Negley, Orr, Packard, Packer. Palmer, Isaae C. 
Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Peters, Rogers, Sargent, 
Sawyer, Seeley, Shober, I. Boardman Smith. Snapp, 
Thomas A Speer. Sutherland, Taffe, Twichell, Wal- 
aan. Waldron, Warre n, Wheeler, and Jeremiah M. 
yy 1isOoOn- 54. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. 


Arthur, Averill, Banks, 





Stevens. 


Adams, 
Barber. 


Ames, Archer, 

Barnum, Bell, 
Beveridge. Biggs, Austin Blair, Brooks, Bure hard, 
Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, Roderick R. Butler, 
Caldwell, Clarke, Cobb, Coburn, Conner, Creely, 
Crocker, Crossland, Dawes, De Large, Dickey, Du 
Bose, Eames, Eldredge, Elliott, Ely, Farnsworth, 
Farwe ll, Forker, Gartield, Garrett, Golladay, Hale, 
Halsey, Hambleton, Hays, Hill, Hooper +, Houghto 
Ketcham, Kinsella. Lamison, Lansing, Pen ts wis, 
Lowe, Maynard, McCleliand, McCrary, MeUeury, 
McJunkin, MeKinney, Mercur, Mitebell, Monroe, 
Niblack, Hosea W. Parker, Aaron F. Perry, Platt, 
Poland, Porter, Potter, Prindle, Rainey, Read, 
John M. Rice, Ritchie, William R. Roberts, Roose- 
velt, Rusk, Seofield, Sheldon, Shella- 
barger, Sherwood, Slocum, Sloss, Worthington C. 
Smith, Snyder, RK. Milton Speer. Sprague, Stark- 
weather, Stevenson, Stoughton, Stowell, St. John, 
Swann, Sypher, Dwight Townsend, Washington 
Townsend, Tuthill, Upson, Van Trump. Vaughan, 
Voorhees, Waddell, Wakeman. Wallace, Walls, 
Wells, Whiteley, Williams ot New Yow. John T. 
Wilson, Winchester, and Wood—1l12. 


So the bill was laid upon the table. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved toreconsider the vote 
by which the bill was laid upon the table ; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


Se ssions, 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, reports d adversely in the following 
cases. and the same were laid upon the table, 

namely : 

A bill (H. R. No. 1596) to grant a certain 
tract of land to the city of Shreveport, in the 
State of Louisiana; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2138) for the relief of 

y. Hall: 

A bill (H. R. No. 404) to pay for quarter 
master’s and commissary stores, when pur 
chased and receipted for, withoutrequiring an 
oath of past ess 

A bili (Hl. RK. No. 1 
of civil ae and 

The petition of F. Holliday, United States 
commissioner for the southern district of 
Oh 10, praying the passage of a law empowerit g 
the Unite d States cor nmi sioners to enforce the 
collection of seamen’s wages. 

Mr. PETIRS moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the adverse reports in those cases 
were laid upon the table; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

PLEASURE-YACIIT ELLIE. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield to the gentleman 

from Maine [Mr. Lyncu] to report a bill from 


the Committee on Commerce, provided it gives 
rise to no debate. 


1025) to define the term 
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Mr. LYNCH, by enanimous consent, 
norted back from the Committee on Com 
merce, with the recommendation that it do 
pass, the bill (H. R. No. 2340) to change ihe 
name of the pleasure-yacht Eilie, of Boston, 
Massachusetts 


The bill was read | ives authority to th 


a third tim and beins 





rrdingly r the third time, and 


assed. 

Mr. 1 YNCH moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was pas ed: and also moved 
i reconsider be laid on the 


The latter motion was agreed 
HENRY A. T. WORTH 
Mr. BINGHAM, from the Committee on the 
Ju Miciary., repor eda bill H kt No 2781) tor 
the relief of Henry A. ! 
read a first and second time. 


the hill was read. It authorizes and 


; : S 
. Worth: which wa 


directs the Secretary of the lLreasury to pay to 


\\ ‘ > ° 
Henry A i. Worth S200, out of any money in 


the lreasury not otherwise appropriated, 10 
ervices endered Sa lirst-Class ¢ rk ln the 
othe Sixt \uditor of the | wsury 
from the Ist of May to the Ist of July, 1869 
il ri herwise pa i fo 

ine Lit Vas order i to ve engrossed ind 


read a third time: and being engrossed, it was 


accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the 
vole bv which tbe b 1] was passed 5 and aiso 


moved that the motion to reconsider be la 


Lhe latter motion was agreed to 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CONGER. If there be no business from 
the Committee on the Judiciary, | ask unani 
mous consent to report the aérial telegraph 
bill from the Committee on Commerce. 

Object on Was made. 

Mr. ARCHER. I move that the House do 
now adj yurn. 

Ihe motion thatthe House adjourn was not 
agreed to. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANIES. 
Mr. BINGHAM. iI am instructed by the 


Committee on the Judiciary to report back the 
following resolution, which was referred to the 
committee, with the recommendation that the 
same do lhe on the table, that the committee 
further consideratio hy 


the Int 


be discharged from its 
and that the Secretary of 
fied thereof. 

lhe SPEAKER The Clerk 


will report the resolution which was referred 


rior be noil 


pro te mpore. 
to the committe 

Phe Clerk read as follows: 

Whereas under an act of Congress of July 2, 1862 


a subsidy in lands and bonds was made, among 
others, to the now Kansas Pacific Railrond Com 


pany and to the Llannibal and St. Joseph Railroad 
Company, and by the act of Cong of July 
1866, a grant of land was made to the State of Kan 


{ 


sas for the use and benefit of the Sr. Jose ph ind 
Denver City Railroad Company; and whereus it i 
claimed by the Atchison and Pike’s Peak Railroad 


Company, w called Central Branch Union Pa ] 
Railroad ¢ mpany, that the Hannibal a ist. Joseph 
Kailro mpany made in 1465 an assigninent to it 





of all it und franchises created by said uct of 
Congress of 1862; and wheress it is claimed by the 
two other said companies that said assignment 1 
absolutely null and void, and that it was fraudu 
lently made, and that improper and corrupt means 
were cin yed to secure the making thereot: and 
whereas the said Atchison and Pike's Peak Railroad 
Company, now known as the Central Branch Dnion 
Pacific Railroad Company, is vow claiming a large 
part of the lands granted to each of sald other com- 
panies, and demanding United States patents there- 
for from the Secretury of Interior: Now, there 
lore, 

Be it resolved, Tinat the matters herein set forth 
are hereby referred to the Comr nittee on the Judi- 
clary forexamination and report; that said com 
mittee is hereby empowered to send for persous and 





3465 


papers, and to examine witnesses under oath; and is 
iereby directed to examine into all the ciroam- 
stances touching the alleged assigoment aforesaid ; 
and further to examine into the question of the 
validity of the claim of the said Atchison and Pike's 
Peak Railroad Company, now called Central Branch 
l 


nion Pacific Railroad Company, to any of the 
inds as aforesaid, and report by bill or otterwise. 

ind be it further 7 ved, That a copy of this 
resolution be delivered to Secretary of the Inte 
rior; ind he is hereby 1 puested to uspend any 
and all action within the Department of the Tnre 
rior touching the issuing of patents to either ot the 
iforesaid companies to any of the lands about the 
right of which any controversy CXists uptil atter 


the said Committee on the Judiciary shall have 
made itsreport to this ouseupon the matters herein 
specifi dd andtbe report shall have been finally acted 
upon 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk 
will now report the resolution reported from 
the ( ‘ommittee on the Judiciary with reference 


t » House resolution just read 
t 


he Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be discharged from the further considerntion of the 
tion, and that the same do lie upon the 
table, and the Secretary of the Interior notified 
hereof, 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Willthe 
committee yield 


snid resolu 


to me for a 


Mr. BINGHAM. I yield to the gentleman 
1 , I do not yield the floor 
Mr. BULLER, of Massachusetts I want 
floor for more than an inquiry There will 
) nething more than an inquiry before this 
I do not desire this land steal 
ing to be transferred from Congress to the 
Interior Department. 
Mr. BINGHAM. 
tleman. 
I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that the re 
with the resolution which has 


18 ad posed of. 
I do not yield to the gen 


port concluding 

just been read, that the Committee on the 

Judiciary be discharged from the further con- 

sideration of the House resolutior, which has 
} 


also been read, that the same do lie on the 


table, and t hat the Secretary of the Intertor 
be notified thereof, is the report of the major 
itv of the Committee on the Judiciary. lhe 


minority, utthe time when the matter was 
deci ied some months ago, sig ified that they 
wight desire to make a minority re port Or 
in my motion to pre- 
ahaha them from doing that now, or any other 
time. I make the suggestion that they may 
make the minority report if they see fit now, 
and I yl ‘Id for that purpose. 
Mr. BUTLER 


Rt, of Massachusetts I desire, 
Mr. Speaker, 


to say that the minority propose 
to make a report which will bring before the 


nothing 


course there is 


House a very in portant question in rega d to 
the railroad pol cy of the Government. i hat 
report was to have been drawn up Dy the gen 
tleman from Indiana, [Mr. Voorueres.} Upon 


informed 
that the counsel of one of the roads had 


inquiry why it was not drawn ip, he 


taken from the committee room—inadvert 
ently, | suppose ; but the fact was, had tulren 
committee-room—the papers, and 
for them he had not been able 
Whether the counsel was 

xm home, or where he was, I do not know. 
lor that reason the minority are not ready to 


present their views, and [ there fore move to 


from the 
wrote 
to get an answer. 


reco “c the report, and upon that 


will address some remark o the House. 
Mr. B 1N GHAM. 
to the gentleman to proceed with an argument. 
{ wish to say » House thatif the minority 
of the e eaeniles ee are not ready 
report, I know of no papers ta 
peared. 
Mr. BUTLER, 


have to make my remarks upon the question 


Massachusetts I shall 


of recommitting the report. 

Mr. BINGHAM I informed the gentle- 
man t had not surrendered the fj or to 
him t his remarks at the present time. 





Mr. BULLER, of Massachusetts. I under 
d that you did 


Mr. BINGHAM. I yielded to the gentle- 
man to make @ minority report. 


oa pane 


_ 









ried ag arn SI an ella ahd 
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Mr. BUTLER. of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, that is a question between you and 
the gentleman from Ohio. You told me that 
he had yielded the floor to me. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I stated distinctly that I 
yielded to the gentleman to make a minority 
report if he thought fit. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I 
making it now, 

Mr. BINGHAM. A minority report is not 
made orally ; it must be in writing. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
man from Ohio yielded to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts tor the purpose of making a 

minority report 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I was 
stating the reasons why I could not prepare 


am 


one, and the gentleman from Ohio knew very 
well that [ had not a minority report to 
present. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I knew very well that 


one of the members of the minority of the 
committee told me a month ago that he did 
not know whether they would make a minority 
report or not. 


f 


rhe gentle- 


Mr. BULLER, of Massachusetts. That 
was Mr. Vooruees. 

Mr. BINGHAM Yes. 

Mr BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Well, he | 


Is here 'o spenk for himself. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I spoke to him on the 
subject nearly a month ago, and told him I 


was wuthorized to make a report, and asked | 


if he desired to submit a minority report, and 
he snid that he did not know whether he 
should make any minority report, and | heard 
no more about the matter until last night, 
when the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Burien) asked meto let the matter lie over 
until this evening, which ! did. I do not 
know what papers they wanted, but I desire to 
say this now and in thisconnection: that I had 
no desire to exclude them from making any 
report they chose to make. ‘The majority of 
have made a report which 
covers a tingle page, and which states that 
the ground on which we rested the action of 
the committee has decided 
decisions than one of the Supreme Court. 
Pie House bas no business with this ques- 
Now, as the matter stands, we decide 


the committee 


been 


tion, 


by more | 


nothing in favor of anybody except of the | 


right of the country that the authority of the 


Jaw shull be administered exactly in the mode | 


and manner in which the law prescribes. 


As | 


for the resolution, it affirms nothing in favor | 


of any one of the conflicting parties. We 
find nothing in favor of either party. We 
refer the watter back to the Department, 
where the law places it; and we notitied the 
Department that they can proceed with the 
duties preseribed by law in deciding the mat- 
ters which are brought in guestion in this con- 
troversy, and if the parties are not satisfied 
with the decision of the Departments, they can 
go inio the courts and settle it there, and 


finally they can carry the matter up to the | 


Surpreme Court, and where the United States 
and all the pariies can bave their rights determ- 
ined finally and forever. 

But, sir, I wish to say in reference to certain 
pepers which gentlemen claim have disap- 
peared that | know nothing about it. [ only 
know of a brief, a copy of which was handed 
to me, and | believe to each of my colleagues, 
the brief of one of the commiitee, Mr. Nich- 
ols; | had a copy of it here last night, and have 
it to-night. Itis quite at their disposal; but, 
rir, | um not disposed to press this matter 
now if the House will agree to set apart some 
duy next week afier the morning hour for the 
covsideration of the matter. 

There is nothing in this question that I am 
not ready to meet on behalf of the majority of 
this commitiee, because I insist that every- 
thing that pertains to the duty of this House 
is settled ulready by the decisions of the court. 

Mr. BULLER, of Massachusetts. I sug- 
gest the first Monday in December next. 


| 


Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman bas not 
the floor yet to make that motion. And as 
the gentleman undertakes to be witty, I un- 
gertake to say that he is engaged here in an 
unseemly purpose to undertake to postpone 
indefinitely the question whether the law of 
the United States shall be administered in the 
mode and manner in which the law expressly 
requires it shall be administered. I am ready 
to make it appear here, as the majority of 
this committee have found, that there never 
was any paper before them or before this 
House—— 

Mr. VOORHEES. If it is possible for the 
geutieman from Ohio [Mr. BixGHam] to yield 
the floor for a moment, as he has made a state- 
ment in regard to me, | beg him to do so. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ihave made no statement 
unkind to the gentleman; but [ will yield to 
him, 

Mr. VOORHEES. I do not complain of 
the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. Bincuam] occu 
pying all the time, last night and to-night, too, 
on the business of the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, while the rest of us were sitling out 
yonder in the rear, with a few bills we would 
like to get clear of. Ido not make any com- 
plaint on that score. Buti do complain some 
when a statement is made calculated to make 
a wrong impression in regard to myself. When 
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Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman will please 
say to me whether the paper he refers to was 
the argument of Mr. Nichole, who appeared 
in behalt of the central branch ot the Union 
Pacifie railroad. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It was. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I tried to inform the 
gentleman last night that that argument was 
with my files. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. There is 
more than that. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes; there were more 
than that. It was not merely the absence of 
the paper, but the desire on the part of the 
interest before the Judiciary Committee to 


suppress that view of the case. 
Mr. ELDREDGE. There was the official 


iecorrespondence between this attorney, Mr. 


Nichols, and the United States which was 
taken away. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is all accessible. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. It was upon that, I 
suppose, the gentleman from Ohio made up 
his opinion. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Not at all. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. It was upon that we 
ought to make up our opinion; it was put 
before the committee to enable them to make 


| up their opinion, 


this question, which is one of greatimportance, | 


one involving the interests of this Govern 
ment—though I need not enter into the discus- 
sion of it now—when this question came up 
for consideration | was absent in the city of 
New York on important business. When I 
returned I found the question had been pre- 
sented by a great array of talent on both sides. 

Mr. BiNGHAM. On three sides. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Well, on three sides, 
on all sides. 1 donot know but itis octagonal, 
for it has many sides. Among other modes of 
presentation, printed briefs and written state- 
ments had been resorted to. 
question had withdrawn its brief and written 
statement before | had any opportunity at all 
to examine them. 

I addressed a note to the attorney present- 
ing that side of the case, asking for his brief 
and bis argument. 
the Committee on the Judiciary to the neces- 
sity I was laboring under of having that argu- 
ment before [ could pass upon the matter. | 


Mr. BINGHAM. 
of the papers. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I do not charge the 
gentleman with any such thing ; he is incapa- 


I never took away any 


_ ble of anything of the kind. But these papers 


are gone; it was upon these papers that judg 
ment was expected to be pronounced by the 


/ committee, if any judgmeat at all should be 
| pronounced, 


Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman from In- 
diana has done me entire justice in his state- 
ment. Itis what I sought to say, and what I 


|| think the reporter’s notes will show I did say. 


One side of this |} 


I called the attention of | 


failed in every attempt to get it back before | 


the committee, and there were reasons assigued 
by that interest why they did not wish to pre 
sent their views ayain, but desired to recall 
them. From that hour to this I have never 
been able to get hold of that side of the ques 
tion. 

When the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Brne- 
HAM] some weeks ago approached me upon 
the subject with his usual kindness to me—and 
certainly [ reciprocate it all in our personal 


intercourse—and asked me whether a minority | 
report would be made, [ told him that I did 


not know whether it would or not. 
Mr. BINGHAM. 
say. 


Mr. VOORHEES. 


The reason I said that 


That is all I meant to || 


was because | did not know yet whether we | 


would be able to get these papers or not; and 


if I did obtain them I could not say to what | 


conclusion they would bring me. 


[Mr. Butter] and the gentleman from Wis- | 


consin [Mr. EvprepGe]| to a conclusion in 
favor of a minority report. IT confess 1 am 
strongly prejudiced in favor of a minority 
report also because of the course that has been 


| pursued. 


I conceived it but justice to myself to make 
this statement. I now suggest to the gentle- 


man from Ohio that the fair way upon this | 
question would be either to recommit this mat- | 


ter to the Committee on the Judiciary or to 
leave it open with permission to file a minority 


, report if we should deem it best for the public 


| interest to do so when we get the papers. 


They have |) 
brought the gentleman from Massachuse:ts | tion of the gentleman from Massachusetts is 


| to suspend it till next December. 


| ining the papers. 


| Nichols, and it is at his disposal. 


J only ask him to take notice that I did say I 
desired the minority shou'd have an oppor- 
tunity to makea report, and that, with the con- 


| sent of the House, this case might be laid over 


until a future day of this session that such a 
report might be submitted ; and I desire that 
argument may be heard upon it. I hope, how- 
ever, that this question may not be postponed 
unti! December, for the reason (and I appeal 
to the gentleman from Massachuseits to con- 
sider it) that the case has been under examin 
ation and argument inthe Interior Department, 
in obedience to the express requirement of law, 
upon wnich examination, first and last, no 
matter in what order, all these parties contest- 
unt didappear. A decision was mae by the 
Secretary of the Interior. Some of these par- 
ties, not satisfied with that decision, asked him 
to open the case for reargument or rehearing. 
That was on a Saturday in January last; and 
onthe following Monday morning, without any 
notice to the House of this action between 
these parties or of the connection they had 
with it, a resolution was presented here (un- 
doubtedly in perfect good faith) by an honor- 
able member of the House. the resclution 
which has been alluded to, and which instructs 
the Secretary of the Interior for the time being 
tosuspend action. Four monthsor more have 
passed since that was done. This case pending 
for hearing under your laws before the Interior 
Department stands suspended. The sugges- 


1 do not understand that to be the sug- 


| gestion of the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 


Vooruees.}] He wants an opportunity to 
make a report if he should see fit afier exam- 
I say to him that I have 
here the argument originally presented by Mr. 
I will hand 
it to him; I have no need for it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I cannot examine it 
now. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Ido notexpect that ; but 


I ask the House now to adopt my proposition 
and let this matter be set down for a hearing 
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after the morning hour, say, on Friday of next 
week. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Has the gentleman 
from Ohio in his files the official correspond 
ence presented by Mr. Nichols as having 
passed between himself and the officers of the 
Government of the United States? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Alli that | remember ever 
having anything * do with, or bearing any- 
thing of, { believe | have here referred to in 
my notes, though the papers way be on file in 
the Department. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Reference to the papers 
in the gentleman’s notes is not what we want. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I cannot answer the gen- 
tleman otherwise than | have done. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 1 understand that the 
papers presented by Mr. Nichols as the official 
correspondence between him and the officers 
of the Government are not on the files and 
are not in the possession of the gentleman. 

Mr. BINGHAM. There is no occasion at 
all for saying that there is anything wanting 
here which cannot within a reasonable time 
be procured. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 


ewer me this ques! ion: 


Will my colleague an 
does be know why it 18 
that Mr. Nichols took those papers away and 
declines to answer the letter of the gentleman 
from Indiana, [Mr. Voornees,] and return 
the papers? What motive has Mr. Nichols? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I do not know anything 
about that. | never had a word with him on 
this subject. I never heard of the matter ex 
cept from the lips of the gentleman from Inai- 
ana, [Mr. Voonuees.] I yield to the gentle 


man from Maine, [Mr. Perers. | 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Why not 
to me? 


Mr. BINGHAM. I will after a while. 

Mr. BULLIER, of Massachusetts. There 
have been two speeches on that side and none 
on this 

Mr. BINGHAM — [am not sure of that. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. We must 
have a little fair play in this matter, or you 
will not carry thisthrough to-night. 

Mr. PETERS. [| wish to make, very briefly, 
@ statement of this matter as it appears to 
me. ‘The resolution of inquiry was sent to the 
Committee on the Judiciary early in the ses- 
sion, and there was a prolonged argument by 
eminent and distinguished counsel in behalf 
of the two contesting railroads. ‘The commit- 
tee voted to ask the House to allow us to be 
discharged from the further consideration of 
the subject several moaths ago, since which 
time | have not heard a word ubout this mat- 
ter in the committee from any source. 

Mr. Nichols, who has been alluded to, was 
one of the counsel Vv ho ee for one of 
the railroads before the committee, and he 
reud from a certain iakiad brief. I did not 
understand him to have submitted bis brief to 
the committee, and he took it away. 
never seen it. That side of the case was ar- 
gued hy Mr. Nichols and ex Attorney Gen- 
eral Hoar, orally, and it was argued on the 
other side by a printed brief, which was read, 
nnd also by oral argument of ex-Senator Hen 
derson, of Missouri. 

Mr. Speaker, the thing is in a nut shell. 
The question is, which of three railroads owns 

sone lands, or does any of them own it, or is 
any of them er ititled to it, or does it be long 
to the Government of the United States? As 
to the issue between those two railroads, it is 
avery uice question of law, which should be 
decided by a deliberate ae tl. It belongs 
to the decision of the Interior De ‘pariment; 
and if either party is dissatisfied with the con- 
clusion there, the y can go to the courts, rhe 
counsel for both of these railroads said to the 
committee, in so many words, they did not 
desire our investigation. They a 


| have 


in my 
hearing, and in reply to questions | put to 


them, both Mr. Hoar and Mr. Henderson, 
they preferred we should Jet them alone, and 
they would go belore the Secretary of the 
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Interior, and if either party got an uncatisfac- 
tory result they would go farther. And I have 
been entreated, as one of the members o if the 
committee, by counsel on both sides of the 
question, to make this report to the House 
and have an end of it; because the Interior 
Department will give it no considera'ion ; they 
will hear neither party, until we discharge our- 
selves from its consideration. 

Mr. BINGHAM, and Mr. BUTLER of 
Massachusetts, rose. 

Mr. PETERS 
Statement ; 
make it 

Mr. Speaker, that is the position of these 
railroads. We are not fit upthere in the com- 
mittee-room, in the haste and wantof deliber 
ation, having a mass of business pressing upon 
our attention, to sit as a court and determine 
the nice question of law between these parties, 
nor do they want us to do it, but have be- 
sought us to take our hands off to let them goto 
the Department and the 


Allow me to complete my 
and I will yield to nobody while I 


courts for their rights. 


In the beginning it was otherwise. Why? 
> 
Because the Interior Department made a de- 


cision in the first place ex parte. The 
diately receded from it on the request of the 
other party, and there is where they should 
have their status. It was rescinded on the 
f Mr. Henderson. 

Now, one thing further. Supposing, Mr. 
Speaker, the land does not belong to either of 
the se eueea ys. but belongs to the United 
States, the view of the committee is that tne 
Secretary of the Interior is able to take care 
of our rights. If they get the land from us 
without legal title, they will get it from our- 
selves with our Department of the Interior, 
with our officers, with our Attorney General 
and other officers acting for us in our interest. 
If I understand my friend from Massachu 
setts-—— 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
not understand me, 
to Say a wo d, 


yY imme- 


application 0 


You did 
for [had not been allowed 
When I say something then 


you will understand me. 


Mr. PETERS. If [ can understand from 
what he said before, his object in the minority 
report 1s to pass a statute relating to the ques- 
tion between these railroads. Lhe que stionis 
whether you will take from the Department 
of the inter or the decision of questions which 
it has had from the beginning of the Govern- 
ment and give it to the Judiciary Committees 
of the House and Senate ; 


that is the question 
as | understand it. 


The que stion between the 
railroads can be better decided elsewhere. 
We have not the time, and we have not the 
opportunity necessary for such deliberation 
In the contest between the Government and 
the railroads before the Department of the 
luterior and the courts the Government can 
take care of itself. It seems to me thatis a 
p'ain statement of the subject, which ought 
never in we judgment to have come before 
the Hou - been sent to the committee. 

Mr. BU 1 LER, of Massachusetts, addressed 
the House for ten minutes. [His remarks will 
be published in the Appendix. ] 

BINGHAM. I now yieid eight min 
utes to the ge New York, [Mr. 
Goopricn. | a member of the committee. 

Mr. GOODRICH. It is with some relue 
tance that | undertake to say anything upon a 
matter which divides the committee of which 
Ll am a humble member. ‘The chairman of 
the committee [Mr. Bincnam] undertakes on 
this occasion to make a report, in which he 
asks that the committee shall be relieved from 
the further consideration of the resolution that 
was referred to it Meuversof the committee 
come forward now and claim that they should 
be allowed to make a minority report. As I 
understand, the chairman of the committee 
yields to allow them to make a minority 
report _— 

Mr. BUTLER, of Mas 
he dues not. 


Mr. GOODRICH. 


utleman from 


suchusetts. Oh, no; 


And instead of making 
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that report, those members of the committoe 
who come here and ask that opportunity, are 
here to rediscuss the questions of duct and of 
law that were considered by the committee, 
avd which were settled aud decided by a 
majority uf the committee, and the report 
now made through its chairman is with ihe 
sanction ofa maj rity of that committee, 

The precise 
the House, as | understand it, is whether the 
action ola respectable commiitee of this House 
shall be thwarted in the manner that has been 
here indicated. [do not know how that is in 
fact, but it seems to me that it 1s not proper at 


» question which is now before 


allto undertake to discuss upon either side 
here the facts that appeared betore the com 
mittee. If that were in order, and this were 
the proper occasion, it would give me great 
satisfaction, if time were allowed, to show, as 
[ undertake to say be done most conclu 
sively, that eve ry me mber of the committee 
who has the slightest regard to propriety or to 
the regularity of proceedings by this body, 
ee entire ly agree that the dex ision arrived 
at by the majority of the 
correct. 

Sir, it appeared before the committee that 
there were three claimants to these lands, and 

ich one of the three was a railroad company, 


committee was 


and each one may ve ussune d to have or not 
to have friends either in this body or outside 
of this body. And each claimed the sands 
upon the ground that the first standing 
line of claims had failed to do what wa 
tial to entitle them to the lands. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it appeared perfectly 
clear to the committee that each one sought 
the decision and report of the Judiciary Com 
mittee inerely as an aid to proceedings to be 


in the 


s ¢?Ssen 


taken elsewhere. It is essential to proceed 
ings to be carried on either in the courts or 
before the proper Secretary ; and as the com 
mittee did not feel itself at liberty to be thus 
used, and thous ght that it was not due t »decida 
the rights of either one of the parties, it 
simply decided that it ought to be released 
from all further consideration of the matter, 
and remit each party back to the claim that he 
might have before any tribunal And there 
the committee have left the matter Lhere is 
no member of the House that can have any 
knowledge of the case that would not see 
tle propriety of the course 
committee, 


faken y the 
Is there not a:;ple opportunity 
for either claimant to make good its right be 
fore the proper Secretary? And if it fails to 
do so, each or either one of them ean go lo the 
courts. But let neither have the sanction ofa 
committee of a legislative body. ‘The case 
belongs to the executive department and to 
the courts of the country, and one should have 
no more advantage giveu to it than the other. 

But that is not the question here. ‘Tix 
question here is whether something in lieu of 
the minority report shall be ullowed to over 
ride the action of one of the 


respectabl com 
mittees of this body. 


l may say that for my 


self, as an humble member of the commitice, 
I listened attentively to everything that was 
said be fore the comunittee. | entertained a 


conviction, as clear as any convicuon | ever 
entertained in my life, that it was precisely a 
case where a committee of a legisiative bi dy 
had no right tointerlere, and that interference 
was un) ustifable if not even worse, and ip 
that Opinion l stood by the side of the re 
spose chairman of the committee, 

Mr. BINGHAM. 1 now yield Give minutes 
to the genlieman [rom Wisconsin, (Mi kLLD 
REDGE 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Mr. Speaker, it must be 
apparent to the House that tbh ca ivoives 


questions ot too much IM portance ven to be 
stated in Hive minutes. lie committee, when 
this subject was first commuted to them, 
started out under embarrassment tron ha 
act that they were not empowerd to send 
for persous aud papers. ‘They were required 


to investigate certain facts which they could 
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not do as they ought to without the power to 

end for persons and papers, and authority 
to ascertaim other facts which the committee 
showed were necessary. 

Now, the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Goopricn]| tells that there three 
parties contesting before the committee. Sir, 
there were three parties, and there was a 
fourth party that ought to have con- 
testing it before the committee. As one of 
the minority I insisted that it was our duty to 
represent the United St ites, especially when 
it appeared that all the Attorneys General 
employed in behalf of the United States in 


us were 


been 


| these two companies, to have made a minority | 


this matter are now employed in bebalfofthese || 


compantes against the United States 


Mr. BINGHAM. 


That is a mistake. 


Mr. ELDREDGE. It is no mistake. The 
chairman of the committee will please not 
interrupt me in that way. It was claimed 


(and if this report shall stand just as it is made 
here it will be the fact) that the United States 
will be concluded bythe acts of the Land Office 
upon It was claimed by the 
majority of the committee, and must be the 
fact in order to } istify their re port, that when- 
ever the Land Office shall decide that anyone 
of these companies is entitled to any portion of 
the lands orany subsidy which they are author- 
ized to have under certain circumstances, that 
is conclu that it is settled by the proper 
officer of the United States, and cannot be 
inguired into in any other way. The United 
States to be crushed between 
these three several millstones, if you please to 
call them 


this question, 


ive; 


therefore, 


o. ‘Twoofthe parties, as was stated 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts, when 
they found themselves somewhat embarrassed, 
withdrew trom the and. settled 
ns we supposed, outside of the 
Then it was that they begged of 


contest 
controversy, 


committee, 


their | 


ues, is the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. Perers ] } 


kaye, to let them alone and permit them to 
divide up the spoils. 
to distribute the landsand money of the United 
States, they would be content; and I have no 
doubt they did apply repeatedly to the gentle- 
man from Maine to have him make this-report, 
that they might make a division and dispose 
of the interests of the United States 


If we would permit them | 


Now, this assignment which has been spoken | 
of assigns the rights which were given by the | 


United States to a reilroad company 


certain conditions ; and this railroad company 


upon | 


to which the assignment is made may be either | 


solvent or insolvent, may be either able to 
perform the conditions or not able to perform 
them. If the assigument is held to be valid, 
and if the officer of the United States authorized 
to determine the question in the Land Office 
should determine in favor of this new com 
pany, then, according to the chairman of the 
committee and those who concur with him, 
the United States is concluded. The question 
is res adjudicata, and cannot be inquired into 
further; if the United States shall see fit to 
recognize the company to-whom the assign- 
ment is made, and grant tothem the lands and 
the subsidy, that ends the matter. That is the 
question; and that is why those parties wished 
to withdraw, and why this report was made. 


I do not charge the committee with making | 


the report in the interest of any railroad com 
pany; but the companies that applied to my 
friend from Maine [Mr. Perens] applied to 
him that they might have these questions set- 
tled between themselves; and the United Siates 
have in no instance been represented before 
the committee, The questions examined have 
been examined simply with reference to the 
railroad companies. 

These are the questions which we insist 
should be inquire d into; these are the ques 
tions which have not been examined by the 
committee. They are the questions which 
were ignored by the majority of the commit- 
tee, but upon which we intended, if we had 
had an opportunity, and if the papers had not 
been taken away upon the settlement between 


| oath. 
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report. 

This is all I desire to say upon this question. 
My opinion is that this matter ought to be re- 
committed and the committee authorized to 
send for persons and papers; that they ought 
to examine into the whole question, not the 
question of the rights of these companies 
alone, but the more important question to the 
country, the rights of the United States with 
reference to the giving of these lands and sub- 
sidies to these several companies. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, in the little 


I have already said I have avoided so far as | 


possible any discussion of the conflict between 
these several railroad companies. The reso- 
lution, misinterpreted or forgotten by my hon- 
orable friend [Mr. E.prepGe] who has just 
taken his seat, authorizes the committee to 
examine witnesses on oath touching this busi- 
ness; but the committee never intimated any 
desire to examine anybody on oath. No 
motion of the sort was ever made. The case 
was not one requiring any examination upon 
It was very clear that the question 
before us was simply whether under existing 
law it was the function or duty of the House 
of Representatives to entertain this case at 
all. 

Now, if the House will bear with mea moment 
I will vindicate very briefly the action of the 
majority of the committee. Ifthe United States 
were without remedy in the eventof an ignorant 
act on the part of the Department, in the event 


| of a mistake that would amount to construc- 


tive fraud, in the event of an actual frand prac- 


| ticed upon the Department, such as the hon 


orable gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Butter] seemed to intimate, then I would 
favor the suggestion of my friend from Wis- 
consin [Mr. E.prepGe] to recommit this 
subject, with power to send for persons and 
papers. 

But, sir, the Government of the United 
States is as competent to go into court on a 
billin chancery to set aside a decision of the 
Interior Department touching any Jand or 
lands to either of these corporations, as is 
any preémptor; and it has been so ruled and 
decided by your Supremé Court. More than 
once, sir, they have set aside patents issued 
by the Interior Department. At the term of 
court just closed, in the case of Thompson, 
and one from the State of Nebraska, the 
Supreme Court of the United States set 
aside the order and decision and patent of the 


| Secretary of the Interior, and declared the 


patentee was but the trustee of the rightful 
owner. And in the case of the United States 
vs 
States, in the case reported in 2 Wallace, sol- 


| emnly ruled the United States might, by pro- 
| ceeding in chancery touching a patent, set 


aside a patent issued by itself. That was the 


| language of the distinguished justice of that 


court now no more, Mr. Justice Grier, that 
when the patent was issued in ignorance, or 
issued in fraud, or issued without authority 


law will pronounce them void. The patent is but 
evidence of a grant, and the officer who issues it 


|| acts ministerially, and not judicially.” 


Mr. Speaker, I say to the House the opin- 
ion of the court I have read to the House ig 
this: where the Interior Department issues a 
patent for lands without authority to do it, the 
court ean set it aside on suit of the United 
States. When he issues it in mistake, or igno- 
rance, the United Srates by its own suit can 
set it aside. When he issues it through fraud 
practiced on him by any party to the patent, 
or through fraud in which he is a participant 
himself, the United States by its own action, 
in its own tribunals, may set it aside. There 
is your own ruling. 

Mr. ELDREDGE rose. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Do not interrupt me now. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I donot dispute a single 


| proposition of law laid down by the gentle- 


man from Ohio 


Mr. BINGHAM. Iam glad the gentleman 


| does not. 





Stone the Supreme Court of the United | 


of law in the Department to issue it, it might | 


be set aside. 

I read in the hearing of the House from the 
text of the opinion of the court as given by 
Justice Grier, which is enough to satisfy the 
House I am right on that subject, for that was 
precisely the case which was tried, the United 
States being the party against Stone. Justice 
Grier in delivering the opinion of the court, 
from which there was no dissent, proceeds to 
say: 

‘*A patent is the highest evidence of title, and is 


conclusive as against the Government, and all 
claiming under junior patents or tities, until it is 


|| set aside, or annulled by some judicial tribunal. Ino 


England this was originally done by scire facias, 


| but a bill in chancery is found a more convenient 


remedy. 


** Nor is fraud inthe patenteethe only ground upon | 


which a bill will be sustained. Patents are some- 
times issued unadvisedly or by mistake, where the 
oflicer has no authority in law to grant them, or 
where another party has « higher equity and should 
have received the patent. In sock cases courts of 





Mr. ELDREDGE. The gentleman has not 
met the proposition I have madeto the House, 
that when the Land Office recognized one of 
these companies, or paid over subsidies to them, 
the House will not subseribe to the opinion 
that it shall be conclusive on the Government, 
and the question cannot be raised elsewhere, 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is a total mistake. 
The court has decided the question can be 
raised. If he does it without authority of law, 
if he does it through fraud or mistake, it can 
be set aside. So the court ruled thatit he does 

| it through fraud, through ignorance, or through 
mistake, it shall be set aside. He wishes, 
under the pretense of protecting, the United 
States, to haveitwo hundred gentlemen sit down 
here and become triers of a case when, by the 
written law, it is to be tried primarily in the 
Interior Department, and finally in the judi- 
cial departments of the Government. Thatis 
all the point between us, 

In regard to subsidies in money, that is all 
settled and not before the committee at all. 
In regard to lands, the Secretary of the [nte- 
rior, in the opinion he gave before this ques- 
tion came here, and that is a matter of record, 
refused one half of the lands claimed by one 
| of these companies. Whether he allowed it to 
another I do not know. He refused it to one 
company, and decided the case pending before 
him. 

All I have to say about this is that under the 
| laws of the United States primarily in the 


|| administration of your laws touching the Post 


Office service that is to be done first through 
the Post Office Department. 

Under your laws touching the service of 
the Army, anything belonging to that is to be 
decided in the War Department primarily. 
Under your laws what is to be done in your 
naval service is primarily to be decided in the 
Navy Department. And so what is to be 
done in your courts, and through the officials 
of your courts, your judicial officers, belongs 
| to the Department of Justice. But if, in any 

one of these Departments, acting under the 
guidance of your written Jaw, there is ignc 
rance, mistake, fraud, the denial of any of the 
rights of this Government or of the citizens 
of this Government, that is a matter for your 
'courts. When it is a deprivation of the 
rights of a citizen, if there has been any at- 
tempted fraud or mistake, the matter is to be 
reheard, redecided, and corrected, if there 
' has been any attempted fraud or mistake. 

Gentlemen come here and ask us to strip 
the Department of the Interior of the author- 
ity with which it is clothed by law. They ask 
us to strip the judicial departments of the 
| Government of the United States of the au- 


thority with which they are clothed by law, 
| and to sit down here and decide whether the 
| Central Branch or the St. Joseph and Denver 
Branch or whether the Kansas Branch is en- 
titled to the whole or any part of these lands. 
| T insist on it, sir, that the majority of the com- 
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mittee have done nothing but their duty in 
asking this House to discharge them trom 
the further consideration of this subject, to 
remand it where it belongs under the written 
laws of the nation, and if the Secretary of the 
Interior does not do his duty there are vigi- 
lant men enough in this House and out of it, 
charged with the duties of this Government, 
to see to it thatany error he commits through 
ign rance or mistaking the words of your 
Supreme Court, or through fraud practiced 
upon him or by himself, in derogation of the 
rights of any one, shall be reviewed, corrected, 
and reversed iu the highest judicial tribunal 
of the nation. ’ 

That is all, sir, there isin thiscase. There 
is no money question about it. And if there 
be any private preémptors, there stand half a 
dozen cases ruled and settled, and questioned 
aud challenged by nobody, in accordance with 
which a man wrongfully deprived of his vested 
rights under your law as a preémptor may go 
into your courts and have a decree securing to 
him his rights. 

Now. my proposition is simply that this 
resolution heretofore referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary to investigate this ques- 
tion do lie upon the table, that the committee 
be discharged from tie further consideration 
of this subject, and that the Secretary of the 
Interior, who has heretofore been notified to 
suspend the discharge of his duties under the 

w, be informed of the action of the House. 
We decide notl lng in favor of anybody at all. 
And if the House shall sustain the previous 

uestion, [ repeat again that it is my desire 
that the House sball give these gentlemen 
Friday week, after the morning hour, to hear 
anything they may have to say on this subject, 
as well as to present any minority report they 
mnay see fit to present. 

I now move the previous question on the 
resolution. 

Mr. TAFFE. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. 

Mr. BINGHAM. With the consent of the 
House, | shall answer any question the geutle- 
man may ask me. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I hope 
the House will allow this matter to be dis- 
cussed. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iam asking this House 
to allow it to be discussed. 

Mr. TAFFE. All that the chairman of the 
committee asks is that the committee be dis 
charged from the further consideration of the 
resolution. I willask him if he will be wiiling 
to pass a resolution without that stump speech 
which he has injected into it? 

Mr. BINGHAM. There is no stamp speech 
in the resolution. 
1 bave had read. 

Mr. TAFIE. 
my questi n? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Letthe resolution be read. 
There is no stump speech in it. Will the gen- 
tieman state what he wants stricken out? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question 
is upor aving the resolution on the table 

Mr. BUILER, of Massachusetts. | object 
tod+ebaie; myturnbas come now. (Laughter. } 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, you will have your 
turn, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I rise to 
a parliamentary question. If the motion to lie 
upon the table is pending, why has the Speaker 
allowed it to be debated all this time? — 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
been no debate on the motion. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. The 
gentieman did not move to lay the resolution 
on the table : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He did not 
make it in that form until be concluded his 
speech. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Now I ask that the 
resolution may be read to tlie House. 

Mr. TAFT. I esk the gentieman if the 


} 
hah 


The resolution is just what 


Will the gentleman answer 


Ihere has 


resolution is all the report of the committee ? || 


Mr. BINGHAM. 
report to the House. 

Mr. TAFFE. [| am willing to have that 
adopted; but not the stump speech in the 
report. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. 


order. I did no 


The resolution is all we 


I rise to a question of 
understand what the Chair 
said would be the first q estion in order. 

lhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion 
of the gentleman trom Ohio, that the commit 
tee be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the resolution, and that it be laid upon 
the tab 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts... I hope 
that wl | ne voted down. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Well, I hope it will be 


voted In. Laughter. ] 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I know 
you do. 


Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. BUI'LER, of 
why do you debate. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Is it in order now to 
move to recommil the resolution ? 

fhe SPEAKER pro tempore It is not 
until the question shall have been taken on the 
motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. ELDRIDGE. Willit be in order after 
that ? 

the SPEAKER pro tempore. It will. 

Mr. TAFFE. 1 want to know whether this 
notion includes the preamble and the whole 
report ? 


Debate is not in order. 
Massachusetts. Then 


the SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
understands that it includes nothing but the 
resuvliution. 

Mr. TAFFE. Iam willing that the resolu- 
tion shall be disposed of in any way; but that 
Stummp sper ch I object to 

Mr. BLNGHAM. There is nostump speech 
there. 

The question was taken upon the motion to 
lay on the table; and there was—ayes 33, 
noes 70. 

So the House refused to lay the resolution 
on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
that the report be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BINGHAM rose. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
Lo speak upon that motion ] have the floor, 
now, [| believe. (Laughter.} Mr. Speaker, 
[ will not detain the House more than a 
moment or two at this late hour, and that 
simply to say that as for me I do not care 
anything about the controversy between the 
railroads. 


I desire 


I call my associates upon the Com 
mittee on the Judiciary to witness that what 
I desired was that a resolution be reported to 
the House directing the Attorney General to 
appear before the Department of the Interior 
and in this division of the spoils to represent 
the United States. That I was not permitted 
to do. I appeared for the United States in 
my humble way, and nobody else. L now 
desire that the report shall be recommitted, 
und | shall come in with a minority report if 
[ cannot get the majority to agree to my views. 
I move the previous question. 

fhe previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered; and under the 
operation thereof the report was recommitted 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the report was 
recommitted; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

‘The latter motion was agreed to. 

And tben, on motion of Mr. SPEER, of 
Georgia, the House (at nine o'clock and fifty- 
five minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


PRETITIONS. 


The following petitions were presented 


under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees ; 


By Mr. BIRD: 
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of Washington, New Jersey, remonstrating 
against so amending the Constitution of the 
United States as to allow a foreign-born citi 
zen to become President of the United States 

By Mr. COBURN: The petition of soldiers 
and sailors of Utica. New York, asking the 
passage of a bill to provide industrial homes, 
&ec., for the orphans of soldiers and sailors 
who served in the Union Army and Navy. 

By Mr. HALE: The petition of Joseph H. 
Demott, of Eastport, Maine, for arrears of 
pension. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: The petition of 26 in- 
ternal revenue guugers of the cities of New 
York and Brooklyn, asking that their compen- 
sation may be fixed at ten dollars per day while 
actually employed 

By Mr. RANDALL: The petition of Lydia 
Robinson, praying relief in consideration of 
the services of Captain John Douglas, who 
raised a company of men for the eleventh 
Pennsylvania regiment in the war of the Revo- 
lution. 

Also, the petition of Ann M. Tatem. pray- 
ing relief in consideration of services and suf 
ferings of her father, James B. Ware, who was 
tuken a prisoner with Commodore Bainbridge 
in the war with Tripoli. 

By Mr. SEELEY: The petition of officers, 
soldiers, &c., to make claims for homestead 
lands assignable. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS, of New York: The 
petition of Mary Jane Colton, widow of Martin 
S. Colton, for a pension. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, May 15, 1872. 
The Senate met at eleven o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev: BE. D. Owey, of Washington, 
District of Columbia. 


Che Journal of yesterday's proceedings was 
read and approved. 





NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed as the 
committee of conference on the part of the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 1191) making 
appropriations for the naval service for the 
year ending Juve 30, 1873, and for other 
purposes, Mr. CoLe, Mr. Cragin, and Mr. 
STOCKTON, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The VICE PRESIDENT signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills, which had yesterday 
received the signature of the Speaker of the 
Honse of Representatives : 

A bill (H. R. No. 2048) for the relief of 
fobert A M iyo, of Richmond, Virgini a5 

A bill (H. R. No. 207) for the relief of 
Robert L. D. Burehfield ; and 

A bill (S. No. 845) to authorize the econ 
struction of certain bridges across the Missis- 
sippi river, and to establish the same as post 
roads. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILE 

Mr. COLE. I wish to call up, subject to 
morning business, the conference 
report on the deficiency appropriation b i. 

rhe VICE PRESIDENT. if there be no 
objection, itis so ordered. The Chair hears 
no objection. 


committee 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills yesterday received from 
the House of Representatives were read twice 
by their titles, and referred to the Committes 
on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. No. 2765) granting a pension 


| to Julia Cosgrove ; 


A bill (H. R. No. 2766) granting a pension 
to Mary Whalen; 

A bill (H. R. No, 2767) granting a pension 
to Ardella D. Warfield and Lindsley N. War- 
field ; 

A bill (HL. R. No. 2768) granting a peusiou 


The petition of citizens || to Mary A. Dodd; and 
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A bill (. R. No. 2770) granting a pension 
to Mary Io. Sheiton. 

The bill H. R. No. 2768) to provide a 
building suited to the use of the custom-house, 
post ofice, the pene mand revenue olheers, 
and the ju fheers of the United States 
in the ciy of Memphis, Tennessee, was read 


hittal 


twice by is tithe, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pable Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (HL. R. No. 2762) providing for 4 
life-size mmarble statue of the late Senator Ed 


ward Dickinson Baker was 
title. and rele 
Buildings and Grounds 

The bill (HL. R. No. 1982) to provide for 
hold ng a circuit court of the United States in 
and for the wes ern district of Missouri was 
real its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the Jadiciary. 


read twice by its 
red to the Committee on Public 


twice by 

Phe bill {Ul BR. No, 2764) making an appro- 
priation tor the erection of a marine hospital 
at San Francisco was read twice by its title, 
rred to Committee Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 


and refs the on 


KLECTION IN LOUISIANA, 


The bill (H. RR. No. 531) to prescribe the 
time for rolding the election tor choosing 


President and Vice President for 


for the year 1872 was 


electors for 
the State of Louisiana 
read twice by its title, 

Mr. KELLOGG. I ask unanimous consent 
that that bill be now acted upon. It is the 
game bill that was passed by the Senate afew 
and | presume there will be no 
objection ructiINg ON I, 

Mr. CASSERLY. 1 


ask thatit 


days ag 

shall have to 
that is to say, | do 
not wish itto go on the Calendar, but | think 
it should not imsterlere with the current morn- 


think I 


take its course: 


ing business. 

Mr. KELLOGG. 

morning business, 
“The VICK PRESIDENT. 
table to be examined. 

Mr. KELLOGG. 
be any objec i m tomy request, and I suppose 
there would not be from any other Senator. 

Mr. CASSERLY. The Senator sees my 
purpose. | wish to have the morning business 
disposed ot. 

PETITIONS 


Mr. SUMNER. I[ present a petition from 
a large numberof citizens of New York, mem- 
bers of the Universal Peace Union, desiring a 
penueral disarmament throughout the worldand 
the substitution ofarbitration in the settlement 
of difficulties. They say: ‘* Believing that the 
war provisions of our Government stand in the 
wav, and that we cannot delegate to others that 
which is wrong for us to do ourselves, we 
respecifully petition for the repeal of the war 
Clauses of the Constituuion.’’ I move the refer- 
ence of iis petition to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

(he motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SCOTT. I present the memorial of 
the American Steamship Company of Phila- 
delphia, praying tor the adoption by Congress 
ofthe measure presented by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, recommending the passage of a 
law guarantying to persons who may employ 
in the foreign trade American-built first-class 
steainships of not less than two thousand tons 
burden, an annual payment of thirteen dollars 
per ton, for a period of five years. 1 move 
that this memorial be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPRAGUE presented the petition of 


AND MEMORIALS. 


Hannah L. Lloyd, praying compensation for | 


one fourth interest in the brig Fanny, seized 
and sold by tne United States marshal in New 
York in 1862; 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. FENTON presented the petition of 
Cyrick Kuoedler, praying arrears of pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


which was referred to the Com- | 


it 


I will call it up after the | 
It will lie on the | 


[ did notthink there would | 


| 


Mr. SAULSBURY presented the petition 
of Jesse E. Peyton, attorney of Elizabeth 
Montgomery, heir of captain Hugh Mont- 
gomery, praying compensation for the services 
of her father in the revolutionary war; which 
was referred to the Committee on Revolution- 
ary Claims. 

Mr. POOL. I present additional papers 
connected with the memorial of James A. 
Harrold, praying compensation for property 
taken and destroyed by United States forces 
during the war of the rebellion, which was 
reported on unfavorably by the Committee 
on Claims because of the informality of the 
papers. I moveto have the matter rereferred 
to the committee with these papers. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GILBERT, from the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post RKoads, to whom was reterred 
the bill (S. No. 1078) referring to the United 
States Court of Claims a claim for the use of 
the Norton type-wheel dating and printing: 
machine, also the dating and canceling bond 
stamp, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. WINDOM, from the Committee 
Patents, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 924) for the relief of Sarah S. Trapp, 
executrix of William Trapp, deceased, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report; which was ordered to be printed. 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mili- || 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. | 


No. 935) incorporating the National Soldiers’ 
and Swlors’ Orphans Industrial Training As 
sociation, reported it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2706) to 
amend an act entitled ‘*An act to provide for 
the disposition of useless military reserva- 
ions,’ approved February 24, 1871, reported 
it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2698) to pro- 
vide forthe payment for ceriain property taken 
by the Government for the extension of the 
military reservation at Camp Mohave, in the 
Tertitory of Arizona, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be 


_referred to the Committee on Publie Lands ; 
| which was agreed to. 


Mr. BOREMAN, from the Committee on 
Claims, to wnom was referred the petition of 
Mrs. Elizabeth B. McCormick, of Washington, 
District of Columbia, praying compensation 
for loss sustained in her business of keeping 
boarders and tor extraordinary rents paid by 
reason of being suddenly dispossessed of the 
houses she was occupying by the military 
authorities, who took and held possession 
thereof for military purposes, submitied an 
adverse report; which was ordered to be 
printed, and the committee was discharged 
trom the further consideration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. Rh. No. 1945) for the 
relief of KE. W. Whitaker, of Hartford, Con- 
necticut, submitted an adverse report; which 
was ordered to be printed, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. Rt. No. 2040) for the 
relief of Redick McKee, reported adversely 
thereon. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
objection, the bill will be postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

Mr. CORBETT. 
bill go on the Calendar. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Itwill be placed 
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If there be no | 


I should like to have that | 


on the Calendar with the adverse report of the | 
committee. 


TKUSSES FOR SOLDIERS. 


Mr. LOGAN. The Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 
812) to provide for furnishing trusses to dis- 
abled soldiers, have instructed me to report it 


| 
| 
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without amendment, and I ask for its present 
consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to econ- 
sider the bill. It provides that every soldier of 
the Union Army who was ruptured while in 
the line of duty during the late war for the sup- 
pression of the rebellion shall be entitled to 

| receive a single or double truss of such style 
as may he designated by the Surgeon General 
of the United States Army as the best suited 
for such disability. Tne application for such 
truss shall be made by the :uptured soldier to 
an examining surgeon for pensions, whose 
duty it shall be \o examine such applicant, 
and for every such applicant found to have a 
_ rupture, or hernia, shall prepare and forward to 

the Surgeon General an application for such 
truss, without charge to the soldier. ‘The 
Surgeon General is directed to purchase and 
procure the number of trusses which may be 
required for distribution to such disabled sol- 
diers at a price not greater than the same are 
sold to the trade at wholesale ; and the cost 
of the same is to be paid, upon the requisition 
of the Surgeon Geveral, out of any moneys 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for « 

| third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. SUMNER obtained the floor. 
| Mr. MORTON. I should like to ask the 
consent of the Senate to take up a bill which 
involves almost a question of privilege, being 
| the removal of the disabiiiiies of Mr. Rogers, 
of North Carolina, who was elected to a seat 
in the House of Representatives, but cannot 
take his seat until his disabilities are removed. 
The bill has passed the House and has been 
on the table here for some time. I ask the 
consent of the Senate to take up that bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. I[trequires unani- 
mous cousent, as the conference report on the 
deficiency appropriation bill was taken up at 
the beginning of this day’s session and is 
now before the Senate, subject, however, to 
the routine morning business. 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘lhe Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Epmunps] who sits beside me 
| objected to that bill. 
| Mr. MORTON. I was advised just now by 

the Senator from North Carolina that he per- 
haps will not make any objection. 

Mr. POMEROY. He may have changed 
his mind ; but when the matter was presented 
to him he did object decidedly. I happen to 
know that facet. 

Mr. POOL. I had rather the Senator from 
Vermont was here. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It requires unani- 
mous consent to take up the bill. ‘The Senator 
from Massachusetts was recognized. 

Mr. SUMNER. I was about to ask the 

| Senate to be good enough to take up the Dis- 

trict school bill in order to have a final vote 
onit. It has been deba'el, and I believe the 
debate is exhausted, and if we can have the 
final vote that bill may be taken olf the Calen- 
dar. 

Mr. PRATT. Isitin order to make reports ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be in 
order after the Chair asks unanimous consent, 
as he is compelled to do; but the Senator from 
California has risen, the Chair supposes, to 
object. 

Mr. COLE. I do object. 

The VICK PRESiDENT. The remnant of 
the morning hour, by unanimous consent, was 
granted for the conference report of the defi- 
ciency bill. The Senator from Indiana rises 
with a report which the Chair will receive. 


ADDITIONAL REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 
Mr. PRATT, 


The Committee on Pensions, 


of Puiladelphia, praying the passage of House 
bill No. 1728, allowing totally aud puartially 
| disabled soldiers and seameu increased pen- 


| to whom was referred the perition of cilizens 
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sion, heve had the same under consideration, 
and directed me to report it back with «a recom- 
mendation that the petition be indefinitely 
postponed, for the reason that the Senate has 
ucted upon the subject-matter. 

‘The report was agreed to. 

Mr. PRATT. from the same committee, to 
whom were referred peli inns of cilizens of 
Minnesota, cf Philadeiphia, of Wyandort, 
Kansas, of Iowa, and of one hundred and 
sixty-seven citizens of Portsmouth, New 
Hampshire, making the same prayer, asked 
to be discharged from theic further consider- 
ation, and that the y be p st pone d indefinitely : 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 281) to construe sections two, three, 
four, five, and six of the Army appropriation 
bill, approved Mareh 3, 1871, moved that the 
bill be indefinitely postponed, the subject 
having already been acted upon; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Committee on the 
Judiciary have instructed me to report back 
the bill (S. No. 480) concerning the cireuit and 
district courts of the United States for the dis- 
trict of Kansas, with a recommendation that 
it pass. I myself am not in favor of the bill, 
but a wajority of the committee instruct me to 
report it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 338) in relation to the office of attor- 
ney of the United Srates, for the district of 
Louisiana, reported adversely thereon, and 
moved its indefinite postponement. 

Mr. KELLOGG. 1 should like to have that 
bill go upon the Calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be placed on the Calendar with the adverse 
report of the committee, 

Mr. TRUMBULL, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. No. 826) to regulate certain actions in the 
Court of Claims by loyal owners of property 
seized under the act of March 12, 1863, re- 
ported it With an amendment. 

He also, fromthe same committee, fo whom 
was referred the bill (H. Rt. No. 1348) sup- 
plemental to an act entitled ‘‘ An act for the 
apportionment of Representatives to Congress 
among the several States according to the 
ninth census,’’ reported it without amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
were referred the bill (S. No. 56) forthe betrer 
organization of the district courts of the United 
States within the State of Louisiana, and the 
bill (S. No. 333) for the better organization of 
the district courts of the United States within 
the State of Louisiana, reported adversely 
thereon, and moved their indefinite postpone- 
ment; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bil (S. No. 124) to establish 
the ea-tern judicial district of Kentucky, re- 
ported adversely thereon, and moved its in- 
detiniie postponement; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred ithe bill (S. No. 144) to create 
the southern judicial district of California, 
reported adversely thereon, and moved its 
indefinite postponement. 

Mr. COLE, Let that bill go on the Cal- 
endar. 

‘The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
placed on the Calendar with the adverse 
report, 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM, from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the 
petitions of the indian agents, Tatum and 

arlington, praying the enactment of a law 
regulating lnlermarriages of white persons 
with Indians outside of uny State or organized 
Territory, usked to be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that it be referred 
to the Committee ou the Judiciary ; which was 
agreed to. 


Mr. WILSON. The Committey on Military 
Affairs report back the bill (H. R. No. 2699) 
to amend an act entitled **An act to establish 
and protect nati nal cemeteries,’’ approved 
February 22, 1867. ‘This bill has only six 
lines, and | should like to have it put on its 
passage at once, 

Mr. COLE. I mast object. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 


pluced on the Calendar. 


The bill will be 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. WRIGHT asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. 
No. 1116) authorizing the Secretary of the 
l'rensury to purchase a site and erect thereon 
a building to be used as a marine hospital in 
Sioux City, lowa; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce 

PROTECTION OF HARBORS, ETC, 

Mr. CASSERLY. I wish to enter a motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the bi l iP 
No. 1072 


havens, 


for the preservation of harbors, 
roads, channels, navigable rivers, 
lakes, and other navigable waters within the 
United States, was passed last evening. 

The VICE’ PRESIDENT. 
reconsider will be entered. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I merely wish to make 
the motion so that the bill shall be retained 
in the possession of the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDIENT. The Secretary 
has sent to the office to sec it the bill has gone 
to the House of Representatives, and if it has 
gone to the House a message will be sent 
asking its return. 


The motion to 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of 
the report of the committee of conference on 
the bill (R. R. No. 1654) making appropria 
lions to supply deficiencies in the appropria 
tions for the service of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, and for 
former years, and for other purposes. 

The VICK PRESIDENT put the question 
on agreeing to the report, and declared that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not think the Senate 
understand the question. I should like to 
have a vote by yeas and nays on agreeing to 
this report. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I shall not vote to con- 
cur in this report, for the reasons given by the 
Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Saerman.] I am 
unwilling myself to allow these cotton claim- 
ants to go tothe l’reasury of the United States 
aud have their claims setiled by the clerks and 
subordinates of that Department. I am will 
ing that these parties should have a proper 
opportunity to test their rights ina court where 
their claims can be judicially investigated. 
But | remember very weil that we had a strug- 
gle here four or five years ago 10 prevent the 
plunder of this money that had been received 
from the sale of captured cotton. I think it 
was one of the most corrupting funds ever in 
the possession of the Government. It was 
kept out of the Treasury for several years as 
a mere fund for the whole body of claimants 
to prey upon, Many millions were paid with- 
out any judicial investigation at all through 
the action of the Treasury Department. We 
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had a loug struggle to get that money covered 


into the ‘Treasury, which we finally succeeded 
in doing, where it cannot be taken out except 
in pursuance of an appropriation made by law. 
I tuink we did not get it covered in, if | remem- 
ber rightly, until 1868. 

Mr. SHERMAN. July, 1868. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. ‘hese parties had two 
or three years to get their claims out of this 
fund. I think they had a reasonable time. It 
seeins some of them did not succeed in being 
paid. Now, I wish to say to the Senate that 
{ reported this morning from the Judiciary 


ii Comunittee a bill—and I hope Senators who |, and afier the rebellion was over? 
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think there are claimants who have some 
rights will notice its provisions— authorizing 
auy of these claimants to bring suit for six 
months in the Court of Claims, allowing them 
six months to bring suits and show that they 
have got a right to any of the proceeds of this 
abandoned property. If they have, let them 
establish it judicially. Laltogether preter that 
to opening the Treasury and allowing these 
parties to go there and make their seulements 
on ex parte testimony. 

In saying what I do I do not mean to cast, 
and do not wish to be understood as casting, 
any imputation on the Secretary of the Treas 
ury. 1 have confidence in the integrity of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and I do not mean 
in my remarks to cast any imputation upon 
him. Butthe proceeding before him will be 
ex parte; it will be like the proceedings before 
a committee of Congress, which I think is the 
worst sort of body to investigate a clsim. I 
am willing, and have reported. as I say, this 
morning, a bill to allow these parties to go be 
fore the Court of Claims any time within six 
months and establish their claims if they have 
any, and [ think that ought to be satisfac 
torv. 

Mr. CARPENTER. Let me call the Sen 
ator’s attention to the fact that the bill we 
have reported only applies to loyal men. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It only applies to loyal 
men, of course. 

Mr. CARPENTER. The statement made 
by the chairman might imply, that it included 
the cases of ali persons claiming cotton under 
that act. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 


Il am very glad to be 
corrected. 


I never was in favor of opening 
the Court of Claims for disloyal claimants to 
bring suits. The bill which we have reported 
is the bill which the Senator trom Wisconsin 
introduced some time ago. We have reported 
it with an amendment, making it a little more 
specific in regard to the proof of loyalty. I 
am willing to vote forthe bill we have reported, 
and | hope the Senate will take it up and pass 
it; but | am unwilling to vote for this conter- 
ence report, which allows these parties to go 
with their ex parte claims to the ‘Treasury of 
the United States. 

Mr. THURMAN. Ifd understand the 
report of the conference committee, the bill 
referred to by the Senator from Illinois does 
not touch the subject-matter of theamendment 
reported by the conference committee. They 
are upon wholly different subjects. The bill 
to which the Senator alludes, and which he 
has just reported, relates only to property 
seized under what is known as the captured 
and abandoned property act. ‘The provision 
in the report of the committee applies to prop- 
erty that was not seized under that act, bat 
seized in plain violation of the act. I think I 
am not mistaken about it; so that the bill 
reported by the Senator does not touch the 
question that is now before us on the report 
of the couference committee; and I h ype that 
delay will not intervene, or that the report 
will not be rejected under the idea now sug 
gested that we can provide for it by the pas 
sage of the bill reported from the Judiciary 
Committee. They are upon wholly different 
subjects. 

The question now before the Senate is 
simply this and nothing more: without any 
right whatsoever, without any authoriry of 
any statute whatsoever, in plain violation of 
law and in atime of peace, after the war had 
ceased, the property of the cit'zen was reized 
and sold, and the proceeds put into the Treas 
ury of the United States; and now the only 
question is, whether we will keep that plunder 
(for plunder it is) or whether we wiil surrender 
it to its righ'ful owners. 

Mr. TRUMBULL Will the Senator allow 
me to interrupt him? Lask him why not let 
the party establish those facts before a court 
that the property was taken in time of peace 
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want him to go into the Treasury Department 
to establish it. 

Mr. THURMAN. You allow not simply 
the heads of your Departments, but you allow 
bureau officers to pass upon twenty times the 
You have 


amountot these claims every year. 
foundation of the Govern- 


doue it 


meut. 


from the 
You permit them to audit and to allow 
upon their certificate the payment of teu tines 
the amount covered by this amendment of the 
conterence c 
have done i 

trust them in such a matter as this, why not 


why have any Auditor 


mimittee in other cases, and you 


e 
fur seventy years. if you cannot 


repeal ull those laws; 


of the Treasury at all; why have any Comp- 
troller of the Treasury ? Why not compel any 
manu who is entitled to money from the Gov- 


ernmeut of the United States for services, or 
for any reason whatsoever, to ZO into the Court 
of Claims’ had before us but 


Why, sir, we 


lately —I know it is a thing that the Senator 
from iki nois cond nned, and I express no 
opinion upon its merts—the matter of an 


award of $03,000 by the Secretary of the Navy 
old claim and a payment of that claim. 
Whether that was nght or wrong, it is not for 


Upon an 
me te [ have not yet read a word of the 
testimony upon it, and [do not express any 
but I mention it simply to 

existing lawis. Nobody denies 
that he was a proper person to audit and allow 
that claim } not pre hibited by law. If 
the cluim bad not been fully paid, nobody 
denies that he was the proper person to audit 
and allow it. So with your Secretary of War; 
80 with your Secretary of the Interior; so with 
your Secretary of the Treasury ; and how is it 
done? By a bureau officer ninety-nine times 
out of a hundred. 

Now, it will not do to say all at once that 
you have no confidence in your Secretary of 
the Treasury, that you will not trust him to 
pass upon claims amounting to only about 
half a million dollars, when every year not 
only he but almost every Secretary in the Gov- 
ernment passes upon ten times the amount of 
such claims. 

Mr. HOWE. Mr. President, I desire to 
say that I shall vote against agreeing to this 
report I shall do so tor two reasons. One 
is because | underetand it to abandon entirely 
the amendment which the Senate agreed to 
upon motion of the Senator from Ver- 
mont, {Mr. Morriti.}] I confess that I hear 
with reluctance that that amendment is to be 
abandoned | 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was rejected by the 
House. 

Mr. HOWE. I understand it was rejected 
by the House, and it is abandoned in this 
report of the committee if I am correctly in- 
formed. Tor that reason alone | should vote 
against agreeing to the report of the commit- 
tee; but I think we ought to hesitate, too, 
before we agree to the amendment adopted 
by the House of Representatives in lieu of 
that. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Tuurman] is 
entirely right, however, in saying that this 
property ought to be paid for. It was taken 
without law; it was taken in defiance of law; 
it was taken in defiance of orders. All laws 
which authorized the seizure of captured or 
abandoned property, and the sale of it, and 
paying the proceeds into the Treasury, ended 
when the war ended. The war ended, I[ be- 
lieve, in view of thatact when we stopped 
fighting. 
all purposes at that particular date. ‘The war | 
ended and that statute ceased to operate. But 
the Secretary of the Treasury seemed to think 
he had a duty to discharge in reference to 
property down there after that period arrived, 
He admitted that he had no right to take the 
property of a citizen living down there, what 
ever might have been his sentiments during 
the war; but he assumed that there was prop- 
erty there which had belonged, not to citizens, | 


Opinion upon 1; 


show what the 


it was 


the 


| exception in his proclamation. 


| federate 


| ested in this fund. 


erate government; and he assumed that it was 
his duty to get hold of that property in some 
way. That was not a duty charged by any 
statute upon anybody ; and when the Secretary 
issued his proclamation, telling these agents 
to stop collecting property under the seizure 
acts, he excepted from the operation of the 
proclamation that which belonged to the con- 
federaie government. Under that exception 
these agents still kept their places. 

Mr. SHERMAN. He issued fresh orders 
after July. 

Mr. HOWE. My attention has not been 
called to those fresh orders; but there was an 
They still 
kept their places, and they went on taking 
property upon the pretense that it was con- 
property. That property was sold 
and the money went into the Treasury. ‘The 
Senator from Ohio is entirely right in saying 
that we cannot keep that money. We have 
got to pay that out. .We paid some out the 
other day, or at least passed a bill to provide 
for oue of the persons whose cotton was taken 
upon the pretext that it belonged to the con- 
federate government. That is the only case 


we have provided for in the Committee on 
Claims. { do not know what action has 
been taken in other committees. But it 


seems to me—and this is the point to which 
{ wish to call the attention of the Senate— 
that you ought to make up your minds now 
and at once what your liability is in refer- 
that matter. If you say that you 
have got to repay all these individuals what 
their cotton was worth because somebody in 
defiance of law aud in defiance of all orders 
took and sold it— 

Mr. MORTON. The amendment only pro- 
vides for paying back what the Government 
really received, not what the cotton was worth. 

Mr. HOWE. I understand what the prop- 
osition here is; but I say the Senate ought to 
make up its mind what is the liability of the 
Government, and if you say the Government 
is liable to pay for that preperty what it was 
worth, then you can trust, perhaps, some one 
of your tribunals to go on and listen to these 
claims individually. But if you make up your 
mind that the duty only rests upon the Gov- 
ernment to repay to these citizens the money 
we got, then another consideration must not 
You see that every one of 
these citizens who have lost cotton is inter- 
No one of them can be 
paid what he has lost; they can only be paid 
pro rata; and in order to do justice, no mat- 


ence to 


be lost sight of. 
= 


|| ter who undertakes to do it, the Secretary of 
| the 


‘Treasury, or the court, or the Congress, 
you ought to have all these parties before 
you. ‘There is a specific fund, amounting to 
so many dollars, and each person who has 
lost cotton under these circumstances is en- 
titled to that share of the fund which the 
cotton thet he lost bears to the whole cotton 


that was taken. 


| to be an apportionment of the fund. 


Mr. THURMAN. Allow me to interrupt 
the Senator for one moment. His principles 
are entirely right, if the fund is a limited fund 


_and the claims exceed the fund, and if our 


liability is limited to that, there would have 


understand the facts—I am not going into any 
question about whether we ought to make good 


| the loss—the appropriation provided for by 


this conference report is very far from exhaust- 


| ing the fund. 


I always thought the war ended for || 


Mr. CARPENTER. Let me ask my col- 
league as matter of fact do not the books of 
the Treasury Department show from what per- 
son the cotion was taken, and the amount 
which was paid into the Treasury on each 
man’s cotton, and when it was taken? I ask 
for information, because 1 do not know what 
the faci is. 


Mr. HOWE. 


Toacertain extent, undoubt- 


| edly, the books of the Treasury Department will 


show that; but the books will furnish very in- 


Butas I | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





May 15, 








. 


lars. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Ohio to the fact that the proposition before 
the Senate is based upon the assumption that 
the Government is liable only to the extent of 
the money it has in its Treasury. 


Mr. THURMAN. That is only hard on 


| the claimant, fur we give him no interest. We 
| have got the money; wehave used it; and all 


he asks is to be paid back his principal ; to be 
paid back, too, what the cotton sold for, 


| although, according to the information of the 


gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Saw- 
YER, ] who investigated the subject, it was sold 
for much less than it was really worth. 

Mr. HOWE. Iadmit that is hard on the 
claimant, but will you not make it harder ox 
bim if you say to the Secretary of the ‘Treas- 


| ury, ‘* You may take up these claims seriatim, 


consider the claims of Jones and Brown, and 


| so on, and pass upon them individually ?’’ 


Then the men that grab first will be apt to 
come off best. When you have exhausted 
that fund, where are you going to come out? 


Mr. MORTON. It does not come out of 


| any particular fund, but out of the Treasury 
generally. 


Mr. HOWE. But the appropriation is lim- 
ited, if | understand—— 


Mr. MORTON. Itis not. I will read the 


| language to the Senator: 


And a sufficient sum for such payment is hereby 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. HOWE. A snfficient sum for what? 

Mr. MORTON. To pay these claims. 

Mr. HOWE. What claims? 

Mr. MORTON. For cotton taken after the 
war was over. 


Mr. HOWE. All cotton or only the pro- 


| ceeds? 


| cotton taken. 


Mr. MORTON. The net proceeds of the 
cotton taken after the war was over. 

Mr. HOWE. Precisely, the net proceeds ; 
what the Treasury has got derived from the 
That is what you are to pay. 
Mr. MORTON. The appropriation is not 
confined to that at all. The appropriation is 
general; but the money to be paid is the net 
proceeds of the property taken after the war 


| Was over. 


Mr. COLE. It shall not exceed the amount 
of that. 

Mr. HOWE. The Senator from Indiana is 
unquestionably right in the supposition that 
we are not to pay those exact doilars; but he 


| is unquestionably wrong when he supposes that 


the sum which we are to pay is not measured 
precisely dollar for dollar and cent for cent by 
the net proceeds of the cotton which was taken 
in this way. 

Mr. MORTON. Of course itis; but sup- 
pose that should have already been exhausted 


| by other claims, it is to be paid from the general 


|| amount. 


appropriation. 

Mr. HOWE. You substitute an equa! 
Those doliars may have gone, but 
you are to substitute an equal amount for them. 

Mr. MORTON. Certainly. 

Mr. HOWE. Then I say again the fund is 
limited ; and if the aggregate of that fund is 
$3,000,000, if that is all those net proceeds, 
when you have disbursed $3,000,000, the 
amount of the cotton taken vastly exceeds the 
amount of the proceeds of the Treasury. The 
claims will be filed here; Mr. Jones will come 
in and claim that he had so much cotton taken. 
The Secretary passes upon that claim, finds 
he had so much, and pays what the clerk ad- 
judges to be the net proceeds. He does not 
have anybody else there to say, ‘* You did not 
lose so much cotton.’’ Nobody makes an issue 
with him but the Government, and the Gov- 


/ ernment has no interest, because it has money 


| 


enough to pay the first man and the second 
man; but when it has paid the full $3,000,000, 
them it has not a dollar to pay more, and the 


_man who has not got his claim in at all gets 


_ nothing. 
but to that organization known as the coufed- || adequate information in a great wany particu: |, 


Again, I say, it is utterly impossible for any- 
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body to administer such a fund justly. Every 
lawyer will recognize the force ot that at once. 

So, Mr. President, | should be obliged to 
vote against this proposition whether it re- 
ferred the matter to the Court of Claims or to 
the Secretary of the Treasury, unless it pro- 
vided tor bringing all the parties before them. 
But as between the Court of Claims and the 
Secretary of the Treasury, I must say that | 
think the Court of Claims is safest, simply be 
cause of the forms of its procedure, not that 
] distrust the character of the distinguished 
gentleman atthe head of the Treasury Ve 
partment, not that | have not as much con 
fidence in his character as I have in the char- 
acter of any ol those’on the bench of the 
Court of Claims, but simply because it is im- 
possible from the modes ot procedure recog- 
nized in the Treasury Department that such 
33 should be done as sately there as it 
is dove in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. ALCORN. Mr. President, when I 
yielded the floor yeste rday, 1t was with a hope 
that the vote ¢ ‘ould be taken on the re port ot 
the conterence without turther 
debate. I had no disposition to debate the 
question, for 
planation of the honorable chairman, with the 
report itself, made the matter so very plain as 


busine 


committee 


it occurred to me that the ex- 


to remove all d subt as to the justice of the 
report. point upon which 
there is an issue on the report, and that is the 
one in regard to the substitute of the House 
for the Morrill amendment, all other adjudica 
tions of the committee being, by common con- 
| suppose that the report 
itself was so plain, so distinet, of such unques 
tioned propriety, that there would not be a 
i Senator upon this floor who would 
ohj-ct to its adoption at once, and without 
de bate 

The panei from Ohio, [Mr. Suerman, 
however, declared that with the objection he 
had to it he oad not agree to it; and his 
principal objection was that this question had 
Senate, that 1t was a 

lam amazed at the obliviousness 
honorable Senator from Ohio. ‘This 
has been before the country and 
both Houses of Congress for the last two or 
three year In truth from the time when the 
was suppressed, when peace was 
declared, at the first meeting of Congress 
thereatter, and ever since, the question of 
cotton and cotton claims bas been one of 
grave interest before Congress, and before the 
country. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Mississippi will please suspend. ‘The 
morning hour has expired, and the bill(S. No. 
656) to extend the provisions of the fourth 
section of the act approved April 20, 1871, 
before the Senate, upon which the 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] is entitled 
to the floor. There is an antagonism in re- 
gard to other business which the Chair will 
state—— 

Mr. ALCORN. I will ask unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate to proceed with the conter- 
ence report. 

Mr. COLE. I appeal to the Senate to 
allow the regular order to be laid aside inform- 
ally until we finish this report. It will take 
but a short time. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. If there is no 
objection the unfinished business will be in- 
formally passed over without losing any of its 


here is but one 


sent, concurred in. 


single 





not been betore the 
surprise 
of the 


question 


re bellion 


Senator 


riglits, subject to a demand for the regular 
order. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none, 


Mr. CAMERON. I object. 

Mr. POMEROY. It is very important that 
we should close this conference report. It is 
on the deficiency bill. 

Mr. CAMERON. I withdraw the objection. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The report of 
the committee of conference on the deficiency 
bill is before the Senate, subject to a demand 


2p Cona. 2p Sess.—No. 218. 


|| amendment would have given to the owner ; 


THE CO 


for the regular order by any Senator if the 
debate is a prolonged one. 

Mr. COLE | am not disposed to interfere 
with the discussion. but | will state for the in- 
formation of Senators that the necessity for 
the passage of this bill is regarded as very 
courts of the United States have 
stopped in some cases for the want of the 
wassage of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT.  Itis a debatable 
proposition, and debate is progressing on it. 
lt will be arrested by a demand tor the regular 
order or by a vote. 

Mr. ALCORN. Ido not wish, and I gave 
evidence yesterday evening that I did not 
desire to go into the discussion of this mat- 
ter, for | ‘ded the floor with the hope that 
the vote Aes be taken without discussion on 
this question, and this is the first opportunity 
{ have had of obtaining the floor since that 
time. But I am not willing that the Senate 
shall take the vote upon the representations 
that have been made with regard to the fea- 
tures of this conference report. 


great; the 


g 
yl 


I'welve months 
ago, in the last Congress, the question of these 
claims was referred to the Judie ary Commit 
tee of the Repre sentatives. It was 
referred to that committee by the House, and 
that committee through its chairman reported 
unanimously, and I desire to read what the 
chairman said: 


Hlouse ot 


‘Mr. Binguam. I am instructed by the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary to report back, with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, the joint resolution (HL. 
RK. No. 340) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay certain cotton claims, the net proceeds 
of which are at present covered into the Treasury, 
arising froin the sales of cotton unlawfully seized 
after the 30th June, 1865. 

‘The joint resolution wasread. The preamble re- 
cites that the Secretary of the Treasury of the Uni- 
ted States issued a circular letter of instructions, 
bearing date June 27, 1865, in which United States 


Treasury agents were forbidden to seize any cotton 
afterthe 30th June, 1835. Thejoint resolution there- 
fore dirt ts the Secretapy of the Treasury, without 


delay, to pay to the lawtul owners the net proceeds 
of all cotton at present covered into the Treasury 
arising from thesales of cottonseized after 30th June, 
1865, such seizures being made in violation of the 
injunctions of the Treasury Department, and after 
the surrender of the rg of the rebellion and 
proclamation of amnesty by the President of the 
United States.’’ 


This was the report that was made by the 
chairman of the Judici iary Committee in the 
House of Re presentatives twelve months ago, 
and a like 
sion. 


report was male at the present ses- 
Karly in the session, in the month of 
February, the Senator from Texas introduced 
into the Senate a bill proposing to restore the 
proceeds of this cotton in the terms set forth 
in the report of the Judiciary Committee of 
the House of Representatives. In the debate 
on the Morrill amendment the question came 
up, and the proposition was moved by myself 


| as an amendment to the Morrill amendment, 


committee. The amendment of 


and it was discussed by the Senate, and no 
Senator in his place asserted for one moment 
that the Government of the United States had 
the slightest claim to this property. 

The amendment of the House of Re present- 
atives is not the report of the conference 
the House of 
Representatives was more a more just. 
The amendment of the House of Represent 
atives was to the Seer vn of the 


» claimants the pro- 


require 

‘Treasury to pay over to ti 
ceeds of all cotton seize dat ter the 30th of June, 
1865, in violation of law; but the amendment 
of the conference committee comes in and 
says not — that it shall have been seized in 
violation of law, but that it shall have been 
seized in violation of the instructions of the 
l'reasury Department. It is known to be the 
fact that cotton belonging to citizens, on which 
the Government had no rightful claim, was 
under a misapprehension seized at the sugges- 
tion of interested agents, upon orders pro- 
cured by them from the Treasury Department. 
All such cotton, or the proceeds, the House 


’ 


bat, sir, the conference committee, adopting 
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| the suggestions of the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury, has cut it off. It must now appear that 
the cotton was not only seized in violation of 
law, but also in violation of the order of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, before it can, under 
the conference report, be in any event surrea- 
dered up. 

Mr. POMEROY. Iam sorry to cal the Sen- 
ator to order, but I desire to have one question 
settled before we proceed further with this 
debate. I understand this to be the deficiency 
bill, and the five-minutes rule applied to all 
amendments to it. The question now before 
us isnothing but an amendment to the defi- 
ciency bill, and [ think the five-minutes rule as 
to debate applies to it. | merely desire the 
decision of the Chair on that before the debate 
proe peeds further, because my judgment is that 
the rule limiting debate to five minutes applies 
to this amendment, 

Mr. ALCORN. If that rule is established, 
[ will then promise the Senate that bk will not 
speak longer than five minutes. But I will 
await the decision of the Chair on that point. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair doubts 
whether he could so construe it by the text 
of the resolution. That may have been the 
intention, although it does not seem so to 
appear. The Chair will read it: 

** Resolved, That during the present session it shall 
bein orderatany time to movearecess, and, pending 
an appropriation bill, to move to confine debate on 
amendments thereto to five minutes by any Senator 
on the pending motion.” 

Now, whether on the deficiency bill this five- 
minutes rule applied or not, the Chair does 
not now remember. 

Mr. POMEROY. It did. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. But if it did 
apply, the Chair thinks it must have exhausted 
itself when the bill passed. It then assumed 
another stage, was referred to a conference 
committee, and the conference committee have 
reported it back. The Chair thinks the rule 
might apply to the report of a conference com- 
mittee on an appropriation bill, but it would 
require a specific vote of the Senate, the Chair 
thinks, to apply it to this conference report. 

Mr. POMEROY. It was said to the Senate 
that the question was on this specific amend- 
ment to the appropriation bill, which is an 
amendment to an amendment. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. That was so at 
& previous stage when it was pending as an 
appropriation bill, but now it is a conference 
report. The Chair, however, will submit the 
question to the Senate if the Senator from 
Kansas desires it. The Chair would doubt 
himself the propriety of the Chair construing 
this restrictive rule beyond its language. 

Mr. POMEROY. I desire to say that I did 
not raise the point out of any opposition to the 
Senator from Mississippi, but only to have the 
question settled. I should like have the 
sense of the Senate on that question. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Mississippi is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CAMEKON. I hope that the Senator 
from Mississippi will give way for me a mo- 
ment until l can make a sugyestion. When 
the morning hour expired, I objected to pro- 
ceeding with this business, but at the re quest 
of several gentlemen I withdrew the objection, 
upon the assurance that there would be no 
debate. There was a bill assigned for to-day 
at twelve o’clock which I think it very import- 
ant should be disposed of immediately. I feel 
certain, from the manner in which the debate 
is proceeding on this question, that it will 
occupy some hours, perbaps all day, and if [ 
have the right to object, and I believe I have, 
lam not willing to h: ave the time thus occu- 
pied to the exclusion of other business which 
I think more important, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania states that at twelve o’clock 
he objected to the further consideration of this 
report as the morning hour expired, but yield- 


wna gs 


ne 


seth han si ra he Raat rte i 





3474 


ed, supposing it would not give rise to any 
debate, and he now demands the regular order. 

Mr. ALCORN. I desire to submit a ques- 
tion tothe Chair. The Senator from Penn- 
ylvania rose and made his objection. He 
yielded the floor to myself with the full knowl 
edge that I had something to say on the re- 
port Certainly | should not have sought the 
floor unless I thought I had something to say. 


Now he rises in his place while [ have the 
floor, which I contend he cannot do, and pro- 
poses to slop me 
speech, for [ should have finished my speech 
long since if the Senator from Kansas and the 
Senator from Pennsylvania had let me alone. 


‘They rose in the midst of my speech, and are 


in the midst of a five-minutes 


even now detaining the Senate to hear what 
| have to ay on he point by interposing an 
objection to my going forward. I ask the 
Chair whether they can do so. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that when the unfinished business 1s 


passed over subject toa demand forthe regular 
order by any Senator that gives the right to 
any Senator to demand the regular order when 
obtain the floor. Whether u Senator 
Ithen hold the floor for 
demand for the regular order could not be 
the Chair will not now decide. But the 
Chair will decide that the Senator from Kansas 
having made his point of order on the Sena- 
tor’s speech, he was at that time in his seat. 
When a point of order is made, the Senator 
occupying the floor must resume his seat until 
the Chair decided that 
The Chair, however, decid 
Senator from Mississippi, 
Senator from Pennsylvania rose, 
from Mississippi being 
the Chair. 

Mr. ALCORN. Task, whether, 
point of was decided, | 
entitled to the floor ? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
would have been entitled to the 
Senator from Pennsylvania 
Senator 


hi ¢ Can 
coul 
the 


made, 


several hours sothat 


has order. 
Lit in favor of the 
at which time the 
the Senator 


; aod addressed 


point ot 


‘ 


in his seat 


when the 
not then 


order was 
The Senator 
floor, but the 
first claimed it 
Mississip ppl claimed 
Senator from Mississip yi, the Chair 
however, entitled to the floor. 
taken from the floor by the point of 
and he will proceed with his remarks. 

CAMERON, Mr. President—— 
ALCORN: I decline to be 


before the from 
il. The 
SuUpposes, 
He 
order, 
Mr. 
_Mr. 
nte dd, 


“The VICK 


was 


PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Mississippi will proceed with his remarks. 

Mr. CAMERON, I think when I say just 
one word the Senator wi!l hear me. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Mississippi cannot be interrupted except 
with " consent by parliamentary law. 

Mr. CAMERON. [| know that, but Iam 
appe seis now to the Senator from Mississippi 
to let me say one word by way of apology. 

Mr. ALCORN. I claim the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator 
from Mississippi claims the floor, and declines 


to be interrupted. 
Mr. CAMERON. Very well; let him go 
ahead 


Mr. ALCORN. It is 


necessary that I 
should vindicate my right 


to be heard here. 
I wish to do so in no spirit or disposition to 
place myself in violation of the courtesies of 
this body. I never will do that knowingly. I 
have but little more to say. The Senator 
from Illinois proposes that the claimants of 
this cotton shall now be transferred, graciously 
permitted, to go to the Court of 
Claims. Up to this time they have had no 
opportunity of going to the Court of Claims. 
‘The Senator from Wisconsin, in the discussion 
had upon this question some time since, de- 
clared that there was no power or authority in 
the claimants of this cotton to be heard in the 
Court of Claims. They have been denied the 
right to be heard in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President 


he says, 





inter- 


' ing the expenses, but five per cent. 


| right, holds that which they have 


The VICK PRESIDENT. 
ator from Mississippi yield to 
from I}linois. 

Mr. ALCORN 
any body. 

Mr. TRI 
rect the Senator. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The 
from Mississippi declines to yield. 

Mr. ALCORN. The Court of Claims now 
has docketed over six thousand cases. They 


Does the Sen- 
the Senator 


No, sir; I do not yield to 
'MBULL. I merely wanted to cor- 


Senator 


are able to dispose of about five hundred cases | 


a year, and the Senator from Illinois will now | 


graciously remit to the Court of Claims parties 
whose cotton was seized without authority of 
law and in violation of the instructions of the 
l'reasury; in the language of the conference 
committee, seized and sold by the Govern- 
ment seven long years since. The conference 
committee then go forward and provide an 
ap proprii ation of $20,000 for the Secret: iry of 
the Treasury to defend the Government. in 
the possession of money which has thus come 
into the Treasury in violation of every law 
that has ever been written and every code of 
morals that has ever been understood or ex- 
pressed by anybody. 

Now it is proposed that the claimants shall 
go tothe Court of Claims; and when, oh when, 
shall we have the cases decided if they 
sent to the Court of Claims? 
thousand cases 
court, 


are 
There are six 
now upon the docket of that 
These parties have been held at bay 
forseven long years. ‘The Government claims 
not the property. No man has asserted that 
the Government is entitled to this property. 
No one will say to-day that the Government 
is entitled to this property. All agree that it 
was wrongfully taken, a wrongful seizure, 
which if the like had been done by any private 
persons or any other than the Government 
of the United States, would have been called 
open and bare-faced robkery. 

Sir, if the 
and seize my horse or my cotton and should 
sell it and cover the proceeds into the ‘Treas- 
ury, am [ to stand here for seven long years 
and petition Congress to give me the proceeds 
of the sale of my own property, and then at 
the end of that time would you transfer me to 
the Court of Claims, to be placed at the heel 
of the docket, where there are six thousand 
cases ahead of me? My God, sir, do not 
give people any remedy at all rather 
ban send them to the Court of Claims. If 
we do that, their legacy, their inheritance, 


these 


| their c!aims will be a curse to them and their 


posterity forever. Give them the money that 


| we wrongfully hold, or say to them that you 


intend to keep it, and turn your hand upon them, 
and let them go home with the knowledge in 
their hearts that the Government by the strong 
arm of power, and in violation of the law of 
been vio- 
lently deprived of. 
Mr. President, 
remark. I desire 


[ shall make but one more 
show the Senate how it 
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$174,920 87, and they charge him $96.653 52 
expenses upon it, and pay him $78,257 35, 
and he goes away with that; and it is said that 
there is robbery by these fellows upon the 
Treasury ! 
Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair wil] 
| now state the antagonism of business for to- 
day. ‘The bill before the Senate as the unfin- 


ished business isthe bill (S. No. 656) to extend 
the provisions of the fourth section of the act 
approved April 20, 1871, on which the Sena 
tor from Pennsylvania on the right of the Chair 
{Mr. Scorr] is entitled to the floor; bat some 
days since the following order was made, the 
Chair stating: 


“If there be no objection, the bill alluded to by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania in regard to the de 
potot the Baltimore and Potomae Railroad Company 
will be assigned as a special order tor Wednesday 
nextattwelveo’clock, subject to the unfinished busi- 
ness, and the Chair ut that time will recognize the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, with the consent of the 
Senate, to move to lay on the table whatever unfin- 
ished business may then be pending, so that a major- 
ity of the Senate may, if they desire, go on with the 
bill or may refuse to goon with it. Is there objec- 
tion to the proposition ? 

**Mr. Davis, of West Virginia. No; 
be fair, and L agree to it. 
‘The Vice Presipent. The Chair hears no objec- 


it appears to 


tion.” 


| left, 


The Senator from Pennsylvania on the right 
of the Chair [Mr. Scorr] is entitled to the 
floor upon the unfinished business ; but under 
the order of the Senate the Chair now recog- 
nizes the Senator from Pennsylvania on the 
[ Mr. CaMeRON, | to move to lay it on the 
table for the purpose of proceeding with the 


| Baltimore and Potomac railroad bill. 


Mr. CAMERON, Before | make that mo- 
tion I wish to say aword somewhat apologetic 
to the Senator from Mississippi for having 


| interrupted him. 


Government were to go to-day || 


|| vote.’ 


| I suppose. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
must ask unanimous consent to do that. The 
Chair under this order can only recognize him 
to move to lay on the table the unfinished 
business. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
desires to make a statement in regard to the 
colloquy between himself and the 
from Mississippi. 
tion. 


Mr. CAMERON. 


Senator 
The Chair hears no objec- 


That is always in order 
When I agreed to withdraw my 
objection to the consideration of this report | 
did not know that the Senator from Missis- 
sippi or any other Senator was going to speak. 
A Senator on the other side of the Chamber 


/ came to me and said, ‘* Withdraw your objec 


have a 


tion for a moment: so that we may 
With that view I withdrew the objec- 


tion, not because I understood anybody was 


B' ring to debate it at all. 
here 


During my service 
{ do not think I have ever forgotten the 


|| courtesy which is due, not only to a Senator, 


is that these cases are disposed of, how these | 


people are treated who come here with cotton 
claims. I have here an abstract from the 
report of the Treasury. [ wish to show how 
much these people get, and whether they are 
complaining justly or unjustly. Here is a 
calculation made at the Treasury Depariment. 
The gross receipts of the cotton sold were 
$17 4,920 87. The actual expenses upon that 
$174.920 87 worth of cotton, the Secretary of 
the Treasury, Mr. McCulloch, made out to be 
$44,187 26. Then he charged the claimant 
of this property five per cent., not after deduct- 
upon the 
gross amount, amounting to $8,746 04. Then 
he charges Governme nt tax $43,780 22, 
making an aggregate of $96,663 52. This was 
fora thousand bales of cotton, the proceeds of 
which were covered into the Treasury, although 
there were eleven hundred and fifty bales 
taken. The party comes here, his cotton brings 


as 


|| but to a gentleman. 


Certainly no gentleman 


_ would interrupt another without proper cause 


when he was addressing the body, much less 
would a Senator to do so. I[ think that much 
is due from myself to the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, for whom I have the greatest regard. 

Now I make my motion to take up the 
House bill relative to the depot 

Mr. ALCORN. I was going to remark, if 
the Senator will allow me 

Mr. CAMERON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALCORN. I certainly felt it was no 
discourtesy to me that the Senator made the 
motion, and I[ trust that no Senator wil! re- 
gard anything as coming from me, in insisting 
on the floor, as discourteous. I had the floor; 
and I proposed to occupy it, as was my right 
as I conceived. 

Mr. CAMERON. That was right. 

Mr. COLE. I ask the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania to withdraw his motion for, say, fitteea 
minutes. 


Mr. CAMERON. 








I greatly prefer not. 
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Mr. COLE. 1 think we can finish this 
matter in fifteen minutes. 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘This is a conference 
rep yrt. 

Mr. CAMERON. 
minutes? 

Mr. POMEROY. That is all. 

Mr. CAMERON. Very well. It is now 
twenty minutes after twelve. 

Mr. SCOTT. When the morning hour ex- 
p ired, being entitled to the floor on the unfin- 
ished business, I only refrained from making 
objee tion to the consideration of th 1eRreport on 
the deficie ney bill for the purpose ol permit- 
ting the Senator from Mississippi to finish bis 
unfinished remarks in consequence of his stat- 
ing that he had refrained from making them 
before in the hope of getting a vote, intending, 
in the exercise of my right to the floor, if the 
vote could not be had on the deficiency bill at 
the conclusion of his remarks, to call up the 
unfinished business, and I did not intend to 
yield that to anything but the order of the 
Senate previously made to permit my colleague 
to test the sense of the Senate upon whether 
they would lay the unfinished business on the 
table tor the purpose ot proceeding to the con- 
sideration of the business which he has in 
charge. Having said that much, I merely 
wish to add that it will only be in obedience 
to the vote of the Senate that I shall yield the 
un fini shed business. 

‘he VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania therefore objects to the 
extension of time. 

Mr. CAMERON. I make the motion, then, 
that the bill in charge of my colleague be laid 
aside for the purpose of taking uf House bill 
No. 2187. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Senate bill No. 
656 is now before the Senate, and the Senator 
from Pennsylvania moves that it be laid on 
the table for the purpose of proceeding to the 
consideration of the Baltimore and Potomac 
railroad bill. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I desire, with the per- 
mission of the Senator from Pennsylvania, to 
inake a statement to the Senate 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to 
lay on the table is not debatable; but the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey asks consent to make a 
statement to the Senate. The Chair hears no 
objection. 

Mr. STOCKTON. The Senator from Del- 
aware [ Mr. Bayarp] is on the Ku Klux Com- 
mittee—I use the word for brevity; it is the 
common language I believe—and he and the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Buair] are the 
only two Democratic Senators who were on 
the committee. They separated in their du- 
ties, the Senator from Delaware, I think, 
going to Georgia and to Florida. There are, 
I think, about eight thousand pages of printed 
testimony taken by that committee. I havea 
telegram this morning from the Senator from 
Delaware saying that he will be here on Mon 
day next, and that he wishes to speak on this 
Ku Klux bill. 

Under these circumstances, considering the 
great importance of the matter, and as he is 
the only gentleman on one side who knows 
anything about a great part of the case, I do 
not think the chairman of that committee who 
has charge of the bill ought to push the bill 
until he returns. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Vermont has demanded the yeas and 
nays on the motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. SCOTT. As the Senator from New 
Jersey has appealed to me, I will only state 
that I have every disposition to accommodate 
my colleague upon the committee, the Senator 
from Delaware ; and were it possible for me 
to control the legislation of the session, which 
is now nearly approaching its end, I should be 
glad to accommodate him; but the statement 


And you want fifteen 


On that I ask for the 
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is made that he does not expect to return 
before Monday. I hope that before that time 
we shall be able to finish the 
the bill. I should be glad to yiel 1 to him, and 
no doubt the Senate would yield to him at 
any time for the discussion of this question. 


consideration of 


But as the chairman of the committee, with 
the rapidly approaching end of the session, I 
would not feel at liberty to defe r the consider 
ation of this bill until that time. The question 
of whether it is to be deferrs d to day, as | 
have stated, is one to which I am compelled 
to subm t by the order of the Senate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish, if there is no 
objection, to say a word. 


yt 
fhe VICE PRESIDENT. the Chair may 


be allowed to state in connection with this 
matter that to-morrow has been assigned by 
unanimous consent for the bills of three com 
mittees: the day session for ~ Committees on 
Ifdian Affairs and Publie Lan« and the even 
ing session for the Committee on P vst Offices 


aud Post Roads, subject, of course, to the 
unfinished business, and the Senator from 


itor ft 
Louisiana [Mr. West] has 


given notice tl 
on Friday at twelve o’clock he will ask for the 
consideration of the ee ap propriation bill 
on behalf of the Committ 1 Appropriations 
Mr. EDMUNDS. _ I do not wish to oceupy 
any of the time of the Senate, but having had 
something to do with this measure at the last 
session of Congress when it came from the 
Judiciary Committee, and having known then 
something of its importance to the country as 
it turned out. I feel more than 
in it. 
most el 


usual interest 
his bill to continue in force one of the 
eclive and useful sections of the pres 
ent law until the next session of Congress has 


1 
been reported for many weeks, I do not know 


mth 


| 
y 
A 


but months, certainly many weeks. It is a 
bill that we ought to have passed or to have 
defeated; it ought to have been brought toa 
solution long ago. Now, it comes up to-day 
in the regular way, and ought to be proceeded 
with ; and I hope that no temporary conven 
ience of my friend from Pennsylvania,no inter 
est of a railway corporation, and no other con 
sideration, will induce us to leave hold of this 
bill until it is disposed of now by a continu 
sitting upon 1 


juS8 
it, unless it may be necessary to 
adjourn over until to morrow. Let us, at any 
rate, dispose of it by continuous consideration ; 
I do not say to-day, for that I shall, of course, 
leave to the honorable Senator who has charge 


of it; but I think that nothing ough t to stand 


in the way of discussing and considering this 


bill and voting upon it in one way or the other 
because 


ve have reason to suppose that if it 
should pass and*go to the other House, it will 
take cousiderable time to consider it there; 
and therefore I regard it as of the highest im 
portance and propriety that we should stand 
by it at this time without any interference, and 
for that reason I have called for the yeas and 
nays on this motion to displace it. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The motion is 
to lay this bill on the table for the purpose of 
considering the Baltimore and Potomac rail 
road bill. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President a 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 


from Delaware desires consent to make 


a 
statement. The Chair hears no objection. 
Mr. SAULSBURY. I fee] disposed to pa 

some deference to the wishes of my colleague 

He is absent, from the necessity of the case. 


We all know that at present he is laboring 
under an affliction which causes him great 
concern, as it does many of the rest of us. 
He would be gi: ad to be here to-day, but he is 
not able to be present. I think, having been 
a member of that committee, it is due to him 
and due to the country that heshould be heard 
when this bill is acted upon, and | therefore 
think that courtesy is due to my colleague that 
he should be permitted to be here to partici 
pate in the discussion of this bill before it 
comes to a final vote. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is 


a 
ad 
— 


-~J 
t 


on ordering the yeas and nays on the motion 
to lay on the table the pending bill. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 39, nays 17: as foll 
YEAS Messrs. Alcor Blair, Caldwell, Cam 


eron, Carpenter, Cease he Chandler Clayton, 
Cooper, Cragin, Fenton, Ferry of Connecticut, Flan 
agan, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Llamilton of Maryland, 
Harlan, Hill, Howe, Johnston, Kelly, Lewis. Mor 
ton, Norwood, Nye, Pool, Ransom, Riee, Robert 
on, Saulsbury, Schurz, Sherman, Speneer, Spreng 
Stevenson, Stewart, Stockton, Thurman, and Trum- 
bull ’ 

NAYS—Messrs. Ames, Boreman, Buckingham, 
Corbett, Kdmunds, Frelinghuysen, Hamilton ot 
Texas, Kellogg, Logan, Morrill of Maine, Pom 


Ws: 


eroy, Pr itt, Seott, Vickers, West, Windoim, and 
Wrig 17 

AB NT Mi essrs, Anthony, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Cole, Conkling, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West 


Virginia, Serre of Michigan, Hamlin, Hiteh 
Morrill of Vermont, Osborn, Patterson, Ram 
Sawyer, Sumner, Tipton, and Wilson—18. 


} 
Ky 


sey 


So the motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON. Now I move to take up 
the railroad bill. 

Mr. COLE I rise to appeal to the Senator 
to allow a vote to be taken on the conference 
committee report upon the deficiency appro- 
priation bill. The Senator from Ohio on my 
left [|Mr. Saerman] very kindly proposes to 
decline making any speech on the ubject. 

Mr. SHERMAN. On the 
no one else does 

Mr. POMEROY. 
the appropriation bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The most that I desire 
vould be five minutes to state the reasons why 
l am opposed to the report. 

Mr. POMEROY. There is an urgeney about 
the deficiency bill that does not exist about 
the railroad or anything else. Let us finish 
it. Be ides, reports of committees of cor fer 
ence are a sort of privileged question here. 

Mr. CAMERON. When the Senator from 
California said to me that no speech would be 
made and that he es only to take the vote, 
I was inelined ¢ say yes, that I would give 
way ; but myexperience here is that when one 
speech is made aanthen will be made, and then 
that will bring on another 


eondition that 


I think we ought to finish 


Now we have got 
this bili right before the Senate, and | prefer 
to go on with it. 

The VICE gr bade The bill is not 
yet taken up. The Chair entertained the mo 
tion of the Senator from Pennsylvania to take 
up the bill which is now pending, but it is 
subject toa majority of the Senate wl 


ie the e 
they willt 


ae »this bill. The question is on 
the motion ot te Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. J will say 
that I think we ought to take up thi bill. 
Surely the busine of the nation cannot be 
of = importance as compared with this 
railroad bill, and I therefore hope there will 
be no struggle ag Linst taking it up. Why, this 
is the bill of the Baltimore and Potomae rail 
road, owned in good share by the celebrated 
Mr. Scott, who was recently about to brought 
forward asa candidate for the Presidency at 
Cincinnati by a distinguished citizen of the 
State of my friend from Petinsylvania. Now, 
| hope in view of such considerations we shall 
not hesitate to throw aside any busine that 
may belong to the nation and take up a meas 
ire of this kind! 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Mr. Pres 
ident, willit be in order to move to take 1 Pp 
the deficiency bill if this should be voted 
down? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 

Mr. HAMILTON 


see whether 


It will be. 
, of Maryland. I want to 
Senators here are prepared to 
take up a loca s private bill In pret rence to 
the deficiency bill, which concerns the country 
and every man in it; and therefore upon 
that question I call for the yeas and nays 
Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, | will not 
low my if lose my good temper to day 
laughter, | not even alter the very shar ir- 
casm of my friend from Vermont, | Mr. Mor- 
I could if it were the proper time say 





{ 


~] 
a 
we 


* + 
~~ 


- 


ething in reply. All I have to say just 


1OwW (hat this is an important question ; 1b 18 


ich affects the whole of this country, 

n the State of Maine in its eastern point to 

}¢ is and California, We want a depot here 

i will enable the people of the southern 

iutry to come to Washington with their 

freight, with their persons, to be taken care 

of. I shall say not another word about this 
mutter 


Mr. POMEROY. I wanttosay distinctly that 


I shall vote to take up the railroad bill when 

ie deficiency bill is disposed of, but I will 
not betore, because I consider the deficiency 
bi at reat importance to the country. It 


came here under a recommendation from the 


Department of Justice, that the necessities of 
th Department were suffering for the want 
{ some money, and it is a deficiency bill to 
make up that want. Now, to proceed to the 
‘ ideration of a= railroad bill until this 
deficiency bill is disposed ef is ridiculous ; 
we ouvht not to dott 
fhe VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
tate to the Senate that upon ex imining the 
record made upon this case he finds that this 
railroad bill was made the special order for 
isday, Wednesday, May 15, attwelve o'clock. 
now twelve o'clock of this day, though 
er twelve, the time having by unanimous 
con t been extended The unfinished busi- 
ut yesterday having been laid upon the 
ible the Baltimore and Potomac railroad bill 
is by the rules of the Senate now’before the 
Senate. lt is subject, however, to be laid 
upon the table for the purpose of proceeding 
with other business; but baving been made the 
special order for this day and hour, and the 


been laid on the 
now up by operation of the rule in 


unfinished business having 


lubie, IL 18 


regard 1o special orders. 
Mir. SUMNER. I have no desire to inter- 
fere with the purpose of the Senate. If the 
atin i posed to proceed with the railroad 
Midi proceed. | have never been able to 
r my mind to the support of that bill, but 


hut there are reasons why it should 
be acted upon. The 
a decision one way or the other. 
Lo inat extent, 


parties interested in it 


1 am in favor of proceeding 
il, or rather lam not against pro 
he bill unless there is lmperative 
* Senate. 

posed to 


iency Dill Goes 


think 
under 


that the defi 
that head. | 
t ought to be finished and out of the 


come 


y before we proceed with anything else, 
ether it be the railroad bill or the Ku Klux 
uid, as the Senator from Illinois (Mr. 
I RUMBULL] suggests, particularly while the 
deheiency bil hangs now ona conference re- 
} lt seems to me, therefore, it is not ad- 
visable for us to proceed with any business 
until the deficiency bill is out of the way. 
And now | make one other remark and 
shall sitdown. lLask the Senate to corsider 
how much easier itis to take up a railroad 


bill than a school bill to secure equal rights 
bere inthe Distric.ot Columbia? Every day 
1 wake an unavailing effort to bring the Sen- 


ate to a vote on a bill already considered sev- 


eral times, whose only simple object is to 
es ish equal rights in the schools of the 
District ot Columbia. You know, sir, how 


unavailog my efforts are, and yet you have 
witnessed the agility with which Senators leap 
forward, to the number ofthirty-nine, in favor 


vurd, 


of arairoad. | wish a bill for equal rights 
could tind any such tavor in the Senate. 

Mr. LLAMILTON, of Maryland. I move to 
lay the bil onthe table 

Fhe VICE PRESIDENT, The Baltimore 


Potomac railroad bill being made the 
al order for this afternoon, and the unfin 
business having been laid on the table, 
the rai 
senat 


‘ 


Inhe 


table. 


md bill is before the Senate, and the | 
or from Maryland moves to lay it on the | 


my motion to enable the Senator from Ohio to 
make a suggestion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest that for awhile 
the deficiency bill, which is very important, 
and I know ought to be acted on, be taken up 
under the five-minutes rule. There being but 
one single question on it, no Senator would 
want to debate it longer than that. I think it 
can be disposed of in fifteen ortwenty minutes, 
and then we can take up other business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Pending the con- 
sideration of the Baltimore and Potomac rail- 
road bill, the Senator from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent thet the resume the 
consideration of the conference report on the 
deficiency bill, under the five-minutes rule, 


Senate 


leaving the special order to stand before the 


penate. 

Mr. THURMAN. I wish to say that as there 
can be no amendment to a report of a confer- 
ence committee, I am perfectly willing to see 
the five-minutes rule applied to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There cannot 
be any amendment to a conference report. It 
must be adopted or rejected as a whole. 

Mr. CAMERON. That all seems so rea- 
sonable that I shall assent to that, allowing 
half an hour for the disposal of it. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 


sent to no limit of time. 


I will con- 
l am perfectly will- 
ing to withdraw my motion upon the preposi 


tion made by the honorable Senator from 
Vhio. But then in regard to limiting any 


time when you can call for the regular order, 
[ object to that. We have got to get through 
with the deficiency bill—that is my under- 
standing—under the five-minutes rule. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. 
done by laying the Baltimore 
railroad bill on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; 
sary. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Ido not 
object to the proposition of the Senator from 
UOhnio. 


aud Potomac 


that is not neces- 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ohio now asks that the conference re 


port on the deficiency bill be taken up under 
the five-minutes rule, the Baltimore and Poto- 
mac bill to come up as soon as the deficiency 
bill is disposed of. 

Mr. CAMERON. In accordance with my 
promise that I intended to keep in good 
humor all to-day, | give way for that purpose. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I have a very great 
aversion to the five-minutes rule; and while I 
think the deficiency bill ought to be taken up, 
I suggest to the Senator from Ohio whether 
he is not willing to wait awhile and see whether 
the report of the conference committee cannot 
be disposed of without the five-minutes rule? 
I think it can be; and I think half an hour 
will show it 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it is better all 
around to have the five-minutes rule, because 
the proposition is a single one, not amend- 
able, presenting but a single point. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Ido not want to say a 
word upon it, but [have very great objection 
to establishing a five-minutes rule in the Sen- 
ate. I object to it as a precedent. If we 
limit debate on this conference report to five 
minutes, the probabilities are that we shall 
limit debate on all conference reports to five 
minutes. I repeat, lel us see whether we can- 
not dispose of this report in half an hour, or 
three quarters, and if we cannot in that time, 
then for one I shall not object to the five- 
minutes rule being applied. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from California, if he may 
be allowed to do so, that under the rule in 
regard to appropriation bills the majority can 
order the five minutes restriction of debate in 
regard to a conference report on an appropri- 
ation bill, because that concerns amendments 
to an appropriation Lill. The majority can 
order that five-minutes rule; but still the Sen- 


Then it ean be | 
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Baltimore and Potomac railroad bill is before 
the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I submit the motion, no 
one objecting to taking up the deficiency bill, 
that the five-minutes rule be applied on it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There appears 
to be no objection to passing over the Balti- 
more and Potomac railroad bill and taking up 
the report of the conference committee on the 
deficiency bill, and the Senator from Ohio 
moves, the report being taken up, that the 
debate on the report of the conference com- 
mittee shall be limited to five minutes by each 
Senator. 

Mr. CASSERLY. It is suggested to me 
that my objection, if persisted in, may have 
the effect of preventing the conference report 
from being brought up. I have no such object, 
but protesting against the rule as insisted on 
by the Senator from Ohio, I withdraw my objec 
tion. 

Mr.SHERMAN. The Senator having with- 
drawn his objection—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There appears 
to be no further objection, and the conference 
report is before the Senate with that restric- 
tion of debate. 

DEFICIENCY 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of 
the report of the committee of conference 
upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 


| on the bill (H.R. No. 1654) making appropria- 


tions to supply deficiencies in the appropria- 


| tions for the service of the Government for 


the fiscal year ending June 30, 1872, and for 
former years, and for other purposes. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I shall be very glad in 


five minutes to state the objections I have to 


| this amendment; and I rise now merely to 


correct a misapprehension of 
regard to the facts. 


All the cotton that was seized after the Ist 


Senators in 


of July, 1865, was seized in pursuance of 
special orders trom the Treasury Department, 
directing the agents of the Department to 
seize confederate cotton or cotton belonging 


| to certain corporations organized by the con- 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I withdraw |) ator has the right to ebject now, because the ii 


‘ederate 
loan, 


governmentsto aid in the cotton 
It is true that some private cotton was 
seized by these agents. They being largely 
interested in the proceeds, did no doubt make 
some seizures that were unlawful, and 
properly described as ‘* unlawful and in vio- 
lation of the orders of the Treasury Depart- 
ment.’’ But here is a fact that Senators seem 
to overlook, that for two years and a half any 
claimant of this cotton who could show that 
property was seized in violation of law 
had a right to appeal to the Treasury Depart- 
ment to have the proceeds of the cotton re- 
funded. For two years and a half every man, 
loyal and disloyal, claiming that property of 
his was taken, that it was not the property of 
the confederate States or companies organized 
to aid the confederate States, had his day in 
court. During two years and a half hundreds 
and thousands of claims were made and nearly 
two million dollars paid out of the Treasury 
of the United States on claims of this kind 
and of a similar kind. 

Besides that, every loyal claimant had a 
right until August, 1868. to sue in the Court 
of Claims for this cotton. So that loyal and 
disloyal alike hada remedy. The disloyal had 
a right to appeal to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, and the loyal had a right to appeal to 
either the Secretary of the Treasury or the 
Court of Claims for two years and a half. 

There were gross abuses in the Treasury 
Department in the management of this cotton 
fund, and afier a long debate, which was par- 
ticipated in by many Senators, the Senate 
by a large vote agreed to carry this very fund 
over into the Treasury and prevented the 
action of the Treasury Department upon this 
class of claimants among others, the House 
of Representatives concurring in that action. 

Now this amendment is thrust here as an 


are 


his 





amendment to one of our amendments to the 
appropriation bill in no way at all pertinent, 
and the Senate is now called on to vote upon 
it without any chance to amend it. There is 
one amendment I want to make, that every 
This 
section gives six months within which suits 
shall be brought for the recovery of the pro- 


Senator will see it is necessary to make. 


ceeds of this cotton; but when shall these | 


elaims be determined? Thereis no limitation 
as to the term during which any Secretary of 
the Treasury in all future time may pass upon 
these claims. They have once been acted 
upon and decided by Secretary McCulloch. 
Now we open the door again and invite for 
six months all these claims to be preseuted ; 
but when sball they be decided? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
priation to pay them. 

Mr. SHERMAN. An indefinite appropria- 
tion limited only by the whole amount of the 
fund, $20,000,000. I SAV, therefore, it is not 
guarded, and the plan | propose is better. 
Let us dissent from this conference report and 
simply say to the 


It is an indefinite appro- 


House of Ktepresentatives, 
* Weare not prepared to acton this subject,’’ 
and let them abandon it as we have aban- 
doved the Morrill amendment, and this report 
If the 
the conference report, 
in ten minutes the bill may be passed and 
become a law, and then this class of claims 
can be referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and the whole subject may be presented ina 
formal, orde rly Way. 
Suy. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I hope that the 


Senate will not agree to this report; and the 


can be disposed of in five minutes. 
Senate disagrees to 


This is ail I desire to 


first reason is because 1t 18 a very improper 
way ol legislation, as | think every Senator 
here must perceive. The difference of opinion 
in reference to this subject, as developed here 
this morning, shows that we ought not to 
adopt such a law without full discussion. 

he next reason is this: 
claims the owner must be ascertained. Great 
frauds, it is alleged, have existed heretofore 
in having that ownership determined, not 
judicially, but by Departments, so that Con- 
gress, as has been 
fere by law. 

But there is another objection, to which | 
call the attention of Senators, that has not yet 
been stated. 


stated, was obliged to inter- 


As | understard that law, after 
the owner is ascertained it by no means fol- 
lows that he ought to have the cotton or the 
proceeds of it. That cotton may have be- 
longed to the southern confederacy ; and will 
auy one insist if that cotton belonged to the 
confederacy, or if the persons who had it in 
possession had it in their possession as trus 
tees for the southern confederacy. that by es 
tablishing their ownership this Government 
ought to pay them the proceeds? And yet the 
report as it is presented here actually calls 
upon the Senate of the United States to pass 
a law to hand over to the southern conted- 
eracy, or to persons who were its trustees, 
property which we captured at the close of 
the war. 

liiese are the reasons; and in addition to 
them the fact that a bill has been introduced 
this morning from the Judiciary Committee 
which either does or if properly amended can 
be made to cover this whole question. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from New Jer- 
sey is entirely mistaken in supposing that this 
provides for paying over the proceeds of any 
cotton which belonged to the southern con- 
federacy. It provides simply for paying the 
owners of cotton which was taken subsequent to 
June 30, 1865, in violation of instructions of 
the Department and in violation of law. The 
mstructions required the agents to take the 
cotton of the southern confederacy ; aud the 
cotton that was thus taken which belonged to 
the southern confederacy was taken in accord- 
ance with the instructions, and therefore is 
not provided for in this amendment, 


as to each of these 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The Senator 
will permit me to say that the instructions did 
not provide for taking the cotton of the con- 
tederacv after 1865. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from New 
Jersey is mistaken. Special instructions were 
issued to those agents to take property that 
belonged to the confederate States and to two 
corporations that were agents of the confed- 
erate States, or agents for the holders of the 
cotton loan. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Upto what time? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Atany time. The order 
was not to take any private cotton, not to take 
any cotton which belonged to private persons, 
whether loyal or disloyal, but to take property 
of the confederate States or their agents. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. There the ques- 
tion at once comes up, whether the persons 
who had cotton in their possession had it in 
their own right or as trustees for the confed- 
eracy. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the very point. 

Mr. BLAIR. The presumption of the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey does not hold good. 
lhis simply provides for the repayment of the 
proceeds of the sales of cotton which was 
taken ¢ mitrary to the instructions of the See 
retary of the Treasury, and cor trary to law, 
after the war had ceased, the property of in- 
dividuals; and when we consider that this 
property has been in the hands of the Govern- 
ment for seven years and they are not required 
to pay interest for it, that it was sold by agents 
of the Government for one third of its value, 
I think it does not justify the language of the 
Senator from Vermont who said that this was 
araid upon the Treasury. I think there is 
quite a different phrase to be applied to this 
case; it was a raid of cotton agents upon the 
private property of individuals, in violation 
of law and of instructions of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, which amounted to simple plun 
der, and that plunder has been put away in 
the ‘| reasury of the United Ss ales, and is now 
held in violation of law and of the rights of 
these citizens, and there can be no earthly 
justification for keeping it there. 

As for the bill the Senator from Illinois 
reported this morning, to provide for pay- 
ment of these sums of money, | do not see 
that that bill has any superiority over the pres 
ent bill. I think the more promptly this jus 
tice is done the better it will be done. Ithas 
already been delayed toolong. Andalthough 
the Senator from illinois has reported such a 
bill, the very fact that be has reported such a 
bill from the Judiciary Committee ought to 
inake the Senate vote for this conference report, 
which will effect the object of his bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The yeas and 
nays having been ordered on agreeing to the 
conference report, the Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 34, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS —Messrs. Alcorn, Blair, Casserly, Clayton, 
Cole, Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Flanagan, 
Gilbert, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Har- 
lan, Hilly Kellogg, Kelly, Lewi-, Logan, Morton, 
Norwood, Poweroy, Pooi, Ransom, Rice, Robertson, 
Saulsbury, Sawyer, Schurz, Spencer, Sprague, Ste- 
venson, Stockton, Thurman, Vickers, and West 


4 
\ wae 
NAYS Messrs. Ames, Boreman, Buckingham, 


Caldwell, Carpenter, Chandler, Conkling, Corbett, 
Cragin, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Fre 
linghuysen, Hamlin, Howe, Morrill of Maine, Mor- 
rill of Vermont, Nye, Ramsey, Scott, Sherman, 
Sumner, Trumbull, Windom, and Wright—25. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Cameron, Davis of Kentucky, Ferry of Connecticut, 
Hamilton ot Texas, Hiteheock, Johnston, Osborn, 
Patterson, Pratt, Stewart, Tipton, and Wilson—15. 


So the report was concurred in. 
BRIDGE AT EVANSVILLE, INDIANA. 

Mr. MORTON. Before we proceed with the 
railroad bill, I ask the consent of the Senator 
from Penusylvania to have a formal vote taken 
in order that a bill may be sent to the House. 
Sometime ago two bridge bills were passed 


authorizing bridges over the Ohio river, one a! 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. ott7 


Evansville and one at Mount Vernon. They 
were both of the same character precisely 
They have both been amended by the Com 
mittee on Commerce, and the Mount Vernon 
bill was passed last night. The other was not 
taken up on account of my absence. [| now 
ask that the vote to reconsider may be form 
ally considered as taken, and then that the bill 
may be passed as amended by the committee, 
so as to make it like the other bill that passed 
last night. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. 
in the chair.) Pending the bill in regard to 
the Baltimore and Potomac railroad depot, 
the Senator from Indianaasks unanimous con 
sent that the vote may be taken on the bill to 
which he has referred. Is there objection 

Mr. CAMERON. I shall make no objec 
tion if it is simply to take a vote on the bill 
without debate. 

Mr. MORTON. That is all. 

Ihe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
hears no objection. 

Mr. BOREMAN. [think it probable that 
that is the bill that went over on my motion 
[ have no objection to the bitl passing in the 
form suggested. If it is to be like the one 
that passed last night, it will be all right. 

Mr. MORTON. 
other. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be 
no objection, the vote on the final passage of 
the bill (S. No. 539) authorizing the construe 
tion of a railroad bridge across the Ohio river 
at or near Evansville, in the State of Indiana, 
as well as on the engrossment and third read 
ing of the bill, will be regarded as reconsidered, 
and the bill is now before the Senate and opeu 
to amendment. 

Mr. MORTON. I ask that the 
taken on the final passage of the bill 

Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator desire that the amendments be re- 
ported ? 

Mr. MORTON. I presume it is not neces- 
sary to read them unless some Senator desires 
it. They are the same as those to the other 


Si OTT 


Yes, sir; it is just like the 


vote be 


bill. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


tary has the amendments. 


The See 
If no Senator € tt] 
for the reading of the amendments the ques 
tion will be on agreeing to the amendments 

Mr. THURMAN. What is the provision 
as to the height above low water ? 

Mr. MORTON. It is the same as before, 
but places the matter under the supervision 
of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. THURM A N. Does it re quire a he} rht 
of ninety feet above low water? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOREMAN. §Lthink it is one hundred 
feet above low water, and forty feet above high 
water. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques 
tion is on the amendments of the committe 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SPRAGUE submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill 
(H. R. No. 2705) making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, and tor 
other purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, aud ordered to 
be printed, 


MAKTHA G. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. 


consent the vote 


RUDOLPH. 


I ask that by unanimous 
indefinitely postponing a 
little pension bill, being House bill No. 2398, 
granting a pension to Martha G. Rudolph, be 
reconsidered, and that the bill be recommi 
ted to the Committee on Pensions, wiih the 
papers. Some additional evidence has been 
furnished which may change the ce mpl 
of the case. 


by unanimous consent, the vote indetin 
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postponing the bill was reconsidered, and the 
bill was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 


A message from the House of Representa 
tives, by Mr. McPierson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed the following bills; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate 


A bill (H. R. No. 630) in relation to new 
trials in the Court of Claims; 
A bill (HL. R. No. 631) to amend an act en- 


titled **‘Au act regulating proceedings in crim- 
inal cases, and for other purposes,’ approved 
Mare 1 3, LSto; 
A bili (H.R 
acts reiating to the 
A ball 


entitled 


No. 908) to repeal the several 
tenure of civil offices; 
(tl. 2. No. 1028) to amend an act 
‘An act relating to members of Con- 
gress, heads of Departments, and other oflicers 
of the Government,’’ approve d June 11, 1864; 
A bill (Hi Kk. No. for the relief of 
Marshall O. Roberts; 
A bill (HL. Re. No. to amend an act 
entitled **An act to incorporate the W ashing- 
ton National Monument Society ;”’ 


1) ND) 


A bill (HL. R. No. 1891) to amend an act 
entiled **An act to establish the Department 
of Justice, and for other purposes ;”’ 

A bill (H. R. No. 2312) to revise, consolid- 
ate, and amend the laws relating to pensions ; 
A bill (4H. R. No. for the relief of 
unuel B. Kiliott, late acting purser of the 
United States vessel of war the Ilirt ; 

A bill (H.R. N. 2774) to prevent certain 
ollicers of the United States and Territories 
from practicing a8 attorneys or solicitors in 


Zi iv) 
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courts of the United States in certain cases; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2773) to amend section 
five ‘An act making appro 
priations for the civil and diplomatic expenses 
of the Government for the year 1841,’’ ap- 
March 8, 1841, and to authorize the 
proper construction thereof ; 

A bill (H. RK. No. 2776) to provide for the 
adjudication of the claim of John Graham; 

A bill (UH. R. No. 2778) to provide stenog- 
rapbers for the courts of the United States; 
and 

A bill (H. R. No. 2777) for the reliet of the 
sureties of S. I’. Marks, former postmaster at 
New Orleans. 

The message further announced that the 
House had passed the bill (S. No. S16) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to establish a 
uniform time for holding elections for electors 
of President and Vice President in ail the 
States of the Union,’ approved January 23, 
1845. 

he message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills with amend 
ments; in which it requested the concurrence 
ot the Senate: 

A bill (S. No. 468) to regulate criminal 
practice im the Federal courts; and 

A bill (S. No. 473) to further the adminis- 
tration Of justice, 


of an act entitied 


proved 


rhe message also announced that the House 
had agreed to some and disagreed to other 
amendments of the Seuate to the bill (H. It. 
No. 1328) making appropriations for the con- 
sular and diplomatic service of the Government 
for the year ending June 80, 1873, and for 
other purposes; that it had agreed to another 
amendment of the Senate to the said bill with 
an amendment; that it asked a conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and 
had appointed Mr. Tuomas Swann of Mary- 
land, Mr. Frank W. Paimer of Iowa, and 
Mr. James Brooks of New York, managers 
at the same on its part. 

(he message further announced that the 
House bad disagreed to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H, R. No. 1666) mak- 
ing appropriauons for the support of the Mil- 
itary Academy for the fiseal year ending June 
80, 1873, asked a couterence on the disagree: || 
ing voles of the two Houses thereon, and had || 
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nois, Mr. Wittiam L. SrovuGuton of Mich- | 
igan, and Mr. Wiitiam H. Upson of Ohio, | 
managers at the same on its part. 

| 
| 


| 
| 
j 
| 


POTOMAC RAILROAD DEPOT, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 2187) to confirm the action of the board of 
aldermen and common council of the city of 
Washington, designating a depot site for the 
Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company, 
and tor other purposes. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. [ understand 
that the from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
CaMERON | does not desire to make any re: || 


Senator 


marks now, and | regret to be compelled to || 
address the Senate when Lam perfectly aware 
that a very large majority are already com- 
mitted to one side of this question, 

Mr. SUMNER. Will my friend allow me 
to interrupt him tor a moment? There is 
reason fora business session of the Senate for 


executive purposes for about five minutes. 
I should like to ask the Senate to go into 


executive session. I do not want to interfere 
with this bill. It is necessary to act on execu- 
tive business relating to the District of Colum- 
bia, which requires attention. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
to any wishes of the Senate: 

Nr. CAMERON. I think we had better 
not do that. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. There seems 
to be general objection to the proposal of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, and therefore Il 
will proceed to say what I have to say. 

Mr. President, if | could obtain the ear of 
the Senate on this question, [ am satisfied they 
would put poison into their coffee as quickly 
as to pass this bill. Idonot expect, however, 
that I shall be able to obtain the ear of the 
Senate afier the question has already been 
decided. But if | can obtain attention long 
enough to give some history and recital of the 
facts, | shall show that this railroad evangelist 
is like other railroad evangelists, is merely de- 
sirous of putting money in the pockets of his 
stockholders, and nothing more. His corpo- 
ration was gotten up and is managed for uo 
other purpose. Why, sir, what was the position 
of the company when the New Jersey rail- 
roads were bought up, by which the stock- 
holders of the New Jersey railroads obtained 
at least $1,000,000 more than their property 
was worth, and a perpetual interest thereon of 
ten per cent.? How was this corporation in 
Pennsylvania to pay that heavy rental unless 
it was by some subsequent process to wring 
the increased amount out of the people of New 
Jersey? Ought they to have any particular 
friendship or regard for a corporation of that 
kind? Do they believe it is governed by any 
higher motive than that of an enlightened 
self-interest by which to make the most 
money? | 

But [ do not wish to discuss particularly 
this branch of the subject, although it is mooted 
throughout the country that this corporation 
controls $350,000,000 of capital, a sum of 
vastly greater magnitude than the old United 
States Bank, which some parties feared, on 
account of that immense amount of capital, 
would eventually control the political desti- 
nies of this country, 

But, Mr. President, this was an old railroad 
charter at first incorporated by the State of 
Maryland to give accommodations to the 
southern peninsula of that State. I want to 
show you the extravagance of its character ; 
and it must be noted that Congress has already 
confirmed all of its privileges and immunities 
that it received under its original charter from 
Maryland. ‘This is an old State charter, and 
is only revived, if revived at all, by Congress. 
I do not know for what purpose it was gotten up, || 
whether for the real purpose of building a rail- | 
road, or of putting money into the hands of the || 
incorporators, as mere speculators at the time. 


I will yield 


| 
appoiated Mr. Samuen S. Mansuae of Iili- || lt was incorporated May 6, 1853, and it was || 


| mark you, it not only had that right, but it 
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to have a million in amount of stock, with the 
right to increase it to three millions. But 


had this further right— 


“That the president and directors shall have 
power to borrow money for the purposes of this ac 
and to issue bonds, certificates, or other evidence 
of such loans, and to pledge the property of the 
company for the payment of the same and its inter. 
est.’ 

That is to say, its power to make loans was 
entirely unlimited. Then it still further wa; 
to have the right to consolidate all its in- 
debtedness at all times into its stock, so that i 
stock is virtually unlimited, and the amou 


\| of its loans and bonds which may be issued 


being equally unlimited. 
wide latitude for 
miles ? 

Then it had the right to extend branches in 
any direction not exceeding twenty miles and 
lateral branches without any limit, 


Js not this rather a 
a branch road of twenty 


Let me 


| show you another extreme latitude given to 


the road. It had the power given to buy, 
build, own, and run steamboats: 

“Shall have all the rights and powers hereby 
given, in order to the construction and repair of the 
said principal road, and imay also own and employ 
steamboats or other vessels to connect the said rail- 
road or railroads with other points by water com- 
munication,” 

And it is to be remembered that there are 

r ) 
water communications at both ends of the 
road. So we not only are to have a railroad, 
but any amount of steamboating, all from 
sheer beneficence of this Pennsyivania com- 
pany. 

Now, Mr. President, we are told that this 
railroad evangelism is to give the people of 
this district and of the country hereabouts 
cheaper freight, cheaper prices for the carry- 
ing of railroad passengers; but be it noted 


that in 1853 the price for freight was fixed and 


put down at eight cents per ton per mile, a 
very extravagant rate, and for passengers four 


| cents a mile, and Congress has confirmed it, 


and so far as the railroad comes into this Dis- 
trict, it is at liberty to charge more for shorter 


distances. For distances less than twelve 


'| miles they have the right to charge twelve 


cents a mile. ‘This is the way the people here 
are to be favored. 

Then, again, this charter seems to be a very 
extensive one. It has the power to connect 
and to contract with any other roads to an 
unlimited extent, and that is just in the line 
of business of this company. 

Now, Mr. President, I desire to show you 
the gradual processes by which this railroad 
has come into Washington and obtained one 
after another these wholly gratuitous privi- 
leges. It reminds me of the Arabian fable. 
We have already had four or five different 
acts of Congress in relation to this road. It 
seems to have gradually approached, like the 
fabled camel, into the cabin of the cobbler. 
Che cobbler was asked by the camel to exam- 
ine one foot, to see if it was sore, as the camel 
said, but the cobbler found no splinter there, 
nothing sore on the foot. Then the camel 
introduced another foot. The cobbler exam- 


| ined that, and found nothing sore there; and 


so on until he examined the whole. ‘Then 


_after the camel had gotten entirely into the 


cabin of the cobbler, the cobbler was very 
auxious that he should get out. But the camel 


said, ‘*l am very well contented where I[ am ; 


if you are not, you may move out.’’ [Laugh- 
ter.] And that is the case with this railroad. 
It seems to have gotten into the District of 
Columbia, and is very well contented with 
that fact, and if we are not, we may move oul. 
[ ask the Secretary to read a portion of the 
first section of the act of February 5, 1867, the 


| first act of Congress on this subject, which will 
| be found in volume fourteen of the Statutes- 


at-Large, page 387. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows : 
‘* And the said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad 


Company are hereby authorized to exercise the 
same powers, rights, and privileges, and shall be 
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subject to the same restrictions, inthe extension and 
construction of the said lateral railroad into and 
within the said District, as they may exercise or are 
subject to under and by intent of their said charter 
or act of incorporation, in the extension and con- 
struction of any railroad within the State of Mary- 
land: and shall be entitled tothe same rights, com- 
pensation, benefits, and immunities, in the use of 
said road, and in regard thereto, as are prov ided in 
their said charter, except the right to construct any 
Jateral road or roads within the said District from 
the said lateral branch or road hereby authorized ; 
it being expressly understood that the said Balti- 
more and Potomac Railroad Company shall have 
power only to construct from the said Baltimore and 
Potomac railroad one lateral road within the said 
District to some point orterminus within the city 
and county of Washington, to be determined in the 
manner hereinafter mentioned.” 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I cull atten- 
tion to this point for this purpose: it will be 
noticed in all the acts of Congress of this sort 
up to the present time we have caretully slipu- 
lated that other roads should have equal and 
similar privileges provided they paid a fair and 
reasonable compensation therefor; but this 
road now comes in here asking for a lateral 
branch to dodge all the acts we have hereto- 
fore passed in relation to this subject, and has 
a lateral branch extending from Virginia ave- 
nue up to Sixth street and across and near the 
public park, where no other road is entitled to 
any privileges whatever. I assume it is for 
this purpose that this project iS SO persistently 
insisted upon, forthe accommodations that we 
have given them are really better in my judg- 
ment as they now are than they will be after 
they get this legislation, It is forthe purpose 
of excluding every other railroad that now 
exists in the city or that may hereafter come 
Mn irom having any accommodations or privi- 
leges except such as they choose to concede 
to them that they now insist upon this addi- 
tional and exclusive bill. 

I desire the Secretary also to read a eng 
of the third section of the act of February 5 
L867. 

I'he Chief Clerk read as follows: 

“But nothing herein contained shall be so con- 
strued as to authorize the entry by said company 
upon any part of any let or square owned by the 
United States within the city of Washington, for the 
purposes of locating or constructing the said road, 
or excavating the same, or for the purpose of taking 
therefrom any materials, or for any other purpose 
or uses whatsoever; but the said company, in pass- 
Ing into the District aforesaid, and construeting the 
said road within the same, shall enter the city of 
Washington atsuch place, and shall pass along such 
publie street or alley, to such point or terminus 
within the said city, as may be allowed by Congress 
upon presentation of survey and map of proposed 
location of said road: Provided, That the level of 
suid road within the said city shall conform to the 
present graduation of the streets, unless Congress 
shall authorize a different level.” 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Here it will 
be seen that there was a solemn enactment 
that this company should not trespass or in- 
trude upon any of these public squares or 
grounds belonging to the park. It was an 
agreement on their part they would not do so. 
(here was no purpose then manifested to do 
anything of the sort, or if there had been I can 
say very truly that the bill would have stood 
a sorry chance of success in the Senate of the 
United States. It was only on the distinet 
understanding, and I might almost say the 
pledge, that that was not the object, and 
never would be, that the bill passed. 

We again find this corporation knocking at 
the doors of Congress on the 18th of March, 
1869. They were here almost as soon as we 
opened our doors, for it is the second act that 
passed after the commencement of the session. 
Then we gave them the right to.fix and 
determine upon their route into the city, and 
gave them the choice of two different routes, 
as will be found in the Statutes-at-Large, vol- 
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ume sixteen, page 2. Any one looking at the 
map which I have had brought into the Cham- 
ber will easily see the choice that was given 
them. The next time we legislated upon this 
subject we gavethem the choice of two routes 
into the city, not to enable them to get the 
right of way at a cheap rate, for that was made 


entirely free in any event. They were to pay 
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nothing, for we let them in our avenues and 
streets, public property with which we are 
always generous. 1 ask the Secretary to read 
what | have marked in the act of March 16, 
1869. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

*Firet. Beginning at the intersec tion of Boundary 
street and North Carolina avenue; thence south- 
westwardly along said North Tattle avenue to 
south D street; thence along south D street west- 
wardly to Virginia avenue; thence along Virginia 
avenue northeastwardly to the intersection of south 
C street and west Ninth street; or, 

** Second. Beginning at some point on the northern 
shore of the eastern branch of the Potomac river 
between south L and south M streets; thence west- 
wardly between said streets to the intersection of 
Virginia avenue with south L and east Twelfth 
streets: thence along said \ irginia avenue north- 
westwardly to south K street; thence along said 
south K street westwardly to south Fourth street; 
thence by a line curving to the right to the north 
bank of the canal, and thence along the said bank 
of the canal northwestwardly to Virginia avenue ; 
thence along Virginia avenue northwestwardly to 
the intersection of seuth C and west Ninth streets. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The next 
time that we were called upon by this railroad 
company was in 1870, and then we extended 
the time for building the road, and also gave 
them another option, as will be found in see- 
tion two of the act. I ask the Secretary to 
read section two of the act approved March 
25, 1870. 

lhe Chief Clerk read as follows: 

‘That the said company, if it shall so eleet, is 
hereby authorized to adopt a line in the city of 
Washington from some point west of east Fourth 
street, in the line designated in the act of Congress 
approved March 18, 1860, as passing along south K 
street, thence crossing to and passing along the 
south bank of the canal to south Capitol street, and 
thence northwestwardly to Virginia avenue, there 
intersecting and passing along the line described in 
said act approved March 18, 1869, as passing along 
Virginia avenue northwestwardly to the intersection 
of south C and west Ninth streets.’’ 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Thus it will 
be seen that we have already given three 
Op portunities for their coming 1n here to the 
city of Washington and locating their depot. 
We have given them the option to tka’ any 
line almost they might see fit. We have fixed 
the point of their depot as they desired. In- 
stead of requiring them to buy the land and 
pay for it, we have allowed them to come in 
on the streets free of cost, whereas if they had 
been compeiled to pay for their land in the 
city it would have cost them more than balfa 
million, and very probably a million dollars, 
Then, in addition to that, there is still another 
favor that we have granted this road of a very 
modest and unpretending character, and that 
was done June 20, 1870. In a short time 
after the other act was passed they came here 
again, and we gave them aright then to go 
through the District, and we gave them a 
railroad bridge already constructed—saving 
to them a very large sum of money—on the 
condition, to be sure, that they should keep it 
in repair; but it will be noticed that in that 
act we have provided that ‘‘ said railroad 
company shall give other railroad companies 
the right to pass over said bridge upon such 
reasonable terms as may be agreed upon or 
Congress pre scribe.’’ 

Sut, sir, this is not all. Onthe 3d of March, 
1871, we did fix upon the precise spot for their 
railroad depot by an act which I ask the 
Secretary to read. 

‘The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


An act supplementary to “‘An act to authorize th 
extension, construction, and use of alateral branch 
of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company 
in, to, and within the District of Columbia,”’ ap- 
proved February 5, 1867. 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Baltimore and Poto- 
mac Railroad Company be, and they are hereby, 
authorized to erect over their tracks on Virginia 
avenue, between west Sixth street and west Sev enth 
street, in the city of Washington, a passenger depot 

building, covering the following-described area, to 

wil: commencing at the intersection of the building 
line of south side of south C «treet produced and the 
building line of east side of west Seventh street pro 
duced, thence along last-mentioned line southward 
to a potut, thence byline parallel with and forty feet 
distant worthward from building line of southe rly 
side of Virginia avenue toa point in building line 
li of west side of west Sixth street produced, thence by 
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last-mentioned line northward to a point, thence 
by line parallel with and forty feet distant south- 
ward from bui!ding line of northerly side of Virginia 
avenue toa point, thence northward by line parallel 
withand eighty feet distant eastward trom the build 
ing line of east side of west Seventh street produced 
to a point ‘n building line of south side of south C 
street produced, thence by last-mentioned line west 
ward tothe place of beginning; which shall be of 
the same style of architecture as the depot of the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Company at the city ef Lan 
caster, in the State of Pennsylvania: Prorided, 
That the assent of the municipal authorities of the 
city of Washington or of the District of Columbia 
be first obtained to the erection of said depot 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It will be 
seen that Congress gave them the right to 
construct a railroad depot at a point where it 
would cost them nothing for the land, and 
now itis proposed to give another and equal 
privilege on the public squares and grounds 
which at first they were expressly forbidden to 
enter and which they disavowed any purpose 
to ask for. Any Senator by looking at the 
map will see that the railroad depot is to cover 
one half of the width across the public grounds 
and that there is to be a double track on a nar- 
row street for the remainder of the way. How 
is it possible that any Senator can pretend for 
a moment that that is not a total destruction 
and cutting off of the head from the body of 
the public park? Most certainly it is a fatal 
decapitation. 

l only feel the same interest in this matter 
that other Senators ought to feel; it is of 
purely public concern ; but [have kept myself 
informed upon the subject because it was my 
duty to do so, from my position on the Com- 
mittee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

I ask Senators to look at what is proposed 
to be done here. If a railroad with any busi 
ness should come in here, covering one half 
of the way across the public grounds, then 
with a double track across the other half, with 
not less than fifty trains a day running over it, 
perhaps, as will be if they do any considerable 
amount of business, and with railroad cars 
standing from time to time, when one train 
shall go out and another come in, upon these 
tracks, will any one pretend that all this will 
not be a total obstruction of any other travel 
across that street, and will it not wring off the 
park at the neck ? 

Mr. CONKLING. Which street? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Sixth street ; 
and hence a total prevention of moving from 
one end of the park to the other. Now, I 
desire to say here that the publie park, with- 
out any considerable appropriation of money, 
will be in the course of another year so far 
completed that it will admit of travel from one 
end to the other, with the exception of mak- 
ing proper connections and completing the 
roadway, perhaps, through the Botanic Garden 
and some other parts. These grounds, as au 
appendage to the Capitol, are to day of equal 
value with the public buildings themselves. 
No gentleman, | think, who has studied the 
question will dispute the fact. Would any 
Senator allow betore his own mansion a rail 
road depot like this, with cars coming and 
going all the time, ringing, whistling, and 
screaming? And if he would not allow them 
betore his own door, shall we allow them right 
at the very door of the Capitol itself 

Mr. President, I have only desired to pre 
sent the facts in this cuse, and do not wish to 
detain the Senate a moment longer than may 
be necessary to hear the documents, for I think 
the documents I have presented and shall pre 
sent will show the facts sufficiently plain to 
Senators without any further comment from 
me. 

Now I desire to call attention to what was 
done by Congress in 1838 in lation to this 
matter. It seems that in 1832, by some mis 
tuke, Congress did grant this land to the city of 
Washington for the construction of a canal. 

Mr. FHURMAN. Will the Senator give me 
a reference to the book be reads from and the 
page ? 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I am reading 
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from the laws of the Dis rict of Columbia, pub- 
lished in 1868, page “4. 

We gave these lands then to the District, 
but it was soon found that the lands had been 


specially set apart and appropriated from the 


very foundation of the Government for a public 

park, and then, in the very next year, in 1833, 
we paid the city of Washington $150,000 and 
took these lands back; and, by the way, in the 
first instance, the whole grant was to cease and 
determine provided they did not build the canal, 
(as they did not,) and keep it open and fit for 
use. In addition to that the second section 
especially sets these grourds apart for the pur- 
pose of a public park, It is provided: 

‘That the Commissioner of Public Buildings is 
hereby authorized to cause all the open grounds be- 
longivg to the United States, which in the original 
plan of the city were reserved for public walks, 
lying between the Maryland and Pennsylvania 
avenues to be inelosed with a wooden tence, and to 
lay out the same according to such plan tor the 
improvement thereof asthe President of the Uni- 
ted States nay approve, in grass, and intersected 
by suitable paths and roads for intercourse and 
recreation, 

It cannot be denied that this scheme of ruin- 
ing and destroying the park is pot one of very 
cousiderable magnitude, nor is it a question 
whether we are to extend accommodations to 
this railroad, tor we have extended vastly better 
accommodations than they will have if they 
come across on this line. We have spoiled 
them by giving them all they asked. There is 
ample room and verge enough for them on 
Virginia avenue, where they themselves fixed 
upon the place for their depot, and where it is 
now fixed by law, and there 1s besides room 
there, where laud is at a moderate price, for 
other roads; but there is where the trouble 
comes in. It is because this railroad wants to 
dodge any connection wita any other road that 
they insist upon the Congress of the United 
States passing this bill, and passing it without 
dotting an dor crossing a ¢, although any Sena- 
tor who will examine the bill will find that it is 
one of the very crudest character, open to all 
manner of objections, and if it is to pass it ought 
to be amended in very many particulars. It is 
such a bill as we would not allow to pass for a 
railroad company in the remotest territory of 
the land, much less in a road leading into this 
Distriet, and a road which the United States 
for the first time have undertaken to incorpor- 
ate ina State. The original charter did not 
permit them to come from Maryland into the 
city of Washington. It went lower down, 
some twenty miles below the Districtof Colum- 
bia, or to Port Tobacco, and the first law we 
have on the subject ouly alludes to their rights 
as a claim that they pretended to have to come 
by a branch road to Washington, and we 
assented toit. It is in fact, | believe, the very 
first railroad charter that has ever been given 
by Congress to a railroad running almost en- 
tirely in a Siate, and one Srate alone. 

Now, Mr. President, I have said about all 
that | desire to say, except this: 1 shall pro- 
pose what | believe to be a just and right 
proposit:en as a substitute for this bill, and 


that is, that the whole subject of the location | 


of railroads shall be submitted to a commis- 
sion to examive and report as to all these 
railroads what ought to be done at the next 
session of Congress. If that should fail, then 
| have some amendments to offer to the bill, 
not one of them tor dilatory purposes, or any- 
thing of that sort, but only such as | believe 
ought to be adopted it the bill should pass. 
birst, however, | offer a substitute for the bill, 
which | ask the Secretary to read. 
ihe Chief Clerk read the amendment, 
which was to strike out all afver the enacting 
clause of the bill and insert the following : 
That the chief officer of engineers of the Army of 
the United States, the engineer officer in charge of 
the public buildings and grounds in the city of 
Washington, and the Quartermaster General of the 
Army are hereby constituted a commissiow to ex- 
amiue the whole subject of steam railway tracks 


entering the city of Washington, both as to existing 
reads and those in course of construction, and 


1} 


struction of depots, so as to avoid the obstruction 
of streets, avenues, and public squures, as far as 
possible, and report a full and comprehensive plan, 
embracing all the above points and all matters 
ppepenly connected the rewith, to C@ngress, as soon 
as may be, 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I merely 
desire to say in relation to this amendment 
that the parties selected are all oflicers of the 
Army. I know not what their opinions on 
this subject may be, but I believe they would 
do what is justand right inthe premises One 
of them is the chief engineer of the Army, 
another the engineer in charge of the public 
buildings and grounds, and the other, Quarter- 
master General Meigs, who is well known and 
who formerly had charge of the Capitol. I 
do not know of any persons in the whole 
country more proper to bave charge of a sub- 
ject of this kind. I think they would do what 
would be just and right toward ali parties. 

The PKESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 


tion is on the substitute offered by the Senator 


from Vermont. 


/ record my name in 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
yeas and nays upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. SUMNER. Before that vote is taken, 
I desire to say that I shall find it my duty to 
favor of the amendment. 
lo my mind this bill is injudicious; and in 


I ask for the 


| saying this I give an opinion reached alter the 


interested in 


most careful consideration of it in the com- 
mittee. I think it ought not to be adopted by 
the Senate. I say this with reluctance, for | 
sympathize keenly with every improvement 
aud with every facility afforded to this growing 
and beautiful metropolis; and may I say, also, 
| find a personal sympathy with the distin- 
guished citizen of Pennsylvania particularly 
this measure? And yet ap- 
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/ure in its various forms, the city had con- 


sented to sacrifice that beautiful inclosure. 
There it is, the very apple of the eye to Bos- 
ton; and nobody now tears that it will 
diminished by a foot. 

And should not Washington have 
possession ? 


be 


a@ similar 
Are you willing, sir, now at this 


| early moment of her history, when she is just 


beginuing to grow, or rather when her growth 
is Just beginning to be apparent, to despoil 
her of this unquestionable attraction, where 
the useful and the beautiful commingle? [ 
think, sir, you will act improvidenily: if you 
do so. 1| think you wiil act against the best 
interests ot the city, whether you look at 
health, beauty, or enjoyment, for a park min- 
isters to all these. 

Therefore, sir, would I keep it intact. By 
no consent of Congress would 
business interest or disturbing railroad com- 
pany to fasten itself upon this inclosure. 
They should be exciuded ; and when I say this 
1 would not carry them off far. Let them 
plant their stations just the other side. They 
will then be perhaps a third of a mile from 
Pennsylvania avenue, traversing the center of 


I aliow any 


| population with conveniences such as railroads 


in no other city enjoy. With those open to 


| them, why should we allow them to enier our 


| proaching its consideratiou with those biases | 


in its favor | was bound to conclude against it. 
Sir, 1 do not think that this privilege ought 


'to be granted, and imy reason Is precise and 


spec ific. 


It proposes to take a considerable sec- 
tion of land which if you look on the map you 
will see properly belongs to the park of Wash- 
ington. lam unwilling at this early period 


in the history of this metropolis to begin by 


cutting out a slice from this inclosure set apart 
for the future. If you do it now where are 
you to stop? Wiil you not be called to cut 


| out another slice next year or in five years, 
-and may not the park be reduced from that 


form and those proportions it promises to en- 
joy? This metropolis is now at its beginning, 
aud yet doublingin a decade. During the last 
ten years its population has multiplied two 
fold, and in the coming ten years there is every 
reason to believe that the de velopment will be 
as large, if not larger. Of cours with the in- 
crease of population is the demand fora park, 


especially in the central situadion which that | 


enjoys. I use the language of another when 
I say that parks are the lungs of a great city; 


| there cheap and easy to be had, 


pleasure-grounds? If there were no proper 
place without going a long distance, a mile or 
two miles, there would be some reason per- 
haps for entertaining this question; but when 
| consider the facilities which they may enjoy 
only the other side of the park aoe, with land 
I am aston- 
ished that any one can be willing to sacrifice 
the park simply to*bring them a few 
nearer Pennsylvania avenue. 

And this briogs me to the question of travel 
on the avenue. If you puta railway station 
as is proposed, you will bring on the avenue 
all that glut and accumulation of carriages 
and of wagons always concentrated about the 
terminus of a great line of travel. | think it 
will be injurious to the avenue. That alone 
would be a reason with me against the bill. 

Bat as often as I think of the question, I 
come back to the park, which, say what you 
will, is destined to be one of the most import- 


rods 


aut possessions of this metropolis, and for the 


enjoy this € 


special enjoyment of the people. They wiil 
Capitol, for it is beautiful to be hold; 


also the other public edifices, some of them 


excellent in style and grateful to the eye; but 


nothing of all these will be what we may expect 


| that park to be—a place where the young and 


but where will be the iungs of this metropolis | 


if you begin now to reduce the park ? Rather 
should we sacredly keep it all intact, so that 
hereafter, when you and I, sir, have passed 
away, and this metropolis has grown to a 
grandeur and beauty which imagination can- 
not now conceive, that park may remain in its 
entirety a blessing tothe people, for which they 


| themselves in turn wiil bless us. 


Sir, 1 was born in a city which has the enjoy- | 


ment of such a blessing. ‘There is in Boston 
what is known as the Common, set apart in 


the very earliest days of the old town, when it 


was in fact what the name implies, a common 
for the pasturage of cattle; but though often 
assailed it has been preserved untouched. 
Railroad corporations and other companies 
have tried in vain to obtain a corner from it. 
The jealous city fathers bave saved that beau- 
tiful piece of earth, till now it is the first treas- 
ure of Boston, unless we except her common 
schools where all are equal before the law. = | | 
have often thought what would have ensued 


| home, especially to 
| nificent 


old will resort of an evening to enjoy innocent 
recreation and congenial society, while the 
open air or the opportunities of exercise im- 
part to them that best blessing, health. Sir, 
that park should not be sacrificed ; and if you 
have any doubt, let me lay before you the 
testimony of another place. I have already 
cited Boston; I now cail your attention to 
Philadelphia. You know the remarkable 
park which has been opened there. | stopped 
a day in Philadelphia last summer on my way 
see and enjoy this mag 
resort, and [ was well rewarded. I 
beheld the most beautiful park, certainly in 
iis promise, on this continent, and | doubt if 
there is one even in the European world of 
equal promise. But no one can enter its 
grounds without annoyance and trouble from 


the railroad crossings, and the perpetual sound 


 tieal ac quaintance with railroads, to see 


| appeal toSenators who have visited it; 


} 


of the steam engine with its shrill whisile, so 
little in barmocy with pleasure grounds. 

It requires no scientilic knowledge, no prac- 
> that 
those crossings are a positive nuisance, aud 
that the hospitable park set apart for the 
population ot a wi; ghty city, and destined to be 
one of the most beautilul objects of the civilized 
world, actually suffers from the nuisance. 

lL know 
that there is not one who will say that I am 
notright. There is not one who has ever entered 


especially as to connections, the location and con- || if sometime ago, yielding to corporation press- || those grounds, not even the Senator from 
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Pennsylvania who pioneers this bill, that will 


not. say he regrets those railroad crossings and 
wisbes them out of the way. But IL shail not 
rely upon the authority of the Senator or my 


own testimony. | have in my hand the last 
annual report of the commissioners, and | 
wish the Senate to hear what they say: 


‘**At an earlier period of their organization the 
comuitssioners addressed themselves to the solution 
ot the very difficuit problem ot »w to attain the 
best approaches to the p rk, and they have not t 
any time censed to give that matter their earnest 
attention. If a former generation could have tore- 
seen 

Now, see, Senators, how this applies to the 
pre sent Case-— 


“Tf a former generation could have foreseen that 
the liberal views wiichtar-sighted men among them 
held on the subject of a park which should embrace 
both banks of the Schuylkill would finally ripen into 
a fruition beyond what the mostsanguine could then 
have dreamed, the great railways which now run in 
close proximity to that stream would have reached 
the city by other routes, or at least would have been 
carried on tracks more remote trom the river, At 
that day th ould readily have been done withou 
‘conflicting with any interest, but now that the cor 

litions have been long establisbed, and trade and 
travel settled in contormity to them, any violent 
hange must be regarded as out of the question.’ 


fhe commissioners then make certain rec- 


ommendations, which I will not take up time 





to read. But | come to a Diriel passag 


“The commissioners, therefore, respectfully but 
strenuously urge that steps shall be imme liately 


taken to promote this most desirable end. And they 
do this, not alone in the interest of the thousands 
whose vebicles are entangled at the railroad er sss 


ing, but much more in the interest of the bundreds 
of thousands whose principal enjoyment of the park 
has been and will be in that portion of it which is 
most exposed to these dangerous annoyances.” 


That is testimony. If this were a court of 
justice iustead of the Senate, and if you, sir, 
were a court and the Senators now befvure me 
were a jury, that would be a testimony con- 
clusive in the cuse—testimony otexperts, who 
kuow by experience what they testify, who 
have seen with their own eyes and felt in their 
own Consciousness whenever they entered that 
park the nuisance aga nst which I now protest. 
Sir, they testify against the present bill. Can 
you answer the testimony? Is it not clear? Is 
1b not compiete, 

Sir, [need no testimony. I only ask Sen 
ators to look at the park. Let them pass 
through our Library and take their stand on 
that unequaled portico, from which they may 
look down upon an amphitheater more like 
that of ancient Rome than that of any other 
capital, with a river beneath and hills in the 
distance—a river much larger than the ancient 
Tiber, and hills much more beautiful than 
those that stand about Rome, and a Capitol, 
too, but how much more beautiful than that 
which once gave the law to mankind. Stand 
on that portico, sir, and survey the amphithe- 
ater; your eye will then rest with satistaction 
on the outline of this very park, stretching from 
the Capitol beyond the Executive Mansion, 
and destined to be a breathing place for tne 
immense population of future generations. 
Stand on that portico and try to imagine what 
this park may be. 

And now it is proposed not only to diminish 
that breathing place, but to disturb it by the 
smoke of steam-enyines, and to confuse it by 
the perpetual din of locomotives. I hope no 
such thing will be done. There is a place for 
all things, and this I know, the place for a 
railway station is not a public park. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President, I dislike 
very much—— 

Mr. SPOCKTON. If the Senator from 
Pennsylvania will permit me [ wish simply to 
make a remark to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, who has just taken his seat. 

Mr. CAMERON. I yield the floor to my 
friend from New Jersey. 

Mr. STOCKTON. The allusion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts to the capitol of 
ancient Rome reminded me of the very inter 
esting passage in a book published by a dis- 
tinguished fellow-citizen of his named Hillard, 
a@ little book entitled *‘ Six Months in Italy,”’ 


+ 
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ne of the most readable books about Italy I 
huve seen i want to read him a few lines: 
But this supposes a fitting frame of mind in the 
travelerhimseit. As Rome cannot be comprehended 
without previous preparation, so it cannot be felt 
without a rtain congeniality of temperament, 
Seow Hing ¢ the wDuginattiy principle; the power 
of going ou f ones self, and lorgetting the actual 
e ideal, and the present in the past: the ca 

| ty ithize with the dreamer, if not to 
dream ; Willingness to ; “il upon, aod not to 
ust b wrought into tbe Deing of hit 

V would ch all tb uspirations of the place, 
The traveler must leave oll his notions of progress 
ind mat the gates, or he will be Kept in a con- 
rebellion ; as unht to re- 


b are around himasa lake 
tthe heavens. Ile must 











try t i 1 sa representative govern 
ent, town meetit e schools, railways, and 
team engines. lle must learn to look upon pope, 
rd nd monk, not witha Puritan scowl, butas 
purtsotan tinposing pageant, Wwhicuhb av coutete- 
piaute w i) tsell-reprouch, thou iwithoulapprov 
1 4 the man of peace thay be TnNneEceNnLIY wmu ed 
with the splendid evolutions of a review. Le whose 
spirit is so restless and evanescent as to forbid 
ré vil zeal for progress Adtnits neither com 
I I a who sees not the landscape, but 
i is y ch blots it; not the church, but 
beggur on its sfleps; who in the Kueeling peas- 
aut finds all idolatry and no devotion, muy bave 
many g:odand great qualities, but be is out ot his 
piace in Rome. He is an exotic, and will only lan- 
guish and pine in its uncongenial svil.”’ 


lbat is the extract | wished to read. 
Mr. SUMNER. It isa very beautiful ex- 


tract from a very excelient Inend of my own, 
aud | always listen to anything of his with 


more than pieasure, 

Mr. SPOCKTON. Iam not going to speak 
on this bill. The only reason ot my reading 
this extract was that it siruck me as a very 
beautiful thing, and it seemed to be applica 
bie tothis case, and showed just wherein | think 
the Senator from Massachusetts is mistaken. 
Chat is this precisely. We may want a park, 
but we do not want a park if the means of ob 
taining that park and the conditions annexed 
dvom this city to be a desolate city with none 
to enjoy the park. 

Why, Mr. President, it is but two years ago 
that in speaking before the Senate on this very 
park, | made an allusion myself to the beauty 
of the old Koman capitol, and I called upon 
the Senate and the country at the time to 
assist the committee in building up this capital 
and making it worthy of a great nation, and 
there is no man who has been in Congress so 
short a time as | have been who has this more 
at heart than | have myself, and according 
to his abiity has done more to develop our 
national capital. Glorious in its historic mem- 
ories, magnificent in its location, laid outona 
grand scale, it needs only wise legislation to 


make it the pride of a proud and prosperous 
people. Bat, Mr. President, to build a Chinese 
wall around the whole of one side of this Cily 
and say, ‘** thus far shalt thou go, and no 
further,’’ cannot build up a capital for this 
nution, at least for this generation. 

‘This is a practical question, and I look at it 
in no other light, if L know myself, than for 
the interests of this city and this nation. The 
town council, 1 see by the bill, have approved 
Many of the best 
inbabitants of the town have spoken to me in 
favor of it. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Does the 
Senator trom New Jersey know that one branch 


of the site here proposed, 


of the District Legislature have repealed their 
usseut to this act. Lhe legislative council 
have done so, and the other house has not 
acted, lhere are two houses here that com- 
pose the District Legislature. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I do not know it. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Itis the fact. 

Mr. SLOCKLON. Ihave no doubt of it, 
if the Senator Says 80, but thatcannot alter the 
fact that they had assented to and approved 
of it. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Will the 
Senator allow “ve further to say that the grant 
Dy the common council was at the expiring 
hours of the late rovernment, and not by the 


preseut government 7? The bill was passed at 


the very last hours of the government just || 
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going out of power, and it was introduced at 
the expiring hours of that government and 
forced through. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. And it has 
been openly charged that the members were 
bribed. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I wish when Senators 
speak to me in the Senate and expect replies, 
they would speak so that | can hearthem. | 
do not think my hearing 1s worse than other 
people's, but I cannot bear what they say. lo 
response to the Senator from Maryland, the 
only one whose remark I heard, and who asks 
me so pointedly if I did not know that this 
was done in the expiring hours of the late 
local government, | have simply to say that 
{ do not, But itis a 
matter of no importance to tne whether they 


l was not aware of it. 


have attempted to repeal it in one branch or 
both, or whether it was passed at the last 
hours of the session. I made no allusion to 
itior any o het purpose than to say that my 
attention was drawn to this thing first by seeing 
that there was a considerable portion of the 
people who desiredit, and that we were asked 
to conhrim the action ot the common couneil ° 
that this led me to look into the matter myself, 
and to see what would be the result io this 
city if all railroads and ways which might inter- 
fere with the beautiful parks that | myself 
desire to have laid out were prevented irom 
coming in. 

1 tried to make myself feel that it would not 
be such a necessity, because | knew beyond 
peradventure if it was such a necessity the 
park would be a curse and no blessing to 
Washington. If so, the park ought not to be 
in that place; the park ought to be somewhere 
out in the country where people can get to it, 
and not on this side of Washington, culti ig it 
off from all communication. 1 do not believe 
so poorly of this plan which the chairman ot 
the committee has deseribed on which this city 
was laid out originally, as I would be obliged 
to do if I agreed with him on this questiun, 
when this was laid out to be a great city, with 
broad highways, wide streets, the only city 
that ever was laid out for a great City ; ihe 
only city on which the sun ever shone whose 
founders had foresight and wisdom to toresee 
its future, and which future. Mr. President, the 
obstructionists of progress will permanently 
destroy. 

Other cities have grown by natural laws 
This has the capacity of being made the great 
st city in the world, simply because it was 
uid out for a great city, but this necessarily 
checked rapid growth. ‘This city has struggled 
along without any development aimost in a 


e 
| 
le 


t ' 


state of stagnation. For years and years i 
> magnificent dis 
tances.”’ Why ? Because it was laid out for 
its future, and it seemed at one time as if that 
future would never come; but it bas come, 
very, very slowly ; but witha little good sense 
its time is now. Now, to cut it off from im 
provement, because, forsogth, at some distant 
day it is hoped there may be a great public 
park, is absolutely to bury it, and to bury it 
in the eternal stillness and silence that hangs 
to-day over Rome—to roll up a mummy. 

Mr President. I have read to the Senator 
from Massachuset's the passage from Mr. Hil 
lard’s work on Italy, his friend. Now, I say 
to him that I have heard the steam whistle’s 
shriek arouse the bat and the owl from the 
palaces of the Cesars, notwithstanding the 


was laughed at as acily ol 


stranger should forget progress when ne en 
| have stood on the dome of St. 
Peter’s and seen running there underneath the 


ters Rome. 


walls of that city the steam-engine with a long 
train winding its way down along the Tiber to 
the port of Kome at Civita Vecchia. ‘There in 
that city where no house bas been built for 
hundreds of years, they have brought the lo 
comotive, and ‘‘harnessed down with iron 
bands,’’ it serves the work of progress in Rome 
itself. All the way from Civita Vecchia to 
Leghorn we arecarried on the wings of steam. 
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hey have absolutely for eight miles run 
under the mountains to get access to and from 
Italy, when it took Napoleon years, with all 
the triumph of the French had 
already accomplished, to make a rough and 


engineering 
pre ipitous mountain road over the mountains ; 
and all this in a country where there is no pro- 


; and we, in a country of progress, while 
we are 


re 4 


claiming to ourselves to be in advance 
of the world in all such things, are to say, 
‘**No! Jet not a railroad come across; it may 
be a litle inconvenience!’’ Shut out progress, 
Make a park that nothing shall be 
permitted tocross. Shut up Washington; build 
round it a Chinese wall. And then in the sum- 
when Cougress has adjourned, ride out 
to that lonely park, and you will feel as the 
last man would feel when all other human 
beings had left this world of ours. 

I say that | looked at this question with the 
hope that | would not be able to say that the 


raiiro ids. 


wer, 


park ought not to be there, where it was arranged 
originally that it should be, for it 
ought to be there if it 
whatever, ond I 


certainly 
is to prevent any 
have come to the 
deliberate conclusion (and I do not think any 
man who understands the subject and devotes 
his mind to it can fail to come to that conclu- 
that the small that can 
arise from running across this property under 
proper restrictions will be amply compensated 
by the advantage it will be to this city. They 
need not run on the same grade, and the 
passage across the park by omuibuses, bag- 
gage- wagons, trucks, and packages on a level 
are much more inconvenient than a single track 
on a different grade, with proper and elegant 
bridges crossing it. The property is held as 
trustees for the public good; the simple ques- 
tion is, is it for the public good? They need 
not go through on the same level. They 
may be obliged, as I believe they are in the 
bill, to come in under the control of certain 
engineers appointed for the purpose to see 
that they come in properly. If they are not 
obliged to do it by that, they are obliged to 
do it by the law, and are under the control 
of the city authorities in the way they come in. 
‘They certainly can have no wish or desire to 
injure the park, and I say the company, by 
virtue of their charter, are to make their road, 
doing as little injury as possible to other 
people’s property, coming in properly, and 
the line can be brought in so as not to injure 
that part of the city, and absolutely to do it 
good and build it up. 

I did not intend to say a word on this sub- 
ject, Mr. President. I only move to disclaim 
the idea that a railroad depot would injure 
Washington. I lived in Philadelphia, sir, 
when street cars were introduced, and joined 
in the outery against them ; and so it was here 
and everywhere where they have been intro- 
duced, but now we all see they are the people’s 
carriages, and save pain to many a weary limb. 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, | am quite 
at a loss to understand what my friend from 
New Jersey means by talking about a Chinese 
wall, or stopping progress or the growth of 
this city in case this bill shall not pass. Does 
this railroad company or anybody in Washing- 
ton think such a thing is necessary in order 
that this city may grow? When was it that 
this city has grown most rapidly? Does not 
everybody know that it has been within the 
lust six or seven years? And does not every- 
body know that the growth of this city has 
taken place in its most rapid development since 
the depot of this road was fixed at the inter- 
section of Virginia and Maryland avenues ? 
The company then did not think it was neces- 
sary that they should go to Pennsylvania 
avenue, the people of Washington did not think 
it necessary, nobody thought it was necessary. 
The company asked that we should give them 
the privilege of making their depot at the in- 
tersection of those two great avenues. and 
Congress gave it to them. 
wore for this company. 


not 
progre 


inconvenience 


sion) 
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to run up the canal, it gave them the land up | 


the canal, it gave them the right of way, it | 


gave them property worth a great amount in 
money It gave it to them ** without money 
and without price,’’ and it gave them the 
right to a depot in one of the most eligible 
points of this whole city, and it is simply un- 


reasonable to say that there is any ill-will to- 


'ward this railroad or any opposition to the | 


progress of the city if this new and voracious 
demand of this company shall not be granted. 


No, sir, there is not a railroad that enters the | 


city of New York; there is nota railroad that | 
enters the city of Philadelphia; there is not a | 


railroad that enters the city of Baltimore ; 
there is not one, I may say, that enters any 
city that will have a more eligible depot than 


this railroad company will have if it shall be | 


confined to the privileges that have already 
been granted to it. 

But itis not content with that. The whole 
history of this railroad company has been a 
history of encroachment upon encroachment, 
perhaps it would not be too strong to say, or 
rather of procuring grant upon grant. very 
one who has looked into the grants that have 
been made to it has seen how it has gone step 
by step, first to procure one privilege, and 


| then after awhile to procure a better priv- 
| ilege, until at last it demands of us that this 


public ground (which upon every principle of 
good faith we are bound to preserve as public 
ground and not grant it to aratlroad company 
or to any other private enterprise whatsoever) 
shall be given to it ** without money and with 
out price,’’ even though giving it should be 
the destruction of the public improvements, 
and of the pleasure and comfort and health of 
this city. That is the truth about it, sir. 
lam no enemy to this road. As I said be- 
fore, nobody is an enemy to it. It is simply 
absurd to say that any member of the Senate 
is an enemy to either of the railroads that 


come to the city, or that are projected to it. 


| erty belongs to the United States. 


But we have a duty to perform. ‘Lhis prop- 
I say ad- 
visedly that it belongs to the United Siates. 
No man, | venture to say, has ever answered, 
or ever will successfully answer, the legal 
opinion of Mr. Merrick- upon that subject, 
showing that the title to the property is in the 
United States. It is a part of that property 
known as the Mall. 
erty which was set apart and dedicated as a 
park in the very origin of this city, in the 
very plan of the city. And now I wish to call 
the attention of the Senate to a fact which 
involves the good faith of the nation. 
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and granted the proceeds of other property 
which they authorized to be sold, and the pro- 
ceeds paid into the Treasury, that the plan of 
Otherwise thy 
lots which they retained would not be bene 
fited. The whole value to them might ba 
destroyed if the dedication made by the plan 


of the city could be violated and the public 


grounds could be taken away and given to 
private individuals or to private companies. 
Sir, | hold in my hand an act of the State 
of Maryland, recognizing these grants and 
confirming them ; and it shows this most ex- 
traordinary thing, too: the State of Maryland 
went so far as not only to conlirm the grants 
made by persons capable of making the grants, 


| but to procure precisely the same thing to be 
| done where the land was held by married 
| women, by minors, or by insane persons. In 


It is a part of that prop- | 


The original proprietors of a large portion | 


of the land on which Washington is situated || a sense of shame as he looks through this city 


| did not demand that they should have pay for 


all the land they sold. On the contrary they 
gave about one half their property to the Uni- 
ted States without any price at all, and then 
they provided further that in respect to certain 


other lots they might be sold and the money | 


should go to the Government of the’ United 
States; in other words, that it should be a 
money donation. They gave thus a donation 
not ouly of land but of money, and that dona- 


| acts upon the subject, to more than one half 


of the property they owned That is what they 
did. 
Upon the faith of what did they do it? Upon 


| the faith of the Government that it would main- 


tain the seat of Government here according to 
the plan of the city, which had been approved 
by General Washington. 


it otherwise. They gave by lots the very lots 


| marked on that plan, and the consideration 


that they expected was the advanced value of 


| the lots that they retained, enhanced by what? 


Kubanced by the existence of a city upon the 


plan that had been adopted, and upon no other. 


By uo other means could the value of the lots | 


they retained. be enhanced. It was therefore 


Congress did far | a part of the consideration upon which they 
{t authorized them || granted their property to the United States, 


They could not do | 


| 
| 


| 


| of Washington? 


'| to the magnificence of the edifice? 
| from New Jersey felt that, and with that elo- 
quence which is always so effective in the 
| Senate, and perhaps the more so because he 
| tion amounts, as well as | can gather from the || 


other words, the State of Maryland absolutely 
condemned one half the property which be- 
longed to married women, who were not sui 
juris, and to infants, and to insane persons, 
and gave it to the Government of the United 
States upon these same conditions, that this 
city, as platted and planned and approved by 
the President of the United States, should be 
the capital of the United States. 

Now, sir, in face of these grants, in face of 
the consideration that you have received, in 
face of the plighted faith of the nation, it is 
pretended that you can take the only public 
park in the city, the only thing that can be 
made into a public park, that you can cut it 
up and give it to a private railroad corpora- 
tion. Sir, if you can do that, you can give 
them this Capitol for a depot; and in auswer 
to what has been said about the citizens of 
Washington being in favor of this proposition, 
I say if my friend from Pennsylvania witl in- 
troduce a bill to give this Capitol to the Balti- 
more and Potomac Railroad Company for a 
depot and for the offices of the company, there 
will be plenty of citizens of Washington that 
will petition us to make the grant. ‘That is no 
answer at allto me. We are not here simply 
to guard the interests of the city of Washing- 
ton; we are here to guard the interests of the 
United States. This tract of ten miles square, 
or whatis left of it, isa piece of ground that be- 
longs to the citizens of Ohio as well as to the 
citizens of this District. It is that in which 
the people of the whole Republic are inter- 
ested. They have a right that this as their 
nation’s capital shall be an honor to the na- 
tion, shall be the pride of the country, as it is 
already so far as i's public edifices are con- 
cerned, 

But what is it that makes any American feel 


What is it that when he looks 
on this magnificent Capitol, the most beauti- 
ful building on the globe, makes him feel a 
sense of shame? Is it not that its surround: 
ings are so mean? Is it not that it is not sur- 
rounded, as it should be, by grounds suitable 
My friend 


can so seldom be induced to display it, always 
capable, but always modest; it was that very 
speech of his to which he has alluded which 
made us vote about three millions out of the 
Treasury, or what will be three millions, to 
enlarge the grounds around this Capitol. Now, 
he to whom this country will owe a debt of 
gratitude for that very thing, which may be 
referred to long after he and I are gone as the 
thing which made this Capitol beautiful by its 


surroundings—he is willing that right in sight 


of the Capitol that park, that lone vista which 
will be delightful to the eye and conducive to 
the health and prosperity of the city, shall be 
cut up by being made the depot of one, and 


_then another, and then another, and at last 


of half a dozen railroad companies. 
I cannot help being surprised that my friend, 
who has large views on such subjects, who is 
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esthetic and poetic and beautiful in all his 
thoughts and e xpre ssions, could for a moment 
tolerate such an idea. Sir, it ought not to be 
tolerated at all. There is no necessity for it. 
It is nota Chinese wall that you are building 
up. If you preserve this property according 
to its dedication, it is no Chinese wall at all ; 
it is no hinderance to the prosperity of this 
city; nothing of that kind. 

Why, sir, if you allow this railroad com- 
pany to cut across this park, and give it prop- 
erty of the United States that I have heard 
esumated variously as worth from one hun- 
dred to three hundred or four hundred thou- 
sand dollars; if you do that with this company 
and bring their depot right on Pennsylvania 
avenue, for that will be the outcome of it, 
how can you refuse to do the same thing for 
other companies ? You forced the Baltimore 
and Ohio Ri: rilroad Company off Pennsylvania 
You made it remove its depot and 
go back from the avenue. You would not 
have a railroad depot on the avenue, and 
you forced that company off the 
Now, if you are to allow this company to 
come up substantially to the avenue, if you 
are to allow it to cut up the public park and 
destroy it, how can you refuse to do the same 
thing for the Baltimore and Ohio company? 
How can you refuse to do it for the southern 
companies which are to come into this city? 
How can you refuse to do it for any railroad 
company ? 

Oh, Mr. President, how beautiful this park 
lies for the convenience of these railroad com- 
panies! How beautiful it lies, right in the 
center of the city, and how much they would 
thank you if, abandoning all ideas of duty, 
scorning all zthetic thoughts as unworthy of a 
practical people, you were just to agree to sur- 
render all the public property from the Capi- 
tol to the White House in order that it might 
be converted into railroad depots! That would 
suit this practical age, that cand suit the prac- 
tical man, that would suit a man who thinks 
that mankind were made and live for no other 
purpose in the world than to build railroads 
and put money in the pockets of their stock- 
holders ! 

But I hope it does not suit the representa- 
tives of the people in Congress assembled, 
and I hope they are not prepared to destroy 
the beauty of this city by conve rting the only 
possible park i in the city into a series of rail- 
road depots and railroad conveniences. That 
is the whole question, for I defy any man to 
say, unless you intend to do the greatest in- 
justice in the world to other companies, that 
alter you have given this company what privi- 
leges it wants, you can with any consistency 
refuse like privileges to other companies. 
Will you say that this company shall have the 
advantage of two or three hundred thousand 
dollars’ worth of the public domain, shall 
have aright to cross this park with its trains 
and cut it up; and then when the next com- 
pany, equally meritorious, comes and asks you 
for like facilities, and upon precisely the same 
reasoning, will you say, ‘*No, you shall go 
into some remote part of the city?”” W hy, 
sir, Congress would thus make a discrimina- 
tion against them and in favor of the Balti- 
more and Potomac Railroad Company. 

Is the Senate prepared to do any such thing 
as that? If you are not, if you intend to hold 
the scales of justice perfectly even and firunly 
balanced between these railroad companies, 
if you allow one of them to set up on this 
park you must allow every other one to do it; 
and then instead of having before this Capitol 
and before the Presidential Mansion in this 
city a park that will ornament the city, that 
will contribute not only to the pleasure of its 
inhabitants but contribute to the pleasure of 
every man, woman, and child in the Republic 
who comes here, and which will aesietiethe to 
the health of the city, you will have before 
you a vast railroad depot, or a series of rail- 
road depots from here to the White House. 


avenue 


avenue. 
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I do hope, Mr. President, that the Senate 
will never agree to any such thing. If there 
were no other place in this city for a railroad 
depot, then we might consider the question 
whether the beautiful must not give way to 
the useful. If that were the case, if we were 
reduced to the stern necessity that we had to 
choose between that which is. indispensable 
and that which is merely beautiful and orna- 
mental, then I confess that beauty would have 
to go to the wall; but we are reduced to no 
[here is no reason in 
the world why this grant should be made to 
this company, because there is ample ground 
for it, even according to the grant that Con- 
gress has already made. 

Mr. President, | wish that every one could 
look at that map that is now exhibited in this 
Chamber and understand what it is that is 

ced here. I wish each Senator would look 
at that =p and see where this railroad is 
to come in, whatis to be the effect of estab- 
lishing its Ae pot at the place that it asks for, 
and then put the question to himself, can you 
honestly by your vote give this company this 


. 8 
such necessity at aii. 


superior advantage over other companies that 
come into the city? Can you honestly re “en 
advantages to them? And if he 
says, as say he must if heis an honest man, 
that to have equal and exact justice to all he 
is obliged to give like facilities to all, then, 
sir, he surely will not vote for the destruction 
ofthe park in this city, the most beautiful 
feature in it. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not wish to occupy 
time inthis discussion, but [ find it diffieult—— 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. If the Sen- 
ator will allow me, | wish to present a petition. 
Allusion has been made both by the Senator 
from New Jersey and by the Senator from 
Ohio to the wishes of the people. Through 
the courtesy of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, I have here petitions from the 
people of the District. A large portion of 
them have spoken themselves, but I have a 
petition of the property-holders around and 
about the proposed depot grounds. There are 
five hundred and sixty-eight signatures against 
this bill; there are ninety-five in favor of it, 
and out of the ninety-five in favor of it nine- 
teen have withdrawn their names. Allusion 
having been made frequently to the people, I 
wanted the people to speak by their petitions. 
I send them to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Scorr 
in the chair.) Does the Senator desire that 
they be laid on the table? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 
long to the Senate. 

Mr. THURMAN, 
the petitions read. 

Mr. STEWART. I think I had better be 
allowed to say my few words and then I shall 
be through. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I give no- 
tice that I will ask to have the petitions read 
when I get the floor. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

Mr. COLE. If the Senator will give way I 
should like to submit a report from the con- 
ference committee on the Indian appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. STEWART. I will yield for a confer- 
ence report if it does not involve discussion. 

Mr. COLE. Lam instructed by the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. No. 1192) 
making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian department 
and for fulfiling treaty stipulations with vari- 
ous Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 
1873, and for other purposes, to submit a 
report. I ask that it be read. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We shall not be likely 
to act upon that report until to morrow, and I 
suggest that the report, which seems to be 
long, be printed, and then we can act under- 
standingly. 


i Mr. HARLAN, 


to give like 


They be- 


I should like to have 


It is not a long report, and | 
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I hope the Senator will not insist on its going 
over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Vermont objeet to its present 
consideration ? 

Mr. LUDMUNDS. Tobject at this moment. 
I do notunderstand it. Task thatit be printed. 

I do not want to delay it, but 1 want to see it 
in print. 

lhe motion to print was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The railroad 
depot bill is pending. 

Mr. STEWART. LT have not examined the 
arrangement made with the original proprietors 
of this city, but [do not think any injury will 
be done them by allowing a railroad to come 
into the city. Railroads were not known in 
those days, itis true; but I do not think the 
origins il proprietors of this city ever lost a cent 
by the capital coming here and improvements 
being made. A railroad must come in some 
time. That argument would be good against a 
railroad coming into one part of a city as well 
as another. Ido not think real estate here 
has been depreciated by the location of the 
capital at this place. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator did not 
understand me as saying that it would be bad 
faith to let a railroad come into the city. 
What I say is that it would be bad faith to 
take this land, which by the very terms of the 
act itself is to be for the use of the United 
States, and give it to a private company. 
‘That is the thing that 1s bad faith, 

Mr. STEWART. I do not think even that 
in a pecuniary point of view would injure the 
value of real estate here, if the United States 
proposed to use it for adepot. IL have no 
difhieulty on that score. 

Mr. THURMAN. Let me read to the Sen- 
ator what the language is: 

“And that all the squares, lots, pieces, and parcels 
of iand within thesaid city which have been orshall 
be appropriated for the use of the United States, 
and also the streets, shall remain and be for the use 
of the United States.’’ 

That is a dedication forever. 

Mr. STEWART. And the United States 
have disposed of large parts of them already. 
They had a large portion given to them and 

have parceled it out. Of course they do not 


want to keep them all unoceupied, Phat was 
not the intention. rhe question is whether 
this is a legitimate use of this property. I 


have taken a little pains to look over this city. 
I do not think the ground on the south side of 
the canal is the most beautiful part of the city 
by any means. In fact I think it is one of the 
least beautiful parts of the city, the least 
healthful. It can be more readily dispensed 
with than any other portion. Now, if you are 
to have depots where they will least incon- 
venience the residents of the beautiful portion 
of the city, and at the same time accommo 
date the city and i 
point to some 


its business, any one would 

spot where you cannot get any 
body to build on account of the ague, some 
spot that you never have beautified, and from 
which everybody flees on the high ground, and 

| yet which is near the business portion of the 
city. It seems to me if you should select any 
particular part where a depot would be least 
offensive, you would take the land by the canal 
and let railroads improve it. The portion of the 
city along thet canal is most unseemly and has 
been allowed to remain so since the founda- 
tion of the Government. 
ing part of the city, the most loathsome part, 
and | think smoke and steam would help it 
some. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Will the 
Senator allow me a moment? | presume he 1s 
aware that the depot grounds selected come 
within half a square of Pennsylvania avenue, 


l 


right up to the hotels. 


Mr. STEWARID. If you will go half a 
square from Pennsylvania avenue, for two 


thirds of the length of it between here and the 


{tis the worst look- 


Presidential Mansion, you will find the most 


loathsome part of Washington. Nobody will 
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live there. Now, if you dedicate 
above here to the purpose of 


the hills 
railroad depots, 
it would not be near as convenient for the peo- 
ple, and would inconvenience the residences 
much more. It does not injure business prop 
erty so much as it does residence property to 
have railroads near it. 

It is admitted railroads have been 
invented that there must be a place where they 
can come in, and L think there is no part of 
the city so well adapted to the purpose with- 
out disfiguring the city as that portion of 
Washington south of the canal, You do not 
see a good residence put up in that part of the 
city. Other parts of the city are selected, 
better drained, that have better air, &c. You 
must dedicate some portion of it, and it is only 
a question of choice which part you will have. 
I invite any one here to look over the city and 
see what portion of it they could best dispense 
with for this purpose. All concur that rail- 
roads iInust come into the city somewhere, 

‘There are many places that are better for a 
park than this. Many places on the hills 
about here are perfectly beautiful for a park, 
high and dry, and free from miasma. This 
low ground along the canal and nearthe Poto- 
mac is no place tor the people congregaling 
on an evening toride or walk. Itis suggested 
by my friend from New Jersey [ Mr. Frevine- 
HUYSEN] that it will give them all the fever 
and ague. [Laughter.] They leave there for 
that very reason and go to the hills. 
have the park in a 


since 


more salubrious portion 


Let us | 


of the city or outside of the city, where we | 


can have more ground. 

Mr. THURMAN. Allow me to ask the 
Senator docs he proposesto remove the Smith- 
sonian Institute, the Department of Agricul- 
ture, and the Observatory? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 
Washington monument ? 

Mr. THURMAN. Does he propose to re- 
move them from a place that he says is totally 
unfit for habitation? Ifso, you ought to re- 
move the Smithsonian Institution, the Depart 
ment of Agriculture, and the Naval Observa 
torv. 

Mr. STEWART. Is the Naval Observa- 
tory there? 

Mr. THURMAN. Yes, a little beyond, 
but in the same line; and there is the White 
House, too. 

Mr. STEWART. One thing my friend had 
better do: he had better remove that loath- 
some part of the city, or remove the Smith- 
sonian Institution, 

Mr. THURMAN. Does not my friend 
know that the loathsome part of the city he 
speaks of is the part north of the canal and the 
canal itself ? 
canal in some way that will remove the nuis- 
ance ; that loathsomeness is at an end, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They are filling it up 
now to make it all right. 

Mr. THURMAN. They are filling it up; 
but whether that will be the best remedy | do 
not know. 

Mr. BLAIR. Allow me to suggest to the 
Senator from Nevada that this loathsomeness 
of which he speaks was caused by an attempt 
to make the canal as an improvement; but 
through the improvement which the Senator 
and his friends are now advocating they will 
make it still more loathsome by another im- 
provement. It has been found necessary to 
remove one, and I think it will be found 
necessary to remove the other before it has 
been there long. 

Mr. SHEWART. If by improvement we 
have made one place so loathsome that the 
people have left, let us keep the improve- 
ment in that locality, and not destroy another 
portion by improvements at this time. I 
object to disfiguring any other portion. 

Now, | would jike to have any person select 
a place for a depot that will not be more 
offensive than this; where it will not do more 
harm ; where some people will not have more 


And the 


The moment you improve that || tons, out of which the Senator from Vermont 


just cause of complaint; where it will not 
injure the value of their property. The prop- 
erty on the high lands is held for residences; | 
but property near the depot site is not it for 
residences. There is no place where 
ting the depot will not do more harm to prop- 
erty owners and to the beauty of the city. 
This place has already been ruined by improve- 
ment, Let the ruin stay in one place, and not 
ruin the whole city. 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. President. 
intend to say anything at all upon the bill; but 
I shall say a word or two in reply to some of 
the remarks made by the Senator from Ver- 
mont, [Mr. Morrit. ] 

The Senator laid a great deal of stress upon 
the various amendments which the charter of 
this company had received from Congress, and 


other Senators have spoken in the same way. || 
to the Senate that this 


Now, I wish to say 
railroad company has never received one cent 
of money from Congress and one cent 
from the District of Columbia. On the con- 
trary, it has conferred upon the Distriet of 
Columbia great benefits ; it has conferred upon 


not 


I did not 
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| 


put- | 


the members of Congress very great benefits | 
| in making the transit from their homes to this 


city much more easy than before. Before a 
charter could be obtained to make a railroad 
from Baltimore to Washington the travelers 
from the North and West and the Northwest 
were detained in Baltimore sometimes 
because of the want of connections. 
panies north of Baltimore strove for a long 
while to get an act of incorporation from the 
State of Maryland to make a railroad from 
that city to this city, but they were not able to 
accomplish it. There was always a power there 
which prevented any act of incorporation being 
passed to make an additional road between 
these two great cities. 

Fortunately they discovered that the 


hours | 
The com- | 


people | 


| of the southern counties of Maryland, in their | 





desire to get 
country by rail between the city of Baltimore 
and Aquia creek, had got a charter long 


a communication through their | 


years ago for that purpose, with the right to | 


make branches. 
men who had advanced their money for this 
Potomac road bought that charter, came here 
to Congress, and asked the right to bring a 
branch road into the District of Columbia. 
They had a right to make branches, and they 
obtained afterward the right from Congress 
to come to the city of Washington. 
that they had to expend a very large sum of 
money from the junction of that road to 
Aquia creek, which is of no account to them, 


and for that purpose they had the right to | 


get steamboats and make steamboat counec- 


endeavored to make a bugaboo. 

They have brought the road here at an im- 
mense expense. hey had to build a tunnel 
into this city of sixteen hundred and eighty 
feet long. They are compelled to muke a 
tunnel through the city of Balumore of uearly 
two miles in length. The tunnel is nearly 
finished at the Baltimore end ; it is completed 
here, and the road is now within afew days of 
entire completion. Coming here, they discov: 
ered that 1 would be their interest and the 


Discovering that, the gentle- | 


In doing | 





interest of the country south to make connec- | 


tions beyond this city in a southern direction. 
‘They applied to Congress for the right to use the 
old Potomac bridge. That bridge had cost Con- 
gress from twenty to twenty five thousand 
doliars a year to keep it in repair. This com- 
pany bound themselves to keep it in repair 
turever, and to keep upa common road bridge, 
in addition to the railroad bridge, free of cost 


| to the Government for the use of anybody and 


| 
| 


every body ° 


hundred 


They spent over five 


thousand dollars in building that bridge, and | 
it takes the place of the bridge beside it, which 
was built only a few years ago, but which was 
liable to be broken down by every engine 
The new bridge 
In passing through 


that should pass upon it. 
is @ permanent structure. 





| 


| 
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| their tunnel to the bridge they have built a 
depot for freight upon Virginiaavenue, so that 
the depot they now ask Cougress to give them 
the rigut to build is one for passengers. The 
company will build not only a useful structure, 

| but one of the most ornamental ones there is 
in the world. ‘The railroad company have had 
men traveling in Europe for more than two 
years getting designs and making drawings of 
the best structures of the kind throughout 
Kurope. They are prepared nowto build that 
immediately, the moment you give them the 
right. 

| am authorized to say, too, that the Gov- 
ernor of the District of Columbia, the Board 
of Public Works, and the Comunissioner of 
Public Buildings and Grounds, upon a careful 
consideration of this bill as it stands to day, 
approve it, and desire that not an Zz should be 


| dotted or at crossed, so well are they satisfied 
| with the bill. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
Senator allow me? 

Mr. CAMERON. I would rather not. [ 
did not interrupt the Senator from Vermont. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, TheSenator 
from Pennsylvania declines to wield, aud he 


Will the 


will proceed. 


Mr. CAMERON. I desire to say also that 
the bill contains a proviso allowing Congress 
to remove the depot at any future time when 
they desire the ground for a park or any other 
purpose. The bill gives Congress the power 
to do it, and leaves it entirely in the control 
of Congress. 

Now, a wordabout parks. The Senator from 
Massachusetts made a most beautiful oration 
upon that subject; and if that were printed by 
itself without any reference to railroads, there 
is not a young maiden in the land but what 
would be delighted in reading it. It was beau- 
tiful; a picture could be made of it ; but it 
has no reference to the question in hand. No 
mau who desires to see this country prosper 
would for a moment take into consideration 
the difference between this little bit of a park 
and the great benefits which a railroad hie 
this is going to bring into the city. Men and 
women cannot live upon sentiment ; they must 
have business; they must have employment 
which brings them the comforts and luxuries 
of life. That the railroad will do for this city. 


Why, sir, tnis whole city is a park. Talk 
|, about parks here and lungs of the city. It is 


all lungs. [Laughter. ] 


Mr. EDMUNDS. So it appears here. 
| [Laughter. ] 
| Mr. CAMERON. The streets of Boston 


are about forty to fifty feet wide. Here the 
avenues are one hundred and sixty feet wide. 
‘There is no street in Washington narrower 
than sixty feet, and some of the streets are one 
hundred and twenty feet. At every angle you 
havea iittle park, besides this one here. In 
addition to that, the railroad company will 
make the park ornamental. Bridges will be 
| built, under the direction of the Board of 
Public Works, passing over the railway, so 
| that no wrong wiil be done there. No freight 
| will be brought in over that park to interfere 
| with the taste or the convenieuce or the pleas- 
| ure of anybody. All the freight business will 
be done at the depot on Virginia avenue; and 
| nothing will come in to this depot but passen- 
gers. “Phey will reach the scuthern side of 
| the depot, and pass out by the Pennsylvania 
avenue as they would out of a hotel. There 
will be no crowding of coaches there ; nothing 
at all to inconvenience anybody. 

| Itis very well to talk about the people who 
lived in this town when the Government was 
established here. What did they do for it ex- 
cept seil their land for a very high price? The 
city ought to have been built ou this hill where 
the Capitol stands, but the owners of property 
here, less wise than the men who owned the 
swamp down yonder, knowing the property 
was valuable, refused to sell it at any reason- 
able price, and thus the town was driven to 
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the west It ought to have gone east, and then 
you would have bad, with all these beautiful 
surroundings, the most magnificent and the 
most he althy clly in the world. if you want 
a park, as you will some di: ay when this town 
has reached its proper he ight and population, 
go up on Rock creek, buy a thousand or two 
thousand acres of land there where the millions 
of people who probab rly will live here some 
day will go out and get the fresh air. You do 
not want drives here. Pennsylvania avenue 
is a drive, a better drive than any drive in any 
park in the world, and the cross streets, which 
last year have been improved by improved 
yavements, make drives about this cit y. 

When | got up I only desired to s: ay that this 
railroad has had no benefit from this city. They 
are coming here to confer a benefit upon it 
Every man who owns a foot of ground south 
of Pennsylvania avenue will have his property 
increased one or two or three hundred per 
cent. in consequence of the railroad being 
made there. The bridge will be a permanent 
benefit to the city of Washington, because it 
will always be in good condition and men will 
not be atraid to travel with their carriages and 
horses and wagons across it. There will be 
no danger of a railway train breaking down 
upon a ricketty thing such as that was before 
this company built the bridge, and there they 
will have a permanent road crossing this beau- 
tiful river. ‘The bridge is now finished, and 
when you get this depot the connection will 
be made, not only with New Orleans, but with 
Texas and California over the Southern Pacitic 
railroad. 

i said here some time ago, and I repeat 
now, that in consequence of the railroad con 
nections being made here, in five years after 
this no cotton will go by water from New 
Orleans nor Mobile nor any of that country 
below us to New York. With these low-grade 
railroads, with no grade above twenty five feet 
in the whole distance, the railroads will carry 
cotton cheaply, and with these advantages in 
addition to their much greater speed cotton 
will be carried from New Orleans to New York 
in fifty hours, and at a price so low that every- 
body will be compelled for his own interest to 
send his cotton in that way. Thatis what the 
railroad is going to do here, and in securing 
the passage of this trade bere this city is ben- 
efited as every city is by travel through it. 
Look at Baitimore. The night before last, 
when at Harrisburg, I gota telegram stating 
that some business of importance would be 
the next day before the Committee on loreign 
Relations, and I started at halt past seven to 
come here. At half past eleven L was in 
Baltimore, and I was compelled to wait until 
yesterday morning—the next morning at seven 
o'clock, before I could leave that city. Balti- 
more has been built up to some extent, but it 
loses by the railypad now in existence compel- 
ling people to remain there. 

I believe I have spoken more than five min- 
utes, and | will not detain the Senate longer 
than to say in regard to this park that the pro 
posed depot is to be at the northeastern point 
of the park, and it occupies a very little space. 
The Agricultural Department, the Smithsonian 
Institution, and the Washington monument 
are away beyond it. This comes in below 
Seventh street, and all beyond that is undis- 
turbed. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, it has already 
been stated by the Senator trom Obio that if 
this were a question of whether we should 
exclude railroads entirely from the city none 
of us would hesitate. With our present light, 
the necessity of railroads for the convenieuce 
and prosperity of great aggregations of people 
is so well understood that no one would hesi- 
tate at ail to concede to this company or to 
any other Company a convenient place for a 
Gepot. 

But, Mr. President, that is not the question. 
They may have and have had alre ady a con- 
cession made to them of a site for a depot as 


THE CON 


| pair. 


convenient perhaps, as any depot possesse ad 
by any railroad in any other city of this coun- 
try. 

“Mr. CONKLING. Where is that? 

Mr. BLAIR. At the intersection of Mary- 
land and Virginia avenues, in the south part 
of the city. 

Mr. CAMERON. That is to be used for a 
freight depot, and there, as I stated, is where 
the freight will be loaded and unloaded. 

Mr. CONKLING. What is the objection to 
it aS a passenger depot ? 

Mr. CAMERON. Because it 1s not con- 
venientto the town, and itis not large enough. 

Mr. BLAIR. This depot which was con- 
ceded to this company, to which they now 
have title, is One very convenient in its loca 
tion. The access to it is through this park 
from all portions of the city. We know that 
in Other cities when we go to railroad depots 
we generally go through the purlieus of the 
city, the outskirts, to reach them. Here the 
depot which has already been conceded to 
this company is approached from every por- 
tion of the city through this park by some of 
the different roads which cross it. It is not, 
theretore, a question of whether we shall 
build a Chinese wall around the city; it is not 
whether we shall afford ample facilities to 
railroad companies or not; but the question is 
afar different one. The question 1s whether 
we shall coucede to this company that which 
will be in reality a monopoly of the business, 
because it gives them access to the very heart 
of the city, while excluding all other railroad 
sibhenmniie s from it. It bas been weil said that 
we cannot concede this to one road without 
in fairness and justice conceding it to others; 
aud the result of such concession will end in 
yielding up the whole of this park and all this 
reservation for the purposes ol railroads, 

Mr. President, not only has this company a 
depot already assigned to it, but that depot is 
upon the line of 1t8s Communication with the 
southern roads, and in order to reach the depot 
which they are now asking Congress to con- 
cede to them, they have to leave the line of 
their connection with the southern roads and 
come half a mile distant into the heart of the 
city across the park. So that they stand not 
in the attitude in which they seek to present 
themselves here, 48 asking torsome conven- 
lence in their junction with southern roads 
for a depot tor their tralflic in this eity. lhey 
are not denied either of thesethings. Lhey he ive 
already been conceded to them with great gen- 
erosity. The depot ground was given to them 
by Congress, and not only that, but the bridge 
across the Potomac was given by Congress. 

Mr. CAMERON. Iam not positive, but I 
think the depot ground was not given to them. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think it was. 

Mr. SUERMAN. Itis at the junction of 
the two avenues. 

Mr. CAMERON. Wasit conceded to them 
by Congress without anything being paid tor 
it? 

Mr. SUERMAN. 
public avenues, 

Mr. BLAIR. I know that it isthe junction 
of two public avenues, but there is a large 
space, five hundred feet in one direction by 
three hundred feet the other, ample tor a great 
union depot large enough for the use of all the 
railroads that come into this town, and in the 
very spot which places this road on a direct 
line with their soul hernu connections; ° and for 
the purpose of enabling them so to communi- 
cate the Government of the United States has 
by a bill passed by Congress already given 
them the Long bridge over which to make that 
connection. ‘That is true. 
his head, but Lknowit. 
Congress. Does he not know that such a law 
was passed giving them the use of the Long 
bridge for their connections? 

Mr. CAMERON. Congress gave it tothem 
on condition that they would keep itin re 


Yes, the junction of two 


lhe Senator shakes 
| have seen the law ot 
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from twenty to twenty-five thousand dollars a 
year to keep itin repair. The Government 
rebuilt it, within my remembrance, | think 
some three or tour times. 

Mr. BLAIR. Would the Senator have the 
Goverument keep it in repair for him or his 
railroad ? 

Mr. CAMIERON. I did not say that. I 
said that the Government gained by giving 
that bridge. They made a bargain by which 
they got clear of that expense. 
down then. 

Mr. BLAIR. It may have been a bargain 
that benetited the Government, but the Sen- 
ator cannot deny that it benefited the railroad 
Mn A 

Mr. CAMERON. _ It benefited the railroad 
inmenae certainly, because it gave them the 
most convenient place for crossing the Poto 
mac river. 

Mr. BLAIR, 
cross on. 

Mr. CAMERON. But the bridge was in a 
broken down condition when the Gevernment 
gave it to the railroad. The Government, 
therefore, was benefited by its gilt. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘The Senator informed us a 
few moments ago that the city had done noth- 
ing for this road and the road had done every- 
thing forthe city, and that the Government had 
done nothing tor it. Now, I assert that the 
Government has done very well for them, tor it 
has given them a depot, given them a right of 
way, given themabridge, and authorized them 
to charge other roads that go over the bridge, 
and ail they have to do is to keep the bridge 
which the Government has given them in repair. 

Mr. CAMERON. They have not only built 
a bridge, but they are compel! ed to keep up a 
road-way over it free of cost by the conditions 
of the gift from the Government—a wagon 
bridge. 

Mr. BLAIR. It was to their advantage. 

Mr. CAMERON. No; the old bridge was 
worn out and broken down. 

Mr. BLAIR. There was a large portion of 
it certainly that was not broken down, that was 
filled up with solid masoury. 


“te was broken 


Besides having a bridge to 


If any portion 
of it was broken down, it was only at either 
end of the bridge; but much the larger portion 
of that bridge was built of solid masonry, and 
stands there to-day as it was built. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania informs us 
of the immense sums of money that this com 
pany has expended in order to come here and 
benefit the city of Washington. IL think he 
said the railroad has cost $6,000,000. 

Mr. CAMERON. LI think so. | 

Mr. BLAIR, ‘That is the statement made 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania. Whatever 
it cost, if it cost double that, in my view itis 
not worth as mneh to the city of Washington 


| as this park is which it seeksto destroy. ‘There 


is not a city of this size in the country that has 
not built for itself a park and ornamented 
it. The city of New York hase xpended over 
thirty million dollars fora park, and | pre 
sume the city of Philadelphia has expended 
quite or nearly half that sum on tts grand 
park. Other cities are expending enormous 
sums of money upon their public p irks 

This park is worth more to the cily of Wash- 
ington and to the people of W naidianie n, and 
to the sojourners in Wasnington. than this 
Baliimore and Potomae railroad. I do not 
undervalue this great public improvement, but 
| know very well that the road was not buiit 
for the convenience of the pe ople of Washing- 
ton. The men who have it in hand are too 
wise to expend their money simply for the 
convenience of other people. As a matter 
of course the railroad was built for the profit 
of the stockholders. Of course the building 
of it conters an immense advantage upon the 
citizens of this District; but all the con 
veniences up to this time that that company 
could rightfully ask have been couceded to 
them by the Government of the country. 


That bridge has cost the Government |j [hey have bad the right of way, they have 
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had depot grounds, they have had a bridge 
piven to them to cross over and make their 
suuthern connection. I believe that to give 
them this park would be to inflict a far greater 
injury upon the city than the city can be com- 
pensated by the construction of the road, and 
| believe that if it were left to-day to the in- 
habitants of this place they would prefer to 
have their park'than to have the railroad, and 
I believe that people of other 
cities have cheerfully expended much larger 
sums for their parks than has been expended 
for the construction of this road. 

Some gentlemen have spoken in regard to 
this park as if it was a myth, something that 
was to be in future time, and we have 
been told that probably when the city became 
a city it would want a park, when it got to be 
New York, and then the park 
ought to be out of reach; they ought to buy a 
park somewhere else where nobody could get 
to it except those who have horses and vehi- 
cles, the wealthy! I think the great merit of 
this park is that it is the heart of the city, that 
center of the town, that it is 
accessible from all sides by pedestrians, all 
classes of people, accessible from that portion 
of the city which lies to the south, and that 
portion which les to the north. Lven now in 
its unfinished condition, if the Senator will go 
down upon the Mall on Sunday, he will find 
it filled with people taking their pleasure. 

Chis railroad, if you look onthe map of the 
city, you will see proposes to take eight hun 
dred feet along Sixth street by one hundred 
and fifty feet in depth, which is just one half 
of the breadth of the park at that point, and 
with aline of road which continues across the 
other balf of the park, any one can form an 
idea of what a destruction it will be, 
nuisance; notonuly a nuisance to the sight, but 
it will put people in danger of their lives. No 
can cross it on foot or in avehicle without 
endangering his life. Any one will seeat once 
that a nuisance, so dangerous to life, 
would put a stop to the use of this park asa 
pleasure ground, 
to take his pleasure when he was in danger of 
being run over by a locomotive. 

In this view | am opposed to the location 
of the depot at the 
pany. 
oppose anything that is asked for by the ven 
erable Senator from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. Cam- 
ERON,] but Lam forced to do so. My sense 
of duty and of propriety compels me to give 
that vote reluctantly, as I always so vote 
against any wish of the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, but I think it is intolerable that the 
ouly pleasure-ground in this city should be 
destroyed for the purpose of giving a monop- 
oly to one railroad company over another. I 
1 know very well it is for the purpose of 
securing this monopoly, because it amounts 
substantially to a monopoly. You put this 
depot where it can be reached in a tew min- 
utes’ walk and without the expense of a car- 
riage, and if the other companies are excluded 
and their depots kept out of reach, every one 
will as a matter of choice use this depot which 
has so much the greater advantage. There- 
fore, this is an attempt to get Congress to 
sanction a monopoly in favor of one railroad. 

The Senator from Nevada and other Sen- 
ators have sueered at this park which some of 


because the 


some 


us lurge as 


it traverses the 


one 


suc h 


what a | 


Nebody would goout there | 


point sought by this com- | 
| regret very much to be compelled to | 


us desire to protect from invasion, and have | 


represented. it as loathsome. I 
some abuses have been made of portions of it, 
not very creditable to us who have permitted 


admit that | 


it nor to the city; but, mghtly looked upon, it | 


is the germ at least of the finest park in any 
city in the world. It contains some three or 
four hundred acres; and among the decora- 
tions of this park is this noble building in 
which we stand, At the other end is the | 
Presidential Mansion, with the public build- 
ings that stand around it; 
other public buildings be longing to the Gov- 


and many of the | 


by putting the capital here. 
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decorations; and I may say, what I believe to } 


be true, that this park, when cleared of the 
nuisances which make a portion of it so loath- 
some, with these magnificent architectural 
adornments, will not have a fellow in the 
whole civilized world. It can be now, with 
very little expense, made the most beautiful 
of all the parks that adorn any of the cities, 
not only of this country, but of Europe. 

But all this must give way before the utili- 
tarian idea. We must surrender it to be used 
by a railroad company, and, following the ad- 
vice of the Senator from Pennsylvania, buy a 
park in some inaccessible region! ‘The de- 


mand which is made upon us by this railroad | 


company is one which Congress ought not to 
countenance. This park ought to be preserved 
intact. The nuisances which have been put 
there in the name of improvement ou 
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much: wealth and prosperity in our country 


| must be properly considered and provided for, 


I think it ought to be done on mature consid- 
eration by persons who are expert in such 


| matters, and not upon the demand of each 
interested railroad itself or the corporators of 


obliterated, for the canal to which the Senator | 


from 
put there in the name and in the same interest 
which now seeks to put this railroad there. 
‘The canal is dangerous to health in one way 
and the railroad in another, and both of them 
are nuisances, and both ought to be excluded, 
espec ially as the 
veniently ac aetiieds ited elsewhere. 

This is not an isolated case of the grasping 
spirit of these monopolies. We have now pend- 
ing before this body a similar case from Cali- 
for nia, where the Central Pacific Railroad Com 


Nevada referred is a nuisance; it was | 


railroad is amply and con- | 


pany seeks to despoil the city of San Francisco | 


of its harbor, to take an island that belongs to 


the Government of the United States set apart | 


for the convenience of the city. A bill is pend- 
ing to give that island to a railroad company 


that has already been endowed with more | 


than forty million dollars by this Government. 
That company will hardly be able to say what 
has been said by the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania in favor of the Baltimore and Potomac 
Railroad Company, that it has not had the 
amplest and most enormous subsidies bestowed 
upon it by the Government. 
from Nevada in urging this spoliation of the 
city of Washington, as he urges the spoliation 
and destruction of the harbor of San Fran- 


The Senator | 


cisco in favor of another railroad, shows that | 


he lets nothing stand in the way of a railroad 
company when it asks a favor. 
notice that he did not consider the people of 
this District entitled to consideration, because 


He gave us | 


he thought their property had been enhanced | 


I think nothing 
stands in his way when a railroad corporation 
wants to invest itself with what does not belong 
to it. 

For my part I trust the Senate will hesitate 
to confirm this grant, a grant which purports 
to have been made by the city of Washington 
of what everybody knows did not belong to the 
city of Washington. ‘This projeet had its in- 
ception, therefore, in a fraud and a false pre- 


| tense, and the title of the bill is a fraud and 


false pretense, for it purports to confirm a 
grant made by the city of Washington of land 


that did not belong to the city of Washington, | 


but which does belong to the United States; 
and thus we are to be induced to give away 
what belongs to the United States under the 
pretense that we are confirming a grant made 
by the corporation of the District of Columbia. 

I say | hope the Senate will refuse to con- 
firm it, but if it is confirmed I hope it will be 
after the subject has been considered as is 
proposed by the amendment of the Senator 
trom Vermont, who has moved an amendment 


to refer this matter to certain expert engineers | 


to devise a proper plan not only for the ac: 
commodation of this road, but all other roads, 
putting them on an equality. 
this step, if on the plea put forward by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, the Senator from 
New 
| behalf of this bill, we are to give these privi- 
leges because of the immense advantages of 


| railroads, if we are to confer them because 


Before taking | 


Jersey, and others who have spoken in | 


| 
| 





git to be || 


each interested company; that the rights and 
wishes and welfare of others ought also to be 
taken into consideration at the same time, and 
if we confer a privilege upon one road we 


ought to give the like privilege to all and in 


the same measure. 
For these reasons I shall vote cheerfully for 


| the amendment offered by the Senator from 


Vermont. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I have 
sent up to the desk some petitions from the 
people on this subject, and some Senators 
desire that they shall be read. I therefore ask 
the Clerk to read one of those petitions. Of 
course | do not ask for the reading of the 
names, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States in Conyress assembled: 

The undersigned, citizens of the District of Co- 
luinbia, respectfully, but earnestly and emphatiec- 
ally, protest against the passage ot the bill reported 
by the District of Columbia Committee of the House 
ot Representatives, granting the Baltimore and Po- 
tomac Railroad Company the right to erect their 
depot upon the square bounded by Sixth and Sev- 
enth streets west and B street north, 

We make this protest because we believe that such 
location will interfere with, injure, and forever mar 


| the beauty of the proposed park to be constructed 


out of 
Capitol. 

We make this protest beeause we believe it inex- 
pedient and impolitic in the Government to give to 
a wealthy corporation the reservations which the 
wise foresight of Washington reserved for the bene- 
fit of all the people sojourning in the city bearing 
his name. 

We muke this protest because we regard the run- 
ning of cars by steam-power through a city, upon 
the grade of the streets, ill-advised and full of dan- 
ger to life and limb. 

We make this protest because we believe that a 
site for a railroad depot might easily be found, 
which would not only be accessible and convenient 
to our citizens, but would amply accommodate all 
the railroads entering Washington. 

We make this protest because we believe that 
Congress would never have granted permission to 
have opened said street had it not been shown that 
it was necessary to do so to accommodate the great 
increase of business leading from Pennsylvania 
avenue to the river. 

We make this protest because we believe it ma- 
terially interferes with the business community, 
particularly those doing business south of Pennsy!- 
vania avenue, from using said street, it being one of 
the five streets leading from the heart of the city to 


the Government reservations west otf the 


| the river. 


| able committee to ratify the action of 


| 





| 


For all these reasons we beg Congress not to pass 
the bill in question, which is antagonistic to the in- 
terest and desire of the very people whom it pro- 
fesses to serve. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Now, in 
order that full justice may be done to all par- 
ties, there is a counter petition in favor of this 
site which I ask to have read also. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: ; 

“We, the undersigned, property Swners, and mer- 
chants doing business on the north and south side 
of Pennsylvania avenue and in the immediate vicin- 
ity of the proposed depot of the Baltimore and 
Potomac railroad, respectfully petition your honor- 
1 I ) our city 
councils in granting to thesaid Baltimore and Po- 
tomac railroad the reservation bounded by Sixth 
and B streets and the canal for the erection of their 
passenger depot, believing as we do thatsaid loca- 
tion will redound to the advantage of both the busi- 
ness and traveling public.’ 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. Pres- 
ident, these petitions were gotten up by the 
citizens here, as I understand, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
I have gone over them hastily to-day through 
the courtesy of one of the members of the 
committee. I find that about six hundred 
property-holders and business men of the city 
are opposed to the depot where it is now oa 
posed to be located, and in favor of the place 
previously designated. I find that ninety-five 
have petitioned for the depot where this bill 
proposes to locate it, but of those ninety-five 
nineteen have since withdrawn their names, 
and now oppose the proposed location of the 


ernment stand in this park, and are among its || these railroads which are the creators of so || depot. 
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I rose siinply to make a statement, not to 
attempt to make a speech. ‘The action which 
this bill proposes to contirm, as I understood, 
passed the city councils previous to the form- 
ation of the present District government, and 
was introduced and put through both cham- 
bers on the same night, so that the people here 
had no opportunity whatever to express their 
views on the subject. I understand further 
that there has been a resolution introduced to 
repeal what was done previously, and it has 
pees one of the branches of the District 

egislature, and is now pending in the other ; 

so that so far as the citizens here are con- 
cerned, it appears that they are decidedly 
opposed to the location now proposed for this 
depot. 

‘The site for a depot already granted to this 
company is sufhciently large in every way. 
‘There is nothing to be lost by not passing this 
bill. This railroad company now has a site 
for adepot much larger than that which is now 
contemplated; a site just beyond the park ; 
but the intention is to cross through the park 
on Sixth street and getin this side of the park, 
between that and Pennsylvania avenue, and 
eventually to come to the avenue, I suppose. 
The ground which it is intended to occupy 
belongs to the Government. This bill pro- 
poses to give it to a railroad company without 
compensation of any kind whatever. It is 
Government property, and of course it is for 
Congress to say what it may do with it. Dur- 
ing the present session we have appropriated 
$400,000 for the purpose of buying ground on 
either side of the Capitol building; now we 
propose, without compensation, to give toa 
railroad company ground in front of the Capi- 
tol. It appears to me to be all wrong and out 
of place that we should be one day proposing 
to buy ground around the Capitol on either 
side of it, and the next day giving away ground 
in front of the Capitol. 

Mr. President, | have here the proceedings 
of a public meeting which was held in this 
city on this subject. I do not desire to take 
up the time of the Senate, and so I shall only 
ask the Secretary to read the first two resolu- 
tions adopted by that meeting. 

Ihe Chief Clerk read as follows: 

“Whereas a bill, hastily passed by the House of 
Representatives, is now pending in the Senate of 
the United States which proposes to grant to the 
Baltimore and Potomae Railroad Company the 
privilege of laying a railway in Sixth street west, 
from Virginia avenue northward to a point near 
Pennsylvania avenue, and also to make a donation 
to the said company of a public reservation worth 
at least three hundred thousand dollars, the location 
of which railway through the grounds reserved, in 
the compact with the proprietors of the land on 
which the city is built, for a public park, will inju- 
riously affect, if not destroy, the beauty and comtort 
of the park as well as the original design of the city, 
as planned by the preéminently distinguished citi- 
zen whose name it bears, and afterward ratified by 
Congress; and whereas the passage of this bill by 
the House of Representatives appears from the de- 
bate in that honorable body to have been urged and 
detended in view of an ordinance passed March 20, 
1871, by the boards of aldermen and common coun- 
cil of the city of Washington: Theretore, 

"Resolved, That the said ordinance was passed and 
signed by the then mayor of the city in flagrant dis- 
regard of the wishes of the people and property- 
holders, and especially of those residing and owning 
property in what is known as South Washington, 
whose pecuniary interests and personal comfort will 
be very injuriously affected if the Senate shall sanc- 
tion this rash act of the late city council, which, 
having been introduced in the board of aldermen at 
a late hour in the night of the 20th of March, was 
rushed through that body the same night with but 
a single negative vote, and the board of common 
council having in the mean time, at near midnight, 
taken a recess to receive the bill, in like manner, as 
soon as it was received, pressed to a final passage, 
with only one vote in the negative, which hasty 
proceedings in both boards plainly indicate the 
strength of the lobby or other controlling influence 
by which so important a measure was carried.” 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I notice 
that the bill now before us does not in any 
way regulate the speed of the trains. So far 
as this bill is concerned, they may come in on 
Sixth street up to this depot at the rate of 
fifty miles an hour, if they choose to do so, 
while other roads coming into the city are 
required from the boundary line to rua only |i 


rate of six miles an hout. At the 
proper time I shall offer an amendment on 
that subject. I only state it now to show that 
the bill needs amendment in some particulars. 
There are several other amendments that 
should be made, but I name this now because 
the Senator from Pennsylvania has intimated 
there should be no amendment made. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. It is mani- 
fest, Mr. President, that there is a bitl of no 
ordinary interest before this body. We are 
not now dealing with such subjects as the 
tariff, or internal revenue, or Indians, or the 
public lands; but there is now a railroad 
project here, a project to give up a very val- 
uable piece of land both as regards its pecun- 
iary value and its value as connected with 
the public park of this city. It is a matter of 
so much consequence, in my judgment, that I 
deem it my duty to submit some observations 
in protest against such a scheme. 

As originally designed, we have this great 
city laid out before us. We have this beauti- 
ful strip of land lying west of the Capitol and 
extending to the Presidential Mansion. ‘The 
question is presented here to-day whether we 
are willing to yield up any part of this land to 
private purposes, and to private purposes of 
the worst character so far as a park and the 
uses of a park are concerned. 


at the 


Before | proceed to make any observations 
respecting the necessity of a park, allow me to 
refer for one momeut to the remarks made by 
the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania in 
respect to the railroad facilities to this city. 
The act under which this corporation now 
claims to come here was passed by the State 
of Maryland in the year 1853. For seventeen 
long years did this charter lie here ready tor 
any one to take advantage of it and to give 
railroad facilities to this city, and yet my 
honorable friend from Pennsylvania declaims 
against the State of Maryland and against the 
Baltimore and Ohio railroad for antagonizing 
every railroad that looked toward a connection 
with this city and with Virginia besides its 
own. It is not so. 

I know very well the causes that secured the 
passage of that charter, and the reason why, 
before that period and up to the present period 
of time, advantage was not taken of the facili- 
ties afforded by that charter. It was the de- 


| sire on the part of the people of southern 


Maryland to acquire railroad facilities to Bal- 
timore and to this capital, and it was also 
the further desire of that people to make rail- 
road connections with southern Virginia. For 
seventeen years did this charter sleep. [It was 
because no railroad company was willing, in 
order to secure a connection with this city, to 
comply with all the provisions of the charter, 
and thus give railroad facilities to southern 
Maryland as well as a connection with south- 
ern Virginia. 

Mr. CAMERON. If the Senator will allow 
me, I didnot say anything of the city of Balti- 
more or of the State of Maryland with regard 
to this Potomac road, except what the Sena- 
tor 1s now saying himself. I stated that this 
charter had been given by the Legislature of 
Maryland long years ago, without anybody ou 
the route being willing to put his money into 
the road. Until this company came forward 
and subscribed the stock and made the road 
there was nothing done by the 


people of 
Maryland toward it. 


It had lain long years, 


as the Senator says, untouched, without any | 


aid from Maryland, or a single citizen of 
Maryland offering a dollar to make that con- 


nection between the city of Baltimore and the | L 
r || erty on Sixth street, as described in this act. 


city of Washington and Acquia creek. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. So be it. 
I admit it; but that is no cause of complaint 
against the Baltimore and Ohio railroad. It 
antagonized nothing against that charter. It 
never opposedit. But the people of southern 
Maryland together with those of western 
Maryland and the people of Baltimore desired 
an additional communication with Washing- 
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ton, and in connection with that a railroad 
connection with southern Maryland and with 
southern Virginia. ‘Therefore, there has been 
no illiberal spirit manitested against anybody, 
nor against any railroad facilities to this eity 
by any human being within the limits of Mary- 
land. Only the other day there was a bill 
presented to this body to authorize the con 
struction of arailroad trom here to Harrisburg. 
Besides that we Maryland a free 
railroad law. Anybody can construct a rail 
road there anywhere and toany point. There- 
fore, I regretted when the honorable Senator 
from Pennsylvania undertook to arraign the 
citizens of Maryland as being hostile to any 
of these great enterprises. We are in favor 
of them all. [am gratified that this southern 
and western railroad is being constructed. | 
hope it will be extended to Acquiacreek, us it 
must be under the charter, 
and thenee down to Point Lookout under 
another charter that is now being put into 
operation, and I trust will be carried out, and 
thus we shall have in the whole southere limit 
of Maryland railroad access to all its parts, 
Sir, | am not opposed to railroad facilities. 
I always advocated a free railroad law in my 
State. I wanted railroads to go wherever the 
public demanded them, or their interests or 
their convenience required them; and there- 
fore, when | am here now speaking against this 
single proposition I do not wish to | 
derstood. l am not opposed to this railroad 
having a suitable location in this city for a 
passenger or freight depot. 1 am for that. 
We so voted at the last When the 
Senator’ from Pennsylvania got up in this 
Chamber and presented a bill here giving to 
this railroad company a location at the june- 
tionof Maryland and Virginia avenues both 
for a freight and passenger depot, and asked 
the unanimous consent of this body to pass 


have in 


trom this eity, 


re misun- 


session. 


that bill, there was nobody to say no. | was 
present on that Nobody objected 
to it. There is a splendid place for a depot, 
right upon the highway south, with ample 
ground for all the requirements of the road, 
with ample facilities, as much so as any rail- 
Right on this point, for it is an 
important one to all of us, | desire to call the 
attention of the honorable Senator from Penn- 
svivania to the law we then passed and what 
this bill now proposes to do. By the act of 
Congress passed Mareh 3, 1871, it is provided: 


occasion. 


road here. 


** That the Baltimore and Potomae Railroad Com- 
pany be, and they are hereby, authorized to erect 
over their tracks on Virginia avenue, between west 
Sixth street and west Seventh street, in the city of 
Wasbington, a passenger-depot building, covering 
the following described area.” 


It then goes on to give the area, 

** Provided, That the assent of the municipal 
authorities of the city of Washington, or of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, be first obtained to the erection of 
said depot.” 

It prescribes the style of architecture. It 
describes the ground, a larger piece of ground 
than that now proposed to be given, and afford 
ing more railroad facilities. My friend from 
Pennsylvania having thus by the 
unanimous approval of Congress, the passage 


» 


secured, 


of that act, and having possession of those 


ample grounds at that point, by the bill now 
before us proposes to repeal that statute. Lhe 
very bill which provides for the confirmation 
of the city grant for this railroad provides tor 
the repeal of the act of 1871: 

** Provided That the act of Congress 
approved March 3, 1871, granting a site for a pas 
senger depot for said railroad company upon: Vir- 
ginia avenue is hereby repealed, to take efleet when 
said company obtains possession of the depot prop- 


further, 


Now, I want honorable Senators around me 
to see where the trouble comes in: 


“And no passenger or other depot shall be con- 


structed by said company on said site.”’ 

Where is to be your freight depot? You 
provide in this very bill for the establishment 
of a depot for passengers and what you call 
express freight. I do not understand pre- 
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cisely the meaning of the term express 
freight; ”’ and I desire the 


Senator from Pennsylvania to correct me if 


butaf lam right 


] am wrong where the Pennsylvania road 


hires the cars to individuals, and when so 


hired they are used to transport freight, it is 


called ** express freight.’’ 

Mr. CAMERON, Itis not exactly as the 
Senator from Maryland says. Everything is 
not ‘express freight’? that may be carried in 


the « Chere are certain articles of small 
bulk and great value which are calle i express 
freigkt because they can afford to pay high 
prices for rapid transportation. Sometime: 
some companies hired the privilege to Carry 


that sort of freight to othere IM PANLES 5 others 


do not. That isa mere arangement of their 
own. They make such arrangements as will 
be most nrofitable to themselves The Sen- 


ator of course knows that. Living in Kred- 


1 


! 
erick, he sees these trains go by him con- 


stantly. 

Mr. HAMILTON, 
fast train 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
state that I once received an Alderney calf by 
Pittsburg to 
go by expre 


of M iryland. It may be 


Allow meto 


express, sent all the way from 
Vermont. Now,if one can 33, why 
cannot a hundred ? 

Mr. CAMIERON. I will answer that The 
Senator knows very well why that was It was 
by Adams’ express, who carry anything for 
which they ean get a bigh price. [have no 
doubt the Senator or his friends 


calf paid a great deal more for that freight 


who sent the 
than the calf was worth. I suppose it was a 
present to the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I paid the 
freight 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Mr. Pres 
ident, | say that [ am not conversant with 
transportation upon railroads, but ** express 
‘nite term. It may 
mean fast freight, or 11 may mean freight 


according to the manner in which the 


freight’ is a very inde 


Penn- 
syivania Railroad Company understands it. 
You undertake to repeal by this very bill 
before this body the provision to which | have 
relerre dd. As | understand the Senator from 
this bill passed with 
ont dotting an @ or crossing a ¢, and it repeals 


Pennsylvania, he wants 


the authority for a depot which we gave them 


yg 
lust year, and provides for a passenger and 
freight depot right in the midst of the public 
grounds, and rightin the midst of your park, 
avenue, in fact. 

Mr. President, let members for a moment 


look at the map I have here on a small scale 


andr ght upon the 


and see how it is. It is very easily under 
stood. Any gentleman here who will exam 
ine it will see the condition in which this 
depot will leave the public grounds, Stand- 
ing on Capitol Hill. looking west. you wiil see 
that it cuts the park in twain. Right on the 
highway south they are to make a turn. The 
honorable Senator talks about railroad com- 
munications south. You are going north, 
juncuon of Vir- 
ginin and Maryland avenues, instead of look 
friend would lead 
us to think that he is doing, bre is beginning 


When you get down to the 
ing south, as my honorable 


to look north. He turns a corner, and for 
what ? Why would he spoil this beautiful 
park, these beautiful grounds, when there is 
no occasion in his transit south? Why, Mr. 
President, Lask you’ It is easily answered 
I attribute 
from Pennsylvania when | say it results from 
a mean and selfish desire for pelf and for 
lhe man who would come here and 


nothing dishonorable to the Senator 


money. 
for the sake of getting a passenger more for 
his ratiroad than for another undertake to *“ 
a depot beneath the shadow of your Capito! 
is ** fit for treason, stratagem, and spoils.’ 

he is after, and not the public 
lt isa disgrace to hur hn na- 
ture; it is dishonorable tO wan. These 
public grounds have been dedicated to the 


people of the United States in laying out 


itis * spoils ” 
convenience. 


| that the vote 


the capital of this great land. that is to re- 
main here, | trust, These corpora- 
tors, these monopolists, come into this heart 
of the nation, and right within the shadow 
of this great Capitol seize a part of our public 
property. You can vote it to them if you 
will. 
Mr. CAMERON. Will the Senator give 
way for a moment? 
Mr. HAMILVON, of Maryland. Yes, sir. 
Mr. CAMERON. I desire 


tion that the Senate take a recess at halt past 


forever. 


to make a mo 


four o’cloek, until halt past seven, 

Mr. SUMNER. [| hope tne 
allow me to make a suggestion to him, I 
hink we had 
tween six 


Senator will 


keep on, say until be- 
and seven, and then adjourn, = [ 
doubt whether the Senate will have a quorum 
to-night 

Mr. CAMERON, 
about that, 

Mr. SUMNER 
ider? 


associates to come here this evening 


There will be no trouble 
Does the Senator con- 
I know that he would not compel his 
need- 


lessly. 
Mr, ¢ aan ERON. No. 
Mr. SUMNER. I think we had better go 


on now, 

Mr. CONKLING. Let me make a sugges- 
tion. This is not a very abstruse subject; the 
matter of it les quite near; and [| think the 
Senate must have made up its mind substan- 
tially. I suggest to the Senate tnat we had 
better fix an hour, and get consent, if we can, 
be then taken. That will dis- 
pense with a recess, and relieve the Senator 
from Massachusetts and others who do not 
wish to come here this evening. Now, say 
that an hour or two hence the vote be taken. 
It is now four o’clock ; let us say that at five 
o'clock or half past five we begin to vote. I 
he ype a rdy Ww lI object 

Mr. CAMERON. [shall not. 

The "p RESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from New York ask consent to an 
agreement that the vote be taken at five o’ clock ? 

Mr. CONKLING. Yes, sir; | propose that 

be understood that at tive or half past five 
we vole 

Mr. HAMILTON, of 
present amendment? 

Mr. CONKLING. hat general debate 
cease, and we vote on this and all other amend- 
ments. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 
to that. 

Mr. CONKLING. May I inqnire of the 
Senator from Maryland, does he wish this 
bill to go over and occupy another day? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 1 do not 
know. | 
and we 


to that. 


Maryland. On the 


I object 


think it is an important proposition, 
have various amendments to submit 
to this bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. I quite agree with the 
Senator, and | only make the proposition in 
the interest of all views, without siding with 
either. Of course the Senator wants an 
Opportunity to have his amendments passed 
upon, not at an hour when the Senate will be 
thin, but atan hour when there will be a gen- 
eral attendance ; and in that view I submit to 
him that it he will agree to a time to vote he 
will lose nothing. IL am quite willing, of 
course, to come here this evening if we be 
driven to it. Ll hope the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, if he cannot get an agreement, will 
insist Upon an evening session, because this 
bill ought not to go over and occupy another 
day or two. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. [I will say 
to the honorable Senator from New York that 
lam always willing to do what is right and 
courteous about these matters; but I do con- 
sider this bill of some magnitude, and there 
fore I am for giving it some degree of consid 
eration. This bill was passed through the 
House of Representatives, if | may allude to 
the Hi paiecael [do not desire to be unparlia 
mentary—without an Opportunity of amend- 
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ing itat all, without an opportunity for debate. 
Here we have had but one day. As | maintain, 
a principle of this kind goes almost to the ve ry 
foundation of the present condition of things. 
Are corporations to come here and override 
all the legislation of the country? [ attribute 
nothing improper to gentlemen; they have a 
natural influence aud power beyond that of 
ordinary men; they come here; they inspire 
sentiment and opinion and spirit and vitali ty. 
You see it all around you. If you were dis. 
cussing a tariff question, probably you would 
not have three Senators here ; if you were 
discussing @ great revenue question, or a e u 
Klux bill, probably there would be very fey 
here unless, gentlemen supposed there was a 
vote to be taken. But these are personal 
bills, private bills, railroad bills, corporation 
bills; they have a power to excite 
I do not object to any caidas feeling an 
interest either for or against them; and while 
| am willing to agree to anything reasonable, 
still I think we have had but a very short 
period of time to discuss this bill. Other gen 
tlemen may want to speak in the time pro- 
posed to be allotted by the honorable Sena- 
tor from New York. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator is making 
his remarks chiefly in reference toa suggestion 
which | believe [| made. Therefore I ask his 
atiention. [am quite with him in the parpose 
to have deliberate and full consideration about 
this bill, which is an important one. Does he 
think, in the view which he has been sug- 
gesting, that it will be better for him by an 
objection to bring on a night session, with 
those here feeling special interest in it one 
way or the other, but not with a very full Sen- 
ate? Does he think that it will be better to 
do that, than to fix upon an hour when any 
amendment that he chooses to offer may be 
debated, and when he will have an attendance 
not only of ail those especially coucerned who 
may have been addressed or appealed to, but 
also of the whole Senate? 

Now, | suggest to the Senator from Mary 
land that if his observations prove anything 
and there is great force in them—it is that he 
ought to seek a time when the session wiil not 
be confined to those who may by reason of 
local interest, or acquaintance, or acahin 
of some sort, feel especial interest in the ques- 
tion, but when the whole Senate is likely to be 
here, that he may have for the next two hours, 
and at the same time accommodate the Sen 
ator from Massachusetts and other Senators 
who are naturally averse to a night sessiou 
unless it is necessary. 

I make this further suggestion to the Sen- 
ator: we have reached a stage in the session 
when no bill, although it may be an important 
bill, no bill whieh is understood in its general 
bearings will receive the consent of a majority 
to drag from day to day in order that gentle- 
men may indulge in general debate, unless by 
reason of illness or some inability to go on 
they appeal to the courtesy of the Senate. 
Here is an important matter, but a simple 
matter. IL have taken no part in the debate. 
[ promise the Senator that | will waste no part 
of the time if he agrees to fixing an hour to vote. 
But it seems to me if we would say that two 
hours hence we may begin to vote we shall 
geta much fuller consider ‘ation than we shail 
if the proposition be objected to and a recess 
ensues with a sitting out of the bill to-night. 
| hope the Senator will revise his objection 
and see if we cannot come to an understand- 
ing. 


Mr. HAMILTO? 


interest, 


N, of Maryland. [look at 
itin this view: that this bill ought to take its 
chance. If we get through with the bill by the 
time it is proper to adjourn, so be it; I shall 
offer no objection to such a course as that. 
But why make this an extraordinary occasion ? 
liere isa private bill; and that it should have 
been made the special order for this day by a 
vote of the Senate, to exclude the public busi- 
the country, is remarkable enough. 
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That we are to devote aday or two days or | 


three days to this bill is for the consideration 
of the Senate. 
when we come to the time of adjournment if 
it be proper to adjourn, so be it; let us adjourn 
and take it up to-morrow if the Senate will; 
aud if not, not so. 

Now, Mr. President, I will proceed. It has 
been submitted, and better probably than I 
can, and advocated by honorable Senators on 
this floor, that there is great occasion for a 
public park here. Let me say a word in respect 


to that, both with regard to the location and 


the necessity of a park. I know that in the 
earlier settlement of this country our griat 
cities, except in the case of Boston alone, 
made no provision for these great public 
grounds. To remedy their errorin that respect 
they have been spending millions upon mil- 
lions. The city of New York, the city of 
Philadelphia, the city of Baltimore, the city 
of Cincinnati, have been spending millions to 
remedy the errors of the past, and if public 
parks were not required or proper to be had, 
why this vast unnecessary expenditure of 
money ? In the case of Boston they in early 
days devoted a large portion of ground to the 
public. That is invaluable now, and that con- 
fers upon the people of that early day imperish- 
able credit for their sagacity. 

In New York they did reserve some small 
parcels of ground, but their great park is out- 
side of the city, far beyond its limits, where 
people cannot readily get. It is not because 
they desire it there, but because they have no 
other place to put it. Soin the case of Pihil- 
adelphia, with the exception of that small por- 
tion of ground called Independence square 
they are obliged to go out. They did not pro- 
vide in the past for the future. So in the case 
of the city of Baltimore. They have been 
obliged recently toexpend large sums of money 
in order to obtain a park. Butthe forecast of 
Washington, the founder of this city, looked 
far down the tide of time, and provided for 
the wants of his people right in the heart of 
the city where the péople could have access to 
the public grounds. There is this reservation 
set apart forever that they might enjoy it asa 
public park. Shall we enjoy it as a public 
park, or shall we yield it now to that which 
must destroy it as such, or at least go far to- 
ward impairing its value ? 

Mr. President, parks are not of modern in- 
vention either. 
these great cities were utilitarians, it may be 
said, and the Senator from Nevada spoke 
about the loathsome situation of this park, 


about the canal, the proximity to the river as | 


an argument against it, and urged that we 
should yield it to the purposes of life for rail- 
road and other purposes. My honorable friend 
from New Jersey, in connection with the loca- 
tion urged by the Senator from Massachusetts, 
alludedto Rome. Rome provided parks. 
had her Campus Martius and six others be- 
sides. My honorable friend from New Jer- 
sey spoke about the feelings of a perscn now 
going to Rome, and read from a very interest- 
ing work to show the condition of Rome where 
they were without schools, where they were 


without engines, where they were without our | 


present means of progress; but he forgot to 


state that when the Campus Martius was dedi- | 


cated to the use of the Roman people in that 
day of progress, it was dedicated that the peo- 
ple might enjoy it. 


places of amusement in the great days of 
ancient Rome. Nay more, the Campus Mar- 
tius was right by the banks of the ‘Tiber; it 
was in the lowest part of Rome like this. 


made the Campus Martius adjoin the ‘Tiber. 


li was loaihsome at times; | have no doubt | 


it Was swamped at times with water, but still 
it was the tamous public ground of Rome 
where the people always enjoyed themselves 
in far-gone times, and so it would be here. 
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If we discuss this question || 
| of arts. 


ing? 


| what does it do? 








Our people who first settled 





| tying the grounds. 


She | 


|a motion for a 


o'clock. 








| of Michigan, ‘in the chair. ) 


There were public gar- | 
dens; there were public parks; there were 


The || 


Capitoline, the Quirinal, and the Pincian hills | 


pase 
pa 


We spoiled these public grounds with a 
canal. We have now in their midst public 
institutions, institutions of learning, of science, 
Weexpectto have more. We expect 
to have libraries. We expect to decorate and 


| ornament these grounds yet to belong to the 


capital of this country, so that when people 
come here they can go through and observe it 
as the wonder of the world. But when you 
undertake to spoil it, to decapitize it, to cut 
off its limbs or its head, to cut off the Capi- 


toline hill and the Capitol from the other parts | 


of your great reservation, from your Wash- 
ington monument, from your Smithsonian 
Institute, from your Agricultural Department, 
and from all the other buildings you may put 
there for public instruction, for public amuse- 
ment, and for public ornament, 1 object and 
protest against it. 

Mr. President, what are you going to put 


| there right in the midst of these public grounds? 


Are you going to put there a magnificent build- 
My honorable friend from Pennsylvania 
said that in architectural style it was to be 


| grand and great and beautiful; but you are 


going to put right there a railroad depot, and 
what is a railroad depot? What is it, and 
Plant it within the grounds 
of your Capitol; plant it by the Smithsonian 


Institute; plant it by the Agricultural Depart- | 
ment; plant it in your presidential grounds; | 


and what have you? The honorable Senator 
from Nevada admitted that a railroad depot 


does not naturally attract ornamentation, nor | 


the adornment of beauty, nor the residences 
of individuals, nor anything of that kind. It 
altracts business; it attracts warehouses; it 
attracts loafers; it attracts groggeries; it at- 
tracts carriages; it attracts ail kinds of people. 


| That is the class of people and that is the kind 


ofa place you are going to put right in the midst 
of your Campus Martius. 


this to be different? That depot is but a 
short distance from the Fifth avenue,’ and 
yet go there and see its surroundings. It is 


Db 


| obliged to have such surroundings, perhaps. 


Did my honorable friend ever undertake to 
get a breakfast there? I do not object to 


| these depots; they are necessities; but put 


them where they belong. You see the sur- 
roundings in the great city of New York, but 
a stone’s throw alinost from the Fifth avenue; 


|and yet when you go there what do you be 


hold? Carriages and cars and freight and 
passengers, and buildings devoted to any other 
purpose than that of ornamentation or beauti 
Willyou putsuch a build- 
ing right here? Go to tbe Eastern railroad 
depot in Boston, | would ask the Senator 
from Massachusetts, but a stone’s throw from 
the Revere House, and see the surroundings 
of that depot. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator allow 
recess, and 
determine whether it will 
recess ? 

Mr. SUMNER. until 


Let us sit on 


Mr. SHERMAN. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
from Maryland yield for that purpose? 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Certainly. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I move that at half past 


| four the Senate take a recess until half past 


seven, 

Mr. STEVENSON. I hope the Senator 
from Ohio will not press that. We were in 
session last night until nearly eleven o'clock, 
and but ten Senators were present, and the 
night before but about seven or eight. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would rather far do 
that than sit here now until six o'clock with 
outa quorum. All 1 wish is to take the sense 
of the Senate. 


| tor from Ohio moves that 





| Clayton, Conkling, Corbett, 


| electors 


let the Senate | 
sit on or have a/| 


six 


I prefer to have a recess, | 
| and [ ask a vote on the question. 





Does the Senator 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 3489 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sena 
Lhe Senate take a 
recess from haif past four unul half pastseven 
o'clock to day. 

lhe question being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes 22, noes 14. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

lhe yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I merely 
desire to say that | have no disposition to take 
up time myself to retard the passage of this 
bill; but T suppose - 

Mr. SHERMAN. The motion is 
batable. | do not wish to interpose ; 
not debatable under the new rule. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. | beg pardon 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulied—yeas 34, nays 24; as follows: 

Y EAS — Messrs. Caldwell, Cameron, 
Flanagan, Frelinghuy 
sen, Harlan, Hill, Hiteheock, Kellogg, Kelly, Lewts, 
Morton, Norwood, Nye. Osborn, Pomeroy, Poot, 
Pratt, Rice, Robertson, Sawyer, Seott, 


not de 
but it 1s 


Boreman, 


R 
vansom, 


|} Sherman, Spencer, Stewart, Stockton, Tipton, West, 


Wilson, and Windom—3t. 


NAYS— Messrs. Blair, Buckingham, Casserly, 


| Chandler, Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Fenton, 


Ferry of Michigan, Gilbert, Goldthwaite, LLamilton 
of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Johnston, Logan, 
Morrill of Vermont, Saulsbury, Schurz, Sprague, 
Stevenson, Sumner, Thurman, Trumbull, Vickers, 
and Wright—24. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Aleorn, Ames, Anthony, Bay- 
ard, Browntow, Carpenter, Coie, Cragin, Davis of 
Kentucky, Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, Hamlin, 
Howe, Morrill of Maine, Patterson, and Kamsey—1i6. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The 
from Maryland is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. KELLOGG, 
Maryland to give way. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. If the Sen 
ator from Maryland will yield just a moment | 
desire to say that I have several amendments 


Senator 


l ask the Senator from 


a S. : Bs 4 || to offer that I deem exceedingly important if 
Will my honorable friend from New York 


| go with me to the New Haven depot in New 
| York city, and behold iis surroundings. Is 


the amendment which is now pending should 
not be adopted, as I hope it will be. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I ask the reading of the 
bill that came from the Hoyse. 

The bill (H. R. No. 851) to preseribe the 
time for holding the election for choosing 
of President and Vice President in 
the State of Louisiana for the year 1872, was 
read by its title. 

Mr. BLAIR. I object to that. 

Mr. KELLOGG. It is the same bill that 
passed the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. IT object to it on that account. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Very well; | can object 
as otten. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be 
no objection—there appears to be no further 
business—the recess will now be taken, if the 
Senator from Maryland, being entitled to the 
floor, will give way for that purpose, as it is 
within a minute of the time. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Very well. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senate now 


| takes a recess until half past seven o'clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at half past seven 
o’clock p. m. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of the Treas 
ury, submitting, in compliance with a resolu- 


| tion of the Senate of March 19, 1872, estimates 
| of appropriations necessary for the next fiseal 


year to carry out the recommendations of the 
report of Captain Faunce, and render oper 
ative and effective the life-saving stations on 
the coasts of New Jersey and Long Island ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Ap 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 
CONSULAR 
The Senate 
amendments to the bill 


AND DIPLOMATIC BILL 
proceeded to consi ler ita 


ing appropriations tor the consular ; 


nad Giplo 


jj Matic service of the Government for the year 


{ 
‘ 


1 
\f 


pear 


3490 


ending June 30, 1873, and for other purposes, 
dj nyvre¢ d to by the Llouse of Representatives, 

Ou motion DY Mr POM EROY, it 
Phat the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments disugreed to by the House of Represent itives, 


was 
livesolved 


lagree to the miference asked by the House of 
Key enutlatives on the disagrecing votes of the two 
llouses thereon, 
Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the 
Senate be appointed by the Vice President. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bilis were severally read twice 
by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary : 

A bail (HH. ht. 
triuis in the Court of Claims; 

A bill (H.R. No. 631) to amend an act 
entitled **An act regulating proceedings in 


No. 630) in relation to new 


criminal cases, and for other purposes,’’ ap- 
pre ved March 3, 1865; 
A till (iL. ik. No. 908) to repeal the several 
acts relating to the tenure of civil offices ; 
A bill (H.R. No. 1028) to amend an act 
entitled ** An act relating to members of Con- 


press, heads of Departinents, and other officers 
of the Government,’ approved June 11, 1864 ; | 


A bill (UL. BR. No. 1396) for the reliet of 
Marshall O. Roberts; 
A bill (UH. R. No. 1600) to amend an act | 


entitled ** An act to incorporate the Wash- 
lnplon Mon iment sociely “ii 

A bill (H.R. No. 1891) to amend an act 
entitled **An act to establish the Department 
of Justice, and for other purposes ;”’ 

A bill (LL. Rh. No. 2773) to amend section 
five of an act entitled ** An act making appro- 


priatious for the civil and diplomatic expenses | 
ol the Government for the year 1841, approved | 


March 3, 1841,’" and to authorize the proper 
coustruction thereof ; 


A bill (Li. lt. No. 2774) to prevent certain | 


officers ot the United States and Territories 





irom practicing as attorneys or solicitors in | 


courts of the United States in certain cases ; 

A bill (H. KR. No. 2775) for the relief of 
Samuel B. Kiliott, late acting purser of the 
United States vessel of warthe Fiirt; 

A bill (H. R. Nd. 2776) to provide for the 
adjudicauon of the claim of John Graham ; 

A bill (UL. Rh. No. 2777) for the relief of the 
sureties ot S. f. Marks, former postmaster at 
New Orleans ; and 

A bili (Il. Rh. No. 2778) to provide stenog- 
raphers for the courts of the United States. 

lhe bill (LH. R. No, 2312) to revise, consol- 


idate, and amend the laws relating to pen- | 


sious Was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
BILL INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CRAGIN asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent Obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
1117) relating to the courts and judicial pro- 
ceedings in the 
twice by its tilie, referred to the Committee on 
‘Lerritories, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I judge that 
the Senator in charge of the railroad bill has 
abandoned any idea of passing it, as he is not 
here; and as there does not seem to be a 
quorum present, | move that the Senate 
adjourn, [** Nol”? “No!"'] 

Mr. SCOTT. My colleague and the Sen- 
ator from Vermont seem to have been so 
entirely amicable in all their arrangements in 
regard to this billthat [ trust the Senator will 
give my colleague a few minutes to get into 
the Chamber. 

_ The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Vermont, however, moves that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I will with- 
draw the motion at the request of my friend 
from Pennsylvania. 

WILKES’S EXPLORING EXPEDITION 
_ Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I ask the unan- 
mous Consent of the Senate, if that is neces- 
sary, to take up for consideration at the pres- 
ent ume a bill reported from the joint Com- 
mittee on the Library. It will take no time. 


lerritories; which was read | 


Se 


| 


By unanimous consent,the bill (S. No. 934) 
to provide for the completion of three volumes 
of Wilkes’s United States Exploring Expedi- 
tion was read a second time, and considercd 
as in Committee of the Whole. It authorizes 
the joint Committee on the Library to con- 
tract for the completion of three unfinished 
volumes of the United States Exploring 
Expedition of the years 1838 to 1842, to 
consist of the physics and hydrography of 
the expedition, by Charles Wilkes, and the 
volume of botany of the expedition, by John 
Torrey and others, the publication to be 
made in the same style as the volumes hereto- 


fore published, and distributed in the same | 


manner; but no more than $9,000 is in any 
case to be required to finish the volumes. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELECTIONS IN LOUISIANA. 

Mr, KELLOGG. Now I ask that the bill 
which has passed the Senate once, and has 
since passed the House, and is upon our table, 


a like bill being upon the table of the House | 
Ido not | 
think there can be any objection to it. [| 
should like to perfect that legislation now if | 


passed by the Senate, be taken up. 


possible. It isa bill in regard to the presiden- 
tial election in Louisiana. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 
for another purpose this evening. lam not dis- 
posed to object to any unobjectionable measure, 


but L know several Senators around me have | 


objection to the bill which the Senator from 
Louisiana proposes to take up. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 


from Missouri, [Mr. Bair, ] who objected this | 


afternoon, has just come into the Chamber, 


The Senator from Loutsiana desires to have | 
the Louisiana election bill taken up and passed | 


now. Does the Senator from Missouri insist 
on his objection? 
Mr. BLAIR. Yes, sir. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 
made. 
Mr. CAMERON, I rise for the purpose of 
saying that I did not hear what was said by 


Objection is 


the Senator from Louisiana, but I trust noth- 
ing will be allowed to interfere with the busi- | 
ness regularly before the Senate this evening. | 
All this is done | 


The VICK PRESIDENT. 
by unanimous consent. The Senator from 
Maryland has the floor, but yielded for a few 
moments because the Senate was not full. 
Objection is made to the request of the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana. 

BRIDGE ACROSS ARKANSAS RIVER. 


Mr. CLAYTON. LI ask unanimous consent 
to take up Senate bill No. 931, for the con- 


struction of a bridge across the Arkansas | 


river, 

Mr. POMEROY. I hope that bill will be 
taken up. We have had it up once. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 


Committee ot the Whole, proceeded to con- | 


sider the bill (S. No. 931) authorizing the 
construction of a bridge across the Arkansas 
river at Little Rock, Arkansas. 

The bill proposes to make it lawful for the 
Little Rock Bridge Company, a corporation 


having authority from the State of Arkansas, | 


to build a railroad, transit, and wagon-bridge 


across the Arkansas river, at or near the city | 
of Lite Rock, in Arkansas; and when con- | 
structed, all trains of all railroads terminating | 
at the Arkansas river, at or near the location | 


of the bridge, are to be allowed to cross the 


| bridge for a reasonable compensation to be 


'| paid tothe owners; and in case of any litiga- 


tion arising from any obstruction or alleged 


| obstruction to the free navigation of the river, 


the cause may be tried before the district court | 


/of the United States im and for the eastern 


] 


! 


district of Arkansas. 

Any bridge built under the provisions of this 
act, may, at the option of the company build. 
ing it, be built as a draw- bridge, with a pivot, 


We met | 
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or with unbroken or continuous spans ; but if 
the bridge is to be made with unbroken or con- 
tinuous spans, it is not to be in any case ot a 
less elevation than fifty feet above extrema 
high-water mark, as understood at the point of 
location, to the bottom chord of the bridge, 
nor is the span over the main channel of the 
river at low water to be less than two hundred 
and fifty feet, nor is there to be a greater num- 
ber of spans than four crossing the remaining 
width ot the river, and the piers of the bridge 
are all to be parallel with the current of the 
river. If any bridge shall be constructed 
under this act as a draw-bridge, it is to havea 
pivot-draw over the main channel at low water, 
with spans of not less than one hunndred and 
fifty feet in the clear on each side of the 
center or pivot pier of the bridge, and there 
is not to be a greater number of fixed spans 
than four crossing the remaining width of the 
river ; and the bridge is not to be less than 
thirty-six feet above the low-water mark as 
understood at the location of the bridge, meas- 
uring to the bottom chord of the bridge, and 
all the piers of the bridge are to be purallel 
with the current of the river. ‘The draw is to 
be opened promptly, upon reasonable signal, 
for the passage of boats whose construction 
is not such as to admit of their passage under 
the bridge, except when a railroad train is 
passing Over it; but in nocase is any unneces- 
sary delay to occur in opening the draw alter 
the passage of such train. 

Any bridge constructed under this act and 
according to its provisions is to be a lawful 
structure, and recognized and known asa post 
route, upon which no higher charge is to be 
made for the transmission over it of the muils, 
the troops, and munitions of war of the Uni 
ted States than the rate paid for their trans- 
portation over the railroads or public bigh- 
ways leading to the bridge; and the United 
States is to have the right of way for postal 
telegraph purposes across the bridge. 

The company may execute a mortgage upon 
the bridge and issue bonds payable, principal 
and interest, in gold or United States cur- 
rency; but the bridge is not to be built or 
commenced until the bridge company shail 
submit to the Secretary of War, for his approval, 
a plan with the necessary drawings of their 
bridge conforming to the above requirements, 
nor until he shall approve the plan and :oca- 
tion of the bridge and notify the company of 
it in writing ; and should any change be made 
in the plan of the bridge during the progress 
of the work thereon, such change is to be 
subject likewise to the approval of the Secre 
tary of War. 

The Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads reported the bill with an amendment, 
to strike out in section four, commencing in 
line one, the following words: 

Said company may execute a mortgage upon said 
bridge, and issue bonds payable, principal and in- 
terest, in gold or in United States currency, but. 

Mr. POMEROY. That amendment simpiy 
strikes out all that relates to the issue ot 
bonds. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. POMEROY. Now in lieu of the fifth 
section of the bill I offer a provisiov which 
we have put in all these bridge bills and which 
comes from the committee : 


That the said structure shall be at all time? so kept 
and managed as to offer reasonable and proper 
means for the passage of vessels through 0: under 
said structure, and the said structure shail be 
changed at the cost and expense of the owners 
thereof from time to time as Congress may direct, 
so as to preserve the free and convenient navigit- 
tion of said river; and the authority to erect and 
continue suid bridge shall be subject to revocation 
and modification by law whenever the public good 
shall in tue judgment of Congress so require with 
out any expense or charge to the United States. 

Sec. 6. That the right to alter or amend this act 
so as to prevent or remove ail material obstructions 
to the navigation of said river by the construction 
of said bridge without expense to the United States 


| is hereby reserved. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to ask the Sen- | The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 


ator in charge of this bill whether the engineers 
have examined the bill? 


on the Ohio river. However, it may be all 


right. ¥ 
Mr. POMEROY. It has been made to con- | 


form to the provisions which the Secretary of 
War has inaugurated for the Arkansas river, 
as | understand. 


Mr. CHANDLER. It is in accordance with | 


the recommendations of the Department? 
Mr. POMEROY. Isounderstand. It was 
so reported to us. 
Mr. CHANDLER. If it has been prepared 
by the engineer corps, I have no objection. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as 


amended. and the amendments were concurred | 
in. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a | 


third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
COURTS IN THE EIGHTH CIRCUIT. 

Mr. WRIGHT. I should like to ask the 
indulgence of the Senate to put on its passage 
at this time a bill fixing the time for holding 
the circuit courts in our circuit. It has been 
agreed upon by all the judges, the judge of 
the Supreme Court included; has passed the 
House, and been reported by the Committee 
on the Judiciary of the Senate. It is House 
bill No. 1072. 

3y unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 1072) to fix times of 
United States circuit courts in the eighth district. 
It provides that the circuit court of the United 
States for the several districts comprising the 
eighth judicial circuit shall hereafter be held 
as follows: 

Missouri.—In the districts of Missouri, com- 
meneing on the third Monday of March and 
the third Monday of September in each year. 

Arkansas.—lIn the eastern district of Arkan- 
sas, commencing on the second Monday of 
April and the fourth Monday of October in 
each year. 


Nebraska.—In the district of Nebraska, 


commencing on the first Monday in May and | 


the second Monday in November in each year. 

Towa.—In the district of lowa, commencing 
on the second Monday of May and the second 
Monday of October in each year. 

Kansas.—In the district of Kansas, com- 
mencing on the first Monday of June and the 
fourth Monday of November in each year. 

Minnesota.—In the district of Minnesota, 
commencing on the third Monday in June and 
the second Monday of December in each year. 

This act is to take effect on the Ist of July, 
1872; and all acts prescribing other times for 
holding the terms of said courts are, so far as 
they conflict with this act, repealed. 

No action, suit, proceeding, or process in 
any of the courts is to abate or be rendered 
invalid by reason of this act, but the same are 
in the several districts to be deemed to be 
returnable to, pending and triable in, the 
terms and circuit courts hereby established, 
next after the return-day thereof. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, the title of the 
bill was amended so as to read ‘* An act to fix 
times of United States circuit courts in the 
eighth circuit.’’ 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iask the Senate to take up 
and pass a bill of one section to authorize the 
issue of bonds in lieu of bonds destroyed by 
fire. 

Mr. CA MERON. This isa good time for 
me to object. My colleague, it appears, has 
a bill which he desires to pass. I would not 


interfere with anybody else, but I do object in 
this case. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
or before it? 


Mr. CAMERON. 


After this bill 


I think before it. 


It does not conform | 
to the regulations for the building of bridges | 











| double lines of track. 





| by this company and its cars. 


from Pennsylvania objects. 

Mr. CAMERON. [| trust we shall now take 
up the regular order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular 
order is called for, upon which the Senator 


| 
| 


from Maryland | Mr. Hamivron] is entitled to | 


the floor. 
POTOMAC RAILROAD DEPOT. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 2187) to confirm the action of the board 


| of aldermen and common council of the city 
| of Washington, designating a depot site for 
| the Baltimore and Potomac 
| pany, and for other purposes, the pending 


Railroad Com- 
question being on the amendment of Mr. 
Morr, of Vermont. 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 


commenting upon the character of a public 
park, and what would be the effect of estab- 
lishing a railroad depot there, how injuri- 
ously it would affect such a place as that, and 
the purposes to which it must ultimately be 
devoted. I was at the time speaking of the 
depot itself and of its surroundings, how it 
must affect the grounds generally; but when 
we look at other matters connected with the 
depot, when we remember the fact that there 
will be from twenty to thirty trains daily going 
and coming, Senators will observe what must 
necessarily occur there. There are to be 
if this road is to be the 
great work that its friends say it will be, you 
will observe at once what space it will oecupy, 
and what danger the public in using this great 
park must necessarily incur on account of the 
railroad. 


I presume this railroad will be occupied and | 
used as much as the Washington branch of the | 
Baltimore and Ohio road just below this Cap- | 


itol. Ll ask any Senator who is pressed to vote 
upon this bill to consider for a moment the 
condition of that depot and the numerous 
trains running in and out of it daily. Pressed 
as we are by public business, it is insisted that 





we shall vote upon this measure without having | 


an Opportunity of examining carefully all the 
incidents surrounding it; but if we should not 
pass this bill to-night, | ask any Seuator here 
to do me, or the city, or the country, the per- 
sonal favor just to take a walk down to the 


| 
| 
| 
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to be occupied by a road of this character so 
as to incumber it to the entire destruction of 
the park and to the injury of those who in the 
future wish to use it for pleasure parposes, to 
which it was originally appropriated by the 
found ers of this capital. 

You will have to double or treble the tracks 
of railway. You have gottohavethem. You 
have got to change your cars, you have got to 
put on some and put off others as the necessi- 
ties of the company’s busimess may require. 
They must stand and remain somewhere. In 
that way, from the depot until you leave the 
publie reservation, you will have cars standing 
there; and whata beautiful condition of things 
will that be for the public and for the city! 
Here will be a great workshop made up of 
steam-engines, and of passenger cars, of freight 


| cars, of express cars, of express wagous, all 
When the 1} 
Senate took the recess this afterncon I was | 


kinds of wagons and carriages, upon this great 
publie reservation, 

Mr. President, itis the destruction of the 
whole park, aud | say here now that while I 
was a member of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, during the first two 
years of my service in this Chamber, I took a 
great deal of personal interest in this park and 
in this great reservation. IL endeavored, in 
conjunction with my colleagues upon that com- 
mitiee, to obtain appropriauons from Congress 
for the purpose of making it what it ought to 
be, or at all events commencing the great 
project of making it what it ought to be. But 
if this railroad is allowed to goin there and 
sever it right between the Capitol and the 
Smithsonian Institution and Agricultural De- 


| partment and the Washington monument and 


| upon this one? 
| justice to those roads to do 


Washington branch of the Baltimore and Ohio | 


| railroad and see the condition of things there, 


and from that he can judge what it must be here. 

1 presume that this road is to be used to the 
same extent that the Washington braneh of 
the Baltimore and Ohio road is now used. | 
presume it isto be a great road. It will be 
energetically conducted, and there will be a 
great deal of travel over it, and there will be 
a demand for a great many cars and all kinds 
of things connected with it. If that be so, 
where are you to place them? Can you place 


| them upon a reservation eight hundred feet 


in length and one hundred and fifty feet in 
breadth? Notatall. but from the time you 
leave Virginia avenue until you cross the public 
grounds at B street will be occupied entirely 
How are they 
to change cars? How are they to have one 
“ar to supply the place of another? Where 
are they to have their surplus cars? 
to be the sole depot here, and is so provided 
in the bill. If Senators will go to the Camden 
station of the Baltimore and Ohio railroad in 
Baltimore, and see the cars standing there 
upon either side, and outside, and all along 
that station, they will have a picture of what 
wild occur in this great park. And you can- 
not complain of thee pany for thus using it. 
‘] heir business interests Will require it, and 
you cannot avoid it. No citizen of this city 
van complain if the cars are thus placed upon 
the tracks, because the company are obliged 
to use them in this manner. The blame wiil 
be upon us that we permitied this reservation 


the President's House | shall abandon, so far as 
Jam personally concerned, all further interest 
in that ground, and | shall be obliged on the 
ground of justice to vote, whenever the time 
does come, for other corporations to have like 
privileges either at this particular point or at 
some other point in these grounds, so that from 
Sixth street to Fourteenth street you will have 
the Orange, Alexandria, and Manassas rail 

road, and you will have the Baltimore and 
Ohio railroad. Can you deny the same privi 

leges to those roads that you have conferred 
li is impossibie for us, in 
toatl. ‘Then 
devoted this grand 
of public ground: 


you will have entirely 
reservation to the worst 
possible purposes in the world, so far as 
the improvement and adaptability of those 
grounds to the uses originally designed are 
concerned. It is a perversion of the whole 
thing; and you might as weil, and indeed bet 
ter, at once give the people an opportunity lo 


| plant residences there, because if you ailow 


these depots to go upon these grounds you for 
ever preclude anybody from improving any 
portion of the grounds; you will at once make 
it a desert waste except for purposes con 
nected with railroad depots; you will drive 


| every person desiring to build a handsome 


This is || 


house or to make improvements from the im- 
mediate vicinity of these grounds; you will 
have abandoned these grounds to purposes that 
will utterly ruin them. Are you prepared to 
do it? 

If this disposition is to be made of them, | 
shall not only vote, so far as 1 am personally 
concerned, against any appropriation to fix 
these grounds, because it would be useless for 
us to doit, but | shall vote to allow other rail- 
roads to enjoy like privileges there. Other 
Senators can do as they please; of course it 
is their right. Gentlemeu may think this an 
improvement, and may go on into the expend 
ture of a large money to 
provements on iblie grounds; but 
considering that this G@pot would Make an 
ruin of 


sum of tiaaske tihh 


these p 
entire the original purpose of this 
reservation, | shail at once, so far as Lam con- 
cerned, abandon all interest in it. 

Mr. CAMERON. Wiil the Senator from 
Maryland allow me to say a word in reply to 


'aremark he made awhile ago, that if this bill 
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PAsse d he should vote to give privileges of the | 
same kind to all other railroads? 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Certainly. 


Mr. CAMERON, [ agree with him. So | 


| } 
will I. very railroad that comes into the 
eity that will benefit the eity I will vote to 


give such facilities toas will make it most use 
ful to the city; bat there cannot many come. 
‘There are only two railroads that come into 
this city First, is the one that has controlled 


this District, the Baltimore and Ohio, and then | 


ti other one, which has 


its connections run- 
far as our boundary goes. 
riiiroad that comes in here that, 


my mind, will benefit the 


hing south i Kvery 
according to 
District and the 
District, of course I shall vote 
to unccommodate. Therefore, [| will agree to 
ro with him for every such proposition that he 
At this moment the Baltimore and 
Iu iderstand, desiré 1oO make 
a tunnel under Capitol Hill, so that they may 
have a depot on the same de of the town 
where it 1s proposed to have the depot of the 
Baltimore and Potomae railroad. I shall vote 
for that; and I shall vote, as I have voted, for 
everything which would conduce to the pros- 


} ople of the 


} 
be nys up 
Ohio railroad, a 


perity and the growth and the pride and the 
glory of this city of Washington, in which 
every member in this Union ought to feel a 
y le on account of the memories that cluster 
around it 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Will the Sen- 
ator from Maryland allow me a word ? | 
merely desire to Buy that the Senator from 


Pennsylvania is not precisely right in saying 


that ther but one other road to come in 
| . | have before me, in addition. to the 
bill that the Senator is so earnestly urging, 
four other bills now pending ; and while the 
Senator from Pennsylvania is promising so 
liber lly for the future and forthe glory of this 
District, | wish he would do alittle something 


Mr. CAMERON. 

Mr. MORRILL of 
House bill No. 2187, to confirm the action of 

e board of alderman and common council 


I will do it. [ Laughter. ] 


of the city of Washington designating a depot 


ite forthe Balumore and Potomae Railroad 
Company, per for other purposes. The Sen- 
ator understands what that is 

Mr. POMEROY, Ihat is the one under 


Cots dera Wor 
\I MORRILL, of Vermont. Yes, that is 


the one under consideration, 


The next is a 
bill to authorize the extension and use of the 
National railroad of Maryland into and with- 
inthe District of Columbia. The next is in 
relation to the Orange, Alexandria, and Man- 
assas ratlroad., 

Mr. CONKLING. 
Mr. MORRILL, « 
No. 818. [ Laughter. ] 
Mr. CAMERON. Now, the projects men- 
tioned by my good friend and neighbor from 
Vermont ar 


What is that ? 
Vermont. Senate bill 


and Ohio railroad. There are only two rail 
roads, with their branches and connections, 
that come into thiscity. One is the Baltimore 
and Ohio railroad, which for twe nty- five or 
thirty years has had control of this District ; 
and the other is the new and little bit of affair 
which is coming here to benefit the city, while 
the former, as | stated before, came here to 


benefit itself. I shall vote to give depots to 
all these roads. I have said so trom the be- 
ginning, and I will continue to say so. The 


Senator from Vermont, most unfortunately for 
me, if not tor himself, does not seem to 
understand the connection of these railroads, 
the combinations. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I beg the 
Senator to understand that I understand the 
connection and the combination perfectly. 

Mr. CAMERON. [am atraid he does not. 
The Baltimore and Potomae Railroad Com- 
pany was compelled to make a railroad to 
Aquia creek to get the right to come into the 
city. It came here, and finding it could only 


Vermont. The first is | 


»partand parcel of the Baltimore | 


| 
| 


| 


" 


| fulfill its combinations by getting a route down 
|| to Richmond, it got one; it then had to go 
down into South Carolina, and from there it 


into Louisiana, and then to the Pacific. Now 
it does not want any particular benefits here. 

While | am on my feet 
error that | made when up before. I believe 
I said this railroad company intended to have 
its depot on Pennsylvania avenue. 
a mistake; it was a mere slip of the tongue, | 
think ; but the depot is to be on B street, 
which is the next street back of the avenue. 
And when I said that this company had got 
no benefit from the District of Columbia I was 
right in this, for though it has got a right to an 
angle over there it gives that up by this bill, 


and it has bought a depot for its freight on | 


the southern side of the canal, so that it only 
desires to come in here now with its depot for 
passengers and light freight. 


l am obliged to the Senator from Maryland | 


for allowing me the floor on this occasion. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I should 
hike to ask my friend from Pennsylvania a 


question. He said a moment ago that he || 


would vote to allow the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad Company to tunnel Capitol Hill and 
give it a depot on this side. I wish to ask 
whether he will allow it to approach Pennsyl- 
Vania avenue as near asthe proposed site of 
the Baltimore and Potomac road? 

Mr. CAMERON, Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Now, there 
is double as much land, I understand, in this 
piece of ground as is asked by the Baltimore 
and Potomac road. 
the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company 
occupying a part of that piece of ground? ? 

Mr. CAMERON. Well, that is a little too 
close. [Laughter.] If the Baltimore and 
Ohio railroad and the Baltimore and Potomac 
railroad got along in neighborly fashion I should 
have no objection ; but | have some experience 
about the Baltimore and Qhio railroad in con- 
nection with Washington; and I do noi want 
to talk’about that. This morning I stated noth- 
ing against the Baltimore and Ohio railroad. 
| shall vote to give every facility that will add 
to the prosperity of the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad Company. All] wantis, as the south- 
ern people said, **to be let alone.’’ I say to 
|| the Baltimore and Ohio people, ‘* Let this pro- 
| ject of ours alone, and you can go on as you 

please.’ 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Lask my friend 
from Maryland to yield a moment further. I 
understand that the piece of ground now asked 
tor by the Baltimore and Potomae Raiiroad 
Company on which to erect this depot is about 
eight hundred feet one way by four hundred 
the other. The Potomac road ask for one 
hundred and fifty feet by eight hundred feet. 
That leaves two hundred or two hundred and 
fifty feet more of the lot yet unoccupied on B 
street, between Sixth and Seventh streets. 
The Manassas Gap and the Baltimore and 
Ohio companies wish to get a connection 
South. The Senate and House have ordered 
the track to be taken up in front of the Capitol, 
whereby the present connection will be broken, 
and there will be no way of connecting but by 
going around or tanneling through. Now the 
point of my question to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania was this: whether if this bill 
were passed he would favor the occupation of 
the rest of this piece of ground that is now 
asked by the Baltimore and Potomae Railroad 
Company, for the use of the Baltimore and 
Ohio Company? 

lhe Senator said a moment ago that there 
were and would be but two roads here. 1 
understand that there are five or six roads 
contemplated. I understand that within a 
very few months the Metropolitan road will 
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went into Georgia, and then it had to go down | 


I wish to correct an | 


That was | 


| the Senator from West Virginia. 





may 1, 


| to allow the District authorities to subscribe 
$600,000 for the Piedmont and Potomac Rail- 
road Company. That will want a depot. | 
see to-day an effort is being made for the Point 
Locke ut railroad in another direction. That 
will want a depot. I presume from what my 
friend says that he will vote for them all crogs- 
ing the park and to let them all get as noar 
Pennsylvania avenue as he desires to have 
this road come. 

Mr. CAMERON. I did not say anything 
which would detract from the intelligence of 

it 1 were 

| to take just what he has said to me, he knows 
as I know that there are but two railroads to 
come in here; part of those he mentions will 
belong to the Baltimore and Ohio railroad, 
and part to the other road. ‘There are but two 
railroads, and those two cannot go together, 
If the lot of land the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia bas spoken of is large enough, I am per- 
te -etly willing that the Baltimore and Ohio and 
all its connections shall have a part of it. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I desire to 
make an inquiry. 

Mr. CAMERON. 
me? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I want to 
know whether there is any bargain going on 
between the Senator from Pennsylvania and 

| the Senator from West Virginia. [Laughter } 
One railroad takes off two thirds of the 


Why should you disturb 





Does the Senator favor || 


be finished, and will come in somewhere and | 


be asking for a depot. I understand that the 
Manassas Gap Railroad Company is now ask- 
{ing tor sowe place. We voted not long ago 


| 
| 
i 
‘ 


Senate. If we have two we shall have none of 
the Senate left. [Laughter.] 1 object to any 
bargain here and especially in the open face 
of day. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CAMERON. Mr. iced none but 
/a Yankee would talk about bargains in the 
Senate. [Laughter.] We are talking about 
| probabiliues. The condition of the country 
| requires that we should advance railroads. | 
' think the railroads which will connect hun- 
dreds of thousands of miles should be fostered 
and encouraged. I am perfectly willing that 
the gentlemen controlling the Baltimore and 
Ohio railroad should run alongside of the Bal- 
timore and Potomac. Let them have the same 
chance we have, they not interfering with us 
and we not interfering with them. We can 
get along very weil as neighbors; but I do not 
|| think we shail get along very well as members 
| of thesame family. Ido not want to go back 
to the time when my notions determined me 
\o try to get a railroad from Baltimore and 
Washington independent of the one existing 


now. Lam foruniversal—what do you call it? 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Amnesty. 
Mr. CAMERON. Universal amnesty and 
forgetting everything that occurred at the be- 
ginning of the war and during the war, and [ 
am for forgiving every man who was a rebel 
according to my notion, and who only wanted 
to get a government of his own according to 
his notiou, and let us go on hereafter in peace 
and good-fellowship, with equal rights to all. 
But | look upon railroads as having a mis- 
sion to perform. They are the civilizers of the 
world. They were the beginning of the great 
prosperit y of this country, and they are going 2 
' to continue this prospe rity in a measure be- 
yond the calculation of man. ‘Thirty years 
ago all the country west of the Mississippi was 
a wilderaess ; railroads have made it a paradise 
with all that can make a country prosperous, 
glorious, and beautiful, giving wealth to all 
and buildir ig up the rein a short time State 5 
greater than empires which existed betore. 
Here the city of Washington is the only 
place in ali this country that has not received 
the beneficial effect of railroads, and I am sur- 
prised that gentlemen bave talked about one 
railroad and another coming in. ‘There 1s 
room enough for the Baltimore and Ohio rail- 
road and the Baliimore and Potomac road 
without doing harm to anybody, and, more 
than that, there is room enough here to make 
/ everybody proud of the country and have a 
deep interest in this’ great railroad system 
| which brings all this wealth around. 
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Iam sorry that I have said a word. I did | 
not intend to say a word this morning,and I | 
only rose now because I| was afra! d my good 
friend from Maryland did not entirely under- 
stand the case. ‘Maryland was the first State 
in this Union that began a system of railroads. 
She has prospered by it beyond all other States. 
The city of Baltimore grew eighty years ago 
with greater rapidity than any other city in the 
United States at that time, and that was be- 
cause she was nearest to the valley of the Mis- 
sissippi. No man then dreamed of railroads, 
for at that time all the iron which went West, 
all the salt which went West, and all the whisky | 
that came Kast, (for that was about all they 
brought Kast then,)came on pack-horses, and 
that made Baltimore prosperous. Now, since 
her railroad system began about forty years 
ago, she has grown, with the exception of 
Chicago and Philadelphia, with a rapidity that 
there is nothing in the country to equal. 

What I objected to was that generally the 
gentlemen in the Legislature of Maryland || 
thought only of Baltimore and that part of 
Maryland west of Baltimore. ‘The district of 
Maryland below us was neglected, though rich 
in soil, for it is the richest soil, except the val- 
ley where my friend [Mr. Hamixron] resides, 
in the whole State of Maryland. It is full of 
marl and oyster shells, and abounds in oys- 
ters and fish, being the richest portion of this 
country except the little peninsula between 
Maryland and Delaware. That was ruled out 
entirely ; it had no communication; but twenty 
years ago it got a boon from the Legislature 
of Maryland, a charter to make a railroad, if 
it could, from Baltimore to Aquia creek, and 
beyond as far as it could go. That charter 
lay there for more than a dozen years. Nota 
dollar was subscribed by the State of Mary- 
land; nota dollar by any citizen of Maryland 
to make that road. Afier awhile some gen- | 
tlemen finding that the troops of the United 
States could not be brought across the exist- 
ing railroad from Baltimore looked to another 
route to this city, and they induced those con- 
trolling it to let them have the charter to make 
the road to Aquia creek. They have either 
made it or are making it to Aquia creek, and 
this morning it surprised me that so intelligent 
aman as the Senator from Vermont said it 
was a boon given to them to allowthem to have 
steamboat navigation to connect with it. ‘That 
steamboat provision was only to enable them 
to get across the Potomac at Aquia creek, 
where itis so wide that you cannot make a 
bridge. 

Now, this railroad company is here, having 
spent millions of dollars, and asking only from 
us this little boon of being allowed to come in 
here within three or four hundred feet of 
Pennsylvania avenue, and to occupy this 
ground. We are told that in allowing this we 
are desecrating this park. What an idea! 
Why, sir, by the bill they are compelled to | 
give up a piece of land which you gave them a 
year ago by an act which the Senator from 
Maryland voted for, and I voted for, on condi 
tion that you allow them to come up kere and 
maketheir depothere. Then they have bought 
a piece of land south of the canal for a freight 
depot. 

I think if I could sit down for a day or two 
to prepare an oration about parks | could, 
with the aid of some of my friends, get one up; 
but l am utilitarian. I believe it is better for 
a man to have a house and a little garden in 
front of it than to have a grand park in his | 
neighborhood. I think the first thing in this | 
world is to live within our means, and the 
next is to get bread enough to live upon, and 
after that to branch out. {| 

Now, after this railroad shall have been 
established here, I am sure everybody will see 
what I see now, that the greatest boon which 
can be conferred upon this District was to 
enable this railroad to come in here and bring 
the blessings which it brings to all. 
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| expected to be built; 


| at any time when he desires to 
| views. 


| thus to that extent impair the park, 


| debating this subject. 





I have no more to say. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 
don of my friend from Maryland. I should 
not rise now, but that my friend from Penn- 
sylvania referred to the intelligence of some 
of us; [think he said the Senator from West 
Virginia; and he coupled with that a state- 
ment that all the roads coming to Washington 


I beg par- 


| belonged or would belong to two companies. 


That was news to me. I am not educated up 
to that point yet, that all the railroads coming 
in here belong to two companies. We voted 
the other day to allow a subscription of $600,- 
000 to the Piedmont and Potomac Railroad 
Company. I did not know that the Baltimore 
and Ohio or the Pennsylvania Railroad Com- 


| pany had anything to do with that road. That 
| is news to me. 


There is a road contemplated 
to Point Lookout. I did not know that either 
of these companies had anything to do with 


| that. There is a road coming in called the 


National, leading up toward Frederick, a road 
the charter for it is now 
lying on our table. I did not know that the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Company had anything 
to do with it. [ think my friend from Penn- 
sylvania, if he will count up, will find more 
railroads looking here now that neither of the 
two great companies referred to have anything 
to do with than of those that they control. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 1 yielded 
the floor at the request of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania, whose remarks were 
more extended than I supposed they would 
be. However, I was not disposed to interrupt 
him, and I yield the floor with pleasure to him 
express his 


Mr. CAMERON. 
obliged to the Senator. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Mr. Presi- 
dent, my honorable friend, the Senator from 
Pennsylvania is willing to vote for all or any 
railroads that may be required by the city, and 
that may want to pass through this park. The 
difference between the honorable Senator and 
myself is this: | am opposed to any road 
going there. I am opposed to the Baltimore 
aud Ohio, the Baltimore and Potomac, the 
Metropolitan, the Point Lookout, the Pied- 
mont, the Harrisburg and Washington—l am 
opposed to any of them having their depots 
within this park or crossing it at all. I would 
resist with as much earnestness the Baltimore 
and Ohio railroad undertaking to do itas ] 
now resist the Baltimore and Potomac railroad 
in doing it. I know it may be said | am nat- 
urally, trom location, friendly tothe Baltimore 
and Qhio railroad, it being a Maryland work. 
Sir, | would stand here and resist to the bitter 
end of time the effort of that railroad to make 
a depot in this public park, or any other rail 
road company. But | have said that if you 
allow this railroad company to go there, and 
L shall 
consider myself released from ail obligations 
to resist the establishment of any other depot 
in it. On the contrary, if the Senate deliber- 
ately determine to yield up this reservation to 
these objects, I shall feel obliged to take that 
as binding upon me to do equal justice to other 
railroad companies and allow them the same 
privileges. 

1 am not the special friend of any railroad; 
I am the friend of all; bet all require to be 
watched. ‘They are continually encroaching 


For which Iam much 


| upon the people and the rights of the peo- 


ple. They will take when they can, and they 
will keep what they get. ‘Therefore, while I 
am friendly to all and am willing to give to all 
what they should properly enjoy, L am for 
guarding the people and the public property 
against their designs and assaults upon either. 

But, sir, allow me one word of explanation 
right here. The Senate will bear me witness 
that I have not been all this while engaged in 
I have been very much 
interrupted siuce | took the floor this evening, 
and | do not wish Senators who have come 
into the Chamber since the recess to suppose 


that I have occupied all the time since half 
past seven o'clock in debating this subject, 
for | am not quite through with it yet. 

| was speaking about the indispensable use 
of these grounds, for if you give them to this 
railroad company, you must give them freely 
and fairly, to be used by them. When you 
once give them the power to use these grounds, 
they must have the incidents of that power, 
and you are not hereafier in any wise to con- 
trol them in the fair and reasonable use of 
that power. If you allow them a depot there, 
you must allow them the use that such an en 
joyment is entitled to—the right to go there 
with cars, the right to remain there and change 
cars, and in fact to have all the privileges that 
must necessarily relate 
such a right. 

If this bill should go over until to-morrow, 
if Senators desire 


to the enjoyment of 


know what will oeceur in 
this park, Lask them to take a walk down to 
the Baltimore and Ohio railroad depot, and 
see what they will behold there, and see what 
sort of an establishment you will have right 
here in the center of the public grounds. You 
; will have cars standing there. They 

necessarily stand there. ‘They 

passengers. 


y must 
must wait for 
They must supply detective trains, 
hey must have the right to supply deticient 
trains, to accommodate the 
some more, 


publie, some tew, 
as the travel happens to be greater 
or less, upon each recurring day. | ask Sen- 
ators to look at the condition of things at that 
depot, and then come back and consider the 
use of the public grounds in the same way, the 
number of cars that will be used there in the 
course of twenty, thirty, or forty years. 

My honorable friend, the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, says he is a utilitarian. He is 
evidently utilitarian, for if he understands the 
character of this great reservation, and if he 
will just look down the tide of time for twenty 
years, and see what improvements can be 
made upon these grounds, devoted to the pur- 
poses for which they were originally designed, 
he can see the danger that must necessarily 
daily and hourly oceur by having trains mov- 
ing over them. If this is to be a publie park, 
if it is to be used as such, if right in the cen- 
ter of the city here is to bea park to which 
the people are to go for pleasure, amusement, 
| and recreation : if they are to send here their 
| children from the dusty streets of Washing- 

ton, a place open to every one, you will see 


at once what alarm must necessarily rest in 
| the minds of the people who so send their 
families there. You vo there tor enjoyment 
with your team; you go there to walk; you 
go there with your wife and children, or they 
may desire to drive themselves, and when you” 
know the fact that there are hourly moving 
trains over those grounds, you must necessa- 
rily feel uncertain about their condition dur- 
ing their absence. It is an unfit place for 
them to be, and so far as the appropriation of 
these grounds fora park is concerned, with 
such a building in it and devoted to such pur- 
poses, | assert again they are entirely ruined, 

Sir, how much worse will it be if you have 
four railroads in it?) But one is enough. One 
destroys and disturbs the 


wh le ystem, and 
the whole idea tumblesdown. Oneis enough 
to accomplish the destruction of the park. 
Now, Sir, while thus commenting upon the 
injury done to these grounds as a matter of 
fact, allow me to call your attention to the char- 
What is the 
proposit ion? It is to confirm the action of 
certain members of the city council of Wash 
ington who, in the expiring moments of that 
couneil, gave to this company eight hundred 
and fifty feet by one hundred and filty 
the public lands and the public grounds of 
the United States. Is not this extraordinary? 
Wien you consider that a railroad company 
is making the demand, and that a dying coun- 
cil yields to that demand, is there not mod ty 
in thisdemand? I know the gentlemen who 
\. are pressing this measure. say they 


| acter of the proposition itself. 
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are high-toned, honorable, 
sir, it is 


just, intelligent gen- 
somewhat astonishing 
that gentlemen holding their position in so- 
ciety, having their means and their power, 
their personal and other influence, should 
come into this decrepit city, governed in the 
worst possible manner, and undertake to take 
advantage of the people of this city, and take 
from them and from the Government of 
the United States this piece of land. I am 
amazed at it; and I think if those gentlemen 
wouid allow their better judgments and their 
now, they would 


tlemen; but, 


beiter impulses to prevail 
recant the grave 
in pressing upon the Senate a ratification of 
this unseemly proceeding. 

Lsut, sir, isthere anything modest connected 
with this corporation? Their ery is **Givel”’ 
+s like the daughter of the horse-leec h; 


they are never satisfied with the common appli- 


fiive! 


ances and the common occurrences of every-day | 


life, ‘Talk about comp vensation trom railroad 
companies tothe Government! They do some- 
times give 
the law of the land 


but when they come to deal with body- 


itis because 


do 80; 


polities and with communities, instead of giv- | 
receive | 
history of this demand for a | 


ing compensation they 


donations. The 


expect to 


ortion of this park is but a repetition of the 
Sanaa of railroad corporations in 
and their continued demands upon the public, 
and isin keeping with the legislation of Con- 
gress for the jast fifteen years. 

Lhe honorable Senator from Massachusetts 
[ Mr. St MNEI } referred to Rome to-day, and 
my honorabie friend from New Jersey [ Mr. 
Srockron } took up the idea, and be referred 
to Rome. Iwill not refer to Rome, except 
to recall what an eminent citizen of Rome 
said. My honorable friend from New 
Jersey, in bis familarity with Roman history, 
He was not only a distin- 
guished character, but he was a singular and 
character. It is said that he was 
distinguished for his stern honesty, his incor- 
ruptibility, and his iron purposes. 
only thing about Cato that 1 never did 
admire much, and that was his daily demand 
for the 


once 
has heard of Cato. 


eccentric 


one 


destruction of the 
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| company ; 


| that 


errors they are committing | 





compensation to individuals, but 
makes them | 


this land | 


There is | 





great city of Car- | 


but Iam for watching all, and stand- 
ing at the door as Cato stood when he said | 
those who stole from the community 
were clothed in purple and in gold. 

But, 
me from the line of my remarks. 

Mr. STOCKTON. If the Senator will ad- 


| dress himself to the Chair 1 shall not sithdinane: | 


him from the line of his remarks; but when 
he turns around in his place and makes his 
speech to me, I feel obliged to reply to him. 
{ Laughter. | 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. My hon- 
orable triend wili understand that 1 do not 
object to it. 

the PRE 
in the chair r.) Both Senators will observe the 
rule and address the Chair. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I was ad- 
dressing myself to you, Mr. President; but in 
commenting upon the remarks of my honor- 
able friend from New Jersey, | am obliged to 
look alittle around. 1 want to see my honor- 
able triend. [ Laughter. } 

Mr. SLOCKTON. You are not the only one 
who likes to see me. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I know 
that, because it gives pleasure to us all to see 
his bright and genial face and happy manner, 
and | am sure my friend will not object any 
more to my looking at him in the course of 
my remarks. [ Laughter. | 

He read this afternoon from Hillard to 
show the condition of Kome. Hillard is a 
happy author, and he writes well and truly 
about the present condition of that great city 
which once ruled the world, and is the wonder 
of it even now. but, sir, if the steam-engine 
does not do more for Washington than it has 
done for Rome it would be out of place here 
as it has been there. [ Laughter. } 

But, sir, there was a day when the Campus 
Martius and the Campus Flaminius did mani- 
fest the power of old Rome, when those two 
great camps were there for the people, when 
the Campus Martius was dedicated by that 
people to the enjoyment of the people. So 


this park was intended to be dedicated in the | 


day when the little creek here—I do not know 
its name then—was given the name of Tiber. 


vAL GLOBE. 


sir, my honorable triend has withdrawn | 
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hold it and make something of it if he under. 
| stands the use of the means that are within 


| his hands. 

But, sir, | was going to refer to a history to 
| show what the condition of ancient Rome was, 
| and what paraliel can be drawn beiween its 
| condition then and its condition now. When 

tome was great, and proud, and imperial, 

fp citizens were honest, and they cared for 
her public treasures, and especially for her 
pubhe domain. But look at Kome in her de 

cline and the ruin of her great power, and let 
us see the similarity that prevails now and is 
made manilest to-night upon this bill. Let us 
see how we stand, and compare our condition 
with thatof Kkome. I do not intend to make a 
personal reflection upon those gentlemen who 
vote for this bill giving up the public domain. 

I propose to read from Mommsen’s History 
of Rome, volume two, page 230. I think proper 
to refer to this work because it is an orthodox 
aud reliable work, one of the best of the day. 

Mr. NYE. A ‘Liberal’? work? [Laugh- 
ter. } 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. A liberal 
work. ‘* Liberalism’’ is becoming a very sig- 
nificant term. It is becoming a dangerous 


word. It was a dangerous word to the oid 
Democratic party in 1840, in 1848, and in 
1860. 

Mr. CONKLING. And it is yet. [Laugh- 
ter. } 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. That may 


be possible; but | know that it troubles our 
friends on the other side of the Chamber more 
than it does the Democratic party. It gives 
to them many a sleepless night and anxious 
pillow justabout this time. [Laughter.] Well, 
sir, talking about liberalism, a_ significant 
term, | desire to ask my honorable friends on 
the other side of the Chamber who are Liber- 
als one question. I happened to be reading 
the Cincinnati platform a short time ago, and 
I saw a plank in that platform which covers 
this very case. It declares that they are un- 
alterabiy opposed to giving away any more 
public lands to railroads. Here is a political 
issue at once raised, 

Mr. CAMERON. If the Senator will allow 
me one moment, if I did not misunderstand 


railroads if thereby I could benetit the country 
and the Government by increasing the value 
of the remaining lands, and at the same time 


member Goose creek once, but Tiber now.’’ 
[ Laughter.] George Washington had heard 
of Kome and of the Tiber, and George Wash- 


steals from the community ends them in gold 
and purple.’’ And so we see it here. ‘This | 
nightis the appleation of that sentiment made 


thage. But, sir, he once uttered a sentiment || Our ancestors knew there was a ‘Tiber at || him, he applied his last remark about railroads 
in the senate of Rome the application of which || Rome. || to me. 

this night's proceedings here justifies. He |} Mr. CONKLING. Goose creek. [Laugh- || Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. No, sir. 
said: ** He who steals from a burgess ends || ter. ] |} Mr. CAMERON. I will say that I have 
his days in chains and fetters; but he who || Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. ‘I re- || always been in favor of giving public lands to 


perfect. He who can steal from the commun 
ily ends his days in gold and purple. Old 
Cuto was right. My honorable triend from 


New 
on modern Rome, and he said in the 
of the discussion that he stood in imperial 
Rome upon the topmost heights of St. Peter's 


Jersey 


and there beheld a steam-engine winding its || 


way along the Tiber—— 
Mr. SLOCK TON. If the Senator will per- 


mit me, when | was on the top of those heights | 


1 was not half so high as he is now. [{Laugh- 
ter. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 
the honorable Senator for that. I know he 
was not. Sir, if he stood upon the topmost 
heights of the cathedral of Rome to-night he 


I thank 


would not be yielding to the power that is | 
now carrying this monstrous measure through | 


the Senate Chamber. 

Mr. SHOCK TON. Do you mean the Bal- 
timore and Obio road’? You said that was an 
institution of Maryland a moment ago. 

Mr. HAMILUVON, ot Maryland. | The Bal- 


timere and Ohio road has committed, no doubt, 


wrongs and errors, and it is but a cornoration || 


like others, and without a soul to be saved. 
Mr. SLOCKTON, Are you pitching into 
that? 
Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I am not 
pitching into that, nor into any other railroad 





read an extract from an author | 
course | 





ington, in laying out the capital, laid out this 
great reservation here right at the foot of the 
Capitoline hill. I call it the Capitoline hill 
because it is the hill crowned by thé Capitol. 
So the Campus Martius is in Rome fringed by 
the Tiber, tormed by the Quirinal Capitoline 
aud the Pincian bills. There you have it in 
the low lands right along the Tiber; and that 
is an answer to my friend, the Senator from 
Nevada. Sir, the senate of imperial Kome 


received the foreign embassadors in the Cam- | 


pus Martius, for they were not permitted to go 
further into the city. There were to be found 
all that was provided for the amusement and 
enjoyment of the people. Originally there 


were trained the armies that marched to the | 


four ends of the earth. In the course of 
time, and as the requirements of the people 
demanded, these great camps were dedicated 
to the more civilized purposes, 

You will see, Mr. President, that they had 
notthe steam-engine then,when Rome marched 
her legions to the conquest of the world, and 


| when she built her statuary and her theaters 


and her camps, devoted to the amusementand 
comtort of the people. But the steam-engine 
is there now, and Rome does not send forth 
her conquering legions. On the contrary, 


almost any scalawag can now conquer Rome. | 
It is now, true, within the sov- || 
ereign power of Victor Emanuel, and he may || ings in tue capital and elsewhere wers suffered to 


[ Laughter. ] 


aiding in the construction of the roads. Sir, 
what would the State of Illinois be to-day but 
for the land grants that we made to her, and 
what would all the other western States be but 
for land grants? I am in favor of a liberal 
policy toward railroads, If the Senator from 
Maryland has taken a ‘‘new departure,’’ let 
him do so, but do not let him depart from the 
prosperity of the country. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I hope my 
honorable trend from Pennsylvania will not 
misunderstand me. I was not alluding to him 
at all. 1 was alluding to those gentlen:en who 
stand upon the Cincinnati platform. 

Mr. CAMERON. Then 1 beg the Senator’s 
pardon. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. If my hon- 
orable friend supposed for a moment I alluded 
to him, so be it. [Langhter.] But, sir, allow 


/me to ’read this extract from this ‘History of 


Rome: 


‘How the State fared generally as regarded the 
forming of its revenues and the contracts for sup- 
plies and buildings, may be inferred from the eir- 
cumstance that the senate resolved in 587 to desist 
from the working of the Macedonian mines that 
had fallen to Rome, because the lessees of the win- 
erals would either plunder the subjects or cheat the 
exchequer, a truly naive confession of impotence, 


, in which the controiling board pronounced its own 


censure. Not only was the land-tax of the occupied 
| domain-land allowed tacitly to fall into abeyance, 
as has been already mentioned, but private build- 
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encroach on the public property, and the water from 
the public aqueducts was diverted to private pur- 
poses. 

Private buildings were suffered to encroach 
upon the public property, and you havea sim- 
ilar proposition here to-mght. You propose 
to allow this corporation to come into this 
city with its road, and not to encroach upon a 
common, out of the way piece of land, but to 
come right in the midst of your great public 
park, dedicated by your ancestors to the pub- 
lic use forever, and encroach upon it and take 
possession of a portion of it, eight hundred 
feet by one hundred and fifty in extent. Is 
there not a parallel here? ‘This history was 
written to show what the declining days of 
Rome brought forth; and here to-night in 


. ° j 
this great Republic, supposed to be vigorous | 


and powerful and young and honest and just, 
we see its public servants cheating the ex- 
chequer, and we see private persons encroach- 
ing upon the public domain. 

Mr. President, 1 will not disparage the gen- 
tlemen who propose this measure; but I ask 
you did you ever see one like it in impudence, 
and I ask it in all earnestness. Look at it in 
its length and inits breadth. I agree with the 


honorable Senator from Ohio that if we had 


no other place fora depot, then we might pos- 


sibly be willing that this ground should be | 


given it. If, according to the utilitarian idea 
of my honorable friend from Pennsylvania, 
there were no other place for this building, 
you might take the very grounds of the Capi- 
tol. I might think a long time before I would 
agree to it; but you might do so. 
you get? Do you get anything? No. If I 
understand the position of these gentlemen, 
they say they are entitled to this great dona- 


Is not that true? | 





What do | 





destroy their town, that the horses would get 
frivhtened, the cows would give bloody milk, 
[iaughter, ] and everything would be destroyed 
if they should allow a railroad to come there, 
and so the council of Frederick, with all the 
wise men of Frederick, decided that the rail- 
road should not come within two miles of the 
town, and so they went out five miles; but 
aftera while all those wise men acquired more 
knowledge, and agreed to pay to make a rail- 
road to the town itself. So it will be here. 
Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I under- 
stood the general current of the remarks of 
the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania. I 
did not hear all that he said, but they were all 
in good humor, of course. Whether they were 
right or wrong | am not prepared now to say, 
for I did not hear them, and therefore I cannot 
combat them. 
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He spoke about the beautiful | 


valley of the Cumberland, in which we both | 


live, and I agree it is a most beautiful valley 
indeed. As to our people petitioning against 
railroads, or that they should not approach the 
town, I know nothing about that. Our people 
are, to some extent, intelligent. They are like 
my honorable friend from Pennsylvania and 
myself. I do not ascribe to myself much in- 
telligence, but lam just about as the people 
of that valley are, and so is the honorable Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania. 

But, sir, | am speaking about railroads and 


| their power to come in here and take this 


land. I eould go on to show what these rail 
road gentlemen have done, and show that if, 


in addition to the Civcinnati platform, the || 


platform of the other parties contained the 


/ same plank, it would not hurt either of them 


tion beeanse Washington city bad promised | 
or entered into some kind of obligation to give ° 


this company $500,000, and this is an equiva- 
lent for that. What righthad Washington city 
to vote away $500,000 of the people’s money 
to a corporation that is acknowledged to be 
rolling in wealth and possesses power not sur- 
yvassed bvany State government in the Union? 

Mr. THURMAN. It did not propose to 
give them that much money, but to take that 
much stock. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 
it, Mr. President. Think of these railroads 
and railroad presidents. Why, sir, upon what 
meat have these our modern Cesars fed that 
they have grown so great as to come into this 
great and august body and demand from you 


Think of 


' million acres of land. 


a ratification of their edicts passed by a dying | 


city council, and you are to do it?) ‘They pos- 
sess power to make you pass this bill. 

Mr. President, I speak earnestly upon this 
question, because I feel deeply upon it. Ido 
not wish to give these corporations anything. 


— 


I would not allow them to pass through a | 


public street in this town. I would not give 
them a foot of public land. 1 would make 
them do as other people do; I would make 
them buy what they get. 

Mr. CAMERON. I am sorry to interrupt 
the Senator from Maryland so often; but what 
he said last about not allowing a railroad to go 


through the streets calls to my remembrance |! 


something that occurred in the town where he 
received his education. I remember that about 
forty years ago, when everybody wanted a 
railroad to go from Baltimore to the Ohio 
river, the parties interested approached the 
city of Frederick, in which I think the Sen- 
ator lives. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 
six miles beyond it, in Hagerstown. 

Mr. CAMERON. The Senator lives some- 
where in the neighborhood. 

Mr. HAMILION, of Maryland. 
valley, the valley of the Cumberland. 

Mr. CAMERON. And it is the most beau- 
tiful valley in the world, and I live in.the most 
beautiful part of that valley. But the wise 
men of that beautiful valley, living around the 
city of Frederick, thought a railroad would 


Twenty- 


In your | 


\j style commensurate with the character of the || 


much. 

| happened to lay my hands on a document 
just issued by the Secretary of the Interior 
showing the amount of publit lands that such 
corporations have got from the Government, 


They can go anywhere and everywhere where | 


they know the lands belong to the Government 


and demand, almost as a matter of right, their | 


share of them, and more than their share. 
‘They may go into the State of my honorable 
friend from California and seize an island ; 
they may go out into the wilderness as they have 
done, into the western couutry as they have 
done, as is shown by this report, and take 
possession of all the public lands there. They 


have by the various grants of Congress already | 


made secured one hundred and seventy-nine 


alone have one hundred and thirty-three mil- 
lion acres in grants. They have become so 
much accustomed to this in the western States 
that the fever has now extended to the East. 
We have not so many lands to grant, it is true, 


The Pacifie railroads | 


but sill they have the same specious arguments | 


for the attainment of those that we have, as 
the argument of the honorable Senator from 
Pennsylvania has well shown. In order to ob- 
tain this little patch here to the destruction of 
our park they have specious arguments. 

Why, Mr. President, they have gotten into 
this babit of grasping lands and seeking lands 
that there is hardly any safety for any lands 
anywhere, public or private, and you can 
hardly draw a railroad charter strong enough 


to prevent them from doing injustice to the | 


citizen in traversing the country. Il am not 
speaking now against railroads that are poor 
and in a bad condition, and who, like people 
that have no money, will now and then turn a 
sharp corner; but lam talking about rich and 
powerful corporations able to pay for what 
they get, andtherefore when either the Balti- 
more and Ohio or the Baltimore and Potomac 
come here forlands | would say condemn your 
lands like other people; | would not give to 
them a public street; | would make them 
break through the lots, particularly on the 


| Island; I would make them condemn lands on 


the Island for their depot as they do in the 


| country; { would make them build their de- 


pots according to our ideas of right and in a 


| upon the views of the Senate? 


| ume, though he should lose 


o495 


Federal capital. They have got the money to 
do it, and | would make them do it. Why, 
Mr. President, while 1 am on this point, to 
show that this spirit of accumulation in these 
companies ws beyond all exaggeration, | not 
only refer you to the grant ot one hundred 
and seventy million acres of the public domain 
tor railroads, but to your indebtedness on 
account of those corporations, | hold in my 
hand a statement from the Treasury Depart 
ment just received in regard to the Pacitie 
railroads, to which | desive to call the atien- 
tion of the Seuate and the country. ‘Llosis a 
local matter, and it may be that gentlemen 
may say that this ought not properly to be 
a subject for argument; but suil the prine:ple 
is the same. You have taken from the poor, 
you bave taken almost the last acre of avail 
able land in the West, and now you are com- 
ing into this poor, miserable, shifjless city, 
governed by gentlemen whom | do not care 
to speak about, but whose government in my 
judgment is not such a one as is to be found 
elsewhere upon the tace of the civilized earth. 
This great and giant corporation comes into 
this poor, miserable, shifuess city, and would 
seize a part of its fairest domain. 

Mr. CAMERON. It is now nine o’eloek ; 
and, if he will allow me, | wish to ask the Sen 
ator from Maryland a quesuon. ‘he honor- 
able Senator bas spoken a couple of hours, or 
au hour and a half certainly. 1 rise to ask 
him a question by which | mean no disrespect 
to him, but to enable me to govern myseil, aud 
i trust other Senators to govern themselves. | 


| ask him whether he is now speaking against 


time, or whether he is only speaking for the 
purpose of making an impression legitimately 
If he is oc- 
cupying the time to the detriment of the pas 
sage ot the bill and the injury of the’country’s 
service, then 1 should like bim to say so, be- 
cause | will go out aud take a nap, and 1 will 
come back after awhile, after four or five hours, 
refreshed aad ready to talk. | Laughter. | 
Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. ‘The hon 
Orable Senator from Pennsylvania will pardon 
me, I do not know whether lam addressing 
myself to the judyment of the Senate, or 
whether the Senate has any Judgment upon this 
question atall. | Laughter. | But 1 am sure my 
houorable friend will adimit that a large por- 
tion of my time has been taken up by the 
honorable Senator himself, and by my honor 
abie friend from West Virginia, and that bl have 
not occupied more than about half the time 
ascribed to me by the honorable Senator from 
Pennsylvania. 1 am sure of one thing, that 
nothing in the world would be more agreeable 
to me than that my honorable friend trom 
Pennsyivania should, at this momeut of time, 
leave the Senate and net return until eieven 


o'clock to-morrow, |Laughier.| 1 say to the 


| honorable Senator, in no unkind feeluy, that 


bis absence now is infinitely preterabie to his 
presence, | laughter, | and bas beeu for some 
by reason ol il 
some remarks in my speech that might be 


| of great moral and political beuelit to him. 


[ Laughter. ] 
Mr. President, 1 was speaking about ra‘l 
road companies not only gorgiug themselves 


| with land and taking a begyvar's piltauce bere; 


but how do they stand upon tie doliar aud 
ceut account’? Viethoric with lands, sixty-four 
millions of money they have, got. 

Mr. CAMERON. Where? 

Mr. HAMILION, of Maryland. The Pa- 
cific railroads, not this one, have had 364,000, 
000 of Government money iw bends. Lhis 
one does not want so much because it bas not 
so wuch to take care of it. Lt wants its share 


and more than itsshare. When the Baltimore 
and VQiio railroad comes in for Ils SUare, aud lie 
Potomac road comes tor its share, aud the 
Metropolitan for its share, and the Uartisburg 
line for its share, what is left for the poor 
people of this District ? 

My honorable friend from Pennsylvania talks 


oan 


—— 
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of these wide, spacious avenues as being great 
arteries or lungs through which the people 
could breathe. I should like to see him march 
down Pennsylvania a dusty day 
now and breathe through bis lungs, [laughter, ] 
when but a few steps would bring him, this pop 
ulation, its children, its man servants, and its 
maid-servants, of the most beautiful 
parks in the world, out of the dust and secure 
from all the noise and travel of the avenue. 
But I differ with my honorable friend. 

I say $64,000,000 was granted to the Pacific 
railroads by the and this was 
loaned to them on interest. How do you think 
the interest account stands of thesee orporations 
that are sending out their free passes inviting 
gentlemen to pass over and see how they are 
conducted, and what a great business they are 
doing ! How do you suppose the interest ac- 
count stands between them and the people of 
the United States? The I 
the interest upon those bonds to the amount 
of $14,900,000, and the railroad companies 
have given the people of the United States 


avenue on 


into one 


Government, 


credit. for three millions in the shape of trans- 


portation. The balance, eleven millions of 
interest, is owing by these companies. ‘That is 
the account in money; the land account you 
know. 


Mr. President, power is a thief; it steals by | 


night and by day. Its hunger is never sat- 
ished; its conscience never disturbed; and 
we have it here. These corporations have 
seized your public domain; they have got 
your money. ‘This one, strong, insatiate, 
comes here and will gratify its lust upon the 
poor fragments of property in this metropoli- 
tan city of the United States. Shame, I say, 
men who would undertake to do 
it, shame upon the men who would press the 
proposition—I do not mean honorable Sen- 
ators here, but gentlemen who look at them, 
who surround them, and who would have them 
do this thing. 

Mr. President, possibly my honorable friend 
from Pennsylvania thinks I am_ speaking 
not to the point. I have been speaking on 
the subject generally, because it is a ques- 
tion on which I feel. I have one more point 
to make upon it, and I would appeal to hon- 
orable Senators whether they can justify them- 
ratifying this act of a council that 
has expired long since. Do honorable Sen- 
ators know, about which there can be no dis- 
pute, that on the very last night of the session 
of the last council of the city of Washington 


upon the 


selves in 


the bill was passed making this grant, betore | 


the new District government came into exist- 
ence, not much better, in my judgment, than 
the other; but still it is the existing govern- 
ment, and therefore, so far as it can, it may 
give evidence of the feeling of this people? 


‘They have some returning consciousness that | 


this is all wrong. ‘The Legislature met, and 
the council unanimously passed a resolution 
requesting Congress to halt; a similar resolu- 


tion was introduced into the lower branch, and | 


it failed of a passage there by atie vote. This 


tends to show the view of the people of this | 


District at this time. 
Now, if this bill is to pass, I ask one thing 
at the hands of the Senate. 


power in this District; give the people here a 
chance, give them an opportunity ot vindicat- 
ing in some way th®ir right to this property 
dedicated to them and to their uses forever. 
Let this bill be amended so that before it shall 


Let it pass the | 
ordeal at least of the present government in | 


Jnited States has paid | 











go into effect it shall meet the approval of the || 


present District government. 
but fair and honest and just to require that 
where an old council expired that passed this 
grant through in one night, without a chance 
of knowing anything about it, the present 
government, whatever it may be, should have 
a chance to vindicate the rights of the city in 
this respect. When once this company puts | 
its foot upon a piece of this land there they 
will stand, and they will resist you to the end 


It is nothing | 


| 


| 


| case, 


of time, or until you pay them better than 
they will be paid now by having their depot 
at this place. 

I ask the Senate to be warned in regard to 
this. Every act that has been done hitherto 


giving away the public property dedicated by | 


our fathers in this city you are paying for 
to-day. 


notice to night, Mr. President, and fellow Sen- 
ators, that it will not be twenty years after you 
have done this great wrong before you will 
require this land to be redelivered into your 
hands, and then the question will come what 
you shall pay, as it is the question now, for 
the blocks of buildings on the squares which 
you once gave up. I say again that wherever 
you in later days have departed from the ori- 
ginal design of the founders of this city you 
have signally failed, and after generations have 
so testiied by requiring the property again. 
Now, Mr. President, with the remarks I 
have made—and they have been protracted 
with no desire to detain the Senate—I shall 
have nothing more to say generally upon the 
bill, though { may have occasion to speak on 
amendments, as they may from time to time 
be offered to the bill by others, and as I may 
offer them myself. 
Mr. FLANAGAN. Mr. President, I de- 
sire to submit some few remarks on this sub- 
ject. I am admonished, 
after nine o'clock. 


tained. I will submit a proposition at the 
outset, that 1 think no issue wiil be raised 
upon, 
go further, and say we have heard a strong 
speech. I will not stop there; we have heard 
a powerful speech. Sir, this is a peculiar sea- 
son of the year. 
admonished of the fact, occasionally to their 
regret, that large portions of Maryland, Penn- 
sylvania, and Virginia are visited at this time 
with a serious drought. Whenever that is the 
the citizens become greatly interested, 
and when they hear the wind howl, and the 
lightuings flash, and the thunder roll, they 


all jump and run, leaving the breakfast or | 


dinner table, to see what kind of a rain they 
are likely to have, from what point of the 


however, that it is | 
| know that the Senators | 
| are fatigued, but they have been well enter- 


We have heard a long speech; I will | 


The American people are | 


You passed a bill the other day to | 
reclaim two squares adjoining the Capitol that | 
we gave away fifty years ago, and | yive you | 








compass is the happy cloud coming to relieve | 
them, and upon many occasions, particularly | 


when these droughts are prevailing, 
behold, there is no rain, 


We have heard the speech that I have | 


alluded to, loud, eloquent, powerful. Has 
there been rain sufficient to lay the dust so 
that you cannot see where 4 carriage has made 
a print, much less to defeat this great enter- 
prise of this mighty railroad with its powerful 
car? ‘This is an enterprise that cannot be 
killed off by loud, long, powerful, and pointed 
speeches. No, sir; that day bas passed. 


‘*Qut of the abundance of the heart the mouth | 


speaketh.’’ My distinguished friend from 
Maryland could not get through his argu- 


menut—it was in his way from time to time, but | 
constantly out it would come—without bringing | 


in the Cincinnati convention, and the old 
Democracy of days that are not only passed 
and gone, but that ought scarcely to be re- 
membered at this enlightened day. Baltimore 
is likewise vivid in his mind, and he wants to 
call our attention to what is soon to transpire 
there. I regret that he does so, because in 
bringing to mind Baltimore unhappy associa- 
tions are revived by it, and history repeats 
itself, we are admonished from time to time. 
He to-night is the strong advocate of the great, 
beautiful, and happy city of Washington, with 


the most splendid Capitol known to civilized | 


man, with all the fond recollections and asso- 
ciations pertaining to the mighty patriot whose 


name it bears, the founder of this great and | 


grand Republic. And yet, notwithstanding all 
these fond historical associations, we cannot 
forget that not many years since the martyred | 


lo, and | 
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Lincoln, who afterward was assassinated in 
this beautiful and happy city, could not on one 
occasion wend his way to the vapital of this 


| mighty nation safely through Baltimore! Balti- 
| more! Baltimore! [have no prejudice against 





| it; but the association is not a very happy one; 
| the portrait is not a beautiful one to me, to say 


the least of it. Now, | think the friends of 
the city of W ashington, those who have stood 
by her and still expect to do so, may well upon 
this occasion stand forth and claim to be her 
advocates. 

Leaving that question and coming down to 
the facts, what are they? Forty years ago, if 
we were to go back, inviting the mind thus to 
do, a proposition of this kind being submitted, 
what would have been the result? I might 
well illustrate, and it would be demonstrated 
beyond an issue, for it is realized, and the in- 
telligence that | am now addressing will bear 
me witness that the statements are correct. [ 
am more familiar with affairs in Louisiana and 
Texas, but I presume the same thing would 
hold good in the North and in the West. Ifa 
proposition was submitted to them to give them 
a depot, would there be any hesitation on the 
subject? If this had been asked forty years 
ago by this company or any company that was 
understood to be able to do that which they 
propose to do, would there have been alee 
tion? The answer would have been “Just go 
and take as many acres as you like.’’ By our 
constitution the counties and towns in ‘Texas 
are authorized to vote subsidies to invite rail- 
roads, and the counties there may vote bonds 
to a certain amount, and they are doing so fre- 
quently whenever they have an opportunity of 
thus doing. 

But we are told that this is the city of 
Washington, and that we want parks here. 
Now, as has been said by my distinguished 
friend on my left, [Mr. Cameron, ] much more 
ably than | can, there is no city that has less 
need of parks. Look, sir, at these broad 
avenues. I am delighted whenever I walk 
out, leaving the Capitol, in any direction, to 
see the most magnificient view, ample room 
for forty railroads. See what has been done 
in fixing this broad, beautiful table on the east 
here, for building all manner of parks, and 
capable of being the largest city yet known 
to man, because I hold that our Govern- 
ment is now in its infancy. True, we 
boast that we have at our capital to-day 
nearly one hundred and fifty thousand souls. 
What is that? It is only a drop in the bucket. 
It is simply, compared with what will be, like 
the old Dilworth lesson, counting the horse- 
shoe nails and doubling until you are lost in 
the magnitude of the amount. That is to be 
our happy destiny at some day, and I hope 
most earnestly that this Government will be 
perpetuated as long as time is known upon 
earth; and thus looking, what are we to ex- 
pect? Are we to be circumscribed with the 
narrow views of my all powerful friend who 
preceded me? Nota bit of it. He seems to 
be seriously alarmed lest a blacksmith shop, 
or something of that kind, should be at some 

mote period erected somewhere down in the 
ios of the depot now spoken of. 

Let me tell you what my fond hopes are. 
They are vastly above and beyond the narrow 
views of my honorable friend, as I conceive 
them to be, I think that the day is not far 
distant when ihe city of Washington, if she 
takes hold of that which the God of nature 
has authorized her to do, which He has invited 
her through her enterprise to enjoy the advan- 
tages that He has blessed her with, will become 
a great manufacturing city. Look at the 
mighty falls here on the Potomac. I should 
like to see around the city of Washington 
half a dozen Sprague calico-mills making 
yards by the million, There wiil be millions 
of American citizens to consume them from 
time to time. Nature has done her part, and 
the enterprise of the country will be abun- 
dantly sufficient at an early day to reap these 
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great advantages that this city is destined to. 
[his being the case, a mighty city will grow 
up here, reaching perhaps to millions, with a 
mighty manufacturing interest on the Potomac, 
upon both sides of the river, and there is no 
telling what the great destiny of this proud 
city may be if properly fostered. The case is 
almost beyond the comprehension of man. 
Sir, much is said by the distinguished Sen- 


ator from Maryland as to what will be the | 


result if this bill should pass. ‘* Why,”’ said 
he, ‘fif this bill pass L notify you Senators on 
this occasion that when other propositions are 
submitted I will go for them.’’ Well, I am 
gratified to see that there is a possibility of 
convincing the gentleman of his error. If he 
will do so, perhaps he will do very well. 
far as | am concerned, ‘sufficient unto the 
day is the evil thereof,’’ and if those measures 
are presented while I am here I shall canvass 
them; and if I find the propositions meritori- 
ous, I will support them; otherwise I will not. 
J] am under no pledge in advance, but upon 
broad principles [ am almost invariably found 
on the side of railroads. I love to hear them 
spoken of, and at some not distant day, and I 
hope after this bill shall be passed to see rail- 
roads increase and multiply tll thev shall 
cover my own State like a net-work, 

[ am opposed to the amendments. 
to have the bill passed clean and neat as its 
movers desire; and right here on that branch 
of the subject | wish to say a word in‘regard 
to a remark of my distinguished friend, the 
Senator from Ohio, [Mr. THurman,] who is 
always clear, and I can understand him. He 
does not speak so loud that I cannot hear him, 
[laughter,] but 1 understand him. He says 
upon this occasion that there is not a propo- 
sition to pay one dime for this property ; that 
it is a gratuity bestowed upon the parties in 
interest. Ladmitit; | accede to the proposition 
of the Senator, because so far as dollars and cents 
are immediately concerned between the high 
contracting parties, he is literally correct ; but 
what are the facts growing out of it? Let us look 


to them alittle, and see whether really the Gov- 


ernment of the United States is to be injured 
by this grand enterprise—by this clear and 
unequivocal gift, if you please. 1 maintain that 
she will not be. Why? In the first place, it 
cannot be supposed that the Government from 
her stand-point could afford to go into the mar- 
ket to sell out railroad depots, or anything of 
that kind ; but in her might, in her power, and 
through the wisdom of her representatives, as 
I hold, she can act very differently ; and under 
this bill, what is proposed ? 

The bill speaks for itself. It says this rail- 
road depot and everything pertaining to it 
shall be subject to taxation just as all the 
property owned by the citizens of this great 
city. ‘That being the case, I maintain plainly 
and unequivocally that there is not only a val- 


uable consideration if there were an absence | 


of all other considerations, but a very power- 
ful one in a pecuniary point of view. Not for 


a year or two will it amount to any consider- | 


able sum; but I am not speaking fora few 
weeks or a few years; I am speaking for a 
thousand, Lhope. Then look to the taxation 
that this depot will annually pay. And what 
is the money received to be appropriated to? 
One of the most wise appropriations that could 
be conceived of or made by man; that is to 
say, this money shall be a perpetual fund to 


school the children of this mighty city for all | 
Could there be anything more | 


time to come. 


substantial? There is nothing known to man, 


in my humble opinion, that could present a | 


more sound consideration than the literal 
language the bill presents on this occasion. 
Vho is it that can raise successfully an issue 
with that proposition? I meet the proposition 
and invite aitention to it. 

It has been said here that th’s property per- 
haps would be worth some two or three hun- 
dred thousand dollars. 


So | 


I want | 


| 


» 








| hundred thousand dollars. 


Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator allow 
me to interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. FLANAGAN, Certainly, sir. 

Mr. THURMAN. Will the Senator carry 


out his logic, and give away La Fayette square, 


| and Judiciary square, and Scott square, and 


Franklin square, to any corporation or person 
that will pay taxes on them? 

Mr. FLANAGAN. The question is easily 
answered. lam gratified that my friend has 
asked it. I will give him an anecdote by way 
of illustrating. A number of years ago there 
was a millionaire, the first, I believe, that 
America could boast of, Stephen Girard. 
There was an agent of some religious denom- 
ination—I know not what one, | am a lover of 
them all—who presented his petition, begging 
Mr. Girard for a contribution to build a church. 
He examined it; wrote down ‘* $1,000,’ and 
the party retired very thankful. In a very 
short time there was another denomination 
wishing to dothe like. The agent of that con- 
cern presented his petition; Mr. Girard took 


it, looked at it, and wrote ** $500.’’ But, said 
the agent, ‘* Mr. Girard, I don’t think you 
’ 


have treated me well, sir.’ “Tn what?’ 
inquired Mr. Girard. ‘* Why,’’ said he, ‘* you 
gave to such a gentleman the other day for a 
church for their denomination $1,000, and you 
only give us $500."" ‘** Ah, yes!’’ said Mr. 
Girard; ‘‘just give me your paper again, if 
you please, sir.’’ He handed it to him; with 
what belief? The idea forced itself upon him 


| that he was going to get a thousand ; but Gir- 
| ard simply erased the $500, and gave him the 


paper back blank, and he got nothing. Now 
you have the answer. I say sufficient it is 
when those propositions present themselves to 
act onthem. | am giving none of these squares 
away now; this relates to one site, and that isall. 

Mr. THURMAN. Now will the 
allow me a word? 

Mr. FLANAGAN. 
go on. I shall be through directly. I beg 
my friend not to say anything more to me, 
because he talks so long and so kindly that 1 
do not like to have anything to do with him. 
{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. President, I have very briefly presented 
some of my views in a rough manner. All 


| the time | am thinking about that clock ; it 


admonishes me that | ought to have stopped 
even before this time. But there is one thing 
that I desire to call the attention of the Senate 
to. It is no 
ordinary consideration when you look to the 
contracting parties. The United States Gov- 
ernment in its power, in its intellect, in every- 
thing that pertains to greatness, can well 
afford to do that which is asked of it upon this 
occasion. 
it is a pittance. 

Sut | was about to say 
when my attention was called off by the 
Senator from Ohio, that I was willing to 
admit the proposition of him or some other 
Senator who had spoken of this matter, that 
the property was worth some two or three 


This is no ordinary proposition. 


a few minutes ago, 


Lhe only opposi- 
tion I should present on that point was that it 
was not worth a million. Just extend it; I 
take the question broadly and do not deny it, 
and will admit even that it is worth a million 
dollars, as it no doubt will be at a very early 
period afier going into the hands of this com- 
pany; and then the taxes would be so much 
greater. That is what we after. The 
taxes are what we want. Take it ata million, 
five millions if you like, and the city of Wash- 
ington is made rich thereby directly. That is 
the point precisely. 

Then there is another thing I want. It has 
occurred to me, having heard this argument, 


are 


| very pleasantly, too, that we speak proudly of 


i} 
i] 


| 


the 
we 


proud edifice that we are in. Well may 
do and when citizens come from 
Europe and the various portions of this proud 
nation, what are your mighty curiosities at 


80, 


Senator | 
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the nation’s capital? They are frequently in- 
vited to go to the navy yard; they go down 
to Mount Vernon; they ride to the various 
places; they go to the Smithsonian; they 


to the fine gardens. 


gO 
But there is nothing that 
satisfies the mind of one single Senator or en- 
lightened citizen of the city of Washington. 
hey have not reached that point yet that we 
can excel other nations except in the Capitol 
and a few surroundings connected with it. I 
want to see at this proud and happy day, this 
day of progress—not such aone as wasalluded 
such a one as we would see if 
Democracy, either hatched out at Cincinnati 
or brought into 


to, not soon 


Baltimore, in a 
short period was to come into power, because 
that would take retrogade steps—I want to 
see railroads and internal improvements of 
every description pushed forward. 
act while we it i 


existence in 


| wish to 
our power, for 
accidental shots do occasionally come. lt must 
admit it would be an entire accident if they 
were to succeed. 


now have it in 


[ have no fear of it seriously 
yet, but [ do notlikea gun even loaded pointed 
at me, whether it has any cap on it or not. [ 
want au idea carried out here, and I hope to 
live to see its realization at an ear ly day. 

| want to see here the grandest and most 
complete and magnificent railroad depot known 
to man, one which we can show with pride to 


| visitors from all countries as a proud mona- 


ment of the great city of the nation, the depot 
ot thecelebrated road that we are now speaking 
of. It wilidono injury, but letit be built upside 


| by side the great Capitol. and be the mighty 


curiosity and the pride of the nation. When it 
is done, what would I propose ? It has occurred 


| to me in hearing this great subject canvassed 


If you please, let me || 


that it would be proper to have somewhere in 
that great building, proper niches where room 
could be found advantageously for presenting 
to the public view representations of the great 
benefactors of the human race who 
achieved such renown forour country. 


have 
Phere 
would be no difficulty in the talented genile- 
inan whois conducting this proud enterprise 


in finding a suitable spot. I would like to see 


the statue of the Father of his Country, Wash- 


ington, have a position in that proud erection. 
[ would not rest there. | would then have 
another one hard by, so that the mind of the 


| citizen, from whatever foreign nation, might 


| provements, Henry Clay. I 


| stop there. 


| smiling 


be presented to it, and the minds of those 
who are to growupin hundreds of y+ars to 
come should be pointed to it. 
that of Franklin. The next I would present 
would be that of Fulton. ‘lhe next would be 
him whose name IL loved politically, and as a 
friend in every other sense of the word, until 
the day of his death, and whose memory I love 
to-night, and it is in direct keeping with this 
great depot, to wit, the father of internal im- 
would stand his 
I would not stop there. I 
would have there a memorial of Morse, whose 
death a few days ago was mourned by the 
whole nation in concert, and whose dirge was 
sung in every land in unison by means of that 
great electric current which he first applied to 
the transmission of intelligence. 1 would want 
the statue of the illustrious hero of the Appo- 
mattox apple-tree, who fought the battles of 
his country, and kept sacred and secure for 
ages to come the city of Washington that is 
now so kindly proposed to betaken in charge 
by my friend from Maryland. I would not 
One more I would have at least. 
| would like to include several; but certainly 
I would like*to include my friend who sits 
before me, (Mr. Vice President 
Co.rax,) I would like to crown the whole and 
harmonize it throughout with the name of the 
proud champion of American internal im- 
provements to wit, Thomas A. Scott of Penn- 
sylvania. Let all those proud statues stand 
there, representative and illustrative of that 
proud depot that shouid excel anything known 


Likewise 


statue there, too. 


| to man touching internal improvements, and 
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tend to perpetuate this happy Government for 
aii time. 


Well was it said to-day by my friend from 
Ohio that Ohio has an interest in this lot 
down here Yes, my friend, you are r ght in 


that: and so has Texas It is yours in part ; 


itis mine in part; it belongs toevery Senator 
here: it belongs to our descendants foratime 
that we Cannot comprehen # [et it he sO. 


Now, while | am in the notion of speaking, 
I will prolong my remarks a moment further, 
but | will wind up pretty quick, as yonder 
clock admonishes me_ that 1 am occupying 
time | ubmit to the Senate, | submit to 
itelligent gentlemen anywhere and every- 
where, what would be the position of this cap- 
jial in the absence of railroads? Go back to 
the days of proud Jackson, Calhoun, Jeffer- 


eon, Madison, and a host of those mighty | 


spirits who wended their way to Congress upon 
horseback. If that was our situation to-day, 
how long would Washington city, or Baliimore 
hard by, be blessed, if a blessing it be, with 
the seat of Government of the United States 7? 
Why, it would not stand the first shock. ‘The 
power is westward ; the mighty area is there ; 


ciizens are moving into that mighty territory ; 


they are voing there. Kirst, they went as | 


pigeons go; you find at first five or six recon- 
noleriog, looking around for the mast; but 
when mast is found, and what then do you see? 


They followin untold millions. So goes the 


tide of population to the West. In the ab- 
senee of railroads I would not give fifteen 
cents for Washington’s prospects for maintain- 


ing the seat of this proud Government, with | 


all the fond associations that appertain to it. 
Mr. President, I beg pardon ofeLhe Senate 
for having trespassed upon them so long as | 


have. I hope, however, that [ shall witness | 


at an early moment the passage of this bill, 
and that | shall live to see the grandest rail- 
road depot known to man. 


Mr. MORRILL. of Vermont. Mr. President, | 


we have been lifted off from our feet so often 


to-day by the eloquence that has been poured | 


forth here that | am sure the Senate will 
hardly be satistied with a few plain words to 
bring us back to the practical question that is 
before us. | feel something subdued; I feel 
as though | hardly dared to rise in the pres- 
ence of this array of future statues of lus 
trious persons that we have had brought before 
us to-night. | think we have committed a sin 
and perhapsa crime, considering who demands 
the present legislation, that we have hesitated 
about iteven so long. 

Now, Mr. President, this 1s the sixth time 
that this railroad company has come here for 
addpional legislation to enable it to go on. 
We have already designated a point, at their 
own solicitation, where the passenger depot 
could be fixed, They come here now and ask 
not fora change: they mean to keep all they 
have got; but they ask for a new and addi 
tional one. | hey have never paid a dollar for 
any grounds they have occupied in coming into 
the city. They have never paid and never 
propose to pay anything for the bridge we have 
given them. They do not propose to pay auy- 
thing for this new tract of land. 


Mr. CAMERON. Whill not the Senator 


? 


allow me? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Senator 
when he was up on this point would not yield 
tome, I prefer not to yield, as I propose to 
occupy but very little more time, 

Mr. President, the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania when he was up on the former oecasion 
said, as | understood him, that the Board of 
Publie Works of this city were unanimously 
for this affair. Now, Mr. President, I begin 
to lose my faith in man. | have seen the 
Board of Public Works, more than one of 
them, and they have assured me that every | 
man of them was hostile to this project, and | 
that no one of them favored it while it was 
before the territorial Legislature. The Sen- 
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; | 
ator also assured the Senate that Biveline | 


The last time J] 
saw the Governor he promised me, as [| un- 
derstood him, that he would go and see Mr. 
Scott, with whom he was intimate, and that 
he would try to prevail upon him to withdraw 
this project of his. I do not doubt that the 
Senator has been so informed as he has stated, 
and I do not believe that he doubis what I say 
as to information received by me. 

Mr. CAMERON. Will not the Senator 
allow me to correct him just there before his 
wrong impression shall go abroad? 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 1 will do bet- 
ter than the Senator did by me. When he was 
making a statement | tried to correct it, and 
he would not allow me to do it; but I will 
yield. 

Mr. CAMERON. I ask the Senator only 
for the right to correct a misstatement which 
he is making, unintentionally of course. I 
said that Governor Cooke, the president of 
the Board of Publie Works, and General Bab- 
cock, in charge of the publie grounds, all of 
them said—so I am informed upon authority 
which I do not doubt—that they desired this 
depot to be placed where it is proposed in this 
bill, and to have no alteration of any kind made 
inthis bill. It is now a question of veracity, 
and Ido not allow my friend nor my enemy 
to doubt my word when | state a thing asa 
fact. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Sen- 
ator will pardon me; | did not pretend todoubt 
but that he had been so informed. 

Mr. CAMERON. I have only to say now 
that if Governor Cooke made the statement 
which the Senator from Vermont says he did, 
it must have been made before the statement 
was made which I proclaimed to the Senate 
to-night, and before he had viewed the ground 
and examined the subject; which [ believe 
was the case. [| will not doubt that Governor 
Cooke is a man of veracity. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I believe he 
is, too. 

Mr. CAMERON. And if he is he eannot 
gainsay what I have stated to-night in regard 
to that. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I repeat, Mr. 
President, that the last time [ saw Governor 
Cooke he assured me that he would go to Mr. 
Scott and endeavor to prevail upon him not 
to push the depot matter, or to have some 
compromise, 

Mr. CAMERON. As he did; and be then 
agreed that he had misunderstood the subject, 
and changed his opinion, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Ah! that is 
a very different statement of the faets. I have 
ne doubt he changed his mind and subsequently 
came to approve it, as L believe most people 
who come in contact with the president of this 
road do. 


Cooke was in favor of it. 


Now, sir, there is another statement in re- 
lation to the views of the people of this eity. 
l am informed by most respectable parties 
that the bulk of the property-holders of this 
city are opposed to this whole project, and for 
the reason that they believe it will be a last- 
ing injury to the city ; thatit the city could be 


| allowed to have a public park, as was pro- 


jected from the foundation of the Govern- 


| ment, it would make this city so attractive 


as to draw an inereased population here and 
an increased amount of property for taxation. 

It is true that in the last nights of an expir- 
yng adminisiration of the city government they 
did pass a resolution or an act giving permis 
sion for this, and yet very recentlyone branch 
of the city government has passed a law, or so 
iar as they could pass it, repealing it, 

Bat it is stated by the Senator from New 
Jersey that this is no proper place for a pub- 
le park; that we ought to go out to Roek 
ereek. Why, sir, that would place it beyond 
the power of any one except rich holders of 
property to ever see the park. If it should 
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remain here, according to the original plan 


| . ° 
| of the city, every man, woman, and child, 


rich and poor, could visit it at his own wil| 
and pleasure. But place it out upon Rock 


| creek, and then, unless the poor man shout 


have a five-dollar bill in his pocket that he 
did not know what else to do with, he could 
not reach the public park, whereas this park 
is accessible to all asa place of health a 


na 


| recreation. It comes without money and 


without price. A park at Rock creek would 
cost millions of money to buy and adorn it, 
aud then be very costly to all visitors. 

It is also contended that this will be no in- 


| jury to the public park. Why, sir, any one 


who looks at the map will see that the depot 
covers one half of the whole distance across 
it, absolutely obstructing it for all other pur- 
poses whatsoever. It cannot be pretended 


| that we are to travel through the depot, or over 


it, or that after that has been put up we can 


| make a grand course or aroad by which we can 


get from the main park to the Capitol grounds, 
Then, in addition to that, there isto bea double 
railroad track for the rest of the distance, or 
over the other half; and a double track on 
one of these narrow streets put there in the 
center completely obstructs it from all other 
travel. In the first place, it will be covered by 
locomotivesand by cars almost continually, and 
while they are on the track it cannot be pre- 
tended that you are going to travel upon the 
road or even cross it upon the same line. 
Kven inthe case of the steam-engine that is 
used here in the city for putting down the 
concrete pavement illustrates this question, 
and who knows how many accidents have hap- 
pened in the city since it has been fired up? 


. 


if you putatrack across Sixth street, does 


anybody suppose that the street is not to be 


for everything else utterly impassable ? 

Mr. President, it is then contended that all 
this may be remedied by bridging over the 
street. How? ‘This bill provides tor but one 
bridge, and that, in order to clear a railroad 
car, must be seventeen feet in the clear; and 
with a proper stone structure it must rise up 
to about twenty-five feet above the grade of 
the street. ‘Then, how far is it to be graded 
Two or three hundred feet on either side; and 
what a blot that will be at the approach in 
such a park as this! Why, Mr. President, 


at each end so that you can reach that bridge? 


| there is no mistake about this railroad pro- 


ject; it is taking the park by the throat aud 
throttling it. 

Senators may think that this isa light thing, 
but I say to them that they are giving away 
the public property, aud are receiving for it no 
consideration whatever. ‘he people of this 
country will never ratify a thing of that kind. 
Kvery visitor to the capital for the next halt 
century will go away execrating the Congress 
that shall do an act of such indecent desecra- 


tion ot what bas been consecrated from the 


foundation of the Government as a part of the 
natural adornment of this capital. 

Now, we are called upon here in the Senate, 
as was the House of Kepresentatives, to take 
this bill without dotting an 7 or crossing a f. 
No member of the House was permitted to 
offer or to propose an amendment; and to- 
night we have twice been informed that this 
bul must be passed without dotting an 7 or 
erossing a ¢t. Are Senators of the United 
States to have a bill thrast down their throats 
in that style? For one, | am not disposed to 
take a dose of that sort. If the bill is to pass, 
there are a number of amendments to which it 
ought to be subjected. In the first place, we 
tax the Market company for the perpetual 
lease of the land they occupy, and pay ove: 
the rent to the city as a common-school fund. 
Phis land is almost equally valuable, far more 
essential to the United States, and ought to 
pay twenty or thirty thousand dollars annually 
for the lease of it, if we wanted to lease it, but 
we do not. 
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There are other things about it. There is 
no provision in the bill by which a steam- 
engine is to be prevented from coming into 
the city and across this track and at any rate 
of speed. Are we willing to pass a bill of 

at perilous kind? In the next place, there 
is no provision about the egress and i Ingress to 
the building. The parties here are left to 
their entire control as to how they shall shape 
- building, without any consideration of 
what damage they may do to other parties or 
how they may obstruct the streets. 

There are numerous details, as [ shall show 


if we ever reach that point, as I hope we may | 
not, where itis absolutely indispensable that | 


this bill shall be amended if we mean to treat | 


the subject with any degree of fairness or 
candor. The proposition ‘which is now pend- 
ing is to submit this question to a commission 


of three high-minded men, selected for their | 
knowledge of such subjects, that they may go | 


over and look over the entire ground and then 
report to us at a subsequent session of Con- 
gress what is feasible and practicable, not only 
for this road, but for all the other roads that 
we have inevitably to provide for. 

We have already had one road that had 
depot upon Pennsylvania avenue, to say noth- 
ing about the public grounds or parks, and that 
was felt to be such an intrusion upon the great 
avenue between this and the President’s House 
that it must be gotten rid of, and Congress 
forced that road to remove its depot from 
Pennsylvania avenue ; and now it is proposed 


to have another road come up right upon the | 


other side, within two or three rods of Penn- 
sylvania avenue, to be the same kind and 
amount of intrusion, as great a nuisance, if 
not greater, than the one we have recently 
removed. 

Mr. President, I am for keeping the public 
grounds intact, keeping them as was it intended 
they should be kept by our fathers. 
willing to believe that we live in an iron age 
with no regard to the past, with no affection 
for the future, but only to put money into the 
pockets of the stockholders 
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Iam not | 


of an overgrown | 


and overfed corporation, a corpors ation that | 


does not build roads, but buys and swallows 
them from one end of the country to the other; 
that takes them for the mere purpose of mak- 


ing money; not with that enterprise which 


opens new works, but merely seizes upon such | 


as are already built, and perhaps supplies a 


few gaps in order to make connecting links 
and rules them so as to wring the greatest 
amount of money out of the people. 

Why, sir, we have seen a project here the 
present season by which all the railroads of 
the country were to obtain fifty per cent. more 
for carrying the mails; although my good 
friend from Pennsylvania denounced that 
scheme in which the name of Mr. Scott was 
used without any authority, and I have no 
doubt it was so used; yet even he said the rail- 
roads ought to bave more. Mr. President, if 
that is the conviction, and if this railroad 


alone is strong enough to carry a bill of this | 


kind through here without dotting an 7 or 
crossing a t, what may they not ‘do in the 
future? 

Sir, I did not intend to speak so long as I 
have done. I am unwilling that we should 
consume another day upon this subject. | 
know that there is important business, perhaps 
not so important as this, which it is the ony 
of the Senate to take charge of, and therefore 
I will not say anything more on the subject, 
except that I shall ask a vote upon the amend- 
ment which I offered in the shape of a sub- 
stitute, 

Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, one of 
the most charming productions of ancient lit- 
erature is a dialogue, the subject of which is 
oratory, a dialogue in which the merits of the 
most celebrated orators of ancient times are 
carefully considered and criticised. But one 
of the most interesting parts of that dialogue 
is where the question is mooted, what is the 


most inspiring theme for eloquence? I could 
not help thinking in listening to this debate 
that it was a great misforiune that the author 
of that dialogue did not live in the time when 
there was a railroad depot to be located, for 
if he had, he would have known what was the 
most inspiring theme for eloquence. Here 
is a very plain and a very practical question 
before the Senate; and yet 
instead of being confined to its merits, has 
taken a range that has not contined itself to 
this earth alone, but has gone into the sidereal 
system and visited the stars. I do not 


the debate on it, 


pro- 
| pose to imitate those ambitious gentlemen 
whose oratory has entranced and whose wit 


has amused the Senate. 1 want to come back 
to the real, plain question that is before the 
Senate, 
try to bring the attention of the Senate back 
to the real merits of this bill. 

The city of Washington was laid out on a 
grand scale, and, as has been said, it was a 
subject of ridicule for a long time. Now, 
instead of being a subject of ridicule, every 
gentleman who speaks exhausts his oratory in 
anticipation of what a great capital it is to be. 
Whether these anticipations will be realized 
or not, | do not undertake to say; buat | do 
agree that it is to be a much larger city than 
was anticipated thirty or forty or fifiy years 
ago. It was once said, and said on the tloor 
of Congress by a distinguished member from 
North Carolina, Mr. Macon, a man of simple 
republican habits and thoughts, something 
of a Spartan in his nature, that it was a great 
mistake to loeate the capital where it was 
located ; that the Legislature of this Republie 
ought not to sit in # great city or where a 
great city was possible; that it would have 
been far wiser and more conducive to the 
simplicity and purity of republican govern- 
ment had the capital been located at some 
barren point on the Alleghanies where a town 
of more than a thousand inhabitants would 
have been an impossibility. Bat that Spartan 
idea of old Macon has given way, so much 
that now we hear of nothing but building up 
Washington until it shall rival New York, 
until it shall be one of the greatest if mot the 
greatest city on the face of America. I say 
once more that while | do not expect any such 
thing at all, | do not agree that Washington 
is likely to be a large, and | trust will be a 
beautiful and interesting city 

And now, Mr. President, since the idea of 
those who laid out this city has some pros- 
pect of realization; since its ** magnificent dis 
tances’ are no longer the subject of ridicule; 
since its wide avenues are a boast instead of 
a scoff and a scorn; since its public grounds 
are to be improved and beaunfed—and we all 
want to see them improved and beautified—it 
does seem to me that anything which mars 
the original design of the city ought to be dis- 
countenanced by us. laid 
out by hazard. Its streets were not cow paths. 
It was laid out by the line and the plummet; it 
was laid out by the engineer; it was laid out 
with design. Kverything in the plan of it was 
tne subject of mature consideration both by 
the engmeer who laid it out and by the sound 
intellect of George Washington, who approved 
the plan, himself no mean engineer, no mean 
designer of any great work of the kind. And 
a part of that design was that from the Capitol 
to the White House, from the Hall in which 
the Representatives and Senators 
to the Executive Mansi yn, there should extend 
a beautiful park. It is part of the design, just 
as the Square Opposite the President's House 





This city was not 





should sit 


was devoted to the publie as a park, just as 
Judiciary square, Justas La l'ayetie square, Just 
a8 Lineoln square, just Franklin : 
were all devoted to this purpose. 


as square, 


So Was this 


|| greater piece of ground from the Capitol Hill 


to the Executive Mansion designed to be a 
beautiful park, an ornameut to the city, and 
contributing to its health, We who have it 


|| marred and spoiled by the miserable canal || city. 


and in the fewest possible words to | 
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| asked for it 


| know that very well; 
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that was suffered to into decay have no 
idea of what it was betore it was thus marre d. 
We,have no idea of how beautiful it was when 
it was in its native condition, and of how beat 

tiful it may ye made when that nuisance 
shall have been removed. 

Now it is propose sd to break up the original 
design of this city; now it is proposed that 
what was intended to be the most beautiful 
feature in the whole city shail be 
doned to business, to commerce, to depots 
for railroads, and that instead of that which 
should please the eye, and gratify the taste 
and sweil the heart as you stand on Capitol 
till and look to the west, or stand at the 
kixeecutive Mansion and look to the east, that 
shall be yielded up to the hum, and dirt, and 
confasion, and noise of railroad depots, and all 
the ordinary city. Why, sir, 
it does seem to me that if there is anything 
that should shock the mind in considering a 


go 


be 


aban 


business of the 


| subject of this kind it is just precisely such @ 
| proposition. 


| know it is of no use to reason in this way 
with men who have no thought in the worid 
but the making of money. | know it is of no 
use to reason in this way with a railroad cor 
poration. | know that if would facilitate 
the business ol the railroad company some one 
would have the impudence to demand this 


Capitol itself for its offices. I know that 
there 1s nothing sacred that they will not 
lay their hands upon it. IL know that they 


have gone through the most beautiful cemetery 
in Ohio and condemned the very graves in 
which the dead were buried for raitroad 
poses 


pur- 
I know it full well, and when | say it 
| do not say it in enmity to any such improve- 
ment. No man is soabsurd as to be an enemy 
of railroads. But l know that they have no 
respect for anything that merely gratifies the 
fancy and gratifies the heart, but that with 
them it is mere sordid wealth; that is the sole 
consideration by which they are moved. I 
and it is not, therefore, to 
them that | look, bat it is to you, Senators, 
who have the charge of this great eity which 
belongs to the public, over whieh you have 
absolute and exclusive powers of leyislation. 


It is for you to say whether the design of 
the city shall be marred in this manner. It 
will not do to say that it is only a question 


whether this particular railroad that has now 
shall be allowed to cut this park 
If you intend that, then you intend 


to discriminate in favor of one railroad against 


in twain. 


| all the other railroads that may come into this 


city. If you intend to do that, you intend 
the most flagrant act of injustice that it would 
be possible for you to commit. Every 
road that comes into Washington has a 
to equal facility. Every railroad that is tobe 
the of bounties from the Govern- 
ment has a right to equal bounty, certainly 
a right to equal treatment and equal rights. 
If it is the purpose simply to allow th 
ratlroad to eut this park in two and establish 
its depot within less than a stone’s throw of 


ratl- 
right 


reciprent 


me 


|} the avenue, then ] Say you are prepared to 


} against 


do an act of 
discrimin 


the most flagrant 
in favor of one 

all others. No, sir; you 
you will never be so unjust 
and the cousequenes, therefore, 


by 
and 
Ww ith 


do that; as to do 
that ; is that 
if you allow this company to cut that park in 
twain and give to it large a piece of the 
public property as this bili proposesto donate, 
you will have to do the same thing by other 
ratlroads who demand the like facilities, and 
will need them as much. 

Mr. NYK. Will the honorable Senator ; 


Injustice 
ating company 


never 


50 


just 


illow 


me to ask him a question? 
Mr. THURMAN. Certainly. 
Mr. NYK. The city of Washington and 


city of Paris are laid oat upon the same plar 

When either of them was laid out, I do not 
suppose the idea of a railroad had entered into 
the head of the engineer or the founders of the 
You now find in the city of Paris that 
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they have had to make way even with build- 


ings to a large extent to make depots for the 
railroads. ‘There are several depots in the 
Paris. I suppose when this city was 
railroad travel was not conceived of, 
and now it has become a necessity, and Wash- 
ington Cannot survive without it any more than 
Paris or any other city. 


city ot 
laid out 


Now, the question is 
are to say that there shall be no 
depots within these borders? A word more. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is a pretty long 
question 

Mr. NYE, Yes, it is a pretty long question, 
and I will stop there. 

Mr. THURMAN. I have answered that 
already by implication in what I said before. 
If there were no other place in Washington 
city for che depot we might have to give up the 
beautiful, we might discard the esthetic out 
and out and be entirely practical, and put this 
depot at the place it is asked; but this com- 
pany has already the most eligible site in all 
Washington for a depot. It proposes to retain 
that and it demands more. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 


mistaken as to that; 


whether you 


the bill provides that that 
shall be surrendered. 

Mr. THURMAN. Whether it does or not 
it has that now, and it need not surrender it. 
But I put it to mytraveled friend from Nevada, 
what do you think the French people would 
say if it were proposed to take the garden of 
the Tuileries for a railroad depot? What do 
you suppose they would say were it proposed 
to take the Champs Elysées for a railroad 
depot? What do you suppose they would say 
ifit were proposed to take the Bois de Boulogne 
fora railroad depot?) What do you suppose 
the people of London would say if it were 
proposed to take St. James Park and convert 
that into a railroad depot? 


say if it were proposed to cut the Central Park 
in two to make railroad depots? What would 
the people of Philadelphia say if it were pro- 
posed to take Independence square or Wash- 
ington Park to make depots of them? What 
would the people of Baltimore say if Druid 
Hill Park was to be converted into depots for 
railroads ? 

My ‘riend will not find in any continental 
zity in Europe any such desecration as that, 


nor would it be tolerated in any other city in | 
It is only here in Washington, the | 


America, 
very city which of all others ought not to tol- 
erate the idea, that this thing is proposed, Sir, 
conceal it as you may, this is a proposition to 
give up this whole reservation, which by the 
very terms of the grant is to remain the prop- 
erty of the United States, devoted to the pur- 
poses for which it is dedicated, in violation 
of national faith, in violation of the plan of 
the city, in violation of the interest of the 
city, for the mere purposes of busivess and 
of commerce. 

My friend from Pennsylvania said, ‘‘ Let 
them buy a park on Rock creek.”’ 
might do so by a great outlay of money. If 
this city, ridden down with debt, overwhelmed 
with debt, and getting more in debt year by 


The Senator is | 


They j 


year, had some three or four millions to spare, | 


it might buy a park on Rock creek. How 
much did Central Park cost the city of New 
York? If my memory is right, $9,000,000. 
How much did the Schuylkill Park cost the 
city of Philadelphia? Five million 
already, and it will take $20,000,000 more to 
make it what it is intended to be. If this city 
has four or five millions to spend in buying 
property along Rock creek, it may make a 
great park there; but what will that be? It 
will be a park that those who ride in carriages 
ean enjoy; it will be a park for those who can 
drive, but not for the weary pedestrian, for 
those who are compelled to go on foot, forthe 
children of the poor, tor those who inhabit the 
central part of the city. It might as well be 
that park which my friend from Kansas [ Mr. 
Pomeroy] has laid out at the head of the Yel- 


dollars | 


| 


lowstone river, for all the good it will do the || 


poor people of the city of Washington. No, 
sir; that will not do at all. No park with its 
magnificent drives up and down Rock creek, 
no park that no pedestrian will ever enter, no 
park that no man will ever enjoy unless he can 
do it on horseback or in a carriage, will answer 
the purpose of the poor people of this city who 
are compelled to go on foot. 

There, sir, is the whole of this case. It is 
not a case at all as to the merits of the Balti- 
more and Ohio railroad, or the Pennsylvania 
railroad, or the Baltimore and Potomac rail- 
road, and I have been very sorry to hear those 
matters drawn into the discussion. 


It is no | 


| question of friendliness or unfriendliness to | 





What do you sup- || 
pose the people of the city of New York would || 





| man in this matter. 





either of those corporations. 
ing at all to do with the case. I care not 
which is the more meritorious of those cor- 
porations. I care not which is the more 
deserving of censure for its conduct in the 
past or for its intentions in the future. I care 
not what may be the sordid purposes of any 
That bas nothing to do 
with the question one wayor theother. [am 
not disposed to speak disrespectfully of any 
one who is engaged in this enterprise. [lam 
not disposed to impute improper motives to 
anybody who is engaged in it. I do not think 
it benefits us in this discussion to do any such 
thing as that. I want to stand here simply as 
a Senator, as one of the guardians of the pub- 


| lie property, as one of the persons to whom in 


part is confided the care of this city of Wash- 
ington, the national capital. I want to look 


That has noth- | 


at it simply in that light and to ask myself | 


and to ask you, Senators, whether it is right 
to give up and abandon this property and mar 


the design of the city by making this a place | 


of business instead of what it was intended to 
be and what it ought to be, what the health 
and pleasure of the city require it should be, 


| a place of beauty and of recreation. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, 
I desire to say but a single word, and | should 
not do that did I not feel constrained to do it 
by the earnest, and I had almost said denunci- 
atory character of the debate on the part of 
those who are opposed to this grant. I pro- 
fess to feel my obligations to look after the 
interests of the city of Washington. 
be in error: but at all events I will give my 
reasons in a moment why | shall vote for this 


bill. 
This railroad is a matter of great interest to 


the country, and of great benefit to the city, | 
as all of us agree, notwithstanding it is found | 
convenient to talk about soulless corporations | 


and gigantic corporations, and that it is almost 
impossible to resist their influence, and all 
that kind of address with which lawyers who 
try railroad cases are so familiar when the 
prejudices of a jury are to be invoked. This 
railroad company has approached Washington 
carefully, going around the city so as not to 
cross its main avenues, and the interests of 
the city and of the country. require that it 


| should have some central point for a depot. 


My opinion is that this railroad and depot 
will not in the slightest degree injure the park, 
which we have been told fifty times was to be 
utterly destroyed. In the city in which I live, 
the city of Newark, there is a railroad that 
passes right through the city with not less than 
seventeen iron bridges, one of them one hun- 
dred and fifty feet in length in one span cross- 
ing the streets. Outside of this depot in this 
park there will be a width of from eight 
hundred to nine hundred feet which is to be 
crossed—the railroad—by a bridge or bridges. 

This depot, if properly constructed—and | 


_ have seen the plan of it submitted here in the 


Senate—will be a beautiful building, and will 
be as much of an ornament to the park and 


| more than the Smithsonian Institution or the 
Agricultural Department or the other build- | 


ings which may be constructed there: and if 
a handsome building it will not be without its 
agreeable associations. Let one or two iron 


I may | 
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bridges be thrown across this railroad, and 
the avenues can be made up and down this 
park and the bridges themselves be things 
of beauty. We know that in all parks they 
create artificial necessities to throw up bridges 


for the purpose of beautifying those parks. 


While this may be a valuable park, it can 
never have any great elegance while it is tray. 
ersed by some five or six streets, as this is, be- 
tween the Capitol and the Executive Mansion 
and must always be. ‘Those streets will he 
greater eye-sores to the beauty of the park 
than this railroad crossed by handsomely con- 
structed bridges. 

I think it is desirable that the park should 
be maintained, connecting as it does the pub- 
lic buildings of the city, bat it need not be 
interfered with. ‘The depot itself is to be in 
the extreme northeast corner of the park, leay- 
ing the whole space almost uninterrupted, un- 
affected at all events by this depot. The pro- 
visions of the bill carefully guard the rights 
lt provides that 
the bridges shall be coustructed ** in such man- 
ner and at such place as the officers or other 


| persons charged with the duty of opening the 


reservations, or connecting the Same as a4 
public park, shall direct.”’ 

So the bill provides tnat this whole structure 
shall be under the direction of the city authori- 
ties, and be constructed in reference to the 
park ; 

And the said company shall then adapt the grade 
of said tracks to that which at any time may be 


| determined upon by the Board of Public Works, 


Therefore I do not see that we are doing an 
injury to the city, and | think it most desirable 
that the people of this Republic coming to 
the city should have a convenient place to 
The depot will come within about 
two hundred feet of Pennsylvania avenue. [| 
do not know, but | suppose the railroad com- 
pany would naturally buy that two hundred 
feet, leaving an open space between the depot 
aud the avenue. ‘There the passengers will 
enter, and I suppose the freight business will 
be transacted on the street immediately south 
of Pennsylvania avenue. 

Where else the company could go where 
they would so well accommodate the public 
and do so little injury 1 do not know. My 
own Opinion is, inasmuch as this work is to be 
constructed under the direction of the city 
authorities with express reference to the park, 
the company being obligated to make changes 
when the park is projected it can be made a 
decoration instead of a loathsome object to 
look upon. 

| myself have no antipathy to seeing depots 
and railroad cars. ‘This idea of having trains 
of cars with their smoke and noise running 
into this depot is all imagination. No engine 
will go into that depot. The engines will 
switch off and the cars will pass this eight 
hundred feet and into the depot with the pas- 
sengers by the momentum which they have 
received. 

For these reasons I do not feel that I need 
offer any apology to the city or to the country 
for the vote I am about to give. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I desire 
to call the attention of the Senator from New 
Jersey to the language of that portion of the 
section from which he has read. It refers 
entirely to the bridge to be constructed over 
Sixth street, as the honorable Senator will see 
by referring to that portion of the section: 

The said company shall be and is hereby required 
to construct, at its own cost and expense, a hand- 
some iron bridge of ample width and beight to enable 
small carriages to pass over the said street freely and 
without danger. 

You observe that it requires the company, 
in order that there may be a passage-way for 
carriages, to construct a bridge for that pur- 
pose; and that bridge is to be constructed 
under the supervision of the people having 
control of the grades of the streets of the city. 

Mr. CONKLING. The Senator from Mary- 
land ought to observe, in connection with that, 


th 
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that one of the last provisions of the bill re- | 
serves to the United States by act hereafter to | 
repeal or modify the provisions of this act. I 
am aware that without that reservation we 
should have that power, but in this act it 


} 


amounts to a notice, a declaration; and the |! 


effect would be, among others, tO prevent any 
inadequate structure, or to require an amplifi- 
cation of this building essential to the beauty 
or preservation of the park. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I under- 
stand that, and I will make a passing remark | 
upon that when I get to that point. But | 
desire to say one word in regard to this point. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. With the con- 
sent of my friend, I will say that I have looked 
at the map and his construction is right, and 
mine also, because the railroad runs in on the | 
street until it comes within a few feet of the | 
depot. Therefore if the street is bridged as 
the bill says, that is bridging the railroad in 
the park. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Thatis so, 
and therefore the inference will be drawn from 
the remarks of the Senator from New Jersey 
that the whole railroad was laid down under 
the supervision of the persons having control ! 
of the grades of the city of Washington. But 
itis not so. Itis limited entirely, or almost | 
entirely, to that one thing, the construction 
of the bridge across Sixth street. They are 
charged with the duty of seeing that that 
bridge is properly constructed. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Senator | 
from Maryland will observe that this bridge is | 
only to be ** of ample width and height to en- | 
able small carriages’’ to go over it. That is, 
I suppose, pony-phaetons, dog-carts, and the 
like. 

Mr. CONKLING. Goat-carts, probably. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It is not to 
enable anything of a larger kind to go over. 


It speaks particularly of ** small carriages.’’ | 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Yes, it | 
does provide that it shall be a bridge for the | 
passage of small carriages. Who is to judge 
of what small carriages are, is one question. 
I suppose the gentlemen who have control of 
the grade of those streets may be able to de- 
termine that; and they will determine in the 
first place, before they undertake to determine 
the character of the structure, what a small 
carriage is. 
who have control of the grades of these streets 
may determine, in the language of the honor- 
able Senator from Vermont and of the honor- 
able Senator from New York, that dog-cats, 
and goat-cats, and all that kind of carriages 
are only meant by this section. 
discretion, and having a discretionary power 
they can exercise it without appeal to any 
court or place of last resort. But that is ali 
the power they possess under this section. It 
is to determine whether that bridge is of suffi- 
cient width and of suflicient capacity for the 
passage of small carriages. Then what? 

And the said company shall then adapt the grade 
of said tracks to that which at any time may be de- | 


termined upon by the Board of Public Works, or |! 


other authority having the control of grades of said | 
Sixth street. 

Then comes the qualifying clause, and it is 
a clause which makes this company entirely | 
independent of these officers : 


Such changes of grade, however, shall not be 


made as will practically interfere with or destroy | 


the use of said depot by the regular trains of said 
company. 


Therefore, while the bill does confer power || 


upon these officers to adapt the grades of the 
tracks to the grades of the street, they are 
not to interfere with the reguiar working oper- | 
ations of the company, and according to the 


| rights. 





The very intelligent gentlemen || 





It is in their | 








Opinion of whom? ‘The officers of that com- 


the road so as to prevent any interference of 
the kind at the time. 

Now, Mr. President, a word in response to 
what the honorable Senator from New York 


stated, that we had the power to modify or || 





change this law, and therefore within the law || tainly we understand this question. 
was contained a notification to this company 


that they might at any time expect such a mod- 
ification whenever in the judgment of Congress 
it might be deemed expedient to exercise it. 
I know there is great legal difficulty always 


| involved in this power of repealand moditica- 


tion. It is so in the States. The question of 


| rights and of vested rights comes in. The 
question of compensation comes in. Can it 


| be maintained by the honorable Senator from 


New York that if they should construct a 
depot here, and the people of this city should 
in the future be dissatisfied with it, we could 
so change or modify this law as at once to dis 
pense with that structure without paying the 
company adequate compensation therefor? If 
they should go to great expense and construct 


a depot that should give dissatisfaction either | 


to Congress or the city authorities, and either 
should determine to change or modify this law 
so as to secure the removal of that structure 


and interrupt the business of this company in | 


any material respect, the company would de- 
mand at the hands of Congress compensation, 
unless you put in a qualifying clause in regard 


| to that matter. Thereis the question of vested | 
here are many legal complications | 
involved in that section of the law authorizing | 


Congress to change or modify it, and there lies 
the difficulty. 

When the day does come, as it inevitably 
will come, if we shall desire at any future 
time to have the use of these public grounds 
for a park, that this law shall be revoked, 
changed, or modified so as to correct a griev- 


| ance or nuisance, the question of compensa- 


tion will come up, and now we should guard 
this bill against an unnecessary demand, an 


unjust demand, an exaggerated demand on | 


the Government of the United States to pay 


| for anything connected with it. 


Mr. BLAIR. 
from New Jersey 

Mr. BOREMAN. 
way for a motion to adjourn? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BOREMAN. [think we have remained 
here long enough to-night. 


Mr. MORTON and others. 


Mr. President, the Senator 





Let us finish 


| the bill. 


Mr. BOREMAN. If we could come to a 


vote, I should have no objection. I desire to 


|| vote on this bill, but I do not feel like remain- 
ing here much longer. 


Several SENATORS. 


Mr. BOREMAN. 


Let us vote. 
lam reagy to vote, but 


| we cannot have a vote, and I do not expect 


that we can get a vote to-night. 
the Senate do now adjourn. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, 


I move that 


(Mr. Scorr. ) 


The Senator from West Virginia moves that 


the Senate do now adjourn. 
Mr. SPENCER. I hope the Senator will 


| withdraw that for one moment. 


Mr. BOREMAN. 
ment. 

Mr. SPENCER. Iam willing to adjourn 
now, provided an agreement can be made to 
vote on this bill without debate at some hour 
to-morrow, say twelve o’clock. 

Mr. NYE and others. Let 


vote now. 


I will do so for a mo- 


Mr. BOREMAN. I want to vote on the 
bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 


Senator from Alabama make a proposition for 
any special hour ? 


Mr. SPENCER. At twelve o’clock to- 


| morrow, without debate. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 


|| from New Jersey objects. 
pany, and they may determine to construct || 


Mr. BOREMAN. ‘Then I 


| Senate adjourn. 


| 


Mr. CONKLING. I should like an oppor- 
tunity to appeal to the Senator to withdraw 
that motion, and | make that appeal in the 
interest of business which awaits this. 


Will the Senator give | 


uS come to a 


move that the | 


do0L 


We can 
vote upon it. 

Mr. THURMAN. Let us vote at twelve 
o’clock to-morrow without further debate. 

Mr. CONKLING. If we can have an agree 
ment of that sort, I shall not object ; but to 
have this matter go over, | submit to my friend 
from West Virginia, and hear it all redis- 
cussed for another day or two, is asking a good 
deal at this stage of the session. 

Mr. BOREMAN. If we could have a vote 
I should be willing to remain here, but we see 
gentlemen ready to discuss this question. We 
cannot get a vote to-night. 

Mr. CONKLING. I think we can. 

Mr. SHERMAN. | ask if Senators on the 
other side will accede to the proposition of my 
colleague to take the vote at twelve o'clock 
to-morrow ? 

Mr. POMEROY 
Without debate. 

Mr. BOREMAN. It would be discourteous 
to make such a proposition while the Senator 
from Missouri is on the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, 
Senator make a proposition ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lunderstood my colleague 
to do so. 

Mr. THURMAN. I suggested taking a 
vote at twelve o’clock to-morrow if no Sena- 
tor wishes to speak. I do not wish to suggest 
it if any Senator desires to speak. 

Mr. BOREMAN. ‘The Senator from Mis- 
souri is now on the floor, and gave way to me 
to make a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. THURMAN. ‘Then I will not 
the proposition. 

Mr. SHERMAN. How long does the Sen- 
ator from Missouri wish to speak? 

Mr. BLAIR. I am willing to enter into any 
arrangement that other Senators may agree to. 
I should have got through with what I had to 
say by this time if | had been allowed to go on. 

Mr. THURMAN. I suggest that we agree 
to vote at one o’clock to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Ohio suggests that the vote be taken on 
this measure at one o'clock to-morrow. 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I object 


and Mr. SPENCER. 


Does any 


make 


to that. I have various amendments to offer. 
Mr. CONKLING. Then let us finish it to- 
night. 


lhe PRESIDING OFFICER. 
from Maryland objects. The 
Missouri is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BLAIR. I simply desire to notice a 
remark of the Senator from New Jersey, who 
in speaking on this subject called our attention 
to the beautiful building to be erected upon 
this land, which was to be such an ornament 
to the city, equal to the building of the Smith- 
sonian Institution or the Agricultural Depart- 
ment, and a plan of the building is being 
hawked about and shown to Senators on this 
floor. 1 desire to know what assurance we 
have that sucha building will be erected upon 
that land. I remember very well that when 
the ground on which the Center market stands 
was leased to certain parties the plan of a 
similar building was displayed in the commit- 
tee-rooms, and it is to be seen there now, but 
nothing like that structure has been erected 
upon that ground, nothing to be, compared 


The Seniitor 
Senator trom 


with it. I desire to know what guarantee we 
have that any such structure will be erected 
upon this ground. ‘There is nothing in this 


bill which compels it. There is not even a 
promise made by those to whom the grant is 
to be made. We have nothing but the display 
of a painting from side to side in this body, 
We shall bave 
no power to compel the erection of such a 
building. 

‘Then the Senator ecalled our 


which is binding upon nobody. 


attention to 
the magnificent iron bridges that were to be 
thrown across Sixth street, which, when they 
are scrutinized, turn out to be bridges that 
shall carry a small carriage, and if that car- 


Cer- |, riage had a horse to it, and should be upon 





do0Z 


bridge when a locomotive came under 


it, I think the Senator from New Jersey would 
dishike very much to occupy that small car- 
riage Nothing could be more dangerous 
than for any person in a vehicle drawn by 
horses to expose himself on such a_ bridge 
when a locomotive was passing under it 

lo my mind this building might as well be 
built across the entire park, and it would be 
better, for it would »¢ ny ly be the destruction 
of the park and might be the security of the 


who will be expo ed in the 


ion of the park, 


lives of the people 
| should prefer at 
strip of a hundred and 
mated to thi company 
Lo prevent any 
than to see the railroad 
the grade 
whether any 
i rporat to 
know that 


other port 
this moment lo see a 
hiity feet di 
entirely ACTOSS 
person pi 
pus throu 

[do not know 
made to this 


demand 


to stretch 
the park at d 
assing over it, 
gli upon ot the street, 
appeal can be 
relent in i 
any demand 
can be made by a railroad upon this body that 
will but it is well at this 
a protest against this policy. I 
railroad company will be compelled 
ime power over every future Con- 
he re 


ion 1's 
and | do not 


hat be ucceded to: 


fime to enter 
think thi 

to kee » the 
gre that sit that it seems to have over 


thi i it expects to maintain that depot and 
that railroad track across the park. L think 
will and that speedily, when 
the y will be compelled to pall down their depot 


nd pull up their tracks; and | think this con- 


the time come, 


ideration, if no other, should deter the com- 
pany from persisting in the demand which it 
makes to destroy the park which was intended 


Lo le watify this city. 
| Wilts 
the Senator 


very glad to hear one suggestion from 
from Pennsylvania who has this 
bill in charge; that suggestion being that the | 
people of this city might be permitted, undis- | 
turbed by railroad companies, to have a park 


out upon Rock creek. Before this bill is 
passed I think I shall make an endeavor to 
test the sincerity of the Senator and of that 
side of the Senate by asking this railroad 


company to pay the value of this grant, and | 
applying the proceeds to the purchase of a 
park for the people of this city, if they are not 
to be allowed to have one where it was laid out 
by the Father of his Country and the founders 
of the city. LI think the Senate cannot well 
refuse to compel this company to pay the value 
of this ground, and with that money to enable 
the people of the city to have a park where 
the Senator promises us it 
turbed by railroad corporations. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ques- 
tion is on the adoption of the substitute pro 
posed by the Senator from Vermont, on which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered, 
Mr. BOREMAN. I should like to have it 
re p iT ted. 
lhe Chief Clerk read the amendment, which 
was to strike out all after the enacting clause 
the bill, and to insert the following : 
That the chief officer of engineers of the Army of 
the United States, the engineer officer in charge 
of the public buildings and grounds in the city of 
Washington, and the Quartermaster General ot the 
Army are hereby constituted a commission to exam- 
ine the wholesubject of steam railway tracks enter- 
ing the city of Washington, both as to existing 
rouds and those in course of construction, and |} 
especially as to connections, the location and con- | 
struction of depots, so as to avoid the obstruction of | 
streets, avenues, and public squares, as far 
-+hle, and report a full and comprehensive plan, em- | 
bracing all the above points and all matters properly 
! 
i 


ot 


us possi- 


connected therewith, to Congress, as soon as nay be. 
The Chief Clerk proc seeded to call the roll. 
Mr. CALDWELL. On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. | 
Ames. | 
vote ** 


He would vote ‘* yea,’’ 
nay.’’ 
CHANDLER, 
paired with the Senator 
Bayanp,] 1 


and I should | 


On this question I am 
from Delaware, { Mr. 
should vote ‘**yea,’’ and he 
would vote ** nay.”’ 

Mr. FUANAGAN. I am paired with the | 
Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Epmun wos.) It 
he were here he would vote “ yea,’’ and 7 
should vote ** nay,”’ 





will not be dis- || 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I am paired 
ith the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. THurmay. ] 


Ie would vote ‘‘yea,’’ and | should vote 
“Hay. 
Mr. LEWIS. On this question I am paired 


with the Senator from Missouri, { Mr. Scuurz. | 
If he were here he would vote ** yea,”’ and | 
should vote ** nay. 

Mr. RAMSEY. 
paired with the 
{ Mr. Ferry. } 
should vote ** nay. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from Wisconsin, 


On this question I am 
Senator from Connecticut, 
He would vote ‘* yea,’ ’ 


(Mr. Carpenrer.| If he were here he would 
vote * nay.’’ and [should vote ** yea.”’ 
Mr. SPENCER. On this question I am 


paired with the Senator from Massachusetts, 


|Mr. Sumner.] If he were here he would 
vote ** yen,’’ and | should vote ** nay.’ 
Mr. VICKERS. On this question I am 


paired with the Senator from Florida, { Mr. 
Gitpert.} I should vote * yea,’’ and he would 
+s » 99 
vote nay. 
Mr. WRIGHT. On this question Iam paired 
with the Senator from Minnesota, [Mr. W1N- 


pom.] He would vote * nay,’’ and I should 
vote °° yea.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 11, nays 
7 


as follows: 


Y EAS—Messrs. Blair, Boreman, Cooper, Davis of 
West Virginia. Goldthwaite, Hamilton ot Maryland, 
Hamilton of Texas, Morrill of Vermont, Norwood, 
Sprague, and Stevenson—11. 


NAYS— Messrs. Alcorn, Buckingham, Cameron, 


Clayton, Conkling, Cragin, Ferry of Michigan, Hill, 
litcheock, Howe, Kelly, Logan, Morton. Nye, Os- 
born, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ransom, Robertson, 


Sawyer, Seott, Sherman, 
and Wilson—27 

ABSEN T—Messrs.Ames, Anthony, Bayard, Brown- 
low, Caldwell, Carpenter, Casserly, Chandler, Cole, 
Corbett, Dav is of Kentucky, Ex imunds, Fenton, F erry 
of Connecticut, Flanagan, Fre slinghuysen, Gilbert, 
Hamlin, Harlan, Johnston, Kellogg, Lewis, Morrill 
of Maine. Patterson, Ramsey. Rice.Saulsbury, Schurz, 
Spencer, Sumner, Thurman, Trumbull, Vickers, West, 
Windom, and Wright—36. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, I now offer 


an amendment as a substitute, which I send 
to the Chair. I will merely state that it is 


Stewart, Stockton, Tipton, 


| 


| 


| 


and [| || 
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| 


| add the leter ‘‘s,”’ 
| strike out the word ‘*small, 





| off with 
| Kpmonps. | 


| pose it is unde rstood to include this. 
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Mr. CONKLING. You are in earnest 
about this one. [Laughter. ] 


Mr. MORRILL. of Vermont. The amend. 
ment I just offered, begging the pardon of the 
Senator from New York, was a substitute for 
this bill; but now, as it appears that it is the 
purpose of the Senate to pass the bill, | pro- 
pose to have a vote ou some amendments that 
I consider essential to the bill, 

Mr. CONKLING, That means you are jy 
earnest about this? 

Mr. MORRILL, ef 
2arnest about the other. 


Yermont. I was in 


Mr. CONSLUING, I do not say you were 
not. This you are in earnest about. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. On page 2, 


line thirty-five, | move to strike out the word 
and after the word “ bridge’’ 


$93 
** a, I move to 


and in line thirty-six to 
before ** car- 
riages;’’ so that it will read, ** handsome iron 
bridges of ample width and height to enable 
carriages to pass over the said street freely and 


| without danger. 


This ame sndment provides that there shall 
be more than one bridge, and they shall be of 


| a different character trom that described in 


| this bill. 


| ask for the yeas and nays on this 
ameudment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to eall the roll. 

Mr. FLANAGAN. 1 suppose I am paired 
the Senator from Vermont, [ Mr. 
This amendment had not been 
introduced at the time of the pair, but I sup- 
] shouid 


“ and he would vote ‘‘yea’’ if he 


vote ‘*nay,”’ 
were here. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 


I am paired 


| with the Senator from Obio, [Mr. THurmay. | 


the same proposition which passed the Senate || 


two years ago by an almost 
I think there was not a single vote against it. 


unanimous vole. | 


The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which | 


was to strike out all of the bill after the enact- 
ing 
thereof: 


That for the purpose of connecting the grounds 
already owned and belonging tothe United States in 
the city of Washington for the purpose of the estab- 
lishment of a public park, th. officer in charge of 
publie buildings and grounds is hereby authorized to 
exercise such control as may bestrictly necessary for 
this object over the public reservations herein enum- 
erated, namely: reservé ation No. 1, seuth of the 
President's House; reservation No. 3, wherein st: inds 
the Washington monument; reservation No, 2, in- 
cluding the grounds occupied by the Agric ultur: al 
Department and around the Smithsonian Instita- 
tion; Armory square, upon which is located the 
armory building; the grounds bounded by Missouri 
and Maine avenues, between Third and Sixth streets, 
and the Botanical Garden and Capitol grounds. And 
he is hereby authorized tooffer premiums not anton 
ing in all the sum of $1,000 forthe best plan of laying 
out and improving said park, to besubmitted to the 
decision of a committee of three suitable persons to 


| be appointed by the Vice President of the United 
| States and the Speaker of the House of Representa- 


tives, and the commission may adopt, with the ap- 
proval ofthe President of the United States, any plan 
or combination of parts of plansthus submitted which 
at the least expense shall appear to offer the greatest 
advantages. 

Mr. CAMERON. I have only to say that 
I trust we shall not adopt that amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I merely ask 
for a division of the Senate upon it, I donot 
ask tor the yeas and nays. 

The amendment was rejected ; 
on a division—ayes 11, noes 380, 

Mr. MORRII.L, of Vermont. NowlI pro- 
pose to offer some amendments that I con- 
sider important to the bill. 

Mr. CAMERON. Was not the other im- 
portant? [Laughter. ] 


there being 


clause and to insert the following in lieu | 


| negative. ) 
voted inadvertently. 


| ments and for the bill, 


He would vote ” and I should vote 


** yea, 
°° nay.’ 


Mr. SAULSBURY. On this question and 
on all questions connected with this bill, aud 


'on the final passage of the bill, lam paired 


with the Senator trom Wisconsin, [ Mr. Car- 
PENTER,] He would vote against all amend- 
and | would vote in 
favor of all amendments and against the bill. 

Mr. SPENCER. On this question I am 


| paired with the Senator from Massachusetts, 


lf he were here he would voie 
**yea,’’ and | should vote ** nay.”’ 

Mr. VICKERS. J am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Michigan [Mr. CuanDLER| on this 


{| Mr. SuMNER, } 


| bill. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Iam here. 
The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair under 


| stands that the Senator from Florida [Mr. 


GiLBERT | and the Senator from Delaware | Mr. 
BayaRD | on opposite sides are paired off with 
each other to enable Senators who have paired 
with them to vote. 

Mr. CALDWELL, (after first voting in the 
I desire to withdraw my vote. | 
I paired with the Sena- 


_tor from Mississippi, [Mr. Ames.] He would 





| Pomeroy, Pool, 


| vote ‘yea, 


** and | should vote *‘nay.’’ 


The VICE PRESIDENT, The Senator's 


| vote will be withdrawn, if there be no objec- 


tion. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I suppose I may as well 
repeat again that I am paired with the Senator 
from Connecticut, [Mr, Ferry.] He would 
vote *‘ yea,’’ and I should yote * nay.”’ 

The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 
26: as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Blair, Boreman, Buckingham, 
Cooper, Cragin, Davis of West Virginia, Gold- 
thwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, yamilton of Texas, 
Morrill of V ermont, Norwood, Sprague, Stevenson, 
and Vickers—14. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Cameron, Chandle ty Cay - 
ton, Conkling, Ferry of Michigan, Harlan, Huiil, 
Hite oe k, lowe, Kelly, Logan, Morton, Nye,Osborn, 
Pratt, Robertson, Sawyer, Seott, 


Sberman, Stewart, Stockton, ‘ipton, and Wil- 
son—26. 
ABSENT — Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Bay: ws. 


Brownlow, Caldwell, Carpenter, Casserly, Cole, Cor- 
bett, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry 
of Connecticut, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert 
Hanlin, Johnston, Kellogg, Lewis, Morrill of 


oa 


; 
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faine, Patterson, Ramsey, Ransom, Rice, Sauls- 
rary Schurz, Spencer, Sumner, Thurman, Tsum- 
West, Windom, and Wright—o4. 
So the amendment was rejected, 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I regret that 
the hour is so late, for I fear the Senate may 
think that I am offering these amendments for 
{ Ido not remember ever 
to have offered an amendment for a factious 
purpose in my life. I believe every amend- 
ment L offered ought to be adopted if this bill 
is to pass. I shall now offer the following 
amendment to come in on page 2. line twenty- 


yuS 


acti purposes. 


two. and I shall ask the yeas and nays upon it. 
Mr. MORTON. Take a division upon it. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. No; as long 
s | can put the Senate on record in relation 
amendments to night, I am determ- 
ined to do it. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
to go on the record yourself. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
do it. 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. So do we. 
The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which 
was on page 2, line twenty-two, after the word 
‘District,’ to insert: 


to these 


But you have 


And in addition, said companyshall pay annually 
for the use of the land and additional privileges 
herein granted, the sum of $20,000 into the Treasury 
of the District of Columbia, which sum shall be 
devoted exclusively by said city to the support of the 
public schools. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Now, Mr. 
President, would it not be discreditable for 
this poor city to give up this large and valua- 
ble tract of land to a railroad corporation 
without any compensation? I think the eity 
is so poor that it oughtto receive some annual 
rent, and | propose that the company shall 
pay a very moderate rent for the land, only 
320,000 a year, and that that sum shall be 
appropriated to the common schools of the 
District. 





Mr. CONKLING. Mr. President 
Mr. CAMERON. Let me say a word 
reply. 


Mr. CONKLING. 
myself, but I will yield. 

Mr. CAMERON. I shall take but a moment 
in reply to the Senator from Vermont. If he 
will read the bill he will see that the corporate 
authorities of the city are to tax this property 
as other property is taxed, and the amount of 
that tax, whatever it may be, is to be devoted 
to the public schools. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 
not provide that they shall 
foot tor the land, or 50, or three dollars, 
as other parties would have to pay for it. and 
then pay taxes in addition. I propose that 
they shali pay some rental on the value of the 
land, and then pay the taxes as other people 
pay them. Why should we give this great 
favor toa great corporation and not to indi- 
viduals? 

Mr. TIPTON. 
it is admitted that this company do not pur- 
chase the ground and pay for it by the foot or 
by the acre, they are to pay taxes upon it while 
it is not yet their property. They are to be 
the occupants of it for the time being at the 

pleasure of Congress and pay taxes upon it as 
if they did own the title. 


Il want to say a word 


But it does 


$2 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. But that is 
notarent. lask for the yeas and nays onthe 
amendment. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. BUCKINGHAM. It seems to me it is 
very reasonable that the company should paya 
rent for this property. It is property that be- 
longs to the Government. It is given to them 
for use. ‘They are to put a building upon it 
as I understand, and are to pay the regular 
taxes upon that building; but in addition to 
that it does appear to me that it is right and 
reasonable for this company to pay something 
in the way of rent to the Government. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. RANSOM, The Senator from Mis- 


I want to | 


pay fifty cents a | 


Why, Mr. President, while || 
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sourl [ Mr. Biarr] 
amendment. He would vote 
should vote ‘* nay. 

Mr. FLANAGAN, I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Epmunps.] If 
he were here he would vote *‘ yea,”’ and | 
should vote ** nay ’ 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. FI am paired 
with the Senator from Obio, [Mr. Touran, } 
as I stated before. 

Mr. SPENCER. On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Massachusetts, 


and I have paired on this 
‘yea,’’ and | 


|Mr. Sumner] If he were here he would 
vote * yea, * and I should vote ‘ nay.’’ 
Mr. CALDWELL. IL am paired as | indi- 


cated awhile ago. 
lhe eall of the roll having been concluded, 
Mr. SPENCER, — In order to make a quo- 


rum I will vote as the Senator from Massa- 
| chusetts would have voted if he had been 
present. | vote ** vea.”’ 

Mr. RANSOM. Lam paired with the Sen- 


ator from Missouri, [Mr. Buairn.] If he were 
here he would vote for this amendment, and | 
should vote against it; but 1 will vote ** yea’ 
to make a quorum. 

The result was announced—yeas 
24; as follows: 

Y FAS—Messrs. 
Davis of West 
Maryland, 


Vermont, 
Sprague, 


16, nays 


Boreman, Buckingham, Cooper, 
Virginia, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of 
Llamilton of Texas, Kelly, Morrill of 
Norwood, Ransom, Sawyer, Spencer, 
Stevenson, and Vickers—16. 


NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Cameron, Chandler, Clay- 
ton, Conkling, Ferry of Michigan, Harian, Hill, 
Hiteheock,. Howe, Logan, Morton, Nye, Osborn, 
Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Robertson, Scott, Sherman, 


Stewart, Stockton, Tipton, and Wilson—24. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Bayard, Blair, 
Brownlow. Caldwell, Carpenter, Casserly, Cole, Cor- 
bett, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Edm: inds, Fenton, 
Ferry of Connecticut, Flanagan, Frelingauysen, 
Gilbert, Hamlin, Johnston, Kellogg, Lewis, Mor- 
rillof Maine, Patterson, Ramsey, Rice, Saulsbury, 
Schurz, Sumner, Thurman, Trumbull, West, Win- 
dom, and Wright—34. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. CAMERON. I have risen only for the 
purpose of saying to the friends of this bill 
that I trust they will make no more pairs to- 
night. If the enemies of the bill want to go 
off, let them do so; but I trust none of the 
friends of the bill will pair from this time out 
until the bill is disposed of. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I now offer 
on page 4, line eighty-one, the following 


amendment: 
Without any claim or payment of damages there- 
for. 
So as to read: 
l further, That the United Sta 
act of Congress, shall have the right to 


modify the provisions of this act without any claim 
or payment of dumages therefor. 


And provi le 


I desire to say that while there is in the bill 
a provision that Congress may alter, amend, 
or modify this law, yet we are witnesses that 
there are Senators here who believe that we 
for 


| are compelled pay any damages that 
may result from any such modification or 
change. Under such circumstances, while [ 


have no belief whatever that the Government 


| of the United States would be compelled 


| ation, yet as 
| opinion that we 


|| is made. 


any damages for making any such alter- 
other Senators do entertain the 
should be pay any 
damages that might result from such a change, 
[ propose this modification of the law; tor 
the more especial reason that I have no idea 
that ten or twenty years will pass over without 
our making a change and alteration of the 
law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
about this bill, and 
in it. Itis a 
stands readily. It 1s 
of it, and every 
Until the trom 
his purpose to weary us 
innumerable ameudments to put us on the ree- 
ord, | had no feeling But now I 
will vote to adjourn wheu a motion to adjourn 


pay 


liable to 


I have notsaid one word 
have taken little 
every Se nator 


plain on 


interest 
bill that under- 
the very face 
man Can vote pro or con. 
Vermor t announced 


here at midnight by 


Senator 


“abou it. 


tes, by 
repeal or 
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from Washington than is any other Senator, 
I can stay here as Well as anybody else. If 
there is anybody either in the minority or the 
majority who desires to procrastinate business 
and keep this matter of comparative insignifi- 
cance here another day, | am perfectly willing 


| to join him, but it will only protract the ses- 


of the rest of us. 


; Opposed 


1 am no more auxious to get away || ing 


sion and delay other business. 

Mr. STEWART. 1 wish to make a sugges- 
tion to the Senator, Tifere is no necessity of 
adjourning. Ido not think with such a pur- 
has been announeed they can even 
get the yeas and nays on these motions. Let us 
not grant them. 

Mr. SUKERMAN,. The Senator from Ver- 
mont is responsible for public business with 
the rest of us. He is one of the majority of 
this body, and he is responsible for the dis- 
charge of the public business as much as any 
If we must take it free and 
easy, if we have no better business than this, 
to waste time in voting On amendments to a 
bill that the plain indication of the Senate 
shows a very large majority, two thirds, are in 
favor of, what is the use of our waiting here 
Why not adjourn, go home and come back 
fresh, up this bill to morrow, spend 
another day, adjourn at five o'clock, and take 
it up the nextday, and so on? | take it when 
a majority has set itself down, asit has deliber- 
ately to-night, to pass this bill, it is not likely 
to be deterred by a minority, who simply offer 
amendments and call for votes to put us upon 
record. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Mr. Presi 
dent, | take it the Senator from Ohio did not 
intend to impute any factious purpose to me. 


pe se AS 


take 


| said I had aseries of amendments that I 
proposed Lo offer rer 
Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator said he 


intended to do it to put us upon the record, as 
if we were afraid of the record. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I desire to 
put the Senate on the record, because | deem 
the amendmentsimportant. I may be entirely 
in error in my judgment; I probably am, as | 
diffe r from Ve ry many distinguis he d me mbe rs 
of this body; but L think the amendments of 
importance, and I desire a vote upon them. 

Mr. HAMILTON of Maryland. I beg to 


make a suggestion in reply to the honorable 


Senator trom Ohio. I agree with him that 
this bill should take its regular course. It 


Was an extraordinary piece of business that a 
private bill in the few remaining days of this 
session should be made a special order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Jt was made by unani- 
mous consent, the Senator being present. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. No, Sir ; 
[ was not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Penn- 
sylvania in @ full Senate rose one day afier 
St veral struggle , and alter he had been put 
off several times—and a Senator ot his position 
and we usually yield to—but 
alter repeated efforts, he got up here and in a 
full Senate appealed to the Senate to give him 
a day. He allowed anybody to fix a day, and 
1 think the Senator from Maryland cousented. 


long standing 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 1 was not 
present. 
Mr. SHERMAN. At any rate, some one 


to the bill, perhaps my colleague, 
fixed the day, suid Wednesday, and we all 
agreed that by unanimous consent, whatever 
business might be pending on this day, we 
would accommodate the Senator from Penn 


sylvania. hat was the understanding. It 


was taken up in pursus ince of that undeistand- 
lng, everybody pat iCipaling 
Mr HA MILTON, of Maryland. Allow me to 


Say In response lo what the honorable Senator 


from Olio says, that | was not present upon 


that oceasion, and had | been, Ll would have 
objected to i beyond all question. Senators 
have their rights on this floor. I desire to 
be courteous to every Senator here, and | was 
mortified, or at all evenis L regretted bear 

the honorable Senator from Nevada say 


men 


oe 


z 
Z 
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they would remain here and prevent the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, the 
from Vermont, 
nays on this 


able, accomplished 
having the yeas and 
Some Senators may 
others think it 
kind of 
that do affect individuals at times even 
than the general interest. I have some 

sto offer. I do not want to make 
a factious opposition fo this bill. I think as 
long as | have been in the Senate I have never 
evinced a disposition to be factious or dis 


" . 
penator 


question, 
think thisis a trivial question ; 
is Important, It is 
things 


more 


one of thi ge 


amendment 


courteous to anybody. I have taken up as 
little time as any pre ntleman in the Senate in 
the discussion ot que tions. l have not de 


layed the public business at all. But upon 


this question my mind is set and fixed, and all 
I want is a fair consideration of the measure, 
and that it take the ordinary channels of busi 
neas. Weshould have adjourned atsix o'clock, 
and then to-morrow 


morning go on with the 


regular order of business, the 


maj rity con- 
trolling as to the order of business and saying 
what shall be considered. 

Mr. NYE. I rise to 
What is the 


a question of order. 


question before the Senate? 


the VICK PRESIDENT. It is to amend 
the eighty-first line, to add that it shall be 
done without expense to the United States. 


Me. NYK. 1 did not know that my friend 
from Maryland knew what the question 
lie was not speaking of it at all. 
find out what the question 
remark . 

Mr. HAMILTON, 


stand the 


was. 
I could not 
was from his 
of Maryland. I under- 
question ; but this discussion grew 


out of otter matters connected with the fact | 


that honorable Senators on this floor were not 
to be allowed the yeas and nays at this pe riod 
ofthe night. I knowwhat lam talking about; 
and, sir, | say that this bill ought to take the 
ordinary course of allother bills, and I say that 
we can get through with the public business 
withoutany ditheully by the 29:h of this month, 
and if | had been here | would have voted to 
adjourn upon that day if my vote had 
required, 

Mr. CONKLING. 
a question? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of 

Mr. CONKLING. 


COUrse ol 


been 
May I ask the Senator 


‘Maryland. Yes, sir. 
What is the ordinary 
such a bill as this? And betore 
the Senator me state to him 
what | understand to be the nature of this 
bill. Here is a bill coming from the House 

Representatives. The objection to amend- 
ing itis that it would go back to the House. 
lt relates to a subject which has been betore 
one or the other of the two Houses of Congress 
for at least two years, and the nature of it is 
done ought to be 
lt is very simple in its char- 
Senator from Ohio says. Now, 
the Senator from Maryland what 
such a bill which the Senate 
understanding has indicated by repeated votes 
that a large majority of the body favors, ex 
cept that after it is understood, on the day set 
for it by consent, w 


answers me, let 


ich that whatever is to be 


done presently. 
acter, as the 
I Inquire of 


in the case of 


e should go on and vote in 
place of discussing ad libitum—I do not mean 
factiously? ‘The Senator made a very eloquent 
speech, which I listened to with great pleas- 
ure; anda part of it—I refer to that part of 
it which was sportive in its character—with a 
great deal of amusement. 


whether the ordinary and regular mode under 
the circumstances, even at an earlier stage of | 
the session, would not be to do that which at 
this late stage of the session we owe it to our- 
selves and the rest of the business to do, 
namely, to make a final disposition of the bill. 
Mr. HAMILVON, of Maryland. We can 
make a final disposition of this bill ; but it has | 
been ordered there is to be no amend 
ment to it. Iam sure honorable Senators feel | 
that this bill ought to be amended in some ! 
respects. 
of Representatives 


that 


But we understand | 
this question, and now | appeal to my friend | 


here are two thirds of the House | Mr. 


there and the amendments promptly acted on ; 
but we are to take this bill asit is. We de- 
sire to have proper amendments put on the 
bill, or at all events offered for the considera- 
tion of the Senate. We know the disposition 
of the Senate; if you have a majority you can 
carry the proposition to-morrow and not keep 
us here at eleven o'clock at night upon a local 
bill, a private bill. Why stay here? Is it 
not unusual, I ask the honorable Senator? 

Mr. STEWART. I ask, have we not a right 
to vote as we please on the amendments ? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Certainly. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, the Senate 
has by a number of votes given unmistakable 

| evidence of its purpose in regard to this bill. 
Senators are just as conscientious about voting 
upon one side as they are upon the other; but 
the vote has stood ee two to one. Now, | 
, ask my honorable friend from Maryland if he 

expects by staving this bill off until to-morrow 
to make any change in the vote? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. No. 

Mr. MORTON. What does he hope to 


accomplish by it, or if he keeps us here until | 


|| two or three o'clock in the morning does he 
hope to accomplish anything by it? 

a melancholy satisfaction to the Senator. | 
| hope it will not be; but he cannot expect to 
| change the result by this course. 

Now, Mr. President, we have many ques- 
tions of great public importance yet to be 
| decided, one of vast importance tl. .c may come 
before the Senate to-morrow or next day, or 
the next day, and how long it 
do not know. There was a bill taken up yes- 
terday of great importance. We have much 
yet to do with the prospect that we 
| be here long. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Will the 
|| Senator from Indiana give way to me fora 
single moment? I want to say that I was not 
opposed to an accommodation a long time ago 
that the vote should be taken to-morrow without 
| further debate. I suggest now that it is time 
| we ought to adjourn in order that we may be 
| fit for “duty to-morrow, and agree that we will 





take the vote to morrow at twelve o'clock, 
|| without any further debate. I have something 


like three other 
| Important. 
| to-morrow without further debate. 
Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 
| these amendments may require 

explanation. 

Mr. CONKLING and Mr. MORTON. Let 
us go on to-night. 

Mr. STEWART. 
any agreement. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I hope the 
Senator from Maryland will agree to this. 
If he wants two or three minutes to explain 
anything that is complicated, | have no doubt 
the Senate will give it to him; but let us have 
a general understanding that there shall be no 
further debate after twelve o’clock to-morrow, 
but that any amendments may be offered. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I suggest 
that to-morrow, at twelve o'clock, we com- 
mence voting, five minutes to be allowed in 
explanation of any amendment. [‘‘ No! 
*“Nol’’] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is 
made, and the question recurs on the adop- 
tion of the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Vermont. 
| Mr. MORRILL, of 
| the yeas and nays. 
| The yeas and nays were ordered. 
| Mr. BUCKINGHAM, 

be reported. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The amendment 
will be read. 

Che Cuter Crerk. In line eighty-one, after 
the word ‘‘act,’’ it is proposed to insert 

‘‘ without any claim or payment of damages 
therefor.”’ 


SPRAGUE. 


amendments that I think ar- 


Some of 
some little 


Go on; there cannot be 


Vermont. I ask for 


I have tested the sense 


for it; it can be returned il of Senators about me to some extent, and, 


It may be | 


will take we | 


shall not | 


I shall be quite content to vote | 


Let the amendment | 
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Nee eee, 


with their concurrence, I think it worth while 
to submit the question ofadjournment. I there. 
fore move that the Senate do now adjourn. 


Mr. CAMERON. The Senator will allow 
me a moment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
not debatable. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I withdraw the motion 
for the accommodation of the Senator. 

Mr. CAMERON. As I[understand the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from West Virginia, it 
is that to-morrow at twelve o’clock we be gin 
to vote on this subject, and that the mover 
of an amendment be allowed five minutes to 
explain it. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
Senator does. 

Mr. STEVENSON, It is very evident that 
we are not going to geta vote until one or two 
o'clock, and it is certainly self-evident that if 
we stay here until one or two o'clock we shall 
be unfit for business to-morrow. I do not 
think, therefore, it will be any economy to 
continue to sit here. We have had notice 
that several amendments are to be moved; 
there are several yet to be offered; it is now 
half past eleven o’clock, and | see no prospect 
of getting through before one. 
move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Kentucky moves that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

he motion was not agreed to. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from 
Vermont, upon which the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. 

Mr. ALCORN. I agreed to pair with the 
Senator from Alabama, [Mr. GoLpruwairr, } 
who would vote ‘* yea”’ if here, and I should 
vote ‘* nay.’ 


Mr. CALDWELL. 


The motion js 


I object to it if no other 


I therefore 


I am paired with the 


| Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. AMes.] He 


would vote ‘** yea,’’ and I should vote ** nay.”’ 

Mr. FLANAGAN. I am paired with the 
Senator from Vermont, [Mr. Epmunps.] If 
here he would vote ‘*‘ yea,’’ and I should vote 
vay. 
sir. FRELINGHUYSEN. I am 
with the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. ‘THurman, | 
who would vote *t yea,’’ and | ** nay.”’ 

Mr. RAMSOM. I am paired with the Sen- 
Biair.] He would 
vote *‘yea,’’ and | should vote ** nay.”’ 

Mr. SPENCER. I am paired with the Sen- 
ator “a Massachusetts, [ Mui. Sumner. ] [fhe 
"and I ** nay. 

I was paired with the Sen- 


Mr. LEWIS. 


| ator from Missouri, [Mr. Scuurz,] who if here 


would vote ‘‘yea,’’ and [ ‘*nay.’’ If it be 
necessary, | will vote on the same side he 
would vote for, if present, in order to make a 
quorum. 
‘he question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 12, nays 26; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Boreman, Buckingham, Casserly, 


| Cooper, Davis of West Virginia, Hamilton of Mary- 


land, Hamilton of Texas, Lewis, Morrill of Vermont, 


Norwood, Sprague, and Stevenson—12. 


NAYS — Messrs. Cameron, Chandler, 
Conkling, Cragin, Ferry of Michigan, Harlan, Hill, 
Hitchcock, Howe, Kelly, Logan, Morton, Nye, Os- 
born, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Robertson, Sawyer, 
Scott, Sherman, Ste rt, Stockton, Tipton, and Wil- 
son—2Z. 

ABSENT—Messrs, Aleorn, Ames, Anthony, Bay- 
ard, Blair, Brownlow, Caldwell, Carpenter, Cole, 

Corbett, Davis of Kentucky, Edmunds, Fenton, 
re srry of Connecticut, Flanagan, Frelinghuysen, Gil- 
bert, Goldthwaite, Hamlin, Johnston, Kellogg, Mor- 
rill of Maine, Patterson, Ramsey, Ransom, Rice, 
Saulsbury, Schurz, Spencer, Sumner, Thurman, 
Trumbull, Vickers, West, Windom, and Wright—30. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. CAMERON. Now, Mr. President, | 
will renew the motion of the Senator from 
West Virginia, which was to the effect that 


Clayton, 


| we should take the vote to-morrow at .twelve 


o'clock. 

Mr. NYE. Why not take it to-night ? 

Mr. CAMERON. Just listen to me a mo- 
ment. Let the mover of any amendment be 
1 do that 


allowed five minutes to explain it. 
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because I think our quorum wil! dwindle down 
and melt away directly. If the gentlemen 
who are in opposition to this bill can waste the 
time of the Senate, those who are in favor of 
it can do so. I think by to-morrow they will 
come in here in good humor and waste no 
time. I never have seen in my experience 
here that we gained anything by trying to force 
the Senate to do anything. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania suggests five minutes to 
the person offering an amendment, but no 
reply. Is that the understanding ? 

Mr. CA M ERON. No reply. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
tion to that proposition ? 

Mr. HARLAN. I wish to remind the Sen- 
ate that to-morrow has been assigned for the 
consideration of bills reported from the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and | hope noarrange- 
ment will be made at this late hour in the 
evening which will interfere with that under- 
standing. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I agree to 
the proposition the Senator froin Pennsylvania 
has made. A few Senators can withdraw from 
this Chamber and you will not have a quorum, 
so that you gentlemen of the majority have not 
got it all your own way. 

Mr. MORTON. There are several objec- 
tions, I believe, made to this proposition. To- 
morrow has been set apart for the Committee 
n Indian Affairs. Am I correct? 

Mr. JARLAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. POMEROY. And the Committee on 
Publie Lands. 

Mr. MORTON. 
morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Andthe evening 
is assigned for the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. MORTON. Some of us think it is 
something of a hardship that the Senate should 
be kept here to-night to vote on amendments 
under circumstances that show that nothing 
can be accomplished by it. Senators have the 
right; we understand that; but that does not 
alter the case. 

Mr. CALDWELL. After having stayed here 
till midnight, a majority of the Senate being 
in favor of passing this bill, I think we had 
better pass it if it takes all night. 
staying. 

Mr. CAMERON. I am no captain, I am 
only a private. My associates think it is better 
to go on to-night, and I follow them. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I have no 
desire to embarrass the Senate. I propose 
that we commence voting to-morrow at a 
quarter past eleven o’clock, so as not to inter- 
fere with the Committee on Indian Affairs, as 
we can get through before twelve o’clock. 

Mr. CAMERON. Let us go on. 

Mr. HILL. I am obliged to state to the | 
Senate that it is impossible for me to remain 
here any longer. I am doing great injustice 
to my family by staying here till this late hour. 

I cannot stay longer. 

Mr. POMEROY. I think there can be an 
understanding to take the vote at a quarter 
past eleven without debate. There is no use || 
of talking about an understanding to morrow 
if there is to be debate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Kansas asks that the Senate vote at a 
quarter past eleven to-morrow without any 
debate except on new amendments. 

Mr. POMEROY. I said without any 
debate. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator | 
from West Virginia has insisted oa five-minutes 
speaking, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I bave 
offered no opposition either by speech or 
amendment to this bill; I have indicated my 
views by my votes. [ have an amendment 
which I think important to the persons and 
property to be affected. I shall feel it my 


Is there objec- 


And they will claim to- 


] propose 


duty to offer an amendment, and I would like to || 
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| age he sustains in that respect. 


have at least a few minutes to state what it is 
at the proper time. The amendment which | 
propose is to strike out of this bill the manner 
in which it is proposed to determine the com- 
pensation or damages which shall be given to 
property-holde rs. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
can move that amendment now, aS the re is no 
amendment p nding He is now on the floor. 
entitled to the floor, and can move the amend 
ment. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Well, sir, | move to 
strike out all after the word ‘** Columbia,’’ in 
the fifty-sixth line, to the word ‘‘and,”’ at the 
commencement of the proviso in line fifty 
nine; and I will state the reason I offer this 
amendment 

lhe provision of this bill is that persons 
owning property on Sixth street, to be occu 
pied by the line of this railroad, are to have 
damages paid for the depreciation of their 
property. Weall knowthatin many instances 
paying the damages to the amount of the de- 
preciation of the value of the property would 
not compensate the owners of property for 
the road running down that street. I have 
seen an instance of this kind in my own State, 
where a railroad was by the commissioners of 
a town in that State permitted to lay its track 
down acertain street. The damages which 
the property-owners on that street acquired 
were according to the rule here attempted to 
be described, and yet gentlemen engaged in 
business, having their business there, having 
built their property and business houses, and 
occupying them as business houses, their busi 
ness was entirely broken up, and they were not 
able to recover one cent of damage out of the 
railroad company except what was considered 
to be the depreciation in the value of their 
property. 
damaged seriously, perhaps more than the real 
value of their property, and yet they were 
deprived of any means of obtaining compen 
sation from the company. 


Many of those gentlemen were 


Now you have put 
into this bill the measure of the damages 
which those owning property on that street 


| shall obtain. It is this: 


[It being understood that the question of damages 
herein referred to shall be confined to the question 
of appreciation and depreciation ofthe value of the 
property situated along said street. 

Then you have laid down Sixth street your 
railroad; you break up the business of any 
man and every man on that street ; you may 
deprive him of the means of supporting his 
family by laying that track there, and he is to 
have no compensation whatever for the dam 
You limit his 


damages to the mere depreciation of his real 


estate from it. | say that is not a fair measure 
of damages. 
this bill—I have no doubt you are—you ought 
to give just compensation to every man to the 
full extent of the damage which he receives 
thereby. ‘That is a fair rule, and that ought to 
be adopted. 

Mr. LOGAN. Will the Senator allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Certainly. 

Mr. LOGAN. sy what rule would you 
measure damages other than the depreciation 
of property ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. There are various 
ways. Let the parties take out a commission 
to ascertain the damages. 

Mr. LOGAN. How could you ascertain? 
You do not know whether a man’s business is 
to be broken up or not. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Everybody knows that 
if you put a railroad track down a street 
business must leave that street. 

Mr. LOGAN. That is not the point. I 
only speak of it as a legal proposition. I do 
not understand that there can be any measure 


| say if you are going to pass 


of damages except the injury done. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. You limit it here to 
injury to the property. Why not let it include 
injury to the business of the party? That is 
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not a new question. That question of dam- 
ages freque utly comes up in the courts 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. The Senator 
from Delaware undoubtedly means this: for 
instance, this railroad would not damage the 
National Hotel, and yet if this railroad should 
have a depot there the National Hotel would 
not be worth half price 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Of course not: or if a 
man had a business house, and you laid down 
a track so that his customers could not in 
safety come to his) business house, would not 
the man be damaged over and above the mere 
depreciation in the value of his property ; 
would not his business be broken up? Are 
you going to lay this track down Sixth street, 
drive the business from that street, injure the 
men who are engaged in business on that 
street, and give them no compensation for the 
loss they have sustained over and above the 
mere depres iation of their property in its value ? 
Chat is not the measure of damages which it 
seems to me is proper in cases of this kind. 

Mr. LOGAN. On that principle you ought 
to pay to the owner of a grocery the value of 
the liquor he would have sold if he had noi 
been broken up. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Gentlemen may sport 
with the rights of parties. I think this bill is a 
sporting bill entirely—sporting with the rights 
ot the people of this country in reference to 
the public park in this city. It is a sporting 
bill trom beginning to end. I think it is time 
the country waked up to the fact that when- 
ever a corporation comes and demands a con 
cession from the national Legislature as well 
as from State Legislatures its voice is potent 
and potential. Why, sir, you have given 

| away of the public domain almost an empire; 
to the Union Pacific railroad eleven million 
acres of the p&iblic domain; to the Northern 
Pacific railroad you have given fifty million 
acres of the public domain. 

Now you come here, right in the eapital of 
the nation, and propose to give away property 
the value of which l do not undertake to know, 
but which | have seen estimated at from three 
hundred thousand to half a million dollars, to 
a rich corporation. And when IJ, in behalf of 
those men who have property on Sixth street 
which it is proposed to dedicate to this rail- 
road, ask that if they are damaged their dam 
ages shall be ascertained, and that they shall 
be paid by this company which takes posses 
sion of that streeton which their property is 
situated and on which their business may be 
conducted, the effort is resisted. I do not 
make any factious opposition to this bill be 
cause I know the decree has gone forth that 
thisrailroad company shall have whatever they 
want in this bill. But then I say we ought 
to limit their rights; we ought not to suffer 
them to take men’s property, or al least dam 
age men’s property, without giving fair com 

pensation for it. ‘That is a fair proposition. 

If I had property on Sixth street, and if I 
was engaged in business there, I should net be 
compensated by the mere making up to me of 
the depreciation of the property. The rail 

| road going upon that street might break up the 
business in which | was engaged, DY 


} revent 


ing my customers from coming to my store or 
business house. I certainly ought to have a 
claim somewhere. Now, while you are liberal 


with this company you ought at least to make 
the company be just to men who are injured by 
it. Therefore, | have moved this amendment. 

Mr. LOGAN. 1 will make a suggestion 
that I think will save a great deal of trouble. 
The Senator’s damages are indirect and conse- 
Would it not be well to refer the 
amendment to the Geneva conference? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. 
man who may have had more to do with the 
Geneva conterence than I have had might 
answer the question better. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, | now sug 
gest to the Senator from Vermont to renew h 


quential, 


Perhaps some gentle 
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ter past eleven o'clock without any further 
debate upon the amendments to the bill, so as 
to get through hy twelve o'clock fer other 
business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Massachusetts renews the suggestion of 
the from Vermont, that the Senate 
commence voting at a quarter past eleven 
o'clock to-morrow upon the pending amend- 
ments without faurtherdebate, and finally upon 
the bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Yes, sir; 
L object I this reason: the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia made a fair proposi- 
tion, which wast 


senator 


object for 


» allow each member present- 
ing an amendment, and nobody else, to make 
an explanation not exceeding five minutes. 
That was the proposition made to the Senate, 
and that proposition if accepted would be 
satisfactory. 

Mr. POMEROY. I think if it is confined 
simply to the one who moves an amendment 
it is fair enough. 

Mr. MORTON. Could there not be an 
arrangementto vote on amendments by parcels 
or batches ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Not by parlia- 
mentary law, but by unanimous consent it 
might be done 

Mr. POMEROY. I 
explanation is fair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator 


from Kansasrenews the proposition to vote ata 


think a five-minutegs’ 


quarter past eleven o’ clock to-morrow morning, 
allowing the Senator offering an amendment 
to speak five minutes. 


Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 


Itis therefore ordered 
that ata quarter past eleven o'clock to-morrow 
the Senate proceed to vote on the pending 
amendment, and all amendments that may 
be offered, each Senator offering any amend- 
ment to speak five minutes, but no other 
Senator to speak on the amendments or on 


the bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. CAMERON. Before the motion is put 
I want to know whether anything can interfere 
with the consideration and passage of this bill 
to-morrow ? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Nothing. By 
unanimous consent it will be called up at quar 
ter past cleven o'clock to-morrow in preference 
to all other business. The Senator from Kan- 
sas moves that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and at 
o’clock and fifty minutes p. m. 
adjourned. 


I move that the Senate 


eleven 
the Senate 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, May 16, 1872. 

The House met at eleven o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. Buruer, 
D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday was read in part, 
when 

Mr. DAWES asked unanimous consent that 
the further reading of the Journal be dispensed 
with. 

No objection was made ; 
accordingly. 

PENINSULA AT 


and it was ordered 


ERIE. 


Mr. SCOFTELD. Last night, in my absence, 


a bill from the Senate giving to the United | 


States the peninsula at Erie, Pennsylvania, 
was passed, with an amendment moved at the 
instance of the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 


Houtman] which will delay for a great while | 


the final passage of the bill. When I came in 


and explained the matter to the gentleman | 


from Indiana he said he would move a reconsid 
eration this morning. I notice, however, by the 
reading of the Journal, that the motion to re- 
consider was laid on the table. I ask unani- 
mous consent that that amendment may be 
stricken from the bill. 
the effect that ‘‘ said grant shall not impose 


The amendment is to | 


\] 


any obligation on the United States beyond its } the treaty signed at Washington, May 8, 1871, ang 
| 


acceptance.’’ 

Mr. RANDALL. This is not a land-grant 
bill, but directly the reverse, giving land to the 
United States. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I am not eaware of any 
objection made last evening to that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SCOFIELD. I stated before the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Hotman] came in 
that he informed me last night that he would 
move this morning to reconsider the vote pass- 
ing the bill, in order to reach the amendment. 
But the Journal states that the motion to re- 
consider was made and laid on the table. I 
wish to state in the presence of the gentleman 
from Indiana the reasons why | wish that 
amendment stricken from the bill. I learn 
from one of our Senators this morning that it 
is probable, if the bill is returned to the Sen- 
ate with the amendment, he will not be able 
for two or three weeks to get the bill up so as 
to act on the amendment. The late mayor of 
Erie is here and is anxious that the bill be 
passed now. 

So far as regards the question of the United 
States expending money upon this peninsula, 
they will expend money upon it; they always 
have done so. They have a light-house upon 
it, and a dwelling-house in which the light- 
house keeper lives. They have a pier upon 
it, and they have always taken care of it and 
always must. The popular opinion in Erie 
always was that this peninsula belonged to the 
United States; and it was only when it turned 
out to be in the hands of some private parties, 


_who got a billthrough the Pennsylvania Legis- 


lature, that the public became extremely anx- 
ious to have it put in the possession of the 
United States, where they always supposed 
it was. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I only wish to say that 
last night I said to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Scorie.p] that if upon an ex- 
amination of the subject this morning there 
should be found to be any impropriety in the 
amendment, I myse!f would move a reconsid- 
eration. I am not yet satisfied that there is 
no necessity for the amendment; but I will 
examine it during the day, and, if necessary, 
the matter can be called up by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Hotman] will consent to 
have his amendment withdrawn. I under- 
stand the subject perfectly well, and I assure 
him 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
ject. 


Mr. RANDALL. 





I will not discuss the sub- 


Very well; if the gentle- 


| man from Indiana will not consent to what is 


reasonable, after full explanation given to | 


him, let it go to the Senate and be disagreed 
to there, and sent to a committee of confer- 
ence. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The conduct of these gen- 
tlemen, with all due deference to them, seems 
to indicate exceeding anxiety to get rid of the 
amendment. I stated to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorrep] last night that 


|| if upon examination there was found to be no 


necessity for this amendment, | would myself 


| move a reconsideration of it. 


The SPEAKER. If there is no objection 
a motion to reconsider will be entered, to be 
called up hereafter if desirable. 

No objection was made. 


GENEVA ARBITRATION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the 
following message from the President of the 
United States; which was read, referred to the 


| Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered 


to be printed : 


To the Houseof Representatives ; 


I transmit herewith, for the information of the 
llouse of Representative:, the correspondence which 


has recently taken place respecting the differences 
of opinion which have arisen between this Govern- | 
| ment and that of Great Britain with regard to the 
powers of the tribunal of arbitration created under 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 











May 16, 





which has led to certain negotiations, still pending 
between the two Governments. E 
U.S. GRANT. 


Wasuinoton, May 15, 1872. 
R. TOPP AND W. L. VANCE. 
On motion of Mr. CQBURN, by unanimous 


consent, the Committee on Military Affairs 
was discharged from the further consideration 


| of the bill (H. R. No. 2879) for the relief of 


Robertson Topp and William L. Vance; and 
the same was referred to the Committee of 
Claims, 

BUTLER, MILLER AND COMPANY. 


On motion of Mr. COBURN, by unanimous 
consent, the Committee on Military Affairs 
was discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill (H. R. No. 2639) for the relief of 
Butler, Miller & Co,, and Hawkes, Miller & 
Co.; and the same was referred to the Com. 
miitee of Claims. 

RELIEF OF CONNECTICUT, ETC. 

Mr. STRONG, by unanimous consent, 
reported back from the Committee of Claims 
a bill (H. R. No. 2709) for the relief of the 


| State of Connecticut, and other States: which 


was ordered to be printed and recommitted. 
PROPOSED EVENING SESSION, 


Mr. POLAND. 


I ask unanimous consent 


| that Thursday evening of next week may be 


set aside for business of the Committee on the 
Revision of the Laws. 

Mr. PERCE. I will not object, if Friday 
evening of next week be assigned for business 
of the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The SPEAKER ‘The gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi objects. 


Mr. POLAND. I do not understand the 


| gentleman to object. 


Mr. PERCE. I said I would not object if 
a similar order could be made for Friday even- 
ing for the business of our committee. 

The SPEAKER. Thatis an objection, of 


| course. 


Mr. PERCE. 1 withdraw my objection. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I object. I do 
not think it safe, in view of the possible exigen- 
cies of our business, to appropriate in the way 


| proposed the evening named. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


Mr. BUCKLEY, from the Committee on 
Eurolled Bilis, reported that the committee 
had examined and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the following title; when the Speaker signed 
the same: 

An act (H. R. No. 2055) for the relief of 
H.C. Christopher, C. A. Uber, Edward Stiles, 
and W. H. Lamdin. 

FORT RIPLEY RESERVATION. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid 
before the House a communication from the 
Secretary of War, incompliance with a request 
of the Committee on Military Affairs, in rela- 
tion to the Fort Ripley military reservation ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was 
granted to Mr. Puart for three days ; to Mr. 
St. Jonny until next Wednesday; and to Mr. 
PRINDLE for ten days. 


TARIFF AND TAX BILL. 


Mr. DAWES. I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union to resume the con- 
sideration of the tariff and tax bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole, (Mr. ScoFiEecD in 
the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 2322) to reduce duties on 
imports, and to reduce internal taxes, and for 
other purposes. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


| Saltpeter refined or partially refined, three cents 
P 


er pound. 
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Mr. STARKWEATHER.,. I movetoamend 
by striking out the lines just read. Saltpeter, 
as every one knows, is obtained entirely from 
abroad ; hence I do not see that this matter 
involves any question of protecting American 
industry. The duties received last year upon 
this article were, I believe, $175,000. One 
important use of the article is in the manufac 
ture of gunpowder. The only powder that is 
adapted to general purposes is ‘manufactured 
by the use ‘of saltpeter. In some cases the 
use of this article may be dispensed with; but 
the powder made in that way is not at all 
adapted for sporting purposes, for gunnery, 
or for use in war. Gentlemen of the commit- 
tee are aware that during the war, on account 
of our saltpeter coming from abroad, the na- 
tion was liable to be put ip very great dis- 
tress: so that it is the interest of the Govern- 
ment to have an accumulation of this article 
in the establishments making gunpowder, that 
hereafter, whenever we are liable to have dif- 
ficulty, there may be a quantity on hand. 

Besides, sir, this article is used in connec- 
tion with the preservation of meats. There is 
the same reason for placing this article on the 
free list as for putting salt there. Yet here is 
a proposition to maintain upon saltpeter a 
duty of three cents per pound, which is from 
one third to one half the entire cost of the 
article abroad. 

I can therefore see no good reason why this 
should not be placed upon the free list. The 
protection of the Government in time of peace 
or in time of war, for all useful purposes, for 


curing beef, every reason in regard to its use || tleman from Connecticut [ Mr. STARKWEATHER ] 


is in favor of putting it upon the free list. I 
have made the motion, therefore, to strike it 
out, that it may be placed upon the free list. 

{ Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. KELLOGG. Mr. Chairman, I am a 
little surprised this motion should come from 
my colleague, the motion to strike out an 
article which the committee as far as 1 know 
have been unanimous in keeping at its present 
duty, and which, as I contend, is necessary 
unless he wish to be in the power of England 
or some other foreign country for supply of 
saltpeter during war. As it is well known, 
there was no manufacture of saltpeter in this 
country until 1862. At the time of the Trent 
affair in 1862, apprehending there would be 
trouble between this country and England, 
the Government of Great Britain prohibited 
any exportation of saltpeter, and prevented 
any being shipped of that which had already 
been ordered for us. The large orders ready 
for this country were stopped. We were 
really in danger for some months during the 
year 1862 of being cut off entirely from “galt- 
peter for our powder. The Government pub- 
lished proposals inviting our people to enter 
into the manufacture of ‘saltpeter here at home. 
Manufactures of it were started. During the 
war the moderate duties were imposed on it 
which have continued until now. 

The motion to strike out is in the interest of 
two or three large powder concerns who im- 
port saltpeter, and against the interest of the 
smaller powder manufacturers of the country, 
and against the interest of other consumers. 
here is one powder company in Connecticut, 
and it has risen up without any tariff legisla- 
tion against it, but under the protection of 
eight cents a pound the last forty years. I 
refer to the Hazard Powder Company, and 
they with one or two other large powder com- 
panies can control the market if the duty on 
saltpeter is removed. They could buy all 
the saltpeter and dictate the terms to every- 
body else, precisely as is the case in New 
York now with the copper ring. That game 
was played more than once before the late 
war. 

Manufactures of saltpeter have sprung up 


here since 1862, and since then saltpeter has | 


been cheaper than when none was produced | 
here. It is a necessity of the country at all 
umes, and an article of prime necessity in war. 


| any scarcity in time of war. 


| sion. 


It is an article we are obliged to have, and it is 
an arucle we can produce, and are producing 
in many of the States. We know the Com 

mittee of Ways and Means are not for increas- 


ing taxation, and they have unanimously 
agreed to this duty. They have so far as 1 


know unanimously agreed to retain this duty. 
It is for our interest as a nation to do it, and I 
earnestly hope the committee will refuse to 
strike out this paragraph. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I think this 
motion should prevail. lam in favor of putting 
the article of saltpeter upon the free list. | 
know no reason in the world why it should be 
retained at the present high rate of duty. 

It appears the gentleman from Connecticut 
who last spoke fears a scarcity of the article 
in this country. Itseems to me that is utterly 
visionary, without foundation in the past ex- 
perience of the country. He is mistaken io 
some of his facts. I think this country is now 
diversified enough in interests in this direction 
as well as every other, and able to compete 
on equal terms with the whole world. Great 
Britain has no duty on this article at all. Very 
few of the nations of Europe have any duty 
this article. They have 


Ou 
no apprehension of 
It is kept on in 
the interest of a few manufacturers of powder 
in this country, to maintain what in my judg- 
ment is a monopoly almost as great as any 
mentioned in the course of this tariff discus 


I believe it ought to be put on the free 
list. I therefore hope the motion of the gen- 


| will prevail. 


itate her work. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
with the gentleman from [ndiana [ Mr. 
in regard to this matter, but for 
sons. 


I agree 
KERR | 
different rea- 
Nature has made a monopoly for the 
manufacture of saltpeter. We can only im 
When nitrate of soda is made 
into gunpowder it attracts moisture and will 
not preserve itself, but cakes and deteriorates. 

Saltpeter is a natural product only, and is 
to be prepared by following the course of na- 
ture, and among the first laws passed by the 
Massachusetts colony in 1642 is the following 
provision, which was not for saltpeter manu- 
facture but for saltpeter production: 


‘And being willing to lay hold on & use all such 


| means as God shall direct us unto, as may tend to 


the raising & p’duseing such materialls amongst 
ourselves as may p’fect the making of gunpowder, 
the instrum’tall meanes that all nations lay hould 
on for theire p’servations, (havinge too much neg- 
lected to take due course, wech wee might have done,) 


do order and decree, that every plantation wthin 
this colonye shall erect an house in length about 
| twenty or thirty foote, and twenty foote wide, wthin 


one halfe yeare next cominge, into weh house wee 
desire & en ioyne the officrs of eac h military ecom- 
pany in each towne to see & cause a sullicient quan- 


} tity of earth by th eir ec ympanies or otherwis e yearely 


| to bee 
| the earth from its foundation by them to ) bee stirred 


| of this comon wealth brought to be 


| 
| 
| 





if 


| the bottome to the top, 


curried, & twice in every yeare, or oftner, 
& removed trom one end thereof to the other, 
mixeing such urine of men 
henns, hoggs, & horses dunge, 
the carefull & conscionable members 
dispenst and 
scattered amongst the said earth, the company not 
leaveing of bringing more earth into the said houses 
till it shall come wthin two foote of the wall plate 
of the same; and that the said houses bee well cov- 
ered, their sides & ot so ordered that no wett 
may come into them, to the p’iudice there of; & for 
the further p’moveing of what is above ordered & 
decreed, wee declare “that all such inhabitants of 
evry town as shali cause the urine of their families 
in some such place to be put & kept, as that it may 
bee in due time brought & dispensed in the said 
houses, or ot{her}] outhouses of their owne, weh are 
alike ordered & covered, do best discharge their du- 


from 


and beast, wth goutes 
as shalbee by 


tics, & manifest themselues sencible of the genrall 
danger of this comon weale.’”’ 
That was the earliest production of saltpe- 


ter in this country, 
in which it can be produced here. 

All our saltpeter comes from the eastern 
continent, and vessels bring it as ballast with 
cargoes of tea, jute butts, and other East 
Indian products. It would therefore come 
very cheap, were it not that our tariff causes 
it to be sent to England instead. It is for the 
interest of the Government, in my judgment, 


and that is the only way 
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as it is for the interest of the people, to put 
saltpeter on the free list. The Government 
have already many thousands of tons in store 
I will not say how many hundred thousand 
tons there are in the town of Malden, Massa 
chusetts, which accumulated during me war. 
The Government has as much stored as will 
last through a very long war, as less sa slipe ter 
or powder is used in time of war than in time 
of peace. I hope saltpeter will be put on the 
free list. 

Mr. COX. Saltpeter is worth seven cents 
a pound. The tax proposed on it here is 
three cents a pound, n duty of nes arly fifty per 


cent. ad valorem. I am in favor of putting i! 
on the free list. 

Mr. CROCKER. I rise to a question of 
order. There is so much disorder in the Hal! 


that we cannot hear a single word. 


Mr. COX. I do not know that it would 
influence anybody if gentlemen did hear. But 
| believe there is a general consent on all 


the House 


ists as well as 


sides of e, on the part of protection 
others, that there should be 
some modification of this bill in regard to sali 
peter. In 1860 saltpeter was entirely free. 
My friend from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] informs 
me that ou refined, or partially refined, there 
was a duty of ten per cent. 

Now, saltpeter comes only from 
does not belong to this country, it 
here, although it 


India; it 
is not made 
manufactured 
, hitrate of soda and muriate 
of potash; but the saltpeter so manufactured 
isa poor artic le people do not want, and it isnot 
1 am in favor of putting it on the free list, 
for the simple reason that while it is used in 
making powder it has also ones uses, and 
those uses are entirely in the interests of the 
body of the-; That is the reason why I 
wish to have it put on the free lat. If the 
motion made by the gentleman from Connec 
ticut [Mr. StaRKWEATHBR] does not prevail, 
[ shali move to put it there. If the question 
is rightly understood, I think the committee 
will take that course. 


is sometimes 


people. 


Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to 
express my sense of gratitude to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Cox] and the 


gentleman from Indiana | Mr. Kerk] for ad 
mitting my general view and agreeing with me 


that those articles which we cannot produce in 


this country, but which are essential to us and 
have to be imported from a great distance, 
should come in at nominal duties or free. 

Mr. STEVENSON. You do not apply that 
to quinine? 

Mr. KELLEY. One third of the produe- 
tion of the world’s production of ‘Soule’ is 
manufactured in this country. 

Mr. STEVENSON. We only extract the 
bark. 

Mr. KELLEY. Ido not yield to the gen 
tleman. We are debating another question. 
Sut I will say that we produce thirty-three per 


| cent. of the quinine of the world, 


il 


Mr. STEVENSON, 
tured in Philadelphia. 

Mr. KELLEY. But we cannot produce 
saltpeter, and we cannot make rifle powder 
without it. 


And that is manufae 


Mr. KELLOGG. We do produce salt 
peter. 

Mr. KELLEY. We do not. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. We pro 


duce nitrate of potash. 

Mr. KELLEY. No, sir; we import nitrat 
of soda and muriate of potassa. I had the 
honor of inducing the last Committee of Ways 
and Means to reeommend—— 


Mr. DAWES. I rise to a question of order. 
It is useless to proceed with the amount of 
disorder which prevails in the Hall. Nol ce 
knows what going on, and unless order cau 
be res onedl, 1 move that the committee ris 


The CHAIRMAN. Business will be su 
pended until there is better order. The 
mittee will come to order. 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman from Cor 


com- 
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A. _ 
necticut confounds saltpeter with powder. 
We are producing powder, but we cannot pro- 


| had the honor to induce 
of Ways and Means of the last 
Congress to put nitrate of soda, the produc 
tion of one of the South American States, on 
the free list, together with muriate of potassa, 
a production of Germany. By combining these 
an inferior powder uray be produced which is 


duce saltpe ter. 


the Committee 


1) 


| 


/as we did in the time of the 
| They had us at their mercy. 


| be exported to this country. 
| again in case of war. 


Trent affair. 
By an order in 
council they ordered that no saltpeter should 
They can do it 
We cannot go to war 


| without their leave, and we may be at this mo- 


useful in mines and quarries, but not in rifles or || 


other fire-arms for any considerable consecu 
tive firing, because it soon fouls the barrel. 

Now, what I desire isto see this other article 
of foreign production, saltpeter, which is tound 
for the present only in India—though it is said 
that an enormous bed has been discovered on 
slope of the Cordilleras; this, how- 
ever, wants confirmation—I want to see this 
put on the free list if it can be, and if not, ata 
reduced rate of duty, in order that we may have 
competition between the two kinds of powder 
and competition in importing from = India, 


the western 


South America, and Germany, elements all of 


which will stimulate our home manufacture, 
give employment to our people in the produc- 
tion of powder, and give cheap powder to min- 
ers, quarrymen, and all others. It is directly in 
harmony with the argument I had the honor 
to present in the course of the general debate, 
and [am glad to see that my honorable col- 
league on the committee from Indiana [ Mr. 
Kerek}] and the gentleman trom New York 
| Mr. Cox] have discovered the absurdity of 
that theory which would impose duties on 
those elements of manufactures which cannot 
be produced in this country and the importa- 
tion of which in bulk, crude, would stimulate 
our commerce. Rejoicing in their conversion, 
1 am with them in this proposition because it 
is in harmony with all my convictions. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope hereafter there will 
be no complaint on the part of any members 
of the Committee of Ways and Means of their 
chairman for not sustaining their bill, for upon 
a hearing of the Hazard Powder Company, the 
greatest monopoly of the kind in this country, 
on the one hand,and the manufacturers of 
saltpeter on the other side, to the satisfaction 
of all the members of the committee, the com- 
mittee unanimously placed this matter in this 
bill without objection from any quarter what- 
ever. But the gentleman from 
who has just addressed the committee, not 
entirely satisfied with the views of the commit- 


’ennsylvania | 


tee as expressed in their report, as members 


often have to accept-a report in the whole of 
which they do not concur, introduced into the 
House a bid of his own that more clearly ex- 


pressed his views, without any qualification, | 


and in that bill he puts 
in the present bill! 

Mr. KELLEY. One word. I do it in 
deference to what would otherwise be the 
unanimous opinion of the committee. 

Mr. DAWES. 
the reason was which induced the committee 
to agree to put this in the bill. What was the 
reason? Thereason was that an effort was being 
made—a spasmodic one, ! know—to try to make 
ourselves independent of Great Britain. The 
saltpeter that supplies the Hazard company 
and the Dupont company, who control the mar- 
ket of this nation, and who in time of war rolled 


this matter exactly as 


Now, let me tell you what | 


up wealth by millions, and had the fate of the | 


nation in their hands, because we could get 
powder from no other source—they came and 


asked us to admit saltpeter from Great Britain, | 


and nowhere else, free of duty, in order to put 
out of existence the effort that is being made 
to make 
this country independent of these men. 

[ wish my distinguished colleague from the 
Waltham district [ Mr. Banks] were here now. 
I like to hear him talk about *‘ rings.’’ Here 
is a ring of the richest men I know of in this 
country that came before the Committee of 
Ways and Means, struggling with an infant 
effort to produce saltpeter in this country by 
asking that we now surrender to Great Britain 


saltpeter in this country, and make | 


ment on the eve of one with the only country 
in the world, outside of this. that 
saltpeter. 

But here is an effort in this 
ufacture saltpeter 
friend from Indiana, [Mr. Kerr,] who says 
he wants everything imported free, gets up 


country to man- 


| here and coUperates with my friend from Con- 


| courage the home manufacture of it. 


necticut, [Mr. SrronG,] who represents these 
powder 
free,’ 

Mr.SARGENT. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. 

Mr. SARGENT. Does this proposition put 
a duty upon nitrate of soda, or what is com- 
monly called Chile saltpeter ? 

Mr. DAWES. It does not change the law 
at all. 

Mr. STRONG. I will first answer the point 
made by the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, [Mr. Dawes,] that in time 
of war we cannot get saltpeter unless we en 
I say to 
him in reply that the article called ‘* converted 
saltpeter’’ is made from ingredients which 
come from abroad, and we cannot obtain them 
except where we can also obtain the natural 
saltpeter itself. 

The ingredients from which artificial salt- 
peter is made are muriate of potash, which 


| comes from Germany through the English chan- 





| lander. 


nel, and nitrate of soda, which is imported from 
Valparaiso. Natural salpeter is found in con- 
siderable quantities nowhere but in the East 
Indies, and forit Caleutta is the market of the 
world, We can only bring muriate of potash 
here through the English channel, and if we 
cannot get saltpeter from Calcutta in time of 
war how can we import muriate of potash? 
lhe argument of the gentleman, therefore, that 
in time of war we are cut off from saltpeter 


and must depend upon our own product, falls | 


to the ground. We can get one article if we 
can get the other. We get both by the consent 
of England. 

The principle of protection cannot be fairly 
applied in this case. If it could I would not 


companies, and says, ‘‘ Make it all | 


produces | 


and yet my distinguished | 
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It is quite evident that high duties can never 
Tae this industry. Wedo not want the 
proposed duty tor protection, nor do we want 
it for revenue. The present duty produces 
annually only $175,000, and the Government 
has to pay outa considerable part of this sum 
to powder manufacturers in the enhanced price 
of gunpowder occasioned by this tax, 

Now, sir, I say give us free saltpeter. It is 


| not in the interest of protection, nor is it in 


the interest of revenue that a duty is imposed 


| upon this article. 





{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KELLOGG. I move to strike out the 
last word, and I will detain the committee but 
a moment. I find that my colleagues [ Mr, 
Srrone and Mr. STARKWEATHER ] are for free 
trade when they have a corporation of $5,000,- 
000 of capital or more in their districts that 


| desires a duty taken off for its especial benefit. 


The Hazard Powder Company, which, with 
two or three other firms, could form a ring 


| lime and time again before the war to buy up 


every bag of saltpeter in the market or on 
the way from Calcutta, and put up the price 
of saltpeter, is the party that seeks to destroy 
a young manufacturing industry. That is the 
history of the matter, and they know it. 

Now, my friend from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. 
Ketiey]—and I wonder he should make this 


| mistake after the study he has given to the 


|| subject of the tariff—says that saltpeter is not 


a product of this country, and is not manufac 
tured here at all. Sir, it is just as much a 
manufacture here now as pig iron is; it is not 
manufactured in this country quite as much, 
but. pig iron hides it from his view. [Laugh- 
ter.] Now, the gentleman from Massachusetts 
{Mr. BurLer] has told us how they began the 
manufacture of saltpeter in his district. I wish 
! knew in which district he lives just now; for 
I have heard a story about the making of 


| powder in one of those Massachusetts districts 
| in which he lives at the commencement of the 


_revolutionary war. 


say a word against the proposed duty; for I |) 


believe in reasonable protection for the en- 
couragement of American industry. Why, 
sir, there 
making the material called converted saltpeter 
and what is converted saltpeter? 
saltpeter atall. It is no more like the genu- 
ine saltpeter of nature than 
Fejee is like the genuine Christian New Eng- 
{Laughter.] It is an inferior and 
bastard article, and powder manufactured 
from it cannot be used in gunnery at all. It 
can only be used in blasting, mining, &c. 
Nor can artificial saltpeter be used in curing 
meats, or for medicinal purposes. These com- 
prise the legitimate uses of saltpeter, and the 
only artic le which can properly be called salt- 
peter is that which comes in its natural state 
from Calcutta. 

Now, I say to the chairman of the Commit- 


tee of Ways and Means [Mr. Dawes] that 


the doctrine of protection cannot be applied 
to saltpeter at all. Why? Because we cannot 
produce the thing itself, nor any substitute 
which can take the place of it. You might 
just as well say that we should put a high duty 
on coffee for the protection of pea culture, 
because ground roasted peas are sometimes 
used as a substitute for coffee. That would 
be running protection into the ground. If I 
am correctly informed there are but two little 
establishments in this country where artificial 
saltpeter is made, and they do not produce 


enough to keep a single powder manufacturing || 
concern running for two months in the year. | 


are but two little establishments | 


Nobody in this country 
knew how to make gunpowder, for Great 
Britain had not allowed us to learn. One man 
in Massachusetts, afier experimenting, suc- 
ceeded in making a couple of barrels of what 
he called gunpowder, which caught tire one 
day; but he ran twenty rods and got a bucket 
or two of water and succeeded in saving one 
half of it. That is the kind of gunpowder they 
made in those days. [Laughter. ] 

I am willing to give protection to the manu- 


facture of powder in my colleague’s district. 


It is not | 


the converted || 





Their interest is in that direction, and they 
know it 

Mr. STRONG. 
for that interest. 

Mr. KELLOGG. You have had a protec- 
tion always of eight cents a pound more than 
fifty years ago, and now you have about sixty 
per cent., and yet you strike at this small duty 


We do not want protection 


| and strike down the domestic manufactures of 


saltpeter, which this Government from neces- 
sity called into being during the war! You 
put it in the power of three or four large cor- 
porations to control the market and put up 
the price as they please in the same manner 
they have done heretofore ; you put it into the 
power of England, which controls the Cal- 
cutta market, to cut off our supply of saltpeter 
in time of war, and God only knows how soon 
it may come. I trust this committee will do 


| no such shortsighted and unjust thing. 


1 ask the Clerk to read a document prepared 
by a gentleman of high intelligence in my dis- 


trict, who does nae saltpeter, and 


who knows all about it. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


To the honorable Committee of Ways and Means of the 
House of Representatives: 

The New Haven Chemical Company, of New Ha- 
ven, Connecticut, manufacturers of saltpeter, hav- 
ing learned that petitions have been presented to 
your honorable committee, asking the repeal of the 
present duties on saltpeter, and believing that such 
duties are beneficial instead of injurious to the 
country generally, and to the purchasers of salt- 
peter themselves, and feeling that they are vitally 





~ =~ 


a nl me ork ee tt SS 





Pie 


1872. 





necessary to the continuance of the manufacture in 


this country, respectfully submit to you the follow- || 


ing facts and reasons why such duties shall remain 
unaltered. 

We believe that the present duty is beneficial to 
the country for the following reasons: 

First. The production of saltpeter hereis essential 
to our independence of other countries in the ca-e 
of war, snd without this duty such production must 
cease, The manufacture of saltpeter in this country 
was commenced in 1862, immediately after the difli- 
eulties which arose from the affair of the Trent. 
Great Britain, at that time, furnished saltpeter to 
the world. Immediately on the occurrence of that 
dificulty the British Government prohibited the 
exportation of saltpeter from all their ports, de- 
tained large quantities which had been bought by our 
Government, and were ready for delivery, or were 
actually on board vessels; and, had not that difficulty 
been adjusted, we should have been deprived, toa 
great extent, of the princip iL material from which 
gunpewder ismade. The United States Government 
advertised then for saltpeter for the use of the Navy, 
and manufactories for making it were established. 
[These manufactories furnished to the Government 
large quantities during the war, and havesince been 


engaged in supplying, to a large extent, the wants | 


of the country during peace. If the duties on salt- 
peter are repealed the business must be abandoned, 


as we canuot compete with the cheap labor of the | 


East Indies without it, and the country will then 
become wholly dependent again on Great Britain 
for this article. 

Second. The continuance of the duty is important 
for the commerce of the country. At present the 
materials for the manufacture of saltpeter are ob- 
tained most cheaply from abroad; these are, nitrate 
ot soda, imported from Peru, and muriate of pot- 
ash, imported from Germany. One ton of each of 
these materials is required to make one ton of 
sultpeter. These materials are imported at full 
rates of freight from the countries where they are 
produced; while saltpeter, trom the Eust Indies, is 


brought principally as ballast, at one third or one | 
quarter of the cost of the freight on nitrate of soda | 


ouly. Ifthe duty is repealed, tor every ton of salt- 
peter imported, two tons of other freight from dis- 
tant countries will be lost, at a cost of five or six 
times the amount of freight gained. 

Third. This manufacture is important in case of 
war, for the development of our national resources, 
especially those of the West. If war should destroy 
our foreign commerce, saltpeter can be manutac- 


tured trom the nitrate of lime which is largely found | 


in caves or other places in the valley of the Missis- 
sippi, and from the common potash of commefce, 
which is made from asbes in the forests. Inthe war 
of 1812 this was almost the only resource of the 
country for the supply of saltpeter, and it is under- 
stood that the South obtained in this way much of 
their s:ltpeter during the late war. The nitrate of 
soda from Perucan be brought by the Pacific rail- 
rouds to the East, if commerce is obstructed by war. 


fourth. Thecontinuance of this manufacture, like | 


every other manufacture, is desirable, from its 
employment of capital and labor at home, from 
its consumption cf domestic products, particularly 
of coal, and from the business which it furnishes to 
schooners and railroads, 

Fuyth. The duty is desirable as a source of reve- 
nue, because it affects very slightly the business of 
the country. Betore the late war all powder was 
made from saltpeter; now five sixths of all the pow- 
der used for blasting is made from nitrate of soda. 
Powder made from saltpeter is used principally for 
cannon, for fire-arms, fire-works, and for blasting, 
where exposure tothe air prevents the use of powder 
made from nitrate of soda; which, though stronger, 
attracts moisture if exposed to the atmosphere. 
For internal improvements, for mines, or removal 
of rocks, powder made from nitrate of soda, which 
is free from duty, or nitro-glycerine, or dualine is 
used, while saltpeter is not largely employed, either 
forthe natural products or the manufactures of the 
country, and the revenue derived from it does not 
seriously affect their cost. 

Wealso believe that the duty now levied on salt- 
peter is beneficial to the consumers of the article: 

ecause few of the powder-makers of the coun- 
try import saltpeter themselves, the great majority 
purchasing their supplies in the markethere. Most 
of the powder-makers scattered over New England, 
in Pennsylvania, Ohio, or the West, and located 
near the mines, or on the great railroads which con- 
sume or transport their products, buy saltpeter in 
sinall quantities, and do not have convenient means 
for refining the crude saltpeter of the East Indies, 
They are dependent, more or less, on the domestic 





| the suiphur and saltpeter used is now allowed on all 
| saltpeter exported, which is almost equivalent to the 
duty paid. 





competition it must rise by the additional freight 
and amount of profit which those who control it 
willadd. This has been the case with other similar 
articles. Nitrate of soda rose promptly after the 
repeal of the duty, and has advanced thirty-three 
and a third per cent.on its former in bond. 
Muriate of potash, similarly made free, has risen 
twenty percent. When the duty on saltpeter was 
fixed by Congress in 1864 at its present rate, Great 
Britain took off her export duty of one and a quar- 
ter cents gold in India to retain her monopoly. If 
our duty is repealed, an export duty there may be 
imposed again. Prussia imposed heavier duties en 
the manufacture of muriate of potash when the 
duty on this article here was repealed. If, as we 
believe, saltpeter will certainly rise upon the repeal 
of the duty,and very considerably, the only benefit 
will be derived by the few large corporations who 
import it, while the great majority of the powder 
makers will receive little advantage; and, aware of 
this probability, very many of the powder-makers 
are opposed to the repeal of the duty. | 

3. ‘The removal of the duty on saltpeter will not 
affect at all the price of blasting powder, which is at 
least four fifths of the powder made. The price of 
saltpeter in bond is now one anda half cents gold, 
higher than the present high price of nitrate of 
soda, and it will not certainly be less if admitted 
free. The powder made from nitrate of soda is 
stronger for immediate use than that made from 
saltpeter. Nor will such repeal increase the for 
eign export of powder, because a drawback both on 


cost 


We further represent to your honorable commit- 
tee that the repeal or reduction of the duty upon 
saltpeter would be destructive to our business. We | 
haveinvested alarge amount in buildings and appa- 
ratus, which are not adapted to any other manufac 
ture, and the vulue of which, therefore, depends on 
the continuance of that business. At the present 
cost of materials, labor, fuel, and transportation, 
the profit is small, but with the present duty we are 
enabled to manufacture it, and if it is continued, 
shall be able to increase our production. We ean- 
not do either if the duty is repealed or lessened. 
We cannot believe that Congress will consider it 
wise or important to destroy this industry by repeal 
ing the duty when such nfanufacture is important 


| for the national power, desirable for the commerce 


and for the development of the resources of the 
country, advantageous to its revenue, to its indus- 
trial interests generally, and especially to the con- 
sumers of its product; and when it forms thedepend 
ence and support of many of its citizens. 

Very respectfully submitted by the New Haven 
Chemical Company. 


JOHN W. DWIGHT, Treasurer. 
March, 1872. 
Mr. KELLOGG. 


amendment. 
Mr. CONGER. 


I withdraw my pro forma 


I presume it is in order to 


| move an amendment to the text of the bill 


| serting before ‘‘ saltpeter ”’ 


before the question is taken on the motion to 
strike out. I therefore move to amend by in 
the word ‘ artifi- 
cial.”’ 

Sir, there seems to be no difference of opin- 


| ion among the members of this House in regard 
| to what is desirable with respect to saltpeter. 


| peter being imported free of duty. 





production, and if this is destroyed will be com- | 


pelled to purchase at prices fixed by the few import- 
ers of the article, in Boston and New York. Three 
or four powder corporations, only, are accustomed 
to import saitpeter, being possessed of ample capi- 
tal and extensive works, and these, with the im- 
porters, will, if the duty on saltpeter is repealed, 
control the price of the article, and consequently 
monopolize very much the manufacture of powder. 

2. The repeal of this duty will undoubtedly be 
followed by a rise in the price of foreign saltpeter 
here, so as to cancel, to a great extent, the reduc- 
tion in prices which would otherwise follow, though 
this advance, not being based on actual cost, will 
be too insecure to allow the manufacture of domestic 
saltpeter to continue. The price of foreign saltpeter 
is affected greatly by the price of saltpeter made 
here, which is sold less than with the present duty 
the foreign article, if refined, can be, and also by 
the extensive use of nitrate of soda for blasting 
powder. If foreign saltpeter is freed from home 





| own country from chemical ingredients. 


‘* Villainous saltpeter’’ itself is coming to be 
regarded as a desirable thing; and all agree 
in regard to what they want with respect to it, 
except that one defines saltpeter to be one 


| thing, and another defines it to be a differ- 


ent thing. My friend from Indiana, [ Mr. 
Kerr, ] who desires all things to come in free, 
and to raise duties, God knows how, wants 
saltpeter to come in free. But there is an 
objection to manufactured or artificial salt- 
Hence | 
have moved to amend the text of the bill by 
inserting ‘‘artificial’’ before ‘*‘ saltpeter.’’ 


| This will make a sufficient distinction between 


natural saltpeter, which is imported from 
India, and that which is manufactured in our 
This 
amendment will give protection to our domes- 


| tic manufacture, while at ithe same time the 


| sidered. 


natural saltpeter will be admitted free of duty. 
I hope this amendment may be favorably con 
1 think that, if adopted, it will re- 
move all objections to this branch of the bill. 
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| tion, including the 


| know it. 


The question being taken on the amendment || 


of Mr. ConGer, there were—ayes eiguteen, noes 
not counted. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The question recurring on the motion of 
Mr. STaRKWEATHER, to strike out the para- 
graph, there were—ayes 73, noes 65. 

Mr. CONGER called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Srark- 
WEATHER and Mr. KeLLoce were appointed. 
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The committee divided ; 
reported—ayes 78, noes 53. 

So the amendment of Mr. SvrarKWHATHER 
was ugret d to. 


and the tellers 


The Clerk read as follows: 


On sal-soda and soda-ash, one quarter cent per 
pound. 


Mr. SYPHER. I move to amend by strik 
ing out the clause just read and inserting 
** Sal-soda and soda-ash shall be exempt trom 
duty.”’ 

Mr. DAWES. 
that amendment. 

Ihe CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. ‘The gentleman from Louis 
liana [Mr. SYPHER] can move that amendment 
when we come to the free list. 

Mr. SYPHER. Mr. Chairman, | withdraw 
my motion, and will now move to strike out 
the paragraph. 

he Clerk read the amendment as follows: 

Strike out these words; 


On sal-soda and soda-ash, one fourth of a cent per 
pound. 


Mr. SYPHER. I make fhis motion, Mr. 
Chairman, forthe reason that sal-soda is one 
of the principal elements which enter into the 
composition of soap. [tis an article which is 
used *by every man, woman, and child in the 
country. 

Mr. STEVENSON. 
[ Laughter 

Mr. SYPHER. I take it for granted it is, 
and if any geutleman here does not use it now 
they ought hereafier to uSe it, or change their 
company. [Laughter.] We cannot nowcom 
pete with Kngland in the manufacture of 
That country now undersells our man 
in Cuba, Mexico, and Central 
America—countries which geographically may 


I raise a point of order on 


Or ought to be. 


soaps. 


ufaeturers 


| be considered part of this country. 


We export rosin and grease, the elements 
from which soap is made, to England; she 
manufactures it into soap, and sells it to our 
neighboring countries, a market which legiti 
mately belongs to our own citizens. The 
West produces large quantities of grease, and 
the South of rosin and cotton-seed oil, enough, 
if manufactured into soap, to wash all crea 
great unwashed.’’ While 
1 am on this question, I desire, Mr. Chairman, 
to notice some remarks made yesterday by 
the gentleman from Illinois, | Mr. Farns- 
wortH.] Referring to the articles of coal, salt, 
and lumber, he goes on to say: 


a 


‘You go to men of the South, the interest of 
whose constituents is clearly and directly in favor 
of reducing the tarH¥f on some of these articles, and 
you will fix them up and*induce them to vote even 
to the prejudice of their constituents, and get them 
into the same ring.’’ 


If there is any fixing up of members on this 
floor from the South on this question, I do not 
If | have observed the votes of 
southern Representatives correctly on the dif 
ferent interests involved in the pending bill, 
they have not placed themselves under the 
would-be leadership of either free-traders or 
protectionists in this House or out of it, but 
they have uniformly voted independently and 
in the interest of their constituents. I repe! 
the charge that we belong to any ring. I do 
not know what the gentleman means when 
he makes that charge. Aside from that, 
my colleagues: from the South on this floor 
voted, to reduce the duty on coal, salt, and 
lumber. IJ make this motion now in the in 
terest of the whole people. [am in favor of 
cheap soap, and we shall secure it by placing 
soda-ash on the free list. 

Mr. HAZELTON, of New Jersey. Mr 
Chairman, | call the attention of the committer 


| to the fact that soda-ash is not an article pro 


| duced in this country at all. 


To a great ex 
tent it enters into the manufacture of glas 
an interest of great importance in this countr 
and especially in my district. That interest 
is very much depressed, almost broken down. 
| hope soda ash will be placed upon the free 


1) list. 
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Mr. RANDALL. I hope the motion of the 
gentleman from Louisiana will not be adopted. 
lhis sal soda duty has been reduced from one 
half to one quarter of a cent, which I think is 
a sufficient reduction at the present time in 
connection with the revenue. I myself have 
had no application from the soap manufac- 
turers for any greater reduction. Therefore, 
I take it for granted the committee, after full 
confereace with all parties interested in sal- 
soda importation, have reached a point where 
the Government and the soap manufacturers 
will be best served. I will therefore sustain 
the committee in their recommendation. 

Mr. BIECK. Let me say a word. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will yield my time to 
the gentleman 

Mr. BECK. Mr. Chuirman, perhaps the 
comunit tee ought to know before this is voted 
out what they are doing. Sal-soda is clearly 
We import now soda-ash 
$2,400,000, and the revenue 
$727,179 71. That is the 


a revenue article, 
to the value of 


derived from it is 


amount which at present goes into the Treas- 


ury of the United States, and every dollar 
that is collected from that article gaes in there. 
It is $200,000 more than is collected on coal, 
about which so much fuss has been made, and 
we have reduced it from one half of a cent to 
one quarter of a cent, giving relief and taking 
off revenue to the amount of $863,576, or filty 
per cent, 

I merely wanted to let the House know 
what the revenue from this article was; and, 
so far as [ know, nobody appeared before the 
committee wanting any greater reduction than 
from one half of a cent to one quarter of a 
cent. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. It is a mistake 
to suppose that this article is not made in this 
country. It is made to a considerable extent. 
It is made in the town where I live. There is 
an establishment for its manufacture there 
which bas about half a million of capital 
invested, and it is making soda ash very suc- 
cessfully. They complain, however, that the 
protection is very slight as the law now stands. 
A reduction of it one half is certainly severe 
enough, 

There is no reason why we cannot make 
soda-ash in this country just as well as they 
can make it anywhere. We have all the 
materials out of which to make it, and it is 


being made, as | have stated, in some quarters | 


of the country. It is an industry that I 
think is growing somewhat. 

And then, sir, [ have an old-fashioned re- 
spect for the idea of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, | Mr. Brox, ] that after all the tariff has 
a slight reference to revenue. 
myselfa pretty considerable protectionist some- 


times, but I have been entirely out-Heroded | 


in the declarations substantially, in the course 
of this discussion, that after all the revenue is 
of no account at all in connection with the 
tariff. I had an idea that the protection was 
merely incidental, and that it grew out of the 
nature of the case; that we needed revenue, 


that we placed it upon an article from which | 


we can derive it; and if anybody should go 
and manufacture that article I have not been 
able to see precisely how the country was to 
be harmed by it. 

But it would seem now as if the question 
was not altogether or mainly in regard to the 
revenue, but asto who shall get advantages out 
of it. And from that stand-point | quite 
entered into the idea of the gentleman from 
I}inois [Mr. Farnsworra] yesterday, when 
he said that he thought there was in this dis- 
cussion nothing but a bargaining back and 
forth. 

Now, I submit that upon this article of soda 
ash revenue may as well be raised as upon 
any article upon the list. There is none 
better for that purpose. And if the people in 
my part of the country, or in any other part of 


I have thought | 


article, I really hope nobody will feel bad 
aboutit. Ihope, therefore, that the small duty 
the committee have left here, the revenue they 
have left, and the incidental benefit that may 
accrue—I do not know if any will or not—will 
be allowed to remain. 

Mr. COX. Ido not know how the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. Buatr] voted on tea 
and coffee. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. 
them free 

Mr. COX. 
them free? 

Mr. BLAIR, of Michigan. 

Mr. COX. Now I have the gentleman. 
[Laughter.] I rather suspected that the gen- 
tleman voted to make tea and coffee free. 


I voted to make 


I did. 


very dollar of the tax on tea-and coffee goes | 
into the Treasury; none of it goes into the | 
pockets of anybody in this country, because | 


the article is not raised here. If my honor- 
able friend from Michigan [Mr. Buarr] were 


consistent he would vote to make this also free; | 
for there is a revenue of $727,000 from soda- | 
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ash, and of $187,000 from sal-soda; and the 
article is not made in this country, and can- 
not be made here. 


I differ with the gentleman in one respect. | 


I want all these chemicals put on the free list. 
I do not care whetber it protects the manu- 
facturer or uot. 1am in favor of the largest 
free list. In Englaod they have only thirteen 
articles which they tax; we have some thir- 
teen hundred. It costs more here to collect 
our revenue. 


Kerr] corrects me. He says thirty-five hun- 


dred articles are on the list, and I suppose | 


that is true, including all the particulars 
instead of generalizing them. 
Now, the gentleman has said that nobody 


asks for this reduction on sal-soda and soda- | 
The importers in the United Siates | 
—e might be regarded occasionally. I, 


ash. 


cuow that gentlemen on the other side, when- 
ever we speak for the importers. say ‘* Oh, 


| you people in New York handle all the mer- 


chandise; you make the money; you make 
the ten per cent. as importers.’’ 


My friend from Indiana [Mr. | 
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The gentleman voted to make | 


aa ae ae 





Sir, the | 


importers ask what they make without con- | 


sideration. When they handle the goods they 
pay for them by their own labor; they do 


not ask bounties from the Government. 1 | 


/hold in my hand a letter from one of these 


importers. He says: 

‘Tam an importer of soda-ash, sal-soda, bleach- 
ing-powders, madder extract. Mr. Dawgs’s tariff is 
a reduction of one fourth of «cent on ash and soda, 
free on the rest. Is there any chance of those being 
the rates? Chemicals should be free as they are 
valuable to our manufactures—soap, glass, bleach- 
ing. Washerwomen use lotsof soda andare entitled 
to some protection.” 


That comes right back to the argument of 
my honorable and able friend from Illinois, 


| [Mr. Farnswortu,] who spoke yesterday on | 


this question. These men, in this tariff, have 


so made it, have included so many articles, | 


'that they tax even the washerwoman that 


cleans the body linen of Congressmen. They 
tax thirty-five hundred different articles, tax- 
ing even the soap which the washerwoman 


uses to clean the delightful linen such as my || 


| friend from Pennsylvania who is now on the 


the country, while we are raising the revenue || 
upon this, should see fit to manufacture the || New York allow me to ask him a question? 





floor [Mr. L. Myers] wears. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Allow me to say that there 
is alarge manufacturing interest in this country 
which requires <a and yet has protested 
against any reduction of the duty on that 
article. 


| 


The glass aud soap manufacturers | 


particularly have petitioned Congress to re- | 


tain it. It would reduce soap but one tenth 
of a cent, or one eightieth or the price, to make 
soda-ash free, and it would reduce the cost of 


paper but one fourth of a cent per pound, | 


while to retain the present low rate of duty 
would continue the protection to the manu- 


| facturing of soda-ash in this country, and give 
, us an annual revenue of $727,000. 


Mr. KILLINGER, Will the gentleman from 


i 


} 
| 


} 


| 


| 
i] 


| ture of paper. 
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Mr. COX. If the gentleman will ask an 


| intelligent one. 


| 
| Mr. KILLINGER. 
| 


It is, whether with the 
views you express you will support a protec- 
tionist candidate for President? 

Mr. COX. 


I will answer the gentleman’s 


| question by quoting further from the letter | 


| have read: 


** Greeley is carrying everybody here. All parties 

are for him. Although a protectionist, &t., he js 

| considered an honest man, and is demoralizing the 
| present Administration.” 


{ Laughter. ] 

Mr. STEVENSON. 
Clerk’s desk to be read. 

Mr. COX. No, sir; it is strictly private 
and confidential. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. CONGER. Is the letter addressed to 
Mr. VoorHeEs ? 

Mr. CROCKER. Mr. Chairman, I regret 
exceedingly myself that the duty upon soda. 
ash has been touched upon; and let me give 
my reasons ina single word. We have tried 
in this country, over and over again, to man- 
ufacture this article. Everybody within the 
hearing of my voice knows that soda-ash and 
bleaching-powder are kindred matters, and 
generally go together; they are generally 
made at the same works. Now, I have said 
that we have made repeated efforts during the 
last thirty years to manufacture these articles 
here, and every time we have made the effort 
firms in Great Britain, when they have found 
that we were making the article—and I under- 
take to say that we made a better article in 
Maryland than is made anywhere else—in- 
structed their agents here to put down the 
powders until you have broken down the 
American manufacturers. Now, I use this 
article by the ton every week, and I[ say that 
they have done that over and over again when 
we have attempted to manufacture the article, 
and they have broken down the manufacture 
here; and after they had broken down the 
Baltimore works, where they made better 
bleaching-powder than elsewhere, and have 
broken down the manufacturer after he had 
invested $100,000 in it, they then put up pow- 
ders. Our friends in England are supremely 
careful of their own interests. 

What is the United States paying for this 
article now? We are paying a hundred per 
cent. more for them than they really are 
worth. Weare paying for bleaching-powders 
to-day, or were the last time | had news from 
home from my own mills, and [ have seven of 
them, six cents a pound, when, if we extended 
the shield of protection over these articles as 
we did before, we should be paying no more 
than three cents a pound in currency for a 
better article. I said I had seven mills, but 
do notbe alarmed. Paper is not the only thing 
I make by any means. I make more money 
out of my farm than I do out of anything else. 

[ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH obtained the floor. 

Mr. DAWES. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Not yet; I want to 
say something first. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope we will have a vote 
when the gentleman gets through. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. My friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] occupies the floor 
so little thatif he wants to have the attention 
of the Gommittee of the Whole for a time now 
I will yield to him. 

Mr. DAWES. No; I do not want to speak ; 
I want a vote. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I hope that soda- 
ash will be put upon the free list. By this bill 
it is proposed to reduce the present duty one 
half. 1 think it should be taken off entirely. 
Soda-ash is used very largely, perhaps the 
majority of the article is used in the manufac- 
The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Crocker,] who has just ad 
| dressed the committee, I understand is a large 

manufacturer of paper. If so, he undoubtedly 
| uses a large quantity of soda-ash in its manu- 
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facture. 
hee off only fifty percent. of. the present duty 
upon soda-ash, while but a very small reduc- 
tion is proposed in the duty upon paper. 
ought to take the entire duty off soda-ash and 
make it free; and we ought to very largely 
reduce the duty upon printing paper. 

How does it work? We pay a duty upon 
soda ash, although I believe that now the other 
materials that enter into the manufacture of 
paper, such as rags and things of that kind, 


Now, by this bill it is proposed to | 


We | 


are admitted free. There is a large duty levied | 


upon paper. We get very little revenue from 
that duty, very little, while a burden is imposed 
upon the people in the additional price they 
have to pay for their paper. Why, sir, the 
very paper upon which the proceedings of this 
Congress are printed pays a duty of thirty-five 
per cent. ad valorem. 

A few years ago Congress undertook to 
reduce the duty upon printing paper, and as 
almost everybody in Congress supposed, it 
was reduced to twenty per cent. But bya 
cnnning arrangement of slippiug in the word 


= 
Mr. DAWES. In Michigan? 
Mr. CONGER. No, not in Michigan; but 


| itis found in Massachusetts, and. in fact, in 


‘‘unsized’’—very few people except those who | 


manufacture understood the purport of it—it 
left the duty upon all paper used in the man- 


ufacture of books, of the documents which we | 


print here, and on good paper for newspapers, 
at thirty-five per cent. ad valorem. There is 
a paper which is used, which is unsized, made 
partly of straw, straw possessing a little of the 
gluey substance which gives the quality of 
sizing, and making an inferior quality of print- 
ing paper, which is used considerably by the 
daily press. Upon unsized paper there isa duty 
of twenty per cent. ad valo: em; on sized paper 
there is a duty of thirty-five per cent. ad val- 
orem. Wehuave to pay more duty upon print- 
ing paper than upon the books printed on that 
paper. A man can to-day go over to England 
or France and print his book and import it 
into this country cheaper than he can import 
the paper upon which to print it. The one is 
twenty-five per cent., the other is thirty five 
per cent. That is a direct bounty paid to the 
foreign type-setier, to the foreign worker in 
the printing office, to the printing Office 


abroad, and against the man who sets type | 


and spreads ink in our own country. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The question was taken on the motion of 
Mr. SYPHER, to strike out the clause in relation 
to sal soda and soda ash; and it was not agreed 
to, upon a division—ayes 40, noes 71. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On santonine, three dollars per pound. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I 
to strike out ‘* three dollars’’ and insert ‘‘ one 
dollar.’’ I will state to the committee that 
this is a preparation the use of which is to 
destroy worms; it is the active principle of 
all the vermifuges used throughout the United 
States. The worm-seed, from which it is made, 
[ believe, is imported free of duty. This isa 
medicine used in the rearing of almost every 
family of children in this country. The duty 


move 


proposed in the bill enables the manufacturer | 


to realize a very great profit upon this com- 
modity. [have therefore proposed this amend 
ment. 

_Mr. CONGER. This article is the erysta- 
lized bitter extract of wild sage. We have 
millions of acres of wild sage lying between 
here and the Rocky mountains, all of which can 
be converted into santonine. It seems to me 
that atax of three dollarsa pound upon an article 
for which we have the material spread over mil- 
lions and millions of acres in the United States 
18 an unreasonable and unnecessary imposition. 
As the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. McCor- 
MICK] has said, this article enters into many 
medicines in use all overthecountry. One or 
two firms (1 do not know why) have almost 
monopolized the process of manufacturing this 
article ; and they ask a protection of three dol- 
lars a pound upon it; yet the material from 
which it is manufactured is spread all over the 
western country. 





all the barren parts of the land. None of it 
grows in Michigan. 

The question being taken on the amend- 
ment of Mr. McCormick, of Missouri, it was 
agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On strychnia, one dollar per ounce, 


Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I move to 
amend the clause just read by striking out 
‘one dollar’’ and inserting ‘‘ fifty cents.’’ 
The duty of one dollar proposed in the bill is 
about fifty per cent. ad valorem. This medi- 
cine is made from nux vomica, which is intro- 
duced into this country free of duty and strictly 
as medicine used very generally. 1 think that 
the manufacturers of strychnia, having their 
raw material imported free of duty, should 
not be protected by a duty of one dollar per 
ounce on this manufacture. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM TITE SENATE, 


The committee rose informally; and Mr. 


STEVENSON having taken the chair as Speaker | 


pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate had insisted on its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House to the bill 
(H. R. No. 1661) making appropriations for 


the support of the Military Academy for the | 


fiscal year ending June 30, 1873, had agreed 


to the conference asked by the House on the 


disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had 
appointed as conferees on the part of the Seu- 
ate Mr. Sprague, Mr. West, and Mr. Car- 
PENTER, 

The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had insisted on its amendments disagreed 
to by the House to the bill (H. R. No. 1323) 
making appropriations for the consular and 

| diplomatic service of the Government for the 

| year ending June 30, 1878, and for other pur- 
poses; had disagreed to the amendments of 

| the House to the fourteenth amendment of 
the Senate; had agreed to the conference 

| asked by the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses, and had appointed as con- 
ferees on the part of the Senate Mr. Sawyer, 
Mr. Cameron, and Mr. Vickers. 

he message also aunounced that the Sen 
ate had passed a bill ot the following title, 

| with an amendment to the title; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested: 

An act (H. R. No. 1072) to fix the times of 
the United States circuit courts in the eighth 

district. 

| The message also announced that the Sen- 
| ate had passed bills of the following titles ; 
in which the concurreuce of the House was 


| requested ; 


An act (S. No. 539) authorizing the con- 
| struction of a railroad bridge across the Ohio 
river at or near Evansville, in the State of 
Indiana ; 

An act (S. No. 981) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Arkansas river, 
at Little Rock, Arkansas; and 

An act (S. No. 934) to provide for the com 
pletion of three volumes of Wilkes’s United 
States exploring expedition. 


TARIFF AND TAX BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union resumed its session. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On medicinal preparations, all 
thirty per cent. ad valorem, 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. I move to amend by 
inserting after the clause just read the follow- 
ing: 

On plate glass, cast and polished, but not silver, 


ou all sizes above twenty-four by thirty inches, 
twenty-five cents per square foot. 


not specified, 


Mr. Chairman, the present duty on plate 
| glass is filty ceuts a square foot. There is 
| nothing probably that is more necessary-— 
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| being detected. 


voll 


Mr. DAWES. I ask the 
again read. [ did not hear it. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. DAWES. I make the point of order 
this amendment is not in order at this place 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order that the amendment of the gen 
tleman from New York cannot come inat this 
point. It will be in order, however, at the 
end of the section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On medicinal preparations, all not specified, thirty 
per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. | move 
to strike out ‘‘thirty per cent. ad valorem"’ 
and insert ‘* twenty per cent. ad valorem.”’ 

The committee divided ; and there were 
ayes 31, noes 53. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


améndment be 


The Clerk read as follows: 

On rum essence or oil, and bay rum essence or oil, 
one dollar per ounce. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I move to strike out ‘* one 
dollar’ and insert ‘ fifty cents; ’’ and, Mr 
Chairman, I do it in the interest of revenue. 
The duty is now eight hundred per cent., 
the highest duty known in the whole list and 
double that of any other. Fifty cents an ounce 
would make it four hundred per cent. | find 


| that only one hundred and sixty ounces were 


imported into the whole country, while we 
know the use of this article has been general 
in all sections of the country. Iam intormed 
by collectors of the customs that any steward 
or any cook upon our incoming ocean steamers 
can easily bring in fifty dollars’ worth of this 
article in his breast pocket at any time without 
Nineteen twentieths of it, | 


| learn, if not forty-seven fiftieths of it are smug 


|| quiry 


gled into this country without paying any duty. 

| move to reduce it from one dollar to fifty 

cents an ounce in the interests of revenue. 
Che amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


On books printed, and all other printed paper, 
bound or in sheets, except newspapers, magazines, 
and peeeoaen. twelve and one half cents per 
pounc 

Mr. HOAR. I move the following amend 
ment to come-in in line eighty-eight, after the 
word ‘* periodicals.”’ 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Except books, maps,and charts especially imported 
in good faith for the use of any society incorporated 
or established for philosophical, literary or reli- 
gious purposes, or the encouragement ot fine arts, or 
by the order of any college, academy, school, or sem 
inary of learning in the United States, for its own 
use or that of its instructors. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Chairman, this, with a 
very slight change which I will mention, re 
stores the existing law. I understand, on in- 
of the members of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, with the exception of one 
member whom I have not seen, that there 
was not any purpose on the part of any one 
of them to abolish the exemption which now 
exists on books imported by colleges and 
schools for their own use or public libraries 
free of duty. They are now on the free list ; 
and it is a mere accident, | understand, this 
exception was not incorporated in the law. 

I have copied the language of the existing 
law with a single exception which I will state. 
The existing law is books imported by various 


| institutions or by their order shall be free with 
| out expressing for whose use or what purpose 


they may order them to be imported. I have 
inserted the words ‘‘for their own use or 
that of their instructors.’’ | suppose under 
the existing tariff the construction of law at 
preseut only exempts such books imported for 
their own use. If that beso this bill would 
extend exemption from duty to books imported 
for the use of instructors. I presume no class 
of men are so poorly paidas the instructors in 
our colleges and seminaries of learning, and 
the books they use to help themselves in their 
instruction are for public and not private Lene 

fit. For myself 1 should desire to go much 





nr, ‘ 


further; and I believe booksand papers should 
be imported tree of duty in all cases. and the 
whole paragraph should be stricken out. I 
believe there should be no tax on communica- 
tion of thought from one man to another. 

| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I would ask the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
if his amencment includes books printed in 
foreign languages. 

Mr. HOAR. It includes all books imported 
for public libraries, or universities, or societies 
incorporated for philosophical purposes. It 
is the existing law except thatthe existing law 

imported by the order of 
&c. This admits free books 
imported by their order for their own use. 

Mr. KERR. Ido not wish to antagonize 
the amendment of the gentleman from Mas 
achusetts, |Mr. Hoar.|] I am in favor of it. 
But | rise to offer an amendment to the text 


admits free books 


such institutions, 


of the bill, to strike out ** twelve and a half’? | 


and insert ‘* ten.’ 

Mr. Chairman, the duty on this kind of 
imports is twenty-five per cent. ad valorem. 
It is the opinion of some that twelve and a 
half cents per pound will be nearly equivalent 
to twenty-five per cent. ad valorem. I think 
it is equal to thirty per cent. at least, but a 


pecific duty will operate, as every gentleman | 


will see, upon an entirely different principle 
from the ad valorem duty. 
When 


you impose a duty by the pound on books, or 


a principle of necessary inequality. 


It operates upon | 


literature of any kind, it becomes of necessity | 
an arbitrary duty; it has no relation to value; | 


and therefore gentlemen will see at a glance 
that the effect of this duty by the pound is to 
discriminate in favor of the people iu the 


country who use high-priced books, and to | 
discriminate against the people who use cheap | 


books. And it holds out direct encourage- 


ment to the producers of books abroad to | 


make them upon light, flimsy, trashy paper, 
that will weigh as light as it is possible for 
paper to weigh, and yet be heavy enough to 
receive a fair and legible impression in ink. 
It will readily be conceded by any gentleman 
that such a policy cannot operate to the ad- 
vantage of the people. The country needs 


net only cheap literature, but also books that | 


are mechanically and artistically well executed. 
It seems to me that if we adopt this policy 


at all, we ought to carry it so far as at least to | 
do approximate justice to the common people, || 
to the people who read the cheaper class of || 


books, and cheaper editions of books of value |) dence from the fact that if the duty is imposed 


all over the country. My own judgment is, 


but in this | was overruled by the committee, | 


that a much better and fairer rule would be to 
reduce the present ad valorem duty to some- 
thing like twenty or fifteen per cent. instead 
of twenty-five. I yielded, however, in that 


matter, to the judgment of the committee, || 


and | am not uow inclined to antagonize that 
opinion, unless some other gentleman should 
offer a motion to that effect. 

The revenue now resulting from the duty of 
twenty-five per cent. ad valorem is, | believe, 
some four hundred and fourteen thousand 
dollars. 


very material on the revenue. 
circumstances | think that a duty of ten cents 


will produce more to the revenue by many thou- | 


sands than a duty of twelve and a half cents a 


I believe the effect of this change in | 
the policy of the Government would not be | 
Under any | 


pound. A duty of eight cents, I believe, would 
produce as much. If there is anything in the 
world which comes within the uses of the | 


peoeie everywhere, and that ought not to be | 


uurdened with a tax which is a bounty to any- 
body, 1 am sure it is literature, it is books of 
all kinds. , I would apply this to everything in 
the shape of literature, no matter how cheap 
or how trashy it may be. Let the people pro- 
tect themselves in the qualities of the books 
they will read. The Government can exer 
no rightful censorship in this respect. 
But 1 say, in the name of civilization, it is our 


eise 


i 








| 


_ costly book purchased by the citizen of leisure 


| the basis of an ad valorem duty, you open up 


| You cannot adjust a tax on intelligence and 


wean 


duty to give to them the cheapest possible lit- 
erature in price that it is in the power of the 
Government to give. This can best be accom- 
plished by taking off bounty. 

I believe that the producers of books in this 
country to-day will be most prosperous, and 
can carry on their industry with entire vigor 
and energy and prosperity, if they had not one 
penny of duty. I do not believe that for 
prosperity they need protection at all. The 
difference between the prices abroad and the 
prices here is not so great as that protection 
per se is necessary at all any longer. Indeed, 
it is my most deliberate conviction that if 
there had never been a penny of protection 
on books, the manufacture in our country 
would be more vigorous and prosperous to- 
day than itis. The real interests of the trade 
and of the people have been injured, not ad- 
vanced, by the tariff. But even now there is 
not much difference against our producers and 
in favor of foreign producers. ‘This extract 
from a memorial placed in the hands of the 
Ways and Means a few weeks ago by over five 
sixths of all the American publishers will 
sustain my statement: 





“IL. We have carefully examined the comparative 
cost of two editions of the same book, uniform in 
every respect, one of which is imported, and the 
other printed and bound in this country, and the 
result is as follows: 

Say, a volume of Bohn’s Library, retailing at 3s. 
6d, sterling, which costs in sterling 1s. 9d,. equal to 
forty-two cents in gold, to which add, duties twen- 
ty-five per cent.; charges five per cent., and ex- 
change, with gold at one hundred and ten per cent., 
making the cost of this book, delivered in the Uni- 
ted States, sixty cents in currency. 
The actual cost of manufacuturing same book in this 

country,paper, printing, and binding uniform in 

every respect, is at present time at most........$0 40 
And supposing this book to be an American 

work, an addition of fifteen cents should be 

made for author’s copyright..............cccessseseee 


_ Making a total of...................... — selanives 55 
for an American copyright work, against sixty cents 
for the imported book, at present rates of duty and 
gold, &e. 
_“ Supposing this book to be a reprint of the Eng- 
lish publication manufactured in this country, the 


, American copyright would not enter into the cost, 


and the expense of production would in this case be 
only forty cents for the Americann edition, against 
sixty cents for the English. 

From which it is apparent thatthe present duty 
yields more protection than is really necessary.’’ 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me, sir, that 
books of all kinds should be put upon the free 
list. I therefore make the motion to strike 
out this paragraph, with a view to putting 
books of all kinds on the free list. 

[ present this motion with the greater confi- 


as is proposed to be done here, by the pound, 
the injustice is manifest. The expensive and 


and wealth pays no more tax than is imposed 
upon the book which the mechanic must have 
in order to become intelligent in his pursuit. 
By the pending proposition of a duty of 
twelve and a half cents per pound the elegant 
volume and the cheap book are taxed alike. 
If, on the other hand, you impose this tax on 


a wide field for fraud that cannot possibly be 
avoided, for, in the nature of things, books 
are not subjects of exact, or even very near 
approximate valuation. On both grounds this 
is an impracticable subject of taxation. I do 
not think this should be regretted, for there is 
no form in which such a tax should be imposed. 


learning, because it ought not to be taxed at 
all unless the public exigencies imperatively 


ae 


’ — 
’ u 
ened 
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| protect a comparatively small 





demand it. Books should be placed on the 
free list—free as the air, free as God’s glorious 
sunlight. Sir, it is remarkable that at this 
time this tax is suggested, when even during 
the war a tax was imposed on books with reluc 
tance. It is remarkable that now, when we 
are relieving even some of the conveniences of 
life, some of the articles that approach to the 
luxuries of life, and ean do so and ought to 
do it, from taxation, that still we should leave 
the source of learning and intelligence subject 


————— EEE 
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to taxation. We have very properly relieved 
tea and coffee from taxation, and made them 
free as the common and necessary luxury of 
all. We ought not, therefore, to tax that 
better kind of luxury, the food of the mind. 
the juxury of intelligence, that by which 4q]| 


| the relations of life are to be elevated and ep. 


nobled, by which free government itself js to 
be sustained, by which enlightenment and 


| civilization are to be carried on, and by which 


all that is pure and good and excellent in life. 
in time and hereafter, is to be adorned and 
elevated. To impose a tax upon this is to my 
mind unworthy of the American Congress, 
and to do it in the interests of protection, that 
some men may grow richer, is mean and 
sordid—an unworthy motive side by side with 


| a noble and unselfish object. 


I say sir, to talk of taxation on an agent of 
intelligence as an element of protection is in- 
conceivably wickéd. It is a proposition to 


number of 
people at the expense of the whole people, 


| and not of the whole people only, but of the 
| generations who press upon us, and upon whose 


shoulders are to rest the duty of carrying 
on the principles of enlightened government. 
Can sordid motives find any resting-place here ? 
I trust that, with unanimity, the House will 
make books, these sources of intelligence and 
means of learning, absolutely free. 

Let us not humiliate our country by con- 
tinuiug this tax; it is not needed. Let us 
place books on the free list, and if the monop- 
olist must have protection to increase his 
gaius, let him seize upon something less pre- 
cious. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BANKS. The gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Howman,] although proceeding in the 
right direction, is too radial to claim justly 
the assent of the committee to his proposition. 
My opinion is that the amendment proposed 
by another gentleman representing the same 
State [Mr. Kerr] is much nearer the truth, 
and is that the duty shall be as low as it can 
be made without placing books on the free 
list. I think a reduction of twenty-five pe 
cent. ad valorem to twelve and a half or fifteen 
per cent. would be a proper adjustment under 
the circumstances. 

Mr. KERR. The proposition of the bill is 
to reduce the tax of twenty-five per cent. ad 
valorem to twelve cents a pound. 

Mr. BANKS. I had not observed that, but 
I was speaking of the duty under the existing 
law. Iam for making the tax an ad valorem 
one if it can be done, or at least as low as it 
can be made consistently with the publishing 
interests of the country. Now, I believe, ot 
the two classes interested in books, the pub- 
lishers may be regarded as the most prosper- 
ous. Asa general thing they are prosperous 
beyond those engaged in other pursuits, but 
those who use the books are, to a great extent, 
among the poorest people of the country, and 
although I would be glad to support the prop- 
osition of my colleague [Mr. Hoar] to except 
books for colleges and schools, yet 1 must say 
that those who use them are not so limited in 
means as many other classes of citizens who 
are subject to the same necessity, and ought 
to be entitled to the same privileges. 

Mr. HOAR. My amendment also includes 
public libraries. 

Mr. BANKS. Very well, but still it does 
not except all the classes that have a just 
claim to our favor. As a general rule those 
who have the means to get books do not want 
them, and those who most thirst for them are 
often without means to gratify their laudable 
aspirations, 

I'he men who want books and maps, in the 
first instance, are the poor men of the country, 
students, journalists, men entering the learned 
profegsions—the ministry, the practice of medi- 
cine or the law, engineers, draughtsmen, archi- 
tects, mechanics, artists, merchants, scientists, 


| the pursuits of general literature—all these want 
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o - of reference that cannot be had except 
at great expense. Now, these men are to be 
u ambered by thousands and tens of thousands. 
They are amoug the most deserving men of 
the country, from whom it is to de rive here- 
after its men of Capacity, of power, of skill and 
patriolic sp pirit. They are men who come up 
from the ranks of the people, with none of the 
adventilious aids of fortune, and they require 
such books at the lowest possible rates. Why 
should they not receive the benefits of any 
abolition of duties, any free list, which may 
be accorded to professors or tutors in acad- 
emies or collegiate institutions? There can be 
no necessity or justice in this unwise discrim- 
‘uation, and I trust some more general and 
iust rule of assessment may be applied to this 
question. ‘ 1d 

Now, while I would be glad if I could do so 
in justice to others to agree to the proposition 
of my colleague, I think it would be better to 
put the duty at ten or fifteen per cent. ad 
valorem. My idea on this subject of duties is 
ihat they should be ranged as low as possible 
without "bringing injury or disaster upon par- 
ties engaged in legitimate business pursuits. 

[ think the judgment of the Committee of the 
Whole should be directed to that single point 
to obtain the lowest possible duty, without 
seriously impairing the interests to be affected 
by it. And as this amendment touches the 
sources of instruction and general intelligence, 
it should be made as free as it can possibly 
be with this view of the question. 

{Here the bammer fell. ] 

Mr. STORM. I desire to add but one word 
in favor of the proposition of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Ho_tman] to put books on 
the free list. IL believe the bill of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means putting the duty 
on books at twelve anda hal cents a pound is 
actually an increase on the present rate of 
duty, the present rate being twenty-five per 
cent. ad valorem. 1 think this bill proposes 


and maps, works of art, and especially | 


an increase of about five per cent. upon the | 


present duty. 


If there is anything in the tariff schedule | 


of a country that boasts of free schools that 
should be free of duty, it is school-books. 
As has been well said, this duty is a tax upon 
intelligence, and if there is anything on earth 
in which there should be a free exchange it 
isin ideas. Therefore I shall support with 
pleasure the proposition of the gentleman 
trom Indiana [Mr. HotmMan] to put books on 
the free list. . 

| object to the present bill because it im- 
poses a specific duty. it compels the poor 
man to pay as much for the plain common- 
school books out of which his children are to 
acquire the rudiments of an education as it 
does the rich man for his elegautly embossed 
and illustrated editions of Shakspeare and 
Tennyson. The student in indigent circum- 
stances in the pursuit of a classical education 
must pay for the ancient masters (the best edi 


tions of which are published in Germany and | 
England) as much as the rich man who buys a 


gilt-edge morocco-bound edition of Goethe. 

It taxes the German books, the demand for 
which is greatly on the increase in this coun- 
try, books that cannot be profitably published 
1ere, twenty-five percent. This tax on books 
mocks justice and fairness. It taxes our holy 
Bible. Some gentlemen here are not satis- 
fied in monopolizing the manufacture and trade 
of the country, but would close up the sources 


of knowledge and shut out the light of heaven 
itseif ! 


{ am surprised that my colleague on the | 


Committee on Education and Labor [Mr. 
Hoar] should have moved to put books, maps, 
and charts, used by colleges and the higher 
institutions of learning, on the free list, and 
not say one word for the ‘* people’s college,’ 
our common schools. 


unworthy of my accomplished and educated 
friend. 


The distinction is one | 
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Mr. HOAR. Iam opposed to a distinction 
in favor of colleges and against the free schools 
of the country. 

Mr. STORM. 
have made the 
ment. 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not know that there is 
any use 11 my raising my voice here in the 
effort to secure to the people of this country 
the full enjoyment of their labor. For a little 
while the gentlemen onthis side of the House 
admit that it is a propos ion worthy of con 
sideration, aud then they abandon it. Now 
take this proposition; here is a naked prop- 
osition to compel everybody who wishes to get 
a book printed to go abroad and get it print- 
ed. lt isa proposition to crush oul 


1 am glad to hear it, but you 
distinction in your amend- 


every 
publishing house in this country, and to make 
books free. Itis a proposition to destroy all 
the work of priniers outside of the publication 
of newspapers in this country. The making 
of American books must cease if this propo- 


sition should be adopted. Ifthere isanything 


tomy mind that is humiliating, it is the idea 
that when my distinguished friend in front of 


me here [| Mr. Cox] wanted to publish his book 
he found it for his pecuniary interest to go to 
England and bave it printed there. 
Mr. COX. I found [ could get my book 
printed cheaper in Lamon than I could here. 
Mr. DAWES. Yes; that is what I said. 
Now do not interrupt me. The gentleman 
found it for “ye a pa ary interest, under the 
present tariff of an ad valorem duty, to take 
his book to Rexiend and have it printed there, 
to have the work all done there, to have the 
paper all bought there, to have the binding all 
done there, and then bring his book back 
here aud pay the duty on it, because he could 
do it cheaper there than he could do it here. 
The proposition now is to allow all books 
to be brought in here duty, and 
thereby shut up every publishing house in 
this country. Lhe present duty has had the 
effect of stopping the publication in this 
country of books for children 
house in the United States now engaged in 
publishing American books for children. Al 
most every book designed for children which 
is now-a-days purchased in the bookstore, is 
printed in England, and informs them about 
‘my lord’’ and **my lady,’’ and the various 
institutions of monarchy. Productions of this 
kind have crowded out of the market those of 
American publishers. 
Now let me Say a word 
proposition. Take a book of two volumes, 
each volume about the size of that I hold in 
my hand,{a duodecimo.] The American pub- 
may be willing to publish it, but the 
Englishman sends in here the first volume 
which he offers to sells at half the price at 
which an American publisher can sell it. Of 
course the publication in America is at once 
prevented. The first volume as published 
Knugland is distributed all over the country, 
and when that has been circulated, the British 
publisher puts a double price 
volume. 


free of 


about this ad valorem 


on the second 
in order to procure the second vol- 
ume the reader must pay on that all that he 
has saved by purchasing the first volume at a 
Hence, the proposition of the 
gentleman from Indiana is practically a prop- 
osition to stop the publication of ‘books in 
America. I have a little pride in American 
books and American book-publishing estab- 
lishments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihave too much pride in 
my country to consent that the sources of intel- 
ligence shall be subjected to any taxation 
whatever. 

Mr. DAWES. If my friend thinks that when 
he has stopped the publishing of books in this 
country he will make the introduction of foreign 


books any cheaper, 1 am sorry for his want of | 
[he moment he | 


experience and observation. 
shail succeed in crushing the publishing houses 
of this country, the price of books from abroad 


willbe put at just exactly what the cupidity of 


+LOBE. 


There is nota 


3013 


the foreign book-seller may choose. Thus we 
educate the minds of oar children upon foreign 
aliment, instead of American thought, Ameri 
can feeling, and American patriotism. ‘That 
is the reason | regret to see my friend from 
Indiana taking this position. And it is morti- 
fying to see an Englishman sitting upon this 
floor, 

** Squat like a toad, close at the ear of Eve,” 
whispering in the ears of members of the House 
that he may have the privilege of going to 
Kngland and purchasing his paper or geiting 
his publications printed in England. Sir, | 
have no sort of sympathy with any such 
thing, even if I stand here alone upon this 
floor. Before taking my seat, I will say that 
the amendment offered by my colleague [ Mr. 
Hoar] is necessary, because otherwise we 
should repeal the existing law. 

Mr. NEGLEY. Mr. Chairman, after listen 
ing to the patriotic and eloquent remarks of 
the honorable chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, I rise to enter my 
against this mockery of 
tinkering with the 


protest 
Statesmanship in 
tariff at the present time, 
and against the manner in which it is done. 
It must be evident to the understanding of 
every member on this floor that the tariff i 
not the most pressing question before Con 
gress at the present time. ‘There are others, 
the internal taxes, which should engage more 
prominently the deliberations of Congress. 
The apparent indifference all over the country 
to the eloquent efforts on this question which 
have emanated from gentlemen on both sides, 
the apathy of members upon the floor, the 
frequent roll-calls to obtain a quorum when 
the most important provisions of the bill are 
pending, indicate to my mind the futility of 
the whole proceeding. It is very evident, sir, 
that any effort at the present moment to un- 
settle the values of the country will be per 
nicious and fruitless of the results desired by 
the true friends of American industries. 

Mr. HOAR. L[rise to a question of order. 
What is the question before the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. 


ments pending. 


‘Thereare three amend- 
The first to be voted on will 
be that of the gentleman from Massachuse 
{[Mr. Hoar.] The amendment of the euatla 
man from Indiana [Mr. Kerr] proposing to 
strike out ‘‘twelve and ahalf”’ and insert **ten’ 
is not strictly in order, because it is not an 
amendment to the one reported by the gentle 
man from Massachusetts. The question on the 
motion to strike out, made by the gentleman 
from Indiana [ Mr. Hotman] will come last. 

Mr. NEGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I was about 
to state that the difference of opinion upon this 
floor, both among the members of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means and other mem- 
bers of the House, indicates that they do not 
agree, and do not understand the provisions 
of the bill. The expressions of opimion 
throughout the country prove conclusivel; 
that if this bill becomes a law, it will be con- 
sidered the great ‘* Dolly Varden"’ tariff bill 
of the Forty-Second Congress, {laughter ;]} and 
when the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 
Cox,] who sotto voce says that it is a good 
name, and hereafter prostrates himself at the 
feet of the great champion of protection, Mr. 
Greeley, and surrenders the free-trade prin- 
ciples of his party in behalf of a cause to which 
I am devoted, I will shake hands with him and 
we shall no longer differ as to the fact that the 
protection of American industry is at 
intelligent and respectable, and that good 
wages and steady employment stimulate all 
the agencies whereby our fields of wheat, corn, 
and cotton, and our mines of coal, iron, cop- 
per, lead, and precious metals yield their 
harvests and treasures to augment the power 
and wealth of the nation. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH rose. 

Mr. DAWES. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. COX. One word only and I will quit. 

Mr. DAWES. Let us vote on this, first. 


least 


Mr Hoar’s amendment was then adopted. 
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Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I should like to 
say a word in favor of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Ho_man.] I 
bave not been partial to any one interest in 
fighting these tariff schemes. Shall I refrain 
when the question is the free interchange of 
intelligence between na- 
If we had a more enlarged exchange 
we would not be in the condi 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
who has just spoken. I am not re- 
sponsible for his not understanding my posi 
Of course his is ~I will not say 
so solid you cannot see 


commodities and 
tions? 
of intelligence 
tion of the 
NEGLEY, | 
tion, solid 
tolid itelligence ; 
through it { Laughter. } 

I rose. for the purpose of saying 
that the present rate of duty on books, which 
is twenty live per cent ad valorem, demands 
ofan economical person, who would make his 
book cheaply, to go abroad and to have most 
of the work done abroad on his book. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawes] referred to a book which I published 
in London. ‘The reason for my so doing is 
very plain. I found | could make that book 
ches aper in London than | could in New York. 
Who would not act on that principle? Printing 
is not patriotism 5 iLis business. I did not have 
the binding done in London, as he has stated ; 
but the paper was made there and the printing 
dove there. Substantially the book was made 
there The duty 
ad valorem was in- 
posed on the press work and the paper; or at 
least that was the construction of the custom- 
house. By our general tariff on everything, 
including paper aud type; including even 
proof-re Sie in one sense, (for the tariff 
enters into the business and family of all per- 
sons engaged in making books,) books cannot 
be made as cheaply here as there. The duties 
swell the cost of a book in various ways, not 
now to be discussed, 

Mr. DAWES. 
go there to publish their books and not have 
any book publishers here in the United States 
at all? 


however, 


and the binding done bere. 
of twenty-five per ceut. 


Mr. COX. The gentleman will see that my 
remarks reach a httle further than he sup- 
poses. It is connected with the passage of a 


copyright law. 1 want every author of every 


nation to go wherever he chooses, not only to 


have his brain properly cared for, butto print | 


his book, and to print it at the lowest price 
possible. lam a free-trader all through and 
through. Ido not agree with the gentleman 
from Massachuse'ts, who so ably represents 
the intellectual State par excellence of this 
country 
universal Hub. 
lishing 


He would prevent the pub 
and multiplication of books at the 

rate possible; I would not. Let 
them come from whatever country, let us give 
them hospitality; all the greater welcome 
when they Let them come in the 
form of Euripides and Sophocles, Socrates and 
Plato, Homer, Virgil, Horace, or Sallust; from 
lrance, with Laplace and Moliére ; from Ger- 
many, with Goethe or Schiller; from Eng- 
land, with Newton, Bacon, Shakspeare, Mil- 
ton, or even Darwin; or all the other grand 
authors who have supplied ideas. grace, and 
style to mankind. I am for giving them to 
the people of our land at as cheap a rate as 
vossible. 


cheapest 


cost less. 


Mr. ELDREDGE. And the Bible, too. 
Mr. DAWES. And cannot we multiply | 


copies of Socrates and Plato and Darwin here 
as well as over there? 

Mr. COX. We cannot do it as cheaply; 
that is my point. 

Mr. DAWES. And why is it? Because 
over there they employ men at twenty-five 
cents a day, who go barefoot and half naked, 
and are half fed. 

Mr. COX. 
man who works the cheapest for me. 


»the State which circulates around the | 


Do you want everybody to 


I am in favor of employing the | 
Other 


things being equal, all sensible, practical men || 


do the same. 





| man. 


Mr. DAWES. Whether he wearsany clothes, | 
eats sufficient food, or has any shoes to his 
feet—you did not mean that? 

Mr. COX. Iwish the people to have cheap 
clothes, food, boots, and shoes. I have con- 
stantly voted for these objects. I want them 
just now to have cheap books also. I want 
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especially the gentieman from Massachusetts | 


to be consistent on this question. [ Laughter. ] 
He knows that in Massachusetts they have 
brought Chinese, pagan, cheap labor into that 


State to come into competition with the labor | 


there for the purpose of manufacturing cheaper 
boots and shoes. And my friend [Mr. Dawes] 
vno traveled with me last summer over Cali- 
fornia would not take any active part in the 
eleciion canvass going on there, because both 
parties were strongly committed against Chi 
nese cheap labor. He believed in it as a ques- 
tion of humanitv. What is the difference 
between having Chinese cheap laborers in 
Massachusetts or having English cheap labor- 
ers working in Canada, or even England; and 
especially, @ fortiori, when the question is in 
favor of cheap books and the economic spread 
of intelligence. 

A gentleman from Connecticut to-day boasted 
that the people in New England were espe- 
cially the model Christian people; and yet 
they bring on cheap pagan labor from China, 
with joss- sticks and pig-t tails, to be employed in 


competition with the Christian laborers of that | 


State. This is a beautiful evidence of—eco- 
nomical consistency. Not that I now dis- 
pute the right of anybody to employ anybody 
in this country cheaply. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] appears to wish 
to say something. honest.) 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to inform the gentle- 
man that nobody in Massachusetts has any 
privileges of labor over anybody else in Mas- 
sachusetts. Wherever they come from, what- 
ever their color, they are measured only by 
their capacity. 

Mr. COX, (crossing to the Republican side 
of the House.) I like to get near the gentle- 
{Laughter.] It gives me more delight 
to.speak with him than with any one else in 
this House. I believe that free trade, free 
labor, and the right to.the interchange by 
trade of the products of free labor, is just as 
much a right, under God, as the right of free 
men or free soil—of personal freedom, guar- 
antied now to all, ot all races and color, by 
the Constitution. 

Why, the other day in the House, when I 
undertook to speak a good word for the col- 
ored people, and to say I would have favored 


the amendment of the Constitution abolishing | 
that particular critical | 


slavery—except at 
moment when I thought life of more value 
than liberty, when commissioners were with 
Grant, Seward, and Lincoln to treat for 
peace—after | had vindicated in debate here 
against my then colleague (Mr. Pendleton) 
the power to amend so as to abolish slavery, 
then, afier all this, I received from the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] the 
most scandalous reproach for all my efforts in 
this direction toward freedom. My distin 
uished friend from Massachusetts { Mr. 
JawES] should have known me beiter than 


i 
to charge me as he did with being false to 


freedom or to myself. I base my ideas in 
favor of free trade on the radical ideas of lib- 
erty; the same ideas I have cherished here 
since my service. 
Mr. DAWES. 
me for a moment ? 


Mr. BROOKS. 


Will the gentleman yield to 


I must make the point of 


| order on my colleague that this discussion is 


not germane. 

Mr. DAWES. The gentleman has made 
an allusion to me, and I wish to make a 
remark. 


Mr. BROOKS. We have only till three 
o'clock for discussion. 
Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from New 








| York (Mr. Cox] has made an allusion, which || 
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gives me an opportunity to say what I haye 
desired to say for a long time. 


| The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 


from New York [Mr. Cox] yield to the gentle. 
man from Massachusetts, | Mr. Dawes. ] 
Mr. COX. Ido. 
Mr. DAWES. The gentleman from New 
York alluded a moment ago to a debate jn 
this House in reference to the constitutional 
/amendment abolishing slavery. I learned 
after that debate that the gentleman from New 
York felt that I had done him injustice. | 
| sought an opportunity, but this is the first [ 
| have had, to assure the gentleman and the 
| House that nothing that I ever said, that no 
thought I ever entertained, reflected upon the 
_gentleman’s personal integrity at all in any 
| matter pertaining to his duties here in the 
House. He and | had been sixteen years 
| together, and it would not become me in the re. 
lations, which have existed between us from the 
day we first entered Congress, when | served 
under him as my chairman, to this day, to 
reflect in any way upon his integrity at all. 
I ditfer with him politically, but I have thought 
it due both to him and myself to make this 
explanation. 
| Mr. KELLEY. I desire to say that the 
| proposition now before the committee, both 
| as it is in the original proposition and in the 
/amendment, is a blow at the employment and 
| wages of every man engaged in the labor of 
paper-making, or in the preparation of the 
elements of paper, of printers’ ink, of type, of 
printing, and in all the arts and elements of 
_ book-making and binding. The way to cheapen 
books in this country is to enable our people 
to produce them. Weare the only commercia! 


|| nation which levies duties on books in any 


| other way than by weight. No other nation ad- 
mits them under an ad valorem duty. The 
specific duty by weight is the world-wide sys- 
tem, and was for years the measurement ot 
the duty in this country. 

On the 16th March last I spoke in this House, 
replying to my friend from Indiana, [Mr. 
Kerr,}] and in the course of my remarks 
| alluded to the deplorable condition of the 
| working printers of England. I have since 
received a letter* from a journeyman book- 
binder, now employed in Cambridge, Massa 
chusetts, telling me that a fellow-workman 
had lent him a copy of my remarks. He 
| thanks me for them, and tells me that when 
Mr. Houghton, of the firm of Hurd & Hough 
ton, to whose testimony before the Committee 
of Ways and Means I had referred to, came to 
Englaud to employ hands in the place of men 
who had enlisted for the war, he and his fel 
low-workmen were in destitution; and that 
Mr. Houghton brought them to this country, 
peying their way. He tells me that now his 
life is insured, and how many tens and hun- 
dreds of dollars he has on deposit in the sav- 
ings bank. He tells me also of other work- 
men who have thus been elevated from little 
better than pauperism by American wages, and 


* CamMBRIDGE, May 10, 1872. 


Dear Sir: A fellow-workman having lent me a 
pamphlet containing a speech delivered by you 
March 16, 1872, against free trade, [ take the lib- 
erty of addressing you, as I am interested in tbat 
subject. Sir, let us look at the blessings of free trade 
where it works so weil. I cannot do better than take 
my own case. When in England I always had a 
great desire to come to this country, not that I ex- 
pected to get rich, but wanted to be able to save 
something for my maintenance in myold age. In 
a we began to save. In 1864 Mr. H. 0. Houghton 

was in England trying to engage some compositors, 
printers, and book-binders. I am a book-binder and 
applied to him to see if he would pay our passage— 

| myself, wife, and two children. He came to Derby 
and [told him what Icoulddo. He agreed to ad- 
vance our passage-money. We had been saving 
nearly seven years, had twenty-four shillings per 
week, which was the best wages given. I had saved 
only £12 10s. 

What is the difference between my life there and 
that which I enjoy here? Mr. Houghton lent me 
money to buy furniture, and with the passage- 
money I was in debt for $270. I received fifteen 
doliars per week first, have been advanced several 
| times, now I have twenty-two dollars per week. | 

paid the debt, have my life insured, and $615 in the 
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are enjoying the same improved condition. I 
will print the letter with my remarks. It is 
proper that ] should say tbat the writer tells 
ye that he thinks that as to one fact I was mis- 
taken, which was in saying that the better class 
of English workmen get meat but once a week. 
He thinks the better class get meat on an 
average five times a week. In all the rest of 
my statements I was, however, accurate. Sir, 
to reduce the duty on books to eight cents per 
pound will be to close the paper- mills, the 
printing offices, and the book binderies of the 
country and to throw us at the mercy of Eng- 
lish and Belgian book-makers; I say Belgian, 
for it is afact that papercan be made so much 
cheaper in Belgium, type set, and books printed 
and bound so much more cheaply there than 
in England, that free trade with Belgium is 
uprooting the book- making trade of England, 
and it is highly probable that the book of my 
friend from New York, [Mr. Cox,] though he 
believes it was made in Kngland, was the pro- 
duct of the cheap labor employed in Belgium, 
and not that of England. The proposition to 
reduce this duty is, I repeat, a blow not only 
at the labor but at the authorship of this 
country. Without publishers who may pro- 
duce their books upon our own soil, paying 
wages that will secure them purchasers and 
readers, our authors will be brought to the 
feetof the great publishing houses of England. 
he way to make literature cheap here would 
be to impose such a duty as would give ade- 
quate protection to the paper-maker, the type- 
founder, and the book-maker in all and every 
department of the several trades it involves. 
Mr. BECK. I desire to say only a word 
against the motion made by the gentleman 
from. Indiana, [Mr. Houman,] and in favor of 
that made by the gentleman from Indiana, 
(Mr. Kerr.] I should like, of course, to see 
books free. A great deal can be said, and has 
been very well said, both by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Ho_man] and the gentle- 
man from New York, [ Mr. Cox, ] in regard to 
that; and it may go out to the country that we 
are taxing the family Bible, the school-books, 
and books of every kind. ‘That is all very 


well, but this fact exists, that you have either | 


to keep some tax upon books, or you have to 
depend for books altogether ou England. The 
further fact exists that books published in Eng- 
land, and sold there to their own people, cost 
more than the same books published here and 
sold in this country; while they can sell them 
cheaper they do not do it, and whenever you 
destroy the competition the booksellers, like 
everybody else, put their articles to the highest 
price. It was demonstrated two years ago 
that the manufacture of pig iron cost but 
twenty dollars a ton; it then sold at thirty- 
seven dollars a ton, and now at fifty-one dol- 
lars, and whenever the English manufacturer 
gets control of this market he will sell his 
books as high as he can. 

The duty of twenty per cent. ad valorem 
was thought to work badly by many members 





bank. This has been done in less than eight years. 
You mention Hon, H. O. Houghton speaking of the 
compositors of England not being able to pay their 
passage; there were about twenty in the same shop 
with meand not one married man better off than 
myself. 

Since I have been here several trade societies 
have passed laws for the payment of mens’ passage 
to this country, as so fewecando so. You spenk of 
the children of the brick-yardsin Leicester. I have 
seen them. I worked at the hosiery in Leicester; 
had to sew three dozen pairs of children’s socks per 
day, when only about seven years of age. Excuse 
me for correeting you, but I think you are mis- 
taken in saying that mechanics do not often taste 
meat there. I have been in Nottingham, Leicester, 
London, and Derby, and from what I saw I think 
the mass of the people have meat about five times a 
week. Allow me to wish you success in your efforts 
to keep the American public from such miseries as 
the free-trade policy of England has brought upon 
the English people. a 

Respectfully, yours, JAMES WILSON. 

P. 8.—I worked with a book-binder who had alarge 
family and only eighteen shillings per week, who 
told me he only tasted beef about once in three 
months ; but this is an exception. 


Hon. W, D. Kesvezy. 


| than twelve and a half per cent. 


of the committee because of frauds in the 
invoices. It was demonstrated, for instance, 
that in relation to the tax on old books frauds 
were perpetrated by putting an old title-page 
to the book while all the rest was new. 

The committee believing that a duty at so 
much a pound was better, fixed the rate at 
twelve and a half cents per pound. I have 
always believed that ten cents per pound would 
be the true amount, not twelve and a half. A 
duty of twelve and a half per pound would in- 
crease the price of the cheaper class of books, 
while it would cheapen the higher class of 
books which are only bought by the few. 
Therefore [ favor the duty of ten cents pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Indiana, [ Mr. 
Kerr.] The effect of making books free 
would be to destroy the business of book-mak- 
ing in this country. So long asa man pays 
fifty per cent. more for the clothes he wears, 
for the food he eats, and for everything else 
he uses, more than is paid in other countries, 
he cannot manufacture as cheaply as men in 
other countries, and until you make free trade 
in everything you cannot make it in books 
without destroying the whole business. My 
judgment is, taking an average duty and giv- 
ing the benefit to the cheaper books instead 
of to the more costly ones, that ten per cent. 
will more effectually accomplish the purpose 
And I think, 
from the proofs we had before us, it is better 
also on account of the frauds that were per- 
petrated. 

{ Here the hammer fell. | 

(he committee rose informally; and Mr. 
Sawyer took the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Symp- 
SON, one ot their clerks, announced that the 
Senate had passed, without amendment, a bill 
of the House of the following title: 

A bill (H. Rk. No. 2187) to confirm the action 
of the board of aldermen and common council 
of the city of Washington, designating a depot 
site for the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad 
Company, and for other purposes. 

Che message further announced thatthe Sen- 


ate had disagreed to the amendment of the | 


House to the bill of the Senate, No. 468, to 
regulate criminal practice in the Federal courts, 
and requested a committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appoiated, as the conterees on the part 
of the Senate, Mr. ‘l’HurMAN, Mr. FRELINGHUY- 
sen, and Mr. ConkKLING. 
TARIFF AND TAX BILL. 
The Committee of the Whole rasumed its 


session. 


Mr. BANKS. I move to amend the amend- 
ment so as to make it eleven instead of ten per 
cent. [am sure it is not the purpose of the 
Committee of the Whole to vote for the ad- 
mission of books free of duty, however ben- 
eficial it might be tous. What we want 
know of the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means[Mr. Dawes] is what is the 
lowest amount of duty that will afford a pro- 
tection to book-making in this country. 

Mr. DAWES. I will to 
league 

Mr. BANKS. 


be very brief. 


state my col- 


After I get through I will 
The gentleman has not given 
us thatinformation. Whatisthéelowest amount 
that will enable us to make books in this coun- 
try, putting as little burdens upon the pur- 
chasers of books as possible? That is what we 
want to know. My impression is that there 
are other things besides the duty on books that 
enter into this question 

The other day, in some general remarks 
upon the tariff, | mentioned the fact to the 
House that in 1869 it cost one of the great 
hotels in the city of New York just twice as 
much to supply its tables as it did in 1863 and 
1864, when gold was 260 to 280. And that is 
a consideration that enters into this matter. 
What I want to find out is what is the least 


to | 
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| rate of duty that will protect this interest and 


that 
I think that is all that is wanted 
by the members of this committee, and espe- 
cially I think that is what is wanted by the 
gentleman to whom reference was made by 
my colleague. ( 


give the people the greatest advantage Ss 
ran be had. 


He wants to know what is the 
lowest duty at which paper that is used for 
the country newspapers in this country can be 
imported without detriment or disaster to the 
paper- manufacturing interests of this co intry. 
Chat is what I want to know also. 


The fact 
that the gentleman to whom 


reference has 


| been made was born in England is not in ques- 


tion at all. He came to this country more 
than twenty five years ago. He was employed 
as an artist upou a pictorial paper in Boston as 
early as 1850. He was then employed upon 
Gleason’s Pictorial, and has been the pioneer 
in illustrated journalism in this country. He 
now publishes eight or ten illustrated jour 

nals—Knglish, German, and Spanish. His 
weekly pay-roll amounts to nearly eight thou 

sand dollars, and his annual expenditure for 
American paper is $500,000, while he imports 
not more than $100,000 worth from England. 
It is not exae ly right 


1O spe uk of such a man as 
an Englishman. 


He bas carried that branch 
of the profession to a degree of perfection not 
surpassed by England, France, or any other 
country of Europe. If it continues to advance 
as it has hitherto, at no distaut day the art of 
illustration will be extended to the daily jour- 
nals of this country, and they will be printed 
with illustrations as we now sec 
pictorial papers. 

now ask my colleague [Mr. Dawes] why 
it is, when the tariif of 1846 was but ten per 
cent., the tariff of 1857 but eight per cent., 
| and the tariff under existing law but twenty- 


in our weekly 


| tive per cent., it is necessary at this period to 


charge very nearly the tariff rates of 1842, 
when the duty upon paper and books was from 
fitteen to twenty-five and thirty cents a pound? 
How is it that with all the improvements in 
inanufacture, all the advances in science, with 
all the improvements that 


have been made in 
every art, we are obliged to pay a duty very 


nearly equal to that of the tariff of 1842, and 
which lasted only two or three years, in order 


| to protect the book-makers of this country and 
prevent the importation of books from foreign 
countries ? 

Mr. DAWES. I will state to my colleague 
[Mr. Banks] that the Committee of Ways 
and Means had a very thorough investigation 
| of this subject, and gave a hearing to the im 
porters and publishers of books. The im- 
porters, up to this session, have been opposed 
toa change from the ad valorem duty on books 
to a duty per pound. The honest importers 
of the country have been driven from the 
market, and their piace has been taken by for 
eigners, who import books in the manner | 
have illustrated. The importers therefore say 
that they can no longer continue hones 


y the 
business of importing under an ad valorem 
duty which enables dishonest men by means 
of undervaluations to push them from the 
market. ‘Therefore, looking the matter all 
over, counting all the cost, the publishers ot 
this country and the importers, all the large 
houses, have signed a paper which has been 
sent to the committee, asking a duty of fifteen 
cents a pound on books. We have fixed the 
duty at twelve and a half cents a pound. My 
friend from New York, [Mr. Brooks,] in 
whom upon this subject the committee had 
great confidence, labored with me and with the 
committee; and he and J, and indeed the 
whole committee, agreed upon twelve and a 
| half cents as the limit, not to shut out fore gu 
publications, but as the living limit for Amer 
ican publishers and importers. 
One word about the allusion which I made 
to an ‘* Englishman,’’ which I[ regret t 
| made, so fur as it may have 
| that it is any fault or disg 
man. 


im pli 1 any idea 
n Englis! 


race t ) 4 
endeavored 


The humiliation which I 
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‘ 


ress was that he should come here and 
to permit him to go to England and buy 
a particular kind of paper for his illustrated 
when the Har; ers and eve rybody else 
ame line buy thei ir paper in this coun- 
try [ will not disparage his paper except to 
ay that I do not like the pictures. I have 
about the of his publica- 
but I say it is unfortunate for us that 
a condition of things should exist. We 
d and em] oy the labor of Bel- 
bleaching- powders 
i bears no duty, rags 
fA du y upon every article 
paper, while 
foreign countries, in order to keep those ma 
terials there, put an export duty upon them. 
Yet some of out people are so blind to what 
‘* We will make 
it for the interest of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox] and his { Mr. 
Brooks,] when they publish a book, to go 
abroad and get the foreign laborer to make that 
book.”’ 

| cannot understand how the American se@h- 
timent in a man’s breast should sleep under 
uch circums! If | have any pride in 
anything in this country it is in its develop- 
itis when one 


 @Xt 


. | , 
a5n Us 


paper, 


in the 


nothing to say merit 
tion; 
such 
can go abroa ’ 
gium at fifteen centsad \ 
there bear no duty, sod: 
are tree We Impose 


used in the manufacture of our 


builds up a nation as to say, 


colleague, 


nnces., 
ment; man makes two spears 
only one grew before; 
of inventive power, 
by any other agency, 
ars’ worth of the product of 
where one was produced be- 
things of that 
grandeur of our | 


of grass grow where 


when one man by the use 


Or by watetr power, or 


two doll 


produces 
human labor 
fore. I have 
kind than J 
country’s mountains and rivers and 
great and magnificent as they are. 


Mr. KERR. | 


word 


pride in 
have in all the 


more 
, : 
pialns, 


desire to say a few more 
stion before the vote is taken. 
things that have been said by the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. Daw ES | in 
his sei thes to-day are so remarkable 


on this que 


pome 


eral spee 
and at the same time so characteristic that I] 
willing they unanswered. 
‘They refleet this 
House and upon the patriotism of this side of 
the House, and upon my own especially. I 
want it understood by the House that for 
every pos tion | take upon the subject of the 
tariff [| have intelligent which ad- 
dre Ss themselves to my conscience and judg- 
, based primarily upon the original rights 


shall go 


ain not 


upon the intelligence of 


reasous 


ment 


of the people of this country, of which rights 
onall such occasions as thisthe gentleman from 


Massachusetts loses sight completely, in his 
zeal to serve a few men, to build up special 
interests, to extend particular privileges and 
favors to those already powertul, at the ex- 
pense of the many. It is to this continual 
cry in favor of the few that I object. The 
gentleman cover it up | 
under prete nded zealin the interests of labor. 
No monopolist ever came here to speak for 
himself. ‘He always spe “aks for labor! But 
the people will not always be humbugged by 
such chaff. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts con- 
stautly interjects into all he says here some- 
thing about the Be sigic labor at fifieen cents a 
day, and English labor at twenty cents a day, | 
and all that kind of stuff. I cail it ** stuff,’ 
what I say The gentleman 
knows as well as every intelligent man in | 
this House that there is total free trade in 
Peak, iid in the making of books and every- 
thing: else; and he also knows that in Belgium 
and in many of the states of Prussia, and gen- | 
erally on the continent, labor is cheaper than 
itis in Great Britain. Yet Great Britain is 
market of Europe. I | 
prints more literature, 
does more forthe civilization of the world than 
all the other nations of Europe. It does this 
in spite of the cheaper labor abroad; it does | 
this in spite of protection on the continent; it || 
does it by the aid of free trade in Great || 
Britain. The higher labor of England makes | 
books and sells them on the continent in suc- |! 


cannot disguise it or 


and mean just 


the book-publishing 


| ! 
inakes more books, 





| that we would break down 


| impossible to make a book in the 


cessful competition with the cheaper labor | 
This constant talk about labor is all | 


there. 
for effect here. It has nothing to do with the 
great question of the ability of American pub- 
lishers to make books without protection. 
They can do this with the natural protection 
they have, and with the superior skill of our 
workmen, aided by better aaa: 

American labor is not asking for this pro- 
tection. It is American monopoly. 
cheaper books. We are entitled to this blessed 
boon 
who want to learn, who 


here. 
vant to fit themselves 


for the high and responsible duties of citizen- || 


ship, are entitled to buy literature wherever 
they please and as cheaply as possible. To 
deny this precious right strikes at the very 
corner-stone of free institutions. Free Amer- 
ica denies to her citizens in this respect the 
privileges and liberty enjoyed by those of 
European Governments. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts constantly hurls it into our teeth 


establishments of this iaery and make it 
impossible—that is his expression—make it 
United States 
Make it impossible to make a book here! 
Why, Mr. Chairman, the 
inakers can defy the world now under free 
trade. No nation on the earth can make any 
of those millions, untold millions of books 
consumed in this country which are of alocal, 
peculiarly national character ; 
such as professional books, all our school 
books, all our books of American 
and history of all kinds, are made by our own 
book makers. American school-books are 
now being shipped to China. Why do not 
the English take their books, their cheap 
books, to China and shut out ours? It is 
because there is nothing in the cry that we 
will break down the American manufacturers. 
This country is the greatest reading and book- 
consuming country on eariu. We make more 
books than any other country in the world. 
We have more writers, more newspapers, 
more popular intelligence than the rest of the 
world. The idea that the business of book- 
making can only survive in this country by 
the aid of bounty is the baldest assumption. 
Itis national stultification. There is no shadow 
of foundation for it in fact or truth. The 
American publishers do not want any high 
bounty. They only ask for ten cents per 
pound, except a few houses that would build 
up Vast monopolies. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I wish at*the proper time to offer an amend 
ment to this clause, and I will have it read 
now for the information of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “‘except,”’ in line eighty-eight, 
insert these words: “books printed in other than 
the English language, and books printed in the Eng- 


lish language of an edition unrevised for twenty 
years. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I shall! offer that 
amendment with a view to preparing the way 
for putting these two classes on the free list. 

Mr. DAWES. That amendment is very 
proper, and | hope it will be voted on now. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I hope it will 
be voted on now, and that there will be no 
objection to it, as it will save time. 

Mr. Chairman, I regret very much for my- 
self to be forced to the necessity of changing 
the tariff on books from ad volorem to specific. 
Iam willing, however, to follow the sugges- 
tions of the committee, who have considered 
the subject carefully. I wish to point out one 
or two difficulties in the way of the proposed 
method of taxing books. For instance, a 
friend of mine a few days since imported from 
England thirty-nine volumes of Rees’s Ency- 
clopedia, a work more than twenty years old, 
and weighing about eight pounds to the vol- 
ume. The work is now admitted free of duty, 
but if it were taxed on the plan this bill pro- 
poses, that is, by the pound- 


domestic, or 
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Mr. DAWES. No one proposes that. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I am giving 
this merely as an illustration. If we were to 
tax this on the plan this bill proposes, by tax. 
ing per pound, the tax would amount to morg 
than forty dollars in gold. The price of the 
whole series of these volumes in London wag 
The trouble with this 
change of tariff from specific to ad valorem js 
that it falls most heavily on the cheapest 
books, on the Testaments and Bibles, on the 
popular books which go into the hands oj 
poor people everywhere. The most luxurious 
books, the rare, expensive editions do not 
bear a proportionate rate of duty by the change 
here proposed from an ad valorem duty to a 
specific duty. 

Whether twelve and a half cents per pound 
is the proper rate I do not know; but I do 
implore this committee to strain to come as 
near to free books as is compatible with the 
rights of all concerned. And when I say all, 
I mean the writer of books, the printers of 
books, and the readers of books. I regret that 
any necessity exists for putting shackies on 
what ought to be in the larger view of the sub- 
ject as free as the air we breathe. I would 
have popular books, the Bible, and the general 
educational literature of the country as nearly 
free as possible. While wishing this for the 
sake of literature and education, I know that 
we must not forget the interests of those who 
have invested their money in the business of 
publishing books, and recognizing the difficul- 
ties that surround this bill, “L will not say any- 
thing which may tend to embarrass it. But I 
hope the House will put on the free list books 
in other languages, and the old authors of our 
own language. It is a wrong to all the scholar 
ship of the country to make any iaw by which 
access to the old masters, the teachers of 
mankind, whose works have come down to us 
across the centuries and the generations, shall 
be blocked up by any mode of taxation. The 
readers of such books are generally not wealthy 
men, and can ill afford the enhanced cost of 
these sources of their knowledge and inspiya- 
tion. I hope the amendment | have sent to 
the Chair will be adopted. 

Mr. DAWES. No one has imposed any- 
thing upon the old masters. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. But this tax 
will be imposed upon them if my amendment 
does not prevail. I have so drafted it as pre- 
cisely to meet the case. I understand that 
although a book may be a hundred years old, 
if it has a new title-page e, bearing the imprint 
1870, 1871, or 1872, it is called a new book. 
This subst tantially nullifies the present law, 
which provides that a book twenty years old 


shall come in free of duty. 


Mr. BURCHARD rose. 

Mr. KERR. [ask the gentleman to yield 
to me for a moment? 

Mr. BURCHARD. 
man a single minute. 

Mr. KERR. [ hold in my hand a paper 
signed by more than four fifths of all the book 
makers of America, in which they say : 

“Tf a specific tariff is regarded as necessary at all, 
we maintain, by the accompanying table, that ten 
cents per pound is the highest rate that imported 


books can possibly bear without serious injury to all 
the valuable and large interests involved.” 


Mr. DAWES. That was put in two years 
ago; and the same men say that it is impossi- 
ble now to get on without a duty of twelve 
and a half cents. 

Mr. KERR. The paper was. sent to me 
during this session of Congress. 

Mr. DAWES. Look at the date. 

Mr. KERR. It has.no date to show that it 
is two years old. I repeat that it was handed 
me during the present session. 

The question being taken on the emend- 
ment of Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, it was ‘agreed 


to. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I wish to say a word 
in regard to the specific duty provided in the 
| bill. The committee desired and intended to 


I yield to the gentle 


hain aaa 
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give an equivalent duty for the present ad 
valorem duty. Two years ago the duty on 
rags was repealed, and rags are now free. It 
is true, as has been stated by the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, that there 
is an export duty upon rags imposed by some 
countries. Out of one hundred and three mil- 
lion pounds of rags exported, only one half 
the whole quantity, or forty-three million 
pounds, were imported from England. We 
receive only a small quantity from those 
countries which impose an export duty. 

We have reduced the duties upon the raw 
materials connected with this industry. We 
propose, if this bill passes with the rates fixed 
by the committee, to reduce the duty upon 
‘ We also reduce the duty upon leather, 
upon ealf-skins, and other forms of leather 
which are used in binding books. And while 
we are doing this, it seems to me we ought not 


paper. 


to increase the duty on books. Weare actually | 


giving book-making a greater protection under 
this bill if we allow it to remain exactly as it 
is. But we ought to reduce the duty on books, 
as we are reducing the duty on other imported 
We ought, if we make anything free, 
to make knowledge free as far as it is possible 
to do so, without doing injustice to the indus- 
tries of the country. Hence. I believe that we 
can make the reduction to the rate proposed 
by the gentleman from Indiana, of ten cents 
per pound. I shall therefore support that 
amendment. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I am opposed to 
making books free, but in favor of a reduc- 
tion upon that article as well as on everything 
else. The gentleman from Lllinois [ Mr. Farns- 
WorTH] remarked yesterday that there is 2 
strange silence upon the subject of revenue in 
the course of this debate on the tariff. I de- 
sire to add to that that there has been a marked 
silence onthe subject of profits. Inthe course 
of all this discussion we are constantly hearing 
talk about wages ; nothing about profits. We 
are constantly hearing about labor, but nothing 
about the proprietors. Why, sir, any man lis 
tening to this debate might think that all the 
protected industries in the United States of 
America were carried on under the ciopera- 
tive system, and that all the bounties and 


articles. 


benefits which we vote by the tariff we have | 


voied directly into the pockets of the laborers ; 
while, as we all know, there is a middleman 
who stand, between our legislation and the 
laborer, the proprietor, the corporation, the 
firms and individuals who carry on these in- 
dustries. These men get the money in their 
own hands, and what do they do with it? It 
goes into their profit and dividend accounts, 
while they pay their employés just what the 
general course of wages compels them to pay. 

lhe gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Con- 
GER] yesterday made an attack on my col- 
league on the Committee of Ways and Means 


} 
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[ hold in my hand a book to which I have | 
sometimes referred, a report of the bureau of 
statistics of labor of Massachusetts, and it is 
to the honor of that State, be it said, that of 
all the States in the Union it is the only one 
candid enough to expose the true relations of 
labor to capital, and that book shows that 
precious little of the increase of profit created 


| by your tariff has gone into the pockets of the 


| laborer. 


That book shows that while the 
tariff has been tripled within the last ten 
years, the wages of labor have only increased 
sixty three per cent., and that while they are 


| getting nothing more than the general course 


of wages throughout the country, the proprie 


| tors themselves have been realizing handsome 


| profits. 


As a matter of course, when they 
get this money under the tariff they do not in- 
tend to pay their laborers one cent more than 
the general rate of wages compels them to 
pay. The rates of labor depend upon the 
agreement between the laborer and the pro- 
prietor, and if the proprietors should attempt 
to reduce the wages of labor in any particular 
branch below the average rate of wages in the 


country, the laborers would simply quit and | 


go into some other business. 


In the time of the revenue tariff before the 


war wages in this country were higher than 
in Europe or in Canada, 
the nature of the country, the sparsely-settled 
population of the country compared with 


| European countries, and a number of other 


things which regulate the rate of wages, just 
as supply and demand regulate things. 

Mr. DAWES. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I havea word or two to 
say before this vote is taken. 

Mr. DAWES. Then I ask unanimous con- 
sent that debate on this paragraph be closed 
after the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. Hot- 
MAN] shall have concluded his remarks. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Not quite. 

Mr. DAWES. 
have spoken. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. 


| else may want to speak. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


J will withdraw my motion 


| to strike out this paragraph for the purpose of 


submitting another motion, if my colleague 
{Mr. Kerr] will withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. KERR. Is it necessary to withdraw 
my amendment in order to enable the gentle- 
man to offer his? 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


I desire to offer an amend- 


|| ment to go in as a proviso after the proviso 


from Illinois, [Mr. BurcHarp, | and attempted | 


to fasten on him and every revenue reformer 
the character of unfriendliness to labor. 
'bat was in a discussion about the small re- 
duction of the tariff on lumber. Now, does 
that gentleman mean to have us believe that 
if you will reduce the duty on lumber to-day 


a corresponding reduction will be made in the | 


wages of the men who cut the timber? Is 
there no such thing as proprietors of timber 
lands? 
of profit within which we may reduce? 

Let me put the converse of the case. Sup- 
pose to-day we increase the duty on lumber 
Or paper, or books, fifty per cent. Do gen- 
tlemen mean to say that to-morrow the pro 
prietors will advance the wages of their labor- 
ers fifty per cent.? Certainly no one on this 
floor is verdant enough to believe any such 
proposition as that. 1 say that in this matter 
of books the reduction recommended by the 
committee, like all the other reductions in the 
bill, may affect the margin of profits but it 
does not touch labor. 


Is there no such thing as a margin | 


adopted on motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. GarFIELD.] It is as follows: 


Provided further, That school-books and charts | 
and maps used by common schools, Bibles and | 


Testaments, shall be free of duty. 


The CHAIRMAN. That will not be in 
order while the amendment of the gentleman’s 
colleague {[Mr. Kerr] is pending. 

Mr. KERR. 
my amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now offer the amend- 
ment I have indicated. 

Mr. DAWES. That is a proposition to 
bring foreign school-books into our schools. 

Mr. HOLMAN. While the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Me. Dawes] is vigilant in 


his duty as chairman of the leading committee | 


of the House, he ought not to forget the dig- 
nity of his position. He should not forget 
that while he represents a special interest on 


| the pending subject not very friendly to the 
| common interest of the whole country-—— 


Mr. DAWES. What interest is that? I 
have no special interest. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman represents 
apparently the interest of the publishing houses 
of Boston. 

Mr. DAWES. Nota bit. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman should not 
intimate that other gentlemen here are influ- 
enced in their conduct on this subject by 
unworthy motives. 


That arises from | 


Well, after two gentlemen | 


Perhaps somebody 


For the present, I withdraw | 


|| get their books from the old home. 
|| especially a tax upon German books, and the 
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Mr. DAWES. 

Mr. STORM. Yes, you did. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman forgets the 
insinuation that he made when he said he 
regretted to see a British subject crouching at 
the ears of meiabers of this House. 

Mr. DAWES. I repeat that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. You do? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, I do. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Do you apply that to any 
gentleman on this floor? 

Mr. DAWES. Nothing is so humiliating 
to me as to see that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman apply 
that to any gentleman upon this floor? 

Mr. DAWES. I do not apply it to you. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is sufficient for me. 
The gentleman made his remark immediately 
after | had uttered a few words in behalf of 
the right of the common intelligence of the 
country to be exempt from taxation. 

Mr. DAWES. There is no more high- 
minded gentleman in the House than the 
gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I indorse the sentiment 
[laughter] in reference to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. I did not intend to reproach 
any member of the House; I only referred to 
the manifest impropriety of an alien approach- 
ing any member of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I presume that I was per 
haps a little sensitive on this question, as I 
had just spoken, so there is an end to it. | 
had attempted to say something in behalf ot 
free intelligence, but I do not think that my 
friend from Massachusetts should have indulged 
in words that by any possibility might have 
been deemed an imputation of an unworthy 
motive on the part of any of his associates on 
this floor. Being assured, however, that | was 
mistaken, I will now proceed with my remarks 
upon this subject. 

No gentleman can say a word in behalf of 
the common cause of education, or in behalf 
of facilities for the education of the citizens 
of this great Republic which may fit them for 
the highest duties of citizens, and be out of 
place in this Chamber. I desire to say further 
that it is humiliating to the country that argu 
ments should be urged, far-fetched and remote, 
against allowing the freest scope for acquiring 
information, in favor of a tax on learning, or 
the means of learning—a tax by the avoirdu 
pois of twelve and a half cents per pound. 
Twenty-five per cent. ad valorem seems to be 
more creditable—a more spiritual idea, at least. 
Then the gentleman who bought his elegant 
encyclopedia or the grand tomes of the Old 
World ata cost of many thousand dollars would 
pay a tax in proportion tothe value of the work, 
while the indigent scholar or mechanic who is 
not able to find in our own stores the works 

| he desires, would pay accordiug to his more 
humble means and the value of the books, when 
he has to send abroad for them. Buta charge 
according to the avoirdupois is simply mon- 
strous. The gilt volume of costly engravings 


I never have. 


|| and elegant type of the antique forms would 


pay no more than a book of little value. The 
gentleman forgets that this country is cosmo- 
politan too in its character. Great numbers 
of Germans come here from all portions of 
the German world, and Switzerland, Sweden, 
and Denmark send countless thousands to 
our prairies to build up homes upon our soil. 
They will long, while loving their adopted coun 
| try, love the books and literature and lan- 
guage of the land of their nativity. ‘They will 
This is 


| gentleman from Massachusetts must know the 
fact. It proposes to deny the proper facilities 


|| for furnishing to that large and growing por 
| 


tion of our population the works required for 
sources of intelligence. Yet the gentleman from 
Massachusetts proposes that upon the sources 
| of information so necessary to these classes of 
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our foreign population—upon Bibles, school- 
and works of amechanical or scientific 
characte! a tax of twelve aud a half per cent. 
shall be levied. 
Mr. DAWES. 
the fact that b 
from Ohio 


HOOKS, 


Ihe gentleman overlooks 
y an amendment of the gentleman 
| Mr. GarvieLD,} to which I| have 
ussented, books in a foreign language are to 
be admitted free. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts |Mr. Hoar] proposes to exempt 
colleges and academies of learning from this 
taxauion a proposition in favor of 
the academi He 
did not the teacher of the 
common schools, nor a word about the poor 
school boy sitting on a hard bench with his 
Valuable 
old books, iF) Oks for « olleges, academies, doc- 


This is 
, colleges, and professors. 
a worc 


say about 


naked legs dangling underneath. 


tors of laws, professors, are to come in free, 
but books for the peopleare to be taxed twelve 
and « balf cents a pound by the avoirdupois. 

‘Sag the hammer fell. | 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire, 
Mr. Chairman, to bring to the attention of the 
committeea matter which | think has not been 
well understood ; and I only venture to speak 
upon it because I can do so experimentally, 
and from 
spent in a manufacturing city. 
know anything, 


I know, if | 


the relations between the la- 


borer and his wage, between capital and labor; | 
and it is to me a gratifving fact that an im- | 
provement (whether a sufficient improvement | 


or not is another question) is now going on in | 


favor of the laborer. He is getting a greater 
share of the value of his product than he did 
some years ago. 

I wiil the House a few facts. In a 
woolen mill in which | have some interest, 
started in 1846, the price of the labor, enter- 
ing into such cloth as | am wearing, was only 
twelve and a half per cent.; or to express it 
in other terms, the whole cost of the cloth 
beyond twelve and a half per cent. was either 
materials, dye-stuff, machinery, interest upon 
capital or profit. That corporation with 
$1,000,000 capital was compelled to suspend 


ive 


its business for want of success in 1849. Again || 


it entirely failed in 1857; 


share. The 
and land, which cost $900,000, were sold for 
$300,000. The corporation was reorganized 
by putting in $300,000 of working capital. As 
reorganized, upon a basis of $500,000 capital, 
it went through the war making what are 


and the stock which || 
cost $1,000 a share was sold for fifty dollars a || 
machinery, tools, water-power, | 


known as Navy cloths and Bay State shawls. | 
It made, as all other manufacturing establish: | 


ments did, large dividends; the dividends in 


this case being larger because the company, | 


when the war began, foreseeing what was 
going to happen, bought large quaniities of 


wool at twenty-five and thirty cents a pound, | 


and was enabled to manufacture and sell the 
article when wool was worth one dollar a 
pound, 

But upon an accurate examination, looking 
at the matter not for the purpose of affecting 
tariff laws or any similar purpose, but to as- 


certain the relative proportion between wages | 
of labor and the aggregate cost of the goods | 


at the present time as compared with a period 
fourteen or filteen years ago, it is found that 


while labor at that time coustituted but twelve || 


and a half per cent. of the value of the arti- 
cle, it now constitutes nineteen per cent. ; that 
is to say, whereas» from fourteen to twenty 


years ago the laborer received but twelve and | 


a half per cent. of the value of the man. 
ufactured product he now gets nineteen per 
cent., while the profits of the capitalist upon 


the same class of goods are no higher now | 


than they were then. 

I mention this as a matter of business in- 
formation tothe House. Whether it is owing 
to tariff or free trade, or laws of any kind, it is 
a gratifying fact for the American workman 








enabled to make iron 





that according to the most careful statistics 
he is now gradually obtaining larger percent- 
age of the cost of production in a great branch 
of manufacturing industry. And therefore, 
although the increase of protection has gone 
on, he gets his share of the increase of that 
protection. And to show the House how 


establishment of which | speak everything is 
estimated by the cost which it requires to 
manufacture an Ounce of wool ; and everything 
is recoguized by the ounce, although in six 
months it uses up six hundred and forty-eight 
thousand pounds of wool. 

Mr. Chairman, I have given these facts not 
to sustain any theory. I have taken no part 
in this debate. I have my own theories in 
this matter. I do not think that tariff laws 


make much difference—not as much as people | 
I have given the House | 
these facts, which the members of the House | 


sometimes imagine. 


may apply each according to his own theory. 


Mr. FINKELNBURG rose, but was entirely 


inaudible. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to add one word further. I have only been 
speaking of the relative distance between the 


| cost of capital and material and the cost of 


a knowledge gained by forty years || 


labor; and that relative distance does act 
independently, of course. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Chairman, | wish to add a few facts to the 
information which the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. BuTrLer] has just given to the 
House concerning the benefits of a protective 
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tariff on the welfare and products of labor, and | 


the condition of the laborer. In my district 


there is a rolling mill, at Phenixville, which | 
| some years ago was scarcely able to get along, | 


and was on the eve of bankruptcy. By viriue 
of the provisions of a protective tariff it has 


| been enabled to progress very well, until now, 


by the skill acquired by the workmen, and by 


| the ingenuity of the men at the head of the | 

concern, it has added an almirable bridge- | 
_ building branch to its large establishment. It | 
| now builds iron railroad bridges for all parts 


| from all of them. 


of the country. And by the skill it has ac- 
quired through protective legisiation it has 


been enabled to come into successful compe- | 


tition with all the world. There was an iron 
railroad bridge advertised to be builtin Canada. 
It entered into competition with the Canadian 
manufacturers and the manufacturers of Eng- 
land, and it was able to carry off the contract 
This it has done, although 
it charges lower rates and alower price on iron- 


work because of the superior quality of the | 
/iron, the superior arrangement of material, 


and its greater tensile strength. It bas been 





Mr. MORGAN. | objectto the gentleman’s 
going into the general discussion of the tariff. 
The pending paragraph is on the duty on books. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I hope 
the gentleman will notinsist on this objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. This is on the subject of 
books and not on railroad bridges. 

The CHAIRMAN. State your point of 
order. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Bennsylvania. The 
gentleman does not insist upon it. Whenever 


the subject of iron is broached here it has the | 


same etfecton gentlemen on the other side that 
shaking a red rag has on an angry bull. 
[ Laughter.] But we have to do it occasionally. 

Now, | wish to say in regard to the wages 
of labor that from the table which was fur- 
nished to me by the superintendent of that 
company, and read before the House some- 
time ago, the wages of labor paid in that estab- 
lishment appear to be more than twice as high 
as in England, and to some kinds of workmen 
three or four times as much, and the workmen 
all have comfortable homes. 

I wish to say in addition to gentlemen on 
the other side of the House, as well as to gen- 


| been so pathetically advocated here. 
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tlemen on this side who are in favor of low 
duties, that they are inconsistent in their prin- 
ciples aud conduct, because they are the adyo- 
cates to-day of some of the most absolute 
monopolies of the world. If { understand 
their position, they are in favor of the cop; 


|| right law, which gives an absolute right to the 
carefully it is estimated, let me say in this | 


authors of books, adding to the cost in the 
hands of the children whose interests have 
They 


are also in favor of patent laws. They are iy 


favor of giving the absolute right of making 
/and selling to men who invent mowing-ma- 


chines or sewing-machines, the absolute and 
undisturbed monopoly for fifteen years in 
those articles, no matter how high the price, 
no matter how indispensable to the indus 
try of the country, nor how high a_ price 
they may charge to the farmer for his agri 
cultural machines; no matter how much they 
may charge for a sewing-machine to the poor 
servant girl in a garret in New York, which 
she needs to earn her living. They are in 
favor of those monopolies, and they support 
them with earnestness whenever they may be 
assailed. ‘The gentieman from the great city 
of New York, my friend to the left, [ Mr. 
Brooks,}] is to-day advocating one of the 
greatest monopolies of the country, the navi- 
gation laws for the protection of the coasting 
trade, which gives the whole of that trade to a 
few favored individuals. Will he give that up? 
He dare not do it. 

Mr. BROOKS. 
will. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. 
doubt he wiil then. 

{ Here the hammer feil. } 

Mr. BEATLY. Mr. Chairman, as the gen 
tlemen from Massachusetts [Mr. BurLer] and 
Pennsylvania [| Mr. TownsEnD] have discussed 
the tariff with reference to its effect upon the 
laboring men engaged in cotton, woolen, and 
iron manufactories, it will perhaps be equally 
pertinent for me to say a few words in regard 
to its effeet upon the wool-growers of the coun 
try. .1 propose to show that the profits of the 
wool-grower have not been increased hitherto 
by your tariff laws, while the manulacturer has 
enjoyed all the advantages which they were 
designed to confer. 

While | believe this bill will, as a whole, 
afford reliet to the great body of the people, if 
it becomes a law, I nevertheless desire to enter 
my protest againt the blind and indiscriminate 
mode of reduction which it contemplates. 
The proposition to reduce existing duties ten 
per cent. on articles enumerated in the second 
section might be tair enough if these duties had 
been so adjusted originally as to afford an 
equitable percentage of protection to all the 


Give us free trade and we 


No 


| industries affected by them, and if, also, since 


| industries. 


they were laid, there had been no change in 
the relative strength and prosperity of those 
But you strike down the prin- 


| ciple upon which this doctrine of protection is 
| founded when you withhold fromthe weak and 


struggling that which the stalwart and inde- 
pendeut no longer needs. Protection when 
measured out by the rule proposed becomes 
robbery and extortion. It confounds the weak 
with the strong, and deals out its bounties to 
each with an utter disregard of the condition 
or prospectsof either. It is against this unjust 
feature of the proposition that I protest 

I proposed an amendment to exempt woo! 
from the general reduction contemplated. | 


did it, not because the wool-growers ask any 


special favors from this House, but because 


they have a right to expect that justice shull 
_ be done to them. 


They have been led to sus: 
tain the system of protection by the assurance 
that they would be permitted to participate in 
its benefits, but up to this hour they have not 
been benefited to the extent of one farthing 
by your protective legislation, and now, when 
the wool tariff fur the first time promises to 
be in some degree effective and afford them 
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some little help, you propose to cut down the 
juty on wool, not only ten per cent., but in 
nany instances twenty per cent. ] do not say 
this to curry fuvor with the farmers of my dis- 
trict. r there is nothing I desire that I could 
possibly gain by that. I say it because i believe 

to be God's truth that the farmers, the wool- 
growers, have hitherto for many years been 
outraged, swindled, plundered, by your tariff 
laws. 

Statistics will show that during the war, from 
1861 to 1865, when the absence of cotton and 
the enormous demand for woolen goods created 
by the Army carried wool to the highest point 
it had ever reached, American wool brought, 
on an average, in gold, but one cent and two 
mills more per pound than during the thirty- 
five prece ang years. Deduct from this the 
increased cost of production caused by direct 
and indirect taxation during the war, and we 
find that the average price was less from 1861 to 
1865 than it had ever been before. I affirm, 
therefore, that during that period your wool 
tariffsdid the farmers no good. 

Why not? Simply because they were so 
constructed, either in the interest of the manu- 
facturer or of the importer, or of both, that 
they could be evaded. They promised protec- 
tion to the American wool-grower, but they 
afforded none; there were left convenient 
openings through which the wools of Australia, 
of South America, of every other country, 
might pour at will, and the percentage of pro- 
tection which properly belonged to the wool- 
growers of this 
manufacturer in addition to that which the law 
allowed him. The manufacturer was doubly 
protected, the wool-grower had no protection 
at all. 

In 1865-66 prices of wool began to decline, 
and continued to go down until they became 
ruinously low. Good sheep were sold in Ohio 
at one dollar, seventy five cents, fifty cents, 
anything; and when they would not sell at 


5 


any price were knocked in the head. Thou 
sands were slaughtered in my own county 


because their wool would not pay the farmer 
for the food they ate. Many of the larger wool- 
growers of the country were utterly ruined, 
and sheep husbandry became totally demoral 
ized. During this period depression the 
wool-growers and wool-manufacturers had a 
convention at Syracuse in which the latter 
expressed their regrets that they had taken 
advantage of false invoices and fraudulent 
contrivances to get foreign wooils for nothing 
when the protection granted them by the law 
had been given upon the distinct understand- 
ing that they would use American wools. Of 
course they were forgiven, for the wool-grower 
was ready to forgive anybody who would talk 
hopefully and encouragingly of wool. Then 
the form of a wool and woolen tariff was agreed 
upon, which it was supposed was sufliciently 
definite to protect the interests of both par- 
ties. 

‘“The crowning merit’’ of this proposed 
tariff, according to an address of the wool 
growers and wool-manufacturers, ‘‘is that it 
completely reconciles the apparently incon- 
sistent objects of protecting the American 
wool-grower and giving the fullest freedom 
of importation to the manufacturer. ** Full- 
est freedom of importation to the manutac- 
turer’? was very good, but the wool-grower, 
blinded by his misfortune, did not see the joke 
until the terms agreed upon became a law in 
1867. Then he found that the manufacturer 
and the speculator, in anticipation of the effect 
which the law would have in the way of in- 
creasing prices, had glutted the market with 
foreign wovis. Seventy million pounds were 
brought in in 1866, and over one hundred and 
twenty million pounds before the law of 1867 
took effect. The wool-grower began to under- 
stand then what ‘‘the utmost freedom of im- 
portation to the manufacturer’’ meant. Ruin- 


ous prices for home wools continued, but the |: 





country really went to the | 
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wool-grower struggled on, and doctored up 
his foot-rotted sheep and borrowed money to 
keep up his business, stimulated by the hope 
that when these foreign wools were exhausted 
sheep husbandry would be again profitable, 
but unfortunately he had not yet seen the full 
extent of the joke played upon him at the 
Syracuse convention. 

The wool tariff of 1867 presented no barrier 
against the cheap wools of Australia and South 
America. The provisions respecting carpet 
wools were so defective as to admit low grades 
of clothing wool, and the law did not provide 
against wool on the pelts. To evade the law 
sheep were slaughtered, and millions of pounds 
of wool sent in onthe skin. The wool thus 
introduced and the hide of the animal both 
found a market here, to the disadvantage of 
our own wool-growers. The depression in 
the price of wool of course continued, and 
the more persistent and most hopeful of the 
wool-growers now began to slaughter their 
sheep with a view the abandonment of 
a business which, under heavy local taxa- 
tion and heavier bounties to the manufac- 
turers, could only be prosecuted at a ruin- 
ous Every other leading interest was 
protected, while in fact theirs was not. They 
paid bounties to everybody, but received none. 
Ihe law, which on its face promised to pro- 


to 


loss. 


tect them as it did the ironmonger and the 
manufacturer, was a sham anda cheat. ‘The 


defects in the law of 1867 were partially rem- 
edied by the act of July 14, 1870, which took 
effect January 1, 1871, and which made the 
duty on wool on the skin the same as on other 
wools; but capitalists anticipated the action 
of Congress in this regard and again 
packed their miils and warehouses with foreign 
wools. The immense stocks of this wool im- 
ported prior to January 1, 1871, are but now 
exhausted. and the price of home wools, for 


also, 


the first time since the close of the war, is 
tending upward. The wool-grower feels hope- 
ful. He believes the darkest hour is passed 
and the dawn coming, and as every other 
leading interest in the country has been pro 
tected, fostered, and allowed to fatten on lib- 


eral bounties, it would seem but just that the 
wool-grower should be permitted to get back 
under your tariff laws what he has within the 
last few years lost on wool in consequence of 
your defective and worthless legislation on this 
subject. 

‘The duty on iron, on all manufactured arti- 
cles, on lumber, salt, on a hundred other 
things, has been effective for years, and many 
of these industries have grown rich in conse- 
quence—too often, I fear, at the expense of 
the farmer. It would seem but simple justice, 


On 


therefore, that the wool-grower, after he has 
suffered all the disadvantages of your wool 


tariff, should now be permitted to e njoy, for a 
short period at least, the advantages it was 
designed to bestow. 

the present wool tariff, 
now that it promises to in some degree 
effective, remain undisturbed, it may be 
very justly urged, and probably will be, that 
all your in respect to the 
grower was intended to benefit him, but 
simply to draw him into the Support of a sys- 
tem of protection which filled the pockets of 


Unless you permit 
be 
to 
legislation wool 


not 


the mauufacturers at the expense of the pro 
ducing classes. For years the manufacturers 
have had the advantage of comparatively free 
wools and high protection—protection so 
high that it would not have been accorded to 
them for one moment had it not been sup- 


posed that the wool tariff would give the pro- 
tection which, its face, it promised to the 
wool-grower. ‘The percentage of protection 
which the law intended for the wool grower 
has really gone to the manufacturer, in addi- 
tion to that intended specially for him, and 
thus the manufacturer has been doubly pro 
tected for years, while the wool-grower has 
in fact had no protection at ali. This in- 


on 


| 


| necessary ta enable the manufacturer 
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sold 


equality, this glaring injustice to the wool- 
grower, cannot be remedied by a general and 
indiscriminate reduction of duties on wool, 
woolens, cottons, and iron. Equal and exact 
justice demands that wool should be exempted 
from the reduction proposed, and it is for ‘this 
reason that | desire to amend the second sec- 
tion of this bill; and, for still stronger reasons, 
the proposition contained in another part of 
the bill to cut off the differen‘ial duty on wool, 
while it is retained on carpets, manufactured 
cottons, woolens, &c., should be rejected by 
the House. 
I know it will be answered that the woolen 
manufacturer has not always prospered, that 


his interest has been at times depressed. Let 
us examine this point. 
The specifie duties on manufactured goods 


were laid upon the supposition that they were 
Lo 
American wools, to protect which the law had 
imposed a duty. The ad valorem duty was laid 
upon manufactures upon the supposition that 
it was necessary to protect the manufacturer 
against foreign labor. Two duties were there 
fore placed on manufactured woolens, one 
to offset that accorded to the wool grower, the 
other to offset the cheap labor of other coun 
tries. Owing to defects in the laws the farmer 
remained unprotected, and the result was that 
both the specific and ad valorem duties went 
to protect the manufacturer. It will not do 
for a believer in the doctrine of protection to 
say that the woolen manufacturing 
could not have had this double protection, be- 
cause it is now or has been at times depressed, 
for according to the theory of that system ex 
orbitant protection must lead to the multi 
plication of manufactories, the multiplication 
of manufactories to excessive production, aud 
this to prices so low as to be barely remunera- 
tive. It may be true, theref that the man 
ufaecturers in their persistent and continued 
attempts to overreach and defraud the wool 
grower have at times been led to overreach 
themselves, and created a supply too large for 
the current demand. ‘The alleged depression 
of woolen manufacturing, however, does 
disprove the fact that the manufacturers have 
taken advantage of defective wool tariffs to 
defraud the wool-grower out of the percentage 
of protection which the law designed for him, 
but it does tend to illustrate and establish an- 
other proposition, to wit, that ‘the of 
the ungodly shali perish.’’ The manufacturer, 
according to the defense suggested, 
ply ** made a pit, and digged it, 
into the ditch which he made.”’ 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Mr. Chairman, it 
would be impossible, in the very nature of 
things, to have perfect accord of views in the 
adjustment of a tariff or tax system for so varied 
industries and interests as are represented in 


use 


interest, 


ore, 


not 


way 


has sim 
and is fallen 


this Congress—the Congress itself being but 
Representatives ofa population whose opinions 
largely shaded by thesection of country in 
which they are r the peculiar indus 
try by which they are surrounded. In other 
words, selfishness will to a greater or less 
tent modi fy and control the judgment 
tion of 


are 


resident, o 


ex 
and ac 
rior 
thereto, they scknowledes obedience to prin 
ciple and have regard for constitutional obli 
gations, and pursue them to their logical con 
all hazards. 
much to hope, but we 
right to expect 


' Representatives, unless, rising sup: 


ciusions at This possibly Is too 
should and do have a 


that no fraud should be per 


petrated either upon principle or upon the 
Constitution. 

The real and fundamental issue upon the 
tariff, or in any tax system, either under our 


Constitution or upon correct abstract princi 
ples, is, and must ever be, 
duty tax be levied and collected for any 
| other purpose than such an amount of revenue 
as may be necessary to the support of the Gov 
ernment ecouomic ‘ally administered ? 
It will be admitted that a tax levied to sup 


can or ought any, 


or 
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port extravagant and unnecessary expendi- 
tures is wrong. Is it not equally wrong to levy 
and collect taxes for the support of objects 
outside of the purposes for which Government 
was organized, and in doing so that you must 
not delegated to you? Must 
the Government take care of man? Is it 
one of the objects of Government to take 
from one of its citizens to his impoverishment 
that which given to another of its citizens 
enriches him ? 


exercise powers 


The answer to these questions involve the 
whole theory and difference between the reve- 
nue refor mers upon the one hand and the pro- 
tectionist upon the other. The revenue re- 
former, insisting that no more tax shall be 
levied and collected from the labor of the 
country than is required to meet the neces- 
sary and legitimate expenditures of the Gov- 


ernment, and that in its assessment this is the | 


sole object that can be rightfully, justly, and 
constitutionally regarded, and should bear 
upon all citizens and industries with equality 
anduniformity, and entertaining these views, 
is for a change and modification of the present 
tariff, which is essentially in conflict with these 
opinions; whilethe protectionist maintains that 
we rightfully have the powerto levy and collect 
taxes for the support of the Government, yet 
that in its assessments it may be so adjusted as 
to promote and protect certain special pursuits 
and industries, or, in other words, promote 
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the interests of special, and thereby favored | 
classes, by interrupting and changing the | 
natural channels of trade and commerce— 
alleging that it is for ‘*the common good” 
and for ‘‘the general welfare’’ of the whole 
yeople. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, I have fairly stated 
the issue between the respective parties. I 
most heartily sympathize and cojperate with 
those who seek to reduce and reform our pres- 
ent system of taxation, and, as I have here- 
tofore during this session, will now, when I 
sannot get what I would have, take what I can 


| get, and by all the means at my command 


labor to take off and reduce the heavy taxa- 


| tion now resting like an incubus upon the 


people of the United States, whether that 
reduction is to be obtained by piece-meal or by 
wholesale ; and I respectfully deny the the- 
ories and principles of those who labor to fos- 
ter special pursuits and favored classes, the 


|| tendency of which theories is to build up and 


perpetuate monopolies by a system of boun- 
ties to be derived by partial legislation from 


the great agricultural and producing inter- 


charge ? 


ests of the country. Am I eorrect in this 
? 

Look at the following table, prepared and 
submitted from official data by that able 
and practical Representative from the State 
of Illinois, a member of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, [Mr. Burcaarp: } 


Table showing the amount of tariff bounty on cottons and woolens paid and received by each 
State, deducting its pro rata share, based on census returns of spindles and sets of cards 


in each State. 
































} 
| Bounties received. Contributions exacted. 
States. a ae, OF pre 
| Woolen. | Cotton. Total. ' Woolen. I Cotton. Total. 
| sate Sad ack adel tat all he ala 
Maine ln! | $1,169,000 $2,517,000 $3,686,000 | | . « 
New Hi: am pshire. 2,615,000 5,044,000 7,659,000 - - | » 
Vermont.................. 620,000 620,000 | $358,000 | — $358,000 
Massachusetts.......... 6,303,000 17,147,000 23,450,000 - - 
Rhode Island............ : 2.531.000 7,165,000 9,696,000 | . - - 
CIRO E ievcnesedcenssede’l 3,260,000 3,564,000 6,824,000 | | - | - 
New York........... cam) - - $706,000 2,269,000 2,975,000 
New Jersey. ates - 217,000 217,000 | 695,000 - 695,000 
Pennsyl vania........... .. | 3,572,000 - 3,572,000 | - 1,759,000 1,759,000 
Del BWP OES, cbc csecnss cétccoscscss | 17,000 75,000 | 92,000 | - » « 
DERI... ccnchsnsesinnsoon - - - 663,000 | 541,000 1,204,000 
Virginia. : Zoe - | - 942,000 | 1,321,000 2,263,000 
West Virginia.......... . 128,000 - | 128,000 } - | 590,000 | 340,000 
Tennessee eee | - | - - 584,000 1,476,000 2,060,000 
Kentucky,.......... eae - . - 1,415,000 | 1,753,000 3,148,000 
Missouri. reaeasenunaeg - . - 695,000 | 217 5,000 2,870,000 
Ohio. adaadieton ataaies - - - | 1,330,000 | 3,387,000 4,717,000 
I iS atk Sia - - - 114,000 | 3116000 2,230,000 
SRR ~ - - 847,000 1,580,000 2,427,000 
NORE 2S Tue tales ae ee - - - 1,785,000 | 3,263,000 5,048,000 
Wisconsin bikcinb tebaiedceas - - - 588,000 1,407,000 1,995,000 
SESE TROGIR cn vanatsiiscnncth bebess | - - ° 459,000 587,000 1,046,000 
TRI cc dns sitehndibicoinmetecy - - ~ 380,000 1,551,000 1,931,000 
Ra 2 . - 331,000 486,000 817,000 
IA io - re - 160,000 | 164,006 324,000 
North Carolina............... | ° - - 976,000 | 1,164,000 2,140,000 
South Carolina............... - - - 769,000 641,000 1,410,000 
Georgia. sidach bammalale > - - 1,135,000 971,000 2,106,000 
| eer - - - | 239,000 239,000 478,000 
ce - . . | 1,155,000 | — 1,126,000 2, 281.000 
IRIE ins viscscaaniosovees i - - | 1,001,000 | = 1,051,000 2,052,000 
Lonisiana...... aa hate - - - | 875,000 875,000 1,750,000 
NN oat aiak se cdcabed : - - 892,000 1,027,000 1,919,000 
Ark EE a in ciihhdlinvidiavibis - . - 529,000 | 638,000 1,167,000 
SSS Re aS - - - | 418,000 | 713,000 1,131,000 
Nev aici cherhehoadticussedasacs T - | - - | 55,000 57 000 112 000 
CORON bs ccdadsuituse sinnty cantea “ . - 22.000 | 121,000 148,000 
RATTIAOCNOE venisstsisisitamonicn . - - 455,000 | 343,000 798,000 
BI ctnic concen actneacenioce 4 $20, 21: 5,000 | $35,729,000 | $55, 944,000 $35.72 29,000 $55.9 944,000 
Summary. | 
New England States...... | $16,498,000 | $35,079,000 | $51,577,000 | - 
Middle States................ | 1,525,000 1,525,000 | - $4, 277,000 $4.97, 000 
Border States............... _ | - - $3,508,000 7,295,000 10,803,000 
Northwestern States...... - . - 5,994,000 14,541,000 20,535,000 
Southern States. - - 7,571,000 7,732,000 15,303,000 
Pacific States and Terri- | i 
PB aieks. cicinticecdinne - - - 950,000 1,234,000 2,184,000 
al oe | $18,023,000 | $35,079,000 | $53,102,000 | $18,023,000 | $35,079,000 | $53,102,000 


And as you look upon that picture.and see || 


who are the favored pensioners of the coun- 
try, and then upon this, an exhibit of the 
wealth and poverty of the States as shown in 





the census returns for 1870 in'the tables pre- 
i ger ~d by the Superintendent of the Census 
3ureau, and see that those who have take 


from those who have not, you should not be 
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|| surprised at the complaints of the people. Here 
it is: 


Table exhibiting the share per head of the wealth of 
each State distributed among the pepeiaten. 


| New York.. 


























1] 
|| Massachus | ACE EE St ci se ssdncueatCeaced . 1463 03 
Connecticut......... nwt sehiviakscendee bts chiens 144) 3 
|| Rhode Island... . 1°386, 9 8 
a NI a chaiass aac ann ecdacepnonmugess Sepberasiagcaniseoc. a Te 
Te ee ae ie 
New Jersey 1,038 49 
S ROE es caccea eaves iscacscs a 
UE 5 vccieecens 835 34 
| NINO sry sststadec caseoepin int tdoan cp aetesvenesi $24 37 
NT MINED oid scsosdesdice twdovtoabccns 793 68 
a acs papbpehinainn « att a 
| Indiana 754 58 
Missouri. 746 48 
Nevada 732 72 
fee 711 99 
Wisconsin 665 90 
Michigan. 607 41 
Ns pind ey ve chddiaises isn vnxedecsibodcbe scbureaddaeok) 601 03 
beeen 567 06 
Nebraska, 163 BH 
eee. cis... 555 35 
5 NONI: 5 5dcress citrus Seavasvaestie ‘i 120 60 
SII <5 c0 ruck cas las cuaitlionisuisedoehemeiaigane 518 36 
eae . 457 46 
NIN oe eh aos ak Pa nnn Seg tapes 444 5] 


| West V nee 
Tennessee... fuatinn 
Oe son aneenoe padid ook 334 31 


Arkansas.......... 322 81 
| South Carolina.. 294 99 
Mississippi. ......... 252 67 
North Carolina.... 243 39 
SUMMERS - cicsc'scancn'cenced can 235 23 
ea 226 47 
| Alabama. - 202 4 
TN eg a ae 194 30 


As the gentleman from Illinois pithily and 
truthfully remarks : 


‘Compare these tables and observe the accumu- 
lation of wealth in manufacturing States like Mas- 
sachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, Pennsy!- 
vania, and New Jersey, and it is not difficult to 
comprehend where the benefits of tariff bounties are 
received.”’ 

But even this picture does not fully present 
| the measure of injustice done the agricultural 
laborer and the great mass of the people, as 
it will at once be observed that iron, steel, 
and leather, salt, and other articles, whose 
manufacturers are equally favored by bounties 
and pensions under the name of protection, 
are not mentioned. The picture has been 
grouped by my friend from Kentucky, [ Mr. 
Reav.] He says: 








Duty paid Tax charged 





Articles. Government. m saa “~ - 

Dias cickeiesiedinriaets shane veuneiane MERA ad oot $3,360,000 
|| Tron and steel 20,530,000 00 = 87,004,050 
Leather, hides, skins, &e. 5,200,000 00 = 36,000,000 
Cotton goods................. 10,773,832 00 69,700, 000 
Woolen goods............000 33,539,475 93 119,680 ,000 





POCA ssa ccsimicscecsenessvessscMet yaaa eee OO $315,744. 050 











“It will be seen by the foregoing table that in 
order to get into the Treasury the sum of $71, 219,- 
895 30 the people have to pay the sum of $386,963,- 
945 30; and $315,744,050 of that amount goes into the 

|, coffers of the manufacturers. The heart turns sick 
|| and faint as you look upon the scene of wrong and 
|| oppression laid upon the poor laboring man and 

woman of the country by the party in power. 

‘Lam sustained in the estimate and calculations 

that I have made as to the basis upon which the 
| people pay, and the amount they pay, by ex-Assist- 
ant Treasurer Clark, who a short time after he went 
out of office, at the close of Johnson’s administra 
| tion, wrote a letter in which he says that we paid 

upon a basis of about nine hundred million dollars. 
| The following is an extract from his letter: 

***Tt can be clearly demonstrated that frauds and 
evasions are practiced to such an extent that not 
| more than one half of the amount is collected that 
| should and would be if the laws were enforced with 
administrative ability and integrity. The result is 
that the honest tax-payers are now paying upon a 
basis of revenue of about nine hundred million dol- 
lars per annum, while not more than one half of 
that sum finds its way into the Treasury.’ ”’ 


| And now, sir, as you bear in mind, these very 
| 


| 
IF 


| 
| 
| 


gross and oppressive burdens, imposed by the 
tariff upon the laboring men and laboring 
women of this country, and the great injus- 
tice (involving a violation of the Constitution 
in ae want of uniformity and equality) done 
| to the great majority of the people, who, are 
| doubly taxed, first, for revenue, secondly, 
for the favored classes, the monopolists, | ask 
you to look at the workings of your internal 
revenue system. That great engine of fraud, 
| robbery, and demoralization, which in its oner 














. 
se 
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ous burdens rests not equally upon all sections 
of the country, is in its principal features, to 
wit, in its imposition of taxes upon spirits and 


tobacco, of very doubtful constitutionality ; it | 


is unequal and wanting in uniformity; it is || 


in the nature of an export tax, and, if really | 


such, not levied as required by the Constitution. 


It is enforced by means and instrumentalities 


which are at war with the habits, thoughts, 
and education of a free people. Oaths, spies, 
detectives, the sword and the bayonet are the 
executive agencies by which it is collected. 


Against these, and the tyranny of the system, | 


as in all similar and analogous instances in the 
history of the human race, force, fraud, and 
perjury are employed, the result being demo- 
ralization. When we read the accounts of 
‘‘whisky frauds,’’ ‘‘ whisky and tobacco 
raids,’’ ‘‘ whisky rings,’’ and ‘‘ tobacco steals,”’ 
do we not reread the history of oppressive 
taxation in all ages? The amount collected 
does not compensate for its cost and this 
demoralizationand gross wrong. Relieve those 
who can illy afford to bear this oppression, 
and whatever loss may be occasioned to the 





general revenues you may readily compensate | 


by an assessment upon the creatures of your | 


favoritism, to wit, the corporations of the 
country. I state the revenues now derived 
from tobaccoand spirits, in round numbers, to 
be $70,000,000, principally paid by the States 
of Maryland, Virginia, Missouri, Kentucky, 
North Carolina,and Tennessee. 

Now, if you will assess upon the manufac- 
turing, railroad, banking, and insurance cor- 
porations of all the States a percentage sufli- 
cient to make up this sum you will levy the 
tax upon the wealth of the country and upon 
those who are able to pay it. This tax would 
fall upon sections alike and in proportion to 
their ability topay. These corporators enjoying 
special privileges, favored by the legislation 
of the country, enriched by the labor of the 
people, made by the law, subsisted by the law, 
should sustain the law. But sir, if I cannot in 
the repeal of this tax succeed, acting upon the 
principle which has governed me heretofore I 


will take the lowest sum attainable, and re- | 


garding the proposition of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania as being lower than that of the 
majority of the Committee of Waysand Means 
I shall in the first instance vote for that, and 


upon failure then shall vote for the pending | 


proposition ; or, in other words, recurring to 
the idea with which I set out in these brief 
remarks, | am only for that kind of tariff 
which shall be made for revenue alone, and 
only for that amount of revenue which shall 
be necessary for the Government economically 
administered. 


What amount of revenue is that? Turning 


back for a moment in the history of our coun- | 


try, gentlemen will remember that one of the 
gravest charges against the administration of 
James Buchanan was its extravagent and un- 
necessary expenditures, and yet looking at the 
amount thereof but twelve years ago we find 
that that Administration asked and obtained 
appropriations for the year 1860 amounting 
to $60,277,033. For the year 1861, being the 
first year under Mr. Lincoln, the appropri- 
ations were as follows: 


Recapitulation.— Appropriations for 1861. 
Legislative, executive, judicial, civil, and miscel- 
NOI a at cnaniciinnade scam aehieds --.$12,504,060 83 
Diplomatic and consularS......0....-ssese-e 1,036,562 00 
ndian department, revolutionary, in- 
valid, and other pensions.................-.. 3,802,344 68 
Army, fortifications, Military Academy, 
_ and military roads....... cessseeee 16,038,645 41 
3,254,512 20 
21,668,151 86 





Suppression of Indian hostilities 
| 
Naval service.. 


tee eeee Perret eter rt feet eee 


Te eas Se... se paiunne nseubeu uch asian puna 71,094,953 09 





*This amount embraces a double appropriation 
for $5,391,350 63 for the same object: one being an 
appropriation out of any money in the Treasury, 
and contingent upon the insufficiency of the reve- 
nues of the Post Office Department, out of which 
the other is appropriated_to meet the same. (See 

iscellaneous Socament No. 44, Thirty-Sixth Con- 
gress, page 60.) 


42p Cone. 2p Szss.— No. 221. 


12,790,676 11 | 











| Deducting 


| Appropriations for 1872..........ssece-eeee 


094,953 09 leaves the actual appropriations 
made for the first year of Mr. Lincoln’s ad- 


dinary expenses of the Government. 
| Now, while it is true that our population 
has increased but twenty-five per cent., and 


expenditures, yet the increase in one should 
| keep pace with the other; any excess is pri- 
| marily an extravagance. 
priations of 1861 at the sum of $65,908,602, 


AS] 


mus 


of revenue required $82, 1 

the Government. 

| Now look at the appropriations for the years 

| 1872-73, as estimated and asked for by the 
present Administration. I quote from the 

Executive Document No. 5, second session 

Forty-Second Congress, page 239: 


502 to administer 


Estimates for Appropriations 


State Department 1,402,154 00 
Treasury Department 171,102,671 88 
Interior Department.. 39,934,412 97 
War Department........ 33 85 
Navy Department...... 20,586,498 95 
| DepartmentofJustice 3,666,370 00 
| PostOfiiceDepartment 6,627,743 00 
Department of Agri- 

Re iicccndcentcees 


2,200,654 00 
182,100,911 05 
44,403,582 41 
38,726,172 80 
21,122,757 25 
2,669,040 00 
5,848,125 00 











196,510 00 


.$301,705,036 99 


197,070 00 











Grand total......... $302,759,099 35 


From the sum appropriated for 1872 should 
| be deducted the appropriations for pensions 
and interest on the public debt and sinking 
fund, for these are the results of war. How, 
then, would the account stand ? 


Regular appropriations for 1872...........8302,759,099 35 
Appropriated by the deficiency bill 
which passed this House on the 7th 





GO OL LAGE TOMEI vic ccncdesinccoccercccccocnes . GOORERR 2D 

: _ 308,761,604 64 
Deduct interest on the _ public 
SUE cos ute ickcetscasinomancues 165,979 03 


$120, 
2 
33, 

wee 27,538,862 ¢ 





SII eta eades 


550,000 00 
Sinking fund.............. 


2) 








181,254,841 35 





From this deduct the appropriations 
made for first year of Lincoln’s ad- 
ministration, with twenty-five per 
cent. added thereto 82,129 502 





Co Git bidadeiabbcrsdined $45,377,261 29 
—S 


The amount necessary to an economical 


| administration of the Government, as here 


stated, is substantially sustained by that ex- 
perienced and able statesman, Senator Trum- 
BULL, who in a recent address to the citizens 
of New York stated that the sum of $90,000,- 
000 was sufficient to carry on the Government 





under an honest and economical administra- 
tion of its affairs. Thus it will be seen, Mr. 
Chairman, that about forty-five million dollars 
per annum is unnecessarily exacted from the 
people by this Administration, and if you add 
to that the sum paid unnecessarily to the bank- 
ers of the country, as I have heretofore shown 
in some remarks submitted to this House, you 
have the sum of $66,000,000 per annum which 
could by a just and economical administration 
of the Government be saved to the people. 
Even this amount could be swollen some six or 
seven million dollars by applying the surplus 
now in the Treasury of the United States (over 
one hundred million dollars) to the payment 
of the public debt. 

When we reflect, Mr. Chairman, that under 
the indirect mode by which taxes are paid in 
customs duties, the people are doubly taxed 





importer, jobber, and merchant, or the man- 
ufacturer, it is grossly unjust to collect more 
than is required by the absolute wants of the 
Government. And when we further reflect 
that this extravagance is encouraged and 
abetted by those who are protected and ben- 
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| ministration (made before the war expendi- | 
tures) the sum of $65,703,602 46 for the or- | 


necessarily there must follow an increase in | 


Taking the appro- || 


add twenty-five per cent., $16,425,900; amount | 


127,506,763 29 | 


in the profits and interest paid either to the | 


$5,391,350 63 from the $71,- || 


| none. 


do2 


OS a 


thereby, the conspiracy becomes criminal in 
its great injustice to the people. Mr. Chair- 
man, the benefits and burdens of Government 
should be equal and uniform, resting upon all 
alike—justice to all, exclusive privileges to 
Let these principles be the foundation 


| stones thereof, and then we may hope its life 


will be eternal. Unshackled labor and un- 
trammeled commerce are the sure guerdons of 
prosperity, wealth, and power. 

Mr. DAWES. _ I ask unanimous consent 
that all debate on the pending paragraph shall 
now be closed. 

There was no objection; and it was so 


| ordered. 


| shall be admitted free of duty. 


1873. for 1872. 
Congress............ $5,913,842 34 $5,439,086 84 
Executive proper....... 50,800 00 50,800 00 || 








| efited by the increased taxation occasioned || 


The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana, 


{Mr. Hotman,] which the Clerk will agaia 
report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to line eighty-nine the following words: 
Provided, That school-books, charts, ahd maps, 
used by common schools, Bibles and Testaments, 


The committee divided ; and there were— 
ayes 72, noes 70. 

Mr. DAWES demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Dawes and 
Mr. Homan were appointed. 

The committee again divided ; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 69, noes 72. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


I move to strike out the 


| paragraph. 


Mr. KERR. 


I move to amend the para- 


| graph by striking out ‘‘ twelve and a half per 


cent.,’’ and inserting ‘‘ ten per cent.”’ 
The CHAIRMAN. The question will first 
be on the amendment offered by the gentle- 


| man from Indiana, [Mr. Kgrr. } 


The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 61, noes 72. 


“Mr. KERR demanded tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Kerr and 


| Mr. CrocKER were appointed.’ 


The committee again divided; and the tellers 


| reported—ayes 75, noes 78. 


So the amendment was disagreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on 
the motion of the gentleman from Indiana, 
[Mr. Hotman, ] to strike out the paragraph. 

The committee divided; and there were— 
ayes 53, noes 85. 

Mr. HOLMAN demanded teHers. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. Hotman and 
Mr. PETERS were appointed. 

The committee again divided ; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 46, noes 70. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 


The Clerk read the following paragraph : 


On newspapers, magazines, and periodicals un- 
bound, six cents per pound. 


Mr. KERR, 


ment: 


Strike out the word “six 
thereof the word “ five.’’ 


I offer the following amend- 


and insert in lieu 


I do not desire to discuss this amendment, as 
the time allowed for debate has nearly expired. 
The amendment was disagreed to. 


The Clerk read the following paragraph : 

On sized printing paper, used exclusively for books 
other than blank books, and for magazines and news 
papers, twenty-eight per cent. ad valorem ; Provided, 
[hat all paper imported under this act to be used for 
any purpose whatsoever except as above stated shal! 
be forfeited to the Government of the United States 
and a fine not excecding $1,000 shall be impos® in 
each case of violation of the provisions of this para 
graph. 

Mr. DAWES. [| offer as a gubstitute for that 
paragraph the following: 

On all paper ninety per cent. of the duties now 
provided by law. 

Mr. BECK. I move toamend the paragraph 
for which the gentleman from Massachusejts 
offers a substitute by striking out the word 
‘*sized,’’ in line ninety-two, and the word 
‘*eight,’’ in line ninety-four; so that the duty 
will be twenty per cent. ad valorem. 

[hat was the opinion of the committee until 








they got some new notion into their heads. I | 
do not know that I am violating any confidence | 


when | say that a duty of twenty per cent. 
on all printing-paper seemed to be the unan- 


imous determination of the committee until | 


another idea got possession of some gentle- 
men. 
ought’ never to have been in the bill, and its 
meaning was not understood nor its effect 
anticipated when the act of 1870 was passed. 
My amendment will make this correspond 
with what was the action of the committee 
the other day. 

Sized paper, I understand, costs more than 
unsized because made out of better material, 
and therefore it will be subject to an ad valorem 
duty. 


per cent. ad valorem, while all other paper is 
only taxed twenty per cent. ad valorem. here 
is no sense in this except to put money into 
the pockets of two or three manufacturers. 


And I did not know that there was a member | 


of the committee who ventured to say a word 
against striking out the word ‘‘sized’’ until 


it was found that a certain paper in this coun- | 


try, which published certain caricatures which 
some geutiemen do not like, was printed on 
sized paper, and perhaps they wish to punish 
it in this way. 

Mr. SUELLABARGER asked and obtained 
leave to print some remarks on the subject of 
the tariff. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Lam in favor of the 


The word ** sized,’’ as we were advised, | 


The cost of sizing paper is not more | 
than three eighths of a cent per pound, some | 
say not more than one eighth of a cent, and | 
yet by some sort of management sized paper | 
was put into the existing law at thirty-five | 


| 


i 
| 
| 





amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky, || 


{Mr. Becx,] to have the same ad valorem 
duty upon all kinds of printing paper; and 
twenty per cent. is high enough. It is high 


enough as a protection for the manufacturer | 
of unsized paper, and it is high enough for the | 


manufacturer of sized paper. 

Now, the paragraph the committee has just 
adopted admits newspapers, periodicals, and 
magazines at six cents a pound. 


per cent. ad valorem, 


That is no | 
more than equivalent to seventeen oreighteen | 
I think if you admit | 


printed papers and periodicals at as low a rate | 


of duty as seventeen or eighteen per cent. ad 
valorem, you ought to admit the paper on 
which they are printed at as low a rate. 

We ought not to discriminate in favor of 
the foreign type-setter. We ought not to dis- 
criminate in favor of the foreign printing-press. 
This is in the interest of printing. We have 
had petitions here this winter and spring from 
the presses all over the country asking us to 
put all printing materials on the free list. I 
do not ask for that. I think that is going too 
far. I would not do anything to shut up a 
paper-mill. I would not do a single thing to 
reduce the paper manufacture in this country. 
There are paper-mills in my district, some very 
large ones in the West, where they make but 
little sized paper it is true. 

Mr. DICKEY. Does the gentleman say 
that there are large mills that make unsized 
paper? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I do say that there 
are mills that make unsized paper. 

Mr. DICKEY. I never heard of that, and 
I know something about this matter. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentlemen is 
ver# much mistaken if he supposes there are 
no mills in my district that make unsized 
paper. 

Mr. DICKEY. I think not. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I can show the gen- 
tleman some of the daily papers of Chicago 
printed on unsized paper manufactured right 
In my county. 

Mr. CONGER. I would like to see one. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. They manufacture 
paper which is not sized, with part straw and 
part rags. It is of course an inferior kind of 
paper; it is a brittle paper, but it receives the 
impress, although the ink is likely to spread, 


| 


_and the type requires tobe washed more fre- 


quently. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CROCKER obtained the floor. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Allow me a word 
further. I have right here on my desk maga- 
zines published in Germany, which are im- 


ported, and they are superior to Harper’s or | 


Frank Leslie’s illustrated papers, or any of 
these illustrated papers, and they are imported 
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and actually undersell the American magazines | 


at the present rates. We havealready reduced 


| that duty, and now the gentleman from Massa- 


chusetts, in the interest of the paper-makers 


| of Massachusetts, desires to take off ten per 


cent. more. 
Mr. HOAR. I call the gentleman to order. 


My colleague [Mr. Crocker] is entitled to the 
floor. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
that the gentleman from Massachusetts yielded 


| to the gentleman from Illinois. 


Mr. CROCKER. No, sir; I have not. I 


| have but a moment, and I am quite aware of 


it, while the subject ought toconsume an hour 
at least. Sir, this is one of the industries of 
the country that has never had its fair chance 
in every part of it. Iam one of those who 
believe that any manufacture, or almost any 


manufacture, when it has been protected in | 


this country, will in the end by our skill and 


| industry and enterprise come down to a lower | 


level than it will by your free-trade notions 
and sophistries. 
Mr. BECK. 
a question ? 
Mr. CROCKER. No, sir; I cannot yield. 
I did not interrupt the gentleman. 
interrupt anybody. 
Mr. BECK. 1 only want to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 
Mr. CROCKER. 
Mr. BECK. 
of sized paper? 
Mr. CROCKER. Yes, sir, and of unsized. 
Mr. BECK. Then you get thirty-five per 
cent. ad valorem for your sized paper, and 
twenty per cent. ad valorem for the unsized, 
and the difference between the cest of the two 
is less than a cent. 
Mr. CROCKER. Sixty-two years ago next 
month I went into a paper-mill as an oper- 


Will the gentleman allow me 


I have not time. 
Are you not a manufacturer 


ative at the early age of eight years, working 


twelve hours a day for twenty-five cents a day, 
without board. That is the way I began. I 


' was a Massachusetts laborer, and was a Mas- 
| sachusetts laborer for years and years. I know 


all about this matter. I know that the effect 
of your tariff has been to more than double the 
wages of labor—— ; 

Mr. BECK. I desire to ask if it costs you 
a dollar more for sized paper than for unsized. 

{ Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. Iwill occupy the 
attention of the committee for butaminute or 
two. 

Mr. CONGER. [rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. E. H. Rozerrs] has the floor 
and will proceed. 

Mr. CONGER. Doesthe Chair refuse to 
entertain the point of order which I make? 

Mr. BANKS. You have not made it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
New York will proceed. 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. I ask the Clerk to 
read an extract from the New York World, 
whieh I send to his desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“The tariff bill recently reported to the House 
contains this paragraph: : 

"On sized precise paper, used exclusively for 
hooks other than blank-books, and for magazines 
and newspapers, twenty-eight per cent. ad valorem: 
Provided, That all paper imported under this act to 
be used for any purpose whatsoever, exceptas above 
stated, shall be forteited to the Government of the 
United States, and a fine not exceeding $1,000 shall 
be imposed in each case of violation of the pro- 
visions of this paragraph.’ [ 

“The careless reader will very likely fail to 
observe what this phraseology covers. So wetrans- 


The Chair understood | 


I never | 
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| Jate. By these five or six lines of proviso it ismadg 
a crime, punishable by forfeitures and fines, to im- 
port any blotting-paper, packing-paper, writing. 
paper, or paper to be used for any other purpose 
than printing. We are not aware whether this 
monstrous provision is altogether a blunder or not 
Of course the whole committee would never haye 
consented to report it if all of them had seen jtgs 
purport. But they certainly failed to scrutinize jt 
or it never would have got reported at all. And it 
| is hardly possible that the man who drew it should 
not have foreseen and meant its enormous applicg- 
| tion. There are rascals, no doubt, who declaim 
against smuggling, and who would be perfectly 
willing to see such a swindle smuggled into the 
tariff ofa nation by the meanest of all smuggling 
trusting that it would pass Congress as it passed the 
most important committee of Congress, through 
sheer oversight. It is discreditable to the diligence 
of the members of that committee to have over- 
looked it or to have reported it. And it is impos- 
sible to believe that in the head, whosesoever that 
| was, that conceived it, it was anything but a juggle, 
intended to delude Congress into granting, in the 
shapo of an absolutely and specifically prohibitory 
duty, the most monstrous monopoly ever thought 
of in modern times.” 


{Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour of three 
o'clock having arrived, by order of the House 
all debate upon the pending bill and amend- 
ments thereto must cease. The gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Concer] will now state 
his point of order. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to call the atten- 
tion of members to the fact that this is the first 
time in the history of Congress, I think, when 
the Chair has refused to recognize a point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state his point of order if he has one. 

Mr. CONGER. My point of order is that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. Crocker] 
denied that he yielded any portion of his time 
to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Farwns- 
worTH, | and therefore the time taken by the 
gentleman from Illinois should not be taken 
from that of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts. 

Mr. CROCKER. I did not yield. 

Mr. CONGER. I endeavored to make that 
point in season to protect the gentleman from 
Massachusetts from losing any portion of the 
time to which he was entitled. 

Mr. PETERS. I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
Crocker | may have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state, 
in reply to the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. 
ConGeER, ] that there was but a minute or two 
left of the time allowed by the House for de- 
bate when the gentleman from New York 
{[Mr. E. H. Roperts] took the floor. The 
Chair supposed the point of order would keep 
until the time for debate had closed. ‘That 
is the reason the Chair did not recognize the 
gentleman from Michigan just at that instant. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Crocker] was recognized by the Chair at the 
expiration of the time to which the gentleman 
from Illinois, [Mr. Farnswortu,] who had 
been speaking, was entitled. The gentleman 
from Lilinois appealed to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts for a little more time. ‘The 
gentleman from Massachusetts turned his back 
upon the Chair and looked towurd the gen- 
tleman from Illinois; whether he said any- 
thing or not the Chair could not hgar. As 
the gentleman from Illinois proceeded with- 
out interruption by the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, the Chair took it for granted that 





his time. The gentleman from Massachuse'ts 
then took the floor, and used up the remainder 
of the five minutes, after which the Chair 
recognized the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. E. H. Rozerts.] Is there objection to 
allowing the gentleman from Massachusetts 
to address the committee? 

Mr. E. H. ROBERTS. Can that be done 
except by order of the House? 

The CHAIRMAN. It cannot be done 
except by unanimous consent. ‘ 

Mr. FARNSWORTH: I hope there will 
be no objection. 


the gentleman had yielded to him a portion of 
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Mr. COX. , 
ventleman willrefrain from voting on this sub- 
ect in which he has a direct personal interest. 
" The CHAIRMAN. 
allowing the gentleman from Massachusetts to 
proceed? 

No objection was made. 

Mr. CROCKER then addressed the com- 
mittee. [His remarks will be published in 
the Appendix. ] 

The CHAIKMAN. The first question is 
upon the amendment of the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Beck,] to strike out the word 
‘‘ seized,’ in line ninety-two of the pending 
paragraph, and the word ‘‘eight,’’ in line 
ninety-four; so that the clause will read : 

On printing paper used exclusively for books 


other than blank-books, and for magazines and 
newspapers, twenty percent. ad valorem, &c. 


The question being taken on the amendment | 


of Mr. Beck, there were—ayes 80, noes 73. 

Mr. DAWES called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Beck and 
Mr. CrocKER were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes ninety, noes not counted. 


Sothe amendment of Mr. Beck was agreed to. | 


The CHAIRMAN. The question now re- 
curs on the substitute proposed by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes. } 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. That will make 
the duty thirty-two and a half per cent. 

Mr. DAWES. It proposes to apply to 
these articles, like all the rest, a ten per cent. 
reduction. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the pending 
clause by striking out the words ‘‘ for books 
other than blank books and ;’’ so that it will 
read: 

On printing paper used exclusively for magazines 
and newspapers, twenty per cent. ad valorem, &c. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the clause by 
striking out the words ‘‘ books other than ;’’ so 
that the clause will read: 

On printing paper used exclusively for blank 


books and for magazines and newspapers, twenty 
percent. ad valorem, &e. 


The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. COX. I move to amend by inserting 
at the end of the pending paragraph the 
following: 


And provided further, That importations of paper 
brought in by travelers for their own use shall 
be exempt from all such forfeiture and punishment. 

If a man brings into the country a bunch 
of envelopes, the provision of the bill would 
subject him to a heavy penalty. 

Mr. DICKEY and others objected to debate. 

Theamendment of Mr. Cox was not agreed to. 


Mr. STEVENSON. I move to amend the 
pending clause by striking out the provisoand 
inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ and on 
all other paper ninety per cent. of the duties 
now imposed by law;’’ so that the paragraph 
will read : 


On printing paper used exclusively for books other 
than blank-books, and for magazines and news- 
papers, twenty per cent. ad valorem; and on all 
other paper ninety’ per cent. of the daties now im- 
posed by law. 

The question being taken on the amend- 
ment of Mr. STEVENSON, there were—ayes 65, 
noes 73. 

Mr. KERR called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. Stevenson 
and Mr. Dawes were appointed. 

The committee divided ; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 75, noes 80. 

So the amendment of Mr. STEVENSON was 
not agreed to. 

_ Mr. CARROLL. I move to amend the pend- 
ing paragraph by striking out the proviso. 

The amendment was not agreed to, there 
being—ayes 45, noes 78. 

The question again recurred on the motion 
of Mr. Taree to strike out the paragraph and 
insert in lieu thereof the following : 


On all paper ninety percent. of the duties and 
rates of duty now imposed by law. 


I will make no objection if the | 





Mr. HOLMAN. 


I move to amend the 


| motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts | 
{[Mr. Dawes] by striking out his proposed | 
substitute and inserting in lieu thereof the 


Is there objection to || 


|| the last Thursday of November next, at 


| rise. 


; ure. 


following : 


On printing paperused exclusively for books other 
than blank books, and for magazines and newspa- 
pers, fifteen percent. ad valorem. 

The question being taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Houtman, it was not agreed to; there 
being—ayes 60, noes 73. 

The question again recurred on the substi- 


| tute offered by Mr. Dawes; and the question 


being taken, there were—ayes 80, noes 68. 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. [I call for tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Kerr and 

Mr. Dawes were appointed. 
The committee divided ; 

reported—ayes 84, noes 78. 


and the tellers 


So the substitute proposed by Mr. Dawes | 


was agreed to. 
Mr. DAWES. 


The motion was agreed to. 
[he committee accordingly rose; and the 


Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Sco- | 
FIELD reported that the Committee of the | 


Whole on the state of the Union, having had 
under consideration the Union generally, and 
particularly the bill (H. R. No. 2322) to re- 
duce duties on imports, and to reduce internal 


I move that the committee | 
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Massachusetts permit me to move an amend- 
ment fixing the time when the recess is to 
begin ? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
not to be interrupted for a moment. 

Mr. COBURN. I should like to offer an 
amendment at the proper time. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I will 
come to it directly. I was about saying, with 
this testimony before me, with the fact before 
the country of murder—— 

Mr. GOLLADAY. Mr. Speaker, is a dis- 
cussion about murder in order on the resolu- 
tion to adjourn? 

The SPEAKER, The remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts are beyond the 
fair discussion of the resolution for adjourn- 
ment. 

Mr. BROOKS. That was my point; and 
now I hope the gentleman from Massachusetts 
will keep his remarks in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is really of 


I pray 


| Opinion that a resolution for final adjournment 


taxes, and for other purposes, had come to ne || 


resolution thereon. 
PROPOSED RECESS OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I rise to 


a question of privilege, and submit the follow- | 


ing resolution : 


Resolved, (the Senate concurring,) That the Presi- 
dent of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives be, and hereby are, authorized to 
adjourn this session of their respective Houses on 
the 3d day of June next, at twelve o’clock m., until 
twelve 
o’clock m. 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to state to the House 


with all frankness the exact scope of this reso- | 


lution, because I do not mean to do that by in- | 


direction which I would not do directly, or that | 
As we all know | 
the law which suspends the writ of habeas | 


any one should be deceived. 


corpus for the protection of loyal citizens in 
the South expires when this session of Con- 
gress expires. 
this resolution providing, not for a final ad- 
journment of the session, but for a recess until 


Therefore I have introduced | 


or for a recess ought not to be open for debate, 
and for the reason, that being a question of 
high privilege it may be obtruded on the 
House at any time; and if obtruded on the 
House, it may seriously interfere with other 
business. When the resolution of the geutle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Dickey] for 
final adjournment was before the House the 
Chair endeavored to restrain the debate 
within the narrow limits of how it would affect 


| the pending business, not allowing the discus- 


sion to run into the merits of the public busi- 
ness. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Mr. Speak- 
er, while we have the direct and positive evi- 
dence of this 


Mr. VAN TRUMP. 





The Chair has decided 


| that the geutleman is out of order, and I object 
| to his continuing in the same strain. 


the last Thursday of November, four days be- | 
fore the next regular session, for the purpose | 


of keeping in existence that beneficent meas- 
| have done it in the interest of public 
peace, and in the interest of us all. We all 


desire to go home, and it is best we should do | 
so. 


Now, why should we wait here to attempt 
to pass a new law, or to make provision for 


| extending the present law, when the views of 





men in this House on the one side and the 
other can be as well expressed upon this ques- 
tion and in this way as any other? I desire to 
bring the House to a direct vote on this ques- 
tion: adjournment and the extension of the 
Ku Klux law. 

Sir, let no man say this law ought not to be 
extended. I hold in my hand the sworn testi- 
mony given in a court of justice in the trial 
of some eighty or ninety 

Mr. BROOKS. I rise to a question of 
order. I make the point of order that the 





gentleman from Massachusetts has no right on | 


the pending resolution for adjournment to dis- 
cuss the question of Ku Klux or any other 
question but that which is before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 


The remarks of the gentle- | 


man from Massachusetts are beyond the fair | 


limit of the discussion allowed on the pend- 
ing resolution for adjournment. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I am 
showing why we should take a recess until 
November next rather than have a final ad- 
journment of this session. 


Mr. COBURN. Will the gentleman from 


| ceed in order. 


Mr. GOLLADAY. I called the gentleman 
from Massachusetts to order. 

The SPEAKER, The remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts are not in order. 

Mr. DICKEY. Now let us have the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts, 
go on? 


The SPEAKER. 


Shall I 


The gentleman can pro- 
The fair limit of debate on a 


| resolution for final adjournment or for a recess 





| order. 


of this character is thé mode in which it will 
affect the disposition of the public business, 
the transaction of business, and not the merits 


| of any particular business whatever. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I am not 
going into any business before the country; 
but I wish to show why we should take a recess 


| rather than a final adjournment, because of 


the public necessity to which I have referred. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already 
decided that the merits of legislation cannot 
be discussed upon a motion of this character. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I was not 
aware that my friends were so sensitive lest I 
speak of marder, arson, whippings, and rapes. 

Mr. GOLLADAY. I object. 

Mr. BECK. Is the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts in order? 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I do not 
yield the floor for these interruptions, which 
are out of order. 

Mr. STEVENSON. [rise to a question of 
Members should be in their seats. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order ia 
well taken. Gentlemen will resume their 
seats. 

Mr. BROOKS. I now insist on my point 
of erder that the gentleman from Massachu- 


setts [Mr. Butter] has to take his seat. He 
cannot proceed but in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated 
that he cannot proceed except in order. 

Mr. BROOKS. But he loses the floor 
when the Chair decides he is out of order. 

The SPEAKER. He will lose the floor 


unless he proceeds in order. 
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BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
Speaker, on these topics! grant the other side 
the mercy of silence. I move the previous 
question. 

Mr. DAWE! I ask my colleague [Mr. | 
Bot Ler] to yie 1d to me that I may report from || 
the Committee of Ways and Means the Senate 
resolution with an amendment. 

Mr. DICKEY. Lhope not. The commit- 
tee have kept the resolution a long time and 
may keep it a little longer. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
yield to nay colleague 
stated. 

Mr. DAWES. I make this request under 
instructions from the Committée of Ways and 
Means. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I demand 
the regular order. 

Mr. GOLLADAY. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. BECK. I rise to a point of order. | 
When the Committee of the Whole rose after 
having been engaged im the consideration of 
the tariff bill, was not the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, [Mr. Dawes, ] enti- 
tled to the floor? 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. BECK 
Committee of Ways and Means to submitto the 
House, and ought not to have given way to 


Mr. 


| 
I do not | 
for the purpose he has 


He was. 


his colleague. | 


Mr. DICKEY. I object to debate. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Order! | 
order! 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state, in || 


reply to the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. | 
Beck, | that the chairman of the Committee of || 


Ways and Means was not entitled to the floor || 
on any other business except that which related | 
to the 
in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BECK. 
chusetts, as chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, was to have reported a reso 
lution for a final adjournment, 
way wrongfully to his colleague. 


The SPEAKER. 


He had a resolution from the || ginal one. 


bill which had been under consideration | 


The gentleman from Massa- | 


The gentleman from Mas- | 


Mr. 
| sition 
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the Senate resolution. It is an original propo- | resolution of Mr. Butter, of Massachusetts, 


from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, which I offer as a substitute for the 


| resolution of my colleague. 


| 





sachusetts [Mr. Dawes] had no more right to || 


the floor on that question than any other mem- 
ber. He had a right to the floor if he wished 
to move that the House go into Committee of 
the Whole on the tariff bill, and not otherwise, 

The question is, will the House second the 
dana 
lution offered by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Burier,] for a recess from the 
8d of June tothe last Wednesday of November. 

Mr. COBURN. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will have 
that privilege if the House refuses to second 
the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. COBURN. The amendment I desire 
to offer is to substitute the 15th of June for | 
the 3d of June. 

The SPEAKER. On the question of sec- 
onding the demand for the previous question 
the Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [ Mr. ButLer] and the gen- 


tleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Beck. ] | 


The House divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 64, noes 105. 
So the previous question was not seconded. 
Mr. DAWES. olen: in obedience to the | 
instructions of the Committee of Ways and || 
Means, report the following resolution, on | 
which I demand the previous question. 

lhe Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House of meprosentatieee, (the | 
Senate wena That each House of Congress 





for the previous question on the reso- || Griffith, 


| Blair, 
| Brooks, Burchard, Carroll, Coghlan, Comingo, 
| ger, 


| Rogers, 


The SPEAKER. The proposition of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] 
is that the House of Representatives resolves, 
the Senate concurring, that each House of 
Congress shall be adjourned by the Presiding 
Officer thereof on Monday, the 3d day of June, 
1872, at twelve o’clock meridian, and he 
moves this as an amendment to the resolu- 
tion of his colleague, [Mr. Buruer. ] 

Mr. DAWES. It comes to the same thing 
as if the committee had reported the Senate 
resolution; because if I offered the Senate 
resolution amended as a substitute, it would 
have to go back to the other body. This is 
an independent resolution. 

Mr. RANDALL. It would not have to go 
back if we agreed as to the dates. The Sen- 
ate resolution fixed as the day of final adjourn- 
ment the 29th of May. 

Mr. DICKEY. I object to debate. 

Mr. DAWKS. I was instructed by the Com- 


| mittee of Ways and Means to report the reso- 


lution in the form in which I have presented it. 


| The only question was whether we should take 


the Senate resolution as a substitute or an ori- 
The result would be thesame; both 
would have to go to the Senate, and we should 
lose the control of the resolution fixing the 
29th of May, which we still have. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I rise to a parliament- 
ary inquiry. Will the adoption of this reso- 
lution preclude the House from adopting or 
agreeing to the Senate resolution? 

The SPEAKER. It will not. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
| main question ordered. 

Mr. BUTLER, of I call 
for the yeas and nays ou the substitute of my 
colleague. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken upon Mr. Dawes’s 


\| substitute ; and it was decided in the aflirma- 
and he gave | 


tive—yeas 142, nays 57, not voting 40; as fol- 
lows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Adams, 


Averill, Banks, Beck, Bell, 
James G. Blair, 


Ambler, Arthur, 
Biggs, Bird, Austin 
Boles, Braxton, Bright, 
Con- 
Cox, Crebs, Creely, Critcher, 
Crossland, Davis, Dawes, Donnan, Dox, Du Bose, 
Duell, Duke, Eames, Eldredge, Farnsworth, Far- 
well, Finkelr burg, Forker, Henry D. Foster, Gar- 
field, Garrett, Getz, Giddings, Goiladay, Goodrich, 
Haldeman, Hale, Hambleton, Hancock, 
Handley, Harmer, Harper, John T. Harris, Haw- 
ley, Hay, Hereford, Herndon, Hibbard, Hill, Hol- 
man, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg, Kendall, Kerr, 
Ketcham, King, Lamison, Lamport, Leach, Lewis, 
Lowe, Manson, Marshall, McCormick, McCrary, 
McGrew, McIntyre, McJunkin, MeNeely, Merrick, 
Benjamin F. Meyers, Mitchell, Morgan, Morphis, 
Leonard Myers, Niblack, Packard, Packer, Palmer, 
Hosea W. Parker, Aaron F. Perry, Eli Perry, Pe- 
ters, Prive, Randall, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John 
M. Rice, Ritchie, William R. Roberts, Robinson, 
Roosevelt, Seeley, Sheldon, Shellabarger, 
Sherwood, Shober, Shoemaker. Slater, Sloss, Snapp, 
R, Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Starkweather, 
Stevens, Storm, Stoughton, Strong, Sutherland, 
Taffe, Terry, Washington Townsend, Turner, Tuthill, 
Twichell, Van Trump, Vaughan, Waddell, Wake- 


Conner, Cotton, 


|} man, Warren, Wells, Whiteley, Whitthorne, Willard, 


| Williams of New York, 


shall be adjourned eine die by the Presiding Officer | 


thereof on Monday, 
twelve o'clock meridian. 


Mr. DAWES. I desire to state that I offer | 
this as a substitute for the resolution of my | 
colleague, [Mr. Burter.] This is not the | 
Senate resolution amended. It is a substi- 
tute reading as if it were an amendment to 





the 3d day of June, 1872, at || 


{| 


and W inchester—142. 

S—Messrs. Archer, Barber, Barry, Beatty, 
Bingham, Buckley, Buffinton, Burdett, Ben- 
jamin F, Butler, Coburn, Darrall, Dickey, Dunnell, 

{iliott, Charles Foster, Wilder D. Foster, Frye, 
George E. Harris, Havens, Gerry W. Hazelton, John 
W. Hazelton, Hoar, <u pEet Lynch, McKee, Mer- 
riam, Monroe, Morey, Ne Orr, Parker, Peck, 
Pendleton, Perce, Poland, Shing H. Roberts, Rusk, 
Sargent, Sawyer, Sessions, Shi anks, H. Boardman 
Smith, John A. Smith, Sprague, Stevenson, Thomas, 
Tyner, Upson, Walden, Waldron, Wallace, Walls, 
W heeler, Williams of Indiana, Jeremiah M. W ilson, 
and John T. Wilson—57. 

NOT VOTING—Messrs. Ames, Barnum, Bever- 
idge, Roderick R. Butler, Caldwell Campbell, 
Clarke, Cobb, Crocker, De Large, Bly, ialsey, 
Hanks, Hays, Hooper, ki nsella, Lansing, Maynard, 
McClelland, MeHenry, McKinney, Mercur, Moore. 
Piatt, Porter, Potter, Prindle, Rainey, Scofield, Blo 
cum, Ww orthington Cc, Smith, Snyder, Stowell, 
John,Swann, Sypher, Dwight Townsend, V ae 
Wood, and Young—40. 


So the substitute was agreed to. 
The question recurred upon agreeing to the 


NAY 
Bigby, 








as amended. 

Mr. COBURN. I desire to offer an amend. 
ment to change the date to the 15th of June. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question 
will operate clear through. 

Mr. COBURN. I a the previous 
question was merely upon the substitute, or [| 
would have offered my amendment before that 
vote was taken. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman could not 
have offered it, because a demand for the pre- 
vious question was pending. 

Mr. COBURN. The call for the previous 
question was made upon the substitute, as | 
understood. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question 
does not exhaust itself until the resolution is 
disposed of, just as the previous question does 
not exhaust itself on the amendments to a bill 
nor until the bill has been read a third time. 

Mr. COBURN. I desire to offer an amend. 
ment substituting the 15th of June for the 3d. 

Mr. HALE I object. 

Mr. PERCE. I now move that the House 
take a recess until half past seven o’clock. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr.STEVENSON. No; we havea special 
order for to-night. 

The question was put on Mr. Farnswortn’s 
motion; and there were—ayes thirty-four, 
noes not counted. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


The question recurred upon Mr. PErce’s 
motion; and being put, there were—ayes 
thirty-four, noes not counted. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

The question recurred upon agreeing to the 
resolution of Mr. Butier, of Massachusetts, 
as amended ; and being put, it was agreed to. 


Mr. DAWES moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted ; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PENINSULA AT ERIE. 
Mr. SCOFIELD. I now eall up the 


motion, entered this morning by unanimous 
consent, to reconsider the vote by which the 
House passed last night, with an amendment, 
the bill of the Senate No. 677, to authorize 
the Secretary of War to accept the peninsula 
in Lake Erie opposite the harbor of Erie, in 
the State of Pennsylvania. My object is to 
disagree to the amendment which was proposed 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hot- 
MAN] when the bill was under consideration 
last evening. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On the explanation made 
to me by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Scorretp] [ am willing, so far as | 
am concerned, that the amendment I offered 
should be voted down. I am assured by sev- 
eral gentlemen from Pennsylvania that this 
bill makes a grant to the United States with- 
out any condition. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, 
the amendment will be withdrawn. 

No objection was made; and the amend- 
ment was accordingly withdrawn. 

The bill was then passed without amend- 
ment. 

HENRY B. MYERS. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio, from the Committee 
of Claims, by unanimous consent, reported 
back the petition and accompanying papers in 
the claim of Henry B. Myers, and moved that 
the committee be discharged from their further 
consideration, and that the same be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DICKEY. I move that the House now 
adjourn. 
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———— 


Mr. STEVENSON. I move that the House 
now take a recess until half past seven. 

Mr. DICKEY. No; 
recess. 

Mr. STEVENSON. The House has ordered 
that the session of this evening shall be de- 
voted to the consideration of reports from the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I ask unanimous consent 
to introduce a bill for reference. 

Mr. BROOKS. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order is 
upon the motion that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Pending the motion to adjourn, 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan, from the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills, reported that they 





had examined and found truly enrolled a bill | 


of the following title ; when the Speaker signed 
the same: 

An act (S. No. 816) to amend an act enti- 
tled ‘‘An act to establish a uniform time for 
holding elections for electors of President and 
Vice President in all the States of the Union,”’ 
approved January 23, 1845. 

REMOVAL OF DISABILITIES. 


Mr. HANDLEY. In the bill that was 
passed on Monday last removing the disabili- 
ties of a large number of persons, there was 
a name of one of my constituents erroneously 
entered. I ask that the name Taul Bradford 
be stricken out and the name Micah Taul be 
inserted in lieu thereof. 

No objection was made; and it was ordered 
accordingly. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. HAVENS, by unanimous consent, ob- 
tained leave for the withdrawal from the 
files of the House of the papers in the case 
of William 8S. Johnson. 


ELECTION CONTEST—-BOWEN VS. DE LARGE. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, 
laid before the House additional papers in the 
contested-election case of Bowen vs. De 
Large, from the State of South Carolina; which 
were referred to the Committee of Elections. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. E. H. ROBERTS was granted leave of 


absence for two days. 
Mr. MONROE was granted leave of absence 
for one week. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
the motion that the House now adjourn. 

Mr. KETCHAM. I hope the House will 
not adjourn, but that we will have a session 
to-night for the consideration of business re- 
ported from the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Mr. DICKEY. I hope the House will ad- 
journ; we will do more harm than good if we 
come here to night. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to, 
upon a division—ayes 45, noes 81. 

Mr. KETCHAM. I now move that the 
House take a recess until half past seven this 
evening. 


The motion was agreed to; and accordingly | 


(at four o’clock and twenty-five minutes p.m.) 
the House took a recess until half-past seven 
o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House 
resumed its session. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE ARKANSAS. 
Mr. SAWYER. 


I ask unanimous consent 


to have taken from the Speaker’s table for 
consideration at this time Senate bill No. 931, 
authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Arkansas river at Little Rock, Arkansas. 
Mr. BIRD. 
Mr. 


I object. 
DICKEY. If objection is begun as 





I do not want any | 


! 











soon as this, we better make it general, until 
a few more members are present. 
NON-NAVIGABLE LAKES AND PONDS. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, 


of Pennsylvania, by 
unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. | 
No. 278 
the beds of unsurveyed non-navigable lakes 
and ponds in the public-land States of the 
Union; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 
CIRCUIT COURT FOR EIGHTH CIRCUIT, 

Mr. McCRARY. I ask unanimous consent 
that the amendment of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. No. 1072) to fix the times of the 
circuit courts of the United States of the 
eighth district be taken from the Speaker’s 
table, and concurred in. 

There being no objection, the amendment 
of the Senate was read, as follows: 

Amend the title so as to read, “An act to fix the 


times for holding United States courts in the eighth 
circuit. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
BRIDGE IN IOWA. 


Mr. McCRARY. I ask unanimous consent 
that the Senate amendments to the bill (H. R. 
No. 2207) to authorize the eonstruction of a 
bridge, and to establish the same as a post 
road, be taken from the Speaker’s table, and 
concurred in. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. I would like to 
know something about this bill. 

Mr. McCRARY. It is for the construction 
of a bridge at Fort Madison, lowa. ‘The 
amendments of the Senate are for the purpose 
of securing more effectually the object con- 
templated. 

The amendments of the Senate were read 
for information. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. It appears that this 
bill changes the width of the span of that 
bridge ; and we ought to have some oppor- 
tunity to look into the measure. I must object 
to the consideration of these amendments 
now. 

RAILROAD FROM GREAT SALT LAKE, ETC. 


Mr. SLATER, by unanimous consent, intro- | 
duced a bill (H. R. No. 2783) supplemental 
to an act entitled ‘‘An act granting the right 
of way through the public lands for the con- 
struction of a railroad from Great Salt Lake 
to Portland, Oregon,’’ approved April 11, | 
1872; which was read afirst and second time, 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, | 
and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. | 

Mr. DICKEY. I wish to interpose an ob- | 
jection now to the doing of any business by 
unanimous consent (I do not care what it is) 
in the absence of aquorum. I do not, of 
course, object to the mere reference of bills; | 
but I object to taking anything from the Speak- 
er’s table by unanimous consent, I do not care 
what it is, because that is the most dangerous 
sort of legislation in the world. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House 
take a recess for thirty minutes, with the 
view of seeing whether we can get a quorum. 

Mr. DICKEY. If a quorum of the House | 
can be obtained, of course I have no objec- | 
tion to business going on. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have made my motion 
in the interest of the public business. 

The SPEAKER. f will require unanimous 
consent to take arecess. Is there objection? 

Mr. KETCHAM. I object. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Members of the 
House are coming in. Let us proceed with 
business. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the chairman of the 
Committee on the Public Lands [Mr. Kercnam] | 
will not accept my motion, which I have made | 








in the absence of a quorum. I do not want to 
break up the House; and that is the reason [ | 
have proposed a recess for thirty minutes. 


2782) to authorize the survey and sale of 
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We have some matters 
ready to report which will provoke no discus- 
sion whatever. 

Mr. BURCHARD. I rise to make a report 
from the Committee of Ways and Means, 
which is authvrized to report at any time. 

Mr. RANDALL. | ebject. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
taking a recess till eight o'clock? 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I object. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I think we may as 
well havea call ef the House if there is no 
quorum present. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. 
draw my objection to a recess. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objec- 
tion? 

Mr. STEVENSON. I objeet, and call for 
the regular order. Let the Committee on 
Public Lands go.on with its business ; if there 
should be no quorum we can get one. 

Mr. RANDALL. I make objection to the 
consideration of any business until a quorum 
is present. 

Mr. STEVENSON. 
order. 

Mr. RANDALL. We may as well settle 
this matter first as last. Let it be understood 
that those who do come here in the evenings 
wish to have the company of other members 


I with- 


I call for the regular 


who are in the habit of staying away. 


Mr. CONGER. Ido not know whether 
that is desirable or not. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the 
presentation of business from the Committee 
on Public Lands; but the rules require the 
presence of a quorum for the transaction of 
business, and authorize the Chair to take note 
of the fact when a quorum is not present. 


CALL OF THB HOUSE, 


Mr. KILLINGER. 
call of the House. % 

The motion was agreed to; there being— 
ayes 25, noes 13. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, and 
the following members failed to answer to 
their names: 


I move that there be a 


Messrs. Adams, Ames, Banks, Barry, Beveridge, 
Biggs, Bingham, Bright, Roderick R. Butler, Cald- 
well, Clarke, Coburn, Creely, Critcher, Crocker, 
Crossland, Darrall, Dawes, De Large, Du Bose, 
Elliott, Ely, Farnsworth, Farwell, Forker, Garfield, 
Golladay, Halsey, Hancock, John T. Harris, Hays, 
Hereford, Herndon, Hooper, Houghton, Kelley, 
King, Kinsella, Lamison, Lamport, Lansing, Le seb 
Lewis, Lynch, Maynard, McClelland, McHenry, Me- 
Junkin, McKee, McKinney, McNeely, Mercur, 
Mitchell, Monroe, Moore, Morey, Morphis, Niblack, 
Orr, Packer, Perce, Aaron F. Perry, Eli Perry, Platt, 
Porter, Potter, Prindle, Rainey, Read, John M. Rice, 
Ellis H. Roberts, William R. Reberts, Robinson, 
Roosevelt, Scofield, Seeley, Sessions, Shanks, Shel- 
don, Shellabarger, Sherwood, Shober, Slocum, Jobn 
A. Smith, Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, Snyder, 
Rh. Milton Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Stevens, 
Stoughton, Stowell, St. John, Swann, Sypher, Terry, 
Thomas, Turner, Tyner, Vaughan, Voorhees, Wal- 
den, Wallace, Walls, Wheeler, John T. Wilson, 
Winchester, Wood, and Young: 


During the roll-call, 

Mr. BURCHARD stated that his colleague, 
Mr. BreverinGe, was absent by leave of the 
House. 

Mr. SLOSS stated that Mr. Vavcuan was 
absent on account of sickness. 

Mr. MERRIAM stated that Mr. Lynen, of 
Maine, and Mr. Wueever, of New York, were 
absent on account of sickness in their fam- 


| ilies. 


The SPEAKER. The call of the House 
shows there are one hundred and thirty mem- 
bers present. 

Mr. BUFFINTON. I movethat all further 
proceedings under the call be dispensed with. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to state that Gen- 
eral SrouGHuTON is absent on aecount of sick- 
ness. 

Mr. 


RANDALL. I demand the regular 


| order of business. 
in his interest, then I object to any business || 


ll the 


The SPEAKER. The regular order of 
business during this evening’s session is the 
reception of reports from thé Committee on 
Public Lands. 











SAN FRANCISCO LAND ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. KETCHAM, from the Committee on 
the Public Lands, reported back the petition 
of the San Francisco Land Association, and 
moved that the same be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the petition was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary ; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADDITIONAL LAND DISTRICT IN KANSAS. 


Mr. KETCHAM, from thesame committee, 
also reported back a bill (S. No. 877) to cre- 
ate an additional land district in Kansas, with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill, which was read, constitutes in the 
first section all that portion of the Republican 
land district in the State of Kansas lying and 
being situated west of the first guide meridian 


west of the sixth principal meridian a new land | 
district, to be called the Northwestern land | 


district. The second section authorizes the 
President, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate, to appoint a register and a 
receiver for the district, who shall discharge 
like and similar duties, and receive the same 
amount of compensation allowed to other offi- 
cers discharging like duties in the other land 
offices of said State. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
chairman of 
Lands 


I should like to ask the 
the Committee on 
how many land districts and how 
many registers there are already in the State 
of Kansas? 

Mr. KETCHAM. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
tion, and the gentleman ought to be able to 
answer. 


Mr. KETCHAM. 
erence to which the committee are controlled 
by the information from the General Land 
Office. I ask to have a letter read from the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
of the gentleman from New York to the fact 


I am not able to say. 


that at the very last session of Congress a | 


new land district was organized in the State 
of Kansas. 

Mr. KETCHAM. I ask that the letter of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
GENERAL Lanpb OFFIcE, 
WasninorTon, D. C., May 15, 1872. 


Sir: In reply to your oral inquiry respecting the | 


It is a pertinent ques- | 


I wish to call the attention | 


the Public | 





inclosed bill to create a new land district in the | 


State of Kansas, (Senate bill 877,) I have to state 
that from the best information received at this 
office I am of opinion that the lands in the eastern 
part of the present Republican district have toa 
great extent been disposed of, and that settlement 
and sales are now increasing in that portion em- 
braced in the limits of the district proposed in this 
bill. It is ® necessity, therefore, that the proper 
facilities should be given to persons taking home- 


stends or desiring to enter lands in that locality, | 


which can only be done by the creation of a new 
district. The removal of the local officer, now at 
Coneordia, to a point further west, while it would 
meet the case, would cause great inconvenience 


This is a question in ref- || 


ERECTION OF NEW LAND DISTRICTS. 
Mr. KETCHAM, from the same committee, 


| reported back the bill (S. No. 998) relating to 


the erection of new land districts, with a sub- 
stitute. 


The bill was read. 


or any part thereof, at the time of such enact- 
ment shall be taken from an existing land 
district, the sales of such lands may, unless 
otherwise specially provided for by law, be 


| continyzed at the district office of the former 


district until the receipt by the officers of 
such district of the formal order of the Com- 


| missioner of the General Land Office for the 


It provides that when- | 
ever any land district shall be created by act | 
_ of Congress, where the land embraced therein, 
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seem best; but in no case shall the United 
States be liable, in any manner whatever, for 
any act or thing done by said company. 

The amendments reported by the commit. 


| tee were read, as follows : 


After the word ‘‘of” in line eleven insert the 
words ‘‘thecentral line of;” so it will read: ‘on 
each side of the central line of said road and 


|| branches.” 


In line thirteen strike out the word “ forty,’’ and 
insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘twenty;” and 
strike out the words “at each station” and insert 
** for each ten miles in length of the main line of 
said road ;”’ so it will read: ** and there is also here- 
by granted to said company all necessary ground not 
to exceed twenty acres for each ten miies in length 


| of the main line of said road for station buildings, 
| workshops,” &e. 


suspension of said sales preliminary to the || 


| transfer of the books and archieves pertaining 


to the new district ; and all sales or disposals 
of pubiic lands heretofore regularly made at 
any land office where those lands have been 
made part of another district by any act of 
Congress are confirmed if the same are free 
from conflict with prior valid rights. 

The Clerk read the substitute reported by 
the committee, as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert | 


as follows: 

That hereafter in case of the division of exist- 
ing land districts by the erection of new ones, and 
by a change of boundaries, by the President of the 
United States, all business in such original districts 
shall be entertained and transacted without preju- 
dice or change until the offices in the new districts 
shall be duly opened by public announcement 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Sec. 2. And be tt further enacted, That all sales 
or disposals of the public lands heretofore regularly 
made at any land office, after the said lands have 
been made part of another district by any act of Con- 
gress or by the act of the President are hereby con- 
firmed. Provided, The same are free from conflict 
with prior valid rights. 

The substitute was agreed to. 


The bill, as amended, was ordered to be read 
a third time; and it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. KETCHAM moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DAKOTA GRAND TRUNK RAILWAY COMPANY, 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, from 
the Committee on the Public Lands, reported 
back, with amendments, the bill (H. R. No. 


| 2592) granting the right of way to the Dakota 


Grand Trunk Railway Company. 


The bill was read. It provides that for the 
yurpose of enabling the Dakota Grand Trunk 
halieeas Company, a corporation organized 
under the laws of Dakota, to extend itsroad and 
branches by the most advantageous and prac- 
ticable lines, in accordance with its charters, 
the right of way through the public lands in 
the Territory of Dakota is granted to said 
company. Said right of way is to the extent 


| of one hundred feet in width on each side 


to the very large number who have entered under |! 
the homestead law in the eastern portion of the | 
district, and who have not yet consummated their | 


entry by proving up. 

The convenience of the settlers in all parts of the 
present district can be best subserved by dividing 
the district, and as the bill submitted seems free 
from other objections, I recommend that it be made 

aw. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, _ 

WILLIS DRUM MON D, 
Commaessioner. 
Hon, S. C. Pomeroy, United States Senate. 


The bill was ordered to athird reading; and 


it was accordingly read the third time, and 
assed. 


Mr. KETCHAM moved to reconsider the vote || 


by which the bill was passed; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


j 
! 
| 
| 
j 
| 
} 
j 


of said road and branches where they may 


pass over the public lands; and there is also | 


hereby granted to said company all neces- 
sary ground, not to exceed forty acres at 
each station, for station-buildings, workshops, 
depots, machine-shops, switches, side-tracks, 
turn-tables, water-stations, &e. And when 
it may be necessary to use material from 


the public lands for the construction of said | 
road it may be done; but no private property | 
shall be taken for the use of said company in | 


said Territory except in the manner now pro- 
vided by the laws thereof relative to the taking 
of such property for like uses, and in which 


manner it may be done, with compensation to || 


the owners as therein provided, 

The bill in its second section provides that 
the said company shall have power to mort- 
gage, in the usual manner, its franchise, road- 


Add the following as additional sections: 

Sec. 3. The rights herein granted shall not pre- 
clude the construction of other roads through any 
canon, defile, or pass on the route of said road. 

Sec. 4. That said railway company shall locate 
the route of said railroad and file a map of such 
location within two years, in the office of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, and shall build its railroad 
within ten years after the passage of this act; and 


| nothing herein contained shall be construed as 








bed, and all property of every kind belonging || 


to said company, to an amount not exceeding | 


$25,000 per mile for the entire length of said 
road, upon such terms as may to said company 


! 


recognizing or denying the right of the Legislature 
of Dakota Territory to create railroad corporations, 
Sec. 5. The Congress reserves the right to alter, 
amend, or repeal this act, whenever in its judgment 
the interests of the people may require it. 
The amendments were agreed to. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move to amend section 
four by striking out the word ‘‘two,’’ and 
inserting the word ‘* ene ;’’ so that it will read ; 


The said railway company shall locate the route 
of said railroad and file a map of such location 
within one year in the office of the Secretary of the 


| Interior. 


I think my friend from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
TownsEnD] who has charge of this bill will 
agree to this amendment as being an absolute 
necessity. The reason for this amendment is 
that until there is an actual location of the 
road it is imposible for the settler to settle 


upon the public lands with safety to himself. 


He may desire to locate upon a line upon which 
the roilroad may not pass. He may desire to 
locate nis land where it will not be affected by 
the grant of twenty acres for depot purposes, 
and [ insist that he shall have that right. 
If the Government grants this extraordinary 
privilege, giving I believe $25,000 for every 
twenty miles 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. On 
every mile. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very great power is con- 
ferred here, valuable franchises; and the Gov- 
ernment, in consideration of making such 
grant may well say to this corporation that 
the citizens who want to enter this vacant 
country to settle it shall know where the road 
shall run. It ought not to be postponed for 
two years. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Let 
me say to the gentleman from Indiana that | 
think he will come to the conclusion that his 
request is unreasonable when I state the fact 
that the road is four hundred miles long, and 
it would perhaps be impossible to locate the 
road within that time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Here is a valuable fran- 
chise, worth millions of dollars, granted to 
this company, and | insist that their powers 
shall be exercised in such a manner as that 
every citizen who desires to enter this vacant 
country for settlement may understand in 
advance where these great franchises are to 
be enjoyed. I do not care whether the road 
be four hundred miles long or longer still. 
I do not propose that it shall be allowed to 
suspend its operation until it finds where 
the emigrants are going, and where the set- 
tlements will be. IL insist that it shall make 
its location and stand there. 

Mr. STORM. Will the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania admit an amendment changing 
the time within which the road must be com- 

leted from ten to five years? Ten years is a 


ong time. e 
Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. No, 





sir, I cannot; but I will admit the amendment 
| of the gentleman from Indiana for a vote, and 


I now demand the previous question. 


te 


& 
& 
es 








h 
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The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered; and under the opera- | 
tion thereof the amendment of Mr. HoLmayn 
was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en- 


grossed and read a third time; and being || of Utah to incorporate railroad companies. 


engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. | 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, moved 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill was | 
passed; and also moved that the motion to | 
reconsider be laid on the table. | 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


UTAH NORTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 





Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, also, | 


from the same committee, reported back | 
House bill No. 1158, granting the right of | 
way through the public lands to the Utah 
Northern Railroad Company, with amend- | 
ments, and with the recommendation that it 
do pass. 

The bill was read. The first section pro- | 
vides that for the purpose of enabling the | 
Utah and Northern Railroad Company, a 
corporation organized under the laws of the 
Territory of Utah, to build and extend its 


line, by way of Bear River valley, Soda | 
Springs, Snake River valley, and through | 


Montana Territory, to a connection with the 
Northern Pacific railroad, by the most ad- 
vantageous and practicable line, to be selected | 
by said company, the right of way through | 
the public lands in the Territory of Utah, 
Idaho, and Montana is granted to said com- 
pany. Said right of way is to be the extent of 
one hundred feet in width on each side of said 
road, where it may pass over the public lands, 
There is also granted to the company all neces- 
sary ground, not to exceed forty acres at each 
station, for station buildings, workshops, de- 
pots, machine-shops, switches, side-tracks, 
turn-tables, and water-stations; said depots 
not to occur oftener than once in every five 
miles of road. And whenever it may be neces- 
sary to use material from the public lands for 
the construction of said road it may be done; 
but no private property is to be taken for the 
use of said company, except in the manner 
now provided by section three of an act entitled 
‘‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to 
aid in the construction of a railroad and tele- 
graph line from the Missouririver to the Pacific 
ocean, and to secure to the Government the 
use of the same for postal, military, and other | 
purposes,’ approved July 1, 1862,’’ approved 
July 2, 1867. 

The second section authorizes and empowers 
the company to mortgage. in the usual man- 
ner, their franchise, road-bed, and all prop- 
erty belonging to said company, to an amount 
not to exceed $15,000 per mile for the entire | 
length of said road, upon such terms as may 
seem to them best; and upon said mortgage 
may issue mortgage bonds, not to exceed the 
same amount per mile; but in no case shall 
the United States be liable in any way what- 
ever for any act or thing done by said company. 

The first amendment was in line thirteen, 
after the word ‘‘of,’’ to insert ‘‘the central 
line of ;’’ so that it will read : 

Said right of way hereby granted to said company 
18 to be to the extent of one hundred feet in width on 


each side of the central line of said road where it 
may pass over the public lands. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out in 
line fifteen the words ‘‘ forty acres at each 
station’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty acres for each 
ten miles in length of the main line of said 
railroad.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


In lines eighteen and nineteen, strike out the 
words ‘‘said depots not to occur oftener than 
once in every five miles of road.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 





Add as additional sections: 
Seo. 3. The rights hereby granted shall not pre- | 
clude the construction of other roads through any | 
canon, defile, or pass on the route of said road. 








| of the Interior, and e it 
| within ten years after the passage of this bill, and 
| nothing herein contained shall be construed as rec- 


Sec. 4. The said railroad company shall locate the 
route of said railroad, and file a map of such loca- 
tion within two years, in the office of the Secretary 
shall complete its railroad 


ognizing or denying the authority of the Legislature 


Sec. 5. That Congress reserves to itself the right 
to aiter, amend, or repeal this act whenever in 
its judgment the interests of the people may re- 
quire it. 

Mr. STORM. I would inquire whether 
under the right to enter upon the public land 
and take material this road is not given the 


|| right to take timber? 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. 


This | 


is the usual phrase adopted in bills that have | 


been passed by the House upon this subject. 
How broadly it may be extended I do not 
know. 

Mr. STORM. Then I move to amend by 
inserting after the word ‘‘ material’’ the words 
‘*except timber.’’ 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. 
not yield for that amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suppose the same lim- 
itation ought to be imposed upon this grant as 
upon the others as to the time the plat should 
be filed. 
the time one year instead of two years. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. Ihave 
no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HALDEMAN. I desire to move an 
amendment to the first section of the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I will 
hear the amendment read. 

Mr. HALDEMAN. 
first section by adding to it the following: 

Provided, That in return for the privileges of this 
act, said railroad shall plant and protect on each 


side of their road fifty feet in some quick-growing 
timber throughout its length, 


Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania. I 
cannot accept that amendment. I now call 
the previous question. 


I do 


I move to amend this so as to make | 


I move to amend the | 
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expense of erecting a depot and station-build- 
ings every three or four miles for the sake of 
getting ten acres of public land. 

Mr. DICKEY. That would depend entirely 
upon the kind of land. In my country they 
would want one every mile or every half mile, 
if they could get ten acres of land for it. 

Theamendmentof Mr. Dickey was agreed to. 

Mr. DICKEY. I desire to offer a further 
amendment. I move that in case any land 
taken for the purpose of a depot shall cease to 
be used for that purpose it shall revert to the 
Government of the United States. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I object to that amend- 
ment; it is entirely useless. I now call the 
previous question. 

Mr. DICKEY. Very well; then we will 
vote down the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope thatthe gentleman 


| will have some limitation placed upon the 


time within which the plat of this road is to 
be filed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Very well; let the gentle 
man move to make it one year instead of two 
years. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
question. 

The question was taken upon seconding the 
previous question ; and upon a division there 
were—ayes 41, noes 41; no quorum yoting. 

Teliers were ordered ; and Mr. Dickey and 
Mr. HawLey were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 86, noes 41, 

So the previous question was seconded, 

The main question was then ordered. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 


I now call the previous 


| be engrossed and read a third time; and being 


The previous question was seconded and 


the main question ordered; and under the 


operation thereof the bill was ordered to be | 


engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania, moved 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MISSOURL VALLEY RAILROAD. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, reported a bill (H. R. No. 2784) 
granting the right of way to the Missouri Val- 


| ley Railroad Company; which was read a first 


and second time. 

The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. DICKEY. I ask the gentleman who 
reports this bill to explain why it is that there 
is not some limit placed upon the distance in 
which this company is allowed to take its ten 
acres of land for each depot. There should 
be a limit, either once in five miles, ten miles, 
or twenty miles, and not allow them to take 
as many ten acres in each mile, or five miles, 
as they please. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 


‘his only allows ten acres 
for each depot. 


Mr. DICKEY. Howclose are the depots 
to be? 
Mr. HAWLEY. It has been customary 


heretofore to allow forty acres for each dey 
which I always thought was a very large 
amount. I believe all the bills which have 
heretofore passed have allowed ut least twenty 
acres; this allows 

Mr. DICKEY. ‘This allows ten acres for 
every depot. [ would limit it to ten acres for 
not less than five miles of the road. 

Mr. HAWLEY. [ have no objection to 
that amendment, but it is hardly to be sup 


ot, 


only ten acres. 


\| posed that a railroad company would go to the 


taken, upon a division there were—ayes 82, 
noes 17; no quorum voting. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Storm and 
Mr. HAawWLey were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 92, noes 34. 

So the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and 
assed. 

Mr. HAWLEY moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

HOMESTEAD SETTLERS, 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on the 
Public Lands, reported a bill (H. it, No. 2785) 
for the relief of certain homesead settlers on 
the public lands; which was read a first and 
second time. 

The first section of the bill provides that in 
all cases where parties may have heretofore 
made homestead entries of the public lands, 
which entries have not been canceled, and 
have made their aflidavits before clerks of the 
county courts, or other persons authorized to 
administer oaths, without having previously 
made the settlement required by the third 
section of the act of March 21, 1864, such 
failure shall not be construed to work a for- 
feiture of their claims, provided that since 
their entries such parties have in all other 
respects complied substantially with the re- 
quirements of the homestead law. 

I'he second section provides that in all cases 
of entries heretofore made of the public lands 
of the United States under the homestead law 
and its amendments, where it shall appear that 
the parties have substantially complied with 
the requirements of the law, but have fails d to 
go upon the land within six months from the 
date of entry, or have otherwise failed in the 
minor requirements of the law, such failure 
not be construed to work a forfeiture, 

but the entry shall be subject to the equitable 

consideration of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
| eral Land Office, who may, if he is satisfied 





shall 
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that the entry was made in good faith and that 

the failure of the settler was not from his own | 
neglect, approve the case and issue patent in 

the usual manner, provided that such entries 

have not heretofore been canceled by the 

Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

The third section provides that in all cases | 
of entries of public lands under the home- 
stead laws, where the lands so entered have 
been abandoned and subsequentiy reéntered | 
under those laws by the same or other parties, 


and where such subsequent entries are, under | 


the rulings of the Secretary of the Interior, 
dependent for their validity upon the legality 
of the aflidavits in the original entries, those 


affidavits are legalized and confirmed so as to | 


protect the persons making such subsequent 
entries who have in good faith complied with 
the provisions of the homestead laws. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This seems to be a very 
excellent bill; but still it is very important, 
and I hope it will be reported again. 

The Clerk again read the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. My colleague on the com- 
mittee, the gentleman from Wisconsin, [ Mr. 
Ktusk, | desires to offeran amendment. I yield 
to him. 

Mr. RUSK. I move to amend by striking 
out the last section; and I ask that a letter of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
be read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 


GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
W asuinoTton, D. C., May 10, 1872. 





Sir: [have had the honor to receive Hon e bill | 


No. 2293, to legalize entries of public lands under 
the homestead laws in certain cases, 

The purpose of the actisto legatize and confirm the 
illegal affidavit in certain homestead cases where the 
entries have been canceled, 
in no case been because of the illegality of the affi- 


The cancellation has | 


davit, but because of the subsequent abandonment | 


or relinquishment of the land bythe party. I am || 


unable, therefore, to see any benefit to ensue from 
the passage of the act asthe entries are now dead, 
the parties having lett the land and laying no claim 
to the tracts. It has occurred in a number of cases 
that entries of this character have been made upon 
land found to be in the limits of railroad land grants, 
and upon the fraudulent character of the affidavit 


being shown the land has been awarded to the rail- | 


road company onthe ground that such a claim can- | 


not defeat the railroad right, and that in a question 
between the company andthe United States their 
title should be recognized. 

In some cases parties have settled upon the lands 
and claimed them under the homestead or preémp- 
tion laws, on the ground that the tracts were 
Government land, but we are unable to recognize 
their right to the tract where the fraudulent char- 
acter of the original claim isshown. The effect of 
the act would be to legalize the canceled entry, an 
entry no longer claimed by the original party, and 


thus in effect to take the lands from the railroad 


grant and open them to subsequent applicants. 
L consider that the railroad companies now have a 
vested right to the tracts, and the bill, if it becomes 


a law, would invite persons to enter said lands only | 


to go into litigation with the railroad in the courts, 
as | do not presume that the companies would sur- 


render the lands without judicial proceedings, and | 


I cannot see how the courts could, under the law, do 
otherwise than award the right to the road. 


I have therefore drawn up a substitute for the | 


bill presented, which also embodies relief for the 
class of settlers not now provided for by law, and 
would recommend its passage in lieu of the one you 
submit. 

Yours, respectfully, 

WILLIS DRUMMOND, 
Commissioner. 
Hon. J. H. Kerormam, 
Chairman Committee of the Public Landa. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope that the substitute 


mentioned in that letter will be read. | 


Mr. HAWLEY. It is the substitute which 
has been read. The bill to which the Com- 
missioner refers was the original bill, which | 
was referred by the committee to the Commis- | 
sioner of the General Land Office, that we 
might obtain his views upon it. As he states 
in the letter, he prepared a substitute, being 
the first two sections of the bill read to-night. 
The third section has been attached by the | 
committee; and I have reported the whole as | 
a substitute for the original hill. 

I desire to say a word in explanation of this | 





substitute. Its object will be seen at once, 
It refers to the law of March 21, 1864, which 
was intended as an amendment to the original 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





homestead law of 1862. The third section of 


_ that law provided that persons under certain 
| circumstances might make affidavit for the 


purpose of acquiring a homestead right, al- 


| though they themselves were not upon the 





| moved to strike it out. 
we should not stand by the decision of the | 


land, in case any member of their family was 
upon it. 

Now, many persons who were either igno- 
rant of the law or who misconstrued it, made 
these affidavits for the purpose of availing 
themselves of the homestead law, without being 
upon the land and without a member of their 


|| family being upon it at the time the affidavit was 
| made. 


Thus they failed to bring themselves 
within the terms and condition of the home- 
stead law. This bill is intended to remedy that 


| defect. 


The third section goes still further. It is well 
known, that in grants of land made to railroads 
from time time there have been provisions 
restricting the grants, limiting them, so they 
should not affect the rights of settlers under 
the homestead or preémption laws, or affect 
the reservations theretofore made. I differ, 
and I think the committee differ, with the con- 
struction made by the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office on that question. I am clearly 
of the opinion that when a grant is made to a 


| railroad for the construction of a road, all the 


lands then taken up at the time under the 
homestead law are excluded from that grant 
under the provisions of that law. If, therefore, 
for any reason whatever the homestead set- 
tler chooses to perfect his title to the land, by 
virtue of what authority can the railroad be- 


| come entitled to that which is passed at the 


time of the passing of the law making the 
grant? ‘That is the very point here. It is to 
remedy that defect in the existing law and to 
correct an improper and unjust ruling of the 
Department. 

I do not understand, Mr. Speaker, there is 
any objection to the first and second sections 
ofthis bill. Ifthere is Ido not know of it. 
The objection goes to the third section only. 
I will yield now to the gentleman from Wis- 
consin. 

Mr. RUSK. The first and second sections 
of the bill are the same as those recommended 
by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office. The third section overturns the ruling 
of the Secretary of the Interior and the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office in refer- 
ence to these matters. 
I see no reason why 


Secretary of the Interior. Let us make the 
laws and let him carry them out. The last 
section is in substance the bill which was 
originally introduced. 

Mr. FINKELNBURG. Read that third 
section, so we may understand what it is. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 3. That in all cases of entries of public lands 


under the homestead laws, where the lands so 
entered have been abandoned and subsequently 


reéntered under said homestead laws by the same | 


That was the reason I | 








| 


or other parties, and where such subsequent entries | 


are, under the rulings of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, dependent for their validity upon the legality 
of the affidavits in said original entries, said affida- 
vits are hereby legalized and confirmed so as to pro- 
tect the persons making such subsequent entries 
who have in good faith complied with the provisions 
of the homestead laws. 


Mr. HAVENS. Mr. Speaker, it seems to 
me that the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Rusk] misapprehends the purpose and effect 
of the third section of this bill, and in order that 
it may be understood, I will call attention to 
the fact that in 1864 Congress passed an act 
amendatory of the original homestead act, by 
which it was provided that the affidavit which, 
under the original act, was required to be 
made before the register or receiver of the 
local land office, might, in certain cases, be 
made Before the clerk of the court of the 
county in which the party making the entry 
resided. One of the conditions necessary to 
be complied with by parties making the affida- 
vits before county clerks was that at the time 


of making them they should have located upon 
the land. If they were made before the regis. 
ter or the receiver under the original act, the 
parties might go upon the land within six 
months afterward; thus making the distinc. 
tion that in one case the party might go upon 
the land after making the affidavit while in the 
other he must have first located upon the land, 
Thousands of the people in the West misun- 
derstood this distinction. The land officers 
did not understand it themselves, and permit. 
ted the affidavits to be made before clerks 
upon precisely the same conditions as if they 
had been made before registers or receivers, 
The affidavits so made were followed up by 
settlement and cultivation, as the original act 
required ; and the lands so entered are to-day 
the farms and homes of thousands of thrifty, 
enterprising settlers. And yet, unless Congress 
will interpose and legalize the irregular affida- 
vits, these people are liable to see their pos- 
sessions stripped from them and transferred to 
princely railroad corporations. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill does not propose to 
dispense with any of the proofs necessary to 
perfect title in other cases. The same proof 
of settlement and cultivation are to be required 
as if the affidavits had been strictly regular. 

But the third section reaches further. The 
original grant to the Atlanticand Pacific Rail- 
road Company reserved from its operation all 
homestead and preémption rights. After the 
making of the grant to this railroad company 
many parties who had previously made home- 
stead entries abandoned them, and under the 
decision of the Secretary of the Interior the 
abandoned lands reverted, not to the railroad 
company, but to the General Government ; and 
parties were permitted to go upon and re- 
homestead them precisely as they might any 
other public lands of Government. 

It is now held under a recent ruling of the 
Commissioner of the Land Office, which is in 
substance stated in the letter which has been 
read at the Clerk’s desk, that in cases where 
there was fraud in making these original entries 
the lands revert, not to the Government, but 
to the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company. 
And very strangely and unjustly the Commis- 
sioner holds that the affidavits referred to which 
were not preceded by settlement were fraud- 
ulent, thus sustaining the claim of the railroad 
company to the homesteads of hundreds of 
honest settlers who confided in the good faith 
of the Government that permitted and induced 
them to settle upon lands which the Secretary 
of the Interior decided had reverted uncon- 
ditionally to the Government, and were open 
to relocation. Sir, the ruling that the affida- 
vits to which I have referred were fraudulent 
is harsh and cruel, especially as it comes in 
the interests of a wealthy corporation against 
pioneer settlers, and in the face of former 
rulings which induced those settlers to invest 
their all in the effort to secure homes for them- 
selves and their families, which are to be 
snatched away by it. It is notorious that in 
some land districts more than half of the home- 
stead entries were irregular as to the character 
of the affidavits, and that there was no more 
a of fraud than if the affidavits had been 
made before the proper officer. In the land 
district in which I reside perhaps four fifths 
of them were made before the clerks of courts ; 
and they were not in fact fraudulent. The 
presumption that all such entries are fraud- 
ulent because they were abandoned, and that 
therefore the lands revert to the rairoad 
company instead of the Government, has the 
effect of taking from several hundred men, 
in the congressional district which I have the 
honor to represert, their homes and their 
farms—all they are worth in the world—and 
transferring them to a grasping railroad cor- 
poration. 

I hold, Mr. Speaker, that such a ruling 
is monstrous, aa do not believe that this 
Congress will become a party to so flagrant 
a breach of faith hetnsied a worthy class of 
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citizens, whom the chief officers of the Gov- 
ernment by their official acts induced to settle 
upon these abandoned lands, by sustaining the 
motion of the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
Rusk] to strike the third section from this bill. 


Mr. FINKLENBURG. I would ask my col- | 
league { Mr. Havens] whether the sum and | 


substance of it is this: that as between the 


-actual settler and the railroad company this | 
pill relieves the actual settler from the conse- | 


quences of a technical flaw ? 

Mr. HAVENS. That is all. 

Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. 
the whole substance of it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. | yield now to my colleague 
on the committee, the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. McCormick. } 


Mr. McCORMICK, of Missouri. I will 


occupy the time of the House only a very few 
The object of the | 


moments on this subject. 
bill is merely to relieve homestead settlers of 
the consequences of a technical imperfection 
in their title to their homesteads. 
war there were hundreds who volunteered in 


defense of their country who were compelled | 


to leave their homes in the States of Arkansas, 
Missouri, Kansas, and other western States, 
who, in many instances, had to abandon their 


homesteads, and in abandoning their home- | 


steads they forfeited them under the law. 
Many of these men, after the war, returned to 
their homes, and in good faith settled upon 
their homesteads. 

It is now ruled by the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, I believe, that these men 
have forfeited their homesteads, and that their 
rights to those lands are now vested in the 
railroads. I know of no more monstrous prop- 
osition ever made than this, or any ruling of 
the Land Office that was calculated to work 
such injustice as this. k 
will see the propriety of passing this bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. 
the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Burperr. ] 

Mr. BURDETT. I desire to understand 
precisely the situation of this question. If 
the statements of the effect of this bill which 
have been made by both of my colleagues who 
have lately been upon the floor are correct, I 
am heartily for the measure. But if I under- 
stand aright the reading of the third section, 
that section goes far beyond any purpose which 
has been expressed by my colleagues as well 
as by the gentleman who reports the bill. 

{ understand the first and second sections 
of the bill, which are recommended by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, to do 
precisely what it has been heretofore claimed 


that the whole bill does, and I believe those | 


two sections are correct and just; that their 
purpose is to say that because a homestead 
settler has inadvertently made an affidavit 


before a wrong officer he shall not therefore | 


suffer. That is just and equitable; but if I 
understand the third section aright, it further 
says that in the event of a second settler fol- 
lowing a first settler, who made a wrong affi- 
davit and never went upon the land, and 
has been gone a year or more from the land, 
in order to make the second settler’s title 
good this Congress shall say that the first set- 


tler made a good title; when, in the first place, | 


he made no affidavit according to law, and in 
the second place never went on the land at all. 

Mr. HAVENS. The bill does not provide 
any such thing. 

Mr. BURDETT. Very well; I want to 
know what it does provide; but if it does pro- 
vide anything of that sort I wish to say that I 
do not want such a precedent in legislation 
set for me nor for my fellow-citizens. 

_ Mr. HAWLEY. I desire to answer the ob- 
pee made by the gentleman from Missouri. 
think he is laboring under a very great mis- 
take as to the scope of the section. I have 
considered it with great care and I believe it 
to be a just and proper measure. It is nota 
new question here. Legislation has been 
sought on this question both by the railroad 


That is | 


During the | 


I do hope the House | 


I yield three minutes to | 
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company and the settler. I believe this bill 
to be entirely in the interest of the settlers, 


and, as | stated in the outset, it has no more | 


scope than that its legal effect shall be that it 
will prevent the railroad company from taking 
lands from the settlers to which they are en 
titled by preémption or under the homestead 
law. 

Now, then, about legalizing that which is 
illegal. 
by the first party; but it provides in substance 
that the lands which were not subject to the 
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It does not legalize the affidavit made | 


railroad grants at the time they were made | 


shall not by reason of defects in the original 
affidavits, or by reason of abandonment, be- 
come subject to the railroad grant as against 
actual homestead or preémption settlers. 

Mr. CONGER. It the first settler does not 
make aciaim for this land the lands would 
belong to the railroads. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is the very proposi- 
tion that I deny. 

Mr. CONGER. Then why does this first 
section of the bill provide that the lands shall 
be open to settlement? 


Mr. HAWLEY. It appears that the rulings | 
| of the land department have been different 


on this very question, and we now propose to 
say by law that the settlers shall have the 


lands, and not the railroad. It simply makes 


a reservation from any railroad grant of all || section can be construed intelligibly 
lands, which have been taken up under the | j 


homestead law or preémpted. It only affects 
the lands upon which there are settlers. It 
says to the settler who has taken up lands 
there, ‘‘ They are yours if you comply with the 
terms of the law.’’ That is all it says, and I 
believe it is a just measure, and I hope the 
House will stand by the committee and pass 


| it. As has been stated, there is no objection 


to the first and second sections of the bill, and 
a motion has been made to strike out the third 
section, which I hope will not prevail. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman yield 
to me for a few minutes? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will yield to the gentle- 
man forthree minutes. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Speaker, the explana- 
tion of the chairman of the committee corre- 
sponds with my views of the object and 
meaning of the section, which is briefly ex- 
pressed. The law in regard to homestead 
settlers and preémption rights existing is this: 
that the rights of the homestead settlers and 
of the preémptors should be reserved from the 
railroad grant in this case. There were some 
claimants to homestead and preémption rights 
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| seen, that no one has read, and that no one 


understands. I therefore move that the House 
now adjourn. 


Mr. HAWLEY. 
now adjourn. 

Mr. DICKEY. I hope it will, er 1 will with- 
draw that motion, and move that the bill be 
recommitted in order to be printed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Sco 
FIELD.) That motion is not in order pending 
the call for the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded and 
the main question ordered. 

Che first question was upon the motion to 


I hope the House will not 


| strike out the third section of the bill; and 


being taken, it was not agreed to. 

Mr. SARGENT. I now move that the bill 
be laid upon the table: 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 

Mr. SARGENT. I call for the reading of 
the engrossed copy of the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. We will soon fix that. I 
move that the House now adjourn, and on that 
motion I call for the yeas and nays, and dur- 
ing that call the bill can be engrossed. 

Mr. SARGENT. I will withdraw the call 
for the reading of the engrossed copy of the 
bill, although I do not believe that this third 


Mr. RANDALL. The call for the reading 
of the engrossed copy of the bill being with- 
drawn, I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

The bill was then read the third time, and 
passed, 

Mr. HAWLEY moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed ; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENTRIES ON GRADUATED LANDS. 


Mr. STEVENSON, from the Committee on 
the Public Lands, reported back, with a recom- 


| mendation that the same do pass, House bill 


| No. 1626, to confirm certain entries of land 
| therein named. 


The question was upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

The bill, which was read, provides that all 
entries of public lands under the act to grad- 
uate and reduce the price of the public lands 
subject to entry to actual settlers and cultivat- 


| ors, approved the 4th day of August, 1854, 


| made prior to the passage of this act, in which 


| the purchaser has made the affidavit and paid 


at the time of the passage of that law who had | 


filed affidavits, but who had never been upon 
the land or claimed the land, and therefore 
the land did not come within that exception ; 
but other persons subsequently made affidavits 


aud took the lands of these preémptors and | 


homestead settlers. The object of this pro- 


vision in this bill is that their settlement shall | 


relate back to the time when the railroad bill 
was passed. 

Now, for all who were upon the land when 
the law was passed the law provided. But it 
did not provide that after those lands were 
abandoned, and after the right of the railroad 
company had vested in them, settlers could go 
upon them one, two, three, four, or ten years 
afterward, as the case might be, and because 
some persons had once claimed the land as set- 
tlers, they could renew that claim years after- 
ward. That I believe to be admitted by the 
gentleman to be the object of this bill. And 
if thatis so, I think itis avery unjust provision. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is not so. 

Mr. CONGER. That is what the gentle- 
man said. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Not 
the previous question. 

Mr. DICKEY. We have a great deal of 
trouble in understanding what this bill is. It 
is a manuscript bill; it hasnever been printed. 
I object at this hour of the night to the pas- 
sage of any bill in manuscript that no one has 


at all. I now call 


| in the hands of the register at 


the purchase-money as required by the act, 
and the instructions issued and in foree, and 
the time of 
making the entry, are hereby legalized, and 
patents shall issue to the parties, respectively, 
excepting those entries under the act which 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
may ascertain to have been fraudulently or 
evasively made; provided that the act shall 
not be so construed as to confirm any of the 
entries which have heretofore been annulled 
and vacated by the Commissioner on account 
of fraud, evasion of law, or other special cause ; 


| and provided further that nothing therein con- 


| tained sball be so construed as to deprive any 





i 


actual settler and cultivator of his right to any 
land on which he resided at the time of an 
entry by another person under the act to which 


| this is an amendment. 


Mr. STEVENSON. The object of this bill 


| is to quiet title to lands entered under the 
| graduation act where the titles are imperfect 


either for want of form in the papers or for 
want of continuous settlement aud residence. 
There were various defects as to papers, and 
there was a failure of continued residence in 
many cases growing out of the circumstances 
of the war. The Commissioner of the Land 
Office approves this bill. I send to the Clerk's 
desk and ask to have read a letter addressed 
to myself, and also the copy of a letter ad: 
dressed to a Senator in relation to this bill, 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
GENERAL LaND OPrricr. 
Wasuinoton, D. C., May 2, 1872. 
re oon of Hon. Tuomas Boves, 
I send you a copy of a letter this day addressed | 
to Hon. T. W. Osnorn in relation to Senate bill | 
No. 1003, which is identical with House bill No. | 
1626, with reference to the confirmation of lands | 
entered under the graduation act. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
WILLIS DRUM MOND, 


Commissioner. 
Hon. Jos E. Stevenson, Mouse of Representatives. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Wasuinoron, D. C., May 2, 1872. 


Sir: I have the honor to ac bnowielice the receipt | 
by reference from J. D. Leggett, esq., clerk to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, of Senate bill 
No. 1003, with request for my opinion in relation 
thereto. 

The bill referred to appears to be in exact terms 
the same as the act of March 3, 1857, (United States | 
Statutes,volume eleven, page 186,)which was enacted 
for the purpose of confirming entries of graduated 
lands made prior to that date. 

The effect of this bill, in the event of its becoming 
a law, will be to confirm all entries of that nature 
made since that date, 

In wy annual report I recommended the passage | 
of some law to meet these cases, but restricted the 
recommendation to cases where actual settlement 
could be shown. 

In view, however, of the fact that the law under 
which entries of graduated lands could be made has | 
for many years been repented, and no further en- 
tries of that nature can be made, I am not disposed 
to object to the more comprehensive measure em- 
bodied in the bill submitted, especially as its enact- 
ment would relieve this office of much work unne- 
cessarily imposed upon itin endeavoring to adjust 
these entries, and would bein fact a matter of econ- 
omy both in time and money 


| 
| 
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Very respectfully, 
WILLIS DRUMMOND, 
Commissioner. | 
Hon. T. W. Osnorn, 
United States Senate. 
Mr. STEVENSON. I have here also the 


report of the Commissioner of Public Lands for 

the last year upon this subject. I ask the 

attention of gentlemen to it. 
lhe report referred to is as follows: 


‘Attention is respectfully called to a large num- 
ber of unadjusted cases under the act of August 4, | 
184, entitled ‘An act to graduate and reduce the 
price of public lands to actual settlers and cultiva- 
tors.’ In all cases where the entries appeared to 
be regular they were passed for patenting, and 
patents prepared subjecy to delivery on proof of 
eettlement and cultivation subsequent to the entry. 
There remain on the files of the General Land Office 
a large number of patents for the class of entries 
above reterred to, tor which the parties claiming | 
under the same have never applied. 
visions of the act of March 3, 1857, graduation entries 
made prior to the passage of the act, in which the 
purchaser had made the affidavit and paid the pur- 
chase-money as required by the act of August 4, 
184, and the instructions issued under said act in 
force and in the hands of the register at the time 
when such entries were made, were legalized and 
patents ordered to issue without requiring proof of | 
settlementand cultivation by the purchaser. Under 
this act nearly all the entries made prior thereto 
have been patented and the patents delivered. 
entries made subsequent to this act, there yet re- 
main a number of patents undelivere d, which are 
only surrendered on proof of continuous settlement | 
and cultivation from the date of entry to the date 
of application for patent, notwithstanding printed 
instructions were sent to the registers and receivers 
to notify the purchasers that proof of settlement 


and cultivation of the lands entered would be re- || 


quired within one year from the date of entry to 
entitle them to patents. In the absence of such 
proof, payment of the difference between the grad- 
uated price paid and $1 25, the ordinary minimum 


price per acre, has been, and still is, required to be |; 


made asa condition-precedent tothe delivery of the | 
patent. | 
‘In addition to the entries which are held for 
proot of settlement and cultivation, but which are 
regular in other respects, there are a large num- 
ber of cases suspended for other causes, prominent 
among which are informalities in the graduation 
affidavits; most of these errors, however. are only 
clerical. Prior to the repeal of the act of August 4, 
i854, the class of errors and informalities just re- 
ferred to were reported to the district officers, with 
instructions to notify the parties in interest and 
allow them to correct them. Many, however, failed 
to make the corrections or offer the proof of settle- 
ment and eultivation within one year, as required 
by said instructions, In such cases we have granted 
the parties the privilege of making payment of the | 
difference between the graduated price and $1 25 
per acre, thus placing these claims on the basis of 
ordinary cash entries, whereby the graduation afii- 
davit and proof of settlement and cultivation are 
dispensed with altogether. Under this privilegea 


: | 
number of the suspended cases have been disposed |} 


|| to take up the latter bill. 


|, to amend by inserting after the word ‘‘ 


Under the pro- || 


On |} 


| 


| of. The adjustment of this class of claims is both 
tedious and difficult, and involves much corre- 
spondence; this is mainly due to the fact that ina 
majority of the cases now being acted upon, the 
parties applying for patents have purchased the 
| Jands in ignorance of the provisions of the law from 
those who entered them. In many i instances the 
present claimants have made valuable improve- 
ments on the lands thus purchased, and in other 
cases the fact that parties feel secure in their titles 
prevents them from making inquiries relative there- 
to, and consequently this office is unable to reach 


them through the ordinary channels, and demand | 


the additional payment or claim a forfeiture for 
non- compliance with the statute. 
In consideration of the large amount of this class 
of lands, upon which extensive improvements have 
been made by parties who are ignorant of their true 
status, any action tending toward vacation of these 
imperfect entries on the ground of non-compliance 
with the statute, or for other cause, ust necessarily 
work a great hardship to a meritorious class of citi- 
zens residing upon and claiming the lands. On the 
| other hand, there is reason to believe that a very 
considerable portion of the entries were made by 
unscrupulous parties, in contravention of law, for 
the benefit of speculators who relied upon Congress 
to confirm the entries by an act similar to that of 
March 3, 1857, dispensing with proof of settlement 
and cultivation. Under the circumstances justice 
would seem to dictate the confirmation of all entries 
where parties have, in good faith, improved the 
lands to which they believed they had acquired per- 
fect titles. I would, therefore, respectfully suggest 
| that an act be passed by Congress confirming the 
entries in all cases where the present owners may 
| submit, within two years from the passage of the 

act, satisfactory proof that they have made substan- 

tial and valuable improvements on the land claimed 


|| by them, and providing, further, that in all cases 
|| where such proof shall not be submitted within the 


time fixed by said act, the entries shall be can- 


celed.”’ 
Mr. STEVENSON. I want to state that 
| this bill is the same in terms with the one 
introduced by the gentleman from Arkansas, 
[Mr. Hanxs.] The biil actually reported is 
| that of the other gentleman from Arkansas, 
[Mr. Boes,] as the committee happened first 
It is due, however, 
to the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. Hanks] 
to say that his was a bill of prior date. 
| [understand that the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. BurLer] desires to offer an 
amendment, and I yield to him. 
Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 


I move 
paid,’’ 
in the eighth line, the words ‘ or tendered ;’’ 
and in the eleventh line, after the word 
‘respectively,’’ the words: ‘‘ provided that 
in case of tender the money shall be.” 

This amendment is designed to provide for 
cases where a settler tenders his money, but 
the receiver at the land office, thinking there 
is some informality, refuses to take the money. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I see no objection to 
this amendment. 

The amendment of Mr. Burier, of Mas- 
sachusetts, was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be 
| engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. STEVENSON moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
/also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Symp- 
son, one of its clerks, announced that the 
Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 


| mittee of conference on the bill (H. R. No. 


1191) making appropriations for the naval 


_ service for the year ending June 30, 1873, and | 


| 


for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed bills of the following titles; in 
which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested ; 

An act (S. 
Fanny Kelly; 

An act (S. No. 522) to provide for the sale 


No. 13) for the relief of Mrs. 


of the lands of the United States containing | 


coal ; 

An act (S.N 
| Pratt; 

An act (S. No. 








and | 


Yo. 549) for the relief of R. H. | 


572) for the relief-of S. D. | 








Houston, late receiver of public moneys aj 
Junction City, i in the State of Kansas; 

An act (S. No. 620) for the sale of the Black 
Bob Indian lands in the State of Kansas; 

An act (S. No. 636) for the relief of E). 
bridge Gerry ; and 

An act (S. No. 1045) to quiet the title tg 
certain lands in Dakota Territory. 

The message also announced that the Sen., 
ate had passed, without amendment, House. 
bills of the following titles : 

An act (H. R. No. 546) for the relief of 
Charles F. ‘Tracy ; 

An act (H. R. No. 752) to appropriate to 
Henry Clay Williams a sum of money found 
due him on the adjustment of his accounts ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1182) to create an addi 
tional land district in the State of Minnesota; 

An act (H. R. No. 1766) to authorize the 
Chicago and Northwestern Railway Company 
to change their projected line of railway in 
the State of Michigan; 

An act (H. R. No. 2195) relating to certain 
lands in the State of Alabama; 

An act (H. R. No. 2290) regulating the 
mode of making private contracts with In- 
dians ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2681) to withdraw from 
settlement and sale a certain section of land in 
Wyoming Territory; and 

An act (H. R. No. 2685) to establish an 
additional land district in the Territory of 
Dakota. 

The message also announced that the Senate 
had passed House bills of the following titles, 
with amendments; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested : 

An act (H. R. No. 757) to carry into effect 
the fourth article of the treaty of February 23, 
1867, with the Seneca, Shawnee, Quapaw, and 
other Indians; 

An act (H. R. No. 872) to provide for the 
sale of certain New York Indian lands in 
Kansas ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1914) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to negotiate with the 
chiefs and head-men of the Shoshone and 
Bannock tribes of Indians for the relinguish- 
ment of a portion of their reservation in 
Wyoming Territory ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2334) to confirm to the 
Great and Little Osage Indians a reservation 
in the Indian territory ; and 

An act (H. R. No. 2623) to provide for the 
removal of the Flathead and other Indians 
from the Bitter Root valley, in the Territory 
of Montana. 


SCHOOL LANDS IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. STEVENSON, also, from the same 
committee, reported back a bill (H. R. No. 
1500) toconfirm title to certain lands in Wash- 
ington Territory, with an amendment. 

The bill, which was read, provides that in 
all cases where school lands situated in Wash- 
ington Territory were purchased in good faith 
under the act of the Legislative Assembly of 
said Territory authorizing the sale of said lands, 
and the purchase-money paid in accordance 
with the provisions of said act, title to such 
lands is hereby confirmed to such purchasers, 
their heris and assigns, and the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office is hereby author- 
ized to issue patents in such cases, under such 
regulations and upon such proof as he may 
prescribe. 

The Clerk read the amendment of the com 
mittee, as follows: 


Amend by adding at the end thereof the words 
ee: 

Provided, That before any patent shall be issued 
the claimant shall present to the register of the 
land office for the Jand district comprising the land 
sold, a certificate under the seal of the board of 
county commissioners of the county in which the 
land is located, describing the tract of land sold, and 
stating when and to whom and upon what terms il 
was sold, and that the purchase-money had been 
paid according to contract: And provided further, 
That nothing in this act shall be construed to au- 
thorize the Territory of Washington or any officer or 
person acting under its authority to sell or dispose 
of lands reserved for common schools. 


F 











In 


3, 


1e 


in 


1e 
id 
h- 
in 


le 
2) 


1872. 





i 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


3031 


Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, the || 1864. The second section provides that the || the time. The time has not expired as yet, 


object of this bill is to quiet title to several 
lots of school lands reserved in the Territory 
of Washington which were sold under the 
authority of the territorial Legislature and 
the money received by the counties and de- 
yoted to theschool funds. The territorial act 
contained these words: reserving the lands in 
this form, that they should be ‘‘reserved for 
the purpose of being applied to the common 
schools in the Territory.’’ The language was 
unusual, and the territorial Legislature per- 
haps had some color in supposing the territo- 
rial act disposed of these lands. They passed 
an act for that purpose; but before any con- 
siderable disposition of the lands took place 
the error was discovered. A few lots of land 
were sold and the money actually paid, and 
the parties have made their homes there and | 
resided on them. The money was all paid 

‘nto the county treasury. There is no danger 

of a repetition of this mistake. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to call the attention of the gentlemen from 
Ohio to where this bill goes a little too far. 
A quantity of lands in Washington Territory, 
] happen to know because of a litigation con- 
cerning them, was claimed under the donation 
act of the United States, which have been con- 
veyed by the territorial Legislature to railroads 
and other parties. The question is now going 
on between the settlers under the donation act 
and the railroads. ‘The prosecution is now || 
going on, or | would not have known what is 
going on in Washington Territory. I suggest || 
to the gentleman to add another proviso : 


Provided, Such lands be not claimed under the | 
donation laws of the United States. 


Mr. STEVENSON. I would like the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts to explain what 
they are. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. In Wash- 
ington and Oregon Territories a law of the | 
United States provided that anybody who || 
would settle for five years on lands and occupy 
them should have the lands without payment | 
ofany money. It is equivalent to what is now 
our homestead Jaw. It applied to Oregon | 
Territory, which embraced then what is now 
Washington and Oregon. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Ido not object to the | 
gentleman inserting the words ‘‘ not adversely 
claimed.”’ 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Certainly. 


I move to insert: 


Provided, These lands are not adversely claimed 
under the donation laws of the United States. 


Mr. STEVENSON. I do not think there 
is enough of these lands to pay him for attend- 
ing to this matter. | 

The amendment of Mr. Burier, of Massa- 
chusetts, was agreed to. | 

The amendment of the committee was then 
agreed to. 


The bill, as amended, was ordered to be || 


engrossed and read a third time; and being || 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third | 
time, and passed. 

Mr. STEVENSON moved to reconsider the | 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BENJAMIN W. REYNOLDS. 


Mr. DUNNELL, from the Committee on 
the Public Lands, reported back a bill (H. R. 
No. 1634) for the relief of Benjamin W. Rey- 
nolds, with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill, which was read, in its first section 
provides that the sum of $2,175 be, and the 
same is hereby, allowed to Benjamin W. Rey- 
nolds, Jate receiver of the land office at St. 
Croix Falls, Wisconsin, for the money neces- 
sarily paid out and expended by Benjamin 
W. Reynolds in the payment of clerks neces- 
sarily employed in the land office between | 
the 16th of May, 1861, and the 15th of July, | 
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Reynolds $2,175 out of any money in the 
| Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 
I demand the previous 


Mr. DUNNELL. 


question. 


The previous question was seconded and the 


main question ordered; and under the opera- | 
tion thereof, the bill was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and being 
| engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


Mr. DUNNELL moved to reconsider the 


vote by which the bill was passed; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


ATCHISON, TOPEKA, AND SANTA FB RAILROAD. 


|| mittee, reported back, with the recommenda- 

|| tion that it do pass, the bill (H. R. No. 2772) 

‘| to extend the time for the completion of the 

| Atchison, Topeka, and Santa Fé railroad, and 
secure lands to actual settlers. 


The bill was read. It provides that the time 


for the completion of the Atchison, Topeka, 
| and Santa Fé railroad, as prescribed by an act 
| entitled ‘*An act for a grant of lands to the 
| State of Kansas, in alternate sections, to aid 


in the construction of certain railroads and 
telegraphs in the State,’’ approved March 3, 


| 1863, be, and the same is hereby, extended to 


March 3, 1875; provided that the railroad 
company shall complete its railroad and tele- 
graph from the city of Atchison, og the Mis- 


| souri river, to the crossing of Pawnee Fork, 


near Fort Larned, by the Ist of January, 1873. 
The bill in its second section provides 
that the lands granted by the act of March 3, 


| 1863, and lying west of the point at which the 


road and telegraph shall be constructed sub 
sequent to March 3, 1875, (excepting only such 


as are necessary to reserve for the use of the || 
company,) shall be sold to actual settlers only, | 
| and in quantities not more than one hundred 


and sixty acres to any one person, under such 
restrictions and regulations as may be pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Interior, at 
such prices as will secure to said company, its 
successors and assigns, an average price 
of not more than $2 50 per acre, for the 
land actually certified for each completed 
section of twenty miles of the railroad, sub- 


| ject to the foregoing conditions and limita- 
| tions; the company, as fast as each section 
| of its road shall be completed, shall receive | 
| patents as provided in the act of March 3, || 


1868, for such odd sections of land as may be 
necessary to make up deficiencies in the sec- 


| tion, or on any other completed sections of 


the road, and which may be situated within 


| the indemnity limits prescribed in the act of 
| March 3, 1863; provided that the Atchison, 


shall not be entitled under this or any past 
act to any of the lands conveyed in trust to 
the United States by the second article of 


the treaty with the Great and Little Osage || 
| Indians, concluded September 29, 1865, and | 


proclaimed January 21, 1867. 


Mr. STEVENSON. I hope the previous 


it is understood. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I ask for the reading of 
the joint resolution of the Legislature of Kan- 
sas upon this subject, and also the report which 
accompanies the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. DunNnELL] cannot expect a bill 
of this character to go through without con- 


| sideration. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I would 
ask the gentleman from Minnesota if this bill 
does more than extend the time for the com- 
pletion of the railroad? 


Mr. DUNNELL. That is all. It extends 


Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, || but another year additional is given by the bill. 
| authorized and directed to pay Benjamin W. 


Mr. STEVENSON. [hope the House will 
not be misled by general terms. We hope to 
show that this bill will give lands to the com- 
pany which would not otherwise be given. 


Mr. DUNNELL. LI ask for the reading of 


| the resolution of the Legislature of Kansas. 


| 


The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolution of the Legislature of Kansas, concernin 
the Atchison, Topeka, and Santa Fé Railroad 
Company, and the extension of the time for the 
completion of its railroad. 

Beit resolved by the Legislature of the State of Kan- 
sas, That the Congress of the United States is hereby 
earnestly requested to pass an act providing for the 
extension ot the time for the completion of the 

| Atchison, Topeka, and Santa Fé railroad and tele- 
graph to the west boundary of the State of Kansas 
until the 3d day of March, A. D. 1877, and preserving 
| tothe Atchison, Topeka, and Santa Fe Railroad 


|| Company, during the period of such extension, all 
Mr. DUNNELL also, from the same com- | 


| Topeka, and Santa I’é Railroad Company | 


| question will not be ordered on this bill until | 


the rights, privileges, and immunities accruing to 
! said railroad company under the act of Congress en 
titted ‘“‘An act fora grant of lands to the State of 
| Kansas, in alternate sections, to aid in the construe 
|} tion of certain railroads and telegraphs in said 
State,”’ approved March 3, A. D. 1863, and under an 
| actot the State of Kansas entitled ** Anactto accept 


a grant of land made to the State of Kansas by the’ 


Congress of the United States to aid in the con- 

struction of certain railroads and telegraphs in said 

State, and to apply the same to the construction of 
| such roads and telegraphs,’’ approved February 9, 

1864, and the assentof the State of Kansas is hereby 

given to such extension, and to the preservation 

ofthe rights, privileges, and immunities as afore- 
said; and ifthe said railroad company shall bave its 
railroad and telegraph constructed from the Mis- 
souri river to the west line of the State of Kansas 
on or before the 3d day of March, A. D. 1877, the said 
company shall be entitled to all the rights, privileges, 
| and immunities that it would have been entitled to 
bad the aforesaid act of Congress limited the time 

for the completion of said railroad to Mareh 3, 1877, 

instead ot March 3, 1873: Provided, The said railroad 
|} company shall complete its railroad and telegraph 
| from the city of Atchison, on the Missouri river, to 

the crossing of Pawnee Fork, near ort Larned, by 
the. Ist day of January, 1875: Provided, further, 

That nothing herein shall be held to affect tho 

rights or obligations of any other railroad company 
| mentioned in the aforesaid act of Congress, and of 
the State of Kansas. 

Sec. 2. That our Senators are hereby instructed, 
and our Representative requested, to use all honor- 
able means to secure the passage of the act contem- 
plated in the foregoing section. 
| Sec. 3. That the secretary of State is hereby di 

rected to transmit forthwith to our Senaters and 
Representative in Congress, and to the President of 
the Senate end Speaker of the House of Represent 
atives, certified copies of the foregoing resolution. 

Sec. 4. This resolution shall take effect and be in 
force from and after publication in the Kansas 
| Weekly Commonwealth. 
| Approved, February 6, 1872. 


I, W. H. Smallwood, secretary of State of the Stato 
of Kansas, do hereby certify that the foregoing and 
appended printed slip is a true and correct copy of 

| the original resolution now on file in my office. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto subscribed 
my name and affixed the great seal of the State. 
Done at Topeka, this 9th day of February, A. D. 


1} 1872. 
W.H. SMALLWOOD, 


Secretary of State. 


[u. S.J 


Mr. DUNNELL. The House will perceive 
that this is no land grant at all. It is not a 
revival of an expired land grant. It will be 

| perceived also that the Legislature of Kansas 
with great unanimity desire that the present 
| company completing this road shall have more 
time. The Government intrusted these lands 
to the State of Kansas for this purpose. The 
| work was suspended during the war. 
|| In 1868 parties took hold of this road, and 
they have been at work with wonderful vigor, 
energy, and success. They have built the most 
| substantial road in the West, one hundred and 
| fifty-seven miles in length. The time has not 
| expired. Members will have observed from 
the facts laid before the House that there are 
'ten months of unexpired time. The Legis- 
| lature of Kansas are aware that those ten 
|| months are not sufficient time within which 
to build the road, and having the utmost con- 
|, fidence in this company going on in good faith 
|| and completing a most substantial road, they 
ask that a little additional time be given that 
they may not only complete the road, but may 
complete it in a substantial and satisfactory 
manner. 
| Now, here is the question and the simple 
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question, Mr. Speaker, whether we will allow 
those men, who are not only carrying out the 
original wishes of the Government, but are 
carrying out the wishes of the State of Kansas, 
a little additional time wherein they may do 
the work all the better and more satisfactorily, 
not only to the Government, but to the people 
of that State. It is not a new grant; it is 
not a revival of an expired grant; it is simply 
an act of favor allowing more time to do a 
good work «nd a needed work. It ought also 
to be recollected that there is a certain condi- 
tion inthis grant, namely, that the road is com- 
plies of the United States Army as they may 
be required. The Secretary of War in a let- 
ter states that it cost about two hundred and 
sixty thousand dollars the past year for freight, 


which would be saved to the Government if 


the road were completed, and when completed 
it will save to the Government not less than 
$50,000 a year. 

Now these lands are yet under the control 
of Kansas. ‘The Kansas Legislature ask that 
there be a little more time given. It is not 
right, as no forfeiture has worked, to ask a 
well-meaning and organized company to build 
three hundred miles of railroad in ten months. 
Nothing is lost, but simply the Legislature of 
Kansas come here and ask that the Govern- 
ment will give to a well-meaning company 
a little additional time to complete the road. 


I have not myself examined, to my mind, a || 
[ cannot think that any one, | 


fairer Case. 
although he may question the policy of original 
land grants will say that there is anything in this 
that can even excite the suspicion of 
such people. Moreover, that there might be 
no objection at all, we have allowed a shorter 
time than was asked ; the Legislature asked 
that the time be extended to 1877, and the 
committee has cut that time down. We also 
impose a condition that a certain portion 
of the lands hitherto given without condition 
or restriction shall be hereafter sold to actual 
settlers at $2 50 an acre, and this ought to 
commend itself to every individual member 
of the House. 

| move the previous question, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will 
not ask the previous question on sucha bill as 
this. I desire to offer an amendment to it. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I will yield for remarks, 
but not for amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to make a state- 
ment in reference to this land grant. In the 
darkest hour of the late war, when men were 
trembling here in the capital, when guns 
were firing at Island Number Ten and all 
along the line, a body of men came here to 
this capital and got certain bills passed in 
view of the great opening future of the far 
West. Among others, a land grant was ob- 
tained for the State of Kansas, which was 
shortly afterward granted to certain corpora- 
tions. This particular grant to the Topeka 
line was not made originally to the gentlemen 
who now hold it, for it unhappily has occurred 
that all these land grants are simply franchises 
and means of speculation from hand to hand, 
until ultimately some persons get hold of the 
grant of lands because they are sufficiently 
valuable to justify entering on the real enter- 
prise of constructing the road. This grant of 
land was obtained in a spirit fearfully in con- 
flict with the awful struggle through which the 
country was passing atthat hour. It did not 
possess any merit on the score of the wants 
and necessities of the Government; but the 
bill was carried through the House, as I well 
remember, because all eyes were turned to 
the battle fields, and few men were here to 
secure the vast estate which the soldiers who 
were fighting all along the line should have | 
been entitled to instead. The very outset, 
wr beginning of the grant, is a condemnation 
of it. 


In the next place, as to the joint resolutions 


case 





| 


_ of the Legislature of Kansas which have been 
| read here, what has been proved before another 
tribunal within the last few months, shows 


| Kansas as elsewhere over the public bodies | 


that the fearful power that these corporations 
exert they are beginning to exert as much in 


| they desire to control. 


Now this road cannot be completed within 
the original time fixed. There will be left 
unfinished at least two hundred miles of the 
road, and thus two hundred million acres of 
land will revert to the people if you do not 


| extend the grant beyond the 8dday of March 
pelled to carry over it all the troops and sup- || 


| 





Ger 


next. If you do extend it, with the energy 
which the people of Massachusetts have always 
displayed—for this is a Massachusetts corpor- 
ation and not a Kansas one—they will be able 
to complete the road within the period of the 
extension, and appropriate to themselves this 
vast body of lands which would otherwise 


| revert to the people. 








Mr. FARNSWORTH. Will the gentleman 
give way for a motion to adjourn, which I 
desire to make in the interest of the clerks, 
who say that they have much business to 
transact ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will, after intimating the 
amendment I desire to offer. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I hope the House will 
not adjourn. 

Mr. DICKEY. If the House shall now 
adjourn, will this bill come up the first thing 
in the morning? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Sco- 
FIELD.) Should the House adjourn now, this 
bill will go over until to-morrow night’s ses- 
sion, as*the previous question will not be 
operating. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
House adjourn. 

Mr. SARGENT. I raise the point of order 
that the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
DuNNELL] yielded to the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Hotman] only for the purpose of 
making some remarks, and that he has no 
right to yield to another to make the motion 
to adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman from 
California remember that there are others 
here who have some rights on this floor as 
well as himself, and that the gentleman from 


I move that the 


Minnesota can protect his own rights as well | 


as the gentleman from Califurnia can protect 
them for him? 

Mr. SARGENT. 
from Minnesota speak for himself and not the 
gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. You need not speak for 
him. 

Mr. DUNNELL. 
for any such purpose. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. The gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Houtman] has the floor, and 
yields to me for a motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Minnesota has the floor; the gen- 
tleman from Indiana is speaking in the time 
of the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Then I should like 
to know what the gentleman from Minnesota 
proposes tu do. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman from 
Minnesota does not yield 

Mr. DULINELL. I desire to resume the 
floor for the purpose of calling the previous 
question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Before that is done I wish 
to indicate the amendment I propose to offer. 
There should be some peadition upon this 
grant, and the only condition, perhaps, that 
we can impose upon it is to limit the price at 
which the land shall hereafter be sold by this 
company. 

Mr. DUNNELL. 


I did not yield the floor 





I do not yield for any 
such amendment. [call the previous question. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the House will 
vote down the previous question so that I can 
offer my amendment. 


Then let the gentleman | 
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Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
House now adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman wil] 
withdraw that motion, and let us vote down 
the call for the previous question. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. Very well. I will 
withdraw that motion so that the vote can be 
taken upon the previous question. 

Mr. STEVENSON. Will the gentleman 
from Minnesota yield to me before he calls the 
previous question. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I cannot yield now. [ 
insist upon the previous question. 

The question was taken upon seconding 
the previous question; and there were forty- 
one in the affirmative. 

Before the negative vote was taken, 

Mr. DUNNELL said: I will withdraw the 
call for the previous question, and yield to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Stevenson] fora 
few minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a point of order, 
If the gentleman from Minnesota withdraws 


I move that the 


| his call for the previous question he yields the 


floor unconditionally. 

Mr. DONNELL. Ido not yield the floor 
unconditionally ; only to the gentleman from 
Ohio. 

The SPEAKXR pro tempore. 
man from Minnesota has the floor. 

Mr. RANDALL. Can he withdraw his call 
for the previous question after the vote on one 
side has been taken? 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. 
of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
man will state his point of order. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. My point of order 
is that there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
not appear from any vote. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The House is dividing on 
the call for the previous question, and one 
side only has voted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man from Minnesota has withdrawn his call 
for the previous question. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does the Chair decide 
that a call for the previous question can be 
withdrawn after the affirmative vote has been 
taken, and before the negative vote is called 
for? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
decides that the gentleman from Minnesota 
{Mr. DunNneELL] can withdraw his call for the 
previous question. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ques- 
tion is, shall the decision of the Chair stand 
as the judgment of the House? 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move that the 
House now adjourn, if the Chair will enter- 
tain any motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man has not the floor to make that motion. 
The gentleman from Minnesota has the floor, 
and yields to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I understood that 
the Chair was about to put the question to 
the House on the appeal from his decision. 
To do that the gentleman from Minnesota 
must have taken his seat. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Ranpa] will withdraw 
his appeal. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will withdraw it. 

Mr. DUNNELL. Inow yield to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Stevenson] for five 
minutes. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I ask the gentleman 
from Ohio to yield to me to make a motion 
to adjourn, in the interest of the reporters and 
clerks, who must be overworked. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I do not know that I 
have a right to yield for that purpose. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I rise to a point 
of order. I want a decision on the point of 


The gentle- 


I rise to a point 


The gentle- 


That does 


I must appeal from the 
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order I made some time ago, that there is no 
quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
overrules the point of order. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Stevenson. ] 

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Speaker, I want 
to state with the utmost brevity my objection 
to this bill, and then I wish to know from the 
friends of the bill whether they will accept a 
reasonable amendment. 
bound to vote to lay it on the table and kill it 


The Chair 


to-night, so that it shall take no more time. | 
My objection is that while the bill extends the | 
time for the building of this railroad, and | 


thereby gives the company an opportunity to 
gain a large section of the best agricultural 


If not, I shall feel | 


1 


| 


jands in America or in the world, being lands | 


situated 


in southern Kansas, which is the | 


garden spot of this country ; and while it gives | 


the company a large quantity of what are 
ealled deficiency lands, which they would not 
otherwise get unless they should finish their 
road within two years, which in the nature of 


things they cannot hope to do, yet they refuse | 
to allow these additional lands which they are | 


to get by the grace of Congress to be thrown 
open to actual settlers in limited quantities 
and at a limited price. I ask the gentleman 
having charge of this bill whether he wili ad- 
mit an amendment, providing that all the 
deficiency lands which this company shall 
obtain by reason of the passage of this act 
shall be subject to entry by actual settlers in 


quantities not exceeding one hundred and sixty | 
acres, and at a price not more than $2 50 per | 


acre? 
Mr. DUNNELL. I will yield to allow that 
amendment to be offered. 
Mr. STEVENSON. Then 
amendment. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 


I move that 


I have drafted an amend- 


ment, which I think embodies the views of the | 


gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Stevenson.] Itis 
as follows : 

Provided, however, That allthe lands to which said 
company shall become in any way entitled under 
said grant as indemnity lands or otherwise after the 
passage of this act, shall be sold to actual settlers 
only, in quantities not exceeding one hundred and 
sixty acres, and at a price not exceeding $250 per 
acre. 

Mr. STEVENSON. 
some modification. 

Mr. DONNAN. I ask to submit an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DUNNELL. I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Kansas, [Mr. Lowe. ] 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. [I raise the point of 
order that there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
overrules the point of order. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. LOWE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a 
few words in respect to this bill. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. [I raise the point of 
order that there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The gentle- 
man cannot make that point of order. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
man from Kansas has the floor. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
decision of the Chair. 
ee LOWE. I wish to say in regard to this 

i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentle- 
man cannot raise that point of order while the 
gentleman from Kansas has the floor. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to lay the appeal 
upon the table. 


I think that needs 





: Mr. RANDALL. And I move the House | 


do now adjourn. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
decides none of these motions to be in order. 





The gentle- | 


I appeal from the | 
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| Getz, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


8083 


LS ee 





Mr. FARNSWORTH. 


from that decision of the Chair. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair | 
| declines to entertain the appeal. 
I understand the amendment | 


Mr. LOWE. 
suggested 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. 
are determined to pass this bill to-night; but 
they will have a good time to do it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of 





order is raised that there is no quorum in the | 


I take an appeal | 


I understand they | 


Hall. The Chair overruled the point of order | 
on the ground that the point of order cannot | 


be raised while the gentleman from Kansas is | 


holding the floor. From that decision the | 


gentleman appeals. 
rhe question is, ‘‘ Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the House?”’ 


The House divided; and there were—ayes | 


78, noes 12; no quorum voting. 
Mr. RANDALL. I move the 


now adjourn. 


House do 


Mr. SARGENT. The question being raised | 


there is no quorum present, it is the duty of 
the Chair to count the members in the House 
without allowing the minority on the other 
side by failing to vote to make it appear there 
ig no quorum present. I remember in my 
parliamentary experience a number of in- 
stances of that kind. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair 
performed that duty and decided a quorum to 
be present. He then decided it was not in 
order for the gentleman from Illinois to make 
a point of order there was no quorum when 
the gentleman from Kansas had the floor. 
From that decision the gentleman from Illinois 
has taken an appeal. The Chair orders tell- 
ers, and appoints Mr. Farnswortu and Mr. 
SARGENT. 

The House again divided; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 81, noes 4; no quorum voting. 

Mr. RANDALL. I meve the House do 
now adjourn. 


Mr. COGHLAN. The gentleman from 
| Pennsylvania cannot take the floor for that 
purpose. 

Mr. RANDALL. Whenever the House 


finds itself without a quorum a motion to 
adjourn is in order. 

fhe House divided; and there were—ayes 
75, noes 45. 

Mr. SARGENT demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 66, nays 58; not vot- 
ing 115; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Acker, Beatty, Beck, Bell, Biggs, 
Bird, Austin Blair, James G. Blair, Braxton, Bright, 
Burchard, Caldwell, Carroll, Comingo, Conner, Cot- 


|| ton, Crebs, Critcher, Davis, Dox, Duke, Farnsworth, 
I appeal from the 


Finkelnburg, Forker, Henry D. Foster, Garrett, 
Giddings, Golladay, Griffith, Hambleton, 
Handley, Harmer, Harper, John I’. Harris, Hawley, 
Hay, Hibbard, Holman, Kerr, King, Manson, Me- 
Merriam, Merrick, 
Packard, Packer, 
Seofield, Shober, 


Benjamin F. Meyers, Morgan, 
Randall, William R. Roberts, 





Shoemaker, Sloss, Thomas J. Speer, Stevens, Storm, | 


Terry, Turner, Warren, Wells, Whitthorne, and 
Williams of Indiana—66. 

NAYS—Messrs. Averill, Banks, Barber, Barnum, 
Bigby, Bingham, Boles, Buffinton, Burdett, Benja- 
min F. Butler, Coghlan, Conger, Crocker, Dickey, 
Donnan, Duell, Dunnell, Eames, Elliott, Wilder D. 
Foster, Frye, Hancock, John W. Hazelton, Hill, 
Hoar, Kellogg, Ketcham, Leach, Lowe, McCormick, 
Leonard Myers, Palmer, Isaac C. Parker, Peck, 
Pendleton, Perce, Poland, Rainey, Ritchie, Rogers, 
Rusk, Sargent, Sawyer, Sessions, Shanks, Slater, 
John A. Smith, Snapp, Stevenson, Taffe, Thomas, 
Washington Townsend, T wichell, Waldron, Wallace, 
Walls, Willard, and Williams of NewY ork—Ss8. 

NOT VOTING—Megsrs. Adams, Ambler, Ames, 
Archer, Arthur, Barry, Beveridge, Brooks, Buck- 
ley, Roderick R. Butler, Campbell, Clarke, Cobb, 
Coburn, Cox, Creely, Crossland, Darrall, Dawes, De 
Large, Du Bose, Eldredge, Ely, Farwell, Charles 


Foster, Garfield, Goodrich, Haideman, Hale, Halsey, | 
Hanks, George KE. Harris, Havens, Hays, Gerry W. | 


Hazelton, Hereford, Herndon, Hooper, Houghton, 


Kelley, Kendall, Killinger, Kinsella, Lamison, Lam- 
port, Lansing, Lewis, Lynch, Marshall, Maynard, ' 


{cCrary, McHenry, McJunkin, McKee, McKinney, 
MeNeely, Mercur, Mitchell, Monroe, Moore, Morey, 
Morphis, Negley, Niblack, Orr, Hosea W. Parker, 


Potter, Price, Prindle, Read, Edward Y. Rice, John 
M. Rice, Ellis H. Roberts, Robinson, Roosevelt, 
Seeley, Sheldon, Shellabarger, Sherwood, Slocum, 
H. Boardman Smith, Worthington C. Smith, Snyder, 
R. Milton Speer, Sprague, Starkweather, Stough- 
ton, Stowell, Strong, St. John, Sutherland, Swann, 
Sypher, Dwight Townsend, Tuthill, Tyner, Upson, 
Van Trump, Vaughan, Voorhees, Waddell, Wake- 
man, Walden, Wheeler, Whiteley, Jeremiah M. 
Wilson, John T. Wilson, Winchester, Wood, and 
Young—115, 
So the motion was agreed to. 


During the call of the roll, 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia, said: I desire 
to say that during the evening I was attending 
the meeting of my committee, the Committee 
of Claims. That is my excuse for not being 
present when there was a call of the House. 

The result of the vote was then announced, 
as above recorded. 

And thereupon (at ten o’clock and forty 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS. 


The following petitions were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate 
committees : 

By Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio: The petition 
of Joseph B. Rothchilds, of Findlay, Ohio, 


| collector of internal revenue, asking relief. 


By Mr. KETCHAM: The petiuon of 26 
internal revenue gaugers of New York and 
Brooklyn, asking that their compensation may 
be fixed at ten dollars per day while actually 
employed, 

By Mr. LOWE: The petition of William 
M. Butler and others, occupants of alleged 
railroad lands, for relief. 

Also, the petition of James McDowell, for 
pension for services in the war of 1812. 

Also, the petition of J. H. Bailey and others, 
citizens of Kansas and volunteers in the tate 


| war, for equalization of bounties at the rate 


of $8 334 for each month served. 


By Mr. RANDALL: The petition of Daniel 


' Saint, a citizen of the United States, asking 


relief 


for loss of property at Warrenton, 


| Florida, near the Pensacola navy-yard, at the 


time of surrender in 1861 to the rebel forces. 

By Mr. TOWNSEND, of Pennsylvania: 
The petition Mrs. Frances C. Elliott, widow 
of Commodore Jesse D. Elliott, asking an 
increase of pension. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, May 16, 1872. 


The Senate met at eleven o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rev. E. D. Owen, of Washington, 
District of Columbia. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal 
of yesterday’s proceedings. 

Mr. SPENCER. 1 move that the reading 
of the Journal be dispensed with. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 
There is nobody here. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the 
reading of the Journal of yesterday’s proceed- 
ings. 


L object 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
On motion of Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas, 


it was 

Ordered, That the papers in support of the claim 
of Susan E. Rhea, late widow of Dr. J. Burrows 
Gardiner, be withdrawn from the files of the Senate 
and delivered to L. A. Bartlett. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. FERRY, of Michigan, from the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. No. 103) for 
the relief of Henry N. Galpin, postmaster at 
Berlin, Connecticut, reported it withoutamend 
ment, and submitted a report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2255) for the 
relief of W. H. Kirk, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon ; 


Aaron F. Perry, Eli Perry, Peters, Platt, Porter, | which was ordered to be printed. 








$534 


He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 884) for the relief 


of the sureties of Frederick Boehmler, of the 


State of Lowa, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon ; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 


was relerred the bill (S. No. 1042) for the 
relief of Thomas Hollis, of Morgan county, 
Georgia, reported it without amendment, and 
eubmitted a report thereon ; which was ordered 
to be printed, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. RK. No. 1564) for the 
relief of William I. Barker, postmaster at 
Northville, Fulton county, New York, re 
ported it without amendment, and submitted 
“a report thereon ; which was ordered to be 
printed, 

lie also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of George I. Tracy, | 
postmaster at boty gry Connecticut, pray 
ing to be re ‘d from the payment of money 
fo! postage 1 tam | tolen from him December 
1, 1871, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration; which was agreed to, 


Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. The 


mn Pensiona, 


Com- 
ferred the 
pension to 


nittee to whom was re 


I 

bill (1. R. No, 2428) granting a 
Jame OU 
V 


pple, have directed me to report it 
vithout amendment, and recommend its pas- | 
sage. Iwill ask whether it can be considered 


Phe VICE PRESIDENT. 


‘ 


The Chair will 
from now, by unani- 
Senate is to proceed to 
and Potomac 


rminute 
mous consent, the 
vole upon the baitimore 
bill, and therefore it would 
morning to pass any bill. 
Mr. HAMILTON, of 
the Calendar. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The 
place d on the Calendar. 

Mr. HAMILTON, 
mittee on Pensions, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R, No, 2422) granting a pension to 
Phebe Ann Elderkin, reported it without 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
ommitted the bill (S. No. 217) toamend 
an actentitied *‘An actfortherelief of Rebecca 
S. Harriso February 25, 1865, 
submitted an adverse report; which was ordered 
to be printed, and the bill was postponed 
Indebni ely. 

’ He also, from the same committee, to whom 
referred the bill (H. R. No. 2421) grant- 
ing a pension to Kleanor K, Fillis, asked to 


be difficult this 


lexas. Let it go on 


bill will be 


Was re 


n,’’ apy roved 


was 


be discharged from its further consideration ; 
which was agreed to. 
He also, trom the _— eee e, to whom 


was relerred the bill (H. 
a pension to Margaret i ‘Renshaw, asked to 
be discharged from its further consideration; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. PRAT 1, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 2417) granting a pension to 
Cooper, reported it without 
submitted a report thereon ; 
to be printed. 

Mr. PRATT. 


same committee, 


amendment, and 


I am also directed by the 
to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. No. 2898) granting a pension to 
Martha G. Rudolph, to report it back without 
amendment, and recommend its passage. I 


of Texas, from the Com- | 


morial of the Legislature of the State of Mis- 
sissippi, asking grants of land for university 
and normal school purposes, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration; and 
the memorial was ordered to be printed. 

He also, 
was referred the bill (H. K. No. 1576) direct- 
ing that a bounty-land warrant for one hundred 
and sixty acres of land be issued to Elisha 
Franklin for military services in the war of 
1812, asked to be discharged from its further 


| consideration, and that it be referred to the 


Committee on Military Affairs; which was 
agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 1035) for the 
restoration to market of certain lands in Mich- 
igan, asked to be discharged from its further 

consideration, and that it be referred to the 
ieee tee on Indian Affairs; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. SPENCER, 
Commerce, to 
(S. No. 


the Committee on 
referred the bill 


from 
whom was 


' of certain bridges over the Mississippi river 


| bill (S. No. 


and over the St. Croix lake or river, reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. STOCKTON, from the Committee on 
ie Affairs, to whom was recommitted the 
291) for the relief of the officers 
and crew of the United States ship Wyoming, 
reported it with amendments. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION. 
The Senate proceeded to consider its amend- 


| ments to the bill (H. R. No. 1661) making ap- 


railroad || 


propriations for the support of the Military 
Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1873, disagreed to by the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 
On motion of Mr. SPRAGUE, it was 
Resolved, That the Senate insist upon its amend- 


ments disagreed to by the House of Represent»iives, 
and agree to the conference asked by the House of 


| Representatives on the disagreeing votes of the two 


No. 2420) granting | 


Abraham | 


which was ordered | 


will state that the committee on a previous day | 


had instruct 
on this bill. 
the allegation that there was fresh evidence 
which changed the whole complexion of the 


ed me to make an adverse report 


Che bill was recommitted upon | 


case, ‘he committee on examining that fresh | 


evidence are satisfied that this widow is enti- 
tled to a pension, and accordingly they direct 
me to recommend the passage o! the bill with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. POMEROY, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to whom was referred the me- 


Houses thereon. 
Ordered, hat the conferees on the part of the 
Senate be appointed by the Vice President. 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 
Sprague, Mr. West, and Mr. Carrenter, the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 


| Sawyer, Mr. Cameron, and Mr. Vickers, the 
| conferees on the part of the Senate on the 
| disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon the 
| bill (H. R. No. 1823) making appropriations 





for the consular and diplomatic service of the 
Government for the year ending June 30, 
1873, and for other purposes. 


ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the | 


Senate the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 478) to further 
the administration of justice; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


POTOMAC RAILROAD DEPOT. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The hour of a 


quarter after eleven o’clock having arrived, 
the Chair will read from the manuscript notes 
of the reporter what occurred last night at 
the adjournment of the Senate : 


‘*The Vics Presipent. The Senator from Kansas 

renews the proposition that the vote be taken at a 
quarter past eleven o'clock to-morrow morning, al- 
lowing a Senator offering an amendment to speak 
five minutes in explanation of it. Is there objection 
to this proposition? The C 
therefore ordered that, at a quarter past eleven 
o’clock to-morrow, the Senate proceed to vote on 
the pending amendment and all amendments that 
may be offered, each Senator offering any amend- 
ment to speak five minutes, and no other Senator to 
speak on the amendment or on the bill. 

‘Mr. Pomeroy. I move that the Senate do now 
adjourn. 

**Mr.Cameron, Before that motion is put, I want 
to know whether anything can interfere with the 
consideration and passage of this bill to-morrow? 

“The Vice Presipent. Nothing. By unanimous 


1011) to authorize the construction | 


hair hears none. It is | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| 





consent it will be called up at a quarter past cleven 


| o’clock to-morrow morning in preference to all other 


from the same committee, to whom | 











business,’”’ 


Therefore, by unanimous consent last night, 
the Baltimore and Potomac bill is before ~" 
Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
No. 2187) to confirm the action of the board 
of aldermen and common council of the city 
of Washington, designating a depot site forthe 
Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company, 
and for other purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. At thetime of 
the adjournment the Senator from Delaware 
[Mr. Sau_sBury] had an amendment pending, 
which will again be reported. 

Mr. FENTON. I was about to suggest that 
| this question be deferred until after the morn. 


|| ing business be concluded. 


Mr. CAMERON and others. Oh, no. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. This isthe unan- 


| imous order of the Senate, and of course it 


The Chief Clerk read the amendment of 
Mr. Savispury, which was on page 3, line 
| fifty-six, to strike out, after the word ‘‘ Colum 
| bia,’’ the words ‘‘it being understood that the 
| question of damages herein referred to shall 
| be confined to the question of appreciation or 
| depreciation of the value of the property situ- 
ated along said street.’’ 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I will inquire of the 
| Chair whether on this amendment I| have any 
time allowed me to speak ? 


| The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair sup- 


| . . , . . 
| is for Senators themselves to comply with it. 
| 


poses by the spirit of the agreement, although 

the Senator spoke last evening, he would be 
| entitled to five minutes. ‘The understanding, 
| however, is that no Senator except the one 
| who offers an amendment is to speak at all 
except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I offered this amend- 
ment for the purpose of securing to persons 
resident in the city owning property on Sixth 
street a fair compensation or allowance of dam- 
ages for any injury that may be done to their 
| property. Any private person owning prop- 
erty on this street is by the bill limited in the 
amount of damages he may recover to the 
actual damages arising from the depreciation 
of the property. I said last night, and I 
repeat, that that is not the full measure of 
damages which a party may sustain by reason 
of the construction of a railroad on Sixth 
street, and to secure to these persons fair 
damages for injuries sustained I have offered 
this amendment. 

Now, sir, in reference to the general char- 
acter of the provisions of this bill I have roth- 
ing to say, and do not desire to say anything 
except to repeat the regret which I expressed 
last night that the public park of this city is to 
be appropriated by the legislation of Congress 
to the benefit of a private corporation. I con- 
cur fully in the views expressed by Senators 
who oppose the appropriation of any portion 
of the public park in this city to this corpora- 
tion. 

It isin no spirit of hostility to the corporation 
that I object to this measure, noris it because 
I have any regard or favor for any other cor- 
poration. In these times when men’s motives 
| are liable to suspicion, I think it proper to say 
that 1 know no president or director of any 
| railroad connected with this city, and have no 
knowledge of any. While I should be the last 
| man to impute anything dishonorable to any 
Senator, I know, whatever we may think of 
| ourselves, however we may view ourselves, 
the country does think that the corporations 
of the country are controlling the legislation 
of Congress. Therefore, I think it proper to 

disclaim, in this connection, being influenced 
| by any consideration of favor to one corpora 

| tion or of opposition to another. 
I shall not continue the discussion. 








I have 


| submitted the amendment for the purpose of 





or 
he 


r 


~~ 


_p~oem thet oe om 








1872. 











| 
trying to secure @ proper measure of damages || The Chief Clerk read the proposed amend- 
for persons who are injured by the laying of a || 


track along Sixth street; and having submit- | 
ted these views I now, at the request of Sen- 


i} 


ment as follows: 
And provided further, That no part of the ground 


| hereby granted shall be used as a cattle yard, or for 


ators, Withdraw the amendment. | 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment || 
is withdrawn. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I offer the | 
following amendment to come in at the end | 


of the bill as an additional proviso : 

And provided further, That the railroad track on 
Sixth street shall be constructed on such grade be- 
iow the surface of the ground, with such walls, 
embankments, fences, and bridges as shull be pre- 
scribed as suitable and proper by a commission, 
consisting of the officer in charge of the public 
buildings and grounds, the chairman of the Board 
of Publie Works, and the engineer-in-chief of the | 
War Department. } 

> ¥ | 

[ will not ask for the yeas and nays on this, 
but will ask a division of the Senate because | | 
deem it important. 

The question being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes 24, noes 26. 

Mr. BLAIR. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Wisconsin, [ Mr. 
CarPENTER.] If he were here he would vote 
‘‘vea,’’? and I should vote ‘ nay.’ 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 23, nays 34; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Blair, Bucking- 
ham, Cooper, Corbett, Davis of West Virginia, Ed- 
munds, Ferry of Connecticut, Hamilton of Maryland, | 
Hamilton of Texas, Johnston, Morrill of Vermont, 
Norwood, Schurz, Sprague, Stevenson,Sumner, Tbur- 
man, Trumbull, Vickers, West, and Wright—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Caldwell, Cameron, Clayton, Cra- 
rin, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Freling- 
juysen, Gilbert, Hamlin, Harlan, Hitchcock, Howe, 
Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, 
Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Kansom, Robertson, 
Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, Spencer, Stewart, Stockton, 
Tipton, and Windom—384. 

ABSEN'! — Messrs. Alcorn, Bayard, Boreman, 
Brownlow, Carpenter, Casserly, Chandler, Cole, 
Conkling, Davis of Kentucky, Goldthwaite, Hill, 
Kellogg, Morrill of Maine, Rice, Saulsbury, and 
Wilson—l7. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. 


following amendmem, to come in at the end | 


of the section, and | ask that it may be read 
before Senators make up their minds to vote 
against it. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment as 
follows : 

And provided further, That in crossing the park 
or Mall no steam locomotive shall be used in passing 


on Sixth street, to or from the depot building, but 
horse power only shall be used. 


The question being put, there were, on a 
division—ayes 18, noes 27. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Upon ali amendments 
connected with this bill, 1 am paired with the 
Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Bayarp.] On 


1} be put thereon, shall be Subject to a 


this amendment I should vote ‘‘ nay’’ and he | 


would vote ‘‘yea.’’ Onailthe other amendments 
we should vote directly opposite to each other. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 22, nays 32; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Blair, Buckingham, Cooper, 
Corbett, Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, Ferry 
of Connecticut, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Mary- 


land, Hamilton of Texas, Morrill of Maine, Mor- 
rillot Vermont, Norwood, Ransom, Schurz, Sprague, 


Stevenson, Thurman, Trumbull, Vickers, and 
right—22. 
NAYS —Messrs. Caldwell, Cameron, Casserly, 


Clayton, Ferry of Michigan, Fianagan, Freling- 
huysen, Gilbert, Hamlin, Hitchcock, Howe, Lewis, 
4ogan, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Pomeroy, 
ool, Pratt, Ramsey, Kobertson, Sawyer, Scott. 
Sherman, Spencer, Stewart, Stockton, Tipton, West, 
ilson, and Windom—32. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Bayard, 
Boreman, Brownlow, Carpenter, Chandler, Cole, 
Conkling, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Fenton, 
Harlan, Hill, Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Rice, 
Saulsbury, and Sumner—20. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I am sorry 


the bill seems to need so much amendment, 
but I think there is a necessity for the pro- 


| SAULSBURY. ] 


any other purpose than that herein specially men- 
tioned; and no horses, cattle, or stock, or stables 
in gross, or merchandise, except ordinary express 
packages, shall be brought in, carried out, loaded 
or unloaded, at said passenger depot on Sixth street. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The 
from Vermont asks for a division 
amendment. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I think 
we had better have the yeas and nays on that 
amendment. 

Mr. POMEROY. 
long street. 
street. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. It only ap- 
plies to that part occupied by the railroad. 

Mr. SPENCER. I do not wish to be out 
of order, but the bill already provides for that. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CARPENTER. On this bill I am 
paired with the Senator from Delaware, [ Mr. 
He would vote against the bill 
and for all amendments, and I should vote 


Senator 
on this 


Sixth street is a pretty 
[ would not shut up the whole 


| against all amendments and for the bill. 


I offer the || 


| the 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 20, nays 34; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Ames, Blair, Cole, Cooper, Cor- 
bett, Davis of West Virginia, Ferry of Connecti- 
cut, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton 
of ‘Texas, Johnston, Morrill of Vermont, Norwood, 
Ransom, Schurz, Sprague, Stevenson, Thurman, 
Vickers, and Wright—20. 

NAYS—Messrs. Caldwell, Cameron, Casserly, Clay- 
ton, Conkling, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Flana- 
gan, Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamlin, Hitcheock, 
Howe, Kelly, Lewis, Logan, Morton, Nye, Osborn, 
Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Robert- 
son, Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, Spencer, Stewart, 
Stockton, Tipton, West, and Windom—3t. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Alcorn, Anthony, Bayard, Bore- 
man, Brownlow, Buckingham, Carpenter, Chandler, 
Cragin, Davis ot Kentucky, Edmunds, Harlan, Hill, 
Kellogg, Morrill ot Maine, Rice, Saulsbury, Sumner, 
Trumbull, and Wilson—20. 


So the amendment was rejected 


Ae 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I do not 
know upon what principle we can donate this 
property to this company. I therefore offer 
an amendment to come in in line nineteen, 
afier the word ‘‘tax,’’ to provide for some- 
thing in the shape of rent. It is to insert after 
the word ‘‘tax,’’ inthat line, the words ‘‘ and 
an annual rent of $5,000 ;’’ so that the clause 
will read: 

And the said property so occupied by said com- 
pany, together with the improvements which may 
tax and an 
annual rent of $5,000 by the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I suggest to 
my friend to strike out the word ‘ tax,’’ be- 
cause that is provided for, and insert merely 
an annual rental. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. 
propose to strike out anything. 
out the word ** tax’’ 


I do 


If we strike 


not 


in this clause no tax will 
be- collected on this property as on other 
property. 1 propose simply to require that an 
annual rental of $5,000 shall be paid for 
use of property. I know of no 
principle upon which it should be donated 
or given to this company. I ask for the yeas 
and nays upon this amendment. It is a very 
important question I think, and the decision 
of it will settle the question in regard to other 
roads hereafter. The question is whether we 
are going to give, free of cost, to this com- 
pany this lot of ground, eight hundred feet by 
three hundred, and of course our decision now 
will govern us hereafter in the case of other 
railroads that are to come here with similar 
applications. We are to decide now whether 


this 


| we are to treat them all alike by donating 
| them similar facilities or whether we shall 


| charge them for them. 


The proceeds of this 
rental are intended to go to the support of the 
publie schools of the District. 
~ The VICE PRESIDENT. 


The question 
is on the amendment of the 


Senator from 


vision which I now send to the Chair, and I || West Virginia, on which the yeas and nays are 


ask for a division on it. 


demanded. 
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The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 21, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Blair, Buckingham, Cooper, Davis 
of West Virginia, Edmunds, Goldthwaite, Hamilton 
of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, Johnston, Kelly, 
Morrill of Vermont, Norwood. Schurz, Sprague, 
Stevenson, Sumner, Thurman, Trumbull, Vickers, 
Wilson, and Wright—21. 

NAYS Messrs. Caldwell, Cameron, Clarton, 
Conkling, Corbett, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan. Flan 
Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Tlamlin, Uarian, 
Hitchcock, Howe, Lewis, Logan, Morton, Nve, Pat- 
terson, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, Ransom, 
Robertson, Scott, Sherman, Spencer. Stewart, Stock 


ton, Tipton, West, and Windom—33. 


ABSENT—Messrs. Aleorn, Ames, Anthony, Bay 
ard, Boreman, Brownlow, Carpenter, Casserly, 
Chandler, Cole, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Ferry 
of Connecticut, Hill, Kellogg, Morrill of Maine, 
Osborn, Rice, Saulsbury, and Sawyer—20. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. THURMAN. I move to amend the 
bill in line fifty-eight by striking out the words 
‘*appreciation and;’’ and in line fifty nine by 
inserting, after the word ‘‘street,’’the words 
‘‘irrespective of any benefit accruing to the 
party by reason of the construction of said 
railroad or depot.’’ The now reads: 


It being understood that the question 


clause 


of dam 


| ages herein referred to shall beconfined to the ques 


i) 


tion of appreciation and depreciation of the value 
of the property situated along said street. 

The object of that is very plainly to allow 
what are called benefits to be offset against 
injuries; and we know in Ohio from experi 
ence what that comes to. I remember very 
well that when the Ohio canal was made 
through the county in which I resided, trav- 
ersing a distance of about thirty-five miles, 
there were but about two hundred dollars dam- 
ages awarded to the land-owners on that line 
of canal. The commissioners reported that 
the lands were benefited more than they were 
injured by the construction of the canal, and 
although the lands of everybody who owned 
lands adjacent to the canal, which were not 
taken, were equally benefited, yet these per 
sons were compelled to lose their land, upon 
the theory that the general benefit resulting 
from the construction of the canal had bene 
fited them equal to the amount that they were 
injured by the loss of their land. That is eo: 
rected by our new constitution, which prohibits 
taking into consideration the benefits aecruit 
from the making of improvements. 

This bill is very cunningly devised to enable 
commissioners to offset any supposed benefit 
to the property on Sixth street resulting from 
the construction of this railroad or de pot 
against the injury to the property of the owner. 
‘That is not right. I move this amendment 
for the purpose of excluding the consideration 
of any such general benefits that arise from 
the construction of the road or depot, and 
giving to the owner of the property the dam 
ages that :he sustains by the depreciation of 
his property. 

The amendment was rejected, there being, 
on a division—ayes 17, noes 29. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I move to 
amend the bill on page 4, line sixty-eight, 
by inserting, afte#the word ‘‘ keep,’’ the words 
‘* gates and ;’’ and by inserting in line sixty- 
nine, after the word ‘‘danger,’’ the words 
‘* without the use of bells or steam-whistles on 
Sixth street aforesaid ;’’ so thai the proviso 
will read: 

And provided further, That while trains 


moving to and from Virginia avenue along 
street 


uw 
ig 


are 
Sixth 
and said depot, the said railroad company 
shall keep gaies and flagmen at the several street 
crossings to warn people of danger, without the use 
of bells or steam-whistles on Sixth street aforesaid. 

I ask for a division on this amendment. 

The amendment was rejected, there being on 
a division—ayes 17, noes 25. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I r the 
following amendment, to come in at the end 
of the bill as an additional proviso: 


offe 


And provided further, That the rates for toll and 
freights per ton of eight cents per mile, and for 
passengers of four cents per mile, shall be subject to 
revision by Congress any time after five years. 


The amendment was rejected. 
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| 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I offer the | 


following amendment, to come in at the end, 
and upon this I ask a division of the Senate : 

And provided further, That all rights, privileges, 
and immunities granted under this act, or any act or 


acts relating to said Baltimore and Potomac Rail- 
road Company, shall not be construed as perpetual, 


but shall cease and determine at the expiration of | 


fifty years. 
The amendment was rejected; there being 
on adivision—ayes 15, noes 26. 


President, if the Senate will vote the amend- 


but that I will ask a division on it. I think I 
will. 

Ihe VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment 
will be read. 

Nhe Chief Clerk read as follows: 


And also the land, the use of which is hereby 
granted to said company, shall be bounded on the 


north by a line which shall be made by the exten- || ileges are also compelled to pay the value of 


| all which they take, then with the price of the 


sion of the south line of Missouri avenue to the 
canal, 


The amendment was rejected, there being on 
a division—ayes 15, noes 27. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Now, Mr. 
President, knowing that the chief is out here 
waiting and is impatient, | will subside ; but I 


want to exhibit my forbearance. All these | 


amendments [exhibiting a bundle of papers] 
1 shall not offer. 

Mr. CAMERON. Lam much obliged tothe 
Senator. 

Mr. BLAIR. I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 


‘The Chief Clerk read the amendment, which | 


was to insert at the end of the bill the follow- 
lng proviso: 


Provided, That before the Baltimore and Poto- 1 Wright—16. 


mac Railroad Company shall take possession of the 


grounds for depot purposes hereby granted, a com- | 


mission, consisting of the Secretaries of the Treasury 
and of the Interior, together with some officer of the 
Army to be selected by the President of the United 
States, shall meet and make assessment of the fair 
cash valuation of the ground aforesaid, which sum 
so assessed shall be by said railroad company paid 
into the Treasury of the United States, receiving the 
‘Treasurer's receipt for the same; and that on obtain- 
ing such receipt and filing the same with the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, then and in that event all the 
right, title, interest, and claim of the United States 
in and to the said lands aforesaid shall vest in and 
become the property of the said company; and the 
amount received from said railroad company shall 
be applied to the purchase of a ro within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to be forever dedicated to the pub- 
lic use, 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Pennsy]l- 
vania yesterday, in advocating this, measure, 
declared that the present location of the park 
was one entirely unsuited for that purpose, 
and he indicated that perhaps upon Rock 
creek a site for a park might be found much 
better suited to the purpose and altogether 
more eligible than the one which is now to be 
taken by this railroad company. The Sen- 
ator also expressed his desire to benefit this 
city. He spoke of its future glory and mag- 
nificence ; and I am sure having made the indi- 
cation that he did make in gegard to a park 
upon Rock creek, he would not be unwilling 


to aid in obtaining that park, and contribute 


which he asks for this railroad. 

i do not believe that there can be any pre- 
text for giving this land away without consid- 
eration. If the railroad company came here 
in forma pauperis, if its stockholders were 


enterprise with their wealth, there might be 
some pretext for asking the Congress of the 
United States to make this magnificent dona- 
tion. But we all know that the corporation 
is one of the most wealthy in our country ; 


we all know that they have no need of this | 
gift from the Government of the United States | 
at the expense of the poor people of this Dis- | 
trict, and I take it for granted that the Senator | 


from Pennsylvania, who speaks for this cor- 
poration here, will be willing to carry out the 
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idea which he himself has suggested, and aid 
to the amount at least of the value of this 
ground in the purchase of a park at the place 


| which he has indicated. 


Now, Mr. President, it is apparent from all 


| that has oceurred in this debate, from the 


declarations of Senators who support this 
measure, and from the declarations of Senators 


|| who oppose it, that if this land is to be given 
|| to this corporation all the other railroads 
Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Now, Mr. | 
|| way. We must do the fair thing. It will be 
ment to the bill which I have in my hand, I | 
will not offer any more. [Laughter.] I con- | 
sider this an important one, and I do not know 


coming in here must be treated in the same 


a scandal if we give this great privilege to one 
corporation and refuse it to others, if we give 
this depot site to one railroad company and 
exclude all others from the enjoyment of 
similar privileges. Therefore, I take it that 
this is but the commencement—that this whole 
park is to be taken up in donations to rail- 


| roads for depot purposes. If this company is 


compelled to pay the value of this property, 
and the other companies that get similar priv- 


depot sites granted to all these companies we 
can make a magnificent park. 
I am very much obliged to the Senator from 


| Pennsylvania for the intimation that the park 


should be taken in the direction which he has 
pointed out. I know that he is a man who is 
willing to stand by his own words, and that he 
does not mean that they shall be empty words 
merely. I hope to have his support for my 
amendment. I ask for the yeas and nays 
upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 16, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Blair, Boreman, Cooper, Davis of 
West Virginia, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, 


Hamilton of Texas, Norwood, Schurz, Sprague, 
Stevenson, Sumner, Thurman, Vickers, West, and 


NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Cameron, Clayton, Conk- 
ling, Corbett, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, 
Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Harlan, Howe, Lewis, Lo- 
gan, Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, 


|| Ransom, Robertson, Scott, Sherman, Spencer, Stew- 
|| art, Stockton, Tipton, and Wilson—29. 


ABSENT— Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Bayard, 


|| Brownlow, Buckingham, Caldwell, Carpenter, Cas- 


serly, Chandler, Cole, Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, 
Edmunds, Ferry of Connecticut, Hamlin, Hill 


r 


| Hiteheock, Johnston, Kellogg, Kelly, Morrill of 


Maine, Morrill of Vermont, Morton, Ramsey, Rice, 
Saulsbury, Sawyer, Trumbull, and Windom—29. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I offer an 
amendment to come in on the sixty-ninth line. 
After the word ‘‘danger,’’ in that line, I move 
to insert ‘‘and shall not exceed a rate of speed 
of six miles per bour;’’ so as to read: 


That while trains are moving to and from Vir- 
ginia avenue along Sixth street and said depot the 
said railroad company shall keep flagmen at the 
several street crossings to warn people of danger, 
— shall not exceed a rate of speed of six miles per 
10ur. 


So far as the bill is concerned, locomotives 
coming in on Sixth street running down toward 


| Pennsylvania avenue can run at any rate of 


speed the company may think proper, if it is 
twenty miles or fifty miles per hour. The 
locomotives of the other road coming to the 


| District, from the boundary line to the depot, 
|| have to reduce their speed to four miles; I 
in that way to the glory and magnificence of | 
the city by paying what the land is worth | 


think that is the highest speed allowed to 
them; it may be six, but I think it is four. 
Now, it is but*fair to treat all roads alike. 
Beyond that, and a higher question than that, 
it is very dangerous to allow a steam-engine 
along an improved street at a rate of speed 


|| greater than six miles. 
not rich, capable of carrying on this great | 


The VICE PRESIDENT put the question 


} on the amendment, and declared that the noes 
| cogent to prevail. 
| 


{r. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Mr. Presi- 
dent, it appears to me, though I do not want 
to take up the time of the Senate, that this is 


| a very important amendment. The other com- 


panies are required to reduce their speed to 
tour miles an hour. 
Mr. CONKLING. Required by whom? 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That I am 
not able to answer; but by law, I presume. 
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Mr. CONKLING. If I may be pardoneg 
for interrupting the Senator, is it not by the 
District authorities? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I am not 
able to answer that. I only know that such js 
the fact. 

Mr. CONKLING. If so, this road of course 
will be subject to similar regulations, 

Mr. CAMERON. The laws of the District 
provide for that. 

Mr. MORTON. Is there not a law on the 
subject now? 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. On what 
subject? 

Mr. MORTON. In regard to the speed of 
railroads entering the corporate limits. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Is it a gen- 
eral law? 

Mr. MORTON. Yes, sir. I ask the Sec. 
retary to read the District act which I send to 
the desk. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. If it is g 
general law I will withdraw the amendment 
willingly. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

‘*That no locomotive engines or railroad cars of 
any description shall be run, driven, or propelled 
over or upon any railroad track ortracks within the 
cities of Washington or Georgetown at a greater 
speed than at the rate of six miles an hour, under the 
penalty of fifty doliars foreach and every violation 
of any of the provisions of this section, to be for- 
feited and paid by the railroad company owning or 
using such locomotive engine, or railroad car, or 
the engineer or conductor in whose charge said loco- 
motive engiue or railroad car may be, severally and 
respectively.” 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. That covers 
the case and | withdraw the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment 
is withdrawn. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I take it that 
applies to all roads, and therefore I withdraw 
the amendment. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania yesterday said, and it is no doubt the fact, 
that the Governor and Board of Public Works 
had examined this question and were willing 
that the depot shoale be located where this 
bill proposes to put it. I understood him to 
state that asa fact. It is well known that the 
peoereee pee the District of Columbia 

as never spoken on the subject. ‘The old 
city council of Washington, previous to the 
establishment of the District government, | 
believe, did pass a resolution granting this 
location. It was introduced and passed through 
both branches of the council on the same 
night. I now offer an amendment providing 
that before this act shall take effect it shall be 
ratified by the present government of the Dis 
trict of Columbia. The amendment is to add 


| the following proviso: 


And provided further, That before this act shall take 
effect it shall be approved by the Legislature and 
Governor of the District of Columbia. 


Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I should 


like to have the yeas and nays in that amend- 
ment. 


The yeas and nays were ordered ; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 16, nays 37 ; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Blair, Boreman, Casserly, Cooper, 
Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, Goldthwaite, 
Hamilton of Maryland, Hamilton of Texas, John- 
ston, Morrill of Vermont, Norwood, Schurz, Steven- 
son, Sumner, and Vickers—16. 

NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Buckingham, Caldwell, 
Cameron, Clayton, Conkling. Corbett, Fenton, Ferry 
of Michigan, Flanagan, De alteetuanaate Gilbert 
Harlan, Hitchcock, Howe, Lewis, Logan, Morton, 
Nye, Osborn, Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, Ram- 
sey, Ransom, Robertson, Scott, Sherman, Spencer, 
Stewart, Stockton, Tipton, West, Wilson, Windom, 
and Wright—37. 

ABSENT — Messrs. Ames, Anthony, Bayard, 
Brownlow, Corganiet Chandler, Cole, Cragin, Dayis 
of Kentucky, Ferry of Connecticut, Hamlin, Hill, 
Kellogg, Kelly, Morrill of Maine, Rice, Saulsbury, 
Sawyer, Sprague, Thurman, and Trumbull—21. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. I ask for the 
yeas and nays on the final passage of the bill. 
’ The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I have an 
amendment which I have been requested to 
offer. I know nothing particularly about the 
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amendment, except as it appears on the face 
of it that itis to show to Congress, more than 
anything else, that there is a claim upon this 
company for reparation to the city of Wash- 
ington on account of its use of the Washing- 
ton and Alexandria railroad. I will in lieu 
of making any remarks on the question ask 
the Secretary to read the memorial of the 
persons connected with the city’s claim, and 
then I will offer the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
will first read the amendment, because then 
the rule as to speaking applies. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. Very well. 
I send the amendment up. 

(he Chief Clerk read 


the amendment, 


which was to add to the bill the following | 


proviso ; 

And provided further, That as one of the condi- 
tions of the foregoing grant the said Baltimore and 
Potomae Railroad Company shall pay or secure to 
be paid to the territorial government of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia the certificates issued by the 


Alexandria and Washington Railroad Company, the || 


yayment of which was guarantied by the city of 

Vashington in the District of Columbia, and which 
were secured by a certain deed of trust executed by 
said Alexandria and Washington Railroad Com- 
pany, and duly recorded, bearing date on or about 
the 19th day of April, in the year 1855, and upon the 
full payment of which said debt, principal and in- 
terest, allthe right, title, claim, interest, anddemand 
of the said territorial government of the District 
of Columbia, as successor to said city of Washing- 
ton,shall immediately vest in and become the prop- 
erty of the said Baltimore and Potomac Railroad 
Company, and the said territorial government shall 
thereupon execute and deliver the necessary con- 
veyances to effect the same. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
desires in lieu of speaking to have read in sup- 
port of his amendment a memorial which will 
be read, 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

To the Senate Committee on the District of Columbia : 

The memorial of the city of Washington repre- 
sents 

That in the year 1854 the Legislature of Virginia 
incorporated a company, under the name of the 
Alexandria and Washington Railroad Company, to 
construct arailroad from Alexandria, in the State 
of Virginia, to Washington city. The company was 
duly organized in the winter of 1855, applied to the 
corporation of Washington to guaranty their bonds 
or certificates to the amount of $60,000, with interest 
at six per cent., to be secured bya lien on their road 
and all their property and franchises. 

This city passed an ordinance giving its assent to 
this application. The certificates of the said com- 
pony were duly prepared and executed, indorsed 
xy the city and guarantied to the full amount of 
$60,000, and placed in the hands of said company, 
and the said company executed a deed of trust on 
the 19th April, 1855, and thereby they conveyed their 
roud and all the property and franchises they then 
had,or might thereafter acquire, to Joseph H. and 
A. Thomas Bradley to indemnify thes aid city, with 
powers of sale and conveyance in case of default in 
payment of the said debt and interest. 

This transaction enabled the said company to 
construct their said read to the right bank of the 


Potomae, to open a track from the left bank at the || 


Long bridge to the Baltimore and Ohio railroad 


depot on New Jersey avenue, and to operate their | 


road in Virginia. 
they were obliged to raise other money to com- 


plete their work, and did borrow some, how much | 


itis not known, and they gave a second mortgage or 
deed of trust in which the prior lien of the peti- 
tioners was specially recognized and provided for. 

In this condition of things the rebellion broke 
out. The road was taken possession of by the War 
Department, and used by it till after the close of 
the war. 

In the mean while certain judicial proceedings 
were-instituted in Alexandria by persons claiming 
to be creditors under the said second deed of trust, 
and under those proceedings the road was sold, a 
hew company formed under the laws of Virginia, 
and called the Washington, Alexandria, and George- 
town Railroad Company. This new company got 





possession of the road after it was relinquished by | 
the United States, and continued to hold and run it | 
for a series of years until it was finally decided by | 


the court of appeals of last resort in Virginia that || 


the whole proceedings under which that company 


claimed its existence were illegal and void, and the | 


original company was restored to its possession. 

n the mean while although this new company was 
notified by the deed of trust under which they 
claimed of the priority of your petitioners’ lien, and 
purchased under actual notice given at the time of 
sale of the prior lien of your petitioners, they imme- 
diately repudiated that lien and claimed to hold by 
title paramount. 

our petitioners thereupon in the year 18— direct- 
ed the trustees, the Messrs. Bradiey, to proceed 
and sell under the said deed of trust. At that time 


they had taken up and paid and held in their pos- 
42p Cone. 2p Sess.—No, 222. 








|} propose to pay a 


session the certificates so guarantied by them tothe 
amount of $46,000 exclusive of interest, and all the 
others were outstanding in the hands of bona fide 
holders, 

So soon as done, the said Washington, 
Alexandria, Georgetown Railfoad Company 
applied to and obtained from the supreme court of 
the District of Columbia an injunction to restrain 
the said trustees trom proceeding with said sale, and 
the said injunction hath been continued to this day. 

The said Alexandria and Washington Railroad 
Company have never paida dollar of the certificates 
so issued by it and guarantied by your petitioners, 
and have only paid a portion of the interest for one 
or possibly two years, so that the whole amount of 
the principal and about sixteen years of interest are 
now due, nor is there any reasonable probability of 
the debt being paid for years by the present com- 
pany, or that your petitioners will be released from 
litigation respecting it. 

That road is the present connecting link of the 
travel between the North and South, and its 
great value was proved in the late war, while its 
prospective importance to the Government, to this 
city, and to the country at large, must be very great, 
although it cannot now be estimated. 

By the charter of the Baltimore and Potomac 
road power is given to that company to carry their 
track across the Long bridge, and they have done so, 
but for the present at least they will be obliged to 
employ the Alexandria and Washington road on the 
other side of the river, which was originally built 
by the very moneys thus secured by your petitioners, 
The great boon you are asked to confer on them in 
granting the use of such valuable land in this city 
to construct their depot, and tor which they do not 
doilar, will lose half its value it 
they cannot occupy the road now built on the other 
side of the river. Andif they do not use said Alex- 
andria and Washington railroad, and sbould,as they 
doubtlessintend, build and usein lieu thereofanother 
road, the Baltimore and Potomac road, extended to 
Alexandria, in Virginia, will completely annihilate 
and destroy the suid Washington and Alexandria 
railroad, the value of said certificates and said deed 
of trust, the only security tosaid city of Washington 
therefor; and it is but just, proper, and reasonable 
that said Baltimore and Potomac railroad should be 
compelled to protect and save harmless said city of 
Washington or its successor, the territorial govern- 
ment of the Districtof Columbia, from the prospect- 
ive loss and danger impending. 

It is therefore prayed that the bill Which has 
passed the House of Representatives, and is now 
before your committee, should be so amended as 
to provide that before the construction of any depot 
in said city the said Baltimoreand Potomac railroad 
shall assume and pay to the trustees under said deed 
of trust, or said territorial government of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, the amount due to the holders of 
the certificates issued in pursuance of said deed 
of trust, and guarantied by said city of Washington. 

Respectfully, 


this was 
and 


RICHARD WALLACH, 
For said city of Washington and 
District of Columbia. 
3efore the reading was concluded, 

Mr. NYE. What is that? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The five min- 
utes of the Senator from Maryland have now 
expired. It isthe speech of the Senator from 
Maryland. He sent up adocument to be read 
in lieu of speaking himself. 

Mr. NYE. It seems to be an 
speech. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 
nothing more to say. 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 


memorial read through? 


Was the 


The VICK PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks |} 


not quite. ‘The Senator’s five minutes, how- 
ever, had expired. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 
like to have the reading of the memorial com- 
pleted. ‘There is but little more to be read. 
It is not very long. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 


The Senator 


| from Maryland asks unanimous consent to 


| 
il 


complete the reading of the memorial. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let us observe the rule. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. I can offer 
another amendment and have it read, then. 

Mr. NYE. ‘That memorial is larger than 
most of the books that they use generally in 
Maryland. [Laughter.] I am opposed to its 
reading. 

The VICE._.PRESIDENT. There is noth- 
ing before the Senate at the present time, 

Mr. NYE. I should like to ask the Senator 
from Maryland what difference it makes 
whether this bill passes, in ten days or twenty 
days? 


The VICE PRESLDENT. 


J have 


I should | 


excellent | 





This colloquy | 
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is not in oder 
evening. 


Several SENaToRS. 


under the rule adopted last 
The 
printed in the Globe in full, 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. 
that will answer. 

Mr. VICKERS. I move to amend the bill 
by inserting after the word ‘‘act,’’ in line 
eighty-one, on page 4, ‘and that all costs of 
altering or removing the said road or building 
shall be at the expense of said company, and 
no part at the expense of the United States or 
of the Distriet of Columbia.”’ 

Mr. SPENCER. Did we not 
that amendment last night? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair ean 
not exactly remember, and the Globe does 
not bring up the proceedings to midnight last 
night, it being an impossibility to print them. 
‘The Chair cannot remember all the amend 
ments offered last evening. 

Mr. VICK ERS. ] have offered this amend 
ment to avoid future difficulty that may other- 
wise arise between this comp:ny and Con- 
I am satisfied that in than two 
years Congress will have numerous petitions 
fromthe citizensof Washington forthe removal 
of this nuisance from their midst. The amend 
ment is similar to one which we append to all 
bills for bridging the Ohio and Mississippi 
rivers. We provide that if the bridges shall, 
at any time be found to obstruct navigation, 
Congress shall have the power to alter them 
or to remove them at the expense of the com- 
panies, and not at the expense of the Govern 
ment. ‘This is to provide in effect a similar 
provision in reference to the alteration or 
removal of this road or the depot building, 
that if at any time it shall be found to be a 
nuisance, to be dangerous to the public, or an 
obstruction to free passage through the park, 
or for any other reason, Congress shall deem 
it necessary to have the building or the road 
removed, it shall be done at the expense of 
the company. If this provision be not inserted 
and the building or the track should be re- 
moved, the company will call upon Congress 
to pay all the expenses of the removal. 

Some years ago a bridge was erected across 
the Ohio river by the Baltimore and Ohio 
railroad, in conformity to the act of Congress, 
complying in all its provisions with the law of 
Congress prescribing the mode of building 
bridges across the Ohio. There were a num 
ber of individuals in Pittsburg who thought 
the bridge would be an obstruction to naviga- 
tion, and they appealed to Congress while the 
bridge was in the course of construction ask 
ing for a bill to cause the piers to be erected 
further apart, and the spans to be longer, 
which would have required alarge expenditure 
on the part of the company. A compromise 
was effected between the company and those 
persons, and the former expended a large 
sum of money for the purpose of complying 
with their wishes. They contributed about 
$30,000 toward this object, and now you have 
upon your table a bill asking Congress to re- 
fund to these individuals the $30,000 which 
they contributed to make the bridge according 
to their wishes. So it will be with this com- 
pany if this track should be removed, or the 
depot building, by order of Congress. I there 
fore wish to protect the Government against 
any such demand in the future. 

‘The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. VICKERS. I offer the 
amendment as an additional section : 


That it shall be lawful for the Orange, Alexandria, 
and Manassas Railroad Company, a ecprporation 
chartered under the laws of the State of Virginis 
to exercise Its functions as a common carrie: rad 
transport passengers and freight within the DY scrict 
of Columbia, and for this purpose shall have aathor- 
ity to run trains over the bridge which has been 
constructed by the Baltimore and Potemae Railroad 
Company across the Potomac river: at the foot ot 
Maryland avenue, in the city of Washington, to the 
opposite bank of said river on the Virginia shore, 
upon the terms and conditions set forth tn the act 
ot Congress giving to said Baltimore and Potomue 
Railroad Company the privilege to construct and 


memorial can be 
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operate said bridge, andto put down suaitble tracks 


along Maryland avenue to its intersection with the 
j { the Washington canal and thence along the 
corner of said canal, or in the center of C, D, or E 
street south, by a tunnel under the public grounds 
east of the Capitol building, and at a sufficient dis- 
tance therefrom, to be approved bythe engineer in 
charge of public buildings and grounds, to Delaware 
nvyenue, and along said avenue to the line of the 
Baltimore and Ohio railroad, 

SEC. That the said Orange, Alexandria, and 


Manassas Railroad Company shall have authority 
to extend a lateral branch trom Maryland avenue 
along Twelfth street to the line of the Washington 
canal, and across 
along said street to its intersection with B street 
north, and shall have authority to build and main- 
tain a depot and station at or near its terminus on 
"i'welfth above described. It shall be com- 

tent for | Orange, Alexandria, and Manassas 
i tilroad Company to make a connecting track from 


treet, a 


» point on said lateral branch in Twelfth street, 
along Virginia avenue eastward to its main line: 
Vrovided, That said tracks shall conform to the pre- 


ibed grade of 


FCI the streets, and that any damage 
enu ed to 


the property of individuals by the con- 


truction of said road shall be paid for by said rail- 
road company: And provided further, That the said | 
route through the said city shall be underthe super- | 
intendence of the engineer in charge of the public 
buildings and grounda. 


I understand that the road at the foot of 
Capitol Hill connecting with the Baltimore and 
Ohio railroad is to be taken up, so that there 


will be no connection between that road and | 


the Potomac river. This is a bill introduced 
by the Senator from Virginia on my left, [ Mr. 


Lewis, | asking Congress to grant this privilege, 
80 that there may be a connection between the 


Washington road and the Alexandria road. 
That is the object of it, and if it is appended 
to this bill it will be unnecessary to take it up 
as a separate and indepe ndent measure. The 
bill was reported unanimously by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and it has 
the sanction of the Senator from Virginia on 
my left. It isa proper bill, one necessary to 
secure connection with the South, and it ought 
to be appended to this bill. Whether it will 
be or not I cannot say. The passage of this 
bill without any amendment seems to be a 
foregone conclusion. I had almost suspected, 
from the unanimity with which all amend- 
ments, some of them so very appropriate, have 
been voted down, that this was one of the secret 
measures agreed upon in an assemblage which 
recently met in one of the rooms of the Cap- 
itol. However, sir, | submit the amendment 
to the judgment of the Senate. 

Mr. LEWIS. I do not know whether I 
have the right to say anything; I am told that 
| have no right to speak upon the amend- 
ment; but Ido not wish to have the amend- 
ment adopted on this bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state that by the understanding last evening 
only the Senator who offers an amendment 
has a right to speak in behalf of it. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment of the 
Senator from Maryland. 

The amendment was rejected. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, and 
read the third time. , 

The VICK PRESIDENT. On the passage 
of the bill the yeas and nays have been ordered, 
and the Secretary will call the roll. 

Mr. COOPER, On this question I am 
paired with the Senator from Arkansas, [ Mr. 
tice. J Ifhewere here he would vote ‘yea,’ 
and I should vote ‘ nay,’’ 

Mr. FENTON. 1 am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, [Mr. Scuurz.] If he were 
here he would vote *‘ nay,’’ and I should vote 


éé ‘* 


yea 


‘Mr. KELLY. 


and | should vote for it, 

Mr. WRIGHT. Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator trom New Hampshire, [Mr. CraGin. | 
He would vote ‘yea,’ and I should vote 


——— 


rhe question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 39, nays 18; as follows: 


| 
YEAS—Messrs, Alcorn, Buckingham, Caldwell, 





said canal, by suitable bridge, and ' 


, / I am paired with the Sen- | 
ator from Kentucky, [Mr. Stevenson.] If he || 
were present he would vote against the bill, 


Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Conkling, Corbett, 
Ferry of Michigan, Flavagan, Frelinghuysen, Gil- 
bert, Hamlin, Harlan, Hitcheock, Howe, Lewis, 
Logan, Morton, Nye, Osborn, Patrerson, Pomeroy, 
Pool, Pratt, Ramsey, 
Scott, ShermaneSpencer, Stewart, Stockton, Tipton, 
Trumbull, West, Wilson, and Windom—39. 
NAYS—Messrs, Ames, Blair, Boreman, Cole, 
Davis of West Virginia, Edmunds, Ferry ot Con- 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE, 





May 16, 


Nie 


} Iowa had yielded to me, but it was impossible 


tansom, Robertson, Sawyer, || 


necticut, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Ham- 


ilton of Texas, Johnston, Morrill of Vermont, Nor- | 


wood, Saulsbury, Sprague, Sumner Thurman, and | 


Vickers—18. 


Casserly, Chandler, Cooper, Cragin, Davis of. : 
| tucky, Fenton, Hill, Kellogg, Kelly, Morrill of 
Maine, Rice, Schurz, Stevenson, and Wright—l7. 


So the bill was passed. 
| BILL INTRODUCED. 
Mr. MORRILL, of Maine, asked, and by 


unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a bill(S. No. 1118) making appropriation 
for the casting of the equestrian statue of the 
late General Rawlins: which was read twice 
by its title. 
|| Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I offer this bill 
|| by request without any opinion as to its pro- 
| priety. I move that it be referred to the 
| Committee on the Library. 
|| The motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state the condition of business before the Sen- 
ate. By the unanimous order of the Senate, 
the morning session to-day up to half past 
four o’clock was assigned to the consideration 
of bills from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
'and if any time remained of the afternoon 
session, it was to be given to the Committee 
on Public Lands, and the evening session was 
to be devoted to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads; whatever should remain 
unfinished at the close of the evening session 
to go upon the Calendar. There was no un- 
finished business yesterday evening except the 
bill which has now been disposed of by the 
Senate. 

Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must 
first recognize the Senator from Iowa, [Mr. 

Haran, ] the chairman of the Committee on 

| Indian Affairs. Does he yield, and if so, to 
whom ; to the Senator from Massachusetts, 

[Mr. Sumyer,] or the Senator from Pennsy|- 
vania, [Mr. Scort,] who are both claiming 
| 





the floor? 

Mr. HARLAN. I will hear the honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. SUMNER. I am obliged to the Sen- 
| ator from Iowa for yielding. ‘The Senate has 
| just passed a District of Columbia bill pro- 
| viding for a railroad station. I wish that they 
would be good enough now to take up the 
school bill, which has been under considera- 
tion several times, and on which I think we 
can have a vote at once. Having broken into 
| the park in order to have a railroad station, 


determine the question of equal rights in the 
'schools. I think the schools are entitled to 
| as much attention as the railroad; but the 
| Senator from Pennsylvania, who has in charge 
'| the railroad bill, has greater resources in this 
Chamber than I have. He has been able, we 
see, to speed his railroad bill, while I make 
these ineffectual efforts for equal rights. I 
| hope now the Senator from Lowa will allow 


'| consideration of the school bill with a view to 
| have a vote on it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate hav- 
_ ing assigned to-day for the consideration, first, 
‘of reports from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and after they are concluded, for the 
' Committee on Public Lands if any time re- 
'mains of the afternoon session, the Senator 
| from Massachusetts moves that that order be 
suspended for the purpose of considering the 
| District school bill. Is there objection? 

| Mr. HARLAN. I object. 

| Mr, SCOTT. Lunderst ood the Senator from 








'me to move that the Senate proceed to the | 


ABSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Brownlow, | 
Ken- | 


I think the Senate will be disposed now to | 





Reeeeeeeeeeee ere reece eee 


| for me to be heard over the Senator from Mag. 


sachusetts. 

Mr. HARLAN. It was my intention to 
hear merely the statement from the honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts. I move now that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration— — 

Mr. MORTON, I rise for the purpose of 
asking unanimous consent —— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen. 
ator from Iowa yield? 

Mr. HARLAN. Icannot. I move thatthe 
Senate proceed to the consideration 

Mr. MORTON. Will the Senator extend 
to me the courtesy of allowing me to make a 
statement ? 

Mr. HARLAN. Certainly. 
the statement. 

Mr. MORTON. There isa bill here which 
ig almost or quite in the nature of a question 
of privilege. Mr. Rogers was elected to the 
House of Representatives from North Caro- 
lina, and all that keeps him from taking his 
seat is the failure to remove his disabilities, 
The House passed a bill for that purpose unan- 
imously, and sent it here some time ago, and 
I suppose there is no objection to it at all. 

Mr. CONKLING. There will be discussion 
upon it. 

Mr. HARLAN. That ean be called up 
during some morning hour. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It will require 
unanimous consent, as the day has been as- 
signed for other business, or a postponement 
of the orders for the day. 

Mr. POMEROY. Amendments will be 
offered to that bill. The Senator from Illinois 
has a general amnesty bill to offeras an amend- 
ment. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator from Iowa 
permit me to make a statement? 

Mr. HARLAN. I will hear the statement. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr, President, [ had charge 
of the unfinished business for yesterday, and 
it was displaced by a motion to lay it upon 
the table, which of course precluded all de- 
bate upon that motion. I desired the oppor- 
tunity this morning, having in charge the unfin- 
ished business yesterday, to make a motion to 
bring that unfinished business again before 
the Senate. It is Senate bill No. 656, which 
extends the power of the President to sus- 
pend the writ of Aabeas corpus until afier 
the next session of Congress. I think it is 
important that whatever action is taken upon 
that subject should be taken soon here. I 
wished to make a motion to postpone what- 
ever might be the pending business this morn- 
ing for the purpose of taking up that bill; and 
it is for the purpose of making that motion 
that J ask the consent of the Senator from 
Iowa, so that the sense of the Senate may be 
tested upon it. I was yesterday in the posi- 
tion of being compelled to submit to the sense 
of the Senate being taken upon a motion 
which admitted of no debate. 

Mr. POMEROY. Let me assure the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania that we shall all help 
to take up his bill to-morrow; but three com- 
mittees have had this day and evening assigned 
to them. If they can go through, and secure 
the passage of their bills which do not require 
debate, for they are mostly local bills, to-mor- 
row the way will be clear for the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, and I shall be only too glad to 
help him then. But I would not displace 
these three committees to-day. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iam now asking the Senator 
from Iowa if he will yield for a motion. If 
he will not, I desire to give notice that when- 
ever the business of the day shall be finished 
I will move then to take up this bill, so that 
it may be the unfinished business for to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. HARLAN. I think that is the better 
course to pursue. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I ask permission to 
make a remark upon the subject on which the 
Senator from Pennsylvania was speaking. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Iowa yield for that purpose ? 

Mr. HARLAN. I prefer that the honorable 
Senator should defer his remarks to another 
time. The day has been assigned for the con- 
sideration of bills from the Committees on 
Indian Affairs, Public Lands, and Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. STOCKTON, It will take me but a 
moment; itis simply on a personal matter. 

Mr. HARLAN. Certainly; if it takes but 
a moment, | will yield, 

Mr. STOCKTON, Yesterday the Senate 
remembers that the unfinished business in 
charge of the Senator from Pennsylvania was 
laid oyer at a request of mine which | had 
received by telegraph from the Senator from 
Delaware, [Mr. Bayarp.] That bill was 
laid over by almost a unanimous vote, if I 
recollect aright. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
yania had a perfect right to get up to-day and 
renew his motion, because he voted against the 
action taken yesterday; but I do not think it 
would be right for the Senate when they are 
informed that the Senator from Delaware [ Mr. 
Bayarp] will be back here on Monday, and 
wishes to speak on the bill, to take up the bill 
with a view of putting it through before he 
gets here. They have already voted very 
courteously that they would not do it, and I 
should be very sorry to see them go back on 
such an act of courtesy and kindness, so unan- 
imously agreed to by the Senate yesterday, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That question 
is not now beforethe Senate. The Chair will, 
if the Senator from lowa consents, present 
an amendment of the House of Represent- 
atives to a Senate bill, which is very brief, and 
on which action is desired. 

Mr. HARLAN, Very well. 

CRIMINAL PRACTIOB. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives to the bill (S. No. 468) regulating 
criminal practice in Federal courts. 

Mr. THURMAN. That is a short bill in- 
troduced by me, referred to the Judiciary 
Committee of the Senate, and passed by the 
Senate, and the House has amended it simply 
by striking out superfluous words, leaving the 
effect of the bill precisely what it was hefore. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of 
the House of Representatives, which was to 
strike out the concluding sentence of the bill, 
in these words: 


But this act shall not haye the effect to entitle the 
defendant to a continuance of the cause beyond the 
term at which such demurrer shall be overruled. 


Mr. THURMAN. There was no necessity 
for those words. ‘That will be precisely the 
effect of the law without those words, and the 
Judiciary Committee of the House saw fit to 
strike them out. 

Mr. EDMUMDS. 
struck them out? 

Mr. THURMAN. They struck them out 
as superfluous, or rather thought they might 
convey some intimation that but for them the 
law would be otherwise. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, I do not object. I only 
say that the result will be with those words out, 
that every cause will be continued on a demur- 
rer every time. 

Mr. CONKLING. I want to say in addi- 
tion to what has been remarked by the Sena- 
tor from Vermont, that those words were put 
in according to my recollection because it was 
thought they ought to be there at least for 
abundant caution. Having been put in and 
iaving been stricken out, the two things to- 
gether it seems to me would make a pretty 
uncertain result. The Judiciary Committee 
of the Senate supposed it was necessary to put 
them in in orderto guard against the implica- 
tion that there might be a continuance, and a 
continuance to which the party should be enti- 
tled. Therefore there was reason for putting 
them jn. 


Is that the reason they 
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Now being stricken out, the two || 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will, 
as this gives rise to debate, reserve it until 
to-morrow morning. 

Mr. THURMAN. I should like to havea 
vote on the motion to concur. The words are 
wholly unnecessary. 

Mr. HARLAN. Ifa vote can be taken 
without further debate, I will not object. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate 
non-concur, and ask for a committee of con- 
ference. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Ver- 
mont. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice 
President being by unanimous consent au- 
thorized to appoint the committee, Messrs. 
TuourMaN, Epmunps, and CoNKLING, were 
appointed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg to be excused for 
the reason that I am not at all well, and am 
obliged to go home. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
appoint the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
I'RELINGHUYSEN | in place of.the Senator from 
Vermont. 

IRON-SHIP BUILDING YARDS. 


Mr. MORRILL, of Maine, submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill (S. No. 1098) to establish an iron- 
ship building yard on the waters falling into 
the Atlantic, and an iron-ship building yard 
on the Mississippi river or one of its tribu- 
taries, and to afford facilities to the Navy ; 
which was ordered to be printed. 


SHOSHONE AND BANNOCK RESERVATION. 


Mr. HARLAN, 
bill No. 1914. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1914) to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate 
with the chiefs and head-men of the Shoshone 
and Bannock tribes of Indians for the relin- 
quishment of a portion of their reservation in 
Wyoming Territory. It authorizes the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to negotiate, through 
proper agents or commissioners to be by him 
appointed, with the chiefs and head-men of 
the Shoshone and Bannock tribes of Indians, 
for the relinquishment of that portion of the 
reservation of those tribes in Wyoming Terri- 
tory which is situate south of the central 
dividing ridge between the Big Popoagie and 
Little Wind rivers and south of the forty-third 
parallel, and to cede to the tribes lands lying 
north of their present reservation equal in 
area to any lands by them ceded. The Sec- 
retary of the Interior is to report all proceed- 


I move to take up House 


ings under the act to Congress for approval or | 


rejection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As thisis one of a series 
apparently, as I have seen similar language in 
a conference report recently, | wish to call the 
attention of the Senate to it, and have it under- 
stood what it is proper to do. 


when he has thus negotiated for a cession of 
their lands, and for a cession from us to them, 


it is to be his duty ‘‘to report all proceedings | 


under this act to Congress for approval or 
rejection.’’ ‘The result, therefore, is that you 
are proposing to make a treaty with an Indian 


tribe by the action of Congress, instead of by | 
the action of the President of the United States | 


and the Senate, contrary to all the usage and 
practice of the Government. I want to have 
the Senate understand exactly what species of 
legislation orspecies of treaty making they are 
undertaking to go into by a provision of this 
character. For one, I shall vote against it. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without | 


amendment. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. 





In the first | 
place, this bill provides that the Secretary of || 
the Interior shall negotiate with the Shoshone | 
and Bannock tribes of Indians fora relinquish- | 
ment of their territory upon certain terms ; and | 


As the bill involves the | 


yeas and nays on the third reading or passage 
of the bill, I do not care which, 

Mr, TRUMBULL. I think such a bill as 
this should not pass without some considera- 
tion. There has not been a word said in reply 
to what the Senator from Vermont stated. | 
have not examined this bill; but if it changes 
the entire Indian policy of the country, | think 
the Senate ought to know it, I ask, have 
Senators considered that the manner of dealing 
with the Indians is proposed to be abandoned 
and an act of Congress passed to carry on our 
relations with them? 

Mr. POMEROY. 
| | am sorry to say. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I understood the Sen- 
ator from Vermont to say, and nobody replies 
to him, that here is a proposition to change 
| the entire mode of dealing with the Indiansin 
this country ; that instead of dealing with them 
| by making treaties and agreements with them 
as heretofore, we are to pass laws and dispose 
of their property and their rights without any 
| reference at all to their views, or any under- 
standings with them. Perhaps it is best to do 
that. have sometimes thought it was best 
to change our Indian policy and to incorporate 
all the Indians into our body-politic, make 
them a portion of our people, treat them as 
we do our own citizens; but it is a question 
that ought not to be settled here in a mo- 
ment without any consideration and without 
the Senate understandingthat such a policy 
is being inaugurated. 

Mr. HARLAN. A year ago or more Con- 
gress passed a law declaring that Indian tribes 
in this country were not nations in such sense 
as to justify the negotiation of treaties with 
them, but that treaties heretofore made should 
be maintained. There is no other mode left, 
therefore, for holding intercourse with them 
but by attempting to contract with them. If 
a contract is made with them, it probably 
ought to be ratified by Congress before being 
varried into effect, for the safety of the Treas- 
| ury. A number of laws similar to this bill on 
that point have been passed heretofore. It 
| is therefore not exactly new. The attention 
of the Senator from Vermont has not hereto- 
| fore been called to it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator be kind 
enough to point out to me any law like ‘this? 

Mr. HARLAN. There are various laws. 
| There was a provision in the Indian appro- 
priation bill last year in regard to the Osage 
Indians disposing of their entire country, 
some eight million acres of land, without a 
| treaty. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us see it. 

Mr. HARLAN. You will find it in the 
Indian appropriation bill of last year, dispos- 
ing of the Osage lands, some eight million 
acres. There are various laws of that kind 
on the statute-book. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
the analogy. 

Mr. POMEROY. There was a disagree- 
ment not long ago between the House of Kep- 
resentatives and the Senate onan Indian appro- 
priation bill in reference to treaties. The House 
insisted that they would not make a provision 
to carry out any treaties after a certain date. 
| There was finally a clause put into the Indian 

appropriation bill that they would make a 
certain appropriation in gross for the Indian 
service, and that hereafter no further treaties 
should be made. That is the law now, 
Mr. HARLAN. We have passed two or 
three bills at this session, one in relation to 
| the Kaw Indians, and another in relation to 
the Cherokee Indians, having a similar pro- 
vision. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us do one thing ata 
time and see exactly what we have done. The 
Senator says that as to the Osages we did last 
year in substance precisely what he proposes 
to do now as to these Indians; that is to say, 
we undertook to declare that the Congress of 


We passed it last year, 





I will look at it and see 


things together I think will make an inference. || principle I have stated, 1 want to have the || the United States through any agent it chose 
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to appoint m ght enter into a treaty with the 
Indias , for thatis the substance of it, for the 
cession ot lands reciprocally 


what treaties had 


on b ith sides, just 
hitherto, and 
that should be a valid method of exercising 
the powers of the Government. Now let us 
| rovided as to the Osages, and then 
if we can find ny other that Comes nearer to 
it let us have that All | can find about the 
Osages that is said to be a precedent for this 
isa clause providing forthe payment of interest 
on their funds, with this proviso; 

Provided, That each ba 


ulways done 


see what is 


f-breed or mixed blood of 


1 fosuge bemg twenty-one years of age, or the 
head of a tamily, shall, under such rules and regu- 
lations aod on such proots us shall be prescribed by 
t! : I iry of the [nuterior, be entitled to enter, 
Without cost, within the diminished reservation of 
the Osage Lodiansin Kansas, a traet of land, in com 
pact form and by legal subdivisions, not exceeding 

hundred Ll sixty a upon which hall-breed 


ormixed blood have heretofore actually settled and 
made muprovements: Mrovided, however, That such 


hall-breed or wixed blood so entering such land 
ghallthereby forfeit all claim to lands within the 
Indian territory which have been or shall be pur 
chased out ol the proeceds ol the ile of the land of 
t (jeunes in the StLutle ol k iusas: And provided 
j er, Thatthe land entered shall not be aliena- 
bie by such hall-breed or mixed blood without the 
consent of the Secretary of the Interior, approved 
by the President, 


of mak - 
gress, with 


Ihatis all there) upon th subject 
ing a statutory treaty by act of C 
the Osaye oe 

Mr. HAR Ifthe honorable 


wants 10 gel al il, il mnay have 


senator 

been the year 

before lhere was a provision put into the 

appropriation bill providing tor the disposi 
‘ 


nbout ¢ git million acres of land ot the 


lnidians, provided they should consent 


tion oO 
Osuge 
the relo, 

Mr. KDMUNDS. The Senator 
from Lowa is hardly justified in making the re- 


honorable 


made, that it | want to yet ab it | 


hould look in some other place, tor 1 asked 
im where lo pet al 


igo 
DiarhK fie 


it and he said it was to be 
Indian appropriation bill. 
I have looked where the Senator directed me, 


nud it is not there. 
| j 


nd in last ye 


Lieretore | submit to him 


in all good nature that it is not quite the thing 
to say thataf | want to get at | had bette 
look somewhere else N Vv | will look else- 
where in order to get at if 


Mr. POMEROY. | will tell the 


that he will find it in the 


Senator 
appropriation bill 
of S70 The section of the act relative to 
the Osages went into effect July 15, 1871. 
‘That was the time the 
were obliged to make their payments—just a 


seitiers Who went on 


year from the passage of the act. 

Mr. HARLAN, l ask that this bill be 
passed over informally, honorable 
Senator an opportunity to look up the law. 


Mr. EDMUNDs. 


ors pardon. 


to give the 


lask the honorable Sen 
lL am looking tor the law just 
where he wished me. 

Mr. HARLAN. And let us go on with 
another bill. 

Mr. KLDMUNDS. | have no objection to 
the bill being passed over in fact, not inform 
lo slay here. l 
to which the Senator has 
again referred me, and | will see what I can 
find there on the subject of the Osages. | 
dure say the Senator is entirely right, but it 
Lie act of 1870 pro- 


ally, because | am not able 
have now the law 


Is Necessary to know it, 
vided— 

‘That whenever the Great and Little Osage In- 
diaus shall agree thereto, in such manner as the 


President shall preseribe, it shall be the duty of the 


President to rewove said Lodians from the State of 
Kansas to lands provided orto be provided tor them 
for a permanent bome in the Ludian territory.”’ 
And then there is an appropriation to defray 
the expenses of the removal ar nd for the sale 
ot the lands trom which we remove them, and 
then we give them money for stock and farm- 
lig ulenstis All that it contains touching the 
subject we have now under consideration is 
an authority by the act of Congress to the 
President of the United States, with the con- 
sent given to him as the executive head ot the 
nation, to allow these lndians to remove trom || 
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one part of the Indian territory to another, 


and to provide the means of their removal and 
their subsistence when they get there, and for 
lands which they abandoned. 

I do not know that I should have made any 
objection to that, although it evidently must 
have got in through a conference; but how 


the sale of the 


does that compare with this, where by act of 


Congress you send out the Secretary of the 
Interior to negotiate what my friend would 
call a contract but what has always bitherto 
been called a treaty, and which by any name 
is substantially the very same thing whatever 


you call it, for the disposition of certain of 


their lands and for the cession to them of 
which is then to be re- 
United 
3 orto the Senate, but is to be reported 


certain other lands, 


ported, not to the 
State 


President of the 


to Congress in its legislative capacity for rati- 
Vhat is the question. | 
submit to my honorable friend that this pre- 
cedent which he has referred to does not sus- 


fication or rejection. 


tain that position at all, 


Now, it it is agreeable to him to modify this 
bill so as to make it conform to the method 


adopted as to the Osages, | certainly shall not 


interpose uny objection, whatever my views 


may be. 

Mr. HARLAN. 
to curry out his views. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I will prepare it and you 
can lay the bill aside and go ahead. 

Mr. HARLAN. While the honorable Sen- 
ator 1s preparing the amendment | ask that 
another bill be taken up. 

Nhe PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Car 
PENTER in the chair.) If there is no objec- 
tion the bill will be laid aside informally. 

Mr. HARLAN subsequentiy said: 1 move 
now that the Senate return to the considera- | 
tion of House bill No 1914, to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to negotiate with the 
chiefs and head men of the Shoshone and 
Bannock tribes of Indians for the relinquish- 
meut of a portion of their reservation in 
Wyoming Territory. I send up a copy of 
the amendment suggested by the honorable 
Senator from Vermont, to which | have no 
objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This bill, 
which was intormally laid aside, will be re- 
sumed and the amendment will be rey ported. 

The Cuter CLerk. It is proposed to amend 
the bill so as to make it read: 

Be it enacted, &e., That the President be, and he 
is hereby, authorized to negotiate with the Shoshone 


and Bannock tribes of Indians for the relinquish- 
ment of that portion of thereservation of said tribes 


in Wyoming Territory which is situate south of the | 


central dividing ridge between the Big Popoagie 
and Little Wind rivers and south of the forty- third 
a |, and to cede to said tribes landslying north 
of and adjacent to their present reservation, e qual 
in areu to any lands by them ceded: Provided, This 
authority shall not continue beyond Jaunary 1, 1873. 


lhe amendment was agreed to. 

It was ordered that the amendment be en- 
grossed and the bill read a third time. The 
bill was read the third time and passed. 

The tithe was amended so as to read: ** A 
bill to authorize the President of the United 
States to negotiate with the Bannock and Sho- 
shone tribes of Indians.”’ 


QUAPAW LANDS IN KANSAS. 


Mr. HARLAN. 
bill No. 757. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 757) 
to carry into effect the fourth article of the 

eaty of February 238, 1867, with the Seneca, 
Shawnee, Quapaw, and other Indians. 

The preamble recites that by the fourth arti- 
cle of the treaty of February 23, 1867, with 
the Shawnee, Quapaw, and other Indians, the 
strip of lands belonging to the Quapaws lying 
within the State of Kansas was sold to the 
United States, and intended, by the amend- 
ment to that article, to be sold to actual set- 


I have no objection if the 
honorable Senator will suggest au amendment 


I move to take up House | 


proceeded to | 
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te tlers, under the preémption laws of the United 
States; but by the manner of insertion of the 
amendment, the lands are left without any 
provisions for their disposal carrying out the 
intention of the treaty and of its amendments. 
| ‘Lhe first section provides that the amend- 

ment shall not be construed as authorizing or 

providing for the disposal of the lands of the 

Quapaw Indians, which, by the fourth article 

of the treaty of February 23, 1867, were sold 

to the United States at $1 15 an acre, and 

lying and being within the boundary of the 

| Indian territory, but the amendment shal] 

refer to, and be construed to authorize and 
|| direct, the disposal of the strip of land there- 
tofore belonging to these Indians, lying and 
being within the State of Kansas, and which, 
by this article of the treaty, were sold to the 
United States for $1 25 an acre. 

The second section declares said strip of 
land within the State of Kansas, so ceded to 
| the United States by the Quapaw band of 

Indians, open to entry and prémption, under 
| the prémption laws of the United States, at the 

| price ot $1 25 an acre, and all such prémptions 

are to be paid for in the lawful money of the 

United States, at the proper land office, within 
|| one year from the date of settlement, or where 
|| settlement was made before the passage of the 
'act, then within one year from its passage. 
| In case any settler has entered upon and im- 
| proved a single tract, not exceeding one hun- 
|| dred and sixty acres, a part of which is em- 
'| braced in the Quapaw strip, and a part on the 
| Government strip, so called, his entry of the 
| part on the Government strip, under the pre- 
| emption laws, shall not prevent the entry of 
| the remainder of his tract upon the Quapaw 
|| lands under the present act. 


The Committee on Indian Affairs reported 

| the bill with amendmeuts. 
The first amendment reported by the com- 
| mittee was in section two, line six, after the 
|| word “acre, ’’ toinsert ‘* excepting therefrom 


| one half section to be patented to Samuel G. 
| Vallier, including his improvements as pro- 
| vided in the fourth article of said treaty.’’ 

| The amendment was agreed to. 

| The next amendment was in section two, 
| line twenty, to insert after the words ‘‘Quapaw 
‘| lands, ’’ the words ‘*in the State of Kansas.’’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 


| The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
| ed, and the amendments were concurred in, 
|| It was ordered that the amendments be en- 
| grossed and the bill read a third time. ‘The 
bill was read the third time, and passed. 

R. H. PRATT. 


Mr. HARLAN. I move that the Seriate 
now take up Senate bill No. 549. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 
No. 549) for the relief of R. H. Pratt, was con- 
| sidered as in Committee of the Whole. Itis a 
| direction to the Secretary of the Treasury to 
\| pay to R. H. Pratt, first lieutenant tenth cav- 
| alry, $200, for horse stolen from him by Co- 

manche Indians in 1869. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs reported 
| the bill with an amendment, to insert after the 
|| word ** dollars,*’ in line six, the words *‘ or so 
|| much thereof as he shall prove to the satis 
| faction of the Interior Department that the 
'| horse was worth.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 





| 


‘| The bill was reported to the Senate as 

amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in, The bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
| a third reading, was read the third time, and 
| passed. 


| CHARLES F. TRACY, 


| Mr. HARLAN. I move that the Senate 

| now take up House bill No. 546. 

|| The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 

_ consider the bill (H. R. No. 546) for the relief 
of Charles F. Traey. It proposes to appropri- 


|| ate $14,650 to enable the Secretary of the lnte- 


hela 


—— 
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rior to indemnify Charles F. Tracy for losses 
by depredations committed by Apache Indians 
in Mav. 1870. 

Tbe bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and nassed. 


INDIAN RESERVATIONS IN NEBRASKA. 


Y 

Mr. HARLAN. 
Senate bill No. 508. 

[he motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as iu Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
cousider the bill (S. No. 508) for the relief 
of certain tribes of Indians in the northern 
superintendency. 

(he Commitiee on Indian Affairs reported 
the bill with amendments. 

The amendments were in section one, 
line twelve, to strike out the words ** the agent 
of the tribe to which said lands belong,’’ and 
to insert in lieu thereof the words ‘* selected 
by said Omaha tribe of Indians in open 
council;’’ in line eighteen, after the word 
to insert the words ‘‘for cash in 
hand ;’’ at the beginning of the twenty-seventh 
line to insert the words ‘‘ nor less than $1 25 
per acre ;’’ in line twenty-nine, after the 
word ‘*‘same,’’ to insert ‘‘nor less than 
$1 25 per acre ;’’ in line thirty-one, to strike 
out the words *‘invested for the benefit of the 
Indians 
Secretary of the Interior may direct,’’ and to 
insert ** placed to the credit of said Indians on 
the books of the Treasury of the United States, 
and bear interest at the rate of five per ceut. 
per annum, payable semi-annually ;’’ in line 
thirty-six, after the word ‘‘as,’’ to strike out 
the word ‘*he’’ and insert the words ‘‘the 
Secretary of the Interior, with the approval 
of the President of the United States ;’’ and 
at the end of the section to insert ‘‘ Provided 
also, That not morethantwenty five per cent. 
of the principal of the aggregate amount of 
sales of said lands shall be expended in any 
ove year;’’ so as to make the section read, as 
amended: : 

That with the consent and concurrence of the 
Omaha tribe of Indians, expressed in open council 
in the usual manner, the Secretary of the Interior 
be, and hereby is, authorized to cause to be sur- 
veyed, if necessary, a portion of their reservation in 
thestate of Nebraska, not exceeding fifty thousand 
acres, to be taken trom the western part thereot, and 
to be separated from the remaining portion of said 
reservation by a line running along the section 
lines from north to south. ‘Lhe said lands so sepa- 
rated shall be appraised by three competent com- 
missioners, one of whom shall be selected by said 
Qmaha tribe of Indians in open council, and the 
other two shall be appointed by the Secretary of the 
Interior, After the survey and appraisement of 
said lands, as herein provided, the Secretary of the 
Interior shall be, and hereby is, authorized to offer 
the same for sale for cash in hand; and sealed pro- 
posals, duly invited by public advertisements, shall 
be received for the same for tracts not exceeding 
one hundred and sixty acres each, and also for the 
entire body offered; and he shall be, and hereby is, 
authorized to accept the proposal for the entire 
tract, or the highest bids for separate tracts, which- 
ever shall be deemed best for the interests of the 
Indians: Provided, That no bid tor separate tracts 
Shall be accepted which may be less than the ap- 
praised value of such tract, nor less than $1 25 per 
acre; for the entire tract which shall be less than 
the aggregate appraised value of the same, nor less 
than $1 25 per acre. The proceeds ofsuch sale shall 
be placed to the credit of said Indians on the books 
of the Treasury of the United States, and bear 
Interest at the rate of five per cent. per annum, 
payable semi-annually, except such portion thereof 
as the Secretary of the Interior, with the approval 
of the President of the United States. may deem 
necessary to be expended for their immediate use in 
lmproving and fencing farms, building houses, pur- 
chasing implements of agriculture and live stock, 
and in establishing and supporting schools: Pro- 
vided also, That not morethan twenty-five percent. 
of the principal of the aggregate amount of sales 
of said lands shall be expended in any one year. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The other 
amendments are merely making the same pro- 
Visions applicable to other tribes of Indians, 
the Pawnees, Ottoes and Missourias, and Sacs 
and Foxes. If there is no objection, they will 
be considered as agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendments were concurred in. 


I move now to take up 


sale,” 





interested, in such manner as the |! 





The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed, 


NEW YORK INDIAN 


Mr. HARLAN. I move now to take up 
House bill No. 872, to provide for the sale of 
certain New York Indian lands in Kansas. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill. 

lhe bill was reported from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs with amendments. 

‘The first amendment was in line sixteen, to 
strike out the words ‘$3 75 an acre”’ and 
insert ‘*the appraised value of said tracts 
respectively, to be ascertained by three disin- 
terested and competent appraisers, to be ap- 
pointed by the Secretary of the Interior, who 
shall examine in person each tract and report 
under oath its value, exclusive of 


LANDS. 


improve- 


ments;’’ and after the word ‘* cases,’’ in line 
twenty two, to insert ‘‘but no sale shall be 
made under this act for less than $3 75 per 


acre;’’ so as to read: 


| agree to the same; 


That those persons, being heads of families or | 


single persons over twenty-one years of age, who 


have made settlement and improvement upon, and | 


are bona fide claimants of, and occupants of, either 
in person or by tenants, the lands in Kansas which 
were allotted to certain New York Indians, and for 
which certificates of allotment, dated the l4th day 
of September, 1860, for three hundred and twenty 
acres of land each, were issued to thirty-two of said 
Indians, shall be, and hereby are, authorized and 
permitted to enter and purchase at the proper land 
office said lands so occupied by them, in tracts not 
exceeding one hundred and sixty acres, according 
to the Government surveys, on paying therefor in 
lawtul money of the United States the appraised 
value of said tracts respectively, to be ascertained 
by three disinterested and competent appraisers, to 
be appointed by the Secretary of the Interior, who 
shall examine in person each tract and report under 
Oath its value, exclusive of improvements, and pat- 
ents shall issue to them therefor as in other cases, 
but no sale shall be made under this act for less than 
$3 75 per acre. 


Mr. POMEROY. As $3 


3 75 was the price 
agreed upon inthe House committee, and this 


is a House bill relative toa small tract, I 
think we had better let them go at $3 75 


an acre—the settlers will be glad to get them 
at that price—and have it fixed without any 


| appraisal. 


Mr. HARLAN. The committee examined 
this matter very carefully, and were very 
decided in their opinion that the land ought 
to be appraised. 

Mr. POMEROY. I do not want to resist the 
committee, but | think in behalf of settlers 
the bill should pass as it is. 

lhe amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in line thirty, after 
the word ‘‘Indians’’ to strike out the words 
‘* holders of said certificates, their heirs or 
legal representatives,’’ and insert the words 
‘* respectively, to whom said certificates were 
issued, or to their heirs ;’’ so that the bill from 
line twenty-three to the end will read : 

And the Secretary of the Interior shall prescribe 
such regulations as mnay be necessary to carry this 
act into effect according to the intent thereof, and 
such entries shall be made within one year from the 
time such regulations shall be promulgated; and 
the moneys that shall arise from such sales shall be 
paid into the Treasury of the United States, in trust 
for, and to be paid to, said Indians, respectively, to 
whom said certificates were issued, or to their heirs, 
upon satisfactory proot of their identity, to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, at any time witbin live years 
from the passage ot this act; and in case such proof 
is not made within the time specified, then the pro- 
ceeds of such sales, or so much thereof as shall not 
have been paid under the provisions of this act, 
shall become a part of the public moneys of the 
United States: Provided, Thatany Indianto whom 
any of said certificates was issued, and who is now 
occupying the land allotted thereby, shall be enti- 
tled to receive a patent therefor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill 


was reported to the Senate as 


| amended, and the amendments were concurred 


| engrossed, and the bill read athird time. 


be 
The 


in. It was ordered that the amendments 


bill was read the third time, and passed. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. COLE. lLIask the Senator from 
to give way a moment that | may make 


Iowa 


yn 
ede) 


i] 


port from the conference committee on the 
naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. HARLAN. I shall not object, pro- 
vided it does not involve debate. 

Mr. COLE. I present the report. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Llouses on the amendments to the 
bill (IL. R. No. 1191) * making appropriations for the 
naval service for the year ending June 30, IS73. and 
for other purposes,”’ having met, atter full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend, and do 
recommend to their respective Houses, as follows: 

That the Senate recede from their amendments 
numbered 6, 10, 16, 17, 21, 25, 26. and 27. 

That the HLlouse ot Representatives recede from 
their disugreementto theamendments of the Senate 
numbered 2, 19, and 28, and agree to the same. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the first clause of the amendment of the House 
to the fitteenth amendment of the Senate, and 
and the House reeede from the 
second clause of their amendment to said fitteenth 
amendment, and agree to said amendment 
modified. 

That the Senate recede 


as so 


from their disagreement 


to the amendment of the Llouse to the twenty 
fourth amendment of the Senate, and agree to the 


same, 
C. COLE, 
A. H. CRAGIN, 
JOUN P. STOCKTON, 
Manage son the part of the 
EUGENE HALE, 
G. W.SCOFLELD, 
StEVENSON ARCHER, 
Managers « Jlouse. 


The report was concurred in. 


Senate, 


the part of the 


MESSAGE FROM TILE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representa 
tives, by Mr. McPuerson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House bad passed the following bills; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. No. 21) to allow persons ac- 
cused of crime to testify in their own behalf 
in the courts of the United States; 

A bill (H. Rk. No. 482) regulating the com- 
pensation of criers and baitiffs of the United 
States courts 3 

A bill (H. R. No. 1017) to prevent and pun- 
ish the obstruction of the \ : 


administration of 


| justice in the courts of the United States: 


A bill (H. R. No. 2340) to change the name 
of the pleasure-yacht Eilie, of Boston, Mas- 


} \ 
} Sachusetts 5 


| & Peck and E. 


A bill (Hl. R. No. 2779) to repeal certain 
statutes prescribing an oath of office ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2780) for the relief of W. 
W. Griffin; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2781) for the relief of 
Henry A. F. Worth; and 

A resolution (H. KR. No. 152) amending joint 
resolution approved March 2, 1867. 

ENROLLED 


BILL SIGNED, 


The message further announced that the 
Speaker of the House had signed the enrolled 
bill (H. R. No. 2055) for the relief of HH. C. 
Christophe r,G. W. Beard, C. A. Uber, Edward 
Stiles, and N. H. Lamdin; and it was there- 
upon signed by the Vice President. 

DURFEE 

Mr. HARLAN. I move that the Senate 


proceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 
LO88. 


AND PECK. 


and the bill (S. 
Secretary 1] 


(Lite 


The motion was agreed to; 
No. 


Interior to settle the claim of 


1088) to authorize the ol 
Messrs. Durte e 
H. Durfee, for supplies fur- 
nished the Indians in Montana in the winter 
of 1869, was read the second time, and consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. I: pro- 
poses to direct the Secretary of the Interior to 
settle, upon such terms as he shall think just 
and proper, all claims of Messrs. Durfve & 
Peck and E. H. Durfee, late Indian agen: 


tor suppl es furnished the Crows. Gros V¢ a 
tres, Assiniboines, and other Indians of Mon- 
tana Territory, in the winter of 1869, upon 
the recommendation of Hon. James Tufts, 


acting Governor of that Territory, and ex 
officio superintendent of Indian affairs, but he 


is to be satisfied as to the quantity of supplies 


a re- | so furnished, andthe amount shall not exceed 
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$13,440 73, which sum shall be in full of all 
claims against the Government, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 


amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
OSAGE INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. HARLAN. 
House bill No. 2334. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 2334) to confirm 
to the Greatand Little Osage Indians a res- 
ervation in the Indian territory. 

The bill was reported from the Committee 


on Indian Affairs with an amendment, to add | 


as an additional proviso to the bill the fol- 
lowing: 

And provided further, That said Great and Little 
Osage tribe of Indians shall permit the settlement 
within the limits of said tract of land of the Kansas 
tribe of Indians, the lands so settled and occupied 
by said Kansas Indians, not exceeding one hundred 
and sixty acres to each member of said tribe, to be 
paid tor by said Kansas tribe of Indians out of the 
proceeds of the sales of their lands in Kansas, at a 
price not exceeding that paid by the Great and Lit- 
tle Osage Ludians tothe Cherokee nation of Indians. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARLAN. There is a clerical error 
or two to be corrected. The word ‘‘of,”’ in 
line thirteen, where it last appears, should be 
stricken out and a comma inserted, and in 
line twenty the preposition ‘‘to’’ should be 
stricken out and the preposition * for’’ inserted 
where it occurs the first time, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
changes will be made. 

The bill was reported 
amended, and the amendments were con- 
curred in. It was ordered that the amend- 
ments be engrossed and the bill read a third 
time. ‘The bill was read the third time, and 
passed, 


Those 


to the Senate as 


ELBRIDGE GERRY. 


Mr. HARLAN. 
Senate bill No. 636. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 
No. 636) for the relief of Elbridge Gerry was 
read the second time, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It authorizes the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Hibridge 
Gerry $7,650, out of any moneys in the Treas- 
ury belonging to or which may hereafter be- 
come due to the following Indian tribes, and 
in tull of all his demands against them on ac- 
count of loss of stock in the years 1864 and 
1865, to wit, the Cheyennes, Brulé Sioux, and 
Ogallaila Sioux; the money to be paid from 
the respective funds of the tribes, as follows: 
from the fund of the Chevennes, $3,300; 
from the fund of the Brulé Sioux, $1,050; 


and from the fund of the Ogallalla Sioux, 
S500 
§ 


I now move to take up 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CONTRACTS WITI 

Mr. HARLAN. 
bill No, 2290. 

The motion was agreed to ; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 2290) regulating 
the mode of making private contracts with 
Indians, 

lhe bill provides that hereafter no contract 
or agreement of any kind shall be made by 
any persou with any tribe of Indians, or indi- 
vidual Indian or Indians, not a citizen of the 
United States, for the payment or delivery of 
any money, or other thing of value, in present 
Or in prospective, or for the granting or pro- 
curing any privilege to him or her, or any 
other person or persons, in consideration of 
services for the Indiaug relative to their lands, 
or to any claims growing out of, or in refer- 
ence to annuities, installments, or other mon- 
eys, claims, demands, or thing, under laws or 
treaties with the United States, or official acts 
of any officers thereof, or in any way con- 


INDIANS. 


I move to take up House 





[ move now to take up | 

















nected with or due from the United States, 
unless such contract or agreement bein writing, 
and executed and approved in the manner 
hereinafter directed. 

All contracts or agreements between such 
parties and for such purposes are to be in 
writing, a duplicate or copy of which is to be 


delivered to each party thereto, as hereinafter | 


provided. All such contracts are to be exe- 
cuted before a judge of a court of record and 


approved in writing thereon by the Secretary | 


of the Interior and Commissigner of Indian 
Affairs. 
contain the names of all parties in interest, 
their residence, and occupation; but those 
made with a tribe by their tribal authorities, 
the scope of authority and the reason for ex 
ercising that authority, are to be given spe- 
cifically. 


Such contract or agreement is to | 


| 
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for misdemeanor in any court of the United 
States, and, on conviction, to be fined not 
less than $1,000, and imprisoned not less than 
six months; and it is to be the duty of alj 
district attorneys of the United States to pros. 
ecute such cases when applied to do so, and 
their failure and refusal is to be ground for 
their removal from office; and any Indian 
agent or other person in the employment of 
the United States who shall, in violation of 
the provisions of this act, advise, sanction, or 
in any way aid inthe making of such con- 
tracts or agreements, in making such pay- 
ments as are here prohibited, in addition to 
the punishment herein imposed on the person 


| making the contract or receiving the money, 


Such contracts or agreements are to | 


state the time when and place where made, | 


the particular purpose for which made, the 
special thing or things to be done under, and, 
if for the collection of money, the basis of the 
claim, the source from which it is to be col- 
lected, the disposition to be made of it when 
collected, the amount or rate per cent. of the 
fee in all cases; and if any contingent matter 
or condition constitutes a part of the contract 
or agreement it is to be specifically set forth; 
but all such contracts are to have a fixed 
limited time to run, and are to be invalid un- 
less so limited, and such contracts are not to 
be assignable, in whole or in part, unless the 


names of the assignees and their residences | 


and occupations be entered in writing upon 
the contract, and the consent of the Secretary 
of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs to such assignment be also indorsed 
thereon; and the judge before whom such 
contract or agreement is executed is to certify 
officially the time when and place where such 
contract or agreement was executed, and that 
it was in his presence, and who are the inter- 
ested parties thereto, as stated to him at the 


time, the parties present making the same; | 


the source and extent of authority claimed at 
the time by the contracting parties to make 
the contract or agreement, and whether made 
in person or by agent or attorney of either 
pariy or parties. 

No money is to be paid to any agent or attor- 
ney by an officer of the United States under 
any such contract or agreement, other than 


the fees due him for services rendered there- 
under; but the moneys due the tribe, Indian 


or Indians, as the case may be, are to be paid by 
the United States, through its own officers or 
agents, to the party or parties entitled thereto ; 
but no money or thing is to be paid to any 
person for services under such contract or 


agreement until such person shall have first | 


fiied with the Commissionerof Indian Affairs a 





sworn statement, showing each particular act | 
: > .o4 | 
of service under the contract, giving date and | 


| fact in detail, and the Secretary of the Inte- || purchase of a tract of land by the Govern- 


rior and Commissioner of Indian Affairs shall 
determine therefrom whether, in their judg- 
ment, such coutract or agreement has been 
complicd with or fulfilled ; if so, it may be paid, 
and if not it is to be paid in proportion to 
the services rendered 


made in violation of the provisions of this act 


are declared null and void, and all money || 


under the contract; | 
but all such contracts or agreements hereafter | 


or other thing of value paid to any person by | 


any Indian or tribe, or any one else for or on 
his or their behalf, an account of such services 
in excess of the amount approved by the Com- 
missioner and Secretary for such services, may 
be recovered by suit in the name of the United 
States in any court of the United States, regard- 
less of the amount in controversy, one half of 


which is to be paid to the person suing for the | 


same, and the other half to be paid into the 
Treasury of the United States for the use of the 
Indian or tribe by or tor whom it was paid. and 
the persou so receiving the money, and his 
aiders and abettors, are, in addition to the for- 
feiture of that sum, to be subject to prosecution 


— 





| ties. 


is to be, onconviction, dismissed from the 
service of the United States, and be forever 
disqualified from holding any office of profit 
or trust under the same. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM G, LANGFORD. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I report from 
the Committee on Indian-Affairs the bill (S. 
No. 744) for the relief of William G. Lang- 
ford, with an amendment in the nature of 
a substitute, and [ ask that it be considered 
now. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs was to strike out the preamble and all 
of the bill, and to insert in lieu thereof the 
following : 

Whereas William G. Langford, as the grantee of 
the Commissioners of the American Board of For- 
eign Missions, claims to have title to six hundred 
and forty acres of land, and the improvements 
thereon, situate at the junction of Lapwai_ creek 
and Clearwater river, inthe Territory of Idaho, by 
virtue of an act entitled ** An act to establish the 
territorial government of Oregon,” approved August 
14, 1848, and by virtue of the act entitled“ An act 
to establish the territorial government of Washing- 
ton.” approved March 2, 1553: 

Be it enacted, &e., That whenever the said William 


| G. Langford shall exhibit to the Attoruey General 


of the United States titie to the said tract of land, 
and shall execute a sufficient deed conveying the 
said tract of land to the United Siates, then it shall 
be the duty of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to 
pay to the said William G. Langtord asum of money 


| equal to the consideration paid or rendered by the 
| said Langford to the said board for said land, with 


interest thereon at the rate of six per cent. per an- 
num from the time the said consideration was paid 
or rendered up to the date of the passage of this 
act: Provided, nevertheless, That the said consid: ra- 
tion on which said interest shall be calculated shall 
not exceed the sum of $1,500; which sumshall be in 
full payment for the said tract of land and the rents, 
issues, and profits thereof during the time the same 
Was occupied by the United States, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. This seems to be the 


ment. I thought we bad lands for sale, but 


| it seems we are going into the purchase of 
| lands in this Indian territory. 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN., Itis very proper 
that the bill should be explained. There 
was an act passed in 1848 giving the right 
to all missionary stations to have six hun- 
dred and forty acres of land. The language 
of that act is that ‘‘the title of land not 
exceeding six hundred and forty acres, now 
occupied as missionary stations among the 
Indians,’’ shall go to the missionary socie- 
This station was established in 1836 
or 1837, and was abandoned in 1847, so that 
that act did not apply to it. But in 1853 an 
act was passed with this singular provision, 
that ‘tthe title to the land not exceeding six 
hundred and forty acres now occupied as 
missionary stations among the Indian tribes 
in said territory, or that may have been so 
occupied as missionary stations prior to the 
passage of this act’’—wherever there bad 
been a missionary station prior to 1803 they 
were to have six hundred and forty acres. 
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This had been a station in 1837, and it had 


been abandoned entirely, but yet they had | 


the title by the terms of that act. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Who had the title? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The American 
Board of Foreign Missions. They 
abandoned it, the United States occupied it 


having | 


for their Indian agents, and their buildings on | 


it are worth some $20,000 probably.: The 
Board of Missions sold it to Langford, and 
Langford presents his claim to the six hundred 


and forty acres with the buildings upon it, or | 


their value, $40,000. 
This bill provides that as Langford has a 


technical title, he shall have the consideration | 


he paid the American board, not exceeding 
$1,500—he only paid $500 and did some pro- 
fessional services for them—and interest on 
that consideration from the time he paid it 
up to the passage of this act. He has got a 
technical title, and this is to extinguish that 
title. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. If the Senator will 
allow me to interrupt him, has the land ever 
been pate nted? 
such a way that this missionary society could 
sell it? Did the grant carry anything more 
than the occupé ation? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Yes, sir. No 
patent has issued, but the statute itself is a 
grant of the land, 

Mr. HARLAN. And it has been so held 
by the Attorney General. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. It has been so 
held by the Attorney General, and Langford 
actually brought his action of ejectment and 
got judgment against the Indian agent. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. It seems to me it is 
very strange 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
strange law. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. 





It is a very 


It seems to me it is 


very strange that the Government should have || 


granted a section of land in fee by an act of 
Congress to this missionary society, and then 
they should be allowed to turn around and sell 
it out, which they might do the next day by 
way of speculation. Certainly that was not 
the intention of the act of Congress. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 


the intention, but that is the effect of the act. 


intention of Congress that where a missionary 
sation was established in 1837, and had been 
abandoned for seven or eight years before the 
act of 1853, the terms of that aet should refer 
back to wherever there had been a missionary 
station. I do not think, therefore, that this 


Was this land* granted in | 


| consideration. 


| eo of 


FLATHEAD INDIANS OF 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I am directed 
by the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2623) to pro- 
vide for the removal of the Flathead and other 
Indians from the Bitter Root valley, in the 
Territory of Montana, to report it back with 
an amendment; and I ask for its present 


MONTANA. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs reported 
the bill with an amendment, to strike out all 
after the enacting clause and to insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 


That it shall be the duty of the President, as soon 
as practicable, to remove the Flathead Indians, 
full or mixed bloods,) and all other 
ndians connected with said tribe and recognized 
as members thereof, from the Bitter Root valley, in 
the Territory of Montana, tothe general re servation 
in said Territory, (commonly known as the Joeko 





egeereativn,) which, by a treaty concluded at Hell 
Gate, in the Bitter Root valley, July 16, 1855, and 
ratified by the Senate March 8, 1859, between the 
United States and the confederated tribes of Flat- 


| head, Kootenai, and Pend d’Oyeille Indians, was 


set apart and reserved for the use and occupation 
of said confederated tribes; and to defray the ex- 
penses of said removal, and to aid in the subsistence 


| of said Indians during the first year, there shali be 


expended, under the direction of the Secretary of 


the Interior, a sum not exceeding $5,000, whenever 


| an appropriation shall be made for that purpose, 


That was not | 


| 
| 
| Sec. 2 


: : 4 1} ment und r the 
(here is considerable land oceupied in that || 


way. It certainly could not have been the | 


| the same to be reimbursed to the United States as 
hereinafter provided. 
That as soon as practicable after the pas- 
of this act the surveyor general of Montana 
Territory shall cause to be sarveyed, as other public 
lands of the United States are surveyed, the lands 
in the Bitter Root, valley lying above the Le-Lo 
fork of the Bitter Root river; and said lands shall 
be open to settlement, and shall be sold in legal sub- 
divisions to actual settlers only, the same being eiti- 
zens of the United States, or having duly declared 
their intention to become such citizens, said settlers, 
being heads of families, or over twenty-onayears of 
age, in quantities not ‘exceeding one hundred and 
sixty acres to each settler, at the price of $1 25 per 
| acre, payment to be made in eash within twenty- 
| one months from the date of settlement or of the 
| passage of this act. The sixteenth and thirty-sixth 
sections of said lands shall be reserved for school 
purposes in the manner provided by law. Town 
| sites in said valley may be reserved and entered as 
| provided by law: Provided, That no more than 
fifteen townships of the lands so surveyed shall be 
| deemed to be subject to the provisions of this act: 
| And provided further, 
| valley above the 


sage 


Lo-Lo tork shall be open to settle- 
homestead and preémption laws of 
the United States. An account shall be kept by the 
Secretary of the Interior of the proceeds of said 
lands, and out of the first moneys arising therefrom 
| there shall be reserved and set apart for the use ot 


|| said Indians the sum of $100,000, to be by the Presi- 


claimant has anything more than a technical } 


claim, but 1 think it is for the interest of the || 


Government and right that he should be paid 
what he actually paid for it, provided the 
Attorney General finds that he has title; and 
that is the provision in this bill. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will inquire if there 
is not, and if there. is not, if there ought not 
to be, a provision that on the payment of 
this money the party shall surrender up any 
tile or any claim he has? Otherwise be may 
come again. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. There is a pro- 
vision in the bill that he shall make a econvey- 
auce, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. And that this shall be 
in full satisfaction ? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, And that this 
shall be in full satisfaction. The money is 
not to be paid until the Attorney General shall 
find that he has a title and not until he makes 
a conveyance, and that it shall be in full satis- 
faction. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. IL submit a 
Written report to accompany this bill, and I | 


j 


| obtain title, 


de nt expended in annual installments, in such man- 
ner as in his judgment shall be for the best good of 


| expended in any one year. 

Sec. 3. That any of said Indians, being the head 
| of afamily or twenty-one years of age, who shall, 
at the passage of this act, be aciually residing u upon 
and cultivating any portion of said lands, shall be 
permitted to remain in said valley and preémpt 
| without cost the land so occupied and cultivated, 

not exceeding in amount one hundred and sixty 
acres: Provided, That such Indian shall, prior to 
August 1, 1872, notily the superintendent of Indian 
| affairs for Montana Territory that he abandons his 
| tribal relations with said tribe andintends to remain 
| in said valley. 
| Ssc.4. That any actual settler in said valley 
above the Lo-Lo Fork who shali eome within the 
provisions of the act of Congress of September 27, 
1850, entitled “‘An act to ereate the ofliee of sur- 
| veyor general of the public lands in Oregon, and to 
provide for the survey, and to make donations to 
settlers of the said publie lands,” and the acts 
amendatory thereot, shall be permitted to est tablish 
such faet in the land office in the said Territory of 
Moatana, and, upon proof of compliance with the 
| provisions of said aet or acts, shall be perm, tted to 
in the manner provided therein, to such 


| quantity Of land as he may be entitied to under the 


| Same, 


| cases under the 


| 


move tnat it be printed. 


The motion was agreed to. 





All disputes as to title to any lands men- 
tioned in this act shall be decided according to the 
rules governing thedecision of disputes in ordinary 


preémption laws of the United 
States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. It was ordered that the amendment be 
| engrossed and the bill read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


Mr. FRELINGHU YSEN 


I submit a writ- 


That none of the lands in said | 
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| praised value thereof, 


| as hereinbefore 


ten report to accompany the bill ; 
that it be printed, 


The seekinn was agreed to. 


and I move 


BLACK BOB LANDS IN KANSAS, 

Mr. HARLAN. 
Senate bill No. 620, 
he motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the W bole proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 620) for the sale of 


the Black Bob Indian lands in the State of 
Kansas. 


Mr. HARLAN. 


I now move to take up 


The committee report an 


|} amendment to the bill in the nature of a sub 
| stitute, 


and | suggest 
alone be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Ferry, 
of Michigan, in the chair.) The reading of 
the original bill will be omitted if 


that the amendment 


there be 


| no objection, 


Tha Chief Clerk read the amendment; 
which was to strike out all after the enacting 
clause of the bill, and insert the following: 

That the lands inthe State of Kansas, beinga por- 


tion of the ‘Shawnee reserve,”’ so called, and known 


| as the Black Bob tract, and containing about thirty- 
| four thousand acres, shall besold and disposed of as 


follows, to wit: the Secretary of the Interior shall 
immediately, upon the passage of this aet, appeint 
three disinterested and competent persons, who 
shall, under their oaths or atlirmations, proceed to 
personally examine and appraise separately each 
quarter section of the above-described tract of land, 


| fixing a fair valuation upon the same, without re- 


gard to improvements made by white settlers; and 
if thereare improvements made by the United states 
or individual Indians, the value of the same shall be 
added to the value ofthe land upon which the same 
are situated, and report the same to the 
ofthe Interior; 
the right to 
new one, 
Sec. 2. That each person, or the heirs of such, 
being a citizen of the United States, or who bus de- 
clared his intention to become such, and who is the 
head of a family, or single person over twenty-one 
years of age, who haa made settlement and improve- 
ment upon, and on the lst day of January, 1872, 
actually occupied, any portion of said tract of land 
in the State of Kansas, set apart by a treaty made 
between the United States and the Shawnee (tribe 
of Lndians on the 10th day of May, 1854, and pro 

claimed upon the 2d day of November of the same 

year, to be held in common in a compact bedy by 
certain Indians of Black Bob’s settlement, shall be 
entitled at any time within one year trom tbe ap- 
proval of the said appraisement, to purchase the 
lands so oecupied and tmproved, not to exceed one 
hundred and sixty acres in each case, at the ap- 
under such rules and regula 

tions as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe. 
And all of said lanos which shall not, within one 
yeur from the date of said approval, be purchased 
provided, shall be sold under the 


pecretary 
and the said Secretary shall reserve 
reject apy appraisement, and to orde: 


| direction of the Secretary of the Interior as soon as 


| tion of said lands shall be sold at a less 


the quantity and description of the same are ascer- 
tained, in parcels not exceeding one hundred and 


|| sixty acres each, to the highest bidder for cash, the 
| said Indians; but no more than $5,000 shall be 


sule to be made upon sealed proposals, to be duly 
invited by publie advertisement, and patents in fee- 
simple shall be issued to the purchasers under the 
provisions of this section: Provided, ‘hat no por- 
price than 


| the appraised value thereof. 


| the United States Indian agent 


|} count of the Indian or India 


| of said 


| the third section of this act, 


Sec. 3. That all patents for any of the foregoing 
lands made, or claimed to have been made, in pur 
suance of said Shawnee treaty of May 10, 1854, t 
and the same are hereby, declared to be null and 
void: Provided, however, That all persons who have 
in good faith paid money to any bona fide members 
of the said Black Bob’s band, with the approval of 
for said Shawnee 
tribe, in pursuance of any assumed sales, convey 
ances, or transters made under and by virtue of 
such patents, shall be entitled to receive back the 
amount so paid, upon proof satisfactory to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior of such payment, together 
with interest on the same at the rate of 81x per 
cent, per annum, and the necessary actual and legal 
expenses ine urred by such purchasers in the prem- 
ipes, to be adj us ted and allowed by the Secretary of 
the Interior; said interest to be computed from the 
date of each individual payment to the date of set- 
tlement, as herein provided; and the amounts so 
refunded and paid back to be eharged to the ac- 
ns having received the 
same, to be deducted from his, ber, or their propor- 
tion of the proceeds of the sales of said lands; and 
the receipt of said sum by those who have purchased 
Indians as herein described, 
assigns or legal representatives, shall be held to be 
a release of all claim to the said lands, or to any 
eee yn of the same, and also a full satisfaction tor 
all claims against the United States growing out of 
these “2 ictions., 

Sre. That the proceeds of the sale of said lands, 
atter de an the expenses of the sale of such ag 
shall be disposed of at pablicsale, and after making 
deductions and payments therefrom, as provided in 
shall be invested or 


or trom their 


j 
; 
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expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior in euch manner and for such objects as 
he shall deem for the best interests of said Indians 
in advancing them in eivilization and securing 
their permanent settlement. The Secretary of the 
Interior is hereby empowered to cause an enumcr- 
ation to be made ot the Black Bob band ot Shawnee 
Indians, in order to determine who are entitled to 
the benelits of the provisions of this act. 

Mr. POMEROY. I only desire to say in a 
word that this is a matter which has been the 
subject of great confusion in regard to titles in 
my Stateand a great deal of trouble. We have 
never been able to come to any satisfactory 
conclusion in reference to the sale of these 
lands, or in regard tothe rights of settlers, or 
in regard to the rights of purchasers. While 
this bill is not entirely satisfactory to me, nor 
perhaps to the people I represent, vot it isa 
compromise; itis a settlement. The subject 
has been in dispute for a long time, and my 
colleague and myself think we had better let 
this bill pass as itis, although there can be 
some objections made to it. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I simply desire to say 
before the bill passes that I suppose it will be 
impossible to get a bill entirely satisfactory to 
the Indians and the settlers; and while this 
bill does not suit me exactly, lam not dis- 
posed to interfere with it, for | want the mat- 
ter settled in some shape. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. ‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora 


third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
TITLE TO LANDS IN DAKOTA, 

Mr. HARLAN. [now move to proceed to 
the consideration of Senate bill No. 1045. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 1045) to quiet the 
title to certain lands in Dakota Territory. 

Mr. HARLAN. The committee report an 
amendment in the vature of a substitute. 

lhe Chief Clerk read the amendment, which 
was to strike out all of the bill after the enact- 
ing clause and to insert the following in lieu 
thereof: 


That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the 


Interior to examine and report to Congress what | 
title or interest the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands | 


of Sioux Indians have to any portion of the land 
mentioned and particularly described in the second 
article of the treaty made and concluded with said 
bands of Indians on the 19th day of February, 1867, 
and afterward amended, ratified, and proclaimed on 
the 24 day of May, of the same year, or by virtue of 
any other lawor treaty whatsoever, excepting such 
rights as were secured to said bands of Indians by 
the third and tourth articles of said treaty, as a 
* permanent reservation: and whether any, and, 
if any, what, compensation ought, in justice and 
equity, to be made to said bands of Indians, respect- 
ively, for the extinguishment of whatever title 
they may have to said lands, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 
in. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TRIBAL RELATIONS OF MIAMI INDIANS, 


Mr. HARLAN. I now move to take up 
House bill No. 1535. 

ihe motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1535) to abolish 
the tribal relation of the Miami Indians, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. HARLAN. There is an amendment 
reported to this bill in the nature of a substi- 
tute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sub- 
stitute alone will be reported if there be no 
objection. 

the Chief Clerk read the amendment of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, which was 
to strike out all of the bill after the enacting 
clause and to insert in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing: 

That if the Miami tribe of Indians in Kansas shall 
signify to the President of the United States their 
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desire to sell the lands reserved for the future homes | 


of the said Indians by the first article of the treaty 
of June 5, 1854, and which remain unallotted, to- 
gether with the school section mentioned in said 
article, said landsshall bedisposed of in the following 
manner, to wit: the said Secretary shall appoint 
three disinterested and competent persons, who 
shall, after being duly sworn to perform suid service 
faithfully and impartially, personally examine and 
appraise said lands by legal subdivisions of one hun- 
dred and sixty acres or less, separately, and make 
return thereof to the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs: Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior 
may, in his discretion, set aside any appraisements 


that may be made under the provisions of this act, | 


and cause a new appraisement to be made: And 
provided further, That in making said appraisement 


the land ‘and improvements made by the United | 


States and Indians shall be included, and the im- 
provements made by white settlers shall be excluded 
in determining an estimate of the value thereof. 
Sec. 2. That each bona-fide settler occupying any 
portion of said lands at thedate of the passage of this 
act, and having made valuable improvements there- 


on, or the heirs at law of such, who is a citizen of the | 


United States, or who has declared his inter Jnto 
becomesuch, shall be entitled, atany timeyv i.uiv one 
year from the return of said appraisement, to pur- 


chase, for cash, the land so occupied and improved | 


by bim, not to exceed one hundred and sixty acres 


in each case, at the appraised value thereof, under | 
such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the 


Interior may prescribe. And on failure to make 
payment within one year from the date of said ap- 
proval of appraisement, the right of such settler to 
purchase as aforesaid shall cease, and it shall bethe 


duty of the Secretary of the Interior to sell the | 


sume, either at public sale or on sealed bids, for 
cash, to the highest bidder, at not less than the ap- 
|| praised value, nor less than $1 25 per acre, after due 
| notice by public advertisement. And all lands re- 


ferred to in this and the foregoing sections not so | 
oecupied and improved by settlers at the date of the 


approval of thisact shall be appraised by said ap- 
praisers, including all improvements thereon of 
every character, and sold by direction of the Secre- 
|| ary of the Interior to the highest bidder, for cash, 
after due advertisement, either at public sale or on 


sealed bids, at not less than the appraised value, | 


nor less than $1 25 per acre as aforesaid, in quan- 
tities not exceeding one hundred and sixty acres 
aforesaid. 


| shall desire to become a citizen of the United States, 
| shall prove by at least two competent witnesses, to 
the satisfaction of the circuit court of the United 
States for the State of Kansas, that he or she is suffi- 
ciently intelligent and prudent to manage his or her 
own affairs, and has, for the period of five years, 
been able to maintain himself or herself and family, 
and has adopted the habits of civilized life, and shall 
take an oath of allegiance to the United States, as 
provided by law for the naturalization of aliens, he 
orshe shall be declared by said court to bea citizen 
of the United States, which shall be entered of record, 
and a certificate thereof given tosaid party. Onthe 
presentation of said certificate to the Secretary of 
the Interior, with satisfactory proof of identity, he 
may, atthe request of such person or persons, cause 
the lands severally held by them and their minor 
| children to be conveyed to them by patent in fee- 

simple, without the power of alienation, and may, 
| at his discretion, cause to be paid to them, fromtime 

to time, their proportion of all the moneys and 
| effects of said tribe held for them by the United 
| States,or which may be received as the net proceeds 

of the sales of lands under the provisions of this act; 


shall cease to be members of any Indian tribe; but 
the lands so patented to them shall not be subject to 
levy, taxation, or sale during the natural lives of 
said Indians or of their minor children. 

Sec. 4. That the Secretary of the Interior shall, in 
| ninety days from the passage of this act, cause to 
| be taken a census of all the Miami Indians entitled 
to a share in the reserved lands and the moneys set 
apart by the treaty between the United States and 
the Miami Indians, dated June 5, 1854, for that part 
of the tribe known as Western Miamies; but in 
such census none shall be included unless justly 
entitled according to the provisions of said treaty; 
and with said census chere shall also be made two 
lists, one containing the names of all the Indians 
so entitled who may elec: to become citizens of the 
United States, and their minor children, (heads of 
| families choosing,) the other the names of all who 
| elect to remain under the care of the United States, 
| and to unite with the Wea, Peoria, Kaskaskia, and 
| Piankeshaw Indians in the Indian territory, ac- 

cording to the provisions of a contract dated Janu- 
| ary 15, 1872, between the Western Miami Indians, 
| of Kansas, of one part, and said Wea, Peoria, Kas- 
kaskia, and Piankeshaw Indians, of the other part, 
and their minor children; which census and lists 
shall be filed in the office of the Secretary of the 
Interior, and which census and lists, when properly 
taken and filed as aforesaid, shall be approved by 








treated and regarded, in all respects, as citizens of 
the United States: Provided, That they become 


citizens and comply with the provisions of the | 


fourth section of this act relating to naturalization. 
Sec. 5. That the said Seeretary shall cause to be 

| appraised, as provided in this act in relation to 
|| unallotted lands of said Miami Indians, each and 
all the tracts of land allotted to said Miami Indians 

1 of Kansas, and their minor children, who do not 





Sec. 3. Thatif any adult member of said tribe | 


after which said Indians and their minor children | 


the Secretary of the Interior, and thenceforward | 
those whose names are on the citizens’ list shall be | 
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' 

become citizens of the United States under the fore- 
going provisions of this act, including all improve. 
ments, specifying separately the value of any im- 
provements made by each of said allottees on his 
said lands, and c»use the same to be sold to the 
highest bidder, as hereinbefore provided, giving no 
preference to the bids of settlers thereon. And 
from the proceeds of such sales the Secretary of the 
Interior shall cause to be paid to each allotice the 
appraised value of his said improvements. The 
proceeds of the sales of said allotted and unallotted 
lands, including said school section, and all moneys 
securities, annuities, and effects held by the United 
States for said Miami Indians of Kansas, after mak- 
ing the foregoing deductions for citizen Indians and 
their minor children, and the value of improvements 
on the allotted lands of the non-citizen Indians, shal| 
belong to and be the exclusive property of the last- 
gems Indians, to be known as their consolidated 
| fund. 

Sec,6. That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 
authorized and directed to examine a contract made 
by and between the said Western Miami Indians of 
Kansas, and the confederated Wea, Peoria, Kas- 
kaskia, and Piankeshaw Indians made on the Lith 
day of January, A. D. 1872, and to approve the 
same with such modifications as justice and equity 
may require; and, for the purpose of carrying into 
effect said agreement, may withdraw from said con- 
solidated fund and pay to the confederated Wea, 
Peoria, Kaskaskia, and Piankeshaw Indians. a sum 
sufficient to pay said Wea, Peoria, Kaskaskia, and 
Piankeshaw {ndians, according to said contract of 
the 15th of January aforesaid, for an interest in the 
lands of said last-named confederated tribe, for all 
of said Miamies, electing as aforesaid to unite with 
said confederated tribe; and after making such 
payment, there shall be set apart and capitalized 
with the funds of said Wea, Peoria, Kaskaskia, and 
Piankeshaw Indians, a sum sufficient to warrant and 
justify all said Miamies so entitled, and so electing, 
to unite with said Wea, Peoria, Kaskaskia, and Pi- 
ankeshaw Indians in drawing thereafter like annui- 
ties with said Wea, Peoria, Kaskaskia, and Pianke- 
shaw Indians, without prejudice to the rights and 
interests of said last-named Indians; and the re- 
mainder of such consolidated fund shall then be 
paid (under like direction) per capita to all those so 
entitled, and so electing to unite with said Wea, 
Peoria, Kaskaskia, and Piankesbaw Indians, to aid 
them in moving to and improving their new homes 
in the territory; and after their union with said 
confederated Wea, Peoria, Kaskaskia, and Pianke- 
shaw Indians, the united tribe shall be called the 
United Peorias and Miamies, and thereafter shall all 
draw equal and alike annuities, according to the 
provisions of said contract of the 15th of January, 
A. D. 1872, and such modifications as may be agreed 
to by said contracting parties, with the approval of 
said Secretary, as herein provided. : 


Mr. HARLAN. On page 5, section four, 
line twenty-seven of the amendment, after the 
word ‘*the,’’ I move to insert the words 
**third and.’’ 

The amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. BOREMAN. I desire to make an in- 
quiry in regard to this bill before a vote is 
taken. This is a substitute as I understand 
for the House bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is. 

Mr. BOREMAN., There has been a delega- 
tion of these Indians from Kansas here during 
the winter. They called upon me some time 
since and expressed great dissatisfaction at the 
provisions of the House bill, and J should like 
to understand in what particular this substi- 
tute differs from the House bill. They are 
here yet, and express a great deal of solicitude 
about this legislation. They said the bill 
passed by the House did them great injustice. 

Mr. POMEROY. lamina great hurry to 
take up bills from my committee, but I can 
answer the Senator ina moment. This is an 
entire substitute for the House bill. It is not, 
I suppose, entirely satisfactory to any party. 
It does not satisfy the settlers entirely, but it 
is acompromise. The Committee on Indian 
Affairs have had great patience; they have 
heard all parties; they have examined the 
subject for a month, and this is the best con- 
clusion they could arrive at after a long and 
patient hearing. I could amend the bill so 
that I think it would be better, but I will not 
move to amend it now, because it has got to go 
back to the House and it may be subject to 
amendment there. 

Mr. PRATT. I desire to inquire of the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
what number he understands is included in 
the Miamies west, the Kansas Miamies ? 
| Mr. HARLAN. The honorable Senator 
| from Kansas probably can tell. Not more 
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than two hundred, I think, or something like | properly entitled to annuities or lands under 


that 
Mr. CALDWELL. About one hundred. 


Mr. PRATT. Again I desire to learn how 
much of this seventy thousand acre reserve, 
mentioned in the treaty of 1854, remains unal- 
lotted. 

Mr. HARLAN. A little less than ten thou- 
sand acres. 

Mr. POMEROY. And the school section. 

Mr. PRATT. Imoveto amend the amend- 
ment to the amendment, on page 4, section | 
four, line seven, by inserting after the word 

‘Miamies’’ the words ‘‘including in said 
census those persons of Miami blood or de- 
scent for whom provision was made by the 
third section of the act of June 12, 1858.”’ 

Mr. HARLAN. I have no objection to 
that, if the honorable Senator will modify it 
by adding the words ‘‘if, in the opinion of the 
Secretary of the Interior, said Indians are 
entitled thereto under treaty stipulations.”’ 

r. PRATT. I have no objection to that 
modification. [had prepared another amend- 
ment in case this was not satisfactory to the 
committee, as follows: 
nine, after the word treaty, the w ords ** havi ing 
reference to the interpretation of that treaty, 
made by Congress in the third section of the 
act of June 12, 1858;’’ so that in taking | 
the census this provision in the law of 1858 | 
should be distinctly before the Secretary of 
the Interior. 

Mr. HARLAN. The modification I sug- | 
gest, however, will render it unnecessary to 
move that amendment. 

Mr. PRATT. Very well; 


tion to it. 


I have no objec 


Mr. POMEROY. This opens a question 
which has been a disputed one for a long 
time. 

Mr. HARLAN. Somebody has got to 


settle it. 

Mr. POMEROY. That is true, and I think 
the Department may as well settle it as any- 
body. 

Mr. PRATT. 
it better than we can here. 

Mr. POMEROY. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secre- 
tary will report the amendment to the amend- 
ment as modified. 


The Cuier CLerk. It is proposed to amend 


the amendment in section four, line seven, by | 


by inserting in line || 


The Department can settle | 


the treaty, notwithstanding that act; that the 
act itself was in violation of the treaty; but I 
am perfectly willing that the whole subject 
shall be examined by the head of the proper 
Department, and I think in fact he is the 
proper person to do it. 

Mr. PRATT. We are agreed as to that; 
but I beg leave to inquire of my friend if he 
refers to the opinion of Attorney General 
Speed made on the 26th of October, 1865, 
which I have here? This opinion of the 
Attorney General seems to sustain the act of 


1858. | 


Mr. HARLAN. 


An opinion has been ren- 


| dered since then; I am not sure by what Attor 








inserting after the word ‘* Miamies’’ the words 
‘including in said census those persons of 


Miami blood or descent for whom provision | 


was made by the third section of the act of 
June 12, 1858, if in the opinion of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior the said Indians are enti- 
tled thereto under treaty stipulations.”’ 

Mr. POMEROY. I will say in this connec: 
tion that I do not understand the relations of 
these different Miamies very well, and | never 
did. 
Miamies, and there has been a controversy 
bstween them. I do not know enough about 
the case to say whether the Indiana Miamies 
are or are not entitled. I only know that the 
Miamies of myState say that they are not, and 
they have contested ita long time. I am not 
able to decide the question. 

Mr. PRATT. 
1858, had this question before them. 1 find 
in the third section of the act of that date, to 
which reference is made in my amendment, 
the following provision : 

‘And said Secretary is also authorized and directed 


to cause to be located for such persons each two 
hundred acresof land out of the tract of seventy 


thousand acres reserved by the second article of the | 


treaty of June 5, 1854, to the Miamies, to be he!d by 
such persons by the same tenure as the locations of 
individua!s are held which hi: uve been made under 
the third article of said treaty.” 


Mr. POMEROY. 
Miamies complain about. 
Mr. HARLAN, 
able friend from Indiana that the Attorney 
General has ruled that these Indians were not 


There are Indiana Miamies and Kansas | 


It seems that Congress, in | 


| 
That is the act the Kansas ] ' 
|| ered as in Committee of the Whole. 
I will state to my honor- | 





| ney General; 


I think as late as 1867 or 1868. 

Mr. POMEROY. - As we agree to leave the | 
matter to the Department, I do not think we 
need discuss it here. 

Mr. CALDWELL. There has been a great | 
deal of trouble in regard to this bill. We 
have had delegations here on both sides of this 
question. ‘The treaty of 1854 provided that if 
any Indians should be overlooked or excluded 
they should be entitled to be put on the list. 
In 1868 a list was made out of some Indians 
who were absent before, and the whole trouble 
has originated by the adding of that list. The 
Kansas Miamies, the western Miamies, alleged 
that a good many persons were put on the list 
who were not Miami Indians. Itis pretty hard 


° . | 
to tell now whether they are Miami Indians or || 


not. But Ll only wish to say that this bill does 
not entirely meet with my approbation; yet it 
is the best bill the committee could agree 
upon, and as the amendment of the Senator 
from Indiana now provides that the Secretary 
of the Interior shall decide whether these In- 
dians were Miamies and are entitled to the 
benefits of the bill or not, I am _ perfectly 
wiliing to let it pass in that shape. 1 desired 
to say thus much because I have been impor- 
tuned by both parties on this question, and I 
think this is probably the best thing we can do. 

The ameudment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The amendment, as amended, was adopted. 

The bill reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendment was concurred 


was 


in. The biil was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 


On motion of Mr. HARLAN the title of the 
bill was amended so as to read: ‘** An act pro- 
viding for the sale of the reserved lands of the 
Miami Indians, and for other purposes.’’ 

MRS 

Mr. HARLAN. 
bill No. 13 


The motion was agreed to; 


FANNY KELLY. 


I move to take up Senate 
and the Senate, 


consider the bill (S. No. 13) for the relief of 
Mrs. Fanny Kelly. It provides: for the pay- 
ment to Mrs. Fanny Kelly of $5,000 in full 
for property taken and detiawed by the Sioux 
Indians in the year 1864. This sum is to be 
taken from any money in the Treasury which 
is due or which may become due the Brulé, 
the Ogallalla, the Sans Arc, and the Minne- 
conjou bands of Sioux Indians, in proportion 
to the amount which may be due the several 
bands. 

I'he bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 





third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 
Mr. HARLAN. I move that the Senate 


take up for consideration Senate bill No. 944. 
The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S 
No. 944) to provide for the claims of the Pot- 

| tawatomie Indians residing in Michigan and 
Indiana was read the second time, and consid- 
It pro- 
vides for the payment of $152,602 96 to the 
bands of Pottawatomie Indians residing in 
Michigan and Indiana, that sum being the 


as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to | 
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amount of annuities due them to this 4, 
under treaties with them and with the Pott: 
watomie nation, as well as an amount equi ¥ 
to a capital that would yield annuities wiich 
are due them forever under existing treaties ; 
but these Indians, being recognized and de- 
clared citizens of the United States, are to 
| express their willingness to ace ept these sums 
in full of all demands or claims arising out of 
any and all treaties and agreements heretofore 
made with the nation and bands in which 
these bands have an interest. 
‘The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
| third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SALE OF COAL 


Mr. HARLAN. I 
take up Senate bill No. 536. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope the Senator will 
give way for the coal bill. ‘The Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. Tnurman] is not able to remain, 
and he has his amendments prepared. 

Mr. HARLAN. I have two more bills, but 
I will give way if there will be no debate on 
the coal bill. 


LANDS. 


move that the Senate 


Mr. POMEROY. Task that we take a vote 
on the coal bill, which has been up several 

| times. 
Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. I have no 


objection to the coal bill being taken up, but 
the Senator from South Carolina {| Mr. Ros- 
ERTSON] has asked to be present when that 
billis considered. If he were present | would 
not object to proceeding with it. 

Mr. THURMAN. 1 do not think he will 
object to it after he hears the amendments 
which have been prepared. Let him be sent 
for. 

Mr. CORBETT. 
Senator from South 
obj ction. 

Mr. SFEWART. We cannot keep every- 
body in the Senate all the time. 

There being uo objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. No. 522) to provide 
for the sale of the lands of the United States 
\| containing coal, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pend- 
ing amendment to this bill will be reported by 
the Secretary. 

The Cuier Clerk. An amendment was sub- 
mitted by the Senatorfrom Oregon [ Mr. Con- 
| pert] to strike out *‘ ten, ’’ in line thirteen, aud 
insert ‘* five ;’’ and that amendment the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. Rosertson ] 
moved to amend by striking out aud 
inserting ** twenty.’’ 

Mr. CORBELT. The Senator from South 
Carolina stated to me that if | would not press 
my amendment he would withdraw his. 

Mr. STEWART, (to Mr. Corserr.) With- 
draw yours and let it drop. 

Mr. CORBETT. The Senator from Nevada 
| is very anxious to pass the bill, and | withdraw 
my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ifthe amend- 
ment is withdrawn the amendment to the 
amendment falls. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Now, I 
think it nothing but fair that the Senator from 
South Carolina should be present. It is his 
amendment, and he will be herein a few mo- 
ments. I hope Senators will not press the bill 
until he comes in. 

Mr. STEWART. He can move his amend- 
ment afterward, when he comes in. Let us 
get through with the other amendments. 

Mr. DAVIS, of West Virginia. Very well. 

Mr. THURMAN. I move to amend the 
billin line five, section one, by inserting, after 
the word ‘‘any,’’ the word ‘‘ incorporated or 
unincorporated ;’’ so as to read : 


My impression is that the 
Carolina withdrew his 





ee 


uve , 





That any person above the age of twenty-one 
years who isacitizen of the United States, or who 





has declared his intention to become such, or any 
incorporated or unincorporated association of per- 
sons, &c, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. THURMAN. Now, I move to amend 
in tine six by inserting, after the word *‘ above,’ 
the words *‘and who shall have opened and 
improved any coal mine upon any vacant pab- 
lic lands of the United States, and expended in 
such opening and improvement not less than 
$1,000."’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. THURMAN. I move to amend by insert- 
ing in the seventh line, after the words *‘ land 
’ the words *‘and proof to him, and to 
be file d in his office, of the aforesaid fact.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. THURMAN. 
of the second section, including the words 
tion two,’’ down to the proviso, so that the 
yrovieo will be a proviso to the first section. 
lhe amendments made to the first section ren- 
der that portion of the second section which | 
propose to strike out entirely unnecessary. 

‘Tbe motion was agreed to. 

Mr. THURMAN. That will make section 
three of the bill become section two. I move 
to amend by striking out the word “‘two,’’ in 
the first of that section, and ‘inserting 
- "’ so as to read: 


offic © 


I move to strike out all 
** sec- 


line 
one; 
That all claims under section one of this act 
must be presented to the register of the proper land 
district, &c, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The former 
amendments making that amendment neces- 
eary, it will be considered as agreed to with- 
out obj ye ction. 

Mr. THURMAN. Section four will have 
to be changed to section three; and in the 
third line of that seetion I move to strike out 
the words ‘section two hereof’’ and insert 
‘this act;’’ so as to read, ‘‘ all persons claim- 
ing onder this act.’’ 

(he PRESIDING OFFICER. 
agreed toif there be no objection. 

Mr. THURMAN. In hne five I move to 
ee year’’ and insert ‘ three 
so as to read: 


This will be 


strike out one 
months 3”’ 
And all persons claiming under this act shall be 
required to prove their respective rights and pay for 
the jands filed upon within three months from the 
time prescribed for filing their respective claims. 
Mr. POMEROY. That is too short a time. 
Mr. THURMAN, No; it istoolong. They 
ought to pay at once 
Mr. POMEROY, “It takes 
get the money to Washington. 


Mr. THURMAN. Lhey do not pay at 
Washington, but to the local registry. 

Mr. POMEROY. That depends upon 
whether the land is surveyed or unsurveyed. 

Mr. HARLAN. 
mouths. 

Mr. THURMAN. It is a long credit. 
abolished the system of credits long ago. 
liowever, the Senators know better than 1 do 
about it; but how cau there be any entry till 
the land is surveyed? 

Mr. POMEROY, 
for special surveys. 
Mr. THURMAN, 
six mouths.’”’ 
the amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 


Mr. THURMAN. The next section will be 
the fourth instead of fifth, 
line of that section 1 move to insert, 
word * lands,’’ 
this act.’’ 

lhe PRESIDING OFFICER. That amend- 
ment has already been made. 

Mr. THURMAN, Very well, I have 
offered all the amendments I wish to present 
to the bill. 

Mr. COLE, 
finul section: 


Seo. —. That mothing im this act shall be con- 
strued to destroy or impair any rights which may 
have attached prior to its passage, or to authorize 


three 


Very well; I will say 


ia) 


atter the 
the words ‘* provided for in 


I offer this amendment as a 





months to | 


I think it ought to be six | 


We | 


There is a law providing | 


and in the second | 


the sale of 1ands valuable for mines of gold, silver, | 


or copper, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate asamend. 
ed, and the amendments were conourred in. 





| 


‘| 


| retary of War to pay the expenses incurred ian | 
| soppressing Indian hostilities in the Territory | 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a | 


third reading, read the third time, and passed. | 
SHAWNEE LANDS IN KANSAS. 
Mr. HARLAN, 
bill No. 536. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 


as in Committee 7 the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 536) to confirm sales 


I move to take up Senate 


of Shawnee indian lands in Kansas, under the | 


direction and with the approval of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
| 
amendment, 


ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
“MONTANA INDIAN WAR. 

Mr. HARLAN. 
bill No. 46. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 


I move to take up Senate 


as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to | 


conside the bill (S. No. 46) to enable the Sec- 


of Montana in the year 1867. 
The bill was reported from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs with amendments. 


Ihe first amendment was to insert at the | 


end of the first section the words ‘‘ or so much 
thereof as may be necessary;’’ so as to make 
the section read: 

That the Secretary of War is hereby directed to 
pay, forexpenses incurred insuppressing Indian hos- 
tilities in the Territory of Montana in the year 1867 to 


| the persons entitled thereto, the several amounts, as 


| reported upon by General James 


A. Hardie, under 
the provisions of section ten of an act entitled " An 
act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
ot the Government, and for other purposes, for the 
year ending June 30, 1870,” approved July 15, 4870; 
and for that purpose there is hereby a propriated, 
from any money in the Treasury of the United States 
not otherwise appropriated the sum of $518,343, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add the follow- 
ing section: 

Src. 2. The at the claim of Leander 8. Black, for 
the sum of $374 97 7, or so much there of as may be 
found just afte r ex: unin: ation under the direction of 
the Secretary of War, shall be paid as the other 
claims already reported on, and the amount neces- 
sary therefor is hereby appropriated. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Mr. 
is an old customer. 
this claim in regard to these Montana expenses. 

Mec. POMEROY. This claim was to go on 
the miscellaneous appropriation bill, 1 sup- 
posed, 

Mr. HARLAN. If the honorable Senator 
from West Virginia desires to debate the bill 
at any considerable length, I would pass it 
over and yield the floor to the chairman of the 


President, this claim 


Committee on Public Lands; but if he merely |! 


desires a few minutes’ time for explanation, I[ 
would prefer to have it acted on. 
Mr. BOREMAN. I want to know a little 


something about it, more than I know from | 


what appears here. 


Mr. HARLAN. Very well; then I will pass 
it over and yield the floor to ‘the chairman of 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


Tbe PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will | 


be passed over. 
LAND DISTRICT IN DAKOTA, 


Mr. POMEROY. The Committee on Pub- 


lie Lands report back House bill No. 2685, to | 


establish an additional land district in the Ter- 
ritory of Dakota, and I ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was consid- 
ered asin Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and paased. 


PKNSACOLA AND LOUISVIULE RAILROAD, 

Mr. POMEROY. My colleague on the 
committee from Florida has a bill that he de- 
sires to present at this time. 


Mr. OSBORN. The Committee on Public 


I have heard before of | 
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Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. No. 

1002) granting the right of way through the 
publie lands to the Pensacola and Louisville 
Railroad Company of Alabama, direct me to 
report it back with an amendment, and I ask 
that it be put on its passage now. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It grants the right of way 
through the public lands to the Pensacola: and 
Louisville Kailroad Company of Alabama, 
for the construction of a railroad, and the 
right to take from the public lands adjacent to 
the line of the road, material for the construc- 
tion of saidroad. The right of way is granted 
to the company to the extent of one hun- 
dred feet on each side of the road where it 

may pass through the publie lands; also the 
necessary lands for stations, buildings, depots, 
workshops, machine-shops, side-tracks, turn- 
tables, and water-stations, not to exceed forty 
acres in any one place. 

The bill was reported from the Committee 
on Public Lands with amendments. 

The first amendment of the committee was 
in section one, line seventeen, to strike out 
‘*six months’’ and insert ‘‘one year ;’’ and 
in line nineteen, to strike out ‘‘ one year”? 
and insert ‘‘ five years ;’’ so as to read: 

The acceptance of the provisions of this act by the 
said company, and a map of the location of the 
road, and the lands to be reserved for buildings and 
uses of said road, shall be filed with the Secretary of 
the Interior, within one year from the passage of 


this act; and the road shall be finished within five 
years from the passage of this act, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in line twenty- 
four, to insert ‘‘and,’’ after the word ‘‘ public,” 
and to make ‘‘State’’ read ‘‘ States,’’ and 
after that word, to strike out ‘‘ or with foreign 
ports ;’’ andin line twenty-five, to strike out 
the words ‘‘ over said road, and,’’ and insert 
‘* with;’’ so that the bill, commencing in live 
nineteen, will read: 


Said road shall be a post and military road, and 
shall have the power of making running conections 


| for the transportation of mails, military and nay! 
supplies, passengers, and freights of ali kinds, and 


the running of treight-cars, without the breaking of 
bulk, whenever the interests of the publie and of 
commerce between the States will be advanced 
thereby, with any other road which has heretols 
received, or may hereafter receive, aid from vhe 
United States for the construction thereof, on ta 
and equitable terms, and pro rata between the ro: —. 
in proportion tothe length of theseveral roads; and 
in theevent of adisagreement between the said road 
and any other road having so received aid trom the 
United States for the coustruction thereof, and con- 
necting with the said Pensacola and Louisville rail- 
road, then the Secretary of the Interior shall estab- 
lish such rates for the transportation of mails, freights 
and passengers, and running connections as are here- 
in provided for, and also establish such regulations 
as may be requisite for the enforcement of the pro- 
visions of this act. Congress shall, in its discretion, 
have the power to alter, amend, or repeal this act. 
Nothing in this act shall be so construed as to in- 
validate the claim of any actual preémption or 
homestead settlers, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. NORWOOD. I beg to inquire of the 
Senator from Florida whether there is any 
provision for paying for the land taken in this 
case, 

Mr. OSBORN. Nosuch provision has ever 
been made in any bill that [am aware of. It 


| is only to take what may be convenient to the 


road in the way of Government land, not 
private land. 

Mr. NORWOOD. 
ernment land then? 

Mr. OSBORN. That is all. 

Mr. NORWOOD. I beg pardon. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the amendments were concurred 
in. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed, 


It only applies to Gov- 


WATER FOR CHEYENNE. 


Mr. POMEROY. Tam instructed by the 
Committee on Public Lands to report back the 
bill (H. R. No. 2631) to withdraw from settle 
ment and sale a certain section of land in 


—_ 


as ee me 


—— = a 





he 





Wyoming Territory without amendment, and 
| ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill, which provides that section thirty, 
township fourteen north, range sixty-seven 
west, of the public lands in Laramie county, 
Wyoming Territory, be withdrawn from settle- 
mentand sale under existing laws, and reserved 
for the use of the city of Cheyenne, i in that 
county, for the purpose of enabling the proper 
authorities of that city to construct and main- 
tain on the land a reservoir of water for the 
sup ply of the city. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without | 


amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


SELMA, ROME, AND DALTON RAILROAD, 


Mr. POMEROY. I am instructed to report 
back from the Committee on Public Lands the 
pill (H. R. No. 2195) relating to certain lands 
in the State of Alabama without amendment, 
and | ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. It proposes to confirm all the lands 
heretofore certified to the State of Alabama by 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
for the benefit of the railroad from Selma to 
Gadsden, then known as the Alabama and Ten- 


nessee River railroad, under the act of Con- | 


gress entitled ‘‘An act granting public lands in | 


alternate sections to the State of Alabama to 
aid in the construction of certain railroads,’’ 
approved June 8, 1856, to the State of Ala- 
bama for the sole use and benefit of the Selma, 
Rome, and Dalton Railroad Company, the suc- 
cessors of the Alabama and T'ennessee Rail- 
road Company. ‘The right of way and use of 
a strip of land one hundred feet in width from 
the center and on each side of the railroad, 
as the same is now located and construct ted, 
upon and over any lands of the United States 
in the State of Alabama are also granted to 
the company. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


LAND OFFICE IN 
Mr. POMEROY. 


for—— 

Mr. PRATT. I wish to make some reports 
from the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. POMEROY. To put them on the Cal- 
endar? 

Mr. PRATT. 
on their passage. 

Mr. POMEROY. The Senator will have to 
excuse me if he wants to pass a bill. 

Mr. PRATT. I did not suppose there would 
be any objection inasmuch as they are House 
bills which have been carefully donee by 
the Senate committee. 

Mr. WINDOM. With the consent of the 
Senator from Kansas I move to take up House 
bill No. 1182, providing for an additional land 
office in Minnesota. I have a letter in my 
hand from the Commissioner 
Land Office recommending it. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (H. R. No. 1182) to ereate 
an additional land district in the State of 
Minnesota. It proposes to authorize the 
President of the United States to establish an 
additional land district in the State of Min- 
ee sota, embracing all that part of the present 

New Ulm land distriet lying north of the north 
line of township No. 110, and to fix, from time 
to time, the boundaries thereof, which shall 
be named after the place at which the office 
shall be first established; and the President 
is to have power to fix, from time to time, the 
location of the office for such district. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MINNESOTA, 


I move as a substitute 


I propose to have them put 








of the General | 











| the date of entry, and shall make 


| ease, he, 


| three of 


| and after the word ‘* fee,’’ in 
| to insert the 


| 


| ten, 


HOMESTEAD ENTRIES. 


Mr. POMEROY. I move that the Senate 


| proceed to the consideration of Senate bill No. 


450. This bill was prepared by the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office. It relates 
to making uniform the entries of land. 
have two systems now, homesteads and pre- 
emption, and the Commissioner in his annual 
report recommended that the two systems be 
consolidated into one. The Department of 
the Interior prepared this bill, and the com- 
mittee, after mature deliberation, have agreed 
to report it. I move that it be taken up. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 450) to secure home- 
steads to actual settlers on the publie domain. 

The Committee on Public Lands reported 
the bill with amendments. 

The first amendment was in section one, line 
after the word ‘‘thereof,’’ to insert 
‘fand the act entitled ‘An act for the disposal 
of the public lands for homestead actual set- 


|| tlementin the States of Alabama, Mississippi, 
| Louisiana, Arkansas, and Florida,’ approved 
| June 21, 


1866.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section three, 
line two, after the word * shall,’’ to strike out 
‘*make application ;’’ and in line four, after 
the words ‘' land oflfice,’’ to insert ‘* make 
application.’’ 

Mr. POMEROY. 
position. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 


That is a mere trans- 


The next amendment was in section three, 
to insert after the words ‘‘ United States,’’ in 
line eighteen, the words ‘‘or having made 
such claim has been unable to pertect the 
same, through no default on his or her part.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. POMEROY. Two words should be 
inserted in the twenty-second line on page 3. 
Atter the word ‘‘upon,’’ I move to insert 
‘making and;’’ so asto read, ‘upon making 
and filing such affidavit.”’ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amend- 


| ment will be agreed to if there be no objec- 


tion. 

The next amendments of the Committee on 
Public Lands were in lines thirty-six and thirty 
seven of section two, to strike out the words 
‘‘and that they have borne true allegiance to 
the Government of the United States;’ in 
line thirty-eight, after the word ‘‘citizen,’’ to 
insert the words ‘‘ or citizens;’’ in line thirty- 
nine, after the word ‘‘ as,’ 
words ‘‘in other cases’’ and insert the 
‘therein ;’’ so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, however, That no certificate shall be 
given or patent issued therefor until the expiration 
of five years from the date of such entry; and if, at 
the expiration of such time, or at any time within 
two years thereafter, any person makingsuch entry, 
or, ithe be dead, his widow, or in case 
his heirs or devisee, or, in case of the widow making 
such entry, her beirs or devisee, in case « f her death, 
shall prove by tio credible witnesses that he or she 
or they have resided upon and cultivated the same 
for the term of five years immediately suceeeding 
1 affidavit that no 
part of said land has been alienated; then, in such 
she, or they, if at that time a citizen or citi- 
zens of the United States, shali be entitled to a 
patent as herein provided by law. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The next amendments were line forty- 
section two, to strike out the word 
‘Sand,’’ at the commencement of the line, and 
insert the words ‘* under the certificate or,’’ 
the same line, 
words ‘‘under the patent;’’ so 
that the second proviso will read: 


And provided further, That in case of the death of 


both tather and mother, leaving an infant child or 
chi‘dren under twenty-one years of age, the right 
under the certificate or tee under the patent shall 


inure to the benefit of said infant child or children 
tothe exclusion of any other person or heirs, Xe. 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The next amendment was in the proviso to 


|| section four, line eleven, to strike out, after 


We | 


to strike out the || 
word 
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| 


| insert the word ** four;’’ 








| een] seventeen, line eight, 


of her death, || 


| mony,’ 
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the word ‘within,’ and 


‘a two 9? 
so as to read: 

That all contests based on alleged prior se ttlement 
shall be initiated within four months from the date 
of entry of either of the claimants. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


the word 


The next amendments were in section five, 
line one, after the word “land’’ to insert the 
words ‘‘at the date of this act;’’ in line four, 
to insert after the word ‘‘ mineral’? the words 
‘‘eoal or saline;’’ to strike out the words 


‘* lying contiguous to,’’ in the same line, and 
insert the words ‘‘and adjoining ;’’ so that 


the section will read: 

That any person owning and residing on 
land at the date of this act may enter, under the pro- 
visions of thisact, other unappropriated public lands 
of the United States not mineral, coal, or s: aline, and 
adjoining his or her land, and which shall not in the 
aggregate exceed, together with the land so already 
owned and occupied, one hundred and sixty acres of 


minimum, or ® proportionate quantity of double 
minimum land. 


The amendments were agreed to. 


Src. 


The next amendment was in section seven, 
line two, to strike out after the word ** shall ”’ 
the words ‘‘inany event become 
sert the word ‘' be ;”? 
read: 

Sec. 7. That no lands aequired under the pro- 
visions of this act shall be liable to the satisfaction 


of any debt or debts contracted prior to the issuing 
of the certificate therefor. 


are and Lo 1In- 
soas to make the section 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out the 
thirteenth section, in the following words : 


Sec. 13. That any officer, soldier, or sailor, wh« 
in the actual military or nuval service of the United 
States during the rebellion, and honorably dis- 
charged therefrom, shall, upon presenting preof of 
such service, be allowed the time said officer, sol- 
dier, or 8: ailor was so in the service as a part of the 
five years’ settlement and cultivation required by 
this act: Provided, however, That sueh person shall 
prove not less than two years’ actual settlement and 
cultivation by him on the land settled upon. 


The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. POMEROY. There ought to be some 
words added to the twelfth section: ‘‘ at the 
risk and expense of the applicant.’’ It allows 
the applicant to send his fees to the office by 
mail and at his own risk. There has been 
some question whether the Government may 
not be held for those fees. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. POMEROY. In the fourteenth section, 
at the suggestion of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, after the word * testi- 
in the ninth line, | move to insert ** and 
official papers ;’’ and in the same line, after the 
word ** taken,’’ to insert ‘‘and preserved.’ It 
relates to the official papers which the officers 
take and preserve to secure any person in the 
itle to his preémption. 

The amendments were agreed to. 


>was 


The next amendment was in section [eight- 
to insert after 
the words *‘ and that no valid 


the 
word ** premises’’ 


| adverse claim existed at the date of his oceu- 


| twenty-one years, 


\| 
| 


pancy;’’ so that the section wiil read: 

Seo. [18] 17. That any person above the age of 
and who is acitizen of the United 
States, or who may have declared his intention to 
become such, sha!l be entitled to enter, by purchase 
with cash only, a traet of land not exceeding forty 
acres, as a site for mechanical, commercial, or man- 
ufacturing purposes, upon proot satistactory to the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office that he is 
in the actual possession of euch premises, and that 
no valid adverse claim existed at the date of his 
oceupancy, and has occupied and beld possession of 
the same for such purposes, for his own use and ben- 
efit, for a period of not less than one year, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CASSERL \ I sugges tto the chairm: an 
of th e committee that the presentsection seven- 


teen in the bill as réported from the committee 
is an nota on the land system of the 
United States. Ido not remember having seen 
it until to-day. Doubtless it was in commirtee 
more than once when I was present; yet I do 


not remember it. I ask him whether he is 
quite clear as to the propriety of that change? 

Mr. POMEROY, Does the Senator mean 
section seventeen in brackets? 





| 
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Mr. CASSERLY. No; the seventeenth 
ection without the brackets. 

Mr. POMEROY, That was discussed con- 
iderably in committee, and my own opinion 
was that wehad better dispense withthe whole 
section. It relates to parties preémpting for 
mechanical, manufacturing, or commercial! 
purposes, 
it My opinion was that the committee had 
better strike out the section, but I was not 
authorized by the committee to so report. 
If the Senator from California desires me to 
do so, | will move to strike out the section 
entirely, 

Mr. CASSERLY. I suggest that. 

Mr. POMEROY. I move, then, to strike out 
the seventeenth section, not the section in 
brackets, but the seventeenth section as it now 
stands, the eighteenth section of the House 
bill. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I ask the attention of 
the chairman to the following section, which 
seems to me to be simply a reénactment of 


the law as it has heretofore been, at least since | 


the system of land grants to railroads was 
commenced, 

Mr. POMEROY. I ought to say that this 
is nearly all a reénactment of existing law. 
It is to consolidate the existing laws into one 
act. 

Mr. CASSERLY. That is true; but does 
the Senator regard it as necessary to reénact 
section eighteen fixing the lands remaining to 
the United States within the limits of railroad 
grants at double the minimum price? 

Mr. POMEROY. Ido not, except for the 
fact that there are one or two grants in which 
this provision has been omitted. We gen- 
erally put it in, but my attention was called 
at the Department to one or two grants where 
it was omitted, and it was thought best to put 
it into this act, so that it should apply to all 
grants. 

Mr. CASSERLY. My own impression has 
been for some time, ever since | came to be- 
stow much thought upon the subject, that the 
double minimum price isa mistaken policy, 
whether with regard to the interest of the 
Government or of the settlers or of the rail- 
roads. The vital point te the Government of 
the United States is that its lands shall be 
settled as rapidly as possible. 

Mr. POMEROY. 
lands get taken first; that is the experience. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Suppose they are, it 
insures @ more rapid settlement of those lands 
in the first place, and in the next place, when 
those lands are settled, it will follow asa neces- 
sary consequence that the adjoining lands will 
be settled, 

Mr. POMEROY. The adjoining lands be- 
long to corporations generally. 

Mr. CASSERKLY. | mean the adjoining 
lands of the United States, those nearest that 
belonging to the United States will then be set- 
tled. The railroad will gain by every settle- 
mentthat is made. Every settlement that is 
made makes that much more business. It 
seems to me that in any point of view, whether 
general or particular, whether you speak of the 
true interest of the Government, or the inter- 
est of the settler, or the interest of the railroad 
company, it is very doubtful whether the prac- 
tice of doubling the price of the lands remain- 


ing in the United States within the limits of a | 


railroad graut should be adhered to. 1 would 
be very glad to have some consideration of the 
question. 

Mr. POMEROY. As this does not change 
the existing law, I would not undertake to 
repeal the acts now in operation. I do not 
care particularly to have the section in this 
bill, because it does not affect the state of the 
case as provided by law now. ‘This reénacts 
a provision which has been in nearly all our 
land grant bills. If the Senator desires to 
have it out of this bill, I have no objection ; 
but the Department thought it ought to be in 





The committee did not act upon | 


These double minimum | 
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this bill in harmony with the laws on the sub- 
ject. 

Mr. CASSERLY. It is, of course, desir- 
able to have the whole law on the subject, 
especially one as important as the subject of 
the public lands, in one act. Therefore, my 
objection is not to having such a section in the 
bill, I call the attention of the chairman, 
whose long and varied experience on this sub- 
ject we all know, to the question that I pre- 
sented, and that is the only question I desire 
now to raise, whether the time has not come 
to abandon what | regard as a false policy of 
doubling the prices of lands remaining to the 
United States within the limits of railroad 
grants. 

Mr. POMEROY. If it was a new question 
it would be open to grave doubt, in my opin- 
ion, but it has been the practice of the Gov- 
ernment since 1856; it adheres to all our 
grants, and I do not think it advisable now in 
this act to make any change. If the section 


| was stricken out this bill it would make no 
| difference, and I should not think it advisable 
| in this act to repeal the laws on this subject, 
| because some of them have been partially 


administered upon; some settlers have taken 
the land at the double price, and if you repeal 
the law there will be others alongside of them 
who would get land at $1 25 an acre. It 
would work injustice and cause dissatisfaction, 
I think. to repeal it at thistime. I do not 
think we had better do it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. If the present system 1s 
to be adhered to, or if it is to be changed in 
respect to the price of the sections now under 
discussion, this section should remain in the 
law. <As I said, it is desirable to have the 
entire body of statutory evactments in regard 
to the public lands of the country in one act; 
but I suggest to the Senator trom Kansas 
whether the fact that we commenced wrong 
about this (which he seems to admit) is a 
reason for continuing to be wrong, and whether 
it is not rather a reason for correcting the 
error originally committed. The Senator says 
that if we could reduce the prices of lands 
within the limits of railroad grants to $1 25 an 
acre, the result would follow that one man 
would have paid $2 50 for his land, when his 
neighbor upon the next quarter section of 
United States lands would get them for $1 25 
per acre. The Senator nods assent; in other 
words, that is his position; I ask him whether 
that, in his judgment, is a serious reason 
against the change? ‘That is something which 
occurs in the daily transactions of men in re- 
gard to lands. It is a thing of frequent occur- 
rence that one man will succeed in making a 
better bargain for his lands in the same neigh- 
borhood than another, although there will be 
no substantial difference in the quality of the 
lands. I do not see that any injury will be 
done to any one, and least of all to the pur- 
chaser who has already bought at $2 50, if 
we shall allow the man who comes next to him 
and buys the nearest quarter section of United 
States lands to purchase at $1 25 an acre. 

l regard this as a very important subject, 


| so important that unless there is substantial 


unanimity of opinion in the Senate about it 
nowy. | am not disposed to press it to a vote; 
but | wish the Senate to keep this in mind, that 


| the theory of our land system from the begin- 


ning has been that the true interest of the Gov- 
ernment was in having the land settled with 
all reasonable dispatch ; thatthe growth of the 
country has been owing to our adherence to 
that system. Wherever we have departed 
from it, we have done so, I think, tothe injury 
of the country. One dollar and twenty-five 
cents an acre was fixed upon after full con- 
sideration, and has been adhered to as the 
minimum price of Government land ; that is 
to say, as the price at which the Government 
could afford to dispose of its lands to actual 
settlers. 

I am not certain thatit would not have been 
a better policy from the beginning for the Gov- 
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ernment to have given these lands gratuitously 
to actual settlers; in other words, to have 
applied from the beginning the same principle 
which the Government finally and wise] 
adopted in regard to one class of settlers, 
namely, homestead settlers. I believe the gen- 
eral concurrence of opinion is that the home- 
stead system has worked well. So far as there 
has been any tendency to change in our sys- 
tem it has been in that direction. 

The principle of doubling the price of the 
Government lands remaining within the limits 
of railroad grants arose from the idea that in 
that way the Government would really suffer 
nothing by the grant to the railroads, that it 
would make up by the sale of several quarter 
sections at the double price all that it could 
have lost by giving away to the railroad the 
railroad sections within the same limit. But, 
sir, | submit that that is not a very substantial 
idea, nor is it one that will bear examination, 

Mr. POMEROY. I will take this subject 
up in committee with the Senator ; it wants to 
be considered very carefully before we change 
our whole system. I will spend all the time 
possible with the Senator in committee if he 
desires. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
does not understand the Senator from Califor- 
nia to have made any motion. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I have not. I have 
merely called the atten‘ion of the Senate toa 
subject that | propose, if after more considera- 
tion [ shall not change my mind, to bring to its 
notice, perhaps more distinctly, at some future 
time. I refrain now from pressing it fora vote, 
because the day is appropriated to such bills 
as are likely to pass without any very serious 
discussion. If the Senate were substantially 
agreed with me in the view that I have pre- 
sented, somewhat casually and hastily, then 
of course I should ask for an amendment to 
the section now before me to reduce the price 
of these lands remaining in the United States 
within the railroad limits to $1 25 an acre. 
Under the circumstances, however, I refrain 
from doing that, but 1 hope that in the Public 
Lands Committee we shall be able to con- 
sider that subject at an early day. 

Mr. SEEWART. I wish to make a sug- 
gestion on that matter. The raising of the 
lands to double the minimum price has beena 
great advantage to settlers. That has kept 
scrip out. It is true, it has made railroad 
grants unpopular, because the scrip men can- 
not get the even sections; but it has kept the 
scrip men out from the railroad limits. The 
scrip has never been extended to double min- 
imum lands, and there is no proposition of 
that kind before Congress; but I see several 
bills now to issue land warrants to soldiers, 
and other biils to make homestead rights as- 
signable. I am afraid of propositions for 
warrants. My friend from Vermont [ Mr. Mor- 
RELL] has a bill for another batch of warrants. 

Mr. POMEROY. He has withdrawn that. 
That subject is not immediately before the 
Senate. 

Mr. STEWART. I know; but I simply 
say these doubie minimum lands have thus far 
furnished a place for the settler to go, and 
keep the land free from scrip. 

Mr. CASSERLY. I wish to saya few words 
in regard to tHe suggestion of the Senator 
from Nevada. I am glad he has made it, be- 
cause that does not present the slightest dilfi- 
culty in the way of the view I have been sug- 
gesting. Of course, in reducing these lands 
to $1 25 an acre, the object would be not to 
permit scrip to be located on them, and all 
that is necessary is to reserve the lands so 
redueed in price to settlement under tbe home- 
stead and preémption laws, and only those. 
The same equities, the same rights that have 
thus far reserved these lands as against scrip 
and warrants, would of course operate, and 
should operate by law to reserve them if they 
should be put back again to the minimum 
price. 
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Mr. STEWART. I only suggested that as 
a matter to be considered. - | it goas the two Senators from Oregon had || evant to show how California and other States 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair || arranged the amendment. It relates to the || have manipulated their swamp and overflowed 
would remark that there is no immediate || agricultural college land in that State. || lands, their school lands, their five hundred 
question before the Senate. 
| 


Mr. STEWARL. 1 have only made a sug- 
Mr. STEWART. This is rather an import- 


gestion. In Nevada, in 1866, I had all the 
ant question whether scrip should get inside || lands granted to her reduced to one class, the 
these grants, and I wanted to call the-atten- || five hundred thousand acre grant, &c., and 
tion of the chairman to the benefit which the || provided for all the lands being sold to actual 
double minimum had been. I have no objec- |} settlers, and it has saved the State from being 
tion to reducing the price, but we should be || overrun. I resisted the scheme for swamp 
careful about it. 


and overflowed lands, and would not let any 
Mr. CASSERLY. I try to guard these || such bill be passed, although plenty of petitions 
oints carefully in committee, as a rule. came here for it. ‘These restrictions have 
‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- || been beneficial there, and I believe they will 
ed, and the amendments were concurred in. || be in Oregon; butif the Senators from Oregon 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a || wish to have these lands taken in large bodies 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. || | will not inte rpose. 
Mr. CORBETT. I think there is no objec- 
tion to this amendment if my colleague will 
hear itread. It is, that sales shall be made to 
actual settlers 


Mr. KELLY. 








2 — : 
Mr. POMEROY. I think we had better let || Mr. STEWART. It would be perfectly rel- 


thousand acres for internal improvements, 
'and to show now they have shingled their 
| States with warrants and scrip, and to show the 
| difference between the administration there 

and the administration in Washington. If 
you sell this land to the highest bidder, and 
| issue scrip in Oregon, it will be bought by 
speculators and located in your best valieys to 
| the exclusion of settlers. That is what will 
be done there. ; 

After the bill was passed in California, a 
few men got hold of a lot of the scrip, and 
in Amador county they made an attempi to 
locate fifty thousand acres of woodland, which 
would have cut off the entire timber from the 
miners there. The public got hold of it; the 

outrage became so apparent that it was stopped 
| soon after the attempt was made. More than 


OREGON AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE LANDS. 


Mr. POMEROY. The Committee on Public | 
Lands reported a Senate bill, No. 585, and the 
House have sent over an exact copy, but the 


number is 1297. 1 report now the’ House bill 
in place of Senate bill 585. They sre both 
alike, and are merely to extend the time for 
selecting agricultural college lands in Oregon. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 





oppose this amendment. I think that where 
lands are donated to a State for the purpose of 
an agricultural college, they ought to be sold 
tor the highest amount that can be got for them, 
at public auction if necessary, or if not, by 


I will state the reason why I | 


| twenty telegrams came here to the Depart- 
| ment, and some came to me from men mining 


in Amador county, in California, because of 
the attempt to use scrip in that way. 

| voted for the bill that allowed California 
to locate hers, because I had faith in the re- 


Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 1297) amendatory of 
an act entitled *‘An act donating public lands || 
to the several States and Territories which may | 
provide colleges for the benefit of agricultural 
and mechani aris,’’ passed July 2, 1862, and 
acts amend: ory thereto. ‘he bill provides 
bs that the land. granted to the State of Oregon, 
i forthe estab shment of an agricultural college, 


some provision of law, and the State of Oregon | 
has passed a law on the subject, and it seems 
to me that we might trust to that State to dis- 
pose of these lands for the benefit of the peo- 
ple and for the benefit of the college. 
1 am willing to trust the Oregon Legisla- | 
ture for that, and I was willing to trust the 
price of the lands to the same body. My col- 
ay ee eae ace || league and I differed as to the limit of price, 
by act of C ngress of July 2, 1862, and acts || } 4 finally we agreed upon an amendment | 
amendatory thereto, may be selected by that | leaving open the amount to be sold to any 
* tar qtecnnheg J lands within the State subject person who would bid for it, it mattered not | 
to homestead or preémption entry under the 


gents of that university. They told me they 
would not allow it to be abused; they would 
not allow it to be sold so that it should go into 
the hands of speculators. When these cam- 
plaints were made I telegraphed myself, and 
they remedied the evil. | think they in- 
tended to carry out the law in good faith, but 
| even they had a good deal of trouble, and are 
having trouble now in guarding it against fall- 
ing into the hands of speculators and becom- 
ing a curse to the State. 

‘There is great danger when these lands are 








a rth 


res 


ra 


i at SRA: 


(i aa 


as double the quantity toward satisfying the 
grant. Any such selections already made by 
the State, and the lists duly filed in the proper 
district land office, are confirmed, except so 


furas they may conflict with any adverse legal || 


right existing at the passage of the act. 

Mr. CORBETT. 1 move the following 
amendment: 

Provided, That such lands shall not be sold by said 


State for less than $2 50 per acre, and where settle- 
ment is made upon the same, preference in all cases 
shall be given to said actual settlers at the price for 
which said lands may be offered. 

Mr. STEWART. I would suggest to the 
Senator from Oregon that he had better put 
in a limitation that they shall be sold only to 


settlers, and shall not be sold to one man, and 


have him locate the whole of that scrip in ove | 


place. You had better limit that. 


1 merely 
make the suggestion. 


You will find the peo- 


ple of Oregon will be better pleased with it. | 
Mr. CORBETT. I have no objection to that || 


suggestion. 1| think itis very wise and proper. 
Let the amendment be read as modified. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


said State for less than $2 50 an acre, and to actual 
Settlers only. 

Mr. STEWART. That in Nevada 
worked well; they have begun it thereto some 
extent. 


Mr. POMEROY. 


Senators from Oregon have none. 

Mr. STEWART. No doubt it will do Ore- 
gon good. 

Mr. KELLY. My colleague and myself 
had agreed upon an amendment. I am really 
opposed to any amendment of the bill, because 
I think the State is quite capable of regulat- 
ing its own affairs. We certainly might trust 
something to a sovereign State. ‘This grant 


was made in 1802 to Oregon the same as to 
other States. 








_ || agricultural college land grant. 
Provided, That such lands shall not be sold by || 


has | 


It is a restriction not in | 
the original act, but I have no objection if the | 


ws : : || what amount; that is, provided the State 
laws of the United States; and in any case | 


where land is selected by the State, the price | 
of which is fixed by law ut the double minimum || 
of $2 50 per acre, such land shall be counted | 


thinks proper to dispose of the lands in that 
way. Why the Senator from Nevada should 
interfere | do not know. It seems to me the 
Oregon Legislature know quite as much as 
either of us or the Senator from Nevada about 
the proper disposition of these lands. Why 
not, as you have done with all other States, 
let that State dispose of them as she sees fit ? 
1 am willing, as | said, to yield to the amend- 
ment as my colleague and myself agreed upon 
it before the suggestion of the Senator from 
Nevada 

Mr. POMEROY. Let us take the vote. 

Mr. STEWART. You cannot take the vote 
now. Ido not understand that I have nota 
right to make a suggestion in regard to public 
lands. I undertake to that the States 
which have had the administration of this fund 
have all failed to administer it, Oregon in- 
cluded. California has made a botch of it 
from beginning to end. 

Mr. CASSERLY. ‘The Senator undoubt- 
edly knows a great deal more than | do on all 
conceivable subjects bat one, and I do not 
know but that on that he knows more than | 
do, and yet I do not think he does; that is, 
what the State of California has done with ber 
She has a 
university to show for it that we hope, with the 
consent of the Senator from Nevada, may yet 
be something of which any American citizen 
may be proud, 

Mr. SEEWART. I happen to know more 
about what California has done with her land 
than the Senator—— 

Mr. CASSERLY. 

Mr. SEEWART. 


Say 


That is what I said. 
I lived in California ten 


|| years and know something about it, and | have 


the floor now, and | undertake to say that I 


have a right to protest against the sale of lands || 


in large quantities either in Oregon or Cali- 
fornia or anywhere else. I might call atten- 
tion in this connection, but Ido not do it as 
the swamp and overflowed land bill is not up, 
to the condition of the swamp and overflowed 


| land grants. 


Mr. POMEROY. 


| that 


sold in large quantities in Oregon, or any- 
where else, of their falling into the hands of 
speculators. 

1 do not care to consume time on this matter, 
but if my right to speak on it is questioned, I 


| shall occupy it and discuss the subject in full. 


Mr. CASSERLY. I do not question the 


| right of the Senator from Nevada to speak on 
| this subject or any other, for | have been in 


the Senate with him now since the 4th of 
March, 1869, and I well know how futile an 
attempt that would be on my part, even if I 
were disposed to make such an attempt. I 
questioned, simply, the right of the Senator 
without any foundation to arraign the State 
of California for maladministration of the 
agricultural college lands. 

Mr. STEWART. No, I did notdo that at all. 

Mr. CASSERLY. ‘Then | am happy to be 
corrected. 

Mr. STEWART. The public lands which 
she received, many of them, were squandered. 
You cannot take up a paper that you do not 
see complaint of it. 

Mr. CASSERLY. 
mistaken. 

Mr. STEWART. What I said was—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from California yield to the Senator 
from Nevada? 

Mr. CASSERLY. I will not be like the 
Senator from Nevada, and say ‘'1 have the 
floor,’’ and shut him off. I yield. 

Mr. STEWART. The remark I made was 
general with regard to the public lands. | 
made the statement with regard to the scrip 
was issued. We allowed California to 
take it in that way, and the regents of the 
university told me the year betore that if | 
would make no opposition it should not be 
located in large quantities. An attempt was 
inade to locate it in a way to ruin two or three 


The Senator is certainly 


! eounties; but I understand that when it came 


to the knowledge of the regents, they remedied 
the evil and stopped the thing. 
Mr. POMEROY. I understand that the 
two Senators now agree on an amendment— 
Mr. CASSERLY. 


Now, why an exception is to be Wait until that comes up. || 


No; the two Senators 
That is not relevant. 


| Mr. CASSERLY. 


made—— 


|| are not agreed. 
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Mr, POMEROY, I mean the two Senators 
from Oregon are agreed on an amendment, 

Mr. CASSERLY, 
with what | was saying when | was interrupted. 

| understand now that the Senator from 
Nevada was not aassailing the administration 
by the State of California of her agricultural 
college lands, | am very glad to hear that, for 
it struck me as @ Most unmerited accusation 
on bis part, as | understood it. The State of 
California reeeived a grant direct of the thirty 
thousand acres for each Senator and Kepre- 
sentative in the usual form of such grants by 
Congress. , The State made the very best dis- 
posiion conceivable of those lands. She do- 
nated them to her State university. The board 
of trastees of that university was made up of 
the very beat men in the State that could be 
selected for the purpose, men chosen for the 
most part with special reference to their quali- 
fications to administer such a trust. 
true, as the Senator from Nevada has stated, 
that some person sought to abuse the bounty 
of Congress and alse the act of Congress passed 
since | came into the Senate which I had the 
honor, as | deemed jt, of aiding to pass here, 
that is one of those evils inseparable from all 
human affairs in government, The fact, on the 
statement of the Senator from Nevada, that 
the trustees of the board proceeded at once to 


If it be | 


rectify the attempted abuse which he alleges, | 


proves what I gay. It does not, therefore, fall 


within the limits of accurate statement for any | 
Senator to accuse the State of California of | 


mwaladministration of her agricultural college 
lands, 

‘That was all I rose to say in the beginning, 
and all | desire to say now, Whenever the 
question as to the swamp and overflowed lands 
comes fairly before the Senate, I think it will 
not be difficult to show that the real pith of 
that whole contest is whether the railroad 
companies on our coast shall be permitted to 
wallow up all those swamp and overflowed 
‘ands under the very thin disguise of an inor- 
dipate zeal for the interest of the settler. 

Mr. SVEWART. I think it will turn out 
right the other way. I think it will turn out 
that there is an organization of a large num- 
ber of men there, and that they howl about 
railroads for the purpose of stealing a large 
portion of that best lands of that State. 

Mr. CORBETT, The object of this bill is 


to give to our State about ninety thousand | 


acres of land, and I do not wish those lands 
to be sold for less than $2 50 an acre. The 
provision of the bill is that the State may 
select double minimum lands. Therefore I 
do nat wish the fund to be decreased. I 
would rather fix the limit at a higher price, 
but l am willing to fix it at $2 50 asa mini- 
mum, and leave it to the State to determine 
whether they will sell them for a higher price 
than that, and require that where settlement 
is made preference shall be given to actual 
settlers. I hope the amendment which I have 
drawn up as a compromise between my col- 
league and myself will be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Secre- 
tary will read the amendment as it now stands. 

the Chief Clerk read the amendment, as 
follows: 

Provided, That such lands shall not be sold by 
said State tor less than $2 50 per acre, and where 
settlement is made upon the same, preference in all 


cases shall be given to actual settlers at the price 
for which said lands may be offered. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported tothe Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendment was concurred in. It 
was ordered that the amendment be engrossed 
and the bill read a third time. The bill was 
read the third time, and passed. 


LAND TITLES IN IOWA, 
Mr. POMEROY. I now move that the 


Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate 
bill No. 986, 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 











I should like to proceed 


|| of this act as the original homestead or pre- 


| ing been erroneously certified or patented on 


| cessor or assigns, or, in case of his death, to 
| his heirs. 


| ments as reported by the board, estimating 


| States subject to sale at private entry or re- 


consider the bill (S. No. 986) to settle land | 


titles in the State of lowa. 
The preamble recites that in the adjustment 


| 


of the several grants of land made to the State || 


of Iowa, and to corporations existing under 
the laws of that State, to aid in the construe- 
tion of railroads, the improvement of rivers, 
aud for other public purposes, lands have been 
certified to the State and to thase corporations, 
on which settlements aud valuable improve- 
ments had been made in good faith by home- 
stead and preémption settlers, in eonformity 
with the requirements of the homestead and 
s aleaiian tae of the United States, with the 
concurrence and sanction of the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office and subordinate 
officers in the respective districts; on which 
the settlers still reside, or from which they 
have been ejected by legai process in favor of 
any one of the corporations. 

‘The bill therefore proposes to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior and the Governor of 
the State of lowa to appoint and constitute a 
board of commissioners, consisting of three 
discreet persons, one of whom is to be appointed 
by the Secretary and one by the Governor, 
aud the third by the Secretary and Governor 
jointly, to examine each and all of the claims 
of the settlers. The board is to hold its ses- 
sions in the city of Des Moines, in the State 
of Lowa, of which due notice is to be given, 
and is to have authority to administer oaths 
by its chairman, and to take testimony. 

The board is to ascertain when each of the 
homestead entries were made and the pre- 
emption settlements were commenced, whether 
the proémption and homestead settlers com- 
plied or offered to comply in good faith with 
the requirements of law, and the value of such 
improvements, and whether the lands thus 
settied upon were erroneously ¢ertified or 
patented to the State of Iowa or to any of the 
corporations, and report their finding to the 
Secretary of the Interior; but the purchaser 
and subsequent occupant of any such improve- 
ment of a bona fide settler under the laws is 
to bave the same rights under the provisions 


emption settler, 
In each case reported by the board as havy- 


which settlement and improvement has been 
made in good faith as provided by the home- 
stead and preémption Sate the Secretary of 
the Interior is, if approved by him, to cause a 
patent to be issued to the settler or his suc- 


In each case reported by the board as hav- 
ing been legally certified, the Secretary is to 
cause land scrip to issue to the settler, or his 
heirs or assigns, for the value of his improve- 


the scrip at $1 25 per acre, which scrip may 
be located on any public lands of the United 


ceived in payment for preémption entries, at 
the minimum price, or on double minimum 
lands at the rate of two acres of scrip for one 
acre of land, The Secretary is also to cause 
the money which such settler may have paid 
to the United States in such entry to be re- 
funded to him. 

The commissioners are to be entitled to 
receive compensation at the rate of eight dol- 
lars per day and their necessary expenses for 
peo rent, light, fuel, stationery, and clerk 

ire, 

The Committee on Public Lands reported 
the bill with amendments. The first amend- 
ment was in section one, line nine, after the 
word ‘* settlers,’’ to insert ‘* that may be filed 
with them;’’ in line twelve, after the word 
‘* given, ’’ to insert ** by publication ;’’ and at 
the end of the section, to insert ‘‘ and to pre- 
scribe rules and regulations for the transac- 
tionof the business before them ;’’ so that the 
section will read: 


That the Secretary of the Interior and the Gov-. 





—s 


ernor of the State of Iowa be, and they are hereby 
authorized to appoint and constitute a board of' 
commissioners, consisting of three discreet persons 
one of whom shall be appointed by said Secretary 
and one by the said Governor, and the third by the 
said Secretary and Governor jointly, to exawine 


| each and all of said claimsof said settlers that may 
| be filed with them; thatsaid board shall hold its ses- 
| sions in the city of Des Moines, in the State of Iowa, 








of which due notice shall be given by publication 
and shall have authority to administer oaths by its 
chfiirman, and to take testimony, and to prescribe 
rules and regulations fer the transaction of the busi- 
ness before them, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in section two, 
line one, after the word ‘shall,’ to insert the 
words ‘‘ upon application.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to insert as an 
additional section the following: 


Sere. 5. That said commissioners shall ascertain 
the number of acres of land and the value thereof, 
exclusive of improvements, situated within the lim- 
its of the so-called Des Moines river grant, in the 
State of Iowa, and north of the mouth of the Rac- 
coon fork of said Des Moines river, held by settlers 
under the preémption or homestead laws of the 
United States, and which lands may, agreeably to 
the principles of the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States in the case of William B. Wells 
vs. Hannah Riley, be held by the Des Moines Navi- 
gation Company adversely to the said settlers, and 
on what terms the said Des Moines Navigation 
Company, or their assignees, will relinquish the 
same to the United States, and report the facts to 
Congress. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as 


| amended, and the amendments were concurred 
|in. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for 
|a third reading, read the third time, and 


passed. 
Mr. HITCHCOCK subsequently said: ! 


| desire to enter a motion to reconsider Senate 


bill No. 986, which was passed a short time 
ago, in regard to certain land titles in the 
State of Iowa, 

Mr. HARLAN, I understand that the hon- 
orable Senator desires to move an amendment 


| so as to exclude his own State from its opera- 


tion. [I have no objection to that. 
that may be done by common consent. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is that the only 


I hope 


amendment that the Senator desires? 


Mr. HITCHCOCK, 
with that amendment. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 


I shall be satisfied 


| from Nebraska desires to reconsider the vote 


on the passage of Senate bill No. 986 so that 


_he can move an amendment to exempt his 
| own State from its operation. 
| from Iowa consents to it, and if there be no 
| objection that amendment will be regarded 


The Senator 


as agreed to, and the bill repassed with the 
amendment, and it is so ordered. 


GREAT SALT LAKE AND COLORADO RAILWAY, 


Mr. POMEROY. I now have two or three 
bills granting the right of way to certain rail- 
road companies. In the first place, I report 
back from the Committee on Public Lands 


| the bill (S. No. 737) to incorporate the Great 
| Salt Lake and Colorado River Railway Com- 


pany, and to grant to said company a right 
of way through the public lands of the United 


| States, and also report back the bill (H. R. 


No. 2199) to incorporate the Great Salt Lake 
and Colorado River Railway Company, and 
to grant to said company the right of way 
through the public lands of the United States. 
I move that the Senate bill be indefinitely 
postponed, and then I ask the Senate to take 
up the House bill and act upon it, because 
that will close the question and dispose of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Car- 
PENTER in the chair.) If there be no dissent 
the Senate bill will be indefinitely postponed 
and the House bill considered. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. No. 2199) 
to incorporate the Great Salt Lake and Colo- 
rado River Railway Company, and to grant to 
said company a right of way through the pub- 
lic lands of the United States. It proposes to 
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ate and erect Alexander R, Baldwin, W. 

P. ( C. Stebbins, John N. Goodwin, J. J, Chap- 
man, F. 8. Gilson, Albert Reichman, N. B. 
Bryant, James W. Simmons, Silas Wood, L. 
M. Reed, and such other persons as shall or 
may be associate d with them, and their sue 

censors, a body corporate and politic, in oul 
and in law, by the name, style, and title of the 
Great Salt Lake and C alorado River Railway 
Company, and granting to them the 


powers of such a corporation. ‘They are au- 


1 


usual || 


thorized and empowered to lay out, oe ate, con: | 


ict, furnish, mainte io, and enjoy a contin- i] 


yous railroad and telegraph line, with the 


appurtenances, beginning at or near Great 
Salt Lake City, Utah; thence by Utah lake, 


the Sevier and Rio Virgin rivers, to the head 
of navigation on the Colorado river; and 


thence to a point onthe boundary line between | 


the United Statesand Mexico, in the direction | 
of the head of the Gulf of California, by the 
most eligible route, to be determined by the | 


‘ompany. The capital stock of the company 
is to consist of one hundred and fifty thous aud 
shares of $100 eac *h. 

Mr. POMEROY. There'are one 
light amendments of the committee 
ight to be adopted, 
the Curzy CLerk, The first amendment is 
page 2, section one, line eighteen, after 
the word ** Utah,’’ to insert ‘Sor at a con- 


or two 


venient junction on the Utah Central, the 
Utah Pacific, or the Central Pacifie railroad.”’ 
Mr. CONKLING, 1 should like ta under- | 


tand this. If the billis to be amended, how 
is there any gain by taking up the House bill 
rather than the Senate bill? 

Mr, POMEROY, 
slight. They were sent over here by the House 
committee, but I will withdraw them if there 
is any objection. 

Mr. CONKLING. TI have 
about the amendment, but I understand that 
we took up the House bill, laying aside the 
Senate bill, at the Senator’s request, so that we 
should be able to act upon the subject finally. 
If the Senate amends it, that will send the bill 


which | 





The amendments are very | 


nothing to say | 


back to the House, and I do not see what is 


gained, 

~ Mr. POMEROY. There were two slight 
amendments which the committee ofthe House 
sent over to me stating that they intended to 
put them on there, but forgot to do it, and the 
House would concur the moment they came 
back there; but I do not care enough about 
them to press them if the Senator insists on 
his objection. 

Mr. CONKLING. I know nothing about it. 

Mr. POMEROY. Then let the amendments 
sent to us by the committee of the House be 
concurred in. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
objection, the amendments will be regarded as 
concurred in. 

Mr. STEWART. 
by striking out all after the enacting clause 
and inserting what I send to the Chair as a 
substitute. 

Mr. POMEROY. TI hope the Senator will 
not do that. That is another bill entirely. 

Mr. SCOTT. 
will give rise to considerable debate; and as 
I understand the order made makes the un- 
finished business of this afternoon the unfin- 
ished business of to-morrow, I ask the Sen 
ator from Kansas to permit me to make a 


motion to take up Senate bill No. 656, so that 


it may be the unfinished business for to-mor- 
row. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania asks the Senator from Kan- 
sas to yield to him to allow him to move to 
take up Senate bill No. 656. 

Mr. POMEROY. Let it be taken up by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr, BLAIR. I hope that will not be done. 
I desire the Senator from Pennsylvania to put 
that bill over until next week on account of 
the absence of the Senator from Delaware, 





If there be no | 


I move to amend the bill | 
|} Mr. 


Itis evident that that motion | 


| [Mr. Bayarp,] my colleague on the commit- 
tee. ‘T'o-morrow has been assigned for the 
consideration of the Army ap propriation bill, 
and I hope the Senator from Pennsylv: ania 
will cansent to pr ut his bill over until Mi ynd ay. 
Jt will lead to a very considerable discussion, 
but I think there is no dispositi 
| to discuss the question fairly, Iam sure there 
| will be no discussion beyond what 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Senator 
from Kansas yields, and the Senator from 
Pennsylvania makes a motion, the Chair will 


mn other than 


is proper. 


submit the motion to the Senate. The Sen 
ator from Missouri is appealing to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania to let it pass over until 


another day. 

Mr. COLE, I appeal to the Senator on 
another ground. ‘The Army appropriation bill 
is fixed for to-morrow, 
over as the unfinished business, it will neces- 
sarily put them in antagonism. 
shall not do that, 

Mr. SCOTT. As this bill was 
taken up by a vote of the Senate 
upon the table yesterday, when there was no 
opportunity for debate upon the subject, | 
deem it my duty at every op portunity to bring 
it betore the Senate, so that I may, if possible, 
secure its consideration. I feel the appeal 
made to me in regard to the absence of the 
Senator from Delaware, and it would afford 
me great pleasure personally to accommodate 
him, and I should be very glad to do so; but 
we all know the pressure of public business is 
such that any bill that is likely to encounter 

lengthy opposition in the other House ought 
to be acted on soon, and it is in the discharge 
of what | deem to be a publie duty, in conflict 
with that personal feeling which would induce 
me toaccommodate the Senator from Delaware, 
if possible, that I make the motion. I sub 
mit it to the sense of the Senate without fur- 
| ther debate, and hope we shall be able to get 
| a vote. 


| Mr, 


] hope we 


already 


POMEROY. If the Senator from 


and if this bill goes | 


and laid | 


\ 





Nevada insists upon his amendment, and the | 


reading of a bill relating to another subject 
altogether, I shall yield to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. STEWART, I do not insist on any 
such thing; but if | am to be put in a false 
position all the while, I shall have to make a 
statement. 

Mr. STOCKTON, 

Mr. STEWART, I have the floor. 

the VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Nevada has moved an amendment, and is enti- 
tled to the floor. 

Mr. POMEROY. He is entitled to have it 
read, [ suppose, if he insists upon it. 

Mr, CONKLING. I suggest, if the Senator 
wants to make a statement of any length, he 
had better move to rescind the hour for taking 
a recess; otherwise half past four o’clock will 
be reached presently, and all will fall. 

SC of es 
| to take a my motion. If the bill is 
| taken up, of course I shall yield informally to 

the time of the recess, whatever that may be. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. TheSenator from 

Pennsylvania moves to postpone all prior 


Allow me one moment. 


vote on 


orders for the purpose of considering the bill | 


indicated by him. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I believe the 
from Nevada has the floor, and I desire with 
his permission simply to make a remark. I 
wish to remind the Senate, as many Senators 
may not have observed, that when the bill of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] 
was laid on the table yesterday it was laid 
upon the table as an act of courtesy to the 
Senator from Delaware by request. 
blame the Senator from Pennsylvania in the 


Senator | 


I do not 





I hope we shall be permitted | 





least. He did not vote for that motion, and 
| he has his duty to take care of his bill; but | 
the Senate has its duty to take care of the 


| courtesy which it always exercises toward its 
| members. I do hope Senators will remem- 
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| 


which the Senator from Pennsylvania refers 
now. There is no disposition on the part of 
this side of the Chamber to debate that bill 
unduly or to delay it. It is an honest act of 
courtesy that we ask that has already been 
granted. I ask the Senate not to go back 
upon that. We only request that the bill be 
laid over until Monday. 

Mr. SHERMAN. TJ think it but just to the 
Senator from Pennsylvania that he should be 
allowed to take up his bill, so that the Senate 
may decide directly to-morrow which they 
will go on with then. If we take it up now it 
will be in the same situation to-morrow that it 
was yesterday, and then the Senate can decide 
he question. My inclination isto go with the 
Senator from New Jersey; but I think the 
Senator from Pennsylvania ought to be allowed 
to have his bill put in statu quo. 

Mr, SAULSBURY, desire to state that 
my colleague, just before he left the Chamber, 
came to me and stated that he desired to be 
present when the bill referred to by the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania was considered and to 
discuss it. If he had lett to attend po ordin- 
ary business, perhaps the courtesy of the 
Senate would not be taxed so much; but we 
all know that he left because of an aftliction 
which rendered it necessary for him to go to 
another city and consult a physician, He is 
therefore necessarily absent because of that 
affliction. It is his express desire, I think, 
that the bill should be postponed. 

Mr. POMEROY. Iam willing to yield for 
a vote if the Senate are disposed to vote; but I 
desire to pass a bill. 1 will withdraw 
the bill which is before the Senate, and which 
the Senator from Nevada proposed to amend, 
because his amendment is longer than the bill 
itself. 

EXTENSION OF KU KLUX ACT. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Kansas withdraws the bill. The ques- 
tion recurs on the motion of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. STEWART. 
of that bill. 

The motion of Mr, Scorr was agreed to; 
there being, on a division—ayes 24, noes 15, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Senate bill No. 
656 is now before the Senate. 

Mr. SCOTT. Now I am willing that it 
shall be laid aside informally for the consider- 
ation of business of the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. POMEROY. I ask that the time for 
taking a-recess be extended ten minutes to 
enable me to pass one bill relating to lowa 
which I omitted to call up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears 
no objection, and the time for taking a recess 


I object to the withdrawal 


will be extended ten minutes. 


LAND TITLES IN IOWA, 
Mr. POMEROY. 
Senate bill No. 1015. 
rhe motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 1015) to quiet the 
title to certain lands in the State of Lowa. 
Mr. STEWART. I objected to the with- 
drawal of the other bill of the Senator from 
Kansas. I have offered an amendmeni to it. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It was laid aside 
by a vote of the Senate, and the Senator voted 
to lay it aside. The Secretary will now read 


I now move to take up 


the amendment reported by the Committee on 
Public Lands to the pending bill. 
The Chief Clerk read the amendment, 


which was in line five, after the word ‘ pur- 
poses,’’ to insert the words ‘‘ to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad from the city of Dav 

enport, via Iowa City, to Council Bluffs ; ’ in 
line seven to strike out the word ‘ “Seve ral a 
and in line nine, after the words ‘* confirmed 
to insert ‘the Mississippi a Missouri 
Railroad Company and the 


7? 
to, 


Chicago, Rock 


| ber that, and not vote to bring up the bill to |i Island, and Pacific Railroad Company, and 
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their assigns, they being ;°’ 
will read: 


the bill 


so that 


That the title to the lands in the State of Iowa 
heretofore approved and certified by the Depart- 
mentot the Luterior for railroad purposes, to aid in 


the construction of a railroad from the city of Dav- 
enport, via lowa City, to Council Biufis, under the 
grants made by Congress, according to the adjust- 
ments thereof made at the General Land Office, be, 
and the same is hereby, confirmed to the Mississippi 
and Missourt Railroad Company, and the Chicago, 
Kock Island, and Pacific Railroad Company, and 


their assigns, they being the corporations to whom 
said lands were certified: Provided, That this act 
shall be construed as conveying only any rever- 
tionary or other interest which the United States 
may bave in said lands, and not so as to affect ad- 
versely any valid homestead or preémption, or other 
vulid claims thereto existing at the date of such 
approval. 
‘The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WRIGHT. With the concurrence of 
my colleague, | move further to amend the bill 
by striking out, after the word ** lands,”’ in line 
filteen, the and to aflect 
adversely any valid homestead or preémption, 


words * not so as 
or other valid claims thereto existing at the 
date of such approval,’’ and to insert ‘* and all 
lands settied upon in good faith and now oecu- 
pied by homestead or preémption settlers, shall 
be excluded from the provisions of this act.’’ 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 


ed, and the amendments were coneurred in. 


‘lhe bill was ordered to be engrossed for a | 


third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHICAGO AND NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY. 
Mr. POMEROY. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 


referred the bill (H. R. No. 1766) to author- | 


ize the Chicago and Northwestern Railway 
Company to change their projected line of 
railroad in the State of Michigan, to report it 
back without amendment. 


small 


This relates to a 
road in Wisconsin, and the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Howe] desires immediate ac- 
tion upon it. I think there can be no objec- 
tion to it. 

by unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It 


proposes to authorize the 


Chicago and Northwestern Railway Company || 


to change and relocate that part of their pro- 
ject d line of railway ‘* from the city of Fond 
du Lae, in the State of Wisconsin, northerly 
to Ksconaba, in the State of Michigan,’’ which 
hes in the State of Michigan, so as to run the 
line from ‘*at or near the mouth of the Me- 
nomonee river to Esconaba,’’ on such line 
within the limits of the land grant reserved 
for the use of the company, now onfile in the 
ottice of the of the General 
Land Office, as they may deem most advan- 


Commissioner 


tugeous,and they are to cause a platof their line 
as relocated to be filed in the othice within six 
months of the passage of this act; but the 
grant of lands heretofore made to aid in the 
construction of the railroad is uot to be in- 
creased or changed in any respect whatever 
by the change of line hereby authorized. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without 


amendment, ordered to a third readin«, read | 


the third time, and pussed, 
fhe VICK PRESIDENT. 


state, for the information of 


The Chair will 
the Senate, that 
when the recess occurs, at twenty minutes to 
five o'clock, the unfinished business will be 
the bill of the from Pennsylvania, 
{Mr. Scorr.] If any other business is pend- 
Ingatthat time it must go upon the Calendar, 

Mr, POMEROY. Ofcourse, that is under- 
stood, 


SETTLERS ON INDIAN 
Mr. WINDOM. I am directed by the Com- 


mittee on Public Lands, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. No. 562) in relation to settlers on 


Senator 


RESERVATIONS. 


the late Sioux Indian reservation in the State | 


of Minnesota, to reportit back with an amend- 
ment, and | ask for its present consideration. 
Il think there will be no objection to it what- 
ever. I will state that it simply extends the 


time in which settlers may make proof of their |) mittee on Public Lands, to whom was referred i 
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claims on two reservations in Minnesota, the 
residue of the State having had the same favor 
by an act previously passed. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, procecded to con- 
sider the bill. It proposes to amend the act 
of Congress approved March 6, 1868, entitled 
‘“*An act for the relief of settlers on the late 
Sioux Indian reservation in the State of Min- 
nesota,’’ so as to allow the settlers therein 
provided for until the 1st of March, 1874, in 
which to make proof and payment for their 
claims. 

The amendment of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands was to add the following as an addi- 


| tional section: 


That the settlers onthe Fort Ridgely military res- 
ervation in Minnesota be allowed until the Ist day 
otf March, A. D. 1874, in which to make proof and 
payment of their claims, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendment was concurred in. The 
bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WINDO.M, its title was 
amended so as to read: ‘* A bij! in relation to 
settlers on certain Indian reservations in the 
State of Minnesota.’?’ 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 


| Senate a letter from the acting Secretary of 
| the Interior, in answer to a resci:tion of the 


Senate of May 9, 1872, calling for information 
concerning Pacific Railroad Companies; which 
was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 
PAPERS WITIUDRAWN., 
On motion of Mr. WILSON, it was 


Ordered, That Mrs. C. S. Wilson have leave to 
withdraw from the files of the Senate her petition 
and papers. 


HENRY CLAY WILLIAMS, 

Mr. HOWE. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to consider House bill No. 752, 
reported from the Committee on Claims. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 


| the bill (S. No. 1036) granting the right of way 


sider the bill (H. R. No. 752) to appropriate | 
to Henry Clay Williams a‘sum of money found | 


due him on the adjustment of his accounts. 
It proposes to appropriate the sum of $500 to 


Henry Clay Williams, being a balance due him | 


upon the adjustment of his accounts as 
receiv -v of the land office at Kau Claire, Wis- 
consiil. 

‘Lhe bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

HOUSTON. 

Mr. POMEROY. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. No. 572) for the relief of 
5. D. Houston, late receiver of public moneys 
at Junction City, in the State of Kansas, to 
report it back without amendment; and Lask 
that it be put upon its passage. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It proposes to appropriate 
$223 34 to reimburse 8S. D. Houston, late re- 
ceiver of public moneys at the United States 
land office at Junction City, Kansas, for one 
month's salary and commissions paid to John 
Williams, the register of that office, after the 
act of the 2d of March, 1867, known as the 
** civil-tenure-oflice law ;’’ and in the settle- 
ment of the accounts of Houston the Commis- 


8. D. 


sioner of the General Land Office isauthorized | 


to allow and pay the sum of $223 34, as setile- 
ment in full of payment made to John Wil- 
liams by S. D. Houston. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JACKSONVILLE AND ST, AUGUSTINE ROAD. 


Mr. OSBORN. Iam directed by the Com- 





through the public lands to the Jacksonville 
and St. Augustine Railroad Company, to re. 
port it back without amendment; and I ask 
that it be put upon its passage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is but 
minute longer remaining before the time fixed 
for taking a recess. 

Mr. POMEROY. 
ten minutes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen. 
ator from Kansas move that the time be 


Let the time be extended 


| extended ten minutes? 





Mr. POMEROY. Yes, sir. 


The VICK PRESIDENT. Is there objec. 


tion? 
Mr. CONKLING. What is the request? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 


from Kansas desires that the time for taking 
a recess be extended ten minutes. 


Mr. CONKLING. I will not object to that 


| if the Senator will consent that at the other 


end the time be extended also. I believe we 
are to meet at half past seven o’clock; but if 
we are to stay here any longer now, that time 
ought to be madé later. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
objects, it cannot be done. 

Mr. CONKLING. Let the recess continue 
until a quarter to eight. 

Mr. RAMSEY. No; let us adjourn now, 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 


If the Senator 


| ator from New York object? 


Mr. CONKLING. 1 do not like to object, 
but | hope if the time is extended now it will 
be extended also at the other end. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair un- 


| . . . 
derstands there is no objection, and the time 


for taking a recess is extended ten minutes. 


| The Senator from New York now asks that the 


evening session may commence at some other 
time. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
eight o'clock. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Very well, I have no objec- 
tion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New York asks that the evening session 
cowumence at a quarter to eight o’clock. The 
Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 
The afternoon session will close at ten minutes 
to five o’clock. 

Mr. OSBORN. Now I hope Senate bill 
No. 1086 will be taken up. 

There being no objecticy, the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill. It proposes to grant to 
the Jacksonville and St. Augustine Railroad 
Company, a corporation existing under the 
laws of the State of Florida, the right of way 
through the public lands of the United States 
between Jacksonville and St. Augustine, for 
one hundred feet in width on each side of the 
track of the railroad and of any of its branches, 


I will say a quarter to 


| with the right to take from the lands, or from 
' any of the public lands adjacent thereto, stone, 
| timber, earth, or other material, to be used in 
| the construction and repair of the railroad; 


and the company is also to have the right to 
enter upon any of the public lands or lots of 
land, the property of the United States, and 
take the same for depots, shops, side-tracks, or 
other necessary uses of the railroad; but no lot 


| or tractof land so taken is to exceed furty acres 


in anyone place No military reservation is to 
be crossed or appropriated unless the consent 
of the Secretary of War be first obtained, and 
then oniy under such restrictions as ke shall 
establish. The road is to be a postal and mil- 
itary road, and Congress is to have the right to 
alter, amend, or repeal this act as shall in its 
discretion be deemed best. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WEST WISCONSIN RAILWAY LANDS, 


Mr. POMEROY. Iam directed by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, to whom was referred 


parce 


Fi 


eee et 
“6 


7 
. 


lls aia 





> so - 27 


et at ot ae OF FF 


a ele 


aay 


San 


a 











1872. 





¢ 

lands of certain settlers on lands belonging to 
the West Wisconsin Railway Company, to 
report it without amendment; and I ask for 
its present consideration. It isa bill of buta 
few lines. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. The preamble recites that by 
the neglect of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office to have the Jands withdrawn 
from market embraced in the grant of lands 
from the town of Tomah to the ciry of Hud- 
son, in the State of Wisconsin, as soon as 
the West Wisconsin Railway Company (to 
which company the grant belongs) had finally 
located its road and filed the map of such 
location, a large amount of lands—about 
twenty thousand acres—were taken up under 
the homestead laws and otherwise entered. 
The bill therefore provides that if the West 
Wisconsin Railway Company shall waive and 
release all claims to any lands taken up 
under the homestead laws, or otherwise entered 
alter the final location of their road, it shall 
be lawful for them to make up any deficiency 
in their grant from the vacant odd-numbered 
sections trom the southeastern part or portion 
of the indemnity limits of the grant for the 
branch roads from the city of Hudson to Lake 
Superior. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read thethird time, and passed. 


ATCIIISON, TOPEKA, AND SANTA FE ROAD. 


Mr. POMEROY. I now move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of Senate 
bill No. 676, to extend the time for the com- 
pletion of the Atchison, Topeka, and Santa 
lé railroad. It will be remembered that this 
bill was up during the morning hour, and we 
amended it in accordance with the suggestions 
of the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. THurman, ] 
aud the question was on its passage when the 
morning hour expired. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the 
consideration of the bill (S. No. 676) to ex- 
tend the time for the completion of the Atchi- 
son, lopeka, and Santa I railroad. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be 
reported as amended. 

Mr. POMEROY. The amendments have 
all been agreed to. They were introduced at 
the suggestion of the Senator from Ohio, [ Mr. 
TaurRMAN. | 

The Cnier CLerk. 
which appears not to have been agreed to, is 
in the foliowing words: 

Src. 2. That thelands granted by the act of March 
3, 1863, and lying west of the point at which said 


road and telegraph shall be constructed subsequent 
to March 3, 1873, (excepting only such as are neces- 


: | 
he bill (S. No. 1025) to quiet the title to the || Iowa to another bill which passed some time 





since—the Texas Pacific Railroad Company 
bill—and which he withdrew? 
Mr. HARLAN. It is the same bill. 


Mr. CONKLING. Whenever that bill 


| comes up I desire to discuss it, whether it 


| comes up now or at another time. 


| wanted to discuss it. 


'of S. B. Mitchell, George W. Mitchell, John | 


The second section, | 


sary to reserve tor the use of the company,) shall be | 


sold to actual settlers only, and in quantities not 
more than one hundred and sixty acres to any one 
person, under such restrictions and regulations as 
may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, 
at such prices as will secure to said company, its 
successors, or assigns, an average price of not more 
than $2 50 per acre for the land actually certified for 
each completed seetion of twenty miles of said rail- 
road, subject to the foregoing conditions and limita- 
tions. Said company, as fast as each section of its 
road shall be completed, shall receive patents, as 
provided in said act of March 3, 1863, for suca odd 
sections of Jand as may be necessary to make up 
deficiencies in said section, or on any other com- 
pleted sections of said road, and which may be situ- 
ated within the indemnity limits prescribed in said 
act of March 3, 1863. 


Mr. HARLAN. 
by offering as an amendment to it the bill re- 
ported from the Pacific Railroad Committee 
extending the time for the completion of the 


Atlantic and Pacific railroad through the | 


Indian country. I do not remember the num- 
ber of the biil, but it is on file here. 
Mr. POMEROY. I shall call up that bill 
in a Moment. 
Mr. CONKLING. Before it is called up 
let me inquire, is that the bill which came up 
@5 an amendment, offered by the Senator from 


42p Cone. 2p Szess.— No. 223. 


I desire to amend this bill 


| 


| 


Mr. POMEROY. 
be put on this bill. 
withdraw it. 

Mr. HARLAN. 


because some Senator wanted to discuss it. 


Mr. CONKLING. 


Then I hope it will not 
I hope the Senator will | 
} 


It was not because I 


Mr. HARLAN, 
to the discussion. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
discuss it then. 

Mr. HARLAN. I must insist on having it | 
considered and the judgment of the Senate 
taken upon it. 

Mr. POMEROY. 

The VICE 


withdrawn. 


I think now I will listen 


I was quite ready to 


Then I withdraw the bill. 
PRESIDENT. The bill is 


8. B. MITCHELL AND OTITERS 


Mr. VICKERS. I desire the Senate to take 
up House bill No. 1551. It is a small bill | 
reported from the Committee on Claims. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- | 
sider the bill (H. R. No. 1551) for the relief | 


W. Mitehell. it proposes tO appropriate to | 
S. B. Mitchell, George W. Mitchell, and John 


W. Mitchell, the owners of the schooner | 


Thomas J. Frazier, sunk while in the service || 


ot the United States by a shot from the United 
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I withdrew it once before || 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, and the amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Thé VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
again remind the Senate that when the recess 
takes place atten minutes to five o'clock, 
the bill of the Senator from Pennsylvania will 
be the unfinished business. 

WILSON 


Mr. CORBETT. 


BOWLBY. 


l ask the Senate to take 


| up Senate bill No. 1107, reported from tho 


|| of internal revenue for Oregon, with $1,104 
|| the value of internal revenue ae alleged 





States frigate Congress, during the engage- 
ment between the Congress and the rebel 
vessel Merrimac, the sum of $3,059 37, that 
being the amount paid by the owners for 
raising and repairing the schooner. 


‘The Committee on Claims reported the bill | 


with an amendment, to strike out, in lines 
nine and ten, ‘* $8,059 37,"’ and to insert 
632,592 87;’’ and in line twelve to strike 


out the words ‘‘ raising and;’’ and at the end 

of the bill to insert ** and the sum of $466 50 

to William Webster for raising the same.’’ 
lhe amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 


| ed, and the amendment was concurred in. It 


was ordered that theamendment be engrossed, 
and the bill read the third time. 
read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. HOWE. The title of the bill should 
be amended by inserting the name of William 
Webster as one of the parties to be relieved. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. That 


ment wil! be made. 


The bill was 


amend- 


LAND DISTRICT IN FLORIDA. 

Mr. OSBORN. I move to take up Senate 
bill No. 218, to create an additional land dis- 
trict in Florida. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill. It proposes to constitute 
that portion of Florida lying east of the line 
between ranges fourteen and fifteen east, an 


additional land district, to be known as the 


| to be located at Jacksonville. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


‘oat 
eT 
4a 


Florida district, the office for which is 
It also author: 
izes the appointment of a register and a re 
ceiver for the land district, who are to be enti- 
tled to the same compensation as is or may 
hereaiter be prescribed by law for like officers 


of other districts. | 


The Committee on Public Lands reported 
the bill with an amendment, to insert in sec- | 
tion two, line four, after the words ‘‘officers 
of,’’ the word “‘ the ;’’ and atthe end of the bill | 
to add the words ** in said State.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. OSBORN. 
in section one, line six, by striking out ‘‘Jack- 
sonville’’ and inserting ‘* Gainesville.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. | 


Committee on Finance. 

By unauimous consent, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. No. 1107) for the relief of 
Wilson Bowlby, collector of internal revenue 
for Oregon. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to credit Wilson Bowlby, collector 


to have been sent by mail on the 26th of April, 
1871, to him, and which never reached him. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for o 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Hanrvay 
in the chair.) The time having arrived for o 
recess, the Senate will now take a recéss until 


a quarter before eight o'clock this evening, 


EVENING SESSION. 


The Senate reassembled at seven o’clock 
and forty-five minutes p. m. 


D. B. ALLEN AND COMPANY, 


Mr. RAMSEY. I move that the Senate 


|| proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
| No. 349. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 


| as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
| consider the bill (S. No. 


349) to provide for 
the payment of D. B. Allen & Co. f 


for ser 
vices in carrying the United States mail. 
It provides for paying $21,543 for the pay 
ment of D. B. Allen & Co. for carrying 
the United States mails between New York 


and San Francisco in 1864-65, during the 


| suspension of the overland mail service on 


i} 


I move to amend the bill || 


| from the Post Office Departmen 


| the overland route. 


Mr. RAMSEY. 
case. 


Mr. HAMLIN. 


There is @ report in that 


I think I can state the facts 


| much quicker than the report can be read. 


I know the bill passed the Senate twice, I 
think three times. It proposes to pay for a 
service by the way of Panama which belonged 
to the overland route when that was disturbed 
by Indian depredations. The papers on file 
state that 
they would have paid the sum if they had had 
the money there with which to pay it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BRIDGE AT 


Mr. RAMSEY. I move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
No. 842. 

(he motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill (S. No. 842) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Mississippi 
river at or near the city of Red Wing, in the 
State of Minnesota, and to establish it asa post 
road. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reeding, read the third time, and passed. 


MESS 


RED WING. 


AGE FROM THE HOUEE. 

A message from the House of Representa 
tives, by Mr. Cuintron Luioyp, its chief clerk, 
announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 
ate concurring,) That each House of Congress shail 
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be adjourned sine die, by the Presiding Officers 
thereot, on Monday, the 3d day of June, 1872, at 
twelve o'clock meridian. 

‘The message also announced that the House 
had passed a bill (H. R. No. 2564) to relieve 
certain persons therein named from the legal 
and political disabilities imposed by the four- 


teenth amendment of the Constitution of the 


United States; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 


MILITARY ROAD IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. RAMSEY. Ii move that the Senate | 


proceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
No. 443. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
cousider the bill 
the opening of a military and post road from 


(S. No. 443) to provide for | 


the mouth of Walnut river, in Kansas, to the | 


mouth of the Main Cache river, in Texas. 

Mr. HARLAN. 1 rather think that bill 
ought to go to the Comamittee on Indian Affairs. 
J submit that motion. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. I hope it will 
be referred tothe Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. POMEROY. ‘There are several amend- 
ments. 


Mr. HARLAN. Let the amendments be | 


printed and go with the bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. 
stricken out first. 

Mr. HARLAN. I have no objection to the 
amendments being acted on. 

Mr. POMEROY, The object of the bill is 
to have a highway, if we can, to drive cattle 
from I'exas to Kansas without being taxed by 
the Indians. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. That is very 
important if it can be done. My understand- 
ing is that this road runs all through the Indian 
country. 

Mr. POMEROY. 
meridian, where they have ceded their juris 
diction. Let me suggest that the amendments 
of the comm. ttee be agre ed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Mor- 
RILL, of Maine, in thechair.) The amendments 
will be acted on. 

Mr. POMEROY. 
the appropriation. 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Texas. The drovers 
will have to goa long way out of their road 
by this route. 

Mr. POMEROY, If it comes much further 
east there is a railroad company that will 
build a railroad. Let the amendments be 
concurred in. 

The Curer CLERK. 


I move first to strike out 


The first amendment 


1 want the appropriation | 


West of the ninety-sixth 


of said commissioners. All completed work shall 
be personally inspected by the said commissioners, 
and payments shall be made upon their approval 
out of the funds hereby appropriated. 

And to insert in lieu thereof the following: 


A plat of the said road shall be filed with the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, and, if found to be located 


according to the provisions of this act, saall be | 


approved by him, whereupon he shall declare the 
same a public highway. 


So that the section will read: 


That the said commissioners shal! each receive in 
full of all compensation and all allowances six dol- 


lars per day for performing the services above | 


described: Provided, That the whole number of 


days of each commissioner shall not exceed ninety. 


A platof said road shall be filed with the Secretary 
of the Interior, &c. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARLAN. I now move that the bill 
be printed, with the amendments, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

POSTAL TELEGRAPH. 
Mr. RAMSEY. I move that the Senate 
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| from it over the whole world can hardly be 
| estimated. 


Now, sir, the simple question, in my judg. 
ment, arises whether it is not wise at this day 
and this time for our Government to do what 


| almost every other Government has done, take 


this system of telegraphing operations into its 


| own charge, control it and regulate it, and 


reduce the expense which those who have 
occasion to use it shall be obliged to pay. | 


| think it ail embraced in that one single thing, 


| have had in this country. 


Sir, when you turn to the European Goy- 
ernments where this system has been taken 


| charge of by Government, I think we are 


able to state in every case successfully, they 
have reduced rates vastly below anything we 
I think the same 


| rule may be made to apply here. In Belgium, 


proceed to the consideration of Senate bill | 


No. 841. 
nature of a substitute, and I suggest that the 
original bill need not be read. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
the consideration of the bill (S. No. 341) to 
reduce the rates of correspondence by tele- 
graph, and to connect the telegraph with the 
postal service. 

The subsiitute reported by the Committee 
on Post Offices and Post Roads was read. 

Mr. NYK. There is so much legislation in 
this bill that it makes me giddy to read it. I 
see nothing left to be done on the face of 


There is an amendment in the || 


for the transmission of ten words ten cents are 
charged ; in France, from ten to twenty ceuts ; 
in Great Britain, twenty-five cents; in Can- 
ada twenty-five cents. Now, inmy judgment, 
the time is fast approaching, if it has not 
already come, when there is a necessity for our 
Government to take charge of the telegraphic 
system. It has many feature similar to those 
of our postal arrangements, and comes, if not 
directly, yet very much in opposition to the 


| transmission of written and printed matter 


| through the mails. The telegraph system oper- 
ates to diminish the revenues of the Govern- 


God’s earth that the Postmaster General is | 


not competent to take in hand, according to 
this bill. Here is authority to connect every- 
where with the living and the dead, that which 
is in being and that which is to be hereafter, 
and the grant here made is perpetual, forever. 
I hope no such bill will pass. It ought to 
receive that full consideration atthe bands of 
the Senate which a measure proposing so rad- 


'ical a change demands, and it should be well 


examined. I can see an outlay of millions in 
it. I hope before the Senate act upon the 


| bill it will be considered carefully. 


Mr. RAMSEY. 
whom? 

Mr. NYE. By the Government. 

Mr. RAMSEY. 
nothing; all the expenditure is by the corpor- 


An outlay of millions by 


, ators. 


reported by the Committee on Post Othices and | 


Post Kouds is to strike out “A. D. Keith’’ 
and insert ‘*G. G. Capron’’ 
sioner, and in the same line to strike out 
‘* Perrin Fay’’ and insert ‘* B. D. Dawson ;"’ 
in line nine, after ‘* Main Cache,’ to insert 


as a commis- | 


‘* via Fort Cobb, Fort Sill, and the Wichita | 


agency.”’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. POMEROY. 


There is one amend- | 


ment in the first part of the section that should | 


be corrected. Thename of ‘*L. W. Shepherd’’ 
should be stricken out and ‘*R. B. Wright’’ in- 
serted. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thatamend- 
ment will be made if there be no objection. 
The next amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads was at 


the end of section three, to insert the words | 


act. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. NYE. I understand it very well. 

Mr. RAMSEY. The corporators are the 
parties who invest money. 

Mr. NYE. There is a provision that the 


Government shall step in and take it if it is | 


necessary. | understand that perfectly well. 


It means a great scheme without anything | 
It establishes a system of stamps || 
At every | 
| from forty to fifty per cent. 


under it. 
that will ingulf us all in stamps. 
ten miles the Postmaster General is to have a 
telegraphic office. I hope the bill will not 
pass. It ought to receive that consideration 


which a proposition to make such a change is | 


entitled to. Experience, in my judgment, will 
show that mixing the Post Office Department, 


which is very well managed now, with a vast | 


irrelevant appurtenance will ingulf both. It 


ought not to be done without consideration, || 


certainly. 


Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, it was .ay 


é ) fords || fortune to have been a member of the other 
‘that will interfere with the objects of this || 


The next amendment was to strike out in |) 


section five, commencing in line five, the fol- 
lowing words: 


And for the erection of causeways, culverts, and i 
bridges, and the expense of surveying and grading || 


said road, the sum of $00,000 is hereby appropriated || sent them acceptably to the public mind 


out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
ropriated, to be expended under the direction of the 
uterior Department and upon the recommendation 


branch of the National Legislature at the time 
when a small appropriation was made to the 
late Professor Morse to establish a line of 
telegraph between Baltimore city and Wash- 
ington. Iam happy to say that lente to that 
measure my earnest support. 
measure; and all new measures take time, 
take consideration and investigatien to pre- 


What has grown out of that beginning we 
all know. 


The Government lays out | 


It was a new || 





i 


ment. Itis, therefore, in my judgment, wise 
that the Government should take it into its own 


| control, for the purpose of harmonizing the 
| Lwo systems together. 
that kind be done, competition, perhaps to a 


Indeed, if nothing of 


greater extent than we have it—although com- 
petition has been very much avoided by com- 
binations of great lines—will yet affect more 
injuriously the postal system than it does now. 
It is therefore wise, in my judgment, that the 
Government take this system into its own 
control, 

Asthe chairman of the committee has said 
the bill proposes the expenditure of no money 
by the Government, but it does propose to 


| give to a responsible company the power of 


establishing telegraphic offices in connection 
with the Government, and to forward mes- 
sages at stipulated rates, which diminish first the 
cost of transmission of messages at the present 


| time all the way from forty to fifty per cent. 


But Senators will bear in mind that that is not 
all the diminution. The diminution when put 
at that percentage is computed on the basis of 
a message of ten words, while the bill as here 
presented gives you twenty-five words as the 
message, which is an increase of eighty per 


/ cent. upon the amount of matter sent. ‘The 


rates here include date and address, and, assum- 
ing what I understand to be about the ordinary 
rule, those dates and addresses will take about 
seven words, giving, therefore, eighteen words in 
place of ten, which is an increase of the amount 
of matter sent of eighty per cent., and the rates 
reduced from those that we now pay varying 
It does seem to 
me that that feature alone in the bill is one 
that should commend itself to our better judg- 
ment. - 

Again, it is known that the occasions 
which the Government itself has for the use 
of the telegraph are increasing annually. We 
are inaugurating a system which | believe will 
be reduced to a science; I do not doubt that 
we shall be, if we have not already been, able 
to tell with very great accuracy the kind of 
weather we are to have all over the country. 


|The system which the Government has in- 


augurated, and through which it has been 
obliged to use the Western Union Telegraph 
Company for the purpose of transmitting its 
messages daily to and from the signal office 
here, has already been productive of good. 
I think we have enough of it now to see that 
we shall be able in the progress of time to 


| establish very satisfactorily the kind and de- 
| scription of weather that we shall have from 
The benefits which have resulted || day to day in every locality. The reasonable 
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rates with which the Government has been 


furnished with this accommodation by the || 
Western Union Telegraph Company, I under- 


stand, have been abrogated, changed, and re- 
fused; and thus that system which should 
be continued for the great and good results 


which necessarily would flow from it might | 


be much retarded, if not defeated. The Gov- 
ernment can in no other way than through the 
telegraph receive such information as will 
enable it to carry out the system in which itis 


engaged. 


I do not wish to make any statement which | 
is not perfectly accurate; but I am told that 


the arrangement existing between the Govern- 
ernment and the Western Union Telegraph 
Company, for which I believe about two hun- 
dred and fifty thousand dollars have been paid 
annually, has been broken up by the company, 
thus leaving the Government unable to perfect 
that grand system from which I think the whole 
world may reasonably hope to reap great and 
rich rewards. 

These are the general considerations, Mr. 
President, very briefly stated, which induced 
me as a member of the committee to give my 
sanction to the bill, as I shall give to it my 
vote in the Senate; and I do not think we 
need apprehend any of the alarm which my 
friend from Nevada is now exercised over. [| 


think in his cooler and calm moments he will || 


get over that bravely, and that on a more 
thorough and a more careful examination he 
will find that there is really no occasion for 
any alarm. 

I believe that this is to be a system full of 
beneficial results to the country, to almost 


functions in any other country than our own? 
This bill upon its face, and in terms, author- 
izes them to connect with telegraphs of other 
countries, and to make such arrangements as 
they may see fit under the direction of the 
Postmaster General. 

It is a very easy thing to pass this bill. 
I had the lungs of my friend from Maryland, 
{[Mr. Hamitron,] and could talk as loud and 
as much as he did last night | would talk 
it out; but I tell you there is a mouse under 


| this meal just as sure as you live, and there is 


a cat there, too, and a big one. 
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system has been eminently successful, not 


|| only successful in decreasing the cost of tele- 


If | 


You will find, Mr. President, that this bill || 


will be so cumbrous that it never can be 


| worked, and it will bring a set of men into || 


every man, woman, and child in it; and the | 
time will come, I think, when the Senator | 
from Nevada will be proud to remember that | 
he was associated with that body which inaug- | 
urated the scheme into a law, and he will | 


rejoice, | believe, much more if he shall find 
his name recorded as one of its friends, and 
uot as one of its opponents. 

Mr. NYE. Mr. President, I am perfectly 


cool, I can inform the Senator from Maine; | 
I am under no excitement; and indeed the | 


announcement he makes that he has helped 
to give birth to this thing is calculated to prc- 
vent all excitement. 
case; it has been talked of since before he 


and J came here the last time; it is an old | 


measure, but I think it is quite inartificially 
put up. He is loading the Post Office De- 
partment and conferring powers upon its head 
which no other officer on the face of the earth 
ever had before. 


Mr. SUMNER. I should like to ask my 


friend if the Post Office Department objects? | 


Mr. NYE. [ suppose not. I understand 
they have been in consultation about it. 

Mr. SUMNER. I understand the argument 
of my friend to be that this was a loading of 
of the Post Office Department. 

Mr. NYE. I say so, and it will make it so 
cumbrous that nothing can be done there. 

Mr. SUMNER. That the Post Office De- 
partment cannot administer it ? 

Mr. NYE. No, sir. Now, if the honorable 
Senator will keep quiet a moment I shall be 
through presently. 1 understand that he has 
had a hand in this, and is here claiming the 
paternity of it. 
read it carefully, imposes duties on the Post 


It has been a prolonged | 


I say that this bill, and I have | 


Office Department that no Department of this | 


Government can possibly carry on. What is 
the use of creating this company, to begin 
with? Here are telegraphs everywhere that 
our Post Office goes. Why not authorize the 


Department to contract with the present com- | 


panies? This bill authorizes them to con- 


tract with this new company which it makes, | 


and to contract with them forever. 


Not only | 


does it do that, but it raises a question on | 
which I should like to have the opinion of | 


my friend, the Senator from Maine. 
not stood here to deny the power of Con- 
gress to pass a law that should perform its 





Has he | 








power, and to hold that power forever, which | 


it is dangerous to give to any set of men. My 
friend from Vermont would not let a railroad 
come in here unless he bound them to pay 
more than twice the price of the ground, on 
the theory that you must bind corporations in 
chains that cannot be broken. Here 


is the | 


largest incorporation ever made in the United | 


States, and made without anyscrutiny, I think, 
except of the committee. I say it is the 
largest, most influential, most potent, and most 


dangerous corporation I[ have ever seen at- | 


tempted to be created here. 

Mr. RAMSEY. 
difficulty of the honorable Senator from Ne- 
vada. He apprehends that this isa perpetual 
corporation. 

Mr. NYE. The bill says so. 

Mr. RAMSEY. 


I call the Senator’s attention to section 
seven: 

That the Postmaster General is hereby authorized 
to contract with the Postal Telegraph Company for 
the transmission of correspondence by telegraph, as 
his agent for that purpose, fora term of ten years 
according to the provisions of this act. 

That is the extent of it; but of course it 
may be renewed subsequently. 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. President, the 
ator from Nevada is generally rather a cour- 
ageous man, but he seems very easily fright- 
ened to-night, and frightened at what on a 
closer examination will be found not to be by 
any means an objéectof terror. The terror of 
great corporations seems to have come over 
his usually undaunted soul with extraordinary 
power to-night. 


Mr. NYE. 


Sen- 


I am not to be told that. 


largely. Ihave no fear of them, especially 
when you get one so large as this that it will 
break itself down. 

Mr. SAWYER. I cannot see the great 
power of the corporation which is provided for 
in this bill. It is simply a telegraphic com- 
pany having the power to do precisely the kind 
of work which is done by several companies 
already in existence in the States, and created 
for the purpose not of increasing the burdens 


| of the people, but of greatly diminishing them. 


The Senator says we have telegraphs running 
everywhere now. That. is true; and at the 
same time we have everywhere the imposition 
of great prices upon the transmission of tele- 
graphic intelligence. If this bill should pass, 
it will be within the power of the people of the 
United States to get their telegraphic business 
done at a decrease of over fifty per cent. from 
present rates, 

That the power of this corporation would 
be dangerous is disproved by the fact that the 
profit which they are allowed to make upon 
their capital, which must be exactly the extent 
of their property, is limited to ten per cent., 
and that whenever it is found that their profits 
exceed ten per cent. the Postmaster General is 
authorized to make such reductions in the rates 
which the Government pays and which the 
public pay for the transmission of messages 
as will reduce their profits to that figure. 

The experience of other Governments in the 


I think I can relieve one | 


It may be outside of any | 
| connection with the Post Office Department, 
| but 


I said 

' , . ’ ‘ 

| that was the general sentiment of the Senate, 
|| in which my friend from South Carolina shares 


graphing to the public, but successful in in- 
creasing the amount of business; and let me 
say to my honorable friend from Nevada that 
there is no new principle in this bill. It is 
simply a new application of a principle now 
operating in our postal system. 

There 1s no abstract reason why the Govern 
ment should undertake to convey messages by 
letter through the mails, that does not equally 
apply to the conveyance of. messages by the 
quicker and improved method of the telegraph. 

The conduct by the Government of the busi- 
ness of conveying letters and newspapers to 
and fro through the country is entirely a mat- 
ter of convenience. It is not at all a neces 
sary functien of a Government that it should 
convey mails. 

It is a convenience to the public, and is so 
used. It is for that reason that it is used, and 
it is approved by the public because experi- 
ence has proved its great convenience and its 
civilizing tendency. There is just as much 


| reason for the Government to undertake this 


business of conveying intelligence over the 


| telegraphic wires as over railroad lines and 


| by stage-coaches. 


| to the Government. 


The principle is the same. 
European Governments have recognized the 
similarity of the principle, and have applied it, 
and applied it, not at enormous expense to the 
Government, but, on the contrary, with profit 
Indeed, it is one of the 
most profitable parts of the postal system of 
Great Britain to-day. 

Mr. NYE. As my friend from South Car- 


| olina seems to be entirely familiar with this 


matter, will he answer mea question? Where 
do you find the authority for enabling the Post- 
master General to raise the rates in particular 
States? The ninth section provides that if 
any tax or assessment shall be levied on the 
receipts or franchises of this company, or any 
license be required in any State or Territory, 
‘*the Postmaster General may add one or more 
cents to the rate on each telegram between 
offices in such State or Territory.” 

Mr. SAWYER. Let me tell the Senator 
that the power is the power to contract for the 
postal business; and if the contractor finds 
that by reasou of local taxation it costs him 


| more to do business in the State of Maryland 


or the State of New Jersey than it does in the 
State of New York, the Postmaster General 


! ‘sf . . 
has the power, if this bill becomes a law, to 


increase the price paid for the transmission of 
the message. 

Mr. NYE. Then he has power to increase 
the price upon the postage of letters. 

Mr. SAWYER. If the United States choose 
to make a law that when the mail contractor 
is taxed for carrying on his business in the 
State of New York, there shall be an increase 
in the postage to compensate for the increased 
expense incurred on account of such iax, 
undoubtedly the right to enact such law is 
complete. 

Mr. NYE. I understand the object of this 
bill is to put the Government, in regard to the 
mass of the commanding business of the tel: 
graph, in the same position that it now occu- 
pies toward the mail, and the pretense is that 
it can be done cheaper. Now, in order to 
protect this company, you confer on the Post- 
master General the power ofsaying in advance, 
before they atick a pole or stretch a wire, ‘‘ If 
you tax this company in any State, we will tax 


| you in return by an increase of the telegraph 


| rate by one or more cents.’’ 


Now, the point 


| I want to ask is, where does Congress get this 
’ £ ¥ 


union of the postal system with the telegraph | 


power ? 

Mr. SAWYER. In the same way, then, we 
get the power to give a larger price for a con 
tract where it is executed under difficul 
than where it is executed not under difficul 
Does not the honorable Senator know 
that we gave a larger price to carry the mail 
across the continent by a pony express thau 
we gave to carry it across the State of New 


Cs 


ties. 
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Jersey there 
ry it If the Maryland chooses to 
impose @ tax upon te legraphic 
that State, itis therefore more expensive to 
carry the across that State, and the 
proposition in bill allow the Post 
master General to impose an additional rate 
for the tran sion of a me across that 
State to meet that tax; but does the Senator 
suppose that the people of Maryland would be 
so far blind to their own interest as to tax 
their own tel mmunication ? 

Mr. NYE Phen why provide for 

Mr. SAWYER. 
but that 
person who desires to perpetuate 


where were ample facilities to 


cal State of 
wires across 
inessage 
this is to 


mis ‘sage 


egraph ec , 
it? 

do not know 
of this systen 


Because we 


some op pone ni 1, Some 
the monop- 
oly which at present exists in the telegraphic 
system ot this may interpose BOIne 


they will not last long, but they 


country, 
auch obstacles; 


may for atime, 

Mr. NYE. Afterall, suppose you are going 
to carry the mail through Maryland or South 
Carolina, does that increase or decrease the 


» 


rate of yp st ige 


Mr. SAWYER, It would if Congress should 
SAY BO. Cx ngress has not see n {it 1o say SO. 
Mr. President, this union of the postal sys- 


tem with the telegraphic syste m 1s not a new 
propos ion. It was before the last C Jongress. 
lt has been reported favorably upon several 
times by committees of the other House, and 
once certainly before the Senate by a commit- 
tee of this body. 
Mr. RAMSEY 
Mr. SAWYER 
mitiee of the 
mended by two 
eral aiter 


Three times. 

Three times by the com- 
Senate. It has been recom 
successive Postmasters Gen 
the most careful consideration. It 


has been tried in European countries with ab- 
solute As I remarked a few minutes 
been tried in Great Britain, not 
only with wonderful success as to the increase 
of the business of telegraphing, but as a ques- 
t rely of profit. Great Britain invested 
some six or seven million pounds in purchas- 


ing telegranhi 


BUCCeSS. 
ago, it has 


lon meé 


borrowing the money at 
three and a quarter per cent.. and notwith- 
standing all the difficulties of a new enter 
notwithstanding all the large expenses 
gurating the system, nevertheless the 
first year rendered a net retucn of over four 
per cent., making a clear profit on the system 
in the first year, and therefore the year pre- 
senting the most difficulty, of nearly or quite 
one per cent. on the capital invest: d. 


: lines, 


pr ise, 


Ol 1mAau 


Now, Mr. President, it is not proposed that 
the Government shall pay out one dollar for 


this. It is simply proposed to give the Post- 
master General power to contract with a com- 
pany which is incorporated here with a capital 
of $1,000,000 to begin with, and thereafter to 
be increased as the company increase the prop- 
erly in their possession, in accordance with 
the terms of the law. It proposes to give the 
Postmaster General power to contract with 
such company to carry telegraphic messages 
at certain which rates are something 
like an average of thirty-five per cent. 
than the rates now charged by 
Union Telegraph Company. And this price 
is further reduced by the fact that the mes 
sage proposed by this bill is not the message 


rates, 
less 


the Western 


| the 


|} the 


but 


bill 


ten per cent., he would have the same right 
to raise the rates (not, however, beyond the 
limits fixed) that he had to lower them. 

Mr. CONKLING. I should like to know 
from my friend from South Carolina, with his 
permission, whether he is in the domain of 
history or not in what I understood him to 
say as I entered the Chamber just now about 
the diminution of rates proposed by this biil. 
Does he intend the Senate at this time, when 
nobody, as far as I can learn, except a few in 
the secret, expected this extraordinary meas- 
ure to come up, to understand that by the 
proposed amendment of the committee the 
diminution which he has been describing in 
telegraphic rates is to be established? And 
if he I wish he would be kind enough 
to repeat, if it be necessary to repeat for my 
benefit, the data on which he bases the state- 
ment. 

Mr. 


careful 


does, 


SAWYER. If the Senator had been 

enough to look into the report of 
committee, which has been on the table 
weeks, he would have seen the data 
and could have verified the data by 
reference to the telegraphic rates between 
Washington and New York and various other 
pots to which he has occasion to frequently 
send dispatebes. On the eighth and ninth 
pages of the report of the committee are given 
tables exhibiting the present rates from Wash- 
ington to various points,and showing a dimi- 
ution of Sixty per cent. upon day rates and 
eighty per cent, upon night rates as between 
rates proposed in this bill and those at 
present charged by the Western Union Tele- 
graph Company, and these lower rates pro- 
posed are not for the same length of message 
for a eight tenths longer. In 
other words, for eighteen words the tariff pro- 
posed by this bill will be sixty per cent. 
day rates less than the charge now made by 
tha Western Union !'clegraph Company for 
ten words. Below that there are several tables 
given where the reduction varies from thirty- 
three to thirty eight per cent., and in one case 
sixty-eight per cent. all the time, this being 
based on the assumption that the messages are 
ot the same length, ten-word messages, whereas 
in fact the messages proposed by this bill are 
of twenty-five words, including the address, 
which makes the body of the message average 
about eighteen words. Now the Senator is 
answered about that. If he will show that 
these figures are not correct, of course I am 
wrong. 

Mr. CONKLING. I am answered very 
largely in one sense and in another not at all. 
[ need not read beyond the third page of this 
to satisfy myself that all those who have 
not been imposed upon are trying to impose 
upon somebody else. Among the extraordin- 
ary provisions of the bill is that which I find 
in the words which | read now: 

All other messages shall be transmitted in the 


for some 
there, 


message 


| orderin which they are received— 


| excepting registered telegrams, 


of ten words, but a message averaging about || 


eighty per cent. more. The average rates, 
therefore, will be considerably more than fifty 
per cent. diminution on the present rates. 
This company, though the Senator from 
Nevada seems to be so much afraid of its 
vast privileges and its vast powers, will have 
sitnpiy the powers which any other telegraphic 
company has, exeept that it cannot 
upon the public exorbitant rates, because, as 
i have remarked, whenever its profits rise 
above ten per cent. it will be the duty of the 
Postmaster General, under the bill as reported 
by the committee, to reduce the rates so that | 
it shall bring the profits of the company down | 
to ten percent. If thereafter it should prove | 
that the profits of the company were less than 


imp: se | 





i 
i} . . 
| pelled by this corporation to have it through 


I find no ground for criticism there, but 
now | come to the words which I criticise: 
on which double 
rates shall be prepaid, which shall have priority 
of trausmission, and excepting telegrams directed 
to be transmitted by night. 

Everybody not purposely or strangely blind 
as to the intent of this contrivance must see 
that the corporation of which the Government 


is to become the agent or middle-man between | 


the citizen and the person to perform the 
work is to be permiited to double the rates 
upon everything except that sent by night, for 
that is what it comes to, ‘* excepting registered 
telegrams, on which d able rates shall be pre- 
paid, which shall have priority of transmis- 
sion.’’ Everybody will see that if the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina or anybody else 
wants priority of transmission be is to be com- 


a registered telegram, just as certain railway 
companies put on a magnificent palace car or 
two, and then take care to leave off all other 


for | 
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| suppose it is to do,) as | understand, will 
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cars, so that everybody is driven fas aut nefag 
to go into the palace cars. So everybody who 
wants a message transmitted under this con. 
trivance submitted to us is to be compel ed to 
send a registered message at double rate, 
And I say here, although speaking under tayor 
of ny friend in his time, that in addition to al| 
the other amazing requirements to which the 
American people are to be subjected under 
this bill if it should ever pass, (which | do no 
Vil 
work not only no diminution of rate in * aus 
mitting the average telegraphic dispatch. 
but an unmistakable imposition of additional 
rates over those charged now for doing it, 


Mr. SAWYER. Iam always happy to hear 


| my fiieud from New York, because he speaks 


forcibly and eloquently and persuasively; but 
thereis absolutely nothing in what he has said; 


| and let me remind the Senator from New =a 


tiiat this registered telegram to which he 

ludes has 11s exact par: allel in the usage of vel 
telegraph companies to-day, who charge double 
rates if you want tu make your message sure. 
In the first place, the di nuble rate provided by 
this bill is in many cases not over sixiy-six and 
two thirds per cent. of the single rate charged 
by the Western Union telegraph and by other 
telegraphic companies in the couniry to-day. 
But, Mr. President, when you want to make 
certain that your message goes correctly and 
promptly in the telegraph ollice to day, there 
is a direction that you shall cause it to be 
repeated, and then they charge you double 
rates for it; so that the Seuator proves noth- 
ing agalust the proposition before us by hia 


| criticism on this point. 


‘The Senator says there will be absolutely no 


reduction. I begto call his attention to sume 
figures. The day rate from Washington to 


St. Paul at present for ten-word messages is 

$2 50. By the proposed bill the day message 
will be one dollar, or forty per cent. But note 
this circumstance: that this one dollar is not 
for a ten-word messuge, but for a message 


. . . © . . 
consisting, with the address, of twenty five 


words, or amounting to eivhieen words, 1nas- 


much asthe average addresses on telegrams are 
about seven words. ‘Take ten thousand mes 
sages, and they will average about seven words 
foreachaddress. Theretore it leaves the body 
of the telegram at about eighteen words. If 
this bill becomes a law, for one dollar you 
send a message to St. Paul of eighteen words, 
whereas now you send a message to St. Pau! 
of ten words for $2 50. The present rate is 
twenty-five cents per word ; the proposed rate 
about five and a half cents per word, a reduc 
tion in this case of seventy-eight per cent. 
Does the Senator consider this reduction of uo 
value? 

Again, the rate from Washington to Bangor 
at present for ten words is ninety cents; by 
the proposed bill, for eighteen words it will 
be seventy-five cesis. Irom Washington to 
San Francisco the present rate is tive dollars, 
or fifty cents a word; by the proposed rave it 
is $1 75 for eighteen words. ‘These tables, it 
must be noted, are made up as though the 
messages by the present sysiem and by this 
bill were the same, whereas iu fact, as 1 have 
so ofien repeated, the allowance must be made 
in every case for the addition of eight words 
to the average messages. 

I did not, however, intend to discuss this 
bill. I only rose afier my friend from Nevada 
had shown, as I said, so much terror of the 


| monstrous amount of legislation which there 


'| was in this bill. 


He seems to be frightened 
at what, if he had read the bill carefully, and 
if he has red the report, I do not think would 
have made his hair stand on end at the enorm- 
ous assumption of Government power. The 
truth is to-day, Mr. President, the press of 
the United States is dependent upon the tele- 
graph, and there is hardly a newspaper in this 
land that belongs to the Associated Press that 
dare say anything against the telegraph as at 
| present managed, however much they may feel 
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s oppressive burdens. The telegraph has | 


lie Western 
U i Lele gyri aph Company can ruin any news- 
er at any moment by } 


nplete control over the press. 


Just chi inging its rates 
r transmission of news. 
newspuper on 
a pe} : 
ybsoluiely ruined by the outrageous charges 


which were put upou the telegraphic news sent 


Mr. CONKLING. I do not know any such 
thing as that. J understand the art of bring 
g in the dislike which naturally attaches to 
Assoc 
‘eh we are subjected by that association. | 
lerstand the art of bringing in that preju- 
make-weight against the interest 
which this bill is supposed to antagonize ; but 
| deny sntire ly that striking at the te legraph 
company is striking at the Associated Press. 
| deny entirely that any shaft aimed at the 
teleg ‘aph is like ly to inj ure or wound the As- 
Press. I insist that on the contrary 
ili NEN alike man: wing newspape rs or re quir- 
ing news are perm ited to participate in trans- 
mitiing at given rates such messages as they 
to send over the wires. 


‘iated Press owing to the injustice to 


lice aS a 


& ated 


ssc 

} he suggestion of the Senatoris by no means 
new | have heard it here before. 
heard itin other theaters w here it was supposed 
resorling to those aris, very common in practice 
before juries, that somebody could be set on fire 
in favor of this scheme by declaiming against 
the Associated Press. 

Mr. SAWYER. I beg the Senator’s par- 
jon. Ihave not declaimed against the Asso 
ciated Press. 

Mr. CONKLING. No; the Senator has not 
declaimed against the Associated Press because 
he is restrained by a feeling which 
He sa ws s there 
land that dare 
Perhaps i it 1s not 
every Senator who dares to speak against the 
Associ Althongh | think my friend 
is uot wanting in courage, he understands just 
as well us | do, we have heard it bere and we 
have heard it elsewhe re, that the Associated 
Press, by its extravagant misrepresentations 

things—-because I am not at all afraid to 
call attention to the fact that the agent's of the 


perhaps 
} i S B 
ne w#pplies 1n another direction. 
newspaper in the 


euk ag iinst tbe te legrap h. 


3 not a 


ited L’ress. 


Associated Press do misrepresent and distort | 


things strangely, as I think in the interest of 
ove political party and against the other 

Mr. POMEROY. So I think: 

Mr. CONKLING. Nobody can doubt it. 
Mr. President, I have read—if my friend 
from South Carolina will pardon me, speaking 
as | am in his time—I have read, not only by 
way of omission here, dropping out of the 
pre ceedings of this body the great bulk and 
substance of them during 
perversions as would mislead the public as to 
the whole occupation of the Senate for the 
day, but [ have seen put by the report of the 
Associated Press into the mouths of Senators 
what they never uttered; I have seen stated 
what never took place; and I understand per- 
fecily the hazard at which I| call attention to it 
now. J understand how entirely I am at the 
mercy of those who sit as the guests of the 
Senate, reporting (using a misapplied term) 
what they choose; and yet I call attention to 
the fact, and | know how deep down among 
the foundations of this bill that fact is, that 
men and a political party North and South are 
annoyed, misrepresented, injured grievously 
Dy this Associated Press. 

I know in my own State particular individ- 
uals, speaking in a particular Interest, may 
utter anything they please on any occasion, 
homemade partisan it may be, whatever feeling 
may actuate them, and no objection is found 
to it by the Associated Press; it finds full vent 
and statement in extenso in the newspapers; 
and I know that if another man, who cham- 
pions the other side, expresses his sentiments 
upon kindred topics, that is ‘* partisan,’’ and 
it must not go into the Associated Press; and 
geutiemen whom I meet in the carsaud meet 





\W ny, 


he Senator knows | 
the Pagifie coast which was | 


I have | 


| attempt ¢ ot 


the day, such strange 


| companies rel 


open to any associat 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


elsewhere will explain to me most amiably 
| and most extensively the reason why such and 
such a thing cannot appear in the Associated 


Press, because 


only utt 


isan, although, if it is 
ered on the other side, it is stated 
in extenso and with embellishments. 

Mr. NYE. Columns of it. 

Mr. CONKLING. As my friend says, col- 


umns of it. 


tis part 


Now, sir, &Aa Man must be atyro 


+ & iu 


in the art of p ylitics, if that term is ay 


pmieuvle 


to such a thing, who does not understand the 
ease with which prejudice 
against Ass 


telegraph as the 


may be raised either 
the rclated Press or against the 
Assoc ated 


. : 
Olas, Worth 


vebiele of the 
Press, by calling attention to the 
and South, which is supposed to 
actuate it. 

Mr. SAWYER. 


me, I mInust 


goveru and to 


If the Senator will allow 


protest, not against his oocupying 


the time, because I] would rather hear him 
speak than speak myself, but against his mak 
ing this sermon ou any text that I have enun- 
cla ed 

Mr. CONKLING. I beg pardon of my 


friend. Une 
great deul easier to 
than tal 


thing we agree upon, that itis a 


listen to somebody elise 


k yourselt. Heaffirms that proposition, 
and | agree with him. I did not mean to 
speak inhis time. I! ouly rose totake excep 
ion to what | thought was not an ine ile 


my frie nd two bee pud, mnocentiv 


and parliame ntaril y speaking, the Senate by 
} l 

bringing In the information that some paper 
on the Pacifie coast, if it was that, which he 


presented to the Senator from Ne) 
some other hewspaper some 
deprived ot 
news 


vada, and 
vhere eise, Were 
news or required to take certain 
the telegraph. I rose upon 
that Suggestion to exonerate the t 
truth would permit me from 
do not believe it. On the contrary if my friend 
(and here | will stop my encroachments 
upon his will aud nobody 
can do it better than he, if be would turn the 
Carnot of the Associated Press and 
ize differently an associated press, an ass 
ciated press bent upon telling the truth or 
bent upon giving a Republican, not a Demo- 
cratic bias to the truth, he would find the tele- 
graph just as open as itis now and at rates just 
as reasonable. It was to impress upon him 
that fact in answer to his suggestion that | 
rose. | am aware that I have trespassed too 
far upon his good nature, and I beg the Sen- 
ator’s pardon 

Mr. SAWYER. The Senator ec: 
pass on my good nature for him, 
authority from the Committee on 
and Post Roads. 
report: 

‘The press depends upon the telegraph for the 


because of 
i@yraph as 


that charge. | 


time ) organize, 


organ- 


innot tres- 
but Ltake my 
Po t Othees 


transmission of news, and the telegraph coi npany 
upon the press to aid it against attacks The om- 
pany regulate the rates and has the power to raise 
them for one paper and reduce them lor another, Ln 


} 


1869 it raised the rates of the San Francisco Mlerald 
one hundred and twenty-two per cent., or from 6.0 
certs per word to 15.38 cent s. This rate the Herald 
Was unable to pay; it lost the news and soon failed.”’ 


statement made 
Post 
Offices and Post Roads in this public docu- 
ment, [ I have no 
whatever. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I should 


my friend from South Carolina a qi lestion. j 


here is the authoritative 


by the chairman of the Committee on 


believe it. doubt of it 


like to ask 
observe in the fifth section of the 


Dill 16 SAYS, 


} ? 
‘special contracts may be made with ratlroad 
aling to the telegraphic business 
aiso with 


press for the 


line of such railroads 
and with the 


on the “uSsO- 
clations 
sion of commercial and pres 
shall we not be liable to the same 
this bill that we are at present? 


Mr. SAWYER. Not at all; 


transm1 
snews.’’ Now, 


abuse under 


it is 


a contract. 


because 
ion to make 
Mr. PATTERSON. Why isit not open now 
in the same way? You can make a c 
with any association you please. 
Mr. SAWYER. It 30 happens that now 
the Associated Press has got the field, and the 


yntract 


The committee say in their 


or» 
ovo | 


New Y 


Assoc l ited Pre ssand the tele yrat h 
are coworkers in this matter. I do not know 
that it is ne competent to go to the Western 
Union Lele rra ph or to any other association 
and make contracts; I suppose itis; but 13 
he rates at wh ch the We stern Union m3: ke 
the contract that makes the oppression | 8 


the fact that the Western Union is entirs 


private corporation, uncontrolled excent by it 


»wn self interests and oc UpPYIng a position ¢ f 
monopoly. It has watered its stock until 
what was originaily a very small amount, | 

lieve less than three millions, and I[ do not 
know but less than one million, has come to 


be now over forty inl 
that 
lhe total of stock and ¢ 
ear ings ot the 

Company up to the \ 
the Commiitee on Post Offices and Post Roads 


llions, and nearly all of 


has aKing 


be en hy in) 


SIOCK UGivide aa, 
and net 


nion Pel raph 


cash dividend . 
\V ester U 
semhen time IS yiven by 


v 


as $41.292,9735. Oj that amount stock divi- 
dends were made to the amount of $26,154,800; 
eash dividends betweeu 1858 and LS66, 
$4,157,2 and their net earnings § from 
Janu ry 7, 1866, to July, 1870, $10,980,931 ; 
making a total from 1858 to 1866 of $41,292,- 
973 IS periec ly sate to assert that bad the 
or rvinal capital invested in those telegraph 
companies paid twenty-five per cent. per 


annum, not have 
million dividends or ten, probably not five mil 
lion divi lends. On oceasion 
a stock dividend of four hundred 
per cent.; and out of whom did this come? 
it came out of the public. 
The Postmaster General 
on Post Offices and Post 
telegraphing can be done for 
people at alower rate. They 


they would made forty-one 


one they m ide 


and rourteen 


and the Committee 
Roads believe that 
the American 
propose to unite 
the postal system with the te legraphic system 
following in the path of otherand older natior 
who have tried the experiment and have i 


ceeded in it. They have not rushed into this 
scheme blindly. [hey have examined the 
exnerience ot other nations carefully. his 


bill has been carefully considered. 
i differ with my honorable friend trom New 
York in the opinion as to whether it wil 


pass 
or not. It may not pass to-night; it may not 
pass at this session: but that he American 


people will adc pt this gy stem, In substance 
within the next two years 18 a8 Cerlaln as auy- 


thing ot which we have no absolute det 


strable proot. lhe people want this system. 
It is demonstrable that it will save the people 
millions of money every year, at the same 
time that it does not give to the executive 


aepartment of the 
h itis not 


Government any powers 


whic pertectly sufe for that depart- 


ment to possess. [It does not fill the co intry 
with a legion of officeholders. here is no 
thes r appointed by the Government under 


this system, except a Fourth Assistant P 


master General. 

lhere was a system presented at the last 
Congress by which, | believe, it was proposed 
to purchase ihe Western nion bei ipa 
Company’s lines, and all the telegraphic lines 
in the country, and let the Government ay nt 


Lelegrapniec operators and WOnOPol 


grapbic business all over the country Lhere 
we re grave objections to that, Lhe mber ot 
officeholders would have beenimmense. Som 

thing like ten thousand people are employed 
inn anipulating and Carrying on the telegraphie 
operations of this country. The placing in 
the’ bande of the executive dé partme of the 
appol iment of ten thousand new officehold- 


ers would meet with objections which, in the 


of the public mind, would be 
this bill 


present temper 


ins perable Bat 
ranie. 


proposes to gd0 no 
Buch thing. It simply gives power to the (;oOVv- 
ernmenttoexamine into and watch the proceed- 


ings of thise¢ pany, to see that their business 


is carried on fairly and properly, to see that 
they violate no public or private tru and 
to see that the profits which they reap from 


the capital invested are not exorbitant. It 


| protects the public; it protects the Govern 








g 


ment; it guaranties to the company its just 
rights, but allows it to take nothing more. 

No, Mr. President, this is not a visionary 
scheme. This is not a scheme which is cum- 
bersome and difficult to manage. The more 
my friend from Nevada examines this matter, 
if he will carefully study the various reports 
that have been made upon the subject, if he 
will carefully examine this bill, he will find 
that there is not any ground for fear or appre- 
hensien that it is going to be cumbrous or an 


overpowering monopoly, or anything of that | 


SOrL. 
‘There is a provision in it, first, that this 
company shall have a capital of $1,000,000 


in shares ol 


$100 each, and that capital is for | 


the purpose of making the necessary connec- | 


tions with the post offices in the country and 
the various points from which telegraphic mes- 
sages are to be sent. Then it has the power 
to purchase existing telegraphic lines or to 
construct them; but they are not allowed to 
pay any exorbitant prices for them. They 
are simply to pay such prices as shall be 
agreed upon by men, two of whom are selected 
from the party who has the disposition to sell, 


two by this company, and the fifth by the four | 


already selected, and the price is to be such a 
price as will be equitable, and all that transac- 
tion is to be open to the inspection of the 
Postmaster General, and he must approve of 
it before the bargain can be made. 
having acquired that amount of property, 


new stock is issued to cover it. The stock 


Then | 


at all times represents exactly what the prop- | 


erty of the company has cost, and at no time 
can pay more than ten per cent, The people 
will reap all the advantages which may accrue, 


therefore, from cheap telegraphing ; and by 


believe, we can in three 
years redace the rates, not as they are reduced 


this means, as we 


in this bill, but reduce them to a much lower | 


figure. 


But I repeat, [did not come here to-night to 
say anything on this bill. | was drawn out by the | 


casual remark of my distinguished and good- 
natured friend from Nevada, who seemed to 
have come here with a very bad digestion 
to-night, and to have had his bile aroused by 
this bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
bill, which I am told has not been read, 
although the amendment of the committee 
has been, and also the report of the commit- 
tee; and in calling for the reading I will say 
that | supposed, when I learned the honorable 


I wish to hear read the 


chairman of the Committee on Post Offices and | 


Post Roads had asked for the setting apart of 
an evening to cousider the bilis of his commit- 
tee, he bad some business of an ordinary char- 
acter to consider which he wanted disposed of. 


lhe PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Har- | 


LAN in the chair.) ‘The Senator has aright to 
call for the reading of the original bill, and 
the Secretary will proceed with the reading. 
Mr. CONKLING,. Before proceeding with 
that I wish to complete the remark | was 
making. I did not suppose, it never entered 


my mind until to-day when a friend mentioned | 


to me a suspicion of this, that this bill was to 
be called up, that a matter of this sort was to 
be taken up without notice at an evening 


session; an evening session agreed to with | 
the understanding, as the Globe will show, 


that no business was to be taken up except 
that coming from the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads; and we all under- 
stand the meaning of that practically. It is 
to bring here but a part of the Senate; to 


release, in the estimation of many, Senators | 


from all obligation to come. It did not occur 
to me that at such a ime a measure like this 
was to be taken up for discussion with a view 
to action. 
Senator who had some reason to suspect that 


bill that they care about the fate of to-night. 


, Therefore I propose to proceed logically about 


| that stock. 


this matter, and [ want to hear read the 


original bill, which has not been read, and | 


also the report; and I have some other mat- 
ters which I shall read hereafter as part of 
some remarks which I wish to make 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Mr. President, 
I have—— 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from New York yield tothe Senator from 
New Jersey? 

Mr. CONKLING. Yes, sir; but before I 
lose my right to do so I wish to have the 
original bill as it was recommitted to the com- 
mittee read. I want the Senate to hear that 
in connection with the substitute the com- 
mittee have reported, and in connection with 
the bill I want to hear the report read. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
or two to sey, which I will say now with the 
consent of the Senator from New York. 

I am not familiar with this subject. I think 
it one of great interest, and I trust Senators 
will give theirattention to this bill. 





I have a word | 
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that all the people of this country ought to | 


have the benefit of telegraphic communication. 
I believe that this Government ought to imi- 
tate the example of the other Governments of 
the world, and to see that they have that tele- 


siblé, and that it should be under the control, 
measurably, of the Government. I certain! 
am in favor of the feature of this bill which 
tends to secure that result without having a 
multitude of officeholders and without a large 
outlay by the Government. 

In reading this bill | have been struck with 
one or two things which i think should be care- 
fully considered. It would be a great misfor- 
tune to the Government of the United States, 
in altempting to accomplish this desirable 


result, if we should inadvertently take a step | 


which would put us in a worse position than 
we are now. One suggestion that has occurred 
to me is this: 
telegraph companies. 
propriety of justice that they should have as 
favorable a consideration on the part of the 
Government as any new company that may be 


created ; and | call the attention of Senators, | 


and especially of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads, to the 
eleventh section of the bill 

The eleventh section of the bill provides 
that the capital of the company shall be 
$1,000,000, for expense of organization and 
connection of its lines with the postal telegrapb 
offices. I do not see any provision in the bill 
requiring a payment of cash to be made on 
They are authorized to have a 
capital of $1,000,000, without any requirement 
that the cash shall be paid in for the stock. 
I think the bill ought to contain such a pro 


| vision. 


| as Lobserve in that section. 


But this is not the most important point 
It provides that 


| this company may purchase other companies. 


How are they to pay those other companies? 


| They may pay those other companies in stock. 


| pay those companies. 


have issued, they may issue stock enough to 
Now, suppose this new 
company should purchase the existing com- 
panies at the price at which they hold their 
stock, which has been said here to amount to 
some thirty or forty millions. 

Mr. POMEROY. Forty-one millions. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Forty-one mil- 
lions. They have then a right to issue forty- 
one millions of stock in addition to the one 


| million. Suppose they agree to pay them more 


A remark made to me to-day by a | 


such a thing might be done, led me to look || 


for the calling up of this measure; and as it | 


is to be considered | infer the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads have no other 





than forty-one millions. They. are 
the right to make ten per cent. on the capital 
invested. The capital invested, as it is only 
to be paid for in stock, may be a sum very 


disproportionate to the value of the property | 


which they purchase. The Government by 
authorizing this company to make this purchase 





there are in existence now || 
There seems to be a | 





| In addition to the million of stock which they | 


to have | 
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in this loose manner will put itself in a crippled 
condition, so that it will.not be able to reduce 
the telegraphic rates for the benefit of the peo 
ple. That, it seems to me, unless it is ex. 
plained, is a most serious difficulty in this bil]. 
This company may arrange with the other te}. 
egraphic companies to purchase those com 

panies at such rate as they agree upon and 
then issue stock for it, and the United Siates 
Government is debarred from ever reducing 
the rates of telegraphic commun.cation below 
the sum that will pay ten per cent. on that 
whole amount of stock. 

Mr. HAMLIN. We have the right toamend 
this bill at any time. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. But my friend 
fcom Maine would never legislate in that way. 
He would never, when passing a bill, say we 
have a right to pass it improperly because we 
have a right to amend it hereafter. Now is 
the time to amend it. 

Now, in reference to the ideas thrown out 
by the Senator from South Carolina, if under 


|| stood bim, an investment of a million or two 
I believe 


or three millions by the Western Union Tele- 


| graph Company has augmented and grown 


| until it has got to be some ten or twenty 


millions, [| do not know what. Does not that 


_ show that the reduction which is proposed by 


| this bill on their rates is insufficient ? 
graphic communication at as lowarate as pos- || 


If their 
property is inherently worth only $10,000,000, 
and they hold itand make a profit on it esti- 


| mating it at $40,000,000, is the reduction of 


| thir y-three per cent. enough in the present 


arrangements ? 

L feel most friendly toward this company, 
but the first duty that I feelin reference to this 
whole subject is to secure for the people the 
lowest possible rate of communication. I| think 
the eleventh section needs the careful considera- 
tion of the committee to see thatthis company 
does not put itself inthe very place of the 
Western Union company, and we be in a worse 
condition than we are now by reason of having 
made this arrangement. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Will the Senator read the 
eleventh section ? 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. I have read it. 
That is the one I am speaking of. 

Mr. RAMSEY. It reads: 


The said company may purchase any lines of 
telegraph that are in operation in the United States 


| at the date of the approval of this act, on such terms 





as may be agreed upon; but no such contract shall 
be valid or have any binding effect until approved 
in writing by the Postmaster General. 

The object is to keep them down to the actual 
value of the property purchased. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The only check 
upon it is the approval of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, and then it is to be paid for not in cash. 

Mr. RAMSEY. It may be paid in cash. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Itisnot required 
to be paid in cash. 

Mr. RAMSEY. Not absolutely. 

Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. It may be paid 
for in stock, and it is expressly provided that 
the purchaser shall be under no obligation to 
see as to the distribution of the purchase-money 
among the stockholders of the company bought. 
I do not mean to say that that part of the bill 
is not as perfect as it ought to be. My pur- 
pose is to call the atiention of the committee 
to it, and to see whether this company ought 
not to be required to pay in the cash for this 
million of stock which is issued, and whether 
there ought not to be some provision limiting 
the price that they are to pay for these other 
companies, because we are purchasing them. 
So far as the interests of the Government are 


| concerned, their purchase *is our purcbase. 


They have got the right to tax the people of 
this country to a sufiicient amount to pay ten 
per cent. on whatever they pay to those com- 
panies. 

Mr. SAWYER. Does not the second sec- 
tion provide that the rates shall not be in ex- 
cess of one cent per word for a circuit, which 


| is two hundred and fifty: miles? 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. [had remarked 
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opon that point. That is too much, and the 
-ryment of the Senator from South Carolina 
chows it. The Senator from South Carolina 
shows that this Western Union Telegraph Com- 
ny having only invested a few millions have 


run up a capital of some thirty or forty mil- 


lions, and that they pay dividends on that cap- 
‘tal. That being the case, a reduction of 
thirty-three and one third per cent., as pro- 


vided in this bill, is not enough on the tele- 
rraph rates. 

Mr. SAWYER. It is a great deal more 
than thirty-three and one third i: cent. there. 


| 


' 


i} 


Mr. CONKLING Is it a report of a sub- 
| stitute. 
Mr. SCOTT. It is a report of a substitute, 


Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. Take it all 
through, it is about that. 
Mr. SAWYER. If the Senator will allow || 


me—I dislike to interrupt him—the thirty-three 
and one third per cent. reduction given in 
those tables is based upon the theory that the 
message by this bill is the same ler ith as the 

rdinary message now of ten words, whereas 





in fact it is nearly double that 
Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. The Senator 


from Maine stated that very clearly. 
difference between ten 
words, as be stated. 

But, sir, I do not wish to argue this ques- 
tion, and much less do I desire to be placed by 
the friends of the measure in an antagonistical 
position to it. I simply desire to throw out 
the suggestion that if this company now cre- 
ated is not limited as to the price they give 
for the existing telegraph eompanies the Gov- 
ernment of the United States makes a bad 
bargain, though this company do not, because 


words and eighteen 


they are to be paid ten per cent. by the people | 


their telegrams on whatever prices they 





ay. That is ‘all I wish to say. 
Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President 
Mr. CONKLING. I do not wish to post- 


pone my friend from Pennsylvania, but | de- 
sire at some time to hear the original bill read, 
and I want to know bow many different edi- 
or versions of amendment of it have 
from the committee, aud I want them 
all read in the order in which they stand, and 
the report. This is an interesting and import- 


tions 


come 


ant history, and I believe it is the right of any. 


Senator to have the original bill and all the 
amendments read; and that, either before or 
after the Senator from Pennsylvania proceeds, 
I wish to have done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen- 
ator would have the right to have the original 
bill read and the pending amendment. 

Mr. SCOTT. I do 
with the Senator from New York if he desires 
to retain the floor at this time. 

Mr. CONKLING. No; I wish to make 
some remarks upon this bill after I hear the 
original bill, and the original substitute re- 
ported for it, which was recommitted, read, 
aud I wish the report which accompanied 
some one of the editions of this bill which 
have been emitted, as I understand, by the 
Post Office Committee of this body, read. 
After [hear them read, I desire to say some- 
thing about the bill; but I shall be very glad 
to yield in the mean time to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SCOTT. My desire is not so much to 
discuss this bill as to procure information from 
the members of the committee who have re- 
ported it. I have read it through in my seat 
this evening, and some inquiries have struck 
me which | desire to have answered by some 
of the members of the committee. I find 
upon looking at the first section of the bill, 
that for the purpose of facilitating and expe- 
diting the exchange of correspondenc e, it pro- 
vides that telegrams shall be received at every 
post ofice—I “believe I have got the wrong 
copy. I find there are two reports, one made 
ou the 22d of January, and the other on the 
18th of April. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
2d of January ? 


Mr. SCOTTY. 


What is the one on the 
99 


I shall come to it in a 


moment. 





not wish to interfere | 


It is the || 








\| after 





| better for the Government 


and it is because of some provisions which | 
find in one and not in the other that some in- 
quiries have been started in my mind. In the 
first section of the amendment reported on the 
18th of April I find the provision that ‘tele 
grams shall be received at every post office, 
and transmitted by telegraph between all 
postal telegraph offices in the manner herein 
prescribed.’’ ‘Then follow in a number of sec- 
tions the regulations which are to govern the 
receipt and the transmission of telegrams and 
the prices that are to be paid for transmitting 
them. Proceeding to the seventh section I 


| find this provision : 


_ That the Postmaster General is hereby author- 
ized to contract with the Postal Telegraph Company 
for the transmission of correspondence by telegraph, 
as his agent for that purpose, for a term of ten years 
according to the provisions of this act. 

Now, then, taking up the repoy of amend- 
ments made on the 22d of January, 1872, to 
which my attention was first directed, the 
eighth section provides— 

That any company, corporation, or person who 
shall transmit, or shall aid or be concerned in trans 
mitting any telegram in contravention of any of the 
terms of this act shall, upon conviction as is herein- 
provided, be liable to a penalty not exceed- 
ing $100 for every such offense. 

It struck me that the purpose of that sec 
tion was absolutely to prohibit the use of all 
existing telegraphs, the business of all exist 
ing telegraph companies, and compel all par- 
ties to use the telegraph established or pro- 
vision for the establishment of which is made 
by this bill; and I wish now to call the atten- 
tion of some member of the committee to 
the fact that that is probably not contained in 
the eighth section as it is now reported, which 
professes to give the privilege to the public 
to transmit telegraphic dispatches, in 
words: 

That all persons shall have the right to 
respond by telegraph in the manner herein 
scribed. 

I submit whether that is not, as the section 
now stands, an implied prohibition of corre- 
sponding in any other manner than the 
manner herein prescribed.’’ ‘This is the first 
inquiry which I wish to address to some mem- 
ber of the committee. 

Mr. President, we all feel the desirability 
of securing cheap telegraphic communication. 
Hitherto the attention of the public has been 
directed to the question of whether it was not 
at once to take 
charge of the telegraphic system, so that citi- 


these 


cor- 
pre- 


| zens might have the advantage of telegraphic 


| communication 


at just what it could 
forded upon the cost of establishing te 
lines. 


be 
legraph 


af- 


Our attention has not hitherto been 
directed the expediency of establishing a 


new company instead of availing ourselves of 
the existing facilities, and compelling them to 
come to terms with the Government. 
This was the first inquiry that 
itself to my mind; and I rise not 
the purpose of making it 


suggested 
so much fo 
an objection to the 


bill as of suggesting the inquiry, that it may 

be answered. In the ninth section another 
| inquiry is started. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Will the Senator allow me 


to ask him a que — right here ? 


Mr. SCOTT. Ce ainly. 
Mr. HAMLIN toa he understand that 
the amendment to which he has referred, re- 


ported in January last, is in any 
words before the Senate ? 


of the 


sense 


Mr. SCOT It is not before the Senate ; 
but getting it by mistake this evening and find- 
ing that provision, I nat “9 turned to the 
same section, section eight, in the amendment 


which is before the and a question that 
I startis. isnotthe sameimplied prohibition in 
the words of that eighth section, because it 
purports to give to the public the right to send 
| telegrams in panner therein prescribed 


Se nate, 


the 


|| and prohibiting them in any other manner ? 


| it is intended 
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Mr. CONKLING. ndoubtedly it is, and 
to be so. ; 

Mr. SCOTT. Is not that the equivalent of 
the former eighth section, which in expr 
words prohibits all existing compt wnies and all 
individuals from sending telegraphic dispatches 
in any other manner than the 
scribed by that section ? 


In the ninth section it is said that the rates 


manner pre 


of telegraphing are to be reduced so that 
the profits of the company shall not at any 


time exceed ten per cent. lL wish to eall at 


‘tention to the language if that effect is sought 


| to be at the request of the company that 


| @ year on 


| earn five per 


to be attained: 


That the Postmaster General may, and at the 
request of said company shall, from time to time, 
reduce the comnpensation to be paid to the com 


pany, and the rates to be paid by the publie, tor 
the transmission of telegrams, and shall raise them 
again by an amount not exceeding the reduction, 
after the expiration of six months. if the net ine 


ino 
of the company shall thereby be reduced below ten 
per cent. a year on their capital stoc k. fixed aS 


hereinafter provided. 

The peculiarity of that provision is that itis 
the 
rates are to be reduced, and then within six 
months, before they have had time to determ 
ine whether they would make per cent. 
their capital stock or not, they are 
to be raised again. The provision is that itis 
to be at the request of the company that the 
prices are to be reduced, and then within six 
months itis made the duty of the Postmaster 
General to raise them again if the net income 
of the company shall not amount to ten per 
cent. per annum, before one year has run 
around to enable him to determine whether 
they have made ten per cent. per annum atthe 
reduced rates. I call attention to the 
larity of that provision. 

Mr. SAWYER. The request by the com- 
pany, I suppose, is put in there because the 
Postmaster General fixes the rates any way, 
if they are to be changed, and the protits of 
the company will show whether it is necessary 
to change them or not; and therefore it is 
made the duty of the company to make this 
request when their profits show in that way. 
The books of the company are to be open to 
the Postmaster General all times, 
after the expiration of six months, if 
cent., the presumption 
they will earn five per cent. the 
months, or more. 

Mr. SCOTT: 
lar provision. 

Now, then, when it comes to the corpora- 
tion for this great national ent 
looked through the corporator 
there are three in 


ten 


singu- 


Then 
they 
is that 
next six 


I call attention to that singu- 


| have 
s,and I findthat 


rprise, 


Massachusetts, 


one in 
Maine, two in New York, two in Lilino one 
in Minnesota, two in Iowa, one Kansas, 
one in Nebr raska, one in Missouri, one in Ark- 


ansas, one in Louisiana, one in Alabama, 
one in Georgia, one in California, and two in 
the District of Columbia, making thirty-one in 
all, and the whole proceedings for the an- 
ization of the company are placed in the hands 
of the first three corporators named, or a ma- 
jority of them, the three in Massachusetts, who 
are required to give notice, intwo newspapers 
published in the city of Washington, for the 
proceedings necessary to organize m- 
pany. Then, withac apital stock of $1,000,000 
in ten thousand shares, a provision is inserted 
which gives to each one of the incorporators 
named in the bill, not covering half the States 


org 
£ 


this ec 


| of this Union for this great national enter 


|| points more for the purpose of having 


prise, the right to take two hundred and fifty 
which makes altogether fifty two hun- 
and fifty shares, or a majority of the 
original stock to the corporators named, 

are singular provisions which 
me in the bill; and as [I am 
sympathy with the object, to procure 
telegraphic communication all over the 
try and to remedy the evils which have 
complained of here, I call the 
those who have reported the 


shares 

dred 

whole 
The 


ucK 


have 
efr in entire 
cheap 
coun 
neen 
ot 
these 
them 


aitention 
bill to 
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answered than of urging them as objections to 
the bill. 

Mr. CONKLING. I 
the original bill reported, 
which 


should like to have 
and also the amend- 
ment was recommitted with it; these 
are the foundations of the present report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the opin- 
ion of the Chair that amendment fell when the 
bill was ted, lhe Senator has aright 
ginal bill read. That bill is 


recomini 
to have the or 


now before the Senate, and there is an amend- 
ment to the bill which is now pending. The 


Senator has aright to have both those read. 

Mr. CONKLING. 
stand the Chair, 
understands me. 


and to be sure the Chair 


My understanding of the | 
record is that a bill was reported from the Post 
Ofhice Commitiee; that with that bill was 


amendment in the nature of a 
both the 


mitted to the committee, 


rey rted an 
substitute; tha 


tute were recon and 


that now the committee report back another i] 
substitute, or an amendment in the nature of 
an substitut » for the original bill, and for the 


amendment which was recommitted with it. 
The latter part of my remarks, perhaps, is rather 
inference than but plain inference, 
being recommitted 
bill also recommitted, and 
now reporting an amendment 


talement, 
iendment 
with the bill, the 


be AUse the ar 


the committee 


I should like to under- | 


 F 
bill and the substi- | 





in the nature o! a substitute, it must be a sub- | 
stitute for the amendment as well as for the | 
bill: otherwise the amendment in the nature 


of a substit 
with- 
! nere- 
| havea right to have read both 
the original bill and the substitute; but in the 
first place Il ask to have the original bill read. 

Phe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
right. The Chair, when the proper 
time comes, will submit that part of the ques- 
Senate. The Senator 
inquestioned right to have the original bill 
rend, and also the 
pending, and the Secretary will proceed to 
report the original bill. 

Mr. POMEROY. No one desires to ques- 
tion the right of the Senator from New York 
to h we the bill read, but I desire to submit to 
the Senator from New York that this criticism 
of the bill by Senators is valuable because we 
obtain information fromit. Iwas pleased with 
what the Senator from Pennsy}vania said and 
with what the Senator trom New Jersey said, 
because they addressed themselves to the ques- 
tion and threw light upon it. But now the 
Senator proposes to read a bill which the com- 
mittee have discarded, which the committee 
do not now stand by, if they ever did, merely 
for | do not know what really. Our custom 
is to read the bill that the committee report. 
Na one can have all the previous ones read, 
alihough any one can move the postal code 
and have that read. I think it is an economy 
of time for the Senate to read the bill before 
the Senate which the committee have reported, 
and then have our ee upon that. I 
like what has been said, because this is a great 
question. The measure makes gres ut changes. 
No one can perfect a bill at once 
that this has passed through half a dozen edi- 
tions shows to my mind that the committee 
have been at werk. We are all on committees 
more or and when a committee report 
one bill and Gud it defective, find it criticised, 
find that it is not perfect, they amend it, work 
at it, report it ‘na new shape, and then we go 
through that process again. 


still be in the keeping of the committe 
out report having been madeupon it. 


fore | sup Ose 


may he 


tion to the 


less; 


ute, which was recommitted, would | 


has an | 


amendment which is now | 








; and the fact | 


For two yeurs | 


this bill h as been undergoing that process. It 


is perfectly in order to have them all read; 

but as a question of economy of time at ten 
o'clock at night it strikes me that criticism 
on the bill that is here betore us is vastly more 


important than to be reading something which | 


is not before the Senate. The report that the 
committee makes of course is always read, 
I agree with the Senator from New York that 
that report must be read. 


I only say that I | 
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| from Kansas never puts himself on his pins 


| before final action is taken upon it, and thrust | 





| 
hope the Senate will not spend its time at this | 


hour of the evening in reading the original | 
draft, which is obsolete, out of date. 
The Senator from New York feels doubtless } 
as all other Senators do, disposed to bring the || 
utmost effort of his mind and heart to under- || 
stand this bill; not some former bill that has || 
gone out of sight. To this end I would be glad 
if he would confine his call for reading to the | 
report, or to the bill that is before the Senate, | 
or anything germane to it, and lct us spend | 
what little time we have this eveuing on the 
bill before us, or something relating to it. [| 
say we Ought not to waste the time of the Sen- | 
ate in that way. Nothing short of divine | 





Being could have a perfect bill on the first || 
| start upon such a subject. 
‘| measure that has had to go through half a 
| dozen editions, 


This is a great | 


and it is not perfect yet. I 
suppose it will be discussed a week, and ulti- | 
mately, I hope, by the combined wisdom of | 
the Senator trom New York and other Sen- | 
ators, we shall get a measure that will be | 
approved by the Senate and by Congress; but | 
we cannot expect to do it at once, and espe- | 
cially by reading obsolete bills that have been | 
abandoned by the committee and everybody | 





| else. | 


Mr. CONKLING. My gay and festive friend 
without giving instruction and delight to those 
who hear him. On this occasion he has ex- 
pressed himself with the pen of the evangelist 
and the harp of the prophet, and too much can- | 
not be said in return for the gentle admoni- 
tions which have radiated in ail directions, and | 
especially in my direction. 

With deference, however, to my honorable 
friend, whom I follow whenever I can. and that 
is often, especially in regard to the rules of 
the Senate and the rules of propriety, I sub- | 
mit to him that what he says comes with a bad 
grace from a leading member of a committee 
which having induced the Senate to set aside 
a little nook and corner of time during which | 
it might unburden itself of those routine and 
accustomed measures which it had in charge, 
seizes the opportunity to thrust forward a | 
measure which the Senator confesses he ex- 
pects to hear discussed for a week eventually 


forward in such a way as to raise in the minds 
of the worldly the suspicion that somebody, | 
not inthe Senate, of course, hoped that the bill 
might slip through in a little narrow isthmus | 
of time between to-day and to-morrow, when | 


indulgence of the Senate for another purpose | 
as commonly understood by those who agreed 
to that indulgence, to put forward a measure 
confessedly of great importance, radical and 
sweeping in its tendencies, and in my view 
pernicious—a committee, I say, which puts 
forward at such a time such a’measure, losing | 
the opportunity eer oe reasonable and 
proper bills, is nut to be captious with those 
who want to Goes read so much as appears 
upon the parliamentary record. 

[ would not intervene to postpone the con- 
sideration of this scheme at any proper time. 
Heterodox, as I believe it to be, not only in its 
detail, but in the principle and theory on which | 
it rests, I would not prevent or postpone its | 
consideration properly at any time. But the 
Senator from Kansas knows that when you | 
propose to tear down a great structure which | 
the report somewhere says $25,000,000 or more 





than that in money represents, and to — 
upon its ruins sach a system as is here pro 
posed, it is a grave work; it is not the work 

of an evening; it is not a thing to be done in 

the absence of the Senate after nine o’clock 

at night; it is not to be done by legerdemain | 
which might make Herr Alexander tremble 

for his laurels. It would be a great feat for 

one evening to fold up like an umbrella and 

put away the telegraphic system of a hemi- 

sphere, and create such a scheme as this. 


AL GLOBE. 


half the Senate is away. 
[ say a committee which avails itself of the | 
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Mr. President, I did not intend at this mo. 
ment to be drawn into general remarks Upon 
this measure. But I will speak of one thing. 
Some Senator has said that this bill would 
ev entually succeed, that the scheme goes in 
direction in which public opinion is tending, 
that in the course of two years or some such 
time we should have all this scheme of Goy- 
ernment telegraphing. [ want to enter my 
protest against such doctrine. We have heard 
from the hustings, and sometimes in the Sen. 
ate, talk about centralization, about the tend- 
ency to arrogate power by the General Goy- 
ernment. Whenever the time shall come, two 
years or three years hence, that public senti- 
ment shall demand legislation like this, | 
think it will be high time for my friend from 
Massachusetts to preach a sermon or two of 
caution against centralization. It will, in my 
belief, be ‘high time to call a halt. 

Mr. President, there is no better homely 
type of the true nature and mission of civil 
government in this country than a watch dog. 
The people of the country want of their Gov- 
ernment protection against invasion and dis- 
order; they want to be left free in their activ- 
ities, their rights, their aspirations; free in 
the opportunities they enjoy, and the preroga- 
tives they wield. They want no Government 
to transact the ordinary business of life, to do 
the business of society. And without extend- 
ing the argument at this time, to put in ex 
treme contrast with these ideas about what is 
to happen two years hence, I venture this 
somewhat extreme statement: rather than to 
vote to enlist the Government of the United 
States in the business of telegraphing, I would 
vote to take the postal service of the country 
from the Post Office Department aud commit 
it to private hands to be done as express 
business is done by private enterprise. 

Look at this a moment. The Post Office 
Department is not a profitable creation, but 
a Department sinking a great sum of money 
every year. How and why? Because it car- 
ries on a losing business, and a business based 
on strange principles. You, Mr. President, 
and every citizen in the land are compelled to 
commit to the Post Office Department, under 
penalty, all the matter appropriate to go in 
the mails which you wish to.transmit. You 
may send for cheap reward and hire, and ac- 
cordingly and naturally if valuables be lost 
nobody is responsible. Nobody, upon the doc- 
trine of equivalents, should be responsible, 
perbaps, because if you pay but three cents for 
transmilting through the mail a bond payable 
to bearer, and negotiable by delivery from hand 
to hand, and it is lost, it might be unreason- 
able to say that for a freight of three cents a 
liability should accrue upon which you could 
recover the value of that bond. But, strangely, 
as a part of the system, you are compelled 
under penalty to transmit your property, ifit be 
mailable in character, through the mails alone, 
because there is a penalty upon all persons who 
send or carry letters except in the mail. 

What would a business man think of a law 
which should provide that all freight should 
be sent by a certain conveyance, the rate of 
freight being small and cheap, and the pro- 
vision being that if lost or thrown away by a 
carelessness, no matter how wanton, nobody 
should be liable for it, and the provision 
being that that kind of freight must be seut by 
everybody through that conveyance? We ail 
understand the sources from which the build- 
ers of the Constitution derived their ideas of 
government. Many of them came from an 
island not larger than the State of New York— 
it is further from Buffalo to Montauk Point 
toan from Cornwall to Northumberland. Many 
ideas of government came from an island 
densely peopled and governed by a consolid- 
ated monarchy. Their necessities of govern- 
ment were those of three million people scat- 
tered over an immense and half untrodden 
domain. It was a necessity as well as atheory 
of government to provide, not only that mili- 
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tary roads might be constructed and main- 
tained, but that post offices and post roads 
might be constructed and maintained, because 
there was no amassed capital, no density of 
population, no growth of progress of ente rprise 
except by the interposition of 
Gover linent, ways in which men might com- 
municate with each other at a distance un- 
ess by going in person or sending special mes- 
eengers. Therefore the Constitution authorized 
the Government to establish and maintain post 
offices and post roads as it did military roads. 
Private enter prise las superseded all neces- 
sity of maintaining military roads, and in time 
of war, $04 you want to transmit war material 
-om one point to another, you resort to the 


10 sug gest, 


i 


| 


| 


ordinary lines of transit, the railways and the | 


other m odes of transporting commodities and 
articles from one place to another. The Post 
Ofice Department has never been superseded. 
Noseriousattempt has ever been made to super- 
sede it. I do not assert that the time is likely 
to arrive when it will or should be superse ded. 
| repeat, however, that, in view of all the 
s, 1 would commit myself to night to vote 
{¢ such measures as would put oul upon Con- 
tract to carriers, bound and liable for losses, 
the business of transmitting the mailsand mail 
matter, rather than to launch the Government 
upon the new ente rprise of conducting the tele- 
graph business of the people, or the eXpress 
or railroad business of the country. 

Had I never gone beyond the Erie canal, I 
think | could appreciate the fallacy presented 
to us now. ‘I'he Erie canal is an artificial 
river more than three hundred miles long, 
extending from Lake Erie to the Hudson. 


faci 


Upon this river for many years has been borne 


a commerce many times greater than that 
which floats on the river Rhine, altuough the 


Rhine runs through seven sovereignties in the | 


heart of Murope. This canal is ina belt of 
country the carrying trade of which held out 
early a promise of profits beyond the dreams 
of avarice. Had the canal been owned by an 
individual, owned by a corporation, owned as 

a private enterprise, and managed as a busi- 
ness conducted by private individuals from 
beginning to end, it would have 
source of uncounted profits. It has been 
managed by the State of New York, managed 
under an administration inspired now by one 
political party and now by another, kept in 
repair sometimes by a contract system, some- 
times by a system of superintendence, and iis 
history, great as it is—not regretted by the 
State of New York, far from it—its history is 
full of instructive lessons. ‘hat history shows 
that the same business, be it telegraphing 
or transportation, which, managed by private 
enterprise, watched by the eyes deeply inter 
ested in the profit or the loss, is protitable, 
turned over to public administrauou, com- 
mitted to the Government, no matter under 
what contrivance of intermediate corporations 
Or instrumentalities, changes from profit to 
loss; and not merely from profit to loss, but in 
all its details loses, by the transfer from private 
enterprise to government, much of the essence 
of thoroughness and success. 


Without claiming to be a prophet, without | 


venturing to say that I have studied this ques 
tion as wy honorable friend from South Caro- 
liua seems to have done 

Mr. SAWYER. 1 did not say so. 

Mr. CONKLING. My honorable friend 
tells me that he did not say he had studied it. 
I could not suppose that a Senator so consci- 
entivus as my honorable friend undertook to 
instruct the Senate unless-he had devoted his 
attention with some care to the subject. 

Mr. SAWYER. The Senator will allow me. 
I read ihe report of the committee, and 1 have 
read the other reports on the subject 

Mr. CONKLING, Who, if 1 may inquire, 
drew that report which the Senator read / 

Mr. SAWYER. It came from the Com- 
mitiee rr an Otlices and Post ltoads. 

Mr, NKLING. ‘The Senator does not 
know ao] is the author of the report? 





been the | 


Mr. SAWYER. Certainly not. 
the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. CONKLING. I do not know in that 
sense which justifies mein stating who drew 
it. I thought perhay y friend might en- 
lighten me. However,I was going to sa 
without professing to be as 


= 


I suppose 






haps my fi 
y that, 
learned in this 
subject as my honorable friend from South 
Carolina, certainly without presuming to under 
stand it as well as the Committee on Post 
Othces and Post lioads, I ventur2 to record 
this prediction—perhaps it is not worthy the 
name of en 
telegraphing, ; rove ned as it now 
and | 
in the country, i 
abled one c 


this guess—that while 
is by many of 
minds 


lized profits; has en- 


the sharpest -trained business 


mmpany to develop and multiply 


their facilities, to reduce quite as much as this 


bill is likely to reduce the 
veople may use the 


which the 
| wire a: th il While g yverned 
by trained minds, profits have been realized 
in this which have attracted the 
cupidity and adventurous spirit of others ; that 
over to the 
grafted upon it, 
uncounted othceholders 
nere to-night, { 


for - 


rates at 


b isiness 


same business, when turned 
Othce Department, when in 
when managed bythe 
who. de St ite a det ial heard 
say this bill does provide 

Mr. SAWYER. How? 

Mr. CONKLING,. [think it very likely my 
honorable friend does not know how; I ven- 
tured once before to kay that I believed those 
connecte d with this scheme wh ) have not been 
imposed tried to upon 
somebody ise. Ibelieve my honorable friend, 


upon have impose 


like other members of the Senate, bas been 
imposed upon, 

Mr. SAWYER. 
me a moment, if he 
the bill which 


telegraphing is 


If the Senator will allow 
will point to a place In 
indicates that the business er 
to be done by thie 
muanipuiators of the sys- 
tem are to be appointed by the Government, I 
should like to bave him do it. It seems to 
me that the Senator has not read the bill. I 
do not wonder he wants to have the original 
bill read. I advise him to — them all read 
from the beginuin g down to the present time 
and note the 
them. 

Mr. CONKLING. When my 
mentative he is unanswerable; when he is 
facetious he is irresistible. I have not read 
this bill, of course, with the discernment which 
that honorable Senator has brought to bear 
upon it. I have read it far enoug 
his question, however, and will 
as | have finished the remark I was making 
; L was saying that I ventured to record the 
guess that when this business, 


» Government 


that the Operators or 


changes which ot occurred in 


friend is argu- 


nto answer 


} 
ado s0 as soon 


which it seems 
S cdiomall ] 
to be suppt sed has enjoyed golden Opport inmi- 


ties, hus been turr ed over, if it ever shall 1) P 


to the Post Office Department, and driven 
about upon the = and flow of par y tides for 
a few years, it will widen and deepen that 
grave in which m lions ena teased annually to 
| sustain the Post ¢ » De partment. Contess- 
| ing again my want of knowledge, I have no 
more doubt of this than of any practical ques 
tion which the future alone can solve. 
My honorable friend challenges me to show 
that this scheme implies that officeholders 


| are (0 be increased in number or to be 
| appointed by the Government in order to 
administer it. Why does my friend shake 


) 


his head now? 

Me. SAWYER. Because I will i 
honorable it was that 
and I will not allow him to say what I did not 
| gay as coming from my mouth—— 

Mr. CONKLING. My | 
has said so much since ] have 
I should despair of 
not said. 

Mr. SAWYER. The honorable Senator from 
New x ork Can cConcelve how desper 
ate my situation would be it vuld attempt 
to say what he has sa d since i have had the 
pleasure of knowing him. Lhe 


iform the 


Senator what I did say, 


friend 
known him that 


ynorable 


saying 


thereiore 


i sh 


b ll provid 8 


| otlices, in the manner herein prescribed. The 


| are to deliver 


anything he has | 
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itself to manage the telegraphic business, and 
the Government is to make a contract with the 
company in the same way that it makes a con 
tract with mail contractors to carry the mail, 
or with any other set of contractors to do busi- 
ness which the Government has 
the same way that it « 


to be done . in 
mntracts with ship build 
ers to build a ship. Does that increase the 
public otiices? lhere is to bea Fourth Assist 
ant Postmaster General, for what? Simply to 
manage the business = d with the tele- 
graph which will come, by the enactment of 
this bill into a law, into the Post Office Depar 
ment. Perhaps adozen clerks or half adozen 
Mr. CONKLING. My 


now, 


friend is in a ship 
and has gone to sea. 
looking after that Fourth 

Mr. SAWYER. 

, all night. 

Mr. CONKLING 


He supposes | ata 
Assistant. 
lhe Senator has been at 


I will not trouble him 
about the Fourth Assistant Postmaster Gen- 
I should not have recollected the bill 
provided for such an othcer had I not been re- 
minded of it. That what | am talking 
about. Ll am talking about a myriad of oflice- 
holders, which n0 mun can number, which this 
bill brings into being. 


eral. 


ise not 


Che Fourth Assistant 
Post naster General l suppose 18 to be “u one 
headed man, and he would count but one. I[ 
had no reference to him, My honorable 
triend doubts my statement that the bill would 
usher in a brood of othceholders, 
went so far as to doubt whether | had read 
the bill. Let me read two or three lines of 
the bill to him to see how this is: 


and he 


That for the purpose of facilitating and expe- 
diting the exchange of correspondence, telegrams 
suall be received at every post ollice, and trans- 
initted by telegraph between all postal telegraph 
Post- 
waster General sh as soon as practicable, estab- 
lish telegri aph offices at all post offices on tele- 
graphic circuits ae at every other post ollice within 
ten miles of any circuit. 


Now, what is to be done. 


Ile may also establish places of deposit for tele- 
grams, to be collected with the ordinary collection 
of letters, or as much oftenuer as he may direct; and 
such telegrams, if prepaid according to the require 
wents of this act, shall forthwith be dispatched by 
telegraph to their destination. 


let us see 


I do not stop to count the number of col 
lectors, or whatever they nay be called, letter- 
carriers, perhaps, who are to scou 
gather up these telegrams. 

These rates shall cover the cost of immediate and 
special delivery within one wile of the telegraph 
Office, or within the town postal delivery, and of 
transmission by mail when received at or destined 


r about and 
I come to this: 


for any place where there is no postal telegraph 
oflice. 
Whose messengers does the Senator think 


aud disseminate all these dis- 
patches ? 

Mr. SAWYER. The same messengers who 
now deliver the letters under the free-delivery 
system, and no others. 

Mr. CONKLING. If this 
Senate, I should say to my honorable friend 
that is **too thin.’’ {[ Laughter } The idea 
that in the city of New York, where there are 
now six or seven hundred letter-carriers, all 
the telegraph messages, which are to be sent 
at once mind you, not twice a day, not thrice 
a day like a mail, but in the twinkling of an 
eye, because the wires mean speed—that all 
the telegri aph dispatches are to be sent out 
instantly all over Manhattan Island, from cen- 
ter to circumference, and gathered, not for a 
mail departing to the South in the morning 
and again at the going down of the sun, but 
gathered for immediate transmission both 
night and day by these same seven hundred 
oe earree rs—l Say again, if 8 were not 
the Senate, I would tell my friend i ‘too 


were not tho 


thin.’’ W hy, Mr. President, every body is ows 
better. But at the great body of post ¢ theca 
there is now no free delivery; no letter-car- 


riers. very one understands that this scheme 
not only in the particulars | have referred to, 
but from beginning to end, under guise ol 
creating a corporation, a favored corporation, 
a corporation lo enjoy a monopoly for which 


| for the organization of a company which is |j it pays nothing—my triend shakes his head— 
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yes, a monopoly, for trimmed down in its 
third version, cat-footed as it is, it in effect 
deprives every one of the right to transmit 
messages by wire except the beneficiaries 
provided for. 

Mr. SAWYER, 
taken 

Mr. CONKLING. No,I amnot. My friend 


The Senator is vastly mis- 


will find before this debate is over that I have || 
I may not understand itas well | 
as he does; but I have read it; I kuow what | 


read this bill. 


1 am talking about. 
Mr. SAWYER. Will the Senator allow me 
to ask him a question’? 

Mr. CONKLING. Always. 

Mr. SAWYER. Is there not a provision in 
the bill that any telegraph company, either in 
existence now or to exist in the future, may 
have the privilege of transmitting messages 
just as they do now, with this single exception, 
that they shall pay the same tribute to the 
Government that this company is to pay ; that 
is, five cents a message? 

Mr. CONKLING. On that point, at a con- 
venient seasom I will compare gifts with my 
friend, and I will not forget it should this dis- 
cussion ever be resumed. At this moment my 
iriend from New Jersey asks me to yield to 
him, for what purpose I would like to under- 
stand, 

Mr. STOCKTON. The Senator from New 
York has been very courteous and kind to the 
Senator from South Carolina and other Sen- 
ators who interrupted him. I simply ask him 
to yield to me for one moment. ‘The purpose 
I cannot explain so well as I could if I were 


to take more time to explain the purpose and || 


carry out that purpose. I have listened with 
great pleasure to the Senator from New York, 


as I always do, and I should like to sit here 


‘until two o’clock to-morrow morning to listen 
to him. Itwould give me great pleasure to do 
it, as it would every gentleman in the Senate, 
[am sure; but, at the same time, having sat 
here until a very late hour for many nights, and 
coming to committee meetings at ten o’clock 


in the morning, the Senate meeting at eleven, | 
some of us feel as if occasionally we would | 


like a little sleep. The fact is that when I go 


home and go to bed now the voice of the Sen- | 


ator from New York rings in my ears, and 
the voices of other Senators here, until 1 can- 
notreally sleep when in my bed. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. CONKLING. I did not yield to my 
friend for such confession. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Nevertheless you yielded 
to me, and I have the floor by your courtesy. 
I came over to his side of the house to move 
to lay the bill on the table, without any hos- 
tility to the bill, for [really have not examined 
the bill, and Ido not know what view I will 
take of it, but from the thorough conviction 
that | think every gentleman in the Senate has 
that this bill cannot and ought not to pass to- 
night. 
to be examined. I have changed my mind 
since I have been here, and I think the Senate 
will agree with me that the best thing we can 
do is to adjourn, and if the Senator from New 
York will permit me to make the motion I 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
Senator from New York yield? 

Mr. CONKLING. I will after one moment. 
Am I[ right in supposing that the bill taken up 
on the motion of the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania will be the unfinished business to-mor- 
row after the morning hour? 


Does the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will. The | 


Vice President so announced. 

Mr. CONKLING. Then I yield fora motion 
to adjourn. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I hope the Senator will 
withdraw that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not 
debatable. Does the Senator from New Jersey 
withdraw the motion? 

Mr. RAMSEY. For a moment. 


when this business can be resumed. 





{ 


It is an important bill, one that ought | 
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| Mr. CONKLING. No other day will now 
|| be indicated when this will be taken up if my 
objection can defeat it. 


} it can be deliberately and fairly discussed, and, 


|| other time to come up in the present condition 
|| of business if my objection will prevent it. 

Mr. RAMSEY. I should like very much to 
have the Senate fix some day. 

Mr. BOREMAN. Is this in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, — It is not in 
order. The motion to adjourn is not debat- 
able. The Senator from New Jersey moves 
that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at ten 
o’clock and twenty-nine minutes p. m.) the 
Senate adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, May 17, 1872. 

The House met at eleven o'clock a. m. 
a by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. ButLer, 
| D. D. 

'| The Journal of yesterday was read in part. 

|| Mr. HALE. 

| ing of the Journal be dispensed with. 

‘|| Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to make a parlia- 

mentary inquiry. What is the regular order 

| of business ? 
Mr. HALE. 


j 

| - 2 

| present from a conference committee. 
| 

1 





The SPEAKER. 
_what business may be first entertained. But 


will direct his inquiry to a particular point, 
| the Chair will answer it, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Does the unfinished busi- 
|| ness of last evening come over tothis morning? 
|| The SPEAKER. It does not. If there be 
no objection, the further reading of the Jour- 
nal will be dispensed with. 


|| reading was dispensed with, 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 
| Mr. HALE. 


I present the following report 
|| of a committee of conference. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
' 

| 

| 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
| bill (HI. R. No. 1191) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the year ending June 30, 1873, and 
for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
|| conference have agreed to recommend, and do rec- 
|} ommend to their respective Houses, as follows: 
That the Senate recede from their amendments 
| numbered 6, 10, 16, 17, 21, 25, 26, and 27. 

That the House of Representatives recede from 
their disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 2, 19, and 28, and agree to the same. 

‘That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the first clause of the amendment of the House to 
the fifteenth amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same; and the House recede from the second 
clause of their amendment to said fifteenth amend- 
| ment, and agree to said amendment as so modified. 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement 
to the amendment of the House to the twenty- 
fourth amendment of the Senate, and agree to the 


same, 
EUGENE HALE, 
G. W.SCOFLELD, 
STEVENSON ARCHER, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

C. COLE, 
A. H. CRAGIN, 
JOHN P. STOCKTON, 





The report of the committee of conference 
was agreed to. 





ference was adopted ; and also moved thatthe 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


BOUNTIES TO COLORED SOLDIERS. 
Mr. BOLES. I call up the motion to recon- 





' 
| 


sider the vote by which the House laid upon 
the table the bill (H. R. No. 1589) amenda- 
\tory of existing bounty laws, and granting 
bounties to persons of color, who were slaves 
| previous to the 19th of April, 1861, who en- 


I would | listed and served in the Army of the United 
ike the Senate to indicate some other day || States 


I think this will not cause a great 


| deal of debate. 


This bill, if taken up | 
at all, should be taken up at some time when | 


'| after finding it here this evening, it will get no | 


I move that the further read- | 


I have a privileged report to | 
The Chair cannot state | 


if the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hotmay] | 


‘|| There was no objection, and the further | 


Managers onthe part of the Senate. | 


Mr. HALE moved to reconsider the vote | 
by which the report of the commiitee of ,con- | 
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CRs tating 


| 

|| Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. Bo.es] inform us how this jj] 
came to be laid upon the table? ' 

Mr. BOLES. It wasreported from the Com. 
mittee on Military Affairs adversely, and wag 
laid on the table. I entereda motion to recon. 
sider the vote by which it was laid on the table, 
and now call up that motion. I presume j; 
will give rise to very little debate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The chairman of the M}jjj. 
tary Committee is not now in his seat. I hope 
the gentleman from Arkansas will not insist 
upon his motion at present. 

Mr. HALE. Let me make a suggestion to 
the gentleman from Arkansas. his is eyi- 
dently a bill that will cause debate; and the 
yeas and nays will have to be called upon it, 
I suggest to the gentleman that we are eyj- 
dently near the end of the session, and that 
this matter had better be postponed until some 
day in December, say the third Monday, or 
any other day the geni!cinan may prefer. That 
course will relieve the House of some embar- 
rassment in the present state of the public 
business. 

Mr. BOLES. I am willing to agree to any- 

thing that will result in giving bounties to these 
men. If this is due to them, it is certainly a 
matter of justice that they ought to have it 
now; they ought to have had it years ago; but 
if the House thinks it better to postpone it, 
and will agree to fix a day early next session 
|| for its consideration, I will agree to it. 
I ask, then, that the further consideration 
|| of this motion be postponed until the second 
Tuesday of December next, after the morning 
hour. 

There was no objection; and it was so 
ordered. 





POTTAWATOMIE AND SHAWNEE INDIANS, 


Mr. BOLES. I rise to make a privileged 
report. I present the report of the conference 
committee on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the Senate bill No. 988. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. No. 988) to 
provide homes for the Pottawatomie and absentee 
Sbawnee Indians in the Indian territory, having 
met, after full and free conference have recom- 
mended, and do recommend to their respective 
llouses, as follows: 

That the House recede from its first amendment, 
and agree to the same with the following amend 
ment, namely: 

Insert at the end of section one the following: 

Provided, Said Pottawatomie Indians shall neither 
acquire nor exercise under the laws of the United 
States any rights or privileges in said Indian terri- 
| tory other than those enjoyed by the members of 
the Indian tribes lawfully residing therein; anu for 
the protection of the rights of persons and property 
among themselves, they may enforce the laws and 
| usages heretofore enforced among them as an Indian 
| tribe not inconsistent with the Constitution and 
| laws of the United States; and shall be entitled to 
| equitable representation in the general territorial 
council, and subject to the general laws which it 


may legally enact. ; 
That the House recede from its second amend- 
ment. 
THOMAS BOLEsS, 
JOHN A. SMITH, 
W.W. VAUGHAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


WM. A. BUCKINGHAM, 
JAS. HARLAN, 
J. W. STEVENSON, 
Managers on.the part of the Senate. 
The report of the committee of conference 
was agreed to. 


Mr. BOLES moved to reconsider the vote 
by-which the report of the committee of cor 
ference was adopted ; and also moved that the 
‘| motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

'| The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE OHIO RIVER. 


On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, by unanimous 
consent, the bill (S. No. 662) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge at Mount Vernon, on 
the Ohio river, was taken from the Speaker's 
table, read a first and second time, and referred 
/to the Committee on Commerce, not to be 
| brought back by a motion to reconsider. 


|| On motion of Mr. HOLMAN, also by unani 
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mous consent, the bill (S. No. 539) authorizing 
the construction of a valinced bridge across the 
Ohio river at or near Evansville, in the State 
Indiana, was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, read a first and second time, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, not to 
brought back by a motion to reconsider. 


ME-SHIN-GO-ME-SIA. 


pe 


On motion of Mr. SHANKS, by unanimous 
consent, ae amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. No. 183) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to make partition of the reser- 
yation to Me shin-go me-sia, a Miami Indian, 
were non-concurred in, and aconference asked 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. 

POTTAWATOMIES AND ABSENTEE SHAWNEEES 


The SPEAKER. The Senate disagrees to 
the amendments of the House to the bill 
S. No. 988) to provide homes for the Potta- 
watomies and absentee Shawnee Indians in 
the Indian territory, and asks a conference 
thereon. The Chair hears no objection. 

CRIMINAL PRACTICE IN FEDERAL COURTS. 


The SPEAKER. The Senate also disagrees 
to the amendments of the House to the bill 
(S. No. 468) to regulate criminal practice in 
the Federal courts, and asks a conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
The Chair hears no objection. 


ABATEMENT OF TAXES. 


The SPEAKER. The Senate also disagrees 
to the amendments of the House to the bill 
of the Senate (S. No. 881) to provide for the 
abatement or repayment of taxes on distilled 
spirits in bond destroyed by casualty, and 
asks a conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon. The Chair hears no 
objection. 

CONSTRUCTION OF A BRIDGE. 

On motion of Mr. McCRARY, by unani- 
mous consent, the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. No. 2207) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge and to establish the 
same as a post road were concurred in. 

Mr. McCRARY moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the amendments of the Senate 

ere concurred in; and also moved that the 
motien to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. DAWES. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the tariff and 
tax bill. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I hope the gentleman 
will let us have a morning hour. 

Mr. L. MYERS. This is private bill day, 
and certainly the committees are entitled to 
their morning hour. We are to adjourn at an 
early day, and some committees cannot be 
called unless we can have the morning hour 
regularly. Committees might as well not be 
appointed if they are to be prevented in this 
way from reporting their business. 

Mr. DAWES. I would like very much to 
yield for the morning hour; but I think the 
committees have had areasonable opportunity 
to present their business. 

Mr. L. MYERS. Notatall. The gentle- 
man himself promised the House that if we 
would meet daily at eleven o'clock the com- 
mittees should have their hour. We have 
thus far given way; but there is no necessity 
why we should still be deprived of the morning 
hour. 

Mr. DAWES. Almost every evening since 
that promise was made has been set apart for 
business of the committees; and we have gen 
erally had the morning hour besides. 

Mr. BANKS. I think that in justice to the 
public business we should have to-day and to- 
morrow for the consideration of the tariff bill 
and other measures in which the interests of 
the Government are essentially involved. 


thereon. 
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| 
Mr. DAWES. At two o’clock to-day the || 


Committee for the District of Columbia will 
be entitled to the floor; to-morrow has been 
specially assigned; and the only time this 
week that is left for the consideration of the 
tariff bill is between now and two o'clock. 
Hence [ submit tothe House that my proposi- 
tion is not unreasonable. 

Mr. BANKS. I ask whether there is not 
some method by which the business specially 
assigned for to-morrow and for to-day after 
two o'clock, relating as it does to private and 
comparatively unimportant matters, may be 
set aside for the purpose of giving time to the 
consideration of these great measures in which 
the Government is so much interested ? 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I desire to say 
also that the bill which always elicits more dis- 
cussion than any other appropriation bill, the 
sundry civil bill, is waiting to be acted upon. 
It isa very long bill, full of items likely to 
lead to discussion, and I fear it will not be 
possible to get it through the House, except 
after consideration for four solid days. 

Mr. SARGENT. Is not the disposition of 
business within the power of the House ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see 
how the orders for to-day and to-morrow can 
be overridden except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. If other gentle- 
men see a way by which we can get through 
the tariff bill, the sundry civil bill, and the 
very many private bills in which gentlemen 
feel an interest, by the 3d day of June, they 
see what Ido not see. I have been waiting 
for seven days to get the sundry civil bill taken 
up, and if the tariff bill is to go over after 
only two hours’ consideration to day—— 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent 
the Committee for the District of Columbia 
might take next I’riday for their business. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I wish the Com- 
mittee for the District of Columbia would con- 
sent to that arrangement. After these two 
important bills, the tariff bill and the sundry 
civil bill, shall have been sent to the Senate, 
there will be a sort of interval of two or 
three days, when no pressing public measure 
will stand in the way of the District business. 
But if that committee should insist on occupy- 
ing the greater portion of to-day, the two bills 
which I have named will be pushed back 
almost to the end of the session, and we shall 
tumble them both almost at the same time into 
the Senate, where they must, of course, cause 
considerable discussion. I hope ‘\e gentle- 
men who have charge of the District business 
will give way, and let the tariff bill go on to- 
day. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. If we could be 
well assured that nothing shall intervene to 
prevent our committee from occupying Friday 
of next week—— 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman should 
give way, and the arrangement suggested for 
next Friday should be made, the committee 
could not be dispossessed of that day except 
by unanimous consent. They would have the 
right to the floor against all other business. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. If that be the 
understanding, I am willing to agree to the 
proposition. 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. I suggest that if 
certain members on this floor who occupy all 
the time in talking would agree not to talk any 
more during the remainder of the session, we 
might readily get through with all our busi- 
ness. [ Laughter. | 

The SPEAKER. That arrangement can 
hardly be made in public. The gentleman 
should use his private influence to that end. 
The gentleman from Connecticut, [Mr. Stark- 
WEATHER, | the chairman of the Committee for 
the District of Columbia, proposes to waive 
the right of that committee to occupy to-day 
after two o'clock, on condition. that on Friday 
next the committee shall have the same right. 
Is there objection ? 


Mr. BIRD. I object. 


| the Commissioner of 


| 
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Mr. PACKER. I would like to have some 
arrangement made by which the Committee on 
Railways and Canals can report. We have 
not been called this session. We are now 
next on call, and if this morning hour is taken 
from us, I would ask that some evening of 


| next week, not already assigned, be given to 


that committee. 

Mr. L. MY ERS. As I first made objection 
to the arrangement proposed, I desire the at- 
tention of the House for amoment. Iam just 
as anxious that the public business shall pro- 
ceed as anybody can be. Butthe Committee on 
Patents have been called but once this session. 

Mr. RANDALL. If they are never called 
it will do no harm. 

Mr. L. MYERS. That is the impression of 
the gentleman; if correct, then the committee 
had better not have been appointed. The Presi- 
dent has sent to us, with his recommendation, 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior and 
Patents, Suggesting a 
revision of the patent code and some revision 
of the organization of the Patent Office. Not 
only has the committee public business to 
report upon, bat there is all the private busi- 
ness we have been engaged upon during the 


session. Now, if we can have an evening of 


| next week, and not be cut out of each I'riday 


morning hour, I will yield as readily as any 
one can. I ask that an evening of next week 
be assigned for the business of the Committee 
on Patents. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope that private busi- 
ness will be made to give way for public busi 
ness of great interest. 

Mr. L. MYERS. That is what I propose, 

Mr. RANDALL. Therefore I hope the 
motion to go into Committee of the Whole 
will be agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will again sub- 
mit the proposition of the gentleman from 


Connecticut | Mr. SraRKWEATHER | to take F'ri- 





| day next instead of to-day for the considera 


tion of business reported from the Committee 
for the District of Columbia. 


i] Mr. KELLOGG. After two o’clock 


Mr. BIRD. [I insist upon my obje ction. 

The SPEAKER. As objection is made, the 
question will be upon the motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole on the tariff bill 

Mr. L. MYERS. Has my motion been 

| submitted to the House? 

The SPEAKER. The 
unanimous consent; 
request as a motion. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object 
any extension of sewing-machine patents, 

Mr. SMITH, of Ohio. I ask unanimous 
consent to have taken from the Speaker 
and referred to the Committee on the Judi 
cla ry Senate bill No. 620, for the sale of th 
slack Bob Indian lauds in the State of Kansas 

Mr. LOWE. | object. 

The motion to go into Committee of the 
Whole was then agreed to. 


gentleman asked 
he could not submit his 


I do not want 


table 


TARIFF AND TAX BILL. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Scorretp in the chair,) and re 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. BR. No. 
2322) to reduce duties on imports, and to 
reduce internal taxes, and for other yurposes. 

The CHAIRMAN At the close of y: ter 
day’s proceedings in Committee of the Whole 
the committee had adopted the following sub 
stitute, moved by the gentleman from Massa 
chusetts, [Mr. Dawes,] for the paragraph in 
reJation to the duty on pdper: 

On all paper ninety per cent. of the duty and rates 
of duty now imposed by law. 

Mr. BU ['LER, of Massachusetts. I desire 
to make a parliamentary inquiry. Is no debate 
to be allowed upon any amendment to the free 
list or to the internal revenue part of the bill ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 


that by or le of th ; Ho ise all di b ite has been 


\| closed upon this bill. 


ali ht sm been Seccta 


one 
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Mr. BROOKS. Before we proceed from Mr. DAWES. [I offer the following amend- 


the paragraph in relation to paper, | move to 
add to the substitute which bas been adopted 


the follow ng proviso: 


Provided, Thatthedaty on printing paper,whether 


rized or unsized, shall be equal, and twenty per cent. 
ad valore i. 


Mr. DAWES. 
adopte a 

The question was taken upon the amend- 
ment moved by Mr. and upon a divis- 
ion there were—ayes 73, noes 50. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. DAWES called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Brooks and 
Mr. Dawes were appointed. 

[he commitiee again divided; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 80, noes 78. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SULELDON., 
adding: 
valorem.”’ 

fhe CHAIRMAN, As there is no oppor- 
tunity for explanation of amendments as they 
are offered, the Chair requests the committee 
Lo preset ve order. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. Suetpon] to make ita 
specitic duty of some kind. 


I hope that will not be 


sROOKS; 


I move to amend by 


**on per ceit. ad 


vermuth, forty 


Mr, SYVHIER. This is an article not very 
well understood. I ask a paper be read in |! 
explanation, 

Mr. DAWES. There will be no trouble 


about i if he makes the duty specific. 
Mr. SHELDON. We cannot do that. 


Mr. DAWES. Very well then; I do not 
obj ct loan ad valorem duty. 
fhe amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BECK 
Bette werete i, ad 
FeCuiring t 


rund they are 


I move to add the following: 

That all laws and parts of laws 
hat all duties on imports shall be paid in 
I fur modi fied that 


hereby, so 
me halifot all duties on imports may be 
by the individual or corporation paying the | 
. lo the proper collecting officer of the United 
States of such import duties, in the legal-tender 
notes of the United States, and the other balf of the 
duties which are required by lawto be paid by such 
person er corporation shall be paid in gold ; and all 
laws and parts of laws now in force are repealed so 
fur as they come in conflict with the provisions of 
this act, 

Mr. DAWES. TIthink that amendment is 
not in order at this place. {[ make the point | 
of order on it, 

Mr. BECK. I think it is in order. We have 
passed the tariff part of the bill. 

Mr. DAWES. No, we have not yet got to 
the close of it. 

Mr. BECK. We have to all matters impos- 
ing duty. 

Mr. DAWES. I have some amendments 
here. 

Mr. BECK. To this part of the bill ? 

Mr. DAWES. I have two or three amend- 
ments which the gentleman knows of 

Mr. BECK. 1 will reserve my amendment, 
then, till we come to the close of the tariff 
sections. 

Mr. DAWES. It may be in order, I think, 
the last thing on the bill. The gentleman 
must wait until then. 

Mr. BECK. | will ifit does not lose its place. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not knowit is in order, | 
but | suppose it is in order the last thing. 

I now move the following amendment: 


gold 
nereautter 
pila 


Bit tine 


On mustard ground, in bulk, ten cents per pound; 
when inclosed in glass or tin, fourteen cents per 
pound, 


| move this from the Committee of Ways 
and Means. We propose to put mustard seed 
on the free list. | 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mz. DAWES. 


I offer the following amend- 


From the committee ? 
J am not authorized to say 


it is from the committee: i] 


On Zante or other currants, one cent per pound; | 
on figs, two and a half cents per pound; on raisins, 
two and a halt ceuts per pound. 





| specific gravity of 1.047 or less; ’ 
eight, page 4, insert after the word “pound” these | 


| one cent per pound ; 





|| be again reported. 


sume he will accept 








| 
The amendment was agreed to. | 


ment from the committee: 
page 4, these words: “*acetous or pyroligneous of 
’ and in line fifty- 


words: “acetic, acetous, and pyroligneous, of spe- 
cific gravity over 1.047, thirty cents per pound; ”’ so 
that the paragraph will then read as follows: 

On acids, namely, acetic, acetous, and pyrolig- 
neous, of specific gravity of 1.047 or less, five cents 
per pound; acetic, acetous, and pyroligneous, of 
specific gravity over 1.047, thirty cents per pound ; 
carbolic, liquid, ten per cent. ad valorem ; gallic, one 
doliar per pound; sulpubric, fuming, (Nordhausen,) 

tannic, one dollar per pound; 
tartaric, ten cents per pound. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. 
amendment I move the following amendment: 

Mustard seed, brown and white, free of duty. 


That puts mustard seed upon the free list. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KERR. 
ment; 


On all copper imported in the 
two and one half centson each pound of fine copper 


I offer the following amend- 


contained therein; on all regulus of copper, and on 


block or coarse copper, three cents on each pound 
of fine copper contained therein; on all old copper, fit 
only for remanufacture, three and ove haif cents 
per pound; on all copper in plates, bars, ingots, 
pigs, and in other forms not manufactured or herein 


| enumerated, including sulphate of copper or blue || 
| vitriol, four cents per pound; on copper in rolled | 


plates, called braziers’ copper, sheets, rods, pipes, 


| and copper bottoms, and all manufactures oft copper, 


or of which copper shall be a component of chief 


| value, not otherwise herein provided for, forty per 


cent. ad valorem, 


Mr. CONGER 


opportunity for debate, [ think the attention 
of the Llouse should be clearly directed to it 
by its being read »gain. 

Mr. KERR. It is a portion of the original 
bill of the committee. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I suggest a modification 
of the gentleman’s amendment, which I pre- 
After the words “all 
manufactures of copper ’’ | propose to insert 


the words ‘‘ including percussion caps.’’ The 
| duty on alcohol makes the price of this article 
| higher. 


5 


Mr. KERR. 
modification. 

Mr. CONGER. 
there can be debate on the general proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. CONGER. I make the point of order 
on this amendment that this proposition has 
already been considered in Committee of the 
Whole, and has been rejected. 

Mr. KERR. Thatis not a point of order. 

The amendment of Mr. Ke.ioccto the 
amendment was agreed to. 


I have-no objection to that 


‘The question recurred on Mr. Kerr’s amend- | 


ment, as amended. 
The committee divided; and there were— 


| ayes 76, noes 77. 


“Mr. KERR. I demand tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Kerr and 
Mr. ConGer were appointed. 
The committee again divided ; and the tell- 
ers reported—ayes 78, noes 65. 
So the amendment as amended was agreed to. 
Mr. CONGER. I move to reconsider the 
last vote. 
lhe CHAIRMAN. That motion 
order in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. CONGER. ThenI give notice to these 
gentlemea that I will have a vote upon it. 
Mr. KERR. I object to that sort of talk. 
Mr. CONGER. I give notice that I shall 
desire a separate vote on this amendment in 
the House. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


is not in 


notice in the House. 


Mr. BUCKLEY. 
amendment: 

On gunny-cloth, thirty per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. BECK. I submit that that amendment 
is not in order. We have passed the para- 
graph which includes the duty on gunny-cloth. 


I offer the following 





| point of order. 
Insert after the word “‘acetic,’”’ line fifty-eight, | 


Now, as pending the first | 
i} ment: 


| ayes 44, noes 63; no quorum votin 


form of ores, | 


] ask that the amendment | 
Inasmuch as there is no-| 


I object to debate, unless | 








The gentleman can give | 
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es 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 

Mr. BUCKLEY. 
point of order was. 
state it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order wag 
that the amendment was germane to a para- 
graph which the committee has passed, 

Mr. BUCKLEY. Guanny-cloth is uot men. 
tioned in the bill. 

Mr. BECK. The gentleman is mistaken, 


I did not hear what the 
Will the Chair please to 


| as he will find by referring to the paragraph 
| commencing line twenty-six, section two, 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has gus. 


| tained the point of order. 


Mr. FRYE. I offer the following amend. 


On emery ore, six dollars per ton, and on emery 


| grains, two cents per pound, 


The committee divided; and there were— 


vr, 
5 


The CHAIRMAN, under the rule, ordered 


| tellers; and Mr. Frye and Mr. Kerr were 


appointed, 
Mr. KERR. Let the amendment be again 
read. 


The amendment was again read. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘That was the duty before 
the tariff of 1870. 

Mr. KERR. Emery ore is now free. 

‘The committee again divided; and the tell: 
ers reported—ayes 74, noes 71. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH. I offer the follow- 


| ing amendment: 


On preserved or condensed milk, thirty-five per 
cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. BUCKLEY. I rise toa point of order, 
Does that not relate to a subject we have 
already passed upon? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not 
recollect any paragraph already passed to 
which this is germane. He will rule on the 
point of order if the gentleman will direct his 


| attention to such a paragraph. 


The question being taken on Mr. Farws- 
WORTH'S amendment, it was agreed to. 

Mr. KELLEY. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 


On fire-crackers, one dollar per box of forty packs, 
not exceeding eighty to each pa k, and inthe same 
proportion for any greater or less number. 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HILL. I offer the following amend- 


ment: 


On meal of oats, one cent per pound; so that it 
may be the same as flour of wheat. 


This is merely to make the duty on oatmeal 
equal to the duty on wheat flour. 

Mr. KERR. It is an increase of duty, and 
on a necessary of life. 

The question was taken on the amendment; 
and there were—ayes thirty-four, noes not 
counted. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. BECK. I offer the following as an 
additional section, to come in immediately 
atter this section: 


And be it further enacted, That all laws and parts 
of laws requiring that all duties on imports shall be 
paid in gold be, and they are hereby, so far modified 
that hereafter one balf of all duties on imports may 
be paid by the individual or corporation paying the 
same to the proper collecting officer of the United 
States of such import duties in legal-tender noves of 
the United States, and the other half of the duties 
which are required by law to be paid by such person 


| or corporation shall be paid in gold, andall laws a nd 


parts of laws now in force are repealed so far as tbey 
cowme in conflict with the provisiors of this act. 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest to the gentleman 
that he move to insert that at the end of the 
tariff portion of the bill. 

Mr. BECK. Thisistheend of a paragraph, 
and I want a vote on it now. 

Mr. HOAR. [rise to a question of order, 
and it is that the seventh section of the bill, 
which extends and changes the law in regard 
to the duty on ribbon, making larger and more 
comprehensive provisions, is a provision fixiug 
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duties, and therefore this provision cannot || ment moved by Mr. Dawes; and upon a divis- 


come in until that provision with the other 
duties have been passed by. 

fhe CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules 
that point of order, although he thinks that 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky would be more appropriate at the end 
of the tariff part of the bill. 

Mr. BUVLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
to amend the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kentucky by substituting ** one third’? 
where he says ‘*‘ half’? so as to provide that 
one third may be paid in legal tender, and in 
the other place to insert *‘two thirds’’ in 
liey of ** half.”? 

Mr. BECK. I am satisfied that that is as 
good as 1 can get, and I accept the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The committee, I pre- 
sume, have something to do with it. 

Mr. SARGENT. I desire to offer a sub- 
stitute for that amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. Before the question is put, 
js not & motion to insert a rate in the section 
pow under discussion in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not, unless the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky withdraws his mouon. 

Mr. DAWES. Ihave a single item which 
I wish to insert. 
Mr. BECK. 
afterward, 
Mr. DAWES. Can it be put in afterward ? 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair Supposes so, 
Mr. SARGENT, 1 offer the following sub- 
stitute fur the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky : 


The gentleman can put that 
in 


That from and after the passage of this act it shall 
be luwful to pay dulies on imports in the notes of 
rold banks duly organized under the laws of the 
Gaited States, 

The amendment of Mr. Sarcent was dis- 


agreed to. 


‘he question recurred upon Mr. Beck's 
amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. I am confused about the 
rules of the House, bat it seems to me that 
if we insert a new section at the end of this 
seciion it will be impossible to go back and 
insert anything in this section. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The committee have 
before them the last paragraph of section two, 
for the text of which a substitute has been 
adopted, but amendments are still in order. 

The question was put on Mr. Becr’s 
amendment; and there were—ayes 89, noes 68. 

Mr. DAWES ealled for tellers. 





Teilers were ordered; and Mr. Beck and 


Mr. BinGHAM were appoirted. 

ihe commitiee divided ; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 92, noes 62. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SARGENT. I move to add to 
amendment just adopted the following: 


Provided, That the notes of national banks re- 
quired by law to be redeemed in gold may be re- 
ceived for import duties. 

Mr. KERR. That is all right. 

Mr. SARGENT. 
the Government guaranties the issue of these 
banks. 

Mr. DAWES. 
ment by adding to it the following: 

And provided further, That this section shall not 


the 





ion, there were—ayes 74, noes 85. 

Before the result of the vote was announced, 

Mr. LYNCH called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Dawes and 
Mr. Beck were appointed 

The committee again divided ; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes 65, noes 92. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I move to amend 
by inserting before the section last adopted 
the following: 


On type, type-metal, and stereotype-plates, ten 
per cent. ad valorem. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I move to 
amend the amendment so as to put these arti- 
cles on the free list. 

Ihe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can 
accomplish~- his object by voting down this 
amendment, and then moving to insert the 
articles on the free list when that portion of 
the bill is reached, 

Mr. COX. I move to amend by strikirg 
out ‘‘ten’’ and inserting ‘*five’’ as the rate 
per cent. 

The CHAIRMAN, 


for the information of the committee that he 
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Mr. SARGENT. I would suggest to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Garrieip]} to in- 
clude in his amendment the words 
to gold notes.”’ ' 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. That is not 
necessary; gold notes are not Treasury notes. 

Mr. SARGENT. Thev are not Treasury 
notes, but as they are equivalent to gold, they 
ought not to be excluded; the issue of ‘Trease 
ury notes is increased. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I will accent 
the amendment, and modify my amendment 
accordingly. 

The que-tion wasthen taken upon the amend 
ment proposed by Mr. WurrrnHorne; and it 
was not agreed to, upon a 
thirty-six, noes not counted. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 


to amend by adding the following: 


*“except as 


division—ayes 


I move 


A na poe i further, That this last proviso shall 
not take effect till national banks redeem their 


|| notes at par in gold, 


The Chair will state | 


does not understand that the committee passes ! 


from a paragraph SO as to preclude amend- 
ment until the Clerk has commenced reading 
the next paragraph of the bill. 
Mr. BROOKS. 
with the banks before we go into the type. 
Mr. DAWES. We will want the type to 
print the greenbacks. 
lhe CHAIRMAN. The Chair will adopt the 
suggestion of the gentleman from New York, 
{Mr. Brooxks,] which he is aware is the best, 
if the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Buair} 
will withdraw his amendment for the present 
Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I will withdraw 
my amendment with the understanding that | 
shall have an opportunity herea(ter to offer it. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wili endeavor 


| to give the gentleman an opportunity. 


order. 


| upon the issuance of Treasury notes. 


the point of order. 
| Nane; 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 1 move to add 
the following to the additional section just 
adopted : 


And this provision shall not continue in force 
after any increase shall be authorized by law in the 
present volume of United States Treasury notes. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I rise to a question of 
I do not see whut we have to do here 
with limiting the effect of future legislation 
it is not 
germane at all. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


It is perfectly 


The Chair overrules 
The amendment is ger 
it is for the committee to judge of the 
propriety of it. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move 
to amend the amendment by adding to it: 

Nor shall any new bank be incorporated until the 


|| present bank notes are at par with gold. 


It is all right because 


take effect until the national currency and gold are | 


at par, 

Mr. SARGENT. 
upon its own merits. 

Mr. DAWES. Very well; I will withdraw 
my amendment for the present. 

Ihe amendment moved by Mr. Sarcent 
was then agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I now move to further 
amend by adding the following: 


And provided further, That the provisions of this 
&eciion shall not go into effect until the national 
Currency shall be at par with gold. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. 
would merely nullify what we have done. 
The question was then taken on the amend- 


Let my amendment stand 


I move to amend theamend- || 


That | 


Mr. BINGHAM, 


that the amendment of the gentleman from 


Massachusetts [Mr. BuTLER] 1s not germane | 


to the amendment of the 
Obio, [Mr. Garrte.p. } 

The CHAIRMAN. 
point of order. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I will 
modify ny amendment, so as to provide that 
this provision shall not go into force until a 
law is passed to prevent any new national 
bank being organized. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
any more germane, 

Mr. WHIS' THORNE. I move to add to 


the amendment the words ‘‘ unless said issue 


geotieman trom 


Lhe Chair sustains the 


Lhat does not render it 


of Treasury notes is made to retire five-twenty 
bonds of the United States.”’ 

Mr. RANDALL. I would also suggest to 
include ‘‘three per cent. certificates.’’ 

The CHAIRMAN. No further amendment 
is in order. 


I think we had better finish | 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I raise a point 
of order that the amendment is not germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair overrules 
the point of order. 

The question being taken on the amend 
ment of Mr. Bur.er, of Massachusetts, it was 
not agreed to. 


The question recurred on the amendment 
of Mr. Garriecp, of Ohio; and being taken, 
there were—aves 62, noes 80 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio, called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Garrie.n, 
of Ohio, and Mr. WuirrnHorne were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers re- 
ported- —ayes 46. noes 76. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER. I move to amend 
by adding the following: 


And this provision shall not be in force until one 
year from the passage of this act. 

The question being taken on the amendinent, 
there were—ayes 31, noes 69. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. HOAR. 


I move to amend by adding 
the following: 


Provided, That one third of all notes so received 
shall be withdrawn fromm circulation, and the paper 
currency shall be diminished in amount to the extent 
of such payment. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I make the point 
of order that the amendment is not germane. 

Mr. HOAR. It proposes to pr vide what 


| shall be done with the money paid in. 


Mr. FARNSWORTH It proposes to regu- 
late the disposition of the currency 

Ihe CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair sustains the 
point of order. A provision fixing the sort of 
money in which customs shall be paid would be 
germane to the purpose of the bill: but the 


‘ 
Chair does not think it germane to go and 


| arrange what shall be done with the currency 


when paid in. 


Mr. DAWES. 


I offer the following amend 


|| ment to come in before the section last adopted; 


I raise the point of order 


|| The CHAIRMAN. 


| Mr. 


On plate glass, ninety per cent. of the duties and 
rates of duty now imposed by law. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair requests the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] 
to withhold that amendment for a moment, aa 
the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. Bair] pro 
posed sometime ago an amendment which ho 


| withdrew in order to allow other propositions 


to be acted on. 

Mr. DAWES. 
for the present, 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I wish to inquire 
of the Chair whether, if my amendment should 
be adopted, a motion would afterward be in 
order to place on the free list the articles 
| named? 


I withdraw my amendment 


The Chair will decide 
| that point when it arises. 
COX. The gentleman from Missouri 
had better present his amendment now 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. 


by inserting * 


I move toamend 
on ty pe type-metal, and stereo 


ii type-plates, ten per cent. ad valorem.”’ 
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Mr. COX. I move to amend the amend 
ment by striking out ‘‘ten’’ and inserting 
‘‘five,”’ so as to make the duty five per cent. 


ad ra lorem. 


The question being taken on the amend 
ment of Mr. Cox, there were—ayes 67, noes 
85; no quorum voting 


ordered; and Mr. KILLINGER 


were appointe d, 


Teller were 


and Mr. Cox 


The committee divided; and the tellers 
reported——ayes 61, noes 62. 
So the amendment of Mr. Cox was not 


apre ed to. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the committee 
rise. Iwill move to go into committee again 
when | ascertain that members have returned 
to their seats. 
motion of 
noes 55. 


14 on the 
aves 60, 


‘| he question being tak: 
Mr. Dawes, there were 

Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, called ior tellers. 

lellers were ordered ; and M cf DAWES, and 
Mr. Biair of Missouri, were appointed. 

The divided; and the tellers 
reporte d—ayes 57, noes 57. 

Che CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair votes in the 
affirmative: and the committee decides to rise. 

‘The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Sco- 
FIELD reported that the Committee of the 
Whole state of the Union, having had 
under consideration the Union generally, and 
particularly the bill (H. R. No. 2322) {io re 
duce duties on imports, and to reduce internal 
taxes, and for other purposes, had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


committee 


on the 


REVOCATION OF 


Mr. DAWES. I 


LEAVES OF ABSENCE. 


that all leaves of 
absence granted by the House be revoked on 
and after Monday next. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of 
more be granted, 
The SPEAKER. 
tain the motion. 


Mr. DAWKS. 


move 


Ohio. And that no 
The Chair cannot enter- 


I think that the motion to 


|| the fault of the House itself. 


revoke all leaves of absence is a privileged | 


que stion. 
The SPE 
has been 


AKER. 
granted by unanimous consent, the 
Chair doubts the power of the House by a 
msjority vote to revoke it 

Mr. DAWES. I think it has been done 
before, and that the House, by giving notice, 
has revoked all absence from and 
after such a day. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. After 
giving leave of absence to a member I do not 
think it would be good faith to revoke it. 

The SPEAK ER. It is uot within the power 
of the House by a majority vote to revoke a 
leave of absence granted by unanimous con 
sent. You may, by unanimous consent, grant 
10 a ge ntleman eave of absence fortwo weeks, 
He goes to San Francisco, and if by a majority 
vote you could revoke that leave of absence, 
you would leave him under the censure of the 
House for not being present, when he had 
unanimous consent to be absent. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘The member always takes 
leave of absence under the power of the ma- 
jority of the House to control it. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I ask whether 
the vote be by a majority or two thirds makes 
any diffe ‘rence as to the justice of the proposi- 
tion? 

Mr. DAWES. I believe that a majority of 
the House can always control the conduct and 
decorum of members, 

The SPEAKER. How can a majority con- 
trol the conduct of a member when under the 
rules of the House you have given him the 
right to absent himself from the proceedings 
of the House fora certaia time? The Chair 
would not, under his present understanding 
of the matter, entertain any such motion. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I move to 


change the proposition of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, 


} J c 
leaves Ol 


Where leave of absence | 


| state 


| mentary question. 


| a hypothetical question. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see 
how this would make any difference as to the 
right of the matter. There is nothing in the | 
world easier than to prevent the granting of 
leave of absence. It is always done by unani- 
mous consent, and a single objection will pre 


vent the granting of leave of absence to any | 


The Chair has no recollection of a 
member getting leave of absence except by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. I give notice, then, 
Mr. Speaker, that hereafter [ may be consid- 
ered as objecting to the grant of leave of 
absence to. anybody. 

The SPEAKER. When a request is made 
by any member for leave of absence hereafter 
the Chair will look to the seat of the gentle- 
man from Illinois to see whether he rises to 
object. [Laughter.] He must rise, however, 
and make his objection. 

Mr. FARNSWORTH. If I am not here I 
want it understood that I object to granting 
any furtuer leave of absence. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot enter- 
tain any standing objection. So far as it affects 
the business of the House the Chair wishes to 


there is much more than a quorum 
present. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 


member. 


I ask a parlia- 
In the committee, on divis- 
ion by tellers, we are constantly finding our- 
selves without a quorum. Under the ruling 
of the Chair are we not therefore cut off from 
compelling a quorum? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is putting 
If the House gets 
itself into difficulty by granting unanimous 
consent to members to absent themselves 
from the proceedings of the House, that is 
It is the easi- 
est thing in the world for the House to pre- 
vent all such trouble hereafter. As the Chair 


|| has stated, leave of absence is only granted 


by unanimous consent, and the House can 
keep members here by refusing to grant leave 
of absence. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
House has granted leave of absence to so 
many members, can we now rectify our error? 

The SPEAKER. The House has granted 


|| leave of absence, and must act in good faith. 


so as to revoke on and after | 


Mr. DAWES. Mr. Speaker, I am clear in 


| my remembrance that during the last session 
| of Congress we did pass a vote of this sort as 


to indefinite leave of absence. Ido not see 


| what objection there can be to it. 


/ action on the part of the House. 
more than one hundred and sixty members | 
|| present. 


The SPEAKER. Certainly no exigency 
has arisen requiring any such extraordinary 
There are 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. But not on 


| division by tellers in the committee. 


| 
| 
| 
i 


The SPEAKER. That is another question, 
in reference to which the Chair knows nothing. 
He only knows it would be an extraordinary 
act of power to recall a leave of absence 


| granted by unanimous consent. 


Mr. DAWES. Would it be in order to move 
that all members excused from attendance are 
requested to return ? 

the SPEAKER. That would be in order ; 
and the Chair thinks this debate will have the 
effect of bringing members here who are 
absent. 

Mr. DAWES. Then I make that motion. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. How can 
that be done? 

Mr. DAWES. It will reach absent mem- 
bers by publication in the press. 

Mr. STORM. What about members being 
absent without leave from the House? 

The SPEAKER. They are liable to the 
discipline of the House. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to add to the reso- 
lution the words ‘‘shall be notified by the 
Clerk.”’ 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 


Monday next all indefinite leaves of absence. || Massachusetts (Mr. Dawes] moves that all 
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members of the House now absent by its leave 
shall be notified by the Clerk and respectfully 
requested to return as soon as possible. 

Mr. RANDALL. Shail they be notified by 
telegram or mail? 

Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. 
ular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would remark 
that the number of members at present absent 
by leave of the House is not large. 

Mr. DAWES. This resolution at all events 
will not do any harm. Perhaps those mem. 


I call for the reg- 


| bers who are in the city will take the hint and 


be found more steadily in their seats. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the 
Clerk, who keeps the record, there are not 
more than twenty or twenty-five members now 
absent by leave of the House. In the opinion 
of the Chair there are from one hundred and 


fifty to one hundred and seventy members in 
the Hall now. 


Mr. RANDALL. Would it be in order to 


_ notify the members who are in the city to at- 


tend the night sessions of the House ? Last 


| night the chairman of the Committee of Ways 


and Means was himself absent. 
The SPEAKER. If the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means will accept a 





Mr. DAWES. I am always ready to accept 
any suggestion from the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest 
to the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means that a call of the House every morning 
after the reading of the Journal hasbeen found 
to be a very effective mode of securing the 
attendance of members. 

Mr. DAWES. I thank the Chair for the 
suggestion. 
lhe SPEAKER. The Chair will further 
remark that on a roll-call yesterday one 
hundred and ninety-nine members voted, and 


| that is a very full House. 


Mr. DAWES. That was on Thursday; 


| to-day is Friday; and it takes just last night 


and to-day for members to return to their 
homes. 


Mr. BURCHARD. I would suggest that 


_two o’clock, the hour when the Committee 


for the District of Columbia is entitled to the 


floor, is approaching, and I call for the regular 
order. 


The resolution offered by Mr. Dawes was 
adopted. 


TARIFF AND TAX BILL. 


Mr. DAWES. I move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole 


| on the state of the Union to resume the con- 


sideration of the tariff and tax bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into 
Committee of the Whole, (Mr. ScorreLp in 
the chair,) and resumed the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. No. 2322) to reduce duties on 
imports, and to reduce internal taxes, and for 
other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Before the Committee 
of the Whole rose the pending question wus 
on the amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. Biarr,] which the Clerk will again 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 


On type-metal and stereotype-plates, ten percent. 
ad valorem. 


Mr. CONGER. I offer the following amend- 
ment to the amendment: 


On copper, the ores of copper, and all manufac- 
tured articles of which copper is the component 
part, ninety per cent. of the duty now imposed by 
law. 


Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. 
ment in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. CONGER. 
it is not in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The duty on copper has 
nothing to do with the duty on type. 

Mr. CONGER. Copper is a component part 
of type-metal. 


Is that amend 


It is not in order. 
May I ask the Chair why 


of 


we 
























\ 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has sustained Mr. DAWES. I object to debate; if we 


the poiut of order. are going to debate at all, let us do it fairly. 
Mr. BROOKS. I offer the following amend- Mr. BROOKS. I move to amend the amend- 

ment to the amendment of the gentleman from || ment by adding to it the following : 

Missouri : And on lead and all other materials that enterinto 
On lead and all other materials that enter into || the casting of type, fifteen per cent. ad valorem, 

the casting of type, ten per cent. ad valorem, The amendment to the amendment was 


{he amendment to the amendment was || agreed to. 
agreed to. 
~The question recurred on the amendment 
of Mr. Biair, of Missouri, as amended. 

he committee divided; and there were— | 
aves 57. noes 77 . . . . . i] 
ay Me. BLAIR, eT ee a ae re | Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. I offer the follow- | 

; ing amendment: {| 


|| The question recurred upon agreeing to the 
amendment of Mr. Buiair, of Missouri, as 
amended ; and being put, it was disagreed to— | 
ayes 46, noes 80. 


| 
| 


Tellers were not ordered. 


So the amendment, as amended, was dis- On type, type-metal, and stereotype-plates, twenty | 
. ; per cent. ad valorem. | 
agreed to. 
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the importation of the articles enumerated and de- 
scribed in this section shall be exempt from duty, 


that is to say: 
Agates, unmanufactured; 
Almond shells; 
Aluminum; 
Amber beads; 
Bath brick and Bristol stones ; 
Birds, stuffed ; 
Bulbs and bulbous roots; 
Chalk—white, French, and all other; 
Chemicals, drugs, dyes, and medicines: 
Angelica root; 
Ginyer root; 
Annotto extract; 
Arseniate of aniline; 
Aquafortis ; 
Assafetida; 
Acid: 
Boracie, (erude;) 
Chromic; 
Sulphurie ; 


TI sti . | . , 
= ss Je a — : 1@ question was put on the amendment ; || Saint John’s beans; 
Mr AW ES. fer the tollo xy amend- = ms ; : : 
Mr. DAWI I offer the foll _ amend and there were—ayes 47, noes 73. 1 ee ait ao 
ment: ; ; ; Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri, called fo sllers. || a es 
5 On plate glass, ninety per cent. of the duties and as " ’ Missouri, called for tellers. Black cares: 
: rates of duty now imposed by law. lellers were not ordered. | Brasil paste; : 
B oe The ( > »99 disacre | urgundy piteh: 
- rhe amendment was agreed to. The atone ime ns was disagre ed to. ; | acl - I 
Mr. FARNSWORTH. I offer the follows Mr. BURCHARD. I offer the following || Copaiva; 
e rn dment: amendment: | Fir; 
é ing amendment: | Peruvian: 
; On tin, in sheets or plates, fifteen per cent. ad |! . On screws commonly called wood-screws, two |} Tolu; 
: haan inches in length, four cents per pound; less than Borax, (crude:) 
a. valore) >. : || two inches and not less than three fourths of aninch || Borate of lime: 
F a somaneee divided; and there were— = length, six cents per pound; less than three Cinnabar, (native ore of meroury ;) 
# aves 70, noes 52. fourths of an inch in length, nine cents per pound. Calomel; 
A Mr. KELLEY called for tellers. The amendment was agreed to—ayes 70, oneal Ore ;) 
Py ; con eek ; mn ° ’ ‘ ~~ Shareoal; 
7 Mr. FARNSWORTH. Thatis areduction |) noes 55. C per acetate of; 
é of ten per cent. on the present duty. Mr. DUELL. I offer the following amend- Cow or kine pox, or vaccine virus; 
ag Tellers were ordered. ment: Cur ry and curry powders; 
1 ~ammittee agai livided: and tl Fob be. . Cinchbona root; 
et ihe committee again divided; and there On Moisic iron made from sand ore by one process, Colcothar, dry, or oxide of iron; 
ae. vwere—ayes 81, noes 45. ten dollars per ton. Coltsfoot, (crude drug ;) 
4 So the amendment was agreed to. Mr. GOLLADAY. I move to amend the oe a 
Ay r . ‘ ; es Eye ows ; 
Ea Mr. CONGER. [offer the following amend- || amendment by striking out ‘‘ten dollars ’’ and Cyanite, or kyanite: 
4 j| . . a > ¢ me on 3? : ca 
s ment: || inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘ $6 30. pres DUES; 
ci : ale . ds ‘ a0- 5 ee nt 2 ; yan ne tlecampane root; " 
i used article 7 chiee aaae . i ene — | Gmendment to the amendment was Flowers, leaves, plants, roots, and seeds, (medi - 
‘ ured articles | § a i agreed to. ‘ink i “rude + “wise provide 
% part, ninety percent. of the duty now imposed by e | = al.) in a crude state, not otherwise provided 
ks law. ai Mr Dr ELL’S amendment, as amended, was Galangs, or galangal: 
ce Mr. KERR. Is that amendment in order? || then adopted. Gentian root; 
Dae mh A! AN Rad aes ae wf Re ie ; Guinea grains, or grains of paradise; 
a The ¢ HAIRMAN. For what reason does Mr. KELLOGG. I simply wish to offer an Hellebore root: 
" the eeasiones raise the point of order on the |) amendment reducing a duty. I move to in- Carmine, crude;) 
i amendment ¢ || sert at the end of the section the following: ron, liquor of; 
“i Mr. KERR. That has just been acted on ; : es Matico leaf; 
Es he ; . And the duty on wrought scrap-iron, old and fit Musk, (crude;) 
Bi. yy the committee. _ | only for remanufacture, as defined by the existing Marsh-mallows; 
rhe CHAIRMAN. It has not been acted law, is hereby reduced to the same duty as that on Milk, sugar of; 
on; it was proposed. The Chair thinks that it || P'8 re". Murexide, (a dye ;) 
. : 1 . ese Soa . eS adds -& Orange buds and flowers; 
is in order unless there is something in the bill his is a reduction of $1 10 a ton. Pellitory root; 
prior to it fixing the duty. Mr. RANDALL. ‘That is not in order. Polypodium ; 
“A rm ™ . . mm ° : oie A 
Mr. KERR. I make no such objection as | ‘The committee have already passed on that sub aoe as 
4 } . 7 otash, cruace; 
4 that. ject. Seneca root; 
" rhe question was taken on Mr. ConGer’s The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is Stavesacre, (crude drug;) 
RF amendment; and there were—ayes 35, noes 86. |, not in order. rece ae doee - a ida 
3 ’ TAwr } e rp “if . , ontia, ¢ srOLOAL O1s ; 
a Mr. CONGER called for tellers. Mr. KELLOGG. On what ground is it | Succinic acid ; 
. Tellers were not ordered. ruled out? Spunk; 
he spun ; ; 
; So the amendment was disagreed to. The CHAIRMAN. On the ground that the eelcmaen ad eons apeees salts ;) 
a aie a oo wi ela nel P “ ae 5 4 Puipha e OL 80da, OF 8a SUK YS 
+ Mr. KERR. I offer the following amend- subject-matter to which it is germane has been Sulphurous ore; 
: ment, to come in at the end of the amendment | passed. ee (medicinal preparation ;) 
> Clark ras an 1 ° Passalrns; 
last adopted : Che Clerk read the following: monies sek. 
On seal oil, ten per cent. ad valorem. Src. 3. That all acts and parts of acts requiring Tica, crude; 


The duty i 10w twenty per t . bat only duties to be assessed upon packages, commissions, 
ity 18 no ently per cent., put only brokerage, cost of transportation, shipment, trans- 


two gallons have been imported during the | shipment, and other like costs and charges incurred 
last two years in placing earthen or crockery wure on ship-board, 


The questi - and tk : So and all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the 
1€ question was put; and there were—ayes | provisions of this section, are hereby repealed. 
45, noes 77. 


So th 1 be Mr. MERRIAM. I move to amend the 
ci patresontery ware erhneasee section just read, so that it will read as fol- 
Mr. STRONG. I desire to reduce the duty || Jows: 

on aniline dyes, and I therefore offer the fol- 


That all acts and parts of acts requiring duties to 


lowing amendment: || be assessed upon packages, commissions, brokerage, 
On aniline dyes or colors, thirty-five per cent. ad || ©08t of transportation, shipment, transshipment, and 
valorem : rs other like costs and incidental eharges incurred in 


: ‘ bag packing and shipping of merchandise, are hereby 
lt is now thirty-five per cent. and fifty cents || repealed, and all acts and parts of acts inconsist- 


per pound. ent with the provisions of this section are hereby 
The amendment was rejected. wey ; eh at liv; 
Mr. ; ; ™ : 2 . 1e amendment was agreed to, upon a divis- 
BLAIR, of Missouri. I offer the follow ion—ayes 80, noes 4% 
ing amendment: DO PTA) : 
On type, type-metal, and stereotype-plates, fifteen Mr. MERRIA i. l ee me further amend 
per cent, ad valorem. 1| this section by adding to 1t the following: 
Mr. BROOKS. If that is to be pressed I |} Andthat no allowance fordamages by sea or land 
wish to renew my motion to include lead and shall hereatter ae See from the invoices of 
‘4 7 ; a | imported merchandise. 
uli the other materials which enter into type- a 


muking | The amendment was not agreed to. 
Mr. BLAIR, of Missouri. Is the gentle- || The committee then proceeded to the con- 
. man’s object to defeat my amendment? sideration of the following section, being the 


Mr. BROOKS. No, but you cannot make || free list: 
type—— ii Sc. 4. That on and after the lst day of July next 








Tripoli; 
Turkish red salts ; 
Tyrian dye; 
Tale; 
‘lin crystals; 
Uranium, oxide of; 
Venice turpentine; 
Coir: 
Diamonds, rough or uncut, including glaziers’ 
diamonds ; 
Dr ied blood s 
Dried and prepared flowers; 
Flints; 
lish-skins, raw or unmanufactured ; 
French sand; 
Fruits, perishable, not dried or preserved, and not 
otherwise specified; 
Goldbeaters’ skius; 
Ilair of hogs, curled, for beds and mattresses ; 
Harness liquid ; 
Hides of cattle, raw or uncured, whether dry, 
salted, or pickled, and skins; 
Hones, (Ayr stones;) 
Horn strips; 
Josstick, or josslight; 
Lard; 
Lime; 
Leather, old scrap; 
Loadstones; 
M ignets; 
Mica; 
Milk, not condensed; 
Bologna sausage; 
Sauer-kraut; 
Venison; 
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uber, (erude;) 


or rosemary ; 


vet: 
ennel; 
ugian lium; 
ivender; 


4 
, 
Le 


~— 


yine, white; 
Valerian; 
Yil-cnke;: 
Paper-stock, ernde, of every description, includ- 


} 


| 
| 
i 
} 
} 
i 
| 


Mr. DUKE. 
the following: 

Licorice, extract, stick, piece, or mass. 

The amendment was not agreed to, upon a 
division—ayes 50, noes 95. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 


I move to add to the free list 


I move to add 


| the following to the free list: 


ing all grasees, fibers, rags other than wool, waste, 

shavings, clippings, old paper, rope ends, waste | 
rope, waste bagging, gunny-bags and gunny-cloth, | 
old or refuse, to be used in making and fit only to || 
be converted into paper and unfit for any other | 


Mmenultacture e 


Patlodium inetal; 
P {li ( 
Pobbles for spectacles, rough; 
Puanglien: 
tennets, raw or prepared; 
Band: 
Secd 
Auli f 
Anise star; 
Chin; 
Rape-seed; 
Bugar-cane; 
Peeamuws; 
Soup I Cc: 
Bp irterre, for making or ornamenting hats: 
ppertnacets; 
Sr it pease; 
Straw, unmanufactured; 
Tallow 
Tar and pitch, of pine; 
Tensels; 
Teeth, manufactured; 
Waters: 
Wax of bees, and manufactures of; shoemakers’ | 
Wax; 
Whalebone; 
Y east-cukes. 
The CHAIRMAN. As this section per- 


ta.nsto the free list only, the Chair will regard 
itas a single paragraph, open to amendments 
by additions and i If amendments 
are made, they can be arranged ino alphabetical 


insertions. 


| 

order by the engrossing clerk. 
Mr. DAWES. As teaand coffee have been | 
made free, it becomes necessary to place cer- | 
tain other articles on the free list. move to | 
add to the free list the following : | 


Cocoa, crude and butter, fiber, leaves, and shells | 
of, and racahout, | 

Mr. CONGER. I move to amend by adding 
‘**coca and its shells.’’ That isthe substance | 
from which chocolate is made. 

Mr. DAWES. There are three ways of 
spelling the word. If my friend will tell me 
which way he prefers | will adopt it. 

Mr. CONGER. They are different articles ; 
one is called ‘* coca’’ and the other is called 
** cocoa.”’ 

Mr. DAWES. 
tleman desires, 

The amendment, as modified, was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Virginia. I move to add 
to the free list ‘‘ printers’ type.’’ 

The amendment was not agreed to, upon a 
divisiou—ayes 51, noes 72. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 


list the following: 


Let it be added if the gen- 


I move to add to the free 


Printing paper used exclusively for books other 





than blank books, and for magazines and news- 
papers. 
Mr. DAWES. I suppose we had settled 


the subject of printing-paper in a preceding 
paragraph. 

Che CHAIRMAN. It is for the committee | 
to determine that question, 

‘The question was taken upon the amend- 
ment moved by Mr. Hotman; and upon a 
division, there were—ayes 61, noes 70. 

Before the result of the vote wasannounced, 

Mr. HOLMAN called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, there being ten in 
the affirmative, not one fifth of a quorum, 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Ohio. I move to amend | 
by adding to the clause putting ‘hides of 
eattle,’’ &c., on the free list, the words ** ex- 
cept sheep-skins with the wool on.”’ 


The ameudment was agreed to. 


Books printed, other than in the English lan- 
guage, and books printed in the English language 
of an edition unrevised for twenty years. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The committee rose; and the Speaker 
resumed the chair. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BUSINESS 

The SPEAKER. By the rule of the House 
the Committee for the District of Columbia 
at this hour, two o’clock, of the third Friday 
of the month, is entitled to the floor for the 
exclusive consideration of its business. 

Mr. DAWES. I hope that gentlemen of 


the District Committee will consent to post- | 


pone their business until Friday of next week. 


Mr. STARKWEATHUER, 


| gentleman this morning, if we can be assured 
| of having next Friday tor the business of our 
| committee, we have no objection to waiving 


our right to-day. 


Mr. DAWES. I hope the House will con- 


| sent to that. 


| tion of their business. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection 
the Committee for the District of Columbia 
will be allowed Friday of next week after two 
o'clock, instead of to-day, for the presenta- 
The Chair hears no 
objection. 
the state of the Union will resume its session. 

MESSAGE FROM TIIE SENATE 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympr- 
son, one of its clerks, announced that the Sen 
ate had concurred in the resolution of the 
House for printing extra copies of the report 
of the board of Indian commissioners for 1871 ; 


'also in the resolution of the House for print- 


ing extra copies of the preliminary report of 


| the commissioner of the United States to the 


international penitentiary congress of London. 

The message also announced that the Senate 
had adopted a resolution (in which the con- 
currence of the House’was requested) to print 
additional copies of the report and accempany- 
ing maps of the Darien surveying expedition. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the bill (H. R. No. 


| 1661) making appropriations for the support 
| of the Military Academy for the fiscal year 





ending June 30, 1872. 

The message also announced that the Senate 
requested the House of Representatives to 
return to the Senate the bill (S. No. 931) 
authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Arkansas river at Litthe Rock, Arkansas. 

The message further announced that the 
President, having returned to the Senate with 
his objections the bill (S. No. 955) granting a 
pension to Mary Ann Montgomery, widow of 
William W. Montgomery, late captain in Texas 
volunteers, the Senate had, in pursuance of 
the Constitution, proceeded to reconsider the 
bill, and (two thirds of the Senate agreeing 
thereto) had repassed the same. 

The message also announced that the Sen- 
ate had passed, without amendment, House 
bill of the following title: 

An act (H. R. No. 534) to provide for hold- 
ing the United States district court in the city 
of Toledo. 

The message further announced that the 
Senate had passed House bills of the follow- 
ing titles, with amendments; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested : 

An act (H. R. No. 1297) amendatory of an 
actentitled ‘* An act donating public lands to 


| the several States and Territories which may 


provide colleges for the benefit of agriculture 
and mechanic arts,’’ passed July 2, 1862, and 
acts amendatory thereto : 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


As I said to the | 


The Committee of the Whole on | 


_ as 
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| Anact (H. R. No. 1555) to abolish the tribg) 
} 


relations of the Miami Indians, and for othe; 


An act (H. R. No. 1551) for the relief of g 
|| B. Mitchell, George W. Mitchell, and Joh, 
| Rk. Mitehell ; and 
| An act (H. R. No. 2044) to authorize the 
| appointment of shipping commissioners by tha 
several circuit courts of the United States, to 
| superintend the shipping and discharge of sea. 
| men engaged in merchant ships belonging to 
| the United States, and for the further protec. 
| tion of seamen. 
| The message also announced that the Sen 
ate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested : 

An act (S. No. 744) for the reliefof William 
G. Langford ; 

An act (S. No. 1107) for the relief of Wij. 
son Bowlby, collector of internal revenue for 
Oregon ; 

An act (S. No. 1025) to quiet the title to 
lands of the settlers on lands belonging to the 
West Wisconsin Railway Company ; 

An act (S. No. 1036) granung the right of 
way through the public lands to the Jackson- 
ville and St. Augustine Railroad Company ; 

An act (S. No. 986) to settle land titles in 
the State of Iowa; 

An act (S. No. 944) to 
claims of the Pottawatomie 
in Michigan and Indiana; 

An act (S. No. 1015) to quiet the title to 
certain lands in the State of lowa; 

An act (5. No. 1002). granting the right of 
way through the public lands to the Pensacola 
and Louisville Railroad Company of Alabama; 

An act (S. No. 842) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Mississippi 
river at or near the city of Red Wing, in the 
State of Minnesota, aud to establish it as a 
post road ; 

An act (S. No. 1088) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to settle the claims of 
Messrs. Durfee & Peck and EE. H. Durfee, for 
supplies furnished the Indians in Montana in 
the winter of 1865; 

An act (S. No. 562) in relation to settlers 
on certain [ndian reservations in the State ot! 
Minnesota ; 

An act (S. No. 508) for the relief of certain 
tribes of Indians in the northern superintend 
ency ; 

An act (S. No. 349) to provide for the pay 
ment of D. B. Allen & Co. for services in car 
rying the United States mails; 

An act (S. No. 450) to secure homesteads 
to actual settlers on the public domain ; 

An act (S. No. 218) to create an additional 
land district in Florida ; and 

An act (S. No. 536) to confirm sales o! 
Shawnee Indian land in Kansas, under the 
direction and with the approval of the Secre 
tary of the Interior. 


TAX AND TARIFF BILL. 


The House resolved itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
WHEELER ip the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 2822) to 
reduce duties on imports, and to reduce inter- 
nal taxes, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to amend by insert- 
ing in the free list ‘* gilling twine and fish net 
twine used by fishermen on the ocean, lakes, 
rivers, and waters of the United States.’’ 

The amendment was not agreed to; there 
being—ayes seventeen, noes not counted. 


Mr. L. MYERS. I move to amend by 
striking from the free list ‘* calomel.’’ 

Mr. DAWES. If the gentleman will wait 
: moment, I will move to make quicksilver 
ree. 

Mr. L. MYERS. That will answer my 
purpose. 

The amendment of Mr. L. Myers was no! 
agreed to. 
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a! Mr. DAWES. 


I move to amend by insert- The Clerk read as follows: || present occupant of the chair is not aware 

er ing quicksilver ”’ in the free list. || Strike out in section five, line fifty-six, page 8,the || what isthe fact in regard to that. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. words “ carmine, (crude.) || Mr. RANDALL. We voted yesterday on 
3. Mr. SARGENT. I move to amend by in- | lhe committee divided; and there were— || a proposition to strike out the paragraph im- 

r. Of 4s . ‘ » oz . 

Yr ‘ ; . ° 9 ayes 25, noes 40. r one arte .@ ap j 
In : ; one ae || ay ’ | posing one quarter of acent per pound ou 

- the free list ute butts, : : 

serting In he J So the amendment was rejected. || those articles. 


The question being taken on agreeing to 























1e the amendment, there were—ayes 50, noes Mr. HILL. This should be stricken out. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that 
1@ 55; no quorum voting. It is one of the most difficult colors to manue || this is a different proposition. 
to : Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Sarcent facture known. ; lhe question being taken on Mr. Syruer's 
: and Mr. Beck were appointed. Mr. FARNSWORTH. I move the follow- || amendment, there were—ayes filleen, noes not 
” The committee divided; and the tellers | ing amendment. 7 counted. ; 
¢ reported—ayes 62, noes 60. The Clerk read as follows: So the amendment was disagreed to. 

S59 the amendment was agreed to. |. Insert on the free list ‘lumber for building and Mr. COX. Loffer the following amendment : 
: WALLS I move to amend by insert- fencing. , aa | After line one hundred and forty-four, insert the 
F 4 Mr. WALLS. f = d Meets and | he committee divided; and there were word © mustard. 
as ing in line sen, h Goll ree i: - “cal ayes 70, noes 62. || ‘This will have the effect of putting mustard 

S bulbous roots, ‘ I ° Sof sll ki — ropica || Mr. CARROLL. I move to insert ‘‘fine’’ || seed on the free list. 

: ea || before lumber.” || Mr. DAWES. Mustard seed is on the free 

he amendment was agreed to. || Mr. FARNSWORTH. LI accept that. list already. We put it on the free list a short 
il. Mr. KELLEY. I move to amend by in- || Mr. LYNCH. I demand tellers. || time ago. 
or serting in the free list *‘tin in pigs, blocks, ‘| Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Lyncw and |} Mr. COX. Then I withdraw the amend 
and bars.”’ || Mr. Farnsworru were appointed. || ment, and offer the following: 
. | nm . . . 8 ° 

to The amendment was not agreed to ; there lhe committee again divided; and the tell- || In line seventy-three. before the word “spunk,” 

18 é. being—ayes twenty-five, noes not counted. | ers reported—ayes 66, noes 83. | cone the work ** British;” so it will read ** British 
iE "ERS ||  Sothe amendment, as modified, was rejected. || “P"%"*: ; 

of 2 Mr. L. MYERS. | eee to amend by | a : . se I move this that we may be able to import 

Ve striking from the free list ‘‘ sulphate of mag- | Mr. DUELL. | offer the following amend- || .ome British spunk 

Nn oe ia.’ (BE ‘ in || ‘Whoo  W gx 

a Fe nesia,’’ (Epsom salts.) That has been put in ment. ; Mr. DAWES. We have enough of it 

x ee by mistake. Ihe Clerk read as follows: | already 

” . Mr. BROOKS. Ido not know that. On page 8, line fifty-one, insert “ fish of all kinds.” Mr. COX. Wel, as the gentleman shows 
fe Tha =] ‘ 2A | y r . *) : ' 

be 4 Ihe amendment was not agreed to. ty Mr. RANDALL. You ought to put in the |} so much spunk, | will withdraw that amend-¢ 

g ea Mr. KERR. I move the following amend: || word “ fresh.”’ ment, and move to strike out ‘‘whalebone”’ 

y x ment after line eighty-nine. The amendment was rejected. || and insert ** backbone.”’ [Laughter. ] 

to se rhe Clerk read as follows : ‘ | Mr. EAMES. I offer the following amend- | Mr. STORM. | offer the following amend- 
2 After line eighty-six, insert the word ‘“ buck- || ment. ment: 

f ‘a wheat. i ric The Clerk read as follows: Add to the free list the following: 

a The committee divided; and there were— ae . le tk Emery ore. 

la r Fe 345: . Insert on the free list ‘‘ garancine und alizerine, ae 

a; x ayes ob, noes oo; no quorum voting. extracts of madder.” j ] he amendment was agreed to. . 

n- re Lg HALE neon ue —. ia doa The amendment was rejected. || Mr. HAZELTON, of New Jersey. I offer 
Pe ellers were ordered ; and Mr. E an . iis te ; ll the ¢ . : ; 

p! ay Mr. KERR were appointed Mr. MecCORMICK, of Missouri. I move to the following ame ndment : 

he bs r. KER a1 ppointed, ae | ee lint *‘anini ” Mr. DAWES. I raise the point of order 
ES The committee divided; and the tellers || ™8ert on the free list “quinine. ; 

i. P , ’ * il The ‘ttee divided: and tl spe— || that we have just put emery ore on another list 

: reported—ayes forty-three, noes not counted. | ee Ee ee re eee 

& So the amendment was disagreed to ayes 65, noes 30. | ee ‘HA P MA —_— : 
c: : Meee T more the following | So the amendment was agreed to. | The ¢ ee The point of orde: 
of a Mir, MCN Ue y , y YON ‘ , . | comes too late. 
or Pa amendment to come in between lines sixty- Mr. W ILSON, of Ohio. I move to strike || Mr. DAWES. It could not have come any 

4 seven and sixty-eight from the free list ** lard. quicker : 
in | 812 _ The ome as dist » aoc a ; 

3 The Clerk read as follows : The ame rane en disagreed to. ' || The CHAIRMAN, The Chair announced 
rs a Between lines sixty-seven and sixty-eight insert: Mr. McNEELY. I move to strike out || that the amendment was agreed to, and had 
at 4 B.2.. bulk or in bags, sacks, barrels, or other ‘charcoal,’ in line fifty-seven, and insert |} directed the Clerk to read the amendment 

o packs 6 ‘6 aa 7 

3 Thee ide divided: eal’ tt | “coal. ; =F || sent to the desk by the gentleman from New 
* 13 tes ivided; and there were— The committee divided; and there were— || Jersey, [Mr. Hazeron. ] 

d a veer a oat ody ayes 60, noes (0. : || Mr. DAWES. 1 do not know how this free 
4 a DAWES omennes a D So the amendment was rejected. || list is being made up. We cannot understand 
y ‘ M ee ae sedi "a ad AWES and || Mr. HIBBARD. I move to insert in line || what is going on. I rose just as soon #3 | 
r a Th CINETES Were oe aided. A the tell fifty-three ‘‘ grindstones, whether finished or || heard the word announced by the Clerk; but 
i 1 »<¢ ‘ . 1a > | | 4 | . . 
4 1€ semana again ¢ ile ed; andthe tellers || unfinished.’ before I had time to turn round another amend- 
* 4 reports 4, noes ya 4 | The committee divided; and there were— || ment was being put. ; 
Y So the amendment was disagreed to. | ayes 40, noes 55. || The CHAIRMAN. The Chair announced 
a! . Mr. STARKWEATHER. I move the fol- || “Mr. HIBBARD demanded tellers. | the result of the vote on the amendment of 
s lowing amendme nt. | Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. Hisparp and || the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
of - rhe Clerk read as follows: | Mr. KILLIncER were appointed. ] Mr. DAWES. ‘The Chair no doubt an- 
ie Insert in the free list : ; The committee again divided; and the tellers | nounced the result ; but the question was not 
a Saltpeter, crude, refined, and partially refined. | reported—ayes 47, noes 55. | understood. , 4 ; 

i Mr. KELLOGG. I move to amend the | So the amendment was rejected. The ee d Se - report 

, ‘ » adding ** ” ated - 2 e : gentle : 

: amendment by adding ‘‘ gunpowder. | Mr. W. R. ROBERTS. I offer the follow- || t2¢ amendment offe red by the gentleman from 

i The amendment to the amendment was | ing amendment: | New Jersey, [Mr. Hazevron. ] 
agreed to. That on and after the Ist day of August, 1872, || [he Clerk read as follows : 
F Mr.STARKWEATHER. That makesthem || all licorice extracts, stick, mass, or paste, shall be | Add to - free list the following: 
! both free admitted free of duty. | Soda-ash. 
0 mn S a34i 7 . ‘2 article aly || Mr. L. MYERS. ise the point of 3 
' lhe amendment, as amended, was agreed to. || , I will just say that this article enters largely || Ir. L. MYERS. I raise the poin or order 
r \| into tk anufacture of tobaccc d the dut that that amendment has already been rejected. 
Mr. TOWNSE N _ || into the manufacture of tobacco, an e duty at L has | é 
he r. TOWNSEND, of New York. I move || protects nothing. The CHAIRMAN. The amendment which 
“ae amendment. ; | The committee divided; and. there were— || W&S rejected associates this with another 
ie Clerk read as follows: || ayes 50, noes 30. | article. Lhis is a different proposition, 
; te page 8, after line sixty-one, add the word Mr. KELLEY demanded tellers. | The question being taken on the amendment 
The eee cite oti he Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Ketiey and || of Mr. Hazexron, of New Jersey, it was dis- 
\ ; ee meshes, dapremadping | Mr. W. R. Roperts were appointed. agreed to. 
Ir. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. I move | The committee agaiy divided; and the tell- Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. I offer the 
J t 1¢ following amendment. | ers reported—ayes 80, noes 45. || following amendment: 
rhe Clerk read as follows: | So the amendment was agreed to. Add to the free list the following: 
it ae on the free list ‘“‘ barks, extract of, for tan- | Mr.SYPHER. Iofferthe following amend- Newspapers. 
r - purposes, li} ment: [he amendment was disagreed to. 
rhe committee divided; and there were— || 4 aq to the free list the following: | Mr. BIRD. I offer the following amend- 
y ayes 60, noes 20. Sal-soda and soda-ash. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HILL. I offer the following amend- 
ment. 
42p Cone. 2p Suss.—No. 224. 

















Mr. RANDALL. TIraise the point of order 
that we voted on that proposition yesterday. 


The CHAIRMAN, (Mr. WHeeter) The 


ment: 


Add to the free list the following: 
Chlorate of potash. 


The amendment was disagreed to. 
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Mr. KERR. Mr. WILSON, of Ohio. 


I offer the following amend- I move to strike 


ment : || off from the free list ‘‘tallow.’’ 
Add to the free list the following: The question was put, and the amendment 
Coffee substitutes other than chiccory. | was rejected. 


This is necessary to complete the law. 
The amendment was disagreed to. 1] 
Mr. EAMES. 


ment: 


Mr. COX. 


‘* wheat.’’ 


I move to add to the free list 


I offer the following amend- 
was disagreed to. 

Add to the free list the following: Mr. CONGER. I move to add to the free 

Garancine, an extract of madder. |, list ** Peruvian bark.’’ 

The amendment was disagreed to—ayes || 
twenty, noes not counted. \ 

Mr. COTTON. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

Add to the free liat the following: 

Seeds of forest trees, 

lhe amendment was agreed to—ayes sixty- 
five, noes not counted. || list ** the holy Bible.’’ 

Mr. WALLS. I move to strike from the || Mr. W. Rk. ROBERTS. We want Ameri- 
free list the following: can Bibles, not British Bibles. 
The question was taken upon the amend- 
| ment; and upon a division there were—ayes 
65, noes 60. 
The amendment was agreed to. _ Before the result of the vote was announced, 

ir. PENDLETON. I move to add to the || Mr. DAWES called for tellers. 

ee ee ee Howe LO aaa to Me || Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Banks and 

free list ** all dyes and dye-stuffs not produced || x7. Pawes were appointed. 


. ¢ ar ad jj j a y 9 oe ° ° Bo is 
- a on oe apne can ow | The committee again divided ; and the tellers 
1@ amendmen as isagree ayes reported—ayes 64, noes 68. 


Hfteen, noes not counted. | So the amendment was not agreed to. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I move to add to the free || 7. Clerk read as follows: 
| 


sat 66 las ia . . ds.’? 
lis Ml ae all Is ‘ ee i || Sec. 5. That for all purposes the standard for 
wr, : wd. iat 18 on the free iist | vinegar shall be taken to be that strength which 
already. | requires thirty-five grains of bicarbonate of pot- 
Mr. HOLMAN. I offer the amendment || ®8h to neutralize one ounce troy of vinegar, and all 
: ; , : , import duties that now are, or may hereafter be, 
only by way of precaution. 


| imposed by law on vinegar imported from foreign 
Mr. DAWES. Iwas mistaken; leather ig || countries shall be collected according to said stand- 
fixedat tencents. We reduced it from twenty- 


| ard. 
five cents to ten cents. 


Sec. 6. That all goods, wares, and merchandise 
. j | which may be in the public stores or bonded ware- 

Mr. HOLMAN, That is too high a duty 
for leather. 


| houses on the Ist day of January, 1873, shall be sub- 
| jected to no other duty upon the entry thereof for 
ae ‘ jt consumption than if the same were imported respect- 
lhe question was put on Mr. Hotman’s 
amendment; and there were—ayes 387, noes 
103. 


ively after that day. 
DAWES. I move to amend section 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. L. MYEKS. I move to strike from the 


| 
| Mr. 
six by changing ‘‘ January, 1873,’’ to ‘‘July, 
free list ‘* tin crystals.’’ 


| 
| 
} 


was agreed to. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I move to add to the free 
|| list ‘* all fire-wood except pine.’’ 
| The question was put, and the amendment 
'| was disagreed to. 
| Mr. MeNEELY. I move to add to the free 


Fruits, perishable, not dried or preserved, and not 
otherwise specified, 


Mr. DAWES. That is right. 








1872.”’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The question was put; and the amendment 
was disagreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. CONGER. I move to add to the free 


Sec. 7. That the eighth section of the act approved 
ca ~ 1864, chapter sonoma ee 
e, and the same is hereby, amende y adding, 
wk ’ f after the word ‘‘ribbons,” in the second clause 
list ‘* medicinal barks,’’ and on that motion || thereof, the words “ wholly of silk, or commercially 
I call for tellers | known as such.”” And Se peseus Snene a a 
_ | directed to cause all entries of ribbons, other than 
Tellers were not ordered | ribbons wholly of si a Eells 
. ‘ y of silk, or commercially known as 
The question was put ; and there were—ayes || such, on which duties have been assessed at the rate 
forty, noes not counted | fixed in said second clause of said eighth section, to 
v7 : oe ‘ | be reliquidated and adjusted at the rate specified in 
So the amendment was rejected. the last clause of —_ section: Fvesies ; i no 
>ATTT ‘lamation upon the Treasury of the United States 
Mr. BARNUM. I move to add to the free | oo haieale  auti ibe 
5 ra ee tee * || or action for the recovery of duties exacted on rib- 
list ‘‘ fire wood. bons not “wholly of silk, or commercially known 
The question was put ; and there were—ayes || “8 — a cofer of 7 wa tag bon — 
- Ts) ause 0 c : d, 
50, noes io | except in cases where suits have been actually com- 
Mr. BARNUM ealled for tellers. /menced and are now pending in the courts of the 
Tellers were not ordered. pes eet _ _ eb agen ore at age we 
1" . | Section OT said a 1 : no 
rhe amendment was rejected. provided further, That all ribbons manufactured 
Mr. KELLEY. I move to add to the free wholly of silk, hereafter imported, which shall be 
list ‘* cotton- waste, whether for paper-stock or 
other purposes.”’ 
The question was put, and the amendment 
was disagreed to—ayes four, noes not counted. 


entered as silk and cotton ribbons, or by any other 
Mr. McNEELY. I move to add to the free 


| name than “ribbons wholly of silk,” shall be for- 

feited, unless it shall be made to appear to the satis- 
list ‘‘ all books used in schools, colleges, and 
other institutions of learning in the course of 


| faction of the collector and naval officer of the dis- 
instruction of pupils and students.”’ 


trict where the entry shall be made, if there be a 
naval officer, and if there be no naval officer, to the 

The question was put; and there were—ayes 
47, noes 75 
; ‘ " 


satisfaction of the collector, or to the court in which 
So the amendment was rejected. 


| prosecution shall be had, that such designation was 
made by mistake, and without intention to evade or 

Mr. HEREFORD, I move to add to the 
free list ‘‘all white hats and white coats.’’ 


| defraud the revenue. 
Mr. KELLEY. I move to strike out sec- 
| Laughter. } 
Mr. CONGER. I move to amend that by 


tion seven of the bill. . 
Mr. RANDALL. I ask unanimous con 
sent that there may be some explanation made 
of this section. It is alleged that it will take 
| $2,000,000 from the Treasury. 
Mr. KELLEY. And for the benefit of a 
‘few favored individuals not known to the 
inserting before the word ‘‘hats’’ the word | Mr. CONGER. I object to debate. 
“old.” [Laughter. } | The question was taken on the motion to 
Ihe amendment to the amendment was strike out, and there were twenty-three in 
agreed to. the affirmative. 
Before the noes were counted, 
Mr. KELLEY called for tellers. 


House. 


The question recurred upon Mr. Hererorp's || 
amendment; and being put, it was disagreed to. |! 


The question was put, and the amendment | 


The question was put, and the amendment | 
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Tellers were ordered; and Mr. KeLiey and 
Mr. Cox were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the 
tellers reported that there were—ayes 70, 
noes 52. 

So the motion to strike out was agreed to, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 8. That from and after the passage of this 
act all lumber, timber, hemp, manila, iron, and stee| 
not advanced beyond rods, bars, and bolts, copper 
and composition metal which may be necessary for 
the construction and equipment of wooden sailing 
vessels built in the United States for the purpose of 
being employed in the foreign trade, including the 
trade between the Atlantic and Pacific ports of the 
United States, and finished after the passage of this 
act, may be imported in bond, under such regula- 
tions as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe; 
and upon proof that suck materials have been used 
for the purpose aforesaid, no duties shall be paid 
thereon: Provided, That vessels receiving the fh 
efit of this section shall not be allowed to engage in 
the coastwise trade of the United States except 
upon the payment to the United States of the duties 
on which a rebate is herein allowed: And provided 
further, That all articles of foreign production 
needed for ship stores, or the repair of American 
sail vessels engaged exclusively in foreign trade, 
may be withdrawn from bonded warehouses free of 
duty, under such regulations as the Secretary of tho 
Treasury may prescribe. 


Mr. HALE. I move to amend the section 
just read by striking from the first part of the 
section the words *‘ for the purpose of being 
employed in the foreign trade, including the 
trade between the Atlantic and Pacific ports of 
the United States ;’’ and also to strike out the 
following proviso : 

Provided, That vessels receiving the benefit of 
this section shall not be allowed to engage in the 
coastwise trade of the United States except upon 
the payment to the United States of the duties on 
which a rebate is herein allowed. 

Mr. LYNCH. I move to amend the proviso 
before the question is put upon striking it out 
so as to make it read as I have drawn it up 
here, and which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, Thatin order to secure to all American 
vessels engaged in the foreign trade the advantages 
which they now possess over foreign vessels by 
reason of the right to change ports in the United 
States with cargoes, and to extend to them every 
privilege calculated to enable them more success- 
fully to compete with foreign vessels in the carrying 
trade, all vessels receiving the benefits of this sec- 
tion shall be allowed to engage in the coastwise 
trade three months in any one year, and no more, 
except upon repayment of the duties on which a 
rebate is herein allowed. 

Mr. HALE. I hope my colleague [Mr. 
Lyncu] will not press that now. 

Mr. LYNCH. Very well; I will withdraw it, 
and move to make the proviso read as follows: 

Provided, That vessels receiving the benefit of this 
section shall not be allowed to engage in the coast- 
wise trade of the United States more than three 
months in any one year except upon the payment to 
the United States of the duties on which a rebate is 
herein allowed. 

Mr. HALE. I ask my colleague [Mr. 
Lyncn] to withdraw his amendment until the 
question is taken on the one I have offered. 

Mr. LYNCH. I prefer to have my amend- 
ment first voted on. 

The question was taken upon the amend- 
ment moved by Mr Lyncu; and upon a divis- 
ion, there were—ayes 23, noes 40; no quorum 
voting. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. Lyncn and 
Mr. HALE were appointed. 

The committee again divided ; and the tellers 
reported that there were—ayes eighteen, noes 
not counted. 

So the amendment moved by Mr. Lyncu was 
not agreed to. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment moved by Mr. Hate; and upon a divis- 
ion there were—ayes 50, noes 69; no quorum 
voting. 

Tellers were ordered ; and Mr. Hazevron, 
of Wisconsin, and Mr. Hae were ———- 

The committee again divided; and the tell- 


ers reported that there were—ayes 61, noes 62. 
So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. LYNCH. I move to amend by inserting, 
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after the words ‘‘ United States,** in line four- 
teen, the words ‘‘ more than two months in 
any one year;’’ so as to make the proviso read 
as follows: 


Provided, That vessels receiving the benefit of 
this section shall not be allowed to engage in the 
coastwise trade of the United States more than two 
months in any oneyear except upon the payment to 


the United States of the duties on which a rebateis | 


herein allowed. 


Mr. HOLMAN moved to amend the amend- | 


ment by inserting at the end of the proviso the 
following: 

Provided further, That the provisions of this sec- 
tion shall apply to the materials above enumerated 
which shall be used in the construction and equip- 
ment of steamboats engaged in navigating navigable 
waters of the United States, 

The amendment of Mr. Ho_man was agreed 
to; there being—ayes, sixty-three, noes not 
counted. 


Mr. COX. I move further to amend the 
amendment of the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. Lyncu] by adding the following: 

Provided further, That from and after the Ist day 
of July next the act entitled “*An act concerning 
the registering and recording of ships and vessels,” 
approved December 31, 1792, and all acts and parts 
of acts supplementary thereto, be, and the same are 
hereby, repealed, so far as to admit to registry 
foreign-built vessels of wood or iron, the property 
of acitizen or citizens of the United States, if the 
same be purchased in good faith by such citizen or 
eltizens 

Mr. LYNCH. I raise the point of order 
that the amendment is not germane. It pro- 
poses simply a repeal of the navigation law, 
and has no reference to the tariff. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. ‘The amendment of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Cox] is not ger- 
mane to the pending amendment. 


Mr. KELLEY. I move as an amend- 
ment tothe amendment of the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. Lyncu] to insert before the first 
proviso the following : 

And an allowance shall be made upon all articles 
produced in the United States actually used in the 


building of such ships after the passage of this act, | 


equal to the duties imposed by law upon like foreign 


articles imported into this country; and shall be paid | 


from aay money inthe Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, 


‘The amendment of Mr. KELLEY was not 


agreed to; there being—ayes twenty-five, noes, | 
|| amendments as have been offered that I asked 
The question then recurring on the amend- | 


not counted. 


ment of Mr. Lyncu, as amended, it was agreed 
to. 


Mr. COX. 
ment: 
Add the following: 


I offer the following amend- 


And provided further, That from and after the || 


Ist of July next the act entitled ** An act concern- 
ing the registering and recording of ships and ves- 
sels, approved December 31, 1792,”’ and all acts and 
parts of acts supplementary thereto, be, and the 
same are hereby, repealed so far as to admit to regis- 
ter foreign-built vessels of wood or iron, the prop- 
erty of a citizen or citizens of the United States, if 
the same be purchased in good faith by such citizen 
or citizens. 

Mr. HALE. I rise to a point of order on 
that amendment. 

'he CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. 

Mr. COX. That is intended 

Mr. LYNCH. I object to debate. 

Mr. COX. I should like to be heard on the 
question of order. 

Mr. COBURN. [offer the following amend- 
ment: 


Add to the section: 

Provided further, That iron ocean steamers may 
be imported free of duty, for the purpose of foreign 
trade only, and thereafter they shall be entitled to 
the same registry as vessels constructed in the Uni- 
ted States, 

Mr. LYNCH. [rise to a point of order. 

Mr. HALE. It is not in order to this bill, 
as it provides for a repeal of the registry law. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Diatilled spirits: 
Skc.9. That the act entitled ‘‘An act imposing 





taxes on distilled spirits and tobacco, and for other j] 





The Chair sustains the | 
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| 


|| spirits lawfully 


purposes,”’ approved July 20, 1868, be, and the same 
is hereby, amended as follows: 

That section one be amended by striking out the 
word ‘“‘fifty,’’ and inserting in lieu thereof the words 
“sixty-five :” 
bonded 


deposited in a distillery 


| warehouse when this act shall take effect may be 


withdrawn therefrom’ on payment of the taxes 


| thereon at the rate within the time and in the man- 











ner fixed by law at the time of such deposit: Pro- 


vided further, That the special tax paid by distillers | 
rior to the taking effect of this act, which has not | 


een exhausted by the exemptions allowed by law, 
shall be refunded upon properapplication out of any 
moneys arising from internal taxes not otherwise 
appropriated. And that said section be 
amended by striking out the words “in excess of the 
number of gallons,”’ and inserting, in lieu thereof, 
the words “‘amounting to one half gallon or over,” 
and add after the words “as a gallon”? the words 
‘and any fractional part of a gallon less than one 
half gallon in any cask or package shall be exempt 
from tax.’’ 

Mr. DUELL. 
ment. 

Mr. BECK. I ask the chairman of the 
committee whether he will not move that the 
committee rise, soas to allow some explanation 
of this bill, now that we have got to the internal 
revenue part of it? 

Mr. DAWES. If it were not for lack of 
time I think that would be desirable. 

Mr. BECK. Let us have half an hour to 
explain some of these matters. 

Mr. DAWES. Is thereanything in this part 
of the bill he desires to explain ? 

Mr. BECK. 
made to consolidate all these things. 

Mr. DAWES. Then let us wait until that 
is done. 


Mr. DUELL. 


I desire to offer an amend- 


I move on page 15, line 


| seven, to strike out ‘‘ sixty-five’ and insert the | 
| following : 


Seventy; and this sum shall be in lieu of all 
taxes upon sales of distilled spirits by distillers. 

Mr. SPEER, of Pennsylvania. And I offer 
the following amendment to that amendment: 


Strike out the ninth section and insert as fol- 
lows: oa 

That al! laws or parts of laws authorizing the 
collection of internal taxes be, and the same are 
hereby, repealed. 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not think we ought to 
pass any such amendment as that, raising the 
tax from sixty-five to seventy. 


Mr. BECK. It was in view of just such 


that we might be allowed to explain these pro- 
visions of the bill. 


Mr. DAWES. In order that there may be 


Provided, nevertheless, That distilled | 


No; unless an amendment be | 





further | 





| the rules, to undo what 








| tional 


House directed that all debate on this bill 
should cease on Thursday at three o'clock 
>. m. 

Mr. DAWES. I withdraw the latter motion. 

Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. [rise toa 
parliamentary inquiry. To-morrow is assigned 
for business of the Committee of Claims. Will 
it be competent on Monday to move to sus- 
pend the rules so as to extend the time for 
debate? 

The SPEAKER. It will, of course, be com- 
petent for the House, under a suspension of 
it did under a sus- 
pension of the rules on Monday last. 


Mr. BUTLER, of Massachusetts. Then I 


move that the House take a recess until half 


past seven o'clock this evening, 

Mr. SPEER, of Georgia. 1 move that the 
House adjourn, 

Pending the motion to adjourn, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FOSTER, of Michigan, from the Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills, reported that the 
committee had examined and found duly en- 
rolled bills of the following titles; when the 


|| Speaker signed the same: 


An act (H. R. No. 546) for the relief of 
Charles F. Tracy ; 

An act (H. R. No. 752) to appropriate to 
Henry Clay Williams a sum of money found 
due him on the adjustment of his accounts ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1072) to fix the times 
for holding United States courts in the eighth 
circuit; 

An act (H. R. No. 1182) to create an addi- 
land district in the State of Minne- 
sota ; 

An act (H. R. No. 1654) making appropri- 


| ations to supply deficiencies in the appropri- 
| ations for the service of the Government f 


for 


|| the fiscal year ending June 380, 1872, and for 


some explanation of the bill, I move that the | 


committee rise for the purpose of allowing a 
short time for debate. 
Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 
Mr. DAWES. If I could be assured the 
House would vote down all amendments I 
would withdraw the motion. 


Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. 


Oh, no! 


| we will, 


The committee divided; and there were— 


ayes one hundred and two, noes not counted. || 


The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the 
Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. Sco- 
FIELD reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, having had 
under consideration the Union generally, and 
particularly the bill (H. R. No. -sewe’ "hed re 
duce duties on imports, and to reduce ifternal 
taxes, and for other purposes, had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. DAWES. 


I move that the rules be 


| suspended, and that the House resolve itself 


into Committee of the Whole on the special 
order; and pending that motion, I move that 
debate on the tax and tariff bill be extended 
one hour. 

Mr. GARFIELD, of Ohio. I raise the point 
of order that the latter motion cannot be 
entertained. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think 
it competent for the House to agree to such a 
motion. Under a suspension of the rules the 


I have no doubt | 


former years, and for other purposes ; 
An act (H. R. No. 1766) to authorize the 


| Chicago and Northwestern Railway Company 
| to change their projected line of railway in the 





State of Michigan; 

An act (H. R. No. 1958) to authorize the 
city of Buffalo, New York, to construct a 
tunnel under the Niagara river, and to erect 
and maintain an inlet pier therefrom, for the 
purpose of supplying the city of Buffalo with 
pure water; 

An act (H. R. No. 2093) to grant an Amer- 
ican register to the Hawaiian bark Florence ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2187) to confirm the 
action of the board of aldermen and common 
council of the city of Washington, designating 
a depot site for the Baltimore and Potomac 
Railroad Company, and for other purposes ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2195) relating to certain 
lands in the State of Alabama; 

Anact (H. R. No. 2290) regulating the mode 


| of making private contracts with Indians; 


An act (H. R. No. 2341) to allow the pleas- 
ure-yaeht Red Hot to take the name of Addie 
Parker, and be registered under that name ; 

An act (H. R. No. 2631) to withdraw from 


| settlement and sale a certain section of land 


in Wyoming Territory; and 
An act (H. R. No. 2685) to establish an 
additional land district in the Territory of 
Dakota. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, 

Mr. TOWNSEND, of New York, obtained 
leave of absence until Tuesday next. 

Mr. BOLES obtained leave of absenre until 
the 3d of June. 

Mr. HAMBLETON obtained leave of ab- 
sence until Tuesday. 


JANE DAVIDSON. 


On motion of Mr. MOORE, by unanimous 
consent, leave was given to withdraw from the 
files of the House the petition and accompany- 
ing papers in the case of Jane Davidson, widow 
of John Davidson, late lieutenant of the Uni- 
ted States revenue marine service. 
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BRIDGE At 
The SPEAKER. 
ceived from the Senate requesting the return 
of the bill (S. No. 981) authorizing the con- 


ROSS 


THE ARKANSAS RIVER, 


A message has been re- | 


|| Barnum, Barry, Bell, Bigby, Bingham, Bird, Austin 
|| Blair, Buffinton Burdett, Benjamin F. Butler, Co- 
| burn, Coghlan, Conger, Cotton, Critcher, Dawes, 


struction of a bridge across the Arkansas river, |} 


at Litthe Rock, Arkansas. The bill- will 
returned to the Senate if there be no objec- 
tion. 
There was no objection; and 
ordered, 
NEW 


it was so 


JAIL FOR THE DISTRICT.* 


Mr. POLAND, by unanimous consent, from 
the Committee for the District of Columbia, 
reported back the bill (H. R. No. 1552) in re- 
lation to the construction of a new jail for the 
District of Columbia, with Senate amendments. 

Mr. POLAND. JI that the House 
nor concur in the amendments of the Senate, 
and ask a conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to; and it was so 
ordered. 


move 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. ROOSEVELT asked, and by unanimous 
consent obtained, leave to have printed in the 


Globe some remarks he had prepared as part | 


of the debates. 


[See Appendix, | 
Mr. LYNCH asked, and by unanimous con- 


sent obtained, leave to have printed in the | 
the | 


Globe marks on the section of 
tax and tariff bill relating to shipping. 
Appendix 

Mr. KLDREDGE.  T[ object to leave being 
given to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Rooseve rt] to print his speech. 

The SPEAKER, 
lion comes too late. 
Mr. POLAND. 
the subject of the speech 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. 
Wisconsin | Mr. 


until, leave having been given, he 


some re 


[See 


The gentleman’s objec- 


The gentleman from 


turned 
round and asked what was the subject of my 


I think we ought to know | 


ELDREDGE] did not object | 


be 


| Orr, 


| end, Twichell, Waldron, 


Donnan, Duell, Dunnell, Eames, Ely, Forker, Wilder | 
D. Foster, Frye, Garfield, Hale, Hancock, Harper, 
Hawley, Hill, Hoar, Houghton, Kelley, Kellogg. 
Kendall, Ketcham. Lamport, Lowe, McCormick, 
Melntyre, McJunkin, Merriam. Leonard Myers, 
Isanec C. Parker, Peck, Pendleton, Perce, 
Peters, Poland, Rainey, Ritchie, Rogers, Rusk, 
Sargent, Sawyer, Sessions, Sheldon, Slater, Steven- 
son, Sutherland, Tatie, Thomas, Washington Towns- | 
Wallace, Walls, Wells, | 


| Wheeler, Willard, Jeremiah M. Wilson, and John 


| Foster, Getz, Goodrich, Halsey, 





remarks, and I informed him that they were | 


in exposure of the frauds in the government 
of the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. Under those cireum- 
stances the gentleman has no right to object. 

OKDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. DAWES. There is a bill on 
Speaker's table to stamps in the 
‘Treasury Department, which has come back 
from the Senate with only a very slight amend- 
ment, on which | ask the action of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I eail for the regular 
order. 


The SPEAKER. 


relating 


The regular order is the 


motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts | 


[Mr. Burver] that the House take a recess, | 


and the motion of the gentleman from Geor- 


gia [Mr. Spker] that the House do now) 


adjourn. 
privileged. 
The question being taken on the motion to 
adjourn, there were—ayes 92, 
Mr. KETCHAM. 
nays. 
‘The yeas and nays were ordered, 


The latter motion is more highly 


noes 56. 
1 call for the yeas and 


‘The question was taken; and it was decided | 


in the aflirmative—yeas 91, nays 77, not vot- 
ing 71; as tollows: 

Y KAS— Messrs. Acker, Adams, Archer, Arthur, 
Beatty, Beck, Biggs, James G. Blair, Braxton, 
sright, Buckley, Caldwell, Campbell, Carroll, Crebs, 
Crossland, Davis, Dox, Du Bose, Duke, Eldredge, 


Farnsworth, Finkeloburg, llenry D. Foster, Garrett, | 


Guidings, Golladay, Griffith, Haldeman, Hamble- 
ton, Llandiey, Hanks, George E. 
Harris, Hay, Llereford, Heroedon, Hibbard, Holman, 
Kerr, Lamison, Leach. Lewis, Lyuch, Manson, Mar- 
shall, MeClelland, MeGrew, 
KF. Meyers, Moore. Morgan, 
Packard, Packer, Hosea W. 
Randall, Read, Kdward Y, 
Roberts, Robinson, Roosevelt, Scofield, Seeley, 
Sherwood Shober, Shoemaker, John A. Smith, 
RK. Milton Speer, Thomas J. Speer, Sprague, Stevens, 
Storm, Strong, Sypher. Terry, Dwight Townsend, 
Turver, Tyner, Upson, Van Trump, Vaughan, Wad- 
dell, Wakeman, Warren, Whiteley, Whitthorne, 
Williams of Indiana, and Winchester—9l, 
NAY5S--Mesers. Ames, Averill, Banks, Barber, 


Morphis, Niblack, 
Parker, Eli Perry, 
Riee, William R. 


Harris, John T. | 


MeNeely, Benjamin | 


| on its passage. 


the || 


| with the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. 


| remonsirating against so amending the Con- 





Tl. Wilson—77. 

NOT VOTING — Messrs. Ambler, Beveridge, | 
Boles, Brooks, Burchard, Roderick R. Butler,Clarke, | 
Cobb, Comingo, Conner, Cox, Creely, Crocker, Dar- | 
rall, De Large, Dickey, Elliott, Farwell, Charles 
liarmer, Havens, 
lays, Gerry W. Ilazelton, John W. Hazelton, 
Hooper, Killinger, King, Kinsella, Lansing, May- 
nard, MeCrary, McHenry. MeKee, McKinney, 
Mercur, Merrick, Mitchell, Monroe, Morey, Negley, | 
Palmer. Aaron F. Perry, Platt. Porter, Potter, | 
Price, Prindle, John M. Rice, Ellis H. Roberts, | 
Shanks, Shellabarger, Slocum, Sloss, H. Board- | 
man Smith, Worthington C. Smith, Snapp, Snayder, 
Starkweather, Stoughton, Stowell, St. John, 
Swann, Tuthill, Voorhees, Walden, Williams of 
New York, Wood, and Young—71. 


During the roll-eall, the following announce- 
ments were made: 

Mr. DONNAN. My colleague, Mr. Wapen, | 
is confined to his room by sickness; if here 
he would vote **no.”? 

Mr. AMBLER. I am paired upon the 
Atchison, Topeka, and Sante Fé railroad bill | 


Crocker, who has been obliged to leave the 
Halli on account of sickness. As the question 
involves that bill, | do not vote. If Mr. 
CrockER were here he would vote ‘‘ no,’’ and 
I would vote ** ay.’’ 

‘The result of the vote having been announced 
as above recorded, the House (at four o’ clock 
and forty-eight minutes p. m.) adjourned. 





PETITIONS. 


The following petitions were presented un- 
der the rules, and referred to the appropriate 
committees: 

By Mr. BIRD: The petition of citizens of 
Clinton, Hunterdon county, New Jersey, 


stitution as to allow persons of foreign birth 
to be elected President. 

By Mr. COBURN: Petitions of soldiers 
and sailorsof Baltimore, Maryland ; Westmin- 
ster, Maryland; Palmyra, New York; Phil- | 
adelphia, Pennsylvania; Pittsburg, Pennsyl- 
vania; Havana, New York ; Milford, Connec- 


| ticut; Wilson, Niagara county, New York; | 


Boston, Massachusetts; Lexington, Massachu- 
setts; and Charlestown, Massachusetts, asking | 
the pasaage of a bill providing industrial 
homes, &c., for the orphans of soldiers aud 
sailors who served in the Union Army. 

By Mr. COGHLAN: The petition, charts, 
&e., of Frederick Coombs, praying relief. 

By Mr. DUELL: The petition and accom- 
panying papers of John C, Lemon, late colo- 
nel of the tenth regiment New York cavalry, 


| asking relief. 


By Mr. SEELEY: The petition of soldiers 
and sailors for leave to assign them lands, &c. 





IN SENATE. 





Fripay, May 17, 1872. 
The Senate met at eleven o'clock a. m. 


Prayer by Rev. Kicuarp Smyru, D. D., Pro- | 


fessor of Magee College, Londonderry, Ire- 


| 
land. 
/ 


On motion of Mr. CHANDLER, the reading 
of the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was | 
dispensed with. 

STEAMBOAT LAW. 


Mr. CHANDLER. House bill No. 2116 | 
was perfected the other evening; all the 
amendments agreed upon and ready for its 
passage. I ask that the formal vote be taken 


It is the bill (H. RK. No. 2116) 


|| to amend an act entitled ** An act to provide 


| for the better security of life on board of ves- | 
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sels propelled in whole or in part. by steam, 
and for other purposes,’’ approved February 
28, 1871. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
tion? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think we had better 
wait a little while. I may withdraw the objec- 
tion after awhile. 


SHIPPING OF SEAMEN, 


Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator object 
to the vote being taken on House bill No. 
2044, to authorize the appointment of ship- 
ping commissioners by the several circuit 
courts of the United States, to superintend the 
shipping and discharge of seamen engaged in 
merchant ships belonging tothe United States, 
and for the further protection of seamen? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no 
objection the bill will be read the third time, 
and the question is on its passage. 

The bill was passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. FENTON. I desire to put on its pas- 
sage a bill of only eight or ten lines. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. Pending the 
moruing business the Senator from New York 
asks unanimous consent that the Senate con- 
sider the following bill—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the best way is 
to go straight ahead. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
therefore submit the business on his table from 
the House of Representatives. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. No. 2564) to relieve certain 
persons therein named from the legal and po- 
litical disabilities imposed by the fourteenth 
amendment of the Constitution of the United 
States was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the select Committee on the Removal of 
Political Disabilities. 

The following bills and joint resolution from 
the House of Representatives were read twice 
by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary: 

A bill (H. R. No. 21) to allow persons ac- 
cused of crime to testify in their own behalf 
in the courts of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. No. 482) regulating the com- 
pensation of criers and bailiffs of the United 
States courts ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 1017) to prevent and pun- 
ish the obstruction of the administration of 
justice in the courts of the United States ; 

A bil! (Hl. R. No. 2779) to repeal certain 
statutes prescribing an oath of office ; 

A bill (H. R. No. 2780) for the relief of W. 
W. Griffin ; and 

A resolution (H. R. No. 152) amending joint 
resolution approved March 2, 1867. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2840) to change the 
name of the pleasure-yacht Ellie, of Boston, 
Massachusetts, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. No. 2781) for the relief of 
Henry A. I’. Worth was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 


Senate the following concurrent resolution 
from the House of Kepresenutatives: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives, (the Sen- 
ate concurring,) That each House of Congress shall 
be adjourned sine die by the Presiding Officer thereof 
on Monday, the 3d day of June, 1872, at twelve o’clock 
meridian. 


Mr. SUMNER. I think that ought to lie 
on the table for the present. 

Mr. SHERMAN. My impression is that it 
had better go to the Committee on Finance, who 


Is there objec- 


have charge of the tariff and tax question. 
Mr. SUMNER. Very well; have no 
objection. 


The resolution was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. FENTON presented a petition of citi- 


eld 


we 


a al aaa 





= 
a 
a 
pa 
* 


ST ea call 





18 


zen 
Eds 
try 
rete 

‘ 
Fra 
J es 
her 
mit 


juc 
the 
Ma 
ask 
bal 
the 


lat 
vo 
tri 
fo 
se! 
th 


i i el ie 





ie aaa 


{ 
; 
: 
d 
; 
. 
i 


dt 











1872. 


zens of the State of New York, praying that 
Edward Evans be allowed to change the regis- 
try of the tug Noah P. Sprague ; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SCOTT presented the petition of Mrs. 
Frances C. Elliott, widow of Commodore 
Jesse D. Elliott, praying the restoration of 
her pension ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also presented eight petitions from the 
judges, district attorneys, and other officers of 
the United States courts in Illinois, Louisiana, 
Maryland, Ohio, Missouri, and Pennsylvania. 
asking for an increase of pay to the criers and 
bailiffs of those courts ; which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WILSON presented two petitions of 


late soldiers and sailors of the United States | 


volunteer Army and Navy, praying that indus- 
trial homes and training schools be established 
for the orphans of soldiers and sailors who 
served the United States during the war of 
the rebellion; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. COLE presented a joint resolution of 
the Legislature of California, in favor of a 
sufficient appropriation to enable the respect: 
ive Departments to proceed forthwith in com- 
mencing the construction of such forts, bat- 


teries, and other works of coast defense as | 


may be required for the proper and efficient 
protection of the harbor and city of San Diego; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed, 

He also presented a resolution of the Legis- 


lature of California, in favor of the application | 


now before the Congress of the United States 
for an increase of the ocean mail steamship 
service between San Francisco and Japan and 
China from a monthly toa fortnightly service, 


and an appropriation of $1,000,000 in support | 


thereof; which was ordered to lie on the table, 
and be printed. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of California against reducing the duty 
on chiceory flour imported from foreign coun- 
tries, thereby protecting home production and 


manufacture; which was ordered to lie on the | 


table, and be printed. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of California, asking Congress to reim- 
burse the preémption settlers on the 
kuown as the Soscol Ratiche, lying in the 
counties of Napa and Solano in that State, 
for expenses incurred in surveying Govern- 
ment lands and erecting buildings thereon in 
defending their rights against the claim of M. 
G. Vallejo ; which was ordered to lie on the 
table and be printed. 

He also presented a resolution of the Legis- 
lature of California, asking Congress to reserve 
public lands in California for actual settlers 
only, under the homestead and preémption 


laws, and for a more rapid extension of the | 


surveys of public lands im that State; which 
was ordered to lie onthe table, and be printed. 


PRINTING OF BILLS, 


On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, it was 


Ordered, That the bill (S. No. 1096) for the relief 
of Joseph Nock, which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and the bill (S. No. 1116) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase a site and 
erect a building to be used as a marine hospital in 
Sioux City, lowa, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, be printed for the use of the 
Senate. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I am directed by the 


Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the petition of Margaret Nelson, praying to be 


allowed a pension, to report a bill granting 
hera pension, with the statement that the case | 
was rejected atthe Pension Office for want of || 


evidence sufficient to satisfy the office that this 
soldier, who was a one-armed man, and had 
an amputation, died in consequence of that 
wound. Although the evidence probably jus- 


tified the Pension Office in rejecting it, we are | 


land | 











| was referred the bill (H. R. No 








| tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. 


| asked to be discharged from its further con- 
|| eideration, and that it be referred to the Com- 


that he did die of that wound, and viaciinialy| 
recommend the passage of the bill. 

The bill (S. No. 1119) granting a pension to 
Margaret Neison was read, and passed to the 
second reading. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Mili- 


R. No. 1272) to amend an act entitled **An 
act to establish and to protect national ceme- 
teries,’’ approved February 22, 
it without amendment. 

Mr. TIPTON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the petition of 
John Dunsmoor and Ephraim Putnam, sol- | 
diers in the war of 1812, praying for a pen- 
sion, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration ; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the petition of Nathaniel J. Beach- 
ley, of Bridgeport, Indiana, praying the pas- 
sage of aspecial act granting $350 for his relief, 


1869, reported 1} 





mittee on Military Affairs ; which was agreed to. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom | 


2412) grant- 
ing a pension to Helen M. Smith, reported 
adversely thereon, and recommended its in- 
definite postponement. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have 
that bill placed on the Calendar. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. It willbe placed 


|| on the Calendar with the adverse report of the 


committee. 
Mr. FERRY, of Connecticut. The Com- 
mittee on Patents, to whom was referred the 


C. Tolman, have directed me to reportit back 
without amendment, and recommend its pas- 
sage. ‘The case is one in which Tolman made 
an application to the Commissioner of Patents 
for an extension of his patent, but his papers 
in transmission by mail to Washington were 
lost and never reached the Patent Office. 


| bill (H. R. No. 1339) for the relief of Chester | 


Without, therefore, any fault of his own, he | 
failed of obtaining the opportunity which the | 


law gives him for applying tor an extension, and 
this ‘bill gives him authority to apply. 

Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
No. 2416) granting a pension to Andrew Reir- 
fort, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon; which was ordered to 
be printed, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 2418) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Nancy KE. Pugh, report 
ed it without amendment, and submitted a re 
port thereon ; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 599) granting a 
pension to Julia Belle Dunlap, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the biil 
(S. No. 1100) torepeal certain provisions of the 
laws of the United States relating to advance 
ment in the Navy, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ANTHONY, from the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred a motion to 
print the report of the Secretary of War, com 


|| municating the report of the inspectors of the 


national cemeteries, reported in favor of the 
motion to print; and it was agreed to. 


PENITENTIARY CONGRESS REPORT. 

Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Print- 
ing, to whom wasreferred a House resolution 
to print extra copies of the preliminary report 
of the commissioner of the United States to 
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the penitentiary congress, have instructed me | 


to report it back and rec ymmend its passage. 
I ask for its present consideration. 
By unanimous consent, the resolution was 
considered and concurred in, as follows : 
Resolved bythe House of Representatives, (the Sen- 


satisfied from the circumstances altogether || ate concurring,) That there be printed five thousand 
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extra copies of the preliminary report of the com 
missioner of the United States to the international 


|} penitentiary congress of London, with accompany- 


ing documents, one thousand copies to befor the use 
of the Senate, two thousand for the use of the Louse, 
and one thousand for the State Department. 


REPORT OF INDIAN COMMISSIONERS 
Mr. ANTHONY. The same committee, to 
whom was referred the House resolution to 
print additional coples ot the report ol the 
board of Indian commissi mers, have instructe | 
me to report it back without amendment 

I ask for its present consideration, 
By unanimous consent, the resolution was 

considered and concurred in, as follows: 


; and 


Re solved by the House of Re presentatipes, (the Sen 
ate concurring,) That there be printed five thousand 
extra copies of the report of the board of Lodian 
commissioners for 1871, of which thirty-five hun 
dred copies shall be tor the use of the Llouse, and 
fifteen hundred copies for the use of the Senate. 


DARIEN EXPEDITION REPORTS, 
Mr. ANTHONY. The same committee, 
to whom was referred a resolution to print 
additional copies of Captain Seltridge’s report 
of the survey of the Isthmus of Darien, have 
instructed me to report it back without amend- 
ment, and recommend its passage. | 
its present consideration. 

The resolation 


ask tor 


was considered by unaui- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolred, (the House of Representatives concur 


| ring.) That there be printed in quarto form seven 
| thousand additional copies of the report and aecom- 


panying maps of the Darien survey expedition, of 


which two thousand copies shall be for the use of 
| the Senate, four thousand copies tor the use of the 


llouse, and one thousand copies for the use of the 
Secretary of the Navy. 
MARY ANN MONTGOMERY—VETO. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I am directed by the 
Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
President of the United 
States, returning, with his objections and wit! 


| out his approval, Senate bill No. 955, grant 
ling a pension to Mary Ann 


! >nsion \ Montgomery, 
widow of William W. Montgomery, late cap- 
tain l’exas volunteers, together with the bill, 


| to report back the message and the bill with 
| a recommendation that the bill 
standing the objection of the [4 


pass notwith- 
aent of the 


United States; and as it is avery simple mat- 


| ter, and I presume will meet no objection from 


the Senate when I explain it in a minute, | 
ask for its present consideration. 


The VICK PRESIDENT. By the Consti- 


| tution the Chair thinks it is entitled to imme- 


diate consideration. The Senator from Ver 
mont reports back the veto message of the 
President ona pensi mm bill, with the report 


of the Committee on Pensions recommending 


| that the bill do pass notwithstanding the Pres- 





| 


| and hung. 


the Sen 
The q iestion 18, 


It is now before 
ate under the Constitution. 
will the Senate on reconsideration agree to 
the passage of this bill, the objections of the 
President to the contrary notwithstanding ? 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I will state, in a single 
word almost, precisely what the point is. Mrs, 
Montgomery is the widow of William W, 
Montgomery, who received from General But. 
ler while at New Orleans the provisional com- 


ident’s objections. 


| mission of a captain, not of course legally 
| binding, to raise volunteers in Texas. 
| gentleman went to Texas for that purpose and 


This 


did good service, He WAS seized oue night by 
a gang of rebels and carried out of the town 
We passed a bill giving her the 
pension as the widow of a captain, although ina 
strict legal sense, of course, he was not a cap- 
tain within the pension laws; but we thougat 
he fell within the equity of them. She 
had sundry young children under the age of 
sixteen years. Under existing laws the Pen 
Ottice hold that if you the 


“ais0 


sion name sum 


||} when you pass a special act fora widow which 


she is to have, then they will not allow anvy- 
thing for the children. If you name her as 
entitled to # pension at a particular grade 
which by law she would not be entitled to, as 


|| the person does not appear on. the rolls as 


es 
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having held that grade, then they will not give 
anything to the children. Therefore in this 
case it was necessary that we should provide 
that beside the twenty dollars per month she 
would receive as the widow of a captain she 
should have two dollars a month additional 
for each of her children under sixteen years 
of age. So the bill used this language, *‘* shall 
pay her a pension from the passage of this act 
as a captain’s widow and in respect to her 
minor children under sixteen years of age,’’ 
so that she would draw a pension in respect 


to her children and also in respect to the grade | 


of captain—precisely what was necessary to 
accomplish the purpose we had in view. 

The President of the United States accord- 
ing to the course of business, as I understand, 
and certainly it 1s a very wise and proper 
course, sends bills of this character poll gi all 


other characters, when there is time, to the | 


various Departments which have to do with 
this particular class of business, to see what 


objections, if any, may exist to the approval 
of the bill. 


prehend what it was about, the President 


returned the bill with this message, which is | 


very short: 


To the Senate of the United States: 
I have the honor to return herewith 8S. No. 955, 


entitled “An act granting «a pension to Mary Ann | 


Montgomery, widow of William W. Montgomery, 
Jute captain in Texas volunteers,”’ without my ap- 
proval, inasmuch as the coucluding phrase, “‘and 


in respect to her minor children under sixteen years | 


of age,” has obviously no meaning whatsoever, 

If it were the intention of the framer of the bill 
that the pension thereby granted should revert to 
raid minor children upon the remarriage or death 
of the widow, the phrase referred to should read as 
follows: “‘and, in the event of her remarriage or 
death, to her minor children under sixteen years of 
age.’’ I therefore return the bill for proper action, 

U.8. GRANT, 
Executive Mansion, May 14, 1872. 

| have already explained why it was indis- 
pensable to use this precise language that we 
did use to accomplish the object we had in 
view. As to the supposed intention of the 
committee to give this pension to her children 
if she should die or be remarried, we had no such 
Intention at all. They would not be entiled 
to it except as to the two dollars a month 
which they then might be entitled to ; but her 
own pension they would not be entitled to 
necessarily. So that the committee 
intend to do this act of justice to this widow 
they must do it in precisely this way. We 
therefore recommend that the bill 


The VICE PRESIDENT. 
will report the bill 
Senate, on reconsideration, agree to the pas- 
sage of this bill, the objections of the Pres- 
ident to the contrary notwithstanding ? 

The bill was read as follows: 
An act granting a pension to Mary 


gomery, widow of William W. Meatgowery, late 
captain in Texas volunteers. 


The Secretary 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Reprerent- 
atives of the United States of 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to place on the 
pension-roll, subjeet to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws. the name of Mary Aon 
Montgomery, widow of William W. Montgomery, 
late captain in 
pension from the passage of this act as a captain's 
widow, and in respect to her minor children under 
Sixleen years of age. 

J.G, BLAINE, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
SCHUYLER COLFAX, 


Vice President of the United Ntatea 


and President of the Senate, | 


I certify that this act did originate in the Senate, 
Gbo, C., GOURMAM, 
Secretary. 


Mr. FLANAGAN. I think it proper that 
I should state to the Senate that Lam familiar 
with the history of this case. It is a merito- 
rious claim. 1 bave no doubt about that, and 
this lady ought to be pensioned under the cir- 
cumstances. 

There is a history connected with it had I 





| and was elected. 
| not quite get his seat, the State not then being 


Under advice, of course, from the | 
Pension Office, which did not seem to com- | 





were | 
unanimously of the opinion that if Congress | 


| ogy which they desire to have it. 
pass, not- | 


withstanding the objections of the President, | 


The question is, will the | 





Ann Mont- | 


America in Congress | 


Pexas volunteers, and to pay ber a | 
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| the time to relate it to the Senate. One of 


the parties who participated in the murder of 
this officer lived immediately in my vicinity. 
He was arrested, carried to Austin. made his 
escape, and finally came back. ‘The matter 
had subsided to a considerable extent, and he 
declared himself a candidate for Congress, 
He came on here, but did 


received under the reconstruction law. While 
here, he was one of the most bitter of rebels, 
and boasted of his participancy in this horrid 
crime boldly, and indeed it gave him political 
capital at that day. He came on here with a 
certificate, dressed himself up very finely, 
standing upward of six feet high, and called 
upon some friends to present his credentials, 
&c. They told him that they thought his get- 
ting his seat would be rather a slow process. 
He wanted to come in directly and have the 
privilege of the floor. Finding he could not 
obtain that, he went up into the galleries and 
took a seat, and was sitting there when, on 
looking to the right, close to him, he saw a 
large black man, and without ceremony he 
moved the other way; and lo, and behold, as 
he looked to the left he found he had got right 
close to another. [Laughter.] He jumped 
up and left the galleries at once, and went 


| down the stairs very rapidly, and just as he 


got below some friend stepped up to him and 


| said: ‘* Look here, George; they have a litrle 


document here, and they are talking about 
you, and I think you had better get away.”’ 
He did leave. He left in a hurry, and he did 
not go back to his own county, nor has he 
been there yet; but he is in another State, 
and he is remaining there unmistakably on 
account of this very killing. 

I could say much about this case; it isa 
meritorious claim; but I will not detain the 
Senate. I do hope that under the circum- 
stances the Senate will pass the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, 
will the Senate, on reconsideration, agree to 
the passage of this bill, the objections of the 
President to the contrary notwithstanding ? 
And by the Constitution that question muS& be 
taken by yeas and nays. 

Mr. BLAIR. What is the bill? 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It is a pension 


| bill, and the Committee on Pensions unani- 


mously recommend, notwithstanding the objec- 


tions of the President, that the bill should pass, | 


they stating that the bill is in the phraseol- 
The Pres- 
ident ¥etoed it upon the ground of phraseology. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted——yeas 44, nay 1; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Alcorn, Ames, Anthony, Blair, 
Buckingham, Casserly, Chandler, Clayton, ( 
Cooper, Edmunds, Fenton, Ferry of Michigan, Flan- 
agan, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Maryland, Hamlin, 
Johnston, Kelty, Lewis, Morrill of Maine, Morrill 
of Vermont, Nye, Patterson, Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, 
Ramsey, Ransom, Saulsbury, Schurz, Scott, Sher- 
inan, Sprague, Stevenson, Stewart, Sumner, Chur- 
man, ‘Tipton, Trumbull, Vickers, West, Wilson, and 
Wrjight—44. : 

NAY—Mr. Ferry of Connecticut—t. 

ABSEN T—Messrs. Bayard, Boreman, Brownlow, 
Caldwell, Cameron, Carpenter, Conkling, Corbeit, 
Cragin, Davisof Kentucky, Davis of \ est Virginia, 
Frelinghuysen, Gilbert, Hamilton of Texas, Har- 
lan, Hill, Hitebeock, Howe, Kellogg, Logan, Morton, 
Norwood, Usborn, Rice, Robertson, Sawyer, Spencer, 
Stockton, and Windom—29, 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Two thirds of 
the Senate having voted in the affirmative, the 
bill is again passed, the objections of the 
President to the contrary notwithstanding, 
and will Le transmitted to the House of Kep- 
resentatives with the message of the President 
and the vote of the Senate. 


KIVER AND HARBOR BILL, 
Mr. CHANDLER. 


Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. No, 2208) making appropriations for the 
repair, preservatign, and completion of cer- 
tain public works on rivers and harbors, and 
for otber purposes, have instructed me to 
report it back with sundry amendments. I 


Cole, | 





The Committee on | 
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give notice that I will on Tuesday next, if the 
day is not otherwise appropriated, endeavor 
to call up this bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Michigan asks that the bill be made the 


special order for Tuesday next at twelve 
o'clock. 

Mr. RAMSEY. The Senator said unless 
the day was otherwise occupied. There may 
be other arrangements. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is now 
reported back, and can be made a special order 
by a two-thirds vote ; but if it be made a special 
order, that will be subject, of course, to the 
unfinished business of the previous evening. 

Mr. THURMAN. I ask the Senator if he 
has any objection to making it the order for 
to-day? 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
and examined. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears 
no objection to the proposition, and the bill is 
made the special order for Tuesday next, 


DISTRICT COURT AT TOLEDO. 


Mr. THURMAN. The Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was reterred the bill (H. 
kK. No. 534) to provide for holding the United 
States district court in the city of Toledo, 
have instructed me to report it back without 
amendment, with a recommendation that it 
pass. I ask for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. It provides that there shall be 
two terms of the United States district court 
for the northeru district of Ohio held in the 
city of Toledo, Ohio, in each year from and 
after the passage of the act, the time and the 
length of the terms to be fixed by the judge 
of that court. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have no objection to 
the present consideration of the bill, and do 
not wish to detain the Senate longer than to 
state what the bill is, and then to ask for the 
yeas and nays upon it. It involves a question 
which will affect a series of bills. I suppose 
there are before the Senate or in its commit- 
tees twenty bills—I have not counted them, 
but I think there are twenty—providing for the 
creation of additional districts, and tor mal- 
tiplying the places of holding United States 
courts. This bill is now called up to establish 
another court in the S.ate of Ohio, at Toledo. 
The State of Ohio is now divided into two 
judicial districts ; a court isheld at Cleveland, 
another is held at Cincinnati, and I think one 
at Columbus. 

Mr. THURMAN. No. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Well, at Cleveland and 
at Cincinnati United States courts are held. 
Now it is proposed to hold another term of 
the court for the northern district of Ohio at 
Toledo, and Toledo is about one hundred 
miles from Cleveland. It is a town of very 
considerable importance. It is connected 
with Cleveland by railroad and by water. The 
time between Cleveland and Toledo is about 
five hours. It takes about five hours to go 
from one of these places to the other, Now 
it is proposed to establish a United States 
court at foledo. By the multiplication of the 
courts you directly multiply districts. The 
first proposition is to establish a new place of 
holding a court; the next is to create a new 
district with a district judge, marshal, and 
attorney ; the next step is to build a court- 
house and post office; and if this system has 
to go on—I say we have probably twenty such 
bills now pending—we shall have iu tbe United 
States as many places of holding courts as 
there are counties, and instead of having six'y 
or seventy district judges you will have six or 
seven hundred. 

I do not believe that the public interests 
require any such multiplication of judges, of 
districts, or of places of holding the United 
States courts. The condition of things has 
been agomalous in this country for a short 
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time, growing outof the war. There has been 
much more business for the Federal courts in 
consequence of our internal revenue system 
which is about being abolished. A good deal 
of criminal business has arisen from our in- 
ternal revenue system, and also a good dee il of 
business out of the inauguration of the bank- 
rupt system. That business is diminishing. 
There will be no business comparatively under 
the internal revenue system after a little, and 
ihe voluntary part of the bankrupt law is 
wretty well done away with, so that there will 
iereafter be but little business comparatively 
in the United States courts in bankruptey, 
and the amount of business in the United 
States courts will be less than it has been. 

This desire for a United States court in 
every locality seems tome to be based upon a 
mistaken notion among the people. The Uni- 
ted States district court has no jurisdiction of 
suits between citizens. Suppose yourcourtis es- 
tablished now at Toledo, or as is proposed by 
another bill that is pending here to establish 
three places of holding court additional to the 
four now in the State of North Carolina, what 
business will there be in that court? What is it 
that the people will want the court for? If it 
is a district court, it has no jurisdiction except 
criminal jurisdiction and admiralty jurisdic- 
tion. There may be but little admiralty juris- 
diction at Toledo. I am speaking now in 
reference to this class of bills. At many points 
where it is proposed by pending bills to estab- 
lish courts there is no admiralty jurisdiction 
whatever. Now, what business can there be 
in the distriet court? 

Mr. THURMAN. 
to answer I will state. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I will tell you what. 
You can indict somebody for violating your 
postal laws or for some criminal offense. The 
district courts have jurisdiction of criminal 
offenses; they have no civil jurisdiction—— 

Mr. THURMAN. I suggest to my friend 
whether or not—— 

Mr. TRUMBULL. They bave no admiralty 
jurisdiction except in the sea-ports. 

Mr. KELLOGG. They would have civil 
jurisdiction in case the civil rights bill should 
aSS. 

Mr. THURMAN. I suggest to my friend, 
as this is the morning hour, and debate kills 
the bill, that he should let the friends of the 
bill state what the business will be, and then 
he can say whether they state it correctly or 
not. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I was proceeding to 
say, Mr. President, that there was no business 
fora United States court that required it in 
these new districts 





If you will give me time | 
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require, except in some of the very large 
States where there are large commercial cities. 
There, | admit, where there is a large admir- 
alty practice, and very large commercial trans: 
actions, there may be occasion for more than 
one district ina State, but I think we have 
gone far enough in multiplying the courts and 
the places of holding courts. 
at Toledo now; the Senator from Ohio 
burning for the opportunity to tell how the 
people of Toledo are suffering to get into a 
United States court! Why, sir, they are 
within five hours of Cleveland! If they are 
suffering for want of justice in a United States 
court, let them go over to Cleveland. What 
is the matter that they cannot bring a suit 


there? 
THURMAN. 


Mr. You will not let me tell. 
TRUMBULL. 


l am going to allow 
I want that he should 
is suffering for an oppor- 
tunity, and lam going to give way in a mo- 
ment-and then he will tell the Senate what 
this suffering is of that people there and why 
they cannot transact their 


Mr. 
the Senator to tell. 


know he 


business through 


| the court that is held at Cleveland. 


| give way to the Senator from Ohio. 


| Supreme Court. 


what is the effect? 


| business in the State courts. 


| he 
| court, 
| to bring suitin the Federal court; 


But, Mr. President, there is another objec- 
tion beyond this, and when I state that I will 
We have 

Court of the United States, and 
Constitution we can have but one 
‘That court has been in 
sion here the last six months, and adjourned 
only the other day, and it leaves upon the 
docket one hundred and fifty more cases than 
there were when the court opened. The busi- 
ness is behind two years. It amounts to a 
denial of justice almost, and now you go on 
multiplying these places of holding court, and 
You hold out the encour 
agement to parties to get their cases into the 
Federal courts instead of transacting their 
A lawyer living 
in Toledo who has a claim to collect in favor 
of a merchant living in Philadelphia or New 
York will bring his suit in the Federal court ; 
why’? Because the Federal court meets per- 


a Supreme 
under the 


ses- 


|| speech, when, if he 


Take this case | 
is | 


+ 


haps before the State court does ; not because 


-annot get justice for his client in the Si 
but 


ate 
it will be more convenient for him 
he will per 
haps get judgment at an earlier day. If par- 
ties want to litigate in regard to land titles in 
the city of Toledo, or anywhere in that local 
iiy, one of them will convey to some non-resi- 


dent, so as to get into the ‘Federal court with 
his suit. 
Mr. THURMAN. What is the Senator talk- 


| ing about, when this is fora district court alone, 


Mr. THURMAN, If I do not show that || 
there is I will give up the bill. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I will state generally 


that the people are not suffering for a» United 
States court. A few lawyers may want it; a 
few town-lot speculators may want a United 
States court; a few officeseekers may want to 
be judges and district attorneys and marshals. 
‘The people who are suffering for these courts 
are men who want to be judges; want to be 
marshals; want to be district attorneys; and 
town-lot speculators who want to build court- 
houses. ‘hese are the only people who are 


suffering for these courts, unless you have got | 


some men who want to get into the peniten- 
tiary and want a court so that theycan be tried 
for stealing a letter in the post office or vio- 
lating some law. These courts have no civil 
jurisdiction ; ; and the only civil jurisdiction 
that a cirenit court of the United States has is 
between citizens of different States and in cases 
where questions may arise under the Federal 
laws to some extent; but the jurisdiction is | 
very limited, and there is no case where a party 
cannot get justice and enforce his rights in the 
State courts. 

If you have one United States court in a 
State held at the capital of the State it is all 
that the exigencies of the public service 





| 





which bas no such jurisdiction ? 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Does not my friend 
from Obio know that a year will not go by be- 


| fore the next motion will be to have a circuit 


court held there? 
Ohio say then? 
district court at 


What will my friend from 
Why, ‘* We have already gota 
Toledo; the jadge goes there 


twice a year; and it will not cost anything to 


have a circuit court ; 


' come, Mr. 


and it would be a great 
accommodation to have a circuit court; 
have got a district court established, and what 
objection is there to letting the judge hold a 
circuit court?’ Do we not know how that will 
President? Just as easy and just 
as natural, as the boys in the West would say, 
as falling off a log. 

Mr. President, this is the commencement of 
the multiplication of courts, and the places of 
holding them at this session. 
dis sposed to embark in this business, let us 
begin with Toledo and go on through all the 
States, and let every county and city that wants 
a United States court have a court, and tax 
the people and vote money out of the Treasury 


you | 


If the Senate is || reported but two such bills this whole session, 


to build court-houses and provide places for | 


the gentlemen who would like to serve the a" 
lie as judges and district attorneys and mar- 
shals, and other official positions. 


Mr. THURMAN. Mr. President, I do not 


»_ 
Ovbe 

| quite fairly in this matter in consuming so 

| much time during the morning hour by a 


had listened to something 


| on the other side, he might have abrevia’‘ 


| mously ask ¢ 


|| ity of cases. 





| the 


remarks a great deal. What are the ia «7? 
Here is a bill that has passed the House of 
Representatives, approved by the Judiciary 
Committee of that House, approved by the 
Judiciary Committee of the Senate, and re 
ported here, a bill which simply provides that 
two terms of the United States district court 
for the northern district of Ohio may be held 
in the city of Toledo. ‘They are all now held 
at the city of Cleveland. 

What is the necessity or propriety for this? 
It arises from this fact: Toledo is the second 
city in Ohio on the lake; a city whose com- 
merce is almost equal to that of any other 
city on Lake Erie, and it is growing rapidly ; 
and not simply its lake commerce. It is the 
terminus of two great canals, a canal from 
Cincinnati to Toledo, and the Wabash and 
Miami canal, a canal from the interior of In- 
diana to Tole do. The bar of that city unani- 
vongress to pass this bill. ‘The 
judge of the court is in favor of the bill, 
although he will be put to inconvenience by 
it. It will take no money out of the Treasury. 
It will take money out of his pocket, for 
instead of holding the court at home, at Cleve- 
land, where he resides, he is willing to be at 
the expense, for the accommodation of the 
people, of holding two terms of the court at 
the city of Toledo. It takes no money out of 
the Treasury, therefore, and the only person 


| who loses by it is the judge of the court. 


Now, what is the necessity tor it? The 
necessity tor it grows out of the fact that 
the Supreme Court of the United States has 
decided that all the State water-craft laws are 
null and void ; that the admiralty jurisdiction 
of the United States, which is exclusive, ex- 
tends over not only the lakes, but the rivers 
and the canals; so that the State water-craft 
law has become an absolute nullity. There 
fore, no sailor can, as he formerly could in 
Ohio, libel a canal boat or a vessel in Toledo 
for his wages. No material-man can do so; 
no ship-furnisher can do so; but every such 
claim, although it may be ever so insigniticant, 


although it may not be fifty dollars, must be 
| prosecuted at Cleveland in the district court 
| there, and the expense of prosecuting it is 


more than the claim is worth ina large major- 
‘That is the result of the decision 
of the Supreme Court. 

Now, what is asked here? Simply that as 
State water-craft law has become a nullity, 
you should have an admiralty court at Toledo, 
where the sailors, the material-men, the ship- 
furnishers, the ship-chandlers, and all that 
class of persons who are interested in this 
subject may be allowed to have justice admin- 
istered in their behalf in the only way in which 
they can obtain justice. 

If there were time I could go further 
this matter. No buildingis necessary. There 
is the court-room there already. You have a 
custom: house and a post office there already, 
with a room amply sufficient for the court. 
There will not be a dollar of outlay required 
for any such purpose. 

What is said in answer to all this? The 
Senator from Illinois holds up here a frightful 


into 


| pieture of what we are going to do; and that 


in the face of the fact that the Judiciary Com- 


| mittee of this body, if { am not mistaken, have 


this one and one for the State of Kansas. I think 
those are the only two bills of thissort they have 
reported this whole session. There is no idea 
of establishing a new district there. Nobody 
dreams of any such thing as a new district. 
Toledo itself would pot agree to have a new 
district. Ohio wants but the two 
When she wanted a third district it was a cen- 
tral district, leaving ‘Toledo in the same dis- 
trict in which it now is. She wants nothing 


districts. 


| | think the Senator from Illinois has treated me || of the kind, and there is no danger of it, and 
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authorizing the holding of this court there is | 


not paving the way to any new district. The 
United States courts are held in several places 
in each of the districts of the State of New 
York. That has not divided New York into 
more districts. Itis the same way in Peun- 
syivania. That has not divided Pennsylvania 
into any more districts than have existed there 
for haif a century. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. 
ator allow me to ask him in how many places 
the courts are held? 

Mr. THURMAN. Only.two; only one in 
that district, Cleveland. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. 

Mr. THURMAN. 
ately for the people on tbe extreme borders 
of the State. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. I 
are three in my State. 

Mr. THURMAN. There are only two in 
the State of Ohio. I do not wish to take up 
time, because | want 
bill, and Ido not wish to speak the morning 
hour out. 


that the Senator from Illinois has exhibited to 
the Senate on this bill. 
on its own merits. 
its Own merits. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Ohio, 
unintentionally of course, would leave a wrong 


impression, I think, on the minds of the Sen- | 


ate by his remarks in regard to the decision of 
the Supreme Court ofthe United States having 
rendered all the water craft laws of the States 
invalid. ‘That is not so at all. 
may pass its laws for the collection ot debts 
against water craft just as it can against land 
cralt. 


thing to do with a vessel, just the same as you 
can against parties having anything to do with 
a threshing-machine or the building of a car- 
riage. But I will tell you what you cannot 
do: you cannot enforce an admiralty law 
in a State court. That is all there is to it. 
In other words, if the owner of a vessel at 
Toledo bas purchased five dollars’ worth of 
groceries out of a store, the grocery-keeper 


cannot go and seize the whole vessel and tie 


it up, but he can collect his debt, and he can 
attach the vessel as to that, or anything upon 
it, if an attachment lies in the case, if the cir- 
cumstances are such as to justify it. Itis only 
this extraordinary maritime jurisdiction that 
cannot be exercised in the State courts, and 
I think it is very well it cannot be. 1 doubt 
whether it ought to be exercised inland ia any 
court. I do not know why a man who per- 
forms work upon a vessel should have any 
better means of collecting his debt than one 
who performs work upon a carriage; I do 


not know why they should not stand alike in | 


the interior of the country; and the same 
remedies obtain in the State courts to enable 
a mechanic who has done work upon a vessel 
to collect his money as obtain to enable a 
mechanic who has done work upon a house or 
upon @ carriage, upon any other piece of 
machinery, to obtain pay forhis iabor. There 
is no distinction in that respect. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator thinks 
there are only two bills of this sort reported 
bere. He is entirely mistaken. The Judi- 
ciary Committee has tried to prevent the pas- 
sage of these bills to a great extent; but still 
there is a bill reported here for establishing 
three additional places of holding court in 
North Carolina, and a new district at that. 
There is a bill reported, which my friend from 
Kansas is very anxious to have passed, to 
establish a court in Leavenworth, forty or 
fifty miles from Topeka. He wants a court 
there. Why? All the lawyers are for it. 
let me say to the Senator from Ohio all the 
bur at Leavenworth are in favor of having a 
United States court there- 





“very State | 


You can enforce the State law against | 
the owner of a vessel or parties having any- | 


Will the Sen- | 


1 will only say one thing more. It’ 
is not fair reasoning to hold up this picture || 


Let each bill stand | 
Il ask that mine stand on | 








} 


Illinis will please suspend his remarks. 
The morning hour has expired, and the unfin- 
ished business is before the Senate, being the 
bill (S. No. 656) to extend the provisions of 
the fourth section of the act approved April 
20, 1871. ‘The Chair desires to state that the 
Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. West,] in 
behalf of the Committee on Appropriations, 
gave notice that at this time he would seek to 
have the Senate consider the Army appropria- 
tion bill. The Senator from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 


| Scorr] is entitled to the floor. 


Mr. SUERMAN. I wish to make an appeal 


| to Senators to allow us to vote on this matter, 


think there || 
| out further discussion I will yield; otherwise 


to have a vote on the || 





In the State? |! 
Only two, and unfortun- | 


It is of great importance to our people. It is 
a tocal bill. I Lope the Senator from Pennsy}- 


| vania will let us take a vote upon it. I do not 
|| wish to say a word myself. 








| ness on the Ohio. 


| to say. 


Mr. SCOTT. If there can be a vote with- 


I will not. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The Senator from Illi- 
nois said he did not desire to prevent a vote, 
and | hope we shall have a vote. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania states that he will give way 
if a vote can be taken on this bill, but if it is 
to be further debated he must claim the floor. 
Tne Senator from Illinois is entitled to the 
floor upon it if its consideration is continued. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I have but a few words 
Ido not wish to delay this bill by 
making a speech aguinst it; but there are one 
or two suggestions that [ desire to make. I 


| shall not probably occupy more than five 


minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Under the circumstances 
I will not say anything about the bill myself, 
but I hope we shall be permitted to have a 
vote upon it. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I say to the Senator 
from Ohio that I shall not occupy more than 
five minutes. I will agree to limit myself to 
that time. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania yield for that time? 

Mr. SCOTT. Retaining the floor, I will 


|| yield for five minutes. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania yields for five minutes, and 
the Senator from Illinois will continue his 
remarks upon the bill to allow a court to be 
held at Toledo, Ohio. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The Senator from Ohio 
says that the bar of Toledo are all in favor of 
this measure. So the bar at Leavenworth are 
in favor of the establishment of a court there ; 
and I venture to say there is not a county seat 
in the United States where you cannot go to 
the lawyers residing there and every one of 
them will sign a petition to have a United 
States court established at their town. My 
friend from Texas [Mr. FLanaGan] smiles. I 
think he can get such a petition from any 
county seat in his State. The lawyers are all 
willing. That proves nothing. What great 
suffering can there be in Toledo that requires 
a court to be held there twice a year? 

If it were simply for this town of Toledo, 
and that was the end of it, I should not say a 
word about it; but I know that this bill is to 
be followed by others, and numerous others. 
My friend from Indiana, [Mr. Morron,] who 
1 see is paying attention to this debate, re- 
members that about a year ago, perhaps two 
years ago, they wanted some more places of 
holding court in Indiana. They had but one 
at Indianapolis, and they wanted two places 
down on the Ohio river, at New Albany and 
Evansville, | think. There could not be any 
objection to just holding a court down there 
for the convenience of this admiralty busi- 
That did not seem a very 
great thing. I said then that I was afraid 
it would lead to a new district. Oh, no; 
at that time they just wanted these courts. 
Now my friend from Indiana—I think he has 
introduced it; if he did not somebody else 


The VICK PRESIDENT. TheSenator from || has—has gota bill here for a new district in 
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Indiana, with another judge, another attorney, 
another marshal, and all the paraphernalia of 
a new district. i knew it would come; and 
though the Senator from Ohio thinks it wilj 
not come in Ohio | am under the impressiog 
that there is a bill pending now for another 
district in Ohio. I know we had one at the 
last Congress, and | think there is a bill 
pending now in the other House for that pur- 
ose ; if it isnot pending now it is not far off. 
t will come if this bill passes. 

Now, I desire to see what the disposition of 
the Senate is in regard to the establishment of 
these different places of holding courts. | have 
stated what the inconvenience is. It is about 
a hundred miles from Toledo to Cleveland, 
where the court now sits. There is railroad 
connection and water communication between 
those cities. You can pass from one to the 
other in five hours several times a day. ‘I'o 
hold a court at Toledo twice a year would cer- 
tainly accomplish no great object. It cannot 
be very inconvenient for the lawyers there to 
go over twice a year to Cleveland and transact 
such business as that. 

Mr. MORTON. I should like to ask the 
Senator a question with his permission. How 
long is it since they have had two districts in 
the State of Illinois? 

Mr. TRUMBULL. We have had two dis- 
tricts in the State of Hilinois for, I think, 
nearly twenty years. They were established 
before I came to the Senate. 

Mr. KELLOGG. 1 should like to make an 
inguiry of the Senator. 

ir. THURMAN and others. 
us vote. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I simply desire to make an 
inquiry. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The five minutes have 
expired, and I hope we shall be allowed to 
have a vote. 

Mr. KELLOGG. 
what 

Mr. SCOTT. 
order. 

. The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania demands the regular order, 
and Senate bill No. 656 is before the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Lou- 
isiana gives way, and | hope we shall be 
allowed to have a vote. 

Mr. SCOTT. Unless the vote can be taken 
at once, I shall resume the floor. 

Mr. SLEVENSON. I wish to offer an 
amendment to this bill. [‘‘Nol!’’ ‘* No!’’] 
Let it be read. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Kentucky insists upon offering an amend- 
ment, and the Senator from Pennsylvania re- 
sumes the floor. 

Mr. STEVENSON. If Senators object to 
the amendment when read, I will withdraw it. 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not want any amend- 
ment to the bill. 

Mr. STEVENSON. 
speak upon it. 

Mr. SCOTY. I desire to economize time, 
and for that purpose | claim the floor. 

Mr. STEVENSON. 1 withdraw the amend- 
ment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, and 
read the third time. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I ask for the yeas and 
nays on the passage of the biil. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not rise to occupy 
the time of the Senate, but only to say that | 
shall vote against the passage of this bill for 
the reason that itcontains a provision which | 
think is not to be found in any other bill ever 
passed by Congress establishing regular terms 
of a court, and that is, it leaves it entirely to 
the discretion of the judge when and how he 
shall hold his terms; the law does not fix any 
day, which I think is a very unwise and danger- 
ous method of legislation. I know it prevails 
in some of the States, but the United States 


No, no; let 


I only desire to inquire 





I must insist on the regular 


I am not going to. 











have never before undertaken to pass a bill of 
that kind. Therefore, 
that provision, not fixing the time when these 
terns shall be held, but leaving it to the judge 
hiraself, I shall vote against it. 

Phe question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 41, nays 6; as follows: 

Y EAS—Messrs. Ames, Blair, Boreman, Caldwell, 
C ben Chandler, Cole, Conkling, Cooper, 
of Connecticut, Ferry of Michigan, Flanagan, Fre- 


linghuysen, Goldthwaite, Hamilton of Texas, Hitch- 
cock. Jlowe. Johnston, Kellogg, Lewis, Logan, Mor- 


rill ot Maine, Morton, Nye, “Pomeroy, Pool, Pratt, 
Ransom. Saulsbury, Sawyer, Scott, Sherman, Ste- 
yenson, Stewart, Stoc kton, Sumner, Thurman, Tip- 


ton, West. Wilson, and Windom—4l. 


NAYS—Messrs. Alcorn, Edmunds, Fenton, Mor- 
rill of Vermont, Robertson, and Trumbull—6. 

ABSENT—Messrs. Anthony, Bayard, Brownlow, 
Buckingham, Cameron, Carpenter, Clayton, Cor- 
bett. Cragin, Davis of Kentucky, Davis of West 
Virginia, Gilbert. Hamilton of Maryland. Hamlin, 
Harlan, H.tl, Kelly, Norwood, Osborn, Patterson, 
Ramsey, Rice, Schurz, Spencer, Sprague, Vickers, 
and Wright—27. 


So the bill was passed. 
MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 


from Pennsylvania is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I desire to submit a re- 
port from a conference committee. 

Mr. SCOTT. I yield for that, of course. 

Mr. SPRAGUE submitted the following 
report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments to the 
bill (H. R. No. 1661) making appropriasions for the 
support_of the Military Academy for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1873, having met, after full and free 
conference bave agreed to recommend, and do 
recommend to their respective Houses, as follows: 

That the Senate recede from their first and third 
amendments. 

That the House of Representatives recede from 
their disagreement to the fourth and fifth amend- 
ments of the Senate, and agree to the same. 


WILLIAM SPRAGUE, 
J. R. WEST, 


W 
MATT. H. CARPENTER, 


Managers on the part of the Senate. 
S.S. MARSIIALL, 
WM. L. SLOUGHTON, 
WM. LU. UPSON. 

Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
ments ? 

Mr. SPRAGUE. The first amendment that 
the committee agree to is in regard to the 
cierk of the adjutant, an officer who has served 
in that capacity for twenty-one years, and whom 
the War Department is exceedingly anxious to 
retain. The next was to restore to the bill 
$5,000 to pay the expenses of the Board of 
Visitors. The House agreed to the amend- 
ments of the Senate striking out surveys and 
estimates, a duty which the Committee on Ap- 
propriations of the Senate believed the officers 
of the Academy could very well perform them- 
selves; and also the reduction of expenditures 
for coal-house, which is the fifth amendment, 
from $10,000 to $5 »,000, which sum was thought 
sufficient to perform the work. 

The report was concurred in. 


AMENDMENT TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. JOHNSTON submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed by him to the bill (H. 
R. No. 2208) making appropriations for the 
repair, preservation, and completion of cer- 
tain public works on rivers and harbors, and 
for other purposes ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 


What are those amend- 


ORDER OF BUSINESS 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President 

Mr. WEST. I ask the Senator to yield to 
me for a moment. 

Mr. SCOTT. For what purpose? 

Mr. WEST. I feel it my duty to bring to 
the attention of the Senate that several days 
ago I gave notice that at this time I should 
ask the Senate to consider the bill making 





as this bill contains || 


Ferry lla 


| 
Senator from Delaware, [Mr. Bayarp,] my 


| ticipating in the discussion, as he desires to 
do; but unless some arrangement can be made 
| 
} 





the bill whicl 1) is in the charge of 
from Pennsylvania. I hope, however, that 
the Senate will see proper to consider the 
‘Army appropriation bill at the present time. 
Otherwise it will go over perhaps three, four, 
or five days. ‘The debate on the Senator’s 
| bill will undoubtedly be somewhat protracted, 
nd then the regular legislative sessions of the 
Senate are likely to be interrupted by execu- 
tive business, as we all very well understand, 
and in that event we shall have all the appro- 
priation bills that now remain unpassed accu- 
mulated together. This appropriation bill will 
take but a very short time, and inasmuch as 
the Senate has quite recently postponed the 
bill which is under the charge of the Senator 


ters, | think it would be quite good taste, if 





present time, and postpone this bill. 
Mr. SCO'rT. The Senator’s statement dis- 
closes the fact that he desires to make a 





| motion to postpone or lay on the table the bill | 


|of which | have charge for the purpose of 
| taking up the Army appropriation bill. I pre- 
sume we ail desire to get through with the 
business of the session and adjourn at as early 
a day as possible; that certainly is my desire ; 
and while the Senator from Louisiana is ap- 
pealing to me for the purpose of taking up the 
Army appropriation bill, other Senators sitting 
around me have been appealing to me for the 
purpose of making an arrangement so that the 


| colleague upon the committee from which this 
bill came, may be present and participate in 
the discussion. I have every desire to yield 
to the wishes of those Senators and of my col- 
| league on the committee, for I deem it due to 
him that he should have an opportunity of par- 


by which this bill will be fixed for a time cer- 
tain, and a time fixed when the debate upon 
it shall close, | shall deem it my duty to retain 
the floor and go on with the discussion. I 
will not yield for any other purpose than the 
effort to make such an arrangement. It is 
only for making such an arrangement as will 
facilitate the business of the session and 
enable us to accomplish the largest amount of 
practical business in the shortest time that I 
would even now consent. to yield the floor, 
having taken it some three or four times to 
make my speech upon this bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I suggest that the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, who has sought the floor 
several times in order to make his speech, be 
allowed to go on now and make his speech, 
and then we can take up the appropriation 
bill, 
return of the Senator from Delaware, who 
wishes to address the Senate upon it. 

Mr. MORTON. 

Mr. BLAIR. On Monday. 

Mr. SCOTT. No; I could not consent to 
| any such arrangement as that, that I shall go 
on and make my speech, and that then we 
shall cease the consideration of this bill, for 
when its consideration once commences I[ do 
not wish to lose charge of it, but desire to 
keep it before the Senate until it is disposed 
of. Now, I have this suggestion to make in 
accordance with the suggestions that have 
been made: as the Senator from Delaware 
has expressed a desire to participate in the 
discussion, and probably he will return on 
Monday- 

Mr. HAMILTON, of Maryland. On Sat- 
urday, and he will be ready to discuss the 
| question on Monday. 

Mr. SCOTT. Very well; as he will be 
| here to discuss the question on Monday, I have 
this proposition to make, which I think will 





When will he be back? 





appropriations for the support of the military | || meet with general concurrence ; that is, if it 


service. Yesterday afternoon during my ab- 
sence I understand, we having vo report of 





is the desire of the Senate to proceed to other 
business, either the Army bill, or, what I 


a " ARR nutenanensunatiaas —— a 
| what transpired, the Senate agreed to take up | 


from Pennsylvania to consider private mat- | 


° . | 
| nothing else, to consider public matters at the | 


and this bill can be called up on the | 


the Senator | 








a 
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think would be better under existing circum- 
stances, the unobjected cases on the Calendar 
for to-day, and then agree that this bill shall 
be taken up to-morrow morning, and tha’ the 
debate upon it shall close on Monday even- 
ing and we shall vote upon the bill then. [ 
should agree to some proposition of that char- 
acter, sO that we may economize time and 
accomplish the largest amount of business. 
1 do not know whether that would be accept- 
able to our friends on the other side or not. 

Mr. BLAIR. I suggest to the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, if re will permit me to interrupt 
him, that until we have heard his speech, and 
know the character of the debate, it is impos- 
sible for us to fix any limit to it. It depends 
almost entirely upon the se cope of the remarks 
to be made by the Senator in opening this case. 
Certainly if the debate takes a political turn, 
as probably it will, if all likelihood, it willlead 
to avery general discussion, and will not cease 
in the time that the Senator desires to fix. 

Mr. SCOTT. As I have suggested a time 
which will accommodate the Senator from 
Delaware, and enable him to make his speech, 
and fix a limit after his speech shall have been 
made when the discussion shall close, if the 
Senator from Missouri, who is also on the 
committee, declines to fix any limit, I now feel 
absolved from all further effort to make any 
arrangement to accommodate the Senator from 
Delaware, and I claim the floor and will pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. SUMNER. I hope before the Senator 
proceeds he will indulge me one moment. 

Mr. SCOTT. For what purpose? 

Mr. SUMNER. I wish to call attention to 
the business of the Senate. 

Mr. SCOTT. If the Senator will state what 
the business is, so that | may know—— 

Mr. SUMNER, I wish to suggest to my 
friend that he give the Senate an opportunity 
of voting on the school bill for this District. 
[t has been under discussion again and again. 
The railroad bill in which the Senator was 
interested occupied the Senate for a good 
raany hours, and was triumphantly passed 





| under the lead of his colleague, and with 
the assistance of my friend; and now I want 
to 

Mr. SCOTT. No, Mr. President, it was 








not with my assistance; | voted against laying 
this bill over. Now the Senator proposes to 
take up a measure which it is evident cannot 
be voted on to-day. I decline courteously to 
yield. 

Mr. SUMNER. I beg the Senator’s pardon 
a thousand times. My bill can be voted on 
to-day. Llamsure of it. It hasbeen debated. 
I know nobody, unless it be the Senator him- 
self, who proposes to speak on it, and he 
knows whether he does or not. 

Mr. SCOrT. I have a different opinion, 
and I claim the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Pennsylvania is entitled to the floor, and 
cannot be interrupted further. 

Mr. WEST. Now Lask the Senator to yield 
to me that | may test the sense of the Senate 
ou taking up the Army appropriation bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator 
from Pennsylvania declines to yield, and there- 
fore the Senator from Louisiana and other 
Senators must wait until the Senator from 
Pennsylvania concludes his remarks, when of 
course any Senator can claim the floor and 
move to lay this bill on the table and move to 
take up any other bill. 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senator from New Jersey 
asks me to permit him to have a telegram 
read from the Senator from Delaware. Of 
course I will agree to that, but I will not yield 
further. 


Mr. STOCKTON. I simply ask to have 


this telegram read that the Senate may at least 
know that a request was made and it was 
granted the day before yesterday, from which 
the Senate is receding. 


_-ermerer 
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The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


WiLsiInoron, DeLawarr, 
May 14, 1372. 
Hi n. JOHN P.SrockTon: 
[hope the Ku Klux bill will not be disposed of 
until my return next Monday, 
to speak upon it. Mr. Scorr knows my wish. 


.F. BAYARD. 
Mr. SHERMAN. 


Pennsylvania will allow me to make a sugges- 


tion. If this bill were taken op on Monday, || 


perhaps the minority of the Senate would 
agree thet it should be closed on Tuesday 
night, allowing two days’ full debate. 

Mr. SCOTT. I have already made a propo- 
sition that we take it up to-morrow and close 
it on Monday evening, and that has 
declined. 

Mr. SUERMAN. Perhaps this would suit 
them better, as the Senator from Delaware will 
be hereon Monday. ‘Two days certainly ought 
to be enough to dispose of a bill only four lines 
’ 
long. 

the VICK PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Ohio asks unanimous consent that the 
bill be taken up on Monday at twelve o’clock 
and voted upon on Tuesday night before the 
adjournment 

Mr. MORTON. IL wish to say a word. 
From the character of this bill, commonly 
ealled the Ku Kiux bill, we know it will likely 
take some time to pass it in the House of Rep 


been 


Con . 
} 


when I should like | 


Perhaps the Senator from | 


resentatives, and therefore if it is to pass at 


this session it ought to pass this body at avery 
early period, 
long now; | think that is the opinion of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania; and while I should 
be glad myself to do anything to accommodate 
an absent Senator, yet under the circumstances 
this bill cannot be much longer delayed if 
there is any hope, desire, or prospect.of pass- 
ing it at this session. 

Mr. BLAIR. A proposition has been made 
that this bill be deferred until Monday, and 
then discussed, and that we close the debate 
in two days. I have no idea that the debate 
will go beyond that; but I should not like to 
agree absolutely to it without having heard 
what the Senator from Pennsylvania has to 
satisfied myself that that will be 
sulliclent time 
part that | 
debate 

lhe VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Ohio did not fix the hour on J uesday at which 
he proposed the vote should be taken. 

Mr. SUERMAN. No; [ want to give the 
broadest latitude for two days. 

Mr. SCOTT. IL will make another 
osition to the Senator from Missouri. 
eonsent to 


I think it has been delayed too 


Buy l am ’ 
for debate. 
shall not 


| know for my own 
desire to prolong the 


prop- 
L will 
resume the floor and finish my 
speech on the bill, and then the rest of this 
day may be taken up with other business, and 
let us resume the consideration of the bill to- 
morrow and conclude it on Monday evening. 

Mr. THURMAN. The Senator will allow 
me, he is so very kind, to make a suggestion 
about this matter. ‘The Senator from Indiana 
suys it isa short bill. Yes, sir, but a great 
deal can be putin afew words. It extends a 
bill that is nota very short bill. It is obvious 
we cannot tell until we hear what course the 
debate shall take, and until we hear the speech 
especially of the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
What time it will be reasonable for us to dis- 
cuss this bill, Lam sure there is no disposi- 
tion to waste time. I think the minority on 
this floor are as anxious to adjourn as the 
mujornty; and so far as this partucular bill is 
concerned, | do not know now that I shall 
have one word to say upon it. Ispoke enough 
upon the original bil. Ll may have incident- 
ally to speak, but not long. IL do not think 


there will be a very prolonged debate. 1 can- 
not tell, however, 
lL would be wiiling to agree to this: if the 


Senate would take up the bill on Monday 
morning, allowing us to have two days of this 
week to transact business, 1 would cousent 





\ 


to sit the bill out on Wednesday, not to fix an 
hour to vote, but to sit the bill out. Perhapa | 
we may do it sooner, and let it be sooner if 
we can; but I will agree to sit the bill out, for 
one, on Wednisday. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Say Tuesday. 

Mr. THURMAN. I do not like to say 


Tuesday now. I would not like to make a 


| bargain now in advance for Tuesday, but I 


am ready to say now that I will be willing to | 
| sit the bill out on 


Wednesday. If we can 
come to it on Tuesday, well and good. If the 


| proposition is agreeable to the Senate, I would 


be glad to let us have those two days. 

Mr. SCOTT. As the amount of time in- 
volved in this proposition seems to me so 
nearly the same, commencing on Monday and 
closing on Wednesday, or commencing to-day, 
resuming other business at the close of my 
speech, and closing on Monday evening, the only 
point to be considered is whether it is better to 
consider this bill sooner or defer its considera- 
tion for several days. I agree with the Sena- 


tor from Indiana that what we do ought to be | 


done soon so that the House of Representa- 
tives may have time to act. 

Mr. THURMAN, 
previous question. 

Mr. SCOTT. They may not act at all. If 
the original proposition which I made can be 
accepted, that we close this bill on Monday 
evening, not fix the hour to vote, but sit it 


| out, then I will go on now and at the close of 


my speech let the unobjected bills on the 
Calendar, or any other business, be taken up 
and acted on to-day, go on with this bill to- 
morrow, and close it on Monday evening. 

Mr. CONKLING. Will the Senator allow 
me to make a suggestion ? 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. CONKLING. In the natural order of 
things, this bill, having given way once or 


| twice, would be taken up this morning, and in 


| of Monday as the time before which he hopes | 


| debate. 


the natural order of things would be adhered 
to until it is concluded. The Senator from 
New Jersey interposed substantially a request 
grounded in a matter of courtesy and accom- 
modation. His friend from Delaware, being 
absent,sends him atelegram,in which he speaks 


this matter will not be concluded. Therefore, 
the full measure of his request is complied 
with by keeping it alive and keeping it open 
until Monday, that being the day named by 
him when he would like to participate in the 
Now, Mr. President, [ should not 
like to be behind even my honorabie friend 
from New Jersey in a matter of courtesy, and 
he is not likely to fall short in that regard; 
and yet I think that the Senator from Penn- 


| sylvania goes quite far enough when he fully 
| and entirely complies with the request of the 


Senator from Delaware. That he does when 


| he proposes to let the bill proceed to-day and 


| proceed 


to-morrow, and not be concluded 
Monday, to go through Monday and 
the whole of Monday to an hour just as late 
as shall be preferred by the Senate. 

Now, Mr. President, whether the Senator 
from Pennsylvania gives these three days as 
he proposes, or whether he gives three days 


bel ore 


| commencing on Monday, may exactly determ- 


ine the ultimate fate of this measure. Weknow 
thatthe House has passed a resolution fixing the 
3d of June—I| suppose it is here. [** It is.’’] 
hen I may speak of it—a resolution fixing 
the 3d day of June as the day on which the 
two Houses are to adjourn. We have sent 
them a resolution which they still hold, fixing 
an earlier day. By concurring in our resolu- 
tion at any hour they may terminate the ses 
sion on the 29th of May ; but the 3d of June 
is‘the day on which they propose to terminate 
it. Now the idea of sending this bill late next 
week to the House of Kepresentatives for 
them to commence their consideration of it 
is idle, unless, as was suggested by the Senator 
from Uhbio, somebody should undertake, under 


Oh! they act under the | 
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' the previous question, to put it through de- 
prived of all opportunity of debate. I do not 
think the Senator need fear any such thing. | 
presume the Democratic members of that body 
will not propose it. I feel warranted in sayin g 
| that it will not be proposed by anybody on the 
other side. On the contrary there will be fair 
opportunity for debate there, as there is here. 

So that if the Senator from Pennsylvania 
wishes, as evidently he does, to accommodate 
the Senator from Delaware, and at the same 
time avoid the loss of his bill, the only way is 
to hold fast to it now and proceed, giving the 
| Senator from Delaware an opportunity on 

Monday, and I hope he will stand by his prop 
osition as an ultimatum that the vote shall be 
taken on Monday at the latest, some time be- 
fore we adjourn, If anybody is averse to fixing 
an hour, let it go through the cay, through the 
evening, far into the night on Mond lay, but be- 
fore we adjourn on Monday let us make an end 
of this measure one way or the other, ¥ mi ig 
| to fail, so be it. If it is to be adopted, 
tainly that is late enough in the session for an 
adoption to take place. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I hope the suggestion 
of the Senator from New York will not be 
|} adopted. This billisan important bill. Of 
course it would not be in order now to discuss 
the merits, nor do I expect to discuss it when 
|} it comes up, but there are gentlemen on this 
side of the House besides my colleague who 
do expect to discuss this question, gentlemen 
who did not discuss it when it was here origin- 
ally, and they ought to be ailowed to do so, 
The majority on this floor have the power to 
put through this bill at any hour they see 
proper. ‘They can sit it out to-day if they see 
proper. But is it fair, is it courteous, is it 
kind to the minority on this floor, because 
they have got the power to put through a 
bill vot this character to-day, or to-morrow, or 
Monday, that they should avail themselves of 
that power and deprive the minority on this 
floor of the right to be heard if they desire to 
| be heard? I hope the suggestion of the Sen 
ator from New York will not be acceded to. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Mr. President, with the 
consent of my friend from Pennsylvania, L wish 
to make a suggestion. There are two propo 
sitions before the Senate,and the difference 
between them is but the difference of a day. 
One proposition is that which is favored by 
| the Senator from Pennsylvania and by the 
Senator from New York, that we should take 
up this bill and go on with it until it is disposed 
of, say on Monday night, or whatever bone of 
the day on Monday or on Tuesday may be 
necessary. Another suggestion is, which | 
wish to propose, that we take the bill up to- 
morrow and go ,.on with it on Saturday and 
Monday and Tuesday, sitting it out on Tuesday 
if the majority desire. That, it seems to me, 
will allow the Army appropriation bill to come 
up on the Calendar of unobjected cases, and 
will make but the difference of a day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Penn- 
sylvania agreed to that, but the Senator from 
Missouri objected. 

Mr. CASSERLY. Ido not think the Sen- 
ator from Missouri will object. 

Mr. BLAIR. I intimared that I thought 
two days would be sufficient, but I did not want 
to bind myself absolutely. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from California suggests that this bill be taken 
up by unanimous consent at twelve o'clock 
to-morrow, that whatever the unfinished busi- 
ness may then be shall be laid on the table, 
and the Senate proceed with its consideration 
and continue unul Tuesday evening, and that 
the Senate agree on ‘Tuesday night to sit the 
bill outand finish it. Is there objection? 

Mr. STEVENSON. I object. 

Mr. SCOLrL. lt seems we can make no 
arrangement. 

Mr. STEVENSON. A bill of this import- 
ance ought not to be disposed of in this way. 
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PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. O. E. Basoock, his Secretary, 
announced that the President had on the 15th 
instant approved and signed the following 
acts: 

An act (S. No. 671) to authorize the West 
Wisconsin Railway Company to, keep up and 
maintain a bridge for railway purposes across 
Lake St. Croix at the city of Hudson in the 
State of Wisconsin ; 

An act (S. No. 607) to establish the pay of 
the enlisted men of the Army ; 

An act (S. No. 449) authorizing the issue 
of clothing to certain enlisted men of company 
B, fourteenth infantry ; 

An act (S. No. 448) to establish a system of 
deposits, to prevent desertion, and elevate the 
condition of the rank and file of the Army ; 

An act (S. No. 347) granting a pension to 
Sarah McNana; and 

An act (S. No. 354) relating to the reform 
school of the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the Pres- 
ident had on this day approved and signed the 


act (S. No. 845) to authorize the construction | 


of certain bridges across the Mississippi river, 
and establish the same as post roads. 
STEAMBOAT LAW. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to take up and have a formal vote on a 
bill that was considered and finished the other 
night. It is House bill No. 2116 to amend an 
act entitled ‘* An act to provide for the better 
security of life on board of vessels propelled 
wholly or in part by steam, and for other pur- 
poses,’’ approved lebruary 28, 1871. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not think that ought 
to be done. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Ido not think the bill 
ought to pass, but I do not want to interpose 
objection to the course of the Senate. I was 
not here when it was considered. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
objection, the Chair will put the question on 
its passage. 


‘The bill was ordered to a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed. 
BRIDGE ON ARKANSAS RIVER. 


Mr. CLAYTON. I wish to enter a motion 
for the reconsideration of the bill (S. No. 931) 


If there be no | 





authorizing the construction of a bridge across | 


the Arkansas river at Little Rock, Arkansas. 
I understand a Senator who is absent hassome 

objections to it, and I wish to give him an 
Op portunity. 

lhe VICK PRESIDENT. The bill has 
been sent to the House of Representatives. 
There will be a sent asking them 
to return it, and on its return the motion to 
reconsider will be entered. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I wish say that I de- 
sire to allow four or five days’ time for the 
gentleman to make his appearance and make 
his objection. 

The VICK PRESIDENT. It will require 
a formal motion to take it up again. 

MESS THE ILOUSE, 


220 9 
message 


SAGE FROM 

A message from the House of Representa- 
tives, by Mr. McPuenrson, its Clerk, announced 
that the House had agreed to the report of the 
committee of couference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. No. 
988) to provide homes for the Pottawatomie 
and absentee Shawnee Indians in the Indian 
territory, and on the bill (H. R. No. 1191) 
m: aking appropriations for the naval service 
for the year euding June 380, 1873, and for 
other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House 
had concurred in the amendment of the Sen 
ate to the bill (H. R. No. 1072) to fix terms 


of United States circuit courts in the eighth 
district. 

The message also announced that the House | 
had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. No, 677) to authorize the Secre- | 20, 1871, which I ask the Secretary to read. 








tary of War to accept the peninsula in Lake 
Erie, opposite the harbor of Erie, in the State 
of Pennsylvania; and 

A bill (S. No. 877) to create an additional 
land district in the State of Kansas. 


The message also announced that the 
House had passed the bill (S. No. 998) 


relating to the creation of new land districts 
with an amendment; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed the following bills; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate 


A bill (H. R. No. 1158) granting the right || 
of way through the public lands to the Utah || 
Northern Railroad Company ; 

A bill (H. No. 1626) to confirm certain || 
entries of lands therein named ; and | 


A bill (H. 
Benjamin W. 


No. 1634) for the relief 
Reynolds. 


of 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives had signed | 
the enrolled bill (S. No. 816) to amend an act 
entitled ‘* An act to establish a uniform time 
for holding elections for electors of President 
and Vice President in all the States of the 
Union,’’ approved January 23, 1845; and it 
was thereupon signed by the Vice President. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a message from the President of the 
United States, transmitting a communication 


| of this date from the acting Secretary of the | 


Interior, containing information called for in a | 
resolution of the Senate of the 23d ultimo, | 
which was answered, in part, on the 8th instant, 
in regard to the late outrage at Whitmore, 
. . : ° : 

Barren Fork, Cherokee nation; which was 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

| 


POTTAWATOMIE INDIANS. 


Mr. BUCKINGHAM submitted the follow- 
ing report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing | 
votes of the two Houses on the bill (S. No. 988) to | 
provide homes for the Pottawatomie and absentee 
Shawnee Indians in the Indian territory, ing | 
met, after full and free conference have 
mended, and do recommend to their 
Llouses, as follows: 

That the Ilouse rece 


has 
ré 
respective 


com 


le from its first amendment, 


and agree to the same with the following amend 
ment, numely: insert at the end of section one the 
following: ** Provided, Said Pottawatomie Indians | 
shall neither acquire nor exercise under the laws of 
the United States any rights and privilegesin said 
Indian territory other than those enjoyed by the 
members of the Indian tribes lawtully residing 
therein. And for the protection of the rights of 
persons and property among themselves they may 
entorce the laws and usages heretofore enforced 
among them as an Indian tribe, not inconsistent 


with the Constitution and laws of the United States, 
and shall be entitled to equitable representation in 
the general territorial council, and subject the 
general laws which it may legally enact. 
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|; any Ol them at great length, nor can | tal 


That the House recede from its second amend- 
ment.”’ i 
WM. - BUCKINGHAM, 1] 
JA. iL ARLAN, 
TW. STEVENSON, | 
Manag: ra on the part of the Nenate. 1] 
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The Chief Clerk 


read as follows: 


Sec. 4. That whenever in any State or part of 

State the unlawful combinations named in the pre 
ceding section of this act shall be organized and 
armed, and so numerous and powerful as to be able 


by violence, to either overthrow or set at deflance 
the constituted authorities of such State, and of the 
United States within such State, or when the consti 
tuted authorities are in complicity with, or shall 
connive at the unlawful purposes of, such powerful 
and armed combinations; and whenever, by reason 
of either or all of the causes aforesaid, the convic 
tion of such offenders and the preservation of the 


public 


safety shall become in such district impracti 
cable, 


in every such case such combinations shall be 


deemed a rebellion against the Government of the 
United States, and during the continuance of such 
rebellion, and within the limits of the district which 


shall be so under the sway thereof, such limits to be 
prescribed by proclamation, it shall be lawful for the 


1} President of the United States, when in his judgment 
| the publie safety shall require it, to suspend the 
privileges of the writ of habeas corpus, to the end 
that such rebellion may be overthrown: Provided, 
That all the provisions of the second section of an 
act entitled “An act relating to habeas corpus, and 
regulating judicial proceedings in certain cases,”’ 
approyed March 3, 1863, which relate to the discharge 
of prisoners other than prisoners of war, and to the 


penalty for refusing to obey the order of the court, 


shall bein full force so far as the same are applica 
ble to the provisions of this section: Provided further, 
rhat the President shall first have made proclama- 
tion, as now provi lec Ll by law, commanding such in- 
| surgents to disperse: And provided also, That the 
provisions of this section shall not be in torce after 
the end of the next regular sessioa of Congress,’’ 
Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, these pro 


visions and the proposition to extend them 
suggest the following inquiries : 

First. Are there unlawti il combinations or- 
ganized aud armed in any State or parts of any 
State ? 

Second. Are they so numerous and powerful 
as to be able by violence to either overthrow 
or set at defiance the constituted authorities 
of the State and of the United States within 
such State ? 

Third. Are the constituted authorities in 
complicity with or do they connive at the 
unlawful purposes of such combinations? 

Fourth. Is the conviction of offenders or the 
preservation of the public safety impracticable 
by reason of all or either of these causes ? 

Fifth. and the 
preservation of the public safety be not at the 
present moment impract does the past 
give suca reason to apprehend such a state of 
affairs as will render them impracticable, and 
as will require this power to be nog ged in t 
President for the prote ction of the 
fare? 

Lhese inquiries open a very wide field of 
investigation; but Ido not propose to follow 


rs 


It the conviction of offende 


icable, 


he 


yublic wel- 


ke 
them up in their order, as the testimor y which 
I shall consider will bear uponthemall. There 
was a time when it might have advisable 
to dwell upon the evidence establishing 
existence of the Ku Klux Klan, the combina- 
tion a poet which principally it is well known 
tl islution was directed; but that ti as 
Its e xiste nee now stands contessed. 
Ln Spe: aking of South C arolina, 1 in the views of 
the ty of up 
dition of the late insurrectionary States, they 


bee n 


the 


is |e ue I 


pass ed. 
iho 


he committee on the con 
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W. W. VAUGLAN, i 4 We pass, then, the negro testimony for whatever 
Managers on the part of the Tlouse. it is worth. But while we do this, we do not deny 
Sake ee ee that In that portion of South Carolina commonly 
EXTENSION OF KU KLUX ACT, 1] known as the Piedmont region, embracing the 
The Se nate. as in Committee of the Whole. | counties of Spartanburg, Laurens, Cheste: and 
. 3 tse York, a broken and somewhat wountainous region 
proceeded to con sider the bill (5. No. 656) to of country, largely populated by an ignorent, uned- 
extend ris provisions of the fourth section of ucated, and, when excited by wrong, a lgwiers cla 
the act approved April 20, 1871. of white people, there have been within 6 last 
aged ’ , : eighteen wnonths or two years numerous ivetances 
Mr. SCOLTL. I ask that the bill be read. | of lawless outrage upon the black popuis en by 
The Chief Clerk read as fcllows: disguised men known by the nameof Ku Kiu put 
. . . that this state of things, to any considerabie extent 
Be it enacted, &c., Ph it the provisions of the grows out of politics, in the ordinary partisan sense 
fourth section of the act approved April 20, 1871, || o¢ the term, we do most emphatically deny.’’ 
entitled An act to enforce the provisions of the : 3 1 
fourteenth amendment to the Constitution of the Passing from the consideration of a ngle 
United und for other purposes,’’ shall con State to the condition of the States generaiy, 
tinue in force until the end of the next regular ses- the minority say: 
sion of Congress, ° - 
. ‘ . ‘While we do not intend to deny that bodies of 
Mr. § COr’T. Mr. I residen ’ this bill pro- disguised men have, in several of the Stat« of the 
aloes ti continue in force until the end of the || South, been guiity of the most flagrant crimes, crimes 
next regular session of Congress the provis- |) ¥"°" h we neither seek to palliate nor excuse, forthe 
commission of which the wrongdoers should, when 
ions of the fourth section of ‘the act Oo April | ascertained and dul y convicted, suffer speedy and 
\} and condign punishment, we deny that these men 
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have any general organization, or any political sig- 
nificance, or that their eonduct is indorsed by any 
respectable number of the white peoplein any State; 
on the coutrary, the wen and the bands by which 
uch outrages are perpetrated are almost universally 
regarded by the intelligent people of the several] 
s esas the worst enemies of the South, as they 
furnish the men now in power at Washington the 
oly excuse left to maintain war upon them, and to 
ntinue thesystemof robbery and oppression which 
they have inaugurated—asystem which is destructive 
t only of their peace and prosperity, but is in- 
nded to blacken and malign their character as men 
before the country and the world,” 


Then follows a mild admission that these 
** disguised bands may have been found operat- 

rin one tenth part, or forty out of the four 
lhonudred and twenty counties in the States of 

rih and South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, 
Mississippi, and Florida,’’ Although the exist- 
ence of these bands is thus admitted, I desire, 
witlfout going into arepetition of the testi- 
mony, to sketch briefly how Jong and in what 
States they have existed. 

General N. B. Forrest testified that the 
Ku Klux were organized in Tennessee in 1866. 
‘lo my mind his testimony is satisfactory evi- 
dence that, if not the originator of the order, 
he was its first chief executive head. If I 
had him before a fair jury upon trial for that 
offense | could convict him at least of that 
upon hisown testimony ; and it would seem the 
minority of the cOmmiuttee came to the same 
conclusion, qualified only with a ‘* perhaps.’’ 
They say on page 449: 

Perhaps the men who knew more about the 
formation of what has come to be familiarly known 
sthe Ku Klax organization than any others were 
General N, B. Forrest, of Tennessee, and General 
Jonn B. Gordon, of Georgia, extracts from whose 
testimony we propose to incorporate into this 


report, a8 illustrative of its origin, objects, and 
ul oOmutlion, 


Gordon and Forrest both declined to tell all 
they knew. Gordon fixes 1865 or 1866 also 
as the date of the organization in Georgia of 
which he was asked to become chief. Start- 
ing its existence at those dates, | can but 
refer, without quoting, to the citations in the 
report of the majority from pages 17 to 22, 
to show its continued spread and operations 
through every insurrectionary State from those 
dates up to and including the year 1868, 

l'o avoid repetition of description, | quote 
from the report of a committee of the Tennes- 
see Legislature in 1868, and it may be accepted 
as applicable to all communities in which the 
order has operated from its inception down 
to the time when its action was arrested by 


the means taken for its suppression. The | 


committee say: 
‘The murders and outrages which have been per- 


petrated in many counties of Middle and West Ten- | 


nessee, during the past few months, have been so 
numerous, and of such an aggravated character, as 
almost baffles investigation. In these counties a 
reign of terror exists, which isso absolute in its na- 
ture that the best of citizens are unable or unwill- 
ing to givetree expression to their opinions. The 
terror inspired by the secret organization kuown as 
the Ku Klux Klan is so great, that the officers of the 
law are powerless to execute its provisions, to dis- 


charge their duties, or to bring the guilty perpe- | 


trators of these outrages to the punishment they 


deserve. Their stealthy movements are generally | 
madeunder cover of night, and under masks and | 


disguises, which render their identification ditiicult, 


if not impossible. Toadd to the secreey which en- | 
velopes their operations, is the fact that noinform- | 


ation of their murderous acts can be obtained 
without the greatest difficulty and danger, in the 
localities where they are committed. N» one dares 
to inform upon them, or take any measures to bring 
themto punishment; because no one can tell but 
that he may be the next victim of their hostility or 
animosity. ‘The members of this organization, with 
their friends, aiders, and abettors, take especial 
pains to conceal all their operations. The moving 
principle by which they are actuated would appear 


to be hostility to the State and national authori- | 


ties; and in the minds of these men, to have voted 


for * Brownlow,’ or the ‘ Republican ticket,’ or to be | 


a ‘Radical,’ is the greatest of crimes. Your commit- 
tee believe that during the past six months, the 
murders, tosay nothing of other outrages, would 
average one aday, or one for every twenty-four 
hours; that in the great majority of these cases 
they have been perpetrated by the Ku Klux above 
referred to; and few, if any, have been brought to 
punishment, A number of the counties of this 
State ureentirely at the mercy of this organization, 
and roving bands of nightly marauders bid defiance 
to the civil authorities, ard threaten to drive out 
ever, man, white or black, who does not submit to 
their arbitrary dictation.” 





The citations referred to show that in Texas, 


Kentucky, Virginia, North Carolina, South | 


Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, Ark- 
ansas, and Louisiana, up to 1868, scenes sim- 


'ilar to those described in Tennessee were 


enacted. In some of these States they were 


| of more limited extent than in Tennessee. In 


| the order in Tennessee in 1868. 


Louisiana they were far worse, the testimony 


taken in 1869 showing that over two thousand | 


persons were killed, wounded, and otherwise 
injured in that State within a few weeks prior 
to the presidential election, and that half the 
State was overrun by violence. 

General Forrest alleges that he disbanded 
How unreli- 
able his dates are will -be ascertained by an 
examination of his testimony and the corre- 
spondence referred to in it. He was at first of 


| the impression that it was early in 1868 he had 





disbanded it, but he is finally brought to the 


recollection that it was after his return from the | 


Democratic national convention, in 1868, that 
he was interviewed at Memphis ; that the inter- 
view was published in the Cincinnati papers ; 
that he wrote a letter on the 3d of September, 
1868, correcting the correspondent in what he 
considered erroneous inhis statement. These 
facts brought him to the conclusion that it must 


have been in the latter part of 1868 that it was | 


disbanded ; but the bloody history since 1868 
shows it was not disbanded. His own testi- 
mony shows it had extended into Alabama, 
Mississippi, and North Carolina in that year. 


General Gordon’s testimony shows that it was 


in Georgia. 

The testimony taken by the joint committee 
clearly establishes that the same organization, 
pursuing the same purposes and seeking to 


| accomplish them by the same means, has ex- 
| isted, and been active since 1868, in the States 


of North and South Carolina, Georgia, Flor- 
ida, Alabama, and Mississippi. There can be 
no reasonable doubt of its existence still in 


| ‘lennessee and in most of the other States 


where it is for the present quiet but ready to 
act whenever it may be deemed necessary or 
prudent to do so. Its recent character is bet- 
ter fixed, however, by the evidence furnished 
from the organization itself, evidence which 
stamps it as one of the foulest blots upou the 
civilization of this century. At the trials in 


| Columbia, South Carolina, the constitution of 
| the Ku Klux in that State was given in evi- 


dence, having been found in possession of one 
Samuel Brown, esq., a man of wealth and 
standing in York county, who was chief of a 
Klan, and is now expiating his offense in the 
Albany penitentiary, sentenced upon his own 
confession. The same constitution governed 
the order in North Carolina, as is shown by 
the testimony of David Schenck, esq., a lead- 
ing lawyer of Lincolnton, in that State, who 
became a member of the order in 1868, and 
says that in doing so he considered that he 
Was swearing to support the platform of the 
convention that nominated Seymour and Blair 
in New York. It is printed in the North Car- 
olina testimony as an appendix to his evidence, 
page 414, and can there be consulted. With- 
oul quoting at large from it, several points will 
be ovserved in that constitution and in the 


| by-laws. 


First, article three, section one, provides 
that among the duties of the secretary is the 
following: ‘*to notify other Klans when their 
assistance is needed,’’ ‘‘ give notice when any 
member has to suffer the penalty for violating 
his oath.’? What that penalty is, article six, 
section one, shows: ‘* any member who shall 
betray or divulge any of the matters of the 
order shall suffer death.’’ That the inter- 
course of the Klans with each other is kept up 
through the organization is shown by article 
two, section two, of the by-laws: ‘‘a brother 
of the Kian wishing to become a member of 
this order shall present his application with 
the proper papers of transfer from the order 
of which he was a member formerly, shall be 
admitted to the order only by unanimous vote 
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of the members present.’’ That this inter. 


_course extends through State and national 








organizations is apparent from article six, 
section six, of the by-laws: ‘*the person, 
through the Cyclops of the order of which he 
is a member, can make application for pardon 
to the Great Grand Cyclops, of Nashville, 
Tennessee; in which case execution of the 
sentence can be stayed until pardoning power 
is heard from.’’ 

Among the duties of the Cyclops, the chief 
officer, he is required ‘‘to inspect the arms 
and dress of each member on special occa- 
sions.’’ (Article three, section one, of the con- 
stitution.) And article five, section one, of the 
by-laws provides: ‘teach member shall pro- 
vide himself with a pistol, Ku Klux gown, 
and signal instruments.’’ The by-laws show 
the political character when taken in connec- 
tion with the oath. Section three of article 
one of the by-laws: ‘‘the C [Cyclops] shall 
have power to appoint such members of the 
order to attend to the sick, the needy, and 
those distressed, and those suffering from 
Radical misrule as the case may require.’’ 
The oath administered was as follows: 


** Obligation, 


“*I, [name,] before the immaculate Judge of 
heaven and earth, and upon the holy Evangelists of 


| Almighty God, do, of my own free will and accord, 


subscribe to the following sacredly binding obiiga- 
tion: 

**1. We are on the side of justice, humanity, and 
constitutional liberty, as bequeathed to us in its 
purity by our forefathers. 

**2. We oppose and reject the principles of the 
Radical party. 

“3. We pledgt mutual aid to each other in sick- 
ness, distress, and pecuniary embarrassment. 

**4. Female friends, widows, and their households 
shall ever be special objects of our regard and pro- 
tection, 


““Any member divulging, or causing to be di- 
vulged, any of the foregoing obligations shall meet 
the fearful penalty and traitor’s doom, which is 
death, death, death.”’ 

Organized under such a constitution and 
bound by such an oath the proceedings of its 
members in the nortbern counties of South 
Carolina after the election of 1870 and until 
the spring and summer of 1371, as well as in 
the southern portion of North Carolina, were 
of the most lawless and desperate character. 
{do not propose to attempt a recital of them. 
They embrace indignity, outrage, and murder. 
They were inflicted principally gpon the ne- 
groes, but in many instances also upon white 
men, and of the highest respectability. I give 
several instances as showing the character 
of all. 

Elias Hill, formerly of York county, South 
Carolina, is a remarkable character. He is 


| crippled in both legs and arms, which are 


shriveled by rheumatism; he cannot walk, 
cannot help himself, has to be fed and cared 
for personally by others. He was in early 
life a slave whose freedom was purchased, his 
father buying his mother and getting Elias 
along with her as a burden of which his mas- 
ter was glad to be rid. Stricken at seven years 
old with disease, he never was afterward able 
to walk, and he presents the appearance of a 
dwarf, with the limbs of a child, the body 
of a man, and a finely developed intellecival 
head. He learned his letters and to read by 
calling the school children into the cabin as 
they passed, and also learned to write. He 
became a Baptist preacher, and after the war 
engaged in teaching colored children and con- 
ducting the business correspondence of many 
of his colored neighbors. He is a man of 
blameless character, of unusual intelligence, 
and is so well educated that he speaks very 
good English. 

That man was brought before the committee 
and the narration of his testimony was a scene 
which would have been worthy of the painter’s 
pencil, and which will never be forgotten by 
any man who witnessed it. Carried into the 


room set up in achair, for the purpose of giv- 
ing his testimony, he went on to tell us how, 
on the 6th of May, 1871, but a few weeks be- 
fore this commitiee visited that place, after the 
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issage of the bill denouncing penalties against 
offenses, a body of masked and disguised 


pé 
these 
men came to his lowly cabin at midnight, took 
him from his bed, searched his house for his 
pupers, alleging that he had been in corre- 
spondence with Mr. WALLACE, the member ot 
Congress, in reference to the business of the 


colored people of the district. They took 


him out, and that decrepit body which I have || 


* 
j 
portion of South Carolina against the colored || 
race would not permit him to remain that he 
entered into correspondence with the secretary 


|| of the Colonization Society, and made an ar- 


described was laid upon the ground, and he | 


was there scourged with a horse whip. and || 


after being thus scourged they put a halter 
around his neck and threatened to drag him to 
the river and drown him, telling him, ** You 
must no longer teach these children; you must 
no longer preach the gospel here; you must no 
longer permit meetings of the colored people 
to be held at yourhouse; you must quit writing 
to WALLACE, quit taking a Republican news 
paper; you must come out in the newspaper 
of the county and declare that you renounce 
your Republican principles ; and unless you do 
these things we will come back and kill you.’’ 

The voice in which he gave this statement 
was one of peculiar strength and melody, that 
kind of a voice which those who were accus- 
tomed to hear his preaching said to me melted 
down his audience with more power than that 
of any man in South Carolina. He was ex- 
amined at length, and after giving his evidence 
in chief—it is worth any Senator’s while to 
turn to it in the testimony and read it—the 
following was elicited by a member of the 
committee. He having been charged by the 
Ku Klux, while whipping him, with preaching 
political sermons, that subject was thus brought 
to his notice: 


‘By Mr. Van TruMP: 

‘Question, You do not feel very kindly toward the 
white race ? 

“Answer. Iam afraid of them now. 

“Question. Frightened at them? 

““Anawer. Yes, sir. have good-will, love, and 
affection toward them, but I fear them. 

“Question, Is that because you are a Baptist, or 
why ? 

* Answer. I know it is my duty as a human being 
to respect all the human race, and also the grace ot 
God teaches me to say so. 

Question, When you get to preaching, do you not 
show up the wrongs and oppressions suffered from 
these white people? 

** Answer. Y es, sir. 

“Question. Is that what you 
about? 

“Answer. Yes, sir; love universal. 

“Question. [do not wish to mislead you or have 
you answer without fully understanding my ques- 
tion. 

* Aneswer, Please to ask it again. 

* Question, Lask youil the subject-matter of your 
sermons is the wrongs and cruelties inflicted by 
these white people ? 

‘Answer. No, sir; not at all. Iwas accused of 
that on the night when they beat me; but that is 
notthe subject on which I preach; it is scriptural 
salvation. 

* Guestion. You have the idea that these white 
people are determined to put you black people 
down? 


generally preach 


rangement to go to Liberia, unknown to most 
of those whosurrounded him. When that was 
learned the whole neighborhood rose up and 
protested against this man, their counselor, 
their friend, their preacher, their teacher, leav 
ing them; but he had made up his mind that 
he could not live where he wanted to live, and 
he went, followed, according to my informa 
tion, by some twenty or thirty families from 
the region in which he lived; and to-day—l 
read not 


long since in one of the religious 


|| periodicals of the country a description of his 


** Answer. Yes, sir; I have that idea very strongly. 


They are determined to keep us from using any 
influence for republicanism, which we believe is 
God’s will. I do believe it comes nearer to God’s 
will and universal love and friendship in this world 
than any otber. 

** Question, You mean republican government? 

** Answer. Yes, sir, 

“Question. Do you also mean the 
party? 

* Answer. Yes, sir. [believethe Republican party 
advocates what is nearer the laws of God than any 
other party, and therefore I feel that it is right. 

* Question. When you are preaching, do 
preach republicanism in your sermons? 

* Answer. No, sir; 1 preach the Gospel, repent- 
ance toward God, and faith in our Lord Jesus Christ. 
; Seenies, Do you never preach about politics? 

** Anawer. No, sir. 

* Question. Then these Ku Klux were wrong in 
their accusation ? 

* Answer. Yes, sir; they were.” 


Republican 


you 


I wish, Mr. President, that every man in the 
nation who hus ever felt disposed to palliate 
the crimes of Ku Klux, could see that remark- 
able man and hear his narrative of his wrongs. 
What was the effect of it upon this man, an 
American citizen, a better one than thousands 
who have been engaged in scourging his race? 
He wished to live under our institutions; he 
loved them as you see; but he feltso well sat- 
isfied that the animosity of the people of that 


| ©) 


arrival in Liberia—to-day Elias Hillis banished 
from the Republic of the United States, living 
in Liberia against his will, because he cannot 
live in South Carolina for fear of the Ku Klux. 

John Genobles, of Spartanburg county, six- 
ty-nine years of age, a respectable white man, 
who had been in the county since 1827, acted 
last year as an election officer. Disguised men 
took him from his bed on the night of the 
of April, 1870, stripped him, beat him 
with hickory withes, and concluded by saying 
to him, ‘‘If you will agree to go to the court- 
house and gel on the Sleps aud there declare 
yourself a Democrat, and say that you have 
quit this partyism or this Radicalism, we will 
let you go; but if you do not, we will come 
back and kill you.’’ He proceeds, ‘* There- 
fore, of course | did it.’’ 


a ae | 


= Vue stion. You promised to do so? 

“* Answer. Yes, sir; promised to do so if they 
would let me off, for I was nearly dead, almost fro 
zen. The toes of my right foot have not a good feel- 
ing in them yet, and 1 don’t know as L'Il ever have 
the feeling in my right foot as before, for I was 
almost chilled to death in that cold rain.”’ 


es 


In pursuance of that promise he went to 
Spartanburg, the county town, and thus relates 
what he did on the day of the sheriff sales at 


| the county court: 


“T got up—the sheriff was then done selling his 
property—L got up on the steps, and said that I was 
no longer a partisan man, and was notin favorof a 
black Republican government; that I thought that 
a white nan was somewhat superior to a black man. 
That is pretty much all that I said; also, that I was 
a member of the church so long—some forty-three 
years.” * 4 i * * * * 

** Question. Was this statement made by you 
because of you belief in the truth of what you said, 
or wasit to save your life? 


* Answer. It was to save my life.’”’ 

Dr. John Winsmith, a native of the same 
county, sixty-eight years of age, aman who 
had been for fitteen years in the senate and 
house of representatives of South Carolina 
before the war, of irreproachable character, 
and who considers himself a Conservative, de- 
cided in the late elections to support Gov- 
ernor Scott, because, as he states, the opposing 
candidates declared themselves better Repub- 
licans than Scott, and Scott was Republican 
enough for him. Some forty or fifty disguised 
men visiied his house, occupied by himself and 
wife, at night and saluted him as a 
rascal.’’ 


‘*dumned 
he brave old man immediately got 
his pistol and fired atthem. They put seven 
balls in him, endangering hislife. and entering 
the room where his wife was, said to her: 

*Wecame after thisman Winsmith, this Radical.”’ 
She said to him, “ If you are after my husband, and 
say he is a Radical, | will tell you what, perhaps I 
ought not tosay, butyou tell a lie; he isno Radical; 
he is a Conservative and not a Radié¢alin anything.’ 
Said he, ‘Why does he act with the Radicals, then?’ 
She did not reply. Saidhe, ‘If be is not, why don’t 
he come out in the newspaper and say so ?’ ”’ 

This is freedom of opinion in South Caro 
lina. I come now to a ease which has excited 
considerable attention. On Saturday even- 
ing, the 3lst of December, 1870, a company 


of negro militia left Unionville, and when a 
short distance from the town met a man 
named Stevens coming in with a barrel of 
illicit whisky for one of the hotels. He was 


a drayman, had lost a leg in the confederate 
service, and was accompanied in his dray by 
another man. The purpose with which the 
militia went out is not clearly ascertained ; || 


one statement being that they said they were 
going out to **mug a man,’’ and another that 
they were going out to ‘guard Budd Wil 
liams,’’ a negro, from being Ku Kluxed. 
Whatever was their purpose, upon meeting 
Stevens they demanded whisky from him, and 
he gave them what he had ina flask. They 
asked for more, and upon his starting from 
them they fired at him; he jumped from his 
wagon and ran; they followed, caught, and 
killed him. It would seem to have been a 
cruel, unprovoked murder, one for which all 
who participated in it certainly deserved to be 
convicted, and to suffer the extreme penalty 
of the law. It excited great feeling in Union- 
ville, the white population believing, as ex 
pressed by a witness, ‘that the entire negro 
community were in sympathy with the mut 
derers.’’ Moved by that feeling, they pro- 
ceeded to disarm the negroes who composed 
the militia company, as a measure of self-pro- 
tection. The people turned out on Sunday 
morning and arrested quite a number of the 
negroes charged with the offense, and lodged 
them in jail. On the following Wednesday 
night, the 4th of January, some forty or fifty 
Ku Klux rode into the town, surrounded the 
jail, entered it, took out five of these prison- 
ers, proceeded a short distance out of the 
town, where they killed two of them, the 
other three making their escape after being 
shot at and wounded, Vhey were re captured 
and again lodged in jail in a few days, and 
with some eight or ten others who were 
charged with the same offense remained there 
until the night of Sunday. the 12th of Feb 
ruary. 

Judge Thomas, the presiding judge of that 
circull, apprehending that these persons might 
also be taken out and disposed of as the 
others had been, under a statute of the State 
authorizing him so to do, issued a writ of 
habeas corpus for the purpose of bringing 
them before him at Columbia and committing 
to prison there. It is well to consider these 
facts when those who clamor for the sacred 
ness of the writof habeas corpus come to look 
at the result in this case. 

This writ was delivered to the sheriff 
Unionvilie on Thursday evening, the 9th 
lebruary. 


at 
of 
Phe train would return to Columbia 
Friday morning, and not again until Monday. 
After the train left Friday morning the sheritt 
called a couference of lawyers to determine 
whether obey the writ. They 
thought it was informal, but all reeognized 
‘* the well-known signature of Judge Thomas,’’ 
and ‘‘advised the sheriff to keep the matter 
secret and communicate with Judge Thomas, 
and ask him whether it was genuine.’’ Sub 
sequently this advice was reconsidered, and on 
Friday evening the sheriff was advised to obey 
the writ on Monday morning. 

On Sunday night a body of armed and dis 
guised Ku Klux, variously estimated at from 
four to eight hundred, rode into the town, took 
possession of the jail, took out eight of the 
prisoners charged with the murder of Stevens 
and hung them 


he ought to 


If this intention to remove them on Monday 
was kept a secret until Friday evening, it will 
strike every one forcibly that this organization 
must, in that county or the adjoining ones, be 
not only numerous, but under wonderfully 
strict military discipline, when from four to 
eight hundred disguised, mounted, and armed 
men could be assembled in that time, ¢ Spe cially 
when it is remembered that Union county had 
in 1870 but 8,718 white population, and the 
village itself not over four hundred. It may 
nol ir 80 hows ver, when the 


appe sirange, 


pre Valllng sentiment is ascer ained from 
testimony and incidents revealed by it. 

It seems that one mau, Thomas Hughes, 
when he heard the firing which shot the 
prisoners on the first raid, supposed it was by 
negroes on the way to rescue the prisoners. 
He says he immediately got his gun and 


traveled hastily three quarters of a mile into 


Lhe 
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town, to defend the jail against the negroes. 
He went in, aroused 
formed him of his suspicions. 


a magistrate, and in- 
Althoagh the 
magistrate slept within one hundred and fifty 


yards of the jail, the operation of taking 


out the prisoners had been so noiselessiy 
performed that his slumbers had not been 
disturbed. He directed Hughes to go up 


street, ring the bell, and arouse the citizens. 
Hughes went, and in the hotel found members 





| ness, Mr. Pierce, a member cf the bar ana | 


of a special citizens’ police which had been | 


guarding the town, who informed him that the 
negroes were not coming to the jail; that the 


Ku Klux had been there, and had taken the 


prisoners out. Upon hearing this, his ardor | 


subsided ; 
not aroused, and Hughes went 
yin. 


home with his 
Some 
days atter that he was selected as the jailer, 
and was in charge of the jail when the second 
raid was made, On 
the citizens 


Hie was Stevens’s brother-in-law. 


neither occasion 
the 


were 


aroused, although special 


police, who had been raised from apprehen- | 


sion of a negro rescue, were on duty. 


Upon the trial of two men in court subse- | 


quently for another offense growing out of this, 
a leading lawyer—and a Democrat—at that 
bar, ht. W. Shand, esq.. took notes: and he 
that the evidence disclosed that one 
of the men who were hanged by the Ku Klux, 
Walker, a trial justice c 


testihes 


, arrested on suspicion, 
the militia at all, and that the 
testimony did not justify the suspicion. 

lhis, Mr. President, isa statement of a case 


was not with 


against criminals who were entitled to trial 
by law. 1 come now to the statement of a 
case involving an olhicer of the law. 

In the county of Greene, Alabama, there 


occurred in March, 1870, the murder of Alex- 
ander Boyd, the prosecuting attorney of the 
county, a case strongly illustrating the power 
of this organization to execute its decrees even 


he rang no bell; the citizens were | 


| vestigated the case, and their finding was, that | 


—e -~ > 


to call a posse, offered no reward, took no 
steps then or afterward to follow or detect the 
murderers. The people remained in their 
beds unaware of the occurrence until the next 
morning, and when communicated to one wit- 


afterward mayor of the town, it was in such 
manner that he supposed his informant was 
seeking to make an April-fool of him, (page 
298. ) 


Boyd was buried the next day after he was | 
No meeting of the bar was called, and | 


killed, 
not a member of it attended his funeral, (page 
300.) So fixed and so certain is it that he was 
a victim of the Ku Klux, that Mr. Pierce 
states his friends had placed upon his tomb- 
stone, ‘*‘ Murdered by the Ku Klux,’ (page 
801.) Atthe next court the grand jury in- 


they were unable to identify anybody con- 
nected with it, but that the parties who com- 
mitted the murder were traced on their way 
home to Pickens county. 
seems almost universal that the men who did 


| it came from some other county, some even 


| stating that they came from Mississippi; and, 


strange as it may seem, itis also conceded, in 
the face of this, that the cause of his murder 


} 
iat 
ination of what now proves to have been a ca 





nn . . 1 
rhe impression 


was the declaration of his intention to prose- | 


cute the murderers of Colvin, which 


full sympathy 
organization in Alabama. ‘The occurrences 
in South Carolina to which I have referred 
ad taken place before the sub-committee 
visited that State. When there, ascertaining 


could | 
| affect only persons in Greene county, show- | 
ing that the organization in Mississippi is in | 
and communication with the | 
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of crime not paralleled in the history of any Civilized 


| community. I offered them a mass of information ig 


regard to hundreds of crimes, none of which they ex- 
amined with more than the most transparent pre. 
tense of getting at the facts. The whole effort ape 
veared to be to devise some means of avoiding thg 
nowledge which, when they finally asked for the 
means of obtaining, was so easily to be had that it 
required more skill to evade it than to find what the 
facts were, In doing this the tew members of tho 
grand jury who were really solicitous to discharge 
their duty were browbeaten and overruled by tia 
rest, especially by two or three who were members 
of the Ku Klux. It even went so far in the effort to 
get rid of the pertinacity of that part of the jury 
which was disposed to do right that caucuses of part 
of the jury were held in which it was so managed 
that these men were not present. 

“The whole conduct of their duty was so broad a 
farce that it was very distasteful to be forced in con - 
tact with it, and present developments show it to 
have been the most ghastly mockery of justice that 
it is possible to conceive. 

“If any other evidence were needed of the fact 
that the body of the local civil authorities is either 
in complicity with the Ku Klux conspiracy or intim- 
idated by it, it is to be found in the faet, which Low 
appears, that at least three of the justices of the peace 
(culled trial justices) have been members of the Ku 
Klux, and that at least one third of the white mem- 
bers of the grand and petitjuries at the last term of 
court were members, and among the number some 
who were officers of high grade in the order, and at 
least two of the number having been accessory to 
Ku Klux murders. 

** In view of this, it ts small wonder that eleven 
murders, and more than six hundred cases of whip- 
ping, and other brutal outrages by the Ku Kiux, have 
to this day gone unnoticed, and their authors un- 
whipped of justice, so far as any serious effort of 
the local authorities has been concerned. 

* Immediately subsequent to tue adjournment of 
the court, I went to Columbia, to confer with the 


|| district attorney, and endeavor to concert some 
|| means of bringing better things about in this see 


| the fearful extent to which these lawless acts | 


upon an ollicer of the law, and to paralyze the | 


public voice and the authorities, a full corrob- | 


oration of Chancellor Clark’s statement, that 
‘‘they keep quiet, for they might be convers- 
ing with one of them in the street and not know 
it,’ and that ** grand juries have been power- 
less to bring any one of that organization to 
ju tice, 

lhe facts are these: a man named Snoddy 
was killed, and three negroes were arrested for 
the murder, named Henry Miller, Sam Cald- 
well, and Sain Colvin. 


(page 265,) says that Miller and Caldweil were 
committed for trial, and Colvin was discharged. 
Miller and Caldwell escaped from jail, and it 


was understood that in some way Miller had 


been taken and killed. Colvin, who was the 
father of Caldwell, (Caldwell taking his former 
master’s name,) was afterward killed by dis- 


guised men. 


possession to show who were the murderers 
of Colvin, and that he intended at the then 
approaching term of court to prosecute them 
vigorously, and to hold over the grand jury 
for the purpose of doing so. He was asingle 
man, and boarded and lodged in the hotel on 
the public square in Kutaw, the county town. 
About eleven o'clock on the night of the 81st 
of March a band of disguised men, estimated 
generally at twenty-five, rode into the town, 
formed in front of the hotel, detached a squad 
who went in, compelled the clerk to show them 
to Boyd’s room, and there deliberately mur- 
dered him, putting two balls through his fore- 
head, and several through other parts of his 
body, (page 298.) 

At the time this was done there were in the 
town the ministers and elders of a presbytery 
then holding its sessions, (page 258.) The 
sheriff was at the hotel a very short time after 
Boyd was killed. There were yet persons on 
the street. The town contains, according to 
the census, a population of 1,920; but no 
alarm was given. The sheriff made no effort 


Colonel Jolly, who | 
defended them on the preliminary hearing, | 








———— ———————— 


| the President’s message co 


of that sub-committee were impressed with the 
belief that if, after the community was made 
aware of them, there was any recurrence of 
violence, no other remedy than the most 


| stringent one would suffice to bring the perpe- 


trators to justice, and to prevent scenes of 
bloody retaliation. 


Subsequently, after being apprised of an out- | 


rage occurring, as was alleged, in Spartan- 
burg county, which afterward 
have been in Union county near the line of 
Spartanburg, and of the destruction of a 
school-house in York county, the President’s 
attention was called to the facts developed 
before the committee and to these renewals of 
violence after their visit, and to the necessity 
of exercising the power vested in him by the 
act of April 20, 1871. Instead of at once act- 
ing on this information, as we now learn from 
numunicated to the 
House of Representatives, he instituted fur- 
ther inquiry through the Attorney General, 
and upon information obtained through that 


| inquiry, he did exercise that power, and after 
It was asserted that Mr. Boyd made declara- || a I 


' ba clara- |! proclamation suspended the privilege of the 
tions to the effect that he had evidence in his | 


writ in the counties of Spartanburg, Union, 
York, Lancaster, Chester, Fairfield, Laurens, 
and Newberry, in South Carolina. This was 
after aterm of court had been held in York 
county and the subject given in charge of the 
grand jury. The presiding judge of that cir- 
cuit, Judge Thomas, had requested of me as 
the chairman of the committee the informa- 
tion communicated to the President as to York 
county. I referred him to Major Merrill, the 
commander of the United States troops at 
Yorkville, and requested himto give all the 
aid in his power to any investigation directed 
by the court. I regret that 1 cannot incorpo- 
rate here the whole report of Major Merrill 
made to his superior officer, but his account 
of the proceedings of the court, of the suspen- 
sion of the writ, and of the scenes which fol- 
lowed it, gives a better idea of the true state 
of facts than any words of mine can give, 
and I make room for an extract. Referring 
to the investigation of the grand jury, he 
says: 

* After spending six days in the effort to discredit 


proved to 





|| been exercised by human power. 


tion. It was evident that the means at my command 
(which were limited to moral influences, and to 
giving aid to the victims in advising the legal 
methods of seeking redress) were utterly inadequate 


; news : || to meet the secret power ot the Ku Kiux, rightly 
had been perpetrated with impunity, members || 


called by themselves the Invisible Empire, tor a 


| more absolute and tyrannical control thau they held 


over the whole people where they existed has never 
I was hopeless ot 
the possibility of ordinary means being made equal 
to the destruction of the conspiracy, but I was so 
fully impressed with the danger, not only to this see- 
tion, but to the whole country, of permitting it to 
go on unchecked, that I was unwilling to spare any 
effort to break it up, or even to check it. 

‘| here received your notice that the honorable the 
Attorney General would shortly come to Yorkville 
to investigate the facts, and to endeavor to devise 
some means for the repression of the organization. 
I met him in Columbia, and after some conference 
with him there, returned with him to Yorkville, 
accompanied also by United States District Attorney 


Corbin. 


**A comparison of the evidence in the possession 


| of the Attorney General with the facts which I had 


long been collecting, convinced him that the worst 
reports which had been heretofore made of the 
power and of the infernal purpose and conduct of 
the order fell far short of the facts. It has since 
become evident that what at that time would, even 
by those persons most familiar with the facts, have 
been deemed the wildest exaggeration, falls short 
of the truth. The facts as now found are astound- 
ing, and it is impossible to make even the most 
temperate statement of them without risk of being 
suspected of exaggeration. 

‘The warning proclamation and the proclama- 
tion suspending the writ of habeas corpus followed 
close upon the report of the Attorney Generalof the 
facts; but even before this, and, indeed, on the very 
day of his arrival, many of the Ku Klux leaders, 
suspecting that measures were being devised to 
bring them to justice, and with the cowardice which 
has characterized all their infamous crimes, fled, 
leaving their poorer followers and ignorant dupes 
to stand sponsors for the crimes of which they had 
been the chief authors and instigators. ; 

‘* Two days after the telegraphic notification of 
the suspension of the writ of habeas corpus, bY 
direction of the Attorney General, I began effecting 
the arrest of such persons as he had evidence to 
show were guilty of crime, and whose arrest he 
directed. The troops were so disposed that a large 
number of arrests were effected simultaneously over 
the county. The effect of this, coupled with the 
fact that it was instantly apparent to the Ku Klux 
that no blow was struck in the dark, and no arrests 
made at random or on mere suspicion, was surpris- 
ing. The rank and file were bewildered and demor- 
alized. Looking about for theirchiefs and counse!- 
ors, and finding that te get orders or advice they 
must goto them in jail or follow their flight, they 
recognized the fact that the game was up, ‘that the 
organization was broken, and all over the country 
they betook themselves to flight or came in and 
surrendered, 

**The subsequent scenes have been such as makes 
one hope it will never be possible to parallel in our 
country. Conspirators against the well-being of 
society, of every grade of criminality, have come 
in and surrendered by the score. Day after day, 
for weeks, men came in in such numbers that time 


my reports they spent four days in apretended exam-=/!i-to hear them confess and means_to dispose of or 








eare of them both failed, and I was powerless 


take : 
+» do anything more than secure the persons of 
shose most deeply criminal, and send the rest to 
¢heir homes on their personal parole to be forth- 


eoming when called for. In some instances whole 


Kians, headed by their chief, came in and surren- 
d | together, 

‘Those arrested and those who have surrendered 
are of every social grade, from the highest to the 
jowest, including representatives of all the liberal 


f , even ministers of the gospel. Whenit 
is stated that these men among their number include 
those who confessed every crime known to the law, 
the state ot society in which such facts are possible 


pr fessions 


must be left to the ims agination to de pict; it is im- 
pos » to describe it. * * ° 

’ ‘shart; the conspiracy may be stated to have 
practically included the whole white community 


within the ages when active participation in publie 
affairs was possible. Those who were not sworn 
members, were greatly in the mfority, and were of 
only three classes; such as applauded and approved 
the purposes of the organization without being will- 
ing to join its ranks, to approve its grosser crimes, 
or to take the chances for punishment for being 


accessory to them; second, such as sympathized 
with its objects, but feebly pm octen to its crimes, 
more because of their inexpediency than of their 
wickedness; and, third, and by far the smallest 
class, those who had no sympathy with its objects, 
or anything but condemnation for its acts, but who 
had come to learn that security from personal indig 


nity re required silence. ‘The latter class are not to be 


enurely condemned for lack of moral courage, when 
it is understood that the secret influence was so 
powerful and all-pervading that no one felt safe 
either in person or property in denouncing it. And 


when it is known, as it is now proved to be the fact, 
that in numberless instances the crimes were com- 
witted upon persons whom the perpetrators had 
never known, even by name, and in which the acts 
were done in blind obedience to orders irom indi- 


viduals in higher authority in the organization, it 
will not excite surprise that few white men were 
willing to become martyrs to a sense of duty, espe- 


cially when it was evident to them that they could 
ld no effective influence toward controlling the 
conspiracy. Martyrs have always been scarce, and 


a large crop of them was hardly to be looked for 
where the average conscience of the community was 
either benumbed by Pace or overpowered 
force.” * * * * * * 

‘The total white voters of the county are seca 
twenty-three hundred, of whom a small majority 
live in that part of the county from which most of 
the surrenders have come. 


‘From these facts, I think the number of sworn 
mewbers of the organization in the whole county is 
underestimated when placed at eighteen hundred. 

Such astate of facts shows thatat the time of the 
suspension of the writ, York county was in point of 
fact an armed camp, and that it was not for want of 
power to do it, but because the flight of the leaders 
made organized resistance hopeless, that danger of 
this kind was not encountered. Had it been at- 
tempted, and the organization used its strength, 
with its leaders present to direct it, while there 
could be no question as to the final event, there 
would have been needed much more force than I 
had at command to enforce any arrests that might 
have been attempted. 

Tam convinced, too, that the moral effect of the 
suspensiou of the writ had much to do with the 
complete collapse of the organization.” 


hese were held for trial in the 
circuit court at Columbia, ‘The grand jury at 
the close of the term made the following pre- 
sentment, and I call attention to this present- 
ment, after having given the state of affairs as 
described in York county by Colonel Merrill, 
as showing that the same state of affairs 
existed in a number of counties in South 
Carolina. I read the presentment made Jan- 
uary 11, 1872: 
“To the judges of the United States circuit court: 


“In closing up the labors of the present term, the 
grand jury beg leave to submit the following pre- 
sentment: during the whole session we have been 
engaged in investigations of the most grave and 
extraordinary character—investigation of the crimes 
committed by the organization known as the Ku 
Kiux Klan. The evidence elicited has been volum- 
inous, gathered from the victims themselves and 
their families, as well as those who belong to the 
Klan and participated in its crimes. The jury has 
been shocked beyond measure at the developments 
which have been made in their presence of the num- 
ber and character of the atrocities committed, pro- 
ducing a state of terror and a sense of utter insecur- 
ity among a large portion of the people, especially 
the colored population. 

“The evidence produced before us has established 
the following facts: 

“1. That there has existed, since 1868, in many 
counties of the State, an organization known as 
the Ku Klux Klan, or ‘Invisible Empire of the 
South,’ which embraces in its membership a large 
prereeane of the white population of every profes- 
sion and class. 

"2. That this Klan is bound together by an oath 
administered to its members at the time of their 
initiation into the order, of which the following is 
acopy.” 


persons 





I have 














already read that, and I will not 
repeat it. 

* That in addition to this oath the Klan has a econ 
stitution and by-laws, which provide, among other 
things, that each member shall furnish himself with 
a pistol, a Ku Klux gown, and a signal instrument. 
That the operations of the Klan were executed in 
the night, and were invariably directed against 
members of the Republican eae by warnings to 
leave the country, by whippings, and by murd i, 

‘3. That in large portions ot ee sunties of York, 
Union, and Spartanburg, to which our attention 
has been more particularly called in our investiga 
tion, during part of the time for the last eighteen 
months civil law has been set at defiance, and ceased 
to afford any protection to the citizens. 

" That the Klan, in carrying out the purposes 
for which it was organized and arm: inflicted sum 
mary vengeance on the colored citizens of these 
counties by breaking into their houses at the dead 
of night, dragging them from their beds, torturing 
them in the most inhuman manner, and in many 
instances murdering them, and this mainly on ace- 
count of their political affiliations. Occasionally 
additional reasons operated, but in no instance was 
the political reason wanting, 

“5. That for this condition of things, for all these 
Violations of law and order, and the sacred rights of 
cliizens, many of the leading men of those counties 
were responsible. It was proven that large numbers 
of the most prominent citizens were members of the 
order. Many of this class attended meetings of the 


Grand Klan, At 


a meeting of the Grand Klan, held 








in Spartanburg county, at,which there were repre- 
sentatives from the various Klans of Spartanburg, 
York, Union, and Chester ccunties in this State. 
besides +. number from North Carolina, a resolution 
was ado; ted that no raids should be undertaken, or 
any one whipped or injured by members of the Klan, 
withouc orders from the Grand Klan. The penalty 
for violating this resolution was one hundred lashes 
on the bare back for the first offense, and for the 
second, ceash. This testimony establishes the na- 
ture of the discipline enforced in the order, and a 
the fact that many oft ae men who were openly re 
public ly speaking against the Klan, and pretending 
to deplore the werk of "this murderous conspiracy, 
were influential members of the order, and directing 
its operations even in detail. 

‘Tne jury has been appalled as much at the num 
ber of the outrages as their character, it appearing 
that eleven murders and oversix hundred whippings 
have been committed in York county alone. Our 
investigations in regard to the other counties named 
have been less full; butit is believed from the testi 
mony that an equal or greater number has beet 
committed in Union, and that the number is not 
greatly less in Spartanburg and Laurens. 

‘We are of opinion that the most vigorous prose 
cution of the parties implicated in these crimes 
imperatively demanded; that without this there is 

reat danger that these outrage ll be continued, 
and that there will be no security to fellow-citizens 


of African descent. 


We would say further that unless the 
of the Government is interposed to 
crimes committed upon this class of 
is every reason lieve that an 
determined attempt at retaliation will be made, 
which can only result in a state of anarchy and 
bloodshed too horrible to contemplate.” 

At that term of the court true bills 
found against seven hundred and eighty 
defendants, there being about five 
defendants in all, as some of them were named 
in several bilis. Of these, five were convicted 
upon trial ; fifty-three p leaded guilty, and the 
others could not be tried and were held over. 
Several of them have tried and 
others have pleaded guilty, as I am informed, 
at Charleston in the circuit court. The 
dence elicited at those trials leaves no doubt 
of the existence ol ‘the order, and its purposes 
elsewhere des ) of the inter 
course members the several 
States. Let me quote from the testimony of 
Kirkland L. 
ined 
lina: 

“Kirkland L. Gunn, 

**By Mr. Cornin. We haver 
the general question: First, 
and purpose of the Klan ? 


strong arm 
punish these 
citizens, there 
be organized and 


to 


were 
five 
hundred 


ea 


since been 


evi- 


, 20a 


thre 


till 


] 
as cribed als 


of its yugh 


Gunn, a witness who was exam- 


in these trials in Columbia, South Caro 


0 objection to 


asking 
what was t 


he obligation 


Answer. The obligation, sir, that I took was that 
I should not divulge any part of the secrets of the 
Klan that I had joined, and it was for the purpose 
of putting down Kadical rule and negro suffrage.” 

| « oo * * * * 7. + * * 
‘By Mr. Corsix. Mr. Gunn, you beve stated the 
general p irposesof the order. Now, will you please 
state to the Jury, how those purposes were to be car- 
ried int Ose set? 

* Answer. Ws ll, sir, that is known, I think; but 
the way I Idthat they wer going t rry this 
into effect was = killing off the white Radicals, and 
by whipping and intimidating the negroes so as to 


i 


i 


keep them from voting 
offices. 
** By the Court, 


y for any men who held Radical 


v 


State what was done in pursuance | 
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of the object of the order? What was done pursu- 


ant t 1e purpose of the order as you have stated it 
rccording to your knowledge? 

“ Answer. Their principle was to whip such men 
as they called Radicals, and men who were ruining 
the negro population, Xc., and they murdered some. 

** Ques + Wel, Mr. Gunn, when did they do this; 
night-time or day-time? 

“ Answ In the night, sir. 

*¢ Whether the organization was armed 
according to the by-laws? 

“Answer. Yes sir; they were armed, 

“Question, What were their arms? 

An Most generally pistols; sometimes shot- 
guns, muskets, &c. 

“@uestion. What is the Ku Klux gown referred to 
in the by-law ? 

“Answ It is a large cown made—all that ever I 


saw was nade of some solid colored goods; I don’t 
know whatthe color was; it looked dark in the night; 


lL neve 


saw a gown in daylight. 
“Question. What were these gowns worn for? 
“Answer. ‘To disguise the person, sir. 


“GVuestton. Were the purposes of the order to be 
carried out with the disguise on? 
° Y es, sir. 

When the Klan was assembled to pros- 
ecute any of its purposes, such as whipping and kill- 
ing, were they disguised or not? 


“(Question 
Juestion 


{newer. Always, sir. 
“Question. Now, Mr. Gunn, can you tell us any- 
thing about the extent of this general conspiracy, 
this organization, not only in York county, but 


beyond the limits of York county, or beyond the 
lit nit s of this State? 

Lnawer. [ met the same order in Georgia, sir. I 
d 


n’t know anything about it beyond York eounty, 
in this State. 


_ ‘Question, You met it in Georgia. Whatcounties 
in Georgia? 

_"* Anawer, [found it in Whitefield county, and 
Catoosa. 

i: Yue stion. Did you attend mectings ever in Geor- 
gia’ 


[ did, sir. 
W bat counties? 
The first meeting 
What were they 
to carry out this conspiracy ? 
“Answer. The meeting that I was at last 
raise money for the purpose of sending to 
Carolina, they told me, 
Question, For what purpose? 
For paying lawyers’ fees and 
to go to court. [Laughter. 
. JOHNSON, voce.) Lh spe th 


*Anewer,. 
ae 8 ieastion, 
A nawer, 


was in Catoosa county. 
** Question 
. , 


doing over in Georgia 


w to 
South 


is 


** Answer, 
witnesses 


* Mr 


paying 


(sotto 


* raised ft, 


“Mr. STANBERY, (sotto voce.) That is encevraging. 

‘Mr. Corin, (sotto voce.) [ should think that 
would be comforting information to you. 

“Question. The whole matter discussed in the 
meeting? 

= Answer. Yes, sir. 

‘Question, Taking care ofthe Ku Klux brethren in 
this State, were they ? 


Yes, sir. 

W as money raised ? 

There was, sir. 

Raised it for sending on here? 
They told me that was the purpose. 
Money paid in? 
Yes, sir.” 

The cases I have given and this testimony 
show the effect of this organization upon its 
victims. Now, I desire very briefly to call 
tention to its effects upon its members, and | 
do it in but one case; but it will, I think, 
satisfy any one that it is idle ta talk about 
demoralization and corruption in the southern 
States among the negroes or in any party, 
when it 1s apparent that in South Carolina 
and ina number of these States there is an 
organization which in its consequences would 
lead every man to distrust his neighbor and 
destroy all confidence in every judicial tribunal. 
I refer to the printed testimony on page 1342 
for the purpose of making two or three very 
brief extracts from the evidence of Dr. 
Bratton. Dr. Bratton, let me state, was the 
leading physician in York county, South 
Carolina. He had the largest practice of any 
physician in the county; a man of culture, a 
man of intelligence, a man probably, according 
to my recollection of his appearance, 
forty to forty five yearsofage. He was called 
before the committee when they were in York, 
and I will now read a few brief extracts from 
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his testimony for the purpose of quoting afier 
ward the truthin regard to him. The firs 
question that I read is this: 

“Our purpose is to inquire into the security of 
life, person, and property through this county, and 
the manner in which the laws are executed, Hay 
you any knowledge of any offenses against the law, 


or against the security of person and property, that 
have not been redressed in the ordinary courts of 
justice ? 


*“ Anewer. I have no personal knowledge of any- 
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thing of the kind. I merely hear rumors and re- 


ports, Pe nally, [ know nothing about it.” 
Passing to page 1344, I read the following: 
“Question. Do you knew of no organization in 

this county intended to prevent negroes from voting 

as they saw proper? 


“Anewer. L don't; and that has not been the case. 


Vuestion, Do you know anything of this organi- 
gation commonly called Ku Klux? 
jnwwer, Lam no member of the Ku Klux, and 
kr ¥ nothing of their proceedings.” 
He was examined at very considerable 
length. I well remember the testimony. After 


referring him to some publications that were 
made in their newspapers, he altered his opin- 
ion as to there being no Ku Klux organization, 
and said, in answertoa question, (page 1348: ) 


ij 
it 


and he is speaking of a man whostood socially 
and professionally at the head of society in 
York county, South Carolina, and who swore 
before the committee that he knew nothing at 
all of that outrage. 
talk about demoralization in Legislatures under 
the negroes, when the leaders of society are 
not only themselves murderers, but come be- 
fore the country and deny it by perjury ! 

I have thus given in some detail the pro- 
ceedings in South Carolina, because there the 
evidence of the existence of the organization 
and its purposes and acts is beyond contro- 
versy, and it is only necessary to apply the 


| same evidence to other localities infested by 


Question, You do believe now that there is a 
Ku Klux organization ? 
Anewer, From that article there must have been 
atthat time; whether there is now I do not know.’”’ 
Cn Pp re | pos 
Question, Now, Doctor, having stated your be- 
lief that there i Ku Klux organization, since you 
w this notice in the paper, state who in your belief 
compose it, | 
“Anawer. | cannot tell you that, sir. | 
Wuestion, What class of people, sir? 
Answer. loannottell youwho composethat organ- | 
ization I know nothing aboutthem. I do not be- 
Jong. and have no means of knowing. 
** Guestion. lave you no idea who compose it? 
*Ansu No, sir; LI have no means of knowing.” 
| 
Bear in mind he denied all personal knowl- | 
edge of a single Ku Klux outrage in that | 
county, in which there were eleven murders | 


and over He denied 
that he the organization. 
He denied all knowledge, in short, of its opera- 


ix hundred whippings. 


knew anything of 


tions except what he gathered from com- 
mon rumor. Bear in mind the character of 
the man. Bear in mind that it is said that no 


man of respectability or character had any part 
much 
Now, sir, when the proclamation was 


in these outrages, less countenanced 
them. 
made that the writ of habeas corpus would be 
suspended, Dr. Bratton fled, and my informa- 
tion is that he has never been back in York 
county since. Several of the men who hanged 
a man named Jim Williams, a militia captain, 
were arraigned and tried at Columbia for that 
offense, and the testimony upon that occasion 
proved that this Dr. Bratton, who thus swore, 
was the leader of the band; that he provided 
himself with a rope in the town of Yorkville 
and earried it his saddle-bow out to the 
cabin of that man, Jim Williams, and with bis 
own hand put the rope around Williams’s neck 
and hanged him. Sir, 1 do not wish to leave 
this fact to my statement, but I quote from 
the address of Hon. Mr. Stanbery, the coun- 
sel of the defendants in that case, and let him 
speak of Dr. Bratton, so that the character of 
this organization and its effect upon its mem 
Let it be remembered 
that this was on the trial of one of the young 
men who accompanied Dr. Bratton on that 


Mr. Stanbery says: 


on 


bers may be apparent. 


OCCHSION, 


*Llow in God's name, gentlemen,can you make him 
responsible for the horrid outrage that followed. 
Why, gentlemen, did not the men that were detailed 
to go down there and seize the mar suppose they 
were going for his arms? They were absent about 
ao hour or less than an bour, and when they returned 
they weresilent; the question was, ‘Haveyougotthe 
arms ?° Noresponse whatever, but some showed guns; 
in a little while Dr. Bratton, in answer to a question 
put to him by some man where Williams was, said 
*heis nowin hell.’ Gentlemen, I donot stand here to 
justity Dr. Bratton, but to defend this young man; let 
Dr. Bratton answer for himself, anddo not hold this 
young han guilty on aceountot his misdeeds. Ido not 
jJustily that - horrid outrage that was committed there 
that night. It makes my blood run cold to listen to 
the relation of it; after they had got his guns, to take 
him out from his family, and withoutamoment’s time 
to make his peace with God, to launch him into the 
other world, and upofi their return to speak of it in 
the impious manner which has been detailed | 
‘Gentlemen, the right man is not here; you have 
proof, but not the offender, When he or they, 
whoever they may be, shall be arraigned, then will 
be the time to mete out the just“ measurement otf 
such acrime; but, gentlemen, I beg of you not to 
coufound the just with the guilty.” 


hat is not my language; that is the lan- 
guage of Hon. Henry Stanbery, who was 
taken from Cincinnati to defend these men, 





the organization to appreciate the condition 
of the poor and defenseless, who are the ob- 
jects of its attacks, and to show the necessity 
of the exercise of power by the strong arm of 
the Federal Government to suppress this mon- 
strous Conspiracy. 

Now, sir, as to the extent to which this or- 


ganization has prevailed: itis stated in the views | 


of the minority that it does not prevail in more 
than forty counties in these States of North 
and South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, 
and Mississippi. Let me give you the names 
of the counties in these States in which these 
offenses have been committed. Outrages have 


| been committed in North Carolina in the coun- 


ties of Orange, Chatham, Alamance, Lenoir, 
Harnett, Sampson, Caswell, Guilford, Gaston, 
Lincoln, Moore, Rutherford, Cleveland, and 
Catawba. 

South Carolina.—In the counties of Spar- 
tanburg, York, Union, Chester, Abbeville, 
Laurens, Fairview, Newbery, and Lancaster. 

Georgia.—In the counties of Jasper, Wal- 


| ton, White, Morgan, Jackson, Hancock, Wil- 
kinson, Washington, Cherokee, Greene, Mad 


ison, Pike, Whitefield, Habersham, Putnam, 
Haralson, Warren, Kichmond, Gwinnett, 
Floyd, Glasscock, Chattooga, Dade, Clark, 


Talk about corruption ; | 


| 





Jeflerson, Oglethrope, Walker, Appling, and | 


Columbia. 
Alabama.—In the counties of Blount, Cal- 


houn, Chambers, Choctaw, Fayette, Greene 
} ’ ’ ’ 


| there are more. 


Hale, Jackson, Jefferson, 
Macon, Madison, Marshall, Morgan, 
Perry, Pickens, Sumter, ‘l'uscaloosa, St. Clair, 
Cherokee, Coosa, Lauderdale, Marengo, Tal- 
lapoosa, and Walton. 

Mississippi.—In the counties of Chickasaw, 
Kemper, Itawamba, Tishemingo, Prentiss, 


stone, 


Lee, Leake, Tippah, Union, Alcorn, Kem- | 


per, Lauderdale, Lincoln, Lowndes, Marshall, 
Mouroe, Noxubee, Oktibbeha, Pontotoc, and 
Winston. 

Florida.—In the county of Jackson alone 
the evidence shows that within the last five 
years there have been one hundred and fifty- 
three homicides. 

Here we have ninety-nine counties in all, 
and this in all probability falls below the num- 
ber. 
examination of that part of the testimony at 
the taking of which I was not personally pres- 
ent, and have only inserted here the names of 
those counties where offenses are clearly shown 
to have been committed. I have no doubt 
I shall give presently a sum- 


' mary of the offenses committed in these coun- 


ties. 
These facts bear upon the denial made in 


| the views of the minority of the extent of the 
| organization, of its political significance, or 


of its having the countenance of any of the 
respectable white people of the South. Each 
of these may require a passing notice. 

As to the numbers of the organization, the 
fact that in York county the number was almost 
equal to the white voting population is of itself 
startling, and when itis remembered that about 


| the same state of affairs existed in the two 


adjoining counties, and to a large extent in 
other counties, it is evident that nothing but 
the power of the General Government is suffi- 
cient to restrain that organization in that State. 


I have not had time to make a careful | 
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Again, after the concession that General 
Forrest knows so much more about the origin 
of the organization than any other person, hig 
statement as to its numbers becomes import- 
ant. In 1868 he said there were forty thou- 
sand in Tennessee and five hundred thousand 
in the southern States. The only correction 
he made of that statement in his letter written 
to correct errors was that he believed there 
were those numbers. His belief as the head 
of that organization is significant, and equiy- 
alent to the knowledge of other people. 

The allegation that the order does not exist 
in more than forty counties is met by the names 
of the counties of the several States which | 
have already given. 

I will now give the summary to which I have 
referred. In North Carolina fourteen counties 
are shown in which outrages occurred, and in 
them there occurred eighteen homicides and 
three hundred and _ fifteen whippings. In 
South Carolina, nine counties in which the 
testimony taken by the committee shows there 
were thirty-five homicides and two hundred 
and seventy-six other outrages. The present- 
ment of the grand jury says there were forty 
homicides in those counties, and over two 
thousand cases of other outrages. In Georgia 
there are twenty-nine counties shown, in which 
seventy-two homicides and one hundred and 
twenty-six cases of whippings are disclosed by 
the testimony. In Alabama there are twenty- 
six counties, in which two hundred and fifteen 
homicides are shown to have occurred, and 
one hundred and sixteen cases of other out- 
rages. In Mississippi there are twenty counties 
in which there are twenty-three homicides, and 
seventy-six cases of outrages by this testimony ; 
and in Florida, in the one county of Jackson— 
I bave not bad time to look through the other 
portions of the testimony—one hundred and 
fifty-three homicides have occurred in that 
county alone since the war; and let it not be 
supposed that these even are all. These foot 
up ninety-nine counties, five hundred and 
twenty-six homicides and twenty-nine hundred 


| and nine cases of other outrages shown in this 
Lawrence, Lime- |) 


testimony, and by this finding of the grand jury. 

Now, let us go further. At Columbia there 
were true bills found against five hundred and 
one defendants. In the northern district of 
Mississippi there were bills found against four 
hundred and ninety defendants, and in the 


| southern district against one hundred and fifty- 





| countenance. 


} 


| 


i 
| 
| 
| 
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two defendants. In North Carolina there are 
bills found against nine huudred and eighty- 
one defendants. I have not the returns of 
those that have been found in Alabama, but | 
know a number of bills have been found there 
and that there have been a number of trials 
and convictions. 

Now, sir, when you remember that there 
were twenty-nine hundred and nine outrages 
and five hundred and twenty-six homicides, 
and that these offenses have been shown to 
have been committed by men in bands ranging 
from five up to seventy-five and a hundred 


|} and sometimes as many as four to eight hun- 


dred, it does not require much arithmetic to 
show that this is a formidable organization. 
When you have over three thousand victims, 
victims to violence committed by bodies of 
men in an organization, who need doubt as 
to the character and the extent and the power 
of the organization ? 

It is alleged that in allthese proceedings the 
men are of that class in society who have no 
Sir, let me call your attention 
to two or three facts. ‘he miuority of the com- 
mittee have admitted—it is an admission—that 
General Napoleon B. Forrest and General 
John B. Gordon were the first men who were 
at the organization of this Klan. Who are N. 


| B. Forrest and J. B. Gordon? I suppose that 


for political purposes I could give them no 
higher indorsement than to state that they 
were both delegates at large from their respect- 
ive States of Tennessee and Georgia in the 











